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Jan W. Cholewa1 and Anibal Rodriguez-Bernal2

1Institute of Mathematics
University of Silesia in Katowice

40-007 Katowice, Poland
E-mail: jan.cholewa@us.edu.pl

2Departamento de Análisis Matemático y Matemática Aplicada
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Abstract. We consider parabolic Schrödinger type equations associated to fractional powers of uni-
formly elliptic 2m-order operators with constant coefficients. Potentials and initial data are considered
in suitable Morrey spaces. By means of perturbation techniques we prove that several properties
of the problem with no potential are preserved. We also prove continuous dependence of solutions
with respect to perturbations. To carry out the analysis a general abstract perturbation approach is
developed, which broadens the results known in the literature.

1. Introdution

In this paper we consider parabolic Schrödinger type evolution problems of the form
{

ut +A
µ
0u = V (x)u, t > 0, x ∈ RN ,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN ,
(1.1)

where 0 < µ ≤ 1 gives a fractional power of a uniformly elliptic 2m order operator of the form

A0 =
∑

|ζ|=2m

aζD
ζ with constant real coefficients aζ , (1.2)

and we want to consider potentials V and initial data u0 in suitable Morrey spaces to be introduced
below. This includes the case A0 = (−∆)m and, in particular when m = 1, fractional Schrödinger
equations.

In order to solve problems like (1.1) in any given function space there are usually two different,
although related, strategies. One is to prove suitable resolvent estimates on the elliptic operator in
the equation, Aµ

0 −V (x)I, which allow to prove that (1.1) defines a suitable semigroup of solutions, see
e.g. [12, 8, 11]. Another one, which we take here, is to exploit the known results for the unperturbed
problem, V = 0 in (1.1), and then prove that the perturbed problem (1.1) can be solved for some class
of initial data for which the unperturbed problem can be solved. This is done by means of Duhamel’s
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principle, or variations of constants formula

u(t) = Sµ(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
Sµ(t− s)V u(s) ds, t > 0,

where Sµ(t)u0 represents the solution of the unperturbed problem with initial data u0. In this way
properties of the unperturbed problems, e.g. spaces of admissible initial data, smoothing properties,
exponential growth etc, can be obtained for the perturbed problem. Besides the abstract approach in
[8] using the fractional power spaces associated to the elliptic operator, this approach has been used
in [14] for second order parabolic problems in Lebesgue, Bessel and uniform spaces, [13] for fourth
order problems in the same spaces and [2] for general 2m order parabolic problems in the same scales
of spaces. Here we extend this approach to the scale of Morrey spaces and fractional operators. It is
worth mentioning that in all the references mentioned in the previous paragraph, the family of spaces
one works in is a one real-parameter scale of spaces a situation that strongly simplifies the analysis.
This will not be the case here as we explain below and is one of the main sources of difficulties in our
analysis.

Morrey spaces, to be described in detail in Section 2, are made up of functions, or measures, which
have some more precise mass distribution in space, compared to functions in standard Lebesgue spaces,
see (2.1). So, in a sense they are some sort of intermediate spaces between Lp(RN ) and L∞(RN ).
Therefore subtle differences and heavy difficulties appear when dealing with evolution problems of the
type (1.1) in them.

The homogeneous or unperturbed problem, that is V = 0, has been studied with initial data in
Morrey spaces in several references, see Section 4. Several of these results stem from the corresponding
problem with initial data in uniform spaces, which is a setting for which previous results are also
available, see Section 3.

Using these results our goal is to solve (1.1) when the potential V is also in a Morrey space, or is
a sum of such potentials. For this we use perturbation techniques, so we can use in an essential way
properties of the solutions of the unperturbed problem in Morrey spaces. This technique also requires
that the multiplication operator defined by V , transforms some Morrey spaces into some others. This
is the reason to take V in a Morrey spaces itself, see Section 5. Previous perturbations results in [4]
used specific homogeneous perturbations and the techniques in that reference can not be applied to
the general potentials we consider here.

Now we describe in some detail the difficulties we face in our approach. As will be seen in Section
2, Morrey spaces Mp,ℓ(RN ) depend on two parameters 0 < ℓ ≤ N and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, so we have a
two parameter scale of spaces. The unperturbed problem, V = 0, defines a semigroup of solutions in
this scale that has suitable smoothing properties between only some of the spaces of this scale, where
both parameters must be chosen in a very specific way, see (4.2). These estimates are known to be
optimal from [3]. For the perturbed problem on the other hand, if we have the potential in a Morrey
space, V ∈ Mp0,ℓ0(RN ), the corresponding multiplication operator acts continuously only between
quite specific pairs of Morrey spaces, see (5.3). Therefore, to solve (1.1) using Duhamel’s principle,
(or variations of constants formula), which is the main perturbation tool we use, requires putting all
these properties together in a nontrivial way.

For this, in Section 6, we develop an abstract perturbation theory for semigroups defined in general
scales of spaces without any specific assumption in the set of indexes that label the spaces of the
family. These results allow for several simultaneous perturbations and describe the subset of the scale
of spaces for the initial data for which the perturbed problem can be solved and the spaces of the
scale to which the solutions regularise. These, in turn, determine the part of the scale in which the
perturbed problem defines a semigroup that behaves near time t = 0 as the original unperturbed
semigroup. The results also discuss the exponential growth of the perturbed semigroup in terms of
the sizes of the perturbations, the continuous dependence of solutions with respect to perturbations
and the analiticity of the perturbed semigroup.

These results are applied in full detail to the scale of Morrey spaces in Section 7 but this still
requires a nontrivial analysis of this particular case. Also, the results in Section 6 can be applied
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to other interesting situations, like two parameter scale of Sobolev spaces. This will be pursued
somewhere else.

For the case of a single perturbation, our main results in Section 7.1 state that given a potential
V ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN ), the problem (1.1) can be solved for initial data u0 in Morrey spaces Mp,ℓ(RN ) with
1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and ℓ ≤ ℓ0 and defines a semigroup of solutions that satisfy the same smoothing estimates
than the unperturbed semigroup, see Theorem 7.2. That is, the perturbation preserves part of the
scale of spaces and the smoothing estimates. Also the perturbed semigroup depends continuously with
respect to the perturbations, see Theorem 7.4. The corresponding results when the perturbation is
the sum of two (or more) potentials in different Morrey spaces are stated in Section 7.2. This situation
adds additional difficulties to the analysis.

In general in this paper we denote by c or C generic constants that may change from line to line,
whose value is not important for the results.

2. Morrey spaes of funtions and measures

A function φ ∈ L
p
loc(R

N ) belongs to the Morrey space Mp,ℓ(RN ), ℓ ∈ [0, N ], p ∈ [1,∞) iff

‖φ‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) = sup
x0∈RN, R>0

R
ℓ−N
p ‖φ‖Lp(B(x0,R)) <∞. (2.1)

If ℓ = N then Mp,N(RN ) = Lp(RN ) for p ∈ [1,∞) (taking R → ∞), whereas if ℓ = 0 then
Mp,0(RN ) = L∞(RN ) (taking R → 0 and using Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem). We also set
M∞,ℓ(RN ) := L∞(RN ), ℓ ∈ [0, N ].

Morrey spaces can be characterized in terms of the locally uniform Lebesgue’s spaces Lp
U (R

N ),

p ∈ [1,∞], which can be traced back to [9] and are composed of φ ∈ L
p
loc(R

N ) such that

‖φ‖Lp
U
(RN ) = sup

x0∈RN

‖φ‖Lp(B(x0,1)) <∞,

where L∞
U (RN ) = L∞(RN ). Using dilations defined for functions in RN by

φR(x) = φ(Rx), x ∈ R
N , R > 0

we have that

φ ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ) if and only if sup
R>0

R
ℓ
p ‖φR‖Lp

U
(RN ) <∞

and ‖φ‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) = supR>0R
ℓ
p ‖φR‖Lp

U
(RN ) (see [4, Proposition 2.1]). Given any ℓ ∈ [0, N ] and p ∈

[1,∞) we have in particular continuous embedding

Mp,ℓ(RN ) ⊂ L
p
U (R

N ).

The dotted Morrey spaces Ṁp,ℓ(RN ), 1 < p <∞, ℓ ∈ (0, N ] denote subspaces of Mp,ℓ(RN ) in which
translations are continuous, that is

τyφ− φ→ 0 as y → 0 (2.2)

in Mp,ℓ(RN ), where τyφ(x) = φ(x − y) for x ∈ R. Given ℓ ∈ [0, N ] and p ∈ [1,∞), Ṁp,ℓ(RN ) is in

particular a subspace of L̇p
U (R

N ) consisting of functions from L
p
U (R

N ) which satisfy (2.2) in Lp
U (R

N ).

Regarding spaces of Morrey measures (see [7, 10]), we consider for ℓ ∈ [0, N ] the space Mℓ(RN )
which consists of Radon measures µ satisfying

‖µ‖Mℓ(RN ) = sup
x0∈RN ,R>0

Rℓ−N |µ|(B(x0, R)) <∞.

Given any ℓ ∈ (0, N ],

M1,ℓ(RN ) ⊂ Mℓ(RN ) isometrically

where M1,N (RN ) = L1(RN ), whereas MN (RN ) = MBTV (R
N ) is the space of Radon measures with

bounded total variation.
3



All above mentioned spaces are in particular contained in the space of uniform measures MU (R
N ),

which consists of Radon measures µ satisfying

‖µ‖MU (RN ) = sup
x0∈RN

|µ|(B(x0, 1)) <∞.

3. The homogeneous linear equation in uniform spaes

In this section, given A0 as in (1.2), we consider the linear fractional diffusion problem
{

ut +A
µ
0u = 0, x ∈ RN , t > 0,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN
(3.1)

where 0 < µ ≤ 1 and A
µ
0 is the fractional power of A0. We collect below several known results for

(3.1) when the initial data is taken in locally uniform spaces. This strategy allows to obtain similar
results in Morrey spaces, see Section 4 and [4].

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < µ ≤ 1 and assume that A0 is as in (1.2).

(i) Then (3.1) defines a semigroup of solutions {Sµ(t)}t≥0 in each one of the spaces Lp
U (R

N ) and

MU (R
N ).

(ii) The semigroup is analytic and has a sectorial generator provided 0 < µ < 1, or µ = 1 and
1 < p ≤ ∞.

(iii) The semigroup has a selfsimilar kernel kµ(t, x, y) =
1

t
N

2mµ

Kµ

(

x−y

t
1

2mµ

)

, that is,

Sµ(t)u0(x) =

∫

RN

kµ(t, x, y)u0(y) dy, x ∈ R
N , t > 0.

Moreover if the semigroup generated by −A0, that is, {S1(t)}t≥0 is order preserving (e.g. if A0 =
−∆), so is {Sµ(t)}t≥0 for 0 < µ < 1 and actually kµ(t, x, y) ≥ 0 for all t, x, y.

(iv) The space L̇p
U (R

N ) is invariant for the semigroup.

Proof. We start with (i), (ii) and the case µ = 1. The results for Lp
U(R

N ) can be found in [2]. The

results for MU (R
N ) and the properties of the kernel in (iii) can be found in [5].

Then Proposition B.1 in [4] gives the analyticity results for 0 < µ < 1 in all the spaces above.
Since kernel is selfsimilar, translations τz given in the line below (2.2) commute with Sµ(t), that

is, τzSµ(t)u0 = Sµ(t)τzu0 for z ∈ RN , t > 0, u0 ∈ L
p
U(R

N ) and µ ∈ (0, 1]. Hence ‖τzSµ(t)u0 −

Sµ(t)u0‖Lp
U
(RN ) ≤ ‖Sµ(t)‖L(Lp

U
(RN ))‖τzu0−u0‖Lp

U
(RN ) and the invariance of L̇p

U (R
N ) in (iv) follows.

The next result collects several estimates for the semigroup above between the uniform spaces.

Proposition 3.2. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 3.1.
Given 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ we have for some constant c = cµ,p,q that

‖Sµ(t)‖L(Lp
U
(RN ),Lq

U
(RN )) ≤ c(1 +

1

t
1

2mµ
(N
p
−N

q
)
), t > 0, (3.2)

which remains true if for p = 1 we replace L1
U (R

N ) by MU (R
N ).

Proof. With µ = 1 this follows from the estimates in [5, Theorem 3.1] (since from [5, Theorem 6.1]
we can apply that theorem with the constant a = 0).

With µ ∈ (0, 1) this follows from the estimate for µ = 1 and [3, Lemma 4.4]. This is straightfor-
ward if 1

2m(N
p
− N

q
) < 1. If 1

2m(N
p
− N

q
) ≥ 1, we choose a finite number of points qj , j = 0, . . . , J

such that q0 = p < q1 < . . . < qJ = q and 1
2m (N

qj
− N

qj+1
) < 1 to get via [3, Lemma 4.4] that

‖Sµ(t)‖L(L
qj
U
(RN ),L

qj+1
U

(RN ))
≤ c(1 + 1

t
1

2mµ
( Nqj

− N
qj+1

)
) for j = 1, . . . , J − 1. From these estimates we get

the result using the semigroup property and Young’s inequality.

The next result states the time continuity properties of the trajectories of the semigroup.
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Proposition 3.3. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 3.1.
Then for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ we have

(0,∞) × L
p
U (R

N ) ∋ (t, u0) → Sµ(t)u0 ∈ L
q
U(R

N ) is continuous,

which remains true if for p = 1 we replace L1
U (R

N ) by MU (R
N ).

Proof. If (0,∞) × L
p
U (R

N ) ∋ (tn, u0n) → (t0, u0) ∈ (0,∞) × L
p
U(R

N ) as n → ∞, then for any small
enough ε > 0 we can write

Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(t0)u0 = Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(tn)u0 + Sµ(tn − ε)S(ε)u0 − Sµ(t0 − ε)Sµ(ε)u0.

Then for p ≤ q ≤ ∞ we have from (3.2)

‖Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(tn)u0‖Lq
U
(RN ) ≤ c



1 +
1

t
1

2mµ
(N
p
−N

q
)

n



 ‖u0n − u0‖Lp
U
(RN ) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Also, since Sµ(ε)u0 ∈ L
q
U (R

N ) by (3.2), we see that

‖Sµ(tn − ε)Sµ(ε)u0 − Sµ(t0 − ε)Sµ(ε)u0‖Lq
U
(RN ) → 0 as n→ ∞,

since by Proposition 4.1 the semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0 is analytic (thus continuous at each positive time)
in Lq

U (R
N ) for 0 < µ < 1, or µ = 1 and q 6= 1. For µ = 1 and q = 1 it is continuous in Lq

U (R
N ) for

positive times from [2, Theorem 4.5].
Finally, for 1 ≤ q < p, since we have proven continuity in L

p
U (R

N ), so we have it in L
q
U (R

N ) as

L
p
U (R

N ) ⊂ L
q
U (R

N ).

About the way the semigroup approaches the initial data, we have the following result.

Proposition 3.4. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 4.1.

Then for any u0 ∈ L
p
U (R

N ) with 1 ≤ p <∞ we have

Sµ(t)u0 → u0 as t→ 0+, in Lp
loc(R

N ), (3.3)

The convergence in (3.3) is in Lp
U (R

N ) if u0 ∈ L̇
p
U (R

N ).

Proof. If µ = 1 then (3.3) in Lp
loc(R

N ) is from [2, Theorems 4.1, 4.5 and Proposition 4.9], (3.3) in

L
p
U (R

N ) with u0 ∈ L̇
p
U (R

N ) is from [2, (4.1), (4.5) and (4.6)].

Now, given µ ∈ (0, 1) observe that (3.3) in Lp
loc(R

N ) follows from the convergence properties in the
case µ = 1 using the expressions in [15, (20’), p. 264 and (14), p. 262] (see also [4, Appendix B]).
Indeed, given u0 ∈ L

p
U (R

N ) and any ball B ⊂ RN , with f1,µ as in [15, p. 264] we have that

‖Sµ(t)u0 − u0‖Lp(B) ≤

∫ ∞

0
f1,µ(s)‖S1(st

1
µ )u0 − u0‖Lp(B) → 0 as t→ 0+,

where the convergence on the right is due to Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

4. The homogeneous linear equation in Morrey spaes

In this section, given A0 as in (1.2), we consider the linear fractional diffusion problem
{

ut +A
µ
0u = 0, x ∈ RN , t > 0,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN
(4.1)

where 0 < µ ≤ 1 and Aµ
0 is the fractional power of A0. We collect below several previous results for

(4.1) when the initial data are taken in Morrey spaces.

Proposition 4.1. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ ≤ N , 0 < µ ≤ 1 and assume that A0 is as in (1.2).

