arXiv:2405.08605v1 [math.AP] 14 May 2024

On gradient estimates of the heat semigroups on step-two Carnot groups

Sheng-Chen Mao, Ye Zhang

Abstract. In this work, we give a sufficient condition for a step-two Carnot group to satisfy the quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition. As an application, we establish the gradient estimate for the heat semigroup on the free step-two Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2}. Moreover, high order gradient estimates and the Riemannian counterparts are also deduced under an extra condition.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 58J35; 22E30; 35R03 Key words and phrases: Free step-two Carnot group with three generators;

Gradient estimate; Measure contraction property; Quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition; Step-two Carnot group

1 Introduction

In the groundbreaking works of Sturm [63,64] and Lott–Villani [45], using optimal transport, the notion of curvature-dimension condition is generalized to non-smooth metric measure spaces. Furthermore, it is stable under measured Gromov–Hausdorff convergence and implies almost all the geometric and functional analytic estimates from Riemannian geometry, even in the non-smooth setting.

However, this condition fails to hold on sub-Riemannian manifolds. The first counterexample is given by Juillet [32] on the Heisenberg group, one of the simplest examples of sub- Riemannian manifolds. Furthermore, it is shown recently in [33] that sub-Riemannian manifolds cannot admit any curvature-dimension condition. See also [48, 60].

Consequently, several weak notions of the curvature-dimension condition are introduced to this sub-Riemannian setting, including quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition [5, 23, 30, 35, 67, 68], measure contraction property [4, 10, 32, 52, 57, 59], sub-Riemannian interpolation inequalities [6, 7, 9, 11], other generalized curvature-dimension condition [12, 25, 26, 50, 56].

In this paper we focus on quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition in the setting of step-two Carnot groups.

1.1 Quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition

Let G be a step-two Carnot group. We use ∇ and Δ to denote the horizontal gradient and (canonical) sub-Laplacian respectively (see Section 2 for the precise definitions). The quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition is the following inequality for the heat semigroup (e^{hΔ})_{h>0}: | ∇e^{hΔ}f | (g) ≤ C e^{hΔ}(|∇f|)(g), ∀ g ∈ G , h > 0, f ∈ C^∞_c (G ) (1.1) for some constant C > 1.

We remark that the constant C cannot be equal to or smaller than 1 since otherwise it would imply the curvature-dimension condition CD(0, ∞). Due to this fact, it is called quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition in [3, Definition 2.15].

By Hölder’s inequality, (1.1) implies the following weak version: |∇e^{hΔ}f|^p(g) ≤ C_p e^{hΔ}(|∇f|^p)(g), ∀ g ∈ G , h > 0, f ∈ C^∞_c (G ) (1.2) for p > 1.

The weak inequality (1.2) is established in [21] for the first Heisenberg group H^1 by using the Malliavin Calculus, and later in [27, 49] for general Carnot groups.

For the strong inequality (1.1), it is first established in the paper [35]. Then more proofs are given in [5]. Generalizations to the H-type groups and nonisotropic Heisenberg groups can be found in [23, 30, 67]. It can also be obtained via the method of U-bounds in [29, 31].

However, all the proofs in the above papers depend heavily on the precise upper and lower bound estimates of the heat kernel and upper bound of the gradient of the heat kernel, which are usually derived from the uniform heat kernel asymptotics thanks to the explicit formula of the heat kernel given by oscillatory integral (see for example [22, 36, 37, 41]), as well as on the computation of the Jacobian determinant of the sub-Riemannian exponential map. Despite some attempts such as the one in [42], owing to the complexity of the geometry of the underlying group, it seems still challenging to deduce the precise upper and lower bound estimates of the heat kernel in general groups. Furthermore, recently the uniform heat kernel asymptotic, as well as the precise upper and lower bound estimates for the heat kernel, is established on free steptwo Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2} in [39], but it appears that the expression of the bound is too complicated to apply. As for the computation of the sub-Riemannian exponential map, it is complicated even on the free step-two Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2} and should be more difficult in general groups since the key information such as the cut times, cut loci are still unknown.

Recently some stability properties of (1.1) under tensorization and projection are studied in [13, 68] to explore more groups supporting (1.1).

In the present paper, we provide a sufficient condition for (1.1) on a general step-two Carnot group to overcome these problems, whose handiness is illustrated by several concrete examples in Section 5. In other words, by abstracting the main ingredient of the proof given in [30,35], we find that the key difficulty is an inequality which is closely related to the measure contraction property w.r.t. a special measure. In this way, one can avoid using the precise heat kernel bounds and computing the Jacobian determinant if such inequality is verified. Although in our examples we still have to fall back on the precise heat kernel bounds, one can actually get rid of the computation of the Jacobian determinant of the sub-Riemannian exponential map via the small time asymptotics of the heat kernel (see Subsection 5.4) and we believe that this argument will shed new light on the proof of this inequality. See the examples in Section 5 for more details.

All the pertinent assumptions are listed in the following subsection.

1.2 Assumptions and measure contraction property

In the rest of this paper we use (p_h)_{h>0} to denote the convolution kernel of the heat semigroup (e^{hΔ})_{h>0}, d the Carnot–Carathéodory distance (sub-Riemannian distance), o the identity element, and vol the Haar measure of G . Furthermore, for g ∈ G , E ⊂ G and s ∈ [0, 1], we define the set of s-intermediate points as Z_s(g, E) := {g^′ ∈ G ; ∃ g^{′′} ∈ E s.t. d(g, g^′) = s d(g, g^{′′}), d(g^{′′}, g^′) = (1 − s) d(g, g^{′′})} . (1.3) Let d(g) := d(g, o), p := p_1, dμ := e^{d2}4 p dvol and

B := {E ⊂ G ; E is measurable, bounded and 0 < vol(E) < ∞}.

Now we introduce the assumption imposed on the group G :

Assumption 1.1. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. There exist constants N > 0 and C > 0 such that μ(Z_s(o, E)) ≥ C^{−1}s^N μ(E), ∀ s ∈ [0, 1], E ∈ B. (1.4)

We remark that (1.4) can be weakened to hold only on [^1_2 , 1] as shown in Subsubsection 3.2.3, and it indeed can be verified for concrete examples cited in Section 5. Moreover, the inequality (1.4) is actually an assumption of measure contraction property type.

Recall that the measure contraction property is introduced in [64] or [53]. In the setting of step-two Carnot groups, the measure contraction property MCP(0, N) can be written as vol(Z_s(g, E)) ≥ s^N vol(E), ∀ g ∈ G , s ∈ [0, 1], E ∈ B. (1.5) Here we have restricted the set E to being bounded in (1.5), which is equivalent to the case without that restriction as in [64, Definition 2.1] through a limiting argument. From the left invariance, it suffices to consider (1.5) for g = o. As a result, our assumption (1.4) essentially differs from (1.5) up to a constant C^{−1} and a change of measure. However, since μ is not left invariant, if we rewrite assumption (1.4) into the general case, then it should be μ_g(Z_s(g, E)) ≥ C^{−1}s^N μ_g(E), ∀ g ∈ G , s ∈ [0, 1], E ∈ B, where dμ_g := p(g, ·)e^{d(g,·)2}4 dvol with p(g, g^′) := p(g^{−1} · g^′). Thus there is some slight difference comparing to the usual change of measure for measure contraction property. Recall also that in the paper of Juillet [32], the measure contraction property MCP(0, 2n + 3) is established on Heisenberg groups H^n and thus the measure contraction property becomes one of the weak notions of the curvature-dimension condition on sub-Riemannian manifolds. Actually this property holds on general step-two Carnot group.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 1.4 of [4]). Given a step-two Carnot group G , there exists a constant N > 0 such that the measure contraction property MCP(0, N) holds.

By employing the sub-Riemannian exponential map, we can obtain the equivalent statement for such kind of inequality; see Proposition 3.2 below.

For more related results, we refer to [4, 10, 16, 17, 52, 57, 59]. However, in view of the small time result of the heat kernel below (Lemma 5.2), roughly speaking, the measure μ also affects the number N and for this reason, our assumption (1.4) cannot be derived directly from the measure contraction property MCP(0, N). See also the examples in Section 5.

For estimates of higher order derivatives, we need an extra assumption as follows.

Assumption 1.3. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. For every k = 2, 3, . . . there exists a constant C_k > 0 such that |∇^kp(g)| ≤ C_k (1 + d(g))^k p(g), ∀ g ∈ G . (1.6) Here we recall that the inequality (1.6) for k = 1 is known on step-two Carnot groups. To be more precise, it follows from [12, Proposition 2.21] that step-two Carnot group satisfies the generalized curvature-dimension inequality CD(0, ρ, κ, q) in the sense of Baudoin–Garofalo with ρ, κ > 0. Then [56, Theorem 3.1] gives the following gradient estimate of the heat kernel.

Lemma 1.4. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. Then there is a constant C > 0 such that |∇p(g)| ≤ C(1 + d(g)) p(g), ∀ g ∈ G . (1.7) Now we can formulate our main results of this work.

