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Abstract

We establish an integration by parts formula for the semigroup in time T > 0 of
the kinetic Brownian motion in the Euclidean plane together with its velocity in the

circle. The stochastic di�erential equation of our kinetic Brownian motion is driven

here by one real-valued Brownian motion constructed from an orthonormal basis

of L2([0, T ],R) and an independent sequence of N (0, 1) random variables. Our

method is based on an explicit computation of a Malliavin dual in the Gaussian

space. We are mainly interested in large time T . From our integration by parts, we

obtain gradient estimates including a reverse Poincaré inequality for the semigroup.

As a direct consequence, we also obtain a Liouville property for the generator of

the kinetic Brownian motion and its speed: all bounded harmonic functions are

constant.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The context of our study

In this paper, we are interested in regularisation properties for some hypoelliptic di�u-
sions. We shall focus on the simple model of the kinetic Brownian motion on the plane
R
2 and more speci�cally on its long-time behaviour. This kinetic Brownian motion is the

process whose velocity is given by a Brownian motion on the circle S. We are interested
in the full process given by the velocity and the position. It is thus a process on S× R

2

but it can also be lifted to a process on R× R
2.

One interest of the kinetic Brownian motion is that, with a suitable 1-parameter
family of renormalisations, it provides an interpolation between the geodesic �ow and the
Brownian motion on the manifold; see e.g. Angst, Bailleul and Tardif [1].

Moreover, for our concern, it is non linear and quite degenerate since there is only a
1-dimensional noise acting on the velocity and thus it is necessary to use brackets of step
three with the drift to obtain the Hörmander condition.

A powerful tool to obtain the desired regularisation properties is the Bismut-Elworthy-
Li derivative formula for the semigroup. Our goal is thus to obtain such a formula and to
investigate its long-time behaviour. It is well known that this formula may be obtained
through the Malliavin calculus and the Malliavin covariance matrix. The general idea
consists in solving an in�nitesimal control problem to transfer the tangent �ow into a
Malliavin derivative and then perform the integration by parts formula using the Malliavin
dual. In the elliptic setting, it can be analysed via the Bakry-Émery curvature tensor.
But in the degenerate case, since the notion of curvature is a delicate question, the general
existing formulae established using this approach are less explicit and di�cult to analyse,
see e.g. Arnaudon and Thalmaier [3] Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 7.1. In order to obtain
explicit results, such a method has been analysed case by case, see for example Wang
and Zhang [34] for some classes of hypoelliptic processes admitting linear parts into the
drift and Wang [33] for Grushin operators. Malliavin calculus has also been used by
Kusuoka [22] to deal with some larger classes than hypoelliptic di�usions for small times.
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We also refer to Üstünel for Malliavin calculus for martingale representation of degenerate
di�usions [31] with application to some Log-Sobolev inequalities [32].

A closely related approach is to use a coupling and Girsanov theorem. The coupling is
again obtained through the resolution of an associated control problem. In this sense, the
Malliavin approach may be seen as an in�nitesimal version of the coupling approach; see
(2.4) and (2.5) below for more precision. This coupling method has been implemented to
deal with the kinetic Fokker-Planck di�usion in Guillin and Wang [15] and with the sub-
elliptic Brownian motion on the free step 2 Carnot groups by the authors in a previous
work [2]. The control problem is somehow di�cult since one has to couple both the
position and the velocity (or the planar Brownian motions and their Lévy areas) at the
same time.

Let us brie�y recall some related methods and results about successful and e�cient
couplings in hypoelliptic and sub-elliptic situations. In these cases, regularisation prop-
erties are obtained by studying the tail distribution of the �rst meeting times of two pro-
cesses starting from di�erent points. It started with Ben Arous, Cranston and Kendall [8]
and Kendall [19, 20] who constructed successful co-adapted couplings. A main progress
was then made by Kendall and Banerjee [5] and then by Banerjee, Gordina and Mariano
in [4] who used the Karhunen-Loève expansion of the Brownian bridge to construct ef-
�cient (�nite look-ahead) non-co-adapted successful couplings for Kolmogorov di�usions
and Brownian motions on the Heisenberg group; see also Béné�ce [9, 10] and Luo and
Neel [28] for generalisations.

Note that, in [2], in addition to the integration by parts formula, the authors perform
an e�cient non-co-adapted coupling working only at a given time T . An important point
in the construction is the expansion of the driving Brownian motions in a well chosen
orthogonal basis of L2([0, T ]). Similar ideas also appear in the present work to compute
the Malliavin dual.

A di�culty to deal with the kinetic Brownian motion comes from the fact that the
position is obtained through a non linear integral of the noise. Up to our knowledge,
long-time behaviour of the Euclidean kinetic Brownian motion has not been investigated,
contrarily to the small time, for which Perruchaud [29] gives asymptotics of the heat
kernel for our precise model. Small time asymptotics are also present in the related
works of Menozzi [13] (where step 2 kinetic processes are considered). Concerning, the
long-time behaviour of the kinetic Brownian motion, Baudoin and Tardif [7] obtained an
exponential convergence under the assumption of a Poincaré inequality for the underlying
manifold (see also the improvements on the exponential rate by Kolb, Weich, Wolf [21]
and Ren, Tao [30]). In [6], Baudoin, Gordina and Mariano used a coupling method for
obtaining other gradient inequalities for general Kolmogorov di�usions including kinetic
Brownian motion.

After renormalisation in time and space of the kinetic Brownian motion, our model
enters in the �eld of homogenisation. Much more complex models have been investigated
in Li [23, 24, 25], Gehringer and Li [14], Hairer and Li [17], Li and Sieber [26], leading
to various convergence results to limit processes, including speed of convergence. In
our context, convergence results are obtained in Section 3. Notice the important fact
that, when doing the rescaling, the vector �eld governing the so-called fast motion has a
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vanishing integral in the circle. As explained in [23], this induces a second order scaling
involving a martingale term in the limit. In this situation, the rate of convergence for
the models in [23] is an open question. Our goal in this paper is di�erent, as we aim
to get estimates of the gradient of the semigroup at each �xed time for the non rescaled
process. Also, the state space of the Euclidean kinetic Brownian motion is not compact
and is not negatively curved. This again places our model in a critical situation.

Our goal, in this paper, is thus to obtain estimates of the gradient of the semigroup
via a Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula at a given and �xed non small time T . We
will work through the usual Malliavin calculus and the Malliavin covariance approach.
We will take advantage of a decomposition of the standard Brownian motion on an
orthonormal basis to perform a Gaussian integration by parts and compute the dual of
the Malliavin derivative. The main point then is to establish the long-time behaviour
of the (reduced) Malliavin matrix and of the dual. This will be obtained through the
study of homogenisation and the convergence in law of stochastic oscillating integrals. A
crucial point being that, if by the standard Hörmander theorem the (reduced) Malliavin
matrix is invertible and its inverse admits moments of any order, a uniform bound in T
of these moments is needed here. This uniform bound is a di�cult technical point. This
will be done through a careful study of oscillating stochastic integrals and proving, with
the help of the recent work [12] by Bobkov, that they have sub-Gaussian densities.

1.2 Organisation and main results

In Section 2 we present the model (Xx
t )t≥0 for the kinetic Brownian motion on S × C

and its lift on R × C as well as the main strategy for obtaining integration by parts
formula, which will lead to estimates of the derivative of the semigroup at time T > 0.
This integration by parts formula is given in Equation (2.6) of Proposition 2.1 using a
Malliavin dual δh:

(dxPTf, v) = −E [f(Xx
T )δh] .

As our construction of the driving Brownian motion is made via an orthonormal basis
in the path space and a sequence of Gaussian random variables, a general formula for
Malliavin duals is given in Proposition 2.2 with the explicit Formula (2.27), extending to
in�nite dimension well-known integration by parts formulae on Gaussian spaces. Our �rst
main result is Theorem 2.3 where both the explicit computation of the Malliavin dual
and an explicit Bismut-Li-Elworthy type integration by parts formula are established.

In particular, the dual is expressed in terms of (the inverse of) the Malliavin matrix
of the kinetic Brownian motion and in terms of oscillating integrals of the form∫ T

0

g(s)eiBsds , s ∈ [0, T ]

where (Bt)0≤t≤T is a standard Brownian motion on R and where g is a (possibly random)
C1 function.

Section 3 is devoted to convergences of stochastic oscillating integrals. A strong law
of large numbers is given in Theorem 3.1. Then in Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3,
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convergences in law for the driving Brownian motion, the renormalised kinetic Brownian
motion as well as for several multiple integrals are stated. In particular this immediately
leads to a convergence in law of the renormalised Malliavin dual.

However, for studying the integration by parts formulae in large time, an essential tool
is a uniform control in time of all moments of the inverse of the appropriately renormalised
reduced Malliavin matrix. This result is stated in Proposition 4.2. It turns out that, for
obtaining this result, oscillating integrals have to be appropriately sliced, each slice having
a sub-Gaussian density, and the sum also having sub-Gaussian density thanks to recent
results in [12]. All of this is explained in Lemma 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.6.

In Proposition 4.7, these results are applied to obtain asymptotic estimates of the
moments of the Malliavin dual for T large enough:

E[|δh|q]
1
q ≤ Cp

(
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)
, v =

(
vR
vC

)
∈ R× C.

This proposition provides an order T−1/2 for the vertical gradient of the semigroup,
but only constant order for the horizontal gradient.

Section 5 contains the main results of the paper, improving in several directions the
estimate of the horizontal gradient. Theorem 5.1 yields an estimate of order T−1/4 for
the horizontal gradient of PTf and again T−1/2 for the vertical gradient, with a control
involving (PT |f |p)1/p, for any p ∈ (1,∞) and T large enough:

|(dxPTf, v)| ≤ Cp (PT |f |p(x))1/p
(

1

T 1/4
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)
.

The method incorporates an adapted Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula to make a transfer
from horizontal to vertical gradient. Theorem 5.2 states a T−1/2 or ln(T )T−1/2 rate for
the whole gradient of PTf , with a control in terms of ∥f∥∞ for T large enough:

|(dxPTf, v)| ≤ C∥f∥∞
∥v∥√
T

for the semigroup on S× C and

|(dxPTf, v)| ≤ C∥f∥∞
(
ln(T )√
T

|vR|+
1√
T
|vC|
)

for the semigroup on R× C.

For this result, re�ection coupling for the driving Brownian motion is performed be-
fore applying the integration by parts formulae. Finally, Theorem 5.3 provides, as a
consequence a Liouville property for the semigroup: all bounded harmonic functions are
constant.
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2 Presentation of the model and Malliavin calculus

2.1 The model on S× C and its lift on R× C

This article is devoted to the study of the kinetic Brownian motion in the plane. The
true model is to consider a stochastic process (Ũt, Zt)t≥0 which lives in S × R

2 where Ũt

is a Brownian motion on the circle and Zt its integral; that is satisfying:

dZt = Ũtdt.

Here, we will often identify R2 with C in the natural way. And it is also natural to view
S as the quotient R

/
2πZ; this identi�cation being made by the bijection: θ ∈ R

/
2πZ →

eiθ ∈ S. Moreover, the Brownian motion on the circle S is also given by the complex
exponential of a Brownian motion on R. With these identi�cations, the kinetic Brownian
motion on the plane is simply the process (Ut, Zt)t≥0 in R

/
2πZ × C described by the

stochastic di�erential equation: {
dUt = dBt

dZt = eiUtdt,
(2.1)

(Bt) being a real-valued Brownian motion started at 0.

It is immediate to see that the kinetic Brownian motion can be lifted to a stochastic
process on R×C sharing the same stochastic di�erential equation (2.1). Since we will often
work only in�nitesimally, most of our arguments indi�erently hold for the two models on
S× C and R× C. For simplicity, unless otherwise speci�cally said, we choose to work on
the lifted model on R× C and we denote (Ut, Zt)t≥0 the solution of (2.1) on R× C.

For later convenience, the solution

(
Ut

Zt

)
will be represented by a 3-dimensional col-

umn vector and Zt ∈ C will often be identi�ed with

(
Re(Zt)

Im(Zt)

)
.

The solution starting in x =

(
u
z

)
is easily given by Xx

t =

(
Ut

Zt

)
with

{
Ut = u+Bt

Zt = z +
∫ t

0
eiUsds = z + eiu

∫ t

0
eiBsds.

(2.2)

Following the model in (2.2), in the sequel we will more generally denote by Xt the
functional de�ned on R × C([0,+∞[) such that Xt(x, (Bs)s≥0) is the kinetic Brownian
motion Xx

t . We also denote

dXx
t = V0(X

x
t )dt+ V dBt

where the vector �elds V and V0 are given by:

V (u, z) =

(
1
0C

)
and V0(u, z) =

(
0
eiu

)
.
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In particular, the generator L written on R× R
2 of this Markov process is given by

L =
1

2
∆u + cos(u)∂z1 + sin(u)∂z2 (2.3)

Note that with

[V, V0] =

(
0
ieiu

)
=: V1, [V, V1] =

(
0

−eiu
)

=: V2

the vector �elds {V, V1, V2} generate the tangent space in each point and thus the step-
three Hörmander condition is satis�ed and the model is hypoelliptic.

