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Flows and invariance for elliptic operators

A.F.M. ter Elst!, Derek W. Robinson? and Adam Sikora?

Abstract

Let S be the submarkovian semigroup on Ly(R?) generated by a self-
adjoint, second-order, divergence-form, elliptic operator H with W1
coefficients ¢;. Further let € be an open subset of RY. Under mild
conditions we prove that S leaves Lo(£2) invariant if, and only if, it is
invariant under the flows generated by the vector fields 27:1 ¢ O for
all k.
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1 Introduction

Let S be a submarkovian semigroup on Ly(R?) generated by a self-adjoint second-order
elliptic operator H in divergence form. If the operator is strongly elliptic then S acts
ergodically, i.e. there are no non-trivial S-invariant subspaces of Lo(RY). Nevertheless
there are many examples of degenerate elliptic operators for which there are subspaces
Ly(€2) invariant under the action of S (see, for example, [ERSZ2] [ERSZI] [RoS1] [EIRI]).
Our aim is to examine operators with coefficients which are Lipschitz continuous and
characterize the S-invariance of Ly(€2) by the invariance under a family of associated flows.
In order to formulate our main result we need some further notation.

First define the positive symmetric operator Hy with domain D(H,) = C®(R?) and

action
d

where the coefficients ¢y = ¢, € WH°(R?) are real and C' = (cy) is a positive-definite
matrix over R?. Then the corresponding quadratic form hg given by

d
Z Okps Cu1 O1p)

k=1

with domain D(hg) = C°(RY) is closable. The closure h = ho determines in a canonical
manner a positive self-adjoint extension H of Hy, the Friedrichs’ extension [Fri] (see, for
example, [RSN], §124, or [Kat], Chapter VI). The closed form h is a Dirichlet form and
the self-adjoint semigroup S generated by H is automatically submarkovian (for details
on Dirichlet forms and submarkovian semigroups see [FOT| or [BoH]). We call H the
degenerate elliptic operator with coefficients (cy;).

Secondly, if by, ...,bs € WH(R?) then the first-order partial differential operator

d

d
1
k=1

k=1

with domain C°(R4) is essentially skew-adjoint (see, for example, [Robl], Theorem 3.1).
Therefore the principal part is closable and generates a positive, continuous, one-parameter
group on Ly(R?). We refer to such a group as flows. Specifically we are interested in the
flows associated with the coefficients (cg;) of H. For all k € {1,...,d} let Y, denote the
Lo-closures of the first-order partial differential operator

d
0= Y cudip

=1

with domain C°(R%). Then denote by T®) the flows generated by the Y. The operators
Y}, were used by Oleinik and Radkevi¢ [OIR] to analyze hypoellipticity and subellipticity
properties of degenerate elliptic operators H with C'*-coefficients ¢y, (see [JeS] for a review
of these and related results). We, however, use the flows to characterize the invariant
subspaces of the semigroup generated by H.

Theorem 1.1 Let Q be a measurable subset of R%. Consider the following conditions.
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I. SiLa(Q) C Ly(2) for allt > 0.
. THLy(Q) = Ly(Q) for allk € {1,...,d} and t € R.

Then =00 Moreover, if C*(R?) is a core for H, or, if Q is open and the boundary O
of Q is (locally) Lipschitz then [

Recall that the open set 2 is defined to have a (locally) Lipschitz boundary if for every
y € 052 there exist an isometry ¥: R? — R?, a real function 7 € WH*°(R1) and an r > 0
such that

QN B,(r) = {¥(z1,2) : (z1,2") € Rx R, 7(2') < 21} N By(r) (1)

where B, (r) = {z € R?: ||z —y|| < r}. Thus in a neighbourhood of y the boundary 9 of
Q) is the graph of a Lipschitz function 7, up to an isometry W.

There are two variations of the theorem which will be established in the course of its
proof.

First, for all p € C>°(RY) define Yy, as the Lo-closure of the first-order partial differential

operator
d

G
kl=1
with domain C>°(R¢) and let T be the associated flow. Then invariance of Ly(£2) under
the T®) is equivalent to invariance under the family of flows T%. More precisely one has
the following.

Proposition 1.2 Let Q be a measurable subset of R?. The following conditions are equiv-
alent:

I TVLy(Q) = Ly(Q) for allp € C°(RY) and t € R.
I TV Ly(Q) = Ly(Q) for allk € {1,...,d} andt € R.

