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Singular parabolic operators in the half-space with boundary
degeneracy: Dirichlet and oblique derivative boundary
conditions

L. Negro *

Abstract
We study elliptic and parabolic problems governed by the singular elliptic operators
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2

L=y"Tr (QD?) +2 7 "q-VuDy +7y"2Dyy +y (d,Va) + cy®2 7' D, — by*2 2

in the half-space Rf“ = {(z,y) : * € R,y > 0}, under Dirichlet or oblique derivative
boundary conditions. In the special case a1 = a2 = « the operator £ takes the form

L£=y"Tr (AD?) +y* ' (v,V) = by* 2,

Qld

q |
and parabolic LP-estimates and solvability for 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.

where v = (d,c) € R beRand A= > is an elliptic matrix. We prove elliptic
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study solvability and regularity of elliptic and parabolic problems associated to
the degenerate operators

artan a1teg g

L=y Tr (QD?C) +2y 2 q-VaDy+ YDy +y 2 (d, V) + cyaz_lDy — by*2—2 (1)

and D; — £ in the half-space RY ™ = {(z,y) : # € RY,y > 0} or in (0,00) x RY"! and under
Dirichlet or oblique derivative boundary conditions at y = 0.

Qldqd
Here v = (d,c) € RN withd = 0ifc=0,b € R and A = is a constant real
q |7
elliptic matrix. The real numbers «y, ag satisfy as < 2 and as — a3 < 2 but are not assumed to

be nonnegative. In the special case a; = as = « the operator L takes the form

L =y*Tr (ADQ) + gyt (v, V) — by 2 (2)
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whose coefficients are singular for & < 0 and degenerate for « > 0 at y = 0. This paper is the
companion of [25], in which the same type of operators are considered but with d =0, b = 0, and
with Neumann boundary condition.

We write By, to denote the 1-dimensional Bessel operator D, + iDy and Ly = Dy, + iDy — y%;
note that B, is nothing but L, when b = 0. With this notation the special cases where

L=y Ay +y*B,, L=y Ay +y*?L, (3)

has been already studied in [23, 27]. The main novelty here consists in the presence of the mixed
derivatives Qngazq -VzD, and of the z-derivative yalgw ~1(d, V) in the operator £ which is a
crucial step for treating degenerate operators in domains, through a localization procedure. Sur-
prisingly enough, the case c; = o implies all other cases by the change of variables described in
Section 3. However this modifies the underlying measure and the procedure works if one is able to

deal with the complete scale of L2, spaces, where L2, = LP(RY Ty dxdy).

The interest in this class of singular operators has grown in the last decade as they appear
extensively in the literature in both pure and applied problems. The operators in (3) are strongly
connected with nonlocal operators as they play a major role in the investigation of the fractional
powers of the Laplacian and of the Heat operator through the “extension procedure” of Caffarelli
and Silvestre, see [4] and [34, 13, 1] for a more general setting. We refer also the reader to the
introductions of [8, 3] for some references to related problems in probability, mathematical finance
and biology, porous media equations and in degenerate viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations. This
type of singular operators are also connected to the theory of geometric PDEs with edge singular-
ities [19] and to the analysis of the regularity of the ratio of solutions to elliptic PDEs [35].

Our main results are Theorems 5.2, 6.2, 7.1 and 7.3, where, in the language of semigroup theory,
we prove that £ generates an analytic semigroup on L? , characterize its domain as a weighted
Sobolev space and show that it has maximal parabolic regularity. For reader’s convenience we
collect, in Section 2, the main hypotheses we assume and also the main results of the paper in the

case ap = (g as in (2), referring to Section 7 for their extension to general o, g as in (1).

We prove both elliptic and parabolic estimates which, in the case a; = as = a, b = 0 and
oblique derivative boundary condition, read as

ly*D?ul|p, + [y v - Vull Ly, < CllLullLs,, (4)
and
[ Deullzz, + ([ Lullps, < CI(De — L)ulls, (5)

where the LP norms are taken over Rf 1 and on (0,00) x Rf *1 respectively. Both the elliptic
and parabolic estimates above share the name “maximal regularity” even though this term is often
restricted to the parabolic case. Throughout the paper we keep this convention referring, in the
statements of our results, to maximal regularity to denote the validity of the parabolic estimates
(5) while the elliptic bounds as in (4) will be characterized through the precise description of the
domain of L.

Let us explain the meaning of the restrictions ay < 2, g — a1 < 2 considering first the case
where a; = as = @, so that the unique requirement is o < 2.

It turns out that when a > 2 the problem is easily treated in the strip RY x [0, 1] in the case
of the Lebesgue measure, see [12], and all problems are due to the strong diffusion at infinity.



The case a > 2 in the strip RY x [1, 00 requires therefore new investigation even though the
1-dimensional case is easily treated by the change of variables of Section 3.

When oy # s, the further restriction as — a1 < 2 comes from the change of variables of Section
3, see Section 7.

Let us briefly describe the previous literature on these operators. In [23, 26] we considered
the simplest case of A, + B, making extensive use of the commutative structure of the operator.
The non-commutative case of y**A, + y*2B, has been later faced in [27]. Another source of
non-commutativity comes from the presence of mixed derivatives. In [25, 28, 31] we treated the
operator

a1 tag

L=y Tr (QDJQC) +2y~ = q-V,D,+ ,Yyocszy + Cya271Dy

under Neumann boundary conditions. The methods use in these papers rely on tools from vector-
valued harmonic analysis, Fourier multipliers and structure theory of Banach spaces. We refer the
reader also to [9, 7, 8, 10] and to [2, 3, 6, 16, 32, 33, 35] for related results with different methods,
but without the powers y**, y*2 (a1 = a3 = 0) and with variable coefficients.

This paper is devoted to complete the picture in this direction, by adding the z-derivative

y%_l (d,V,) and the potential term by®2~2 and by studying £ under Dirichlet or oblique
derivative boundary condition at y = 0. Here we consider only constant matrices () and constant
q,7v- The general case where @, g,y are bounded and uniformly continuous is however straight-
forward and allows to treat operators in smooth domains, whose degeneracy in the top order
coefficients behaves like a power of the distance from the boundary. We shall treat these topics in
a forthcoming paper.

We also point out that our results seems to be new in the case of oblique derivative boundary
conditions (see Theorems 5.2 and 7.1) when a; # 0 or ag # 0 (i.e. when the powers y*', y“* appear
in the operator) while for Dirichlet boundary conditions (Theorems 6.2 and 7.3) we improve the
results in [11] which are valid in the special case a3 = a2 € (0,2), v = 0, b = 0 but with variable
coefficients.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect the hypotheses we assume on £ and
present the main results of the paper: here, in order to improve readability, we restrict ourselves
to the case a1 = as as in (2), referring to Section 7 for the general case (1).

In Section 3, we exploit some elementary changes of variables, in a functional analytic setting,
to reduce our operators to simpler cases.

In Section 4 we collect the results we need concerning anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces:
the main novelty is Section 4.2 where we introduce and study the Sobolev space W2P (a1, az, m)
having oblique derivative boundary condition. This careful study is essential for characterizing the

domain of £ when the z-derivative yalgaz ~1(d,V,) is present and when oy # as.

In Sections 5 and 6, which are the core of the paper, we prove generation results, maximal
regularity and domain characterization for the operator £, under respectively oblique derivative
and Dirichlet boundary conditions, both in the case a3 = ao.

Finally, in Section 7, we extend the results to general a;, as.

Notation. For N > 0, Rf“ = {(z,y) : # € RV y > 0}. For m € R we consider the measure
y"dzdy in RY ! and we write L? (RY ™) for LP(RY™'; y™dady) and often only LP, when RY ™!
is understood. C* = {\ € C : Re X > 0} and, for |§] < m, we denote by 3y the open sector



{AeC:X#0, |[Arg(\)| < 0}. We denote by a™ and o~ the positive and negative part of a real
number, that is ot = max{a,0}, = = — min{«, 0}.

We write often (z,y) or z-y to denote the inner product of RV and, for A, B € symmetric,
Tr (AB) = 3, ; aib; j. Moreover, if w € RV, we write also w ® w € RM" to denote the matrix
(wiw;) .=y 3 With this notation one has Tr (w ® wA) = (Aw,w).

]RN’N

We use B for the one-dimensional Bessel operator D, + %Dy and L for D, + %Dy — u_b2' Here
¢, b € R and both operators are defined on the half-line (0, c0).

2 The main results and assumptions

We consider first, for b, ¢ € R, the 1d operators

c b c
L=Dy,+-D,— —, B=D,,+-D 6
wT Ty T 2 w Ty (6)
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, s are the roots of the indicial equation
f(s)==s>+(c—1)s+b=0

-1 -1
812:c2 —\/5, 822202 +\/5 (7)

where

D:=b+<6;1)2. )

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 [29]. When b = 0, then
VD =|c—1|/2and 51 = 0,50 =c—1forc>1and sy =c— 1,5, =0 for c < 1.

We now introduce a (N + 1)-d generalization of the operators (6). For reader’s convenience we
list below the main hypothesis and notation which we assume throughout the whole manuscript.

Assumption 2.1 Let v = (d,c¢) € RN¥*L and let A = (a;;) € RNTUNFL e a symmetric and
positive definite (N + 1) x (N + 1) matriz; we write A as

Q|d
A=
q |7
where Q € RVN*N g = (q1,...,qn) € RN and v = ant1.n+1 > 0. Let ay, e € R such that

g < 2, ag — a1 < 2.