2.2 The tangent �ow

Here we consider the solution starting from di�erent points with the same Brownian
motion (Bt)t≥0 (synchronous coupling) (Xx

t ) := (Xt(x, (Bs)0≤s≤t)). The tangent �ow is
obtained by di�erentiating this �ow with respect to the initial solution:

TXx
t v :=

d

da

∣∣∣∣
a=0

Xx+av
t =

(
v0

vz + iv0e
iu
∫ t

0
eiBsds

)
= Jx

t v

where Jx
t :=

(
1 0

ieiu
∫ t

0
eiBsds 1

)
.

For future use note that

(Jx
t )

−1 =

(
1 0

−ieiu
∫ t

0
eiBsds 1

)
and (Jx

t )
−1V =

(
1

−ieiu
∫ t

0
eiBsds

)
and also

Jx
T (J

x
t )

−1V =

(
1

ieiu
∫ T

0
eiBsds− ieiu

∫ t

0
eiBsds

)
=

(
1

ieiu
∫ T

t
eiBsds

)
.

Notice that both the tangent �ow and its inverse are uniformly bounded on each time
interval [0, T ].

2.3 Malliavin derivative and integration by parts formula

In the sequel, we will only be interested in computing the Malliavin derivative DXx
T for

the value at time T of Xx
T which can be seen as the di�erential of XT (x, ·).

Set H := L2([0, T ],R). For h ∈ H:

DXx
T (h) :=

d

dε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

XT

(
x,

(
Bt + ε

∫ t

0

h(s)ds

)
0≤t≤T

)
=

( ∫ T

0
h(t)dt

ieiu
∫ T

0
eiBt

∫ t

0
h(s)dsdt

)
.
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A simple idea to obtain an integration by parts formula is, given a curve γ(a) with
γ(0) = x and γ̇(0) = v, to �nd ha such that

XT

(
γ(a),

(
Bt +

∫ t

0

ha(s)ds

)
0≤t≤T

)
≡ XT (x, (Bt)0≤t≤T ) . (2.4)

Taking derivative in a = 0, this implies

TXx
Tv +DXx

T (h) = Jx
Tv +DXx

T (h) = 0, (2.5)

where h :=
∂

∂a

∣∣∣∣
a=0

ha. However, the curves in a and Equation (2.4) serve only as a

motivation and will �nally not be needed, only the in�nitesimal version (2.5) will be
used.

From this simple equation, we already obtain in the following proposition our inte-
gration by parts formula. However most of the work will be later to �nd an explicit form
for the Malliavin dual, prove that the integrability assumption is satis�ed, and above all,
�nd an asymptotic as T → ∞.

Proposition 2.1. Let f : R× C → R be a bounded C1 function with bounded derivative.
Denote by PT the semigroup of XT and δ a Malliavin duality operator. If h = h(x, v, T )
is in the domain of δ and satis�es (2.5), then we have

(dxPTf, v) = −E [f(Xx
T )δh] . (2.6)

As explained in Section 2.1, the same result also holds for the model on S × C with
the same equation for the tangent �ow, for the Malliavin derivative and for the Malliavin
dual.

Proof. On one hand we have

(dxPTf, v)=
d

dϵ

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

E[f(Xx+ϵv
T )] = E

[(
dXx

T
f, Jx

Tv
)]

(2.7)

(and it is clear that Jx
T has all its moments bounded). On the other hand, since the

derivative of f is bounded, since the di�usion (Xt) has bounded coe�cients as well as
their derivatives, and since h is in the domain of δ (by hypothesis), we have

E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h)
)]

= E [D(f(Xx
T ))(h)] = E [f(Xx

T )δh] . (2.8)

From Equation (2.5) and the boundedness of the moments of Jx
t , we see that

(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h)
)

is integrable, and moreover,

E
[(
dXx

T
f, Jx

Tv
)]

= −E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h)
)]
. (2.9)

From (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9) we get (2.6).
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2.4 The in�nitesimal control problem and the Malliavin matrix

We now describe a solution of Equation (2.5). By the Malliavin calculus, it is known, see
e.g. [16], that

DXx
T (h) = Jx

T

∫ T

0

(Jx
t )

−1V h(t)dt.

Here, this can be seen directly since, by integration by parts:

ieiu
∫ T

0

eiBt

∫ t

0

h(s)dsdt = ieiu
∫ T

0

∫ T

t

eiBsds h(t)dt.

As a consequence, Equation (2.5) is equivalent to∫ T

0

(Jx
t )

−1V h(t)dt = −v. (2.10)

Recalling

(Jx
t )

−1V =

(
1

−ieiu
∫ t

0
eiBsds

)
,

Equation (2.10) can be written as the system
⟨h0, h⟩ = −v0
⟨hx1 , h⟩ = −v1
⟨hx2 , h⟩ = −v2

(2.11)

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the standard scalar product on H and

h0(t) = 1, hx1(t) =

∫ t

0

sin(u+Bs)ds, h
x
2(t) = −

∫ t

0

cos(u+Bs)ds.

Notice that similarly as Jx
t , h

x
1 and hx2 depend only on the coordinate u of x.

To �nd a solution, we choose to write

h = λ0h0 + λ1h
x
1 + λ2h

x
2 . (2.12)

Note that the obtained solution h will minimise the norm ∥h∥2 but has no reason to
minimise the norm of the dual ∥δh∥2.

Such a h = h(x, v, T ) is thus a solution to the system (2.11) if and only ifλ0λ1
λ2

 = −Cx(T )−1

v0v1
v2


with Cx(T ) the Gram matrix:

Cx(T ) =

⟨h0, h0⟩ ⟨h0, hx1⟩ ⟨h0, hx2⟩
⟨hx1 , h0⟩ ⟨hx1 , hx1⟩ ⟨hx1 , hx2⟩
⟨hx2 , h0⟩ ⟨hx2 , hx1⟩ ⟨hx2 , hx2⟩

 . (2.13)
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Note that Cx(T ) may also be written as the reduced Malliavin matrix of (Xx
t ) (here

∗ means the transposed matrix):

Cx(T ) =

∫ T

0

(Jx
t )

−1V V ∗((Jx
t )

−1)∗dt. (2.14)

In particular, as (Xx
t )t satis�es Hörmander's condition, Cx(T ) is invertible (see [16], Sec-

tion 4.2). Denoting the random map axT : H → R × C, h 7→

⟨h0, h⟩
⟨hx1 , h⟩
⟨hx2 , h⟩

, we observe

that Cx(T ) is also the matrix of the linear map axT (a
x
T )

∗ with (axT )
∗ : R × C → H,λ0λ1

λ2

 7→ λ0h0 + λ1h
x
1 + λ2h

x
2 .

With this notation at hand, Equation (2.12) rewrites h = (axT )
∗(λ), so the only solution

to (2.11) which is a linear combination of (h0, h1, h2) is

h = −(axT )
∗(axT (a

x
T )

∗)−1

v0v1
v2

 (2.15)

In fact axT and the matrix Cx depend only on u and satisfy:

axT =

(
1 0
0 R(u)

)
a0T and Cx(T ) =

(
1 0
0 R(u)

)
C0(T )

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)
(2.16)

where R(u) denotes the rotation: R(u) =

(
cosu − sinu
sinu cosu

)
. In the remainder of this

article, we will simply use the notations aT and C for a0T and C0 respectively.

In particular, (2.15) can be rewritten:

h = −a∗T (aTa
∗
T )

−1

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)v0v1
v2

 . (2.17)

2.5 Malliavin calculus in a basis and computation of the dual

Our method for integration by parts is based on a non-co-adapted construction of the
Brownian motion (Bt)t∈[0,T ] in the model (2.1) where T > 0 is �xed. This construction
depends on a choice of an orthonormal basis. Working in a speci�c basis serves only as an
intermediate step to do the computation. At the end, we will see that the computation
of the dual will not depend on this choice.

Let (ek)k≥0 be an orthonormal basis of L2([0, 1],R) with for simplicity e0 ≡ 1 and set
gk(t) =

∫ t

0
ek(s)ds for k ≥ 0. We then consider the family (gk,T )k≥0 on H = L2([0, T ],R)

obtained from dilation; that is

∀k ≥ 0, gk,T (t) :=
√
Tgk

(
t

T

)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.18)
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In particular, (ek,T )k≥0 := (ġk,T )k≥0 is an orthonormal basis of L2([0, T ],R). We also have

g0,T (t) =
t√
T
, t ∈ [0, T ], and gk,T (T ) = 0 for all k ≥ 1. (2.19)

A standard choice is given by the Karhunen-Loève basis:

g0,T (t) =
t√
T

and for k ≥ 1, gk,T (t) =

√
2T

πk
sin

(
kπt

T

)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.20)

With a sequence (ξk)k≥0 of independent real-valued Gaussian N (0, 1) variables, it is
well-known that we can construct a Brownian motion (Bt)t∈[0,T ] via the formula

∀t ∈ [0, T ], Bt =
∞∑
k=0

gk,T (t)ξk (2.21)

and that the convergence of the series is a.s. uniform in t ∈ [0, 1] (see [18]).

For future use, we also introduce the Brownian motion (B̃t)t∈[0,1] via the formula

∀t ∈ [0, 1], B̃t =
∞∑
k=0

gk(t)ξk, (2.22)

and notice that
BTs =

√
TB̃s, s ∈ [0, 1].

Also, any element h ∈ H has a decomposition

[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ h(t) =
∑
k≥0

αkġk,T (t), (2.23)

with (αk)k≥0 in the space ℓ2 of square integrable sequences and which will always be
considered as a column vector.

With the decomposition (2.23) of a possibly random h, we obtain

Bt +

∫ t

0

h(s)ds =
∞∑
k=0

gk,T (t)(ξk + αk) (2.24)

with (αk)k≥0 a ℓ2-valued random variable.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that the Brownian motion (Bt)t∈[0,T ] is given by (2.21): Bt =
∞∑
k=0

gk,T (t)ξk. Let h be a L1(Ω, H) random variable given by

h(ω)(t) =
∑
k≥0

αk(ω)ġk,T (t) with for k ≥ 0, αk(ω) = Ak ((ξℓ(ω))ℓ≥0) (2.25)

for some functions Ak : RN → R. Assume that for all K ≥ 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ K, the random
maps

A K
k (ω) : RK+1 → R

(z0, . . . , zK) 7→ Ak

(
z0, . . . , zK , ξ[K+1,∞)(ω)

) (2.26)
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are integrable and with integrable derivative on RK+1 with respect to the standard Gaussian
distribution, a.s. in ξ[K+1,∞), where we denoted ξ[K+1,∞)(ω) := (ξK+1(ω), ξK+2(ω), . . .).
Let

dh :=
∑
k≥0

(
αkξk −

∂αk

∂ξk

)
(2.27)

and assume that this series converges in L1(Ω,R).

Then h is in the domain of the adjoint of the Malliavin derivative δ and δh is given
by dh, that is, for any C1 function f : R× C → R, bounded with bounded derivative we
have the integration by parts

E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h)
)]

= E [f(Xx
T )dh] . (2.28)

Proof. The proof will proceed by �nite dimensional approximations. For K ≥ 0, let

hK :=
K∑
k=0

αkġk,T

and set
FK : R

K+1 → R

(z0, . . . , zK) 7→ FK(z0, . . . , zK)

the random ξ[K+1,∞)-measurable function such that FK(ξ0, . . . , ξK) = f(Xx
T ).

With these notations, the Malliavin derivative in the direction hK writes:

(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h
K)
)
=

d

dϵ

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

f

(
XT

(
x,

(
Bt + ϵ

K∑
k=0

αkgk,T (t)

)))

=
d

dϵ

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

FK ((ξk + ϵαk)0≤k≤K)

= ⟨∇FK ,A K⟩(ξ0, . . . , ξK)

where A K is the random map whose coordinates are de�ned in (2.26). Now letting
ϕK(z

0, . . . , zK) be the centered Gaussian density with covariance IK+1 in RK+1 we have,
by integration by parts and using ∇ϕK(z

0, . . . , zK) = −ϕK(z
0, . . . , zK) · (z0, . . . , zK),

E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h
K)
)
|ξ[K+1,∞)

]
=

∫
RK+1

⟨∇FK ,A K⟩(z0, . . . , zK)ϕK(z
0, . . . , zK)dz0 . . . dzK

=

∫
RK+1

FK(z0, . . . , zK)
(
⟨(z0, . . . , zK),A K(z0, . . . , zK)⟩ − div(A K)(z0, . . . , zK)

)
× ϕK(z

0, . . . , zK)dz0 . . . dzK

= E
[
f(Xx

T )dh
K |ξ[K+1,∞)

]
with

dhK :=
K∑
k=0

(
αkξk −

∂αk

∂ξk

)
.
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Taking expectation we obtain

E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h
K)
)]

= E
[
f(Xx

T )dh
K
]
. (2.29)

By hypothesis, h ∈ L1(Ω, H) and dh ∈ L1(Ω,R), thus, letting K → ∞, hK converges to
h in L1(Ω, H) and dhK converges to dh in L1(Ω,R). The expected result then follows
from (2.29).

In order to be able to compute the Malliavin dual of Equation (2.6) with the help of
Proposition 2.2, we need to express the solution h found in Equation (2.17) in the chosen
basis. For this, it is su�cient to �nd the matrix of aT .

We compute the column vectors, recalling ek,T := ġk,T , k ≥ 0:

I0(T ) := aT (e0,T ) =

( √
T

i
∫ T

0
eiBt

(
g0,T (t)−

√
T
)
dt

)
=

( √
T√

Ti
∫ T

0
eiBt (g0(t/T )− 1) dt

)
(2.30)

and for k ≥ 1,

Ik(T ) := aT (ek,T ) =

(
0

i
∫ T

0
eiBtgk,T (t)dt

)
=

(
0√

Ti
∫ T

0
eiBtgk(t/T )dt

)
. (2.31)

The last formulae are obtained by an integration by parts.

