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Abstract

We study the Li–Yau inequality for the heat equation corresponding to
the Dunkl harmonic oscillator, which is a non-local Schrödinger operator pa-
rameterized by reflections and multiplicity functions. In the particular case
when the reflection group is isomorphic to Z

d
2, the result is sharp in the sense

that equality is achieved by the heat kernel of the classic harmonic oscillator.
We also provide the application on parabolic Harnack inequalities.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold without boundary
and with non-negative Ricci curvature, ρ be the geodesic distance on M , | · | be
the length in the tangent space, ∆ be the Laplace–Beltrami operator and ∇ be the
Riemannian gradient. Let V : [0,∞) ×M → R such that V (t, x) is C1 in t and
C2 in x. Suppose that there exist some point o ∈ M , a constant ϑ and functions
η : [0,∞)× [0,∞) → [0,∞) and τ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that

|∇V (t, ·)|(x) ≤ η
(

ρ(o, x), t
)

, ∆V (t, ·)(x) ≤ ϑ,

lim
r→∞

η(r, t)

r
≤ τ(t),

for any (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) ×M . In the seminal paper [22], Li and Yau obtained the
following pointwise inequality, i.e., for every positive solution u to the Schrödinger
equation

∂tu = ∆u− V u, on (0,∞)×M, (1.1)
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it holds that1

|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
≤ d

2t
+

√

d

2
ϑ+ cτ(t)

1

2 + V (t, x), t > 0, x ∈M,(1.2)

for some constant c > 0. Noting that u is a positive solution to (1.1) and the fact
that ∆ log u = ∆u/u− |∇u|2/u2, we immediately see that (1.2) is equivalent to

−∆
(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ d

2t
+

√

d

2
ϑ+ cτ(t)1/2, t > 0, x ∈M. (1.3)

See e.g. [20, 24] for related studies in the Schrödinger case. In particular, when V
vanishes, (1.2) and (1.3) reduce to the Li–Yau inequality for positive solutions to
the heat equation ∂tu = ∆u on (0,∞)×M , i.e.,

−∆
(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) =
|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
≤ d

2t
, t > 0, x ∈M. (1.4)

Being an important tool in the study of analytic and geometric properties of
manifolds, Li–Yau inequalities have been successively applied to derive parabolic
Harnack inequalities, estimate heat kernels and the Green functions, obtain eigen-
value estimates, and establish Laplacian comparison theorems, etc.

It is well known that (1.4) is sharp in the sense that equality is achieved for the
fundamental solution to the heat equation on the d-dimensional Euclidean space Rd

(see e.g. (2.10) below). Up to now, there are quite a few works on improving the
Li–Yau inequality corresponding to heat equations for small time and large time on
Riemannian manifolds; see e.g. [16, 8, 32, 21, 5, 34, 35] and references therein.

Recently, in [34], sharp Li–Yau inequalities for the Laplace–Beltrami operator
on hyperbolic spaces were obtained by employing the explicit formula for the corre-
sponding heat kernel. Very recently, in [33], similar to the idea of [34], the Li–Yau
inequality for the fractional Laplacian has been proved; see also the conjectures on
Li–Yau inequalities of gradient type for the fractional Laplacian at the end of [15,
Section 21], where the “gradient” is given by the carré du champ operator induced
by the fractional Laplacian. We should mention that there are works on the Li–Yau
inequality in the setting of graphs via various curvature-dimension conditions in the
sense of Bakry–Emery [4]; see e.g. [6, 26, 23, 9] and references there in.

So, a natural question is on the sharpness of the Li–Yau inequality (1.2) and
(1.3) for the Schrödinger equation ∂tu = (∆ − V )u. Indeed, on R

d, a typical
example of the potential V assumed above is V (t, x) = |x|2. In the present work, we
consider the Dunkl harmonic oscillator Lκ on R

d given by the generalized Laplacian
or Dunkl Laplacian ∆κ and the potential |x|2, i.e., Lκ := ∆κ − |x|2, which is a non-
local Schrödinger operator; see Section 2 for more details. We mainly focus on the
establishment of the sharp Li–Yau inequality for positive solutions to the equation
(∂t − Lκ)u = 0.

In the next section, we present some basics on the Dunkl theory and introduce
our main results.

1 Note that the term τ(t)2/3 appearing in the original result [22, Theorem 1.3(i), page 163] should
be τ(t)1/2. We do not know if it has been pointed out somewhere else.
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2 Preparations and main results

Let | · | and 〈·, ·〉 be the norm and the scalar product on R
d, respectively. For

every α ∈ R
d \ {0}, denote the hyperplane orthogonal to α by α⊥, i.e., α⊥ = {x ∈

R
d : 〈α, x〉 = 0}, and denote σα the reflection in α⊥ by

σαx = x− 2
〈α, x〉
|α|2 α, x ∈ R

d.

