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BILINEAR EMBEDDING FOR PERTURBED DIVERGENCE-FORM

OPERATOR WITH COMPLEX COEFFICIENTS ON IRREGULAR

DOMAINS

ANDREA POGGIO

Abstract. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be open, A a complex uniformly strictly accretive d × d

matrix-valued function on Ω with L∞ coefficients, b and c two d-dimensional vector-
valued functions on Ω with L∞ coefficients and V a locally integrable nonegative
function on Ω. Consider the operator L

A,b,c,V = −div (A∇) + 〈∇, b〉 − div (c ·) +
V with mixed boundary conditions on Ω. We extend the bilinear inequality that
Carbonaro and Dragičević proved in [3] in the special cases when b = c = 0, previously
proved in [6] when V = 0 as well. As a consequence, we obtain that the solution to the

parabolic problem u′(t) + L
A,b,c,V u(t) = f(t), u(0) = 0, has maximal regularity in

Lp(Ω), for all p > 1 such that A satisfies the p-ellipticity condition that Carbonaro and
Dragičević introduced in [7] and b, c, 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 Ω, in particular, we do not assume any regularity of
∂Ω, nor the existence of a Sobolev embedding.

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a nonempty open set. Denote by A(Ω) the class of all complex
uniformly strictly elliptic d× d matrix-valued functions on Ω with L∞ coefficients (in
short, elliptic matrices). That is to say, A(Ω) is the class of all measurable A : Ω → Cd×d

for which there exist λ, Λ > 0 such that for almost all x ∈ Ω we have

Re 〈A(x)ξ, ξ〉 > λ|ξ|2 , ∀ξ ∈ Cd;

|〈A(x)ξ, σ〉| 6 Λ |ξ| |σ| , ∀ξ, σ ∈ Cd.

We denote by λ(A) and Λ(A) the optimal λ and Λ, respectively.
Suppose that A ∈ A(Ω). Let b, c be d-dimensional vector-valued functions on Ω with

L∞ coefficients and V ∈ L1
loc(Ω) a nonnegative function. Fix a closed subspace V of the

Sobolev space H1(Ω) containing H1
0 (Ω). Consider the sesquilinear form a = aA,b,c,V,V

defined by

D(a) =
{
u ∈ V :

∫
Ω V |u|2 < ∞}

,

a(u, v) =

∫

Ω
〈A∇u,∇v〉

Cd + 〈∇u, b〉
Cd v + u 〈c,∇v〉

Cd + V uv. (1)

Clearly, a is densely defined in L2(Ω). Using the abbreviation a(u) = a(u, u) and the
ad hoc notation ξ = ∇u/u, we find that

Re a(u) =

∫

Ω
|u|2

[
Re 〈Aξ, ξ〉 + Re 〈b+ c, ξ〉 + V

]
,

Im a(u) =

∫

Ω
|u|2

[
Im 〈Aξ, ξ〉 + Im 〈b− c, ξ〉

]
.
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Consequently, if we suppose that for almost all x ∈ Ω

Re 〈A(x)ξ, ξ〉 + Re 〈b(x) + c(x), ξ〉 + V (x) > 0, ∀ξ ∈ Cd,

then a is accretive. Moreover, assume that there exist µ ∈ (0, 1] and M > 0 such that
for almost all x ∈ Ω

Re 〈A(x)ξ, ξ〉 + Re 〈b(x) + c(x), ξ〉 + V (x) > µ(|ξ|2 + V (x)), ∀ξ ∈ Cd, (2)

|b(x) − c(x)| 6M
√
V . (3)

Then, following Ouhabaz [22, the proof of Proposition 4.30], we get that a is also closed.
We denote by Bµ,M (Ω) the class of all (A, b, c, V ) ∈ A(Ω)× (L∞(Ω,Cd))2 ×L1

loc(Ω,R+)
for which (2) and (3) hold for some fixed µ,M > 0. Moreover, we set

B(Ω) =
⋃

µ,M>0

Bµ,M (Ω).

For A = (A, b, c, V ), we denote by µ(A ) and M(A ) the optimal µ and M , respectively.
Given φ ∈ (0, π) define the sector

Sφ = {z ∈ C \ {0} : | arg(z)| < φ}.
Also set S0 = (0,∞). Boundedness of A, (2) and (3) imply that a is sectorial of some
angle ϑ0 = ϑ0(µ,M,Λ) ∈ (0, π/2) in the sense of [18], meaning that its numerical range
Nr(a) = {a(u) : u ∈ D(a), ‖u‖2 = 1} satisfies

Nr(a) ⊆ Sϑ0
. (4)

Denote by L = L
A,b,c,V,V
2 the unbounded operator on L2(Ω) associated with the

sesquilinear form a. That is,

D(L ) :=
{
u ∈ D(a) : ∃w ∈ L2(Ω) : a(u, v) = 〈w, v〉L2(Ω) ∀v ∈ D(a)

}

and
〈L u, v〉L2(Ω) = a(u, v), ∀u ∈ D(L ), ∀v ∈ D(a) . (5)

Formally, L is given by the expression

L u = −div (A∇u) + 〈∇u, b〉 − div (uc) + V u.

It follows from (4) that −L is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on
L2(Ω)

Tt = TA,b,c,V,V
t , t > 0,

which is analytic and contractive in the cone Sπ/2−ϑ0
. Moreover, L is sectorial of angle

ω(L ) 6 ϑ0. 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 Γ ⊆ ∂Ω we define H1
Γ(Ω) to

be the closure in H1(Ω) of the set

{u|Ω : u ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ Γ)}.

We shall always assume that V is one of the following closed subspaces of H1(Ω):

(i) V = H1(Ω), corresponding to Neumann boundary conditions for L , or
(ii) V = H1

Γ(Ω), corresponding to Dirichlet boundary conditions in Γ and Neumann
conditions in ∂Ω \ Γ for L .

The latter case includes Dirichlet boundary conditions (Γ = ∂Ω) and good-Neumann
boundary conditions (Γ = ∅); see [22, Section 4.1].
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1.2. Standard assumptions. Unless otherwise specified, henceforth we assume that

• Ω ⊆ Rd is a nonempty open set;
• V and W are two closed subspaces of H1(Ω) of the type described in Sec-

tion 1.1;
• A,B ∈ A(Ω);
• b, c, β, γ ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd);
• V,W ∈ L1

loc(Ω,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 6 CY . If
both X .Y and Y .X, then we write X ∼ Y . If {α1, . . . , αn} is a set of parameters,
then C(α1, . . . , αn) denotes a constant depending only on α1, . . . , αn. When X 6

C(α1, . . . , αn)Y , we will often write X . α1,...,αnY .
Unless specified otherwise, for every p ∈ (1,∞) we will denote by q 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 Dragičević introduced in [7].

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

Re
〈
A(x)ξ, ξ + |1 − 2/p|ξ

〉
Cd
> C|ξ|2 , ∀ξ ∈ Cd. (6)

Equivalently, A is p-elliptic if ∆p(A) > 0, where

∆p(A) := ess inf
x∈Ω

min
|ξ|=1

Re
〈
A(x)ξ, ξ + |1 − 2/p|ξ

〉
Cd
.

Denote by Ap(Ω) the class of all p-elliptic matrix functions on Ω. Clearly, A(Ω) =
A2(Ω). 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 7→ ∆p(A) we also refer the reader
to [7].

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

A condition similar to (6), namely ∆p(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 Sp and Bp. Let p > 1 and A = (A, b, c, V ) satisfy the standard
assumptions of Section 1.2. For every p ∈ [1,+∞], we consider the operator

Jp(ξ) =
p

2

(
ξ +

(
1 − 2

p

)
ξ

)
, ξ ∈ Cd. (7)

Observe that Jp = (p/2) Ip, where Ip is the operator introduced by Carbonaro and
Dragičević in [7, (1.4)]. Moreover, we have:

(a) Jp is R-linear;

(b) Jpξ = pRe ξ − ξ for all ξ ∈ Cd;

(c) Re 〈Jpξ, σ〉 = Re 〈ξ, Jpσ〉 for all ξ, σ ∈ Cd;
(d) (p/2) ∆p(A) = ess inf

x∈Ω
min
|ξ|=1

Re 〈A(x)ξ, Jpξ〉Cd [7, (1.6)].

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

(f) Jp(iξ) = i(p − 1)Jqξ for all ξ ∈ Cd;
(g) ‖Jp‖ = p∗ − 1, where p∗ = max{p, q}.

We define the function ΓA
p = ΓA,b,c,V

p : Ω × Cd → R by

ΓA
p (x, ξ) = Re 〈A(x)ξ, Jpξ〉Cd + Re 〈b(x) + (Jpc)(x), ξ〉

Cd + V (x). (8)

By using dilations ξ ❀ tξ, t → ∞, we see that if for almost all x ∈ Ω

ΓA
p (x, ξ) > 0, ∀ξ ∈ Cd, (9)

then ∆p(A) > 0. Moreover, when b = c = 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 Sp(Ω) the class of all A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Ap(Ω) × (L∞(Ω,Cd))2 ×
L1

loc(Ω,R+) for which

• there exists µ > 0 such that for a.e. x ∈ Ω

ΓA
p (x, ξ) > µ(|ξ|2 + V (x)), ∀ξ ∈ Cd, (10)

• the condition (3) holds.

We denote by µp(A ), or just µp, the largest admissible µ in (10). We list a few
observations on Sp and µp:

• By applying the dilation argument again, we get

µp(A ) 6 min

{
p

2
∆p(A), 1

}
; (11)

• (A, b, c, V ) ∈ S2(Ω) if and only if (2) and (3) hold, that is, S2(Ω) = B(Ω);
• when b = c = 0, this new condition coincides with p-ellipticity, in the sense

that (A, 0, 0, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) if and only if A ∈ Ap(Ω) [3, 7].

Finally, we define the class

Bp(Ω) = Sp(Ω) ∩ Sq(Ω),
1

p
+

1

q
= 1,

which also coincides with Ap(Ω) when b = c = 0, in the sense that (A, 0, 0, V ) ∈ Bp(Ω)
if and only if A ∈ Ap(Ω), by means of the invariance of p-ellipticity under conjugation
[7, Corollary 5.16]. It also coincides with B(Ω) when p = 2.

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

(i) invariance under conjugation, in the sense that Ap(Ω) = Aq(Ω) when 1/p+1/q = 1
[7, Proposition 5.8];

(ii) a decrease with respect to p, in the sense that {Ap(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is a decreasing
chain of matrix classes [7, Corollary 5.16].

(iii) invariance under adjointness, in the sense that A ∈ Ap(Ω) ⇐⇒ A∗ ∈ Aq(Ω),
1/p + 1/q = 1 [7, Corollary 5.17].

We shall see that Sp satisfies the analogue of (iii) (see Proposition 9(i)), but not (i)
and (ii) (see Proposition 10). On the other hand, Bp 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 Bp 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 φ = 0, b = c = 0, V = 0. Carbonaro and Dragičević 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, ∆p(eiφA) > 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 Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that A ∈ B(Ω) and choose p > 1 and φ ∈ R such that |φ| < π/2 − ϑ0 and

Γ
(eiφA, eiφb, eiφc, (cos φ)V )
p (x, ξ) > 0 for almost all x ∈ Ω and all ξ ∈ Cd. Then

(
e−teiφL

)
t>0

extends to a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions on Lp(Ω).

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

Corollary 2. Let Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that A ∈ B(Ω) and choose r 6 2 6 p such that A ∈ (Sr ∩ Sp)(Ω). Then
there exists ϑ = ϑ(p, r,A ) > 0 such that {Tz : z ∈ Sϑ} is analytic and contractive in
Ls(Ω) for all s ∈ [r, p].

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

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∇TA,V,V
t f

∣∣∣
2

+ V
∣∣∣TA,V,V

t f
∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∇TB,W,W

t g
∣∣∣
2

+W
∣∣∣TB,W,W

t g
∣∣∣
2
6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q,

(12)
for all A,B ∈ Ap(Ω), V,W ∈ L1

loc(Ω,R+) and all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω), where V and W

are two closed subspaces of H1(Ω) of the type described in Section 1.1 and q = p/(p−1)
is the conjugate exponent of p.

Given b, c, β, γ ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd), we extend the bilinear embedding in (12) to the semi-

groups (TA ,V
t )t>0 and (TB,W

t )t>0, where A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ) ∈ B(Ω).
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:

λ(A,B) = min{λ(A), λ(B)}
Λ(A,B) = max{Λ(A),Λ(B)}
µ(A ,B) = min{µ(A ), µ(B)}
M(A ,B) = max{M(A ),M(B)}

and

µr(A ,B) = min{µr(A ), µr′(A ), µr(B), µr′(B)},
whenever A ,B ∈ Br(Ω) for some r ∈ (1,∞), where r′ = r/(r − 1) is its conjugate
exponent. In Section 6 we shall prove the following result.
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Theorem 3. Let Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ),V ,W satisfy the standard
assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that A ,B ∈ B(Ω) and choose p > 1, q = p/(p−1),
such that A , B ∈ Bp(Ω). Then there exists C > 0 independent of the dimension d such
that
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∇TA ,V
t f

∣∣∣
2

+ V
∣∣∣TA ,V

t f
∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∇TB,W

t g
∣∣∣
2

+W
∣∣∣TB,W,W

t g
∣∣∣
2
6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q, (13)

for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). The constant C > 0 can be chosen so as to (continuously)
depend only on p, λ(A,B),Λ(A,B), µ(A ,B),M(A ,B) and µp(A ,B).

This result incorporates several earlier theorems as special cases, including:

• b = c = 0, V = W , Ω = Rd, A,B equal and real [13, Theorem 1]
• b = c = 0, V = W = 0, Ω = Rd [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 Ω, A, b, c, V,V satisfy the
standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let ̺ ∈ C such that Re (̺) > 0. Let assume that
(A, b, c,Re (̺)V ) ∈ B(Ω). Then, it can be shown in the same way as above that the
sesquilinear form a, defined by

D(a) =

{
u ∈ V :

∫

Ω
V |u|2 < ∞

}
,

a(u, v) =

∫

Ω
〈A∇u,∇v〉

Cd + 〈∇u, b〉
Cd v + u 〈c,∇v〉

Cd + ̺V uv,

is densely defined, closed and sectorial. Therefore, −L , the operator on L2(Ω) asso-

ciated with a, generates an analytic and contractive semigroup (TA ,V
t )t>0 on L2(Ω),

where A = (A, b, c, ̺V ). 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 Ω,V ,W satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let A =
(A, b, c, ̺V ) and B = (B,β, γ, σW ) be of the type described above. Choose p > 1,
q = p/(p − 1), such that Ã = (A, b, c,Re (̺)V ), B̃ = (B,β, γ,Re (σ)W ) ∈ Bp(Ω).
Then there exists C > 0 independent of the dimension d such that

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∇TA ,V
t f

∣∣∣
2

+ Re (̺)V
∣∣∣TA ,V

t f
∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∇TB,W

t g
∣∣∣
2

+ Re (σ)W
∣∣∣TB,W

t g
∣∣∣
2

6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q,

(14)

for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). The constant C > 0 can be chosen so as to (continuously)
depend only on p, λ(A,B),Λ(A,B), µ( ˜A , B̃),M(Ã , B̃) and µp(Ã , B̃).

