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Abstract

As a generalization to the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group, the diffusion
semigroup generated by the subelliptic operator L := % S X2 on R = R™ x RY
is investigated, where

m d
Xl(x7y) = Zakla:ck + Z(Alx)iay“ (x7y) € Rm+d7 1 S { S m
k=1 =1

for o an invertible m x m-matrix and {4;}1<;<4 some m x m-matrices such that the
Hormander condition holds. We first establish Bismut-type and Driver-type derivative
formulae with applications on gradient estimates and the coupling/Liouville properties,
which are new even for the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group; then extend some
recent results derived for the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group.

AMS subject Classification: 60J75, 60J45.
Keywords: Kohn-Laplacian type operator, derivative formula, Poincaré inequality, reverse
Poincaré inequality.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the heat semigroup generated by the Kohn-Laplacian on the Heisenberg
group regularity has been intensively investigated, see [2], (12| [I5] for derivative estimates
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and applications, and see [3, @], [5, [6] (where a more general model was considered) for the
generalized curvature conditions and applications.

The first purpose of this paper is to establish Bismut’s derivative formula [7] and Driver’s
integration by parts formula [I0] for the semigroup generalized by a class of Kohn-Laplacian
type operators. These two formulae are crucial for stochastic analysis of diffusion processes
and are not explicitly known even for the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group. Our
second aim is to extend some known results derived recently for the heat semigroup on the
Heisenberg group to a more general framework of Kohn-Laplacian type operators.

Let us first recall the Kohn-Laplacian on the three-dimensional Heisenberg group. Con-
sider the following two vector fields on R3:

T2
2
Then Ag := X7 + X7 is called the Kohn-Laplacian. It is crucial in the study of this
operator that [ X, Xs] = Ou, [Xi, O2s] = 0(¢ = 1,2) and X3, Xy are left-invariant under the
group action

X
X (z) = 8y, — 20y, Xa(x) =0y, + éam, z = (21,22, 73) € R?.

1
(21, 29, x3) @ (2], 25, 25) = (xl + @), Ty + XY, w3 + 25 + §(x13:'2 — x2x’1)>

To do stochastic analysis with this operator, let us introduce the associated stochastic
differential equation for (X (¢),Y(t)) e R x R :

dX(t) = dB(t),
dY (1) = (AX (), dB(#)),

0 —1
1 0
the diffusion process generated by %A K, and the associated transition semigroup is known
as the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group.

In this paper we consider the following natural extension of this equation for (X (¢), Y (¢)) €
R™ x R? =: R™™ (m >2,d > 1):

dX(t) = o dB(?),
dYi(t) = (AX(1),dB(t), 1<1<d,

where B(t) is the 2-dimensional Brownian motion and A = ( ) Then (X (t),Y(t)) is

(1.1)

where B(t) is the m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete probability space (2, Z,P)
with the natural filtration {.#; }+>0, o is an invertible m x m-matrix, and (A;)1<;<q are m x m-
matrices. Let

m d
Xz(x>y) = ngzaxk + Z(Alx)iayp (l’, y) - ($17 Ty Y1, ayd) S Rm+d> 1 S 1 S m.
k=1 =1
Then the solution to (L)) is the diffusion process generated by
L= li X?
=
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Obviously, for any 1 <4,j <m and 1 <[ <d, we have [X;,0,] =0 and

d

{ AlO' Alo_)’]}ayl = Z(Gl)jiayla

=1 =1

X, X,

Mg_

where G, := Ajo0 — 0" A}. Then the Hérmander condition holds (thus, L is subelliptic) if and
only if

(12) The {m(m — 1)} X d-matrix (M(i,j),l)lgi,jgmglglgd has rank d,

where
M= (G)y, 1<i<j<m,1<1<d;

or equivalently,

=1

m d
(1.3) Z ’Z G) 7,]0'1‘ > Mal?, a = (a)i1<i<a € R?
ij=1

holds for some constant A > 0.
A simple example for (L2) or (L3]) to hold is that d = m — 1,0 = I« and

o, ifi=1,7=101+1,
(1.4) (A =8, ifi=1+1,j=1,
0, otherwise

fOrOél%,Bl,lglgd.
Moreover, let R™*? be equipped with the group action

(z,y) e (2, y) = (x+ 2",y +y +{(0")"Az,2)), (z,y),(,y) R

where (o)t Az, 2') == ({(0*) "t Ajz, 7)) 1<1<q € R Then (0,0) is the unique unit element,
and the inverse element of (z,y) € R™*¥ is

(z,y) "= (—x, (o' Az, x) —5).

It is easy to see that {X;}1<i<m are left-invariant vector fields under the group structure.
Indeed, for any f € C*(R™") and (u,v) € R™™, letting fr,.)(2) = f((u,v) ® 2),z € R™,
we have

{0 fiu }0.0) = S {a,ckarZ ) Ay f av)

k=1 k=1

- { Z 010, | + Z(Al:c)iayl f}<u, v) = (Xif)(w,0), 1<i<m.

Ms

Xi fu0)(0,0)

It is also easy to see that the Lebesgue measure p is invariant under the group action.

