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BILINEAR EMBEDDING FOR PERTURBED DIVERGENCE-FORM
OPERATOR WITH COMPLEX COEFFICIENTS ON IRREGULAR
DOMAINS

ANDREA POGGIO

ABSTRACT. Let © C R? be open, A a complex uniformly strictly accretive d x d
matrix-valued function on Q with L> coefficients, b and ¢ two d-dimensional vector-
valued functions on © with L coefficients and V' a locally integrable nonegative
function on Q. Consider the operator 4%V = —div(AV) + (V,b) — div (c-) +
V' with mixed boundary conditions on 2. We extend the bilinear inequality that
Carbonaro and Dragi¢evié¢ proved in [3] in the special cases when b = ¢ = 0, previously
proved in [6] when V' = 0 as well. As a consequence, we obtain that the solution to the
parabolic problem #’(t) + Z**<Vu(t) = f(t), u(0) = 0, has maximal regularity in
LP(9), for all p > 1 such that A satisfies the p-ellipticity condition that Carbonaro and
Dragicevié¢ introduced in [7] and b, ¢,V satisfy another condition that we introduce
in this paper. Roughly speaking, V' has to be “big” with respect to b and c¢. We do
not impose any conditions on €2, in particular, we do not assume any regularity of
0%, nor the existence of a Sobolev embedding.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © C R? be a nonempty open set. Denote by A(Q) the class of all complex
uniformly strictly elliptic d x d matrix-valued functions on €2 with L coefficients (in
short, elliptic matrices). That is to say, A(Q) is the class of all measurable A : Q — Cx4
for which there exist A, A > 0 such that for almost all x € 2 we have

Re (A(z)€,€) > N[, V¢ e
((A(@)¢, o) <AlEllo], V& o ech

We denote by A\(A) and A(A) the optimal A and A, respectively.

Suppose that A € A(2). Let b, ¢ be d-dimensional vector-valued functions on  with
L coefficients and V € L () a nonnegative function. Fix a closed subspace ¥ of the
Sobolev space H!() containing Hg(€2). Consider the sesquilinear form a = a4 vy
defined by

D(a) ={ue?: [oV]u?< o},
a(u,0) — /Q (AVU, V) gt + (Yt b)a T+ 1 (€, V0) ot + VrT, (1)

Clearly, a is densely defined in L?(§2). Using the abbreviation a(u) = a(u,u) and the
ad hoc notation £ = Vu/u, we find that

Rea(u) — /Q [u]?[Re (A€,€) + Re (b+¢,€) + V],

Ima(u) = /Q [uf?[Tm (A€,€) +Tm (b= ¢, ).
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Consequently, if we suppose that for almost all x € Q
Re (A(2)§,€) + Re (b(z) + c(2),§) + V(2) 20, VEeC,

then a is accretive. Moreover, assume that there exist p € (0,1] and M > 0 such that
for almost all = € 2

Re (A(z)€,€) + Re (b(z) + c(2),€) + V(z) > u(lg]* + V(2)), veec!,  (2)
|b(z) — c(z)| < MVV. (3)
Then, following Ouhabaz [22, the proof of Proposition 4.30], we get that a is also closed.
We denote by B, ar(€2) the class of all (4,b,¢,V) € A() x (L>=(Q,C%))2 x LL (2, R,)
for which (2) and (3) hold for some fixed p, M > 0. Moreover, we set
B(Q) = U Bm(Q).
w,M>0
For o7 = (A,b,¢, V), we denote by u(o/) and M (<) the optimal p and M, respectively.
Given ¢ € (0,7) define the sector
Sy = {z € C\ {0} : [arg(2)| < ¢}.
Also set Sp = (0,00). Boundedness of A, (2) and (3) imply that a is sectorial of some

angle Yo = Yo(u, M, A) € (0,7/2) in the sense of [18], meaning that its numerical range
Nr(a) = {a(u) : u € D(a), ||u|l2 = 1} satisfies
Nr(a) C Sy,- (4)
Denote by £ = XQA’b’C’V’V the unbounded operator on L?(f2) associated with the
sesquilinear form a. That is,
D(Z) == {ueD(a) : Iw € L) : a(u,v) = (,0) 120y Yo € D(a)}

and

(Lu,v)120q) = a(u,v), YueD(Z), VveD(a). (5)
Formally, .Z is given by the expression

Lu = —div (AVu) + (Vu, b) — div (uc) + Vu.
It follows from (4) that —% is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on
L*(Q)
T, = TtA,b,c,Vﬂ/’ t>0,

which is analytic and contractive in the cone S /5_»,. Moreover, Z is sectorial of angle

w(Z) < Y. For details and proofs see [18, Chapter VI], [22, Chapters I and IV] and
[17, Sections 2.1 and 3.4].

1.1. Mixed boundary conditions. Given a closed set I' C 9 we define HE(Q) to
be the closure in H'() of the set

{u,, rueCPRN\T)}
We shall always assume that ¥ is one of the following closed subspaces of H'(€):

(i) ¥ = HY(Q), corresponding to Neumann boundary conditions for ., or
(ii) 7 = HE(Q), corresponding to Dirichlet boundary conditions in I' and Neumann
conditions in 9Q \ I for .Z.

The latter case includes Dirichlet boundary conditions (I' = 9€2) and good-Neumann
boundary conditions (I' = 0); see [22, Section 4.1].
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1.2. Standard assumptions. Unless otherwise specified, henceforth we assume that
e QCR%isa nonempty open set;
e 7 and # are two closed subspaces of H!(Q) of the type described in Sec-

tion 1.1;

A, B € A(Q);

b,c,3,v € L>®(Q,C%);

V.W e L%OC(Q,R+).

These assumptions shall be called the standard assumptions.

1.3. Notation. Given two quantities X and Y, we adopt the convention whereby
X <Y means that there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that X < CY. If
both X <Y and Y < X, then we write X ~ Y. If {a1,...,a,} is a set of parameters,
then C(ay,...,q,) denotes a constant depending only on aq,...,a,. When X <
Clo,...,0n)Y, we will often write X <4, 0,Y.

Unless specified otherwise, for every p € (1,00) we will denote by ¢ its conjugate
exponent, that is, 1/p+1/q = 1.

1.4. The p-ellipticity condition. We summarize the following notion, which Car-
bonaro and Dragicevi¢ introduced in [7].

Given A € A(Q) and p € [1,00], we say that A is p-elliptic if there exists C' =
C(A,p) > 0 such that for a.e. x € Q,

Re (A@)¢, ¢+ 1-2/pfE)_, > ClgP, veec”. (6)
Equivalently, A is p-elliptic if A,(A) > 0, where
A,(A) := essinf min Re <A(m)§,§ + 11— 2/p]§>cd .

zef)  |€]=1

Denote by A,(Q2) the class of all p-elliptic matrix functions on 2. Clearly, A(2) =
A2(€2). A bounded matrix function A is real and elliptic if and only if it is p-elliptic for
all p > 1 [7]. For further properties of the function p — A,(A) we also refer the reader
to [7].

Dindo$ and Pipher in [11] found a sharp condition which permits proving reverse
Holder inequalities for weak solutions to div(AVu) = 0 with complex A. It turned out
that this condition was precisely a reformulation of p-ellipticity (6).

A condition similar to (6), namely A,(A) > 0, was formulated in a different manner

by Cialdea and Maz’ya in [9, (2.25)]. See [7, Remark 5.14].

1.5. The classes §, and B,. Let p > 1 and &/ = (A,b,¢, V) satisfy the standard
assumptions of Section 1.2. For every p € [1, +00|, we consider the operator

p 2\z
8p<£>=§<5+<1—5)5>, gect 7)

Observe that g, = (p/2)J,, where J, is the operator introduced by Carbonaro and
Dragicevié¢ in [7, (1.4)]. Moreover, we have:

(a) dp is R-linear;

(b) d,¢ =pReé — € for all € € CY

(c) Re (J,€,0) = Re (£,3,0) for all £,0 € C%

(d) (p/2) Ap(A) = essinf ‘rg‘li:qRe (A(2)€,p€)ca [7, (1.6)].

If 1/p+1/q =1, then also
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(e) dpdq = Ica [7, p. 3201];

(f) 3,(i€) = i(p — 1)3,& for all £ € C%

(&) [|dpll = p* — 1, where p* = max{p, ¢}.

We define the function F}ff = Fﬁ’b’c’v :QxCY =R by

I (2,€) = Re (A(2)€,8,€) ca + Re (b(z) + (3p0)(2), &) ca + V(). (8)
By using dilations £ ~ t£, t — 00, we see that if for almost all x €
Iy (z,€)>0, véec, (9)

then A,(A) > 0. Moreover, when b = ¢ = 0 the two conditions coincide. A condition
slightly weaker than (9) was formulated in a different manner by Cialdea and Maz’ya
in [9, (2.25)] (see Section 5.2).
We denote by 8,(2) the class of all & = (A,b,¢,V) € A,(Q) x (L>(Q,C9))? x
LL .(9,R}) for which
e there exists p > 0 such that for a.e. x € Q

Ly (2,6) > p(€* + V(2), VEec?, (10)

e the condition (3) holds.

We denote by p,(e7), or just pu,, the largest admissible p in (10). We list a few
observations on 8, and ,,:

e By applying the dilation argument again, we get

potet) < min { B0, (4),1} (11)

o (A,b,c,V) € 82(Q) if and only if (2) and (3) hold, that is, S2(2) = B(Q);
e when b = ¢ = 0, this new condition coincides with p-ellipticity, in the sense
that (A,0,0,V) € 8,() if and only if A € A,(Q2) [3,7].
Finally, we define the class

1 1
Bp(Q) =8,() N8(), —+-=1,
p q
which also coincides with A,(2) when b = ¢ = 0, in the sense that (A4,0,0,V) € B,(2)
if and only if A € A,(£2), by means of the invariance of p-ellipticity under conjugation
[7, Corollary 5.16]. It also coincides with B(£2) when p = 2.

Our motivation for introducing B,, on top of 8, was to obtain a class which, other than
generalising p-ellipticity, retains the following properties that the classes A, possess:

(i) invariance under conjugation, in the sense that A,(Q2) = A,(Q2) when 1/p+1/¢ =1
[7, Proposition 5.8];
(ii) a decrease with respect to p, in the sense that {A,(Q2) : p € [2,00)} is a decreasing
chain of matrix classes [7, Corollary 5.16].
(iii) invariance under adjointness, in the sense that A € A,(Q) <= A" € Ay(Q),
1/p+1/q =117, Corollary 5.17].
We shall see that 8, satisfies the analogue of (iii) (see Proposition 9(i)), but not (i)
and (i7) (see Proposition 10). On the other hand, B, is invariant under conjugation by
definition and it turns out that it is also decreasing with respect to p; see Proposition
9(ii). Therefore, the class B, seems a more adequate generalisation of p-ellipticity.
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1.6. Semigroup properties on LP. As our first result, we want to generalise [3, Theo-
rem 1.2] through Theorem 1. See also the implication (a) = (b) of [7, Theorem 1.3] and
[6, Proposition 1], where ¢ =0, b = ¢ =0, V = 0. Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ proved
each result combining a theorem of Nittka [21, Theorem 4.1] either with [22, Theo-
rem 4.7] for [7, Theorem 1.3] and [6, Proposition 1], or with [22, Theorem 4.31] for
[3, Theorem 1.2]. The proof of Theorem 1 is a modification of that from [3, Theo-
rem 1.2, the main difference being that we need a new condition which generalises
that in [3, Theorem 1.2] (namely, A,(e®A) > 0) in order to get the LP-dissipativity of
the form. See Section 5.1 for the explanation of terminology and the proof.

Theorem 1. Let Q, o7 = (A,b,c,V), ¥ satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that o/ € B(Q2) and choose p > 1 and ¢ € R such that |¢p| < w/2 — 0y and

I’I(,EMA’emb’ et?e, (cos 9)V) (z,€) > 0 for almost all x € Q and all € € C?. Then

_tet?
(6 te .i”)
t>0

extends to a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions on LP(Q).

The next corollary, applied with r equal to the conjugate exponent of p, extends
[3, Corollary 1.3].

Corollary 2. Let Q,o/ = (A,b,c,V), ¥ satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that o/ € B(Q2) and choose r < 2 < p such that o/ € (8§, N8,)(2). Then
there exists 0 = O(p,r,o/) > 0 such that {T, : z € Sy} is analytic and contractive in
L5(Q) for all s € [r,p).

1.7. Bilinear embeddings for perturbed operators. In case when b = ¢ = 0, in
[3, Theorem 1.4] Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ proved that there exists C' > 0 independent
of the dimension d such that

oo v 12 2 w12 w12

[T AT o v [ [erE s o w2 o < ol

(12)
for all A, B € A,(Q), V,W € LL (Q,Ry) and all f,g € (LP N L9)(Q), where ¥ and #
are two closed subspaces of H'(€) of the type described in Section 1.1 and ¢ = p/(p—1)
is the conjugate exponent of p.

Given b, ¢, 3,7 € L®(Q,C%), we extend the bilinear embedding in (12) to the semi-
groups (Ttd’/y)bo and (Tt‘%’w)bo, where o = (A,b,¢,V), B = (B,S,v,W) € B(Q).
In accordance with [3,6,7], we need a stronger condition than the one which implies
the LP contractivity of such semigroups. Consistent with [3,6, 7], it is convenient to
introduce further notation:

AMA, B) = min{\(A),\(B)}
A(A, B) = max{A(A),A(B)}
(e, #) = min{u(), n(A)}
M (o, B) = max{M (), M(A)}

and
/‘r(%a %)) = min{/‘r(d)’Nr’(d)’ﬂr(%))’ﬂr’(%))},

whenever &7, % € B,(Q) for some r € (1,00), where ' = r/(r — 1) is its conjugate
exponent. In Section 6 we shall prove the following result.
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Theorem 3. Let Q, o/ = (A b,c,V), B = (B,B,v, W), ¥, # salisfy the standard
assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that o/, B € B(Q) and choosep > 1, ¢ =p/(p—1),
such that o7, B € B,(Q). Then there exists C > 0 independent of the dimension d such
that

[ [ Aoz s v o Jlone o w e o <cisll, 03

for all f,g € (LP N L) (QY). The constant C > 0 can be chosen so as to (continuously)
depend only on p,\(A, B),A(A, B), (', B), M (o, B) and p,(,B).

