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Abstract

This paper continues the analysis, started in[3, 4], of ssotd degener-
ate elliptic operators defined on manifolds with cornersicwlarise in Pop-
ulation Biology. Using techniques pioneered by J. Mosed, extended and
refined by L. Saloff-Coste, Grigor'yan, and Sturm, we shoat tveak so-
lutions to the parabolic problem defined by a sub-class cfehaperators,
which consists of those that can be defined by Dirichlet foanm$ have non-
vanishing transverse vector field, satisfy a Harnack intyu#@his allows us
to conclude that the solutions to these equations belomgdsitive times,
to the natural anisotropic Holder spaces, and also leaglsger and, in some
cases, lower bounds for the heat kernels of these operatogse results im-
ply that these operators have a compact resolvent whergamtid® or L2.
The proof relies upon a scale invariant Poincaré inequ#iat we establish
for a large class of weighted Dirichlet forms, as well asreates to handle
certain mildly singular perturbation terms. The weightsttive consider are
neither Ahlfors regular, nor do they generally belong to kheckenhaupt
classAs,.

arXiv:1406.1426v2 [math.AP] 11 Aug 2014

*Research partially supported by NSF grant DMS12-05851 Ad@ grant W911NF-12-1-0552.
Address: Department of Mathematics, University of Penrayil; e-mail: cle@math.upenn.edu
fResearch partially supported by NSF grant DMS1105050. éstdrDepartment of Mathemat-
ics, Stanford University; e-mail: mazzeo@math.stanfxd.
Keywords: degenerate diffusions, Kimura operator, PdmnaGenetics, Harnack inequality,
weighted Poincaré inequality, doubling measure, heatétdrounds, eigenvalue asymptotics.
MSC-2010: 35K65, 35K08, 35B65, 35P20, 35Q92, 60J60, 92B2B37


http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.1426v2

1 Introduction

In a series of paper and a book we have considered the anafyaislass of de-
generate diffusion operators, which arise in Populatiaridgjy, seel[9], which we
call generalized Kimura diffusion operators. The typicahmples that arise in
population genetics act on functions defined orvik@mplex

Yo ={(x1,...,2p) : 0 < zxjandzy +--- +x, <1}, (1)

and take the form

n

ij=1 i=1

The vector field is inward pointing, and the coefficient fuoes {b;(x)} are often
either linear or quadratic polynomials. The class of omesaive analyze includes
these examples, but is considerably more general. Theyedireed on manifolds
with corners by degenerate, elliptic, partial differentiperators. In “adapted local
coordinates’(z; y) € S,,m = R x R™, (whereR = [0, c0)), such an operator
takes the form:

Lu = Z[mza; + bi(2;9) 0, Ju + Z +ai50i5 (75 Y) O, O, ut
j=1 ij=1

Z Z xicilamiaylu + Z dkl(xa y)ayk aylu + Z dl(l‘, y)aylu> (3)
=1

=1 =1 k=1

in a neighborhood of0; 0).
In our work thus far we have assumed that the coefficientsmoeth functions
of the variablegx; y), or of the “square root” variables,

(V&5 y) £ (Va1 T3 Y1 )

later in this paper we see that somewhat less regular cesfticiarise naturally.
The monograph |4] provides a starting point for the analgbgeneralized Kimura
diffusion operators by analyzing the so-called “backwamdnogorov” operator
acting on data belonging to a family of anisotropic Holdeases. Central to this
study are the explicit heat kernels associated to the mquhtors

n

Lb,m = Z[wzc‘)% + bzaxl] + Z 8;1, (4)

j=1 1=1



acting on functions defined of, ,,. These kernels are used to construct para-
metrices for the heat and resolvent kernels for a genedakamura diffusion op-
erator on a compact manifold with corners. This parametomstruction is far
from sharp, but using it and various functional analyticuangnts connected to
anisotropic Holder spaces, we establish existence, ani&gs and essentially opti-
mal regularity results in this setting. This leads to a pafadxistence of the Feller
semigroup acting od°, which is of importance in biological applications, but it is
not informative as to the regularity properties of solusida the parabolic problem
with merely continuous initial data.

This parametrix approach does not give optimal regulaesults for solutions
with initial data inC°, or regularity results for local solutions, nor does it lead t
pointwise estimates for the heat kernel. For many apptinati such heat kernel
estimates and local regularity results are quite importahtch has motivated our
further work on this problem. One step was taken in [5], wheedreated the spe-
cial case wheré is a manifold with boundary. In that setting we were able taxd
the techniques of geometric microlocal analysis to giveemmecise information
on the heat kernel, which then directly implies the variopsmal regularity results
for solutions of the heat equation, including the preciggilarity for solutions with
initial data inCY.

In the present paper we continue this program in a somewfiatetit setting
using very different techniques. We use the formalism ofdblet forms, weak
solutions, and Moser’s approach to Harnack inequalitieslaxified and extended
by Saloff-Coste, Grigor'yan, and Sturm, seel[10,[11, 14][A8119,20], to prove
that local solutions of the parabolic equations associtbedertain generalized
Kimura diffusion operators satisfy a Harnack inequalitye ®so adapt the results
from the papers just cited to explain how this leads to uppdr(aometimes) lower
pointwise bounds for the heat kernel, and Holder regylaitpositive times for
local, weak solutions of the Cauchy problem.

The analysis in this paper brings to the fore the mutatioestatvhich, in the
mathematical formulation, appear as normalized coeffisieha vector field trans-
verse to the boundary that we calkights. These are essentially the functions
{b;(z;y)} appearing in[(B), restricted to the respective subsei@rofgiven by
{z; = 0}. In [4] no hypothesis is made on the weights, other than n@ainety,
though it has been apparent for some time that the strucfureedieat kernel is
radically different along the part of the boundary whereghis vanish. An early
result along these lines in given in [16].

In the Dirichlet form approach the weights define a measwengiocally by

dub(x; y) — eU(w; y)xlil(x;y)_l - xgn(xiy)—ldwl - dxn . dyl A dym (5)

on a neighborhood ab, 0) in S,, ,,,. HereU is a bounded function, which we take
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to be zero for the remainder of the introduction. The secaodérgpart of the gen-
eralized Kimura diffusion operator, i.e. the principal $yoh defines a quadratic
form on functions irC}(S,,.,,) of the form

q(u,v)(z;y) = (Z[xiamuamu + Z +xiwa5(2;Y) O, Oy v+
j=1 ij=1

TiCil [a’viuayzv + (%,L.’Uaylu] + Z dri(; Y) Oy, uayl”) (z3y). (6)

i=1 1=1 k=1

1
2

In the body of the paper, this is abbreviated as

q(u,v)(z;y) = (A(z;y)Vu(z; y), Vo(z; y)). )
The measurdu, and the quadratic formp together define a Dirichlet form
Qu.v) = [ (Alwi9) Vulain). Voa: ) dus(sv). ®)

Formally integrating by parts, we arrive at an operaigy, with a densely defined
domain inL?(S, .m; dup), specified by a “natural” boundary condition. On suf-
ficiently smooth initial data, it is easy to check that theutioh of the parabolic
problem defined by this operator agrees with the regulartisoldor “backward
Kolmogorov” operator analyzed inl[4]. Similar consideoat$ apply to define self
adjoint operators of?(B; dyuy) for open setsB C Sy, 1.

It is well known that() can be modified by the addition of a non-symmetric
term

/<A(:ﬂ;y)VU(w;y),X(w;y)v(ﬂc; y))dps (23 y), 9)

where X (z;y) is anR"*"-valued function. This has the effect of adding a tan-
gential vector field)x, to L. If a weightb; (x; y) is non-constant along a portion
of the boundary where; = 0, then Ly includes a vector field tangent to this
boundary hypersurface, with mildly singular coefficientshe form

Z a;j(x;y)log a0y, + Z Bji(x;y)log x;0y,. (10)

i,j al
These terms do not appear if the weights(z; y)} are constant along the appro-
priate boundary components. In other words, to obtain aitranp generalized
Kimura diffusion operator, as in[4], using a Dirichlet fonve must allow coeffi-
cient functionsX with log singularities, i.e., which satisfy
2

; (11)

(Alz;y) X (z3y), X(259) < M [ZIlogﬂczl +1
i=1
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near the boundary o, ,,.

If Lis ageneralized Kimura diffusion operator with smooth Gioints, acting
as an unbounded operator 6A-functions, then its duaL’ acts naturally on a
subspace of the regular Borel measures. Siftés non-reflexive, the obvious
dual semi-group is not strongly continuoustas+ 0. Following Phillips, one
restricts to a subspace on which it is. Measures belonginbisosubspace are
absolutely continuous, away from the boundary, with resmedu,,. For this, and
other reasons (see Theorem| 1.2) it is natural to represemt iththe formwdpy,. If
the weights are non-constant, then the differential operapresenting the action
of L* onw has lower order terms with logarithmically singular coeéfits. Such
terms are therefore not simply an artifact of our method ratiter intrinsic to this
class of operators. These types of singular terms can beotledtusing several
variants of the following lemma:

Lemma 1.1. [ See LemmAaBl4] Assume that= (b,,...,b,,) are positive differ-
entiable functions ofx; y), with0 < 3y < b;, constant outside a compact set. Let
q be a measurable function ), ,,, that satisfies

l
lg(ziy)l < M | xps(xiy) Y |logzi|F +1] (12)
j=1

for somek € N, B a bounded set, andl/ > 0. Givenn > Othereisal < § < %,
so that ifsupp x C [0,6]" x (—1,1)™, then there is &), so that

/xz(w;y)!q(x;y)\uz(x;y)dubSn/<AVu,VU>x2dub+
Snym Sn,m

Cy / [(AVyx, V) + x*|u’dup, (13)
Sn,rn

for any positive differentiable functiom

Remarkl.1l This allows us to control the singular terms in a neighbochobany
boundary point. Since the weightisare constant outside of a compact set, we can
use this lemma along with a simple covering argument to shaivthese singular
terms are bounded by a small multiple @{u, «), plus a large multiple of the
L?-norm ofu.

Assuming that the weights are bounded below by a positivetaoh and have
a particular logarithmic modulus of continuity, we are atweshow thatduy is
a doubling measure and the Dirichlet form satisfies a scaliant L2-Poincaré
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inequality. The Sobolev inequality and then the Harnackjuradity follow from an
argument of Saloff-Coste, which K. Sturm adapted to the isratieasure category.
These are local estimates that can then be applied to swdudefined on a compact
manifold with corners. As an important consequence we thewshat the regular
solution to the Cauchy problem with initial data @ is Holder continuous for
positive times.

A generalized Kimura diffusion operatak, on a compact manifold with cor-
ners, P, defines a measuréu.;,, given locally byeV % dy,, as in [$). This is a
finite measure if the weights are strictly positive. Thedwling basic regularity
result is a consequence of our local estimates:

Theorem 1.1. [Theorenl5.11] LetP be a compact manifold with corners arida
generalized Kimura diffusion operator with smooth coedfit$ defined o®. Sup-
pose that the weights defined byare positive along every boundary component.
If uis aweak solution to the initial value problem

(0 — L)u = 0 withu(&,0) = f(§) € L*(P;dug), (14)
thenu € C(P x (0,00)).

Among other things we also show thgt — L)~! acting onC°(P) is a compact
operator. In addition we establish upper bounds for thet'lkeanel,” i.e. the
Schwartz kernel oé*”. Our earlier work indicates that this heat kernel is smooth
along the boundary in the outgoing variables, but somewingukar along the
boundary in the incoming variables.

Let p;(&,n) denote the distance betwegm € P, with respect to the incom-
plete metric defined by dualizing the principal symbolFof

Theorem 1.2. [Theorerh5.2] Assume thdt is a compact manifold with corners
and L is a generalized Kimura diffusion defined &with positive weights. If we
represent the kernel of the operatet” asp; (¢, n)duz (1), then there are positive
constant’y, C1, Cs so that, for allt > 0 and pairs¢, n € P we have

O ox P2(Em) ‘ D
0e P( Cat ) » <1+ M) -exp(Cit). (15)
S B (B Vi

For eachn € P, the function(¢, t) — p(&,n) belongs taC> (P x (0,0)).

In particular,p;(£,n) is bounded for positive times, which shows that the leading
singularity of the heat kernel on the incoming face is caguby the measure
dur,. In [15] Shimakura gives a similar estimate for the heat keohéhe standard



Kimura diffusion operator on the simplex iR?, under the assumption that the
weights are constant and at leag®. In [2] Chen and Stroock prove an analogous
result in the 1-dimensional case, with vanishing weights.

In a separate paper we treat a special subclass of “diagpeahtors,” which
act on functions defined a$}, ,,, and take the special form

Lu= Z[:UZ@Q + bi(x;y) 0z, Ju Z + di(x;y)0y, u. (16)
j=1 =1
We analyze this special case using the kernel methods udeatin [3] and[[4].
Assuming that the weights are bounded below, and that thiéicieets, {b;,d;},
are constant outside a compact set, we establish the H@&gdelarity of solutions
to (0, — L)u = 0 with initial data inC2(S,, ).
Acknowledgements
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2 A Preliminary Result

The weights, which are the coefficients of the transversepommnts of the vector
field alongd P, play a central role in this paper. We first show that they avarin
antly defined by the operator itself. LEtbe a manifold with corners, aride 0P

a boundary point of codimensian If L is a generalized Kimura diffusion oper-
ator, then Proposition 2.2.3 inl[4] shows that there are tadblpcal coordinates
(@1, s Tps Y1, - -+, Ym) yING N S, , With p < (0;0), in which L takes the form

Lu = Z[ﬂcﬁi + bi(z;9) 0, Ju + Z +wiw (T3 y)Or, O ut

j—l h,j=1

ZZx 310z, 0y, u + Z dri(z;y) E?yk(?ylu—FZdl (x;y)0y,u. (A7)

i=1 [=1 k=1

The operator is assumed to be elliptic whéie > 0: i = 1,...,n}, and coef-
ficients of the transverse vector fiefd;(x;y) : i = 1,...,n} are non-negative
along the boundary, i.ey;(z;y) > 0, wherez; = 0. A given point can belong to
a variety of such coordinate charts, nonetheless, as shelew,these coefficients
are invariantly defined.