(i) Then (4.1) defines a semigroup of solutions {Sµ(t)}t≥0 in each one of the spaces Mp,ℓ(RN ),

Mℓ(RN )
(ii) The semigroup is analytic and has a sectorial generator provided 0 < µ < 1, or µ = 1 and

1 < p ≤ ∞.
5



(iii) The semigroup has a selfsimilar kernel kµ(t, x, y) =
1

t
N

2mµ

Kµ

(

x−y

t
1

2mµ

)

, that is,

Sµ(t)u0(x) =

∫

RN

kµ(t, x, y)u0(y) dy, x ∈ R
N , t > 0.

Moreover if the semigroup generated by −A0, that is, {S1(t)}t≥0 is order preserving (e.g. if A0 =
−∆), so is {Sµ(t)}t≥0 for 0 < µ < 1 and actually kµ(t, x, y) ≥ 0 for all t, x, y.

(iv) The space Ṁp,ℓ(RN ) is invariant for the semigroup.

Proof. The results for the semigroup inMp,ℓ(RN ), Mℓ(RN ), can be found in [4], whereas for the kernel
in [5]. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, translations τz commute with Sµ(t). Hence ‖τzSµ(t)u0 −

Sµ(t)u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) ≤ ‖Sµ(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ))‖τzu0 − u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) and the invariance of Ṁp,ℓ(RN ) follows.

Remark 4.2. For 0 < µ ≤ 1, 1 < p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ N the sectorial generator of the semigroup
{Sµ(t)}t≥0 in Mp,ℓ(RN ) in Proposition 4.1 is −Aµ

0 , which follows from [4, Proposition B.1, p. 1604].

The next result collects several estimates for the semigroup above between the spaces considered
before.

Proposition 4.3. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 4.1.

Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ N , for 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 ≤ s ≤ ℓ ≤ N satisfying s
q
≤ ℓ

p
, we have for

some constant c = cµ,p,ℓ,q,s that

‖Sµ(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),Mq,s(RN )) =
c

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)
, t > 0, (4.2)

which remains true if for p = 1 we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).

Proof. This is from [4, Theorems 1.4 and 1.5].

The next result states the time continuity properties of the trajectories of the semigroup.

Proposition 4.4. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 4.1.

Then for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and 0 ≤ s ≤ ℓ ≤ N satisfying s
q
≤ ℓ

p
we have

(0,∞)×Mp,ℓ(RN ) ∋ (t, u0) → Sµ(t)u0 ∈M q,s(RN ) is continuous, (4.3)

which remains true if for p = 1 we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).

Proof. We argue below in three cases.

Case A: either µ 6= 1, or µ = 1 and q 6= 1. In this case we first remark that if (0,∞) ×Mp,ℓ(RN ) ∋

(tn, u0n) → (t0, u0) ∈ (0,∞) ×Mp,ℓ(RN ) as n→ ∞, then for any small enough ε > 0 we can write

Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(t0)u0 = Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(tn)u0 + Sµ(tn − ε)S(ε)u0 − Sµ(t0 − ε)Sµ(ε)u0.

Due to Proposition 4.3 we have

‖Sµ(tn)u0n − Sµ(tn)u0‖Mq,s(RN ) ≤
c

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)

n

‖u0n − u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Also
‖Sµ(tn − ε)Sµ(ε)u0 − Sµ(t0 − ε)Sµ(ε)u0‖Mq,s(RN ) → 0 as n→ ∞,

because Proposition 4.3 yields Sµ(ε)u0 ∈M q,s(RN ) and by Proposition 4.1 the semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0

is analytic (thus, in particular, continuous for positive times) in M q,s(RN ).

Case B: µ = 1 and q = 1 and p 6= 1. Given p 6= 1, 0 < s ≤ ℓ ≤ N , u0 ∈ Mp,ℓ(RN ) and t > 0 we

have from [4, p. 1587, Theorem 5.1] that

∇S1(t)u0 ∈M1,s(RN ),

whereas from Proposition 4.3
S1(t)u0 ∈ L∞(RN ) ∩M1,s(RN ),

6



so via [4, p.1571, Proposition 2.2] we see that

S1(t)u0 ∈ Ṁ1,s(RN ).

This and [4, formula (1.8), p. 1563] yield

lim
hց0

‖S1(h)S1(t)u0 − S1(t)u0‖M1,s(RN ) = 0 for each t > 0. (4.4)

Now for t > 0 and − t
2 < h < 0, since by Proposition 4.3 suph∈(− t

2
,0) ‖S1

(

t
2 + h

)

‖L(M1,s(RN )) = c,

‖S1(t+ h)u0 − S1(t)u0‖M1,s(RN ) = ‖S1

(

t

2
+ h

)(

S1

(

t

2

)

u0 − S1(−h)S1

(

t

2

)

u0

)

‖M1,s(RN )

≤ c‖S1

(

t

2

)

u0 − S1(−h)S1

(

t

2

)

u0‖M1,s(RN )

(4.5)

and due to (4.4) the right hand of (4.5) tends to zero as hր 0. As a consequence,

lim
hր0

‖S1(t+ h)u0 − S1(t)u0‖M1,s(RN ) = 0 for each t > 0.

Given u0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ) we thus see that (0,∞) ∋ t→ S1(t)u0 ∈M1,s(RN ) is continuous.
This and the estimate ‖S1(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),M1,s(RN )) =

c

t
1

2m ( ℓp−s)
from Proposition 4.3 yield (4.3) in the

considered case after we use a similar argument as in Case A above.

Case C: µ = 1 and q = 1 and p = 1 and s < ℓ. In this case for all sufficiently small ε > 0 we have

s < ℓ
1+ε

< ℓ and given u0 ∈M
1,ℓ(RN ) we observe from Proposition 4.3 that

S1(t)u0 ∈M1+ε,ℓ(RN ) and S1(τ)S1(t)u0 ∈M1,s(RN ) whenever t, τ > 0.

Now, if t > 0 and tn → t then choosing small enough ε > 0 we have

‖S1(tn)u0 − S1(t)u0‖M1,s(RN ) = ‖S1(tn − ε)S1(ε)u0 − S1(t− ε)S1(ε)u0‖M1,s(RN ) (4.6)

where

S1(ε)u0 ∈M1+ε,ℓ(RN ) and s <
ℓ

1 + ε
< ℓ,

so due to the continuity proved in Case B above the right hand side of (4.6) tends to zero as n→ ∞.
Given u0 ∈ M1,ℓ(RN ) we thus see that (0,∞) ∋ t → S1(t)u0 ∈ M1,s(RN ) is continuous. This

together with the estimate ‖S1(t)‖L(M1,ℓ(RN ),M1,s(RN )) =
c

t
1

2m (ℓ−s)
from Proposition 4.3 yield (4.3) in

the considered case with a similar argument as in Case A above.

Case D: µ = 1 and q = 1 and p = 1 and s = ℓ. Given u0 ∈M1,ℓ(RN ) and a ball B(x0, R) ⊂ RN , we

denote by χB(x0,R) the characteristic function of B(x0, R) and observe that for t > 0, t+h > 0 we get

Rℓ−N‖S(t+ h)u0 − S(t)u0‖L1(B(x0,R))

≤ Rℓ−N

∫

RN






χB(x0,R)(x)

∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣|u0(x− z)| dz






dx

= Rℓ−N

∫

RN







∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|u0(x− z)| χB(x0,R)(x) dx






dz

=

∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣Rℓ−N‖u0‖L1(B(x0−z,R)) dz

≤ ‖u0‖M1,ℓ(RN )

∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣
dz.

(4.7)
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Taking δ ∈ MN (RN ) = MBTV (R
N ) we have as in [5, Proposition 6.1(i)] that K1 = S1(1)δ. Since due

to [5, Proposition 3.2] S1(t)δ immediately enters Lp(RN ) for any p ≥ 1, we see from [2, Proposition
2.3 and Remark 2.6] that S1(t)δ also enters immediately H2m

q (RN ) for arbitrarily large q. Thus, via

Sobolev embedding, K1 is in particular a bounded uniformly continuous function in RN , which in turn
implies that

∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣
→ 0 as h→ 0 for each t > 0, z ∈ R

N .

Using pointwise Gaussian bound (see [5, formula (2.3) in Theorem 2.2]) we also have
∣

∣

∣K1(·)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ exp
(

−c| · |
2m

2m−1
)

for some positive constant c. Hence due to Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

K1

(

z

(t+h)
1

2m

)

(t+ h)
N
2m

−
K1

(

z

t
1

2m

)

t
N
2m

∣

∣

∣
dz → 0 as h→ 0. (4.8)

From (4.7) and (4.8) we conclude that ‖S(t+ h)u0 − S(t)u0‖M1,ℓ(RN ) → 0 as h→ 0.

This and the estimate ‖Sµ(t)‖L(M1,ℓ(RN )) = c from Proposition 4.3 yield (4.3) in the considered case
with a similar argument as in Case A above.

About the way the semigroup approaches the initial data, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.5. Let {Sµ(t)}t≥0, µ ∈ (0, 1], be as in Proposition 4.1.

Then for any u0 ∈M
p,ℓ(RN ) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ N we have

Sµ(t)u0 → u0 as t→ 0+, in Lp
loc(R

N ). (4.9)

The convergence in (4.9) is in Mp,ℓ(RN ) if u0 ∈ Ṁp,ℓ(RN ).

Proof. If µ = 1 then the result is from [4, Theorem 1.1], whereas for µ ∈ (0, 1) it follows analogously
as in the proof of Proposition 3.4.

5. Morrey potentials

As mentioned in the Introduction, our goal is now to perturb the fractional diffusion equation (4.1)
with some potential terms. Previous results in this direction can be found in [4, Section 7] for specific
type of homogeneous potentials of the form c

|x|β
and suitable β > 0. In that reference the results rely

on suitable Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Hardy type inequalities that can not be applied here for more general
potentials.

Here our goal is to include a general potentials in Morrey spaces, using different techniques. Of
course, our results here apply to these type of potentials as well. Hence, we will assume that

V ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN ) for 1 ≤ p0 ≤ ∞, ℓ0 ∈ (0, N ]. (5.1)

Then we consider the multiplication operator PV , defined for functions φ in RN by

PV φ(x) = V (x)φ(x), x ∈ R
N . (5.2)

The following result states how the multiplication operator (5.2) acts between Morrey spaces.

Lemma 5.1. Assume V ∈ Mp0,ℓ0(RN ) for some 1 ≤ p0 ≤ ∞, ℓ0 ∈ (0, N ] and let p′0 be Hölder’s
conjugate of p0.

Given any w ∈ [p′0,∞] and 0 < κ ≤ N we have that if z and ν satisfy

1

z
=

1

w
+

1

p0
,

ν

z
=
κ

w
+
ℓ0

p0

then for any φ ∈Mw,κ(RN ) and PV φ as in (5.2), we have PV φ ∈Mz,ν(RN ) and

‖PV φ‖Mz,ν(RN ) ≤ ‖φ‖Mw,κ(RN )‖V ‖Mp0,ℓ0(RN ).
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In particular,

PV ∈ L(Mw,κ(RN ),Mz,ν(RN )) and ‖PV ‖L(Mw,κ(RN ),Mz,ν(RN )) ≤ ‖V ‖Mp0,ℓ0(RN ). (5.3)

Proof. The result follows applying the following consequence of Hölder’s inequality

‖fg‖Mz,ν(RN ) ≤ ‖f‖Mw,κ(RN )‖g‖Mp0,ℓ0 (RN ),

see [4, formula (2.5)].

6. Linear perturbations in the sale: an abstrat approah

As a consequence of the results in Sections 4 and 5, we have a semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0, 0 < µ ≤ 1,

in the scale of spaces {Mp,ℓ(RN )}p,ℓ, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ ≤ N (where, for p = 1, we can even replace

M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN )). This semigroup has continuous curves as in Proposition 4.4, attains the initial
data as in Proposition 4.5 and acts within these spaces as in (4.2). On the other hand, we have a
potential that acts within these spaces as in (5.3). Notice the corresponding restrictions on the indexes
of the spaces of the scale in these two latter equations.

We can accomodate this situation in an abstract setting that will allow further applications to other
situations. This will be done elsewhere.

First, assume we have a family of Banach spaces, {Xγ}γ∈J which we call the scale, where J is a
certain set of indexes. The norm in Xγ is denoted by ‖ · ‖γ . The spaces of the scale are assumed to
be topologically consistent, that is, if {u0n} ⊂ Xγ ∩X γ̃ and {u0n} converges both in Xγ and in X γ̃

then the limit is the same.
Each space in the scale, has an associated regularity index given by a mapping r : J → R.
As several of the results below do not depend on the semigroup property, we consider a slightly

more general situation for a family of linear mappings {S(t)}t≥0 acting in the scale as we now define.

Definition 6.1. Given the scale {Xγ}γ∈J and a family of linear operators {S(t)}t≥0 with S(0) = I

defined in a consistent way on the spaces of the scale, that is, if u0 ∈ Xγ ∩X γ̃ then the value of S(t)u0
as operators in Xγ and X γ̃ coincide.

(i) We say that {S(t)}t≥0 smooths from Xγ to X γ̃ for positive times, which we denote as

γ
S(t)

99K γ̃,

iff for any T > 0 there is a constant M =M(γ, γ̃, T ) (that can always assume to be nondecreasing
with respect to T ), such that

‖S(t)‖L(Xγ ,X γ̃) ≤
M

td(γ̃,γ)
for 0 < t ≤ T (6.1)

where d(γ̃, γ)
def
:= r(γ̃)− r(γ) ≥ 0.

(ii) We say that {S(t)}t≥0 continuously smooths from Xγ to X γ̃ for positive times, which we denote
as

γ
S(t)
 γ̃,

iff additionally to (i), we have that (0,∞) ∋ t→ S(t)u0 ∈ X γ̃ is continuous for each u0 ∈ Xγ .

(iii) If for each γ ∈ J, {S(t)}t≥0 is a (not necessarily C0) semigroup in Xγ and γ
S(t)
 γ then we say

that we have a semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 in the scale.

Therefore the results in Sections 4 and 5 for Morrey spaces Xγ =Mp,ℓ(RN ), correspond to

γ = (p, ℓ) ∈ J = [1,∞] × (0, N ], r(γ) = −
ℓ

2mµp
(6.2)

(for p = 1, M1,ℓ(RN ) can be replaced by Mℓ(RN )). The operators {Sµ(t)}t≥0, 0 < µ ≤ 1, are
a semigroup in the Morrey scale in the sense above. Notice that (6.1) holds in this case with M

independent of T , see (4.2).
As the case of semigroups in a scale is specially relevant for applications, we make the following

important remark.
9



Lemma 6.2. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale {Xγ}γ∈J.

(i) For each γ ∈ J, there exists constants M0 =M0(γ), aγ , such that

‖S(t)‖L(Xγ ) ≤M0e
aγ t, t ≥ 0, (6.3)

(ii) If γ
S(t)

99K γ′ denote ω
def
:= min{aγ , aγ′}. Then for each T > 0 there exists a constant M =M(γ, γ′, T )

such that

‖S(t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤

{

M

td(γ
′ ,γ)
, 0 < t ≤ T

Meωt, T < t.

In particular, for each a > ω there is a constant M1 =M1(γ, γ
′) such that

‖S(t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
M1

td(γ
′,γ)

eat, t > 0. (6.4)

Proof. (i) Since ‖S(τ)‖L(Xγ ) ≤ C for τ ∈ [0, 1], then, by the semigroup property, for k ∈ N and

τ ∈ [0, 1], ‖S(k + τ)‖Xγ ≤ Ck+1 and, letting t = k + τ , we get (6.3).
(ii) The estimate for 0 < t ≤ T comes from (6.1). Now for u0 ∈ Xγ and t > T , by the semigroup
property, we get ‖S(t)u0‖Xγ′ ≤ ‖S(t− T )‖L(Xγ′ ,Xγ′ )‖S(T )u0‖Xγ′ ≤

C

T d(γ′,γ)e
a
γ′T

eaγ′ t‖u0‖γ .

Also, for t > T , ‖S(t)u0‖Xγ′ ≤ ‖S(T )‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ )‖S(t − T )u0‖Xγ ≤ C

T d(γ′,γ)e
aγT

eaγ t‖u0‖γ . So we get

the result.
Also, these two estimates together yield (6.4).

Now we want to consider an equation of the form

u(t) = S(t)u0 +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Piu(τ) dτ, t > 0, (6.5)

for suitable u0 in some space in the scale, and suitable linear perturbations Pi acting within the scale,
as we now define.

