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0 Gaussian Estimates for Heat Kernels of Higher Order Schrödinger

Operators with Potentials in Generalized Schechter Classes

Jun Cao, Yu Liu, Dachun Yang* and Chao Zhang

Abstract. Let m ∈ N, P(D) :=
∑
|α|=2m(−1)maαD

α be a 2m-order homogeneous elliptic

operator with real constant coefficients on Rn, and V a measurable function on Rn. In this

article, the authors introduce a new generalized Schechter class concerning V and show that

the higher order Schrödinger operator L := P(D) + V possesses a heat kernel that satisfies

the Gaussian upper bound and the Hölder regularity when V belongs to this new class. The

Davies–Gaffney estimates for the associated semigroup and their local versions are also given.

These results pave the way for many further studies on the analysis of L.
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1 Introduction

The analysis of the Schrödinger operator is an important topic in various fields of mathe-

matics and physics (see, for instance, [44, 52, 56, 57]). Many aspects of this analysis focus

on the estimates of the corresponding heat kernel, because the latter encodes plenty of infor-

mation related to the operator, such as the structure of the parabolic equation and the geom-

etry of the underlying space (see, for instance, [8, 13, 30, 31, 46]) and hence has wide ap-

plications; see, for instance, [13, 45, 50] for the spectral properties of differential operators,

[12, 19, 20, 41, 48, 58] for the boundedness of some singular integral operators such as Riesz trans-

forms, and [23, 24, 25, 36, 37, 42, 63, 64] for the function spaces associated with the Schrödinger

operator.

In what follows, we use L1
loc

(Rn) to denote the set of all locally integrable functions on Rn.

To estimate the heat kernel of the Schrödinger operator, various conditions on the potential are

proposed. Let −∆ + V be the time-independent Schrödinger operator on the Euclidean space Rn

with ∆ :=
∑n

j=1
∂2

∂x2
j

being the Laplace operator and the potential V a measurable function on Rn. If

V ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) is nonnegative, then, by the Feynman–Kac formula (see, for instance, [56]), it is well

known that −∆+V possesses a heat kernel pt on (0,∞)×Rn ×Rn that satisfies the Gaussian upper

bound: there exist some positive constants C and c1 such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

0 ≤ pt(x, y) ≤ C

tn/2
exp

{
−c1
|x − y|2

t

}
.(1.1)

Note that the condition 0 ≤ V ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) is satisfied when V(x) := |x|a for any x ∈ Rn \ {~0n} with

a ∈ (−n,∞). Here and thereafter, ~0n denotes the origin of Rn. If V has a negative part, then the

Gaussian upper bound (1.1) still holds true as long as V ∈ Lp(Rn) with p ∈ (n/2,∞) (see [65]). It

is known that the Lebesgue space Lp(Rn), p ∈ (n/2,∞), is contained in a larger Kato class K2(Rn)

(see [56] and (2.4) below for the definition of K2(Rn)). In the same article, Simon showed that the

heat kernel of −∆ + V satisfies the local Gaussian upper bound: there exist positive constants C,

c1, and w such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

0 ≤ pt(x, y) ≤ C

tn/2
exp

{
wt − c1

|x − y|2
t

}
,(1.2)

if V is in K2(Rn) (see also [47]). The positive constant w in (1.2) can be zero if V satisfies some

additional conditions (see [10, 17, 65]). Recall that, if V(x) := −|x|a for any x ∈ Rn \ {~0n}, then

V ∈ K2(Rn) if and only if a ∈ (−2, 0) (see [56] or Remark 2.6 below). For the critical case a = −2,

it is known that the Gaussian upper bounds, (1.1) and (1.2), may break down (see [40, 49]).

In what follows, let N := {1, 2, . . .}, Z+ := N ∪ {0}, D := ( ∂
∂x1
, · · · , ∂

∂xn
), and, for any α :=

(α1, · · · , αn) ∈ Zn
+ := (Zn)n, |α| := α1 + · · · + αn and Dα := ∂α1

∂x
α1
1

· · · ∂αn

∂x
αn
n

. Let L := P(D) + V be

a higher order Schrödinger operator on Rn with P(D) being some higher order elliptic operator.

The techniques that can be used to estimate the heat kernel of L are limited, due to the failure

of many good properties of the Laplacian ∆ when the order of the unperturbed operator becomes

higher. For instance, it is known that the biharmonic heat kernel of the operator ∆2 may change

sign infinitely many times (see [28]). This indicates that the associated semigroup no longer

preserves the positivity and hence we lose the effect of the Feynman–Kac formula, which is a
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fundamental tool in the analysis of the second order Schrödinger operator (see [7, 15] for some

excellent expositions on the state of art of higher-order elliptic operators and their perturbations).

Let m ∈ N satisfy n < 2m. If the unperturbed operator

P(D) =
∑

|α|=m=|β|
(−1)mDα(aα,β(x)Dβ)

is a homogeneous uniformly elliptic operator of order 2m on Rn and the potential V ∈ L1
loc

(Rn)

is nonnegative locally integrable on Rn, Barbatis and Davies [6] showed that L possesses a heat

kernel pt on (0,∞)×Rn ×Rn that satisfies the following higher order Gaussian upper bound: there

exist some positive constants C and c2 such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

|pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c2

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
.(1.3)

The key idea used to prove (1.3) in [6] is an exponential perturbation argument. To be precise,

let Q( f , f ) be the quadratic form associated with L for some suitable function f in its domain.

Barbatis and Davies considered the exponential perturbation

Qλ,φ( f , f ) := Q
(
eλφ f , e−λφ f

)

of Q( f , f ) for some λ ∈ R and φ being some smooth function on Rn. They proved an L2(Rn)

form perturbation estimate of the type that, for any ǫ ∈ (0,∞), there exists a positive constant C(ǫ),

independent of f , such that, for any f in the domain of Q on L2(Rn),

∣∣∣Qλ,φ( f , f ) − Q( f , f )
∣∣∣ ≤ ǫQ( f , f ) +C(ǫ)λ

2m‖ f ‖2
L2(Rn)

.(1.4)

Here and thereafter, for any q ∈ [1,∞], we use Lq(Rn) to denote the set of all measurable functions

f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) :=

[∫

Rn

| f (x)|q dx

]1/q

< ∞

with the usual modification made when q = ∞. This, together with the Sobolev inequality

Wm,2(Rn) ⊂ L∞(Rn),(1.5)

indicates the following ultracontractivity of the associated semigroup {e−tLλ,φ }t>0 that there exists

a positive constant C such that, for any g ∈ L2(Rn),

∥∥∥e−tLλ,φg
∥∥∥

L∞(Rn)
≤ Ct−n/(2m)‖g‖L2(Rn);(1.6)

from this and an optimizing argument, it follows that (1.3) holds true. Note that, since the Sobolev

inequality (1.5) holds only in the case n < 2m, the above argument works also only in this case.

To extend the estimates of the heat kernel to the general case n ∈ N, Deng et al. [18] studied

the situation that the unperturbed operator

P(D) =
∑

|α|=2m

(−1)maαDα
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is a non-negative homogeneous elliptic operator of order 2m, which has real constant coefficients

{aα}|α|=2m, and V is some Kato perturbation of P(D), where the latter means, for any ǫ ∈ (0,∞),

there exists a positive constant C(ǫ) such that, for any f ∈ C∞c (Rn) (the set of all infinitely differen-

tiable functions with compact support),

‖V f ‖L1(Rn) ≤ ǫ ‖P(D) f ‖L1(Rn) +C(ǫ) ‖ f ‖L1(Rn) .(1.7)

Under this condition, Deng et al. [18] proved the following L1(Rn) endpoint operator perturbation

estimates of the type that: for any ǫ ∈ (0,∞), there exists a positive constant C(ǫ) such that, for any

f in the domain of L on L1(Rn),

∥∥∥Lλ,φ f − P(D) f
∥∥∥

L1(Rn)
≤ ǫ ‖P(D)‖L1(Rn) +C(ǫ)

(
1 + λ2m

)
‖ f ‖L1(Rn),(1.8)

where Lλ,φ denotes the exponential perturbation of L associated with the form Qλ,φ as in (1.4).

Since [L1(Rn)]∗ = L∞(Rn), one can avoid to use the Sobolev inequality (1.5), but apply the dual

and some iteration arguments, in order to derive (1.6). In view of this, Deng et al. [18] proved the

following local version of (1.3) under the case n ∈ N and P(D) being a nonnegative homogeneous

elliptic operator of order 2m with real constant coefficients, that is, there exist positive constants

C, c2, and w such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

|pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
wt − c2

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
(1.9)

if V ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) is a Kato type perturbation of P(D). Recall that, if V is in the higher order Kato

class K2m(Rn) [see (2.4) below for its definition], then V is a Kato type perturbation of P(D) (see

[18, 66]). Further developments on the local estimates of the type (1.9) can be fund in [4, 5, 27, 38].

As was pointed out in [18], it is still unknown whether or not the local positive constant w in

(1.9) can be zero even when V ≥ 0. This is because the Kato perturbation (1.7) can only produce

estimates of the type (1.8) with constant 1 + λ2m, rather than λ2m as in (1.4). Note that, if w = 0

in (1.9), then the local Gaussian upper bound (1.9) becomes the global Gaussian upper bound

(1.3). In the latter case, much better properties related to L can be obtained (see, for instance,

[8, 13, 15, 30, 31, 35]), because the Gaussian exponential term still works even when t ∈ [1,∞).

Motivated by the aforementioned results, it is natural to ask the following question.

Question. Under what general conditions on V , can the local constant w in (1.9) be zero?

In this article, we give an affirmative answer to this question by introducing a new general

Schechter class on V (see Definition 2.3 below for its definition), motivated by the now called

Schechter class introduced in [53]. This new potential class, which coincides with the aforemen-

tioned Kato class in some special cases (see Proposition 2.5 below), enables us to make w = 0 in

(1.9) and, therefore, obtain a global Gaussian upper bound for the heat kernel of the type (1.3) for

any n, m ∈ N. Moreover, the Hölder regularity of the heat kernel is also established in the case

n ≥ 2m. To be precise, the main result of this article is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let m ∈ N, V be a measurable function on Rn, and L := P(D) + V the 2m-order

Schrödinger operator on Rn as in (2.3) with P(D) being the 2m-order homogeneous real constant
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coefficient elliptic operator as in (2.2). If (5.1) and one of (5.2) through (5.5) hold true for any

q ∈ (1, 2] or [2,∞) and

sup
|λ|∈(0,∞)

M|λ|(V) < 1

with M|λ|(V) as in (5.6), then the operator L possesses a heat kernel pt on (0,∞) × Rn × Rn that

satisfies the following estimates.

(a) There exist positive constants C and c3 such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

|pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c3

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
.(1.10)

(b) If, in addition, n ≥ 2m, then there exist a γ ∈ (0, 1) and positive constants C and c4 such

that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y, h ∈ Rn satisfying |h| < t1/2m,

|pt(x + h, y) − pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c4

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

} [
|h|

t1/(2m)

]γ
.(1.11)

Theorem 1.1 and its local version (see Corollary 5.8 below) are proved in Section 5.3. Recall

that the method used in [6] can obtain a global Gaussian upper bound (1.3), but has the dimension

restriction n < 2m. The method used in [18] works in the general case n ∈ N, but can only obtain

the local Gaussian upper bound (1.9). Thus, Theorem 1.1 makes the first effort to obtain the global

Gaussian upper bound for any dimension n ∈ N.

To prove Theorem 1.1, we develop a systematic treatment on the estimates of the heat kernel

of the higher order Schrödinger operator L = P(D) + V from the condition of the potential V , via

the spectral perturbation. More precisely, this treatment is divided into the following three steps:

(i) From the generalized Schechter condition on V , we first deduce a series of boundedness

of the T -operator Ts,δ from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn) for any given p, q ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0,∞), and

s ∈ (0, 2m], where

Ts,δ := V
(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
(1.12)

and (δ2 − ∆)−s/2 is the Bessel potential of order s (see Propositions 3.3, 3.6, 3.9, and 3.10

below).

(ii) Using the boundedness of the T -operator in (1.12), we establish the exponential perturbed

resolvent estimate [see (5.17) below] that there exists a positive constant C such that, for

any λ ∈ ρ(L) (the resolvent set of L) and f ∈ L2(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−(l+1)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Rn)

≤ C|λ| 12 n
2m
−(l+1) ‖ f ‖L2(Rn)(1.13)

uniformly for certain l ∈ N and η ∈ Cn, where Lη denotes the exponential perturbation of L
[see (4.13) below]. This exponential perturbed resolvent estimate replaces the ultracontrac-

tivity (1.6) of the semigroup used in [6, 18].
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(iii) From the resolvent estimate (1.13), we finally deduce the Gaussian estimates, (1.10) and

(1.11), of L. An essential tool used in this step is the following functional calculus identity,

originally appeared in [2], that

e−tL =
[2(l + 1) − 1]!

2πi(−t)2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

e−tλ (λ − L)−2(l+1) dλ(1.14)

with l ∈ N and Γ being a path in ρ(L) (see Figure 2 below). The exponential terms in the

Gaussian estimates, (1.10) and (1.11), then come from the exponential perturbed resolvent

identity [see (4.25) below].

We point out that the parameters δ and λ in (1.12) and (1.13) are connected by the relation

δ = |λ|1/(2m). This, in view of (1.14), indicates that we need all values of λ in the path Γ and hence

all δ ∈ (0,∞) in the proof of Theorem 1.1. That is why all δ ∈ (0,∞) are taken into consideration

in the definition of the generalized Schechter class [see (2.9) below]. Recall that, in the case of

the Kato class [see (2.4) below], only the information of δ near 0 is considered. Also, since the

functions in the generalized Schechter class may have negative parts, Theorem 1.1 is new even

when n < 2m.

The proof of Theorem 1.1(b) depends on the following Sobolev embedding

W2m,q(Rn) ⊂ Cγ(Rn)

with Cγ(Rn) being the Lipschitz space of order γ := 2m − n/q ∈ (0, 1), when q ∈ (1,∞) and

(2m− 1)q < n < 2mq [see Lemma 5.7(ii) below], where the latter condition implies the dimension

condition n ≥ 2m.

Using an approach similar to that used in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we are able to establish

the following Davies–Gaffney estimates of the heat semigroup generated by −L. Recall that,

for many Schrödinger operators, they may even not possess a heat kernel, not to mention the

(local) Gaussian upper bound (see [9, 40]). In such a case, the Davies–Gaffney estimates are good

substitutes. The following Theorem 1.2 and its local version (see Corollary 5.4 below) are proved

in Section 5.2.

Theorem 1.2. Let m ∈ N, V be a measurable function on Rn, and L := P(D) + V the 2m-order

Schrödinger operator on Rn as in (2.3) with P(D) being the 2m-order homogeneous real constant

coefficient elliptic operator as in (2.2). If (5.1) and one of (5.2) through (5.5) hold true with q = 2

and

sup
|λ|∈(0,∞)

M|λ|(V) < 1

with M|λ|(V) as in (5.6). Assuming further that L satisfies (5.7) for any λ ∈ ρ(L), then there exist

positive constants C and c5 such that, for any disjoint compact convex subsets E and F, t ∈ (0,∞),

and f ∈ L2(E) with supp f := {x ∈ Rn : f (x) , 0} ⊂ E,

∥∥∥e−tL f
∥∥∥

L2(F)
≤ C exp

{
−c5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E) ,(1.15)

here and thereafter, d(E, F) := infx∈E,y∈F |x − y| and ‖ f ‖L2(E) := [
∫

E
| f (x)|2 dx]1/2.