This will be established in Section

Secondly, the condition that C°(R?) is a core for H does not follow in general from the
assumption that the coefficients are in W1°°(R?). The one-dimensional example considered
in [ERSZ2], Section 5 gives a counterexample. Specifically, let 6 € [1/2,00) and H = —d cd
with ¢(z) = |z|*(1 + 2%)7°. Then ¢ € WH*(R) but C>°(R) is a core of H if and only
if § > 3/4 by the arguments in [CMP], Proposition 3.5. (See also [RoS2].) In particular
it is not a core if § € [1/2,3/4). Nevertheless it follows that C°(R?) is a core for H if
e € W2(RY) (see, [Robl] Section 6, or [EIR2] Proposition 2.3). Moreover, the core
condition can be derived from weaker smoothness assumptions on the ¢ (see Section H).

2 Flows

In this section we derive some properties of the flows defined in Section [I] and prove Propo-
sition L2 Although we deal primarily with the flows on Ly(R?) we will need, in Section B
some properties of their extensions to L., (R?). Therefore we begin by summarizing some
general features of the flows.



Let by,...,by € WE°(R?) and define Y as the Ly-closure of the first-order differential
operator ¢ 22:1 b O and domain W12(R4). Further let T denote the flow generated
by Y. Then for all p € [1,00] the group T leaves the subspace Lo(R?) N L,(R?) of Ly(RY)
invariant and 7' extends from Ly(R?) N L,(R?) to a flow T? on L,(R?) such that T
is strongly continuous if p € [1,00) and T!>! is weakly* continuous. The groups act
in a consistent and compatible manner on the L,-spaces. Moreover, Tl is a group of
automorphisms of Lo (RY), i.e. TS () = (TSN (T/p) for all 1, ¢ € Loo(R?) and
t € R. Then since the L.-functions are multipliers on the L,-spaces one deduces that

Tt ) = (I,)7) (1)) 2)

for all 7 € Loo(RY), p € L,(R%), p € [1,00] and ¢ € R. If Y}, is the generator of T then
WHP(RY) € D(Y},) and Yo = Y4, by O for all o € WHP(RY).

These properties depend critically on the fact that Y is a first-order partial differential
operator with coefficients b, € W1 (R?). They can be verified either by general arguments
of functional analysis (see, for example, [Rob2], Theorem V.4.1) or by methods of ordinary
differential equations. The crucial observation in the latter context is that if ¢ € C(R?)
then (Typ)(z) = p(wi(x)) where t — w;(x) is the unique solution of the differential equation
(d/dt)wi(z) = b(w(z)), with initial value wy(z) = x (see, for example, [Hil], Chapters 2
and 3).

Our first result is an approximation result which will be needed on Ly(R¢) but whose
proof extends to the L,-spaces.

Proposition 2.1 Let p € [1,00]. Let Y}, denote the generator of the flow T on L,(RY).
) =

Further let 7 € C°(R?) with [7 =1 and for alln € N define 7, € C°(R?) by 7, (x

nr(nz).

Then im0 Y (Tn * @) = Yy in Ly(RY) for all ¢ € D(Yy) if p < 0. If p = o0
then limy, o0 Yioo) (T * ©) = Y weakly in Loo(R?) for all ¢ € D(Y 1)

Proof First, for all n € N define the bounded operator B,,: L, — L, by

d

Bup =>4 (0u509) + Y [ dy(@m)(w) (= L)be) (Lug)

k=1

where L denotes the left regular representation of RY, i.e. (L) (z) = v (z — y). Secondly,
if p € C° and n € N then

Yip) (T * ) Zbk/dym ) LyOk
—Z/ Y 7u(y) (bk — Lyby) L5k80+zbk/ Y 7u(y) Ly(br Ok )

The second term equals 7, * Y}, j¢. For the first term use L,0kp = _8%;@ L,p. Therefore
integration by parts gives

Y (T % ) — T % Yo = Z / dy w— (7 (y) (b — Lybk)) (Lyp) = Bnyp

6‘yk
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Since B,, is bounded one deduces by density that

Yip) (T % @) — Ty % Yo = By (3)

for all n € N and ¢ € D(Y}).
Thirdly, it follows from the definition of B,, that

Buply <3 1@kt ol + [ dyl@m)wl 112 = L) (Ll

k=1
d d

< bkl llelly + Z/dy |Gk ) (W = Ly)belloo [l
k=1 k=1

for all n € N and ¢ € L,. But [[(I — Ly)bklls < |y |brllwr and [ dy|(0k7a) ()] |y| =
[ dy |(9x7)(y)| ly|. Therefore || B,pll, < M ||¢||, uniformly for all n € N and ¢ € L, where
M =0 (1 + [dy|(@7)(®)||y]) ||b]lwree. The conclusion holds for all p € [1,00]. So
By, Bs, ... are equicontinuous.

