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ON WELL-POSEDNESS FOR PARABOLIC CAUCHY PROBLEMS
OF LIONS TYPE WITH ROUGH INITIAL DATA

PASCAL AUSCHER AND HEDONG HOU

ABSTRACT. We establish a complete picture for well-posedness of parabolic
Cauchy problems with time-independent, uniformly elliptic, bounded mea-
surable complex coefficients. We exhibit a range of p for which tempered
distributions in homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev spaces H*? with regularity in-
dex s € (—1,1) are initial data. Source terms of Lions’ type lie in weighted
tent spaces, and weak solutions are built with their gradients in weighted tent
spaces as well. A similar result can be achieved for initial data in homogeneous
Besov spaces B;,p-
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1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this work is to present a complete picture for existence and uniqueness
of weak solutions (see Definition 4.1) to the Cauchy problem

Opu — divy A(x)Veu = f+divg F,  (t,z) € (0,00) x R”

(1.1) (0) =

using tent spaces introduced by [CMS85] and their weighted generalizations (see
Section 2.2 for definition). We assume the coefficient matrix A € L (R"™; Mat,,(C))

Date: June 22, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35K45; Secondary 42B37, 35K05, 42B30,
46E35.

Key words and phrases. Parabolic Cauchy problems, tent spaces, homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev
spaces, heat equation, representation of solutions.

1



2 PASCAL AUSCHER AND HEDONG HOU

is uniformly elliptic, that is, there are Ay, A; > 0 so that for a.e. x € R™ and any
§neln,

(1.2) RU(A@)E,€)) > Aol€*,  [(A(@)€,n)| < Aslg]ln]-

By the initial condition u(0) = ug, we require that u(t) tends to ug as t — 0 in
distributional sense, i.e., in 2'(R™).

We refer the reader to the introduction of [AMP19] for motivation to include
tools from harmonic analysis such as tent spaces when the initial data are in LP(R™)
and the coefficients are not regular. There, well-posedness is established for weak
solutions u to the equation without source terms (even in the non-autonomous
case) in a class defined by the non-tangential maximal Kenig-Pipher norm, as
well as estimates of Vu in tent spaces T} (with limited but explicit range of p).
Uniqueness in the latter class is obtained in [Zat20]. It is worth pointing out that
LP is not a trace space, with trace defined in relation to (real) interpolation theory,
in contrast to (homogeneous) Besov spaces. So already, the above results do not
belong to the realm of maximal regularity using the notion of mild solutions.

Source terms in tent spaces have been considered in nonlinear PDE’s, see [KT01,
AF17,DV23], and in deterministic estimates used for stochastic PDE’s, see [AvNP14,
PV19]. More recently, [AP23] shows existence of weak solutions with Vu € T}’ when
FeT}, f=0anduy=0. For source terms f (and F' = 0), our prior work [AH23D]
obtains well-posedness and maximal regularity of u itself in a weighted tent space,
the weight being an expression of regularity (see below). In this case, however, the
initial data must be zero.

A subsequent forthcoming work of the second author will treat the non-autono-
mous case.

1.1. Main results. In this paper, we treat initial data in spaces which are not
necessarily trace spaces and carry regularity information by control of the gradient
of weak solutions in a weighted tent space, where the weight is a power of the
time variable. Indeed, we shall show that our approach gives access to initial data
in homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev spaces defined by Littlewood—Paley decomposition
(see Section 2.1). The regularity range is between —1 and 1. Our method also
applies for initial data in homogeneous Besov spaces.
The prototypical example illustrating this is the heat equation.

1.1.1. Heat equation. Our first result gives a flavor for the homogeneous Cauchy
problem (By this, we mean having an initial data but null source terms), and we
also provide representation of heat solutions by studying their traces.

Theorem 1.1 (Heat equation and weighted tent spaces). Let s € R, 0 < p < oo,
and g € ' (R™).
(i) (Weighted tent-space estimates) Suppose s < 1. If g € H®P, then the
function (t,z) — Vet®g(z) belongs to Tf/z with

A _
19 gllzs,, = gl

(ii) (Representation of heat solutions) Let u be a distributional solution to the
heat equation on Rf” with Vu € Tf/Q. Suppose s > —1 and 5 <p <
o0. Then there exists a unique ug € . so that u(t) = e'®ug for allt > 0.
Moreover,
(1) If s > 1 and —2— < p < o0, then u is a constant.

n
n+s—1 —
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(2) If -1 < s <1 and 57 < p < oo, then there exist g € H*P and
c € C such that ug = g+ ¢, so u(t) = e'®g +c for all t > 0.

The first point (i) shows a precise correspondence between Sobolev regularity of
the initial data and the choice of the power weight. The second point (ii) shows
the regularity range s < 1 is essentially sharp.

When s = 0, the first point is reminiscent to the work of Fefferman—Stein [FS72]
on defining Hardy spaces by so-called conical square functions when translated to
parabolic setting. But their point was to take extensions not related to any kind
of equations to obtain an intrinsic definition of Hardy spaces. Here, we have to
restrict ourselves to extensions related to the heat equation. It is also reminiscent
to Littlewood—Paley theory using rather vertical square functions. The reader can
refer to [Tri20, §4.1] for more on this topic.

Combining these two points yields in particular well-posedness of the homoge-
neous Cauchy problem in the following strong form.

Corollary 1.2 (Isomorphism). Let —1 < s <1 and ;'i7

g (e'29)i0 is a bijection from H5P 1+ C onto the space of distributional solutions
u to the heat equation with Vu € T? /2 @ and

< p < oo. The map

9l e = 9l 27,

1.1.2. Critical exponents for the parabolic problem. To treat the more general par-
abolic problems (1.1), we introduce the operator L

L:=—div(AV)
on L?(R") with domain
D(L) := {f ¢ W"*(R") : div(AVf) € L*(R™)}.

By the theory of maximal-accretive operators, —L generates a bounded analytic
semigroup (e~*L);>¢ on L?(R™). Our construction of weak solutions is based on
an appropriate extension of the solution map £r, which is initially defined from
L2(R™) to L2 ((0,00); W22 (R™)) by the semigroup as

loc loc
(1.3) Er(uo)(t,z) := (e Hug)(2).

The LP-theory of the semigroup is ruled by four critical numbers, which are
introduced in [Aus07, Proposition 3.15] for 1 < p < oo, and later extended to

p > i in [AE23, §6] to include Hardy spaces HP(R™). These numbers are

e pi(L) € [;}7,00] such that (p—(L),p+(L)) is the largest open set (an
interval) of exponents p for which the semigroup (e=*F)
bounded on LP when p > 1 and on H? when p < 1;

® g1 (L) € [}7,00] such that (¢—(L),q+(L)) is the largest open set (an in-
terval) of exponents p for which the family (t'/2Ve=*);~¢ is uniformly
bounded on L?” when p > 1 and on H? when p < 1.

. n n L
It is known that p_(L) = q_(L) < nQT-Q’ q+(L) > 2, and py (L) > n_q;f(L)) (by
convention py (L) = oo if ¢4 (L) > n). The strict inequalities are best possible.
We also have the duality relation py(L*) = max{p_(L), 1}, where p’ denotes the
Hélder conjugate of p € [1,00]. For the negative Laplacian, p_(—A) = ¢g_(—A) =

a1 and pi(—A) = ¢ (-A) = oco.

+>0 is uniformly
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We extend the critical numbers to our H %P-getting. For —1 < s < 1, define
p+(s, L) as

1 s .
(1.4) 1:{p1__‘(—L)+n ifo0<s<1 |
p-(s,L) s "oy i -1<s<0
and
(1.5) pi(s, L) == max{p_(—s, L"), 1} .

Notice that p1(0,L) = pi (L), p—(—1,L) = ¢+ (L*) € [1,2), and that p(1,L) =
q+(L) € (2,00]. In particular, p_ (s, —A) = =5 and p4 (s, —A) = 0.

We also introduce several other numbers which will parametrize our results. For
convenience, we use a parameter S whose relation to the regularity exponent s is

given by

with 8 > —1 and no upper restriction. Define
1 n 1
1. Ly=———|——-1) >-1.
(16) 80 =55 (s -1) 2
Note that (L) > —1/2 if and only if p_(L) > 1. For 8 > —1, we introduce the
numbers pr(3) € (0,2) given by

o np_(L)
(1.7) pr(B) == T 28T D)

and also pr(8) € (0,2) so that:
(i) When p_(L) > 1, it is given by
5 3 i8> —1/2
() = {70 1p2 12
p-(26+1,L) if —1<p<—1/2
(ii) When p_(L) < 1, it is given by

(1.8)

N pL(B) if 3> B(L)
1.9 B) = i i '
(1.9) pL(B) { Gt el i —1< B < B(L)

Remark that p(8(L)) = 1 and pr(—1) = ¢+(L*)" = p_(—1,L). For the negative

Laplacian, as p_(—A) = 25, we have
n
- =p_ = VB> —1.
p-a(B) =p-a(B) Py L B
Observe that for any L,
~ n
> > —.
pL(B) = pL(B) = 19512

To illustrate these exponents, we give graphic representations in Figure 1, dis-
tinguishing the two cases p_(L) > 1 and p_(L) < 1. In these figures, we write p
for 1/p to ease the presentation. When p < 2, we use red color for the graph of
p—(28 + 1, L), blue for that of pr(8), and orange for that of pr(8). The orange
shaded trapezoids are the regions of well-posedness for H2°+1P_initial data, while
the gray shaded is for constant initial data. Parallel lines to the orange one are lines
of embedding for Hardy-Sobolev spaces and weighted tent spaces going downward.
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Casep_(L) >1 Case p_(L) <1
F1GURE 1. Regions of well-posedness

Interestingly, the (smaller) set delimited by the red lines (excluded) and the black
lines (included) has a special signification and is called the identification range for
the operator L, and &, defined in (1.3) can be extended to a semigroup on Hs».
The triangular region between the red and blue segments in the case p_ (L) < 1is a
region of embedding of an adapted space into H*? without knowing identification.
See Section 7 and in particular Proposition 7.4. !

1.1.3. Parabolic equations of type (1.1). We begin with the homogeneous Cauchy
problem (F =0, f =0).

Theorem 1.3 (Well-posedness of homogeneous Cauchy problem). Let —1 < < 0
and pr(B) < p < co. For any vo € H*PTLP | there is a unique global weak solution
v to the homogeneous Cauchy problem

{atv —div(AVv) =0, (t,z) € (0,00) x R™

(HO) v(0) = vg

so that Vv € T?

441/27 and one has

Vel
Moreover, v belongs to C([0,00);.%"). For p_(28+1,L) < p < p4+(26+1,L), it
further holds that v € Co([0,00); H2T1P) N C>=((0,00); H?A+1P), 2

For 26 + 1 = 0, [AMP19] treats this problem in the non-autonomous case. In
the autonomous case here, we obtain a larger range.

Also, the last point gives the range in which H2#+1-P-regularity is preserved. In
this range with p > 1 and 23 < n/p, 2 it also basically says that v is a strong solution
of the abstract Cauchy problem d;v + Lg ,v = 0,v(0) = vp in the Banach space
H2P+1p (where —Lg ,, is the generator of the extended semigroup on H2ﬁ+l,p)7 see

~ [lvoll gr2s+1.5-

n the case where p > 2, the red colored broken lines for the values of p (28 + 1, L) defined
by (1.5) are obtained by symmetry about the point (1/p,8) = (1/2,—1/2) from the ones for
max{p—(—28 — 1,L*),1}. Thus it depends on the value of p_(L*). In the first (resp. second)
picture, this corresponds to having p_ (L*) > 1 (resp. p—(L*) < 1). As the values of p_(L) and
p—(L*) are independent, we should have in fact 4 such figures.

2Here, Co([0, 00); E) is the space of continuous functions with limit 0 as t — oo in the prescribed
topology of E.

3When 28 —n/p > 0, our space H2B+1.7 is not a Banach space. It is semi-normed.



6 PASCAL AUSCHER AND HEDONG HOU

[Lun95, Definition 4.1.1]. Note that p < 1 is possible here, even though there is no
abstract theory for strong solutions in quasi-Banach spaces as far as we understand.
The second result is a converse statement.

Theorem 1.4 (Representation). Let 8 > —1 and pr(8) < p < co. Let u be a weak
solution to the equation

O — div(AVu) =0, (¢,z) € (0,00) x R,

with Vu € T§+1/2.

ug m " ast — 0. Moreover,

(i) If 8> 0 and ﬁn% < p < oo, then u is a constant.

(i) If =1 < B < 0, then there exist g € H***t1? and ¢ € C so that ug = g + ¢
and u = Er,(g) + ¢, where &, is an appropriate extension of the semigroup
solution map given by (1.3).

Then u has a trace ug € " in the sense that u(t) converges to

As we shall see in Proposition 6.2, existence of the trace ug only requires p_a () =
n++ﬁ+2 < p < oo. The condition p > pr(B) is used to prove the rest. Also note
that in (ii), the extension £, may not be a semigroup if p does not lie in the interval
(p-(26+1,L),p+ (28 + 1, L)).

Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 also go beyond well-posedness of the homogeneous Cauchy
problem. For convenience, define £1(1) = 1 (constant functions).

Corollary 1.5 (Isomorphism for parabolic equations). Let —1 < 8 < 0 and
pL(B) < p < co. The map g — Er(g) = w is a bijection from H?*TLP 4 C
onto the space of global weak solutions to dyu — div(AVu) = 0 with Vu € Tﬂp+1/2’
and

||g||H2B+1,p ~ HVUHT;;H/Q'

Next, we consider the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem (which means null initial
data) in the spirit of Lions’ theory with source terms of divergence form (that is,
f =0), for which the weak solutions will be constructed by Duhamel’s formula.

Theorem 1.6 (Well-posedness of Lions’ equation). Let 8 > —1 and pr(8) < p <

0. Let F be in T§+1/2. There exists a unique global weak solution u to the Cauchy

problem (which we call Lions’ equation )
Ou — div(AVu) =div F, (t,z) € (0,00) x R™
u(0) =0

with Vu € Tg Moreover, u belongs to T, , N C([0,00); ).

+1/2°
To finish this introduction, let us state the announced complete picture for (1.1).
For v > —1/2, define
nmax{p_(L),1}
n+ (2y + 1) max{p_(L), 1}
Theorem 1.7 (Well-posedness of Cauchy problems of type (1.1)). Let 8 > —1 and
pr(B) <p <oo. Lety > —1/2 and pp(y) < q¢ < oo. Suppose

(1.10) pL(v) =

(1.11) v>8 and 28— " =2y-".
p q
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(i) If B <0, then for any ug € H**+1P F e T§+1/27 and f € T4, there ewists
a unique global weak solution u to the Cauchy problem

Opu — div(AVu) = f+divF, (t,z)€ (0,00) x R™
u(0) = ug

with Vu € TP and one has the estimate

B+1/27
(1.12) IV ul|7»

2 S ol s + [ Fllzs

B+1/2

+ [Ifll7g-

Moreover, u belongs to C([0,00); ") and u — Er(ug) € Th, ;.
(ii) If B > 0, then the same statement holds when ug is constant (for which
luoll 26410 = 0).

The proof is a simple combination of Theorems 1.3, 1.6, and [AH23b, Theorem
1.2], where we showed that for source term f € T¥andy > -1 /2, the corresponding
solution u; satisfies Vu; € T3+1/2. The constraint v > —1/2 is essentially sharp.
So the conditions on (8, p) and (v, ¢) in (1.11) allow one to use embedding between
weighted tent spaces (see Section 2.2) to conclude that Vu, belongs to T§+1/2. The
continuity in .’ is not proved there for u; but it can be shown analogously to the
proof of Theorem 5.1 (d).