1.3 Main results

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. If Assumption 1.1 holds, then the quasi Bakry–Émery curvature condition (1.1) is valid for some constant C > 1 (not necessarily the same C in Assumption 1.1).

For higher order derivatives, we have:

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. If Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3 hold, then for any k ∈ N^∗ there is a constant C(k) > 0 such that | |∇^ke^{hΔ}f | | (g) ≤ C(k) e^{hΔ}(|∇^kf|)(g), ∀ g ∈ G , h > 0, f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). (1.8) As in [68], the results can also be generalized to the Riemannian gradient ∇_R and full- Laplacian Δ_R (see Section 2 for the precise defintion).

Theorem 1.7. Let G be a step-two Carnot group.

(i) If Assumption 1.1 holds, then there is a constant C > 1 (not necessarily the same C in Assumption 1.1) such that | ∇_Re^{hΔR} f | (g) ≤ C e^{hΔR} (|∇_Rf|)(g), ∀ g ∈ G , h > 0, f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). (ii) If additionally Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any k ∈ N^∗ there is a constant C(k) > 0 such that | |∇^k_Re^{hΔ}R f | | (g) ≤ C(k) e^{hΔ}R (|∇^k_Rf|)(g), ∀ g ∈ G , h > 0, f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). Our main example is the free step-two Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2}, where the uniform heat kernel asymptotic, as well as the precise upper and lower bound estimates of the heat kernel, has been established recently in [39]. We will show in Subsection 5.4 that N_{3,2} satisfies Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3. This solves the open problem in [55].

1.4 Notation

We denote the set of nonnegative integers by N and write N^∗ := N \ {0}. For a ∈ R we use ⌊a⌋ to represent the largest number not exceeding a. Given k ∈ N^∗ and α = (α_1, . . . , α_k) ∈ N^k , we set |α| := ∑_k i=1 α_i. Supposing u ∈ R^3 , we will adopt the following convention

û := {_u |u| , if u ∈ R^3 \{0}, 0, if u = 0.

Given a C^1 map F , we denote its Jacobian determinant by Jac (F ).

Throughout, we will use the symbols C and c to denote implicit positive constants which may change from one line to the next. And if necessary we will specify with a subscript on which parameters the values of C and c depend.

Let w be a non-negative function. By f = O(w) (resp. f ≲ w if f is also real-valued) we mean |f| ≤ Cw (resp. f ≤ Cw), and correspondingly f ≳ w if f ≥ C w. When the implicit constant depends on the parameter α_0, we will write O_{α0} , o_{α0} , ≲_{α0} , ∼_{α0} , etc.

Lastly, in this work all vectors will be regarded as column vectors unless otherwise stated. However, a column vector t in R^q with scalar coordinates t_1, . . . , t_q will be written simply as (t_1, . . . , t_q).

1.5 Structure of the paper

We recall basic properties of step-two Carnot groups and known results in Section 2. In Section 3 we give the proof of Theorem 1.5 while the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 are provided in Section 4. Finally in Section 5 we will furnish concrete examples to which our main theorems can be applied.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Step-two Carnot groups

Recall that a connected and simply connected Lie group G is a step-two Carnot group if its left-invariant Lie algebra g admits a stratification

g = g_1 ⊕ g_2, [g_1, g_1] = g_2, [g_1, g_2] = {0},

where [·, ·] denotes the Lie bracket on g. We identify G and g via the exponential map. As a result, G can be considered as R^q × R^m , q, m ∈ N^∗ = {1, 2, 3, . . .} with the group law (x, t) · (x^′, t^′) = ( x + x^′, t + t^′ + 1 2 ⟨Ux, x^′ ⟩ ) , g := (x, t) ∈ R^q × R^m , where ⟨Ux, x^′ ⟩ := (⟨U^{(1)}x, x^′⟩, . . . , ⟨U^{(m)}x, x^′⟩) ∈ R^m . Here U = {U^{(1)}, . . . , U^{(m)}} is an m-tuple of linearly independent q × q skew-symmetric matrices with real entries and ⟨·, ·⟩ (or · in the sequel when there is no ambiguity) denotes the usual inner product on R^q . The Haar measure vol on G is the Lebesgue measure. One can refer to [15] for more details. Let U^{(j)} = (U^{(j)}_{l,k} )_{1≤l,k≤q} (1 ≤ j ≤ m). The canonical bases of g_1 and g_2 are defined by the left-invariant vector fields on G :

X_l(g) := ∂ ∂x_l + 1 2 m∑ j=1 (^q∑ k=1 U^{(j)}_{l,k} x_k ) ∂ ∂t_j , 1 ≤ l ≤ q, and T_ℓ(g) := ∂ ∂t_ℓ , 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m respectively. The horizontal gradient and canonical sub-Laplacian are defined repectively by

∇ := (X_1, . . . , X_q), Δ := q∑ l=1 X^2_l .

Correspondingly, the Riemannian gradient and full-Laplacian are given by

∇_R := (X_1, . . . , X_q, T_1, . . . , T_m), Δ_R := Δ + Δ_T with Δ_T := m∑ ℓ=1 T^2_ℓ .

Now for k ∈ N^∗ , we write X^I := X_{i1} · · · X_{ik} for I = (i_1, . . . , i_k) ∈ (N^∗ )^k with 1 ≤ i_1, . . . , i_k ≤ q (the letter I will be reserved for such tuples in what follows), and set |I|^′ := k. Then we define

|∇^kf| := ∑ I:|I|^′=k |X^I f|^2 1 2

with the sum taken over all tuples I of length k. Similar notation is also used for |∇^k_Rf|.

Let (e^{hΔ})_{h>0} be the heat semigroup and (p_h)_{h>0} the heat kernel , i.e. the fundamental solution of^∂_{∂h} − Δ. It is well-known that 0 < p_h ∈ C^∞(R^+ × G ), and (see for example [66])

e^{h Δ}f(g) = f ∗ p_h(g) = ∫ G f(g_∗) p_h(g^{−1}_∗ · g) dg_∗.

The dilation on G is defined by

δ_r(g) = δ_r(x, t) := (r x, r^2 t), ∀ r > 0, g = (x, t) ∈ G . (2.1)

A function f on G is called (δ_r-)homogeneous of order a ∈ R if f(δ_r(g)) = r^af(g), ∀ r > 0, g ∈ G . The (δ_r-)homogeneous order of a polynomial function P (x, t) = ∑ α_1,α_2 cα1,α2 x α_1 tα_2 on G is the

integer max{|α_1| + 2|α_2|; c_{α1,α2} ≠ 0}.

It is also well-known that the heat kernel (p_h)_{h>0} admits the following scaling property (cf. for example [24, Chapter 1 G] and references therein):

p_h(g) = 1 h^Q2 p_1 ( δ 1_{√h} (g) ) , (2.2)

where the homogeneous dimension Q := q + 2m. Recall that we have put p := p_1.

2.2 Left-invariant sub-Riemannian structure on G

For more details of the sub-Riemannian structure, we refer the reader to [1,51,58] and references therein for further details.

The group G is endowed with the sub-Riemannian structure, namely a scalar product on g_1, with respect to which {X_l}_{1≤l≤q} are orthonormal (and the norm induced by this scalar product is denoted by ‖ · ‖).

A horizontal curve γ : [0, 1] → G is an absolutely continuous path such that

γ̇(s) = q∑ j=1 u_j(s)X_j (γ(s)) for a.e. s ∈ [0, 1],

and we define its length as follows

ℓ(γ) :=

∫_1 0 ‖γ̇(s)‖ ds = ∫_1 0 q∑ j=1 |u_j(s)|^2 ds.

The Carnot–Carathéodory (or sub-Riemannian) distance between g, g^′ ∈ G is then

d(g, g^′) := inf {ℓ(γ); γ(0) = g, γ(1) = g^′, γ horizontal} .

Now let d(g) = d(x, t) := d(g, o) = d((x, t), (0, 0)) denote the Carnot–Carathéodory (or sub- Riemannian) distance between the identity element o = (0, 0) and g ∈ G . Then we have the following scaling property: d(δ_r(g)) = r d(g), ∀ r > 0, g ∈ G . (2.3) Moreover, the following equivalence of the Carnot–Carathéodory distance with a homogeneous norm (see for example [15, Proposition 5.1.4]) will be useful in the proof: d(x, t)^2 ∼ |x|^2 + |t|, ∀ (x, t) ∈ G , (2.4) We use the notation B(g, r) := {g^′; d(g, g^′) < r} (g ∈ G , r > 0) to denote the open ball centered at g with radius r. From (2.3) it is easy to show that

vol(B(g, r)) = C_G r^Q with C_G := vol(B(o, 1)). (2.5)

In the setting of step-two Carnot groups, it is well-known that all shortest geodesics are projections of normal Pontryagin extremals, that is, the integral curves of the sub-Riemannian Hamiltonian in T^∗G . See for example [2, § 20.5] or [58, Theorem 2.22]. As a result, after identifying T^∗_o G with R^q × R^m , we can introduce the sub-Riemannian exponential map based at o, exp : R^q × R^m → G , in such a way that for every (ζ, τ) ∈ R^q × R^m ∼= T^∗_o G , the curve s → exp{s(ζ, τ)} is the projection of normal Pontryagin extremals onto G .

