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Abstract

We establish an integration by parts formula for the semigroup in time 7" > 0 of
the kinetic Brownian motion in the Euclidean plane together with its velocity in the
circle. The stochastic differential equation of our kinetic Brownian motion is driven
here by one real-valued Brownian motion constructed from an orthonormal basis
of L([0,T],R) and an independent sequence of .4'(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 7. 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 diffu-
sions. We shall focus on the simple model of the kinetic Brownian motion on the plane
R? and more specifically 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 x R?
but it can also be lifted to a process on R x R2.

One interest of the kinetic Brownian motion is that, with a suitable 1-parameter
family of renormalisations, it provides an interpolation between the geodesic flow 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 Hérmander 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 infinitesimal control problem to transfer the tangent flow 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-Emery 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 difficult 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 diffusions for small times.



We also refer to Ustiinel for Malliavin calculus for martingale representation of degenerate
diffusions [3I] 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 infinitesimal version of the coupling approach; see
and below for more precision. This coupling method has been implemented to
deal with the kinetic Fokker-Planck diffusion 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 difficult 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 briefly recall some related methods and results about successful and efficient
couplings in hypoelliptic and sub-elliptic situations. In these cases, regularisation prop-
erties are obtained by studying the tail distribution of the first meeting times of two pro-
cesses starting from different points. Tt started with Ben Arous, Cranston and Kendall [§]
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-Loéve expansion of the Brownian bridge to construct ef-
ficient (finite look-ahead) non-co-adapted successful couplings for Kolmogorov diffusions
and Brownian motions on the Heisenberg group; see also Bénéfice |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 efficient non-co-adapted coupling working only at a given time 7. An important point
in the construction is the expansion of the driving Brownian motions in a well chosen
orthogonal basis of L?([0,T]). Similar ideas also appear in the present work to compute
the Malliavin dual.

A difficulty 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 diffusions including kinetic
Brownian motion.

After renormalisation in time and space of the kinetic Brownian motion, our model
enters in the field of homogenisation. Much more complex models have been investigated
in Li [23] 24], 25], Gehringer and Li [I4], Hairer and Li [I7], Li and Sieber [20], leading
to various convergence results to limit processes, including speed of convergence. In
our context, convergence results are obtained in Section Notice the important fact
that, when doing the rescaling, the vector field governing the so-called fast motion has a



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 different, as we aim
to get estimates of the gradient of the semigroup at each fixed 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 fixed non small time 7. 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 Hormander theorem the (reduced) Malliavin
matrix is invertible and its inverse admits moments of any order, a uniform bound in 7'
of these moments is needed here. This uniform bound is a difficult technical point. This
will be done through a careful study of oscillating stochastic integrals and proving, with
the help of the recent work [I2] by Bobkov, that they have sub-Gaussian densities.

1.2 Organisation and main results

In Section [2] we present the model (X});>o for the kinetic Brownian motion on S x C
and its lift on R x 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 7" > 0.
This integration by parts formula is given in Equation of Proposition using a
Malliavin dual dh:

(d,Prf,v) = —E[f(X3)5h]

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 with the explicit Formula , extending to
infinite dimension well-known integration by parts formulae on Gaussian spaces. Our first
main result is Theorem 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
/ g(s)ePeds, s €[0,T]
0

where (By)o<i<7 is a standard Brownian motion on R and where g is a (possibly random)
C! function.

Section [3]is devoted to convergences of stochastic oscillating integrals. A strong law
of large numbers is given in Theorem Then in Theorem and Theorem [3.3]



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} Tt 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 [£.3] [£.4]

In Proposition [£.7] these results are applied to obtain asymptotic estimates of the
moments of the Malliavin dual for 7" large enough:

Cyp (Ivual + \/—|vc|) v = (zi) €R xC.

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

Q=

Ef|on]]

Section [5| contains the main results of the paper, improving in several directions the
estimate of the horizontal gradient. Theorem yields an estimate of order T-/* for
the horizontal gradient of Ppf and again T'/? for the vertical gradient, with a control
involving (Pr|f[P)Y/?, for any p € (1,00) and T large enough:

1
(dePrf, 0] < Cy(PrIfP)”” ( aelosl + el ).

The method incorporates an adapted Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula to make a transfer
from horizontal to vertical gradient. Theorem [5.2| states a T~/ or In(T)T~'/2 rate for
the whole gradient of Prf, with a control in terms of || f|| for T" large enough:

(e Prf,0)] < )l flloo

S E

for the semigroup on S x C and

In(T)
VT

IMJWWMSQW@( o]+ =

)
T
for the semigroup on R x C.

For this result, reflection coupling for the driving Brownian motion is performed be-
fore applying the integration by parts formulae. Finally, Theorem provides, as a
consequence a Liouville property for the semigroup: all bounded harmonic functions are
constant.



2 Presentation of the model and Malliavin calculus

2.1 The model on S x C and its lift on R x 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 (U, Z;)i>0 which lives in S x R? where U,
is a Brownian motion on the circle and Z; its integral; that is satisfying:

dZ, = U,dt.

Here, we will often identify R? with C in the natural way. And it is also natural to view
S as the quotient IR/27TZ; this identification being made by the bijection: 6 € lR/ZWZ —
e’ € S. Moreover, the Brownian motion on the circle S is also given by the complex
exponential of a Brownian motion on R. With these identifications, the kinetic Brownian

motion on the plane is simply the process (U, Z;)i>o in [R/27TZ x C described by the
stochastic differential equation:

{dUt = db,

iz, = e, 21)

(B¢) 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 Rx C sharing the same stochastic differential equation (2.1). Since we will often
work only infinitesimally, most of our arguments indifferently hold for the two models on
S x C and R x C. For simplicity, unless otherwise specifically said, we choose to work on
the lifted model on R x C and we denote (U, Z;)¢>o the solution of on R x C.

U,
For later convenience, the solution ( Zt> will be represented by a 3-dimensional col-

t Re(Zt))

umn vector and Z;, € C will often be identified with
Im(Zt)

The solution starting in = = (Z) is easily given by X[ = (?) with
t

{Ut = u+ B (2.2)

Zt — Z+f0 eWUsdg = 2+ e fo etBs ds.

Following the model in (2.2)), in the sequel we will more generally denote by X; the
functional defined on R x C([0, +o0[) such that X;(z, (B;s)s>0) is the kinetic Brownian
motion X7. We also denote

dXT = Vo(XF)dt + VdB,

where the vector fields V' and 1} are given by:

V(u,z) = (01@) and Vi (u, z) = (69u> .
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In particular, the generator L written on R x R? of this Markov process is given by

L= %Au + cos(u)0,, + sin(u)0,, (2.3)

Vvl = (jou) = Vi vl = () =7

the vector fields {V, Vi, V,2} generate the tangent space in each point and thus the step-
three Hérmander condition is satisfied and the model is hypoelliptic.

Note that with

2.2 The tangent flow

Here we consider the solution starting from different points with the same Brownian
motion (By):>o (synchronous coupling) (X7) := (Xi(z, (Bs)o<s<t)). The tangent flow is
obtained by differentiating this flow with respect to the initial solution:

TX v =

Vo
XCC+6M) g B . t . = Jx”U
w—o | v, 4 wvge™ ) e'Peds t

. 1 0
where JJ 1= (iem f(f ciBeds 1)

For future use note that

a
da

1 0 1
r\—1 __ T\ —1 _
(‘]t ) - (_Z'eiu fot eiBst 1) and (Jt ) V - (_Zezu fg eiBst>

and also

1 1
T x\—1 _ _
JT<Jt ) V= (ieiu foT eiBsds _ jeit f(f eiBst) - (Z'eiu ftT eiBSd3> :

Notice that both the tangent flow and its inverse are uniformly bounded on each time
interval [0, T7.

2.3 Malliavin derivative and integration by parts formula

In the sequel, we will only be interested in computing the Malliavin derivative DX7 for
the value at time T' of X7 which can be seen as the differential of Xr(x,-).

Set H := L*([0,T],R). For h € H:

B Xr <x, (Bt + 6/Uth(8)ds> ogth) = (z’ei“ foT{?jB?L;?ZiS)det> :

- d
DXT(h> = d_g




A simple idea to obtain an integration by parts formula is, given a curve y(a) with
~v(0) = x and %(0) = v, to find b, such that

Xr (7(@), (Bt + /Ot ha(s)ds> OSth) = X7 (2, (Bt)o<i<r) - (2.4)

Taking derivative in a = 0, this implies

T X2 + DXE(h) = JEv + DXE(h) = 0, (2.5)
0 . .
where h = 5a h.. However, the curves in a and Equation (2.4) serve only as a
@ a=0

motivation and will finally not be needed, only the infinitesimal 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 find an explicit form
for the Malliavin dual, prove that the integrability assumption is satisfied, and above all,
find an asymptotic as T" — oo.

Proposition 2.1. Let f: R x C — R be a bounded C' function with bounded derivative.
Denote by Pr the semigroup of Xp and § a Malliavin duality operator. If h = h(z,v,T)
is in the domain of § and satisfies (2.5)), then we have

(doPrf,v) = —E[f(X7)5h]. (2.6)

As explained in Section the same result also holds for the model on S x C with
the same equation for the tangent flow, for the Malliavin derivative and for the Malliavin
dual.