Next assume p < oco. If ¢ € WP then lim, o 7, * ¢ = ¢ in WP, Consequently,
im0 Yip) (7 * ) = Y} @ strongly in L,. Moreover, lim,,_,o 7,, * (Y} @) = Y}, ¢ strongly
in L,. Therefore lim, o, B,y = 0 in L, for all ¢ € W'? by ([B). Since W'* is strongly
dense in L, and B, Bs, ... are equicontinuous it follows that lim,_,., B,¢ = 0 in L, for all
¢ € Ly. Finally, let ¢ € D(Y};)). Then one establishes from (B)) that lim, . Y} (7, * ) =
My, o0 (7 * Yip) 0 + Br) = Yjp @ in Ly,

The argument for p = oo is very similar. If ¢ € WH* then lim7, * ¢ = ¢ and
lim 07, * ¢ = Opy weakly”. Therefore lim Yo (7, * ¢) = Yo ¢ Weak™ on Lo,. Then since

Wt is weakly* dense in L., and Bj, Bs, ... are equicontinuous the desired conclusion
follows as before. O

Now we return to consideration of the vector fields Y7, ..., Y, defined in Section [Il acting
on LQ(Rd)

Corollary 2.2 Let 7 and 7, be as in Proposition 2. Then for all ¢ € ﬂzzl D(Y}) one
has lim,, o0 Yi(7, % ) = Y for all k € {1,...,d}.

Note that convolution with 7,, maps Ly(R?) into W°2(R?) so the corollary establishes
that W°2(R4) is a simultaneous core for the Y;,...,Y;.

Now we turn to the proof of Proposition [L2l Note that if 7" is a flow with generator Y’
then T-invariance of Ly(2) is equivalent to the the commutation of Y and the operator of
multiplication with 1q, i.e. if ¢ € D(Y) then 1gp € D(Y) and Y (1g ) = 1o Y.

Proof of Proposition =0, Let k € {1,...,d} and U C R a bounded open
subset. There exist x, 1 € C®°(R?) such that x|y = 1 and ¢ (x) = x; for all x € supp Y.
Then Yi(xp) = Yy(xp) for all ¢ € C=(R?). Since ¢ — X is continuous on D(Y;) and
on D(Yy), with the graph norm, it follows from Proposition 2.1] that xy¢ € D(Y}) for
all p € D(Yy). In particular, if ¢ € C>°(R?) with suppp C U then 1oy € D(Y,) and
therefore 1oy = xlapy € D(Y)). Moreover, Y (Lop) = Yy(xlap) = LoYe(xe) = LaYie.
Then it follows by continuity that 1op € D(Y)) and Yi(1g ) = 1 Yie for all ¢ € D(Y}).
Therefore Condition [l is valid.



{I=. Tt follows from Condition [l that 1qp € D(Y}) and Yi(lgyp) = 1qYip for all
¢ € D(Yy). Let ¢ € C*(RY). Then Yyp = S20_ (k) Yap for all ¢ € C2(RY). Since
the coefficients c; are in WH(RY) it follows from Corollary that ¢ € D(Y,) and
Yyo = S0 (8k) Vi for all ¢ € N{_, D(Y}). Hence if o € C°(R?) then Loy € D(Yy)
and Yy, (Llop) = 1oYye. By density the latter extends to all ¢ € D(Y) and therefore
Condition [ is valid. 0

Finally we note that the flows T% can be defined for all 1 € W**(R%) and the condi-
tions of Proposition .2 are equivalent to invariance of Ly(Q) for all T with 1) € W2 (R%)
and ¢t > 0. This follows from the arguments of the foregoing proof.