This result incorporates several earlier theorems as special cases, including:
b=c=0,V =W, Q=R A, B equal and real [13, Theorem 1]
b=c=0,V=W=0,Q2=R?[7, Theorem 1.1]

b=c=0,V =W =0 [6, Theorem 2]

b=c=0 [3, Theorem 1.4].

1.8. Bilinear embeddings with complex potentials. Let 2, A b, ¢, V, ¥ satisfy the
standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let g € C such that Re (¢) > 0. Let assume that
(A,b,c,Re (0)V) € B(£2). Then, it can be shown in the same way as above that the
sesquilinear form a, defined by

D(a) = {ue“l/:/V\ul2<oo},
Q
a(u,v) = /Q (AVu, V) ca + (Vu,b)ca T + u (¢, VU) ca + 0V uT,

is densely defined, closed and sectorial. Therefore, —., the operator on L?(Q) asso-
ciated with a, generates an analytic and contractive semigroup (7, tﬂ’y/)bo on L2(9),
where o7 = (A, b, ¢, oV'). More generally, all the results mentioned above hold also for
these types of complex potentials and are proved as in the case where the potentials
are real, provided that their real part belongs to the new class introduced before. For
instance, Theorem 3 for complex potentials now reads as follows:

Theorem 4. Let Q7 W satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let of =
(A,b,¢,0V) and B = (B,B,v,0W) be of the type described above. Choose p > 1,
q = p/(p— 1), such that o/ = (A,b,c,Re(0)V), Z = (B, ,7,Re (0)W) € B,(Q).
Then there exists C' > 0 independent of the dimension d such that

/ooo/n \/‘VTWf’Q +Re(oV |17 f] \/’Vﬂ'@”g’? +Re (o)W |17 g
<Clfllgllg,

for all f,g € (LP N L9)(2). The constant C > 0 can be chosen so _as to (continuously)
depend only on p,\(A, B),A(A, B), (', B), M (o, B) and p,(,B).

(14)

To avoid burdening the notation, we will treat in detail only the case with real
potentials.

1.9. Maximal regularity and functional calculus on domains. In case when
b=c=V=0,let Aec Ay(Q) and let —pr be the generator of (TtA’y/)bo on LP(Q).
Then .iﬂpA admits a bounded holomorphic functional calculus of angle ¥ < 7/2 and has
parabolic maximal regularity [6, Theorem 3].

Following the same argument of [6, Theorem 3], by means of
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elementary properties of the function (p, A) — A,(A) (see [7, Corollary 5.17
and p. 3204))
elementary properties of the classes 8,(€2) (see Proposition 8 (iii), (iv))
a well-known sufficient condition for bounded holomorphic functional calculus
[10, Theorem 4.6 and Example 4.8]

e the Dore-Venni theorem [12,23]

e Theorem 3 applied with B=A* 8 =c¢c,vy=b,W =V and # =7
we can deduce the following result; see Section 7 for the explanation of terminology
and the proof.

Theorem 5. Let Q, A, b,c, V.,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that p > 1 and (A,b,c,V) € B,(Q). Let —%£, be the generator of (T})i0 on LP(Q).
Then £, admits a bounded holomorphic functional calculus of angle ¥ < m/2. As a
consequence, £, has parabolic mazimal reqularity.

Recent results regarding the holomorphic functional calculus for the operator .7,
have been obtained by Egert [14]. He considered elliptic systems of second order in
divergence form with bounded coefficients and subject to mixed boundary conditions
on bounded and connected open sets {2 whose boundary is Lipschitz regular around the
Neumann part 09 \ I'. We recall that I" is a closed subset of 02; see Section 1.1. In
[14, Theorem 1.3] he provided the optimal interval of p’s for the bounded H®°-calculus
on LP. More precisely, after defining the interval J(.2) = 3(.£2“) by

9(2) = {p € (1,00) : sup T ||y < 00},

he proved that, given py € J(.Z), the operator .Z, admits a bounded H>°-calculus on
LP for all p € (po,2) U (2,po). He used the regularity assumption on the domain 2 to
prove that the semigroup satisfies specific off-diagonal estimates [14, Definition 1.6 and
Proposition 4.4], which imply the boundedness of the H>-calculus [14, Lemma 5.3].
For this last implication, he did not need the previous further assumptions on 2. In
particular, he exploited the existence of a bounded linear Sobolev extension operator
that extends

H{(Q) — HERY),

() 5 LR,

for every p € (1,00). Here, H}:(R?) is the closure in H!(R?) of the set C2°(R%\ T).
Since in generality that we consider, the domain €2 may be completely irregular

and /or unbounded, we only deduce that our interval of p’s for the bounded H*°-calculus

on LP is contained in Egert’s. In fact, Theorem 1 and Proposition 8(iii) imply that

{pe(l,00): o €B,(Q)} Cint (3(2)).

See also [6, Section 1.5] for a similar discussion regarding unperturbed divergence-form
operators.

1.10. Organization of the paper. Here is the summary of each section.

e In Section 2 we summarize some of the main notions needed in the paper,
extending in particular the generalised convexity introduced by Carbonaro
and Dragicevi¢ in [7].

e In Section 3 we summarize some properties of the classes §, and B,,.

e In Section 4 we prove the desired convexity of the power functions in one
complex variable and of the Bellman function.
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e In Section 5 we prove the results on contractivity and analyticity of semigroups
announced in Section 1.6.

e In Section 6 we prove the bilinear embedding.

e In Section 7 we prove Theorem 5.

2. HEAT-FLOW MONOTONICITY AND GENERALISED CONVEXITY

2.1. The Bellman function of Nazarov and Treil. Let Q, &/ = (A,b,¢,V), B =
(B, B,~v, W), ¥, # satisty the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that
o, B € B(Q). We want to study the monotonicity of the flow

&) = [ 9@ 1177 )

associated with a particular explicit Bellman function Q invented by Nazarov and Treil
[20]. Here we use a simplified variant introduced in [13] which comprises only two
variables:

I¢[2]n[*, ICP < Inl4; (15)
2/p) ISP+ (2/q = 1) In9, [CP > |n|?,

where p > 2, ¢ = p/(p—1), (,n € Cand § > 0 is a positive parameter that will be
fixed later. It was noted in [7, p. 3195] that Q € C*(C%) N C?(C?\ T), where

T ={n=0yU{|c]”=[nl"},
and that for (¢,n) € C x C we have
0<Q(¢n) Sps (IS +[nl),
(e (¢, m)| S p.s max{[¢[P~1 ]}, (16)
(09 (C M Sps T
where 0 = (0¢, —i0¢,) /2 and 0 = (0y, — i0y,) /2.

Q¢ m) =[S + [nl? +5{

2.2. Real form of complex operators. We explicitly identify C? with R?? as follows.
For each d € N consider the operator V4 : C¢ — R? x R?, defined by

Va(é1 + i) = (€1,&), &1,6 € RY

One has
Re (&,€)ca = (Va(€), Va(€))gea, €€ €C (17)
If A € C¥™9 we shall frequently use its real form:
ReA —ImA

M(A) = VgAV;t =

ImA Re A

For &,0 € C% we have the following extension of (17):

Re (A¢, 0)ca = (M(A)Va(€),Va(o))g2a - (18)
Let k,d € Ny. We define another identification operator

Wia:Clx - xCl— RM x ... x R%

k—times k—times

by the rule
Wk,d(§17 ... 7§k) - (Vd(§1)7' .. 7vd(§k)) ) é.j € Cd7 ] - 17 .. '7k'
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2.3. Convexity with respect to complex matrices, complex vectors and real
scalars. In [7], the authors introduced the notion of generalised convezity of a function
with respect to a matriz (or a collection of matrices). Here we extend this notion
to 4-tuples (A,b,c, V). So the novelty is the presence of b,¢c and V. Our aim is to
demonstrate the value of this extended notion by proving that it implies properties of
% as shown earlier for b = ¢ = 0.

Due to the presence of the first- and zero-order terms, following [7] we only treat
the one-dimensional and the two-dimensional case separately, in order to make the text
more readable. One could provide a single definition for the k-dimensional case, as
Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ did in [6].

Let d € N. Take

A B e Cixd
b,B,c,y € C4,
VW € R,
w=(¢,n) € CxC,
E=(X,Y) € cixci
Denote
o = (A,b,c,V),
B =(B,B,v,W).

2.3.1. One-dimensional case. Let ¢ : C — R be of class C2. We associate the function
¢ with the following function on R?:

ow = ¢o\7;1.

Denote, respectively, by D?¢(¢) and V¢(¢) the Hessian matrix and the gradient of
the function ¢y : R? — R calculated at the point V1(¢) € R2. In accordance with [6, 7]
we define

HY[GX] = ([D?6(Q) @ I Va(X), M(AVa(X))_,,

where ® denotes the Kronecker product of matrices (see, for example, [7]).
Moreover, we define

Hébﬁ) (¢ X] = < {D%&(C) ® IRd} Va(X), vd(Cc)>R2d
(V) Vi((X. D)) (19)
GY €] = (VH(C), Vi (VO))ga

Finally, we define
HY (¢ X] = HY[¢ X] + HYO[¢X) + GY[C). (20)

Definition 6. We say that ¢ is o7 -convez in C if Hf [(; X] is nonnegative for all { € C,
X ect.

In accordance with [6] we say that ¢ is A-conver if it is (4, 0,0, 0)-convex.
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2.3.2. Two-dimensional case. Let ® : C2 — R be of class C2. We associate the function
® with the following function on R*:

Dyy = Do W57, (21)
Denote, respectively, by D?®(w) and V®(w) the Hessian matrix and the gradient of
the function @y : R* — R calculated at the point Wa1(w) € R%. In accordance with
[6,7] we define
AB) = = =
Hy " P[w;E] = ([ D*®(w) ® Ia| W2.a(2), [M(4) & M(B)] Waa(E))_,,

where M(A) & M(B) is the 4d x 4d block diagonal real matrix with the 2d x 2d blocks
M(A), M(B) along the main diagonal.
Moreover, we define
b,5,c, _ —
Hc(b B.c) [w; =] = < {thb(w) ® IRd:| Wa.4(2), Wa 4(Ce, 77'y)>R4d
+ <vq)(w)7 W271(<X7 b> ) <Y7 /8>)>R4 ) (22)
Gy "] = (VR (@), Wt (VE W)

Finally, we define

Hy Pw;E] = Hy " w; E] + Hy " w; 2] + G5 [wl. (23)

Definition 7. We say that ® is (o, %B)-convex in C? if HSI;Q{“@) [w; E] is nonnegative
for all w € C?, = € C%¢,

In accordance with [6] we say that ® is (A, B)-convez if it is (4,0,0,0, B,0,0,0)-

convex.

We maintain the same notation when instead of matrices we consider matrix-valued
functions A, B € L>(Q; C%), vector-valued functions b, 8, ¢,y € L>(2,C?) and scalar
functions V,W € L%OC(Q,R+); in this case however we require that all the conditions
are satisfied for a.e. x € €.

Given f,g € L*(Q), define the function

e = [ (171 17%), t>0

Q

Definitions (22) and (23) are motivated by the fact that, formally,
el (o, %) o B\ . of B
&) = [ By [(17£.179) (VT £.VT)]

It follows that if ® is (&, %)-convex on C? then the function & is nonincreasing on
(0,+00). When @ is strictly (<7, #)-convex and satisfies a suitable size estimate, this
formal method can be used for proving bilinear inequalities in the spirit of [4,5,6,7].

3. PROPERTIES OF THE CLASS B,(Q2)

In this section we shall prove some elementary properties of §,(€2) and B,(£2) which
we shall use in the rest of the paper.

In particular, we shall see that the strict positivity of I', is preserved for exponents
close enough to p and for small complex rotations of the coefficients (compare with
[7, Corollary 5.17 and p. 3204]). Moreover, we shall see that the first order terms b, ¢
are appropriately controlled by the potential V.
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Proposition 8. Let 1 < p < oo, ¢ =p/(p—1). Suppose that o7 = (A,b,c,V) € §,(Q).
Then the following assertions hold.

(i)

(i)

(iii)
(iv)

For every s € (1,00) there exists C > 0 such that for a.e. z € Q.

[b(2) + (ds0) (@) < Cy/V (@).

The constant C' can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend only on p, s, A(A),
M (<) and pp().

There exists C > 0 such that |b(x)|, |c(x)] < C\/V(z) for a.e. © € Q. The
constant C' can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend only on p, A(A), M (<)
and pu, ().

There exists € > 0 such that (A,b,c,V) € 85(Q) for all s € [p—e,p+¢].

There exists ¥ € (0,7/2) such that (e'? A, e"¥b,e'?c, (cosp)V) € 8,(Q) for all
€ [—9,9].

Proof. We will be using properties (a)-(g) of the operator J,, recalled on page 3.

(i)

First consider the case s = p. Set {y = b+7,c € L*(Q, C%). Clearly, the statement
holds if £y = 0. Suppose that & # 0. By (11) and by using dilations & ~ &/t,
t — =£oo, in (10), we see that pu, < 1. Let ¢ > 0. By ellipticity of A and by
choosing £ = —¢ & in (10), we obtain that

e[l —e(ldplA — pp)l 160 < (1 = pp) V.