Proof. On one hand we have

(da:PTf’ U>: % B [E[f<X§C“+€U)] =L [(dX%f7 J%U)} (27)

(and it is clear that J7 has all its moments bounded). On the other hand, since the
derivative of f is bounded, since the diffusion (X;) has bounded coefficients as well as
their derivatives, and since h is in the domain of ¢ (by hypothesis), we have

E [(dxz /. D(X7)(h)] = E[D(f(X7))(h)] = E[f(XT)oh]. (2.8)

From Equation (2.5)) and the boundedness of the moments of J7, we see that (dxz f, D(XF)(h))
is integrable, and moreover,

E[(dxs f, J20)] = —E [(dxs f, D(XE)(D))] - (2.9)
From (2.7), and we get ([2.6). O



2.4 The infinitesimal 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

DX (h) = J& /T(Jf)‘lX/h(t)dt.

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

4 T ‘ t ‘ T T )
Z-ezu/ eth / h(s)dsdt = Z'ew/ / ezBS ds h(t)dt
0 0 0 t

As a consequence, Equation ({2.5)) is equivalent to

T
/ (JEYWh(t)dt = —v. (2.10)
0
Recalling

1
x\—1 _
(Jt ) V= (_ieiu f(f eiBSdS) )

Equation (2.10) can be written as the system

<h0, h> =
(hi,h) = —vy (2.11)
<h§7 h> = —U2

where (-, -) denotes the standard scalar product on H and

t t
ho(t) =1, hi(t) = / sin(u + By)ds, hs(t) = —/ cos(u + Bs)ds.
0 0
Notice that similarly as J, h7 and hj depend only on the coordinate u of x.
To find a solution, we choose to write

Note that the obtained solution i will minimise the norm ||h||2 but has no reason to
minimise the norm of the dual ||0h]|2.

Such a h = h(z,v,T) is thus a solution to the system (2.11)) if and only if

/\0 Vo
/\1 =-C" (T) -1 U1
/\2 (%)

with C*(T') the Gram matrix:
<h07 h0> <h07 h;f> <h07 hg2£>
C(T) = | (A1, ho) (P71, h7) (i, h3) | . (2.13)

9



Note that C*(T') may also be written as the reduced Malliavin matrix of (X}) (here
* means the transposed matrix):

T
C(T) = / (T VY ((JE) Y . (2.14)
0
In particular, as (X7 ), satisfies Hormander’s condition, C*(7T') is invertible (see [16], Sec-
<h0’ h)
tion 4.2). Denoting the random map a} : H — R x C, h — | (h{,h) |, we observe
(h3, )

that C*(T) is also the matrix of the linear map a%(a%)* with (a7)" : R x C — H,
Ao
)\1 — )\Oh(] + Alh% + )\th
Az
With this notation at hand, Equation (2.12)) rewrites h = (a%)*()), so the only solution
to (2.11]) which is a linear combination of (hg, h1, ha) is

h=—(a7)"(ap(a7)") " | 0 (2.15)

In fact a7 and the matrix C* depend only on u and satisfy:

at = ((1) R?u>> ay and C*(T) = ((1) R?u>> c’(T) (é R(ﬁu)> (2.16)

cosu —sinu

where R(u) denotes the rotation: R(u) = (sinu oS U

) . In the remainder of this

article, we will simply use the notations az and C for a3 and C respectively.
In particular, (2.15)) can be rewritten:

h= —a (aray) ") ((1) R(O_u)> ol (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 (B;)cjo,r) in the model where T' > 0 is fixed. This construction
depends on a choice of an orthonormal basis. Working in a specific 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 (ex)r>0 be an orthonormal basis of L?([0, 1], R) with for simplicity e = 1 and set
gr(t) = fg ex(s)ds for k > 0. We then consider the family (gx.r)r>0 on H = L*([0,T],R)
obtained from dilation; that is

VE >0, gir(t) = VT <%) L te0,T]. (2.18)

10



In particular, (ex7)k>0 := (Jk7)k>0 is an orthonormal basis of L*([0,77],R). We also have

t
gor(t) = ig t €10,7],and gxr(T) =0 for all £ > 1. (2.19)

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

V2T . (knrt)
sin ,

t
gor(t)=— andfork>1, gpr(t)=

VT

With a sequence (& )g>o of independent real-valued Gaussian .47(0, 1) variables, it is
well-known that we can construct a Brownian motion (B;).cjo,r) via the formula

= + ). telo.T] (2.20)

Vvt € [0,T], ng (2.21)

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

For future use, we also introduce the Brownian motion (B;)spo1) via the formula

vt € [0, 1], ng )k, (2.22)

and notice that

=VTB,, sel0,1].

Also, any element h € H has a decomposition

0.T] 5t h(t) = apger(t), (2.23)

k>0

with (ay)r>o in the space ¢* of square integrable sequences and which will always be
considered as a column vector.

With the decomposition 1) of a possibly random h, we obtain

with (ag)rso a £*-valued random variable.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that the Brownian motion (By)wcpm is given by (2.21): By =
S ger (). Let b be a L (2, H) random variable given by

k=0

Zak wW)ger(t)  with for k>0, agp(w) =9 ((§(w))ro0) (2.25)

k>0

for some functions <, : RN — R. Assume that for all K > 0, 0 < k < K, the random
maps

A (W) RET 5 R

2.26
(20, .., 2K) > G, (2’0, cee ZK>€[K+1,00)(W)) ( )

11



are integrable and with integrable derivative on RE+Y with respect to the standard Gaussian

distribution, a.s. in {x11,00), Where we denoted {x11,00)(w) = (Ex41(W), Exo(w), .. .).
Let
8%)
0h = Ry — — 2.27
%( Sk 96, (2.27)

and assume that this series converges in L'(Q, R).

Then h is in the domain of the adjoint of the Malliavin derivative § and 6h is given
by Oh, that is, for any C' function f : R x C — R, bounded with bounded derivative we
have the integration by parts

E[(dx; /. DOXF) ()] = E[£(X3)0]. (2.28)

Proof. The proof will proceed by finite dimensional approximations. For K > 0, let

K

K ._ .

h -—g Argk,T
k=0

and set
FK .  REHL R
(20,28 = FE(RO 2K
the random & 41 o0)-measurable function such that F& (&, ..., k) = f(XF).

With these notations, the Malliavin derivative in the direction h’ writes:

) f (XT <$7 <Bt + 62 aka,T(ﬂ) >>

= - FR (& + ear)o<k<r)
€ e=0
=

VFK7MK>(£077§K)

(dxs f, D(X7)(h"))=

d
de
a

where o/% is the random map whose coordinates are defined in (2.26). Now letting
ox(2°,...,2%) be the centered Gaussian density with covariance I, ; in RET! we have,
by integration by parts and using Vog(2°,...,25) = —¢r (2%, ..., 25) - (2°,...,25),

E[(dxz £, DIXT) (W) [€ic 00
= AK+1<VFK,WK>(ZO, o 2k (20 )Y L d
= /[RKH FK(ZO’ o ,zK) (<(207 o ,ZK),%K(ZO, o ZK)) _ div(ng)(zo, o 721())

x ¢ (2°,...,2%)d2" .. de™

= E [f(X3)OR™ |€ ik 11.00]

with



Taking expectation we obtain
E [(dxzf, D(X7)(R"))] = E[f(XF)on"]. (2.29)

By hypothesis, h € LY(Q, H) and dh € LY(Q, R), thus, letting K — oo, h® converges to
hin L'(Q, H) and 9h¥ converges to 0h in L'(Q, R). The expected result then follows
from ([2.29)). O

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 sufficient to find the matrix of ar.

We compute the column vectors, recalling e r :== gpr, £ > 0O:

VT
Iy(T) :== ar(eor) = (f o <90T \/T) ) (\/_@f e’Bt

and for k > 1,

VT
o(t)T) — 1) dt)
(2.30)

Ii(T) == ar(exr) = (Z I eiBt(;k’det) = <\/Ti I eigtgk(t/T)dt) : (2.31)

The last formulae are obtained by an integration by parts.
Now define
Ar = (1o(T) L(T) ... I(T) ...). (2.32)

It is the matrix of the linear map ar : H — R x C in the orthonormal basis (ex r)r>o and
therefore satisfies

Apr A = arap = C(T). (2.33)
Hence ArAj 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 = ) agexr is the solution of Equation (2.5) given by (12.17)

k>0
if and only if

a = —An(ApAL) ! (é R(O_u)) Z(l) . (2.34)

V2

Theorem 2.3. Let T > 0, v = Z € RxC, veRxC. Consider h = h(z,v,T)

defined by (2.17)), then h is in LP(Q), H) for any p > 1 and is also in the domain of 0. Its
Malliavin dual §h = dh(z,v,T) is given by

o= (i mgar) €07 (o nl)

/ / ( . zBp )dp>*c(T)1J£/(t,s)C(T)1 ((1) R(O—u)>vd‘9dt

13
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where the matriz K is defined by:

0 eiBs*
H(t,s) = <€iBS _¢iB ( fo zBrdr> —z’f(f ez’BrdreiBs*) : (2.36)

The Malliavin dual 6h given by (2.35|) is also in LP(Q2,R) for any p > 1.