Gaussian Estimates for Heat Kernels of Higher Order Schrödinger Operators 7

Now, let L be the higher order Schrödinger operator satisfying the assumptions of Theorems

1.1 and 1.2. Applying these both theorems, we immediately obtain the following conclusions:

(i) The spectrum σp(L) of L in Lp(Rn) is independent of p for any given p ∈ [1,∞) (see [45,

Theorem 1.1]).

(ii) The operator L has a bounded H∞-functional calculus on Lp(Rn) for any given p ∈ (1,∞)

(see [22, Theorem 3.1]).

(iii) When n > 2m, the integral kernel Kλ of the resolvent (λ − L)−1 satisfies that, for any x,

y ∈ Rn with x , y,

|Kλ(x, y)| . 1

|x − y|n−2m
e−c|λ|1/(2m) |x−y|,

where the implicit positive constant and the positive constant c are independent of x, y and

λ (see [34, Theorem 2.2]).

(iv) For any given p, q ∈ (1,∞), let f ∈ Lp([0,∞); Lq(Rn)) with

Lp (
[0,∞); Lq(Rn)

)

:=

 f : Rn × [0,∞)→ R : ‖ f ‖Lp([0,∞);Lq(Rn)) :=

[∫ ∞

0

‖ f (·, t)‖p
Lq(Rn)

dt

]1/p

< ∞
 .

The following inhomogeneous initial value problem



∂

∂t
u(x, t) = Lu(x, t) + f (x, t), (x, t) ∈ Rn × (0,∞),

u(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ Rn

has a unique solution that is of maximal Lp(Rn)-Lq(Rn) regularity (see [35, Theorem 3.1]).

We also point out that, since the estimate of the heat kernel is the start point of many studies

on the analysis of the Schrödinger operator, our main results pave the way for further studies such

as the Sobolev inequalities (in particular, see [11, 50] for the Nash and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg

inequalities), the boundedness of some singular integral operators, and the real-variable theory of

function spaces associated with L. We do not pursue these problems here, in order to limit the

length of this article.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide some basic facts

on the higher order Schrödinger operator L := P(D) + V . We first review the definition of L in

Section 2.1; then, in Section 2.2, we introduce the definition of the generalized Schechter class

concerning the potential V . Some basic properties of the Schechter class are also presented in this

section. Section 3 is devoted to the boundedness of the T -operator defined in (3.1). We obtain

four kinds of boundedness in this section. In Section 4, we establish two perturbation estimates

for the resolvent related to L: the summation perturbations in Section 4.1 and the exponential

perturbations in Section 4.2. Finally, we prove our main results, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, in Section

5.
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We end this section by making some conventions on the notation. Let N := {1, 2, . . .}, Z+ :=

N ∪ {0}, and Z := {0,±1,±2, . . . }. For any s ∈ R, let ⌊s⌋ be the largest integer not greater than s.

For any set E ⊂ Rn, we use 1E to denote its characteristic function. We use C to denote a positive

constant that is independent of main parameters involved, whose value may differ from line to

line. Constants with subscripts, such as C1 and c1, do not change in different occurrences. We

also use C(α, β,...) to denote a positive constant depending on the indicated parameters α, β, . . .. If

f ≤ Cg, we write f . g and, if f . g . f , we then write f ∼ g. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we

then write f . g ∼ h or f . g . h, rather than f . g = h or f . g ≤ h. We use ~0n to denote the

origin of Rn.

2 Higher order Schrödinger operators

In this section, we provide some basic facts on the higher order Schrödinger operator L and its

potential. We begin with a review of the definition of L.

2.1 Preliminaries on Schrödinger operators

Let P(x) =
∑
|α|=2m aαxα be a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2m on x ∈ Rn with real

constant coefficients {aα}|α|=2m that satisfy the uniform ellipticity condition: there exists a positive

constant λ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any x ∈ Rn,

∑

|α|=2m

aαxα ≥ λ|x|2m.(2.1)

For any f ∈ C∞c (Rn), define the differential operator P(D) of order 2m on f by

P(D) f :=
∑

|α|=2m

(−1)maαDα f .(2.2)

It is known that P(D) can be extended to a nonnegative self-adjoint operator in L2(Rn) with domain

dom (P(D)) = W2m,2(Rn) being the Sobolev space (see [53, p. 62, Corollary 2.2]). We call this

self-adjoint extension the 2m-order homogeneous elliptic operator with real constant coefficients

on Rn and we still use the same notation P(D) to denote it.

Recall the following properties of P(D) from [3, Proposition 45], [44, p. 177, Problem III-

6.16], and [53, p. 65, Corollary 3.4]. In what follows, for any given linear normed spaces X and

Y and any linear operator T mapping X into Y, we use ‖T‖X→Y to denote its operator norm.

Lemma 2.1. Let P(D) be a 2m-order homogeneous elliptic operator with real constant coefficients

on Rn as in (2.2), and let pt(x, y) defined on (0,∞) × Rn × Rn be the heat kernel of the semigroup

generated by −P(D). The following assertions hold true:

(i) The resolvent set of P(D), ρ(P(D)) = C \ [0,∞) and, for any λ ∈ ρ(P(D)),

∥∥∥(λ − P(D))−1
∥∥∥

L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)
≤ 1

d(λ, [0,∞))
,

where d(λ, [0,∞)) := inf s∈[0,∞) |λ − s|.
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(ii) There exist positive constants C and c6 such that, for any l ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}, t ∈ (0,∞), and

x, y ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣Dl
x pt(x, y)

∣∣∣ ≤ C

t(n+l)/(2m)
exp

{
−c6

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
.

(iii) For any given γ ∈ (0, 1), there exist positive constants C and c7 such that, for any l ∈
{0, . . . ,m − 1}, t ∈ (0,∞), and x, y, h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣Dl
x pt(x + h, y) − Dl

x pt(x, y)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

t(n+l)/(2m)
exp

{
−c7

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

} [
|h|

t1/(2m)

]γ
.

Now, let V : Rn → R be a measurable function on Rn. It induces a multiplication operator

f 7→ V f in L2(Rn) with the domain

dom (V) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rn) : V f ∈ L2(Rn)

}
.

From [53, p.72, Lemma 6.1], it follows that V is a closed symmetric operator in L2(Rn). The

operator V is said to be relatively P(D)-bounded if dom (P(D)) ⊂ dom (V) and there exist constants

a, b ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any g ∈ dom (P(D)) ⊂ L2(Rn),

‖Vg‖L2(Rn) ≤ a ‖P(D)g‖L2(Rn) + b ‖g‖L2(Rn) ,

where the infimum of all such a is called the relative bound of V with respect to P(D). Recall the

following Wüst theorem from [52, Theorem X. 14].

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a self-adjoint operator and B a symmetric operator in a Hilbert space H .

Assume that B is relatively A-bounded with relative bound a ≤ 1. Then the sum A + B of the

operators A and B is essential self-adjoint on dom (A).

By Lemma 2.2, we know that, if V is relatively P(D)-bounded with relative bound a ≤ 1, then

the operator P(D) + V is essentially self-adjoint on W2m,2(Rn). Denote by

L := P(D) + V(2.3)

the nonnegative self-adjoint extension of P(D)+V in L2(Rn). We call L the 2m-order Schrödinger

operator on Rn (see also Proposition 5.1 below for an extension of L to any space Lp(Rn) under

some Schechter-type conditions). Note that, if P(D) = −∆ is the Laplace operator, then L :=

−∆ + V is the usual second order Schrödinger operator on Rn.

To study the operator L, various conditions on the potential V were introduced in literatures.

For instance, Kato first introduced the Kato class K2(Rn) in [43], which is useful in the study

of many problems related to the Schrödinger operator L (see [16, 56, 66]). Recall that a real

measurable function V on Rn is said to be in the Kato class Kα(R
n), for any given α ∈ (0,∞), if

lim
δ→0

sup
x∈Rn

∫

|y−x|<δ
|V(y)|wα(x − y) dy = 0,(2.4)
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where, for any x ∈ Rn \ {~0n},

wα(x) :=



|x|α−n if α ∈ (0, n),

log(|x|−1) if α = n,

1 if α ∈ (n,∞).

(2.5)

It is known that Kα(R
n) is a closed subspace of a larger Banach space K̃α(R

n), which is defined to

be the set of all V ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) such that

‖V‖
K̃α(Rn) := sup

x∈Rn

∫

|y−x|<1/2

|V(y)|wα(x − y) dy < ∞.

Shen considered a number of Schrödinger operators with potentials respectively in the reverse

Hölder class ([54]) and the Morrey space ([55]). Recall that, for any given p ∈ (1,∞), a nonnega-

tive measurable function V is said to belong to the reverse Hölder class RHp(Rn) if there exists a

positive constant C such that,

(
1

|B|

∫

B

[V(x)]p dx

) 1
p

≤ C

|B|

∫

B

V(x) dx(2.6)

for any ball B of Rn. Also, for any given p ∈ (1,∞) and λ ∈ [0, n], a measurable function f is said

to be in the Morrey space Lp,λ(R
n) if

‖ f ‖Lp,λ(Rn) := sup
x∈Rn

r∈(0,∞)

[
rλ−n

∫

B(x,r)

| f (y)|p dy

] 1
p

< ∞,(2.7)

here and thereafter, for any x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r}; see also

[53, 56, 60] for many other kinds of potential classes.

2.2 Generalized Schechter classes

In this subsection, we introduce the generalized Schechter class which has close relations with

the aforementioned potential classes. In what follows, for any given r ∈ (1,∞), we use Lr
loc

(Rn)

to denote the set of all measurable functions f such that | f |r ∈ L1
loc

(Rn).

Definition 2.3. Suppose V is a measurable function on Rn. For any given α ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞),

t ∈ [1,∞], and δ ∈ (0,∞), let

Mα,r,t,δ(V) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|r wα(· − y) dy

] 1
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lt(Rn)

(2.8)

with wα as in (2.5). Assume that S ∈ R is a real number. The generalized Schechter classes

Mα,r,t,S (Rn) and M̃α,r,t,S (Rn) are defined, respectively, by setting

Mα,r,t,S (Rn) :=

V ∈ Lr
loc (Rn) : ‖V‖Mα,r,t,S (Rn) := sup

δ∈(0,∞)

δS Mα,r,t,δ(V) < ∞
(2.9)

and

M̃α,r,t,S (Rn) :=

{
V ∈ Lr

loc (Rn) : lim
δ→0
δS Mα,r,t,δ(V) = 0

}
.(2.10)
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Remark 2.4. The spaces Mα,r,t,S (V) and M̃α,r,t,S (Rn) are motivated by the definitions of the now

called Schecheter class in [53, Chapter 6.4], where Schechter originally introduced the following

Schechter class

Mα,r,t(R
n) :=

{
V ∈ Lr

loc (Rn) : Mα,r,t,0(V) < ∞
}
.

The parameter S in (2.9) and (2.10) comes from the scaling of δ ∈ (0,∞).

The following proposition establishes the relations between the generalized Schechter class and

some other known potential classes.

Proposition 2.5. Let α ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞), t ∈ [1,∞], and S ∈ R and let V be a measurable

function on Rn.

(i) Then M̃α,1,∞,0(Rn) = Kα(R
n) with Kα(R

n) being the Kato class as in (2.4).

(ii) Let α ∈ (0, n), p ∈ (nr/α,∞), and 0 ≤ V ∈ RHp(Rn) be as in (2.6). For any given δ ∈ (0,∞),

let m (V, δ) := supx∈Rn

∫
B(x,δ)

V(y) dy. If limδ→0 δ
(S+α)/r−nm (V, δ) = 0, then

V ∈ M̃α,r,∞,S (Rn).

In particular, the above assertion holds true when α ∈ (0, n), S + α − nr ∈ [0,∞), and

V ∈ RHp(Rn) ∩ L1
unif

(Rn) with p ∈ (nr/α,∞), where

L1
unif(R

n) :=

{
f ∈ L1

loc (Rn) : ‖ f ‖L1
unif

(Rn) := sup
x∈Rn

∫

|y−x|<1

| f (y)| dy < ∞
}
.

(iii) Let α , n, S r + α ∈ [0, n], and Lr,λ(R
n) be the Morrey space as in (2.7) with λ = S r +

min{α, n} and S ∈ (−∞, 0) when α ∈ (0, n). Then

Lr,λ(R
n) = Mα,r,∞,S (Rn).

Proof. Note that (i) is an easy consequence of (2.4) and (2.10).

To prove (ii), by assumptions α ∈ (0, n), p ∈ (nr/α,∞), and 0 ≤ V ∈ RHp(Rn), we obtain

(α − n)(p/r)′ + n > 0 and

lim
δ→0
δS Mα,r,∞,δ(V) = lim

δ→0
δS sup

x∈Rn

{∫

|y−x|<δ
[V(y)]r |x − y|α−n dy

}

. lim
δ→0
δS+nr/p sup

x∈Rn

{
1

δn

∫

|y−x|<δ
[V(y)]p dy

} r
p
{∫

|y−x|<δ
|x − y|(α−n)(p/r)′ dy

} 1
(p/r)′

∼ lim
δ→0
δS+α−nr[m(V, δ)]r,

which turns to 0 when limδ→0 δ
(S+α)/r−nm(V, δ) = 0. This, combined with (2.10), shows that

V ∈ M̃α,r,∞,S (Rn) and hence (ii) holds true.

To prove (iii), we consider two cases on the size of α. If α ∈ (n,∞), then S r ∈ (−n, 0). Thus,

by (2.7) through (2.9), and (2.5), it is easy to see that Lr,S r+n(Rn) = Mα,r,∞,S (Rn).
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If α ∈ (0, n), for any x ∈ Rn being fixed, let dµx(y) := 1B(x,δ)(y)|V(y)|r dy be a nonnegative

measure on Rn. Then we obtain

Nδ(x) := δS
[∫

|y−x|<δ
|V(y)|r |x − y|α−n dy

] 1
r

= δS
[∫

Rn

|x − y|α−n dµx(y)

] 1
r

= (n − α)1/rδS
[∫ ∞

0

sn−αµx

({
y : |y − x|−1 > s

}) ds

s

] 1
r

∼ δS
[∫ ∞

0

sα−nµx (B(x, s))
ds

s

] 1
r

∼ δS
[∫ ∞

0

sα−n

{∫

B(x,s)∩B(x,δ)

|V(y)|r dy

}
ds

s

] 1
r

∼ δS
[∫ δ

0

sα−λ
{

sλ−n

∫

B(x,s)

|V(y)|r dy

}
ds

s
+ δn−λ

∫ ∞

δ

sα−n

{
δλ−n

∫

B(x,δ)

|V(y)|r dy

}
ds

s

] 1
r

. δS+(α−λ)/r‖ f ‖Lr,λ(Rn),

where we used (2.7) and the assumption λ = S r + α < α in the last inequality. This, together with

(2.9) and the assumption S r + α − λ = 0 when α ∈ (0, n), shows that

Mα,r,∞,S (V) = sup
δ∈(0,∞)

sup
x∈Rn

Nδ(x) . ‖ f ‖Lr,λ(Rn).

