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Abstract

Let M be a complete connected Riemannian manifold with boundary OM, Q a
bounded continuous function on M, and L = A + Z for a C''-vector field Z on M.
By using the reflecting diffusion process generated by L and its local time on the
boundary, a probabilistic formula is presented for the semigroup generated by L on
M with Robin boundary condition (N,Vf) 4+ Qf = 0, where N is the inward unit
normal vector field of M. As an application, the HWI inequality is established
on manifolds with (nonconvex) boundary. In order to study this semigroup, Hsu’s
gradient estimate and the corresponding Bismut’s derivative formula are established
on a class of noncompact manifolds with boundary.
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1 Introduction

Let M be a d-dimensional connected complete Riemannian manifold with boundary oM
and L = A + Z for some C'-vector field Z such that

(1.1) Ric — VZ > —K
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holds on M for some constant K € R. This curvature condition is well known by Bakry
and Emery [I].

Let X; be the reflecting diffusion process generated by L on M, and let [, be its local
time on the boundary OM. Let 7 be the first hitting time of X; to M. It is well known
that the following heat equation can be described by using the process X;:

(1.2) Owu = Lu, u(0,-) = f,

where f € %,(M). With Dirichlet boundary condition u|gys = 0 the solution can be
formulated as

u(t,x) = E* [f(Xt)l{KT}}

while under the Neumann boundary condition Nu|gy, = 0 one has

u(t, z) = E*f(X),

where E* is the expectation taking for the process X, starting at z. In this paper we shall
provide the corresponding probability formula for the solution under the Robin boundary
condition (cf. [4, page 102]):

(1.3) Nf:=(N,Vf)=—-Qf on dM,

where @) € C,(OM) and N is the inward unit normal vector field on OM. It turns out
that under a reasonable assumption the solution to (2]) under condition (L3 can be
formulated by

(1.4) ult,x) = PAf(x) = B { f(X)el @XM >0 2 € M.

As soon as PtQ is well defined, the semigroup property follows immediately from the
Markov property of the reflecting diffusion process X;. To ensure the boundedness of
PtQ under the uniform norm, it is natural to ask the local time [; to be exponentially
integrable. According to calculations from [I3] (see also the proof of Lemma 2.1] below),
for this we shall need the following assumption.

(A) The boundary OM has a bounded second fundamental form and a strictly positive
ingectivity radius, the sectional curvature of M is bounded above, and there exists r > 0
such that Z is bounded on the r-neighborhood of OM.

Let pspr be the Riemannian distance to the boundary. Then the r-neighborhood of
OM is O,.M := {x € M : pop(x) < 1}, where pgys is the Riemannian distance to the



boundary OM. Next, the injectivity radius igy; of OM is the largest number r such that
the exponential map

[0,7) x OM > (s,x) — exp[sN,| € 0,M

is diffeomorphic. In particular, pgys is smooth on 9, M for r < igy,.
Finally, to state our result, we introduce the following class of references functions:

Dy ={feCF(M): Nf+Qf =0on oM}.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (A) and (L) hold and let Q € C,(OM).

(1) {PP} >0 is a positivity-preserving strong Feller semigroup of bounded linear oper-
ators on %By(M), whose generator is L with domain containing all functions f € CZ(M)
such that Nf + Qf = 0 holds on OM.

(2) Let Z = V'V for some V € C?*(M) with p(dx) := ¢"@dx not necessarily finite.
Then {PP}s0 provides a bounded symmetric Co-semigroup on L*(u). If in particular
Q <0, then P2 is sub-Markovian and the associated symmetric Dirichlet form (&, 2(&))
is the closure of (&, Zy) with

E(f,9) = u((f,9) —na(Qfg), f,9€ Zo.

We note that a solution to the heat equation ([L2)) under the Robin condition (L3))
can be represented by (L4 provided it is bounded in x € M. Indeed, by the boundary
condition and the Ito formula, for fixed ¢ > 0,

du(t — s, X,) = AM, + Nu(t — s,)(X,) dl, = dM, — (Qu(t — s, -))(X,) i,

holds for some local martingale M; up to time ¢. So, s — u(t — s, X,) exp| [; Q(X,)dl,]
is a local martingale as well. Since u is bounded and [; is exponential integrable due to
Lemma 2] below, it is indeed a martingale. Thus, (L4]) holds.