Form € R we consider the measure y™dxdy in RY ™" and we write L2, (RY ) for LP(RY s y™dady)

and often only LY, when Rerl is understood.



Definition 2.2 We consider the (N + 1)-d degenerate operator

a1tag a1tas g

L=y Tr (QDJQC) +2y" 2 q-VoDy+vy?Dyy+y = 2 (d, V) + cy”ley — by272

in the space LP, = L%(Rﬁ“). Note that L can be written equivalently as

a1tag car1tas g

L=y Tr (QD2) +2y~ = (¢,VaDy) +yy**Ly+y 2 (d, V) (9)

where L, is the operator defined in (6) with parameters %, %

Note that in the special case oy = ag = @, so the unique requirement is o < 2, the operator L
takes the form

L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* " (v,V) — by 2. (10)

Assumption 2.3 We always keep the assumption D > 0 satisfied by the coefficients of the operator
L, in (9).

We study unique solvability of the problems
Au— Lu=f, Diw—Lv=g

in the spaces L?, (Rf +1) spaces under Dirichlet or oblique derivative boundary conditions at y = 0,
and initial conditions in the parabolic case, together with the regularity of w,v. In the language
of semigroup theory, we prove that £ generates an analytic semigroup on LP . characterize its

domain and show that it has maximal regularity, which means that both D;v and Lv have the
same regularity as g. To improve readability we recall the following definition.

Definition 2.4 An analytic semigroup (e**);>o on a Banach space X with generator A has mawi-
mal reqularity of type L1 (1 < g < o0) if for each f € L1([0,T]; X), the following parabolic problem
associated with A

{ Dyu(t) — Au(t) = f(t), >0, (11)

u(0) =0
has a unique solution u € W4([0,T); X) N L4([0, T); D(A)). This means that the mild solution of

(11), given by the variation of parameters formula

t
t—u(t) = / =941 (s) ds,
0
is indeed a strong solution and has the best reqularity one can expect.

It is known that the property above does not depend on 1 < ¢ < oo and T" > 0. A characteriza-
tion of maximal regularity is available in UMD Banach spaces, through the R-boundedness of the
resolvent in a suitable sector w + X4, with w € R and ¢ > 7/2: this approach is widely described
in [18] and in the new books [14], [15].

Our main results are the following. We refer to Section 4 for the definition of the weighted
Sobolev spaces involved

W_/%/’p (a17a25m)5 Wj,p (a17a25m)5



having respectively Neumann and oblique boundary conditions (see also Definition 4.12).

For simplicity, here, we state the results only in the special case oy = as = «, where
L=y*Tr (AD?) +y* ' (v, V) = by* 2,

referring to Section 7 for the general case having possibly different weights y“*, y*2, in front of the
x and y derivatives.

We start by considering b = 0 and endow £ with the Neumann or oblique derivative boundary
conditions
ﬁ%Dyuzo (if v =0), ;%yvv-Vu:O (if ¢ #0).

We define accordingly (see Propositions 4.3, 4.5, 4.9)

W2P(a, o, m) = {u e W2P(RYTY) : y*D?u, y2Vu, ue Lfn}

loc

and
W2P(a, a,m)={u € W*P(a,a,m) : y* *v-Vue L2}, (¢ #0);
W2P(a, a, m)::Wﬁ,’p(a, a,m)={u € W*P(a,a,m) : yo‘_lDyu eLP}, (v=0),

(note that W(Qo’)pc) (a, 0, m)=Wi (ar, a,m)).

Theorem (Theorems 5.2 and 7.1) Let v = (d,c) € RN with d = 0 if c = 0, and let a € R such
that o < 2 and

c
<—-—+1-oaq.
p Y

m
<

Then the operator
L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* " (v,V)
generates a bounded analytic semigroup in L, which has mazimal regularity. Moreover
D(L) = W2 (a,a,m)
and the set C, defined in (31) is a core for L.

We then add the potential term —by“~2 and endow £ with the Dirichlet boundary condition
(see Corollary 6.4)

e . L I
%%y u=0 (if D>0), y}lg%y ueC (if D=0),

where D and s7 2 are defined in (7), (8).
Theorem (Theorems 6.2 and 7.3) Let o € R such that o < 2 and

m+1

s1t+a < < s+ 2—a.



Then, under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3, the operator
L=y*Tr (AD?) +y* ' (v,V) — by* 2
generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY which has mazimal regularity. Moreover,
D(L) =y~ *W2P (o, a,m — 51p), w=v—2s1(q,7).
The maximal regularity of £ stated in the Theorems above, implies immediately the following

result which we state, for simplicity, only in the case of oblique boundary conditions. The proof
follows directly from the above theorems, Definition 2.4 and standard semigroup theory.

Corollary 2.5 Let v = (d,c) € RN*! with d = 0 if c = 0, and let o € R such that o < 2 and
a” < mTH < s + 1 — «a. Let us consider the operator

L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* " (v,V)

endowed with domain WP (@, a,m) := Wfﬂ, Then for each 1 < g < 0o, T'> 0 and ug € Wﬁi%,
f € LY([0,T]; L?,) the problem

{%U(t,w,y) — Lu(t,z,y) = f(t,z,y), t>0,
U(O,(E,y) = ’U/O(xvy)

admits a unique solution w € WH2([0, T]; LE,) N L([0, T]; W2E).
3 Degenerate operators and similarity transformations
In this section we consider the operator £ defined in Definition 2.2 namely

ajtag a1tas g

L=y ' Tr (QDJQC) +2y" 2 q-VaDy+yy*Dyy +y~ 2 (d, V) + cy”ley — by

which we often shorten by writing

alta alta
L=y"Tr (QD?) +2y = = (q,VaDy) + vy Ly+y = ' (d, V) (12)
where Ly, = Dyy + ‘Z(TWDy - IZ—;Y is the operator defined in (6) with parameters %, <

We investigate how this operator can be transformed by means of change of variables and
multiplications.
For k,B € R, B # —1 let

1
Ty pu(z,y) =8+ 1|Pyku(x,y5+l), (x,y) € Rf“. (13)
Observe that
-1
Tep =T o

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— 5
g+1

m:

(ii) For every u € VVlzocl (Rerl) one has
1. YTy pu = Ty p (Y7 u), for any o € R;
2. Do, (Tipt) =T (Da,o;v), Doy (Thpu) = Tip (Dg,u);
3. DyTrpu=Thp (ky—ﬁu +(B+1)yFer Dyu),

—1

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

4. DoyThsu=Ths (ky*ﬁpmu + (B + )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

1 u(z, yP !
DTy su(z,y) =8+ 1]7y" (k(#) +(B+ 1)yﬂDyu(:c,yﬂ+1))

=Tk 3 (kyfﬁu + B+ 1)y% Dyu)

and similarly

B—

DyyTpu(x,y) =Tk,s ((B + 1)2y52_leyyu +(B+1)(2k + 5)yﬁ_+iDy“ + k(k — 1)97%10-
O
Proposition 3.2 Let T}, 3 be the isometry above defined and let

a1tan ates g

L=y Tr (QDi) +2y" 7 q-VaDy+yy®Dyy +y~ 2 (d, V) + cyo‘271Dy — by®272,

The following properties hold.

(i) For every u e W' (Rerl) one has

loc
T];é (ﬁ)Tkwgu =Lu
where

&14ao a

L=y" Tr (QD2) +2y™ "G V,Dy + y™4Dy, +y 2 1 (CZ, vm) +y8271eD, — by¥e2

is the operator defined as in Definition 2.2 but with parameters given by

64 - (5] 0~4 70[2—|—2ﬂ
1—ﬁ+17 2 — B+1
and
i=(B+1)q, F=(8+1)%, d = 2kq +d,
E=(B+1)(c+ (2k+B)7), b=b—k(c+ (k—1)). (14)



. ~ 20(1 ~ o~ o~
and setting & = T asTs one has a1 = as = & and, for

(i) In particular choosing B =
every u € Wit (RYF),

Q1 — Qg
2

T,;é (E) Trpu=y*Tr (ADZu) + y* (8, Vu) — by* 2.

O
(=}

t
where A = < ) and © = (d, é).

qal|
PrOOF. The proof follows after a tedious straightforward computation using Proposition 3.1. [

If in the above Proposition we write both operator £, £ in the compact form (12), we have the
following result.

