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Abstract

By constructing a coupling with unbounded time-dependent drift, dimension-
free Harnack inequalities are established for a large class of diffusion semigroups
with non-constant diffusion coefficients. These inequalities are applied to the study
of heat kernel upper bound and contractivity properties of the semigroup. The
main results are extended to non-constant diffusions on manifolds possibly with
(non-convex) boundary.

1 Introduction

Consider the following SDE on R¢:

(11) dXt = O'(t, Xt)dBt -+ b(t, Xt)dt,

where B, is the d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtered probability space
(Qa {gt}tz()? ]P))a and

0:[0,00) x RTx Q- RE@QRY b:]0,00) x R x Q — R?

are progressively measurable and continuous in the second variable. Throughout the
paper we assume that for any X, € R? the equation (L)) has a unique strong solution
which is non-explosive.
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To derive explicit Harnack type inequalities, we shall make use of the following as-
sumptions.

(A1) There exists an increasing function K : [0,00) — R such that

lo(t, @) = o(t.y)llis + 200(t, 2) = b(t,y),x — y) < Ko —y*, 2,y e R% > 0.

(A2) There exists a decreasing function A : [0,00) — (0, 00) such that o(t,z)*o(t,xz) >
NI, xeR:t>0.

(A3) There exists an increasing function ¢ : [0, 00) — (0, c0) such that

(o(t,2) = o(t,y))(@ —y)l < dlr —yl, v,y eRLL>0.
(A4) For n > 1 there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that

lo(t,x) — ot y)llas + [b(t, z) = b(t,y)| < calw =yl |al [yl t <n.

It is well known that (A1) ensures the uniqueness of the solution to (LII) while (A4)
implies the existence and the uniqueness of the solution (see e.g. [I2] and references
within for weaker conditions), and when b and ¢ depend only on the variable x € R?, the
continuity will be enough to imply the existence of weak solution (see [14, Theorem 2.3]).
By the Yamada-Watanabe principle [2§], this implies the existence and uniqueness of the
strong solution.

Let X} be the solution to (ILT]) for Xy = z. We aim to establish the Harnack inequality
for the operator P;:

Pif(z) =Ef(X]), t>0,2€ R’ feB(RY,

where B, (R?) is the class of all bounded non-negative measurable functions on R?.
Note that if o(¢, z) and b(t, z) are deterministic and independent of ¢, then the solution
is a time-homogeneous Markov process generated by

d d
1
L:= 5 Z aij&-@j -+ Z blal,
ij=1 i=1
where a := go*. If further more o and b are smooth, we may consider the Bakry-Emery
curvature condition [5]:

(1.2) Do(f, f) = =KT(f.f), f€C®RY)

for some constant K € R, where



d
F(fv g) = % Z alj(alf)(ajg>7 f?g € Cl(Rd)v
i,j=1
Do(f,f) = SLUCLS) =T L), ] € C2(RY.

According to [22, Lemma 2.2] and [23, Theorem 1.2], the curvature condition (@) is
equivalent to the dimension-free Harnack inequality

2
(P @) < (P exw [P S ] ez 0> 1, € B RY 0,y € B

This type of inequality has been extended and applied to the study of heat kernel (or tran-
sition probability) and contractivity properties for diffusion semigroups for some finite-
and infinite-dimensional models, see e.g. [Il I8, 4] for diffusions on manifolds with possi-
bly unbounded below curvature, see [24] [I6] for stochastic generalized porous media and
fast diffusion equations [2, Bl 8, 17, 15, 19, 11l 29] for the study of some other SPDEs,
with additive noise (i.e. constant diffusion coefficients).

Let us come back to the equation (LI). When the dimension d is large and o is non-
constant, it is normally very hard to verify the curvature condition ([J]). Indeed, this
condition depends on second order derivatives of a~!, the inverse matrix of a. This is the
main reason why existed results on the dimension-free Harnack inequality for SPDEs are
only proved for the additive noise case.

