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Sharp kernel bounds for parabolic operators with first order
degeneracy
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Abstract
We prove sharp upper and lower estimates for the parabolic kernel of the singular elliptic
operator
L="Tr (AD?) + @,
Yy

in the half-space Rf“ ={(z,y) : z € RN,y > 0} under Neumann or oblique derivative
boundary conditions at y = 0.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study sharp upper and lower estimates for the parabolic kernel of the singular
operator

N+1
L=Tr (AD?) + 22 = " 4Dy + Ve y+ Dy (1)

4,5=1
in the half-space RY ™ = {(z,y) : # € RV, y > 0}. Here A = (a;;) € RVTLN+1 is a symmetric and
positive definite matrix and we suppose s +1 >0, where v = an+1,n+1; the vector v = (d,¢) €

RN+ satisfies d = 0 if ¢ = 0 i.e. v is oblique with respect to the boundary of RY*'. We endow £
with Neumann or oblique derivative boundary conditions at y = 0

lim Dyu=0 (if v=0), limy~ v-Vu=0 (if ¢ #0).
y—0

y—0

Up to some suitable linear transformations, the latter operator is equivalent to the model operator

L=A,+2a-V,D,+B,  B,=D,,+-D, 2)
y
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were B, is a one-dimensional Bessel operator, ¢+ 1 > 0 and a € R satisfies the requirement
|a| < 1 which is equivalent to the ellipticity of the top order coefficients.

In the special case a = 0 and £ = A, + By, that is when the mixed second order derivatives
do not appear, the Bessel operator By and the Laplacian A, commute and sharp kernel estimates
can be proved after an explicit description of the kernel of the Bessel operator (see [10]). These
operators play a major role in the investigation of the fractional powers (—A,)® and (D; — A,)*,
s = (1 —¢)/2, through the “extension procedure” of Caffarelli and Silvestre, see [1].

Unfortunately adding the mixed second order derivatives term is an hard complication of the
problem, one important reason being the loss of commutativity. However the study of the general
operator (1) is crucial for treating degenerate operators in domains since mixed derivatives and
oblique boundary conditions appear in the localization procedure. For this reason its properties
have been studied in a series of previous papers. Elliptic and parabolic solvability of the associated
problems in weighted LP spaces have been investigated in [15, 14, 10, 13, 17] where we proved,
under suitable assumptions on m and p and for % +1 > 0, that £ generates an analytic semigroup

in LP = LP (Rf +1, y"dzdy). In addition we characterized its domain as a weighted Sobolev space
and showed that it has the maximal regularity.

In addition we also refer to [4, 6, 3, 5] where the authors studied operators of this form, even
for variable coefficients, using tools form linear PDE and Muckhenoupt weights. In [21], among
other properties, kernel estimates for some second order degenerate operators in divergence form
are considered.

Our main results are Theorems 7.15 and 7.16 where we prove that £ generates in L2 a con-
Y

tractive analytic semigroup (ew) (e ON some suitable sector X of the complex plane, and its heat

kernel p., written with respect the measure yg dz, satisfies the following two-sided estimates

-5 3 e 25 .2
pﬂ(tvzlaZQ) ~Ct~ N;rlyl - (1 A %) Ys = (1 A %) exp <_ |Zl kt22| ) (3)

where t > 0, 21 = (21,y1), 22 = (22,42) € Rf“ and C,k > 0 are some positive constants which
may be different in the lower and upper bounds. We also point out here that the above inequalities
can be written in the equivalent form (13) (see Remark 2.3).

We proved the upper bound of (3) in [19] by revisiting the classical method based upon the
equivalence between Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequalities and ultra-contractivity estimates; we
also proved that the same estimate extends to complex times ¢ € 3.

In this the paper we therefore focus on proving the lower bounds in (3). As a needed, but also
of independent interest, result, we prove in Theorem 5.7 the following gradient estimates

|Vp£<t,zl,22>|g0|t|”fyzv(m£> exp(—u), tex. (@)

VIt ]

Let us describe the strategy of proof employed. Let us discuss, preliminarily and in an abstract
setting, a well established strategy (see e.g. [20, Chapter 7, Section 7.8]) for deducing lower heat
kernel estimates referring to the discussion at the beginning of Section 7 for further details. Let
A be a non-negative self-adjoint operator acting on L? (X, 1) where X is a homogeneous space i.e.
a metric space (X, d) endowed with a doubling measure . Assume that the semigroup e* has a



kernel p(t, z1, z2) which satisfies the Gaussian upper bound

d 2
plt, 21, 29) < ° T exp (—M) L Vt>0, 2, meX.  (5)
V(21,Vt)? V (22,V1)? rl

where V(z,7) = p(B(z,7)) is the measure of the X-balls. Then the first crucial step consists in
the derivation of the on-diagonal lower estimate

p(t,z,z) > c

= V(Z,\/EY

which can be proved by combining the conservation property of the kernel and the upper estimate
(5) (see e.g. [20, Proposition 7.28]). The general off-diagonal lower bound then is proved by using
the Holder continuity of p to go outside of the diagonal and an iterative argument based on the
validity of the so-called chain condition for X.

ze X, t>0, (6)

In our case, due to the non self-adjointness of £, this strategy does not work. Then, inspired
by the method of Nash [16, 7], we prove the on-diagonal lower estimate by proving, in Proposition
7.12, the so-called “G-bound”

/ 1ng£(172722)6704|22|2y2% dZQ Z _Ov |Z| S 17 (7)
RY+!

namely a lower bound of the integral of the logarithm of the heat kernel with respect to the weighted
gaussian measure v = e“"'Z'zy% dz, a > 0. This is not an easy task due to the presence of the
weight y% introduced to treat the degeneracy of the operator and which can be either singular or
degenerate at y = 0 and at infinity. We emphasize that the derivation of (7) relies on the validity of
some Poincaré-type inequalities in H} (Rf H) which require a separate study and which we prove
in [18].

Another difficulty appears: in order to compensate the non self-adjointness of £, we need also
to study in parallel both £ and £*. In particular once (7) is proved for both £ and £*, then by
using the reproducing property of the kernel and Jensen inequality we derive, in Proposition 7.13,
the on-diagonal lower estimate for p,. Finally, thanks to the gradient estimates proved in Section
5, we can go outside the diagonal proving the off-diagonal lower bound in (3).

We now describe the structure of the paper.

In Section 2 we introduce the operator £ in (1) and we collect the results we need about
generation of semigroups, maximal regularity and domain characterization in the weighted spaces
Lp (RYTY) == LP(RY ! y™dady) proved in [15, 17]. We also recall the upper kernel estimates
proved in [19].

In Section 3 we describe a simple change of variable which allows to simplify the discussion to
the model operator (2) under Neumann boundary conditions. In all the subsequent sections we
therefore deal, without any loss of generality, almost exclusively with the model case, leaving to
Theorem 7.16 the generalization of our results to the general case.

In Section 4 we write the forms associated with £ and the adjoint £* in the weighted space L2,
where the weighted measure y©dz takes into account the degeneracy of the operators. We state
the main properties of the forms which allow to get generation of analytic semigroups in L2,



In Section 5 we prove gradient estimates for the heat kernels of £ and L£*. The strategy here
relies on the analyticity of the semigroup and the Cauchy formula for holomorphic functions which
allow to deduce a pointwise estimates for Dyp, = Lps. Then the estimate for the gradient is
proved by an interpolation argument using the solvability theory of Section 2 for £ in LP (Rf H)
for p > N 4+ 1 and the Morrey’s embeddings.

In Section 6 we prove that the semigroups e'Z, ¢t£”, initially defined on L?, extend also on L!
and we prove their conservation property.

Section 7, which contains the main result of the paper, is devoted to prove the lower kernel
estimates. As explained before the crucial step consists in proving the “G-bound” (7) which allows
to deduce the lower bounds on the diagonal. Here we mainly focus on the range %, % < 1 while
the lower bound far away from the boundary is deduced by domination with a uniformly elliptic

operator.

In Appendix we characterize the boundedness on L? of a family of integral operators which
are related to our operator.

