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Abstract

We introduce a new method for proving the estimate

<l fllee,
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where u solves the equation Au — Au = f. The method can be applied to the Laplacian
on R*°. It also allows us to obtain similar estimates when we replace the Laplacian by
an infinite dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator or other elliptic operators. These
operators arise naturally in martingale problems arising from measure-valued branching

diffusions and from stochastic partial differential equations.
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1. Introduction.
Let A be the Laplacian on R? and for o € (0, 1) define the usual Holder norms by

I fllee = sup | F(z) |+ sup LEEM =S|
x x, h#0 |h|o¢

= || flloc + Iflce- (1.1)

A classical estimate is that if A > 0 and u is the solution in R? to

Au — du = f, (1.2)
then we have the inequality
0%u
_— <c a, 1.3
s I (1.3

where 1 < 4,7 < d and c¢; is a constant not depending on f. Two of the more important
applications of this result are that it allows one to prove the existence of solutions to certain
elliptic partial differential equations with variable coefficients and to prove uniqueness in law of
solutions to certain stochastic differential equations.
In this paper we investigate the analogue of (1.3) when the Laplacian is replaced by other
elliptic operators. In particular we:
(1) introduce a new method, which we call the semigroup method, for proving (1.3);
(2) use our method to obtain an analogue of (1.3) for the case of infinite dimensional Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck operators; and
(3) lastly show how the semigroup method allows one to determine the appropriate substitute

for the norms given in (1.1).

In work in preparation ([ABP]) we use some of the above results to prove uniqueness for
an infinite dimensional system of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type stochastic differential equations with
Holder continuous coefficients. The semigroup method is particularly simple in the case of the

Laplacian, even if we replace R by R*°. We need one elementary calculation, namely, that

Opy (33 ) y) C2
NIl < £

where p;(x,y) = (27t) "2 exp(—(y — )2 /2t) for z,y € R. We use this and the fact that P,

the semigroup corresponding to the Laplacian, factors to see that

C
<2
o Vi
Some manipulations of semigroups then lead to (1.3). A key step is to define the semigroup norm

P f— 00
I£llse = 1l + sup 1L SN, (14)

OP,
H f 1l

8%’1
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This norm was also used in the argument of [CD].

In the case of the Laplacian in finite dimensions, there are a number of proofs of (1.3). See,
for example, [GT], Chapter 4, or [Bal, Section I1.3. Another proof can be found in [Ba], Section
IV.3 or [S], Section V.4. This latter proof is at the basis of the semigroup method.

The proof of (1.3) for the Laplacian in infinitely many dimensions is relatively recent and
is due to Cannarsa and Da Prato [CD]. Their method involves interpolation spaces. It is well
suited to the Laplacian, but perhaps less so for other operators. Our results in Section 3 give a
new proof for the infinite dimensional Laplacian.

We use the semigroup method to obtain an analogue to (1.3) when the Laplacian is replaced

by the operator L defined by

L) = Y aiyod -3 Vs a (@), (15)
ij=1 Lt i,j=1

where a is positive definite and V' is nonnegative definite (See Theorem 5.6). This operator is a
generalization of the infinite dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. It is well known that the
infinite dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator arises when using Fourier transforms to study
parabolic stochastic partial differential equations (see [W]) and this was in fact the motivation for
considering this problem. One principal difference from the Laplacian case is that the operators
8/ Ox; and P; no longer commute. Related results for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck case have been
obtained by [D], [L], [Z]. In Remark 5.8 we discuss them briefly and compare them to our results
Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.7.

When one considers operators other than the Laplacian, it turns out that the C'* norms
defined by (1.1) may not be the most appropriate. In fact, the semigroup norm given in (1.4) is in
some cases the natural one. In the case of certain degenerate elliptic operators, we discovered this
after the fact. In [BP] two of the authors investigated Holder norm inequalities for an operator
that arises in the study of branching measure-valued diffusions. There the estimates were proved
by hand, and we were forced to replace the use of the C'* norms by weighted Holder norms. In
this paper we prove that these weighted Holder norms are precisely the S norms used by the
semigroup method. This suggests the potential for a more unified approach to such norms in the
study of degenerate stochastic differential equations in both finite and infinite dimensions and
avoids having to guess the appropriate norm through ad hoc methods.

Layout of the paper: Here is the plan for the rest of the paper. In Section 2 we
define the semigroup norm and establish some preliminary facts. In Section 3 we present the
semigroup method in the case of the infinite dimensional Laplacian (Proposition 3.3). Although
the estimates in the Laplacian case are known, we present this case separately for clarity. In
Section 4 we give some connections between the semigroup norm and the usual Holder norms
(Proposition 4.1 and 4.2). Next, in Section 5, we consider the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator, and

establish the analogue of (1.3) in Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.7. Section 6 considers geometrical
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aspects of the semigroup norm, analogous to section 4. Many of these results will be used in the
in the uniqueness proof for infinite dimensional stochastic equations in [ABP]. In Section 7 we
establish the equivalence of the semigroup norm with weighted Hoélder norms in the context of

the operator considered in [BP].

Acknowledgment.
We would like to thank L. Zambotti for patiently answering our many questions concerning

norms related to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator.

2. The semigroup norm.

We use the following notation. If £ = R?, Ri,R‘X’, or a separable Hilbert space H, and
f:E — R, D,f(x) is the directional derivative of f at z € F in the direction w; we do not
require w to be a unit vector. We write D; for D, and D;; for D;D;, where €; denotes the
1th unit vector in a convenient orthonormal system; for RY or R, ¢; will be the it" coordinate
direction.

The inner product in F is denoted (-, ), and | - | denotes the norm generated by this inner
product. C, = Cy(FE) is the collection of R-valued bounded continuous functions on F and for

€ (0,1), C* is the set of functions in C} for which || f||ce = || fllco + | f|ce, defined as in (1.1)

by replacing R? with E, is finite. Finally CZ is the set of functions in Cj, for which the first and
second order partials are also in Cj,.

We use the letter ¢ with subscripts for finite positive constants whose value is unimportant
and which may vary from line to line.

Given an operator L that is the infinitesimal generator of a semigroup P; on the space of
bounded measurable functions on F/, we let Ry = fooo e~ P, ds be the corresponding resolvent.

We define the semigroup norm (the “S” stands for “semigroup”) || - || s« for a € (0, 1) by
[ fllse = 11 flloo + iglgt_aﬂﬂptf — flleo- (2.1)

Let S denote the space of measurable functions on F for which this norm is finite. We set |f|ge

equal to the last term in (2.1), so

[fllse = Iflloo + [flse-

In a number of places we will use a similar convention: |f|p will denote a seminorm in some
Banach space B || f|| g will then be || f||oo + |f|B-

Remark 2.1. Since ||Pf — flloo < 2||f||0o, then
I£lls= < 81flloc + sup *Z|Pf = floc. (22)
0<t<1

We will use the following result a number of times.
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Lemma 2.2. There exists co(«v) such that if for some w € F and 0 < ¢; < 00,

c|w

Vit

for all bounded measurable f, then for all f € S¢,

|
[Duw P floo < [[flloo

|DwPifloo < crealw|t@1/2|f|ga.