For the additive noise case, i.e. ¢ is independent of the second component z, the
dimension-free Harnack inequality can be derived by following the coupling argument
developed in [4]. This argument has been also applied to the study of SPDEs in the
above mentioned references. To see the difficulty in the study for non-constant diffusions,
let us briefly recall the main idea of this argument.

To explain the key idea of the coupling, let e.g. ¢ and b be independent of the second
variable. For z # y and T' > 0, let X; solve (LI with Xy, = x and Y; solve

|z — y|(X: = Y}
T|X; =Y
Then Y; is well defined up to the coupling time

dY; = o(t)dB, + b(t)dt + dt, Yy =1y.

Ti=inf{t >0: X; =Y}

Let X, =Y, for t > 7. We have
|z =y

d|Xt—}/;|:— T dt, tS’T




This implies 7 = T" and hence, X7 = Y7. On the other hand, by the Girsanov theorem
we have

Prf(y) = E[Rf(Yr)]

for

Romexp| - [T /T <o<t>—1<Xt—Yt>,dBt>_|x—y|2/T o) (X, =Y
' T Jo X, Y| 217 Jy XY ‘

Therefore, since X = Y7, it follows that

(Prf(y))? = (E[Rf(X7)])" < (Prf?(z))(ERF =D)L,

Since by (A1) and (A2) it is easy to estimate moments of R, the desired Harnack inequality
follows immediately.

In generally, if o(¢, ) depends on z, then the process X; — Y; contains a non-trivial
martingale term, which can not be dominated by and bounded drift. So, in this case, any
additional bounded drift put in the equation for Y; is not enough to make the coupling
successful before a fixed time 7. This is the main difficulty to establish the Harnack
inequality for diffusion semigroups with non-constant diffusion coefficient.

In this paper, under assumptions (A1) and (A2), we are able to constructed a coupling
with a drift which is unbounded around a fixed time 7', such that the coupling is successful
before T. In this case the corresponding exponential martingale has finite entropy such
that the log-Harnack inequality holds; if further more (A3) holds then the exponential
martingale is LP-integrable for some p > 1 such that the Harnack inequality with power
hold. More precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let o(t,z) and b(t,z) either be deterministic and independent of t, or
satisfy (A4).

(1) If (A1) and (A2) hold then the log-Harnack inequality

KT|1' —?/|2
202 (1 — e~ KrT)’

Prlog f(y) < log Prf(y) + f>LzyeR,T>0.

(2) If (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold, then forp > (1+§—§)2 and 8, 7 := max{dr, 2L (\/p—1)},
the Harnack inequality

(Prf@)? < (Prf?(z)) exp 45PT[<§;{?1(>KE:;ZZ a . =

holds for all T > 0,x,y € R? and f € B (R?).



Theorem [[T[(1) generalizes a recent result in [20] on the log-Harnack inequality by
using the gradient estimate on the diffusion semigroup.

Let py(x,y) be the transition density of P, w.r.t. a Radon measure p. Then according
to |26l Proposition 2.4], the above log-Harnack inequality and Harnack inequality are
equivalent to the following heat kernel inequalities respectively:

pr(,z) Klz —y? a
1. log ———=u(dz) < R*, T
13) [ prle o EEE R0 < gt s ny e RUT >0
and
pi(x, 2)\1/(p=1)
[ ot (BN ey

Kp\/ple —y|?
46, (/P + D[(y/p = DAr = 0p 7] (1 — e7K7T)

So, the following is a direct consequence of Theorem [l

gexp[ ], z,y € RLT > 0.

Corollary 1.2. Let o(t,x) and b(t,x) either be deterministic and independent of t, or
satisfy (A4). Let P, has a strictly positive density w.r.t. a Radon measure p. Then (Al)

and (A2) imply [I.3), while (A1)-(A3) imply (1.4).

Next, by standard applications of the Harnack inequality with power, we have the
following consequence of Theorem [LT] on contractivity properties of F;.