Let R be a root system on R
d, which is a finite set of nonzero vectors in R

d so
that, for each α ∈ R, σα(R) = R and αR∩R = {−α, α}, where αR := {aα : a ∈ R}.
Without loss of generality, we assume that |α|2 = 2 for every α ∈ R. Denote the
reflection group generated by the root system R by G. Let κ : R → [0,∞) be the
multiplicity function such that κ is G-invariant, i.e., κgβ = κβ for every g ∈ G and
every β ∈ R.

Fix a subsystem R+ of R. For every ξ ∈ R
d, the Dunkl operator Dξ along ξ

associated with G and κ, introduced by C.F. Dunkl in [10], is defined by

Dξf(x) = ∂ξf(x) +
∑

α∈R+

κα〈α, ξ〉
f(x)− f(σαx)

〈α, x〉 , f ∈ C1(Rd), x ∈ R
d,

where ∂ξ denotes the directional derivative along ξ. For convenience, write Dj for
Dej and ∂j for ∂ej , j = 1, 2, · · · , d, where {ej}dj=1 is the standard orthonormal system
of Rd. Let

∇κ = (D1, · · · ,Dd), ∆κ =
d

∑

j=1

D2
j

be the Dunkl gradient and the Dunkl Laplacian, respectively. It is easy to see that

∆κf(x) = ∆f(x) + 2
∑

α∈R+

κα

[〈α,∇f〉
〈α, x〉 − f(x)− f(σαx)

〈α, x〉2
]

, f ∈ C2(Rd), x ∈ R
d.

In particular, when κ = 0, ∇0 = ∇ and ∆0 = ∆ are the standard gradient operator
and the standard Laplacian on R

d, respectively. However, ∆κ and ∇κ may not
satisfy the chain rule and the Leibniz rule.

Let µκ(dx) = wκ(x)dx, where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on R
d and wκ

is the natural weight function defined by

wκ(x) =
∏

α∈R+

|〈α, x〉|κα, x ∈ R
d.

It is easy to see that wκ is G-invariant and a homogeneous function of degree

λκ =
∑

α∈R+

κα.

The number d + 2λκ should be regarded as the homogeneous dimension of the
Dunkl system due to the scaling property (see e.g. [3, page 2365]), i.e., for every
ball B(x,R) in R

d with center x and radius R > 0, it is easy to see that

µκ
(

B(γx, γR)
)

= γd+2λκµκ
(

B(x,R)
)

, γ > 0.
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For more details on the Dunkl theory, refer to the survey papers [28, 1] and the
books [12, 7]. For the application of the Dunkl theory in mathematical physics,
see [28, Section 3] and references therein. Moreover, from the probabilistic point of
view, the stochastic process (also called Dunkl process) corresponding to the Dunkl
Laplacian ∆κ is a Markov jump process but not a Lévy process if κ > 0. See e.g.
[29], [14] and [19, Section 3] for some probabilistic aspects of the Dunkl theory and
see e.g. [30] for more details on Lévy processes.

In this work, we mainly consider the Dunkl harmonic oscillator on R
d, i.e.,

Lκ := ∆κ − |x|2.

which clearly reduces to the classic harmonic oscillator L := ∆ − |x|2 when κ = 0.
Let (Ht)t≥0 be the semigroup generated by Lκ, and let (ht)t>0 be the corresponding
heat kernel with respect to µκ. See e.g. [25] and Section 3 for more details.

Now we are ready to present our main results. The first one is on the Li–Yau
inequality for the heat kernel of the Dunkl harmonic oscillator in the particular case
when the reflection group G is isomorphic to the Abelian group Z

d
2.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. Then, for every t > 0 and

every x, y ∈ R
d,

−∆κ

(

log ht(·, y)
)

(x) ≤ (d+ 2λκ) coth(2t)

≤ (d+ 2λκ)

(

1

2t
+ 1

)

.
(2.1)

Remark 2.2. The result improves (1.3) and is sharp in the sense that equality in
the first inequality of (2.1) is achieved by the heat kernel of the harmonic oscillator.
Indeed, if κ = 0, then Lκ becomes the harmonic oscillator L. It is well known that
the heat kernel ht(x, y) corresponding to L has the following expression, i.e.,

ht(x, y) =
1

[2π sinh(2t)]d
exp

(

−1

4

[

tanh(t)|x+ y|2 + coth(t)|x− y|2
]

)

,

for every t > 0, x, y ∈ R
d; see e.g. [31, page 453]. Then it is easy to see that

−∆
(

log ht(·, y)
)

(x) = d coth(2t)

≤ d

(

1 +
1

2t

)

, t > 0, x, y ∈ R
d.

In order to obtain the sharp Li–Yau inequality for solutions to the equation ∂tu =
Lκu, we rely on a general result which transforms the problem into an equivalent one,
i.e., establishing the Li–Yau inequality for the corresponding heat kernel. The idea
is motivated by the continuous setting on Riemannian manifolds in [34, Theorem
1.1] and the pure jump setting on metric measure spaces in [33, Theorem 2.4].

From now on, we fix T ∈ (0,∞]. Let V : (0, T ) × R
d → R be a potential.