Since the local time [; is not absolutely continuous in ¢, the semigroup PtQ is essentially
different from the well developed Schrodinger semigroup. According to Theorem [L.I]below
P is generated by L under the boundary condition N f +Qf = 0, where N is the inward
unit normal vector field on dM. So, the formula (I4) will be important in the study of
this boundary value problem on M. In this paper we shall explain how can one apply this
semigroup to the study of HWI inequality on manifolds with boundary. This inequality
links three important quantities including the entropy, the energy and the Wasserstein
distance (or the optimal transportation cost), and was found in [3 2] on manifolds without
boundary.

To study the HWI inequality, we consider the symmetric case that Z = VV for some
V € C%*(M) such that p(dr) = V@ dz is a probability measure on M, where dz is the
Riemannian volume measure on M. Let P, be the semigroup of the reflecting diffusion



process generated by L on M, which is then symmetric in L*(x). When OM is convex
(L) implies the following gradient estimate (cf. [9, 12])

(1.5) VP f| <e™'PIVf|, feCh(M).

Combining this estimate and an argument of [2], we can easily obtain the following HWI
inequality:

(L6) (2 log f2) < 2V TP Wal 2 ) + 5 Wal P, (7 =1,

where W is the L?-Wasserstein distance induced by the Riemannian distance function p
on M. More precisely, for a probability measure v on M (note that we are using p? to

replace 1% in [2])

Wolvop)® == inf / o, y)n(de, dy),
M x M

TEE (v,p1)

where €'(v, 1) is the class of all couplings of v and p.

To see that PtQ is important in the study of the HWI inequality on a nonconvex
manifold, let us briefly introduce the main idea for the proof of (L) on a convex manifold
using (). Firstly, due to Bakry and Emery, (L) implies the semigroup log-Sobolev
inequality

(€2t — 1)

(1.7 PAflog f2) < (P og P + X = RV g2

Taking integration for both sides with respect to p we arrive at

2(e2Kt _ 1)

= 1VIP) + n((Pf?) log P.f?)).

(1.8) n(f?log f?) <

On the other hand, according to [2 Proof of Lemma 4.2] the gradient estimate (L3
implies (again note that the W2 here is twice of the one in [2])

K 2Kt
(1.9) p((Pof?)log P f?) < mwmm?

Combining this with (L.§]) and minimizing in ¢ > 0, one derives ([L6l).
Now, what can we do for the nonconvex setting? According to [5], in this case the
local time and the second fundamental form will be naturally involved in the upper bound



of [VP,f]. Let the second fundamental form be bounded below by —o for some o > 0,
ie.

(1.10) I(X,X):=—(VxN,X)>—0|X|*), X eToM.

Recall that N is the inward unit normal vector field on dM. According to [5, Theorem
5.1], if M is compact and V' = 0 then (L) and (LI0) imply

(1.11) VP, f|(z) < eME*{|Vf(Xp)eT}, x€M,t>0,feC,(M),

where X, is the reflecting L-diffusion process and [; is its local time on OM. In this paper
we shall prove (LII) for Z # 0 on noncompact manifolds under assumption (A), see
Proposition below.

Since the local time is unbounded, we are not able to derive from (LIT]) the semigroup
log-Sobolev inequality like (IL7). But Theorem [[LT}(2) enables us to derive a log-Sobolev
inequality of type (L8)) using (L.IT), from which we can prove the following HWTI inequality

(L12).

Theorem 1.2. Let Z = V'V for some V € C?(M) such that p is a probability measure.
Assume (A) and (L1). Let 1 > —o for some o € R. Then

na(s) := sup E%eM < 0o, 5,1 >0
zeM

holds, and for any t > 0,

WQ(f2,u> :U“)2

2
, ~ 1.
4]5 e 2Ksp, (s)1ds H(f)

12) isog ) < [ t e (5)as 91+

To derive an explicit HWI inequality, we shall estimate 7, as in [I3] by using the It6
formula for ¢ o pgyr(X;) with a specific choice of ¢ (see Lemma 2] below). From this we
obtain the following consequence of Theorem [[LIlimmediately. Let Sect,; be the sectional
curvature of M, and let

0,(Z) = 3u5<z, Vpom)~, 1 >0,

Corollary 1.3. Let Z = V'V for some V € C*(M) such that yu is a probability measure.
Assume (A) and (I1). Let ro,0,k,> 0 be such that 6,,(Z) < oo,—c < 1 < v and
Sectyr < k. For any

T I vk
<r<mm-Hlgy, 7o, ﬁ arcsin \/ﬁ s
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and for K, .= K + 2 + 60,(Z) + 40?, the HWI inequality

Kr 20d/r
u(f*log f2) < 2e*\/ ([N f12) Wa(f* 1, ) + QTW2(f2Na,U)2a p(f?) =1

holds.

