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DEFICIT ESTIMATES FOR THE LOGARITHMIC SOBOLEV
INEQUALITY

EMANUEL INDREI AND DAESUNG KIM

ABSTRACT. We identify sharp spaces and prove quantitative and non-quantitative
stability results for the logarithmic Sobolev inequality involving Wasserstein and L?
metrics. The techniques are based on optimal transport theory and Fourier analysis.
We also discuss a probabilistic approach.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a probability measure fdvy absolutely continuous with respect to the Gaussian

n

- 2
measure dy = (QW)_fe_%dlL' such that /f € Wh2(R" dv), the Fisher information
and the relative entropy are given, respectively, by

0 - [T,

H(f) = / flog fdr.

The classical logarithmic Sobolev inequality LSI states

1

(1) () = 51(H — H(f) = 0,

where ¢ is the LSI deficit. There are several proofs based on the central limit theo-
rem [16], Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck semigroup [20], Prekopka—Leindler inequality [5], optimal
transport theory [8], and harmonic analysis [1,7].

Carlen characterized the equality cases in two ways: first, if f € LP(R?") is a product

function in (z, y) and (:”—\E’, m—\;é’), then f as well as its factors are all Gaussian functions;

thereafter, he proved a Minkowski-type inequality and derived the strict superadditivity
of the Fisher information which combined with the factorization theorem yields that
2
equality holds in (1.1) only if e**~'% b € R,
The second proof is based on the Beckner—Hirschman entropic uncertainty principle:
let

U: L*R",dx) — L*(R", dm)
be defined by Uh(z) = 27"/4e™**h(2) and denote the Fourier transform by

~

(&) =Ff) = / e~2ET f (1) d.
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The Fourier-Wiener transform is W = UFU*, where U* is the adjoint of U. If dm =
2z e~ 2ml21* and f € L?(dm) is normalized, Carlen showed that the entropic uncertainty
principle is equivalent to

a2) [ sowitan < o [ (952 [ 1P 10g]1Pdm = 6.(5)
and if f > 0,

| wrP1ogwiam = o
only if

2
la]

fule) = o),
where a € R"™.

Note that a rescaling of (1.2) improves (1.1). In this paper, we are interested in
measuring the deviation of a function from the class of optimizers. Let A be a family of
probability measures and d a metric/functional that identifies the equality cases. We say
that LSI is weakly stable under (d,.A) if 6(f) — 0 (3.(f) — 0) implies d(fd~,dy) — 0
(d(|f)*dm,dm) — 0) for centered measures and stable if a modulus of continuity is
explicit. Note that the Gaussian measure is the only centered optimizer.

There has been much interest devoted to finding stability bounds [4,6,10,13,17,19,22]
(see also [12,21]). In particular, the first results involving a metric appeared in [4,17]
via the quadratic Wasserstein distance

5(f) = AW2(dy, d)

for a class of probability measures v, satisfying certain differential constraints. Wy—
stability cannot hold for all probability measures since it would improve the sharp LSI
constant [17, Remark 4.3]. It was shown in [11] that probability measures for which a
(2,2)-Poincaré inequality holds satisfy the following improvement of LSI

c(A
a(p < Ny
where )\ is the Poincaré constant and c(\) = % < 1; in particular, this yields

Wy—stability for this function space and
[ 18- 11y < 20

The most general class for which L'-stability holds is still not fully understood. To
this aim, let
Py (R") = {pu: ma(p) < M},
where M > n and ma(u) is the second moment of the probability measure pu. The
following holds.

Theorem 1.1. Let fdy be a centered probability measure in PyT(R) (M > 1). Then
there exists Cyy > 0 such that

1f = Uiy < Cadi(f).
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This result is false if p > 1 [18, Theorem 1.1]: there exists a sequence of centered
probability measures frdy € P37 (R) for which 6(f;) — 0 and

liminf || fx — 1||z» :
iminf || fi, = lzo@y) >0
A sufficient additional condition for LP—stability is higher integrability.

Corollary 1.2. Let fdy be a centered probability measure in Py'(R) (M > 1) such
that f € {f : [|f|*'dy < N}, p > 1. Then there exists C = C(M,N,p) > 0 such
that

1f = Ul oy < C6%(f).

Note that PJ?(R") contains the space of probability measures satisfying a (2,2)-
Poincaré inequality with parameter A > 0 for some M = M(\) > 0. One may tensorize
this inequality and also consider the case of product measures.

Corollary 1.3. Let fdv be a probability measure such that
f c fM = {f : / ‘.C(,’Z'|2f($1, e L1, Ly it 1y - - - ,l’n)d”)/(l'l) S M}

(M > 1) and z; — f(x1,...,2i_1, T Tix1,...,T,) 1S centered. Then there exists C' =
C(n, M) > 0 such that

/|f 1ldy < O3 ().

Corollary 1.4. Suppose f(x1,...,x,) = 1", fi(x;), where f; € PY(R) (M > 1) and
fd~ is a centered probability measure. Then there exists C = C(n, M) > 0 such that

/|f _1ldy < 3.