Definition 6.3. Given α ∈ J and R > 0,

(i) Denote Pβ,R, with β ∈ J, the set of linear bounded mappings P ∈ L(Xα,Xβ) with 0 ≤ d(α, β) =

r(α)− r(β) < 1 and β
S(t)
 α and ‖P‖L(Xα,Xβ) ≤ R.

(ii) For β1, . . . , βn ∈ J consider sets of perturbations P = {P1, . . . , Pn} such that Pi ∈ Pβi,R. Then we
say that

P = {P1, . . . , Pn} ∈ Pβ1,...,βn,R. (6.6)

Notice that if all βi are the same, then we can add the perturbations and (6.5) would be equivalent
to

u(t) = S(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)

(

n
∑

i=1

Pi

)

u(τ) dτ, (6.7)

so, a single perturbation would be considered. Analogously, if in (6.5) some βi = βj then Pi and Pj

can be added into a single perturbation. Hence we can, without loss of generality, assume that in (6.5)
all βi are different.

Hence if P is as in (6.6), notice that for (6.5) to make sense we need u : (0, T ) → Xα and then
τ 7→ S(t− τ)Piu(τ) ∈ Xα, but it must be integrable, so we need a precise control on how u enters in

Xα and use (6.1). Also notice that we can allow u0 ∈ Xγ as long as γ
S(t)
 α.

This motivates to consider the following set of functions.

Definition 6.4. For α ∈ J, T > 0 and ε ≥ 0 we define

L∞
α,ε((0, T ]) = {ϕ ∈ L∞

loc((0, T ],X
α) : |||ϕ|||α,ε,T = sup

t∈(0,T ]
tε‖ϕ(t)‖α <∞},

and L∞
α,ε =

⋂

T>0L
∞
α,ε((0, T ]).
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6.1. Perturbations in the scale. Existence, uniqueness and regularity. Then we have the
following existence and uniqueness result for (6.5), for u0 in a set of spaces in the scale determined

by Eα below; the set of existence and uniqueness for (6.5). Notice in particular that if α
S(t)
 α then

α ∈ Eα.

Theorem 6.5 (Existence of solutions). Assume α ∈ J and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and
let

γ ∈ Eα
def
:= {γ ∈ J : r(γ) ∈ (r(α)− 1, r(α)] and γ

S(t)
 α}.

Then for u0 ∈ Xγ there is a unique u = u(·, u0) in L∞
α,d(α,γ) satisfying (6.5) for each t > 0.

Therefore we have a family of linear operators {SP (t)}t≥0 in Xγ given by

SP (0)u0 = u0 and SP (t)u0 = u(t, u0) (6.8)

and {SP (t)}t≥0 continuously smooths from Xγ to Xα for positive times, that is,

γ
SP (t)
 α. (6.9)

Finally, βi ∈ Eα and in particular,

βi
SP (t)
 α, i = 1, . . . n.

Also, if α
S(t)
 α then α ∈ Eα and α

SP (t)
 α.

Proof. Step 1. Existence. First, if γ ∈ Eα then 0 ≤ d(α, γ) = r(α) − r(γ) < 1. Then with T > 0
and θ > 0 we consider in L∞

α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) an equivalent norm given by

|||ϕ|||T,θ = sup
t∈(0,T ]

e−θttd(α,γ)‖ϕ(t)‖α.

Then take K0 > 0 to be chosen below and letting

KT,K0,θ = {ϕ ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) : |||ϕ|||T,θ ≤ K0}

and for ϕ ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ)((0, T ])

F(ϕ, u0)(t) = S(t)u0 +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Piϕ(τ) dτ, t ∈ (0, T ], (6.10)

we look for a fixed point of ϕ 7→ F(ϕ, u0) in KT,K0,θ.
We remark that if ϕ ∈ KT,K0,θ then ϕ is measurable with respect to a Lebesgue’s σ-field as in [6,

Definition §5, p. 4] and, by assumptions on Pi and {S(t)}t≥0, we see via [6, Proposition §13, p. 7]
that S(t − ·)Piϕ(·) is then measurable for every t ∈ (0, T ] and i = 1, . . . , n. Hence S(t − ·)Piϕ(·)
with values in Xα is integrable on (0, t) whenever ‖S(t − ·)Piϕ(·)‖α is integrable on (0, t). Also, the
technical Lemma 6.6 proved below ensures that F(ϕ, u0) is actually continuous in (0, T ] with values
in Xα and thus measurable (see [1, Corollary 1.4.8]).

Given ϕ,ψ ∈ KT,K0,θ and t ∈ (0, T ] we have

e−θttd(α,γ)‖F(ϕ, u0)(t)‖α ≤ C‖u0‖γ + e−θttd(α,γ)
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

C

(t− s)d(α,βi)
R‖ϕ(s)‖αds

≤ C‖u0‖γ +C

n
∑

i=1

Rt1−d(α,βi)e−θt

∫ 1

0

eθtζ

(1− ζ)d(α,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ |||ϕ|||T,θ

(6.11)

and

e−θttd(α,γ)‖(F(ϕ, u0)(t)−F(ψ, u0)(t))‖α ≤ e−θttd(α,γ)
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

C

(t− s)d(α,βi)
R‖ϕ(s) − ψ(s)‖αds

≤ C

n
∑

i=1

Rt1−d(α,βi)e−θt

∫ 1

0

eθtζ

(1− ζ)d(α,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ |||ϕ− ψ|||T,θ.
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Now choose K0 > 2C‖u0‖γ and denote

ci(θ) = sup
t∈(0,T ]

t1−d(α,βi)e−θt

∫ 1

0

eθtζ

(1− ζ)d(α,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ

so we obtain for ϕ,ψ ∈ KT,K0,θ that

|||F(ϕ, u0)|||T,θ ≤
(1

2
+ CR

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)
)

K0,

|||(F(ϕ, u0)−F(ψ, u0)|||T,θ ≤ CR

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)|||ϕ − ψ|||T,θ.

(6.12)

Given i ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have via Hölder’s inequality that for 1
q
+ 1

q′
= 1

ci(θ) ≤ sup
t∈(0,T ]

t1−d(α,βi)e−θt(

∫ 1

0
eθtζq

′
dζ)

1
q′ (

∫ 1

0
(1− ζ)−qd(α,βi)ζ−qd(α,γ) dζ)

1
q

≤ sup
t∈(0,T ]

t
1
q
−d(α,βi)(θq′)

− 1
q′ (1− e−θtq′)

1
q′B

1
q (1− qd(α, βi), 1− qd(α, γ))

≤ θ
− 1

q′ T
1
q
−d(α,βi)q′

− 1
q′B

1
q (1− qd(α, βi), 1 − qd(α, γ))

where B(·, ·) is Euler’s beta function and 1 − qd(α, βi), 1− qd(α, γ) > 0 for q > 1 close enough to 1,
because 1− d(α, βi) > 0 and 1− d(α, γ) > 0. Therefore, for such q, we see that ci(θ) is bounded from

above by a multiple of θ
− 1

q′ T
1
q
−d(α,βi) and then

given T > 0 we have lim
θ→∞

ci(θ) = 0 for every i = 1, . . . n. (6.13)

Therefore, from this and (6.12) for a given T > 0, we can choose θ large such that F(·, u0) is a con-
traction in KT,K0,θ. Hence, F(·, u0) has a unique fixed point u in KT,K0,θ and then u ∈ L∞

α,d(α,γ)((0, T ])

satisfies (6.5) for t ∈ (0, T ].
Step 2. Uniqueness. For fixed T notice the sets KT,K0,θ are increasing in K0 and in θ. Hence
if v ∈ L∞

α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) satisfies (6.5) in (0, T ], with θ and u as in Step 1 above, denote K1 =

max{K0, |||v|||T,θ}. Then u, v ∈ KT,K1,θ. Now choose θ1 larger than θ and such F has a unique
fixed point in KT,K1,θ1 ⊃ KT,K1,θ ⊃ KT,K0,θ. Therefore u, v ∈ KT,K1,θ1 and are fixed points, whence
u = v in (0, T ]. Therefore, there is a unique element in L∞

α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) that satisfies (6.5).

In particular, if T1 < T2 and ui ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ)((0, Ti]) satisfy (6.5) in (0, Ti] then u1 = u2 in (0, T1].

As we can construct, as above, for each T > 0 an u ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) that satisfies (6.5) in (0, T ],

we have therefore a unique u ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ) that satisfies (6.5) for t > 0.

Step 3. Linearity. Now for t > 0, SP (t) in (6.8) is a well defined map from Xγ into Xα. The
linearity of SP (t) is now a consequence of the uniqueness in L∞

α,d(α,γ) and the linearity in u0 and in ϕ

in (6.10).
Step 4. Estimates. Now for SP (t)u0 = u(t;u0) and T > 0, from (6.11), for 0 < t ≤ T we have

e−θttd(α,γ)‖u(t)‖α ≤ C‖u0‖γ + CR

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)|||u|||T,θ ,

and therefore

|||u|||T,θ ≤ C‖u0‖γ + CR

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)|||u|||T,θ.

From (6.13) we can choose θ large enough such that CR
∑n

i=1 ci(θ) ≤
1
2 , and then |||u|||T,θ ≤ 2C‖u0‖γ

which in turn leads to the estimate

‖SP (t)u0‖α ≤
2CeθT

td(α,γ)
‖u0‖γ , t ∈ (0, T ). (6.14)

12



This and the continuity in Lemma 6.6 below, completes the proof of (6.9).

Finally, that βi ∈ Eα and βi
SP (t)
 α, for i = 1, . . . n and that if α

S(t)
 α then α ∈ Eα and α

SP (t)
 α,

follows by the definitions.

We now prove the technical lemma used above.

Lemma 6.6. Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and let γ ∈ Eα.
If u0 ∈ X

γ and u ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ)((0, T ]) then

(0, T ] ∋ t→ F(u, u0)(t) = S(t)u0 +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Piu(τ) dτ ∈ Xα is continuous.

Proof. We consider 0 < t ≤ T and h ∈ R satisfying

t

2
≤ t+ h ≤ T. (6.15)

We see that

‖F(u, u0)(t+ h)−F(u, u0)(t)‖α ≤ ‖S(t+ h)u0 − S(t)u0‖α

+

n
∑

i=1

‖

∫ t+h

0
S(t+ h− s)Piu(s)ds −

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Piu(s) ds‖α

=: I1,α(h) + I2,α(h).

(6.16)

Since γ
S(t)
 α, we get limh→0 I1,α(h) = 0. The proof that limh→0 I2,α(h) = 0 follows in two cases.

Case h > 0. If h > 0 then I2,α(h) ≤ j+h,α + k+h,α where

j+h,α =

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
‖(S(t+ h− s)− S(t− s))Piu(s)‖α ds,

k+h,α =

n
∑

i=1

∫ t+h

t

‖S(t+ h− s)Piu(s)‖α ds.

(6.17)

We see that ‖(S(t+h−s)−S(t−s))Piu(s)‖α is bounded by ‖S(t+h−s)Piu(s)‖α+‖S(t−s)Piu(s)‖α,
which for s ∈ (0, t) is estimated by Gi(s) = RC

(t−s)d(α,βi)sd(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T . Since d(α, βi) < 1 and

d(α, γ) < 1, function Gi(s) is integrable for s ∈ (0, t). For such s we also have

lim
h→0+

‖(S(t+ h− s)− S(t− s))Piu(s)‖α = 0, (6.18)

because Piu(s) ∈ Xβi and by assumption (0,∞) ∋ t → S(t)φ ∈ Xα is continuous when φ ∈ Xβi .
Thus, via Lebesgue’s theorem limh→0+ j

+
h,α = 0,

For s ∈ (t, t+h) we see in turn that ‖S(t+h−s)Piu(s)‖α is bounded from above by
RC|||u|||α,d(α,γ),T

(t+h−s)d(α,βi)td(α,γ) .

Then k+h,α ≤
∑n

i=1
RC

(1−d(α,βi))td(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T h
1−d(α,βi), which implies that limh→0+ k

+
h,α = 0. As a

consequence limh→0+ I2,α(h) = 0.

Case h < 0. If h < 0, we have I2,α(h) ≤ j−h,α + k−h,α where

j−h,α =

n
∑

i=1

∫ t+h

0
‖(S(t+ h− s)− S(t− s))Piu(s)‖αds,

k−h,α =
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

t+h

‖S(t− s)Piu(s)‖αds.

For s ∈ (t + h, t), recalling (6.15), we see that ‖S(t − s)Piu(s)‖α is estimated from above by
RC

(t−s)d(α,βi)( t
2
)d(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T and k−h,α ≤

∑n
i=1

RC
(1−d(α,βi))(

t
2
)d(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T (−h)

1−d(α,βi), which

yields limh→0− k
−
h,α = 0.
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Given any ξ > 0 such that t
4 ≤ t− ξ we now write for h ∈ (−ξ, 0) (thus t− ξ ≤ t+ h)

j−h,α ≤
n
∑

i=1

∫ t−ξ

0
‖(S(t+ h− s)− S(t− s))Piu(s)‖αds

+

n
∑

i=1

∫ t+h

t−ξ

(‖S(t+ h− s)Piu(s)‖α + ‖S(t− s)Piu(s)‖α)ds =: lα(h, ξ) +mα(h, ξ).

Observe that, since h ∈ (−ξ, 0) and t
4 ≤ t − ξ, ‖S(t + h − s)Piu(s)‖α + ‖S(t − s)Piu(s)‖α is for

s ∈ (t − ξ, t + h) bounded from above by 2RC

(t+h−s)d(α,βi)( t
4
)d(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T , whereas mα(h, ξ) ≤

2nRC
(1−d(α,βi))(

t
4
)d(α,γ) |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T ξ

d(α,βi). Hence, given η > 0, there exists ξ > 0 such that mα(h, ξ) < η

for all h ∈ (−ξ, 0). Having fixed such ξ, note that (0, t − ξ) ⊂ (0, t + h) and ‖(S(t + h − s) −
S(t − s))Piu(s)‖α is for s ∈ (0, t − ξ) bounded from above by Hi(s) = RC|||u|||α,d(α,γ),T

(

(t − ξ −

s)−d(α,βi)s−d(α,γ) + (t − s)−d(α,βi)s−d(α,γ)
)

and that Hi(s) is integrable for s ∈ (0, t − ξ), because
d(α, γ) < 1 and d(α, βi) < 1. From (6.18) we also have limh→0+ ‖(S(t+h−s)−S(t−s))Piu(s)‖α = 0.
Therefore, via Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem limh→0− lα(h, ξ) = 0 and we conclude that
limh→0− I2,α(h) = 0.

Now we prove that the family of operators {SP (t)}t≥0 constructed in Theorem 6.5 is consistent in
the spaces Xγ with γ ∈ Eα.

Lemma 6.7. Assume α ∈ J and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and let γ, γ̃ ∈ Eα.
Given u0 ∈ X

γ ∩X γ̃, if u ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ) and ũ ∈ L∞

α,d(α,γ̃) are the unique functions satisfying (6.5) for

t > 0 then u(t) = ũ(t) for every t > 0.
Consequently, the family {SP (t)}t≥0 defined in (6.8) is the family of consistent operators in the

spaces Xγ , γ ∈ Eα.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that d(α, γ̃) ≥ d(α, γ). Then, since td(α,γ̃)‖u(t)‖α =
td(α,γ̃)−d(α,γ)td(α,γ‖u(t)‖α and u ∈ L∞

α,d(α,γ), we see that u ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ̃). Then both u and ũ belong to

L∞
α,d(α,γ̃) and satisfy (6.5) for t > 0, so that by the uniqueness in Theorem 6.5 we get the result.

Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6). Since the set Eα does not depend on P , we can perturb
the original family {S(t)}t≥0 in the scale sequentially by first considering {SP1(t)}t≥0 defined in Xγ

for γ ∈ Eα as the unique solutions in L∞
α,d(α,γ) of

u(t) = S(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)P1u(τ) dτ

for u0 ∈ Xγ . Now, by Theorem 6.5, since β2
SP1

(t)

 α and (6.6) we can perturb {SP1(t)}t≥0 with P2 to
get {(SP1)P2(t)}t≥0 as the unique solutions in L∞

α,d(α,γ) of

u(t) = SP1(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
SP1(t− τ)P2u(τ) dτ,

to get {(SP1)P2(t)}t≥0, and so on. Our next result shows that this sequential perturbation leads to the
same family {SP (t)}t≥0. In particular, the order in which the perturbations are applied is irrelevant.

Proposition 6.8 (Iterated perturbations). Assume P ={P1, . . . ,Pn} satisfies (6.6) and {SP (t)}t≥0

is given by (6.8).
For γ ∈ Eα and u0 ∈ X

γ we have

SP (t)u0 = ((SP1)P2 . . .)Pn)(t)u0, t > 0.

