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On functions of bounded variation on convex domains in
Hilbert spaces *

L. Angiulif S. Ferrari! and D. Pallara’

Abstract

We study functions of bounded variation (and sets of finite perimeter) on a convex
open set 2 C X, X being an infinite dimensional real Hilbert space. We relate the
total variation of such functions, defined through an integration by parts formula,
to the short-time behaviour of the semigroup associated with a perturbation of the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator.

Introduction

In this paper we study some properties of functions of bounded variation (BV functions,
for short) defined on an open convex subset of a real separable Hilbert space, endowed with
a weighted Gaussian measure.

In finite dimension the theory of BV functions is widely developed (see e.g. [3] and the
references therein), whereas in the infinite dimensional setting the analysis is still at the
initial stage and many basic properties are unexplored. Besides the interest on its own, the
study of BV functions in infinite dimensional spaces is motivated by problems arising in
calculus of variations, stochastic analysis and connected with the applications in information
technology (see, for example, [19] 22 23] 24| 26]).

BV functions for Gaussian measures in separable Banach spaces were introduced in [17]
using Dirichlet forms. Inspired by the results in finite dimension, which connect the theory
of functions of bounded variation to that of semigroups of bounded operators, the authors
of [I8] have proved an elegant characterisation of BV functions in terms of the short-time
behaviour of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. More precisely, in a separable Banach
space X, if v is a centered and nondegenerate Gaussian measure on X and u belongs to the
Orlicz space L(log L)'/?(X,~), then u € BV (X, ) if, and only if,

liminf/ | D S(t)u|gdy < +o0,
X

t—0+
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where Dy is the gradient operator along the Cameron—-Martin space H (see Section [
and S(t) is the classical Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup defined via the Mehler formula (see
(CI)). This latter is the analogous, in the Gaussian setting, of the heat semigroup used by
De Giorgi in [I1] to provide the original definition of BV functions in the Euclidean case.
An analytic approach based on geometric measure theory is proposed in [4] to prove, as in
the finite dimensional case, the equivalence of different definitions of BV (X,~) functions
also, as in [I8], in terms of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup S(¢) near ¢ = 0. Similar De
Giorgi-type characterisations of BV functions have been obtained for weighted Gaussian
measures and more recently for general Fomin differentiable measures in Hilbert spaces, see
[12] and the reference therein.

Beside the difficulty of considering general measures, another difficulty of different nature
comes from the consideration of functions defined in domains rather than in the whole space.
These difficulties come from the lack of factorisation of the underlying measure (that is lost
even for Gaussian measures in domains) and the unavailability of decomposition of the
domain through the classical method of local charts. Therefore, the easiest interesting case
seems to be that of conver domains, that are possible to deal with through global penalisation
techniques. This is the approach we followed in [6] (see also [21I]) and in this paper we
take advantage of the results proved there. We start from a weighted Gaussian measure
v := e U~ in a Hilbert space X, where U : X — R is convex and sufficiently regular, and
consider an open convex domain 2 C X. After introducing the Cameron—Martin space H
and the Malliavin gradient Dy along it, we define the form (u,v) — [ (Dgu, Dgv)gdv
on the appropriate Sobolev spaces. The perturbed Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator Lq is
then defined in the usual variational way, and it is the generator of an analytic, strongly
continuous and contraction semigroup Tqo(t) in LP(2,v), for 1 < p < oo.

For this latter, differently from the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup in the whole space,
no explicit integral representation which allows for direct computations is known. In this
direction, in [2I] the authors consider the restrictions to an open convex set  C X of
BV(X,) functions and they characterise the finiteness of their total variation in  in
terms of the Neumann Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup defined in €.

Following the ideas in [2], we define the BV (Q,v) space through an integration by
parts formula against suitable Lipschitz functions. Then we show that the functions u of
bounded variation in 2 with respect to v can be characterised by the finiteness of the limit
of [DuTa(t)ul| 11 (a,u;m) ast — 0F. The proof of this result relies on a commutation formula
between the semigroup Tq(t) and the gradient operator along H (see Proposition[Z8]). This
result was already known in the case of the whole space (see [12]). Here, by means of the
crucial pointwise gradient estimate (L4 and suitable penalisations ®. of U outside §2 based
on the distance function from Q along H (here is a first point where the convexity of {2
comes into the play) and the penalisation v, := e~ %=~ of the measure v, see Subsection [1]
we are able to let £ to 0T and to to come back to .

Finally we provide a necessary condition in order that a set E is of finite perimeter in 2
with respect to v (i.e., xg € BV (Q,v)). This condition is given in terms of the short-time
behaviour of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck content ||To(t)xe — XxEllL1 (@) as t — 0T, Further, a
sufficient condition in terms of a related quantity is also shown. and a sufficient condition in
terms of a related quantity. This circle of ideas goes back to [20], which originated several
researches. Among these, the only infinite dimensional result, proved for BV functions in
space endowed with a Gaussian measure, is in [5].



1 Hypotheses and preliminaries

Let Hy and H3 be two real Hilbert spaces with inner products (-, -) ;7 and (-, -) ;, respectively.
We denote by B(H;) the o-algebra of Borel subsets of Hy and by Cf(Hy; Hs), k € NU{oo}
the set of k-times Fréchet differentiable functions from H; to Hs with bounded derivatives
up to order k (CF(H,) if Hy = R). For ® € C}(H;; Hs) we denote by D®(x) the derivative
of ® at w € Hy: if f € C}(Hy), for every x € H; there exists a unique k € H; such that
Df(z)(h) = (h,k)y,, h € Hi and we set Df(x) := k. Let X be a separable Hilbert space,
with inner product (-,-) and norm |- |. Let B € £(X) (the set of bounded linear operators
from X to itself). We say that B is non-negative if (Bx,z) > 0 for every x € X and positive
if (Bx,x) > 0 for every x € X \ {0}. We recall that a non-negative and self-adjoint operator
B € L£(X) is a trace class operator whenever Tr(B) := Y | (Bey, €,) < oo for some (and
hence, every) orthonormal basis (e, )nen of X.

Let v be a nondegenerate Gaussian measure on X with mean zero and covariance oper-
ator Qoo := —QA™!, where the operators Q and A satisfy the following assumptions.

Hypotheses 1. (i) Q € L(X) is a self-adjoint and non-negative operator with Ker Q =
{0}

(i) A: D(A) C X — X is a self-adjoint operator satisfying (Az,z) < —wl|z|* for every
x € D(A) and some positive w;

(iii) Qe = etAQ for anyt > 0;
(iv) Tr(—QA™1) < oco.