Proof. Note
DwP2uf - DwPuf = DwPu[Puf - f]

The sup norm of the expression inside the brackets is bounded by u®/ 2| f|se. Therefore by our
hypothesis,
[ DwPouf — DuwPuflloo < Cl|w’u(a_1)/2|f’5"‘- (2.3)

Using the hypothesis again,
1Dy Pro flloo < e[ (#225)712]| flloo — 0

as k — 00. Therefore -
DyPif = (DuPirf = DuPigrir f).
k=0

Using (2.3) and the triangle inequality,

IDwPiflloe < 3 elwl(225)* D72 flse < erfwlen(@)t 72| g
k=0

Lemma 2.3. Assume
c|w

|
/i 1/ lloc (2.4)

for all bounded measurable f on E and all w € E. Then S* C C'* and

[DwFiflloo <

[fllee < (erea(a) + 2)[ f]se,
where co(a) is as in Lemma 2.2.

Proof. By (2.4), Lemma 2.2 and the mean value theorem, if w € E then
|Pof (@ +w) = Pof ()] < erealwlt @D fsa.
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We also have
|Pf(z+w) = flz+w)| <t fllse,  [Pf(@) = f(@)] < 7] fllse,
by the definition of S®. By the triangle inequality,
|f (x4 w) = f(@)] <t (crealwlt™2 + 2)|| f s
If we take t = |w|2, we see that || f]lce < (c1ca + 2)|f|se. 0

Lemma 2.4. Let {X;,t > 0} be an E-valued Markov process with semigroup P, and laws
{P*,x € E}. Assume (2.4) and also

E*(|X; — E” (X)) < cot/? for all t < 1. (2.5)

If f,g € S%, then fg € S* and for some c; = c1(co, @),

|f9lse < cilllflloolglse + [flsallglloo + [floalglos + 1 fllsollglloo], (2.6)
and

1£9llse < crll flls«llgllse- (2.7)

Proof. Let Ryx = E*(X;) € E (by hypothesis). Note that

Pifg(x) = fg(x) =E*((f(Xe) — f(Rex))(9(Xe) — g(Rex)) + g(Rez) (P f (x) — f(x))
+ f(Rex)(Prg(x) — g()) — (f(Rex) — f(2))(9(Rex) — g(x)). (2.8)

Note also that for ¢t <1,

[f(Rix) = ()] < |Pif(x) = f(@)] + [E*(f(Xe) = f(Re))
< |flset®? + | floaE"(|X; — Rex|*)
< | fl5at®? + | fleach! 1o/, (2.9)

the latter by (2.5) and Jensen’s inequality. We put this into (2.8) and use Holder’s inequality to
conclude that for all ¢ < 1,

|Pifg(x) — fo(x)] <|floalgleaE (| X, — Ryx|*)”
+ (lglloelFlse + 1 Flloclglse )t/
£ (Rew) = £@)I([lglset? + 6§ ?lglowt/] A2g] )

<[e|flcalglce + lIglloc] flse + 3|1 flloo|glsa]t™/?
+ [ f(Rew) — f(@)les[(|glcat®™) Allgllso)-
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We use (2.9) again to bound the last term by

call flsallglloo + |floalgloalt®’.
Substituting this into the above, we see that for ¢t < 1,
[Pefg(x) = fa()] < aalllfllsclglse + 1fls«llglloe + [flo=lglce]-
If t > 1, the left-hand side is at most 2|| f||oc||g]|co and (2.6) follows. This and Lemma 2.3 now

imply (2.7). O

3. Holder estimates — the Laplacian case.
Let £? be the space of real square summable sequences {x; : i € N} equipped with the

norm |z| = (>, x2)1/2 and take €; to be the unit vector in the ¢th coordinate direction. We

[l
1§ 2
A

Here we assume each a; > 0 and |a|? = > a? < 00. The reader interested only in the finite

study perturbations of

dimensional case may restrict all indices to the range 1 to d and take each a; = 1 but we will be

implicitly working in 2 below.
Lemma 3.1. There exists ¢; such that for any bounded measurable f,

C1

I1DiPiflloo < [/ lloo-

ait

Proof. Let 1

—(yj—$j)2/2a2td .
e J
a;V2nt Yi

pl(xj,dy;) =

be the transition density of one dimensional Brownian motion with parameter a?. Let

j ] 1 Yi — L5 2 2
J ,Qj~’d )= D. J aj‘,d L) = J ]e_(yj_mj) /Qajtd .
qt( J y.]) ]pt( J yj) a/]\/% a?t y]

Note that

; o 1 |y, — x4 2 5,2 o
J x,,d . :/ J J e—(yj—:cj) /2ajtd J— .
/’CZt( J y])‘ C aj\/2_7rt a?t y] aj\/g

Now fix 7 and let

F(yisz,t,1) :/Hpi(é%dyj)f(yl,yz,---)-

J#i



Then

DiPtf(m):/Di<sz(xjvdyj)>f(y) =//Q§(wi,dy¢)Hpi(mjadyj)f(y)

J#i

Since pg (2, dy;) integrates to one for each j, we see that || F'||s < ||f|loc. Therefore

i C2
|DiPf(x)] < HFlloo/lqt(xi,dyz’)\ < tHfHoo-

aVt

Remark 3.2. The conclusion of Lemma 3.1 is not the same as (2.4) because of the presence of
the a;.

Proposition 3.3. There exists ¢; not depending on \ and ¢y = c2(\) such that for all

fese,
C1 —a
(a) IDiD;Raflloo < X2 fl]se,
iaj
c2(A)
@ IDiD;Rafllse < 22 fllse
iy
C1,_
(c) [DiRxflloo < a—l,A 21 fllse,
and
c2(N)
(@) IDiRAS s < 222 flse.