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 A ∈ Ap(Ω) and let −L A
p be the generator of (TA,V

t )t>0 on Lp(Ω).

Then L A
p admits a bounded holomorphic functional calculus of angle ϑ < π/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) 7→ ∆p(A) (see [7, Corollary 5.17
and p. 3204])

• elementary properties of the classes Sp(Ω) (see Proposition 8 (iii), (iv))
• a well-known sufficient condition for bounded holomorphic functional calculus

[10, Theorem 4.6 and Example 4.8]
• the Dore-Venni theorem [12,23]
• Theorem 3 applied with B = A∗, β = c, γ = b, W = V and W = V

we can deduce the following result; see Section 7 for the explanation of terminology
and the proof.

Theorem 5. Let Ω, A, b, c, V,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that p > 1 and (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Bp(Ω). Let −Lp be the generator of (Tt)t>0 on Lp(Ω).
Then Lp admits a bounded holomorphic functional calculus of angle ϑ < π/2. As a
consequence, Lp has parabolic maximal regularity.

Recent results regarding the holomorphic functional calculus for the operator Lp

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 Ω whose boundary is Lipschitz regular around the
Neumann part ∂Ω \ Γ. We recall that Γ is a closed subset of ∂Ω; 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(L ) = J(L A ) by

J(L ) := {p ∈ (1,∞) : sup
t>0

‖TA
t ‖B(Lp) < ∞},

he proved that, given p0 ∈ J(L ), the operator Lp admits a bounded H∞-calculus on
Lp for all p ∈ (p0, 2) ∪ (2, p0). He used the regularity assumption on the domain Ω 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 Ω. In
particular, he exploited the existence of a bounded linear Sobolev extension operator
that extends

H1
Γ(Ω) → H1

Γ(Rd),

Lp(Ω) → Lp(Rd),

for every p ∈ (1,∞). Here, H1
Γ(Rd) is the closure in H1(Rd) of the set C∞

c (Rd \ Γ).
Since in generality that we consider, the domain Ω may be completely irregular

and/or unbounded, we only deduce that our interval of p’s for the boundedH∞-calculus
on Lp is contained in Egert’s. In fact, Theorem 1 and Proposition 8(iii) imply that

{p ∈ (1,∞) : A ∈ Bp(Ω)} ⊆ int (J(L )) .

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.

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

• In Section 3 we summarize some properties of the classes Sp and Bp.
• 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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• In Section 5 we prove the results on contractivity and analyticity of semigroups
announced in Section 1.6.

• In Section 6 we prove the bilinear embedding.
• In Section 7 we prove Theorem 5.

2. Heat-flow monotonicity and generalised convexity

2.1. The Bellman function of Nazarov and Treil. Let Ω, A = (A, b, c, V ), B =
(B,β, γ,W ),V ,W satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that
A ,B ∈ B(Ω). We want to study the monotonicity of the flow

E(t) =

∫

Ω
Q(TA ,V

t f, TB,W
t g)

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:

Q(ζ, η) = |ζ|p + |η|q + δ

{
|ζ|2|η|2−q, |ζ|p 6 |η|q;

(2/p) |ζ|p + (2/q − 1) |η|q, |ζ|p > |η|q , (15)

where p > 2, q = p/(p − 1), ζ, η ∈ C and δ > 0 is a positive parameter that will be
fixed later. It was noted in [7, p. 3195] that Q ∈ C1(C2) ∩ C2(C2 \ Υ), where

Υ = {η = 0} ∪ {|ζ|p = |η|q} ,
and that for (ζ, η) ∈ C× C we have

0 6 Q(ζ, η). p,δ (|ζ|p + |η|q) ,

|(∂ζQ)(ζ, η)|. p,δ max{|ζ|p−1, |η|},
|(∂ηQ)(ζ, η)|. p,δ |η|q−1 ,

(16)

where ∂ζ = (∂ζ1
− i∂ζ2

) /2 and ∂η = (∂η1
− i∂η2

) /2.

2.2. Real form of complex operators. We explicitly identify Cd with R2d as follows.
For each d ∈ N+ consider the operator Vd : Cd → Rd × Rd, defined by

Vd(ξ1 + iξ2) = (ξ1, ξ2), ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Rd.

One has
Re

〈
ξ, ξ′〉

Cd =
〈
Vd(ξ),Vd(ξ′)

〉
R2d , ξ, ξ′ ∈ Cd. (17)

If A ∈ Cd×d we shall frequently use its real form:

M(A) = VdAV
−1
d =


 ReA −ImA

ImA ReA


 .

For ξ, σ ∈ Cd we have the following extension of (17):

Re 〈Aξ, σ〉
Cd = 〈M(A)Vd(ξ),Vd(σ)〉

R2d . (18)

Let k, d ∈ N+. We define another identification operator

Wk,d : Cd × · · · × Cd
︸               ︷︷               ︸

k−times

−→ R2d × · · · × R2d
︸                 ︷︷                 ︸

k−times

by the rule

Wk,d(ξ1, . . . , ξk) =
(
Vd(ξ1), . . . ,Vd(ξk)

)
, ξj ∈ Cd, j = 1, . . . , k.
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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 convexity of a function
with respect to a matrix (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
L as shown earlier for b = c = 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 Dragičević did in [6].

Let d ∈ N+. Take

A,B ∈ C
d×d,

b, β, c, γ ∈ C
d,

V,W ∈ R,

ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C× C,
Ξ = (X,Y ) ∈ C

d × Cd.

Denote

A = (A, b, c, V ),

B = (B,β, γ,W ).

2.3.1. One-dimensional case. Let φ : C→ R be of class C2. We associate the function
φ with the following function on R2:

φW := φ ◦ V−1
1 .

Denote, respectively, by D2φ(ζ) and ∇φ(ζ) the Hessian matrix and the gradient of
the function φW : R2 → R calculated at the point V1(ζ) ∈ R2. In accordance with [6,7]
we define

HA
φ [ζ;X] =

〈[
D2φ(ζ) ⊗ IRd

]
Vd(X),M(A)Vd(X)

〉
R2d

,

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

H
(b,c)
φ [ζ;X] =

〈[
D2φ(ζ) ⊗ IRd

]
Vd(X),Vd(ζc)

〉
R2d

+ 〈∇φ(ζ),V1(〈X, b〉)〉
R2 ,

GV
φ [ζ] = 〈∇φ(ζ),V1(V ζ)〉

R2 .

(19)

Finally, we define

HA
φ [ζ;X] = HA

φ [ζ;X] +H
(b,c)
φ [ζ;X] +GV

φ [ζ]. (20)

Definition 6. We say that φ is A -convex in C if HA
φ [ζ;X] is nonnegative for all ζ ∈ C,

X ∈ Cd.

In accordance with [6] we say that φ is A-convex if it is (A, 0, 0, 0)-convex.
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2.3.2. Two-dimensional case. Let Φ : C2 → R be of class C2. We associate the function
Φ with the following function on R4:

ΦW := Φ ◦ W−1
2,1. (21)

Denote, respectively, by D2Φ(ω) and ∇Φ(ω) the Hessian matrix and the gradient of
the function ΦW : R4 → R calculated at the point W2,1(ω) ∈ R4. In accordance with
[6, 7] we define

H
(A,B)
Φ [ω; Ξ] =

〈[
D2Φ(ω) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(Ξ), [M(A) ⊕ M(B)]W2,d(Ξ)

〉
R4d

,

where M(A) ⊕ M(B) is the 4d× 4d block diagonal real matrix with the 2d× 2d blocks
M(A),M(B) along the main diagonal.

Moreover, we define

H
(b,β,c,γ)
Φ [ω; Ξ] =

〈[
D2Φ(ω) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(Ξ),W2,d(ζc, ηγ)

〉
R4d

+ 〈∇Φ(ω),W2,1(〈X, b〉 , 〈Y, β〉)〉
R4 ,

G
(V,W )
Φ [ω] = 〈∇Φ(ω),W2,1(V ζ,Wη)〉

R4 .

(22)

Finally, we define

H
(A ,B)
Φ [ω; Ξ] = H

(A,B)
Φ [ω; Ξ] +H

(b,β,c,γ)
Φ [ω; Ξ] +G

(V,W )
Φ [ω]. (23)

Definition 7. We say that Φ is (A ,B)-convex in C2 if H
(A ,B)
Φ [ω; Ξ] is nonnegative

for all ω ∈ C2, Ξ ∈ C2d.

In accordance with [6] we say that Φ is (A,B)-convex if it is (A, 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∞(Ω;Cd×d), vector-valued functions b, β, c, γ ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) and scalar
functions V,W ∈ L1

loc(Ω,R+); in this case however we require that all the conditions
are satisfied for a.e. x ∈ Ω.

Given f, g ∈ L2(Ω), define the function

E(t) =

∫

Ω
Φ
(
TA

t f, TB
t g
)
, t > 0.

Definitions (22) and (23) are motivated by the fact that, formally,

−E′(t) =

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Φ

[(
TA

t f, TB
t g
)

;
(
∇TA

t f,∇TB
t g
)]
.

It follows that if Φ is (A ,B)-convex on C2 then the function E is nonincreasing on
(0,+∞). When Φ is strictly (A ,B)-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 Bp(Ω)

In this section we shall prove some elementary properties of Sp(Ω) and Bp(Ω) which
we shall use in the rest of the paper.

In particular, we shall see that the strict positivity of Γp 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, c
are appropriately controlled by the potential V .
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Proposition 8. Let 1 < p < ∞, q = p/(p− 1). Suppose that A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω).
Then the following assertions hold.

(i) For every s ∈ (1,∞) there exists C̃ > 0 such that for a.e. x ∈ Ω.

|b(x) + (Jsc)(x)| 6 C̃
√
V (x).

The constant C̃ can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend only on p, s,Λ(A),
M(A ) and µp(A ).

(ii) There exists C > 0 such that |b(x)|, |c(x)| ≤ C
√
V (x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω. The

constant C can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend only on p,Λ(A),M(A )
and µp(A ).

(iii) There exists ε > 0 such that (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Ss(Ω) for all s ∈ [p − ε, p+ ε].
(iv) There exists ϑ ∈ (0, π/2) such that (eiϕA, eiϕb, eiϕc, (cosϕ)V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) for all

ϕ ∈ [−ϑ, ϑ].

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

(i) First consider the case s = p. Set ξ0 = b+Jpc ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd). Clearly, the statement
holds if ξ0 = 0. Suppose that ξ0 , 0. By (11) and by using dilations ξ ❀ ξ/t,
t → ±∞, in (10), we see that µp < 1. Let ε > 0. By ellipticity of A and by
choosing ξ = −ε ξ0 in (10), we obtain that

ε [1 − ε(‖Jp‖Λ − µp)] |ξ0|2 6 (1 − µp)V.

Observe that ‖Jp‖Λ − µp > 0, since µp 6 (p/2)∆p(A) 6 ‖Jp‖Λ, by (11) and (d).
Moreover, ‖Jp‖Λ − µp > 0. Otherwise, by sending ε to ∞, we would have that
ξ0 = 0. Therefore, by maximising the left-hand side with respect to ε > 0, we get

|ξ0|2 6 4(1 − µp)(‖Jp‖Λ − µp)V.

If s , p, the assertion follows by the previous case, (ii) and the identity

b+ Jsc = b+ Jpc+ (s− p) Re c. (24)

(ii) We shall prove that |Re c|, |Re b|, |Im b|, |Im c|.
√
V in this order. The first esti-

mate follows by applying (i) for s = p, (3) and the identity

pRe c = Re (b− c) − Re (b+ Jpc) .

Clearly, by (3) we have

|Re b− Re c| .
√
V , (25)

|Im b− Im c| .
√
V . (26)

Combining (25) with the estimate of |Re c|, we get that |Re b|.
√
V . On the other

hand, by (i) and (24) we have

|Im b+ Im c| = |Im (b+ Jpc) |.
√
V . (27)

Combining (26) and (27), we obtain that |Im b|, |Im c|.
√
V . All the constants

which appear in the inequalities (continuously) depend only on p, s,Λ,M, µp(A ).
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(iii) By (24), Jp+δξ = Jpξ + δRe ξ, hence (ii) implies

ΓA
p+δ(·, ξ) = ΓA

p (·, ξ) + δRe
[ 〈Aξ,Re ξ〉 + 〈ξ,Re c〉 ]

> µp(|ξ|2 + V ) − |δ|(Λ|ξ|2 + |ξ||Re c|)

> (µp − |δ|Λ)|ξ|2 − |δ|Cp|ξ|
√
V + µpV

>
(
µp − |δ|Λ − |δ|(Cp/2)

)|ξ|2 +
[
µp − |δ|(Cp/2)

]
V

& |ξ|2 + V,

if |δ| is small enough.
(iv) From the properties (a), (c) of Jp, we infer

Re
〈
eiϑAξ, Jpξ

〉
+ Re

〈
eiϑb+ Jp(eiϑc), ξ

〉
+ (cos ϑ)V

= cosϑRe
[ 〈Aξ, Jpξ〉 + 〈b+ Jpc, ξ〉 + V

]

− sinϑ Im
[ 〈Aξ, Jpξ〉 + 〈b+ (p− 1)Jqc, ξ〉

]
.

By (ii) we get |b+ (p− 1)Jqc| 6 Cq

√
V . Therefore, we may proceed as

> (µp cos ϑ− |sin ϑ| ‖Jp‖Λ)|ξ|2 − Cq |sinϑ|
√
V |ξ| + µp(cos ϑ)V.

We conclude choosing ϑ small enough. �

In [7, Corollary 5.17 (3)], the authors proved that Ap is invariant under taking ad-
joints. The following proposition shows that this invariance still holds for Sp. Moreover,
in [7, Corollary 5.16] it was proved that {Ap(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is a decreasing chain of
matrix classes. In Proposition 10 we shall show that {Sp(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is not. How-
ever, an interpolation property holds for Sp which implies that {Bp(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is
a decreasing chain.

Proposition 9. Let Ω, A, b, c, V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let
1 < r < p < ∞, q = p/(p − 1). Then the following assertions hold.

(i) (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) if and only if (A∗, c, b, V ) ∈ Sq(Ω).
(ii) We have

Sr(Ω) ∩ Sp(Ω) ⊂ Ss(Ω)

for all s ∈ [r, p].
In particular, {Bp(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is a decreasing chain.