The method of proof is based on two lower bounds on the deficit which depend on
the solution to the optimal transportation problem from which one may deduce that
the total variation is bounded above in terms of W; and the deficit and then employing
the following W;—stability result.

Theorem 1.5. Let fdvy be a centered probability measure in PM(R™) (M > n). There
exists C' = C(n, M) > 0 such that

5(f) = Cmin{Wy(fdv,dy), W} (fdv,dy)}.
Wi —stability is not true in
PR = | P (RY),
M>0

i.e. the constant C'(n, M) cannot be taken independent of M [18, Theorem 1.2].
A scaling argument shows (see e.g. [4,10])

25(f) 2 (2H(f) + (mafr) = ma(v)))
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cf. Theorem 1.13 and [6, (33)]. In particular, if ma(y) = n > mo(v) and dv = fdy,
then Talagrand’s inequality (2.2) implies
20(f) = Wy (dv, dy) + (ma(y) — ma(v))*.

However, for every e > 0, there exists dv, = frdy € Py (R") such that 6(fy) — 0 as
k — oo and

lim inf Wy (dvy, dvy) > 0
k—oo

[18, Theorem 1.1].

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is based on the observation that the entropy is bounded
by the deficit and the second moment via the HWI inequality which combines with a
stability bound for Talagrand’s inequality [9,11].

The following theorem (also based on an optimal transport approach) does not impose
additional regularity assumptions or second moment bounds and yields L!'-stability in
case that there is an L' bound on the densities.

Theorem 1.6. Let fdy be a centered probability measure such that f € {f > a} for
some « € (0,1]. Then

| og f = Lll iy < Clor,m)d3(f),
where L(z) = as-x+0bs, and C(a,n) > 0. Moreover, |as|+|bs| < ¢ for ¢ = c¢(n,a) > 0.

Corollary 1.7. Let {frdv} be a sequence of centered probability measures such that
fe € {f = a} for some a € (0,1] and 6(fx) — 0 as k — oo. Then fy, — c a.e. as
j — 00, for some subsequence {fi,} C {fx} and constant c € [, 1].

Corollary 1.8. Let {frdv} be a sequence of centered probability measures such that
fe € {f > a} for some a € (0,1] and f < g for g € L*(dv). If 6(fx) — 0 as k — oo,
then fr — 1 in L'(dy).

Weak stability results can also be proved by investigating conditions for which

/\Wf|2log|Wf\2dm —0

implies
f—1

This turns out to be the case if the density’s growth is controlled.

Theorem 1.9. Let {fx} be normalized and centered in L*(dm) and suppose fr € {f :
[1f|Pe= =P de < M}, where € > 0. Then if 6.(fi) — 0 as k — oo,

fk — 1
in L?(dm).

A change of variables yields the following.
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Corollary 1.10. Let {frdy} be centered probability measures and suppose f, € {f :
ffe_(%_ﬁ)‘x‘2dx < C}, where e >0 and C > 0. Then if 6(fr) — 0 as k — oo,

fk—% 1
in L' (d).

Corollary 1.11. Let {fxdy} be centered probability measures and suppose f, € {f :
[fe e @l lPde < Oy {f : [|f|* 'dy < N}, where € > 0 and C > 0. Then if
(fx) = 0 as k — oo,

j%<—>1
in LP(dvy), p > 1.

_11)), the constant

Remark 1.12. If p > 1, then for € < %

n(p—1)

n 1 1 2p—1
— 2 2p—1 J—
C = @niN=T( —
4m(p—1)

may be selected.

Combining the optimal transport method and (1.2) yields the following inequality,
which in particular, implies weak L*-stability for P37(R™) with respect to d, and weak
L'-stability with respect to d.

Theorem 1.13. Let f be normalized in L*(dm). Then
1 1
27r/ |z|?dm — 27r/ 2|2 f|Pdm + gy / IV fPdm < 2/7nde(f)? + 6.(f).
m

Corollary 1.14. Let { fi} be normalized and centered in L?(dm) and suppose fr € {[ :
J1f1*dm < M} (M >1). Then if 6.(f) — 0 as k — oo,

U/WY7ngdwz—+ 0
and in particular,
j% — 1
in L*(dm).

Corollary 1.15. Let { fi} be normalized and centered in L?(dm) and suppose fr € {[ :
J |z f[Pdm < M} (M > J%). Then if o.(fr) = 0 as k — oo, fr = 1 in L*(dm).

The rescaled version of Corollary 1.15 can also be shown with a proof based solely
on optimal transport methods.