Proof. (a) By the translation invariance of Brownian motion, D; and P; commute. By the

semigroup property we have

oo

DZDJR)\f(x) :/ G_ASDiDjPSf(:L') ds :/ e_AS.DiPS/QDjPS/Qf(x) ds.
0 0

(The interchange of the integration and differentiation follows easily by dominated convergence.)
By Lemmas 3.1 and 2.2, || D; Py /o f|loc < c3aj_13(a—1)/2||f||sa. Using Lemma 3.1 again
Cq o 1
IDiD; R flloo < — | e —=s@7 D/ 2ds | f||se <
a; Jo iV's it

Cs

A2 fllse (3.1)



(b) In view of Remark 2.1, we need only consider ¢ < 1. We write
Pi(D;D;R\f) — (DiD;Rxf) = e”/ e D;D;P,f ds — / e D;D;P,fds  (3.2)
t 0
oo t
= (M — 1)/ e ™ D;D;P,f ds — e”/ e D;D;Psf ds.
0 0

Since t < 1, then |eM — 1| < (At < ¢6t®/?, and so the L™ norm of the first term on
the last line is bounded by cﬁto‘/2HDiDjR,\f||oo. Applying (3.1), we bound the first term by
er(N)(aiaz) 12| £l s

Since t < 1, then e is bounded. By Lemmas 3.1 and 2.2,

cs _ C9 _1/9 (o—
IDiD;Pflloc = | DiPpaDiPyjaf oo < 572D, Py flloe < 2057125002 £,

el

Integrating from 0O to ¢, the second term on the last line of (3.2) is bounded by

t
C10 o _ C11
||f||sa/ s2 7 lds = ——t*2| f| 5o
0 a;a;

(] 14j

(c) The first derivative estimates are similar but easier. Using Lemma 3.1,

nmmmmg/ Dy P f e ds (3.3)
0

ciz [T s —1)2 €13 y-1/2
< == e s ds|| flloo < —A [ flloo-
a; Jo a;

(d) For t < 1, we write

t
Pi(DiRxf) — (DiRof) = (M — )D,Ryf + / D, P, f ds
0

as in (3.2). The first term on the right is bounded by 614()\)al-_1t”f\|oo, which is fine since t < 1.
Use Lemmas 2.2 and 3.1 to bound the second term on the right by

t
C15 a— C16 ,(a C17 o
HfHSa/O sl /2qs < 7?5( T2 fl g < 7?5 2| £l ge-

a; 7 7

4. Relationship between norms — the Laplacian case.
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Proposition 4.1. If f € C“ and g € S¢, then

1£gllse < (lal® + D[ flle=llgllse-

In fact,
| false < [l flloclglse + lal*[flcellglloc]-

Proof. The L* norm of fg is clearly bounded by the product of the L> norms of f and g.

Fix x. We need to obtain a bound on

[P:(fg)(x) = (fg)(x)]

Let f(y) = f(y) — f(x); clearly f(z) = 0. Then
Py(f9)(x) = f9(x) = P(fg)(x) + f(x) Pig(x) — f(z)g(x).

SO

[Pi(f9)(x) = fa(@)| < [Pfo) @) + | (@) |Pig — gl < |Pi(fg)(@)| + t*/2[| fl|oolg] 5=
The first term on the right hand side is

[E (f9)(@+ Xo)| < llglloE |f (@ + X¢) = f(2)]
< lglloc|fle=E (1Xe|*)
< [lglloo] flea (B (X [*)*/
= |lglloo| flcalal*t*/2,

where X; is the Brownian motion associated with the semigroup P;. The required bound follows.

O

Clearly the function that is identically one is in S, and hence the above proposition
implies that C'* C S%. Here is a partial converse, which also shows that these spaces coincide
and have equivalent norms in the finite-dimensional case. Incidentally, this and Proposition 3.3
provide a new proof for (1.3) as well.

Note that because of the presence of the a; in the conclusion of Lemma 3.1, we cannot

conclude that S and C'“ are equivalent in the infinite dimensional case. Let us set

fa+ hep) — ()|

e (4.1)

|f|o¢,i = sup
x,h
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Proposition 4.2. There exists c¢1(«) such that for each i, |fla: < c1a; *| f]se-

Proof. By Lemmas 2.2 and 3.1

|Pof (x + he;) = Pof ()] < B | DiPy flloo < e2lhla; 't~ D2| fse.

We also have

|Pof () = f(a)] < 27| f|se,

and the same with = replaced by x + he;. Using the triangle inequality,
|[f(@ + hei) = f(2)] < (22 + cafla; 4 @"D2)| f] e
Taking t = a; ?|h|? yields our result. O

Remark 4.3. Consider the d-dimensional case with all the a;’s equal to 1. For each positive
integer J < d*/? it is not hard to construct an example where || f|lca =1, | f|a.s = 1 for each 4,
yet || fllse = J. So there does not appear to be a simple characterization of S in terms of the

|fla,i- On the other hand, if we write

1 fllse = Slipt_“/z sup

T

[P0,y =)l - f@lay

where P(t,x,7) is the transition density for P; in R? we see that S does have a geometric

characterization in terms of a weighted average of f(y) — f(x).

5. Holder estimates — the generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck case.

In this section we obtain Holder norm estimates for perturbations of an appropriate
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. Let H be a separable Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and
let V : D(V) — H be a (densely defined) self-adjoint non-negative definite operator on H such
that

V1 is a trace class operator on H, (5.1)

Then there is a complete orthonormal system {€, : n € N} of eigenvectors of V~1 with corre-

sponding eigenvalues A1, \,, > 0, satisfying
oo
DA<, AToo, Ve =en
n=1

(see, e.g. Section 120 in [RN]). Let @y = etV be the semigroup of contraction operators on H

with generator —V. If w € H, let w, = (w,€,) and, as discussed in Section 2, we will write
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D;f and Djf for D, f and D¢, D, f, respectively. (In the example from the theory of SPDEs
that motivated us, V is given by Ve; = c1i%¢;, and clearly V! is of trace class.)
Assume a : H — H is a bounded self-adjoint positive definite operator on H and set

a;; = (a€;, €;). Therefore for some v > 0,

v Hz? > Zaijzizj > 2%, z € H. (5.2)
i,J
We consider the H-valued process which, with respect to the coordinates <x, €i>, is associated
with the generator
o0 (@)
Lf(x) =3 Z aizDij f(z) — Z Xz Dif (). (5.3)
i,j=1 i=1
The definition is as follows.
Let (W, t > 0) be the cylindrical Brownian motion on H with covariance a. Recall
(see section 3.2 of [KX]) this means if o is the positive definite square root of a, then W} is an
R*°-valued process such that for some sequence of independent 1-dimensional Brownian motions
{Bj} |
Wi(t) = Wile) = Y033 B;(1),
J
and so more generally,

Wi(h) =Y (h,e)Wi(e;), heHt>0

(3

is a mean zero Gaussian process with covariance
E (Ws(h)Wy(h')) = (h,ah’)(s A t).

As usual we may extend the definition of (Wy(h),t < T') to measurable paths h : [0,T7] — H
such that fOT |hs||?ds < oo. Then (Wy(h),t <T,h € H) is again a mean zero Gaussian process

with covariance

EWWW.(9) = [ (hr.ag)ir

We often will write fg hsdWy for Wy (h). F; denotes the right-continuous filtration generated by
wW.

