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ABSTRACT. We consider degenerate Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck operators
q N
Lu = Z aij (x,t)aiixju + Z bjkrrOz;u — Opu, (z,1) € RYFEN>¢>1
i,j=1 kyj=1

such that the corresponding model operator having constant a;; is hypoelliptic,
translation invariant w.r.t. a Lie group operation in R¥*! and 2-homogeneous
w.r.t. a family of nonisotropic dilations. The coefficients a;; are bounded and
Holder continuous in space (w.r.t. some distance induced by £ in R™) and only
bounded measurable in time; the matrix {ai;};,_, is symmetric and uniformly
positive on R%. We prove “partial Schauder a priori estimates” of the kind

q
2
> 1022, ullog (sp) + 1Y ulleg sz < c{lILullog sr) + ullcocsy) }

4,j=1
for suitable functions u, where

t) — t
Ifllce(sr) = sup sup |f (z1,1) f(i% )|
t<T xq,20€RN ;zq1#£xo H-'El — £82H

T oo sy -

We also prove that the derivatives 821,, ~u are locally Holder continuous in space
and time while 0,,u and u are globally Holder continuous in space and time.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. The problem and its context. Let N > ¢ > 1 be fixed. We consider a
Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck (KFP, in short) operator of the form

q N

(1.1.1)  Lu= Z aij(x,t)aixju + Z bjk 10z, u — Opu, (z,t) € RNFL
t,j=1 k,j=1

The first-order part of the operator, also called the drift term, will be briefly

denoted by

N
(1.1.2) Yu= Z bjkTr0z;u — Opu.
k,j=1

Throughout the paper, points of RV will be sometimes denoted by the compact
notation

§=(z,1), n=(ys)
We will make the following assumptions:
(H1) Ag(z,t) = (aij(x,t))g’jzl is a symmetric uniformly positive matrix on R?
of bounded coefficients defined in R¥*!, so that

q
(1.1.3) vle)? < Z aij(z, )68 < v HEP

ij=1

for some constant v > 0, every ¢ € RY, every z € RY and a.e.t € R.
The coefficients will be assumed measurable w.r.t. ¢ and Holder continuous
w.r.t. z, in a sense that will be made precise later. (See Assumption (H3)).

(H2) The matrix B = (bij)gjﬂ satisfies the following condition: for my = ¢ and

suitable positive integers m1,...,my such that
(1.1.4) mo>my>...>my>1 and mgog+mi+...+mp =N,
we have
0O O 0O O
By O ... ... ...
O O ... By O
where every block Bj is an mjxm;_1 matrix of rank m; (for j = 1,2,... k).

We explicitly note that, when ¢ < N, the operator L is wltraparabolic; in this
context, the model operator is the so-called Kolmogorov operator K, which arose
in the seminal paper by Kolmogorov [I3] on Brownian motion and the theory of
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gases. Assuming that the ambient space RV has even dimension, say N = 2n, this
model operator K has the following explicit expression

K=A,+ (u,V,) =0, withu,veR"andteR.
Clearly, K can be obtained from (LII]) by choosing

0, O,
g=n<N, Ay=Id,, mog=my =n, B:<Idn @n>.

Even if it fails to be parabolic, one can easily check that K satisfies Hormander’s
rank condition, and thus K is C°°-hypoelliptic by Hormander’s hypoellipticity
theorem [I0]; however, this fact was implicitly proved by Kolmogorov himself
several years prior to [I0] by exhibiting the explicit fundamental solution for K. It
is worth mentioning that, in the introduction of his paper [10], Hormander presents
the operator K as the main ‘inspiration’ for his study: in fact, K is a hypoelliptic
operator not satisfying the sufficient conditions for the hypoellipticity established
by Hérmander himself in his previous work [9].

Starting with the results by Hormander, at the beginning of the '90s the class of
KFP operators with constant coefficients a;; (of which the degenerate Kolmogorov
operator K is a particular example) has been deeply studied by Lanconelli and
Polidoro [I5] under a geometric viewpoint. More precisely, they proved that the
operator

a
2
Lu = Z ij 0z, 0+ Yu
ij=1
possesses the following rich underlying geometric structure:

(a) L is left-invariant on the non-commutative Lie group G = (RVF1 o), where
the composition law o is defined as follows

(y,8) o (z,t) = (z + E(t)y,t + s)
(yas)_l = (_E(_S)ya _S)a

and E(t) = exp(—tB) (which is defined for every ¢ € R since the matrix B
is nilpotent). For a future reference, we explicitly notice that

(1.1.6) (y,5) Lo (z,t) = (x — E(t — s)y,t — s),

and that the Lebesgue measure is the Haar measure, which is also invariant
with respect to the inversion.

(b) £ is homogeneous of degree 2 with respect to a nonisotropic family of
dilations in RNt which are automorphisms of G and are defined by

(1.1.7) D) (z,t) = (Do(\) (), A\2t) = Ay, ..., A\, A1),
where the N-tuple (q1,...,qy) is given by
(@1s-qn) = (1,...,1, 3,3, 2k +1,...,2k+1).
— —

mo mi mg

The integer

(1.1.8) Q=YL a>N
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is called the homogeneous dimension of RN, while Q+2 is the homogeneous
dimension of RN+, We explicitly point out that the exponential matrix
E(t) satisfies the following homogeneity property

(1.1.9) E(\2t) = DO(A)E(t)DOG),

for every A > 0 and every ¢t € R (see [15, Rem. 2.1.]).

Actually, in [I5] the Authors study constant-coefficients KFP operators cor-
responding to a wider class of matrices B, which are not nilpotent; these more
general operators are hypoelliptic, left-invariant with respect to the above opera-
tion o, but they are not necessarily homogeneous. For these operators, an explicit
fundamental solution is exhibited in [I5]. We refer to the introduction of the paper
[2] for more details and references about the quest of a fundamental solution for
KFP operators before the paper [15].

After the seminal paper [15], more general families of degenerate KFP operators
of the kind (LII]), satisfying the same structural conditions on the matrices Ay
and B but with variable coefficients a;; (x, ), have been studied by several authors.
In particular, Schauder estimates have been investigated by Di Francesco-Polidoro
in [6], on bounded domains, assuming the coefficients a;; Holder continuous with
respect to the intrinsic distance induced in R¥*! by the vector fields Opys Oz, Y.
We point out also the papers by Lunardi [19], Priola [23], Imbert-Mouhot [I1],
Wang-Zhang [24], and the references therein, on related issues about Schauder
estimates for KFP operators.

Recent researches, especially in the field of stochastic differential equations (see
e.g. [22]), which are the main motivation to study KFP operators, suggest the
importance of developing a theory allowing the coefficients a;; to be rough in
t (say, L), and Holder continuous (in a suitable sense) only w.r.t. the space
variables. The Schauder estimates that one can reasonably expect under this mild
assumption consist in controlling the Holder seminorms w.r.t. z of the derivatives
involved in the equations, uniformly in time (we will be more precise in a moment).

For uniformly parabolic operators, partial Schauder estimates, i.e. the control of
the supremum in ¢ of the Holder quotient in space of aiixju, under the analogous
assumption on the coefficients and the right-hand side of the equation, have been
proved already in 1969 by Brandt [3]. In 1980 Knerr [12] proved that, under
the same assumptions, Qgixju are actually Holder continuous also in time, on
bounded cylinders. See also the paper [16] by Lieberman, 1992, containing a unified
presentation of these and related results. More recently, Krylov and Priola [14],
2010, have extended partial Schauder estimates (on the whole space) to parabolic
operators with lower order unbounded terms while Lorenzi [I7], 2011, has proved
similar global estimates for operators with possibly unbounded coefficients. We
also point out the more recent paper [7] by Dong-Kim, 2019, containing futher
generalizations to operators with coefficients merely measurable w.r.t. several
variables.

In the present paper we establish global partial Schauder estimates for degener-
ate KFP operators (LI satisfying assumptions (H1)-(H2), with coefficients a;;
Holder continuous in space, bounded measurable in time (see Assumption (H3)
here below and Theorem [[7] for the precise statement). We also show that the
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second derivatives Qgixju (for 7,5 =1,2,...,q) are actually locally Holder continu-
ous also w.r.t. time, so extending to this degenerate context the result proved for
uniformly parabolic operators by Knerr [12].

Our technique to establish partial Schauder estimates is deeply rooted in the
study of the model operator

q N
(1.1.10) Lu = Z al-j(t)aimju + Z bikrrOr,u — Opu,

1,7=1 k,j=1

with coefficients only depending on time (in a merely L*° way), which has been
started in [2]. In that paper, an explicit fundamental solution is built for operators
(CII0). This fundamental solution will be the key tool used in the present paper.

Partial Schauder estimates for degenerate KFP operators have been proved also
in the recent paper [4] by Chaudru de Raynal, Honoré, Menozzi, with different
techniques and without getting the Holder control in time of second order deriva-
tives.

We also quote the preprints of other two papers on KFP operators with coeffi-
cients Holder continuous in space and L in time: [I8], by Lucertini, Pagliarani,
Pascucci, dealing with the construction of a fundamental solution for these oper-
ators, with consequent results about the Cauchy problem; and [§], by Henderson
and Wang, containing partial Schauder estimates for a special class of KFP op-
erators, with applications to the Landau equation. The results in [I8], [8] are
independent from and do not contain our results.

Finally, we point out the paper [20] by Menozzi, containing LP estimates for
the second order derivatives for KFP operators with coefficients a;; continuous in
space and L in time.

1.2. Assumptions and main results. We can now start giving some precise
definitions which will allow to state our main result.

Let us introduce the metric structure related to the operator £ that will be used
throughout the following. The vector fields

Xy =04,.... Xg=0,Xo=Y

form a system of Hérmander vector fields in RV*!, left-invariant w.r.t.the com-
position law o. The vector fields X; = 0,, (with ¢ = 1,...,¢) are homogeneous of
degree 1, while Xy = Y is homogeneous of degree 2 w.r.t. the dilations D(\). As
every set of Hormander vector fields with drift, the system

X = {Xo, X1,..., X}

induces a (weighted) control distance dx in RN*!; we now review this definition
in our special case. First of all, given & = (x,t), n = (y,s) € R¥*1 and § > 0, we
denote by Cg¢ ,(0) the class of absolutely continuous curves

¢:[0,1] — RN H

which satisfy the following properties:

(i) ¢(0) =& and ¢(1) = n;
(ii) for almost every t € [0, 1] one has

@' (t) = 2 ai(t)@i(t) + ao(t) Yo,
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where ag, ..., a4 :[0,1] = R are measurable functions such that
la;()| <6 (fori=1,...,q) and |ap(t)| < 6? a.e. on [0, 1].
We then define
dx(&m)=inf{6>0: Fp € Cep(d)}.
Since Xg, X1, ..., X, satisfy Hormander’s rank condition, it is well-known that the
function dx is a distance in RV*! (see, e.g., [21} Prop. 1.1]); in particular, for every

fixed &, m € RVTL there always exists § > 0 such that C¢ ,(6) # @. In addition, by
the invariance/homogeneity properties of the X;’s, we see that

(a) dx is left-invariant with respect to o, that is,

(1.2.1) dx(&,m) = dx(n~' 0 €,0)
(b) dx is is jointly 1-homogeneous with respect to D(\), that is
(1.2.2) dx (DN, D(N)n) = Mdx(&,n) for every A > 0.

As a consequence of ([[L21]), the function px (&) := dx (&, 0) satisfies
(1) px (€7 = px(6);
(2) px(§on) < px(§) + px(n);

moreover, by (LZ2) we also have

(1) px(§) > 0 and px(§) =0 & £ =0;
(2)" px(D(A)E) = Apx (),

and this means that px is a homogeneous norm in RV*1,

We now observe that also the function
N
(1.2 p() = plat) = [l + VT = 3 el /o + VT
i=1

is a homogeneous norm in RY*! (i.e., it satisfies properties (1)-(2)” above), and
therefore it is globally equivalent to px: there exist ¢1,co > 0 such that

cipx(€) < p(€) < capx(§) YV EeRNTL
As a consequence of this fact, the map
(1.2.4) d(&,m) == p(n~' o)

is a left-invariant, 1-homogeneous quasi-distance on RV, This means, precisely,
that there exists a ‘structural constant’ k > 0 such that

(1.2.5) d(&,n) < k(d(, Q) +dn,¢)  VE&n e RV
(1.2.6) d(¢,n) < kd(n,§) YV E&neRVTL

The quasi-distance d is globally equivalent to the control distance dx; hence, we
will systematically use this quasi-distance d and the associated balls

B.(&):={ne RY*L: d(n, ) < r} (for £ € RN and r > 0).

Remark 1.1. For a future reference, we list below some properties d.
(1) Owing to (LIG]), we see that d has the following explicit expression

(1.2.7) d(&,n) = [z = E(t = s)yl + /[t — s,

for every € = (z,t), n = (y,s) € RN*tL
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(2) Since E(0) = O, from (L271) we get
(1.2.8) d((z,t), (y, 1)) = ||z — vl for every z,y € RY and t € R,
from which we derive that the quasi-distance d is symmetric when applied
to points with the same t-coordinate. We explicitly emphasize that an a-

nalogous property for points with the same z-coordinate does not hold: in
fact, for every fixed z € RV and ¢, s € R we have

d((z,t), (z,5)) = |z — Bt — s)z|| + /|t — s[ # /]t = s].
(3) Let & € RN be fixed, and let » > 0. Since d satisfies the quasi-triangular
inequality (L23]), if 71,72 € B,(§) we have
d(?]l,’OQ) < 2K

(4) Taking into account the very definition of d, and bearing in mind that p is
a homogeneous norm in RVT1 it is readily seen that

(1.2.9) B, (§) =€0B,(0) =0 D, (B1(0)) VEeRVT r>0.

From this, since the Lebesgue measure is a Haar measure on G = (RV*1 o),
we immediately obtain the following identity

(1.2.10) 1B (&) = |B(0)] = wr®™?

where w := |B1(0)| > 0. Identity (L2I0) illustrates the role of @ + 2 as
the homogeneous dimension of RN¥*1 (w.r.t. the dilations D())).

The quasi-distance d allows us to define the Holder spaces which will be used
in the paper. We are interested both in Holder norms which measure the joint
continuity in (x,t) and in Hélder norms which measure the continuity in x alone,

for fixed t.
Definition 1.2. For —co < 7 < T < 400, let Q = RV x (7,T), and let f : Q — R.

Given any number « € (0, 1), we introduce the notation:

| flee (o) ZSUP{W tEneQand § # 77}
f(y:t)]

:x,yGRN,w#y}

| floa(q) = supesssup { (@ tz)j(
)

te(r,T) d( €, yat))a
= supesssup { [z t) = f(ay,t)| cxye RN ¢ £ y}
te(r,T) HCE - yH

(where the last equality holds by (L2.8])). Accordingly, we define the spaces C*(2)
and CS(9) as follows:

(1.2.11) CUQ) = {feCOQ)NLX(Q) : |floar) < oo}

(1.2.12) C3(Q) = {f € L2 : |floa) < o}

Remark 1.3. The space C%(f2) endowed with the following norm
Ifllce@ = Iflle@) + I flea — (f € CQ))

is a Banach space. Analogously, the space C%(£2) endowed with the norm

Ifllce@ = Ifllre@) + I flea  (f € CZ(Q))

is a Banach space.
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We can now make precise our regularity assumption on the coefficients a;;.
(H3) There exists o € (0,1) such that

a;j € CF (]RN'H) for every 1 <i,j <gq.
In all the estimates appearing in next sections, the number

(1.2.13) A = max ||(Zij||ca(RN+1),
1,7=1,...,q v

together with the ellipticity constant v in (LI3]), will quantify the depen-
dence of the constants on the coefficients a;;.

We now turn to define the functions spaces to which our solution u will belong.
Definition 1.4. Throughout the following, given T € R we set
Spi=RY x (=00, T).
We then define S°(S7) as the space of all functions u : S7 — R such that
(i) u e C(Sr) N L>(Sr);
(ii) for every 1 <1i,j < g, the distributional derivatives Oy, u, 8§ixju € L>®(St);
(iii) the distributional derivative Yu € L*(St).
Moreover, given any number « € (0, 1), we define
SY(St) := {u € 8°Sr) : 0,,u, Opz;u, Yu € O (St) for 1 < i, j < q}.
Finally, given any 7 € R with 7 < T, we define
S T) = {u e SSr) : u(x,t) =0 for every t < 7},
S(r;T) == 8%(S7) N S°(;T) (for a € (0,1)).