Proof. We use induction in n. For n = 1 there is nothing to prove. Assume that the result
holds for n perturbations we will now prove that it holds for n + 1 ones. Thus consider a set P =
{P1, . . . , Pn+1} ∈ Pβ1,...,βn+1,R as in (6.6). Denoting P̃ = {P1, . . . , Pn}, by the induction assumption
we have SP̃ (t) = ((SP1)P2 . . .)Pn)(t), t > 0.
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Given γ ∈ Eα and u0 ∈ Xγ , let u, v ∈ L∞
α,d(α,γ) be u(t) = SPu0(t) and v(t) = ((SP1)P2 . . .)Pn+1)(t)u0

for t > 0. Therefore, they are, respectively, the unique solutions in L∞
α,d(α,γ) of

u(t) = S(t)u0 +

n+1
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Piu(s) ds,

v(t) = SP̃ (t)u0 +

∫ t

0
SP̃ (t− s)Pn+1v(s) ds.

The induction assumption gives that

SP̃ (t)u0 = S(t)u0 +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s)u0 ds,

and also

SP̃ (t− s)Pn+1v(s) = S(t− s)Pn+1v(s) +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t−s

0
S(t− s− ξ)PiSP̃ (ξ)Pn+1v(s) dξ.

Therefore

v(t) = S(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Pn+1v(s) ds + R(t)

where

R(t) =
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s)u0 ds+

∫ t

0

(

n
∑

i=1

∫ t−s

0
S(t− s− ξ)PiSP̃ (ξ)Pn+1v(s) dξ

)

ds

=

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s)u0 ds+

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

(∫ t

s

S(t− σ)PiSP̃ (σ − s)Pn+1v(s) dσ

)

ds.

Thus, using the uniqueness in Theorem 6.5, we will get u(t) = v(t) for t > 0 if we show that

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Piv(s) ds = R(t) (6.19)

for which we compute below the term in the left hand side.
For this, using again that v(s) = SP̃ (s)u0 +

∫ s

0 SP̃ (s − ξ)Pn+1v(ξ) dξ and that S(t− s)Pi ∈ L(Xα)
for i = 1, . . . , n, we see that

n
∑

i=1

S(t− s)Piv(s) =
n
∑

i=1

S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s)u0 +
n
∑

i=1

∫ s

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s − ξ)Pn+1v(ξ) dξ,

which after integration with respect to s ∈ (0, t) yields

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Piv(s) ds =

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s)u0 ds

+

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

(∫ s

0
S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s − ξ)Pn+1v(ξ) dξ

)

ds.

Notice that the first term above is the same as the first term in R(t) above. After changing the order
of integration, the second term above equals

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

(
∫ t

ξ

S(t− s)PiSP̃ (s − ξ)Pn+1v(ξ) ds

)

dξ

and after relabelling s 7→ σ and ξ 7→ s, this is precisely the second term R(t) above. Hence (6.19)
holds true and the result is proved.
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Now we analyse the regularisation properties of the family {SP (t)}t≥0 in the scale. That is, the set
of spaces to which SP (t)u0 belongs; the regularity set for (6.5). For this, for each β ∈ J define

Rβ
def
:= {γ′ ∈ J : r(γ′) ∈ [r(β), r(β) + 1) and β

S(t)
 γ′}. (6.20)

In particular for such γ′ we have 0 ≤ d(γ′, β) < 1.

Theorem 6.9 (Smoothing of solutions). Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and Rβi
as in

(6.20) and consider

Rβ1,...,βn

def
:=

n
⋂

i=1

Rβi
.

Then α ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
. Moreover,

(i) Assume γ ∈ Eα, γ
′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn

and γ
S(t)

99K γ′. Then γ
SP (t)

99K γ′, that is, for any T > 0 there exists
M =M(γ, γ′, T ) (non decreasing in T ) such that

‖SP (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
M

td(γ
′,γ)

, 0 < t ≤ T. (6.21)

(ii) Assume γ ∈ Eα, γ
′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn

and γ
S(t)
 γ′. Then γ

SP (t)
 γ′, that is, (6.21) holds and

(0, t) ∋ t→ SP (t)u0 ∈ Xγ′
is continuous for every u0 ∈ Xγ . (6.22)

Proof. Notice that (6.6) implies α ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
.

Now, given u0 ∈ Xγ and T > 0 and using (6.5) with u(t) = SP (t)u0 we have for 0 < t ≤ T <∞

‖u(t)‖γ′ ≤
C

td(γ
′,γ)

‖u0‖γ +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

C

(t− s)d(γ′,βi)
‖Pi‖L(Xα,Xβi)‖u(s)‖α ds

≤
C

td(γ
′,γ)

‖u0‖γ + CR

n
∑

i=1

∫ 1

0

t1−d(α,γ)−d(γ′,βi)

(1− ζ)d(γ
′,βi)ζd(α,γ)

dζ |||u|||T

(6.23)

where we have set |||u|||T = |||u|||α,d(α,γ),T . Since d(α, γ) < 1 and d(γ′, βi) < 1 for all i, we conclude
that

u(t) = SP (t)u0 ∈ Xγ′
for t > 0.

From (6.14) we see that |||u|||T ≤ C‖u0‖γ . Hence from (6.23) we obtain

‖u(t)‖γ′ ≤

(

C

td(γ
′,γ)

+RC

n
∑

i=1

t1−d(α,γ)−d(γ′ ,βi)

∫ 1

0

dζ

(1− ζ)d(γ′,βi)ζd(α,γ)

)

‖u0‖γ .

Now, we multiply both sides of the above inequality by td(γ
′,γ) and observing that 1 − d(α, γ) −

d(γ′, βi) + d(γ′, γ) = 1− d(α, βi) > 0, because of (6.6), we get

td(γ
′,γ)‖SP (t)u0‖γ′ ≤ C‖u0‖γ , u0 ∈ Xγ , 0 < t ≤ T.

This completes the proof of part (i).
Concerning part (ii) we only need to prove (6.22). Not being to exhaustive we now observe

that continuity in (6.22) follows analogously as in the proof of Lemma 6.6. Namely, we replace in
(6.16) and (6.17) α by γ′ and see that ‖(S(t + h − s) − S(t − s))Piu(s)‖γ′ is estimated by function

2RC

(t−s)d(γ
′ ,βi)sd(α,γ)

|||u|||α,d(α,γ),T , which is integrable for s ∈ (0, t) and for such s we also see that (6.18)

holds true with α replaced by γ′, because Piu(s) ∈ X
βi and by assumption (0,∞) ∋ t→ S(t)φ ∈ Xγ′

is continuous when φ ∈ Xβi . Hence we get, via Lebesgue’s theorem limh→0+ j
+
h,γ′ = 0. After similar

modifications we get limh→0+ I2,γ′(h) = 0 and limh→0− I2,γ′(h) = 0, which leads to (6.22).

Now we can prove the joint continuity of {SP (t)}t≥0 with respect to time and the initial data.
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Corollary 6.10. Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6).

If γ ∈ Eα, γ
′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn

and γ
S(t)
 γ′ then

(0,∞)×Xγ ∋ (t, u0) → SP (t)u0 ∈ Xγ′
is continuous.

Proof. Consider (t0, u0) ∈ (0,∞)×Xγ and a sequence {(tn, u0n)} ⊂ (0,∞)×Xγ such that (tn, u0n) →
(t0, u0) in (0,∞) ×Xγ as n→ ∞. Write

SP (tn)u0n − SP (t0)u0 = SP (tn)u0n − SP (tn)u0 + SP (tn)u0 − SP (t0)u0.

From (6.21) ‖SP (tn)u0n−S(tn)u0‖Xγ′ ≤
c

t
d(γ′,γ)
n

‖u0n−u0‖Xγ → 0 as n→ ∞. On the other hand, from

(6.22), ‖SP (tn)u0 −SP (t0)u0‖Xγ′ → 0 as n→ ∞. Hence, limn→∞ ‖SP (tn)u0n − SP (t0)u0‖Xγ′ → 0.

The next result describes the behavior of SP (t)u0 at t = 0.

Theorem 6.11. Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and let γ ∈ Eα and γ′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
such that

0 ≤ d(γ′, γ) < 1− d(α, βi) for all i = 1, . . . , n.
Then for u0 ∈ Xγ ,

lim
t→0+

‖SP (t)u0 − S(t)u0‖γ′ = 0. (6.24)

Proof. Observe that v(t) = SP (t)u0 − S(t)u0 satisfies, as the second term in (6.23),

‖v(t)‖γ′ ≤ RC

n
∑

i=1

t1−d(α,γ)−d(γ′ ,βi)

∫ 1

0

1

(1− ζ)d(γ′,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ |||SP (·)u0|||T

and 1− d(α, γ) − d(γ′, βi) = 1− d(α, βi)− d(γ′, γ) > 0 which leads to (6.24).

Now we show Lipschitz continuous dependence of SP (t)u0 with respect to P and u0.

Theorem 6.12 (Continuous dependence on perturbations). Assume P = {P1, . . . , Pn} and

P̃ = {P̃1, . . . , P̃n} satisfy (6.6) and define |P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn
= maxi=1,...,n ‖Pi − P̃i‖L(Xα,Xβi). Also,

assume γ ∈ Eα and u0, ũ0 ∈ Xγ are such that ‖u0‖γ , ‖ũ0‖γ ≤ R.

Then for γ′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
such that γ

S(t)

99K γ′, and T > 0, we have, for 0 < t ≤ T ,

‖SP (t)u0 − SP̃ (t)ũ0‖γ′ ≤
M0

td(γ
′,γ)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖γ + |P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn

)

, (6.25)

and

‖SP (t)− SP̃ (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
M1

td(γ
′,γ)

|P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn
, (6.26)

where M0 and M1 depend on α, βi, γ, γ
′, R and T . Additionally M0 depends on R.

Proof. We see that U(·) := SP (·)u0 − SP̃ (·)ũ0 satisfies

U(t) = S(t)(u0 − ũ0) +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)

(

PiU(τ) + (Pi − P̃i)SP̃ (τ)ũ0

)

dτ, t > 0

and that given θ > 0 we have, for 0 < t ≤ T ,

e−θttd(γ
′,γ)‖U(t)‖γ′ ≤ C‖u0 − ũ0‖γ + C

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

e−θttd(γ
′,γ)

(t− τ)d(γ
′,βi)

R‖U(τ)‖α dτ

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

td(γ
′,γ)

(t− τ)d(γ′,βi)
|P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn

‖SP̃ (τ)ũ0‖α dτ

≤ C‖u0 − ũ0‖γ +RC

n
∑

i=1

∫ 1

0

t1−d(α,βi)e−θt(1−ζ)

(1− ζ)d(γ′,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ |||U |||T,θ

+ |P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn
C

n
∑

i=1

∫ 1

0

t1−d(α,βi)e−θt(1−ζ)

(1− ζ)d(γ′,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ |||SP̃ (s)ũ0|||T,θ,
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where we have set ||| · |||T,θ = ||| · |||α,d(α,γ),T,θ. From (6.14) we have |||SP̃ (s)ũ0|||T,θ ≤ C‖ũ0‖γ , and
then

|||U |||γ′,d(γ′,γ),T,θ ≤ RC

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)|||U |||T,θ

+ C

(

1 + R

n
∑

i=1

ci(θ)

)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖γ + |P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn

)

.

(6.27)

with

ci(θ) = sup
t∈(0,T ]

t1−d(α,βi)e−θt

∫ 1

0

eθtζ

(1− ζ)d(γ′,βi)ζd(α,γ)
dζ.

Now, observe that α ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
, see Theorem 6.9, and since γ ∈ Eα then γ

S(t)
 α. Hence, we can

take first γ′ = α, and as in (6.13), for θ large enough RC
∑n

i=1 ci(θ) ≤
1
2 and hence we get

|||U |||T,θ ≤ 2C

(

1 +
R

R

)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖γ + |P − P̃ |α,β1,...,βn

)

.

Plugging this in the right side of (6.27) we obtain (6.25).
Finally, (6.25) with u0 = ũ0 and R = 1 gives (6.26).

6.2. Perturbations of a semigroup in the scale. We now assume that we have a semigroup in
the scale as in Definition 6.1. As noticed above Theorem 6.5 in this case we have α ∈ Eα. Our goal is
to show that {SP (t)}t≥0 is still a semigroup at least in some spaces of the scale. The first basic result
is the following.

Proposition 6.13. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies
(6.6).

If γ ∈ Eα and u0 ∈ Xγ then

SP (t1 + t2)u0 = SP (t1)SP (t2)u0 (6.28)

holds as the equality in Xα for all t1, t2 > 0.

Proof. For u0 ∈ Xγ , using (6.5) and that {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale, we have

SP (t+ t1)u0 = S(t)S(t1)u0 + S(t)
n
∑

i=1

∫ t1

0
S(t1 − τ)PiSP (τ) dτ +

n
∑

i=1

∫ t+t1

t1

S(t+ t1 − τ)PiSP (τ) dτ.

After the change of variable τ − t1 = s in the last integral above, we conclude that

SP (t+ t1)u0 = S(t)SP (t1)u0 +
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP (s + t1)u0 ds,

that is, v(·) = SP (·+ t1)u0 satisfies

v(t) = S(t)SP (t1)u0 +
n
∑

i=1

∫ t

0
S(t− s)Piv(s) ds

for t > 0. By the uniqueness in L∞
α,d(α,γ), we get v(t) = SP (t)SP (t1)u0 for t > 0 as claimed.

Corollary 6.14. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6).
Then for c ∈ R, {P, cI} satisfies (6.6) with βn+1 = α and for γ ∈ Eα and u0 ∈ Xγ

S{P,cI}(t)u0 = (SP )cI(t)u0 = (ScI)P (t)u0 = ectSP (t)u0, t > 0.
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Proof. Since α
S(t)
 α then clearly {P, cI} satisfies (6.6) with βn+1 = α. Also, from Proposition 6.8 it

is enough to show that (SP )cI(t)u0 = ectSP (t)u0 for γ ∈ Eα and u0 ∈ Xγ and t > 0.
Let v ∈ L∞

α,d(α,γ) be v(t) = ectSP (t)u0 for t > 0. Then

SP (t)u0 +

∫ t

0
SP (t− s)cv(s) ds = SP (t)u0 +

∫ t

0
SP (t− s)cecsSP (s)u0 ds

(6.28)
=

(

1 +

∫ t

0
cecs ds

)

SP (t)u0 = ectSP (t)u0 = v(t)

which is precisely the integral equation for u(t) = (SP )cI(t)u0.

In the next theorem we specify spaces in the scale in which {SP (t)}t≥0 is a semigroup.

Theorem 6.15 (Perturbed semigroup in the scale). Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the

scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6). Define for each Pi, Σα,βi

def
:= Eα ∩Rβi

and

Σα,β1,...,βn

def
:= Eα ∩Rβ1,...,βn

=
n
⋂

i=1

Σα,βi
.

Then α ∈ Σα,β1,...,βn
and for

γ ∈ Σα,β1,...,βn
=

n
⋂

i=1

{γ ∈ J : βi
S(t)
 γ, γ

S(t)
 α and r(γ) ∈ [r(βi), r(α)]}

then {SP (t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in Xγ satisfying for some constants M0 =M0(γ), ωγ

‖SP (t)‖L(Xγ ) ≤M0e
ωγt, t ≥ 0 (6.29)

and for u0 ∈ Xγ

lim
t→0+

‖SP (t)u0 − S(t)u0‖Xγ = 0. (6.30)

For γ′ ∈ Rβ1,...,βn
such that γ

S(t)

99K γ′ and T > 0 there exists a constant M =M(γ, γ′, T ) such that

‖SP (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤

{

M

td(γ
′,γ)
, 0 < t ≤ T

Meωγt, T < t.

In particular, for any ω > ωγ, there exists a constant M1 =M1(γ, γ
′) independent of t > 0 such that

‖SP (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
M1

td(γ
′,γ)

eωt, t > 0. (6.31)

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem 6.9, Proposition 6.13 and Lemma 6.2. Finally, using (6.24)
with γ′ = γ we obtain (6.30).

Finally we obtain some result in which we have a more precise estimate on the exponential type of
{SP (t)}t≥0, that is, of the exponents in the exponentials in (6.29) for γ = α. This estimate will be
obtained in terms of the corresponding exponentials for {S(t)}t≥0 and the size of the perturbations.

Proposition 6.16 (Exponential bounds for the perturbed semigroup). Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is
a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6) and assume

‖S(t)‖L(Xα) ≤M0e
ωαt, t ≥ 0.

