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KERNEL ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS OF PARTIAL

DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS WITH UNBOUNDED COEFFICIENTS

DAVIDE ADDONA, LUCA LORENZI, AND MARIANNA PORFIDO

Abstract. We provide pointwise upper bounds for the transition kernels of semigroups as-
sociated with a class of systems of nondegenerate elliptic partial differential equations with
unbounded coefficients with possibly unbounded diffusion coefficients, which may vary equa-
tion by equation.

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to provide pointwise upper estimates for the kernels of semigroups
associated with vector-valued elliptic operators A in divergence form and defined on smooth
functions f : Rd → R

m as

(Af)h = div(Qh∇fh) + 〈bh,∇fh〉 − (V f)h =

d∑

i,j=1

Di(q
h
ijDjfh) +

d∑

i=1

bhiDifh −
m∑

k=1

vhkfk (1.1)

for h = 1, . . . ,m, where Qh : Rd → R
d×d, bh : Rd → R

d for every h = 1, . . . ,m and V : Rd →
R

m×m are smooth enough functions.
In the scalar case, nowadays estimates from above for the transition kernels of semigroups asso-

ciated with elliptic operators with unbounded and smooth enough coefficients are well-established
and available in the literature (see e.g., [3, 6, 8, 25, 33, 35, 37, 41] for the case of bounded dif-
fusion coefficients and [12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 27, 30, 36] for classes of equations with
unbounded diffusion coefficients). More recently, kernel estimates have been proved also in some
cases where the diffusion coefficients are unbounded in a neighborhood of the origin but bounded
at infinity (see, [13, 31, 34]). Such classes of operators contain Schrödinger operators with in-
verse square potential. We also point out that kernel estimates have been obtained also for
some classes of fractional Kolmogorov equations (see e.g., [9, 38]). Finally, we mention that
estimates of the invariant measures associated to scalar semigroups (which are, more generally
speaking, solutions to Fokker-Planck-Kolmogorov equations) are the elliptic counterpart of the
estimates of the transition kernels and have been widely studied with different approaches (see
e.g., [10, 11, 19, 32, 40]).
Differently from the scalar setting, in the vector-valued case, to the best of our knowledge,

only in [5, 30] the authors prove estimates for the transition kernels of semigroups associated to
systems of elliptic partial differential equations with unbounded coefficients. In the quoted papers,
the elliptic equations have all the same diffusion part and form methods and Davies’ trick are
used to get the desired estimates. In particular, in [5], where, differently from [30], the diffusion
coefficients are allowed to be unbounded over Rd, the kernel estimates are obtained, in terms of
a distance associated to the diffusion coefficients, for a scalar semigroup (T (t)), associated to a
second-order elliptic operator, which pointwise controls the vector valued semigroup (T (t)) (i.e.
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|T (t)f | ≤ T (t)|f | for every t ∈ (0,∞) and f ∈ Cb(R
d;Rm)). It is worth noticing that such a

distance, associated to the diffusion terms, is equivalent to the Euclidean one if and only if the
diffusion coefficients are bounded and uniformly elliptic.
The arguments exploited in the quoted papers seem not to be generalized to the case when

the diffusion coefficients vary from equation to equation. In particular, in such a situation
there exists no scalar semigroup that controls the vector-valued one. Hence, the problem of
determining estimates for the transition kernels of the vector-valued semigroup cannot be reduced,
by comparison, to the problem of determining kernel estimates for a scalar semigroup.
In this paper, we prove pointwise kernel estimates, adapting and generalizing to our setting

the techniques exploited in the scalar case in [3, 16, 22, 23, 24, 25, 33, 41], based on time-
dependent Lyapunov functions. We also take advantage and extend some results proved in
[2, 4] on weakly coupled systems of parabolic equations with unbounded coefficients and possible
different diffusion terms equation by equation. We stress that our approach strongly relies on
the validity of a generalized version of the classical maximum principle. Hence, unfortunately,
it cannot be directly extended to more general situations where a maximum principle cannot
hold, such as the case of systems of elliptic equation coupled at the level of the second-order
derivatives. However, as our two examples show, if compared with those in [16, 24], then our
kernel estimates reduce to those of the scalar case if m = 1.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce our standing assumptions, some

results from [2, 4] and some properties of the transition kernels of the semigroups (T (t)) and

(T P (t)), associated in Cb(R
d) to the operators A and A

P , respectively. Here, AP is the elliptic
operator with the same diffusion and drift coefficients as A and the potential matrix V replaced
by the potential matrix V P , which differs from V just in the elements outside the main diagonal
(more precisely, vhk is replaced by −|vhk| if h 6= k). In Section 3, we introduce time-dependent

Lyapunov functions, which are unbounded functions, for the operator Dt +A
P and prove that

the action of T P (t) on such functions is well-defined for every t > 0. We stress that, due to the
presence of coupling unbounded potential terms, the computations which we perform are more
involved and delicate than the analogous of the scalar case.
The results in Sections 2 and 3 are crucial to prove the main results of this paper (i.e., the

pointwise kernel estimates) which are the content of Section 4. We underline that, differently
from [16, 22, 23, 24], the coupling at zero order does not allow us to a-priori prove that the
kernels associated to the vector-valued semigroup are bounded when the diffusion coefficients
are bounded. However, this property is crucial to apply the procedure developed in [22]. Hence,
instead of approximating the unbounded diffusion coefficients by means of bounded ones, which is
the technique exploited in the quoted papers, here, for every n ∈ N, we prove pointwise estimates
for the kernels of the semigroup (TD,P,n(t)), associated to the realization of the operator AP in
Cb(B(n);Rm) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, showing that such estimates are
independent on n ∈ N. Therefore, letting n tend to infinity and exploiting the convergence of
(TD,P,n(t)) to (T P (t)) and the link between (T P (t)) and (T (t)), we deduce pointwise estimates
for the kernels of the semigroup (T (t)). We conclude Section 4 by showing that, under suitable
assumptions, analogous results can be obtained for the kernels of the semigroup associated to
the (formal) adjoint of the operator AP .
Finally, in Section 5 we provide two different classes of systems of elliptic operators with

unbounded coefficients to which our results apply. In particular, under our assumptions we are
able to consider both polynomially and exponentially growing coefficients.

Notation. Here, we introduce some notation used in the paper.
General notation. By B(r), we denote the open ball of Rd centered at the origin with radius

r, and by 0 the null vector of Rd. For every k = 1, . . . ,m, ek is the k-th vector of the canonical
basis of Rm. Moreover, for every a, b ∈ R, with a < b, we set Rn(a, b) = (a, b) × B(n) (n ∈ N)
and R(a, b) = (a, b) × R

d. Given an open set A ⊆ R
d, a function f : A → R

m and σ > 0, we
denote by f1, . . . , fm its components and by f ∧ σ the function whose j-th component is fj ∧ σ,
j = 1, . . . ,m. Further, we denote by |f | the vector-valued function whose j-th component is |fj |
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for every j = 1, . . . ,m. If g : A→ R
m is another function, then f ≥ g means that fj ≥ gj on A

for every j = 1, . . . ,m.
If u : J × A → R, where J ⊆ [0,∞) is an interval, then we use the following notation:

Dtu = ∂u
∂t , Diu = ∂u

∂xi
, Diju = ∂2u

∂xi∂xj
and ∇u = (D1u, . . . , Ddu). Moreover, |∇u(t, x)| and

|D2u(t, x)| denote, respectively, the Euclidean norm of ∇u(t, x) and the norm of the spatial

Hessian matrix D2u(t, x). For F : A→ R
d, we set div(F ) =

∑d
i=1DiFi.

Spaces of functions. We assume that the reader is familiar with the spaces Ck(A), when
k ∈ [0,∞) ∪ {∞}. We use the subscript “b”, to stress that all the real-valued functions that
we are considering are bounded together with all the existing derivatives. We use the subscript
“c” to stress that the functions that we are considering have compact support in A, whereas the
subscript “0” is used, when A = R and k = 0, for functions vanishing at ∞. Bb(A) is the space
of bounded Borel measurable functions defined in A ⊆ R

d.
We also assume that the reader is familiar with the parabolic spaces C1,2(E), C

α
2 ,α(E) and

C1+α
2 ,2+α(E), (α ∈ (0, 1)), where E is a subset of [0,∞) × R

d. Also for parabolic spaces, we

use the subscript “c”. Sometimes, we will use the local Hölder space C
α
2 ,α

loc (E), whose elements

belong to C
α
2 ,α(B) for every compact subset B of E.

For every open set A ⊆ R
d, 0 ≤ a < b < ∞ and p ∈ [1,∞) ∪ {∞}, we will consider the

usual parabolic Sobolev spaces W 0,1
p ((a, b)×A), W 1,2

p ((a, b)×A) and the subset of W 0,1
p ((a, b)×

A), denoted by Hp,1((a, b) × A), of functions whose distributional time derivative belongs to

(W 0,1
p′ ((a, b) × A))′, the dual space of W 0,1

p′ ((a, b) × A), where 1/p + 1/p′ = 1. This space is

endowed with the norm ‖u‖Hp,1((a,b)×A) = ‖Dtu‖(W 0,1

p′
((a,b)×A))′ + ‖u‖W 0,1

p ((a,b)×A).

Since no confusion may arise, we use the previous notation also for spaces of vector-valued
functions. For instance, f ∈ Ck(A) means that all the components of f are k-times continuously
differentiable in A.

2. Main assumptions and preliminary results

Throughout the paper, if not otherwise specified, we consider the following assumptions. We
recall that A is the operator defined by (1.1) and A

P is defined as the operator A, with the
matrix-valued potential V = (vhk)

m
h,k=1 replaced by the matrix-valued potential V P = (vPhk)

m
h,k=1,

whose entries are given by vPhh = vhh and vPhk = −|vhk| for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, with h 6= k.

Hypotheses 2.1. (i) For every i, j = 1, . . . , d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m, the coefficients qhij = qhji
belong to C1+α

loc (Rd), whereas bhi and vhk belong to Cα
loc(R

d) for some α ∈ (0, 1);

(ii) the infimum η0h over Rd of the minimum eigenvalue ηh(x) of the matrix Qh(x) = (qhij(x))
d
i,j=1,

x ∈ R
d, is positive for every h = 1, . . . ,m;

(iii) there exist a positive function ϕ ∈ C2(Rd), blowing up as |x| tends to ∞, and λ ≥ 0 such

that APϕ ≤ λϕ in R
d, where ϕj = ϕ for every j = 1, . . . ,m;

(iv) the sum of the elements of each row of V P is a bounded from below function on R
d, i.e.,

there exists M ∈ R such that

m∑

k=1

vPhk(x) ≥M, x ∈ R
d, h = 1, . . . ,m. (2.1)

Definition 2.2. A function ϕ satisfying Hypothesis 2.1(iii) is called Lyapunov function for the

operator A
P .

2.1. The semigroups (T (t)) and (T P (t)) and basic properties of their kernels. From [2,
Proposition 2.4], we infer that, under Hypotheses 2.1, for every f ∈ Cb(R

d) the Cauchy problems

(i)

{
Dtu = Au, in (0,∞)× R

d,

u(0, ·) = f , in R
d,

(ii)

{
Dtu = A

Pu, in (0,∞)× R
d,

u(0, ·) = f , in R
d,

(2.2)
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are uniquely solvable with solutions, denoted by u and uP , respectively, which are bounded in

each strip [0, T ]× R
d, belong to C([0,∞) × R

d) ∩ C1+α
2 ,2+α

loc ((0,∞) × R
d) and, for every t ≥ 0,

fulfill the estimates

‖u(t, ·)‖∞ ≤
√
me−Mt max

k=1,...,m
‖fk‖∞, ‖uP (t, ·)‖∞ ≤

√
me−Mt max

k=1,...,m
‖fk‖∞. (2.3)

By means of the solution to the corresponding Cauchy problem, we can associate a semigroup
of bounded linear operators in Cb(R

d) to A (resp. AP ) as follows: for every f ∈ Cb(R
d) we set

T (t)f = u(t, ·) for every t ∈ [0,∞) (resp. T P (t)f = uP (t, ·) for every t ∈ [0,∞)).

Proposition 2.3. The following properties are satisfied.

(i) There exist families of Borel measures {phk(t, x, dy) : t > 0, x ∈ R
d, h, k = 1, . . . ,m} and

{pPhk(t, x, dy) : t > 0, x ∈ R
d, h, k = 1, . . . ,m} such that

(T (t)f(x))h =

m∑

k=1

∫

Rd

fk(y)phk(t, x, dy), f ∈ Cb(R
d), (2.4)

(T P (t)f(x))h =

m∑

k=1

∫

Rd

fk(y)p
P
hk(t, x, dy), f ∈ Cb(R

d). (2.5)

(ii) For every t > 0, x ∈ R
d and h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, each measure phk(t, x, dy) (resp. p

P
hk(t, x, dy))

is absolutely continuous (resp. nonnegative and absolutely continuous) with respect to the

Lebesgue measure Ld on R
d.

In particular, the semigroups (T (t)) and (T P (t)) extend to Bb(R
d) with strong Feller semigroups,

still defined by formulae (2.4) and (2.5).

Proof. The first two statements follow adapting the proofs of [1, Proposition 3.2 & Theorem 3.3].
From property (ii), it is clear the semigroups (T (t)) and (T P (t)) can be extended to Bb(R

d)
through formulae (2.4) and (2.5). Moreover, if (fn) ⊂ Cb(R

d) is a bounded sequence which
pointwise converges to f ∈ Bb(R

d) almost everywhere in R
d, then the sequences (T (t)fn) and

(T P (t)fn) converge, respectively, to T (t)f and T P (t)f pointwise in R
d for every t ∈ (0,∞).

Actually, the interior Schauder estimates in [4, Theorem A.2] imply that, for every t > 0,
the sequences (T (t)fn) and (T P (t)fn) are bounded in C2(K) for every compact set K ⊂ R

d.
Hence, by Ascoli-Arzelà theorem, it follows that the sequences (T (t)fn) and (T P (t)fn) converge
to bounded and continuous functions, which, by uniqueness, coincide with T (t)f and T P (t)f ,
respectively.
Finally, we observe that if f ∈ Bb(R

d) and (fn) ⊂ Cb(R
d) is a bounded sequence which

converges almost everywhere in R
d to f , then T (t + s)fn = T (t)T (s)fn in R

d for every s, t ∈
(0,∞) and n ∈ N. The left-hand side of the previous formula converges to T (t + s)f pointwise
in R

d. Moreover, the sequence (T (s)fn) converges to T (s)f pointwise in R
d and ‖T (s)fn‖∞ ≤√

me−Ms supn∈N
maxk=1,...,m ‖(fn)k‖∞ (see (2.3)) for every n ∈ N. Hence, we can apply [2,

Proposition 2.7] to infer that the sequence (T (t)T (s)fn) pointwise converges in R
d to T (t)T (s)f

as n tends to ∞. This shows that (T (t)) is a semigroup of bounded linear operators in Bb(R
d).

The same arguments and [4, Theorem 2.7] can be used to prove that (T P (t)) is a semigroup of
bounded operators in Bb(R

d) as well.
Summing up, we have proved that (T (t)) and (T P (t)) are strong Feller semigroups. �

Remark 2.4. In view of Proposition 2.3, for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, we can determine two scalar
functions phk and pPhk defined in (0,∞) × R

d × R
d such that phk(t, x, dy) = phk(t, x, y)dy and

pPhk(t, x, dy) = pPhk(t, x, y)dy for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R
d. In particular, phk(t, x, ·) and pPhk(t, x, ·)

belong to L1(Rd) for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R
d and their L1-norms can be bounded from above

by
√
me−Mt.