Remark 1.5. On account of assumption (H3), we immediately obtain the follow-
ing facts which shall be repeatedly used throughout the rest of the paper.

(1) If u € S°(S7), then Lu € L>(ST).
(2) If u € S*(St), then Lu € C¢(ST).
(3) If u € S°(Sr) and 8§ixju, Lue CY(Sr) (1 <1i,j7<gq),then Yue CSr).

Some of the results in the next sections are proved under the assumption that
u € 8%(S7) and Lu € C2(St); this is slightly weaker than assuming u € S%(St).

Remark 1.6 (Regularity of functions in S%(S7)). We will prove in the subsequent
sections the following ‘higher-regularity’ results:
(1) if u € S°(Sy), then w and 0y, u, . .., 0, u are locally Hélder-continuous in
the joint variables (see, precisely, Proposition E.3]);
(2) if u € S*(St) for some « € (0, 1), then the distributional derivatives agﬂju
(for 1 <4, j < q) are actually continuous (and locally Holder continuous in
a weaker sense) on St (see Theorem [£.9).
As a consequence, every function u € S*(S7) actually has classical continuous
derivatives 03 u, agmju (for 1 <i,j < q); instead, the distributional derivative Yu
is continuous in space for every fixed ¢, but it may be only L* w.r.t. time.

We are finally in position to state our main result.

Theorem 1.7 (Schauder estimates). Let £ be an operator as in (LI1I), and
assume that (H1), (H2), (H3) hold, for some a € (0,1).
Then, the following Schauder-type estimates hold true.
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(1) For every T > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending on T, «, the ma-

triz B in (LIA) and the numbers v and A in (LI3)-(LC2I3), respectively,

such that

Z 107, ull e (sp) + 1Y ullce sy +Z||3xlu||ca sy T llullca(sy)
7.] 1 =1

< e([|Lullce sy + lulleocsy)-
for every function u € S*(St).

(2) For every T > 7 > —oco and every compact set K C RN there exists a
constant ¢ > 0, depending on K,7,T,a, B,v, A, such that

1072,u(6) = O u(n)|

< e(l1Lullog(sy) + lullcagsp) (dEm)* + [t — /o)

for every & = (x,t), n = (y,s) € K x [1,T] and every u € S*(St). Here,
the number qn 1is the largest exponent in the dilations D(X), see (LI.T)).

Remark 1.8. (i). As observed in Remark [[L0] the finiteness of the quantities

S N0sullcaisyys  lullcaisyy,
as well as the finiteness of the space-time Hélder quotient in point (2) of the
above theorem, are not obvious a priori for a function in S*(St), but they will be
actually proved.
(ii). While Qgixju (1,7 = 1,2,...,q) are locally Holder continuous in space and
time, note that a similar property cannot be assured, in general, for Yu. To see
this, it is enough to consider an equation of the kind

Lu(z,t) = f(t)
with f bounded discontinuous function, and u independent of x.
(iii). Since, in the degenerate case, gy > 3, the term [t; — t5|*/9V in the right-
hand side of ([B5.J]) is larger than the ‘expected’

t1 —t2|a/2,

(at least when |t; —t2| < 1). Also, the constant ¢ > 0 depends on the fixed compact
set K x [r,T] € Spr. On the other hand, we observe that this mild ¢-continuity
of 82 Ju is obtained without any t-continuity assumption on Lu. Moreover, from
the proof of Theorem 318 it will be apparent that in the uniformly parabolic case
(B=0and ¢ = N) our argument would give exactly

107,0,u(&) = 02 u(m)] < e{lILulloa(sp) + lulloaisy } Iz =yl + [t = s|*/2).

Our result is therefore consistent with the classical result by Knerr [12] which holds
for uniformly parabolic operators on bounded cylinders.

1.3. Structure of the paper. After a short section of preliminaries (§2]), the
paper will proceed in two main steps: the study of the model operator (LII0)
with coefficients only depending on ¢ (§3)) and the study of operators (LI of
general type (§M)). In section Bl we deepen the study of the fundamental solution
for model operators (LII0) computed in the previous paper [2]. Thanks to the
stronger assumption that we make in this paper on the matrix B with respect to
those assumed in [2] (the corresponding operators with constant a;; in this paper
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are both left invariant and homogeneous, while in [2] they are only left invariant)
it is possible to sharpen the estimates on the fundamental solutions. Actually, in
§ [3:2] we establish sharp upper bounds on the fundamental solution and its space
derivatives of every order, and other relevant propertis of this kernels. These
upper bounds and properties allow us to establish, in § B3], suitable representation
formulas for a function u and its derivatives 8§imju in terms of Lu. In turn, thanks
to these representation formulas we will establish Holder estimates in space for
8§i$ju in § 3.4] and local Holder estimates in space and time for agixju in § B.5
These results are established with techniques of singular integrals, and refer to
operators with coefficients only depending on ¢. Starting with these results, in §l
analogous results are established for operators with coefficients a;; (x,t), exploiting
the classical perturbative method used for Schauder estimates. First, in §4.1]
Holder estimates for aiixju are proved for functions with small support. Then, in
§ 4.2 some interpolation inequalities on first order derivatives are proved, which
allow to get, in § 3] global Schauder estimates in space, extended in § 4] to
Holder estimates in space and time on 8§ixju.

Acknowledgements. We wish to thank Sergio Polidoro for several useful discus-
sions on the subject of this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND KNOWN RESULTS

The following “Lagrange’ theorem”, which is well known for systems of left-
invariant homogeneous Hérmander vector fields, will be useful.

Theorem 2.1. There exist an absolute constant ¢ > 0 and a number § € (0,1),
depending on  in (L2.5)-(L2.6), such that, for every fired §y € RNHL every r > 0

and every [ Lipschitz-continuous in B.(§p), one has

q
(&) = £ < ed(€:&0) - sup 4| D" 105, fI? +d(,€0) - sup [Y]]).

Br(6o) \ ;=1 Br (o)

for every & € B.(&). Moreover, one also has

&) = F)l < cdEm) - sup (|57 10 fI2+d(&,m)? - sup [Y]])

Br(%o) \ =1 Br(&o)

Jor every &1 € Bsr(o)-

The next geometric lemma follows by standard computations in doubling metric
measure spaces, recalling (LZ.I0]).

Lemma 2.2. Let o > 0 be fized, and let Q be as in (LLS]). Then, there exists a
constant co > 0 such that, for every & € RNT and every r > 0, one has

1
2.0.1 / R S
( ) {n:d(&m)<r} d(§7 77)@+2_°‘
1 c
————dn < —.
/{7]: d(&mn)>r} d(§7 77)Q+2+a re

We also state the following simple fact which shall be repeatedly used through-
out the rest of the paper.

(2.0.2)
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Lemma 2.3. There exists an absolute constant ¥ > 0 such that, if £1,& and n
are points in RNV which satisfy d(€1,1) > 2k d(£1,&2), one has

(2.0.3) 97 1d(&2,m) < d(&1,m) < 9d(E2,m),
Here, k > 0 is the constant appearing in (L2.5])-(L2.0]).

Thanks to Lemmas 2.2H2.3] we can establish the following C'* continuity result
about “fractional integrals” which will be useful in our estimates.

Proposition 2.4 (Fractional integrals). Let Q be as in (LLR) and B € [1,Q+2).
Moreover, let k = k(§,n) be a kernel satisfying the following properties:

(1) there exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that

c1
(2.0.4) k(& m)| < G v E#ne RV
(2) there exist constants o, co > 0 such that
d
(2.0.5) k(&1,m) = k(&2 n)| < 02$ vV d(&1,m) > od(§1,82).

For every fized £ € RNT! and r > 0, we introduce the function space
Xoo(Br(&)) :={f € L*(RY*) : f=0 a.e.in RV B(€)},

and we define the linear operator

Ko (B,(E) 3 1 = THEO = [ Ken) ) .

Then, for every a € (0,1) there exists an ‘absolute’ constant ¢ > 0, depending on
a, 8 but independent of f,£, 7 and of the kernel k, such that

(2.0.6) 1T fll e s, < 11l oo (B (@)
(2.0.7) |Tf|Ca(BT(E)) < C(Cl + C2)Tﬁ_a||f||L°°(BR(E))'

Proof. Let f € Xoo(B,(€)) be arbitrarily fixed. Using (Z0J) and (Z04]), and

taking into account Remark [[LT}H(3), for every £ € B,.(§) we have
1
W'f (m)] dn

1
< ) -
< allfllpe @) /{d(n,5)<r} d(g,m)9+2F

1
< tllfllee (s, @) / dE. TP

{d(emy<2ery A& m)
< Clcﬁ(2ﬁ)ﬁrﬁ||f||L°°(BR(Z))’

TrE)| < /

{d(n.&)<r}
dn

dn

hence

ITFll o5, @) < S’ fllpoompey  (With ¢ = cs(2k)7),



12 S.BIAGI AND M. BRAMANTI

which is (ZIL6). Moreover, for every &1, &, € B,.(€) one has
(2.0.8)

ﬂ?@ﬂ—Tﬂ&NSWMww&»/()W@hm—ﬂémﬂw

B

— HfHLoo(Br(g))</ —|—/ >{}d77
{n:d(&1,m)>0d(€1,62)} {n€B(§): d(¢1,m)<od(é1,€2)}

= £l s, @) - (A+B),
Next, by [2.0.1)), (Z0.5) and Remark [[LTH(3), we get

d(éla 52) C2 o d(gl? 77)1—04
Ase /BL(E d(&y,m)@+3-F dn < oo e tz) /Br(ﬁ) d(&y, @35

co 1

<2.dene) [ i
(2.0.9) oo O e my<anry d(€1,m)@ 2 )
(by @00, since 0 < a <1< f)

< ed(ér, &) 70
As to B, again by 201 and (Z04) we get

Bg/)(uma,ﬂ+W@%mwn

1
<c + )d
1/13/ d(&1,m) Q+2 T Ay, m@r2p)
1

s a / o733 4
( (d(e1m)<od(er &)} A(E1,m)OT27F

(2.0.10) 1
/ a6 maes d”)
{d(&2m)<r2(o+1)d(Er &)} (E157)

< cd(é,&)°
(by Remark [LTH(3), since &1, & € B,(€))

< cd(&r,&)r?
Due to the arbitrariness of &1, & € B,.(€), by (Z0.8)-to-(Z0I0) we get
ITfloaso@y < €™ N oo (s, @)
so the proof is complete. O
We end this section with another useful technical lemma.
Lemma 2.5. There exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that
(2.0.11) IE@®)z| < cp(x,t) =c(llz]| +]t]) VaeRN teR.

Proof. First of all, since the function (z,t) — ||E(t)z|| is continuous on RN*1 it
is possible to find a constant M > 0 such that

IE(T)E|| < M for every ||£]] <1 and |7] < 1.
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We then fix (z,t) € RV*1\ {(0,0)} and define

1 t
A=l + VIl and (€7 (Do<x>x,ﬁ),

Since || - || is Do-homogeneous of degree 1, it is immediate to recognize that

€], 7] < 15 thus, by (LI9) we get
1

wx el = |2 () oo ()«
|E@z] < MA=c(|la] + V).

so that
and this gives the desired ([Z.0.I1]) for (x,t) # (0,0). Since this estimate is clearly
satisfied when © =t = 0, the proof is complete. U

1
= SIE®al,

3. OPERATORS WITH MEASURABLE COEFFICIENTS a;; (t)

3.1. Known results on the fundamental solution. Throughout this section,
we consider an operator £ of the form ([II]) and satisfying (H1)-(H2), with
bounded measurable coefficients a;; only depending on ¢, that is,

q N

(3.1.1) Lu = Z a;j (t) aiixju + Z bjxT10z;u — Opu, (z,t) € RNTL,
ij=1 k,j=1

In [2], an explicit fundamental solution for £ is computed, and its properties are

studied. The next theorem summarizes some results in [2] that we will need.

We point out that, since our assumption (H1) on the matrix B is stronger
than the one made in [2] (here the model operator with constant a;; is both left
invariant and homogeneous, while in [2] it is only left invariant), here we specialize
the formulas and results to our simpler situation.

Theorem 3.1 (Fundamental solution for operators with ¢-variable coefficients).
Under assumptions (H1)-(H2) above, let C(t,s) be the N x N matriz defined as

(3.12)  C(t,s) /E < é") 8>-E(t—J)TdJ (with t > s)

(we recall that E(o) = exp(—oB), see (LLH)). Then, the matriz C(t,s) is sym-
metric and positive definite for every t > s. Moreover, if we define
I(z,t;y,s)

(3.1.3) _ 1 o H(C(s) T @ E(t-s)y), 2—E(t—s)y)
(4m)N/2, /det C(t, s)

Ly

(where 14 denotes the indicator function of a set A), then I enjoys the following
properties, so that I is the fundamental solution for £ with pole at (y, s).

(1) In the open set O := {(x,t;y,s) € R2N*2: (2,t) # (y,s)}, the function T
is jointly continuous in (x,t;y,s) and C° with respect to x,y. Moreover,
for every multi-indexes «, B the functions

9°tAT

OxOyP

0200 =



14 S.BIAGI AND M. BRAMANTI

are jointly continuous in (z,t;y,s) € O. Finally, I' and 8‘;‘35 T' are Lip-
schitz continuous with respect to t,s in any region R of the form

R={(z,t;y,s) eR*NT2. H<s4+6<t<K},

where H/ K € R and § > 0 are arbitrarily fized.
(2) For every fized y € RN and t > s, we have

lim I'(z,t;y,s)=0.

|x| =400
(3) For every fived (y,s) € RN we have
(LT(5y,s))(z,t) =0 for every x € RN and a.e.t.
(4) For every fived x € RN and every t > s, we have
(3.1.4) / D(z,t;y,s)dy = 1.
RN

(5) For every f € C(RN)NL>®(RY) and every s € R, the function

u(x,t) = D(z,t;y,8)f(y)dy

RN

is the unique solution to the Cauchy problem

(3.15) Lu=0 in RN x (s, 00)
u(" S) =f

In particular, u(-,s) — f uniformly in RN ast — st.

Finally, the function T*(x,t;y, s) = I'(y, s;x,t) satisfies dual properties of (2)-
(4) with respect to the formal adjoint of L, that is,

« N
L= Z?,j:l i (8)Dy,y; — Zk,jzl bjkykOy, + Os,

and thus I'* is the fundamental solution of L*.

The precise definition of solution to the Cauchy problem ([BLI]) requires some
care, see [2, Definitions 1.2 and 1.3] for the details. Let us now further specialize our

class of operators to the model operators with constant coefficients a;;. Keeping
our assumption (H2) on the matrix B, let

q N
(3.1.6) Lou=a) 07, u+ Y bjwpdsu— Ou
i=1 k,j=1

for some a > 0. Then the results of the above theorem apply in a simpler form.
Actually, the following facts are proved already in [15].

Theorem 3.2 (Fundamental solution for operators with constant coefficients).
Let o > 0 be fized, and let Iy, be the fundamental solution of the operator L, in
BI8), whose existence is guaranteed by Theorem [T Then:

(1) Ty is a kernel of convolution type, that is,
Fa(xat; Y, S) = Fa(x - E(t - S)yat - 50, 0)

(3.1.7) =To((y,8) " o (2,1);0,0);
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(2) The matriz C(t,s) in (BI12) takes the simpler form
(3.1.8) C(t,s) = Co(t —s),
where Cy(T) is the N x N matriz defined as

—a/ E(t (qu 8>-E(t—J)Tda (1 >0).

Furthermore, one has the ‘homogeneity property’

(319) CQ(T) = DQ(\/;)Co(l)Do(\/;) vVr>0.
In particular, by combining BL3) with BL8)-BI19), we can write
Io(z,1;0,0) = ! e 1a® Co(t)'e
(4ra)N/2, /det Cy(t)
(3.1.10) . o 1
o (G (Do (F7)2). Do () o)

" (4ma)N21Q/2 [det Oy (1)
In [2) Thm.1.7], the next useful comparison result is proved.

