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Stability of the Poincaré–Korn inequality

Thomas A. Courtade∗ Max Fathi†

May 2nd 2024

Abstract

We resolve a question of Carrapatoso et al. [7] on Gaussian optimality for the sharp constant
in Poincaré-Korn inequalities, under a moment constraint. We also prove stability, showing that
measures with near-optimal constant are quantitatively close to standard Gaussian.

1 Introduction and Main Result

Let µ be a centered Borel probability measure on R
n, n ≥ 2. Let A denote the set of antisym-

metric linear maps from R
n to itself. That is,

A := {x 7→ Ax ;A ∈Mn×n(R), A = −AT }.

Further define the linear space of vector-valued functions

C := {u : Rn → R
n ; u differentiable,

∫

udµ = 0, and ‖∇su‖2L2(µ) <∞},

where ∇su := 1
2 ((∇u) − (∇u)T ) is the symmetrized gradient of the vector-valued function

u : Rn → R
n. Since µ is centered1, A is a closed linear subspace of C.

Definition 1. A centered Borel probability measure µ on R
n satisfies a Poincaré–Korn in-

equality with constant C if

inf
a∈A

‖u− a‖2L2(µ) ≤ 2C‖∇su‖2L2(µ), for all u ∈ C. (1)

The Poincaré–Korn constant associated to µ, denoted CPK(µ), is the smallest constant C
such that (1) holds.

This type of inequality was introduced in [7]. It is inspired by Poincaré inequalities, which
control variances of scalar valued functions by the L2 norm of their gradient, and the Korn
inequality from continuous mechanics, which controls the L2 norm of the gradient of a vector
field satisfying some boundary condition by its symmetric part. Both inequalities have found
many applications in analysis. They were both originally introduced for uniform measures on
domains, but can be extended to general probability densities. In this form, Poincaré inequalities
are

∫

f2dµ−
(
∫

fdµ

)2

≤ CP (µ)

∫

|∇f |2dµ, ∀f : Rd −→ R
d, (2)
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where CP (µ) is the Poincaré constant of µ, and the right-hand side is to be understood as +∞
if it is not well-defined for the function f . Korn inequalities are of the form

inf
a∈A

‖∇(u− a)‖2L2(µ) ≤ CK‖∇su‖2L2(µ), for all u ∈ C. (3)

Poincaré inequalities are now a very classical tool in probability and functional analysis, and
applications include concentration of measure inequalities and rates of convergence to equilib-
rium for Markov processes. We refer to the monograph [2] for background and many devel-
opments. On the other hand, classical Korn inequalities are a tool in kinetic theory and fluid
mechanics, going back to [19]. We shall make no attempt to survey the vast literature, and refer
to [18] for some background. Best constants were investigated for example in [20]. Weighted
Korn inequalities were recently introduced in [7], motivated by hypocoercivity problems in ki-
netic theory.

Our definition of the Poincaré–Korn constant differs from that in [7] by a factor of 2. This
is done to give unit normalization with respect to the standard Gaussian measure γ, defined by

dγ(x) :=
1

(2π)n/2
e−|x|2/2dx, x ∈ R

n.

Probability measures with sufficiently regular potentials admit a finite Poincaré–Korn constant
if they satisfy a Poincaré inequality with finite constant.

Proposition 1. [7, Theorem 1] We have CPK(γ) = 1 in any dimension n ≥ 2. Moreover, if a
centered probability measure with density dµ = e−φdx of class C2 satisfies

∀ǫ > 0, ∃Cǫ > 0 : ‖∇2φ(x)‖2 ≤ ǫ|∇φ(x)|2 + Cǫ, ∀x ∈ R
n,

then CP (µ) <∞ ⇒ CPK(µ) <∞.

In [7], the following conjecture is proposed regarding the rigidity of the Poincaré–Korn
inequality:

Conjecture 1. If dµ = e−φdx is centered and isotropic (i.e.,
∫

xdµ = 0 and
∫

xxT dµ = Id),
and satisfies ∇2φ ≥ Id, then CPK(µ) ≥ CPK(γ), with equality only if µ = γ.

