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SOME SUPER-POINCARÉ INEQUALITIES FOR GAUSSIAN-LIKE

MEASURES ON STRATIFIED LIE GROUPS

YAOZHONG QIU

Abstract. We continue the U -bound program initiated in [HZ10] and prove super-Poincaré

inequalities for a class of subelliptic probability measures defined on Métivier groups, the

main ingredient in the proof being a Hardy-type inequality. In doing so, we recover and

extend some previous results from the probabilistic viewpoint.

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we continue the U -bound program developed in [HZ10] and prove super-

Poincaré inequalities for a class of subelliptic probability measures dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ where

N is a homogeneous norm on a stratified Lie group G, specifically a Métivier group, with

explicit estimates, the main ingredient in the proof being a Hardy-type inequality which, to

our best knowledge, has not yet appeared in the literature. These measures can be regarded

as being analogous to euclidean gaussian-like measures when N = |x| is the euclidean norm

on G = (Rm,+), and so our result can be regarded as a subelliptic analogue of the super-

Poincaré inequality for euclidean superexponential measures.

If (X,A, µ) is a probability space and L is a selfadjoint operator on L2(µ) generating a

Markov semigroup (Pt)t≥0, the super-Poincaré inequality (also known as a generalised Nash

inequality in [BGL+14, §7.4.1]) introduced in [Wan00], is the family of inequalities

(1.1)

∫
f 2dµ ≤ εE(f, f) + β2(ε)

(∫
|f | dµ

)2

, ε > ε0 ≥ 0

where f : X → R belongs to the domain D(E) of the Dirichlet form E associated to L and β2 :

(ε0,∞) → R is a nondecreasing function called the growth function. As is traditional in the

theory of functional inequalities, (1.1) has spectral theoretic content for L, relationships and

equivalences between other functional inequalities, and ergodicity implications for (Pt)t≥0. In

particular, it was shown in [Wan00, Theorem 2.1] that (1.1) is equivalent to the containment

σess(−L) ⊂ [ε−1
0 ,∞) where σess(−L) denotes the essential spectrum of −L, so that if ε0 = 0

then −L has purely discrete spectrum. In [Wan00, Theorems 3.1, 3.2] an equivalence was

established between (1.1) and the defective F -Sobolev inequality

(1.2)

∫
f 2F (f 2)dµ ≤ c1E(f, f) + c2,

∫
f 2dµ = 1 and c1, c2 > 0

where F : [0,∞) → R is such that limr→∞ F (r) = ∞. Two special growth rates are

β2(ε) ∼ ec/ε, which implies the defective (meaning the right hand side contains an additional

L2-term) logarithmic Sobolev inequality, see [BGL+14, §5], and β2(ε) ∼ ec/ε
σ

for some σ > 1,
1
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2 YAOZHONG QIU

which implies the Lata la-Oleszkiewicz inequality introduced in [LO00], see also [BGL+14,

§7.6.3]. Lastly, it was shown in [Wan00, Equation 1.6] and [BCR07, Proposition 11] that

an analogue of the equivalence between the Poincaré inequality and exponential decay to

equilibrium holds, namely
∫

(Ptf)2dµ ≤ e−2t/r

∫
f 2dµ + β(r)

(
1 − e−2t/r

)(∫
|f | dµ

)2

.

We refer the reader to [Wan00; Wan02; Wan06; Wan08; Cat+09; BGL+14] for further

discussion of the properties and applications of super-Poincaré inequalities (and functional

inequalities more generally).

If X in addition is equipped with a metric d, then U -bounds, first introduced in [HZ10],

are inequalities of the form

(1.3)

∫
ηf 2dµ ≤ AE(f, f) + B

∫
f 2dµ, A,B > 0

where η : X → R is a function, typically exhibiting growth at infinity (as d(p, x) → ∞

for some basepoint p). These bounds were initially introduced in the setting where µ is a

probability on Rm and E(f, f) =
∫
|∇f |2 dµ with ∇ = (X1, · · · , Xℓ) a collection of (possibly

noncommuting) vector fields. We will sometimes abuse notation and call η itself the U -

bound, if there is otherwise no ambiguity. One motivation for studying U -bounds is that

there are rather convenient ways to obtain them. For instance, one way is the original

method by [HZ10] which consists of clever use of Leibniz rule, integration by parts, and

Young’s inequality; this method also provides U -bounds in Lq, for q ∈ (1, 2), where f 2 and

|∇f |2 are replaced by |f |q and |∇f |q respectively. A second (in L2) is the simple method of

“expanding the square” as mentioned in [RZ22, §2.3], while a third is through the semigroup

subcommutation for multiplication operators developed in [RZ21; Qiu22].

The first application of U -bounds was to a proof of the usual Poincaré inequality [HZ10,

Theorem 3.1] ∫
f 2dµ−

(∫
fdµ

)2

≤ CE(f, f),

provided there exists a family of compact sets (ΩM )M>0 on which we are given a local

Poincaré inequality and infΩc
M
η → ∞ as M → ∞. In practice, this technical condition

is satisfied on Rm when µ is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure and

E(f, f) =
∫
|∇f |2 dµ with ∇ the euclidean gradient for ΩM a ball of radius M and η a

radial function diverging to infinity. In the same paper, it was shown, given some additional

assumptions on η, that U -bounds pass to logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, more generally

F -Sobolev type inequalities, and weighted versions thereof. Subsequent applications of U -

bounds, at least in the subelliptic setting of stratified Lie groups, include, for instance,

[IKZ11] for more entropic and isoperimetric type inequalities, and [Ing12, Theorem 4.19]

for another Poincaré inequality via a U -bound η which does not diverge to infinity in all

directions. The latter is especially important, in that it can be considered as the starting

point of the present work.
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Super-Poincaré inequalities for some of the measures of interest in this paper also ap-

peared in [Ing12, Theorem 4.10], although the proof was indirect in the sense it exploited

the equivalence between super-Poincaré and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, the latter of

which was already proven in [HZ10, Theorem 4.1]. Lastly, let us note U -bounds have also

successfully been used to study functional inequalities in the infinite-dimensional setting,

see, for instance, the series of related works [IP09; Pap09; IKZ11; Pap18; IP+19; KP19;

Dag+22]. We refer the reader also to [DZ21; CFZ22; DZ22; CFZ23] for more examples in

the finite-dimensional setting.

