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FRACTIONAL KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR AND DESINGULARIZING
WEIGHTS

D.KINZEBULATOV AND YU. A. SEMENOV

ABSTRACT. We establish sharp upper and lower bounds on the heat kernel of the fractional Laplace
operator perturbed by Hardy-type drift by transferring it to appropriate weighted space with singular
weight.

1. INTRODUCTION

The fractional Kolmogorov operator (—A)2 +f-V, 1 < a < 2 with a (locally unbounded)
vector field f : R — R? d > 3, plays important role in probability theory where it arises as the
generator of symmetric a-stable process with a drift (in contrast to diffusion processes, a-stable
process has long range interactions). It has been the subject of intensive study over the past two

decades. There is now a well developed theory of this operator with f belonging to the corresponding

Kato class. This class, in particular, contains the vector fields f with |f| € LP, p > % and is,

indeed, responsible for existence of the standard (local in time) two-sided bound on the heat kernel
e ™z, y), A D (=A)2 +f-V, in terms of e =27 (z,y), see [BJ].
The authors in [KSS|] studied the fractional Kolmogorov operator

A=(=A)2 +b-V, blx)=crlz|, 0<k< ko,

where kg is the borderline constant for existence of e=**(2,7) > 0. The model vector field b lies

outside of the scope of the Kato class, and exhibits critical behaviour both at z = 0 and at infinity

—t(—A)% (

making the standard upper bound on e~*(z,y) in terms of e x,y) invalid. Instead, the

two-sided bounds e~ (z,y) ~ e t-8)% (z,9)¢e(y) (y # 0) hold for an appropriate weight ¢y > &

unbounded at y = 0 [KSS|, Theorem 3].
The present paper continues [KSS]. We study the heat kernel e *(z,y) of the fractional Kol-
mogorov operator with the drift of opposite sign (“repulsion case”)

A=(-A)2 —b-V,
(=4) W

b(z) = klz| ™%z, 0< kK < oo.
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Although the standard (global) upper bound in terms of e t(-0)% (z,y) holds true for e *(x,y)
(Theorem |3| below), the singularity of b at = 0 makes it off the mark. Namely, in Theorem 4| and
Theorem [5] below we establish sharp upper and lower bounds

e_tA(x, y) = e_t(_m% (x,9)(y), =z,y€ RY ¢ >0, (ULBy)

where the continuous weight 0 < v;(y) < 2 vanishes at y = 0 as |y|?, 8 > 0 (Theorem . (Here
notation a(z) ~ b(z) means that ¢~1b(z) < a(z) < cb(z) for some constant ¢ > 1 and all admissible
z.) The order of vanishing 5 (< «)) depends explicitly on the value of the multiple £ > 0 and tends

to v as Kk T o0.
The key step in proving the upper and lower bound (U LB, is the weighted Nash initial estimate

0< e ™Ma,y) < Ctaguly), zyeR:, t>0. (NIEy)

The proof of uses the method of desingularizing weights [MS0, MS1),[MS2] based on ideas set
forth by J. Nash [N]: it depends on the “desingularizing” (L', L') bound on the weighted semigroup
¢t e_tAwt_l-

The operator in the local case a = 2 has been studied in [MeSS, MeSS2] by considering it in
the space L%(R?, |z|Ydx) for appropriate v where the operator becomes symmetric. This approach,
however, does not work for a < 2.

Recently, the authors in [CKSV], [JW] considered the fractional Schrédinger operator Hy =
(=A)2 +V, V(z) = klz|™®, 0 < a < 2, k > 0, and established, using different methods, sharp
two-sided bounds .

e M (a,y) ~ e (2, y) (@)t (y)
for appropriate weights ;(x) vanishing at © = 0. We apply some ideas from [JW] (in the proof of
Theorem .

In contrast to the cited papers, this work deals with purely non-local and non-symmetric situation.
This leads to new difficulties, and requires new ideas. Even the proof of the standard upper bound
e~ (z,y) < C’e_t(_A)%(x,y) (Theorem , as well as the construction of semigroups e *A, e=tA"
(Sections |8 and @) become non-trivial. The same applies to the Sobolev regularity of e 7*A f, f € C°
established in Section We consider these results, along with Theorem [4f and Theorem [p| as the
main results of this article.

Below we apply the scheme of the proof of the upper and lower bounds in [KSS], although with
comprehensive modifications in the method, both at the level of the abstract desingularization
theorem (Theorem (1)) and in the proofs of (NIE,)), (ULB,|) and of the standard upper bound.

We note that the heat kernel of the operator (—A)2 + f - V with divf = 0 was studied in
IMM, IMM2]. For properties of the Feller process determined by see [KM].

Let us mention that the vector field b(z) = k|z|~“z exhibits critical behaviour even if we remove

the singularity of b at the origin. Namely, if we consider A with b bounded in B(0,1) but having
slower decay at infinity, b(z) = k|z|~*"¢x, € > 0 for |z| > 1, then the global in time upper bound
e~ (z,y) < Ce =22 (2,%) of Theorem [3| would no longer be valid.
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2. DESINGULARIZATION IN ABSTRACT SETTING

We first prove a general desingularization theorem in abstract setting, that we will apply in the
next section to the fractional Kolmogorov operator.

Let X be a locally compact topological space, and u a o-finite Borel measure on X. Set LP =
LP(X, ), p € [1,00], a (complex) Banach space. We use the notation

(1, 0) = {uB) = /X wtdity, || lposg = I+ vz

Let —A be the generator of a contraction Cy semigroup e *A, t > 0, in L?.
Assume that, for some constants M > 1, cg >0, j > 1, c,

le* s < M\ flly, t=0, feL'nL® (B1)

Sobolev embedding property: Re(Au,u) > cs||uH%j, u € D(A). (B12)
—tA _4 o J

l[e™ losoo <ct™Z, t>0, j = i1 (B13)

Assume also that there exists a family of real valued weights 1) = {¢s}s>0 on X such that, for
all s > 0,

0 < g, bt € L (X — N, ), where N is a closed null set, (B21)
and there exist constants 0 €]0,1[, 6 # 6(s), ¢; # c¢i(s) (i = 2,3) and a measurable set Q2° C X such
that

Vs(2)7? < ¢y for all z € X — QF, (Bag)

||7113_0||Lq/(gs) < CgSj,/q/, where ¢ = - (Ba3)
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Theorem 1. In addition to (B11) — (Bag) assume that there exists a constant ¢y # c1(s) such that,
forall%ﬁtgs,
lpse 9l < edll fll. f e LV (Bs)
Then there is a constant C such that, for allt >0 and p a.e. x,y € X,
e, y)| < Ot u(y).

Remark 1. In application of Theorem [1| to concrete operators, the main difficulty is in verification
of the assumption (Bs3).

Proof of Theorem[1 Set ¢ = 15 and put L?p := L?(X,%du). Define a unitary map ¥ : Li — L?
by Wf =1f. Set Ay = U~'A¥ of domain D(Ay) = ¢~'D(A). Then
e =0T M e M gy = (e lane, £ 0.

Here and below the subscript ¢ indicates that the corresponding quantities are related to the
measure 12dy.

Set uy =e v f fe L%ﬁ N L}Z). Applying (Bj2), and then the Hélder inequality, we have

1d

—§£<ut,ut>¢ = Re(Ayu, ur)qyp
= Re(AYuy, Yuy)

> csllvull3;

(ue, ur)y,

=68 T 1)

l[2hu|q

(1+6)j-1

where ¢ = %9(< 2) and r =

76
Noticing that (Bi1) + (Bi2) implies the bound [e |12 < &t~ % (for details, if needed, see

Remark [2| below), we have by the interpolation inequality

i 2

- - 4q —14
He tA||1—>q§C4t a, qlzi, cy = Ma “Ca

2
also, by (Bi1) and interpolation, |le=*}||,, < M4~ ', Therefore,

luell = e fllg = lle ™ 11~ 417 £l
(we are applying (Ba2), (Ba23))

—tA —tA —0
< calle™ Mlgqll fllgw + lle™ lmglll 1™ o o) I f

./
J
7

2_1
< (e2Ma™ +esea(s/t) )| fllgp-
Thus, setting w = (u¢, ut), we obtain
d
—w
dt
Integrating this differential inequality yields

q,y

v
1
7

2_ —2(r— —alr
=7 > 9(r — Deg (@M~ + czea(s/t)7) A UHf”qu( v,

-/ 1
luellaw, < Cot 7 G8 . s/2<t<s.
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The last inequality and (Bs) rewritten in the form ||u¢ |14 < c1|| f]|1, yield according to the Coulhon-
Raynaud Extrapolation Theorem (Theorem [13|in Appendix

_i
[utll2,p, < Cot™ 2| f

1,069 S/QStSS,
or
s ,g
le™hlla < Cot™ = |Illy grs h € LN LG, s/2<t<s, (2)

where Li/@ = LY X, sdp).

Since [|e 22 hl|o < [le7 200 lle Tt R]|2, We have, employing (Bi3),

_9tA _i
le™**hlloe < cCot™ |Ihlly, 5,

and so the assertion of Theorem [1] follows. O

Remark 2. The standard argument yields: (By1) + (Bi2) = [le |12 < éf%, t > 0. Indeed,
setting u; := e *Af, f € L2 N L', we have applying (Bi2), Holder’s inequality and (Bi;)
3 = Re(Aue, w)
> eslludll3
2+ % -
> cslludlly 7 )y

N

J

_2 24+ 2 -2
> oM™ |Juglly 7 NFL

o

2
1 —2
— =5 /

iT>Cfllk7.C = 2esM I 56 integrating this inequality we obtain

Thus, w = ||u)3 satisfies % w >

le™ e < C %175,
It is now seen that (By) = (B11) + (Bi2) + (Bi3) implies the bound e " (z,y) < &7,

3. HEAT KERNEL e **(z,y) FOR A = (=A)2 — klz| @z -V, 1<a <2, k>0

N1l

We now state in detail our main result concerning the fractional Kolmogorov operator (—A)
kle| 7%z -V, 1<a <2, k>0.

1. Let us outline the construction of an appropriate operator realization A, of (—A)% —Klz| %V

in L™, 1 <r < oo. Set
be(2) = wlel=%, ol = VI T e, £ >0,
define the approximating operators in L”
AT =AS = (=A)% —b.-V, DA =W = (1+(=A)3)'L", 1<r <o,
and in C,, (the space of uniformly continuous bounded functions with standard sup-norm),
A= AL, = (-0)F =V, D(AR,) = D((-2)Z,).