Label the hypersurface boundary component® diy indicesZ :

oP = J H,. (18)

i€T

To demonstrate this invariance, recall that the princigatlsol of the operator.
in the interior of P is a positive definite quadratic form on the fibersiofP; by
duality, it defines an incomplete metric éhLetr;(n) denote the minimal distance
from a pointn € P to the boundary hypersurface with indexEachr; is smooth
in a neighborhood off; C P. Suppose that the poigt € P is of codimension

nand(xy,...,2n;y1,--.,Ym) are adapted local coordinates centereg. dthere
are distinct indicegiy, . .., i, } so that
n
§e () H- (19)
j=1

Moreover, upon relabeling we recall from the constructibmdapted local coor-
dinates that

2y = rj,(2;y). (20)
In these coordinates, the operator takes the farm (17) frdwahwit is clear that,

for eachi : )
ZLT‘?L_ [y =0 - (21)

The last expression is globally defined aloHg, completing the proof of the fol-
lowing proposition:

bi(z;y) = La; [2,—0=

Proposition 2.1. Let P be a manifold with corners and a generalized Kimura
diffusion operator defined oR. The coefficients of the transverse vector field along
the boundary of?, in any adapted coordinate system, are restrictions of fonet
defined globally on the hypersurfaces.

These functions are of central importance in what follonswe make the
following definition:

Definition 2.1. The normalized coefficients of the transverse vector fieldsga
0P defined by a generalized Kimura diffusion operal{c%Lri2 lr,=0: © € I} are
called theweightsof the Kimura operator.

Strictly speaking, the weights are invariantly defined atyngo P, but we some-
times use the term to refer to the functiofis(z;y)} defined in a neighborhood
of a subset ob P, and which agree with the weights &P. As described earlier,



these weights define a class of measureg$’pthe elements of which differ by a
bounded, non-vanishing factor of the forfi().

Let dVp be a smooth non-degenerate densityforFor eachi € Z, we let
B; be a smooth extension of the weightfrom H; to all of P. For simplicity,
assume thaf3; is independent of; in a small neighborhood aoff; and reduces
to a positive constant outside of a slightly larger neighbod; similarly, letR;
denote a smooth extension kof r;, the distance td{;, which we again assume
is a positive constant outside of a small neighborhooff pfSet

W) = [[ RO, (22)

i€l

and define the measudg 1, by

dur(§) = W(§)dVe(§). (23)

It follows from (20) that in any adapted coordinate systgm;y), there is a
bounded, continuous functioti (x;y) so thatdur (x;y) = V@Y duy(x;y).
The expansion of/ along H; typically takes the formy(x; y)z; log z;, So it is not
in general smooth. We speak of a “measure defined by the vgegjtit’ as any
measure with this property.

3 Metric-measure estimates

We now turn to the analysis of the class of generalized Kindiffasion operators
that can be locally defined using a symmetric Dirichlet foem,in [8). Elements
of this class of Kimura diffusion operators are both moreggahthan the ones
considered before, as certain coefficients of the first akelens are allowed to be
singular, but also less general in that not every Kimuraudiin operator has such
a description, even locally. This approach to proving estésn is an outgrowth of
the pioneering work of John Nash and Jirgen Moser on edsriat elliptic and
parabolic equations with bounded measurable coefficiehtsre recently these
ideas have been recast by Fabes and Stroock on the one hdridawns, Saloff-
Coste, and Grigor'yan on the other, as a way to obtain Harmezjualities, Holder
estimates on solutions and kernel bounds for the Green aidkémels defined by
uniformly elliptic operators.

Briefly, this approach uses Moser’s iteration to obtain latsuan solutions to
elliptic and parabolic equations via the Sobolev inequaitd properties of dou-
bling measures. For uniformly elliptic operators on maldi$o Saloff-Coste and
Grigor'yan isolated the two essential ingredients: thatitieasure have the dou-
bling property and that there is a scale-invari&dtPoincaré inequality. This was
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later generalized by Sturm, see[18}[19, 20], to the settimgetric measure spaces,
with operators defined through strongly local Dirichletrfa. Sturm’s work pro-
vided a strong impetus to adopt this general approach, bilteirend, we often
found it easier to adapt the proofs givenlinl[14], rather tttanse Sturm’s results
directly.

The underlying space iS,, ,,,, which is a manifold with corners, and should
be understood as an adapted coordinate chaifalVe endow this chart with the
measure

n

dup(zyy) = [] 27 dudy, (24)
j=1

where
b= (bi(z;y)....,bn(x;7))

is a vector of positive continuous functions, which are tanisoutside a bounded
neighborhood of0; 0). Fix a constantly > 0 such that

Bo < bi(x;y) for all (x;y) € Sy m. (25)

For many applications it is reasonable, even necessargstoreée that these func-
tions areC! in the variablegx; y), or else in the “square-root” variablég/z; y);
however, many of the basic results below require far lesslaeity.

If B C Sy, is relatively open and, v € Cg°(B), then we consider the Dirich-
let form

Qp(u,v) = / [Z:njaxju&vjv + Z VTiT 505 (75 Y) O, u0y ; v+
Jj=1 ,J

B

1
3 Z VTC1(2;Y) [ O, u0y, v + O, 00y, u] + Z dim (23 Y) Oy, uly,, v | dup(z;y),

Jsl I,m
(26)
Note thatu, v arenotrequired to vanish alongS,, ., N B.
We define the associatdd-inner product by setting:
(w0)oz = [ wvdpp(asy). (27)

B

The subscripB3 is omitted if the intended subset is clear from the conteatnfally
integrating by parts, assuming for example thatnishes nead.S,, ,,, gives

QB(u,v) = —(Lqu, v)p, B, (28)
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where

n

LQU = Z[xjagj + bj(l’; y)@m]]u + Z 8xj \/l'il'jaij($§ y)azmu—i_

J=1 2

1
5 > [0y, vT5¢0(23Y) O, ut Oy /T i (3 9) Dyl + D i (3 ) Dy, Oy ut- V.

j7l l,m
(29)

The vector field is tangent t@sS,, ,,, but note that ib(x; y) is non-constant near
0Sy.m, thenV may have singular coefficients and involve terms of the form

log xj(2i0z,), logx;0y,. (30)

All of this works equally well on more general manifolds witbrners. This setup
is related to the ideas used by Shimakure_ i [15] to studyatedimple Kimura-
type operators defined on simplices. In Shimakura’s worknbights are assumed
to be constant.

If L is a generalized Kimura diffusion operator ét) then L determines a
class of measures, as noted above, which can be taken to Heverin dug in
an adapted coordinate chart. This measure and the prirgypabol of L then
determine the symmetric quadratic fotgh Conversely, ifL is the second order
operator determined fror® as above, then in a neighborhood of a pointadh
the differencel, — L, is a vector field tangent t9P, possibly with mildly singular
coefficients, as in[(30). The estimates produced by the Mosthod are local,
which allows us to establish Holder regularity for weakusioins of many classes
of generalized Kimura diffusion operators.

We assume that symmetric quadratic form is positive definitee interior of
Sn.m. Because of the form of the coefficients, there is a natuiatlyced quadratic
form on any boundary stratum, and we assume that each of ihets positive
definite on the interior of that stratum. We assume finally tha coefficients of
the quadratic form,

{aij(z;y), ciu(xsy), dim (z39) },
are smooth functions of the variablegx; y). Integrating by parts shows that the
natural boundary conditions are the same as those defininfgebular solution”
for a generalized Kimura operator introducedlih [4], setiSef.1.

Writing the integrand symbolically &sA(z; y) Vu, Vv), we also consider op-
erators which include non-symmetric terms of the form

/ (Al y)Vu, X (2:9)) dysy (), (31)
B
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where X (z;y) = (X1(z;9),..., Xntm(x;y)) are continuous in the interior of
Sn.m- Thatis, we allow the addition of an arbitrary continuousgeamt vector field.
We defer the development of this case to Sedtioh 4.3, andfoaouhe symmetric
case.

Changing variables in the Dirichlet form hy; = /z; gives

dpip(wsy) = 2" [[w!™ ™ dwdy, (32)
1=1

and

1
T4

i

2 Z Cj1[Ow,; u0y, v + Oy, v0y,u] + 4 Z dim Oy, uaymv] dpp(w;y). (33)

L,m

[Zn: Ohy; U0y ;v + Z ;5 Orp; U0y U+

J=1 2

The ellipticity hypothesis is that

q(w,y 57 - [252 + Zazjfzfj + 42 lefj"’}l + 42 dlmnlnm] (34)

(the coefficients of which are constant outside a compagtis@ositive definite,
i.e., there are positive constarksA so that

AER + 1) < Gy (€ m) < AP+ [nf?). (35)

Since we are primarily interested in local estimates nearctirner(0; 0), we as-
sume that

The quadratic form i (34) is uniformly elliptic i, ,,,. (36)
Observe that this is invariant under the dilatiéns y) = (uw'; uy’), p > 0, which

transform the measurgu, (w; y) to

Mm2n H(w;)ZEZ (w’;y’)—leqb(w’,y’) log deldy/7 (37)
=1

where

bi(w',y) = bi(uw', pwy'), and p(w',y') =2 bi(pw' py').  (38)
i=1
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Sturm introduces the notation thatufis in the domain of)), then there is a
measureil’(u, u) so that

Q(u,u) = /dF(u,u). (39)
S,

n,m

In our case
Al (u, u)(w; y) = (A(w; y)Vu, Vu)dup(w; y). (40)

Next, in terms of the space of functions
U = {u: (A(w;y)Vu, Vu) < 1}, (41)

theintrinsic metricis defined by

pi((wiiyr), (w3 y2)) = sup{u(wi;y1) — u(was y2) : w €Uy}, (42)

By (38), this intrinsic metric is uniformly equivalent togtEuclidean metric,

1
ps((wi391), (wa;2)) = (lwr — wal3 + Iy — 12113) % (43)
or equivalently, in terms of thér; y) coordinates,

1
2

p5((xn), (m200) = [ D IWEG — VAl + v — w23 | - (49)

j=1

This determines the standard topology.$),,. It is equivalent to the metric used
in [4] to define the anisotropic Holder spa(fé(%]; and C(}’,QF“, which play a key
role in the analysis of generalized Kimura diffusion operat The ball of radius
centered atw; y) with respect tq5 is denotedB¢ (w; y).

The main estimates on the heat kernel and solutions to thegeations follow

by a rather general argument once we prove that:
1. The measurelu, is a doubling measure, and

2. The Dirichlet forms,Qp: satisfy scale-freel.? Poincaré inequalities, for
intrinsic-metric ballsB:.

The proofs of these facts both proceed by checking theiditgalivhenb is constant
and then using perturbative arguments to conclude theiditsain general. The
details of this analysis occupy the remainder of this sactio

13



First observe that for the purposes of proving the Poingaguality, we may
replace the quadratic forg(V,,u, V,u), defined in [(34), with the standard Eu-
clidean one, giving the equivalent Dirichlet form

QF(u,u) / [Z@wju 7|2 +Z |0y (s §)1? | (@3 9), (45)

B

while of course retaining the same measdirg. We may also use the equivalent
£%° metric,

Poc((wi391), (wa3ya)) = max{[lwi — walloo, [[y1 = y2lloc}, (46)

with respect to which closed balls now have the form

3

= H[max{wi —r, 0w +7r] x | Vv —ru + 7). (47)
=1

~

1

Indeed, the inclusions

Bi(wyy) C By(w;y) C B, (wiy)

show thatd, is a doubling measure with respect to one set of balls if amgibn
it is a doubling measure with respect to the other. As for thim¢aré inequality,
suppose that we prove that there exists a consgtant0 such that

/ \u(ﬁ); ?j) - uBT-(w;y) ’2d,ub(w§ g) S CT2QBT-(w;y) (u, u) (48)
Br(w;y)

forall » > 0 and (w;y) € Spm, Where (for any measurable sBY, up is the
average

/ (s D) (5 5), (B = / dpp( 7). (49)
B

B
We then have that
/ (T3 §) — e g 2o (03 §) < / (5 §) — (g 216 (T3 )
Bg(w;y) Bg(w;y)

<

[(n+m)r?)Qpe

n+m Tm(w;y)(u7u)'

(50)
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In other words, the strong Poincaré inequality for the fgmf { B, (w; y)} implies
a weak Poincaré inequality for the ba{lB¢(w;y)}. Theorem 2.4 from [20] then
implies that the strong Poincaré also holds for the bB[igw;y). We obtain the
estimate[(4B) following a well-known argument of Jerisoh {@ho shows how to
pass from a weak scale-invariant Poincaré inequality toomg one.

There is one further preparatory remark. The volume doghdind Poincaré
inequality, and hence the various conclusions that theynimipquire very little
regularity for the functiongb;}. The minimal condition that naturally emerges
here is that there is a constaritso that for each,

o C
i) = D= Tog o ), @ a1 oy

We first prove thatiy is a doubling measure:

Proposition 3.1. Let {b;(w; y)} be positive functions which are constant outside a
compact set and satis{1). Then there is a constad? so that for any- > 0 and
(w;y) € Snm,

po(Bar(w;y)) < 2°up(Br (w3 y)). (52)

Proof. We first verify this when thé; are everywhere constant. Since e&%ltw; y)
is a product of intervals, we immediately reduce to the oineedsional case,
where B, (w;) = (max{w; — r,0},w; + r), and hence for the measurg =
w?b_ldwi,

(witr)® if w; <r
Nb(BT(wi)) = (w,-—2|—br)2b—(w,-—r)2b . - (53)
d T if w; >r.
It follows directly from this that for some constafif, > 0,
1 .
57"% < up(Br(w;)) < Cyr®, if w; < 4r, (54)
b
and )
Ew?b_lr < 1p(Br(w;)) < Cow? b if w; > . (55)
b

The doubling inequality (32) follows immediately from tleesstimates in this case.
For the general case, we need to show that the quotient

o (Bar(w;y))
pb(Br (w; y))

is uniformly bounded from above. Suppose that it is not, theere exists a se-
quence of radii, and centers of ball&w®); ) such thatF'(w®; 4, r,) tends

F(w;y,r) =

15



to infinity. Since F' is clearly continuous in its arguments;y) € S, and
0 < r < oo, this unboundedness could only occur if eithef) ; 3y(©)) diverges (to
infinity or 9P) or elser, tends to0, or co. We shall rule these possibilities out in
turn.

