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Lp-Lq ESTIMATES FOR TRANSITION SEMIGROUPS ASSOCIATED TO

DISSIPATIVE STOCHASTIC SYSTEMS

LUCIANA ANGIULI, DAVIDE A. BIGNAMINI, SIMONE FERRARI∗

Abstract. In a separable Hilbert space, we study supercontractivity and ultracontractivity
properties for a transition semigroups associated with a stochastic partial differential equations.
This is done in terms of exponential integrability of Lipschitz functions and some logarithmic
Sobolev-type inequalities with respect to invariant measures. The abstract characterization
results concerning the improving of summability can be applied to transition semigroups as-

sociated to a stochastic reaction-diffusion equations.
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1. Introduction

Let H be a separable Hilbert space with inner product 〈·, ·〉H and induced norm ‖·‖H . We are
interested in studying the stochastic partial differential equation

{
dX(t) = [AX(t) + F (X(t))]dt+ RdW (t) t > 0,
X(0) = x ∈ H,

(1.1)

where {W (t)}t≥0 is a H-cylindrical Wiener process defined on a normal filtered probability space
(Ω,F, {Ft}t≥0,P) (see e.g. [20, Section 4.1.2] for details on cylindrical Wiener processes in infinite
dimension), F : Dom(F ) ⊆ H → H is a regular enough function, A : Dom(A) ⊆ H → H is a
linear closed operator and R : H → H is a linear bounded, self-adjoint and positive operator.
Under suitable assumptions, problem (1.1) has a unique generalized mild solution {X(t, x)}t≥0

that allows us to consider the transition semigroup {P (t)}t≥0 associated to (1.1) defined by

(P (t)ϕ)(x) := E [ϕ(X(t, x))] =

∫

Ω

ϕ(X(t, x)(ω))P(dω),

for every t > 0, x ∈ H and any Borel bounded function ϕ : H → R. Moreover, assuming some
additional hypotheses on A,F and R, it is possible to prove the existence and uniqueness of a
probability invariant measure ν for {P (t)}t≥0, namely a Borel probability measure on H such
that the equality ∫

H

P (t)ϕdν =

∫

H

ϕdν, t > 0, (1.2)

holds true for every bounded and continuous function ϕ : H → R. By the invariance of ν, the
semigroup {P (t)}t≥0 is uniquely extendable to strongly continuous semigroups {Pp(t)}t≥0 in
Lp(H, ν) for every p ≥ 1. Such semigroups are consistent, i.e. for every f ∈ Lp(H, ν) ∩ Lq(H, ν)
it holds that Pp(t)f = Pq(t)f . For this reason, we will omit the subscript p, if no confusion can
arise, and we continue to denote them as {P (t)}t≥0.

The best known, and most studied, of these properties is the case 1 < p < q < +∞ and
‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν),Lq(H,ν)) ≤ 1 for any t ≥ t̄ = t̄(p, q) > 0. In this case {P (t)}t≥0 is said to
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be hypercontractive and lots of results concerning this property are well known both in finite
and infinite dimension (see [3, 6, 23, 24, 25, 29, 39]). Classical results in this direction concern
with the connection between the hypercontractivity property, logarithmic Sobolev inequality (see
[23, 24, 25]), and estimates for Gaussian tails of Lipschitz functions (see [7, Chapter 5] and [30,
Sections 2.2 and 2.3]).

Here, we are interested in investigating connections of this type in infinite dimension in the
case of stronger improving summability properties and in characterizing it in terms of functional
inequalities and integrability properties of exponential functions with respect to the invariant
measure ν.

Indeed, in a “scale” of summability improving properties, the next in line, stronger than the
hypercontractivity, is the supercontractivity which means that for any t > 0, the semigroup P (t)
belongs to L(Lp(H, ν), Lq(H, ν)) for any 1 < p < q <∞ and ‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν),Lq(H,ν)) ≤ 1 for any
p, q and t as before. In finite dimension, there exist a quite large literature on this topic, see for
instance [1, 5, 32, 38]. In [5] the authors prove that if H = Rn, the supercontrativity property of
{P (t)}t≥0 is equivalent to a stronger version (or defective, see [30, Section 2.4]) of the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality and to exponential integrability of Lipschitz functions. In infinite dimension
a relation between defective logarithmic Sobolev inequality and the exponential integrability of
Lipschitz functions is known, see [30, Section 2.4]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the
characterization result in [5] is confined to the finite dimensional case. The goal of this paper is
to improve some results in [7, Chapter 5] and [30, Chapter 2] in our setting to obtain an infinite
dimensional version of the characterization results as in [5]. In a theoretical framework, we are
also able to characterize the ultraboundedness of {P (t)}t≥0, i.e. ‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν)),L∞(H,ν)) < +∞
for any t > 0 and p > 1.

We underline that the abstract results of this paper are applicable to the transition semigroup
P (t) associated to the generalized mild solution of the well-studied stochastic reaction-diffusion
equation






dX(t) =
[
∂2

∂ξ2X(t)− b(X(t))
]
dt+ dW (t), t > 0,

X(t)(0) = X(t)(1), t > 0,

X(0) = x ∈ L2([0, 1], λ)

(1.3)

where λ is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] and b : R → R is a smooth enough polynomial
function, see Section 7.3 for details and [13, 16] for further results on this problem. In particular,
we point out that the characterization results complement the hypercontractivity result obtained
in [16] and the ultraboundness result obtained in [18]. In particular in [18] it is showed that
P (t)(L2(H, ν)) ⊆ L∞(H, ν). Here in Example 7.3, thanks to Proposition 6.1 we show that

P (t)(Lp(H, ν)) ⊆ L∞(H, ν),

for every p > 1.
We underline that it is natural to wonder whether it is possible to take advantage of the results

in finite dimension and to extend them to the infinite dimension, letting the dimension to infinity.
It must be emphasised that this technique does not work directly in our situation and the results
obtained in this paper are not trivial extension to those proved in finite dimension. Indeed, even if
the semigroup {P (t)}t≥0 can be approximated in some sense by a sequence of finite dimensional
semigroups {Pn(t)}, n ∈ N, we cannot relate the improving summability properties of {P (t)} in
terms of those of {Pn(t)} and viceversa. This is due essentially to the fact that in many cases,
the relation between the invariant measure ν associated to {P (t)}t≥0 and the sequence of the
invariant measures νn associated to {Pn(t)} is not known. This is, for instance the reason why it
is not possible to prove the analogous of [5, Theorem 3.1] to our setting. We conclude observing
that another obstacle to overcome in our setting relies on the fact that a classical tool that fails
in the transition from the finite dimension to the infinite one, and that in the first case allows to
prove Lp-Lq estimates, is the use of Lyapunov functions and some related estimates that depend
explicitly on the dimension and that cannot be passed to the limit (see Remark 5.9).
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The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2 we collect our standing assumptions
and recall some basic results. In Sections 3 we prove that the operator

R∇ : C1
b (H) ⊆ L2(H, ν) → L2(H, ν;H),

where ∇ is the Fréchet gradient and C1
b (H) is the set of bounded and Fréchet differentiable

function with bounded and continuous derivative, is closable. This property allows us to define
the Sobolev space W 1,2

R (H, ν) as the domain of its closure. We point out that such kind of results
has been already proved using more restrictive conditions in [9, 16].

In Section 4, we prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality associated to ν that thanks to [25,
Theorem 3.7] yields the hypercontractivity of {P (t)}t≥0. Furthermore, we prove a less standard
Fernique-type result for ν, both with respect to the norm of H and with respect to the norm
‖R−1 ·‖H (see Theorems 4.5 and 4.7). In Section 5, we study the supercontractivity of P (t)t≥0 and
its connections with stronger logarithmic Sobolev-type inequalities and exponential integrability
of Lipschitz functions with respect to ν. We stress that the results contained in Theorems 5.5
and 5.6 are stronger than those in [30, Section 2.4]. This is due to the explicit estimates for
the coefficients in (5.13) that are provided in this paper. Further in Theorem 5.8, assuming
ν(R(H)) = 1, we characterize the supercontractivity of {P (t)}t≥0.

In Section 6 we prove a characterization result for the ultraboundeness of {P (t)}t≥0 (see
Theorem 6.1) and we provide sufficient conditions on F (Hypotheses 6.2) that guarantee such
property (see Proposition 6.4). Finally, Section 7 is devoted to provide explicit examples of
stochastic partial differential equations whose coefficients satisfy our assumptions and to which
our results can be applied.

Notations

Let K1 and K2 be two Banach spaces equipped with the norms ‖·‖
K1

and ‖·‖
K2

, respectively.
Let H be a Hilbert space equipped with inner product 〈·, ·〉H and associated norm ‖·‖H .

We denote by L(K1;K2) the space of linear and continuous maps from K1 to K2, if K1 = K2

we write L(K1).
We denote by B(K1) the family of the Borel subsets ofK1. Bb(K1;K2) is the set of the bounded

and Borel measurable functions from K1 to K2. If K2 = R we simply write Bb(K1). Cb(K1;K2)
(BUC(K1;K2), respectively) is the space of bounded and continuous (uniformly continuous,
respectively) functions from K1 to K2. If K2 = R we write Cb(K1) (BUC(K1), respectively).
Cb(K1;K2) and BUC(K1;K2) are Banach spaces if endowed with the norm

‖f‖∞ = sup
x∈K1

‖f(x)‖K2 .

Let X be a Banach space and let A : Dom(A) ⊆ X → X be a linear operator. If Y is a Banach
space continuously embedded in X , we call part of A in Y the operator AY : Dom(AY ) ⊆ Y → Y
defined as

Dom(AY ) := {y ∈ Dom(A) ∩ Y |Ay ∈ Y };
AY y := Ay, y ∈ Dom(AY ).

If A : Dom(A) ⊆ H → H is a linear operator, we denote with FCkb (H) the space of real-valued,
continuous, cylindrical along Dom(A∗) and bounded functions on H whose derivatives up to
order k are continuous and bounded. More precisely,

FCkb (H) :=

{
f : H → R

∣∣∣∣
there exist n ∈ N, ϕ ∈ Ckb (R

n) and a1, . . . , an ∈ Dom(A∗)
such that f(x) = ϕ(〈x, a1〉H , . . . , 〈x, an〉H) for any x ∈ H

}
.

Let (Ω,F,P) be a probability space and let H be a separable Hilbert space. Let ξ : (Ω,F,P) →
(H,B(H)) be a random variable, we denote by

E[ξ] :=

∫

Ω

ξ(ω)P(dω)
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the expectation of ξ with respect to P. Let {Y (t)}t≥0 be a K-valued stochastic process we say
that {Y (t)}t≥0 is continuous if the map Y (·) : [0,+∞) → H is continuous P-a.e.

For any T > 0 and p ≥ 1 the set Cp([0, T ];H) (Cp((0, T ];H), respectively) denotes the
space of progressive measurableH-valued processes {Y (t)}t∈[0,T ] belonging to L

p(Ω;C([0, T ];H))
(Lp(Ω;C((0, T ];H) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H)), respectively), endowed with the norm

∥∥{Y (t)}t∈[0,T ]

∥∥
Cp([0,T ];H)

=
∥∥{Y (t)}t∈[0,T ]

∥∥
Cp((0,T ];H)

:=

(
E

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Y (t)‖pH

])1/p

see [13, Section 6.2] for further details.

2. Basic hypotheses and preliminary results

In the whole paper, H will be a separable Hilbert space with inner product 〈·, ·〉H and induced
norm ‖·‖H . Here we state the basic assumptions on the coefficients of the stochastic partial
differential equation

{
dX(t) = [AX(t) + F (X(t))]dt+ RdW (t) t > 0,
X(0) = x ∈ H,

and we recall some essential results about its solvability and the definition of its associated
transition semigroup.