The operator —A® is the generator of a holomorphic semigroup in L and in C,. For details, if
needed, see Section [§ below.
It is well known that
e_tAELfIr C L' and e"N ot cof
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FiGURE 1. The function k +— g for d = 3 and o =

3
2

where L' :={feL"| f>0}, Cf :={feCy| f>0}. Also
le™™ fllso < I fllos:  fEL NL®, or f € Ch.

In Proposition [10| below we show that, for every r € [1, c0], the limit

tAS

s-L"-lime "*r  (loc. uniformly in ¢ > 0)

€l0
exists and determines a positivity preserving, contraction Cy semigroup in L”, say e A the (minus)
generator A, is an appropriate operator realization of the fractional Kolmogorov operator (—A)% —
klx|™%z -V in L"; there exists a constant ¢ such that
_d¢1_1
le |l < et aGma) |t >0,

tAr are consistent:

for all 1 < r < g < 00; by construction, the semigroups e~
e TP =t ) LT N LP.
Using Proposition we obtain
(A, by = (u, (=A)2h) + (u,b- Vh) + (u, (divb)h), wue D(A,), heCX
(cf. [KSS| Prop.9)).
2. We now introduce the desingularizing weights for e **. Define 3 by

Bd+ﬁ—2fy(d+ﬁ—2) _
d+B—-ay(d+p—-a)

where .
2%m2I(%)
rG-%)

Direct calculations show that 3 €]0, o[ exists (see Figure 1)), and that |z|? is a Lyapunov’s function
of the formal adjoint operator A* = (=A)2 + V - b, i.e. A*|z| % = 0.

Y(a) =
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Set ¥(x) = s(x) := n(sfém), where 7 is given by

P, 0<t<l,
n(t) =9 Bt2-5+1-38, 1<t<2,
145, t>2.

Applying Theorem [1| to the operator A, and the weights 15, we obtain

Theorem 2. e~ is an integral operator for each t > 0 with integral kernel e_tA(aj, y) > 0. There
exists a constant cy ., such that the weighted Nash initial estimate

e M (x,y) < cNﬂUt_g%(y). (NIEy)
is valid for all x,y € R% and t > 0.
The next step is to deduce the following global in time “standard” upper bound on e *(z, y).
Theorem 3. (i) There is a constant Cy such that, for allt >0, z,y € RY,
e M, y) < C’le_t(_A)% (z,y).
(i) Moreover, for a given § €]0,1[, there is a constant D = D5 > 0 such that
e Mry) < 1+ 5)67t(7A)% (z,y), |z| > Dté, y e R4
Theorem [2] and Theorem (3| are the key tools which allow us to establish the upper bound on
ez, y):
Theorem 4. There is a constant C such that, for allt > 0, x,y € RY,
¢ Ma,y) < O (@ y)n(y). (UB.)

Using Theorem [4] we prove the lower bound on e~**(z,%):

Theorem 5. There is a constant C' > 0 such that, for allt > 0, x,y € R?,

et (z,y) > Ce D% (2 )y (y). (LB.,)

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2} THE WEIGHTED NASH INITIAL ESTIMATE

The proof follows by applying Theorem [1] to e #r,
The conditions (Bj1) and (Bys) (with 5/ = g) are satisfied by Proposition Let us prove (Bj2).
By Proposition |8 (A® = Aj),
d
Re(A(1+A9) g, (14 4 1g) 2 esll(1+A%) iRy, g€ 1% j= 25— es#es(o)
ie.
Re(g — (14 A9) g, (14 A%)"1g) > el (1 + A%)"Lg]3;.

Using the convergence (14 A%)~! % (14+A)~!in L? as ¢ | 0 (Proposition , we pass to the limit
e | 0 in the last inequality to obtain Re(A(1+A) g, (14+A)"1g) > c||(1 —|—A)*1gH%j for all g € L2,
and so (Bj2) is proven.
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The condition (Bsg;) is evident from the definition of the weights 5. It is easily seen that

(B22), (Ba3) hold with 2° = B(0, sé) and 0 = (2(_2;)%. It remains to prove the desingularizing
(L', L') bound (Bj3), which presents the main difficulty.
Proof of (Bs). We modify the proof of the analogous (L', L') bound in [KSS] (see also Remark@ be-
low). We will appeal to the Lumer-Phillips Theorem applied to specially constructed Cj semigroups
in L', corresponding to operators with smooth coefficients and smooth weights, which approximate
wse—tAws—l_

Recall that b.(z) := k|z|-%x, |z| = /|z]? + &, € > 0,

N (LAY bV, D) =W (14 (-A)) L

(Aa)* = (_A)% +V b, D(AE) :Woz,l.
By the Hille Perturbation Theorem, for each ¢ > 0, both e *", e A" can be viewed as Cp
semigroups in L' and C, (see Sections |8 and @)
Define approximating weights

(A

. . E)*
bne=n""+e 7 Y, =1,

(AS)*

)
Remark 3. This choice of the regularization of v is dictated by the method: e~ = will be needed
below to control the auxiliary potential U.. See also Remark [5| below.

In L' define operators
Q = ¢n,z—:A€ 7:,157 D(Q) = ¢n,€D(A€)>
where ¢, cD(A®) := {¢nu | ue D(A%)},
L= ¢nee ™oL

Since ¢, ¢, qﬁflé € L°°, these operators are well defined. In particular, F;n are bounded Cj semi-
groups in L', say F! = e~ C.
Set

M =g (1+ (_A)%)_I[Ll NCy)
=dne(Ne +A)THLI NG, 0< A € p(—A%).

Clearly, M is a dense subspace of L', M C D(Q) and M C D(G). Moreover, Q | M C G. Indeed,
for f = ¢nuec M,

Gf = s-L-limt ™11 — e79) f = g es-L-limt 11 — e Yu = ¢ A°u = Qf.
tl0 tl0
Thus Q | M is closable and Q := (Q | M)% c G.

Proposition 1. The range R(A\: + Q) is dense in L'.

Proof of Proposition [T If (A + Q)h,v) = 0 for all h € D(Q) and some v € L™=, ||[v]oo = 1, then
taking h € M we would have {(\c + Q)dne(Ae + A%)"lg,v) =0, g € L' N Cy, or (png,v) = 0.
Choosing g = e%(xmv), where x,, € C with xm(z) = 1 when z € B(0,m), we would have
1Moo (ncgs V) = (bnXm, [v]2) = 0, and so v = 0. Thus, R(\. + Q) is dense in L. O
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Proposition 2. There are constants ¢ > 0 and €, > 0 such that, for every n and all 0 < e < g,
A+ Q is accretive whenever X > és~ 1 +n !

Proof of Proposition [ Recall that both et e=tA) are holomorphic in L' and C,, due to Hille’s
Perturbation Theorem. We have

b=du e, 0<Um ED((-A)F), 0= € D((-A)E).

For instance,

B B 1
Yy =1+3, Yay=v-1-3 (so, sprt ¢1) C B(0,25)).

In B(O,sé), the weight 1 coincides with ¥(z) = s(z) = s‘glw\ﬁ, so Yy € D((—=A)1). Thus,

Yy € D((—A){) (see, e.g. [Ka, Ch.V, sect.3.11]). Therefore,

A"y (= (M) L) + (A)E, Yw)
is well defined and belongs to L' + C, = {w +v |w € L',v € C,}.
We verify that Re((A + Q) f, &) > 0 for all f € D(Q). For f = ¢p.u € M, we have

11
/ Cf I
(QF, |f|> =(pnA u,m> _lffélt 1<¢n75(1 et Ju, |f|>’
Re(Qf, |f!> > hmt_l(( A ul, én.e)

— lm (1 — et 1y 4 Lim M) — e tA° A
it (1= e ul, ) + e (1 - e ul, )

_ 1 —t(A%)*y, —1 P L —L(A%)*
= limt™ (lul,(1—e n >+1§f€t (e mful,(L—e ¥)

— (Jul, (A%)*n ") + (e~ [u], (A%)*9),

where the first term is positive since (A%)*n~! = n~tdivb. = n~ ! (d|z|7* — alz|7*2|z]?) > n~ 1 (d—

a)|z|Z® > 0. Thus,
Es
£l

0 it remains to bound J := <e_ATE|u|, (A%)*4) from below. For that, we estimate from below
(A%)"p = (=) 7 ¢ + div (b=1)).
Claim 1. (=A)2¢ > —B(d+ 3 — 2)2 jjg 2) |,
Proof of Claim[1. All identities are in the sense of distributions:
(—A)%¢ = —L o A¢
= —Iral — DoAY~ 9),
where [, = (—A)fg is the Riesz potential, and we evaluate the first term
DoAY = —sTwB(d + B~ 2) gl

_ _g o 7(d+/8_2) B—a

Re(Qf, L) > (e~ [ul, (A%)"9), (3)
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while the second term is positive and can be omitted: —I_oA(t) —1h) > 0 (see Remark || below for
detailed calculation). The proof of Claim (1} is completed. 0

Claim 2. div (botp) > div (b)) — Usth — és~ 4 for a constant é # é(e,n), where Ud(x) == r(d + § —
a)(|z[* = |z|2%) > 0.

Proof. We represent
div (botp) = div (b)) + div (bey)) — div (b))
and estimate the difference div (b.t)) — div (b))

div (b)) — div (b)) = div [b(y — )] + div [(be — b)3)]
= Iy + div [(be — b)],

where hy € Co (continuous functions vanishing at infinity), h; = 0 in B(0, sé) In turn,
div [(be — b)1] = (b: — b) - Vb + (div b — divb)y
= w(Jalz® — [Nz - VP + ha + £[dlzls — afal 2l — (d - a)le] ]y
(where hy = r(|z|7% — |z|"®)z - V(¥ — ¥) € Cso, ha = 0 in B(0,s%))
= k|2l — [ *)BY + he + wdlz|* — alz|- 2|z — (d — )|« ~]¥

Thus,
div (boyp) > div (b)) + £(d + 8 — @) (|2]7% = [&|~*) + hy + ha + hs,

where hs = k(d — a)(|z]Z® = |2]%) () — ) € Cse, hs = 0 in B(0, s=).
A straightforward calculation shows that h; > —c;ips™! with ¢; # ci(e,n), i = 1,2,3 (we have
used that h; = 0 in B(0, s%)) The assertion of Claim [2[ follows. O

Now, we combine Claim [I] and Claim [2} In view of the choice of S,

—B(d+ B — 2)%\x|_azﬁ + div (b)) = 0 (that is, formally, A*¢) = 0), and so
(A% > —Uap — és .