Consider the equation associated with the non-local Schrödinger operator LV :=
∆κ − V , i.e.,

∂tu(t, x) = LV u(t, ·)(x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
d. (2.2)
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Let S(LV ) be the class of all solutions u : [0, T ) × R
d → (0,∞) to (2.2) such that

(0, T ) ∋ t 7→ u(t, x) is C1 for every x ∈ R
d and R

d ∋ x 7→ u(t, x) is C2 for every
t ∈ (0, T ).

In the next main result, we will make the following hypothesis.

(H) For each u ∈ S(LV ), there exists a function hV : (0, T ) × R
d × R

d → (0,∞)
such that, y 7→ hVt (x, y) is Borel measurable for every (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × R

d,
(t, x) 7→ hVt (x, y) ∈ S(LV ) for every y ∈ R

d, and

u(t, x) =

∫

Rd

u(0, y)hVt (x, y) dµκ(y),

∂tu(t, x) =

∫

Rd

u(0, y)∂th
V
t (x, y) dµκ(y),

for every (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
d.

Theorem 2.3. Let β be a function defined on (0, T )×R
d. Assume that S(LV ) 6= ∅

and (H) holds. Then

−∆κ

(

log hVt (·, y)
)

(x) ≤ β(t, x), (t, x, y) ∈ (0, T )× R
d × R

d, (2.3)

is equivalent to that, for every u ∈ S(LV ),

−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ β(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
d. (2.4)

In addition, either (2.3) or (2.4) implies that, for every u ∈ S(LV ),

|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
≤ β(t, x) + V (t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R

d. (2.5)

Taking V (t, x) = |x|2 for all t ∈ [0, T ), by Theorems 2.3 and 2.1, we immediately
obtain the following Li–Yau inequality. We say that a function f : [0, T )× R

d → I
is C1,2 if (0, T ) ∋ t 7→ f(t, x) is C1 for every x ∈ R

d and R
d ∋ x 7→ u(t, x) is C2 for

every t ∈ (0, T ), where I is a subset of R.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. Then for every C1,2 solution

u : [0, T )× R
d → (0,∞) to the equation ∂tu = Lκu, it holds that

−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ (d+ 2λκ) coth(2t)

≤ (d+ 2λκ)

(

1

2t
+ 1

)

, T > t > 0, x ∈ R
d.

(2.6)

Remark 2.5. Consider the case when κ = 0. Then Lκ reduces to L = ∆−|x|2 and
λκ = 0. Note that even the weaker inequality in (2.6) improves (1.3) by getting rid
of a positive constant on the right hand side of (1.3).

An important direct consequence of the above Li–Yau inequalities is the following
sharp parabolic Harnack inequalities.
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Corollary 2.6. Assume that u : [0, T ) × R
d → (0,∞) is a C1,2 solution to the

equation ∂tu = Lκu and the reflection group G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. Then for every

0 < s < t < T and every x, y ∈ R
d,

u(s, x)≤u(t, y)

(

sinh(2t)

sinh(2s)

)
d+2λκ

2

exp

( |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (t− s)ς(x, y)

)

≤u(t, y)

(

t

s

)
d+2λκ

2

exp

( |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (t− s)
[

d+ 2λκ + ς(x, y)
]

)

,

where

ς(x, y) :=
|x|2 + |y|2 + 〈x, y〉

3
, x, y ∈ R

d.

We give a remark on Li–Yau inequalities and parabolic Harnack inequalities
above. The proof will be postponed to Section 4.

Remark 2.7. Suppose that the assumption of Corollary 2.6 holds.

(1) Let ̺t(x) = ht(x, 0). Then for every t ∈ (0, T ), Rd ∋ x 7→ log(ut
̺t
)(x) is convex.

Refer to [17, Corollary 1.4] for the case of standard heat equation in R
d.

(2) Let β : (0, T )× R
d → R be jointly continuous. Then the Li–Yau inequality

|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
≤ β(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R

d (2.7)

is equivalent to the parabolic Harnack inequality

u(s, x) ≤ u(t, y) exp

{ |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (t− s)

∫ 1

0

β(t+ τ(s− t), y + τ(x− y))dτ

}

,

(2.8)
for any x, y ∈ R

d, 0 < s < t < T .

Now we turn to consider the case of heat equation associated with the Dunkl
Laplacian ∆κ. Let (pt)t>0 be the heat kernel corresponding to ∆κ with respect to
µκ, the so called Dunkl heat kernel (see Section 3 for more details).

The next result is on the Li–Yau inequality for (pt)t>0, which can be proved by
the same method as for Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. Then for every t > 0 and every

x, y ∈ R
d,

−∆κ

(

log pt(·, y)
)

(x) ≤ d+ 2λκ
2t

. (2.9)

Remark 2.9. (2.9) is sharp in the sense that, if κ = 0, then ∆κ = ∆, λκ = 0, and
(pt)t>0 reduce to the heat kernel corresponding to ∆ on R

d, i.e.,

pt(x, y) =
1

(4πt)d/2
exp

(

− |x− y|2
4t

)

, x, y ∈ R
d, t > 0; (2.10)

hence

−∆
(

log pt(·, y)
)

(x) =
d

2t
,

for every t > 0 and every x, y ∈ R
d.