Let us now specialise some of the notation introduced to the setting of interest. In this

paper, the underlying space X is a (particular type of) stratified Lie group G. This is a

Lie group (Rm, ◦) with composition law ◦ : Rm × Rm → Rm and whose Lie algebra g of

left invariant vector fields admits the decomposition g =
⊕r−1

i=0 gi where the gi are linear

subspaces of g such that gi = [g0, gi−1] for 1 ≤ r ≤ r − 1. There is a canonical basis

{X1, · · · , Xℓ} for g0 whose components form the subgradient ∇G = (X1, · · · , Xℓ) and the

sublaplacian ∆G = ∇G · ∇G =
∑ℓ

i=1X
2
i , analogous to the euclidean gradient and laplacian

respectively. An important consequence of this structure is that the subgradient induces

a natural metric on G called the Carnot-Carathéodory distance d = dG analogous to the

euclidean norm, while the sublaplacian is associated with a second metric N called the

Korányi-Folland gauge through the distributional identity ∆GN
2−Q(G) = δ0 where Q(G) =∑r−1

i=0 (i + 1) dim(gi) is the homogeneous dimension of G. In other words, N2−Q(G) is the

fundamental solution of the sublaplacian.

When G = (Rm,+) is euclidean with m ≥ 3, the Korányi-Folland gauge is the Carnot-

Carathéodory distance (which is the euclidean norm) up to constants, while on a H-type

group, which is a particular type of stratified Lie groups generalising the Heisenberg group,

the Korányi-Folland gauge admits an explicit formula and is also called the Kaplan norm.

Although they are comparable (meaning they are topologically equivalent), they satisfy dif-

ferent functional inequalities. Indeed, gaussian-like measures defined in terms of the Carnot-

Carathéodory distance satisfy a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for p ≥ 2 and a Poincaré

inequality for p ≥ 1 by [HZ10, Corollaries 3.1 and 4.1] while those defined in terms of the

Korányi-Folland gauge never satisfy a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for any p ≥ 1 and a

Poincaré inequality for p ≥ 2 by [HZ10, Theorem 6.3] and [Ing12, Theorem 4.19] respec-

tively. For more details on stratified Lie groups and homogeneous norms, we refer the reader

to [BLU07, Chapters 1 and 5].

Let L = ∆G −∇GU · ∇G for U ∈ W 2,1
loc (G) satisfying Z =

∫
e−Udξ < ∞ with dξ the

Lebesgue measure on G. It is well known this implies L is an essentially selfadjoint operator

in L2(µ) and its extension generates a symmetric Markov semigroup (Pt)t≥0 in L2(µ). It has

Dirichlet form E(f, f) =
∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ whose domain is D(E) = W 1,2(µ) with dµ = 1
Z
e−Udξ,

so that the super-Poincaré inequality (1.1) we wish to show is

(1.4)

∫
f 2dµ ≤ ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + β2(ε)

(∫
|f | dµ

)2

, ε > ε0 ≥ 0,
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while the U -bounds (1.3) we shall use are

(1.5)

∫
ηf 2dµ ≤ A

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + B

∫
f 2dµ, A,B > 0.

One important point to make is the connection between diffusion and Schrödinger opera-

tors. For L = L0 − Γ0(U,−) where L0 is a diffusion operator (meaning a second order differ-

ential operator without potential) symmetric in L2(e−Uµ0) and Γ0(f) = 1
2
(L0(f

2) − 2fL0f)

is its carré du champ, it is known [BGL+14, §1.15.7]

L̃ = e−U/2LeU/2 = L0 − V = L0 −

(
−
L0U

2
+

Γ0(U)

4

)
,

i.e. L and L̃ are conjugate to one another. Moreover, L is symmetric in L2(e−Uµ0) and

multiplication by eU/2 is an isometry between L2(e−Uµ0) into L2(µ0) so that the operators

L and L̃ are unitarily equivalent and share the same spectral content. In particular, L has

discrete spectrum if and only if L̃ has discrete spectrum. Moreover, from the viewpoint of

Schrödinger operators and in light of [RZ21, Remark 2.3], this correspondence reveals that

a U -bound in L2 is essentially a quadratic form lower bound −L̃ = −L0 + V ≥ V viewed

from the perspective of diffusion operators, i.e. if g = eU/2f and V = −L0U
2

+ Γ0(U)
4

then

(−Lg, g)L2(µ) = (−e−U/2LeU/2f, f)L2(dx) = (−L̃f, f)L2(dx) ≥ (V f, f)L2(dx) = (V g, g)L2(µ).