Under Hypotheses [f)-(), the measure v is well defined and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semigroup defined via the Mehler formula

(SWfNU?iﬁf@4x+ 1—e 2y)dy(y), ze€X, fell(X,v), (11

is symmetric in L?(X,~). We fix an orthonormal basis (vi)gen of X such that
Qoovk = /\k’Uk, ke N, (12)

where (Ar)ren is the decreasing sequence of eigenvalues of Q. Under Hypothesis M),
the Cameron-Martin (H, |-|,)

H:=QY*(X) = {:v € X‘ i/\?(a@,vkﬁ < oo}7
k=1

where ||, is induced by the inner product (h, k) = ( = %h, ngl/2k>, is a Hilbert space
compactly and densely embedded in X (see [8] and [I3] for further details). The sequence
(er)ken, where e = /Agvy for any k € N, is an orthonormal basis of H. By Hypotheses
M the operator — Q! : D(Q}) € X — X (—Q! : D(Q!) € H — H, respectively)
is the generator of a contractive and strongly continuous semigroup e~ on X (on H,
respectively), see [14] Proposition p. 84]). If Y is a Banach space with norm ||-||,-, a function
F : X — Y is said to be H-Lipschitz continuous if there exists a positive constant C' such

that

[F(z +h) = F(z)|ly < Clhly, (1.3)



for every h € H and y-a.e. x € X. We denote by [F|g.rip the best constant C' in (I3). For
more information see [8, Sections 4.5 and 5.11]. We denote by Hs the space of the Hilbert—
Schmidt operators in H, that is the space of the bounded linear operators B : H — H such
that HB||?,{2 = |Bgi|§{ is finite, where {g, | n € N} is any orthonormal basis of H. We
say that f: X — R is H-differentiable at x¢p € X if there exists £ € H such that

f(wo+h) = f(xo) + (£ h) gy +o|hlm),  as|hlg — 0.

In such a case we set Dy f(zo) := £ and D, f(xo) := (Duf(x0),e;)n for any ¢ € N. The
derivative Dy f(xg) is called the Malliavin derivative of f at xg. In a similar way we say
that f is twice H-differentiable at z if f is H-differentiable near zy and there exists B € Hs
such that

(o +h) = (o) + (Dia f(w), B) g + 5 (B Wy + oWy, as [blar = 0.

In such a case we set D% f(zo) := B and D;; f(xo) := (D% f(xo)ej,e;)u for any 4,5 € N.
If f is twice H-differentiable at xzo, then D;; f(zo) = Djif(xo) for every i,j € N. Notice
that if f: X — R is once or twice Fréchet differentiable at x( then it is once or twice H-
differentiable at z and it holds Dy f(20) = Qoo D f(0), and D% f(z0) = Qoo D*f(20)Q oo,
where the equality must be understood as holding in H. For any k € NU {co}, we denote
by FOF(X), the space of cylindrical CF functions, i.e., the set of functions f : X — R such
that f(z) = ¢((x,h1),...,{x, hx)) for some ¢ € CFRYN), hy,...,hxy € H and N € N.
By FCF(X, H) we denote H-valued cylindrical Cf functions with finite rank. The Sobolev
spaces in the sense of Malliavin DV'?(X,v) and D*P(X,~) with p € [1,00), are defined as
the completions of the smooth cylindrical functions FCp°(X) in the norms

1
1F 1o xqy = (||f||’£p<x,w> +/X IDHfl’édv)p;

1
ey = (1 Boeay + [ 105 S )

This is equivalent to considering the domain of the closure of the gradient operator, defined
on smooth cylindrical functions, in LP(X, ) (see [8, Section 5.2]). Let U : X — R satisfy
the following assumptions.

Hypotheses 2. U is a convex function which belongs to C*(X) N DY4(X,~) for all q €
[1,00) with H-Lipschitz gradient.

The convexity of the function U guarantees that U is bounded from below by a linear
function, therefore it decreases at most linearly and by Fernique theorem (see [8] Theorem
2.8.5]) e~V belongs to L*(X,~). Then we can consider the finite log-concave measure

It is obvious that v and v are equivalent measures, hence saying that a statement holds ~-
a.e. is the same as saying that it holds v-a.e. Moreover as U € N,>1 DV9(X, ), the operator
Dy : FCHX) — LP(X,v; H) is closable in LP(X,v), p € (1,00) and the space D'P(X,v),
p > 1 can be defined as the domain of its closure (still denoted by D). In a similar way we
may define D*P(X,v), p € (1,00) (for more details see [1}[9,[16]). The Gaussian integration



by parts formula [ D;fdy = \/LA— Jx (x, v;) fdry, which holds true for any f € FC;(X) and
1 € N, yields

1
/’Q/JDi(pdV-i-/ chiz/Jdu:/ oY D;Udv + /(:c,vi>goz/1du, 1 €N,
X X X Vi Jx

for any ¢ € DVP(X,v) (p > 1) and ¢ € FCH(X).

In what follows € denotes an open subset of X. In this case, the spaces DY'P(Q,v) and
D?P(Q,v), p € (1,0), can be defined in a similar way as in the whole space, thanks to the
following result (see [6l Proposition 1.4]).

Proposition 1.1. Assume that Hypotheses[Il and 2l are satisfied. Let p € (1,00) and let §2
be an open subset of X. The operators Dy : FCp°() — LP(Q,v; H) and

(DH,D%,) CFCOP(Q) x FCF(Q) = LP(Q,v; H) x LP(Q,v; Ha)

are closable in LP(Q,v) and LP (2, v) x LP(Q, v), respectively. Here FC° (L) is the space of
the restrictions to Q of functions in FC°(X).

The spaces DVP(Q,v; H), p € (1,00), are defined in a similar way, replacing smooth cylin-
drical functions with H-valued smooth cylindrical functions with finite rank. We recall that
if F € DY?(Q,v; H), then Dy F(z) belongs to Hy for a.e. x € Q. We denote by p the
conjugate exponent to p € (1,00).

1.1 Perturbed Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup on convex domains

In order to consider the initial boundary value problems defined in 2 we define the distance
function along H

tote) o= { DM REAN@ =), A0 -2 £

x € X, and we recall some useful regularity results, (see, for instance, [8 Theorems 2.8.5
and 5.11.2] and [10, Section 3]).

Proposition 1.2. If Q@ C X be an open convex set, then d% is H-differentiable and its
Malliavin derivative is H-Lipschitz with H-Lipschitz constant less than or equal to 2, i.e.,

|Dydy(x + h) — Dydd(x)|a < 2|h|u,

for any h € H and for v-a.e x € X. Moreover D%d% exists v-a.e. in X and d% belongs to
D*P(X,v) for every p € [1,00).

We require some further regularity on d3.

Hypotheses 3. Let Q be an open convex subset of X such that v(0Q) = 0 and D%d3, is
H -continuous vy-a.e. in X, i.e., for y-a.e. x € X we have

lim D% dg(x + h) = D}, dg(x).

[h| =0



Remark 1.3. As stated in [0, Remark 1.7] there is a rather large class of subsets of X
satisfying Hypothesis Bl For instance if 92 is (locally) a C?-embedding in X of an open
subset of a hyperplane in X and v(99Q) = 0, then Hypothesis Bl is satisfied. Easy examples
are open balls and open ellipsoids of X, open hyperplanes of X and every set of the form
Q = {r € X|G(z) <0}, where G : X — R is a C%-convex function such that DyG is
non-zero at every point of ).

