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The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Operator
and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Semigroup

In this chapter we are going to define and study the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator
and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup. They are analogous, in the Gaussian har-
monic analysis, to the Laplacian and the heat semigroup in the classical case. Then,
we study an important property of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup, the hyper-
contractivity property, and some of its applications.

2.1 The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Operator

In the classical case, we consider the Laplacian differential operator A, = 2?:] 5—;
in R and the eigenvalue problem
A= Au 2.1

with boundary condition
u(x) =0(1), as|x| — co.

Then, the set of eigenvalues of this problem consists of all non-positive real numbers,
and given A < 0 the eigenfunctions corresponding to A are

R (2.2)

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator in R? is a second-order differential operator
defined as

2.3)
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where V, = (8%1’ aixz . ax ) is the gradient, and A, is the Laplace operator defined

in the space of test functions C (R9) of smooth functions with compact support on
R, The operator L has a self-adjoint extension to L?(7;), that is also denoted as L,
that is,

[ LI@e@n(dn) = [ F00Lelx)uld): @4

thus, L is the natural “symmetric” Laplacian in this context.

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator L can also be written as
L=Y 1L, 2.5)

where L; = %(9,-2 —xi0;, i = 1,---d, is the one-dimensional Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck op-
erator in the i-th variable. Hence, for x = (x1,x2,-+,x7) ERYand v = (v ---,vy) a
multi-index,

d r10%H, JH, (x)
LH, () = 3 E T ) 3 ()]

d 1 82 d 0 d

= = [2 ox 2 HHVJ xj —Xiy— ox; jl_IlHVj(xj)}
d 19°H,, 0H,,

= ;JZI_J#HV, Xj [ o (xi)_xiaixi(xi)}
d d d

= 2 H Hy; (xj)LiHv, (xi) = Y (—=vi) [T Hv; (x;)
i=1j=1,j#i i=1 j=1
d

= Y (—vi)Hy(x) = —[v[Hy(x). (2.6)

Thus, the Hermite polynomials in d-variables, {H, }, are eigenfunctions of L with
corresponding eigenvalues A, = —|v| = -3, v, ie.,

LH, = A,H, = —|v[H,, Q2.7)

and the normalized Hermite polynomials h, are also eigenfunctions of the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck operator, with the same corresponding eigenvalue,

Lh, = Ayh, = —|v|h,.
Moreover, consider the eigenvalue problem

Lu=Au (2.8)
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with boundary condition
u(x) = O(|x[*), for some k >0 as |x| — co.

Then, the set of eigenvalues is the set of negative integers and the eigenfunctions
corresponding to A = —n are d-dimensional Hermite polynomials of degree v, H,,
such that |[v| = n.

Hence, the L?(y;) spectrum of L is {---,—2,—1,0}. This coincides with the
LP(74)-spectrum for 1 < p < oo.! Then, the spectral decomposition of L is given
by

Lf= Z k)Jif, 2.9)

where, as before see Definition 1.15, J; f = 2|v\:k<f7hv>ydhv~ Then, the domain of
L is given by

D(L) = {f € L2(1) : 3 RITAIR, < =}, 2.10)
k=0

and the spectral decomposition (2.9) is well defined for any f = ¥;> o Jif € D(L).

Fori=1,2,---,d let us consider the differential operators
: 1 0
0y =—=—. 2.11
T \/20x @D

8}’; is neither symmetric nor antisymmetric in L?(y;). In fact, its formal L?(y;)-
adjoint® is

Y B
(™5 1) =V 2x;l; — 505 (2.12)

; ef‘x‘z 1 e ‘x|2
Ammwwﬂxfwg} 7 dx

e hl?
= \} S )ai{ (x )nd/Z}dx
[0 [V 2 0] S

e_‘x‘z

oo ()((9))"8) ()75 dx.

IThe L! (74)-spectrum of L is the closed right half plane. We will prove this in detail later
(see Theorem 2.7, see also E. B. Davies [65, Theorem 4.3.5]).
2In L2 (Rd ) -7 is antisymmetric, by integration by parts.
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Observe that (dy,)" can be written as

: 1
(09)" == ¢ e D).
Moreover, it is easy to see that
d . .
(—L)=.(3;)*9;. (2.13)

Observe that the commutator [d}, (9)*], is the identity;’

Y

(05, (35)°1f (x) = 9y(9))" (%)= (35)" Iy f ()

1 9 ey L df(x)N S L d N/ 1 df(x)
T V2 0x (\@x,f(x) V2 0x; ) (ﬁxll ﬁaxi)(ﬁ dx; )
of(x) 1d%f(x of(x)  1d%°f(x
SUCRRCI S bl E s

= f(x).

Reversing the order in (2.13), we get another second-order differential operator,
which will be denoted as L,

_ o 1
(—L) =Y, 0,(dy)* = (—L)+dI = —EAX +(x,V,) +dI, (2.14)
i=1
and therefore,
- 1
L:L—dIZEAX—<x7Vx>—d1. (2.15)
We will call L the alternative Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator. The Hermite
polynomials {Hy }, are also eigenfunctions of L, with eigenvalues A, = —(|v|+1),
i.e.,
LH, = (A, — DH, = —(|v|+ 1)H,, (2.16)

The differential operators 8}’; are considered the “natural” notions of (partial)
derivatives for the Gaussian case, and we call it simply the Gaussian partial deriva-
tives. Nevertheless, as we already know, there is another notion of Gaussian differ-

entiation, namely, (8)’,)* The operators J?, (8}’,)* are called the creation and annihi-

lation operators in quantum mechanics.*

3Recall that, the commutator of two operators A, B is defined as [A, B] = AB — BA.
“4In [210] there is a general analysis of this decomposition for orthogonal polynomials and
functions, which is highly recommended.
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Thus, the notion of (partial) differentiation in Gaussian harmonic analysis is, up
to a constant, the same as in the classical case. These facts are important later on
when we discuss the Riesz transforms for the Gaussian measure in Chapter 9.

There are several results in Gaussian harmonic analysis that can be obtained by
what is called the tensorization argument, see [20, 284], which implies that it is
enough to prove only the case d = 1 because the case d > 1 follows immediately by
the tensor product structure.

In this case, the square field operator in R is given by

dc?f&g 1

1
L(f.8) = 5(L(fg) —gLf — fLg) Z O ox 2 (Vif,Vig). (2.17)

Consider the infinitesimal generator O of an operator semigroup {Z;}, and
symmetric with respect to the measure U, the Dirichlet form associated with O
is defined as

(1) = tim U= 7

t—0

= (=0f,f)u /f 0f)d (2.18)
Then, by symmetry, it can be proved that

= [r(.nau. (2.19)
for f € L2(u); see [120, 284].

Hence, the Dirichlet form associated with the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator L
and the Gaussian measure 7y is given by

SN0 = [ FEN@ ) =5 [ VrwPu. @20

This can be obtained simply using integration by parts, as

[V @ Vaghldn =2 [ f0(-Dsm(@), @b

for f,g € .7 (R?), the Schwartz class. In particular, this implies that (—L) is positive
definite and that the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator is (formally) self-adjoint in L ()

L L snutdn) = [ F@Le@(d. @22)

Therefore, as already mentioned L is the “symmetric Laplacian” in this context and
the Gaussian measure y; is the natural measure for studying the operators associated
with the operator L.
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In addition, the iterated square field operator I} (f, g), in this case, is given by

B(f.9) = SLT(f.8) ~ T (f.Lg) ~ T(g,L)] 2.23)

Finally, in [168, Lemma 4.1] J. Maas, J. van Neerven, and P. Portal obtained a
Gaussian version of the parabolic Caccioppoli inequality. We consider here only the
real version.

Theorem 2.1. Letv: RY x (0,00) — R be a C'~function such that v(-,t) € C2(R?)

for allt > 0, and suppose that
adv

ot
on I(xg,1,2r) := B(xg,2cr) X [t —4r% 19 —|—4r2],f0r somer € (0,1),0<Cy<c<
C| < oo, and to > 4r*. Then

=Lv

S ) Praldeydr,  (2.24)

/ Vov(x, )2 pa(dx) di < C
l(x0 1o,r )

xo 10, 2r
with C depending only on the dimension d, Cy, and Cj.

Proof. Letn € C*(R? x (0,0)) be a cut-off function such that 0 <1 < 1 on R? x
(0,00), 1 =1 on I(xp,1,r), N = 0 on the complement of I(xp, ,2r), and

1 ,on 1 1
IVanle S50 1501=S 0 lAnll S

with the implied constants depending only on d, Cyp and C;. Then, in view of

/

C
e Vantllee S (ool +2r) - =,

and recalling that 0 < r < 1, we have

1+r|x0\
}"2 ’

11
IILn\\w5r7+;\xo|+1 < (2.25)

where the implied constants depend only on d, Cy, C;. By integrating the identity

|71va|2 MV, nVyy) = (W = Vi(vn)), (vVin = V.(v0))),

and then using the fact that

/ n*(Va(vn), Va(vn) dwdt</ / Vi(vn)) dyadt
[(XO,I(),Z}’)

—2/ / v (—L)(vn) dy, dt
R4

=-2 / vnL(vn)dy,dt,
X0,10,27
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According to (2.21), we obtain

/ Vav]? dygdr < / n*nVwrdyde
I(X(),Io,r) I(x0710,2r)

</ N2V P dyadt

()C(),l() 2r (226)

+2\/ Vi(vn), m)dyddt’
xo,t0,2r

+2‘ / VnL(vn)dyddt‘.
X0,10,2F

For the first term on the right-hand side we have the estimate

1
/ N’ WanPdydt < —2/ 2 dy,dt.
1()(0,1‘0.2}”) r I(X(),t(),zr)

For the second term we have, by (2.25),

]/ ., 2Vn2<VX(Vn)7Vxn>d7ddt‘— \/ +(n)*,Van?) dy, dt
)C() 0 r

I(xg,to, 2r

/ (vn)?Ln? dyddt‘

1
< +r2|x0‘/ v[*dy,dt
r 1(x0,t0,2r)

where we used the fact that N satisfies the same assumptions as 1 to apply (2.25)
to nz. To estimate the third term on the right-hand side of (2.26), we substitute the
identity

iad +vLn —(V, Vam)

L(vn) = nLv+vLn —(Var,Vam) =15

and estimate each of the resulting integrals:

v 1 o? 1 on?