Then for any a > ωα there exists a constant M1 such that for u0 ∈ Xα

‖SP (t)u0‖α ≤M1‖u0‖αe
(a+θP )t, t > 0

with

θP =

n
∑

i=1

ci‖Pi‖
1

1−d(α,βi)

L(Xα,Xβi)
.

for some constants ci = ci(α, βi).
19



Also for any γ ∈ Eα and T > 0 there is a certain constant M =M(T ) such that

‖SP (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xα) ≤

{

M
td(α,γ) , 0 < t ≤ T

Me(a+θP )t, T < t.
(6.32)

Proof. Using Proposition 6.8 we add one perturbation at a time. By the assumption we have β1
S(t)
 α

and by Lemma 6.2 we have, for any a > ωα,

‖S(t)‖L(Xα) ≤ Ceat, ‖S(t)‖L(Xβ1 ,Xα) ≤
C

td(α,β1)
eat, t > 0. (6.33)

Then

‖SP1(t)u0‖α ≤ Ceat‖u0‖α +

∫ t

0

Cea(t−s)

(t− s)d(α,β1)
‖P1‖L(Xα,Xβ1 )‖SP1(s)u0‖α ds, t > 0.

Hence, u(t) = e−at‖SP1(t)u0‖α satisfies

u(t) ≤ C‖u0‖α +

∫ t

0

C

(t− s)d(α,β1)
‖P1‖L(Xα,Xβ1)u(s) ds, t > 0.

Then from [8, Lemma 7.1.1] we get

u(t) ≤ C‖u0‖αe
θ1t, t ≥ 0

with

θ1 =
(

CΓ(1− d(α, β1))‖P1‖L(Xα,Xβ1 )

)
1

1−d(α,β1) .

Hence
‖SP1(t)u0‖α ≤ C‖u0‖αe

(a+θ1)t t > 0. (6.34)

Now by assumption we have β2 ∈ Eα and then, by Theorem 6.5, β2
SP1

(t)

 α so we use again Lemma
6.2 for SP1(t) so we get

‖SP1(t)‖L(Xβ2 ,Xα) ≤
C

td(α,β2)
e(a+θ1)t, t > 0

which together to (6.34) is like (6.33) but for SP1(t).
Now we perturb this semigroup with P2 and denote P = {P1, P2} then from the argument above,

for any a > ωα,
‖SP (t)u0‖α ≤ C‖u0‖αe

(a+θ1+θ2)t, t > 0

with θ2 =
(

CΓ(1− d(α, β2))‖P2‖L(Xα,Xβ2)

)
1

1−d(α,β2) .

Reiterating the perturbations for P = {P1, . . . , Pn} we get for any a > ωα,

‖SP (t)u0‖α ≤ C‖u0‖αe
(a+θP )t, t > 0

with θP =
∑n

i=1 θi as in the statement.
Finally, (6.32) is a consequence of Lemma 6.2.

6.3. Perturbations of an analytic semigroup in the scale. We now consider the case when the
unperturbed semigroup is analytic with sectorial generator in some space of the scale as we now define,
see e.g. [11, Definition 2.0.1] although notice that we changed a bit the notations in this reference.
The goal is to show that the perturbed semigroup is also analytic and to identify its generator.

Definition 6.17. If {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in a Banach space X, we say that {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic
in X with sectorial generator iff there is a linear operator L defined on domain D(L) (which we do
not assume to be dense in X) such that, denoting in general, for a ∈ R, θ ∈ (0, π),

Sa,θ = C \ Ca,θ where Ca,θ = {z ∈ C \ {a}, |Arg(z − a)| < θ},

then for some a0 ∈ R, θ0 ∈
(

0, π2
)

we have Sa0,θ0 ⊂ ρ(L) (the resolvent set of L) and

sup
λ∈Sa0,θ0

|λ− a0|‖(L− λ)−1‖L(X) <∞ (6.35)
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and

S(t) =
1

2πi

∫

a0+Γr,η

e−λt(L− λ)−1 dλ for t > 0

where, for fixed 0 < θ0 < η < π
2 and r > 0, Γr,η denotes the clockwise oriented curve {λ ∈

C : |Arg(λ)| = η, |λ| ≥ r} ∪ {λ ∈ C : |Arg(λ)| ≤ η, |λ| = r}.
In such a case, we write S(t) = e−Lt in X for t > 0 and −L is the sectorial generator of the

semigroup.

Remark 6.18. (i) When a semigroup is analytic with sectorial generator as above, then the resolvent
operator of L can be computed with the semigroup. More precisely, if {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic in X

with sectorial generator as above, then in particular {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) < a0} ⊂ ρ(L),

D(L) = (L− λ)−1(X), Re(λ) < a0 (6.36)

and from [11, (2.1.1)(a)] for some constant c

‖S(t)‖L(X) ≤ ce−a0t, t > 0.

Then, from [11, Lemma 2.1.6], for Re(λ) < a0 and u0 ∈ X, we have

(L− λ)−1u0 = G(λ)u0
def
:=

∫ ∞

0
eλtS(t)u0 dt. (6.37)

(ii) To identify the sectorial generator of the perturbed semigroup {SP (t)}t≥0 and to prove is analytic,
we will consider the candidate for resolvent, as in the right hand side of (6.37), see (6.40) below,
which are denoted pseudoresolvents, and prove, using a result in [11], that (6.40) is actually the
resolvent of some operator, see Lemma 6.20.

The next result establishes a relationship between the pseudoresolvents of the semigroups {S(t)}t≥0

and {SP (t)}t≥0. Observe that we do not use yet that {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic. Also notice that the
subscripts in the operators Gγ,γ′ and Fγ,γ′ below are used to indicate in which spaces these operators
act.

Proposition 6.19. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies
(6.6).

(i) If γ
S(t)
 γ′ with d(γ′, γ) < 1 then let aγ′ be the exponent in (6.3) for the space Xγ′

. Then for
a > aγ′ and Re(λ) < −a, the pseudoresolvent maps

Xγ ∋ u0 → Gγ,γ′(λ)u0 =

∫ ∞

0
eλtS(t)u0 dt ∈ Xγ′

(6.38)

satisfy, for some constant M ,

‖Gγ,γ′(λ)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
MΓ(1− d(γ′, γ))

|Re(λ+ a)|1−d(γ′,γ)
, Re(λ) < −a, (6.39)

where Γ(·) is Euler’s gamma function.

(ii) For γ ∈ Eα and γ′ ∈ Σα,β1,...,βn
let ωγ′ be the exponent in (6.29) in the space Xγ′

. Then for ω > ωγ′

and Re(λ) < −ω, the pseudoresolvent maps

Xγ ∋ u0 7→ Fγ,γ′(λ)u0
def
:=

∫ ∞

0
eλtSP (t)u0 dt ∈ Xγ′

(6.40)

satisfy, for some constant C,

‖Fγ,γ′(λ)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
C Γ(1− d(γ′, γ))

|Re(λ+ ω)|1−d(γ′,γ)
, Re(λ) < −ω.

(iii) For γ ∈ Σα,β1,...,βn
and γ

S(t)
 γ, there exists k > 0 such that for Re(λ) < −k, the pseudoresolvents

Gγ,γ(λ), Gβi,γ(λ) with i = 1, . . . , n and Fγ,γ(λ), Fγ,α(λ) as above are well defined and for u0 ∈ Xγ

Fγ,γ(λ)u0 = Gγ,γ(λ)u0 +

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,γ(λ)PiFγ,α(λ)u0, Re(λ) < −k. (6.41)
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Proof. (i) Since for u0 ∈ Xγ , (0,∞) ∋ t → S(t)u0 ∈ Xγ′
is continuous and Re(λ) < −a, then using

(6.4) we have
∫∞
0 ‖eλtS(t)u0 dt‖Xγ′ ≤M

∫∞
0

eRe(λ+a)t

td(γ
′ ,γ)

dt ‖u0‖Xγ and we get the estimate.

(ii) From Theorem 6.9, (0,∞) ∋ t → SP (t)u0 ∈ Xγ′
is continuous and since Re(λ) < −ω and (6.31),

we see that
∫∞
0 ‖eλtSP (t)u0 dt‖Xγ′ ≤ C

∫∞
0

eRe(λ+ω)t

td(γ
′,γ)

dt ‖u0‖Xγ and we get the estimate.

(iii) For u0 ∈ Xγ and negative enough Re(λ), since u(t) = SP (t)u0 satisfies (6.5), we multiply this
expression by eλt and then we integrate with respect to t ∈ (0,∞) to get

Fγ,γ(λ)u0 = Gγ,γ(λ)u0 +
n
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0

(

eλt
∫ t

0
S(t− s)PiSP (s)u0 ds

)

dt. (6.42)

After changing the order of integration and the change of variable τ = t− s we see that
n
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0

(

∫ t

0
eλtS(t− s)PiSP (s)u0 ds

)

dt =

n
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0

(

∫ ∞

s

eλtS(t− s)PiSP (s)u0 dt
)

ds

=

∫ ∞

0

(

n
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0
eλτS(τ)Pie

λsSP (s)u0 dτ
)

ds

=

∫ ∞

0

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,γ(λ)Pie
λsSP (s)u0ds.

Using (6.39) with γ = βi, γ
′ = γ and (6.6) we see that

∑n
i=1Gβi,γ(λ)Pi ∈ L(Xα,Xγ), whereas using

(6.39) with γ′ = α we see that eλ·SP (·)u0 ∈ L1((0,∞),Xα). Therefore, via [1, Proposition 1.4.22] we
obtain

∫ ∞

0

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,γPie
λsSP (s)u0ds =

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,γ(λ)Pi

∫ ∞

0
eλsSP (s)u0ds =

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,γ(λ)PiFγ,α(λ)u0.

As a consequence, for all negative enough Re(λ) the right hand side in (6.42) is equal to Gγ,γ(λ)u0 +
∑n

i=1Gβi,α(λ)PiFγ,α(λ)u0 and thus (6.41) is proven.

The next result shows that if {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xγ with sectorial generator then the pseu-
doresolvents above are actually the resolvent of some operator.

Lemma 6.20. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6).
Assume γ ∈ Σα,β1,...,βn

and {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xγ with sectorial generator, then there exists
ωγ such that for Re(λ) < −ωγ the maps Fγ,γ(λ) in Proposition 6.19 are well defined and there exists
a linear operator Λ in Xγ such that {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) < −ωγ} ⊂ ρ(Λ) and for u0 ∈ X

γ

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = Fγ,γ(λ)u0, Re(λ) < −ωγ .

Also, the domain D(Λ) of Λ is given by

D(Λ) = (Λ− λ)−1(Xγ), Re(λ) < −ωγ. (6.43)

Proof. From Proposition 6.19 with γ′ = γ, the maps Fγ,γ(λ) ∈ L(Xγ) are well defined for Re(λ) <
−ωγ. We also have, see [11, p. 42],

Fγ,γ(λ1)− Fγ,γ(λ2) = (λ1 − λ2)Fγ,γ(λ1)Fγ,γ(λ2), Re(λ1), Re(λ2) < −ωγ . (6.44)

Now we prove that Fγ,γ(λ) is injective for Re(λ) < −ωγ. Due to (6.44), if u0 ∈ X
γ and Fγ,γ(λ)u0 = 0

for some Re(λ) < −ωγ then Fγ,γ(λ)u0 = 0 for all Re(λ) < −ωγ . Then for any functional l ∈ (Xγ)′

the function χl(·) = l(SP (·)u0) satisfies
∫ ∞

0
eλtχl(t) dt = 0 for all Re(λ) < −ωγ . (6.45)

Then we claim that χl(·) must be zero in (0,∞) for every l ∈ (Xγ)′, which implies that SP (·)u0 = 0 in
(0,∞). Since u(t) = SP (t)u0 satisfies (6.5) then we get that S(·)u0 = 0 in (0,∞). Then [11, Corollary
2.1.7] yields u0 = 0. Thus Fγ,γ(λ) is injective for Re(λ) < −ωγ and using [11, Proposition A.0.2] we
get the result.
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To prove the claim above, observe that χl grows like e
ωγt . So take λ = b− n− 1 with b < −ωγ and

n = 0, 1, . . . to get
∫ ∞

0
e−nt

(

ebte−tχl(t)
)

= 0.

Then take s = e−t to get
∫ 1

0
sn
(

s−bχl(− ln(s))
)

= 0

and

|g(s)| := |s−bχl(− ln(s))| ≤ s−be−ωγ ln(s) = s−b−ωγ

and b < −ωγ implies g(s) is bounded in (0, 1). So g is orthogonal in (0, 1) to all polynomials and then
to all continuous functions and to all L1(0, 1) functions. So g = 0 and the claim is proved.

We are now ready to prove analyticity results for the perturbed semigroup {SP (t)}t≥0. The first
result is about analyticity in the common domain of the perturbations.

Theorem 6.21. Assume {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and P = {P1, . . . , Pn} satisfies (6.6).
If {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xα with sectorial generator then {SP (t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xα with

sectorial generator, −LP .

Proof. By Definition 6.17 there exists an operator L satisfying (6.35) in Xα. In particular {λ ∈
C : Re(λ) < a0} ⊂ ρ(L) and for some constant C0

‖(L− λ)−1‖L(Xα) ≤
C0

|λ− a0|
, Re(λ) < a0 (6.46)

and from (6.37) and (6.38), for u0 ∈ X
α,

(L− λ)−1u0 = Gα,α(λ)u0, Re(λ) < a0.

Now from Lemma 6.20 with γ = α we have the operator Λ in Xα such that {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) < −ωα} ⊂
ρ(Λ) and for u0 ∈ X

α,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = Fα,α(λ)u0, Re(λ) < −ωα. (6.47)

Using these and part (iii) in Proposition 6.19 with γ = α, we get for large enough k and u0 ∈ Xα,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = (L− λ)−1u0 +

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,α(λ)Pi(Λ− λ)−1u0, Re(λ) < −k. (6.48)

Now from (6.6) and (6.39), we can choose k so large that

sup
Re(λ)≤−k

‖

n
∑

i=1

Gβi,α(λ)Pi‖L(Xα) <
1

2
.

Then we get

‖(Λ− λ)−1u0‖α ≤ 2‖(L − λ)−1u0‖α, Re(λ) < −k.

and from (6.46) we obtain

‖(Λ− λ)−1u0‖α ≤
2C0

|λ− a0|
‖u0‖α, Re(λ) < −k.

Then ‖λ(Λ− λ)−1‖L(Xα) ≤
2C0

|1+
a0
λ
|
for Re(λ) < −k and, increasing k if needed, we conclude that

sup
Re(λ)≤−k

|λ|‖(Λ − λ)−1‖L(Xα) ≤ 4C0, (6.49)

as |a0
λ
| ≤ |a0|

k
< 1

2 for Re(λ) ≤ −k.
This implies, using [11, Proposition 2.1.11] and Definition 6.17, that for some 0 < θ < π

2

S−k,θ ⊂ ρ(Λ), sup
λ∈S−k,θ

|λ+ k|‖(Λ− λ)−1‖L(Xα) <∞.
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Hence Λ is sectorial in Xα and the corresponding analytic semigroup {e−Λt}t≥0 is given for θ < η < π
2

and r > 0 by the formula

e−Λt =
1

2πi

∫

−k+Γr,η

e−λt(Λ− λ)−1 dλ, t > 0.

Also, [11, Lemma 2.1.6] implies for u0 ∈ Xα,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 =

∫ ∞

0
eλte−Λtu0 dt, Re(λ) < −k. (6.50)

Then combining (6.47), (6.40) and (6.50) we have for u0 ∈ Xα and Re(λ) < −k,
∫∞
0 eλtSP (t)u0 dt =

∫∞
0 eλte−Λtu0 dt. Thus, arguing as in (6.45) we get

SP (t)u0 = e−Λtu0, u0 ∈ X
α, t > 0 (6.51)

and therefore Λ = LP and −LP is the sectorial generator of the semigroup {Sp(t)}t≥0 in Xα.

In a similar way, the next result is about analyticity in the range of a single perturbation.

Theorem 6.22. Assume (6.6) holds with β1 = . . . = βn =: β. Then we can assume that we have only
one perturbation as in (6.7).

If {S(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale and {S(t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xβ with sectorial generator
then {SP (t)}t≥0 is analytic in Xβ with sectorial generator, −LP .

Proof. By Definition 6.17 there exists an operator L satisfying (6.35) in Xβ. In particular {λ ∈
C : Re(λ) < a0} ⊂ ρ(L) and for some constant C0

‖(L− λ)−1‖L(Xβ) ≤
C0

|λ− a0|
, Re(λ) < a0 (6.52)

and from (6.37) and (6.38), for u0 ∈ X
β ,

(L− λ)−1u0 = Gβ,β(λ)u0, Re(λ) < a0.