On the other hand, by (2.7) and the assumptions that α ∈ (0, n) and S r + α − λ = 0 again, we

have

‖ f ‖Lr,λ(Rn) = sup
δ∈(0,∞)

sup
x∈Rn

[
δλ−n

∫

B(x,δ)

| f (y)|r dy

] 1
r

. sup
δ∈(0,∞)

sup
x∈Rn

[
δλ−α

∫

B(x,δ)

| f (y)|r |x − y|α−n dy

] 1
r

. sup
δ>0

δS sup
x∈Rn

[∫

B(x,δ)

| f (y)|r |x − y|α−n dy

] 1
r

,

which, combined with (2.9), indicates ‖ f ‖Lr,λ(Rn) . Mα,r,∞,S (V). This shows (iii) and hence finishes

the proof of Proposition 2.5. �

Remark 2.6. For any given α ∈ (0, n), r ∈ [1,∞), a ∈ (−α/r,∞), δ ∈ (0,∞), and, for any

x ∈ Rn \ {~0n}, let V(x) = ±|x|a and

Nα,r,δ(x) :=

[∫

|y−x|<δ
|V(y)|r |x − y|α−n dy

] 1
r

.(2.11)

By an elementary calculation, we find that there exists a positive constant C, independent of δ,

such that, for any x ∈ Rn,

Nα,r,δ(x) ≤ C


δα/r |x|a if |x| ≥ 2δ,

δα/r+a if |x| < 2δ.
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If a further satisfies a ∈ (−∞,−n/t), then

Mα,r,t,δ(V) = ‖Nα,r,δ‖Lt(Rn) . δ
α/r+a+n/t

with the implicit positive constant independent of δ. Thus, we conclude that, for any given α ∈
(0, n), r ∈ [1,∞), t ∈ [1,∞], S ∈ R, and a ∈ (−α/r,−n/t),

±|x|a ∈


Mα,r,t,S (Rn) if S +

α

r
+ a +

n

t
= 0,

M̃α,r,t,S (Rn) if S +
α

r
+ a +

n

t
> 0.

In particular, by applying Proposition 2.5(i), we know that ±|x|a is in the Kato class Kα(R
n) as in

(2.4) if a ∈ (−α, 0).

Similarly, for any given a ∈ (−∞,−n/t) and any x ∈ Rn, let V(x) = (1 + |x|)a and Nα,r,δ(x) be as

in (2.11). By an elementary calculation, we have

Nα,r,δ(x) .


δα/r |x|a if |x| ≥ 2δ,

δα/r if |x| < 2δ

with the implicit positive constant independent of δ and x. This implies that

±(1 + |x|)a ∈ M̃α,r,t,S (Rn)

if S + α
r
+a+ n

t
> 0. In particular, ±(1+ |x|)a is in the Kato class Kα(R

n) as in (2.4) when a ∈ (−α, 0).

We end this section by giving some embedding properties of generalized Schechter classes.

Another embedding property, based on the properties of the Bessel potential, is established in

Proposition 3.7 below.

Proposition 2.7. Let α ∈ (0, n), r ∈ [1,∞), t ∈ [1,∞], and S ∈ R.

(i) Then Mα,r,∞,S (Rn) ⊂ Lr
unif

(Rn), where

Lr
unif(R

n) :=

 f ∈ Lr
loc (Rn) : ‖ f ‖Lr

unif
(Rn) := sup

x∈Rn

[∫

|y−x|<1

| f (y)|r dy

]1/r

< ∞
 .(2.12)

(ii) For any α1 ∈ (0, α],

Mα−α1 ,r,t,S+α1/r(R
n) ⊂ Mα,r,t,S (Rn).

(iii) For any a ∈ (1,∞) and θ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying 1 − n
(n−α)a′ < θ <

n
(n−α)a

with a′ := a
a−1

,

Mα1,ra,t,S+S̃
(Rn) ⊂ Mα,r,t,S (Rn),

where α1 := n + (α − n)θa and S̃ :=
(α−n)(1−θ)a′+n

a′r .
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Proof. Note that (i) is an easy consequence of (2.12) and (2.9) by taking δ = 1.

To prove (ii), let V be a measurable function on Rn. It follows from (2.8) and (2.5) that

δS Mα,r,t,δ(V) = δS

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|r |y − ·|α−n dy

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

≤ δS+α1/r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|r |y − ·|α−α1−n dy

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

= δS+α1/r Mα−α1,r,t,δ(V),

which, together with (2.9), shows (ii).

To prove (iii), by (2.8), we write

δS Mα,r,t,δ(V) = δS

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|r |y − ·|α−n dy

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

≤ δS
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|ra |y − ·|(α−n)θa dy

]1/(ar)

×
[∫

|y−·|<δ
|y − ·|(α−n)(1−θ)a′ dy

]1/(a′r)
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

.

Since 1 − n
(n−α)a′ < θ <

n
(n−α)a

, we have n + (α − n)(1 − θ)a′ > 0 and n + (α − n)θa ∈ (0, n), which

further implies that

δS Mα,r,t,δ(V) . δS+
(α−n)(1−θ)a′+n

a′r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<δ
|V(y)|ra |y − ·|(α−n)θa dy

]1/(ar)
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

∼ δS+S̃ Mα1,ra,t,δ(V),

where we used the definitions of α1 and S̃ in the last equality. This, combined with (2.9), shows

(iii) and hence finishes the proof of Proposition 2.7. �

3 Boundedness of T -operators

Let s, δ ∈ (0,∞) and V be a measurable function on Rn. The T-operator Ts,δ is defined by

setting, for any f ∈ S(Rn) (the set of all Schwartz functions) and x ∈ Rn,

Ts,δ( f )(x) := V(Gs,δ ∗ f )(x),(3.1)

where

Gs,δ(x) := F −1
[
(2π)−n/2

(
δ2 + |ξ|2

)−s/2
]

(x)(3.2)

denotes the s-order Bessel potential function and F −1 the inverse Fourier transform. If δ = 1, we

remove the subscript δ and write Gs(x) simply. Recall that, for any f ∈ S(Rn) and ξ, x ∈ Rn,

F ( f )(ξ) := 1
(2π)n/2

∫
Rn e−ix·ξ f (x) dx and F −1( f )(x) := F ( f )(−x). Moreover,

Gs,δ ∗ f = (δ2 − ∆)−s/2 f .(3.3)



Gaussian Estimates for Heat Kernels of Higher Order Schrödinger Operators 15

The main purpose of this section is to study the boundedness of the T -operator as in (3.1),

which plays an important role in the perturbation estimates for the resolvent of the higher or-

der Schrödinger operator L. We obtain four kinds of boundedness of the T -operator by following

the ideas used in [53, Chapter 6].

3.1 The first and the second boundedness

Recall the following basic properties of the Bessel potential function Gs,δ from [59, 53].

Lemma 3.1. Let s, δ ∈ (0,∞) and Gs,δ be as in (3.2). The following assertions hold true:

(i) Gs,δ(x) = δn−sGs(δx) for any x ∈ Rn.

(ii) Gs(x) ≤ C(s)ws(x) for any x ∈ Rn, where ws is as in (2.5) and the positive constant C(s)

depends only on s and n. The converse inequality also holds true when x ∈ Rn satisfies

|x| < 1.

(iii) For any given a ∈ (0, 1) and b ∈ (0,∞), there exists a positive constant C(s,a,b), depending

on s, a, b, and n, such that, for any |x| > b,

Gs(x) ≤ C(s,a,b)e
−a|x|.

(iv) For any given s , n < sq′ and any x ∈ Rn,

[Gs(x)]q ≤ C(s,q)Gq(s−n)+n(x),

where the positive constant C(s,q) depends only on s, q, and n.

The following lemma is useful to the first boundedness of the T -operator.

Lemma 3.2. Let p ∈ (0,∞), q ∈ [1, ∞), t ∈ [1, ∞], s ∈ (0,∞), and α ∈ (0, n). Then there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any δ ∈ (0,∞) and measurable function V on Rn,

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

|y−·|≥1/δ

|V(y)|q [Gs,δ(· − y)]p dy

} 1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lt(Rn)

≤ Cδ[(n−s)p+α−n]/q Mα,q,t,1/δ(V).

Proof. For any given δ ∈ (0,∞) and k ∈ N, let S k,δ := {x ∈ Rn : k/δ ≤ |x| < (k + 1)/δ} be

the annulus with center at the origin, Qk the inscribed cube of B(~0n, k/δ), and Qk+1 the externally

tangent cube of B(~0n, (k+1)/δ). Let Q0 be the inscribed cube of B(~0n, 1/δ) (see Figure 1 as below).

Since the volume |Qk+1 \ Qk | = (2
δ
)n[(k + 1)n − ( k√

n
)n] and |Q0| = (2

δ
)n( 1√

n
)n, we know that S k,δ

can be covered by N(k) ≤ ckn balls {B(zk, j, 1/δ)}N(k)

j=1
which consist of translations of B(~0n, 1/δ)

with the implicit constant c depending only on n, that is,

S k,δ ⊂
N(k)⋃

j=1

B(zk, j, 1/δ).(3.4)
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Figure 1: The covering of the annulus S k,δ

Note that, if y − x ∈ B(zk, j, 1/δ), we then have y ∈ B(zk, j + x, 1/δ).

Now, we write by the assumption q ∈ [1,∞) that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

|y−·|≥1/δ

|V(y)|q[Gs,δ(· − y)]p dy

} 1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lt(Rn)

≤
∞∑

k=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

k/δ≤|·−y|<(k+1)/δ

|V(y)|q[Gs,δ(· − y)]p dy

} 1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lt(Rn)

=:

∞∑

k=1

Ik.

Since δ|x − y| ≥ k ≥ 1, applying (i) and (iii) of Lemma 3.1, we have

[Gs,δ(x − y)]p = δ(n−s)p[Gs(δ(x − y))]p
. δ(n−s)pe−akp.

This, together with (3.4), (2.8), and the assumption α ∈ (0, n), implies that

∞∑

k=1

Ik .

∞∑

k=1

δ(n−s)p/qe−akp/q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


N(k)∑

j=1

∫

B(zk, j+·,1/δ)
|V(y)|q dy



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

.

∞∑

k=1

δ(n−s)p/qe−akp/q
N(k)∑

j=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∫

B(zk, j+·,1/δ)
|V(y)|q dy


1/q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lt(Rn)
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.

∞∑

k=1

δ(n−s)p/qe−akp/qN(k)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|y−·|<1/δ

|V(y)|q |δ(· − y)|α−n dy

]1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

∼ δ(n−s)p/q+(α−n)/q Mα,q,t,1/δ(V),

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. �

The following proposition establishes the first boundedness of the T -operator from Lp(Rn) to

Lq(Rn).

Proposition 3.3. Let p ∈ [1, ∞], s ∈ (0, n), q ∈ [1, n/(n− s)), α ∈ (0, (s− n)q+ n], and δ ∈ (0,∞).

Assume that V is a measurable function on Rn satisfying Mα,q,p′,1/δ(V) < ∞. Then the operator

Ts,δ can be extended to a bounded linear operator from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn). Moreover, there exists

a positive constant C, independent of δ, such that, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn),

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
≤ Cδ[(n−s)q+α−n]/q Mα,q,p′,1/δ(V)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).(3.5)

Proof. For any f ∈ S(Rn), by (3.1) and the Minkowski inequality, we have

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
=

{∫

Rn

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

V(x)Gs,δ(x − y) f (y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣
q

dx

}1/q

≤
∫

Rn

[∫

Rn

|V(x)|q{Gs,δ(x − y)}q dx

]1/q

| f (y)| dy

≤


∫

Rn

[∫

Rn

|V(x)|q{Gs,δ(x − y)}q dx

]p′/q

dy



1/p′

‖ f ‖Lp(Rn)

=: Cs,q,p′,δ(V)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).

To estimate Cs,q,p′,δ(V), we write

Cs,q,p′,δ(V) .



∫

Rn

[∫

|x−y|<1/δ

|V(x)|q{Gs,δ(x − y)}q dx

]p′/q

dy



1/p′

+



∫

Rn

[∫

|x−y|≥1/δ

. . . dx

]p′/q

dy



1/p′

=: I1 + I2.

For I2, using Lemma 3.2, we obtain

I2 . δ
[(n−s)q+α−n]/q Mα,q,p′,1/δ(V).

To bound I1, for any x, y ∈ Rn satisfying |x − y| < 1/δ, by (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.1 and the

assumptions that s ∈ (0, n), q ∈ [1, n/(n − s)), and α ∈ (0, (s − n)q + n], we find that

∣∣∣Gs,δ(x − y)
∣∣∣q ≤ δ(n−s)q[ws(δ(x − y))]q ≤ δ(n−s)q+α−nwα(x − y),
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where the last inequality follows from (2.5), (s − n)q ≥ α − n, and δ|x − y| < 1. Thus, we have

I1 . δ
(n−s)+(α−n)/q

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫

|x−·|<1/δ

|V(x)|qwα(x − ·) dx

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp′ (Rn)

∼ δ[(n−s)q+α−n]/q Mα,q,p′,1/δ(V).

Altogether, we conclude that Cs,q,p′,δ(V) . δ[(n−s)q+α−n]/q Mα,q,p′,1/δ(V), which completes the proof

of Proposition 3.3. �

To show the second boundedness of the T-operator, we need the following Gagliardo–Nirenberg

inequality from [33, Corollary 2.4].

Lemma 3.4. Let p, p0, p1 ∈ (1,∞), s, s1 ∈ (0,∞), and θ ∈ [0, 1]. Then there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any f ∈ S(Rn),

∥∥∥∆s/2 f
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖1−θ

Lp0 (Rn)

∥∥∥∆s1/2 f
∥∥∥θ

Lp1 (Rn)

if and only if n
p
− s = (1 − θ) n

p0
+ θ( n

p1
− s1) and s ≤ θs1.

The following result gives the Lp(Rn)-boundedness of the resolvent of the Laplace operator ∆.

Lemma 3.5. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and δ, α ∈ (0,∞). Then there exists a positive constant C, independent

of δ, such that, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn),

(i) ‖(δ2 − ∆)−α f ‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C
δ2α
‖ f ‖Lp(Rn),

(ii) ‖∆α(δ2 − ∆)−α f ‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).

Proof. Let m(ξ) := 1
(1+|ξ|2)α

for any ξ ∈ Rn and Tm be the Fourier multiplier associated with m.

By the Hörmander–Mihlin multiplier theorem (see [29, Theorem 5.2.7]), we conclude that Tm is

bounded on Lp(Rn), which, combined with the dilation invariant property of the Lp(Rn) multiplier,

shows that (i) holds true. Using an argument similar to that used in the proof of (i) and letting

m̃(ξ) =
|ξ|2α

(1+|ξ|2)α
for any ξ ∈ Rn, we know that (ii) also holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma

3.5. �

Based on Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we now establish the second boundedness of the T -operator as

follows.

Proposition 3.6. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞), t, σ ∈ [1,∞], and s ∈ (0, n) satisfy

1

q
=

1

t
+

1

σ
and

1

σ
≤ 1

p
≤ s

n
+

1

σ
.

Assume that V ∈ Lt(Rn). Then T can be extended to a bounded linear operator from Lp(Rn) to

Lq(Rn). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any δ ∈ (0,∞) and f ∈ Lp(Rn),

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
≤ Cδ−s(1−θ)‖V‖Lt(Rn)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn)(3.6)

with θ := n
s

(
1
p
− 1
σ

)
∈ [0, 1].
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Proof. By 1
q
= 1

t
+ 1
σ , (3.1), (3.3), Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we conclude that, for any f ∈ S(Rn),

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
≤ ‖V‖Lt(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lσ(Rn)

. ‖V‖Lt(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
f

∥∥∥∥∥
1−θ

Lp(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥∆
s/2

(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
f

∥∥∥∥∥
θ

Lp(Rn)

. ‖V‖Lt(Rn)δ
−s(1−θ)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn),

which completes the proof of Proposition 3.6. �

We end this subsection by giving another embedding property of the generalized Schechter

class, as a byproduct of Lemma 3.2.

Proposition 3.7. Let α ∈ (0, n), r ∈ [1,∞), t ∈ [1,∞), and S ∈ R. If 1 ≤ r ≤ t < τ < ∞ and
α
nr
+ 1

t
≤ β

nr
+ 1
τ , then

Mα,r,t,S+S 1
(Rn) ⊂ Mβ,r,τ,S (Rn)

with S 1 := 1
r
[nr(1

τ
− 1

t
) + β − α].