Consider the stochastic differential equation
dXt == —VXtdt + th

A continuous H-valued Fi-adapted process is a solution of this stochastic differential equations
if and only if for all h € D(V') we have

(X, h) = (Xo, h) — /0 (X Vs W) £20, as (5.4)

12



One easily checks that such a solution is a continuous H-valued F;-adapted process which solves
the mild form of (5.4) with initial condition Xo € H, that is

t
(Xt, h) = (Xo, Qrh) +/ Qi_shdW, a.s. forallt > 0and h € H. (5.5)
0

There is a pathwise unique solution of (5.5) (which also solves (5.4)) whose laws {P*, x €
H} define a unique homogeneous strong Markov process on the space of continuous H-valued
paths (see, e.g. Section 5.2 of [KX]). We let P;f(x) = E*(f(X})) denote the associated semi-
group. Clearly {X;,t > 0} is an H-valued Gaussian process satisfying

E ((X¢,h)) = (Xo,Q¢h) for all h € H, (5.6)

and .
Cov ((Xt,9)(X¢, h)) = / (Qi—sh,aQi—_sg)ds = Ci(g, h). (5.7)

0
Our reason for introducing (5.4) is that it shows that X will solve a martingale problem
associated with £. More precisely if f : H — R is a bounded C? function of (z1,...,2y,) with

bounded first and second partials, then f(X;) — f(Xo) — fg Lf(Xs)ds is an Fi-martingale.
Our objective in this section is to obtain bounds on D;D; Ry in the S norm associated with
P;, where R) is the A-resolvent corresponding with P;. We start by noting that P; no longer

commutes with the differential operators D,,,.

Proposition 5.1. Assume t > 0, w € H, and f : H — R is a bounded measurable
function such that Dg,. f is bounded and continuous (on H ). Then

Dthf(x):Pt(DQtwf)(x)a r € H.

Proof. Let Z; € H denote a mean zero Gaussian random vector with covariance C;. Then

P*(X; € -) =P(Qrx + Z; € -). Therefore if r € R,

Pif(z+rw) — Pf(z) E <f(Zt + Qu(x +rw)) — f(Z + th)) (5.8)

r T

Use the mean value theorem to see that for some 7’ between 0 and 7 the integrand on the right side
of (5.8) equals D, f(Z: + Qrx +1'Qrw), which approaches D, f(Z: + Q1x) as r approaches

0 by the assumed continuity of Dq, f. The result now follows by dominated convergence. O

The next step is the analogue of Lemma 3.1, which will require considerably more work in
the present Ornstein-Uhlenbeck setting. Recall that Cy(H) is the space of bounded continuous

real-valued functions on H.
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We introduce the following notation. Let

h(t) _ {2t/(62t — 1) ift>0

1 ift =0.

For t > 0 and w € H set |wly = (3, w?h(\it))'/2. Clearly h(t) and |w|; are decreasing
functions of ¢t and |w|y = |w].
The next result is closely related to (6.2.10) and (6.4.14) of [DZ].

Proposition 5.2. If f : H — R is bounded and measurable and w € H, then for allt > 0,
P, f is Lipschitz continuous on H, D,,P,f € Cy,(H) and

wle 1l

Dy P fllo <

Proof. First consider f € Cy(H). Let 7, be the projection operator of H onto R™ given by
Y = ((y, >),<n Then under P*, 7, X; is an n-dimensional Gaussian variable with mean

T,Q¢x and covariance matrix

t t
Ctn(lhj) = / <Qt—5€i, aQt75€j>dS = / 6_(/\i+/\j)sd8 Qs , Z,j < n.
0 0

Here of course a;; = (€, aej>. If x € R™, then for some €, > 0,

n t n
(x,C}x) / E E aijxixje_)‘ise_)‘jsdsz/ 75 xfe‘zAiSd825n7t|x\2.
0 .
=1

i=1 j=1

This shows C}' is non-degenerate and so 7, X; has a Gaussian density
pP(z) = (2m) "2 (det CF) V2 exp(—(z — 1, Qu, (2C1) "1 (2 — T Qs))).
Let fn(y) = f(Z?(ya €i>€i) = fn(ﬂ'ny)' Then
P n P n n A
ol i) 2 Pe) _ [ 7, (PR Qi) 25,

- (5.9)

By the mean value theorem, there is an ' = r/(y) between 0 and r such that the expression in

square brackets is

—Dr,@uuwpi (y — 7' T Qrw) (5.10)
= p? (y - T,Wthw)«CZl)_lﬂ'thwv Yy — T Qrr — T’?Tth'LU)>,

by an easy calculation. As 7 — 0 the above converges to

p?(y)<(0?)—17rthw, Yy — Wthl’»-
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It is easy to see that the integral of the right side of (5.10) over |y| > K is small uniformly
in [r] < 1 for K large due to the Gaussian tail of p}. It is therefore easy to use dominated

convergence to take the limit as 7 — 0 through the integral in (5.9) and conclude that

D Ptfn /fn pt n)—lﬂ_thw’ Yy — Wthl'»dy
T(fa(X)(CF) T Quw, 7y (X — Qi)
Introduce U,, = (C’Zl)_l/Qﬂthw, Ly = (C’f)_l/Qﬁn(Xt — Q) and R, = (U,, Zy). The

above may now be rewritten as

DuPifn(z) = E*(fo(X:)Rn). (5.11)

We need the following lemma whose proof is provided at the end of the current argument.

Lemma 5.3.

g

U,| < (5.12)

S

The coordinates of Z,, are i.i.d. standard normal random variables and so Lemma 5.3

implies that
jwl?

E*(R;) = |Un|* < :
vyt

(5.13)

If Y; = X; — Qqx, then the joint laws of (Y3, Z,,),n € N, are independent of x (recall Z

(C’f)_l/QﬂnY}) and the same is therefore true of the joint laws of (Y3, R,,) on H x R. This
sequence of laws is tight by (5.13) and so we may choose a subsequence {n} (independent of z
and f) such that (Y, Rp,,) = (Y;°°, R) with respect to weak convergence in H x R. As Y,;*°

clearly is equal in law to Y; we will drop the superscript. Using (5.11), we have

Dthfnk (I) = Ew(f(Qt'T + )/t)Rnk) + Ex((fnk (Xt) - f(Xt))Rnk) (514)

The second term is bounded in absolute value by B ((f,, (X¢) — f(X¢))?)'/?E x(R%k)l/Q which
approaches 0 as £ — 00 by (5.13), the continuity of f and dominated convergence. The above
weak convergence along with the continuity of f and (5.13) show that as k — 0o the first term
in (5.14) converges to E (f(Q¢z + Y;)R), and Fatou’s lemma and (5.13) show that

2
E(R?) < W (5.15)
Y
We have proved that

lim Dy P fn, () = E(f(Qrx + Y2)R) = J(x).

k—oo
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Clearly J is continuous on H by the continuity of f, (5.15) and dominated convergence. Dom-
inated convergence also shows that P;f,, (x) — P.f(z) as k — 00. An elementary argument

using the fundamental theorem of calculus now shows that
D, P, f(z) exists and equals J(x).