3



We will investigate the Markov semigroup (F;):>o for the solution to equation (ILI)):
Pf(z,y) = Ef(X(t),Y@) (2,y) e R™"M, t >0, f € B,(R™),

where (X?(t),Y@¥)(t))>¢ is the solution to the equation with initial data (z,y). Since
divX; = 0,1 <i <m, P, is symmetric in L?(1).

In Section 2 we investigate Bismut/Driver-type derivative formulae for P, and applica-
tions. In Section 3 and Section 4 we modify the argument in [2] to derive explicit Poincaré
and reverse Poincaré inequalities for P,. As we emphasized in Introduction that explicit
derivative formulae are new even for the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group. More-
over, although functional and Harnack inequalities derived in [6] using generalized curvature
conditions apply to our present framework, results derived therein do not cover our Poincaré
inequality and explicit inverse Poincaré inequality.

2 Derivative formulae

Recall that G} := Ajo —o*Af(1 <1 < d) are skew-symmetric, i.e. Gf = —G. In this section
we assume

(A1) G #0forall 1 <[ <d, and there exists a constant 6 € [0, 1) such that

d
QZaIQ|Glu|2 > Z |aar (G Gru,u)|, ueR™ aeR”

1k:1<l#£k<d

It is easy to see that (A1) implies the Hormander condition. Indeed, letting u = e;, we
obtain from (A1) that

d
03 (GiG)i > Y |aan(GiGr)al, 1<i<m,aeR

=1 1<i£k<d

Therefore, for any a = (a;)1<;<q € R?, we have

d d m
Z ‘Z ‘ ZZ Gz zy Gk yalak
=1

1<i,j<m k,=11,j=1
d d

= E Tr(GGr)ara, > g Tr(G;G))as,
k=1 =1

so that (IL3) holds for A := (1 — 0) inf1<<4 ||G1]|%¢ > 0.

A simple example such that (A1) holds is that 0 = I;xq,d = m — 1 and A; given in (4]
with oy # (;,1 < 1 < d. In this case we have G;Gy = 0 for [ # k, so that (A1) holds for
6 =0.

The main tool in the study is the integration by parts formula of the Malliavin gradient.
For fixed T' > 0, let (D, 2(D)) be the Malliavin gradient operator for the Brownian motion
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{B(t) }+ejo,r, and let (D*, 2(D*)) be the adjoint operator. For any F' € Z(D), the Malliavin
gradient DF is an element in L?(Q — H;P), where

H = {8 € C([0,T;RY : /0 I (#)[2dt < o0}

is the Carmeron-Martin space. We have
(21)  E[D{f(X(T),Y(D)}] = E[J(X(T).Y(T)Dh), | e CLER™),he 2(D").

To establish Bismut (resp. Driver) type formulae using (Z1I), we need to construct ele-
ment i € Z(D*) such that the right-hand side of ([Z.1]) reduces to V() Prf(resp. PrV . f)
for given (u,v) € R™™. To this end, let Qr = (qu(T))1<11<a be a R? ® Ré%valued random
variable, where

T 1 T 1 T
i (T) = / <G7Gk (B(t) - —/ B(s)ds),B(t) - —/ B(s)ds>dt, 1<,k <d
0 T Jo T Jo
Moreover, let ar .y, Q10 € R? with components
1 T
(Qrue) =v — (o7 u, A;X(0)) — (A, B(T)) — T/ (Grotu, B(t))dt,
0

T
(Qrup) =v — (U_lu, A X(0)) — %/ <GZ‘0‘1u, B(t)dt, 1<1<d.
0

2.1 Main results

Theorem 2.1. Assume (A1) and let T > 0 and (u,v) € R™ be fived. Let h and h be such
that h(0) = h(0) = 0 and

W (t) = LTIU + g:(QalaT,u,v)ka <B(t) - % /0 TB(s)ds),
W(t) = LTlu + g(Qal&T,u,U)ka (B(t) — % /0 TB(s)ds), te[0,717].

Then:

(1) h,h € 2(D*) and for any p > 1 there exists a constant ¢, > 0 independent of (u,v) €
R™4 and T > 0 such that

E|D*h? + E|D*RI? < ZZ{|ol + [uP (X (0) + T%)}.
(2) For any | € CYR™), Pr(Viun ) = E[f(X(T),Y(T))D"h].
(3) For any f € CLR™), V(. Prf = E[f(X(T),Y(T))D"h].
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Consequently, for any p > 1 there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that
1c
1PV ey 1+ [V @y Prf1) (@, y) < (Prlf )7 {0l + ul (J2] + VT)}

holds for all (u,v), (z,y) € R™* T >0 and f € CL(R™+Y).
As a consequence of Theorem 2], we have the following estimate (23] of I'( P, f), where

EJ&nz

is the energy form associated to L. This estimate will imply the coupling property of the
diffusion process as well as the Liouville property for the time-space harmonic functions.
Recall that the L-diffusion process has the coupling property if for any initial points z, 2’ €
R™*4 one may construct two processes Z;, Z; generated by L starting at z, 2’ respectively,
such that the coupling time 7 := inf{t < 0: Z; = Z]} < oco. In this case (Z;, Z;) is called
a successful coupling of the process. Moreover, a bounded function u on [0, 00) x R™* is
called time-space harmonic associated to P, if Psu(t, ) = u(t — s, ) holds for any ¢t > s > 0.
In particular, a bounded harmonic function is a time-space harmonic function.
Let p be the distance induced by T, i.e.

| =

I(f) =

(2.2) p(z,2) =sup{|f(z) = f()| : fe€CIR™),T(f) <1}
Corollary 2.2. For any p > 1 there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that
(2.3) V) < ZARIIP)P, 10,1 € AR,
Consequently:

(1) Let P,(z,-) be the transition probability kernel of Py, and let || - ||var be the totally
variational norm. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

ep(z, )

Vit

(2) The L-diffusion process has the coupling property.