Moreover for any bounded measurable function f : RxC — R and any T > 0,2 € RxC
and v € R x C, one has the following Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula:

where 6h = 0h(z,v,T) is given by (2.35).

Proof. We proceed in five steps. In a first step, we prove h is in LP(§2, H) for any
p € [1,00). In a second step we show that the series 0h is well defined and is equal
to (2.35)). In a third step we establish the LP convergence of the series defining dh. In
a fourth step, we prove that the Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula is valid for
any bounded C! function with bounded derivative. For this we need to introduce some
regularised random variables A®, do the Malliavin integration by parts and pass to the
limit. In the final step, we extend the the Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula to any
measurable bounded function.

Step 1: We first show that h is in LP(§2, H) for any p € [1,00). We have

RNz =D ok < > IO e ol

k>0 k>0

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

T
11 (T)])* < T/O ger(t)?dt + T(1 + T%)6x—0

and since Y gpr(t)? = t, one has:
k>0

Cr = ST < T/ tdt + T(1+ T?) < +oc.
k>0

In particular:
1/2 -
1Pl < G2 le(@) ™ o]l

and h € LP(2, H) for any p € [1,00) since by Malliavin calculus C(7") 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 —0h = — _ <ak§k — %) .
k>0

14



We look at the first term in —0h:

S =Y (D& (1) M

k>0 >0
VI * (2.38)
~1
1 (Z fOT eiBtfkgk,T(t)dt — \/TfOT 6iBt€0dt> C(T) .

k>0

By construction of the Brownian motion, we have the a.s. uniform convergence on [0, 7T

of 3 &grr(t) to B, and thus the a.s. convergence of > fOT P& g r(t)dt to fOT e'Bt Bydt.
k>0 k=0

Thus:
— \/750 : - - BT * B
_kzzoozkfk = (l e (B, — \/Tﬁo)dt) C(T) v = (_Z. ST B (B — Bt)dt> C(T) .

(2.39)

We now turn to the second term of 9A. We have

Z ooy Z a[k )_12) . Z [k(T)*C(T)_1MC(T)_1U. (2.40)

0
k>0 k>0 f’“ k>0

Ag (D) _

0 0
O (fo ZBt th) - (foT s v TgO,T(t)dt> 6{k:0}7
oI.(T 0
Z k( ) _ T in, , p
208\ =Ly et | X g —t ) dt
= k>0

Notice that

Yo ger(®? = (ke 1pg)® = [ Toalls =, (2.41)

k>0 k>0
where ( , ) and || - ||2 still denote the scalar product and the norm on H.
Then the first term in (2.40) finally vanishes.
0
Using (2.14) and remarking that (JO) ( ) we obtain
fo ng
oc(T e
(T) = / / grr(s)H (t,s)dsdt (2.42)
0L 0o Jo

where 7 (t, s) is given by (2.36]).

We also have
L(T)ger(s) = 0 + i 5
RS )GRTS) = @'fOT e'Pe g (p)grr(s)dp —ifOT seiBrgp ) “HR=0)

15



Noticing that > grr(p)grr(s) = (L0, Ljo,s)) = p A s and using Fubini, we get
k>0

S
[ ¥
e () sty )

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

Step 3: Let us establish the LP convergence of the series 0h = > (akﬁk — ) For
- k>0
the term > ai&y, looking at the second line of (2.38)) and using the fact that C(T')~! has
k>0

finite moments of all orders, we only need to prove that

T
Z / e’Bt5k9k7T(t)dt L—) 0
0 K—o0

E>K

Letting C, = E[|N|?] with N a .47(0, 1) random variable we obtain

[Z/ P &gnr(t dt <1 1/ [kang
k> K

p/2
SCPTP_I/ (ngT ) dtmo

k>K

by the dominated convergence theorem and since gﬁ,T(t) =t. Using
k>0

1/2 1/2
Z g 7(0)gr,(s)] < (Z gi,T(P)) (Z 9%,T(3)> = \V/ps,

k>0 k>0 k>0

the L? convergence of the series > % is similar.
k>0

Step 4: Let us prove the integration by parts (2.28) for a bounded function C' with
bounded derivative. The idea is to use Proposition 2.2l But since the matrix C(T) is only
almost surely invertible, the regularity of the random maps 7/ (w) of equation (2.26)
for h and « given by given by is not completely clear. We thus introduce the

regularised random variables h¢ := ) o gy r where e > 0 and
k>0

of = —AL(C(T) + eld)~! ((1) R(L)) o (2.43)

V2

Since C(T') + €l is invertible for any entries (2o, ..., 2x) € RE* and since all the entries
of (It(T))k>0 and C(T') are almost surely analytic in (&x)r>0, the associated functions
A (w) - REHL = R are well defined and almost surely analytic in (zo, ..., zx) € RETL,

Now since ||(C(T) +el;)~!|] < 1, with similar computation as in Step 1, one gets that
h is bounded in H and thus belongs to any LP(Q), H) for any p € [1,00].

16



Similarly, it is easy to obtain Steps 2 and 3 for A%; that is the well definiteness, the
computation and the L” convergence of

)

k>0

Note that 0h° is obtained by a formula similar to the right hand side of (2.35|) where each
occurrence of C(T)~! is replaced by (C(T) + el;) ™.

Using Proposition [2.2] we thus obtain the integration by parts formula ([2.28)) for h*:
E [(dxs £, DOXF)(0))] = E [F(X7)00] . (2.44)

Now since ||(C(T) + &) || < ||IC(T)~!|| and since by Malliavin calculus the moments
of C(T)~! are finite for any p > 1, by the dominated convergence, h* — hin LP(Q, H)
e—

and 0h° — 0h in LP(,R), for all p > 1. Letting ¢ — 0 gives that h is in the domain
e—
of 0; that is the integration by parts formula (2.28)) is valid for h.

Now since,
(doPrf,v) = E[(dxz f,D(XF)(h))],

one deduces the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula (2.37) when f is a bounded C' 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 f,, € C2° such that f, simply converges to f and with || fy|lcc < ||.f|loo-

By the dominated convergence theorem, it is clear that for all z € R x C:
Eifal®) —— Bif(2). (2.45)
From now, our goal is to show that the differential of P, f, converges uniformly on
compact sets. More precisely, we show just below that for any compact set K of R x C:

sup sup | (duPrfn,v) — E[f(XF)dh(z,v,T)] | — 0. (2.46)

rzeK ||v]|<1 n—o0

Since f, is a bounded C! function with bounded derivative, the integration by parts
formula (2.28)) is valid for f,, and thus using also Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has:

| (deTfmU) -k [f(X%)(Sh(x, U, T)] ’ = ‘[E[fn(th)5h(.iL“, U>T)] - [[f(X%)éh(mv U, T)H
< E[|£2(XF) — F(XP)[*)? E[0h(z,v,T)?z.

First, it is clear that by formula (2.35) and since the Malliavin matrix C*(7T") admit
negative moments of order 2 which are here uniform in x € R x C.

sup sup E[0h(z,v,T)?] < +oo.
£ERXC o<1

17



Now, let K be a compact set of R x C. There exists Ry > 0 such that K C Bp, :=
{z = (u, 2),|ul < Ro,|z| < Ro}. Let © = (u,2) € K and R > Ry + T, one has

El£2(X7) = FXDP) = E [|fn(X7) = FOXP) P Lixzenn] + E [[fn(X7) = F(XP)PLxzenm] -

For the first term, we have:

sup E [ fo(X7) — f(XP)* Lixzenqy) < SUP/B 1f(y) = fu@)) pr(z,y) dy

rxeK reK
< / F@) = f@) sup pr(e.y)dy
Bgr zeK,yeBr
— 0.
n—oo

Here we used the dominated convergence theorem and the fact that by Malliavin calculus,
the semigroup at time 7" admits a smooth (here continuous is enough) kernel pr. For the
second term, we have:

sup E[|f(XF) = f(XP) P Lixzenny] < 4If1% SEE”D (X7 ¢ Bg)

< 4| fI%P (IBr| = R — Ro).

Here we have used that Uf = u + By and that |Z7| < |z]| + T < Rfor x € K. As a
consequence,

lim sup sup E[|f(X7) — f(X7)]’] < 4| fII%P (|Br| > R — Ro) —— 0.

n—oo z€K R—o0

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 P, f is differentiable and satisfies:

(doPrf,v) = E[f(X7)0h(z,v,T)]
which proves that (2.37) is valid for any bounded measurable functions f. O

3 Stochastic oscillating integrals

Our goal in this section is now to investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the terms
appearing in the matrix C*(7) and more generally into the dual dh(x,v,T). As before,
it is sufficient to consider the case x = 0. We shall thus focus on the stochastic integrals
appearing in the quantities Iy (7)) in and (2.31). By a change of variable and the
definition of B, in (2.22), one has

T 1 _
\/T/ ePg (%) dt = T3/2/ eVTBs g(5)ds. (3.1)
0 0

In order to treat all the terms in the dual, we also have to consider iterated integrals of

the form: . .
(/ (/ &(r)eiﬁérdr> l1(s) (eiﬁi) ds) : (3.2)
0 \Jr=0 0<t<1
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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 (B,)o<i<1 be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g € L'([0,1], R¥).
Then .
/ g(s)eiﬁBsds Ta—s> 0 wuniformly in t € [0, 1]. (3.3)
0 — 00
We now turn to the convergence in law of the above integrals and iterated integrals.

