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Abstract

We consider the relativistic, spatially inhomogeneous Fokker-Planck equation with an external
confining potential. We prove the exponential time decay of solutions towards the global equilibrium
in weighted L2 and Sobolov spaces. Our result holds for a wide class of external potentials and
the estimates on the rate of convergence are explicit and constructive. Moreover, we prove that
the associated semigroup of the equation has hypoelliptic regularizing properties and we obtain
explicit rates on this regularization. The technique is based on the construction of suitable Lyapunov
functionals.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the long time behavior of the relativistic, spatially inhomogeneous Fokker-Planck
equation [22, 2]











∂tf +
p

m
√

1 + |p|2
m2c2

· ∇xf − q∇xV (x) · ∇pf = divp(σD(p)∇pf + νpf), x, p ∈ R
d, t > 0

f|t=0 = f0

, (1)

for any d ∈ N. This kinetic model describes the time evolution of a system with a large number of
particles (e.g. in a plasma) undergoing diffusion and friction. In (1), x denotes position, p the relativistic

momentum, and
p

m
√

1 + |p|2
m2c2

the velocity. The unknown f = f(t, x, p) ≥ 0 represents the evolution of

the phase space probability density of particles. The left hand side is the transport operator with force
field −∇xV (x), while the right hand side describes the diffusion of particles and the interaction with the
environment. The (positive) physical constants denoted by m, c, q, σ, and ν are, respectively, the particle
rest mass, the vacuum speed of light, the particle charge, diffusion, and friction coefficients. D(p) is the
relativistic diffusion matrix given by

D =
I + p⊗p

m2c2
√

1 + |p|2
m2c2

∈ R
d×d,

where I ∈ R
d×d is the identity matrix and ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. The resulting anisotropic

diffusion arises as the Laplace-Beltrami operator over the relativistic hyperboloid with respect to the
Minkowski metric [2].

Equation (1) has several properties following standard physical considerations. Whenever f(t, x, p) is
a (well-behaved) solution of (1), one has global conservation of mass

∫

R2d

f(t, x, p)dxdp =

∫

R2d

f0(x, p)dxdp, ∀t ≥ 0. (2)

Therefore, without loss of generality, we shall assume f0 ≥ 0 and

∫

R2d

f0(x, p)dxdp = 1.

If V grows fast enough, (1) has a unique normalized steady state or global equilibrium [2, Section 3.4]
given by

f∞(x, p) = ρ∞(x)M(p), (3)

where

ρ∞(x) :=
e−

mqν
σ V (x)

∫

Rd e
− qmν

σ V (x′)dx′ , M(p) :=
e−

mcν
σ

√
m2c2+|p|2

∫

Rd e
−mcν

σ

√
m2c2+|p′|2dp′

. (4)

M(p) is called the Maxwell-Jüttner distribution.
(1) is dissipative in the sense that the relative entropy or free energy functional decreases: let H be

a functional defined on the space of probability densities by

f 7→ H [f ] :=

∫

R2d

f ln
f

f∞
dxdp

(f is not necessarily the solution). We note that H [f∞] = 0 and H [f ] ≥ 1

2
||f − f∞||2L1(R2d) by the

Csiszár-Kullback-Pinsker inequality [16]. Hence, the minimum of H is zero and it is attained at f∞. If
f = f(t, x, p) is a smooth solution of (1), we have (see [2, Section 3.3])

d

dt
H [f(t)] ≤ 0.
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This decay of the functional H is a version of Boltzmann’s H−theorem stated for the Boltzmann equation
[13, 30].

On the basis of the decay of the functional H, one may conjecture that H [f(t)] decreases to its
minimum (which is zero) as t → ∞. Since this minimum is obtained at f∞, one can expect that f(t)
converges to the equilibrium distribution f∞ as t → ∞. We shall therefore tackle the interesting problem
to prove (or disprove) that solutions of (1) converge towards this equilibrium as t → ∞ and to estimate
the convergence rate with constructive bounds. Such explicit and constructive estimates are essential for
applications in physics (equilibration process, numerical simulations).

Equation (1) was introduced in [22, Eq.(47)] and [2, Eq.(8)] as a relativistic generalization of the
classical kinetic Fokker-Planck equation [14, 15, 29]

{

∂tf +
p

m
· ∇xf − q∇xV · ∇pf = divp(σ∇pf + νpf), x, p ∈ R

d, t > 0

f|t=0 = f0
. (5)

This classical equation can be obtained from (1) by formally taking the Newtonian limit c → ∞. In [3],
this formal limit was justified in the sense that solutions of (1) converge to solutions of (5) in L1 as c → ∞.
Equation (5) is inconsistent with relativistic mechanics because it has infinite speed of propagation: if
the particles are initially in a compact region (i.e. f0(x, p) has compact support with respect to x and
p), then, after any short time t > 0, we can find particles everywhere with non-zero probability (i.e.
f(t, x, p) > 0), see [31, Appendix A.22]. This property contradicts the law of special relativity that
particles can not move faster than light. By contrast, Equation (1) is compatible with this physical law
as it exhibits finite speed of propagation w.r.t. the x variable [2, Section 3.2]. Note, however, that the
degenerate parabolicity of (1) does entail infinite speed of propagation with respect to the p variable.

The classical equation (5) has been studied comprehensively: well-posedness and hypoelliptic
regularity were obtained in [28, 24, 31]. The long time behavior of (5) was studied in [25] for fast growing
potentials. By using hypocoercive methods, Villani proved exponential convergence results in [17, 31].
This result was extended in [9] for potentials with singularities. In [19], Dolbeault, Mouhot, and Schmeiser
developed a method to obtain exponential decay in L2 for a large class of linear kinetic equations, and, as
an application, an exponential decay in L2 was proven for (5). Their method was also used to study the
long time behavior of (5) when the potential V is zero or grows slowly as |x| → ∞, see [10, 11]. Based on
a probabilistic coupling method, Eberle, Guillin, and Zimmer [20] obtained an exponential decay result
in Wasserstein distance. We also refer the recent work [6] where sharper exponential rates were obtained
using a modified entropy method.

Concerning the relativistic equation (1), there are only few studies: global existence and uniqueness
were proven in [2]. The long time behavior of spatially homogeneous solutions of (1) was studied [4, 3],
where the authors used logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and entropy methods [5, 27]. When (1) is
supplemented with periodic boundary conditions (i.e. x ∈ T

d) and V = 0, exponential decay of solutions
to the steady state was proven in [12] by using the hypocoercive method developed by Villani [31].

In this paper, we shall improve these previous results when there is a non-zero potential V. For the
full system (1) with a non-zero potential V we shall prove the exponential convergence f(t) → f∞ as
t → ∞ for a wide class of potentials V. Our convergence rates are explicit and constructive. We show
that, although the equation is only degenerate parabolic, the equation has instantaneous regularizing
properties which is called hypoellipticity [26]. We provide explicit rates on this regularization. We believe
our results are the first convergence and regularity results for (1) with a non-zero potentials V.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we define the assumptions on the potential
and state the main results. Section 3 and 4 are devoted to prove the convergence f(t) → f∞ as t → ∞
in the weighted L2 and Sobolev spaces. We study hypoelliptic regularity properties of the equation in
Section 5 and list several technical results in the Appendix.

2 Setting and main result

We use the notations
V0(x) :=

√

1 + |∇xV (x)|2 and p0(p) :=
√

1 + |p|2.

3



For simplicity, we set all physical constants to unity: m = c = q = σ = ν = 1. Therefore, we shall
consider the normalized equation







∂tf +
p

p0
· ∇xf −∇xV (x) · ∇pf = divp(D(p)∇pf + pf), x, p ∈ R

d, t > 0

f|t=0 = f0
(6)

with D(p) =
I + p⊗ p

p0
. We define the weighted spaces L2(Rd

x, ρ∞), L2(Rd
p,M), and L2(R2d, f∞) as the

Lebesgue spaces associated, respectively, to the norms

||g||L2(Rd
x,ρ∞) :=

√

∫

Rd

g2ρ∞dx, ||g||L2(Rd
p,M) :=

√

∫

Rd

g2Mdp,

and

||g||L2(R2d,f∞) :=

√

∫

R2d

g2f∞dxdp.

We note that M(p) =
e−

√
1+|p|2

∫

Rd e
−
√

1+|p′|2dp′
gives rise to the following Poincaré inequality [3, Theorem 3]:

there is a positive constant κ1 such that

∫

Rd

h2Mdp−
(∫

Rd

hMdp

)2

≤ 1

κ1

∫

Rd

∇T
p hD∇phMdp (7)

holds for all h ∈ L2(Rd
p,M) with

∫

Rd ∇T
p hD∇phMdp < ∞.

We shall assume that ρ∞(x) =
e−V (x)

∫

Rd e−V (x′)dx′ also gives rise to a Poincaré inequality. Also we shall

assume some growth conditions on V :

Assumption 2.1. i) Let V ∈ C2(Rd) be such that e−V ∈ L1(Rd), and there exists a constant κ2 > 0
such that the Poincaré inequality

∫

Rd

h2ρ∞dx −
(∫

Rd

hρ∞dx

)2

≤ 1

κ2

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx (8)

holds for all h ∈ L2(Rd
x, ρ∞) with |∇xh| ∈ L2(Rd

x, ρ∞).

ii) There exist constants c1 > 0, c2 ∈ [0, 1), and c3 > 0 such that

∆xV (x) ≤ c1 +
c2
2
|∇xV (x)|2,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V (x)

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

≤ c3(1 + |∇xV (x)|), ∀x ∈ R
d, (9)

where

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V (x)

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

:=

√

√

√

√

d
∑

i,j=1

(∂xixjV (x))2 is the Frobenius norm of
∂2V (x)

∂x2
.

