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LOGARITHMIC SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES ON
INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL REDUCED HEISENBERG
GROUPS

MARIA GORDINAT AND LIANGBING LUO

ABSTRACT. We construct a family of infinite-dimensional reduced Heisen-
berg groups which can be viewed as infinite-dimensional homogeneous
spaces. Such a space is an analogue of finite-dimensional reduced Heisen-
berg groups in infinite dimensions. We study properties of the hypoellip-
tic heat kernel measure on this space, including hypoelliptic logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities there.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The logarithmic Sobolev inequality has been first introduced and stud-
ied by L. Gross in [21] on a Euclidean space with respect to the Gaussian
measure. This inequality is fundamental to analysis on infinite-dimensional
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spaces, as the logarithmic Sobolev constant (LSI constant) has been proven
to be dimension-free thus allowing it to be used in infinite dimensions. Ever
since then, it found many applications in both finite and infinite dimensional
settings.

In the setting of finite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, the work by
Bakry—Emery—LedouX et al shows that the logarithmic Sobolev constant for
the heat kernel measure only depends on the Ricci lower bound while it is
independent of the dimension. More generally, one can prove such inequal-
ities for certain class of uniformly elliptic operators. However, in infinite-
dimensional settings such an approach is not easily available as many of
these techniques are inherently finite-dimensional. While some functional
inequalities can be proven on direct and inductive limits spaces as in [10],
giving a unified approach to proving logarithmic Sobolev inequalities on
non-linear infinite-dimensional spaces seems to be elusive. In addition to
lacking PDEs’ techniques, one has to choose a reference measure in the ab-
sence of the Lebesgue measure, and address subtle topological issues. There
have been a number of results on some such spaces including path spaces,
e. g. [6,9,13.|18}21-23},26,129.|31].

In the present paper, we construct a family of infinite-dimensional reduced
Heisenberg groups modelled on an abstract Wiener space. This group can
be seen as an infinite-dimensional analogue of the classical finite-dimensional
reduced Heisenberg considered in [30, Section 3]. The construction of such
a group is closely related to the infinite-dimensional Heisenberg group first
introduced in [9]. As there is no natural Haar measure in such a setting, our
analysis is done with respect to the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure.

More precisely, the Lie algebra of the infinite-dimensional reduced Heisen-
berg group satisfies an a Lie bracket-generating (Hérmander’s) condition.
This induces a sub-Laplacian on such a space, which can be seen as an ana-
logue of the sub-Laplacian operator in finite-dimensional sub-Riemannian
geometry. While hypoellipticity in infinite dimensions cannot be defined
using the original Hérmander’s approach in [25], this is another infinite-
dimensional setting where the corresponding differential operator should be
viewed as hypoelliptic. Our main goal is to study the logarithmic Sobolev in-
equality with respect to the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure corresponding
to this operator.

In this paper, our approach to study logarithmic Sobolev inequalities
is quite different from those in the existing mathematical literature on
infinite-dimensional spaces, such as finite-dimensional approximations and
tensorization in [9,|18/29]. Our method relies on a group action on the un-
derlying space inducing a map between Dirichlet spaces. This is the first
time that such a method has been applied in infinite-dimensional settings
to study the logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

The motivation for our approach comes from L. Gross’ work in [23]
for finite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, where (elliptic) logarithmic
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Sobolev inequalities on quotient spaces have been studied. Later, this ap-
proach in the finite-dimensional setting has been explored more for the heat
kernel analysis on homogeneous spaces. For example, [12] used it to prove
that the Taylor map on complex manifolds is unitary, and [19] first applied
it to the sub-Riemannian setting to show logarithmic Sobolev constants are
dimension-independent on homogeneous spaces. While the Taylor map on
infinite-dimensional Heisenberg groups have been studied in |11}[16], loga-
rithmic Sobolev inequalities for hypoelliptic heat kernel measures have not
been considered there. We start by showing that logarithmic Sobolev in-
equalities are invariant under quasi-homeomorphisms between quasi-regular
Dirichlet spaces. We hope that such a method can be applied to more
infinite-dimensional settings or to prove other properties such as hypercon-
tractivity and different functional inequalities, but in the paper we focus
on the study of a logarithmic Sobolev inequality on one concrete class of
infinite-dimensional spaces here.

The key idea is that the group action we consider preserves cylinder func-
tion spaces, sub-Laplacians and horizontal gradients, and thus give us an
example of such a quasi-homeomorphism. The hypoelliptic heat kernel mea-
sure on the quotient space is the pushforward under the quotient map of the
hypoelliptic heat kernel measure on the Heisenberg group. Finally, we show
that the LSI constant does not increase under such a map.

Our paper is organized as follows. First, in Section [2| we prove a general
result on logarithmic Sobolev inequalities on quasi-homeomorphic quasi-
regular Dirichlet forms. In Section [3| we construct the infinite-dimensional
reduced Heisenberg group. Next in Section[d] we explore its basic properties,
including those of the corresponding sub-Laplacian, heat kernel measure,
Dirichlet form. Finally, in Section |5 we deduce a logarithmic Sobolev in-
equality with respect to the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure and we discuss
the LSI constant.

