Novl SAD J. MATH.
VoL. 36, No. 2, 2006, 137-152

ON A CLASS OF QUASI-DISTRIBUTION
SEMIGROUPS

Marko Kostié¢?

Abstract. A class of [r]-semigroups, extending the class of smooth
distribution semigroups of Balabane and Emami-Rad, is introduced. Re-
lations with integrated semigroups of Arendt are given as well as a gener-
alization of deLaubenfels and Jazar’s result on relations between smooth
semispectral distributions and integrated semigroups.
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0. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to give the structural characterizations of the class of
[r]-semigroups, r > 0, analyze the relations of [r]-semigroups with other known
classes of semigroups, and determine the functional calculus for the class of dense
[r]-semigroups. If r = 0 and A is dense, A is the generator of an [r]-semigroup
if and only if A is the generator of a smooth distribution semigroup of Balabane
and Emami-Rad ([6], [7]). We also introduce a class of {r}-semigroups, r > 0,
closely linked with the class of smooth distribution semigroups of exponential
growth r (cf. [8]).

We give several characterizations of non-degenerate, polynomially bounded
integrated semigroups and their relations with quasi-distribution semigroups
and [r]-semigroups. In Section 4, quasi-distribution semigroups and [r]-semi-
groups are used in the analysis of smooth semispectral distributions and A,,
functional calculi of deLaubenfels and Jazar ([11]). In the last section we present
several examples of [r]-semigroups.

1. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper E denotes a complex Banach space and L(F) denotes
the space of all bounded linear operators from FE into E. We will assume that
L(E) is equipped with the strong topology. For a linear operator A in E, its do-
main, range and null space are denoted by D(A), R(A) and N(A), respectively.
We will always assume that A is a closed operator.

Schwartz spaces of test functions on the real line R are denoted by D =
Cg° and S. Their strong duals are D’ and &', respectively; Do, resp. D(g,00),
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denotes the subspace of D which consists of the elements supported by [0, c0),
resp. (0,00). Further on, D'(L(E)) = L(D, L(E)), is the space of continuous
linear functions from D into L(F), and we assume that it is equipped with the
strong topology. D{(L(E)) is the subspace of D’(L(E)) containing the elements
supported by [0, c0).

Definition 1.1. [19] A quasi-distribution semigroup G is an element G €
D'(L(FE)) satisfying

(QDSG1) G(p o ¢) = G(p)G(¥), ¢, ¢ €D, and

(QDSG2) N(G):= ) N(G(¥) = {0},

p€Do
¢
where #( is the convolution f ¢ g(t) := [ f(t — s)g(s)ds, t € R. If the set
0

R(G):= U R(G(p)) is dense in E, then G is called a dense (QDSG).
p€Do

Conditions (QDSG1) and (QDSG2) imply that G € D{(L(E)), (cf. [16]
and [19]) and Definition 1.1 is equivalent to the definition of the distribution
semigroup G given on page 839 of [14]. The generator A of G is defined by
A:={(z,y) € EXE:G(—¢)xr = G()y, ¢ € Dy} and it is a closed linear
operator in F.

If o € D, let o1 (t) := p(t)H(t), t € R, where H(-) is the Heaviside function.
Denote Dy := {p4 : ¢ € D}. Further, if G is a (QDSG) then it can be regarded
as an element of L(D,, L(E)) (see [19]). If ¢4 € D4, then jTigoJr(t) means the
kth right derivative.

If f:]0,00) — E is a measurable function and if there exist M > 0 and
w € R such that || f(t)|| < Me*!, a.e. t > 0, then the Laplace transformation of

f is defined by f(\) := L(f)\ = [ e M f(t)dt, ReX > w.
0

In the sequel, we shall also use ¢, ¥, etc. to denote the elements in D .