Now de�ne
AT = (I0(T ) I1(T ) . . . Ik(T ) . . .) . (2.32)

It is the matrix of the linear map aT : H → R×C in the orthonormal basis (ek,T )k≥0 and
therefore satis�es

ATA∗
T = aTa

∗
T = C(T ). (2.33)

Hence ATA∗
T is invertible using Malliavin calculus.

It is now possible to write the solution of Equation (2.17) in coordinates in the or-
thonormal basis; that is, h =

∑
k≥0

αkek,T is the solution of Equation (2.5) given by (2.17)

if and only if

α = −A∗
T (ATA∗

T )
−1

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)v0v1
v2

 . (2.34)

Theorem 2.3. Let T > 0, x =

(
u
z

)
∈ R × C, v ∈ R × C. Consider h = h(x, v, T )

de�ned by (2.17), then h is in Lp(Ω, H) for any p ≥ 1 and is also in the domain of δ. Its
Malliavin dual δh = δh(x, v, T ) is given by

−δh =

(
BT

−i
∫ T

0
eiBt(BT −Bt)dt

)∗

C(T )−1

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)
v

+

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(
s

i
∫ s

0
eiBρ(ρ− s)dρ

)∗

C(T )−1K (t, s)C(T )−1

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)
v dsdt

(2.35)
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where the matrix K is de�ned by:

K (t, s) =

(
0 eiBs

∗

eiBs −eiBs

(
i
∫ t

0
eiBrdr

)∗
− i
∫ t

0
eiBrdreiBs

∗

)
. (2.36)

The Malliavin dual δh given by (2.35) is also in Lp(Ω,R) for any p ≥ 1.

Moreover for any bounded measurable function f : R×C→ R and any T > 0, x ∈ R×C
and v ∈ R× C, one has the following Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula:

(dxPTf, v) = −E [f(Xx
T )δh] (2.37)

where δh = δh(x, v, T ) is given by (2.35).

Proof. We proceed in �ve steps. In a �rst step, we prove h is in Lp(Ω, H) for any
p ∈ [1,∞). In a second step we show that the series dh is well de�ned and is equal
to (2.35). In a third step we establish the Lp convergence of the series de�ning dh. In
a fourth step, we prove that the Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula (2.37) is valid for
any bounded C1 function with bounded derivative. For this we need to introduce some
regularised random variables hε, do the Malliavin integration by parts and pass to the
limit. In the �nal step, we extend the the Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula (2.37) to any
measurable bounded function.

Step 1: We �rst show that h is in Lp(Ω, H) for any p ∈ [1,∞). We have

∥h∥2H =
∑
k≥0

α2
k ≤

∑
k≥0

∥Ik(T )∥2 ∥C(T )−1∥2 ∥v∥2.

where the Ik(T ) for k ≥ 0 are given by (2.30) and (2.31). By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, one has

∥Ik(T )∥2 ≤ T

∫ T

0

gk,T (t)
2dt+ T (1 + T 2)δk=0

and since
∑
k≥0

gk,T (t)
2 = t, one has:

CT :=
∑
k≥0

∥Ik(T )∥2 ≤ T

∫ T

0

tdt+ T (1 + T 2) < +∞.

In particular:
∥h∥H ≤ C

1/2
T ∥C(T )−1∥ ∥v∥.

and h ∈ Lp(Ω, H) for any p ∈ [1,∞) since by Malliavin calculus C(T ) is a.s. invertible
with inverse moments of any orders.

Step 2: We consider here only the case u = 0. In view of (2.34), the general case is

obtained by rotation. We start with the computation of −dh = −
∑
k≥0

(
αkξk − ∂αk

∂ξk

)
.
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We look at the �rst term in −dh:

−
∑
k≥0

αkξk =
∑
k≥0

(Ik(T )ξk)
∗ C(T )−1v

=


√
Tξ0

i

(∑
k≥0

∫ T

0
eiBtξkgk,T (t)dt−

√
T
∫ T

0
eiBtξ0dt

)
∗

C(T )−1v.

(2.38)

By construction of the Brownian motion, we have the a.s. uniform convergence on [0, T ]

of
∑
k≥0

ξkgk,T (t) to Bt and thus the a.s. convergence of
∑
k≥0

∫ T

0
eiBtξkgk,T (t)dt to

∫ T

0
eiBtBtdt.

Thus:

−
∑
k≥0

αkξk =

( √
Tξ0

i
∫ T

0
eiBt(Bt −

√
Tξ0)dt

)∗

C(T )−1v =

(
BT

−i
∫ T

0
eiBt(BT −Bt)dt

)∗

C(T )−1v.

(2.39)

We now turn to the second term of dh. We have

−
∑
k≥0

∂αk

∂ξk
=
∑
k≥0

∂Ik(T )

∂ξk

∗

C(T )−1v −
∑
k≥0

Ik(T )
∗C(T )−1∂C(T )

∂ξk
C(T )−1v. (2.40)

As ∂Ik(T )
∂ξk

= −
(

0∫ T

0
eiBtgk,T (t)

2dt

)
+

(
0∫ T

0
eiBt

√
Tg0,T (t)dt

)
δ{k=0},

∑
k≥0

∂Ik(T )

∂ξk
=

 0

−
∫ T

0
eiBt

(∑
k≥0

gk,T (t)
2 − t

)
dt

 .

Notice that ∑
k≥0

gk,T (t)
2 =

∑
k≥0

⟨ġk,T , 1[0,t]⟩2 = ∥1[0,t]∥22 = t, (2.41)

where ⟨ , ⟩ and ∥ · ∥2 still denote the scalar product and the norm on H.

Then the �rst term in (2.40) �nally vanishes.

Using (2.14) and remarking that ∂
∂ξk

(J0
t )

−1V =

(
0∫ t

0
eiBsgk,T (s)ds

)
, we obtain

∂C(T )
∂ξk

=

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

gk,T (s)K (t, s)dsdt (2.42)

where K (t, s) is given by (2.36).

We also have

Ik(T )gk,T (s) =

(
0

i
∫ T

0
eiBρgk,T (ρ)gk,T (s)dρ

)
+

(
s

−i
∫ T

0
seiBρdρ

)
δ{k=0}.
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Noticing that
∑
k≥0

gk,T (ρ)gk,T (s) = ⟨1[0,ρ], 1[0,s]⟩ = ρ ∧ s and using Fubini, we get

∑
k≥0

Ik(T )gk,T (s) =

(
s

i
∫ T

0
eiBρ(ρ ∧ s− s)dρ

)
=

(
s

i
∫ s

0
eiBρ(ρ− s)dρ

)
.

Finally we obtain the convergence and the desired expression for dh.

Step 3: Let us establish the Lp convergence of the series dh =
∑
k≥0

(
αkξk − ∂αk

∂ξk

)
. For

the term
∑
k≥0

αkξk, looking at the second line of (2.38) and using the fact that C(T )−1 has

�nite moments of all orders, we only need to prove that∑
k≥K

∫ T

0

eiBtξkgk,T (t)dt
Lp

−−−→
K→∞

0.

Letting Cp = E[|N |p] with N a N (0, 1) random variable we obtain

E

[∣∣∣∣∣∑
k≥K

∫ T

0

eiBtξkgk,T (t)dt

∣∣∣∣∣
p]

≤ T p−1

∫ T

0

E

[∣∣∣∣∣∑
k≥K

ξkgk,T (t)

∣∣∣∣∣
p]
dt

≤ CpT
p−1

∫ T

0

(∑
k≥K

g2k,T (t)

)p/2

dt −−−→
K→∞

0

by the dominated convergence theorem and since
∑
k≥0

g2k,T (t) = t. Using

∑
k≥0

|gk,T (ρ)gk,T (s)| ≤

(∑
k≥0

g2k,T (ρ)

)1/2(∑
k≥0

g2k,T (s)

)1/2

=
√
ρs,

the Lp convergence of the series
∑
k≥0

∂αk

∂ξk
is similar.

Step 4: Let us prove the integration by parts (2.28) for a bounded function C1 with
bounded derivative. The idea is to use Proposition 2.2. But since the matrix C(T ) is only
almost surely invertible, the regularity of the random maps A K

k (ω) of equation (2.26)
for h and α given by given by (2.34) is not completely clear. We thus introduce the
regularised random variables hϵ :=

∑
k≥0

αϵ
kġk,T where ϵ > 0 and

αϵ := −A∗
T (C(T ) + ϵId)−1

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)v0v1
v2

 . (2.43)

Since C(T ) + ϵId is invertible for any entries (z0, . . . , zK) ∈ R
K+1 and since all the entries

of (Ik(T ))k≥0 and C(T ) are almost surely analytic in (ξk)k≥0, the associated functions
A K,ϵ

k (ω) : RK+1 → R are well de�ned and almost surely analytic in (z0, . . . , zK) ∈ R
K+1.

Now since ∥(C(T )+ ϵId)
−1∥ ≤ 1

ϵ
, with similar computation as in Step 1, one gets that

hε is bounded in H and thus belongs to any Lp(Ω, H) for any p ∈ [1,∞].
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Similarly, it is easy to obtain Steps 2 and 3 for hε; that is the well de�niteness, the
computation and the Lp convergence of

dhϵ =
∑
k≥0

(
αϵ
kξk −

∂αϵ
k

∂ξk

)
.

Note that dhϵ is obtained by a formula similar to the right hand side of (2.35) where each
occurrence of C(T )−1 is replaced by (C(T ) + ϵId)

−1.

Using Proposition 2.2, we thus obtain the integration by parts formula (2.28) for hϵ:

E
[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h
ϵ)
)]

= E [f(Xx
T )dh

ϵ] . (2.44)

Now since ∥(C(T ) + ε)−1∥ ≤ ∥C(T )−1∥ and since by Malliavin calculus the moments
of C(T )−1 are �nite for any p ≥ 1, by the dominated convergence, hϵ −−→

ϵ→0
h in Lp(Ω, H)

and dhϵ −−→
ϵ→0

dh in Lp(Ω,R), for all p ≥ 1. Letting ε → 0 gives that h is in the domain

of δ; that is the integration by parts formula (2.28) is valid for h.

Now since,
(dxPTf, v) = E

[(
dXx

T
f,D(Xx

T )(h)
)]
,

one deduces the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula (2.37) when f is a bounded C1 function
with bounded derivative.

Step 5: Let us next prove that (2.37) is still true for any f measurable and bounded.

For this, let fn ∈ C∞
c such that fn simply converges to f and with ∥fn∥∞ ≤ ∥f∥∞.

By the dominated convergence theorem, it is clear that for all x ∈ R× C:

Ptfn(x) −−−→
n→∞

Ptf(x). (2.45)

From now, our goal is to show that the di�erential of Ptfn converges uniformly on
compact sets. More precisely, we show just below that for any compact set K of R× C:

sup
x∈K

sup
∥v∥≤1

∣∣ (dxPTfn, v)− E [f(Xx
T )δh(x, v, T )]

∣∣ −−−→
n→∞

0. (2.46)

Since fn is a bounded C1 function with bounded derivative, the integration by parts
formula (2.28) is valid for fn, and thus using also Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has:∣∣ (dxPTfn, v)− E [f(Xx

T )δh(x, v, T )]
∣∣ = ∣∣E[fn(Xx

t )δh(x, v, T )]− E[f(Xx
T )δh(x, v, T )]

∣∣
≤ E[|fn(Xx

T )− f(Xx
T )|2]

1
2 E[δh(x, v, T )2]

1
2 .

First, it is clear that by formula (2.35) and since the Malliavin matrix Cx(T ) admit
negative moments of order 2 which are here uniform in x ∈ R× C.

sup
x∈R×C

sup
∥v∥≤1

E[δh(x, v, T )2] < +∞.
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Now, let K be a compact set of R × C. There exists R0 > 0 such that K ⊂ BR0 :=
{x = (u, z), |u| ≤ R0, |z| ≤ R0}. Let x = (u, z) ∈ K and R ≥ R0 + T , one has

E[|fn(Xx
T )− f(Xx

T )|2] = E
[
|fn(Xx

T )− f(Xx
T )|21{Xx

T∈BR}
]
+ E

[
|fn(Xx

T )− f(Xx
T )|21{Xx

T /∈BR}
]
.

For the �rst term, we have:

sup
x∈K

E
[
|fn(Xx

T )− f(Xx
T )|21{Xx

T∈BR}
]
≤ sup

x∈K

∫
BR

|f(y)− fn(y)|2 pT (x, y) dy

≤
∫
BR

|f(y)− fn(y)|2 sup
x∈K,y∈BR

pT (x, y) dy

−−−→
n→∞

0.

Here we used the dominated convergence theorem and the fact that by Malliavin calculus,
the semigroup at time T admits a smooth (here continuous is enough) kernel pT . For the
second term, we have:

sup
x∈K

E
[
|fn(Xx

T )− f(Xx
T )|21{Xx

T /∈BR}
]
≤ 4∥f∥2∞ sup

x∈K
P (Xx

T /∈ BR)

≤ 4∥f∥2∞P (|BT | ≥ R−R0) .