Proof. (i) By (e) and (c), we obtain that for all ξ ∈ Cd

Re 〈A∗ξ, Jqξ〉 = Re 〈A (Jqξ) , Jp (Jqξ)〉 , (28)

Re 〈c+ Jqb, ξ〉 = Re 〈Jq (b+ Jpc) , ξ〉 = Re 〈b+ Jpc, Jqξ〉 . (29)

Since |Jsξ| ∼s |ξ| for all ξ ∈ Cd and all s ∈ (1,∞), we conclude combining (10),
(28) and (29).

(ii) Let t ∈ (0, 1) such that tp+ (1 − t)r = s. By assumptions we have for all ξ ∈ Cd

t (Re 〈Aξ, Jpξ〉 + Re 〈b+ Jpc, ξ〉 + V ) & t (|ξ|2 + V ),

(1 − t) (Re 〈Aξ, Jrξ〉 + Re 〈b+ Jrc, ξ〉 + V ) & (1 − t) (|ξ|2 + V ).

Using the identity

tJp + (1 − t)Jr = Js

and summing the terms above we conclude. �



BILINEAR EMBEDDING ON DOMAINS 13

We conclude this subsection underlining that {Sp(Ω) : p ∈ [2,∞)} is not a decreasing
chain. Moreover, Sp(Ω) is not invariant under conjugation of p. This further justifies
our introduction of another class (Bp).

Proposition 10. For all V ∈ L1
loc(Ω,R+) \ {0}, p, r ∈ (1,∞), p , r, B ∈ Ar(Ω), there

exist b = b(p, r,B, V ), c = c(p, r,B, V ) ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) such that

• (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) for all A ∈ Ap(Ω),
• (B, b, c, V ) < Sr(Ω).

In particular, for all V ∈ L1
loc(Ω,R+) \ {0}, p, r ∈ (1,∞), p , r, A ∈ Ap(Ω) ∩ Ar(Ω),

there exist b, c ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) such that (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) \ Sr(Ω).

Proof. Fix V ∈ L1
loc(Ω,R+) \ {0}, p, r ∈ (1,∞), with p , r and B ∈ Ar(Ω). Let ̺ > 0

and v = v̺ ∈ L∞(Ω,Rd) \ {0} such that

(r − p)2|v|2 = ̺V.

We define

b = b̺ = −(p− 1)v − i
p

2
v and c = c̺ = v + i

p

2
v.

Then

b+ Jpc = 0, |b− c|2 =
2p2

(r − p)2
̺V, b+ Jrc = (r − p)v.

Therefore (A, b̺, c̺, V ) ∈ Sp(Ω) for all A ∈ Ap(Ω) and ̺ > 0. Moreover, setting
σ := v/|v|, we have for all t > 0 and x ∈ Ω such that V (x) , 0

ΓB,b,c,V
r (x,−tσ) = t2 Re 〈B(x)σ, Jrσ〉 − t(r − p)|v(x)| + V (x)

= t2 Re 〈B(x)σ, Jrσ〉 − t
√
̺
√
V (x) + V (x) −→

̺→+∞
−∞. �

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 r > 0. Define Fr : C→ R+ by

Fr(ζ) = |ζ|r, ζ ∈ C.
Let 1 denote the constant function of value 1 on C, that is, 1 = F0.

A rapid calculation [3, 4, 6, 7] shows that

(∇Fr)(ζ) = r|ζ|r−2V1(ζ) ∀ζ ∈ C \ {0}, (30)

(D2Fr)(ζ) = r|ζ|r−2
(
IR2 + (r − 2)

V1(ζ)

|ζ| ⊗ V1(ζ)

|ζ|

)
∀ζ ∈ C \ {0}. (31)

Compare (31) with [7, (5.5)] and [3, (2.5)].

In [7], the authors proved that Fp is A-convex if and only if ∆p(A) > 0, and Q is
strictly (A,B)-convex provided that A,B ∈ Ap(Ω).

In the next subsections we shall prove that Fp is A -convex if and only if ΓA
p > 0, and

Q is strictly (A ,B)-convex provided that A ∈ (Sp∩S2)(Ω) and B ∈ Sq(Ω), generalising
the previous results.
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4.1. Generalised convexity of power functions. Let r > 0. Before enunciating the
next lemma, extend Jr, Γr and Sr 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 ζ ∈ C \ {0} and
all X ∈ Cd

HA
Fp

[ζ;X] = |ζ|p−2
(
HA

Fp
[ζ/|ζ|;X] + |ζ|H(b,c)

Fp
[ζ/|ζ|;X] + |ζ|2GV

Fp
[ζ/|ζ|]

)
. (32)

The next result is modelled after [7, Lemma 5.6]. We define

σ = e−i arg(ζ)X ∈ Cd.

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

Lemma 11. Let r > 0, b, c ∈ Cd, V ∈ R, ζ ∈ C and X ∈ Cd. Then, for |ζ| = 1,

r−1H
(b,c)
Fr

[ζ;X] = Re 〈b+ Jrc, σ〉 ,
r−1GV

Fp
[ζ] = V |ζ|2.

Proposition 12. Let Ω and A = (A, b, c, V ) satisfy the standard assumptions of Sec-
tion 1.2. Let r > 0, ζ ∈ C \ {0} and X ∈ Cd. Suppose that for a.e. x ∈ Ω

ΓA
r (x, ξ) > 0, ∀ξ ∈ Cd.

Then

H
A (x)
Fr

[ζ;X] > 0.

Moreover, if A ∈ Sr(Ω), then for a.e. x ∈ Ω we have

H
A (x)
Fr

[ζ;X] > rµr(A)|ζ|r−2(|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2).
Proof. By (32), Lemma 11 and [7, Lemma 5.6] we get

HA
Fr

[ζ;X] = r|ζ|r−2
(
Re 〈Aσ, Jrσ〉

Cd + |ζ| Re 〈b+ Jrc, σ〉 + |ζ|2V
)

= r|ζ|rΓA
r (x, σ/|ζ|).

Therefore, we conclude. �

4.2. Generalised convexity of the Bellman function of Nazarov and Treil.

Now we shall prove the (A ,B)-convexity of the Bellman function provided that A ∈
(Sp ∩ S2)(Ω) and B ∈ Sq(Ω). This lemma is the analogue of [7, Lemma 5.11].

Lemma 13. Let 1 < q < 2 and b, c, β, γ ∈ Cd. Take ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C × C such that
|ζ| < |η|q−1 and X,Y ∈ Cd. Then

H
(b,β,c,γ)
F2⊗F2−q

[ω; (X,Y )] = |η|2−qH
(b,c)
F2

[ζ,X] + |ζ|2H(β,γ)
F2−q

[η, Y ]

+ 2(2 − q)|ζ|2|η|1−q Re 〈c,Re σ2〉
+ 2(2 − q)|ζ||η|2−q Re 〈γ,Re σ1〉 .

Proof. This follows from combining the definition of H
(b,β,c,γ)
F2⊗F2−q

[ω; (X,Y )] (see (22)) and

the identity

∂2
ζjηk

(F2 ⊗ F2−q)(ζ, η) = 2(2 − q)ζjηk|η|−q for j, k = 1, 2. �

Lemma 13 and [7, Corollary 5.10, Lemma 5.11] immediately give the following esti-
mate.
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Corollary 14. Let Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let 1 < q < 2. Take ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C×C such that |ζ| < |η|q−1 and
X,Y ∈ Cd. Then, for almost everywhere x ∈ Ω, we have

H
(A (x),B(x))
F2⊗F2−q

[ω; (X,Y )]

> |η|2−qH
A (x)
F2

[ζ;X] +
(2 − q)2

2
∆2−q(B)|η|q−2|Y |2

− (2 − q) |β(x) + (J2−qγ)(x)| |ζ|2|η|1−q|Y | + (2 − q)W (x)|ζ|2|η|2−q

− 4(2 − q)Λ|X||Y | − 2(2 − q)|Re c(x)||ζ|2|η|1−q|Y | − 2(2 − q)|Re γ(x)||η||X|.

Theorem 15. Let Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let p ≥ 2 such that A ∈ (Sp ∩ S2)(Ω) and B ∈ Sq(Ω). Then
there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that for Q = Qp,δ we have, for almost everywhere
x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q

[ω; (X,Y )] > C
√

|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2
√

|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2

for any ω = (ζ, η) ∈ (C× C) \ Υ and X,Y ∈ Cd. The constant C > 0 can be chosen so
as to (continuously) depend on p, λ(A,B),Λ(A,B),M(A ,B), µ(A ), µp(A ) and µq(B),
but not on the dimension d.

Proof. When p = 2 the Bellman function reads Q(ζ, η) = (1 + δ)|ζ|2 + |η|2 for all
ζ, η ∈ C, hence the theorem quickly follows from Proposition 12. Thus form now on
assume that p > 2.

If |ζ|p > |η|q > 0, then by the second assertion of Proposition 12 we have, for almost
every x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q

[ω; (X,Y )] = [1 + δ(2/p)]H
A (x)
Fp

[ζ;X] + [1 + δ(2/q − 1)]H
B(x)
Fq

[η;Y ]

> p[1 + δ(2/p)]µp(A)|ζ|p−2(|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2)

+ q[1 + δ(2/q − 1)]µq(B)|η|q−2(|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2).

By assumptions we have 2 − q > 0. So whenever δ > 0, we may continue as

> min{µp(A), µq(B)}
(
p|ζ|p−2(|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2)+ q|η|q−2(|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2)

)

>
p√
p− 1

min{µp(A), µq(B)}
√

|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2
√

|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2.

In the last step we have used the assumption |ζ|p > |η|q and the inequality between the
arithmetic and geometric mean.

What remains is the case |ζ|p < |η|q. Set Θ := {p, λ,Λ, µ,M, µp(A ), µq(B)}. By
Proposition 8 (i), (ii) there exist C0 = C0(Θ) > 0 such that for a.e. x ∈ Ω

|Re c(x)| 6 C0

√
V (x), |Re γ(x)| 6 C0

√
W (x), |β(x) + (J2−qγ)(x)| 6 C0

√
W (x).
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Therefore, from Proposition 12 (applied with r = q and r = 2) and Corollary 14 we
get, for almost every x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q

[ω; (X,Y )]

> H
B(x)
Fq

[η;Y ] + δH
(A (x),B(x))
F2⊗F2−q

[ω; (X,Y )]

> 2δ|ζ|2|η|−q
(
qµq

6δ
|Y |2 − (2 − q)C0

√
V (x)|η||Y | + µ2V (x)|η|2

)

+ (2 − q)δ|ζ|2|η|−q
(

qµq

3(2 − q)δ
|Y |2 − C0

√
W (x)|η||Y | +W (x)|η|2

)

+ 2δ

(
µ2|η|2−q|X|2 − (2 − q)C0

√
W (x)|η||X| +

qµq

2δ
W (x)|η|q

)

+ 2δ

(
Γ|η|q−2|Y |2 − 2(2 − q)Λ|X||Y |

)
,

where

Γ =
qµq

6δ
+

(2 − q)2

4
∆2−q(B).

Since µ2, µq > 0, we have that (µ2µq)/δ grows to infinity as δ ց 0. Therefore, there
exists δ = δ(Θ) > 0 such that

2qµ2µq

3δ
> C2

0 ,

which, through [3, Corollary 3.4] and the facts that q ∈ (1, 2) and µ2 < 1 (see (11)),
implies the existence of C1 = C1(δ,Θ), C2 = C2(δ,Θ) > 0 such that

qµq

6δ
|Y |2 − (2 − q)C0

√
V (x)|η||Y | + µ2V (x)|η|2 > C1V (x)|η|2,

qµq

3(2 − q)δ
|Y |2 − C0

√
W (x)|η||Y | +W (x)|η|2 > 0,

µ2|η|2−q|X|2 − (2 − q)C0

√
W (x)|η||X| +

qµq

2δ
W (x)|η|q > C2(|η|2−q|X|2 +W (x)|η|q),

where

C2 = C2(δ,Θ) =

(√
qµ2µq

2δ
− 2 − q

2
C0(Θ)

)
min

{√
2µ2δ

qµq
,

√
qµq

2µ2δ

}
.

Therefore, for almost every x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q

[ω; (X,Y )]

> 2δ
(
C2|η|2−q|X|2 − 2(2 − q)Λ|X||Y | + Γ|η|q−2|Y |2

)

+ 2δC1V (x)|ζ|2|η|2−q + 2δC2W (x)|η|q.

Since C2 tends to µ2 > 0 and Γ grows to infinity as δ ց 0, we can choose δ > 0
sufficiently small so that

C2Γ > [(2 − q)Λ]2.
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By [7, (5.23)], we may choose δ (continuously) depending only on Θ. Therefore, apply-
ing [3, Corollary 3.4] again, we obtain that, for almost every x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q

[ω; (X,Y )]

& Θ |η|2−q
(
|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2

)
+ |η|q−2

(
|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2

)

& Θ

√
|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2

√
|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2,

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

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

H
(A,B)
Q

and G
(V,W )
Q

separately. However, this time, in order to use the nonnegativity of

the function Γp, we cannot separate H
(A,B)
Q

,H
(b,c,β,γ)
Q

and G
(V,W )
Q

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 ϕ ∈
C∞

c (R4) such that 0 6 ϕ 6 1, suppϕ ⊂ BR4(0, 1) and
∫
ϕ = 1. For ν ∈ (0, 1] define

ϕν(ω) = ν−4ϕ(ω/ν). Recall the notation (21). If Φ : C2 → R, define

Φ ⋆ ϕν = (ΦW ⋆ ϕν) ◦ W2,1 : C2 → R. (33)

Lemma 17. Let A,B ∈ Cd×d, b, β, c, γ ∈ Cd and V,W ∈ R+. Set A = (A, b, c, V ) and
B = (B,β, γ,W ). Then, for all ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C2, X,Y ∈ Cd, ν ∈ (0, 1), we have

H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[ω; (X,Y )] =

∫

R4

H
(A ,B)
Q

[ω − W
−1
2,1(ω′); (X,Y )]ϕν(ω′) dω′

+ R(c,γ)
ν [ω; (X,Y )] +R(V,W )

ν (ω),

(34)

where

R(c,γ)
ν = R(c,γ)

ν [ω; (X,Y )]

=

∫

R4

〈[
D2Q(ω − W

−1
2,1(ω′)) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(X,Y ),W2,d

(
V

−1
1 (ζ ′)c,V−1

1 (η′)γ
)〉

×

× ϕν(ω′) dω′,

R(V,W )
ν = R(V,W )

ν (ω) =

∫

R4

〈
∇Q(ω − W−1

2,1(ω′)), (V ζ ′,Wη′)
〉
ϕν(ω′) dω′.

(35)

Remark 18. We would like to use (34) in order to estimate H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

from below. The

integral
∫
R4 HQ in (34) will be estimated by means of Theorem 15. Note that in the

unperturbed case, Carbonaro and Dragičević [6, 7] proved that

H
(A,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[ω; (X,Y )] =

∫

R4

H
(A,B)
Q

[ω − W−1
2,1(ω′); (X,Y )]ϕν(ω′) dω′.