2. [r]-semigroups

We recall a result from [19]: Let » > 0. Then

T 1 T .
(1) / el (1)t < / et (8)|dt, o € Dy, k € N,
0 0

Lemma 2.1. Letr >0 and k € Ng. Define

k
Pri(p) = Z

erttiw(i)

L1([0,00))
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k
k() = Z

=

t(ep)® , weD,.
(e"p) L1([0,00)) ¥ +

Then the inclusion mapping id : (D4, pri) — (D+,¢rk) 1S a continuous map-
ping between normed spaces. (We will use notation || - [|1 for || - [|£1([0,00))-)

Proof. Clearly, p,r and ¢, are norms on D;. Let us show that there exists
C > 0 such that ¢x(¢) < Cpri(p), ¢ € Dy. If r =0 or k = 0, the proof is
trivial. So let us assume r > 0 and k € N. Then

k k .
it (i i VY i—jrt
wile) = Y| =3 tZ(j,)r St

i=0 i=0 || =0

. ki
(f) riiertip| <o 3% ’
J 1 i=0 j=0

for a suitable constant C; > 0 which is independent of ¢ € D,. Let

1

k %

5>

i=0 j=0

rt e (])H
tp
e 1,

a;,j = ||e"ttipV|

iy §=0,1,. k.
Then (1) implies that for all i € {1,2,...,k} and j € {0,1,...,k — 1}, one has

(3
@ij S ZGim1j+ @i

Applying this inequality sufficiently many times, one obtains that if
i €{0,1,...,k} and j € {0,1,...,i}, then He”ticp(j)Hl < Cijpri(p), where Cj;
is independent of ¢ € D,. This ends the proof. a

Let T, and D, be the completions of (D4, p,x) and (D, grk ), respectively.
Denote hy(t) = e"H(t), t € R. Then hy(t) belongs to T}; and D,;, for all
A € C with ReX > r. Similarly as in Proposition II. 4 in [6], we have that T
and D, are algebras for the convolution product .

Definition 2.1. Let r > 0. A (QDSG) G is said to be an [r, k]-semigroup,
respectively an {r, k}-semigroup, if G can be extended to a continuous linear
mapping from T, respectively D, into L(E). It is said that G is an [r]-
semigroup, respectively an {r}-semigroup, if it is an [r, k]-semigroup, respec-
tively an {r, k}-semigroup, for some k € Ny. If R(G) = E, then we say that G
is a dense [r]|-semigroup.

Lemma 2.1 implies that {r, k}-semigroups make a subclass of the class of
[r, k]-semigroups, r > 0, k € Ny. We will show that, for every r > 0, there exists
a densely defined operator A which generates an [r, 1]-semigroup but it is not
the generator of an {r, k}-semigroup for any k € Ny.

If r = 0 and G is a dense [0, k]-semigroup for some k € N, then the extension
of G onto T, is a smooth distribution semigroup of order k (see [6], [7] and [2]).
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In this case, it is easily seen that the generator A of GG in the sense of Definition
1.1 is just the generator of the corresponding smooth distribution semigroup of
order k in the sense of Balabane and Emami-Rad ([6], [7]). Smooth distribution
semigroups are related to integrated semigroups in [2]. The proof of Theorem
4.4 in [2] will be frequently used in this paper and we shall repeat it in our
context in Proposition 3.1.

Let us recall (cf. [19]) that a (QDSG) G is of order (1, k), r > 0, k € Ny, if
there exists C' > 0 such that ||G(¢)| < CZ?:() et |1, ¢ € Dy. Notice:

1. Let r > 0. Then it is clear that an element G € D'(L(E)) is a (QDSG)
of order (r,0) iff G is an [r,0]-semigroup iff G is an {r,0}-semigroup. By [19,
Theorem 4.13], A generates an [r, 0]-semigroup if and only if (r,00) C p(A) and

(A-— )n+1 dr
sub nl dwn

A>r, n€Np

RO A < o

This remains true for r = 0 because A generates a [0, 0]-semigroup G if and only
if A+1 generates a [1, 0]-semigroup e*'G. Hence, every Hille-Yosida operator (see
for instance [5], Definition 3.5.1, and [9]) is the generator of an [r, 0]-semigroup
for some r > 0.

2. Suppose r > 0, w € (r, o0), k € Ny and G is an [r, k]-semigroup. By
induction and (1) one can prove that for all ¢ € Ny there exists C(i,r) such that

D ety < Ci,r)lle (1 + )P, ¢ € Dy
§=0

Consequently, [|G(¢)| < C|le“tp™ |1, ¢ € Dy and G is of order (w, k).