Here we have used that Ux
T = u + BT and that |Zx

T | ≤ |z| + T ≤ R for x ∈ K. As a
consequence,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈K

E[|fn(Xx
T )− f(Xx

T )|2] ≤ 4∥f∥2∞P (|BT | ≥ R−R0) −−−→
R→∞

0.

This ends the proof of (2.46).

Now it is well known and classical that the conjunction of (2.45) and (2.46) implies
that Ptf is di�erentiable and satis�es:

(dxPTf, v) = E [f(Xx
T )δh(x, v, T )]

which proves that (2.37) is valid for any bounded measurable functions f .

3 Stochastic oscillating integrals

Our goal in this section is now to investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the terms
appearing in the matrix Cx(T ) and more generally into the dual δh(x, v, T ). As before,
it is su�cient to consider the case x = 0. We shall thus focus on the stochastic integrals
appearing in the quantities Ik(T ) in (2.30) and (2.31). By a change of variable and the
de�nition of B̃s in (2.22), one has

√
T

∫ T

0

eiBtg

(
t

T

)
dt = T 3/2

∫ 1

0

ei
√
TB̃sg(s)ds. (3.1)

In order to treat all the terms in the dual, we also have to consider iterated integrals of
the form: (∫ t

0

(∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)e
i
√
TB̃rdr

)
ℓ1(s)

(
ei

√
TB̃s

)∗
ds

)
0≤t≤1

. (3.2)

18



First we give an ergodic theorem (or a strong law) for these stochastic oscillating
integrals. It might be seen as a stochastic version of the Riemann Lebesgue theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (B̃t)0≤t≤1 be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g ∈ L1([0, 1],RK).
Then ∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sds

a.s.−−−→
T→∞

0 uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1]. (3.3)

We now turn to the convergence in law of the above integrals and iterated integrals.
This convergence in law is given in Theorem 3.3 below. It may be seen as a central limit
theorem for additive functional of the Brownian motion.

The idea to obtain Theorem 3.3 below is to transform these additive functionals into
martingales. Using Itô formula, one can replace, up to negligible terms, the integration
against

√
Tei

√
TB̃sds by the stochastic integration against 2iei

√
TB̃sdB̃s; see Proposition 3.4

below for a precise statement. Now, in the following theorem, which might be interesting
in itself, we prove the convergence in law for the resulting martingales.

Theorem 3.2. Let (B̃t)t≥0 be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g ∈ Bb([0, 1],R
K)

and ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ Bb([0, 1],R
L). Then B̃t∫ t

0
g(s)ei

√
TB̃sdB̃s∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)

(
ei

√
TB̃r

)
dB̃r

)
ℓ1(s)

(
ei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s


0≤t≤1

Law−−−→
T→∞

 B̃t
1√
2

∫ t

0
g(s)dWs

1
2

∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)dWr

)
ℓ1(s) (dWs)

∗


0≤t≤1

where (Wt)t≥0 is a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (B̃t)t≥0.

The convergence in law in Theorem 3.2 and in Theorem 3.3 below is with respect
to the standard uniform topology on C([0, 1],R1 × C

K × (C ⊗ C
∗)L) where C ⊗ C

∗ ≃
M2×1(R)⊗M1×2(R)

∗ ≃M2×2(R).

We can now give the result for the additive functionals of the Brownian motion.

Theorem 3.3. Let (B̃t)t≥0 be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g ∈ C1([0, 1],RK)
and ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ C1([0, 1],RL). Then B̃t√

T
∫ t

0
g(s)ei

√
TB̃sds

T
∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)e

i
√
TB̃rdr

)
ℓ1(s)

(
ei

√
TB̃s

)∗
ds


0≤t≤1

Law−−−→
T→∞

 B̃t

i
√
2
∫ t

0
g(s)dWs

2
∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r) (idWr)

)
ℓ1(s) (i ◦ dWs)

∗


0≤t≤1

(3.4)

where (Wt)t≥0 is a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (B̃t)t≥0, and ◦dWs

stands for Stratonovich integral.
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We chose to write Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 in this order since the C-Brownian motion
(Wt)t≥0 in Theorem 3.3 may be taken to be the same as in Theorem 3.2.

We now provide the proposition to transform additive functionals into martingales.

Proposition 3.4. Let (B̃t)t≥0 be a standard 1-dimensional Brownian motion and let
0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Let g be a C1 function on [0, 1]. Then

√
T

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sds = 2i

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sdB̃s +RT,g(t) (3.5)

where the remainder term RT,g(t) =
−2g(t)√

T
ei

√
TB̃t + 2g(0)√

T
ei

√
TB̃0 + 2√

T

∫ t

0
g′(s)ei

√
TB̃sds sat-

is�es:

∥RT,g∥∞ ≤ 1√
T
(4∥g∥∞ + 2∥g′∥∞) .

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let ψT be the function ψT (x) =
−2
T
ei

√
Tx. It satis�es

ψ′
T (x) =

−2i√
T
ei

√
Tx, ψ′′

T (x) = 2ei
√
Tx

and thus, by Itô formula:

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sds =

1

2

∫ t

0

g(s)ψ′′
T (B̃s)ds

=

∫ t

0

g(s)
(
d
(
ψT (B̃s)

)
− ψ′

T (B̃s)dB̃s

)
= g(t)ψT (B̃t)− g(0)ψT (B̃0)−

∫ t

0

g′(s)ψT (B̃s)ds−
∫ t

0

g(s)ψ′
T (B̃s)dB̃s

=
−2g(t)

T
ei

√
TB̃t +

2g(0)

T
ei

√
TB̃0 +

2

T

∫ t

0

g′(s)ei
√
TB̃sds+

2i√
T

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sdB̃s.

This immediately yields (3.5). The estimate of the remainder term RT,g is immediate.

We now provide the proof of the strong law for the oscillating integrals.1

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Working coordinate-wise, it is enough to consider the case K = 1.
As for the standard Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, by density of C1([0, 1],R) in L1([0, 1],R),
it is enough to treat only the case where g ∈ C1([0, 1],R). Using Proposition 3.4, one has
for all 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

Ig,T (t) : =

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sds

=
2i√
T

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sdB̃s +O

(
1

T

)
1This nice and simple proof was communicated to us by one of the referees. We wish to thank her/him

warmly. In an earlier version of the paper, we used a proof based on the occupation time formula for the
Brownian motion.
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where the remainder term O
(
1
T

)
is uniform in t ∈ [0, 1]. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy

inequality, one has for T ≥ 1:

E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|Ig,T |8
]
≤ C

T 4
.

By Borell-Cantelli, this ensures the desired uniform convergence for the subsequence
(
√
n)n≥1:

Ig,√n

∥·∥∞, a.s.−−−−−→
n→∞

0.

To conclude for a generic T , one uses that for
√
n ≤ T <

√
n+ 1 and since the complex

exponential is 1-Lipschitz,

∥Ig,T − Ig,√n∥∞ ≤ |T −
√
n|
∫ 1

0

|g(s)||B̃s|ds
a.s.−−−→

n→∞
0.

Complementary to Proposition 3.4, the next lemma yields uniform bounds for the
even moments of (3.5).

Lemma 3.5. Let k ≥ 1. For any λ > 0 , p ∈ N and any bounded measurable deterministic
function g on [0, 1]k with value in C, we have

E

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[0,1]k

g(s)
k∏

j=1

eiλB̃sj ds1 . . . dsk

∣∣∣∣∣
2p
 ≤ ∥g∥2p∞ E

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[0,1]k

k∏
j=1

eiλB̃sj ds1 . . . dsk

∣∣∣∣∣
2p
 . (3.6)

In particular, for all p ∈ N, there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that for all T > 0 and
all bounded measurable functions g on [0, 1]k with value in C,

E

∣∣∣∣∣T k
2

∫
[0,1]k

g(s)
k∏

j=1

ei
√
TB̃sj ds1 . . . dsk

∣∣∣∣∣
2p
 ≤ Cp∥g∥2p∞. (3.7)

Proof. For simplicity, the proof is detailed only for k = 1. The method for k ≥ 2 is
similar replacing all the one-dimensional integrals below on [0, 1] by multiple integrals
on [0, 1]k. We compute

E

[(∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

g(s)eiλB̃sds

∣∣∣∣2
)p]

= E

[(∫
[0,1]2

ds1ds2 g(s1)g(s2)e
iλ(B̃s2−B̃s1 )

)p]
=

∫
[0,1]2p

ds1 . . . ds2p g(s1) . . . g(s2p)E
[
eiλ

∑2p
k=1(−1)kB̃sk

]
.

Remarking that λ
∑2p

k=1(−1)kB̃sk is a centered Gaussian random variable, we get that

E

[
eiλ

∑2p
k=1(−1)kB̃sk

]
is a positive number. Consequently, the last term can be bounded

above by

∥g∥2p∞
∫
[0,1]2p

ds1 . . . ds2pE
[
eiλ

∑2p
k=1(−1)kB̃sk

]
.
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But with the same calculation we get that this term is equal to

∥g∥2p∞E

[(∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

eiλB̃sds

∣∣∣∣2
)p]

,

yielding (3.6). Now, as in the proof of Proposition 3.4, one has∫ 1

0

eiλB̃sds =
2

λ2

(
1− eiλB̃1

)
+

2i

λ

∫ 1

0

eiλB̃sdB̃s.

As a consequence, we get

E

[(∣∣∣∣λ∫ 1

0

g(s)eiλB̃sds

∣∣∣∣2
)p]

≤ 2pλ2p∥g∥2p∞E

[(
16

λ4
+

4

λ2

∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

eiλB̃sdB̃s

∣∣∣∣2
)p]

≤ 22p−1λ2p∥g∥2p∞

((
16

λ4

)p

+
22p

λ2p
E

[∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

eiλB̃sdB̃s

∣∣∣∣2p
])

≤ 22p−1λ2p∥g∥2p∞
((

16

λ4

)p

+
23p

λ2p
E
[
|β1|2p

])
≤ Cp∥g∥2p∞

where β is a standard Brownian motion on R.

We can now give the proof of Theorem 3.2.

To simplify the proof and the computation of the quadratic variations, in the proof
we identify R1 × C

K × (C⊗ C
∗)L with R1+2K+4L. Here we recall that C⊗ C

∗ ≃ M2×2(R)
and we choose to identify a real 2 by 2 matrix M with (M1,1,M1,2,M2,1,M2,2)

∗ ∈ R
4.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We will proceed in two steps: �rst we will consider only the vector
valued martingale

(M g
t (T ))0≤t≤1 :=

(
B̃t∫ t

0
g(s)ei

√
TB̃sdB̃s

)
0≤t≤1

. (3.8)

Our goal is to show that the law of this martingale converges to (the law of)(
B̃t

1√
2

∫ t

0
g(s)dWs

)
0≤t≤1

. (3.9)

where (Wt)t≥0 is a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (B̃t)t≥0. For this,
we will prove that the quadratic variation converges in law to the quadratic variation
of the limit with respect to the standard uniform topology in C([0, T ],Md×d(R)) with
d = 2K + 1. We will in fact, using Theorem 3.1, prove an almost sure convergence for
the quadratic variation in this �rst step. We will then use a simple criterion based on
some uniform integrability of the quadratic variation from Zheng [35] to prove that the
martingale converges and to identify the limit.
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Let us denote by
∫ t

0
ugs(T )ds the quadratic variation of the martingaleM g

t . The 2K+1
square symmetric matrix ugs is thus given by

ugs(T ) =


1 U∗

1 . . . U∗
K

U1 U1,1 . . . U1,K
...

...
...

UK UK,1 . . . UK,K

 (3.10)

where for 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

Uk = gk(s)

(
cos(

√
TB̃s)

sin(
√
TB̃s)

)
and for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ K,

Uj,k = gj(s)gk(s)

(
cos(

√
TB̃s)

2 cos(
√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s)

cos(
√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s)

2

)
.

Using (
cos(

√
TB̃s)

2 cos(
√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s)

cos(
√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s) sin(

√
TB̃s)

2

)
=

(
1
2

0
0 1

2

)
+

(
1
2
cos(2

√
TB̃s)

1
2
sin(2

√
TB̃s)

1
2
sin(2

√
TB̃s) −1

2
cos(2

√
TB̃s)

)
(3.11)

and Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following almost sure convergence of the quadratic vari-
ation of M g

t :

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

ugs(T )ds− A(t)

∥∥∥∥ a.s.−−−→
T→∞

0 (3.12)

where A(t) the 2K + 1 deterministic matrix given by:

A(t) =


t 0∗ . . . 0∗

0 A1,1 . . . A1,K
...

...
...

0 AK,1 . . . AK,K

 (3.13)

where for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ K,

Aj,k =

(
1
2

∫ t

0
gj(s)gk(s)ds 0

0 1
2

∫ t

0
gj(s)gk(s)ds

)
.

We recognize that (A(t))t∈[0,1] is the quadratic variation of the martingale in (3.9). In
particular, in view of (3.12), the martingale in (3.9) is the only possible limit in law for
the family of martingales (3.8).

To show the existence of the limit (in law) of the martingale (3.8) as T → +∞ and the
identi�cation of the limit as (the law) of the martingale (3.9), it is thus enough to show
that the family of martingales are tight for the topology of the uniform convergence on
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C([0, 1],R1+2K). According to Theorem 3 in [35], it is enough to check that there exists
p > 1 such that the random variables

∫ 1

0
∥us(T )∥pds are tight in R, also called uniformly

bounded in probability in [35]; that is

sup
T≥1

P

(∫ 1

0

∥ugs(T )∥pds ≥M

)
−−−−→
M→∞

0. (3.14)

The notation ∥ugs(T )∥(ω) is for the norm or the matrix ugs(T )(ω). But here all entries
of ugs(T )(ω) are uniformly bounded in T and ω.