6



Combining Theorem 2.3 with vanishing potential V and Theorem 2.8 together,
we have the following Li–Yau inequality for positive solutions to the Dunkl heat
equation. Then the corresponding parabolic Harnack inequality follows immediately
by the same approach as for Corollary 2.6.

Corollary 2.10. Suppose that G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. Then for every C1,2 solution

u : [0, T )× R
d → (0,∞) to the Dunkl heat equation ∂tu = ∆κu, it holds that

−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ d+ 2λκ
2t

, (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
d,

and moreover, for every 0 < s < t < T and every x, y ∈ R
d,

u(s, x) ≤ u(t, y)

(

t

s

)λκ+d/2

exp

{ |x− y|2
4(t− s)

}

.

The proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.8 are presented in Section 3, and proofs of
Theorem 2.3, Corollary 2.6 and Remark 2.7 are given in Section 4.

3 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.8

In this section, we assume that the reflection group G is isomorphic to Z
d
2. In

this case, the root system R = {±
√
2ej : j = 1, · · · , d} and the subsystem R+ =

{
√
2ej : j = 1, · · · , d}. The reflection group G is generated by {σj : j = 1, · · · , d},

where

σi(x1, · · · , xi, · · · , xd) = (x1, · · · , xi−1,−xi, xi+1, · · · , xd), i = 1, · · · , d,

for each x ∈ R
d with x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ R

d. Since the multiplicity function κ is
nonnegative and Z

d
2-invariant, for each j = 1, · · · , d, we may take κσj = κj ≥ 0.

Then, for every x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ R
d,

Djf(x) = ∂jf(x) +
κj
xj

[

f(x)− f(σjx)
]

, f ∈ C1(Rd), j = 1, · · · , d,

and

∆κf(x) =∆f(x) +
d

∑

j=1

κj
x2j

[

2xj∂jf(x)− f(x) + f(σjx)
]

=

d
∑

j=1

(

∂2jjf(x) +
κj
x2j

[

2xj∂jf(x)− f(x) + f(σjx)
]

)

, f ∈ C2(Rd),

The weight function can be written as

wκ(x) =
d
∏

j=1

|xj |κj , x ∈ R
d,

which is clearly homogeneous of degree λκ =
∑d

j=1 κj .

7



It has been shown in [25, page 544] (see also [27]) that the heat kernel ht(x, y)
corresponding to the Dunkl harmonic oscillator Lκ = ∆κ − |x|2 with respect to
µκ has the following expression, i.e., for every t > 0 and every x, y ∈ R

d with
x = (x1, · · · , xd), y = (y1, · · · , yd),

ht(x, y) =
1

[2 sinh(2t)]d
exp

(

−coth(2t)

2

[

|x|2 + |y|2
]

)

×
d
∏

j=1

[

Iκj−1/2(
xjyj

sinh(2t)
)

(xjyj)κj−1/2
+ xjyj

Iκj+1/2(
xjyj

sinh(2t)
)

(xjyj)κj+1/2

]

,

(3.1)

where for every λ > −1, Iλ is the modified Bessel function of the first kind with
order λ defined as

z−λIλ(z) =

∞
∑

j=0

1

j!Γ(λ+ j + 1)

(z

2

)2j

, z ∈ R,

and Γ(·) stands for the Gamma function. Note that z 7→ z−λIλ(·) is smooth on R

and Iλ(z) > 0 for every z ∈ (0,∞); see e.g. [18, Chapter 5].
Let δ· be the Dirac measure. Due to Schläfli’s integral representation of the

modified Bessel function Iλ (see e.g. [25, page 549]), we see that

Iλ(z) = zλ
∫ 1

−1

e−zs νλ(ds), z > 0, λ ≥ −1

2
,

where

νλ(ds) :=
(1− s2)λ−1/2

√
π2λΓ(λ+ 1/2)

ds, s ∈ (−1, 1), λ > −1

2
,

and

ν−1/2(ds) :=
1√
2π

(δ−1 + δ1),

Then, by [27, Example 2.1, page 107], we observe that (3.1) can be rewritten as

ht(x, y) =
d
∏

j=1

cκj

[sinh(2t)]κj+1/2
exp

(

−1

2
coth(2t)(x2j + y2j )

)

×
∫ 1

−1

(1− s)κj−1(1 + s)κj exp
( xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds

=:
d
∏

j=1

h
(j)
t (xj, yj),

(3.2)

for every t > 0 and every x, y ∈ R
d with x = (x1, · · · , xd), y = (y1, · · · , yd), where

c−1
κj

= 2κj+1/2
√
πΓ(κj + 1/2).

Now we are ready to present the proof.
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Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let t > 0 and x, y ∈ R
d with x = (x1, · · · , xd), y = (y1, · · · , yd).

By (3.2), it is clear that

∆κ

(

log ht(·, y)
)

(x)

=

d
∑

j=1

(κj
x2j

[

2xj∂xj log h
(j)
t (xj , yj)− log h

(j)
t (xj , yj) + log h

(j)
t (−xj , yj)

]

+ ∂2xjxj log h
(j)
t (xj , yj)

)

.