2.2. Approximation results and consequences. In this subsection, we approximate the
semigroups (T (t)) and (T P (t)) by means of semigroups associated to elliptic operators which
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are defined in a ball of Rd or in the whole R
d. Through these approximations, we then prove

some results which will play a crucial role in the proof of the main results of the paper.
We denote by (TD,n(t)) (resp. (TD,P,n(t))) the semigroup generated by the realization of

the operator A (resp. A
P ) in Cb(B(n)) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. For

every t > 0, let {pD,n
hk (t, x, y) : x, y ∈ B(n), h, k = 1, . . . ,m} (resp. {pD,P,n

hk (t, x, y) : x, y ∈
B(n), h, k = 1, . . . ,m}) be the kernels of the operator TD,n(t) (resp. TD,P,n(t)), i.e.,

(TD,n(t)f(x))h =

m∑

k=1

∫

B(n)

fk(y)p
D,n
hk (t, x, y)dy, f ∈ Cb(B(n)) (2.6)

and

(TD,P,n(t)f(x))h =

m∑

k=1

∫

B(n)

fk(y)p
D,P,n
hk (t, x, y)dy, f ∈ Cb(B(n)) (2.7)

for every t > 0 and x ∈ B(n). It is well-known that, for every t > 0 and n ∈ N, the functions

(x, y) 7→ pD,P,n
kh (t, x, y) are positive almost everywhere in B(n) × B(n). This implies that for

every t ≥ 0 the operator TD,P,n(t) maps the cone of componentwise nonnegative functions of
Cb(B(n)) into itself.

Arguing as in the proof of [2, Proposition 2.3] (which deals with realization of A and A
P in

Cb(B(n)) with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions), it follows that

|((TD,n(t)f)(x))h| ≤ ((TD,P,n(t)|f |)(x))h, t ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ B(n), (2.8)

for every n ∈ N, f ∈ Bb(R
d) and h = 1, . . . ,m. In particular, from (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8) we infer

that |pD,n
hk (t, x, y)| ≤ pD,P,n

hk (t, x, y) for every n ∈ N, t > 0, x, y ∈ B(n) and h, k = 1, . . . ,m.
From [2, Theorem 2.4] (whose proof holds true also if one considers approximations by means

of solutions to Cauchy problems on balls with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions), it
follows that

lim
n→∞

TD,n(·)f = T (·)f and lim
n→∞

TD,P,n(·)|f | = T P (·)|f | (2.9)

in C1+α
2 ,2+α(E) for every compact set E ⊂ (0,∞)× R

d and every f ∈ Cb(R
d). From (2.8) and

(2.9) we deduce that

|(T (t)f)h(x)| ≤ (T P (t)|f |)h(x) (2.10)

for every f ∈ Cb(R
d), t > 0, x ∈ R

d and h = 1, . . . ,m.

Proposition 2.5. For every j, n ∈ N with j < n and every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× B(j), it holds that

(TD,P,j(t)f)(x) ≤ (TD,P,n(t)f)(x) for every f ∈ Cb(R
d) with f ≥ 0.

As a byproduct, pD,P,j
hk (t, x, y) ≤ pD,P,n

hk (t, x, y) for every t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ B(j). Further, for

every f ∈ Cb(R
d), with f ≥ 0, and every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R

d, the sequence ((TD,P,n(t)f)(x))
monotonically componentwise converges to (T P (t)f)(x) as n tends to ∞.

Proof. Fix j, n and f as in the statement and set wj,n := TD,P,j(·)f − TD,P,n(·)f . A simple
computation shows that Dtwj,n − Awj,n = 0 on (0,∞) × B(j), wj,n ≤ 0 on (0,∞) × ∂B(j)
and wj,n(0, ·) = 0 on B(j). From the maximum principle in [39, Theorem 3.13] we deduce that
wj,n ≤ 0 on [0,∞)×B(j), i.e., TD,P,j(t)f ≤ TD,P,n(t)f in B(j) for every t ≥ 0.

We now take f = fek, where f ∈ Cb(R
d) is nonnegative and has support contained in B(j),

k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and ek is the k-th component of the canonical basis of Rd, and obtain that
∫

B(j)

pD,P,j
hk (t, x, y)f(y)dy ≤

∫

B(j)

pD,P,n
hk (t, x, y)f(y)dy

for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×B(j) and h = 1, . . . ,m. From the arbitrariness of f and k, we deduce

that pD,P,j
hk ≤ pD,P,n

hk on (0,∞)×B(j)×B(j).
The last part of the statement follows from the first part and (2.9). �
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We notice that, from (2.4), (2.5) and (2.10),
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ b

a

dt

∫

Rd

phk(t, x, y)f(t, y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ b

a

((T (t)(f(t, ·)ek))(x))hdt
∣∣∣∣∣≤

∫ b

a

|((T (t)(f(t, ·)ek))(x))h|dt

≤
∫ b

a

((T P (t)(f(t, ·)ek))(x))hdt =
∫ b

a

dt

∫

Rd

pPhk(t, x, y)f(t, y)dy

for every a, b ∈ R, with 0 ≤ a < b, and every nonnegative function f ∈ Cb([a, b] × R
d). This

implies that, for every a, b ∈ R, with 0 ≤ a < b, every x ∈ R
d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m,

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ pPhk(t, x, y) for a.e. (t, y) ∈ (a, b)× R
d. (2.11)

Remark 2.6. We stress that the results quoted from [2, 4] have been proved assuming addi-
tionally that a nontrivial set E ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, such that vhk identically vanishes on R

d for every
h ∈ E and k /∈ E, does not exist. Actually this condition, which implies that the system (2.2)(i)
cannot be decoupled, is used only to prove that all the measures pPhk(t, x, dy) are equivalent to
the Lebesgue measure (see [4, Proposition 2.8]). As we will see in Proposition 2.9, without this
assumption, for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R

d and every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, all the measures pPhk(t, x, dy),
that are not trivial, are equivalent to the Lebesgue measure.

Remark 2.7. For every ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and n ∈ N, we introduce the operator Aℓ, defined on
scalar smooth functions u : B(n) → R by Aℓu = div(Qℓ∇u) + 〈bℓ,∇u〉 − vℓℓu. For every n ∈ N,
A can be seen as a perturbation of the diagonal operatorA, whose components are the operators
A1, . . . ,Am, by means of the operator B = (V −diag(v11, . . . , vmm)) in Cb(B(n)). Since the k-th
component of A, with domain {f ∈ ⋂

p<∞W 2,p(B(n)) : f ≡ 0 on ∂B(n),Akf ∈ Cb(B(n))}, k =

1, . . . ,m, is a sectorial operator in Cb(B(n)) and B is a bounded linear operator in (Cb(B(n))),
from [29, Proposition 2.4.1] we infer that A −B = A is a sectorial operator in Cb(B(n)) with
domain {f ∈ ⋂

p<∞W 2,p(B(n)) : fk ≡ 0 on ∂B(n) for every k = 1, . . . ,m, Af ∈ Cb(B(n))).

Similar arguments show that the realization of the operator A
P in Cb(B(n)), with domain

{f ∈ ⋂
p<∞W 2,p(B(n)) : fk ≡ 0 on ∂B(n) for every k = 1, . . . ,m, A

Pf ∈ Cb(B(n))} is

sectorial. Finally, also the realization of the operator A
P
n (n ∈ N) in Cb(R

d), with domain

{f ∈ ⋂
p<∞W 2,p

loc (R
d) : AP

n f ∈ Cb(R
d)) is sectorial. Here,

(AP
nf)k =ϑndiv(Q

k∇fk) + η0(1− ϑn)∆fk + ϑn〈bk,∇fk〉 − ϑn(V
Pf)k, k = 1, . . . ,m, (2.12)

where η0 = min{η0k : k = 1, . . . ,m} (see Hypothesis 2.1(ii)) and ϑn ∈ C∞
c (Rd) satisfies the

condition χB(n) ≤ ϑn ≤ χB(2n).

Remark 2.8. As a consequence of Proposition 2.5, it follows that for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R
d

and every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, there exist the limit

lim
n→∞

pD,P,n
hk (t, x, y) =: rPhk(t, x, y) ∈ [0,∞) ∪ {∞}, y ∈ R

d,

and a subsetNt,x ⊆ R
d of null Lebesgue measure such that rPhk(t, x, y) <∞ for every y ∈ R

d\Nt,x.
Further, from (2.5) and (2.9) we infer that, for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×R

d and every h, k = 1, . . . ,m,
we get rPhk(t, x, y) = pPhk(t, x, y) for a.e. y ∈ R

d.
Hereafter, for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R

d and every h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we always consider the
version of pPhk(t, x, ·) given by rPhk(t, x, ·).
In the following proposition, the complement of a subset of {1, . . . ,m} is always meant with

respect to the universe set {1, . . . ,m}. Moreover, for every k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and i ∈ N, we
introduce the sets

H0
k =

{
h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {k} : vhk 6≡ 0 on R

d
}
;

Hi
k =

{
h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \

(
{k} ∪

i−1⋃

r=0

Hr
k

)
: ∃ℓ ∈ Hi−1

k such that vhℓ 6≡ 0 on R
d

}
.
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Since the cardinality of Hi
k is strictly less than m − i, it follows immediately that if i > m − 1

then Hi
k = ∅. Finally, we set Fk = {k} ∪⋃m−1

i=0 Hi
k.

Proposition 2.9. For every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, the measure pPhk(t, x, y)dy is either equivalent to

the Lebesgue measure for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
d or it is the null measure for every (t, x) ∈

(0,∞)× R
d. This second case occurs if and only if Fk 6= {1, . . . ,m} and h ∈ F c

k .

Proof. We fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and split the proof into some steps.
Step 1. Here, we assume that there exists a nontrivial set E ⊂ {1, . . . ,m} such that h ∈ E,

k ∈ Ec and vrs ≡ 0 on R
d for every r ∈ E and s ∈ Ec, and prove that phk(t, x, y)dy is the null

measure for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R
d.

We denote by i1, . . . , iℓ the elements of E, ordered from the smallest to the largest, fix a

function f ∈ Cb(R
d) and set f = fek. Since vijs = 0 on R

d for every j = 1, . . . , ℓ and every

s 6∈ E, the function u : Rd → R
ℓ, where uj = (T P (·)f)ij for every j = 1, . . . , ℓ, is bounded in

each strip [0, T ]×R
d, belongs to C([0,∞)×R

d)∩C1+ α
2 ,2+α

loc ((0,∞)×R
d) and solves the Cauchy

problem
{

Dtv = Bv, in (0,∞)× R
d,

v(0, ·) = 0, on R
d,

(2.13)

where B is the operator defined on smooth functions f : Rd → R
ℓ as

(Bf)ij = div(Qij∇fij ) + 〈bij ,∇fij 〉 − (V Pf)ij , j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Since B satisfies Hypotheses 2.1, from [2, Theorem 2.4] we infer that problem (2.13) admits
a unique solution which is bounded in each strip [0, T ] × R

d and belongs to C([0,∞) × R
d) ∩

C
1+α

2 ,2+α

loc ((0,∞)× R
d). Therefore, u ≡ 0 or, equivalently,

0 = (T P (t)f)ij (x) =

∫

Rd

f(y)pijk(t, x, y)dy, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R
d, j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Due to arbitrariness of f ∈ Cb(R
d) and recalling that h = ij for some j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, we deduce

that phk(t, x, y)dy = 0 for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R
d.

Step 2. In this step we prove that, if 0 ≤ f ∈ Cb(R
d) and fk does not identically vanish on

R
d, then (T P (t)f)h is strictly positive in R

d for every t > 0 and h ∈ Fk. For this purpose, we
fix n ∈ N. From the variation-of-constants formula, we infer that

(TD,P,n(t)f)ℓ =T
D,n
ℓ (t)fℓ −

m∑

r=1,r 6=ℓ

∫ t

0

TD,n
ℓ (t− s)(vPℓr(T

D,P,n(s)f)r)ds (2.14)

for every t > 0, ℓ = 1, . . . ,m, and n ∈ N, where, for every n ∈ N, (TD,n
ℓ (t)) is the scalar

semigroup associated to the realization of the elliptic operator Aℓ := div(Qℓ∇) − 〈bℓ,∇〉 − vℓℓ
in Cb(B(n)) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Since (TD,n

ℓ (t)) is irreducible
(see [26, Proposition 1.2.13]), vPℓr ≤ 0, for every ℓ = 1, . . . ,m and r ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {ℓ}, and
TD,P,n(·)f ≥ 0 in (0,∞) × R

d, from (2.14) it follows that (TD,P,n(t)f)ℓ ≥ TD,n
ℓ (t)fℓ > 0 on

B(n) for every t > 0, if fℓ does not identically vanish on R
d. Recalling that (TD,n

ℓ (t)fℓ) is

a pointwise increasing and convergent sequence in R
d (see for instance [26, Remark 1.2.2]), it

follows easily that (T P (t)f)ℓ is positive in R
d for every t > 0 if fℓ does not identically vanish on

R
d. In particular, (T P (t)f)k > 0 on R

d for every t > 0. Hence, if fh does not identically vanish
on R

d, then we are done. If fh ≡ 0 on R
d, then from (2.14) we deduce that

(TD,P,n(t)f)h = −
m∑

r=1,r 6=h

∫ t

0

TD,n
h (t− s)(vPhr(T

D,P,n(s)f)r)ds, t > 0.

Let i ∈ {0, . . . ,m−1} be the unique index such that h ∈ Hi
k. We set ji = h and, if i 6= 0, then for

every i = 0, . . . , i− 1, we denote by ji ∈ Hi
k any index such that vji+1ji 6= 0 on R

d (the existence
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of such an index is guaranteed by the definition of Hi+1
k ). From (2.14) with ℓ = j0 and recalling

that fj0 ≥ 0 and that vPrs = −|vrs| for every r, s = 1, . . . ,m with r 6= s, we infer that

(TD,P,n(t)f)j0 ≥
∫ t

0

TD,n
j0

(t− s)(|vj0k|(TD,P,n(s)f)k)ds, t ∈ (0,∞).

Since vj0k 6= 0 and (TD,P,n(t)f)k > 0, from the irreducibility of (TD,n
j0

(t)) we deduce that

(TD,P,n(·)f)j0 > 0 in (0,∞) × B(n). Letting n tend to ∞, from Proposition 2.5 we infer that
(T P (·)f)j0 > 0 in (0,∞)× R

d.

If i = 0 then we are done. Otherwise, we observe that

(TD,P,n(t)f)j1 ≥
∫ t

0

TD,n
j1

(t− s)(|vj1j0 |(TD,P,n(s)f)j0 )ds, t ∈ (0,∞),

so that also (TD,P,n(t)f)j1 > 0 on B(n). Iterating this argument, in a finite number of steps we
show that (TD,P,n(t)f)h = (TD,P,n(t)f)ji > 0 in B(n). Finally, letting n tend to ∞ and taking

Proposition 2.5 into account, we conclude that (T P (t)f)h > 0 in R
d.