In this paper, the cut locus of o, Cut_o, is defined as

Cut_o := S^c, with S := {g; d^2 is C^∞ in a neighborhood of g}. (2.6)

By definition Cut_o is closed. Furthermore, it has measure zero (cf. [57, Proposition 15]). Let D := {(ζ, τ) ∈ R^q × R^m ∼= T^∗_o G ; s → exp{s(ζ, τ)}(0 ≤ s ≤ 1) is the shortest geodesic joining o to exp(ζ, τ) ∈ S}.

From the discussion of [43, § 2.2], we can conclude the following proposition. Proposition 2.1. The sub-Riemannian exponential map exp based at o is a diffeomorphism from D to S. Furthermore, for (ζ, τ) ∈ D, the curve s → exp{s(ζ, τ)}(0 ≤ s ≤ 1) is the shortest geodesic joining o to exp(ζ, τ). In particular, we have s(ζ, τ) ∈ D for every s ∈ (0, 1] and d(exp(ζ, τ)) = |ζ|.

2.3 Some known results on step-two Carnot groups

In this section we collect some results on step-two Carnot groups which are useful in the proof of main theorems.

Let us first recall the known pointwise estimates of the heat kernel (see, e.g., [18–20, 61, 62] for the upper bounds and [65] for the lower bounds). However, it turns out that we only need the lower bound (2.8) in (3.5) by taking suitable δ. Moreover, the upper bound (2.7) is not necessary and we only need the fact that p(·) is a Schwartz function instead. Lemma 2.2. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. Then there is a constant C > 0 such that

p(g) ≤ C(1 + d(g))^{Q−1}e^{− d(g)24} , ∀ g ∈ G . (2.7)

Moreover, for any δ ∈ (0, 1) there is constant C(δ) depending only on δ and G such that p(g) ≥ C(δ) e^{− d(g)} 2 4(1−δ) , ∀ g ∈ G . (2.8) The following representation formula is a special case of [47, Theorem 1], together with (2.5).

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for any ball B ⊂ G , f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), and g ∈ B, |f(g) − f_B| ≤ C ∫ B |∇f(g^′)| d(g^′, g)^{Q−1} dg^′ Here and subsequently, f_B represents the average of f over B, that is,

f_B := 1 vol(B) ∫ B f(g) dg.

We also need the high order Poincaré inequality which can be obtained by iteration of the 1-Poincaré inequality (i.e. the case k = 1 below, cf. [28, Proposition 11.17]). The existence of the P_k(B, f) is guaranteed by [46, Theorem F]. See also [44, p. 168].

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. Let k ∈ N^∗ . Then there is a constant C_k > 0 such that for any ball B with radius r(B) > 0 and f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), ∫ B |f(g) − P_k(B, f)(g)| dg ≤ C_k r(B)^k ∫ B |∇^kf(g)| dg. (2.9) Here P_k(B, f) denotes the polynomial of homogeneous order less than k which satisfies ∫ B X^I (f − P_k(B, f))(g) dg = 0,

for all k-tuples I obeying |I|^′ < k. Especially, when k = 1 we easily see that P_1(B, f) = f_B, and (2.9) is just the usual 1-Poincaré inequality.

The inequality (2.9) will be referred to as PI(k).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.5

Suppose that Assumption 1.1 holds. Using the translation and the dilation properties, we only have to show (1.1) for h = 1 and g = o. Moreover, by the gradient estimate (1.7) we have

|∇p(g^{−1})| ≲ (1 + d(g^{−1})) p(g^{−1}) = (1 + d(g)) p(g),

which, together with the stochastic completeness (that is, ∫ p = 1) of the heat kernel implies that |∇e^Δ(f)(o)| = | | | ∫ G ∇p(g^{−1})(f(g) − f_{B(o,1)}) dg | | | ≲ ∫ G | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | (1 + d(g)) p(g) dg = ∫ B(o,A) + ∫ B(o,A)^c =: J_1 + J_2,

where A ≫ 1 is a large constant to be chosen later. As a result, it suffices to establish the following estimates J_i ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| p(g) dg, i = 1, 2. (3.1) The proof for i = 1 of (3.1) is simple. For i = 2 we proceed by adapting some ideas from [30, 35]. More precisely, we split the integrand into finite small pieces along the shortest geodesic from o to an integration variable, and on each small piece the representation formula and the Poincaré inequality are applied as in [30, 35]. The main differences are:

(i) Delicate upper or lower bound estimates of the heat kernel are not required. We only need a rough lower bound (2.8);

(ii) Assumption 1.1 offers us an approach to bypass the technicalities in calculating the Jacobian determinant of the sub-Riemannian exponential map, which seems quite complex, even on H-type groups; see [30, § 4]. On the other hand, one can verify Assumption 1.1 through other means (see, e.g., Subsection 5.4 below).

3.1 Estimation of J_1

The positivity of the heat kernel implies that, if D > 0, then

p(·) ∼_D 1 on B(o, D). (3.2)

As a result, we have

J_1 ≲ ∫ B(o,A) | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | dg ≤ ∫ B(o,A) | |f(g) − f_{B(o,A)} | | dg + ∫ B(o,A) | |f_{B(o,1)} − f_{B(o,A)} | | dg.

By the 1-Poincaré inequality PI(1), the first item on the rightmost side is majorized by CA ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g)| dg. While the second one equals

vol(B(o, A)) | |f_{B(o,1)} − f_{B(o,A)} | | ≤ vol(B(o, A)) vol(B(o, 1)) ∫ B(o,1) | |f(g^′) − f_{B(o,A)} | | dg^′ ≲ ∫ B(o,A) | |f(g^′) − f_{B(o,A)} | | dg^′ ≲ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ by the 1-Poincaré inequality PI(1) again. These calculations and (3.2) yield

J_1 ≲ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g)| dg ≲ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g)| p(g) dg ≤ ∫ G |∇f(g)| p(g) dg as desired.

3.2 Estimation of J_2

Let S_A := {g = (x, t) ∈ S; d(g) > A}. Since the cut locus Cut_o has measure zero, we obtain

J_2 = ∫ S_A | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | (1 + d(g)) p(g) dg. Next we put N(g) := ⌊2A^{−1}d(g)^3⌋, g ∈ G . (3.3) In the sequel we will always assume that g ∈ S_A. Define s(i) := 1 − i d(g)^{−3}, i ∈ N ∩ [0, 10N(g)], g(i) = (x(i), t(i)) := γ(s(i)), where γ : [0, 1] → G is the unique shortest geodesic joining o to g. By definition one has d(g(i)) = s(i)d(g), d(g(i), g(j)) = |i − j|d(g)^{−2}, 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 10N(g). (3.4) It can be easily derived that, as A is large enough, 1 ≪ d(g) 2 ≤ d(g(N(g))) + 4d(g)^{−2} = (1 − N(g)d(g)^{−3})d(g) + 4d(g)^{−2} ≤ (1 − A^{−1})d(g).

Via the triangular inequality, we have | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | ≤ | |f(g) − f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)−2 )} | | + | |f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)−2 )} − f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)−2 )} | | + | |f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)−2 )} − f_{B(o,1)} | | . Thus we can bound the second term: | |f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)−2 )} − f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)−2 )} | | ≤ 1 vol(B(g(N(g)), 2d(g)^{−2})) ∫ B(g(N(g)),2d(g)^{−2} ) |f(g^′) − f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)}−2_)| dg^′ ≤ 1 vol(B(o, 2d(g)^{−2})) ∫ B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)^{−2} ) |f(g^′) − f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)}−2_)| dg^′ ≲ d(g)^{2Q+1} ∫ B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)^{−2} ) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ ≤ d(g)^{2Q+1} ∫ B(o,(1−A^{−1} )d(g)) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′, where we have used PI(1) in the “≲”. Similarly, it holds that the third term | |f_{B(o,d(g(N(g)))+4d(g)−2 )} − f_{B(o,1)} | | ≲ d(g)^{2Q+1} ∫ B(o,(1−A^{−1} )d(g)) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′. Hence

J_2 ≲ ∫ S_A [∫ B(o,(1−A^{−1} )d(g)) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ ] d(g)^{2Q+2}p(g) dg + ∫ S_A | |f(g) − f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)−2 )} | | d(g)p(g) dg =: J_{21} + J_{22}.

3.2.1 Estimate of J_{21} Noting that with M = M(g^′) := (1 − A^{−1})^{−1}d(g^′), { (g, g^′) ∈ G × G ; d(g) > A, d(g^′) < (1 − A^{−1})d(g) } ⊂ {(g, g^′); d(g^′) < A} ∪ {(g, g^′); d(g^′) ≥ A, d(g) > M} , then we have

J_{21} ≲ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f (g^′)| dg^′ ∫ G d(g)^{2Q+2}e^{− d(g)24} dg + ∫ B(o,A)^c |∇f (g^′)| [∫ B(o,M)^c d(g)^{2Q+2}e^{− d(g)24} dg ] dg^′ =: J_{211} + J_{212}.

The estimate of J_{211} is easy since

J_{211} ≲ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ ∼ ∫ B(o,A) |∇f(g^′)| p(g^′) dg^′ ≤ ∫ G |∇f(g^′)| p(g^′) dg^′, where in the second step we have used (3.2).