Observe that ||Jp,||A — pp = 0, since py, < (p/2)Ap(A) < [|dpl|A, by (11) and (d).
Moreover, ||J,||A — 1, > 0. Otherwise, by sending € to oo, we would have that
&0 = 0. Therefore, by maximising the left-hand side with respect to € > 0, we get

[€0l* < 4(1 = 1) (151N = 1)V
If s # p, the assertion follows by the previous case, (ii) and the identity
b+Jdsc=b+3d,c+ (s—p)Rec. (24)

We shall prove that [Rec|, |[Reb|, Tmb|, [Im ¢| < v/V in this order. The first esti-
mate follows by applying (i) for s = p, (3) and the identity

pRec=Re(b—c)—Re (b+Jpc).
Clearly, by (3) we have

Reb—Rec| < VV, (25)
Imb—Ime¢] < VV. (26)

Combining (25) with the estimate of |Re ¢|, we get that [Reb| < v/V. On the other
hand, by (i) and (24) we have

[Tmb+Ime| = [Im (b+ Jpc) | < VV. (27)

Combining (26) and (27), we obtain that [Imb|,|[Im¢|< +/V. All the constants
which appear in the inequalities (continuously) depend only on p, s, A, M, p,(</).
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(iii) By (24), dp15€ = dp€ + 6 Re &, hence (ii) implies

T7s(8) = Ty (8 +Re [(A, Ref) + (¢, Rec) ]
> (€ + V) = 8] (AJ¢]* + [¢]Recl)
> (up — OIA)IE? = O|CHIEI VY + ppV
> (1 — [0]A = [8](Cp/2)) €17 + [1p — 161(Cp/2)]V
> [P+,

if |0] is small enough.
(iv) From the properties (a), (c) of J,, we infer
Re (A€, 3,6 ) +Re (€7b+ F,(¢7c), €) + (cos )V
= cosURe [ (AL, Jp8) + (b+ Tpc,§) + V]
— sind Im [ (A€, 3,¢) + (b + (p — Ddqc. ) |.
By (ii) we get |b+ (p — 1)d,¢| < C;V/'V. Therefore, we may proceed as
> (upcost) — [sind] [3,I)IEl2 — C, lsind] VVIE] + pup(cos V.

We conclude choosing 1 small enough. O

In [7, Corollary 5.17 (3)], the authors proved that A, is invariant under taking ad-
joints. The following proposition shows that this invariance still holds for 8,. Moreover,
in [7, Corollary 5.16] it was proved that {A,(Q2) : p € [2,00)} is a decreasing chain of
matrix classes. In Proposition 10 we shall show that {8,(Q2) : p € [2,00)} is not. How-

ever, an interpolation property holds for 8, which implies that {B,(Q2) : p € [2,00)} is
a decreasing chain.

Proposition 9. Let Q, A, b,c,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let
l<r<p<oo,¢q=p/(p—1). Then the following assertions hold.

(i) (A,b,c,V) € 8,(Q) if and only if (A*,c,b, V) € 8§4(Q).
(ii) We have

8,(2) N8, (Q) C 85()
for all s € [r,p].
In particular, {B,(Q) : p € [2,00)} is a decreasing chain.

Proof. (i) By (e) and (c), we obtain that for all £ € C¢
Re (A%, 348) = Re (A(348) ,dp (348)) , (28)
)

Re (c+dqb,&) = Re (34 (b+dpc) &) = Re (b+dpc, d4€) - (29

Since |Js&| ~s €] for all ¢ € C% and all s € (1,00), we conclude combining (10),
(28) and (29).

(i) Let t € (0,1) such that tp 4 (1 — t)r = 5. By assumptions we have for all £ € C?
t(Re (A, +Re (b+dpc, ) +V) 2 t (P + V),
(1—1) (Re (A&, 3:6) + Re (b+3,¢,6) +V) 2 (1—t) (€ +V).
Using the identity
I+ (1 =03 = s

and summing the terms above we conclude.
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We conclude this subsection underlining that {8,(€2) : p € [2,00)} is not a decreasing
chain. Moreover, 8,(€2) is not invariant under conjugation of p. This further justifies
our introduction of another class (B,).

Proposition 10. For all V € LL (Q,R)\ {0}, p,r € (1,00), p# 7, B € A.(Q), there
exist b = b(p,r, B,V), ¢ = c(p,r, B,V) € L>®(Q,C%) such that

o (A b,c,V) € 8§,(2) for all A € Ay(£2),

e (B,b,c,V) ¢8,.().
In particular, for all V € L (Q,R:)\ {0}, p,r € (1,00), p # 7, A € Ap(Q) NA.(Q),
there exist b,c € L>®(Q,C?) such that (A,b,c,V) € 8,(2) \ §,(Q).
Proof. Fix V € L (Q,R;)\ {0}, p,7 € (1,00), with p # 7 and B € A,(Q). Let o > 0
and v = v, € L®(Q,R9) \ {0} such that

(r = p)*Jof* = oV.

We define
_ P o
b—bg__(p—l)’l)—l§v and C—CQ—U+Z§U.
Then
b ge=0, b-cP=—2 5V bide=(r—p)
C:, — C e Q, TC: T—p’l},
g (r—p)?

Therefore (A, by, cp, V) € 8,() for all A € A,(Q) and p > 0. Moreover, setting
o :=v/|v|, we have for all ¢ > 0 and x € €2 such that V(z) #0

I’f’b’c’v(x, —to) = t? Re (B(z)o,dr0) —t(r —p)lv(z)] + V(z)
= t*Re (B(z)0,d,0) —t /o /V(z) + V(z) — —oo. i

o—-+00

4. THE POWER FUNCTIONS

Recall the definition (15) of the Bellman function Q. Owing to the tensor structure
of Q, the generalised convexity of Q is related to that of its elementary building blocks:
the power functions (see [7]).

Let » > 0. Define F, : C — R4 by

E(Q) =" ¢eC
Let 1 denote the constant function of value 1 on C, that is, 1 = Fj.
A rapid calculation [3,4,6,7] shows that

(VE)Q) = i) wec) (o) (30
R0 = ol (B + -2 T o T veeey o @

[
Compare (31) with [7, (5.5)] and [3, (2.5)].
In [7], the authors proved that F), is A-convex if and only if A,(A) > 0, and Q is
strictly (A, B)-convex provided that A, B € A,(Q).
In the next subsections we shall prove that F), is «/-convex if and only if F;‘{ > 0, and
Q is strictly (@7, #)-convex provided that <7 € (8,N82)(2) and & € §,(12), generalising

the previous results.
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4.1. Generalised convexity of power functions. Let r > 0. Before enunciating the
next lemma, extend g,, I', and 8, to r > 0 by the same rules (7), (8) and (10). Recall
the definitions (19) and (20). From (30) and (31) it follows that for all ( € C\ {0} and
all X € C?

H ¢ X] = (¢ (HA [¢/ICk X+ [CHE1C/IC X+ [CRGR[/IC) . (32)
The next result is modelled after [7, Lemma 5.6]. We define
o=e""8OX ¢

By (17), (30), (31) and by adequately modifying the proof of [7, Lemma 5.6] we get
the following result.

Lemma 11. Letr >0, b,c € C*, V €R, ¢ € C and X € CL. Then, for <=1,
T_ng:C) [(; X] = Re (b+3,c,0),
r G = VI

Proposition 12. Let Q and o/ = (A,b,c, V) satisfy the standard assumptions of Sec-
tion 1.2. Letr >0, ( € C\ {0} and X € C%. Suppose that for a.e. x €

I (z,6) >0, VéecCl
Then P
HY W[ x] > 0.
Moreover, if o/ € 8§,.(2), then for a.e. x €  we have
o (x r—

Hy; (G X] > run (A (X 4+ V(@)I¢P).

Proof. By (32), Lemma 11 and [7, Lemma 5.6] we get
H ¢ X] = rl¢I 2 (Re (A0, 8,0)c + C| Re (b -+ dre.0) + [C[2V)

= rl¢|"T (z, 0 /I¢]).

Therefore, we conclude. O

4.2. Generalised convexity of the Bellman function of Nazarov and Treil.
Now we shall prove the (&, #)-convexity of the Bellman function provided that <7 €
(8, N82)(2) and A € §,(£2). This lemma is the analogue of [7, Lemma 5.11].

Lemma 13. Let 1 < ¢ < 2 and b,c, 8,7 € C?. Take w = (¢,n) € C x C such that
I¢] < |n|?~! and X,Y € C%. Then

b,8,c, — b,c )
HEZE (o (X)) =P HEO [ X] + (CPHE [0, Y]
+ 22— )I¢ll* " Re (¢, Re o)
+ 22 - )[¢|Inl* I Re (,Reoy).

Proof. This follows from combining the definition of H g;’gﬁi)q [w; (X,Y)] (see (22)) and
the identity
O (Fa ® Fa_g)(C,m) = 2(2 — q)Gymiln| ™0 for j, b =1,2. O

Lemma 13 and [7, Corollary 5.10, Lemma 5.11] immediately give the following esti-
mate.
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Corollary 14. Let Q, o/ = (A,b,c,V), B = (B, 3,7, W) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let 1 < q < 2. Take w = (¢,n) € C x C such that |¢| < |n|9~! and
X,Y € C%. Then, for almost everywhere x € S, we have

o (x),B(x
H%Qéf‘zg_q( ))[w’ (X7 Y)]
2—q 2 _
B ns Bl P

— (2= q)[B() + o) @) [CPINY] + (2 = W ()[C[*[n]*~
—4(2 = QAIX[|Y] = 2(2 = g)|Re c(2)[[¢*n]"Y| = 2(2 — g)|Re~y(2)[|n]|X].

> [P HE G X +

Theorem 15. Let Q,.of = (A,b,c,V), B = (B, ,v,W) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let p > 2 such that o/ € (8, N 82)() and B € §,(Y). Then
there exists § € (0,1) and C > 0 such that for Q = Q, 5 we have, for almost everywhere
r €€,

HY O L; (X, 1) 5 CIXP +V@)ICP IV P + W (@)lnf?

for any w = (¢,n) € (CxC)\ T and X,Y € C%. The constant C > 0 can be chosen so
as to (continuously) depend on p, \(A, B),A(A, B), M (/' , B), u(), pp() and py(A),

but not on the dimension d.

Proof. When p = 2 the Bellman function reads Q(¢,n) = (1 + 0)|¢[? + |n]? for all
¢,n € C, hence the theorem quickly follows from Proposition 12. Thus form now on
assume that p > 2.

If |C|P > |n]? > 0, then by the second assertion of Proposition 12 we have, for almost
every x € 2,

HY 7o (X,Y)] = [1+62/p)HE G X + [1+68(2/q — DHE ;Y]

pIL+6(2/p))pp(A) ISP (1X P + V ()I¢])
+a[l+0(2/q = Vlpg(B) 2 (Y] + W (@) n]?).

\%

By assumptions we have 2 — ¢ > 0. So whenever § > 0, we may continue as

> min{uy(A), 1 (B)} (pICP2 (X2 + V@)C) + alnl*2 (Y + W (@)lnl?))

min{py(A), 1g(B)} /IX 2+ V(@)IC2 /Y2 + W (2)lnf2.

p
vp—1

In the last step we have used the assumption |(|P > |n|? and the inequality between the
arithmetic and geometric mean.

What remains is the case [(|P < [n|?. Set © = {p, \, A, p, M, pu,,(o), uq(#)}. By
Proposition 8 (i), (ii) there exist Cp = Cp(©) > 0 such that for a.e. x € Q

[Rec(z)] < Coy/V(x), [Rey(z)] <Coy\/W(z), [B(2)+ (32-47)(x)] < Co/W(z).
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Therefore, from Proposition 12 (applied with » = ¢ and r = 2) and Corollary 14 we
get, for almost every x € €,

H(Q%(m)r@(x))[ (X Y)]
> HE Y]+ 0B 7w (X, 7))

> 29GPl (LY - 2 - 9oV @hllY |+ Y @)l
+ 2= )3l (s VI = Coy[W@)lallY| + W@l
+ 28 (a1 — (2 - 9)Co W)l X| + W ()l
+ 25<r|77|q?|1/|2 -2(2 - q)AlelYl)a

where

qug | 2-9)°
P=% T 1 7 DB

Since pg, ftg > 0, we have that (papq)/d grows to infinity as 6 \, 0. Therefore, there
exists 6 = 6(O) > 0 such that

which, through [3, Corollary 3.4] and the facts that ¢ € (1,2) and pus < 1 (see (11)),
implies the existence of C1 = C1(0,0), Cy = Ca(d,0) > 0 such that

q
MqIY|2 (2= q)Co V(@)Y | + p2V (2)|nl* > CLV () n]?,
2 2
TIYI — Co /W (@)[n[|Y]+ W (z)[n]" >0

_ qu _
paln> X[ — (2 — q)Co YW )l X] + 35 q W (z)n|? > CoIn*~4| X |* + W (z)|n|%),

2 — 2190
Cy = (5(5,0) = (,/%}”q - cho(e)) mm{Mq"TQ, 1/2‘1%}.
q

Therefore, for almost every x € €,

where

o (x),B(x
HET D7D (X, 7))
> 25 (Cln* X —2(2 = AIX[Y] + Tyl Y ?)
+ 26C1V (2)|C)? 9|~ + 20C, W (2)|n)9.