It follows that

J = (e ful, (A%)* ) > —és™ e W Jul, ) — (e |ul, Ustd)

" _ _ 5 _AS ~
—és™H(|ul, e n ) — (e |ul, Usyd)

Y

(A

> —esHjul,n~t + e ST y) — (e |ul, Uetd)

(recall that |u] = ¢, 1| f| and ¢pe =n"'+e 7 1)

(a%)* ~

=—es [ flle = (lul, e 7 (U)).
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Now, for every n > 1, we have
( 6) (AE)* AE

Ut)lloo < lle™ 7 (Lpe.mUet) oo + ™ 7 (L0, Ust)lloo

(%)

lle”
(we are using that e is a L contraction and ultra-contraction,
see Proposition [TT])
~ i ~
< [ 1peo,r)Ue¥lloo + enna |1 po,r)Ue¥ll1
(we fix R = R, such that [[1pe( p) Ucsth|loo < 27072
and choose €, > 0 such that for all € < g, ||1B(OVR)U51Z)||1 < 2_1n_2(ang)_1)

<n?

_(A5)*

Therefore, since ¢ > n~', we have for every n and all € < e, ||¢;, Le (U |loo < ™! and so

£ *

ENCSHN _
<|u|, " ( 517[))> <n 1||f”1 Thus,
Jz = (e 0 )
Returning to , one can easily see that the latter yields the assertion of Proposition O

Remark 4. Let us show that —A(y) — 1;) > 0. Without loss of generality, s = 1. The inequality is
evidently true on {0 < |z| < 1} U {|z| > 2}. Now, let 1 < |z| < 2. Then

AW =) = B(d+ 5 = 2|27 — 0" (|z]) x| 7> = ' (|])(d - D)|2|*
= B(d+ B —2)[a|”* + Blz| % = B2 — |al)(d — D] "
= Bla| 2 ((d+ B = 2)al” + 1~ (d = 1)(2 - [2])]«])
> Blz|?((d+B—2)+1—(d—1)) > 0.
O
The fact that Q is closed together with Proposition [1] and Proposition [2| imply R(A\e + Q) =Lt

(Appendix . Then, by the Lumer-Phillips Theorem, A+Q is the (minus) generator of a contraction
semigroup, and Q = G due to Q C G. Thus, it follows that, for all n and all € < &,

le™* i1 = ldnee ™ dpelliog < e, w=és™t a7t (*)

To obtain (Bs), it remains to pass to the limit in (¥): first in € | 0 and then in n — oco. It suffices
to prove (Bs) on positive functions. By (ED,

nee™ ™ g tflln < elIflh, 0< feLl,
or taking f = ¢pch, 0 < h € L,
H‘én,eeimsh”l < em||¢n,ehH1~
Using Proposition we have
l6n.ce™™ Rl = (7" h) + (1, e FDRY 5 (nTle M) + (e FM) ase |0,

and

[¢nehlls =n""(h) + (1h,e” >%n 1<h>+(1/1,e_%h> as € } 0.
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Thus,
A
(n~te™h) 4 (v, e_(”%)/\h) < e (nHh) + (¥, e wh)).
Taking n — 0o, we obtain (1he ™A h) < e "t(yph). (B3) now follows.

The proof of Theorem [2]is completed. O

Remark 5 (On the choice of the regularization ¢, . of the weight ¢). In [KSS|], we construct the
regularization of the weight in the same way as above, although there the factor e~ 7 ()" serves
a different purpose (in [KSS|] the drift term b -V has the opposite sign, and so the corresponding
weight is unbounded). (As a by-product, this allows us to consider (—A)% perturbed by two drift
terms, as in the present paper and as in [KSS|, possibly having singularities at different points.)

Remark 6. In the proof of the analogous (L', L') bound in [KSS, proof of Theorem 2], where we
consider the vector field b of the opposite sign, we first pass to the limit in n — oo, and then in
€ J 0. In the proof of Theorem [2| above this order is naturally reversed.

As a consequence of the (L', L') bound (B3), we obtain
Corollary 1. (e (-, 2)¢()) < c1ty(z) for allz € R, 2 #£0, t > 0.
As a consequence of Corollary |l|and (NIE,), we obtain
Corollary 2. (et (-, z)) = (e7* (2,-)) < Coty(x) for allz € RY, 2 #0, t > 0.
Proof. We have
(e—tA* (z,) < <1B(0,té)(')6_m* (z, )> + <1Bc(0,té)(')6_/\* (a, )¢t()>

=11 + 5.
By (NIE,), Ii < d¢(x), and by Corollary |1} Io < ¢’'14(x), for appropriate constants ¢, ¢’ < oo.
Set Cy :=c + ". O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM B THE STANDARD UPPER BOUNDS

(i) For brevity, put A := (—A)2. Recall that

ko 't (|lx — y| 7 A tidtTa) < e M(x,y) < kot (|z — y| 7 A tingTa)

for all z,y € RY, x #y, t > 0, for a constant kg = ko(d, o) > 1.
In view of Proposition [10] it suffices to prove the a priori bound
e~ (2,y) < Cre M (x,y), zyeRY >0, Cp#Ci(e).
By duality, it suffices to prove
et (2,y) < Cre ™ (z,y), zyeRY, t>0, Cp#Cie).

Step 1: For every D > 1 and all t > 0, |z| < Dta, ly| < Dta the following bound
e ") (2, y) < koew (2D) e (z, )
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is valid.

In fact, we will prove
Lemma 6. Lett >0 and D > 1. Then

(i) e (2,y) < koen (2D) e A (z,y),  |af < Dta, |y| < Dta.

(i) e (@,y) < koeww(l+ D) A y)n(e),  |e| <%, |y < Dia
Proof. (i) Note that (|z| < Dta, |y| < Dta) = t~a < (2D)%¢|z — y|~9=%. The latter means that
~& < ko(2D)4+eet4 (2, y). In Proposition [12] the Nash initial estimate

et (2,y) < cNt*g, z,y € R >0 (NIE)
is proved. Therefore,
et (1) < CNFg < koen (2D) et (2, y).

(73) Clearly, (|z| < Dté, ly| < té) = 7w < (1 + D)¥*|x — y[~%, and so the inequality
ta < ko(1 + D)4t (z,y) is valid. By (NIE,) (Theorem , e N (z,y) < cN7wt*§zpt(a:) for
all t >0, z,y € R%. Therefore,

e_tA* (:Ea y) S kOCN,w(l + D)d+a6_tA(xv y)wt(x)

In what follows, we will need the following estimates.

d+a+1

Lemma 7. Set E'(z,y) = t(|lz —y|" > At™ o), E'f(z) := (E'(z,") f()), t > 0.

Then there exist constants k; (i = 1,2,3) such that for all 0 <t < 0o, x, y € R

(1) [Voe 4z, y)| < k1B (2,y);

(i) Jy (e @, )BT y)dr < kot " e (a,y);

(iii) [I{E" (2, )E™ (-, y))dr < kst"s E'(z,y).
Proof. For the proof of (i), (i) see e.g. [BJ]. Essentially the same argument yields (i), see e.g. [KSS|
sect. 5] for details. O

Step 2: Fiz 6 €]0,271[. Set C, = rky(2ky + ks), R := (Cpd0~Y)a T and m = 1 + 2ok
If D > Rm, then the following bound
e*t(AE)*(x,y) <(1+0)e Ax,y), zeR |y > Dté, t>0 (4)
1s valid.

We use the Duhamel formula

t
A _ mtA /0 e (BE 4 B )e DAy

— e AL KL+ KL, Ri= (CyY)a, (5)
where
t._ te = _p .U —
Blp=1y 3 Be Blp=1, o2 Be Bei= b VW,
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where We(z) := r(d|z|Z® — alz|Z972|z]?).
Set .

M) i= (= ) [T @1y O] e A par

Claim 3. For every D > Rm and all |y| > Dti, z € R, we have
Kp(z,y) < —%M}%(w,y)-

Proof of Claim[3. Using Lemma m(z'), we obtain

Kp(z,y) = /Ot (e7TA) (@, ) BLp(-)e DAL y))dr

t
<t [T @t OO (e

t
_ —T(AS)" (. ) Ne—E—T)A(, —.
[T @y WA =+ I

where |bo(z)| = k|x|Z|x]|.
Using B'"7(2,y) < koe”“"D4(2,y)|z — y|~!, we obtain

t
B <ok [0 @ OOl )] =gl e

. —1 —1 -
(we are using lB(O,Rté)(')’ba(.>H —yl T < 1B(0,Rté)(.)R(D —R)" k[ [2)

t

< kok1R(D — R) ™' /0 R G R B O R e OF ) s

= kok1R(D — R)"Y(d — o) ' Mk (z,y).
We now compare the RHS of the last estimate with I5. Since W,(-) > k(d — )| - |7, we have

Kh(z,y) < (kokiR(D — R)™H(d — ) = 1) Mf(z, ).
Since kok1R(D — R)™! < fr?]fll < % and d — a > 1 by our assumptions, we end the proof of Claim
Bl O
Claim 4. For every D > Rm and all |y| > Dté, r € RY, we have
K5 (@,y) < 0(Mb(x,y) + e (z,y)).

Proof of Claim [} Recall that
t
Kifa) = [ (70 @ BG0e A )i

te _ : . . t, ..
where stz = lBC(o,Rté)(_bE -V — W,). Thus, discarding in KRC the term containing —W, and

using Lemma [7|(i), we obtain
t
Kb (z,y) < kbisR % /0 (e (@, )BT (- y) ) (+)
We will have to estimate the integral in the RHS of .
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By the Duhamel formula

t
/ (e*T(AE)*Et*T)(x,y)dT
0
t t T
= /0 (e ET) (@, y)dr + /0 /0 (7" AV(BE p + BLy)e T A BT (2, y)dr
t
= [ (e B @i + Tn(e) + TG ),
0

where, by Lemma (z'z'), fg((e_”‘(w, VEST(Ly)) (z,y)dr < kgt%e_tA(x,y). Let us estimate
Jr(z,y) and Jg(z,y).

