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Whl STABILITY FOR THE LSI

EMANUEL INDREI

ABSTRACT. The logarithmic Sobolev inequality is fundamental in mathematical physics.
Associated stability estimates are equivalent to uncertainty principles. Via a sec-
ond moment bound, W1 estimates are obtained in one dimension and similar W;-
quantitative estimates are investigated.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical logarithmic Sobolev inequality LSI attributed to L. Gross states
1 1 Vf?
(1) o) = 51 -1 = 5 [ Fbar = [ riog par =0,

2

z 2
where dy = (27?)_36_%dx, f is normalized, /f € WY(R" dv), & § is the LSI
deficit [3,6]. Carlen [2] characterized the equality cases: equality holds in (1.1) if and

2
only if fi(z) = eb*=%5 . b € R™. Note that if f is normalized and centered, equality is
valid if and only if f = 1. Therefore, a natural problem is to identify a metric d, a > 0,
and a > 0 such that

(1.2) 0(f) = ad®(f,1),

with f normalized and centered. In a recent paper, a variant of (1.2) with a = 2, a
constant a > 0, and d(f,h) = ||f — h||L1 (g 4y) Was established [4]. In [7], a = 2 was
proven to be sharp. Thus, the problem of identifying the strongest norm was a natural

consequence which was addressed in [7]. Set
0, X
= |ul*(—=).
[ = lul*( /_271')

=2 n
/fe_T(Qﬂ)_de:/|u|26_”|m|2dx.

2 1
%/ |V];f| dv—/flnfdfy:—/|Vu|26_7”c2dx—/|u|2ln|u|26_”$2dx.
m

Therefore (1.2) has an equivalent version

Then

W(S*(U) = / |Vu|2e—ﬂ|m|2dx B 7_‘_/ |U|2 ln|u|2€—7r\;p‘2dx Z /ﬁ}/ "U, B 1‘26_7T|m|2dx
1
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in the space of non-negative functions which satisfy

||u||L2(Rn,efﬂr\2dm) =1

/x\u\26_”x2dx = 0.

Suppose 6. (ux) — 0 as k — oo, then [7] yields
|uk| — 1

in H'(e ™"’ dz) if and only if

/ 22 (z) 21 dz / 2 2e=1o d
Thus, some additional assumptions are necessary to prove
(1.3) 0 (u) > ad™(u, 1)

with d(u, 9) = |[u—=g]| g1(o~sle124,y- Supposing the associated measures satisfy a Poincaré
inequality via A > 0, the stability with the sharp o = 2 and also best constant a =
a(A) > 0 was proven in [5]. It has already been underscored in [1] that a uniform upper
bound on the second moment is necessary but not sufficient to prove (1.3) with the
H' = W2 norm if 6,(u) — 0. A sufficient condition was shown with some type of
uniform exponential moment condition. Observe a fourth moment bound also yields
(1.3) [7]. The problem of understanding the extra information that is needed with
assuming a second moment bound was discussed on [1, p. 6]. The main result in my
paper is that if n = 1, while the second moment control does not imply stability in
W12 it indeed implies stability in W1t

Theorem 1.1. (1) If f is normalized and centered in L*(R,dv) &
ma(fan) = [ faffdy <0< o
then there exists a, > 0 so that
1 = Ul < a0 (530 +67(1)).
(2) If u is normalized and centered in L*(R, e ™*"dz) &
/|x\2|u(x)\2e—”2dx << oo,
then there exists a, > 0 so that

_ 1
[l = Ul erlegr) < Ta(0e(u)T + du(w)).

Therefore a natural curiosity is the higher dimensional analog but that remains an
open problem. However the following can be proven:
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Corollary 1.2. (1) If f(x1, 2o, ..., x,) = I}, f(zk), fr is normalized and centered in
L\(R,d) &
ma(fr) < a,
then ,
1f = Ulwragnay < aan®* (535(F) + 83()),

with a,, as in Theorem 1.1.

(2) If u(xy, s, . . ., ) = I ug(ay), ug is normalized and centered in L*(R, e~ ™ dx)

&
2 2 _—ml|xy|?
— )
/|xk\ lug(zr)| e drp < a < oo

then

1

||u - 1||W1,1(Rn,eﬂr\z\2dm) < naa((s*Z (u) + 5*(“))a

with a,, as in Theorem 1.1.