Now from Lemma 6.20 with γ = β we have the operator Λ in Xβ such that {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) <
−ωβ} ⊂ ρ(Λ) and for u0 ∈ Xβ,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = Fβ,β(λ)u0 for Re(λ) < −ωβ.

Part (ii) in Proposition 6.19 with γ = β and γ′ = α gives that for a suitably large ω

‖Fβ,α(λ)‖L(Xβ ,Xα) ≤
C Γ(1− d(α, β))

|Re(λ+ ω)|1−d(α,β)
, Re(λ) < −ω. (6.53)

while part (iii) in Proposition 6.19 with γ = β gives, for large enough k and u0 ∈ Xβ ,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = (L− λ)−1u0 + (L− λ)−1PFβ,α(λ)u0, Re(λ) < −k. (6.54)

Now from (6.6) and (6.53) we can choose k so large that

sup
Re(λ)≤−k

‖PFβ,α(λ)‖L(Xβ ) < 1

and then
‖(Λ − λ)−1u0‖β ≤ 2‖(L − λ)−1‖L(Xβ)‖u0‖β , Re(λ) < −k

and from (6.52) we obtain

‖(Λ− λ)−1‖L(Xβ) ≤
2C0

|λ− a0|
, Re(λ) < −k.

From this, arguing as in (6.49)–(6.51) we get that for some 0 < θ < π
2

S−k,θ ⊂ ρ(Λ), sup
λ∈S−k,θ

|λ+ k|‖(Λ− λ)−1‖L(Xβ) <∞,

and
SP (t)u0 = e−Λtu0, u0 ∈ Xβ, t > 0
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and therefore Λ = LP and −LP is the sectorial generator of the semigroup {Sp(t)}t≥0 in Xβ .

In the last results in this section, we characterize the operator LP .

Proposition 6.23. In the case of Theorem 6.22, let −L be the sectorial generator of {S(t)}t≥0 in
Xβ.

Then

D(LP ) = D(L) ⊂ Xα

and for v ∈ D(LP )

LP v = Lv − Pv ∈ Xβ

Finally for u0 ∈ Xβ, u(t) = SP (t)u0, t > 0, satisfies in Xβ

ut + Lu = Pu, t > 0.

Proof. We follow the notations in the proof of Theorem 6.22. Using (6.36) and (6.43) with γ = β we
have for negative enough Re(λ)

D(L) = (L− λ)−1(Xβ), D(Λ) = (Λ− λ)−1(Xβ) = D(LP ).

Now (6.53) ensures that for Re(λ) negative enough the norm of PFβ,α(λ) in X
β is strictly less than

1 and then I + PFβ,α(λ) is bijective from Xβ in Xβ. But then, from (6.54) we have

(Λ− λ)−1 = (L− λ)−1 (I + PFβ,α(λ))

and then D(L) = D(Λ).
From the consistency of these operators in the spaces of the scale, if u0 ∈ Xβ then v0 = (Λ−λ)−1u0 =

Fβ,α(λ)u0 ∈ Xα and therefore D(L) ⊂ Xα.
Also, from (6.54) we have

v0 = (L− λ)−1 (I + PFβ,α(λ)) (Λ− λ)v0.

Applying in both sides L− λ we get

Lv0 = Λv0 + PFβ,α(λ)(Λ − λ)v0 = Λv0 + PFβ,α(λ)u0 = Lv0 + Pv0.

The last statement about the equation ut +LPu = 0 follows now from [11, Proposition 2.1.1] since
the perturbed semigroup is analytic in Xβ.

In the case the perturbations have different ranges we have the following result on the operator
LP in Theorem 6.21 that requires that the unperturbed semigroup is well defined and analytic in a
superspace that contains all target spaces of the perturbations.

Proposition 6.24. In the case of Theorem 6.21 assume there is a Banach space Z such that Xα ⊂ Z,
Xβ1 ⊂ Z, . . . ,Xβn ⊂ Z continuously and {S(t)}t≥0 is an analytic semigroup in Z with sectorial
generator so that S(t) = e−L t in Z.

Then

DXα(LP ) ⊂ DZ(L )

and for v ∈ DXα(LP )

LP v = L v − Pv.

Finally for u0 ∈ Xα, u(t) = SP (t)u0, t > 0, satisfies in Xα

ut + (L u−
n
∑

i=1

Piu) = 0, t > 0.

Proof. By assumption, for all negative enough Re(λ) and z0 ∈ Z we have

(L − λ)−1z0 =

∫ ∞

0
eλtS(t)z0 dt.
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By consistency, for Re(λ) sufficiently negative and u0 ∈ Xβi ⊂ Z, we have Gβi,α(λ)u0 = (L −
λ)−1u0 = (L − λ)−1u0, see (6.38). Then (6.48) reads, for u0 ∈ Xα,

(Λ− λ)−1u0 = (L − λ)−1u0 +

n
∑

i=1

(L − λ)−1Pi(Λ− λ)−1u0. (6.55)

Since D(Λ) = (Λ − λ)−1(Xα) = DXα(LP ) in X
α and (L − λ)−1(Xα), (L − λ)−1(Xβ

i ) ⊂ DZ(L ) for
i = 1, . . . , n, we get DXα(LP ) ⊂ DZ(L ).

Now for u0 ∈ Xα and v0 = (Λ− λ)−1u0 ∈ DXα(LP ), from (6.55) we get

v0 = (L − λ)−1(Λ− λ)v0 +
n
∑

i=1

(L − λ)−1Piv0.

After applying L − λ to both sides of the last equality above and using that LP = Λ, we get
LP v0 = L v0 −

∑n
i=1 Piv0.

The last statement about the equation ut +LPu = 0 follows now from [11, Proposition 2.1.1] since
the perturbed semigroup is analytic in Xα.

7. Linear equation with Morrey potential

In this section we will use the approach from Section 6, to perturb the semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0,
0 < µ ≤ 1 associated with the homogeneous problem (4.1) in the Morrey scale.

For this, we first represent the Morrey spaces {Mp,ℓ(RN )}p,ℓ, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ ≤ N (where, for

p = 1, we can even replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN )) in a more convenient way than in (6.2) as follows:
we write Xγ =Mp,ℓ(RN ) (or Mℓ(RN ) if p = 1) with

(p, ℓ) 7−→ γ = γ(p, ℓ) =

(

1

p
,

ℓ

2mµp

)

∈ J (7.1)

with

J = J∗ ∪ {(0, 0)}, J∗ = {(γ1, γ2) ∈ (0, 1] ×
(

0,
N

2mµ

]

:
γ2

γ1
≤

N

2mµ
} (7.2)

which is a planar triangle with vertices (0, 0), (0, 1) and
(

1, N
2mµ

)

, so all points in γ = (γ1, γ2) ∈ J∗,

have slopes 0 ≤ γ2
γ1

= ℓ
2mµp

≤ N
2mµ

. Also notice that for p = ∞ all Morrey spaces M∞,ℓ(RN ) are

equal to L∞(RN ) and they are mapped by (7.1) into (0, 0). For any (γ1, γ2) ∈ J∗ there exist a unique
1 ≤ p <∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ N such that Xγ =Mp,ℓ(RN ).

7.1. One perturbation. For simplicity in the exposition we will first consider below only one per-
turbation given by the multiplication operator by a given potential as in Section 5, see (5.1),

V ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN ) for 1 ≤ p0 ≤ ∞, ℓ0 ∈ (0, N ] (7.3)

and so we will show that
{

ut +A
µ
0u = V (x)u, t > 0, x ∈ RN ,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN
(7.4)

defines a semigroup in Morrey spaces possessing suitable smoothing and analyticity properties.
Abusing of the notations we will denote by V itself the multiplication operator by V in Morrey

spaces.
The next result translates the smoothing of the semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0, 0 < µ ≤ 1, in Section 4 and

the properties of the multiplication operator in Lemma 5.1 into the parameters in (7.1), (7.2).

Lemma 7.1. (i) The semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0 is a semigroup in the scale {Xγ}γ∈J as in (7.2) as in

Definition 6.1 and moreover γ
Sµ(t)
 γ̃ provided that

γ̃2 ≤ γ2 and
γ̃2

γ̃1
≤
γ2

γ1
. (7.5)
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Moreover,

‖Sµ(t)‖L(Xγ ,X γ̃) =
c

td(γ̃,γ)
t > 0, (7.6)

with d(γ̃, γ) = r(γ′)− r(γ) ≥ 0 and regularity mapping

r(γ) = −γ2 = −
ℓ

2mµp
.

Finally for γ ∈ J the semigroup is analytic in Xγ with the additional restriction that γ1 < 1 if
µ = 1.

(ii) The assumption (7.3) on V reads

V ∈ Xγ0
, γ0 =

(

1

p0
,

ℓ0

2mµp0

)

∈ J.

(iii) For α ∈ J, the multiplication operator defined by V in Morrey spaces is linear and bounded

V : Xα → Xβ , β ∈ J, β = α+ γ0

provided
α1 + γ01 ≤ 1.

Proof. Part (i) follows from Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, where analyticity is from Proposition 4.1.

(ii) This is by (7.1). Part (iii) is by Lemma 5.1 and since α2
α1
,
γ0
2

γ0
1
≤ N

2mµ
we have

β2

β1
=
α2 + γ02
α1 + γ01

≤

N
2mµ

(α1 + γ01)

α1 + γ01
=

N

2mµ
.

Therefore β = α+ γ0 ∈ J if and only if α1 + γ01 ≤ 1.

Using the results in Section 6, specifically Theorem 6.15, leads us to the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let A0 be as in (1.2), µ ∈ (0, 1] and assume V is as in (5.1), that is, V ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN )
for 1 ≤ p0 ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ0 ≤ N and moreover assume

κ0
def
:=

ℓ0

2mµp0
< 1.

(i) (The perturbed semigroup) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, (7.4) defines a semigroup

{Sµ,V (t)}t≥0 in Mp,ℓ(RN ) such that for u0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ), u(t)
def
:= Sµ,V (t)u0 satisfies

u(t) = Sµ(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
Sµ(t− s)V u(s) ds, t > 0,

lim
t→0+

‖u(t)− Sµ(t)u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) = 0.

Also,
‖Sµ,V (t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN )) ≤ Ceωt, t ≥ 0 (7.7)

for some constants C, ω. For p = 1 all the above remains true if we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).
Moreover, when p ∈ [p′0,∞] the exponent in (7.7) can be taken as

ω = c‖V ‖
1

1−κ0

Mp0,ℓ0(RN )
, (7.8)

for some positive constant c = c(p, ℓ).
(ii) (Smoothing properties) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, if 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 < s ≤ ℓ satisfy s

q
≤ ℓ

p

we have, for some constants a, b,

‖Sµ,V (t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),Mq,s(RN )) ≤
beat

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)
, t > 0 (7.9)

and
(0,∞)×Mp,ℓ(RN ) ∋ (t, u0) → Sµ,V (t)u0 ∈M q,s(RN ) is continuous. (7.10)
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For p = 1 all these remain true if we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).
Moreover, if p ∈ [p′0,∞], or q ∈ [p′0,∞], then (7.9) holds with any a satisfying

a = c‖V ‖
1

1−κ0

Mp0,ℓ0(RN )
(7.11)

for some positive constant c = c(p, q, ℓ, s).
(iii) (Analyticity) For either

(a) p′0 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, or

(b) 1 ≤ p ≤ p0 and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0 satisfying ℓ0
p0

≤ ℓ
p
,

the semigroup {Sµ,V (t)}t≥0 is analytic in Mp,ℓ(RN ) with sectorial generator with the additional
restriction that p 6= 1 when µ = 1.

(iv) (The perturbed equation) For 1 < p ≤ p0 and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0 satisfying ℓ0
p0

≤ ℓ
p
, we have that

u = Sµ,V (·)u0 with u0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ) satisfies, for t > 0,

ut +A
µ
0u = V u in Mp,ℓ(RN ).

Proof. (i) (The perturbed semigroup) We show that we can use Theorem 6.15 in the setting of
Lemma 7.1, whose notations we use all the time below.

For convenience, if γ0 6= (0, 0), in what follows we will denote Jγ0 the set of γ ∈ J that satisfy

γ2

γ1
≤
γ02
γ01

=
ℓ0

2mµ
(7.12)

(that is, a triangle of elements in J with slopes less or equal that of γ0), while if γ0 = (0, 0) then we
will denote J(0,0) = J.

Then, in the following steps we are going to prove that for all γ ∈ Jγ0 we can apply Theorem 6.15.

Step 1. Assume first γ0 6= (0, 0). For α, β ∈ J with β = α + γ0, the multiplication operator belongs
to the class of admissible perturbations Pβ,R, as in Definition 6.3, if and only if α1 ≤ 1− γ01 and

γ02 = κ0
def
:=

ℓ0

2mµp0
< 1, ‖V ‖Mp0ℓ0(RN ) ≤ R,

α2

α1
≤
γ02
γ01
,

that is, α ∈ Jγ0 .

To see this, observe that after (iii) in Lemma 7.1 we must have α1 ≤ 1 − γ01 and in Definition 6.3

we require 0 ≤ d(α, β) = r(α)− r(β) = γ02 = ℓ0
2mµp0

< 1. On the other hand, from (7.5) the condition

β
Sµ(t)

 α reads

α2 ≤ β2 = α2 + γ02 and
α2

α1
≤
β2

β1
=
α2 + γ02
α1 + γ01

.

The former is always satisfied and the latter one is equivalent to α2
α1

≤
γ0
2

γ0
1
, that is, α ∈ Jγ0 .

Step 2. With the restrictions in Step 1, we have that γ ∈ Eα, as in Theorem 6.5 if and only if γ ∈ J

and
α2 ≤ γ2 < α2 + 1,

α2

α1
≤
γ2

γ1
.

To see this, note that the conditions γ
Sµ(t)
 α, with (7.5), and r(γ) ∈ (r(α) − 1, r(α)] give the

restrictions above.

Step 3. With the restrictions in Step 1, we have that γ′ ∈ Rβ , as in Theorem 6.9, see (6.20), if and
only if γ′ ∈ J and

γ′2 ≤ β2 = α2 + γ02 and
γ′2
γ′1

≤
β2

β1
=
α2 + γ02
α1 + γ01

and γ′2 > α2 − j0

with j0 = 1− γ02 > 0. In particular γ′ ∈ Jγ0 , that is Rβ ⊂ Jγ0 .

Actually, the first two conditions stem from β
Sµ(t)
 γ′ and Lemma 7.1 and the third one from the

condition r(γ′) ∈ [r(β), r(β) + 1).
28



Also observe that since from Step 1 we have α2
α1

≤
γ0
2

γ0
1
then

α2+γ0
2

α1+γ0
1
=

γ0
2

γ0
1

α2
γ0
2
+1

α1
γ0
1
+1

≤
γ0
2

γ0
1
. Therefore β ∈ Jγ0 ,

and in particular we have
γ′
2

γ′
1
≤

γ0
2

γ0
1
and then γ′ ∈ Jγ0 .

Step 4. With the restrictions in Step 1, we have that γ ∈ Σα,β = Eα ∩Rβ, as in Theorem 6.15, if and
only if











α1 + γ01 ≤ 1

α2 ≤ γ2 ≤ α2 + γ02
α2
α1

≤ γ2
γ1

≤
α2+γ0

2

α1+γ0
1
.

(7.13)

In particular γ ∈ Jγ0 , that is, Σα,β ⊂ Jγ0 .
This follows immediately from Steps 1 to 3.

Step 5. Given γ ∈ Jγ0 , we show that we can produce α ∈ J and β = α+ γ0 ∈ J such that γ ∈ Σα,β

as in (7.13) (so such α, β will belong to Jγ0). Hence for such γ, Theorem 6.15 applies.
To see this, assume first γ 6= (0, 0) and we take α with the same slope than γ, that is α2

α1
= γ2

γ1
so

the third condition in (7.13) is met.
Now we can furthermore take α2 = γ2 (so the second condition in (7.13) is met), and therefore

α = γ, provided γ1 ≤ 1− γ01 , which comes from the first condition in (7.13).
If, on the other hand, 1−γ01 < γ1, then we must choose α2 =

γ2
γ1
α1 with 0 ≤ α1 ≤ 1−γ01 from the first

condition in (7.13), such that the second condition in (7.13) is satisfied, that is γ2
γ1
α1 ≤ γ2 ≤

γ2
γ1
α1+γ

0
2 .