Step 3. Now, we prove that, for every h ∈ Fk, the measure pPhk(t, x, y)dy is equivalent to
the Lebesgue measure Ld on R

d for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
d. In view of Proposition 2.3, it

is enough to show that, if pPhk(t, x, A) = 0, then Ld(A) = 0. Assume by contradiction that
Ld(A) > 0 and notice that, from (2.14), Proposition 2.3 and the strong Feller and irreducibility

properties of (TD,n
k (t)), it follows that (TD,P,n(t)(χAek))k ≥ TD,n

k (t)χA > 0 on R
d for every

t > 0 and every n ∈ N. Letting n tend to infinity, Propositions 2.3 and 2.5 (which implies
that the sequence (TD,P,n(t)(χAek))k is increasing) show that (T P (t)(χAek))k > 0 on R

d for
every t > 0. Since T P (t)(χAek) = T P (t − ε)(T P (ε)(χAek)), T

P (ε)(χAek) belongs to Cb(R
d)

(see Proposition 2.3) and it is nonnegative in R
d for every ε ∈ (0, t), from Step 2 it follows that

pPhk(t, x, A) = (T P (t)(χAek))h > 0 on R
d for every h ∈ Fk. This yields a contradiction. Hence,

Ld(A) = 0.
Step 4. It remains to show that, if h ∈ F c

k then pPhk(t, x, y)dy is the null measure for every
(t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R

d. For this purpose, we observe that, for every r ∈ F c
k , it follows that r 6= k

and r /∈ Hi
k for every i ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}. This implies that vrs ≡ 0 whenever s = k or s ∈ Hi

k,
for every i ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}, i.e., whenever s ∈ Fk. From Step 1, with E = F c

k , it follows that,
for every h ∈ F c

k , p
P
hk(t, x, y)dy is the trivial measure for every (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R

d.
The proof is complete. �

Remark 2.10. Fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and suppose that E is a nontrivial subset of {1, . . . ,m} such
that k ∈ Ec and vrs identically vanishes on R

d for every r ∈ E and s /∈ E. Then, E ⊆ F c
k .

In particular, if this latter set is empty then no set E with the above properties exists. Indeed,
suppose that E is a set with the above properties. If h ∈ E then h 6= k from the definition of E.
Further, h /∈ H0

k since vhk ≡ 0 on R
d. We notice that h /∈ H1

k . Indeed, suppose by contradiction
that h ∈ H1

k . Then, there exists an index j1 ∈ H0
k such that vj1k 6≡ 0 and vhj1 6≡ 0 on R

d. This
implies that j1 /∈ E, since vj1k 6≡ 0 on R

d, and j1 /∈ Ec, since vhj1 6≡ 0 on R
d. Iterating this

argument, we conclude that h /∈ Hi
k for every i ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}.

We denote by (T P
n (t)) the analytic semigroup in Cb(R

d) associated to the operatorAP
n , defined

in (2.12).

Proposition 2.11. For every f ∈ Cb(R
d) and every compact set E ⊆ (0,∞)×R

d, the sequence

(T P
n (·)f) converges to T P (·)f in C1,2(E). If f ∈ Cc(R

d), then we can also consider compact

sets E ⊆ [0,∞)× R
d.

Proof. Fix f ∈ Cb(R
d). From interior Schauder estimates (see [4, Theorem 7.2]), for every

compact set E ⊆ (0,∞)×R
d there exists a positive constant K, which depends on E, such that

‖T P
n (·)f‖

C1+α
2

,2+α(E)
≤ K‖T P

n (·)f‖∞ ≤ K̃ max
k=1,...,m

‖fk‖∞, n ∈ N,
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where K̃ =
√
mKmax{e−MT , 1} and T > 0 satisfies E ⊆ (0, T ] × R

d. From Ascoli-Arzelà

theorem, it follows that there exist a subsequence (nk) and a function u ∈ C
1+α

2 ,2+α

loc ((0,∞)×R
d)

such that (T P
nk
(·)f) converges to u in C1,2(E) for every compact set E ⊆ (0,∞)× R

d. Further,

for every T > 0 we have ‖u(t, ·)‖∞ ≤ √
mmax{e−Mt, 1}maxk=1,...,m ‖fk‖∞ for every t ∈ (0, T ]

and Dtu = A
Pu on (0,∞)× R

d, since DtT
P
n (·)f = A

PT P
n (·)f on E if n is large enough.

To prove that u = T P (·)f , it remains to show that u can be continuously extended up to
t = 0 setting u(0, ·) = f . Indeed, as we have already recalled, problem (2.2)(ii) admits a unique
solution u ∈ C([0,∞)× R

d) ∩ C1,2((0,∞)× R
d), which is bounded in every strip [0, T ]× R

d.
At first, we consider the case f ∈ C2+α

c (Rd). From the Schauder estimates in Theorem 6.1 we
infer that, for every R, T > 0,

‖T P
n (·)f‖

C1+α
2

,2+α([0,T ]×B(R))
≤ KR,T ‖f‖C2+α

b
(Rd), n ∈ N,

where KR,T is a positive constant which depends on R and T but is independent on n ∈ N.
Again Ascoli-Arzelà theorem implies that u ∈ C1+α

2 ,2+α([0, T ] × B(R)) for every R > 0 and,
consequently, u = T P (·)f and (T P

nk
(·)f) converges to T P (·)f in C1,2([0, T ] × B(R)) for every

R, T > 0. In particular, we have proved that any subsequence of (T P
n (t)f), which converges

in C1,2(E) for every compact set E ⊆ (0,∞) × R
d, actually converges to T P (·)f , so that all

the sequence (T P
n (t)f) converges to T P (·)f as n tends to ∞ in C1,2(E) for every compact set

E ⊆ [0,∞)× R
d.

If f ∈ C0(R
d), then there exists a sequence (fj) ⊆ C2+α

c (Rd) which converges to f in Cb(R
d).

Since, for every T > 0 and every h, k ∈ N,

‖Tnk
(·)fh − Tnk

(·)f‖Cb([0,T ]×Rd) ≤
√
mmax{e−MT , 1}‖fh − f‖∞,

letting k tend to ∞, we conclude that

‖T (·)fh − u‖Cb((0,T ]×Rd) ≤
√
mmax{e−MT , 1}‖fh − f‖∞,

so that (T (·)fh) converges to u, uniformly in [0, T ]×R
d as h tends to ∞. This shows that u can

be extended by continuity up to t = 0, by setting u(0, ·) = f . In particular, u = T P (·)f and the
whole sequence (Tn(·)f) converges to T P (·)f .
It remains to deal with the general case when f ∈ Cb(R

d). We fix R, T > 0, a function
ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) such that χB(R) ≤ ϕ ≤ χB(2R), and split

T P
n (·)f = T P

n (·)(ϕf) + T P
n (·)((1 − ϕ)f), n ∈ N. (2.15)

We introduce the function w1 := T P
n (·)((1 − ϕ)f) − ‖f‖∞T P

n (·)((1 − ϕ)1), which satisfies the

conditions Dtw1 −A
Pw1 = 0 in (0, T ]×R

d and w1(0, ·) ≤ 0 in R
d. The maximum principle in

[4, Theorem 2.3] (which is inspired by [39, Chapter 3, Section 8]), whose proof works whenever
the off-diagonal entries of the matrix V P are nonpositive, even if the sum of the elements of each
row of V P is not nonnegative,1 implies that w1 ≤ 0 on [0, T ]×R

d. Similar arguments applied to
the function w2 = −T P

n (·)((1−ϕ)f)−‖f‖∞T P
n (·)((1−ϕ)1), give w2 ≤ 0 on [0, T ]×R

d. Hence,
we infer that

|(T P
n (·)((1 − ϕ)f))h| ≤ ‖f‖∞(T P

n (·)((1 − ϕ)1))h, h = 1, . . . ,m, n ∈ N, (2.16)

in [0, T ]× R
d. From (2.15) and (2.16), it follows that

|(T P
n (t)f)h − fh| ≤|(T P

n (t)(ϕf))h − fh|+ ‖f‖∞(T P
n (t)((1 − ϕ)1))h

=|(T P
n (t)(ϕf))h − fh|+ ‖f‖∞(T P

n (t)1)h − ‖f‖∞(T P
n (t)(ϕ1))h (2.17)

for every t ∈ [0, T ], h = 1, . . . ,m and n ∈ N. Let us apply once again the maximum principle in

[4, Theorem 2.3], with A
P replaced by A

P
n + M̃I, where M̃ = min{0,M}, to the function w3,

1Notice that, in our operator, the sign of the potential term is the opposite of the sign of the potential term
in the quoted paper.
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defined as w3(t, ·) := eM̃tT P
n (t)1− 1 for every t ≥ 0. Since, from (2.1),

(Dtw3 − (AP
n + M̃I)w3)h = −ϑn

m∑

k=1

vPhk + M̃ ≤ 0 on (0, T ]× R
d, w3(0, ·) = 0 on R

d,

we infer that w3 ≤ 0 on [0, T ]× R
d. Replacing in (2.17), it follows that

|(T P
n (t)f)h − fh| ≤ |(T P

n (t)(ϕf))h − fh|+ ‖f‖∞e−M̃t − ‖f‖∞(T P
n (t)(ϕ1))h (2.18)

for every t ∈ [0, T ], h = 1, . . . ,m and n ∈ N. Recalling that ϕf , ϕ1 ∈ C0(R
d), replacing n with

nk in (2.18) and letting k tend to infinity, we deduce that

|uh(t, ·)− fh| ≤ |(T P (t)(ϕf))h − fh|+ ‖f‖∞e−M̃t − ‖f‖∞(T P (t)(ϕ1))h, t ∈ (0, T ]

for every h = 1, . . . ,m. Since ϕf = f and ϕ1 = 1 on B(R), the continuity of the functions
T P (·)(ϕf) and T P (·)(ϕ1) in [0,∞)×R

d implies that u can be continuously extended up to t = 0
setting u(0, ·) = f . This concludes the proof. �

Lemma 2.12. Let 0 ≤ a < b and h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Then,
∫

R(a,b)

(Dtϕ(t, y) +Akϕ(t, y))phk(t, x, y)dtdy −
m∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

R(a,b)

vjk(y)ϕ(t, y)phj(t, x, y)dtdy

=

∫

Rd

(phk(b, x, y)ϕ(b, y)− phk(a, x, y)ϕ(a, y))dy (2.19)

for every (t, x) ∈ (a, b)× R
d, h, k = 1, . . . ,m, ϕ ∈ C1,2

c (R(a, b)). Finally, the same holds true if

we replace A with A
P and phk with pPhk for every h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C1,2
c (R(a, b)), fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and observe that the function ϕ = ϕek belongs to

the domain of the realization of A in Cb(B(n)) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions
for every n > R, where R > 0 satisfies supp(ϕ(t, ·)) ⊆ B(R) for every t ∈ [a, b]. Since (TD,n(t))
is an analytic semigroup (see Remark 2.7), it follows that

Dt(T
D,n(t)ϕ(t, ·)) =TD,n(t)(Aϕ(t, ·)) + TD,n(t)Dtϕ(t, ·)

on B(n) for every n > R and t ≥ 0. From (2.9), letting n tend to infinity we infer that the
function t 7→ (T (t)ϕ(t, ·))(x) is differentiable in (0,∞) for every x ∈ R

d and

Dt(T (t)ϕ(t, ·)) = T (t)(Aϕ(t, ·)) + T (t)Dtϕ(t, ·)
in R

d for every t ∈ (0,∞). In particular, the function (t, x) 7→ Dt(T (t)ϕ(t, ·))(x) is continuous
in [0,∞)× R

d and

(DtT (·)(ϕek))h =

∫

Rd

(
Dtϕ(·, y)phk(·, ·, y) +

m∑

j=1

(A(ϕek))j(·, y)phj(·, ·, y)
)
dy

in (a, b) × R
d, for every h = 1, . . . ,m. Integrating both the sides of the above equality with

respect to t between a and b yields the assertion. �

Remark 2.13. The previous proof shows that formula (2.19) is satisfied also by the kernels pD,n
hk

and pD,P,n
hk with R(a, b) being replaced by Rn(a, b).

Now, we prove the following regularity result for the kernels phk and p
P
hk, with h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Proposition 2.14. Fix x ∈ R
d and 0 ≤ a0 < b0 ≤ T . Suppose that phk(·, x, ·) (resp. pPhk(·, x, ·))

∈ Lr
loc(R(a0, b0)) for some r ∈ (1,∞) ∪ {∞}, some h = 1, . . . ,m and every k = 1, . . . ,m. Then,

for every a0 < a < b < b0, every x ∈ R
d and every n ∈ N, the function phk(·, x, ·) (resp.

pPhk(·, x, ·)) belongs to Hr,1(Rn(a, b)), if r ∈ R, and to Hq,1(Rn(a, b)) for every q ∈ (1,∞), if

r = ∞, for every k = 1, . . . ,m. In particular, if r > d + 2, then phk(·, x, ·) (resp. pPhk(·, x, ·))
belongs to C([a, b];C(B(n))) for every k = 1, . . . ,m and every n ∈ N.
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Proof. The proof of the smoothness of the functions phk(·, x, ·) and pPhk(·, x, ·) can be obtained by
arguing as in the proof of [33, Lemma 3.1]. We limit ourselves to showing that, in our situation, we
gain the estimate which is crucial in the proof of the quoted result. For simplicity, we consider
the case r ∈ (1,∞), since the case r = ∞ can be proved by means of similar arguments by
replacing r with q ∈ (1,∞).
We fix n ∈ N, x ∈ R

d and prove that the kernel phk(·, x, ·) belongs to Hr,1(Rn(a, b)) for every
k = 1, . . . ,m. Let ϑ ∈ C∞

c (R) be such that χ[a,b] ≤ ϑ ≤ χ[a0,b0] and let ϑn ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be such

that χB(n) ≤ ϑn ≤ χB(2n) for every n ∈ N. Further, we set pnhk(t, x, y) := ϑn(y)phk(t, x, y) for

every t ∈ (0, T ), n ∈ N and y ∈ R
d.

Applying (2.19) to the function ϑϑnϕ, with ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R(a0, b0)), we deduce that

∫

R(0,T )

phk(t, x, y)(ϑn(y)Dt(ϑϕ(·, y))(t) + ϑ(t)(Ak(ϑnϕ(t, ·)))(y)dtdy

−
m∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

R(0,T )

vjk(y)ϑ(t)ϑn(y)ϕ(t, y)phj(t, x, y)dtdy = 0,

which gives
∫

R(0,T )

ϑ(t)pnhk(t, x, y)
(
Dtϕ(t, y) +Ak

1ϕ(t, y)
)
dtdy

=−
∫

R(0,T )

ϑ(t)pnhk(t, x, y)
(
〈Gk(y) + bk(y),∇ϕ(t, y)〉 − vkk(y)ϕ(t, y)

)
dtdy

−
∫

R(0,T )

ϑ′(t)ϕ(t, y)pnhk(t, x, y)dtdy

−
∫

R(0,T )

ϑ(t)phk(t, x, y)
(
2〈Qk(y)∇ϕ(t, y),∇ϑn(y)〉+ ϕ(t, y)Ak

1ϑn(t, y)

+ ϕ(t, y)〈Gk(y) + bk(y),∇ϑn(t, y)〉
)
dtdy

+

m∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

R(0,T )

vjk(y)p
n
hj(t, x, y)ϑ(t)ϕ(t, y)dtdy,

where Ak
1 :=

∑d
i,j=1 q

k
ijD

2
ij and (Gk)j =

∑d
i=1Diq

k
ij for every j = 1, . . . , d. From Hölder’s

inequality and the local boundedness of the coefficients of the operator A, it follows that
∣∣∣∣
∫

R(0,T )

ϑpnhk(t, x, y)(Dtϕ(t, y)+Ak
1ϕ(t, y))dtdy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ cn

m∑

j=1

‖phj(·, x, ·)‖Lr(R2n(a0,b0))‖ϕ‖W 0,1

r′
(R(0,T ))

for some positive constant cn, independent of ϕ.
From now on, the proof follows the same lines as those of [33, Lemma 3.1] and allows us to

prove that pnhk(·, x, ·) ∈ Hr,1(R(a, b)) for every n ∈ N and every k = 1, . . . ,m. Since pnhk(·, x, ·) =
phk(·, x, ·) on (0,∞) × B(n), we get the assertion. To prove the smoothness of phk(·, x, ·), it is
enough to notice that, if r > d + 2, then the same computations as in [33, Proposition 3.3] (see
also [21, Corollary 7.5]) give pnhk(·, x, ·) ∈ Cν([a, b];Cθ

b (R
d)) for some ν, θ > 0.