Theorem 3.3. Let I' be as in Theorem [31], and let v > 0 be as in (LI3). Then,
for every s,t € R with s < t, one has the following estimate

(3.1.11) vCo(t—s) P <C(t,s) L <v 0ot —s)7 L,

in the sense of quadratic forms in RY. As a consequence, we obtain
1
(3.1.12) VT, (2, 6y, 8) <T(x,t5y,8) < — Ty (@, 6y, 9),
v

where Ty, is the fundamental solution of the operator L, in (B.1.0).

3.2. Sharp estimates on the fundamental solution. Taking into account all
the results recalled so far, we now aim at proving sharp Gaussian estimates for
the space derivatives of the fundamental solution I' of the operator £. As we shall
see, these estimates will play a key réle in our argument.

In order to clearly state our results, we first introduce an ad-hoc multi-index
notation which shall be useful to deal with differential operators acting on the 2N
variables x,y € RY. For a multi-index

€= (ly,....6oNn) € NV,
let
D(ex,y) f(x’ y) = (611 )gl e (8:BN)£N (ayl )ZN-H e (8yN)Z2Nf(x, y)

Moreover, setting v = (q1,...,qN,q1,--.,qn) € R?Y (where the ¢;’s are the expo-
nents appearing in the dilation Dg(\), see (LIT)), we define

|| :== 21251 ¢ and w(l) = Z?Nl vil;.
We will refer to |[£] and w(£) as, respectively, the length and the order of £.

Remark 3.4. Throughout the rest of the paper, we will sometimes need to give
a meaning to w(a) when « is a multi-index in NV, that is, a = (ay,...,ay). By
analogy, if this is the case we agree to define

wla) = w(a' = (@,0) = ¥, aig.
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Using the notion of length, we can introduce an order relation between multi-
indexes: if £ = ({1,...,0on), & = (K1,...,kan) € N2V, we say that
<K

if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(i) [ <|sl;
(i) [£| = || and £; < Ky;
(iii) |€] = |k| and there exists 1 <1i < 2N — 1 such that
/= Kly.-- 7£i = k; and £i+1 < Kj+1-
After all these preliminaries, we can state our first main result.
Theorem 3.5. Let T be as in Theorem [, and let v > 0 be as in (LI3).

Moreover, let a = (a1, 9) € N2V be a fivred multi-index. Then, there exist ¢ =
c(v,a) > 0 and a constant ¢; > 0, independent of v and o, such that

= | D DT (&)

C

(3.2.1) < (= s@P Lep-1(8m)
< °
> d(§,77)Q+w(a)

for every £,m € RN with t # s. The resulting inequality

C
e .
D(rvy)r(g’ )| < d(&n)Qw(a)

actually holds for every €,m € RN with € # .

Remark 3.6. Let (y,s) € RV*! be fixed. Since we know from Theorem B.1}(3)
that (LT (+;y,s))(z,t) = 0 for every x € RY and a.e.t, we can express

(DG ) T) (for every a € N?V)

as a combination of quantities that, by ([B.2.I]) and the exponential decay of the

right-hand of this inequality as t — s (with z # y), are locally essentially bounded

in RN*1\ {(y, s)}. In particular, the same is true of Y(D(og‘c v) I).

Before proving Theorem B we establish the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let A = (aij)ﬁ\fj:l and B = (bij)%»:l be two N x N symmetric and

positive definite matrices such that, in the sense of quadratic forms, one has

(3.2.2) A<cB for some ¢ > 0.
Then, denoting by || - || the mazimum norm of a matriz, we have
(3.2.3) |A]l < 2¢||B]|-

In particular, if G is any N x N matriz with real coefficients, then

(3.2.4) |IGAGT| < 2¢|GBGT).

Proof. First of all, since ([8.2.2]) holds in the sense of quadratic forms, we have
(3.2.5) (BE,&) < c(A6,6)  VEeRY,
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As a consequence, choosing £ = ¢; (for ¢ = 1,..., N) and reminding that both A
and B are positive definite, we readily have

(3.2.6) 0 <a;<cby < cmax |bri| = ¢||B]|.

On the other hand, choosing £ = e; + ¢; in (B2.30]) (with ¢ # j), we get
aii + aj; £ 2a;5 < c(bi; + bjj £ 2b;;) < 4c||BJ;
from this, since a;, a;; > 0, we derive
(3.2.7) Jag < 2¢/B.
Gathering (B2.6)-[B.2.7)), we immediately obtain ([3.2.3]). To prove [B.2.4]) we ob-

serve that, if G is any N x N matrix, from (3.2.2)) it easily follows that
GAGT < ¢GBGT;
hence, the desired ([3:2.4) is an immediate consequence of (B.2.3)). O

Using Lemma B.7] we can now give the proof of Theorem

Proof (of Theorem [3.1). We first observe that, if a = 0, estimate (B.21]) is already

contained in Theorem [B.3} hence, we can assume in what follows that
a # 0.

We now fix once and for all s,t € R satisfying s < ¢t and we notice that, by using
the explicit expression of I' given in (B.1.3]), we can write

(328) F(.%',t,y,S) = (ft,s opt78)(x7y) v €,y € RNa
where the functions f; s and p; s are given, respectively, by
1
frs(z) = e® and

(4m)N/2, /det C(t, s)
pes(a,y) = —i(C(t, )Lz — Bt — s)y), 2 — Bt — s)y).

Starting from (B.2.8]), and exploiting the multivariate version of the Faa di Bruno
formula established in [5 formula (2.1)], we obtain

Df, (@, iy, s) = DG, y)(fts opes)(z,y)
(3.2.9) (2, t:y, ZZ Z Hk' T $y)pts(x y)]ki,
A=1m=1 p, (Aa) i=1
where 7 := |a| > 1 and
PN @) = {(ki,. . ki by, L) € N x (N2V)™ 2 g > 0,
0 <Ly <Lyand Y k=X Y0 kil =al.

We now observe that, since the function p; s is a homogeneous polynomial of degree
2 in the variables z,y, one obviously has

D&y) prs =0 V £ e N2V with |€] > 3;
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hence, formula ([3.29]) can be rewritten as follows
D&y)l’(x t;y,s)
(3.2.10) ki
L(z,ty,s) > > Hk, G G Prs(@ )]
(Am)ES pm(\ o) i=1
where S is the subset of {1,...,7} x {1,...,r} defined as
S:={(A\m): |4 <2forall (ki,...,km;L1,...,0n) € pm(A @)}

Then, by combining formula B2I0) with the global pointwise estimates for T’
contained in Theorem [B.3] for every z,y € R™ we obtain

‘D(xy (.%',t'y,S)‘

(3.2.11) <cly-i(z,t;y,s Z Z H!D pts x y)

(Am)ES pm(\a) i=1

where ¢ > 0 is a constant only depending on a and v. On account of BZTII]), in
order to prove [B2Z1]) we need to provide precise estimates for

’Dfm,y) Prs(@, y)| (when 0 < [£] < 2).

To this end, we distinguish some different cases. In what follows, we denote by
the same ¢ any positive constant which depends only on v and «.

Case I: £ = (e;,0). In this case, a direct computation gives

1 _
_§[C(t7 8) l(x - E(t_ s)y)]la
hence, setting v := x — E(t — s)y and reminding that

[Do()\)’v] i == )\qi’Ul',

D, ) Pes(@,y) = Onprs(z,y) =

we obtain the following chain of inequalities:
1 _
|D(ex,y)pt,s(xay)| = 5‘[ ] ‘ = q_z/2H \/t—S)C(t,S) 12}]@.‘
(setting M(t,s) = DO(\/t —5)C(t,8) ' Do(Vt — 5))

C

= gl (M) Do =),

< oMl - Do wl_—s>”

Now, by combining (B.II1]) with Lemma 3.7 we readily infer that
M (2, 5)|| < 207 Do(VE = 5)Co(t — s)™ Do(VE = 3)|
(see identity (B.1.9)
=2v ! Co(1) s

=: (%).

as a consequence, we obtain
1
Vt—s

C

k) < (t — 5)a:/2 ‘DO(

)@~ B(t - s)y)|
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In particular, since ¢; = w(£), we conclude that

(3:212)  1Dfy pestr )] < sy | Do wl__s)@—m—s)y).

Case II: £ = (0, e;). In this case, we first rewrite p; s as follows:
(3.2.13)
1 _
Prs(z,y) = —7(C(E,5) YE(t — s)(y — E(s — t)z), B(t — 5)(y — E(s — t)z))
(setting C(t,s) = E(t — s)TC(t,s) ' E(t — s))
1 ~
=—7(Cts)(y = E(s —t)2),y — E(s — t)z);

hence, by proceeding exactly as in Case I, we get

DG, 4 Prs (@, 9)] = 10y,pes(,y)]
1

m)w‘ = (%),

C —
< a1 [ Do

where w :=y — E(s — t)z and
M(t, s) == Do(Vt = $)C(t, s) Do(VE — 3).
Now, using again ([B.ITT]) and Lemma 3.7, we get
I9E(t, )| = || [(Do(VE=5)B(t — 8)T] C(t,5) " [E(t — 5)Do(vT=35)]|
< 2y_1H [(Do(v/t = s)E(t — 5)T] Co(t — s) ' [B(t — s)Do(Vt — )] |
(see identities (LI9) and BI19)
=207 E(1)TCo(1) T E)];

as a consequence, we obtain

)< Z)qi/z D0<¢t1_—3) (y = B(s = t)a)
= = Do =) Bl = 1) (e = Bt = )
(again by (C1J))
= i [Feon( =) - B )

=T —2)%/2 ‘DO(\/tl——s) '

In particular, since ¢; = w(£), we conclude that

(z — Bt — s)y)|

(3214 1Dfypesle )] < o | Do wl__s)@—m—s)y)(.

Case III: £ = (e; + e;,0). In this case, a direct computation gives

1 _
Df, 4 Prs(2,9) = 074 el y) = =5 C(t5)5'5
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hence, setting C(t,s)™" = (yx(t, S))hNkzl’ we get

(3.2.15) 1D{y ) Prs(@:9)] < ¢yt 5)]
Now, taking into account (BIIT]), for every € > 0 we have
Yii(t, 8) + %y (t, 8) £ 26735 (t, 5) = (C(t,8) (e; £ eej), e; + ee;)
< 1/71 (9”(75 — S) + 629jj(7f — S) + 269ij(t — S)),

where we have used the notation
N

00(7)71 = (ehk(T))h,k:l'
From this, since C(t,s)~! and Cy(t — s)~! are positive definite, we obtain
1 /1
(3.2.16) g8, 9)] < 5 (Balt = ) + B35t = 5) + 20655 = 9)] ).
To estimate the rhs of ([B2I6]) we remind that, by (B3], one has
1

Co(t —s)~" = Do(\/ﬁ)Co(l)_lDo(\/tl_—s);

as a consequence, we obtain

Onk(1)
(t — 3)(Qh+%)/2

Cathering (BZI6)-(@3217), and choosing ¢ := (t — 5)(%~%)/2 we then derive
c

(t — s)(@ita)/2’
Finally, since ¢; + ¢; = w(€), from B.215]) and [B2I8]) we conclude that

(3.2.19) | Dy ) Prs(,y)] <

(3.2.17) 1Ot — 8)| = V1<hk<N.

(3.2.18) |75 (2, 8)| <

C
(t — 5@

Case IV: £ = (0, e;+e;). In this case, using the expression of p; s given in ([B213])
(where C(t,s) = E(t — s)TC(t,s) ' E(t — 5)), we readily infer that

~

Dfx,y) pt,s(x7 y) = agiyrpt,s(ma y) = _§C(t7 S)Z]v

J

hence, setting C(t,s) := (Ank(t, s)) we get

N
hk=1°
(3.2.20) DL, pros(@,9)] < [, 5)].
Now, taking into account (BIIT]), it is easy to see that
C(t,s)=E(t—s)TC(t,s) ' E(t —s)

<v Bt — )T Co(t — s) ' E(t — s) = v 'Co(t — 5);
from this, by arguing exactly as in Case III, for every € > 0 we obtain
(3.2.21) s ()] < 5 (2Bt — ) + Byt — ) + 285506 )],
where we have used the notation

Co(r) = E(r)T Co(r) " E(r) = (Bur(r) .
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In order to estimate the rhs of ([B221]), we observe that
Co(t —s) = E(t — s)TCo(t — s) ' E(t — s)

(see (B1.9))
_ E(t—s)T {Do(\/tl__s)c*o(l)lDo(\/tl__sﬂE(t )
(see (L1.9))
- )
as a consequence, we obtain
(3.2.22) Gt — )| = —Oel) V1<hk<N.

(t — 3)(Qh+%)/2
Gathering (3221)-BZ22), and choosing ¢ := (t — 5)(%79)/2 we then derive

=N &
(3.2.23) Pt )l < Gz

Finally, since ¢; + ¢; = w(€), from B.220) and [B223]) we conclude that

) ¢
(3.2.24) | Da,y) Pros(@, )| < (t— ) @F

Case V: £ = (e;,e;). In this last case, a direct computation gives
Dfx7y) pt,s ('T? y) = aiiyjpt,s ('Ia y) = ayj (8:B¢pt,s) ('Ia y)
1 _
= Oy, <§ [C(t, s) l(ac — E(t— s)y)]l)

= -[C(t,s) " E(t - s)] .

v

(3.2.25)

— N

n
= 5 Zryik(t’ S) ekj(t - S)’
k=1

where we have used the notation

N N
C(t,s) = (’yhk(t, S))hchl and E(r) = (ehk(T))h,kzl'
We now observe that, on account of (LI.9]), we have

enk(t —s) = [E(t )]hk [DO(\/E)E(DDO (\/tl——s)}hk

= (t—s) @~ ®)/2¢, (1) V1<hk<N;
thus, by combining ([B:2:26]) with [B2I8]), we get

‘Z%kts erj(t — ) Z|%k7fs lex;(t — )]

< CE (—2 (t — s)(qk*%’)/?ekj(l)
(t — 3)(‘11"“11@)/
k=1

(3.2.26)

c
= (t — s)laita)/2”

21
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From this, since ¢; + ¢; = w(£), we immediately conclude that
c
(3227) ‘D(xy pts X y ’ < ‘Z’)’Zk t S ek] t—S) < m

Now we have estimated all the non-vanishing derivatives of p; ¢ (with respect to
both = and y), we are ready to complete the proof. Namely, by combining estimate

BZID) with (B212), GZI), BZI0), GZ2ZD) and 22D, we get
D, D, tiy, s)

<cl-1(x,t;y,s Z Z H ’U’k'(Z—\fiD

()\ m)ES pm(\,a) i= 1

<cl(z,ty,8) Y Z s o] A ki —hilel)
()\ m)ES pm (A, a)

where we have used the simplified notation

V= DO(\/tl——s) (x — E(t—s)y).

On the other hand, owing to the very definition of p,, (), &), we have

) S k()2 = %W(Z kity) = wle) /2
=1 =1
(b) Y (2K

i=1

= lal.

As a consequence, we obtain
&
« .
’D(m,y) P(mv Ly, S)’ < (t — S)w(a)/Q X

(3.2.28) 22— |a|

1
X nyl(l',t; Y, S) Z ‘DO<
(umyes Vi=s

We explicitly stress that, if (A\,m) € S, one has 2\ — |a| > 0. In fact, taking into
account the very definition of &, we know that
Ei>0and 0 < €] <2 VY (ki,...,km;l1,.. ., €m) € Pm(A, @);
this, together with identity (b), immediately implies that 2A — || > 0.
Now, using the explicit expression of I', given in Theorem B.2] together with
the fact that the matrix Co(1)~! is positive definite, we easily see that

20— |
Ja—Et-s)y)| " <eTo(@biys),

)@= Bt = 5)y)

1
3.2.20) T, (2,17, s) - (D (
(3:229) Ty (atin) - Do =
where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant independent of ¥ and a. Then, by gathering
B228) and ([3:2.29]), we obtain the first inequality in B.2.1]).
To prove the second inequality in (B.2.]) we will show that for every o > 0 and
w > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every (z,t), (y, s) with ¢ # s one

has
1 c

sy ) S G @
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where @ > 0 is the homogeneous dimension of RV, see (LLS)).
To this aim, we first observe that, since the matrix Co(1)~! is (symmetric and)

positive definite, by combining (B.I7) with (BII0) we get
Loz, t;y,8) =Ty (x — E(t—s)y,t —s;0,0)

C D0<

< = amen (—a|Do(o=) @Bt -au]).

where ¢y > 0 is a suitable constant depending on «a; as a consequence, taking
into account the explicit expression of d provided in (L27) (and since || - | is
Dy-homogeneous of degree 1), we obtain the following estimate

d((z,1), (y,5)*?