We consider the semigroup Tq(t) on L?(€,v) and its generator Lq:
D(Lg) :{u € DY2(Q,v) ‘ Jv € L*(Q,v) such that (1.1)
/(DHu,DHg0>Hd1/ = —/ vpdy Yo € ?C{,’O(Q)}
Q Q

with Lou := v if u € D(Lg). We recall (see [0, Section 2]) an approximation procedure
of To(t)f, when f € L?(Q,v), through FC?(X) functions that relies on reduction to a
finite (say m-) dimensional space and on a e-penalisation argument. Accordingly, the ap-
proximation depends on two parameters n and €. More precisely, we consider the function
®. : X — R defined by

1
e (w) = U(2) + 5_diy(w), zeX, e>0,

and the measure v, given by e~®<7. Next, we consider the operator L. on the whole X
defined as

D(L.) :{u € DY*(X,v.) |3 v e L*(X,v.) such that (1.2)

/ (Dau, D) ydve = —/ v dv, for every ¢ € ?C’l‘,’o(X)},
s p's

with L.u := v if u € D(L.), and the semigroup T.(t) generated by L. in L*(X,v.). We
point out that L. acts on smooth cylindrical functions ¢ as follows

Lep = Tr(D}p) — ZA (x,e:)Dip — (Du®:, Duo)

1
Te(D% ) — Z Yz, e:) Dygp —<DHU+%DHd?l,DH<p>H

Now we recall a useful approximation result whose proof can be found in [6, Theorem 2.8].

Theorem 1.4. Under Hypotheses D, 2 and Bl the following statements hold true.

(i) For any e > 0 and f € L*(X,v.), there exists a sequence (fn)nen C L*(X,ve) con-
verging to f in L*(X,v.) such that T.(t)f, is in FC(X) and

B | Te(0)f — To(Of [ pragx,, =0, £>0.

In addition, if f € DY?(X,v.) then the sequence (f,) can be chosen in a way that
Dy fn converges to Dy f in LY (X, ve; H), as n — oc.



(ii) For any f € L2(,v) there exists an infinitesimal sequence (ey)nen such that Te, (t)f
weakly converges to Tq(t)f in DY2(Q,v), where f is any L?-extension of f to X.

We collect some properties of T (t), see [0, Proposition 1.10, Theorems 3.1 & 3.3].
Proposition 1.5. If Hypotheses[ Bl and Bl hold true, then

(i) the semigroup Tq(t) generated in L*(2,v) can be extended to a positivity preserving
contraction semigroup in LP(Q,v) for every 1 < p < oo and t > 0, still denoted by
To(t). It is strongly continuous in LP(Q,v) for any p € [1,00) and consistent;

(ii) for any p € [1,00), f € LP(Q,v) and g € L>=(Q,v) it holds
/fTQ(t)ng = / gTQ(t)de, t>0; (13)
Q Q

(ili) for any p € (1,00), f € LP(Q,v) and t > 0 there is K, > 0 such that
IDuTa(t)flh < Kpt PPTo(t)|fP v-ae. in Q; (1.4)
(iv) if f € DYP(Q,v), t >0 and p € [1,00) it holds
IDuTo(t)fP < e P "To(t)|Duflf,  v-ae. in Q. (1.5)

We point out that the results in Proposition [[L5] continue to hold if we replace Q, v and
Ta(t) by X, ve and T.(t), respectively.

1.2 BYV functions in Hilbert spaces: definitions and some known
facts

We introduce BV functions in the Wiener space setting. Let Y be a separable Hilbert space
with norm |-|;,. We recall that in separable spaces the o-algebra B(X) is generated by the
family of the cylindrical sets (see e.g. [25]). Denote by M(€2;Y") the set of Borel Y-valued
measures on . If Y = R then we write M(£2). The total variation of p € M(£2;Y) is the
positive Borel measure

B =, B, B, €B(Q)

|:LL|(B) :—SUP{ZLU(BHHY Bntm:@ 1fn7$m }a BG‘B(Q)
el ) )

Let Lip.(©2;Y) be the set of bounded Lipschitz continuous Y-valued functions g : @ — Y
such that dist(supp g, X \ ) > 0 and define the space BV (€2, v) as follows.

Definition 1.6. Let Q be an open subset of X. We say that a function f € L*(Q,v) is of
bounded variation in 2, and we write f € BV (Q,v), if there exists a measure p € M(§2; H)
such that

/ F0}gdv = — / gd(u, ) 1,
Q Q

for every g € Lip.(Q) and h € H, where 8; denotes, up to the sign, the adjoint in L*(Q,v)
of the partial derivative along h € H. In this case we set D, f = pu.



As in the finite dimensional case, one can characterise functions of bounded variation by
their total variation.

Definition 1.7. Let Q2 be an open subset of X and u € L*(Q,v). We define the variation
of u in Q0 by

F C H finite dimensional
V,(u,Q) :==su /udiv,, dv . ’
(v, &) p{ o IV g e Lip (4 F), |lgll < }
Here div, g = ZN s Fgi(x) if glx) = Zi\il gi(x)k; and F = span{ky,...,kn} for some
N e N.

When Q = X, in the two definitions above we can consider Lip,(X) and Lip,(X; F) respec-
tively, as test functions spaces.

As announced, in [2] Theorem 5.7] it has been proved that v € BV (Q,v) if and only if
V. (u, Q) is finite. Moreover, in this case

|D,ul(Q) =V, (u, Q). (1.1)

Finally we say that a Borel subset E of X is of finite perimeter in €2 with respect to v,
whenever the function xp belongs to BV (€, v). In this case we denote by P,(F,) the
total variation of x g in €.

2 A De Giorgi type characterisation

The main result of this section is the De Giorgi type characterisation of BV (€2, v) functions in
Theorem [Z.8] which relies on a “quasi-commutative” formula between the semigroup Tq(t)
and the H-gradient operator Dpy; here estimate (LH) plays a crucial role. This formula
is inspired by an analogous formula proved in [12]. We first define the Sobolev spaces
DY2(X,ve; H).

Definition 2.1. We denote by DY2(X,v.; H) the domain of the closure of the operator
Dy : FCHX,H) — L*(X,ve; Hz) in the L*(X,ve; H) norm (see [T, Section 8.1]). Dy is

defined as
n k( z)

Dy®(x ZZ% 1), (@) (QNP)) © er),

=1 j=1
where {e; |i € N} is an orthonormal basis of H and

n

O(x) =D i@, z1),..., (@, 240))ei

=1

for somen € N, k(i) € N, z1,..., 25 € X and p; € Cl}(Rk(i)) for everyi=1,....n. In
an analogous way we define the space DV2(2,v; H).