2. LOGARITHMIC SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES UNDER
QUASI-HOMEOMORPHISMS

We start by formulating a general result about logarithmic Sobolev in-
equalities under quasi-homeomorphisms between quasi-regular Dirichlet spaces.
For simplicity, we only formulate a theorem and give a proof in such a set-
ting here. For more details related to quasi-regular Dirichlet spaces, we refer
to [7.(14].

Let (E, u, £, D(E)) be a quasi-regular Dirichlet space, where E' is a Haus-
dorff topological space with a countable base, u is a o-finite positive Borel
measure on £ and £ a quasi-regular Dirichlet form with its domain D(€) C
L3(E,dpu).

Notation 2.1. The £-norm is given by
IF1IE = 11z + € F)
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for any f € D(E). Given a closed subset F' C E, we denote
DEr={feDE): f=0pu—a.e onF}.

By the definition of quasi-regular Dirichlet forms, there exists an £-nest,
that is, there exists an increasing sequence {F}}7°, of closed subsets of F

o0
such that |J D(€)p, is dense in D(E) with respect to the || - ||g-norm.
k=1

Definition 2.2. A quasi-regular Dirichlet space (E1, u1,&1, D(£1)) is quasi-
homeomorphic to another quasi-regular Dirichlet space (FEa, pg, E2, D(E2)) if
there exists a map ¢ : 4 — F» such that
(1) the pushforward of p; to Es is po, that is, o = @up,
(2) for each k, the restriction of map ¢ to FF is a homeomorphism from
Flk onto sz,
(3) for any f,h € D(&), we have fop,hop € D(&1) and E(f,h) =
E1(fop,hoy).
Such a map ¢ is said to be a quasi-homeomorphism from (E1, p1,&1,D(E1))
to (Eg, o, E, D(gg))

Notation 2.3. We say that a quasi-reqular Dirichlet space (E, u,E,D(E))
satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with the constant C (E, u,E,D(E))

if

(2.1)
| 210 2 - ( / fzdu> log ( / f2du> < C (B, 1€ DE)ES, )

for any f € D(E). In such a case we also say that LSIc(E, u,E,D(E))
holds.

Theorem 2.4. Given two quasi-reqular Dirichlet spaces (Fy, pi, €, D(E;)),
suppose p : E1 — Ey is a quasi-homeomorphism between these two Dirich-
let spaces. If LSIc(Fh, p1,E1,D(E1)) holds on Ey, then LS (FEa, 2, E2,D(E2))
holds on E5. Moreover, the constant C(FEa, g, 2, D(E2)) can be chosen to
be

(2.2) C(EQ,MQ,SQ,D(SQ)) = C(El,ul,é’l,D(é’l)).

Proof. For any f € D(&), we have f oy € D(&). Using the change of
variables ¢(z1) — x2 € Ey in

/ (f 0 0) log(f o 0)2dpus (1)

Eq

23 ([ towraaten )ioe( [ (7o 0Pame)
< C(El1,/tl751,D(51))51(f o, f10 ®),
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we see that

[ Prowfaiaten) ([ Pamten) ) os ([ et
< C(Ey, pi2, €2, D(E2))E(f, f),
and we can choose C'(Es, ua, &2, D(E2)) = C(E, p1, 1, D(E1)). O

Remark 2.5. We see that an LSI constant can be chosen to be the same for
quasi-homeomorphic Dirichlet spaces. This gives a way to control the LSI
constant under quasi-homeomrphisms.

Remark 2.6. In Section [3 and [J, we show that the group action of the
normal subgroup I' on an infinite-dimensional Heisenberg group G induces
a quasi-homeomorphisms between the Dirichlet spaces on G and the corre-
sponding reduced Heisenberg group.

3. INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL REDUCED HEISENBERG GROUPS

We start by constructing a family of infinite-dimensional reduced Heisen-
berg groups, which are infinite-dimensional Lie groups modelled on an ab-
stract Wiener space. Our construction is closely related to the infinite-
dimensional Heisenberg group first introduced in [9]. In this section, we
first describe our construction and then provide some examples.

3.1. Abstract Wiener spaces. The concept of an abstract Wiener space
goes back to L. Gross in |20] which allowed us to understand the structure
of Gaussian measures on infinite-dimensional spaces. To keep the exposition
self-contained, we start by summarizing well-known properties of Gaussian
measures and abstract Wiener spaces needed later. These results as well as
more details on abstract Wiener spaces may be found in [5}27].

Suppose that W is a real separable Banach space and Byy is the Borel
o-algebra on W.

Definition 3.1. A measure p on (W,By) is called a (mean zero, non-
degenerate) Gaussian measure provided that its characteristic functional is
given by

(3.1) a(u) == / @ du(z) = e_%q(“’“), for all u € W™,
w

for g = q, : W* x W* — R a symmetric, positive definite quadratic form.
That is, ¢ is a real inner product on W*.

A proof of the following standard theorem may be found for example
in [9, Appendix A] and |3, Lemma 3.2].

Theorem 3.2. Let p be a Gaussian measure on a real separable Banach
space W. For p € [1,00), let

(3.2) C, = /W el dyu(un).
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Forwe W, let

ullg = sup Al
uew\{o} v/q(u, u)
and define the Cameron-Martin subspace H C W by
H:={h e W :|h|lg < oo}.
Then

(1) For allp € [1,00), Cp < 0.