As preparations, in the next section we shall confirm the exponential integrability of [,
and establish (LII)) on noncompact manifolds. The above two theorems are then proved
in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. To prove the strong Feller property of PtQ and for further
applications in the literature, the Bismut type formula for P, on manifolds with boundary
is addressed in Appendix at the end of the paper.

2 Exponential estimate and Hsu’s gradient estimate

As explained in Section 1, to ensure that PtQ is well defined, we first study the exponential
integrability of the local time.

Lemma 2.1. Let ro > 0 be such that 6,,(Z) < oo and let k,~ be in Corollary[L.3. Then

Ad Ad
sup E%eMt < exp [TT + (7 + Ao, (Z) + 2)\2)t], t>0,A>0
zeM

holds for any

0 < r <min {i 7 —1 arcsin ( \/E )}
>~ oM 10, \/E 7?; 72 .
P700f. Let

h(s) = cos (\/%s) — %sin (\/Es), s> 0.

Then h is the unique solution to the equation
h" +kh =0, h(0)=1,h(0)=—.
By the Laplacian comparison theorem for pgys (cf. [7, Theorem 0.3] or [14]),

d— 1) . _
Apon > %(P@M% port < ioar ARTV(0).

Thus,

d— 1)K

(2.1) Loons = I ) = 5:(2), po <1



Now, let

o = (1— b)) / (h(s) — h(r))*ds,
U(s) = 1 /O s(h(t) — h(r))dt /t ' (h(u) — h(r))*'du, s>0.

@ AT

We have ¢(0) = 0,0 < ¢ < 9/(0) = 1. Moreover, as observed in [I3| Proof of Theorem
1.1],

2

<

(2.2) o> %

, P(oo) =9(r) <

<

IS
o
o

Combining this with (2.1]) we obtain (note that ¢'(s) = 0 for s > )

/ 1/ 1 d
(2.3) L1 o payr = " 0 panvrLpans + Y7 0 panr > - 0.(2) > - 6.(2).

On the other hand, since ¥/(0) = 1, by the Ito6 formula we have

(2.4) dip 0 porr(Xi) = V20 0 ponr (Xy)dby + Lt 0 pons (Xy)dt + dly,

where b; is the one-dimensional Brownian motion. Then it follows from (2.2) and (23]
that (note that || < 1)

Ee — Eexp [w o ponr (X) + (d% + Aé,(Z))t —V2\ / o paM(Xs)dbs}
0

1/2

< exp [%)\dr + (@ + Adr(Z))t] (IE exp [4% /0 t (4 0 paM(XS))stD
< exp Em« + (i—A LA(Z) + 2)\2>t} .

O

This Lemma ensures the boundedness of PtQ under the uniform norm. Next, we intend
to prove ([LII) under assumption (A), which is known by [5] for compact M and Z = 0.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that (A). Let ky, ko € Cy(M) be such that

(2.5) Ric—VZ > —ky, 1> —ky
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hold on M and OM respectively. Then

26) VR BV | [ motss [aoow] )

holds for all f € CH(M),t >0,z € M.

We first provide a simple proof of (2:6) under a further condition that |V P f| is
bounded on [0,7] x M for any 7' > 0, then drop this assumption by an approximation
argument. Since this condition is trivial for compact M, our proof below is much shorter
than that in [5].

Lemma 2.3. Assume that f € C}(M) such that |V P.f| is bounded on [0,T] x M for any
T > 0. Then (Z4) holds.

Proof. For any ¢ > 0, let

G = Vet VP[P (X)), s<t.

By the 1t6 formula we have

LIVP_of* — 2(VLP..f, VP.f)
2\/5 + |VP_s f|?)?
IVIVP_fI?? NI|VP,_f?
(e + [VP_, f]?)3? 2\/e +|VP_.[2

where Mj is a local martingale. Combining this with (Z5]) and (see [8, (1.14)])

d¢, =dM, + (X,)ds

(Xs)ds + (Xy)dls, s<t,

22
(2.7) LIVul* — 2(VLu, Vu) > 2k, |Vu|* + M,
2|Vul?
we obtain
K1|th—s.f|2 /{2|vpt—s.f|2
d(; > dMy, — ———————(X,)((ds — ——————(X)(,dls, <.
G 2 e+ IVPt_SfP( JGeds = = |th_sf|2( )< °

Ay

Since (s is bounded on [0, t], k1 and k9 are bounded, and by Lemma 2T Ee* < oo for all

A > 0, this implies that

5 H1|th_7«f‘2 /S ’f2‘vf)t—7‘f|2
t o — " (X,)d — = (X,)dl,
0.5 50 e | [ AT 00+ [T G0

is a submartingale for any € > 0. Letting ¢ | 0 we conclude that
0,t] 3 s — |[VP_sf|(Xs) exp {/ k1 (X, )dr +/ KQ(XT)le:|
0 0
is a submartingale as well. This completes the proof. O
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By Lemma 23] to prove Proposition it suffices to confirm the boundedness of
IVP.f| on [0,T] x M for f € C}(M). Below we first consider f € C5°(M) satisfying the
Neumann boundary condition.