The Wasserstein distance between two probability measures p, v with p > 1, m,,(dp)
Jan |zPdp < 00, my(dv) = [g, |z[Pdy < oo is

1

W,(dp, dv) = inf <// |z — y|pd7r(x,y));
4 R xR™

where the infimum is taken over all probability measures 7 on R™ x R™ with marginals
i and v. In particular, W is called the Kantorovich—Rubinstein distance. The sta-
bility for W; has already appeared in [8]: let fdy be a centered probability measure,
mao(fdy) = Jau [2|*fdy < M < co. There exists a constant C' = C(n, M) > 0 such that

Wi—stability is not true if one merely has finite second moments, therefore C' = C(n, M)
cannot be taken independent of M [9, Theorem 1.2]. Examples in [9] allude to

3(f) = CWE(fdy, dy),

with f e {f >0:ma(fdy) < M, ||f|lL1®nay) = 1, [gn fdy = 0}. Supposing a type of
uniform exponential moment condition, this holds:

Theorem 1.3. If [ is normalized and centered in L*(R™, dv), a >0, € > 0, &

/ / F@) f@)e ™ dy(z)dy(y) < o,
then there exists a, . > 0 so that
Wi(fdy,dy) < an62 (u).

Also, supposing € < .25 combined with

- 1 ( T r
«
(2m)" =2+ .57’
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the best possible a, e necessarily has a lower bound:

[nmy (v) — ms(7)]
Qae = NG .

When n =1,

2
aa,e Z ;

In addition, the exponent on the deficit is sharp.

2. THE PROOFS

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first step is to consider a probability measure fdvy & T =
V® the Brenier map which pushes forward fdy to dy. The proof of (1.1) via optimal
transport [3] implies

26() 2 [ IT(@) ~ o+ Vin f2fay:
define y1 := ® — 1{z|? so that
det(I + D?pu(x))e”17+VE@I2 — f(g)e~lo7/2,
Therefore taking the In and integrating,

[msiy< [ f[auo-uar -5 [ 1Valsa

1
—— [ Vu-Vpiy =5 [ 1Vuksar

:—%/‘vw%fffdw%/ |V;|2d7.

Note this readily implies

%/)T—x—l—Vlnfffde%/|V]{|2d7—/flnfd%

which thanks to Jensen’s inequality yields

@1) 8> %/mx) et VinfPfdy > %(/ [7() ~ 2+ Vo flfdr)

2
)

/ Vin | fdy / T(2) — 2| fdy < / T(2) o+ Vinflfdy < /25(F).

Hence since n =1,

/ Vin flfdy < / () — 2l fdy + /25(F) = Wi(fdy, d) + /23()).
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Furthermore, the end of the proof of [8, Proposition C.1] in addition to [5, Corollary 6]
(in the one-dimensional argument, positivity & the local boundedness can be removed)

imply

(2.2) % /

(2.3) Wi(fdy,dv) < amax{(H(f)3(f))%, (H(f)5(f))?}.

Since

2

VP 1
S b~ [ gty = - (2 [ 11w g+ o) = mat )

mQ(fd’y) S Q,
2H = Q/flnfdv

< 267 (f) + a + ma(d).

Note

max{(H(f)0(f))1, (H(f)o(f))?}

< t,max{(3%(f) + )0 (f))1, (02 (f) +ra)3(f))?}

= tomax{(82(f) + ra0())T, (02(f) + ra6(f))? };
assummg Za _ 5(f) - La,

Wi(fdy,dy) < amax{(H(HS)E, (S} < cu = 1 < T0(1).
Supposing
5(f) <l
and [, << 1,
max{(82 (f) + ra0(f)) 1, (82 (f) +1a0(f))2} < 2a0(f)1.

Supposing

6(f) = la
l >> 1 (observe this case is easy since if §(f) > [,, subject to the second moment
assumption, Wi(fdy,dy) < t.),

max{(6% (f) + ra0())1, (32 (f) + 1a0(f))7} < jud1(f).

Therefore
/IVfldv :/|Vlnf|fdv
< / () — 2l fdy + /23()

= Wi(fdv, dy) + v/20(f)
< max{zq, ja} (61(f) +67(f)) + v/2(F).
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Thus set
x

= \UP(\/—Q—W)-

/fe (27) " 2dx = / lufe ™ P dr = 1,
|Vf|d7: \/;/|Vu||u|e_”|x|2dzz.