This convergence in law is given in Theorem below. It may be seen as a central limit
theorem for additive functional of the Brownian motion.

The idea to obtain Theorem .3 below is to transform these additive functionals into
martingales. Using It6 formula, one can replace, up to negligible terms, the integration
against VTeVTBs (g by the stochastic integration against 2jetVTBs dBy; see Proposition
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 (By)i=o be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g € By([0,1], R¥)
and 0y, 0y € By([0,1], RL). Then

B
fotg(s)eiﬁBSdBS
¢ s TB\ 17 WTB\ 1P
Sy (S o) (V75 dB, ) ta(s) (eVT5) B, e
By
Law t
T Vi o )7

LI (o Ga(r)dny) Ga(s) ()

0<t<1
where (#;)i>0 is a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (Bt)tzo-
The convergence in law in Theorem and in Theorem below is with respect

to the standard uniform topology on C([0,1],R? x CK x (C ® C*)I) where C ® C* =~
M3y1(R) @ Myxa(R)* =~ Moy (R).

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

Theorem 3.3. Let (By)i=o be a standard Brownian motion on R. Let g € C*([0,1], R¥)
and Uy, 0y € C1([0,1],RE). Then

B,
VT 5 g(s)e™TBeds
Tfstzo (frszo g2(r)eiﬁBrd7"> 01(s) <€iﬁBs> ds 0<t<1 (3.4)
B,
L, W3 [ g(s)a¥s

2 fstzo (frszo lo(r) (Zd%» l1(s) (i o dWS)* 0<t<1

where (#;)i>o0 s a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (Bt)tzo, and od ¥,
stands for Stratonovich integral.
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We chose to write Theorems B3.2] and [3.3] in this order since the C-Brownian motion
(#;)¢>0 in Theorem [3.3] may be taken to be the same as in Theorem

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

Proposition 3.4. Let (Bt)tZO be a standard I1-dimensional Brownian motion and let
0<t <1

Let g be a C' function on [0,1]. Then
t . t . ~ ~
JT / g(s)eVTBe s — 2 / 9(s)eVTBdB, + Ry (1) (3.5)
0 0

where the remainder term Ry ,(t) = %peiﬁét + Qg—j%eiﬁéo + \% Jg’(s)eiﬁBSds sat-
isfies:

1
[BRrgllee < Wi (4llglloe + 2119 ll0) -

Proof of Proposition[3.4]. Let 11 be the function ¢ (x) = %eiﬁﬁ. It satisfies
9 .
Uila) = =T, wip(a) = 26V

\/T ) T

and thus, by Ito formula:

/Otg(s)eiﬁésds = %/Otg(s) 7(Bs)ds
_ /0 "4(s) (a(wr(By) - vi(B.)dB,)

= g(t)r(By) — g(0)r(By) — /0 g (s)br(By)ds — /0 9(s)0(B,)d B,

—2q(t) . /75 29(0) . /75 2 [ TR 21 t mR o~
g( )ezﬁBt + g( )ezx/TBO + / g/(s)ezx/TBst+ 7 g(S)ezﬁBsst.
0

T T T VT Jo
This immediately yields (3.5). The estimate of the remainder term Rr , is immediate. O

We now provide the proof of the strong law for the oscillating integrals/]

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 C'([0,1], R) in L*([0, 1], R),
it is enough to treat only the case where g € C1([0, 1], R). Using Proposition , one has
forall 0 <t <1,

¢ )
I,7(t): —/0 g(s)e“ﬁBsds

_ 2 t (s)eiﬁésdé + 0 1
VT L AT

1 This 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 () is uniform in ¢ € [0,1]. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality, one has for T > 1:

C

fop ] <

te(0,1]

By Borell-Cantelli, this ensures the desired uniform convergence for the subsequence

(V)1
Ig,\/ﬁ IIloo, a@-s. 0.

n—oo

To conclude for a generic T', one uses that for v/n < T < v/n+ 1 and since the complex
exponential is 1-Lipschitz,

1
o = Ly ill < 17 = vl [ 1(l|Bilds 250
0
]

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

Lemma 3.5. Let k > 1. Forany A > 0, p € N and any bounded measurable deterministic
function g on [0,1]% with value in C, we have

k 2p 2p

/ ) g(s) H ePPoids, ... ds,
[0,1]%

j=1

E < llgll2 E (3.6)

z)\BS
Ce S
T G

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

k 2p

TS / g(s) H eVTBsids, ... dsy,
[0,1]

j=1

E < Gylgllze- (3.7)

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

E [( /0 " o(5)eBds 2)1 _E K /[O s g<sl)g(52)eﬂ<3sr&1>>p}

— / dsy...dsa, g(s1)...9(s2p)E [eiAZiil(ﬂ)kBsk] .
0,1]2

Remarking that A3 (—1)¥B,, is a centered Gaussian random variable, we get that
£ [ AN (1) B ] is a positive number. Consequently, the last term can be bounded
above by

||9||?£/[ . dsy ... dsg,F [eikzi’;x—l)késk]
0,1]4p
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But with the same calculation we get that this term is equal to

1 2\ P
||gu%.z[5[( / ¢ s )]
0

yielding (3.6). Now, as in the proof of Proposition [3.4 one has
Loz 2 - 2% 1.5 -
iAB iAB iAB
ds = (1= ) —/ “dB,.
/0 e S 2 e + A e
As a consequence, we get
! 5o [\ 16 4" moal)
[EMA/ g(s)ePeds >]§2p>\2”]|gHg§[E[<—4+— / e*PdB, )
0 AN o
16\" 2%
2p—14y2p 2p _ -
< 2\ g 2 ((A) w,,[E[

_ 16\" 2%
<oz ((5) + e 100)
<Gylol2

where 3 is a standard Brownian motion on R. O

We can now give the proof of Theorem

To simplify the proof and the computation of the quadratic variations, in the proof
we identify R x CK x (C @ C*)L with R*2K+4L Here we recall that C ® C* ~ Msyo(R)
and we choose to identify a real 2 by 2 matrix M with (M1, My, Moy, Ma2)* € R*.

Proof of Theorem 3.2, We will proceed in two steps: first we will consider only the vector
valued martingale

(MP(T))o<i<r = (fgg@)fjfgsdi) ogtg' (3.8)

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

B (3.9)
5 Jy 9(s)ds . '

where (#});>0 is a standard Brownian motion in C independent of (B;);>o. 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], Myx4(R)) with
d = 2K + 1. We will in fact, using Theorem prove an almost sure convergence for
the quadratic variation in this first 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 f(f ud(T)ds the quadratic variation of the martingale M. The 2K +1
square symmetric matrix u9 is thus given by

1 U .. UL
U1 U1 1 e Ul K
ug(T) _ : :’ :’ (3.10)
UK U[.(J . UKJ(
where for 1 < k < K, JTE
cos(vVT By)
=0 (nivrn)
and for 1 < 7.k < K,
i cos(VTE) cos(VTB)sin(vTB)
Ui = 9i(5)9x(s) (cos(ﬁés) sin(v/T By) sin(v/T B,)? )
Using
( COSQ\/TBQQ i cos(v/TBy) Sir}(ﬁés))
cos(VT By) sin(v/T By) sin(vT B,)?
(i Leos(2VTB,) Lsin(2vTB,)
- (0 %) + 1sin(2v/TB,) —§COS(2\/TBs)) 1)

and Theorem (3.1 we obtain the following almost sure convergence of the quadratic vari-
ation of M7:
a.s

LN (3.12)

T—o0

sup
t€(0,1]

[ s — )

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

to0* ... 0
0 Ay ... A

A =1{. o (3.13)
0 AKJ ce AK,K

where for 1 < 5,k < K,

(5 Jy 9i(s)gi(s)ds 0
v ( 0 %f(fgj(s)gk(s)ds)'

We recognize that (A(t))ejo,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 7" — 400 and the
identification 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], R"*2K).  According to Theorem 3 in [35], it is enough to check that there exists
p > 1 such that the random variables fol ||us(T)||Pds are tight in R, also called uniformly
bounded in probability in [35]; that is

sup P (/01 1u9(T)|Pds > M) ) (3.14)

T>1 M—oo

The notation ||ud(T')||(w) is for the norm or the matrix u?(7")(w). But here all entries
of u9(T')(w) are uniformly bounded in 7" and w.