2 2 2

—dydt| = = / —dy;dt|== / ——dy,dt
‘/I(xo-,tolr)vn ot 4 ‘ 2‘ 1(X071072f)n at v ‘ 2‘ l(xo-,to,Zr)v ot &

d 1
_ ‘/ VZanydd[‘ S; 7/ ‘v‘zd)/ddf,
1(xq,t0,2r) ot = JI(xg,t0,2r)
14 r|xg
’/1( vanndedt‘ S 2| |/ V[ dygdt,
X0,10,27) r 1(x0,t0,2r)
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a

nd
1
‘/ vn<va,Vxn>d7ddt‘ = Z’/ <va27thn2>dedt]
1(xq,t0,2r) I<x()7t0~,2r)
_ 1 27 2
- 4’/Rdv In d}/ddt‘

1
< W/ Vldydi. O
r 1(x0.19,2r)

2.2 Definition and Basic Properties of the Ornstein—~Uhlenbeck
Semigroup

Now, we consider the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup. On L*(;) the closure of the
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator L generates an operator semigroup.

Definition 2.2. The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {T; };> is the semigroup of op-
erators generated in L*(y;) by the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L as infinitesimal
generator, i.e., formally T; = e~'L. In view of the spectral theorem, for f = Si—odif €
L*(y4) and t > 0, T, is defined as

Lf =Y e M(f by =Y e Y (fhy)yhy = Y eI 227)
v k=0 |v|=k k=0
where Jif = Xy =i (f )y, hy is the orthogonal projection of L*(y,) onto %;.

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup have the following representations.
Proposition 2.3. (C. P. Calderon- B. Muckenhoupt)

i) If f € L*(74), then X5_y e "*J1. £ (x) converges absolutely to T, f (x) almost every-
where (a.e.)v,.
ii) For any 1 < p <,2 there exists a function f € LP(y;) and t > 0 such that
> oe I f(x) diverges for all x.
iti) For anyt > O the integral representation for T; is given by

1 _ e*2’<\>-\2+\x\2>2—2f’<.w>
Lf(x) = (—e2yin /Rde e f)va(dy). (2.28)

Proof.

i) Observe that for each multi-index v, |v| > 0, according to (1.64) and the
Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, we have

[{f )y hy ()] < Coxvl[| fll2y =G LI

Therefore, the sequence {(f,hy),,hy(x)} is bounded for each x; thus using to
the Weierstrass M-test, the series 3” e ') J f(x) converges absolutely for any
x. Because L*(y;) C L'(y,), then, according to the first part, 7, f(x) has the
expansion Y5>, e "*Ji f(x), and this must be the limit a.e.

2,y
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ii) Using the multiplicative character of the Gaussian measure 7, it is enough to
consider the case d = 1. According to Pollard’s counterexample [230], for 1 <
p < 2, there exists a function f € L?(7;) such that

limsup((f,hy)y, |Hi (x)]) 7

k—roo0

is a fixed number greater than 1, for any x. Therefore, for # close enough to zero
(i.e., e~ close enough to 1), the expansion of 7, f diverges for any x.

iii) Using again (1.64), the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality and Stirling’s formula, we
get for |[v| =k

L e 0 0y lata) < 178z ( [, e 070 Prata))

1/2
<l Cosv) ([ Inv()Pra(a))

< Cuallfllaye ™.

Then, using this, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and the
d-dimensional Mehler’s formula (10.24), for r = ¢~ we get

170 = ¥ M [ 0@ ()

[v|>0

= [, (2 e V@) 70u()

[v|>0

1 _ ﬂ’<\>~\2+\x\27>2;2e*f<w>
= m/we 1=e F)va(dy). U

Note that the integral representation (2.28), obtained initially for f € L*(y;),
also makes sense for f € L”(7;), 1 < p < e, by using Holder’s inequality. There-
fore, {T; };>0 can be extended as a family of operators in L?(y,). Also note that, tak-
ing r = e, (2.27) is equivalent to the Abel summability of the Hermite expansion

of f
Tf =3 L.

k=0

Using this approach, B. Muckenhoupt [193], considered the so-called Poisson inte-
gral for the Hermite expansion for d = 1, and also C.P. Calderén [44] for the case
d>1.
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The kernel
1 2 (2 y?) =2 ()

i (2.29)

M;(x,y) = me ;

is called Mehler’s kernel.
The integral representation of 7; can be written in several equivalent forms. The

first one provides the link between the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup and the heat
semigroup,

1 _ e )2 )
Y;f(-x) = W/Rde 1—e—2t f(y)')/d(dy)
: - ""”4'2“2 d 0 2.30
- - T
nd/2(1—6721>d/2 /Rde f(y) Y, t>0. ( X )

Observe that now we are integrating with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The
alternative expression,

1 _ ety

et (2.31)

Mt(xvy) =

allows us to establish a connection between Mehler’s kernel and the heat kernel

1 R
k,(x) = We Il /41. (232)

Using {7 }1>0, the heat semigroup®

1 —x—y?
1= g v 0

we have the following representation of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup
Tf(x) = (ki _ o2y ja % ) (€7'%) = St kg o2y g ¥ 1(6) = 8t Ty 1) f (),
where 0, is the dilation operator by a, defined by
8uf (x) = f(ax). (2.33)

Thus, the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup is, after a dilation on the variable x, a
reparametrization of the heat semigroup; therefore, it is not a convolution semigroup.
More precisely, before taking the convolution with the properly reparametrized heat
kernel, a dilation by e~ is applied in the variable x. Because of this dilatation, none

SWe have already encountered this kernel in Chapter 1, (1.41)
6See Appendix 10.5 for more details.
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of the methods used in the study of classical semigroups can be applied to this semi-
group. Nevertheless, F. Weissler [292], who denotes this semigroup as the Hermite
semigroup,” establishes another explicit relation between the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
and the heat semigroups,

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 < p,g < oo, t >0, and > 0.8 Then,
Tt = (Cet)d/2n<1/2]7*1/2q)d(545(1))719:nﬁ 6;%(]76*%)/4@*?%065(517)7 (234)

where
o 1 1 e !
S l—e 2 p (1 —e2y’

1 1 Ge !
1—e 2 _a_ 1—e 20’

ﬁ =
Eflp ) LP(y4) — LP(R?) is the isometric isomorphism defined, for any 1 < p < o, as

EP () = flx)m e b, (2.35)

M, is the multiplication operator defined as

Mo f(x) = e f (),
and finally &, is the dilation operator, as defined in (2.33).

Using this relation, Weissler succeeded in not only extending the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup holomorphically to the half-plane Rez > 0, where the heat
semigroup is holomorphic but he was also able to obtain additional information
on the continuity of both semigroups (for more details see [292]). We discuss later
in this chapter the holomorphic Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup in more detail (see
page 49).

Observe that

M, (x,y) = Mt(y,x)e‘xlz_lylz.

y—e'x

T, f(x) = # / FV1—e2utex)e " du, (2.36)

R4

Through the change of variables u =

we get an alternative representa-

tion of T;

This representation of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup allows us to extend it
to a space of infinite dimensions, where the Gaussian measure, unlike the Lebesgue
measure, is well defined (see P. A. Meyer [187]).

7We refer to another semigroup as the Hermite semigroup, see point 10. in Section 2.5,
page 70.

8 Actually, Weissler defines it for z € C such that Rez > 0 and Re(§e?) > 0, see [292,
Theorem 1].
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One problem of the kernel (2.31) is that it does not reflect the symmetry of
Mehler’s kernel. An alternative symmetric representation of (2.29) is given by

Mt(xay) =

(lliry\z _1|x—y|2) 2.37)

1
(1—e—2‘)d/2exp 241 2e—1
which has been used in several papers about the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup,
(see for instance [249] and [104]). In [265], J. Teuwen has an alternative symmetric
representation:
'y

exp(—T30) exp(2e ' 0

(1_ —t)d/z (l_l_e—t)d/z ’

M, (x,y) = (2.38)

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>0 in R? is a Markov operator semi-
group in LP(y,),1 < p < oo, i.e., a positive conservative symmetric diffusion semi-
group, strongly LP-continuous in L”(7y;),1 < p < oo, with the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
operator L as its infinitesimal generator (see [23, 20] or [284]). Its properties can be
obtained directly from the general theory of Markov semigroups (see [20] or [284]).
Nevertheless, because the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup is of such great impor-
tance and serves as a “model” for Markov semigroups associated with classical or-
thogonal polynomials, we are going to give detailed analytic proof of its properties
using its integral representation (2.28).

Theorem 2.5. The family of operators {T, : t > 0} satisfies the following properties:

i) Semigroup property:
T;]-Hz = 7;1 07—}27 t,h > 0.

ii) Positivity and conservative properties:
T,f>0, for f>0,t>0,

and
T1=1.
iit) Contractivity property:
T Aoy < (1 f 1oy

forallt > 0,and 1 < p < oo,

iv) Strong LP(Yyy)-continuity property: The mapping t — T,f is continuous from
[0,00) t0 LP(Y4), for 1 < p < eoand f € LP ().

v) Symmetry property: T; is a self-adjoint operator in Lz(}/d):

LB @s@nt@n = [ foTe@n@n. =0 239

In particular, the Gaussian measure Y is the invariant measure for {T; }1>0,

[ mfwm@n) = [ f@n@, 0. (2.40)
R R
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vi) Infinitesimal generator: the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator L is the infinitesimal
generator of {T; : t > 0},
T.f—
lim Lf-f -

t—0 t

Lf. (2.41)
Proof.

i) To prove the semigroup property, we use integral representation (2.30)° as fol-
lows. Let f € L'(74), by Fubini’s theorem we have

1 _el?

(T f)(x) = m/}l@e 1—e=2

1 _\szj%f
(o fou® e Sy
1
md/2(1 — e=2)d/2d/2(] — ¢=25)d/2

X /]Rd (/Rd exp [7 ( |y1_—ee_j)261|2 + |Z1__ee_3s|2 )]dy)f(z)dz.