Notation. For N > 0, RY ™ = {(z,y) : € RN,y > 0}. We write Vu, D?u for the gradient and
the Hessian matrix of a function u with respect to all z,y variables and V u, Dyu, Dy, u, Dy, yu
and so on, to distinguish the role of z and y. For m € R we consider the measure y™dzdy in Rf +
and we write L2 (RY™), and often only L?, when RY ™! is understood, for LP(RY*!; y™dzdy).
C™ stands for {\ € C: Re XA > 0} and, for || < 7, we denote by 3y the open sector {\ € C: \ #
0, |[Arg(N\)| < 60}.

We write often (z,y) or -y to denote the inner product of RV and, for A, B € symmetric,
Tr (AB) =3, ;aijbi ;. Given a and b € R, a Ab, a Vb denote their minimum and maximum. We
write f(z) ~ g(x) for z in a set I and positive f, g, if for some Cy,C5 > 0

RN,N

Cig(x) < f(z) < Cag(z), wel

Sometimes we also write C' = C(«) to emphasize, for a positive constant C' > 0, its dependence
on the parameter a.

Acknowledgment. The authors are members of the INDAM (“Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matem-
atica”) research group GNAMPA (“Gruppo Nazionale per 1’Analisi Matematica, la Probabilita e
le loro Applicazioni”).

2 The operator in L? and upper kernel estimates

We consider the singular elliptic operator

,V

=T (Ap?) 4+ Y, (8)
)

in the half-space RY ™' = {(z,y) : 2 € RN,y > 0}. Here A = (a;;) € RVFLN+1 is a symmetric and

positive definite matrix and we write Tr (AD?) = vajill a;;D;;. The vector v = (d,c) € RN*1

satisfies

d=0 if c=0



i.e. v is oblique with respect to the boundary of Rf“. Writing

Q|d
A=
q |7
where Q € RM*N g = (q1,...,qx) € RY and v = any1 n41 > 0, the operator £ takes the form

d-V,+cD,

L="Tr (QD?C) +2(q,VaDy) +vDyy + y

(9)

We work in the weighted spaces L2 (RY ) := LP(RY T y™dzdy), where m € R and we often

write only L? when Rf *1 is understood. In this section we recall the results about generation of
semigroups, maximal regularity and domain characterization in L2, proved in [15, 17].
We endow £ with Neumann or oblique derivative boundary conditions

Y}%Dyuzo (if v =0), gli%yvv-Vuzo (if ¢ #0).

The latter conditions can be equivalently written in integral form (see [17, Proposition 4.9] and
[11, Proposition 4.6]: we define accordingly the weighted Sobolev spaces

loc

W2r(m) = {u € WEZRY) 2 D, Vu, we If,}
and we then impose the boundary conditions thus defining
W2r(m)={u e W*P(m): y~'v-VueLb},  (c#0);
W (m)={u e W*?(m): y"'Duell),  (v=0), (10)

where, to keep consistency of the notation we write when d = 0, W(Qdi) (m)=WF (m).

Theorem 2.1 ([17, Theorem 5.2] and [15, Theorem 7.7]) Let v = (d,c) € RN*! with d = 0 if

c=0, and let
m+1 c

0< < -—+1
v

Then the operator

(v, V)
y

L=Tr (AD?) +

endowed with domain D(L) = W2P(m) generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LP, which has
mazimal reqularity.

Corollary 2.2 ([17, Corollary 5.3]) Under the assumptions of the previous theorem, the estimate

D]y, + Ny~ v Vullpr, < CllLul s, (11)

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



The aim of the paper is to prove that, if % + 1 > 0, then the heat kernel p, of £, written with

respect the measure y% dz, satisfies the upper and lower Gaussian estimates

_Nt+1 —5= 2 —5= 2 21 — 22|
pe(t, z1,22) = Ct™ 2 Y1 ) (1 a %) v2 B (1 : %) o (_%> 7 (12)

where t > 0, 21 = (x1,y1), 22 = (z2,y2) € Rf“ and C, k are some positive constants which may
differ from the upper and the lower bounds.

Remark 2.3 We emphasize that the above estimate can be written equivalently as

N\ ¢ _ 2
pL(t,Zl,Zg) >~ Ot_N;rly;C (1 A %) €xXp <_%) ) 1= 152 (13)

for some possibly different constants C,k > 0. This is a consequence of [10, Lemma 10.2] which
guarantees that for any € > 0 one has

yr 2 (LA Y)2 ~yy 2 (1A Y)? exp (elyr —12[?), Yyi,y2 >0 (14)

In [19] we already proved the upper kernel estimate of (12): we recall here the main results
referring also to Section 4 for the construction of £ in the space L2 via form methods.
Yy

Theorem 2.4 ([19, Theorems 4.18 and 5.3]) Let £+1 > 0. Then for some 6 € (0, 3), the operator
L generates in L% a contractive analytic semigroup (ew)t62£79 which is positive for t > 0. The
~ 2

semigroup consists of integral operators i.e. there exists pr(t,-,-) € L"O(}Rf"k1 X Rf“) such that
fort €Sz _g, 21 = (x1,31), 22 = (w2,42) € RYT!

e%mh/ pe(ty 1, z) f(22) yl deay  f € L2
]Rf+1 ¥

Moreover for every e > 0 there exist constants Ce, ke > 0 such that if t € ¥z _g_c then

—_c % — < % - 2
ety 21, 20) < Celt]™ "y, 7 (1A 2 %hlmﬂ-ewcﬁjﬂ)
7] 7] ke t]

In view of the previous Theorem the remaining part of the paper is then devoted to prove the
lower bound of (12).

3 Similarity transformations and the model operator

In this section we show that some simple change of variables allows to work, in what follows and
without any loss of generality, with the model operator

Ay +2a-VoDyu+ Dy + =D, 1= Agu+2a - VyDyu + Byu (15)
y

under Neumann boundary conditions. Here By = D, + gDy is a Bessel operator and a € RV
satisfies the requirement |a| < 1 which is equivalent to the ellipticity of the top order coefficients.



We briefly describe the strategy referring to [15, Section 8] and [19, Section 5] for further details.
Let

v d-V,+cD
©Y) g (QD2) +2(g, VaDy) + 7Dy + ——2—222

L=Tr (AD?) +
y y

be the operator in (8). If d # 0 and ¢ # 0, a first transformation allows to transform £ into a similar
operator with d = 0 and Neumann boundary conditions. This is a consequence of the following
lemma which follows by straightforward computation. Let us consider the following isometry of
Ly,
d N+1
Tulwy) =ul{z——yy), (zy) R (16)

Lemma 3.1 Let 1 <p < oo, v=(d,c) € RN*! ¢ £ 0. Then for u € Wﬁ)cl (Rf“)
(i) T7' (v-V)Tu=cDyu;
.. —1 2 v-V T N2 C
(is) T Tr (AD?) + — | Tu=Tr (AD u) +-Dyu.
Y Y

Here A is a uniformly elliptic symmetric matriz defined by

i Q—%d@q—f—%d@d‘qt—%dt
q—1 K

and ¥ = qN+1,N+1-

PRrROOF. The proof follows by a straightforward computation. O

The latter lemma shows that the operator £, endowed with the oblique boundary condition
lim, oy~ v - Vu = 0 is unitarily equivalent to the operator

Li=T7'LT =Tr (AD?) + gpy =Tr (QD2) +2(,VaDy) + 7Dy, + gDy

with the Neumann boundary condition lim,_o y5 Dyu = 0. Then through a linear change of vari-
ables in the x variables, the term Tr (QD%) can be finally transformed into vA, thus obtaining

an operator which is similar to the one in (15).

In view of the above simplification, in the next sections, without any loss of generality, we will
work almost exclusively with the model operator (15), referring to Theorem 7.16 for the general-
ization of our results to the general case.

We start in the next section with the L2-theory. In order to control the non self-adjointness of
L, we need to simultaneously study both £ and L£*.