There are a lot of studies and sufficient conditions implying the Poincaré inequality (8). For example,
if V is uniformly convex (Bakry-Emery criterion) or if

lim inf
|x|→∞

(

a|∇V (x)|2 −∆V (x)
)

> 0

for some a ∈ (0, 1), then the Poincaré inequality (8) holds. For more information see [7], [8, Chapter 4].
We note that the potentials of the form

V (x) = r|x|2k + Ṽ (x),

where r > 0, k > 1 and Ṽ : Rd → R is a polynomial of degree j < 2k, satisfy our assumptions.
We now state our first result:
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Theorem 2.2 (Exponential decay in L2(R2d, f∞)). Let f0
f∞

∈ L2(R2d, f∞) and V satisfy Assumption

2.1. Then there are explicitly computable constants C1 > 0 and λ > 0 (independent of f0) such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(R2d,f∞)

≤ C1e
−λt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f0 − f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(R2d,f∞)

holds for all t ≥ 0.

Theorem 2.2 shows that the solution f(t)−f∞
f∞

converges exponentially to zero in L2(R2d, f∞) as t → ∞.
Next we want to obtain this convergence in a more regular space. Hence, we define the following weighted
Sobolev space H 1(R2d, f∞) associated to the norm

||h||2
H 1(R2d,f∞) :=

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp+

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 (x)p

3
0

∇T
x h

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇xhf∞dxdp

+

∫

R2d

1

V0(x)p0
∇T

p h(I + p⊗ p)∇phf∞dxdp

=

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp+

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 (x)p

3
0

(

|∇xh|2 −
|p · ∇xh|2

p20

)

f∞dxdp

+

∫

R2d

1

V0(x)p0
(|∇ph|2 + |p · ∇ph|2)f∞dxdp. (10)

This norm is well-defined since the matrices
1

V 3
0 (x)p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

and
1

V0(x)p0
(I + p⊗ p) are positive

definite for all x, p ∈ R
d. Clearly, H 1(R2d, f∞) ⊂ L2(R2d, f∞).

Our second result shows that the solution f(t)−f∞
f∞

converges exponentially to zero in H 1(R2d, f∞)
as t → ∞ :

Theorem 2.3 (Exponential decay in H 1(R2d, f∞)). Let f0
f∞

∈ H 1(R2d, f∞) and V satisfy

Assumption 2.1. Then there are constants C2 > 0 and Λ > 0 (independent of f0) such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

≤ C2e
−Λt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f0 − f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

holds for all t ≥ 0.

Our next result is about the estimates on the hypoelliptic regularization:

Theorem 2.4 (Hypoelliptic regularity from L2(R2d, f∞) to H 1(R2d, f∞)). Assume f0
f∞

∈
L2(R2d, f∞) and that there exists a constant c3 > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V (x)

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

≤ c3(1 + |∇xV (x)|), ∀x ∈ R
d.

Then, for any t0 > 0, there are explicitly computable constants C3 > 0 and C4 > 0 (independent of f0)
such that

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 (x)p

3
0

∇T
x

(

f(t)

f∞

)(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇x

(

f(t)

f∞

)

f∞dxdp ≤ C3

t3

∫

R2d

(

f(t)− f∞
f∞

)2

f∞dxdp (11)

and
∫

R2d

1

V0(x)p0
∇T

p

(

f(t)

f∞

)

(I + p⊗ p)∇p

(

f(t)

f∞

)

f∞dxdp ≤ C4

t

∫

R2d

(

f(t)− f∞
f∞

)2

f∞dxdp (12)

hold for all t ∈ (0, t0]. In particular,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

≤ (C3 + C4t
2
0)

1/2

t3/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f0 − f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(R2d,f∞)

(13)

holds for all t ∈ (0, t0].
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Theorem 2.4 shows that, for any initial data f0
f∞

∈ L2(R2d, f∞), the solution f(t)
f∞

∈ H
1(R2d, f∞)

for any time t > 0. Compared to Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3, we do not require the validity of a
Poincaré inequality in Theorem 2.4. Also note that the regularization rates for the x derivative and the p
derivative are not the same: the regularization rate in the p derivative is faster, as it also is for the kinetic
Fokker-Planck equation [24, 31, 6]. This difference is expected since (6) can be considered as a transport
equation with respect to the x variable and as a parabolic equation with respect to the p variable.

In Theorem 2.3 we assumed that the initial data f0/f∞ is in H 1(R2d, f∞). If we use the regularity
estimates from Theorem 2.4, this condition can be relaxed:

Corollary 2.5. Assume f0
f∞

∈ L2(R2d, f∞) and V satisfies Assumption 2.1. Then, for any t0 > 0, there

is an explicitly computable constant C5 > 0 (independent of f0) such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

≤ C5e
−Λt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f0 − f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(R2d,f∞)

holds for all t ≥ t0 > 0, where Λ > 0 is the constant appearing in Theorem 2.3.

Remark 2.6. If one considers (6) on a torus as done in [12], our results also hold in this setting since
the method which we use can be adapted without difficulty.

3 Exponential convergence in L2(R2d, f∞)

3.1 The first Lyapunov functional

Let us consider the relativistic, spatially homogeneous Fokker-Planck equation
{

∂t̺ = divp(D(p)∇p̺+ p̺), p ∈ R
d, t > 0,

̺|t=0 = ̺0,
(14)

with
∫

Rd ̺dx = 1. This equation is a special case of (6) when the problem is independent of x and

V = 0. The unique normalized global equilibrium for this equation is M(p) =
e−

√
1+|p|2

∫

Rd e
−
√

1+|p′|2dp′
. The

convergence
̺(t) → M as t → ∞

can be easily proven using the Poincaré inequality (7): Noting that the right hand side of (14) equals

divp

(

MD∇p

( ̺

M

))

we obtain

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺(t)−M

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L2(Rd,M)

= −2

∫

Rd

∇T
p

(

̺(t)

M

)

D∇p

(

̺(t)

M

)

Mdp

≤ −2κ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺(t)−M

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L2(Rd,M)

, ∀ t > 0.

By Grönwall’s lemma we obtain the exponential decay
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺(t)−M

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(Rd,M)

≤ e−κ1t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺0 −M

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(Rd,M)

, ∀ t > 0.

On the contrary, we do not obtain easily such exponential decay for the relativistic, spatially
inhomogeneous Fokker-Planck equation (6). As the Fokker-Planck operator on the right hand side of
(6) acts only on the variable p, we only have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L2(R2d,f∞)

= −2

∫

R2d

∇T
p

(

f(t)

f∞

)

D∇p

(

f(t)

M

)

f∞dxdp ≤ 0. (15)

6



The integral on the right hand side only gives information on the p−derivative and it is lacking information
on the x−derivatives. Hence, in general, the integral on the right hand side of (15) is not bigger than

2λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞

f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L2(R2d,f∞)

for some λ > 0.

The idea to overcome this difficulty is to construct an appropriate Lyapunov functional which is
equivalent to the L2−norm and satisfies a Grönwall type differential inequality under the evolution of
the solution f(t). A method in Hilbert spaces was introduced by Dolbeault, Mouhot, and Schmeiser in
[18, 19] for proving exponential stability for a large class of linear kinetic models confined by an external
potential. We will apply this method to (6) to obtain our results. In the following we explain this method
for linear kinetic equations of the form

∂tf +Tf = Lf, t > 0 (16)

in a Hilbert space H with initial data f|t=0 = f0 ∈ H. Here, T and L are closed linear operators such

that L− T generates the strongly continuous semigroup e(L−T)t on H. Let I be the identity operator, Π
be the orthogonal projection on the null space N (L) of L. The domains of T and L are denoted by D(T)
and D(L), respectively. We define the operator

Af := (I + (TΠ)∗TΠ)−1(TΠ)∗f (17)

and the functional

Hδ[f ] :=
1

2
||f ||2 + δ〈Af, f〉, δ > 0, (18)

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the scalar product in H, and || · || denotes the norm on H associated with the scalar
product. We assume the following conditions are satisfied:

• (microscopic coercivity) L is symmetric and there exists λm > 0 such that

−〈Lf, f〉 ≥ λm||(I−Π)f ||2 for all f ∈ D(L). (19)

• (macroscopic coercivity) T is skew symmetric and there exists λM > 0 such that

||TΠf ||2 ≥ λM ||Πf ||2 for all f ∈ H with Πf ∈ D(T). (20)

•

ΠTΠ = 0. (21)

• (boundedness of auxiliary operators) The operators AT(I−Π) and AL are bounded, and there exists
a constant CM > 0 such that, for all f ∈ H,

||AT(I−Π)f ||+ ||ALf || ≤ CM ||(I−Π)f ||. (22)

We define

δ0 := min

{

2, λm,
4λmλM

4λM + C2
M (1 + λM )

}

. (23)

Under the validity of these conditions and for δ ∈ (0, δ0), one can show that Hδ is a Lypunov functional
for (16) and it decays exponentially:

Theorem 3.1 ([19, Theorem 2]). Assume (19)-(22) are satisfied and δ ∈ (0, δ0). Then,

i) Hδ and || · ||2 are equivalent, more precisely,

2− δ

4
||f ||2 ≤ Hδ[f ] ≤

2 + δ

4
||f ||2 for all f ∈ H.
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ii) There exists a positive constant λ, which is computable in terms of λm, λM , and CM , such that,
for any initial data f0 ∈ H,

d

dt
Hδ[e

(L−T)tf0] ≤ −2λHδ[e
(L−T)tf0], t > 0.