This time, the presence of the terms R
(c,γ)
ν and R

(V,W )
ν in (34) is due to the fact that

in the definition (22), the element ω = (ζ, η) appears not only as a variable of the
function Q, but also in the components of (ζc, ηγ) and (V ζ,Wη). For this reason we

cannot proceed exactly as in [6]. The terms R
(c,γ)
ν and R

(V,W )
ν are remainders, in the

sense that they are going to disappear as ν → 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

H
(b,β,c,γ)
Q

[ω; (X,Y )] =
〈[
D2Q(ω) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(X,Y ),W2,d(ζc, ηγ)

〉
R4d

+ 〈∇Q(ω),W2,1(〈X, b〉 , 〈Y, β〉)〉
R4

=:G
(b,β)
Q

[ω; (X,Y )] +H
(c,γ)
Q

[ω; (X,Y )],

for all ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C2 \ Υ and all X,Y ∈ Cd. Since QW ∈ C1(R4) and its second-
order partial derivatives exist on R4 \ W(Υ) and are locally integrable in R4, by the
ACL characterisation of Sobolev spaces (see, for example, [24, Théorème V, p. 57] or
[19, Theorem 11.45]) we have

H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[ω; (X,Y )] =

∫

R4

H
(A,B)
Q

[ω − W−1
2,1(ω′); (X,Y )]ϕν(ω′) dω′

+

∫

R4

G
(b,β)
Q

[ω − W
−1
2,1(ω′); (X,Y )]ϕν(ω′) dω′

+
〈[
D2(Q ⋆ ϕ)(ω) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(X,Y ),W2,d(ζc, ηγ)

〉

+ 〈∇(Q ⋆ ϕ)(ω),W2,1(V ζ,Wη)〉 ,

(36)

for all ω ∈ C2 and all X,Y ∈ Cd. Writing the third and the fourth terms of the
right-hand side of (36) as

〈[
D2(Q ⋆ ϕ)(ω) ⊗ IRd

]
W2,d(X,Y ),W2,d(ζc, ηγ)

〉

=

∫

R4

H
(c,γ)
Q

[ω − W−1
2,1(ω′); (X,Y )]ϕν(ω′) dω′ +R(c,γ)

ν [ω; (X,Y )],

〈∇(Q ⋆ ϕ)(ω),W2,1(V ζ,Wη)〉

=

∫

R4

G
(V,W )
Q

[ω − W
−1
2,1(ω′)]ϕν(ω′) dω′ +R(V,W )

ν (ω),

we get (34). �

Lemma 19. Let ν ∈ (0, 1), c, γ ∈ Cd and V,W ∈ R+. Then

(i) for all ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C2 and all X,Y ∈ Cd,

|R(c,γ)
ν [ω; (X,Y )]|. νq−1 max{|c|, |γ|}

(
1 + |ζ|p−2 + |η|2−q

)
|(X,Y )|,

|R(V,W )
ν (ω)|. νmax{V,W}

(
1 + |ζ|p−1 + |η|q−1 + |η|

)
;

(ii) R
(c,γ)
ν [ω; (X,Y )] and R

(V,W )
ν (ω) converge to 0 as ν → 0+ for all ω ∈ C2, X,Y ∈ Cd.

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 R
(c,γ)
ν and R

(V,W )
ν is contained in

BR4(0, ν), we get item (i). Sending ν to 0, we prove item (ii). �

Corollary 20. Let Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ) satisfy the standard assump-
tions of Section 1.2. Let p ≥ 2 such that A ∈ (Sp ∩ S2)(Ω) and B ∈ Sq(Ω). Then for

every ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C× C, X,Y ∈ Cd and almost every x ∈ Ω,

lim inf
ν→0

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q⋆ϕν

[ω; (X,Y )] > C
√

|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2
√

|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2.

The constant C > 0 can be chosen so as to (continuously) depend on p, λ(A,B),
Λ(A,B),M(A ,B), µ(A ), µp(A ) and µq(B), but not on the dimension d.
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Proof. By combining Theorem 15 and Lemma 17, we infer that for almost every x ∈ Ω,

H
(A (x),B(x))
Q⋆ϕν

[ω; (X,Y )]

&

∫

R4

√
|X|2 + V (x)|ζ − V

−1
1 (ζ ′)|2

√
|Y |2 +W (x)|η − V

−1
1 (η′)|2ϕν(ω′) dω′

+ R(c(x),γ(x))
ν [ω; (X,Y )] +R(V (x),W (x))

ν (ω),

(37)

for all ω = (ζ, η) ∈ C2 and X,Y ∈ Cd.
Since the function C2 ∋ (ζ, η) 7→

√
|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2

√
|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2 is continuous

in C2 for all X,Y ∈ Cd and for all x ∈ Ω, we get

lim
ν→0

∫

R4

√
|X|2 + V (x)|ζ − V

−1
1 (ζ ′)|2

√
|Y |2 +W (x)|η − V

−1
1 (η′)|2ϕν(ω′) dω′

=
√

|X|2 + V (x)|ζ|2
√

|Y |2 +W (x)|η|2 (38)

for all ζ, η ∈ C, X,Y ∈ Cd and x ∈ Ω. Combining Lemma 19(ii), (37) and (38), we
conclude. �

5. Lp contractivity and analyticity of (TA,b,c,V,V
t )t>0

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

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1. Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space, b a sesquilinear form defined
on the domain D(b) ⊂ L2 = L2(Ω) and 1 < p < ∞. Denote

Dp(b) := {u ∈ D(b) : |u|p−2u ∈ D(b)}.
We say that b is Lp-dissipative if

Re b(u, |u|p−2u) > 0 ∀u ∈ Dp(b).

The notion of Lp-dissipativity of sesquilinear forms was introduced by Cialdea and
Maz’ya in [9] for forms defined on C1

c (Ω). Then it was extended by Carbonaro and
Dragičević in [7, Definition 7.1].

In order to prove the Lp-contractivity of (TA,b,c,V,V
t )t>0, 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 (Ω, µ) be a measure space. Suppose that the sesquilinear
form a on L2 = L2(Ω, µ) is densely defined, accretive, continuous and closed. Let L

be the operator associated with a.
Take p ∈ (1,∞) and define Bp := {u ∈ L2 ∩ Lp : ‖u‖p 6 1}. Let PBp be the

orthogonal projection L2 → Bp. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

• ‖exp(−tL )f‖p 6 ‖f‖p for all f ∈ L2 ∩ Lp and all t > 0;
• D(a) is invariant under PBp and a is Lp-dissipative.

The Lp-dissipativity of the form (1) is closely related to our HA
Fp

, as we show next.

Proposition 22. Suppose that B ∈ Cd×d, β, γ ∈ Cd and W ∈ R+, p > 1 and f ∈ Dp(a).
Then, setting B = (B,β, γ,W ),

HB
Fp

[f ; ∇f ] = pRe
(〈
B∇f,∇

(
|f |p−2 f

)〉
+ 〈∇f, β〉 |f |p−2 f + f

〈
γ,∇

(
|f |p−2 f

)〉)
+W |f |p.
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Proof. By [7, (5.5)], see also [3, Lemma 2.3],

∇
(
|f |p−2 f

)
= |f |p−2 signf · Jp

(
signf · ∇f

)

for all f ∈ H1(Ω) such that |f |p−2f ∈ H1(Ω). In order to finish the proof it now suffices
to recall [7, Lemma 5.6] and Lemma 11 applied with k = 1. �

Proof of Theorem 1. We will use Nittka’s invariance criterion (Theorem 21). Under
our assumptions on φ, the sesquilinear form b := eiφ

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 eiφL A,b,c,V .

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

Let u ∈ Dp(b). By Proposition 22, applied with B = Aφ := (eiφA, eiφb, eiφc, (cos φ)V ),
we get

Re b(u, |u|p−2u) = p−1
∫

Ω
H

Aφ

Fp
[u; ∇u].

Hence the theorem follows from Proposition 12. �

Without assumptions on the lower order terms, we obtain the Lp-quasi-contractivity
of the semigroup (Tt)t>0 generated by −L (i.e., the Lp-contractivity of the semigroup
generated by L + ω, for some ω > 0) provided that A is p-elliptic. Compare the next
result with [9, Theorem 6]; see also [7, Proposition 5.18].

Corollary 23. Let Ω, A, b, c,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Let
V ∈ L1

loc(Ω,R) be bounded from below and p > 1 such that A ∈ Ap(Ω). Then

(TA,b,c,V,V
t )t>0 extends to a quasi-contraction semigroup on Lp(Ω).

Proof. We want to find ω > |ess inf V | such that (TA,b,c,V +ω,V
t )t>0 extends to a strongly

continuous semigroup of contractions on Lp(Ω). To this end, in light of Theorem 1
applied with φ = 0, it is sufficient to find ω, µ > 0 such that

ΓA,b,c,V +ω
2 (ξ) > µ

(
|ξ|2 + V + ω

)
,

ΓA,b,c,V +ω
p (ξ) > 0,

for all ξ ∈ Cd. The first inequality would follow if we had µ < min{λ, 1}, where
λ = λ(A) is such that

(λ− µ)|ξ|2 + ess inf min
|σ|=1

Re 〈b+ c, σ〉 |ξ| + (1 − µ)(ess inf V + ω) > 0.

This holds for ω large enough. In the same way, we are able to find ω such that the
second inequality holds. �

Proof of Corollary 2. By Proposition 9(ii) and Proposition 8(iv), there exists ϑ > 0
such that (eiφA, eiφb, eiφc, (cosφ)V ) ∈ Ss(Ω) for all φ ∈ [−ϑ, ϑ ] and all s ∈ [r, p]. The
contractivity part now follows from Theorem 1 and the relation

Tteiφ = exp
(
−teiφ

L

)
, (39)

whereupon analyticity is a consequence of a standard argument [15, Chapter II, Theo-
rem 4.6]. �



BILINEAR EMBEDDING ON DOMAINS 21

5.2. Comparison between (9) and the Cialdea-Maz’ya condition [9, (2.25)]. Let
(Cc(Ω,C))∗ denote the continuous dual of Cc(Ω,C) endowed with the uniform norm. In
[9] Cialdea and Maz’ya studied the Lp-dissipativity of the sesquilinear form ã, defined
by

D(ã) = C1
c (Ω),

ã(u, v) =

∫

Ω
〈A∇u,∇v〉 + 〈∇u, b〉 v + u 〈c,∇v〉 + V uv.

(40)

Here A is a d × d matrix with entries ahk ∈ (Cc(Ω,C))∗, b = (b1, . . . , bd) and c =
(c1, . . . , cd) stand for vectors with bj, cj ∈ (Cc(Ω,C))∗ and V is a complex-valued scalar
distribution in (C1

c (Ω))∗. By Riesz-Markov theorem every element of (Cc(Ω,C))∗ may
be interpreted as a regular complex Borel measure on Ω. Therefore, for instance, the
meaning of the first and the last terms in (40) is

∫

Ω
〈A∇u,∇v〉 =

d∑

k,h=1

∫

Ω
∂ku∂hv dahk,

∫

Ω
V uv = 〈V, uv〉 .

They introduced the notion of Lp-dissipativity and, under the additional assumptions
that Ω ⊂ Rd is a bounded domain with sufficiently regular boundary [9, p. 1087],
the entries of A and b belong to C1(Ω), c is zero and V ∈ C(Ω), they proved in

[9, Theorem 6] that the semigroup T
A ,H1

0

t is Lp-quasicontractive if and only if

|p− 2|| 〈ImA(x)ξ, ξ〉 | 6 2
√
p− 1 〈ReA(x)ξ, ξ〉 |,

for any x ∈ Ω, ξ ∈ Rd. The above inequality is equivalent is to saying that ∆p(As) > 0,

where As = (A+AT )/2 is the symmetric part of A; see [7, Proposition 5.18].
Without these further assumptions on Ω and on the coefficients A, b, c and V , in

[9, Corollary 4] they showed that ã is Lp-dissipative provided that there exist two real
constants ϑ and ν such that

4

pq
〈ReAα,α〉 + 〈ReAβ, β〉 + 2

〈(
p−1ImA+ q−1ImA∗

)
α, β

〉

+ 〈Im (b+ c), β〉 + 2

〈
Re

(
ϑ
b

p
+ ν

c

q

)
, α

〉
+ (41)

+ Re

[
V − div

(
(1 − ϑ)

b

p
+ (1 − ν)

c

q

)]
> 0 ∀α, β ∈ Rd,

where q 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 α, β ∈ Rd,

∫

Ω

[(
4

pq
〈ReAα,α〉 + 〈ReAβ, β〉 + 2

〈(
p−1ImA+ q−1ImA∗

)
α, β

〉

+ 〈Im (b+ c), β〉 + 2

〈
Re

(
ϑ
b

p
+ ν

c

q

)
, α

〉
+ ReV

)
ϕ

]

−
〈

div

(
(1 − ϑ)

Re b

p
+ (1 − ν)

Re c

q

)
, ϕ

〉
> 0,

for any nonnegative ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω), where the last term of the left-hand side of the previous

inequality stands for the action of the distribution div ((1 − ϑ)(Re b/p) + (1 − ν)(Re c/q))
on ϕ.
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The distributional divergence appears after two integrations by parts. In fact, let
p > 2 and u be in C1

c (Ω). Setting v = |u|(p−2)/2u, which belongs to C1
c (Ω), and noticing

that 2 Re (v∇v) = ∇(|v|2), we have
∫

Ω
Re

(
〈∇u, b〉 |u|p−2u

)
=

∫

Ω

2

p
〈Re b,Re (v∇v)〉 + 〈Im b, Im (v∇v)〉

=

∫

Ω

(
2ϑ

p
〈Re b,Re (v∇v)〉 + 〈Im b, Im (v∇v)〉

)

− 1 − ϑ

p

〈
div(Re b), |v|2

〉
.

Similarly, we get the divergence of (1 − ν)(Re c/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 ã, because the latter, which consists of all compactly supported
functions on Ω of class C1, is a proper subspace of D(a). Moreover, since in generality
that we consider the domain Ω may be completely irregular, D(ã) might not even be
dense in D(a) with respect to the Sobolev norm ‖·‖H1(Ω), for instance if D(a) = H1(Ω).
In particular, for an arbitrary u ∈ Dp(a), we are not able to justify the distributional
integration by parts

∫

Ω

〈
Re b,∇(|v|2)

〉
= −

〈
div(Re b), |v|2

〉
,

where v = |u|(p−2)/2u and b ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd). 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 : Ω → C
d,d, b, c : Ω → C

d, V : Ω → R+ and p > 1. Suppose
that ΓA,b,c,V

p (x, ξ) > 0 for almost all x ∈ Ω and all ξ ∈ Cd. Then (41) holds with
ϑ = ν = 1.