(2) H is a dense subspace of W.

(3) There exists a unique inner product (-,-)y on H such that ||h||% =
(h,h) g for allh € H, and H is a separable Hilbert space with respect
to this inner product.

(4) For any h € H, ||h|lw < VCallh|| .

(5) If {ej};‘;l is an orthonormal basis for H, then for any u,v € H*

q(u,v) = (u,v) g = Zu(ej)v(ej).

7j=1
(6) If u,v € W*, then

| utwotw) du(w) = afu.o).
w

3.2. Reduced Heisenberg groups. We construct a family of infinite-
dimensional reduced Heisenberg groups and their Cameron-Martin subgroups.
We first revisit the definition of the infinite-dimensional Heisenberg-like
groups. Here we only consider the case when the center is one-dimensional.
For more details and explanation, we refer to [3,8,|9,|16-18] etc.
Suppose w : W x W — R is a continuous non-degenerate skew-symmetric
bilinear (symplectic) form on W and Span{w(u,v) : u,v € H} = R.

Definition 3.3. An infinite-dimensional Heisenberg-like group G is the set
W x R equipped with the group law given by

1
(33)  (wner) - (wses) = <w1 +ws, 1+ 03+ 2w(w1,w2)> |

for any g; = (wi,c;) € W x R. The Cameron-Martin subgroup Geyy is the
subset H x R equipped with the same group law as (3.3)) restricted to H x R.

Remark 3.4. The group G is modelled on a Banach space with respect to

the norm
[(w, )| == \/llwllfy + [e]?

The Cameron-Martin subgroup Ggopr is modelled on a Hilbert space with
respect to the inner product

<(A’ a)’ (Alva,»GCM = <A,A/>H + aa’
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and the associated Hilbertian norm is given by

(A, a)len = /1Al + lal®.

In this case, both G and Goyr are infinite-dimensional Lie groups, with the
same identity element being e = (0,0).

Next we construct infinite-dimensional reduced Heisenberg groups and
corresponding Cameron-Martin subgroups. Consider the central subgroup
I' of G given by

I':={(0,2km) : k € Z}.

Definition 3.5. We define the infinite-dimensional reduced Heisenberg group
G as the quotient space G\I'. We define the Cameron-Martin subgroup Gopy
of G as the quotient space Gopr\I.

Remark 3.6. Note that both G and éCM are indeed topological groups, as
I" is a normal subgroup of both G and G-

For g; = (w;, ¢;), the group operation is still given by

(wi,c1) - (we,c2) = <W1 + wa,c1 + c2 + %W(wl, w2)> .
where ¢ + ¢co + %w(wl, wg) is taken modulo 27.

The center of the reduced Heisenberg group is then compact and can be
identified with the one-dimensional torus [0,27) = T!. In this way, we can
have the identification G = W x T! and éCM ~ H x T!. If we use the
angle coordinate on T!, an _equivalent definition of the infinite-dimensional
reduced Heisenberg group G can be given as the topological space W x T!
equipped with the group law given by

(84)  (wr,e™) - (wy, ) = (wy + wy, elcrFerthatmui)

1l

for any (w1, e1?), (wq, e??!) € G with wi,we € W and c¢1,cy € R. Similarly
the Cameron-Martin subgroup Gcay is the subset H x T! equipped with the
same group law as (3.4) restricted to H x T*.

Remark 3.7. We see that G is a smooth Banach manifold while éCM s a
smooth Hilbert manifold.

Next, we discuss the correspondence between these infinite-dimensional
Lie groups and Lie algebras. Note that the tangent space 7: gCNJ at € € G can
be identified with the space W x R. It is a Lie algebra (denoted by g & Tgé)
corresponding to G when equipped with the Lie bracket given by

(3.5) [(a1, 1), (a2, ¢2)lz = (0,w (a1, @2)) -

Also, the tangent space T; géc M atee éc M can be identified with the space
H x R. It is a Lie algebra (denoted by goas) corresponding to Gy when
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equipped with the same Lie bracket as (3.5) restricted to H x R. Moreover,
note that the surjectivity of w implies

(W x {0}, W x {0}]5 = {0} x R.
Asg =W x R and goy = H X R, we see that g is a Banach space with

the norm
[(w, ¢)lg =/ llwllfy + |2

Analogously, we see that goas is both a Banach space with the norm

(A, @)lgey, =1/ I All7 + laf?

and a Hilbert space with the inner product
(A, a), (A ad))gen = (A, Ay + ad.

Remark 3.8. In the Banach space topology induced by |- |3, the Lie algebra
gom is dense in the Lie algebra g. Furthermore, in the canonical manifold
topology (which is equivalent to the product topology on G =W x T!), the
Cameron-Martin subgroup éCM is dense in G.

Now we can introduce the associated natural quotient maps.

Notation 3.9. We denote by ¢ : G — G and worm  Goy — éCM the
quotient maps.

Both quotient maps ¢ and ¢ are also group homomorphisms. Under
identification G = W x T! and G¢pr = H x T, explicit formulae for ¢ and
woMm are given by

(3.6) o(w,c) = (w,e?)
for any (w,c) € G and
(3-7) QOCM(U}’C) = (wveCi)

for any (w,c) € Goum-

Remark 3.10. Both quotient maps ¢ : G — G and wom : Gop — CNJCM
are smooth.