(3.3)

Hence, it suffices to estimate the terms in the parentheses of (3.3), i.e.,

∂2xjxj log h
(j)
t (xj , yj) +

κj
x2j

[

2xj∂xj log h
(j)
t (xj, yj)− log h

(j)
t (xj , yj) + log h

(j)
t (−xj , yj)

]

.

For notational convenience, we ignore the superscript and the subscript j in the
above terms. Then we shall estimate

∂2uu log ht(u, v)+
κ

u2
[

2u∂u log ht(u, v)− log ht(u, v) + log ht(−u, v)
]

,

for every t > 0 and u, v ∈ R, where κ is a nonnegative constant,

ht(u, v) =
cκ

[sinh(2t)]κ+1/2
exp

(

−1

2
coth(2t)(u2 + v2)

)

×
∫ 1

−1

(1− s)κ−1(1 + s)κ exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds,

and cκ =
1

2κ+1/2Γ(κ+1/2)
√
π
.

Let g(s) = (1− s)κ−1(1 + s)κ and

E(u, v) =

∫ 1

−1

g(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds.

Then

log ht(u, v) = log cκ −
(

κ +
1

2

)

log sinh(2t)− 1

2
coth(2t)

(

u2 + v2
)

+ logE(u, v),

(3.4)

for every t > 0 and every u, v ∈ R.
Step 1. Estimate ∂2uu log ht(u, v) from below. From (3.4), we immediately have

∂2uu log ht(u, v) = − coth(2t) +
∂2uuE(u, v)

E(u, v)
−

(

∂uE(u, v)
)2

E(u, v)2

Since

∂uE(u, v)=
v

sinh(2t)

∫ 1

−1

sg(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds,

∂2uuE(u, v)=
v2

[sinh(2t)]2

∫ 1

−1

s2g(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds,

9



we obtain

∂2uuE(u, v)E(u, v)−
(

∂uE(u, v)
)2

=
v2

[sinh(2t)]2

(
∫ 1

−1

s2g(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds

)(
∫ 1

−1

g(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds

)

−
(

v

[sinh(2t)]

∫ 1

−1

sg(s) exp
( uvs

sinh(2t)

)

ds

)2

≥ 0,

by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. Thus

∂2uu log ht(u, v) ≥ − coth(2t). (3.5)

Step 2. Estimate I from below, where

I :=
κ

u2
[

2u∂u log ht(u, v) + log ht(−u, v)− log ht(u, v)
]

.

Then, letting a = uv/ sinh(2t), we have

I=
κ

u2

[

−2 coth(2t)u2 + 2u
∂uE(u, v)

E(u, v)
+ log

E(−u, v)
E(u, v)

]

=
κ

u2

[

−2 coth(2t)u2 + 2a

∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

+ log

∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

]

. (3.6)

Set

φ(a) = 2a

∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

+ log

∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

, a ∈ R.

We claim that
φ(a) ≥ 0, a ∈ R.

Now we begin to prove the claim. Indeed, φ(0) = 0, and

φ′(a) = 2a

[
∫ 1

−1
s2g(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

−
( ∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

)2

( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

)2

]

+

∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

−
∫ 1

−1
sg(s)e−as ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have
∫ 1

−1
s2g(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

−
( ∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

)2

( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

)2 ≥ 0. (3.7)

For every a ∈ R, set

ψ(a) :=
(

∫ 1

−1

sg(s)eas ds
)(

∫ 1

−1

g(s)e−as ds
)

−
(

∫ 1

−1

g(s)eas ds
)(

∫ 1

−1

sg(s)e−as ds
)

.

10



Then ψ(0) = 0, and

ψ′(a) =
(

∫ 1

−1

s2g(s)eas ds
)(

∫ 1

−1

g(s)e−as ds
)

−2
(

∫ 1

−1

sg(s)eas ds
)(

∫ 1

−1

sg(s)e−as ds
)

+
(

∫ 1

−1

g(s)eas ds
)(

∫ 1

−1

s2g(s)e−as ds
)

≥AD − 2
√
ABCD +BC =

(
√
AD −

√
BC

)2

≥ 0,

where we applied the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality twice and set

A=

∫ 1

−1

g(s)eas ds, B =

∫ 1

−1

g(s)e−as ds,

C =

∫ 1

−1

s2g(s)eas ds, D =

∫ 1

−1

s2g(s)e−as ds.

Hence a 7→ ψ(a) is increasing in R.
(1) Suppose a ≥ 0. Then, by (3.7),

φ′(a)≥
∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

−
∫ 1

−1
sg(s)e−as ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

=
ψ(a)

( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

)( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

)
.

Since a 7→ ψ(a) is increasing in [0,∞), we have ψ(a) ≥ ψ(0) = 0, a ≥ 0. Hence
φ′(a) ≥ 0, a ≥ 0.