Lemma 2.4. Assume (A). If (I1) holds then for any T > 0 and f € C°(M) such that
N flom =0, |VP.f| is bounded on [0,T] x M.

Proof. We shall take a conformal change of metric as in [I4] to make the boundary convex,
so that the known estimates for the convex case can be applied. As explained on page
1436 in [14], under assumption (A) there exists ¢ € C*°(M) and a constant R > 1 such
that 1 < ¢ < R,|V¢| < R, Nlogo|loy > o, and V¢ = 0 outside 9, M. Since I > —o, by
[14, Lemma 2.1] OM is convex under the new metric

<'a > = ¢_2<'a >
Let A’, V', Ric’ be corresponding to the new metric. By [14, Lemma 2.2]
L' :=¢L=AN+(d—2)¢Vo+ ¢’ Z = N + 7.

As in [I5] we shall now calculate the curvature tensor Ric’ — V'Z’ under the new metric.
By [14, (9)], for any unit vector U € TM, U’ := ¢U is unit under the new metric, and
the corresponding Ricci curvature satisfies

Ric'(U',U") >¢*Ric(U,U) + ¢A¢p — (d — 3)|V¢|?

(28) ~ 2UG)* + (d — 2)¢Hessy (U, U).

Noting that

VY =VxY — (X, Viogp)Y — (Y, Viogp) X + (X, Y)Viogp, X, Y e€TM,
we have
(VuZ' UY =(VuZ' .Uy — (Z',V1og ¢)
= ¢ (VuZ,U)+ (U¢*)(Z,U) + (d —2)(U¢)* + (d — 2)¢Hess, (U, U) — (Z', Vlog ¢).

Combining this with (Z8), (L)), ||Z]|, < oo and the properties of ¢ mentioned above, we
find a constant K’ > 0 such that

Rid (U U") — (V2 UY > —K', (U, U) =1.
For any z,y € M, let (X/,Y/) be the coupling by parallel displacement of the reflecting

diffusion processes generated by L' with (X{,Yy) = (z,y). Let p/ be the Riemannian
distance induced by (-, ). Since (M, (-,)’) is convex, we have (see [12, (3.2)])

9



P(XLY]) <P (x,y), t>0,
Since 1 < ¢ < R, we have R™!p < p/ < p so that

(2.9) p(X[,Y]) < Re""'p(x,y), t>0.

To derive the gradient estimate of P;, we shall make time changes

a0 - | (XD, &(1) = [ 0

Since L' = ¢?L, we see that X, := Xé,l(t) and Y; = Yglfl(t) are generated by L with
x Yy

reflecting boundary. Again by 1 < ¢ < R we have

R <EN(1),6, () <t, t>0.

Combining this with |V¢| < R,1 < ¢ < R and ([2.9) we arrive at

& (ves (1)

N0 -M 01 [ R =606 0 - & 06 0)
&x (DN, (1)
& (1)
(2.10) = |6, 0 & 1(t) — &, 0 £1(1)] < / GA(X1) — ¢*(Y])|ds

t
< 2R2p(93,y)/ ef'sds < 2t R?p(x, ).
0

Therefore,

Pif(@) = Pf@)] = [B{F(XL 1) = FYEs )
< E|f(Xé;1(t)> o f(Yg/;l(t)” + |E{f(Xé;1(t)> o f(Xéy*l(t))H =L+ I

By ([29) and &, () <t we obtain

(2.11)

(2.12) L < |V flloe™ Rp(z, ).

Moreover, since f € C5°(M) with N f|sy = 0, it follows from the It formula and (210
that

&lovetw / . . K's
I < 'E / L F(X)ds| < | FILEIE (@) — £ < enteX pla, y)
3

2N (1)
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holds for some constant ¢; > 0. Combining this with (2I1)) and ([2I2) we conclude that

VP flloo < e2(1+t)e"", >0

for some constant ¢y > 0. ]

Proof of Prposition [Z2. Let f € Cl(M). By Lemma we only have to prove the
boundedness of |VP.f| on [0,T] x M .