The result for the kernel pPhk(·, x, ·) can be proved arguing in the same way. �

3. Integrability of Lyapunov functions

In this section we prove that Lyapunov functions for AP and time-dependent Lyapunov func-
tions for the operator Dt + A

P (see Definition 3.1) are integrable with respect to the measure
pPhk(t, x, y)dy for every t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R

d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m.

Definition 3.1. Given T > 0 and a function ν ∈ C1,2((0, T )×R
d)∩C([0, T ]×R

d), we say that

the R
m-valued function ν = (ν, . . . , ν) is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for the operator

L := Dt +A
P (with respect to ϕ and g) if (i) lim|x|→∞ ν(t, x) = ∞, uniformly with respect to t
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in compact subsets of (0, T ], (ii) ν ≤ ϕ, and (iii) there exists a function g ∈ L1(0, T ) such that

Lν(t, ·) ≤ g(t)ν(t, ·) in (0, T )× R
d.

Theorem 3.2. If ν is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for the operator L with respect to ϕ
and g, then the functions TD,P,n(t)ν(t, ·) (n ∈ N) and T P (t)ν(t, ·) are well-defined for every t ∈

[0, T ] and can be estimated from above by the function t 7→ eG(t)ν(0, ·), where G(t) =
∫ t

0

g(s)ds

for every t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We split the proof into three steps. In the first two steps we prove the assertion for the
function T P (·)ν, assuming first that the constant M in (2.1) is nonnegative (Step 1) and then
addressing the general case (Step 2). Finally, in Step 3, we prove the assertion for the function
TD,P,n(·)ν.
Step 1. We fix σ > 0 and, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), let ψσ,ε ∈ C∞([0,∞)) be such that ψσ,ε(t) = t

for every t ∈ [0, σ], ψσ,ε = σ + 1
2ε on (σ + ε,∞), 0 ≤ ψ′

σ,ε ≤ 1 and ψ′′
σ,ε ≤ 0 in [0,∞). Further,

for every n ∈ N we consider the operator AP
n , defined on smooth functions f by (2.12), where

ϑn ∈ C∞
c (Rd) satisfies χB(n) ≤ ϑn ≤ χB(2n).

We now fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and observe that the function ψk,σ,ε = (ψσ,ε ◦ ν)ek belongs to

C1,2
b ((0, T ) × R

d). In particular, for every t ∈ (0, T ), the function ψk,σ,ε(t, ·) belongs to the

domain of AP
n , which generates the analytic semigroup (T P

n (t)) (see Remark 2.7). Hence, the
function T P

n (·)ψk,σ,ε is differentiable with respect to time in [0, T ] × R
d and DtT

P
n (·)ψk,σ,ε =

T P
n (·)AP

nψk,σ,ε + T
P
n (·)Dtψk,σ,ε in [0, T ]× R

d.

Note that (AP
nψk,σ,ε)ℓ = −ϑnvPℓk(ψσ,ε ◦ ν), if ℓ 6= k and

(AP
nψk,σ,ε)k = (ψ′

σ,ε ◦ ν)Ak
nν + ϑnvkk[ν(ψ

′
σ,ε ◦ ν)− ψσ,ε ◦ ν]

+ (ψ′′
σ,ε ◦ ν)[ϑn〈Qk∇ν,∇ν〉+ η0(1− ϑn)|∇ν|2]

≤ (ψ′
σ,ε ◦ ν)Ak

nν − ϑnvkk(ψσ,ε ◦ ν)χ{ν>σ+ε}.

Here, Aℓ
n, ℓ = 1, . . . ,m, is the operator defined on smooth functions u : Rd → R by

(Aℓ
nu) := ϑndiv(Q

ℓ∇u) + η0(1− ϑn)∆u + ϑn〈bk,∇u〉 − ϑnvℓℓu,

with η0 = min{η0k : k = 1, . . . ,m} (see Hypothesis 2.1(ii)). Note that the last inequality in the
previous chain of inequalities follows from the fact that ψ′′

σ,ε(ξ) ≤ 0 and ξψ′
σ,ε(ξ) − ψσ,ε(ξ) ≤ 0

for every ξ ≥ 0, and ψ′
σ,ε = 0 on (σ + ε,∞).

Therefore, for every h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} we can estimate

Dt(T
P
n (·)ψk,σ,ε)h ≤−

m∑

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=k

∫

Rd

ϑnv
P
ℓk(y)ψσ,ε(ν(·, y))pP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy

+

∫

Rd

ψ′
σ,ε(ν(·, y))(Ak

nν)(y)p
P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

−
∫

{ν>σ+ε}

ϑn(y)vkk(y)ψσ,ε(ν(·, y))pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

+

∫

{ν≤σ+ε}

ψ′
σ,ε(ν(·, y))Dtν(·, y)pP,n

hk (·, ·, y)dy. (3.1)

where {pP,n
hk : h, k = 1, . . . ,m} is the family of kernels associated to (T P

n (t)).

Note that ψk,σ,ε converges to (ν ∧ σ)ek in a dominated way in R
d as ε tends to 0, so that

T P
n (·)ψk,σ,ε converges pointwise in (0, T )×R

d to T P
n (·)((ν ∧σ)ek) as ε tends to 0. Moreover, the

interior Schauder estimates in [4] show that the family of functions {T P
n (·)ψk,σ,ε : ε ∈ (0, 1]} is

bounded in C1+α
2 ,2+α(E) for every compact set E ⊆ (0, T )×R

d. This is enough to conclude that
DtT

P
n (·)ψk,σ,ε converges locally uniformly in (0, T )× R

d to DtT
P
n (·)((ν ∧ σ)ek) as ε tends to 0.

Moreover, it is easy to check that the right-hand side of (3.1) converges pointwise in (0, T )×R
d.
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In particular, letting ε tend to zero in both the sides of (3.1), we infer that

Dt(T
P
n (·)((ν ∧ σ)ek)h ≤−

m∑

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=k

∫

Rd

ϑnv
P
ℓk(y)(ν(·, y) ∧ σ)pP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy

+

∫

{ν≤σ}

(Ak
nν)(y)p

P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy − σ

∫

{ν>σ}

ϑn(y)vkk(y)p
P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

+

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

=− σ

m∑

ℓ=1

∫

{ν>σ}

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)p

P,n
hℓ (·, ·, y)dy +

∫

{ν≤σ}

(Ak
nν)(y)p

P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

−
m∑

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=k

∫

{ν≤σ}

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)ν(·, y)pP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy

+

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy.

We sum up the previous formula over k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and obtain that

Dt(T
P
n (·)(ν ∧ σ))h

≤− σ

m∑

ℓ=1

∫

{ν>σ}

ϑn(y)

m∑

k=1

vPℓk(y)p
P,n
hℓ (·, ·, y)dy +

∫

{ν≤σ}

m∑

k=1

(Ak
nν)(y)p

P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

−
m∑

k=1

m∑

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=k

∫

{ν≤σ}

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)ν(·, y)pP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy +
m∑

k=1

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

≤
∫

{ν≤σ}

m∑

k=1

(Ak
nν)(y)p

P,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy −

m∑

k=1

m∑

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=k

∫

{ν≤σ}

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)ν(·, y)pP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy

+

m∑

k=1

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

=

∫

{ν≤σ}

m∑

ℓ=1

(
Aℓ

nν(·, y)−
m∑

k=1,k 6=ℓ

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)ν(·, y)

)
pP,n
hℓ (·, ·, y)dy

+
m∑

k=1

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

since, by assumptions, the sum of the elements of every row of V P is a nonnegative function.
Next, we notice that

Aℓ
nν(·, y)−

m∑

k=1,k 6=ℓ

ϑn(y)v
P
ℓk(y)ν(·, y) = (AP

n ν(·, y))ℓ, y ∈ R
d, ℓ = 1, . . . ,m.

Therefore,

Dt(T
P
n (·)(ν ∧ σ))h ≤

m∑

ℓ=1

∫

{ν≤σ}

(AP
nν(·, y))ℓpP,n

hℓ (·, ·, y)dy +
m∑

k=1

∫

{ν≤σ}

Dtν(·, y)pP,n
hk (·, ·, y)dy

=(T P
n (·)(χ{ν≤σ}(Dtν +A

P
nν)))h.

Let us observe that, from Hypothesis 2.1(iii), it follows that

χ{ν≤σ}(Dtν +A
P
n ν) =χ{ν≤σ}((Dtν + ϑnA

Pν + (1− ϑn)η
0∆ν)

≤gνχ{ν≤σ} + χ{ν≤σ}(1− ϑn)(Dtν + η0∆ν) = gνχ{ν≤σ}
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if n ≥ R, where R is such that {ν ≤ σ} ⊂ (0, T )×B(R). Hence,

Dt(T
P
n (·)(ν ∧ σ)) ≤ T P

n (·)(χ{ν≤σ}(Dtν +A
P
nν)) ≤ gT P

n (·)(ν ∧ σ), n > R.

Letting n tend to infinity and taking Proposition 2.11 into account, it follows that Dt(T
P (·)(ν ∧

σ)) ≤ gT P (·)(ν∧σ) in (0, T ]×R
d. Applying Gronwall’s Lemma we infer that T P (t)(ν(t, ·) ∧ σ) ≤

eG(t)(ν(0, ·)∧σ) in [0, T ]×R
d. Finally, letting σ tend to infinity, the assertion follows by monotone

convergence.
Step 2. If M < 0 in (2.1), then we introduce the operator AP

M = A
P +MI and observe that ν

is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for the operator Dt +A
P
M , with the function g replaced

by g +M and M replaced by 0 in (2.1). It follows that we can associate a semigroup (T P
M (t))

in Cb(R
d) to A

P
M by means of the unique solution to the associated Cauchy problem. Further,

T P
M (t)f = eMtT P (t)f for every f ∈ Cb(R

d), t ∈ [0,∞), and the sum of the elements of each

row of the potential matrix in A
P
M is nonnegative. Hence, from Step 1 we deduce that we can

compute the operator T P
M (t) on the function ν and (T P

M (t)ν(t, ·))k ≤ eG(t)+Mtν(0, ·) for every
t ∈ [0, T ] and k = 1, . . . ,m. Thus, we get

eMtT P (t)(ν(t, ·) ∧ n) = T P
M (t)(ν(t, ·) ∧ n) ≤ T P

M (t)ν(t, ·) ≤ eG(t)+Mtν(0, ·)
for every t ∈ [0, T ] and n ∈ N. Letting n tend to infinity, by the monotone convergence theorem
we infer that T P (t)ν(t, ·) is well-defined and T P (t)ν(t, ·) ≤ eG(t)ν(0, ·) for every t ∈ [0, T ].
Step 3. We fix σ > 0 and recall that the sequence (TD,P,n(·)(ν∧σ)) converges to T P (·)(ν∧σ) in

a monotone way in [0, T ]×R
d. The positivity of the semigroup (T P (t)) implies that T P (·)(ν∧σ) ≤

T P (·)ν for every σ > 0. Putting everything together, we conclude that TD,P,n(t)(ν(t, ·) ∧ σ) ≤
eG(t)ν(0, ·) for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Letting σ tend to ∞, from the monotone convergence theorem
we deduce that TD,P,n(t)ν(t, ·) ≤ eG(t)ν(0, ·) for every t ∈ [0, T ] and every n ∈ N. �

4. Kernel estimates

In this section, we provide pointwise estimates for the kernels of the semigroups (T (t)) and
(T P (t)). For this purpose, we need some preliminary results.
In the following lemma, we consider a matrix-valued function Q : R

d → R
d×d such that

Q(x) = (qij(x))
d
i,j=1 is symmetric for every x ∈ R

d, its entries belong to Cα
loc(R

d) for some

α ∈ (0, 1) and there exists a positive constant η such that 〈Q(x)ξ, ξ〉 ≥ η|ξ|2 for every x, ξ ∈ R
d.

Lemma 4.1. Fix T > 0, 0 ≤ a0 < b0 ≤ T , n ∈ N, r > d + 2 and consider two functions

f ∈ L
r
2 (Rn(a0, b0)) and h ∈ Lr(Rn(a0, b0)). Further, assume that u ∈ Hp,1(Rn(a0, b0)) ∩

C(Rn(a0, b0)) for some p > 1.

If there exists Ω ⋐ B(n) such that f,h and u vanish on (a0, b0)× Ω
c
and

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(〈Q∇u,∇ψ〉+ ψDtu)dtdx =

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

fψdtdx+

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

〈h,∇ψ〉dtdx (4.1)

for every ψ ∈ C∞
c ([a0, b0] × B(n)), then there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on η, d

and r, such that

‖u‖L∞(Rn(a0,b0))
≤ C(‖u‖L2(Rn(a0,b0))

+ ‖f‖
L

r
2 (Rn(a0,b0))

+ ‖h‖Lr(Rn(a0,b0))
).

Proof. The main step consists in showing that∫

R(a0,b0)

(〈Qn∇u,∇ψ〉+ ψDtu)dtdx =

∫

R(a0,b0)

fψ dt dx+

∫

R(a0,b0)

〈h,∇ψ〉dtdx (4.2)

for every ψ ∈ C∞
c (R(a0, b0)). Here, v denotes the trivial extension of v, defined on Rn(a0, b0),

to the whole R(a0, b0)) and Qn = ϕnQ + η(1 − ϕn)I, where ϕn is a smooth function satisfying
χB(n) ≤ ϕn ≤ χB(2n). Once this formula is proved, we apply [22, Theorem 3.7], with Q replaced
by Qn, to get the assertion.
To begin with, we notice that f ∈ L

r
2 (R(a0, b0)), h ∈ Lr(R(a0, b0)) and u belongs to ∈

L∞((a0, b0);L
2(Rd))∩Hp,1(R(a0, b0))∩Cb(R(a0, b0)). Further, we fix 0 < ε < 1

2d(Ω, B(n)c) and
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let ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([a0, b0] × B(n)) be such that ϕ ≡ 1 on (a0, b0) × Ωε, where Ωε = {x + y ∈ R

d :

x ∈ Ω, y ∈ B(ε)} ⋐ B(n). Finally, we fix ψ ∈ C∞
c (R(a0, b0)). The function ψϕ belongs to

C∞
c ([a0, b0]×B(n)) and, from (4.1), we infer that
∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(〈Q∇u,∇(ψϕ)〉+ ψϕDtu)dtdx =

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

fψϕdtdx +

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

〈h,∇(ψϕ)〉dtdx.

Since u, f,h have support in (a0, b0)× Ω and ϕ ≡ 1 on (a0, b0)× Ωε, it follows that∫

(a0,b0)×Ωε

(〈Q∇u,∇ψ〉+ ψDtu)dtdx =

∫

(a0,b0)×Ωε

fψdtdx+

∫

(a0,b0)×Ωε

〈h,∇ψ〉dtdx.

From this formula, (4.2) follows immediately. �

We are now ready to establish pointwise upper bounds for the kernels pD,P,n
hk for all h, k =

1, . . . ,m and n ∈ N, under the following set of assumptions.