4 The operator L= A, +2a-V,D,+ Byu in L?

Let c € R, a = (a1,...,ay) € RY such that ¢+ 1 > 0, |a| < 1. In this section we study the L?
theory related to the model degenerate operator

L:=Azu+2a-VyDyu+ Byu (17)

in L2 equipped with Neumann boundary condition. The requirement |a| < 1 is equivalent to the
ellipticity of the top order coefficients.
We use the Sobolev space H} := {u € L? : Vu € L?} equipped with the inner product

(u, U>Hcl = (u, U>L§ + (Vu, V’U>L§ .
The condition ¢ + 1 > 0 assures, by [11, Theorem 4.9], that the set
C:={ueC>(RY x[0,00)), Dyu(z,y) =0 for y < § and some § >0}, (18)

is dense in H}. Moreover, by [11, Remark 4.14], if a function u € H! has support in R x [0, b],
then there exists a sequence (uy),, oy € C such that supp u, C RY x [0,b] and u, — u in H}.
We consider the form in L2

a(u,v) := / (Vu, Vo) ydedy + 2/ Dyua - V0 yde dy,
RN+1 R5+1

D(a):= H! (19)

and its adjoint a*(u,v) = a(v, u)

a*(u,v>=mzz/

N+1
R

(Vu, V1) y°dx dy + 2/ a- V.u D, vy dr dy.

RY*
Proposition 4.1 ([19, Proposition 2.1]) The forms a, a* are continuous, accretive and sectorial.

We define the operators £ and L£* associated respectively to the forms a and a* by

D(L£) = {u e H} :3f € L? such that a(u,v) = / foy° dz for every v € H}},

N+1
R

Lu=—f; (20)

D(L£*) = {u € H} : 3f € L? such that a*(u,v) = / foy° dz for every v € H}},
RY+
Liu=—f. (21)

If w,v are smooth functions with compact support in the closure of Rf + (so that they do not
need to vanish on the boundary), it is easy to see integrating by parts that

—a(u,v) = (Azu+2a- Vi Dyu+ Byu,T) 2

if lir% y“Dyu = 0. This means that £ is the operator
Y—r

A, +2a-V,D,+ B,



with Neumann boundary conditions at y = 0. On the other hand

a-Vzu

—a*(u,v) = <Axu +2a-VyDyu+2c + Byu,5>

L?

if lir% y° (2a - Vyu + Dyu) = 0 and therefore the adjoint of £ is the operator
Y—

a-Vau

LY=A;+2a-V,Dy,+2c + B,

with the above oblique condition at y = 0. We refer the reader to [11] for further details about the
Sobolev spaces H} and their boundary conditions at y = 0.

Proposition 4.2 ([19, Proposition 2.2]) £ and L* generate contractive analytic semigroups e**,

ettt € E% ul , in L2. Moreover the semigroups (e');>o, (' )i>0 are positive and

1—]al

LY -contractive for 1 < p < oo.

—arctan

The previous proposition is a special case of Theorem 2.1 which shows that the semigroups e*%,

e!” extrapolate to the weighted spaces L? (Rﬁ“, ymdazdy), m € R, when 0 < ™= < ¢+ 1, and
which describes the domain of their generators as respectively the weighted Sobolev spaces defined
in (10)

Wi (m), W2P(m), v =(2a,1).

Finally we collect in the following proposition some invariance properties of £, e* and of of
L*, et*" whose proofs follow after an easy computation.

Proposition 4.3 The following properties hold.
(i) The scale homogeneity of L is 2:

2L =I;'LI, Liu(z,y) = u(sz, sy), 5> 0. (22)

(i) L is invariant under translation in the x-direction:

L= Tz_olﬁTmO, Trou(z,y) = u(x + 0,y), zo € RV, (23)
Moreover the semigroup e'* generated by L in L? satisfies for any t € ngarctan el
= [T, 5>0, et =T T, xRV, (24)

The same results hold for the adjoint operator L* and its generated semigroup.

By Theorem 2.4 , the semigroup e*, t € Yx , etan lal_, consists of integral operators and its heat
2 T—la]

kernel p,, written with respect to the measure y°dz, satisfies the upper estimate

N+1

_ —-£ Y1 : -5 Y2 : |21 —Z2|2)
0< t,z1,29) < Ct™ 2 21N = 21N = exp| —— ] . 25




which is valid for any ¢t > 0, 21, 29 € Rf“ and for some positive constant C, k > 0. By remark 2.3
the above estimate can be written equivalently as

pe(t, 21, 22) §Ct7¥yfc (1/\%>cexp (—%) , i=1,2 (26)
The latter bounds extends also, for some possibly different C,k > 0, for ¢ in any sub-sector
Z%_arctan ol - Moreover, using the invariance properties of Proposition 4.3, we have that for
any t € Zgiamaﬂ%, Z1, 22 € Rf“,
pr(s?t, 21, 20) = s~ VHHD (b 57 2y, 57 2), s> 0, (27)
and
pr(t,z1 + xo, 22 + 20) = pr(t, 21, 22), zo € RY, (28)

where for z = (z,y) € Rf“, we wrote, with a little abuse of notation, z + xg = (x + 20, y) to
denote the translation in the xg-direction.

The same results hold for the adjoint operator £* and its generated semigroup. In particular,
if pr« is the heat kernel of £* | written with respect to the measure y°dz, then by definition and
by the positivity of the semigroups, the following relations hold for any z1, z2 € Rf +1,

pﬁ*(tvzlaZQ) :pﬁ(t5227zl)a Vte EE

T —arctan lal s

1—lal

pe-(t, 21, 22) = pe(t, 22, 21), YVt > 0. (29)

5 Gradient estimates

In this section we prove gradient estimates for the heat kernels of £ and £*. For simplicity in what
follows we only work with £ but all the results hold with similar proof also for £*.

We start by stating the next lemma in which we specialize Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 to
the case of L? := LP (Rf H) with Lebesgue measure. In what follows, recalling (10), we write

Wt = WP (0) = {u e WP (RY™) . y~'Dyu € LP}.
Note that from Morrey’s embedding, if p > N + 1, then Wﬁ,’p — C} (Rf"’l).

Lemma 5.1 Let0 < % < c+1. Then L endowed with domain D (L) = Wﬁ/’p generates a bounded
analytic semigroup in LP. Moreover there exists C' > 0 such that for A >0 and u € Wﬁ[’p one has

1
Nlullp + A2 [[Vaullp + | D?ull, < Cllxu = Lulp.

PROOF. Recalling Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2, (£, Wﬁ,’p ) generates a bounded semigroup on
L (Rf“) and moreover we have for u € W2¥, A >0

Mlully < C (1M = Lullp),  [|1D%ull, < CllLull, < C(Aullp + [|Au = Lull,).

The estimate of the gradient term follows by the interpolative inequality [|Vul|2 < C/[ul|,||D?ul|,.
U

10



The following regularity result is an immediate consequence of the holomorphy of the semigroup

etl.

Lemma 5.2 For every fized z1, 2o € Rf“ the kernel pr(t, z1,z2) is holomorphic with respect to
teX, aland p(t,-, 22) € C} (Rf""l).
2

4 —arctan TTaT
PROOF. Let us fix p > max{(c+1)~1, N+1} and let us work, using Lemma 5.1, in L? := LP (Rf“).
If s > 0, by (26), pc(s,-, 22) € LP and then, since the semigroup is analytic, e’*p, belongs to the
domain of £, D(L) = Wﬁ/’p. Since e*“pr (s, 21, 22) = pr(t+s, 21, 22), by the semigroup law, we have

that p(t+s, -, 22) € Wﬁ/’p — C} (Rf“). The analyticity with respect tot € X, la)  follows
2

—arctan T—a]

again by the identity e'“p(s, 21, 22) = pc(t + s, 21, 22), using the analyticity of the semigroup. [J

The Cauchy formula for the derivatives of holomorphic functions allows to estimate D;p, and
EpL.
Proposition 5.3 Let c+1 > 0, € > 0. Then there exists C, k > 0, such that, for every t €

N+1
Zgiammn ol and almost every z1, zo € Ry,

C
_ 2
Lpe(t, 21, 20)| + | Dipe(t, 21, 2)| < Clt|~ " Fo g5 <M%> P <‘%>

PROOF. Since the kernel p, satisfies the equation Dyp; = Lp,, it is sufficient to deal only with
Dip,. Let r be small enough such that

B(tQ,T‘thD cX la]

1—Jal

Z —arctan _lal Vto € E%

5 T—Ta] —arctan —€

Using the Cauchy formula for the derivatives of holomorphic functions in the ball B (o, r|to|), we
get

|Dipe(to,y, p)| < lpc(t, 21, 22)], z1, %2 € Rfﬂ'

——  max
|to| [t—to|=rlto]

1| and recalling Remark 2.3, we
—arctan TTaT

Applying the estimate of Theorem 2.4 in the sector ¥ .
2

obtain for suitable C’, k'’

c 2
_N+3 21 — 2

|Dtp£(t07y7p)| SC/M 2 yzc y2; A1) exp —7| 1, 2|
lto]2 K| 2]

which is equivalent to the statement. [l

Before proving the estimates for the gradient of p,, we recall that, using the scaling equalities

of Proposition 4.3, we have that for any t € ¥, lal_, 21,22 € Rf“
2

—arctan T—a]

_ Ntilte _ z z
pe(t,z,20) = |t|=" 7 pe <t|t| L |t|W>

Vope(t, 21, 2) = [t~ Vp, <t|t|1 L 22 ) (30)

YRV

Now we localize the estimates of Lemma 5.1. For z € Rf"’l, r > 0 we set BT(z,r) :=
B(z,r)N Rerl.