We first show a vector-valued version of Theorem [[4l Let L. in L?(X,v.; H) be the
operator defined via the quadratic form by

(F,G)H/ (D F,DuG)yq dve F,G € DY(X,v.; H).
X



In the same way we define the operator Lg in in L2(Q,v; H). We recall that by [I4} p.
84] ([T4, Corollary 3.17 and Proposition 3.23] and [I4, Corollary 4.8], respectively), the
operators L. and Lq generate strongly continuous semigoups T (t) and Tq(t) (contractive
and analytic, respectively).

Proposition 2.2. The operators L, Lq and the semigroups T<(t) and Tq(t) act component
by component, i.e., if F € D(L.) (D(Lg), respectively), and it is such that F =Y 2, fie;
for some basis {e, |n € N} of H, then f; € D(L.) (D(Lgq), respectively) and

o0 o0

L.F = Z(Lsfi)ei; LoF = Z(Lﬂfi)ei-

i=1 i=1

Moreover for everyt > 0, if F € L?(X,v.; H) (L?(Q,v; H), respectively), and it is such that
F =37 fie; for some basis {e, |n € N} of H and f; € L*(X,v.) (L*(Q,v), respectively)
then

T.()F = (Te(t) fi)es, <Tg(t)F = (Ta(t)fi)ei, Tespectfiuely).

i=1 i=1
The above identities hold v.-a.e. in X (vq-a.e. in Q, respectively).
Proof. We only show the results for L. and T.(t). Let F = > 7, fie; € D(L.) and let
G = ge; for some j € N and g € DV?(X, v.); then

/ (Dig, Dit f;) ydv- = / (DiG, Dy F) e, dv.
X X
= —/ (G,L.F)ydv, = —/ g(LeF) dve.
X X

This shows that f; € D(L.) (see (I2)) and L. f; = (L.F);. Now observe that
Dy(T-()F); = (LeTe(t)F); = Le(T<(t) F);, (T<(0)F); = fj-

Thus, by the uniqueness of the solution of the Cauchy problem associated with D; — L. in
L3(X,v.), it follows that (T.(t)F); = T-(t)f; for any t > 0. The arbitrariness of j € N
concludes the proof. O

Remark 2.3. According to the definition of T.(t) and Tq(t) it is immediately seen that
for every F € L*(X,ve; H) and G € L*(Q,v; H)

|T.(t)F|* < T.(t)|F)?, t>0, ve-ae. in X (2.1)

and
ITo(t)G|? < Ta(t)|G|, t >0, v-a.e. in . (2.2)

Moreover, taking into account that the semigroups Tq(t) and T.(¢) act component by
component, we can obtain a vector-valued version of Theorem [[.4]

Theorem 2.4. Under Hypotheses[ Bl and Bl the following statements hold true.



(i) For any e > 0 and F € L*(X,v.; H), there exists a sequence (Fy,)n, C L*(X,ve; H)
such that T(t)F, belongs to FC3(X; H) and

nh_)ngo ||F7l - FHL2(X,UE;H) - Oa
Jim. | Te(t)Fn — Te(O)F | pro(x ..y = 0 t>0. (2.3)

If, in addition, F € DY%*(X,v.; H) then Dy F, converges to Dy F in L*(X,v.;Hs),
as n — co.

(ii) For any F € L?(Q,v;H) there exists an infinitesimal sequence (€ )nen such that
T., (t)F weakly converges to Tq(t)F in DV2(Q,v; H), where F is any L*-extension of

F to X.
Proof. (i) Let F =32, f@We; where f@) € L%(X,v.), i € N. For every i € N, by Theorem

[[4Li), there exists (f,gi))keN C L*(X,v.) converging to f®) in L?(X,v.) such that Ts(t)flgi)
belongs to FC3(X) and

lim I7(2) O T D praxas) =0,  te>0. (2.4)

Observe that (23] follows immediately from ([24). Now fix i,n € N and consider k; € N
such that for every k > k; it holds

i i 1
/lek)—f”lzdus <

n2t’

Consider the vector field F,, := >_"" f,gj)ei. We claim that (F),) is the sequence we are
looking for. Indeed F), belongs to L?(X,v.; H) for any n € N. Let ng € N be such that
S5 it Hf(i)”Qm(X,uE) < 1/2 and let n > ng such that 1/n < n/2. We have

n
— <.
+2_77

- i i - i !
||Fn—F||2LZ(X,u5;H) SZ/XV/;) _f()|2dV5+ Z Hf()”QL?(X;Vs) < ﬁ
i=1

1=n+1

In a similar way we can prove the other statements.
(ii) is an immediate consequence of Proposition and Theorem [[Aii). O

Before going on, recall that usually in the characterisation of functions of bounded
variation in terms of the short-time behaviour of suitable semigroups a crucial tool is
an appropriate commutation formula between the semigroup and the gradient operator.
For instance, for the Wiener space and the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup the equality
DyS(t)f = e 'S(t)Dy f holds true for any ¢t > 0. Let us prove a (quasi) commutation
formula between T (t) and Dy, under the following additional assumption.

Hypotheses 4. The map (do)~2||D%d3 |5, belongs to L*(X,v).

Remark 2.5. [t is not difficult to show that every open ball and every open ellipsoid of X
as well as every open hyperplane of X satisfy Hypothesis[f We show that Hypothesis[]) is
satisfied when § is the unit ball Bx centered at zero. The other examples can be discussed in
a similar fashion. Observe that, by Proposition[L3 ||D%d3|sc, <2 and | D%d3(z)|l5c, =0
if v € Bx. Moreover there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

dp, () > Cinf{|h|x |h € HN (Bx — )} > Cinf{|h|x | h € (Bx — )}

10



= Cinf{|z — h|x | h € Bx} = Cdist(z, Bx) = C||z|x — 1],
where dist(z, Bx) is the distance of © from Bx. So

1

xwBx (J2lx = 1)1

SK/XmeU(z)dy(x) gK(/Xe*P'Udv)p (/dev(x))
U\ 1 C
SK(/XG pUdW) (/Rn md%(f)> ;

where K is a positive constant and vy, denotes the n-dimensional Gaussian measure, image
of v under the projection on span{vy,...,v,}. To conclude, observe that there exists n € N
such that the right-hand side of (21 is finite.

| st 1Du v < K dv(a) (25)

[

=

Proposition 2.6. Under Hypotheses [, B, Bl and @, the formula
DyTo(t)f - (e7'9 Ta(t) D f)

= / te“*t)Q;fTQ(t — $)(DZUDyTo(s)f)ds. (2.6)
0

holds true v-a.e. in Q, for any f € Lip.(Q) and t > 0.