Consequently, we have

||e(L−T)tf0|| ≤
√

2 + δ

2− δ
e−λt||f0|| for all t ≥ 0. (24)

This method has been successfully applied to study the long time behavior of various linear kinetic
models, see [19, 10, 21, 1]. In particular, in [19, Theorem 10], the exponential convergence f(t) → f∞ in
L2(R2d, f∞) as t → ∞ was proven for the classical kinetic Fokker-Planck equation (5).

3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Let h :=
f − f∞
f∞

. Then (6) can be written as











∂th+
p

p0
· ∇xh−∇xV · ∇ph =

1

f∞
divp(D∇phf∞)

h|t=0 =
f0 − f∞

f∞
.

(25)

We shall apply Theorem 3.1 to (25). To end we first define an appropriate Hilbert space,

H :=

{

h ∈ L2(R2d, f∞) :

∫

R2d

hf∞dxdp = 0

}

with the scalar product 〈h, g〉 :=
∫

R2d h1h2f∞dxdp and the norm ||h||L2(R2d,f∞) =
√

〈h, h〉. We note that
if h(t) is the solution of (25), then the conservation of mass (2) shows h(t) ∈ H for all t ≥ 0. We can
present (25) in the form of (16) with

Th :=
p

p0
· ∇xh−∇xV · ∇ph (26)

and

Lh :=
1

f∞
divp(D∇phf∞). (27)

T and L can be defined in the space of smooth functions with compact support. These operators can be
extended using the Friederichs extension, but we omit details concerning domain issues and extensions
as we need only properties that apply to solutions of the evolution problem (25).

We define

Πh = Πh(x) :=

∫

Rd

h(x, p′)M(p′)dp′, h ∈ H. (28)

It is easy to check that Π is a symmetric operator in H and Π ◦Π = Π.
In the following proposition we show that the operators defined in (26)-(28) satisfy the conditions

(19)-(21) in H :

Proposition 3.2. Assume that Assumption 2.1 holds. Then we have

i) T and L are, respectively, skew-symmetric and symmetric operators in H.

ii) Π is the orthogonal projection on the null space N (L) of L. Microscopic coercivity (19) holds with
λm = κ1, where κ1 is the constant appearing in the Poincaré inequality (7).

iii) Macroscopic coercivity (20) holds with λM = κ2

(

∫

Rd
1

(1+|p|2)3/2Mdp
)−1

, where κ2 is the constant

in the Poincaré inequality (8).
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iv) ΠTΠ = 0.

Proof. i) Let h, g ∈ H be smooth functions with compact support. The equations

∇xf∞ = −∇xV f∞, ∇pf∞ = − p

p0
f∞,

and integration by parts yield

〈Th, g〉 =
∫

R2d

(

p

p0
· ∇xh−∇xV · ∇ph

)

gf∞dxdp

= −
∫

R2d

(

p

p0
· ∇xg −∇xV · ∇pg

)

hf∞dxdp

= −〈h,Tg〉.

Then, integrating by parts we show that L is symmetric:

〈Lh, g〉 =
∫

R2d

divp(D∇phf∞)gdxdp = −
∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇pgf∞dxdp = 〈h,Lg〉. (29)

ii) As D = D(p) is positive definite for all p ∈ R
d, (29) implies

〈Lh, h〉 = −
∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇phf∞dxdp ≤ 0.

This shows that Lh vanishes if h is constant with respect to p, in particular LΠh = 0. Moreover, the
Poincaré inequality (7) shows

−〈Lh, h〉 ≥ κ1

∫

Rd

(

∫

Rd

h2Mdp−
(∫

Rd

hMdp

)2
)

ρ∞dx

= κ1

∫

R2d

(h−Πh)2f∞dxdp

= κ1||(I−Π)h||2L2(R2d,f∞).

This justifies that Π is the orthogonal projection on the null space N (L) of L.

iii) Using TΠh =
p

p0
· ∇xΠh we compute

||TΠh||2L2(R2d,f∞) =

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

pipj
p20

∂xiΠh ∂xjΠhf∞dxdp

= −
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

∂pip0∂xiΠh ∂xjΠh∂pjf∞dxdp

=
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

∂2
pipj

p0∂xiΠh ∂xjΠhf∞dxdp

=

∫

R2d

∇T
xΠh

∂2p0
∂p2

∇xΠhf∞dxdp. (30)

We have
∂2p0
∂p2

=
1

p0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

≥ 1

p30
I, (31)
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where I ∈ R
d×d is the identity matrix. (30) and (31) yield

||TΠh||2L2(R2d,f∞) ≥
(∫

Rd

1

p30
Mdp

)∫

Rd

|∇xΠh|2ρ∞dx.

Then, the Poincaré inequality (8) provides the claimed result.

iv) Using ∇pM = − p

p0
M and integrating by parts with respect to p we obtain

ΠTΠh =

∫

Rd

p

p0
· ∇xΠhMdp = −

∫

Rd

∇xΠh · ∇pMdp = 0.

Next we define as in (17): Af := (I + (TΠ)∗TΠ)−1(TΠ)∗f, which is a bounded operator on H, due
to [19, Lemma 1]. We now show that (22) holds.

Lemma 3.3. Assume Assumption 2.1 holds. Then, the operators AT(1 − Π) and AL are bounded, and
there exists a constant CM > 0 such that, for all h ∈ H,

||AT(I−Π)h||L2(R2d,f∞) + ||AL||L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ CM ||(I−Π)h||L2(R2d,f∞).

Proof. Step 1, boundedness of AT(I−Π):
The operator AT(I−Π) is bounded if and only if its adjoint [AT(I−Π)]∗ is bounded. Since Π is self-adjoint
and T is skew-symmetric, we have

[AT(I−Π)]∗ = −(I−Π)T2Π[I + (TΠ)∗(TΠ)]−1.

Let h ∈ H and g := [I + (TΠ)∗(TΠ)]−1h, then

[AT(I−Π)]∗h = −(I−Π)T2Πg. (32)

We compute

T2Πg =
pT

p0

∂2Πg

∂x2

p

p0
−∇T

x V
∂2p0
∂p2

∇xΠg =

d
∑

i,j=1

pipj
p20

∂2
xixj

Πg −
d
∑

i,j=1

∂xiV ∂2
pipj

p0∂xjΠg. (33)

We note that

∫

Rd

pipj
p20

Mdp =

∫

Rd

∂2
pipj

p0Mdp = 0 if i 6= j, and we denote a :=

∫

Rd

p2i
p20

Mdp =

1

d

∫

Rd

|p|2
1 + |p|2Mdp > 0. Then, using (33) we compute

ΠT2Πg = a∆xΠg − a∇xV · ∇xΠg =
a

ρ∞
divx(∇xΠgρ∞), (34)

hence
h = g + (TΠ)∗TΠg = g −ΠT2Πg = g − a

ρ∞
divx(∇xΠgρ∞).

Applying the operator Π to this equation we get

Πg − a

ρ∞
divx(∇xΠgρ∞) = Πh.

For the last equation we have the following regularity estimates (see Theorem 6.1 in Appendix 6.1)

∫

Rd

|∇xΠg|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ C1

∫

Rd

(Πh)2ρ∞dx,

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2Πg

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx ≤ C2

∫

Rd

(Πh)2ρ∞dx (35)
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for some constants C1 > 0 and C2 > 0.
Using (32) and (33) we estimate

||[AT(I−Π)]∗h||2L2(R2d,f∞) = ||(I−Π)T2Πg||2L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ ||T2Πg||2L2(R2d,f∞)

=

∫

R2d

(

pT

p0

∂2Πg

∂x2

p

p0
−∇T

xV (x)
∂2p0
∂p2

∇xΠg

)2

f∞dxdp

≤ 2

∫

R2d

(

pT

p0

∂2Πg

∂x2

p

p0

)2

f∞dxdp+ 2

∫

R2d

(

∇T
xV (x)

∂2p0
∂p2

∇xΠg

)2

f∞dxdp.

(36)

Using the Hölder inequality and (35) we estimate the last two terms of (36):

2

∫

R2d

(

pT

p0

∂2Πg

∂x2

p

p0

)2

f∞dxdp ≤ 2

∫

R2d

|p|2
1 + |p|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2Πg

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

f∞dxdp ≤ adC2

∫

Rd

(Πh)2ρ∞dx, (37)

2

∫

R2d

(

∇T
x V (x)

∂2p0
∂p2

∇xΠg

)2

f∞dxdp ≤ 2

∫

R2d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2p0
∂p2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

|∇xV |2|∇xΠg|2f∞dxdp ≤ K1

∫

Rd

(Πh)2ρ∞dx,

(38)

where K1 := 2C1

(

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2p0

∂p2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
Mdp

)

.

(36), (37), and (38) show that

||[AT(I−Π)]h||2L2(R2d,f∞) = ||[AT(I−Π)]∗h||2L2(R2d,f∞)

≤ (adC2 +K1)||Πh||2L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ (adC2 +K1)||h||2L2(R2d,f∞).

This shows that AT(I−Π) is bounded. Moreover, replacing h with (I−Π)h and using (I−Π)2 = (I−Π)
we obtain

||[AT(I−Π)]h||L2(R2d,f∞) ≤
√

adC2 +K1 ||(I−Π)h||L2(R2d,f∞).

Step 2, boundedness of AL:
Let h ∈ H and g := ALh. Then

(TΠ)∗(Lh) = g + (TΠ)∗(TΠ)g ⇐⇒ g = −ΠT(Lh) + ΠT2Πg.