HB(zv ) - Pt(Z/, ')Hvar S y t> 0, Z,Z/ - Rm+d,

(3) Any time-space harmonic function associated to P, has to be constant.

2.2 Proofs

To prove Theorem [2.1](1), we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 2.3. Assume (Al). Then Qr is invertible and for any p > 1 there exists a constant
Cp > 0 independent of T'> 0 such that

_ C
E|Q " < 755 T>0,

where || - || is the operator norm.



Proof. Let Qp = diag Qr; that is, Qr = (qi(T)1gy(k))1<ki<a- By (A1), Qr is invertible
and Q7 > (1 — 0)Qr. Therefore, it suffices to show that

C,
(24) qul(T) p<T2 , T>0,1§l§d
holds for some constant C, > 0 independent of T > 0. Let ¢; € R? with |e;| = 1 such that

|Gjel| = ||Gi|| > 0. Then
1 T
G <B(t) - —/ B(s)ds)
T Jo

au(T) = /0 '

2

dt

T T
||Gl||2/ bi(t) — / by(s)ds| dt,
0 0
where e
- 1l
bit) = <B(t), |G76l|>, t>0
is an one-dimensional Brownian motion. Therefore,

1 1

Equ(T)" < E .
N I (T fbu(t) — & [T by(s)ds|2dtye

Combining this with

i

2
1

dt = — by (t) — by(s)?dtds
5T [OT]2| 1(t) — bi(s)]

Z / ds / |b(t) — b(s)[*dt,
and using the Jensen inequality, we obtain
6r 1
TG (3 1 a5 1) — o)ty
1

6Pt Z
< et ), B
IGI>T /o (@ Ib(t) —

According to |20, Lemma 3.3], this implies (2.4]) for some constant C,, independent of 7' > 0,
and we thus finish the proof. O

bl(t)—% /0 bi(s)ds

EqT)" <

b(s)\2dt)P>dS

Lemma 2.4. Assume (A1). Then Q7' ar e, Q7' aru, € 2(D)®?, and there exists a con-
stant ¢ > 0 independent of T > 0 such that for any adapted random wvariable 5 on the
cameron-Martin space H,

|D5QJ_“1QT,u,v| + |D5Q;1dT,u,’U|
< QP IBlselI Blloo { 1] + [l (1X (0)] + [ Bllse) } + €l Q7| - ] - [|Bllsc

where || -+ ||oo is the uniform norm on C([0, T]; R?).
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Proof. We only prove the desired upper bound for || DgQ7 ar...||, since that for the other
term is completely similar. It is easy to see that

(2.5) ozl < er{fo] + ul (X (0)] + [|Bl) }

holds for some constant ¢; > 0. Moreover, since DgB(t) = (t),t € [0,T], it follows from the
definitions of g (7") and ar,, that each components of Q7 and ar,,, are in Z(D) with

1Dpare(T)] < c2ll BllocT | Blloos  [1Dporn| < calul - {8l

holding for some constant ¢y > 0 and all 1 < k,] < d. Combining these with the fact that

DBQ;IO‘T,U,U = _Q;I{DBQT}Q;IO‘T,U,U + Q;lDﬁaT,u,vv

we derive the desired upper bound estimate of | DsQ7 ar.y.]|- O

Proof of Theorem 2. (1) We only prove for h as that for h is similar. Let {e;}1<i<m be the
canonical ONB of R™. Then a; := (a, €;) is the i-th coordinate of a € R™. Let

t t
ho(t) = Ta_lu, hi(t) = te;, Br(t) = / GrB(s)ds, 1<i<m,1<k<d.
0

We have

t)+k§; (Q7' aruw) Br(t) i(iw/o (Gr.B ())Z-dt)hi(t)

i=1 k=1

and
1 /T
D*hy = —/ (07 u,dB(t)) = =(c " u, B(T)), D*h; = B;(T),
T, T
T
D*B), = / (GyB(t),dB(t)), Dp,B(t)=hi(t)=te;, 1<i<m,1<k<d.
0

Combining these with Lemma [2.4] and the fundamental identity
D*(FB) = FD*B — DsF
for F € 9(D),3 € 9(D*) such that FD*3 — DgF € L*(P), we conclude that h € 2(D*)

and

d T
D*h :%(a_lu, B(T)) + Z(Q’;laT,u,v)k/ (GpB(t),dB(t))
k=1 0




Therefore, it is easy to see from Lemma 24 (2Z3) and (Gy); = 0 that

C’|u| . ||BHoo
D*h| <——M—
| | > T

+ClQ7 ol + [ (XO) + 121} | [ (GuB).am(0)]