Proof. Let s := β − α. Since t < τ and α
nr
+ 1

t
≤ β

nr
+ 1
τ , we know that s > 0 and r

t
− r
τ ≤

s
n
. Thus,

let p = t
r

and σ = τ
τ−r

. It is easy to see σ′ = τ
r
> 1 and

1

p
+

1

σ
≤ 1 +

s

n
.(3.7)

Now, using the Gaussian upper bound for the heat kernel of the Laplacian ∆, we obtain

∥∥∥et∆
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lσ
′
(Rn)
. t
− n

2 ( 1
p−

1
σ′ ).

This, together with (3.7) and the formula

(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
=

1

Γ(s/2)

∫ ∞

0

ts/2−1e−δ
2tet∆ dt,

shows that (δ2 − ∆)−s/2 is bounded from Lp(Rn) to Lσ
′
(Rn) with

∥∥∥∥∥
(
δ2 − ∆

)−s/2
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lσ
′
(Rn)
. δ
−[n( 1

σ′ −
1
p

)+s] ∼ δ−S 1r.(3.8)

Moreover, let Gs,δ be the Bessel potential function as in (3.3). For any |x − y| < 1/δ, by (i) and (ii)

of Lemma 3.1 and (2.5), it is easy to see

|x − y|β−n = wβ(δ(x − y))δn−β . Gβ(δ(x − y))δn−β ∼ Gβ,δ(x − y).

Combining the above arguments with (3.8), we obtain

δ−QMβ,r,τ,1/δ(V) = δ−Q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|x−·|<1/δ

|V(x)|r |x − ·|β−n dx

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lτ(Rn)

(3.9)
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. δ−Q
∥∥∥Gβ,δ ∗ Vr

∥∥∥1/r

Lτ/r(Rn)
. δ−Q

∥∥∥Gs,δ ∗
(
Gα,δ ∗ Vr)∥∥∥1/r

Lτ/r(Rn)

. δ−Q
∥∥∥(δ2 − ∆)−s/2 (

Gα,δ ∗ Vr)∥∥∥1/r

Lσ
′
(Rn)

. δ−Q−S 1
∥∥∥Gα,δ ∗ Vr

∥∥∥1/r

Lp(Rn)
.

Now, using the assumption p = t
r
, we write

∥∥∥Gα,δ ∗ Vr
∥∥∥1/r

Lp(Rn)
=



∫

Rn

[∫

Rn

|V(y)|r |y − x|α−n dy

]t/r

dx



1/t

(3.10)

.



∫

Rn

[∫

|y−x|<1/δ

|V(y)|r |y − x|α−n dy

]t/r

dx



1/t

+



∫

Rn

[∫

|y−x|≥1/δ

· · · dy

]t/r

dx



1/t

=: I1 + I2.

By (2.8), it is easy to see that I1 ∼ Mα,r,t,1/δ(V). For I2, using Lemma 3.2 with p = 1 and s = α

therein, we also obtain I2 ∼ Mα,r,t,1/δ(V). This, combined with (3.9) and (3.10), implies that

δ−Q Mβ,r,τ,1/δ(V) . δ−Q−S 1 Mα,r,t,1/δ(V),

which, together with (2.9), then completes the proof of Proposition 3.7. �

3.2 The third and the fourth boundedness

In this subsection, we consider the third and the fourth boundedness of the T -operator. First,

we need some additional notation. To be precise, for any given s ∈ (0, n/2), r ∈ [1,∞), t ∈ [1,∞],

and δ ∈ (0,∞), let

C̃s,r,t,δ(V) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

Rn

|V(x)|r [G2s,δ(x − ·)]r/2 dx

}1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

(3.11)

with G2s,δ as in (3.2).

Lemma 3.8. Let t ∈ [1,∞), δ ∈ (0,∞), s ∈ (0, n/2), r ∈ [1, 2n
n−2s

), and α ∈ (0, n + (2s − n)r/2].

Assume that V is a measurable function on Rn. Then

C̃s,r,t,δ(V) . δ[(n−2s)r/2+(α−n)]/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V)

with the implicit positive constant independent of δ and V.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to that of (3.10). By (3.11), we first write

C̃s,r,t,δ(V) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|x−·|<1/δ

|V(x)|r {G2s,δ(x − ·)}r/2 dx

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|x−·|≥1/δ

· · · dx

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)
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=: I1 + I2.

For I2, applying Lemma 3.2 with q = r, p = r/2, and s = 2s therein, we have

I2 ∼
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

|x−·|≥1/δ

|V(x)|r [G2s,δ(x − ·)]r/2 dx

}1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

. δ[(n−2s)r/2+(α−n)]/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V).

For I1, since δ|x − y| < 1, we deduce from (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.1, (2.5), and the assumption

2s < n, that

[
G2s,δ(x − y)

]r/2
. δ(n−2s)r/2[w2s(δ(x − y))]r/2 ∼ |x − y|(2s−n)r/2.

This, combined with the assumption α ≤ n + (2s − n)r/2, shows that

[
G2s,δ(x − y)

]r/2
. δ(n−2s)r/2|δ(x − y)|α−n ∼ δ(n−2s)r/2+(α−n)wα(x − y),

which then implies that

I1 . δ
[(n−2s)r/2+α−n]/r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

[∫

|x−y|<1/δ

|V(x)|r wα(x − y) dx

]1/r
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lt(Rn)

∼ δ[(n−2s)r/2+α−n]/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V).

Altogether the estimates for I1 and I2, we conclude that

C̃s,r,t,δ(V) . δ[(n−2s)r/2+α−n]/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V),

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.8. �

Based on Lemma 3.8, we now state the third boundedness of the T -operator.

Proposition 3.9. Let s ∈ (0, n/2), q ∈ [2,∞), t ∈ [q,∞], and r ∈ [q, 2n
n−2s

) satisfy

1

t
+

1

r
=

1

q
.

Assume that V is a measurable function on Rn satisfying Mα,r,t,1/δ(V) < ∞ for some δ ∈ (0,∞)

and α ∈ (0, n + (2s − n)r/2]. Then Ts,δ can be extended to a bounded linear operator from

L2(Rn) to Lq(Rn). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C, independent of δ, such that, for any

f ∈ L2(Rn),

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
≤ Cδ[(n−2s)r/2+α−n]/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V)‖ f ‖L2(Rn).(3.12)

Proof. Let C̃s,r,t,δ(V) be as in (3.11). From [53, p. 129, Theorem 6.3], it follows that

∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
. C̃s,r,t,δ(V)‖ f ‖L2(Rn),

which, together with Lemma 3.8, then completes the proof of Proposition 3.9. �

The following proposition gives the fourth boundedness of the T -operator.
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Proposition 3.10. Let s ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0,∞), and Ts,δ be as in (3.1).

(i) For any given p, q ∈ [1,∞), let r ∈ [q,∞), t ∈ [1,∞), α ∈ (0, (1 − θ1)r(s − n) + n], and

α̃ ∈ (0, θ1r′(s − n) + n] for some θ1 ∈ (0,min{1, n
r′(n−s)

}). If

1

q
<

1

p
+

1

t
< min

{
1, 1 + θ1

(
s

n
− 1

)
+

1

q
− 1

r

}
(3.13)

and Mα,r,t,1/δ(V) < ∞, then Ts,δ can be extended to a bounded linear operator from Lp(Rn)

to Lq(Rn). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C, independent of δ and V, such that,

for any f ∈ Lp(Rn),
∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )

∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ Cδ(n−s)+(α−n)/r+(α̃−n)/r′Mα,r,t,1/δ(V)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).

(ii) Let r ∈ (1, 2] and α ∈ (0, n) satisfy

α − n ≤ r(s − n) +
nr

r′
and 2n > r′(n − s).

Then Ts,δ can be extended to a bounded linear operator on Lr(Rn). Moreover, there exists a

positive constant C, independent of δ and V, such that, for any f ∈ Lr(Rn),
∥∥∥Ts,δ( f )

∥∥∥
Lr(Rn)

≤ Cδα/r−s Mα,r,∞,1/δ(V)‖ f ‖Lr(Rn).(3.14)

To prove Proposition 3.10, we first need to study two terms hs,δ and Ws,δ. To be precise, for any

given s ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞), and θ1 ∈ [0, 1], and any y ∈ Rn, let

hs,δ(y) :=

{∫

Rn

|V(x)|r [Gs,δ(x − y)](1−θ1)r dx

}1/r

.(3.15)

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.8, we know that, for any given t ∈ [1,∞], and α ∈ (0, n)

satisfying α − n ≤ (1 − θ1)r(s − n),

‖hs,δ‖Lt(Rn) . δ
(n−s)(1−θ1)+(α−n)/r Mα,r,t,1/δ(V),(3.16)

where the implicit positive constant is independent of δ and V .

On the other hand, since 1 ≤ q ≤ r < ∞ and 1
q
< 1

p
+ 1

t
< 1, it follows that

0 <
1

p
+

1

t
− 1

q
≤ 1

p
+

1

t
− 1

r
< 1 − 1

r
=

1

r′
.

Moreover, let


1

ρ1

:=
r′

q′
,

1

ρ2

:= r′
(

1

p
+

1

t
− 1

r

)
,

ν := t

(
1

p
+

1

t

)
,

θ2 :=
p

rν′
,

γ := 1 − t

rν
.

(3.17)
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Clearly, ρ1 ∈ [1,∞) and ρ2, ν ∈ (1,∞). Since ν′ = 1 +
p

t
, we conclude that θ2, γ ∈ (0, 1).

Now, let hs,δ be as in (3.15). For any f , g ∈ S(Rn), define

Ws,δ :=

{"
Rn×Rn

[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1r′ |g(x)|r′ | f (y)|(1−θ2)r′[hs,δ(y)]γr
′
dx dy

}1/r′

.(3.18)

The following lemma provides an estimate for Ws,δ.

Lemma 3.11. Let s, r, ρ1, ρ2, θ1, θ2, α̃, and γ be as in (3.13) and (3.17). If

1

ρ1

+
1

ρ2

=
α̃

n
+ 1,

then

Ws,δ . δ
(n−s)θ1+(α̃−n)/r′

∥∥∥|g|r′
∥∥∥1/r′

Lρ1 (Rn)

∥∥∥∥| f |(1−θ2)r′ h
γr′

s,δ

∥∥∥∥
1/r′

Lρ2 (Rn)

with the implicit positive constant independent of f , g, and δ.

Proof. By (3.18), write

Wr′
s,δ =

∫

Rn

(∫

|x−y|<1/δ

+

∫

|x−y|≥1/δ

)
[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1r′ |g(x)|r′ | f (y)|(1−θ2)r′[hs,δ(y)]γr

′
dx dy(3.19)

=: I1 + I2.

For I1, since 0 < α̃ ≤ θ1r′(s− n)+ n < n and δ|x− y| < 1, it follows, from (i) and (ii) of Lemma

3.1 and (2.5), that

[
Gs,δ(x − y)

]θ1r′
=

[
δn−sGs(δ(x − y))

]θ1r′
. δ(n−s)θ1r′[ws(δ(x − y))]θ1r′

. δ(n−s)θ1r′+(α̃−n) |x − y|α̃−n.

This implies that

I1 . δ
(n−s)θ1r′+α̃−n

{"
Rn×Rn

|x − y|α̃−n|g(x)|r′ | f (y)|(1−θ2 )r′[hs,δ(y)]γr
′
dx dy

}
.

By the assumption 1
ρ1
+ 1
ρ2
= α̃

n
+ 1 and the boundedness of the Riesz potential of order α̃ from

Lρ1(Rn) to Lρ
′
2(Rn), we obtain

I1 . δ
(n−s)θ1r′+(α̃−n)

∥∥∥|g|r′
∥∥∥

Lρ1 (Rn)

∥∥∥∥‖ f |(1−θ2)r′ h
γr′

s,δ

∥∥∥∥
Lρ2 (Rn)

,

which is the desired estimate.

For I2, by Lemma 3.1(iii), we know that [Gs(δ(x − y))]θ1r′
. e−aθ1r′δ|x−y|

. (δ|x − y|)α̃−n for any

δ|x − y| > 1. From this, we further deduce that I2 satisfies the same estimate as that of I1, which,

combined with (3.19), then completes the proof of Lemma 3.11. �

Based on Lemma 3.11, we now show Proposition 3.10(i).
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Proof of Proposition 3.10(i). From (3.15) and (3.18), we first deduce that, for any s ∈ (0, n), δ ∈
(0,∞), and f , g ∈ S(Rn),

∣∣∣(Ts,δ( f ), g)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣(V(Gs,δ ∗ f ), g)
∣∣∣(3.20)

≤
"
Rn×Rn

|V(x)|Gs,δ(x − y)| f (y)||g(x)| dx dy

=

"
Rn×Rn

[
|V(x)|[Gs,δ(x − y)]1−θ1 [hs,δ(y)]−γ | f (y)|θ2

]

×
[
[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1 |g(x)|| f (y)|1−θ2 [hs,δ(y)]γ

]
dx dy

≤ Ws,δ

{"
Rn×Rn

|V(x)|r[Gs,δ(x − y)](1−θ1)r[hs,δ(y)]−γr | f (y)|θ2rdx dy

}1/r

= Ws,δ

{∫

Rn

[hs,δ(y)](1−γ)r | f (y)|θ2r dy

}1/r

≤ Ws,δ

∥∥∥[hs,δ]
1−γ∥∥∥

Lrν(Rn)

∥∥∥| f |θ2
∥∥∥

Lrν′ (Rn)
,

where Ws,δ is as in (3.18). Moreover, by (3.17), the assumption 1
q
< 1

p
+ 1

t
< min{1, 1+ θ1( s

n
− 1)+

1
q
− 1

r
}, and an elementary calculation, we conclude that



1

r′ν′ρ2

+
1

rν′
=

1

p
,

1

r′νρ2

+
1

rν
=

1

t
,

1 <
1

ρ1

+
1

ρ2

≤ 1 +
θ1r′(s − n) + n

n
,

r′ρ1 = q′, (1 − θ2)r′ν′ρ2 = p, γr′νρ2 = t, (1 − γ)rν = t, θ2rν′ = p.

Now, applying (3.20), (3.16), and Lemma 3.11 with α̃ ≤ θ1r′(s − n) + n therein, we obtain

∣∣∣(VGs,δ ∗ f , g)
∣∣∣

≤ Ws,δ

∥∥∥[hs,δ]
1−γ∥∥∥

Lrν(Rn)

∥∥∥| f |θ2
∥∥∥

Lrν′ (Rn)

. δ(n−s)θ1+(α̃−n)/r′
∥∥∥|g|r′

∥∥∥1/r′

Lρ1 (Rn)

∥∥∥∥| f |(1−θ2)r′ h
γr′

s,δ

∥∥∥∥
1/r′

Lρ2 (Rn)

∥∥∥[hs,δ]
1−γ∥∥∥

Lrν(Rn)

∥∥∥| f |θ2
∥∥∥

Lrν′ (Rn)

. δ(n−s)θ1+(α̃−n)/r′‖g‖Lq′ (Rn)

∥∥∥| f |1−θ2
∥∥∥

Lr′ν′ρ2 (Rn)

∥∥∥[hs,δ]
γ
∥∥∥

Lr′νρ2 (Rn)

∥∥∥[hs,δ]
1−γ∥∥∥

Lrν(Rn)

∥∥∥| f |θ2
∥∥∥

Lrν′ (Rn)

∼ δ(n−s)θ1+(α̃−n)/r′‖g‖Lq′ (Rn)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn)‖hs,δ‖Lt(Rn)

. δ(n−s)+(α−n)/r+(α̃−n)/r′Mα,r,t,1/δ(V)‖g‖Lq′ (Rn)‖ f ‖Lp(Rn),

which completes the proof of Proposition 3.10(i). �

To prove Proposition 3.10(ii), for any given s ∈ (0, n) and δ ∈ (0,∞), and, for any g ∈ S(Rn),

define

W̃s,δ :=

{"
Rn×Rn

[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1r′ |g(x)|r′[hs,δ(y)]r′ dx dy

}1/r′

,
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where Gs,δ and hs,δ are, respectively, as in (3.2) and (3.15). Similarly to Lemma 3.11, we have the

following estimate for W̃s,δ.