Theorem 1.16. Let { frdy} be a sequence of centered probability measures in Py (R™)
(M >n). If 5(fx) = 0 as k — oo, then fr, — 1 in L'(R",dy).
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Metric Space Stability ‘ Reference
Theorem 1.5; cf.
M )
W, Py (M 2mn) stable [11, Corollary 6]
Pa unstable [18, Theorem 1.2]
Py stable [4, Corollary 1.2]
W (2,2)-Poincaré stable [11, Corollary 3]
2 {f:(=1+4¢) < D*(log %) <M} e>0 stable [17, Theorem 1.1]
PM (M > n) unstable [18, Theorem 1.1]
PM (M >n=1) stable Theorem 1.1
Py stable [4, Corollary 1.2]
Theorem 1.16;
M )
Il Pyt (M >n) weakly stable Corollary 1.15
(2,2)-Poincaré stable [11, Corollary 4]
. —(—2)[af? Theorem 1.9;
{f:[fe 'z de < C},e>0 weakly stable Corollary 1.10
{f:a< f<g}, ac(0,1], g€ L' (dy) | weakly stable Corollary 1.8
PM (M > n) unstable [18, Theorem 1.1]
P (p>1)| P (M>n=1),{[|f|* tdy < N} stable Corollary 1.2
PY (M >n), {[|f|*"tdy < N} weakly stable | Corollary 1.11

TABLE 1. A summary of stability /instability results for LSI.

Another approach to proving stability estimates for LSI is to investigate quantita-
tive versions of Cramér’s theorem [2, 3], which states that if the convolution of two
non-negative integrable functions is Gaussian, then the functions must be Gaussian!
and combine them with a convolution type deficit bound [13]. It turns out that this
technique yields several results which we include in the appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The Wasserstein distances. For p > 1 and a probability measure u, the p-th
moment of 11 is given by m, (1) = [, [#|Pdp. The space of probability measures with
finite p-th moment is denoted by P,(R™). The Wasserstein distance of order p between
two probability measures p, v € P,(R") is

1nf // |z — y|Pdn(x, y));

where the infimum is taken over all probability measures m on R™ x R™ with marginals
w1 and v. In general, one can define the optimal transportation cost with a cost function

c(x,y) on R® x R"™ by
v) = ifrlf <//ann c(x,y)dw(x,y)).

IThis fact was already utilized in Carlen’s proof of the equality cases.

W, (

Te(p
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In particular, W is called the Kantorovich—Rubinstein distance and W, is called the
quadratic Wasserstein distance.

We recall some properties. For p > 1, W, defines a metric on P,(R"). If p; < pa,
then P,, (R") contains P,,(R™) and the W), distance is weaker than W,,. Indeed it
follows from Jensen’s inequality that W), (i, v) < W,,(u,v) for probability measures
i, v in Py, (R™). The Wasserstein distance of order p is stronger than weak convergence:
let 14 be a sequence of probability measures in P,(R™), then v}, converges to p in W, if
and only if v, — p weakly and my,(v) — m,(p) as k — oo.

Let 1 and v be probability measures with finite second moments. Then there exists
amap T : R" — R" such that v(A) = u(T~1(A)) for all Borel sets A in R™ and

Wa(uv) = / 7(w) — aPdn

It is well-known that the map 7' is uniquely determined p-almost everywhere and is a
gradient of a convex function called the Brenier map.

We say a function ¢ is 1-Lipschitz if |p(z) — ¢(y)| < |z — y| for all z,y € R™. The
Kantorovich—Rubinstein distance W has a dual form

Wi(u,v) = sup {/ o(du —dv) o € LNd|u —v|), ¢ is 1—Lipschitz.}.
For further information, we refer the reader to [26].

2.2. The total variation distance. Let ;1 and v be probability measures. The total
variation distance between p and v is defined by

drv(p,v) = Sup [1(A) —v(A)]

where the supremum is taken over all Borel sets in R and yields a stronger topology
than weak convergence. That is, if dpy (i, vx) — 0 as k — 0o, then v, converges weakly
to pu (however, the converse does not hold). The total variation distance can be thought
of as the optimal transportation cost with cost function ¢(z,y) = 1,., and has a dual
form

drv(p,v) = sup / p(dp — dv).

0<lp|<1 JR

Suppose that v is absolutely continuous with respect to g and has f as its Radon—
Nikodym derivative, that is, dv = fdu. Then the total variation distance drv(u, v) can
be written in terms of the L'-norm

1
drv(p,v) = §||f — 1|1 (dp)-
It is well-known that the total variation distance is comparable to the Hellinger distance

(2.1) INf - U2 < I1f = Uloraw < 20V F = U2
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2.3. Some inequalities. Let v be the Gaussian measure and dv = fdvy. The entropy
functional v — H(f) is utilized to measure how far v is from the Gaussian measure 7.
It is stronger than the total variation distance but weaker than the LP-norm for p > 1

2
2 = Uiy <H) < mllf — UlLoay) + 201 = Ulzeay-

The first inequality is called Pinsker’s inequality. Talagrand [25] introduced the in-
equality

(2.2) W5 (dv, dv) < 2H(f),

which implies that the entropy is stronger than the quadratic Wasserstein distance.
Otto and Villani [23] proved that LSI implies the Talagrand inequality. Let dra(f) :=
2H(f) — W3(dv,dv). If v in Py is centered, then Cordero-Erausquin [9] showed

orar(f) = Cmin (W7 (dy, dv), Wi (dv, dv))

where C' > 0, and a comparable stability result was also shown in [11]. The quantitative
Talagrand inequality is one of the main ingredients for proving Theorem 1.5. Otto and
Villani proved the HWI inequality which is an “interpolation” inequality between the
entropy, Wasserstein distance, and Fisher information

H(J) < Waldy, dy)/ITT) — 5 W3 (v, do).