+CTQ7 1 - I BISA vl + [ul (X (0)] + [ Blloe) } + CT|ul - Q7| - | Bl
+ClIQZ - 1BIZATv] + [ul (| X (0)] + [ Bllo) }

< Clul - 1Bl +THQT1||) + C1Q 1] + [ul (1X(0)] + | Blloo)}
: (Z | / (GuB(0).AB(®) | +7°Q7' - 1B + 1 B]2)

holds for some constant C' > 0. Combining this with Lemma and the fact that for any
p>1

d T »
BIBIZ + Y | [ (GuB).aBm)| < . T>0
k=1

holds for some constant ¢(p) > 0, we obtain the desired upper bound of E|D*h|?.
(2) For B(s) = >, &Bi(s), where & are real-valued random variables and 3;(s) are
square-integrable adapted processes on R?, define

JRECEEEIES SO REICR O

Then it is easy to see from (1)) that

DpX (t) = oh(t), DhX(O) 0,
DyYi(t) = [y (Aioh(s),dB(s)) + [1{A4X(s), I (s))ds, DyY;(0) =0, 1 <1<d.

In particular,

(2.6) Dy X(T) = oh(T) = u.

Noting that X (s) = X(0) + oB(s) and h(T) = o~ u, we obtain

DyWYi(T) = (Ajoh(T), B(T)) — /0 (Ajoh/(t), B(t))dt —l—/o (0" ATH' (), 0 (X (0) + o B(t)))dt
= (A, B(T)) + (Ajo u, X(0)) + /0 (Gh'(t), B(t))dt.

Combining this with the definition of A'(¢) and letting



we arrive at

DpYi(T) = (Aw, B(T)) + (Ajo ™~ u, X(0))

T d * _—
+ [ (@it e + ST o
k=

1

(2.7) = (A, B(T)) + (Ajo™'u, X(0)) + %/0 (Gio~ u, B(t))dt
+ 3 Q7 ar) / (GIGLB(), B(t))at
= (A, B(T)) + (Ajo~"u, X(0)) + %/0 (Gio~'u, B(t))dt + (aru)i = vr.
By ([2.6) and ([Z7) we obtain

Therefore, it follows from ([21]) that

Pr(Viwnf) =E(Vf(X > Y(T)), (u,v)) = E(Vf(X(T),Y(T)), Dn(X(T),Y(T)))
=EDy{ f(X(T),Y(T))} = E{ f(X(T),Y(T))D*h}.

(3) Similarly to (2), we have

Dy X (t) = oh(t),
D;Y(t) = f (Ajoh(s),dB(s +f0 (A X (s), 1 (s))ds.
In particular,
(2.8) D; X(T) = oh(T) =

Noting that X (s) = X(0) 4+ ¢B(s) and h(T) = o~ 'u, as in (2) we obtain

D;Y(T) = (A, B(T)) + (Ao~ u, X (0)) + /0 (GHR(t), B(t))dt.

Combining this with the definition of //(t) we arrive at

1 T
- / (Gyo™ u, B(t))dt + (Gru.)

0

2.9) D;Y(T) = (A, B(T)) + (Afo " u, X(0)) +

= v + (A, B(T)).

Moreover, it is easy to see that

0. ViawX(0) = 1
AlV(u,v)X(t), dB(t)>> v(u,v)Yi(O) =y, 1< [ <d.

—~
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Then
T
(210) V(um)X(T) = u, V(uw)Y}(T) = +/ <Alu, dB(t)> =+ (Alu, B(T)>, 1 < l < d.
0

Combining this with (2.8]) and (2.9) we obtain
Di(X(T),Y(T)) = (VX (T), Vi Y (T)).
Therefore, it follows from ([2.1]) that
Vuw Prf = E(V(X(T),Y(T)), Vi) (X(T), Y(T)) = E(VF(X(T), Y (D)), Di(X(T), Y(I)))
= BD; {f(X(T), (7))} = B{f(X(7), ¥ (T))D"h}.
U

Proof of Corollary[23. By an approximation argument, it suffices to prove (2.3 for f €
Cse(R™4). Indeed, for any z € R™*4 let e € R™*? be a unit vector such that \/T'(P,f)(z) =
VePif(2). Since P, f € Cy(R™) for f € %,(R™) and t > 0, (3)) holds at point z provided

Pif(z+ev)— P, f(v) - ol
€ ~Vte Sy

Noting that (23) with f € C°(R™9) also implies @II) for f € C°(R™*%), and that
Cio(R™?) is dense in LP(P,(z,-) + Pi(z +ce,-) + [; P(z + se,-)ds), we conclude that (2.3
for f € C°(R™*) implies (ZI0)) for all f € %,(R™"4), and hence also implies ([2.3)) for all
f € By (Rm+d),

Next, by the left-invariant property of X;, it suffices to prove the desired estimate at
point (0,0) € R™*4. To see this, for any z € R™*¢ let

€

(2.11) (P|fP)? (2 4 sv)ds, €€ (0,1).