Hypotheses 2.1. (i) There exists a separable Banach space E, with norm ‖·‖E, continuously
and densely embedded in H, such that E ⊆ Dom(F ) and F (E) ⊆ E where F : Dom(F ) ⊆
H → H;

(ii) R ∈ L(H) is a linear bounded, self-adjoint and positive operator;
(iii) A : Dom(A) ⊆ H → H is a self-adjoint operator that generates a strongly continuous

semigroup etA on H and AE (the part of A in E) generates an analytic semigroup etAE

on E. There exists ζA ∈ R such that A − ζAIdH is dissipative in H and AE − ζAIdE is
dissipative in E;

(iv) the stochastic convolution process {WA(t)}t≥0, defined as

WA(t) :=

∫ t

0

e(t−s)ARdW (s), t ≥ 0, (2.1)

belongs to Cp([0, T ], E) for any T > 0 and p ≥ 1 and

sup
t≥0

E [‖WA(t)‖pE ] < +∞; (2.2)

(v) there exists ζF ∈ R such that F−ζF IdH is m-dissipative in H and F|E −ζF IdE is dissipative
in E. Moreover, F|E : E → E is Fréchet differentiable and there exist m ∈ N and C > 0
such that for any x ∈ E

‖F|E (x)‖E ≤ C(1 + ‖x‖2m+1
E );

‖DF|E(x)‖L(E;E) ≤ C(1 + ‖x‖2mE );

‖DF|E (x)h‖H ≤ C(1 + ‖x‖2mE )‖h‖H h ∈ E; (2.3)

(vi) ζ := ζA + ζF < 0.

We want to underline that Hypothesis 2.1(vi) is not a standard requirement asked in order to
get existence results of a solution to (1.1) but it will be used to deduce the asymptotic behaviour
of the semigroup that we are going to define.

The assumptions on R allow to prove that the space HR := R(H) is a separable Hilbert space
with respect to the norm ‖x‖R := ‖R−1x‖H induced by the inner product

〈x, y〉R := 〈R−1x,R−1y〉H , x, y ∈ HR. (2.4)
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Furthermore HR is a Borel measurable space, continuously embedded in H and, as it is easy to
prove, it holds that

‖h‖ ≤ ‖R‖L(H)‖h‖HR
, (2.5)

for any h ∈ HR, (see [4, 9, 10, 11, 12], [26, Theorem 15.1] and [31, Appendix C] for further
details). We need to define a family of function that we will use throughout the paper. We say
that a function g : H → R is HR-Lipschitz if

|g(x+ h)− g(x)| ≤ L‖h‖R, (2.6)

for any x ∈ H , h ∈ HR and some L > 0. The best constant in (2.6) is denoted LipR(g). We
denote by LipHR

(H) the set of HR-Lipschitz functions from H to R.
Recall that, if Dom(F ) = H and x ∈ H , a mild solution of (1.1) is a H-valued stochastic

process {X(t, x)}t≥0 satisfying

X(t, x) = etAx+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)AF (X(s, x))ds+WA(t), t ≥ 0, P-a.s., (2.7)

where {WA(t)}t≥0 is defined in (2.1).

On the other hand, we say that {X̃(t, x)}t≥0 is a generalized mild solution of (1.1) if

(i) for any x ∈ E there exists a E-valued stochastic process {X(t, x)}t≥0 satisfying (2.7);
(ii) for any sequence {xn}n∈N ⊆ E converging to x in H and for any T > 0 it holds

lim
n→+∞

E

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X(t, xn)− X̃(t, x)‖H
]
= 0, (2.8)

where {X(t, xn)}t≥0 is a mild solution of (1.1) with initial datum xn.

We point out that, if x ∈ E the generalized mild solution of (1.1) actually coincide with the mild
solution. In view of this fact, when there is no confusion, we will use the same notation for both
of them.

In the following theorem we collect some known results concerning existence, uniqueness and
regularity of a mild and generalized mild solution to (1.1) whose proof can be found in [2,
Proposition 2.5] and [8, Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.10 and Proposition 3.13].

Theorem 2.2. Assume Hypotheses 2.1 hold true and let T > 0 and p ≥ 1. The following
statements hold true. For any x ∈ E, (1.1) has a unique mild solution {X(t, x)}t≥0 belonging
to Cp([0, T ];H) ∩ Cp((0, T ];E). Moreover it is Gateaux differentiable as a function from E to
Cp([ε, T ];E) for any 0 < ε < T and, for any x ∈ E, its Gateaux derivative {DGX(t, x)h}t≥0 is
the unique mild solution of

{
dYx(t) = [A+DF (X(t, x))]Yx(t)dt, t > 0,
Yx(0) = h ∈ E

(2.9)

i.e.

DGX(t, x)h = etAh+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)ADF (X(s, x))DGX(s, x)hds, x, h ∈ E, t > 0, (2.10)

and it satisfies

‖DGX(t, x)h‖E ≤ eζt‖h‖E , x, h ∈ E, t > 0, (2.11)

and, for every p > 0 there exists a real positive random variable Kp such that E[Kp] < +∞
and

‖X(t, x)‖p
O
≤ Kp (1 + ‖x‖p

O
) , P-a.s. (2.12)

being either O = H or O = E.
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We emphasize that, regardless of explicit mention, all the (in)equalities in the preceding theorem
and subsequent content are implied to be valid for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Furthermore, when we refer to
uniqueness, we are specifically indicating pathwise uniqueness.

Theorem 2.2 allows to define the transition semigroup {P (t)}t≥0 (P (t) in short) defined as

(P (t)ϕ)(x) := E[ϕ(X(t, x))], x ∈ H, t ≥ 0, ϕ ∈ Bb(H) (2.13)

and, more precisely, assumption (2.2) and Hypothesis 2.1(vi) guarantee the existence of a unique
probability invariant measure ν for P (t), i.e. a probability measure ν on H such that

∫

H

P (t)ϕdν =

∫

H

ϕdν

for any t > 0 and ϕ ∈ Cb(H).

Remark 2.3. Note that, as proved in [8, Theorem 3.19], Hypotheses 2.1 imply that

(i) ν(E) = 1;
(ii) for any p ≥ 1, it holds that ∫

E

‖x‖pEν(dx) < +∞;

(iii) for any ϕ ∈ Cb(O) and x ∈ O, being O either E or H ,

lim
t→+∞

(P (t)ϕ)(x) =

∫

O

ϕdν. (2.14)

3. Closability of the gradient along HR

The aim of this section is to introduce suitable Sobolev spaces where our computations are
set. The results that we prove extend those in [16] (where the authors consider the case when F
is dissipative and R is the identity operator), as well as the results contained in [9] (where the
domain of F is the whole spaceH). To this aim we need some a priori estimate on ‖DGX(t, x)h‖R
uniform with respect to x ∈ E. This can be obtained under a further compatibility condition
between A and R together with either the Lipschitzianity of F or some stronger dissipativity
assumption on F|E .

Here we assume the following additional hypotheses:

Hypotheses 3.1. Besides Hypotheses 2.1, assume that E ∩ HR is dense in HR and for any
t > 0, etA(H) ⊆ R(H). Moreover there exists γ ∈ [0, 1), w > 0 and M > 0 such that

‖etAx‖R ≤Me−wtt−γ‖x‖H , t > 0, x ∈ H. (3.1)

Note that Hypotheses 3.1 is satisfied, for instance, if R = (−A)−β for some β > 0 and A
generates an analytic semigroup of negative type in H . In this case, estimate (3.1) is proved in
[33, Proposition 2.1.1].

Lemma 3.2. Assume Hypotheses 3.1 hold true. There exists a real positive random variable K
depending on m, γ,w and ζ such that E[K] < +∞ and

‖DGX(t, x)h‖R ≤ K(1 + ‖x‖2mE )e−min{w,|ζ|}tmax{t−γ , t1−γ}‖h‖H , P-a.s. (3.2)

for any x ∈ E, h ∈ HR and t > 0.

Proof. Let h ∈ E ∩HR. Taking the ‖·‖R in (2.10) and using Hypotheses 3.1, we infer that

‖DGX(t, x)h‖R ≤ Me−wt

tγ
‖h‖H +

∫ t

0

Me−w(t−s)

(t− s)γ
‖DF (X(s, x))DGX(s, x)h‖H ds (3.3)

for any x ∈ E, h ∈ H and t > 0. Thanks to (2.3), (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain
∫ t

0

Me−w(t−s)

(t− s)γ
‖DF (X(s, x))DGX(s, x)h‖Hds ≤ C1(1 + ‖x‖2mE )‖h‖H

∫ t

0

e−w(t−s)

(t− s)γ
eζsds

≤ C1(1 + ‖x‖2mE )C2 max(1, t1−γ)e−min{w,|ζ|}t‖h‖H , (3.4)
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for some C1 real positive random variable such that E[C1] < +∞ and a positive constant C2.
Thus, taking (3.3) and (3.4) into account we get (3.2) for every h ∈ E ∩ HR. Finally recalling
that E ∩HR is dense in HR we obtain the statement. �

The following result is a straightforward consequence of the previous lemma, but it will be
fundamental at various points in the paper.

Corollary 3.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, if Hypotheses 2.1(v) are satisfied with
m = 0 then

‖DGX(t, x)h‖R ≤ Ke−min{w,|ζ|}tmax{t−γ , t1−γ}‖h‖H =: θ(t)‖h‖H , P-a.s. (3.5)

for any x ∈ E, h ∈ HR and some positive constant K that depends only on the Lipschitz constant
of F .

Now, we assume a stronger dissipativity condition on F to get a more precise decay estimate
on ‖DGX(t, x)h‖R.
Hypotheses 3.4. Beside Hypotheses 3.1, assume that, DF|E (x)(HR ∩ E) ⊆ HR for any x ∈ E
and there exists ζR ∈ R such that

〈[AR +DF (x)]h, h〉R ≤ ζR‖h‖2R, x ∈ E, h ∈ Dom(AR), P-a.s. (3.6)

where AR denotes the part of A in HR ∩ E.

Here, using Hypotheses 3.4 we prove an alternative estimate for ‖DGX(t, x)h‖R.
Proposition 3.5. If Hypotheses 3.4 hold true, then

‖DGX(t, x)h‖R ≤ eζRt‖h‖R, (3.7)

for any x ∈ E, h ∈ HR and t > 0.

Proof. It is not restrictive to assume that {DGX(t, x)h}t≥0 is a strict solution of (2.9). In-
deed, otherwise we proceed as in [8, Proposition 3.6] or [13, Proposition 6.2.2] approximating
{DGX(t, x)h}t≥0 by means of sequences of more regular processes using the Yosida approxima-
tion of AR. Moreover, estimates (2.11) and (3.2) yield that DGX(t, x)h ∈ E ∩HR for any t > 0,
x ∈ E and h ∈ E ∩HR. Now, let us fix x, h as before, multiplying (2.9) by DGX(t, x)h and using
estimate (3.6), we obtain

1

2

d

ds
‖DGX(s, x)h‖2R = 〈[AR +DF (X(s, x))]DGX(s, x)h,DGX(s, x)h〉R ≤ ζR‖DGX(s, x)h‖2R

whence, integrating from 0 to t with respect to s we get (3.7) for every h ∈ E ∩HR. The claim
follows by the fact that E ∩HR is dense in HR. �

Now we define the functional spaces which will play a crucial role in this paper. The following
notion of differentiability first appeared in [23] (see also [27]).