3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let T' be the Brenier map between fd~v and dv. Then it follows
that

[ 17@) =+ Viog g1y < 20(7).
Next by Poincare,

J1s=1iar< [1vidy = [(vi0g flsar
< [ 191087 = T(w) +alfar+ [ |T(@) - alsay
< ([19108f = T@) +aPsan)? + [ 1) - sl
<Vast () + [ [1(e) - al .
Therefore,

15 =114V < [ (@) -l

Since T pushes fdvy onto dv, the previous inequality implies
[ 17 = 1y = Vasi(r) < Wl pay. o)
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and Theorem 1.5 yields
[ 1 = Uy < V() + Camax(6(£), ()

O
Proof of Corollary 1.2.
J1g=1par= [1r=1p-Hs -1k
< @@PAN+ D)2 f - Ul
< Cp(2%72(N +1))265 (f).
O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. For fixed 2’ = (x1,..., %1, Tiv1, Tp), let

gm’(xl) - f(xh L 7xi—17xi7xi+17 s 7ITL>-

Theorem 1.1 implies

[ tetoggotaarte) +o( [ loatey ~ 1))’ < 3 [ o2 g

In particular

[ [ se@iogtmiar@in) + [ ( [ losta) - tkre)) aria)
3 [ [ g i
<i[] 'VJ{ 'dexi)dv(x/).

J ([ lgta) = tlar(@) ot < et

Therefore,

and this implies

/\f— dy < e (f).

Proof of Corollary 1.4. By applying Theorem 1.1 to f;, it follows that

S ([t~ 1linte) < e300

Since

IV fifoe e fal? = O filw)) Wi (fi(2)%,

1=1
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/\Vf1f2 fn\2d _Z/ amlfz

Moreover, i
[ f1og sy =3 [ fitw)tos filai)ar(w)
and . .
= 81
thus, )
> [ 1) = Udrta) < o)
and since .
Jis=tav< [in-viar+ [in-1ar+ 1=
the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The proof is based on the stability of Talagrand inequality in
[9,11]. We denote by dra(f) := 2H(f) — WZ(fdv,dv). D. Cordero-Erausquin shows
that if fdy € P, is a centered probability measure, then

(31) 5Tal(f) > CCE min (Wf(fdfy’ d’)/), Wl(fdfyu de))

where Ccg is a universal constant. First, we use the HWI inequality and Young’s
inequality to obtain

H() < Walfdn,dn)VICP) — SWE(fdy,d)

1 t—1
< 2_t1(f) + TW22(fd% dv)
for any ¢ > 1. Suppose that a map 7" : R” — R" pushes forward dvy to fd~, then
W3 (fdy,dy) < | |T(x)—afdy
Rn
< o [ aPrave [ Jofan)
n R”
< 2(n+ M).
Since H(f) = $1(f) — 6(f) and H(f) < 3I(f), we have
1
(3.2) (1—3)HP) < = Dn+ M) +3(5).

By the HWI inequality (2.3), we get

Hf) < 5 (VITT) — Wal fdy. ) + 51(7).
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Since \/I(f) > /2H(f) > Wa(fdy, dv), we have

5() 2 S(VRH(F) — Wyl fdy, dy))?
(H(f) -~ WE(fdy,dy)?
2(\/2H(f) + Wa(fdy, dv))?
6%‘al(f)
16H(f)

In the last inequality, we have used Talagrand inequality. Combining (3.2) and (3.3),
we obtain

>

(3.3) >

16t

= )3(FB(S) + (= 1)(n+ M)

0t (f) < (

We solve this for 6(v) to see
5(£) > 5(t = 1)+ M)F(K(1)ora )
where F(z) = V22 +1—1 and

1

K(t):= :
2\/t(t —1)(n+ M)

Note that for ¢ > 1, the range of K(t) is (0,00). If we define G(x) := min{z, z*}, then

one can easily see that F(z) > (v/2 — 1)G(z). It follows from (3.1) that
V2 -1
2

o(f) = (t = D(n + M)G(CopK (0)G(Wi(fdv, dv))).

Since we have CepK (t) = 1 for
1
S 2 4 (2
t 2(n+M)(\/(n+M) + O+ (n+ M) > 1,

the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let T = V® = (T, T? ...,T") be the Brenier map from fdry
to dy and {\;} the eigenvalues of DT — Id. Then from the proof of LSI via optimal
transport it follows that

/ T(x) — o + Vog fI2fdy < 26(f):

/ S = log(1 4+ A)) Sy < (7).