The first case, where, ~ oo, is easy. Suppose that the functiofig} are
constant outside the balb(0;0). Consider the worst case, whéa®); y(©)) =
(0;0). But then, forp >> R,

16(B(0;0)) = p1p0(By(0;0)) + A, A = pp(Br(0;0)) — pp0(Br(0;0)),

where b’ is the constant value df outside a compact set. The uniform upper
bound for F(0;0;7,) is then straightforward. A slightly more complicated esti-
mate, which we leave to the reader, is required when the rcefitiee ball does not
lie at the origin, but the same conclusion still holds. Theecavhere, remains in
a bounded intervad < r < 7, < T < oo, but (w®; y©) — o, is covered by the
computations wheh is constant.

Finally, suppose that the centdrs(*);y(©)) remain inByx(0;0) andr, \, 0.
Change variables, setting; = r¢w;, y; = 7¢9;, where(w; ) € Bag/r,(0;0). The
centergw(?); y(©)) are transformed to new points)*); 4(), and

wZQih (w#})_le(ﬁ)i (w;9)—1) logry d'l[)d:g

N fB2(w(f);g<f)) H

F(w(Z);y(Z)mg) 2b; (W39)—1 (2, 4+ :
fBl(u}(L’);g(é)) [Tw; "™ e@bit@ig)=1)logre dapdy

Hereb;(w;9) = b;(rw;rg) = b;(w;y). Note that a common factor o™ has
been cancelled from both the numerator and denominator.dépendence ory

is now entirely contained in the functior&éw; 7). We are aided by the fact that
eachBi takes values in some internal< B < Bi < B < oco. Now substitute

~

bi(i; 9) = bi(; §9) + Bi(re(ib; §), e (0*); )
into the final exponent in each integrand. The expression
exp((2b;(1; §1) — 1) log r¢)

is constant and appears in both the numerator and denomiteioce may be
cancelled. We are left with

2bi(039)~1_Bilogre 1 17
JBaa g0y T10; e losTe dindyy

2b; (W39)—1 g, 1 ’
Iy o geony TTw 0 ePilosre dibdg
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where we omit the arguments of tiefor simplicity. According to[(5l1),

|Bi (re(a; §), re(0®; 59))

C|logry| ,
1108721 = gy T Tog i (Cas ), (@ 5] = ©

(56)
sincep ((w;9), (w®;4®)) < 2. Hence these second factors are bounded above
and below, and may be disregarded.

There are now two final cases to analyze. In the first, the e ; §(*)
remain bounded (relative to th{&; §) coordinate system), and in the second they
do not. The first case is slightly easier, since we may asshatect(w®); () >
converges, and then simply pass to the limit— 0. Both the numerator and de-
nominator have finite, positive limits, and so we concludat this sequence of
quotients is bounded after all. In the second case, the ratoreand denomi-
nator each tend to infinity witld. The functionsb are constant outside the ball
Bryr,(0;0). If the centers(w(®);5) lie outside this ball, then the quotient is
clearly bounded. So the only remaining case is whett); §)) € Bg/,,(0;0).

We may now perform the same substitution as above, writich éébi (@39)=1 a9

@2 @91 gl s Sincelog iy < C
; gw; < C(1+logry), we may apply exactly the
same reasoning as above to neglect these error terms, anchiineel the remaining
constant terms.

This contradiction demonstrates that the quotient is umfp bounded as *\,

0, and therefore that, is a doubling measure. O

Remark3.1 This Lemma is slightly more complicated than one might ekpee
cause the measurgg are not Ahlfor(m +n)-regular. Indeedy(B5;) is bounded
above and below by constant multiples-8f" provided the ball does not intersect
the boundary, but these constants are not uniform. The datey of measures of
small balls centered at any boundary point are given byrdiffepowers of. Hence
our problem provides an interesting example where the nwsnwn version of
Moser’s arguments to get heat kernel bounds does not appbe these require
Ahlfors regularity, so the variant of these arguments givefi4] is needed.

We now turn to the proof of the scale-invariant Poincargiradity. As we have
explained earlier, it suffices to prove the following result

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the functiod$;(w;y) : ¢ = 1,...,n}, defined in

R% x R™, satisfy(51), are bounded below by a positive constant, and are constant
outside a compact set. Then there is a constdrgo that for any0 < r, and
(w;y) € Spm andu € C(Bi(w;y)),

[ 1055) = b g Pin55) < O Qg ) 67
Bi(wsy)
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The proof is somewhat more complicated than in the doubliegsure result
above; it uses a covering argument due to Jerison [8] whiodymes a cover of
Bi(w;y) by smaller balls where the approximation of the functi¢bgw; )} by
constants is permissible. Thus the first step is to proveah@trwhen theé; are all
constant for balls with respect to th& -metric.

Proposition 3.2. Letby = (b1, - - -, bon) be a vector of positive constants. There
is a constantCy, so that for all0 < 7, (w;y) € Spm andu € C1(B,(w;y)) we
have the estimate

/ ’u — Upy ’2d/1’b0 (’LT), ?j) < Cbor2 / ‘V@;QUP d:ubo (w7 g)’ (58)

By (w;y) By (w;y)
where )
Up, = —————— udip,, . 59
% = oo (B, (w:9) [ i, (59)
By (w3y)

Moreover there is a constaris g ,,, so that if0 < 5 < by; < Bforl < j < mn,
then
Cby < Cp,B,m- (60)

Proof of Propositio 32.The sharp constant/Cy, in (58) is the first non-zero
eigenvalue of the operatdr,, associated to this Dirichlet form, acting on functions
on B, (w;y), which satisfy appropriate “Neumann” boundary conditions.

The formal operator is given by

& 2bo; — 1
Lbou = — Z <85}] + O;UJ awj> u+ Ayu . (61)

J=1

Recall that the ball is a product
:H[max{wj—r,O},wj—i—r xHyl—r Y+ r]. (62)
=1 =1

Since the form domain i€>° (B, (w;y)), we see that on smooth elements in the
domain ofLLy,, the boundary condition is the standard Neumann one on the “ta
gential” boundary:y; = y; £ 7, i.e., Oy u [5—=y,+r= 0. On the right ends of the
intervals,

lim Ow;u(w; g) = 0, (63)

u7j —)(w]‘-l-?”)*
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and similarly, on the left ends when; —r > 0,
lim . Ow,;u(W; ) = 0. (64)

ﬁ)j—)(u}j—r)

However, whenw; < r, then the boundary condition at the left endpoint becomes

~2bo;j —1 PO AN
2097 90, u(@; §) = 0. (65)

lim @
w;—0F
The domain of the Friedrichs extensionlgj, is denotedD(Ly, ). We are clearly in
a setting where the spectral data fé,,, D(Ls,)) can be determined by separation
of variables. This is one reason why we replaced the Eudli@dis by sup-norm
balls. The eigenfunctions take the form

fr(@1) -+ ful@n)g1(91) - - G (Gm) (66)

where each factor is an eigenfunction of the appropriatetiaty value problem in
1-dimension. The first non-zero eigenvalueg bf,,, D(Ly, )) is then the minimum
of the first non-trivial eigenvalues of the&e+ 1) self adjoint operators. For the
variable the first non-trivial eigenvalue for the Neumanemjpor on an interval of
length2r is % This leaves the 1-dimensional problems in th&ariables, which
we treat in the following lemma.

Lemma3.1.1f 0 < 3 < B then there is a positive constakg g so that for0 < z,
B <b< Bandu € CY([0V (x —r),z + r]) we have the estimate

T+
2 [ Gwu(w)Pw? tdw
max{z—r,0
AgB < — Ji i , (67)
i |u(w) — ap|2w2b—1dw
max{z—r,0}
where
T+
w(w)w? L dw
T, = max{z—r,0} ' (68)

x+r
f w2b—1dw

max{z—r,0}

Proof. Fix b > 0. For eachD < z and0 < r we need to estimate the infimum,
over functions withw?*~!dw-mean zero, of the quotient:

r+r

2 [ Owu(w)Pw? tdw
max{z—r,0}
T+r (69)
[ w)rwt-1de

max{z—r,0}
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Replacingz by x/r, we reduce to the case= 1, but still with arbitrary center
x € [0,00). Let u denote the mean of. As usual, there are three cases:

Case 1. Ifx < 1, then to estimate

z+1
[ Owu(w)|?w?tdw
. 0
{ug}EO} z41 ' (70)
J lu(w)Pw?=tdw
0

we find eigenfunctions of the operator

Lyu = —w'~2°9,w? 1 §,,u with
lim w? 1d,u(w) = 0 andd,u(z + 1) = 0. (71)
w—0t
Solutions of the eigenvalue equation
2b—1
O2u+ Tawu +Xu=0 (72)
are in terms of/-Bessel functions by
w! ATy (M) + Bpo1 (Aw)], (73)

at least forb ¢ N. The boundary condition ab = 0 implies thatA = 0.
Indeed, ifv ¢ N, thenJ,(z) = a,2"(1 + O(2?)), sow'0J_,(Aw) ~
cw?~?*, and the boundary condition at= 0 eliminates this term. I6 = 1,
the singular solution has leading tetog w, which is again eliminated by the
boundary condition. Finally, fob € N, b > 1, w'=".J,,_1(A\w) is the only
regular solution. Thus, the solution (gw)!~*J,_1 (A\w) whenevern > 0.
This is an entire function which oscillates infinitely maimpés asw — oo.
Let z; , be the smallest positive root of the equation:

d.[21 " J_1(2)] =0, (74)

then the smallest non-trivial eigenvalue is:

2
A2 = (2 75
1 (1 +x (75)

This gives the infimum of the functional in([70) for amy> 0, which proves
useful in the analysis of the next case.
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We now derive bounds for the constant,, depending on the upper and
lower bounds ob. For anyb > 0, define

76
Zw Y (76)
This is an entire function satisfying the ODE

COEdy + bOchy + ¢y =0 (77)

and the functional equation
Oc Py = —Pp41- (78)
A simple calculation shows that there is a constanso that

2
201 (2) = Coo (Z) (79)

Thus(y, = 22, /4 is the smallest positive solution tg,1(¢) = 0. We can
rewriteI'(b + 1)¢p11(C) as

Lb+1)gpy1(¢) =1~

s C2k C
k; G+ 61w | e nerawsn) €0

from which we see that
(b+1) < Cip- (81)

Thus for any0 < 8 < B there is a constarit < Mp so that

A1+ p) <21, < Mpif B<b<B. (82)

Case 2: Ifl < z < 2,itis simpler to estimate

z+1
[ |0wu(w)Pw® Ldw
z—1
inf , 83)
ueCl[z—1,z+1] r+1
fuecile=tortl} f lu(w) — af?w?=1dw
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from below; here
x+1
[ uw(w)w?tdw
~ z—1
U=—=0 . (84)

f w201 daw
r—1

The analysis in the previous case shows thgti b < B, then forz > 0,

z+1

1+B /| —afw ldw < / O u(w) 2w tdw.  (85)
0

We define the extension of anyc C!([x — 1,z + 1]) to
Uuw) u(w) forw € [z — 1,z + 1] (86)
u(zx — 1) forw € [0, — 1],

which is a function or[0,z + 1]. This extension is admissible for the in-
equality in [85), so
z+1 z+1

/|8wu |2 2b— 1dw_/|a U )|2 2b— 1dw

r—

\/

> / |U(w) — UPw? tdw  (87)

414 5) - _
S ESE _/1 lu(w) — UPw? L dw.

It is a classical fact that the minimum of
z+1

/ lu(w) — a*w?dw (88)

V

is attained only when = %, and therefore

z+1
O 2,201
ey ot o )
(14+2x)2 = a1 ’ (89)

[ Ju(w) — @2w?1dw
completing the argument in this case as well.
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Case 3: I2 < z, then observe that

z+1 5 op_ 1 z+1 )
Il |0 u(w)]| 2w~ dw o1\ 21 Il |0 u(w)|*dw
z+1 = <3§‘ + 1> 41 ’ (90)

f lu(w) |2w2b—1dw f |u(w)|2dw

to conclude that, via Fisher’s min-max principle, that

z+1
) f |8 u |2 26—1 v
7T . z—1
4. 31261 < {u}gio} a1 (91)
f ‘ ‘2w2b ldw
]

Lemmal3.1 implies the result for the + m-dimensional case with constant
weightsby, which completes the proof of Propositibn13.2. O

We now give the proof of Theorem 3.1. LEt= B (wjq; o) be the (intrinsic)
ball with center(wo;yo) and radiusr > 0. As noted earlier, we use Jerison’s
covering argument, essentially as(inl[14, Theorem 5.3.4t.tle convenience of
the reader we outline the argument, highlighting placesrevhar argument differs
from the standard one. B = B,.(w;y), then for anyk > 0, write

kB = By (w;y). (92)

We letF denote a collection of countably mapy, -balls in £ with the follow-
ing properties:

1. The ballsB € F are disjoint.
2. The balls{2B : B € F} are a cover of.

3. If B € F, then its radius satisfies

r(B) = 1073d(B, 9F). (93)

4. There exists a constait depending only on the doubling constant so that

sup #{B € F:(w;y) € 10°B} < K. (94)
(wiy)ekE
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Here and throughout this argumedt,-) should be understood as the distance
defined by the metript,_ .

The existence of such a ‘Jerison coveritfgsatisfying these properties is stan-
dard. Several additional propertiesBfare established in[8], and these are essen-
tial to the argument that follows. We are using the megfic to define the balls
in the covering. While the shortest paths for this metricraotunique. Euclidean
geodesics (i.e., straight line segments) are length-nmmn paths forpS_, so, by
convention, we use these, thereby rendering the choiceoofestt path unique.