Lemma 3.12. Let s ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ (1, 2], and α ∈ (0, n) satisfy α − n < r(s − n) + nr
r′ and

2n > r′(n − s). Then

W̃s,δ . δ
α/r−s Mα,r,∞,1/δ(V)‖g‖Lr′ (Rn)

with the implicit positive constant independent of δ.

Proof. Write

W̃s,δ =

{∫

Rn

[∫

Rn

[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1r′[hs,δ(y)]r′ dy

]
|g(x)|r′ dx

}1/r′

=:

{∫

Rn

Qs,δ(x)|g(x)|r′ dx

}1/r′

.

By (3.15), r′/r ≥ 1, and the Minkowski integral inequality, we conclude that, for any x ∈ Rn,

Qs,δ(x) =



∫

Rn

[
Gs,δ(x − y)

]θ1r′
[∫

Rn

|V(z)|r {Gs,δ(z − y)
}(1−θ1)r

dz

]r′/r

dy



r
r′ ·

r′
r

≤

∫

Rn

{∫

Rn

[Gs,δ(z − y)](1−θ1)r′[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1r′ dy

}r/r′

|V(z)|r dz



r′
r

≤
[∫

Rn

{
[Gs,δ]

(1−θ1)r′ ∗ [Gs,δ]
θ1r′(x − z)

}r/r′ |V(z)|r dz

] r′
r

.

Using Lemma 3.1(i), we obtain

[Gs,δ]
(1−θ1)r′ ∗ [Gs,δ]

θ1r′ = δ(n−s)r′[Gs(δ·)](1−θ1)r′ ∗ [Gs(δ·)]θ1r′ .

Moreover, by the assumptions s ∈ (0, n) and 2n > r′(n − s), we know that there exists a θ1 ∈ (0, 1)

such that θ1r′(s − n) + n > 0 and (1 − θ1)r′(s − n) + n > 0, which, combined with Lemma 3.1(iv),

implies that

[Gs(δ·)](1−θ1)r′ ∗ [Gs(δ·)]θ1r′ = G(1−θ1)r′(s−n)+n(δ·) ∗Gθ1r′(s−n)+n(δ·).

Thus, by Lemma 3.1(i) again, we further obtain

[Gs,δ]
(1−θ1)r′ ∗ [Gs,δ]

θ1r′ =
[
δ(1−θ1)(n−s)r′G(1−θ1)r′(s−n)+n(δ·)

]
∗
[
δθ1(n−s)r′Gθ1r′(s−n)+n(δ·)

]

= G(1−θ1)r′(s−n)+n,δ ∗Gθ1r′(s−n)+n,δ = Gr′(s−n)+2n,δ.

This implies that

∥∥∥Qs,δ

∥∥∥1/r′

L∞(Rn)
.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

{∫

Rn

[
Gr′(s−n)+2n,δ(· − z)

]r/r′ |V(z)|r dz

} 1
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Rn)

.



26 Jun Cao, Yu Liu, Dachun Yang and Chao Zhang

Using the assumption α − n < r(s − n) + nr
r′ and following the estimation of C̃s,r,t,δ(V) in the proof

of Lemma 3.8, we obtain

∥∥∥Qs,δ

∥∥∥1/r′

L∞(Rn)
. δα/r−sMα,r,∞,1/δ(V),

which implies that

W̃s,δ =

{∫

Rn

Qs,δ(x)|g(x)|r′ dx

}1/r′

. δα/r−s Mα,r,∞,1/δ(V)‖g‖Lr′ (Rn)

and hence completes the proof of Lemma 3.12. �

Applying Lemma 3.12, we now show Proposition 3.10(ii).

Proof of Proposition 3.10(ii). For any given s ∈ (0, n) and δ ∈ (0,∞), and any f , g ∈ S(Rn), by

Lemma 3.12, we write
∣∣∣(Ts,δ( f ), g)

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣(VGs,δ ∗ f , g)
∣∣∣

≤
"
Rn×Rn

|V(x)|Gs,δ(x − y)| f (y)||g(x)| dx dy

=

"
Rn×Rn

{
|V(x)|[Gs,δ(x − y)]1−θ1 [hs,δ(y)]−1| f (y)|

} {
[Gs,δ(x − y)]θ1 [hs,δ(y)]|g(x)|

}
dx dy

≤ W̃s,δ

{"
Rn×Rn

|V(x)|r[Gs,δ(x − y)](1−θ1)r[hs,δ(y)]−r | f (y)|r dx dy

}1/r

= W̃s,δ ‖ f ‖Lr(Rn)

. δα/r−s Mα,r,∞,1/δ(V) ‖ f ‖Lr(Rn) ‖g‖Lr′ (Rn).

This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.10(ii). �

4 Perturbation estimates for resolvents

This section is devoted to the perturbation estimate for the resolvent related to the Schrödinger

operator L = P(D) + V , which is essential to the estimate of the heat kernel. We consider two

kinds of perturbations: the summation and the exponential perturbations.

4.1 Summation perturbation estimates

We first need the following estimates for the resolvent of the homogeneous elliptic operator

P(D). For the sake of homogeneity, we always use (λ2m − T )−1, where λ ∈ C, to denote the

resolvent of a 2m-order differential operator T in this section.

Lemma 4.1. Let m ∈ N, λ2m ∈ C\[0,∞), q ∈ (1,∞), and P(D) be a homogeneous elliptic operator

of order 2m with real constant coefficients as in (2.2).

(i) Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of λ, such that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),
∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ C

|λ|2m
‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).
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(ii) For any s ∈ (0, 2m] and p ∈ [q,∞) satisfying n
2
(1

q
− 1

p
) < m − s/2, there exists a positive

constant C2, independent of λ, such that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)s/2 (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

≤ C2|λ|−[2m−s+n( 1
p
− 1

q
)]‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).(4.1)

Proof. We first prove (i). If λ2m ∈ (−∞, 0), then let m(ξ) = 1
1+P(ξ) with P(ξ) =

∑
|α|=2m aαξ

α for

any ξ ∈ Rn as in (2.1). From an elementary calculation and the uniform ellipticity condition (2.1),

it follows that m(ξ) satisfies the Mihlin condition

∣∣∣∣∂αξm(ξ)
∣∣∣∣ . |ξ|−|α|

for any multi-index |α| ≤ ⌊ n
2
⌋ + 1 and ξ ∈ Rn \ {~0n}. Thus, by the Hörmander–Mihlin multiplier

theorem (see [29, Theorem 5.2.7]), we know that Tm is bounded on Lq(Rn) for any given q ∈
(1,∞). Moreover, for any ξ ∈ Rn, let

mλ(ξ) := m (ξ/λ) =
1

1 + P (ξ/λ)
=

λ2m

λ2m + P(ξ)

for any given λ2m ∈ (0,∞). By the dilation invariant property of the Lq(Rn) Fourier multiplier (see

[29, Theorem 2.5.14]), we conclude that Tmλ is also bounded on Lq(Rn) for any given q ∈ (1,∞).

This immediately shows that (i) holds true when λ2m ∈ (−∞, 0).

We now consider the case λ2m ∈ C \R. To this end, we follow the idea used in the proof of [51,

Theorem 2.6]. For any given λ2m = |λ|2meiθ ∈ C \ R, let z = |λ|2meiθ0 be a rotation of λ2m to the

right half complex plane satisfying |θ0| < π2 and |θ − θ0| < π2 . Since P(D) is a sectorial operator of

angle 0, we find that P(D) generates a bounded holomorphic semigroup in the right half complex

plane (see, for instance, [32, Proposition 3.4.4]). Moreover, by the higher order Gaussian upper

bound of its heat kernel (see Lemma 2.1) and an argument similar to that used in the proof of [50,

Theorem 6.16], we know that, for any given such θ and θ0, and any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣Kte−i(θ−θ0)(x, y)
∣∣∣ . 1

tn/(2m)
exp

{
− c̃0|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
.(4.2)

Now, let k ∈ N satisfy kn > 2m. Since the semigroup generated by −P(D) is holomorphic in the

right half complex plane, we deduce from the Phillips calculus for semigroup generators (see [32,

Proposition 3.3.5]), z = λ2mei(θ0−θ), and the change of variables (t = e−i(θ−θ0 )̃t) that

ei(θ−θ0)
(
λ2m + P(D)

)−1/k
=

ei(θ−θ0)

Γ(1/k)

∫ ∞

0

t1/k−1e−tλ2m

e−tP(D)dt

=
ei(θ−θ0)(1−1/k)

Γ(1/k)

∫ ∞

0

t̃ 1/k−1e−̃tze−̃te−i(θ−θ0)P(D) dt̃,

which, together with (4.2), implies that the integral kernel Kλ,k(x, y) of (λ2m + P(D))−1/k satisfies,

for any x, y ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣Kλ,k(x, y)
∣∣∣ .

∫ ∞

0

e−t|λ|2m cos θ0 t1/k−n/(2m) exp

{
− c̃0|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
dt

t
(4.3)
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∼ |x − y|2m/k−n

∫ ∞

0

s1/k−n/(2m) exp
{
− cos θ0|λ|2m|x − y|2m s − c̃0s−1/(2m−1)

} ds

s

∼ |x − y|2m/k−n

∫ ∞

0

s1/k−n/(2m) exp{−ǫs− 1
2m−1 }

× exp

{
− cos θ0|λ|2m|x − y|2m s − (̃c0 − ǫ)s−

1
2m−1

}
ds

s
,

where we made the change of variables t = s|x − y|2m in the second equality. Since kn > 2m, we

know that

∫ ∞

0

s1/k−n/(2m) exp

{
−ǫs− 1

2m−1

}
ds

s
. 1.

Next, for any s ∈ (0,∞), let

F(s) := exp

{
−ǫs− 1

2m−1

}
exp

{
− cos θ0|λ|2m|x − y|2m s − (̃c0 − ǫ)s−

1
2m−1

}
.

It is easy to see that F(s) . exp{−c8|λ||x − y|} for some positive constant c8 which is independent

of s, x, y, and λ. By this and (4.3), we obtain

∣∣∣Kλ,k(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |x − y|2m/k−n exp {−c8|λ||x − y|} =: Pλ,k(x − y).

Now, applying the Young inequality, we obtain, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m + P(D)

)−1/k
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

=
∥∥∥Pλ,k ∗ f

∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ ‖Pλ,k‖L1‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) .
1

|λ|2m/k
‖ f ‖Lq(Rn),

which immediately shows (i).

To prove (ii), for any f ∈ Lq(Rn), write

(
|λ|2 − ∆

)s/2 (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f =

(
|λ|2 − ∆

)−(m−s/2) ◦
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)m (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f .(4.4)

Using the uniform ellipticity condition (2.1) of P(D) and the Hörmander–Mihlin multiplier theo-

rem, we know that the operator ∆mP(D)−1 is bounded on Lq(Rn) for any given q ∈ (1,∞). From

this and (i), it follows that

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

.

∥∥∥∥∥P(D)
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) +

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
2m

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn),

which, combined with the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality (see Lemma 3.4), implies that

∥∥∥∥∥
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)m (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

(4.5)

.

m∑

k=0

|λ|2k

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m−k

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)
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.

m∑

k=0

|λ|2k

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
k/m

Lq(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
(m−k)/m

Lq(Rn)

.


m∑

k=0

|λ|2m

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)



k/m 
m∑

k=0

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)



(m−k)/m

. ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) .

On the other hand, since the kernel of the semigroup {et∆} satisfies the Gaussian upper bound,

we know that, for any given 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞, and any t ∈ (0,∞) and g ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥et∆g
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
. t

n
2

( 1
p
− 1

q
)‖g‖Lq(Rn).

Thus, by the Phillips calculus for semigroup generators again (see [32, Proposition 3.3.5]) and the

assumption n
2
( 1

p
− 1

q
) < m − s/2, we know that

∥∥∥∥∥
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)−(m−s/2)
g

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

=

∥∥∥∥∥
1

Γ(m − s/2)

∫ ∞

0

tm−s/2−1e−|λ|
2tet∆g dt

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

.

∫ ∞

0

tm−s/2−1e−|λ|
2t
∥∥∥et∆g

∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

dt

. |λ|−[2m−s+n( 1
p
− 1

q
)]‖g‖Lq(Rn),

which, together with (4.4) and (4.5), shows (ii). This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

Based on Lemma 4.1, we now give the first perturbation result as follows.

Proposition 4.2. Let m ∈ N, s ∈ (0, 2m], λ2m ∈ C \ [0,∞), q ∈ (1,∞), and p ∈ [q,∞) satisfy
n
2

(
1
q
− 1

p

)
< m− s/2. Assume that V is a measurable function on Rn and the operator Ts,|λ|, defined

as in (3.1), is bounded from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn) satisfying

C(|λ|) := C2|λ|−[2m−s+n( 1
p
− 1

q
)]
∥∥∥Ts,|λ|

∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)→Lq(Rn)

< 1,(4.6)

where the constant C2 is as in (4.1). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any

f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − P(D) − V

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ C

1 −C(|λ|)

1

|λ|2m
‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and (4.6), we obtain, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

(4.7)

=

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)−s/2 ◦
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)s/2 (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤
∥∥∥Ts,|λ|

∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)→Lq(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
|λ|2 − ∆

)s/2 (
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

≤ C2|λ|−[2m−s+n( 1
p
− 1

q
)]
∥∥∥Ts,|λ|

∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)→Lq(Rn)

‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) < ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).
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This implies that the operator I − V(λ2m − P(D))−1 has a bounded inverse given by the Neumann

series [
I − V

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
]−1

=

∞∑

k=0

[
V

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
]k

on Lq(Rn) (see, for instance, [26, p. 162]) that satisfies

∥∥∥∥∥
[
I − V(λ2m − P(D))−1

]−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
≤
∞∑

k=0

∥∥∥∥∥∥
(
V

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
)k
∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)

(4.8)

≤ 1

1 −C(|λ|)
< ∞.

Thus, the following perturbed resolvent identity (see, for instance, [26, p. 172, Lemma 2.5])

(
λ2m − P(D) − V

)−1
=

(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1 [
I − V(λ2m − P(D))−1

]−1
(4.9)

holds true. Then (4.9), combined with (4.8) and Lemma 4.1, implies that

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − P(D) − V

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
.

1

|λ|2m

1

1 −C(|λ|)
.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.2. �

4.2 Exponential perturbation estimates

Let L := P(D) + V be the higher order Schrödinger operator as in (2.3). In this subsection,

we establish the exponential perturbation estimate for the resolvent of L. To this end, for any two

closed subsets E and F in Rn, the intrinsic distance dE is defined by setting

dE(E, F) := sup
φ∈E2m(Rn)

[
inf {φ(x) − φ(y) : ∀ x ∈ E, y ∈ F}] ,

where

E2m(Rn) :=
{
φ ∈ C∞(Rn) :

∥∥∥Dαφ
∥∥∥

L∞(Rn)
≤ 1, ∀ 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 2m

}
(4.10)

and C∞(Rn) denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on Rn.

Let us recall the following properties of the intrinsic distance from [14, Lemma 4].