It turns out that the conjectured statement is indeed true, but the hypotheses are too strong
to capture salient rigidity properties of the Poincaré–Korn constant. Namely, the following can
be derived as a consequence of known stability results for the Bakry–Émery theorem on R

n [10],
or using Caffarelli’s contraction theorem (see Appendix A). We make no claim of originality for
this statement, which was known in some communities.

Proposition 2. If dµ = e−φdx is centered, isotropic, and satisfies ∇2φ ≥ Id, then µ = γ.

Therefore, to study rigidity of the Poincaré–Korn inequality, the assumption of a uniformly
convex potential in Conjecture 1 should be replaced by something else. A natural choice is a
moment assumption, which we now define.

Definition 2 (Moment Assumption). We say that µ satisfies the moment assumption if, for
all 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n,

∫

xidµ =

∫

xidγ = 0;

∫

xixjdµ =

∫

xixjdγ = δij ;

∫

xixjxkdµ =

∫

xixjxkdγ = 0;

and, when i 6= j,
∫

(x2i + x2j )x
2
jdµ =

∫

(x2i + x2j )x
2
jdγ = 4.
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Remark 1. The first two lines of the moment assumption correspond to µ being centered and
isotropic. The third and fourth lines in the moment assumption ensure that µ and γ share mixed
third moments and select mixed fourth moments, respectively.

There are many interesting probability measures that satisfy the moment assumption. For
example, any product measure whose individual factors share moments up to order 4 with the
standard normal will satisfy the moment assumption (and so will mixtures of these measures,
and so forth...). Thus, a nontrivial reformulation of Conjecture 1 is as follows:

Question 1. If µ satisfies the moment assumption, is the lower bound CPK(µ) ≥ CPK(γ) true,
with equality only if µ = γ?

The moment assumption is motivated by the form of extremal functions in the Gaussian
Poincaré-Korn inequality. In particular, by considering these as test functions in the Poincaré–
Korn inequality for µ, the inequality CPK(µ) ≥ CPK(γ) is a consequence of the moment as-
sumption (see Proposition 3 in the sequel). So, it is the rigidity phenomenon that is interesting.
We remark that the work of Serres [22] already highlights that given a reference measure satis-
fying a Poincaré inequality with known sharp constant and extremal function, it is possible to
study stability of functional inequalities within classes of measures for which the moments of
the extremal function match with those under the reference measure.

In this note, we resolve Question 1 in the affirmative, and further establish quantitative
stability of the Poincaré–Korn constant. Such stability results on functional inequalities have
been the subject of some recent attention in analysis. For example, there have been many results
on stability for sharp functions in classical functional inequalities, including Sobolev inequalities
and isoperimetric inequalities, see [16, 17] for surveys. Stability results under moment constraints
have been studied for Poincaré inequalities [24, 5, 12, 22], eigenvalues of diffusion operators [23],
as well as fractional [1] and free [9] Poincaré inequalities. These have been obtained using the
combination of Stein’s method and variational arguments that we shall use here. In another
direction, there have been stability results for sharp constants under convexity or curvature
assumptions [8, 11, 15, 21].

Our stability result is with respect to the Zolotarev distance of order 2, which controls the
same topology as the more familiar W2 Kantorovich–Wasserstein distance [3].

Definition 3. For two Borel probability measures µ, ν on R
n, the Zolotarev distance of

order 2 is defined as

dZol,2(µ, ν) := sup
sup

x
‖∇2f(x)‖2≤1

∫

fdµ−
∫

fdν,

where the supremum is over all f : Rn → R in C2 with supx∈Rn ‖∇2f(x)‖2 ≤ 1.

Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1 (Stability). If µ satisfies the moment assumption, then CPK(µ) ≥ CPK(γ) = 1,
and

dZol,2(µ, γ) ≤ c n2
√

CPK(µ)(CPK (µ)− CPK(γ)),

where c is a universal constant.

The following is now immediate, and affirmatively answers Question 1.