In Jp(z,y), discarding the term containing —W, and applying Lemma [7{(i), we obtain

t T
Jr(z,y) < ki /O /0 (GRS o Dl BT AT BT (2, y)dr

(we are changing the order of integration and applying Lemma (z'z'z'))

t — /
: klkg/o (77 lB(O,Rté)wE’(t —T) BT ) (@, y)dr’

— t / £\ *
< k‘lk‘gtaal/ (E_T (A%) 1
0

Now, repeating the corresponding argument in the proof of Claim [3| we obtain

t—7' /

Tr(x,y) < Cot“s My(z,y), Chb=kokiksR(D—R) " (d—a)' < %
(Cop < Bobiks(g )=l < K3(g— )7t < k)
In turn, Jg; = fg(J]%)TEt_TdT, where
= | T Be e (A gy,
Again, discarding the —W, term in B i and applying Lemma (i), we obtain
() ()| < why RO F /0 (e B (@, e,
Due to Lemma [7](4it),

t
[Jr(z,y)| < ffhksRl_“t_aal/ (™ OV (@, )t = )T BT (L y))dr
0

t
< whks [0 ) i

Thus, due to kkiksR' ™ < 6§ < %,

/0 (€AY (@, )BT y))dr

o ka a- 1 [t oy
< kot"a e M (x,y) + gtTlM}%(w,y) +5 / (e ™A (2, )BT (-, y))dr.
0
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Thus, we obtain f(f(e*T(As)*(:r, VETT (- y))dr < ZthQT_le*tA(x, y) + kgtaT_le%(x,y). Substituting
the latter in , we obtain Claim O

Now, applying Claim |[3| and Claim [4{in , we have

o 1
et (z,y) < e (2, y) - 5 Ma(@,y) + 6(Mp(z,y) + ez, y))

< (1+8)e U (a,y),
thus ending the proof of Step 2.
Step 3: Set R=1V (2/@1{:3)ﬁ and let D > 2R. Then there is a constant C = C(d, «, k, R) such
that the following bound
e A (2,y) < Ce M (x,y), |a| > 2Dtw, |y| < Dta, t>0.

s valid
(See the proof below for explicit formula for C(d, o, &, R.)

Using the Duhamel formula and applying Lemma [7](7), we have

t
e A (a,y) < e (a,y) + kl/ (E7|bele” A (@, y)dr
0

<e M a,y) + kL p(@,y) + ki LE% (2, y). (6)
where

t
L p(.y) :=/0 o R L e (A

t
LZ’ER(:L‘,y) ::/0 (ETlBC(o,Rté)‘b5|6_(t_T)(A) )(x,y)dT.

Let us estimate L! p(z,y). Recalling that E'(z, 2) = t(|z — 2|74 At~ d+3+1) and taking into

account that |z| > 2Dt3, |z| < Rtw, we obtain E(x,2) <tlo—z|~4 71 < t\x—z[ﬁd*“(SR)*lt_é.




FRACTIONAL KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR AND DESINGULARIZING WEIGHTS 17

Therefore,

t
— 7l —— — —T E)*
P o) < GRICE [lo =00 Ol (gar
(we are using that |z| > 2Dt |- < Rté)
t
-1 d+a 7é —a—d . N~ E=T)(A%)" (.
< R e [y OOl (o y)hdr
(we are using that |y| < Dté, D > 2R and setting ¢ = 37(16/9)47%)

t
g, o () (AC)*
<Rt =g [ OOl I (ar

(we are using t|z —y|* ¢ = t(|lx —y| A t_dTTa)

since |z —y|7*7¢ < (2R)*d*°‘t*d%a < t*dtTa, and are re-denoting t — 7 by 7)

¢
—1,-1 _ —_ 7A€
< kocR 1t ae tA(x,y)/ e 13(0Rté)’b|”°°d7_
0 b

(we are applying Proposition

1,1 _ g
< kocR lt=ae tA(%y)CN/O T apdTHlB(O,Rt%)WHp (pz a— 1)'

¢, ¢ = ¢(d) < oo, we have

Q

. t —d 1 1
Since [y 7 erdr = 2at2s and ||1B(0,Rté)|b”|p = kR2t2
L;R(w,y) < C"R_%e_tA(fv,y), C' = 2kakgcene

or, for convenience,

Lt,R(l‘a y) < C/e_tA(xv y) (7)

3
In turn, clearly,

t
LY (x,y) < kRO / Ere~t=mA)gr
’ 0
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Let us estimate the integral in the RHS. Using the Duhamel formula, we obtain
t
/(ETe_(t_T)(AE)*)(:U,y)dT
0
t—T

t t
</ (ETe_(t_T)A)(x,y)dT—i—/ (ET Et_7_5]b€|e_8(Aa)*ds)(x,y)dT
0 0 0

(we are applying Lemma [7|(i) and changing the order of integration)

t prt—s
< kzt%e_tA(x, Y) +/ / (ETEt_S_T]bE|6_S(AE)*)(x,y)des
0 JO

(we are applying Lemma [7}(i1))

a—1

t
< kot"a ez, y) +/<:3/ (t —s)% (E72|bele M) (2, y)ds
0

¢
< kgtaTileftA(x, y) + kgt & / (E'*1 )]ba\e*S(AE)*)(x,y)des
0

B(O,Rt &
¢
a—1 —3 S £\ %
+ kst e /0 (E ch(O?Rté)|b|e (A%) )(,y)ds

t
< kgt%le*m(m, y) + kgtaTilL;R(sc, y) + ]ﬁg/ﬁ;Rla/ (Etfse*S(AE)*)(x,y)ds
0

1
(we are applying to the second term, and note that kgxR' ™% < 5)

o 1/t eye
< (ks + k3Ot T e Az, y) + 2/ (B30 (2, y)ds.
0
Therefore,
t —
/ E7 (e DA) (@, y)dr < 2(ke + ksC)t S e (x,y),

0
and so

LE%(x,y) < 26(ks + ksC) R e (x, ). (8)
Applying @ and in @, we obtain the desired bound
e M) (2,y) < Ce(x,y), |a| > 2Dt=, |yl < Dta,

for all R > 1 such that kskR!™% < %, D > 2R, where C := 1+ k1C" + k12k(ko + k3C')R'~%. The
assertion of Step 3 follows.

We are in position to complete the proof of Theorem (z), i.e. to prove the bound
e AV (2,y) < Cre N ay), myeR!, >0, (9)

for appropriate constant C; = C1(d, o, k).

To prove @, we combine Steps 1-3 as follows. Fixz D large enough so that the assertions of both
Step 2 and Step 3 hold.

Without loss of generality, the assertion of Step 3 holds for all |z| > Dta, ly| < Dta (indeed, by
Step 1, (9) is true for all [z| < 2Dta, |y| < 2Dta (with Cy = C}(4D)4**) and so, in particular, for
all Dta < lz| < 2Dté, ly| < Dté; the rest follows from the assertion of Step 3 as stated). Thus,
the desired bound (9] is true for all |z| > Dta, ly| < Dt and, by Step 2, for all z € R?, |y| > Dta.
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It remains to prove (9)) in the case |z| < Dta, ly| < Dt=. But this is the assertion of Step 1.
Thus, @D is true, with constant C; equal to the maximum of the constants in Step 1 (with 2D
in place of D) and in Steps 2, 3.

(ii) The result follows immediately from Step 2 in the proof of (i) upon taking ¢ | 0 (cf. Proposition
12)).
The proof of Theorem [3]is completed. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [ THE WEIGHTED UPPER BOUND
Recall A = (—A)%. We are going to prove that there is a constant C' < oo such that
e Ma,y) < Ce Mz y)nly), t>0, z,yecR (10)
Clearly, Theorem [2] and Theorem [3|(¢) combined, yield

e_tA(x, y) < Cienw (e_tA(:U,y) A (t‘iwt(y))>, t>0, x,yé€ R, (11)

1. If |y| > té, then t¢(y) > 1. Then, by (1),
e_tA(xay) S CICN,’we_tA(xv y) g CICN,we_tA(x)y)¢t(y)v

ie. holds.
2. 1If |z] < Dté, ly| < t= for some constant D > 1, then by (cf. Lemma @(z))

d
e Mz,y) < Crenwt athi(y) < Crenwky (D + 1) e (2, y)hi(y),
i.e. holds.

3. It remains therefore to consider the case |z| > Dta, ly| < ta.
By duality (cf. Proposition , it suffices to prove the estimate
e (2,y) < Ce N a, y)tu(x) (12)

for all |z| < ta, ly| > Dta, t >0, for some D > 1.
We will use Corollary [2]

(7™ (z,)) < Cofy(z) forallz e RY, >0,
the “standard” upper bound (Theorem [3(¢))
e N (x,y) < Cre ¥ (z,y), forall z,y € RY, >0,

and its partial improvement (Theorem (Z'Z')): For every 6 > 0 there exists a sufficiently large D
such that for all |z| < té, ly| > Dts and all 2 € B(y, |y;ﬂf\)

e N (2,2) < Cse ™ (z,2), ™ (2,9) < Cse M zy),  Csi=1+40. (13)

We will need the following elementary inequality:

2 <1B<yv%>(')€_%A(x’ Ne 2 A(,y)) < e (a,y). (14)
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Indeed, by symmetry, the LHS of coincides with

(L ity (e 24 (@ )e 24, 0)) + (L, oo (e 24, )24 ()

< (e” 3z, )e 2L y)) = ez, y),

i.e. follows.

Proposition 3. (i) There exists a constant cs such that

e (@) < (L, 1wy (e 2N (@) 2N (L y)) + ese T Ay (a)

2

(i) If |z| < ta, ly| > Dta with D > 1 sufficiently large, then

2

) < (G el o).

Proof. We have

e—tA* (

_tpx _tps b _tpx
.T,y) = <1B(y’@)(')e 2A (x7')e 2A (7y)>+ <1Bc(y,@)e 2A (.’B, ')6 2A (7y)>

=:J1 + Jo.

(i) For z € B°(y, 5%, e=71" (2,y) < Cre™24(2,y) < ke *(x,y). Thus,

*

Jo < k‘le_tA(xvy)<ch(y7%)(')6_%A ($a )>
(we are applying Corollary
< k1Cae™ @, y)ie (x) < cse™ A (a, y)vu(2),

1
2
and so (i) follows.
(i¢) Using (i), it remains to estimate Ji. Applying (13), we have

_t _t
Jy < C§<lB(y7@)(.)e 24 (2, e 24, y))
Finally, we use . [

Let us complete the proof of Theorem [}
By Proposition [3[(i),
2

) < (G el ) o).

Set v = %25 so that %¢t/z =vipy. Fix 6 €]0,(vV2—1) A (217% —1)[. Then %‘? <landv <1
Now, suppose that, for n =2,3,...,

. n+1
e (ay) < ( S tes(ltvd V”_l)wt(w)> e (z,y), (15)

27’L
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Then, using Proposition [3(¢), we have

e_tA* (xv y) < <1B(y7@)(')6_%/\* (.’E, ')056_%A('7y)> + C5e_tA(x7y)¢t(x)

Cn+1 t t
< (g gy 03 (T all w4407 Dy (0) e 4G e 40 )

+ese A (w, y) (@)
(we are applying )

n—+2
< < 2g+1 +es(v+v? 4+ V”)¢t(x)> e_tA(x, y) + 056_”‘(1‘, Y)Yy ()

n+2
- <2£+1 o514 v+ 12 +-~+u">wt<x>)e“*<x,y>.
Thus by induction, holds for n + 1. Sending n — oo there, we obtain

e ™ (2,y) < e5(1 —v) e M (@, y)vn(a),

as needed. The proof of is completed. The proof of Theorem {4 is completed.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [Bl THE WEIGHTED LOWER BOUND

Recall that
ko t(jz —y[ " A t*dfTa) < e t(z,y) < kot (Jz — y| = A t*deTa)
for all z,y € R, & # y, t > 0, for a constant ko = ko(d, o) > 1.
1. First, we prove the “standard” lower bound away from the origin.