To bound J_{212}, notice that d(g^′) ≥ A ≫ 1. We appeal to the polar coordinate formula (see, e.g., [24, PROPOSITION 1.15]). In fact, denoting by σ(S_G ) the surface area of unit sphere S_G := {g ∈ G ; d(g) = 1}, one sees that ∫ B(o,M)^c d(g)^{2Q+2}e^{− d(g)24} dg = σ(S_G ) ∫_∞ M r^{3Q+1}e^{− r24} dr = 2^{3Q+1}σ(S_G ) ∫_∞ M2 4 r^{3Q2} e^{−r} dr

= 2^{3Q+1}σ(S_G ) Γ ( 3Q 2 + 1,

M^2 4 ) ∼ M^{3Q}e^{− M24} ,

as long as we choose A to be large enough. Here Γ(·, ·) is the incomplete gamma function, whose asymptotic properties (see, e.g. [54, § 8.11.2]) have been used in the last step. Hence the leftmost side of the above formula can be controlled by Cd(g^′)^{3Q} · e^{− d(g} ′)2 4(1−A−1 )2 = Cd(g′)3Qe− A−1d(g′)2 4(1−A−1 )2 · e− d(g′)2 4(1−A−1 ) ≲ p(g′) (3.5)

via the lower bound estimate (2.8) (with the choice δ =^1_A ), which implies that

J_{212} ≲ ∫ B(o,A)^c |∇f(g^′)| p(g^′) dg^′ ≤ ∫ G |∇f(g^′)| p(g^′) dg^′. This, together with the estimate of J_{211}, yields the desired bound for J_{21}, i.e.,

J_{21} ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g^′)| p(g^′) dg^′.

3.2.2 Estimate of J_{22} We are left to illustrate that J_{22} also has such upper bound, that is, J_{22} = ∫ S_A | |f(g) − f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)−2 )} | | d(g)p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| p(g) dg. By the definition of g(i) we have g(i + 1) ∈ B(g(i), 2d(g)^{−2}), B(g(i), 2d(g)^{−2}) ⊂ B(g(i + 1), 4d(g)^{−2}). Then it follows from the trigonometric inequality and Lemma 2.3 that |f(g) − f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)}−2_)| ≤ N(g)−1∑

i=0 |f(g(i)) − f(g(i + 1))| + |f(g(N(g))) − f_{B(g(N(g)),2d(g)}−2_)|

≲ N(g)−1∑

i=0 [ |f(g(i)) − f_{B(g(i),2d(g)}−2_)| + |f(g(i + 1)) − f_{B(g(i),2d(g)}−2_)| ]

+ ∫ B(g(N(g)),2d(g)^{−2} ) d(g^′, g(N(g)))^{−Q+1}|∇f(g^′)| dg^′

≲ N(g)−1∑

i=0 [∫ B(g(i),2d(g)^{−2} ) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ d(g^′, g(i))^{Q−1} + ∫ B(g(i),2d(g)^{−2} ) |∇f(g^′)| dg^′ d(g^′, g(i + 1))^{Q−1} ]

+ ∫ B(g(N(g)),2d(g)^{−2} ) d(g^′, g(N(g)))^{−Q+1}|∇f(g^′)| dg^′

≲ N(g)∑

i=0 ∫ B(g(i),4d(g)^{−2} ) d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1}|∇f(g^′)| dg^′. Consequently,

J_{22} ≲ ∫ S_A

N(g)∑

i=0 ∫ B(g(i),4d(g)^{−2} ) d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1}|∇f(g^′)| dg^′ d(g) p(g) dg.

On the other hand, recalling (3.3), we see for any (g, g^′, i) ∈ S_A×G ×N satisfying d(g^′, g(i)) < 4d(g)^{−2} and i ≤ N(g) it holds d(g^′) ≥ d(g(i)) − d(g^′, g(i)) ≥ (1 − i d(g)^{−3})d(g) − 4d(g)^{−2} ≥ d(g) − (N(g) + 4)d(g)^{−2} > 1 2 A, and furthermore,

d(g^′) ≤ d(g(i)) + d(g^′, g(i)) ≤ (1 − i d(g)^{−3})d(g) + 4d(g)^{−2} ≤ d(g) + 4d(g)^{−2}, provided that A is large enough. Then by (3.3) again we obtain 1 2 A < d(g^′) = d(g)(1 + O(A^{−1})), as A → +∞, (3.6) which implies d(g^′, g(i)) < 10d(g^′)^{−2}, N(g) ≤ 2N(g^′) for A large. As a result, choosing large A and an application of Fubini’s theorem imply

J_{22} ≲ ∫ B(o,^1_2 A)^c

2N(g^′)∑

i=0 ∫ {g∈S_A; d(g^′,g(i))<10d(g^′ )^{−2}} d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1}p(g) dg |∇f(g^′)| d(g^′) dg^′.

Thus to obtain the required upper bound of J_{22} it suffices to prove that, for any g^′ obeying d(g^′) >^1_2 A, 2N(g^′)∑

i=0 ∫ {g∈S_A; d(g^′,g(i))<10d(g^′ )^{−2}} d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1}p(g) dg =: 2N(g^′)∑

i=0 J_{22}(i) ≲ d(g^′)^{−1}p(g^′).

For that, the following estimate will be enough:

J_{22}(i) ≲ e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} d(g^′)^{−2}p(g^′), when 0 ≤ i ≤ 2N(g^′), d(g^′) >^1_2 A, (3.7)

since a summation on the geometric series leads to 2N(g^′)∑

i=0 J_{22}(i) ≲ 2N(g^′ )∑

i=0 e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} d(g^′)^{−2}p(g^′) ≤ +∞∑ i=0 e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} d(g^′)^{−2}p(g^′) ≤ d(g^′)^{−2}p(g^′) 1 − exp { −^1_8 d(g^′)^{−1}

} ∼ d(g^′)^{−1}p(g^′)

by letting A ≫ 1.

To prove (3.7), for any i ∈ N ∩ [0, 2N(g^′)] we introduce the map Υ_i by setting

Υ_i : S_A → Υ_i(S_A) ⊂ S, g = (x, t) → Υ_i(g) := g(i) = γ(s(i)) = (x(i), t(i)), where we recall that s(i) = s(i)(g) = 1−i d(g)^{−3} and γ : [0, 1] → G denotes the unique shortest geodesic joining o to g.

At this point it is quick to see that (3.7) can be indicated by the following lemma, whose proof will be postponed to Subsubsection 3.2.3.

Lemma 3.1. Let g ∈ S_A, d(g^′) > 1 2 A, d(g^′, g(i)) < 10d(g^′)^{−2}, i ∈ N ∩ [0, 2N(g^′)], (3.8) and

K_i(g) := p(g) exp {_{d(g)2} 4 } p(g(i)) exp {_{d(g(i))2} 4 }.

Then by choosing suitable A we have

(i) Υ_i is a C^∞ diffeomorphism and Jac (Υ_i) > 0 on S_A, for each i. (ii) There exist two universal constants C_1, C_2 > 0 such that

p(g) ≤ C_1K_i(g) p(g^′) exp { − i 8 d(g^′)^{−1} } , (3.9)

K_i(g) ≤ C_2 Jac (Υ_i)(g). (3.10)

Indeed, through (3.9) and the change of variables g = Υ^{−1}_i (g(i)) we have J_{22}(i) ≲ p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} ∫ {g∈S_A; d(g^′,g(i))<10d(g^′ )^{−2}} d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1}K_i(g) dg = p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} ∫ {g(i); Υ^{−1}_i (g(i))∈S_A ,d(g^′,g(i))<10d(g^′ )^{−2}} d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1} K_i(Υ^{−1}_i (g(i))) Jac (Υ_i)(Υ^{−1}_i (g(i))) dg(i), which, together with (3.10) and the change of variable (g^′)^{−1} · g(i) → g̃ yields J_{22}(i) ≲ p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} ∫ B(g^′,10d(g^′)^{−2}) d(g^′, g(i))^{−Q+1} dg(i) = p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} ∫ B(o,10d(g^′ )^{−2})

d(g̃)^{−Q+1} dg̃ ≲ p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} ∫_{10d(g}′_)−2 0 dr ∼ p(g^′)e^{− i8 d(g′)−1} d(g^′)^{−2}, where in the third step we have used the polar coordinate. This concludes the proof of (3.7).

Finally, it remains to provide the 3.2.3 Proof of Lemma 3.1 Supposing condition (3.8) holds, we first prove item (i). From Proposition 2.1, it turns out that Υ_i = exp ∘ Γ_i ∘ exp^{−1} with the map Γ_i : D → D defined by Γ_i : D → D, (ζ, τ) → Γ_i(ζ, τ) := (1 − i |ζ|^{−3})(ζ, τ). According to the chain rule we have

Jac (Υ_i)(x, t) = Jac (exp)(Γ_i(ζ, τ))Jac (Γ_i)(ζ, τ)(Jac (exp)(ζ, τ))^{−1} (3.11) with (ζ, τ) = exp^{−1}(x, t). On the other hand, by (3.3) and (3.4) it is easy to see that if A is large enough, then 1 2 ≤ s(i) ≤ 1 and d(g(i)) = d(g)(1 + O(A^{−1})) = d(g^′) ≳ A. (3.12) Hence by letting A ≫ 1 it yields that Jac (Γ_i)(ζ, τ) = (1 − i |ζ|^{−3})^{q+m−1}(1 + 2i |ζ|^{−3}) ∼ 1 (3.13) for any (ζ, τ) = exp^{−1}(x, t) with (x, t) ∈ S_A.