This ends the first step of the proof.
In a second step, we add the iterated integrals and consider the vector valued mar-
tingale:
B,
t i ~9 5
(M(T))o<r<r = Jo g(is)e VIPdB, N+ - (3.15)
fst:o (;’?:0 lo(r) (eiﬁBT> dBT> 41(s) (eiﬁBS) dB,

0<t<1

The method of the proof is similar as in the first step. First we show that the quadratic
variation converges in law. This will follow mainly from the first 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 fot ud*(T)ds the quadratic variation of the martingale (3.15)). Tt is
given by the 1 4+ 2K + 4L matrix:

. [ uw(T) v (T)
ud’(T) = (Ugvf(T) wﬁ’é(ﬂ)

where u9(T) is given by (3.10) and

Wia ... Wip

WL,l e WL,L
where for 1 < 5,0l < L

Jc,ch,le% Jc,ch,l9192 Jc,jJs,lef Jc,jJs,16192
Jc,ch,l€192 Jc,ch,leg Jc,jJs,l6192 Jc,jJs,leg

JSJ JCJQ% JS,j JC,ZQIHQ Js,j Js,le% Js,j 19719192
Js,ch,l0162 Js,jJC,lQ% Js,jt]s,l€102 Js,jJs,leg

W, =60

with for 1 <1< L
Je(s) = / 05(r) cos(VTB,)dB,, Jy(s) = / ¢(r) sin(vVTB,)dB,
r=0 r=0

and

01(s) = cos(VTB,), 0s(s) = sin(VTB,);
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and where

%

W) = |

Vi

where for 1 <[ < L

Jc,lel Jc,lgle% Jc,1910192 cee Jc,ngH% Jc,l.gKQIQQ
Vv, = el Jc,l92 Jc,l910102 Jc,lgleg s Jc,ng9192 Jc,ngeg
: ! Js,lel Js,lglef Js,lgl‘9192 s Js,nge% Js,ngQIHZ
Js,192 Js,zgl9192 Js,zg19§ Js,ng9192 Js,ngGS

By the first part of the proof, we deduce that there exists (#;)o<;<1 a Brownian motion
independent of (B;)o<t<1 such that

B B,
. B, ~ aw t
fgg(s)ez\/stst TL—> \/Li fo g(s)d#;
t NTBs 17 el W U
Jo la(8)eVTPdB, 0<t<1 V2 Jo La(s)a¥ 0<t<1

Using again (3.11), we prove that the quadratic variation of fg ud*(T)ds of M9*

converges in law to:
' "(A(s) B(s)*
ug’KTdsLa—w>/< )ds
/0 c@ds =2 | \B(s) o)

B
B(s) =1 :
By,
where for 1 <[ < L
B — 1 l(s) (O ]1,lg11d2 . IngK[dQ)
WG 0 Ipyg'ldy ... ILyg™Idy)’
Ciy ... C
Clo) 11 1L o :lgj(g)él (s) ([LJ.[LZ)[dQ (fl’jfg,z)fdz
: N ERE (I ;1) dy (Iy150)1dy
CL,l CL,L

with

I, = / Gr)aW, I, = / Gy,
0

0

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

E [(/Ot (/SEQ(r) Cos(\/TBr)dBr>2 %sin(QﬁBS)dsﬂ —— 0.

0 T—o0
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This is direct using Itd formula as in Proposition replacing g by the martingale

M, = /OS ly(r) cos(VTB,)dB,:

dM

t . -l o il t . -
/ M2 sm(Z\/TBS)dS _ sin(2v/TB;) N / M. sin(2v/T By)
. 2 AT ; 2T

t . ~ " ~
+/ SIH(Q\/TBS)(dMS,dMS) +/ MECOS(ZﬁBS>dBS
0 4T ) 0 2VT
cos(2v/TBy)

t
+/ CONENV L Bs) £ r (dM.,, dB).
Y S )

The limit of the quadratic variation corresponds to the quadratic variation of the
vector valued martingale:

B
5 Jy 9(s)ds . (3.16)
LI ([ a(r)dty) b(s) ()"

0<t<1

We now turn to the uniform integrability condition . We take p = 2 and show
the stronger fact that all the entries of the matrix u%‘(T) are uniformly bounded in L?()
for T > 1 and s € [0,1]. This is clear for the entries of v%* using It6 isometry. This is
also the case for the entries of w%’ since for example

E [( /0 1 ls(r) cos(ﬁér)dér>

4

< E|GY]

for G a centered gaussian variable with variance ||f5||%,. Similarly as in the first step, this

gives the existence of the limit in law of the martingale (3.15) and its identification as

the law of the martingale (3.16]). O
We now turn to the proof of Theorem [3.3]

Proof of Theorem[3.3 First using Proposition we have
t 5 t ) 5 B
ﬁ/ g(s)eiﬁBs ds = 22./ g(s)elﬁBs dBs + Rr4(t)
0 0

with Ry, converging a.s. to 0 uniformly on [0, 1]. Using also Proposition [3.4] with the C*
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function: £(s) = {4(s) [° OEQ(r)\/Te"ﬁBTdr, we have:

<

Jr(t) = t 0(s) - (\/Teiﬁés)*ds

s

_ __%0 (gl(t) /Tt g2(r)ﬁeiﬁérdr) : (ﬁeiﬁgt>*

=0

' 3 D . ~ *

22 [t [ T T (VTR
s=0 r=0
! ', ~ *

b2 [ VT T (VTR s (317)
s=0

+2 / io (fl@) / ; ﬁg(r)ﬁeiﬁé’"dr) : (zeﬁB) dB,  (3.18)

Using Lemmal[3.5] we directly see that, when T' — oo, the first two lines in Jy(t) converges
(uniformly in ¢ € [0,1])) to 0 in L*(Q2). By Theorem [3.1|and using ([3.11]), the term (3.17))

on the third line converges to
! 10
/ l1(s)lo(s) ( ) ds. (3.19)
s=0 01
Using again Proposition [3.4] for the last term (3.18]), one has
t s 5 ) 5 * ~
2 [ (ms) / Eg(T)\/TeiﬁB"dr) (iev™) " as,
s=0 r=0
t S ~ ~ . ~ * ~
—4 / (El(s) / 0s(r) (zeﬁ Br) dBr) : (ie’ﬁ Bs) dB, (3.20)
s=0 r=0
t - * -
42 / 04(8) Ry, (3) - (zeﬁ Bs) dB, (3.21)
s=0

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

in law to

) / io ( / ; &(r)(id%.)) 0(s) idHL)" (3.22)

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

0
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 first 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 L?([0,T]), for 4,5 € {0,1,2},

(ha hy) = /T ho(t)hy (1) dt = T/1 hy(rT)hy (rT)dr
and that for 0 <r <1,
ho(Tr) = 1,
hi(Tr) = fOTT sin(By)dt = T (\/T [ sin(vTBy)ds ),
ho(Tr) = — OTT cos(By)dt = /T (—\/T [ cos(VTBy)ds) ,

where (B, )o<r<1 is still defined in ((2.22)).

In view of Theorem it is thus natural to introduce the rescaled matrix C(T)
defined by:

vT 0 0\ vT 0 0
cry=(0 T o|lcm|o T of. (4.1)
0 0 T 0 0 T

Note that C(T) is also the Gram matrix but in L2([0,1]) of (ho, hi, hs) where for
0<r<l,

IN”L()(T> =1
%Ll(r) = ﬁf; sin(\/TBS)fls . (4.2)
hao(r) = =T [ cos(VTB,)ds

In particular, we may also write

() = /0 Tr(r) Er(r) dr (4.3)
with

1
- : - 1
Ir(r):= | VT []sin(vTB,)ds | = < =t JTE > .
—VT [ cos(VTBy)ds —iVT Jye ds
We have the following convergence in law:

Proposition 4.1. One has the convergence:

C(T) 2 g (4.4)
T—o0
with
1 ﬁfol Wl ds \/ifol W2ds
G=|V2 [, #lds 2 f?l(%l)st 2 [1 W 2ds (4.5)

V2 [y #Eds 2 [y wiwEds 2 [ (2)%s
where W = W' +iW? is the Brownian motion from Theorem and Theorem .
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We may also write:

with

1
and with the identification # = (ZQ)

Proof of Proposition[{.1. Observe that by the coefficients of the matrix é(T) are
obtained by products and integration of the left hand side of and thus are a contin-
uous functional of the left hand side of (3.4). Using Theorem we can conclude that
C(T) converges in law to this functional applied to the right hand side of (3.4)), which

vields (4.5). O

4.2 Moments convergence of the renormalised matrix C(T")

The next proposition is a key contribution for the main result of the paper. It brings
quantitative asymptotic behaviour of moments of C(7)~'. 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 C, > 0 such that for all T" > V2,

£ ([l <. (4.7)
Moreover )
e[l |] 7z e lls ) 19

where G is defined by (4.4).

A direct consequence of the above proposition is that the right hand side of (4.8) is
finite 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 and
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 and
(4.5 will be done in the next subsection.

Proof of Proposition[{.3. To prove (4.8)), the convergence in law of C(T) to G is a key
point but it is not sufficient. However it is enough to prove (4.7) with a parameter p’
larger than the parameter p in (4.8)). Indeed, for fixed p € [1,p) this will prove uniform

~ p
integrability of the random variables HC (7)1 ‘ and convergence (4.8) for p will be a

consequence of Theorem 3.5 in [I1].
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We then turn to prove (4.7)).

Since moments of ||C(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
C, > 0 (the constant C, will change from one equation to another) such that for all
column vector a € R® satisfying ||a|| =1, € > 0, T > V2,

P [a*C(T)a < g] < CLer. (4.9)

By Markov inequality,

P [a*é(T)a < 5} —P [(a*é(T)a) s 51} < ePE [(a*é(T)a> _p] . (4.10)

So we are left to get a uniform bound in 7 > v/2 and unit vector a € R® for E {(a*é(T)a) p} .