Now we study differentials of these quotient maps. Recall that the tangent
spaces TG and T- gCNJ identified with the space W xR while the tangent spaces
T.G and TgéCM can be identified with the space H x R.

At the identity e, the differential dy. : T.G = W x R — Tgé =W xR
of ¢ is indeed the identity map, that is, dp. = Id on W x R. Moreover, at
the identity e, dp.|p : H — H is an isometry on H.

Similarly, at the identity €, the differential d(¢cnr)e : TeGon = HXR —
T:Gen = H x R of peay is the identity map, that is, dp. = Id on W x R.
Moreover, at the identity e, d(¢@cnr)e|n : H — H is an isometry on H as
well.
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Remark 3.11. In our setting, G and é, as well as Gopyr and éCM, cor-
respond to the same Lie algebra. Note that in general we do not have Lie’s
third theorem in infinite dimensions, therefore we cannot use topological
constraints such as being simply connected to have a unique Lie group for a
given Lie algebra.

Recall that the tangent space TG = W x R is a Lie algebra, denoted by
g, corresponding to G equipped with the Lie bracket given by

(3'8) [(X17V1)7(X27V2)]9 = (O’W(X17X2))

for any (X;,V;) € g =2 W x R. Also, the tangent space is T.Gcon o Lie
algebra, denoted by gonr, corresponding to Gonr can be identified with the
space H X R equipped with the same Lie bracket as (3.8|) restricted to H x R.

As we can see, both dp. : g = T.G — g = TsG and d(pcm)e : 8om =
T.Gov — gom = T:Gen are Lie algebra isomorphisms, which implies
our statement.

We give an explicit formula for the exponential map on G.

Lemma 3.12. The exponential map expgs tg— G is given by
(39) expé(A7 a) = (Av eai)
for any (A,a) € g, which is a local diffeomorphism.
Proof. From [9, Lemma 3.8], the exponential map exps : g — G is given
by
(3.10) exp(A,0) = (4,a)
for any (A,a) € g, which is a global diffeomorphism. Now, for any X € g,
we know that ¢ (expg(X)) = expg (dpe(X)), as ¢ is a Lie group homo-
morphism. Since dp. = Id on W x R, so is (dg.)~!. In this way, for any
(A,a) € g, we have
expg (4, a) = ¢ (expg((dee) T (A, a)))
= ¢ (expg((4,a))
=¢(A,a) = (A, e")

where the third equality follows from ([3.10]). Such an explicit formula shows
that the exponential map is a local diffeomorphism. O

3.3. Examples. We list some basic examples for the construction of these
infinite-dimensional Heisenberg groups.

Example 3.13 (Finite-dimensional groups). Let W = H = R?". Suppose
w is a symplectic form on R?". Then G = R?*® x R equipped with the group
operation defined by is a non-isotropic Heisenberg group (see [18] for
more details) and G =R x T! equipped with a group operation as defined
by is a finite-dimensional reduced Heisenberg group.
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Example 3.14 (Infinite-dimensional groups of a symplectic vector space).
Let (K, {-,-)) be a Hilbert space and Q be a strictly positive trace class op-
erator on K. For h,k € K, let (h,k)g := (h,Qk) and ||h|lq = /(h, h)qg,
and let (Kq, (-,-)q) denote the Hilbert space completion of (K, || -|lq). Then
W = (KqQ)re and H = KRge determines an abstract Wiener space (see, for
example, of (27, Exercise 17 on p.59]). Let

w(w, z) := Im(w, 2)q,

Then G = (KQ)re X R equipped with a group operation as defined by 18
an infinite-dimensional Heisenberg-like group and G= (KQ)Re x T equipped
with a group operation as defined by s an infinite-dimensional reduced
Heisenberg group.

4. PROPERTIES OF INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL REDUCED HEISENBERG
GROUPS

In this section we study geometric and analytic properties of infinite-
dimensional reduced Heisenberg groups, which are crucial to the logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities we prove later.

4.1. Finite-dimensional projection groups. Given an abstract Wiener
space (W, H, i), let i : H — W be the inclusion map, and ¢* : W* — H* be
its transpose so that i*¢ := £ o for all £ € W*. We take

H,:={h € H: (-, h)g € Range(i*) C H*},

which is a dense subspace of H.

Suppose that P : H — H is a finite rank orthogonal projection such
that PH C H,. We may extend P to a (unique) continuous operator from
W — H and we still denote the extension by P. We refer to |9, Section 3.4]
for more details of the construction of P.

Let Proj(W) denote the collection of finite rank projections on W such
that

(2) P|g : H— H is an orthogonal projection, and
(3) PW is sufficiently large to satisfy Hormander’s condition (that is,
{w(A,B): A,B € PW} =R).

Notation 4.1. For each P € Proj(W), we take I'p = {(0,2km) : k € Z} C
Gp. We define Gp := PW xR C Hy, xR and Gp := Gp\I'p.

Note that for each P € Proj(W), Gp is a subgroup of G. By the second
igomorphism thegrem, Gp = Gp\I'p = Gp\(I' " Gp) is a subgroup of
G = G\I'. Here Gp can be identified as Gp = PW x T!.