Recall that from [52, Corollary 6.8] we have Jac (exp)(ζ, τ) > 0, ∀ (ζ, τ) ∈ D. (3.14) These then imply that Jac (Υ_i) > 0 on S_A and Υ_i is a C^∞ diffeomorphism.

We next show that there is a universal constant C > 0 such that p(g(i)) ≤ Cp(g^′). (3.15) In fact, by [15, Theorem 20.3.1 with the footnote on p. 747] we have | ln p(g(i)) − ln p(g^′)| ≤ d(g(i), g^′) sup_{g∗∈B(g′,d(g(i),g′))} |∇ ln p(g_∗)|. (3.16) Since as g_∗ ∈ B (g^′, d(g(i), g^′)) ⊂ B (g^′, 10d(g^′)^{−2}) it holds d(g_∗) ∼ d(g^′), then by the gradient estimate (1.7) | ln p(g(i)) − ln p(g^′)| ≲ d(g(i), g^′) sup_{g∗∈B(g′,d(g(i),g′))} d(g_∗) ≲ d(g^′)^{−1} ≲ 1, which gives (3.15). Notice that by (3.4) and (3.12) d(g(i))^2 − d(g)^2 = (s(i) − 1)(s(i) + 1)d(g)^2 ≤ −i d(g)^{−1} ≤ − i 2 d(g^′)^{−1}.

Combining this with (3.15) we obtain (3.9).

Now with (3.11), (3.13), Assumption 1.1 and the aid of Proposition 3.2 (ii) below, one can deduce (3.10) immediately by plugging η = (ζ, τ) = exp^{−1}(g) and s = 1 − i |ζ|^{−3} ∈ [^1_2 , 1] into (3.18).

Proposition 3.2. Assume that N > 0. We have:

(i) The statement (1.5) is equivalent to Jac (exp)(sη) ≥ s^{N−q−m}Jac (exp)(η), ∀ s ∈ (0, 1], η ∈ D. (3.17) (ii) Write h := p e^{d2}4 and H := h ∘ exp. Then (1.4) is equivalent to the following statement with the same constant C:

H(sη) Jac (exp)(sη) ≥ C^{−1}s^{N−q−m}H(η) Jac (exp)(η), ∀ s ∈ (0, 1], η ∈ D. (3.18) Proof. The proof of Proposition 3.2 is easy and we only prove item (ii) since item (i) follows in a similar manner (see also [52, Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 6.8] for item (i)). Suppose (1.4) holds. Put B_S := {E ∈ B; E ⊂ S}. Then for every E ∈ B_S we have ∫ Z_s(o,E) h(g) dg ≥ C^{−1}s^N ∫ E h(g) dg. Notice that for any g^{′′} ∈ E ⊂ S, the only point satisfying d(o, ·) = s d(o, g^{′′}), d(g^{′′}, ·) = (1 − s) d(o, g^{′′}) is exactly γ(s), where γ : [0, 1] → G is the unique shortest geodesic joining o to g^{′′}. Then it follows from a change of variable g = exp(η), (3.14) and Proposition 2.1 that ∫ s exp^{−1}(E)

H(η) Jac (exp)(η) dη ≥ C^{−1}s^N ∫ exp^{−1}(E)

H(η) Jac (exp)(η) dη.

Another change of variable η → sη on the left side indicates s^{q+m} ∫ exp^{−1}(E)

H(sη) Jac (exp)(sη) dη ≥ C^{−1}s^N ∫ exp^{−1}(E)

H(η) Jac (exp)(η) dη.

Since E is arbitrary, we conclude that (3.18) holds. The opposite implication is now obvious for any E ∈ B_S . This yields (1.4) at once by the fact that S^c. Indeed, for ∀ s ∈ (0, 1], E ∈ B, we have E ∩ S ∈ B_S and hence C^{−1}s^N μ(E) = C^{−1}s^N μ(E ∩ S) ≤ μ(Z_s(o, E ∩ S)) ≤ μ(Z_s(o, E)).

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

Suppose Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3 hold. We first prove the following lemma, which is useful in the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Lemma 4.1. Let k ∈ N^∗ . Then there is a positive constant C_k such that, for any f ∈ C^∞_{pol}(G ), ∫ G |f(g)|d(g)^k p(g) dg ≤ C_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + C_k ∫ G |f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg. (4.1)

Here C^∞_{pol}(G ) denotes the set of smooth functions defined on G with polynomial growth at infinity: C^∞_{pol}(G ) := {f ∈ C^∞; ∀ k ∈ N, ∃ D_k , m_k > 0, s.t. |∇^kf(g)| ≤ D_k(1 + d(g))^{mk} , ∀ g ∈ G }. Proof. We only consider that f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), since general case can be reached via a simple limiting argument. We first prove the case k = 1. In fact this is a consequence of (3.1). More precisely, it follows from (3.1) that ∫ G | f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | (1 + d(g)) p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| p(g) dg for f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). Moreover, by (3.2), |f_{B(o,1)}| = 1 vol(B(o, 1)) | | | ∫ B(o,1) f(g) dg | | | ≲ ∫ B(o,1) |f(g)| p(g) dg ≤ ∫ G |f(g)| p(g) dg. A combination of these two estimates above with the triangular inequality leads to the desired estimate for f ∈ C^∞_c (G ) (noticing that ∫ (1 + d) p < ∞, since p is a Schwartz function and d is of polynomial growth (see (2.4))).

Also notice that in the proof in Subsection 3.1, fixing an A in the proof there, we have actually proved that ∫ B(o,A) | f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | p(g) dg ≲ ∫ B(o,A) | f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg. On the other hand, using the argument for the estimate of J_2 in Subsection 3.2, we obtain ∫ B(o,A)^c | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg and as a result we have ∫ G | |f(g) − f_{B(o,1)} | | p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg. (4.2)

As before, by (3.2), |f_{B(o,1)}| = 1 vol(B(o, 1)) | | | ∫ B(o,1) f(g) dg | | | ≲ ∫ B(o,1) |f(g)| p(g) dg ≤ 2 ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg. We thus get a similar inequality: ∫ G |f(g)| p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)| (1 + d(g))^{−1} p(g) dg. (4.3)

Now we can use an induction argument to prove the case k ≥ 2. Suppose that (4.1) is correct for any m ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}. That is, for any f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), it holds that ∫ G |f(g)|d(g)^m p(g) dg ≲_m ∫ G |∇^mf(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{m−1}p(g) dg. (4.4)

Let P be any homogeneous polynomial of order 2. Then if k > 2 by induction we have ∫ G |f(g)P (g)|d(g)^{k−2} p(g) dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^{k−2}f(g)|d(g)^2 p(g) dg + ∫ G |∇^{k−3}f(g)|d(g) p(g) dg + ∫ G |∇^{k−4}f(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G f(g)(1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg, where |∇^{k−4}f(g)| is interpreted as 0 when k = 3. For k = 2, using (4.3) instead we obtain ∫ G |f(g)P (g)| p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇f(g)|d(g) p(g) dg + ∫ G f(g)(1 + d(g)) p(g) dg. By choosing P to be x^2_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ q and t_ℓ, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m in turn, adding these estimates together and applying (2.4), we can replace P (g) with d(g)^2 in the estimates above (up to a uniform constant). For the estimates on the right side, we iterate the argument above and conclude that: ∫ G |f(g)|d(g)^kp(g) dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + k−1∑ i=1 ∫ G |∇^if(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg. (4.5)

Compared with our target (4.1), one sees that only the second term in the right side of (4.5) needs handling further.

To deal with these integrals, given f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), we put

P(f) := ∫ G f(g)p(g) dg. Then for any complex number a it holds that P(|f −P(f)|) ≤ 2 P(|f −a|) owing to the stochastic completeness. From this and (4.2), there is constant C > 0 such that, ∫ G |f(g) − P(f)| p(g) dg ≤ C ∫ G |∇f(g)| p(g) dg, ∀ f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). (4.6) Using (4.6) we have that, for any f ∈ C^∞_c (G ) and I satisfying 1 ≤ |I|^′ ≤ k − 1, ∫ G |X^I f(g) − P(X^I f)| p(g) dg ≲ ∫ G |∇^{|I|′+1}f(g)| p(g) dg, Moreover, denoting by Y^I := (−1)^{|I|′} X_{i|I|′} · · · X_{i1} the adjoint operator of X^I , an integration by parts together with (1.7) and Assumption 1.3 indicates that | P(X^I f) | = | | | ∫ G X^I f(g) p(g) dg | | | = | | | ∫ G f(g) Y^I p(g) dg | | | ≲^k ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{|I|′} p(g) dg. These two estimates and the trigonometric inequality then give ∫ G | X^I f(g) | p(g) dg ≤ ∫ G |X^I f(g) − P(X^I f)| p(g) dg + | P(X^I f) |

≲_k ∫ G |∇^{|I|′+1}f(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{|I|′} p(g) dg. As a consequence, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, summing over I where |I|^′ = i implies that, ∫ G | ∇^if(g) | p(g) dg ≲_i ∫ G |∇^{i+1}f(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^i p(g) dg.