We are motivated by the results of [Ing12, Theorem 4.19] who extended the proof of

the Poincaré inequality beyond the scope of [HZ10, Theorem 3.1] to allow for degenerate U -

bounds η on H-type groups, meaning those η not diverging to infinity (and instead vanishing

in some directions). Were η nondegenerate, for instance when U = dp with d the Carnot-

Carathéodory distance on G, there is a simple adaptation of the proof of [HZ10, Theorem 3.1]

which recovers the super-Poincaré inequality essentially for free. Nonetheless, as explained

in the following chapter, it turns out we actually know a super-Poincaré inequality exists

for some probabilities (including those studied by [Ing12]) admitting degenerate U -bounds,

thanks to the equivalence between the super-Poincaré inequality and discreteness of spec-

trum together with a proof of the latter by [BC17, Theorem 4.2] affirmatively answering a

conjecture of [Ing12] in the setting of the more general Métivier groups. Indeed, it was shown

measures of the form dµ = 1
Z
e−Np

dξ can be associated with a Schrödinger operator whose

potential satisfies a discreteness of spectrum criterion first due to [Sim09, Theorem 3] and

generalised later by [BC22, Proposition 4.6]. We are thus motivated by [BC17] to complete

the picture from the other side by providing a (quantitative) proof from the probabilistic

viewpoint (via super-Poincaré inequalities), and this is the content of Theorem 1. In doing

so, we connect the spectral theory of such operators with degenerated quadratic form lower

bounds (or potentials from the Schrödinger perspective) with Hardy-type inequalities. In

the sequel, all integration happens over G unless otherwise stated.

Definition 1. A stratified Lie group G is said to be a Métivier group when the Lie algebra

(g, [·, ·]) of left-invariant vector fields with center z, is equipped with an inner product 〈·, ·〉
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such that [z⊥, z⊥] = z and for each Z ∈ z the map JZ : z⊥ → z defined by

〈JZ(X), Y 〉 = 〈Z, [X, Y ]〉, Y ∈ z
⊥

is nondegenerate for Z 6= 0. Moreover, identifying G with R2n × Rm via the exponential map

for some n,m ∈ Z≥1, we may also identify the maps {JZ | Z ∈ z} with a family {Jt | t ∈ R
m}

of 2n-dimensional skew-symmetric matrices inducing the group law

(x, z) · (x′, z′) =

(
x + x′, z + z′ +

1

2

m∑

k=1

(Jekx, x
′)ek

)

for each (x, z), (x, z′) ∈ R
2n × R

m and with {e1, · · · , em} the standard euclidean basis of Rm.

If in addition JZ is orthogonal, that is an isometry, then G is said to be a H-type group.

With this identification, the first strata g0 generating the Lie algebra g corresponds to R2n

and admits a canonical basis ∇G := (X1, · · · , X2n) comprising the subgradient. We write |x|

and |z| for the euclidean norm of x ∈ R2n and z ∈ Rm respectively.

Definition 2. Let G ∼= R2n × Rm ∋ (x, z) be a Métivier group. The Kaplan norm N on G

is the homogeneous norm

N(x, z) = (|x|4 + 16 |z|2)1/4.

If G is a H-type group in the sense of [BLU07, §18], then the Kaplan norm coincides with

the Korányi-Folland gauge due to [Kap80, Theorem 2]. Note also |x| ≤ N .

Theorem 1. Let G be a Métivier group and consider the probability measure dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ

for p > 2 with normalisation constant Z =
∫
e−Np

dξ, Kaplan norm N , and Lebesgue measure

dξ on G. Then (1.4) holds with

β2(ε) ∼ exp(Cε−p/(p−2)), ε0 = 0 and some C > 0.

In fact, we will be able to prove for q ∈ (1, 2) the variant

(1.6)

∫
|f |q dµ ≤ ε

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ + βq(ε)

(∫
|f |q/2 dµ

)2

, ε > ε0 ≥ 0

of the super-Poincaré inequality, called the q-super-Poincaré inequality. It is known, thanks

to [Ing12, Lemma 4.10], that this q-variant is stronger than (1.4). Note there are also similar

q-variants for the Poincaré and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities which were again studied

using U -bounds in [HZ10] and shown to improve (and imply stronger properties for µ) the

standard Poincaré and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, see [BZ05, §2].

Theorem 2. Let G be a Métivier group and consider the probability measure dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ

for p > 2 with normalisation constant Z =
∫
e−Np

dξ, Kaplan norm N , and Lebesgue measure

dξ on G. Then (1.6) holds with q Hölder conjugate to p and

βq(ε) ∼ exp(Cε−2(p−1)/(p−2)), ε0 = 0 and some C > 0.

Moreover, the exponent 2(p− 1)/(p− 2) is optimal in the sense it implies the exponent

p/(p− 2) in the statement of Theorem 1 up to constants.
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Before we proceed with the proof of these theorems, we note an important intermedi-

ate result, namely that the Sobolev inequality on a stratified Lie group (see, for instance,

[VSCC93, §4.7]) together with a linearised interpolation inequality implies the following

q-super-Poincaré inequality for Lebesgue measure.

Lemma 1. Let G be a stratified Lie group of homogeneous dimension Q(G) with Lebesgue

measure dξ. For q ∈ (1, 2], it holds

(1.7)

∫
|f |q dξ ≤ δ

∫
|∇Gf |

q dξ + β̃q(δ)

(∫
|f |q/2 dξ

)2

, β̃q(δ) ∼ 1 + δ−Q(G)/q.

2. Proof of main results

2.1. The nondegenerate case. The proof in the degenerate setting will differ from the

methods of [Ing12] in the sense the latter decomposed the space into three regions. Our proof

however will follow the standard decomposition of the space into a ball and its complement.