(t = 5)o72 Ta(z,t;y, )

_ (=~ £ o0l ;/\Q/rt‘— D ks

= (=92 (|oo( =) = Bt = 9| +1) T Tale i)
< COU<DO<\/151——3) (x — E(t — S)g/)),

where we have introduced the notation
U(2) = (||z]| + 1) T l* (2 e RV).

To complete the proof it suffices to show that the function U is globally bounded
in RY. To this end, bearing in mind the explicit definition of || - ||, we notice that

Y 1/q; Qo
0§L{(z)§(Zyz\ q1+1> e~
i=1

w+Q

- (g eyt

2

from this, since the map 7 — 7% 7 is globally bounded on [0,4+00) for every
choice of & > 0 and 3 > 0, we conclude that & € L°(R"), as desired.
Finally, combining the two inequalities in (B21]) we get

C
(z,t;y, s)@Fwl@)

Dgc,y)r(x’ Ly, 5) < d

for every (x,t), (y,s) with t # s. However, for x # y and s — ¢, the first bound
in (B21) shows that DE’; y)F(x,t;y,t) = 0, hence the above inequality actually
holds for every (x,t) # (y,s), and we are done. O

We highlight a simple consequence of Theorem and of (B.I4]) which will be
repeatedly exploited in the sequel.

Lemma 3.8. Let I' be as in Theorem [Z3, and let o = (o, ...,an) € NV be a
fixed non-zero multi-index. Then, we have

(3.2.30) DT (x, t;y,s)dy =0 for every x € RN and every s < t.
RN
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Proof. Let z,s,t be as in the statement. Using the global estimates for DT gi-
ven in Theorem B3 and taking into account identity (B.I.4]), we can perform a
standard dominated-convergence argument, yielding

/ DT (z,t;y,s)dy = DY <:U — / [(x,t;y,s) dy) =0.
RN RN
This ends the proof. O

The next theorem will also be a key tool in our a-priori estimates.

Theorem 3.9 (Mean value inequality for fractional and singular kernels). Let T’
be as in Theorem 31, and let n = (y,s) € RN*L be fized. Moreover, let

a=(a,...,ay)
be a fized multi-index. Then, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(a) > 0 such that

d(&1,&2)
(&1, n)Q+w(a)+1

for every &1 = (z1,t1), & = (w2, t2) € RVFL such that

d(&1,m) > 4kd(&1,&2) > 0.

Proof. Let &1, & € RVT! be as in the statement, and let 7 := 2d(&;,£2) > 0. Owing
to (L23)), one can easily recognize that n ¢ B,(£2); thus, taking into account the
reqularity of T stated in Theorem B.I}(1) and Remark B.6] we are entitled to apply
Theorem 2] to the function f := D2T(:;n) on the ball B, (&) 2 &1, obtaining

|DeT(&1,m) — DET(&2,m)| = [f(&1) — f(&2)]

q
(3.2.31) < C<d(§17 £2) - BSTl(lg) ; |0, DT (3m)[?

+d(€,6)* - sup [YDET (7))
Br(@)

Now, since &1 € B,(§2) and g = 1 for 1 < k < ¢, by Theorem [3.5] we have

q q

sup Z |0z, DT (+;m)|? = sup Z |D?+ek1‘(.;n)|2
(3.2.32) Br(&2) \ k=1 Br(&2) \ k=1

1 c
< < .
= ccei;i}()&) d(C777)Q+w(a)+1 — d(&’n)Qw(a)ﬂ

We then claim that we also have

c
3.2.33 sup |YDIT'(+;n)| < .
(3:2.83) By (€2) | Ll d(&r,m)@ (e r2
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Taking this claim for granted for a moment, we can conclude the proof of theorem:

indeed, by combining (B231)), BZ32) and B:2:33] we immediately obtain

3 . 1 d(&1,62)
[DET(E1,m) — DIT (&, m)| < cd(&1,€2) ( A&y @it d(gl,n)éHj(a)“)
(since d(&1,1m) > 4kd(&1,E2))

. d(&1,&2)
T d(&y, )@t

which is exactly what we wanted to prove.
Hence, we are left to prove the claimed (3.233]). To this end we first notice
that, since LI'(-;1) = 0 a.e.in RN*1\ {n}, we can write

Y DT (5n) = DE(YT(5m) + Y, D2IT(57)
(3234 = - Z a;; () DETEFET () + [V, DT (),
i,j=1

where [Y,D%] = YDS — DY. Moreover, since the coefficients a;; are globally
bounded (and g = 1 for every 1 < k < ¢), again by Theorem we get

q
(3.2.35) - 'Zl aij(t)D§+ei+ejF(C; n)| < d(C’n)QC-i-w(a)-i-Q V ¢ € Br(&).
1,j=

We now turn to estimate the term [Y, DS|T'(:;n). First of all, using the explicit
expression of the vector field Y in (LI.2)), it is easy to see that

N
[V, D] =YD — DY = Y bjgap Dy,
Jk=1
where o = (aq,...,an) and the bj;’s are the entries of the matrix B. On the

other hand, taking into account the specific block form of B in assumption (H2),
it is not difficult to recognize that

¢ —aqr=2  forevery 1 <j,k < N such that b # 0.

As a consequence, using once again Theorem [B.5 we get

N
1
Y, DZIL(Gn)| < bkl - _
(3.2.36) I Ir(cn)l cj%%’ i d(¢,n)@twle)+ai—ax
C
= d(C, n)@te(e)+2 V ¢ € Br(&2).

Finally, by combining (3:2.34]), (3:2.35]) and (B.2.36) we obtain

1 c
sup [YDZT(Cn)| <c sup < 7
C€Br(&2) CeB, (&) A(C,m)@FW(@)+2 = (&1, n)@tw(e)+2

which is precisely the claimed B.2.33] This ends the proof. O
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3.3. Representation formulas for » and (ﬁimju in terms of Lu. We continue
to consider an operator £ with coefficients a;;(t) satisfying (H1)-(H2), and its
fundamental solution I' (see Theorem [3.1]). Here, we are going to establish some
representation formulas for u and for its derivatives in terms of Lu.

We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.10. Let T' € R be fized, and let g : S — R be continuous and
bounded. For every e > 0, we consider the function

ve : ST — R, ve(x,t) := / Dz, t;y,t —e) g(y,t —e) dy.
RN

Then, v. — g pointwise in Sy as e — 0.

Proof. Let (z,t) € Sp. By combining (B.14) with (B112]), we can write

ve(,t) — gl t)| = /RN D(x,t;y,t —e)(g(y,t —e) — g(a, 1)) dy

1
g—N/ Tyt (2, byt — &) - lg(y,t — &) — gl t)] dy
1% RN

2
<o [ el Q)ereml gt o) gt ay = ()
< 8@/2 - 9 ) )

where ¢y > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on v > 0. On the other hand,
taking into account (LI9]) and performing the change of variables

y = E(—e)z — Do(Ve)E(-1)z,

we derive
(%) = o /R e BEg(B(=e)r — Do(VEVE(-1)z,t — &) gl )] dz,

since det(F(—1)) = 1. Summing up, we obtain the estimate

(3.3.1) [ve(z,t) — gz, )] < ¢ /N e*CO|z|2h5(z) dz,
R

where we have introduced the simplified notation
he(z) := |g(E(—&)x — Do(ve)E(—1)z,t — g) — g(x,t)|.

Now, since E(—¢) — F(0) = Idy and Do(y/e) — Oy as e — 07 (see (LLT)), from
the continuity of ¢ we immediately derive that

lim h.(z) =0 for every fixed z € RY.
e—0t

Moreover, since g is globally bounded on S7, we have

0 < 1he(2)| < 2|lgllzoc (5)-

Gathering these two facts, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem in
the right-hand side of ([B31), yielding

lve(z,t) — g(z,t)] - 0ase— 0.

By the arbitrariness of (x,t) € Sp, this completes the proof. O
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Thanks to Proposition 3.0, we can now prove the next key result. Throughout
the sequel, when dealing with integral over strips we tacitly understand that

/ ...:_/ {--} when b < a.
RN % (a,b) RN x (b,a)

Theorem 3.11. Let T € R be fized, and let 7 < T. Moreover, let u € S°(7;T).
Then, we have the following representation formula

(3.3.2) u(z,t) = —/ [(x, t;y, s)Lu(y, s) dy ds,
RN x (7,t)

for every point (z,t) € St.

Proof. Since u € S%(;T), then Lu € L>®(St). Thus, taking into account (B4
in Theorem B.J] for every (z,t) € Sp we get

\ [ Ity )ty dyds
RN x(7,t)

/Tt (/RN Iz, t;y, ) dy) ds

and this proves that the right-hand side of B.3.2lis finite. Now, in order to establish
the representation formula 332l we proceed by steps.

STEP I. Let us first prove by assuming that u € S°(7;T) satisfies the
following additional properties:
(i) u € C=(S7);
(ii) there exists r > 0 such that

(3.3.3)

< [1Lull oo (s =t — 7| < o0,

u(z,t) = 0 for every (z,t) € Sp with |z| > r.
Then, owing to (3.3.3]) we have

(3.3.4) / I(z,t;-) Ludyds = lim [(z,t;-) Ludyds;
RN x(7,t)

e=0F JRN x(1,t—¢)
moreover, since we are assuming that u € C°°(St), we can write

(3.3.5)
/ [(x,t;+) Ludyds
RN x (7,t—¢)

:/:5 (/RN ot -)£0udy>ds—/RN (/:Er(m,t;-)asuds>dy,

where we have written £ = Lo — 0s, that is,
N
Ly = Z(i],jzl aij(s)ayiyj + Zj,k:l bjkyrOy, -

Now, owing to Theorem B.I}(1), we readily see that y + I'(z,t;y,s) € C°(RY)
for every fixed point (z,t) € Sy and every s < t — ¢; as a consequence, taking into
account the additional assumptions (i)-(ii), we have

(3.3.6) / D(x,t;+) Loudy = / (L) T(x,t;-) udy,
RN RN
where L denotes the formal adjoint of Lo, that is,
" N
Ly = Zg,j=1 i (8)Oy;y,; — Zj,k:l bjk YOy, -
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On the other hand, since from Theorem B.I}(1) we also derive that s — I'(z,t;y, s)
is Lipschitz-continuous on (7,t — ¢), again by (i)-(ii) we have

t—e t—e
(3.3.7) / [(x,t;-) Osuds =T'(z, t;y,t — e)u(y,t —e) — 05T (z, t;-) uds,

T

where we have also used the fact that u € S%(7;T). Gathering (B.3.6)-(3.3.7),
from the above (3.3.3]) we then obtain the following identity

/ I(z,t;-) Ludyds = —/ D(z,t;y,t —e)u(y,t —e)dy
RN X (1,t—¢) RN

+/ (L + 0s)T(z,t;-) udy ds.
RN x (1,t—¢)

Then, taking into account ([3.3.4]), in order to establish formula (8:3.2]) it is enough
to prove the following fact:

(3.3.8) </RN><( (Lo +0:)0 (2, 8- udy ds — /RN D(z, ty,t —e)u(y,t — ¢) dy>

T,t—¢)

— —u(x,t) for every (z,t) € Sy ase — 0.
To this end we first notice that, owing to Theorem B.Il we have
(3.3.9) (L5 4 05)T (2, ;) = LT(z,t;-) =0 a.e.on RY x (1, — ¢);

moreover, since u € SY(7;T) (hence, in particular, u is continuous and bounded
on the strip S7), from Proposition B.10] we infer that

(3.3.10) lim D(z,t;y,t —e)u(y,t —e)dy = u(x,t) pointwise on Sp.

e—0t JrN

By combining ([3.3.9)-B.310), we immediately obtain (B.3.8]).

STEP II. Let us now prove the representation formula ([3.3.2)) by dropping the
additional assumption (ii) on u, that is, we only suppose that

u e St T) N C™(St).

To begin with, we fix a cut-off function ¢y € C§°(R”) such that

(a) 0< ¢ < 1in RY;

(b) ¢o =1 on {|z| < 1} and ¢o =0 on {|z| > 2}.

Moreover, for every n > 1 we set ¢, (z) := ¢o(x/n), and we define
Up = U - Op.

Owing to (a)-(b), it is readily seen that u,, € S°(7;T) N C>®(S7) and uy,(z,t) = 0
for every (x,t) € St with |z| > n; hence, by Step I we can write

(3.3.11) up(z,t) = —/ [(x,t;+) Luy dyds  for every (x,t) € St.
RN x (7,t)

We now aim to pass to the limit as n — oo in the above (8.3.11]). By definition of
¢n, we have

(3.3.12) lim w,(x,t) = u(x,t) for every fixed (z,t) € St.

n—oo
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As to the right-hand side, instead, we rely on the dominated convergence theorem.
First of all, since u € C*°(S7) and ¢,, € C§°(RY), we have

q
Luy, = E(u¢n) = (Eu) : ¢n +u- (£¢n) + 2 Z aij(t)a:viu 8:vj¢n§

ij—1
moreover, since u € SO(7;T) and ¢, = ¢o(-/n), there exists a constant ¢ > 0,
depending on u and ¢y but independent of n, such that

q
u- (Lon) + 2 Z ij ()0 u O, n | < pointwise on St.

ij=1
This, together with the fact that ¢, =1 on {|z| < n}, implies

(¢
n

lim Lu, = Lu pointwise on Syp.
n—o0

On the other hand, since Lu € L*>(S7) and 0 < ¢,, < 1, we also have
c
|Lup| < [[Lullpoo s,y + - < |[Lullpoo(spy +€=:¢ for every n > 1;

gathering these facts, and taking into account (B.I.4]), we can then apply the
dominated convergence theorem in the right-hand side of (33.11]), yielding

(3.3.13) lim [(x,t;-) Luy, dyds = / I(x,t;-) Ludyds.
N0 JRN x(r,t) RN x (7t)

Finally, by combining [B:312) and (33I3) we can let n — oo in (B3I1), thus

obtaining the desired representation formula (3.3.2)) for u.

STEP III: Let us finally prove the representation formula (33.2]) for every u €
SU(m;T).

To begin with, we fix a point &y = (zg,tp) € S and we choose 0 < g9 < 1 in
such a way that & € Sy_,. Moreover, we choose a function J € C§°(RV*!) such
that J > 0 pointwise in RV *! supp(J) € B;(0) and

(3.3.14) /]RN+1 J(n)dn = /B J(n)dn =1,

where B1(0) = {n: d(n,0) < 1} is the d-ball with centre 0 and radius 1. We then
define, for every fixed 0 < e < €q, the (g, G)-convolution kernel

Je(n) == 92J(D(1/2)n)
(where D(-) and @ > 0 are as in (LI7)) and (LIS, respectively), and we consider
the so-called mollifier of u related to the kernel J., that is,

Ug - ST—E() — R,
w@) = [ Jgonutndn= [ IQu(DEC)o8) de
ST Bl(o)
We explicitly point out, for the sake of completeness, that the definition of u. is

meaningful: in fact, using (LI, (LL7) and (LZ4]) we easily see that

(a) for every fixed £ = (z,t) € Sp_.,, one has
(3.3.15) supp(n — Je(Eo 77_1)) C{n=(y,s): |t—s|<e} CSp;
(b) for every ¢ € B1(0) and & € Sy_.,, one has (D(£)¢(" 1) o & € Sp.
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We now claim that:
(3.3.16) u. € St — e0; T — g9) N C®(S1_¢y).

Indeed, since J € C§° (RV*1), by a standard dominated-convergence argument we
easily infer that u. € C°°(S7_.,); moreover, taking into account that u(z,t) =0
for every (z,t) € Sp with ¢ <7, by [B.3.15]) we derive that

us(€) = / Jo((@,1) 0 (4,5) V) u(y, 5) dy ds = 0
{|t—s|<e}

for every & = (z,t) € S7—, with t < 7 — gg. Hence, to prove the claimed (B.3.16])
we are left to show that the derivatives 82@ Ug, Y u., which exist pointwise and in
the classical sense on S7_c,, are globally bounded in Sp_., (for 1 <4, < q).