3 Semigroup invariance

In this section we prove Theorem [[.Il First, however, we observe that Condition [ of
the theorem, the invariance of Ly(2) under the flows T is equivalent to T¥-invariance
of Ly(Q) for all ¢» € C>°(R%). This is a direct consequence of Proposition which was
established in the previous section. Therefore in the subsequent discussion we will consider
the TY-invariance condition.

Proof of Theorem [I.T ‘[l=II". It suffices, by the foregoing observation, to prove the
T¥-invariance of Lo(2) for all ¢ € C>=(R).

First, it follows from the density of C>°(R?) in D(h) that there exists a unique bilinear
map [': D(h) x D(h) — Ly, the carré du champ, such that

d
T(,0) = Y cw (Oxth) (Drp)

k=1

for all 1,0 € WY2(R%). Then ||I'(¢,)|: < k()% h(p)'/? for all ¢, € D(h) by the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Moreover,

/ rT(W,6) = 5 (Wb, ) + (e, 7) — hir, ve0)) (4)

for all 7,1, 0 € C®(R%). But (@) then extends to all 7,1, 0 € D(h) N Ly, by density.
Secondly, the form & is local in the sense that h(vy, ) = 0 for all ¢, ¢ € D(h) with
1@ =0 (see [Sch]). Therefore it follows from (4)) that I" is local in the same sense.
Thirdly, since Ly(€2) is S-invariant the operation of multiplication by 1y maps D(h)
into itself. Therefore if ¥, p, 7 € D(h) N Lo then 1oy, 1oT € D(h) N Ly. By locality of h
one deduces from (@) that

[ 70w 100) = 3 (0. 20p) + 10 710g) — (7 V100

- %(h(llm'w’ @) + h(Y, LaTe) — h(1aT, WP)) = /1QTF(¢a ©)

Hence I'(¢, Lap) = 1ol'(¢, ). But D(h) N Ly is dense in D(h). Therefore I'(¢), Loyp) =
Lol (¢, ) for all ¥, o € D(h).



Now fix ¢ € C®(RY). Let 7 € C*°(R?). Then

((Yy)*7,m) = (7, Yyn) = (1, (4, )

for all n € C*(R%). Since CZ(R?) is dense in D(h) one deduces that ((Yy)*r,n) =
(1,T'(¢p,m)) for all n € D(h). Choosing n = Lq¢ it follows that

(Yy)'7 Lap) = (7, (¥, L)) = (Lo7, L(¥, 9)) = (Lo, Yyp) = (7, LaYyp)

Since C>°(R?) is a core for (Yy)* one deduces that Loy € D(Yy) and Yy (Lop) = 1oYye.
This conclusion then extends to all ¢ € D(Y,) by density. Therefore Lo(2) is invariant
under 1.

The converse implication [IEl consists of two special cases.

Case 1. C*(RY) is a core for H.

Condition [ is equivalent to T¥ invariance of Ly(f2) for all b € C*°(RY) by Proposi-
tion Therefore we assume the latter condition.

Let ¢, 7 € C(R?). Then

(H,70) = h(6.79) = [ TW.9) = [1T00) + 9T, 7) = (7, Yisp) + (0, Yer)
for all ¢ € C>(RY). Since C°(R?) is dense in D(Yy) one deduces that

(Hy,mp) = (1, Yyp) + (¢, YyT) (5)

for all ¢ € D(Yy,).
Now let ¢, 7,0 € C>°(R?). Then by T%-invariance of Ly(2) and () one deduces that
1oy € D(Yy) and

(HY,71a¢) = (1, Yy(La @) + (To @, YyT)
= (]lQ T, Yd;@) + (]]-Q @, YwT) = (]]-Q T, F(wv @)) + (]lQ ®, F(wv T))

Therefore

(He, 710 ¢)| < Lo 7] I, @)1+ 12a @l D0, 7)1 < ()2 < c|[(1+ H)V2¢],

where ¢ = ||7]|oc () *?+]|¢]|oc (7). This estimate is uniform for all ¢» € C>°(R?). Since
by assumption the space C®°(R?) is a core for D(H) it follows that 1o 7 € D(HY?) =
D(h) for all 7,0 € C>®(R?). But span(C>®(R?) - C*(RY)) is dense in D(h). Therefore it
follows from [EIR1], Proposition 2.1 III=1, that S leaves Lo(f2) invariant. This completes
the proof of the first case in the proof of [I=1Il