11



Proposition 5.4 Let ¢+ 1 >0, p > max{(c+ 1)", N + 1}. Then there exists a constant C > 0
such that for every u € W2’p, r >0,

_ N+1
[Vl oo gty <Cr7 7
2

(12l oty + Nl o)

Proor. Up to a scaling argument we can suppose, without any loss of generality, » = 1. Set
Ty, = 22:1 27F Thenry =1/2, 700 = 1, 7py1 — 7 = 2~ (n+1),
Let B} = B*(z,r,), Bt = B¥(z,1), Bf = BT(2,1/2) and choose cut-off functions 7, €
2

C2(RNH1) such that n,(2,y) = 1 (2, —y), 0 < 0y <1, 9y = 1in By, (supp ) NRY™ C B,
[Vin| < €27, |D?n,,| < 54" for some constant C' > 0 independent of n. Then also |y~'Dyn,| <
£4n, since Dynp (2,0) =0. If u € WP then n,u € Wi and we have

L(nnu) =npLu + 2V 0, Vau + 2Dyn, Dyu + 2a - (Vi Dyu 4+ Dy, Vi u)

Dyny,

Applying Lemma 5.1 with A = 1 to n,u we get
Il + 1V (nw)llp + 1D () lp < C (IL(0mw)lp + Innullp)
<C (||£UHLP(B+) + 2"V (1wl + (4" 4+ 1) |\UHLP(B¢)> .
Applying the interpolative inequality [|[Vul, < Ce||D?ul|2 + L|ul|, we get for € >0

[l + 1V (aw)llp + 1D () 1

n 2” n
<C (||£U|LP(B+) + 2" | D* (1) |, + ?||77n+1u||p + (4" +1) |U|LP(B+))

n 2” n
< (Iullan) + 2 NP2l + (2 44741 lullpior )
Setting £ := C2"¢, we get

10 llp + 11V ()l + 1 D2 ()l

4n
sc(w—cwmmﬂ+(zAAﬂnwmwﬂ)+aD%%ﬂwm

It follows that

& (Imntully + IV Graw)llp + 1D, )

n

4
<C (§n|u - LUHLP(Bj) +&" (_

13 +4n> ||U||LP(B+)) + " D (g ) [|p-

12



By choosing € = ¢,, so that £ = % and summing up the previous inequality over n € N we get

IVl oty + D €M ID*aw)lp <C (lu = Lull ooy + lullo(s+))
2

n=1

+ 3D a1l

n=1

Cancelling equal terms on both sides it follows that
1
IVull oty + §||D2U||LP(BT) < C (lu— Lullpos+y + llullLecs+y) -
2 2
Since p > N + 1, using the Morrey’s embedding, the previous inequality implies we get

IVull oo gty < C (IVUllogty + 1D*ull oty ) < C (lu = Lullosey + lullos+))
(B1) (B1) (B1)
2 2 2
which implies the required claim for r = 1. O

Remark 5.5 We remark that the same results as those in Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 and Proposi-
tions 5.3 and 5.4 hold also for the adjoint operator L* under the oblique boundary condition
HI% y°(2a-Vyu+ Dyu) = 0. To be concise we do not state them explicitly but their proof fol-
Y—r

lows by arquing as before and by using the generation and the domain characterization for the
operator L* endowed with domain D (L) = W2P, v = (2a,1) (see Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2).

We need the following basic estimate.

Lemma 5.6 Let zg, 29 € Rf"’l. Then
2 2
_ 9 _
s exp (_M) < 1 exp (__M>
1 €B(20,VD) t 16 t

PROOF. If |29 — 22| < 44/t then for every z; € Rf“

_ 2 _ 2
exp <—7|Z1 t22| )Selﬁexp (—LO tZ2| >

If |20 — 22| > 4Vt and 21 € B(z0, V), then |21 — 22| > |20 — 22| — |21 — 20| > |20 — 22| — |20 — 22| =
3|29 — 22| and

0

We can finally deduce pointwise estimates for the gradient of the kernel p.(t, 21, 22). Recalling
(29), due to the asymmetry of p, and in order to control both derivatives with respect to 21, 29 €
Rf“, we state them also for the adjoint operator L£*.

13



Theorem 5.7 Let c+1 > 0, € > 0. Then for every e > 0, there exist C,k > 0, such that, for

N+1
every t € ngarctan ol and almost every z1, zo € Ry,

C
_ zZ1 — % 2
|Vzlp£(t,2’1,22)| + |vz1p£* (tvzlv'z?)l < C|t|7¥y2 ’ (1 : y—2> exp (_M) '

VIt kit

PROOF. Let us firstly prove the required estimate for V,, p,. In virtue of the validity of the scaling
property (30), we may assume that |¢t| = 1. Let zg, 22 € Rf“. Then applying Proposition 5.4
with r =1 to the function u = p,(¢t, -, 22) in BT (z0,1) we get

[Vpe(t, 20, 22)| < C (|1Lull Lo+ (20,2)) + Ul Lo (B+ (20,2)))
< C (1Lull oo B+ (20,2)) + 1l oo (B+(20,2))) -
Using (26) and Proposition 5.3, we get for suitable C,x > 0
—c c |Z - Z2|2
lull Loo (B+ (20,2)) T LUl Loo(B+(20,2)) £ CYa “(y2 A1)"  sup  exp | ———].
2€B+(20,2) K

Lemma 5.6, combined with the previous inequalities, then implies (for suitable C’, k' > 0)

_ zZo — & 2
Vre(tsin. 2] < C'o5 (1 1) exp (220 )

which is the statement for |t| = 1. The result for general ¢ follows by the scaling property (30).
The analogous estimates V., ps+ can be proved similarly using Remark 5.5. [l

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.7. For simplicity we state it only
for L.

—arctan 2L —¢ 7
1—Jal

Corollary 5.8 Let1 <p < o0, 0< mTH <c+1, fe Ll . Then for everyt e ¥,
2

e'“ f is differentiable in Rf""l and one has
Vs = [ Vpelt )l () s, G
RY*!

Moreover, for every € > 0, there exist C, k > 0 such that,

c ‘ 21 — 222
verseIs o [ (1 ) %) oo (2D a2

PROOF. Let zg,r > 0 such that B(zg,r) € Rf“. By Theorem 5.7, for almost every z1 € B(zo,7),
22 € Rf“, one has

. C v ) 21 — 222
|Vpe(t, 21, 22)| ys5 < T (m |2t|> exp G%) |f(22)]. (33)

for suitable C' and x depending also on r and zg. Then (31) follows by differentiating under the
integral sign since the right hand side of (33) belongs to L?,. Finally, (32) is consequence of
Theorem 5.7. ]
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6 The semigroup in L. and the conservation property

In this section we prove that the semigroups e*“, e*£” initially defined on L?, extend also on L!
and we discuss the conservation property
1 =1, ew*lzl, for any t>0.

Following the notation introduced in the appendix, we start by rewriting the upper estimates
of Theorems 2.4 and 5.7 in terms of the family of integral operators

N1 ¢ 21 — 22|?
SO"’C(t)f(Zj) =1 2 /RN+1 (2 A 1> exp <—M) f(22) dza,

Vi Kt

defined for ¢t > 0 and 21 = (z1,41), 22 = (2,¥y2) € Rf“. Here k is a positive constant; to shorten
the notation we omit the dependence on x which may vary in each occurrence. We recall that, by
Proposition 8.1 and by [12, Proposition A.1], if ¢ +1 > 0 then the family S%~¢(¢) is uniformly
bounded on L? for 1 < p < oo.