To this end it suffices to observe that, since u € S°(7;T) and since the vector
fields Oy, ..., 0z, Y are left-invariant with respect to o, we can write

07, ue () = / J(©) (82, u) (D)) og)d¢  (fori=1,...,q),

thus, since 95, u,Yu € L(Sr), from (3.3.14) we obtain

102 0, uell Lo ($r_.y) < 0%, ulloosry  (for 1< 4,5 < q);

(3.3.18)
1Y uell Lo (s7_.) < 1Y ullLoo(s),

and this completes the proof of (B310]).

Now we have established ([8.3.16]), thanks to Step II we know that the represen-
tation formula ([3.3:2]) holds for the function w. on the strip S7_.,: in particular,
since we have that {y = (xg,to) € Sr—s,, We can write

(3.3.19) ue(x0,t0) = —/ (zo, to; *) Lue dy ds.
]RNX(’T—E(),to)

We then pass to the limit as e — 07 in B3I9). As to the left-hand, since u is
continuous and bounded on St, it is easily seen that

(3.3.20) lim+ ue (o, to) = u(xo, to).

e—0

As to the right-hand side, taking into account ([3.3.17) and the fact that
3§ixju,Yu € L>™(Sr),

we can use a classical approximation argument to prove that a:,%ixj Us —> 8§imju (for
every 1 <i,j <gq) and Yu. — Y, in LL (Sr_<,) as € — 0F; as a consequence, by
possibly choosing a sequence &, — 0 as n — oo, we get

q
lim Lu. = lim Z aij(-)ﬁim.ue +Yu, | =Lu ae.in Sp_g,.
e—0t e—0t Py J
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On the other hand, using (B3.I8) and the fact that the coefficients a;; are globally
bounded, we also have the following estimate

q
Cuc| < Mlasllpoem) - 1030, ull oo sy + 1Yl poegs)
ij=1
=:c, for every 0 < e < gy.

Gathering these facts, and recalling that J € Cg° (RNV+1), we can then apply the
dominated convergence theorem in the right-hand side of (8319, getting

lim [(xo,to; ) Lue dy ds

€ RNX(’T—E(),t())
:/ T(o, to; -) Lu dy ds
]RNX(’T—E(),t())

Finally, by combining (3:3.20)-([3.3.2T)) and by taking into account that

(3.3.21)

u = ﬁu =0 a.e.on RN X (_0077)7

we can pass to the limit as e — 07 in ([B:319)), thus obtaining the desired repre-
sentation formula (33.2)) for u. This completes the proof. O

Starting from the representation formula ([B3.2]), we easily obtain the following
representation formula for the first-order derivatives of w.

Corollary 3.12. Let T € R be fized, and let 7 < T. Moreover, let u € S°(;T)
and let 1 <1i < q be fixed. Then, we have the representation formula

(3.3.22) Og,u(x,t) = —/ O, T'(z, ;) Ludy ds,
RN x (7,t)

for every (x,t) € Sp. Moreover,
(3.3.23) 10z, ull oo (57) < €l Lullpoesyy - VT = 7.

Proof. We start noting that, combining the global estimates for d,,I' contained
in Theorem 5 see (B21), with identity ([BI4), we have, for every » € RY and

every 7 < t,

|
0z, (2, t;- dydsgc/ (/ L. ,-1(z,t;- dy)ds
Jo 1) v VAR
t
1
(3.3.24) :c/T mds =2c\V/t—T.

Let us now prove formula [33.22). To begin with, since u € S°(7;T), we have
Lu € L*°(S7); thus, from (B3.24) we get

/ |0z, T (2, t; )| |[Luldy ds
RN x (7,t)

<cl|lLullpeespy - VIE=T] Y (2,t) € St

(where ¢ > 0 only depends on v), and this shows that the function

g(z,t) = —/ 0z, T(2,t;+) Ludy ds,
RN x (1,t)

(3.3.25)
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is well-defined on Sp. We then turn to prove that d,,u = g pointwise in St by an
approximation argument. To this end, we fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and we define

ue(x,t) := —/ [(x,t;+) Ludyds.
RN x (7,t—¢)

Owing to the representation formula ([3.3.2)), it is readily seen that u. — w point-
wise on St as € — 07; moreover, since t —s > ¢ > 0 when s < t — &, by simple
dominated-convergence arguments based on ([B.2.1]) (and on the regularity of T,
see Theorem B.IH(1)) we easily infer that

(i) Us € C(ST);

(ii) ue is continuously differentiable w.r.t. z; on S, and
O, ue(x,t) = —/ Op, Iz, t;-) Ludyds ¥V (z,t) € St.
RN x(1,t—¢)
Finally, by (83:24]) we also have

‘al‘iu&‘(x7t) _g(xvt)‘ :/

RN X (t—e,t

) |02, (2, t; )] | Lul| oo (5,) dy ds

< c||Lullpoo(spyVE  uniformly for (z,t) € St,

from which we derive that d,,u. — ¢ uniformly on S as e — 0F. As is well-know,
all the above facts are enough to conclude that

Oy, u =g on St,
and this is precisely (3.3.22]). By (8.3.23]), this also implies ([B.3.23)). O

With the representation formula (:3.:22]) at hand, we now aim to prove a rep-
resentation formula for the derivatives Oy, u of a function u € 8%(7; 7).

To this end, we first establish the following proposition.

Proposition 3.13. Let a € (0,1) be fized, and let 1 < 1,5 < q. Then, there exists
a constant ¢ = c(a) > 0 such that, for every x € RN and every T < t, one has

(3.3.26) / 02,2, T (@, tsy,8)| - [|E(s — t)z — y||* dy ds < c(t — 7).
RN x (r,t) !
As a consequence, we have
/ |8§i$_l’(az,t;y,s)| | E(s —t)x — y||* dyds — 0
RN x (t—e,t) !

(3.3.27)
uniformly w.r.t. (z,t) € RV as e — 07,

Proof. Let x,T,t be as in the statement. Owing to the global estimates for (9%1,%,1’
in Theorem B3] see (B.2]), and taking into account (B.I.7)-(BII0]), we have

&
|8§1%F($, t; Y, S)| < Erclu_l (x, t; Y, 5)
(3.3.28)

o fco|Do(wl_—s) (:rfE(t*S)y)|2

== S)Q/2+1e ;
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where ¢y > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on the number v > 0. On the
other hand, taking into account (LI9]), for every s < ¢t we can write

Do () (x — B(t — s)) = [ Do wl__S)E@—s)](E(s—t)x—y)
~ B(1) [Do(\/tl__8>(E(s ~t)a—y)].

As a consequence, since E(1) is non-singular, we get

1
Vit—s

(3.3.29) 6‘50|D0(¢i—s)($—E(t—8>y)|2 CO|D0(\/—)(E(S ta— y)|

where ¢{, > 0 is another constant only depending on v. Then, by comblmng B328)
with (8.3:29]), we obtain the following estimate:

Loy 192,80 - BGs = 0 =yl dyds

1 —c! {DO( )(E(S t:): y {
< L e I
= RN x (r,t) (t — s)Q/2+16 |E(s —t)x —y||* dy ds
t ! (=) EBs-ta—y) ‘ o
:Co/T m([@ve |E(s —t)x — || dy)ds

=: (%).
To proceed further, we perform in the dy-integral the change of variables
y=E(s—t)x — Do(V/t — s)z.
Reminding that det(Dg(\)) = A% for every A > 0 (see (LLT7)-(LLS)), and since

the norm || - || is Dp-homogeneous of degree 1, we get

(k) = t ! o) 2|1 dz ) d
_CO/T (t—s)k% /sze z z |ds
_— —T)a/2</ e=col=* ||z dz>.

(0% RN

To complete the proof of ([B3.26) we only need to show that the dz-integral is
finite. To this end we observe that, by definition of || - ||, we have

N
I:= / e~ 0l || dz = / e—c&lzl2<z ‘zi,l/qi)“dz
RN RY i=1
N N
) Z/ e—c6\z\2’2i‘a/qi dz < ¢(w) Z/ e—C6|Z|2‘z’Oé/Qi dz;
i=1 /RY 7 JrY

from this, we immediately see that I < co, and the proof is complete. O
With Proposition [3.13] at hand, we can now prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.14. For T > 7 > —oco and o € (0,1), let u € S(7;T) be such that
Lu € CY(St). Then, we have
(3.3.30)

agixju(x’t) = /RN ( )aiixjr(x’t;ya 5) [EU(E(S - t)x’ S) - Eu(y, 5)] dy dS,
X(7,t

for every (x,t) € Sp and every 1 < 1i,j < q.
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Proof. We first observe that, since Lu € C$(St), by definition we have
(3.3.31) [Lu(E(s =)z, s) = Lu(y, )| < |Lulog(sy) - [E(s = t)z =yl

for every =,y € RY and every s,t < T. Thus, by Proposition B.13] we get

[ 10ty s)| - (B — t)2.5) - Luy,)] dy ds
RN x(rt)

< |Lulcg(sy)

/’ 2., T(a. iy, 8)] - | E(s — )z — y||* dy ds
RN x(r,t)

< c|Lulca(syy - [t —7|** ¥ (2,t) € Sy

(where ¢ > 0 only depends on «), and this shows that the function
g(wa t) = / 8§Zz]]‘1(x7 Ly, S) [Eu(E(s - t)l', 8) - £u(y7 S)] dy ds
RN x (7,t)

is well-defined on Sp. We then turn to prove that a,%izju = g pointwise in St by
an approximation argument. To this end, we fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and we define

ve(, t) := —/ Oy I'(x,t;-) Ludy ds.
RN x(r,t—)

Now, arguing as in the proof of Corollary BI2] and taking into account ([33.22]),
we see that

(i) ve € C(St) and v. — 0, u pointwise in St as & — 0%;
(ii) ve is continuously differentiable w.r.t. z; on St, and

Oy, Ve(z, 1) = —/ 92 . Dz, t;-) Ludyds Y (x,t) € S.
RN X (1,t—¢) !
On the other hand, owing to Lemma [3.8] we have

O, Ve(x,t) = —/ Bgixl“(x,t; ) Ludyds
RN x(rt—e)
= / 8§i$_F(w, ty, ) [Lu(E(s — t)x, s) — Lu(y, s)]| dy ds.
RN x (1,t—) !
As a consequence, by combining ([B.331]) with Proposition we obtain

‘al‘iv&‘(x7t) - g(xvt)‘ = /

RN X (t—e,t
< |Lulcg(sy) /

RN X (t—e,t
2

) \3§ile“(w,t; MNNLu(E(s — t)x,s) — Lu|dyds

: 02,0, D (@, ;)| - | E(s — )z — y||* dy ds

<c ]Eu]cg(ST)EO‘/ uniformly for (z,t) € S,

from which we derive that d,,v. — ¢ uniformly on Sy as e — 07. As in the proof
of Corollary [3.12] we then conclude that
92 u= Oz;(0z,u) = g pointwise in S,

T

and this gives (3.3.30]). O
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3.4. Schauder estimates in space. We now want to prove the following result:

Theorem 3.15 (Global Schauder estimates in space). Let T > 7 > —oo and
a € (0,1). Then, there exists ¢ > 0, only depending on (T — 7),a, v, B, such that

q
(3.4.1) > 182 ulles e < elLulog(sy
ij=1
(3.4.2) Yullcg sy < cllLulleg sr),

for every u € S°(r;T) with Lu € CY(St).

The estimates in the above theorem will be generalized, in Section [ in the con-
text of operators with coefficients a;j(x,t); hence, the core of this section consists
more in the development of the tools necessary to prove the above theorem, then
in the result itself. Actually, these tools will be useful also in the following parts
of the paper. Also, it is worth noting that the proof of global Schauder estimates
in the situation considered in this section is much more straightforward than for
coefficients also depending on xz. However, note that for the moment we do not
prove global estimates on the lower order derivatives 0, u and on wu itself.

To prove Theorem B.15] we need the following auxiliary results.

Theorem 3.16 (Cancellation property of the singular kernel). There exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every 1 < 1,75 < q, one has the estimate

0% T(x,t;y,s)dy|ds <e,

TiTj

(34.3)  Lo(z,t) = / t

/{yERN: d((@,t),(y,8)) > 7}
for every x € RN, 7 <t and r > 0.

Proof. Let x,7,t and r be as in the statement. We then distinguish two cases.

CASE I: t — 7 > 2. In this case we first observe that, taking into account the
explicit expression of the quasi-distance d given in ([L2.7]), we have

d((x,t), (y;8) = llz = E(t = s)yll + Vi —s = Vi—s >,

for every 7 < s < t — r2; thus, by Lemma B.8 we can write
t—r2
I (z,t) = / / Bgm_f’(x,t; y,s)dy ‘ ds
T RN !
t
o
t—r2
t
B /t—r2

0.0, T(x, t;y,5) dy | ds

/{yERN! d((z,t),(y,s)) =7}

8§ile“(x,t;y, s)dy|ds =: Jy(x,1).

/{yERN: d((x,t),(y,s)) > 7’}
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In order to prove (B.43]), we then turn to bound the integral J,(x,t).
First of all, by combining the global upper estimates for agile“ in Theorem

with BL7)-BI1I0) (see also (B3.2]]) in the proof of Prop.BI3)), we get

t

hotet) < | ( / 02, T(w, b, ) dy) ds
t—r2 {yeRN: d((z,t),(y,s))>r}
< ' L X
S A T ey

2
% </ e—co‘Do(\/tl_—s)(a:—E(t—S)y)‘ dy> _. (*)7
{yERN:d((:I:,t),(y,S))ZT‘}

where ¢y > 0 is a constant only depending on v. From this, recalling (LZT]) and
using the change of variables

(3.4.4) y=FE(s—t)r—E(s—t)z

in the dy-integral, we obtain
t 2
[ B0 I 1)
t (t - S)Q/2+1 {zeRN: || z||+/t—s>r}
(since det(E(s —t)) = e3¢ B — 1 see (LH))
1
= (+ — §\Q/2+1
{t—r2<s<t, ||z||[+Vt—s>r} (t - 5)

To proceed further, we now perform another change of variables, this time involving
both z and s: taking into account the Dy-homogeneity of || - ||, we set

(3.4.5) (2,8) = (Do(r)w,t — r%0).

—r2

ool Po(A5)2] g s = (290).

Recalling that det(Dg(r)) = 9, we then get

(2%) :c0/1;</ eCO(DO(J;)W\de>dJZCOJ
0 0N JiwerN: ful+va>1) '

Since the integral J is a constant, to complete the proof of ([B.43]) in this case
it suffices to show that J < co. To this end, we perform yet another change of
variables in the dw-integral: setting

w = Do(v/o)u,

and taking into account that det(Dy(,/a)) = 0@/2, we obtain

11 2
J:/ —(/ e—colul du>da
0 7\ J{ueRN: |lul> =1}

1/4h Ly
:/ ﬂd(f—}—%—/ ﬂd(f::Jl—}—Jg,
0 1

ag /4 (o2
where we have introduced the shorthand notation

_ 2
e—colul® gy

h(o) := /
{u€RN: [|ul|>J= -1}
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We then turn to show that both the integrals Ji, Jo are finite. As to J; we first
notice that, since Oy ||lu|| < |u| when |ju]| > 1 (here, )y > 0 is a constant only
depending on the dimension N), and since

1
— —1>1 when0O<o <

o

we have the following estimate on the function h:

] =

+oo

ho) < / el gy — oy / o—cor? N1 g,
{ueRN: [u]>0n (J=—1)} On(=—1)

(since e*c°p2pN*1 < ’ypef%OPQ when N > 2)

00912\1 (; 1)2

oo co 2 _ _
= YWN / pe” 2" dp=cye 2 Vo
'9N(%*1)

where ¢y := ywn/cp. As a consequence, we easily obtain
1/4 1 _COQ?V(L_1)2
Jlch/ —e 2 e do < 0.
0 g
As to Jo, instead, taking into account that the map u — e—colul®
RY | we immediately get

1
n< [ l( [ du>d0§4 [ du < o
1/4 T \JRN RN

Gathering these facts, we then conclude that J < oo, as desired.

is integrable on

CASE II: t — 7 < 72, In this case, using once again the global upper estimates
for a:,%ﬂjr in Theorem B and taking into account B.I7)-@BII0]), we get

t
Lt < [ ( / |a§,xr<x,t;y,s>|dy>ds
r \J{yeRN:d((x0),(y.s)>r}
< CO /t LX
T (t— )@t

2
) ( / 0| Do) =Bt dy> (%),
{yeRN: d((z,t),(y,s))>r}

Starting from this estimate, and performing the change of variables (3.4.4)-(3.4.5]),
we then obtain

(*)zco/t;</ eCO|D0(\/tlis)Z‘2dz>d5
r (=) Jpern. o) v}

t—71

) 1 / —co‘DO(L)wP >
—©c e Vo dw dU =: (2%).
0/0 oQ/2+1 ( {weRN: ||wl+v/>1} -

Now, since are assuming that t — 7 < r2, we have

(3.4.6) (2%) <CO/1;</ eCO‘DO(VlE)w‘de>da:coJ
T Jo 09PN Jiwer: ul+ya>1) ’
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where J is the same integral considered in the previous case; as a consequence,
since we have already recognized that J < oo, from ([B.4.6]) we immediately derive
B43)) also in this case, and the proof is complete. O

Theorem 3.17 (Holder continuity of singular integrals). For T' > 7 > —oo and
a € (0,1), let us introduce the function space

CHr;T):={f € CI(St) : f(z,t) =0 for every t <7},

and define, on this space CS(1;T), the linear operator

[ = Tf(z,t) = / 8§ile“(x,t;y,s) [f(E(s —t)z,s) — f(y,s)] dyds.