Definition 3.6. Let R ∈ L(H) be a linear bounded, self-adjoint and positive operator. We say
that a function Φ : H → R is HR-differentiable at x ∈ H if there exists Lx ∈ L(HR;R) such that

lim
‖h‖R→0

|Φ(x+ h)− Φ(x)− Lxh|
‖h‖R

= 0

(see (2.4)). If Lx exists, then it is unique and we set DRΦ(x) := Lx. We say that Φ is HR-
differentiable if Φ is HR-differentiable at every x ∈ H.

Note that if R = IdH , then the HR-differentiability coincides with the standard Fréchet
differentiability, in this case we will drop the subscript R.

Remark 3.7. Let f : H → R be a HR-differentiable function. Since HR is a Hilbert space, by
the Riesz representation theorem, for every x ∈ H there exists a unique lx ∈ HR such that

DRf(x)h = 〈lx, h〉R, h ∈ HR.

We call lx the HR-gradient of f at x ∈ H and we denote it by ∇Rf(x). If R = IdH then ∇R is
the classical Fréchet gradient and we simply write ∇.
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The notion of HR-differentiability is a sort of Fréchet differentiability along the directions of
HR and it has been already considered in various papers (see, for example, [4, 10, 9, 14, 15]). The
proof of the following result follows the same arguments used in the proof of [10, Proposition 17]
or in [12, Theorem 2.21].

Proposition 3.8. Assume Hypothesis 2.1(ii) holds true. If f : H → R is a Fréchet differentiable
function with continuous derivative operator, then f is also HR-differentiable with continuous
HR-derivative operator and, for every x ∈ H, it holds ∇Rf(x) = R2∇f(x).

It is well known that P (t) can be extended to a strongly continuous semigroup in Lp(H, ν)
denoted by Pp(t). By [8, Theorem 1.1], the infinitesimal generator N2 : Dom(N2) ⊆ L2(H, ν) →
L2(H, ν) of P2(t) is the closure in L2(H, ν) of the operator N0 defined on smooth cylindrical
functions ϕ ∈ FC2

b (H) as follows

[N0ϕ](x) :=
1

2
Tr[R2∇2ϕ(x)] + 〈x,A∗∇ϕ(x)〉H + 〈F (x),∇ϕ(x)〉H , x ∈ E.

Lemma 3.9. Assume Hypotheses 2.1 hold true. For any ϕ, ψ ∈ FC2
b (H) it holds

[N0(ϕψ)](x) = ϕ(x)[N0ψ](x) + ψ(x)[N0ϕ](x) + 〈∇Rϕ(x),∇Rψ(x)〉R, x ∈ E. (3.8)

Furthermore, for any ψ ∈ Dom(N2), it holds∫

H

ψN2ψdν = −1

2

∫

H

‖∇Rψ‖2Rdν. (3.9)

Proof. The fact that ϕψ belongs to FC2
b (H) and formula (3.8) are immediate. In order to prove

(3.9) we start by recalling that since ν is an invariant measure and formula (3.8) holds true, for
any ϕ ∈ FC2

b (H) ⊆ Dom(N2), then

0 =

∫

H

N2(ϕ
2)dν =

∫

H

(
2ϕN2ϕ+ ‖∇Rϕ‖2R

)
dν. (3.10)

Since FC2
b (H) is a core for N2, by (3.10) and the Young inequality, it follows that the map

∇R : FC2
b (H) ⊆ Dom(N2) → L2(H, ν;HR), ϕ 7→ ∇Rϕ,

is continuous and, consequently, it can be extended to functions ϕ ∈ Dom(N2) (endowed with
the graph norm). Now (3.9) follows by a standard density argument. �

The next result is a technical lemma about the behaviour of the gradient of the semigroup
P2(t) which will be useful to prove the closability of the gradient operator in L2(H, ν).

Lemma 3.10. Assume Hypotheses 2.1 hold true. For any ϕ ∈ FC1
b (H) it holds that

∫

H

|P2(t)ϕ|2dν +
∫ t

0

∫

H

‖∇RP2(s)ϕ‖2Rdνds =
∫

H

|ϕ|2dν. (3.11)

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ FC1
b (H), then

d

ds
P2(s)ϕ = N2P2(s)ϕ, s > 0. (3.12)

Multiplying both sides of (3.12) by P2(s)ϕ, integrating on H with respect to ν, and taking into
account (3.9), we find

∫

H

d

ds
|P2(s)ϕ|2dν = −

∫

H

‖∇RP2(s)ϕ‖2Rdν. (3.13)

The thesis follows integrating (3.13) with respect to s from 0 to t. �

The next proposition is the main result of this section and allows us to define the Sobolev
spaceW 1,2

R (H, ν) if either estimate (3.5) or estimate (3.7) hold true. This is the case, for instance,
when either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 hold true.

Proposition 3.11. If either Hypotheses 3.1 hold true with m = 0 or Hypothesis 3.4 is satisfied,
then the operator ∇R : FC1

b (H) ⊆ L2(H, ν) → L2(H, ν;HR) is closable.
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Proof. We will prove the claim only in the case when Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 hold true,
as the case in which Hypotheses 3.4 hold true follows using similar arguments. To this aim, we
consider {ϕn}n∈N ⊆ FC1

b (H) a sequence such that

L2(H, ν)- lim
n→+∞

ϕn = 0; (3.14)

L2(H, ν;HR)- lim
n→+∞

∇Rϕn = Ψ.

From here onwards, for the remainder of the proof, we will assume that t ∈ (0, 1). By (3.11), the
continuity of the operator P2(t) and (3.14), we have

lim
n→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

H

‖∇RP2(s)ϕn‖2Rdνds = lim
n→+∞

(∫

H

|ϕn|2dν −
∫

H

|P2(t)ϕn|2dν
)

= 0. (3.15)

We claim that

lim
n→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

H

‖∇RP2(s)ϕn‖2Rdνds =
∫ t

0

∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)ds (3.16)

where (DGX(s, x))∗ denotes the adjoint of DGX(s, x) in L(HR). Indeed by [10, Corollary 3.11]

∇RP2(t)ϕn(x) = E[(DGX(t, x))∗∇Rϕn(X(t, x))].

By the fact that (DGX(t, x))∗ satisfies (3.5), the invariance of ν (see (1.2)) and (2.5), we can
estimate

∫ t

0

∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗∇Rϕn(X(s, x))]− E[(DGX(t, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)ds

≤ ‖R‖L(H)

∫ t

0

∫

H

θ(s)‖E[∇Rϕn(X(s, x)) −Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)ds

≤ ‖R‖L(H)

∫ t

0

∫

H

θ(s)P2(s)‖∇Rϕn(x) −Ψ(x)‖2Rν(dx)ds

≤ K‖R‖L(H)Γ(1− γ)

(min{ω, |ζ|})1−γ
∫

H

‖∇Rϕn −Ψ‖2Rdν, (3.17)

where K, γ, ω and ζ are introduced in Hypotheses 3.1, θ is defined in formula (3.5) and Γ is the

gamma function, namely Γ(z) :=
∫ +∞
0

rz−1e−rdr. So taking the limit as n approaches infinity in
(3.17) we obtain

0 ≤ lim
n→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗∇Rϕn(X(s, x))]− E[(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)ds

≤K‖R‖L(H)Γ(1 − γ)

(min{ω, |ζ|})1−γ lim
n→+∞

∫

H

‖∇Rϕn −Ψ‖2Rdν = 0.

This prove (3.16). Combining (3.15) and (3.16) we get
∫ t

0

∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)ds = 0.

So for a.e. s ∈ (0, t) (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) it holds
∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx) = 0. (3.18)

Thus, let A ⊆ (0, t) be the set of measure zero in which (3.18) fails to hold. By the monotone
convergence theorem we infer that

0 =

∫

H

‖E[(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x))]‖2Rν(dx)

=

+∞∑

i=1

∫

H

|E[〈(DGX(s, x))∗Ψ(X(s, x)), hi〉R]|
2
ν(dx)
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=

+∞∑

i=1

∫

H

|E[〈Ψ(X(s, x)),DGX(s, x)hi〉R]|
2
ν(dx)

for any s ∈ (0, t) \A, being {hi | i ∈ N} an orthonormal basis of HR. So, for such s and any i ∈ N

∫

H

|E[〈Ψ(X(s, x)),DGX(s, x)hi〉R]|
2
ν(dx) = 0.

Thus for any s ∈ (0, t) \A and i ∈ N

0 ≤‖P2(s)(〈Ψ(·), hi〉R)‖L2(H,ν) = ‖E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)), hi〉R]‖L2(H,ν)

=‖E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)), hi〉R]‖L2(H,ν) − ‖E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)),DGX(s, ·)hi〉R]‖L2(H,ν)

≤‖E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)), hi〉R]− E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)),DGX(s, ·)hi〉R]‖L2(H,ν)

=‖E[〈Ψ(X(s, ·)), hi −DGX(s, ·)hi〉R]‖L2(H,ν). (3.19)

The continuity of s 7→ DGX(s, ·) and the dominated convergence theorem allow us to conclude
that the right hand side in (3.19) vanishes as s approaches zero from the right. Consequently,
taking the limit as s→ 0+ in (3.19) we can conclude that

‖〈Ψ(·), hi〉R‖L2(H,ν) = 0, i ∈ N.

Standard argument allows to conclude that Ψ(x) = 0 for ν-a.e x ∈ H and this proves the
closability of ∇R : FC1

b (H) ⊆ L2(H, ν) → L2(H, ν;HR). �

The previous result allows us to define the Sobolev space W 1,2
R (H, ν) as the domain of the

closure of the operators ∇R : FC1
b (H) ⊆ L2(H, ν) → L2(H, ν;HR).

4. Hypercontractivity and exponential integrability

As already recalled, the semigroup P (t) can be extended to a bounded and strongly continuous
semigroup in Lp(H, ν) for any p ≥ 1. Due to the consistence of such operators in the Lp-scale, we
omit the dependence on p and we continue to denote it by P (t). In this section we are interested
in proving the exponential integrability with respect to the invariant measure ν of HR-Lipschitz
functions. This can be obtained by means of some logarithmic Sobolev inequalities which are
connected to the hypercontractivity of the semigroup P (t) in Lp(H, ν) spaces. Using formula
(2.13), the chain rule in [10, Corollary 21] and estimates (3.5) and (3.7) it can be proved that
the semigroup satisfies the following gradient estimate:

‖∇RP (t)ϕ‖2R ≤ ψ(t)P (t)‖∇Rϕ‖2R, ϕ ∈ FC1
b (H), t > 0 (4.1)

where ψ(t) = θ(t) (see (3.5)) if Hypotheses 3.1 are satisfied with m = 0 whereas ψ(t) = e2ζRt

if Hypotheses 3.4 are satisfied. In this section, in addition to Hypotheses 2.1 we assume either
Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0.

In these cases, thanks to estimate (4.1), the asymptotic behaviour of P (t) as t → +∞, see
(2.14), and the fact that ψ ∈ L1((0,∞)), applying the classical idea of Deuschel and Stroock (see
[21]) we can prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with respect to the invariant measure ν.