Proposition 6.1 Let ¢+ 1 > 0. Then, for some positive constant C > 0 and a suitable k > 0,
one has for any f € L? and t > 0

[ £ 1]+ VE[VeEf| < CS @), ||+ VEREE et (34)
PRrROOF. The required estimates follows from Theorems 2.4, Corollary 5.8 and Remark 2.3. [l
tL L tL”

We now prove that the semigroups e'*, e*" extend from L2 N L! to strongly continuous
semigroups on L.

Proposition 6.2 Let c+1 >0 and 1 < p < oo. Then the semigroup e'“ and e~ extend from
L2 N LP to strongly continuous semigroups on LP.

PRrROOF. We prove the statement for £; the analogous claim for £* follows identically. By Propo-
sition 4.2, e** is contractive in L for every 1 < p < oo: then e** clearly extends, by density, from
L?2N LP to L? and the semigroup law is inherited from the one of L2. Therefore we have only to

prove the strong continuity at 0. Assume first that 1 < p < oo and let f,g € C° (Rf“). Then as

t—0
/N (etﬁf)gycdy—>/ Fay“dy,
R++1 R~I+\»7+1

by the strong continuity of '~ in L2. Since e'* is contractive on L?, a density argument then proves
that the previous limit holds for every f € LP, g € L{j/. The semigroup is then weakly continuous,
hence strongly continuous. Assume now p = 1 and let us fix, preliminarily, f € L1 N L2. For any
r >0 we set B, = B(0,7)x]0,r[ and write f = f|p, + fipe. Then we have, using the contractivity

of e** on L},
Hewf - f||Lg < ||6t£ (f\BT) - f\BTHLg + ||6t£ (f\B;E) - f\BgHLg

< |let* (fig,) = fis, e + 20 fiBell - (35)
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Recalling that the measure p = y“dz is locally finite and using the Holder inequality we get

||6t£ (f|BT) - f\BTHLé = /B ‘ew (f\BT) - f\BT| Y dz + /BC |6t£ (f|BT) yedz

B () = i lgs + [ 16 (im)

yedz

<

= A1 + Ao

which goes to 0 as ¢t — 0. Indeed }in(l) Ay = 0 by the strong continuity of e’ in L2. For the second
—

term we observe that, using again the contractivity of e** on L}

I fig 22 = [l (fis,) Iy = /BC e (fiB,)] y°d= +/B e (fi5,)

Then taking the limit in the above estimate and observing that, from the previous point,

[ 1 im)

"

Yy dz.

y°dz = || fiB, L2,

we get }ir% As = 0. Then it follows from (35) that
—
limsup [|e"“ f — 2 < 2|/ figellr — 0, as 1 — 00
t—0

O

which proves that %ir% lle“ f — fllz1 = 0 which is the required claim for f € L1 N L?. The general
— c

case follows by a density argument.
For the case p = oo of the above Proposition we refer the reader to [12] for generation of semi-

group, in a special case, in spaces of continuous functions.
We can now prove the conservation property of the semigroups.

Proposition 6.3 Let us assume ¢+ 1 > 0. Then the heat kernel py of L satisfies

~/]RN+ pL(f,zl7z2)y§ dzo=1 Vt>0, 21 € Rerl.

The same conservation property also holds for the kernel pe- of the adjoint operator L*.

PRrROOF. We prove the statement for P; the analogous claim for p.+ follows identically. We prove,

equivalently, that for every f € L2 N L! one has

/N+1 L f(z)ycdz = /N+1 f(z)y°dz ¥Yit>0.
R RY

We fix a cut-off function n(z) = 9(x)0(y) where 9 € C° (B(0,2)) is a cut-off function in the z-
variables which satisfies 0 <9 < 1,9 = 1in B(0,1) C RY and § € C2°([0,2]) such that 0 < 0 < 1,
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O(y) =1 for y < 1. We also set, for every n > 0, n,,(z)

=n (%) Then differentiating under the
integral sign and recalling Section 4, we have for every ¢t > 0

L0 =5 [ etz = [ e o ds =~ L)

- E Rf+1

= —/ Vetﬁf(z) Vi (2)y®dz — 2/ Dyetﬁf(z)a- Vann(2)y©dz.
R5+1 R 1

N+
+

Therefore, since |Vn,| < %, using Propositions 6.1 and 8.1 we get for some possibly different

positive constants C' > 0
C C C
L,(t)] < —||Ve'* < —= |80t < —
L] < ZI9e iy < = 1S O1fller < ==l

which implies lim I,,(¢) = 0. Then using Lebesgue’s Theorem it follows that for every ¢,s > 0
n—oo

/ o €S (2) ytdz — / e f(2)y" dz
R++1 Rf+1
t

= lim etLancz— eSLZnZCZ:im () dr =
_nlﬁoo</Rf+1 Fz)m(2)y"d /Rf“ f()n()yd> 1 Ln(r)dr =0

n—oo s

and hence

/N L f(z) ytdz = / e f(2)y° dz, t, s> 0.
R++1 Rf+1

Letting s go to 0, the claim follows by the strong continuity of e!* in L} proved in Proposition 6.2.

0

7 Kernel lower bounds

This section, which contains the main result of the paper, is devoted to prove lower estimates for
the heat kernel of £, defined in (17), of the same form of the upper ones of Theorem 2.4. We need
some preparation.

We work in Rf *1 endowed with the standard euclidean metric and, for zg = (z9,0) € Rf +1
and r > 0, we consider the cylindric balls

Q(ZOvT) = B(Io,f‘) X [yano +7')

in place of the standard balls B(z,); we keep the same notation to denote Q(0,7) := B(0,r) X
[0,7[. For ¢+ 1 > 0 we consider the weighted measure u = y°dxdy and we write V(zo,7) :=
1 (Q(z0,7)) to denote the measure of the cylindric balls given by

Yo+
V(zo,r) = / ydz = wNTN/ Yy dy.
Q(z0,7) Yo

We need the following elementary lemma which guarantees that p is a doubling measure and which
is proved in [9, Lemma 5.2].
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Lemma 7.1 Let c+ 1> 0. Then one has

V(z,7) = rVHite V(Z—:, 1), V(zo,7) ~ rVHLIFe (%)c (% A 1)_0.

In particular the function V' satisfies, for some constants C' > 1, the doubling condition

V4 N 1+c™
Ao (3 (1v 2T v
V(zo,7) r T

Remark 7.2 The previous inequality implies that, for some positive constant C > 0, one has
V(z0,2r) < CV(z0,7), Vzo € RYTY 7> 0.

In order to prove lower heat kernel estimates we also need to rewrite the upper bounds of
Theorem 2.4 in terms of the measure of the cylindric balls.

Proposition 7.3 Let us assume ¢+ 1 > 0. Then the heat kernel ps of L, written with respect to
the measure y° dx dy, satisfies

C _ 2
pr(t, z1,22) < T — exp <— |21 — 2| > , YVt>0, 21, 20 € Rerl. (36)
V (21,Vt)? V (22,V1)? rt
PRrROOF. The required estimates follows from Theorems 2.4 and Lemma 7.1. [l

In what follows we aim to prove that the similar lower bound
C |21 — 2’2|2
T TEXp |~
V (21, Vt)? V (22,V1)? K

holds for the heat kernel of L.

pr(t,yz1,29) > ) , V>0, 21, 2 ERfH (37)

Before to prove this result, let us discuss, in an abstract setting, a well established strategy (see
e.g. [20, Chapter 7, Section 7.8]) for deducing lower kernel estimates for a non-negative self-adjoint
operator A acting on an L?-space L? (X, u1); here X is a homogeneous space i.e. a metric space
(X,d) endowed with a doubling measure . Assume that the semigroup e* has a kernel p(t, 21, 22)
which satisfies the conservation property as the one in Proposition 6.3 and some Gaussian upper
bounds of the same form as in (36) (in this setting V(z,7) is the measure of the X-balls and
|z1 — 22| is the X-distance d(z1,22)). Then the analogous lower bound can be derived from the
conservation property of the semigroup, the Gaussian upper bound and the Holder continuity of p
(or, a fortiori, from some gradient estimates on p). To be precise, the Gaussian lower bound (37)
can be obtained by:

(i) proving, preliminarily, the on-diagonal lower estimates

>_¢
= V(Z,\/EY

using the conservation property of the kernel and the upper estimates (36) (see e.g. [20,
Proposition 7.28]);

p(t, 2, 2) ze€ X, t>0, (38)
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(ii) proving the off-diagonal bound (37), adding also the Gaussian term, using the Hélder con-
tinuity of p to go outside of the diagonal and an iterative argument based on the validity of
the so-called chain condition for X (see e.g. [20, Theorem 7.29]).