We refer to [11] for the definition of a smooth semispectral distribution of
degree n € Ny. The next proposition makes clear the structural properties of a
dense {r, k}-semigroup.

Proposition 2.1. Letr >0, k € Ny and let D(A) be dense in E. The following
assertions are equivalent.

(a) A is the generator of an {r,k}-semigroup G.

(b) A —r is the generator of an exponentially bounded k-times integrated
semigroup (S(t))e>o satisfying || S(t)|| = O(tF).

(c) (r,00) C p(A) and there exists a constant M > 0 such that

)\+7“A k+j) ‘
[ enih s

(d) r— A poses a smooth semispectral distribution of degree k.
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Proof. The proof in the case k = 0 is well known and it follows from the theory
of Cy-semigroups. Suppose k € N.

(a) = (b) One can easily conclude that A — r is the generator of e "*G. Using
the same arguments as in Theorem 4.4 of [2] we obtain this part.

(b) = (a) A —-r generates a quasi-distribution semigroup G; given by
fgo t)dt, ¢ € D, cf. [19]. Hence, A is the generator of a
0

(QDSG) G:= e_”Gl. Clearly, G is an {r, k}-semigroup.

(b) & (c) < (d) This follows immediately from [11, Theorem 3.6]. ged

Example 2.1. Let r > 0, 1 <p<oo,p7é2,k€N,k2n‘%—%‘. Then

A = iA + r with the maximal distributional domain is the generator of an
{r, k + 2}-semigroup on LP(R™).

Let us recall that if p(A) # 0, then n(A) = inf {k €Ny : D(AF) D(Ak+1)} .

Lemma 1.5 in [15] and the next theorem imply the estimate n(A) < 1, if A gen-
erates an [r]-semigroup.

Theorem 2.1. Let A be the generator of an [r, k]-semigroup, r > 0, k € N.
Then {A € C: ReX > 1} C p(A) and there exists M > 0 such that for alln € N
and A € C with ReX\ > r, the following holds

Mn(n+1)---(n+k—1A*
(ReX\ — r)ntk

1RO A" <

Proof. We follow the proof of [6, Theorem IIL.8]. Clearly, if A is the generator
of an [r, k]-semigroup G then {A € C: ReA > r} C p(A) and
R(A: A) = G(ha(t)), ReX > r. Let k € N and A € C, ReX > r, be fixed. By

induction, we have hy(t) *...*xhy(t) = %hx(t), t € R. Hence,

n

HR()\:A)"H:HG(%M( © 'z_;/e”t\ "L O (1) de

k% i
C r N\ n—j— i—j _—Re
S(nfl)!Z/ett |Z<> n—1)...(n— "I A[TTe M gt
0

i=0 §=0

2+C - . A’
S - Di(Rer— r)n;(” Fh-DIE+ Uﬁ

ann+1)...(n+k—1) [\

(ReX — 7)™ (ReX — 1)k~ -

< Mi2F(k + 1)
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Suppose that A generates an [r]-semigroup, > 0 and ¢ € E. Then Theorem
2.1 implies that the sequence (n||R(n : A)z||)nen, n>r is bounded and that
lim R(X: A)z = 0. Now one can repeat literally the proof of [9, Proposition

A——+oco

1.1] to obtain the proof of the next proposition.

Proposition 2.2.  Assume that E is reflexive. If A is the generator of an
[r]-semigroup, r > 0, then A is densely defined.

3. Relations with integrated semigroups

Let Doo(A) := (] D(A™). In order to analyze relations of [r]-semigroups
n>0
and integrated semigroups, we need the following lemma. See [2] for the proof.

Lemma 3.1. Letk, m €N and m > k. The set {go(k) € D(o,oo)} 1s dense
in LY((0,00), (tF+t™)dt).

Proposition 3.1.  Assume that D(A) = E, r > 0 and k € Ng. If A is the
generator of an [r,k]-semigroup G, then A — r is the generator of a k-times
integrated semigroup (W (t))i>o satisfying |W (t)|| = O(tF + ).