Proof. In order to prove (2.6) we show that
/ (DuTo(t)f,G)ydv = / (e719<' T () Dy f, G ydv
Q Q

_ /gl /t <e(87t)Q;} (TQ (t — S) (D%IUDHTQ(S)JC)), G>Hdsdy7 (2'7)
0

for any f € Lip.(R2), G € Cp(Q; H) and ¢ > 0. By performing slight changes in [12, Appendix
A] we get

t
DyuT.(t)g — (e~*9= T.(t) Dy g) = — / eI T(t — ) (D ®.DyTe(s)g)ds  (2.8)
0

ve-a.e. in X for any g € Lip,(X) and ¢ > 0, where T,(¢) is the semigroup introduced in
Subsection [[TI Now, let f € Lip.(Q2) and f be the trivial extension to zero of f in the
whole space X. Clearly, f belongs to Lip,(X) and (Z8) holds true with g replaced by f
Consequently, multiplying (28] by the function G and integrating on € with respect to v
yield

/ (DuTo(t)], G v = / (O (To(t) Dyt ), G el
Q Q

- /n /0 (€¢I (T (t — 5)(DH®-DyT-(s)f)), G) rdsdv

= / (e7 9~ T () Dy f,G) pdv
Q

11



_ /Ot /Q (=D (T (t — s)(D%®.DyTe(s)f)), G) gdvds (2.9)

where in the last line we used the Fubini-Tonelli theorem.
We split the proof of (7)) in two steps.
Step 1. We argue by approximation on the last terms in (Z9) and (Z7).
For every e,s > 0 we fix a Borel measurable version of DyTq(s)f and DyTe(s)f in
L?(Q,v; H) and L*(X,ve; H), respectively. Consider the function

, DuTa(s)f(z), =€
Te(s,z) = { DyTe(s)f(z), =€ X~ Q.

Observe that the map = — T'.(s,x) is an extension of DyTq(s)f to the whole X. Thus,
by Theorem 24 there is a sequence ¢, | 0 such that for every n > 0 the function T, (t —
s)(D%UT,,(s,-)) weakly converges to To(t — s)(D4UDgTo(s)f) in DV2(Q,v; H). Observe
that the set

{T., (t —s)(D3UT,(s,-)) |n € Nand s,n > 0} (2.10)

is bounded in L?(,v; H). Indeed by the contractivity of T, (¢) in the space L?(X, v, ; H),
the fact that U = ®. on Q and estimate (L0) we have

ITe, (¢ = $)(DRUT (s IILzQ,,m 1T, (¢ = )DHUTy (s Dl 2,y

< | T ( t—s)(D2UP M ezcere,
<A i < Al Mo

< [DuUlgvip (||DHT77(S)fHL2(X,V5n;H) + HDHTQ(S)fHLz(Q,V;H))

. _
< [DpUla-Lipe” M S(”Tn(s)|DHf|H||L2(X,u€n) + HTQ(S)|DHf|H||L2(Q,y))
< 2[DaU] f-Lip V(X)) 2 | Dt fl| o (0, 0)

where in the last line we used the contractivity of T),(¢) and T (t) in L> and the fact that
Ve, (X) < v(X) for any n € N. So there exists M > 0 large enough so that the family in
([210Q) is contained in B(0, M), the ball of L?(Q, v; H) with center 0 and radius M.

Recall that every bounded subset of L?(), v; H) is weakly metrisable (see [I5, Proposition
3.106]) and let p : B(0, M) x B(0, M) — R be a metric such that the topology generated by
p and the weak topology in B(0, M) coincide. Now we use a diagonal argument to pass to
the limit in (239]). Let ny € N such that for every n > ny it holds

p(T., (t — s)(DRUT(s, ")), Ta(t — s)(DEUDuTa(s)f)) < 1.

where T'j(s,x) = I'j-1(s,z) for any s > 0 and x € X. Now assume that ni,...,ny are
already constructed and consider nyy1 > ny be such that for every n > ngi1

p(Te, (t — 5)(DHEUT,, (s,-), Ta(t — s)(DEUDETo(s) f)) < 2%

Consider now the sequence (Te, (t — s)(D3UT,, (s,-)))ken and observe that it weakly
converges to To(t — s)(D4UDyTao(s)f) in L*(Q,v; H) as k — oo.

12



Step 2. To complete the proof, we replace ¢ in (Z9) by a sequence &,, J. 0 such that step
1 and Theorems [[4] 2.4 apply. Let us show that we can take the limit as m — oco. Indeed,
from Theorem [[4] it follows that for any f € L?(Q,v), T:, (t)f weakly converges (up to a
subsequence) to Tq(t)f in D*2(£,v) as m — oo, hence writing T}, Ty, @, Ty in place of
T, ,T. ,P. .. we obtain

lim [ (DuTo()F,G)udv = /Q (DuTo(t)f,G)udv

and by the analogous vector-valued result (see Theorem 24 (Z1]) and again ([4]))

lim [ (e7*9~ T, (t)Du f, G)de:/<e_tQ;°lTQ(t)DHfa G)pgdv.

To conclude we have to prove that the last term in the right hand side of (29 converges to
the last term in the right hand side of [27]).

/Q<Tm(t - s)(D;{I@mDHTm(s)f)dy—/QTQ(t —8)(D3UDgTq(s)f),G)udv

< | [ (Tt = ) Dh® D To(5)F) = Tt = 5) (D5 BT (5.)),
+ /Q<Tm(t —8)(D%4®,,T(s,°)) — Toult — 8)(DLUT (s, ), G) grdv
+ /Q<Tm(t — 8)(D%UT,,(s,-)) — Ta(t — s)(D4EUDyTo(s)f), G) gdv

=:I1(m) + Ia(m) + I3(m)

Let us estimate I;. Using that ®,, = U on Q for every m € N, formula (1)) and the
invariance property of T, with respect to vy, := v, we have

Ii(m) < /Q ‘Tm(t — ) (D4 B DT (8)]) — T (t — 8)(D2®,, T (s, -))‘H|G|Hdu

M

< (v(X))? ||G||Oo(/Q ‘Tm(t = 8)(D3 @ DTon(s)f = D@l (s, ))‘2@)

< ||G||oo(/ Tt — 5)
Q

~ 2 2
<( ||G||Oo(/XTm 2 ® DT, ()f—forbmrm(s,-)‘Hdum>

~ 2 2
)| D%®,, Dy, ()f—D%@mFm(s,-)’dem>

~ )Gl [ [(Dh®,DuT, <)f)—(D%cbmrm(s,-))\;dumy
< w61 ( [ 1D3U1R

s[DHU1H-Lip<u<X>>%|G||OO< [ |PuTn(s)7 = Dutatoys ][ av) " .11

1
2

DyTw(s)f — DuTa(s )f‘;dV)
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The right hand side of ([ZII) converges to zero as m — oo: indeed, DTy, (s)f converges
pointwise v-almost everywhere in Q to Dy Tq(s)f. Furthermore, by Proposition [[Lhl we have
that v-a.e. in Q

|DuT,, (5)F = DuTo(s) I < 2 (DT, (5) [l + |DuTols) fI3)
L :
< 26720 (T (9D f Iy + Ta()|Du f1) < 21D e )

So by the dominated convergence theorem we get that I;(m) vanishes as m — oco. Now,
using similar arguments we can estimate Iz(m) as follows