Proof. Recalling (18), replacing α with αp/2 and using the identity

b+ Jpc = Re (b+ (p − 1)c) + iIm (b+ c),

the condition (41) with ϑ = ν = 1 can be expressed as: for a.e. x ∈ Ω

Re 〈A(x)(α + iβ), Jp(α+ iβ)〉 + Re 〈b+ Jpc, α+ iβ〉 + V (x) > 0 ∀α, β ∈ Rd. �

6. Proof of the bilinear embedding

We modify the heat-flow method of [6] and [3]. Observe that we cannot esti-
mate HA ,B splitting it into the three terms of the definition (23), as Carbonaro and
Dragičević 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 (A ,B)-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 = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W )
satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Suppose that A ,B ∈ Bp(Ω). Fix two
closed subspaces V and W of H1(Ω) of the type discussed in Section 1.1. In the spirit
of [7], we will for the moment also

assume that A,B ∈ C∞(Ω), b, c, β, γ, V,W ∈ C∞
c (Ω).

The smoothness of the coefficients implies that TA ,V
t f, TB,W

t g ∈ C∞(Ω) for all f, g ∈
L2(Ω); see Lemma B.6. In particular, they and their respective gradients are locally
bounded on Ω. 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
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∇TA ,V
t f

∣∣∣
2

+ V
∣∣∣TA ,V

t f
∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∇TB,W

t g
∣∣∣
2

+W
∣∣∣TB,W

t g
∣∣∣
2
.
(
‖f‖p

p + ‖g‖q
q

)
, (42)

for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). Once (42) is proved, (13) follows by replacing f and g in
(42) with sf and s−1g 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

TA
t = TA ,V

t , TB
t = TB,W

t , ∀t > 0,

L
A = L

A ,V , L
B = L

B,W .

Observe that the boundedness of the potentials V,W implies that

D(aA ,V ) = V , D(aB,W ) = W . (43)

We also recall that for r ∈ (1,∞) the operator −L A
r stands for the generator of (TA

t )
on Lr(Ω), whenever the semigroup extends on Lr(Ω).

Let Q = Qδ as in (15). Fix δ > 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, q = p/(p − 1). Let A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ),
V ,W as above. Assume that
∫

Ω

√
|∇u|2 + V |u|2

√
|∇v|2 +W |v|2 . 2 Re

∫

Ω

(
(∂ζQ)(u, v)L A u+ (∂ηQ)(u, v)L Bv

)

(44)
for u ∈ D(L A ), v ∈ D(L B) such that u, v ∈ C∞(Ω) and u, v,L A u,L Bv ∈ (Lp ∩
Lq)(Ω). Then the bilinear estimate (42) holds for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω).

Proof. Fix f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). Define

E(t) =

∫

Ω
Q
(
TA

t f, TB
t g
)
, t > 0.

The estimates (16), the analyticity and the contractivity of (TA
t )t>0 and (TB

t )t>0 both
in Lp and in Lq (see Theorem 1 and Corollary 2) and [6, Proposition C.1] imply that E is
well defined, continuous on [0,∞), differentiable on (0,∞) with a continuous derivative
and

−E′(t) = 2 Re

∫

Ω

(
∂ζQ

(
TA

t f, TB
t g
)

L
A TA

t f + ∂ηQ
(
TA

t f, TB
t g
)

L
BTB

t g
)
. (45)
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The upper pointwise estimates on Q (see, for example, [7, Proposition 5.1]) yield

−
∫ ∞

0
E′(t) dt 6 E(0). ‖f‖p

p + ‖g‖q
q. (46)

Analyticity of the semigroups gives TA
t f ∈ D(L A

p ) ∩ D(L A
q ) and TB

t g ∈ D(L B
p ) ∩

D(L B
q ). By the consistency of the semigroups an Hölder’s inequality, we have

D(L A
p ) ∩ D(L A

q ) ⊂ D(L A
2 ) ⊂ V

and

D(L B
p ) ∩ D(L B

q ) ⊂ D(L B
2 ) ⊂ W .

Moreover, the smoothness of A and B together with Lemma B.6 implies that TA
t f ,

TB
t g ∈ C∞(Ω). Therefore, (44) applied with the couple (u, v) = (TA

t f, TB
t g), combined

with (45) and (46), gives the desired estimate (42). �

When the first- and zero-order terms are zero, in order to establish an analogue of
(44), that is [6, (36)], Carbonaro and Dragičević approximated the Bellman function Q

by a sequence (Rn,ν)n∈N, ν ∈ (0, 1), of smooth (A,B)-convex functions proving that

2 Re

∫

Ω

(
(∂ζQ)(u, v)L Au+ (∂ηQ)(u, v)L Bv

)

= lim
ν→0+

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω
H

(A,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]
(47)

and

lim
ν→0+

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω
H

(A,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]&

∫

Ω
|∇u||∇v|; (48)

see [6, Section 6.1]. While the identity (47) is easily adapted to our case since it follows
from properties of the sequence (Rn,ν)n∈N+

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 Rn,ν for all n ∈ N+ and ν ∈ (0, 1). The crucial point
there was that the (A,B)-convexity is invariant under convolution, while, as already
observed in Remark 18, the (A ,B)-convexity might be not. Therefore, in this case we
do not know if Rn,ν are (A ,B)-convex for all n ∈ N+ and ν ∈ (0, 1).

6.1. The approximation sequence (Rn,ν)n∈N+
of [6]. For ν ∈ (0, 1), consider the

sequence (Rn,ν)n∈N+
of smooth (A,B)-convex functions defined in [6]. In [6] the authors

proved that

•
DRn,ν → D(Q ⋆ ϕν),

D2Rn,ν → D2(Q ⋆ ϕν)
(49)

pointwise in C2 as n → ∞;
• there exists C = C(ν) > 0 that does not depend on n such that

|(DRn,ν)(ω)| 6 C(ν)
(
|ω|p−1 + |ω|q−1

)
, (50)

for all ω ∈ C2, n ∈ N+ and ν ∈ (0, 1);
• for all n ∈ N+, ν > 0, u ∈ V and v ∈ W ,

(∂ζRn,ν)(u, v) ∈ V and (∂ηRn,ν)(u, v) ∈ W . (51)
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Moreover, it is easy to see that there exists C = C(ν) > 0 that does not depend on n
such that

|D2Rn,ν(ω)| 6 C(ν)(|ω|p−2 + 1), (52)

for all ω ∈ C2, n ∈ N+ and ν ∈ (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 ∈ C1(C2), u, v,

L A u,L Bv ∈ (Lp ∩Lq)(Ω) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem twice,
we deduce that

2 Re

∫

Ω

(
(∂ζQ)(u, v)L A u+ (∂ηQ)(u, v)L Bv

)

= lim
ν→0+

lim
n→+∞

2 Re

∫

Ω

(
(∂ζRn,ν)(u, v)L A u+ (∂ηRn,ν)(u, v)L Bv

)
.

(53)

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

2 Re

∫

Ω

(
(∂ζRn,ν)(u, v)L A u+ (∂ηRn,ν)(u, v)L Bv

)

=

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)].
(54)

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
n→+∞

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] >

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] (55)

and

lim inf
ν→0

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]&

∫

Ω

√
|∇u|2 + V |u|2

√
|∇v|2 +W |v|2, (56)

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

lim
n→+∞

H
(A ,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] = H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)],

lim inf
ν→0

H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] &
√

|∇u|2 + V |u|2
√

|∇v|2 +W |v|2.

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 Rn,ν and
Q ⋆ϕν are (A,B)-convex, now we will also need the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem. We will strongly exploit that u, v ∈ C∞(Ω).

6.2.1. Proof of (55). We should proceed in a slightly different way than [6], since we
do not know that Rn,ν are (A ,B)-convex in C2 for all n ∈ N+ and ν ∈ (0, 1); see
Remark 18. However, by [6, Theorem 16] Rn,ν are (A,B)-convex for all n ∈ N+ and
ν ∈ (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
∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]

=

∫

Ω
H

(A,B)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] +

∫

Ω

(
H

(b,β,c,γ)
Rn,ν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] +G
(V,W )
Rn,ν

[(u, v)]
)

=: In
1 + In

2 .

(57)

By using (49), [6, Theorem 16] and Fatou’s lemma we deduce that

lim
n→+∞

In
1 >

∫

Ω
H

(A,B)
Q⋆ϕ [(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]. (58)

Recall that u, v ∈ C∞(Ω) and b, β, c, γ, V,W are compactly supported. Hence by using
(50) and (52) we get
∣∣∣H(b,β,c,γ)

Rn,ν
[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]

∣∣∣.C(ν)
(
|(u, v)|p−1 + |(u, v)|q−1

)
|(∇u,∇v)|1K ∈ L1(Ω),

∣∣∣G(V,W )
Rn,ν

[(u, v)]
∣∣∣.C(ν) (|(u, v)|p + |(u, v)|q)1K ∈ L1(Ω),

(59)
where K is a compact in Ω containing the supports of b, β, c, γ, V,W . Therefore, by
applying (49), (59) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we deduce that

lim
n→+∞

In
2 =

∫

Ω

(
H

(b,β,c,γ)
Q⋆ϕ [(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] +G

(V,W )
Q⋆ϕ [(u, v)]

)
. (60)

Hence we obtain (55) by combining (57), (58) and (60).

6.2.2. Proof of (56). By Corollary 20, for almost x ∈ Ω,

lim inf
ν→0

H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)]&
√

|∇u|2 + V |u|2
√

|∇v|2 +W |v|2. (61)

If we knew that

lim inf
ν→0

∫

Ω
H

(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

>

∫

Ω
lim inf

ν→0
H

(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

, (62)

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 Q⋆ϕν are (A ,B)-convex in C2. However,
the identity (34) implies that

H
(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] =

∫

R4

H
(A ,B)
Q

[(u, v) − W−1
2,1(ω′); (∇u,∇v)]ϕν (ω′) dω′

+R(c,γ)
ν [(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] +R(V,W )

ν (u, v)

=: Jν +R(c,γ)
ν +R(V,W )

ν ,

(63)

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

lim inf
ν→0

∫

Ω
Jν >

∫

Ω
lim inf

ν→0
Jν =

∫

Ω
lim inf

ν→0
H

(A ,B)
Q⋆ϕν

[(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] (64)

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

|R(c,γ)
ν | 6 C

(
1 + |u|p−2 + |v|2−q

)
|(∇u,∇v)|1K ∈ L1(Ω),

|R(V,W )
ν | 6 C

(
1 + |u|p−1 + |v|q−1 + |v|

)
1K ∈ L1(Ω).
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All the right-hand terms of these estimates are integrable functions, since u, v ∈ C∞(Ω).
Therefore, by using Lemma 19(ii) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
we obtain that

lim
ν→0

∫

Ω
R(c,γ)

ν [(u, v); (∇u,∇v)] = 0,

lim
ν→0

∫

Ω
R(V,W )

ν (u, v) = 0.
(65)

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

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 Ω,A = (A, b, c, V ),V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section
1.2. Suppose that p > 1 and A ∈ (Sp ∩ S2)(Ω). Let −Lp be the generator of (Tt)t>0 on
Lp(Ω). If ωH∞(Lp) < π/2, then Lp has parabolic maximal regularity.

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

(A, b, c, V ) ∈ Bp(Ω) =⇒ ωH∞(Lp) < π/2.

Observe that L
A∗,c,v,V
2 =

(
L A,b,c,V

)∗

2
, so TA∗,c,b,V

t =
(
TA,b,c,V

t

)∗
for all t > 0. Set

Tt = TA,b,c,V
t and T ∗

t = TA∗,c,b,V
t for all t > 0.

By Proposition 8(iv) and Proposition 9(i), there exists ϑ ∈ (0, π/2) such that

(e±iϑA, e±iϑb, e±iϑc, (cos ϑ)V ) ∈ Bp(Ω),

(e∓iϑA∗, e∓iϑc, e∓iϑb, (cos ϑ)V ) ∈ Bp(Ω).

Moreover, for every r ∈ [q, p] both (Tt)t>0 and (T ∗
t )t>0 are analytic (and contractive)

in Lr(Ω) in the cone Sϑ; see Corollary 2.

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

0

∫

Ω

√
|∇Tte±iϑf |2 + (cos ϑ)V |Tte±iϑf |2

√∣∣∣∇T ∗
te∓iϑg

∣∣∣
2

+ (cos ϑ)W
∣∣∣T ∗

te∓iϑg
∣∣∣
2

dxdt

6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q,

for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). Therefore,
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√
|∇Tte±iϑf |2 + V |Tte±iϑf |2

√∣∣∣∇T ∗
te∓iϑg

∣∣∣
2

+W
∣∣∣T ∗

te∓iϑg
∣∣∣
2

dxdt 6
C

cos ϑ
‖f‖p‖g‖q,

(66)
for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω).

On the other hand, the integration by parts (5) and Proposition 8(ii) give
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
L2Tte±iϑf T ∗

te∓iϑg dx

∣∣∣∣

.

∫

Ω

√
|∇Tte±iϑf |2 + V |Tte±iϑf |2

√∣∣∣∇T ∗
te∓iϑg

∣∣∣
2

+ V
∣∣∣T ∗

te∓iϑg
∣∣∣
2

dx,

(67)
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By combining (66) and (67), we deduce that
∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
LpT2te±iϑf g dx

∣∣∣∣ dt . ‖f‖p‖g‖q,

for all f, g ∈ (Lp ∩Lq)(Ω). Analyticity of (Tt)t>0 in Lp(Ω), Fatou’s lemma and a density
argument show that

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
LpTte±iϑf g dx

∣∣∣∣ dt . ‖f‖p‖g‖q, (68)

for all f ∈ Lp(Ω) and all g ∈ Lq(Ω).

We now apply [10, Theorem 4.6 and Example 4.8] to the dual subpair
〈

R(Lp),R(L ∗
q )
〉

and the dual operators (Lp)||, (L ∗
q )|| [10, p. 64], and deduce from (68) that ωH∞(Lp) 6

π/2 − ϑ.

Appendix A. Approximation with regular-coefficient operators

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

For any φ ∈ (0, π/2) denote φ∗ := π/2−φ. Write I = [0, 1]. Consider a one-parameter
family {As : s ∈ I} of d×d complex matrix functions on Ω, two one-parameter families
{bs : s ∈ I}, {cs : s ∈ I} of d-dimensional complex vector-valued functions on Ω and a
one parameter family {Vs : s ∈ I} of nonnegative functions on Ω. Suppose that there
exist µ,M,C > 0 such that

(H1) As := (As, bs, cs, Vs) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) for all s ∈ I;
(H2) max{‖As‖∞, ‖bs‖∞, ‖cs‖∞, ‖Vs‖∞} 6 C for all s ∈ I.
(H3) For a.e. x ∈ Ω

lim
s→0

‖As(x) −A0(x)‖B(Cd) = 0,

lim
s→0

‖bs(x) − b0(x)‖B(Cd ,C) = 0,

lim
s→0

‖cs(x) − c0(x)‖B(C,Cd) = 0,

lim
s→0

‖Vs(x) − V0(x)‖B(C) = 0.