Before we begin let us note that this type of decomposition has been known since at least

[Wan00; Wan02; Cat+09; HZ10]. The methods in these works are in spirit the same but

[Cat+09] uses Lyapunov functions (see also [BGL+14, §4.6.1]) to control the integral taken

over the complement of the ball while the others use quadratic form lower bounds. For

completeness, let us consider first the case of the 2-super-Poincaré inequality with the Carnot-

Carathéodory distance on the Heisenberg group. The argument begins with the following

U -bound which is the content of [HZ10, Theorem 2.3]. In the sequel, we write A . B

whenever A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0 and f always belongs to D(E).

Lemma 2. Let G be the 1-Heisenberg group H1 ∼= R3 and consider the probability measure

dµ = Z−1e−dpdξ for p > 1 with normalisation constant Z =
∫
e−dpdξ, Carnot-Caratheódory

distance d, and Lebesgue measure on dξ on G. Then

(2.1)

∫
d2(p−1)f 2dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ.

Without loss of generality assume f ≥ 0 and let BR = {x ∈ G | d(x) ≤ R} be the d-ball

centred at the origin (which is also the identity element in any stratified Lie group), write

Bc
R for its complement, and also write for simplicity U = dp, so that dµ = Z−1e−Udξ. Then

by the super-Poincaré inequality for Lebesgue measure (1.7) we can estimate the left hand

side of (1.4) over BR by

∫

BR

f 2dµ .

∫

BR

(fe−U/2)2dξ

. δ

∫

BR

∣∣∇Gfe
−U/2

∣∣2 dξ + β̃2(δ)

(∫

BR

fe−U/2dξ

)2

. δ

∫

BR

|∇Gf |
2 dµ + δ

∫

BR

|∇GU |2 f 2dµ + β̃2(δ)

(∫

BR

fe−U/2dξ

)2
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where β̃2(δ) . 1 + δ−Q(H1)/2 and Q(G) = Q(H1) = 4. Since BR is compact one expects to

be able to remedy the defective L1-term (with respect to the incorrect measure e−U/2dξ)

and also control |∇GU |2 by continuity. Indeed, |∇GU |2 . |∇Gd|
2 d2(p−1) ≤ R2(p−1), since

|∇Gd| = 1 by [Mon00, Theorem 3.8], and e−U/2 = eU/2e−U ≤ eR
p/2e−U . It follows

∫

BR

f 2dµ . δ

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + δR2(p−1)

∫
f 2dµ + eR

p

β̃2(δ)

(∫
fdµ

)2

On the other hand, by (2.1) we can estimate the left hand side of (1.4) over Bc
R by

∫

Bc
R

f 2dµ ≤
1

R2(p−1)

∫

Bc
R

d2(p−1)f 2dµ .
1

R2(p−1)

(∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ

)
.

Let γ = 2(p− 1). Together this is
∫

f 2dµ .

(
δ +

1

Rγ

)∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + eR
p

β̃2(δ)

(∫
fdµ

)2

+

(
δRγ +

1

Rγ

)∫
f 2dµ.

It suffices to choose R large so that 1/Rγ is comparable to ε > 0, and δ small, comparable

to ε, and such that the third addend with coefficient O(δRγ) can be carried over to the left

hand side. Let R = ε−1/γ and δ = ε/2 so that δRγ + 1/Rγ < 2/3 for ε sufficiently small and

thus
∫

f 2dµ . ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + eR
p

β̃2(δ)

(∫
fdµ

)2

= ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + eε
−p/γ

(1 + ε−Q(G)/2)

(∫
fdµ

)2

,

so that by replacing ε with ε/K for some K > 0 large enough, we recover (1.4) with a growth

rate like β2(ε) ∼ exp(Cε−p/γ) = exp(Cε−p/(2(p−1))) for some C > 0.

Note this argument is formal, in the sense we have performed this decomposition using

characteristic functions 1BR
and 1Bc

R
. However, following the proofs of [Wan00; Wan02;

Cat+09; HZ10], this argument can be made rigorous by multiplying f by a suitable cutoff

(belonging to the domain of E) such as min(1,max(R − d, 0)), with the cost being constants.

Moreover, it may be somewhat surprising that this elementary approach (of controlling the

L1-defect by multiplying and dividing by half the density) is actually sharp in the sense

p/(2(p− 1)) ≤ 1 for all p ≥ 2, implying the expected logarithmic Sobolev inequality for

the measure first proven in [HZ10, Theorem 4.1], the expected ultracontractivity for p >

2 according to [Wan00, Theorem 5.1], and the correct concentration of measure property

(expressed in terms of exponential integrability) according to [Wan00, Corollary 6.3]. In

addition, it is known by [Ing12, Theorem 4.10] for p ≥ 2 and q Hölder conjugate to p that

the stronger q-super-Poincaré inequality holds and has a growth rate βq which implies this

one up to constants.

Remark 1. This argument also works on general stratified Lie groups; the main ingredient

is the fact the Carnot-Carathéodory distance satisfies the eikonal equation |∇Gd| = 1 by

[MC01, Theorem 3.1].
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2.2. Métivier groups: the L2-setting. As mentioned in the introduction, the main differ-

ence in the degenerate setting is that the following U -bound η vanishes in certain directions

and therefore need not be bounded below on Bc
R.

Lemma 3. Let G ∼= R2n × Rm ∋ (x, z) be a Métivier group and consider the probability

measure dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ for p > 2 with normalisation constant Z =

∫
e−Np

dξ, Kaplan

norm N , and Lebesgue measure dξ on G. Then

(2.2)

∫
ηf 2dµ :=

∫
|x|2N2(p−2)f 2dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ.

Proof. By association with the Schrödinger potential V = 1
4
|∇GU |2 − 1

2
∆GU , see [BGL+14,

§1.15.7], we immediately have
∫
V f 2dµ ≤

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ where

V =
1

4
p2N2(p−1) |∇GN |2 −

1

2
pNp−1∆GN +

1

2
p(p− 1)Np−2 |∇GN |2 .