Moreover, when 8 > 0, Theorem 1.4 (ii) implies that constant initial data are
the only ones compatible with the solution class Vu € Tg 4120

1.2. Organization. The paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 summarizes basic properties of the function spaces to be used, and
in particular provides the construction of our homogeneous Hardy—-Sobolev spaces
H*? in detail.

Section 3 is concerned with the heat equation. We provide the tent-space esti-
mates of heat extensions and their gradients, and also study the representation of
heat (distributional) solutions. The combination of these two parts implies Theo-
rem 1.1.

Sections 5, 6 (resp. 7) are devoted to proving existence of the weak solutions
asserted in Theorem 1.6 (resp. Theorem 1.3), see Theorem 5.1 (resp. Theorem 7.1).
Uniqueness is established in Theorem 8.1. Section 8 also presents the proof of
Theorem 1.4.

Section 9 contains extension to initial data in homogeneous Besov spaces, and
Section 10 discusses the homogeneous Cauchy problem at the endpoint for regularity
index 8 = —1.

1.3. Notation. Throughout the paper, for any ¢, € (0, 00|, we write

1 1
[q,7] == it
if there is no confusion with closed intervals. We say X <Y (or X <a Y, resp.) if
X < CY with an irrelevant constant C' (or depending on A, resp.), and say X =~ Y
fX<YandY S X.
Write RIT" := Ry x R® = (0, 00) x R". For any (Euclidean) ball B C R", write
7(B) for the radius of B. For any function f defined on R}™, denote by f(t) the
function x — f(t,z) for any ¢ > 0.
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Let (X, u) be a measure space. For any measurable subset £ C X with finite
positive measure and f € L'(E, i), we write

ffu— (E)/Efdu-

Write || - [|, as an abbreviation for the norm || - |zr(x,,). For any g € R and
E C R'™™, denote by Li(E) the space LP(E, t=PBdtdy).

We use the sans-serif font c¢ in the scripts of function spaces in short of “with
compact support” in the prescribed set, and loc if the prescribed property holds
on all compact subsets of the prescribed set. Often, we omit the domain of the
function space if it is clear from the context.

2. FUNCTION SPACES

We begin with introducing the spaces for the initial data and next, the spaces for
the solutions. Denote by . the space of Schwartz functions on R™ and by .’ the
space of tempered distributions. For any f € %/, write f or F(f) for the Fourier
transform of f.

2.1. Homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev spaces. Our homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev
spaces can be roughly regarded as “realizations” of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces in .¥".
We follow the formulation in [Saw18, §2.4.3], which was originated from an obser-
vation of J. Peetre [Pee76, p.56], see also [Boul3, Moul].

Denote by C the annulus {£ € R™ : 271 < |¢| < 22} and by 2/C the annulus
{€ € R* : 2771 < |¢] < 2972} for any j € Z. Let x be in C(R™) so that
supp(x) C C and for any £ # 0,

> ox@g=1.
JEZ

Let A; be the j-th Littlewood—Paley operator associated with x, given by
(2.1) Ajf=F H(x27)F(f), VYfes"
Suppose s € R and 0 < p < 0o. Let &, ), be the collection of sequences of measu-
rable functions (f;);ez on R™ so that
1/2

Flls., = (| D127 £ < o0.

J

(2.2) |

p

It is clear that f; € LP for any j € Z, whenever (f;) € S .

Let & be the space of polynomials C[z1,...,z,], P := {0}, and £, be the
subspace of & consisting of polynomials of degree less than m for m > 1. For
p # 00, the Triebel-Lizorkin space Fpﬁ2 consists of f € /P for which

=1(AiNlls,, < oo

For p = oo, the space F% o consists of f € ./ so that there exists (f;) € & 0o
satisfying that f =3, A if;iin /2. The norm is given by

s, o= inf () s
where the infimum is taken among all (f;) € G, so that 3, A;f; = fin /2.




CAUCHY PROBLEM OF LIONS TYPE WITH ROUGH DATA 9

Define v(s, p) := max{0, [s — 7]+ 1}. For any f € F;Q, the Littlewood—Paley se-
ries Y j A, f converges in '/ 2,5 ). Moreover, it induces an isometric embedding
L: szz — [ Pys,p) given by

uf) = Zﬁjf-

Definition 2.1 (Homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev spaces). Let s € R and 0 < p < co.
The homogeneous Hardy-Sobolev space H*P consists of f € % whose class in
S|Py s,p) belongs to (F;,). The (quasi-)semi-norm of H*? is given by

1l gzee = LA
where [f] denotes the class of f in %'/ 2.

e
FP12

Note that for s = 0, up to equivalent (quasi-)norms, FO-» agrees with the Hardy
space H? if p < 1, the Lebesgue space L? if 1 < p < oo, and BMO if p = co. It
follows by classical results of Littlewood—Paley theory, see e.g., [Grald, Theorem
1.3.8] and [Tri83, §5.2.4]. Moreover, for any s € R, HS’OO/@,,(&OO) is isomorphic to
BMO? introduced by Strichartz [Str80].

The reader can refer to [AE23, §2.5] and the references there for basic properties
of the spaces H 5P for instance, duality, complex interpolation, lifting property,
and Sobolev embedding. In particular, let us mention a dense subspace of H*?.
Denote by .7, the subspace of . consisting of ¢ € . so that for any multi-index
Q, 8“(?5(0) = 0. It is a dense subspace of HP if p < oo, or weak*-dense if p = oco.

2.2. Tent spaces and slice spaces. We adapt the original definition of (un-
weighted) tent spaces in [CMS85] to our parabolic setting. For any f € R and
p € (0,00), the (parabolic) tent space T§ consists of (possibly C"-valued) measur-

able functions F' on Rf” for which

1/p

0o p/2
|E|lv = / / f t=PFE(t,y)?dtdy | dx < 0.
s R \Jo JB(x,t1/2)

For 0 < p < 1, the space T g‘hp 1) consists of measurable functions F' on ]R}f" for

which
1 r(B)? 1/2
- o - - 2
”F”Tﬁ)([p’l]) . Sl};p |B|[p’1] </0 ][B |t F(tay)| dtd:’/) < 00,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B of R™. We also write T go for TE?(O)'
Recall that [p, 1] is defined in Section 1.3 by % -1
The reader can refer to [AH23b, §3.1] for a short summary of basic properties of
tent spaces, such as duality and a dense class. Here we also recall two properties:
(i) (Interpolation) Let By, 81 € R, 0 < pp,p1 < ocand § € (0,1). If 1/p = (1—
0)/po+6/p1 and B = (1 —0)5o + 051, then the complex interpolation space
(T4, Tf!]o (in the sense of Kalton-Mitrea method, see [KM98]) identifies
with Tg. See [Amel8, Theorem 2.12].
(ii) (Embedding) Let 8y > f1 and 0 < pg < p1 < 00. Suppose
20 — — = 2B, — —.
Po Y41
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Then T embeds into T3'. See [Amel8, Theorem 2.19).

We shall also use another family of spaces studied in [AM19, §3], called slice
spaces. Let 1 < p < oo and § > 0. The (parabolic) slice space EY consists of
measurable (possibly C"-valued) functions f on R™ for which

1/2
1715y = (ﬁ('gl/z)lf(y)IQdy) <o

p

We also define the space E;’p as the collection of Lﬁ)c—functions g on R™ so that Vg

(in the sense of distributions) belongs to E%, equipped with the semi-norm
g9l gzr = IVgllgz-
Also define E; "7 := {g € 2'(R") : g = div(G) for some G € E?} with the norm
||g||E(5—1,p = inf{||G||E§ :G e EY g=divG}.

The L2-inner product on R" realizes E(’;/ (resp. Eé_l’p/) as the dual of EY (resp.
E;?) when 1 < p < oo.

3. HEAT EQUATION
In this section, we consider the Cauchy problem of the heat equation
Ou — Au =0 in 7'(RY™)
o |

Recall that any distributional solution to the heat equation on Rf’” is in fact
smooth by hypoellipticity, see for instance [Hor03, §4.4].

3.1. Heat extension and homogeneous Hardy—Sobolev spaces. For any f €
', the function (¢, z) — (' f)(z) belongs to C®(RY™)NC([0,00);.7"). We call
it the heat extension of f, denoted by E_a(f).

Proposition 3.1 (Heat extension on Hs’p). Let se R and 0 < p < oo. Then E_a
is a bounded and continuous map from H*P to Cy([0,00); H*P)NC*((0,00); H*P)
with the estimate

(3.1) sup [|E_a (/) ()l e = [1f1] o
>0

Here, for p = oo, the space H> is equipped with the weak*-topology against ele-
ments of H~%1,

Proof. First consider the case 0 < p < oco. Let (A;) be the Littlewood-Paley
operator defined in (2.1). It is well-known that for any s € R, there are implicit
constants such that for any f € Y,
1/2 1/2
sup ||| > [27°4; (e )2 SIS 1270 a 0
t20 || \jez jez
P P

By density, this inequality extends to all H®? so we have
sup [E-a(F) Ol o0 S [ f 1l gron-
>0
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~

Moreover, one can find that £_a is a bounded map from %, to Cy([0,00); L) N
C>((0,00); s ). Hence, by density, it is bounded from H*? to Cy([0,00); H*P) N
C>°((0,00); H*P).

For p = oo, we proceed by weak*-duality to obtain boundedness and regularity.
This completes the proof. ([

We now provide an intermediate result describing when the heat extension of
a tempered distribution belongs to a weighted tent space in terms of its Hardy—
Sobolev regularity. To the best of our knowledge, such a precise result and the next
ones below do not appear in the literature.

Theorem 3.2 (Characterization of H*? via heat extension). Let s € R and 0 <
p < oo.

(i) Suppose s < 0. If f € H? (in particular f € .7"), then E_A(f) belongs to

T(Pie+1)/2 with the estimate
(3.2) 1E-a(Plzr,,, , S N lgeo-
(ii) Suppose f € " and E_A(f) belongs to T(i-&-l)/Q'

(1) If s> 0 and ;15 < p < oo, then f =0.
(2) If s < 0, then f belongs to H5P? with the estimate

[ llizew S NE-a(Hlizr

s+1)/2°

Consequently, when s < 0, a tempered distribution f € ' lies in H*P if and only
if E_a(f) lies in T(psﬂ)/z, with the equivalence of norms as

1l zew = N1€-a(H)lizr

(s+1)/2°

Remark 3.3. The restriction on s in (i) is as in Triebel-Lizorkin theory. For (ii),

whenever s € R, E_A(f) € T(psﬂ)/2 ?mplies that there is a representative in the
class of f in .%// 2 that belongs to H*P. But for s > 0 and p < s> we do not

know any better conclusion.

In the sequel, for a function F(¢,x), we also write ||F(t)||T§ for HF||T§ to em-
phasize the time variable.

Proof. Let us start from some general facts on relations of Hardy spaces and tent
spaces. Let 1 be in C*°(RR"™) satisfying that

(a) ® is of mean zero, i.e., fR" P = 0;

(b) there exists some € > 0 so that for any multi-index a,

(3.3) 029 ()| S (1 + Jaf) "1

Set 9y (x) := t~/%p(t~1/%2). One can deduce from classical arguments that the
map @ defined by
Qu(f)(t, ) == (e * f)(x)
is bounded from H°? to Tf/Q,
when 0 < p <1, from LP to Tf/Z when 1 < p < oo, and from BMO to T1°/°2.
Indeed, for p = 2, it is direct from Fourier transform as

oo d R
1Quf17z,, = 1QuflZ; | mren) = /R ) ( / |w<t1/25)|2:> F(©)12dE = |If 13-

0

for 0 < p < o0, or equivalently, from HP to Tf /2
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For p = oo, it holds by a well-known Carleson measure argument, see for instance,
[Gral4, Theorem 3.3.8(c)]. For 0 < p < 1, it follows from atomic decomposition of
tent spaces (see [CMS85, Proposition 5]), using decay and regularity of the kernel
t=1/24p(t=/2(x—y)) given by (3.3) and the moment conditions of HP-atoms. Details
are left to the reader. The rest follows by interpolation.

Moreover, let ¢ € Y. For 0 < p < oo, we infer from [CMS85, Theorem 6]
(adapted to the parabolic scaling) that for any F' € T1 /20 the integral

:/OO@*F(t)%
0

converges in ./, and hence induces a bounded operator from Tlp /2 to LPifl <p<
oo and to H? if 0 < p < 1. For p = 00, S¢(F') is defined in BMO by testing against

h € H' using
dtdx
]RH'”

where ¢(z) := ¢(—=z). Since ¢ also satisfies the conditions (a) and (b), by duality,
one can easily get Sy is bounded from Tf’/o2 to BMO.

Then we proceed to prove (i), assuming s < 0. For 0 < p < oo, we use density.
Pick f € .75 and define g := (—A)~*/2f, so we have for any ¢t > 0,

E_a(f)t) = B f = (=A)*2e!Bg = t5/2(—tA) 7 PetBg = 19/ % g,

where 1 denotes the kernel of (—A)_S/ 22, One can easily verify that 1 satisfies
the conditions (a) and (b) with e = —s > 0. Then we get

Ne—alHllze,, , = 1Qu@lirr,, S Ngllgo. = 1(=2)""2fll o = {1l 72

(s+1)/2 1/2
Since .5 is dense in H*P?, this inequality extends to all f € H*P.
For p = oo, we use Weak* density. For any f € H*, pick ( fk) as a sequence
in .7, that converges weakly* to f in H*°°, hence in .%’, since H*> embeds into
" when s < 0. Using the above (:omputatlon7 we have

1E-a(fi)llTee

(s+1)/2 ™~ ||kaHs 0o -

In particular, (E_A(fx)) is bounded in T2 Let F be a weak*-accumulation

point of (E-a(fr)) in T(Zyy) )y Let G € C(RY™). Then

//Rw (i) (@)G(t, @) dide = /0 T e a(e) dt

where the pairing is in the sense of tempered distributions and Schwartz functions.
As t — e®G(t) € C((0,00);.) and the integral is supported on a compact subset
of (0,00), we obtain at the limit

//1+n (t,2)G(t,z) dtdz = /Ooo<f, eAG(t)) dt.

So F =E_a(f) and [|E_a(f)|lT>

(s+1)/2 ™~ ‘

| f|| .0 - This finishes the proof of (i).
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Next, we prove (ii) and begin with (2). Let s < 0 and f € &/ with F(¢,x) :=
(t=5/2e!2 f)(z) € Tf/z. Pick ¢ € .7, with the non-degeneracy condition

A~ 2d
(3.4 J A R N

We know from the above discussion that g := S4(F) lies in H%?. Define ¢ :=
(=A)*/2¢. Computing in .’/ and using (3.4), we have

(=A)2g =S, f)=f inS"/2P.

Thus, there is a representative f € .%” in the class of f in .% /& which also lies

in H*P. By (i), we know that e’ f lies in T(Z;+1)/2’ thus, so does e’2(f — f). As

f — f is a polynomial, etA(f— f)(z) = P(t,z) is also a polynomial, and it is easy

to see that P(t,x) = 0 from ||P||T(p‘+1)/2 < co. Finally, as e!(f — f) = f— f in

" when t — 0, it follows that f = f. This proves (2).
To establish (1), we divide the discussion into two cases.

Case 1: (s,p) # (0,00). For 0 < a < 1, define

2a
Ia) = (2F. o).