Theorem 4.1. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0. For
p ≥ 1 and ϕ ∈ C1

b (H), the following inequality holds:
∫

H

|ϕ|p ln |ϕ|pdν −
(∫

H

|ϕ|pdν
)
ln

(∫

H

|ϕ|pdν
)

≤ p2C

∫

H

|ϕ|p−2‖∇Rϕ‖2Rχ{ϕ 6=0}dν (4.2)

where

C := ‖ψ‖L1((0,∞)) =

{
K
(
r(1−γ,min{ω,|ζ|})
min{ω,|ζ|}1−γ + emin{ω,|ζ|}

min{ω,|ζ|}

)
, Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0,

1
2|ζR| , Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0;

(4.3)
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where K is introduced in (3.5) and r is the lower incomplete Gamma function, i.e. r(s, x) :=∫ x
0
ξs−1e−ξdξ, for x > 0 and s ∈ C with positive real part. Further, if ϕ ∈W 1,2

R (H, ν) then
∫

H

|ϕ|2 ln |ϕ|2dν −
(∫

H

|ϕ|2dν
)
ln

(∫

H

|ϕ|2dν
)

≤ 4C

∫

H

‖∇Rϕ‖2Rχ{ϕ 6=0}dν. (4.4)

Proof. The proof is quite similar to that provided in [9, Theorem 1.9] and we provide it for the
sake of completeness. However, for the sake of completeness, we give a sketch of it.

We begin by establishing (4.2) for a function ϕ in the space FC1
b (H), provided that there exists

a positive constant c satisfying the condition c ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. To this aim we consider the function

[0,∞) ∋ t 7→ G(t) :=

∫

H

(P (t)ϕp) ln(P (t)ϕp)dν,

which is well defined thanks to the contractivity and the positivity preserving of P (t). By
a standard argument involving the invariance of ν, (4.1) and the fact that P (t)‖∇Rϕ

p‖R ≤
[P (t)(‖∇Rϕ

p‖2Rϕ−p)]1/2(P (t)ϕp)1/2 we have

G′(t) ≥ −ψ(t)p2
∫

H

ϕp−2‖∇Rϕ‖2Rdν.

Integrating the latter inequality w.r. to t from 0 to +∞ and by taking (2.14) into account, we
get

∫

H

ϕp lnϕpdν −
(∫

H

ϕpdν

)
ln

(∫

H

ϕpdν

)
≤ p2‖ψ‖L1((0,+∞))

∫

H

ϕp−2‖∇Rϕ‖2Rdν.

The general case follows by standard approximation arguments and the Fatou lemma. �

A classical consequence of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (4.4) is the Poincaré inequality
(see for instance [6, Theorem 5.2] for a proof in finite dimension and [9, Theorem 1.10] for a proof
in infinite dimension).

Corollary 4.2. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0. Then,
for any ϕ ∈W 1,2

R (H, ν)

‖ϕ−mν(ϕ)‖2R ≤ C‖∇Rϕ‖2R,
where C is the same constant in (4.3) and mν(ϕ) denotes the average of ϕ with respect to ν, i.e.,

mν(ϕ) :=

∫

H

ϕdν, ϕ ∈ L1(H, ν).

The formulation of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality given by Gross in [25] is
∫

H

|f |p ln |f |dσ − ‖f‖pLp(H,σ) ln ‖f‖Lp(H,σ) ≤ c

∫

H

f |f |p−2(Lf)dσ (4.5)

where c is a positive constant and L is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
semigroup T (t) in Lp(H,σ), for a suitable choice of a probability measure σ. In our case σ = ν,
L = N0, T (t) = P (t) and by (3.9) the inequalities (4.2) and (4.5) coincide. Therefore, applying
[25, Theorems 3.7] we deduce the hypercontractivity of the semigroup P (t). that means that for
any fixed p, q ∈ (1,+∞) with p < q, there exists t0 = t0(p, q) > 0 such that P (t) maps Lp(H, ν)
into Lq(H, ν) for any t ≥ t0 and

‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν);Lq(H,ν)) ≤ 1, t ≥ t0.

Theorem 4.3. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0. For
every t > 0, q ∈ (1,+∞) and p ≤ (q − 1)et/(2C) + 1 it holds

‖P (t)ϕ‖Lp(H,ν) ≤ ‖ϕ‖Lq(H,ν), ϕ ∈ Lq(H, ν). (4.6)

where C is defined in (4.3).

Thanks to [25, Theorem 3.12], one can show that the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (4.2) and
the hypercontractivity of P (t) are equivalent.
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Remark 4.4. If A = −IdH and F ≡ 0 in (1.1) then Hypotheses 3.4 is verified with ζR = −1
and so the constant C in (4.2) is equal to 1/2. Moreover estimate (4.6) holds for every t > 0 and
p ≤ C(t, q) := (q − 1)e−t + 1. We stress that, in this framework, C(t, q) is optimal as explained
in [24, Remark 3.4].

A less standard result concerns the exponential integrability of Lipschitz functions along HR

with respect to ν.

Theorem 4.5. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0 and
that ν(HR) = 1. Any function g ∈ LipHR

(H) with LipR(g) ≤ 1 belongs to L1(H, ν) and for any
t > 0 it holds

ν({x ∈ H | g(x) ≥ mν(g) + t}) ≤ e
− t2

16
√

2C

where C is defined in (4.3). Further, if α < (16
√
2C)−1

∫

HR

eαg
2

dν <∞. (4.7)

Proof. First of all, let us observe that (4.2) can be easily proved for any ϕ ∈ C1
b,HR

(H), i.e. the
space of bounded and HR-differentiable functions from H to R. We claim that

τ

∫

H

geτgdν −mν(e
τg) ln (mν(e

τg)) ≤ 4
√
2Cτ2mν(e

τg). (4.8)

for any τ > 0 and any bounded g ∈ LipHR
(H) with LipR(g) ≤ 1. To this aim, let us fix τ and g

as above and let gε be the Lasry–Lions approximations along HR of g (see Appendix A). Since

gε belongs to C1
b,HR

(H) and ‖∇Rgε‖R ≤ 4
√
2LipR(g) ≤ 4

√
2, by (4.2) with ϕ = eτgε and p = 1

we get

τ

∫

H

gεe
τgεdν −mν(e

τgε) ln (mν(e
τgε)) ≤ Cτ2

∫

H

eτgε‖∇Rgε‖2Rdν ≤ 4
√
2Cτ2mν(e

τgε). (4.9)

Since gε converges pointwise to g and |gε| ≤ ‖g‖∞ (Proposition A.1), by (4.9) and the dominated
convergence theorem we get the claim. Now, introducing

H(τ) :=

{
mν(g), τ = 0;
τ−1 ln (mν(e

τg)), τ > 0,

by (4.8) we get H ′(τ) ≤ 4
√
2C, whence integrating from 0 to t we obtain

H(t)−H(0) ≤ 4
√
2Ct ⇐⇒ mν(e

tg) ≤ e4
√
2Ct2+tmν(g). (4.10)

The Chernoff bound (see [35, Introduction of Section 4.2]) and (4.10) yield

ν({x ∈ H | g(x) ≥ mν(g) + s}) ≤ inf
t≥0

(
e−t(s+mν(g))mν(e

tg)
)

≤ inf
t≥0

(
e−ts+4

√
2Ct2

)
= e

− s2

16
√

2C . (4.11)

We now consider the general case. Let g be as in the statement and let ψn ∈ C1
b (R) be an odd

increasing function such that ψn(t) = t for t ∈ [0, n], ψn(t) = n+1 if t ≥ n+2 and ψ′
n(t) ∈ [0, 1]

for any t ∈ R. Then, the function gn = ψn ◦ g belongs to LipHR
(H), satisfies LipR(gn) ≤ 1 and

is bounded as well. By the previous step, applying (4.11) also to −|gn| we deduce

ν ({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| ≤ mν(|gn|)− t}) ≤ e
− t2

16
√

2C .

Choosing t0 > 0 such that e−t
2
0/(16

√
2C) ≤ 1/2 and m such that ν({x ∈ H | |g(x)| ≥ m}) < 1/2

and using that |gn| ≤ |g| we deduce that ‖gn‖L1(H,ν) = mν(|gn|) ≤ m+ t0 for any n ∈ N. Indeed,
by contradiction, if mν(|gn|) > m+ t0, we have

ν({x ∈ H | |g(x)| < m}) ≤ ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| < m})
= ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| + t0 < m+ t0})
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≤ ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| + t0 < mν(|gn|)})
= ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| < mν(|gn|)− t0}) ≤ 1/2

which yields a contradiction with ν({x ∈ H | |g(x)| ≥ m}) < 1/2, as ν is a probability measure.
Hence, by the previous estimate and the monotone convergence theorem we get that g ∈ Lp(H, ν)
for any p ≥ 1 and that ‖gn‖Lp(H,ν) converges to ‖g‖Lp(H,ν) as n approaches infinity. Moreover,
using (4.11) and the fact that mν(|gn|) ≤ m+ t0 we obtain

ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)| ≥ m+ t0 + t}) ≤ e
− t2

16
√

2C ≤ e
− t20

16
√

2C

for t ≥ t0 whence supn∈N ‖gn‖L2(H,ν) < +∞. By a standard compactness argument we get that

gn converges to g in L2(H, ν) as n→ +∞ and hence in measure, i.e., for any ε > 0

lim
n→+∞

ν({x ∈ H | |gn(x)− g(x)| ≥ ε}) = 0. (4.12)

From (4.11) and (4.12) for gn we infer that (4.11) holds true for g as well.
We now prove (4.7). First of all, let us observe that for any α > 0, the layer cake formula

implies

∫

H

eα(g(x))
2

ν(dx) ≤ 1 +

∫ ∞

1

ν
({
x ∈ H

∣∣∣ eα(g(x))
2

> s
})
ds

= 1 +

∫ ∞

1

ν

({
x ∈ H

∣∣∣∣ (g(x))
2 >

ln s

α

})
ds.

Now, performing the change of variables s = eα(t+mν(g))
2

we get

∫

H

eα(g(x))
2

ν(dx) ≤ 1 + 2α

∫

R

ν{g > mν(g) + t}eα(mν(g)+t)
2

(mν(g) + t)dt.

Thus, using estimate (4.11) and choosing α < (16
√
2C)−1 we conclude the proof. �

The following is a Fernique-type result for the measure ν.

Corollary 4.6. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0 and

that ν(HR) = 1. The map x 7→ eλ‖x‖
2
R belongs to L1(HR, ν) for any λ < (16

√
2C)−1 where C is

defined in (4.3).

Using the fact that ∇Rϕ = R2∇ϕ for every ϕ ∈ C1
b (H) (see Proposition 3.8), the proof of

Theorem 4.5 can be repeated similarly if we replace a HR-Lipschitz function with a Lipschitz
continuous function without assuming that ν(HR) = 1. This fact allow us to obtain the following
results.

Theorem 4.7. Assume either Hypotheses 3.1 with m = 0 or Hypotheses 3.4 with ζR < 0. Any
function g ∈ Lip(H) with Lip(g) ≤ 1 belongs to L1(H, ν) and for any t > 0 it holds

ν({x ∈ H | g(x) ≥ mν(g) + t}) ≤ e
− t2

16
√

2C′

where C′ = ‖R‖
L(H)C and C is defined in (4.3). Further, if α < (16

√
2C)−1

∫

H

eαg
2

dν <∞. (4.13)

and in particular x 7→ eλ‖x‖
2

belongs to L1(H, ν) for any λ < (16
√
2C′)−1.
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5. Supercontractivity and related results

In this section we are interested in proving some characterizations for the semigroup P (t) to
be supercontractive, i.e. for any 1 < p < q < +∞ and t > 0

‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν);Lq(H,ν)) ≤ cp,q(t),

for some function cp,q : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) that blows up as t → 0+. Analogous results are
known for semigroups associated to uniformly elliptic operators with unbounded coefficients in
finite dimension, see for example [5]. In this section we assume Hypotheses 3.4 restricting our
attention to the dissipative case. Indeed, as it is well known already in finite dimension, the
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck semigroup associated to the one dimensional operator

(Lϕ)(ξ) = ∆ϕ(ξ)− ξϕ′(ξ), ξ ∈ R, ϕ ∈ C2
b (R),

is not supercontractive with respect to its invariant measure, namely the Gaussian measure

µ(dx) = (2π)−1/2e−x
2/2dx, as proved in [36].