Corollary 3.3 Let Ty, g be the isometry above defined and let

a1tag ar1tay g

L=y Tr (QD2) +2y 2 (¢,VaDy) +w™Ly+y 2z *(d,Vy)

where L, = Dy, + C/T'YDy — Y2 Then

Y

(i) For every u e W2 (Rf“) one has

loc

aq+ag

iy (E) Thpu=y™ Tr (QD2u) + 2y~ (§, VaDyu) + y™>FLyu +y =L (d, un)

where L, =Dy, + (E/T&Dy — lZ—j.
(ii) The discriminant D and the parameters 31 o of L, defined as in (8), (7) are related to those
of Ly by
D

D= CESVER (15)

and

s91+k
B+1

S1,20 = i ([’3 +1> O), 5112 = (ﬁ +1< 0) (16)

PROOF. The first claim is simply a reformulation of (i) of Proposition 3.2. (ii) then follows directly
by (14) and Definitions (7), (8).
0

We define now for w € RY and 8 # —1 the following isometry of LP,
Spwul,y) = u(z+wy’y), (z,y) e RYT (17)

Proposition 3.4 Let w € RY and 8 # —1. Then for every m € R, Sg, is an isometry of LP,
and for every u € w2t (Rf“) one has

loc

1. y*Sg,u = Spw(y*u), for any o € R;



2. Da.o;(Spwtt) = Spu (Dwﬂju)7 Da,(Spwt) = Spw (Da,u);

3. DySs wu =55 ((ﬁ + 1)y? (Veu,w) + Dyu) ,
D (S5 ot) = 55,0 ((B -+ 1292 (D2u-0,0) + 208+ Dy (V. Dy, )
+B(B 4+ 1)y~ Y Vu,w) + Dyyu) ;

4. VaDySpuu = Spu((B+ 1)y D2u- w + VaDyu)
PRrROOF. The proof follows after a straightforward computation. [l

Proposition 3.5 Let Sg,, be the isometry above defined and let L the operator defined in (9) with

L, =Dy, + C/TVDy - Z—J. Then for every u € Wﬁ)cl (Rf“) one has

ajtas a1tes g

Sﬁ,w”(yal Tr (QD2) +2y~ 2 (q,VeDy) +vy**Ly+y~ 2 (d, Vm))Sﬁ,wu

ajtast+28

=y Tr (QD2u) +2(B+ 1)y 2  Tr(q@wD2u)+~v(8+1)*y***** Tr (w®wD?2u)

a]+tag

+2y (¢, VaDyu) + 2v(8 + 1)y** P (w, V. Dyu)

+7y*? Dy u + cyo‘z_lDyu — by %y

a]+tag _1

+(c+v8) B+ )y* P w, Vou) +y 2 1(d, Vau).

PRroOF. Using Proposition 3.1, one has

° S51w71 (yo‘lTr (QD%U) )Sﬁﬁwu =y Tr (QDfﬁu),

a1 +tag aq+as+28 ajtag

S (2075 (0, VaDy) ) Spwu = 208+ 1)y ™ F M (g0 wD2u) + 25 (¢, Va Dyu);

° Sﬂ)w_l (yO‘QWDyy>SB,wU = (B + 1)2y*2t28Ty (w ® wDiu) +29(B8 + 1)y*2 P (w, V. Dyu)
+7y*2 Dyyu + vB(8 + 1)y~ w, V,u);

Sﬂ)w_l (cyo‘Q_lDy) Sgwt = c(B+ Dy t8=1(w, V,u) + cy®2 =1 Dyu;

ay]fag 1

L4 Sﬁ,wil (yal;a2 -t (d, vm) )Sﬁ,wu =Y

. The required claim then follows after a straightforward computation. [l

(d,Vzu).

When as — a1 # 2 we can specialize the previous relation by choosing § = #1592,

Corollary 3.6 Let w € RY and let Sg, be the isometry defined in (17) with f = 21522 £ —1.
Let L the operator defined in (9) with Ly, = D, + C/TWDy - ZZ—J. Then one has

ajtas ar1tas g

St (y“1 Tr (@D2)+2y 2 (¢.VoDy) +7y*Ly+y 2 (d,Vy) )Sﬁ,wu

a1 tag

— Ty (QD‘;’U) + 252 (G, VaDyu) + 9o Lyu + y =521 (J, Vmu)

10



where
Q=Q+2B+1)qew+vB+1) wow,  §=qg+7(B8+1)w,
d=d+ (c+v8)(B+ 1w

Proor. The proof follows by specializing Proposition 3.5 to 8 = #1572 # —1. O

4 Anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces

Let p > 1, m, a1, a2 € R such that

1
a2 <2, as—ap <2, ozf<%. (18)
In order to describe the domain of the operator
L=y Tr (QD2) +2y %" (¢, VoDy) + 95" Ly +y 2~ (d, V) (19)

we collect in this section the results we need about suitable anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces.

The main novelty is Section 4.2 where we introduce the Sobolev space W2 (a1, aa, m) having
oblique derivative boundary condition: here, in order to improve readability and although not
essential, we treat separately the cases a1 = as and a1 # as.

Besides this we also briefly recall the main properties about the spaces Wf/’p (a1, a9, m) and
sz’p (a1, 2, m) having respectively Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions, referring to [24]
for further details and all the relative proofs (also outside the above range of parameters (18)).

We also clarify, in Propositions 4.17 and 4.20, the relation between the three spaces Wff’p(al, Qg,m),
W2P(ay,ag,m) and W%p(ozl, o, m).

4.1 The space WP (ay, ag,m)
We start by defining the Sobolev space

loc

d <3
WP (ay, az,m) et {u € WQ’p(Rf'H) Dy, Y Dyyaju, Y7 Dy, u,

a1+

5D, Vue 1,

o2
yY** Dyyu, y2 Dyu, y
which is a Banach space equipped with the norm

n n
def a1
||u||W2’P(a1,a2,m) = ”u”me + Z HyoqDﬂ%ﬂﬂj/u‘HIf,L + Z Hy 2 D$1u||L?,)n

ij=1 i=1

a]+

2012 Dva’u”LfR

+ Hyaszyu”Lfn + ”y%Dyu”Lf’n + [ly

Next we add different boundary conditions for y = 0.
We add a Neumann boundary condition for y = 0 in the form y*2~'D,u € LE, and set

Wﬁ[’p(al, ag,m) def {ue W2’p(a1,a2,m) : yo‘z_lDyu err}

with the norm def
€ —
HuHW/%/’p(a110(21m) = HUHW2’p(a17a2,m) + ||y0t2 1DyuHL§n
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Remark 4.1 We remark that, in the range of parameters (18), the condition on the mized deriva-
tives in the definition of Wf/’p (a1, 2, m) can be discarded, without any loss of generality, since by
[24, Proposition 4.1] and [27, Theorem 7.1] one has for every u € Wf/’p (a1, aa,m)

a]+tag

S1Te2 21
ly™ 5 D, Vol g, <C[llullzy, + ly™ D2ullzy, + lly™ Voulls,
o2 _
+ Iy Dyyullzs, +lly % Dyullry, + ly™ " Dyul s, |

Remark 4.2 With obvious changes we consider also the analogous Sobolev spaces W*P(a, m) and
Wﬁ[’p(a, m) on Ry. For example we have

Wﬁ/’p(a,m) = {u € VV;?(I&J s, Yy Dyyu, y%Dyu, yo‘leyu € Lf’n}.

All the results of this section will be valid also in Ry changing (when it appears) the condition

a1_<mT+1t00<mT+1.

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

Proposition 4.3 [24, Proposition 4.3] The following assertions hold.
(i) If mTH > 1— g, then WP (a1, as,m) = WP(a1, ag, m).

(i1) IfmTH <1—ag, then

Wf/’p(ozl, ag,m) = {u € W*P(ay,az,m) : 111% Dyu(z,y) =0 for a.e. x € RN}
Y—

In both cases (i) and (ii), the norm of Wf/p(ozl,ozz,m) is equivalent to that of W2P(ay, ag,m).

The next results show the density of smooth functions in Wﬁ/’p (a1, 2, m). Let
C:={ueCX(RY x[0,00)), Dyu(z,y) =0 for y <& and some § >0}, (20)
its one dimensional version
D ={ue CX(0,00)), Dyu(y) =0 for y < ¢ and some § > 0} (21)

and finally (finite sums below)
CXRM)@D = {u(m,y) =3 ui(@)vi(y), ui € CXRY), v; € D} cc.

Theorem 4.4 [24, Theorem 4.9] C°(RY) ® D is dense in Wf}p(al,ag,m).

Note that the condition (m +1)/p > a;, or m+1 >0 and (m +1)/p+ a1 > 0, is necessary
for the inclusion C C Wi (a1, ag, m).

We provide an equivalent description of Wﬁ/’p (a1, a2, m), adapted to the degenerate operator
By = Dy, + cy *D,. In the first formulation we shows that the Neumann boundary condition in
the integral form y®2~1D,u € LP, is actually equivalent to the trace condition lin% y°Dyu = 0.

Yy—r
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Proposition 4.5 [24, Proposition 4.6] Let ¢ € R and mTH < c+1—ay. Then setting By, =
Dy, +cy=tD, one has

Wff’p(al, ag,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+l) tu, Y Agu, y*?Byu € LY and ;ig%chyu = O}

loc

and the norms HuHWﬁ/,p( my and

1,002,
lullzy, + lly™ AgullLy, + ly** Byull g,

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

WP (a1, ag,m) = {u e WEP(RYTY) s u, y™ Ayu, y*2 Byu € Lf’n} .

loc

The following equivalent description of Wﬁ/’p (a1, a2, m) involves a Dirichlet, rather than Neumann,
boundary condition, in a certain range of parameters.

Proposition 4.6 [24, Proposition 4.7] Let ¢ > 1 and mTH < c+1—ay. The following properties
hold.

(i) If ¢ > 1 then

Wﬁ;p(al,ag,m) = {u € WEPRYHY) s w, y*1 Ayu, y*2B, € LE, and limoyc_lu = 0} .
Yy—r

loc
(ii) If c =1 then

Wﬁ/’p(al, ag,m) = {u € WQ’p(Rerl) tu, Y Agu, y*?Byu € LY and il_r)% u(z,y) € (C} .

loc

4.2 The space W2P(ay, ag, m)

Let v = (d,c) € RN*1 with d € RY and ¢ # 0. We impose now a weighted oblique derivative
g~

boundary condition (y = d-Vyu+ chu) (x,0) = 0 in the integral form (see Proposition 4.15)

aqtag

> ' Vou+cy® 'Dyu € LE,. (22)

For reader’s convenience, although not necessary, we treat separately the simpler case oy =
and the case a; # «a, where some complications occur due to the different weights y®, y*2 which
appear in the x and y directions.