Since C5 tends to ps > 0 and I' grows to infinity as 6 \, 0, we can choose § > 0
sufficiently small so that

Col' > [(2 — q)AJ.
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By [7, (5.23)], we may choose 0 (continuously) depending only on ©. Therefore, apply-
ing [3, Corollary 3.4] again, we obtain that, for almost every x € ,

o (x),B(x
H 7 s (XY )
Zo [ (IXP+V@)ICP) + =2 (Y[ + W (a)n?)
2o IX2+V@ICRIYE+W()n?,

where in the last step we have used the inequality between the arithmetic and geometric
mean. O

Remark 16. When b = ¢ = 0, in [3, Theorem 3.1] Carbonaro and Dragicevié estimated

HéA’B) and G(QV’W) separately. However, this time, in order to use the nonnegativity of
the function I',,, we cannot separate HéA’B), H éb’c’ﬁ 7 and G(QV’W) into individual pieces

and estimate them one by one.

We would like to have an analogue of [7, Corollary 5.5]. Fix a radial function ¢ €
C(R*) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, suppp C Bga(0,1) and [¢ = 1. For v € (0,1] define
ou(w) = v 4p(w/v). Recall the notation (21). If ® : C? — R, define

D%, = (P % @,) 0 Way : C* = R. (33)

Lemma 17. Let A,B € C™?, b, 3,c,y € C? and V,W € Ry. Set & = (A,b,c,V) and
B = (B,B,v,W). Then, for allw = ((,n) € C?, X,Y € C?, v € (0,1), we have
o B o B -
HU o 06)) = [ Wl () a
+ RE[w; (X,Y)] + RV (w),

where

RV = RV [w; (X, Y)]

= e <[DQQ(°‘) ~Wyi(W)) ® IRd} W2,d(X,Y), Wa 4 (VII(C,)C, Vfl(ﬁl)7)> x

X 0y (w') o,

RIVW) — RIVW) () = / (V(w — Wik, (V¢ W) o () do.
R4 ’
(35)
Remark 18. We would like to use (34) in order to estimate H(Q'f;‘?) from below. The
integral [za Hg in (34) will be estimated by means of Theorem 15. Note that in the
unperturbed case, Carbonaro and Dragicevié¢ [6,7] proved that
A,B AB _
HE o (X)) = | B o = Wit ) (X, Y ) (o) o
This time, the presence of the terms RI(,C’V) and R,(,V’W) in (34) is due to the fact that
in the definition (22), the element w = ((,n) appears not only as a variable of the

function Q, but also in the components of (Cc¢,ny) and (V ¢, Wn). For this reason we

cannot proceed exactly as in [6]. The terms R,(,c’ﬁ/) and R,(,V’W) are remainders, in the

sense that they are going to disappear as v — 0. In order to prove that, we will need
their upper estimates which will be established next; see Lemma 19.
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Proof of Lemma 17. By definition (22) we have
HEP Vs (X,Y)] = ([ D2(w) @ Ipa| Waa(X,Y), Waa(Ce,m7))
+(VQ(w), W1 ((X, b) , (Y, B)))ga
=Gy s (X, V)] 4+ HE e (X))

for all w = (¢,n) € C2\ Y and all X,Y € C% Since Qy € C'(R?*) and its second-
order partial derivatives exist on R* \ W(Y) and are locally integrable in R* by the
ACL characterisation of Sobolev spaces (see, for example, [24, Théoréme V, p. 57] or
[19, Theorem 11.45]) we have

R4d

6l Lo (X)) = | A = Wit ) (X, Y ) (o) dof

HQ*cpl,

+ / GOl = W) (X, V)l (W) o
+ ([ D@ % 9)(w) ® Ipa| Wa,a(X,Y), Waa(Ce,my))

+ (V(Q* p)(w), W21(V(, Wn)) ,

for all w € C? and all X,Y € C? Writing the third and the fourth terms of the
right-hand side of (36) as

< [DQ(Q * ) (w) ® IRd} Waa(X,Y), Waq(Ce, 777)>
= [ HE e = Wyl @) (XY o) ! + R (X, V),

(V(Qx @) (w), Wa, 1 (VC, W)
/ Gl = Wil @) () du’ + REW(w),

(36)

we get (34). i
Lemma 19. Let v € (0,1), ¢,y € C and V,W € R,.. Then
(i) for allw = (¢,n) € C? and all X,Y € C%,
R w; (X, V)] v~ max{le], [y[} (14 <72+ [n279) (X, V)],
R (@)] S vmax{V, W} (14 ¢~ + |7~ + [n])

(ii) RV [w; (X,Y)] and Ry (w) converge to 0 asv — 0, forallw € C2, X, Y € C%.

Proof. By using [6, Lemma 14(iii)], the second and the third estimates of [6, (29)] and
the fact that the support of both the integrand of RSC”Y) and RL(,V’W) is contained in
Bg4(0,v), we get item (i). Sending v to 0, we prove item (ii). m]

Corollary 20. Let Q, o/ = (A,b,c,V), B = (B, 3,7, W) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let p > 2 such that &/ € (8, N 82)(Q) and B € 8§;(). Then for
everyw = (¢(,n) ECxC, X\Y € C? and almost every x € §,

lim inf HGY 7w (X, Y)] 2 C/IX12 + V(@)K 1Y+ W () ]2

v—0

The constant C > 0 can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend on p,\(A, B),
ANA,B),M(, B), (A ), () and piq(A), but not on the dimension d.
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Proof. By combining Theorem 15 and Lemma 17, we infer that for almost every = € (,

o (x),B(x
H? 7 0 (X, Y)]

R /R4 VIXE + V@)=V P IY P + W (@) — Vi o) Pen () d! (37)
+ RU@ED w; (X, 7)) + RY @) (o),

for all w = (¢,n) € C? and X,Y € C%
Since the function C2 > (¢,n) — |X[? + V(2)[¢]? /]Y ]2 + W (x)|n]? is continuous
in C? for all X,Y € C% and for all z € Q, we get

tim [ IXP+ V(@)IC= VORI P+ W@)n = Vi 0P () o

v—0
= VIXP+ V@RIV + W (@) (38)
for all ¢,n € C, X,Y € C% and = € Q. Combining Lemma 19(ii), (37) and (38), we
conclude. O

5. LP CONTRACTIVITY AND ANALYTICITY OF (TtA’b’c’V’y/)bo

Let o = (A,b,c,V) € B(2). Let prove now Theorem 1 and Corollary 2.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1. Let (2, 1) be a measure space, b a sesquilinear form defined
on the domain D(b) C L? = L?(Q) and 1 < p < oo. Denote

D, (b) := {u € D(b) : [u|P~2u € D(b)}.
We say that b is LP-dissipative if
Reb(u, [ulP~2u) >0 Yu € Dy(b).

The notion of LP-dissipativity of sesquilinear forms was introduced by Cialdea and
Maz'ya in [9] for forms defined on C}(£2). Then it was extended by Carbonaro and
Dragic¢evi¢ in [7, Definition 7.1].

In order to prove the LP-contractivity of (TtA’b’C’V’V)bO, we follow the proof of the
implication (a) = (b) in [7, Theorem 1.3] for which the following theorem due to
Nittka [21, Theorem 4.1] is essential. We reproduce it in the form it appeared in

[3, Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 21 (Nittka). Let (2, ) be a measure space. Suppose that the sesquilinear
form a on L? = L?(Q, i) is densely defined, accretive, continuous and closed. Let &
be the operator associated with a.
Take p € (1,00) and define BP := {u € L>* N LP : ||lu|l, < 1}. Let Ppy be the
orthogonal projection L> — BP. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
o llexp(—t2)fll, < | f|lp for all f € L2NLP and all t > 0;
e D(a) is invariant under Ppr and a is LP-dissipative.

The LP-dissipativity of the form (1) is closely related to our H]%Z , as we show next.

Proposition 22. Suppose that B € C*™*¢ 3,y Cland W € Ry, p> 1l and f € Dy(a).
Then, setting B = (B, 3,7, W),

HE[f: V] =pRe ((BVEV (IFF72F)) + (VLB P2 T+ £ (3 V (IF1P72 £)))+ WP
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Proof. By [7, (5.5)], see also [3, Lemma 2.3],
V(1P £) = £ signf - 3, (signf - V)

for all f € HY(Q) such that | f|P~2f € H*(). In order to finish the proof it now suffices
to recall [7, Lemma 5.6] and Lemma 11 applied with k£ = 1. i

Proof of Theorem 1. We will use Nittka’s invariance criterion (Theorem 21). Under
our assumptions on ¢, the sesquilinear form b := e*®a is densely defined, closed and
sectorial. It is well-known that a sectorial form is accretive and continuous; see for ex-
ample [22, Proposition 1.8]. Therefore, it falls into the framework of Nittka’s criterion.
The operator associated with b is e!® LAbeV

The invariance of D(b) = D(a) under Ppr was proved in [3, Theorem 1.2]. We have
to prove just the LP-dissipativity of b.

Let u € D,(b). By Proposition 22, applied with % = o7, := (e A, e'b, e'Pc, (cos ¢) V),
we get

Re b(u, |uP~%u) = pil/ H”;? [u; Vu).
Q
Hence the theorem follows from Proposition 12. |

Without assumptions on the lower order terms, we obtain the LP-quasi-contractivity
of the semigroup (7})¢~0 generated by —% (i.e., the LP-contractivity of the semigroup
generated by £ + w, for some w > 0) provided that A is p-elliptic. Compare the next
result with [9, Theorem 6]; see also [7, Proposition 5.18].

Corollary 23. Let Q, A, b,c, V" satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let
V e LL.(UR) be bounded from below and p > 1 such that A € A,(Q). Then

loc
(TtA,b,c,V,%)t>0 extends to a quasi-contraction semigroup on LP(Q).

Proof. We want to find w > |essinf V| such that (T;*"“V 77, | extends to a strongly
continuous semigroup of contractions on LP(§2). To this end, in light of Theorem 1
applied with ¢ = 0, it is sufficient to find w, ;> 0 such that
Ab,e,V

DbV (e) > p (P +V +w),

Db 50,
for all ¢ € C? The first inequality would follow if we had p < min{\,1}, where
A = A(A) is such that

(A — p)|€]? + essinf ‘mi:nl Re (b+c,0) ||+ (1 — p)(essinf V +w) = 0.

ol
This holds for w large enough. In the same way, we are able to find w such that the

second inequality holds. O

Proof of Corollary 2. By Proposition 9(ii) and Proposition 8(iv), there exists ¥ > 0
such that (e'?A, e'®b, ¢'®c, (cos ¢)V) € 85() for all ¢ € [~9,9] and all s € [r,p]. The
contractivity part now follows from Theorem 1 and the relation

T,pis = €xp (—tew.ﬁf) , (39)

whereupon analyticity is a consequence of a standard argument [15, Chapter II, Theo-
rem 4.6]. ]
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5.2. Comparison between (9) and the Cialdea-Maz’ya condition [9, (2.25)]. Let
(C.(£2,C))* denote the continuous dual of C,(€2, C) endowed with the uniform norm. In

[9] Cialdea and Maz’ya studied the LP-dissipativity of the sesquilinear form a, defined
by

D(a) = C (%),

a(u,v) = /Q (AVu, V) + (Vu,b) T+ u (¢, Vv) + Vuw. (40)

Here A is a d x d matrix with entries apr € (C.(2,C))*, b = (b1,...,bq) and ¢ =
(c1,...,¢q) stand for vectors with b;,¢; € (C.(€2,C))* and V is a complex-valued scalar
distribution in (C}(Q))*. By Riesz-Markov theorem every element of (C.(£2,C))* may
be interpreted as a regular complex Borel measure on 2. Therefore, for instance, the
meaning of the first and the last terms in (40) is

d
/(AVu,Vv> = > /@guah@ dapk,
Q k,h=17$

/QVuﬁ = (V,uv) .

They introduced the notion of LP-dissipativity and, under the additional assumptions
that © C R? is a bounded domain with sufficiently regular boundary [9, p. 1087],
the entries of A and b belong to C'(Q), ¢ is zero and V € C(Q), they proved in

1
[9, Theorem 6] that the semigroup 7, f{’HO

p—2|[ (Im A(2)¢, &) | <2v/p — 1(Re A(z)€,8) |,

for any = € Q,¢ € R%. The above inequality is equivalent is to saying that Ay(As) >0,
where A, = (A + AT)/2 is the symmetric part of A; see [7, Proposition 5.18].
Without these further assumptions on 2 and on the coefficients A,b,c¢ and V, in
[9, Corollary 4] they showed that a is LP-dissipative provided that there exist two real
constants ¥ and v such that
iq (Re Aa, o) + (Re AB, B) + 2 <(p—11mA + ¢ m A*) a, ﬁ>

is LP-quasicontractive if and only if

+ (Im (b+¢), 5) +2<Re (vﬂg +V§) ,a> + (41)
+ Re {v—div ((1_ﬂ)§+(1—y)2)] >0 Va,BeRY

where ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p. Condition (41) has to be understood in the
sense of measures and distributions, that is, it means that, for every a, 8 € R%,

/Q[(];iq (Re Aa, o) + (Re AB, B) + 2 <<p711mA + ¢ 'Im A*) oz,[3>

+ (Im(b+c),p) +2<Re (ﬂg—i-yg) ,a> —i—ReV)ap}

- <div ((1 _ ﬂ)R%b . y)%) ,<p> >0,

for any nonnegative ¢ € C}(€2), where the last term of the left-hand side of the previous
inequality stands for the action of the distribution div ((1 — 9J)(Reb/p) + (1 — v)(Rec/q))
on .
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The distributional divergence appears after two integrations by parts. In fact, let
p>2and u be in C}(Q). Setting v = |u|?~2)/2u, which belongs to C'(Q), and noticing
that 2Re (tVv) = V(|v|?), we have

p—2\ _ [ 2 T =
/QRe ((Vu, b) |ul 2u) _/Q§<Re b,Re (tVv)) + (Im b, Im (7Vv))

_ /Q <¥ (Reb, Re (TV)) + (Im b, Im (wv)>>

- % (div(Reb), |of?).