Hypotheses 4.2. Fix T > 0, x ∈ R
d and 0 < a0 < b0 < T . Let ν1 = (ν1, . . . , ν1) and

ν2 = (ν2, . . . , ν2) be two time-dependent Lyapunov functions for the operator L := Dt+A
P , with

respect to ϕ and g1 and g2, respectively, such that ν1 ≤ ν2. Let 1 ≤ w ∈ C1,2((0, T )× R
d) be a

weight function such that there exist s > d + 2 and constants c1, . . . , c8, possibly depending on

the interval (a0, b0), with

(i) w ≤ c
s
2
1 ν1, (ii) |Qh∇w| ≤ c2w

s−1
s ν

1
s

1 , (iii) |div(Qh∇w)| ≤ c3w
s−2
s ν

2
s

1

(iv) |Dtw| ≤ c4w
s−2
s ν

2
s

1 , (v) |V h| ≤ c5w
− 2

s ν
2
s

2 , (vi) |bh| ≤ c6w
− 1

s ν
1
s

2 ,

(vii) |Qh| ≤ c7w
− 1

s ν
1
s

1 , (viii) |Rh| ≤ c8w
− 2

s ν
2
s

1

on [a0, b0]× R
d, for every h = 1, . . . ,m, where V h denotes the h-th column of the matrix V and

Rh is the matrix whose entries are Diq
h
ij with i, j = 1, . . . , d.

Under Hypotheses 4.2, for a and b such that a0 < a < b < b0, we introduce the function

Ha,b =
(
c

s
2
1 +

c
s
2
1

[(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)]
s
2
+ cs2 + c

s
2
3 + c

s
2
4 + c

s
4
1 c

s
2
2 + c

s
4
1 c

s
2
7 + cs7 + c

s
2
8

)
ν1(0, ·)

∫ b0

a0

eG1(t)dt

+
(
c

s
4
1 c

s
2
6 + c

s
2
2 c

s
2
6 + c

s
2
5 + cs6

)
ν2(0, ·)

∫ b0

a0

eG2(t)dt, (4.3)

where Gi(s) :=

∫ s

0

gi(σ)dσ for every s ∈ [0, T ] and i = 1, 2.

Theorem 4.3. Under Hypotheses 2.1 and 4.2, the function phk(·, x, ·) belongs to Hr,1(Rn(a, b))
for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, n ∈ N, r ∈ (1,∞) and 0 < a < b < T . Moreover, there exists a positive

constant C, depending only on η01 , . . . , η
0
m, d and s, such that, for every a0 < a < b < b0,

w(t, y)

m∑

k=1

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ CHa,b(x) (4.4)

for any h = 1, . . . ,m, (t, y) ∈ (a, b)× R
d and x ∈ R

d.

Proof. Fix x ∈ R
d, a, b, a0 and b0 as in the statement and h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. The main step

of the proof consists in proving (4.4), with phk being replaced by pD,P,n
hk and with a positive

constant C, independent of n. Indeed, once this property is proved, we can obtain (4.4) and the

smoothness property of phk(·, x, ·), recalling that the sequence (pD,P,n
hk ) pointwise converges to pPhk

in (0,∞)×R
d×R

d (see Remark 2.8). Hence, taking the limit as n tends to infinity in the estimate

for pD,P,n
hk , we obtain that w(t, y)pPhk(t, x, y) ≤ CHa,b(x) for every (t, y) ∈ (a, b)×R

d. Next, from
(2.11) and the previous estimate, it follows immediately that (4.4) holds true for almost every
(t, y) ∈ R(a, b). In particular, this implies that the function phk(·, x, ·) belongs to L∞(R(a0, b0)).
Hence, by Proposition 2.14, phk(·, x, ·) belongs to Hr,1(Rn(a1, b1)) for every r ∈ (1,∞) and
(a1, b1) ⊂ (a, b). This allows us to extend the validity of (4.4) to every (t, y) ∈ R(a, b).
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Based on the above remarks, we now prove that pD,P,n
hk (·, x, ·) ≤ CHa,b(x) for every n ∈ N

such that x ∈ B(n). For this purpose, we introduce a function ϑ ∈ C∞(R) such that χ[a,b] ≤
ϑ ≤ χ[a0,b0] and |ϑ′| ≤ 2

(a−a0)∧(b0−b) and, for every n ∈ N, the function ϑn, defined by ϑn(y) =

ϑ0(n
−1|y|) for every y ∈ R

d, where ϑ0(ξ) = χ[0, 12 )
(ξ) + exp

(
1− 1

1−(4ξ−2)3

)
χ( 1

2 ,
3
4 )
(ξ) for every

ξ ∈ [0,∞). Each function ϑn belongs to C2
c (R

d), χB(n/2) ≤ ϑn ≤ χB(3n/4) and there exists a
positive constant c0 such that

|D2ϑn(x)| + |∇ϑn(x)| ≤ c0
√
ϑn(x), x ∈ R

d, n ∈ N. (4.5)

Applying formula (2.19), with phk and R(a, b) being replaced by pD,P,n
hk and Rn(a, b), re-

spectively (see Remark 2.13), and with ϕ(t, y) = ϑ
s
2 (t)ϑ

s
2
n (y)w(t, y)ψ(t, y) for every (t, y) ∈

(0,∞)×B(n), where ψ ∈ C1,2
c ([a0, b0]×B(n)), it follows that

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(Dtϕ(t, y) +Akϕ(t, y))p
D,P,n
hk (t, x, y) dtdy

−
m∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

vPjk(y)ϕ(t, y)p
D,P,n
hj (t, x, y)dtdy = 0. (4.6)

By straightforward computations we obtain that

Dtϕ =ϑ
s
2ϑ

s
2
n

(s
2
ϑ−1ϑ′w +Dtw

)
ψ + ϑ

s
2ϑ

s
2
nwDtψ,

div(Qk∇ϕ) =ϑ s
2ϑ

s
2
nw div(Qk∇ψ) + ϑ

s
2ϑ

s
2
n 〈sϑ−1

n wQk∇ϑn + 2Qk∇w,∇ψ〉

+ ϑ
s
2 ϑ

s
2
n

(
div(Qk∇w) + sϑ−1

n 〈Qk∇w,∇ϑn〉+
s

2
ϑ−1
n w div(Qk∇ϑn)

+
s(s− 2)

4
ϑ−2
n w〈Qk∇ϑn,∇ϑn〉

)
ψ,

〈bk,∇ϕ〉 =ϑ s
2ϑ

s
2
n

(
〈bk,∇w〉+ s

2
ϑ−1
n w〈bk,∇ϑn〉

)
ψ + ϑ

s
2 ϑ

s
2
nw〈bk,∇ψ〉,

which, replaced in (4.6), give
∫

Rn(a0,b0)

wrnxhk(−Dtψ − div(Qk∇ψ))dtdy

=

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(
s

2
ϑ−1ϑ′wrnxhk + r

nx
hkDtw + r

nx
hkdiv(Q

k∇w) + sϑ−1
n r

nx
hk〈Qk∇w,∇ϑn〉

+
s

2
ϑ−1
n wrnxhk div(Q

k∇ϑn) +
s(s− 2)

4
ϑ−2
n wrnxhk 〈Qk∇ϑn,∇ϑn〉

+ r
nx
hk〈bk,∇w〉+

s

2
ϑ−1
n wrnxhk 〈bk,∇ϑn〉 − w

m∑

j=1

vPjkr
nx
hj

)
ψdtdy

+

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

r
nx
hk〈sϑ−1

n wQk∇ϑn + 2Qk∇w + wbk,∇ψ〉dtdy,

where r
n,x
hk (t, y) = ϑ

s
2 (t)ϑ

s
2
n (y)p

D,P,n
hk (t, x, y) for every (t, y) ∈ (0,∞)×B(n).

Integrating by parts the left-hand side of the above equality, we find that formula (4.1) holds
with the matrix Q being replaced by Qk, u = wrnxhk and

f =
s

2
ϑ−1ϑ′wrnxhk + r

nx
hkDtw + r

nx
hkdiv(Q

k∇w) + sϑ−1
n r

nx
hk〈Qk∇w,∇ϑn〉

+
s

2
ϑ−1
n wrnxhk div(Q

k∇ϑn) +
s(s− 2)

4
ϑ−2
n wrnxhk 〈Qk∇ϑn,∇ϑn〉

+ r
nx
hk〈bk,∇w〉+

s

2
ϑ−1
n wrnxhk 〈bk,∇ϑn〉 − w

m∑

j=1

vPjkr
nx
hj ;
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h =sϑ−1
n wrnxhkQ

k∇ϑn + 2rnxhkQ
k∇w + wrnxhkb

k.

From [18, Chapter IV, Section 2, Theorem 3.4], it follows that pD,P,n
hk (·, x, ·) ∈ C1+α

2 ,2+α((0, T )×
B(n)) for every x ∈ B(n). Since w, along with its first-order partial derivatives, is bounded on
B(n), we infer that wrnxhk ∈ L∞(Rn(a0, b0)) ∩ Hσ,1(Rn(a0, b0)) for all σ ∈ (1, s/2). Then, by
Lemma 4.1 (with Q = Qk) there exists a positive constant C, depending only on η01 , . . . , η

0
m, d

and s, such that

‖u‖L∞(Rn(a0,b0)) ≤ C(‖u‖L2(Rn(a0,b0)) + ‖f‖
L

s
2 (Rn(a0,b0))

+ ‖h‖Ls(Rn(a0,b0))). (4.7)

For notation convenience, we denote by ‖ · ‖p the Lp-norm over the cylinder Rn(a0, b0) for
p ∈ [1,∞) ∪ {∞}. Moreover, we set

Mx
i,h,j :=

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

νi(t, y)p
D,P,n
hj (t, x, y)dtdy, i = 1, 2, j = 1, . . . ,m.

We observe thatMx
i,h,j <∞ by Theorem 3.2. We now estimate the right-hand side of (4.7). In the

following computations, the constant C may vary from line to line, but it is always independent
of ‖Qk‖∞. By applying Hypotheses 4.2, estimate (4.5) and setting η0 = mink=1,...,m η0k, we get

‖wrnxhk‖22 ≤ c
s
2
1 ‖wrnxhk‖∞Mx

1,h,k;

‖ϑ−1ϑ′wrnxhk‖
s
2
s
2
≤ 2

s
2

[(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)]
s
2
‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ−
s
2wrnxhkdtdy

≤ 2
s
2 c

s
2
1

[(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)]
s
2
‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

‖rnxhkDtw‖
s
2
s
2
≤ c

s
2
4

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk)
s
2w

s−2
2 ν1dtdy ≤ c

s
2
4 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

‖rnxkhdiv(Qk∇w)‖
s
2
s
2
≤ c

s
2
3

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk )
s
2w

s−2
2 ν1dtdy ≤ c

s
2
3 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

‖ϑ−1
n r

nx
hk〈Qk∇w,∇ϑn〉‖

s
2
s
2
≤

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n (rnxhk)

s
2 |Qk∇w| s2 |∇ϑn|

s
2 dtdy

≤ c
s
2
0 c

s
2
2

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

4
n (rnxhk)

s
2w

s−1
2 ν

1
2
1 dtdy

≤ c
s
2
0 c

s
2
2 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

4
n r

nx
hkw

1
2 ν

1
2
1 dtdy

≤ c
s
2
0 c

s
4
1 c

s
2
2 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

‖ϑ−1
n wrnxhk div(Q

k∇ϑn)‖
s
2
s
2
≤ 2

s
2−1

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n (wrnxhk )

s
2 (d

s
4 |Rk| s2 |∇ϑn|

s
2 + |Qk| s2 |D2ϑn|

s
2 )dtdy

≤ 2
s
2−1d

s
4 c

s
2
0 c

s
2
8 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n r

nx
hkν1dtdy

+ 2
s
2−1c

s
2
0 c

s
2
7 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n r

nx
hkw

1
2 ν

1
2
1 dtdy

≤ 2
s
2−1c

s
2
0 (d

s
4 c

s
2
8 + c

s
4
1 c

s
2
7 ) ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

∥∥ϑ−2
n wrnxhk〈Qh∇ϑn,∇ϑn〉

∥∥ s
2
s
2

≤ cs0

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n (wrnxhk )

s
2 |Qh| s2 dtdy

≤ cs0c
s
2
7 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n r

nx
hkw

1
2 ν

1
2
1 dtdy
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≤ cs0c
s
4
1 c

s
2
7 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
1,h,k;

∥∥rnxhk 〈bh,∇w〉
∥∥ s

2
s
2

≤
∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk )
s
2 |bh| s2 |∇w| s2 dtdy

≤ c
s
2
6

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk)
s
2w− 1

2 ν
1
2
2 |∇w|

s
2 dtdy

≤ η
− s

2
0 c

s
2
2 c

s
2
6

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk )
s
2w

s−2
2 ν

1
2
1 ν

1
2
2 dtdy

≤ η
− s

2
0 c

s
2
2 c

s
2
6 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
2,h,k;

∥∥ϑ−1
n wrnxhk〈bh,∇ϑn〉

∥∥ s
2
s
2

≤ c
s
2
0 c

s
2
6 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

4
n w

1
2 r

nx
hkν

1
2
2 dtdy

≤ c
s
2
0 c

s
4
1 c

s
2
6 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
2

∞ Mx
2,h,k;

∥∥∥∥w
m∑

j=1

vPjkr
nx
hj

∥∥∥∥
s
2

s
2

≤
∫

Rn(a0,b0)

w
s
2 |V k| s2

( m∑

j=1

r
nx
hj

) s
2

dtdy ≤ c
s
2
5

∥∥∥∥w
m∑

j=1

r
nx
hj

∥∥∥∥
s−2
2

∞

m∑

j=1

Mx
2,h,j;

∥∥ϑ−1
n wrnxhkQ

h∇ϑn
∥∥s
s
≤ cs0c

s
7 ‖wrnxhk‖s−1

∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

ϑ
− s

2
n wrnxhkw

−1ν1dtdy

≤ cs0c
s
7 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−1
∞ Mx

1,h,k;

∥∥rnxhkQh∇w
∥∥s

s
≤ cs2

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

(rnxhk)
sws−1ν1dtdy ≤ cs2 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−1
∞ Mx

1,h,k;

∥∥wrnxhkbh
∥∥s
s
≤ cs6 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−1
∞

∫

Rn(a0,b0)

r
nx
hkν2dtdy ≤ cs6 ‖wrnxhk‖

s−1
∞ Mx

2,h,k.

Combining all the above inequalities with (4.7), we obtain that

‖wrnxhk‖∞ ≤Cc
s
4
1 (M

x
1,h,k)

1
2 ‖wrnxhk‖

1
2
∞ + Cc5

m∑

j=1

(Mx
2,h,j)

2
s

m∑

j=1

∥∥wrnxhj
∥∥ s−2

s

∞

+ C
[( c1

(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)
+ c

1
2
1 c2 + c3 + c4 + c

1
2
1 c7 + c8

)
(Mx

1,h,k)
2
s

+
(
c

1
2
1 c6 + c2c6

)
(Mx

2,h,k)
2
s

]
‖wrnxhk‖

s−2
s

∞

+
[
(c2 + c7)(M

x
1,h,k)

1
s + c6(M

x
2,h,k)

1
s

]
‖wrnxhk‖

s−1
s

∞ .

Summing over k = 1, . . . ,m, we get

m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞ ≤Cc
s
4
1

m∑

k=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

1
2

( m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞
) 1

2

+ C

[(
c1

(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)
+ c

1
2
1 c2 + c3 + c4 + c

1
2
1 c7 + c8

) m∑

k=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

2
s

+
(
c

1
2
1 c6 + c2c6 + c5

) m∑

k=1

(Mx
2,h,k)

2
s

]( m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞
) s−2

s

+ C

[
(c2 + c7)

m∑

h=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

1
s + c6

m∑

h=1

(Mx
2,h,k)

1
s

]( m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞
) s−1

s

.
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We set

X =

( m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞
) 1

s

, α = Cc
s
4
1

m∑

k=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

1
2 ,

β =C

[
(c2 + c7)

m∑

k=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

1
s + c6

m∑

k=1

(Mx
2,h,k)

1
s

]
,

γ =C

[(
c1

(a− a0) ∧ (b0 − b)
+ c

1
2
1 c2 + c3 + c4 + c

1
2
1 c7 + c8

) m∑

k=1

(Mx
1,h,k)

2
s

+
(
c

1
2
1 c6 + c2c6 + c5

) m∑

k=1

(Mx
2,h,k)

2
s

]
.