4.2.1 The case a; = as: the space W2P(a, o, m)

We start by the case a; = as := o where the condition above reads as
y* - Vu=y*"t(d-Vyu+cDyu) € LE,.

We define accordingly

W2P(a, o, m) = {u e W*P(a,a,m): y* to-Vue LE} (23)

13



with the norm
def |

”u”Wf’p(a,a,m) - |u||W2”’(0¢70¢1m) + ”ya_lv ’ vu”Lfn'

In particular, when d = 0, one has Wﬁ/’p(a,a,m) = W(Qo’pc) (o, a,m). This justify the following
definition.

Definition 4.7 To shorten some statements we also write
2, def 11,2,
W %)(a,a,m) = Wi (o, o,m).

With this notation W2P(a, e, m) is well defined for any v = (d,c) € RN*! such that d =0 if ¢ = 0.
Note that

W2P(a,a,m) = Wi (a,a,m) when ¢=0 or d=0.
Under this identification, we also define
Co:={ueC® (RN x[0,00)), (v-Vu)(z,y) =0 for y <& and some § > 0} (24)
with the convention that Cy, := C when v = (0,0) and C is the set defined in (20).

In what follows we clarify the relation between the spaces Wﬁ,’p (o, ¢, m) and W2P (v, e, m). The

next Proposition shows that W2P(a, o, m) is related to Wﬁ,’p(a, a,m) by means of the isometry
So,w of LP defined in (17) with f =0 and w = —%, namely

SO)_% u(z,y) :=u <3: — gy,y) , (x,y) € Rerl.
Proposition 4.8 One has
So,—4 (Wﬁ/’p(a,a,m)) = W2P(ar, ar,m) (25)
In particular the set C, defined in (24) is dense in W2P(a, a,m).
PROOF. Let u € V[/foc1 (Rf“) and let us set u = Soﬁgu. Then by Proposition 3.4 one has
1 y* Dyt = 5’07_% (yo‘Dwﬂju), y%Dmiﬂ = SO)_% (y%Dwiu),
Yy D, = 5’077% (yo‘lemiu);

2. y¥Dyii =S, _a ( —1y%(Vou,d) +y* Dyu),

Yy 'Dyit =Sy _a ( — Ly (Vau,d) + y“‘lDyU);

8. 92 Dyyit = Sy _a (&y*(D2u-d,d) = L2y (V. Dyu,d) + y* Dyyu)

4. y*V,Dyii = Sy _a ( —1yeD2u.d+ yanDyu).

In particular
y* - Vi + cy® Dyt = 5’07_% (cyo‘leyu).

The above relations shows that @ € W2P(a, o, m) if and only if u € Wﬁ/’p(a, a,m). This proves the
required claim. The last claim follows by the density of C in Wﬁ,’p (o, a,m) since Cy = Sy _a (C).
O
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As in Propositions 4.5 and 4.6 we can provide an equivalent description of W2?(a, o, m),
adapted to the degenerate operator Dy, +y~'v - V. In the first formulation we shows that the
oblique boundary condition in the integral form y*~'v - Vu € LP, is actually equivalent to the

trace condition lim y“v - Vu = 0.
y—0

Proposition 4.9 Let mT'H <c+1—a. Then one has

W2P(a, o, m) = {u € WQ’p(Rerl) su, y*Ayu € LD

loc
yaDyyu + ya_l'U -Vu € Lg)n and llr%yc’u -Vu = O}
Yy—r

and the norms [|[ully2. o oy and

[y, + ly* Azl Ly, + 1y Dyyu +y*~ o - Vaullp,
are equivalent on W2P(ay,as,m). Finally, when 0 < mT'H <c—1 then

W2P (o, o, m) = {u € WQ’p(RfH) cu, YU Agu, y*Dyyu+y* v Vu € Lﬁ} .

loc

ProOF. Let @ € WP (a,c,m). By Proposition 4.8, @ = S _au where u € Wﬁ/p(oz,oz,m). We
observe that by Proposition 4.5, u is characterized by

u, y*Agu, y*Dyyu+cy® *Dyu e LP, and 111% y°Dyu = 0. (26)
Y—

We remark preliminarily that the Calderon-Zygmund inequality (see e.g. [17, Theorem 2, Chapter
4, Section 1)) yields

/ Do, (e, y)|P da < C / Agule, y)|? da.
RN RN

Multiplying by y?*™™ and integrating over R, we obtain
n
> 1Y Daayull s, < Clly™ Mgl s, (27)
i,j=1
and the same relation obviously holds for 4. Moreover by Proposition 4.5 again we also obtain

ly*VaDyull g, < C|llulley, + Iy Aaullg, + Iy Dyyu+ ey~ Dyul s, | (28)

By Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.6 with 8 =0 and w = —% we have
1' yaDIZIJa = 5077% (yaDI»LLE]u)7

2. yaflv -Vu = ‘5’077E (Cyaleyu);

3. YDyt +y* v Vi=8, _a (C%yo‘ (D2u-d,d) — 2y (d, Vo Dyu) + y*Dyyu + cyo‘_lDyu).
The above relations and (27), (28), then shows that the requirements in (26) are equivalent to
@, y*Agi, y*Dyy,i+y* tv-VaeLr, and lim y°v - Vii = 0
Y—

which proves the first required claim. The claim for 0 < mT'H < ¢ — 1 follows similarly. O
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The following proposition involves a Dirichlet, rather than an oblique, boundary condition, in
a certain range of parameters.

Proposition 4.10 Let ¢ > 1 and mTH < c+1—a. The following properties hold.

(i) If ¢ > 1 then

loc

W2P (o, o, m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) cu, Yy ALu € LP)

y*Dyyu+y* tv-Vu € LP, and lim y* 'u = O}
y—0

(ii) If c =1 then

W2P(a, o, m) = {u € W2"p(Rf+1) cu, yTAzu € LP)

loc

y*Dyyu+y*tv-Vu € LP, and lir% Yy e (C}
Y—

PRrROOF. The proof follows as in Proposition 4.9 by using Proposition 4.6 in place of Proposition
4.8. ]

4.2.2 The general case: the space W2?(a1,az,m)

We now extend the previous definition also to the case a; # ao. In contrast to the case oy = ao,
a distortion correction defined by the coefficient

def Q1 — Q2

Ba 5

appears in the definition of W2P(ay, ag,m). This is due to the possibly different weights y1, y2
which appear in the x and y directions. It does not appears, obviously, in the case a1 = a, where
Bo = 0, but also when d = 0 (see Remark 4.11). This correction is essential for the validity of
equalities (32) and (36) and for characterizing, in Section 7, the domain of the degenerate operator
L defined in (19).

We start by defining

1+

F*P(aq, a,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) Dy, Y Dy, y%Dmiu, ya T D,V u,

loc
D o
Y (Dyyu + Ba —yu) ) yTQDyu € Lfn}
Y

with the norm

+
= 2a2 DukuHLgn

n n
o1
”u”FQ*”(Oq,az,m):Hu”Lfn + Z Hyal‘DIﬂjuHLfn + Z Hy 2 DIiuHLfn + ”y
i=1

i,7=1

@2
+ly% Dyulzs,
L,

Dyu
v (P25

"
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Next we impose the weighted oblique derivative boundary condition
(yPd - Vou+ cDyu) (2,0) =0

(see Proposition 4.15) in the integral form

ajtag
2

Yy _1d~Vmu—kcy‘”_lDyu:yaZ_l(y'@‘*d- Vmu—kcy‘”_lDyu) e L. (29)

Accordingly we define

aqtag

W2P (a1, a2,m) C'= {u € F*(a1,00,m) : y™57 7 Vyut ey Dyu € I8}

with the norm

def ajtog _
w2y apmy = NellF2raazm + Iy~ = td- Vou+ ey Dyull s,

Remark 4.11

(i) The difference between the spaces W2P(ay, aa,m) and F*P(ay, ag, m) relies on the require-
ment y2 (Dyyu + Ba Dyu) € LP, which, in the definitions of F*P(ay, ag,m) and of W2P (a1, az, m),

Y
cannot be split into

y**Dyyu, y*2 ' Dyu € LF,
as in the definition of Wi (a1, az,m).
(i1) Both the requirements

a1 tag

D
Y <Dyyu + ﬂaTyu> e b, y— 2 td-Vpu+cey™ 'Dyue LE (30)

in the definition of W2P (a1, e, m) are essential for the wvalidity of Propositions 4.18 and
4.18 (see Remark 4.19).

(iii) The hypotheses y2 (Dyyu + Ba D;u) € IV is equivalent to

B tan
Qg a 21
Yy Dyyu — 79 2

d-Vu e P,

This follows by combining linearly the two conditions in (30). In particular, when d = 0, one
has in any case

W(%i) (1,0, m) = Wﬁ/’p(al,ag,m), for any ceR.
(iv) The boundary condition (22) is defined up to a normalization constant i.e.
Wik (a1, a0,m) = WiP(ar,a2,m),  VpeR\{0}.

w

Note that in the special case a; = a2 the above definition is consistent with the one given in
Subsection 4.2.1. Moreover Remark 4.11 (iii) justifies the following definition.
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Definition 4.12 To shorten some statements we also write

def
Wik (a1, a2,m) = WP (a1, a,m).