We claim that I(a) tends to 0 as a — 0. Meanwhile, (e!®f, ¢) tends to (f,¢) as
t — 0, so we get f = 0. Let us verify the claim. For N > 0, denote by Py the
semi-norm on . defined by

(3.5) Pn(@):= sup sup |[z¥07¢(x)
o]+ 7| <N z€R"

For 1 < p < oo, pick N > n/p’ so that

, 1/p'
s _ / p
2@l Sai® ( L@ ( s w)Mew)) dm)

yeB(z,(2a)1/2)
S a2 TPy (9),

where (z) is the Japanese bracket, i.e., () := (1 + |2|?)'/2. We get

—1 tA
I(a) S a” " [[L(q2a)€ f||T(”S+1)/2Hﬂ(a,2a)¢”Tf’(s+l)/2
< 45 tA »
~ a2PN(¢)||]l(a,2a)e f||T(S+1>/2~
When s > 0, it follows that I(a) tends to 0 if @ — 0 as ||]l(a72a)emf||T(pH)/2 <
A _ : A
[let f||T(ps+1)/2. When s = 0 but p # oo, it also holds as [|1 (4 24)€" f||T(pS+l)/2 tends
to 0 if a — 0.
For -2~ <p <1, e, s—n[p,1] >0, note that
Ma.20) 0l 1y, gy S GP0(D)s

so the claim follows as

- A tA
I(a) S a Mz fllrz L IM@za@lT= .. o ooy S¢ L@zae Fllor,
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which also tends to 0 when a — 0.

Case 2: s = 0 and p = oco. For any ¢ € C°(R™), pick a ball B C R™ containing
supp(¢). Note that

& A o dt tA pj2 2| 2|2
| RO S 1 s Po(o? B < o

The fact that (e*®f,¢) tends to (f,¢) if t — 0 forces f = 0 for the integral to
converge, so f =0 in 2'(R™). This completes the proof. O

Replacing the heat extension by its gradient gives us the following

Corollary 3.4 (Characterization of H*" via gradient of heat extension). Let s € R
and 0 < p < 0.

(i) Suppose s <1 and f € H*P. Then VE_A(f) lies in TQQ with
IVE_a(H)llre,, SNl g

s/2
(ii) Suppose f € " with VE_A(f) € Tf/Q,
(1) If s> 1 and n+73’71 <p < oo, then f is a constant. .
(2) If s < 1, then there exists some constant ¢ € C so that f —c € H*P
with

1 = elljrer = IVE- a2z,

Consequently, when s < 1, a tempered distribution f € .’ belongs to H? + C if

and only if VE_A(f) lies in Tf/Z, with the equivalence of norms as

W |f =l = IVE-a(H)ll27,,-

Proof. A tempered distribution f € .’ lies in H*? +C if and only if Vf € H*~ 17,
with the equivalence inf.cc || f —¢|| geo = |V ]l frs-1.»- So the corollary follows from
applying Theorem 3.2 to V f instead of f and using the above equivalence. O

In fact, working modulo constants, one can equip HsP? + C with the “norm
modulo constants” given by infeec || f — ¢ jg:..- When v(s,p) > 0, constants are
contained in H*P?, so H*P 4 C = H*P?, and for any c € C, ||f — ¢| oo = | fll gre.n-

3.2. Representation of heat solutions. We prove here Theorem 1.1. In Corol-
lary 3.4, we started from an element of H*? and described in which range of ex-
ponents this is equivalent to the gradient of its heat extension being in a weighted
tent space. The question is now whether all heat solutions are of this form. We
prove this is true in some (different) range of exponents, by establishing a trace
result followed by a representation via heat semigroup.

Proposition 3.5 (Representation of heat solutions). Let s > —1 and ﬁ <p<

0. Let u be a distributional solution to the heat equation on ]Rf'" with Vu € Tf/Q.
Then there exists a unique ug € . so that u(t) = e'®uq for all t > 0.

Remark 3.6. Note that we work in ./, and not just modulo polynomials. This
induces restrictions on s and p in the proof.

Let us start the proof by a lemma on the growth of local L?-norms of functions

with Vu € T7,,.



CAUCHY PROBLEM OF LIONS TYPE WITH ROUGH DATA 15

Lemma 3.7. Let s € R and 0 < p < 0co. Let u be in L|20C(]R}~_+”) with Vu € Tf/z'
Then for0 <a<b< oo and R > 1,

b
3.6 // u2§aAsR3n+2(V’Ua2p +u22a )
GO [ o U St I9als , + 0320 moa)

Proof. Poincaré’s inequality yields

/ uff ul S RQ/ |Vul?.
B(0,R) B(0,R) B(0,R)

Here and in the sequel, unspecified measures in the integral are unweighted Lebesgue
measure. One can also easily verify that

B(O,R) B(O,l)
I € we nave

b b
LA Y R S
a JB(0,R) a JB(0,R) B(0,R)
b 2 b
LA S R
a JB(O,R) | JB(0,R) B(0,1) a JB(0,1)
b b
§R2”+2// |Vu|2+R"// Juf®.
a JB(0,R) a JB(0,1)

Then (3.6) follows from the claim that for any R > 1,

b
(3.1 [ [ 190 Sanpe RVl
a JB(O,R) s/2

Let us verify the claim. For 2 < p < oo, [AH23b, Lemma 4.9] implies

b 1/2
H(/ ]i( b1/2)|Vu(t7y)2dtdy> Sabs [Vulzr,.
| p

Denote by r the Holder conjugate of p/2, and (3.7) follows from

b b
[ vaes | do [ |Vuttg)Pardy
a JB(O,R) B(0,R+b1/2) a JB(x,b1/2)

2
VUHTf/z-

2

S R/ |Vul.
B(0,R)

2

n
Sabps 7

For 0 < p <2, (3.7) follows by [AH23b, Lemma 4.8] as

b
I o T Sas 9,
a )

This completes the proof. ([l

Proof of Proposition 3.5. The conclusion holds from applying [AH23a, Theorem
1.1]. Let us verify the size condition and the uniform control condition there.
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Recall that u is smooth. Lemma 3.7 implies that for 0 < a < b < oo, there exists
v € (0,1/4) so that for any R > 0,

1/2
b 2 < ’YRQ
|u| ~a,b,y €XP )
a JBO,R) b—a

which is exactly the size condition. For the uniform control condition, we show
that there exists N > 0 so that for any ¢ € C(R"),

(3.8) sup [(u(t), 8)| < Pr(@) (IVulzs, + lull 2 20, ) -

0<t<1/2

where Py (¢) is defined in the proof of Theorem 3.2. To thisend, fix 0 <t < 1/2 <
1<t <2and ¢ € CP(R"™). Note that

2 2 oo 2
< .
[ MCCEY A ISNCIEES Sy Ay R

Denote by I the k-th term for k > 0. For k = 0, we have

I S llullz2((1,2)x B(0,1)) Po(9)-
For k > 1, using (3.6), we get

2 1/2 2
me () (L)

S 2D (|Vullgr + Julzaaxs01))  swp o)
: 2k—1<|z|<2¥

1/2

<272, (0) (IVullr

v, + ||UHL2((1,2)><B(O,1)))

for some N7 > 0. We hence obtain
2
[ udiel P @) (190, + o o) -
Next, we claim that there exists Ny > 0 so that
2
(3.9) | [ 1vulivel S Pra@) Vs,

Then (3.8) follows by using the mean-value inequality in time and the equation for
u. Indeed, pick N > max{Ny, No}, and we get

(), )] < f |<u<t’),<z>>\dt'+]f (), 6) — (u(t), )| dF

< ][12|<u(t'),¢>dt'+/02 /}R [Vul|[Vl

S Pn(9) (HVU\|T5/2 + ||u||L2((1,2)><B(0,1)))

as desired.
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Let us verify (3.9). We use duality of tent spaces. Let s > —1. For 1 < p < o0,
pick No > n/p’ 4+ 1 and we get

2 1/2 o\ VP
1102 Vo 5( / t‘?dt) / ( sup |v¢<y>|) dn
—s/2 0 n \ yeB(zx,2)

’ ’

< ([ (s wwow) a) <P

yEB(z,2)

For —%= <p<1,ie,s+1—n[p1] >0, we have

n+s+1
11(0,2)Vbll7== S IVolleo < Py (6)-

—e/2,(p1]) ™
This proves (3.9) and hence completes the proof. |
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assertion (i) has been shown in Corollary 3.4. For (ii), the

existence of ug € .’ comes from Proposition 3.5. Corollary 3.4 and Proposition 3.1
show the desired properties (1) and (2). O

4. BASIC FACTS ABOUT WEAK SOLUTIONS

The goal of the rest of the paper is to study the Cauchy problems

Ou — div(AVu) = div F
(4.1) {u(O) g

where A satisfies (1.2). In this section, we review the definition of weak solutions,
prove a priori energy inequalities, and recall elements of the L2-theory. Denote by
W12 the inhomogeneous Sobolev space with the norm || f||y1.2 := || f|l2 + ||V f]|2-

Definition 4.1 (Weak solutions). Let 0 < a < b < 0o, Q be an open subset of R,
and @ := (a,b) x Q. Let f and F be in 2'(Q). A function u € L% _((a, b); I/Vkl)cz(ﬂ))
is called a weak solution to the equation

Ou — div(AVu) = f+div F

with source term f + div F, if for any ¢ € C(Q),

(4.2) - //Qu O + //Q(AVU) Vo= (f,¢)— (F, Vo).

The pairs on the right-hand side are understood as pairings of distributions and
test functions on Q. We say u is a global weak solution if (4.2) holds for Q = R}ﬁ'".

Let a = 0 and ug € 2'(Q2). By the initial condition u(0) = ug, we further impose
that the weak solution u(t) converges to ug in Z'(Q2) as t — 0.

Similarly, there is a corresponding definition of weak solutions for the dual back-

ward equation —0yu — div(A*Vu) = f + div F.

4.1. Energy inequalities. Let us recall without proof a form of the classical Cac-
cioppoli’s inequality.
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Lemma 4.2. Let0 < a < b < oo, B C R"™ be a ball, and f, F be in L?((a,b) x 2B).

Let u € L%((a,b); WY2(2B)) be a weak solution to the equation dyu — div(AVu) =
f+divFE in (a b) x 2B. Then u lies in C([a,b]; L*(B)) with

WO S (rops + 5 ) | 16N

By / 16 am s+ [ NP Eaamy s

Moreover, for any c € (a,b), it holds that

b 9 < 1 b—a b 9
IV(s) ey ds 5 = (14 75 ||u<s>||Lz<zB>ds

r(B)%(
o2 Ed / £ o ds

The implicit constants are independent of a, b, ¢, and B.

HL2(2B) ds.

There is also a corresponding version for weak solutions to the backward equa-
tion. In the sequel, we refer to “Caccioppoli’s inequality” in both cases.

For any (t,z) € RY™, the set W (t,z) = (t,2t) x B(x,t/?) is called a (parabolic)
Whitney cube at (t,x).

Corollary 4.3. Let € R and 0 < p < oo. For any global weak solution u on
]Rf” to Oyu — div(AVu) = f + div F, the a priori energy inequality holds as

(43) IVullzs,, , S lullzz,, + 1Fllzs,, .+ 1]z
The same inequality occurs for global weak solutions to the backward equation.

Proof. When p < oo, using Caccioppoli’s inequality on local Whitney cubes and
the change of aperture property of tent-space norms, we get

2 1/p

. . p/
Vullrr = / / t_zﬁ_ldt][ ][ |Vul? dx
B+1/2 n 0 t/2 J B(x,t1/2)
oo . p/2
/ / t72572dt][ ][ |u)? dx
n 0 t/4 J B(z,2t1/2)
S] t p/2
- / / t—%—ldt][ ][ |FI?)  dx
n \Jo t/4 J B(z,2t1/2)
o} t p/2 /e
- / / t*%dt][ ][ 1712 da
n 0 t/4 J B(z,2t1/2)

F1F s, + 1l

B+1/2

1/p

A

1/p

< llullrg,,

When p = oo, we take a covering of the Carleson boxes (0,7(B)?) x B by local
Whitney cubes and apply Caccioppoli’s inequality on each, noting that the enlarged
local Whitney cubes are contained in (0, 16r(B)?) x 4B with bounded overlapping.
Detailed verification is left to the reader. O
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4.2. L2-theory. In this section, we summarize the L?-theory as a starting point.
The weak solutions are given by Duhamel’s formula and semigroup theory, see
Section 1.1.2 for the definition of operators L and £;. We also define the Lions’
operator Rf/Q : LA(RAT™) — L2 (RY™™) by the L2-valued Bochner integrals (where
L? denotes L?(R™))

t
(4.4) RIL/2(F)(t) = / e" =9 div F(s)ds, Vt>0.
0

Proposition 4.4 (L?-theory). Let ug € L? and F € LQ(Rf‘"). Then there exists
a unique global weak solution u to the Cauchy problem (4.1) with Vu € L2(1R1++").
Moreover,

(i) u belongs to Co([0,00); L?) with the estimate

sup [u(®)l2 + [Vl e S lollz + 1P L2 ggien-
t>0 + +

(ii) (Duhamel’s formula) v = &1, (ug) + RlL/z(F).

Existence originates from the work of J.-L. Lions [Lio57, Théoréme I11.3.1], and
uniqueness in this larger (likely the largest) class is established in [AMP19, Theorem
3.11]. The reader can refer to [AP23, Theorem 2.2] for a detailed survey of different
proofs of this theorem.

This also allows us to obtain several equivalent expressions of these operators,
using different interpretations of the equation. This will come into play when
studying their extensions. Denote by I the identity matrix in Mat,, (C). Define the
operator L1 : L2(RY™) — L2 _((0,00); L?) by the L2-valued Bochner integrals

loc

(4.5) LEHE) = /t e~ f(s)ds, Yt > 0.

0

Corollary 4.5 (Explicit formulae). Let ug € L? and F' € L*(RL™).
(i) Define F := (A — ]I)VRlL/Q(F) + F on RI™. Then

(4.6 Ri(F) =Ry 5 (F) =div Ly 2(F)  in 7/(RL™).

ii) It holds that

(4.7) E1(u0) = £ (o) + RE5((A — )VE_(uo))

(4.8) = E-a(uo) = Ry /3 (A =) VEL (up)).

Proof. First consider (i). Proposition 4.4 says that u := RIL/Z(F) is a global weak
solution to the Cauchy problem

{@u — div(AVu) = div F

)
(

)

©) u(0) =0

with Vu € L*(R}™). We hence infer that F lies in L2(RI™™), and then u :=

Rl_/g‘ (F) is a global weak solution to the Cauchy problem

Oyt — A = div F = div((A — I)Vu) + div F
w(0) =0
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with V& € L2(R}*"). Therefore, w := u — @ is a global weak solution to the
heat equation with null source term and null initial data. Since Vw € L? (]len),
we deduce from uniqueness in Proposition 4.4 for the heat equation that w = 0,
proving the first equality in (4.6). For the last, as Fe L2(]R}~_+"), for a.e. t >0, we
have

t
RIA(F) (1) = /0 =4 diy F(s) ds

t
= div / =2 F(s) ds = div L72(F)(t)
0

in the sense of distributions in R™ and (i) follows.

Next, we consider (ii). Proposition 4.4 asserts that v := £ (up) is the unique
global solution to the homogeneous Cauchy problem
(HC) 0w — div(AVov) =0 7
v(0) = uo

with Vv € L2(R}™"). Meanwhile, as VE_a(ug) € L2(RI™), it also shows that
U= RlL/Q((A —I)VE_a(up)) is a global solution to the Cauchy problem

010 — div(AVD) = div((A —T)VE_a(ug))
7(0)=0

Notice that E_a(ug) + ¥ is a global weak solution to the homogeneous Cauchy
problem (HC) in the same class as €, (ug). Then by uniqueness, we deduce Er,(ug) =
E_a(up) + v as wanted for (4.7).

One can also verify (4.8) via an analogous argument. Details are left to the
reader. This completes the proof. O

5. PROPERTIES OF THE LIONS’ OPERATOR

We provide weak solutions to Lions’ equation (L), as asserted in Theorem 1.6, by
studying properties of the Lions’ operator R1L/2 given by (4.4). We state a general
result here. Proof of the bounded extension is addressed in this section, while that
of trace and continuity properties is in the next one.