This shows that g = Πg. Using (34) we obtain

g − a

ρ∞
divx(∇xgρ∞) = −ΠT(Lh). (39)

Integrating by parts we find

ΠT(Lh) =

∫

Rd

[

p

p0
· ∇x(Lh)−∇xV · ∇p(Lh)

]

Mdp

=

∫

Rd

[

p

p0
· ∇x(Lh)−∇xV · p

p0
(Lh)

]

Mdp

=
1

ρ∞
divx

[∫

Rd

p

p0
(Lh)f∞dp

]

. (40)
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Then, for k ∈ {1, ..., d} and p = (p1, ..., pd)
T , we compute

∫

Rd

pk
p0

(Lh)f∞dp =

∫

Rd

pk
p0

divp(D∇phf∞)dp

= −
∫

Rd

∇T
p

(

pk
p0

)

D∇phf∞dp

= −
∫

Rd

[

D∇p

(

pk
p0

)]

· ∇phf∞dp

= −
∫

Rd

1

p20
∂pk

hf∞dp

= −
∫

Rd

(

pk
p30

+
2pk
p40

)

hf∞dp. (41)

(39), (40), and (41) show that

g − a

ρ∞
divx(∇xgρ∞) =

1

ρ∞
divx

[∫

Rd

(

p

p30
+

2p

p40

)

hf∞dp

]

. (42)

We multiply this equation by gρ∞ and integrate by parts

∫

Rd

g2ρ∞dx+ a

∫

Rd

∇T
x g∇xgρ∞dx = −

∫

Rd

∇xg ·
[∫

Rd

(

p

p30
+

2p

p40

)

hMdp

]

ρ∞dx

≤ ε

∫

Rd

|∇xg|2ρ∞dx+
1

4ε

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(

p

p30
+

2p

p40

)

hMdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρ∞dx,

where ε > 0 is small enough so that a− ε is positive. Then by the Hölder inequality

∫

Rd

g2ρ∞dx+ (a− ε)

∫

Rd

∇T
x g∇xgρ∞dx ≤ 1

4ε

(

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

p30
+

2p

p40

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

Mdp

)

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp.

This inequality implies

||g||L2(R2d,f∞) = ||ALh||L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ K2||h||L2(R2d,f∞)

with K2 :=

√

1
4ε

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

p
p3
0
+ 2p

p4
0

∣

∣

∣

2

Mdp. This implies that ALh is bounded. Moreover, replacing h with

(I−Π)h in the estimate above and using LΠ = 0, we obtain

||ALh||L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ K2||(I−Π)h||L2(R2d,f∞).

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let f be the solution of (6). Then h :=
f − f∞
f∞

satisfies

∂th+Th = Lh, h|t=0 = h0, (43)

where the operators T and L are defined in (26) and (27), respectively. If Π is defined as in (28),
Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 show that these operators satisfy the conditions (19)-(22). Therefore,
Theorem 3.1 holds for (43), and (24) provides the claimed result.

4 Exponential convergence in H 1(R2d, f∞)

In this section, we shall study the long time behavior of (25) in H 1(R2d, f∞). To do that we shall
construct another Lyapunov functional (rather than Hδ which is used to prove Theorem 2.2).
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4.1 Preliminaries

Lemma 4.1. Let h be the solution of (25). Then, for all t > 0,

d

dt

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp = −2

∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇phf∞dxdp.

In particular, we have ||h(t)||L2(R2d,f∞) ≤ ||h0||L2(R2d,f∞) for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. We integrate by parts and use ∇pf∞ = − p
p0
f∞ and ∇xf∞ = −∇xV f∞ to obtain

d

dt

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp = 2

∫

R2d

h∂thf∞dxdp

= −2

∫

R2d

(

p

p0
· ∇xh−∇xV · ∇ph

)

hf∞dxdp+ 2

∫

R2d

divp(D∇phf∞)hdxdp

= −2

∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇phf∞dxdp.

Let P = P (x, p) ∈ R
2d×2d be a symmetric, positive definite matrix depending on the variables

x, p ∈ R
d and specified later. We define

SP [h] :=

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp. (44)

Lemma 4.2. Let h be the solution of (25). Then, for all t > 0,

d

dt
SP [h(t)] = −2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp

+ 2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

−
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
{

QP + PQT
}

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp

+

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T






d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

+

d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)







(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp, (45)

where Q = Q(x, p) :=

(

0 1
p0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)

−∂2V
∂x2 I − d

p0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)

)

and aij :=
δij + pipj

p0
(which are the elements of

D = D(p) =
I + p⊗ p

p0
and δij is the Kronecker symbol).

Proof. We write (25) as

∂th =
1

f∞
divp(D∇phf∞)− p

p0
· ∇xh+∇xV · ∇ph

=

d
∑

i,j=1

aij∂
2
pipj

h−
d
∑

i,j=1

aij
pi
p0

∂pjh+

d
∑

i,j=1

∂piaij∂pjh− p

p0
· ∇xh+∇xV · ∇ph

=
d
∑

i,j=1

aij∂
2
pipj

h− p · ∇ph+
dp

p0
· ∇ph− p

p0
· ∇xh+∇xV · ∇ph, (46)
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where we used
d
∑

i=1

aij
pi
p0

= pj,

d
∑

i=1

∂piaij =
dpj
p0

. (47)

We denote u :=

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

, u1 := ∇xh, u2 := ∇ph. We get from (46) that u1 and u2 satisfy

∂tu1 =

d
∑

i,j=1

aij∂
2
pipj

u1 −
d
∑

j=1

pj∂pju1 +

d
∑

j=1

dpj
p0

∂pju1 −
d
∑

j=1

pj
p0

∂xju1 +

d
∑

j=1

∂xjV ∂pju1 +
∂2V

∂x2
u2,

∂tu2 =

d
∑

i,j=1

aij∂
2
pipj

u2 −
d
∑

j=1

pj∂pju2 +

d
∑

j=1

dpj
p0

∂pju2 −
d
∑

j=1

pj
p0

∂xju2 +

d
∑

j=1

∂xjV ∂pju2

+
d
∑

i,j=1

∇paij∂
2
pipj

h−
(

I − d

p0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

))

u2 −
1

p0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

u1.

These equations can be written with respect to u =

(

u1

u2

)

:

∂tu =

d
∑

i,j=1

aij∂
2
pipj

u−
d
∑

j=1

pj∂pju+

d
∑

j=1

dpj
p0

∂pju−
d
∑

j=1

pj
p0

∂xju+

d
∑

j=1

∂xjV ∂pju

−QTu+

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

.

It allows us to compute the time derivative

d

dt
SP [h(t)] = 2

∫

R2d

uTP∂tuf∞dxdp

= 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂2
pipj

uaijf∞dxdp

− 2
d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pjupjf∞dxdp+ 2d
d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju
pj
p0

f∞dxdp

− 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂xju
pj
p0

f∞dxdp+ 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju∂xjV f∞dxdp

−
∫

R2d

uT {QP + PQT }uf∞dxdp+ 2

∫

R2d

uTP

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp. (48)

First, we consider the term in the second line of (48), and we integrate by parts using (47) and ∂pif∞ =
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− pi

p0
f∞ :

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂2
pipj

uaijf∞dxdp

= −2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

(∂piu)
TP∂pjuaijf∞dxdv − 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju∂piaijf∞dxdp

+ 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pjuaij
pi
p0

f∞dxdp− 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂piP∂pjuaijf∞dxdp

= −2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

(∂piu)
TP∂pjuaijf∞dxdv − 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju
dpj
p0

f∞dxdp

+ 2
d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pjupjf∞dxdp− 2
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂piP∂pjuaijf∞dxdp. (49)

We now compute the last integral in (49) by integrating by parts

− 2
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂piP∂pjuaijf∞dxdp

= 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

(∂pju)
T∂piPuaijf∞dxdp + 2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)udxdp.

Since P is symmetric and aij = aji, this equation implies

−2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂piP∂pjuaijf∞dxdp =

∫

R2d

uT





d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)



 uf∞dxdp. (50)

(48), (49), and (50) show that the sum of the terms in the second and third lines of (48) equals

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂2
pipj

uaijf∞dxdp

− 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pjupjf∞dxdp+ 2d

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pjupj
1

p0
f∞dxdp

= −2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

(∂piu)
TP∂pjuaijf∞dxdv +

∫

R2d

uT





d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)



 uf∞dxdp. (51)

We consider the terms in the fourth line of (48) and itegrate by parts in both terms:

− 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂xju
pj
p0

f∞dxdp+ 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju∂xjV f∞dxdp

= 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

(∂xju)
TPu

pj
p0

f∞dxdp+ 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂xjPu
pj
p0

f∞dxdp

− 2
d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

(∂pju)
TPu∂xjV f∞dxdp− 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uT∂pjPu∂xjV f∞dxdp.
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Since P is symmetric, we conclude from this last equation:

− 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂xju
pj
p0

f∞dxdp+ 2

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uTP∂pju∂xjV f∞dxdp

=

d
∑

j=1

∫

R2d

uT

(

∂xjP
pj
p0

− ∂pjP∂xjV

)

uf∞dxdp. (52)

(48), (51), and (52) yield the claimed equality (45).

4.2 The second Lyapunov functional

Let Hδ and SP be, respectively, the functionals defined in (18) and (44). For γ > 0, we define the
functional

E[h] := γ||h||2L2(R2d,f∞) +Hδ[h] + SP [h].