Taking the change of variables u = y — ¢’z in the exponent, we get,

Cy—ex P ey

1—e 2 1—e 2
|y7 e—tx|2 e—2s‘y7 ESZ|2 |u+eszf e—tx|2 e—2s|u|2
T e T T e 1 —e 2 e

(1 _ e—2s)|u _ es(e—(t+s)x_z)|2 _ (1 _e—2t)6—2s|u|2
(I—e ) (1—e2)
_ (=) (juf 20w e (e”x—z)) + &>l Tx—2?)
(1—eX)(1—e2)
(1 _efzr)efzs‘ulz
(1 _ efzr)(l _efzx)
ezs‘ef(zﬂ)x_ Z|2 Zes<u7ef(t+s)x_ Z> (1 _ 672(1+s))|u‘2

l—e2 l—e 2 (1—e2)(1—e=25)
But, the last two terms of the latter expression can be rewritten as
2e° (u, e~ 19 x —z) (1 — e 20H9)) |2
1—e 2 S (1—e2)(1—e %)
1 — e 2tts) 2e* (u,e=H)x —2) (1 — ™) 5
- (I—e 2)(1—e %) [ 1 — e—2(t+s) = lul ]

| — e 2+s)
C(l—e2)(1—e )

y [ 6‘5(1 _ e—2s>(e—(t+s)xiz) ’2 625(1 76‘_23)2

_ —(t+s) . _ 2}
= ¢ 20+ e e =]
9For alternative proofs, see point 4. in Notes and Further Results.

u—

(1 — e 20t+9))2
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Then, we have,

ly— e—tx|2 |z — e—sy|2 B e2s|ef(t+s)x_Z|2
T e 1—e2 1 — e 2t
y 1 _672(l+s) . es(l _ e*ZS)(ef(H»s)x_Z) |2
(1 _ 672t)(1 _ efzs) 1 — e—2(t+s)

(1 _ 672(t+3)) 623(1 _ 672s)2

—(t+s), |2
+(1_e—2t)(1_e—2s) (1_6—2(t+s))2|€ x—2]
B 62s|e—(t+s))C —Z|2 (1 _ e—2(t+s))
o 1—e 2t (1— e—2t)(1 _6725)
eS(1—e ) (e )y —z) 2
o 1 —e—2(t+s)
e2s(1 — e—2s) |€ t+s) Z|2
(1—e 2)(1 —e2(+9)) ’
S(1 — e 25) (e~ (t+8)y —
Now, taking the change of variables w = u — ell—e?)(e *¥—2) we

1 —e—2(t+s) ’
obtain

1 — g 2(t+s)
/Rd exp <_ (1—e2)(1—e %) ‘e
1 — g~ 2(t+s)
=L meimes
B € [ e
( —e 2(t+s))d/2 R
(1 _ e—2t)d/2(1 _ e—2s)d/2
(1 _ e—z(z+s))d/2

S(1 —e=25) (e~ t+5) x — 7) |2
e(1—e (e x Z)‘ )du

— il

(I,e—z(tﬂ))

y—e x> | |z—eyP
/RdexP[_( 1—e 2 * 1—e 2 )}dy
2s 2s —2s
_d)2 __¢€ e(1—e™) —(t4s) . _ |2
=7 exp[( l_e—2t+(176—2t)(176—2(t+s)))|e X Zl )
(1 _e—Zt)d/Z( —2s)d/2
(1 —e2(+))d/2 ’

With another change of variables, v = w we have

X
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but as
B el N e2s(1 _ 6725') - ( 1 _672(l+s) )e2s +€2S(1 —6‘72‘?)
l—e 2 (1— 6—21)(1 _ e—2(t+s)) - (176—21)(176—20“))
B e -1 B 1
- (1 —6‘72’) (1 _672(t+s)) T —e—20+s)°
we get,

1
(T f)(x) = n42(1 — e 2)d2gd/2(] — ¢~ 25)d/2

—(t+s

—le= ) x—z)? d/z(1_672t)d/2(1_872s)d/2
X/Rd (exp( 1 —e2(t+s) )717 (1—e—2(1+5))d/2 f(2)dz

‘L’f(H’s))cfz‘z

1 B A
T (1 2t9)Y2 /Rde =200 f(2)dz = T f (x).

ii) The conservative property follows immediately by a simple change of variables
y—e 'x

u =
2

- the translation invariance property of the Lebesgue measure, and
=

the fact that 7, is a probability measure:

1 e 1 2
= —e— 2t = — 7‘“‘ =
71 nd/z(l—e—2’)d/2/Rde T 1dy ﬂd/z/we du=1.

For the positivity of 7;, if f > 0,

1 y—e™!af?

T0) = B ay fea TV T 20

as the kernel is positive.

iii) Because the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup is not a convolution semigroup, this
property cannot be obtained using the theory of approximations of the identity,
as in the case of the classical semigroups (see Appendix 10.5). Nevertheless, it
can be obtained using Jensen’s inequality:

IN

| )2 ) b
- m/ﬂ@e e IF () |Pe P dy.

= L(If17) (%),

Then, according to v),

1 i
T flpy < W/Rdeﬂfl”)(X)e Mdx = || £115,.
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Therefore, T; is a contraction in LP(7,;),1 < p < . The case p = oo follows
immediately because 7;1 = 1, according to ii). Alternatively, this can also be
obtained by using interpolation and duality.

iv) We need to prove that T; f — T;, f in L? (74) as t — fp. Again, this is not a conse-
quence of the general theory of approximations of the identity. According to the
semigroup property, it is enough to prove that 7, f — f in LP(y,) as t — 0. Ob-
serve that LP(yy) is not closed under translation;!© thus, it does not make sense
to speak of continuity in norm L”(7;) and hence, this type of argument cannot
be used either. The alternative proof below is an extension to d-dimensions of
the proofin [193].

T/ (x) = f(x)]

: %/ e_wwlﬂy)—f(ﬂ\e*‘y'zdy

= w2 (1—e 242 |y

PR S b2 ) B e
T2 (1—e 22 /ley|zae ‘ f)—f(x)]e™" dy.

Let f be a function defined in R, continuous with compact support, and let € > 0
and 6 > 0 be such that if |x —y| < 8, then |f(x) — f(y)| < €. Now, according to
iii), it is clear that the first integral is less than €. Now, if y belongs to the support
of f,|x—y|>0and0<1—-e" < S%max{\y\ :y € supp f}. Then,

|e_t(x7y) *y(l 7e_t)|2 + |y‘2)

O

—2t 52

e
T T +max{|y|2 (yE suppf}).

SCXP(_ 4(1

The second integral is less than

2|1 |y e 8? 2. P2
m/suppfexp (- m—i—max{M ye Suppf}) e v dy,

and this tends to zero as t — ty. Thus, T; f — f uniformly in x as + — 0. The
general case follows from the density of the continuous functions with compact

support in LP(y,) for 1 < p < oo and using iif).

v) To prove (2.39), using Fubini’s theorem, we have
[, @@
Rd
1 (b2} —2e " (xy) 2 1 2
- - (=) =yl o H
7d/2(1—e2)d/2 /]Rd (/R,,e e f(y)e dy)g(x) ant

19Consider, ford = 1, f(x) = ﬁe‘x‘/sz(O’l)(x) and its translations.
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1 (2 +x2)=2¢ 7 (ry) 2 1 2
S B (- QLRI )y g
7d2(1 — o~ 2)d)2 /Rd (/]Rd e e g(x)e dx)f(y) —an® @

= foa /O8O 7 (dy)-

The invariance property follows immediately from (2.39) and the conservative
property, taking g = 1.

vi) Let f € C,%(Rd ), that is, a continuous function with bounded derivatives up to
the second order. Then, using (2.36), we have

(@)(x)—Lf(x)
- m%ﬂ/ﬂgd [f(myﬂ*’x) —f(x)}e*\ﬂzdy
1 92 d of
_ngl TXI%(X)JFJ-:Z‘]X]&T;(X)

= [ =Ty et - s

- td/2

2 e'x)—flx)
—13 =5 %(X)yﬂ e b dy+<f7( )= )+Z1x1‘§£ ().
j=

t

Now, using the Taylor expansion of order 2 for f, for some 8, with0 < 8 <1,

d
1
=Y Vi-e2y f(e”X)+§ (1—e )iy
] Xk i,j=1
*f ¢
—_ 1— 1—e 2t .
S (ot on o)

Then, according to the symmetry of el ‘2, we have

(=)@ - Lt
1 d — . of
:md/z/w{k; l—e kaTm(e x)

1 ) I f
- 1—e yy; x4 (1— 1 —e2
+2ij2:1( e )yyjaxiaxj (96 x+( e) e y)
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d

2 s o — flx d
—1y %(x)yﬂ e May+ (ﬂtf() +j=21xjgf(x)>

Xj

1 Ll f1- af o -
d*f —Iyl? fle7'x)—f & of
_Txﬁ(x)}y%e P gy + (M +j=z1xj5)cj'(x)> .

Thus,

s

I ()~ L ()|

7//Rdz 2 t

e R

—%

9% f

aZ(Qe_ter(l 0)V1—e2y)

Then, using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that each
of these terms tends to zero as t — 0. ad

Also, each operator of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup is compact.

Lemma 2.6. For eacht > 0, the operator T, is compact.

Proof. Because T; is given by
Lf=% e s 1>0,
k=1
we can consider the following sequence of compact operators:
n
T(n)f =Y e If, t>0.
k=1

Then,

=

2 ki g2 —2nt || 12
IZf =T fl3,= X le“Iflzy < e Iflzy

k=n+1



2.2 Definition and Basic Properties of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Semigroup 49

P

\a‘)p

Fig. 2.1. Epperson region E,.