In our case, due to the non self-adjointness of L, this strategy does not work. Then, inspired by
the method of Nash [16, 7], we prove the on-diagonal lower estimate (38) by proving in Proposition
7.12 the so-called “G-bound”, namely a lower bound of the integral of the logarithm of the heat
kernel with respect to a weighted Gaussian measure and whose validity relies on some suitable
Poincaré inequalities. Some difficulties appear: in order to compensate the non self-adjointness of
L we need to prove all the statements for both £ and £* and we need also to take control of the
weighted measure y°dz whose density can be either singular or degenerate at y = 0 and at infinity.
Then, thanks to the gradient estimates proved in Section 5, we can go outside the diagonal proving
the off-diagonal lower bound (37).

The proof is structured in many steps and requires some preliminary results.

Remark 7.4 We point out that, by (14) and Lemma 7.1 the estimates

c |Zl - Z2|2
pr(t, 21, 22) ~ ; exp (— -
V (21 VD) *V (22, V) :

are equivalent, up to change the constants C;k > 0, to

[N

C |21 —Z2|2> .
t,z1,29) 2 ——————exp | ——— |, i=1,2.
pe(t, 21, 22) V oD p< p”

We start by proving, preliminarily, the lower estimate (37) far away from the boundary i.e. for
z1 = (x1,41), 22 = (w2,y2) € Rf“ satisfying % >, ”—zt > r. Its proof follows by domination
with a uniformly elliptic operator with bounded coefficients.

Lemma 7.5 Let v > 0 and let us consider the operator A = A, +a-V,Dy + B, acting in the
L?-space L? (RN X [r, —i—oo[,ycdz) endowed with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Then A generates
an analytic semigroup of integral operator which is positive for t > 0 and whose kernel po(t, z1, 22),
taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure, satisfies, for some positive constants C,c > 0,

— — N1 — 2
po(t,z1,22) > C <1/\ yl\/iT) (1/\ yQ\/ET> = exp <—C@) (39)

foranyt >0,y >r, yoa >r.

PROOF. We consider in L? (RN x [r, +-00[,y“dz) the sesquilinear form

ao(u,v) = /]RN [ [<Vu, Vo) y°dx dy + 2/ Dyua -V, 0y de dy,
X 7,400

RN X [r,4o00[

D(ap) = H} o (RN x [r,+00[) := C2° (RN x ]r, +00])

where, in the latter equality, the closure is taken in the norm of H}. Recalling Section 4, ag is the
restriction of a to the space H, 6170 (RN x [r, —i—oo[) < H! and therefore inherits all its properties
stated in Proposition 4.1; moreover A is the operator associated with ag. The generation results
for A then follows by classical results on forms as in [19, Proposition 2.2]. The existence of the
kernel as well as its estimate follows by [2, Theorem 3.8]. U
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Proposition 7.6 Let r > 0, c+ 1 > 0. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(r) > 0 such
that

RN ST
1 1 X )
V(z1, V)2V (22, V)2 t

N+1
R-i—

pﬁ(t7 21, 22) 2

for every t > 0 and every z1, zo € satisfying % >, % >r.

PROOF. Let us suppose, for simplicity, 7 = 1. The general case follows similarly. Let us set
jol =RV x [%, —i—oo[. We consider the uniformly elliptic operator A of Lemma 7.5, in the case
=3

r =%, acting in L2 (RN ) =12 (RN 1, y¢dz) and endowed with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

By constructlon the operators A and L are associated respectively with the sesquilinear forms ag,
a. Moreover

0 = p() and  D(ag) = H', (RJZV%“) < H! = D(a).

Then, under the notation of [8, Section 4], the previous relations imply that D(ag) is an ideal of
D(a) and moreover we have, in particular,

ao(u,v) = a(u,v), for any 0 < w,v € D(ap).

Then, recalling that A and L generate positive semigroups, we apply [8, Corollary 4.2] thus ob-
taining

etAr] < et€lpl, v e (RYFY)
which in terms of their heat kernels rewrites as

pr(t, 21, 22) > po(t, 21, 22)y5 t>0, 21,22 € RNH,

(note that p, is written with respect to the measure y°dz and py with respect to the Lebesgue
measure). Then specializing the previous inequality for t = 1 and z1, 2o € RY x [1, 4-00[ and using
(39), we get for some positive constant C, ¢ > 0

pe(l, 21, 22) > po(l, 21, 22)y5 © > Cyy “exp (—clz1 — 22]?) .

Finally, using the scaling property (27) and Lemma 7.1, we get

_ N+1+c __ N+ltec Yo - |Zl - 22|2
t =t 1 Ct — —Cc———
peltsznz) =0 ( \f\f) 2 (ﬂ) eXp( T )

~ — exp
225

for every z1, 29 € RN *1 such that ?7 >1 . The required estimates then follows by Remark
7.4. ]

%I‘d

We now come to the main part of the section: we prove the lower estimate (37) near the
boundary i.e. for zy,29 € Rf“ when at least one of Z\/—lz, % lies in RY x]0,1]. The main point
consists in Proposition 7.12 where we prove the so-called “G-bound”, i.e. a lower bound of the
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integral of the logarithm of the heat kernel with respect to a weighted Gaussian measure. We need
some preparation.

We fix a > 0 and we consider the weighted Gaussian measure v := yce’a‘z‘zdz on Rf“ which,
from the assumptions a, ¢+ 1 > 0, is finite on Rf 1. By standard computation one has

c 1
v (Rerl) = / yce_o“z‘2 dz=a "7 2T (C i > (40)

N+1 2
R+

where I' is the Gamma function (see [18, Section 3]). We consider the space L2 (RYT!) :=
L2(RYH, yee=1#"dz) and we define also the Sobolev space

HYRYT) o= {u e LZRY™) : Vu e L2RYTH}
The following Poincaré-type inequality in H} (Rf *1) is essential for the proof of Proposition 7.12.

Theorem 7.7 (Poincaré inequality) Let o > 0, c+ 1 > 0. Then, for some positive constant
C >0, one has

[|u _E”Lgmfﬂ) < OHVUHLg(RfH)v Vu € Hi(RfJﬂ)v
here u ! / dv(z)
where U = ———— udv(z).
I/(Rf+1) RY T
PROOF. See [18, Theorem 3.7]. O

From now on, without any loss of generality, we fix & > 0 in (40) such that

/ y© e dy = 1. (41)
RN+1
¥
We define, for fixed 6 € [%, 1) and 29 € Rf“, the function
u(t,z) == 0Ope(t,z,29) + 1 -0, vVt >0, z € Rf“.
We collect in the next lemma the properties we need about wu.
Lemma 7.8 Let u be the function above defined. Then the following properties hold.

. N+1
(i) u(t,z) >1—0>0 for anyt >0, z € RY .

_ 2
e—alzl

(i1) For fized t > 0 one has € Hcl(RfH) and logu € H,}(Rf“).
(iii) If 2o € RN x]0,1] the one has

sup u(t,z) < K, Vz € Rf“
ted,1]
for some positive constant K > 0, independent on 6 and on za.
(iv) One has

lim u(t, z)y“dz >
R=tee Jooo,R)

uniformly on 6, t € [%, 1] and z, € Q(0,1) = B(0,1) x [0,1] .

N~
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PRrROOF. (i) follows from the positivity of ps. (ii) follows from standard calculation, the previous
property, the upper estimates (13) and of the gradient estimates of Theorem 5.7. To prove (iii) we
use again (13) to write

N1 |z — 20|?