Notation 4.2. For each P € Proj(W), we let gp = Lie(Gp) = PW x R
and gp = Lie(Gp) = PW x R.
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_ As we can see, when restricted to the finite-dimensional setting, Gp and
Gp have the same Lie algebra.

Notation 4.3. For each P € Proj(W), we denote the corresponding projec-
tions by m1p : G = Gp

mp(w,z) := (Pw,x).

for any for any w € W and any x € R', and 7p : G- ép
wp(w,s) == (Pw,s)

for any w € W and any s € T'.

From |18, p.22-23], Gp is (isomorphic to) a non-isotropic Heisenberg

group. Then we see that Gp is a finite-dimensional reduced Heisenberg
group and we also have the finite-dimensional quotient map

©wp :Gp — ép
(v,e) = (v, 62”0)

for any v € PW and any ¢ € R. Direct computation shows that the following
diagram

(4.1) wi Jer

comimutes.

4.2. Left-invariant vector fields. We discuss the connection between left-
invariant vector fields on G and G.

For any g € G we denote by L, : G — G the left multiplication by g. For
any g € G we denote by Ly : G — G the left multiplication by g.

Notation 4.4. We denote by X the left-invariant vector field )A(i(g) =dLyX
induced by X € g on G. That is, for any X € g and any g € G, we have

= d

(4.2) (Xf)(9) :

= q [ (gexpg (1X)).

t=0

Notation 4.5. We denote by X the left-invariant vector field )Af(ﬁ) =dLzX
induced by X € § on G. That is, for any X € § and any § € G, we have

(4.3) (X))@ : f (Fexpg (tX)) .

t=0

T dt

Note that we abuse the notation here for the notation of left-invariant vector
fields on both G and G.
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Lemma 4.6. For any X € W xR = g = g and any smooth function
fe COO(G), we have that for any § € G

(4.4) X §) = (deo(X)) @)

with p(g) = g for some g € G. In this way, For any X € W xR=g= g
and any smooth function f € C*(G)

(4.5) (XPop=X(fop)

Proof. For any X € § and any ¢, € G where § = ¢(g) and §' = ¢(g') for
some g,g € G, we have Lgg' = Lgp(g') = ¢(9)p(9') = ¢(99) = ©(Lgg'), as
¢ is a group homomorphism. This means Lo ¢ = po L, for any g = ¢(g).
Differentiating at the identity e, we have dLg o dp. = dpg o dLy. For any
X €9, we have

= (dLg(X)) (g

((dsogodL o (dpe) ™) (X)) @)
((dipy 0 dLy) (X)) (3)
dipy(X)) ().

The third equality is by that (dy.)~! is an identity map on W xR. Therefore,
(4.4) and (4.5)) hold. O

4.3. Distance on the Cameron-Martin subgroup. The sub-Riemannian

distance on é(; m can be defined similarly to how it is done on Goyy.
Notation 4.7 (Horizontal distances on Goar and Geay). Below we define
several distances on Cameron-Martin subgroups.
(1) For any x = (A,a) € gom = 9om, let
2 2
%00 = 1Al + lal
and

13, = A% + lal®.

The length of a Ct-path o : [a,b] — Geoyy is defined as
b
=/ AL (5(5))-16(5)|gcas ds

The length of a Ct-path v : [a,b] — Go is defined as

b
= / 1AL (351 (5) s s
(2) A C'-path o : [a,b] — Ge is horizontal if Liyyy-10(t) € H x {0}
fora.e.t. AC-path~ : |a, b] — Geay is horizontal if dL(y(s))-17(t) €

H x {0} for a.e. t. Let CCM and C’CM denote the set of horizontal
paths Gopr and GCM respectively.
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(3) The horizontal distance between z,y € Gopy is defined by
d(z,y) :==inf{l(0) : 0 € Cé’?/[ such that 0(0) =z and (1) = y}.

The horizontal distance between T,y € Gew is defined by
d(@,7) :== inf{l(y) : o € CN'(IJJ}\} such that v(0) =z and v(1) = y}.

Remark 4.8. The topology induced by this distance d is equivalent to the
topology induced by a homogeneous norm on G (see [16, Proposition 2.17,
Proposition 2.18] for details).

Now we explore the connection between d and d.

Proposition 4.9. For any 3, € G,

(4.6) d(g,9') < d(g,9")
where g = ¢(g) and § = @(g') for some g,9' € Go.

Proof. Given any g,q € éCM, we take arbitrary g, g’ € Goy with § = p(g)
and ¢ = p(¢'). For any o € Cé]}\} with 0(0) = ¢g and o(1) = ¢/, we have
poae Chy with (poa)(0) =g and (poo)(1) =g Also,

AL (poo)(s))-1 (2 © 0)(8)lgens = | (e © AL (o)1) 5() 5y
= ]dL(U(t))q&(s)

‘QCIW'

The second equality holds as dL(,))-16(s) € H and dpe|y is an isometry

on H. In this way, we have [(p o o) < I(c) and thus,

d(G,7) <inf{l(po0): 0 € Chr, such that o(0) = g and o(1) = ¢'}
<inf{l(0) : 0 € C5Y, such that (0) = g and o(1) = ¢}
=d(g,9')-

([

4.4. Sub-Laplacian and horizontal gradient. We start by defining the
sub-Laplacian and the horizontal gradient on G, and then describe their
relation to those on G.