5.1. Main properties of the Lions’ operator. We use the the critical exponent
pr(B) defined in (1.8) and (1.9).

Theorem 5.1 (Extension of Rf/Z). Let B > —1 and pr(B8) < p < co. Then
RlL/Q extends to a bounded operator from T§+1/2 to Tgﬂ, also denoted by Rf/Q.

Moreover, the following properties hold for any F € Tg and u := RlL/Q (F).

+1/2
(a) (Regularity) u lies in Tf, , and Vu lies in Tj, , , with
< <
s, SUFley, o IVl . S WFlles,

(b) (Explicit formulae) Define F := (A — ]I)VRlL/Q(F) + F. Then
u="RH(F)=divLy2(F) in 7'(RY™),

where L7 is defined in (4.5).
(¢) u is a global weak solution to the equation Oyu — div(AVu) = div F.
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(d) (Continuity and trace) u € C([0,00);.") with u(0) = 0.
When t — 0, the convergence occurs in the following spaces shown in
Table 1, with arbitrary parameters 6 > 0, q € [p,00], and s € [—1,28 + 1],
and a fized one r = % > 1.

TABLE 1. Spaces for convergence of RlL/2(F) (t) ast — 0.

Conditions pL(f)<p<2 2<p< o0
B 1 _
B> -1/2 ffp< B
Lr if1<p<2
H-'7 fp<i1
—1<B<-1/2 (" ifps By
H?  ifl<p<?

Consequently, u is a global weak solution to the Lions’ equation (L).

We provide the proof of (a) in this section, and the proof of (b), (c), and (d) is
deferred to Section 6. Let us first give some remarks.

Remark 5.2. Property (d) allows us to make sense of u(t) for any ¢ > 0 in ..
Besides, when > —1/2 and pr(8) < p < 1, we also have trace in LP, but this
topology is not compatible with that of ., so one cannot identify the limits.

Remark 5.3 (Whitney trace). When 8 > —1/2, there is another notion of trace
(valid for any function u € T’ g 41 for 0 < p < o0) in the sense of taking the limit
of averages on Whitney cubes as t — 0 for a.e. © € R™. More precisely, when
B> —1/2, for a.e. x € R"™, we have

1/2
. 2 .
Jlim. (fw(m) (s, )| dsdy> 0.

The reader can refer to [AH23b, Lemma 5.3] for the proof.

Remark 5.4. We mention that the bounded extension of RlL/Q on tent spaces T
was studied in [AMP19, Proposition 2.12]. It was claimed there that Rfm extends

to a bounded operator from 7} to the Kenig—Pipher space X? for 0 < p < .
However, the proof has a gap and we do not know if their full conclusion is correct.
Yet, as T7 /2 embeds into XP, our Theorem 5.1 ensures that their proposition is still
valid in some range of p, which in fact covers the usage of this proposition (only
when L = —A or p = 2) in that paper.

Remark 5.5. As we shall see in Section 6, the proofs of (b), (c¢), and (d) work for

any § > —1 and #/m < p < oo, for which the operators RE are bounded from
T§+1/2 to T5+1/2+n for k = 0,1/2 (RY is defined right below).

We prove Theorem 5.1 (a) using the following two lemmas requiring different
methods. Define the operator R : L1((0,00); W??) — L2 ((0,00); L?) by the L*-
valued Bochner integrals

t
(5.1) RE(F)(t) ::/ Ve ¢ =9L div F(s)ds, ¥t > 0.
0
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We also use pr,(8) defined in (1.7) and set
~b oy . ng4 (L*)'
pr(B) = n+2(8+ 1)q+(L*)'.

Lemma 5.6. Let 3 > —1 and p;(B) < p < co. The operator Rf/Q (resp. RE)
extends to a bounded operator from T§+1/2 to T§,, (resp. Tgﬂ/z), also denoted by
’RlL/z (resp. RE).

Lemma 5.7. (i) Suppose p_(L) > 1. Then the properties of RlL/Q and RE in
Lemma 5.6 are also valid for 8> —1/2 and pr(B) < p < 0.
(ii) Suppose p_(L) < 1. Then the properties of RlL/z and RY in Lemma 5.6
are also valid for 8> B(L) and pr(B) <p < 1.

The proofs are provided in Sections 5.2 and 5.3, respectively. Let us first show
that given these two lemmas, Theorem 5.1 (a) holds.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (a) assuming Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7. Boundedness of Rf/Q and
RYE comes from interpolation of tent spaces, thanks to Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7. The
number pr,(8) is exactly designed for this interpolation argument. Using Propo-
sition 5.8 (iii), the equality VRf/Q(F) = RE(F) in 2/(RY™) extends to all F €
T§+1/2 by density (or weak*-density if p = 00), so the estimate of VRlL/Q (F) fol-
lows. O

We begin to verify the lemmas. An important tool for the proof of both lemmas
is that the semigroup (e~'") satisfies the LP — LY off-diagonal estimates, see [Aus07,
Proposition 3.15]. More precisely, for max{p_(L),1} < p < g < p+(L), there are
constants ¢, C' > 0 so that for any t > 0, E, F C R"™ as Borel sets, and f € L2N L?,

. dist(E, F)?
||ILEe_tLIlFf||q < Ct—S[WI] exp (—Cls(t’)) H]lFfHP'

The same also holds for the family (t'/2Ve=*), ¢ if replacing p+ (L) by ¢+ (L).
5.2. Proof of Lemma 5.6.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. Tt is a direct consequence of [AH23b, Proposition 3.3 & Corol-
lary 3.5]. The assumptions there are verified in Proposition 5.8 just below. O

Proposition 5.8 (SIO properties of RlL/Q and REY). Let p > —1.

(i) The operator RlL/z given by (4.4) belongs to SIOY?T when g+(L*) < ¢ <

2,q,00

p+(L). It is bounded from L%H/Z(Rfm) to L%H(]Rf”),

(ii) The operator RE given by (5.1) extends to an operator (also denoted by RE )
in SIngq’OO for q(L*) < q < q+(L) that is bounded on L?i+1/2 RI™).

(i) For any F € L%+1/2(Rf”),

VR{)5(F) =R§(F) in Z'(R}™).

Proof. For (i), the off-diagonal estimates of (t'/2Ve~*L"),- imply that the function

(t,s) = Lgay(t,s)Ve DL lies in SK;{;OO for max{q_(L*),1} < g < q4+(L*)

by definition of this class. Using duality of singular kernels (see [AH23b, Corollary
2.5]), we get that the kernel of RlL/Q, Kio(t,s) = 1y a(t, s)e~ (=)L div belongs
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to SK;/ZOO for g4 (L*) < ¢ < max{q_(L*),1} = p(L). Applying [AH23b, Lemma
2.6] yields that RIL/Q is bounded from L% R to L%_,_l(Rf'") as f+1/2 >
—1/2. This proves (i).

For (ii), we construct the extension as follows. Define the operator £y from
L2((0,00); D(L)) to L2((0,00); L?) by the L2-valued Bochner integrals

loc

+1/2

t

Lo(f)(t) = / Le=t=9Lf(s)ds, vt > 0.
0

De Simon’s theorem states £y extends to a bounded operator Ly on LQ(IRf”)

[dS64]. Moreover, [AA11, Theorem 1.3] shows that £ is bounded on L? (RLT™)

B+1/2
for any 8 > —1, and [AMP19, Proposition 2.5] reveals
RE(F)=VL V2L, L7 Y2 div F

for any F € L'((0,00); W??2). Recall that VL~'/2 and L~'/?div are bounded on

L? (see [AHL*02]), so we define the bounded extension of R{ on L%H/Q(Rf‘”) by

RE = VL YV2L,L7 12 div.

Next, let us verify that its kernel Ko(t,s) := Ly (2, 5)Ve~ (=9)L" div belongs

to SKg’%oo for ¢+ (L*) < g < g+(L). Indeed, it can be written as

Ko(t,s) = Lipsg(t,s)Ve 2000 (2, s)e ™2 (79T div,

where (t,s) — ll{t>s}(t,s)e_%(t_s)L div lies in SK;{;OO for ¢+ (L*) < q < p4(L),
and (t,s) = L4 (t, 5)Ve~2(t=9)L Jies in SK;{;OO for max{q_(L),1} < q¢ < q+(L).
Hence, we obtain K, € SKg,qm for g+ (L*) < q < ¢4+(L) by composition.

Finally, for the representation, we have to show that for any F € L2 (]Rf”) and
a.e. (t,z) € (RYT"\ n(F)),

(5.2) RE(F)(t,z) = /0 (Ve =9I div F(s))(x) ds.

The proof of (5.2), as well as the identity in (iii) follows by a verbatim adaptation
of [AH23b, Lemma 5.1]. Details are left to the reader. O

5.3. Proof of Lemma 5.7. It consists of two parts. For p > 1, we argue by duality.
For p < 1, in the spirit of [AP23, Theorem 3.2], we use atomic decomposition in
weighted tent spaces. Recall that for 0 < p < 1, a measurable function a on I[{f"
is called a T§-atom, if there exists a ball B C R™ so that supp(a) C [0,7(B)?] x B,
and

lall 3ty < |BI702

Such a ball B is said to be associated to a. Write r := r(B), Cy := 2B, and
C;:=2/T'B\ 2/B for j > 1. For j > 4, define

MY = (0,(2°1)?] x C;
MP = ((2°r)%, (271)%) x Oy
M®P = [(277)2, (27+1r)?) x 271 B,

The next lemma shows molecular decay for RlL 2 acting on atoms.
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Lemma 5.9 (Molecular decay when p_(L) > 1). Assume p_(L) > 1. Let § >
—1/2, 0 < p <1, and p_(L) < q < 2. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending
on L and q, so that for any T/‘?H/z—atom a with an associated ball B C R"™, the

following estimates hold for u := RlL/Q(a) and any j > 4,

(5.3) Hu||L2 ) < ginlp2lg—e2 |9i+1 g|i2:0]

(5.4) HuHL2 (@) S < 9- ](2,3+1+nq1))|2]+1B| |

(5.5) Jull o) < 973@B+14nlap))|gi+1 p(2.7)
B+1 J

The implicit constants are independent of j and B.

Proof. Note that since a € LﬁH/Q(]Rf”), Proposition 5.8 (i) ensures that u :=
R1/2( a) lies in L%H(]Rf'"), and for a.e. (t,2) € RY™™,

u(t, ) = /0 (e~ =)L div a(s))(z) ds.

This allows us to use duality to get estimates of u(t) for a.e. ¢ > 0. To this end, we
fix ¢ € C°(R™) and set v;(s,y) := (e~ =L @) (y). We get

9) —/Ot/na(syy»wt(s,y)dsdy.

Using the properties of a and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

min{r?,t} 1/2
(5.6) [(u(t), ¢)| < |B|[2’p] (/ / 52B+1|Vvt(s,y)|2dsdy> .
0 B

The first inequality (5.3) follows from the estimate

c(29r)2
t

(5.7) lu(®)l 20y S |BIBPET e 0<t<(2r)?

by integrating the square of both sides over 0 < ¢ < (23r)2. To prove (5.7), one
applies (5.6) for ¢ € C(R") and supp(¢) C C;. The L?—L? off-diagonal estimates
of (t/2VetL") yield that there exists ¢; > 0 only depending on L so that for any
c€ (0,¢1),

t (29 2
/ / S Wy (5, y) 2 dsdy S 2P e~ "5 g 2.
0 B

Thus, one obtains (5.7).
The second inequality (5.4) is obtained similarly from

_ c(Zj 'r)2
t

[u(t)l|z2(c,) S 1B|l0rlr2o 1= 52aTe (28r)2 < t < (291)2.

To this end, we use again (5.6) for ¢ € C°(R") and supp(¢) C C;. Note that v, is
a weak solution to the backward equation —0,v — div(A*Vv) = 0 on (—o0,t) x R™.
As 8> —1/2, we infer from Caccioppoli’s inequality (cf Lemma 4.2) that

2
/ /382[3—&-1|ve—(t—s)L ( )|2dsdy< 2,6—}-1/ / \Ve_(t s)L* (y)|2dsdy
0

272
[ e o) P dsay,
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Using Hélder’s inequality and L2 — LY off-diagonal estimates of (L"), we get
co > 0, depending on L and ¢, so that for any ¢ € (0, ¢2),

IL2pe™ "9 g)l2 S IBI[Q"”]II]lzBe*“*S)L*cbll

< |B| 2,¢'14— 32,4 < ||¢||2
Hence, if ||@[|2 = 1, then plugging the above estimates in (5.6) implies

7,,2
(@) < (BR[| 2190 P dsay
0

2r2 3
Sr4 [ tape I gl ds 5 BP0l
0
as desired.
The third inequality (5.5) follows from a similar argument as that of (5.4) with
the same constant cy. Details are left to the reader. The assertions hence hold for
0 < ¢ < min{¢y, c2}, which only depends on L and gq. O

When p_(L) < 1, we have even better decay for all § > —1, using pointwise
estimates and Holder continuity of weak solutions to the backward equation.

Corollary 5.10 (Molecular decay When p—(L) < 1). Suppose p_(L) < 1. Let
B>-1,0<p<1,and0<n< n( (L) —1). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 only
depending on L, so that for any TB+1/2 -atom a with an associated ball B C R"™, the
following estimates hold for u := R1/2( a) and any j > 4,

y 27 .
||u||L%+1(M;1)) < 9in[p,2] ,—c2™ |23+1B|[2,p]7

||u||L2 (@) S < 97i@8+14n—nlp.1]) |97 +1 g|[2.p]

”“”L? L) S < 97928+ 4n—nlp.1])|9j+1 |22
The implicit constants are independent of j and B.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 as the constant given by the L? — L? off-diagonal estimates of
(tl/ 2Ve_tL*), which only depends on L. The first inequality is the same as in
Lemma 5.9. We only need to show the second, and the third follows analogously.
The second inequality is also obtained by integrating the square of

(5.8)  Nu®)llr2c,) < 1B
To prove it, we use (5.6) again for ¢ € C°(R™) with ||¢|l2 = 1 and supp(¢) C
Cj. When p_(L) < 1, we know from [AE23, Chapter 14] that (e=*F") satisfies
L? — L off- diagonal estimates, and it is uniformly bounded from L? to A" for
0<n< n(p @~ 1), where A" is the homogeneous n-Holder space. In particular,

c(29r)?

(2.0l 5 +2B414my— (54 D) o= =57 (9372 < ¢ < (277)2,

vi(s,y) == (e~ =)L $)(y) has pointwise values. Set (s, y) := v¢(s,y) — v,(0,0).
Write v:(s,y) = (ve(s,y) — ve(s,0)) + (ve(s,0) — v(0,0)) and we estimate each
term separately. For the first term, we use Holder continuity. For the second, we
write it as [; (L*e~(#=L"$)(0) dr and use L? — L boundedness of (tL*e~*%"). In
summary, as dist(supp(¢), B) ~ 27r, we obtain that for any 0 < n < n(rl(L) - 1),

n) c(29r)?
e

(5.9) sup |vi(s,y)| St =gl

0<s<2r2,yc2B
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By analyticity of the semigroup again, one finds that d,v:(s, y) satisfies the similar
estimate with an extra factor (t —s)™t ~¢71.