Therefore, the sequence of compact operators {7;(n)} converges in L?(y;)-norm to
T; for all t > 0. Then, from e) of [62, Theorem A.3.22 ], we can conclude the com-
pactness of T;. a

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>¢ can be extended to complex values
of the parameter ¢. For any z € C with Rez > 0, the operator 7, = e, defined spec-
trally, is bounded on L?(y,). It is given by the kernel, using the representation (2.37),
replacing ¢ by z,

Mz(x’y) =

(1 ey 1 Ix—ylz)

(1 —e2)d/2 2 41 2 e—1

The function ¢ — T; has an holomorphic continuation to a distribution-valued func-
tion z — 77, which is holomorphic in Rez > 0 and continuous in Rez > 0. The family
of continuous operators {7} : Rez > 0} defined from the space of distributions Z(R¢)
to 2'(RY), then satisfies

Tin(x) = Tef (=x),  Tzf(x) = T.f (x). (2.42)

J. B. Epperson [74] proved that the operator 77, extends to a bounded operator on
LP(v4), 1 < p < oo, if and only if z € E,, where

E, :={z=x+iy:|siny| < tan¢,sinhx}, ¢, =arccos|2/p—1]|. (2.43)

The extension T}, to L” () is actually a contraction.

The set E, is a closed iz-periodic subset of the right half-plane, which is called
Epperson’s region, (see Figure 2.1). Each E, is a closed subset of the closed right
half-plane and periodic with period iz. Notice the symmetry ¢, = ¢,y and E, =
E,, where p' is the conjugate exponent. Also, we have E, CE, if 1 < p <g <2.
Furthermore, E;, depends monotonically on p on either side of 2. The extreme cases
are E; = {z:Rez>0} and E; = {x+ikm: x> 0,k € Z}.
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The map z — T from E,, to the Banach algebra of bounded operators on L”(y)
is continuous in the strong operator topology, and its restriction to the interior of E,
is holomorphic (see also [249]). Additionally, the holomorphic Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semigroup can be extended to infinite dimensions (see [167]).

Let us prove now that the L' (y;)-spectrum of L is the closed right half-plane (see
E. B. Davies [65, Theorem 4.3.5])

Theorem 2.7. The L' (,)-spectrum of L is the closed right half-plane {z : Rez > 0}.
Indeed, every z with Rez > 0 is an eigenvalue of L with multiplicity two.

Proof. First of all, according to the tensorization argument, it is enough to consider
the case d = 1. Let us consider the harmonic oscillator operator

Hlle <

)

with domain in .#(R) € L*(R). It is easy to see, using Mehler’s formula, that the
semigroup generated by Hy, {e~"1},>( has kernel

1 dxye™ — (¥ +y?) (1 +e~ %)
K’(X’y):nl/z(l_e—m) exp< 20 —e ) ,t >0, x,y eR.

Consider the isometric isomorphism, 2\ : L2(y;) — L(R) defined in (2.35), for
d=1land p=2,
E](2)f(x) — f(x)ﬂ'il/“ei‘x‘z/z?

and consider

Hence, the operator L on L' (R) has the same spectrum as L. The kernel of the semi-
group generated by L, {T; },50 = {e 7"t} />0 is

e i 1 (AP A I[?) — 2e "
i e e e (x> +|y[*) —2e7"x-y
M, (x,y) = WMt(xay)_ /2 (1 _6721)1/2 exp <— [—e2
B o2 e—?/2
= WKI(XJ)W
1 ey

= —_— 1—e—2t

Tl2(1— e 2)12°
Taking the Fourier transform .% from L!(R) into Cy(R), it follows that

F(T)F(Q) =e 1 f(e ).

Let us consider f£;"(x) and f; (x) the L'(R)-functions, whose Fourier transforms

are Xjo,.)(&)[C[Fe™ /4 and (- (§)|C|ze’42/4 respectively. Then, for any z, with
Rez > 0
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F (e £)(8) = Kppwny (§)e 17 e g 2eme M E 4 — o F(£1)(0),

and analogously,

_ _ C(l—e=2)2/4 _ _e kg2 _ -
F(e M FNE) = Ko (§)e e Ve T (Lo T = T F(f)(£).
Hence, according to the uniqueness of the Fourier transform,
et (x)=e @ and e f7 (x) =V S

Now, because the spectrum of L is a closed subset of {z:Rez > 0}, as {T} };>0 is a
strongly continuous contraction semigroup, we get the conclusion. a

Definition 2.8. The maximal function of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {T; }+>0
or maximal Ornstein—Uhlenbeck function, is defined as

T"f(x) = sup |T; f(x)]. (2.44)

>0
In Chapter 4, Theorems 4.19 and 4.20, we study the boundedness properties of
T*, proving that it is bounded in LP(y;) for 1 < p < oo, and that it is of weak type

(1,1) with respect to the measure ;. Also, other versions of maximal functions are
study in detail in Chapter 4.

In 1969, C. P. Calderén [44] proved that the multiparametric Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck maximal function

1 4 1 _ ly—elin?
T = su / 1= dyl, 2.45
f(X) 0<t15°<> [nd/Z ,1:11 (1 — e_2ti)l/2 R4 ¢ f(y) y‘| ( )
0<ty<eo
0<ity<oco

is L?(y,)-bounded, 1 < p < eo. From this result, the L?(y,)-boundedness for the
one-parameter maximal operator 7 also follows.

The maximal function for the holomorphic Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7 :
Rez > 0} can also be considered:

I f(w) = sup |T.f(w)], (2.46)

zcE,

where E,, is Epperson’s region defined in (2.43).

In particular, I"] is the maximal operator of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup
which, as we are going to see in Chapter 4 is of weak type (1,1) and of strong type
(p,p) foreach 1 < p < eo.

According to the periodicity properties of the holomorphic Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semigroup {7; : Rez > 0}, we may restrict the parameter z to the set F,,
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F,={z€E,:0< Imz</2} (2.47)
Consider the map, 7: {{ € C:|{| < 1,|arg{| < m/2} — CU {eo} introduced in
[105]:
log %, if ¢ #1
Q)= e e (2.48)
o, itf=1,

where log @ is real when @ > 0; hence 7 is real-valued in the interval [0, 1). Notice

that 7((§)~") = 7({) + im, which means that T makes reflection in the unit circle
|€| =1 correspond to reflection in the line Imz = im/2. Combined with the period-

icity and symmetry of 77, we get

Tr(tflei‘f’)f(x) = Tr(tei¢)f<_x)'

Moreover, T is a homeomorphism of its domain onto the half-strip {{ € C: Re{ >
0,|Im{| < m/2} mapping the sector

So, i ={C € C: || <1, |argl] < ¢} (2.49)

onto the set Fj, U {co}. In particular, if 1 < p <2, then 7 maps Sy, \ [1,°) onto the
interior of EN{z € C: |Im|z < 7/2} and the ray [0,e/%c) onto JE,N{z € C:
[Imz| < 7/2} (see Figure 2.1). Additionally, if § # 1,

d X2 2
My (x,y) = (1+e) eXP(' Tt bl *%(C\x+y|2+%lx*y\2)),

(4¢)4/2 2
because
NS SEN U S UK SRS U S B
(1482 2ei 41 4 47 2e0—1 4 4¢°

We define M1 (x,y) = 1, for all x, y.
Several estimates for I';, are given by J. Garcia-Cuerva, G. Mauceri, P. Sjogren,

and J. L. Torrea [104]. The simplest result establish that I'; is bounded on L?(yy) if

é —3> \% — 1|- This means that for f € LP(y,), the supremum of |T. f(x)| is taken
forze E; CE,.

For the case 1 < p <2, it was proved in [104] that I"}, is not L7 (y)-bounded, not

even of weak type (p, p) with respect to the Gaussian measure. The unboundedness

on L () here occurs along the whole boundary of E,,.

Cepfw) = sup  [Lf(w)], (2.50)

€K, d(z,inZ)>¢

is of weak type (p,p) with respect to the Gaussian measure, for any € > 0. Then,
P. Sjogren [249] proved that for 2 < p < e T’ is not L”(y;)-bounded, but I'; , is
LP(y,)-bounded; therefore it is of weak type (p, p) with respect to v, for any € > 0.
Finally, for p = 2, the situation is rather different: I'; is not of weak type (2,2) with
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respect to the Gaussian measure (see [104]).

According to the Banach principle, it is known (see [107] or [275, Theorem 6.1]),
that the study of this maximal operator is a key tool for investigating the almost
everywhere convergence of {T; };>0,

Tof(x) lim 7, f(x)=f(x) ae xeR? (2.51)
t—0t
(see Theorem 4.46), and also
T.f(x):= }Lrgﬂf(x) = /ﬂ;d fO) y(dy) a.e. xeR?, (2.52)

for all f € L'(y). This implies it for all f € LP(y;), 1 < p < oo, as L(yy) C LP (1)
for p < g. Thus, unlike the classical case of the heat semigroup, the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup does not decay at infinity. This property expresses the ergodic-
ity of the semigroup. The details of this proof and its generalization to non-tangential
convergence are given in Chapter 4.

Proposition 2.9. If f € LP(y), u(x,t) = T,f(x) is a C*(RY x R solution of the
parabolic equation

0 1
a—l:(x,t) = EAxu —(x,Vyu) =Lu, x¢€ Rt >0, (2.53)

with boundary condition u(x,0) = f(x), x € R9.
Thus, u(x,t) = T, f(x) is the solution of a boundary value problem.

Proof. According to the general semigroup theory, given the fact that L is the in-
finitesimal generator of {7} : t > 0}, we get

du(x,t)  IT,f(x)

7R P LT, f(x) = Lu(x,t).

Yet, this can also be shown explicitly:

et det e ty—e'x|?
Lu(x,t) = /Rd [ + i C_ <(y—e'x),x >}

nd/2(1 — ¢ 2)d/2 51 2 I—e 2
—e 'x|?
<enp () Sy
_ du(x,t)
or

The boundary condition follows from (2.51). a
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Now, from the fact that L is the infinitesimal generator of {7;};>¢, using the
semigroup property, we can easily get that

AT (2.54)

In [106], G. Garrigés, S. Harzstein, T. Signes, J. L. Torrea, and B. Viviani find
optimal integrability conditions to guarantee the existence of solutions of (2.53).

Moreover, for the study of Hardy spaces in Chapter 7 we need to consider higher
order derivatives of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup,

P =Lf1; (2.55)

We get a closed expression for the integral representation of these derivatives, deter-
mining explicitly the kernels M* such that

ET)f) = [ ME)S00(dy), (256)
Observe that, for v € Ny
(LT )hy (x) = [v[fe Iy (x) = [v[*e MRy, (x1) - By, (xq)

k _ _
z < nd) {ll. .vgde ... e mdhvl(xl)”'hvd(xd)
[n|=k ’

Ni,M2,- -

=X ( ‘ )L’l“ T hy (1)L TV hy, (xa),  (2.57)
=k \11>72,°+,Ta

where, as in (2.5), L; denotes the one-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator,

in the i-th variable, and {7;'},>¢ is the one-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semi-

group, in the i-th variable. Here, we follow J. Teuwen’s paper [266], and it should be

consulted for full details of the proof.