Proof. We give here the proof in the case k € N. If £k = 0, then it can be
derived similarly. We follow the proof of [2, Theorem 4.4] with appropriate
modifications. Since D(A) = E and p(A) # 0, we have Do (A) = E (cf. [3],
[15]). Since A — r is the generator of a (QDSG) G := ¢ "G, an application
of [19, Corollary 3.9] gives that for all x € Dy, (A r) = Doo(A) there exists

v, € C([0,00) : E) such that v,(0) =z and Gi(p)z = [ p(t)v.(t)dt, ¢ € Dy.
0
Integration by parts gives that for every fixed z € Dy, (A) :
oo
Gi(p)z = (-1) / P ()" Hy (t)dt, ¢ € D,
0
where H,(t) = f (tk )f),lvx (s)ds, t > 0. Let t > 0 be fixed. Since the

function v, is unlque the mapping « — H,(t) defines a linear operator from
Dy (A —r) to E. Let us show the continuity of this mapping. Let z* € E* be
fixed. Then prescribed assumptions and Lemma 4.6 in [2] imply

f‘P Otk z* (H, (1)dt| = |2*(G1(9)z)| < |lz]| ||| [|G1 ()]
k : .
< Ol 121 5 o))

L ki o
< Crllzll [l 32 3 [[#P]l, < Collzll fla 32 3 [+ =90®]],
i=07=0 i=035=0

< Cyllall Il /(8% + 29, = Ca llel 2 1% 11 o.mepsasemey
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for some absolute constants C', Cy, Cy and C5. Hence, the functional

oo

T: " — (—1)’“/w(k)(t)x*(Hx(t))tkdt, ¢ € D(0,00)»
0

can be extended to the whole space L'((0, 00) : (t* +t2¥)dt) by virtue of Lemma
3.1. Moreover, ||T|| < Cs|jz|| |=*|| and |z*(H.(t))| < Csl|z|| |[|=*]|(1+tF), t > 0.
Let ¢ > 0 be fixed again. Choose z* € E* with (H,(t), z*) € F, where
F={(x, 2*) € Ex E*: 2*(x) = ||z||> = ||z*||*}. Then one obtains ||H,(t)|| <
Csl|z||(1 + t*), ¢t > 0. Thus, for fixed t > 0, z +— H,(t) defines the bounded
linear operator from D, (A — r) into E, with the norm < Cs(1 +t*). If t > 0,
then we define W (t) as a bounded extension of 2 + t* H,(t) from D, (A—r) to
E. Define W(0) := 0. Then (W (t));>0 is a strongly continuous operator family
with |[W(t)|| = O(tF + t2*). Since G; = e~ "G, we have

Gle ™) = (—1)* [ " (W (t)dt, ¢ € Dy. Let A € C with ReX > 0 be fixed.
0

Let (pn)nen be a sequence in Dy such that lim <p£1k) = hf\k), in the sense of
n—oo

convergence in L'((0,00) : (t* +¢?*)dt). Since ||[W(t)|| = O(tF + t2*), one
obtains

(71)16/‘szk)(t)w/v(t)dtH /\k/ei/\tW(t)dt, n — o0.
0 0

By the previous arguments, one has (for appropriate M > 0)

L, k
pric(e” " (pn — hy)) < Mo — i )||L1((o,oo): (th+26)) — 0, m — o0.

As a consequence, one obtains lim e~"*y,, = hy,, in T,;. This implies

n—oo

RAN:A—r)z= )\k/e_’\tW(t)xdt, x€E, ReA>0.0
0

Proposition 3.2. Suppose m, m — k € Ng and r > 0. Then:

(a) If A is the generator of a k-times integrated semigroup (S(t))i>0 satisfying
IS@#)|| = O(e™t (tF + ™)), then A is the generator of an [r,m]-semigroup.

(b) If A—r is the generator of a k-times integrated semigroup (W (t))i>o0
satisfying |W(t)|| = O(tF + ™), then A is the generator of an [r,m]-
semigroup.