() =ze2, 2 e R™
Since X; are left-invariant, we have
[(Pf)(2) = T((Pif) 0 £:)(0,0) = T(Ff 0 £:)(0,0),

so that the desired estimate at point (0,0) implies

> Er o (.|P\1/p _ % PVL/P( ).
L(Pf)(z) < 2 (Bilf o &7)77(0,0) \/E(Pt|f| )P (2)

Now, we intend to prove [Z3) for f € C5°(R™ ) at point (0,0). In this case, there exists
an unit element u € R™ such that /I'(P.f)(0,0) = V(0 F.f(0,0). Then, by Theorem 2]
(1) and (3) with X(0) = 0 and using the Hélder inequality, we derive the desired upper
bound for y/I'(P.f)(0,0).

Finally, noting that

1FP(z, ) = Pu(2', )llvar =2 sup |Pif(z) — Pif(y)] < 2p(z,y) sup V/[IT(Pef) oo

[ flloe<1 [ flloo<1

then (2.3) implies (1). According to [8] (see also [9]), (2) and (3) follow from (1). O
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3 An explicit inverse Poincaré inequality

Note that by Corollary 2.2] (A1) implies

(3.1) DB < (PP = (Pep?), e BRH™), 050

for some constant C' > 0. In fact, this estimate follows also from (2] according to [
Proposition 4.7]. In this section we aim to prove this inequality with an explicit L?-estimate
on I'(P,f) as in [2] Section 3], where the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group is concerned.
To this end, we need the following assumption:

(A2) For any l,l/, l// € {1, tee ,d}, Azk = —AI,O'AI = AIO', AIAI’ = Al’Ah and AlO', AlAl/Al//O'
and A;0%0* are skew-symmetric.

A simple example for this assumption to hold is that o = I,,,x,, and {4;} are commutative
skew-symmetric m x m-matrices.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (L2) and (A2). Then for any f € By(R™ ) and t > 0,

m+2d

I'(Pf) < {Pf? = (Pf)}

1
This estimate is equivalent to (2.3) for p = 2 with explicit constant ¢, = (%zd)z. To
prove this result, we introduce the dilation operator modified from [2],

m d
=5 nu Y ud,
=1 =1

and the dual vector fields

d
Xi(z,y) = Xi(z,y) =2 _(A);0,, 1<i<m.
=1

Simply denote
pi(2) = p((0,0),2), ze€R™,

where p; is the heat kernel of P, w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure p on R+ which exists due
to the Hormander condition.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (L2) and (A2). Then LD —DL = L and [X;, X,;] =0, 1 <i,5 < m.
Consequently, (tL +D + %M)p? =0 and X;P, = P,X;, 1 <i<m.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that [X;, D] = %Xi,l <4 < m. Then

Em: X;[X;,D] + [X;, D)X, ZX2

1 . 2 2
(3.2) LD—DL:§Z(XD DX?)

1=1

l\DI}—t
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Let T} be the semigroup generated by D. Then Tje' is generated by D + 1 and due to (B.2))
LD = (D +1)L. So, LT, = Tse*L, which implies that

(3.3) PTy =T;Pesy, t,s>0.
Differentiating both sides w.r.t. s at s = 0, we obtain
(3.4) PD=DP, +tP,L, t>0.
Since D(0,0) = 0, it follows that
P(tL —D)f(0,0) =0, f & Cee(R™).

Combining this with
P,(tL = D)f(0,0) = / P} (2)(tL — D)f(2)dz
Rm+d

= [ FEHEL+ D)) + (@D)()) e
m+ 2d

- /wa(z) (tL+D+ 5 )p?(Z)dZ>

we conclude that (¢L + D + 2£2)p0 = 0.
Next, for any 1 < 1,5 < m, we have

m d
X0 X5) = (X0 X1+ 2) 0 (A iwow;dy,

k=1 l=1

d d
= Z {(AIU) — (Ayo) Zj}ﬁyz + QZ (Ai0)i50y, =
=1 =1

since A;o is skew-symmetric. This implies X'Z-Pt = Ptf(i for any 1 <i < m. O
Lemma 3.3. Assume (A2) and let I(f) = 130 (X;f)?. Then T(p0) = T(1?).

Proof. Tt is easy to see that at point (z,y) € R™+4,

P(f) = —zzmj (X:f) (Z A); aylf)wi(zd: Az) 8ylf)

d m d
=T(f) =2 ) (0 A0 /)0y f) = T(f) =2 (9, 1)0f,
=1 k=1 =1
where .
@l = Z(aAl:r)k&%, 1 S l S d.
k=1

13



So, it remains to prove O;p? = 0 for 1 <1 < d. We prove it by two steps.
(1) ©,L = LO,. Since A0 = 0A,, it is easy to see that

d m m
00X =) (0 A)e(Ar)idy, — > 05i(0A)kj0n,
U=1 k=1 k.j=1

Q

= Z(AZIO'AlSL’ i Oy, — Z O'AlO' mamk

I’'=1

k=1
= Z(AI’AIUSC Yy Z AlO' ].gZ ),

|
2

=1
Then
(O] - X70) = {01 X||X; + X,[0,, Xi]}
i=1 i=1
d m d m
QZ Z Al/AlO'[L’ Zak,&% T 2 Z Z AI/AIO’ZL' Al//l’) 8yl,8 i
U=1ik=1 V=1 i=1
m m d
—2 Z (A10”)ki05:02, 0, — 2> Y (A10™)4i( Av)i0s, Dy,
k,j=1 i,k=11'=1
d m d m
+ Z Z ori(Ar Aio)ir0y, Z Z (A10?) i (Ar) )ik Oy,
U=1ik=1 =14,k=1
d m
=23 Y {(cArAiox), — (A10° Apa)i } 0, 0y, + 2 Z (Av Ao, Apz)d,,0,,,
I'=1 k=1 V=1
m d
— Z(Al(f o ),ﬁxﬂx] + ZTI oAy Ao — Al/AlO )8yl,

ij=1 V=

Due to (A2), this implies that ©,L = LO;.
(2) By (1), div®; = 0 and ©,(0,0) = 0, for any f € C;°(R™*?) we have

0= (6,P.f)(0,0) = (P,6,f)(0,0)

- [ meesee=- [ eseee
Rm+d Rm+d
Therefore, ©;p? = 0.