(2) Suppose a ≤ 0. Then, by (3.7),

φ′(a)≤
∫ 1

−1
sg(s)eas ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

−
∫ 1

−1
sg(s)e−as ds

∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

=
ψ(a)

( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)eas ds

)( ∫ 1

−1
g(s)e−as ds

)
.

Since a 7→ ψ(a) is increasing in (−∞, 0], we have ψ(a) ≤ ψ(0) = 0, a ≤ 0. Hence
ψ′(a) ≤ 0, a ≤ 0.

Combining (1) and (2), we see that φ′(a) ≥ 0 for every a ≥ 0, and φ′(a) ≤ 0 for
every a ≤ 0. Thus, φ(a) ≥ φ(0) = 0 for every a ∈ R, which completes the proof of
the claim.

Thus, by the claim and (3.6), we have

I ≥ −2κ coth(2t). (3.8)

Therefore, gathering (3.3), (3.5) and (3.8) together, we obtain

−∆κ

(

log ht(·, y)
)

(x)≤ (d+ 2λκ) coth(2t)
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≤ (d+ 2λκ)

(

1 +
1

2t

)

, t > 0, x, y ∈ R
d,

where in the last inequality we used the elementary fact that es ≥ 1 + s for every
s ≥ 0.

We complete the proof of (2.9).

In order to apply the above method to prove Theorem 2.8, we only need to
observe the following fact (see e.g. [11, 27]).

For every t > 0 and every x, y ∈ R
d with x = (x1, · · · , xd) and y = (y1, · · · , yd),

pt(x, y) =

d
∏

i=1

p
(i)
t (xi, yi),

where for each i = 1, · · · , d, κi is a nonnegative constant, and

p
(i)
t (u, v) :=

1

Γ(κi + 1/2)(2t)κi+1/2
exp

(

−u
2 + v2

4t

)

Eκi

( u√
2t
,
v√
2t

)

,

Eκi(u, v) :=
Γ(κi + 1/2)√

πΓ(κi)

∫ 1

−1

(1− s)κi−1(1 + s)κiesuv ds,

for every u, v ∈ R and t > 0. In the present Z
d
2 setting, also refer to [2] for more

details on the Dunkl heat kernel and its estimates and see [7] for the development
of harmonic analysis in the Dunkl setting.

4 Proofs of Theorem 2.3, Corollary 2.6 and Re-

mark 2.7

For ψ ∈ C1(R) and a, b ∈ R, let

πψ(a, b) := ψ(a)− ψ(b)− ψ′(b)(a− b).

In order to prove Theorem 2.3, we need the following lemma which is motivated by
[13, Lemma 4.4] in the particular case when ψ(t) = |t|p with p > 1 for any t ∈ R,
and see also the recent [33, Lemma 2.1] for the general pure jump case.

Lemma 4.1. Let I ⊆ R be an interval, ψ ∈ C2(I) and f ∈ C2(Rd, I). Then,

∆κψ(f) = ψ′(f)∆κf + ψ′′(f)|∇f |2 +Πψ(f),

where

Πψ(f)(x) := 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
πψ

(

f(σαx), f(x)
)

〈α, x〉2 , x ∈ R
d.

In addition, if f is G-invariant, i.e., f(gx) = f(x) for every g ∈ G and every
x ∈ R

d, then
∆κψ(f) = ψ′(f)∆f + ψ′′(f)|∇f |2.

12



Proof. We only need to prove the first assertion, which is derived by a direct calcu-
lation. For every x ∈ R

d,

∆κψ(f)(x)=∆ψ(f)(x) + 2
∑

α∈R+

κα

(〈α,∇ψ
(

f(x)
)

〉
〈α, x〉 +

ψ
(

f(σαx)
)

− ψ
(

f(x)
)

〈α, x〉2
)

=ψ′(f(x)
)

∆f(x) + ψ′′(f(x)
)

|∇f |2(x)

+2
∑

α∈R+

κα

(

ψ′(f(x)
)〈α,∇f(x)〉

〈α, x〉 + ψ′(f(x)
)f(σαx)− f(x)

〈α, x〉2

+
ψ
(

f(σαx)
)

− ψ
(

f(x)
)

− ψ′(f(x)
)

[f(σαx)− f(x)]

〈α, x〉2
)

=ψ′(f(x)
)

∆κf(x) + ψ′′(f(x)
)

|∇f |2(x) + 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
πψ

(

f(σαx), f(x)
)

〈α, x〉2 ,

where we applied the chain rule for the Laplacian ∆ in the second equality.

Now we start to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. From the assumption, it is clear that (2.4) implies (2.3).
Let u ∈ S(LV ) and denote also ut = u(t, ·) and Vt = V (t, ·). Applying Lemma

4.1 with ψ(t) = log t for every t > 0, we obtain

LV log ut=
∆κut
ut

− |∇ log ut|2 +Πlog(ut)− Vt log ut. (4.1)

By (4.1),

|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
=Πlog

(

u(t, ·)
)

(x)−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) + V (t, x)

= 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

(

log
u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)
− u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)
+ 1

)

−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) + V (t, x).