Lemma 8. There exists a generic constant 0 < vy < % such that, for all ™ >~"2 and t > 0,
e 1 _
€ A ($,y) Z ie tA(xay)
whenever |x| > rta, ly| > rta.

Proof. In view of Proposition [10|it suffices to prove the inequality e *A*)"(z,7) > %e_tA(:L‘, Y).
By the Duhamel formula,

t
N (@ y) > e (ay) — M y)l,  Mi(eyy) = / e DAY b e T g
0
Using Lemma [7{(i), we have

t
My, )| < ks / (B ()] - |7 e A () dr
0

(we are using Theorem [3[i) — the standard upper bound)

t
< kirC / (B ()| [~ emA( y))dr.
0

21
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Set

t
ey L Nt—7 N Lo+l —TA
J(]_B(O,'yrté)(‘ ’ ) ' /O <1B(0,’yrté)( )E (:U> )‘ | € ( 7y)>d7—7

t
ey . NEET N Lo+l —TA/
Tty 17 5= [ OB @) e A ar

where 0 < v < 271
Note that if |z| > rta then

E7T(2,2) < Cse DAz, 2) |z — 2|71 < C’52r71t*ief(t*T)‘L‘(x7 z) z€ B(O,’yrté).
Thus, using the inequality
ez, 2)e™ N (z,y) < Kem 9z, y) (e (@, 2) + €7 (2,p)), (17)

which holds for a constant K = K(d, ), all z,z,y € R? and t,s > 0 (see e.g. [BJ]), we have

t
J(1 |17 < Cs2r‘1t‘3Ke‘t"‘(x,y)/ (1 1 O e A @, ) + e A y)))dr
) o\ BOArtE)

1
B(0yrte
Next, for all 0 < 7 < t, |z| > rta, ly| > rté,

-7 —4d _d-« X
1B(0,~yrté)(')e A('ay) < Cgt ar™® if (1—~)r>1,

50 wrt%>(')6_(t_T)A(f’f’ )< Cptmar e i (1) > 1,
and so
t
l-a 4l g a—1 —tA N l-a
Ty 170 < Gt~ ettty [, o)
< CQT_Qa’yd_OH—le_tA(a?, y)
< Co2Pytmotle ™ (zy) ifr> (1-7)7"
Therefore,
J(lB(o wté)’ ) <Gyt e @yy) i r>(1-9)7h 0<y<27h (%)
In turn,
T ety 7 < TCO(’Y”"‘)l Pae ™ (x,y) = Cri(yr) e A (a,y)

as follows immediately from Lemma [7(4):

t
1
/ (e =DA(z, VET(-,y))dr < Cot'"ae M (x, y).
0
Thus, if 7 > 72, then

(A g0 mty) 17%) < Cuy' e M (w,y). ()
t<

Finally, selecting v > 0 sufficiently small: k1xC(C1g V C11)7*~ %, and using (x), (xx), we have

1 _
‘Mt(xayﬂ S 56 tA(x7y)7

which ends the proof. O
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Corollary 3. For every r > 0, there is a constant c(r) > 0 such that

e (@, y) > c(r)e A (z, y)
whenever |x| > rté, ly| > rté, t>0.
Proof. In Lemma 8] fix some r > 772, so that
e (2,y) > 27 e M (2,y), 2| >rta, |yl > rta, (18)
1 1
—tlp* 1 -ta Ly Ly
N y) 22 e ), el 2r(2)T (L) (19)

We now extend ([18)), by proving existence of a constant 0 < ¢; < 27! such that

1 1
CEAF _ t\e t\«
)z ac A, ze(5) wzr(3)" ®

1
Clearly, we need to consider only the case rta > |z| > T‘<§> , >yl > r(é) . By the

reproduction property,

e N (,y) > (€3N (2,1 1

Be(0r(5)")

(we are applying (19))

> 27 (e 2" (@, )1 NG
Be(0r(5))

> 272 ()1 3 1 (e ()
B(0.r+0(3) %) -5 (0r(3)")

(we are using the lower bound in )

> 92724 (é=¢&(r) > 0)

(we are using the upper bound in )

> cle*tA(:c, Y) for appropriate 0 < ¢; = ¢;(r) < 271,

i.e. we have proved (1§][)).
The same argument yields

1 1
C1ypAx _1 t\e t\«
() 2 e ), ol ()" Wz r(5)" @
Thus, we can repeat the above procedure m — 1 times obtaining
N N
ot (z,y) > Cme_tA(%y)a |z > 7"<2m> syl = 7’<2m>
for appropriate ¢, > 0, from which the assertion of Corollary (3| follows. O

2. Next, in Proposition [4| we will prove an “integral lower bound”. We need
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Lemma 9. For every 0 <h e L', t >0

t
o4 [ Jrhldr < Cuitl
0
for a constant C = C(a, ).

Proof. Define g +(y) = no(tfi|y|), where

(u) u?, 0<u <1,
u) =
o 1, w>1l

Since ¢~y < o, < ey, ¢ > 1, it suffices to prove Lemma |§| for weight 1) ;.
For brevity, write 1; := 19 ;. We have

[¥rhllr = 1™ alz))?h) +

(1 B0, +(1 Bc(o,T%)m’

t
/||¢Th||1dr_<</ pont)T ad7>|x|'8h> <</O IBC(O,Té)dT>h>.

If || < ti, then

and so

and

If |z| > ta, then

Thus,
/Ot ity =<1B(07té)ﬁ(t*§“ = | =)l ) + (1 ) A )
¢ f5< B wt ) — ﬁﬁ<1 ok )]:c|ah>+t< Be(ot ¢t )
<22 ),

O

Proposition 4. Define g = ¥:h, 0 < h € S-the L. Schwartz space of test functions. Then, there
exists generic constant v > 0 such that, for all t > 0,

(Yre™ D gr) > vigy).

Proof. Recall that both e *A°, e A" are holomorphic in L' and C,, due to Hille’s Perturbation
Theorem. We have ¢ = (1) + (), where

Yy € D((~A)F) (= D((A%);) = D(AT)),
Yy € DI(-A)E) (= D((A%)z,) = D(AZ,))
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(see the proof of Proposition 2| for details), so (A®)*y (=A%)}, Yy + (Aa)guw(u)) and belongs to
€ L'+ C,.
AEY*
Now, set gsn = ¢snh, dpsn(z) = (67( o ¥s)(x). We have, for s >t > 0,

t 1>
<gs,n> - <¢s,n€7tAEh> - /0 <’l,bs,AE(BiTAseiA7 h>d7’

t E
= limr ! / (s, (1 — eiTAE)efTAEefATh)dT
rl0 0

t e
- limr_l/ (1= e A Y, e ™A e hydr
rl0 0

3 e
- / (ASY*ts, e ™A e W h)dr.
0
Arguing as in the proof of Proposition [2| we represent

(AE)*"% = 1B Sé)Wﬂbs + Ve,

(07
where We(z) = k(|27 — |z[7*)8 + r[d|z|7* — alz|7°2|z]* — (d — @)|z|™] and 0 < v, € L™,

lvelloo < €, ¢ # (€) (see Remark [7| below for detailed calculation).

— g

Then

t c
(Ve e A e~ h)dr

t
<gs,n> - <¢s,ne_t1\5h> < / <1 1 Wz—:w& 6_(7+%)Ash>d7 +/
0 B(0,sa) 0

or, sending n — o0,

t

t
(gs) — (thse=tN ) < / 1 1 Wetbs e~ hYdr + / (v, e~ N By dr
0 B(0,sa) 0

t t
§/ 1 1 ng/)s,e_TAsh>dT+c's_l/ e~ ™ hl|1dr.
0 B(0,sa) 0

Next, we pass to the limit € | O:

t
(9s) = (se™h) < s / le™™ 1 dr. (%)
0

We estimate the RHS of (%) using the upper bound:

t t !
Clsl/ le || 1dr < c'slc/ le™ ™4 h|1dr < c’le/ [eb-he]l1d7
0 0 °

(we are applying Lemma [J)

At
< dCCZ Yih,

ol

Therefore, using v > (5) ¢, we obtain

B
. _8
_ - ~t [t a
ds 1/ e~ ™ h|j1dr < dCC- () lgs|l1-
0 S S
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a=p

Thus, by (x), (1 —dCC (L) ){gs) < (1hse"*Mh). Since B < a, we can select s > ¢ such that
A a=p
JdCC (Y) = =1, which yields the bound
A 1
(Wse™ M gs) > o (gs).
B B B

Finally, using v > ¢s > (L)1 and setting 2v := (%)

S

= (QC’CC')_a—ﬁ, we have

—_
—_
Q™

(e ) = (e 00 2 e 00510 2 50 2 5 (4) o0 = vl

S

O
Remark 7. In the proof of Proposition we calculate (A%)*1), arguing as in the proof of Proposition
(A9 = (—A) 29 +div (b)), ¢ =1,
where

y(d+ B —2)
Y(d+ B —a)

for ho := —Ir_oA() — 1) € L, ||hollee < cos™ . In turn,

(~A)sy = —s aB(d+ 5 —2) 2|7 + hg

div (bot)) = div (b)) + W + hy + ho + hs

where || h;|lo < cis™1, i =1,2,3. Since, by the choice of f3, —B(d—I—B—Z)%M*“&—i—diV (b)) =

0, we have

(A®)*y = 1B(0,sé)W€ + v, Ve = 1BC(0,Sé)WE + ho + h1 + ho + hs,

where, it easily seen, |v:|c < ¢’s7!, as claimed.
Proposition 5. For every Ry > 0 there exist constants 0 < r < Rg < R such that for all t > 0

gwt(l‘) < e_tA*z/)tht,n (x) forallz e B(0,Rot), = #0.

1 1 1
where ry == rto, Ro; = Rote, Ry := Rto, 1R, ,, 1= 1B(O,Rt) — 13(07”).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that, for all g := ¢4h, 0 < h € S with sprth C B(0, Ry ),

(9) < (Lpyretie ™Mby g).