Definition 4.10. A function f : G — C is a (smooth) cylinder function if
there exist some P € Proj(IW) and some (smooth) function F' : Gp — R
such that f = Fomp. We denote by C the space of smooth cylinder functions
on G. A cylinder polynomial is a cylinder function, f = Fonp : G — C,
where P € Proj(WW) and F is a real polynomial function on Gp.

Definition 4.11. We say that f : G- Risa (smooth) cylinder function
if there exists some P € Proj(IW) and some (smooth) function F : G, — R

such that f = F owp. We say that f € FCX°(G) if there exists some
P € Proj(W) and some F' € C°(Gp) such that f = F o7p.



14 MARIA GORDINA AND LIANGBING LUO

Definition 4.12. Let {ej};il be an orthonormal basis for H. Given any
smooth cylinder function f: G — R, we define the sub-Laplacian L% by
o0 —_—2
(a7) 1550 = |60 7] )
j=1
for any g € G. Given any smooth cylinder function f : G — R, we define
the sub-Laplacian Lg on G is
~ X [——2
w50@ =3 |0 1| @
j=1
for any g € G.
Notation 4.13. We denote
A:={feC: fand X[ are polynomially bounded
for any left-invariant vector field X on G} .

Definition 4.14. For any u € A, define the horizontal gradient gradgu :
G — H of u by

(4.8) (grad% u, h) g = mu

for any h € H. For any f € .7:(320((?), the horizontal gradient gradgf :
G — H of fon G is

(4.9) (gradfj £, h)u
for any h € H.

—~—

(h,0)f

Based on the definition of the sub-Laplacian and the horizontal gradient
on GG, we obtain the following proposition by direct computation.

Proposition 4.15. For any f € FC°(G), we have

(410)  (grad$ f,grad$) f)m o ¢ = (grad§(f o ¢), grad%(f o ¢))u
and
(4.11) (LGf)ep=LG (Fop).

Proof. Let {e; };; be an orthonormal basis for H. By the definition of the

horizontal gradient on G and é, we have

(grad$} u, grad$ u) = Z <(ej, 0)2u> .
j=1
for any u € A and
~ ~ x© o~ 2
(grad( f,grady N =3 ((5,0)f)

J=1
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for any f € FC®(G). In addition, for any f € FCX(G) and any left-
invariant vector field X on G, we have (X (fo¢))(g) = (((deyX)f) o) (9)

for any g € G by (4.4), so foy € A. In this way, by (4.4) and (4.5)), we see
that

((gradH f.grad$ fpr o <p > ((670/)10 op | (9)

Jj=1

P

> (00 ((0) 1) teto) = Y- (07 09) (0
=1

=1

((grad% (f o ¢), gradf (f o 90)>H) (9)

and

(@Gnoe) @ =D () f]ow ]9

- fj (402 (1:0)) 1] 6o = 3 (0 o) 0

7j=1
= (L§ifoe) (9)
for f € FC°(G) and any g € G. O

Remark 4.16. By (3, Proposition 3.17], the sub-Laplacian in (4.7) is well-
defined since it only depends on (-,-)g and it is independent of the choice

of the orthonormal basis. By (4.11)), we see that the sub-Laplacian Lg 18

a well-defined operator on G as well, which only depends on (-,-)g and is
independent of the choice of the orthonormal basis.

4.5. Hypoelliptic Brownian motion and hypoelliptic heat kernel
measure. We now define the hypoelliptic Brownian motion and the hy-
poelliptic heat kernel measure on G. Let {Bt}+>0 be a Brownian motion on
W with variance determined by

E [(Bay ) a1 (Be, ki) = (o k) g mins, 1),
for all s, > 0 and h,k € H,.

Definition 4.17. A hypoelliptic Brownian motion on G is the continuous
G-valued process given by

1 t
g¢ = (Bt,/ w(Bs,dBS)>.
2 Jo

A hypoelliptic Brownian motion on G is the continuous G-valued process
given by

o = (BockGutmmany)
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Let g be the horizontal Brownian motion on G. We have

(4.12) 9% = (47) .

Definition 4.18. We call a family of measures {u{};~0 on G defined by
,utG = Law(th) for any t > 0 the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure on G at

time ¢. We call a family of measures { ,uté }s0 on G defined by uté = Law(gté )
for any ¢ > 0 the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure on G at time t.

This definition and (4.12]) directly imply the following characterization of
the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure on G.

Theorem 4.19. The measure {uté}t>0 is the pushforward measure {@uu }1=0
to G by .

In this way, we can obtain some properties of uté inherited from G.

Proposition 4.20. For all t > 0, ,uté(éCM) = 0.

Proof. By [16, Proposition 2.30] for all t+ > 0 we have u$(Gca) = 0. By
Theorem we have

uS (Geon) = pf (Gour) = 0.
]

Theorem 4.21. For any f = F o 7p with some P € Proj(W) and some
F € C*(Gp) and any t > 0, the following heat equation holds

d g 1 Gy G
- — L
dt/éfd'ut 2/(? 'Hfd:uta
i [ faf = 7(9)

t—0 @

Proof. For any f = F o7wp with some P € Proj(W) and some F € Cz(ép),
we have fop = Fomlpoyw = F o pp owp by the commutativity of the
diagram ([4.1)), so we see that Fopp € C?(Gp). From [3, Corollary 5.7], We
know that u{ satisfies the heat equation on G, that is, the following heat
equation holds for such f oy = (Fogp)omp with Fopp € C?(Gp)

L (Fop)dus = 1/ LG(f o p)dul,
G

dt Ja 2

lim [ (fo)dui = (fop)(e).