RS 2\
<
pg(f,Z,ZQ)_Ct 2 Y (1/\\/Z> eXp( Lt )

which from the assumption yo < 1 implies

|z — 222
sup u(t,z) < K exp 7 <K
te[4,1]

for some positive constants K, k' > 0.
Let us finally prove (iv). Since by the definition u(t,z) > 1 p.(t, 2, 22) then using the conser-
vation property of Proposition 6.3 we get

1 1
/ u(t, z) ydz > —/ pe(t, z,22)y°dz = = <1 - / pe(t, z, 22) ycdz> . (42)
QO.R) 2 Jao.p 2 Q(0,R)"

We then observe that, by the upper kernel estimates (13) and the assumption 3 < ¢ < 1, [z2] < 1,
y2 < 1, one has, for some positive constants C, k > 0 which may be different in each occurrence,

_Ns1 v \° |z — 2o
t <Ct 2 l1A = -
pl:( 72722) ~ Y ( \/E) exp ( It )

—c c |Z|2
SCy “(1ny) exp %)

The last inequalities then imply, by Lebesgue’s Theorem,

2
/ pr(t,z,z0) ydz < C/ (1Ay)" exp (—ﬁ) dz — 0
Q(0,R)e Q(0,R)e k R—+400

which using (42) proves (iv). O
We can define now the Nash’s G-function.

Definition 7.9 For fized 0 € [3,1) and 22 € RY T, we define
G(t) == / logu(t,z)e_o‘lzl2yc dz, vt > 0.
R+

We remark that, in virtue of Theorem 2.4 and of (13), G(t) is well defined and finite.

We will estimate G(1) from below trough a differential inequality satisfied by G(¢) which we prove
in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.10 The following properties hold.
(i) G(t) <0 for any t> 0.
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(i1) For some positive constants A, B > 0, independent of t, zo and 0, one has
G'(t)> —A+ B/ IV log ul2e == yedz. (43)
RY*!

In particular G(t) + At is increasing.

PRrOOF. To prove (i) we recall that, by Proposition 6.3 one has

/ pr(t,z,20)y“dz = 1.
RY*!

Recalling (41) and applying Jensen’s inequality it follows that

G(t) = / logu(t,z)efo“z‘zyc dz <log (/ u(t,z)efo‘|z|2yC d22>
RN+1 RN+1
+ +

= log (/ Opr(t, z, zz)e_o‘lzl2yc dz + / (1- 9)6‘“‘2‘23/3 dz)
RN+1 RN+1
+ +

<log (9/ peltyz,22)ycdz + (1 — 9)) =logl=0.
RY 1
To prove (ii) we observe preliminarily that

Owu(t,z) = 0Lpr(t, 2, 20) = Lu(t, 2).

Then differentiating under the integral sign and using Lemma 7.8 we obtain

G'(t) = /RN+1 O log u(t,z)ef‘l‘zﬁyc dz

+

e_a‘z‘2 6_a|z|2
= / Lu(t, z) yedz = —a | u, .
RN+ u u

+

Then recalling (19) and by standard calculation we get

—alz|? —alz|?
G'(t) = —/N+1 YVu-V (e » )ycdz—Q/N+1 Dyua-V, (e " ) y<dz
RY R

- 2a/ Viegu-ze "y dz +/ IV log ul?e~*" o dz
RY*! RY+1

alz|?

—|—4a/ Dylogua-aze_o“z‘2 ycdz—l—Z/ a-VyloguDylogue™ ydz.
R£+l N+1

+
Ry

By Young’s inequality we get for any € > 0 and some positive constant C' > 0

2a/ Vlogu-zefo“z‘2 y°dz
RYT!

< 5/ |V log ul? el yeds
RYT!

+C |2|? el ye gy
RN+1 ’
X
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4a/ D, logua-gce_o“z‘2 yedz
RY+

< 5/ |D, log u|? eml=l ye gy
RN+

+C/ |gc|2€_o“z‘2 y©dz,
RN+

2/ a-Vy loguDylogue_o“z‘2 Yy dz
RN+1

+

< |a|/ |V, log u? eel=l? y“dz
RYT!
2 —alz|? ¢
+ |al |Dy logul*e yedz.
RY
Putting together the previous inequality and choosing e sufficiently small we get
G@E—A+B/ IV log ul2e== yedz,
RY*!

some positive constants A, B > 0, independent of ¢, zo and §. This proves the required claim. []

Remark 7.11 We can also consider, similarly,

u(t,z) == Opr«(t,z,20) +1— 0, G*(t) :== /N+1 log u* (t, z)e_o“z‘2yc dz.
R

+

Then, adapting almost identically all the proofs to the operator L*, the same results of Lemmas
7.8 and 7.10 keep to hold for u* and G*.

Proposition 7.12 (G-bound) There exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that one has

/]RN“ 1ogp5(1,z,z2)efo“z2‘2y§ dzg > —C, /RN“ 1ogp5*(1,z,22)efo“z2‘2y§ dzg > —C.
i

+

for any z € B(0,1)x]0,1][.
PROOF. Let 6 € [3,1), 22 € B(0,1)x]0, 1] and let us consider, recalling Definition 7.9 , the function

1
G(t) = /N+1 logu(t,z)e_o“ZPyc dz, Vit e [5, 1] .
R+

Our aim is to prove that
G(1) > —C (44)

for some positive constant C' > 0 independent of 6 and of zo. Indeed once proved (44), then taking
the limit for & — 1 and recalling that p,(1, z, 22) = pe+ (1, 29, 2), one obtains

/ logp,;(t,z,zz)e*a"z'ch dz = / 1ogp£*(1,z2,z)67°‘|z|2yc dz>—-C
Rf+1 Rf+1

which is the second required inequality for py«. The analogue inequality for p, follows in the same
manner after replacing the function G with G* and using Remark 7.11.
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Let us then prove (44). Recalling that, by (i) of Lemma 7.8, logu € H}(RY '), we can combine
(43) and the weighted Poincaré inequality of Theorem 7.7 applied to logu to obtain

G'(t) > —A+B/

N+
Ry

) (logu — G(t))2e_"‘z‘2 yedz

for some positive constants A, B > 0, independent of ¢, zo and 6. In particular the function
G(t) + At is increasing.

We make, preliminarily, the following useful observation: the previous properties allow, without
any loss of generality, to suppose the function G very negative, i.e. satisfying

Glt) < —D, Vie [%1} , (45)

for some arbitrary large constant D > 0 to be specified later. Indeed if (45) fails for some t¢ € [%, 1}
then we have, from the monotonicity of G(t) + At,

A
G(1)+A > Glt) + Aty > ~D+ 5

which already imply the required claim (44).

Assuming (45) we are going now to estimate G(1) from below by proving the differential in-
equality (47) which we derive using Lemma 7.10 and the upper kernel estimates of Theorem 2.4.
We start by observing that by (iii) of Lemma 7.8 one has

sup u(t,z) < K, Vz € REH! (46)
teld,1]
for some positive constant K independent on # and z;. Moreover the function u M is
decreasing as a function of u in [e**%(")| 4-00[. Therefore, choosing in (45) D sufficiently large, we
can then suppose e?t¢(") < K thus obtaining, since by (46) u < k,

G'(t) > —A+B/ (logu — G(t))2e 1" yedz

N+1
R+

logu — G(t))?
S A4 B (ogu =GO —alsl g,
{u>e2+G®)} u
log K — G(t))?
> _A_;’_Bu/ u(t7z)e—a\z\2 Yodzo,
K {u>e2+G(®)}
Next we prove that / u(t, z)e*“|z|2 y“dz is bounded from below. Using (iv) of Lemma
{uze2+6M}

7.8 we get, choosing a sufficiently large R > 0,

/ u(t, z) y°dz >
Q(0.R)

RN
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which implies

/ u(t, z)e_o“z‘2 yodz = / u(t, z)e_o‘lzlz ySdz — / u(t, z)e_o‘lzlz yCdz
u>e2+G(1) Rf“ {u<e2+G(1)}
Z e—OtR2 / ’U,(t, Z) ycdz _ e2+G(t)
Q(0,R)

> —aR2 _ 2+G(1)

-

We then obtain

G/(t) > —A+B(10gKKG( )) (4eaR2 2+G(t)> )

aR? _ 62+G(

Choosing D large enough in (45) in order to have 46_ Y > 0 and using Young’s

inequality
|log k|

€

2|log k||G (1) < eG(t)* +
with € = %, we get for some possibly different constants A, B > 0
G'(t) > —A+ BG(t).