Corollary 1 (Rigidity). If µ satisfies the moment assumption, then CPK(µ) ≥ CPK(γ), with
equality only if µ = γ.
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work has also received support under the program “Investissement d’Avenir” launched by the
French Government and implemented by ANR, with the reference ANR-18-IdEx-0001 as part
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2 Proof of Main Result

2.1 Notation

For a vector-valued function u : Rn → R
n, we define

‖u‖2L2(µ) :=

∫

|u|2dµ,

where |x| denotes the Euclidean length of x ∈ R
n. Likewise, for a matrix-valued function

U : Rn →Mn×n(R), we define

‖U‖2L2(µ) :=

∫

U · Udµ,

where ‘·’ will denote the scalar product between matrices (i.e., A · B :=
∑

ij [A]ij [B]ij , for
identically dimensioned matrices A,B ∈Mm×n(R)). The identity matrix is denoted by Id. All
vectors are represented in matrix form as column vectors.

In what follows, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, we let δij denote the usual Kronecker delta function:

δij :=

{

1 if i = j

0 otherwise.

2.2 Remarks on the general approach

In [11], the authors introduced a general approach for establishing stability of functional in-
equalities based on approximate integration-by-parts identities and Stein’s method; the ideas
can also be found in the one-dimensional results of [24, 5]. Interested readers are referred to
[11] for an overview of the method in abstract settings. We follow this general approach here.
Namely, the first step of the proof (Subsection 2.3) is dedicated to proving an approximate Stein
identity, which mimics the integration by parts formula for the Gaussian measure on Hermite
polynomials of degree 2. The second step (Subsection 2.4) describes our implementation of
Stein’s method that yields the main stability result.

2.3 An approximate Stein identity

For a differentiable matrix-valued function V : Rn →Mn×n(R) and x ∈ R
n, we write (x∇T ) ·V

to denote the scalar product of the operator (x∇T ) and the function V ; that is,

(x∇T ) · V =

n
∑

i,j=1

[x∇T ]ij [V ]ij . :=

n
∑

i,j=1

xi∂j [V ]ij .

The following lemma is the main result of this section.

Lemma 1 (Approximate Stein Identity). Let µ satisfy the moment assumption. If V : Rn →
Mn×n(R) is a matrix-valued function such that each coordinate [V ]ij : R

n → R is integrable and
differentiable, with ‖∇[V ]ij‖L2(µ) <∞, then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dµ−
∫

(x∇T ) · V dµ
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K
√

CPK(CPK − 1)

n
∑

i,j=1

‖∇[V ]ij‖L2(µ),

for K := (1 + 10/
√
3) < 7.

To provide some perspective, we remark that the classical Stein identity

∫

x · φdγ =

∫

Id ·∇φdγ, φ : Rn → R
n

4



applied to the test function φ(x) = V T (x)x gives

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dγ =

∫

(x∇T ) · V dγ.

Under certain moment assumptions, this consequence of the classical Stein identity also charac-
terizes the Gaussian measure, so may therefore be regarded as one of many “Stein identities”. It
is for this reason that we refer to Lemma 1 as an “approximate Stein identity”, which becomes
more faithful as CPK(µ) approaches 1.

The proof of the approximate Stein identity rests on an approximate integration by parts
formula enjoyed by near-extremizers of the Poincaré–Korn inequality. To develop it, we assume
henceforth that µ has finite second moments. For a function u ∈ C, define

au := argmin
a∈A

‖u− a‖L2(µ).

Since A is a closed linear subspace of L2(µ) and C ⊂ L2(µ), the function au exists and is unique.
Moreover, as a projection onto A, the map u 7→ au is linear and equal to identity on A.

The following is an approximate integration by parts formula satisfied by near-extremizers
of the Poincaré–Korn inequality; it does not require the moment assumption, and may therefore
be of independent interest.

Lemma 2. Let µ be a centered Borel probability measure on R
n with finite second moments,

and CPK(µ) <∞. If ǫ ≥ 0 and u ∈ C satisfy

(2− (ǫ/2)2)CPK(µ)‖∇su‖2L2(µ) ≤ inf
a∈A

‖u− a‖2L2(µ), (4)

then for every v ∈ C, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(u− au) · (v − av)dµ− 2CPK(µ)

∫

(∇su) · (∇sv)dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫCPK(µ)‖∇su‖L2(µ)‖∇sv‖L2(µ).

We briefly remark that if u ∈ C is an extremizer in the Poincaré–Korn inequality, then we
have the following (exact) integration by parts formula:

∫

(u− au) · (v − av)dµ = 2CPK(µ)

∫

(∇su) · (∇sv)dµ, ∀v ∈ C.