Then we claim that choosing α1 = 1−γ01 achieves that. For this notice that, since γ satisfies (7.12),

γ2

γ1
(1− γ01) + γ02 =

γ2

γ1
(1− γ01) + γ01

γ02
γ01

≥
γ2

γ1
(1− γ01) + γ01

γ2

γ1
=
γ2

γ1

and γ2
γ1

≥ γ2 because γ1 ≤ 1. On the other hand, γ2
γ1
α1 ≤ γ2 is satisfied because α1 = 1− γ01 < γ1.

Finally, if γ = (0, 0) we take α = γ = (0, 0) and (7.13) is satisfied.

Step 6. Assume now γ0 = (0, 0), that is V ∈ L∞(RN ). Then in Step 1 above we have α ∈ J and
β = α, while in Steps 2 to 4 we just get Σα,β = {α}. In Step 5 for γ ∈ J, we take α = γ. Then we can
apply Theorem 6.15 as well in this case.

Step 7. Finally, as seen in Step 5 above, if γ1 ≤ 1 − γ01 then we can take α = γ and then the
exponential estimates on the perturbed semigroup with exponent (7.8), follow from Proposition 6.16
since from (7.6) in Lemma 7.1 we have (6.33) with a = 0 and then we get (6.34) with a = 0. In terms
of the original parameters of the Morrey scale, the case γ1 ≤ 1− γ01 corresponds to p ≥ p′0.

(ii) (Smoothing) We will use Theorem 6.9, Corollary 6.10, or the second part of Theorem 6.15 to get
the smoothing.

Step 8. Given α ∈ J and β = α+ γ0 ∈ J to apply Theorem 6.9, Corollary 6.10 (or the second part of

Theorem 6.15) we need γ ∈ Eα (or γ ∈ Σα,β) and γ
′ ∈ Rβ such that γ

S(t)
 γ′. Hence, by Steps 2 and

3 above and Lemma 7.1, we need

γ′2 ≤ γ2 and
γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ2

γ1

and then we would get γ
Sµ,V (t)

 γ′, provided (7.13) and

0 ≤ γ′2

α2 − j0 < γ′2 ≤ γ2 ≤ α2 + γ02

γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ2

γ1
≤
α2 + γ02
α1 + γ01

.

(7.14)
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Step 9. Given γ ∈ Jγ0 we want to produce α ∈ J (and β = α + γ0 ∈ J) such that γ ∈ Σα,β as in
(7.13) and such that the set of γ′ in (7.14) is as large as possible. We remark that such α, β, γ, γ′

will belong to Jγ0 .
As in Step 3, we take α with the same slope than γ, that is α2

α1
= γ2

γ1
, and then we want to take the

smallest α2 possible in (7.13) (and hence in (7.14)). Since α2 =
γ2
γ1
α1, we minimize α1 such that

α1 ≤ 1− γ01 ,
γ2

γ1
α1 ≤ γ2 ≤

γ2

γ1
α1 + γ02 = α2 + γ02

that is, we can take α2 up to α2 = max{0, γ2 − γ02}, and so (7.13) is satisfied. Hence, since j0 =
1− γ02 > 0 and max{0, γ2 − γ02} − j0 = max{−j0, γ2 − 1}, the set of γ′ in (7.14) is given by

0 ≤ γ′2, γ2 − 1 < γ′2 ≤ γ2,
γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ2

γ1
. (7.15)

Since for this γ′ we have γ
Sµ,V (t)

 γ′, then Lemma 6.2 and part (i) of the theorem give the estimates
(7.9) and (7.11), whereas (7.10) is from Corollary 6.10.

Step 10. Now we prove that for any γ, γ′ ∈ Jγ0 such that

γ′2 ≤ γ2,
γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ2

γ1
(7.16)

we have γ
Sµ,V (t)

 γ′ with (7.9), (7.10) and (7.11). For this we construct a finite sequence γj ∈ Jγ0 for

j = 1, . . . ,M , such that γ1 = γ, γM = γ′ and, given j = 1, . . . ,M − 1, γj
Sµ,V (t)

 γj+1 as in (7.15).
Actually, we choose

γ
j
2 −

1

2
≤ γ

j+1
2 ≤ γ

j
2,

γ
j+1
2

γ
j+1
1

≤
γ
j
2

γ
j
1

so (7.15) holds at each step of the iteration. To see that this is possible, observe that if we take points
γ̃ = θγ′ + (1− θ)γ with θ ∈ (0, 1) then

γ′2 < γ̃2 < γ2,
γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ̃2

γ̃1
≤
γ2

γ1
, θ ∈ (0, 1).

Therefore, we chose θj ∈ (0, 1) iteratively such that γj2 −
1
2 ≤ γ

j+1
2 ≤ γ

j
2 until we can take γM2 = γ′2

and thus γM = γ′.
To prove (7.9) and (7.10) between Xγ and Xγ′

, observe that since they hold for each pair (γj , γj+1),
j = 1, . . . ,M−1 (even if with constants and exponents depending on j), we use the semigroup property
Sµ,V (t) = Sµ,V (

t
M
) ◦ · · · ◦ Sµ,V (

t
M
) and we get (7.9) and (7.10) for (γ, γ′).

Then using Lemma 6.2 and (7.9) and part (i) of the theorem we conclude (7.11).

(iii) (Analyticity) From part (i) in Lemma 7.1 the unperturbed semigroup is analytic in Xγ for γ ∈ J

with the additional restriction that γ1 < 1 if µ = 1 that we take into account, without mentioning it
further. For the perturbed semigroup, we now show we can apply either Theorem 6.21 or Theorem
6.22.

For γ ∈ Jγ0 , Theorem 6.21 applies provided that in the proof of part (i) above we can take α = γ.

This can be done when γ1 ≤ 1−γ01 (see Step 5 in the proof of (i) above) which, from (7.1) corresponds
to p′0 ≤ p and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0. This gives part (a) of the statement.

On the other hand, Theorem 6.22 applies provided that in the proof of part (i) above we can take

β = α + γ0 = γ, that is γ ∈
(

γ0 + Jγ0

)

∩ Jγ0 . The intersection of these two triangles is the triangle

γ01 ≤ γ1 ≤ 1, γ02 ≤ γ2 ≤
N

2mµ
, and γ2

γ1
≤

γ0
2

γ0
1
and from (7.1) and (7.2) this corresponds to

1

p0
≤

1

p
≤ 1,

ℓ0

2mµp0
≤

ℓ

2mµp
≤

N

2mµ
,

ℓ

2mµ
≤

ℓ0

2mµ
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i.e.

1 ≤ p ≤ p0,
ℓ0

p0
≤
ℓ

p
, ℓ ≤ ℓ0.

This completes the proof of part (b) in the statement.

(iv) (The perturbed equation) As we are in case (b) of part (iii) above, we have that Proposition
6.23 applies and we get the result, because from Remark 4.2 the sectorial generator of the unperturbed
semigroup is −Aµ

0 .

Remark 7.3. As a summary of the results above, observe that for (7.4) we start with an unperturbed
semigroup {Sµ(t)}t≥0 (that is V = 0) acting on the spaces in the triangle J in (7.2) with the smoothing
in (7.5).

Then we add a perturbation V ∈ Xγ0
with κ0

def
:= ℓ0

2mµp0
< 1 and we end up with a perturbed

semigroup {Sµ,V (t)}t≥0 acting on the spaces in the triangle Jγ0 ⊂ J as in (7.12), with the smoothing
in (7.16).

Observe that (7.5) are (7.16) are identical although the latter in the smaller triangle Jγ0 .

As for the continuous dependence on perturbations we have the following result.

Theorem 7.4. Assume V, Ṽ ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN ) with

κ0
def
:=

ℓ0

2mµp0
< 1

and u0, ũ0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0. Assume also

‖V ‖L(Mp0,ℓ0 (RN )), ‖Ṽ ‖L(Mp0,ℓ0(RN )) ≤ R

and
‖u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ), ‖ũ0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) ≤ R.

Then for 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 < s ≤ ℓ such that s
q
≤ ℓ

p
and T > 0, there exists C0, C1 depending on

p0, ℓ0, p, ℓ, q, s,R and T and C0 depending also on R, such that for t ∈ (0, T ] we have

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Mq,s(RN ) ≤
C0

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) + ‖V − Ṽ ‖L(Mp0,ℓ0 (RN ))

)

and

‖Sµ,V (t)− Sµ,Ṽ (t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),Mq,s(RN )) ≤
C1

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)
‖V − Ṽ ‖L(Mp0,ℓ0 (RN )).

Proof. We will use Theorem 6.12 in the setting of Lemma 7.1 and the notations in the proof of
Theorem 7.2.

Step 1. For γ ∈ Jγ0 , we choose α satisfying α2
α1

= γ2
γ1

and (7.13) and β = α + γ0 (as in Step 5 of the

proof of Theorem 7.2). Hence we have γ ∈ Σα,β ⊂ Eα and the perturbations P = V, P̃ = Ṽ ∈ Pβ,R.
Then for γ′ ∈ Rβ, that is for γ

′ as in (7.15), from Theorem 6.12 we have the estimates, for t ∈ (0, T ],

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγ′ ≤
M0

tr(γ
′)−r(γ)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Xγ + ‖V − Ṽ ‖L(Xγ0 )

)

(7.17)

and

‖Sµ,V (t)− Sµ,Ṽ (t)‖L(Xγ ,Xγ′ ) ≤
M1

tr(γ
′)−r(γ)

‖V − Ṽ ‖L(Xγ0 ). (7.18)

Step 2. Now we show that (7.17) and (7.18) hold for γ′ as in (7.16), that is satisfying γ′2 ≤ γ2 and
γ′
2

γ′
1
≤ γ2

γ1
. With this and (7.1), (7.2), the theorem is proved.

So we consider γ ∈ Jγ0 and γ′ satisfying γ′2 ≤ γ2 and
γ′
2

γ′
1
≤ γ2

γ1
. As in Step 10 in the proof of part

(ii) in Theorem 7.2, we construct points γj ∈ Jγ0 for j = 1, . . . ,M , such that γ1 = γ, γM = γ′ and γj

satisfy for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 both γj2 −
1
2 ≤ γ

j+1
2 ≤ γ

j
2 and

γ
j+1
2

γ
j+1
1

≤
γ
j
2

γ
j
1

.
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Due to Steps 1 and 2 above, (7.17) holds with γ replaced by γj and γ′ replaced by γj+1, that is, for
j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 and t ∈ (0, T ],

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγj+1 ≤
c

tr(γ
j+1)−r(γj)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Xγj + ‖V − Ṽ ‖
L(Xγ0 )

)

(7.19)

provided ‖u0‖Xγj , ‖ũ0‖Xγj ≤ R.
Using (7.19) and the semigroup property we will show below that for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγj+1 ≤
c

tr(γ
j+1)−r(γ1)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Xγ1 + ‖V − Ṽ ‖
L(Xγ0 )

)

(7.20)

for some constant c, which for j =M − 1 gives the estimate in the statement.
First, (7.20) for j = 1 follows from (7.19) with j = 1. In order to establish (7.20) for j = 2 we first

observe that we have

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγ3

=
1

(

t
2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)

∥

∥

∥
Sµ,V

( t

2

)

[

( t

2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)
Sµ,V

( t

2

)

u0

]

− Sµ,Ṽ
( t

2

)

[

( t

2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)
Sµ,Ṽ

( t

2

)

ũ0

]∥

∥

∥

Xγ3
.

(7.21)

Using (7.20) with j = 1, ũ0 = 0 and Ṽ = 0, and then with u0 = 0 and V = 0, we get that

tr(γ
2)−r(γ1)‖Sµ,V (t)u0‖Xγ2 , tr(γ

2)−r(γ1)‖Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγ2

are bounded uniformly in t ∈ (0, T ] provided ‖u0‖Xγ1 , ‖ũ0‖Xγ1 ≤ R and ‖V ‖
L(Xγ0 )

, ‖Ṽ ‖
L(Xγ0 )

≤ R.

Hence we can use (7.19) with j = 2 to estimate the right hand side of (7.21) as

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − Sµ,Ṽ (t)ũ0‖Xγ3

≤
1

(

t
2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)

[ c
(

t
2

)

r(γ3)−r(γ2)

(∥

∥

∥

( t

2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)
Sµ,V

( t

2

)

u0 −
( t

2

)

r(γ2)−r(γ1)
Sµ,Ṽ

( t

2

)

ũ0

∥

∥

∥

Xγ2

+ ‖V − Ṽ ‖
L(Xγ0 )

)]

.

From this, after applying (7.20) with j = 1, we obtain

‖Sµ,V (t)u0 − S
µ,Ṽ

(t)ũ0‖Xγ3 ≤
c

(

t
2

)

r(γ3)−r(γ1)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Xγ1 + ‖V − Ṽ ‖
L(Xγ0 )

)

that is, (7.20) for j = 2. With a similar procedure we conclude that (7.20) holds for every j =
1, . . . ,M − 1.

This proves the first inequality in the statement. The second follows from taking u0 = ũ0 of norm
one.

7.2. Two perturbations. Assume now we have two perturbations given by the potentials

V i ∈Mpi,ℓi(RN ) for 1 ≤ pi ≤ ∞, ℓi ∈ (0, N ], i = 0, 1. (7.22)

with

κi
def
:=

ℓi

2mµpi
< 1, i = 0, 1. (7.23)

Without loss of generality, we can assume
ℓ0 ≤ ℓ1. (7.24)

Then we have the following results concerning evolution problem
{

ut +A
µ
0u = V 0(x)u+ V 1(x)u, t > 0, x ∈ RN ,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN ,
(7.25)

that clearly generalizes to more than two perturbations.

Theorem 7.5. Let A0 be as in (1.2), µ ∈ (0, 1] and assume (7.22), (7.23) and (7.24).
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(i) (The perturbed semigroup) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, (7.25) defines a semigroup

{Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)}t≥0 in Mp,ℓ(RN ) such that for u0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ), u(t)
def
:= Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)u0 satisfies

u(t) = Sµ(t)u0 +

∫ t

0
Sµ(t− s)V 0u(s) ds +

∫ t

0
Sµ(t− s)V 1u(s) ds, t > 0,

lim
t→0+

‖u(t)− Sµ(t)u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) = 0.

Also,

‖Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN )) ≤ Ceωt, t ≥ 0 (7.26)

for some constants C, ω. For p = 1 all the above remains true if we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).
Moreover, if p ∈ [max{p′0, p

′
1},∞] then (7.26) holds with any ω satisfying

ω = c
(

‖V 0‖
1

1−κ0

Mp0,ℓ0 (RN )
+ ‖V 1‖

1
1−κ1

Mp1,ℓ1 (RN )

)

(7.27)

for some positive constant c = c(p, ℓ).
(ii) (Smoothing properties) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, if 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 < s ≤ ℓ satisfy s

q
≤ ℓ

p

we have, for some constants a, C,

‖Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),Mq,s(RN )) ≤
Ceat

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)
, t > 0, (7.28)

and

(0,∞) ×Mp,ℓ(RN ) ∋ (t, u0) → Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)u0 ∈M q,s(RN ) is continuous. (7.29)

For p = 1 this remains true if we replace M1,ℓ(RN ) by Mℓ(RN ).
Moreover, if p ∈ [max{p′0, p

′
1},∞], or q ∈ [max{p′0, p

′
1},∞], then (7.28) holds with any a satis-

fying

a = c
(

‖V 0‖
1

1−κ0

Mp0,ℓ0 (RN )
+ ‖V 1‖

1
1−κ1

Mp1,ℓ1(RN )

)

(7.30)

for some positive constant c = c(p, ℓ, q, s).
(iii) (Analyticity) If either

(a) max{p′0, p
′
1} ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0, or

(b) if 1 ≤ p ≤ min{p0, p1} and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0 are such that max{ ℓ0
p0
, ℓ1
p1
} ≤ ℓ

p

the semigroup {Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)}t≥0 is analytic in Mp,ℓ(RN ) with sectorial generator with the addi-
tional restriction that p 6= 1 when µ = 1.

(iv) (The perturbed equation) For 1 < p ≤ min{p0, p1} and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0 satisfying max{ ℓ0
p0
, ℓ1
p1
} ≤ ℓ

p
,

we have that u = Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(·)u0 with u0 ∈Mp,ℓ(RN ) satisfies, for t > 0,

ut +A
µ
0u = V 0u+ V 1u in Mp,ℓ(RN ).

Proof. (i) (The perturbed semigroup) Through (7.1), the perturbation potentials correspond to

Morrey spaces V i ∈ Xγi
with γi ∈ J. Since we have assumed ℓ0 ≤ ℓ1 then the slope of γ0 is smaller

than that of γ1 and therefore with the definition (7.12), the corresponding triangles satisfy Jγ0 ⊂ Jγ1 .
Now we do sequential perturbations, following here the notations and the proof of Theorem 7.2.