Corollary 1.3. Let o(t,x) and b(t,x) be deterministic and independent of t, such that
(A1)-(A3) hold for constant K, X and §. Let P, have an invariant probability measure .

(1) If there exists r > Kt /A2 such that u(e''”) < oo, then P, is hypercontractive, i.e.
| Pl 22(u)—14(u) = 1 holds for some t > 0.

(2) [f,u(e”'|2) < 00 holds for allr > 0, then P, is supercontractive, i.e. || Pyl 1214 <
0o holds for all t > 0.

(3) If Pl s bounded for any t,r > 0, then P, is ultracontractive, i.e. | Pell 22 ()= Lo () <
oo for any t > 0.

Remark 1.1. In the situation of Corollary [[L3 with x4 a probability measure, when P, is
symmetric w.r.t. u, the hypercontractivity is equivalent to the validity of the log-Sobolev
inequality

u(f?log f2) < Cu(L(f. f)), fe€CPRY,u(f?) =1

for some constant C' > 0. Moreover, by (A2) and (A3) there exists a constant R > 0 such
that



RNV <T(f.f) <RIV

holds for all f € C°°(RY). So, by the concentration of measure for the log-Sobolev in-
equality, the hypercontractivity implies that u(e”w) < oo for some r > 0, while the
supercontractivity implies that z(e"”) < co. Combining this with Corollary I3, we have
the following assertions.

(i) Let K < 0. Then P, is hypercontractive if and only if u(e"l*) < oo holds for some
r > 0.

(i) P is supercontractive if and only if p(e”I") < co holds for all 7 > 0.

iii) P, is ultracontractive if and only if Pter"‘Q is bounded for any ¢, > 0.
y y

Therefore, conditions in Corollary [L3[(2) and (3) are sharp for the supercontractivity and
ultracontractivity of P,. Moroever, as shown in [7] that when o is constant, the sufficient
condition p(e"”) < oo for some r > Kt /X% is optimal for the hypercontractivity of P,.
So, Corollary [L3](1) also provides a sharp sufficient condition for the hypercontractivity
of P.

We will prove Theorem [I.I] and Corollary in the next section. In section 3 we
extend these results to SDEs on Riemannian manifolds possibly with a convex boundary.
Combining the results in Section 3 with a conformal change method introduced in [24],
we are able to establish Harnack inequalities in Section 4 for the Neumann semigroup on
a class of non-convex manifolds. Finally, we extend Theorem [[LT] and its consequences to
semi-linear stochastic equations on Hilbert spaces.

2 Proofs of Theorem [1.1] and Corollary

Let 2,9y € RY, T > 0 and p > (1+ d7/Ar)? be fixed such that  # y. We have

(2.1) Op = ——L __ €(0,2).

For 6 € (0,2), let

2—40
gt - Kr (1 - eKT(t_T))> te [O>T]

Then ¢ is smooth and strictly positive on [0,7) such that

(2.2) 2—- K& +¢ =0, telo,T].
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Consider the coupling

dXt = O'(t, Xt)dBt + b(t, Xt)dt, X(] =,

2.3
(2:3) dY; = o(t,Y;)dB; + b(t, Y;)dt + éa(t, Y)o(t, X,) N X, — Y,)dt, Yy =y.
t

Since the additional drift term & 'o(t,y)o(t,2) ' (z — y) is locally Lipschitzian in y if
(A4) holds, and continuous in y when ¢ and b are deterministic and time independent,
the coupling (X;,Y;) is well defined for ¢ < T'A (, where ( is the explosive time of Yj;
namely, ¢ = lim,,_,, ¢, for