However, we see no reason to expect that nontrivial extremizers exist in the Poincaré–Korn
inequality for general µ, which motivates the approximation in Lemma 2. Note that there are
examples of measures for which the classical Poincaré inequality has no non-trivial extremal
function, including for example the exponential measure, see [2, Section 4.4.1].

Proof. We’ll abbreviate CPK := CPK(µ) for convenience. Begin by defining the quotient space
Q := C/A. Note that A ⊂ ker(∇s), so we may define a linear operator D on Q via

D[u] := ∇su, u ∈ C,

where [u] ∈ Q denotes the coset of u. Observe that

〈[u], [v]〉 :=
∫

D[u] ·D[v]dµ, [u], [v] ∈ Q,

defines an inner product on Q × Q. Bilinearity and symmetry are self-evident, and positive-
definiteness follows from the Poincaré–Korn inequality, which states

‖[u]‖2 := 〈[u], [u]〉 ≥ 1

2CPK
inf
a∈A

‖u− a‖2L2(µ).
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Since the quantity on the right is the quotient norm, positive-definiteness follows. Hence, we are
justified in defining a Hilbert space H as the completion of Q in the norm ‖ · ‖, and extending
the inner product 〈·, ·〉 to H.

Now, define the operator T : q ∈ Q 7→ Tq by

T [u] := u− au, u ∈ C.

The operator T is linear, and well-defined on Q since u = au for u ∈ A. Now, fix u ∈ C. The
operator

[v] ∈ Q 7→
∫

T [u] · T [v]dµ

is a bounded linear operator on Q. Indeed, boundedness follows by the Cauchy–Schwarz and
Poincaré–Korn inequalities as

∫

T [u] · T [v]dµ ≤ 2CPK‖[u]‖‖[v]‖, for all v ∈ C.

Linearity now follows by linearity of T and the integral. By density of Q in H and the Riesz
representation theorem, there is h ∈ H with ‖h‖ ≤ ‖[u]‖ such that

∫

T [u] · T [v]dµ = 2CPK〈h, [v]〉, for all v ∈ C.

Hence, for any v ∈ C, we have

∫

T [u] · T [v]dµ− 2CPK(µ)〈[u], [v]〉 = 2CPK(µ)〈h− [u], [v]〉

≤ 2CPK(µ)‖h− [u]‖‖[v]‖.

Opening the square, we have

CPK‖h− [u]‖2 = CPK‖h‖2 − 2CPK〈h, [u]〉+ CPK‖[u]‖2

≤ 2CPK‖[u]‖2 −
∫

T [u] · T [u]dµ

= 2CPK‖∇su‖2L2(µ) − inf
a∈A

‖u− a‖2L2(µ).

The claim follows.

Proposition 3. Let µ satisfy the moment assumption.

i) For each u ∈ C, we have au(x) = Aux, with

Au :=
1

2

∫

(

uxT − xuT
)

dµ.

ii) Fix i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i 6= j. The function u = (u1, . . . , un) ∈ C defined by

uk(x) = δik(1− x2j ) + δjkxixj , 1 ≤ k ≤ n (5)

satisfies au = 0 and

[∇su]kℓ = (δjℓδjk)xi − (δikδjℓ + δiℓδjk)
xj
2
, 1 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ n.

iii) We have CPK(µ) ≥ 1.
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Proof. i) Let A = −AT . By the cyclic property of trace and the isotropic condition in the
moment assumption, we may compute

∫

(Aux) · (Ax)dµ = Tr(AT
uA) =

1

2

∫

Tr
(

xuTA− uxTA
)

dµ =

∫

u · (Ax)dµ,

where we used antisymmetry of A in the last step. It follows that

∫

(u−Aux) · adµ = 0, ∀a ∈ A.