Proof. (a) Define G(p) := (—=1)¥ [ ¥ ()S(t)dt, ¢ € D. Then G is a (QDSG)
0
with the generator A. Moreover, the definition of G(¢), ¢ € Dy is clear, and
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one obtains the estimate
IG(@)I < C(lle"t*e®|l1 + [le"t™e™]|1), ¢ € Dy,

where C is independent of ¢ € D;. Applying the same arguments as in the
proof of Lemma 2.1, we have that G is an [r, m]-semigroup.

(b) Similarly as in the first part, we have that A is the generator of a (QDSG)
G given by G(p) := (=1)F [(e")FW (t)dt, p € D. Additionally,
0

IG(@)] < C(ItF ()|l + [t (") |l1), ¢ € Dy,

where C is independent of ¢ € D, . Using Leibniz’s rule and the proof of Lemma
2.1 we obtain that G is an [r, m]-semigroup. This completes the proof. O

Now we state the assertion which corresponds to Proposition 3.1 in the case
when A is not densely defined.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that A generates an |r, k]-semigroup G, r > 0, k €
No. Then the part of A —r in D(A) generates a k-times integrated semigroup
(S(t))i>0 in D(A) which satisfies ||S(t)|| = O(tk + ).

Proof. Define H(p)x := G(p)x, ¢ € D, v € D(A). It can be easily seen that H
is an [r, k]-semigroup in D(A) and that its generator is the part of A in D(A).
Since G is an [r, k]-semigroup, it follows n(A) < 1 and D(A) C D(A?). Thus,
the generator of H is densely defined in D(A) because its domain

{x € D(A) : Az € D(A)} contains D(A?). Now the claim follows by an appli-
cation of Proposition 3.1. a

Let us state now the assertion which naturally corresponds to Theorem 2.1.
It will be proved here with the help of integrated semigroups. We also refer to
the proof of Theorem III. 9 in [6] where more complicated arguments are used.

Theorem 3.2. Let A be a closed linear operator with {A € C: Re\ > r} C
p(A), for somer > 0. If

AL*

: < —_
1RO )< M ™

Rel >,

for some k € Ng and M > 0, then A is the generator of a (k+2)-times integrated
semigroup (S(t))i>o with the growth rate O(e"'t*+2) as well as A is the generator
of an [r, k + 2]-semigroup. Moreover, if r > 0, then ||S(t)|| = O(e™*tk+1).

Proof. Let a > r be an arbitrary real number. Define

a+100

1
S(t) =5 / MATFTER(N D A)d), t > 0.

a—1i00
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Then (S(t))¢>0 is a strongly continuous operator family with

Meat
(2) [S@) < %a(a — r)FiL t=>0.

Using the same arguments as in [20, Theorem 1.12], we have that (S(¢)):>0 is a
(k + 2)-times integrated semigroup generated by A. Let ¢t > 0 be fixed. Cauchy
formula implies

7‘+%+ioo
1 Aty —k—2
t) = — A A A)dA.
SW=5r [ @NFROGA)

r+%7ioo

Putting a = r + } in (2), we obtain ||S(t)[| = O(e::j;z ). Then, with
G(p)x = (—1)k/go(k+2)(t)S(t)xdt, reE, peD,

0

is defined an [r, k 4+ 2]—semigroup G generated by A. O

Let r > 0. Then Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.2 imply that A is the generator
of an [r]-semigroup iff there exist ¥ € N and M > 0 such that

{A€C: Re>r} C p(A) and [|R(A: A)|| < Mzl Red > 1. Note that

Rel—r)k+1>
{r}-semigroups can be described in the similar manner. In this sense, we also
refer to Proposition 1 and Proposition 2 of [8].

4. Relations with functional calculi

Throughout this section, we investigate relations between [r]-semigroups and
functional calculi of deLaubenfels and Jazar. We need the following definition.

Definition 4.1. [11] Denote by A the space of all Laplace transforms of func-
tions in the Schwartz space S, supplied with the following family of seminorms
gl = 17 ™ @)l L1 (0,00))5 4> k € No, g = L) € A. A smooth semispectral
distribution for A is a continuous algebra homomorphism

[+ A— L(E), such that

(i) {A € C: ReX < 0} C p(A), with f (A%) = R(\ : A) whenever Re) < 0;
(i) f (9 (%)) @ — x, n — oo; for all z € E and g € A such that g(0) = 1.