Gy :=1inf{t € [0,T) : |Y;| > n},

here and in what follows we set inf ) = co by convention. Let

- 1
dB, = dB; + g—a(t, X)X, —Y)dt, t<TAC.
t

If ( = oo and the exponential martingale
S 1 S
Rs = eXp |:_ / é-;l(a(t? Xt)_l(Xt - Y%)v dBt> - 5/ é-t_2|0-(t7Xt)_1(Xt - Y;f)‘2dt
0 0

is uniformly integrable for s € [0,T), i.e

lim sup E[R1{g,>n}] =0,

=0 5¢[0,T)
then by the martingale convergence theorem, Ry := limyup [, exists and {Rt}te[o,T] is a
martingale. In this case, by the Girsanov theorem {Bt}te[o,T) is a d-dimensional Brownian
motion under the probability RrP. Rewrite (23)) as

~ Xy =Y,
dX, = o(t, X,)AB, + b(t, X,)dt —
(2.4) ¢ = olt, Xe)dB: +b{t, Xi) &

dY; = o(t,Y;)dB, + b(t, Yy)dt, Yy =v.

dt, XO =T,

Since fo &7 1dt = oo, we will see that the additional drift —g—Ytdt is strong enough to
force the coupling successful up to time 7T'. So, we first study the uniform integrability of

{R }56 0,T)-
In general where ¢ might be finite under P, we shall construct a weighted probability
measure Q such that ( = oo Q-a.s. Let

=inf{t € [0,T) : | X;| + |Yi| > n}.

Since X; is non-explosive as assumed, we have 7,, 7 ( as n T oco.



Lemma 2.1. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let 6 € (0,2), 2,y € R? and T > 0 be fized.
(1) There holds

Krlz —y[?
su ERS Tn ]'O RS Tn S .
sE[O,T)?nZl " & " 2)\%9(2 — 9)(1 — e—KTT)|

Consequently,

Rs/\( = lle RS/\Tn, S € [O,T), RT/\C = llTrzr} Rs/\(

exist such that { Rsac tsep ) i a uniformly integrable martingale.
(2) Let Q = RyacP. Then Q(¢ = o0) = 1.
Proof. (1) Let s € [0,T) be fixed. By ([2.4]), (A1) and the Ito formula,

~ 2
d[|Xe = Vil < 2((o(t, Xo) — o(t, ¥2) (Xe = Y), dBy) + K| X, — Yi*dt — g—lXt — Yi[*dt
t

holds for t < s A 7,,. Combining this with (2.2)) we obtain

Xi =Y

|
‘ & 2
(ot X0) = o, Y0))(Xe = Vo), dBy) — @

(o(t, X;) — o(t, V) (X, = Y,),dB,) — gp(t — Y, Pdt, t < sATy.
t

(2.5) (2 — Kr& + &)dt

2
< Z
— &
_2
3

Since due to the Girsanov theorem {Bt}tgm,\s is the d-dimensional Brownian motion
under the probability measure R, [P, letting [E; ,, denote the corresponding expectation
we obtain

SATn X _ Y 2 _ 2
(2.6) Em/ #dt <=l s
0 & 0o

By (A2) and the definitions of R, and B, we have

(Xe, V)|

-1 2
dt
&
"1 . 1 ["]X, Y
S_/ _<O'(t,Xt)_1(Xt—Kt),dBt>+ 2/ X 5 g dt, r<sA,.
0 & 2A7 Jo &

T 1 ~ 1 r X
log R, = — / ot X)X — Vo), dBy) + — / ot Xt)
0 & 2 Jo




Since {Bt} is the d-dimensional Brownian motion under R5., P up to s A 7,,, combining
this with (2Z6]) we obtain

ERu.. log Runs, = Eulog Rup, < 281
SN\Tn Og SATn — s,n Og SATp — 2)\%0&.()’

By the martingale convergence theorem and the Fatou lemma, {Rsr : s € [0,T]} is a
well-defined martingale with

s€[0,7),n>1.

z—yl* _ Krlz —y|?
202080 2X20(2 — 0)(1 — e~ KrT)

(2) Let 0, = inf{t > 0: |X;| > n}. We have o, T co P-a.s and hence, also Q-a.s.
Since {B;} is a Q-Brownian motion up to 7" A ¢, it follows from (2.3]) that