In particular, D, P;f is continuous. The required bound on the sup norm of D, P;f is now
immediate from (5.15) and Cauchy-Schwarz.

Consider now the case when f is only bounded and measurable. We have shown above
that for a fixed w € H and all g € Cyp(H),

Pig(z +w) — Prg(x) = /0 E(g(Qi(z + sw) + Yi)R)ds, wcH  (5.16)

Let S be the set of all bounded measurable (real-valued) maps on H for which (5.16) is valid.
S is clearly a vector space containing Cp(H ) and is closed under bounded pointwise limits. A
standard result (e.g., p. 11 of [M]) now shows that S contains all bounded measurable functions.

This, together with (5.15), proves that for f as above,

[/ lloowls

|Pif(x+w) — Pf(x)] < NGT

and in particular P, f is Lipschitz continuous on H.
Finally if 0 < € < t, we may apply the bound obtained in the continuous case to the
continuous map P f and conclude that D, P; f(x) = D, P;—.(P-f)(x) exists, is continuous and

is bounded in absolute value by

| P flolw]t—c < [l f |l oo|wlt—c

Vt—e) = Vrt—e)
Let € | O to obtain the required bound. O
Proof of Lemma 5.3. Note that m,Q;w = (e‘Aitwi)ign where (w1, ...,w,) = mw and

so by replacing w with Z? w;€;, we may assume (w, €;) = 0 for ¢ > n. We may consider Q¢ as

an operator on R" via () = diag(e_’\it)ign and the required result then becomes

ny—1/2 o _ |wlf n
|(Cf) Q| S_vt , w e R™.

Define D; : R" — R™ by Dyw = (eikitwi > . Then we claim the above follows from
i<n

VR(\it)

2
(€ 2Df < Ty e 5.17)
g

16



To see this set u; = w;y/h(\;t) so that Dyu = Qiw and (5.17) would then imply the required
inequality. If B = D;'CP*D; " (all operators now are on R™) then

¢
Bi(i,) = /0 VAN a0 [h(A )t ) ds,

If v is as in (5.2) then one easily sees that

t n
(z,By'z) > / 'yszh()\it)ez/\"(t_s)ds = ~t|z|2.
0

=1

Therefore B* is symmetric positive definite matrix with all eigenvalues no smaller that v¢. If the

eigenvectors of B}' are 7; with corresponding eigenvalues ji;, then

(z,Bi'z) = Zﬂi<277—1>2

Therefore if z = (C) ™! Dyu, then

(CP) M2 Dy)? = (2,07 2)

= (2, DB’ D;z)

= (Dyz, B{'!D;z)

< (vt) Y BDy 2| (by the above with D;z in place of 2)
= (

7)) Hul?.
Thus (5.17) holds and the proof is complete. O

Now that we have Proposition 5.2, we obtain the Holder norm estimates by making suitable
modifications to what we did in Section 3. The main difference is the lack of commutativity
between P; and D,,.

Proposition 5.4. Let f: H — R be in S* and let u,w € H. Then D,, P, f and D, D, P, f

are in Cy(H) and for some constant ci(«, ), satisfy

D Piflloo < er]w]st ™= || f]|se (5.18)

and
IDuDwPif oo < ciltili/2|Qe/awlejat™ > | flse. (5.19)
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Moreover
feC® and | fllce < e fllse- (5.20)

Proof. Using Proposition 5.2 we have by Lemma 2.2 (with ¢; = |w|¢/|w| in that result) that

IDwPiflloe < eafwlet@=D/2 f] 5o (5.21)

The continuity of D,, P; f is given by Proposition 5.2.
Use (5.21) with Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 to conclude that for ¢ > 0 and v, w € H,

D,D,P f = DuPt/QDQt/2th/2f exists, is continuous, (5.22)
and satisfies s
IDuDuwPif oo < (7/2)"?|ule/2l| Dg, jgw Pr/2f oo
< C3t_1/2|U|t/2|Qt/2w|t/2(t/2)(a_1)/2||f||SD<
which gives (5.19).

The last result follows from Proposition 5.2 and Lemma 2.3.

]
Lemma 5.5. Ifr > 0,03 < 1, there is a ¢1(83,r) such that for any A > 0,
o0 o
/ Ml 0 dt < er SO+ )Pl
0 i=1
Proof. If I; = fooo e~ h(A\t/r)t~Bdt, Fubini’s theorem shows that
o0 [e@]
/ e_M]wﬁ/,,t_ﬁdt = Z wil;. (5.23)
0 i=1
Note that if A; > 0, then
o 2\t/r
. _orrlt . =89y, /e \B—1
I; < /0 i 1 (2A;t/7) 772N /r dt(2A; /r)
0 1-3
B-1 v _ B-1
< ea(r)A; /0 . 1dv = c3(r)\; .
Moreover for all A we have
o0
I; < / e M) TN TINGE < e NPT
0

Therefore I; < c5(r)(A + /\i)ﬁ_l, and if this is used in (5.23), the desired result follows. O

If we H, set ||w||H,1 = Zfil |w;|.

18



Theorem 5.6. There exists a constant c1(«a, ) and for € € (0,/2) there exist constants
co(a, 7y, €) such that for A > 0, for any f: H — R in S%, and any u,w € H, the functions
DyRyf and D, D, Ry f are bounded and continuous on H and satisfy:

e 1/2
1DwBAflloe < exA™0FA (37w 04 2)77 ) ) fllse, (5.24)
1=1

ID.D Rxfuoos@(zw A+a)) " (Zu 20 ) s, 6.29)

Dy Raflse < e1 (3 il A+ 20)772) [ Fllse, (5.26)
=1
DuDuRaflse < er(lulllwl -+ [l fulla)]1 /s (5.27)

Proof. A use of Proposition 5.4 allows us to differentiate through the time integral and see that
DyRyf(z) = fooo e M Dy Psf(x)ds and Dy Dy Ry f(x fO e D, D, P, f(x)ds are both

continuous on H. Moreover by (5.19),

[ D Doy B f | 00

§C4||f||sa/ Ul s /2| Qs 2w s 25 * e o ds (5.28)
0

*° 1/2 , [ 1/2
<callfllse ([ lulsps® e ds Qa5 e Nds)
0 0

Use Lemma 5.5 and the trivial bound |Q,/2w|s/2 < |w|s/2 to conclude from the above that

IDuDu R flle < el fllse (Z(/\Jr)\ je—o 2)1/2 <Z(>\+ Ai)_ssz)l/Z’