It is clear that E depends on the parameters γ, δ, and the matrix P. Let δ0 be given in (23) and choose
any δ ∈ (0, δ0). Then the decay estimates of Theorem 3.1 holds for the relativistic Fokker-Planck equation
(25). Our goal is to choose a suitable γ > 0 and P so that E[h] is equivalent to ||h||2

H 1(R2d,f∞) and satisfies

a Grönwall inequality (see (55) below) for the solution h of (25). We choose

P = P (x, p) :=

(

2ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I

ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I 2ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

, (53)

where ε is a positive constant which will be fixed later. We note the matrices I − p⊗p
p2
0

and I + p ⊗ p

are positive definite, and
(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)−1

= I + p⊗ p. This helps to check that P is positive definite for all

x, p ∈ R
d and

0 <

(

ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 ε
V0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

≤ P ≤
(

3ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 3ε
V0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

. (54)

We now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. Let Assumption 2.1 hold and h be the solution of (25) with initial data h0 ∈ H
1(R2d, f∞)

such that
∫

R2d h0f∞dxdp = 0. If ε > 0 in (53) is small enough, then

d

dt
E[h(t)] ≤ −2ΛE[h(t)], ∀ t > 0 (55)

holds for a positive constant Λ (independent of h0). In particular,

E[h(t)] ≤ e−2ΛtE[h0], ∀ t ≥ 0. (56)

Proof. Theorem3.1 provides

d

dt
Hδ[h(t)] ≤ −2λHδ[h(t)] ≤ −λ(2− δ)

2

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp.
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This estimate, Lemma 4.1, and Lemma 4.2 show that

d

dt
E[h(t)] ≤ −λ(2 − δ)

2

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp− 2γ

∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇phf∞dxdp

− 2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp

+ 2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

−
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
{

QP + PQT
}

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp

+

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T






d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

+

d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)







(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp. (57)

Step 1, estimates on the second order derivatives:

We first consider the term in the third line of (57):

2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

= 2ε2
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V 2
0 p

2
0

∇xh ·∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp+4ε

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h(I+p⊗p)∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp.

(58)

Let w :=







∇p(∂p1h)
...

∇p(∂pd
h)






∈ R

d2

and z :=











∇xh · ∇pa11
∇xh · ∇pa12

...
∇xh · ∇padd











∈ R
d2

. Using the the relation (D ⊗ D)−1 =

D−1 ⊗D−1 > 0 (see [23, Corollary 4.2.11] ) and applying (103) (from Appendix) to w and z, we obtain

2ε2
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V 2
0 p

2
0

∇xh · ∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp = 2ε2
∫

R2d

1

V 2
0 p

2
0

z · wf∞dxdp

≤ ε3

η

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 p

3
0

zTD−1 ⊗D−1zf∞dxdp+ εη

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp, (59)

where η > 0 will be fixed later. We use D−1 = p0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

and (104) (from Appendix) to estimate

zTD−1 ⊗D−1z =

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∇xh · ∇palj)(∇xh · ∇paki)

= ∇T
x h







d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∇palj ⊗∇paki







∇xh

≤ d∇T
x h

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇xh.

17



(59) and the last estimate imply

2ε2
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V 2
0 p

2
0

∇xh · ∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp

≤ ε3d

η

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 p

3
0

∇T
x h

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇xhf∞dxdp+ εη

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp. (60)

We now work on the last term of (58). We define

z1 :=











∇T
p h(I + p⊗ p)∇pa11

∇T
p h(I + p⊗ p)∇pa12

...
∇T

p h(I + p⊗ p)∇padd











∈ R
d2

.

Similar to (59), we estimate

4ε
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h(I + p⊗ p)∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp = 4ε

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
z1 · wf∞dxdp

≤ 2ε

η

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
zT1 D

−1 ⊗D−1z1f∞dxdp+ 2εη

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp. (61)

Using (107) (from Appendix) we estimate

zT1 D
−1 ⊗D−1z1 =

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∇T
p h(I + p⊗ p)∇palj)(∇T

p h(I + p⊗ p)∇paki)

= ∇T
p h







d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

((I + p⊗ p)∇palj)⊗ ((I + p⊗ p)∇paki)







∇ph

≤ d∇T
p h (I + p⊗ p)∇ph.

(61) and the last estimate imply

4ε

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h(I + p⊗ p)∇paij∂
2
pipj

hf∞dxdp

≤ 2εd

η

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h (I + p⊗ p)∇phf∞dxdp+ 2εη

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp. (62)

Then (58), (60), and (62) imply

2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

≤
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
(

ε3d
ηV 3

0 p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2εd
ηV0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp

+ 3εη

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp. (63)
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Let u :=















∇x(∂p1h)
∇p(∂p1h)

...
∇x(∂pd

h)
∇p(∂pd

h)















∈ R
2d2

. and P̃ := D ⊗ P =





a11P · · · a1dP
· · · · · · · · ·
a1dP · · · addP



 ∈ R
2d2×2d2

. Then we can

write

−2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp = −2

∫

R2d

uT P̃ uf∞dxdp. (64)

Since P and D are positive definite, D ⊗ P is also positive definite, see [23, Corollary 4.2.13]. Moreover,
P can be written as a sum of two positive semi-definite matrices:

P =

(

2ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I

ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

+

(

0 0
0 ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

.

This implies

P̃ = D ⊗ P ≥ D ⊗
(

0 0
0 ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

.

This inequality and (64) show that

− 2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp

≤ −2

∫

R2d

uTD ⊗
(

0 0
0 ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

uf∞dxdp = −2ε

∫

R2d

1

V0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp. (65)

We choose any η ∈ (0, 2
3 ], and hence 2− 3η

p0
≥ 0 for all p ∈ R

d. Then (65) and (63) yield

− 2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp

+ 2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

≤
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
(

ε3d
ηV 3

0 p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2εd
ηV0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp

−
∫

R2d

ε

(

2− 3η

p0

)

1

V0
wTD ⊗Dwf∞dxdp

≤
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
(

ε3d
ηV 3

0 p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2εd
ηV0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp. (66)

Step 2, Grönwall type inequality:

(57) and (66) show

d

dt
E[h(t)] ≤ −λ(2− δ)

2

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp−
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P1

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp, (67)
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where

P1 := 2γ

(

0 0
0 D

)

+ (QP + PQT )−
d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

−
d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)

−
(

ε3d
ηV 3

0 p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2εd
ηV0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

. (68)

The first two terms can be rewritten as

2γ

(

0 0
0 D

)

+ (QP + PQT )

=

(

2ε2

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) − ε2

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)( 2εV0

∂2V
∂x2 + dI) + ( ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
+ 2ε

V0p2
0
)I

− ε2

V 2
0 p3

0
( 2εV0

∂2V
∂x2 + dI)(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) + ( ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
+ 2ε

V0p2
0
)I − 2ε2

V 2
0 p2

0

∂2V
∂x2 + ( 4εV0

+ 2γ) I+p⊗p
p0

− 4εd
V0p2

0
I

)

.

Then, using Lemma 6.6 (from Appendix) for the forth term of (68) and Lemma 6.7 (from Appendix) for
the third term of (68), we obtain that there exist constants θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4 > 0 such that

P1 ≥
(

X Y T

Y Z

)

, (69)

where

X :=

(

1− θ3ε−
θ1ε

V0
− εd

2ηV0

)

2ε2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

,

Y := − ε2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

2ε

V0

∂2V

∂x2
+ dI

)(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

+

(

ε

V0
+ 2

)

ε

V0p20
I,

Z := − 2ε2

V 2
0 p

2
0

∂2V

∂x2
+

(

(4− 2θ2)ε

V0
+ 2γ − 2θ4ε−

2εd

ηV0

)

I + p⊗ p

p0
− 4εd

V0p20
I.

We choose a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that

1− θ3ε−
θ1ε

V0(x)
− εd

2ηV0(x)
>

1

2

for all x ∈ R
d. It is possible to choose such ε > 0 because 1

V0(x)
is uniformly bounded for x ∈ R

d. Then

we have

X ≥ ε2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

> 0 (70)

for all x, p ∈ R
d. Since the elements of the matrix 1

V0

∂2V
∂x2 are bounded (due to Assumption (9)) and

1
p3
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

≤ 1
p2
0
I, if we (possibly) choose ε > 0 even smaller, we have

ε

V0p20
I ≤ Y ≤ 3ε

V0p20
I (71)

for all x, p ∈ R
d. Similarly, since the elements of the matrix 1

V0

∂2V
∂x2 are bounded and 1

p2
0
≤ 1

p0
(I + p⊗ p),

if we (possibly) choose ε > 0 even smaller, we have

Z ≥ 2γ − 1

p0
(I + p⊗ p) > 0 (72)

for all x, p ∈ R
d. (70), (71), and (72) show that, if ε > 0 is small enough and γ is large enough, then

(

X Y T

Y Z

)

is positive definite and there is a constant C > 0 such that

(

X Y T

Y Z

)

≥ CP. (73)
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We fix ε > 0 and γ > 0 such that (70)-(73) hold. Then (67), (69), and (73) imply

d

dt
E[h(t)] ≤ −λ(2− δ)

2

∫

R2d

h2f∞dxdp− C

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp.

∫

R2d h
2f∞dxdp and Hδ[h] are equivalent by Theorem 3.1. Hence, from the equation above we conclude

that there is a constant Λ > 0 such that (55) holds.

We now ready to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Hδ is equivalent to the square of the L2−norm by Theorem3.1 (i). This fact
and the inequalities (54) show that E is equivalent to the H

1−norm. Then the proof follows from
(56).