Iterating this estimate produces that, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, ∫ G | ∇^if(g) | p(g) dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + k−1∑ j=i ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^i p(g) dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + ∫ G |f(g)|(1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg. From this and (4.5), it follows that (4.1). Then the proof of Lemma 4.1 is completed.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 1.6

As before, it suffices to prove (1.8) for h = 1 and g = o. In other words, we only have to show that, for any I of length k (that is, |I|^′ = k), | | | ∫ G [f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)] X^Ip(g^{−1}) dg | | | ≲^k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg, ∀ f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), where E = E(k) > 1 is a large constant to be chosen later. According to this, (1.7) and Assumption 1.3, we are left to show that ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^k dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg, ∀ f ∈ C^∞_c (G ). (4.7) To see this, given f ∈ C^∞_c (G ), we recall that P_k(B(o, E), f) is a polynomial with homogeneous order less than k. Then by (4.1), ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| d(g)^kp(g) dg ≤ C_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + C_k ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg. (4.8)

Hence (4.7) can be proved if ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg ≲_k ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg. (4.9) We split the last integral into the one on B(o, E) and the one on B(o, E)^c. Then from (3.2) and Lemma 2.4 (PI(k)) it implies that ∫ B(o,E) |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg ≲_{k,E} ∫ B(o,E) |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| dg ≲_{k,E} ∫ B(o,E) |∇^kf(g)| dg ≲_E ∫ B(o,E) |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg ≤ ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg. On the other hand, we have ∫ B(o,E)^c |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg ≤ 2^{k−1} ∫ B(o,E)^c |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| d(g)^{k−1}p(g) dg ≤ 2^{k−1} E ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| d(g)^kp(g) dg ≤ 2^{k−1}C_k E ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + 2^{k−1}C_k E ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg, where in the last step we have used (4.8). Combining the above two estimates we see that there is a constant C^′(k, E) such that, ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg ≤ C^′(k, E) ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg + 2^{k−1}C_k E ∫ G |f(g) − P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1 + d(g))^{k−1} p(g) dg. Consequently, by choosing E = 2^{k−1}C_k + 1, ∫ G |f(g)−P_k(B(o, E), f)(g)| (1+d(g))^{k−1}p(g) dg ≤ (2^{k−1}C_k+1)C^′(k, 2^{k−1}C_k+1) ∫ G |∇^kf(g)| p(g) dg, which yields (4.9) and hence Theorem 1.6.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.7

The proof of Theorem 1.7 is in the same spirit of [68, Section 6]. In fact, noting that T_i commutes with T_j and X_k for arbitrary i, j, k, we are required to prove that | |X^I1 T^I2 e^{hΔ}R f | | (g) ≲_k e^{hΔ}R (|∇^k_Rf|)(g), (4.10)

for any I_1, I_2 with |I_1|^′ + |I_2|^′ = k. Moreover, we can check e^{hΔR} = e^{hΔ}e^{hΔT} , X_i commutes with e^{hΔT} , and T_ℓ commutes with e^{hΔR} . Hence from Theorem 1.6 we obtain | |X^I1 T^I2 e^{hΔ}R f | | (g) = |X^I1 e^{hΔ} (e^{hΔ}T T^I2 f) |(g) ≲_k e^{hΔ} ( |∇^{k1} e^{hΔT} T^{I2} f| ) (g) ≲_k e^{hΔ} ( e^{hΔT} (|∇^{k1} T^{I2} f|) ) (g) ≲_k e^{hΔ} ( e^{hΔT} (|∇^k_Rf|) ) (g) = e^{hΔR} ( |∇^k_Rf| ) (g). This completes the proof of (4.10).

5 Examples and applications of the main results

In this Section we furnish some examples which satisfy Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3, including the Heisenberg group, the H-type group and the free step-two Carnot group with three generators. As a result, we obtain Theorems 1.5-1.7 on those groups.

5.1 The Heisenberg group H^n

Recall that the Heisenberg group H^n ∼= R^{2n} ×R is defined by the following group multiplication: (x, t) · (x^′, t^′) = ( x + x^′, t + t^′ + 1 2 n∑ j=1 (x_{2j−1}x^′_{2j} − x_{2j} x^′_{2j−1}) ) . Now we fix an n ∈ N^∗ . Since Assumption 1.3 follows from [36, Theorem 2], we are left with Assumption 1.1, and by Proposition 3.2 (ii) we only need to prove that (3.18) holds for some N with a universal constant C. In fact, it yields from the computation in [32] that D = (R^{2n} \ {0}) × (−2π, 2π) and if we write η = (ζ, τ) = (ζ, 2θ) ∈ D, then

Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) ∼ |ζ|^2 ( sin θ θ )_{2n−1} , |x| = sin θ θ |ζ|. Combining this with the precise bounds of the heat kernel (see [36, Theorem 1]) p(x, t) ∼ (1 + d(g))^{2n−2} (1 + |x|d(g))^{n− 1}2 e^{− d(g)24} , (5.11) we obtain

H(ζ, 2θ) Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) ∼

(_{sin θ} θ )_{2n−1} |ζ|^2, if |ζ| ≲ 1, (_{sin θ} θ )_{n−} 1_2 |ζ|, if |ζ| ≫ 1,^{sin θ}_θ |ζ|^2 ≫ 1, (_{sin θ} θ )_{2n−1} |ζ|^{2n}, if |ζ| ≫ 1,^{sin θ}_θ |ζ|^2 ≲ 1. Noticing that the function s →^{sin s}_s is an even function on (−π, π) and strictly decreasing on [0, π), it is not hard to check (3.18) holds uniformly on (0, 1], with N = 4n + 1 by the formulae above.

5.2 The H-type group H (2n, m)

If the matrices U = {U^{(1)}, . . . , U^{(m)}} are skew-symmetric and orthogonal matrices satisfying U^{(i)}U^{(j)} = −U^{(j)}U^{(i)} for all 1 ≤ i ≠ j ≤ m, then we call the group H-type group. It turns out that q = 2n and m < ρ(2n), where the Hurwitz–Radon function ρ is defined by

ρ(2n) := 8k + 2^l, with 2n = (odd) · 2^{4k+l}, 0 ≤ l ≤ 3, k = 0, 1, . . . ,

which implies 2n ≥ m + 1. See for example [34] for more details. In this work we use H (2n, m) to denote such H-type group.

Fix n, m ∈ N^∗ . Since Assumption 1.3 follows from [37, Theorem 1.2], we are left with Assumption 1.1, and by Proposition 3.2 (ii) we only need to prove that (3.18) holds for some N with a universal constant C. In fact, it yields from the computation in [10] that D = (R^{2n} \ {0}) × B_Rm (0, 2π) and if we write η = (ζ, τ) = (ζ, 2θ) ∈ D, then

Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) ∼ |ζ|^2 ( sin |θ| |θ| )_{2n−1} , |x| = sin |θ| |θ| |ζ|. Combining this with the precise bounds of the heat kernel (see [37, Theorem 1.1] or [22, Theorem 4.2]) p(x, t) ∼ (1 + d(g))^{2n−m−1} (1 + |x|d(g))^{n− 1}2 e^{− d(g)24} , (5.12)

we have

H(ζ, 2θ) Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) ∼ (_{sin |θ|} |θ| )_{2n−1} |ζ|^{2m}, if |ζ| ≲ 1, (_{sin |θ|} |θ| )_{n−} 1_2 |ζ|^m, if |ζ| ≫ 1,^{sin |θ|}_{|θ|} |ζ|^2 ≫ 1, (_{sin |θ|} |θ| )_{2n−1} |ζ|^{2n+m−1}, if |ζ| ≫ 1,^{sin |θ|}_{|θ|} |ζ|^2 ≲ 1. Similar to the Heisenberg group case, we can check (3.18) holds uniformly on (0, 1], with N = 4n + 2m − 1 by the formulae above.

5.3 The non-isotropic Heisenberg group and generalized H-type group

Using the arguments in [68, § 7.2, 7.4] we know that (1.1) holds on non-isotropic Heisenberg groups and generalized H-type groups.

In fact, one can check that Assumptions 1.1 and 1.3 are both valid on those groups. We refer the interested reader to the forthcoming paper [40] for more details.

5.4 The free step-two Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2}

The free step-two Carnot group with three generators N_{3,2} is R^3 × R^3 with the following group structure (x, t) · (x^′, t^′) = ( x + x^′, t + t^′ − 1 2 x × x^′ ) , where “×” represents the cross product on R^3 , i.e.,

x × x^′ = (x_2x^′_3 − x_3x^′_2, x_3x^′_1 − x_1x^′_3, x_1x^′_2 − x_2x^′_1).