Then

Hence utilizing [4]

/\Vu|e_7””2d:c

:/|Vu||u|e_”|x|2dx+/|Vu|(1— lue ™ dx

< \/g/\Vf\dfij/\Vqu—u\e‘”mzdx

< @ / IV fldy + ( / [Vuf?e ) 2( / 1= uf*e " da)!/2

; 2 2 5 1/2
< ma(81(f) +84(f)) + (/|VU|2€_MC df)l/z\/%[%/|VU|26_“x dx —/|u|21n|u|2e_7m dzz]

Note
2 1
|VJ{| dv—/flnfdfy:—/|Vu\2e_”|m|2da:—/|u|2ln\u\26_”|m|2d:c

/
2
/|:lj| |'IL |2 ‘I‘Qd e — / |:L’| fd'y < —(M

which combined with [8, Theorem 1.17] 1mphes

- 2-7lz? 4
; / V(@) e do

1 1
< ‘W/|:E|2e_”|x|2dat—7r/|x|2|u(x)|26_”|x|2d:£‘ —|—\/27’L(;/|VU|26_ﬂ|x|2dlL'—/|u|21n|u|26_ﬂ|x|2dl')2

+ (1/|Vu\2e_”|m|2da:—/|u|21n\u\26_”|m|2d:€)
T
< a1+ 52 (u) + 6.(u))

Therefore utilizing the above estimates,

/ |Vule ™ dz

<1, (0F () + 03 ) + (raa(1 + 0 () + 8. C0))V2VR[5.(w)]
< aa(65 (u) + 8.()).
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Proof of Corollary 1.2. Observe that
e = Ul < aa(83(F) +07(51))
Qckf = fllg(xk)Hi;ﬁkfi(zi)a
5(f) =Y 6(fx),
k

yield

[1vsie= [ [S @ sra

< [ S 10usidn
k
e‘é -
— zk: /Rn1 (/R |fk(zk)|Edzk)ﬂi#f,-(xi)wdxldzg codrg_ydrgyy ... da,

=3 [ i) Sz
<> aa (1) +61 ()
< aan®H (55 (f) + 05 (f)).

The proof of (2) is similar. O
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Observe thanks to (2.1),

. 1 1 1 _
H+ / Vil = / [T0) — al ) = Wiy, )

in particular, let

f=lul.

/ IV fldy =2 / | Vuldy
S%//IVUPdv

< 2(2/n(a, €))20%(f).

Via [1, Theorem 1]

This yields the conclusion via
Qo e = 2(2/77(047 E))1/2 + \/5



8 EMANUEL INDREI

Set
fa(x) := (20 4 1)F e,
Several calculations yield
0(fa) = na — gln(2a +1).

Assuming I'y = fdry is the first marginal of I', I'y = dvy is the second marginal of T,

Wildy.dy) =int [ [1o=ylar | [jalfir = [lolan

|/|x|fad7—/|y|dvl = |/|$|((2a+1)’56‘”2 — 1)dy|
= | [ leltatn ~ |+ + (@),

ola
el + XDy,

| [ 1zl fady — [ lyldn]|
: =1 [ laltn
02(fa) 02 (fa)
Wi(fady,dy) = | [ |2l fady = [ lyldy]
_ 62 (fo)
| [1zl(a(n = |2[?) + o(a))dy|
(6(fa))%

a2
| [ lel(n — |22 + Z2)dy]

—2 In(2a+1
(na 2;;( ‘H‘))

[CI=-]

| [ || (n — |2]? + 22)dn|

na—2In(2a+1) .
— )Z = Vn,

(
with a — 0T, &
ola
| [ 1eltn = 1o+ X)) s ) = )
Observe now that if € < .25 &

1 T

>
Rl G Sy

)n
Y
one has assuming a > 0 is small,

Wi (fady, dv) < o, 82 (fa):

The argument is: observe that
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eelr=vl? < 2ellal*+lul)
which yields

/ / Fa@) fulp) e Py (@) dn () < (B2 (T,

21 a—2e+.5

supposing
1 s

> o e 5

then when a > 0 is small,

2a+1)n( s
27 a—2+.5

(

"< a
and that implies

Wi (fady, dv) < aa, 82 (f)-
When

Wl(fd’}/, d’)/) S aa,s(s% (.f)a

and a, . is the sharp constant,

Aoy e - Wl(fad%dW)
na—2 In(2a+1)\ 1
(il Vn
= oy dv) — ma(d))|
| [1z)(n = |z|2 + 2 dy|  [nma(dy) —ms(dy)]

a

When n =1,

[nma () —ms(y)] 2
In order to finish the argument, assume via contradiction that there is the estimate

v vor

Wi(fdy,dv) < aan(93()),
p(a) = o(a). Therefore

Nl

Wi (fad77 d7> < aa,e,u(é (fa))
D
[6N3 6% (fa) (fCL)’

[NIES

and

lim sup 5% (fu) < v2m
a—0t Wl(fad’}/,d')/) -2
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easily imply

1 (0% (fa)) 03 (fa)

< lim sup —
(o e a—0t 02 (f,) Wi(fady,d)
=0.
In particular, this yields the contradiction. O
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