Case 2. 082 is (locally) Lipschitz.
Let Pq be the orthogonal projection of Ly(R?) onto Ly(Q). By assumption 7Y leaves
Ly(€) invariant for all ¥ € C>°(R?). Hence

T Py = Pa T} Py (6)

for all t € R. Let B denote multiplication by the bounded function Zil:l(@k@b)(ﬁlckl) and

set M, = e~ 'B for € R. Clearly each M, leaves Ly(f2) invariant. Therefore (Tf’t In M_y /)"
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leaves Ly(12) invariant for all t € R and n € N. But (Y,)* = =Y, — B. Then the Trotter
product formula establishes that (T})* is the strong limit of (Til’t s Motyn)" as m— oo

So (T))* leaves Ly(9) invariant. Hence (T))* Py = Po (T)')* Py for all t € R. Therefore
Py Ttw = Py Ttd’ P and by (@) it follows that Ttd’ Po =Py Ttd’ for all t € R. Then

10T ¢ = PoT) o = T} Pap = T, (Lo @) = (T 1a) (I} )

for all p € C>°(RY) and t € R where T%>° denotes the extension of the flow T% to L., (R?)
(see Section ) and we have used (). Since T (C°(R%)) is dense in Ly(R?) one deduces
that 7)1 = 1 for all t € R.

Next let p € C2*(R?). Then (Yy)*¢ € Li(RY) N Ly(RY), so (Y, ™)*¢ = (Yy)*p, where
Yw(oo) is the generator of 7%, Since ((T}"™)*¢,1q) = (¢, T} 1q) = (p,1o) for all t € R
it follows by differentiation that ((Yy)*¢,1q) = 0. Therefore setting ®;, = 27:1 ¢ Oy for
ke {1,...,d} one has

[ divte®) = (310 =0 (")

At this point we use the (local) Lipschitz continuity of 0€2.
The Gauss—Green theorem is valid for open sets 2 with a (locally) Lipschitz boundary
(see, for example, [EvG] page 209). It states that

/div\If:/ ds (n, )
Q o0

for all ¥ € W1°(R%) with compact support where (-, - ) denotes the inner product on R,
dS is the Euclidean measure on 02 and n is the unit outward normal to 9§2. The normal
is defined dS-almost everywhere. Thus if one sets ¥ = ¢ ® with ¢ € C®(R%) one has

/Qdiv(m) _ /mng0<n,<I>> ~0

where the last equality uses (7). Since this is valid for all ¢ € C®(R?) it follows that
(n,®) = 0 almost everywhere on 0. Therefore ((V)(x), C(z)n,) = 0 for almost every
x € 0Q. But this is also valid for all ¥ € C*°(R?). Hence one must have C(x)n, = 0 for
almost every = € 0f€). This corresponds to the condition of zero flux across the boundary
as defined in [RoS1] and then the S-invariance of Ly(€2) follows from Theorem 1.2 of this
reference. O

The argument in [RoS1] that zero flux implies invariance is somewhat indirect as it first
proves that the capacity of 02 with respect to h is zero and then uses this to deduce the
S-invariance of Ly(€2). Nevertheless, the same reasoning can be adapted to give a direct
proof of the invariance since the proof can be reduced to a local estimate as in [RoS1]. (The
latter proof and this proof are an adaption of the argument used to prove Proposition 6.5
in [ERSZ2].)

First, it suffices to prove that if ¢ € C>®(R%) then 1gp € D(h). This is a consequence
of [EIR1] Proposition 2.1 and locality of h. But this is obvious if the support of ¢ and
the boundary are disjoint. Therefore it suffices to consider ¢ with support close to the
boundary 0€2. Then, however, one can use a decomposition of the identity to reduce to
the case supp ¢ C By(r) with y € 9Q and r > 0 small.
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Secondly, let 7, U be as in ([II). Without loss of generality we may assume that W(z) =
for all z € R% For all n € N define 1,: R — R by 9,(z) = x.(z1 — 7(2')), where
= (r1,2') € R x R and x,,: R — R is defined by

0 ift <1/n,
Xn(t) = ¢ log(tn)/logn if 1/n <t <1,
1 ift > 1.