Without loss, 0(f) << 1 (this follows from the argument below), and C' may change
from line to line with dependence only on universal constants, «, and n,
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n

/Z(Ai—log(l—i-)\i))fdvz C’Z / |)\i‘2d7+/ ‘)‘i|d7>
P WIPUES! >}

i=1 {Inl<

(
- Cé (</{)\i|SC} Mi'dv)z ’ /{|Az->c} IMdv)
(P80 o )
> Czn: (/ |)\,-|d7>2

=1

=

where a = (ay, ..., a,) and
a= /Tdv.
Note that
ol < [ iy < 1oy
and

/|Vlogf+a|d7§/|Vlogf+(T—x)|d7+/\T—x—a\dv

;;L/ngﬂu —aPfin) [ 17— e iy
< C(a,n)82(f),
where C'(a;,n) \/7 + ==, Now let

b= /log fdvy € (log o, 0);
since

/\Vlogf+a|d72c/\logf—i—a~x—b|d7,
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the result follows. O

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Theorem 1.6 implies that

as k — oo. There exists a € R" and b € R such that ay, — a and by, — b as k — oo,
along a subsequence. Up to a further subsequence, it follows that

log fre™ @ ®+on) —

a.e. as k — oo. In particular,
fk N ea-x-‘,—b

a.e. as k — oo and in}f fr(z) > « implies a = 0. O

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Suppose

limsup ||fk — 1||L1(d’y) > 0.

k—o0

Corollary 1.7 implies f; — c a.e. along a subsequence as k — oo (taken from the subse-
quence achieving the limsup) for some constant ¢ > 0 and the dominated convergence
theorem implies ¢ = 1 (via the mass constraint), a contradiction. 0J

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Suppose

limsup ||fk - 1HL2(dm) >0

k—o00

(2m—e

and let dm, = e~ )‘x‘zdzz; since

/‘fk|2dme S Cv

it follows that f,, — f weakly in L?(dm,) along a subsequence. In particular,
/6_2”5“U*fk(:c)d:c — 0,

as k — 00, and therefore, W fi.(§) — W [(E) for every £ € R"™. However, since 0.(fr) —
0, it follows from Carlen’s theorem that

Therefore,
IWhHI* =1,

in L'(dm) as k — oo and [Wf|? = 1 a.e.; this implies f = 1 (via Cramer’s theorem).
Furthermore, f is normalized in L?(dm), therefore along a further subsequence, fi — g
weakly in L?(dm) and by uniqueness of weak limits, g = 1. This yields f, — 1 in
L?*(dm), a contradiction, therefore the result follows. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.15. Let f € L?*(dm) be normalized and T' the optimal transport
map between |U*|*dz and |U* f|*dz. Tt follows that T' = V¢ satisfies

Ut
U= f(T)[?
- glogQ — 2nf|? — log |U*f(T)|?

log det D?*¢ = log

so that
/|U*|2log|zﬁ7(T)|2dg;+/|U*|2logdew2¢dx: glog(Q) —27r/|:)3|2|U*|2d:)3.

In particular, let Eg,((Wf|?) = [|W[|?log |[Wf[*dm, so that if ¢(z) = ¢(z) — 5|z|?
and ); are the eigenvalues of D%, then

zw/|x|2|zﬁ?f|2dx—2w/|x|2|U*|2dg;= /logD2¢dm+Edm(|Wf|2)
§/Zlog(1+)\i)dm+Edm(\Wf|2)
=1

< /Alpder Eun(IWF?)

< 47r/(T(x) — ) - zdm + Egn((WF[?)

< AW (|U* [2dz, |U* f|2dz)ma(dm) + Egm(IWF[2).

Next,
wn? [0 = [ 1907 P
:/|VU*f|2dx
:47r2/|:E|2|U*f|2dx—47r/z-fodm—|—/|Vf|2dm
and since

—Q/x-fodm:n—47r/\:c|2|f\2dm
it follows that

1
27r/\x|2dm—27r/|m\2|f\2dm+

§/|Vf|2dm < o Waldm, W I2dm) + By (WFI?)
< 2/mnWa(dm, (W 2dm) + 0.(f)

< 2v/mn/0e(f) + be( f)-
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Proof of Corollary 1.14. Suppose d.(fr) — 0 as k — oo, but

k—o0

limsup/|ka|2dm > 0.

Then since fp € {f : [|f|*dm < C}, it follows that along a subsequence, fZ — f?
weakly in L?(dm) for some f € L*(dm). In particular,

/ (2P| fulPdm — / 22| f[2dm

as k — oo and Theorem 1.5 implies f = 1. Theorem 1.13 therefore yields

/ |ka|2dm —0
as k — oo, a contradiction. O

Proof of Corollary 1.15. Suppose d.(fr) — 0 and

limsup || fx — 1{|21(ay) > 0.

k—o0

Theorem 1.13 implies
sup/ |V fil?dm < M
k

and up to a subsequence, it follows that f, — f in L?*(dm) as k — oo, for some
f € L?*(dm) and Theorem 1.5 implies f = 1, a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Let {f;} be any subsequence of the original sequence. We will
show that there exists a further subsequence {f;y)} that converges to 1 in L'(R", d~).
By (2.1), it suffices to show that \/fju) — 1 in L*(R", dv). Since the deficit converges
to zero, {I(f;)};>1 is uniformly bounded in j. Indeed, it follows from the HWI inequality
(2.3) and Young’s inequality that