Let D(A) be dense in E and let A be the generator of a global k-times
integrated semigroup with the growth order O(#*(1 + ")), for some n, k € Ny.
Then —A admits a smooth semispectral distribution, see [11, Theorem 3.2].

We give the result which generalizes [11, Theorem 3.2] so that a global k-
times integrated semigroup that is O(t* +t™), for some k, m € N with m > k, is
described in terms of a quasi-distribution semigroup and a smooth semispectral
distribution.
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Theorem 4.1. Suppose that D(A) is dense in E and m, k € N, m > k. Then
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) A is the generator of a (QDSG) G satisfying, for some C > 0,

Gl < CllE* + ™)™ |1, » € D.

(b) A is the generator of a k-times integrated semigroup (S(t))i>0 with
ISl = O(t* +t™).

(c) —A admits a smooth semispectral distribution f such that for some C > 0:

IF(@) < ClI(E* +t™)e™|1, ¢ € D. (Recall, ¢ = L().)

Proof. (a) < (b) This follows similarly as in [2, Theorem 4.4]. Note only that
one must use Lemma 3.1 to prove the denseness argument which appears in the
proofs of Theorem 4.4 in [2] and Proposition 3.1. With this observation, one
can repeat literally the proof of Theorem 4.4 in [2].

(b) = (c¢) It follows from the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [11].

(¢) = (a) Define G(¢) := f(@), ¢ € D. Since f is a continuous algebra
homomorphism, we have G € Dj(L(E)). Moreover,

Glp o) = f(p %0 ©) = F(¢1) = F()f () = G(9)G(W), ¢, ¥ €D,

and (QDSG1) holds. In order to prove (QDSG2), let € E and f(p)z = 0,

© € Dy. Let (¢n)n>0 be a Dg-sequence such that lim @, = /\% in A, for some
- n—oo

fixed A € C with Rel < 0. Consequently, lim f($,)r = (A+ A)~lz = 0 and
x = 0. Thus, (QDSG2) holds and G is a (QDSG) with

IG(e)ll < Cll(E* + ™)™ |1, ¢ € D.

Let us show that A is the generator of G. Suppose (z,y) € B, where B is the
generator of G. Then one has G(—¢')z = G(v)y, ¢ € Dy. Let (¥n)n>0 be a

Do-sequence with lim 12; = ﬁ in A. This implies lim zt,, = 0 > in

__z
n—oo —1-z)

A. Now we obtain lim f(@)y = (=14 A)~2y and, by the definition of G,
(<14 A4)2y = Tim f(~df)a = lim f(~zb)e = f (~ =2 ) 2
=f (—1*1_2 + (—411_z>*2> r=(-1+A) " o4+ (-1+A4) >

This implies (z,y) € A and B C A. Assume now (x,y) € A. By the partial
integration, we have

3) (cw)(z):mlz)nc«Hi)n@) (2), n € No, ¢ € Ds.
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Let x = R(1: A)v, for some v € E. Applying (3), we have

1
1+z

<>
+
—
&
o
B
o

@ =1 ( <¢>+&>) —fe D) A) e =

F(@)v = f(@)a+ f(¢)x, ¢ € Do. Then z— Az = v implies f(~¢')z = f(p)Ax,
© € Dy. Hence, (z,y) € B. The proof is now complete. O

Remark 4.1. Suppose that —A admits a smooth semispectral distribution f.
Then A is densely defined. To prove this, let G be defined as above. By the proof
of (¢) = (a), we obtain that G is a (QDSG) generated by A. Let ¢ € Dy satisty

Tgo(:n)d:c = 1. Define ¢,, := np(n-), for all n € N. Then ¢(0) = 1 and (ii) of
]ODeﬁnition 4.1 implies lim G(pn)x =z, for all z € E. Since R(G) C D(A), it
implies D(A) = E. T
As an immediate consequence we have:
Theorem 4.2. Let A be a closed, densely defined operator in E and let r > 0.
Then the following statements are equivalent.
(a) A is the generator of an [r]-semigroup.
(b) r— A admits a smooth semispectral distribution f such that
IF @) < CllE* + ™)1, ¢ €D,
for some k, m € N with m > k, and a suitable C > 0.