Note that if B, (w;y) € F, then

o <1072 d((w;y), E°) <1072 d((w; ), ISnm)- (95)
Our use of Jerison’s argument rests on the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. There is a positive constant;, so that if the ballB = B, (w;y) has
radius
o <1072 d((w;y), dSnm), (96)

then for any(w; g) € 10B, we have

97)

Qf~
IN
i=EiR=t
IN
Q

Proof. Recall that there is are constdnt 8y andC so that forl < 7 < n and
(w;y) € Snm

C
Bo < bi(w;y) and|b;(w;y) — bi(w; 7)| < —  (98)
o = ity andibtwsy) = W00 = g ). )
Moreover there is a® so that the function$b; (w;y) : ¢ = 1,...,n} are constant

in [Br(0;0)]¢. From this is it clear that if we fix any positive numberthen there
is a constant’y so that ifd((w;y),bSnm) > pando < 1072 d((w;y), bSnm),
then, for all(w; §) € 10B,(w;y) we have the estimate:

—=
=3
<=L,
=
g

IN
0

< Cp. (99)

SIS
s
<y
o

B

NS

.
Il
i

Thus we only need to consider balls with centers closgg,, .
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Let p < 1/10 and assume thak((w;y), bS, ) < p. Let B,(w;y) be a ball
with ¢ < 1072d((w;y), 0Snm). And letw = min{wy,...,w,}, clearlyw =
d((w;y),bSp m). If (0;7) € 10B,(w;y), then thew-coordinates satisfy

Jw

o <@ <L (100)

and therefore o
[log | < |log T |. (101)

The ratio in [97) satisfies the estimate

_ H wbl(ﬁ),gj) B
1 9w Lo 1 w
exp [ —nC o8 (g)) < jnl <exp [ nC o8 (g)) . (202)
log (m) Gliwsy) log (m)
=1
The lemma follows follows easily from these bounds. O

Combining this lemma with Propositién 8.2, and the Couf@isher min-max
principle, we obtain the corollary:

Corollary 3.1. Assume that the exponerts (w;y)} satisfy0 < Sy < b;(w;y),
the estimate in(c1l), and are bounded above Wy. Let1 < s < 10. There is a
constant” depending orBy, 51, B and the dimensiofin + m) so that if B, (w; y)
is a ball with

o <1072 d((w; y), OSnm), (103)

then for anyu € C(B,.(w;y)) we have the estimate

‘/ (@ 5) — adps (; ) <

Bio (w3y)
Clof* [ [Vuli )Pz, (109
Bio (w3y)
where o o
[ u(w;g)dus(w;9)
o = Brolw) . (105)

1o (Bro (w; y))

In particular, this estimate holds for any bal¥ belonging to a coveringr as
defined above.
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The remaining lemmas needed to apply the argument fromddesi8 of [14]
to prove Theorem 311 are given in Appendix A, where we havichkel the details
of the proof using this covering argument, in part, becauspplies immediately to
establish an important generalization of this inequalityevein we include cutoff
functions in the integrals. The proof of the following resigl very similar to the
one given above and in AppendiX A.

Proposition 3.3. For (z;y) € Sy, andr > 0, let

o) = mas {1 2] ). w09

Under the hypotheses of the previous theorem, there is damgrs so that

[ lumuPddun@p <0 [ #a5)ATe udu(z.5). @107

Bi(z;y) Bi(z3y)
where
f ¢2Ud/1’b'i'7g
Bi(zy)
= . 108
ST Pdm.g (109
Bi(x;y)

This is Corollary 2.5 in[[20]. It is needed for Moser’s prodfthe parabolic Har-
nack inequality.

An important consequence of these results is the Soboleuaiiky, Theorem
2.6 in [20]:

Theorem 3.2. Let D > 3 be such that for alD < r, and (z;y) € S, » We have
the doubling property

po(Bs, (z:y) < 27 up(By (23 9)).- (109)
For all functions inD(Q g: (., ), We have the estimate

D—-2

D
2D _ ~ o~
[ | <
Bi ()

72

(16 (B (25 9))]

1
Cs QB;'(:v;y) (u7 u) + ﬁ(ua u)b . (110)

SIS
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Remark3.2 These proofs of the doubling property and scale-invat&r®oincaré
inequality readily adapt to allow the replacement of theslaf measure§d, }

by the slightly more general class of measures of the f{)azFHw5y)dub(w;y)},
whereU (w;y) is a bounded?’-function that is constant outside a compact set.
This vindicates our claim, made aftér [36), that the set odisnees and quadratic
forms to which our analysis applies is invariant under (luad) dilations.

4 From Dirichlet Forms to Operators

The symmetric Dirichlet formQ s (u, v), with core C!(B) introduced above de-
fines an unbounded self-adjoint operatly, acting on a dense domaii(Lg) C
L*(B;dup). There are two features in the definition B{L): first, the formal
symbol of the operator, and second, the natural boundarglititmm The domain
of the Dirichlet formD(Q) is the graph closure @& (B) with respect to the norm

ulpy = N[l 72 (Biapy) + QB (usw). (111)
The domain of the operator is defined by the conditionc D(Lg), if there is a
constantC' so that

Qr(w.w)| < CllolBa s, forany veDQ). (112)

By the Riesz representation theorem there is a unique etemenL?(B; dyu) SO
that
Qp(v,u) = —(v,w)p B. (113)

We defineLgu = w.

4.1 The Second Order Operator

By considering smooth functions in the form domain we can thgecondition

in (112) to derive the formal symbol of the operator asseddb the symmetric
Dirichlet form @, along with the boundary conditions that must be satisfied by
smooth elements dP(Lg). These conditions are then satisfied in a distributional
sense by all elements of the operator domain. As it fits beftbrour earlier work,

we derive these formulee in thie; y)-variables.
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After some calculation, the integration by parts gives that

n

Lou= [Z[gjjagju b (239)Da,ul + Y O, /TiT50i 00 urt

Jj=1 i,j=1
1 n m m
3 D 10y /FCj100,u + Oy /TjepiOyul + > Oy dynOyu+ V|, (114)
i=1 1=1 k=1

whereV is a vector field with possibly slightly singular coefficisnFor eacly the
formal Neumann-type boundary condition alai, ., N B is given by

lim
T —0t

v b1 n m
x?axij; 2 <Z aij\/x_i(‘?xiu—Fchl(‘)ylu)] =0. (115)
=1 =1
To makel” more explicit, set
Wy = [[ =7 (116)
j=1
Then

n J;‘i B m B
V=) [logzdy,bit,/ —a;i(W, 100 WO, + > i (W 0y, W)y, +
ij=1 J k=1

1 n m B B
2 Z Z le[(Wb 1ayLWb)\/x_jal‘ju + \/E(Wb 18IjWb)ayz]a (117)
j=11=1
where

by —1
Wy 10y, Wy = -2

+ Z log :L'iaxj b;
J —
. =1 (118)
Wy 10, Wy = > log2;0y,b;.
i=1
A typical assumption in population genetics is that the ficiehts {a;;,c;} in

(114) can be written as;; = \/Z;z;045(x;y), ande;; = /T;v,(x;y), where
{eij,v;1} are smooth functions dfc; y). Thus

n n m
S IETD SEE) FNDS
j=1 i=1 I=1

&)+ log xieill] dy,,  (119)
i=1
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where{3?, 8}, ¢, €};} are smooth ir{z; y), so in this casé’ is tangent taS,, .,
but has slightly singular coefficients. Under this hypoihethe boundary condi-

tion alongdsS,, ,, N B becomes

Oz, u + (Z 0205, + Z vjl8y1u>] =0, (120)

1=1 =1

. b,
lim a:jJ
:Bj —)0+

which is certainly satisfied it is in C!(S,,,,). Indeed, it is a simple to show
that a functionu € C?(S,,,,) whose derivatives decay rapidly enough belongs
to Dom(Lg).

The log terms in these coefficients do not appear, at leastaiting order, if
the derivatives of the weight®;(z;y)} vanish along the boundary, e.g. if these
functions are constant and their gradients vanisb.8p,,. If that is the case, then

V= (b — Dron, + > Y viulby —1)d,. (121)

i,j=1 =1 j=1

We now discuss two possible modifications to the form of tleisosd order
operator which may be directly handled by our methods. Tleiérto replace the
measurelu;, by a multiple

v (z3y) = VW dpy (a3 y), (122)

where, for examplel/ is C! (as a function ofz;y)) and is constant outside of a
compact set. The extra terms coming from this factor in thegiation by parts
leads to an additional “conservative” tangent vector field

n

Vo = Z(aij)xjaxj + Z VZiZ 500 ; Uy, +

j=1 1,j=1

1 m n m
5 S Ve [0, U0, + 0,,U0y ) + Y dimd,,, Udy,  (123)
k=1

=1 j=1
The associated second order operator is denbtgg. It is quite straightforward
to incorporate such a factor into all of the arguments abowgkebelow.
4.2 Non-self Adjoint Perturbations

A general Kimura operatob may deviate from the operatdr ;; defined by the
symmetric Dirichlet form[(B), with the modified measutgs 7, by a first order
term. Indeed, it is typically impossible to write as in [114), withV a sum of
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two terms [(11l7) and (123). To accommodate this, we use timeal@m of non-
symmetric Dirichlet forms. Many of the estimates provedlid][and [20] extend
to operators defined in this way, and indeed [19] proves sdrtigese. In lieu of
following Sturm’s argument, we show that the proofs givefili] can be adapted
to the present circumstance.

To be more specific, consider a non self-adjoint operator

Ly =Lou—Vx —c, (124)
whereVx is a tangent vector field, with possibly singular coefficgeahdc is a

measurable function. The tangent part of the vector fielddnhas coefficients

with log-singularities, and hence fclvg’c to be an arbitrary generalized Kimura
diffusion operator, as defined inl[4], we must add a perturhdt that also has
log-singularities. Using a simple integration by partskrive are able to control
such terms with mild singularities along the boundary. Tat #nd we prove the
following lemma in AppendixB:

Lemma 4.1. Assume thab = (b4, ..., b,) are positive differentiable functions of
(z;y), with0 < By < bj, constant outside a compact set. kdie a measurable
function defined o, ,,, that satisfies

la(z; )] < M |xB(iy) D> [ogal* +1] . (125)
=1

for somek € N,0 < M, and B a bounded neighborhood ¢;0), Givenn > 0
there is aC’;, so that for any2 < p, we have

/ lq(z; y) P (25 y)dpe <1 / (AVu2, Vu?)duy + C, / uPdpp, (126)
Sn,m Sn,m Sn,m
for v a bounded, compactly supported, non-negative functidnoim(Q).

We suppose thak is a continuousR™™-valued function inint S, ,,,, with
|X4 = (AX, X) satisfying an estimate like if.(IR5). We define the non-sytrime
Dirichlet form

n

Q)Bg(uvv) = / { Z[wzamZUXz + Z "’l'il'jaij(l';y)ainXj‘i’

B =l ij=1

1 n m m
3 Z Z:ﬂicil[&piqu + 0y, uX;) + Z dkl(:c;y)ﬁykqu}vx

i=1 1=1 =1
;L'lil(x;y)_l . xzn(x?y)_ldxdy; (127)
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this represents the action of the vector fiéld, which is continuous and tangent
to the boundary.

Representing the integrand [n_(127) @V u, Xv)dus, and allowing also for
a zeroth order termu, wherec is a measurable, real valued function, satisfying an
estimate like that i (125), we define

~)U<7’§(u, v) = / [(AVu, Vo) + (AVu, Xv) + cuv] eV dup. (128)
B

For simplicity of notation, and because it provides no addél generality, we
shall omit the factoe! in the measure.

A “sector condition” holds fo@ﬁ’cz there is a constar@t’ > 0 so that for any
u,v € D(Q),

Q% (w, 1)) < C(Qu,w) + (w,w)p)? (Qv,v) + (v,0)p)? . (129)
This is clear since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imples t
1GX e, )] = ' / [(AVu, Vo + 0X) + cuv] dpip a0
< V2(Q(u,u) + (u,u)p)? (Qv,v) + (00, 0)p)2,
wheres = | X|% + |c[2. By Lemm&4.1,there is @’ so that
(v, v) < C' [Q(v,v) + (v,0)p] (131)

which proves[(129). From this it is immediate that the fornmains of@XvC and
Q agree. A function: € Dom(Q*¢) is in the domain of the operatairg’c if there

is a constant so that, for every € Dom(Q¢),

Q% (u,v)| < C|lv]lp- (132)
This implies, as before, that there is a unique elemerg, L? so that

Q0 (u,v) = —(w, v)y; (133)

we then defineLy “u = w.

For the associated operator to satisfy the Markov proparty, hence define
contractions on.?-spaces, (see Lemmas 1.4 and 1.5in [19]) we would need to
assume that

1
Cc — 5 DiVAJ,X > 0, (134)
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where

Divap X = Vg - (AX)+

20N> A X0, (@) + D Ay Xi0y, (@) | . (135)
ik 1k

Writing out the second line in detail gives

+ D At X [Z log ””88911’5] ’

Lk s=1

(136)
wherel < i <n,1 <[l <mandl <k < m+ n. For (134) to hold with a
bounded functior, it is generally necessary that the following three condgio
hold:

1. The weights must be constant along the appropriate boyiedanponents.

> AwXy, bw_ Ly f: log 50z, bs
ik ! s=1

2. The vector fieldd X must be Lipschitz.
3. The coefficients;;, are (boundedly) divisible by;.

For our applications, these hypotheses are unnaturalpbungtely they are actu-
ally not necessary. Using the estimates that follow from e 1, withp = 2,
we easily establish that there is a constaniso that a weak local solution, in
[0, 7] x B, tou; — Ly “u = 0 satisfies,

w2 (Biapy) < €™ Nu(0)]] 22 (Bidpu) - (137)

The operator adjoint to the one defined@W ¢ with respect to thé?(B; dus )-
pairing, is

Ly =Lo+Vx -G (138)
this is defined by the Dirichlet forr@‘X’E, where
c=c— DiVAJ, X. (139)

With this representation for the adjoirit;, has an unbounded term of order zero,
even if¢ = 0, unless the weights are constant. In the sequel we prove Elarna
estimates for the operatov:s)Q(’c assuming that is bounded and thaX satisfies
an estimate like that if (I25). This enables us to prove th@atk estimate and
the Holder continuity for solutions to a generalized Kimutiffusion on a com-
pact manifold with corners, with initial data ih?. Since Lemma BJ1 holds for
potentials withlog-singularities at the boundary, we can use the argumentd [1
to prove upper bounds for the heat kernel in this more gewess.
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4.3 Consequences of the Doubling Property and Poincarinequality

The hypothesis that the functiohgz; y) andU (z;y) are constant outside a com-
pact set implies that the doubling property and Poincagguality hold globally
in S,,m. Our main intention, however, is to apply these results tatgmis of the
parabolic equation