1=1 =1

This gives (5.25) and the derivation of (5.24) is similar.
Now consider (5.26). As in Remark 2.1 we may assume that 0 < ¢ < 1. Use (5.18) to see
that

[DwPiRAf — DwRaflloo

/ e D, P, fds
t oo

o0 t
< co(a, )| fll 5o [(Ff\t - 1)/ e w5/ 2ds -1—/ e_>‘5|w|83(a—1)/2d8]
t 0

— o/ fllse [11 + 12] (5.29)

t
< (eM — 1)‘ + H/ e D, P, fds
0 oo
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First bound I; by

) / S R 1)

< ( ) \w1|e_’\t/ /2)\ S 2)\ s 1/2()\1,8)(04—1)/2)\1_ ds)\g—l—a)/Z
Ai>A
-1 |wl|/ e ()T ENds AT, (5.30)
A<

A substitution shows the integral in the first term in (5.30) is bounded uniformly in ¢ and so this

first term is at most

er(a@)(1—e™ ) D AT T, (5.31)
Ai>A
The integral in the second term in (5.30) is at most cg(a)e ™! and so the second term in (5.30)
is at most
—e M) D g A2, (5.32)

A <A

Use (5.31) and (5.32) in (5.30) to conclude that
I < co(L— e ) g (A + A) 1)/
i=1

< cot™? ) " |wg (A + M) T2, (5.33)

=1

Next bound I by
/ _ASZ|wz|w2As (s — 1)~ 1/25(0- /2
< Z ]wz]/ V2 is(e22 — 1) 712 (\;s) (D2 ), ds)\( a—1)/2

Ai>A

+ ) |wz\/ S(As)(@=D/2)\ gg N(—1=)/2

A <A

Ait
< 2 lwi / V2(e2 — 1) 20 2y AT
0

£y |wl\/ —uga=1)/2gy \(-1-0)/2 (5.34)
A <A
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The integral in the first summation is at most
Ait
ClO/ uo‘/z_ldu S Clo()\it)a/z
0

and the integral in the second summation in (5.34) is at most

At
/ e 22 du < eqo( A2
0

Use these bounds in (5.34) to see that I3 is also bounded by the right hand side of (5.33). Use
this and (5.33) in (5.29) to conclude that

o0

M%RRJ—Duhmm3q4§}x+&r”%mﬁwwmw. (5.35)
=1

Proposition 5.1 and (5.18) imply that

||PtDisf - DthPsfHoo = HPtDwathSfHOO
< ciafw — Quw|s* V2| f|| g (5.36)

Note that
/ e M |w — Quw| ;s 2ds
0
< Z lw;|(1 — e_)‘it)/ e (208) /2 (2N — 1)1/ 2g(a= /2
=1 0

< lwil(1- 6‘“)/ (20i5) /2 (€225 — 1)~ 1/2(\5) (0= D/2) gs\ (7172
0

Ai>A
+ Z lw;| (1 —e’\it)/ e M (As) (@™ D/2 )G\ (F1=2)/2
A <A 0

Sen Y fwil(l — e N+ A 12
=1

< i Y [wil (g + )70,
=1

Integrate (5.36) with respect e ds, use the above bound, and combine the resulting inequality
with (5.35) to derive (5.26).
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Finally consider (5.27). Use (5.19) to see that for 0 < ¢ <1 and u,w € H,

||DquPtR)\f - DquR)\fHoo

o0 t
< (M - 1)H/ MDDy Py fds| + H/ e DDy P fs|
t o] 0 00
< cual fllse [(eﬁ - 1)/ e [uls2|Qs 2wl 25> P " Mds
t

t
+/ e_AS|U|s/2|Qs/2w|s/zS(a/Q)_ldS}
0

oo

t
e_“uo‘/2_1du)\_o‘/2+/ so‘/z_lds}
At 0

< crslw] [ul || flls=[(1— e )A™/2 4+ ¢2/2]
< crglw| [ul || f]| st (5.37)

< cuullul 175 [(* 1) [

Now
P.DyDP;f — DyDP;Psf = [PsDyDyPsf — Dy Py Dy, Ps f] (5.38)
+ [DuPtDwPSf - DquPtPsf]-

By Proposition 5.1 and (5.22) (the latter to verify the hypothesis of Proposition 5.1), the first
term on the right is equal to Py Dy Q,uDwPs f and so by (5.19) has sup norm bounded by

C178%_1\U - Qtu\s/z\Qs/zw\smeHsa < 6183%_1’10 - Qtufs/ﬂw’s/QHfHSa-

Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 show that the second term on the right-hand side of (5.38) is
Dy Py Dy QuwPs f, which by (5.22) and Proposition 5.1 equals Py D, D(1-q,)wPsf. Use (5.19)

to bound the sup norm of this expression by
c198% M Qruls/2| Qa2 (w — Quw)|sp2ll fllse < 1082~ ulgyo|w — Quwlsjal fllse-
These bounds and (5.38) give
|P,DyDy Py f — DuDu PPy f|so (5.39)
< 9082 HJulsj2lw — Qrwlasa + [wlsalu — Quulsa] || fllse-
Note that
| e s ol = Qulpadsl s

oy N ;s 11/2
<lullfllse [ @ [Sad - e 2] s

o0 AiS
<y ) S@/DTISS 1] At 5 g
<Jul Iflse | X (1 — e )
AiS)(a_l)/Q/\;a/Q

< ( it
< |u oy |w; A;ds(1l — e i),
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Note that 1 — et < ()\it)o‘/2 and so the above gives
[e.9]
| sl ol = Quulepadsl e < carlul | llse 7
0

Integrate (5.39) with respect to e_’\sds, use the above bound, and combine the resulting bound
with (5.37) to conclude
|P:DyuDy R f = DuDu R f oo < callul [w] + [ul [w]l a1 + ul w1 fw] ]| fllsat®/?

and (5.27) follows. O

Corollary 5.7. There exists a constant ci(a,~y) such that for all A > 0, any bounded
measurable f : H — R, and for all + < j € N,

ID:iRx flloo < e1(A+ Ai) " T2 £l ga, (5.40)
IDi; Roflloo < 1A+ X)) 72| f|l 5oy (5.41)
ID; R flse < et A+ ) 7Y2(|f |l s, (5.42)

[DijRafllse < el fllse- (5.43)

Proof. The first two inequalities follow easily from the bounds in the proof of Theorem 5.6 prior

to the use of Holder’s inequality. For example, to derive (5.41), use (5.28) with u = €; and w = €;

DijRaf] < esl|flse / SrOgs 252 TN g
0

> a/2— —a/2

SCngHsa/O Vh(u/2)u /2 1du>\j /

a/2

to conclude

< cal[fllse Ay

Use h <1 to also bound the first line of the above display by c5 ||f||5a/\_°‘/2 and (5.41) follows.
A similar argument gives (5.40). The last two inequalities are now immediate from (5.26), (5.27)

and the first two inequalities. O

Remark 5.8 In Corollary 5.7 we showed that the operator D;; Ry is a bounded operator on
S< with a norm independent of 7 and j. It is also known that D;; Ry is a bounded operator
with respect to the usual C“ norm, again with a norm independent of ¢ and j; see [D], [L], [Z],
or especially Section 6.4.1 of [DZ]. Neither of these results contains the other. The C'* norm
emphasizes the local continuity, while the S® norm also gives weight to the behavior of f(x)

when |z| is large. Both results are of interest.
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6. Relationship between norms — the generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck case.