Finite dimensional results cannot be directly used in the infinite dimensional case. However,
by employing a finite approximation procedure alongside Harnack inequalities, we will obtain the
essential tools needed to derive our results in the infinite dimensional case.

We start by recalling the Harnack inequality proved in [4]

|(P (t)ϕ)(x + h)|p ≤ (P (t)|ϕ|p)(x) · exp
(
p(e2ζRt − 1)

2ζR(p− 1)t2
‖h‖2R

)
, (5.1)

which holds true for any ϕ ∈ Bb(H), t > 0, x ∈ H , h ∈ HR and p > 1.
To begin with, we first construct the finite dimensional sequence of semigroups which approx-

imates P (t). We start by recalling the definition of the Yosida approximation procedure for the
function F . For any δ > 0 and x ∈ H , we let Jδ(x) ∈ Dom(F ) be the unique solution of

y − δ(F (y)− ζF y) = x,

where ζF was introduced in Hypothesis 2.1(iv). The existence of Jδ(x), for every x ∈ H and
δ > 0, is guaranteed by [19, Proposition 5.3.3]. We define Fδ : H → H as

Fδ(x) := F (Jδ(x)), x ∈ H, δ > 0.

Now, we set

ζF :=

{
|ζF |−1 if ζF 6= 0
+∞ if ζF = 0

We recall that for any δ ∈ (0, ζF ) and O ∈ {H,E,HR}, the function Fδ : O → O is Lipschitz
continuous and the function Fδ − ζF IdO : O → O is dissipative and satisfies Hypothesis 2.1(v)
Hence by Theorem 2.2 for every δ ∈ (0, ζF ) and x ∈ H , the problem

{
dXδ(t) =

[
AXδ(t) + Fδ(Xδ(t))

]
dt+RdW (t), t > 0;

Xδ(0) = x,

has a unique mild solution {Xδ(t, x)}t≥0. Consequently the semigroup

(Pδ(t)ϕ)(x) := E[ϕ(Xδ(t, x))]

is well defined for any ϕ ∈ Bb(H). The proof of the following proposition can be found in [4,
Proposition 4.3].

Proposition 5.1. Assume Hypotheses 3.4 hold true. For any T > 0, ϕ ∈ Cb(H) and x ∈ E

lim
δ→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Xδ(t, x) −X(t, x)‖E = 0, P-a.s.;

lim
δ→0

|(Pδ(t)ϕ)(x) − (P (t)ϕ)(x)| = 0, t > 0. (5.2)
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Now we introduce the finite dimensional approximation procedure we will use throughout this
section. For any n ∈ N we define

Hn := span{e1, . . . , en},
where {ek | k ∈ N} is an orthonormal basis of H . Further, let πn : H → Hn be the orthogonal

projection in H . For any n ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, ζF ) we define An : H → Hn, Rn : H → Hn and
Fδ,n : H → Hn by

An := πnAπn(= Aπn), Rn := πnRπn(= Rπn) and Fδ,n := πnFδπn

Now, fixed n ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, ζF ) we consider
{
dXn(t) = [AnXn(t) + Fδ,n(Xn(t))]dt +RndWn(t), t > 0,
Xn(0) = x ∈ Hn.

(5.3)

Here Wn(t) := πnW (t) =
∑n
k=1〈W (t), ek〉Hek.

It is straightforward to check that An, Rn and Fδ,n satisfy Hypotheses 2.1. Moreover, being R
an injective operator it follows that Rn is bijective, hence RHn = Hn for any n ∈ N. Moreover,
fixed δ ∈ (0, ζF ), n ∈ N and x ∈ Hn, by Theorem 2.2 we can deduce existence and uniqueness
of a mild solution {Xδ,n(t, x)}t≥0 of (5.3) and consequently well-posedness for the associated
transition semigroup defined for f ∈ Bb(Hn) as

(Pδ,n(t)f)(x) := E[f(Xδ,n(t, x))], t > 0, x ∈ Hn. (5.4)

We recall that for any n ∈ N, ϕ ∈ C2
b (Hn) and x ∈ Hn we have

lim
t→0

(Pδ,n(t)ϕ)(x) − ϕ(x)

t
= Nδ,nϕ(x),

where

Nδ,nϕ(x) =
1

2
Tr[R2

nD
2ϕ(x)] + 〈Anx+ Fδ,n(x),∇ϕ(x)〉H , (5.5)

see [8, Section 4.1] or [22]. The proof of the following proposition can be found in [4, Proposition
3.3].

Proposition 5.2. Assume Hypotheses 3.4 hold true. For any δ ∈ (0, ζF ), f ∈ Cb(H), t ≥ 0 and
x ∈ Hn0 , for some n0 ∈ N, it holds

lim
n→+∞

Pδ,n(t)f(x) = Pδ(t)f(x). (5.6)

In the next result we show how estimate (5.1) plays a key role to prove a characterization
of the supercontractivity of P (t) in terms of some functional inequalities and some exponential
integrability conditions (see Theorem 5.8 below).

Proposition 5.3. Assume Hypotheses 3.4 hold true with ζR < 0. For any t > 0, f ∈ C1
b (H) and

x ∈ H it holds

P (t)(|f |2 ln |f |2)(x) ≤ P (t)(|f |2)(x) lnP (t)(|f |2))(x) + C(t)P (t)(‖∇Rf‖2R)(x). (5.7)

Here C : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) is defined as C(t) := 3|ζR|−1(1 − e2ζRt).

Proof. The proof of estimate (5.7) follows the same line of that of [5, Proposition 3.2]. However,
for the sake of completeness we give a sketch of it reducing ourselves to the case when f ∈ C1

b (H)
has positive infimum and supx∈H f(x) ≤ 1. This latter condition can be removed by applying (5.7)
to the function f‖f‖−1

∞ observing that P (t)c = c for any t > 0 and c ∈ R. The general case can
be obtained by the dominated convergence theorem writing (5.7) replacing f with (f2+m−1)1/2

and letting m→ +∞.
Fix n ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, ζF ) and let us consider the semigroup {Pδ,n(t)}t≥0 given by (5.4) and

a nonnegative function f ∈ C1
b (Hn) such that supx∈Hn

f(x) ≤ 1 and infx∈Hn
f(x) > ε for some

ε > 0. For any fixed t > 0 we consider the function

gδ,n(r, x) := (Pδ,n(r)f)(x) x ∈ Hn, r ∈ [0, t]. (5.8)
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The function gδ,n : [0, T ]×Hn → R belongs to C1,2([0, T ]×Hn) and solves
{

d
drgδ,n(r, x) = Nδ,ngδ,n(r, x), r ∈ (0, t);
gδ,n(0, x) = f(x),

where Nδ,n is the operator defined in (5.5). Moreover gδ,n(r, x) ≥ ε for any r ≥ 0 and x ∈ Hn

(see [32, Theorem 1.2.5]) and supx∈Hn
gδ,n(r, x) ≤ 1, for any r ∈ [0, t]. For simplicity, we set

g(r) := gδ,n(r, x) and we consider the function

G(r) := Pδ,n(t− r)(g(r)2 ln g(r)2)(x), r ∈ [0, t].

It is not difficult to show that

G′(r) = Pδ,n(t− r)
[
−Nδ,n(g(r)

2 ln g(r)2) + 2g(r)g′(r)(1 + ln g(r)2)
]
(x). (5.9)

By (5.5) and (5.8) we have g′(r) = Nδ,ng(r) and

Nδ,n(g
2 ln g2) = 2g(1 + ln g2)Nδ,ng + 2(3 + ln g2)‖Rn∇xg‖2,

hence for any x ∈ Hn and r ∈ [0, t] (5.9) becomes

G′(r) = −Pδ,n(t− r)
[
2(3 + ln(g(r))2)‖Rn∇xg(r)‖2

]
(x).

Recalling that ε < infx∈Hn
g(x) ≤ supx∈Hn

g(x) ≤ 1 we obtain

G′(r) ≥ −6Pδ,n(t− r)
[
‖Rn∇xPδ,n(r)f‖2

]
(x).

Applying estimate (4.1) to Pδ,n(t) we deduce that

G′(r) ≥ −6e2ζRrPδ,n(t)
(
‖Rn∇xf‖2

)
(x)

whence, integrating with respect to r from 0 and t, we get

G(t)−G(0) =

∫ t

0

G′(r)dr ≥ −6

(∫ t

0

e2ζRrdr

)
Pδ,n(t)

(
‖Rn∇xf‖2

)
(x)

≥ −3ζ−1
R (e2ζRt − 1)Pδ,n(t)

(
‖Rn∇xf‖2

)
(x),

or, equivalently,

Pδ,n(t)(f
2 ln f2)(x) ≤ C(t)Pδ,n(t)(‖Rn∇f‖2)(x) + Pδ,n(t)(f

2)(x) lnPδ,n(t)(f
2)(x) (5.10)

for any t > 0, where C(t) = 3|ζR|−1(1−e2ζRt). Letting n→ +∞ in (5.10) and taking into account
(5.6) and Proposition 3.8 we obtain

Pδ(t)(f
2 ln f2)(x) ≤ C(t)Pδ(t)(‖∇Rf‖2R)(x) + Pδ(t)(f

2)(x) lnPδ(t)(f
2)(x), (5.11)

for any δ ∈ (0, ζF ), x ∈
⋃
n∈N

Hn and f as above. Moreover by the continuity of f and ∇Rf
and by the density of

⋃
n∈N

Hn in H , the inequality (5.11) hold true for any x ∈ H . Again for
the continuity of f and ∇f by (5.2) letting δ → 0 we obtain (5.7) for any x ∈ E. Finally, the
density of E in H , property (2.8) and the dominated convergence theorem imply (5.7) for any
x ∈ H . �

Remark 5.4. We point out that if, for any t > 0 and x ∈ H , νt,x denotes the law of the random
variable X(t, x), then the inequality (5.7) can be reformulated as follows

∫

H

|f |2 ln |f |2dνt,x ≤
(∫

H

|f |2dνt,x
)
ln

(∫

H

|f |2dνt,x
)
+ C(t)

∫

H

‖∇Rf‖2Rdνt,x. (5.12)

Observe that (5.12) is a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the probability measure νt,x.
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To get a characterization for the supercontractivity of P (t) we need to introduce a family of
logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, called ε-logarithmic Sobolev inequalities that have the form

∫

H

f2 ln |f |dν −
(∫

H

f2dν

)
ln ‖f‖L2(H,ν) ≤ ε

∫

H

‖∇Rf‖2Rdν + β(ε)‖f‖2L2(H,ν), (5.13)

for any f ∈ W 1,2
R (H, ν), ε > 0 and some decreasing function β : (0,+∞) → R blowing up as

ε→ 0+.

Proposition 5.5. Assume Hypotheses 3.4 hold true. If ν(HR) = 1 and inequality (5.13) is
satisfied, then for any g ∈ LipHR

(H) with LipR(g) ≤ 1 and t > 0 it holds

ν({x ∈ H | g(x) ≥ mν(g) + t}) ≤ inf
ε>0

exp

(
− 1

2ε
[t+mν(g)− lnK − 2β(ε)]2 − 2β(ε)

)
,

for some positive constant K. Consequently, for any α > 0
∫

HR

eαg
2

dν < +∞.