Assumption 1.3 follows from [39, Theorem 12.1]. To show that Assumption 1.1 holds on N_{3,2}, we need to first recall some known results.

From [43, Corollary 16] it follows that

S = {(x, t); x and t are linearly independent} = { (x, t); |x|^2|t|^2 ≠ (x · t)^2 } . The heat kernel and the Carnot–Carathéodory distance satisfy the following symmetry properties: p(O x, O t) = p(x, t), p(x, t) = p(x, −t), ∀ O ∈ O_3, (x, t) ∈ N_{3,2}, d(O x, O t) = d(x, t), d(x, t) = d(x, −t), ∀ O ∈ O_3, (x, t) ∈ N_{3,2}, where O_3 represents the orthogonal group of order 3. Hence p(x, t) = p(|x|e_1, (T_1, T_2, 0)), for any (x, t) ∈ N_{3,2}, where

T_1 = T_1(x, t) := |t| x̂ · t̂, T_2 = T_2(x, t) := |t| √ 1 − (x̂ · t̂)^2.

From these facts and the sharp estimates of the heat kernel on N_{3,2} (see [39, Theorem 2.6]), together with [43, Lemma 11], one can appeal to a simple limiting argument and obtain the following Lemma 5.1. For any g = (x, t) ∈ S, we put

(ζ, 2θ) = exp^{−1}(g) ∈ D, ϵ = ϵ(g) := ϑ_1 − |θ| > 0, m = m(g) := 1 4 [d(g)^2 − |x|^2] > 0.

Then p(x, t) ∼ (1 + d(g))^{−2} 1 + ϵ d(g) 1 + ϵ d(g) + ϵ T^{12}_2 |x|^12 m^14 e^{− d(g)24} . (5.13)

Now we claim that (1.4) holds uniformly on [0, 1] with N = N_0 + 2, where N_0 ≥ 14 is a constant such that the property MCP(0, N_0) holds on N_{3,2} by Theorem 1.2. Note that the smallest N_0 (i.e., the curvature exponent) must be larger than the geodesic dimension, which is 14 for N_{3,2}. See [52, Proposition 7.3] for more details.

For our purpose we need the following fact concerning the small-time heat kernel asymptotics, which indeed provides a shortcut to derive the precise bounds for the Jacobian determinant of the sub-Riemannian exponential map from the precise estimates of the heat kernel. In fact, this result is hidden in [14] and we are informed by the author. Furthermore, this can be also derived from the small-time heat kernel asymptotics in [38, § 4.2] and [38, Theorem 2.4] for g in a subset of S and a mid-point argument (see for example [8]) for general points in S. More details of this approach will be included in the forthcoming paper. Lemma 5.2. Let G be a step-two Carnot group. For any g = (x, t) ∈ S we have

p_h(x, t) = C(G ) h^{− q+m2} Jac (exp)(ζ, τ)^{− 12} e^{− d(g)24h} (1 + o_g(1)), as h → 0^+,

where (ζ, τ) = exp^{−1}(x, t) ∈ D and C(G ) is a constant depending only on G .

Here and subsequently we will always suppose that g = (x, t) = exp(ζ, 2θ) ∈ S. Then from Lemma 5.1 (together with [43, (2.9)]), p_h(x, t) = h^{− 92} p(h^{− 12} |x|e_1, h^{−1}(T_1, T_2, 0)) ∼ h^{− 92} (1 + h^{− 12} d)^{−2}

1 + h^{− 1}2 ϵd 1 + h^{− 1}2 ϵd + h^{−1}ϵ T^{12}_2 |x|^12 m^14 e^{− d24h} . Now combining this with Lemma 5.2, it implies that

C(G ) Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ)^{− 12} (1 + o_g(1)) = p_h(x, t)e^{d(x,t)24h} h^3 ∼ (h^{12} + d)^{−2} h^12 + ϵd h + h^12 ϵd + ϵT^{12}_2 |x|^12 m^14 . Letting h → 0^+ we have Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) ∼ d(g)^2 T_2(g) |x| m(g)^{12} =: d^2 A, ∀ g = exp(ζ, 2θ) ∈ S, (5.14) where A = A(g) := T_2(g) |x| m(g)^12 . For brevity we also write for any s ∈ (0, 1], g_s := exp(s(ζ, 2θ)), d_s := d(g_s) = s d, A_s := A(g_s), ϵ_s := ϵ(g_s) = ϑ_1 − s|θ|.

Now by (5.13) and (5.14), together with Proposition 3.2 (ii), for our goal it suffices to prove that

H(ζ, 2θ) Jac (exp)(ζ, 2θ) H(s(ζ, 2θ)) Jac (exp)(s(ζ, 2θ)) ∼ (1 + ϵd)(1 + ϵ_sd_s + ϵ_sA^{12}s )(1 + d^2_s)A d^2 (1 + ϵ_sd_s)(1 + ϵd + ϵ A^12 )(1 + d^2)A_s d^2_s

≲ s^{4−N0} (5.15)

holds for all g = exp(ζ, 2θ) ∈ S. Since d_s = s d ≤ d, then (5.15) will hold provided that (1 + ϵd)(1 + ϵ_sd_s + ϵ_sA^{12}s )A ≲ (1 + ϵ_sd_s)(1 + ϵd + ϵ A^{12} )~A_s, (5.16) where ~A_s := s^{6−N0} A_s.

Notice that by MCP(0, N_0), Proposition 3.2 (i) and (5.14) we have s^{N0−6}d^2 A ≲ s^2d^2 A_s, that is, A ≲ s^{8−N0} A_s. In conclusion, we obtain A ≲ s^2 ~A_s, A_s ≤ ~A_s. (5.17) Using this and the trivial fact ϵ ≤ ϵ_s, it is easily seen that ( 1 ϵ_s + d_s + A^{12}s ) A ≲ s ( 1 ϵ + d + A^{12} ) ~A_s, which implies ϵd(1 + ϵ_sd_s + ϵ_sA^{12}s )A ≲ ϵ_sd_s(1 + ϵd + ϵ A^{12} )~A_s.

As a result, to get (5.16) we only need to show that (1 + ϵ_sd_s + ϵ_sA^{12}s )A ≲ (1 + ϵ_sd_s)(1 + ϵd + ϵ A^{12} )~A_s.

But this follows from the estimates (by (5.17)) (1 + ϵ_sd_s)A ≲ (1 + ϵ_sd_s)s^2 ~A_s ≤ (1 + ϵ_sd_s)~A_s, ϵ_sA^{12}s A ≤ ϵ_s ~A_s 1 2 A^{12} A^{12} ≲ ϵ_s ~A_ss ϵ d^2 = ϵ_s d_s ϵ d ~A_s, (5.18) where in “≲” of (5.18) we have also used that A ≲ ϵ^2d^4, which, in fact, is a simple consequence of [39, Lemma 7.6 (ii)].

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Prof. Gérard Ben Arous for informing us of Lemma 5.2. They would also like to thank Prof. Hong-Quan Li for his useful suggestions. The work of YZ was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP24K16928.

References

[1] A. Agrachev, D. Barilari, and U. Boscain. A comprehensive introduction to sub- Riemannian geometry, volume 181 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2020. From the Hamiltonian viewpoint, With an appendix by Igor Zelenko.

[2] A. A. Agrachev and Y. L. Sachkov. Control theory from the geometric viewpoint, volume 87 of Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004. Control Theory and Optimization, II.

[3] P. Alonso-Ruiz, F. Baudoin, L. Chen, L. Rogers, N. Shanmugalingam, and A. Teplyaev.

Besov class via heat semigroup on Dirichlet spaces II: BV functions and Gaussian heat kernel estimates. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 59(3):Paper No.103, 32, 2020.

[4] Z. Badreddine and L. Rifford. Measure contraction properties for two-step analytic sub- Riemannian structures and Lipschitz Carnot groups. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 70(6):2303–2330, 2020.

[5] D. Bakry, F. Baudoin, M. Bonnefont, and D. Chafaï. On gradient bounds for the heat kernel on the Heisenberg group. J. Funct. Anal., 255(8):1905–1938, 2008.

[6] Z. M. Balogh, A. Kristály, and K. Sipos. Geometric inequalities on Heisenberg groups.

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 57(2):Paper No. 61, 41, 2018.

[7] Z. M. Balogh, A. Kristály, and K. Sipos. Jacobian determinant inequality on corank 1 Carnot groups with applications. J. Funct. Anal., 277(12):108293, 36, 2019.

[8] D. Barilari, U. Boscain, and R. W. Neel. Small-time heat kernel asymptotics at the sub- Riemannian cut locus. J. Differential Geom., 92(3):373–416, 2012.

[9] D. Barilari, A. Mondino, and L. Rizzi. Unified synthetic Ricci curvature lower bounds for Riemannian and sub-Riemannian structures. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2211.07762, Nov. 2022.

[10] D. Barilari and L. Rizzi. Sharp measure contraction property for generalized H-type Carnot groups. Commun. Contemp. Math., 20(6):1750081, 24, 2018.

[11] D. Barilari and L. Rizzi. Sub-Riemannian interpolation inequalities. Invent. Math., 215(3):977–1038, 2019.