Let x be in C*([0, 00)) with supp(x) C [0,2r?],0< x <1, x =1 on [0,7?], and
X' |lec < 772, Using integration by parts in variable s, we get

3
/ / (Vo (s, y) 262+ dsdy < /2 / 8) |V (s, y) 252 dsdy

%
</ /B XI5, 9) 25272 dsdy

3,2
+/ / X(8)[V (s, 9)|[VOs0: (s, )| 72 dsdy =: I + I.
0 B

For I, note that v; is also a weak solution to the backward equation —Osv —
div(A*Vv) = 0 on (—oo,t) x R™. As |x/| < 772 and 28 +2 > 0, we get from
Caccioppoli’s inequality and (5. 9) that

5 2r?
I <r4ﬂ+2/ / |V | <r4ﬂ/ / bAR

2(‘(2 i )2

S | Bttt (e 13-
For I, using again Caccioppoli’s inequality and the above estimate for 9,v:(s,y),
we find
3
o
IS 7"4[”4/ / VO, * < r4ﬁ+2/ / |05 |
< | B|pAftat = (54140, —2e@n)? 1]12.
Gathering these estimates, we easily obtain (5.8). O

Proof of Lemma 5.7. We begin with (i) and split the discussion into two cases.

Case 1: max{pr(8),1} < p < co. First consider RlL/2 By density (or weak*-density
when p = 00), it suffices to show that for any F' € T 6+1/2 NL2RIT™),

(5.10) IRE o (F)llzz, , S I Fllze

To prove it, we use duality. Fix ¢ € C° (]RH") and Fubini’s theorem ensures that

R P Sirey = [ [ Pl ([T TG00 ) asay

Define

Tgiay2

v(s,y) ::/ e =L o (t) dt.
As 1 < p’ < oo, by duality of tent spaces, (5.10) follows the claim
5.11 Vol| S »
G.11) R

(B+1)

Indeed, observe that v € L|OC((O,oo);W1’C2) is a weak solution to the backward

lo

equation —dsv — div(A*Vv) = ¢ on R'™". Applying Corollary 4.3 leads to
v S o T o
1901, foll s, + 6l

([3+ /2)
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As we assume p_(L) > 1, we claim that for 8 > —1/2 and 0 < p’ < o0,
H’UHT{/E S H(ZS”Tf/B,l‘

Namely, apply the results in [AH23b]: first, the operator ¢ — v lies in SIO%:LOO

for max{p_(L*),1} < ¢ < p+(L*) by (4.14) and Proposition 2.11, then apply
Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.6. This, together with the previous inequality,
proves the claim (5.11). The bounded extension of R 2 hence follows.

Next, consider RY. Fix F € Ti,, o N L2(R™™). Proposition 5.8 (iii) says
RE(F) = VRlL/z (F) in L*(RY™). Meanwhile, by Proposition 4.4, u = R1L/2 (F) is

a global weak solution to the equation 0;u—div(AVw) = div F. Applying Corollary

4.3 and (5.10) yields that for any F € Tj,, , N L*(R{™),
HR€UﬂH¢;U2=HVR£qGWHg;UQSHRbﬂP3MgH++HWpQU2SHFWWHQ-

Then the bounded extension of RY follows by density.

Case 2: pr(8) < p < 1. Note that by definition of 8(L) (cf. (1.6)), this case only
occurs when 3 > B(L). We first consider the extension of R¥ /- Thanks to [AH23Db,

Lemma 3.2], it is enough to show RlL/2 is uniformly bounded on Tg ,-atoms.

+1/

Let us verify this. Let a be a Tg+1/2—at0m, B C R"™ be a ball associated to a,
and u := R{,(a). Denote by Qo := (0,(2°r(B))?) x 2°B. As f+1/2 > ~1/2,
Proposition 5.8 (i) implies

3 (2,
(5.12) ||u|\L%+1(QO) < ||a||L§+1/2(1R}j") < |2°B|27l,
Pick ¢ < 2 sufficiently close to p_ (L) so that
np—(L) - ng

n+ 28+ 1)p_(L) n+(28+1)qg
As 8> B(L) > —1/2, we may apply Lemma 5.9 as well as the estimates given by
(5.12) to get

(5.13) <p<1

HUHZY)‘EH <1+ ZQ—jP(23+1+n[q>P]) <C
j>4
for some constant C' < oo by (5.13). The assertion hence holds in this case.
Next, we consider the bounded extension of REY. In fact, one can apply Cacciop-
poli’s inequality as in Corollary 4.3 to establish the same molecular decay estimates

as in Lemma 5.9 for Vu in L%H/Q(M;i)) (1 <i < 3). Meanwhile, using Proposition
5.8 (ii), one can also get as an alternative of (5.12)

< < 123 B|[2.7]
|VU‘||LI23+1/2(Q0) ~ ||a||Lg+1/2(Ri+") ~ |2 Bl .

It is then enough to repeat the above computation. Details are left to the reader.
This proves (i).

To prove (ii), as p < 1, we can use the argument in Case 2, using (5.12) directly
and replacing the estimates of Lemma 5.9 by those in Corollary 5.10. Picking > 0
sufficiently close to n(p%(L) — 1) so that

np_(L) < n <
n+(28+1)p_(L) n+28+1+n

p<1,
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we obtain some constant C' < 0o so that

Hqu%g+1 <1+ Zz—jp(26+1+n—n[p,1]) <C.
§>4

This proves bounded extension of RIL o

Bounded extension of RE follows by the same argument as in the above Case 2,
using Corollary 5.10. This completes the proof. (I

6. TRACES AND CONTINUITY

In this section, we first prove Theorem 5.1 (b), (c), and (d), and then obtain a
trace for arbitrary weak solutions with gradient controlled in weighted tent spaces
in the largest possible range of exponents 8 and p (as it is the same as the one for

L=-A).

Proof of Theorem 5.1, (b) and (c). First, Corollary 4.5 (i) says that (b) holds for

I e Tg +172 0 L? (R}f"). Also note that all the operators involved have bounded

extensions to T§+1/z~ Indeed, for RlL/Q, VRlL/Q, and R;/%, it has been shown in (a);
and we invoke [AH23b, Theorem 4.2] to get boundedness of £;* from T§+1/2 to
Tg 3/ We conclude by density (or weak*-density if p = 00), since all the weighted
tent spaces embed into L2 (R}™), hence into 2'(R}™).

loc
For (c¢), we infer from (a) that for any F' € T% both u = RlL/Q(F) and Vu lie

B+1/2

in L2 (RY™), so u € L2 _((0,00); W,.?). Recall that Proposition 4.4 says for any
F e T§+1/2 N L*(RY™), u is a global weak solution to dyu — div(AVu) = div F.
The same density argument concludes the verification for any F € T? O

B+1/2°
To prove (d), we need a lemma allowing us to reduce the proof to the case p > 1.

Lemma 6.1. Let f > —1 and pr(B) < p < 1. There exist Sy > —1 and

max{pr(Bo), 1} < po < 2 so that T§+1/2 embeds into Tg§+1/2‘

Proof. The crucial point is the embedding theorem for weighted tent spaces, recalled
in Section 2.2. In parabolic scaling it asserts that Tg+1/2 embeds into ng’+1/2 if
Bo < B, p < po, andZBO—&-l—pﬂO:ZB—l—l—%. Let v < 8 be the number so that
2v+1—-n=20+1- %. We claim that v > —1 and pr(y) < 1. If it holds, then
by perturbation, we can take By > —1 sufficiently close to v and the corresponding
po > 1. The claim is elementary using the definitions of the exponents in the
introduction but we provide an argument for the sake of completeness.
By definition (see also Figure 1), we already observe that:
() BL) > —1/2 = p_(L) > 1;
(ii) pr(B) < pL(B), and the equality holds if and only if 8 > min{S(L), —1/2}.
This implies
B>—-1land p(0) <1< 5> B(L).
Indeed, if the right-hand side holds, then 8 > B8(L) > —1 and pr(8) = pr(8) <
pr(B(L)) = 1. Conversely, assume the left-hand side. When p_(L) < 1, pr(8) < 1
implies 8 > B(L). When p_(L) > 1, by construction, pr(8) < 1 implies 8 >
—1/2 = min{B(L), —1/2}, so pr(B) = pr(8) < 1. We thus infer 8 > 5(L).
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It remains to verify that v > B(L). Remark that for any § > —1 and r > 0,

np_(L) n n
> —20+1——>———.
n+ (26 +1)p—(L) r = p—(L)
np_ (L n n
As 7n+(25pﬂ() ) @ < pr(B) <p<1l,wehave 2y+1—-n=28+1-— 5> o
By definition of 3(L), this exactly says v > B(L) as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (d). We first show that u € C((0,00);."). Since w lies in
L2 _((0,00); W,b2), using the equation (by (c)), we get dyu € L2 _((0,00); I/Vk:c1 %).

Next, fixt > 0, ¢ € ., and pick a,bsothat 0 < a <t <b. Asp > pL(8) >
one can infer from the proof of (3.9) in Proposition 3.5 that

(6.1) T @nyVolirz,, )y Sab Py (9)

for some sufficiently large N > 0, where Py is the semi-norm on .¥ given by (3.5).
Then for s € (a,t), we apply the equation to get

= n+2[3+2’

t
[(u(t) —uls), o)l < | | (Orulr), g)dr
/ [ avuws+ [ [ 1eivel
< (L Valler,, o Fllrz,, )Px(6).
For p < oo, this proves the continuity as desired, since both |14 Vul/» and

B+1/2
||]l(s,t)F||T§+1/2 tend to 0 as s = ¢. For p = 0o, we need finer estimates. Note that

in this case, (6.1) can be refined as

t 1/2
TR 5(/ T-@ﬂ“)m) Pr(o).

(B+1/2)

Repeating the above computation yields

t 1/2
<u<t>—u<s>,¢>|s( / rW*”dT) (IVullrss, , + IFllrs:, )P (6),

which also converges to 0 as s — ¢.
Next, we consider the trace. We split the discussion in 4 cases.

Case 1: B > —1 and 2 < p < oo. We use the formula in (b). Write F :=
(A—I)Vu+F so that u = div L7 2 (F). Since F € T 541/2> We invoke [AH23Db, Theo-

rem 4.2(e)] to get that LTA(F)(t) tends to 0 in Elast — 0,s0u(t) = div LTA(F)(®)
tends to 0 in E5 Tast— 0.

Case 2: —1 < 8 < —1/2 and max{p(8),1} < p < 2. By interpolation of Hardy—
Sobolev spaces, it is enough to show that u(t) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0 in H?/+1P and

For H='? we also apply the formula in (b). Again, as F e T§+1/2, [AH23Db,

Theorem 4. 2( )] says that £ A(F)(t) tends to 0 in LP when ¢ — 0, so u(t) tends
to 0in W=1? = 0~ 1’paustﬁo
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For H?P+1LP  we first claim that for any ¢ > 0,

(6.2) [u)l g1 S ||1(0 t FHT

B+1/2°

If it holds, then it is clear that w(t) tends to 0 in H2Pt1P as t — 0, since
||IL((M)F||T§+1/2 tends to 0 as ¢ — 0.
Let us prove the claim (6.2) by duality. Fix ¢ € #. Define

9(s,2) = Liyepy (5)Ve 7920 (z).
Observe that
(6.3) ||9||Tp’ S el g-cesn .-
—(B+1/2)

Indeed, for pr(8) < p < 2, we have

t p'/2 1/p'
gl <5+1/z>§</ﬁ (/0 M(IVe(tS)A<p|2)(x)52ﬁ+1ds> dx> ,

where M is the Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator on R™. By Minkowski’s in-
equality and boundedness of M on LP/2| we further have

t 1/2
||gHTp/ 5 (/ ”ve(tiS)Angfﬂ 325+1ds)
Zr1/2) 0
t 1/2
S </O (t =) 2P ol aprnr 2ﬂ+1d8> S lellg-csne

proving (6.3). Here, as 0 < —(28 + 1) < 1, the second inequality comes by in-
terpolating the boundedness of (¢2) on H'?' (see Proposition 3.1) and that of
(t/2Vet?) on L¥' ~ HOP' For p = 2, the same interpolation argument also yields

t 1/2
l9ll2 ( / IVel= 2013 s”“ds) S el -asinea-
0

This shows (6.3). Then we apply the formula (b), duality of tent spaces, and the
estimate (6.3) to get

(ult), )] = [(div £72 |<// F(s, 2)[[Ve =92 o(2)| dsda

< 100 Flzg ||g||Tg'w . S0Pl

B+1/2 B+1/2||()0||H*(213+1).p’~

Therefore, the claim (6.2) follows since for any ¢ > 0,

()l 2410 = sup [(u(t), )] S Lo, Fllrz
©

B+1/2’

where the supremum is taken among ¢ € .7 with ||| j—2p+1).,» = 1, noting that
S is dense in H~(ATD2",
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Case 3: —1 < 8 < —1/2 and pr(8) < p < 1. We use embedding of tent spaces.
Pick -1 < By < B < 71/2 and max{pr,(8o),1} < pp < 2 as in Lemma 6.1 so that
T 541/2 embeds into T Bo+1/2" In particular, as F' € T 411720 We have F' € T Bot1/20

for which we get back to Case 2. Hence, u(t) tends to 0 as ¢t — 0 in H?2Pot1po and
therefore in H~1" by Sobolev embedding and definition of r.

Case 4: > —1/2 and pr(B) < p < 2. Lemma 4.2 yields

p/2
U t,y)|* dy dx
(o)l /(ﬁw)u ) )
p/2 " p/2
/ ][][ fuf? d:c—i—/ / ][ P2 de
R \Jt/2 J Bz, %) n \Jt/2 J Bz, %)

When f = —1/2, Since u € Tf/Q and F € T}, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

theorem yields the integrals on the right-hand side tend to 0 as ¢ — 0. Thus, u(t)
tends to 0 in LP as t — 0. When 8 > —1/2, the right-hand side can be controlled
by 751’([3“‘1/2)(||uHT§+1 + ||F|l7» )P, which also tends to 0 as t — 0 as 8 > —1/2.

B+1/2

It remains to prove that for 5 > —1/2 and pr(8) < p < 1, u(t) tends to 0 in
', because in this case, L? does not embed into .¥/. To this end, we also use
embedding of tent spaces. Pick fy € (—1,5] and pg > 1 as defined in Lemma 6.1,
soF e T " +1/2- Then we apply the above discussion to get u(t) tends to 0 as t — 0

in LPo if ﬁg > —1/2, orin H V" if —1 < By < —1/2, see Case 2. But both spaces
of course embed into .#’/. We hence obtain the trace in .’ as desired.
This completes the proof. O

As an application, we establish distributional traces for weak solutions to the
equation dyu — div(AVu) = 0, which is useful when studying uniqueness.

Proposition 6.2 (Trace). Let § > —1 and < p < oo Let u be a global

_n_
n+25+2

weak solution to Opu —div(AVu) = 0 with Vu € T% Then there exists a unique

p+1/2°
ug € " such that u(t) converges to ug in ' ast — 0, and
(6.4) u=E_a(up) + R1/2 ((A-T)Vu).

In addition,

(i) If B 20 and 755
(ii) If =1 < B < 0, then there exist g € H*T%P and ¢ € C so that ug = g + c
with

< p < 00, then ug is a constant.

9l 2010 S [Vl -

Proof. Note that ﬁ[m = p_a(B), so by Theorem 5.1 (a), as Vu € T we

get Rl/g((A D)Vu) € Tf,, and VRD%((A ~DVu) € T4, , .

5.1 (d) says that R1/2((A I)Vu)(t) vanishes in . as t — 0.
Define 7 € L2 ((0,00); W) by

loc

Ui=u— Rl_/g((A —I)Vu).

B+1/27
Besides, Theorem

Observe that @ is a global weak (hence distributional) solution to the heat equation

with Vu € T 5412 Then we invoke Proposition 3.5 to get ug € &’ so that u =
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E_a(up), which proves (6.4) and also implies that u(t) converges to ug in .’ as
t — 0. Moreover, Theorem 1.1 (ii) says that uo has the properties asserted in (i)
and (ii). This completes the proof. O

7. HOMOGENEOUS CAUCHY PROBLEM

This section is devoted to investigating existence of global weak solutions to the
homogeneous Cauchy problem (HC), where vy lies in H2?+1? with —1 < 8 < 0, as
asserted in Theorem 1.3.