Lemma 4.3. Let E and F be two disjoint compact convex subsets in Rn. Then

dE(E, F) ∼ d(E, F)

with the positive equivalence constants independent of E and F, where

d(E, F) := inf{|x − y| : ∀ x ∈ E, y ∈ F}

denotes the Euclidean distance between E and F.
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Now, for any given η ∈ C and φ ∈ E2m(Rn), the exponential perturbed operator Lη,φ of L is

defined by setting

dom (Lη,φ) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rn) : eηφ f ∈ dom (L)

}

and, for any f ∈ dom (Lη,φ),

Lη,φ f := e−ηφL
(
eηφ f

)
.(4.11)

Remark 4.4. (i) If η ∈ R, let L2
η,φ(R

n) be the weighted space equipped with the norm

‖ f ‖L2
η,φ(R

n) :=

{∫

Rn

| f (x)|2 e2ηφ(x) dx

}1/2

.

Since eηφ is an isometry from L2
η,φ(R

n) to L2(Rn), it follows from [26, p. 59] that the operator

−Lη,φ generates a semigroup {e−ηφe−tLeηφ}t>0 on the weighted space L2
η,φ(R

n) that is similar

to {e−tL}t>0 on L2(Rn), Moreover, σ(L) = σ(Lη,φ) and the following perturbation identity

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
= e−ηφ

(
λ2m − L

)−1
eηφ on L2

η,φ(R
n)(4.12)

holds true for any given λ2m ∈ ρ(L).

(ii) If η ∈ Cn is a n-dimensional complex vector, then, similarly to Lη,φ in (4.11), another

exponential perturbed operator Lη of L is defined by setting

Lη f := e−ηxL (
eηx f

)
(4.13)

with dom (Lη) := { f ∈ L2(Rn) : eηx f ∈ dom (L)} (see [61, Chapter 5.3] for more de-

tails). As we show later in this subsection, the perturbed operators Lη and Lη,φ share many

properties.

In what follows, we establish some resolvent estimates for both Lη,φ and Lη, and show that

the perturbation identity (4.12) holds true also for some η that are complex. To this end, we use

C2m(Rn) for any m ∈ N to denote the set of all functions having continuous derivatives till order

2m and we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let η ∈ C and V be a measurable function on Rn. Assume that L and Lη,φ are

respectively as in (2.3) and (4.11). Then, for any f ∈ C2m(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

Lη,φ f (x) = (P(D + ηDφ) + V) f (x),(4.14)

where P(D + ηDφ) =
∑
|α|=2m(−1)maα(D + ηDφ)

α.

Proof. For any given j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, any f ∈ C2m(Rn) and x ∈ Rn, it is easy to see that

e−ηφ
∂

∂x j

(
eηφ f

)
(x) =

(
∂

∂x j

+ η
∂φ

∂x j

)
f (x),

which, together with (4.11), shows (4.14) holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.5. �
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The following proposition establishes the resolvent estimate for Lη,φ.

Proposition 4.6. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and λ2m ∈ C \ [0,∞). Assume that L and Lη,φ are defined,

respectively, as in (2.3) and (4.11). If

∥∥∥∥∥
(
1 + |λ|2m

) (
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
+

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
< ∞,(4.15)

then there exist positive constants C and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any η ∈ C satisfying |η| < δ|λ|
and f ∈ Lp(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
2m

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).(4.16)

Proof. For any given p ∈ (1,∞) and λ2m ∈ C \ [0,∞), and any f ∈ Lp(Rn), let

g :=
(
λ2m − L

)−1
( f ).(4.17)

By Lemma 4.5 and (4.10), we obtain, for any x ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(Lη,φ − L)g(x)
∣∣∣ .

∑

|α|=2m

∣∣∣(D + ηDφ)αg(x) − Dαg(x)
∣∣∣(4.18)

.

2m−1∑

k=0

2m−k∑

l=1

∣∣∣∇kg(x)
∣∣∣ |η|l .

2m−1∑

k=0

(
|η| + |η|2m−k

) ∣∣∣∇kg(x)
∣∣∣ ,

which, combined with the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality (see Lemma 3.4) and the assumptions

|η| < δ|λ| with δ < 1, implies that

∥∥∥(Lη,φ − L)g
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
.

2m−1∑

k=0

(
|η| + |η|2m−k

) ∥∥∥∇kg
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
(4.19)

.

2m−1∑

k=0

(
|η|2m−k‖g‖

2m−k
2m

Lp(Rn)

∥∥∥∆mg
∥∥∥

k
2m

Lp(Rn)
+ |η|‖g‖

2m−k
2m

Lp(Rn)

∥∥∥∆mg
∥∥∥

k
2m

Lp(Rn)

)

. δ

2m−1∑

k=0

[(
|λ| 2m

2m−k + |λ|2m
)
‖g‖Lp(Rn)

] 2m−k
2m ∥∥∥∆mg

∥∥∥
k

2m

Lp(Rn)

. δ
[(

1 + |λ|2m
)
‖g‖Lp(Rn) + ‖∆mg‖Lp(Rn)

]
.

On the other hand, similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1(ii), we know that the operator ∆mP(D)−1

is bounded on Lp(Rn). By this, (4.15), and (4.17), we obtain

(
1 + |λ|2m

)
‖g‖Lp(Rn) +

∥∥∥∆mg
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)

.

(
1 + |λ|2m

)
‖g‖Lp(Rn) + ‖P(D)g‖Lp(Rn)

.

(
1 + |λ|2m

)
‖g‖Lp(Rn) +

∥∥∥∥
(
P(D) + V − λ2m

)
g
∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
+ ‖Vg‖Lp(Rn) . ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn) .
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Thus, if the constant δ in (4.19) is sufficiently small, we then have

∥∥∥∥∥(Lη,φ − L)
(
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
< 1,

which implies that the operator I − (Lη,φ − L)
(
λ2m − L

)−1
has a bounded inverse on Lp(Rn). By

the identity

λ2m − Lη,φ =
[
I − (Lη,φ − L)

(
λ2m − L

)−1
]

(λ2m − L)

and (4.15), we conclude that (λ2m −Lη,φ)−1 exists and (4.16) holds true. This finishes the proof of

Proposition 4.6. �

Remark 4.7. Let Lη be the exponential perturbed operator as in (4.13) with η ∈ Cn. Since, for

any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, f ∈ C2m(Rn), and x ∈ Rn,

e−ηx
∂

∂x j

(
eηx f

)
(x) =

(
∂

∂x j

+ η j

)
f (x),

it follows that, for any f ∈ C2m(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

Lη f (x) = (P(D + η) + V) f (x),

where P(D + η) =
∑
|α|=2m(−1)maα(D + η)

α (see also [61, (5.92)]). Similarly to (4.18), we also

obtain, for g as in (4.17) and any x ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(Lη − L)g(x)
∣∣∣ .

∑

|α|=2m

∣∣∣(D + η)αg(x) − Dαg(x)
∣∣∣ .

2m−1∑

k=0

|η|2m−k
∣∣∣∇kg(x)

∣∣∣ .

Here, since η is a constant vector, we only have the term |η|2m−k in the last formula, while in (4.18)

we need |η| + |η|2m−k. This is the main difference for applications of the exponential perturbed

operators Lη,φ and Lη.
Thus, following the argument used in (4.19) in the proof of Proposition 4.6, we further obtain

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
2m

(
λ2m − Lη

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − Lη

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn)

with the implicit positive constant independent of λ, η, and f , under the assumption that

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
2m

(
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
+

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
< ∞

which is slightly different from (4.15).

Now, for any given λ2m ∈ ρ(Lη,φ), it is well known that the resolvent (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 is holo-

morphic on λ2m due to the resolvent identity

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 −
(
ζ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
=

(
ζ2m − λ2m

) (
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 (
ζ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
.
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In what follows, we show that (λ2m−Lη,φ)−1 is also holomorphic on η for any fixed λ2m ∈ ρ(Lη,φ).
That is, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn), the limit

lim
h→0

(λ2m − Lη+h,φ)
−1 f − (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 f

h
(4.20)

exists in Lp(Rn) (see [39, Section B.3] for some backgrounds about the vector-valued holomorphic

functions). To this end, we need the following resolvent identity.

Lemma 4.8. Let η, h ∈ C, λ2m ∈ C\[0,∞), and L andLη,φ be defined, respectively, as in (2.3) and

(4.11). Assume that L satisfies (4.15), and η and h satisfy |η| + |h| < δ|λ| with δ as in Proposition

4.6. Then it holds true that

(
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1 −
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
=

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 (
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
.

Proof. Since L satisfies (4.15) and |η| + |h| < δ|λ|, we deduce from Proposition 4.6 that both

(λ2m − Lη+h,φ)
−1 and (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 exist. Moreover, we have

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
+

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 (
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1

=
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 [(
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)
+

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)] (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1

=
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 (
λ2m − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
=

(
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
,

which completes the proof of Lemma 4.8. �

In what follows, for any m ∈ N and q ∈ (1,∞), the Sobolev space W2m,q(Rn) is defined by

setting

W2m,q(Rn) :=


f ∈ Lp(Rn) : ‖ f ‖W2m,q(Rn) :=


2m∑

k=0

∑

|α|=k

∥∥∥Dα f
∥∥∥p

Lp(Rn)



1/p

< ∞


.

Proposition 4.9. Let λ2m ∈ C \ [0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞), and L and Lη,φ be defined, respectively, as in

(2.3) and (4.11). Assume that L satisfies (4.15) and η satisfies |η| < δ|λ| with δ as in Proposition

4.6. Then

(i) (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 is holomorphic on η.

(ii) For any f ∈ Lp(Rn), (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 f = e−ηφ(λ2m − L)−1(eηφ f ) in Lp(Rn).

Proof. We first prove (i). For any f ∈ Lp(Rn), let uη := (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 f . We need to show the

limit of (4.20) exists in Lp(Rn). By Proposition 4.6, it is easy to see that uη ∈ W2m,p(Rn) and

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)
uη = f .(4.21)

Differentiating both sides of the identity with respect to η, we conclude that

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

) ∂uη
∂η
=
∂Lη,φ
∂η

uη =: g,(4.22)
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where
∂Lη,φ
∂η =

∑
|α|=2m(−1)maα

∂
∂η (D + ηDφ)

α. Since uη ∈ W2m,p(Rn), we know that g ∈ Lp(Rn).

Now, let ν := (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1g ∈ Lp(Rn) and

uη,h :=
1

h

(
uη+h − uη

)

with h ∈ C and |h| ≪ 1 small enough. Then, using Lemma 4.8, we obtain

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

) (
uη,h − ν

)
=

1

h

[(
λ2m − Lη,φ

) ((
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1 −
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
)]

f − g(4.23)

=
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
f − g

=
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)
uη+h − g.

Let Fh := 1
h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)
(uη+h − uη). By (4.21) and Lemma 4.8, we easily know that

Fh =
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) ((
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1 −
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
)

f(4.24)

=
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 ◦
(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
f .

From Lemma 4.5, (4.18), and the assumptions |η| < δ|λ|, |δ| < 1, and |h| < 1, we deduce that, for

any u ∈ W2m,p(Rn),
∣∣∣∣
(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)
u
∣∣∣∣ .

∑

|α|=2m

∣∣∣[(D + ηDφ) + hDφ
]α

u − (D + ηDφ)α u
∣∣∣

.

2m−1∑

k=0

2m−k∑

l=1

∑

|β|=k

∣∣∣(D + ηDφ)β u
∣∣∣ |h|l

≤ C(λ)|h|


2m−1∑

k=0

∣∣∣∇ku
∣∣∣
 ,

where the positive constant C(λ) depends on λ, but is independent of h and u. Applying Proposition

4.6 and letting |h| ≪ 1 small enough, we obtain
∥∥∥∥∥
(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
+

∥∥∥∥∥
(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)

. |h|,

which, together with (4.24), implies that

‖Fh‖Lp(Rn) =

∥∥∥∥∥
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1 ◦
(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
λ2m − Lη+h,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

. |h|‖ f ‖Lp(Rn),

and hence limh→0 ‖Fh‖Lp(Rn) = 0. By this, (4.23), and Proposition 4.6 again, we conclude that

∥∥∥uη,h − ν
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)
.

∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

) (
uη,h − ν

)∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)
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.

∥∥∥∥∥
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

) (
uη+h − uη

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)
uη − g

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

. ‖Fh‖Lp(Rn) +

∥∥∥∥∥
1

h

(
Lη+h,φ − Lη,φ

)
uη − g

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn)

,

which, together with (4.22), shows that the above norm turns to 0 as h→ 0. This shows that

lim
h→0

(λ2m − Lη+h,φ)
−1 f − (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 f

h
= ν

in Lp(Rn). Thus, the limit of (4.20) exists in Lp(Rn), which shows (i).

For (ii), it is easy to see that (ii) holds true when η is a pure imaginary number, because, in

this case, eηφ is an isometry on L2(Rn) for any φ ∈ E2m(Rn) (see also Remark 4.4 for a similar

case). Then, by (i), we conclude that (λ2m − Lη,φ)−1 is holomorphic on η for any η ∈ C satisfying

|η| < δ|λ|. This, combined with the Morera theorem, shows that (ii) holds true for any such η,

which shows (ii) and hence completes the proof of Proposition 4.9. �

Remark 4.10. Let Lη be the exponential perturbed operator as in (4.13) with η ∈ Cn. Following

the proof of Proposition 4.9, we obtain that (λ2m − Lη)−1 is also holomorphic on η. Moreover, for

any given p ∈ (1,∞) and any f ∈ Lp(Rn),

(λ2m − Lη)−1 f = e−ηx(λ2m − L)−1(eηx f )(4.25)

in Lp(Rn) (see [61, Lemma 5.15 and (5.103)] for similar results).

5 Estimates for heat kernels

In this section, we prove the main results of this article, based on the perturbation estimates

established in Section 4. To begin with, we first summarize some boundedness results of the

resolvent of Lη,φ and Lη, respectively, as in (4.11) and (4.13).

5.1 Preliminaries on parameters

For any given m ∈ N, q ∈ (1,∞), p ∈ [q,∞), and s ∈ (0, 2m] satisfying

0 ≤ n

(
1

q
− 1

p

)
≤ 2m − s,(5.1)

let V be a measurable function on Rn. We summarize the following four groups of Schechter-type

conditions based on (4.6) in Propositions 4.2, 3.3, 3.6, 3.9, and 3.10, respectively.

(i) The parameters p, q, s, α, and S 1 satisfy


q ∈
[
1,

n

n − s

)
,

α ∈ (0, (s − n)q + n],

S 1 := s − 2m + n

(
1

q
− 1

p

)
+ n − s +

α − n

q
,

C2C|λ|S 1 Mα,q,p′,1/|λ|(V) < 1

(5.2)

with C2 and C as in (4.1) and (3.5).
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(ii) The parameters p, q, s, α, t, σ, and S 2 satisfy



t, σ ∈ [1,∞],
1

q
=

1

t
+

1

σ
,

1

σ
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

σ
+

s

n
,

S 2 := s − 2m + n

(
1

q
− 1

p

)
− s

[
1 − n

s

(
1

p
− 1

σ

)]
,

C2C|λ|S 2‖V‖Lt(Rn) < 1

(5.3)

with C2 and C as in (4.1) and (3.6).

(iii) The parameters p, q, s, α, t, and S 3 satisfy



s ∈ (0, n/2), q ∈ [2,∞), t ∈ [q,∞], r ∈
[
q,

2n

n − 2s

)
,

α ∈
(
0, n +

(2s − n)r

2

]
,

1

t
+

1

r
=

1

q
,

S 3 := s − 2m + n

(
1

q
− 1

p

)
+

1

r

[
(n − 2s)r

2
+ α − n

]
,

C2C|λ|S 3 Mα,r,t,1/|λ|(V) < 1

(5.4)

with C2 and C as in (4.1) and (3.12).