(a) Let f € C§°(M). In this case there exist a sequence of functions { f,, },>1 C C5°(M)
such that Nf,|ons = 0, f, — f uniformly as n — oo, and ||V /|l < 1+ ||Vf]ls holds

for any n > 1, see e.g. [1I]. By Lemmas and 24 (Z4) holds for f, in place of f so
that Lemma 2] implies

|Ptfn(x) B Ptfn(y)|
p(z,y)
for some constant C' > 0. Letting first n — 0 then y — z, we conclude that |V P f| is
bounded on [0,7] x M.
(b) Let f € Cy°(M). Let {gn}tn>1 C C5°(M) be such that 0 < g, < 1,|Vg,| <2 and
gn T 1asn 1 oo. By (a) and Lemma 23] we may apply (26]) to g,f in place of f such
that Lemma [2.1] implies

| Pu(gn ) () = Pi(gnf)(y)]
p(e,y)
holds for some constant C' > 0. By the same reason as in (a) we conclude that |V P f| is
bounded on [0, 7] x M.
(c) Finally, for f € C}(M) there exist {f, }n>1 C C°(M) such that f, — f uniformly
asn — 00 and ||V fu|leo <[V flleo + 1 for any n > 1. Therefore, the proof is complete by
the same reason as in (a) and (b). O

<C, t<Tn>lz#y

<C, t<T'n>1lx+#y

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

The boundedness of P? under the uniform norm is ensured by Lemma 21l Since a
bounded continuous function can be uniformly approximated by bounded smooth func-
tions, due to Lemma ZTlwe may and do assume that @ € C;°(0M). To handle the integral

f(f Q(X;)dls, we shall also need the upper bound of Lpgy,.
Lemma 3.1. Let 1 > —o and (1) hold. Then

Lpom < (d—1)o + nglé)(Z, N) + Kpom,  pom <lom.

11



Proof. Let x € M such that pgy(z) < iga. Then there exist a unique zg € OM and the
minimal geodesic x. : [0, pars(x)] — M linking M and z. By (L)) we have

Ric(i, d5) > (Vs Z,05) — K =: R(s).
Let h solve the equation
R(s)
d—1
By the Laplacian comparison theorem (see [6, Theorem 1]),

R'(s)+ 2T p(s) =0, h(0) =1,/ (0)=o.

. / pom () AN
Moonr(@) < =D 0 (@) = (0= o 4 (a1 / (%) (s)ds

= (d—1)o — (d—1) /OpaM(x) (fES)l + (Z’f (3)>ds

pon ()
< (d—1)o + Kpor(z) / (Vi Z, ) ds.
0

Then the proof is completed by noting that

pom(x)
Zpont (2) = (Z, N (zo) + / (V3.2, 3.)ds.
0

3.1 The strong Feller property

As explained after Theorem [Tl when M is compact the solution to (L2]) is bounded in
x € M, so that (I4) holds. In particular, P2 f is differentiable for f € %,(M) and thus,
PtQ is strong Feller. When M is noncompact, this argument does not apply due to the
lack of boundedness of u(t,-). Below we provide a different proof for the strong Feller
property.

a) We first prove the Feller property. Since by Lemma 2Tl for f € C,(M) the function
PP f is bounded, it suffices to show that

(3.1) lim PPf(y)=P2f(z), =€ M.

For any y € M, let (X, Ys) be the coupling constructed in the proof of Lemma 2.4 via
time changes. We shall first prove

(3.2) lim max p(Xj, Ys) = 0.

y—x s€(0,t]

12



Using the notations in the proof of Lemma [Z4] and adopting (Z9) and ([2I0), there exists
a constant ¢(t) > 0 such that for any s € [0, ¢]

/ / / / /
PX5, Y5) = p(Xir () Yeor) < p(X ) Yeor ) + p(X ) X))
< ( ) ( )+Sup {p( 517X, ) 151,82 € [0,t+0(t)p(l’,y>],‘81—82‘ SC(t)p(I,y)}

By the continuity of the reﬁectlng diffusion process we prove (3.2]).