H(f) < Wylfdy, dn)VTT) - sWE(fdn, dn)
< S+ MR GY)
for ¢ > 1. Since H(f) = 11(f) — (f), we have
t—1 t—1

Tl(f) <o(f) + TW22(fd%d7)

If T:R™ — R" transports v onto v, then

W3 (fdy.dvy) = T (x) — «*dy

Rn

2o [ JePrdy+ [ fopPdy)
R R~

< 2n+ M),

IN
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which shows that {I(f;)};>1 is uniformly bounded in j. Let h; = f;v where vy(z) =
o2

(27r)_%e_%, then

I(f)) = 4[| [V&/fi)Pdy

R

= 4| V(/h) ~VEV(A)dr

= 4 \V(\/h])|2dx—2n+ |$‘2dl/j.
R R
So {\/h;};>1 is bounded in WH(R").
Let 2 C R™ be a bounded domain. The Rellich-Kondrashov theorem says that there
exists a subsequence {j(k)}x>1 such that \/hj4) converges to a function g in L*(12).

Since \/h; is nonnegative for all j, we let g = v/ f7.
We claim that f =1 a.e. in Q. Let dv; = f;dy. Since §(f;u)) converges to 0, we
have W1 (v, v) — 0 by Theorem 1.5. This implies that vy — v weakly, that is,

lim odvj) :/ wdry
R n

k—o0

for all ¢ € CP(R™). Let € > 0 and ¢ be a bounded continuous function such that
lp] < K for some K > 0. We pick N € N such that

2
15 9
dv. _ d < = . _ 2d <
/Q<P Vjk) /QSO 7‘ <9 ‘/Q\\/fg(k) VI 7‘ < K

for any k > N. Since [, fjdy < 1 for all k and

/Qfdvﬁ/ﬂh/ﬁi(k)—\/ﬂdeﬂL/ij(k)d%

we obtain fQ fdy < 1. One can see that

/Q(fj(k) - 1)<de) + ‘/Q(f - fj(k))¢d7)

g
< §‘|’K/|f_fj(k)|d7
Q

%+K</ﬂ\\/?— fj<k>|2d7)2 (/Q‘\/}+ fj(k)\QdW)z
< e

This holds for all € > 0 and all p € CP(£2). Thus, we conclude that f =1 a.e. in Q.
We will now extend this claim to R™. The diagonalization argument enables us to do

it. Let By, := {x € R" : |z| < k} for each k € N. First, choose a subsequence {f1;};>1

such that /fi1; — 1in L?(By,dy) as j — oo. On By, we can find a further subsequence

{foiti>1 € {fi;};>1 such that \/fo; — 1 in L*(Ba,dy) as j — oo. Iterating this

/Q(f - l)sodv‘ <

IN
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procedure, we have {fi ;};x>1 such that \/fr; — 1 in L*(By,dv) as j — oo. Define
f® = fir, and let £ > 0.
Since v; converges weakly to v, the family {v,} is tight by Prokhorov’s theorem.

Thus, we can choose N; € N be such that fR”\Bk dv; < £ and fR”\Bk dy < £ for all
k > Ni. By definition, there exists No € N such that [, [/f®) —1[°dy < § for all

k > N,. Combining our observation, we have

[ Vi -ipa| < |[ |¢f<k>—1|2dv}+2 / <f<’f>+1>dv}
R™ By, Rn\Bk
< €

for any & > max{N;, No}. Therefore, we conclude that \/f®*) — 1 in L*(R",dv) as
desired. ]

<

APPENDIX A. A STABILITY RESULT IN TERMS OF KOLMOGOROV DISTANCE

In this section, we prove stability results of LSI in terms of the Kolmogorov distance.
We assume that the probability measure belongs to P} and also satisfies further inte-
grability and second moment assumptions. For probability measures p and v on R, the
Kolmogorov distance is given by

dx(p,v) = Sup |1((—00, 2]) — v((—o0, ])|.

Theorem A.1. Let f be a symmetric nonnegative function on R and dy = fdy €
PM(R) with ma(p) = k. Let v(x) = j‘“(%)2 and assume that dv := vdry is a probability
measure. Then there exists g > 0 such that if §(v) < e < &y, then

where Cy, depends on k and 7. is a Gaussian measure given by
1 =2
dv. = e 2dx,
/4ro?

for some o > 0 depending on e.

Theorem A.2. Let f be a symmetric nonnegative function on R, du = fdvy, and
ma(p) = 1. Let v(z) = f(%)2 and assume that dv := vd~y is a probability measure. Let

U(t) = ¢, then there exist constants c; and ¢y such that

6(v) = a1V (cadic(p,7))-
_ 1l
Remark A.3. Note that for dyﬁ = 7€ dz,

5 = [ 1vsPavy — [ 1081,
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Remark A.4. By Proposition B.6, Theorem 1.5 implies that

8(f) > Carmin{d (11, 7)?, dic(1,7)%} -
On the other hand, it follows from Proposition B.8 that Theorem A.2 implies

5(v) > erW(caWi (1, 7)%).