With this notation W2P(ay,az,m) is well defined for any v = (d,c) € RN*1 such that d = 0 if
c¢=0. Note that

W2P (a1, a0,m) = Wi (a1, as,m), when ¢=0 or d=0.
Under this identification, we also define
Coi={ue C®(RY x[0,00)), (y’d-Vyu+ecDyu) (z,y) =0 for y < § and some § >0} (31)
with the convention that C, := C when v = (0,0) and C is the set defined in (20).
As before we clarify the relation between the spaces W]%,’p(al, ai,m) and W2P(ay,az, m) by

generalizing Proposition 4.8. W2P (a1, ag, m) is related to Wﬁ[’p(al, a2, m) by means of the isom-
etry Sg,  of LP, defined in (17) with

a1 — Qg d

2 #—1, W:—m7

ﬂa -
namely
Spawu(@ y) = u(z—wy®t ), (z,y) e RY.
Proposition 4.13 Let f, = “5*2 # —1 and w = —ﬁ. Then one has
S8, w (Wﬁ/’p(al,ag,m» = W2P(aq, ag,m) (32)

In particular the set C, defined in (31) is dense in W2P(ay, ag,m).

PRrROOF. Let u € VVZQOC1 (Rf“) and let us set @& = Sg_ u. Then by Proposition 3.4 one has

1o y* Dyt = Sp, w (y”Dzizju), y%Dmiﬂ =S, w (y%Dziu);

2. y%Dy& = 58, w ((ﬁa + 1)y%(vmu,w) + yaTszu>,

Otl;a2 _1(

Y2 1Dyt = Sp, ((ﬁa +1)y Vau,w) + yaz—lDyu>;

a1 tag

3. y** Dyt = Sg, ((ﬂa + 12y (D20 w,w) + 2(Ba + 1)y~ 2 (VaDyu,w)
+Ba(Ba + 1)y ™55 T (Vou,w) + 42 Dyyu);

ajtag ajtag

4. y™5 Vszﬂ:Sﬁmw((ﬂa—l—l)yanguwu—Fy : vayu);

a]+tag
2

5.y - Vi + ey 'Dyu = Sg, w (cyaz—lDyu>.

The above relations shows that @ € W2P(a1,as,m) if and only if u € Wﬁ,’p(al,ag,m). This

proves the required claim. The last claim follows by the density of C in Wﬁ,’p (a1, 2, m) since
Cyv = 593, (C).
]
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Remark 4.14 Recalling Remark 4.11 (i), equality (32) can be written equivalently as
S8, w (Wf/’p(ahaz,m)) = Wf’p(ahaz,m)a v=(-w(Ba+1),1) (33)

which is valid for any w € RY.

As in Propositions 4.9 and 4.10 we provide an equivalent description of W2? (a1, az, m), adapted
to the degenerate operator

p+ Ba
C

ay]fag
2

A:=y"D,, +y -V, +py2"tD,,  d= d. (34)

Proposition 4.15 Let p € R such that mT-i-l < p+1—ay and A be the operator in (34). Then
one has

W2P(ay, ag,m) = {u € WQ’p(Rerl) tu, YT Agu, Aue LP)

loc
and 512% y* (yP* d- Vyu+ cDyu) = 0}

and the norms |[ully2.0 (o, 4y m) and
lullps, + Iy Agullpr, + || Aull s,

are equivalent on W2P(ay, ag,m). Finally, when 0 < mT'H < pu—1 then

W2P(ay, ag,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+l) tu, YAz, Au € L%} .

loc

PROOF. Let us suppose, preliminarily, 4 = ¢. The proof, in this case, follows as in Proposition
4.9 by using the isometry Sg, ., in place of 5, _a. The claim for a general 1 € R follows, recalling

Remark 4.11 (iv), by writing
WP (a1, a,m) = W(Q%pd#)(al,amm)
and by using the previous step with (£d, i) in place of v . [l

Proposition 4.16 Let > 1, mTH < pu+1—ay and A be the operator in (34). The following
properties hold.

(i) If > 1 then
W2P(ay, ag,m) = {u € Wi’f(Rerl) tu, Y Ayu, Au e LY, and lir%y“_lu = O}
Yy—r

(i1) If p =1 then

loc

W2P(a, a,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) cu, Y Agu, Aue LY and lir% y"lu € (C}
Y—r

PRrROOF. The proof follows as in Propositions 4.10 and 4.15. O
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The next Proposition shows that in a certain range of parameters the spaces Wf}p (a1, 2, m)
and W2P(aq, g, m) coincide.

Proposition 4.17 If ’”T“ >1-— % then Wﬁ,’p(al, az,m) = W2P(ay,az,m) and one has

artan artaz

ly™ =" " Vaully, < Clly™ = Dy Vaully,,  Yu € Wi(ar,a2,m).

PROOF. Let u € C2° (RY x [0,00)). By applying [24, Proposition 3.2 (iii)] to V,u we get

a1+

e 20¢2 DyvquLfn'

ly== ~'Vaully, < Clly

Since by Theorem 4.4 and Proposition 4.13, the set C'° (RN x [0, oo)) is dense in both Wﬁ[’p(al, g, m)
and W2P (a1, az, m), the above inequality extends to both spaces. This shows in particular that for
function u belonging to Wff’p(al ,aa,m) or W2P(aq,az,m), so that in particular yaﬁ%DyVmu €
LP . one has

aqtag

y— 2 td-Vepu+cey®™ 'Dyuc LE — y** 'Dyu € LE,.
This, recalling (iii) in Remark 4.11, proves the required claim. O

We end the section by showing how the spaces Wﬁ,’p(al, az,m), W2P(a1, az, m), introduced so
far, transform under the action of the map (13) with £ = 0, § # —1, namely

1
Topu(z,y) == |8 + 1|pu(x,y'8+1), (x,y) € Rf“. (35)

Observe that

-1
TO,B - To

—F
Proposition 4.18 Let 1 <p < oo, f€R, f# —1 and m € R. The following properties hold.
(i) To,p maps isometrically L% onto LE, where m = %

az+28
B+1

(ii) Setting &y = +, @9 = one has

GESE

WiF (a1,02,m) = To s (Wi (61, G2.1m))

WP (ar,a0,m) = To (W21, d20m)) 0= (de(B+1). (36)
In particular choosing 8 = Bo = *5*% and setting & = ﬁ and m = T‘ﬁ one has
WP (ar,a2,m) = Top, (W2 (@ a,m)), 5= (dc(Ba+1))

PROOF. (i) and the first equality in (ii) follow by a straightforward application of Proposition 3.1
with & = 0 as in [24, Proposition 2.2]. To prove the second equality in (ii) we set 0 = (d,¢) =
(d,e(B+1)) and

a1 — (X9 d 5[1 — 6&2 d

VE WE Sy U=
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and we observe preliminarily that, by construction, one has

o+l
g+1’

Then, recalling the definitions of S, and Ty g, a straightforward calculation yields

7+1

0 =w.

SywoTg="Tg085q.
Indeed the latter equality follows by the previous relations on the coefficients after observing that
Sy (Tou) (2,y) = (Tou) (z +wy™ ' y) = |8+ 1ru (v + oy y7+)
and
Ty (Sy.ou) (z,y) = |8 + 1|%(S’q@u) (z,v%*) = |8+ 17u (:v +®y(ﬁ+1)(ﬁ+1)7y6+1) '
Then using the first equality in (ii) and Proposition 4.13, one has

W2P(ay, ag,m) = Sy w (Wf/’p(al, ag,m)) =5 u (TO)B (Wﬁ,’p(dl, g, rh)))

= TO,B (S:Y@ (Wﬁ/’p(dl, Qo, m))) = T07ﬂ (Wﬂz’p(dl, Qo, Th)) .
This proved the required claim. [l

Remark 4.19 [t is essential to deal with Wﬁ/’p(al,ag,m), W2P(ay,an,m): in general the map
Ty, does not transform W2P(éy, az, m) into WP (ay, az, m) since by (ii)-3 of Proposition 3.1 one
has

Y Dyy(Tpw) = (3 + 1T (5 + 1)y Dy + By™ ' Dyu).

4.3 The space sz’p(al,amm)

We consider also an integral version of the Dirichlet boundary condition, namely a weighted summa-
bility requirement for y~2u and introduce

W%p(oq, g, m) def {ue W2’p(a1, g, m) : Yy 2y € e}

with the norm def
e, _
2o oy Nl iy + ™22l gz,

The symbol R stands for ”Rellich”, since Rellich inequalities concern with the summability of
2

Yy cu.
Proposition 4.20 The following properties hold.
(i) For any u € W%p(ozl, ag,m) one has

ly*2~ Dyull s, < C (lly*2Dyyullr, + ly*2 2ullzs,) ,

aqfag

ly== "'Vaeullp, < C(Ily** Dawul oy, + ly**ullLs,)

In particular Wé’p(al, ag,m) C Wﬁ/’p(al, az,m) N W2P(ay, az,m).
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(it) O (RYTY) is dense in Wi (ar, az,m).
(iif) If 5 > 2 — ag, then
Wé’p(al,ag,m) = Wﬁfp(al,ozz,m) = Wf’p(al,az,m) = W2"p(041,o¢2,m)
with equivalence of the corresponding norms.