Let ξ(t) := log t − t + 1, t > 0. It is easy to see that ξ(t) ≤ ξ(1) = 0 for all t > 0,
which implies that Πlog

(

u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ 0 for all t > 0 and x ∈ R
d. Combing this with

(2.4) together, we prove (2.5).
So, it remains to prove that (2.3) implies (2.4). Let f = u(0, ·). Since u(t, x) =
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∫

Rd f(y)h
V
t (x, y)µκ(dy), by (4.1) and the assumption (H), we have

∂tu(t, x) + β(t, x)u(t, x)

=

∫

Rd

f(y)∂th
V
t (x, y)µκ(dy) + β(t, x)

∫

Rd

f(y)hVt (x, y)µκ(dy)

=

∫

Rd

f(y)
[

LV h
V
t (·, y)(x) + β(t, x)hVt (x, y)

]

µκ(dy)

=

∫

Rd

f(y)
[

hVt (x, y)∆κ log h
V
t (x, y) + hVt (x, y)|∇ loghVt (·, y)(x)|2

− V (t, x)hVt (x, y)− hVt (x, y)Πlog

(

hVt (·, y)
)

(y) + β(t, x)hVt (x, y)
]

µκ(dy)

≥
∫

Rd

f(y)
[

hVt (x, y)|∇ loghVt (·, y)(x)|2 − hVt (x, y)Πlog

(

hVt (·, y)
)

(x)

− V (t, x)hVt (x, y)
]

µκ(dy),

(4.2)

where (2.3) was applied in the last inequality.
It is easy to see that, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

|∇u(t, ·)(x)|2≤
(
∫

Rd

|∇hVt (·, y)(x)|f(y)µκ(dy)
)2

≤
(
∫

Rd

|∇hVt (·, y)(x)|2
hVt (x, y)

f(y)µκ(dy)

)(
∫

Rd

hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

)

,

which implies that
∫

Rd

f(y)|∇ loghVt (·, y)(x)|2hVt (x, y)µκ(dy) ≥ u(t, x)|∇ log u(t, ·)(x)|2. (4.3)

Now let

I = −
∫

Rd

Πlog

(

hVt (·, y)
)

(x)hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy),

and
II = −u(t, x)Πlog

(

u(t, ·)
)

(x).

Then

I− II = 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

∫

Rd

[

− log
hVt (σαx, y)

hVt (x, y)
+
hVt (σαx, y)

hVt (x, y)
− 1

]

hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

−2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

∫

Rd

[

− log
u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)
+
u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)
− 1

]

hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

= 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

∫

Rd

[

η
(hVt (σαx, y)

hVt (x, y)

)

− η
(u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)

)

]

hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy),

where η(t) := t − log t − 1, t ∈ R. It is clear that (0,∞) ∋ t 7→ η(t) is convex and
d
dt
η(t) = (t− 1)/t, which implies

η(t)− η(s) ≥ s− 1

s
(t− s), s, t > 0.
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Hence

I− II

≥ 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

∫

Rd

u(t, σαx)− u(t, x)

u(t, σαx)

[

hVt (σαx, y)

hVt (x, y)
− u(t, σαx)

u(t, x)

]

hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

= 2
∑

α∈R+

κα
〈α, x〉2

(
∫

Rd

u(t, σαx)− u(t, x)

u(t, σαx)
hVt (rαx, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

−
∫

Rd

u(t, σαx)− u(t, x)

u(t, x)
hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy)

)

=0,

which means that
∫

Rd

Πlog

(

hVt (·, y)
)

(x)hVt (x, y)f(y)µκ(dy) ≤ u(t, x)Πlog

(

u(t, ·)
)

(x). (4.4)

Combining (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4) together, we have

LV u(t, ·)(x) + β(t, x)u(t, x)

≥u(t, x)|∇ log u(t, ·)|2(x)− u(t, x)Πlog

(

u(t, ·)
)

(x)− V (t, x)u(t, x),

which implies
−∆κ

(

log u(t, ·)
)

(x) ≤ β(t, x)

by (4.1).

The proof of the parabolic Harnack inequality by using the Li–Yau inequality is
standard (see [22, Section 2]), which is presented here for the sake of completeness.

Proof of Corollary 2.6. By Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4, it is clear that

|∇u(t, ·)|2(x)
u(t, x)2

− ∂tu(t, x)

u(t, x)
≤ (d+ 2λκ) coth(2t) + |x|2, t > 0, x ∈ R

d. (4.5)

Let 0 < s < t < T , x, y ∈ R
d, and let

γτ =
(

t+ τ(s− t), y + τ(x− y)
)

, τ ∈ [0, 1],

be the straight line from (t, y) to (s, x). Consider the function

φ(τ) := log u(γτ), τ ∈ [0, 1].