RN x (7,t)
Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending on (T — 7) and «, such that

(3.4.7) | Tij fllcesr) < clfleosyy  for every fe CH(m;T).

Proof. Let f € C¢(7;T) be arbitrarily fixed. Since f(-,t) = 0 for every ¢t < 7, we
have Tj; f(z,t) = 0 for every x € RY and ¢ < 7. Thus, we derive that

IT55 flcesry = 1T5flce(),  where Q:= RN x (7, 7).

Hence, to prove [B.4AT) it suffices to study T, f (x,t) for (z,t) € €.
First of all, owing to Proposition BI3], for every (z,t) € 2 we have

TG.0) < [

RN x (1t

<|flea(sr) /RNX(

<clfloaisy) - (t—1)** < el floaisy) - (T —7)*2,

) 1070, T (@, tyy, 9)| - [F(B(s — t)a, 5) — f(y. 5)| dy ds

| 10,0, 0 (2, 1y, 9)| - | E(s — )z — y||* dy ds
,t

where ¢ > 0 is a constant only depending on «. From this, we derive

(3.4.8) T35 fllLoo(s7) < (T = 7,0) | fleoe(sp)-

On the other hand, if (x1,t), (z2,t) € Q are such that ||zq1 — z2|| > 1, thanks to
estimate (B8] we also obtain the following bound

T3 f (@1, t) — Tij f @2, 8)] < 2T f | poo(spy < (T = 7,0)|floo sp)llw1 — 22|,
Thus, to prove [B.A7]) we are left to show that

T f(w1,t) = Tij f (22, 1) < (T — 7,00) |21 — 22|

(3.4.9) _
for every (x1,t), (z2,t) € Q with ||z — 22| < 1.
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To this end, taking into account the definition of T f, we write
Tijf(x1,t) — Tij f (w2, 1)

— [ B Pt [FEG -~ Oo.s) - F0.9)
RN x (7,t)

_ 8§i$jf(x2, t;y,s) [f(E(s —t)xza,s) — f(y, s)] } dy ds
(3.4.10)
{(y,5): d((z2,1),(y,5)) >4k p}

+ / {---}dyds
{(y,s): d((w2,t),(y,s)) <4k p}

=: A1 + Ao,

where k > 0 is as in (LZ3)-(C26]) and
p = d((x2,1), (x1,1) = [lo1 — 22|
We then turn to estimate A; and As.

- ESTIMATE OF A;. To begin with, we write A; as follows:

Ay = {[£(EG — ar,5) = £y, 9)] x

‘/{V(yvs): d(($2,t),(y,8))24lﬁip}

X [8§i1jf(x1, ty,s) — Bixjf(xg, t;y, s)] } dy ds

+ / {8§,$Jr(w27ta Y, S)X
{(y,s): d((zg,t),(y,s))24k-‘,p}

X [f(E(s —t)x1,s) — f(E(s — t)xa,s)] } dy ds
=: A1 + Aqo.

Estimate of A1y. First of all we observe that, owing to the mean value inequa-
lities in Theorem (and taking into account the definition of p), we have

|a§i1jr(x1’ t’ Y, S) - 8§¢zjr(x2a ta Y, S)‘
d((z2,t), (z1,t)) |1 — @o|

= (w9, 1), (9,5)@7 ~ “d((wart), ()7

for every (y,s) € Q such that d((x2,t), (y,s)) > 4kp. Moreover, using the explicit
expression of d in (L27) and the quasi-symmetry property (LZ0]), we get

[F(E(s = t)ar,s) = f(y,8)] < [ flogspllE(s — ) =y
< ‘f‘Cg(ST)d((ya 8)7 (xlvt))a
< k® ’f’Cg(ST)d((xht)? (ya 3))a7
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where we have also used the fact that f € C¢(7;T). Hence, by combining these
estimates and by using Lemma 23], we get

|f(E(S - t)JTl,S) - f(y7 S)‘ : ‘8§1xjr(x1,tayas) - aizxjr(xQ)tvy’S”

d((xz1,1), (y,s))*
(3.4.11) < elflogspllan = 2l d(((;,lt),)(;,ys)))g?*g
1

< ellegsnllnr =2l g5, erea

for every (y,s) € RN x (r,t) satisfying d((z2,t), (y,s) > 4kp > 2kp. Owing to
BZII), and exploiting (Z0.2]) in Lemma 22 we finally obtain

1
Al <elfleesy) lo1 — 22| dn

(3.4.12) [ () >anp} A& 1)@
< c|fleo(sm ller — z2ll - p* 7 = | floa (s lzr — 22|,

where ¢ > 0 is a constant only depending on a.

Estimate of Ajo. First of all, using once again the fact that f € C%(St), jointly
with Lemma 28] we can bound the integral A5 as follows:

Al < /Tt F(E(s — )1, s) — F(E(s — )aa, s)| - T(s) ds
(3.4.13) < flestsn [ VG =~ - 7(s)ds
< clflesisn [ (les =2l + VE=3)" 305 .
where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant and

76| [ &, Tl t:y, )y
{yeRN: d((x2,t),(y,5)) >4k p}

We now distinguish two cases, according to the value of 0 := t — 16k2p?.

(i) @ > 7. In this case, we start from (B.4.I3]) and we write

0
Asal < el flessy) / (lo1 — ol + VE—3)" - T(s)ds
(3.4.14) T

t
el flos s /9 (a1 — @all + VI=3)* - T(s) ds.
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We now observe that, when 6 < s < t, we have 0 < t — s < 16k2p?; thus, by using
the cancellation property of J in Theorem B.I6] we get

/6 (Hxl — xo|| + V1T — s)a - J(s)ds

t
< (1+4K)*||z1 — x2||o‘/ J(s)ds
0
(3.4.15) ¢
< (1+4K)" ||z — x2||o‘/ J(s)ds
T
= (1 +4K)" 21 — 22" - Lugp,r (22, 1)
<cllzy — 2o,

where ¢ > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on «.

On the other hand, when 7 < s < 6, by (LZ1) we infer that
d((z2,1), (y,8)) >Vt —s>4kp YyeRY;
as a consequence, from Lemma we obtain
/0 (Hxl — zo|| + m)a - J(s)ds
(3.4.16) 77 ,
= /T (Hxl — zo|| + m)a . /RN 8§izjf(£1;y, s)dy|ds = 0.

Summing up, by combining [B.4.13)-B.4.16) with (3.4.14), we conclude that
(3.4.17) [ Av2| < ¢ fleesy) o1 — z2®

for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 only depending on a.

(ii) @ < 7. In this case, starting from ([B.4.I3]) and using once again the cancel-
lation property of J in Theorem .16, we immediately get

t
Aszl < ¢|flon (s / (a1 — 2ol + VE=T)™ - T(s) ds
t
(3.4.18) <c|flea(smllzr — $2Ha/ J(s)ds

S C |f|C§‘(ST)||$1 - xQHQ : I4K,p,7'(l‘2;t)

<clflea(smllzr — 2],

where ¢ > 0 is another constant only depending on a.

All in all, by combining 34.12) with (34.17)-B.4I8]), we conclude that
(3.4.19) |A1] < ¢l floa (sl = z2l|*
for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 only depending on «.
- ESTIMATE OF Ay. We first observe that, since f € CS(7;7), one has
(3.4.20) [A| < |floa(sr - (A2t + An),

where, for k = 1,2, we have introduced the notation

Ao | 02,0 (@ps iy T - | B(s — D)y — g dy d.
{(y73): d((:vg,t),(y,s))<4np}
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We then proceed by estimating the two integrals Aoy, Agy separately.
Estimate of Aoy. First of all, by using the estimates for 83232,%,11 given in Theorem

B3 jointly with (]m), we get
|E(s = )1 —y||*
Ay <c /
{.5): dl(w2,8),(v,5))<4rp} A((T1,1), (y,5)) @2
d((y, s), (z1,t))*
< C/ dy ds
(.5): dl(w2,8),(v,5))<drp} A((T1,1), (y,5)) @2
1

<c /
(.5): dl(w2,8),(y,5))<4rp} A((T1,1), (y,5)) QT2
On the other hand, by the quasi-triangular inequality (L2.5]), we have
d((xh t)? (ya 3)) < K’(d((xlv t)v (va t)) + d((y, 3)7 (va t)))
(3.4.21) < K2 (d((w2, 1), (x1,1)) + d((w2, 1), (y,5)))
= K*(1 +4K)p,

for every (y,s) € RVN*! such that d((xa,t), (y,s)) < 4kp. On account of (BZ2I]),
and exploiting (Z0.J]) in Lemma 2.2 we finally obtain

dy ds

dy ds =: (%).

1

*)<c /
) {(5,5): (21,0, (.8)) <2 (1+am)p} A(21,1), (y, 8)) T2
1

=c ————dn
/{n: d(e.n)<w2(1+4x)py A(§,m)IT27e

< ep® = ez — x|

dy ds

(3.4.22)

Estimate of Ase. Using once again the estimates for (9%1,%1’ in Theorem 3.5,
together with (L2.0)-(L2.7) and (20.1]) in Lemma 221 we readily obtain

[E(s — t)s — yl|*
Ay <c /
((0.5): d(w2,0),(v,5))<arp} A((T2;1), (y,5)) @2
¢ / d((y, S)’('I%t))a
(3.4.23) (@): d((@2.0).(.5)) <amp} A(@2,8), (y,5)) 92

1
5 dn
/{n: d(&,m)<4kp} d(f, 77)Q+2

< ep” = cllwy — a2,

Summing up, by combining [B.4.22))-([B.423]) with ([3.420]), we conclude that
(3.4.24) |Az| < c|floa(smllzr — 2],

dyds

IN

dyds

c

where ¢ > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on «.

Now we have estimated Ay and Ay, we are finally ready to complete the proof:

in fact, gathering (3.4.19)-([B.4.24]), and recalling ([B.4.10]), we conclude that
T3 f(w1,t) = Tij f (w2, )| < [A1| + [Az2| < c|floa(syllvr — 22l
which is exactly the desired (3Z.9]). O

Thanks to all the results established so far, we can finally give the
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Proof of Theorem[Z13. Let T, T, be as in the statement, and let u € S°(7;T) be
such that Lu € C¢(S7). By the representation formula (33.30]), we have

Oy u(z,t) = / 02 T(x t;y,s)- [Lu(E(s — t)z,s) — Lu(y, s)] dy ds
RN x(r,t) 7

= Ti;(Lu)(x,t) for every (z,t) € Sy and 1 <1i,j <gq,
where Tj; is as in Theorem B.I7l Then, from (3.4.7) we infer that
(3.4.25) 1002 ullce (spy = 1T (Lu)llce(sp) < clLulce sy,

where ¢ > 0 is a constant only depending on (7' — 7) and «, and this is [B-41)).
On the other hand, using the definition of £, and recalling that the coefficients
a;j(-) are globally bounded on R and independent of =, from (B.420]) we also get

q
IYullesesy = |[u— 3 ai0uaul

) Cg(Sr)
(3.4.26) g
< | Lullcssy + Y Nail o)« 10we,ullce sr)
ij—=1
< cl|Lullca(sy)-
This is (8.4.2]), and we are done. O

3.5. Schauder estimates in space and time. Theorem shows that, for
the derivatives 8§i$ju (with 1 <4,j < q) we can bound the C%-norm in terms of
the quantity \Eu\cg( Sp)- We now aim to show how to improve the previous result,
giving a control on the Hélder norm of 8§i$ju with respect to both space and time,
without strengthening the assumptions on Lu.

Theorem 3.18 (Local Schauder estimates in space-time). Let T > 7 > —o0,
a € (0,1), and let K CRY be a compact set.

Then, there exists a constant ¢ = c(K,7,T) > 0 such that, for everyu € S°(r;T)
such that Lu € CY(St), one has
02,0 (w1, t1) — 02, (s 1)

T
< c|Lulco (s (d((@1, 1), (22, 82))* + [t — tz\a/qN)

for every 1 <i,j < q and every (z1,t1), (x2,t2) € K X[1,T]. We recall that qn > 3
is the largest exponent in the dilations Dy(X), see (ILLT).

(3.5.1)

To prove Theorem 18] we first establish the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.19. Let K C RY be a fized compact set, and let T > 7 > —oo. There
exists a constant ¢ = ¢(K,7,T) > 0 such that

(3.5.2) |z —E(t—s)z| <c|t— s/ for every x € K and t € [1,T]
(35.3)  |[(E(t) — E(s))z|| < cl|t —s|"™  for every x € K and t,s € [r,T).

Proof. We begin with the proof (85.2]). To this end, we fix z € K and t € [r,T],
and we choose p = p(K) > 1 such that K C {|z| < p}. Taking into account the
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explicit expression of || - || given in ([B.2.22]), we have

|l — E(t —s)x Z IdN Et—s)x‘l/ql
=1
(3.5.4) .
<P} Iy — E(t =)l
where || - |[op denotes the operator norm of a matrix. On the other hand, recalling
that F(o) = =P (and since 7 <t < T'), we also have

[t — s || BI&
Idy — AE@-SHOP<:§:____75___£

k=1
<lt—s !Z

(3.5.5)
)t HB 165
Gathering (B54)-BE50]), and recalling that 1 = ¢; < ... < gy, we then get

=c(r,T) |t —s|.

|z — E(t —s)z| < e(r, }:u s|V9 < et — s,

where ¢ > 0 only depends on K, 7,T. This completes the proof of ([B.5.2]).