Similarly, we get the divergence of (1 — v)(Rec/q); see [9, p. 1071 and p. 1078].

Our assumptions on the domain D(a) of the form a, defined in (1), are weaker than
those on the domain of a, because the latter, which consists of all compactly supported
functions on Q of class C, is a proper subspace of D(a). Moreover, since in generality
that we consider the domain 2 may be completely irregular, D(a) might not even be
dense in D(a) with respect to the Sobolev norm |[[-[| 1 (q), for instance if D(a) = HY(Q).
In particular, for an arbitrary u € D,(a), we are not able to justify the distributional
integration by parts

/Q<Reb,V(]v]2)> = <div(Re b), yvy2>,

where v = |u|P=2/2y and b € L>(Q,C%). Due to the weaker assumptions, our sufficient
condition for the LP-contractivity of the semigroup naturally turns out to imply (41).

Proposition 24. Let A: Q — C%? b, ¢:Q = C% V:Q = R, and p > 1. Suppose
that I’;"bvc’v(x@) > 0 for almost all x € Q and all ¢ € CL. Then (41) holds with
Y9=v=1.

Proof. Recalling (18), replacing a with ap/2 and using the identity
b+3dpc=Re(b+ (p—1)c) +ilm (b + ¢),
the condition (41) with 9 = v = 1 can be expressed as: for a.e. = € )
Re (A(x)(a +1i8),dp(a +iB)) + Re (b+dpc,a+if) + V(z) >0 Va,B€R: O
6. PROOF OF THE BILINEAR EMBEDDING

We modify the heat-flow method of [6] and [3]. Observe that we cannot esti-
mate H?Z splitting it into the three terms of the definition (23), as Carbonaro and
Dragicevi¢ implicitly did in [3] when the first-order terms were zero. This is because our
condition (10) involves the matrix (A), as well as the first- and zero-order terms (b, c
and V, respectively) at the same time, without “decoupling”. On the other hand, in [6]
the authors strongly exploited that the sequences appearing in the limit argument in
the heat-flow method were (A, B)-convex, so that they could use Fatou’s lemma. The
crucial point there was that the (A, B)-convexity is invariant under convolution, while,
as already observed in Remark 18, the (o7, %)-convexity might be not. Therefore, we
would like to justify the passage of the limits through the integrals by means of the
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. However, under the general assumptions
on the coefficients, it is not straightforward to uniformly dominate the integrands by
integrable functions. Therefore, we will initially prove the bilinear embedding under
further assumptions on the coefficients and then we will deduce the arbitrary case by
a limit argument.
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Without loss of generality we assume p > 2. Let & = (A,b,¢,V), % = (B, 3,v, W)
satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that &7, % € B,(Q). Fix two
closed subspaces ¥ and # of H' () of the type discussed in Section 1.1. In the spirit
of [7], we will for the moment also

assume that A, B € C*(Q), b,c, 8,7, V,W € C(Q).

The smoothness of the coefficients implies that Ttﬂ’y/ f, Tt‘@’%/g € C*(Q) for all f,g €
L?(2); see Lemma B.6. In particular, they and their respective gradients are locally
bounded on 2. This fact, combined with the assumption on the supports of the first-
and zero-order terms, will allow us to uniformly dominate certain intergrands by inte-
grable functions and then apply the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. Once
the proof with these further assumptions is over, we will apply the regularisation argu-
ment from the Appendix to pass to the case of arbitrary coefficients.
Now, we will prove that

/OOO/Q \/\vﬂ“{"yff v }E‘M"fo \/‘VT?’WQF LW }Tf”’/gf < (1712 + glle) . (42)

for all f,g € (L? N L%)(Q2). Once (42) is proved, (13) follows by replacing f and g in
(42) with sf and s~'¢g and minimising the right-hand side with respect to s > 0.

We now start the heat-flow method, but for simplicity we omit the subscript W.
Moreover, we simply denote

T =177, T =177, Vi>0,
g% — gﬂ,”f/ g@ — 3@77/
Observe that the boundedness of the potentials V, W implies that
D(ad,y) =, D(a@,/y/) =W. (43)

We also recall that for r € (1,00) the operator —.Z stands for the generator of (T;)
on L"(€2), whenever the semigroup extends on L"(£2).

Let Q = Qs as in (15). Fix § > 0 such that Theorem 15 holds. Let us start with a
reduction in the spirit of [6, Section 6.1]; see also [8, Proposition 7.2].

Proposition 25. Let p > 2, ¢ = p/(p —1). Let &/ = (A,b,¢,V), B = (B,S3,v,W),
V., W as above. Assume that
/ \/|Vu|2 + V§ul? \/|Vv|2 + Wlv|? <2Re / (((%Q)(u,v)gdu + (&,Q)(u,v)zﬂv)

Q Q

(44)
for u € D(LY), v € D(ZL?) such that u,v € C®(Q) and u,v, L u, L?v € (LP N
L)(Q2). Then the bilinear estimate (42) holds for all f,g € (LP N L9)(2).

Proof. Fix f,g € (LP N L9)(§2). Define
ew = [ 9(171.77%), t>o0.
Q

The estimates (16), the analyticity and the contractivity of (T} )~ and (T;”)¢o both
in LP and in L7 (see Theorem 1 and Corollary 2) and [6, Proposition C.1] imply that € is
well defined, continuous on [0, 00), differentiable on (0, c0) with a continuous derivative
and

—&/(t) = 2Re [ (0.0 (17 1.779) 217 1+ 0,9 (17 1.T7%) 27T/%g) . (45)
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The upper pointwise estimates on Q (see, for example, [7, Proposition 5.1]) yield
[e.e]

- [ ewar<e© <1+ ol (46)
Analyticity of the semigroups gives T;” f € D(XI;Q{) N D(fq‘af ) and T?g € D(fl;@) N
D(.,iﬂq’@ ). By the consistency of the semigroups an Holder’s inequality, we have

D(Z/)ND(L7) c D7) v
and

D(Z/)ND(ZL?) c DL o .

Moreover, the smoothness of @ and % together with Lemma B.6 implies that T{Q{ I
T g € C=(Q2). Therefore, (44) applied with the couple (u,v) = (T} f, T” g), combined
with (45) and (46), gives the desired estimate (42). i

When the first- and zero-order terms are zero, in order to establish an analogue of
(44), that is [6, (36)], Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ approximated the Bellman function Q
by a sequence (Ry, )nen, v € (0,1), of smooth (A, B)-convex functions proving that

2Re /Q ((BCQ)(u, 0).L Y+ (9,2)(u, U)XBU)

. (47)
=g, /Q Hy,, [(u,0); (Vu, Vo))
and
lim lim / TP (0, 0); (Vu, Vo)) 2 / IVul[Vo: (48)
v—04 n—+00 JO ild e ’ ~ Ja '

see [6, Section 6.1]. While the identity (47) is easily adapted to our case since it follows
from properties of the sequence (R, ,)nen, which do not depend on the matrices A and
B ((49), (50), (51) below), the estimate (48) is not. In fact, it was proved by strongly
exploiting the (A, B)-convexity of R, for all n € N and v € (0,1). The crucial point
there was that the (A, B)-convexity is invariant under convolution, while, as already
observed in Remark 18, the (.o, %)-convexity might be not. Therefore, in this case we
do not know if R,, ,, are (&7, %)-convex for all n € N} and v € (0,1).

6.1. The approximation sequence (Ry,.), oy, of [6]. For v € (0,1), consider the
sequence (R"W)neNJr of smooth (A, B)-convex functions defined in [6]. In [6] the authors
proved that

DRy, — D(Q*¢,),

49
D*Ry,,, — D*(Q % ¢,,) (49)
pointwise in C2 as n — oc;
e there exists C'= C(v) > 0 that does not depend on n such that
[(DRn)(@)] < Cw) (Jwl " + |w]*7) (50)

for all w € C2, n € Ny and v € (0,1);
e forallneNy, v>0,ue? andv e ¥,

(OcRnp)(u,v) € ¥ and  (0yRpp)(u,v) € #. (51)
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Moreover, it is easy to see that there exists C' = C'(v) > 0 that does not depend on n
such that

|D? R (w)] < C(w)(lwfP2 + 1), (52)

for all w € C%, n € N4 and v € (0,1).

6.2. Proof of (44). Let u,v as in the assumptions of Proposition 25.

As in [6], by using (49), (50), [6, Lemma 4(ii)], the facts that Q € C*(C?), u,v
LY, L%v € (LP N L9)(Q) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem twice,
we deduce that

2Re / ((BCQ)(u, 0).L%u + (8,2)(u, v)f’@v)

Q
(53)
L : o 2
= Vlg& ngrfoo 2Re /Q ((GCR,W)(u, 0) L7 u+ (0pRn ) (u,v)ZL v) .
By (51) and (43) we can integrate by parts the integral on the right-hand side of (53)
and, by means of the chain-rule for the composition of smooth functions with vector-
valued Sobolev functions, deduce that

2Re /Q ((OcRa) (10, 0) L 0+ Dy R ) (1, 0).2 %)

/ (54
= [ B (o) (Vu, To).

So far we have repeated the same steps of [6, Section 6.1], adapting them to our case,
establishing an analogue of (47). Now if we knew, as in [6], that

lim /H [(u,v); (Vu, V)] /H(Q{A [(u,v); (Vu, Vv)] (55)

n——+00 Dxep

and

A KB
fi it H(Q*%)[(uvv);(V%VU)]Z/Q\/\VUP—FV\UP\/\VUP—i—W\vP, (56)

we could prove (44) by combining these two estimates with (53) and (54).
Notice that, by (49) and Corollary 20, we have

(/%) : _ g2 .
nll)r_{looH [(u,v); (Vu, Vo)] = Hg, 27 [(u, v); (Vu, Vo),
hm 1nf H(ng)[(u, v); (Vu, Vo)] 2 \/|Vu|2 + Vul? \/|Vv|2 + W vl

Therefore, proving (55) and (56) reduces to justifying the passage of the limits through
the integrals. While in [6] it was sufficient applying Fatou’s lemma since both R,, , and
Q¢ are (A, B)-convex, now we will also need the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem. We will strongly exploit that u,v € C*°(Q).

6.2.1. Proof of (55). We should proceed in a slightly different way than [6], since we
do not know that R,,, are (&, %)-convex in C? for all n € N and v € (0,1); see
Remark 18. However, by [6, Theorem 16] R,, , are (A, B)-convex for all n € N} and

€ (0,1). Therefore, it is convenient to split the integrand of the right-hand side of
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(54) according to the definition (23), obtaining that
| B 0): (Y Vo)

. / 1P (w0 (Fu, Vo)l + [ (HE (s 0)s (Va, Vo)l + 68 [ 0)]) 7

By using (49), [6, Theorem 16] and Fatou’s lemma we deduce that
A,B)
Jim 1> [ G (0): (V0 Vo) (58)

Recall that u,v € C*°(Q2) and b, 3, ¢,7,V, W are compactly supported. Hence by using
(50) and (52) we get

‘H&ﬁ;m)[(u,v); (Vu, Vv)]‘ <C(v) (I(U,v)lp—l + |(U,v)|q—1) |(Vu, Vo)|1x € L(Q),
}G&V,W)[(ujv)” <CW) (|(u,v)P + |(u,0)|?) L € L(Q),

| (59)
where K is a compact in €} containing the supports of b, 5, ¢,v,V,W. Therefore, by

applying (49), (59) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we deduce that

Jim 13 = [ (HEZ 0 (v, 90 + 68 [w)l) . (60)
Hence we obtain (55) by combining (57), (58) and (60).
6.2.2. Proof of (56). By Corollary 20, for almost x € 2,
lim inf HGZ (0, 0); (Vu, Vo)) 2 VIVl + VIu2 \[Vof2 + W]ol2. (61)
If we knew that
hin;{}f Hi(lwu )> [ liminf Hé ), (62)

(9] v—0

we could get (56) as in [6]. But we cannot proceed as in [6] to justify (62): in fact, we
cannot use Fatou’s Lemma, not knowing that Qx¢, are (.27, %)-convex in C2. However,
the identity (34) implies that

oA B oA B _
HZ (0, 0)s (Va, 90)) = [ HE? (0,0) = Wa () (Tu, Vo)l (o) do!
+ R [(u,v); (Vu, Vo)] + RV (u, v) (63)

=: J, + Rl + RIVW),

for all v € (0,1). The integral J, is nonnegative for all v € (0,1). Therefore, by using
Fatou’s lemma, Lemma 19(ii) and (63), we get

. . e ey, B) .
lim inf QJV> Qhryn_}glny—/Qh{/n_:(r)lfHQwu [(u, v); (Vu, Vv)] (64)

v—0

On the other hand, sending ¥ — 1 on the right-hand side of Lemma 19(i) implies that
there exists a constant C' > 0, that does not depend on v, such that

IRl | < C (1 +ufP2 4 |v|2—q) [(Vu, Vo)1 € LY(),
IRV < © (1 +ufP~t ol 4 !U!) 1x € LY(Q).
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All the right-hand terms of these estimates are integrable functions, since u, v € C*°(Q).
Therefore, by using Lemma 19(ii) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
we obtain that

lim [ R [(u,v); (Vu, Vv)] =0,

v—0 /0 v

lim [ RV'W)(u,v) =0.
v—0 JO

Then, by combining (63), (64) and (65), we get (62) and thus (56), as explained above.

(65)

7. MAXIMAL REGULARITY AND FUNCTIONAL CALCULUS: PROOF OF THEOREM 5

The following result is modelled after [6, Proposition 20]. See [6, Sections 7.1 and
7.2] for the necessary terminology and references.