Then

log
u(s, x)

u(t, y)
= φ(1)− φ(0) =

∫ 1

0

φ′(τ) dτ

=

∫ 1

0

[

〈∇xu(γτ)

u(γτ )
, x− y

〉

− (t− s)
∂tu(γτ)

u(γτ)

]

dτ

≤
∫ 1

0

|x− y| |∇xu(γτ)|
u(γτ)

dτ − (t− s)

∫ 1

0

|∇xu(γτ)|2
u(γτ)2

dτ
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+(t− s)

∫ 1

0

[

(d+ 2λκ) coth[2(t + τ(s− t))] + |y + τ(x− y)|2
]

dτ

≤ |x− y|
(

∫ 1

0

|∇xu(γτ)|2
u(γτ )2

dτ
)1/2

− (t− s)

∫ 1

0

|∇xu(γτ)|2
u(γτ)2

dτ

+(d+ 2λκ)

∫ t

s

coth(2τ) dτ + (t− s)

∫ 1

0

|y + τ(x− y)|2 dτ

≤ |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (d+ 2λκ)

∫ t

s

coth(2τ) dτ + (t− s)

∫ 1

0

|y + τ(x− y)|2 dτ,

where we applied (4.5) in the first inequality, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality in the
second one and Young’s inequality in the last one. Thus,

u(s, x) ≤ u(t, y)
( sinh(2t)

sinh(2s)

)
d+2λκ

2

exp

( |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (t− s)
|x|2 + |y|2 + 〈x, y〉

3

)

.

Moreover, by the elementary inequality, i.e.,

sinh(t)

sinh(s)
=
et − e−t

es − e−s
≤ et−s

( t

s

)

, t ≥ s > 0,

we have

u(s, x) ≤ u(t, y)
( t

s

)
d+2λκ

2

exp

( |x− y|2
4(t− s)

+ (t− s)
[

d+ 2λκ +
|x|2 + |y|2 + 〈x, y〉

3

]

)

.

Finally, we turn to prove the remark.

Proof of Remark 2.7. We divide the proof into two parts.
(1) For any t > 0, x, y ∈ R

d with x = (x1, · · · , xd) and y = (y1, · · · , yd), let
qt(x, y) = pt(x, y)/̺t(x). By (3.2) and the fact (see e.g. [3, page 2366]) that

∫ 1

1

(1− s)κj−1(1 + s)κj ds =

√
πΓ(κj)

Γ(κj + 1/2)
, j = 1, · · · , d,

we have

qt(x, y) = exp

(

−|y|2
4t

) d
∏

j=1

Γ(κj + 1/2)√
πΓ(κj)

∫ 1

−1

gj(s) exp

(

xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds,

where gj(s) := (1− s)κj−1(1 + s)κj , j = 1, · · · , d. Then it is easy to see that

∂2xixj log qt(x, y) = 0, 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ d,

and for each j = 1, · · · , d,

∂2xjxj log qt(x, y)
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=
y2j

sinh(2t)2







∫ 1

−1
s2gj(s) exp

(

xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds

∫ 1

−1
gj(s) exp

(

xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds
−

(

∫ 1

−1
sgj(s) exp

(

xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds
)2

(

∫ 1

−1
gj(s) exp

(

xjyjs

sinh(2t)

)

ds
)2







≥ 0,

by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. Hence x 7→ log qt(x, y) is convex. Thus, for
every θ ∈ (0, 1) and every x1, x2 ∈ R

d, by Hölder’s inequality, we deduce that

(ut
̺t

)

(

θx1 + (1− θ)x2
)

=

∫

Rd

qt
(

θx1 + (1− θ)x2, y
)

u(0, y)µκ(dy)

≤
∫

Rd

qt(x1, y)
θqt(x2, y)

1−θu(0, y)µκ(dy)

≤
(
∫

Rd

qt(x1, y)u(0, y)µκ(dy)

)θ (∫

Rd

qt(x2, y)u(0, y)µκ(dy)

)1−θ

=

[

(ut
̺t

)

(x1)

]θ [
(ut
̺t

)

(x2)

]1−θ

,

which implies that log(ut
̺t
)(·) is convex.

(2) It follows from the similar proof of Corollary 2.4 that (2.7) implies (2.8). We
prove the converse part. Let s > 0 and x ∈ R

d be fixed. For any z ∈ R
d, let

γε := (s+ ε, x+ εz), ε > 0.

Applying (2.8) with t = s + ε and y = x+ εz, we have

u(s, x) ≤ u(s+ ε, x+ εz) exp

{

ε|z|2
4

+ ε

∫ 1

0

β
(

s+ (1− τ)ε, x+ (1− τ)εz
)

dτ

}

=: u(s+ ε, x+ εz)eΨx,z(ε).

(4.6)

As ε→ 0, it is easy to see that Ψx,z(ε) can be approximated by

ε|z|2
4

+ εβ(s, x).

By (4.6), a first-order Taylor expansion for the function ε 7→ u(s+ ε, x+ εz)eΨx,z(ε)

around 0 leads to that

0 ≤ 〈∇xu(s, x), z〉+ ∂su(s, x) + u(s, x)

( |z|2
4

+ β(s, x)

)

.

Taking z = −2∇xu
u

(s, x), we immediately obtain

|∇xu|2
u2

(s, x)− ∂su

u
(s, x) ≤ β(s, x),

which is (2.7).
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