Note that if ¢ is small then W(t) is bounded by the map ¢ — min{t? 3}. So the
stability result of Theorem 1.5 is stronger than that of Theorem A.2. Notice also that
these Theorem A.2 has a scaled version of the deficit §(v).

The key ingredients to the proofs are the LSI stability result of [13] and the stability of
Cramér’s theorem. To state these results, we recall some notations. Let g(x) = 2% e~
and dm = g*(x)dx. If uy(z) = f(2/7x)z, then we have de(uy) = 0(f) by scaling.

Theorem A.5 ( [13, Theorem 4.1]). Let f € L*(dm), f(z) = f(—=z), [|fll2 = 1, and
h = fg. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/\h*h—g*gﬁdxscac<f>%<r|h—gr|%+r|h—g||2>%
R [}

Cramér’s theorem says that if the sum of two independent random variables has a
normal distribution, then both random variables are normal. We recall the stability of
Cramér’s theorem. Let X and Y be independent random variables with distribution
functions F' and G respectively, then Kolmogorov distance between X and Y is

dx(F,G) = su]g |F(z) — G(x)].
Te
Let F' % G be the distribution of the sum X + Y so that it is defined by

FeGla) = /R Flz — y)dG(y).

If p; and ps are density functions of X and Y, one can write it as

Fx«G(x) = / p1 * po(t)dt.
lz—b|2

We use v, () = e 222 and P, to denote the centered Gaussian density with

1
V2mo?
variance o2 and its distribution function. We also denote by ®, := ®y, and ¢ := P ;.
The following stability result was proven in [15] and [24].

Theorem A.6 ( [3, Theorem 2.2]). Let ¢ > 0 and N = N(¢) = 1+ /2log(1/¢e). Let
X1, Xs be random variable with distribution functions Fy, Fy. We also put

N N
ai:/ rdF(x), af:/ v*dFy(z) — a?

N N

fori=1,2. Suppose that Fy and Fy have median zero and 01,09 > 0. If dx(FyxFy, &) <
e < 1, then there exist absolute constants Cy and Cy such that fori=1,2,

C; ) 1 e
dx (Fi, @y, 5;) < ———=min{——,loglog %}

~ 0iy/log(1/¢) Vi
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This result is more or less restrictive in a sense that the medians are zero and o;,
i = 1,2 depend on . A more general version of the stability result was obtained in [3].

Theorem A.7 ( [3, Theorem 2.3]). Let X, Xy be independent random variables with
EXi] = E[Xy] =0 and Var[ X, + Xo| = 1. Fori = 1,2, let F; be the distribution
function for X; and v} = Var(X;). If dx(F, x Fy,®1) < & < 1, then there exists a
constant C' such that

dg(F;, ®,,) < ¢ min{—, log log }
log é \/7

fori=1,2.

The following lemma gives an interpolation estimate under a second moment as-

sumption, which allows to connect the stability of Cramér’s theorem with that of the
LSI.

Lemma A.8. Let u be a nonnegative function in L'(dx) N L?(dz) such that
/x2u(aj)daz — Kul, < oo
R

for some k > 0. Then we have ||ul|; < e%Hqu.

Proof. Let p(z) = u(x)/||ul|; and ¢(z) = %e_mz. Since ¢ = xlogx for x > 0 is convex
(p(0) = 0), one can see by Jensen’s inequality that

o), [ p@
/R()logq( o - / <(x)><>

So, we have

(A2) / p(a)logp(a)dz > / pla) log g(z)dz

1
= —/xzp(:c)d:c— —logm
R 2

> —(k+1).

Let 1 < po,p1 <2,60€(0,1) and pie = 1]3_—09 + pil. It follows from Holder inequality that

(A.3) leallpy < Nl llully,

This implies that the map p +— J(p) := log || f||} is convex on [1,2]. On the other hand,
the derivative of J(p) is given by

d 1
—J(p) = /uplogudx.
" = Tl S e
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By the convexity of J(p), we have J(2) — J(1) > J'(1). So, we apply (A.2) to obtain
1
log ul} g fulls > o [ fulloglulds
lully Je

= /p(:)j) log p(z)dz + log ||l
R
> —(k+1)+log|lul,

which yields the desired result. 0

Proof of Theorem A.1 . Let h(z) = f(x)g(xz) and f(z) = f(v/27z) then one can easily
see that

2=k
(A.4) / h|2dz = 1, / hdx = 27, / 22hdx = .
R R R ™

Let X, X5 be i.i.d. random variables with density p(z) = 2:/1;4 h(%) and distribution
function F. Note that F* has median zero and Var[X;] = £. Since Kolmogorov distance
is bounded by total variation, one can see that

dx(F * F, ®y) /|p>x<p (x)|dx.

Since we have h * h(x) = /2mp x p(y/mz) and g x g(z) = V2my(y/7x), we obtain

dg(F x F,®q) < %/}RM* h(z) — g * g(x)|dx.