AN

By the upper bound,

(Lo ee” ™ g) < CLp(oyr e g)
_d
< COt |10, %el gl
= CC1l[1p@n¥ilullgll,  Ia@n¥rls = 0as s L0,
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<1BC(0,Rt)¢t6_tA7f);19> < C<1BC(0,Rt)1/Jt, e_tAg>
< Cle " 1pe(o,my)s 91B(0, o))

<20 sup e “pegpy(@)lglh
2€B(0,Ro,¢)

< C(Ro,R)|lgll1, C(Ro,R) —0as R— Ry1T oo
where at the last step we have used, for z € B(0, Ro;), y € B°(0, R;) and = Raltféx € B(0,1),
j=R Y aye B°0,1),
e~ (z,y) < kotle — y| =T < kot|Rota & — Rtajj| =% < 2kot™ & (R — Ro)~@“|g| =2
It remains to apply Proposition {4] to obtain g (g) < <1Rt7”wte*mwt_lg). O
Proposition 6. (h) = (e7*A"h) for every h € L', t > 0.
Proof. Proposition |§| follows from (h) = (e *A)"h) and Proposition O

Proposition 7. For every Rg > 0 there exist constants 0 < r < Ry < R such that for all t > 0
L
5 <e “Mp,p(x) forallz € B(0,Roy),
1 1 1
where 1y :=rta, Ryt := Rote, Ry := Rte, 1, r, := 1po,R,) — 1B(0,r)-

Proof. We essentially repeat the proof of Proposition [bl It suffices to prove that, for all 0 < h € S
with sprt h C B(0, Ro+),

1 e
§<h> < <1Rt,7"te A h>

By the upper bound,

(Lprye ™ h) < Cllppte e h)
d
< CCit™ a1 Yellinlh
=o(r)||hl1, o(r) = 0asr|0;

<lBC(0,Rt)€_tA* h) < C(1pe(o,r)¥Pts e )
< C<6_tA1BC(O,Rt)a h1p0,Ro,))

<C sup e_tAch(o,Rz)(f'?)HhHl
x€B(0,Ro,+)

:C(Ro,R)HhHl, C(Ro,R) —0as R— Ry T 0.

The last two estimates and Proposition |§| yield 2(h) < (1g, e " h). O

3. We are in position to complete the proof of the lower bound using the so-called 3¢ argument.
Set (@, y) = vy (@)e N (2, ), 2 # 0.
(a) Let z,y € B¢(0,t«), x # y. Then, using that 1/13;1 > 1, we have by Corollary

%t(% y) > 6—3t/\* (.%', y) Z ce_3tA(x7 y)
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Let r, = rté, R, = Rt be as in Proposition |5 and Proposition |7, where we fix Ry = 1 (hence
r<1).

(b) Let = € B(0, té), ly| > rté, x # y. By the reproduction property,

a2t (z,y) > Vo (@) (™™ (2, )0 (e (e ™ (L y) 1R ()
Z ¢2_t1 (95)1/&_1 (Rt)<eitA* (JI, ‘)wt(')eit/\* ('7 y)lRt,rt ()>
> o, (@) H(Re) (e Yylp, ) (x)  inf e (z,y)

re<|z|<Ry
(we are applying Corollary |3, Proposition |5| and using 1, 1(Rt) =1)
vo—1 . —tA
> — f
> Fu @inlalelr) | nt e A)

(we are using 1y > o)
> Cre” 2 (z,y).

(b’) Let z € B(O,té), ly| > ta, m # y. Arguing as in (b), we obtain
gst(w,y) > Coe ™™z, y).
(c) Let |z| > rti, RS B(O,té), x #y. We have

Q2t(1"a y) > 7/)2}1 (x)<e_tA* (33‘, ')e_tA* ('a y)]‘Rt,’I‘t ()>
= wQ_tl(x)<eitA* (.%', ')eitA((% ')1Rt,7"t(')>
(we are using 15" > 1 and applying Corollary
> C(T)<e_tA(x? ')e_tA(y? ')]-Rtﬂ‘t ()>
(we are applying )
1 d—a —
> Cg(’f‘)t(Rta + ‘x’) ¢ <€ A(?J? ')1Rt77‘t(')>
(we are applying Proposition
> Cy(r)2  H(REw + [a]) =7 = Cy(r)e A (a,y).

(¢’) Let |z| > té, y € B(O,té), x # y. Arguing as in (c), we obtain

gz, y) > Cs(r)e 3 (2, y).
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1 .
(d) Let x,y € B(0,ta),  # y. By the reproduction property,

ase(2,y) = 3 () (e (2, )e >N (L y) LR, ()

(we are using (c))
> 04(T)¢§;€1 (:C) <e_tA* (:L'a ')w2t(')€_2tA('a y)lRt,Tt('»
(we are using vy > 204 and e 24(z,y) > e(r, R)t & > 0 for 1y < |2 < Ry, [y] < t#)

B _ _d A
2 C(T, R)C42a1/13t1(x)t * (6 o (.T, ')1Rt71”t(‘)wt(')>
(we are applying Proposition [5| and using ¢ > 13;)

> ¢(r, R)C'42§ gt_%

(we are applying )
> C'5 (Tv R)e_gtA(xv y)

By (a), (b)), (¢"), (d), gst(z,y) > Ce 3 A(x,y) for all 2,y € RY, z £y, x # 0, and so
e 3N (z,y) > Ce™ @, y)hse(z), ¢ > 0.

The lower bound is proved.

8. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SEMIGROUP e *Ar A, = (—A)% —b-VINL, 1<r<oo
Set be(z) := kl|z|7%, k >0, |z|: == /|z]?> + &, >0,
A= (=A)2 —b. -V, D(A) =W = (1+(-A)

w|R

)L

To prove that —A® = —A? is the generator of a holomorphic semigroup in L", 1 < r < oo, we
appeal to the Hille Perturbation Theorem [Ka, Ch.IX, sect.2.2]. To verify its assumptions, we use
a well known estimate

a—1

V(C+4) " @y) < CReC+A) % (2,y), Re(>0, C=C(da), A=(-A)5,

Then for Y = LP

_a-1
“ oy

- _a-1
1o - V(¢ +A) " lyoy < Clbellooll (ReC +A) ™ % vy < Cllbelloo(ReC)

and so ||be - V(¢ + A)71HY_>y, ReC > c., can be made arbitrarily small by selecting c. sufficiently
large. It follows that the Neumann series for

C+A) ' =C+ATA+T)Y, Ti=—b.-V(C+ A,

converges in LP and C,, and satisfies ||((+A%) 7|y Ly < C:|¢|7!, Re¢ > ¢, i.e. —A® is the generator
of a holomorphic semigroup.

The same argument (with Y = C,,) shows that A® := (=A)2 — b, - V with D(A%) := D((—A)
generates a holomorphic semigroup in C,.

)

Qrole

u
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AE

Proposition 8. For every r € [1,00[ and € > 0, e ' is a contraction Cy semigroup in L". There

exists a constant ¢ # c(e) such that

foralll <r < q < oo.
In particular, there is a constant cg > 0, cg # cs(e) such that (A = A§)

Re(Afu,u) > esllullyy, e DA).

Proof. First, let 1 < r < co. Set u = u(t) := e ™ f, f € L' N L, and write A := (—=A)2.
Multiplying the equation dyu + ASu = 0 by @|u|"~? and integrating over the spatial variables we
obtain (taking into account that D(A%) = D(A,) Cc WiT)

1

—¢||lul|" + Re(Au, u|u|"2) — Re(b: - Vu, u|u|""2) = 0.

"
Note that, since —A is a Markov generator,

_ 4 1 T
Re(Au, ulu|""?) > WIIAQIUIQH%

(indeed, by |LS, Theorem 2.1] or by Theorem [10|in Appendix |Al Re(Au, u|u|"~2) > i/”A%u%H%,

— rr
u? = ulu|z2”!, and by the Beurling-Deny theory HA%u%H% > HA%]u\%H%) Integration by parts
yields
—

r— K —a —a— r d —al,,|r
~Re(b - Vu, ulul"™%) = ~((d|2|-" = a2 |2l*) ul") > x (|| ul").

Thus,
4 1 T
= Ollully = A2 |ulz I3 (20)

€

From we obtain ||u(t)||, < ||fll-, t > 0 and since L' N L™ is dense in L", [[e™*7|,, < 1 as
needed.
Since e ™M | L'NL" = e % | L' N L", the latter clearly yields

le™™ 5 f 1l < IIfllr.  f €L NL>.

Sending r 1 0o, we have ||e A" f||oo < ||f|lco, and sending r | 1, we have |[e 7|1 < 1.
Let us prove the ultracontractivity of e=*A7. By (20)),

4
(2r)’

1
—O|ull3; > [AZ ] [I3, 1 <7< oo

20 24
Using the Nash inequality HA%hH% > C'NHhHg+ “hlly ¢ and |Ju(t)|l, < [|f|lr, we have, setting

v = lull3],
2ra

dw=d >e|lfllr ¢,

where ¢; = CN%ﬁ. Integrating this inequality yields
5 - d
e ™ e < ¢ 27 a Gz >0, (+)

and so, by semigroup property,

le™ |1 om < ent™a0=77), >0, m>1,
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e d
where the constant ¢y # ¢x(m). Thus, sending m to infinity we arrive at ||e 77 ||; 00 < ent™a, t >

0. The latter and the contractivity of e A in all LI, 1 < ¢ < oo yield via interpolation the desired

bound ||67tA§'”p—>q < CNt_%(P ;), t>0,foralll <p<qg< .
Finally, since D(A®) = D(A), we have, for u € D(A), Re(Au,u) > ||A%u||% > cS||u||§j

O

8.1. Case d > 4. We will first provide an elementary argument that allows to treat all d = 4,5, ...

but the main case d = 3.

Proposition 9. For every r € [1,00] the limit
S—Lr—hﬁ)l e (loc. uniformly in t > 0)
=
exists and determines a contraction Co semigroup on L, say e tr.
Foralll <r < qg< oo,

d 1l 1
e ™ |ltg < ent 7D £ 0
with ¢y from Proposition [§

Proof of Proposition[J. First, let r = 2. Set u(t) := e A" f, f € C°.

Claim 5. |Vus(t)||2 < |V f]l2, t > 0.

Proof of Claim[5. Denote u = u®, w := Vu, w; := Vu. Due to f € C° and Vbl € C® N L*,

i=1,...d, n>1 we can and will differentiate the equation dyu + A°u = 0 in x;, obtaining

dew; + (—A)2w; — be - Vw; — (Vib2) - w = 0.