Before stating our results, let us first briefly revisit the heat equation. For any
vy € .7/, the heat extension of vy, £_a(vy) € C®(RI™™) is a global weak (hence
classical) solution to the heat equation with initial data vy. We established a
series of estimates on boundedness of the heat extension on H*?, cf. Proposition
3.1, Theorem 3.2, and Corollary 3.4, with the correspondence s = 25 + 1. For
general L, we cannot start from tempered distributions, and our weak solutions
will be constructed by extending &£, (as defined in (1.3) on L?) to H?*+1?. When
L = —A, both approaches are consistent.

7.1. Main properties of the semigroup solution map. Let us state the main
theorem on extension of £, to H?+1:P of which the existence of the global weak
solution asserted in Theorem 1.3 is a direct consequence.

Theorem 7.1 (Extension of £y, to H2ﬁ+17p)_ Let =1 < <0 and pr(B) < p < .
Then &1, extends to an operator from H*P+1P to L2 ((0,00); T/Vkl)f), also denoted
by £, so that the following properties hold for any vy € H?PT1P qnd v := Er(vo).

(a) (Regularity) Vv belongs to T§+1/2
(7.1) [Vollzs

B+1/2

with equivalence

~ |[voll grzp+1.s-
Moreover, if —1 < 8 < —1/2, then v lies in T§+1 with
IVolls

B+1/2

(7.2)
(b) (Explicit formulae) It holds that
)
)

~ [[vllrz

AR lvoll gr2s+1.p -

(7.3 v=_E_a(vo) = Ri)3((A=T)VE_a(vo))
(7.4 =& alvo) + Ry 5 (A= T)Vw),

where E_a is the heat extension given in Section 3.1, and ’RIL/2,R1_/% are
given by Theorem 5.1.
(¢) (Continuity) v belongs to C([0,00);.") with v(0) = vg.
(d) (Strong continuity) When p_(26+1,L) < p < p+(28+1,L), v also belongs
to C>((0, 00); H?PT1P) 0 Cy ([0, 00); H2PH1P) with
sup [[v(8) || 25410 = [[voll groe1.e-
>0

(e) v is a global weak solution to (HC) with initial data vo.
The proof is deferred to Section 7.3. Let us give some remarks.

Remark 7.2. When > —1/2, the equivalence (7.2) fails: [AH23b, Theorem 4.3]
shows that any weak solution v € T§+1 to the equation 0yv — div(AVv) = 0 must

be zero when p? (8) < p < oo, where p? (3) is given by (1.10).
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For f§ = —1/2, it also fails. An alternative of the equivalence (7.2) can be
achieved with the Kenig—Pipher space XP as

[ollx» = [[Vollrp = llvollze if p—(L) = p-(0,L) <p < o0
[0l xe = [lvollze, if p = o0

[Vollzge = [[vollBMO if p=o0
See [AMP19, Theorem 7.6, Corollary 5.5 & 5.10] and [Zat20, Theorem 7.6].

7.2. L-adapted Hardy—Sobolev spaces. Our main tool is L-adapted Hardy—
Sobolev spaces. We give a brief review, and the reader can refer to [AA18, Chapter
4] and [AE23, §8.2] for details. See also [HYNVW17, Chapter 10] for definitions
and basic facts of sectorial operators and H °°-calculus.

Denote by S the set {z € C\ {0} : |arg(2)| < p} for 0 < p < 7. The class
\IJQ(S:[) consists of holomorphic functions v : S,‘f — C fulfilling that for any o € R,
there exists a constant C' > 0 so that

[Y(2)] < CJ2°.

The class H>°(S;) consists of bounded holomorphic functions on S} .

It is well-known that L is a sectorial operator of angle w for some w € [0,7/2)
and has bounded H*(S/})-calculus for any u € (w, 7). For any ¢ € H®(S}),
define the operator Q. 1, : L? — L>((0,00); L?) by

Qu,r(f)(t) := ¥(tL)f.
Note that for ¢(z) = e™%, Qy 1, identifies with &r.

Definition 7.3 (L-adapted Hardy—Sobolev spaces). Let s € R, 0 < p < o0, and
w < p < w. Let 9 be a non-zero function in HOO(S:‘). The L-adapted Hardy—

Sobolev space H}", consists of f € L? so that Qy 1(f) lies in T(’;H)/QﬂLf/Q(Rf”),

equipped with the (quasi-)norm
[ fllegn, == 11Qu.L(Hllr

P .
(s+1)/2

A priori, this space depends on the choice of 1. For each (s, p), there is a subclass
of bounded holomorphic functions, called admissible functions for Hy?, for which
the spaces leL’)pw agree as sets with mutually equivalent (quasi-)norms. We denote
that space by Hy”. All non-zero ¢ € W(S,F) are admissible functions for H7".
See [AE23, §8.2] for some explicit classes of admissible functions for H}”. For
example, ¥(z) = e~ % is admissible for p < 2 and s < 0.

The spaces H}” are not complete for the defining (quasi-)norms. Aside from
abstract completion, we are interested in realizing the completion as a subspace
of tempered distributions. The next result provides a range of (s,p), called the
identification range, within which a completion in fact equals to H*?. When 0 <
s < 1, sharpness of this range is shown in [AE23, §19.1]. We describe the range for
—1 < s <0, and also exhibit a possible extra range where a completion exists in
H*? without knowing equality. This fact will be useful when we come to uniqueness.

We call identification range of L the set

LﬁL = {(8,p) € [_17 1] X (0,00) : p*(va) <p <p+(va)}
Proposition 7.4 (Completion of H}?). Let —1 <s <1 and 0 < p < cc.



34 PASCAL AUSCHER AND HEDONG HOU

(i) (Identification) If (s, p) € S, then H3P agrees with H*P N L? with equiv-
alent (quasi-)norms

1]

In particular, H*P is a completion of H3?.
(ii) (Extra embedding) Suppose p_(L) < 1. Let -1 < s <0 and 1 < p < 2.
Then HY? C HP with

1l gren S 1]

e ~ 1l o

s,p.
]HL

If, moreover,

(7.5) s>—n<p_1(L)—1)—q+](DlL*) (1—n<p_1(L)—1>).

then the closure of HY? in H*P with respect to the norm | - |

HSP 5 a
completion of H}?.

The proof is deferred to Appendix A. Of course, the extra embedding range is
only interesting when (s,p) ¢ 1. In fact, setting s = 26 + 1, when p_(L) < 1
and § < B(L), the condition (7.5) exactly means p > pr(8), so we observe from
Figure 1 that such range can be non-empty.

Lemma 7.5 (Semigroup extension of £1). Let s € R and 0 < p < co. Then (e~'L)
is a continuous bounded semigroup on H}?. In particular, for any f € H, EL(f)
lies in C>((0,00); HyP) N Co([0, 00); HFP) * with

sup [|€2 (F) () llus» = sup [le™" fllugr = |1fllus»-
t>0 t>0

Restricting to the identification range (s,p) € 71, (e L) extends to a continuous
bounded semigroup on H*P, and for any f € H®P,
EL(f) € C*((0,00); H*?) N Cy ([0, 00); H*?)
with
sup [|EL (/) (Ol e = [1f | o0
>0

Proof. The first point is a general result. See again [AE23, §8.2] applied to T'= L
and in particular, [AE23, Proposition 8.3] replacing v/T by T. The second point
follows from the first by Proposition 7.4 (i). O

7.3. Proof of Theorem 7.1. We use the formula of £ shown in Corollary 4.5
(i) to construct its extension. Define the operator 7T /o from L? to L2_(R}*") by

loc
(7.6) Tij2(f) = =Rip((A = DVE-A(S))-
We first extend Ty /5 to H2P+Lp,

Lemma 7.6 (Extension of Ty/5). Let —1 < 8 < 0 and pr(8) < p < co. Then for
any f € H?P+Lpr N L2

1T1/2(F)lirz

B+1

+ VT 2(f)llre

B+1/2 S/ ||f||H2ﬁ+1,p.

AFor p = oo, H}* is contained in the dual of ]H;fl by L?(R™)-inner product. Here, it is
equipped with the induced weak*-topology.
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Hence, Ty/p extends by density (or weak*-density if p = oo) to a bounded operator

from H2PH1LP 4o Tgﬂ with the above estimate. We use the same notation for the
extension.

Proof. We just need to show the inequality. To this end, fix f € H2P+Lr N L2,
The formula (7.6), together with estimates from Theorem 5.1 (a) applied to Rf/2,
yields that

ITs2(Pllzs,, + 19T 2(Dlizz., , S IVE-a(Pllire., , S 1Fll s
The last inequality follows from Corollary 3.4 (i). O

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let —1 < 8 < 0 and p(8) < p < co. We define the
extension & by

(7.7) EL(v0) = E_a(vo) + Tija(vo), Voo € H2HH1P,

where Ty /5 is given by Lemma 7.6.

Let us verify the properties for v := £ (vg). As H??+1P is contained in .&/, we
get E_a(vo) € C(RLT™). Also, Lemma 7.6 says Ty jo(vo) € Th,, and VTy/2(vo) €
T5+1/2- In particular, it implies 77 /2(vo) € L2 ((0,00); W,if), and so does v.

loc
First consider (a). The inequality “<” in (7.1) follows directly from Corollary
3.4 (i) and Lemma 7.6 as
IVollze < IVE_a(vo)llrs

B+1/2 B+1/2

+IVT1y2(wv0)llzz

7 e S Vol s
We postpone the proof of the converse inequality “2” in (7.1) and (7.2) to the end
of the proof.

Next, the formulae in (b) hold when vy € H?*+1:» 0 L2 by Corollary 4.5, and
the above bounds of the terms involved allow us to use density (or weak*-density)
to extend them to all vy € H*P?, valued in ngoc(]RiH).

To prove (c), we use the formula (7.4) and prove that each term has the desired
regularity. As H?+1? is contained in .7/, we have £ a(vg) € C([0,00);.7").

Moreover, as p_a(8) < pr(8) < p and Vv € Tgﬂ/? we deduce from Theorem 5.1

(d) that ’Rl_/%((A —I)Vu) € C([0,00);.") as wanted.
Property (d) is a direct consequence of uniqueness of extensions by density: the
extension defined by (7.7) agrees with the one given by Lemma 7.5, which has the
desired regularity properties.
For (e), note that £_a(vg) is a global weak solution to the heat equation, and
Theorem 5.1 yields that w := Rl_/é((A —I)Vv) is a global weak solution to dyw —

Aw = div((A—T)Vwv). Therefore, we infer from formula (7.4) that v is a global weak
solution to 0w — Av = div((A — I)Vwv), that is 0,v — div(AVv) = 0. Meanwhile,
(c) shows that v(t) converges to vg in ./ as t — 0. We hence conclude that v is a
global weak solution to (HC) with initial data vg.

Let us now prove the rest of (a). We begin with the inequality “>” in (7.1). We
just proved in (e) that v is a global weak solution to the equation d;v—div(AVwv) =0
with Vv € Tg+1/2’ and that v(t) converges to vy in %’ as t — 0, so vy agrees with
the trace g of v given by Proposition 6.2 (ii) in H2P+Lp  In particular, we get
llvoll grzss10 S ||V11||T§+1/2 as desired. This proves (7.1).

Next, to see (7.2), we only need to show that ||vHT§+1 S llvoll grzs+1.0, thanks to

(7.1) and Corollary 4.3. This inequality is a direct consequence of (7.4), Theorem
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3.2 (i), and (7.1) (for the Laplacian) as

lollzs,, S lle—ao)llzz,, +IRTA(A~DVo)llrs,,

+1 Y B+1
S NE-a(o)llrz,, +1Vollrz,, , < llvollgzesin-
This shows (a) and the proof is complete. O

8. UNIQUENESS AND REPRESENTATION

In this section, we prove uniqueness of weak solutions to the homogeneous
Cauchy problem and Lions’ equation as asserted in Theorems 1.3 and 1.6. We
also provide the proof of Theorem 1.4.

8.1. Uniqueness. The main theorem on uniqueness is as follows.

Theorem 8.1 (Uniqueness). Let 8 > —1 and pr(8) < p < oo. Let u be a global
weak solution to the initial value problem

Opu — div(AVu) = 0,
u(0) =0

with Vu € Tg Then u = 0.

+1/2°

Remark 8.2. Let us mention that [AH23b, Theorem 4.3] proves uniqueness for
B> —1/2 and p?(B) < p < oo (where p?(53) is defined in (1.10) and equals 7z, ()
when p_(L) > 1), requiring that u lies in T, ; (but with no initial data needed).

However, recall that Corollary 4.3 asserts the inequality HVU||T5+1/2 < ||v||Tg+1

holds for any global weak solution v to the equation 9;v —div(AVwv) = 0. Therefore,
we improve the class of uniqueness in this range of 8 with more values of p.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. Let u be a global weak solution to d;u — div(AVu) = 0
with Vu € T§+1/2 and null initial data. Thanks to Lemma 6.1, we may assume
p > max{pr(8), 1} in what follows. Let us begin by some important common facts.

First, as p > pr(8) > 77573 and u(0) = 0, Proposition 6.2 yields

- n

(8.1) u=Ri;(A=T)Vu).

Hence, Theorem 5.1 for Rl_/% applies: u € T,g+1 and u(s) tends to 0 as s — 0 in
" and in various finer topology depending on § and p.

Second, Lemma 3.7 gives local L?-norm estimates of v allowing us to invoke
[AMP19, Theorem 5.1] to get an interior representation of w as follows: For 0 <

s <t<ooandh e CXP(R™), it holds that

(8.2) /n u(t, z)h(z)dz = /n u(s, x)e~(t=s)L" h(x)dx.

Now, fix t > 0 and h € C°(R™). We wish to let s — 0, yielding u(t) = 0 in
2'(R™). To take advantage of the different modes of convergence established in
Theorem 5.1 (d), we split the argument in two cases.

Case 1: B > —1/2. As p > max{pr(B8),1} > p2(B) and u € Th,,, we can use
[AH23Db, Theorem 4.3] to conclude u = 0 (the proof there uses (8.2) as well).
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Case 2: —1 < 8 < —1/2. We begin with p > 2 and then max{p(8),1} < p < 2,
which is further split into two sub-cases.

Case 2(a): 2 < p < oo. Pick § > 0. We use the slice spaces Egl’p and Eg’p/
introduced in Section 2.2. Recall that the L?(R™)-inner product realizes Egl’p as
the dual of E;’p/. The formula (8.1) and Theorem 5.1 (d) for R;/% imply

. o . —171)

lli%u(s)fO in By 5P

Moreover, we claim that

(8.3) lime (" h = h i EMY.
S—r

Then taking limit of the right-hand integral in (8.2) yields u(t) = 0.
To prove (8.3), pick A € (0,1) and R > ¢ > 0 so that supp(h) C B := B(0, R)
and for any |z| > R, D(x) := dist(B(z, d),supp(h)) > Mz|. If |z| < R, we have

155 Ve hllz < Ve~ hlly S t72(A2.

If |#| > R, the exponential L? — L? off-diagonal estimates of (t!/2Ve*") yield
there exists v > 0 so that

7= _ _4D(=)? _ X2zl
1 pes Ve ™  hls S 7720 |hlls SE7%e 70 ||b]l2.
We hence get
—(t—s)L* 1 _ A lle|?
sup 1) Ve " bl S (Ip(@) + Lpe(a)e™ )[R,

0<s<t/2

*

Note that the function on the right-hand side lies in L”', so (Ve (t=9)L

form a uniformly bounded set in EY . Moreover, Lebesgue’s dominated conver-

gence theorem and continuity of (Ve’tL*) on L? imply that Ve~ (=)L h converges
e—(t—s)L* —tL* h

h)Ogsgt/2

to Vet h in Ef;/ as s — 0. Hence equivalently, h converges to e

in B} as s — 0. This proves (8.3).