Then lim(1,p) = 1oy in Ly(R?). Thus to establish that 1gp € D(h) it suffices to prove
that {h(,p) : n € N} is bounded. But

h(tnp) < 2h(p +2/|<P| Z ¢kt (Oxtn) (O1tn)
kd=1
o (Ve C(2)1y)
(1 — 7(2))
for all n € N where v, = (1, —(V7)(2')). Since the coefficients c;; are in W5 (R?) there

exists an M > 0 such that [(£,C(x)¢) — (£, C(2)€)| < M ||€)|? for all z,2,& € R If
x = (z1,2") € By(r), the function 7 is differentiable at 2" and xz; = 7(2’) then

T(z)+1
< 2h(p) + 2 (logn) / aa’ / d, ()]
Rd-1 +1/n

(v, C(7(2), 2" )va) = (1 +|(VT)(@)]*) (ne, C(7 ('), 2")ns) = 0

by the zero flux condition. Hence (v, C(z1, 2" )v,) < My |x1 — 7(2')| for all x = (z1,2") €
B,(r) with 7 differentiable at 2/, where M; = M(1 4 ||V7||o)?. It follows that

7@+ (Ve, C(x1, 2" 1y)
(logn)~ / dz’ / dxy |o(z, 2')|? 2 A
WL SR ER

T(z")+ 2
< My (logn)~ / - / oy DL vy (tog )l K
Rd-1 N+1/n

(21 = 7(2"))

uniformly for all n € N, where K’ ¢ R%! is a compact set such that suppy C R x K.
So {h(Yne) : n € N} is bounded, as required. In fact a slightly more detailed argument
establishes that lim A(,¢ — Lap) = 0.

4 Core properties

In this section we examine conditions which ensure that C>°(R9) is a core for the degenerate
elliptic operator H with coefficients (cj;) in W1, Obviously C°(R?) is a core for H if
and only if W2>(R9) is a core for H.

First, we recall two known core criteria.

Theorem 4.1 If one of the following two conditions is valid then C>°(RY) is a core for H:

I. e € WE(RY) for all k1 € {1,...,d},
II.  the matriz (cy(x)) is invertible for all v € R%.



Proof If Condition [ is valid then C°(R9) is a core by [Robl] Section 6, or [EIR2]
Proposition 2.3, or by an adaption of the proof of Proposition 21l If Condition [I]is valid
then C>°(R?) is a core by the arguments in [Dav] Theorem 3.1. Davies requires that the
coefficients are smooth, but if the coefficients are bounded the smoothness condition can
be relaxed to W1, O

We shall prove a core theorem with a mixture of the two conditions of Theorem 4.1 in
Corollary

Lemma 4.2 If y € W2*(R%) and ¢ € D(H) then xp € D(H).

Fix x € W?>*(R%). Then it follows from Lemma 3.4 in [ERSZI] that x¢ € D(h) and
h(x )" < [[xXlloe h(9)2 + [IFCONSE 2ll2 for all o € D(h), where we define T'(x) =
Zz,lzl Crl (8kx) (8lx) - LOO. If ©, ’QD € Cso then

Wy, x ) = h(x b, ) = Y /@WP (OncrOx) —2 ) /Ckl (Orsp) (O1x) ¥

k=1 k=1

So
(1, x @) < [h(x b, 0)| + all¥llz el + 2h() > ILOOIL 12 (8)

where a = || Y Okcri0iX||co. Then by continuity (8)) is valid for all ¢, € D(h). Finally,
if o € D(H) then |[h(x 1, )| = [(x ¥, Hp)| < [[Hepll2 (Xl [[¢]]2 for all ¢ € D(h). Using
[®) it follows that there exists a ¢ > 0 such that |h(¢), xp)| < c|[¢||2 for all p € D(h).
Therefore xp € D(H). O

If Ac R?with A # () and § > 0 define the open set 4; C R? by As = {x € R? :
d(zx, A) < d}.

Lemma 4.3 Let H, and H, be degenerate elliptic operators with Wh*°-coefficients (cfjl’)
and (c2) and let h® and h® be the corresponding quadratic forms. Let U C RY be an
open set and suppose that c,(fll)|U = c,(fl)|U forallk,1 € {1,...,d}. Let p € Ly(R?)\ {0} and
suppose that (supp ¢)s C U.

Then ¢ € D(hM) if and only if o € D(h?) and then hM(p) = K (p). Similarly,
¢ € D(H,y) if and only if ¢ € D(Hs) and then Hip = Hop. Moreover, supp Hip C supp ¢.