Denote by as the sesquilinear form associated with As and by Ls = L As the operator
on L2(Ω) associated with as. Recall from Section 1 that each Ls is sectorial with
sectoriality angle ω(Ls) 6 ϑ0, where ϑ0 = ϑ0(µ,M,Λ) is a positive angle smaller than
π/2. In particular,

sup
ζ∈C\Sϑ

‖ζ(ζ − Ls)−1‖L2(Ω) < ∞, ∀ϑ ∈ (ϑ0, π/2). (A.1)

Set H0 = L2(Ω) and H1 = L2(Ω,Cd). For ζ ∈ C \ Sϑ0
define the operators

GLs(ζ) : H0 → H1 and SLs(ζ) : C∞
c (Ω,Cd) → H0 by

GLs(ζ) := ∇(ζ − Ls)−1, SLs(ζ) := (ζ − Ls)−1div .

Lemma A.1. Assume (H1) holds. Then for every ϑ ∈ (ϑ0, π/2) there exists C =
C(µ,M,Λ, ϑ) > 0 such that

|ζ|1/2‖GLs(ζ)f‖H1
6 C‖f‖H0

,

|ζ|1/2‖SLs(ζ)F‖H0
6 C‖F‖H1

,

‖∇SLs(ζ)F‖H1
6 C‖F‖H1

,
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for all s ∈ I, f ∈ L2(Ω), F ∈ C∞
c (Ω;Cd) and ζ ∈ C \ Sϑ. Moreover, the very same

estimates hold with Ls replaced by L ∗
s .

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

µ‖∇(ζ − Ls)−1f‖2
H1
6 Re as

(
(ζ − Ls)−1f, (ζ − Ls)−1f

)

= Re
〈
Ls(ζ − Ls)−1f, (ζ − Ls)−1f

〉
H0

= Re
〈
ζ(ζ − Ls)−1f, (ζ − Ls)−1f

〉
H0

− Re
〈
f, (ζ − Ls)−1f

〉
H0

.

The first inequality of the lemma now follows from (A.1). Since L ∗
s = L A∗

s ,cs,bs,Vs and
(A∗

s, cs, bs, Vs) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) by Proposition 9(i), the same estimate clearly holds with Ls

replaced by L ∗
s . �

Remark A.2. The preceding lemma implies that for ζ ∈ C \ Sϑ0
the operators SLs(ζ)

and ∇SLs(ζ) admit unique extensions to bounded operators H1 → H0 and H1 → H1,
respectively. Moreover, S∗

Ls
(ζ) = GL ∗

s
(ζ).

Lemma A.3. For every s ∈ I, ζ ∈ C \ Sϑ0
and f ∈ L2(Ω) we have

(ζ − L0)−1f − (ζ − Ls)−1f = SLs(ζ) ◦MA0−As ◦GL0
(ζ)f

+ (ζ − Ls)−1 ◦Mb0−bs ◦GL0
(ζ)f

+ SLs(ζ) ◦Mc0−cs ◦ (ζ − L0)−1f

+ (ζ − Ls)−1 ◦MV0−Vs ◦ (ζ − L0)−1f

where we denote

MA0−As : H1 → H1 the operator of multiplication by A0 −As,

Mb0−bs : H1 → H0 the operator 〈·, b0 − bs〉 ,
Mc0−cs : H0 → H1 the operator of multiplication by c0 − cs,

MV0−Vs : H0 → H0 the operator of multiplication by V0 − Vs.

Proof. Let ζ ∈ C \ Sϑ0
. The identity

(ζ − L0)−1 − (ζ − Ls)−1 = (ζ − Ls)−1
L0(ζ − L0)−1 − Ls(ζ − Ls)−1(ζ − L0)−1

implies that, for all f ∈ L2(Ω) and g ∈ D(L ∗
s ),

〈
(ζ − L0)−1f − (ζ − Ls)−1f, g

〉
H0

=
〈
L0(ζ − L0)−1f, (ζ − L

∗
s )−1g

〉
H0

−
〈
L ∗

s (ζ − L ∗
s )−1g, (ζ − L0)−1f

〉
H0

= a0

(
(ζ − L0)−1f, (ζ − L

∗
s )−1g

)
− as

(
(ζ − L0)−1f, (ζ − L

∗
s )−1g

)

=
〈
MA0−AsGL0

(ζ)f,GL ∗
s

(ζ)g
〉
H1

+
〈
Mb0−bsGL0

(ζ)f, (ζ − L
∗
s )−1g

〉
H0

+
〈
Mc0−cs(ζ − L0)−1f,GL ∗

s
(ζ)g

〉
H1

+
〈
MV0−Vs(ζ − L0)−1f, (ζ − L

∗
s )−1g

〉
H0

.

We conclude by invoking Remark A.2. �
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Lemma A.4. Fix f ∈ L2(Ω). Assuming (H1), (H2) and (H3), for every z ∈ Sϑ∗
0

we
have

V 1/2
s TAs

z f → V
1/2

0 TA0
z f in L2(Ω), (A.2)

∇TAs
z f → ∇TA0

z f in L2(Ω;Cd), (A.3)

as s → 0.

Proof. In order to prove (A.2), by (H2) and (H3) it suffices to prove that

TAs
z f → TA0

z f in L2(Ω), (A.4)

as s → 0. Let ϑ∗ ∈ (0, π/2) be such that | arg z| < ϑ∗ < ϑ∗
0. Fix δ > 0 and denote by γ

the positively oriented boundary of Sϑ ∪ {ζ ∈ C : |ζ| < δ}. For s ∈ I and ζ ∈ γ define

U(s, ζ) =SLs(ζ) ◦MA0−As ◦GL0
(ζ) + (ζ − Ls)−1 ◦Mb0−bs ◦GL0

(ζ)

+ SLs(ζ) ◦Mc0−cs ◦ (ζ − L0)−1 + (ζ − Ls)−1 ◦MV0−Vs ◦ (ζ − L0)−1.

Then by [17, Lemma 2.3.2] and Lemma A.3,

TA0
z f − TAs

z f =
1

2πi

∫

γ
e−zζU(s, ζ)f dζ.

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

‖TA0
z f − TAs

z f‖2 .

∫

γ
|e−zζ | · ‖U(s, ζ)f‖2 d|ζ|

.

∫

γ
e−Re (zζ)|ζ|−1/2‖MA0−AsGL0

(ζ)f‖2 d|ζ|

+

∫

γ
e−Re (zζ)|ζ|−1‖Mb0−bsGL0

(ζ)f‖2 d|ζ|

+

∫

γ
e−Re (zζ)|ζ|−1/2‖Mc0−cs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 d|ζ|

+

∫

γ
e−Re (zζ)|ζ|−1‖MV0−Vs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 d|ζ|.

(A.5)

By (H2), (H3), Lemma A.1 and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we obtain

lim
s→0

‖MA0−AsGL0
(ζ)f‖2 = 0,

lim
s→0

‖Mb0−bsGL0
(ζ)f‖2 = 0,

lim
s→0

‖Mc0−cs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 = 0,

lim
s→0

‖MV0−Vs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 = 0,

for all ζ ∈ γ. Moreover, by Lemma A.1 again and by (A.1), we have

‖MA0−AsGL0
(ζ)f‖2 . |ζ|−1/2‖f‖2,

‖Mb0−bsGL0
(ζ)f‖2 . |ζ|−1/2‖f‖2,

‖Mc0−cs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 . |ζ|−1‖f‖2,

‖MV0−Vs(ζ − L0)−1f‖2 . |ζ|−1‖f‖2,

for all ζ ∈ γ. 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∞
c (Rd) be a radial func-

tion such that 0 6 k 6 1, suppk ⊂ BRd(0, 1) and
∫
k = 1. For ε > 0 define

kε(x) := ε−dk(x/ε). Let A ∈ A(Ω), b, c ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) and V ∈ L∞(Ω,R+). Suppose
that b, c, V are compactly supported and that

supp b, supp c ⊂ suppV. (A.6)

If A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ B(Ω) and p ∈ (1,∞), we define

Aε := (Ã ∗ kε)|Ω,
bε := (b ∗ kε)|Ω,
cε := (c ∗ kε)|Ω,
Vε := (V ∗ kε)|Ω,
Aε := (Aε, bε, cε, Vε),

where

Ã(x) :=

{
A(x), if x ∈ Ω;

(p∗/p)IRd , if x ∈ Rd \ Ω.

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

Lemma A.5. Suppose that A ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) and Aε are as above and p ∈ (1,∞). Then

(i) For a.e. x ∈ Ω

lim
ε→0

‖Aε(x) −A(x)‖B(Cd) = 0,

lim
ε→0

‖bε(x) − b(x)‖B(Cd ,C) = 0,

lim
ε→0

‖cε(x) − c(x)‖B(C,Cd) = 0,

lim
ε→0

‖Vε(x) − V (x)‖B(C) = 0.

(ii) There exists ε0 ∈ (0, 1] such that Aε ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) for all ε ∈ (0, ε0);
(iii) If A ∈ Sp(Ω), then for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),

Aε ∈ Sp(Ω),

µp(Aε) > µp(A ).

Moreover, µp(A ) = limε→0 µp(Aε).
In particular, if A ∈ Bp(Ω) then Aε ∈ Bp(Ω) for all ε ∈ (0, ε0);

(iv) There exists C > 0 such that max{‖Aε‖∞, ‖bε‖∞, ‖cε‖∞, ‖Vε‖∞} 6 C for all
ε > 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. x ∈ Ω we have
Aε(x)ξ → A(x)ξ for all ξ ∈ Cd. This is true because each aij ∈ L∞(Ω) ⊂ L1

loc(Ω) so
that (ãij ∗ kε)(x) tends to ãij(x) = aij(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω, as ε → 0.
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Let r ∈ (1,∞) and A ∈ Sr(Ω). Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the
fact that

∫
k = 1, we get for all x ∈ Ω and all ε > 0,

|bε(x) − cε(x)| 6
∫

Rd
|b(x− y) − c(x− y)| k1/2

ε (y) · k1/2
ε (y) dy

6

(∫

Rd
|b(x− y) − c(x− y)|2kε(y) dy

)1/2

6M

(∫

Rd
V (x− y)kε(y) dy

)1/2

= M
√
Vε(x).

It remains to estimate ΓAε
r from below. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1] such that

suppV +B(0, ε) ⊆ Ω, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε0). (A.7)

Let x ∈ Ω. Then, by combining (A.6), (A.7) and the fact that supp kε ⊂ BRd(0, ε), we
obtain that, for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),

ΓAε
r (x, ξ) =

∫

Rd
ΓÃ,b,c,V

r (x− y, ξ)kε(y) dy

=

∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y ∈ suppV }
ΓA

r (x− y, ξ)kε(y) dy

+

∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y < suppV }
Re

〈
Ã(x− y)ξ, Jrξ

〉
kε(y) dy

= : I1 + I2,

(A.8)

for all ξ ∈ Cd. Since A ∈ Sr(Ω), we estimate I1 by

I1 > µr(A )

∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y ∈ suppV }

(
|ξ|2 + V (x− y)

)
kε(y) dy

= µr(A )|ξ|2
∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y ∈ suppV }
kε(y) dy + µr(A )Vε(x).

(A.9)

On the other hand, since A ∈ Ar(Ω) and ∆r(IRd) = 2/r∗, we estimate I2 by

I2 > min

{
r

2
∆r(A),

rp∗

pr∗

}
|ξ|2

∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y < suppV }
kε(y) dy

> min

{
µr(A ),

rp∗

pr∗

}
|ξ|2

∫

{y∈B(0,ε) : x−y < suppV }
kε(y) dy,

(A.10)

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

ΓAε
r (x, ξ) > min

{
µr(A ),

rp∗

pr∗

}
(|ξ|2 + Vε(x)).

for all x ∈ Ω and all ξ ∈ Cd. Note that p∗/p > 1 for all p ∈ (1,∞). On the other hand,
µ2(A ) 6 1 by (11). Therefore, by taking r = 2, we prove (ii).

By taking r = p and by (11) again, we prove that Aε ∈ Sp(Ω) and that

µp(Aε) > µp(A ), (A.11)

for all ε ∈ (0, ε0). Moreover, by definition of µp and the continuity of

x 7→ (Aε(x), bε(x), cε(x), Vε(x)), we get ΓAε
p (x, ξ) > µp(Aε)(|ξ|2 + Vε(x)) for all x ∈ Ω,

ξ ∈ Cd and ε > 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, c, V .
�

A.2. Truncations of first- and zero-order terms by cut-off functions. Let
{Kn}n∈N+

be a family of compact subsets in Ω such that Kn ⊂ int(Kn+1) for all n ∈ N+

and
⋃∞

n=1 int(Kn) = Ω. Let {ψn}n∈N+
a family of compactly supported C∞ functions

in Ω such that 0 6 ψn 6 1, ψn = 1 on a neighbourhood of Kn and suppψn ⊂ int(Kn+1)
for all n ∈ N+. If A ∈ A(Ω), b, c ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) and V ∈ L∞(Ω,R+), we define

bn := ψnb,

cn := ψnc,

Vn := ψnV,

An := (A, bn, cn, Vn).

(A.12)

Lemma A.6. For every A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) and An as above and p ∈ (1,∞)
we have

(i) For a.e. x ∈ Ω,

lim
n→∞

‖bn(x) − b(x)‖B(Cd ,C) = 0,

lim
n→∞

‖cn(x) − c(x)‖B(C,Cd) = 0,

lim
n→∞

‖Vn(x) − V (x)‖B(C) = 0.

(ii) An ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) for all n ∈ N+;
(iii) If A ∈ Sp(Ω), then for all n ∈ N+,

An ∈ Sp(Ω),

µp(An) > µp(A ).

Moreover, limn→∞ µp(An) = µp(An).
In particular, if A ∈ Bp(Ω) then An ∈ Bp(Ω) for all n ∈ N+;

(iv) supp bn, supp cn ⊂ suppVn for all n ∈ N+;
(v) There exists C > 0 such that max{‖bn‖∞, ‖cn‖∞, ‖Vn‖∞} 6 C for all n ∈ N+.

Proof. Items (i) and (v) follow by the definition (A.12).
Clearly, for all ξ ∈ Cd and all r ∈ (1,∞),

ΓAn
r (·, ξ) = (1 − ψn)Re 〈Aξ, Jrξ〉 + ψnΓA

r (·, ξ),
|bn − cn|2 6 ψnM

2 Vn.

By taking r = 2 and by combining (11) with the fact that 0 6 ψn 6 1, we get (ii).
Similarly, by taking r = p and by definition of µp, we obtain that An ∈ Sp(Ω)

and that µp(An) > µp(A ), for all n ∈ N+. Since An ∈ Sp(Ω), we have ΓAn
p (x, ξ) >

µp(An)(|ξ|2 + Vn(x)) for almost everywhere x ∈ Ω and all ξ ∈ Cd and n ∈ N+. The
limit in (iii) now follows by (i).