[N

() < GOV Gl ([ [(DhuT (s, = (DHUT 5.y
< UGl ([ IDR2. = DRVIB I (s, o)
< UGl (| ID3®0 — DHUIGIDATn () xn

+ (DHTsz(S)f)stﬁdem) ’

< o) 1G ([ 1D5%, = DU B, (Do) 7T

=

2

+[DiTa(s)f i xe) dvin
< o) 1G5, = DU e, (1)1 D Tl

+ (To(s)| Du f i) xa) dvm )

1 2
< 20X 1S |Gl (| DR~ DUy

1 1 _U— g2 3
= 20X AP g |Gl | I DR ban) T (22

Now observe that the right hand side of ([2I2) vanishes as m — oo. Indeed the function

— —71 2 . . . . . .
== [1D%d3 |15, U=z jdentically vanishes in Q and converges pointwise to 0 v-almost

everywhere in X \  as m — oo. Furthermore let observe that the function (0,00) >

2 1 . . . :
e — R(e) == =|D%d}| e 2e% attains its maximum in ¢ = d3/4 where it equals to

4d54 | D%, d3, |?,{2 Thus, using Hypothesis@land applying the dominated convergence theorem
we infer that also I2(m) converges to zero as m goes to infinity.

Finally I3(m) converges to zero as m goes to infinity thanks to step 1 and this concludes
the proof. O

Corollary 2.7. Assume Hypotheses[, 2, Bl and @ hold true. For anyt >0 and p > 1 there
exist two operators S1(t) : LP(Q,v; H) — LY(Q,v; H) and So(t) : LP(Q,v) — LY(Q,v; H)
such that for every continuous and H -differentiable function ¢ : Q@ — R with H-Lipschitz
gradient

DHTQ(t)gD = Sl(t)DHga + S2(t)90-

14



Moreover, the adjoint operator (Si(t))* maps Lip.(Q; H) into L™ (Q,v;H) and
IST()F| ., < Ci(t)||F| for any F € Lip. (2 H) with Ci(t) — 1 as t — 0 and the
norm Ca(t) := [[S2(t)l g (pp, 1) = 0 as t — 0.

Proof. Setting S1(t) := e~ '@~ Tq(t), [6, Proposition 1.10] yields that St (t) = T (t)e 19~
maps Lip.(Q; H) into L>=(Q,v; H) and

* —tQ! *
IST()Fllo = [I(e™" 9> Ta ()" Fll
—1 —1
= |Ta(t)e "9 Flloo < e ¢ (m) | Fll - (2.13)
Moreover, setting Sa(t) := — fot e0QL T (t — 5)(D4U Dy Tq))ds, by the contractivity of

Tq(t) in LY(Q,v; H), ([d), Hypothesis [ the contractivity of e '@~ in H, estimate (Z2)
and the invariance property of T (t), we get

t
18206l < [ [ |09 Talt - 9 (DRUDHTa(s))| dvds
0 Q

t
< / et
0

t
S / / ’TQ (t - S)(D%IUDHTQ(S)QD)‘HCZVCZS
0 JQ

/ |Ta(t — s)(D3;UDpTa(s)e)]| , dvds
L(H) Jo

t t
g/ / |D§,UDHTQ(3)<p|Hdudsg/ / | D} U 3¢, | DuTao(s)elydvds
0 JQ 0 JQ

4
7

t 7 1
< / (/ ||D%U|§{2du) (/ |DHTQ(S)<p|%d1/> " ds
0o \Ja Q

< Ky ||D?{U||LP,(X7U;%2)/ o2 </Q ng(s)|<p|pdu) ds

S
0
1o, toy
< K IDHU o (x s €l r0n) / s
1
= 2Ky \/EHD%{U”LP/(X,U;U{Q)HSDHLP(Q,V) (2.14)

for any ¢ > 0. By the assumption on U we deduce that the operator Sa(¢) is bounded from
LP(Q,v) into LY'(Q,v; H) for any t > 0. Finally, estimates ZI3) and @ZI4) allow us to
complete the proof. O

Now, we are able to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.8. Assume Hypotheses 0, B, Bl and @ hold true and let uw € L*(Q,v). The
following statement are true:

(i) if liminf, o+ |DaTa(t)ullLr .00y s finite, then u € BV (Q,v);
(i) if u € BV(Q,v), then limsupy v | DTo(t)ul o s < |Doul(9).

Hence, uw € BV (Q,v) iff lim+ I DaTa(t)ullLr(.u;m) < 0o. In this case
t—0

|DVU|(Q) = lim ”DHTQ(t)uHLl(Qy,H) (215)
t—0+t
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Proof. () follows from the strong continuity of Tq(¢) in L(£2, v), see Proposition [L5i), and
the lower semicontinuity of the norm (1), which imply

Dyul(©) < limin / \DuTo(t)ul ndv.
Q

t—0+
To prove ({) we write the L'-norm of the gradient of Tq(t)u by duality, as

F € Lip,(: H),
IDaTa(t)ullLr@,u;m) —Sup{/<DHTg(t)u,F>Hdu; T 126(1 ) }
Q oo X

Taking into account that, for any F' € Lip,(Q; H) we get

/Q (D To(t)u, Fudy = /Q w(DuTo(t)* Fdv < / u(S1(0)D + 2(1)) Fabw

Q
= /QU(DESl(t)*F + 52()" F)dv < [Dyul(Q)[S1(8)" Flloo + l[ull L2, [152(8)" Fll 22 (2,0
< (IDyul()C1(E) + C2(8)) [ F'lloo

we deduce that

||DHTQ(t)u||L1(Q)V;H) S Cl (t)|D,,u|(Q) + Oz(t) (216)

for any ¢ > 0 where C; (i = 1,2) are the positive functions in Corollary 271 Thus, taking
the limsup as ¢t — 0 in (ZI6) we get

limsup | [DuTa(t)ulpdv < |D,ul(Q).
Q

t—0+

and the proof is complete. O

It follows from Theorem[2.8that functions in BV (€2, v) may be approximated in variation
by smooth functions. This result was already known in infinite dimension when Q = X
and Tq(t) is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup and in a convex set, see [2I], where the
approximation is based on finite dimensional reductions of the semigroup generated by the
Neumann Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator in 2.