[12] F. Baudoin and N. Garofalo. Curvature-dimension inequalities and Ricci lower bounds for sub-Riemannian manifolds with transverse symmetries. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 19(1):151–219, 2017.

[13] F. Baudoin, M. Gordina, and R. Sarkar. Dimension-independent functional inequalities by tensorization and projection arguments. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2403.18799, Mar. 2024.

[14] G. Ben Arous. Développement asymptotique du noyau de la chaleur hypoelliptique hors du cut-locus. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4), 21(3):307–331, 1988.

[15] A. Bonfiglioli, E. Lanconelli, and F. Uguzzoni. Stratified Lie groups and potential theory for their sub-Laplacians. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[16] S. Borza, M. Magnabosco, T. Rossi, and K. Tashiro. Measure contraction property and curvature-dimension condition on sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2402.14779, Feb. 2024.

[17] S. Borza and K. Tashiro. Measure contraction property, curvature exponent and geodesic dimension of sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2305.16722, May 2023.

[18] T. Coulhon. Itération de Moser et estimation gaussienne du noyau de la chaleur. J.

Operator Theory, 29(1):157–165, 1993.

[19] T. Coulhon and A. Sikora. Gaussian heat kernel upper bounds via the Phragmén-Lindelöf theorem. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 96(2):507–544, 2008.

[20] E. B. Davies and M. M. H. Pang. Sharp heat kernel bounds for some Laplace operators.

Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. (2), 40(159):281–290, 1989.

[21] B. K. Driver and T. Melcher. Hypoelliptic heat kernel inequalities on the Heisenberg group.

J. Funct. Anal., 221(2):340–365, 2005.

[22] N. Eldredge. Precise estimates for the subelliptic heat kernel on H-type groups. J. Math.

Pures Appl. (9), 92(1):52–85, 2009.

[23] N. Eldredge. Gradient estimates for the subelliptic heat kernel on H-type groups. J. Funct.

Anal., 258(2):504–533, 2010.

[24] G. B. Folland and E. M. Stein. Hardy spaces on homogeneous groups, volume 28 of Mathematical Notes. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1982.

[25] E. Grong and A. Thalmaier. Curvature-dimension inequalities on sub-Riemannian manifolds obtained from Riemannian foliations: part I. Math. Z., 282(1-2):99–130, 2016.

[26] E. Grong and A. Thalmaier. Curvature-dimension inequalities on sub-Riemannian manifolds obtained from Riemannian foliations: part II. Math. Z., 282(1-2):131–164, 2016.

[27] E. Grong and A. Thalmaier. Stochastic completeness and gradient representations for sub-Riemannian manifolds. Potential Anal., 51(2):219–254, 2019.

[28] P. Hajł asz and P. Koskela. Sobolev met Poincaré. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 145(688):x+101, 2000.

[29] W. Hebisch and B. Zegarliński. Coercive inequalities on metric measure spaces. J. Funct.

Anal., 258(3):814–851, 2010.

[30] J.-Q. Hu and H.-Q. Li. Gradient estimates for the heat semigroup on H-type groups.

Potential Anal., 33(4):355–386, 2010.

[31] J. Inglis, V. Kontis, and B. Zegarliński. From U-bounds to isoperimetry with applications to H-type groups. J. Funct. Anal., 260(1):76–116, 2011.

[32] N. Juillet. Geometric inequalities and generalized Ricci bounds in the Heisenberg group.

Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (13):2347–2373, 2009.

[33] N. Juillet. Sub-Riemannian structures do not satisfy Riemannian Brunn-Minkowski inequalities. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 37(1):177–188, 2021.

[34] A. Kaplan. Fundamental solutions for a class of hypoelliptic PDE generated by composition of quadratic forms. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 258(1):147–153, 1980.

[35] H.-Q. Li. Estimation optimale du gradient du semi-groupe de la chaleur sur le groupe de Heisenberg. J. Funct. Anal., 236(2):369–394, 2006.

[36] H.-Q. Li. Estimations asymptotiques du noyau de la chaleur sur les groupes de Heisenberg.

C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 344(8):497–502, 2007.

[37] H.-Q. Li. Estimations optimales du noyau de la chaleur sur les groupes de type Heisenberg.

J. Reine Angew. Math., 646:195–233, 2010.

[38] H.-Q. Li. The Carnot-Carathéodory distance on 2-step groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2112.07822, Dec. 2021.

[39] H.-Q. Li, S.-C. Mao, and Y. Zhang. Heat kernel asymptotics on the free step-two carnot group with 3 generators. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.15168, 2023.

[40] H.-Q. Li and Y. Zhang. Heat kernel asymptotics for a class of Métivier groups. Preprint 2024.

[41] H.-Q. Li and Y. Zhang. Revisiting the heat kernel on isotropic and nonisotropic Heisenberg groups. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 44(6):467–503, 2019.

[42] H.-Q. Li and Y. Zhang. A complete answer to the Gaveau–Brockett problem. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2112.07927, Dec. 2021.

[43] H.-Q. Li and Y. Zhang. Sub-Riemannian geometry on some step-two Carnot groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2102.09860, Feb. 2021.

[44] Y. Liu, G. Lu, and R. L. Wheeden. Some equivalent definitions of high order Sobolev spaces on stratified groups and generalizations to metric spaces. Math. Ann., 323(1):157– 174, 2002.

[45] J. Lott and C. Villani. Ricci curvature for metric-measure spaces via optimal transport.

Ann. of Math. (2), 169(3):903–991, 2009.

[46] G. Lu. Polynomials, higher order Sobolev extension theorems and interpolation inequalities on weighted Folland-Stein spaces on stratified groups. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.), 16(3):405–444, 2000.

[47] G. Lu and R. L. Wheeden. An optimal representation formula for Carnot-Carathéodory vector fields. Bull. London Math. Soc., 30(6):578–584, 1998.

[48] M. Magnabosco and T. Rossi. Almost-Riemannian manifolds do not satisfy the curvaturedimension condition. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 62(4):Paper No. 123, 27, 2023.

[49] T. Melcher. Hypoelliptic heat kernel inequalities on Lie groups. Stochastic Process. Appl., 118(3):368–388, 2008.

[50] E. Milman. The quasi curvature-dimension condition with applications to sub-Riemannian manifolds. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 74(12):2628–2674, 2021.

[51] R. Montgomery. A tour of subriemannian geometries, their geodesics and applications, volume 91 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002.

[52] S. Nicolussi Golo and Y. Zhang. Curvature exponent and geodesic dimension on Sardregular Carnot groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2308.15811, Aug. 2023.

[53] S.-i. Ohta. On the measure contraction property of metric measure spaces. Comment.

Math. Helv., 82(4):805–828, 2007.

[54] R. B. Paris. Incomplete gamma and related functions. In NIST handbook of mathematical functions, pages 175–192. U.S. Dept. Commerce, Washington, DC, 2010.

[55] B. Qian. Positive curvature property for some hypoelliptic heat kernels. Bull. Sci. Math., 135(3):262–278, 2011.

[56] B. Qian. Hamilton type gradient estimate for the sub-elliptic operators. Potential Anal., 42(2):607–615, 2015.

[57] L. Rifford. Ricci curvatures in Carnot groups. Math. Control Relat. Fields, 3(4):467–487, 2013.

[58] L. Rifford. Sub-Riemannian geometry and optimal transport. SpringerBriefs in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2014.

[59] L. Rizzi. Measure contraction properties of Carnot groups. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55(3):Art. 60, 20, 2016.

[60] L. Rizzi and G. Stefani. Failure of curvature-dimension conditions on sub-Riemannian manifolds via tangent isometries. J. Funct. Anal., 285(9):Paper No. 110099, 31, 2023.

[61] A. Sikora. Sharp pointwise estimates on heat kernels. Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. (2), 47(187):371–382, 1996.

[62] A. Sikora. Riesz transform, Gaussian bounds and the method of wave equation. Math. Z., 247(3):643–662, 2004.

[63] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. I. Acta Math., 196(1):65–131, 2006.

[64] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. II. Acta Math., 196(1):133–177, 2006.

[65] N. T. Varopoulos. Small time Gaussian estimates of heat diffusion kernels. II. The theory of large deviations. J. Funct. Anal., 93(1):1–33, 1990.

[66] N. T. Varopoulos, L. Saloff-Coste, and T. Coulhon. Analysis and geometry on groups, volume 100 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992.

[67] Y. Zhang. A note on gradient estimates for the heat semigroup on nonisotropic Heisenberg groups. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2109.12590, Sept. 2021.

[68] Y. Zhang. On the H.-Q. Li inequality on step-two Carnot groups. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci.

Paris, 361:1107–1114, 2023.

Sheng-Chen Mao School of Mathematical Sciences Fudan University 220 Handan Road Shanghai 200433 People’s Republic of China E-Mail: scmao22@m.fudan.edu.cn or maosci@163.com

Ye Zhang Analysis on Metric Spaces Unit Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology Graduate University 1919-1 Tancha, Onna-son, Kunigami-gun Okinawa, 904-0495, Japan E-Mail: zhangye0217@gmail.com or Ye.Zhang2@oist.jp