This ends the �rst step of the proof.

In a second step, we add the iterated integrals and consider the vector valued mar-
tingale:

(M g,ℓ
t (T ))0≤t≤1 :=

 B̃t∫ t

0
g(s)ei

√
TB̃sdB̃s∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)

(
ei

√
TB̃r

)
dB̃r

)
ℓ1(s)

(
ei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s


0≤t≤1

. (3.15)

The method of the proof is similar as in the �rst step. First we show that the quadratic
variation converges in law. This will follow mainly from the �rst step of the proof. Then
we check the above uniform integrability of the quadratic variation to prove that the
martingale converges and to identify its limit.

Let us denote by
∫ t

0
ug,ℓs (T )ds the quadratic variation of the martingale (3.15). It is

given by the 1 + 2K + 4L matrix:

ug,ℓs (T ) =

(
ugs(T ) vg,ℓs (T )

∗

vg,ℓs (T ) wℓ,ℓ
s (T )

)
where ugs(T ) is given by (3.10) and

wℓ,ℓ
s (T ) =

W1,1 . . . W1,L
...

...
WL,1 . . . WL,L


where for 1 ≤ j, l ≤ L

Wj,l = ℓj1ℓ
l
1


Jc,jJc,lθ

2
1 Jc,jJc,lθ1θ2 Jc,jJs,lθ

2
1 Jc,jJs,lθ1θ2

Jc,jJc,lθ1θ2 Jc,jJc,lθ
2
2 Jc,jJs,lθ1θ2 Jc,jJs,lθ

2
2

Js,jJc,lθ
2
1 Js,jJc,lθ1θ2 Js,jJs,lθ

2
1 Js,jJs,lθ1θ2

Js,jJc,lθ1θ2 Js,jJc,lθ
2
2 Js,jJs,lθ1θ2 Js,jJs,lθ

2
2


with for 1 ≤ l ≤ L

Jc,l(s) =

∫ s

r=0

ℓl2(r) cos(
√
TB̃r)dB̃r, Js,l(s) =

∫ s

r=0

ℓl2(r) sin(
√
TB̃r)dB̃r

and
θ1(s) = cos(

√
TB̃s), θ2(s) = sin(

√
TB̃s);
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and where

vg,ℓs (T ) =

V1...
VL


where for 1 ≤ l ≤ L

Vl = ℓl1


Jc,lθ1 Jc,lg

1θ21 Jc,lg
1θ1θ2 . . . Jc,lg

Kθ21 Jc,lg
Kθ1θ2

Jc,lθ2 Jc,lg
1θ1θ2 Jc,lg

1θ22 . . . Jc,lg
Kθ1θ2 Jc,lg

Kθ22
Js,lθ1 Js,lg

1θ21 Js,lg
1θ1θ2 . . . Js,lg

Kθ21 Js,lg
Kθ1θ2

Js,lθ2 Js,lg
1θ1θ2 Js,lg

1θ22 . . . Js,lg
Kθ1θ2 Js,lg

Kθ22

 .

By the �rst part of the proof, we deduce that there exists (Wt)0≤t≤1 a Brownian motion
independent of (B̃t)0≤t≤1 such that B̃t∫ t

0
g(s)ei

√
TB̃sdB̃s∫ t

0
ℓ2(s)e

i
√
TB̃sdB̃s


0≤t≤1

Law−−−→
T→∞

 B̃t
1√
2

∫ t

0
g(s)dWs

1√
2

∫ t

0
ℓ2(s)dWs


0≤t≤1

.

Using again (3.11), we prove that the quadratic variation of
∫ t

0
ug,ℓs (T )ds of M g,ℓ

converges in law to: ∫ t

0

ug,ℓs (T )ds
Law−−−→
T→∞

∫ t

0

(
A(s) B(s)∗

B(s) C(s)

)
ds

B(s) =

B1
...
BL


where for 1 ≤ l ≤ L

Bl =
1

2
√
2
ℓl1(s)

(
0 I1,lg

1Id2 . . . I1,lg
KId2

0 I2,lg
1Id2 . . . I2,lg

KId2

)
,

C(s) =

C1,1 . . . C1,L
...

...
CL,1 . . . CL,L

 , Cj,l =
1

4
ℓj1(s)ℓ

l
1(s)

(
(I1,jI1,l)Id2 (I1,jI2,l)Id2
(I2,jI1,l)Id2 (I2,jI2,l)Id2

)

with

I1,j =

∫ s

0

ℓj2(r)dW
1
r , I2,j =

∫ s

0

ℓj2(r)dW
2
r .

To be complete and deal with remainder terms, we must show for example that

E

[(∫ t

0

(∫ s

0

ℓ2(r) cos(
√
TB̃r)dB̃r

)2 1

2
sin(2

√
TB̃s)ds

)2
]
−−−→
T→∞

0.
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This is direct using Itô formula as in Proposition 3.4, replacing g by the martingale

Ms =

∫ s

0

ℓ2(r) cos(
√
TB̃r)dB̃r:

∫ t

0

M2
s

sin(2
√
TB̃s)

2
ds = −M2

t

sin(2
√
TB̃t)

4T
+

∫ t

0

Ms
sin(2

√
TB̃s)

2T
dMs

+

∫ t

0

sin(2
√
TB̃s)

4T
(dMs, dMs) +

∫ t

0

M2
s

cos(2
√
TB̃s)

2
√
T

dB̃s

+

∫ t

0

cos(2
√
TB̃s)√
T

Ms(dMs, dB̃s).

The limit of the quadratic variation corresponds to the quadratic variation of the
vector valued martingale: B̃t

1√
2

∫ t

0
g(s)dWs

1
2

∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)dWr

)
ℓ1(s) (dWs)

∗


0≤t≤1

. (3.16)

We now turn to the uniform integrability condition (3.14). We take p = 2 and show
the stronger fact that all the entries of the matrix ug,ℓs (T ) are uniformly bounded in L2(Ω)
for T ≥ 1 and s ∈ [0, 1]. This is clear for the entries of vg,ℓs using Itô isometry. This is
also the case for the entries of wℓ,ℓ

s since for example

E

[(∫ 1

0

ℓ2(r) cos(
√
TB̃r)dB̃r

)4
]
≤ E[G4]

for G a centered gaussian variable with variance ∥ℓ2∥2∞. Similarly as in the �rst step, this
gives the existence of the limit in law of the martingale (3.15) and its identi�cation as
the law of the martingale (3.16).

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. First using Proposition 3.4, we have

√
T

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sds = 2i

∫ t

0

g(s)ei
√
TB̃sdB̃s +RT,g(t)

with RT,g converging a.s. to 0 uniformly on [0, 1]. Using also Proposition 3.4 with the C1
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function: ℓ(s) = ℓ1(s)
∫ s

r=0
ℓ2(r)

√
Tei

√
TB̃rdr, we have:

JT (t) :=

∫ t

s=0

ℓ(s) ·
(√

Tei
√
TB̃s

)∗
ds

=− 2

T

(
ℓ1(t)

∫ t

r=0

ℓ2(r)
√
Tei

√
TB̃rdr

)
·
(√

Tei
√
TB̃t

)∗
+

2

T

∫ t

s=0

ℓ′1(s)

∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)
√
Tei

√
TB̃rdr ·

(√
Tei

√
TB̃s

)∗
ds

+
2

T

∫ t

s=0

ℓ1(s)ℓ2(s)
√
Tei

√
TB̃s ·

(√
Tei

√
TB̃s

)∗
ds (3.17)

+ 2

∫ t

s=0

(
ℓ1(s)

∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)
√
Tei

√
TB̃rdr

)
·
(
iei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s (3.18)

Using Lemma 3.5, we directly see that, when T → ∞, the �rst two lines in JT (t) converges
(uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1])) to 0 in L2(Ω). By Theorem 3.1 and using (3.11), the term (3.17)
on the third line converges to ∫ t

s=0

ℓ1(s)ℓ2(s)

(
1 0
0 1

)
ds. (3.19)

Using again Proposition 3.4 for the last term (3.18), one has

2

∫ t

s=0

(
ℓ1(s)

∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)
√
Tei

√
TB̃rdr

)
·
(
iei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s

=4

∫ t

s=0

(
ℓ1(s)

∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)
(
iei

√
TB̃r

)
dB̃r

)
·
(
iei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s (3.20)

+2

∫ t

s=0

ℓ1(s)RT,ℓ2(s) ·
(
iei

√
TB̃s

)∗
dB̃s (3.21)

In particular (3.21) also tends to 0. Finally, by Theorem 3.2, the term (3.20) converges
in law to

2

∫ t

s=0

(∫ s

r=0

ℓ2(r)(idWr)

)
ℓ1(s) (idWs)

∗ . (3.22)

The proof is �nished by using Slutsky's theorem and since the sum of (3.19) and
(3.22) provides the announced Stratonovich integral.

4 Integrability and convergence of the dual

In all this section, we study the long-time behaviour and the asymptotics of the Malliavin
dual. The estimates obtained here will be used in the next section to deduce gradient
estimates of the semigroup.
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4.1 Asymptotic behaviour of the Malliavin matrix

We focus �rst on the Malliavin matrix. We introduce here a natural scaling and prove
the convergence in law of the the Malliavin matrix under this rescaling.

Note that in L2([0, T ]), for i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2},

⟨hi, hj⟩ =
∫ T

0

hi(t)hj(t)dt = T

∫ 1

0

hi(rT )hj(rT )dr

and that for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,
h0(Tr) = 1,

h1(Tr) =
∫ Tr

0
sin(Bt)dt =

√
T
(√

T
∫ r

0
sin(

√
TB̃s)ds

)
,

h2(Tr) = −
∫ Tr

0
cos(Bt)dt =

√
T
(
−
√
T
∫ r

0
cos(

√
TB̃s)ds

)
,

where (B̃r)0≤r≤1 is still de�ned in (2.22).

In view of Theorem 3.3, it is thus natural to introduce the rescaled matrix C̃(T )
de�ned by:

C(T ) =

√
T 0 0
0 T 0
0 0 T

 C̃(T )

√
T 0 0
0 T 0
0 0 T

 . (4.1)

Note that C̃(T ) is also the Gram matrix but in L2([0, 1]) of (h̃0, h̃1, h̃2) where for
0 ≤ r ≤ 1, 

h̃0(r) = 1

h̃1(r) =
√
T
∫ r

0
sin(

√
TB̃s)ds

h̃2(r) = −
√
T
∫ r

0
cos(

√
TB̃s)ds

. (4.2)

In particular, we may also write

C̃(T ) =
∫ 1

0

ĨT (r)ĨT (r)
∗dr (4.3)

with

ĨT (r) :=

 1√
T
∫ r

0
sin(

√
TB̃s)ds

−
√
T
∫ r

0
cos(

√
TB̃s)ds

 =

(
1

−i
√
T
∫ r

0
ei

√
TB̃sds

)
.

We have the following convergence in law:

Proposition 4.1. One has the convergence:

C̃(T ) Law−−−→
T→∞

G (4.4)

with

G =

 1
√
2
∫ 1

0
W 1

s ds
√
2
∫ 1

0
W 2

s ds√
2
∫ 1

0
W 1

s ds 2
∫ 1

0
(W 1

s )
2ds 2

∫ 1

0
W 1

s W 2
s ds√

2
∫ 1

0
W 2

s ds 2
∫ 1

0
W 1

s W 2
s ds 2

∫ 1

0
(W 2

s )
2ds

 (4.5)

where W = W 1 + iW 2 is the Brownian motion from Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3.
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We may also write:

G =

∫ 1

0

Ĩ∞(r)Ĩ∞(r)∗dr

with

Ĩ∞(r) =

 1√
2W 1

r√
2W 2

r

 =

(
1√
2Wr

)
(4.6)

and with the identi�cation W =

(
W 1

W 2

)
.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Observe that by (4.3) the coe�cients of the matrix C̃(T ) are
obtained by products and integration of the left hand side of (3.4) and thus are a contin-
uous functional of the left hand side of (3.4). Using Theorem 3.3, we can conclude that
C̃(T ) converges in law to this functional applied to the right hand side of (3.4), which
yields (4.5).

4.2 Moments convergence of the renormalised matrix C̃(T )−1

The next proposition is a key contribution for the main result of the paper. It brings
quantitative asymptotic behaviour of moments of C̃(T )−1. Even if the existence of these
moments is well known by Malliavin calculus, obtaining uniform bounds in T requires a
careful study and additional tools.

Proposition 4.2. For all p > 0, there exists Cp > 0 such that for all T ≥
√
2,

E

[∥∥∥C̃(T )−1
∥∥∥p] ≤ Cp. (4.7)

Moreover
E

[∥∥∥C̃(T )−1
∥∥∥p] −−−→

T→∞
E
[∥∥G−1

∥∥p] (4.8)

where G is de�ned by (4.4).

A direct consequence of the above proposition is that the right hand side of (4.8) is
�nite for all p > 0.