Proposition 2.9. Under Hypotheses[ Bl Bl and @, for any f € BV (Q,v) there exists a
sequence (fn)nen € DV2(Q,v) such that

(i) Tim |fn— fllz2os) =0 and (i) lim / Dt fulrdv = | D, £1(9), (2.17)

If C C Qs closed and |D, f|(OC) = 0 then |D, f|(C) = lim / | D fo|mrdv.
n—roo C

Proof. Consider the semigroup Tq(t) generated in L?(2,v) by the operator Lg defined in
@CI). It is known that for any f € L?(Q,v) the function Tq(t)f belongs to DV2(,v)
for any ¢ > 0 and by the strong continuity of Tq(t), Ta(t)f converges to f in L?(Q,v) as
t — 0%. Moreover, Theorem 2.8 implies that || DgTa(t)f| 11(q,mm) converges to |D, f[(€2)
as t — 0%. Thus (2I7) is proved. To complete the proof let us observe that, by the lower
semicontinuity of the total variation, for any open set A C )

|D, f(A) < liminf/ | Dy fr|ady (2.18)
n—oo A
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(see [21, Corollary 2.5]). Analogously we deduce that

D, £1(C) > limsup/c Dt fol el (2.19)

n—r00

for any closed subset C' C Q. Indeed, by [2I]) we obtain
IDAAI@) = DoY) = 1DfI(0\ ) < limi || Difulmds
= lim inf (/ |Dan|HdV—/ |Dan|HdV)
= lim / |Dan|HdV—1imsup/ | Dy fr|ady
n—oo | n—00 c

whence, using [2I7)(ii), estimate (ZI9) follows. Now, using estimates (2ZI8), 2I9) and
the fact that | D, f|(0C) = 0 we obtain

ID.A(€) = DLAI(C) < timint [ [Difolmd
n o0 C

<timsup [ [Difyldv < |D,S1(C), (2.20)
n— o0 C
where €' denotes the interior of C. Estimate (Z20) yields the claim. O

We conclude this section showing that estimate (L3 and the previous approximation
result allow to improve estimate ([2.16) obtaining ([221]).

Theorem 2.10. Under Hypotheses[l 2, Bl and @, if f € BV (Q,v) then
IDuTo(t)fludy < e D, f|(9), t>0, (2.21)
Q

A1 being the mazimum eigenvalue of the covariance operator Qo, see (L2). Moreover, for
any open set A C Q with A C Q,

t—0t

i [ |DuTot)flndy = D,7|(4)
A
Proof. Let f € BV(Q,v) and let (f,)nen € DV2(£2,v) be the sequence given by Proposition

By the contractivity of Tq(t) we deduce that T (t) f, converges to To(t)f in L?(Q,v)
as n — oo. This fact, together with the lower semicontinuity of the total variation, (LX)

and (L3)) yield
[ 1PaTa(0) v < timint [ 1DuTo),lna
Se_’\fltliminf/ Tﬂ(t)|Dan|HdV§€_)\;1t lim / D folmdv
n—oo o n—eo Jqo
= D, £](9)

whence (221]) is proved. The last assertion follows immediately from Proposition 229] taking
into account that Tq(t)f satisfies (Z17). O
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3 Sets of finite perimeter in ()

This section is devoted to provide some sufficient and necessary conditions in order that
a Borel set E C X have finite perimeter in . We consider also the case of BV (,v)
functions and 2 = X. There are three semigroups involved: beside T(t), we consider the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup S(t) generated in L?(X,~) by the realisation of the operator

Love = Tr(D%) — Z/\ (x,e)Dsp @ € FCE(X)

and the semigroup T'(t) generated in L?(X,v) by the realisation of the operator
Lo = Love — (DuU, D)y, ¢ € FCF(X). (3.1)
Recall that S(t) admits a pointwise representation by means of the Mehler formula (TT).

Theorem 3.1. Assume Hypotheses [, B, Bl and [@ hold true and let E C X be a Borel set
such that P,(E,Q) < co. Then

lim sup — HTQ( IXE — XE|l L (0,0 < 00. (3.2)
t—0+ \/_
More precisely
[Ta(t)u — ull L) < 2V Kat[Dyul() (3.3)

for any w € BV(Q,v) and t > 0 where Ky is the constant in (IA]).

Proof. Clearly, once estimate [33)) is proved, (82) follows at once choosing u = x . Thus,
let us prove (B3). To this aim, we consider g € L*(€Q,v) and assume first that v €
DY2(Q,v). By the self-adjointness of the operators LoTq(s) in L?(£, ) we have

/ g(Ta(t)u — u) du—/ / —TQ udsdl/—/ / (LaTa(s)u)dvds
:/ /(LQTg(s)g)udyds: —/ (DuTa(s)g, Dyu)gdvrds.
Q Q

The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (L) yield
/Qg(TQ(t)u—u)du < /Ot/Q |DrTa(s)glm|Drul|pdvds
-/ t [ (D Ta(s)ali) Dl v
< \/E/Ot 572 /Q(Tg(s)|g|2)%|DHu|Hduds.
From the contractivity of To(t) in L>(Q, v), for any ¢t > 0 we deduce
/Qg(Tn(t)u —uw)dv < /Ks|g]l o (e /Ot 577 /Q |Dpru|gdvds
= 2\/K—2t|\g||Lm(Q)V) /Q |Dru|gdv. (3.4)
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For u € BV (Q,v), from Proposition 2.9 we get a sequence u,, € D*?({,v) converging to u
in L*(Q, v) with lim, o0 [o, |Dtn|gdv = |Dyu|(2). Thus, putting u, in place of u in (Z4)
and letting n — oo we get

Kgab@u—wws2¢Kmmmxmwmﬂmm, g€ L™Qv).

Finally, taking the supremum on the g € L>®(£,v) with ||g|lcc < 1 we obtain

/Q |Ta(t)u — u|dv < 2/ Kat|Dyu| ()

whence (B3] follows. O

Remark 3.2. Note that condition ([B2)) is equivalent to

1
lim sup — (Ta(t)xe)dr < co.
-0+ Vit JEena

Indeed, |TQ (t)XE — XE'| = (XE — TQ (UXE)XE + (TQ (t)XE' — XE)XEC' The invariance of TQ (t)
with respect to v in § yields

/(XE —Ta(t)xe)xedv = /(Tsz(t)XE —xeTa(t)xe)dv = / xe<Ta(t)xedv.
Q Q Q

Consequently,

\To(t)xm — yaldv = 2/ To(t)xpdv
Q QNEc°

Now, we prove a quasi converse of Theorem B.Il We start with a preliminary result for
bounded functions.

Proposition 3.3. Under Hypotheses[l, 2], Bl and @, let u € L>=(X,v) be such that

i —t =2ty —u(x viz) = 00
htlgégf%/g/xm(e 2+ /1= e ) — u(@)|dy(y)dv(z) = C < 0o (3.5)

Then u € BV (Q,v) and |D,u|(Q) < C||QA| ¢ x)v/7/2.