5 Hypoelliptic regularity

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.4, i.e., we show that, for any initial data h0 ∈ L2(R2d, f∞), the
solution h(t) of (25) is in H 1(R2d, f∞) for all t > 0. Then, we shall prove Corollary 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let h :=
f − f∞
f∞

. Then h solves (25). We define the functional

E [h] := γ||h||2L2(R2d,f∞) + SP [h],

where γ > 0, and SP [h] is defined in (44). In order to prove the short-time regularization of (11) and
(12) we consider this functional with a matrix P which depends not only on x and p but also on time t,
i.e.

P = P (t, x, p) :=

(

2ε3t3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) ε2t2

V 2
0 p2

0
I

ε2t2

V 2
0 p2

0
I 2εt

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

,

where ε > 0 will be fixed later. Compared to (53), ε was replaced by εt. It is easy to check

(

ε3t3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 εt
V0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

≤ P, (74)

which implies that P (t, x, p) is positive definite for all t > 0 and x, p ∈ R
d. Our goal is to show that

E [h(t)] decreases. To this end we compute the time derivative of E [h(t)]. We follow the proofs of Lemma
4.1 and Lemma 4.2 to compute the time derivative of E [h(t)], but now we need to take into account that
P depends on time t :

d

dt
E [h(t)] = −2γ

∫

R2d

∇T
p hD∇phf∞dxdp

− 2

∫

R2d







d
∑

i,j=1

(

∇x(∂pih)
∇p(∂pih)

)T

P

(

∇x(∂pjh)
∇p(∂pjh)

)

aij







f∞dxdp

+ 2

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P

(

0
∑d

i,j=1 ∇paij∂
2
pipj

h

)

f∞dxdp

−
∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T
{

QP + PQT − ∂tP
}

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp

+

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T






d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

+
d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)







(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp. (75)
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We estimate the terms on the right as in (59)-(66) (where we need to replace ε by εt) and obtain

d

dt
E [h(t)] ≤ −

∫

R2d

(

∇xh
∇ph

)T

P2

(

∇xh
∇ph

)

f∞dxdp, (76)

where

P2 := 2γ

(

0 0
0 D

)

+ (QP + PQT )− ∂tP −
d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

−
d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞)

−
(

ε3t3d
ηV 3

0 p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2εtd
ηV0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

; (77)

note the similarity of P2 with P1 in (68). The first three terms can be rewritten as

2γ

(

0 0
0 D

)

+ (QP + PQT )− ∂tP

=

(

(1− 3ε
V0
)2ε

2t2

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) − ε2t2

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)(2εtV0

∂2V
∂x2 + dI) + ( εt−2ε

V0
+ 2) εt

V0p2
0
I

− ε2t2

V 2
0 p3

0
(2εtV0

∂2V
∂x2 + dI)(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) + ( εt−2ε

V0
+ 2) εt

V0p2
0
I − 2ε2t2

V 2
0 p2

0

∂2V
∂x2 + (4εt−2ε

V0
+ 2γ) I+p⊗p

p0
− 4εtd

V0p2
0
I

)

,

Then, using (from Appendix) Lemma 6.6 for the fifth term of (77) and Lemma 6.7 for the forth term of
(77) (where we need to replace ε by εt), we obtain that there exist constants θ1, θ2, θ3 θ4 > 0 such that

P2 ≥
(

X Y T

Y Z

)

, (78)

where

X :=

(

1− 3ε

V0
− θ3εt−

θ1εt

V0
− εtd

2ηV0

)

2ε2t2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

,

Y := − ε2t2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

2εt

V0

∂2V

∂x2
+ dI

)(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

+

(

εt− 2ε

V0
+ 2

)

εt

V0p20
I,

Z := −2ε2t2

V 2
0 p

2
0

∂2V

∂x2
+

(

(4− 2θ2)εt− 2ε

V0
+ 2γ − 2θ4εt−

2εtd

ηV0

)

I + p⊗ p

p0
− 4εtd

V0p20
I.

We choose a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that

1− 3ε

V0
− θ3εt−

θ1εt

V0
− εtd

2ηV0
>

1

2

for all x ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, t0]. It is possible to choose such ε > 0 because 1

V0(x)
is bounded for x ∈ R

d and t

varies in a bounded interval. Then we have

X ≥ ε2t2

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

≥ 0 (79)

for all x, p ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, t0]. Since the elements of the matrix 1

V0

∂2V
∂x2 are uniformly bounded by Assumption

(9) and 1
p3
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

≤ 1
p2
0
I, if we (possibly) choose ε > 0 even smaller, then we have

εt

V0p20
I ≤ Y ≤ 3εt

V0p20
I (80)

for all x, p ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, t0]. Similarly, since the elements of the matrix 1

V0

∂2V
∂x2 are bounded and 1

p2
0
≤

1
p0
(I + p⊗ p), if we (possible) choose ε > 0 even smaller, we have

Z ≥ 2γ − 1

p0
(I + p⊗ p) ≥ 0 (81)
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for all x, p ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, t0]. (79), (80), and (81) show that, if ε > 0 is small enough and γ > 0 is large

enough, then
(

X Y T

Y Z

)

≥ 0. (82)

We fix ε > 0 and γ > 0 such that (79)-(82) hold. Then (76), (78), and (82) imply

d

dt
E [h(t)] ≤ 0.

Hence, E [h(t)] is decreasing in [0, t0] and therefore

E [h(t)] ≤ E [h(0)] = γ||h0||2L2(R2d,f∞), ∀ t ∈ [0, t0]. (83)

Moreover, we have by (74) that

E [h(t)] ≥ ε3t3
∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 p

3
0

∇T
x h(t)

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇xh(t)f∞dxdp

+ εt

∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h(t)(I + p⊗ p)∇ph(t)f∞dxdp. (84)

(83) and (84) show that

∫

R2d

1

V 3
0 p

3
0

∇T
x h(t)

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

∇xh(t)f∞dxdp ≤ γ

ε3t3
||h0||2L2(R2d,f∞)

and
∫

R2d

1

V0p0
∇T

p h(t)(I + p⊗ p)∇ph(t)f∞dxdp ≤ γ

εt
||h0||2L2(R2d,f∞).

Hence, (11) and (12) hold with constants C3 := γ
ε3 and C4 := γ

ε . (13) follows easily by adding these
estimates.

Proof of Corollary 2.5. Let t0 > 0. Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.3 show that f(t0)
f∞

∈ H 1(R2d, f∞)
and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

≤ C2e
−Λ(t−t0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t0)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

holds for all t ≥ t0 > 0 with the constant C2 and the rate Λ given in Theorem 2.3. Using (13) at t = t0,
we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(t)− f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H 1(R2d,f∞)

≤ C2(C3 + C4t
2
0)

1/2eΛt0

t
3/2
0

e−Λt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f0 − f∞
f∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2(R2d,f∞)

.

This proves the claimed estimate with the constant C5 :=
C2(C3+C4t

2
0)

1/2eΛt0

t
3/2
0

.

6 Appendix

6.1 Weighted Poincaré inequalities and an elliptic regularity result

In this section we consider the elliptic equation

u(x)− a

ρ∞(x)
divx(∇xu(x)ρ∞(x)) = w(x), x ∈ R

d, (85)

where u is unknown, a is a positive constant, and w is a given function. We will establish some regularity
estimates for this equation in L2(Rd, ρ∞) with ρ∞ > 0 from (4).
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Theorem 6.1. Let w ∈ L2(Rd, ρ∞) and
∫

Rd wρ∞dx = 0. Assume that the potential V satifies Assumption
2.1. Then, there are positive constants C1 and C2 such that the unique solution of (85) satisfies

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ C1

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx, (86)

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx ≤ C2

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx. (87)

To prove Theorem 6.1, we need the weighted Poincaré inequalities (88) and (89) below. We mention
that these inequalities were obtained in [19] in a general setting, but we provide proofs for being
self-contained.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that Assumption 2.1 holds. Then

i) There exists κ3 > 0 such that
∫

Rd

h2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 1

κ3

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx (88)

holds for all h ∈ L2(Rd, ρ∞) with |∇xh| ∈ L2(Rd, ρ∞) and
∫

Rd hρ∞dx = 0.

ii) There exists κ4 > 0 such that
∫

Rd

h2(1 + |∇xV |2)|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 1

κ4

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2(1 + |∇xV |2)ρ∞dx (89)

holds for all h ∈ L2(Rd, ρ∞) with |∇xh|(1 + |∇xV |) ∈ L2(Rd, ρ∞) and
∫

Rd hρ∞dx = 0.

Proof. i) By the identity
√
ρ∞ ∇xh = ∇x(h

√
ρ∞) +

h
√
ρ∞

2 ∇xV and integrating by parts
∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx ≥ 1

4

∫

Rd

h2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx+

∫

Rd

h
√
ρ∞ ∇x(h

√
ρ∞) · ∇xV dx

=
1

4

∫

Rd

h2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx− 1

2

∫

Rd

h2∆xV ρ∞dx.

This estimate and the first condition in (9) show
∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx ≥ 1− c2
4

∫

Rd

h2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx− c1
2

∫

Rd

h2ρ∞dx.

Then, (8) lets us obtain (88) with the constant κ3 := (1−c2)(c1+2κ2)
8κ2

.

ii) We recall V0(x) :=
√

1 + |∇xV (x)|2. Let h̄ :=
∫

Rd hV0ρ∞dx, then by (88)
∫

Rd

(hV0 − h̄)2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 1

κ3

∫

Rd

|∇x(hV0)|2 ρ∞dx.