We now prove the analogue of Proposition 4.1. Let |f|4,; be defined as in (4.1) and set

|f| ; = sup ’f(x + hel) — f($)’ |xi|a/2.
a,t,w o R0 |h|o‘/2

(6.1)

Let

I£llze =1 flloe + 3 1l + DA% Flossas = 1l + 11, (62)

and let £ be the space of continuous functions with || f|| g« < 00. In Proposition 6.3 below we
introduce a norm || - || po which is equivalent to || - ||ge in finite dimensions. This norm could be
used in place of || - || g« in the statement of Proposition 6.1; we use || - || g in the next proposition

because of its simpler form.

Proposition 6.1. There exists ci(«, ) such that if f € E* and g € S*, then

1fgllse < callflleellgllse

In fact,
1fgllse < erlllflloclglse + [flE~llglloc]-

In particular E¢ C S* C C*.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, it suffices to fix € H and show that if f(z) = 0,

then for some co = ¢y (a, 7)

[Pi(f9)(@)] < ealflgalglloct™/?. (6.3)

For y € H let z;(y), 2 (y) € H satisfy

(zi(y), €5) = (Y, €)1 <i) + (@, €5) 1 (5>i)
and
(27 (), €5) = (Y, €)1 j<iy + (Qux, €)1 (=) + (2, €)1 (j>4)-

Let

fily) = f(z:(y)) — f(zi-1(y))-

Note that f;(y) is equal to f(zi—1(y) + (yi — x:)€;) — f(zi—1(y)). Therefore we see || fi|[cc <

|fla,ilyi — zi|® Our assumption f(xz) = 0, together with dominated convergence and the
continuity of f, implies P;(fg)(x) = Z;’il Pi(fig)(x). Then
(P(f9) (@) <Y Pilfigl@) <Y llglecPilfil(x). (6.4)
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Let Z; denote a mean zero Gaussian random vector in H with covariance C;. Then

Bi([fil)(x) = E(1f(2:(Qex + Z1)) — f(2i1(Qe + Z41))])
SE(f(2:(Qur + Z1)) = (2 (Qux + Z0)) + E(|f (27 (Qur + Z1)) — f(zi-1(Qux + Z1))])
< | flad ((Ze, €0)|®) + [ flasiawl (Que — &, €| 2|24 =214, 20)- (6.5)

Note that
E ((Zi, €)%) = ai; (1 — e 2NN (20) 7L < 471t (6.6)

Therefore the first term in (6.5) is at most

| flailE ((Z1,€)%)*? < | flaay ™/ 2t72. (6.7)

The second term in (6.5) is bounded by

|f a,i,w(l - e_Ait)a/2 S |f|a,i,w/\?/2ta/2~ (68)

Put (6.7) and (6.8) into (6.5) and sum over ¢ to conclude

> Pllfil)(a) < (77 D2 Ui+ D Ul 2272
< ea(a, )| fleat?.

Put this bound into (6.4) to derive (6.3) and hence complete the proof of the required inequalities.
Set g = 1 and use (5.20) to prove the final inclusions. 0O

Proposition 6.2. Assume \; > ci? for all i and some ¢; > 0. Then S¢ is an algebra
and (2.6) and (2.7) are valid.

Proof. We verify the hypothesis of Lemma 2.4. If Z; is as in the previous proof, by (6.6)

E*(1X: —E"(X)") = ZE(<Zt,€i>2)

1—e 22

(2

<Y (iTPAY).
=1

An elementary calculation shows the above is at most 03\/5 and so the result follows now from
Lemma 2.4. O
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Finally, we present a norm that is equivalent to S in the finite dimensional case. Define

‘f’FO‘ — sup |f(Qt$) B f($)| )

t#0,x ta/Q

(6.9)

The letter F' stands for “flow”, as what we have here is a weighted Holder seminorm along the

flow Q;x. Note (Q; is deterministic:
Qix = Qt(inﬁz) = Ze_kitxiei.
i i

Define
[ fllre = [Ifllce + | flFpe. (6.10)

Let 74 denote the projection of H onto the subspace spanned by {€1,...,€q}. In the next result
we effectively reduce to the finite-dimensional case by considering functions which only depend

on the first d coordinates.

Proposition 6.3. There exist positive ¢; and ¢y depending on (vy,d) such that for any
measurable f : H — R satisfying f = f o my,

cil[fllse < [ fllre < cofl fllse

Proof. Let Z; be the Gaussian vector introduced in the previous proof. Then, using (6.6), we

have

|Prf(z) — f(o)] < E(f(Qer + Zt) — f(Qix))| + | f(Qe) — f()]
< |fleaE (|7aZ|®) + | f|pat®/?
: ta/z[mca (dy )2 + || (6.11)

and the left hand inequality is established.
Turning to the right hand inequality we have,

Qi) = f(@)| = |(Pf (@) = F(@)) = (B (F(Qux + 20)) = £(Qea))
< | flsat®™? + | floaE (|maZi]®)
<1972 | e + cal fllse (dy~1)*2],

where in the last line we have used (5.20) and (6.6) again. This together with a further application
of (5.20) give the right hand inequality. O

The following gives a relationship between S and C'“.
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Proposition 6.4. We have

|flse <1 Z | flak + | flFa.
k

Proof. Asin (6.11),

|Pif(x) — f(z)] < |E f(Qex + Zi) — f(Quz)| + | f(Qex) — f(z)].

The second term on the right is bounded by | f| pat®/2, so we need to bound |E f(y+ Z;) — f(y)|,
where we write y for Qx. Replacing f(+) by f(-)— f(y), without loss of generality we may assume
f(y) = 0. Define random variables Y; by

(Yi(w), &) = (y + Zi(w), €)1 (j<iy + (U, €5) L (i)

Then
Ef(y+ Z)| < ZE‘JC(YZ) — f(Yio1)|

=1
oo
< Z |f|o¢,i]E |<Z757 €i>|a'
=1
Using the calculation in (6.7), this is turn is bounded by

3 lasly 17,

which gives the proposition. O

7. Relationship between norms: super-Markov chains.

In [BP] Holder norm estimates were proved for the operator

d
Lf(z) =Y [viziDiif(x) + b;Dif(x)]
i=1
operating on functions on Ri. Here v = (71,...,74) € (0,00)¢ and b = (by,...,bg) € le_.