Item (iv) follows by the definition (A.12) and Proposition 8(ii). �

A.3. Bilinear embedding with bounded potentials. Let Ω ⊂ Rd open, p > 1,
q = p/(p− 1) and V and W be two closed subspaces of H1(Ω) of the type described in
Section 1.1. We prove now the bilinear embedding for arbitrary A,B ∈ A(Ω), b, c, β, γ ∈
L∞(Ω,Cd) and V,W ∈ L∞(Ω,R+) such that (A, b, c, V ), (B,β, γ,W ) ∈ Bp(Ω). We will
do it in two steps.
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• First, we will prove the bilinear embedding for all C = (C, d, e, U),D =
(D, l,m,Z) ∈ Bp(Ω) satisfying the assumptions of Section A.1, that is,

supp d, supp e ⊂ suppU,

supp l, suppm ⊂ suppZ,

and d, e, l,m,U,Z are compactly supported. Fix f, g ∈ (Lp∩Lq)(Ω). Let Cε,Dε

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

(εn)n∈N such that ∇TCεn
t f → ∇TC

t f and U
1/2
εn T

Cεn
t f → U1/2TC

t f as n → ∞
almost everywhere on Ω and for all t > 0; the same for (D , 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

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∇TC
t f
∣∣2 + U

∣∣TC
t f
∣∣2
√∣∣∇TD

t g
∣∣2 + Z

∣∣TD
t g
∣∣2

6 lim inf
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∇TCεn
t f

∣∣∣
2

+ Uεn

∣∣∣TCεn
t f

∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∇TDεn

t g
∣∣∣
2

+ Zεn

∣∣∣TDεn
t g

∣∣∣
2

6 lim inf
n→∞

Cn‖f‖p‖g‖q,

where Cn continuously depends on p,Λ, µ,M, µp(Cεn), µq(Dεn). Therefore,
Lemma A.5(iii) implies that

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∇TC
t f
∣∣2 + U

∣∣TC
t f
∣∣2
√∣∣∇TD

t g
∣∣2 + Z

∣∣TD
t g
∣∣2 6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q, (A.13)

where C continuously depends on p,Λ, µ,M, µp(C ), µq(D).
• Let A = (A, b, c, V ),B = (B,β, γ,W ) as above. Fix f, g ∈ (Lp ∩ Lq)(Ω). Let

An,Bn 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 (nj)j∈N

such that ∇TAnj

t f → ∇TA
t f and V

1/2
nj T

Anj

t f → V 1/2TA
t f as j → ∞ almost

everywhere on Ω and for all t > 0; the same for (B, g). Consequently, Fatou’s
lemma, (A.13) applied with C = Anj and D = Bnj , and Lemma A.6 give

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∇TA
t f

∣∣2 + V
∣∣TA

t f
∣∣2
√∣∣∇TB

t g
∣∣2 +W

∣∣TB
t g
∣∣2

6 lim inf
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

√∣∣∣∣∇T
Anj

t f

∣∣∣∣
2

+ Vnj

∣∣∣∣T
Anj

t f

∣∣∣∣
2
√∣∣∣∣∇T

Bnj

t g

∣∣∣∣
2

+Wnj

∣∣∣∣T
Bnj

t g

∣∣∣∣
2

6 C‖f‖p‖g‖q.

Appendix B. Interior elliptic regularity

In Section 1 we showed that we can associate a contractive and analytic semigroup
(Tt)t>0 on L2(Ω) 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 Ttf is also smooth for all t > 0 and f ∈ L2(Ω).
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For every function f on Rd and y ∈ Rd \ {0}, we introduce the functions τyf , δyf on

R
d by the following rule:

τyf(x) = f(x− y),

δyf(x) =
τ−yf(x) − f(x)

|y| ,

for every x ∈ Rd.
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 f ∈ H1
loc(R

d), ν ∈ Sd−1, R > 0 and x0 ∈ Rd. Then
∫

B(x0,R)
|δhνf |2 6

∫

B(x0,R+h)
|∂νf |2, ∀h > 0.

Lemma B.2. Let f ∈ L2
loc(R

d). Then f ∈ H1
loc(R

d) if and only if

lim sup
h→0

‖δhνf‖L2
loc
< ∞, ∀ν ∈ Sd−1.

In this case,

‖∂νf‖L2(B) 6 lim sup
h→0

‖δhνf‖L2(B),

for every compact set B ⊂ Rd.

Let Ω ⊆ Rd open, A a complex d× d matrix-valued function on Ω, b, c two complex
d-dimensional vector-valued functions on Ω and V a nonnegative function on Ω. Set
A = (A, b, c, V ). We will write that

aA (u, v) =

∫

Ω

[〈A∇u,∇v〉
Cd + 〈∇u, b〉

Cd v + u 〈c,∇v〉
Cd + V uv

]

for every u, v ∈ H1
loc(Ω) 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 Ω ⊂ Rd open, A ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd×d), b, c ∈ L∞(Ω,Cd) and
V ∈ L∞(Ω,C). Take u ∈ H1

loc(Ω). Suppose that there exists f ∈ L2
loc(Ω) such that

aA (u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
f ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω). (B.1)

Then

aA (u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
f ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ H1

c (Ω),

where H1
c (Ω) consists of all functions in H1(Ω) having compact support in Ω.

Proof. Let u ∈ H1
loc(Ω) and f ∈ L2

loc(Ω) for which (B.1) holds. Let ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) with
compact support in Ω and Ω′

⋐ Ω such that suppϕ ⋐ Ω′. By [1, Lemma 2.18(b) and
Lemma 3.15] there exists a sequence (ϕn)n∈N in C∞

c (Ω′) such that

ϕn → ϕ in H1(Ω′). (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 V u ∈ L2(Ω′)), we get

aA (u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω′

[〈A∇u,∇ϕ〉
Cd + 〈∇u, b〉

Cd ϕ+ u 〈c,∇ϕ〉
Cd + V uϕ

]

= lim
n→∞

∫

Ω′

[〈A∇u,∇ϕn〉
Cd + 〈∇u, b〉

Cd ϕn + u 〈c,∇ϕn〉
Cd + V uϕn

]

= lim
n→∞

aA (u, ϕn).

(B.3)

Since ϕn ∈ C∞
c (Ω′) for all n ∈ N and Ω′

⋐ Ω, by (B.1) we have

aA (u, ϕn) =

∫

Ω
f ϕn =

∫

Ω′
f ϕn,

for all n ∈ N. On the other hand, f ∈ L2(Ω′). Hence by (B.2) we obtain

lim
n→∞

aA (u, ϕn) =

∫

Ω′
f ϕ =

∫

Ω
f ϕ. (B.4)

We conclude by combining (B.3) and (B.4). �

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

Lemma B.4. Let Ω ⊂ Rd open, A ∈ (Liploc ∩ L∞) (Ω,Cd×d), b, c ∈ (Liploc ∩ L∞) (Ω,Cd)
and V ∈ (Liploc ∩ L∞) (Ω,C) such that A = (A, b, c,Re V ) ∈ B(Ω). Take u ∈ H1

loc(Ω).
Suppose that there exists f ∈ L2

loc(Ω) such that

aA (u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
f ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω). (B.5)

Then u ∈ H2
loc(Ω).

Proof. Fix j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and set

τh = τhej
,

δh = δhej
,

Ah = (τ−hA, τ−hb, τ−hc, τ−hV ) = τ−hA ,

δh(A ) = (δhA, δhb, δhc, δhV ),

where ej ∈ Rd is the unit vector (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0) with 1 in the j-th position.
Let u ∈ H1

loc(Ω) and f ∈ L2
loc(Ω) for which (B.5) holds. Let ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) with compact

support in Ω. If h is small enough, τhϕ also belongs to H1(Ω) and has compact support
in Ω. Therefore, Lemma B.3 implies that

aA (u, τhϕ) =

∫

Ω
f τhϕ, (B.6)

for |h| ≪ 1.
On the other hand, by ∇τh = τh∇, a change of variable and (B.6), we find that

aAh
(τ−hu, ϕ) = aA (u, τhϕ) =

∫

Ω
f τhϕ. (B.7)

Subtracting (B.5) from equation (B.7), we get

aAh
(τ−hu, ϕ) − aA (u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
f(τhϕ− ϕ).

Observe that aAh
(τ−hu, ϕ) is well-defined for small |h|, even though A is defined on Ω.

This is due to the fact that ϕ has compact support.
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By writing τ−hu = τ−hu − u + u and by dividing by h both terms of the previous
identity, we have

aAh
(δhu, ϕ) = −aδh(A )(u, ϕ) +

∫

Ω
f δ−hϕ. (B.8)

Now we will choose an adequate ϕ. Let x0 ∈ Ω and R > 0 such thatB2R := B(x0, 2R) ⊂
Ω. Fix η ∈ C∞

c (Ω) such that 0 6 η 6 1, suppη ⊆ BR and η = 1 on BR/2. Define

v := δhu,

ϕ := η2v

for |h| ≪ 1. By plugging this particular ϕ in (B.8), we obtain

aAh
(v, η2v) = −aδh(A )(u, η

2v) +

∫

Ω
f δ−h(η2v). (B.9)

By writing ∇(η2v) = η2∇v + 2ηv∇η in the definition of aAh
and aδh(A ), (B.9) yields

∫

BR

η2
[
〈τ−hA∇v,∇v〉 + 〈∇v, τ−hb〉 v + v 〈τ−hc,∇v〉 + τ−hV |v|2

]

= − 2

∫

BR

η
[
〈τ−hA∇v,∇η〉 v + |v|2 〈τ−hc,∇η〉

]

−
∫

BR

η2
[
〈δh(A)∇u,∇v〉 + 〈∇u, δh(b)〉 v + u 〈δh(c),∇v〉 + δh(V )uv

]

− 2

∫

BR

ηv [〈δh(A)∇u,∇η〉 + u 〈δh(c),∇η〉]

+

∫

BR+h

f δ−h(η2v).

Here we also used that suppη ⊆ BR. Therefore, since A ∈ B(Ω), there exists µ ∈ (0, 1)
such that

µ

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 6− 2 Re

∫

BR

η
[
〈τ−hA∇v,∇η〉 v + |v|2 〈τ−hc,∇η〉

]

− Re

∫

BR

η2
[
〈δh(A)∇u,∇v〉 + 〈∇u, δh(b)〉 v + u 〈δh(c),∇v〉 + δh(V )uv

]

− 2 Re

∫

BR

ηv [〈δh(A)∇u,∇η〉 + u 〈δh(c),∇η〉]

+ Re

∫

BR+h

f δ−h(η2v).

The boundedness of A and c implies that τ−hA and τ−hc are bounded on BR uniformly
in |h| ≪ 1. Moreover, as A is locally Lipschitz, δh(A) is also bounded onBR uniformly in
|h| ≪ 1. The same for δh(b), δh(c) and δh(V ). Therefore, by using also that ‖∇η‖∞ . R 1
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and 0 6 η 6 1, we get
∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 . µ,R

∫

BR

(
η|∇v||v| + η|v|2

)

+

∫

BR

η2 (|∇u| + |u|) |∇v|

+

∫

BR

η (|∇u| + |u|) |v|

+

∫

BR+h

|f ||δ−h(η2v)|

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4.

(B.10)

By repeatedly applying the inequality 2ab 6 εa + ε−1b for all a, b ∈ R, ε > 0 and the
fact that 0 6 η 6 1, we obtain the following estimates

I1 . ε

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 + ε−1
∫

BR

|v|2 +

∫

BR

|v|2,

I2 . ε

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 + ε−1
∫

BR

(
|∇u|2 + |u|2

)
,

I3 .

∫

BR

(
|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |v|2

)
,

I4 . ε

∫

BR+h

|δ−h(η2v)|2 + ε−1
∫

BR+h

|f |2,

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

BR

η2|∇v|2 . ε

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2

+ ε−1
∫

BR

(
|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |v|2

)

+

∫

BR

(
|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |v|2

)

+ ε

∫

BR+h

|δ−h(η2v)|2 + ε−1
∫

BR+h

|f |2,

(B.11)

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

∫

BR+h

|δ−h(η2v)|2 6
∫

BR+2h

|∇(η2v)|2 .
∫

BR+2h

η4|∇v|2 + η2|v|2|∇η|2

.

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 +

∫

BR

|v|2,
(B.12)

where in the last inequality we used that η 6 1 and suppη ⊆ BR. Hence (B.11) and
(B.12) give ∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 . ε

∫

BR

η2|∇v|2

+ (ε−1 + 1)

∫

BR

(
|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |v|2

)

+ ε

∫

BR

|v|2 + ε−1
∫

BR+h

|f |2.
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where the constant depends on µ and R, but not on h. Therefore, we may choose ε
independent of h small enough such that the term with ‖η∇v‖2

L2(BR) can be absorbed

in the left-hand side of the inequality, obtaining
∫

BR

η2|∇v|2 .
∫

BR

|∇u|2 +

∫

BR

|u|2 +

∫

BR

|v|2 +

∫

BR+h

|f |2,

which implies that
∫

BR/2

|∇v|2 .
∫

BR

|∇u|2 +

∫

BR

|u|2 +

∫

BR

|v|2 +

∫

BR+h

|f |2. (B.13)

By Lemma B.1 again,
∫

BR

|v|2 =

∫

BR

|δhu|2 6
∫

BR+h

|∇u|2.

Hence (B.13) yields
∫

BR/2

|δh∇u|2 =

∫

BR/2

|∇v|2 .

∫

BR+h

|∇u|2 +

∫

BR

|u|2 +

∫

BR+h

|f |2.

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

lim sup
h→0

∫

BR/2

|δh∇u|2 .
∫

BR

|∇u|2 +

∫

BR

|u|2 +

∫

BR

|f |2.

From Lemma B.2 we infer that u ∈ H2(BR/2) and that
∫

BR/2

|D2u|2 .
∫

BR

|∇u|2 +

∫

BR

|u|2 +

∫

BR

|f |2. �

Lemma B.5. Let Ω, A, b, c, V,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that A ∈ C∞(Ω,Cd×d), b, c ∈ C∞(Ω,Cd), V ∈ C∞(Ω,R+) ∩ L∞(Ω,R+) and that
A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ B(Ω). Let L A = L A ,V be the operator on L2(Ω) associated with
the sesquilinear form aA ,V defined in (1). Then

D
(
(L A )k

)
⊆ H2k

loc(Ω) (B.14)

for all k > 1. In particular,
⋂

k>1

D
(
(L A )k

)
⊆ C∞(Ω). (B.15)

Proof. When k = 1, (B.14) holds by Lemma B.4.