The above notation yields Xs ≤ αX
s
2 + βXs−1 + γXs−2. If we apply Young’s inequality

αX
s
2 ≤ 1

4X
s + α2, then we get f(X) ≤ 0, where

f(r) :=rs − 4

3
βrs−1 − 4

3
γrs−2 − 4

3
α2 =: rs−2g(r)− 4

3
α2, r ∈ (0,∞).

We claim that it leads to X ≤ X0 := 4
3β +

√
4
3γ +

(
4
3α

2

) 1
s

. For this purpose, we observe

that f ′(r) = (s− 2)rs−3g(r) + rs−2g′(r) for every r ∈ (0,∞) and the function g is positive and

increasing in
(

4
3β +

√
4
3γ +

(
4
3α

2
) 1

s ,∞
)
. Hence, it follows that f ′(r) ≥ 0 in the above interval,

so that f is increasing. Moreover, it holds that

f

(
4

3
β +

√
4

3
γ +

(
4

3
α2

) 1
s
)
>

(
4

3
α2

) s−2
s
(
4

3
α2

) 2
s

− 4

3
α2 = 0.

Therefore, f(r) > 0 if r > 4
3β +

√
4
3γ +

(
4
3α

2
) 1

s . Since f(X) ≤ 0, the inequality X ≤ X0 is

proved. We have so shown that there exists a positive constant K1 such that
m∑

k=1

‖wrnxhk‖∞ ≤ K1

(
α2 + βs + γ

s
2

)
.

Estimate (4.4) now follows by plugging in the previous inequality the definition of α, β, γ and
exploiting Theorem 3.2 to estimate, for every h = 1, . . . ,m and i = 1, 2,

m∑

k=1

Mx
i,h,k =

∫ b0

a0

((TD,P,n(t)νi)(x))hdt ≤ νi(0, x)

∫ b0

a0

eGi(t)dt, x ∈ R
d. �

4.1. Kernel estimates for the adjoint operator. Here, we show that, under suitable as-
sumptions, the results obtained in Sections 2 and 3 and in the first part of this section hold true
for the (formal) adjoint operator AP,∗ of AP , defined on smooth functions u by

(AP,∗u)k =div(Qk∇uk)− 〈bk,∇uk〉 − div(bk)uk − ((V P )∗u)k, k = 1, . . . ,m.

Here, (V P )∗ is the transpose matrix of V P . We assume the following conditions on the coefficients
of the operator A.

Hypotheses 4.4. (i) Conditions (i) and (ii) in Hypotheses 2.1 are satisfied. Moreover, bh

belong to C1+α
loc (Rd;Rd) for every h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and some α ∈ (0, 1);

(ii) there exist a positive function ϕ∗ ∈ C2(Rd), blowing up as |x| tends to infinity, and λ∗ ≥ 0

such that AP,∗ϕ∗ ≤ λ∗ϕ∗, where (ϕ∗)h = ϕ∗ for every h = 1, . . . ,m;

(iii) the sum of the elements of each row of (V P )∗ + div(bk)IdRm is bounded from below on R
d,

i.e., there exists M∗ ∈ R such that
m∑

k=1

vPkh(x) + div(bh(x)) ≥M∗, x ∈ R
d, h = 1, . . . ,m. (4.8)
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Under Hypotheses 4.4, for the operator A
P,∗ we recover analogous results to those obtained

for the operator AP in Section 2. In particular, for every f ∈ Cb(R
d) the Cauchy problem

{
Dtu = A

P,∗u, in (0,∞)× R
d,

u(0, ·) = f , in R
d,

(4.9)

admits a unique solution uP
∗ ∈ C([0,∞) × R

d) ∩ C1+α
2 ,2+α

loc ((0,∞) × R
d), which is bounded in

each strip [0, T ]× R
d, and, for every t ≥ 0, fulfills the estimate

‖uP
∗ (t, ·)‖∞ ≤

√
me−M∗t max

k=1,...,m
‖fk‖∞.

Further, we denote by (SP (t)) the semigroup associated to problem (4.9) and, for every h, k =

1, . . . ,m and t > 0, we denote by pP,∗
hk (t, ·, ·) and pD,P,n,∗

hk (t, ·, ·) the nonnegative kernels associated
to the operators SP (t) and SD,P,n(t), respectively, where (SD,P,n(t)) is the semigroup associ-

ated to the realization of the operator AP,∗ in Cb(B(n)) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions.

Remark 4.5. We stress that, under Hypotheses 4.4, all the results in Sections 2 and 3 hold true
replacing A

P with A
P,∗, T P (t) with SP (t), TD,P,n(t) with SD,P,n(t), for every t ≥ 0 and n ∈ N,

ϕ replaced by ϕ∗ and ν replaced by ν∗, where ν∗ is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for
the operator Dt +A

P,∗ with respect to ϕ∗ and a suitable g∗ ∈ L1(0, T ).

We introduce another set of conditions, which allows us to prove the analogous of Theorem
4.3 for the kernels associated to the operator AP,∗.

Hypotheses 4.6. Fix T > 0, x ∈ R
d and 0 < a0 < b0 < T . Let ν∗

1 = (ν∗1 , . . . , ν
∗
1 ) and

ν∗
2 = (ν∗2 , . . . , ν

∗
2 ) be two time-dependent Lyapunov functions for the operator L

∗ := Dt +A
P,∗

with respect to ϕ∗ and g∗1 and g∗2 , respectively, such that ν∗
1 ≤ ν∗

2 . Let 1 ≤ w ∈ C1,2((0, T )×R
d)

be a weight function such that there exist s > d+2 and constants c∗,1, . . . , c∗,8, possibly depending

on the interval (a0, b0), with

(i) w ≤ c
s
2
∗,1ν

∗
1 , (ii) |Qh∇w| ≤ c∗,2w

s−1
s (ν∗1 )

1
s ,

(iii) |div(Qh∇w)| ≤ c∗,3w
s−2
s (ν∗1 )

2
s , (iv) |Dtw| ≤ c∗,4w

s−2
s (ν∗1 )

2
s ,

(v)

( m∑

k=1

v2hk

) 1
2

+ |div(bh)| ≤ c∗,5w
− 2

s (ν∗2 )
2
s , (vi) |bh| ≤ c∗,6w

− 1
s (ν∗2 )

1
s ,

(vii) |Qh| ≤ c∗,7w
− 1

s (ν∗1 )
1
s , (viii) |Rh| ≤ c∗,8w

− 2
s (ν∗1 )

2
s

on [a0, b0]× R
d, for all n ∈ N and h = 1, . . . ,m.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.3 and taking Remark 4.5 into account, we deduce the
following result.

Corollary 4.7. Under Hypotheses 4.4 and 4.6, there exists a positive constant C, depending only

on η01 , . . . , η
0
m, d and s, such that for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m and every (t, x, y) ∈ (a, b)×R

d ×R
d,

with a0 < a < b < b0, we get

w(t, y)pP,∗
hk (t, x, y) ≤CH

∗
a,b(x), (4.10)

where the function H ∗
a,b is defined as the function Ha,b in (4.3) with the constant cj being replaced

by c∗j (j = 1, . . . , 8) and the functions νi, gi and Gi being respectively replaced by ν∗i , g
∗
i and G∗

i

(i = 1, 2).

If Hypotheses 2.1, 4.2, 4.4 and 4.6 hold true, then we obtain the following relation between the

kernels pPhk and pP,∗
hk .

Proposition 4.8. Assume that Hypotheses 2.1, 4.2, 4.4 and 4.6 are satisfied. Then, for every

h, k = 1, . . . ,m, every t ∈ [0,∞) and x, y ∈ R
d, it holds that pPhk(t, x, y) = pP,∗

kh (t, y, x). In
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particular, there exists a positive constant C, depending only on η01 , . . . , η
0
m, d and s, such that

for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m and every (t, x, y) ∈ (a, b)× R
d × R

d, with a0 < a < b < b0, we get

w(t, y)
1
2w(t, x)

1
2 pPhk(t, x, y) ≤C(Ha,b(x))

1
2 (H ∗

a,b(x))
1
2 . (4.11)

Proof. From [20, Theorem 9.5.5] and the arguments exploited in the proof of [7, Theorem 3.4],

it can be checked that pD,P,n
hk (t, x, y) = pD,P,n,∗

kh (t, y, x) for every t ≥ 0, h, k = 1, . . . ,m and

x, y ∈ B(n). Since the sequences (pD,P,n
hk (t, x, y)) and (pD,P,n,∗

kh (t, x, y)) monotonically converge

to pPhk(t, x, y) and p
P,∗
kh (t, x, y), respectively, for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞)× R

d × R
d, the first part

of the statement follows at once.
Finally, estimate (4.11) follows from (4.4) and (4.10). �

5. Examples

In this section, we provide two classes of systems of parabolic elliptic operators to which the
main results of this paper apply. Before entering into details, we fix some notation.
If ̺kij (i, j = 1, . . . , d, k = 1, . . . ,m) are real constants, then we set

̺kmin = min
i=1,...,d

̺kii, ̺kmax = max
i=1,...,d

̺kii, ̺ = min
k=1,...,m

̺kmax, ̺ = max
k=1,...,m

̺kmax.

Similarly, we denote by ξkmin (resp. ξkmax) the minimum (resp. the maximum) entry of the
vector ξk ∈ R

d (k = 1, . . . ,m). Finally, we denote by c̃ a universal constant, which may vary
from line to line.

5.1. Kernel estimates in case of polynomially growing coefficients. Let us consider the
operator A, defined by (1.1), where

qkij(x) = ζkij(1 + |x|2)αk
ij , bki (x) = −ηki xi(1 + |x|2)βk

i , vhk(x) = θhk(1 + |x|2)γhk

for every x ∈ R
d, i, j = 1, . . . , d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m, under the following conditions on the

coefficients of the operator A.

Hypotheses 5.1. (i) For every i, j = 1, . . . , d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m, αk
ij = αk

ji, β
k
i and γhk are

nonnegative constants, whereas ηki and θkk are positive constants;

(ii) γhh > γhk for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m with h 6= k;
(iii) for every k = 1, . . . ,m and i, j = 1, . . . , d, with i 6= j, αk

min > αk
ij and the matrix Zk, whose

entries are zii = ζii and zij = −|ζij | for every i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, with i 6= j, is symmetric

and positive definite for every k = 1, . . . ,m;

(iv) for every k = 1, . . . ,m, it holds that max{γkk, βk
min} > αk

max − 1.

Under the above assumptions, Hypothesis 2.1 are fulfilled. Indeed, for every k = 1, . . . ,m it

follows that 〈Qk(x)ξ, ξ〉 ≥ ηk(x)|ξ|2 for every x, ξ ∈ R
d, where ηk(x) = λZk(1+ |x|2)αk

min and λZk

denotes the minimum eigenvalue of the matrix Zk, which is positive due to Hypothesis 5.1(iii).
Further, the conditions θhh > 0 and γhh > γhk for every h, k ∈ {1. . . . ,m} with h 6= k imply that
also Hypothesis 2.1(iv) is satisfied.

We set ϕ(x) = eε̂(1+|x|2)ρ for every x ∈ R
d, with ρ > 0 such that

(i) max{γkk, βk
min + ρ}+ 1 ≥ 2ρ+ αk

max, (ii) max{γkk, βk
min + ρ} > ρ, k = 1, . . . ,m

(5.1)
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(such a value of ρ exists thanks to Hypothesis 5.1(iv) and since γkk > 0 for every k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}),
and ε̂ > 0 satisfying





ε̂ <

(
θkk

4ρ2ζkmax

) 1
2

, γkk > 2βk
min + 1− αk

max,

ε̂ <
ηkmin

2ρζkmax

, γkk < 2βk
min + 1− αk

max,

ε̂ <
ηkmin +

(
(ηkmin)

2 + 4ζkmaxθkk
) 1

2

4ρζkmax

, γkk = 2βk
min + 1− αk

max,

for every index k such that the equality holds in (5.1)(i), and show that the function ϕ, with all

the components equal to ϕ, is a Lyapunov function for the operator AP .
A simple computation reveals that (APϕ)k = (a1,k + a2,k + a3,k)ϕ for every k = 1, . . . ,m,

where

a1,k(x, ε̂, ρ) = 4ρ2ε̂2
d∑

i,j=1

ζkijxixj(1 + |x|2)αk
ij+2ρ−2 + 2ρε̂

d∑

i=1

ζkii(1 + |x|2)αk
ii+ρ−1

+ 4ρε̂

d∑

i,j=1

(ρ− 1 + αk
ij)ζ

k
ijxixj(1 + |x|2)αk

ij+ρ−2,

a2,k(x, ε̂, ρ) = −2ρε̂

d∑

i=1

ηki x
2
i (1 + |x|2)βk

i +ρ−1;

a3,k(x) = −θkk(1 + |x|2)γkk

(
1− θ−1

kk

m∑

h=1,h 6=k

|θkh|(1 + |x|2)γkh−γkk

)

for every x ∈ R
d. We fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and observe that

d∑

i,j=1

ζkijxixj(1 + |x|2)αk
ij+2ρ−2 =

d∑

i=1

ζkiix
2
i (1 + |x|2)αk

ii+2ρ−2 +
∑

i6=j

ζkijxixj(1 + |x|2)αk
ij+2ρ−2

≤ζkmax|x|2(1 + |x|2)αk
max+2ρ−2 + o((1 + |x|2)αk

max+2ρ−1,∞) (5.2)

since, by Hypothesis 5.1(iii), αk
min > αk

ij for every i 6= j. Similarly,

d∑

i,j=1

(ρ−1+αk
ij)ζ

k
ijxixj(1+|x|2)αk

ij+ρ−2 ≤c̃(1+|x|2)αk
max+ρ−1+o((1+|x|2)αk

max+ρ−1,∞). (5.3)

Hence, we can finally estimate

3∑

j=1

aj,k(x, ε̂, ρ) ≤4ρ2ε̂2ζkmax|x|2(1 + |x|2)αk
max+2ρ−2 − 2ρε̂ηkmin|x|2(1 + |x|2)βk

min+ρ−1

− θkk(1 + |x|2)γkk + o((1 + |x|2)αk
max+2ρ−1,∞) + o((1 + |x|2)γkk ,∞) (5.4)

for every x ∈ R
d. The right-hand side of (5.4) is bounded from above in R

d due to the choice of

ρ and ε̂. We have so proved that ϕ is a Lyapunov function for the operator AP .
Next, we fix T > 0 and σ > 0 such that

ρ(σ + 1)

σ
< max{γkk, βk

min + ρ}, k = 1, . . . ,m. (5.5)

Such a σ exists thanks to condition (5.1)(ii). We show that the function ν : Rd → R, with

νh(t, x) = ν(t, x) = eε̂T
−σtσ(1+|x|2)ρ for every t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d and h ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, is a time-

dependent Lyapunov function for the operator Dt+A
P with respect to ϕ and a suitable function

g ∈ L1(0, T ).
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We fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and observe that

Dtν(t, x) + (APν)k(t, x) =
(
σεT (1 + |x|2)ρtσ−1 + ã1,k(t, x, ρ) + ã2,k(t, x, ρ) + a3,k(x)ν(t, x)

for every t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ R
d, where εT = ε̂T−σ, ãj,k(t, x, ρ) = aj,k(x, εT t

σ, ρ) (j = 1, 2).
We write σ(1 + |x|2)ρtσ−1 = σ(1 + |x|2)ρtσ−δtδ−1, with δ ∈ (0, σ) to be properly fixed later,

and apply the Young inequality ab ≤ ap

p + bq

q , which holds true for a, b ≥ 0 and 1
p + 1

q = 1, with

a = (1 + |x|2)ρtσ−δ, b = tδ−1, p = σ
σ−δ and q = σ

δ . It follows that

σ(1 + |x|2)ρtσ−1 ≤ (σ − δ)tσ(1 + |x|2)
σρ

σ−δ + δt
σ(δ−1)

δ , t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d. (5.6)

If we take δ > σ
σ+1 , then it follows that σ(δ−1)

δ > −1. Moreover, since σρ
σ−δ = ρ(σ+1)

σ when

δ = σ
σ+1 , from (5.5) it follows that we can fix δ ∈

(
σ

σ+1 , σ
)
such that

ρσ

σ − δ
< max{γkk, βk

min + ρ}, k = 1, . . . ,m.