PROOF. The proof follows by [24, Proposition 5.1]. We need only to prove the second inequality
in (i). With this aim let u € sz’p (o1, a2, m). We use the classic interpolative inequality

C(N,p)

vau('vy)HLP(RN) < EHAwu('ay)HLP(RN) + ”u('uy)”LP(RN)'

« 2 ag—a

Multiplying the above inequality by y—= ! and choosing ¢ = y'~ T we get

a]+tag

ly 2 7 'Vaul, y)lleeny < 1y Agul 9l L@y + C(N, )y 2 ul, y)ll Loy

The required estimate then follows after raising to the power p and integrating in y. We remark
that in (iii), under the range of parameters (18), we have mT'H >2—ay >1— 242 and then, by

Proposition 4.17, Wﬁ;p(al, ag,m) = W2P(aq, g, m). O

Finally, we investigate the action of the isometry T} s defined in (13). We start with the case
k=0.

Proposition 4.21 Let Ty g the map defined in (35). Then

sz’p(al, a9, m) = TO,B (W%p(dl, dg, m))

where m = %LT_lB, a1 = 60_"_11, Qg = O‘é:ﬁ’@. In particular choosing 8 = B, = “1572 one has
U 2m — a1 + ao - 2001

W2P(ay, o0, m) =T, (Wz’p a,a,m), m=-——>=  a=————.

7 (a1, a0,m) =Ty, (Wr"( ) FApEP— g —

PRrOOF. The claim follows from Proposition 4.18 since by Proposition 4.20 one has
W»]%p(oél,oé27m) = Wf/’p(oal,ag,m) N{ueL? :y22ucLP}
and noticing that y*2~2u € LP, if and only if y*22u e L . [l

We consider now the multiplication operator Ty o : u — y*u.

Proposition 4.22 [24, Lemma 5.3] Let as — a; < 2 and mTH > 2 — qy. For every k € R,
Tho: Wﬁ;p(al,ag,m) — sz’p(al,ag,m — kp)
is an isomorphism (we shall write ykWﬁfp(al, ag,m) = sz’p(al, ag,m — kp)).

Finally we deal with the isometry of L? , Sg,_ . defined in (17) with 8, = *5%*2 # —1 and

_ d
w=- C(ﬂa"t‘l) :
Proposition 4.23 Let f, = “5*2 # —1 and w = —ﬁ. Then one has
SBaw (W%p(ozl, oeg,m)) = sz’p(al, g, m)
PRrROOF. The proof follows as in Proposition 4.21 using Proposition 4.13. O
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5 The operator with oblique boundary conditions
In this section we study parabolic problems related to the operator
L=y*Tr (AD?*) +y* ' (v,V)

defined in (10) in the case b = 0. Here v = (d, ¢) € R¥*! and, under the hypotheses in Assumption
2.1, we always assume « < 2 and the diffusion matrix

t
A_(QQ)
q |~

to be symmetric and positive definite. We endow £ with Neumann and oblique boundary condi-
tions in the sense specified below.

We briefly recall the weighted Sobolev spaces which are introduce and analysed in details, as
well as their boundary conditions, in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. We set, at first,

W2P(a, o, m) = {u e WEP(RYTY) . y*D?u, y2Vu, u e Lﬁ’n}.

loc

We start by considering, preliminarily, the case d = 0 and we add, accordingly, a Neumann
boundary condition
lim y5 Dyu = 0

in integral form (see Proposition 4.5) by defining
WP (a,a,m) = {u € W?P(a,a,m) : y* 'Dyu € LL}.

The following result characterizes the generation properties, the maximal regularity and the
domain of £ in the special case d = 0. It has been proved by the author in [25] by constructing,
using tools from vector-valued harmonic analysis and Fourier multipliers, a resolvent (A — £)~!
of £ for X in a suitable sector w + ¥4, with w € R and by proving that the family A(A — £)7! is
R-bounded on B (LE,). We refer the reader to [25] for the proof and any further details.

Theorem 5.1 [25, Theorem 5.6, Corollary 5.7, Theorem 6.3] Let o € R such that a < 2 and

m—+1 c
< —-—+4+1-aq.
p Y

<

Then the operator
L=y*Tr (AD?) +y* 'cD,

endowed with domain Wff’p (o, a,m) generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LP  which has
mazimal reqularity. Moreover the set CS°(RN) @ D defined in (21) is a core for L. Finally, the
estimate

1" Doy ull g, + Iy Dyyuull g, + I1y* Dayull oy, + ly™ ™ Dyullzy, < CllLulls,

holds for every u € Wﬁ/’p(a, a,m)

23



When ¢ # 0 and d € R, we can impose an oblique derivative boundary condition
lim y% v-Vu=0
y—0
in integral form (see Proposition 4.9) by defining
W2P(a, o, m) =4 {u e W?P(a,a,m) : y* to-Vue LP}.

Recalling Definition 4.12, to shorten the notation we also write W(Qo’f)) (o, a,m) = Wﬁ/’p(a, a,m).

We transform £ into a similar operator with d = 0 and Neumann boundary condition. Indeed,
we use the map Sy, of Section 3 defined in (17) with 8 = 0 and w = —<, namely

d
So,—2 u(z,y) :=u <33 — Y y) , (z,y) e RYFL

We recall that, by Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.6, Sy, _a is an isometry of LF, and for every
we W2! (Rf“) one has

loc
So_a -t (yO‘Tr (AD?) 4+ y*~" (v, V) )S’Oyfgu =y*Tr (AD2’U/) +y* " teDyu

where

We can then deduce the following result.
Theorem 5.2 Let v = (d,c) € RN "1 with d =0 if c =0, and let o € R such that o < 2 and

1
m <£+1—a.
Y

<

Then the operator
L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* " (v,V)
generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY, which has mazimal regularity. Moreover
D(L) = W2P (o, o, m)
and the set C,, defined in (31) is a core for L.

PrOOF. The claim for ¢ = 0 or d = 0 is just Theorem 5.1. Let us suppose ¢ # 0. According to the
discussion above the isometry Soyig of LP transforms £ into

L=y“Tr (/IDQ) + yo‘_chy,

The statement on generation and maximal regularity is therefore a translation to £ and in L}, of
the results of Theorem 5.1 for £. Also, using Proposition 4.8, one has

D(L) = Sy _4 (D (ﬁ)) = Sp,_4 (Wf}p (a,a,m)) =W2P (a,,m) .
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Corollary 5.3 Under the assumptions of the previous theorem, the estimate

19* Dao; ull g, + 1y Dyyul oy, + 1y Doyl g, + 1y o - Vaullgr, < CllLullzy, — (37)

holds for every u € W2P(a, o, m) (if ¢ = 0 replace y*~ v - Vu with y*~*Dyu).

PRrROOF. By Theorem 5.2 the above inequality holds if [ju[[;» is added to the right hand side.
Applying it to ux(z,y) = u(Ax, A\y), A > 0 we obtain

HyaDwﬂjuHLfn + HyaDwiyu”L”m + Hyo‘DyyuHme + Hya_lv : VUHL% <C (H‘CUHLER + )‘a_2||u||L£’n)

and the proof follows letting A — oo. U

The following corollary enlightens the role of the Neumann and of the oblique boundary con-
ditions.

Corollary 5.4 Under the assumptions of the previous theorem one has

loc

D(L) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) cuy Y Agu, y*yDyyu+y* o - Vu € LP, and lir% y v Vu = 0}
Y—
(when v =0, replace lim y>v-Vu =0 with lim Dyu =0).
y—0 y—0

PRrOOF. The proof follows from Theorem 5.2 and Propositions 4.5 and 4.9. [l

6 The operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions
In this section we add a potential term to the operator of Section 5 and study the operator
L=y*Tr (AD?*) +y* ' (v, V) = by* >

with v = (d,c) € R¥M*1 and b € R. We endow £ under Dirichlet boundary conditions, in the sense
specified below.

We always assume the hypotheses in Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3; we also recall that, as in Defi-
nition 2.2, £ can be written equivalently as

L=y*Tr (QD2) +2y* (q,VaDy) +y*vLy +y* " (d, V)

t
where A = M and
q |7

c/v b/~
+'D, — 2

Ly =Dy, +

b ¢
v
The equation L,u = 0 has solutions y~*', y~°2 where 51, 59 are the roots of the indicial equation

f(s)=—s%+(c/y—1)s+b/y =0 given by

is the operator defined in (6) with parameters

c_q c_q
51::72 —V/D, 52::72 ++vD (38)

25



where

2

b e _
D :=— v
v ( 2 )
is supposed to be nonnegative. When b = 0, then v'D = |¢/y — 1]/2 and s; = 0,85 = ¢/ — 1 for

c/vy>1and sy =c¢/y—1,s9 =0 for ¢/v < 1.

Remark 6.1 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) a™ to
0 (see also Remark 4.2). We also refer to [5, 20, 21, 22, 30] for the analogous results concerning
the Nd version of L,.

A multiplication operator transforms £ into an operator of the form y“Tr (ADQ) +y* 1 (v, V)
and allows to transfer the results of Section 5 to this situation. Indeed, we use the map defined in
(13) of Section 3

Tk,Ou(xvy) = yku(xu y)7 ((E, y) € Rf—i_l (39)

for a suitable choice of £ and with § = 0. We recall that, by Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and Corollary
3.3, Tx,0 maps isometrically L2 onto L2, where m = m + kp and for every u € VVfOC1 (Rf “) one
has

T,;é (L) Tpou= Lu
where
L=y*Tr (AD2) oyt (CZ, Vz) + ya_léDy — by 2,

d=2kq+d, c=c+2ky, b=b—k(c+(k—1)). (40)
Equivalently we can write

L=y*Tr (QD2u) + 2y* (¢, VaDyu) + y*“yLyu + y*~* (2kq + d, V,u)

where L, = D,, + E/TVDy — ZZ—J. Moreover the discriminant D and the parameters 31 o of L, are
given by

D = D, §172 = 51,2 + k. (41)
Choosing k = —s; and recalling the definition of s1, we get
b=0, 5—7(5—251>—”y(1+2\/5) (42)

and therefore
T o (17T (AD?) + 97 (0, V) = by™ ) Ty 0 = y°Tr (AD?) +3°7 (0, V) (43)
where w = (J, &) = (d — 2s1q, ¢ — 2s17y). Moreover from (42) one has
w=v—2s1(q,7) = (d —2s1¢,v(1 + 2\/5)) .