(iv) The parameters p, q, s, α, and S 4 satisfy


p = q ∈ (1, 2], α ∈ (0, n),

α − n ≤ p(s − n) +
np

p′
,

2n > p′(n − s),

S 4 := α/p − 2m,

C2C|λ|S 4 Mα,p,∞,1/|λ|(V) < 1

(5.5)

with C2 and C as in (4.1) and (3.14).

For the sake of simplicity, we use the same notation M|λ|(V) to denote the last quantity in (5.2)

through (5.5), respectively. By (2.8), it is easy to find that, for any c ∈ (0,∞),

M|λ|(cV) = cM|λ|(V).(5.6)

We first show that, for parameters satisfying (5.2) through (5.5), the higher order Schrödinger

operator L defined in (2.3) can be extended to a closed operator on W2m,q(Rn) for any given

q ∈ (1,∞).

Proposition 5.1. Let λ2m ∈ C\[0,∞), q ∈ (1,∞), p ∈ [q,∞), and s ∈ (0, 2m] satisfy (5.1). Assume

that L is as in (2.3) and one of (5.2) through (5.5) holds true. Then L is a closed linear operator

on W2m,q(Rn).
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Proof. For any given q ∈ (1,∞), it is known that P(D) can be extended to a closed linear operator

on Lq(Rn) with the domain

domq(P(D)) = W2m,q(Rn).

If one of (5.2) through (5.5) holds true, then, by applying Proposition 4.2 [see, in particular, (4.7)],

we know that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

‖V f ‖Lq(Rn) =

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1 ◦
(
λ2m − P(D)

)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

< ‖P(D) f ‖Lq(Rn) + |λ|2m‖ f ‖Lq(Rn),

which implies that V is relatively bounded with respect to P(D), with bound constant strictly less

than 1. Thus, by [26, p. 171, Lemma 2.4], we conclude that P(D) + V is closed on W2m,q(Rn).

This finishes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

The next result summarizes the boundedness of the resolvent (λ − Lη,φ)−1 based on the condi-

tions (5.2) through (5.5).

Proposition 5.2. Let m ∈ N, λ2m ∈ C \ [0,∞), q ∈ (1,∞), p ∈ [q,∞), and s ∈ (0, 2m] satisfy (5.1).

Assume that L and Lη,φ are defined, respectively, as in (2.3) and (4.11). If one of (5.2) through

(5.5) holds true and
∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ2m − L

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
< ∞,(5.7)

then there exist positive constants C and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any η ∈ C satisfying |η| < δ|λ|
and f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
2m

(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ2m − Lη,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).(5.8)

Proof. Let parameters p, q, s, α, and {S i}4i=1
satisfy (5.2) through (5.5). It is easy to see that

C(|λ|) := C2|λ|−[2m−s−n( 1
q−

1
p )]

∥∥∥Ts,|λ|
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
< 1.

Thus, by Propositions 4.2, we know that, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn),
∥∥∥∥∥|λ|

2m
(
λ2m − L

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

.
1

1 −C(|λ|)
‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).

Moreover, by (4.7) through (4.9), we have
∥∥∥∥∥V

(
λ2m − L

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

.

∥∥∥∥∥V
(
λ2m − P(D)

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥
[
I − V(λ2m − P(D))−1

]−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

.
1

1 −C(|λ|)
‖ f ‖Lq(Rn),

which, together with (5.7), shows (4.15). By Proposition 4.6, we know that (5.8) holds true. This

finishes the proof of Proposition 5.2. �

Remark 5.3. Let Lη be the exponential perturbed operator as in (4.13) with η ∈ Cn. By Remark

4.7, we know that (5.8) holds true with Lη,φ replaced by Lη, under the same assumptions of

Proposition 5.2 but without the condition (5.7).
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5.2 Davies–Gaffney estimates

In this subsection, we establish the Davies–Gaffney estimates for the semigroup {e−tL}t>0 gen-

erated by −L by proving Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. To begin with, we first claim that −L generates a bounded holomorphic

semigroup {e−tL}t>0 on L2(Rn). Indeed, by Proposition 4.2, we know that, for any given λ ∈
C \ [0,∞) and any f ∈ L2(Rn),

∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f
∥∥∥

L2(Rn)
.

1

|λ| ‖ f ‖L2(Rn) ,

which implies that L is a sectorial operator on L2(Rn). This shows the above claim by applying

[26, Chapter II, Theorem 4.6].

Based on the L2(Rn) boundedness of {e−tL}t>0, we know that, to prove (1.15), it suffices to

consider the case t < [d(E, F)]2m . Using Proposition 4.9(ii), we find that, for any given λ ∈
C \ [0,∞), φ ∈ E2m(Rn), and η ∈ R+ satisfying η < δ|λ|1/(2m), and any f ∈ L2(Rn),

(
λ − Lη,φ

)−1
f = e−ηφ (λ − L)−1 (eηφ f )

holds true in L2(Rn) for some δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small. Then, by Proposition 4.6 and Lemma

4.3, we obtain, for any given λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) and any disjoint compact convex subsets E and F,
∥∥∥1E (λ − L)−1 1F

∥∥∥
L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)

(5.9)

=
∥∥∥1Eeηφ ◦ e−ηφ (λ − L)−1 eηφ ◦ e−ηφ1F

∥∥∥
L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)

≤
∥∥∥eηφ

∥∥∥
L∞(E)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη,φ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)

∥∥∥e−ηφ
∥∥∥

L∞(F)

.
1

|λ| exp

{
−η

[
inf
y∈F
φ(y) − sup

x∈E

φ(x)

]}
.

1

|λ| exp {−cηd(E, F)}

for some c ∈ (1,∞). Using the following identity based on functional calculus (see, for instance,

[2, (2.25)])

e−tL =
1

2πi

∫

Γ

e−tλ (λ − L)−1 dλ,(5.10)

where Γ is a path in the complex plane that consists of three parts:

Γ0 :=
{
δ = Reiθ : |θ| ≥ µ

}
, Γ+ :=

{
δ = reiµ : r ≥ R

}
, and(5.11)

Γ− :=
{
δ = re−iµ : r ≥ R

}

with µ ∈ (0, π/2) being fixed and R ∈ (0,∞) to be determined later (see Figure 2 below).

Now, for any f ∈ L2(E) with supp f ⊂ E, we estimate ‖e−tL f ‖L2(F) by considering the cor-

responding integrals over Γ+, Γ−, and Γ0, respectively. To be precise, let η := δ
c
|λ|1/(2m) and

R := ǫ[d(E,F)
t

]2m/(2m−1) with c as in (5.9) and ǫ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying δǫ1/(2m) > ǫ. Then, by (5.9) and

the assumptions µ ∈ (0, π/2) and t < [d(E, F)]2m, we obtain

I+ :=

∫

Γ+

e−tRe λ
∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f

∥∥∥
L2(F)
|dλ|
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Figure 2: The path Γ

.

∫ ∞

R

1

r
e−tr cos µe−cηd(E,F) dr ‖ f ‖L2(E)

.

(
[d(E, F)]2m

t

)−1/(2m−1)

exp

{
−δǫ1/(2m) [d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E)

. exp

{
−c̃5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E)

by choosing a suitable constant c̃5 ∈ (0,∞), which is the desired estimate. Similarly, we have

I− :=

∫

Γ−

e−tRe λ
∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f

∥∥∥
L2(F)
|dλ| . exp

{
−c̃5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E) .

For the integral over Γ0, using the fact that
∫ 2π

0
e−s cos θ dθ . es

s1/2 and the assumption δǫ1/(2m) > ǫ,

we know that

I0 :=

∫

Γ0

e−tRe λ
∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f

∥∥∥
L2(F)
|dλ|

≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

θ∈(µ,−µ)
e−tR cos θdθ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ exp

{
−δǫ1/(2m) [d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E)

. exp

{
−c̃5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E)

by choosing a suitable constant c̃5 ∈ (0,∞).

Combining the estimates for I+, I−, and I0, we conclude that (1.15) holds true. This finishes the

proof of Theorem 1.2. �

Corollary 5.4. Let m ∈ N, L = P(D) + V be the 2m-order Schrödinger operator on Rn as

in (2.3), and V a measurable function on Rn. If one of (5.2) through (5.5) holds true with

sup|λ|∈(w/2,∞) M|λ|(V) < 1 for some w ∈ (0,∞) and M|λ|(V) as in (5.6), then there exist positive
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constants C and c5 such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞), disjoint compact convex subsets E and F, and

f ∈ L2(E) with supp f ⊂ E,

∥∥∥e−tL f
∥∥∥

L2(F)
≤ Cewt exp

{
−c5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E) .(5.12)

Proof. Since one of (5.2) through (5.5) holds true, we know that sup|λ|∈(w/2,∞) C(|λ|1/(2m)) < 1, where

C(|λ|1/(2m)) is the same constant as in (4.6). Thus, following the proof of Proposition 4.2, we know

that, for any λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) satisfying |λ| > w/2,

∥∥∥(λ − L)−1
∥∥∥

L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)
.

1

1 − a

1

|λ| .(5.13)

On the other hand, let Lw := L + w. It is easy to see that there exists a µ ∈ (0, π/2) such that, for

any λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) satisfying | arg λ| ≥ ν,

|λ − w| > w/2,

which, together with (5.13), shows that, for any λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) with | arg λ| ≥ µ,

∥∥∥(λ − Lw)−1
∥∥∥

L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)
=

∥∥∥(λ − w − L)−1
∥∥∥

L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)
.

1

1 − a

1

|λ − w| .
1

1 − a

1

w
.

Thus, following the proof of Proposition 5.2, we obtain

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
(
λ − (Lw)η,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ − (Lw)η,φ

)−1
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).

Since the points λ in the integral path Γ of (5.10) (see also Figure 2) satisfy | arg λ| ≥ µ, following

the proof of Theorem 1.2, we conclude that there exists a positive constant c5 such that, for any

t ∈ (0,∞), disjoint compact convex subsets E and F, and f ∈ L2(E) with supp f ⊂ E,

∥∥∥e−tLw f
∥∥∥

L2(F)
. exp

{
−c5

[d(E, F)]2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
‖ f ‖L2(E) .

This, combined with the identity

e−tL = e−tLw ewt,

shows that (5.12) holds true. This finishes the proof of Corollary 5.4. �

Remark 5.5. (i) For any given m ∈ N and a ∈ (−2m, 0), let V(x) = ±|x|a for any x ∈ Rn \ {~0n}.
By taking the parameters in (5.1) and (5.5) with q = p = 2, s ∈ (0, 2m], α ∈ (0, n), and

α ≤ 2s, and using Remark 2.6, if further assuming a ∈ (−min{2s, n}/2, 0), we then have

Mα,2,∞,1/|λ|(V) ∼ |λ|−α/2−a with the positive equivalence constants independent of λ. This

implies that

M|λ|(V) = C2C|λ|S 4 Mα,2,∞,1/|λ|(V) ∼ |λ|S 4−( α
2
+a)
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with the positive equivalence constants independent of λ. Since S 4− (α
2
+a) = −a−2m < 0,

it follows that

sup
|λ|>ǫ0

M|λ|(V) < 1

for some ǫ0 ∈ (0,∞). Applying Corollary 5.4, we conclude that the semigroup generated by

−(P(D) + V) satisfies the local Davies–Gaffney estimate (5.12).

(ii) For any given m ∈ N and a ∈ (−∞, 0), let V(x) = ±(1 + |x|)a for any x ∈ Rn. It is easy to see

that ‖V‖Lt(Rn) . 1 for any given t ∈ (−n/a,∞), where the implicit positive constant depends

on a and t. Thus, by taking the parameters in (5.1) and (5.3) with q = p = 2, s = 2m, and

t ∈ (n/(2m),∞), we obtain

S 2 = −2m

(
1 − n

2m

1

t

)
≤ 0.

This implies sup|λ|>ǫ0 M|λ|(V) = C2C|λ|S 2‖V‖Lt(Rn) < 1 for some ǫ0 ∈ (0,∞) and hence the

semigroup generated by −(P(D) + V) satisfies the local Davies–Gaffney estimate (5.12).

5.3 Gaussian estimates

In this subsection, we establish the Gaussian estimate for the heat kernel of L by proving

Theorem 1.1. We begin with the following lemma concerning the exponential perturbed operator

Lη f := e−ηxL (eηx f ) defined in (4.11).

Lemma 5.6. Let p ∈ (1,∞). If, for any λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) and η ∈ Cn satisfying |η| < δ|λ|1/(2m) with

δ ∈ (0, 1), ‖(λ − Lη)−1‖Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn) < ∞, then ‖(λ − Lη)−1‖Lp′ (Rn)→Lp′ (Rn) < ∞ also holds true for

any such λ and η.

Proof. For any λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) and η ∈ Cn satisfying |η| < δ|λ|1/(2m) with δ ∈ (0, 1), it is easy to see

that [(
λ − Lη

)−1
]∗
=

(
λ − Lη

)−1
.

Since λ ∈ C \ [0,∞) and η ∈ Cn also satisfy |η| < δ|λ|1/(2m) with δ ∈ (0, 1), we have

∥∥∥(λ − Lη)−1
∥∥∥

Lp′ (Rn)→Lp′ (Rn)
=

∥∥∥(λ − Lη)−1
∥∥∥

Lp(Rn)→Lp(Rn)
< ∞.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.6. �

The following Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality and Sobolev embedding can be deduced from

[62, (1.2)] and [1, Theorem 4.12, PART II], respectively.

Lemma 5.7. (i) Let 1 ≤ p ≤ σ ≤ ∞ and m ∈ N satisfy 0 ≤ n
2m

( 1
p
− 1
σ ) ≤ 1. Then there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ S(Rn),

‖ f ‖Lσ(Rn) ≤ C ‖ f ‖1−θLp(Rn)

∥∥∥∆m f
∥∥∥θ

Lp(Rn)

with θ := n
2m

( 1
p
− 1
σ ).
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(ii) Let m ∈ N and q ∈ (1,∞) satisfy (2m − 1)q < n < 2mq. Then W2m,q(Rn) ⊂ Cγ(Rn) with

γ = 2m − n/q ∈ (0, 1), where Cγ(Rn) denotes the Lipschitz space of order γ on Rn equipped

with the norm

‖ f ‖Cγ(Rn) := sup
x,y∈Rn ,x,y

| f (x) − f (y)|
|x − y|γ .

Based on the aforementioned lemmas, we now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove (a). Without loss of generality, we may only consider the

case that (5.1) and one of (5.2) through (5.5) hold true for any given q ∈ (1, 2], and

sup
|λ|∈(0,∞)

M|λ|(V) < 1

with M|λ|(V) as in (5.6). In this case, applying Proposition 5.2 and Remark 5.3, we obtain

∥∥∥∥∥|λ|
(
λ − Lη

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
+

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ − Lη

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)→Lq(Rn)
. 1,(5.14)

which, together with Lemma 5.6, implies that (5.14) holds true also for any given q ∈ [2,∞),

λ ∈ C \ [0,∞), and η ∈ Cn satisfying |η| < δ|λ|1/(2m).

Now, take l ∈ Z+ and choose the numbers 2 = q0 < q1 < · · · < ql−1 < ql < ql+1 = ∞ satisfying

that, if n < 4m, then l = 1; if n ≥ 4m, then 2(l + 1) > n
2m

and



ql ∈
(

n

2m
,

n

2m − 1

)
,

n

q j

< N for any j ∈ {1, . . . , l},
1

q j

− 1

q j+1

<
2m

n
for any j ∈ {0, . . . , l − 1}.