On a H-type group these quantities are explicitly computable where |∇GN |2 = |x|2 /N2 and

∆GN = (Q(G) − 1) |x|3 /N3, so that V is comparable to a polynomial in N whose highest

order term is N2(p−1) multiplied by |∇GN |2 and thus we can control it from below up to

constants by |∇GN |2 (N2(p−1) − 1) & η − 1. On a Métivier group the calculations of [BC17,

Lemma 4.5] show the same is true up to constants. �

Remark 2. It turns out this potential is one which has “polynomially thin sublevel sets”

in the language of [Sim09, Theorem 3], which implies the Schrödinger operator ∆G − V

has discrete spectrum. Actually, some work is required to transfer the original ideas of

[Sim09] to the setting of Lie groups, which was done by [BC17]. Thus by exploiting the

unitary equivalence between L = ∆G −∇GN
p · ∇G and L = ∆G − V , we proceed with the

knowledge that a 2-super-Poincaré inequality must exist for the former (whose invariant

measure is precisely µ up to normalisation) by its equivalence with the discrete spectrum

of the latter. For more spectral theory of the operators considered by [Sim09], we refer the

reader to [Sim83a; Sim83b] and also the more recent work [AL23].

We will provide two different proofs of Theorem 1. The first proof exploits Hölder’s

inequality and a standard Hardy inequality which unfortunately comes with the disadvantage

of requiring additional assumptions on the horizontal dimension 2n of G ∼= R
2n × R

m. It

will however illustrate the main idea which will inspire the second dimension free proof. Our

starting point is a generalisation of a standard Hardy inequality [DH98, Theorem 1] to the

probability setting whose proof follows [D’A05, Theorem 2.5]. For more Hardy inequalities

on stratified Lie groups, we refer the reader to [D’A04a; D’A04b; RS17a; RS17b; RS19].

Lemma 4. Let G be a Métivier group and consider the probability measure dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ

for p > 2 with normalisation constant Z =
∫
e−Np

dξ, Kaplan norm N , and Lebesgue measure

dξ on G. If ∆GV ≥ 0 then for r ∈ (1, 2] it holds

(2.3)

∫
|∆GV | |f |r dµ .

∫
|∇GV |r

|∆GV |r−1 |∇Gf |
r dµ +

∫
|∇GU · ∇GV |r

|∆GV |r−1 |f |r dµ.
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Proof. We use a standard integration by parts argument. If L = −
∑ℓ

i=1X
∗
i Xi = div ·∇

where ∇ = (X1, · · · , Xℓ) are the possibly noncommuting vector fields comprising L, then

integrating by parts yields
∫

|f |r div hdξ = −r

∫
|f |r−2 f∇f · hdξ

for f smooth and compactly supported and h a sufficiently regular vector field. There

is a generalisation of this formula when Lebesgue measure dξ is replaced with a density

dµ = e−Udξ, namely by inserting e−U into the left hand side, integrating by parts, and

applying the product rule, we obtain
∫

|f |r div h(e−Udξ) = −r

∫
|f |r−2 f∇f · h(e−Udξ) +

∫
|f |r ∇U · h(e−Udξ).

We will in fact need another generalisation when dξ is replaced with ωdµ = ωe−Udξ, which

we document here for convenience.

(2.4)

∫
|f |r div hωdµ = −r

∫
|f |r−2 f∇f · hωdµ +

∫
|f |r ∇U · hωdµ−

∫
|f |r ∇ω · hdµ.

To recover (2.3), it suffices to take ω ≡ 1 and, assuming div h is nonnegative, writing

Ah = div h and s = (r − 1)/r we find

∫
|f |r Ahdµ .

∫
|f |r−1 |∇f | |h| dµ +

∫
|f |r ∇U · hdµ

≤

∫
|f |r−1As

h

|∇f | |h|

As
h

dµ +

∫
|f |r−1As

h

|f | |∇U · h|

As
h

dµ

.

(∫
|f |r Ahdµ

)r
((∫

|h|r

Ar−1
h

|∇f |r dµ

)1/r

+

(∫
|f |r

|∇U · h|r

Ar−1
h

)1/r
)

from which it follows
∫

Ah |f |
r dµ .

∫
|h|r

Ar−1
h

|∇f |r dµ +

∫
|∇U · h|r

Ar−1
h

|f |r dµ

by Young’s inequality. Specialising to L = ∆G = −∇∗
G
· ∇G, if ∆GV is nonnegative then

choosing h = ∇GV yields (2.3). �

Proof of Theorem 1 via Hölder’s inequality. Without loss of generality assume f ≥ 0 and let

BR = {x ∈ G | N(x) ≤ R} be the N -ball of radius R centred at the origin. We control

the integral over BR in exactly the same way as was done in the nondegenerate setting. On

BR, we exploit its compactness by first applying the super-Poincaré inequality for Lebesgue

measure (1.7)

∫

BR

f 2dµ . δ

∫

BR

|∇Gf |
2 dµ + δ

∫

BR

|∇GU |2 f 2dµ + β̃2(δ)

(∫

BR

fe−U/2dξ

)2
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and then multiplying and dividing by e−U/2 in the L1-defect, giving

(2.5)

∫

BR

f 2dµ . δ

∫
|∇Gf |

2 + δR2(p−1)

∫
f 2dµ + eR

p

β̃2(δ)

(∫
fdµ

)2

since |∇GU |2 . η ≤ R2(p−1) on BR. On Bc
R, we introduce the following Hardy inequality.