—0 G
Using the change of variable formula and Theorem we can see that uté
satisfies the above given heat equation on G. ([

Moreover, by the change of variable formula, we have

(4.13) ||f||L2<(~;’dM§) =||f O@”Lz(c,dp?)
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2(~ 1,,.G
forany fe L (G, dp >
4.6. Dirichlet forms.

4.6.1. Dirichlet form on G. Recall some basics on Dirichlet forms on G.

Definition 4.22. For any u,v € A, we define a pre-Dirichlet form by

(4.14) E&(u,v) := /G<gradg u, grad$ v) pdud.
Then the Dirichlet norm || - ||¢, on A is given by

(1.15) 170 = 17 ) + E2C5 )
for any f € A.

Remark 4.23. When we restrict 58; to the collection of cylinder polynomi-
als, our definition of £ coincides with the one in (18, (6.11)].

Similarly to the proof of [18, Theorem 6.22], we obtain the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.24. The pre-Dirichlet form 5% s closable and its closure, Eg,
is a Dirichlet form on L? (G, d,utG).

Proof. Similarly to the proof of [18, Theorem 6.22], the closability of £
can be obtained. Here we only need to show that closure of Sg, Ea, is
Markovian on L? (G, du§’). By [15, Theorem 3.1.1], it suffices to show &g
is Markovian on FC°(G), as Eg is well-defined on FC°(G) and FC°(G)
is dense in L2 (G,d,utG). For each ¢ > 0, by [15, Exercise 1.2.1] we can
find an infinitely differentiable function ¢.(t) such that ¢-(t) = ¢ for ¢t €
[0,1], —e < ¢(t) < 14+ e forany t € Rand 0 < ¢-(t') — ¢c(t) <t/ — ¢
whenever ¢ < t/. By the chain rule for the Fréchet derivative, we have
(grad$ (. (u)), grad$y (6. (u)) s = |6L(w)|? (grad) . grad§ u)y for any u €
A and thus

Ec(e(u), bo(u)) = /G 16 ()| (grad$ u, grad$] u) srdpd

< [ {erad u, gradf u)
G

as 0 < [¢L| < 1 (see |15, Exercise 1.1.2]). Therefore, &g, is a Dirichlet form
on L? (G, d/,LtG). g

Notation 4.25. We denote by D(Eq) the domain of Eq.

Remark 4.26. As the collection of cylinder polynomials is a subset of A
and it is also dense in D(Eq) C L* (G, duf’), we see that the closure of EX
that we obtained from (18, Theorem 6.22] is the same as Eg here.
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4.6.2. Dirichlet form on C~¥~. We construct a Dirichlet form with respect to
the heat kernel measure p$* on G and study its connection to £ on G.

Definition 4.27. We define a pre-Dirichlet form on G by

(4.16) E8fuof)i= [ (grad] fgrad§ o),

for any f1, fo € FC°(G).
Notation 4.28. For any f € FCX(G), we denote Sg(f, f) by Eg(f).

Lemma 4.29. For any f1, fa € FC°(G), we have f10 @, faoop € D(Eg)
and

(4.17) £ (fiif2) =Ec (fiowp, faop).

Proof. For any f € FC°(G) and any left-invariant vector field X on G,

we have (X(f 0 9))(g) = (((dpgX)F) 0 ) (g) for any g € G by (@A), so
fop e AC D(Eg). Then we can use the change of variable formula and

to obtain
EL(N)=Ea(fow),
which implies using polarization. O
By (4.13) and (4.17)), we have

(4.18) £l = 11f o elles
for any f € FC(G).
Theorem 4.30. The bilinear form 5% is closable on L? <C~?, d,u?).

Proof. The closability of 5% comes from the closedness of €. Let {fx}32,

be a sequence in ]:C(‘?O(é) such that kaHLZ ((; dué) 52200 0 and 5%(fk —
YAy
1) Kl 0. Then we have fi o o, fiop € D(Eg) by Lemma [4.29| with
k—o0

1fk 0@l 2 (G aus) = ka”p(é,dué) —0
by (4.13) and
k,l—oc0
Ea(fuow— fiop) = EL(fx — i) =0
by (4.17). Using that £z is closed, we see that

k—o0

E&(fr) = Ec(fx 0 p) = 0,

and therefore 5% is closable on L? (CNJ, duté > U
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Notation 4.31. We denote the closure of 5% on L? (é’, d,u?) by €5 and
its domain by D (8@) crL? (é,du?).