Case 2(b): p_(26+1,L) < p < 2. Recall that we also assume p > 1, and we know
that p_a(B) < p_(28+ 1, L), so in particular, we have

max{p_a(B),1} <max{p_(26+1,L),1} <p < 2.

Using the formula (8.1) and Theorem 5.1 (d) for Rl_/%, we get

limu(s) =0 in H2AFLP,
s—0

On the other hand, as h € H~@F+D:r" 0 [2 and
2 <p < (max{p_(28+1,L),1})" = p+(—=(28+ 1), L"),
we infer from Theorem 7.1 (d) that

lim e (L = Tim E« () (t — ) = e LR in H~GFHDP
s—0 s—0

Realizing the right-hand integral of (8.2) in the sense of duality for H25+1Lp and
H~@8+1:7" we obtain that it tends to 0 as s — 0.
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Case 2(c): pr(B) < p < p_(28 + 1,L). This case only occurs when p_(L) < 1.
Theorem 5.1 (d) still gives us a limit u(s) — 0 in H*’*1? but now we do not
know whether e~ (=L "} tends to e *“"h in the dual space. However, the extra
embedding in Proposition 7.4 (ii) allows us to enhance the convergence of u(s).

Lemma 8.3 (Null limit of u(s) in ]HQLﬁH’p). In the range determined by this case,
for allt > 0, u(t) lies in ]Hiﬁﬂ’p with a uniform bound. Moreover,

: _ ; 26+1,p
}E}%u(t)—o in HY .

The proof is presented right after. Admitting this lemma, let us show u = 0.
Since u(s) € Hiﬂﬂ’p for all s > 0, we have u(s) € L? and we get from (8.2) that
u(t) = e~ (=9)Ly(s) for t > 5. By Lemma 7.5, we get

sup [u(t)lgzs+10 S u(s) oo,
t>s L L

with a uniform bound in s. As the right-hand side tends to 0 as s — 0, we conclude
that sup;- [[u(t)||g2s+1.» = 0, s0 u = 0. O
L

Proof of Lemma 8.3. The proof is divided into 4 steps.
Step 1: Regularity of u. We prove u € C*°((0,00); LP N L?). Since 1 < p < 2, as
proved in [AH23b, (4.19)], for a.e. s > 0, we have u(s) € LP with

lu(s)llp £ 5% lullz,,.-

For such an s, LP-boundedeness of (e~*%) yields e ~(*=*)Ly(s) € L? for all t > s, and
it follows from (8.2) that it equals to u(t). Thus we obtain u(t) = e~ (=) Ly(s) for
any t > s > 0. Applying analyticity of (e7*%) on LP, we get u € C°°((0, 00); LP).
As et also maps LP to L? for any t > 0, we have u € C™((0, 00); L?) as desired.

Step 2: A key estimate. For any k > 1, we show that
(8.4) 1E*OF ) Olz, , S lullry

We prove it for k = 1, and iteration concludes the argument. Observe that by Step
1, we have that for any ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0,

(8.5) (Opu)(t +7) = 0y (u(t + 7)) = 0y (e""Fu(t)) = —Le "Ful(t).
In particular, pick T = ¢, we get (9;u)(2t) = —Le~*Fu(t), and hence,

o) /2
[toeulls,, =~ / </ ][ |s—<f*+”s(atu)<2s,y>|2dsdy) dx
R~ 0 B(z,(25)1/2)

&S] "
— / / ][ |5*(5+1) (SLe*SLu(S))(y)F dsdy da
R™ 0 B(z,(25)1/2)

Write B := B(z, (25)'/2), Cy := 2B, and C; := 27+1B\ 2/ B for j > 1. The L? — L?
off-diagonal estimates of (sLe %) yield that

N
IpsLe P u(s)lo < 3 IlpsLe Leu(s)lz S 3 e 1 u(s)]le,

>0 5>0

+1°

1/p

2

1/p
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where ¢ > 0 is independent of s. Applying this on the above computation, we get

o p/2
ol <3 e / (/ / s—3|s—<6+1>u<s,y>|2dsdy> da
o " \Jo Je

Jj=0

[e%e] P/2
Sy P / / f s~ Du(s,y)Pdsdy | da
>0 R \Jo JB(z,2i+1(25)1/2)

(mgmy _ .92]
<SS PE D gy < ulry,,-
j=0

1/p

1/p

The factor 277 in the third inequality comes from change of angle for tent space
norms, see [Ausll, Theorem 1.1].

Step 3: Boundedness of u(t) in ]Hiﬁﬂ’p. Now we prove that for any ¢ > 0, u(t)
belongs to Hiﬁﬂ’p with

<
(5. sup u(t) e 5 Nl

By Step 1, u(t) lies in L? for any ¢ > 0, so we just need to show the norm estimate.
To this end, pick an integer & > 1 with (k — 3 —1)p — § > 0. From [AE23, §8.2],
Y(2) := zFe% is a valid admissible function for ]Hiﬂﬂ’p. So we use (8.4), (8.5) in
Step 2, and the identity 0% (u(t + 7)) = (9fu)(t + 7) to deduce that for any ¢ > 0,

Joa(t) gz

> p/2
/]R </0 ]{B’( 1/2) |T_(ﬂ+1) ((TL)ke_TLu(t)) (y)|2 dyd7> dx
e p/2 1/p
/]R (/ ]{3( 2 |7'—(5+1)7—1~f8iC (u(t + 7, y))|2 dyd7-> o
m 0 x,71/2

o'} p/2
L)) (0= )42 (Dfu)o,y) Pdydo | do
R"™ t B(z,(o—t)1/2)

< ot @) (@)llre,, < lullzz,,-

1/p

]

i

1/p

]

n

The first inequality with implicit constant independent of ¢ uses (k——1)p—4 > 0.
This proves (8.6).

Step 4: Limit at ¢ = 0. We finish by showing that u(t) tends to 0 in Hiﬁﬂ’p as
t — 0. Suppose (k — 3 —1)p — 5 > 0. Remark that examination of the argument
in Step 2 allows time truncation. More precisely, if 0 < ¢ < 4, then one finds

10 <26y 7 (ult + 7))z

2 S sy ullre

+1”
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where the implicit constant does not depend on ¢, §. Using Newton—Leibniz formula
for L?-valued functions, we get

t
*OF (u(t + 1)) — TROF (u(t’ + 7)) = % / TRHLORHL (w(h + 7)) dh.
t/

Also, following the argument of Step 2 with the help of Minkowski’s integral in-
equality, we find for ¢,¢ € (0, 4],

t—t
[0 casy (@Gt + 7)) = 5t + ey, < =g,

again with implicit constant independent of ¢,¢',§. This implies that ((7,z) —
O (u(t + 7,7)))=0 is Cauchy in Th,, ) when t — 0. We deduce as in Step 3 that
(u(t))¢>o is Cauchy in ]Hiﬁﬂ’p when t — 0. As mentioned in the first paragraph
of Case 2(c), u(t) tends to 0 in H?*+1?. The conditions on 3, p allow us to apply
Proposition 7.4 (ii), so we conclude that the limit of u(t) exists and must be zero

in ]Hiﬁﬂ’p. This completes the proof. O
8.2. Representation. Let us demonstrate Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let u be a global weak solution to dyu — div(AVu) = 0 with
Vu € T§+1/2. Asp > pL(B) > WYEH’ Proposition 6.2 asserts that there exists

ug € ' so that
u=_E_a(up) + R;/%((A —D)Vu).

In case (i), as 8 = 0 and 755 < p < oo, Proposition 6.2 (i) says u is a constant.

Hence, w :=u — E_a(ug) is a global weak solution to the Cauchy problem

Opw — div(AVw) = 0,
w(0) =0
with Vw € T§+1/2~
u=E_a(up) is a constant as desired.
In case (ii), Proposition 6.2 (ii) shows that there exist g € H?T1? and ¢ € C so
that up = g + ¢. Then we apply Theorem 7.1 to g to get

u=E alg)+ R;/%((A —D)Vu)+c=Er(9) +c.

As pr(B) < p < oo, we invoke Theorem 8.1 to get w = 0, so

This completes the proof. ([l

9. RESULTS FOR HOMOGENEOUS BESOV SPACES

One can also study the case where the initial data are taken in homogeneous
Besov spaces B;’p. The definition of Bf,’p can be analogously adapted from Def-
inition 2.1, as “realization” of homogeneous Besov spaces defined on %//&. In
fact, one can also take the definition of B;’p as in [BCD11, Definition 2.15], which
does not contain polynomials for any s and p. See [BCD11, Remark 2.26] for more
detailed discussion.

The counterparts of tent spaces are Z-spaces, introduced by [BM16] (with a
different notation). For any p € (0,00) and 8 € R, the (parabolic) Z-space Z’B’
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consists of measurable functions F on R}™ for which the (quasi-)norm

1/p

. p/2 dt
|E| 72 = / / ][ |sTPF(s,y)|?dsdy —dx < 00.
s R \Jt/2 ) B(a,t1/2) t

For p = 0o, we set

. 1/2
HFHZZ" = sup (/ ][ |5_6F(S,y)|2dsdy> .
t>0,0eR \Jt/2 JB(x,11/2)

The relation between B;p (resp. Zj) and H5P (resp. Tf) is given by real
interpolation, see [AA18, Theorem 2.30] and [AE23, §2.6]. Let 0 < pg,p; < oo and
6 € (0,1). Let sg,s1,050,581 € R with sg # s; and By # B1. Define s,8 € R and
p € (0,00] so that s := (1 —60)sg + 0s1, 5:= (1 —6)By + 051, and % = 117;09 + pil.
Then we have

(9-1) (Fowe H ), = By (T5TH o p = 2.

Moreover, it has been shown in [AA18, Theorem 2.34] that
(9.2) T — Zjy — The,
if 0 <po <p1 <p2 <o0and2fy— =20 — 3 =20— .

Let us first consider a special case for § =0 (or s = 1) and p = co. Recall that
we say a distribution g belongs to the homogeneous Sobolev space 'Wl"x’ if Vg is
bounded, and ||g|lyi;1. = [|[Vg|l. Rademacher’s theorem asserts W' coincides
with the set of Lipschitz continuous functions (up to almost everywhere equality).

Proposition 9.1. (i) Let g € W1 be a Lipschitz function. Then the func-
tion (t,x) — Ve'*g(x) belongs to 277, with

IVe'2gllzgs, = lgllyirs -

(i) Let u be a distributional solution to the heat equation on R\ with Vu €
Z7jy- Then there eists ug € WL such that u(t) = et®uq for all t > 0.

Proof. Observe that the space Z1°72 coincides with the parabolic version of the

Kenig—Pipher space X*° introduced by [KP93]. Then we invoke [AMP19, Theorem
5.4] to get (i) as

A A _
IVe'2gllzzs, = "2 Vallx= = [IVallL= = lgllyir-

1/2

Moreover, it also asserts that any weak solution G € X*° to the heat equation has
a trace g € L™ so that G(t) = e*2g for all t > 0.

To prove (ii), we claim that such « also has a distributional limit uy € .% as
t — 0, and u(t) = e"®ug for any ¢t > 0. Then applying the above assertion to
Vu € X yields Vug = g, so up must be (equal almost everywhere to) a Lipschitz
function as desired.

The claim follows by a verbatim adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.5. We
just list the main modifications here. In this case, the estimate in Lemma 3.7 that
yields the size condition becomes: For 0 < a <b < oo and R > 1,

b
/ /B(O . [ul® Sap R (||VU||QZ;><;2 + ||U||2Lz((a,b)x3(o,1))) :
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For the uniform control condition (3.8), it follows from (3.9), which still holds for
N > n + 1 since

2
| [ 19uV61 S 19ulz, 06z, , S [Vullz,Pa(6).
0 R"

Therefore, applying [AH23a, Theorem 1.1] again provides the trace ug € .’ as
wanted. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 9.2 (Well-posedness of Cauchy problems of type (1.1) for Besov spaces).
Let > —1, s € R, and 0 < p < co. With modifications for 8 =0 (or s =1) and
p = 00 as in Proposition 9.1 (i.e., the initial data ug lies in W1>°°), Theorems 1.1,
1.8, 1.4, 1.6, and 1.7 are all valid in the same range of exponents, when replacing
homogeneous Hardy-Sobolev spaces (resp. tent spaces) by homogeneous Besov spaces
(resp. Z-spaces) with the same exponents.

Proof. We just provide some key ingredients of the proof. For convenience, we still
use the same label of the theorems for their variants in Besov spaces. Interpolation
(9.1) allows one to prove Theorem 1.1 (i) and the needed boundedness for existence
in Theorems 1.3, 1.6, and 1.7. For 8 = —1/2 (or s = 0) and p = o0, one uses
Proposition 9.1. To prove uniqueness, for p # oo, it follows from embedding into
tent spaces in (9.2). For p = oo, following the proof of Theorem 8.1, we may suppose

u = RE/AQ‘((A —I)Vu) (cf. (8.1)), so it suffices to show that for any F' € ZZ, »,

R;/%(F)(t) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0 in Egl’oo for any 6 > 0. Using Theorem 5.1 (b)
and [AH23b, Corollary 5.6], we have
IR (F) ()l g1 S 1L A (F) (Ol S 7 FHIFllzgs

B+1/2"

Then interpolation (9.1) yields that HR;@ (F) (t)||E5_1,<x> < thHl ||ﬁ||zgo+1
B > —1, which implies the desired zero limit when ¢ — 0.

Next, we prove Theorem 1.1 (ii), from which Theorem 1.4 also follows, using the
same argument in Section 8.2. Existence of the trace again follows from a verbatim
adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.5, as is shown in Proposition 9.1 (ii). Then
we show the properties of the trace. For (1), when s > 0, 5 < p < oo but
(s,p) # (0,00), one can imitate the proof of Corollary 3.4 (ii), using interpolation

and direct computation, to get that for 0 < a < 1 and ¢ € C*(R"),

holds for
/2

2a
][ (Ve g, 3] dt g 11 a2 VE-a (o) 27,

which tends to 0 as @ — 0, so Vug = 0 and ug is a constant. For (s,p) = (0, 00),
this is Proposition 9.1 (ii). This hence proves (1).

For (2), when s < 1.and ﬁ < p < oo, we apply interpolation for the map
u > ug to obtain ug € B; , with [[uo

B3 < ||u||Z§/2. This completes the proof. O

10. AN ENDPOINT CASE 8 = —1

In this section, we show existence of global weak solutions to the homogeneous
Cauchy problem for g = —1.

Proposition 10.1. Let p_(—1,L) = ¢4 (L*) < p < c0. For any vy € H=YP there
is a global weak solution v € C([0,00);.") to (HC) with initial data vy so that

(10.1) |V ol|pe

2 e S vllzy S llvoll g1
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Moreover, if p_(—1,L) < p < py (=1, L), then v € C([0,00); H~ 7).
Remark 10.2. For 8 = —1, neither Rf/Q nor R;/% is defined on Tfl/z,
fails, and we do not have methods to prove uniqueness or representation for general
parabolic equations. However, it is possible for the heat equation; for example, a
representation result is presented in [AH23a, Theorem 3.1] for v € T§° with trace
vy € H=1>° ~ BMO™'. Similarly, we do not know the converse inequality in (10.1).

so Lemma 7.6

Our main strategy here is to define the operator £, on H~1? by an extension
of (e7*div)s~o acting on HO? | since any H~1P_distributions can be written as
the divergence of HOP-functions. This fact follows from boundedness of Riesz
transforms on LP? when 1 < p < oo and on BMO when p = co. Here and in the
sequel, we omit to specify that the operator applies to C™-valued functions.

Lemma 10.3. Let ¢ (L*) <p < oo andt > 0.