Proof. Let g be as in the statement and let gn be the sequence of functions introduced in the
proof of Theorem 4.5. Set

Kn(r) :=

∫

HR

ergndν, n ∈ N, r > 0.

Using estimate (4.7) and the inequality |ψn(t)| ≤ |t| which holds true for any t ∈ R, n ∈ N, we
deduce

Kn(r) ≤ K :=

∫

HR

e|g|dν < +∞, r ≤ 1. (5.14)

Now, applying (5.13) to the function e
r
2 gn we obtain

rK ′
n(r) −Kn(r) lnKn(r) ≤

ε

2
r2Kn(r) + 2β(ε)Kn(r)

dividing by r2Kn(r) we have
(
1

r
lnKn(r)

)′
≤ ε

2
+

2

r2
β(ε). (5.15)

Integrating (5.15) from 1 to v > 1 we get

1

v
lnKn(v)− lnKn(1) ≤

ε

2
(v − 1) + 2β(ε)

(
1− 1

v

)
,

and so by (5.14), for any n ∈ N, v > 1 and ε > 0 we have

Kn(v) =

∫

HR

evgndν ≤ exp
(ε
2
v2 + v [lnK + 2β(ε)]− 2β(ε)

)
. (5.16)

Now, by the Chernoff bound (see [35, Introduction of Section 4.2]) and (5.16) we get

ν({x ∈ H | gn(x) ≥ mν(gn) + s}) ≤ inf
t≥0

(
e−t(s+mν(gn))mν(e

tgn)
)

≤ inf
t≥1

(
exp

(
−t[s+mν(gn)] +

ε

2
t2 + t [lnK + 2β(ε)]− 2β(ε)

))

= exp

(
− 1

2ε
[s+mν(gn)− lnK − 2β(ε)]2 − 2β(ε)

)
. (5.17)

Using a similar argument as the one used in the proof of Theorem 4.5 we obtain that (5.17) can
be deduced for the function g too. By the Layer cake formula, for any α > 0, we get

∫

H

eαg
2

dν ≤ 1 +

∫ ∞

1

ν
({
x ∈ H

∣∣∣ eα(g(x))
2

> s
})
ds
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= 1 +

∫ ∞

1

ν

({
x ∈ H

∣∣∣∣∣ |g(x)| >
√

ln s

α

})
ds.

Performing the change of variables s = ec(t+mν(|g|))2 we obtain
∫

H

eαg
2

dν ≤ 1 + 2α

∫

R

ν{|g| > mν(|g|) + t}eα(mν(|g|)+t)2(t+mν(|g|))dt

and using estimate (5.17) with fn being replaced by |g| it holds
∫

H

eαg
2

dν

≤ 1 + 2α

∫

R

exp

(
− 1

2ε
[t+mν(|g|)− lnK − 2β(ε)]

2 − 2β(ε) + α(mν(|g|) + t)2
)
(t+mν(|g|))dt,

whence, choosing ε < (2α)−1 we can conclude. �

As in Theorem 4.5, using the relation ∇Rϕ = R2∇ϕ in (5.13) we obtain the following alter-
native result.

Proposition 5.6. Assume Hypotheses 3.4 hold true. If inequality (5.13) is satisfied, then for
any g ∈ Lip(H) with Lip(g) ≤ 1 and t > 0 it holds

ν({x ∈ H | g(x) ≥ mν(g) + t}) ≤ inf
ε>0

exp

(
− 1

2ε
[t+mν(g)− lnK − 2β(ε)]2 − 2β(ε)

)
,

for some positive constant K. Consequently, for any α > 0
∫

H

eαg
2

dν < +∞.

We are going to prove that the supercontractivity property of P (t) implies (5.13).

Theorem 5.7. Assume that Hypotheses 3.4 hold true with ζR < 0. If the semigroup {P (t)}t≥0

is supercontractive then the inequalities (5.13) hold true.

Proof. We start by proving the statement for functions f ∈ FC1
b (H) such that ‖f‖L2(H,ν) = 1.

So, let us fix such a function f and 1 < p < q < +∞. We claim that, there exist a constant
K = K(p, q) ∈ (0, 1) and a positive function ηp,q : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) blowing up as t → 0+,
independent of f , such that

∫

H

(P (t)f2) ln(P (t)f2)dν ≤ K(p, q)

∫

H

f2 ln f2dν + ηp,q(t), t > 0. (5.18)

To this aim, let us recall that P (t) is supercontractive, then ‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν);Lq(H,ν)) ≤ cp,q(t) for
any t > 0. Moreover, being ‖P (t)‖L(L1(H,ν)) ≤ 1 for any t > 0, by the Riesz–Thorin interpolation
theorem (see [34]), we deduce that

‖P (t)‖
L(Lph(H,ν);Lqh(H,ν)) ≤ [cp,q(t)]

rh

for any h belongs to [0, 1− 1/p], rh = ph(p− 1)−1, ph = (1 − h)−1 and qh = (1 − rh + rh/q)
−1.

In particular, ∫

H

(
P (t)|f |2(1−h)

)qh
dν ≤ [cp,q(t)]

rhqh

and consequently, for any h > 0,

1

h

[∫

H

(
P (t)|f |2(1−h)

)qh
dν − 1

]
≤ 1

h
[(cp,q(t))

rhqh − 1] .

Thus, recalling that ‖f‖L2(H,ν) = 1, by the previous inequality, we get

1

h

(
‖P (t)|f |2(1−h)‖qhLqh(H,ν)−‖P (t)|f |2‖L1(H,ν)

)
≤ 1

h
[(cp,q(t))

rhqh − 1] .
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Observing that r0 = 0 and q0 = 1, and that the functions h → ‖P (t)|f |2(1−h)‖qhLqh (H,ν) and

h→ [cp,q(t)]
rhqh are differentiable in h = 0, by the previous inequality, we obtain

d

dh

(
‖P (t)|f |2(1−h)‖qhLqh(H,ν)

)

|h=0

≤ d

dh
(cp,q(t))

rhqh)|h=0

that, thanks to the invariance of ν, implies

p(q − 1)

q(p− 1)

∫

H

(P (t)f2) ln(P (t)f2)dν ≤
∫

H

P (t)
(
f2 ln f2

)
dν +

p

p− 1
ln(cp,q(t))

≤
∫

H

f2 ln f2dν +
p

p− 1
ln(cp,q(t))

whence the claim with K(p, q) = q(p−1)
p(q−1) and ηp,q(t) = K(p, q) p

p−1 ln(cp,q(t)) which, clearly, blows

up as t → 0+. To complete the proof, it suffices integrate (5.7) over H with respect to ν, using
its invariance to deduce that

∫

H

f2 ln f2dν ≤ C(t)

∫

H

‖∇Rf‖2Rdν +
∫

H

P (t)f2 lnP (t)f2dν.

where C(t) is defined in estimate (5.7). Finally, thanks to (5.18) we conclude that
∫

H

f2 ln f2dν ≤ p(q − 1)

(q − p)
C(t)

∫

H

‖∇Rf‖2Rdν +
qp

q − p
ln(cp,q(t)). (5.19)

Since C(t) vanishes as t → 0+ and cp,q(t) blows up as t → 0+, estimate (5.13) is proved for
functions f ∈ FC1

b (H) with ‖f‖L2(H,ν) = 1. Condition ‖f‖L2(H,ν) = 1 can be removed by

applying (5.19) to the function f‖f‖−1
L2(H,ν) to get

∫

H

f2 ln

(
f2

‖f‖2L2(H,ν)

)
dν ≤ p(q − 1)

(q − p)
C(t)

∫

H

‖∇Rf‖2Rdν +
qp

q − p
ln(cp,q(t))‖f‖2L2(H,ν). (5.20)

The general case can be obtained by approximation. Indeed, for any f ∈W 1,2
R (H, ν) there exists

a sequence {fn}n∈N ⊆ FC1
b (H) such that ‖fn− f‖W 1,2

R (H,ν) vanishes as n→ +∞. The claim will

follow writing (5.20) for fn, letting n→ ∞ after observing that

lim
n→+∞

∫

H

f2
n ln f

2
ndν =

∫

H

f2 ln f2dν. (5.21)

The convergence result in (5.21) can be proved writing ln f2
n = ln+ f

2
n − | ln f2

n|χ{f2
n<1} for any

n ∈ N, where ln+ denotes the positive part of the natural logarithm. Thus the Fatou lemma and
the dominated convergence theorem allow us to deduce (5.21). �

We are now in position to prove a complete characterization of the supercontractivity of P (t)
in terms of some families of logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and of some integrability conditions

for the functions x 7→ eλ‖x‖
2
R for any λ > 0. We point out that, as already observed, even if a

similar characterization is true in finite dimension (see [5]), here we cannot use such results for
the finite dimensional approximants, to deduce the same for P (t) simply taking the limit as n
approaches infinity.

Theorem 5.8. Assume that Hypotheses 3.4 hold true with ζR < 0 and ν(HR) = 1. The following
statements are equivalent:

(i) the semigroup {P (t)}t≥0 is supercontractive;
(ii) the inequalities (5.13) hold true;
(iii) for any λ > 0 it holds ∫

HR

eλ‖x‖
2
Rν(dx) < +∞. (5.22)
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Proof. By Theorem 5.7 we known (i) implies (ii). Observe that (ii) implies (iii) follows immedi-
ately by Proposition 5.5 taking g(x) = ‖x‖R.

To prove that (iii) implies (i) it suffices to show that ‖P (t)f‖qLq(H,ν) ≤ Mp,q(t)‖f‖Lp(H,ν) for

any f ∈ Cb(H), any t > 0 and some functionMp,q : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞). The general case when f
belongs to Lp(H, ν) can be obtained by approximation and the dominated convergence theorem.
Let us consider f ∈ Cb(H), 1 < p < +∞ and t > 0. By using the Harnack inequality in (5.1),
the invariance of ν and the fact that ν(HR) = 1 we deduce

∫

H

|f(y)|pν(dy) =
∫

H

P (t)|f |p(y)ν(dy) =
∫

HR

P (t)|f |p(y)ν(dy)

≥ |P (t)f(x)|p
∫

HR

exp
(
−p(p− 1)−1K(t)‖x− y‖2R

)
ν(dy)

≥ |P (t)f(x)|pν(BR(0, r))exp
(
− p(e2ζRt − 1)

2ζR(p− 1)t2
(r2 + ‖x‖2R)

)
,

where BR(0, r) is the ball in HR with center 0 and radius r > 0. Hence for any x ∈ HR we have

|P (t)f(x)| ≤ 2exp

(
e2ζRt − 1

2ζR(p− 1)t2
(r2 + ‖x‖2R)

)
‖f‖Lp(H,ν) (5.23)

choosing r = rp > 0 such that ν(BR(0, r)) > 2−p. Let 1 < p < q < +∞. By (5.23) we have

‖P (t)f‖qLq(H,ν) =

∫

H

|P (t)f(x)|qν(dx) =
∫

HR

|P (t)f(x)|qν(dx)

≤ 2q
(∫

HR

exp

(
q(e2ζRt − 1)

2ζR(p− 1)t2
(r2 + ‖x‖2R)

)
ν(dx)

)
‖f‖qLp(H,ν).