This leads to
∫

Rd

h2V 2
0 |∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 1

κ3

∫

Rd

|∇x(hV0)|2 ρ∞dx+ 2h̄

∫

Rd

hV0|∇xV |2ρ∞dx. (90)

Next, we estimate the terms on the right hand side of (90):
∫

Rd

|∇x(hV0)|2 ρ∞dx =

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇xhV0 + h
∂2V

∂x2

∇xV

V0

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρ∞dx

≤ 2

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2V 2
0 ρ∞dx+ 2

∫

Rd

h2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

|∇xV |2
V 2
0

ρ∞dx

≤ 2

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2V 2
0 ρ∞dx+ 4c23

∫

Rd

h2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx

≤ 2

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2V 2
0 ρ∞dx+

4c23
κ3

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx, (91)
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where we used the second condition in (9) and (88). By the Hölder inequality and (8)

|h̄| ≤ ||V0||L2(Rd,ρ∞)||h||L2(Rd,ρ∞) ≤
1√
κ2

||V0||L2(Rd,ρ∞)||∇xh||L2(Rd,ρ∞).

We note that ||V0||L2(Rd,ρ∞) is finite, because (4) and the first condition in (9) yields:

∫

Rd

|∇xV |2ρ∞dx =

∫

Rd

∆xV ρ∞dx ≤ c1 +
c2
2

∫

Rd

|∇xV |2ρ∞dx,

hence
∫

Rd |∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 2c1
2−c2

. Then, the Hölder inequality shows

2h̄

∫

Rd

hV0|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤
2||V0||4L2(Rd,ρ∞)

κ2

∫

Rd

|∇xh|2ρ∞dx+
1

2

∫

Rd

h2V 2
0 |∇xV |2ρ∞dx. (92)

(90), (91), and (92) yield

∫

Rd

h2V 2
0 |∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤

∫

Rd

(4κ−1
2 ||V0||4L2(Rd,ρ∞) + 8c23κ

−1
3 + 4V 2

0 )|∇xh|2ρ∞dx.

Therefore, we obtain (89) with κ−1
4 := 4κ−1

2 ||V0||4L2(Rd,ρ∞) + 8c23κ
−1
3 + 4.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Multiplying (85) by ρ∞ and integrating by parts we obtain

∫

Rd

uρ∞dx =

∫

Rd

wρ∞dx = 0.

Next we multiply (85) by uρ∞, integrate by parts, and use the Hölder inequality:

∫

Rd

u2ρ∞dx+ a

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2ρ∞dx =

∫

Rd

uwρ∞dx ≤ 1

2

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx+
1

2

∫

Rd

u2ρ∞dx.

Then
∫

Rd

u2ρ∞dx+ 2a

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2ρ∞dx ≤
∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx. (93)

We start proving (86): We multiply (85) by u|∇xV |2ρ∞ and integrate by parts

∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx+ a

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx

=

∫

Rd

wu|∇xV |2ρ∞dx− a

∫

Rd

u∇xu · ∇x(|∇xV |2)ρ∞dx. (94)

Using the Hölder inequality we estimate the terms on the right hand side of (94)

∫

Rd

wu|∇xV |2ρ∞dx ≤ 1

2δ

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx+
δ

2

∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |4ρ∞dx (95)

and

−a

∫

Rd

u∇xu · ∇x(|∇xV |2)ρ∞dx = −2a

∫

Rd

u∇xu ·
(

∂2V

∂x2
∇xV

)

ρ∞dx

≤ 2a

∫

Rd

|u||∇xu|
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

|∇xV |ρ∞dx

≤ ε

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx+
a2

ε

∫

Rd

u2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx, (96)
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for any δ > 0, ε > 0. (94), (95), and (96) show that

∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx+ (a− ε)

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx

≤ 1

2δ

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx+
δ

2

∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |4ρ∞dx +
a2

ε

∫

Rd

u2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx. (97)

The Poincaré inequality (89) and (93) imply
∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |4ρ∞dx ≤ 1

κ4

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2(1 + |∇xV (x)|2)ρ∞dx

≤ 1

2aκ4

∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx+
1

κ4

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx. (98)

To estimate the last term in (97), we use the second condition in (9), (93), and the Poincaré inequality
(88)

∫

Rd

u2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx ≤ 2c23

∫

Rd

u2(1 + |∇xV |2)ρ∞dx

≤ 2c23

(∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx+
1

κ3

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2ρ∞dx

)

≤ 2c23

(

1 +
1

2aκ3

)∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx. (99)

(97), (98), and (99) show that

∫

Rd

u2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx+ (a− ε− δ

2κ4
)

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx

≤
[

1

2δ
+

δ

4aκ4
+

2c23a
2

ε

(

1 +
1

2aκ3

)]∫

Rd

w2ρ∞dx. (100)

We choose δ and ε such that a − ε − δ
2κ4

> 0. Then, (100) shows that (86) holds with

C1 :=
1

a− ε− δ
2κ4

[

1

2δ
+

δ

4aκ4
+

2c23a
2

ε

(

1 +
1

2aκ3

)]

.

Next, we prove (87): We integrate by parts twice

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx =
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Rd

∂2
xixj

u∂2
xixj

uρ∞dx

= −
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Rd

∂3
xixjxj

u∂xiuρ∞dx+

d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Rd

∂2
xixj

u∂xiu∂xjV ρ∞dx

=

d
∑

j=1

∫

Rd

∂2
xjxj

u divx(∇xuρ∞)dx+

∫

Rd

∇T
x u

∂2u

∂x2
∇xV ρ∞dx. (101)

We use (85) in the form a divx(∇xuρ∞) = (u− w)ρ∞ and the Hölder inequality to estimate (101)

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx = a−1

∫

Rd

∆xu(u− w)ρ∞dx +

∫

Rd

∇T
x u

∂2u

∂x2
∇xV ρ∞dx

≤ a−1

√

∫

Rd

|∆xu|2ρ∞dx

√

∫

Rd

(u− w)2ρ∞dx

+

√

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx

√

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx.
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This inequality and |∆xu|2 ≤ d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

show that

√

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2u

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

F

ρ∞dx ≤ a−1

√

d

∫

Rd

(u − w)2ρ∞dx+

√

∫

Rd

|∇xu|2|∇xV |2ρ∞dx. (102)

Finally, (102), (93), and (86) yield (87).

6.2 Some matrix inequalities

Lemma 6.3. Let A ∈ R
d×d be a symmetric, positive definite matrix. For any u, v ∈ R

d, we have

2uTAv ≤ uTAu + vTAv and 2u · v ≤ uTAu+ vTA−1v. (103)

Proof. Since the matrices A ∈ R
d×d and

(

1 −1
−1 1

)

∈ R
2×2 are positive semi-definite, their Kronecker

product

(

A −A
−A A

)

is also positive semi-definite, see [23, Corollary 4.2.13]. Hence,

uTAu+ vTAv − 2uTAv =

(

u
v

)T (
A −A
−A A

)(

u
v

)

≥ 0.

The second inequality follows by replacing v with A−1v.

Lemma 6.4. Let aij :=
δij+pipj

p0
, p ∈ R

d. Then

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∇palj ⊗∇paki ≤ d

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

(104)

holds for all p ∈ R
d.

Proof. We compute the element which is in the intersection of the mth column and the nth row:

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∂pmaki∂pnalj

=

d
∑

l,i=1

p20





d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∂pnalj





(

d
∑

k=1

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)

∂pmaki

)

.

We first compute the sums in the brackets:

d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∂pnalj =
d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)(

plδnj + pjδnl
p0

− (δlj + plpj)pn
p30

)

=
plδni + piδnl

p0
− (δli + plpi)pn

p30
− pi

p20

(

plpn + |p|2δnl
p0

− (pl + pl|p|2)pn
p30

)

=
plδni + piδnl

p0
− (δli + plpi)pn

p30
− piplpn + pi|p|2δnl

p30
+

plpipn
p30

=
plδni + piδnl

p0
− (δli + plpi)pn

p30
− pi|p|2δnl

p30

=
plδni
p0

− (δli + plpi)pn
p30

+
piδnl
p30

=
plδni
p0

− pnδli
p30

+
piδnl
p30

− plpipn
p30

. (105)
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Similarly, we can show

d
∑

k=1

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)

∂pmaki =
piδml

p0
− pmδli

p30
+

plδmi

p30
− plpipm

p30
. (106)

Next, we sum the product of (105) and (106) with respect to i and l :

d
∑

l,i=1

(

plδni
p0

− pnδli
p30

+
piδnl
p30

− plpipn
p30

)(

piδml

p0
− pmδli

p30
+

plδmi

p30
− plpipm

p30

)

=

d
∑

l=1

[

pl
p0

(

pnδml

p0
− pmδln

p30
+

plδmn

p30
− plpnpm

p30

)

− pn
p30

(

plδml

p0
− pm

p30
+

plδml

p30
− p2l pm

p30

)

+

(

δnl
p30

− plpn
p30

)( |p|2δml

p0
− pmpl

p30
+

plpm
p30

− plpm|p|2
p30

)]

=

(

pnpm
p20

− pmpn
p40

+
|p|2δmn

p40
− pnpm|p|2

p40

)

−
(

pnpm
p40

− dpmpn
p60

+
pmpn
p60

− pnpm|p|2
p60

)

+

( |p|2δmn

p40
− pnpm|p|2

p60

)

−
(

pnpm|p|2
p40

− pnpm|p|4
p60

)

=
2|p|2δmn

p40
+

(d− 2)pmpn
p60

− pnpm|p|2
p40

− pnpm|p|2
p60

+
pnpm|p|4

p60

=
2δmn

p20
− 2δmn

p40
+

(d− 2)pmpn
p60

− pnpm
p20

+
pnpm
p40

+
pmpn
p20

− 3pmpn
p40

+
2pmpn
p60

=
2δmn

p20
− 2δmn

p40
+

dpmpn
p60

− 2pmpn
p40

=
2

p20
(δmn − pnpm

p20
)− 2

p40
(δmn − pnpm

p20
) +

(d− 2)pmpn
p60

.