Choosing again D large enough in (45) in order to have G(t)? > 2%, the previous inequality implies

B
@ = S (47)
Integrating between 2 and 1 and recalling that G(t) < 0, we finally obtain G(1) > —+4 which is
the required claim. O

We can now deduce, from the G-bound of Proposition 7.12, the lower estimates (38) on the
diagonal.

Proposition 7.13 There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

SN
V(z,Vt)

PROOF. Recalling the scaling properties (27) of the kernel and of the function V' of Lemma 7.1,

we have
N
pﬁ(t,Z,Z) - (5)

pﬁ(tazaz)z Vt>0, ZGRerl.

N+1+4c
2

pe (2272 7).

From the previous equalities we can then assume, without any loss of generality, ¢t = 2.
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If y > 1, the claimed bound follows from Proposition 7.6. Let us assume, therefore, y < 1. By
using the invariance for translation in the z-variable of the kernel (28) and of the function V of
Lemma 7.1 we have

pe(t,z + 20,2 + xo) = pr(t, 2, 2), V(z—i—xo,\/g) :V(Z,\/E)

where for any z = (z,y) € Rf“ and any o € RN, we wrote, with a little abuse of notation,
z 4+ 29 = (z+x0,y) to denote the translation in the zy-direction. Choosing then a suitable
zo € RN, we may also assume |z| < 1. Let a > 0 satisfying (41); then by using the reproducing
property of the kernel we get

p£(27272):/ pl:(lu2722)p£(172272)y§d22
RN+1

= /N+1 pﬁ(la Z, 22)p2(15 Z, ZQ)yS dZQ
R

+

_ 2
= /N+1 pE(l,Z,Zz)pZ(l,Z,ZQ)e 22| yg dz.
R+

Applying then Jensen inequality with respect to the unitary measure v = e’“"z?‘zygd@ and using
Proposition 7.12; it follows that, for some positive constant C' > 0, one has

log(pe(2, 2, 2)) > /

2
log (pg(l, z,22)pr(1, z, zz))ef‘l‘”l ys dza
RY*!

:/N+1 logpﬁ(l’ 2, 22)6_a‘z2‘2y§ dZQ
R

+
+/ long(l,z,ZQ)e_a|Z2|2y§ dzy > —C
RN+

which implies
pe(2,2,2) > e “.
Recalling Lemma 7.1, since we are assuming y < 1, we have
V(z,V2) 2 V(z,1) >y (yA1) " “ =1,
the above inequality is then equivalent to
C
V(z,v2)

which proves the required claim. [l

pc(2,2,2) >

We may now use the gradient estimates proved in Section 5, to extend the lower bounds of
Proposition 7.13 “near the diagonal” i.e. in the range |z; — 22| < cv/t, for some ¢ > 0.

Proposition 7.14 There exist some positive constants C,c > 0 such that

N
V(Zg, \/Z) ’

pr(t, z1,29) > Vit>0, 21,29 € Rerl st |z — 2] < eVt
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ProoOF. Using the mean value theorem we get
|p£(ta 21, 22) - pﬂ(tv Zia 22)| S |Vp£(t7 25 ZQ)HZI - Z“; VZl, Ziv 22 € Rf-‘rl

where Z lies in the segment linking z; and z{. Then using the gradient estimate of Theorem 5.7
and Remark 7.4 we get

IVpe(t, 5, 29)| < ¢ e ( |Z1_22|2)< ¢
) ) = " -/ 7 I\ X - —_ )
PEBE2N= 0V () kit VIV (22, Vi)
which combined with the previous inequality yields
C

lpe(t, 21, 22) — pe(t, 21, z2)| < |21 — 21].

t2V (22, V1)

Then, specializing the above inequality to z; = z2 and using Proposition 7.13, we get for some
positive constants C, C7 > 0.

pe(t, z21,22) > prlt, 22, 22) — V(22 V) |21 — 22
> 1 ¢ |21 — 22 ¢ (c t7l|z z |)
= - I 1— 22| = =1 2|21 — 22
V(ZQa\/E) tav(z%\/g) V(ZQa\/E)

where we set ¢ = C1/C. Then imposing ¢ — t’%|z1 — 22| > §, that is % < 3, we get the

required claim. [l

We can finally deduce the lower estimate (37) in the whole space using a classical iterative
argument based on the doubling property of Lemma 7.1 satisfied by the function V' and the chain
condition satisfied by Rf 1 namely the existence, for any z, z € Rf 1 of a sequence of point
Wo = 21, W, .., Wy = 29 € Rf“ joining z; and z9 and satisfying

|21 — 2|

|wi—wi+1|§CT, VZ:O,,TL—l

Theorem 7.15 There exists a positive constant C such that the heat kernel pe of L satisfies

C |21 — 29|? N+1
pﬁ(tazlsz) > T TexXp\——F——— |, Vt>07 21, 22€R+ .
V (21,V)? V (22,V1)? rt
PRrOOF. The proof follows identically as in the proof of [20, Theorem 7.29]. O

We end the section by stating the final result for the general operator (8) of Section 2 under
Neumann or oblique derivative boundary condition which is a direct consequence of Theorems 2.4
and 7.15 and the transformation explained in Section 3.

Theorem 7.16 Let v = (d,c) € RNt with d = 0 if ¢ = 0, A be an elliptic matriz and let us
consider the operator

v-V
Yy

L=Tr (AD*u) +
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endowed with the boundary conditions

lim 57 v - Vu =0, (if ¢ £ 0), lir%y%Dyu:O, (if c=0)
Yy—r

y—0

where v = anyi1,n+1- If % +1 > 0 then the semigroup (e**);o consists of integral operators and

its heat kernel pc, written with respect the measure y%dz, satisfies for some C)k >0,

—Nb o Y1 wo_g Y2 = |21 — 2]?
t ~(Ct 2 TL1IA L= 1A= - .
pc(t, 21, 22) (7 ( \/E> Yo ( \/E) eXp( =

8 Appendix

We consider on the weighted spaces L5, (RNTM) .= Lr (RN*M |y|™ dzdy) the two-parameters

family of integral operators (Sq (t)),, defined for a, 8 € R and ¢ > 0 by

ap _ e ()0 2] )5 <_|z1 —22|2)
SYP()f(z1) =t <\/E A 1> /]RN+1W (\/E Al exp s f(z2) dza,

where r is a positive constant, 21 = (21,y1), 22 = (22,92) € R¥V*M_ We omit the dependence on
k even though in some proofs we need to vary it. We characterize in the proposition below the
boundedness of (S, 5(t)),., on L},. The proof follows by using the strategy in [10, Proposition
12.2] where the case 1 < p < oo has been considered. For completeness we refer to [12, Proposition
6.2] for the case p = oco.

We start by observing that the scale homogeneity of S®# is 2 since a simple change of variable
in the integral yields

SUP) (L f) = I (S™P(s*)f),  Lf(2) = f(s2),  t,s>0,
which in particular gives
SO f =1, (S“P (DI 4f), >0

The boundedness of S*#(¢)f in L2, (RN+M) is then equivalent to that for t = 1 and ||S*?(t)|, =
152 (W)]lp-

Proposition 8.1 Let m e R, 0 >0 and 1 < p < co. The following properties are equivalent.
(i) For everyt >0 (S*P(t))i>0 is bounded from LP, to Ly, e and

_9
||Sa’ﬂ(t)||LﬁlﬂLfnfpe <Ct 2.

(i) S*B(1) is bounded from from LP, to Ly e
(i1i) One of the following properties:
1. 1<p<o anda+9<@ <M - p;
2.p=landa+0<M+m<M-—p0.
In particular oo+ 8 < M — 0.

PROOF. The proof follows identically as in [10, Proposition 12.2] where the case N = 0 has been
considered. ]

We refer also the reader to [12, Proposition A.1] for the case p = oo of the above Proposition.
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