Ou — Lu = O with ul,_, = f (140)

on a compact manifold with corner3, whereL is a generalized Kimura diffusion
operator. We thus work in a boundary adapted coordinatesysind use the fact
that these estimates hold for local solutions. Grigor'yad &aloff-Coste, and in
somewhat greater generality Sturm, show that the doublingepty, (52), of the
measure, and the scale-invariaitt Poincaré inequality[(57), imply a range of
properties of solutions to both the parabolic and elliptichbems, including:

1. Harnack inequalities for non-negative solutions.
2. Holder continuity for weak solutions with initial data L?(B; dus)-
3. Pointwise upper and lower bounds for the heat kernel.itsel

It is shown in [19] that if a Dirichlet form satisfies the hypeses of uniform
parabolicity (UP) and strong uniform parabolicity (SUP,veell as the doubling
property fordu, and the scale invariadt?-Poincaré inequality, established Qr
in Theoren_ 311, then weak solutions satisfy the conclusafisemma 1 in[11].
Sturm did not derive all the conclusions that are availabléhe non-symmetric
case, and the verification of the SUP condition requires #seirmption that the
weights {b;(z;y)} are constant and their gradients vanisko& We therefore
show directly that analogues of Theorems 5.2.9, 5.2.16 @amdnha 5.4.1 in[[14]
hold for weak local solutions, i.eu, € D(Q g (,,y)) for which

Oy (109) = 0 (141)

forall o € D(Qpi (4.y)) N L, with support inB;.(x; y). The proof of the Harnack
inequality then follows, more or less functorially, frometargument in[14], which
employs the lemma of Bombieri and Giusti (Lemma 2.2.6 in J1Zhe proofs of
the necessary lemmas are given in Appendix B. Here we sintatg the conse-
guences of these estimates. The first and most important errakek inequality
for local solutions.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the functiod®;(x;y) : ¢« = 1,...,n} defined in
R” x R™ are continuously differentiable functions @f; y), bounded below by a
positive constant and constant outside a compact set)and y) is a continuous
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R™*™-valued function, satisfyin§I23) for somek € N, and B a bounded set,
which vanishes outside of a compact set, afd;y) is a bounded measurable
function supported in a compact set. There is a consfasb that for any0 < r,
and(z;y) € Rt x R™, andu a non-negative, weak solution to

Owu=(Lg—Vx —c)u (142)
in W = (t — 4r%,t) x B _(x;y), we have the following estimate:

supu < Cinfu (143)
W= Wi

where
Wt = (t—1rt) x Bi(z;y)

. 144
W~ = (t—3rt—2r?) x Bli(z;y). (144)

Sketch of proofUsing Lemmag BJ1, BI5 arid B.6 we verify that the hypotheses
of the lemma of Bombieri and Giusti (Lemma 2.2.6 in[[14]) astisfied with
ag = oo. The proof of the inequality then follows exactly as in[11]hish is
essentially identical to the argument used_in [14]. O

As noted above this estimate has a wide range of consequermesg them
the Holder continuity of solutions to the initial value pitem for the parabolic
operatord, — (Lg — Vx) and upper and lower bounds on the heat kernel. We first
state the Holder continuity result.

Corollary 4.1. If {b;(z;y)} are positiveC!-functions of{zx,y}, which are con-
stant outside of compact set, adt(w; y) is a continuousR™*"-valued function,
satisfying (128) for somek € N, which vanishes outside of a compact set, then
there exists ay > 0 and a constant such that, for all ballsBS, (z;y) C Sn.m
and allt € R, if u is a weak solution to the equation

Ou— (Lo —Vx)u=0 (145)

in the the setV = (t — 4r%,t) x Bi (x;y), then for (s1,x1;91), (52,725 y2) €
(t —7r2,t) x Bi(z;y),

1 ¥
|s1 — s2|2 + pi((z1591), (@2; yz)))

lu(s1, z1;y1)—u(s2, x2;y2)| < C'sup |ul (
w T

(146)

Remark4.1 Note that we need to take= 0, as the proof requires that constant
functions be solutions of the parabolic equation.
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The proof exactly follows the proof of Theorem 5.4.7[inl[14].
This corollary has a very useful corollary itself, which ggvthe rate at which
theC0 wi-norm of a solution with initial data i6° blows up.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that is defined inlW = (0,t) x B(0;0), with t < %,
satisfies the estimate {@48). There are constant§', C’ independent of, and¢ so
that if sup(,.,, yew |u(@;y,t)] < M, then

lu(t, w15 y1) — u(t, v2;92)| <

M {c( pil(w1; yl\}g($27y2))>7+0/ <pi((x1;y1\}%(w2;y2))>}’ (147)

for (z1; 1), (25 y2) € B(0;0).

Remark4.2 As noted after hypothesis ([36), the conditions under whiehdorol-
lary holds are dilation invariant. This result also showat th

1

/ o)l omdt < Cllul o, (148)

which in turn implies that ifLo — Vx is a Kimura diffusion operator on the compact
manifold with cornersP, then its graph closure a#f (P) has a compact resolvent.

Proof. From [146) it follows that for point§z1;y1), (z2;y2) € Bi(0;0) with
pi((z1;y1), (2;92)) < 1/t/3, we have

fut, 25 y1) — u(t, 23 y2)| < MC <”i((““y1\}’g(“2;yz”>y. (149)

If pi((x1;91), (z2592)) > +/t/3, then we can choose poinfg?); yU)), j =
0,...,N, on a length minimizing geodesic joining:); y(*)) = (z1;y1), to the
point ((™); y(M)) = (295 y2), with

pil(@7;y D), (21T = @ forj=0,....,N-1,  (150)

and
_ _ t
pi((w(N 1);y(N 1)),(ac(N);y(N))) < 3 (151)
Clearly

4pi((z1;91), (25 yz)).

N <
- Vi

(152)
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Applying (I49) for a sequence of points along the straight lgeodesic from
(z1;91) to (225 y2) gives

N=b /(@)oY (G GHDYY 7
|u(t,$1;y1)—u(t,x2;y2)|gMCZ (Pz((x Y )a\(/ﬂg Y )))

=0
N=1 oo (). o)) (pGHD). GO )
<MCN1—~/ Zpl(('m]vy])>($] 7y] ))

Vit

=0
(153)

Then [I52) and the fact that the poirfts:'?); 3y())} lie along a length minimizing
geodesic, so the sum of thedistances between them telescope, shows that

u(t, z1391) — ult, w2;392)| < MC <pi((xl;y1\;%(x2;y2))> ; (154)

this completes the proof of the corollary. O

The final corollaries are upper and lower bounds for the hesatdt itself. The
upper bound holds for the general class of operafgys- Vx — c we have been
considering, provided that the adjoint opera]fo(gx’E = Lo+ Vx — ¢, wherecis
given by [139), is an operator of the same type. The lower dsonly apply to the
self adjoint case. The solution operator for the heat equatefines a semigroup
f — T:f, which is represented by a kernel function

Tif(x5y) = / pe((z; ), (259)) (5 9)dps(T;9)- (155)
Snym
As shown in Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 2.3(0f|[19], the operato
S @5) = [ pel(wi)o(559)5 @ )dun(asy) (156)
Sn,m

gives the semigroup for adjoint operaibg, ™.
Remark4.3 Notice that the inclusion of the weight defining the measivega
kernel of the form

pe((a;y), (@ g)ay WO (157)
which exactly mirrors the kernels that arise in the modekcakhe upper bound
in (I58) shows that the principal singularity of the heanletiat the incoming face

is no worse than that defined by the weight functiebr, *. For the self adjoint case,
the lower bound(184) shows that this precisely capturetetiding singularity.
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The following estimates contain the doubling constaritom (52). The proofs
of Theorem 5.2.10 and Corollary 5.2.11in [14] give the udpsund:

Corollary 4.3. Assume that théb;} are positiveC! functions of{z, v}, which are
constant outside a bounded s&t(z; ) is aC'-function, satisfyindI25)for some
k € N, vanishing outside a compact set; anés a function also satisfyin@l23),
for somek’ € N, and vanishing outside a compact set. For @y 7 there are
constantsCy, C; so that, for allt > 0 and pairs(x; y), (Z;9) € Snm, We have

pe((z;9), (7;9)) <

2 T 77
Coows <7 (i)

\/ub (5 y))pw (B (E; 9

pil(@y), (@:9)\"
) X <1+ i > -exp(Cht).

(158)
If X =c¢ =0, then we can tak€’; = n = 0 in this estimate.

Proof. The proof given in[[14] for Corollary 5.2.11 applies with seal modifica-
tions. If X = 0, then the kernel function is symmetric and, for- 0 defines a
weak solution tq9; — Lg))u = 0, in both the(t, z; y) and(t, Z; §) variables. We
can therefore apply the estimates[in (251) witk 1 in both sets of variables.

If X is not zero, then the kernel weakly satisfies the equations

(at_ f ))Ptzo
(01— Ty g )n = 0.

The vector fieldX and potentiak are allowed to have log-singularities along the
boundary. The function defined in[(13P) also satisfies the estimatd_ in [125), with
somek” € N. The adjoint operator is therefore defined by a Dirichlet featisfy-
ing the hypotheses of LemrhaB.1, and therefore weak sokitbb(d, — Zg’c)u =
0 also satisfy the estimates [n (251) wijih= 1.

Instead of the estimat2 [14, Lemma 4.2.1] for fifeoperator norm foiff"¢ =
e *?T,e*®, we have, for any > 0, that

(159)

HTta,¢H2_>2 < e((1+6)a2+05)t7 (160)

for a constanC.. To see this we observe thatift) = Tt‘w f,then
2
Fllu@®)llp =

— / [(AVu, Vu) + (AVu, Xu) + (a{AV¢, X) — o*(AV, Vo) + c)u?] dpp.

Sn,m
(161)
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Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and arithmetic-geometric mezguialities we see that

1
8tHu(t)H§§—§ / (AVu, Vu)dpp + o / (AV ¢, V)u® dup+

n,m n,m

1
/ [|a||X|Au2+§<AX,X>+|c|>u2 diy. (162)
Sn,rn

Applying Lemmd 4.1l we easily show that for aay> 0 there is a constan. so
that

Ollu(®)lly < [(1+ )a? + C[[ut) s, (163)

thus verifying [(160). IfX = ¢ = 0, then clearly we can take= 0, andC, = 0.
Apart from these modifications, the proof works exactly aSatoff-Coste. [

The lower bound, which follows from Corollary 4.10 in_ [20]ssmewhat less
general.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose thafb;} are positiveC! functions of{\/z, y}, which are
constant outside a bounded set, ainglis a generalized Kimura diffusion operator
defined by a symmetric Dirichlet form satisfying the hypséiseabove. If; denotes
the heat kernel fod;, — Lg, then there is a constartt’ so that, for allt > 0 and
(;9), (Z;9) € Sp,m We have

2 T 77
exp <_Cpi(( 7yt)7( ,y)))
Cun(B! 4 (z;y))

pe((z39), (2;9)) > (164)

Remark4.4. The proof of the off-diagonal lower bound follows from therHack
inequality and a lower bound @ ((x; y), (x; y)). This diagonal estimate relies on
the semi-group propertgnd the self adjointness of the heat kernel with respect to
the measurdu,. Generalizations of these lower bounds to non-self adjqeta
tors are given in[17]; we will return to this question in agiapublication.

5 Applications to Population Genetics

The foregoing results have many applications to models pulation genetics.
Let P be a manifold with corners, and a generalized Kimura diffusion operator
defined onP. As shown in[4], we can introduce adapted coordinates nezr ea
boundary point so that the operator takes the formh (17).{lEt: i = 1,...,1}
denote the hypersurface boundary components. éfs shown in Propositioh 2.1,
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the coefficient;(z; y) of the vector field transverse vector i, in adapted coor-
dinates, has a natural meaning along edgh

The principal symbol ofl,, and hence the second order part of this operator,
are globally defined throughou?. The weight functions are invariantly defined
by L along the faces oP. In [4], we prove a tubular neighborhood theorem for
each face ofP, which implies that the weight functions have global exiens
to non-negative functions oR, which can be taken to be positive if the weights
themselves are. Throughout this section we assume thatdlghts are strictly
positive. If a weight is constant, then it can be extendecktglbbally constant. As
explained at the end of Sectidh 2, these extended weightsedafimeasuréy.,
which is locally of the form[(b) and, in each coordinate chsatisfies

) (165)
dpip
The principal symbol of_, q(LZ), is a non-negative quadratic form on the fibers
of T* P. Its canonical dual defines an incomplete Riemannian metrie,@s dis-
cussed in Chapter 2 ofl[4]. We denote the distance betweaitsgoh € P defined
by this metric byp;(&, ), which is consistent with our usage of this notation in Sec-
tions[3£4. The compactness Bfand Propositioh 311 together imply that there is a
constantD so that, for € P and0 < r,

pr (B, (€)) < 2Pur(BL(¢)), (166)

i.e., ur is a doubling measure.
Using du;, and the principal symbol of, we can define a Dirichlet forny
with coreC!(P) :

Qu0) = [ off (du. de)aus. (167)
P
For an open seB C P, we use the notatio® 3 for
Qp(u,v) = /q(Lz)(du,dv)d,uL, for u,v € C'(B). (168)
B

If Bis contained in an adapted local coordinate chart, gfu, v) takes the form
given in [8), with the measuré, replaced by duy, for a smooth functiorU.
Using Jerison’s covering argument and the scale invaiidrPoincaré inequality,
with a uniform constant, for sufficiently small balls, we cstmow that there is a
constantC’p so that for any € P,0 < r, andu € C!(B:(¢)) we have the estimate

/ lu—uPdur, < Cpr?Qpie)(u, ), (169)
Bi()
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where

f udji,
_Bl®
U L BO) (170)

This Dirichlet form defines a second order, self-adjointrape Ly by
Q(u,v) = —(Lgu,v) for all u € Dom(Lg) andv € Dom(Q). (171)

The differenceLy — L is a vector fieldV, tangent to the boundary a?. If the
weights are constant, thénis a smooth tangent vector field, but otherwise it has
logarithmically divergent coefficients as in_(119). In arase there is a globally
defined sectiorE of T* P so thatL is the second order operator defined by the
non-symmetric Dirichlet form

QE(u,v) = Q(u,v) + /q(LZ) (du,vE)dpr,. a72)
P

The ellipticity hypotheses imply thqff) (5, E)% diverges at worst logarithmically

atoP. We IetLE2 denote the unbounded operator b P; dy;) defined by this

Dirichlet form. The addition of such a vector field does noamte the natural

boundary condition that appears in the definition of domdim@, and it again

follows that functions irC*(P) automatically belongs thom(Lg).