(5.15)

Then, for any j ∈ {0, . . . , l}, let

a j :=
n

2m

(
1

q j

− 1

q j+1

)
∈ (0, 1)

with the usual convention made when ql+1 = ∞. Then, by (5.14) and Lemma 5.7, we know that,

for any f ∈ S(Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−(l+1)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Rn)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∆
m
(
λ − Lη

)−(l+1)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
al

Lql (Rn)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−(l+1)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
1−al

Lql (Rn)
(5.16)

. |λ|al−1

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−l
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lql (Rn)

.

Repeating the above argument, we then obtain

∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−(l+1)
f

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Rn)

. |λ|
∑l

j=0
(a j−1) ‖ f ‖L2(Rn) ∼ |λ|

1
2

n
2m
−(l+1) ‖ f ‖L2(Rn),(5.17)
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which, combined with a duality argument, shows that, for any g ∈ L1(Rn),
∥∥∥∥∥
(
λ − Lη

)−2(l+1)
g

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Rn)

. |λ| n
2m
−2(l+1) ‖g‖L1(Rn).(5.18)

By a well-known result from [21, p. 503, Theorem 6], we know that the operator (λ − Lη)−2(l+1)

has an integral kernel K2(l+1),η on Rn × Rn that satisfies, for any (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn,

∣∣∣K2(l+1),η(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |λ| n

2m
−2(l+1) .(5.19)

Moreover, using (4.25), we find that the operator (λ − L)−2(l+1) also has an integral kernel K2(l+1)

on Rn × Rn that satisfies, for any (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn,

∣∣∣K2(l+1)(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |λ| n

2m
−2(l+1) e(x−y)η .

Now taking η := −sgn (x − y)δ|λ|1/(2m) , we conclude that, for any (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn,

∣∣∣K2(l+1)(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |λ| n

2m
−2(l+1) exp

{
−δ|x − y||λ|1/(2m)

}
.

By the following formula

e−tL =
[2(l + 1) − 1]!

2πi(−t)2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

e−tλ (λ − L)−2(l+1) dλ

(see [2, (3.8)]), where Γ is the curve as in (5.11) (see also Figure 2), we know that e−tL has an

integral kernel pt on (0,∞) × Rn × Rn that satisfies, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn,

pt(x, y) =
[2(l + 1) − 1]!

2πi(−t)2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

e−tλK2(l+1)(x, y) dλ.(5.20)

From this, we then deduce that

|pt(x, y)| . 1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

e−t Re λ |λ| n
2m
−2(l+1) exp

{
−δ|x − y||λ|1/(2m)

}
|dλ|

=
1

t2(l+1)−1

(∫

Γ0

+

∫

Γ+

+

∫

Γ−

)
· · · |dλ|

=: I0 + I+ + I−.

For I+, by the assumptions that µ ∈ (0, π/2) and 2(l + 1) > n
2m

, we find that

I+ .
1

t2(l+1)−1

∫ ∞

R

e−tr cos µr
n

2m
−2(l+1) dr exp

{
−δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}

.
(Rt)n/(2m)−2(l+1)

tn/(2m)

∫ ∞

R

e−tr cos µ d(tr) exp

{
−δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}

.
(Rt)n/(2m)−2(l+1)

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}
.

Similarly, we also obtain

I− .
(Rt)n/(2m)−2(l+1)

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}
.
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For I0, we have

I0 .
1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

|θ|≥µ
exp {−tR cos θ} dθ R

n
2m
−2(l+1)+1 exp

{
−δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}
.

Using the fact that
∫ 2π

0
e−s cos θ dθ . es

s1/2 for any s ∈ (0,∞) (see also [2, (2.30)]), we know that

I0 .
1

tn/(2m)
(tR)n/(2m)−2(l+1)+1/2 exp

{
tR − δ|x − y|R 1

2m

}
.

Now taking R := ǫ
|x−y|2m/(2m−1)

|t|2m/(2m−1) , we then have tR = ǫ
|x−y|2m/(2m−1)

|t|1/(2m−1) and hence

δ|x − y|R 1
2m = δ|x − y|ǫ 1

2m
|x − y|1/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)
= δǫ

1
2m
|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)
.

Taking ǫ ∈ (0,∞) small enough such that δǫ1/(2m) > ǫ and using the assumption 2(l + 1) > n
2m

, we

conclude that

I0 .
1

tn/(2m)

[
|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

]n/(2m)−2(l+1)+1/2

exp

{
−

(
δǫ1/(2m) − ǫ

) |x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}

.
1

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c3

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}

by choosing a suitable constant c3 ∈ (0,∞). Combining the estimates of I0, I+, and I−, we know

that (1.10) holds true in the case q ∈ (1, 2]. The case that q ∈ [2,∞) is similar and we omit the

details, which shows (a).

We are now in a position to prove (b). We use the same notation as in the proof of (a). Assume

first that n ≥ 4m. In this case, using Lemma 5.7(ii) and Proposition 4.2, we know that, for any

f ∈ L2(Rn) and x, h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(λ − L)−2(l+1) f (x + h) − (λ − L)−2(l+1) f (x)
∣∣∣ .

∥∥∥∆m (λ − L)−2(l+1) f
∥∥∥

Lql (Rn)
|h|γ

.

∥∥∥(λ − L)−2(l+1)+1 f
∥∥∥

Lql (Rn)
|h|γ,

where γ := 2m− n
ql
∈ (0, 1) by (5.15). Following the argument used in the proof of (5.18), we find

that, for any g ∈ L1(Rn), and x, h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(λ − L)−2(l+1) g(x + h) − (λ − L)−2(l+1) g(x)
∣∣∣ . |λ|1−al |λ| n

2m
−2(l+1)‖g‖L1(Rn)|h|γ,

which implies that, for any x, y ∈ Rn and any ~0n , h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣K2(l+1)(x + h, y) − K2(l+1)(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |λ|1−al |λ| n

2m
−2(l+1) |h|γ,(5.21)

where K2(l+1)(x, y) denotes the integral kernel of (λ − L)−2(l+1). Thus, using (5.20), we conclude

that, for any x, y, h ∈ Rn satisfying 0 < |h| < t1/2m,

|pt(x + h, y) − pt(x, y)| . 1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

∣∣∣e−tλ
∣∣∣
∣∣∣K2(l+1)(x + h, y) − K2(l+1)(x, y)

∣∣∣ |dλ|
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with Γ being the curve as in (5.11).

We now further assume that |x − y| < t1/(2m). In this case, for the integral over Γ+ (the corre-

sponding term is denoted by Ĩ+), by 2(l + 1) > n/(2m), R = ǫ
|x−y|2m/(2m−1)

t2m/(2m−1) , and |x − y| < t1/(2m), we

obtain

Ĩ+ .
|h|γ

t2(l+1)−1

∫ ∞

R

e−tr cos µr1−al+
n

2m
−2(l+1) dr

.
|h|γ

tn/(2m)
(Rt)n/(2m)−2(l+1) 1

t1−al

∫ ∞

0

e−tr cos µ(rt)1−al d(rt) .
|h|γ
t1−al

1

tn/(2m)
,

which implies (1.11) by taking γ := 2m − n
ql

and using 1 − al = 1 − n
2m
· 1

ql
= 1

2m
(2m − n

ql
). The

estimates for the integrals over Γ− and Γ0 are similar, and we omit the details.

If |x − y| ≥ t1/2m, then, by (4.25), we first have, for any h ∈ Rn satisfying |h| < t2m,
∣∣∣K2(l+1)(x + h, y) − K2(l+1)(x, y)

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣e(x+h)ηe−yηK2(l+1),η(x + h, y) − eηxe−yηK2(l+1),η(x, y)
∣∣∣

≤ e(x−y)η
∣∣∣K2(l+1),η(x + h, y) − K2(l+1),η(x, y)

∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣ehη − 1

∣∣∣ e(x−y)η
∣∣∣K2(l+1),η(x + h, y)

∣∣∣
=: Hh(x, y) + Jh(x, y).

From this and (5.20), we then deduce

|pt(x + h, y) − pt(x, y)| . 1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ

∣∣∣e−tλ
∣∣∣ [Hh(x, y) + Jh(x, y)

] |dλ| := H + J

with Γ as in (5.11).

To estimate H, similarly to (5.21), we have, for any t ∈ (0,∞), and any x, y, h ∈ Rn satisfying

|x − y| ≥ t1/2m and |h| < t2m,
∣∣∣K2(l+1),η(x + h, y) − K2(l+1),η(x, y)

∣∣∣ . |λ|1−al |λ| n
2m
−2(l+1) |h|γ

with γ = 2m − n/ql. Thus, by letting η := −sgn (x − y)δ|λ|1/(2m) and R := ǫ
|x−y|2m/(2m−1)

t2m/(2m−1) , we know

that the integral of Hh over Γ+ satisfies

1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ+

∣∣∣e−tλ
∣∣∣ Hh(x, y) |dλ|

.
|h|γ

t2(l+1)−1

∫ ∞

R

exp
{
−δ|x − y|r1/(2m)

}
e−tr cos µr1−al+

n
2m
−2(l+1) dr

.
|h|γ
t1−al

1

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c4|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
,

which implies (1.11) with γ := 2m − n
ql

. The estimates for the integrals of Hh over Γ− and Γ0 are

similar, and we omit the details.

On the other hand, for the integral of Jh over Γ+, using the Taylor theorem, (5.19), and the

assumptions that |x − y| ≥ t1/2m and |h| < t1/(2m), we know that there exists a positive constant

θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

1

t2(l+1)−1

∫

Γ+

∣∣∣e−tλ
∣∣∣ Jh(x, y) |dλ|
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.
1

t2(l+1)−1

∫ ∞

R

exp
{
−δ|x − y|r1/(2m)

}
e−tr cos µr

n
2m
−2(l+1)eθδt

1/(2m)r1/(2m) |hη| dr

.
|h|

t2(l+1)−1

∫ ∞

R

exp
{
−δ(1 − θ)|x − y|r1/(2m)

}
e−tr cos µr

n+1
2m
−2(l+1) dr

.
|h|

t1/(2m)

1

tn/(2m)
exp

{
−c4|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
,

which implies that (1.11) holds true. The estimates for the integrals of Jh over Γ− and Γ0 are

similar, and we omit the details.

If 2m ≤ n < 4m, then, by the argument used in (5.15), we have 1 = q′
2
< q′

1
< q0 = 2 < q1 <

q2 = ∞. Without loss of generality, we may take q′
1
∈ (1, 2) ∩ ( n

2m
, n

2m−1
). Since (2m − 1)q′

1
< n <

2mq′
1
, we deduce from Lemma 5.7(ii) and Proposition 4.2 that, for any f ∈ L1(Rn) and x, h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(λ − L)−2 f (x + h) − (λ − L)−2 f (x)
∣∣∣ .

∥∥∥∆m (λ − L)−2 f
∥∥∥

L
q′

1 (Rn)
|h|γ

.

∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f
∥∥∥

L
q′

1 (Rn)
|h|γ,

where γ := 2m − n
q′

1
∈ (0, 1). Moreover, using (5.16) and a dual argument, we find that

∥∥∥(λ − L)−1 f
∥∥∥

L
q′

1 (Rn)
. |λ|a1−1‖ f ‖L1(Rn)

with a1 := n
2mq1

. This, together with
γ

2m
= 1− n

2mq′
1

, implies that, for any f ∈ L1(Rn) and x, h ∈ Rn,

∣∣∣(λ − L)−2 f (x + h) − (λ − L)−2 f (x)
∣∣∣ . |h|γ |λ|γ/(2m)+n/(2m)−2‖ f ‖L1(Rn)

and the integral kernel K2 of (λ − L)−2 satisfies that, for any x, y, h ∈ Rn satisfying ~0n , h ∈ Rn,

|K2(x + h, y) − K2(x, y)| . |λ|γ/(2m)+n/(2m)−2 |h|γ.

Since this estimate is similar to (5.21) [with 2(l + 1) = 2 therein], the remainder of the proof is

similar to the case n ≥ 4m, we omit the details. This shows (b) holds true and hence finishes the

proof of Theorem 1.1. �

Similarly to Corollary 5.4, we have the following local Gaussian estimate for the heat kernel of

e−tL.

Corollary 5.8. Let m ∈ N, L = P(D) + V be the 2m-order Schrödinger operator on Rn as in

(2.3), and V a measurable function on Rn. If (5.1) and one of (5.2) through (5.5) hold true for

any q ∈ (1, 2] or [2,∞) and sup|λ|∈(w/2,∞) M|λ|(V) < 1 for some w ∈ (0,∞) and M|λ|(V) as in (5.6),

then the operator L possesses a heat kernel pt on (0,∞) × Rn × Rn that satisfies the following

assertions:

(i) there exist positive constants C and c3 such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn,

|pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
wt − c3

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

}
;(5.22)
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(ii) if, in addition, n ≥ 2m, there exists a γ ∈ (0, 1) and positive constants C and c4 such that,

for any t ∈ (0,∞), (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn, and h ∈ Rn satisfying |h| < t1/2m,

|pt(x + h, y) − pt(x, y)| ≤ C

tn/(2m)
exp

{
wt − c4

|x − y|2m/(2m−1)

t1/(2m−1)

} [
|h|

t1/(2m)

]γ
.(5.23)

Remark 5.9. (i) For any given m ∈ N and a ∈ (−2m, 0), let V(x) = ±|x|a for any x ∈ Rn \ {~0n}.
By taking the parameters in (5.1) and (5.5) with q = p = 2, s ∈ (0, 2m], α ∈ (0, n), and

α ≤ 2s, as in Remark 5.5(i), if further assume a ∈ (−min{2s, n}/2, 0), then

M|λ|(V) = C2C|λ|S 4 Mα,2,∞,1/|λ|(V) ∼ |λ| α2 −2m−( α2 +a) ∼ |λ|−2m−a

and sup|λ|>ǫ0 M|λ|(V) < 1 for some ǫ0 > 0 with the positive equivalence constants indepen-

dent of λ.

On the other hand, in the case q = 1, by Remark 2.6, we know that V is in the Kato class

K2m(Rn). Using [18, Proposition 2.2], we find that the operator T2m,δ defined as in (3.1) is

bounded on L1(Rn) and

lim
δ→∞

∥∥∥T2m,δ

∥∥∥
L1(Rn)→L1(Rn)

= 0.

Following the arguments used in the proof of Proposition 5.2 and using an interpolation of

linear operators between L1(Rn) and L2(Rn), we conclude that, for any given q ∈ (1, 2),

(5.8) holds true when |λ| large enough. Thus, by Corollary 5.8, we know that the semigroup

generated by −(P(D) + V) has a heat kernel satisfying the local Gaussian estimates (5.22)

and (5.23).

(ii) For any given m ∈ N and a ∈ (−∞, 0), let V(x) = ±(1 + |x|)a for any x ∈ Rn. It is easy to see

that ‖V‖Lt(Rn) . 1 for any given t ∈ (−n/a,∞) with the implicit positive constant depending

only on a, t, and n. Thus, by taking the parameters in (5.1) and (5.3) with q = p ∈ (1,∞),

s := 2m, and t ∈ [ n
2m
,∞), we obtain

S 2 = −2m

(
1 − n

2mt

)
≤ 0.

This indicates that the semigroup generated by −(P(D) + V) has a heat kernel satisfying the

local Gaussian estimates (5.22) and (5.23) when n ≥ 2m.

Moreover, if a ∈ (−∞,−2m) and V(x) = ±c(1 + |x|)a for any x ∈ Rn with c ∈ (0,∞), then

S 2 = 0 by taking t := n/(2m). Thus, by taking c sufficiently small, we have

sup
|λ|∈(0,∞)

M|λ|(V) < 1.

This, combined with Theorem 1.1, implies that the semigroup generated by −(P(D) + V)

has a heat kernel satisfying the Gaussian estimates (1.10) and (1.11) when n ≥ 2m.
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[24] J. Dziubański and J. Zienkiewicz, Hardy space H1 associated to Schrödinger operator with
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