An application of the Hilbert projection theorem proves i).

ii) Fix i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i 6= j. For u given by (5), we use i) to evaluate

2[Au]kℓ =

∫

(ukxℓ − xkuℓ) dµ

=

∫

(

δik(1 − x2j)xℓ + δjkxixjxℓ − δiℓ(1− x2j )xk − δjℓxixjxk
)

dµ,

which vanishes by the moment assumption2. Next, let ∂k denote partial derivative with respect
to xk, and observe

2[∇su]kℓ = ∂kuℓ + ∂ℓuk

= δiℓ∂k(1− x2j ) + δjℓ∂kxixj + δik∂ℓ(1− x2j ) + δjk∂ℓxixj

= δiℓδjk(−2xj) + δjℓ(δikxj + δjkxi) + δikδjℓ(−2xj) + δjk(δiℓxj + δjℓxi)

= 2δjℓδjkxi − (δikδjℓ + δiℓδjk)xj .

iii) For the choice of u given by (5), we use ii) and the moment assumption to evaluate

inf
a∈A

‖u− a‖2L2(µ) = ‖u‖2L2(µ) =

∫

x2ix
2
jdµ+

∫

(1− x2j )
2dµ = 3

and

2‖∇su‖2L2(µ) = 2

∫

x2i dµ+ 4

∫

(xj/2)
2dµ = 3.

It now follows by definitions that CPK(µ) ≥ 1.

With the necessary ingredients established, we turn our attention to the proof of Lemma 1.

Proof of Lemma 1. Abbreviate CPK := CPK(µ). We can assume CPK < ∞, else the claim is
trivial. Also, the statement is invariant to adding constants to V , so we assume without loss of
generality that

∫

V dµ = 0.
To start, fix i 6= j, and let u be given by (5). By the moment assumption, this choice of u

satisfies (4) with

ǫ = 2
√
2

√

1− 1

CPK
. (6)

Next, let ψ : Rn → R be integrable and differentiable, satisfying
∫

ψdµ = 0 and ‖∇ψ‖L2(µ) <
∞. Fix m ∈ {1, . . . , n} and define v := (δ1m, . . . , δnm)ψ. Since

∫

ψdµ = 0 and ‖∇sv‖L2(µ) ≤
2Some simple casework shows that, under the assumption that µ is centered and isotropic, au = 0 for every choice

of i, j if and only if all (mixed) third moments vanish.
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‖∇ψ‖L2(µ) <∞, it follows that v ∈ C. For Av defined as in Proposition 3, we may compute

∫

(u− au) · (v − av)dµ =

∫

u · (v − av)dµ

=

∫

umψdµ−
∑

k,ℓ

∫

uk[Av]kℓxℓdµ

=

∫

(δim(1− x2j )ψ + δjmxixmψ)dµ−
∑

ℓ

∫

(

[Av]iℓ(1− x2j ) + [Av]jℓxixjxℓ
)

dµ

=

∫

(δim(1− x2j )ψ + δjmxixmψ)dµ,

where the last line follows from the moment assumption. Next, note that

∫

(∇su) · (∇sv)dµ =

∫

(xi[∇sv]jj − xj [∇sv]ij) dµ

=

∫
(

xiδjm∂jψ − 1

2
xj [δjm∂iψ + δim∂jψ]

)

dµ.

Define E(ψ) := 2
√
3
√

CPK(CPK − 1)‖∇ψ‖L2(µ) for convenience. An application of Lemma 2
with ǫ given in (6) yields

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(δim(1− x2j )ψ + δjmxixmψ)dµ− 2CPK

∫
(

xiδjm∂jψ − 1

2
xj [δjm∂iψ + δim∂jψ]

)

dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E(ψ)

for all i, j,m with i 6= j. Taking m = i and ψ = [V ]jj gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(x2j − 1)[V ]jjdµ− CPK

∫

xj∂j [V ]jjdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E([V ]jj).

On the other hand, taking m = j and ψ = [V ]ij gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

xixj [V ]ijdµ− 2CPK

∫
(

xi∂j [V ]ij −
1

2
xj∂i[V ]ij

)

dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E([V ]ij).