Multiplying the latter by w;, integrating by parts and summing up in ¢ =1,...,d we have

d d
will3 —Re Y (be - Vg, wi) = Re» ((Vibe) - w,w;) =0,

i=1 =1

R

d

1

S Oulwl3 + > lI=a)
=1

—Re(b: - Vw;, w;) =

K - —a—
(™ — alalz* 2 Py, wi),
—{(Vibe) - w,w;) = —k{|x| 7w, wi) + e (|z| 2% 22w (x - w)).
Thus,
d—«
2

KoEe
2

d
1 o _ —a—
SOwl3 + D (=8) Fwill3 + k== (Jal = wl?) + =5 (el )
=1

— (|22 w]?) + rale|o 0P - w]?) = 0,
and so, since k > 0,

d—o—2

d
1 a
SOl + 31 -A) Fuillf + x5
=1

(= |w]?) + ra(lz|70 | - w]?) < 0.

Since d > 4, a < 2, we have d — a — 2 > 0. Thus, integrating in ¢, we obtain |[w(t)||3 < ||V f]|3,

t > 0, as needed.

Next, set uy, 1= u", Uy, := u®™ and g(t) := up(t) — um(t), t>0.

g



32 FRACTIONAL KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR AND DESINGULARIZING WEIGHTS
Claim 6. ||g(t)||2 = 0 uniformly in t € [0,1] as n,m — oo.
Proof of Claim[6. We subtract the equations for wu,, and u,, and obtain

0hg + (=A)2g — by, - Vg — (by — by) - Vi, = 0,

aillgll3 + 1(=2)gll3 — Re(by - Vg, g) — Re((by — bm) - Vi, g) = 0. (21)
Concerning the last two terms, we have:

d— «
2

K —a —a— —a
—Re(bn - Vg, g) = 5 ((d]z|-" — alz; ?|z[*g,g) > K (lz]2%, |91,

(B — ) - Vit )] < 1101 (b — ) - Vit )]+ (X501 (5 — ) Vot )]
(we axe using lglle < 20| flbe. llgll2 < 21/]2)
< M p0,1) (bn = bm) |2l Vuml|22][ flloo + [150,1) (b = bm)lloo | Vi [[22]| ]2
(we are using Claim

< 1B, (bn = bm) |2V f122]1 flloc + 115(0,1) (0n = bm)lloo IV F1122[] f]2

—0 asn,m — oco.
Thus, integrating in ¢t and using the last two observations, we end the proof of Claim @ g
By Claim@ {e7tA™" f1%0 || f € O is a Cauchy sequence in L>([0,1], L?). Set
TSf = s-L*- lirrln e f uniformly in 0 < ¢ < 1. (22)

(Clearly, the limit does not depend on the choice of {&,} | 0.) Since e *A*" are contractions in L2,

we have || T4 f|l2 < || f|l2, t € [0,1]. Extending T% by continuity to L?, we obtain that T% is strongly
continuous. Furthermore,

Tif = lime ™" fin L% for all f € L%, 0<t<1.

Finally, extending T% to all ¢ > 0 using the reproduction property, we obtain a contraction Cj
semigroup T4 =: e~ ¢ > 0.

Now, let 1 < r < co. Since e *A° is a contraction in L”, we obtain, by construction of e ™ f,
f € C, appealing e.g. to Fatou’s Lemma, that

le= flly < I£llr, ¢ = 0.

Thus, extending e ** by continuity to L”, we can define contraction semigroups T! := [e_tA]%Si L
t > 0. The strong continuity of 7 in L" is a consequence of strong continuity of e tA, contractivity

of T! and Fatou’s Lemma. Write T =: e7*A+. Clearly,

[
et = g L lime ™", ¢ >0.

n

The latter and Proposition [§ complete the proof of Proposition [0



FRACTIONAL KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR AND DESINGULARIZING WEIGHTS 33
8.2. Case d = 3. The proof of the next proposition works in all dimensions d > 3.

Proposition 10. For every r € [1,00] the limit

tAS

s-L"-lime™ " (loc. uniformly in t > 0)

el0

exists and determines a contraction Cy semigroup on L, say, et

en(g) such that

. There exists a constant cy #

d 1l 1
le™ [y < ent™ oG 0), t >0,

foralll <r <q < oo.
Proof of Proposition [I0. Denote u®(t) := e7tAr f. f € C°. For brevity, write u = u° and w := Vu.

Claim 7. For every r €]1, 0],

Lo+ 2 /tlfjn( AYS (wiluw] ) 3dt
—|lw — — w;|w

r VI 0 =1 ' ?

d—a—r [0 ho o 20, r—2 1 r
th— ; (Jz|2*w[")dt + ak ; (lele™ e wiw|"%)dt <~V £lly, ¢ >0.

In particular, for 1 <r <d-— a,

d
d—a’

Proof of Claim[7. Set w; :== V;u. We differentiate dyu + ASu = 0 in x;, obtaining identity

r 4 - h r .
el + esd 3 [ ulzyde < |9SIE >0, i
0

dywi + (—A)2w; — b - Vw; — (Vibe) - w = 0,

‘r—2

which we multiply by w;|w , integrate over the spatial variables and then sum in 1 < ¢ < d to

obtain

d d

1 o

—Oflw]; + Re((—=A) 2w, wlw|"™*) —Re Y (be - Veoi, wilw|"™?) — Re Yy _((Vibe) - w, wilw|" %) = 0.
=1 =1

By Theorem (10| (Appendix A),

d
o r— 4 o r—=2 o r—2 4 a
Re((~A)Fw, wlol" ) 2 o ((=A)F (wlul ), (~2)F (wlul 7)) = = 371 (~A)% (wifu] 7|3
=1
Next, integrating by parts, we obtain
d K d—«
—Re ) (b - Vai, wilw|" %) = ~(dlalo” = alz |22l > & (|| *fw]"),
i=1

and
d
Re Y ((Vibe) - w,wilw|" %) = k|| w|") — ar(|z]Z* 2 (z - w)?|w|~?).
i=1

The first required inequality follows.
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Now, let 1 < r < d — a. Note that

—92 d —92 d . .1

Fwilw 7B = es Y Jlwilw| 7 [13; = es D (Jwil¥|w| )7

d
> l(=4)
=1 =1 =1
d 1
> Cs<<‘w’(r_2)j Z ’wi‘2j>) J
i=1
d . d
Z |w‘2j)1/] > (Z ’wi|2)d*1/j’ — !w|2d1/j’>

<W€ use (
i=1 i=1

> esd™ 7 (jwf 7y = esd
> esd ™7 (|w] )i = egd ¥ [[w]y,.
O

The second required inequality follows.
Next, set wy, 1= u", Uy, := u™. Let g(t) := un(t) — um(t), t > 0.

Claim 8. ||g(t)||2 = 0 uniformly in t € [0,1] as n,m — oo.
Proof of Claim[8 We subtract the equations for w,, and wu,,:

89+ (—A)3g — by - Vg — (b — bm) - Vi, = 0.

Multiplying the latter by g and integrating, we obtain
) t1 o 9 t1 t1
loteo)l+ [ 1-8) a0t~ Re [0 Voug)dt —Re [ (b =) Tumeght =0

for every t; > 0. Since
K —a —a— d—o -«
_Re<bn ' Vg,g) = §<(d|$|s - Oé’l’|€ 2|$|297g> > K 9 <|l’|€ 7|g|2>7
we have
2 n a2 d—a [ 2 "
ol + |12 Fald+ x5 [ el g < | [T, b Vgt (23)

Let us estimate the RHS of (10). Fix 1 < r < d — « (as in the second assertion of Claim . Then

[{(bn = bm) - Vi, ) < [(1(0,1)(0n = bim) - Vum, )| + [(Lpe(0,1)(bn = bim) - Vum, 9)|

(we apply estimates [|g]loo < 2[flloos 9l < 201l jy)

< 1B0,1)(0n = bm) sy Vmllr 2] Flloo + 11 (0,1) (b = bm) lloo [Vt 520 [l vy

Clearly ||15¢(0,1)(bn — bm)lloo — 0 as n,m — oo. The same is true for |[15(0,1)(bn — bm)l|(rj) since
Thus, in view of Claim

(Tj)l = rdjéliJra < %'

t1
/0 (b — b) - Vi, gt
t1
< (Hls(o,l)(bn —= b)) | gy | flloo + 11 Be(0,1) (bn — bm)HOOHfH(rj)’>2/O |Vt |rjdt — 0

as n,m — o0.
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Now, we argue as in the proof of Proposition |§| to obtain that for every r € [1,00[ the limit

€ . . . . . .
tA" ¢ > 0 exists and determines a contraction Cy semigroup on L”. It is easily seen

s-L"-lim,, e~
that the limit does not depend on the choice of &,.
The last assertion follows now from Proposition

The proof of Proposition [L0]is completed. O

9. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SEMIGROUP e ™A A* = (=A)2 + V-bIN L", 1 <7 < 00

Set (A%)*:= (—A)2 + V- b, D((A%);) = W*". By the Hille Perturbation Theorem, —(A®); is
the generator of a holomorphic Cy semigroup in L" (arguing as in Section |8 the argument there
also shows that (A®)* := (=A)2 +V -0, D((A%)*) = D((—A)gu) is the generator of a holomorphic
semigroup in C,,).

Proposition 11. For every r € [1,00[ and € > 0, e M7 4s a contraction Cy semigroup. There
exists a constant cn # cn(g) such that

£\ * _dcl_1
e A7,y < entalrTd) | >0,

foralll <r <g<oo.

—t(A)F s constructed in L repeating the argument in Section The

Proof. The semigroup e
ultra contractivity estimate for 1 < r < ¢ < oo follows from Proposition [§| by duality, and for all

1 <r < q < oo upon taking limits r | 1, ¢ T oc. O
Proposition 12. For every r € [1,00] the limit
s-Lr-lifg e M (loc. uniformly in t > 0)
£

* .
tAr . There exists a constant CN

exists and determines a contraction Cy semigroup in L", say, e~
such that
le”
foralll <r <gq < o0.
We have for 1 <r < oo

<e_tA’r/(b)f7 g> — <f, e—tAi(b)g>’ t> 07 f c Lr” T/ — Ll’ g S LT’.
r—

Proof. First, let r = 2. In view of Proposition we can argue as in the proof of [KSS| Prop. 10],

appealing to the Rellich-Kondrashov Theorem, to obtain: For every sequence ¢, | 0 there exists a
subsequence €y, such that the limit

s-L2-lim e 7™ (loc. uniformly in ¢ > 0) (24)

m

exists and determines a Cy semigroup in L?.
On the other hand, since

(™ fg)=(f,e ™), t>0, fgel?

it follows from Proposition [10| that for every g € L? e *(A*)" ¢ converge weakly in L2 as € | 0. Thus,
the limit in does not depend on the choice of ¢,,, and &,
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For 1 < r < oo, we repeat the argument in the end of the proof of Proposition [9) appealing to

Proposition
The last assertion follows from the analogous property of eitAi’, e A7 ¢ > 0 and Propositions

10 12 O
APPENDIX A. L" (VECTOR) INEQUALITIES FOR SYMMETRIC MARKOV GENERATORS

Let X be a set and p a o-finite measure on X. Let 7% = e %4, t > 0, be a symmetric Markov
semigroup in L?(X, ut). Let

T} :=[T" 1 L*NL"],,_ ., t>0,

a contraction Cp semigroup on L”, 7 € [1,00[. Put T} =: e 74,

Theorem 10. Let f; € D(A;) (1 <i < m), v €]l,00[. Set f := (fi))iy, for) = f\f|%. Then

fi s D(A%) (1 <i<m) and, applying the operators coordinate-wise, we have

4 1 1 — 1 1 .