We can now derive the following result.
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Theorem 6.2 Let a € R such that o < 2 and

m+1

s1+a < < s+ 2—a.

Then, under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3, the operator
L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* ' (v, V) — by*?
generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY which has mazimal regularity. Moreover,

D(L) = y_lefj’p (o, a,m — 51p) w=v—21(q,7). (44)

P
m—sip

PROOF. According to the discussion above the map T g, o : L — LP transforms £ into

L=y*Tr (AD2) + 927 (w, V), w=(—2s1¢ +d,c—2s17) := (J, 5) . (45)

We observe now that, recalling (38), the hypothesis s1 +a~ < mT'H < $2+2—a is equivalent to

o < mepsitl o %—l—l—a. Moreover Assumption 2.3 implies, recalling (42), that & = v(1+2vD) >

~v > 0. The statement on generation and maximal regularity is therefore a translation to £ and in

L7, of the results of Theorem 5.2 for y*Tr (AD?) +y*~*(w,V) in L} .
Also one has

D(L)=T_4,0 (D (i)) =y WP (a,,m — 51p) .

Remark 6.3

(i) Recalling Definition (23) and by a straightforward calculation, equality (44) says that u €
Yy S WEP (o, o,m — s1p) if and only if all functions

v o o
u, Y*Dyeyu, y* (VmDyu—l—sl ;u>7 y2Vayu, y2 <Dyu+slg>,

o Dyu o U o [w-Vu U
(om0 ). ()

belong to LP, (¢ = w-ent1 = ¢ — 2s17). However, in the range of parameters of Theorem
6.2, one cannot deduce, in general, that y* 'w - Vu and y®Dyy,u belong to LP,, as one can

m’

check on functions like y~*'u (:v — gy), u € C(RN), near y = 0. This is however possible

in the special case of Corollary 6.5.

(ii) Unlike Theorem 5.2, the above remark shows that one cannot in general estimate any singular
terms which compose L as in (37). Nevertheless, the estimate involving the x-derivatives

1y* Do, ull Lz, < CllLut] s,

and, by difference, also ||y“Lu — y*Tr (QD2u)| . < C||Lullzr, always hold for every
w € D(L). This follows since, by Corollary 5.3, the similar statement holds for L in Ly s
and, by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2,

Til (yanizj) T75170 = yaDIin .

751,0
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The following corollary explains why we use the term Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Corollary 6.4 Let o € R such that o < 2 and s1 + o~ < mTH < 89+ 2 —« and let A be the
operator

A:=3y*Dyy +y* o, - V — by® 2, vg = (d — 2s1¢,¢).

(i) If D > 0 then

loc

D(L) = {u € W2’p(Rf+l) cu, Y Agu, Au € LP and lim y™2u = O}
y—0

(ii) If D =0 then s; = s3 and

D(L) = {u e WEPRYTY) 1w, y*Ayu, Au € L2, and lin%y”u € (C}
Yy—r

loc

In both cases the graph norm and
el + Iy Aaull s, + | Aulzp,
are equivalent on D(L).
PROOF. Let us prove claim (i). By Theorem 6.2 and Remark 4.11 (iv) we have

D(E) = T—s1,0 (sz)p (au a, m — Slp)) = T—s1,0 (W;p (au o, m — Slp))

where

w = (d,c) —2s1 (¢q,7) := (ci, &) .

We apply Proposition 4.10 with % = s —2s; =1+ 2vD > 1 in place of ¢ thus obtaining
W2P (o, c,m — 51p) = {v € Wi’f(Rﬁ“) v, Y Agv, Ave Lzl_slp and lim y%_lv = O}
y—0

where
~ w
A:=y*Dy, + yo‘_l; -V.

The required claim then follows from the previous equalities after noticing that, by Proposition
3.2,
T:sll,O (yaAi) T_SI;O = yaA:m T:sll,o ('A) T_51;0 = ’YVZ"

and that for any u € y~**W2? (o, @, m — s1p), setting v = y*1u, one has, recalling (7),

-1, _ ,=—1+s1 :y2\/5+s1u:yszu'

Claim (ii) follows similarly. O
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In the following Corollary, in continuity with Remark 6.3 (ii), we shows that in certain range of
parameters, we can improve the elliptic regularity of the operator £ by estimating, in addition to
y* Dy, ;u, other different terms which compose £. Specifically if mTH > s1+1—«a we can estimate

y*yLyu, Y Dyyu, y* 'Veu

whereas in the smaller range mTH > s1+2—a, we reach the best elliptic regularity where, recalling

the definition of W%p (v, ,m) in Section 4.3, D(L) consists of the functions for which any single
terms of £ is in L.

Corollary 6.5 Let o € R such that o < 2.

(i) If both the condition s1 + a~ < mT'H < 89+ 2 —«a and mT'H > s1 + 1 — a hold then
D(L) = y‘sleff’p (o, 0ym — s1p) and

19* D ull o, + Ny yLyull Ly, + 1y Dayullpp, + ly* Vaullz, < CllLullzp,
where y*yLy, = y*vyDy, + cya_lDy — by~2.
(1)) If s1 +2 —a < mTH < s34+ 2—a then D(L) = WaP(a, a,m).

Proor. Following the notation of the proof of Theorem 6.2, we consider the operator L of (45) on
L}, ., Claim (i) then follows since by Proposition 4.17, W2 («, a,m — 51p) = Wﬁ/’p (o, 0, — 51p).
Moreover if u € D(L) = y‘slef[’p (o, 0, m — s1p), then v = y*1u satisfies by Proposition 4.17 and
by (37) of Theorem 5.2

ly* Vauvllpr < CllLv]Lr

s1p

which under the isometry T, o : L}, _,,, — L%, translates, recalling that T—_sll,o (YoVa) T_g,0 =
y*V, and T__Sll)0 (L)T_s, 0 = L, into

ly* ' Vaullp, < C||Lul| s,

Then by difference, using the equivalent norm of Corollary 6.4, the last estimate proves that the
required inequality holds if |lu[/;» is added to the right hand side. This term can although be
eliminated by performing the same scaling argument used in the proof of Theorem 5.2.

To prove (ii) we observe preliminarily that s1 +2 —« > $1 +a~, since @ < 2. By Theorem 6.2
and Proposition 4.20

D(L) =y~ (W2P (a,a,m — s1p)) = Wi (a, a,m)

> 2 — « which is equivalent to s1 +2 — a < ’”TH. O

under the assumption 7—Ps1+1

Observe that the condition mT'H > s1 + 1 — « 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.

The above results apply, when b = 0, also to the operator

L=y*Tr (AD*) +y* ' (v, V).
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Remark 6.6 When ¢ > v, so that s =0, sa = % —1>0, by (44) the operator L coincides with

the one of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 since D(L) = W2P (a, a,m). Moreover by Proposition 4.16 and
Corollary 6.4 one has

loc

D(L) = {u € WQ’p(RfH) cuy, y*Agu, y*yDyyu+y* o Vu € LP, and 111% yr = O} .
Y—

Therefore, recalling Corollary 5.4 the oblique derivative and the Dirichlet boundary conditions are,
in the range ¢ > vy, equivalent since they lead to the same operator.

On the other hand, when ¢ < 7, so that s = £ — 1 # 0, so = 0, we can construct a realization
of L different from that of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2.

Corollary 6.7 Let c <7 and £ —1+a- < mT'H <2—a. Then L =y*Tr (AD?) +y*~*(v,V)
with domain

loc y—0

D(L) = {u € WEP(RY™) s, y*Agu, y*yDyyu+y* vy - Vu € L, and lim u = 0} ,

where vy == (d — 2s1q,¢) € RNTL, generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LE, which has mazi-
mal reqularity.

PRrOOF.  This follows from Corollary 6.4 (i), since s1 = £ — 1 and s3 = 0. O

Note that the generation interval %—l—l—of < ’”T“ < 2—a under Dirichlet boundary conditions,
is larger than o~ < ™t < % + 1 — « given by Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 for Neumann and oblique

boundary conditions.

Remark 6.8 Let us explain what happens in Theorem 6.2 if we choose —k in (40) as the second
root so instead of s1. Proceeding similarly, one proves an identical result under the condition

m+1

sg+a < <s1+2-—a. (46)

However this requires the assumption so < $1 + 2 — o which is not always satisfied. When (46)
holds this procedure leads to a different operator. For further details about different realizations of
L and about uniqueness questions we refer also to [27, Section 9.2].

7 Consequences for more general operators

In this section we deduce generation and domain properties in L?, for the more general operators

a1tag a1tag g

L=y Tr (QD2)+2y > q-VaDy+vy**Dy, +y 2 (d, V) + cy® 1D, — by*2~2 (47)

where possibly different powers y®!, y®2 appear in front respectively of the x and y derivatives.
Here aq, a9 € R such that as < 2, as — a; < 2. We keep the Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3 and we
recall that £ can be written equivalently in the compact form

a1tag ar1tag g

L=y Tr (QD})+2y~ 2 (¢, VaDy) +yy*Ly,+y 2 (d, V)
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where
/v b/y

Ly =Dy, + TDy - ?
is the operator defined in (6).