]ERS/\C log RS/\C S , S€E [O,T]

| Xt/\o'm ACn Xt/\o'm ACn,

(n = m)? P ey
€o Etnomncn - &
holds for all n > m > 0 and t € [0,T). By letting first n 1 oo then m 1 oo, we obtain
Q(¢ <t) =0 for all t € [0,7). This is equivalent to Q(¢ = o0) = 1 according to the
definition of (. O

Qom >, <t) <Eg

Lemma [2.1] ensures that under Q := RypcP, {Bt}te[O,T] is a Brownian motion, so that
the coupling (X;,Y;) is well-constructed for ¢ € [0, T] by (2.4]). Since fOT &1dt = oo, we
shall see that the coupling is successful up to time 7', so that X7 = Y7 holds (see the
proof of Theorem [Tl below). This will provide the desired Harnack inequality for P, as
explained in Section 1 as soon as Ry, has finite p/(p — 1)-moment. The next lemma
provides an explicit upper bound on moments of Ryac.

Lemma 2.2. Assume (A1)-(A3). Let Ry and & be fized for 6 = 0p. We have

2 SAC . 2 ]2
(2.7) sup E{Rs/\C exp l O / X — Vil dt} } < exp [ 5 OrKr|r — y| ]
0 407(

s€l0.1] 802 Jy & 2 01)(1 — o KiT)
Consequently,
Or K1 (267 + 07 A7) |z — y|?
2.8 ERMTT <
(2.8) Sup Bl < exp [86%(2 — 07) (0 + O A7) (1 — e—KTT)}
holds for
__ Nibp
Y PR W



Proof. Let 0 = 6r. By ([2.5), for an r > 0 we have

SA\Tn X _ Y 2
Es,» exp [r / tizt‘dt}
0 &

M} K., exp {% /0 " L ol X0 — ot V) (Ko — Y, dBt>]

07r&o Or 3
V2 1/2
X, - Yy dt] ) ’

rKr|r — y|? 8242, /S/\T”
< Esn - 5
=P [9T<2—9T><1—e—KTT>] R I &

Sexp[

where the last step is due to (A3) and the fact that

EeMt S (Ee2<M>t)1/2
for a continuous exponential integrable martingale M;. Taking r = 62/(84%), we arrive at
92 SATn, ‘Xt_Y;fP HTKT‘iC_yP
Es n — ———dt| < |: )
e {85% [ e } = L@ = o)1= e T)

This implies (27) by letting n — oo.
Next, by (A2) and the definition of R, we have

n>1.

ERy;T = By n R

SA\Tn, SN\Tn,

B . B SA\Tn l . B ~
(2.9) = E,  exp [ TT/O 3 (o(t, Xe) (X = Y3),dBy)

N T_T /s/\Tn O'(t,Xt)_ngt _ }/;)‘2dt:|
2 Jo &

Noting that for any exponential integrable martingale M; w.r.t. Rg,,, P, one has

Es , exp[reM; + ro (M) /2] = E; ,, exp[re M, — r%q<M>t/2 + rr(grr + 1)(M)/2]

rrq(rrq + 1 (a-1)/q
< (Evpxplrrabds — rig?(0),/2) " (B, exp [ TR0 D 1) )

rrq(rrq + 1) (a=1)/q Al
= (Es,n exp [W<M>t]) , q>1,

it follows from (Z9)) that

1 SN\Tp,
(2'10) ERMrT < (Es,n exp {%/
0

X, — Y| (¢=1)/q
SAT 2 7t t‘ dt .
" 2(¢ — D7

&
Take
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(2.11) q=1+/1+r:",

which minimizes ¢(qrr + 1)/(q¢ — 1) such that

grr(gre +1) _ rr+ \/m(w + 14 /re(rr + 1))

-1 g i
(2.12) 205/ 1+

(ro ) ﬁ

2)\2, 862
Combining (ZI0) with (27) and (2I2), and noting that due to (ZI1]) and the definition
of ro

q—l_ \/1+T1:1 o 25T+‘9T)\T

q 14+ /1 + ,,,,;1 25’]“ + 29T>\T
we obtain
HTKT(Q(ST + HT)\T)|ZL' — y|2
ERLT < exp | .
st = P 852 (50 00 (07 + Orhr) (1 — o FrT)

According to the Fatou lemma, the proof is then completed by letting n — oo. O

Proof of Theorem[I 1l Since (A3) also holds for 6, r in place of dr, it suffices to prove the
desired Harnack inequality for o7 in place of 9, 7.