Next, to describe fo s)dls we shall apply the Ito formula to a proper reference
function of X,. To this end we first extend @) to a smooth function on M. By assumption
(A), one may find a function Q € C°(M) such that Q|ons = Q, NQ|oar = 0 and |[VQ| +
|LQ| is bounded. This can be realized by using the polar coordinates

OM x [0,7) > (0,s) — exp[sNy]

for small enough r > 0 such that py is smooth on d,M. From this one may take Q(6, s) =
Q(0)h(s) on 0,M for some h € C*([0,00) such that h(0) = 1,h'(0) =0 and h(s) =0 for
s >r, and let Q = 0 outside ,M. This ) meets our requirements since Lpg is bounded
on 0, M according to (2 and Lemma 311

Let ® € C§°([0,00)) be such that 0 < & < 1,P(s) =1 for s € [0,1] and P(s) = 0 for
s > 2. Let

n

1 [rom/n
Uy, = —/ O (s)ds.
0

Then 0 < 4, < 207" 4by = ponr for poyr < n7',ahy, is constant for poy > 2n~' and
|Vib,| < 1. Moreover, 1, € C°(M) for large n. Since Vib, = N and NQ = 0 on OM, by
the It6 formula we have

(Qun)(Xe) = My(t) + / L Q)(X.)ds + / QX

where M, () is a martingale with

(33 o - [ V(G E(X)ds

Note that L(Q1,) is bounded since so is [VQ| 4 |LQ| + 15,ar| Lpoas|. Similarly, let 1¢ be
the local time of Y, on OM, we have

Q) (V) = M2(1) + / L Q) (Y2)ds + / Q)i

for some martingale MY(t) with

13



(3.0 o - | V(G (Y ds

Combining these with ([B:2]) and using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

(3.5) PPf(z) = lim E{f(yt)e(@wn)(%)—fé L(@yn)(Ye)ds=Ma(®)}
y—x

and

I,(y) == }PQf E{f (Qdfn (Ye)— [ L(Qvn ) (Ys)ds— M (t )H
<E|f(Y; efo Q(Ys) dly(l _ er{(t)—Mn(t))}
< (Ptfo2( ))I/Q(E\l _ e(Mﬁ(t)—Mn(t))|2)1/2
< cy(E]1 — MO0 2)1/2

(3.6)

for some constant ¢; > 0. Since by the construction of v, (33)) and ([B4]) we conclude
that M, (t) and MY(t) are exponentially integrable uniformly in y and

(M) + (M) () < e / (Lo r(X) + 1oy, a0 (Vo) s

holds for some constant ¢, > 0, it follows from (3.2) and (3.6]) that

lim lim /,(y) = 0.

n—00 Yy—T

Combining this with ([3.3]) we derive (B1).

b) Let f € %,(M). By Remark A.1 in the Appendix, the Neumann semigroup is strong
Feller. So, f. := P.f € Cy(M) for any € > 0. Combining this with the Feller property of
PP it suffices to prove

3 Qr _ pQ _

Since @ is bounded and [ is continuous in s according to (Z4]) and the continuity of X,
Lemma 2] implies that

(3.8) lim sup E*| f(X;)e Jo Q(Xs)dls ( oi—e QXs) dl) _

e=0 s

Next, let {Zs}s>0 be the natural filtration of X. By the Markov property we have
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pgefE — E{ (P.f)(X,_o)e o T Q(Xs)dls }
= E{ef“tig OXIE(f(X,)|Fie) }
= E{f(X;)eh ~QXdy

Combining this with (8.8)) we prove (B.7]).

3.2 The generator
We first prove that

(3.9) lm [|P2f — flloe =0, f € Co(M).

Since a function in Cy(M) can be uniformly approximated by functions in C§°(M ) satisfy-
ing the Neumann boundary condition, we may assume that f € C§°(M) with N f|sn = 0.
By the It6 formula we have

t
IPof = Fll < sup / PLfIds < t]Lf ]
0

which goes to zero as t — 0. Noting that

|PEf = fI < |Pf = fl+ PP f = Pif| < |Pf = 1+ 1 flls SSA%Ew(eHQnmzt ),

by Lemma 2] for A = ||@Q]|~ and letting first ¢ — 0 then r — 0, we obtain (3.9).
Next, let f € C2(M) satisfy the boundary condition N f+Qf = 0. We intend to prove
that

Q
(3.10) lim W

t—0

] -

By the Ito formula and the boundary condition, we have

d{f(Xt)efJ QUXs)disy
= dM, + (Lf(X,))eh QX% qr 4 {NF(X,) + (QF)(X,) felo @XIsq,
= dM, + (Lf(X,))elo @X)dk g

for some martingale M;. This implies

15



P2 f(@) = fla) + / B (LX)l A0
0
So, 0
[ | <] [ieown - Lol

and hence ([3I0) follows from ([B9) since Lf € Cyo(M).