5.1 Regularity Results

We begin our analysis of regular solutions to the Cauchylprotfor 9,u— Lu = 0
by considering the local regularity for solutions with ialtdata inL?(P), and then
C°(P). The following can be deduced from the results of Sedfion 4.

Theorem 5.1. Let P be a compact manifold with corners ardda generalized
Kimura diffusion operator with smooth coefficients defined?PoSuppose that the
weights defined by, are positive along every boundary component: i§ a weak
solution to the initial value problem

(0 — L)u = 0O with u(&,0) = f(¢) € L*(P,duyr), (173)
thenu € C*°(P x (0,00)).

Proof. Let {(¢;,U;)} be a cover ofP by adapted coordinate charts, where:

Uj — Wj; C Sp;m,;- In each coordinate chart there is a measure and Dirichlet
form @; defined in a neighborhood @f;0) so that, in this chart, the operator
L is of the form Lo, —Vx;.As L is assumed to have smooth coefficients, the
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coefficient functionsX; satisfy an estimate of the form given [n (125), with= 1.

The measure is defined throughdiy, ,,.,, and the Dirichlet form can be extended
as well. The operatoL,; is a model operator outside of a compact neighborhood
of W;. Corollary[4.1 implies that fot > 0, the solutiong>u(-, t) belongs to the
Holder space&y.(W;) for eachj. This shows thau(-,t) € Cyrk(P) for t > 0.

We can therefore apply Corollary 11.2.2 from [4] to conclildatu € C>(P x
(0,00)). O

We now use the estimates in Corollaryl4.2 along with the marinprinciple
to conclude that there exist constafts< v < 1, andC, so that ifu(¢, ) is the
regular solution tdd; — L)u = 0, in P x (0,00) with u(¢,0) = f(£) € CO(P),
then

(s t)llwr 04 < Cllflleo (8772 +872). (174)

Using this for smalk and the estimates inl[4] far>> 0, we see that wheRe p >
0,
(w—L) ' f = /e_“tu(-,t)dt € CorL(P). (175)
0
In fact there is a constaut,, so that

1 = L) 7 fllwro < Cuall fllco. (176)
which leads immediately to the following.

Corollary 5.1. Let P be a compact manifold with corners aiidis a generalized
Kimura diffusion operator defined oR with positive weights. I is the C°-
graph closure ofL acting onC3(P), then for u with Rey > 0, the resolvent
operator(;— L)~ is bounded front®(P) to Cyy 1. (P), and is therefore a compact
operator. For initial data inC°(P), the regular solution to the initial value problem

dyu — Lu = 0 has an analytic extension f@ : Ret > 0}. The spectrumgo(L),
lies in a conic neighborhood @f-o0, 0].

Proof. Sinceu(-,¢) € CS(,}(P), for anye > 0, Theorem 11.2.1 iri [4] shows that
extends to be analytic in sets of the fofh: Ret > ¢}. The analyticity assertion
follows from this. SinceL has a compact resolvent, every pointsigy (L) is an
eigenvalue. The eigenvectors belon@t(P), and therefore the spectrum bfis
the same as its spectrum actinga&ﬁF(P). In Theorem 11.1.1 of]4] this is shown
to lie in a conic neighborhood d¢f-oco, 0]. O
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5.2 Heat Kernel Estimates

As noted above, the kernel function for the semigreiﬁ% takes the form

pe(§m)dpr(n).

Corollary[4.3 indicates that it is reasonable to expectttiakernel; is a bounded
function fort > 0. The kernel function locally satisfies the equations

(0 — Log + Vxe)pi(&m) = 0and(d; — Loy + Vi)pe(§,m) = 0. (177)

The adjoint of the vector fieIdA,/Xm, is computed with respect to the measdrg. .
It is of the form—Vx +¢, where, in local coordinates,= Div 4 5 X. The operator
L=Lg,— Vx,istheL?-adjoint of L = L ¢ — V.

It is important to note that this representation for the exdjoperator is differ-
ent from the one employed inl[4]. In this paper the semigratip anL?(P; dyuy),
and the adjointZ is defined with respect to this Hilbert space structure. Tihte o
eratorL is defined as th€°-graph closure of. acting onC3(P). The adjoint,L’,
acts canonically on the dual space, i.e., the space of reBol&l measures of.

If dVp is a smooth non-degenerate measurePothenduy;, = WdVp. Forv a
smooth function, we then have the relatidn = W—lft(Wv).

It is clear from the discussion in"4.1 that functionsdi(P) belong to the
domain of the operataE. For f € C*(P), letv(t) = '"2 f, and letu(t) be the
regular solution tdd;u — Lu) = 0, with u(t) = f, given by Theorem 11.2.1 in|[4].
The regularity results in_[4] show tha{t) € Dom(L%) forall t € [0,00). Thus,
there is a constant such that

Oellu(t) — o) Z2(piapy) = 2(L(u(t) = v(t), (ult) = v(t)L2(Praps)
= —2Q% (u(t) — v(t),u(t) — v(t)) (178)
< mlu(t) - U@)H%%P;d%)-

The last line follows using the same argument used to pro8&)(1 This then

implies thatu(t) = v(t) for all t > 0. Hence, ifp.(§,n) is kernel foretLg, then
the regular solution is given by

w6, t) = / Fpel€.m)dyur,(n). (179)
P

That is, the heat kernel defined by thé-semigroup is the same as that defined by
theC-theory.

In light of (166) and[(160), the argument used to prove Carglf.3 can easily
be adapted to prove the following upper bound on the heatkern
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Theorem 5.2. Assume thaP is a compact manifold with corners arddis a gen-
eralized Kimura diffusion defined af with positive weights. If we represent the
kernel of the operatoe!” as p:(¢,n)dur(n), then there are positive constants
Cop, C,Cy so that, for allt > 0 and pairsé,n € P we have

2(&m)
Coexp< b ) y <1+ pi(§;m)
WL D (B (n) vt

For eachn € P, the function(¢, t) — p(&,n) belongs taC> (P x (0, 0)).

D
> -exp(C1t). (180)

Proof. All statements have been proved but the last. The first emuati (177)
shows thap.(-,n) is a weak solution to a parabolic equation to which Thedreln 5.
applies. This proves the last assertion. O

In a neighborhood{J x U, of (0,0) in the product coordinate cha#t, ,, x
Sn.m =~ San,2m, the heat kernel satisfies the equation

(20 — Lo — Loy + Vx,e = Vx)pe(§,m) = —c(n)pe(§,m) (181)

If we extend our analysis slightly to include the inhomogmrseproblem, and apply
a bootstrap argument, then we can easily show that if thehitse&ye constant (so
thatc andVx are smooth), then

pe(§,m) € C°(U x U x (0,00)). (182)

Corollary 5.2. Let P be a manifold with corners and a generalized Kimura
operator with smooth coefficients definedidssume thak has constant weights
alongdP. LetQ be a globally defined (but possibly non-symmetric) Diricfdem

with measuredy, that definesl.. The heat kernel fol. has a representation as

pe(§,m)dpr(n), where
pt € CP(P x P x (0,00)). (183)

As noted in the proof of Corollary 5.1, the spectrumIofacting onC®(P)
agrees with its spectrum acting 6&,}(P) for any0 < v < 1. Hence, Corollary
12.3.3 in[4] implies that there is @< 0 so that

specco(py(L) \ {0} C {p: Rep < 0}. (184)

We can also conclude that the constant functions span thepade ofZ, and that
there is a probability measure of the form= w(n)du, spanning the nullspace of
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Lt. In fact the proof of Corollary 12.3.3 in [4] shows that(#; — L)u = 0 with

u(€,0) = £(€), then
u(é,t) = v(f)+O(e™). (185)

If the weights are not constant, then the heat kepp(&l, ) is no longer smooth
in the product space far> 0. From Theoreri 511 it follows that (-, 7) € C*°(P)
for fixedn and¢ > 0. In general it has a complicated singularityragends too P.
The stationary distributiom is the push-forward of this kernel

v(n) = { / pt(é,n)do(é)] dur(n). (186)

P

The singularities o (¢, n), beyond those arising from the measudye, (), pro-
duce higher order terms in an asymptotic expansion(9j asq — OP.

To illustrate this we consider a simple 2d-case where thayhtgiare non-
constant; the Kimura operator is:

L = 20% + 0} + b(y)0,, with b(y) > 8 > 0andd'(0) #0,  (187)

which implies thatduy, (z; ) = 2*@~1dzdy. Working formally one easily shows
that the asymptotic expansion otakes the form:

oo 27
V(i) ~ {1 3 in()a logh w] dur(%:9), (188)
=1 k=0
where the first few coefficients are given by
/()2
P12(9) = —bb((y~))
LY@ (Y@
en® =5 -2 (537 (189)
1"( /(~\2
er) = (L+ D)5~ 22+ 0(3)) 5 -

This indicates the additional complexities one expect&&is this case.

5.3 Eigenvalue Asymptotics

If L is a generalized Kimura diffusion, with positive weightgfided by a possi-
bly non-symmetric Dirichlet form on a compact manifold witbrners, then the
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operators:*! are trace class for all > 0. This does not require the weights to be
constant. The estimate i (180) shows that, for all postiives, the heat kernels

tL tL .

are square integrable with respect to the finite meagure Sincee!’ = e2'e 2 | it
follows thate! is a product of Hilbert-Schmidt operators and thereforedass.
We do not pursue the non-symmetric case further here, akéeal asymptotics
do not generally lead to eigenvalue asymptotics unlesspbetisim is real.
Assuming now thal. = L, is defined globally by a symmetric Dirichlet form,

it follows that the Friedrichs extension &f, is an unbounded self adjoint operator
acting onL?(P;dug). As noted above, the trace of the heat semigrou@!”) is
finite for Ret > 0. From this it follows immediately that has a compact resolvent
acting onL?(P). Let0 = \; < Ay < \g < --- be the spectrum of L. Define
the counting function

N = {i: A < A} (190)
Let d = dim P. The heat kernel estimates in local coordinate charts| (158)s

that .
lim t2 tr(e'?), (191)

t—0t
exists; the standard Tauberian argument then gives astiogpfor N(\) as\ —
Q.

Theorem 5.3. Let P be a compact manifold with corners of dimensiénand
L a Kimura operator, self adjoint o.?(P;dup), defined by a globally defined
symmetric Dirichlet form. Assume that the weights are tyrigositive. The heat
kernele!” is a trace class operator, and there is a dimensional coriskgnso that

lim ¢2 tret = Kaur(P). (192)

t—0t

The counting functiorV (\), for the eigenvalues af, satisfies the asymptotic re-

lati
o N()) = A2 (M + o(1)> (193)
T(1+d/2) '

Remarks. 1 Note that this theorem does not require the assumptionhtbateights
are constant along the boundary.

Proof. Letp.(&,n) be the heat kernel. Fér> 0 define

Ps={§ € P: pi(&§0P) > 5} (194)
Proposition 2.32 inJ1] implies that the trace is given by fitvenula
(e') = [ €. dnn (6) (195)
L
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Ford > 0, L [p, is uniformly elliptic with smooth coefficients and theredoit
follows from a classical argument that

pt<£,£>=£f+0( ! > (196)

13 t5—1

with t%pt(g,g) converging toK, uniformly in Py, see [1]. Because.(¢,¢) is
non-negative we see that

.. a tL .. a

liminf¢2 tr(e*”) > liminf [ t2py (&, &)dpr(§)

t—0+ t—0+

P (197)
= Kapr(Ps) = Kapr,(P) — as,

whereas — 0 asé — 0.
On the other hand, the following lemma gives an estimate for

/ P&, €)dp (6). (198)

P\P;s

[,

t

Lemma 5.1. Suppose thalu;, is a measure defined dA a compact manifold with
corners, with weight$b; ()} bounded below by, > 0, andC! in the square-root
variables. There is a constadt depending on the dimensiofiy, and the upper
boundps; on||Vb;(w,y)||, so that

[S]i=H

’ /pt@,s)dm(@gca (199)

P\P;s

Remark5.2 As before, we could replace the regularity assumption is ldrinma
with (&1)). For simplicity we use the bound on the gradienthie following argu-
ment.

Proof. To prove the lemma we covér \ Ps by a finite collection of coordinate
charts, in which the Dirichlet form defining takes the form given in the square
root coordinategws, . .., Wn; Y1, - - -, Ym) With m + n = d, in (33). The measure
takes the form

dpr(w;y) = Hw?bi(w;y)_leU(w?y)dwdy, (200)
=1
whereU is a bounded, continuous function and

0 < Bo < bi(w,y) < B, and » |0, b(w; )| + > _ |0y, bi(w;y)| < B1. (201)
j=1 =1
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Theoreni 5.2 now gives
¢
(B! (w;y)

To prove the lemma we need to bou,mg(Bf/z(w; y)) from below. To that end we
observe that there is a positive constaisb that

pe((w;y), (wiy)) < (202)

B (w = []l(w; = nvt) v 0,w; + v x [ [lwe = nvE w + Vi)
=1

7=1
C B (w;y) (203)

and therefore it suffices to boqu(B%(w; y)) from below.