(1) By Lemma 2.1, { Rsac }scpo,r] is an uniformly integrable martingale and {Bt}th is
a d-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q. Thus, Y; can be solved up to
time T'. Let

r=imnf{t €[0,7T]: X; =Y}
We claim that under Q, 7 < T a.s. so that X; = Y7 a.s. Indeed, if for some w € €2 such
that 7(w) > 7', by the continuity of the diffusions we have

inf |X; — Y;]*(w) > 0.

te[0,7

So,

[y,
0 &

11



holds on the set {r > T'}. But according to Lemma [22] we have

TX_Y2
0 t

we conclude that Q(7 > T') = 0. Therefore, X7 = Y Q-a.s.
Now, combining Lemma 2.1l with X7 = Y7 and using the Young inequality, for f > 1
we have

Prlog f(y) = Egllog f(Yr)] = E[Rrx¢ log f(X7)]

KT|1' - ?/|2
< ERpp¢log Rrae +1og Rf(X7) < log Prf(z) +

2A20(2 — 0)(1 — e K17’

This completes the proof of (1) by taking 6 = 1.
(2) Let 0 = 0p. Since Xp = Yp and {B; }secpo,7 is the d-dimensional Brownian motion
under QQ, we have

(213)  (Prf())” = (Bq[f(Y2)])’ = (B[Rracf (Xr)])” < (Prf?(x))(BRYC P
Due to (2.1]) we have

Py M
P — 1 45T(5T ‘l‘ QT)\T) )

So, it follows from Lemma 2.2 and (21)) that

(p — 1>9TKT(25T + HTAT)|LL’ — y‘2 ]
802(2 — Or1)(0r + O Ar)(1 — e KrT)

Kryp (P — Dl —yl? ]
407((y/P — DAr — 0r](1 — e~ XrT) I

The proof is then completed by combining this with (2.I3]). 0O

ERY VP = (BREE)™ <exp |

= exp

Proof of Corollary[L3. Let f € B} (RY) be such that u(f?) < 1. Let p > (1+4/))% By
Theorem [[1}(2), we have

K-l =P
4517[(\/1_7 — DA = ,](1 — e K1)

where 6, = max{8, 3(/p — 1)}. Integrating w.r.t. p(dz) an noting that p is P-invariant,
we obtain

(P )" exp | | < Pfr@), ayers,

12



1) (R [ e |- 45[%]3_%3__1(5)]'&__&) ulde) < 1.

Taking f =n A (pi(y,-))"/? and letting n 1 0o, we prove the first assertion.

Next, let B(0,1) = {z € R? : |x| < 1}. Since p is an invariant measure, it has a
strictly positive density w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure so that u(B(0,1)) > 0 (cf. [6]). Let
p > (1+25/X)% We have 8, = (/p — 1)A/2 and thus,

W)

Blp-DA—0] N1
Combining this with (2Z.I4]) and noting that

Kyp(vp =1 —yl*
/Rd exp [_ 48[(y/p — )X = d](1 — e—Kt)],u(dl')
KW -DA A+ ) }
46[(/p — DA = 0](1 —e~KH) I’

> p(B(0,1)) exp [

we obtain

Kp(L+ ly])?
A (VP =11 —e X
for some constant C; > 0 and all f € B, (R?) with u(f?) < 1. Since
K\/p K+
lim li =
potmos A2(p— 1)(1— e Kt) — A2
for any r > KT /A% there exist p > (1 +267/)\)?, 8 > 1 and t; > 0 such that

(2.15) (Pf(y))" < Crexp | |, t>0yer?