Proposition 4.32. The closed bilinear form Eg is a Dirichlet form on
L? (é, d,utG).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that 5% is Markovian. Then, by [15, Theorem

3.1.1], the closability of 5% implies that £z is Markovian too. For each

e > 0, by [15, Exercise 1.2.1] we can find an infinitely differentiable function
¢e(t) such that ¢-(t) =t for t € [0,1], —e < ¢(t) < 1+ ¢ for any t € R
and 0 < ¢-(t') — ¢p-(t) < t' — ¢t whenever t < t'. For any f € FCX(G), we

have ¢.(f) € FCX(G) and ¢.(f o p) = ¢(f) op € A C D (Eg). Then, the
Markovian property of &g together with (4.17) implies that

EL (0(f)) = Ea (¢e(f 0 ¥))
< Ea(fow),

SO 5(% is Markovian and thus Eé is Markovian. Thus 56 is a Dirichlet
form. O

We give the connection between £ and ¢ in the following theorem. The
next theorem shows that the quotient map ¢ is a quasi-homeomorphism
between two (quasi-regular) Dirichlet forms.

Theorem 4.33 (Dirichlet forms under the quotient map). If f € D (6’@),
then fop € D(Eg). In addition, we have

(4.19) Ea(f1, f2) =& (fiop, fao )
for any f1,fo € D (E@).

Proof. For any f € D (£5), there exists a sequence {f}72, C FC(G) such

that fi koo, funder [|-|¢,. Using (4.18) and the fact that E¢ is closed, we

obtain the convergence of the sequence {fi o0 ¢}, in D (Eg) under | - |-
k—o0

This means that there exists an f € D (Eg) such that ||f o ¢lle, ——b

|1

. More precisely, we have
Ea

k—
1o el (aangy = ||7]
However, by (4.13) we have

|| fr. © <P||L2(G,dp?) = ka”LQ(é,duté)

k—o0 7
(G Ea(froyp) — &a (f) :

k—o0

19052 (@) = 1 © €2
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By the uniqueness of the limit in L? (G, dutG), we see that fop = f in
L? (G, d,utG). Since D (£¢) is a subspace of L? (G, dutg) and fe D (Ea), we
obtain that f o = f in D (&g).

Now we prove . It suffices to prove it when f; = fo € D (6’@),
from which we can obtain using polarization. Using the previous

convergence of fi koo, fin D (Ez) under || - ez and fro¢p LN fopin
D (&) under || - ||g,, we have

£ (fop)=Ec(f) = lim &lfiop) = lim Ea(fi) = E4(F)
implying the result. ]

5. LOGARITHMIC SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES ON INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL
REDUCED HEISENBERG GROUPS

In this section, we use the fact that Dirichlet spaces on G and G are quasi-
homeomorphic under the quotient map to prove a hypoelliptic logarithmic
Sobolev inequality on G. Moreover, we can control the LSI constant on the
quotient space.

We first recall the hypoelliptic logarithmic Sobolev inequality on G.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 6.24 in [18]). The logarithmic Sobolev inequality
holds on G, that is, for any f € D (Eg) and any t > 0

(5.1)
/ F?log fdu§ ( / f2dﬂf) log ( / f2du?> <Cwt)Ec (),
G G G

where the LSI constant can be chosen to be C (w,t) = Ct with some C > 0
independent of w and thus LSI constant is independent of w.

Remark 5.2. The LSI constant C (w,t) on G can be chosen to be the same
as the one on the three-dimensional isotropic Heisenberg group as pointed
out in [18, Theorem 2.8] or |28, Corollaire 1.2].

Now we proceed to prove the hypoelliptic logarithmic Sobolev inequality

on G.

Theorem 5.3. The logarithmic Sobolev inequality holds on é, that s, for
any f € D (5@) and any t >0

(5.2)
210w P~ ([ r2anf Y ioe ([ 2 ) < € (G2 (65) € (£.1).

where the LSI constant can be chosen to be
(5.3) C (é,p (55)) — C(w,t) = Ct

with some C' > 0 independent of w and thus the LSI constant is independent
of w.
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Proof. Note that this theorem follows from a general statement in Theo-
rem In addition, we provide a direct proof of this theorem as follows.
By |2, p. 237] or by a standard limiting argument similarly to [24, Exam-
ple 2.7], it suffices to show that the logarithmic Sobolev inequality holds
for any f € FCX(G). For any f € FCX(G), Lemma implies that
fop € D(E:). As in Theorem [5.1] (see [18, Theorem 6.24]), the logarith-
mic Sobolev inequality holds on G. Using the change of variable formula
(see [4, Theorem 3.6.1]) for the quotient map ¢(g) — g € G in the following
logarithmic Sobolev inequality for f o ¢

/G(f o ©)*log(f o @)’duf — (/G(f o w)QdutG> log (/G(f o w)Qduf)
< C(w,t)Ec(f o),

we obtain that

(5.4) /éf2 log f2dud - ( /G deu§> log ( /G fzduté) <C(w )51, ).

Moreover, we can choose
C <é,,uté) =C(w,t)=Ct
as we can see in ((5.4)), which is independent of w. O

Remark 5.4. From the proof of Theorem[5.3, we observe that the LSI con-
stant C <C~¥,utG> on G can be chosen to be the one on the three-dimensional

isotropic Heisenberg group in (18, Theorem 2.8] or |28, Corollaire 1.2]. In

this way, the LSI constant on G can at least be controlled by the LSI constant
on G. Note that the optimal constant in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality
with respect to the hypoelliptic heat kernel measure on the three-dimensional
isotropic Heisenberg group is not known, even though a recent preprint (1|
proved sharp defective logarithmic Sobolev inequalities on H -type groups.
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