Taking r = 2 and V = log |x| in (2.3) and assuming the horizontal dimension 2n of G ∼=

R2n × Rm is greater than 2, we have
∫

f 2

|x|2
dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
|x|6N2(p−4)f 2dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ

since on Métivier groups one has ∇GN · ∇G |x| ≃ |x|3 /N3 following the proof of [Ing10,

Lemma 4.5.6] and |x|6N2(p−4) ≤ η. By Hölder’s inequality we find

∫

Bc
R

f 2dµ ≤

(∫

Bc
R

f 2

|x|2
dµ

)1/2(∫

Bc
R

|x|2 f 2dµ

)1/2

.

(∫

Bc
R

|∇Gf |
2 dµ +

∫

Bc
R

f 2dµ

)1/2(
1

R2(p−2)

∫

Bc
R

|x|2N2(p−2)f 2dµ

)1/2

.
1

Rp−2

(∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ

)1/2(∫
ηf 2dµ

)1/2

.
1

Rp−2

(∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ

)

It follows
∫

f 2dµ .

(
δ +

1

Rp−2

)∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + eR
p

β̃2(δ)

(∫
fdµ

)2

+

(
δR2(p−1) +

1

Rp−2

)∫
f 2dµ

and as before it suffices to choose R large so that R−(p−2) is small and comparable to ε,

namely R = ε−1/(p−2). We may choose δ as any positive power of ε such that δR2(p−1) = O(ε)

since, in any case, the asymptotics of β2 appear only through the estimate on R since the

dependence on δ is polynomial in ε. This yields
∫

f 2dµ . ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ + eε
−p/(p−2)

(1 + δ−Q(G)/2)

(∫
fdµ

)2

and therefore the expected asymptotic behaviour β2(ε) ∼ exp(Cε−p/(p−2)). �

It remains to provide an alternative proof when the horizontal dimension is at most 2 where

|x|−2 is not locally integrable and the Hardy inequality does not hold. Roughly speaking,

the idea for a dimension free proof is based on a linearised version of the proof via Hölder’s

inequality. By the scalar inequality 1 . ε |x|−2 + ε−1 |x|2 we deduce if 2n > 2 that

∫
f 2dµ .

∫
f 2

(
ε

|x|2
+

|x|2

ε

)
dµ . ε

∫ (
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +

∫
ηf 2dµ

)
+

1

ε

∫
|x|2 f 2dµ.
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This suggests what is needed is actually a Hardy inequality of the form
∫

f 2dµ . ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

∫
|x|2 f 2dµ

whose proof can sidestep the integral
∫

f2

|x|2
dµ.

Proof of Theorem 1, dimension free. We return to (2.4) with r = 2, ω = 1, and h = x so

that div h = 2n. By Young’s inequality we find
∫

f 2dµ . ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

∫
|x|2 f 2dµ +

∫
|x|4Np−4f 2dµ

. ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

∫
|x|2 f 2dµ

since by Young’s inequality again |x|4Np−4 ≤ |x|Np−2 · |x| . εη + 1
ε
|x|2. The proof now

goes as before on BR, while on Bc
R we obtain

∫

Bc
R

f 2dµ . ε

∫

Bc
R

|∇Gf |
2 dµ +

1

ε

∫
|x|2 f 2dµ

. ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

1

R2(p−2)

∫

Bc
R

|x|2N2(p−2)f 2dµ

. ε

∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

1

R2(p−2)

∫
ηf 2dµ

.

(
ε +

1

ε

1

R2(p−2)

)∫
|∇Gf |

2 dµ +
1

ε

1

R2(p−2)

∫
f 2dµ.

Choosing R = ε−1/(p−2) makes all constants comparable to ε and finishes the proof. �

Remark 3. Were dµ replaced with dξ the constants ε and 1
ε

can be predicted by a standard

scaling argument. But in the probability setting this is not available (since dµ is not scale

invariant).

Remark 4. This 2-super-Poincaré inequality does not recover the logarithmic Sobolev in-

equality since p/(p− 2) > 1 for p > 2, in contrast to the 2-super-Poincaré inequality for

Carnot-Carathéodory distance. This is not a weakness of our methods since, as mentioned

in the introduction, a logarithmic Sobolev inequality is impossible for such measures due to

[HZ10, Theorem 6.3].

2.3. Métivier groups: the Lq-setting. One may expect, since measures Z−1e−dpdξ de-

fined in terms of Carnot-Carathéodory distance satisfy the q-logarithmic Sobolev inequality

with q ∈ (1, 2] Hölder conjugate to p ≥ 2 by [HZ10, Theorem 4.1], that the stronger q-super-

Poincaré inequality should analogously hold for measures dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ defined in terms

of Kaplan norm. Indeed, this is true, and as expected, boils down to the super-Poincaré

inequality (1.7) together with a U -bound and a Hardy inequality. Although the U -bound

(2.6)

∫
η |f |q dµ :=

∫
|x|2Np−2 |f |q dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
|f |q dµ
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has already been provided by [Ing12, Lemma 4.20], we will actually prove a stronger U -bound

(which leads to stronger results).

It turns out that one can follow the proof with the weaker U -bound (2.6) but it will be

“wrong” in the sense the growth of βq will not be the optimal one claimed by Theorem 2.

According to [Ing12, Lemma 4.11] one can multiply the exponent of ε in a q-super-Poincaré

inequality by q/2 to obtain the exponent in a 2-super-Poincaré inequality. For instance, in

the case of the Carnot-Carathéodory distance, the correct q-super-Poincaré inequality has

exponent 1 according to [Ing12, Theorem 4.10], that is βq grows like βq(ε) ∼ exp(Cε−1) and

multiplication 1 · q/2 = p/(2(p− 1)) recovers the exponent we found in §2.1.