Since C(T') is a Gram matrix, for any a € R?, one has
~ 2 ~ ~
a*'C(T)a = Z i (Pis hy) L2 (o) @
'j:O

|3 o

1. Let us firstly consider the case when p € (0,1/2).

“Iz2(j0,1))

CoS
sinn

Writing a = ( ) with unitary n = e % we have:

T t 2
a*C(T)a = % / <\/Tcos ¢ + sin go/ sin (6 + By) ds) dt. (4.11)
0 0

This yields the bound below for T' > /2

5 1 2 i 1 [ i
a*c(T)azzm/l ( ?cosgo—ksin(pﬁ/o sin(é’—f—BS)ds) tdt

and then by convexity,
- -p
E [(a*C (T )a) }
§4PT2_1 ‘\/—cosgp+sm<p\/_/sm (0 + By)

and the result follows from the following Lemmas and whose proofs are
postponed to Subsection [4.3]

~2p (4.12)
tdt
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Lemma 4.3. Fiz a € (0,1). Then

sup E [|acosp +sinpY| ™| < C(M,0,a) < o0 (4.13)
@G[O,Qﬂ],azl,YERV]u’g

where RV, denotes the set of random wvariables Y with sub-Gaussian density
bounded by:
22
<M — .
py(z) < Mexp < 202)

1 t
Lemma 4.4. Denote for 6 € [0,2n], t > 0, J(0,t) := %/ sin(6 + Bs)ds. First
0

we denote by J(0,b,t), the random variable obtained by conditioning J(0,t) on
By = b mod 2m. Then J(0,b,t) has a density © — pgpi(x), and for all to > 0 there
exist M (to) > 0, o(to) > 0 such that for all 0,b € R and t > to,

popi(x) < M(to) exp {—%Z)Q} . (4.14)

As a consequence, J(0,t) also has a density x — pg.(x) which satisfies for all § € R

and all t > tg ,

pos(z) < M(to) exp {—x—} : (4.15)

o(t)?

. Finally we consider the general case p > 0.

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

N kT ¢ 2
. s 1 N . .
a*’C(T)a > E T3 [kl/mT (\/Tcosgp —|—smg0/ sin (6 + Bs)ds) dt.  (4.16)
k=1 N

0

Using the arithmetic-geometric inequality we get

N N kT t 2 /N
T_H (/ (ﬁcosgp+singp/ sin(9+Bs)ds) dt) :
k=1 0

k—1/2)L
(4.17)
Therefore,

kL t 2 —p/N
2/ (ﬁcosgp—%singp/ sin(@—l—Bs)ds) dt
(k—1/2)L 0

N kL t
1 [k VT k
= NPLE —/ cos ¢ + sin p— / sin (0 + Bs)ds |ty diy
H > S 1/2)% (\/_ Vi,
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By the Jensen inequality applied for each of the probability measure

2N?
1y L (o1/2) 2 R 1A
(k- 1) s

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

p/N-1 1\ Pp/N-1
tq N — 2 tn
< NP —dt —4 —dt
/ / Lyt (2N2) 2 (2N2) 2"

N 72p/N
\/T b
E —— oS p + sin p—— / sin (6 4+ By) ds
<\/tk¢ \/—k

k=1
% T 2N2 N2 N
<2 p/T /(N g T Ty gy gy [T (v )
2N - N k=1
with
I
Y(t) = o= /0 sin (6 + B,) ds (4.18)
k
and -
—<p,
T
Fe(y) = (% cos ¢ + sin @y) (4.19)

By Lemma [4.5] below,
< CYy.

HFk tx)

As a consequence,

sup  E {(a*é(T)a) _p} <c,

a€R3, |al|=1,T>1
and Proposition [£.2] follows.
O
Lemma 4.5. Let T > 1, N > 2. Then there exz'st some constants Cy > 0 and on > 0
independent of 6 € R and of (t1,t2...,ty) € H [k (12T ’jﬂ such that the density of
the vector Y = (Y (t1),...,Y(ty)) defined in is bounded for y € RY by:

fr(y) < Oy exp <— Hy”2) . (4.20)

2
20%

As a consequence, there exists a constant C'y such that for all 0 € R:

V(t1,ta. .. eH{ _1/2TkT1, HFk (te))

= < O
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4.3 Proofs of Lemmas [4.3], and

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

1 t
J(0,t) := %/ sin(@ + B;)ds has a sub-Gaussian density, i.e. Lemma
0

Proof of Lemma[4.4. We prove the result for J(6,b,t) the conditioning of J(0,t) on B; =
b. The result for J(6,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 pg,. of J(6,0,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 ¢ty = 4.

To prove that the density is bounded, we split J in "a lot of small pieces": for
t>% =2 let n = [t] and write

k t
Xk:/ sin (Bs)ds for 1 <k <n—1 and Xn:/ sin (B;) ds
k n—1

-1

with

and where, here, (By) is a real Brownian motion starting from . We now condition
on the event (By,...,B,_1,B;) = (bo,...,b,_1,b,) mod 27 with by = 0,b, = b. Under
this conditioning, the variables (X;)1<i<, become independent. Moreover the random

variables / sin(B*")ds, with a,b € S, r € [1,2] and B*" a Brownian bridge from
0

By = a to B“* = b, have densities uniformly bounded by some constant M > 0. Indeed,
applying Hormander Theorem to the kinetic Brownian motion, it is clear that the densities

of the random vectors (Br mod (27?),/ sin(Bs)ds) on S x R, for any starting points
0

a € S, r € [1,2], are uniformly bounded. As the densities of B, mod (27) on S , for
a €8, re€[l,2], are uniformly lower-bounded, the claim is obtained from conditional to

B, =beS.
1
Consequently, by [12] formula (1.7), T(Xl + .-+ + X,,) has a density bounded by
n
veM. Since the ratio ‘/7’? is bounded from below, one infers that conditionaly on the
event, (By,...,Bn_1,B:) = (bo,...,b,_1,b,) mod 27, J(6,t) has also a bounded density
and with a constant independent of the value of (by, ...b,) mod 2. By integrating this

bound, one deduces that
popi(r) < M (4.21)

for some constant M independent of ;b € R and t > %0 =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 [I2]. Let X; and X, two
independent random variables with bounded densities:

px, < M; and px, < M,
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and with (sub-Gaussian) Laplace transform:

2.2 2.2
ot 0'2t

[E[etXl] < €V1(t) — OlelT and [E[eth] < €V2(t) = 026 2,

Then Lemma 2.1 in [12] applied with n = 2 and r; = ry = 2 gives
Pxi4 () < /My Mae™" @)

where W* is the Legendre transform of

1 . o (20?2 1 1
W(t) := E(Vl(%) + Va(2t)) = (o7 + 02)T+§10g Cl+§10g Co.

Computing this Legendre transform gives:

1,2
Pxiax, (2) < /My Myr/CyCoe 5ei+D)

Let t > ty = 4, we thus write:

1 t
J(0,t) = %/0 sin (By)ds = X1 + X5

with
¢

12 1
X = —/ sin (B,)ds and Xy = — sin (B,) ds.
' Vit Jo (B:) ’ Vit t/2 (B:)

We now condition on the event (By, By/2, Br) = (bo, b1/2,b1) mod 27 with by = 60,0, = b
and by, € [0, 27]. Under this conditioning, X; and X5 become independent and have the
same law as \%J(a, b, ) for some a,b € R. In particular, by ([4.21)), they have bounded

density with a constant independent of (bg,b1/2,b1) € R®. Let us now prove that there
exists C', 0 > 0 such that

02 2
[E[e)\XjKB(),Bt/Q,Bt) = (bo,bl/g,bl) mod 27T] SC@T/\, j:1,2, t24,/\€ R.
(4.22)
By symmetry of X;, j = 1,2, it is enough to prove it for A > 0. We work only for
j = 1. By Cauchy-Schwarz and cutting again this integral in two, one has

E [6/\X1 ’(Bo, Bt/g) = (bo, b1/2>m0d2’ﬂ'}

2 t/4

< [E 7t Jo Sin(Bs)ds B B _ b b d2 1/2
- € ’( 05 t/z) (o, 1/2)m0 s

2) [t/2 . 1/2
x E {67? JijasinBods (BB Y = (bg, by /2)m0d27r] .
It is in fact sufficient to establish (4.22)) for the first term. It will then also holds for
the second term by time reversibility.
Now (conditioning only on By = by), by (3.5)) we have for s € [0,¢/4]
/ sin(B,.)dr = 2 (sin(bo) — sin(Bs) +/ cos(B,) dBr) . (4.23)
0 0
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Letting (a,y) = (bo, b1/2) mod 27 and conditioning also with respect to B;/; = v mod 27
boils down to replacing dB, by dS, + b(r,~) dr with §, a Brownian motion and b(r,7y) =
Vinps (t/2 —r,-,7) (B,), ps being the heat kernel on the circle. This immediately yields

b <

In particular for 0 < r < t/4, |b(r,7)| < %€2. Then for t > 1, denoting by (B?)o<s<t/2
the Brownian motion started at « and conditioned on By, = v mod 2:

for some Cy > 0 independent of ~.