Proposition 26. Let ), .of = (A,b,c, V),V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that p > 1 and o7 € (8,N82)(2). Let —%, be the generator of (1})i=0 on
LP(Q). If wge (%) < /2, then £, has parabolic maximal regularity.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 5. We prove Theorem 5 as Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ proved
[6, Theorem 3] in [6, Section 7.3] when b = ¢ = V = 0. Without loss of generality we
suppose p > 2. Let A,b, ¢,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. In light
of Proposition 26 it suffices to show that

(A,b,c,V) € By(Q) = wp= () <7/2.
Observe that XQA*’C’U’V = ("%A’b’cy); SO TtA*’c’b’v = (TtA’b’c’V)* for all t > 0. Set

T, = TtA’b’C’V and T} = TtA*’C’b’V for all £ > 0.
By Proposition 8(iv) and Proposition 9(i), there exists 9 € (0,7/2) such that

(eiiﬁA’ eE0p Eie (cosV)V) € By(92),
(eFWA* TP T, (cos V) V) € B,(Q).

Moreover, for every r € [q,p] both (T})¢~0 and (T});~¢ are analytic (and contractive)
in L"(€2) in the cone Sy; see Corollary 2.

By Theorem 4 and (39) there exists C' > 0 such that

2 2
+ (cos )W ‘T;;Iiﬂg dz dt

/0 /Q \/|VTteii19f|2 + (cos )V |Tteii79f|2 \/‘VTt*eijg
<Cl gl
for all f,g € (LP N L?)(Q2). Therefore,

/0 /Q \/|theii19 f|2 + V |Tte:|:i19 f|2 \/‘ VTt*6$“9'g

2 . 2 C
W | Tisiog] dedt < ——1f],llgl,,

(66)
for all f,g € (LP N L7)(Q).
On the other hand, the integration by parts (5) and Proposition 8(ii) give
‘/fzgzﬂeiiﬁf jjt*eq:iﬂgdw
(67)

2 2
+V | Tirg| dr,

S /Q \/’vjjteiwf‘z +V ﬂjte:‘:iﬁf’2 \/‘vj?;q:iﬂg
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By combining (66) and (67), we deduce that

I7| | B rga] ae < 111,

for all f,g € (LPNL7)(92). Analyticity of (T3)¢>0 in LP(2), Fatou’s lemma and a density

argument show that
[e.e]
/ ‘/ ng’teimfgdx
0 Q

for all f € LP(Q2) and all g € L9(2).
We now apply [10, Theorem 4.6 and Example 4.8] to the dual subpair <ﬁ(.,§fp), ﬁ(fq*)>

and the dual operators (.%,)), (-Z;"))| [10, p. 64], and deduce from (68) that wye (%) <
/2 — 9.

dt 5 (171,191l (68)

APPENDIX A. APPROXIMATION WITH REGULAR-COEFFICIENT OPERATORS

We learnt the following regularisation method by Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ in [7,
Appendix].

For any ¢ € (0,7/2) denote ¢* := 7 /2—¢. Write I = [0, 1]. Consider a one-parameter
family {As : s € I} of dx d complex matrix functions on 2, two one-parameter families
{bs : s €I}, {cs : s €I} of d-dimensional complex vector-valued functions on © and a
one parameter family {V; : s € I} of nonnegative functions on 2. Suppose that there
exist u, M,C > 0 such that
(H1) s := (Ag, bs,cs,Vs) € By (2) for all s € I
(H2) max{||As|loos ||bs]loos |Cs]loos || Vs]loo} < C for all s € I.

(H3) For a.e. x € Q

lim [[ A (2) — Ao(2) ][5y = 0,
lim [bs(z) — bo(@)|p(ca,c) =0,
lim [|e () = co(2) |5 (c,cy = 0,

lim [[Vi(z) = Vo(@)l|3(c) = 0.
Denote by a, the sesquilinear form associated with @7, and by %, = 2% the operator
on L?(Q) associated with as. Recall from Section 1 that each .%, is sectorial with

sectoriality angle w(.%5) < 99, where 99 = Jo(p, M, A) is a positive angle smaller than
m/2. In particular,

sup [|¢(¢ — %)*IHLQ(Q) < oo, YUY€ (Yo,m/2). (A1)
CEC\Sy

Set Ho = L*(R2) and H; = L?(Q,C%). For ¢ € C\ Sy, define the operators
Gg (C): Ho — Hy and S, (¢) : OX(Q,C%) — Hy by

Gg, Q) =VI(C— gs)ila SXS(C) = (¢ — gs)ildiv .
Lemma A.l. Assume (H1) holds. Then for every 9 € (¥g,7/2) there exists C' =
C(u, M,A,9) >0 such that
ICI21G 2, () fllaes < Clfllsco.

<12 1182, (O F lla¢y < CIIF |6,
)

<
IVS2 (Q)Flse, < Cl|Flls, ,
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forall s € I, f € L*(Q), F € C®(Q;C%) and ¢ € C\ Sy. Moreover, the very same
estimates hold with £ replaced by Z7.

Proof. Since the proof is basically the same as that of [7, Lemma A.1] for unperturbed
divergence-form operators, let us prove only the first inequality. The condition (H1)
implies that

V(¢ = Z)7 IR, <Rea, ((C—£)7 1, (C—20)7'F)
=Re (L~ Z) 1.~ Z)7),
=Re (C(C~L) 7' (¢=Z)7'f), —Re (f.C~L)7T), .

The first inequality of the lemma now follows from (A.1). Since .2 = Z4s:¢s:bs:Vs and
(A%, cs,bs, Vi) € By () by Proposition 9(i), the same estimate clearly holds with .Z;
replaced by Z7. ]

Remark A.2. The preceding lemma implies that for ( € C\ Sy, the operators S, (¢)
and VS¢, (¢) admit unique extensions to bounded operators H; — Hp and H; — H;y,

respectively. Moreover, S%, (¢) = G #:(().
Lemma A.3. For every s € I, ( € C\ Sy, and f € L*(Q) we have
(=)' f= (L) f =52(0) o May-a, 0 Gy (Q)f
+(C = L) o My, 0 G (O)f
+82,(¢) o Mey—c, o (¢ — jo)ilf
+ (= L) o Myy_y, 0 (C— L)' f
where we denote
May—a, : Hy — Hy the operator of multiplication by Ay — As,
My —p, : Hi — Ho the operator (-,by — bs) ,
Mey—c, : Ho — Hy the operator of multiplication by co — cs,
My, _v, : Ho — Ho the operator of multiplication by Vo — V.

Proof. Let ¢ € C\ Sy,. The identity
C=L)" = (C-L) " =~ L) A~ L) - L -L) 7 -%)

implies that, for all f € L?(Q2) and g € D(.Z7),

(C-) = (c-2) "),
= (A ~2) " C-2) ), (L Q-2 9.~ A) ),
=ao (¢ —Z) 71, C—2)"g) —as ((C— L) 1. C - 2)9)
= <MA0—ASG$0 () f,Ggs (Z)g>g{1 + <Mbo—bs G (O f, (¢ - gs*)_lg>j{0
 (Meyoe, (€ = 20) 7 £.C2: Qg),, + (Myg-va(¢ = %) .~ 2)7'g)

We conclude by invoking Remark A.2. |

Ho



BILINEAR EMBEDDING ON DOMAINS 30

Lemma A.4. Fiz f € L*(Q). Assuming (H1), (H2) and (H3), for every z € Sys we
have

VRIS p S vy Py in 12(9), (A2)
VT&f = VT f in L?(€;CY), (A.3)
as s — 0.
Proof. In order to prove (A.2), by (H2) and (H3) it suffices to prove that
TS f - Tf in L2(Q), (A.4)

as s — 0. Let 9* € (0,7/2) be such that |arg z| < ¥* < 3J§. Fix 6 > 0 and denote by =
the positively oriented boundary of Sy U {¢ € C: || < ¢}. For s € I and ¢ € ~y define

U(s,Q) = S,(Q) 0 Mag—a, © G, (Q) + (¢ = )" © Myy s, © G, ()
+ S_st (C) 0 Mco*cs © (C - 30)_1 + (C - ags)_l 0 MVO*VS © (C - 30)_1
Then by [17, Lemma 2.3.2] and Lemma A.3,

1T = o [ eSUeOFac

Therefore, by Minkowsky’s integral inequality, (A.1) and the second estimate of Lemma
A,

T s =T Sl % [ 167 UG5, O fllald
S [ TGO M0, G (2
v
+ [ O A 1, G () Sl (A.5)
+ [ O My (¢~ o) ol
+ [ RO by v (¢ - 20)7

By (H2), (H3), Lemma A.1 and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we obtain
lim [[Mag-4,G.2(0) fll2 = 0,
hm 1My, G2 (C) fll2 = 0,
lim HMco o (C=2) " fl2=0,
lim || My, v, (¢ = Z0) ™" fll2 = 0,
for all ¢ € 7. Moreover, by Lemma A.1l again and by (A.1), we have
1Ma9-2.G, () fll2 S ICI7H21 ]2
1Moy —5,G 2, () fll2 S 1617211 ]2
[Meg—e, (¢ = L) Flla SIEHIS s
[Mvy—v. (€ = L) Flla S KT f 2,

for all ¢ € . Now (A.4) follows from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
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Similarly one can prove (A.3), using in this case the first and the third estimate of
Lemma A.1 to get the analogue of (A.5). ]

A.1. Convolution with approximate identity. Let k& € C>°(R?) be a radial func-
tion such that 0 < k < 1, suppk C Bga(0,1) and [k = 1. For ¢ > 0 define
ko(z) := e 9k (x/e). Let A € A(Q), b,c € L>®(Q,C%) and V € L>®(Q,R,). Suppose
that b, ¢,V are compactly supported and that

supp b, supp ¢ C supp V. (A.6)

If @ = (A, b,c,V) € B(Q) and p € (1,00), we define

= (Axko)lg,
bs (b ke)lg
Ce : (C* ke)lqs
52{'5 (Az-:abz-:acz-:a )a
where
Alx) = A(x), %f x € Qc;l
(p*/p)Iga, if ze€R*\ Q.

Here, p* = max{p,p/(p — 1)}. The constant p*/p is a normalisation factor.

Lemma A.5. Suppose that &/ € B, y(2) and o/ are as above and p € (1,00). Then
(i) For a.e. x € )
lim [[A-(2) — A(x) ey = 0,
lim [[be () — b(2) | 5(ca,c) = 0,
tim [z (@) — (&) c0) = .
lim [[Ve(z) = V()] 5c) = 0-
(i) There exists g € (0,1] such that /. € B, a(Q) for all e € (0,e0);
(ili) If @ € 8,(), then for all e € (0,¢),
e € 8,(),
pip(He) = pp( ).
Moreover, p,(4/) = lime_o (27 ).
In particular, if o € By(Q) then . € B,(Q) for all € € (0,e9);

(iv) There exists C > 0 such that max{]|Ac|oos ||be]loos [|cclloo, [V} < C for all
e>0.

Proof. Let prove only the first limit in (i). The others are proved in the same way. As
in the proof of [7, Lemma A.5(i)], it is enough to show that for a.e. = € 2 we have
A (2)€ — A(x)¢ for all ¢ € CL This is true because each a;; € L=(Q) C LL () so
that (a;; * k. )(x) tends to a;j(x) = ayj(x) for a.e. x € Q, as e = 0.
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Let r € (1,00) and & € 8,(2). Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the
fact that [k =1, we get for all x € Q and all € > 0,

b-(@) = (@) < [ Ibla = 9) = cla = )| K2(w) - £2/2(0) dy

< ([, be =)o - Pk )

(i)
:M¢E;i

It remains to estimate I'?* from below. Let g € (0, 1] such that

suppV + B(0,6) CQ, Ve € (0,e0). (A.7)

Let x € Q. Then, by combining (A.6), (A.7) and the fact that supp k- C Bga(0,¢), we
obtain that, for all € € (0, g¢),

O (@) = [ 17V (@ =, Ok(w) d

:/ LY (2 =y, &)k (y) dy
{yeB(0,6) 12—y € suppV'} (A.8)
+ Re (A(x —9)&,8:€) k=(y) dy
{yeB(0,e) :z—y ¢suppV'} < ( ) > E( )
=:1 + I,

for all ¢ € C?. Since o7 € §,.(1), we estimate I; by

ol | (1P + V(@ - ) k() dy
{yeB(0,e) : z—y € suppV'}

(A.9)
— ol [ e(y) dy + py () Ve().
{yeB(0,e) : x—y €EsuppV'}
On the other hand, since A € A,(Q2) and A, (Iga) = 2/r*, we estimate Io by
I > min {gAr(A), rp*} €] ke(y) dy
{yeB(0,e) : x—y ¢suppV } (A.lO)

. Tp
> min {,ur(sa/) } |€ |2/ ke (y) dy,
pr {yeB(0,e) : x—y ¢suppV'}

where in the last inequality we used (11). Hence, by combining (A.8), (A.9) and (A.10)
we get

rp*
072, €) > main {pn (/). 222 (€ + Vi),
for all z € Q and all ¢ € C% Note that p*/p > 1 for all p € (1,00). On the other hand,

ua(?) <1 by (11). Therefore, by taking r = 2, we prove (ii).
By taking r = p and by (11) again, we prove that A. € §,(Q2) and that

pp( ) 2 pup(), (A.11)
for all € € (0,e9). Moreover, by definition of 1, and the continuity of
x> (A (2),be(2), ez (), Vo (), we get T (2,€) > pp(@2)(|€]* + Va(x)) for all z € Q,
¢ € €% and £ > 0. The limit in (iii) now follows from (i) and (A.11).
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Item (iv) follows by the definition of convolution and by the boundedness of A,b,¢, V.
O

A.2. Truncations of first- and zero-order terms by cut-off functions. Let
{Kp}nen, bea family of compact subsets in  such that K, C int(K,;) foralln € N
and U2, int(K,) = Q. Let {¢y, }nen, a family of compactly supported C* functions
in  such that 0 < ¢, <1, ¥, = 1 on a neighbourhood of K,, and supp ¢, C int(K,4+1)
for all n € Ny If A € A(Q), b,c € L=®(Q,C%) and V € L®(Q, R, ), we define

by, == %b,
Cn = Ync,
Vi = GV, (A.12)

Sy = (A7 bp, Cn, Vn)

Lemma A.6. For every o = (A,b,c,V) € B, m(Q) and o, as above and p € (1,00)
we have

(i) For a.e. x € Q,
Jim|[bn () = b(2)[|5(cac) = 0,
Tinn ea(®) — (@) ls(e.ct = 0
Jm [Vae) ~ V@)l = 0.
(ii) o, € By () for alln € Ny;
(iii) If o7 € 8,(Q2), then for alln € N,
oy, € 8,(2)
tip () > pip ().