Lemma 5. Let G be a Métivier group and consider the probability measure dµ = Z−1e−Np
dξ

for p > 2 with normalisation constant Z =
∫
e−Np

dξ, Kaplan norm N , and Lebesgue measure

dξ on G. Then with q Hölder conjugate to p it holds

(2.7)

∫
η |f |q dµ :=

∫
|x|q Np−q |f |q dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
|f |q dµ.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume f ≥ 0. We follow the proof of [Ing12, Lemma 4.20]

but instead of taking the inner product of ∇Gf
qe−U with |x|−1N∇GN , we take inner product

with N |∇GN |2∇GN = |x|q−2N3−q∇GN and integrate with respect to Lebesgue measure.

This yields

p

∫
f qN

p−q+2

|x|2−q |∇GN |2 dµ =

∫
N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN · ∇Gf
qdµ−

∫
N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN · ∇G(f qe−Np

)dξ.

The left hand side coincides with the left hand side of (2.7), that is

p

∫
f qN

p−q+2

|x|2−q |∇GN |2 dµ = p

∫
|x|q Np−qf qdµ.

The first addend on the right hand side is controlled by Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s in-

equality, since
∫

N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN · ∇Gf
qdµ ≤

∫
N3−q

|x|2−q |∇GN | f q−1 |∇Gf | dµ

=

∫
|x|q−1N2−qf q−1 |∇Gf | dµ

. τ

∫
|x|q Np−qf qdµ +

1

τ

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ

since p = q/(q − 1) and hence (|x|q−1N2−q)q/(q−1) = |x|q Np−q. Finally, the second addend

on the right hand side can be controlled by integrating by parts, since
∫

N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN · ∇G(f qe−Np

)dx =

∫
∇G ·

(
N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN

)
f qdµ

and

∇G ·

(
N3−q

|x|2−q∇GN

)
=

N3−q

|x|2−q ∆GN +
1

|x|2−q∇GN
3−q · ∇GN + N3−q∇G

1

|x|2−q · ∇GN
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.
N−q

|x|−q +
N2−q

|x|2−q |∇GN |2 +
N3−q

|x|3−q∇G |x| · ∇GN

.
N−q

|x|−q

. 1.

Thus taking τ sufficiently small and rearranging terms we are done. �

As before, we provide two different proofs of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2 via Hölder’s inequality. The argument follows the same ideas as before.

For the estimate over BR, we again apply (1.7) to fe−U/q and since |∇GU |q = |x|q Np−q ≤ Rp

the analogue of (2.5) is
∫

BR

f qdµ . δ

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ + eR
p

β̃q(δ)

(∫
f q/2dµ

)2

+ δRp

∫
f qdµ.

For the estimate over Bc
R, taking (1, 2) ∋ q Hölder conjugate to p > 2 and V = |x|2−q in

(2.3), then since the horizontal dimension 2n is at least 2 > q, we have
∫

f q

|x|q
dµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
|x|3q Np−3qf qdµ .

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
f qdµ

since |x|3q Np−3q ≤ η. By Hölder’s inequality we find

∫

Bc
R

f qdµ ≤

(∫

Bc
R

f q

|x|q
dµ

)1/2(∫

Bc
R

|x|q f qdµ

)1/2

.

(∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
f qdµ

)1/2
(

1

Rp−q

∫

Bc
R

|x|q Np−qf qdµ

)1/2

.
1

R(p−q)/2

(∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
f qdµ

)
.

Choosing R = ε−2/(p−q) and δ a suitable positive power of ε and following previous arguments

finishes the proof with the expected asymptotic behaviour on βq. �

Proof of Theorem 2, dimension free. Although the horizontal dimension of a Métivier group

is at least 2 > q and the standard Lq-Hardy inequality holds, the scalar inequality 1 .

ε |x|−q + ε−1 |x|q suggests the dimension free proof we provided in the L2-setting can be

transferred to the Lq-setting and would provide a generalisation to horizontal dimension

d ≥ 1. We return to (2.4) with ω = |x|q−2 and h = x. By Young’s inequality we find for

α > 0

(2n + q − 2)

∫
|f |q

|x|2−q dµ = −q

∫
|x|q−2 |f |q−2 f∇Gf · x +

∫
|x|q−2 |f |q ∇GU · xdµ

. αq

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +
1

αq/(q−1)

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ
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since |x|q−2∇GU · h ≤ |∇GU | · |x|q−1 and |∇GU |q . η. Were the horizontal dimension 2n

instead d ≥ 1, then d + q − 2 > 0 and |x|q−2 is locally integrable since q − 2 > −1. Note

finally that
∫

|f |q dµ .

∫
|f |q

(
δ2−q

|x|2−q +
|x|q

δq

)
dµ

.

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ

. αqδ2−q

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +
1

αq/(q−1)
δ2−q

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ +

1

δq

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ

by the scalar inequality 1 . ε2−q |x|q−2 + ε−q |x|q. Choosing α = ε2(q−1)/q2 and δ = ε1/q yields
∫

|f |q dµ . ε

∫
|∇Gf |

q +
1

ε

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ.

On Bc
R we obtain

∫

Bc
R

|f |q dµ . ε

∫

Bc
R

|∇Gf |
q dµ +

1

ε

∫
|x|q |f |q dµ

. ε

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +
1

ε

1

Rp−q

∫

Bc
R

|x|q Np−q |f |q dµ

. ε

∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +
1

ε

1

Rp−q

∫
η |f |q dµ

.