These can evidently be combined into the single matrix inequality

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xixj − δij)[V ]ijdµ− 2CPK

∫
(

xi∂j [V ]ij −
1

2
xj∂i[V ]ij

)

dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E([V ]ij),

holding for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Summing over all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and applying the triangle inequality
gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dµ− 2CPK

∫
(

(x∇T ) · V − 1

2
(x∇T ) · V T

)

dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E(V ),

where E(V ) :=
∑n

i,j=1 E([V ]ij). The same is true when V is replaced by V T . However, the

matrix (xxT − Id) is symmetric, so we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dµ− 2CPK

∫
(

(x∇T ) · V T − 1

2
(x∇T ) · V

)

dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E(V ),

An application of the triangle inequality gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

CPK

∫

(x∇T ) · V dµ− CPK

∫

(x∇T ) · V T dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2

3
E(V ),

8



and another gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dµ− CPK

∫

(x∇T ) · V dµ
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 5

3
E(V ).

Two final applications of the triangle inequality followed by Cauchy–Schwarz gives the desired
conclusion

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(xxT − Id) · V dµ−
∫

(x∇T ) · V dµ
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 5

3
E(V ) + (CPK − 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(x∇T ) · V dµ
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 5

3
E(V ) + (CPK − 1)

n
∑

i,j=1

∫

|xi∂j [V ]ij | dµ

≤ 5

3
E(V ) + (CPK − 1)

n
∑

i,j=1

‖∂j [V ]ij‖L2(µ)

≤ K
√

CPK(CPK − 1)

n
∑

i,j=1

‖∇[V ]ij‖L2(µ).

2.4 Implementation of Stein’s method

For a sufficiently smooth function f : R
n → R

m, let Dkf denote the tensor of k-th order
derivatives. The tensor Dkf(x) can be regarded as a vector in a space of dimension m × nk,
which we equip with its natural Euclidean norm ‖ · ‖2.

We’ll need the following Lemma. It combines Barbour’s solution to the classical Stein equa-
tion in terms of the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck semigroup (Pt)t≥0, defined by

Ptf(x) :=

∫

Rn

f(e−tx+ (1 − e−2t)1/2z)dγ(z), f ∈ L1(γ),

and the higher-order regularity estimate, that was for example derived in [14].

Lemma 3. For f : Rn → R with
∫

fdγ <∞, the function ϕf : Rn → R
n defined by

ϕf (x) := ∇
∫ ∞

0

Ptf(x)dt (7)

solves the Poisson equation

f −
∫

fdγ = x · ϕf − Tr(∇ϕf ), (8)

and satisfies

sup
x

‖Dkϕf (x)‖2 ≤ sup
x

‖Dkf(x)‖2, k ≥ 1. (9)

We are now ready to implement Stein’s method to prove our main result. In particular, for
a given test function f : Rn → R with uniformly bounded second derivatives, we’ll bootstrap
the solution ϕf to the Stein equation (8) to construct a solution V : Rn → Mn×n(R) to the
integrated second-order Stein equation

∫

fdµ−
∫

fdγ =

∫

(

(xxT − Id) · V − (x∇T ) · V
)

dµ.

The main stability result will then follow from the approximate Stein identity of Lemma 1,
regularity estimates on V , and definition of the Zolotarev distance.
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Proof of Theorem 1. Fix any f : Rn → R satisfying supx ‖∇2f(x)‖2 ≤ 1. Using the classical
identity ∇(Ptf) = e−tPt(∇f) for Pt, we have

∇ϕf (x) =

∫ ∞

0

∇2Ptf(x)dt =

∫ ∞

0

e−2tPt(∇2f)(x)dt.

By the triangle and Jensen inequalities, (9), and boundedness of ∇2f , (7) implies

sup
x

‖∇ϕf (x)‖2 ≤ 1

2
sup
x

‖∇2ϕf (x)‖2 ≤ 1

2
sup
x

‖∇2f(x)‖2 ≤ 1

2
. (10)

In particular, ϕf is 1/2-Lipschitz and ∇ϕf is 1-Lipschitz. Now, define a ∈ R
n and Q ∈Mn×n(R)

by
a := ϕf (0), [Q]ij := (1 + δij)[∇ϕf (0)]ij ,

and put

g(x) := f(x)− aTx− 1

2
xTQx.

Using the fact that Hermite polynomials are eigenfunctions of the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck semi-
group, we can check that the solution ϕg := ∇

∫∞

0
Ptgdt to the Poisson equation

g −
∫

gdγ = x · ϕg − Tr(∇ϕg), (11)

is equal to
ϕg(x) = ϕf (x)− ϕf (0)−∇ϕf (0)x, x ∈ R

n.