7<A2f(7‘)’A2f(T‘)> Sl{e<*’47“faf|f| 2> < %(T)<A2f(r)vA2f('r)>v (7’)
where »(r) == supgco 1 [(1 + s%)(l + s%/)(l + s%)*z] ,rl =1,

a4, £ 7] < 5 Rl £ 11172, @
where
(A2 fry, A2 fy) = S NARAIFITOE (Af FIAT2) = D (A £ilFI72)
i=1 i=1

Theorem [10]is a prompt but useful modification of LSl Theorem 2.1] (corresponding to the case
m = 1): it allows us to control higher-order derivatives of u(t) = e ** f, A D (=A)2 —=b-V, f € C®
in the proof of Proposition [L0] (see Claim [7] there).

For the sake of completeness, we included the detailed proof below.

1. We will need

Claim 9. There exists a finitely additive measure p, on X x X, symmetric in the sense that py(A X
B) = uy(B x A) on any p-measurable sets of finite measure A and B, and satisfying

(T'f.g) = /X J@g@dm(ay) (g€ L' 0L)

In order to justify the claim, let us introduce the Banach space £> = £*°(X, M,,), the Banach
space of all bounded p-measurable functions, endowed with the norm || f|| := sup{|f(z)| | z € X}.
Let N°° = N°°(X, M,,) be the set of all y-negligible functions, so that L> = £ /N*°. Denoting
by 7: f— fvthe canonical mapping of £ onto L, we can identify L* with m(L£>). Since y is
o-finite, there exists a lifting p : L — £ a linear multiplicative positivity preserving map such
that
p(lg) = 1¢ for all G € M, with u(G) < oo.

Given t > 0 define T; 1 L%° = L by
T3 f = p(Tof),
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and so Tlf is a positivity preserving semigroup, and
(Tif.g)=(T'f3) (f.geL>®nL").
The following set function is associated with the semigroup T7:
P(t,z,G) = (T;lg)(l') (t>0,ze€ X,GeM,).

This function satisfies the following evident properties:

(1) P(t,z,G) (G € M,) is finitely additive.

(2) P(t,z, X) <1

3) [ f(y)P(t,-, dy) exists and equals to Ty f(-) (f € L>).
Set by definition

ut(A x B) = AP(t,x,B)du(x) (A, B e M,).

The claimed symmetry of i, is a direct consequence of the self-adjointness of T and the fact that
we can identify T% 1¢ and T*1¢ for every G € M, of finite measure.

2. We are in position to complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[10, We will need the following elementary estimates: for all s,t € [0,00[, r €
[1, 00l

4 :
(" + 17— 2b(st)?)
<"t —b(st" T ts"Y)

< se(r)(s"+ 1" —2b(st)Z),  be[-1,1] (%)
(Lemma [12|13), (I5) below)
lal|st™t —ts"7L| < 2|\/72|[ Tt — V1 —a(stT s, ac€[-1,1] (xx)

(Lemma [12[14) below).

We are going to establish the following inequalities: for all f € L"

LA T) oy, o) S Rel(t =T AT < ) Ty fi)s (29
(L~ T A7) < 5 2 Rel(1 = T, A1, (26)

The the required estimates would follow from the definitions of A, and A3, Indeed, for f € D(A4,),

1
s-LP- ltifél E(l — T f exists and equals to A, f.

Combining the LHS of (25)) and Fatou’s Lemma, it is seen that J := limy %((1 —Tt)f(T), f(r)) exists

and is finite. By the spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators, the latter means that f(,) € D(A%)
1

and J = || A2 f 3.
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First, let f € L' N L™ with sprt f C G, G € M, u(G) < cc. Using Claim@, we have
(T, ST = ST A7)+ S0 T LT 2)
=5 /[f(w) SOOI+ fy) - F@) | f (@) 2dpa(z, y),

T foredio) =5 [ For(@)- T @) + 5 [ Fi@) - S ()t

(T"1c, |fI") = (1e, T'|fI")

= 5P GIION + 560) [ WPl dy)
=5 [1@I + 176 di ().

IFII7 = (T2, [F17) + (1 = T"1e), | f]7).

Setting s := |f(z)], 1 := |f(y)], B = % b:= ReB, a := Imf3, we obtain
(L= TYLAUT ) = (=TT + 5 [l 40 = st = sl
Re((1 = T)f, I7%) = (1 = T'16), 171 + 5 [ 157 +07 = b(st" 157 ),
(1= Ty fi) = (U= TG 1)+ 5[5 +17 = 20(st) B,

Im((1 - T f, f|f\r_2) = ;/a(sl”_l — lsr_l)d,ut.

Next, employing (), (+#)), we obtain (25), but for f € L' N L>™ with sprt f € G, u(G) < oco.
To end the proof, we note that u is a o-finite measure, and so we can first get rid of the condition
“sprt f € G, u(G) < o0”, and then, using the truncated functions

if <
gn = 9> 1 gl < n, n=12,...
0, ifl|g| > n,

and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, to get rid of “f € L' N L*>”. g
For the sake of completeness, we also include the following result concerning the scalar case.
Theorem 11. If0 < f € D(A,), then
*I!A2f 13 < (Af 7Y < A2 FE|3; (i)
Moreover, if r € [2,00[ and f € D(A) N L*>, then f) = |f|Zsgn f € D(A%) and

1A}l < Re(Af. £ sgn ) < Al s = @



FRACTIONAL KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR AND DESINGULARIZING WEIGHTS 39
If r € [2,00] and 0 < f € D(A) N L, then fz € D(A%) and
4 1,.r — 1.z
—lARfRE < (Af f770) < Az f2 . (iid)

Proof. Follows closely the proof of Theorem |10| where, instead of inequalities , , we use

=T ) < (=TT < (=T 75 (fe ).

0
In the proof of Theorem [T10] we use

Lemma 12. Let s,t € [0,00[, 7 € [1,00[ and b € [-1,1]. Then

T R G e R ()

(52 +12)2 < (s+1)(s" L4771 < se(r)(s52 4 12)? (I)

%(s% 13 4+ 2b(st)2) < 8" 1" 4 b(st" "L, (I3)

1| |st" 1 — ¢s" 1 < 2:/%[3" FT = V1= 02 (st s, (L)

ST 1"+ b(st" 4t < se(r) (87 47 + 2b(st)2). (Is)

Proof. The RHS of and the LHS of are consequences of the inequality 2|a||3| < o? + 2.
The RHS of follows from the definition of »(r).
The LHS of follows from
S S S
%(sg —t2)? = (/ 217 ldz)? < / dz / 2" 2dz.
r t t t
is a consequence of the LHS of .
To derive set
r—1 r—1 ‘T — 2|
A=st"""—ts"7",B= ﬁ
and note that A% + B? < 0? = |Asiné| + |Bcosf| < C.
The inequality A? 4+ B% < C? follows from

(st i < (7 2)2 (57— 17)? (*)

r

_|r =2

C2r—1

(st L4 ts" 1), C (s"+1t"),

and the LHS of and (l2).
Setting v = s/t, () takes the form

-2
|01 — ] < Ir ’\vr—ll.

,
All possible cases are reduced to the case where v > 1 and r > 2.
If %v > 1, then the inequality v"~! — v < TT;QUT — % is selfevident. If 1 < v < .55, we set
P(v) = 2" — "L + v — =2 and note that 2¢)(v) > 0 by Young’s inequality.
Finally, follows from the RHS of and the following elementary inequality:
A+ 0B - A+ B
A+bC — A+ C

(b € [-1,1]), provided that A > C and B > C > 0.
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APPENDIX B. EXTRAPOLATION THEOREM

Theorem 13 (T.Coulhon-Y.Raynaud. [VSC| Prop.I1.2.1, Prop.11.2.2].). Let U%* : L' N L>® —
L' + L™ be a two-parameter evolution family of operators:

U =U"U" 0<s<T7<t<oo.
Suppose that, for some 1 <p <q<r <oo,v >0, My and Ma, the inequalities
U fllp < Millfllp  and U fll» < Ma(t = 5)""[|flq
are valid for all (t,s) and f € L' N L*°. Then
U5 £l < Mt = 5)"/ D) £l
where 3 = 2% and M = 2”/(1_5)2M1M21/(176).
Proof. Set 2ts =t 4+ s. The hypotheses and Hoélder’s inequality imply
1T £l < Ma(t — )T £
< My(t = to) U FIT U £,
< MoMy P () U FIZ 1l
and hence
(6= )OI/ £l < Maddy =72 0D [ (83— ) /OO0t £ /11 )

Setting Ror = sup;_s¢o,1] [t — s)Y =BT £l /N £ p|, we obtain from the last inequality that
Ror < M'=8(R7)P. But Ry < Ror, and so Ry < M. O

Corollary 4. Let U : L' N L>® — L' + L™ be an evolution family of operators. Suppose that, for
somel <p<qg<r<oo,v>0, M; and Ma, the inequalities

[T fllr < Ml fllr and (U fllg < Ma(t = 5)7"[|f[lp
are valid for all (t,s) and f € L' N L*°. Then
U flle < M= 8)~ /O £,

where B = Z9=L and M = 2/=8)° ppy v/ 0P,

qr—p

APPENDIX C. THE RANGE OF AN ACCRETIVE OPERATOR

In the proof of Theorem [2] we use the following well known result.

Let P be a closed operator on L' such that Re((\+ P)f, |f\> >0 for all f € D(P), and R(uu+ P)
is dense in L' for a pu > .

Then R(p+ P) = L.
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Indeed, let y, € R(u+P),n=1,2,..., be a Cauchy sequence in L'; y, = (u+ P)xy, 2, € D(P).

Write [f, g] == <f,‘;%|>. Then

(= N|zn = zmllt = (1 = A)[Tn — Tm, Tn — Trn]
< (= N)[xn — Ty Ty — T) + [N+ P)(Tn — ), T — T
= [(u+ P)(@n — Tm), Tn — Tm] < [[Yn — Ymll1-

Thus, {z,} is itself a Cauchy sequence in L. Since P is closed, the result follows.
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