We now turn to establish (3.5.3]). To this end, we fix z € K and t¢,s € [1,T].
By applying the Mean Value Theorem to the function v(o) = E(o)x (and taking
into account that E(c) = e~?B), we have the estimate

((E(t) = E(s))z] = [v(t) = v(s)] < Y (O)] - |t — s]
(3.5.6) =|t—s|-|BE(0)x|
<plt—sl-[[BE®)lop,

where 0 is a suitable point between ¢ and s, and p > 1 is as before. On the other
hand, observing that 7 < 0 < T (as the same is true of ¢, s), we also get

01 HBII"”1

IBE()]lop < Z

(3.5.7)
max{|7], \T!}’“ IBIGS

< Z =:¢(r,T).
Gathering (3.5.06)-(3.5.1), we then obtain
N
I((E(t) - Z (5))z "/

< co(r,T)p- Z [t — 5| < cft — s|/ax,
=1

where ¢ > 0 only depends on K, 7,7T. This completes the proof. O

With Lemma B.I9, we can now prove Theorem B.I8]
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Proof (of Theorem[Z18). Let u € S°(7;T) be such that Lu € C2(S7). First of all
we observe that, owing to Theorem B.IH] (and taking into account the expression
of d given in ([L27)), there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.58) |02, w1, 1) — 07 u(wa, )] <105, ulce(sp)llwn — 2|
< c|Lulce(sp)llz1 — 22|

for every (x1,t), (zo,t) € Sp. As a consequence of ([B5.8]), and taking into account
Lemma 319 to prove ([B51]) it suffices to show that
(3.5.9)

02,00, 1) = 02w, 12)] < el Lulcp sy {d((@,t0), (,12))" + |t = ]/},

for every (x,t1), (z,t2) € K x [1,T], where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant indepen-
dent of u (but possibly depending on the fixed K,7,T). In fact, once ([B:59]) has
been established, by combining (B5.8)-(B.5.9) with Lemma B.19 we get

107 0, ul@r, 1) = 05, u(wa, )]
<07, ulwr, ) = 83, ulwa, )| + 102, u@e, tr) — 05, ul@s, to)]
< c|Lulca(sy) (21 — z2l|* + d((z2, t1), (22, 2)) + |t — t2|*/9V)
(by the explicit expression of d, see (L2.7]))
< c|Lulca(sy) (21 — 22| + [lo2 — E(t1 — t2)ao||*
It = ]2 4 [t — 2] /)
(recalling that, by assumption, gy > 3)

< c|Lulca(sy) (21 — 2| + [t — t2| /) =: (%);
from this, using the quasi-triangle inequality (LZ3]), we obtain

(%) < c|Lulce(sy) %
x (|lzy — B(ty — to)aa|* + |2 — E(ty — to)a||* + [t1 — t2]*/ ™)
< c|Lulcg(sy) (e — Bty — ta)wal|* + [ty — ta]*/9V)
(again by the expression of d in (LZT))
< c|Lulcg sy (d(1, 1), (w2, 12))* + [t — ta /),

which is exactly (35.J]). Hence, we turn to prove ([3.5.9).

This can be done adapting several computations exploited in the proof of The-
orem BI71 We will point out just the relevant differences.
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Let us fix two points (x,t1), (z,t2) € K x [1,T] and exploit the representation
formula ([B.3.30]) for a,%imju: assuming, to fix the ideas, that to > t;, we can write
8§i$ju(x, t1) — (9gixju(x, ta)
— [ {2t [LuB - t)es) - Luly.s)
RN x (7,t1) !

— 9% T(z,ta;y,5) [Lu(E(s — ta)x,s) — Lu(y, s)] } dy ds

TiTj

- / a§1$ F('I’ t?a Y, S) [ﬁu(E(S - t2)xa 5) - Eu(y, 5)] dy ds
]RNX(tl,tg) J

(3.5.10)

/ (- Vdyds
{(y,s): d((z,tg),(y,s))24l<,p}

+ / {---}dyds
{(y,s):d((x,tg),(y,s))<4np}

]RNX(tl,tg)

=: A1+ Ay — As,
where k > 0 is as in (L2Z50)-(L206]) and
p:=d((x,t2), (z,t1)).
We now turn to estimate the integrals Ay (for k = 1,2, 3).

- ESTIMATE OF A;. To begin with, we write A; as follows:

A =

= / { [Lu(E(s — t1)x,s) — Lu(y, s)] x
{(:9): d((w,t2),(y,5)) 24K p}

X [82 D(z,t1;y,s) — 02, (x to; y, s)]}dyds

TiT T
+/ {aiixjr(x,t%yas)x
{(y,9): d((,t2),(y,8)) 24k p}
X [Lu(BE(s — t1)z,s) — Lu(E(s — t2)z, s)] } dyds
=: A+ Ao

Estimate of A11. This can be done analogously to what done in the proof of
Theorem B.I7] for Aqq, with d ((z,t1), (z,t2)) now replacing ||z1 — x2]|, getting

(3.5.11) ‘An‘ S C‘ﬁu’C%(ST)d((m‘,tl),(.%',tg))a

where ¢ > 0 is a constant only depending on a.
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Estimate of Ajp. First of all, using once again the fact that Lu € CY(Sr),
jointly with Lemma [3.T9 we can bound the integral A1, as follows:

As| §/1|Eu(E(s—t1)x,s)—Eu(E(s—tQ)x,s)| LT (s)ds

t1
< [Culessn) [ 10 —10) = Bls = )al* - T(s)ds

(since |s —t1|,|s —to| <T — 7 for all 7 < s < ty)

t1
< c|Lulce(sy) |t — to|o/aN J(s)ds =: (%)

T

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant and

82 F(x7t2;y78) dy .

TiT;

7= [
{yeRN: d((z,t2),(y,s)) >4k p}
From this, using the cancellation property of J in Theorem B.I6l we obtain
(3.5.12) (%) < c|Lulca syt — ta] /9N

for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 only depending on «a.

By combining (5.11)) with (35.12), we conclude that
(3.5.13) A4] < ¢|Lulcasy) {d((m,tl), (2,£2))® + |t — tzya/qw} ,
for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 only depending on a.

- ESTIMATE OF As. This can be done analogously to what done in the proof of
Theorem BT for Ag, with d ((x,t1), (z,t2)) now replacing ||z1 — x2||, getting

(3.5.14) sl < ¢ |Lulgg sy d(( 1), (2, 82))°,
where ¢ > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on «.

- ESTIMATE OF Aj. Using once again the fact that Lu € C%(St), together with
the estimate ([3.3.20) in Proposition B.I3] we immediately obtain

Asl < Culesisny [ 1Tt )] 1B G — e — gl dyds
RNX(tl,tQ)

< ety —t1)¥? < clty — to]®/IN

(3.5.15)

where ¢ > 0 only depends on «.
Now we have estimated Aj, Ay and A3, we can complete the proof: in fact,

gathering (B.5.13]), B5.14) and B5I5]), and recalling (3510, we conclude that
1070, (@, t1) — 07, u(m, t2)] < |Ax| + |Ag| + |As]
< c|Lulca(sy) (d((z,t1), (z,t2))* + |t1 — t2\a/2)7

which is exactly the desired ([3.5.9). O



48 S.BIAGI AND M. BRAMANTI

4. SCHAUDER ESTIMATES FOR OPERATORS WITH COEFFICIENTS DEPENDING ON
(1)

Throughout this section we study operators (LII) with coefficients a;; (x,t)
depending on both space and time, fulfilling assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3) stated
in section [

Here we will prove our main result, Theorem [[.7] exploiting all the results proved
so far.

4.1. Local Schauder estimates in space. Throughout this section we will con-
sider metric balls B, (€) centered at points € € RY x (0, T) but possibly overlapping
the hyperplanes ¢t = 0 and ¢t = T (since these balls will eventually build a covering
of RN x (0,T)). Our functions u € S%(0;T), so that they are actually defined
and jointly continuous in the whole ball B, (§) N Sp; however, the derivative Yu
is merely an L function of the joint variables.

Notation. Throughout this section, we will set

B;F(g) =B,(§)NSr for every ¢ € R¥*1 and p > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let L be an operator of type (L) satisfying assumptions (H1),
(H2), (H3) stated in Section[d, for some o € (0,1).

Then, there exist constants c¢,rg > 0 depending on T, «, the matriz B in (15
and the numbers v and A in (LI3) and (LZI3)), respectively, such that, for every
point € € St, r < rg and u € S*(St) with supp(u) C B,.(€) N St, one has

(4.1.1) 102 e Wl o (B2 @) < €ILulca(pr @)

for every 1 < h,k < q. We stress that the constant ¢ in ([ELI]) is independent of
the ball B (§).

Proof. Let r < 1 to be chosen later. For a fixed ¢ = (T,1), we consider the o-
perator Lz with coefficients a;;(Z,t) (frozen in space, variable in time). Let I'"
be its fundamental solution, as described in Theorem Bl Let u € S¥(St) with
supp(u) C B,.(€) N St; then Lzu € C2(S7) and, by Theorem BI4] we can write

02 u(x,t)

mkmh

/t ) (/RN P:v (z,t;y,8) [Lau(E(s — t)z, s) — ggﬁu(y,s)]dy) ds,

for every (x,t) € BY(€) (so that, in particular, |t — | <r < 1). Writing

Lz =L+ (L — L),
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we then have

&2, 4y ulw,t) = /t : ( /R y 02, 2, T (2, t1y, s) [Lu(E(s — t)z, s) — Lu(y, s)] dy> ds

q t
+ / o> Ff(x,t;y,s)-
z]Z=:1 1 Jry

. { [aij (T, s) — ai;(E(s — t)z, s)] aixju(E(s —t)x,s)
- [aij (fv 8) — Qi (y7 S)] agimju(y7 8) }dyds

q

ij=1
For the term A we have, by Theorem B.17]

(4.1.2) |Allca(sp) < c|Lulca(sy)-
On the other hand,
t —
(4.1.3) B;; = / - aikthx(x,t; Y, 8) [ fij(E(s — t)z,s) — fi;(y,s)]dyds
tf
with

fij (ya 3) = [aij (§7 S) — Qi (yv 3)]a§ixju(y7 3)7
hence, again by Theorem [B.17]

1Bijllce(sr) < elfijloasy)-

We point out that the constant ¢ in (£1.2)-(413]) is independent of the ball B, (&),
since supp(u) C B,(€) C {(z,t) : |t —%| < 1}, so that we can apply Theorem B.I7
with T'— 7 < 2.

We then turn to bound |[fij|ce(s,)- We now exploit the fact that u has small
support in space, namely u(z,t) # 0 only if ||x — Z|| < r; therefore we can assume

that ||z — || < r for k = 1,2. Hence, we have
fij(@1,5) — f(22,5)
= [ai;(T, 5) — aij(1,9)] 0F 5 u(w1, 8) — aij (T, 5) — agj(x2, )] 05 5 u(x2, 9)
= [aij(22,8) — aij(x1,5)] 07, ul@r, 5)
+ [ai(T, s) = aij(wa,8)] (07, w1, 8) = 05,4 ulwa, 5)).
Then, writing briefly | - | for [ [ca (s,

|fij(w1,8) — f(z2,5)]

< laijlallzz — 21]|* - sup 02 5 ul + |aijlar®| 0

iTj Ulal|ze — 21 ||

i L5
so that

ul < e|Lula + o jaigla sup |02, ul + aislar®|02,, ula}-

iLj

|a§k1‘hu|a + sup |a§

kTh
Exploiting again the fact that « has compact support, we have

SHI_) laglxju’ S ‘agixju’a(cr)a7
By(¢)
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so that
|03

e u| < c|Luly + ¢ |aij|ar°‘|(92 U s

T

ula +sup |07

kTh
and for r small enough we get [@II)). Note that the small number r and the
constant ¢ are independent of the fixed point 7. The independence of the constant
on Z also relies on the uniformity (in Z) of the upper bounds on Bi,mjff. Actually
these bounds depend on the coefficients a;;(z,t) only through the number v. [

4.2. Some interpolation inequalities. Interpolation inequalities are a typical
tool to deduce global estimates starting with local estimates for compactly sup-
ported functions. We will need the following:

Theorem 4.2. For every r > 0 there exist ¢ > 0 and v > 1 such that for every
€(0,1), £ € Sy and u € S (S7),

> 0wl (sr @) + Iullew (a7 (@)
h=1

421) <23 3 Nk tleoqo @) + IV ¥leogsg @) { + 25 oo @)
hk—1

The proof of the above inequality will be reached in several steps. The first
step is based on the analysis of fractional integral operators carried out in Propo-
sition 2.4l and has an independent interest, since it contains a regularity result for
functions in SY (S7).

Proposition 4.3. (i) Let Ly be the constant-coefficient operator
Lo = 23:1 agm +Y

and let R > 0 be fized. For every a € (0,1) there exists v > 2 and ¢ > 0 such that,
for every € € St,u € S°(St) with supp(u) C Br(€) N St and every € € (0,1) we
have:

19z, ull o (52 (2)) + 1ullca (B2 (2))
< ellLoulloosr ey + = luloo(pr(ey)  fork=1.2,a
(The constant c depends on v and o but not on &, u and €).
(ii) Let u € 8°(St), £ € St and R > 0. Then, we have
u, Oy, u € C*(BE(E)) for every 1 < k < q.

Proof. Point (ii) will simply follow applying point (i) with ¢ = 1 to the function

u¢p, where ¢ € C3°(Bar(§)) and ¢ =1 on Br(&). So, let us prove (i). This proof
is inspired to [I, Prop. 7.1].

Let T'? be the fundamental solution of £y and let us write
u(©) = [T (6 m) Loutn)dn

Oy (€) = / 00, T° (€. 1) Lou (n) di.
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For a fixed € > 0 (that we can assume < min (1, R)) let k. (£,7) a cutoff function
such that

Be/2 (5) < ke (55 ) < B (5) :
We will prove the desired bound for |(9$ku|ca( Br(®)" A completely analogous proof,

starting from the above representation formula for u(¢), gives an analogous bound
for |ul Co(BR(E)’ possibly with a different exponent v in the constant ¢/e?. Since

€ (0,1), the assertion then follows choosing the bigger exponent.
Let us write

Ozyu (§) = /%FO (&sm) ke (&,m) Low (1) dn
+ /Bxkl“o (&m) [1 = ke (& m)] Lou (n) dn
(4.2.2) _ / 02, TO (€,1) ke (€,1) Lou (1) dn

+ / ()" (BT (€.m) [1 — ke (€.0)]) 1 (n) diy
= T1 (,C()u) + T2 (u)

where

‘CO - Z TiT;

Now we handle T} as a fractional mtegral. Since the kernel

K (5777) = al‘kro (5777) ke (5777)

does not vanish only if d(£,7) < &, owing to Theorems B.5H3.9] we see that, for
every ¢ € (0,1), the kernel K7 satisfies the bounds

666

C
fleml= A& = dE T

d(&1,&) s d(&,6)
a6 n 27 = “ (g,
when d (&1,m) > 4kd (&1, &2).

For a fixed o € (0, 1), choosing 6 < 1—«, by Proposition [2Z4] (applied by extending
our functions equal to 0 out of S7) we get

|Ky (§1,m) — K1 (§2,m)] < ¢

6
(4.2.3) HTl (ﬁou)HCa(Bg(E)) S C(R) g Hﬁou”CO(Bg(E)) .
As to Ty (u), let us consider the kernel

(4.2.4) K2 (&) = £5 (9, T° (&) [1 = ke (&,)]) () -
We now claim that the kernel K (§,n) satisfies the following fractional integral

estimates:

(4.2.5) K m) < G-

(&

d
(426) Kz (1) — Kn (62| < %%ford@l, 0) > Ard (61,6).
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These bounds will be proved in Lemma 4l Taking these bounds for granted, by
Proposition 2.4] we get

IT2 ()l ca(51(6)) < Cf) lullco( 5z (2))

—~

and then, by (A£22) and [@2Z3]), for some constants c1,ce depending on R but
independent of ¢, £ and wu,

C
I0ncti e g)) < 12" ol ooz ) + Za Illen g (@)

0

Rescaling c1€° = g1 we get

C
|0rllon (sge)) = o1 1ovleo(pe) + s oo (age)

for some ¢ depending on R but not on 1. So the assertion is proved, with v = 4/6
and some fixed § € (0,1).
The analogous bound on HuHCa( BI(7)) can be proved, with a completely anal-
R

ogous reasoning, starting with the representation formula
w(© = [T(&n) Loutn)d

= [0k (€om Loutaydn + [ (€57 (T (€ [ = ke (€ m)) o) d
— T (Lou) + T (u)
where T, T are fractional integral operators with kernels K|, K}, respectively,
satisfying the following bounds:
1)

K (€, < c ce
i n)|_d(£,n)Q d (&m0

/ / d(&1,82) d(&1,82)
{Kl (&.m) — K3 (52,77){ < CW < CE&W

when d (&1,1) > 4k (&1,&2)
1

¢+
etd(€,m)%?
d(&1,62)

d (&,
when d (§1,1) > 4kd (&1, &2)..