Assume that (B.14) holds for k ∈ N+. Then, for all u ∈ D
(
(L A )k+1

)
we have

u ∈ D
(
(L A )k

)
⊆ H2k

loc(Ω),

L
A u ∈ D

(
(L A )k

)
⊆ H2k

loc(Ω).

We will first prove that u ∈ H2k+1
loc (Ω) and then that u ∈ H2k+2

loc (Ω), thus establishing
(B.14) for all k ∈ N.

Let |α| 6 2k − 1. For all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) we have

〈
∂α

L
A u, ϕ

〉
= (−1)|α|

〈
L

A u, ∂αϕ
〉

= (−1)|α|
∫

Ω

[
〈A∇u, ∂α∇ϕ〉 + 〈∇u, b〉 ∂αϕ+ u 〈c, ∂α∇ϕ〉 + V u∂αϕ

]
.
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By assumptions A, b, c, V are smooth. So, by integrating by parts and by applying the
product rule, we get

〈
∂α

L
A u, ϕ

〉
=

∫

Ω
〈A∇∂αu,∇ϕ〉 −

d∑

i,j=1

∫

Ω
∂i


 ∑

06β<α

(
α

β

)(
∂α−βaij

) (
∂β∂ju

)

ϕ

+

∫

Ω
〈∇∂αu, b〉ϕ+

d∑

i=1

∫

Ω


 ∑

06β<α

(
α

β

)(
∂α−βbi

) (
∂β∂iu

)

ϕ

+

∫

Ω
∂αu 〈c,∇ϕ〉 −

d∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂i


 ∑

06β<α

(
α

β

)(
∂α−βci

) (
∂βu

)

ϕ

+

∫

Ω
V ∂αuϕ+

∫

Ω


 ∑

06β<α

(
α

β

)(
∂α−βV

) (
∂βu

)

ϕ

=

∫

Ω

[
〈A∇∂αu,∇ϕ〉 +

∫

Ω
〈∇∂αu, b〉ϕ+

∫

Ω
∂αu 〈c,∇ϕ〉 +

∫

Ω
V ∂αuϕ

]

+

∫

Ω
P (∂)uϕ,

where P is a polynomial with smooth coefficients and degP 6 2k. Therefore, by using
that u ∈ H2k

loc(Ω), we obtain that P (∂)u ∈ L2
loc(Ω) and ∂αu ∈ H1

loc(Ω). Hence we may
write

aA (∂αu, ϕ) =

∫

Ω

(
∂α

L
A u− P (∂)u

)
ϕ.

On the other hand, ∂αL A u ∈ H1
loc(Ω), since L A u ∈ H2k

loc(Ω). This shows that

∂αL A u ∈ L2
loc(Ω) and thus ∂αL A u−P (∂)u ∈ L2

loc(Ω). Now we may apply Lemma B.4

which gives ∂αu ∈ H2
loc(Ω) for all |α| 6 2k − 1. Thus we proved u ∈ H2k+1

loc (Ω).
Let now |β| 6 2k. As before, we get

∫

Ω

〈
A∇∂βu,∇ϕ

〉
+

∫

Ω

〈
∇∂βu, b

〉
ϕ+

∫

Ω
∂βu 〈c,∇ϕ〉 +

∫

Ω
V ∂βuϕ

=

∫

Ω

(
∂β

L
A u−Q(∂)u

)
ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

where Q is a polynomial with smooth coefficients and degQ 6 2k+1. We proved before
that u ∈ H2k+1

loc (Ω), hence we have ∂βu ∈ H1
loc(Ω) and Q(∂)u ∈ L2

loc(Ω). Therefore,

repeating the same procedure as before, we obtain that u ∈ H2k+2
loc (Ω). By induction

we conclude the proof of (B.14).

Prove now (B.15). Consider R > 0 and x0 ∈ Ω such that BR = B(x0, R) ⊆ Ω.
Fix η ∈ C∞

c (Ω) such that 0 6 η 6 1, supp η ⊆ BR and η = 1 on BR/2. Let u ∈
⋂

k>1 D
(
(L A )k

)
. By (B.14), u ∈ H2k

loc(Ω), for all k > 1. Therefore, ηu ∈ H2k(Rd),

for all k > 1. By the Sobolev embedding theorem, for example see [1, Theorem 4.12,
Part I, Case A], ηu ∈ C∞(Rd), hence u ∈ C∞(B(x0, R/2)). Since x0 ∈ Ω was arbitrary,
we conclude that u ∈ C∞(Ω). �

Lemma B.6. Let Ω, A, b, c, V,V satisfy the standard assumptions of Section 1.2. Sup-
pose that A ∈ C∞(Ω,Cd×d), b, c ∈ C∞(Ω,Cd), V ∈ C∞(Ω,R+) ∩ L∞(Ω,R+) and that
A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ B(Ω). Let (TA

t )t>0 be the semigroup on L2(Ω) associated with the
sesquilinear form aA ,V . Then TA

t f ∈ C∞(Ω) for all t > 0 and all f ∈ L2(Ω).
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Proof. Since A ∈ B(Ω), we know that (TA
t )t>0 is analytic and is generated by −L A ,

the operator on L2(Ω) associated with the sesquilinear form aA ,V ; see Section 1.

Set L = L A and Tt = TA
t for all t > 0. By induction we deduce that

Ttf ∈ D
(
L

k
)
, ∀t > 0, ∀f ∈ L2(Ω) (B.16)

for all k > 1. In fact, for k = 1 this follows from the analyticity of (Tt)t>0 and
[15, Chapter II, Theorem 4.6(c)]. Assume that (B.16) holds for k ∈ N+. We want to
prove that L kTtf ∈ D(L ) for all t > 0 and all f ∈ L2(Ω). Fix t > 0, f ∈ L2(Ω) and
choose ε ∈ (0, t). By using the fact the generator L commutes with the semigroup
(Tt)t>0 on D(L ) [15, Chapter II, Lemma 1.3(ii)], the inductive hypothesis on Tε and
(B.16) applied for Tt−ε with k = 1, we get

L
kTtf = L

kTt−εTεf = Tt−εL
kTεf ∈ D(L ).

We conclude by invoking (B.15). �

Appendix C. Unbounded potentials

In order to treat the general case with unbounded potentials, we will follow the
argument used by Carbonaro and Dragičević 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 ∈ L1
loc(Ω) be a nonnegative unbounded function. For each m ∈ N+ define

Vm := min{V,m}. (C.1)

We also set V∞ = V .

Lemma C.1. For every A = (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω), Am = (A, b, c, Vm) and p ∈ (1,∞)
we have

(i) For every ε ∈ (0, µ) there exists mε > 0 such that Am ∈ Bµ−ε,M for all m > mε;
(ii) If A ∈ Sp(Ω), then for every ε ∈ (0, µp(A )) there exists mε,p > 0 such that

Am ∈ Sp(Ω),

µp(Am) > µp(A ) − ε,

for all m > mε,p. Moreover, limm→∞ µp(Am) = µp(A ).
In particular, if A ∈ Bp(Ω) then Am ∈ Bp(Ω) for all m > max{mε,p,mε,q},

where q = p/(p − 1).

Proof. Let r ∈ (1,∞) and A ∈ Sr(Ω). Clearly, for almost all x ∈ Ω,

|b(x) − c(x)| 6M √
m, ∀m > ‖b− c‖2

∞/M
2.

On the other hand, note that for almost x ∈ Ω,

ΓA,b,c,m
r (x, ξ) >

r

2
∆r(A)|ξ|2 + ess inf

x∈Ω
min
|σ|=1

Re 〈b(x) + Jrc(x), σ〉 |ξ| +m,

for all ξ ∈ Cd and all m ∈ N. Therefore, it suffices to show that for every ε ∈ (0, µr(A ))
there exists m̃ε,r such that

r

2
∆r(A)|ξ|2 + ess inf

x∈Ω
min
|σ|=1

Re 〈b(x) + Jrc(x), σ〉 |ξ| +m > (µr(A ) − ε)(|ξ|2 +m),
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for all ξ ∈ Cd and all m > m̃ε,r. This property holds by taking

m̃ε,r :=

(
ess inf

x∈Ω
min
|σ|=1

Re 2 〈b(x) + Jrc(x), σ〉
)2

4((r/2)∆r(A) − µr(A ) + ε) · (1 − µr(A ) + ε)
,

which is a nonnegative finite constant by the boundedness of b, c and (11). Therefore,
by taking r = 2, we prove (ii) with mε := max{m̃ε,2, ‖b − c‖2

∞/M
2}. By taking r = p,

we prove that Am ∈ Sp(Ω) and that

µp(Am) > µp(A ) − ε, (C.2)

for all ε ∈ (0, µp(A )) and all m > mε,p := max{m̃ε,p, ‖b−c‖2
∞/M

2}. Since Am ∈ Sp(Ω),

we have ΓAm
p (x, ξ) > µp(Am)(|ξ|2 + Vm(x)) for almost everywhere x ∈ Ω, all ξ ∈ Cd, all

ε ∈ (0, µp(A )) and all m > mε,p. Therefore, since Vm(x) → V (x) for almost all x ∈ Ω,
as m → ∞, we get

µp(A) > lim sup
m→∞

µp(Am),

which, combined with (C.2), implies that

ε+ lim inf
m→∞

µp(Am) > µp(A ) > lim sup
m→∞

µp(Am),

for all ε ∈ (0, µp(A )). By sending ε → 0, we conclude. �

Lemma C.2. For all f ∈ L2(Ω), (A, b, c, V ) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω) and all t > 0 we have

∇TAm
t f → ∇TA

t f in L2(Ω,Cd),

V 1/2
m TAm

t f → V 1/2TA
t f in L2(Ω)

as m → ∞.

Proof. Fix f ∈ L2(Ω). Denote by Lm = L Am the operator associated with Am =
(A, b, c, Vm) for all m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}. By Lemma C.1(i), there exists µ̃ ∈ (0, µ) and
m̃ > 0 such that each (A, b, c, Vm) ∈ Bµ̃,M (Ω) for all m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞} such that m > m̃.

Therefore, each Lm is sectorial with sectoriality angle ω(Lm) 6 ϑ̃0 = ϑ0(µ̃,M,Λ), for
all m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞} such that m > m̃; see Section 1. Using the standard representation

of the analytic semigroup (TAm
t )t>0, m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, m > m̃, by means of a Cauchy

integral, earlier applied in the proof of Lemma A.4, we get

‖∇TAm
t f − ∇TA

t f‖.

∫

γ
e−tRe ζ‖∇(ζ − Lm)−1f − ∇(ζ − L )−1f‖2| dζ|,

‖V 1/2
m TAm

t f − V 1/2TA
t f‖.

∫

γ
e−tRe ζ‖V 1/2

m (ζ − Lm)−1f − V 1/2(ζ − L )−1f‖2| dζ|,

where γ is the positively oriented boundary of Sϑ ∪ {ζ ∈ C : |ζ| < δ}, with ϑ > ϑ̃0 and
δ > 0. Therefore it suffices to prove that

∇(ζ − Lm)−1f → ∇(ζ − L )−1f in L2(Ω,Cd), ∀ζ ∈ C \ S
ϑ̃0
,

V 1/2
m (ζ − Lm)−1f → V 1/2(ζ − L )−1f in L2(Ω), ∀ζ ∈ C \ S

ϑ̃0
,

(C.3)

as m → ∞, and that for all t > 0 there exist C = C(t) > 0, not depend on m, and
F (t, ·) ∈ L1(γ) such that

e−tRe ζ‖∇(ζ − Lm)−1f‖2 6 CF (t, ζ),

e−tRe ζ‖V 1/2
m (ζ − Lm)−1f‖2 6 CF (t, ζ),

(C.4)
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for all m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, m > m̃, and all ζ ∈ γ. 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 c are zero. We leave it to the reader to fill in the details. �

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 ̺V , with V ∈ L1

loc(Ω)
nonnegative and ̺ ∈ C such that Re ̺ > 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 ̺ ∈ C\R, otherwise
̺V would be real. For every m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, let Vm be defined as in (C.1) with the
notation V∞ = V . Set A = (A, b, c, ̺V ) and Am = (A, b, c, ̺Vm) for all m ∈ N+. Fix
f ∈ L2(Ω) and t > 0. We would like to get the analogue of Lemma C.2, that is,

∇TAm
t f → ∇TA

t f in L2(Ω,Cd),

V 1/2
m TAm

t f → V 1/2TA
t f in L2(Ω),

as m → ∞, provided that (A, b, c,Re (̺)V ) ∈ B(Ω). 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 ∈ L2(Ω) and
all s > 0,

(s+ L
Am)−1f → (s+ L

A )−1f in L2(Ω), as m → ∞. (C.5)

Since (A, b, c,Re (̺)V ) ∈ B(Ω), by arguing as in Lemma C.1, it can be shown that
there exist µ ∈ (0, 1), M > 0 and m̃ ∈ N+ such that

(A, b, c,Re (̺)V ) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω),

(A, b, c,Re (̺)Vm) ∈ Bµ,M (Ω), ∀m > m̃.
Therefore, there exists ϑ0 ∈ (0, π/2) such that the sesquilinear forms a := aA and
am := aAm are both sectorial of angle ϑ0, for all m > m̃. In particular, each operator
Lm = L Am is sectorial of angle ω(Lm) 6 ϑ0, for all m ∈ N+ ∪ {∞} such that m > m̃;
see Section 1 and Section 1.8. It can be shown that the sesquilinear forms az and am,z,
defined by

az := Re a + zIm a,

am,z := Re am + zIm am,

are closed and sectorial for all z ∈ O := {z ∈ C : |Re z| < δ} and all m ∈ N+, m > m̃,
where δ = cotϑ0. 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 = ai.

Let Lz and Lm,z be the operators associated with az and am,z, respectively. As
explained in the sketch of the proof of [3, Lemma 3.8], the maps z 7→ (s + Lz)−1 and



BILINEAR EMBEDDING ON DOMAINS 44

z 7→ (s+Lm,z)−1 are both holomorphic from O to the space of bounded linear operators
on L2(Ω), for every s > 0 and m ∈ N, m > m̃.

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 (̺) > 0. Hence am̃,z 6

am̃+1,z 6 . . . is a monotone nondecreasing sequence of closed and sectorial symmetric

forms, for all z ∈ [0, δ). Therefore, [18, Theorem 3.13a, p. 461] gives that for every
s > 0, z ∈ [0, δ) and f ∈ L2(Ω) we have

(s+ Lm,z)−1f → (s+ Lz)−1f in L2(Ω), as m → ∞. (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+Lm,z)−1f → (s+Lz)−1f for all z ∈ O. In particular,
by taking z = i we get (C.5).

The case Im (̺) < 0 is treated similarly. In this case, (C.6) holds for all z ∈ (−δ, 0].
In [3], since the potential is real, the analogue of (C.6), that is, [3, (3.19)], holds for

all z ∈ (−δ, δ).
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Basel, 2011. ↑43, 44
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