(c) A is the generator of a k-times integrated semigroup (S(t))i>0 satisfying
IS@®)| = O(emt (tk +t™)), for some k, m € N with m > k.

(d) A—ris the generator of a k-times integrated semigroup (W (t))i>o satis-
fying |W ()| = O(tk +t™), for some k, m € N with m > k.

Proof. Proposition 3.1 implies that (d) is a consequence of (a). The implica-
tion (d) = (c) follows from the rescaling result for integrated semigroups, see
[5, Proposition 3.2.6]. The implication (c) = (a) follows by an application of
Proposition 3.2. The equivalence of (b) and (d) follows from Theorem 4.1. O

Recall [11], if n, k € N, then
Whm([0,00)) := {F € C"1([0,00)) : FY) e L([0,00)) for j = 0,1,...,n}, and

An={9=L(F): 1+t)*F(t) € W""([0,00))}.
It is topologized by the norm

n

1 ,
1 llan, = ﬁH(l + ) FD ()] L1(0,00))> f = L(F) € Ap .

=0
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In the next proposition, A, ; functional calculus is taken in the sense of [11,
Definition 1.1].

Proposition 4.1. Let A be the generator of an [r, k|-semigroup, r > 0, k € N.
Then the following holds:

(a) A is the generator of an R(r + 1 : A)F+2 reqularized semigroup (C(t))io
satisfying ||C(t)]] = O(e™ (1 + tF+1)).

(b) r—A admits an Akyo ., functional calculus for allm € N with n > k+1.
Proof. (a) By Theorem 2.1, we have {z € C : Rez > 0} C p(A —r) and

parlt (4 laD)
(Rez)F1 = 71 (Rez)h+1

for some constants C, C; > 0 independent of z with Rez > 0. Applying [11,
Theorem 2.7] we have that A—r is the generator of an R(r+1 : A)¥*2-regularized
semigroup (T'(t));>0 with the growth order O(1+t**1). Put C(t) = e™'T(t), t >
0. Then (C(t));>0 is an R(r + 1 : A)k*2regularized semigroup generated by A
and [|C(t)]| = O(e™ (1 + thT1)).

(b) Similar estimates for the resolvent of A —r and [11, Theorem 2.7] imply this
part. O

[(z= (A=) =[|R(z+r:A)| <C

Finally, we give several examples of [r]-semigroups.

Example 4.1. [4] Let 1 < p < oco. Denote by J, the Riemann-Liouville
semigroup on LP((0,1));
(@) 1= 15 [ (2= 0 @y, € P(0.1), 7€ (0.1), Rez >

0

Denote by A, the generator of J,. It is proved in [4] that the operator iA,
generates a Co-group (T;,(t))ter on LP((0, 1)) which satisfies
T, (t)]| = O((1 + t?)eltl3), t € R. Proposition 3.2 implies that with

Gplp) = [p()T,(t)dt, ¢ € D,
0
is defined a dense [7, 2]-semigroup G, on LP((0, 1)) generated by iA,. Evidently,
—iA, also generates a dense [7, 2]-semigroup on LP((0,1)).
Example 4.2. [12] Let 1 < p < oo and m : R — (0,00) be a measurable
function such that

(4) (sup )r < M(1L+1t%), ¢ >0,

sek  m(s)

for some £k € N and M > 0. Let r > 0 be fixed. A simple observation (as in
[12]) gives that
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(T,(t))(z) =€ f(x+1t), z€ R, t >0, f € LP(R, m(z)dz),

defines a Cy-semigroup (T}, (t)):>0 on LP(R, m(x)dz) satisfying

T, ()] = e (sup ™S5 = O(em (1 + tF)).
seR

m(s)

Thus, with G, ( f o(t)T,(t)dt, ¢ € D, is defined a dense [r, k]-semigroup

Gpon LP(R, m(z )dx) If m is a positive polynomial, then (4) is satisfied for some
ke Nand M > 0.