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.
Step 1. Here we prove that for any v € C}(X), it holds that

i 1 —t —2ly) —o(x v(x
lim %/Q/Xh)(e z+ /1 — e ?y) —v(z)|dy(y)dv(x)

t—0+
2

= N |Dv(z)|dv(x). (3.6)

To this aim, we observe that

zmw:AAww%+1—r%wwmw@ww
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t
/ iv(e*’”a: + V1 —e2ry)dr|dvy(y)dv(x)
o dr

o
_ /Q /X | /O (Doe "z + 1—e—2ry),—€Tw+\/%y>dr‘d7(y)d’/($)

. / / ‘<Dv(e#x +V1—e2y), =1 —e 2z + efry>‘d7(y)dl/(x).
oJx

Now, for r fixed we perform the “Gaussian rotation”

(x,y) = R.(x,y) := (e "z + \/1 — e 2ry, —\/1 —e e +e y) = (u,w)

to get, thanks to the invariance of v under R,

g/ot%/x/xuz)v(u) w

cxale U — /1 — e~2rw)e” Ve U VI=ETEW) gy () dry (w)

= /X /X Fults w, w)dy(w)dy ().

t—>0+ \/_/ / folt, u, w)dy(w)dy(u C/ | Dov|dv

Indeed, by the convexity of U there exist z € X and a € R such that U(z) > (z,2) + a,
hence

We claim that

1 1 b

— folt,u,w) < —|Do(u)||w|e! =W H{zw)+al —=dr

\/Ef( )_\/zl (u)][w] Vor:

= V2| Du(u)|[w]el =W HEwIFel ¢ L X x X,y @7), te(0,1)

and, using De L’Hopital’s rule, for almost every (u,w) € Q x X

A, Lﬁw} = V2xa(u)(Do(u), wye™ ™.

So by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain

hmsup\/_// (e z 4+ /1 — e~2ty) — v(x)|dy(y)dv(z)

t—0+t
7
< 2 [ |Do(w)ldv(u) (3.7)
VT Ja
where we used that [y [(Dv(u), w)|dy(w) = \/2/m|Dv(u)|. Indeed, using the factorisation

v = v ®~+, where v, is the 1- d1mens1onal standard Gauss1an measure on F = spanDuv(u),
we get

/ |(Do(u), w) |y (w) = 2 / (Do(u), w)dy(w)
{w:(Dv(u),w)>0}
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= 2|Dv(u)|/L/ tdy, (t)dy(w') = \/2/ 7| Dv(u)|.
E+ Jo
To conclude, consider the family of linear functionals L; : Cp(X x X) = R, ¢t € (0,1)
1 _
Lip == [ [ elen)ote s+ VI= ey~ vla))dr()iv(o)
Vit JaJx

By B.1) we get limsup, o+ ||L¢|| < 2(y/7) || Dvl|L1(0,,) and arguing as above

Jim Lip = V2 [ [ pla.n)(Duta).idr(u)avia) = Lo

So L; weakly* converges to Ly as t — 01 and, by lower semicontinuity of the norm we get

B.6):
ILoll = = [ 1Dota)ldv(e) < timint [ L] < timsup | 2e] < —= [ Do)l
=—— v(z)|dv(x imin im su — v(z)|dv(x
RV = 5o 1R = RSP = T o
Step 2. For u € L>=(X,v), let (u;)jen C CL(X) be such that u; — u in L*(X,v), almost
everywhere in X and satisfying (B8] (thanks to the dominated convergence theorem). Using

B3), (C3) and [TH) we have

K,
0T T v Jo P \FHQ”QHLX) ”

Q1/2||L(X | Du|dv

1QY2Du — / |Qoc Duj| prdv
\FIIQWIIL(x / ﬁHQWHL x)
2
———— [ |Duyjlpdv = ———— / (Ta(0)| Dy r)dv
ﬁIIQoé lecx) /o VAl QY| x) /o
2 xl/

> — ¢ |DHTQ(O')’U,'|HdV (38)

VIR e x) o ’

for any o € (0,1). Now, since the left hand side of (B8] is uniformly bounded from above
by the consatnt C, the L'-norm of DT (0)u; is bounded as well by the same constant for
every j € Nand o € (0,1), i.e.,

|DTq(o )u3|dV<O\/_|‘Q1/2HL (X)» jeNo>0.
Q

Thus, recalling that DyTq(0)u; converges to DyTo(o)u in L' (Q,v) as j — oo (see ([A)),
letting first j — oo and then ¢ — 07 and using formula (ZI5H) we get that |D,u|(£)

<
O|\Q<1></>2|\L(X)ﬁ/2- O

The following result is a quasi converse of Theorem Bl In fact, we give a sufficient
condition to have P,(FE, ) < oo in terms of the short-time behaviour of T'(t), where T'(t)
is the semigroup generated by the operator L defined in @) in L?(X,v).

and not of T (t).
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Theorem 3.4. Under Hypotheses[Il 2, Bl and M, if E € B(X) and
1
C :=liminf —||T(¢ - 3.9
im in \/EII O)xe = xellL @) <0, (3.9)

then P,(E,Q) < C| QY% cox)v/7/2-

Proof. Choosing u = yg in (33 and observing that

@) = [ [ 1f@lwie)

for any f with constant sign, from Proposition 3.3] we deduce that if

/f:vydv()

e 1
L:= htm(l)nf —1St)xE — xEllL1 (@) <00 (3.10)

—0t \/E
then P,(E,Q) < L||Q¥2|\L(X)ﬁ/2. Here S(t) is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup in

(TI). To conclude we prove that condition (BI0) is equivalent to (39). From the variation-
of-constants formula we deduce

(T()g)(x) = (S(t)g)(x) —/0 (S(t = o)(DrU, DT (0)g) ) (x)do, (3.11)
for every g € FCy(X), v-a.e. € X and any ¢t > 0. To prove (BII) it suffices that the

map o — S(t — o)(DyU, DyT(0)g)m belongs to L'((0,t)) for any ¢ > 0. To this aim, let
us observe that

/ / S(t—o’)<DHU,DHT(U)g>HdO'dV<OO
X JO

for any g € FC,(X). Indeed, the Holder inequality and the contractivity of S(t) in L*(X,~)
allow us to write

/X /0 t S(t — o) (DyU, DgT(0)g)gdody
_/Ot/XS(t_axDHU, DyT(0)g)pdvdo
< [ 15t~ 0)DuU. DuT )bl xndo
ez [ 15 ) DU, DAT()g) 1o
< lle” Nl z2(x.) /Ot IKDaU, DaT(0)g) k|| L2(x )do

— t
= KQHeiU||L2(X,v)H9||00HDHU||L2(X,V;H)/0 o~ Y2ds

=2/ Katlle™V || L2(x ) 9 ]loo | DE Ul L2 (x y:10) (3.12)

where in the last line we used estimate () which holds true even in the case 2 = X and
Tq(t) replaced by T'(t). Hence, formula (I1]) follows.
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Now, integrating (B.I1]) in  with respect to v yields

1S(t)xe = xellLv e —HE) < [TE)xe = xellL @y
<|NSt)xe — xellLr @) + H() (3.13)

for any t > 0 with
¢
H(t) := ’/ / S(t —s){(DuU, DyT(s)xE)udsdy|, t>0.
xJo

Using estimate [B12) with g = xg we infer that limsup, ,q+ % < oo. This last estimate,
together with ([BI3]), prove that B.I0) is equivalent to (39) and the proof is complete. O
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