Lemma 3.4. Assume (L2). Then there ezists two constants ci,ca > 0 such that

c1 exp[— 462[)(?2,)2]

pt(z, Z/) - t(m+2d)/2 , >0,z 7 e R™,

14



Proof. We shall use the dimension-free Harnack inequality derived in [6] using the generalized
curvature condition. Let

i ’ FZ f?

and denote I'(f) = T'(f, f),[Z(f) = TZ(f, f). Define

d
== (0,£)y9). f.geC (R

=1

l\Dli—‘
l\DI»—t

To(f) = g EV(F £) = DL LA), TH(F) = SIVA(F )~ T(F L), f € CHR™)

By [0, Proposition 4.4], (L2)) (equivalently, (L3))) implies the generalized curvature condition

Do(f) + (1) > e%() = ST(f), f € CP™), 7 > 0

for some constants ¢, ¢ > 0, see also Lemma [.2] below for a generalized curvature-dimension
condition. According to [3] (see also [6, Proposition 4.7]), this implies the following Harnack
inequality of type [17] for some constant C' > 0:

(P < (e | cople 2|, 120,57 errL f e )

Cp
(p—1)t
According to [14], this Harnack inequality implies

e

V(B VDB VD)

for some constant c¢;,co > 0, where pu is the Lebesgue measure and B(z,r) = {p(z,:) < r}
for z € R™* and r > 0. Since both p and p are left-invariant under the group action, this
is equivalent to

pi(z,2) < , t>0,2,2 e Rmtd

1 expl— 762[)(?2/)2]

pu(B((0,0), V1))

pi(z,2) < , t>0,z, 2 € R
So, it remains to show that

(3.5) w(B((0,0),7)) > ™2 >0

holds for some constant ¢ > 0. To see this, let us observe that for any f € C'(R™) and
fr(z,y) = f(ra,r*y) one has

D(f) (@) = P20 (f) (e, 1),

Combining this with with ZJ), we obtain p((rz,72y), (0,0)) = rp((z, ), (0,0)). So,
B((0,0),7) = {(z,y) € R™: p((x/r,y/r?),(0,0)) < 1}

S {ra 2 p((,0),0,0) < 5} x {0 0((0,9), (0,0)) <

N | —
——

15



Therefore, ([3.0) holds for
1
ci=p({a: pl(2,0),(0,0) <

by p((0,9),0,0) < 3}) > w(B((0,0),1/2)) > 0

N | —

Lemma 3.5. Assume (L2) and (A2). Then [g,... T(logpf,pf)(z)dz = m+2d 4 ()

2t 0

Proof. We shall prove the lemma by using an approximation argument. Let h € C§°([0, 00))
such that 0 < h < 1,hlp1 = 1 and h|pe) = 0. Let f,.(2) = h(z/n),n > 1. Then there is a
constant C'; > 0 such that

(3.6) ILfal(2) + T(fa)(2) + D fal(2) < Cilpan(|2]), 2 € R™

Moreover, there is a constant Cy > 0 such that I'(Cylog(1+]-|)) < 1. So, according to (2.2))
p(0,2) > Cylog(1 +z]), »€ R™.

Combining this with Lemma [3.4] we obtain

(37) W) < crlt) exp [ — ea(t){log(L+ [2)}2], = € R

for some constants c¢;(t),c2(t) > 0. Since by Lemma B2 (tL + D + divD)p) = 0, for any
n > 1 we have

/RW { T (logp!,p}) } (2)dz = —t /RM { fn(og ) Lp; + (log p))T(fn, p}) } (2)dz
= [ Alog D+ anDyf bz —t [ (ogs) ()T () (2)d
—— [ DU+ [ (DA - 0 logsDf, — togs )T (e pi)} ()

Rerd Rerd

= ; = /Rw(fnpg)(z)dz +/ {(Df)p] — () log p)D fr, — t(log p)T(fn, p)) } (2)d2

Rm+d
m + 2d
<o [ i osst] + [ogsly/T0) )z
{n<|z|<2n}

for some constant C'(t) > 0 according to (3.06). Therefore, it suffices to verify

(38) [ o+ 1wtiosstl + Nlogatl rG0) } (2)d < oo
Rm
so that the desired estimate follows by letting n — co. Noting that p? = Pt P, BI) and
2

Lemma [3.4] yield
VIWE) < Cut), /Py (v)? < Co(t)V/1)

for some constants C(t), Ca(t) > 0. Therefore, ([B.8) follows from (B.7)) since

20+ [p2log p0| + Co(t)|log p| /0 < Cs(){(p))? + (10)7}

holds for some constant Cs(t) > 0. O
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Proof of Theorem[31. As explained in [2 Proof of Theorem 3.1], we have

<{PRf*— (Rf) }/ I'(log pf, p})(2)dz.