In contrast to the case a; = a, some complications arise due to the different weights y“*, y®2
which appear in the z and y directions. This reflects into a distortion correction which depends
on the coefficient

def (v — Q2

Ba: 2

which appears into the characterization of the domain of £ (see the definition of W2? (a1, az, m)
in Section 4.2.2). This complication does not appears, obviously, when a3 = «o, where 8, = 0,
but also when d = 0 (see Remark 4.11).

The isometry of Section 3 transforms £ into a similar operator with a; = a9 and allows to
transfer the results of Sections 5 and 6 to this situation.
Indeed, we use the map defined in (13) with £ = 0 and 8 = 3, namely

Q] — a2

1
To pou(@,y) = Bo + 17u(@,y™ "), (v,y) eRTT fo=— (48)
We recall that, by Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, Ty g, maps isometrically L2 onto LE,
where m = 7;__5‘1* and transforms £ into
L= T3}, LTop, = y*Tr (AD?) 4427 (5,9) — by~
where
~t
041 bt Q q ~ ~ 2
o= ;o A= v = Batl)g A= (Ba+1)7,
T LTI -
v:=(d,¢), = (c+Ba¥)(Ba+1) (49)

As in Definition 2.2, we write £ equivalently as
L=y*Tr (QD2) +2y* (4, VaDy) +7y*Ly +y** (d, Va)
where
= ¢/y b/y
L,=D,,+—D, — —.
Yy vy y YT 2

By (15), (16) and observing that, by the assumption on aq, ag, B, + 1 = 0‘1%0‘2” > 0, the
discriminant D and the parameters 51,2 of l~/y defined as in (8), (7) are related to those of L, by

f):L G, = 512
(B +1)2 B2 a1

The generation properties, the domain description and the maximal regularity for the operator
in (47) can be then deduced by the same properties for the operator studied in the previous sections

31



when a1 = ap.

We start by the case b = 0 with Neumann and oblique boundary condition. We recall that
the Sobolev spaces W2 (ay, az, m) and Wﬁ/’p (a1, ap,m), as well as their boundary conditions, are
introduced and analysed in details in Sections 4.1 and 4.2.2 to which we refer.

Theorem 7.1 Let v = (d,c) € RN*L with d = 0 if ¢ + Bay = 0, and let ay,az € R such that
g <2, a0 —ap < 2. If
m+1 c
<—4+1—-
0

a; <
then the operator

artaz a1teg g

L=y Tr (QD?C) +2y 2 q-ViDy+ vy Dyy+y 2 (d, V) + Cyaz—lDy

endowed with domain
Wo?P (o1, az,m),  w=(d,c+ Ba7)

generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY, which has maximal reqularity. Moreover the set Cy,
defined in (31) is a core for L.

PROOF. According to the discussion above the isometry

Q] — Q2 -
- < m =

Top, : L, — LP . = :
Ovﬁa m mo /8 2 ﬁa+1

transforms £ into

[=yoTr (AD2) +yo 1 (5, V)

where A, © are defined in (49) and L acts on th.~ Observe now that the assumptions on the
parameters translates into @ < 2 and o~ < mTH < % 4+ 1 — . The statement on generation and

maximal regularity is therefore a translation to £ and in L2, of the results of Theorem 5.2 for L
in L% . Concerning the domain, we have

D(L) = T, (W2 (0 0,1m))
which, by Proposition 4.18, coincides with W27 (aq, az, m). O

Remark 7.2 As in the proof of Theorem 5.2, when c+ Boy # 0 we can transform L into a similar
operator with d = 0 and Neumann boundary condition. Indeed, we use the the isometry (17) with

_ d
W= B AT s amely

Petl y),  (2,y) e RYTL

Then by Corollary 3.6 and by Proposition 4.13 one has

SBow (T, y) =u (:C —wy

Spui  (£)Spuw =L DIL) = Wi (a1, 0,m)

where

a1 tag

L= y* Tr (QD?C) +2y 2 (q, VIDU) + Y22 Dy, + cyag—lDy

3 d d®d 5o
and Q - Q o 2q ® ct+vBa + ’Y(C+76a)2 » 4=49= C+1Bo¢ d
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We point out, without stating them explicitly, that analogous results as those in Corollaries
5.3, 5.4 apply also to this case.

We finally add the potential term and study £ under Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Theorem 7.3 Let as < 2, ag — a1 < 2 and

1
sl+a1_<m+

< 83+ 2 — o.

Then the operator

a1tag ar1tas g

L=y Tr (QDi) +2y 2 q-VaDy+yy* Dy, +y 2 (d, V) + cy‘”_lDy — by*22

generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LP, which has mazimal regularity. Moreover,
D(L) = yfslwi"p (1, 0, m — 81D) w = (d,c+ Ba7y) —251(q,7)-
PROOF. As in the proof of the previous theorem, the isometry

a1 — Q2 m,m_ﬂa

To.p. : LB — LP = ,
Ovﬁa m mo /8 2 ﬁa+1

transforms £ into
L=y*Tr (/IDQ) +y (9, V) — by 2
=y°Tr (QD2) +2y* (4, VaDy) +7y“ Ly +y* " (d, Va)

where A, © are defined in (49) and £ acts on L? . Moreover the parameters §; o of f;y satisfies

51,2

Ba+1

(50)

S12 =

Observe now that the hypotheses on the parameters translates into a < 2 and

- _ m—+1 B
s1+a; < < S3+ 2 — ao.

The statement on generation and maximal regularity is therefore a translation to £ and in L}, of
the results of Theorem 6.2 for £ in L?, . Concerning the domain we have

D(£) = Tos, (D(£)) = Tos, (y W2 (o, 1m = 5ip) )
where
@ =525 (2,7) = (d (c+ Bar) (Ba + 1)) = 251 (¢, 7(Ba + 1)).
Then recalling (50) and using property (ii)-1 of Proposition 3.1 and (ii) of Proposition 4.18 we get

D(ﬁ) = y_SITO,Boc (Wu%))p (Oé, «, m — S~lp) ) = y_51 W'E))p (ala a2, M — Slp) .
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As in Corollary 6.4 we can characterized D(L) through a Dirichlet boundary condition.

Corollary 7.4 Let as < 2, g — a1 < 2 such that

_ _m+1
s1+a; <

< 82+ 2— o.

Let A be the operator

a]+tag _1

A:=vy*Dy, +y 2 (d —2s1q) -Vm—l—cyo‘rlDy — by*22,

(i) If D > 0 then

D(L) = {u € WQ’p(RfH) tu, Yy Agu, Aue L and 11_1)1%Jy52u = O}
y

loc
(i1) If D =0 then s; = so and

loc

D(L) = {u € WQ’p(Rerl) tu, Yy Ayu, Aue LY and lir%yszu € (C}
Yy—r

In both cases the graph norm and
lullze, + ly* Agull Ly, + [l Aullz,
are equivalent on D(L).
PROOF. Let us prove claim (i). By Theorem 7.3 we have
D(L) = T—s, 0 (W5P (a1, a2,m — 51p))

where
w = (d,C+ 50/?) - 2Sl ((L’Y) = (wwuwN-i-l) .

Then we proceed as in the proof of Corollary 6.4: we apply Proposition Proposition 4.16 with
w= % —2s; = 1+ 2vD > 1 obtaining

loc m—sip

W2P(ay, g, m — 51p) = {v € W2’p(Rf+l) v, Yy Agv, Av e LP and 111% ey = 0}
Y—

where

~ a1 +as

A= yaszy—l—y

M+Ba d_251q
Wy = .

_1g-vw+uya2_lDy, d = .
WN+1 Y

The required claim then follows from the previous equalities after noticing that, by Proposition
3.2 and Corollary 3.3,

T:511,0 (Y™ Az) T s0= Y Ag, T—_sll,o (A) T 50 = ’WZL
and that for any u € y=**W2? (a1, az, m — s1p), setting v = y*1u, one has, recalling (7),

Yy = ISy = g2y,

Claim (ii) follows similarly. U
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As in Corollary 6.7, in some range of parameters one has an improvement in the elliptic regu-
larity of the operator.

Corollary 7.5 Let as < 2, as — a1 < 2 and

_ m+1
s1+a; < < 83+ 2 — o.
(i) If both the condition sy + oy < mTH < 89 +2— s and mTH >s51+1— % hold then
D(L) = ZJﬁSlWﬁ/’p (a1, 2, m — s1p) and

a1 tag

6™ el + I Lyl s, + 195 Dyl + ly

aqtag

Vol n, < CllLul|rs,
where y*2yLy = y*?yD,, + cy‘”_lDy — by*22,
(ii) If s1+2 — g < mTH < $2+2—ag then D(L) = W%p(al,ag,m).

PROOF. Identical to the proof of Corollary 6.5. For claim (ii) we also observe that s; + 2 — ag >
s1 4 aq, since ag < 2, ag — o < 2. Ol

Remark 7.6 When b = 0, we remark, without stating explicitly, that the results of Remark 6.6
and Corollary 6.7 apply also in this case . In particular if ¢ >~y (so that s1 =0, sg = £ —1), the
operator of Theorems 7.1 and 7.8 coincide, showing that in this case the Dirichlet and the oblique
derivative boundary conditions are equivalent. On the other hand if ¢ < (so that s; = 5 —1+#0,
s2 = 0) we can construct a realization of L different from that of Theorem 7.1.
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