t/4 .
[F%ksm%“thmﬁﬁmwmwﬂﬂ

- F |:e2\}(sm(a) sin BZ/4 +ft/4 (cos(BY) dBs—+b(s,y) ds )):|

< 7(4+202)[E [ 0t/4 Cos(BZ)dBS} < e)\(4+202)€)\2/2

where for the last inequality we used the fact that fg/4 cos(0+ BY) dBs = Wf0t/4 cos? (6.4 BY )ds

for some Brownian motion (Wj), so by convexity of exponential
E [6% 5/4005(9+Bg)dﬁ5:| S E [G%Wt/4:| _ 6>\2/2,

Thus Inequality (4.22)) holds with some constants independent of (by,b/2,b1) and t >

4. The above version of Lemma 2.1 in [I2] gives the desired gaussian decay for the

conditional law of J(0,b,t). By integration and since again, the estimate is independent

of (bo, b1/2,b1), the desired gaussian decay (4.14) follows for pg, itself. ]
To prove Lemma 4.3 we need:

Lemma 4.6. Let (B;)i>0 be a standard Brownian motion. For any o € (0,1) and any
a,b € R such that |a| < |b|, for allt >0

E[lb+ B "] <Efla+ B ] <E[|B:] "] (4.24)

Proof. Since for a € R we have
Efla+B| ] =E[la— B/ "] =E[|—a+ B ]

by symmetry of the law of B;, we can assume that 0 < a < ). Letting
b
7(a,b) :inf{tz 0, By = — —12—(1}

we define, using strong Markov property, a new Brownian motion (B}):>o with B; = B;
if t <7(a,b) and B; = —b—a — B, if t > 7(a,b) and consider the two Brownian motions
B+ a and B; + b.

For t < 7(a,b) we have B, > —%¢ implying

b—a

b_
Bt+sza and B,+a=DB;+a>—

which, together with B, +b > B, + a, yields |B; + b| > |B; + al.

For t > 7(a,b) we have B;+a = —(B;+b) implying |B;+b| = |B;+al. So for allt > 0,
|B;, + b| > | B; + a|]. We conclude with the equality E [la + B[ "] = E[la+ B}|™"]. O
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Remark 1. Lemmal[{.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 first 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 reflected.

T T T T
-(b-a)2 0 a b

T T T T
~b-a)2 0 (b-a)2 b

We can finally give the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[{.3 Note that when sinp = 1, we only need the density of Y to be
bounded and 0 < o < 1. Indeed, we directly get:

! M
E[lY]™] < 1+/ v *Mdr =1+ : (4.25)
0

11—«
For the general case, as Y has a sub-Gaussian density,
E [Jacosy +singY| ] < Mov2rE [Jacosy + sinpZ|*]] (4.26)

with Z ~ A4°(0,0%). From Lemma we know that E [|a + Z|™*] is nonincreasing in
la|. As a > 1in (4.206):

E [lacos ¢ + sinpY|™*] < MoV2rE [|cos pU + sin pZ| ]

where U has uniform law in [—1,1] and is independent of Z. Now using the inequality

[ fx4vlloe < min([| fxllool[fyll1: [[fy [lool[ fx[l1) = min(]| fx[[eo, [[fy]le) for two indepen-
dent random variables X and Y with densities fx and fy, we get || feosprssingz|loo <

fvlleo 1fzlloo

| cos |’ | sin ¢

1 1
< \/5 — + ——— ] and this allows us to conclude similarly as
) - <2 v2ﬂa> Y
O]
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N
Proof of Lemma[{.J For a given (t1,ts...,tn) € ]] [ L 1/2)T, ’j\r‘,r} and to = 0 we also
k=1
denote for 1 < k< N

Jp = sin (0 + By) ds.

==

Our first goal is to bound the density of the vector J = (Ji,...Jn). As above, we first
consider the conditional density of J with respect to B;, = by mod 27, ..., B, = by

mod 27 for some b = (by,...by) € RY. Since T > 1, on this conditioning the coordinates
of the vector J are independent and, by Inequality (4.14)) of Lemma with tg =

they have sub-Gaussian densities on R, uniform with respect to b = (by,...,bx) efgd
(t1,...,tn). As a consequence, the conditional density of the random vector J is bounded
by:
i+ -+ a3
fJ|b mod (277)(37) < MN exXp <—1T2N) . (427)

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

Y =Y (1) = VO A —tida+ T — tk,le>

7
Vi
and

Vi Vi
v - LY, (G
Vik — tg—1 Vitk =tk
We write Y = AJ and J = A7'Y, we have

Jr =

1
det(A)

1 A y|”
< — MV s JI
= det(A) T P ( 207
and the upper bound of the density of Y (4.20)) holds since

Ve
DV =t

\/@ N

L —125 - k-DE 5

Iy(y) = f1(A1y)

—.

det(A™)
k

IA

=
Il

—
<)

k

and since the two norms || - || and [[A™! - || in finite dimension are equivalent with,
by continuity and compactness, some constants that may be taken independently of

(ti,ta...,ty) € chvﬂ [%7 %]
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Now, denoting by Z a random vector with law N(0,onIdy), one has

N N
E|T] Ay (t)| < Cvrod)*E |[] Fu(Z)
k=1 k=1
N
N
= Cn(2m0%)> [ [ E[Fu(Z0)]
k=1
By Lemma [4.3] this last quantity is finite. The proof of Lemma is complete. O

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 ¢ € [l,00). There exists C, > 0 such that for all T > /2,
x €RxC andv € R x C , the dual 5h of the solution h = h(xz,v,T) to Equation (2.17)
satisfies

1 1 (%
[E[|5h|q]q < Cq (|U[R| + ﬁ‘v@‘) , v = (UE) € R x C. (428)

Proof. Recall that an explicit expression of dh has been computed in Theorem de-
pending on the chosen flow for the kinetic Brownian motion (2.1)). Our task is to find an
asymptotic for dh. Following Section [3] and Proposition we proceed with renormali-
sations and use the obtained bounds and convergences.

Define for 0 <t,s <1
p(t ; VT 4.29
T( 75) T \/Teiﬁés _Tei\/TBS <Z fot ei\/TBrdr) _ TZ f()t eiﬁé,ydreiﬁés* ( . )

and vy = (fﬁ) . (4.30)

VT

Then renormalising ([2.35) we get —6h = N(T) <(1) R(O—u)) vr with:

. LB U
N(T) = <_if01 eiﬁg@l B Bt)dt> C(T) (4.31)

! /o1 /ot (ﬁz Jo eiV;Bp(p - S)dp) T A D) s (432)

and thus by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in R,

[5h(w)| < [N(T)()Il o],
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yielding
1 - 1
Ef|on[)s < E[[IN (D)) [lor]l. (4.33)
Since by Proposition , the moments of the matrix C(7)~" are uniformly bounded, it is

direct to see that the vector given by (4.31]) admits uniformly (with respect to 7 > v/2)
bounded moments of order g > 1.

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

1\ " 0\ 0\ "
0 CO)INY(TYC(T)™ L+ | 1| C(T)NYT)C(T)™ L+ | 0| C(T)*Ny(T)C(T) ™
0 0 1
(4.34)
where

Nl(T):/O1 /Ot sHp(t, s)dsdt
Ny(T) = /0 1 /0 T /0 _sin(VTB,)(p— s)dpHa(t, )dsdt
N;(T) :/01 /Otﬁ/oscos(ﬁép)(p—s)dpx%(t,s)dsdt.

From Lemma all the coefficients of the matrices Ny(T'), No(T) and N3(T') have
uniformly bounded moments of any (even) order. Using again Proposition and Holder

inequality, we get sup [E[HN(T)H"}% < +o00 and thus by (4.33)) we can take

T>V2

Cp = sup E[|N(T)|4)
T>v2

to obtain (4.28). O

The proof of Proposition provides in fact a constant C,(T) := [E[HN(T)H‘?}% for

each T > /2. The next proposition establishes convergence of [E[||N(T)||q]é as T — o0,
which allows us to make the estimate in Equation (4.28)) precise and explicit in large
time.

Proposition 4.8. When T tends to infinity, the vector N(T) converges in law to N
defined by

= ﬂ/ / (—ﬁ f;uf - s)d%)*gl
0

o (4.35)
( (di).) ot
AW )s N2(d@H ) (W) + Wi (d(iH)s)")
Moreover, for all ¢ > 1, i ) o
E[IN(T) [T —— E[[[V]|*]«. (4.36)

T—o0
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Proof. We first show that the first term of N(T) given in (£.31)) converges in L' and thus
in law to 0. As C(T)~! has bounded moments, it is enough to show that

1 ~ ~ ~
VT / VTP (B — B,)dt
0

has bounded moments of order 2. This ensues from the use of Itd6 formula: the first
term /T fgl eVTBidiBy is dealt in (3.5). We also apply Ito formula to the second term

VT fol eiﬁBtBtdt, where an additional covariation appears:

~2B: 75, 2 /t NTB, 17 -/t TR -/t 5 WTB. 7
—eViPt — eVt P dB, +2i | eV Pds + 24 B.e'V " dB,.
ﬁ ﬁ 0 0 0

Then, similarly as in the proof of Proposition [4.1] since each coefficient of (.32 may
be written as a continuous functional of some random vector processes of the form ({3.4)),
by using Theorem , N(T) converges in law to:

Vi ﬂ/ / (—ﬁ (o - s)d%ygl

0 (od(i).) }
(Od(ﬁ/)s V2 (ed(iW)s (W) + H, (od(ﬁ/)s)*)> G dt

(4.37)

where # is the Brownian motion appearing in G (Proposition and is independent of
B. Noticing that fo s)dw, = fos W,dp, Tto6 and Stratonovich integrals are here the
same and (4.37) ﬁnally becomes

=2 [ [ (vagna) o

» . (4.38)

(o (dir).) Joar
d(iW)s N2 d@W)s W)+ W (dGH)s)")

Since N(T') admits moments of any order uniformly bounded in T > v/2, using again

Theorem 3.5. in [T}, we then get lim E[| N(T)[1] = E[| V). O
—00

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 by using the convergences
in law obtained in Section [£.4] Our first main result is the following theorem. It is stated
for the model on R x C but, as already explained before, it holds with the same rates and
constants for the model on S x C.
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Theorem 5.1. For every p € (1, 00| there exists a constant C, > 0 such that for T large

enough, f: R x C — [0, 00] measurable and bounded , v € R x C, v = <5R> € RxC,
c
1
1
(dePrf o) < Gy (PrlFP) ™ (il + el ). 6.