Then the proof is finished by combing this with Lemmas and 3.5 O

4 The Poincaré inequality

In this section we prove the estimate (4.1I]) below by following the argument in [2, Section
4]. This estimate for the heat semigroup on the Heisenberg group was first derived in [12].
According to (L), there exists { (i1, j1) J1<i<qa With 1 <4; < j; < m such that the matrix

M = (Myy)r<ir<d

is invertible, where Ml,l/ = M, )0 = (Gr)ji,- Recall that for any € R™ and 1 < i < m,
(ASL’)Z = ((Alx)i)lglgd S R¢. Slmllarly, we let (AO')W = ((Al0'>ij>1§l§d c R4,

Theorem 4.1. Assume (A2). Then
(4.1) P(Pf) < CRI(f), t20,f € CyR™)

holds for

Ci=2416 3 |(M*) " (Ao)yl + 32P1{ sup {() N (Az)), F(logp(l))}((), 0) < 00
ij=1 ==

where p2(z) == p1((0,0),2) and (Ax)i(z) = (Aa'); for z = (2,y') € R™. Consequently,
the Poincaré inequality

Pf? = (Pif)* <2CtRI(f), fe Cy(R™)
holds for all t > 0.

To prove this result, we need the following lemma on curvature-dimension condition.
When m = oo it reduces to the generalized curvature condition derived in [6, Proposition
4.4].

Lemma 4.2. Assume the Hormander condition (L3). For any f € C3*(R™*?) and r > 0,

(Lf) | a@T7(f) _ alG)

r rZ(f) > L(f).
2o(f) +rI5(f) 2 - 1 . (f)
Proof. Recall that L = 13" X? and
d
(X5, Xj] = = (G)ijOy, [X:,0,]=0, 1<ij<m,1<I<d.



Then

m

fj( jZXff)(Xf)

=1 =1

}1
SN
=

I

ool =
‘MS
NH

S
<
Il

—
<.

m

:izpq )+ D00 - A6
j=1 i,j=1

(4.2)

- i > (XX X)X+ X[ X, X)) f+ ! (XX
=l i,j:l
] — 1 & d
:ZZ(XXf) 22 (Z (G)) ”alef>
=1 i,j=1 =1
Moreover,
- lzmj > (@0, Xif)2
8 4 Yi

i=1 =1 i=1 I=1

d m m d
RN IR IR
@

Combining this with and the fact

1 ¢ (Lf>2 1 2
1 Z: (XX, f)? — Z1<;<m(xyxj )2
we obtain
I 9 m m d 9
n) -z = EE LS - DY (@)
(4.3) ) 1<i#j<m i=1 =1 I=1
> I s x-S, s
1<i#j<m

Finally, as observed in [5] we have

S XX =Y XX+ (X X))

1<i#j<m 1<i<j<m
1
5 S AKX + XX )P + (XX, f — XX, f)*}
1<i<ji<m
d
1
>0 Y X =5 Y (XGuons) 2 aler)
1<i<j<m 1<i<j<m  1=1

Combining this with (43]) we complete the proof.

As it is easy to see that the commutation condition
D(f,D2(f, £)) =T?(£.T(f. ), fe€CFR™)
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holds, the following assertions follow from the curvature-dimension condition presented in
Lemma 2] where (4) and (5) are known as Li-Yau type gradient estimate and parabolic
Harnack inequality (see [16]), and (2) is the dimension-free Harnack inequality initiated by
the author in [I7], which implies the log-Harnack inequality (3) as observed in [I§]. This
type of Hanrack inequality was also established in [I1] on a class of Lie groups. The entropy
gradient inequality (1) implying the dimension-free Harnack inequality (2) was first observed

in [IJ.
Corollary 4.3. Assume the Hormander condition (L3)). For any t > 0 and positive f €
By(R™4) | the following assertions hold:
tr'(P.f) N e (G T2 (P.f) - c2(G) + 8¢y
Ptf 4Ptf B C2(G)
p(e2(G) 4 81(G))
4(p — Dea(G)E
(G) + 8¢1(G)
402(G)t
c2(G) + 6¢1(G)
CQ(G)

1) Gt h(f108 1) — (Pif)log PLf).

(2) (Pf)P(2) < (PfP(2)) exp

o(z, z’)z}, p>1,2, 2 € Rmtd,

(3) Plog f(2) <log Puf(#) + 2 plz, )2, 2, € R,

(e2(G) + 6c1(G))?
202(G)2t

CQ(G)t

(4) T(log P.f) + =7 (log P.f) < dilog P.f + =

m(cg(G)+6¢1(G))

t+ S) BT (c) ox (c2(G) + 6¢1(G))p(, y)2
t P dmes(G)s

Proof. According to Lemma [1.2] [3, Propositions 3.1, 3.4] and [5, Theorems 6.1, 7.1, 8.1], it
suffices to verify the following conditions:

(i) There exists a sequence {h,} C C{(R™?) such that h, T 1 and ||T'(h,)|e +
ITZ(hy) |l — 0 as n 1 co.