Step 1. We apply Theorem 7.2 with the perturbation V 1 so we get the perturbed semigroup
{Sµ,V 1(t)}t≥0 defined in the spaces Xγ with γ ∈ Jγ1 , that satisfies limt→0+ ‖Sµ,V 1(t)−Sµ(t)u0‖Xγ = 0
for u0 ∈ X

γ .
Also, from Step 7 in the proof of part (i) in Theorem 7.2, we get that for γ ∈ Jγ1 such that γ1 ≤ 1−γ11

we have that ‖Sµ,V 1(t)‖L(Xγ ) ≤ Ceω
1
γt where ω1

γ = c1‖V
1‖

1
1−κ1

Xγ1
with c1 = c1(γ).

Step 2. Since the perturbed semigroup {Sµ,V 1(t)}t≥0, defined in Xγ with γ ∈ Jγ1 , has the same
properties in this scale than the original unperturbed semigroup, although in the smaller triangle
Jγ1 ⊂ J (compare (7.5) and (7.16)), we can apply again Theorem 7.2 to this semigroup with the

perturbation V 0, see Remark 7.3. So we get the perturbed semigroup {(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)}t≥0 defined in
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the spaces Xγ with γ ∈ Jγ0 ⊂ Jγ1 and limt→0+ ‖(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)u0 − Sµ,V 1(t)u0‖Xγ = 0 for u0 ∈ Xγ . In
particular, limt→0+ ‖(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)u0 − Sµ(t)u0‖Xγ = 0 for u0 ∈ Xγ .

As in Step 1 above, we also get that for γ ∈ Jγ0 such that γ1 ≤ min{1 − γ01 , 1− γ11} we have that

‖(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)‖L(Xγ ) ≤ Ceωt

where ω > ω2
γ = c1‖V

1‖
1

1−κ1

Xγ1
+ c2‖V

0‖
1

1−κ0

Xγ0
with ci = ci(γ). This gives (7.26) and (7.27).

Using (7.1), (7.2) the range of γ above correspond to p ∈ [max{p′0, p
′
1},∞] and 0 < ℓ ≤ ℓ0.

Step 3. Now we prove that actually {(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)}t≥0 coincides with {(Sµ,P (t)}t≥0 with P =

{V 0, V 1}, in the spaces Xγ for γ ∈ Jγ0 . For this we employ Proposition 6.8.

For this, given γ ∈ Jγ0 we must produce α ∈ Jγ0 such that γ ∈ Eα, βi = α + γi ∈ J, βi
S(t)
 α and

0 ≤ d(α, βi) = r(α)− r(βi) < 1 for i = 0, 1 so the perturbations Pi = V i ∈ Pβi,R.

From Step 1 in the proof of part (i) in Theorem 7.2, the conditions for βi = α+γi ∈ J and βi
Sµ(t)

 α

for i = 0, 1 read

α1 + γi1 ≤ 1 (7.31)

and

α2 ≤ (β2)i = α2 + γi2 and
α2

α1
≤

(β2)i
(β1)i

=
α2 + γi2
α1 + γi1

(7.32)

and are satisfied taking

α =

{

γ if γ1 ≤ θ

(θ, γ2
γ1
θ) if γ1 > θ

where θ := min{1 − γ01 , 1− γ11}. (7.33)

Indeed, for α as in (7.33) both (7.31) and the first condition in (7.32) are clearly satisfied, whereas the
second condition in (7.32) is so, because γ ∈ Jγ0 ⊂ Jγ1 . Also 0 ≤ d(α, βi) < 1 holds because κi < 1.

From Step 2 in the proof of part (i) in Theorem 7.2 we see that γ ∈ Eα if and only if

α2 ≤ γ2 < α2 + 1,
α2

α1
≤
γ2

γ1
. (7.34)

For α as in (7.33) the first and third inequalities in (7.34) are clearly satisfied, whereas the second
inequality needs to be checked only when γ1 > θ and then α = (θ, γ2

γ1
θ) and in this case we need to

justify that γ2 <
γ2
γ1
θ+1. For this observe that if i is such that θ = 1−γi1 then, using that γi2 = κi < 1,

we have

γ2

γ1
θ + 1 >

γ2

γ1
(1− γi1) + κi =

γ2

γ1
(1− γi1) +

γi2
γi1
γi1 ≥

γ2

γ1
(1− γi1) +

γ2

γ1
γi1 =

γ2

γ1
≥ γ2

where we have used that γ ∈ Jγ0 ⊂ Jγ1 and γ1 ≤ 1.
Therefore given γ in the triangle Jγ0 we can always choose α ∈ Jγ0 like in (7.33) above, and so

employ Proposition 6.8. Part (i) is thus proved.
(ii) (Smoothing properties) We now observe that the proof of part (ii) in Theorem 7.2 can be
repeated line by line perturbing {Sµ,V 1(t)}t≥0, defined in the spaces of the triangle Jγ1 , with V 0 until
(7.16) and therefore, since from Step 3 we have Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t) = (Sµ,V 1)V 0(t), we get

γ
S
µ,{V 0,V 1}

(t)

 γ′ for γ, γ′ ∈ Jγ0 such that γ′2 ≤ γ2,
γ′2
γ′1

≤
γ2

γ1
.

Using Lemma 6.2, this gives (7.28) and (7.29) and (7.30). This completes the proof of part (ii).

(iii) (Analyticity) From Lemma 7.1 the unperturbed semigroup is analytic in Xγ for γ ∈ J with the
additional restriction that γ1 < 1 if µ = 1 that we take into account, without mentioning it further.
For the perturbed semigroup, we now apply Theorem 6.21, which can be done provided that in Step
3 above we can take α = γ. This, in turn, can be done provided that γ1 ≤ min{1− γ01 , 1− γ11}. This
gives the part (a) in the statement.
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To prove part (b) we consider sequential perturbations. We apply first Theorem 7.2(iii)(b) to get
analyticity of {Sµ,V 1(t)}t≥0 in Xγ for γ satisfying

γ ∈ Jγ1 , γ11 ≤ γ1 ≤ 1 and γ12 ≤ γ2 ≤
N

2mµ
. (7.35)

Then we proceed similarly to conclude analyticity of {(Sµ,V 1)V 0(t)}t≥0 in Xγ for γ which besides
(7.35) satisfy also

γ ∈ Jγ0 , γ01 ≤ γ1 ≤ 1 and γ02 < γ2 ≤
N

2mµ
. (7.36)

Since Jγ0 ⊂ Jγ1 , combining (7.35) and (7.36) gives the statement in (b).

(iv) (The perturbed equation) Using sequential perturbations we first see via Theorem 7.2(iv) that
u = Sµ,V 1(·)u0 with u0 ∈ Xγ and γ in (7.35) satisfying γ1 < 1 solves, for t > 0,

ut +A
µ
0u = V 1u in Xγ ,

and then u = (Sµ,V 1)V 0(·)u0 with u0 ∈ Xγ and γ satisfying in addition (7.36) solves, for t > 0,

ut + (Aµ
0 − V 1)u = V 0u in Xγ ,

because for the considered parameters the sectorial generator of {Sµ,V 1(t)}t≥0 is −Aµ
0 + V 1.

Remark 7.6. Observe that if say V 1 ∈ L∞(RN ) then we can set p1 = ∞ ℓ1 = N so the restrictions
in Theorem 7.5 come from V 0 ∈Mp0,ℓ0(RN ).

The following result concerns continuous dependence with respect to two perturbations.

Theorem 7.7. Assume V i, Ṽ i ∈Mpi,ℓi(RN ) for 1 ≤ pi ≤ ∞ and ℓi ∈ (0, N ] which satisfy (7.23) and
(7.24). Define the region of parameters (p, ℓ) for Morrey spaces as

1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, ℓ ≤ ℓ0, ℓ
(1

p
−

1

p′0 ∨ p
′
1

)

≤
ℓ0

p0
∧
ℓ1

p1
. (7.37)

If
‖V ‖L(Mpi,ℓi (RN )), ‖Ṽ ‖L(Mpi,ℓi(RN )) ≤ R for i = 0, 1,

and
‖u0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ), ‖ũ0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) ≤ R

then for T > 0, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 < s ≤ ℓ satisfying s
q
≤ ℓ

p
and (q, s) belong to the region (7.37), we

have in (0, T ]

‖Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)u0 − Sµ,{Ṽ 0,Ṽ 1}(t)ũ0‖Mq,s(RN )

≤
C0

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)

(

‖u0 − ũ0‖Mp,ℓ(RN ) + max
i∈{0,1}

‖V i − Ṽ i‖L(Mpi,ℓi (RN ))

)

and

‖Sµ,{V 0,V 1}(t)− Sµ,{Ṽ 0,Ṽ 1}(t)‖L(Mp,ℓ(RN ),Mq,s(RN )) ≤
C1

t
1

2mµ
( ℓ
p
− s

q
)
max
i∈{0,1}

‖V i − Ṽ i‖L(Mpi,ℓi(RN )),

where C0, C1 depend on pi, ℓi, p, ℓ, q, s,R and T . Additionally C0 depends on R.

Proof. For this result we will apply Theorem 6.12. For this we denote below a ∨ b = max{a, b} and
a ∧ b = min{a, b}.

Step 1. Let γ ∈ Jγ0 . From Step 3 in the proof of part (i) Theorem 7.5, see (7.31), (7.32), (7.34), we

have P = {V 0, V 1} ∈ Pβ0,β1,R and P̃ = {Ṽ 0, Ṽ 1} ∈ Pβ0,β1,R, provided that














α1 + γi1 ≤ 1

α2 ≤ α2 + γi2, i ∈ {0, 1}
α2
α1

≤
α2+γi

2

α1+γi
1

(7.38)
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and γ ∈ Eα provided
{

α2 ≤ γ2 < α2 + 1
α2
α1

≤ γ2
γ1
.

(7.39)

Notice the second condition in (7.38) is always satisfied and the third one is satisfied if α ∈ Jγ0 . So

we need to solve (7.39) for α ∈ Jγ0 with α1 ≤ θ := 1 − (γ01 ∨ γ11). For this we take α with the same
slope than γ as in (7.33), that is,

α =

{

γ if γ1 ≤ θ

(θ, γ2
γ1
θ) if γ1 > θ

(7.40)

and all conditions are met, as we showed below (7.34).

Step 2. Since Rβ0,β1 = Rβ0 ∩ Rβ1 , from Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 7.2 we have γ′ ∈ Rβ0,β1

provided that














0 ≤ γ′2
α2 − ji < γ′2 ≤ α2 + γi2 where ji := 1− γi2 > 0, i ∈ {0, 1}
γ′
2

γ′
1
≤

α2+γi
2

α1+γi
1
,

(7.41)

while from Lemma 7.1 we have γ
Sµ(t)

 γ′ provided that
{

γ′2 ≤ γ2
γ′
2

γ′
1

≤ γ2
γ1

(7.42)

and in particular γ′ ∈ Jγ0 . So, for γ ∈ Jγ0 , α as in (7.40) and γ′ as above, we can apply Theorem 6.12
to get the result.

Now observe that the second condition in (7.42) and the choice of α implies the third condition in
(7.41). So, given the choice of α in (7.40), the conditions for γ′ are given by (7.42), 0 < γ′2 and either

γ2 + γi2 − 1 < γ′2 ≤ γ2, i ∈ {0, 1} if γ1 ≤ θ

or
γ2

γ1
θ + γi2 − 1 < γ′2 ≤

γ2

γ1
θ + γi2 i ∈ {0, 1} if γ1 > θ.

These conditions can be recast as

γ2 + (γ02 ∨ γ
1
2)− 1 < γ′2 ≤ γ2, if γ1 ≤ θ

or
γ2

γ1
θ + (γ02 ∨ γ

1
2)− 1 < γ′2 ≤ γ2 ∧

(γ2

γ1
θ + (γ02 ∧ γ

1
2)
)

if γ1 > θ

and notice that actually γ2
γ1
θ + (γ02 ∨ γ12)− 1 < γ2, since

γ2
γ1
θ < γ2 if γ1 > θ, and (γ02 ∨ γ12) − 1 < 0 so

this second condition is non void.

Step 3. Now, when γ1 > θ, we restrict to the region in Jγ0 such that γ2 ≤
γ2
γ1
θ + (γ02 ∧ γ

1
2), that is

γ2 ≤ h(γ1) = γ02 ∧ γ
1
2 +

(γ02 ∧ γ
1
2)θ

γ1 − θ
, θ < γ1 ≤ 1

so h is convex, decreasing h(θ) = ∞ and h(1) = γ02 ∧ γ
1
2 +

(γ0
2∧γ

1
2)

γ0
1∨γ

1
1
(1− γ01 ∨ γ

1
1) =

γ0
2∧γ

1
2

γ0
1∨γ

1
1
.

Hence we define the subset J∗
γ0 = {γ ∈ Jγ0 , γ2 ≤ h(γ1), if θ < γ1 ≤ 1} and prove that for γ, γ′ ∈ J∗

γ0

satisfying (7.42) we can apply Theorem 6.12.
First note that, with minor changes, the bootstrap of estimates along segments that we performed

in Step 10 of the proof of Theorem 7.2 and in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 7.5, allows us in this
case to get the estimates in Theorem 6.12 if γ, γ′ ∈ J∗

γ0 satisfy (7.42) and the segment joining them is

contained in J∗
γ0 .

In particular it remains to consider the case γ1 < γ′1 and the segment crosses the graph of h precisely
in two points with coordinates γ1 ≤ a < b ≤ γ′1.
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Then we can apply Lemma 7.9 in [γ1 − δ, b] with c = γ1 and δ > 0 small, to get a tangent to h to
the right through γ. Also we can apply Lemma 7.9 in [a, γ′1 + δ] with c = γ′1 and δ > 0 small, to get
a tangent to h to the left through γ′. Then these two tangents will cross at some point in J∗

γ0 . This

point and γ, γ′ determine two segments and along each one we can do the bootstrap. So the claim is
proved.

Step 4. It remains to describe the set J∗
γ0 in terms of the original parameters of the Morrey scale.

For this notice that from (7.1) we have that θ = 1− (γ01 ∨ γ
1
1) =

1
p′0∨p

′
1
and γ02 ∧ γ

1
2 = 1

2mµ
ℓ0
p0

∧ ℓ1
p1
.

Hence when γ1 ≤ θ the region reads

p ≥ p′0 ∨ p
′
1, ℓ ≤ ℓ0

On the other hand, when γ1 > θ the region γ2 ≤
γ2
γ1
θ + (γ02 ∧ γ

1
2) reads

p < p′0 ∨ p
′
1, ℓ ≤ ℓ0, ℓ

(1

p
−

1

p′0 ∨ p
′
1

)

≤
ℓ0

p0
∧
ℓ1

p1
.

Hence both conditions can be summarised as (7.37).

Remark 7.8. (i) If γ ∈ Jγ0 \ J∗
γ0 then there is a “threshold” in the possible jumps from γ to γ′ as

γ′2 ≤
γ2

γ1
θ + (γ02 ∧ γ

1
2) < γ2.

In particular the estimates in the theorem can not be obtained for γ′ = γ.
(ii) Condition (7.37) is satisfied if in particular

ℓ

p
≤ min

{ ℓ0

p0
,
ℓ1

p1

}

.

or if
p ≥ p′0 ∨ p

′
1, ℓ ≤ ℓ0.

In both cases the Theorem holds if both (p, ℓ) and (q, s) satisfy either one of them and 0 < s ≤ ℓ,
s
q
≤ ℓ

p
.

Lemma 7.9 (Exterior tangent lemma). Let f : [a, b] → R a C2 convex function with f ′′(x) > 0
in [a, b] and let c ∈ (a, b) and d ∈ R. Then

(i) (Tangent to the left) There exist (a unique) x∗ ∈ [a, c) such that the tangent to f through x∗ passes

through (c, d) if and only if d ≤ f(c) and f(a)−d
a−c

≥ f ′(a).

(ii) (Tangent to the right) There exist (a unique) x∗ ∈ (c, d] such that the tangent to f through x∗

passes through (c, d) if and only if d ≤ f(c) and f(b)−d
b−c

≤ f ′(b).

Proof. For x ∈ [a, b] the value of the tangent to f at x in the point c is given by t(x) = f(x) +
f ′(x)(c − x) and t′(x) = f ′′(x)(c− x).

Therefore, since f ′′ > 0 we have that t′ > 0 in [a, c) and t′ < 0 in (c, b]. Hence, t(x) = d for (a
unique) some x if and only if either t(a) ≤ d ≤ t(c) = f(c) or t(b) ≤ d ≤ t(c) = f(c) which gives the
result.
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