Moreover, limy, o0 pp(9,) = pip(2y,).
In particular, if o € By(Q) then o7, € B,(Q) for alln € Ny ;
(iv) supp by, suppc, C supp V,, for all n € N, ;
(v) There exists C > 0 such that max{||b,||co, [[cnlloc, [Valloo} < C for allm € N .

Proof. Ttems (i) and (v) follow by the definition (A.12).
Clearly, for all ¢ € C? and all r € (1,00),

Pgn(7§) - (1 - T/Jn)Re <A§73r§> + wnrg(ﬁg)v
by, — el < Y M2 V.

By taking r = 2 and by combining (11) with the fact that 0 <, <1, we get (ii).
Similarly, by taking r = p and by definition of p,, we obtain that <7, € §,(Q)
and that p,(#,) > py(#), for all n € N4 Since @, € 8,(R), we have I'/"(z,&) >
() (I€]? + Viu(z)) for almost everywhere z € Q and all ¢ € C? and n € N,. The
limit in (iii) now follows by (i).
Item (iv) follows by the definition (A.12) and Proposition 8(ii). o

A.3. Bilinear embedding with bounded potentials. Let @ C R? open, p > 1,
q=p/(p—1)and ¥ and # be two closed subspaces of H'(2) of the type described in
Section 1.1. We prove now the bilinear embedding for arbitrary A, B € A(Q2), b, ¢, 8,7 €
L>®(Q,C% and V, W € L>®(Q,Ry) such that (A,b,¢,V), (B, 3,7, W) € B,(). We will

do it in two steps.
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e First, we will prove the bilinear embedding for all € = (C,d,e,U),2 =
(D,l,m, Z) € B,(N2) satisfying the assumptions of Section A.1, that is,

suppd, suppe C suppU,
suppl, suppm C supp Z,

and d, e, l,m, U, Z are compactly supported. Fix f, g € (LPNL?)(Q2). Let ¢., Z-
be the smooth approximations introduced in Section A.1. By Lemma A.4,
Lemma A.5 and a standard theorem in measure theory, there exists a sequence
(€n)nen such that VTtLgE"f — VT f and Ugl,{QT;gE"f — UYV2TE f as n — oo
almost everywhere on 2 and for all ¢ > 0; the same for (2, g). Recall that we
have already established in Section 6 the bilinear embedding for smooth ma-
trices and smooth and compactly supported first- and zero-order coefficients.
Consequently, Fatou’s lemma and Lemma A.5(ii),(iii) give

|7 Ve

<liminf [ \/T%n2 U
<t [ | VT 40

< lminf Cp[ £, /19l

P U SPVIVTZ o + 2 (17

G 2|2 D, |? De, |2
T, f\wvn o +2., |17

where (), continuously depends on p, A, p, M, p,(¢%,,), t1q(Ze,, ). Therefore,
Lemma A.5(iii) implies that

| [ Vv

where C' continuously depends on p, A, p1, M, p1,(€'), p1q(2).
o Let o = (A, b,c,V), % = (B,B,7,W) as above. Fix f,g € (LP N L?)(Q). Let
Sy, By as in (A.12). By arguing just as in the previous case, only replacing

Lemma A.5 by Lemma A.6, we deduce that there exists a sequence (n;)jen
such that VT, 7 f — VT f and anj/QTt = V1/2T§Z‘7f as j — oo almost
everywhere on  and for all ¢ > 0; the same for (£, g). Consequently, Fatou’s

lemma, (A.13) applied with ¢’ = <7,; and = %,,;, and Lemma A.6 give

2 2 7 2 7 2
+UTE [P NI + 2|17 < CIflloll,,  (A13)

o 2 2 % |2 2 |2
| AT vz P19 TEel W g

oo . 2 B
<1iminf/ /\/‘vz; if \/‘VTt ig

<O, llgll4-

2

2 s 2 B
"’an Tt Jf +Wn] Tt Jg

APPENDIX B. INTERIOR ELLIPTIC REGULARITY

In Section 1 we showed that we can associate a contractive and analytic semigroup
(T})¢>0 on L?(2) with the sesquilinear form defined in (1), provided that its coefficients
satisfy conditions (2) and (3). In this section we will see that if we assume that the
coefficients are also smooth, then T} f is also smooth for all t > 0 and f € L?(Q).
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For every function f on R? and y € R?\ {0}, we introduce the functions Ty f, 0y f on
R by the following rule:

Tyf(x) = f(x - y),
Tl @)

)

for every x € RY,
We will use the following lemmas to prove Lemma B.4. See, for example, [16, Propo-
sition 4.8] for their proofs.

Lemma B.1. Let [ € Hﬁ)C(Rd), ve Sl R>0 and zy € RY. Then

/ |6h 17 < / 0, f1%, Yh>0.
B(zo,R) B(zo,R+h)

Lemma B.2. Let f € L2 (RY). Then f € H} .(R?) if and only if

loc

limsup |6, fll 2 < oo, Vve§ii
h—0 loe

In this case,

10y fll 225y < limsup [|6p 1| 2(B)
h—0

for every compact set B C RY.

Let Q C R% open, A a complex d x d matrix-valued function on €2, b, ¢ two complex
d-dimensional vector-valued functions on €2 and V' a nonnegative function on €. Set
o = (A,b,c,V). We will write that

ay(u,v) = /Q [(AVu, V) ca + (Vu, b)ca T+ u (e, V) ca + Vut]

for every u,v € Hﬁ)C(Q) for which the integral on the right-hand side is finite. Note
that now we are not assuming that the domain of the form is of the type described in
Section 1.1.

Lemma B.3. Let Q C R? open, A € L>®(Q,C>%), b,c € L>®(Q,C%) and
V € L®(Q,C). Take u € H{ (). Suppose that there exists f € L2 () such that
au(ue) = [ 17, Ve CE(@). (B.)
Then
au(ug) = [ 1. Vo e HIQ),
where HX(Q) consists of all functions in H'(Q) having compact support in €.

Proof. Let u € HL.(Q) and f € L .(Q) for which (B.1) holds. Let p € H'(Q) with

compact support in © and Q' € Q such that suppy € . By [1, Lemma 2.18(b) and
Lemma 3.15] there exists a sequence (¢, )nen in C°(') such that

on — ¢ in H(Q). (B.2)
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Therefore, by using also the assumption on u and the boundedness of A,b,¢c and V
(thanks to which we have, for instance, that Vu € L?(Q)), we get

) = [ [(AV, Vou + (Tubhes P+ e, Vi) oo + V]

= lim [(AVu, V) ca + (Vu, b)ca @rn + u (e, Vo) ca + Vugy,| (B.3)

n—oo Joy
= lim_ A (U, @n).

Since ¢, € C°(Y) for all n € N and Q' € Q, by (B.1) we have

o (U, Pn) /fson—/ f @n;

for all n € N. On the other hand, f € L?(Q)'). Hence by (B.2) we obtain

lim a(uen) = [ f7= [ 15 (B4)
n o0 Q/ Q
We conclude by combining (B.3) and (B.4). m]

The following lemma was proved in [16, Theorem 4.9] when b,¢,V = 0. We adapt
its proof to the general case when b, ¢ and V' are not null.

Lemma B.4. Let Q C R? open, A € (Lipyy. N L) (2,C>), b, ¢ € (Lipyy. N L™) (2,C%)
and V € (Lipjo. N L>) (Q,C) such that o = (A,b,c,ReV) € B(Q). Take u € H} ().
Suppose that there exists f € L2 (Q) such that

an(ue) = [ £, Ve CE(@). (B.5)
Then u € HE .(Q).
Proof. Fix j € {1,...,d} and set

Th = The;»

On = Ohe;»

Jth = (T,hA,T,hb, T_hC, T,hV) = T,hJZf,

5h(J27) = (5h14, (5hb, 5hc, (5hV),

where e; € R? is the unit vector (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) with 1 in the j-th position.

Let u € HE () and f € L2 () for which (B.5) holds. Let ¢ € H(Q) with compact
support in Q. If h is small enough, 75, also belongs to H'(Q) and has compact support
in Q. Therefore, Lemma B.3 implies that

Cl&{(u,Tth) = /QfTh@ (BG)

for |h| < 1.
On the other hand, by V7, = 7,V, a change of variable and (B.6), we find that

(-t ) = s (0,7i) = [ f (B.7)
Subtracting (B.5) from equation (B.7), we get
o, (-t 9) = (. 9) = | [ =)

Observe that a, (7_pu, @) is well-defined for small |h|, even though &7 is defined on €.
This is due to the fact that ¢ has compact support.
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By writing 7_pu = 7_pu — u + v and by dividing by A both terms of the previous
identity, we have

A, (Ont, ©) = —as, (o) (U, ) +/fo57h()0- (B.8)

Now we will choose an adequate ¢. Let g € Q and R > 0 such that Bag := B(z0,2R) C
Q. Fix n € C2°(2) such that 0 <7 <1, suppn € Br and n =1 on Bpg/y. Define

v = Spu,

@ :=1"v

for |h| < 1. By plugging this particular ¢ in (B.8), we obtain
Uy, (v, 7°0) = 05, () (0, 770) +/Qf5—h(?72v)- (B.9)

By writing V(n?v) = n>Vu + 2nvVy in the definition of a,;, and as, (), (B.9) yields

/B 7’ [(T_hAVv, Vo) + (Vu, 7_pb) T + v (T_pe, V) + T_hV|U|2}
= — Q/BR n [(T_hAVv, )T+ |v|? (r_pe, Vn)}
- /B i~ [<5h(,4)vu, Vo) + (Vau, 50 (b)) T+ u (3 (c), Vo) + MV)m}

—2f 170 (65, (A)Vu, V) + u (61,(c), V)]

+ fo_n(n?v).

Bgrin

Here we also used that suppn C Bg. Therefore, since o7 € B(€2), there exists p € (0,1)
such that

M/BR n?|Vo* < — 2Re /BR n [(T,hAVv, V) T+ v (_pe, V77>]
" Re /B ? [<5h(A)Vu, Vo) + (Vu, 6(0)) T+ 1 (54(c), Vo) + 61 (V)i
~2Re [ 5 [(3h(A)Vu, Vi) + u (34(c), Vi)

+ Re / fo_n(n?v).
Brin

The boundedness of A and ¢ implies that 7_;, A and 7_jc are bounded on Bg uniformly
in |h| < 1. Moreover, as A is locally Lipschitz, d;(A) is also bounded on Bg, uniformly in
|h| < 1. The same for 65(b), 65 (c) and d;,(V'). Therefore, by using also that | V7|jco S g1
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and 0 <71 <1, we get
LR sun [ (9ellel +nfof?)
Bgr Br
+ [P (vl + ) Vol
Br
+ [ n(Vul +Jul) o (B.10)
Br
[ U]
Brin

=L+ 1+ I3+ 1.