Thanks to (5.22)

(Mp,q(t))
q := 2q

∫

HR

exp

(
q(e2ζRt − 1)

2ζR(p− 1)t2
(r2 + ‖x‖2R)

)
ν(dx) < +∞,

and, consequently, for any f ∈ Cb(H), it holds ‖P (t)f‖Lq(H,ν) ≤ Mp,q(t)‖f‖Lp(H,ν), whence the

claim. �

Remark 5.9. (i) As already pointed out in the introduction, even if it should be quite natural
to exploit [5, Theorem 3.1] and the approximation in (5.6) to prove directly the equivalence
(i)⇔ (ii) in Theorem 5.8, this approach does not work. Indeed, for every n ∈ N and δ > 0 the
semigroup {Pδ,n(t)}t≥0 admits a unique invariant measure νδ,n, but in our general setting,
the relation between νδ,n and ν is not explicit and then it is not possible to relate the
supercontractivity property of {P (t)}t≥0 to that of {Pδ,n(t)}t≥0 for any n ∈ N and δ > 0
and viceversa.

(ii) Note that in the case H = Rn, in [5, Lemma 3.8] the authors provide sufficient conditions
on the drift of (7.12) to get property (iii) of Theorem 5.8 and consequently, to deduce
the supercontractivity of {P (t)}t≥0. However, these conditions require the existence of a
Lyapunov function for the second order Kolmogorov operator associated to (7.12). In the
infinite dimensional setting, the theory of Lyapunov functions is not well developed also
because these arguments are based on estimates that depend explicitly on the dimension
and that cannot be extended to the infinite dimension.

(iii) In many cases, the assumption ν(HR) = 1 is checked assuming that the mild solution of
the stochastic partial differential equation (7.12) takes values in HR. In these situations,
Theorem 5.8 can be applied with R = Id and replacing H with HR. However, we did not
choose this approach to highlight the fact that the hypothesis ν(HR) = 1 is just needed
to prove in Theorem 5.8 that (iii) implies (i). We believe that it is possible to avoid the
condition ν(HR) = 1 if one were able to prove a Harnack inequality of the type (5.1) with
‖·‖R replaced by ‖·‖H . This type of Harnack inequality has already been proven in the
linear case in [37], via a technique that is not applicable in our case. The main problem
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considering stochastic partial differential equation of the type (1.3) is proving a pointwise
version of the estimate in [13, Proposition 6.4.1].

6. Applications to ultraboundness

Here, we collect some consequences of the results in the previous sections. We start finding
conditions that ensure summability properties stronger than the supercontractivity. In particular,
the following result allows us to characterize the ultraboundedness of the semigroup P (t), i.e. its
boundedness as an operator from Lp(H, ν) into L∞(H, ν) for any p > 1 and any t > 0.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that Hypotheses 3.4 hold true with ζR < 0, ν(HR) = 1 and consider
the following assertions:

(i) the semigroup P (t) is ultrabounded, i.e., for any p > 1 and t > 0:

‖P (t)‖L(Lp(H,ν);L∞(H,ν)) < +∞;

(ii) for any δ > 0 and λ > 0, there exists cδ,λ > 0 such that ‖P (t)ϕλ‖L∞(H,ν) ≤ cδ,λ for any

t ≥ δ where ϕλ(x) := eλ‖x‖
2
R .

Then (i) ⇒ (ii). Further, if P (t) is supercontractive then (ii) ⇒ (i).

Proof. To begin with, we observe that if P (t) is ultrabounded, then it is supercontractive too.
According to Theorem 5.8 the functions ϕλ belong to Lp(H, ν) for any λ > 0 and p ≥ 1. As a
consequence, P (t)ϕλ is well defined ν-a.e. in H . To prove that (i) implies (ii), it is enough to
observe that

‖P (t)ϕλ‖L∞(H,ν) ≤ ‖P (t)‖L(L2(H,ν),L∞(H,ν))‖ϕλ‖L2(H,ν)

Since t 7→ ‖P (t)‖L(L2(H,ν),L∞(H,ν)) blows up at t = 0 and is decreasing in (0,+∞) we get that
‖P (t)ϕλ‖∞ ≤ cδ,λ for any t ≥ δ and some positive constant cδ,λ.

Conversely, if P (t) is supercontractive, in order to prove that (ii) implies (i) we take f ∈
Lp(H, ν) and for any δ > 0, let Mδ such that 2eζRt ≥ 2 + ζRMδt

2 for any t ≥ δ. Utilizing both
the semigroup law and inequality (5.23), we can then deduce that:

|P (t)f(x)| =|P (t/2)P (t/2)f(x)| ≤ P (t/2)|P (t/2)f(x)|

≤P (t/2)
(
2exp

(
2(eζRt − 1)

ζR(p− 1)t2
(r2 + ‖x‖2R)

)
‖f‖Lp(H,ν)

)

≤2exp

(
2(eζRt − 1)

ζR(p− 1)t2
r2
)
‖f‖Lp(H,ν)

(
P (t/2)

(
exp

(
2(eζRt − 1)

ζR(p− 1)t2
(‖·‖2R)

)))
(x)

≤2cδ,(p−1)−1Mδ
exp

(
2(eζRt − 1)

ζR(p− 1)t2
r2
)
‖f‖Lp(H,ν),

for any t ≥ δ where r is chosen as in the proof of Theorem 5.8. The arbitrariness of δ allows us
to conclude. �

6.1. Sufficient conditions for ultraboundness. We assume the following additional hypothe-
ses on the perturbation F .

Hypotheses 6.2. Under Hypotheses 3.4, assume that AR is a negative operator and that it holds
F|E (x)(HR ∩ E) ⊆ HR. Suppose further that there exist a > 0 and a strictly increasing function

φ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) belonging to C([0,+∞)) such that 1/φ ∈ L1([b,+∞)), for every b > 0,
1/φ /∈ L1([0,+∞)), and

lim
s→+∞

s−1φ(s) = +∞, (6.1)

〈FE(x) − FE(y), x − y〉R ≤ a− φ(‖x− y‖2R), x, y ∈ HR ∩ E. (6.2)

Proposition 6.3. Assume Hypotheses 6.2 hold true. For every x, y ∈ HR and t > 0, it holds

‖X(t, x)−X(t, y)‖2R ≤ 2φ−1(2a) + ψ−1(t/4), P-a.s. (6.3)

where ψ(s) :=
∫ +∞
s 1/φ(r)dr.
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Proof. It is not restrictive to assume that both {X(t, x)}t≥0 and {X(t, y)}t≥0 are strict solutions
of (1.1) (with initial datum x and y, respectively). Otherwise we proceed as in [8, Proposition 3.6]
or [13, Proposition 6.2.2] approximating {X(t, x)}t≥0 and {X(t, y)}t≥0 by means of sequences of
more regular processes using the Yosida approximation of AR. Estimates similar to (2.11) and
(3.2) yield that X(t, x) −X(t, y) ∈ E ∩HR for any t > 0, x, y ∈ HR ∩ E. Now, let us fix x, y ∈
E ∩HR, multiplying the equation solved by X(t, x)−X(t, y) by the difference X(t, x)−X(t, y)
and using Hypotheses 6.2, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖X(t, x)−X(t, y)‖2R ≤ a− φ

(
‖X(t, x)−X(t, y)‖2R

)
.

Aguing as in [18, pp. 1010-1011] and using the density of E ∩HR in HR conclude the proof. �

Proposition 6.4. Assume that Hypotheses 6.2 hold true, ν(HR) = 1, and that P (t) is supercon-
tractive. Then P (t) is ultrabounded.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1 it is sufficient to prove that for any δ > 0 and λ > 0, there exists

cδ,λ > 0 such that ‖P (t)ϕλ‖L∞(H,ν) ≤ cδ,λ for any t ≥ δ where ϕλ(x) := eλ‖x‖
2
R . For every β > 0,

we consider the function

ϕλ,β(x) =
eλ‖x‖

2
R

1 + βeλ‖x‖
2
R

.

By the invariance of ν and the Jensen inequality we have

‖P (s)ϕλ,β‖pLp(H,ν) =

∫

H

(P (s)ϕλ,β)
pdν ≤

∫

H

P (s)(ϕλ,β)
pdν =

∫

H

(ϕλ,β)
pdν,

by the Monotone convergence theorem and Theorem 5.8 we obtain

‖P (s)ϕλ‖pLp(H,ν) ≤
∫

H

ϕpλdν < +∞

so P (s)ϕλ ∈ Lp(H, ν) for every s ≥ 0, λ > 0 and p > 1.
By Theorem 5.1, for every β, s, λ ≥ 0 and x, y ∈ H such that x− y ∈ HR we get

(P (s)ϕλ,β(x))
2 ≤ P (s)ϕ2

λ,β(y)e
(e2ζRt−1)(ζRt

2)−1‖x−y‖2
R

letting β → 0 by the monotone convergence theorem we obtain

(P (s)ϕλ(x))
2 ≤ P (s)ϕ2λ(y)e

(e2ζRt−1)(ζRt
2)−1‖x−y‖2R (6.4)

By (6.3), (6.4) and the Jensen inequality, for every β, s, λ ≥ 0 and x, y ∈ HR we obtain

(P (t)ϕλ(x))
2 ≤ P (t/2) [P (t/2)ϕλ]

2 (x) ≤ P (t)ϕ2λ(y)e
4(eζRt−1)(ζRt

2)−1(2φ−1(2a)+ψ−1(t/8)).

By Hypotheses 6.2 we have that ψ−1(t) → 0 as t approaches +∞. Hence

lim
t→+∞

e4(e
ζRt−1)(ζRt

2)−1(2φ−1(2a)+ψ−1(t/8)) = 1

so there exists δ, cδ > 0 such that for every t > δ

(P (t)ϕλ(x))
2 ≤ cδP (t)ϕ2λ(y),

finally integrating both sides with respect to ν(dy), by the invariance of ν and Theorem 5.8 we
get

(P (t)ϕλ(x))
2 ≤ cδ‖ϕ2λ‖2L2(H,ν), t > δ,

so by the equivalence Theorem 6.1 the semigroup P (t) is ultrabounded. �

7. Examples

Here we will provide examples of problems like (1.1) where our results can be applied.
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7.1. Infinite dimensional polynomial. Let E = H = L2([0, 1]d, λ) with d ∈ N and λ is
the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]d. Let A be the realization of the Laplacian operator in H with
Dirichlet boundary condition. Let F : H → H be a function defined by

[F (f)](ξ) := ζF f(ξ) +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

K(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ)f(ξ1)f(ξ2)f(ξ3)dξ1dξ2dξ3, ξ ∈ [0, 1]d,

where ζF ∈ R and K ∈ L2([0, 1]3+d, λ). For a fixed β > 1/2, we consider the following stochastic
partial differential equation

{
dX(t) =

[
−(−A)βX(t) + F (X(t))

]
dt+ (−A)−1/2dW (t), t > 0;

X(0) = x ∈ L2([0, 1]d, λ).

In this case R = (−A)−1/2 and HR = W 1,2
0 ([0, 1]d, λ), i.e. the set of functions belonging to

W 1,2([0, 1]d, λ) and having null trace on the boundary of [0, 1]d. Let {λk}k∈N be the sequence of
eigenvalues of A in H . Recall that, for every d ∈ N we have

λk ≈ −k2/d, k ∈ N. (7.1)

Note that, thanks to (7.1), Hypothesis 2.1(iv) holds true for every β > d/2− 1. Moreover assum-
ing that (∂K/∂ξ) ∈ L2([0, 1]3+d, λ) and that K and (∂K/∂ξ) have symmetric versions (see [4,
Formula (5.10)]) then all the assumptions in Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 are satisfied. We refer to [4,
Examples 5.3 and 5.4] for detailed calculations.