Theorem 2.10. Let L be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator in L*(y;), t > 0, and
N > 0. The integral kernel M,k of L¥T, is given by

- w3 (o 5 VS $ae(2)

ni, N2,

|n|=k i=0n;=01;=0
eit 2ni—l; y X, —t
X <— ﬁ) H, (xi)Hzn,»fl,- (ﬁ)y (2.58)

where { :1} are Stirling numbers of the second kind."!

For n > m non-negative integers, the Stirling number of the second kind {,','l} is defined
as the number of partitions of a set of n elements into m non-empty subsets, see [36].
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Proof. From (2.57) and the tensorization argument, it is enough to consider only the
case d = 1. Observe that

(L*T) f(x) = LX(T;f) L" / M (x,9) f () ya(dy) / LMy (x,9) f () va(dy);

hence, M¥(x,y) = L*M, (x,y). Therefore, using the integral representation of Mehler’s
kernel (1.46) we get

2
e ; 2 e —1\2 2
Miry) = LS [ o Ee e ergy)
VT IR
2
e 2y—E2 pk (xtiEe )24
= e L'e d&.
=

Now, observe that

_x—2x2 a k_x_2x2 J k nxzak _X_2
ko= (—1)+ :(—1)k(t§)e( 7+ —(_1)"2{ }te ﬁe( 2

—o \?
ko (k 2 ox 2
— (_1)k n 1KY —(x-1)
(=1 ’%{n}t e (—1) 8xke
k
_ (_l)ke*(xftﬂ#»xz Z {/;}tn Hn(x—t),
n=0

by using Rodrigues’ formula and [266, Lemma 1].'? Therefore, using (1.39)

k kex2+y2 & [k 2iEy—E% 1 g —t\k ,—(x+ike™)? et
Mi(ry) = (-1) = Yt [ g e Hx+iGe ™) dg

n=0 1
{ }( > )211 l/ReZiﬁy—éze—(x+i§e”)2(ige—t)Zn—ldé.
n=01=0

Thus, it remains to compute the inner integral. For each m € N, using again the in-
tegral representation of the Hermite polynomials (1.30), and the change of variables

=+1—e2E, wehave

I2Teuwen notices that his Lemma 1 is a particular case of a result in Weyl algebras, and
depends only on the fact that the commutator [¢, ;] = —1.
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ex2+y2 i !
T f S e T e s

2
e i(y—xe™ —(1—e"2)¢ —t\m
= NG ReZ(y NS¢ (ge Mg

2
_ % / eZif\/ l—e 2 [(y—xe ") /A/1—e=2 e*(lfe’z’)é2 (iéefl)mdtg'
R

m 2 F\m ,—tm
_ (_1) ey (—21) e ! /621‘11[()’—“7')/ /l_efzt]e_nznmd’rl
2m\/r (s /1 — e 2ymtl R

—t

B e (y—wxe Z)Z/(1_67 t)eyz 2_m( _e ! )mH ( y—Xxe )
V1—e 2 1—e 2 n V]—e 2

—t —t
_ —e m y—xe
— M, (x,y)2"™ H ( )
((x,3) (\/l—efzf) "\V1—e 2
Therefore,
M) = (M) 3 32 { }( ) ()"
X, =(— x -
iy ((x.) Py Ji—e 2
y—xe”!
H (X)Hzn l(\/ﬁ) O

Another ingredient that is needed for the study of Hardy spaces in Chapter 7 is
the following Gaussian version of A. P. Calderén’s reproducing formula; see [231].

Lemma 2.11. (Portal) For all n € N and a, o > 0, there exists C > 0 such that for
all f € L2 (v4)

fx)=cC / (LN T 2o f (6 / x)va(dx), (2.59)

in L? sense.

Proof. As this is a formula in L?(y,), it is enough to prove (2.59) for the Hermite
polynomials, as they are an orthonormal basis for L*(7,).
If v =0, then as Hy = 1, and LHy = 0, the right-hand side equals

e dt
27 \N+1
C/O (2L T +/Rd1dydzc-o+1 = Hy.

Let us assume now that v # 0. For these H,, the last integral in (2.59) is zero ac-
cording to orthogonality. As H, is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue of L, then

LN+IHV — (_1)N+] ‘V|N+]Hv.
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Hence, we obtain for x € R?

e dt = (14a)? dt
/0 (IZL)NHT(Ha)zZ/aHV(x)T:/0 (t2L)N+1e (I+a) |v|/och(x)7

— ()N N, () /wt2(N+1)e—(l+a)t2|v|/a dr
0

t
N+1
_ N% ((1 j‘;@) H,(x) = CH,(x).

Therefore, C =Cy = % (lfT“)N *+1 is the right constant. O

Another version of A. P. Calderdn’s reproducing formula was obtained in [164],
and is discussed in Chapter 8 (see Theorem 8.31).

2.3 The Hypercontractivity Property for the Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck
Semigroup and the Logarithmic Sobolev Inequality

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup is not only a contraction semigroup but it is also
hypercontractive. The hypercontractivity property of {T;};>0 was initially proved
by E. Nelson [204] in the context of quantum field theory, and it has been studied
extensively in the literature.

Definition 2.12. Given a semigroup of contractions {T;};>o defined in LP(E, ),
with 1 < p < oo, the semigroup {T, },;>0 satisfies the hypercontractivity property if for
each initial condition 1 < p < oo there exists an strictly increasing function q : R —
[p,0), ¢(0) = p such that

HthHq(t),[.L < ||f||P~,N’f0r all f € LP(Enu)a 1>0.

The function q is called the contraction function.

We are going to prove in detail that the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>0
is hypercontractive, having contraction function

q(t)=1+¢*(p—1) > p.
Thus, we will prove the following inequality:

T gy < AN pys (2.60)

forall f € LP(y;) and ¢t > 0.
We will first prove that the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator satisfies the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality.
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Theorem 2.13. The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L satisfies the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality: for any f € L*(y;) with V.f (in the weak sense) belonging

to L*(Yy),

1
17010 0l7(d0) < 5 [ 1Vaf(0P1a(d0) + 11718, log Il 26D

or, equivalently,
L 1r@Poglr@hatdx) — ( [, 150Pm(@0)og ([ 1))
<3 [, Ve P e

Proof. To prove (2.61), we will follow Adams and Clarke’s proof [4], which is one of
the simplest proofs for this inequality'3. We begin by making a series of reductions.
In the first place, it is enough to prove the logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the case
d = 1. Then, the general case can be obtained by induction in d. In addition, observe
that (2.61) is homogeneous with respect to rescaling of f; thus, we may assume that
||f]|2,y = 1. Moreover, we may assume that ||f’||2,y < o because, otherwise, there
is nothing to prove. The change f(¢) = g(t)e’z/ 2 implies the following equivalent
formulation of the inequality:

[ (31 OF = g0 0ele 1) ar= G, providea [ e (P ar= v @6

As |(g]")| < |g'| a.e., we may assume that g is a non-negative real-valued function.
It is enough to consider only the case g (¢) > 0 for all # € R; this can be justified by a
simple argument of density. Finally, it is convenient to split (2.62) into two half-line
problems, each of them equivalent to

/Om (; (€(0)* (s (t))zlog(g(t))> dr > ?, provided /Om (g (6))dt = ?
(2.63)

For s,r > 0, let V(s,r) = {v(s,r)s2 + r(l —v(s,r)* =2 log 5”/2, where
v(s,r) =h""(r/s*), and h is given by

h(t) :etz/ e Udr.
1

It is easy to see that A is strictly decreasing in R and (h_l)/ (t) ={2th~" (1) — 1}71.
The partial derivatives of V are:

V,=vs, and V, = — (v2/2) —logs.

13For another simple proof see [219].
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If U (s,u) = (u*/2) — s*logs, then,
1
Vo —Vos? + U (s,u) = 5 (ut vs)> >0, fors >0, u € R. (2.64)

Therefore, if g satisfies the inequalities

1) >0, /Ow (g(1))*dr / )2 dt < o, (2.65)

it then follows from (2.64) (setting s = g(t), r = [~ (¢(7))*d7, u = g'(t)) that

d

4V (600, [ (@@Par) =ug 060 2 U (e0) £ ()

>y (g(O),\/f) ~timint v (50), [ (s(2)?d).
As h~! is decreasing and 1! (\/E/2s2) = 0 only for s = 1, we conclude that

V(s,v/m/2) >V (1,V/r/2) = /7 /4, for all s > 0.

The inequality (2.63) would be shown if the following claim holds: if g satis-

fies (2.65), then
liminf V (g (1), / (g(r))zdr) <0.
f—yo0 t

To prove the claim, we use the fact that () < 1/7 forall T > 0. Then, h~! (¢) <
1/t for all £ > 0, and v(s,r) s> < s*/r. Similarly, 1 (7) < \/Ze® for T < 0 implies
h='(t) < —/log (t/y/7) fort > /T and therefore, setting t = r/s*, we get

(v(s,r))* > logr—logs® —log/7
for \/7s* < r. Evidently, (v(s,r))* > 0if r < /7s® and consequently,
r (1 - 210gs) < max{r (1 Jrlog\/ﬁflogr) A Ts? (1 flogsz)}
for all r,s > 0. Hence,

¢

2r—ﬁ—lmax{ (1+10gf—logr) N (l—logs )} (2.66)

Vi) <5+
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If g satisfies (2.65), then taking s = g (¢),

r= /I.Do (g(1))*dt, and € = '/lm (g’(r))zdr

both terms tend to zero as t — co. Moreover, according to Holder’s inequality

st=(g()* < (z/tmg(r) |g’(r)\dr>2 <A4re.

From (2.66), it follows that liminf,_,.. V (s,7) <0 O

In [119], L. Gross proved the following striking result:

Theorem 2.14. The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {T;}i>0 is hypercontractive,
with contraction function q(t) = 1+ e*(p —1) > p, if and only if the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck operator L satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (2.61).