(Paf())” < Coe™, y e RY, f e BY(RY), u(f7) < 1

holds for some constant Cy > 0. Thus, p(e’'”) < oo implies that | Po || e ()= o8 () < 0.
Since || Ps|lraqy = 1 holds for any ¢ € [1,00], by the interpolation theorem and the
semigroup property one may find ¢ty > t; such that

(216) HR52||L2(M)—>L4(;L) < 0.
Moreover, by [13, Theorem 3.6(ii)], there exist some constants 7, C3 > 0 such that

||Pt - MHL2(u) < Cge_"t, t> 0.

Combining this with (ZI6) we conclude that ||| 12()—r4(,) < 1 holds for sufficiently
large t > 0, i.e. (2) holds.
Finally, (3) and (4) follow immediately from (2.I5) and the interpolation theorem. O
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3 Extension to manifolds with convex boundary

Let M be a d-dimensional complete, connected Riemannian manifold, possibly with a
convex boundary M. Let N be the inward unit normal vector filed of 9M when OM = ().
Let P; be the (Neumann) semigroup generated by

L:=9*(A+2)

on M, where ¢p € C'(M) and Z is a C! vector field on M. Assume that 1 is bounded
and

(3.1) Ric — VZ > —K,

holds for some constant Ky > 0. Then the (reflecting) diffusion process generated by L is
non-explosive.
To formulae P; as the semigroup associated as SDE like (L), we set

(3.2) c=V21, b=1*Z

Then P, is the semigroup for the solution to the following It6 SDE (see e.g. [10] or [4] for
the definition of d; on Riemannian manifolds):

(33) d]Xt = O'(Xt)q)tdBt + b(Xt)dt + N(Xt)dlt,

where B, is the d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtered probability space
(Q,{%#}+>0,P), @ is the horizontal lift of X; onto the frame bundle O(M), and ; is the
local time of X; on M. When OM = (), we simply set [, = 0.

To derive the Harnack inequality as in Section 2, we assume that

(3.4) A:=info >0, §:=supo—info < oco.

Now, let x,y € M and T > 0 be fixed. Let p be the Riemannian distance on M, i.e.
p(x,y) is the length of the minimal geodesic on M linking = and y, which exits if OM is
either convex or empty.

Let X; solve (B3) with Xy = z. Next any strictly positive function £ € C([0,T)), let
Y, solve

Yop(Xi, Vi)

d;Y; = o(Y;) Px, v, ®:dB; + b(X;)dt — il Vp(Xy, ) (Yy)dt + N (Yy)di,
o(Xy)&
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for Yy = y, where [, is the local time of Y; on dM, and Px,v, : Tx,M — Ty,M is the
parallel displacement along the minimal geodesic from X; to Y;, which exists since OM 1is
convex or empty. As explained in [4, Section 3], we may and do assume that the cut-locus
of M is empty such that the parallel displacement is smooth. Let

p(Xt7 Y;)
§io(Xy)

By the Girsanov theorem, for any s € (0,7) the process {Bt}te[o,s} is the d-dimensional
Brownian motion under the weighted probability measure R,P, where

(ol Y. 0aB) 5 [ &X’f’Yt ]

dB, = dB, + O 'Vp(-, V)(X)dt, t<T.

p(Xt7 }/;f)
3.9 Ry :=exp | — —
o |- ] et
Thus, by ([B:2) we have

p(Xt7 Y;)
&
d;Y, = V24 (Y,)®,dB, + (2 2)(Y,)dt + N(Y;)dl,.