To bound the contribution to the trace frafh\ Ps we integrate in these coor-
dinates over sets of the form

{[0,5] « [0, %]“—1 010,27 5 [0,6] % [0, 212U+ U [0, 271 x [0,0] bx (=1, 1)™

2 2 2
(204)
Indeed, it obviously suffices to estimate the contributi@mf the first term]0, J] x

[0, 2] x (—1,1)™. We first get a lower bound on

p?e . P—
pr(B) (wiy)) =

NG m+nVE  pwi+nVi wntnVi oty
Y Y ( (

11—Vt m—mVt J(wi—nVE)VO wWn—nVE)VO
Writing
bj(W;§) = bj(; ) — bj(w;y) + bj(w;y), (206)
then within the domain of this integral,
bj(@; §) < bj(w;y) +nvVipr. (207)

Since the coordinatefgn; } are less tham in the domain of the integral (at least for
smallt), we have the estimate

p?e .
pr(B) (wiy)) =
w1+ Wn+MVE
(Qn\/g)m/ /
(

- 2b1 (wiy)—1+a - ) — -
wy 1(wsy) ---w%b"(w’y) 1 *dwdy,
(w1—n\/Z)\/0 wn—n\/f)\/o

(208)
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where

a = 2nBiVt. (209)

This shows that

pr(B) o (wiy)) >
Ll /BP0 — (a0 — /B v 0 (4]
2nV1) [T, (2b;(w;y) + a) '

Using this estimate in the integral we can show that there dsrstant,C,
depending only of the dimensiofy and5; so that

—nnf1vt
| // / %wyéwﬂl. (211)
(—-1,1)m pr( B ’ Y)) t3

(210)

Since
sup bVt 627177616’2’ (212)
0<t<1 o
the lemma follows easily from this estimate and those above. O

Using the lemma we see that

limsup ¢2 tr(e'l) < Kyur(P) + C8 — as. (213)

t—0t+

Lettingé — 0, we conclude that

lim t2 tr(e) = Kqpup(P). (214)

t—0t

Since we can rewrite the trace as

[e.e]

tr(el) = / e MAN(N), (215)

0

the Tauberian theorem, sée [7], implies that

Ka L(P)) + 0(1)> . (216)

Nmﬂ%mﬁm
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In the 1-dimensional case the operator takes the form:
Lu = z(1 — 2)0%u + b(x)dpu. (217)

If b e Cl([o, 1]), then this operator is defined by the Dirichlet form
1
Q(u,v) = /ac(l — 2)0,udpuz (1 — ) eV @ g, (218)
0

where

b(x) — (bo(1 —x) — blx)'

bo = b(0), by = b(1) andd, U (x) = (1= 2)

(219)

The operator can therefore be expressed as
Lu=g'™% (1 — z)lt1e" U@y, (mbo(l - w)bleU(m)8x> u. (220)

From this formulation it is clear that the stationary distition, defined as the
unique probability measuresatisfyingL'v = 0 is
v =coz? (1 — 2) eV @ g, (221)

wherec is chosen so that([0,1]) = 1.
This discussion applies equally well in higher dimensidisppose thaP is a
domain inRP, and that the operatdr is globally defined by the Dirichlet form

Q(u,v) = /(AVu, Vo)V Wy (2)dz. (222)
P

We assume that in local coordinatids, takes the form
Wy(x;y) = ew(x?y)xll’l_l gt (223)

n

with w(z; y) a smooth function. Integrating by parts formally, we se¢ tha
Lu=W,'e "V . ("W, AVu), (224)

and therefore
L'v =V - (Y Wp AV, te V). (225)

From this it is evident that i = WyeV dz, then

Ly =0. (226)
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Under our usual assumption that edagh> 5, > 0, the measure is finite and
therefore can be normalized to define the stationary digtdb for L!. This state-
ment remains correct whether or not tfig} are constants, though if they are not,
then the resulting operator is not a standard generalizedité diffusion operator.
Note that we have shown inl[4] that, for generalized Kimuiffudion operators,
there is a unique stationary distribution wheneber (e > 0. See alsol[9, pg.
189].

In a forthcoming paper by the first author and Camelia Pap, & give a
probabilistic approach to handling the logarithmicallyealigent perturbations, and
an independent proof of the Harnack inequality for geneedliKimura diffusion
operators. This paper also establishes various propeftige Markov processes
defined by these operators, and the solutions of the comdsmpsystems of SDEs.
Pop has further analyzed the probabilistic aspects of Kandiffusions in two addi-
tional papers, [13, 12], establishing among other thirtges, the Feynman-Kac and
Girsanov formulae can be used to represent solutions to thiffission equations.

The results of this paper represent considerable prognesgriunderstanding
of the qualitative properties of solutions to Kimura diffus equations, its kernel
function, and the relationship betwednand L!, at least when the weights are
positive. The main outstanding analytic questions seeneto b

1. What is the structure of the heat kernel, and what are tiates for so-
lutions of the parabolic problem when the weights vanistoates points of
OP? For biological applications it is reasonable to consideesavhere the
weights vanish on hypersurface boundary components, companents of
lower dimensional strata of the boundary. In these casem#asuredy;,
may not be finite.

2. For non-constant weights, what is the detailed behavidhe heat kernel
near the incoming face?

3. What does the size of the gap in the spectrum ardutebend upon?

4. Under what conditions is the span of the eigenfunctionsaénse irc’(P)?

A Lemmas for the Proof of Theorem[3.1

The argument begins with a series of geometric lemmas,[ gieof1]8], which
we now recall. We let? = B! (wo;yo), and By denote g¢_-ball in the setF,
which we call a covering though realf2B : B € F} is a covering, so that
(wo;y0) € 2By. Recall that(wy; yp) is the center of the balE. Let B € F be
another ball in the covering, with centéw;y). We letyp denote the Euclidean
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geodesic fronjw; y) to the center of3y. The following geometric lemma is proved
in [14].

Lemma A.1. For any B € F we have that

d(B,0E) = @r(B). (227)

d(vp,0F) > 5

N =

Moreover, any ballB’ in F such tha B’ intersectsyg has radius bounded below
by
r(B') > =r(B). (228)

An important feature of this argument is the constructiom chain of balls in
F that join a given ballB € F to the central ball,By. For eachB € F we let
]:(B) = {Bo, By,... 7BZ(B)—1}> Whel’EBg(B)_l = B, and

2B;N 2B, # 0. (229)

This chain is constructed by following the intersectionshaf doubles of the balls
along the geodesigp. The details are in_[14]. There are two further geometric
properties of this cover that were already proved In [8].

Lemma A.2. For any B € F and two consecutive ballB;, B;; in F(B) we
have thatB;., C 4B; and the estimate

(141072)7'7(B;) < r(Bit1) < (1+1072)r(By). (230)

Moreover, there is a constantindependent oB, so that

po(4B; N 4B 1) > cmax{up(B;), pio(Bit1)}s (231)
where
() = [ (i ). (232)
B
Finally

Lemma A.3. For any ball B € F and any ballA € F(B) we have thatB C
101 A.

The remainder of the proof of Theordm 3.1 proceeds very mascim §14],
though our argument is a little simpler. For consecutivésh@l, B;., in a chain,
F(B), we need to compare the mean valugs, , usp,, , -
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Lemma A.4. Under the assumptions of Theoréml 3.1, there exists a cdn&tan
independent of so that for any consecutive balls;, B; in a chain, F(B), for
B € F we have the estimate

1
3
r Bz
|usp;, — uaB,.,| < C\/% / \Vul?dus | . (233)
Hy(Dj 16B;

Proof. Following Saloff-Coste, we write

[NIES

1
[:ub(4Bi N 4Bi+1)]§ |u4Bi - u4Bi+1| = / |u4Bi — U4B; 1 |2d:ub
4B;N4B; 1
1
2 2
| wewsPan| v [ e v
4B;N4B; 1 4B;N4B; 1

[N
[NIES

< Cr(B) / VulPduy | +Cr(Bi) / Vuldy

4B; 4Biy1
(234)
We use Corollar 3]1 to pass from the second line to the tfin@. conclusion now
follows from the LemmaAlR. O
Recall that the maximal function is defined by
Mof)=  sup iz (235)
(B:zeB,r(B)<r} Hb(B)

B

Sinceduy is a doubling measure, it satisfies a maximal inequality. 1Ferp < oo,
andl < K there is a constart(p, K) so that, for allf € C§°(Sn.m)

My £l 2o (S msdig) < C @ KN 1p(Sonmsdps)- (236)
The maximal inequality has the following remarkable consege:

Lemma A5. Fix0 < R, 1 < K and1 < p < oo, There is a constanf’(p, K)
so that, for any sequence of ball®;} of radius at mosi?, and any sequence of
non-negative numbers:; } we have the estimate

Z ;XK B; Z @i X B;
i i

< C(p, K)
Lp(sn,m§d/»‘b)

(237)

Lp(sn,m ;d:u'b)
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Proof of Theorerh 311We can now give the final estimates needed to prove the
theorem. Recall thabl = B, (wo;yo) is a ball inS,, ,,, and F is a Jerison “cover-
ing” as described above. In fact the balls#nare disjoint and2B : B € F}is
a covering. We leBB, be a ball inF so that(wg; yo) € 2By. For any ballB € F,
we letF(B) = (Bo, Bi, - .., Byp)—1) denote a chain joinin@ = B;z)_; to Bo.

As E = Upcr2B, we see that

/!u usp, | dpp < Z /\U—U4Bo\ dpp

BeFyp
<4 (= o+ fuaz — wan )

BeF p

1) |Cr(4B) /yw\ dup + |uap — uap,|*dup(4B)
BeF AB
(238)

We use Corollary3]1 to pass from the second to the third Biece4B C E, we
can use[(94) to conclude that there is a consfarso that

BeF

> r(4B)? / \Vul*duy < Cor? / |Vl ?dpp. (239)
E

The next step is to establish a similar estimate for

I = Z /‘U4B —u430\2d,ub. (240)
BG]:4B

Using LemmaA.# we obtain the estimate

I(B)-1 I(B)— 2
|usp—uap,| < |uap, —uap,,,| < C / [Vul*dup
Zz(:] +1 Z \/7
(241)

According to Lemm&AJl3 the balB is contained inl0* B; for anyi and therefore

2
_r(4) 2
lusp — uwap,|xB <CZ N /\Vu! dps | Xi0iaxB-  (242)

AeF 16A
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As the balls inF are disjoint, we see that
2

P
/ [Vl dub) Xio1a| - (243)

16A

Z lusp — uap,|*xB < Z
BeF Aer VH

Once again, since the balls fare disjoint, we can apply Lemrha A.5 to conclude
that there is a constagt; so that

1
2

L2
/Z luap — uap | *xpdps < 02/ Y /|VU|2de xa| dup
2 |aer VI

BeF 16A

A
<C2/Z ) (/VU dﬂb) xAdpp.

AG]—'
(244)

The key point here is that, in the first line, we have repladed dharacteristic
functions {x024} in the inner sum with{x 4}. We pass to the second line by
using the fact that the balls iR are disjoint. Using the doubling property one last
time it follows that

I<Cr? / |Vl ?dpp. (245)

Combining our results thus far, we have shown that that tiseseconstant’
so that

[ 1w, Pl < €72 [ 190Pdp, (246)
E
The fact that the integral,, |u—al|?duy, wherea € R, is minimized whem = ug,

and the uniform equivalence of the metrigs and p; complete the proof of the
theorem. O

B Lemmas for Section 4.8

In this section we give analogues for Theorem 5.2.9, Thed@etl6, Theorem
5.2.17 and Lemma 5.4.1 in[14]. These are the ingredientdett® apply Saloff-
Coste’s proof of the Harnack inequality for non-negativieisons tod,u — (L¢g —
V> — ¢)u = 0, and certain estimates for the heat kernel. These resullargedy
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consequences of the following two estimates: 1. for b&ll$z;y) we have the
doubling estimate:

uo(Bs,(w;9)) < 27 (B (2:19)), (247)
and 2. for all functions irD(Q : ,,)) We have the Sobolev inequality:

D-2
D

2D
[ i) <
Bi(z;y)

742

1
¢ ) W — (u, . (248
i [Mb(B;’. (x’ y))] % QB,,.(xyy) (U u) + 7”2 (u ’I,L)b ( )

We first begin with an argument due to Moser, and appearinthdrelliptic
case, as part of the proof of Lemma 2.2.1[inl[14], to show thedkwnonnegative
subsolutions to the equatidhu = (Lg — Vx — c)u are locally bounded. We allow
the vector fieldVx and the scalar potentialto be somewhat singular. Assume
that there is & € N, and a constant/ so that the coefficients satisfy the estimate
in (I28). This generality is essential for the applicatidmgopulation genetics.
We give a fairly detailed proof of this statement.

For0 < r,d, s € R,andq € S, ,, we let

WT(S>Q) = (S - 7,278) X B:“(q)v andW(cS) = (8 - 5T273) X B(Zir(q) (249)

Lemma B.1. Assume thab = (by,...,b,) are positive differentiable functions
of (z;y). Suppose thaf (z;y) € C°(int S, ,; R**™) is constant outside of a
compact set, and(z; y) is a measurable function supported in a compact set, both
of which satisfy(I25). There is a constant’; that depends only on the doubling
dimension,D, so that with0 < § < 1, andr < R, for u a non-negative weak
subsolution of

Owu=(Lg—Vx —c)u (250)

in W,.(s, q), we have the estimates, for< p :

i ]
sup uP < . uPdupdt. 251
v o) ) 231

In particular, a weak subsolution is bounded for positivads.

RemarkB.1. Thisis part of Theorem 2.1 i0[19] in a more general conteuxt,dne
that would require additional hypotheses in the presentipistance.
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Proof. Recall thatu is a weak subsolution iV if v € Dom(@) and for any
non-negative function ibom(Q) with compact support ifi’; we have, for a.et,
that

/ [usp + (AVu, Vo) + (AVu, X @) + cuplduy(z;y) < 0. (252)
B

Moser’s trick to prove this lemma is to use test functian®of the formy =
»2G(u). Herey € C°(W), andG : Ry — R, is a piecewis&! function that
satisfies the conditions:

1. G(r) = ar, a a positive constant, whenis sufficiently large.
2. G'(r) is non-negative and non-decreasing, which implies
3. G(r) <rG'(r).

We then sef?’(r) = \/G'(r), with H(0) = 0. Once again, the mean value theo-
rem implies that (r) < rH'(r). Finally we set

K(s)= [ Glo)ip (253)
0

and assume that there is a universal constantso that
H*(r) < CoK(r), (254)

for r € [0, 00).
SinceG(r) grows linearly for large-, the functiony = 12G(u) is an admissi-
ble test function, and therefore:

/[8tK(u)¢2—|—(AVu, V2 G(u))+(AVu, X2 G(u))+cup? G(u)]duy (z;y) < 0.

B
(255)

Using the argument on page 39 bf [14] we can show that thisi@mphat there is
a constant”; so that

[0 + AT (), T () <
B

¢ / (A, ) + 202G (u) + ((AX, X) + |e)?uG(u)]dup.  (256)
B
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From this point the argument would be standard, but for tbetlfeat the(( A X, X)+
|c|)-term is not required to be bounded near the boundary. Beleprave alemma
that allows us to handle the contribution from near the dargocus.