To prove this theorem, we essentially follow Gross’ argument (see [119] and
[120]). For this we need the following technical (but key) lemma. We are going
to formulate it in great generality for any probability space (E, %, 1), which will
be useful in what follows. Of course, in our case, the probability space is simply
(Rda‘@(Rd)v Yd)

Lemma 2.15. Let (E, A, L) be a probability space. Let us take 1 < p < oo, € >0
and q > p and let s be a real function, continuously differentiable from [0, €) to (1, )
such that s(0) = p, and let f be a function continuously differentiable from [0, €) to
L) with f(0) =v # 0. Then, || f(t)||5) is differentiable at t = 0 and

(2.67)

d
7Ol _,
= ity [/ ©) ([, 11710z vidu = vl 10g]vl,) +Re(r'(0). v,)u].

where, v, = (sgnv)|v[P~L.

Proof. Let g :[0,e) — C be a continuously differentiable function. Then, we have

S = [¢0)10g o) +5(0) 7 Reg ()50 o)
_— 5010 s _1 eo’ 8(0) s(6)—
(0)180) ) 0g ()| + s0) gy Res ()£ ()0

= 5'(1)|g(1)""log|g(1)] +S(f)mReg'(f)g(t)s(z>~

This holds even when g(7) = 0 for some ¢, because s(¢) > 1.
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Let us take g(z) = f(¢)(x)(formally), integrate it with respect to , and inter-
change the order of the integration and differentiation. Then,

& [r0@ru@) = [ SO0 g0 () + 0RO, o)

Then, if V(1) = [ | f(1)( )‘ 1(dx), we have
d d st
L0y = SV
s(t)—1 §
- % [V(if)(t)}v/(t) - S;(z))v(l)s(l)l logV/ (1).

The second chain of equalities needs justification, because f(¢)(x) is not necessarily
differentiable in the variable ¢ for a.e. x (for details see Gross [120, page 63]). Then,
taking r = 0 (2.67) follows. a

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.14
Proof. First of all, consider the number operator
N=2(-L)=—A+2(x,V,)

which is the Dirichlet form for 7y, i.e.,
[ Vaf ). Vo) () = [ FNglo(d)

and consider the semigroup {¢~"V1},~( generated by N.'*
Let us assume that (2.61) holds. Then, we can obtain, for each p > 1, the Sobolev
logarithmic inequality in L7 ()

/ﬂéd |f()[Plog | f (x)]1a(dx) < c(p)Re(NF (1), fo)y, + 1 £Ip.z 108 1fllpy:  (2.68)

with ¢(p) = 4(p 7 and f, = (sgn f)|f|P~ I In Gross’s notation [120] this means that
N is a Sobolev generator in (0,0).

The outline of this argument is as follows: assume that p > 1 and let f be a non-
negative bounded function in the domain of N in L?(7;). Then, replacing f by f”/ 2
in (2.61), we get

P/ |f(x) [P Tog]| f(x)|7a(dx) < / IV, fp/2 () Pra(d)
*5/Rd () (tog [ )" ra(d).

14This semigroup is simply {7y },>0, the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup with parameter
2t.
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Now, if f is bounded and smooth, we have

Va(f)P2)P = (p/2) (F)PP P IVef ()P,

and also
(Vef (0), Va(f(x)P1) = (p—= D F ()P 2| Vaf (x) .
Therefore, )
1(p/2) -
V(F@ = [P Ve, Ve ),
and
P -
Ve PPt = [z [V @V mta)
_ p2 N p—1
= =) e

thus proving (2.68).

The set where these computations make sense can be justified from the fact that
e "Nis a contractive and positive semigroup in L (y;) (see [120]).

Now, let g be a non-negative function in Ci’ (R) with support in (0,c) and let u €
L=(y4). Then, h:= [5” g(s)(e~*Nu)ds exists as a Riemann integral in LP(1),1 < p <
oo If f(t) = e ™h,t >0, f is a positive and differentiable function in L () for all
1 < p < co. Then, according to Lemma 2.15 the function o/(t) = |[£(#)|[,(p—1)
is differentiable in (0,0); therefore,

M.y

da(t) d
o E||f(t)||1+(p71)e4’,y

= O [ew) " ( [, 1@ log £Oldva = LF )11 s1og 170
—Re(Nf(1), f(1)p)y] <0.

Thus, %log o(r) <0andloga(t) <logo(0) =log||h||p,y, ie.,
[le™™Rll1 (pryetn g < I1llpy (2.69)

Recall that an approximation of the identity is a sequence of functions {4,} that
converges to the Dirac delta function (see the Appendix 10.5). Then, for each t > 0
and for any element of an approximation of the identity, so that the corresponding
sequence {,} converges to u in L”(y;)-norm, and e "V, converges to e Nu in
LP(y,)-norm, and also almost everywhere. Applying the previous inequality (2.69)
to &, and using Fatou’s lemma, we have

lle™ull 14 pryet 5 < Ml .y

As L= (yy) is dense in LP (), we can again apply Fatou’s lemma; thus, the inequal-
ity (2.69) holds for any h € L” (7).
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Finally, given that T,h = e''h = e /DN the previous inequality is equivalent to
L —(t/2)N .
||T1h||1+ (p—1)e2 )y Hel h||1+(p—1)92’,y: ||€ t/2) h”l-‘r(!’—l)e“(’/z)y < HhHPJ”

hence, {T; };>0 satisfies (2.60).

Conversely, let us assume that the semigroup {7; };>¢ is strongly continuous on
LP(v;), 1 < p < oo, and that it is hypercontractive (2.60). Let Z be the linear hull of
the set of functions & := [ g(s)(e *Nu)ds, with g a non-negative function in C§ (R)
with support in (0,0) and u € L™(,), as was considered in the first part of the proof.
Let & be a non-zero element in & and set f(t) = e ™V h, t € (0,0). Then, for each ¢,

YR sl 170)
Dl (p—1)et y — psY I-1
—— < [ltllpy(——) =0.

according to the hypercontractivity property (2.60) and the fact that e="Nh = Tyh.
By Lemma 2.15, we can take the limit as 7 | 0 in the preceding inequality to get

lall34 [~ 40— 1>( [, 17 10g idya = 1811 5 1og 1) ~Re(Nh ) <0.

Multiplying by 77" ||h| \p 1,» We obtain (2.61).

Now, because @ is dense in the domain of the infinitesimal generator of
{e7N},50 in LP(yy), for any f there exists a sequence {h,} in & such that h, — f
in the graph norm and a.e. y;. As xPlogx is bounded from below in [0,<0), we can
use Fatou’s lemma on the left side of (2.61). For the right side we observe that the
mapping f — f, is continuous from L”(y,) to LP/(}/d); thus, the right-hand side is
a continuous function of f in the graph norm. Therefore, because (2.61) holds for
each hy,, it holds for any f. a

The hypercontractivity of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup can also be ob-
tained using the curvature-dimension inequalities. In 1984, D. Bakry and M. Emery
[21] developed a criterion (sufficient condition) for a Markov diffusion semigroup to
satisfy the hypercontractivity property, which is the famous Bakry—Emery criterion.
This criterion is given in terms of the iterated square field operator I5,

B(f.8) = 5 [LP(/.8)~ T (/.Le) ~ (7. Lg)].

for every f,g € o7, the standard algebra (an “appropriated class” of functions). The
Bakry—Emery criterion has evolved to what is now known as curvature-dimension
inequalities, which allows us to study the local structure of the generator L and has
important applications in differential geometry.

Definition 2.16. An operator L is said to satisfy a curvature-dimension inequality
CD(p,n) if
1
B(f.f) 2 pT(f.f)+ - (Lf), (2.70)

forany f € of . Here, p € R is called the curvature and n € [1,0] the dimension.
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It can be proved (see for instance [19, 284]) that if an inequality CD(p, <) holds
for some p > 0, then the invariant measure (& must be finite; moreover, a logarithmic
Sobolev inequality holds. Observe that for the Gaussian case, when d =1 (2.17)
and (2.23) become

1

LN =307 and  B(f 1)) = 3 (f"(0))* + 5 ()%

Then, trivially, we have a curvature-dimension inequality with n = e and constant p

L (W2 = L),
if and only if p < 1. The extension for higher dimensions follows simply by the
tensorization argument.

The original hypercontractive estimates of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup
were obtained by E. Nelson [204] and were later extended to the complex case, for
suitable values of z, by F.B. Weissler [292] and J.B. Epperson [74].

2.4 Applications of the Hypercontractivity Property

One of the first consequences of the hypercontractivity property for the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>0 is that the orthogonal projections J; onto the (closed)
subspaces %}, of the Wiener Chaos are L”(y;)-continuous for 1 < p < oo :

Corollary 2.17. For any k € N, Ji| P (RY) the restriction of Ji to the polynomials

P (RY), has an extension, which will also be denoted as J;, to a bounded operator
in LP(yy), ie.,
fllpy < Corllf1lp- 2.7D)

Proof. If p > 2, taking fo > 0 such that p = ¢*0 + 1, according to the hypercontrac-
tivity property of {7;}, we have

1T fllpy < 117112y

In particular, from Holder’s inequality,

T difpy < efll2y < N Fllzy < [Ifllpy-

Now, because T;, f = X" e K], f, we have T f = e k], f; therefore,

—tok
T Jif |y = e | IS p.y-

Thus, we have
k
I fllpy < €N fllp.y-
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The case 1 < p < 2 is obtained by duality from the previous one. Let p’ be the
conjugated exponent of p, that is, % + 4 =1, p’ > 2. Then, because the projection
Ji is a self-adjoint operator, using Holder’s inequality, we get

Wesllpy = sup_ gdu= sw | [ rhgdu
el <1 lglly y<t 1/ ===
< sup sup
llgll,» <1 llgll y<1
where C = ¢'0%| with ty > 0 such that p’ = >0 4 1. O

The next lemma is useful for the proof of P.A. Meyer’s multiplier theorem , which
is also a consequence of the hypercontractivity property.