(in the case p = oo, (Pr|f|P(x))? should be replaced by || f||~.)

In the next theorem we improve the horizontal gradient by using first a reflection
coupling in R or in S according to the model, but we need a bound in terms of || f||oc-

Theorem 5.2. 1. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all T > 2v/2 and all
bounded measurable functions f on R x C and all x € R x C,

1+InT

|0uPr f(2)] < C—=— Nia

[[f]lse- (5:2)

2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all T > 2v/2 and all bounded measurable
function f on S x C and all x € S x C,

1
|0uPr f(2)] < CﬁHwa (5.3)

Proof of Theorem (5.1 First consider the vertical gradient, i.e. the case vg = 0. Equa-
tion (5.1) for 7' > /2 is a consequence of Equation (2.6) in Proposition and then
Holder formula:

|(dPrf,0)| = |E[f(XF)0R]]

5.4
< (Pr|fIP(@)"" [|5h]l, .

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

n&msq0w+¢4m) (5.5)

which has been established in Proposition

Let us now consider the horizontal gradient, i.e. the case ve = 0. We will use Bismut-
Elworthy-Li formula together with the first part of the proof. It is enough to do the
computation at r = (8). For simplicity, we will do the proof for T large enough, say
T >ty where ty will be given below.

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

u e dB
M(u) = Pr_f <Xt( 70)> satisfying  dM,;(u) = (dXt(u,O)PT_tf7 ( 0 t)) ) (5.6)
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Differentiating at u = 0, using the facts that ||df|| and sup,co 7y [|TX;[| are bounded, we

d
get that M, := M,(0) = —

du|,
fixed \ € [0,77,

M;(u) is a bounded martingale. Consequently, for all
=0

N} = (1 ) / M!ds, te]0,) (5.7)

is also a martingale. In this proof, we simply denote X; by X; (recall z = ({)). So we
can write

(s )
= Mj= Ny =E[N}] = %[E U: (dXtPT_tf, TX, ((1))) dt]

[ (115 )]

L (et o)) +3e ) (ot (o))

=:I+1I.

1
A
1
A
Using (5.6) we see that I is the expectation of the covariation of the two martingales

1
(Pr—f(Xt))o<i<r and (%Bt)ogtg,\ so that we get [ = E [XBAPT_A]“(X,\)} and then

E(|Pr-afIP (X)) < 7 1B, (Pr(lf17) (@) (5.8)

For II, we will use the first part. As when studying the martingales M; and M/, since

B\
Il < ||==

forall z € C Ppr_f (Xt(o’z)> is a martingale, we can differentiate in z and obtain that for

ve

all ve € C, (dXtPT,tf, TX, (;L)) is a (bounded) martingale. But since T'X; (v?c) = (0),

<dXtPT_tf7 (i)) is the same (bounded) martingale. Consequently

el e[ () ] ( [ o)

= _(dXAPT_Af, ( LAy (f OezBsds> dt))]
—E -<dX/\PT)\f7 (fo)\i (1 _0§) eiBst))l '

We additionally suppose that 7' > 2v/2 and T' > 2 so that T — A > v/2. Now using (5.4)

and we get
C D /p g S 1Bs O/\/_/\ D p
1) < B QPP | [ (1= 5) eas B GGG

(5.9)
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A B T
with C’ = Cpsup —= 1 — —) e'Pads|| . Finally taking \ = M, minimising
q CiV2
the right hand sides of (5.9) and (5.8)), we get for T > ¢ := el 1”q/\2\/— 2 that
4
1 5 Gl Bullq Y

(durr () ) = 20 pe el ). (5.10)
0

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

(deTfa U) = -k [f(X%)IE [5h($’ T> U)|X%:|] (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 [6h(z, T, v)|X7] = (d: Inpr(-, X§),v).

As it is clear by the estimates of Proposition[{.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.

1
Remark 3. Similarly in the above proof, we also have I = E {[E [XBA|XT} f(XT)]

The random vector (%BA, %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
A =1, we would obtain a bound |E[By|Xr|| < Cll X
order T='/2 for the horizontal gradient in (5.1)).

which would allow us to obtain an

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 « > 0 small. The
idea is to first perform a reflection coupling of the two driving Brownian motions until
they meet. More precisely we construct X\ = (U,, Z,) and X\ " = (U,, Z,) with

Ut = U+Bt
Ut = —U—Bt:—Ut.

We denote by 7 the first time when U, and Ut meet. It corresponds to the hitting times
of the standard Brownian motion:

T = 1 = inf{t>0,B=0}onR,

T = Tor = inf{t>0,B=0o0rn}onS.
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Here (B}'):;>o denotes the standard Brownian motion starting in u. Separating the cases
where they meet before the time %, one has

|Prf(u,z) — Prf(—u,z)|
= ‘[E [(f(X:(ru’z)) - f(Xc(r_u’Z))> (1{T>§} t %g%})] )
<[E[(r ) = 7)) 1y ]|+ B [(1O68) = 7 (X)) 10y ]|
—A

-~

=:B

We first 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]lP ( > %) <2/l (5.12)

V2m\/T/2

We now turn to the term where the coupling occurs. First we note that

r=2+ foT e~ iutBs) (s

By using the strong Markov property and with F, the o-field of events up to 7, one
has

B= ‘[E[ <PT_Tf(UT, Z.) — Pr_, f(U,, ZT>) %sg}] ‘

< [E[ ’PT_Tf(UT, Z.) — Pr_ f(U,, Z)

Losty)

Now using the vertical estimate from Theorem [5.1] one infers:

Cllflloo 7
B < E {\/ﬁ ZT — ZT ]]-{TS%}
S %H’: |: ZT - ZT ﬂ{TS%}} '

Note that

Z,— Ly = 22'/ sin(BY)ds.
0
In the case of the circle S, one has:

ZT - ZT S 27-0,7r

and thus )
Z.— 7.

£|

and the result follows in this situation by dividing by u and letting u go to 0.

]l{rs%}] < 2E[r,] = 2u(r — u) < 27u
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In the case of R

“/ sin(B ds‘]l{mg”-g]
- 7
= ‘/ sin(ij)ds%—/ sin(ByY)ds
0 70,7

70
) / sin(By)ds ‘ ]l{mgg}]l{fo,wﬂw}]

70

H{TOS%} (]l{To,w=To} + ]l{ro’,r:—r,,})

S [E [T[)Jr] + [E

70
< Elr. +E U / Sin(B;r)ds‘]l{To<T}} P (Tor = Tr).
0 =3

As before, one has

lE[TO,Tr} = U(T( - U) and P (7—0771. = Tﬂ.) = g
T

By It6 formula, one has
70 70
/ sin(BI)ds = 2/ cos(BI)dBy.
0 0
Now, we consider T7'/2 to be in the interval [2¥~! 2*] for some k& > 1. We have
70
E U/o cos(m + Bs)dBg Og}]

k1 o
< 1+Z[E U/ cos(m + B,)dB; } .
i=0 0

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

70
E U/ cos(m + Bs)dBg
0
07 1/2

T()/\2J+1 ) ) 1/2
<[E / cos(m + By)dB; P (2J <7< 2”1) /
0

1/2 1/2

<SE A2 TP (20 <7 < 277)
Finally, with @ = 2711
Elro A a] = E[1o Liry<a}] + aP (70 > a)

2
€ 2s We_%

V2ms3/2 a \/27rs3/2

\f/ a3 [

< Cva

2
a —I_ 00
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and

a T [ 1 C
”°(§§T°§“>§¢;/g EENG

The above claim is thus proven and therefore, for T/2 € [2871, 2¥], one has

o InT
E “/ cos(m + B,)dB; T}:| <14+Ck<1+ Cl_
0 o2 n2

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

]

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 x R? or on R x R? is constant.

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

function on R x € such that Lf = 0. We thus have P,f = f. Then, from Theorem [5.2]
f is constant since:

1+ In(T)

VT

’U[R’ + —=

(dof, o)) = [(dePrf,v)] < ClLfllac ( ) —

||
\/_
]
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