By repeatedly applying the inequality 2ab < ea + e~ 'b for all a,b € R, ¢ > 0 and the
fact that 0 <7 <1, we obtain the following estimates

nge [ wvolee [P [ P

Bgr Br Br

bie [ wvel+et [ (19uf +1af).
Br Br

t 5 [ (IVuP + fuf? + o).
B

R

Lge[ attoPr+et [ R
BR+h BR+h

for all € > 0. These estimates combined with (B.10) give

| owvebse [ oo
Br Br
—1 2 2 2
+e / (19ul? + ful? + 1o]?)
Br
[ (1val 4l + 10l?)
Br

ve [ leaPol et [ IR
Brin Br+n

where the constant depends on 4 and R, but not on hA. On the other hand, by Lemma
B.1,

(B.11)

Lol < [ veraRs [ a Vol oo ion®
Bryn Bryon Bryon

s [ wver+ [P,
Br Br

where in the last inequality we used that 7 < 1 and suppn C Bg. Hence (B.11) and

(B.12) give
| owwetse [ oo
Br Br

+e 1)/ (1ul? + Jul? + [o]?)
Br

ve [ Pt [
Br Bpryn

(B.12)
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where the constant depends on p and R, but not on h. Therefore, we may choose ¢
independent of h small enough such that the term with HanH%Q( By Can be absorbed
in the left-hand side of the inequality, obtaining

[owwols [ vab e [ el [CplEs [ i
Br Br Br Br Brin

which implies that

[oawels [ owurs [ e [ e [1gr @)
Bro Br Br Br BRrin
By Lemma B.1 again,
/ lof? :/ Ghul? < / V.
Br Br BRrin
Hence (B.13) yields

[ oavul= [ el [ vl [l [ g2,
Br2 Bry2 Br+in Br BRrin

Since the constant in the previous estimate does not depend on h, we get

limsup/ lthu\Qg/ ]Vu\Q—i-/ ’U\Z‘i‘/ ’f’Q
h—0 JBgys Br Br Br

From Lemma B.2 we infer that u € H*(Bp/,) and that

[l [Cval e [ g .
Bry2 Br Br Br

Lemma B.5. Let Q, A, b,c, V.V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that A € C®(Q,C>) bc € C®(Q,C%), V € C®(Q,R,)NL®(Q,R,) and that
A = (A,b,¢,V) € B(Q). Let L7 = L7 be the operator on L*(Y) associated with
the sesquilinear form ag y defined in (1). Then

D ((zﬂ )’f) c H2(Q) (B.14)

for all k > 1. In particular,
N D ((£9)F) cc=(). (B.15)
k>1
Proof. When k = 1, (B.14) holds by Lemma B.4.
Assume that (B.14) holds for £ € N. Then, for all u € D ((fﬂ)k“) we have

loc

27w e D ((£7)F) C HE(Q).

ocC

ueD (L)) c HE(9),

We will first prove that u € H2¥™(Q) and then that u € HZF™2(Q), thus establishing
(B.14) for all k € N.
Let |a| < 2k — 1. For all ¢ € C2°(£2) we have

<3°‘$£{u, <p> = (—1)‘0‘| <.,§fﬂu, 8aap>

= (=1)le /Q [(AVU,B“V@ + (Vu,b) 0%p + u (¢, 0*Vp) + Vu%} .
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By assumptions A, b, ¢,V are smooth. So, by integrating by parts and by applying the
product rule, we get

(02 u,) = / AV u, V) — Z / (Mm( )(aa Sai) (aﬁaju))a

- M@( )(aa Bb) (858¢u)) 5

+/ V@aubgo+2/(
a3 fo( 2 (5) ) 09)o

o [V | (5( ) ) (aﬁu)) ;
_/ [Avaau V) +/ (V0% u, b) <p+/aa (e, Vo) —l—/V@awp]

+/P

where P is a polynomial with smooth coefficients and degP < 2k. Therefore, by using
that u € HZ¥(Q), we obtain that P(d)u € L% (Q) and 0%u € HL (). Hence we may
write

0. (0%, ) = /Q (0°2u ~ P(0)u) .

On the other hand, 0°.2“u € H{.(Q), since .Z“u € HZF(Q). This shows that
0°L7u € L2 () and thus 0.7 u—P(d)u € L2 (). Now we may apply Lemma B.4
which gives 0%u € HZ (Q) for all |a| < 2k — 1. Thus we proved u € HZF(Q).

loc
Let now |f| < 2k. As before, we get
/ <AV86u,Vap>+ / <vaﬁu,b>¢+ / 8%u (e, Vo) + / VoPup
Q Q Q Q

= | (927u-q@n). veecE@).

where @ is a polynomial with smooth coefficients and deg@ < 2k + 1. We proved before
that u € HZ1(Q), hence we have 0%u € HL (Q) and Q(d)u € L2 (). Therefore,
repeating the same procedure as before, we obtain that u € HI%I?Q(Q) By induction
we conclude the proof of (B.14).

Prove now (B.15). Consider R > 0 and zp € Q such that Bg = B(zg, R) C Q.

Fix n € C(Q2) such that 0 < < 1, suppn € Bg and n = 1 on Bp,. Let u €
M1 D ((.,Sfd)k) By (B.14), u € HIOC(Q), for all k > 1. Therefore, nu € H?*(R?),
for all £k > 1. By the Sobolev embedding theorem, for example see [1, Theorem 4.12,

Part I, Case A], nu € C*(R%), hence u € C°°(B(xo, R/2)). Since ¢ €  was arbitrary,
we conclude that u € C*(Q). i

Lemma B.6. Let Q, A, b,c, V.,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that A € C®(Q,C¥™9) b,c € C®(Q,C%), V € O®(Q,R,) N L¥(Q,R,) and that
o = (A,b,¢,V) € B(Q). Let (Tf )0 be the semigroup on L*(Q) associated with the
sesquilinear form a. y. Then T f € C%(Q) for allt >0 and all f € L*(Q).
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Proof. Since o/ € B(Q), we know that (T} )¢ is analytic and is generated by —2,
the operator on L?(f2) associated with the sesquilinear form a.,y; see Section 1.
Set .Z = 4 and Ty = T/ for all t > 0. By induction we deduce that

T,f €D (zk) . Vt>0, VfeLXQ) (B.16)

for all £ > 1. In fact, for & = 1 this follows from the analyticity of (7});~¢ and
[15, Chapter II, Theorem 4.6(c)]. Assume that (B.16) holds for k¥ € N;. We want to
prove that Z*T,f € D(&Z) for all t > 0 and all f € L*(Q). Fix t > 0, f € L*(Q) and
choose € € (0,t). By using the fact the generator . commutes with the semigroup
(T})e>0 on D(.Z) [15, Chapter II, Lemma 1.3(ii)], the inductive hypothesis on 7T and
(B.16) applied for T;_. with k = 1, we get

LR = LT, T.f =T, . L T.f € D(.2).

We conclude by invoking (B.15). m]

APPENDIX C. UNBOUNDED POTENTIALS

In order to treat the general case with unbounded potentials, we will follow the
argument used by Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ in [3, Section 3.4] when they proved [3,
Theorem 1.4]. Like in their case, Theorem 3 will follow from the special case of bounded
potentials already proved in Section A.3, once we prove the following approximation
result.

Let V € LL (Q) be a nonnegative unbounded function. For each m € N define

loc
Vin := min{V, m}. (C1)
We also set Voo = V.

Lemma C.1. For every & = (A,b,c,V) € By v (), = (A, b,c,Vp,) and p € (1,00)
we have

i) For every e € (0, u) there exists me = 0 such that <y, € B,_cp for all m > my;
( ) Y H H—¢,
ii) If o € 8,(92), then for every e € (0, u,(2/)) there exists m., = 0 such that

P p P

‘Q{m € SP(Q)a
tip(Hm) > pip() — €,

for all m > m, . Moreover, imy, oo fip(%n) = pp(27).
In particular, if A € By(Q) then Ay, € By(Q) for all m > max{m.,, meq},
where ¢ =p/(p —1).

Proof. Let r € (1,00) and &7 € 8,(Q2). Clearly, for almost all = € 2,
b(x) — ()] < M /i, Vm> b cl% /M2
On the other hand, note that for almost = € €2,

DA (2,€) > SA(A)E] + essinf min Re (b(@) +dre(w), 0) |¢] +m.

for all ¢ € C% and all m € N. Therefore, it suffices to show that for every € € (0, u,. (7))
there exists m. , such that

SAA)E + essinf min Re (b(a) +3re(@). ) 6]+ m > (e(/) = ) (€] +m)
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for all £ € C% and all m > me . This property holds by taking

2
. . )
(es;cselgrzlf |1;1}1:n1 Re? (b(z) + Jrc(x), O'>>

M A /2)AA) — () o) (1= () +e)
which is a nonnegative finite constant by the boundedness of b,c and (11). Therefore,
by taking 7 = 2, we prove (ii) with m. := max{m. 2, ||b — ¢||%,/M?}. By taking r = p,
we prove that A, € §,(Q2) and that
tip(Hm) > pip() — €, (C.2)
for all € € (0, pp (7)) and all m > me 5, := max{me. , ||b—c||% /M?}. Since o, € §,(),
we have Fz‘ffm (2,€) > 1p( D) (|€]2 + Vin(z)) for almost everywhere z € Q, all £ € C?, all

e € (0, pp(7)) and all m > m, p,. Therefore, since V,,(z) — V(z) for almost all z € Q,
as m — 0o, we get

pp(A) > lim sup i (),
which, combined with (C.2), implies that
€+ lim inf i, () > pp() > li;njélop top (),
for all € € (0, up(27)). By sending ¢ — 0, we conclude. ]
Lemma C.2. For all f € L*(2), (A,b,c,V) € B, m(Q) and all t > 0 we have
VI f = VT7f in L*(Q,C7),
V2T f = VIPTE fin L2(Q)
as m — oo.

Proof. Fix f € L*(Q). Denote by .%,, = £“m the operator associated with .7, =
(A,b,¢, V) for all m € Ny U {oco}. By Lemma C.1(i), there exists g € (0,u) and
m > 0 such that each (4,b,¢,Vin) € By /() for all m € Ny U {oo} such that m > m.

Therefore, each %, is sectorial with sectoriality angle w(.%y) < 9o = 9o(fi, M, A), for
all m € N1 U {oo} such that m > m; see Section 1. Using the standard representation
of the analytic semigroup (Tffm)bo, m € Ny U {oc}, m > m, by means of a Cauchy
integral, earlier applied in the proof of Lemma A.4, we get

IVT#f = VTEFIS [ MV = L)' = VUG = 2)7 ol ddl,

A
IVAPTE g = VIETE fl S [ RV = )7 f = VI = 2)7 oAl
v

where 7 is the positively oriented boundary of Sy U{¢ € C : |(] < §}, with J > Jo and
6 > 0. Therefore it suffices to prove that

VC—Zn) = V(-2) ' in L*(Q,C7), W(eC\Sy,
Vil2(C=Zn) = VIRC—2) i IP(Q),  VCeC\Sj,

as m — oo, and that for all ¢ > 0 there exist C' = C(t) > 0, not depend on m, and
F(t,-) € L(v) such that

MY V(¢ ~ L) |2 < CF(1,0),
e M VL2(C = L) fll2 < CF(1,0),

(C.3)

(C.4)
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for all m € Ny U {oo}, m > m, and all ¢ € . In fact, we would complete the proof by
applying the dominated convergence theorem in the two integrals above.

In order to prove (C.3) and (C.4) one can proceed as in the proof of [3, Proposi-
tion 3.9], where b and ¢ are zero. We leave it to the reader to fill in the details. O

By combining Lemma C.1 and Lemma C.2 and by applying the same limit argument
of Section A.3, we obtain the bilinear embedding (13) for unbounded potentials.

C.1. Unbounded complex potentials. In Section 1.8 a bililinear embedding theo-
rem was stated for particular complex potentials of the type oV, with V € L (Q)
nonnegative and o € C such that Reo > 0.

If V is bounded, then the approximation argument of Section A can be applied
exactly in the same way.

Otherwise, let suppose that V' is unbounded. We can assume that p € C\R, otherwise
oV would be real. For every m € Ny U {oo}, let V;,, be defined as in (C.1) with the
notation Voo = V. Set & = (A,b,¢,0V) and 7, = (A,b,c, oV,y,) for all m € N, Fix
f € L*Q) and t > 0. We would like to get the analogue of Lemma C.2, that is,

VT f = VT7f  in L*(Q,C%,
VaPTEm = VIR f i L2(Q),

as m — oo, provided that (A4,b,c,Re(p)V) € B(Q). Again, we would like to proceed
like in [3, Section 3.4] where the potentials are real. For the kind of potentials we are
considering now, it is straightforward to adapt their method to our case. The main
step where the differences come out lies in proving the analogue of [3, Lemma 3.8].
For real potentials, they did that by combining a monotone convergence theorem for
sequences of symmetric sesquilinear forms [18, Theorem 3.13a, p. 461] and a vector-
valued version of Vitali’s theorem [2, Theorem A.5]. We will do the same following the
sketch of its proof and highlighting what we need to change in our case, that is, for
complex potentials. More precisely, we would like to prove that, for all f € L?(Q) and
all s > 0,

(s+ .27 = (s +.27)71f in L2(Q), asm — oco. (C.5)
Since (A,b,c,Re (0)V) € B(Q), by arguing as in Lemma C.1, it can be shown that
there exist p € (0,1), M > 0 and m € N such that

(Aa b’ c, Re (Q)V) € B,LL,M(Q)’
A,b,c,Re(0)Vin) € Bum(Q2), Vm >m.
Ky

Therefore, there exists ¥g € (0,7/2) such that the sesquilinear forms a := a, and
a, 1= 0, are both sectorial of angle ¥y, for all m > m. In particular, each operator
L = L7 is sectorial of angle w(.%,) < Yo, for all m € Ny U {oo} such that m > m;
see Section 1 and Section 1.8. It can be shown that the sesquilinear forms a, and a,, .,

defined by
a, :=Rea+ zImq,
A, = Reay, + zIma,,,

are closed and sectorial for all z € O := {z € C : |Rez| < ¢} and all m € Ny, m > m,
where 6 = cot ¥g. The real and the imaginary part of a sesquilinear form are defined
as in [18, Chapter VI, §1.1]. They are both symmetric sesquilinear forms. Note that
a=a;.

Let Z, and %, . be the operators associated with a, and a,, ., respectively. As
explained in the sketch of the proof of [3, Lemma 3.8], the maps z ~ (s +.%,)~! and
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2 (s+ L, )~ ! are both holomorphic from O to the space of bounded linear operators
on L%(Q), for every s > 0 and m € N, m > m.

Now, we need to slightly change their proof due to the presence of complex potentials.
We need to distinguish two cases. First, let suppose that Im(9) > 0. Hence a = <
541, < ... is a monotone nondecreasing sequence of closed and sectorial symmétric
forms, for all z € [0,9). Therefore, [18, Theorem 3.13a, p. 461] gives that for every
5>0,z€10,0) and f € L*(Q) we have

(54 L) M f = (s+2)7 f in L3(Q), asm — oco. (C.6)

As in [3], we conclude by using a vector-valued version of Vitali’s theorem [2, Theo-
rem A.5], which implies that (s +.%,.) 1 f — (s+.2) 7L f for all z € O. In particular,
by taking z =i we get (C.5).
The case Im (p) < 0 is treated similarly. In this case, (C.6) holds for all z € (=4, 0].
In [3], since the potential is real, the analogue of (C.6), that is, [3, (3.19)], holds for
all z € (=6,0).
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