Lemma 2.18. If 1 < p < oo, for each n € N, there exists a constant C,, such that

T~ J0 =31 = o= Tu )1y < G [l @72)

Proof. Again, by duality, it is enough to consider the case p > 2. Let 7y be such that
p = €?0 4+ 1. Then, using the hypercontractivity property and Parseval’s identity, we
get for t > 1o,

/02 T P A VI
=TTt =Jo—T1 = .= 1)fI[5
< T—ig(I=Jo=J1 — ... = Ju)
*||Z€ =k £13., = ;e_z(t_m)k”']kfugm
=n
= i 20) K| f1[3, < @720 ];)HJanHZY
<e <Cae M| £1150
where C,, = ¢20".
Now, if t < t(, because T; is a contraction,
LI =Jo—J1— - =T 1) fllpy S NT=Jo=J1 — .. = Jn-1) fllpy

n—1

< (14 Y )Ifllpy < (14 e
k=0

< Cne_mOHpr.y < Cne_me”P,Y’

with C, = (n+ 1)e™0. O



66 2 The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Operator and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Semigroup

Finally, let us consider potential operators,

U,,fz/OwT,(I—Jo—Jl—...—Jn—1)fdt~ (2.73)

According to Minkowski’s integral inequality and Lemma 2.18, we have

U

C
py < ZHpr’y’ for1 < p < co. 2.74)
Let us also consider the following operators associated with U,
1 o
Unmf:i/ L= Jo—Ti— . —Ja)fd. (275)
(m—1)!Jo
Then, again according to Minkowski’s integral inequality and Lemma 2.18 we have

1 R
Unmfllpy < W/O NI —~Jo—J1— o =T ) fl]py dt

c = m—1_ — C
< o e <

hence, c
WU fllpy < 5111 pr (2.76)

for all n,m € N.
Moreover, if f € €, i.e., Jif = f,and k > n,

Unf = /w T fdt = /wefk’fd[ = 1f7
0 0 k

and similarly,

o 1 Sl 1
Unmf = !/ t 1T,kadt=m/o e k’fdt:k—mf.

1
(m—1)!Jo

A very important consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semigroup is P. A. Meyer’s multiplier theorem (see Theorem 6.2 in Chapter 6).

2.5 Notes and Further Results

1. The definition of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>¢ using the integral
representation (2.28) coincides with that obtained using the general theory of
Markov semigroups, taking as transition probabilities

1 _ e P+ —2e T (xy)

P[(-x7dy): z e—t\V‘hv(x)hv(y)’)/l (dy) = me |—e—20 dy,

[v|=0



2.5 Notes and Further Results 67

according to Mehler’s formula (10.24). For more details, see for instance [20]
or [284]. This is the link to the theory of Markov processes in probability. It is
well known that Brownian motion {B; };>¢ is associated with the heat semigroup
{Z }s>0. Similarly, we have the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process {X; };> with tran-
sition probabilities {7, },>0, which is associated with the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semigroup {7; }+>o. The process {X; };>0 describes the speed of a particle mov-
ing in a fluid with viscosity against a resisting force that is proportional to its
speed (see Breiman [35, Chapter 6]). Hence, {X; };>( can be obtained using the
following formula to construct its finite-dimensional distributions:

,u'x{th S E17X12 € E27 T 7Xlk € Ek} =
/ / / Pt](-xadyl)})tz—tl(yhdyZ)"'Ptk—tkfl(ykfhdyk)'
JE; Ey JE
It is known that the process can be obtained from the semigroup using (2.77) and
that the semigroup {T; };,>0 can be represented in terms of the Markov process

{Xt }tZO as
T.f (x) = E[f(X;)|Xo = x|, f € L™ (%a)- (.77

Using this representation, the properties of the semigroup can be proved using
probabilistic methods. Moreover, (2.52) expresses the stationarity and ergodicity
of the process.

. The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup can also be introduced formally, following
S. Bochner [32], as a solution to the equation (2.53), as follows: let f € Lz(yd)
with Hermite expansion ¥,|>oavHy; therefore, Z|v|20(av)2 < oo, Then, for-
mally, Lf has the expansion

Lf=-— Z |v|ayHy,

[v|>0
if Bjvjz0 [V (av)? <.
Now, let u(x,t) be a solution of (2.53) with Hermite expansion ¥, (>0 av (t)Hy;

therefore,
2 (aV(f))z < oo,

[v[=0

Thus, Lu and % have Hermite expansions

— Y |vlay()H,, and Y d,(H)H,

V[>0 V>0

respectively, and then, assuming that

> IvP(av(t))* <e and Y (a)(t)* <o,

[v[=0 [v[>0
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we conclude by the uniqueness of the Hermite expansions that
—|Vlay(t) = a, (1),

or equivalently

ay(t) =aye V.

Thus, we get the expansion (2.27), and again by uniqueness, we conclude that
necessarily u(x,t) = T, f(x).

. S. Pérez [221] provided another way to see that u(x,t) = T, f(x) is a solution

of (2.53). It consists of looking for an appropriate dilation that, using the Fourier
transform, gives us u as a solution of a differential equation that is easier to solve.
Let w(x,t) = u(e'x,t), then

wy(x,1) = € (x, Vu(e'x,t)) +u (e x,1),

V.ow(x,t) = e Vou(e'x,t), and Acw(x,1) = e* Au(e'x,1).

Thus, w satisfies a variant of the heat equation
1
wy(x,t) = Ee_ZZAxw(x,t).

Then, applying the Fourier transform (in the x variable), we obtain that W satisfies
the ordinary differential equation

W(E,1) = —2me [EPR(E ),

whose solution is

~

W(E.1) = e I pe)
and its inverse Fourier transform is given by

s
e -2

w(x,t) =Cqy /Rd mf()’)dy

To prove the semigroup property of {T; };>0, there is an analogous proof to that
given for the heat semigroup in the Appendix using the Fourier transform (see
proof of Theorem 10.157)). Nevertheless, this would prove the result only for
functions in . (Rd), Schwartz’s space of test functions. Also, because the set of
polynomials & (R9) is dense in L (7;), see Corollary 10.12, we can also prove
the semigroup property by means of the representation (2.27).

oo

(Tn o le)f = Tt| (Z e_tZkaf) = Z e_(tl +t2)kaf = Tl] +12f'
k=0 k=0



2.5 Notes and Further Results 69

5. The translated Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck semigroups {TZ(KJ }>0, K >0, see [122] and
[124], are defined formally as

7™ = M7, (2.78)

which means that T,(K)hv = ¢ '(IM+¥)h,,. Thus, they are in fact a type of trans-
lation of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7; };>¢, It can be shown that the
infinitesimal generator of {Tt(K)},Zo is L—xly.

In particular, for ¥ = 1, we get that the translated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck

semigroup {T,(l)},zo has infinitesimal generator L, the alternative Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck operator (2.15).
Clearly, if f > 0,

¥ f <1,
for t > 0. These semigroups and their subordinated semigroups are useful in the

study of Littlewood—Paley—Stein functions (see [122]). This is discussed later in
Chapter 5.

6. D. Barcenas, H. Leyva, and W. Urbina in [26] studied the controllability of the
following controlled Ornstein—Uhlenbeck equation:

1 -
Z(t):EAz—<x,Vz>+2 Y uv(t)<b7hv>ydhv, >0, xeRY,  (2.79)

n=1|v|=n

where hy, is the normalized Hermite polynomial, b € L?(7;), and the control u
is in L2(0,t1;12(74)), with L (y;) the Hilbert space of the Fourier-Hermite coef-
ficient,

b)) = {U = ({0 bz UpeC, 3 3 0P < oo}

n=1|v|=n

Then, if for all v = (v, va,...,vy) € N¢

(b.h),, = [ B (x)(dx) 20,

then the system is approximately controllable on [0,¢#] for some #;, i.e., for all
20,21 € Z and & > 0, there exists a control u € L*([0,#1];12(y4)) such that the
solution z(z) given by (2.79) satisfies

llz2(t1) =21l < .

Moreover, the system can never be exactly controllable, i.e., there exist zg,z; € Z
such that for all control u € L?([0,#1];/2(74)) the solution z(¢) of (2.79) corre-
sponding to u satisfies z(#;) = z;. The fact that {7; },>0 is a compact semigroup,
proved in Lemma 2.6, is crucial here.
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The classical Sobolev inequality states that for any function f € L?(R¢) with
V.f € L*(R?), in the weak sense, we have f € L”(R?) for % =($—1). Thus,

il <Ca [, Vaf (o

The logarithmic Sobolev inequality (2.61) generalizes the classical Sobolev in-
equality for the Gaussian measure.

The Gaussian measure can be defined in a space of infinite dimension, unlike the
Lebesgue measure, and as the inequality (2.61) is independent of the dimension,
it can be extended to the infinite dimensional case. Moreover, observe that in the
classical Sobolev inequality p — 2 as n — oo and, consequently, there is loss of
information in this inequality when the dimension increases toward infinity.

It follows from (2.61) that if £ and V,.f € L*(7,), then f belongs to the Orlicz
space L?logL(y;). Moreover, it is easy to prove that there exists a function
f such that the right hand side of (2.61) is finite, but f does not belong to
L?logLloglogL(y;) (see [119]). In that sense, the inequality is optimal and the
constants are also the best possible.

In [7], A. Amenta and J. Teuwen studied L? — L? off-diagonal estimates for the
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup. For sufficiently large ¢ (quantified in terms of p
and g), these estimates hold in an unrestricted sense. This would suggest poten-
tial generalizations to perturbations of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator, whose
heat semigroups need not have nice kernels. Moreover, for sufficiently small 7,
by using direct estimates of Mehler’s kernel, it is shown that the estimates fail
when restricted to maximal admissible balls and sufficiently small annuli.

S. Thangavelu [270], K. Stempak, and J. L. Torrea [259], among several others,
have developed an analogous theory for Hermite functions {¥,} in R? which
are eigenfunctions of the Hermite operator

H=—A+|x]?,

with eigenvalue A, = —(2|v|+d).

Then, the Hermite semigroup {Y; = e "},~¢ can be defined in L (R¢). The
Hermite semigroup leads to analogous results in classical harmonic analysis with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, which will not be considered here (for more
details see, for instance, [259, 267, 268] and [270])."