The estimates were with respect to the norm defined by

d
1fllea = I Flloe + D1 luwyais

=1

where

h 1) — «
Flows=  sup |f(@+ 6(3 f(x)\xi /2
h>0,z€[0,00)¢ h
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Set C& = {f € Cp(RY) : [fllce < oo}. (Continuity of f at points in R does not follow
from || f||ce < 00 and hence must be assumed.) In [BP] this norm was essentially forced on us
in order to get the estimates we needed. The Holder norm estimates for this case are derived in
[BP] and make up a considerable portion of that paper. So in this section we content ourselves
with showing that the C norm is equivalent to the S norm for this operator.

Let P; denote the semigroup associated with £ and E® denote expectation with respect
to the associated Markov process (X¢,t > 0) in le_, starting at « € Ri. More precisely under
P*, X is the unique (in law) process such that Xy = = and

MﬁﬂzﬂXg—ﬂw—AﬁﬂXﬂk

is a 0(Xs, s < t)-martingale for all f € CZ(R1). If d = 1, let P*(X; € dy) = pz’b(x,dy) and
write pj (2;, dy;) for p*" (s, dys).

Remark 7.1. Functions in C§ are not necessarily continuous on the boundary of Ri, and so
we restrict statements below to functions in SN Cy. However functions f for which || f||ce < oo
have an extension to a continuous function on Ri ([BP], Proposition 2.2). In view of Theorem

7.6 below, functions for which || f||se < 00 also have such an extension.

Lemma 7.2. Let f be a bounded Borel function on RY. If t > 0 then D;P.f(z) is a

continuous function in x; satisfying

IDiPf(2)] < ex[(vatas) ™2 A (it) "I flloo

for some constant c;y.

Proof. Let Z; = (z1,...,%i—1,Tit1,...,%4) € Ri‘l for x € Ri and define
Fo(u) = [ T ot dup) )
J#i
Set s = ;t for a fixed ¢ > 0. Then use Lemmas 4.1(a) and 4.5(a) of [BP] (the continuity of f

assumed there is not used) to see

D, P, f(z) ZDi/Fii(yi)pi(xi,d%)

kA4-(bs /i) k+(bi/vi)—1
z z ] dz (7.1)

= 3 e_mi/s—(xi/s)k © g zs)e * _
> k! /o E ) e G + 1) Tt (/)

o Zbi/vi dz
—1—6“/8/ F*i(zs)e™? —
o T T D

oo (bi/vi)—1 ¢ R oo d
—x;/s T —z7 z —x,/8 I —z 4z
— 1p,>0)€ i/ / F*(zs)e — — Lp,=0)e i/sp (O)/ e —.
0 0

L(bi/vi) s

28

S




If ar, = ay, (iz) is the integral in the above summation over k, then

lax| <||F%i /Oo % RO/ — (K + (bi/vi))| d=

k+(bi/v) k4 0i/v) s
<call flloo ((k -+ (bi/%) 2 + 1) (k + (b)) '™
<201 oo (K + (bi /7)) /257

where Lemma 3.2(a) of [BP] is used in the second inequality. It is now easy to see that the series in
(7.1) converges uniformly for x; in a compact set and so D; P; f(z) is continuous in x;. Moreover
this bound and (7.1) also show that

> < (xi/9) 10 _ s _
D@ <3 e L (b)Y 26 s

k=1

ca(L A (1/5) 1/2)||f|| L e o s

by an elementary bound (see Lemma 3.3(a) of [BP]). Since e~%:/% < 1A (aji/s)_l/Q, the required

result follows. O

Lemma 7.3. If f is a bounded Borel function on Ri, then

DiPf ()] < o1 () o
[DiPf(x)] < er(a) —— N £ 15

where ¢ depends only on a.
Proof. This follows from the previous result, exactly as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. O
Proposition 7.4. Let f be a bounded Borel function on Rfﬂ. Then

i < e Pl fl s

Proof. If h > 0, then Lemma 7.2, the fundamental theorem of calculus and Lemma 7.3 show

h
Pf(x+ hes) — Puf() :‘/O DiPyf(x + h'e;)dh

a— —1/2 _
ept(o1)/2,71/ / 5~ 2dy| || o

Ti

§02t(a_1)/2(’Yixi)_l/zthHSa-

We also have

[Pof () = f(@)] < || fllsat®/.
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The above two inequalities imply
[f @+ hes) — f(a)] < (22 4 eat @D 2 (i) TV2R)| £ s
We optimize by setting ¢t = (c%/4)h2 (xi%_)—l’ and so

f(x + he) — f(2)] < esla)y; “hea; || f]|se.

Recall the definition of | f|ge from (2.1).

Proposition 7.5. If f € Cy(R%), then |f|se < c1(a) X0 ((0:/7) + D72 f .-

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that f € C. Let € > 0. Results in [BP]
(notably Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.6 there) imply P-f € CZ(R%) ND(L) and so the fact

that we are working with a solution to the martingale problem for X implies
t—e
Puf(@) = Pf(e)l = | [ PLPp )]
0
t—e
= ’/ £P5+5f($)d8‘
0

< /t |LPsf(x)|ds.

Use the upper bounds in Proposition 5.1 of [BP] to see that

t
a/2—1
w’aﬂ-/ s*/271 (s
13

a/2
w,a,it / .

d
Pif(z) = Pof(@)] < ez D (b (™27 4427 f
=1

d

<es Y (b))

=1

Now let € | 0 to complete the proof. O

Theorem 7.6. Assume (0 <e <~ < K andb; < K fori=1,...,d, for somee <1< K.
There are constants ¢1 and co(c) such that for all f € Cy(R%),

d
c1e? max | flu,a < |flse < ea(K/e) Z [l
1=
and therefore there are constants cs and ¢4 such that

csd M flloa < I fllse < callfllcs
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for all f € Cy(RL).

Proof. This is immediate from Propositions 7.4 and 7.5.

Remark 7.7. Let D denote differentiation with respect to t, define

I/llge = ll/lloc +sup IDP, f|oot!=(2/2),

and introduce

G* = {f € C,(RL) : DP, f(x) exists and is continuous in ¢ > 0 for all z, || f||ge < o0}

The proof of Proposition 7.5 can be easily modified to show C C G* and

d
Ifllge < er > 1+ /%)% Flwsasi + 1l

i=1

for all f € C2. A trivial integration shows G* C {f € Cp(R%) : || f||s» < oo} and
[fllse < 2[/f|lge. Combine these observations with Theorem 7.6 to conclude Cg = G =
SN (Y% and for €, K as in Theorem 7.6 there are ¢y and c3g such that

2

c2d M fllog < [fllse < =l flloe < esllfllog-
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