In particular, ϕg satisfies

ϕg(0) = 0, ∇ϕg(0) = 0, and ∇2ϕg(x) = ∇2ϕf (x). (12)

We now establish some basic regularity properties of ϕg. Combining (12) with the Lipschitz
estimates established for ϕf , we have

|ϕg(x)| ≤
1

2
|x|, and ‖∇ϕg(x)‖2 ≤ |x|.

Additionally, by a Taylor expansion around x = 0, the properties (12) together with boundedness
of second-derivatives of ϕf imply the quadratic growth estimate

|ϕg(x)| ≤
1

2
‖∇2ϕf (0)‖2|x|2 ≤ 1

2
|x|2.

Next, we define a matrix-valued function V : Rn →Mn×n(R) by

V (x) :=

{

1
|x|2xϕ

T
g (x) if x 6= 0

0 if x = 0.

By definition of V and the fact that ϕg(0) = 0, we have

V T (x)x = ϕg(x), x ∈ R
n.

Now, we check the regularity of V . Since ϕg inherits continuity properties from ϕf , it follows that
V is continuous on R

n \ {0}. It is also continuous at x = 0, which follows since |ϕg(x)| ≤ 1
2 |x|2,

and therefore limx→0 V (x) = 0 = V (0).
Evidently, V is differentiable on R

n \ {0}. For x 6= 0, we compute

∇([V (x)]ij) = ∇xi[ϕg(x)]j
|x|2 = −2x

xi[ϕg(x)]j
|x|4 +

1

|x|2 (ei[ϕg(x)]j + xi∇[ϕg(x)]j).
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Using the regularity estimates on ϕg, we obtain

|∇([V (x)]ij)| ≤ |xi|+
1

2
+

|xi|
|x| ≤ |xi|+

3

2
.

Thus, using the moment assumption, we have

‖∇([V ]ij)‖L2(µ) =

(
∫

|∇([V (x)]ij)|2dµ(x)
)1/2

≤
(
∫

(|xi|+ 3/2)2dµ(x)

)1/2

≤ 5/2. (13)

Finally, we put everything together to obtain

∫

fdµ−
∫

fdγ =

∫

gdµ−
∫

gdγ (14)

=

∫

(x · ϕg − Tr(∇ϕg)) dµ (15)

=

∫

(

(xxT − Id) · V − (x∇T ) · V
)

dµ (16)

≤ K
√

CPK(CPK − 1)
n
∑

i,j=1

‖∇[V ]ij‖L2(µ) (17)

< 20n2
√

CPK(CPK − 1). (18)

In the above, (14) follows by definition of g and the moment assumption; (15) is (11), integrated
with respect to µ; (16) follows since V T (x)x = ϕg(x); (17) follows from the approximate Stein
identity of Lemma 1 applied to (smooth approximations of) V ; (18) is the bound (13). Taking
supremum over f proves the theorem.

A Proof of Proposition 2

We first recall Caffarelli’s contraction theorem [6]: if a probability measure dµ = e−φdx satisfies
∇2φ ≥ Id, then there exists a transport map T from γ onto µ that is 1-Lipschitz. This map T
is the Brenier map from optimal transport theory.

For T as above, we have |T (x)− T (y)| ≤ |x− y| for all x, y ∈ R
n. Moreover,

2n =

∫

|x− y|2dµ(x)dµ(y) =
∫

|T (x)− T (y)|2dγ(x)dγ(y)

≤
∫

|x− y|2dγ(x)dγ(y) = 2n.

Hence there is equality throughout, and |T (x)−T (y)| = |x−y|, γ⊗2-a.s. Since T is continuous,
the equality holds everywhere. In the case where µ has full support, T is surjective, and therefore
T is a surjective isometry. By the Mazur–Ulam theorem, we conclude that T is affine. Since µ
is centered and isotropic by assumption, it must be standard Gaussian.

If µ does not have a full support, we can take a convolution with a standard Gaussian,
rescaled so that the new measure ν is still isotropic. Since ν has full support and 1-uniform
log-concavity is preserved by this operation, we can apply the previous case to deduce that ν
is Gaussian. Since a convolution of two measures is Gaussian iff both are Gaussian, it follows
that µ is also Gaussian.
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