With this choice of δ, arguing as for the Lyapunov function ϕ we get

εT (σ − δ)tσ(1 + |x|2)
σρ

σ−δ + ã1,k(t, x, ρ) + ã2,k(t, x, ρ) + a3,k(x) ≤ c̃, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d.

Thus, we conclude that Dtν +(APν)k ≤ gν in (0, T ]×R
d, where g(t) = c̃+ εT δt

σ(δ−1)
δ for every

t ∈ (0, T ], and ν is a Lyapunov function for the operator Dt +A
P with respect to ϕ and g.

Finally, we fix 0 < a0 < a < b < b0 < T , s > d+2 and compute the constants cj (j = 1, . . . , 8)
in Hypotheses 4.2, with the weight function w and the Lyapunov functions ν1 and ν2 given by

w(t, x) = eεt
σ(1+|x|2)ρ , ν1(t, x) = eε1t

σ(1+|x|2)ρ , ν2(t, x) = eε2t
σ(1+|x|2)ρ

for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d, with 0 < ε < ε1 < ε2 ≤ εT .

Fix (t, x) ∈ [a0, b0] × R
d. Since ε < ε1, we can take c1 = 1. To determine the remaining

constants cj , we take advantage of the estimate zγe−τzρ ≤ C(γ, ρ)τ−
γ
ρ which holds true for every

z ∈ [0,∞), every τ, γ > 0 and some positive constant C(γ, ρ).
Using such an estimate we get

|Qh(x)∇w(t, x)|
w(t, x)

s−1
s ν1(t, x)

1
s

≤ 2ερtσ(1 + |x|2)ρ− 1
2

d∑

i,j=1

|ζhij |(1 + |x|2)αh
ij e−

ε1−ε

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ

≤ c̃ερtσ(1 + |x|2)α+ρ− 1
2 e−

ε1−ε

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ

≤c̃tσ−
σ(2α+2ρ−1)+

2ρ ≤ c̃a
− σ

2ρ (2α−1)+

0 := c2.

To go further, we observe that the previous computations show that div(Qh(x)∇w(t, x)) =
a1,h(x, εt

σ, ρ). Hence, taking (5.2) and (5.3) into account, we can estimate

|div(Qh(x)∇w(t, x))| ≤c̃(tσ(1 + |x|2)α+ρ−1 + t2σ(1 + |x|2)α+2ρ−1)w(t, x)

Therefore, we obtain that

|div(Qh(x)∇w(t, x))|
w(t, x)

s−2
s ν1(t, x)

2
s

≤ c̃tσ−
σ(α+2ρ−1)+

ρ ≤ c̃a
−σ

ρ
(α−1)+

0 =: c3.

Arguing similarly, we can show that (here, we set γmax := max{γkk : k = 1, . . . ,m})
|Dtw(t, x)|

w(t, x)
s−2
s ν1(t, x)

2
s

=σεtσ−1(1 + |x|2)ρe−
2(ε1−ε)

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ ≤ c̃a−1

0 =: c4,

|V h(x)|
w(t, x)−

2
s ν2(t, x)

2
s

≤c̃(1 + |x|2)γmaxe−
2(ε2−ε)

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ ≤ c̃a

− σ
ρ
γmax

0 =: c5,

|bh(x)|
w(t, x)−

1
s ν2(t, x)

1
s

≤c̃(1 + |x|2)β+ 1
2 e−

ε2−ε

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ ≤ c̃a

− σ
2ρ (2β+1)

0 =: c6,
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|Qh(x)|
w(t, x)−

1
s ν1(t, x)

1
s

≤c̃(1 + |x|2)αe−
ε1−ε

s
tσ(1+|x|2)ρ ≤ c̃a

−σ
ρ
α

0 =: c7,

|Rh(x)|
w(t, x)−

2
s ν1(t, x)

2
s

≤c̃(1 + |x|2)α− 1
2 e−

2(ε1−ε)
s

tσ(1+|x|2)ρ ≤ c̃a
− σ

2ρ (2α−1)+

0 =: c8,

where V h denotes the h-th column of the matrix V and Rh is the matrix whose entries are Diq
h
ij .

We now apply Theorem 4.3. For this purpose, we preliminarily set a0 = 1
8 t, a = 1

4 t, b =
1
2 t and

b0 = 3
4 t and note that

∫ b0

a0

eGj(t)dt ≤ (b0 − a0)rj =
5t

8
rj for j = 1, 2 and some positive constants

r1 and r2. Combining the above estimate with the values of the constants c1, . . . , c8, from (4.4)
we deduce that for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d × R
d,

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ Ct1−λse−εt
σ(1 + |y|2)ρ , h, k = 1, . . . ,m,

where s > d+ 2 and

λ := max

{
1

2
,
σ

ρ
α,

σ

2ρ
γmax,

σ

2ρ
(2β + 1)

}
, if α ≤ 1

2
, (5.7)

whereas

λ := max

{
1

2
,
σ

ρ
α,

σ

2ρ
(α+ β),

σ

2ρ
γmax,

σ

2ρ
(2β + 1)

}
, if α >

1

2
. (5.8)

To get a decay estimate of the function phk(t, ·, y), we consider the operator AP,∗ and assume
the following conditions.

Hypotheses 5.2. (i) Assumptions (i) and (iii) in Hypotheses 5.1 are satisfied;

(ii) for every k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} it holds that γkk > max{βk
max, γhk, α

k
max−1 : h ∈ {1, . . . ,m}\{k}}.

Since Hypothesis 5.2(ii) implies that γkk > maxh=1,...,m,h 6=k{βk
max, γhk} for every k = 1, . . . ,m,

it follows that condition (4.8) is satisfied. The same assumption guarantees that the function

ϕ∗ : Rd → R, defined by ϕ∗(x) := eε̂∗(1+|x|2)ρ∗ for every x ∈ R
d, is a Lyapunov function for AP,∗

with ρ∗ being a positive constant satisfying the conditions

(i) γkk ≥ max{αk
max + 2ρ∗ − 1, βk

max + ρ∗}, (ii) γkk > ρ∗, k = 1, . . . ,m, (5.9)

(such a ρ∗ exists due to Hypothesis 5.2(ii)) and ε̂∗ > 0 fulfills




ε̂∗ <

(
θkk

4ρ2∗ζ
k
max

) 1
2

, γkk > 2βk
max − αk

max + 1,

ε̂∗ <
θkk

2ρ∗ηkmax

, γkk < 2βk
max − αk

max + 1,

ε̂∗ <
−ηkmax +

(
(ηkmax)

2 + 4ζkmaxθkk
) 1

2

4ρ∗ζkmax

, γkk = 2βk
max − αk

max + 1

for every k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} such that the equality in (5.9)(i) is realized. Indeed, in this case we get

(AP,∗ϕ)k = (a1,k(·, ε̂∗, ρ∗) + â2,k(·, ε̂∗, ρ∗) + â3,k)ϕ for every k = 1, . . . ,m, where â2,k(·, ε̂∗, ρ∗) is
defined as a2,k(·, ε̂∗, ρ∗), with the second term being replaced by its opposite, and

â3,k(x) = −θkk(1 + |x|2)γkk

(
1− θ−1

kk

m∑

h=1,h 6=k

|θhk|(1 + |x|2)γhk−γkk −
d∑

i=1

ηki (1 + |x|2)βk
i −γkk

− 2

d∑

i=1

βk
i η

k
i x

2
i (1 + |x|2)βk

i −γkk−1

)

for every x ∈ R
d. It turns out that, for every x ∈ R

d,

(AP,∗ϕ)k(x) ≤
(
4ρ2∗ε̂

2
∗ζ

k
max(1 + |x|2)αk

max+2ρ∗−1 + 2ρ∗ε̂∗η
k
max(1 + |x|2)βk

max+ρ∗ − θkk(1 + |x|2)γkk
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+ o((1 + |x|2)αk
max+2ρ∗−1,∞) + o((1 + |x|2)γkk ,∞)

)
ϕ(x).

The choice of ε̂∗ and condition (5.9)(i) imply that ϕ∗ is a Lyapunov function for AP,∗.
Finally, arguing as above, we deduce that the function ν∗ : [0, T ] × R

d → R, with all the

components equal to ν∗(t, x) = eε̂∗T
−σ∗ tσ∗(1+|x|2)ρ∗ for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R

d, is a time-

dependent Lyapunov function for the operator Dt + A
P,∗ with respect to ϕ∗ and some g∗ ∈

L1(0, T ), if we assume that σ∗ >
ρ∗

γmin−ρ∗
, where γmin = mink=1,...,m γkk. Note that condition

(5.9)(ii) implies that ρ∗ < γmin. Choosing

w∗(t, x) = eε∗t
σ∗ (1+|x|2)ρ∗ , ν∗1 (t, x) = eε1t

σ∗(1+|x|2)ρ∗ , ν∗2 (t, x) = eε2t
σ∗ (1+|x|2)ρ∗

for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R
d, with 0 < ε∗ < ε1 < ε2 ≤ T−σ∗ ε̂∗, and recalling that γkk > βk

max

for every k = 1, . . . ,m, same computations as in the first part of this example show that we can
take the constant c∗,j defined as the corresponding constant cj (j = 1, . . . , 8), with (σ, ρ) being
replaced by (σ∗, ρ∗).
From Corollary 4.7 we conclude that, for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d × R
d,

|pP,∗
hk (t, x, y)| ≤ Ct1−λ∗se−ε∗t

σ∗(1 + |y|2)ρ∗

, h, k = 1, . . . ,m,

where s is any number larger than d+ 2 and λ∗ is defined as λ (see (5.7) and (5.8)), with σ and
ρ being replaced, respectively, by σ∗ and ρ∗. Summing up, under the conditions

Hypotheses 5.3. (i) for every i, j = 1, . . . , d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m, αk
ij = αk

ji, β
k
i and γkh are

nonnegative constants, whereas ηki and θkk are positive constants;

(ii) for every k = 1, . . . ,m it holds that αk
min > maxi6=j α

k
ij and the matrix Zk, whose entries are

zii = ζii and zij = −|ζij | for every i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, with i 6= j, is symmetric and positive

definite;

(iii) γkk > max{γkh, γhk, βk
max, α

k
max − 1 : h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {k}},

from Proposition 4.8, the following kernel estimates are satisfied:

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ Ct1−(λ+λ∗)
s
2 e−

ε
2 t

σ(1+|y|2)ρe−
ε∗
2 tσ∗ (1+|x|2)ρ∗ , (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d × R
d,

for every h, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, every s > d+ 2 and some positive constant C = C(T ).

5.2. Kernel estimates in case of exponentially growing coefficients. We consider the
operator A defined by (1.1) with

qkij(x) = ζkije
(1+|x|2)

αk
ij

, bki (x) = −ηki xie(1+|x|2)β
k
i , vhk(x) = θhke

(1+|x|2)γhk

for every x ∈ R
d, i, j = 1, . . . , d and h, k = 1, . . . ,m, and we assume the following conditions.

Hypotheses 5.4. (i) Conditions (i) to (iii) in Hypotheses 5.1 are satisfied;

(ii) for every k = 1, . . . ,m, it holds that max{βk
min, γkk} > αk

max.

As a consequence of Hypothesis 5.1(iii), we can estimate

〈Qk(x)ξ, ξ〉 ≥ e(1+|x|2)α
k
min 〈Zkξ, ξ〉 ≥ λZke(1+|x|2)α

k
min |ξ|2 =: ηk(x)|ξ|2, x, ξ ∈ R

d.

Hence, Hypothesis 2.1(ii) is verified. It is easy to check Hypothesis 2.1(iv) too.

We consider the function ϕ : Rd → R, defined by ϕ(x) = exp

(
ε̂

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
for every

x ∈ R
d, with ε̂ > 0 and 0 < ρ < max{βk

min, γkk} for every k = 1, . . . ,m, and prove that the
function ϕ : Rd → R

m, with all the components equal to ϕ, is a Lyapunov function for the
operator AP . Since (APϕ)k = (a1,k + a2,k + a3,k)ϕ for all k = 1, . . . ,m, where

a1,k(x, ε̂) = 2ε̂

d∑

i=1

ζkiie
(1+|x|2)α

k
ii+ 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ + 4ε̂2
d∑

i,j=1

ζkijxixje
(1+|x|2)

αk
ij+(1+|x|2)ρ
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+ 2ε̂

d∑

i,j=1

ζkijxixj [ρ(1 + |x|2)ρ−1 + 2αk
ij(1 + |x|2)αk

ij−1]e(1+|x|2)
αk
ij+ 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ ;

a2,k(x, ε̂) = −2ε̂
d∑

i=1

ηki x
2
i e

(1+|x|2)β
k
i + 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ ;

a3,k(x) = −
m∑

h=1

θkhe
(1+|x|2)γkh

for every x ∈ R
d, the conditions on the parameters imply that

2∑

j=1

aj,k(x, ε̂) + a3,k(x) ≤4ε̂2ζkmax|x|2e(1+|x|2)α
k
max+(1+|x|2)ρ − 2ε̂ηkmin|x|2e(1+|x|2)β

k
min+ 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ

− θkke
(1+|x|2)γkk

+ o(e(1+|x|2)α
k
max+(1+|x|2)ρ ,∞) + o(e(1+|x|2)γkk

,∞)
(5.10)

for every x ∈ R
d. Hypothesis 5.4(ii) and the choice of ρ show that the right-hand side of (5.10) is

bounded from above over Rd, so that there exists a positive constant λ such that (APϕ)k ≤ λϕ
on R

d for every k = 1, . . . ,m.
Next, we fix T > 0, consider the function ν : [0, T ]× R

d → R, defined by

ν(t, x) = exp

(
εT t

σ

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R

d,

with σ > 0 and εT = T−σε̂, and show that the function ν : [0, T ] × R
d → R

m, with all the

components equal to ν, is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for the operator Dt +A
P with

respect to ϕ and g, for a suitable function g ∈ L1(0, T ). For this purpose, we fix k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}
and observe that

Dtν(t, x) + (APν)k(t, x) =

(
σεT t

σ−1

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ + ã1,k(t, x) + ã2,k(t, x) + a3,k(x)

)
ν(t, x)

for every (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d, where ãj,k(t, x) = aj,k(x, εT t

σ) (j = 1, 2).