131t is important to observe that the one-dimensional Hermite expansions only converge in

LP-norm for p =2 (see [230]), but expansions in Hermite functions converge in L”-norm for
4

7 < p<4

3
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11. For a > —1, > —1, consider the one-dimensional Jacobi differential operator,
a second-order diffusion operator defined as

ga-ﬁ:—(l—x) —(B—a— (OH—ﬂ-FZ)x)i

2.
I (2.80)

The Jacobi polynomials {P,E ’ }k can be defined as orthogonal polynomials
with respect to the Jacobi (or beta) measure i, g in (—1,1)

1
2a+ﬂ+lB(a +1,B+1

e (dx) = )xH,l)(x)(l —x)%(1+x)Pdx, (2.81)

and they are eigenfunctions of .Z @B with corresponding eigenvalues A,;Hﬁ =

nn+o+p+1).

Observe that if we choose 6, 5 = V1 —xzj , and consider its formal Lz(uaﬁ)—
adjoint,
d 1 14+x 1 1—x
=T s T2 -0 by 2
o SRl (A e oA i prd

then Z%P = oy 8 04 p- The differential operator &, g is considered the “natural”
notion of derivative in the Jacobi case.

The square field operator is given by

2
B0 =3 [1-ATLE 0+ (3ot 1~ @+ a2 U

2 dx? d
2 d*g
—(1=2)f () 7 ()= (B—a+1—(a+B+2)x)f(x ) ( )
d*f df
—(1=x)g(®) 5 () = (B— o+ 1= (0 +B+2)x)g(x) - (x)
df . dg

= (1-2) L0 E ),

and df 5
rb(H =r*fr.nw=0-)(%w). e
Moreover, the iterated square field operator is given by
2
KA =201—2P L 0 )

2 2
x(1-2) (L0 %8+ L TE )
+((1-2)2a+28+3)

df

~2e(B -+ 1 (o+ B+2)x) (v )dx(x)
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The operator semigroup associated with the Jacobi polynomials can be defined,
in R, for positive or bounded measurable Borel functions of (—1,1), as

1
1100 = [ P ()Hap (@), 283
where

PPt xy) = 3 L Pl () PP () Kb BE e [ 1],

= @B
t>0and
(o) _ 1 IFNoa+B+2)I (k+o+1)I(k+B+1)
k Qk+a+B+ )T (a+D)C(B+1)C (k+ )T (k+o+B+1)

Different from the cases of the Hermite or Laguerre polynomials, the kernel
p®B (1,x,y) does not correspond to the kernel of Abel summability for the Jacobi
series because the eigenvalues X B are not n, but n(n+ ot + PB), i.e., they are not
linearly distributed. W.N. Bailey obtained the following representation for the
kernel of Abel summability for the Jacobi series, also called the Jacobi—Poisson
integral,
1 : :
Y —— (aﬁ)Pk(a'B)(cos G)Pk(a'ﬁ)(cos o)t
k hy
B I'o+p+2) 1—r
20BN (e 1)C(B+1) (14 r)eth+2
o 2 o 3
><F4( +§+ , +§+ oo+ 1,8+ 1;
(2sin(9/2) sin(¢/2)>2 (2cos(9/2) cos(¢/2) )2)

A2 112 A2 -1)2

|r| <1and o, > 1, and F; is Appell’s hypergeometric function of two vari-
ables,

=

F4(a1,612;b1,b2;x7y) = 2

m,n=0

(@) min(@2)min
(bl)m(bz)nm!n! ’

where (a)y is the Pochhammer symbol, (a); = a(a+1)---(a+k—1). This for-
mula was first stated in 1935 without proof in Bailey’s tract [15]. The proof is a
consequence of Watson’s formula for hypergeometric functions (see [290]), and
was published later in [16].

An explicit representation of p®#(r,x,y) was obtained by G. Gasper in 1973
[99, 100], which is an analog of Bailey’s formula
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1 : :
PPy = X B P R )P
k hy

o442

(a+B+3) ( )
B C(a+p+2) i 2 Jwen\ 2 i
22+ DE(B+1) iy mint (et DB+ 1)

X[(1=x)(1=y)["[(1+x) (1 +y)]"
> m(2m+2n+a+ﬁ+1)k<m+n+7‘”§+3

k=0 k!(m+n+ %)
k

) k e_t}"m+n+k .

Additionally, in [217], A. Nowak, P. Sjogren, and T. Z. Szarek obtained an
integral representation for po‘*ﬁ (¢,x,y) valid for all admissible-type parameters
o, 3 > —1. Finally, in [215, Theorem A], A. Nowak and P. Sjogren, without
using an explicit form of p®P (t,x,y), obtained sharp estimates of it, giving the
order of magnitude for o, 8 > —1/2. Previously, only its non-negativity had
been proved (see [11, Chapter 2]).

{Tta’ﬁ }>o is called the Jacobi semigroup, or Jacobi heat semigroup, in R, and
it can be proved that it is a Markov semigroup (see [213, 214] and references
therein). The generalization of the Jacobi operator and the Jacobi semigroup in
RY is straightforward according to the tensorization argument (see [20, 284]).

Additionally, the Jacobi operator satisfies a Sobolev inequality, which implies
that it satisfies a tight logarithmic Sobolev inequality; therefore, the Jacobi semi-

group {T,a’ﬁ }+>0 18 hypercontractive, with contraction function
q(t) = 1+ (g(0) — 1)e*/€

(for details see Bakry’s paper [18, page 33-34], [20, 19], or [284]). Moreover,
as a consequence of the asymptotic relations among the Jacobi polynomials and
the Hermite and Laguerre polynomials (see [262], (5.3.4) and (5.6.3)), from the
Sobolev inequality for the Jacobi operator we can obtain the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck and Laguerre operators; see [20, 284].

As has been already mentioned, in the Jacobi setting, because of the non-
linearity in n of the eigenvalues A, - n(n+ o+ B+ 1), the Jacobi semigroup
does not coincide with the Abel summability for Jacobi expansions, which is
an important difference compared with the Hermite and Laguerre cases. The
Abel summability for the Jacobi expansions has been studied extensively in the
literature (see for instance [41, 46] and [47] and the references therein).

For o > —1, consider the one-dimensional Laguerre differential operator

R d
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The Laguerre polynomials {L*} can be defined as orthogonal polynomials as-
sociated with the Gamma measure on (0, o),

o ,—X

X

Ha(d) = K0 () 7

——d. 2.85
T (2.85)

and they are eigenfunctions of £ with corresponding eigenvalues A; = k. Ob-

serve that if we choose &y = \/X%, and consider its formal L?(¢t)-adjoint,

o+1/2
Vx

then £% = 88, The differential operator J, is considered the natural notion
of derivative in the Laguerre case.

—\/)z%‘f' +\f}

The operator semigroup associated with the Laguerre polynomials can be de-
fined for positive or bounded measurable Borel functions of (0,e0), as

Tof(x) /p (1,5,9) F ) e (d), (2.86)

where, according to the Hille—Hardy formula (10.35),

(o +1)k! _
oy — L% LY kt
p ( axay) ;F(k+0€+l) k(x) k(y>e
1 _ (ety)e! n—asa, [24/xye!
- l—e*’e s (moe) “ Ia( 1—e? )’

where I, (x) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order ¢. This
identity was found in 1926 by E. Hille [135] and independently rediscovered by
G.H. Hardy [130] (see also G.N. Watson [291]).

In this case, the square field operator is given by

2 2

(.80 = 3 [+ ) (o190 ) T
2
(@10 ) 5 1) g0 S 00— (o 1200 L 0
g
=L 0%,

and df )

r (@) =) =x(5-0) 287)
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Moreover, the iterated square field operator is given by
df df
B (0w = 5 (50 % 0 +xL

X

d*f
U ()8 (120 d—(x)—(x)
L

dx?

Ho+1+02 af )E( )] (2.88)

{T*},>0 is called the Laguerre semigroup, or Laguerre heat semigroup. It can
be proved that it is a Markov semigroup (see [208] and [193] and the refer-
ences therein). The generalization of the Laguerre operator and the Laguerre
semigroup in R is straightforward according to the tensorization argument (see
[20, 284]). Here, again, the semigroup {7,*} coincides with the Abel summabil-
ity for Laguerre expansions.

Moreover, the Laguerre operator satisfies a tight logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ity; therefore, the Laguerre semigroup {7,*} is hypercontractive, see [20, 284].
The hypercontractivity of the Laguerre semigroup was initially proved by A.
Korzeniowski and D. Stroock in [152].

The fact that the Jacobi and Laguerre semigroups are hypercontractive allows us
to obtain similar applications to those obtained in Section 2.4 for the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup (see for instance [24, 25, 117, 284], and the references
therein).

Additionally, an operator semigroup can be defined for the generalized Hermite
polynomials {H,’l1 }, which, as we know, are eigenfunctions of the operator

1d> /u d -1
Ly=-% ( —
r— 2dx2+ X )dx 2x2

Using Mehler’s formula (10.46), this semigroup can be written as

i 2
T f(x) = [ P (6, ) e ay, (2.89)
where , )
1 2242 2xye7t
H — o2t
14 (trxvy) (1_672t)/~‘+1/2e 1= eu (1€2t)7

for f a positive or bounded measurable function on (—eo, o).
{T,“ } />0 18 called the generalized Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck semigroup, and it is easy
to see that it is also a Markov semigroup with generator L,;; see [20].

The weak type (1,1) inequality, in addition to its L’-boundedness for p > 1,
with respect to the measure A of the maximal operator associated with this semi-
group, was proved in [30]. Those results were extended to higher dimensions in
[92]. Further research into this semigroup and the operators associated with it
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16.

17.

18.

2 The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Operator and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck Semigroup

are particular cases of a more general theory for the Dunkl Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
operator (see [212]).

For the Hermite, Laguerre, and Jacobi functions in analogous form as above, we
can define operator semigroups, usually called heat diffusion semigroups (see
for instance [270, 259] and the references therein).

An unexpected application of the hypercontractivity property of the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup has been found in several works on non-linear partial
differential equations of evolution type (see for instance N. Tzvetkov [277]).

The boundedness of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup on variable L” () Gaus-
sian spaces has been studied in [192] by J. Moreno, E. Pineda, and W. Urbina.
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