dr Xy = V20(X)d By + (°Z)(X,)dt — V(- V) (Xp)dt + N(X,)dl,

Let £ € C'([0,T)) be strictly positive and take

p(Xe,Ye) -4
B = -0 () (X).
= anex) (- Y (Xe)
Repeating the proof of (4.10) in [27] we obtain
d D, p(Xt>Y;)
p(Xe, Y) < (0(Xy) —a(Y))(Vp(, Y)(Xy), @1dBy) + Kip( Xy, Vi)dt — Tdta t<T,
t
where
K1 = Kol[9]1% + 21 Z]l ol Ve ool |9 oo-
This implies that
X, V)2 2 X, Y, ,
AP < 206, 00X~ (V)T V) (), @B - LT o g
t t
holds for
K :=2K, +||Vo|?
. -+ Vol

= 2Ko[[¢l% + 41 Zllso VY o[ lloo + 2l V5.
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In particular, letting

& = —2;(9& — KD 1 e (0,77,0 € (0,2),

we have

Therefore, the following result follows immediately by repeating calculations in Section 2.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that OM is either empty or convex. Let ({.1) and Z, ¢ be bounded
such that

K = 2Ko|[9 1[5 + 41 Zllso | VU llso 19l oc + 2[ V15, < o0.

Then all assertions in Theorem [L1l and Corollaries [L2[1.3 hold for P; the (Neumann)
semigroup generated on M in place of R? by L = Y*(A+ Z) on M for constant functions
K, 6 :=supy —inf ¢ and A := inf [¢)|.

4 Neumann semigroup on non-convex manifolds

Following the line of [24], we are able to make the boundary from non-convex to convex
by using a conformal change of metric. This will enable us to extend our results to the
Neumann semigroup on a class of non-convex manifolds.

Let OM # () with N the inward normal unit vector field. Then the second fundamental
form of OM is a two-tensor on the tengent space of OM defined by

I(X,Y):=—(VxN,Y), XY eToM.
Assume that there exists k > 0 and Ky € R such that

(4.1) Ric—VZ > -Ky, 1> —k
holds for M and a C! vector field Z. We shall consider the Harnack inequality for the
Neumann semigroup P; generated by

L=A+"Z.

To make the boundary convex, let f € C;°(M) such that f > 1 and Nlog flonm > k.
By [24, Lemma 2.1], OM is convex under the metric

<'7 '>/ = f_2<'7 >
Let A" and V' be the Laplacian and gradient induced by the new metric. We have (see

(2.2) in [21])
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-2
L=f2A+2), Z'=fZ+ e 5 VI
So, Theorem BIlapplies for the convex manifold (M, (-, -)"). Let Ric’ be the Ricci curvature
induced by the metric (-, -)’. We have (see the proof of [27, Theorem 5.1])

Ric — V'Z' > —K(-,-)

for

(4.2) Ky =sup{Kf*—dAf+ (d—3)|Vf]?+3|Z|fIVf]}.
Thus, Theorem B.1] holds for ¢ = f~! and

K =2K7 |1 oo + 4N Z NV £ N oo + 20V £
<2K[{ +A|fZ+(d =2V <[V fllso + 2V FIIZ,

where || - || is the norm induced by (-, -)" and we have used that f > 1.

Theorem 4.1. Let ([{.1)) hold for some k > 0 and K, € R, and let P, be the Neumann
semigroup generated by L = A+Z on M. Then for any f € Cg°(M) such that inf f =1,
Nlog flom > Kk and K < oo, where K is fized by (4.2) and (), all assertions in Theorem
[Z1 and Corollaries[I.2 and I3 hold for constant functions K,§ :=sup f~* —inf f~1, and
A :=inf f~1.

Remark 4.1 A simple choice of f in Theorem A1l is f = ¢ o py, where p, is the
Riemannian distance to the boundary which is smooth on {ps < rr} for some ry > 0
provided the injectivity radius of the boundary is positive, and f € Cp°([0,00) is such
that f(0) =1, f'(0) = k and f(r) = f(ry) for r > rp. In general, f is taken account to rr
and bounds of the second fundamental form and sectional curvatures, see e.g. [24], 27] for
details. With specific choices of f Theorem [4.] provides explicit Harnack type inequalities,
heat kernels estimates and criteria on contractivity properties for the Neumann semigroup
on manifolds with non-convex boundary.
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