7.2. Radial perturbation. Let f : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) be an increasing and differentiable
function. We consider the function U : H → R defined by

U(x) = −f(‖x‖2H), x ∈ H. (7.2)

and the transition semigroup P (t) associated to
{
dX(t) = [AX(t) +∇U(X(t))]dt+ dW (t) t > 0,
X(0) = x ∈ H,

(7.3)

where A is the realization of the second order derivative with Dirichlet boundary condition in
H = L2([0, 1]). It is well known that P (t) has a unique invariant measure given by

ν(dx) = eUµ(dx), µ ∼ N(0, (−A)−1).

We now want to find sufficient conditions that guarantee the supercontractivity and ultrabound-
ness of P (t).

Supercontractivity. Here we prove that if

lim
s→+∞

f(s)s−1 = +∞, (7.4)

then P (t) is supercontractive, i.e.
∫
H e

λ‖x‖2

dν < +∞ for any λ > 0. To this aim, let α0 > 0 be
the optimal exponent given by Fernique Theorem such that for every δ < α0 it holds

∫

H

eδ‖x‖
2
Hµ(dx) < +∞. (7.5)

For every λ > 0 we have
∫

H

eλ‖x‖
2

ν(dx) =

∫

H

eλ‖x‖
2

eUµ(dx)

=

∫

H

eλ‖x‖
2
H−f(‖x‖2H )µ(dx) =

∫

H

e
α0‖x‖2

H

(

λ
α0

− f(‖x‖2
H

)

α0‖x‖2
H

)

µ(dx) (7.6)

By (7.4) there exists r0 > 0 such that for every x ∈ H with ‖x‖2 > r0 it holds

f(‖x‖2H) > (λ− α0)‖x‖2. (7.7)
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Let B√
r0 the ball of H with radius

√
r0. By (7.5), (7.6) and (7.7) for every λ > 0 there exists

δ < α0 such that ∫

H

eλ‖x‖
2

eUµ(dx) ≤ eλr0 +

∫

H\B√
r0

eδ‖x‖
2

µ(dx) < +∞ (7.8)

Hence by (7.8) and Theorem 5.8, P (t) is supercontractive.

Ultraboundness. Here we assume that lims→+∞ f(s) = +∞ and that

−2〈f ′(‖x‖2H)x− f ′(‖y‖2H)y, x− y〉 ≤ a− φ(‖x− y‖2), x, y ∈ H. (7.9)

where a > 0 and φ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) is a strictly increasing function belonging to C([0,+∞))
such that 1/φ ∈ L1([b,+∞)), for every b > 0, 1/φ /∈ L1([0,+∞)). It easy to see that the function
U defined in 7.2 verifies Hypotheses 6.2 with R = IdH .

We claim that lims→+∞ s−1f(s) = +∞. Taking y = 0 in (7.9) we obtain

−2f ′(‖x‖2H)‖x‖2H ≤ a− φ(‖x‖2H). (7.10)

Setting r = ‖x‖2 in (7.10) and dividing both members by −2r we get

f ′(r) ≥ − a

2r
+
φ(r)

2r
. (7.11)

By the l’Hôpital rule, the fact that lims→+∞ f(s) = +∞ and (7.11) we get

lim
s→+∞

f(s)

s
= +∞.

So the claim in proved. Hence, by the first part of the example, P (t) is supercontractive and by
Proposition 6.4 the semigroup P (t) is ultrabounded, too.

7.3. A reaction–diffusion system. We consider the following stochastic reaction-diffusion
equation: 




dX(t) =
[
∂2

∂ξ2X(t)− b(X(t))
]
dt+ dW (t), t > 0;

X(t)(0) = X(t)(1), t > 0;

X(0) = x ∈ L2([0, 1], λ).

(7.12)

where λ is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] and b : R → R is a smooth enough function satisfying
the following conditions:

Hypotheses 7.1. The function b : R → R belongs to C3(R) and

(i) there exists an integer m ≥ 0 such that for every j = 0, 1, 2, 3 it holds

sup
z∈R

∣∣Dj
zb(z)

∣∣
1 + |z|max{0,2m+1−j} < +∞,

where D0
zb denotes simply the function b;

(ii) there exists a > 0 such that for every z, h ∈ R it holds (b(z + h)− b(z))h ≤ −ah2.
A simple example of function b that verifies Hypotheses 7.1 is

b(z) := C2m+1z
2m+1 +

2m∑

k=0

Ckz
k, z ∈ R, (7.13)

where C0, . . . , C2m ∈ R and C2m+1 > 0. The stochastic equation (7.12) can be rewritten in an
abstract way as (1.1) where A is the realization in L2([0, 1], λ) of the second order derivative with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, R = IdL2([0,1],λ) and F : C([0, 1]) → C([0, 1]) is the Nemytskii
operator defined as

F (x)(ξ) := −b(x(ξ)), ξ ∈ [0, 1], x ∈ C([0, 1]).

Note that Hypotheses 2.1 (with E = C([0, 1])) are satisfied for the equation (7.12), see [13,
Chapter 6]) and since R = IdL2([0,1],λ) also Hypotheses 3.1 and 3.4 hold true. Hence all the
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results in this paper can be applied to the transition semigroup P (t) associated to (7.12). Finally
we show that under an additional assumption on b the invariant measure ν of P (t) verifies the
condition in Theorem 5.8(iii).

Let B : R → R be a primitive of b and consider U : L2([0, 1], λ) → R given by

U(x) =

{∫ 1

0 B(x(ξ))dξ, x ∈ C([0, 1]);

0, x 6∈ C([0, 1]).

Let µ ∼ N(0, (−A)−1). By [17, Proposition 5.2], the function U belongs to W 1,p(L2([0, 1], λ), µ),
for any p ≥ 1, and

∇U(x)(ξ) = b(x(ξ)) = −F (x)(ξ), x ∈ C([0, 1]), ξ ∈ [0, 1].

Since U is a potential of −F , then the invariant measure ν of P (t) is the Gibbs measure given
by

dν = e−Udµ.

Hence if we assume that there exist c, ε > 0 such that for any ξ ∈ R it holds that

B(ξ) ≥ c|ξ|2+ε, (7.14)

then for any λ > 0 we have
∫

L2([0,1],λ)

e
λ||x||2

L2([0,1],λ)ν(dx) =

∫

L2([0,1],λ)

exp

(
||x||2L2([0,1],λ) −

∫ 1

0

B(x(ξ))dξ

)
µ(dx)

≤
∫

L2([0,1],λ)

exp

(
||x||2L2([0,1],λ) − c

∫ 1

0

|x(ξ)|2+εdξ
)
µ(dx)

≤
∫

L2([0,1],λ)

exp

(
||x||2L2([0,1],λ) − c

(∫ 1

0

|x(ξ)|2dξ
)(2+ε)/2

)
µ(dx)

=

∫

L2([0,1],λ)

exp
(
||x||2L2([0,1],λ) − c||x||2+εL2([0,1],λ)

)
µ(dx) < +∞

and so ν verifies the conditions in Theorem 5.8(iii) and P (t) is supercontractive. Observe that
condition (7.14) is satisfied if m ≥ 1 (see Hypothesis 7.1(i)). Moreover we stress that if for
example

b(z) = Cz2m+1

for some m ∈ N and C > 0, then the function F verify Hypotheses 6.2 with φ(s) ≈ s2m+2. Hence
the assumptions of Proposition 6.4 hold true and the semigroup P (t) is ultrabounded.
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Appendix A. A Lasry–Lions type approximations

In this appendix, we recall some properties of the Lasry-Lions type approximants alongHR (see
[11, 12]). The construction of such approximants is a modification of the original idea presented
in [28]. For ε > 0 and f ∈ BUC(H), we consider the functions defined as follows:

fε(x) := sup
h∈HR

{
inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ k − h) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
− 1

ε
‖h‖2R

}
, x ∈ H. (A.1)
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In the following proposition, we summarize some basic properties of the approximants defined in
(A.1) that will be useful in the paper. Some of the results we will present are already contained
in [11] and [12]. However, we provide a proof of them to make the paper self-contained.

Proposition A.1. Assume Hypothesis 2.1(ii) and let f ∈ LipHR
(H). Let {fε}ε≥0 be the family

of functions introduced in (A.1). For every ε > 0 and x ∈ H it holds

‖fε‖∞ ≤ ‖f‖∞; (A.2)

0 ≤ f(x)− fε(x) ≤ 4ε(LipR(f))
2; (A.3)

‖∇Rfε‖∞ ≤ 4
√
2LipR(f). (A.4)

Proof. We start by proving (A.2).

fε(x) = sup
h∈HR

{
inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ h− k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
− 1

ε
‖h‖2R

}

≤ sup
h∈HR

{
f(x) +

1

2ε
‖h‖2R − 1

ε
‖h‖2R

}
≤ f(x) ≤ ‖f‖∞. (A.5)

In a similar way

fε(x) = sup
h∈HR

{
inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ h− k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
− 1

ε
‖h‖2R

}

≥ inf
k∈HR

{
f(x− k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
≥ −‖f‖∞. (A.6)

By (A.5) and (A.6) we get (A.2).
Now we prove (A.3). By (A.1), for every η > 0 there exists kη ∈ HR such that

0 ≤ f(x)− fε(x) ≤ f(x)− inf
k∈HR

{
f(x− k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}

≤ f(x)− f(x− kη)−
1

2ε
‖kη‖2R + η

≤ LipR(f)‖kη‖R − 1

2ε
‖kη‖2R + η. (A.7)

By (A.7) we get the estimate

‖kη‖2R ≤ 2εLipR(f)‖kη‖R + 2εη,

and the Young inequality yields

‖kη‖2R ≤ 4ε2(LipR(f))
2 + 4εη. (A.8)

Combining (A.7) and (A.8) we obtain

0 ≤ f(x)− fε(x) ≤ LipR(f)(4ε
2(LipR(f))

2 + 4εη)1/2 + 2ε(LipR(f))
2 + 3η.

Since the above estimate holds for every η > 0, by choosing η arbitrarily small, we get (A.3).
Let us now prove (A.4). The differentiability along HR of fε is classical and can be found in

[11]. By (A.1) for every σ > 0 there exists hσ ∈ HR such that

fε(x) ≤ inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ hσ − k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
− 1

ε
‖hσ‖2R + σ.

A straightforward calculation gives

1

ε
‖hσ‖2R ≤ f(x)− fε(x) + σ +

1

2ε
‖hσ‖2R.

Thus from (A.3) we obtain

‖hσ‖2R ≤ 8ε2(LipR(f))
2 + 2εσ. (A.9)
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By (A.9) we get

fε(x+ h)− fε(x) ≤ inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ h+ hσ − k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
− 1

ε
‖hσ‖2R + σ

− inf
k∈HR

{
f(x+ h+ hσ − k) +

1

2ε
‖k‖2R

}
+

1

ε
‖h+ hσ‖2R

=
1

ε
‖h+ hσ‖2R − 1

ε
‖hσ‖2R + σ =

1

ε
‖h‖2R +

2

ε
〈h, hσ〉R + σ

≤ 1

ε
‖h‖2R +

2

ε
‖h‖R(8ε2(LipR(f))2 + 2εσ)1/2 + σ.

Since the above inequality holds for every σ > 0, taking the infimum we get

fε(x+ h)− fε(x) ≤
1

ε
‖h‖2R + 4

√
2‖h‖RLipR(f). (A.10)

Arguing similarly, we deduce the same inequality for fε(x)−fε(x+h). In this way estimate (A.10)
holds true for |fε(x+ h)− fε(x)|. Thus, dividing by ‖h‖R and letting ‖h‖R → 0 we complete the
proof. �
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inégalités de Sobolev logarithmiques Volume 10 of Panoramas et Synthèses. Paris: Société Mathématique de
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