Following Moser, and Saloff-Coste, we take:

p
rzfor0<r <N
H = - - 257
n(r) { Ni~lrforr > N, (257)
which implies that
1 pil rP~lfor0<r <N
Gn(r) = (r—1) 2 (258)
NP=2(r — N) + ﬁm—l forr > N,
and
L _rPfor0<r <N
Kn(r) = ?v(gj) 2 P’ -1 p
S—(r—N)*+ -0V’ (r—N)+ o V' forr > N.
(259)
We now show that there is constari independent ofV and2 < p, so that
Ky(r)
> Cp. 260
w3 = 20
For0 < r < N, we have that
Kn(r) D 1
— > . 261
() -1 -1 (260
Forr > N, we letr = Np, and obtain that
—1 2 2
Ex(Np) _ 55+ (o= D + iy (262)
H3,(Np) Pz ’

from which is it clear that the minimum does not dependMarA simple calcula-
tion shows that the minimum ofi, co) is assumed gt = 1, and therefore[(260)
holds for2 < p, with Cp = 1.

The main new result is in the following lemma:

Lemma B.2. Assume thab = (b4, ..., b,) are positive differentiable functions of
(z;y), with0 < By < bj, constant outside a compact set. dbe a measurable
function defined o¥,, ,,, that satisfies

lq(z; )] < M |xB(ziy) D [logal" +1] . (263)
j=1
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for somek € N,0 < M, and B a bounded neighborhood ¢;0), Givenn > 0
there is aC), so that we have

/\Q(w;y)!uG(U)dubén / (AVu, Vu)G' (u)dup+

n,m Sn,'m

Cy / w G (u)duy, (264)
Sn,m

for u a bounded, non-negative, compactly supported functidboim Q).

We give the proof of the lemma below. With this bound we caineste the
contribution of the last term on the right hand sidelof (256amthe boundary and
thereby show that there is a constant, independeft<of, and N so that

/ 0K (w)? + (AV Hy (u), Vi Hy () Jda <
W

c / AV, V) + )Gl (w)dp.  (265)
W

We first argue as on page 40, and then as on page 121-2, usirfgcththat
Hy(u) < 4Ky(u). Letting N — oo we conclude that, witl) = 1 4+ 2/D,
we have:

9
C

Ap?
PO dppdt < // P 266
// Wt S G S B, | e o )] et @99
W (6) W (d")

Starting withp = 2 we can iterate this inequality to conclude thétis integrable
for any2 < p, and then apply the argument on page 122 of [14] to complete the
proof of LemmadB.1l fop = 2.

In [14] the fact that.? is a subsolution ip > 1 is employed to use the argu-
ment above to complete the proof of the lemma. Since we areiall lower order
terms, we cannot use this argument and use instead an arggiven in [11].
We do not give the complete proof, but demonstrate that act exealogue of the
last formula on page 737 of [11] holds in the present conté&om that point
onward, the conclusion then follows, as in Moser, by empigythe Sobolev in-
equality [110), which holds fof) 5. From thep = 2 case we can assume thais
bounded, and therefor® € D(Q) if p > 1.
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We lety = vP~14? in (258). Herey is a smooth function that i in W (6)
and zero outside dfi’(1). A little algebra shows that the condition [n (255) can be
re-expressed as:

[ [z + (1) (a90.9062 i -
— / [<Aw,w>mp + %(Avu,xmp? +cv21/12] dup, (267)

y4
wherev = u?2

We let

4 pl’ 4
The Cauchy-Schwarz and arithmetic-geometric inequalgfeow that

e:min{l‘l—l l} (268)

(AV0, Vo)oyl < L (AVS, V? + AV, Tuj?  (269)

and
1
(AVv, X)og?| < 4—E(AX,X>¢21J2 + €(AVv, Vo). (270)

This demonstrates that, far< p,
1/0 (W*?)d +2e/<Aw Vo)p?d
1 t Ho ) Ho
< i/ [(AVY, Vi) + (AX, X)9? + de|e[v®] v?dup+
5 [ 1wl @71
From this point the argument goes very much as ingthe 2 case. In particular,

we use LemmaBl4 to control thg)?v? term, whereg = [(AX, X) + 4e|c|].,
obtaining the estimate

i/@t(¢2v2)dub +6/<AVU,V1)>1/12dub

< ¢ [ 1AV, 0+ ) R+ 5 [ ol @72

After integrating in¢ this is essentially the same as the estimate at the bottom of
page 737 in[11], completing the proof of the lemmao« p.

To obtain the estimate fdr < p < 2 we employ the argument used to prove
Theorem 2.2.3 in [14]. O
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We still need to prove Lemnia B.2:

Proof of LemmaBI2If ¢ were bounded, i.eB = (), then the estimate i _(264),
with » = 0, would follow from the fact thatG(u) < uG’(u). To treat the case
whereB # (), we begin with a local version of the lemma:

Lemma B.3. Assume thab = (by,...,b,) are positive differentiable functions
of (xz;y), with 0 < By < b;, constant outside a compact set. lyebe a measur-
able function defined 08, ,, so that for somel/, B and0 < k it satisfies the
estimatg(263) Let(zo; yo) € 9Snm- Givenn > 0 there is a open neighborhood

Us(zo;yo) = {(z;y) € Spom  |2i —x0s] <6, yj € (—1,1)},

so that ifsupp x C Us(zo; o), then there is &, independent of, G, and x so
that

/ 32 y) (s ) G (w)dpay < 1 / (AV, Vu) G (u) 2 dpup+

n,m n,m

c, / (AVX, V) + 212G (u)dpy,  (273)
Sn,m

for u a non-negative function iDom(Q).

Proof of LemmaBI3By relabeling, we can assume that

o1 ==z =0and0 < xg; fori=1+1,...,n. (274)

The key observation is that for amy > 0, anda > 0, there is &, > 0 so that if
|l’i - $0i| < g, With 0 < z;, fori =1,... n, then

MY logailF +1] <o > a7 (275)

i=1 i=1

For eachi = 1,...,n, letb;(z;y) = min{b;(z;y) : x; € [0,z0; + do]}; these
are Lipschitz functions. Fix a positive numbex a < min{3,/2,1/4}, and let
0 < do < 1/2 be fixed so tha{(2175) holds, and

1
a+bi(z;y) — bi(wsy) < 3 for (z;y) € Us, (05 yo). (276)
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We may need to reduceseveral times, but we first assume tlyas supported in
the setUs, (xo; yo). Under this assumption we see that

/quuG(U)dm) Sn’/ [Z:c w)dpy <1 / [Zx

wheredy, = 3:%1 e :L"%”d:ndy.
Recalling the form of the measure, and the fact that éadh Lipschitz and
independent of; for 0 < x; < dp, we can integrate by parts to obtain that

/ [Zm] dubi[/fz (qu Hm)dmdy]

=1 ki

—(a+b;—b;)
— Z {/ - (89“ [x*uG(u)] + x*uG(u (Z@ D logxk)> d,ub]

k#1
(278)

u)dpp,
277)

Choosing & < §; < §y, we can arrange to have
ZZ |0 by log x| < - Zﬂf (z3y) € Us, (o5 yo)- (279)
i=1 k#1

Now assuming thatupp x C Us, (zo; yo) these inequalities and (276) imply that

/ [Zw ] dub<_/lzx D, [ UG (u )]\] dup.  (280)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the propertieS ofe see that

Zx wZX UG )H
22 (u %szz (02 )*u*G () ) (sz (D) X*G (u ))]

=1
(281)

From ellipticity hypotheses oa(Vu), seel(3b), it is clear that there is a constant
M, so that for dataf, supported in a fixed small neighborhoodd#,, ,,, we have
the estimate

> 2i(0:,f)* < Mi(AV LV S). (282)
i=1
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and therefore

Zaz %XUG )H
[nNﬁX1ﬂGKUH%[“AvﬂgvxﬁﬁG%uD%4-“AN”%VUM?GKUD% (283)

Choosing0 < 7/ sufficiently small, the assertion of the lemma follows easil
from this estimate, the arithmetic-geometric mean indtjuahd the initial esti-

mate [277). O

The proof of Lemma BJ2 follows from the local result and a dinpover-
ing argument. The s&B, appearing in the estimate (263) is compact. For each
(u;v) € 9S,,m N B, the local result provides an open $&t(u; v) in which the es-
timate [278) holds. By compactness a finite collec®n, (u;,v;) : i =1...,1}
coversdS, ,, N B. Sincemin{d,...,dr} > 0, we can choose a collection of
smooth functiong x; } with supp x; C Us, (u4, v;), and

1

Clry) =D xi(wy) =1 (284)

i=1

in a neighborhood o3 N 95, ,,,. We therefore obtain that

Z/ (3 y)xFuG(u)dpp <

= lsnm

I
> n / (AVu, Vu)G' (u)xi dpp + Cy / [(AVxi, Vi) + X7 ] 0> G (u)dp,
i=1

n,m n,m

(285)
Note thatC;, depends only og. With these choices; is bounded in theupp(1 —

X2), which completes the proof of the lemma.

The proof of this lemma is easily adapted to prove the follmniesult:

Lemma B.4. Assume thab = (b1, ..., b;) are positive differentiable functions of
(x;y), with 0 < By < bj, constant outside a compact set. gdbe a measurable
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function defined orb,, ,,, that satisfieq263), for somek € N, B and M. Given
n > 0 there is aC;, so that for any2 < p, we have

/ lq(a; y) [P (5 y)dps < 1) / (AVuz, Vu?)duy, + C, / uPdpy, (286)
Sn,m Sn,m Sn,m

for u a bounded, non-negative, compactly supported functidboim Q).

RemarkB.2. It is evident that we can actually prove these results foresehat
more singular potentials, i.e. those satisfying an eséméthe form

la(z;y)| < M [Z Tt 41 (287)

i=1

for a constant. < .

We have an estimate for supersolutions, which is the analofBaloff-Coste’s
Theorem 5.2.16 (or (2.11.c) in[19]):

Lemma B.5. Assume thab = (by,...,b,) are positive differentiable functions
of (z;y), satisfying(G), which are constant outside a compact sE{x;y) is a
continuousR™*"-valued function, satisfyin263), which is constant outside of a
compact set, and(x; y) is a bounded measurable function supported in a compact
set. There is a constaut(p, D) that depends ofi < p, the doubling dimension,
D, and Sobolev constant so that with< § < 1, and0 < r, andu a bounded,
positive, weak supersolution of

Owu=(Lg—Vx —c)u (288)
in W,(s, q), satisfies the estimate:
C(p
P < “Pdtdup, f 289
S Ty ] a0 @)

RemarkB.3. For this result we need to assume tha bounded, for otherwise we
could not begin the argument below by assuming that the sajugion is strictly
positive.

Proof. Provided that is non-negative, we can assume, by replacity u+e¢, that

w is strictly positive. Ifc assumes negative values, then we first replabg e/,
whereyu > ||¢|| e, which reduces us to the previous case. For any non-negative
function ¢ with compact support iB:(q), a weak supersolution satisfies

/ [urp + (AVu, Vo + o X) + cup| dup > 0. (290)

63



If we let o = py?u—P~1, and sety = v~ 2, then this is equivalent to
— / [1#2@1)2 + @WAW, Vo) + 4(AVv, yVi)v+

212 (AVv, Xv) — pep®v? | dpp > 0. (291)

Once again, using Lemnia B.4 and the Cauchy Schwarz and etitihgeometric
mean inequalities, we show that there is a constdrfbr which

/ {1?2(%1)2 + <2 + %) V2 (AV, Vvﬁ dpy <

M [ [+ 04 + (A0, V0] . (292

Arguing as above, we see that there is another conatidrso that
/ [¢28tv2 + (AVv, V¢v>] dup <

M'(p+ 1) [(AV, Vi) | / Pdyy. (293)
supp v

The statement of the lemma now follows from the iterationuargnt using the
Sobolev inequality given on page 129 of [14]. O

To complete the argument we need to show that the appro@ratiogue of
Saloff-Coste’s Lemma 5.4.1 (which is Moser's Lemma 2) holdls the present
case this reads:

Lemma B.6. Assume thab = (by,...,b,) are positive differentiable functions
of (z;y), satisfying(51), which are constant outside a compact sE{x;y) is a
continuousR™™-valued function, satisfyin263), which is constant outside of a
compact set, and(z; y) is a bounded measurable function supported in a compact
set. For any weak positive supersolution u@EQ) in W,.(s,q), 0 < r < R,
0 <n<1and0 < ¢ < 1, there is a constant(n, u) so that for all0 < X we
have the estimates
2 i
po X dt{(xz;y,t) € Wy : logu < =X —a} < CL(BT)
; (294)

2
pp X dt{(z;y,t) € W_ : logu > X\ —a} < c%(r)’

whereW,. = (s —nr?,s) x Bf andW_ = (s —r% s — ngr?) x B} . HereC'is
independent ok > 0, s, andr.
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Proof. As with the proof of the previous lemma, we can assumedhatstrictly
positive and show that the fundamental inequality used ilofS@oste’s proof
holds in this case as well. The proof [n_[14] is contained oggsal43-145. We
start, as before, witi (290) and use the test functior= 1% (z;y)u~!. Letting
v = — log u, this equation takes the form

/ (0?1 (AV0, Vo) + (AV, Vi) + (AV0, §2X) — ei?] dpy < 0. (295)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and arithmetic-geometric meaquialities we obtain
that

1
8t/1/12vdub + 3 /(AVU,V2}>d/J,b

<8 [ [(AV, 90) + 024X X) +[c]] dhs. (296)

We once again use Lemrha B.4 to control theX, X)-term and show that there is
a constant’’ independent of), v, W, 4, so that

8t/1/12vdub + % /(AVU,V2}>d/J,b
<c / AV, V) + 2] dyup. (297)

For we use the function(z;9) = (1 — pi((Z;9), (x;y))/r)+. AsT < R, it
is clear that there is a constafitso that the right hand side in (296) is bounded by

AV, Vi) | oo (supD ). (298)

These estimates therefore imply that

o [ wvdus + 5 [(A90, F)d < CIAVS,T0) | pu(supp ), (299)

which is equivalent to the estimate (5.4.1)[inl[14]. Repigcrheorem 5.3.4 (The
Weighted Poincaré Inequality) with our Proposition] 3.8u¢81's Corollary 2.5),

we complete the proof of this lemma exactly as in/[14]. Theyather ingredient
used in the proof is the doubling property of the measure. O
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