As it is seen from Lemma 4.3, an important step in the proof is to show that the
oscillating integrals have sub-Gaussian densities. This is given in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5
below. This comes from recent results from [12] and by showing appropriate slicing of
the oscillating integrals have sub-Gaussian densities. The proofs of Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and
4.5 will be done in the next subsection.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. To prove (4.8), the convergence in law of C̃(T ) to G is a key
point but it is not su�cient. However it is enough to prove (4.7) with a parameter p′

larger than the parameter p in (4.8). Indeed, for �xed p ∈ [1, p′) this will prove uniform

integrability of the random variables
∥∥∥C̃(T )−1

∥∥∥p and convergence (4.8) for p will be a

consequence of Theorem 3.5 in [11].
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We then turn to prove (4.7).

Since moments of ∥C̃(T )∥ are uniformly bounded in T (using Lemma 3.5), Lemma 4.7
in [16] tells us that for proving (4.7), it is enough to prove that for all p > 0, there exists
Cp > 0 (the constant Cp will change from one equation to another) such that for all
column vector a ∈ R

3 satisfying ∥a∥ = 1, ε > 0, T >
√
2,

P

[
a∗C̃(T )a ≤ ε

]
≤ Cpε

p. (4.9)

By Markov inequality,

P

[
a∗C̃(T )a ≤ ε

]
= P

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−1

≥ ε−1

]
≤ εpE

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]
. (4.10)

So we are left to get a uniform bound in T ≥
√
2 and unit vector a ∈ R

3 for E

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]
.

Since C̃(T ) is a Gram matrix, for any a ∈ R
3, one has

a∗C̃(T )a =
2∑

i,j=0

ai ⟨h̃i, h̃j⟩L2([0,1]) aj

=
∥∥∥ 2∑

i=0

aih̃i

∥∥∥2
L2([0,1])

.

1. Let us �rstly consider the case when p ∈ (0, 1/2).

Writing a =

(
cosφ
sinφη

)
with unitary η = e−iθ we have:

a∗C̃(T )a =
1

T 2

∫ T

0

(√
T cosφ+ sinφ

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

dt. (4.11)

This yields the bound below for T ≥
√
2

a∗C̃(T )a ≥ 1

4

2

T 2 − 1

∫ T

1

(√
T

t
cosφ+ sinφ

1√
t

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

t dt

and then by convexity,

E

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]

≤ 4p
2

T 2 − 1

∫ T

1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
√
T

t
cosφ+ sinφ

1√
t

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

∣∣∣∣∣
−2p
 t dt (4.12)

and the result follows from the following Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 whose proofs are
postponed to Subsection 4.3.
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Lemma 4.3. Fix α ∈ (0, 1). Then

sup
φ∈[0,2π],a≥1,Y ∈RVM,σ

E
[
|a cosφ+ sinφY |−α] ≤ C(M,σ, α) < +∞ (4.13)

where RVM,σ denotes the set of random variables Y with sub-Gaussian density
bounded by:

pY (x) ≤M exp

(
− x2

2σ2

)
.

Lemma 4.4. Denote for θ ∈ [0, 2π], t > 0, J(θ, t) :=
1√
t

∫ t

0

sin(θ + Bs)ds. First

we denote by J(θ, b, t), the random variable obtained by conditioning J(θ, t) on
Bt = b mod 2π. Then J(θ, b, t) has a density x 7→ pθ,b,t(x), and for all t0 > 0 there
exist M(t0) > 0, σ(t0) > 0 such that for all θ, b ∈ R and t ≥ t0,

pθ,b,t(x) ≤M(t0) exp

{
− x2

σ(t0)2

}
. (4.14)

As a consequence, J(θ, t) also has a density x 7→ pθ,t(x) which satis�es for all θ ∈ R

and all t ≥ t0

pθ,t(x) ≤M(t0) exp

{
− x2

σ(t0)2

}
. (4.15)

2. Finally we consider the general case p > 0.

For general p ≥ 1/2, let N ≥ 2 such that N > 2p. We write

a∗C̃(T )a ≥
N∑
k=1

1

T 2

∫ k T
N

(k−1/2)T
N

(√
T cosφ+ sinφ

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

dt. (4.16)

Using the arithmetic-geometric inequality we get

a∗C̃(T )a ≥ N

T 2

N∏
k=1

(∫ k T
N

(k−1/2) T
N

(√
T cosφ+ sinφ

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

dt

)1/N

.

(4.17)

Therefore,

E

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]

≤ Np
E

 N∏
k=1

(
1

T 2

∫ k T
N

(k−1/2) T
N

(√
T cosφ+ sinφ

∫ t

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

dt

)−p/N


= Np
E

 N∏
k=1

 1

T 2

∫ k T
N

(k−1/2) T
N

(√
T√
tk

cosφ+ sinφ
1√
tk

∫ tk

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)2

tk dtk

−p/N
 .
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By the Jensen inequality applied for each of the probability measure

2N2

T 2(k − 1
4
)
tk1[(k−1/2) T

N
,k T

N
]dtk

and the Fubini theorem, one obtains the (rough) estimate

E

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]

≤ Np

∫ T
N

T
2N

· · ·
∫ T

(N−1/2) T
N

(
1− 1

4

2N2

)p/N−1
t1
T 2
dt1 . . .

(
N − 1

4

2N2

)p/N−1
tN
T 2
dtN

E

 N∏
k=1

(√
T√
tk

cosφ+ sinφ
1√
tk

∫ tk

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds

)−2p/N


≤ 2−p

∫ T
N

T
2N

· · ·
∫ T

(N−1/2) T
N

2N2

T 2(1− 1
4
)
t1dt1 . . .

2N2

T 2
(
N − 1

4

)tNdtNE[ N∏
k=1

Fk(Y (tk))

]
with

Y (tk) =
1√
tk

∫ tk

0

sin (θ +Bs) ds (4.18)

and

Fk(y) =

(√
T√
tk

cosφ+ sinφy

)−2p/N

. (4.19)

By Lemma 4.5 below,

E

[
N∏
k=1

Fk(Y (tk))

]
≤ C ′

N .

As a consequence,

sup
a∈R3,∥a∥=1,T≥1

E

[(
a∗C̃(T )a

)−p
]
≤ Cp

and Proposition 4.2 follows.

Lemma 4.5. Let T ≥ 1, N ≥ 2. Then there exist some constants CN > 0 and σN > 0

independent of θ ∈ R and of (t1, t2 . . . , tN) ∈
N∏
k=1

[
(k−1/2)T

N
, kT

N

]
such that the density of

the vector Y = (Y (t1), . . . , Y (tN)) de�ned in (4.18) is bounded for y ∈ R
N by:

fY (y) ≤ CN exp

(
−∥y∥2

2σ2
N

)
. (4.20)

As a consequence, there exists a constant C ′
N such that for all θ ∈ R:

∀(t1, t2 . . . , tN) ∈
N∏
k=1

[
(k − 1/2)T

N
,
kT

N

]
, E

[
N∏
k=1

Fk(Y (tk))

]
≤ C ′

N .
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4.3 Proofs of Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5

We now turn to the proofs of the three remaining Lemmas. We begin with showing that

J(θ, t) :=
1√
t

∫ t

0

sin(θ +Bs)ds has a sub-Gaussian density, i.e. Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We prove the result for J(θ, b, t) the conditioning of J(θ, t) on Bt =
b. The result for J(θ, t) follows by integrating the conditional density (4.14).

The proof will be based on arguments of Bobkov [12]. It will be separated in two
arguments. First, we will prove that the density pθ,b,t of J(θ, b, t) is bounded. Then in a
second step, we will prove the gaussian decay of the density. For simplicity we only make
the proof for t0 = 4.

To prove that the density is bounded, we split J in "a lot of small pieces": for
t ≥ t0

2
= 2, let n = [t] and write

J(θ, t) =
1√
t

∫ t

0

sin (Bs) ds =

√
n√
t

(
X1 + · · ·+Xn√

n

)
with

Xk =

∫ k

k−1

sin (Bs) ds for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 and Xn =

∫ t

n−1

sin (Bs) ds

and where, here, (Bs) is a real Brownian motion starting from θ. We now condition
on the event (B0, . . . , Bn−1, Bt) = (b0, . . . , bn−1, bn) mod 2π with b0 = θ, bn = b. Under
this conditioning, the variables (Xi)1≤i≤n become independent. Moreover the random

variables
∫ r

0

sin(Ba,b
s )ds, with a, b ∈ S, r ∈ [1, 2] and Ba,b

s a Brownian bridge from

Ba,b
0 = a to Ba,b

r = b, have densities uniformly bounded by some constantM > 0. Indeed,
applying Hörmander Theorem to the kinetic Brownian motion, it is clear that the densities

of the random vectors

(
Br mod (2π),

∫ r

0

sin(Bs)ds

)
on S× R , for any starting points

a ∈ S, r ∈ [1, 2], are uniformly bounded. As the densities of Br mod (2π) on S , for
a ∈ S, r ∈ [1, 2], are uniformly lower-bounded, the claim is obtained from conditional to
Br = b ∈ S.

Consequently, by [12] formula (1.7),
1√
n
(X1 + · · · + Xn) has a density bounded by

√
eM . Since the ratio

√
n√
t
is bounded from below, one infers that conditionaly on the

event, (B0, . . . , Bn−1, Bt) = (b0, . . . , bn−1, bn) mod 2π, J(θ, t) has also a bounded density
and with a constant independent of the value of (b0, . . . bn) mod 2π. By integrating this
bound, one deduces that

pθ,b,t(x) ≤M (4.21)

for some constant M independent of θ, b ∈ R and t ≥ t0
2
= 2.

Now to obtain the gaussian decay of the density, we will split J in only two pieces.
We shall use the following direct application of Lemma 2.1 in [12]. Let X1 and X2 two
independent random variables with bounded densities:

pX1 ≤M1 and pX2 ≤M2
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and with (sub-Gaussian) Laplace transform:

E[etX1 ] ≤ eV1(t) = C1e
σ2
1t

2

2 and E[etX2 ] ≤ eV2(t) = C2e
σ2
2t

2

2 .

Then Lemma 2.1 in [12] applied with n = 2 and r1 = r2 = 2 gives

pX1+X2(x) ≤
√
M1M2e

−W ∗(x)

where W ∗ is the Legendre transform of

W (t) :=
1

2
(V1(2t) + V2(2t)) = (σ2

1 + σ2
2)
(2t)2

2
+
1

2
logC1+

1

2
logC2.

Computing this Legendre transform gives:

pX1+X2(x) ≤
√
M1M2

√
C1C2e

− x2

8(σ2
1+σ2

2) .

Let t ≥ t0 = 4, we thus write:

J(θ, t) =
1√
t

∫ t

0

sin (Bs) ds = X1 +X2

with

X1 =
1√
t

∫ t/2

0

sin (Bs) ds and X2 =
1√
t

∫ t

t/2

sin (Bs) ds.

We now condition on the event (B0, Bt/2, Bt) = (b0, b1/2, b1) mod 2π with b0 = θ, b1 = b
and b1/2 ∈ [0, 2π]. Under this conditioning, X1 and X2 become independent and have the
same law as 1√

2
J(a, b, t

2
) for some a, b ∈ R. In particular, by (4.21), they have bounded

density with a constant independent of (b0, b1/2, b1) ∈ R
2. Let us now prove that there

exists C, σ > 0 such that

E
[
eλXj |(B0, Bt/2, Bt) = (b0, b1/2, b1) mod 2π

]
≤ Ce

σ2λ2

2 , j = 1, 2, t ≥ 4, λ ∈ R.
(4.22)

By symmetry of Xj, j = 1, 2, it is enough to prove it for λ ≥ 0. We work only for
j = 1. By Cauchy-Schwarz and cutting again this integral in two, one has

E
[
eλX1|(B0, Bt/2) = (b0, b1/2)mod2π

]
≤ E

[
e

2λ√
t

∫ t/4
0 sin(Bs)ds|(B0, Bt/2) = (b0, b1/2)mod2π

]1/2
× E

[
e

2λ√
t

∫ t/2
t/4

sin(Bs)ds|(B0, Bt/2) = (b0, b1/2)mod2π
]1/2

.

It is in fact su�cient to establish (4.22) for the �rst term. It will then also holds for
the second term by time reversibility.

Now (conditioning only on B0 = b0), by (3.5) we have for s ∈ [0, t/4]∫ s

0

sin(Br)dr = 2

(
sin(b0)− sin(Bs) +

∫ s

0

cos(Br) dBr

)
. (4.23)
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Letting (α, γ) = (b0, b1/2) mod 2π and conditioning also with respect to Bt/2 = γ mod 2π
boils down to replacing dBr by dβr + b(r, γ) dr with βr a Brownian motion and b(r, γ) =
∇ ln pS (t/2− r, ·, γ) (Br), pS being the heat kernel on the circle. This immediately yields

|b(r, γ)| ≤ C2

t/2− r
for some C2 > 0 independent of γ.

In particular for 0 ≤ r ≤ t/4, |b(r, γ)| ≤ 4C2

t
. Then for t ≥ 1, denoting by (Bγ

s )0≤s≤t/2

the Brownian motion started at α and conditioned on Bt/2 = γ mod 2π:

E

[
e

λ√
t

∫ t/4
0 sin(Bs)ds|(B0, Bt/2) = (α, γ)mod 2π

]
= E

[
e

2λ√
t

(
sin(α)−sin(Bγ

t/4
)+

∫ t/4
0 (cos(Bγ

s ) dβs+b(s,γ) ds)
)]

≤ e
λ√
t
(4+2C2)

E

[
e

2λ√
t

∫ t/4
0 cos(Bγ

s ) dβs

]
≤ eλ(4+2C2)eλ

2/2

where for the last inequality we used the fact that
∫ t/4

0
cos(θ+Bγ

s ) dβs = W∫ t/4
0 cos2(θ+Bγ

s )ds

for some Brownian motion (Ws), so by convexity of exponential

E

[
e

2λ√
t

∫ t/4
0 cos(θ+Bγ

s ) dβs

]
≤ E

[
e

2λ√
t
Wt/4

]
= eλ

2/2.