<

IN

| K5 (&)

| o

| K5 (€1,m) — K5 (€1,m)|

IN
W~

3

The bounds on K| are immediate, while those on K can be proved with the same
reasoning used in the proof of Lemma [£.4] here below, exploiting the corresponding
upper bounds on the derivatives of I'’. The upper bound on ||ul|;a (BL(®)) leads
to an exponent 7/ possibly different from the exponent v found in the bound on
”aﬂcku”ca(Bg(E)y but since € € (0,1) it is enough to choose max (v,7’). O

Lemma 4.4. For every ¢ € (0,1), the kernel Ko defined in ([L24) satisfies the
bounds ([L23)-([A24).
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Proof. Recalling that £ (FO (&, )) = 0 and the z and y derivatives of 'y commute,
we have:

(4.2.7)

(Z s — Y ) (0,70 (2, 1), (5, 8)) [1 = ke ((,2) , (3, ))])
= 0, I ((,1) (Z )[1—k ((z,t), (y,5))]

+ 22 2 D0 (1), (9, 9)) [1 = ke (2,8), (5, 9))], -

Exploiting the growth estimates of kaa (see Theorem B.H]) we get
c c 1

C
e &l < e e * e @ S F e T

since K5 (€,7n) vanishes for d(&,n) < €/2. So we have (£Z5]). In order to prove
23] we are going to bound 0, Ky for h =1,2,...,q and Y @4 Ky and then apply
Lagrange’ theorem with respect to the vector fields. Note that the operator Lg
has smooth coefficients, independent of ¢.

TrYi

C<C
6_4

C C C C C C
0, K2 (§,m)] < —+ — + =
" d(&,mt?e?  d(gn)9tted a9t

c c c 1

(4.2.8) L
d(&m e T etd(g,n?

since Ko (§,n) vanishes for d (§,n) < /2. Moreover, using the bounds for Y DT

established in the proof of Theorem [3.9], we have

Y09, 10 < — S and [y®092 T0) < ———
YOOI S e WO e
Therefore, by (L2 we obtain
VK ()| € g e
d(&mTe? (g et
c €L c c
d(&m e d(g e

C &

< - =
Cd(gmettet
where we have used again the vanishing of Ky (£,n) for d (&,n) < /2.

Hence, by Lagrange’ theorem (Theorem 2.1]), (A.28)-(£2.9]) imply (£216]). This

completes the proof of Lemma and therefore of Proposition [4.3l O

(4.2.9)

The second ingredient of of proof of Theorem is the following inequality,
which seems a standard Euclidean result. The only difference is that the norms
are based on metric balls.

Proposition 4.5. For every r > & > 0 and u € C°(By,.(€) N St) possessing con-

tinuous derivatives Oy, u and 8§hxhu in B, (€) N St for some 1 < h < q, we have

2
|’axhu|’CO(B$(E < whxhuHCO(BQTT(E)) + EHUHCO(BQTT(Z))'
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Proof. For a fixed ¢ € Bl (E), let
f(t) =u(+teep) fort €[0,1],

with e the h-th unit vector. Then the identity

1
f<1>—f<o>:f'<o>+/0 (1— ) " (s) ds

gives

1
(€ +eep) —u(&) =ely,u(f) + 82/ (1—2s) 8§h$hu (& + seep,) ds.
0
Moreover, for ¢ = (z,t) ranging in B} (£) and e <r, s € (0,1), we claim that

&+ seep, € B;‘FT (E)

This fact is not trivial because B, are not Euclidean balls but balls w.r.t. the
quasidistance d. Let us compute

d (& + seep, &) = ||z + seep, — E(t — 1) T + /[t — ¢

Z;\(w—E(t—f)f)i\w+\(l‘—E(t—f)f)h+86\+ -7

< <Z‘(x_E(t_z)§)i‘l/qi+ ‘t—ﬂ) +e < 2r,

where we have exploited the fact that the h-th variable (for h = 1,2,...,q) has

homogeneity 1. Hence £ + seep, € B, (£). Note also that £ and & + seep, have the
same t-component. Therefore

e sup |0y, u| < 2sup |u| + % sup {aihxhu‘
T I z

T BQr BQr

as desired. O

We can now come to the

Proof of Theorem[{.3 Let us first prove the result under the additional assump-
tion that u € C%%(B] (£)). Let Lo be as in Proposition B3] and choose ¢ €
cge (BQT‘ (E)) with ¢ = 1 in B, (E) To be more precise, we can fix a “mother
function” ® € C§° (Bg (0)) with ® = 1 in Bg/, (0) and define ¢ (§) = CID(Z*l o&)
so that, by left invariance of £y and 0,, (h=1,2,..,q) the quantities

I8llco (,. (2)) 1008l co (s, (2)) » 1£0S N o 8, (2))

do not depend on the center £ of the ball (they will depend on 7, which however
is fixed).
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Applying Proposition to u¢ we get, for every € € (0,1),h =1,2,...,q,
HaﬂchuHca(BT( nt ”uHca(BT < |’3xh(u¢)|’ca BL@) T ”u¢Hca BT (%))

< ellCo(wd) oo oy, @) + = Iullco sy, @)

q
SC&{ > 18z ulleosr @) + 1Y ullcogsr @)
h,k=1

3 Wl oo @ + Il ooz o
h=1

C
+ S llleosz @)

(with ¢ independent of &, by the construction of ¢), by Proposition (applied
with & = 1), which can be applied because we are assuming u € C>*(B] (£)),

<ee Z 10 el (a7, @) + 1Y ullen(az @) + Nullegaz @) { + 2 Nulloo(az @)
h,k=1

<eed 3 o2l @) T 1Y elloo(sg ) ( + = Nulloo o (9)
h,k=1

Next, let u € SY(St), extend it to 0 out of Sy and define its mollified version
us as in the proof of Theorem B.IIl Then us satisfies (.2ZTl), however 0., and Y

commute with the mollification, so that

hzl /(1) Hca (BT(€)) T HU‘SHCO‘(BT(E))

<ot 3 [0t

h,k=1

oo @) IO Wslloo(ar @) ( + 5 lsllonnz @)

c
<e gjl 192, el co sz @) + W ullcogmz @) ¢ + = Nlloogmg (@) -
We already know that us uniformly converges to u, which is a priori continuous, on
St_¢, for every g9 > 0. The uniform bound on H( - )5||CQ(BT sl o (BT (®)
implies that the functions wus, (0., u)s are equicontinuous and equlbounded then
by Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem we can extract a sequence (0, u)s uniformly converging
to some function v; which must coincide with 0, u.
The uniform convergence allows to get the bound

hzl Hal'huHCa(BrT_EO(g)) + ”uHCO‘(BTT_EO(E))

<! 3 Bl (@) + W ellooag @)  + 5 Iellon(nr )
h,k=1
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Since this holds for every €y > 0 with a constant ¢ independent of gy, we obtain

(#21]), and we are done. O

4.3. Global Schauder estimates in space. Here we want to get global Schauder
estimates on the strip S7, starting with the local Schauder estimates proved in
Theorem [A1] for functions which are compactly supported on small balls. To this
aim, we will basically make use of cutoff functions and the interpolation inequalities
proved in the previous section.

We start with a brief discussion about how a control of C¢(Sr)-norm can be
obtained starting with the control of norms C¢(B,(&;)) for a suitable family of

Let us start defining, for some fixed small r > 0, the seminorms

sup |f (w1,1) = f (z2,1)]

(@1,t),(w2,t)€ST |21 — 2]
0<||z1—z2||<r

sup |f (§1) = f (&)

flea a
’ ‘CT (S7) £1,62€8 d (517 52)
0<d(é1,€2)<r

[fles, (sr)

and let

Ifllea, s7) = Floa, (sz) + Ifllcocsy) -
Then the following holds:
Proposition 4.6. Let r > 0 and o € (0,1) be fized, then:

(i) There exists ¢ > 0, depending on o and r, such that

(4.3.1 IFllogsry < elfllce, (sp) -

)
(ii) Moreover, let {Br (EZ) }Zl be a covering of St, then

(4.3.2) flog, sr) = suplflog sz @)
(4.3.3) [ flogse) < s floesz @)

where 6 > 1 is an absolute constant.

Proof. (i) Noting that

|f (z1,t) = f (2,8)] _ 2
P — @ < = Iflleosy
(z1,t),(w2,t)EST HﬂUl HUQH r
[|z1—z2]|>r

we immediately derive
2
[flog (sp) < max (’f’c;;’T(sT) e HfHCO(ST)>

which in turn implies (£31]).
(ii) Next, for any two points (z1,t), (2,t) € St such that [[z1 — 22| < r, let
(w1,t) € B,(§;,) for some i;. Then (z2,t) € By, (§;,) for some absolute # > 1, and

hence
|f($1,t) B f($2,t)|

|21 — 2o*

<oz, @,
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Therefore
|f(z1,t) — f (22, 1)]
sup < sup|flca(pT @)
(21,t),(22,t)EST |21 —22)* i CE (B (&)
0<||zy —z2||<r
which is (@3.2]). Analogously one can prove (£3.3). O

We are now ready for

Theorem 4.7 (Global Schauder estimates). Let £ be the operator (LI in St
and assume (H1), (H2), (H3) hold, for some a € (0,1).

Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending on T, «, the matriz B in (LX)
and the numbers v and A in (LI13), (L2ZI3), respectively, such that

q
Z H :vh:vkuHC%(ST) + HYUH(J;;(ST) + Z ||8:vku||ca(sT) + ||U||ca(sT)
h,k=1 k=1

< e{ILulleg sy + lullcosy)
for every u € S (St).

Proof. For a fixed r > 0, small enough so that the local Schauder estimates of
Theorem [.1] hold on balls of radius 20r (with # > 1 as in Proposition [L0), let
{B,(§;)}22, be a covering of Sy

Let ® € C§°(Bag,(0)) such that ® =1 in By, (0), and let ¢;(&) = CID(E;I 0¢), so
that ¢; € C§° (ngr (EZ)) ,¢; = 1in By, (Ez) Moreover, by construction of ¢; and
left invariance of Y and 0y, for k =1,2,...,q, the C“ norms of ¢;, 0, ¢i, L (¢;) are
bounded independently of i. Throughout this proof the constants involved may
depend on r, which however is by now fixed.

To begin with, applying Theorem ET] to ug; on By, (€;) we have
(4.34) || $k$huHCO‘ BT(2)) = H TRTh U(bi)HCg(BQTQT(Ei)) = clﬁ(U(ﬁi)‘Cg(BQT@r(fi))

)

where the constant ¢ > 0 is independent of the ball. On the other hand,

q
L (u¢i) = (Lu) i +u(Le;) + 2 Z apkOg), - O, G;

k=1
hence, for some constant ¢ independent of ;,
£ (wedlog (p1,, )
(4.3.5) d
< e\ Weulles (og, @) + 2 10tz (s, @) * 1@z (s, @)
h=1

Inserting (A3.3]) in ([@3.4) and adding to both sides

Z 1aitlon sy, ) + lullee(sg, @)
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(note that this quantity is finite by Proposition (ii) since u € SY (S7)) we get:

> 102l e 53 e +ZH%UHCQ<BT< o) T lelen sz, @)

h,k=1 k=1
C{”E“”OMW@)) £ Wnlonga, ) + ”““caw;r@))}

h=1
by Theorem (2] for any € € (0,1) (to be fixed later)

< eq Iullog (a1, (2) |3 O tlleomr, (e)) + IV ulloo(sr, (&)
h,k=1

from the equation Yu = Lu — z% el ank0>

mhxk

{ I£ulcs (g, (&)

q

+e[ (1+e(v h; O llco (s, (1)) *+ ¥ llen(a, <a>>}

+ = Iudleogog, @) }

q
1
< C{ ICulloasp +e1g D 1070l gogsyy + = Mulloogsy) }
hk=1

We now fix ¢ > 0 small enough so that ccie < 1/2, so that for every ball B, (EZ)
of the fixed covering we have

Z 102, 4ll e (57 (2 +Z\lamkullca<BT< ) T llllce sz @)

h,k=1 k=1

< C{Hﬁun(,*g(sT) + ||UHCO(ST)} hg:l H ﬂ%ﬂﬁhuHCO(ST) '

Finally, taking the supremum for i = 1,2, 3... we get, by ([@L3.2)-([£32])

> (201

h,k=1

< e{ILullog s + Iullcosp } + 5 Z 10,0 tll o

Cacclr(ST) + Z ||amku||ca ST + HUHCQ ST

so that

q q
Z HagkmhuHC%,r(ST) + Z HaxkuHCg(sT) T HUHC;‘X(ST)
h,k=1 k=1

< c{Iullcg sy + Nulleogsy |
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and by (£31])) we conclude

19z 2, 4l

TrTh

q
ooy T ; 10zl ca sy + lullcasy,)

(4.3.6) < C{HEUH(;%(ST) + ||u||CO(ST)} :

Finally, from the equation Yu = Lu — Z% b1 ahkﬁghxku we also get

q
1Yullcas,y < 9 I1£ullcas,) + Z ||a§hrkuHCg(ST)
k=1

with ¢ also depending on the Holder norms of the coefficients a;;, and by (£3.6)
< c{l1Lullga(spy + Ielloosy) | -
So we are done. O

4.4. Schauder estimates in space and time. For an arbitrary set Q C S, let
us define the seminorms:

‘f‘ca(g) = sup |f (w1,t1) = [ (z2,t2)]

(z1,t1),(z2,t2)EQ d ((ml, tl) R ($2, t2))a + |7f1 — t2|a/qN
(z1,t1)#(x2,t2)

|f|ca Q) = sup ’f(xhtl) - f (xz,tz)‘

(z1,t1),(x2,t2)EQ d ((231, tl) R ($2, tQ))a + |t1 — t2|a/qN ‘
0<d((z1,t1),(z2,t2))<r

Here the number ¢y is the largest homogeneity exponent in the dilations, see
(CIT). Let also:
[ llca() = Iflea @) T I1fllco@
1Fllee, ) = Fleg, @) + [ flloo) -
Then the following holds, with a proof perfectly analogoys to that of Proposition
4.0l
Proposition 4.8. Let r > 0 and o € (0,1) be fized, then:
(i) There exists ¢ > 0, depending on o and r, such that

(4.4.1 I llop o) < el flleg, (@) -

)
(ii) Moreover, let {B, (£;)}22, be a covering of Q, then
(4.4.2 |f|cgr(g) < Slilp |f|C?(BgT,~(Ei))
where 6 > 1 is an absolute constant.

We can now state our Holder estimate in space and time:

Theorem 4.9. Let L be the operator (LI in St and assume (H1), (H2), (H3)
hold, for some a € (0,1). For every T > 7 > —oo and every compact set K C RV
there exists ¢ > 0 depending on K, 7,T,a, B,v, A such that, for every u € S“ (St)

the derivatives Qghxku satisfy the following local Hélder continuity in space-time:

2

mimju

2
C?(KX[’T,T]) + ||a:v¢mju||CO(ST) S C{HEUHC’;"(ST) + HUHCO(ST)} .
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In particular, even the second derivatives Q,%ixju are jointly continuous in St.

Proof. Fix a compact set K C RV | let T > 7 > —o0 and let v (t) be a smooth
function such that ¢ (t) =1fort > 7, ¢ (t)=0fort <7—-1,0< (t) <1.

For € = (E, f) , let us consider the frozen operator Lz with coefficients a;; (T, ).
Applying Theorem B.I8| to the operator Lz we get the existence of a constant,
depending on K,7,T,a, B,v but not on &, such that for every u € S¥(St), since
wp € 8%t —1,7),

8§i$ju (ml,tl) - 8§1$Ju (xg,tQ)‘
< C’ﬁf (uw)‘C%(B;p(gl)) {d((wl,tl) , (x27t2))0‘ + ’tl — tz‘a/QN}

for (z1,t1), (x2,t2) € K x [1,T]. However, since Lz (u)) = Lzu — yu, we have

Lz (ui)leg (51 (8)) < [WLattlcg sy + Wrtleg sy

< [Lzuleg(sp) + cluleg(sy)

C2(St)

q
< | Lulga sy + clloasny + D ‘[az‘j (T, t) — aij (-,1)] 85,5, u
ij=1

On the other hand, since
[aij (T, 1) — agj ()] 8, u

< 2A

Cg(St)

2
xixju

2
Oy izt

+ (79 '7t 3 H
T lai CDleg(s,) Lo (S7)

Co(Sr
< 2A ‘

2
(9$i$ju‘

Cg(Sr)
by Theorem [£.7] we conclude

agixju (xl’ tl) - aglx]u (x2’ t2)‘

< e{ILulog sy + Iulloosy) b {d (1), (@2, 12))" + [t2 = 2]/}

So we are done. O
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