In view of (5.10) and observing that
∫ 1+|x|2

0 e
τρ

2 dτ ≤ (1 + |x|2)e 1
2 (1+|x|2)ρ for every x ∈ R

d, we
can estimate

Dtν(t, x)+(APν)k(t, x) ≤
(
σεT t

σ−1(1 + |x|2)e 1
2 (1+|x|2)ρ+4ε2TT

σtσζkmax|x|2e(1+|x|2)α
k
max+(1+|x|2)ρ

− 2εT t
σηkmin|x|2e(1+|x|2)β

k
min+ 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ − θkke
(1+|x|2)γkk

+ tσo(e(1+|x|2)α
k
max+(1+|x|2)ρ ,∞) + o(e(1+|x|2)γkk

,∞)

)
ν(t, x)

for every (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d. The same arguments as in the proof of (5.6) can be used to show

that

σtσ−1(1 + |x|2)e 1
2 (1+|x|2)ρ ≤tσ(1 + |x|2) σ

σ−δ e
σ

2(σ−δ)
(1+|x|2)ρ + δt

σ(δ−1)
δ

=δt
σ(δ−1)

δ + tσ(o(e(1+|x|2)max{γkk,βk
min}

,∞)

for every δ ∈ (0, σ). If we take δ ∈
(

σ
σ+1 , σ

)
, then we can estimate Dtν + (APν)k ≤ gν, where

g(t) = c̃+ εT δt
σ(δ−1)

δ for every t ∈ (0, T ], and the function g is integrable in (0, T ).
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We now pass to check Hypotheses 4.2. For this purpose, we fix 0 < a0 < a < b < b0 < T and
(t, x) ∈ [a0, b0]× R

d and consider the functions w, ν1, ν2 : [0, T ]× R
d → R, defined by

w(t, x) = exp

(
εtσ

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
, νj(t, x) = exp

(
εjt

σ

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
, j = 1, 2,

for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d, where ε < ε1 < ε2 < εT .

Clearly, we can take c1 = 1. To estimate the constant c2 and the remaining constants, we note
that, for every positive constants a, b, ρ, c, δ, there exists a positive constant C, depending on
the above constants but independent of t ∈ (0, T ], such that

(1 + |x|2)aeb(1+|x|2)ρe(1+|x|2)c ≤ Ce
1
4 t

−σ

exp

(
δtσ

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
(5.11)

for every t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ R
d. To prove (5.11), we begin by estimating

exp

(
δtσ

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
≥ exp

(
δtσ

∫ 1+|x|2

|x|2
e

τρ

2 dτ

)
≥ exp

(
δtσe

|x|2ρ

2

)
, (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d.

Hence, if we set r = 1+ |x|2 and take the above estimate into account, then we easily realize that

(5.11) is satisfied if the function g : [1,∞) → R, defined by g(r) = ra exp
(
brρ + rc − δtσe

1
2 (r−1)ρ

)

for every r ∈ [1,∞), is bounded from above by a positive constant times e
1
4 t

−σ

. This follows

from observing that g(r) ≤ C̃ exp
(
brρ + 2rc − δtσe

(r−1)ρ

2

)
for every r ∈ [1,∞) and a positive

constant C̃, which depends on a and c, and brρ + 2rc ≤ δe
(r−1)ρ

4 for every r ∈ [r0,∞) for some
r0 > 1, which depends on b, ρ, c and δ. For such values of r and recalling that t ∈ (0, T ],

we can estimate g(r) ≤ C̃ exp
(
δ
(
e

(r−1)ρ

4 − tσe
(r−1)ρ

2

))
. Since the maximum of the function

z 7→ z − tσz2 is (4tσ)−1, we conclude that g(r) ≤ C̃ exp
(

1
4tσ

)
for every r ∈ [r0,∞). Clearly, we

can extend the previous estimate to every r ∈ [1,∞) up to replacing C̃ with a larger constant, if
needed. Inequality (5.11) follows.
We can now determine the constants c2, . . . , c8. Since

(Qh(x)∇w(t, x))i = 2εtσ
( d∑

j=1

ξhijxje
(1+|x|2)

αh
ij
e

(1+|x|2)ρ

2

)
w(t, x)

for every t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d and i = 1, . . . , d, it follows that

|Qh(x)∇w(t, x)| ≤ c̃tσ|x|e(1+|x|2)α
h
max

e
(1+|x|2)ρ

2 w(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d.

Applying estimate (5.11), with a = b = 1
2 , c = αh

max, δ = ε1−ε
s and observing that tσ ≤ T σ for

every t ∈ [0, T ], we conclude that

|Qh(x)∇w(t, x)| ≤ c̃tσe
1
4 t

−σ

(w(t, x))
s−1
s (ν1(t, x))

1
s , (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d.

Hence, we choose c2 = c̃bσ0e
1
4a

−σ
0 .

As far as c3 is concerned, we observe that div(Qh(x)∇w(t, x)) = a1,k(x, εt
σ) for every (t, x) ∈

(0, T ]×R
d. Taking δ = 2(ε1−ε)

s and choosing properly a, b, c in (5.11), from (5.10) it follows that

|div(Qh(x)∇w(t, x))| ≤ c̃tσe
1
4 t

−σ

w(t, x)
s−2
s ν1(t, x)

2
s , (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d.

Hence, we can put c3 = c̃bσ0 e
1
4a

−σ
0 . Furthermore, |Dtw(t, x)| ≤ ct−1 for every (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]×R

d,
so that we can take c4 = c̃a−1

0 .
Finally, we observe that

|V h(x)| ≤ c̃e(1+|x|2)γmax
, |bh(x)| ≤ c̃|x|e(1+|x|2)β

h
max ,

|Qh(x)| ≤ c̃e(1+|x|2)α
h
max , |Rh(x)| ≤ c̃|x|(1 + |x|2)αh

max−1e(1+|x|2)α
h
max



28 D. ADDONA, L. LORENZI, AND M. PORFIDO

for every x ∈ R
d. Hence, choosing properly a, b, c and δ in (5.11), it follows easily that we can

take c5 = c6 = c7 = c8 = c̃e
1
4a

−σ
0 .

Applying Theorem 4.3, with s > d + 2, a0 = t
1+4φ , a = t

1+3φ , b = t
1+2φ and b0 = t

1+φ and

some φ > 0, we can infer that, for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d × R

d,

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ Cφt exp

(
s(1 + 4φ)σ

4
t−σ − εtσ

∫ 1+|y|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
, h, k = 1, . . . ,m,

where Cφ is a positive constant which only depends on φ and blows up as φ tends to 0. Since
s is any arbitrary fixed number greater than d + 2, properly choosing φ > 0 we can replace
4−1s(1 + 4φ)σ by any constant ĉ > d+2

4 and infer that for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d × R

d,

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ Ct exp

(
ĉt−σ − εtσ

∫ 1+|y|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)
, h, k = 1, . . . ,m.

Now we consider the operator AP,∗ and assume the following

Hypotheses 5.5. (i) Conditions (i) and (iii) in Hypotheses 5.1 are satisfied;

(ii) for every k = 1, . . . ,m it holds that γkk > max{αk
max, β

k
max, γhk : h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {k}}.

We take ϕ∗(x) = exp

(
ε̂∗

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ∗
2 dτ

)
for every x ∈ R

d, some ε̂∗ > 0 and 0 < ρ∗ < γkk

for every k = 1, . . . ,m, and observe that

(AP,∗ϕ∗)k(x) ≤
(
4ε̂2∗ζ

k
max|x|2e(1+|x|2)α

k
max+(1+|x|2)ρ∗ + 2ε̂∗η

k
max|x|2e(1+|x|2)β

k
max+ 1

2 (1+|x|2)ρ∗

− θkke
(1+|x|2)γkk

+ o(e(1+|x|2)γkk
,∞)

)
ϕ∗(x) (5.12)

for every x ∈ R
d. Hypothesis 5.5(ii) and condition ρ∗ < γkk for every k = 1, . . . ,m guarantee

that the term in brackets in the right-hand side of (5.12) is bounded from above in R
d, so

that the function ϕ∗ is a Lyapunov function for the operator A
P,∗. Moreover, again from

Hypotheses 5.5 it follows that the function ν∗ : [0, T ]×R
d → R

m, with all components given by

ν∗(t, x) = exp

(
ε∗,T t

σ∗

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ∗
2 dτ

)
for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R

d, with ε∗,T = T−σ∗ ε̂∗ and

some ε̂∗ > 0, is a time-dependent Lyapunov function for the operator Dt +A
P,∗ with respect to

ϕ∗ and a suitable g∗ ∈ L1(0, T ). Note that also Hypotheses 4.6 are satisfied with constants c∗,j
(j = 1, . . . , 8) which have the same expression of the corresponding constants cj (j = 1, . . . , 8).

From Corollary 4.7, it follows that, for every ĉ > d+2
4 , there exists a positive constant C such

that

|pP,∗
hk (t, x, y)| ≤ Ct exp

(
ĉt−σ∗ − εtσ∗

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ∗

2 dτ

)
, (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R

d × R
d,

for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m and ε > 0. From Proposition 4.8, we thus conclude that for every
ĉ > d+2

4 there exists a positive constant C such that, for every (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T ]× R
d × R

d,

|phk(t, x, y)| ≤ Ct exp

[
ĉt−σ − 1

2
εtσ

(∫ 1+|y|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ +

∫ 1+|x|2

0

e
τρ

2 dτ

)]

for every h, k = 1, . . . ,m, every ρ ∈ (0, γmin), provided that we assume the following

Hypotheses 5.6. (i) Conditions (i) and (iii) in Hypotheses 5.1 are satisfied;

(ii) for every k = 1, . . . ,m it holds that γkk > max{αk
max, β

k
max, γhk, γkh : h ∈ {1, . . . ,m} \ {k}}.

6. Appendix

In this section, we provide some Schauder estimates which have been exploited in Proposition
2.11. Let Ω ⊆ R

d be an open and connected domain and set η0 = mink=1,...,m η0k.
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Theorem 6.1. Let u ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × Ω) be a solution to the system of differential equations

Dtu = A
Pu+ g in [0, T ]×Ω with g ∈ C

α
2 ,α

loc ([0, T ]×Ω) and such that u(0, ·) ∈ C2+α
loc (Ω). Then,

u ∈ C
1+α

2 ,2+α

loc ([0, T ]× Ω) and for every compact sets Ω1 ⋐ Ω2 ⋐ Ω such that dist(Ω1,Ω
c
2) > 0,

there exists a positive constant C = C(T, η0,Ω1,Ω2) such that

‖u‖
C1+α

2
,2+α(Ω1,T )

≤ C
(
‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α(Ω2) + ‖u‖Cb(Ω2,T ) + ‖g‖

C
α
2

,α(Ω2,T )

)
,

where Ωj,T = [0, T ]× Ωj (j = 1, 2).

Proof. The proof follows the lines of that of [28, Theorem 6.2.10] (see also [1, Theorem A.2]).
We stress that it is enough to prove the statement for Ω1 = B(x0, r) and Ω2 = B(x0, 2r), where
x0 ∈ Ω and r ∈ (0, 12dist(x0,Ω

c)). Indeed, the general case, then will follow by a covering Ω1

with a finite number of balls such that the union of the double balls is contained in Ω2.
To enlighten the notation, we set R

d
T := (0, T ) × R

d and BT (x0, R) := (0, T ) × B(x0, R) for
every R > 0. Finally, along the proof, C denotes a positive constant which may vary line by line.
Let x0, r,Ω1,Ω2 be as above. We introduce the sequence (rn) given by rn = (2 − 2−n)r for

every n ∈ N∪{0}. Let ϑ ∈ C∞(R) be such that χ(−∞,1] ≤ ϑ ≤ χ(−∞,2], and for every n ∈ N∪{0}
let us set ϑn(x) = ϑ

(
1 + |x−x0|−rn

rn+1−rn

)
for every x ∈ R

d. It follows that ϑn(x) = 1 if |x− x0| ≤ rn

and ϑn(x) = 0 if |x−x0| ≥ rn+1. We introduce the operator Ã
P
, which acts on smooth functions

f : Rd → R
m as

(Ã
P
f)i = ρ div(Qi∇f) + (1− ρ)∆f + ρ〈bi,∇f〉 − ρ(V Pf)i, i = 1, . . . ,m,

where ρ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) satisfies ρ(x) = 1 for every x ∈ B(x0, 2r).

We set un := ϑnu for every n ∈ N. Then, un ∈ C1,2([0, T ]× R
d) and it satisfies the equation

Dtun = Ãun+gn in (0,∞)×R
d, where gn,i = ϑngi−ui(div(Qi∇ϑn)+〈bi,∇ϑn)〉−2Qi〈∇ui,∇θn〉

for every i = 1, . . . ,m. It follows that, for every n ∈ N ∪ {0},
‖un‖

C
1+α

2
,2+α

b
(Rd

T )
≤ C

(
‖un(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(Rd) + ‖gn‖

C
α
2

,α

b
(Rd

T )

)
.

Taking n = 0 we deduce that u ∈ C1+α
2 ,2+α(BT (x0, r)) and the arbitrariness of r and x0 implies

that u ∈ C
1+α

2 ,2+α

loc ([0, T ]× Ω).
We notice that, for every n ∈ N,

‖ϑnu(0, ·)‖C2+α
b

(Rd) ≤ ‖ϑn‖C3
b
(Rd)‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

≤ C23n‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α
b

(B(x0,2r))
.

Hence, taking the definition of gn into account, we deduce that

‖un‖
C

1+α
2

,2+α

b
(Rd

T )
≤23nC

(
‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

+ ‖u‖
C

α
2

,1+α

b
(BT (x0,rn+1))

+ ‖g‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)

≤23nC
(
‖un+1‖

C
α
2

,α

b
(Rd

T
)
+

d∑

j=1

‖Djun+1‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(Rd

T
)

+ ‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α
b

(B(x0,2r))
+ ‖g‖

C
α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)
.

From well-known estimates (see for instance [28, Chapter 1], which we apply componentwise) it
follows that

‖un‖
C

1+α
2

,2+α

b
(Rd

T )
≤23nC

(
ε‖un+1‖

C
1+α

2
,2+α

b
(Rd

T )
+ ε−(1+α)‖un+1‖∞

+ ‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α
b

(B(x0,2r))
+ ‖g‖

C
α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)

for every ε > 0. Now we fix η ∈ (0, 2−3(2+α)) and choose ε = εn = 2−3nC−1η. Setting
ζn := ‖un‖

C
1+α

2
,2+α

b
(Rd

T
)
for every n ∈ N ∪ {0}, the above estimate implies that

ζn ≤ ηζn+1 + 23n(2+α)C‖u‖Cb(BT (x0,2r)) + 23nC
(
‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

+ ‖g‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)
.
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Multiplying both the sides by ηn and summing from 0 to m ∈ N, it follows that

ζ0 − ηm+1ζm+1 ≤C‖u‖Cb(BT (x0,2r))

m∑

n=0

(23(2+α)η)n

+ C
(
‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

+ ‖g‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

) m∑

n=0

(23η)n

≤C
(
‖u‖Cb(BT (x0,2r)) + ‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

+ ‖g‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)
,

since both the series in the right-hand side converge. Finally, we claim that (ηmζm) vanishes as
m tends to 0. Indeed, we have proved that u ∈ C1+α

2 ,2+α([0, T ]×K) for every K ⋐ Ω. Hence,
for every n ∈ N we get

ζn ≤ ‖θn‖C3
b
(Rd)‖u‖C1+α

2
,2+α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

≤ 23nC‖u‖
C

1+α
2

,2+α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

.

The choice of η gives the claim and so

‖u‖
C

1+α
2

,2+α

b
(BT (x0,r))

≤ ζ0 ≤ C
(
‖u‖C(BT (x0,2r)) + ‖u(0, ·)‖C2+α

b
(B(x0,2r))

+ ‖g‖
C

α
2

,α

b
(BT (x0,2r))

)
.

�
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