Let u:=h*h — g * g, then we have |jul[;, < 2v/2 and

/:L’2|u|d:c < / (h=h)( dx—l—/ (g*9g)(

R R R

(/ d:c+/:cg )
R

< C(k+1).

ot

IN

2

By Lemma A.8, we have ||ul[; < Cy|lul|2 where C > 0 depends only on k. Combining
our observation and Theorem A.5, we obtain

dic(F + F, ®1) < Cr([[h = glls + [[h = gll2 )10.(f)

0ol

where f = f(v2rz). Note that 6,(f) = d(v). It follows from (A.3) and (A.4) that
(IIh = gl|2 + ||k — g||2)7 is bounded by a numerical constant and that

Ool»—n
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Choose g9 > 0 such that Crel < 1. Let € > 0 be such that §(v) < € < g9, and put

n=Ckes, N = N(n) =1+ +/2log(1/n) and
N(n)
o = [ apla)d.

N(n)

Note that o(n)? 7 Var[X;] = 1ma(u) as 7 — 0. So, we choose g small enough so that

Tma(p) < o(n)? for all € < go. It then follows from Theorem A.6 that

dK(F, (I)U(n)) < ¢ min{

1 e’
,loglog —
Un)\/log(l/n) VTG

< 3
a(n)2 log(l/n)
C
<
ma(y1) ¥4/ log(L) — log Ci
<

k

By change of variables, we have di (F, ®4(;)) = dx(jt,v:) where

1 _ =2
dy, = ———¢ 0P dx,
Aro(n)?
which yields (A.1). O

Proof of Theorem A.2 . Let h(z) = f(z)g(z) and f(z) = f(v27z). Let X;, X, be i.i.d.
2 1

random variables with density p(x) \/ h(%) and distribution function F. Since

flx
ma(p) = 1, we have Var(X;) = Var(X») = 3. The same argument then leads to

00—

A (F % F,®1) < ¢10.(f)F = c16(v)

1
for some numerical constant ¢;. So, we choose gy > 0 such that c;ef < 1. Assume
d(v) < e < egp. We apply Theorem A.7 to obtain
Co

Note that dk(F, (ID%) = dk(p,y) by change of variables. Since ¥(s) is the inverse of the
2
map t \/%, we have d(v) > W(ezdg(p,y)) for some constant c3. Since the map W
og ;

is bounded, there exists a constant ¢4 such that 6(v) > c4W(csdk (1, y)) as desired. O
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APPENDIX B. PROBABILITY METRICS

This section is devoted to introduce probability metrics and provide their relations.
The following is based on [3,14,26].

Definition B.1. Let 2 be a measurable space. Let A be a measure on ). For probability
measures dp = fdX and dv = gd\, the Hellinger distance is defined by

dia(p, v) = (/Q = @Fdx)é.

Note that dy is a metric and 0 < dy(p,v) < V2.

Definition B.2. Let ) be a measurable space. Let y and v be probability measures

on €2. The total variation distance is
/ hdu — / hdv
Q Q

where the supremum is taken over all measurable functions h : 2 — R with |h(x)| < 1.

drv(p, v) = Sup

Definition B.3. Let (2, d) be a Polish space. Let p and v be probability measures on
2. For a Borel set B and ¢ > 0, B* = {z € Q : inf cpd(z,y) < e}. The Prokhorov
metric is defined by

dp(p,v) =inf{e > 0: u(B) < v(B°) + ¢ for all Borel sets B}.

If X and Y random variables with the laws p and v, then it follows from Strassen’s
theorem that

dp(p,v) = i%f{e >0:PA(X,Y)>¢e) <e}
where the infimum is taken over all joint probability P of X and Y. Similarly, we have
dry(p,v) =inf E[lx.y| = sup{p(F) — v(F) : F closed}.

Definition B.4. The Kolmogorov distance between two probability measures p and v
on R is given by

i1, ) = sup (=00, ) = (=00, 2]},

If F" and G are distribution functions of p and v, then we denote by dk(F,G) =
dx (g, v). One can see that 0 < dg(p,v) < 1.

Definition B.5. Let u and v be probability measures on R with distribution functions
F and G. The Levy metric is defined by

du(p,v) =du(F,G) =inf{e >0: G(x —¢) —e < F(z) < G(z +¢) + ¢,Vz € R}.
Proposition B.6. Let p and v be probability measures on R, then we have

dL(:U’v V) < IIlll’l{dK(,u, V>7 dP(:U’v V)} < max{dK(:uv V>7 dP(:U’v V)} < min{dTV(:U’v V)? Wl(:uv V>}
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Proposition B.7. Let p be a probability measure on R and ~ the standard Gaussian
measure on R, then

dic(p, ) < 2dp(p1, 7).
Proposition B.8 ( [3, Proposition A.1.2]). Let u,v € PY(R), then

Wl(lu’u V) < 2dL(/J’7 V)+2\/MdL(,u7 V)l/zu
Wi(p,v) < 4VMdg(pu,v)"2.

Proposition B.9. Let 2 be a measurable space. Let p and v be probability measures
on €1, then

dH(:U’v V)2 < dTV(:U’v V) < QdH(:U’v V)'
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