(
ε +

1

ε

1

Rp−q

)∫
|∇Gf |

q dµ +
1

ε

1

Rp−q

∫
|f |q dµ.

Choosing R as before finishes the proof. �

2.4. The Grushin and Heisenberg-Greiner setting. In this final chapter, we show how

the methods presented in this paper can also be applied to probability measures defined

in terms of the Grushin and Heisenberg-Greiner operators together with their respective

Kaplan norms. Although these operators cannot in general be realised as the sublaplacian

on a stratified Lie group, they have a similar structure and generalise the euclidean and

Heisenberg settings respectively. To our best knowledge, U -bounds for these operators,

although a somewhat straightforward generalisation of the previous computations, have not

yet appeared in the literature, whilst Hardy inequalities with respect to Lebesgue measure

can be found in [D’A04a] and [D’A05] respectively.

In the Grushin setting where the subgradient and sublaplacian are respectively (see [D’A04a]

for more details)

∇γ = (∇x, |x|
γ ∇y) and ∆γ = ∇γ · ∇γ

for γ ≥ 0 acting on R
n
x × R

m
y and the Kaplan norm is

N(x, y) =
(
|x|2(1+γ) + (1 + γ)2 |y|2

)1/(2+2γ)

,
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it is readily verified

(2.8) |∇γN | =
|x|γ

Nγ
, ∆γN = C(n,m, γ)

|x|2γ

N2γ+1
, ∇γN · ∇γ |x| =

|x|2γ+1

N2γ+1

for C(n,m, γ) = n + (1 + γ)m. This constant plays the role of the homogeneous dimension;

it may be regarded as a sum of the topological dimension of Rn
x and of Rm

y weighted by 1 + γ.

These explicit formulas allow us to prove the U -bound
∫

η |f |q dµ :=

∫
|x|γq Np−qγ |f |q dµ .

∫
|∇γf |

q dµ +

∫
|f |q dµ

by taking in the proof of Lemma 5 the inner product with N |∇γN |q−2∇γN and developing

p

∫
Np |∇γN |q |f |q dµ =

∫
N |∇γN |q−2∇γN · ∇γ |f |

q dµ

−

∫
N |∇γN |q−2∇γN · ∇γ(|f |q e−Np

)dξ,

as well as the Hardy inequality

(n + γ(q − 1) − 1)

∫
|f |q

|x|1−γ(q−1)
dµ . αq

∫
|∇Gf |

q +
1

αq/(q−1)

∫
|x|γq |f |q dµ

which passes through to
∫

|f |q dµ . αqδ1−γ(q−1)

∫
|∇γf |

q dµ +

(
1

αq/(q−1)
δ1−γ(q−1) +

1

δγq

)∫
|x|γq |f |q dµ

. ε

∫
|∇γf |

q dµ +
1

εγ

∫
|x|γq |f |q dµ

by taking ω = |x|γ(q−1)−1 and h = x in (2.4) and choosing α = ε(γ+1)(q−1)/q2 and δ = ε1/q.

(Note the argument for this inequality requires 1 − γ(q − 1) ≥ 0, but once proven for some

γ it extends to any larger γ since |x| . |x|1+α + 1
2

for any α > 0.) Repeating previous

arguments yields R = ε−(γ+1)/(p−γq) and therefore we obtain a q-super-Poincaré inequality

(1.6) with

βq(ε) ≃ exp
(
Cε−pσ

)
= exp(Cε−(γ+1)(p−1)/(p−γ−1)),

provided p > γ + 1 ≥ 2. If γ < 1 and 2 > p > γ + 1, in which case q = p
p−1

> 2, then we

obtain instead the 2-super-Poincaré inequality (1.4) with

β2(ε) ≃ exp(Ce−pσ) = exp(Cε−p(γ+1)/(2(p−γ−1)))

via the U -bound
∫

ηf 2dµ :=

∫
|x|2γ N2(p−γ−1)f 2dµ .

∫
|∇γf |

2 dµ +

∫
f 2dµ

obtained by following the proof of Lemma 3.



16 YAOZHONG QIU

Similarly in the Heisenberg-Greiner setting where the subgradient ∇ζ , sublaplacian ∆ζ =

∇ζ · ∇ζ, and Kaplan norm N are defined as in [D’A05, §2.4 and §3.2], it is again readily

verified

|∇ζN | =
|x|2ζ−1

N2ζ−1
, ∆ζN = C(n, ζ)

|x|4ζ−2

N4ζ−1
, ∇ζN · ∇ζ |x| =

|x|4ζ−1

N4ζ−1

for ζ ≥ 1 and C(n, γ) = 2n + 2γ. These estimates are identical to those appearing in the

Grushin case at γ = 2ζ − 1 so that by analogy we obtain a q-super-Poincaré inequality (1.6)

with

βq(ε) ≃ exp
(
Cε−pσ(ζ)

)
= exp(Cε−2ζ(p−1)/(p−2ζ))

provided p > 2ζ ≥ 2.

Remark 5. It is perhaps unsurprising we recover the results that were obtained in the

Métivier setting at γ = ζ = 1 since the only ingredients in the proof the U -bound and the

Hardy inequality are estimates of the form (2.8), all of which at γ = ζ = 1 agree modulo

constants with those appearing in the Métivier setting.
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group”. In: Atti della Accademia Nazionale dei Lincei. Classe di Scienze Fisiche,

Matematiche e Naturali. Rendiconti Lincei. Matematica e Applicazioni 11.3, pp. 155–

167 (cit. on p. 7).

[MC01] Monti, R. and F. S. Cassano (2001). “Surface measures in Carnot-Carathéodory spaces”.
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