Proof There exists a y € W2>°(R?) such that X|supp, = 1 and suppx C U. Suppose
¢ € D(hW). Then there exists a sequence @1, @y, ... € WH2(R9) such that lim ¢, = ¢ in
D(hM). Then lim ¢, = ¢ in Ly(R?). But h(xp,) = A (xe,) and b (xp, — xPm) =
R® (xpn — X@m) for all n,m € N. Therefore xp1, Y is a Cauchy sequence in D(h®).
Since lim x¢, = ¢ in Ly one deduces that ¢ € D(h?) and h®(p) = hV(yp).

Finally suppose that ¢ € D(H;). If ¢ € C*(RY) with suppt¢ C (supp¢)® then
(Hyp,v) = RV (p,9) = 0 by locality. Therefore supp H,p C supp ¢. Clearly ¢ € D(h(V)
and by the first part, also ¢ € D(h®). Let v € D(h®). Then x¢» € D(h®) and
supp xy C U. Therefore yp € D(hM). Then by locality one deduces that h®(p, 1)) =
W2 (@, x¥)+h (p, (L—=x)1) = h® (o, x¥0) = hD (g, x1). So [h®) (0, )| = [hD(p, x¥)| =
[(Hip, x¥)| < [[Hipll2 X[ [[¥]]2- Therefore ¢ € D(Ha). 1f ¢ € C(U) then (Hip, ) =
(p, H1Y) = (v, Hytp) = (Hap, ). Since supp Hip C U and supp Hap C U it follows that
Hyp = Hap. O



Proposition 4.4 Let A C R?, § > 0, let H, and Hy be degenerate elliptic operators with
Whe_coefficients (c,(:l)) and (cg)) Suppose () # A # RY, Cl(flz)|A5 = cki|a; and c,(fl)|(Ac)5 =
crilaey; for all k1€ {1,...,d} and C=(RY) is a core for both Hy and Hy. Then C°(RY)
is a core for H.

Proof Let 7 € C=(RY) be such that [7 =1 and 7(z) = 0 for all z € R? with |z| > 2.
Let x = 7 14,,. Then x € W2 (RY), X|a;,, = 1 and supp x C Aszss. Moreover,
supp(1 — x) C (As/4)¢ C A°. There exist x1,x2 € W>=(R?) such that x; 1
supp X1 C As, X2|ac = 1 and supp x2 C (A°);.

Let ¢ € D(H). It follows from Lemma 2] that xp € D(H) and (1 — x)¢ € D(H).
We shall show that we can approximate both elements by C2°-functions. We may assume
that xpo # 0 # (1 — x)p. Since supp(xy¢) C Assa one deduces from Lemma 3] that
xe € D(H,) and H,(xp) = H(xy). By assumption there exist ¢q,ps,... € C®(R?)
such that lim ¢,, = x¢ in D(H;). Then lim xy1¢, = x1X¢ = x¢ in D(H;) by Lemma (4.2
But 10, € C*(R?) and supp x1¢, C As for all n € N. Therefore 10, € D(H) and
H(x1¢n) = Hi(x1¢n), again by Lemma 3l So lim y1¢, = x¢ in D(H). Similarly, using
Hy and Y, there exists a sequence 9y, s, ... € C°(R?) such that lim x21, = (1 — x)p in
D(H). Then lim(x1¢n+X2tn) = @ in D(H). Since x1¢,+ X200, € C(R?) the proposition
follows. a

|A35/4 =5

Corollary 4.5 Suppose there exist a set A and 6 > 0 such that ) # A # RY, the matriz
(cra(z)) is invertible for all x € (A%)s and cyla, € W*(As). Then C®(RY) is a core
for H.

Proof There exists a x; € W23*°(R%) such that X1las,, = 1 and supp x1 C As. Define
c,(j) = 1 € W2®(RY). Then c,(:l)|,46/2 = Ckz\Am-

There exists a x, € W"(R?) such that xa|(ac),,, = 1 and supp x2 C (A);. Define
c,(j) = Xaocp + (1 — x2)0k € WH(RY). Let H; and H, be the degenerate elliptic operator
with coefficients (c\})) and (c)). Now apply Theorem BT to Hy, Theorem B to H,
and use Proposition 4.4 O
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