3.3 The symmetry and C, property
Let Z = VV. Since by Lemma 2]

(PRf)? < (Pof?)Ee® 19l < c(t) P f?

holds for some constant ¢(t) > 0, the boundedness of P? in L2(u) follows from the fact
that p is P-invariant. Moreover, since

IPRF — P2 < 2(P2f — B +2|Pf — )
<2IPf — fI? + 2(P,f?) sup E* (el — 1)2,

zeM

by Lemma 1] and the strong continuity of P, in L?*(u), we conclude that PtQ is strongly
continuous in L?(u) as well. So, it remains to prove that for any f,g € Co(M)

(3.11) w(gPPf) = u(fP%g).

We shall prove (B.II)) by using symmetric Schrodinger semigroups to approximate PtQ.
Let @@ and v, be constructed above. We have

(3.12) E7[f(X;)elo @] — B[ f(X,)e™ fo LX) 4o
where

e 1= E2[f(X,)e™ 0 QX (] _ o= Mn()=(Qun)(X0)]

)

which goes to zero uniformly in x as n — oo according to Lemma [2.T] and the properties
of @ and ,,. Let Pt(n) be the Schrodinger semigroup generated by

L, =L — L(Quy).
Since L(Q1,) is bounded, by the Feynman-Kac formula

P f(a) = B (X o O
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and P is symmetric in L?(). So,

/M g ()BT (Xy)e i QU] (1) / 9(2) P f ()l de)
(3.13) _ / F(@) P () u(da) / F ()P (g X,y i H@U 6] )

= [ @B la(X)els Q0@ ),

Obviously, M, (t) — (Qi,)(X;) — 0 as. as n — oo and is exponentially integrable
uniformly in z. So, by Lemma 2], (312), (313) and using the dominated convergence
theorem we arrive at

u(gP?f) = lim { /M J (@) E7[g(Xy)elo QXAAAO Q0] (g ) +6n} = u(fPLg).

3.4 The Dirichlet form

Again let Z = VV for V € C*(M). Let Q < 0 such that & > 0. Since by (L3]) and the
integration by parts formula, we have

@@(fug):_/ ngd:uv fvg€@07

the form &, Zp) is closable. Moreover, as in §3.2 for f € %, one has £ f L Lfin L2(p)
as t — 0, it remains to show that (@@ , ) is a pre-Dirichlet form in L2( ). Firstly, to
understand that (&£, %) is well defined in L?(p), i.e. &(f,g) is independent of y-versions
of f and g, for a bounded continuous extension Q of Q on M, we rewrite

7’—>0

Since ) < 0 implies the nonnegativity and the normal contraction property of &, it
remains to show that % is dense in L?(u).

It is well known that the class of functions in C§° (M) satisfying the Neumann boundary
condition is dense in L?(y), it suffices to prove that for any f € C°(M) with N f|sar = 0,
there exists a sequence {f,} C %, such that u(|f, — f|?) — 0 as n — oo. To this
end, for any ¢ > 0, let h. € C§°([0,00)) such that h.(0) = 0,h.(0) = 1,h.(s) = 0 for
s > 1p and ||hel|lw < €/]|Q]|co- Here 79 > 0 is such that pgps is smooth on 0,,M. Then
¥e(0,8) :=14 Q(0)h.(s) defined under the polar coordinates

OM x [0,19) > (0,$) — Op, M

17



is smooth and can be naturally extended smoothly on M by letting ). = 1 on M \ 0,, M.
Obviously, we have ¥.|ony = 1, Nte|loyy = @ and [1h. — 1| < e. Thus, ¥.f € %, and
Ve f — fin L?(u) as e — 0.

4 Proof of Theorem

By Lemma 2] it remains to verify (LI2). Let f € C;(M) and ¢ > 0. We have

(4.1) CP{(P ) og Puf?} = P,

|VPt—sf2‘2

Bof? s € [0,1].

By ([LII)) and the Schwartz inequality we have

|VPt—sf2|2
Pt—sf2

Q2K (t=5) (B{|V (X )e2})?
(y) < P 2)

< AP IE |V P (X)) =1 4 g, (y), s € [0,1],y € M.

Combining this with (ZI) we obtain

t
Pt(f2 log f2) < (Bf2) log P, f* + 4/ e2K(t_s)Psgsds.
0

Since p is an invariant measure of P, taking integral for both sides with respect to p we
arrive at

¢
(2108 1) < p((Pf) log Pf?) 44 [ -9p(g.)ds.
0
Since by Theorem [ILI(2) P2, for Q = 20 is symmetric in L2(y), we have

u(gs) = /M VP (@B pu(de) < |V f2)an ( — 5),

it follows that

(4.2) w2 1og £2) < u((Pif?) log Puf?) + 4u(|V £%) / 5, ()ds.