(i) (L TZ(f), ) =T2(f,T(f), feCeR™).

(iii) For any f € C5¢(R™4) and T > 0,

(5) Bf(Z>SB+sf(Z/)< ], s, t>0.

sup ([[T(2ef)lloe + IT#(Pef) o) < o0.

te[0,7

Let f € C§°([0,00)) with f" <0, flo) = 1 and f|j2,00) = 0. Then (i) holds for h,(z) :=
f(z]/n), n > 1,z € R™* Next, (ii) follows from [X;,9,] =0, 1 <i <m,1 <1 <d.
Finally, it is easy to see that Lemma implies assumption (A) in [21] with [ = 1,T®) =
7, Ko(r) = =29 Ky (r) = 29 and W(x,y) = 1+ 2| + |y|> Therefore, (iii) is ensured

s

by [2Il Lemma 2.1], see also [19, Lemma 5.2.2]. O

Proof of Theorem[{.1. The desired Poincaré inequality follows immediately from (@Il by
noting that for f € Cg°(R™*+?),

%Ps(ﬂ_s £)2=2P,(P_,f) <2CPI(f), s€[0,4].
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Below we prove (A1) and the finite of C' respectively, where the proof of (1)) is modified
from [2].

(1) We first observe that to prove (1) it suffices to confirm
(4.4) L(P1f)(0,0) < CAT(£)(0,0), fe C(R™).

Indeed, by the left-invariant property of I' and P;, we only need to prove ({.1]) at point (0, 0);
and by a standard approximation argument as in the proof of Corollary 2.2] we may assume
that f € Cg°(R™9). Finally, for any ¢ > 0, it follows from (3.3)) that

Ptf = PtT— logtj—iogt =T. 1ogtplﬂogtf-

Noting that T, f(z,y) = f(ezz,e%y), we have X;T, = e2T,X;. Therefore, if (&4)) holds, then
at point (0,0) we have

1
F(Ptf) F(T logtPITiogtf> T— logtF(PlTiogtf>
C

S YT—logtplr(T‘logtf) - CT—logtplﬂogtF(f) - CPtF(.f)
(2) Note that

> {() (A} X, X

=1

d d
= — Z {M*(M*)_l}l,,l/(Al’x>iayl// = - Z(Al,x>i8yl"

=1 I'=1

ll’ A[’x Mll” 8y

l//

||MQ“

Then, by Lemma [32] at point (0,0) we have

d
XiPif = XiPf = PXf = B{X -2 (Aw):0, | f
=1

d
(4.5) = PI(Xif) — 2P, ( Z(Alx)ﬁylf)
=1

P(X:f) +2ZP1< )AL, K XS )
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Next, for any f € C°, at point (0,0) we have
({07 (A)i}, X5, X511 )
= [ A ) (A )}, (X, X = X))y
= [ A ) ) {01 ()} X ol ) + (317) 7 (A)s oy
- [ B e [(01) ()} X log e ) + {() (A)i [ dndy
= P{(Xa ) [{(01) 7 (A)i} X log pf + { (M) (A.or)is }, |}

= P{ OGN [{ ()7 (A)i}, X, log o + { (1) (A0}, | |-
Combining this with (£3) and noting that

i[ NAx)},X logp(er{(J\~4*)_1(A~U)m}J2

=1

<2 Z [(M*)"Y(A.0);)* + 4 sup {( M*)~ (A.x)i}?F(logp(l))

1<i<d
i,j=1

and the same holds for ; in place of j;, we prove ([@4]) at point (0,0).
(3) Obviously, C' < oo follows from

(4.6) [ 1 )T gt ) dady < o
Rm

Let h € C*[0,00) such that hlp1 = 1 and h|pe) = 0. Let fo(z) = |z[*h(Jz|/n). Then
frn € C°(R™+4) . > 1. By Corollary (4), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

L 0

I'(log p?) < c(l + )

2

Combining these with (L 4+ D + 232)p) = 0 according to Lemma B2}, we arrive at

[ e ) log ) ) dady

<[ alebatte.n) (14 ) e ppasay
—c [ Rl Latta,)dady + Al (0,0)
—cPlaP0,0) ¢ [ ()

Rm+d
[
= cPy|z|*(0,0) + cP (D f,)(0,0) < cPy|z|*(0,0) + cP1<\:c|2 + %\xﬁ) (0,0).

m+ 2

)88 (@, y)dady

Letting n — oo and noting that P;|x|P(0,0) < oo holds for any p > 1, we obtain (£.6). O
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Finally, we remark that extending the main result of [I5] for the heat semigroup on the
Heisenberg group (see also [2, Section 5]), the following stronger estimate than (1] was
proved in [I3] for the heat semigroup on a nilpotent Lie group of H-type:

VI(Pf) < CPNI(f), feC R, t>0

for some constant C' > 0. This estimate implies the semigroup log-Sobolev inequality.
However, in the moment we are not able to prove this type estimate under our more general
framework. Note that to meet the requirement of H-type nilpotent Lie groups, in our
framework one has to assume further that m is even (see [I3| Proposition 2.1]) and in [13],
(2.3)] Ju, == A; is orthogonal.
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