(i) The operator e~tt div : W12 — W12 extends to a bounded operator from
HOP to V[/lif, denoted by G;.
(ii) For any f € H®P, Gy(f) converges to div f in /" ast — 0.

Proof. The extension in (i) is constructed by duality. Let B be a ball in R™ and
¢ € L*(B). When ¢, (L*) < p <2, L? — L? estimates of (t'/2Ve~'L") yields
Ve gl < ¢ 272003 g .

When p = oo, standard molecular estimates combining L? — L? off-diagonal esti-
mates of (t'/2Ve~*") and the fact that Ve *" ¢ has mean value 0 imply

(Ve ™ ¢llm < (tY2B|Y2 +t572)||¢)..

By interpolation, we have [[Ve ™" | 4o, S5 [|¢]l2 for ¢4 (L*)" < p < co. Thus,
for any t > 0, we define G; : H*? — L2 _ by the pairing

loc

(Ge(f),d) = (f,Ve ™" ¢), Vo e LE(R").

Meanwhile, note that (¢Ve *" div) also has L2 — L¥’ off-diagonal estimates for
q+(L*) < p < 2, considering the decomposition

(10.2) tVe " div = (1Y/2Ve 2L (£ 2721 div).

So repeating the above argument for (tVe L™ div) yields VG, (f) also lies in LE..
hence G;(f) € W5, This proves (i).

Next, we proceed with (ii). Pick ¢ € .#. It suffices to prove Ve *£ ¢ tends to
Vo in HoP when t — 0. For ¢4 (L*) <p <2, as 2 < p < qu(L*) = pr(1,L%),
it follows by continuity of the semigroup (e_tL*) on H'P' | see Lemma 7.5. For
p = 00, we first assert the following

Lemma 10.4. Let i) € C(R™) and B be a ball in R™ with supp(y) C B. Then
IVe™ 9 = Vol < [BIV2|[Ve™ ¢ = Vi lla + "4V 2.

The proof is provided right below. Admitting it, let us show that for any ¢ € .,
Ve L™ ¢ tends to Vo in H' as t — 0. Indeed, write B := B(0,1), Cy := 4B, and
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Cj:=27"2B\ 2772B for j > 1. Let (x;) be a smooth partition of unity so that
supp(x;) C C; with ||xjllec <1 and ||Vx;lleec S 1. Define ¢; := ¢x;. Note that
(10.3)

V652 < (/C

1/2

1/2
v<y>-2N|<y>Nv¢<y>|2dy> + ( /. v<y>-2N|<y>N¢<y>|2dy>

2D Pya(9),
where Py 41 is the semi-norm on . defined in (3.5). Then applying Lemma 10.4
on ) = ¢;, we get
Ve ™ 6= Volm S Ve ™ ¢ — Vsl m
Jj=0

S PRIV 6 = Vgyllz + 74V
i20

(10.4)

Using (10.3), we have
D2V g = Vol + | Vesll2 £ D27 TP (9),
Jj=0 Jj=20
which converges when N > n. Therefore, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theo-

rem implies the right-hand side in (10.4) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0, noting that the first
term tends to 0 by continuity of (e_”f) on H'2. This completes the proof. [

Proof of Lemma 10.4. The conservation property of the semigroup yields Vet ) =
Ve tL” (v — fB 1), so the desired inequality again follows from applying the molec-
ular decomposition and Poincaré’s inequality. ([

Let us finish by proving Proposition 10.1.
Proof of Proposition 10.1. Let q4(L*) < p < co. Define the operator G : HO? —
L2((0,00); W,o2) by

loc

(10.5) G(f)(@) :== G (f).
We first show that v := G(f) satisfies
(10.6) [ollzy < 11 gos

When ¢, (L*) < p < 2, we know from [AE23, §8.2] that v(z) := 2z'/2e7% is an
admissible function for s < 0 and p < 2. We hence infer from LP-boundedness of
L~'/2div (see e.g., [Aus07, Theorem 4.1]) that

(10.7)  NG(Nry = 1L 2™ F L2 div fllgp = |27 div flly < 1/,

Next, when p = oo, we use a classical argument on the relation between Carleson
measures and BMO-functions. Let f be in H%> ~ BMO. Recall that

1 T(B)Q ) 1/2
||.cz<f>||Tom—s%p<|B| / /B G (W) dtdy> |

Let B be a ball in R". Write Cy := 2B and C; := 20T1B\ 2/B for any j > 1.
Consider the decomposition

f={ec+ > (F=(He)le, = (fley + Y _fi in?,

520 7=0
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where (f)c, = fo, f.- As f; € L?, by definition, one finds that for any ¢ > 0,
G(NHE) = Z]>Og(.f])() Zj>oe t div f; in 2', so we get

1G22 0.r(B)2)xB) S lee A fill 2o,y xB) = 1j-
j>0

For Iy, this follows from (10.7) as
I < |[t/2etE dinOHLf/Z(]Rij") Slifollz = I1f = (Feollzzce) S I1BIM2| flleno-

For j > 1, we infer from L? — L? off-diagonal estimates of (t'/2e~*F div) that

r(B)* @irB)? dt 12
pe( [ e [ - el
0 t Je,

r(B)? (23r(B)?2 dt 2
(/ |27 Blem2 e — |f = (Faivrl
0

2i+1B

N

2

r(B)* @ir(e)? dt e
+ / 2 Ble 2 ) () gieip — (fas]
0

t
< 2% log(1+ j)e™ 7 [BY2| fl|smo-

Gathering the estimates, we obtain ||G(f)||rz(0.r(5)2)xB) < |BY?||f|lBMo-. Note
that the controlling constant is independent of the ball B, so by taking supremum
over all balls B in R", we have ||G(f)[1ee < [IfllBmo as desired. The rest for
2 < p < oo hence follows from interpolation. This proves (10.6).

Meanwhile, observe that when f € .7, v is clearly a global weak solution to
O — div AVo = 0 on RI*", so by Corollary 4.3, we also have HVUHTPUQ < v

Now, for any vy € H~'P, pick Vi € H%P so that vy = div Vy with |jvo|l 1., =
IVoll 7o.,- Using the above bounds for f = Vi, we obtain existence of the weak
solution and the estimates (10.1) by a standard density argument.

To prove continuity, recall that Lemma 10.3 (ii) says v(t) converges to vy in .’
as t — 0. In fact, a similar argument yields v € C((0,00);.%’). When p_(—1,L) <
p < p+(—1,L), the desired stronger continuity follows from Lemma 7.5, due to
uniqueness of extensions by density. This completes the proof. ([l

-

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.4

A.1. Proof of Proposition 7.4 () Let us ﬁrst establish an appropriate atomic
decomposition for distributions in H? with 5 < p < — For = <p <1, it
was done by [AE23, Proposition 8.31].

g
Definition A.1 (H'P-atom). Let —- < p < - A function a € L? is called an
H?_atom if

(i) there is a ball B C R™ so that supp(a) C B, which is called associated to
a;
(ii) @ is of mean zero, i.e., [, a = 0;
(iii) [[Vall2 < |B[P71.

Compared with the case for -2 < p <1 (see [AE23, Definition 8.30]), the only
extra condition we impose is (11)

+1
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Lemma A.2 (Atomic decomposition for H'P). Let oz <p < . Forany

fe  HY"Y nWY2, there exist (\;) € £P and H"“P-atoms a; so that

f = Z Aiaiv

i>1

where the convergence holds in W2 (that is, with respect to the semi-norm ||V -||2).
Moreover, the estimate holds as

1l gne S A [ler-

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of [AE23, Proposition 8.31]. We only give a
sketch here. Let D be the Dirac operator, which is defined on L?(R™; C'*") by

0 div
)

The main strategy of their proof is to use the atomic decomposition of D-adapted
Hardy space HY, (0 < p < 00) to the vector g := D[f,0]7 = —[0, Vf]”. The only
difference is that we decompose g with (HY),1,2)-molecules instead of (HY,,1,1)-
molecules, which is allowed by [AE23, Theorem 8.17]. The same localization ar-
guments apply to obtain an L2-convergent decomposition Vf = > i1 AiVa;, with
i, a; as required. a O

For any p € (0, o0], denote by p. the lower Sobolev conjugate of p, i.e., 1/p. :=
1/p+ 1/n. For any p € (0,n), denote by p* the upper Sobolev conjugate of p, i.e.,

1/p*:=1/p—1/n.

Proof of Proposition 7.4 (i). We only need to show H3? agrees with H*? N L? with
equivalent (quasi-)norms

[ fllege = 11l gom

when —1 < s <1andp_(s,L) <p < ps(s,L). First observe that by interpolation
of H}" (see [AA18, Theorem 4.28]), it suffices to consider three cases, s = 0 and
s ==+£1.

For s = 0, this is [AE23, Theorem 9.7], as p+(0, L) = p+(L).

For s = 1, [AE23, Theorem 9.7] shows that it holds when (max{p_(L),1}). <
p < g+(L) = p4+(1, L), so it remains to consider the case when ;75 < p_(L) <1
and p_(1,L) = (p—(L))+ < p < 1.. The method of proof is adapted from the
argument for [AE23, §9.2, Part 5], and we only need to show that for any ¢ € U2,

there is a constant C' > 0 so that for any HP-atom a,

(A1) [@tL)allry < C.

Let us verify it. Let ¢ be in ¥, a be an H'P-atom, and B be a ball of R
associated to a. Note that

lv(tL)allry S AW S(EL)a) | Loamy + [ACT (L)) | o (amyey =2 [1 + I,

where A is the conical square function defined by

- 1/2
Af) () = ( L, 500 dtdy> .
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The boundedness of I is exactly as for [AE23, (9.30)]. Let us concentrate on Is.
To this end, we fix (,z) € RI™ with 2 € (4B)°. As a is of mean zero, Poincaré’s
inequality yields

(A.2) lall < 7(B)|Vallz < |B|*#].

This estimate, together with the support condition and mean value 0, shows that

a belongs to H? for 15 < ¢ <1 with the estimate

(A.3) lallzra S 1B,

Then we fix p_(L) < ¢ < p*. The H? — L? boundedness of (¢(tL));>0 (see [AE23,
Lemma 4.4]) yields

(A.4) lo(tL)allz S ¢ alla.

Meanwhile, using L? — L? off-diagonal estimates, ® we get that for any M > 0,

dist(B(z, t1/2), B)2\ "
l[all2.

t

(A3) (Dl 5 (14
Asq<p* <2 ie,n/qg+1>n/p>n/2 we pick 6 € (0,1) so that
(A.6) pi="41-nlg,2 >~

q p

Note that 6 can be chosen arbitrarily close to 0. We interpolate (A.4) and (A.5)
with respect to 6 to get

l¥(EL)all 2(Bes,er/2))
— M6

. 1/2 2
< 3l (H Ast(Ble, 10, B) ) lalls:2lall:

Taking M > 4, we integrate it over ¢ (with right weight and norm) to get
At~ p(tL)a)(x) S dist(z, B)~"|lallz.” |all5-
Gathering (A.2), (A.3), and definition of p > n/p (cf. (A.6)), we obtain
I = A 9(tL)a)l| Lo (apye) S r(B) 7~ llall g’ llalls

< ‘B‘%*%*éﬂﬂqy?l|B|(1—9)[q7p*]|3|9[2,p*} <1,
This proves (A.1) and hence concludes the case s = 1.
For s = —1, we use duality. As 1 <p_(—1,L) < p < ps(—1,L) < o0, we have
max{p_(1,L*),1} < p’ < p;(1,L*) = ¢ (L*). Then for any f € H; """, we have
10721 R 1)

£l -1 = sup T
geHLP' NL2(R") ||9||H1,p’ gE]HlL’f/ HQH]HIL,;?’

~ Hf”]H;lvP'

The equality follows by density of H'*' N L2 in H'*" and the first equivalence by

H;P = HY N L2 with ||gllu =~ llgllgi (from Case s = 1 for L*). The last
i

equivalence holds by [AE23, Proposition 8.9]. This completes the proof. O

5Here we use polynomial-order decay as in [AE23, Lemma 4.16].
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A.2. Proof of Proposition 7.4 (ii). Recall that we assume p_(L) < 1, which
implies p; (L*) = co. When 1 < p < 2 and —1 < s <0, by duality, it is equivalent
to prove H=5? N L% C ]HZf’p with | £l ' S S fllg=swr- For s =0 and s = —1,

this is explicitly proved in Part 2 and Part 9 of the proof of [AE23, Theorem 9.7].
Interpolation concludes the argument.

It remains to show that the extension of the identity map to the closure of H}”
(for its norm) is injective in the restricted range described in the statement. More
precisely, let (f;) be a Cauchy sequence in H7* that tends to 0 in H*?. Our goal
is to show || f;|lgs» tends to 0.

To this end, we use duality. Pick ¢ € C°(R,*") and define & := 1° et (t) L.
Fubini’s theorem ensures

| [ et nwsennt = [ noem

We claim & € A" If so, then using the fact that (f;) tends to 0 in H5? we get
(EL(f;)) tends to 0 in 2'(RL*™) by arbitrariness of ¢. Moreover, as (f;) is a Cauchy
sequence in H}?, so is (€.(f;)) in T(S+1)/2, because the exponential function e™*
is an admissible function for H7” when s < 0 and p < 2. Hence, it tends to 0 in
T(];-&-l)/Z’ which implies lim;_,« || ;|

We finish by verifying the claim. Pick 0 < a < b < oo so that supp(¢) C
(a,b) x R™. Note that ¢ € C=(RLT") implies ® € L2, so we apply Theorem 3.2 to

A to get

]Hi,ll == O.

(A7) 1]l 7o = IITﬁeTA‘PII

+1)/2

Pick 0 < a < b < oo so that supp(¢) C (a,b) x R™. Using Holder’s inequality and
Minkowski’s inequality, we have (the implicit constants may depend on a, b)

||TA€TA(I)H

—s+1)/2

oo b p'/?
/ (/ ][ / |T% TAeTAeftL*qﬁ(t)\Z dtdydr) dx
R" 0 B(z,m'/2) Ja

2/p’

b oo p'/2
/ / / ][ T T rAe™ e g2 dy | dx drdt
a JO R™ B(z,71/2)
b o 1/2
< ( / / I F AR g(1)]2 drdt)
a 0

When 7 is large, uniform L*'-boundedness of (7Ae™) and (e~*L") implies

IrAe™ e 6(t) [ S N6 (8)]l,-

As s <0, s—1< —1, so the convergence of the integral when 7 > 1 is ensured.
When 7 is small, we need different methods to gain a positive power of 7. For
2 < q < qy(L*), we use LY -boundedness of (e™ div) and (t'/2Ve L") for the

1/p'

A

1/2

A
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decomposition to get
||7'AeTAe_tL*¢(t)||q = r1/2¢71/2 H (7‘1/26TA div) (t1/2Ve_tL*¢(t)>
ST 60 g

Meanwhile, let o € (0,1) be a parameter to be determined with the constraint

1
O<a<n|———-1].
(p(L) )
Denote by A® the homogeneous a-Holder space. One can also use Gaussian decay

of the kernel of (rAe™) and uniform A*boundedness of (e *~") (by duality from
HP-boundedness of (e7*1)) to get

(A.8)

q

(A.9) IrAem™e™ (1) S 7™ 650 S T2 1S(0)] e
Interpolating (A.8) and (A.9) yields
(A.10) IrAe™ e E (1) |y Sp 7 F T T

Observe that when s > —n(p%(L) —-1) - ‘”Z(),L*)(l - n(pil(L) —1)), i.e., (7.5) is

satisfied, there exist o € (0,1) and ¢ € [2, ¢4 (L*)) so that

O<a<n(p%(m—1)
s—l+ta(l—2)+5>-1

So the convergence of the integral for small 7 follows. We thus obtain ® € H %'
from (A.7). This completes the proof.
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