This is an extension of (ILY) to the nonconvex case.

On the other hand, we intend to establish an analogous to (L) for the present situ-
ation. For any z,y € M, let . : [0,1] — M be the minimal curve linking = and y with
constant speed. We have |i,| = p(x,y). Let h € C*([0,]) be such that hy = 1,h; = 0.
Then by (ILII)) which follows from Proposition 2.2 we have
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Pilog () =10 Pf(0) = [ SoP1og P ) an, )ds

! : VP _ f2|2
< [ {huslpe, y)|V Py(log Prs f)|(wn,_) — Bote s Vs T
< [ {lheaote VP o8 P o) L

t : VP f? VP 2P
< | BT s pla, y) o (X )e Uttt (X)) bds
< [ B (ot ) S (X Tl )

(Xs) pds
(4.3) ) }

z,y)? [t
< %/ h2e**naq(s)ds =: c(t)p(z, y)*.
0

Now, let u(f?) = 1 and 7 € €(f?u, ;) be the optimal coupling for Wo(f2u, ). Tt
follows from the symmetry of P, and (43]) that

WP o P = n(FPPlog P?) = | Rlog Puf)(a)e(de. dy)

< [ {logPuf’) + clOp(a. )} r(de.dy
M xM
= p(log Por f?) + c(t)Wa(f* 11, p)* < c(t)Wa(fpe, 11)?,
where in the last step we have used the Jensen inequality that

pu(log Py f?) < log pu( Py f?) = 0.
Combining this with ([£2]) we obtain

t 2 2 t .
(o 1) < 419 1P) | W (5)ds + 2L P | iz (s)as.

Then the proof is completed by taking

fst e_2K“7720(u)_1du

fot e—2Kun20(u)—1du

hs = . s€][0,t.

5 Appendix: the Bismut formula

By using a formula for the gradient of P, derived in [5], one obtains the following Bismut
type formula (B.2)) as in [I0], which in particular implies the strong Feller property of P,
as explained in Remark A.1 below.
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Because of the exponential integrability of /; ensured by Lemma 2] it is easy to see
that the argument in [5] for compact M works also for the present case under assumption
(A) and condition (LI). To state the formula for the gradient of P, obtained in [5], let
us first introduce the SDE for the horizontal lift of the reflecting L-diffusion process.

Let O(M) be the bundle of orthonormal frames over M and let 7 : O(M) — M be
the natural projection. Then X; and its horizontal lift u; on O(M) solve the following
equations:

dut = Hut O dXt,
dX, = V2u, 0 dB, + Z(X,)dt + N(X,)dl,,

where B; is the d-dimensional Brownian motion and H, : T, M — T,0(M) is the hori-
zontal lift at u € O(M). Next, let M; be the R? ® R-valued process solving the equation

dM; = —-M,R,,dt, M, =1,
where

R.(a,b) = Ric(ua, ub) — (VyuZ,ub), u € O(M),a,be R
Then for any f € C§°(M) we have (cf. the proof of [5 Theorem 5.1])

Since by Lemma 2.1l and Proposition 2.2 |V P f| is bounded on [0, 7] x M for any 7" > 0,
this follows since according to [5, Theorem 3.7] the process {M,F(us,t — 5)}scpoy is a
martingale for F(u,s) = u™'V P, f(7u). Due to (5.1]) we have the following result on the
Bismut type formula.

Proposition 5.1. Assume (A) and (I1)). Then for any f € C§°(M) and any increasing
function h € C*([0,t]) such that h(0) = 0,h(t) =1,

(52) vAse - el [ ()M, s,

holds for x € M and X;,u; start from x,ug € O,(M) respectively.

Proof. By Itd’s formula we have

dPt—s.f(Xs) = \/§ <th—S.f(Xs)a usst>~
Then
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(5.3 Fx) = R | (VP f(X,), udBy).

Combining this with (5.1I), for any a € R,

Se ) [ Heenaan) ) <& [P0, man s

t
— [ (waa, VP£)H(5)ds = (una, TP
0
This completes the proof since a € R? is arbitrary. O

Remark A.1. By () and letting I > —o, we have

| M| < eKs+”lS, s> 0.

So, by Lemma 2] and (5.2)), for any ¢ > 0 there exists a constant C(t) > 0 such that

IVEflloo < 1 FlC (), >0, f € C5(M).
This implies

|Pf(x) = Bef ()] < CWOI fllocp(z,y), 2y € M, f e C5"(M).

By the monotone class theorem, this inequality holds indeed for all f € %,(M) and thus,
P, is strong Feller.
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