Let us show now that the class of [r]-semigroups does not coincide with the

class of {r}-semigroups, if r > 0.

Example 4.3. [5] Let r > 0 be fixed and
E:={feC(0,00)): lim ﬁ = 0},
I £I] = ilip‘ﬁ(fl 7 f €E,
(T(t)f)(x) = flw+1), fEE t>0,z>0.

Then (T(t))¢>0 is a Cp-semigroup on E, and ||T'(t)|| =t+1, ¢ > 0, see Example
5.4.5 of [5]. Its generator A is just the operator % with the maximal domain.
Accordingly, with

G(yp) = /go(t)e”T(t)dt, p €D,
0

is defined a dense [r, 1]-semigroup G on E generated by A + r. Suppose that
G is an {r,k}-semigroup for some k € N. Then the use of Proposition 2.1
gives that A generates a k-times integrated semigroup (S(t ))t>0 on F satisfying

IS@#)|| < MtF, t >0, for some M > 0. Since S(t f(tk 1), s)ds, t >0, it

follows

f““ o F(ats)ds

z+1

<Mtksup‘f(m feE t>0.

sup z+1

z>0

Choose f(-) = /- to obtain

t J(t(k i - VaFsds
f( kS)1)l \[dS<bli[5 . < MtF/2, t>0.

This is a contradiction. Moreover, for every k € Ny the operator A generates a
k-times integrated semigroup (S(¢))¢>o on E such that |[S(t)|| = O(t* + tF+1).
Note that there does not exist o € [0,k + 1) such that ||S(¢)|| = O(t* +t~ +1).
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Example 4.4. Suppose that A generates a k-times integrated semigroup
(S(t))t>0 on E. If there exists a > 0 such that ||Az| < alz|, = € D(4),
then A generates an [a, k + 1]-semigroup. Since

¢
A [S(s)xds = S(t)x — tk—ﬁx, t>0,z€E,
0

we obtain
t
IS@)z] < 4 llzll + af [S(s)z] ds, t >0,z € E.
0
Gronwall’s inequality implies
k t k
1S#)z| < &5 llz|| + ae [e 55 ||z ds, t >0,z € E.
0
This gives ||S(t)|| = O(e® (t* + t*+1)) and now one may apply Proposition 3.2
to obtain that A generates an [a, k + 1]-semigroup.
Next we show that for every » > 0 and k € N there exists a dense [r, k|-
semigroup that is not an [r, k — 1]-semigroup.
Example 4.5. Example 4.5. Let r > 0 and T € L(E) satisfy T**! = 0, for
some k € N. Define
k iy

T't
T(t):=e"> T £ 0.

1=0

Then (T'(t)):>0 is a Co—semigroup generated by T+ r. Moreover,
[|T(t)|| = O(e™ (1 + t*)), and T + r generates a dense [r, k]-semigroup.
Choose now E := R**! with the sup-norm, and

T(iL’l,lL'Q,...,.’tk_i_l) = (mg,...,$k+1,0), z,eR, i=1,2,....k+ 1.

Then T#+! = 0 and T + r generates a dense [r, k]-semigroup G. Suppose
that G is an [r, k — 1]-semigroup. Then Proposition 3.1 implies that T generates
a (k — 1)-times integrated semigroup (S(t));>o satisfying ||S(¢)|| = O(tF~! +
t2k=2) If k = 1, it means that T generates a bounded Cp-semigroup. Then the
contradiction is obvious since [le " T(¢)|| =14+t + ... + %, t>0.Ifk > 1,
then

t
(t—s)k=2 _ |
S(t)(‘rlyx% cee 7-75k+1) = / We 76T(S)(!E1, To,. .. ,.%'kJrl)ds.
0

Direct computation shows that ||S(t)|| = % +...+ %, t > 0. This is

in contradiction with |[S(t)|| = O(tF=1 + 2k2).
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At the end, we note that many other examples of dense [r]-semigroups, r > 0,
can be derived through the analysis of Petrovsky correct parabolic systems of
differential equations given in [21]. In this sense, Theorem 2.2 (a), Corollary 2.3
and Example 2.4 of [21], can be used for the construction of [r]-semigroups.
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