Thus Inequality (4.22) holds with some constants independent of (b0, b1/2, b1) and t ≥
4. The above version of Lemma 2.1 in [12] gives the desired gaussian decay for the
conditional law of J(θ, b, t). By integration and since again, the estimate is independent
of (b0, b1/2, b1), the desired gaussian decay (4.14) follows for pθ,b,t itself.

To prove Lemma 4.3, we need:

Lemma 4.6. Let (Bt)t≥0 be a standard Brownian motion. For any α ∈ (0, 1) and any
a, b ∈ R such that |a| ≤ |b|, for all t > 0

E
[
|b+Bt|−α] ≤ E

[
|a+Bt|−α] ≤ E

[
|Bt|−α] . (4.24)

Proof. Since for a ∈ R we have

E
[
|a+Bt|−α] = E

[
|a−Bt|−α] = E

[
|−a+Bt|−α]

by symmetry of the law of Bt, we can assume that 0 ≤ a ≤ b. Letting

τ(a, b) = inf

{
t ≥ 0, Bt = −b+ a

2

}
we de�ne, using strong Markov property, a new Brownian motion (B′

t)t≥0 with B′
t = Bt

if t ≤ τ(a, b) and B′
t = −b− a−Bt if t ≥ τ(a, b) and consider the two Brownian motions

B′
t + a and Bt + b.

For t ≤ τ(a, b) we have Bt ≥ − b+a
2

implying

Bt + b ≥ b− a

2
and B′

t + a = Bt + a ≥ −b− a

2

which, together with Bt + b ≥ Bt + a, yields |Bt + b| ≥ |B′
t + a|.

For t ≥ τ(a, b) we have B′
t+a = −(Bt+b) implying |Bt+b| = |B′

t+a|. So for all t ≥ 0,
|Bt + b| ≥ |B′

t + a|. We conclude with the equality E
[
|a+Bt|−α] = E

[
|a+B′

t|
−α].
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Remark 1. Lemma 4.6 is not limited to the Gaussian measures. It holds for any trans-
lation of distributions with unimodal symmetric density. This can be shown by coupling
two distributions where the second one is obtained from the �rst one by a translation by
b − a. A sketch of proof is given by the picture below. The green part is translated and
the red/blue part are re�ected.

−(b−a)/2 0 a b

−(b−a)/2 0 (b−a)/2 b

We can �nally give the proof of Lemma 4.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Note that when sinφ = 1, we only need the density of Y to be
bounded and 0 ≤ α < 1. Indeed, we directly get:

E
[
|Y |−α

]
≤ 1 +

∫ 1

0

x−αMdx = 1 +
M

1− α
. (4.25)

For the general case, as Y has a sub-Gaussian density,

E
[
|a cosφ+ sinφY |−α] ≤Mσ

√
2πE

[
|a cosφ+ sinφZ|−α

]
] (4.26)

with Z ∼ N (0, σ2). From Lemma 4.6, we know that E
[
|a+ Z|−α] is nonincreasing in

|a|. As a ≥ 1 in (4.26):

E
[
|a cosφ+ sinφY |−α] ≤Mσ

√
2πE

[
|cosφU + sinφZ|−α]

where U has uniform law in [−1, 1] and is independent of Z. Now using the inequality
∥fX+Y ∥∞ ≤ min(∥fX∥∞∥fY ∥1, ∥fY ∥∞∥fX∥1) = min(∥fX∥∞, ∥fY ∥∞) for two indepen-
dent random variables X and Y with densities fX and fY , we get ∥fcosφU+sinφZ∥∞ ≤

min

(
∥fU∥∞
| cosφ|

,
∥fZ∥∞
| sinφ|

)
≤

√
2

(
1

2
+

1√
2πσ

)
and this allows us to conclude similarly as

in (4.25).
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. For a given (t1, t2 . . . , tN) ∈
N∏
k=1

[
(k−1/2)T

N
, kT

N

]
and t0 = 0 we also

denote for 1 ≤ k ≤ N

Jk =
1√

tk − tk−1

∫ tk

tk−1

sin (θ +Bs) ds.

Our �rst goal is to bound the density of the vector J = (J1, . . . JN). As above, we �rst
consider the conditional density of J with respect to Bt1 = b1 mod 2π, . . . , BtN = bN
mod 2π for some b = (b1, . . . bN) ∈ R

N . Since T ≥ 1, on this conditioning the coordinates
of the vector J are independent and, by Inequality (4.14) of Lemma 4.4 with t0 = 1

2N
,

they have sub-Gaussian densities on R, uniform with respect to b = (b1, . . . , bN) and
(t1, . . . , tN). As a consequence, the conditional density of the random vector J is bounded
by:

fJ |b mod (2π)(x) ≤MN exp

(
−x

2
1 + · · ·+ x2N

2σ2

)
. (4.27)

Similarly as above, since the upper bound does not depend on b, it can be integrated in
b and the upper bound in (4.27) is also valid for the density of the vector J itself.

We notice now that Y is obtained as a linear transformation of J , namely

Yk =Y (tk) =
1√
tk

(√
t1J1 +

√
t2 − t1J2 + · · ·+

√
tk − tk−1Jk

)
and

Jk =

√
tk√

tk − tk−1

Yk −
√
tk−1√

tk − tk−1

Yk−1δk≥2.

We write Y = AJ and J = A−1Y , we have

fY (y) =
1

det(A)
fJ(A

−1y)

≤ 1

det(A)
MN exp

(
−∥A−1y∥2

2σ2

)
and the upper bound of the density of Y (4.20) holds since

det(A−1) =
N∏
k=1

√
tk√

tk − tk−1

≤
N∏
k=1

√
k T
N√

(k − 1/2) T
N
− (k − 1) T

N

=
N∏
k=1

√
2k

and since the two norms ∥ · ∥ and ∥A−1 · ∥ in �nite dimension are equivalent with,
by continuity and compactness, some constants that may be taken independently of

(t1, t2 . . . , tN) ∈
∏N

k=1

[
(k−1/2)T

N
, kT

N

]
.
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Now, denoting by Z a random vector with law N (0, σNIdN), one has

E

[
N∏
k=1

Fk(Y (tk))

]
≤ CN(2πσ

2
N)

N
2 E

[
N∏
k=1

Fk(Zk)

]

= CN(2πσ
2
N)

N
2

N∏
k=1

E [Fk(Zk)] .

By Lemma 4.3, this last quantity is �nite. The proof of Lemma 4.5 is complete.

4.4 Application to the dual

In this last subsection, we use the preceding results to derive the long-time behaviour of
the Malliavin dual.

Proposition 4.7. Let q ∈ [1,∞). There exists Cq > 0 such that for all T ≥
√
2,

x ∈ R× C and v ∈ R× C , the dual δh of the solution h = h(x, v, T ) to Equation (2.17)
satis�es

E[|δh|q]
1
q ≤ Cq

(
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)
, v =

(
vR
vC

)
∈ R× C. (4.28)

Proof. Recall that an explicit expression of δh has been computed in Theorem 2.3 de-
pending on the chosen �ow for the kinetic Brownian motion (2.1). Our task is to �nd an
asymptotic for δh. Following Section 3 and Proposition 4.2, we proceed with renormali-
sations and use the obtained bounds and convergences.

De�ne for 0 ≤ t, s ≤ 1

K̃T (t, s) :=

(
0

√
Tei

√
TB̃s

∗

√
Tei

√
TB̃s −Tei

√
TB̃s

(
i
∫ t

0
ei

√
TB̃rdr

)∗
− Ti

∫ t

0
ei

√
TB̃rdrei

√
TB̃s

∗

)
(4.29)

and vT :=

(
vR
vC√
T

)
. (4.30)

Then renormalising (2.35) we get −δh = Ñ(T )

(
1 0
0 R(−u)

)
vT with:

Ñ(T ) =

(
1√
T
B̃1

−i
∫ 1

0
ei

√
TB̃t(B̃1 − B̃t)dt

)∗

C̃(T )−1 (4.31)

+

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

(
s√

Ti
∫ s

0
ei

√
TB̃ρ(ρ− s)dρ

)∗

C̃(T )−1K̃T (t, s)C̃(T )−1 dsdt (4.32)

and thus by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in R3,

|δh(ω)| ≤ ∥Ñ(T )(ω)∥ ∥vT∥,
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yielding
E[|δh|q]

1
q ≤ E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]

1
q ∥vT∥. (4.33)

Since by Proposition 4.2, the moments of the matrix C̃(T )−1 are uniformly bounded, it is
direct to see that the vector given by (4.31) admits uniformly (with respect to T ≥

√
2)

bounded moments of order q ≥ 1.

To deal more easily with the second vector given by (4.32), we write it as1
0
0

∗

C̃(T )−1Ñ1(T )C̃(T )−1 +

0
1
0

∗

C̃(T )−1Ñ2(T )C̃(T )−1 +

0
0
1

∗

C̃(T )−1Ñ3(T )C̃(T )−1

(4.34)
where

Ñ1(T ) =

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

sK̃T (t, s)dsdt

Ñ2(T ) =

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

√
T

∫ s

0

− sin(
√
TB̃ρ)(ρ− s)dρK̃T (t, s)dsdt

Ñ3(T ) =

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

√
T

∫ s

0

cos(
√
TB̃ρ)(ρ− s)dρK̃T (t, s)dsdt.

From Lemma 3.5, all the coe�cients of the matrices Ñ1(T ), Ñ2(T ) and Ñ3(T ) have
uniformly bounded moments of any (even) order. Using again Proposition 4.2 and Hölder

inequality, we get sup
T≥

√
2

E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]
1
q < +∞ and thus by (4.33) we can take

Cp = sup
T≥

√
2

E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]
1
q

to obtain (4.28).

The proof of Proposition 4.7 provides in fact a constant Cp(T ) := E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]
1
q for

each T ≥
√
2. The next proposition establishes convergence of E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]

1
q as T → ∞,

which allows us to make the estimate in Equation (4.28) precise and explicit in large
time.

Proposition 4.8. When T tends to in�nity, the vector Ñ(T ) converges in law to Ñ
de�ned by

Ñ :=
√
2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

(
s

−
√
2
∫ s

0
(ρ− s)dWρ

)∗

G−1(
0 (d(iW )s)

∗

d(iW )s
√
2 (d(iW )s (Wt)

∗ + Wt (d(iW )s)
∗)

)
G−1dt.

(4.35)

Moreover, for all q ≥ 1,

E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]
1
q −−−→

T→∞
E[∥Ñ∥q]

1
q . (4.36)
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Proof. We �rst show that the �rst term of Ñ(T ) given in (4.31) converges in L1 and thus
in law to 0. As C̃(T )−1 has bounded moments, it is enough to show that

√
T

∫ 1

0

ei
√
TB̃t(B̃1 − B̃t)dt

has bounded moments of order 2. This ensues from the use of Itô formula: the �rst
term

√
T
∫ 1

0
ei

√
TB̃tdtB̃1 is dealt in (3.5). We also apply Itô formula to the second term√

T
∫ 1

0
ei

√
TB̃tB̃tdt, where an additional covariation appears:

−2B̃t√
T
ei

√
TB̃t +

2√
T

∫ t

0

ei
√
TB̃sdB̃s + 2i

∫ t

0

ei
√
TB̃sds+ 2i

∫ t

0

B̃se
i
√
TB̃sdB̃s.

Then, similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.1, since each coe�cient of (4.32) may
be written as a continuous functional of some random vector processes of the form (3.4),
by using Theorem 3.3, Ñ(T ) converges in law to:

Ñ :=
√
2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

(
s

−
√
2
∫ s

0
(ρ− s)dWρ

)∗

G−1(
0 (◦d(iW )s)

∗

◦d(iW )s
√
2 (◦d(iW )s (Wt)

∗ + Wt (◦d(iW )s)
∗)

)
G−1dt

(4.37)

where W is the Brownian motion appearing in G (Proposition 4.1) and is independent of
B̃. Noticing that

∫ s

0
(ρ− s)dWρ = −

∫ s

0
Wρdρ, Itô and Stratonovich integrals are here the

same and (4.37) �nally becomes:

Ñ =
√
2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

(
s√

2
∫ s

0
Wρdρ

)∗

G−1(
0 (d(iW )s)

∗

d(iW )s
√
2 (d(iW )s (Wt)

∗ + Wt (d(iW )s)
∗)

)
G−1dt.

(4.38)

Since Ñ(T ) admits moments of any order uniformly bounded in T ≥
√
2, using again

Theorem 3.5. in [11], we then get lim
T→∞

E[∥Ñ(T )∥q]
1
q = E[∥Ñ∥q]

1
q .

5 Gradient estimates of the kinetic Brownian motion

semigroup via Gaussian-space integration by parts

In this section we will obtain gradient estimates for the semigroup of the kinetic Brownian
motion from the integration by parts formula in Proposition 2.1, by using the convergences
in law obtained in Section 4.4. Our �rst main result is the following theorem. It is stated
for the model on R×C but, as already explained before, it holds with the same rates and
constants for the model on S× C.
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Theorem 5.1. For every p ∈ (1,∞] there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that for T large

enough, f : R× C→ [0,∞] measurable and bounded , x ∈ R× C, v =

(
vR
vC

)
∈ R× C,

|(dxPTf, v)| ≤ Cp (PT |f |p(x))1/p
(

1

T 1/4
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)
. (5.1)

(in the case p = ∞, (PT |f |p(x))1/p should be replaced by ∥f∥∞.)

In the next theorem we improve the horizontal gradient by using �rst a re�ection
coupling in R or in S according to the model, but we need a bound in terms of ∥f∥∞.

Theorem 5.2. 1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all T ≥ 2
√
2 and all

bounded measurable functions f on R× C and all x ∈ R× C,

|∂uPTf(x)| ≤ C
1 + lnT√

T
∥f∥∞. (5.2)

2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all T ≥ 2
√
2 and all bounded measurable

function f on S× C and all x ∈ S× C,

|∂uPTf(x)| ≤ C
1√
T
∥f∥∞. (5.3)

Proof of Theorem 5.1. First consider the vertical gradient, i.e. the case vR = 0. Equa-
tion (5.1) for T ≥

√
2 is a consequence of Equation (2.6) in Proposition 2.1 and then

Hölder formula:

|(dxPTf, v)| = |E [f(Xx
T )δh]|

≤ (PT |f |p(x))1/p ∥δh∥q
(5.4)

where q is the conjugate of p. The proof is an immediate consequence of formula

∥δh∥q ≤ Cq

(
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)

(5.5)

which has been established in Proposition 4.7.

Let us now consider the horizontal gradient, i.e. the case vC = 0. We will use Bismut-
Elworthy-Li formula together with the �rst part of the proof. It is enough to do the
computation at x =

(
0
0

)
. For simplicity, we will do the proof for T large enough, say

T ≥ t0 where t0 will be given below.

Similarly as before, we can assume that f is smooth with compact support. For u ∈ R,
consider the martingale

Mt(u) = PT−tf
(
X

(u,0)
t

)
satisfying dMt(u) =

(
d
X

(u,0)
t

PT−tf,

(
dBt

0

))
. (5.6)
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Di�erentiating at u = 0, using the facts that ∥df∥ and sups∈[0,T ] ∥TXs∥ are bounded, we

get that M ′
t := M ′

t(0) =
d

du

∣∣∣∣
u=0

Mt(u) is a bounded martingale. Consequently, for all

�xed λ ∈ [0, T ],

Nλ
t :=

(
1− t

λ

)
M ′

t +
1

λ

∫ t

0

M ′
sds, t ∈ [0, λ] (5.7)

is also a martingale. In this proof, we simply denote Xx
t by Xt (recall x =

(
0
0

)
). So we

can write(
dxPTf,

(
1

0

))
=M ′

0 = Nλ
0 = E

[
Nλ

λ

]
=

1

λ
E

[∫ λ

0

(
dXtPT−tf, TXt

(
1

0

))
dt

]
=

1

λ
E

[∫ λ

0

(
dXtPT−tf,

(
1

i
∫ t

0
eiBsds

))
dt

]
=

1

λ
E

[∫ λ

0

(
dXtPT−tf,

(
1

0

))
dt

]
+

1

λ
E

[∫ λ

0

(
dXtPT−tf,

(
0

i
∫ t

0
eiBsds

))
dt

]
=: I + II.

Using (5.6) we see that I is the expectation of the covariation of the two martingales

(PT−tf(Xt))0≤t≤λ and
(
1
λ
Bt

)
0≤t≤λ

so that we get I = E

[
1

λ
BλPT−λf(Xλ)

]
and then

|I| ≤
∥∥∥∥Bλ

λ

∥∥∥∥
q

E [|PT−λf |p(Xλ)]
1/p ≤ 1√

λ
∥B1∥q (PT (|f |p)(x))1/p . (5.8)

For II, we will use the �rst part. As when studying the martingales Mt and M ′
t , since

for all z ∈ C PT−tf
(
X

(0,z)
t

)
is a martingale, we can di�erentiate in z and obtain that for

all vC ∈ C,
(
dXtPT−tf, TXt

(
0
vC

))
is a (bounded) martingale. But since TXt

(
0
vC

)
=
(

0
vC

)
,(

dXtPT−tf,
(

0
vC

))
is the same (bounded) martingale. Consequently

II = E

[
1

λ

∫ λ

0

E

[(
dXλ

PT−λf,

(
0

1

))
|Ft

]
i

(∫ t

0

eiBsds

)
dt

]
= E

[(
dXλ

PT−λf,

(
0

1
λ

∫ λ

0
i
(∫ t

0
eiBsds

)
dt

))]

= E

[(
dXλ

PT−λf,

(
0∫ λ

0
i
(
1− s

λ

)
eiBsds

))]
.

We additionally suppose that T ≥ 2
√
2 and T ≥ 2λ so that T −λ ≥

√
2. Now using (5.4)

and (5.5) we get

|II| ≤ Cp√
T − λ

E [|PT−λf |p(Xλ)]
1/p

∥∥∥∥∫ λ

0

(
1− s

λ

)
eiBsds

∥∥∥∥
q

≤
C ′

p

√
2λ

√
T

(PT (|f |p)(x))1/p.

(5.9)
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with C ′
p = Cp sup

λ≥1

1√
λ

∥∥∥∥∫ λ

0

(
1− s

λ

)
eiBsds

∥∥∥∥
q

. Finally taking λ =
∥B1∥q

√
T

C ′
p

√
2

, minimising

the right hand sides of (5.9) and (5.8), we get for T ≥ t0 :=
2∥B1∥2q
C ′2

p

∧2
√
2 that

(
dxPTf,

(
1

0

))
≤ 2

5
4

√
C ′

p∥B1∥q
T 1/4

(PT (|f |p)(x))1/p. (5.10)

Remark 2. Taking conditional expectation, one can replace the dual by its conditional
expectation and one also obtains the derivative formula

(dxPTf, v) = −E
[
f(Xx

T )E
[
δh(x, T, v)

∣∣Xx
T

]]
(5.11)

and it is well known that it corresponds to the gradient of the logarithm of the heat kernel
of the semigroup; that is:

−E
[
δh(x, T, v)

∣∣Xx
T

]
= (dx ln pT (·, Xx

T ), v).

As it is clear by the estimates of Proposition 4.7 and the above proof, we believe that such
a procedure should improve and provide the optimal rate. Unfortunately, it is in general
out of reach to compute directly the conditional expectation of the dual or the derivative
of the heat kernel.

Remark 3. Similarly in the above proof, we also have I = E

[
E

[
1

λ
Bλ|XT

]
f(XT )

]
.

The random vector

(
1

λ
Bλ,

1√
T
XT

)
is very close in law to a Gaussian vector. If it was

Gaussian with the same expectation and covariance, then it is easy to check that taking

λ = 1, we would obtain a bound |E [B1|XT ]| ≤
C∥XT∥
T

which would allow us to obtain an

order T−1/2 for the horizontal gradient in (5.1).

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. By rotation, it is enough to consider the horizontal derivative in
u = 0. We will thus consider the starting points (u, z) and (−u, z) with u > 0 small. The
idea is to �rst perform a re�ection coupling of the two driving Brownian motions until
they meet. More precisely we construct X(u,z)

t = (Ut, Zt) and X
(−u,z)
t = (Ũt, Z̃t) with{

Ut = u+Bt

Ũt = −u−Bt = −Ut.

We denote by τ the �rst time when Ut and Ũt meet. It corresponds to the hitting times
of the standard Brownian motion:{

τ = τ0 = inf{t ≥ 0, Bu
t = 0} on R,

τ = τ0,π = inf{t ≥ 0, Bu
t = 0 or π} on S.
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Here (Bu
t )t≥0 denotes the standard Brownian motion starting in u. Separating the cases

where they meet before the time T
2
, one has

|PTf(u, z)− PTf(−u, z)|

=
∣∣∣E [(f(X(u,z)

T

)
− f

(
X

(−u,z)
T

))(
1{τ>T

2
} + 1{τ≤T

2
}

)]∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣E [(f(X(u,z)

T

)
− f

(
X

(−u,z)
T

))
1{τ>T

2
}

]∣∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:A

+
∣∣∣E [(f(X(u,z)

T

)
− f

(
X

(−u,z)
T

))
1{τ≤T

2
}

]∣∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:B

.

We �rst consider the case where the coupling does not occur. A standard estimate
(see [27]) gives that on R, and thus also on S,

A ≤ 2∥f∥∞P
(
τ >

T

2

)
≤ 2∥f∥∞

u√
2π
√
T/2

. (5.12)

We now turn to the term where the coupling occurs. First we note that
Ũτ = Uτ ∈ {0, π}
Zτ = z +

∫ τ

0
ei(u+Bs)ds

Z̃τ = z +
∫ τ

0
e−i(u+Bs)ds

.

By using the strong Markov property and with Fτ the σ-�eld of events up to τ , one
has

B =
∣∣∣E[ (PT−τf(Uτ , Zτ )− PT−τf(Uτ , Z̃τ )

)
1{τ≤T

2
}

]∣∣∣
≤ E

[ ∣∣∣PT−τf(Uτ , Zτ )− PT−τf(Uτ , Z̃τ )
∣∣∣ 1{τ≤T

2
}

]
.

Now using the vertical estimate from Theorem 5.1, one infers:

B ≤ E

[
C∥f∥∞√
T − τ

∣∣∣Zτ − Z̃τ

∣∣∣ 1{τ≤T
2
}

]
≤

√
2C∥f∥∞√

T
E

[∣∣∣Zτ − Z̃τ

∣∣∣ 1{τ≤T
2
}

]
.

Note that

Zτ − Z̃τ = 2i

∫ τ

0

sin(Bu
s )ds.

In the case of the circle S, one has: ∣∣∣Zτ − Z̃τ

∣∣∣ ≤ 2τ0,π

and thus
E

[∣∣∣Zτ − Z̃τ

∣∣∣ 1{τ≤T
2
}

]
≤ 2E[τ0,π] = 2u(π − u) ≤ 2πu

and the result follows in this situation by dividing by u and letting u go to 0.
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In the case of R

E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

sin(Bu
s )ds

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0,π

0

sin(Bu
s )ds+

∫ τ0

τ0,π

sin(Bu
s )ds

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}
(
1{τ0,π=τ0} + 1{τ0,π=τπ}

)]

≤ E [τ0,π] + E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

τ0,π

sin(Bu
s )ds

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}1{τ0,π=τπ}

]

≤ E [τ0,π] + E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

sin(Bπ
s )ds

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}

]
P (τ0,π = τπ) .

As before, one has
E[τ0,π] = u(π − u) and P (τ0,π = τπ) =

u

π
.

By Itô formula, one has ∫ τ0

0

sin(Bπ
s )ds = 2

∫ τ0

0

cos(Bπ
s )dB

π
s .

Now, we consider T/2 to be in the interval [2k−1, 2k] for some k ≥ 1. We have

E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

cos(π +Bs)dBs

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}

]
≤ 1 +

k−1∑
j=0

E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

cos(π +Bs)dBs

∣∣∣1{2j≤τ0≤2j+1}

]
.

We now claim that each term of the sum is bounded independently of j. By Cauchy-
Schwarz and the Itô isometry:

E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

cos(π +Bs)dBs

∣∣∣1{2j≤τ0<2j+1}

]

≤ E

(∫ τ0∧2j+1

0

cos(π +Bs)dBs

)2
1/2

P
(
2j ≤ τ0 < 2j+1

)1/2
≤ E

[
τ0 ∧ 2j+1

]1/2
P
(
2j ≤ τ0 < 2j+1

)1/2
.

Finally, with a = 2j+1

E[τ0 ∧ a] = E[τ0 1{τ0≤a}] + aP(τ0 > a)

≤
∫ a

0

s
πe−

π2

2s

√
2πs3/2

ds+ a

∫ ∞

a

πe−
π2

2s

√
2πs3/2

ds

≤
√
π

2

∫ a

0

1√
s
ds+ a

√
π

2

∫ ∞

a

1

s3/2
ds

≤ C
√
a

45



and

P

(a
2
≤ τ0 ≤ a

)
≤
√
π

2

∫ a

a
2

1

s3/2
ds ≤ C√

a
.

The above claim is thus proven and therefore, for T/2 ∈ [2k−1, 2k], one has

E

[∣∣∣ ∫ τ0

0

cos(π +Bs)dBs

∣∣∣1{τ0≤T
2
}

]
≤ 1 + Ck ≤ 1 + C

lnT

ln 2
.

Finally, putting all the estimates together, dividing by u and letting u go to 0 gives the
result in the case of R× R

2.

We now turn to the Liouville type result for harmonic functions with respect to the
operator L given in (2.3).

Theorem 5.3. Any bounded L-harmonic function on S× R
2 or on R× R

2 is constant.

Proof. We do only the proof for R × R
2. The other case is similar. Let f be a bounded

function on R × C such that Lf = 0. We thus have Ptf = f . Then, from Theorem 5.2,
f is constant since:

|(dxf, v)| = |(dxPTf, v)| ≤ C∥f∥∞
(
1 + ln(T )√

T
|vR|+

1√
T
|vC|
)

−−−→
T→∞

0.
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