This shows

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

∇palj ⊗∇paki = 2

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

− 2

p20

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

+
(d− 2)p⊗ p

p40
.

The claimed inequality follows from

(d− 2)p⊗ p

p40
<

d− 2

p20
I ≤ (d− 2)

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

.

Lemma 6.5. Let aij :=
δij+pipj

p0
, p ∈ R

d. Then

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

((I + p⊗ p)∇palj)⊗ ((I + p⊗ p)∇paki) ≤ d(I + p⊗ p) (107)

holds for all p ∈ R
d.

Proof. We compute the element which is in the intersection of the mth column and the nth row:

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∂pnalj + pnp · ∇palj)(∂pmaki + pmp · ∇paki)

28



=

d
∑

l,i=1

p20





d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∂pnalj + pnp · ∇palj)





(

d
∑

k=1

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)

(∂pmaki + pmp · ∇paki)

)

.

We want to compute the sums in the brackets. We first compute

p · ∇palj =
d
∑

r=1

pr

(

plδrj + pjδrl
p0

− (δlj + plpj)pr
p30

)

=
2plpj
p0

− (δlj + plpj)|p|2
p30

and so

∂pnalj + pn(p · ∇palj) =
plδnj + pjδnl

p0
− (δlj + plpj)pn

p30
+

2plpjpn
p0

− (δlj + plpj)pn|p|2
p30

=
plδnj + pjδnl − δljpn

p0
+

plpjpn
p0

.

This helps us to compute

d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∂pnalj + pnp · ∇palj) =

d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)(

plδnj + pjδnl − δljpn
p0

+
plpjpn
p0

)

=
plδni + piδnl − δlipn

p0
+

plpipn
p0

− pi
p20

( |p|2δnl
p0

+
plpn|p|2

p0

)

=
plδni − δlipn

p0
+

(δnl + plpn)pi
p30

.

Similarly, we compute

d
∑

k=1

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)

(∂pmaki + pmp · ∇paki) =
piδml − δlipm

p0
+

(δmi + pipm)pl
p30

.

We sum the product of the last two equations with respect to i and l :

d
∑

l,i=1

p20





d
∑

j=1

(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

(∂pnalj + pnp · ∇palj)





(

d
∑

k=1

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)

(∂pmaki + pmp · ∇paki)

)

=
d
∑

l,i=1

p20

(

plδni − δlipn
p0

+
(δnl + plpn)pi

p30

)(

piδml − δlipm
p0

+
(δmi + pipm)pl

p30

)

=

d
∑

l=1

p20

[

pl
p0

(

pnδml − δlnpm
p0

+
(δmn + pnpm)pl

p30

)

− pn
p0

(

plδml − pm
p0

+
(δml + plpm)pl

p30

)

+
(δnl + plpn)

p30

( |p|2δml − plpm
p0

+
(pm + |p|2pm)pl

p30

)]

=
(δmn + pnpm)|p|2

p20
+ (d− 1)pmpn − pnpm + pnpm|p|2

p20
+

|p|2δmn

p20
+

pnpm|p|2
p20

= d(δmn + pnpm)− (d− 2)δmn − 2(δmn + pnpm)

p20
.

This shows

d
∑

k,l,i,j=1

p20

(

δkl −
pkpl
p20

)(

δij −
pipj
p20

)

((I + p⊗ p)∇palj)⊗ ((I + p⊗ p)∇paki)

= d(I + p⊗ p)− (d− 2)I − 2(I + p⊗ p)

p20
≤ d(I + p⊗ p).
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Lemma 6.6. Let P = P (x, p) be the matrix defined in (53). Then there are constant θ1 > 0 and θ2 > 0
such that

d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞) ≤

(

2θ1ε
3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2θ2ε
V0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d.

Proof. We have

d
∑

i,j=1

1

f∞
∂pj (∂piPaijf∞) =

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
pipj

Paij +
d
∑

i=1

∂piP
d
∑

j=1

(

∂pjaij −
aijpj
p0

)

. (108)

Since aij =
δij+pipj

p0
, we have

d
∑

j=1

(

∂pjaij −
aijpj
p0

)

=

d
∑

j=1

(

pi + δijpj
p0

− δij + pipj
p30

pj −
(δij + pipj)pj

p20

)

=

(

d

p0
− 1

)

pi.

We denote ε1 = ε1(x) :=
ε

V0(x)
> 0 which is uniformly bounded for x ∈ R

d. Then

∂piP =





−6ε31pi

p5
0

I − 2ε31
p5
0
∂pi(p⊗ p) +

10ε31pi

p7
0

p⊗ p − 2ε21pi

p4
0

I

− 2ε21pi

p4
0

I − 2ε1pi

p3
0

(I + p⊗ p) + 2ε1
p0

∂pi(p⊗ p)



 .

The last two equations show

d
∑

i=1

∂piP

d
∑

j=1

(

∂pjaij −
aijpj
p0

)

=

(

d

p0
− 1

) d
∑

i=1

∂piPpi

=

(

d

p0
− 1

)





−6ε31|p|2
p5
0

I − 4ε31
p5
0
p⊗ p+

10ε31|p|2
p7
0

p⊗ p − 2ε21|p|2
p4
0

I

− 2ε21|p|2
p4
0

I − 2ε1|p|2
p3
0

(I + p⊗ p) + 4ε1
p0

p⊗ p





=

(

1− d

p0

)





6ε31
p3
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) +

10ε31p⊗p

p7
0

− 6ε31
p5
0
I

2ε21
p2
0
I − 2ε21

p4
0
I

2ε21
p2
0
I − 2ε21

p4
0
I − 2ε1

p0
(I + p⊗ p) + 4ε1

p0
I − 2ε1

p3
0
(I + p⊗ p)



 . (109)

One can easily check

p⊗ p

p20
< I,

1

p50
I ≤ 1

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

,
1

p0
I ≤ 1

p0
(I + p⊗ p). (110)

These matrix inequalities help us to estimate

(

1− d

p0

)(

6ε31
p30

(I − p⊗ p

p20
) +

10ε31p⊗ p

p70
− 6ε31

p50
I

)

≤
22ε31

∣

∣

∣1− d
p0

∣

∣

∣

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

(111)

and
(

1− d

p0

)(

−2ε1
p0

(I + p⊗ p) +
4ε1
p0

I − 2ε1
p30

(I + p⊗ p)

)

≤
8ε1

∣

∣

∣1− d
p0

∣

∣

∣

p0
(I + p⊗ p) . (112)

(109), (111), and (112) imply

d
∑

i=1

∂piP

d
∑

j=1

(

∂pjaij −
aijpj
p0

)

≤







22ε31

∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣

p3
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

) (

1− d
p0

)(

2ε21
p2
0
− 2ε21

p4
0

)

I
(

1− d
p0

)(

2ε21
p2
0
− 2ε21

p4
0

)

I
8ε1

∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣

p0
(I + p⊗ p)







≤







24ε31

∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣

p3
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

0

0
10ε1

∣

∣

∣1− d
p0

∣

∣

∣

p0
(I + p⊗ p)






. (113)
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In the last inequality, we used the fact that







− 2ε31

∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣

p3
0

(I − p⊗p
p2
0
)

(

1− d
p0

)(

2ε21
p2
0
− 2ε21

p4
0

)

I
(

1− d
p0

)(

2ε21
p2
0
− 2ε21

p4
0

)

I − 2ε1

∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣

p0
(I + p⊗ p)







is negative semi-definite, which can be proven by using the second inequality in (103). Since
∣

∣

∣
1− d

p0

∣

∣

∣
is

uniformly bounded for p ∈ R
d, (113) shows that there are constants C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 such that

d
∑

i=1

∂piP

d
∑

j=1

(

∂pjaij −
aijpj
p0

)

≤
(

2C1ε
3
1

p3
0

(I − p⊗p
p2
0
) 0

0 2C2ε1
p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d. (114)

Next, using the computation above for ∂piP we compute

∂2
pjpi

P =





Xij − 2ε21δij
p4
0

I +
8ε21pipj

p6
0

I

− 2ε21δij
p4
0

I +
8ε21pipj

p6
0

I Yij



 ,

where

Xij := −
2ε31[3δijI + ∂2

pipj
(p⊗ p)]

p50
+
10ε31[3pipjI + pj∂pi(p⊗ p) + pi∂pj (p⊗ p) + δijp⊗ p]

p70
−70ε31pipjp⊗ p

p90
,

Yij := −2ε1

(

δij
p30

− 3pipj
p50

)

(I + p⊗ p)− 2ε1[pi∂pj (p⊗ p) + pj∂pi(p⊗ p)]

p30
+

2ε1
p0

∂2
pipj

(p⊗ p).

The identities

d
∑

i,j=1

δij∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p) = 2I,

d
∑

i,j=1

pipj∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p) = 2p⊗ p,

d
∑

i=1

pi∂pi(p⊗ p) = 2p⊗ p

will be used in the following computations:

X :=

d
∑

i,j=1

Xijaij = −
d
∑

i,j=1

2ε31[3δijI + δij∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p) + 3δijpipjI + pipj∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p)]

p60

+

d
∑

i,j=1

10ε31[3δijpipjI + δijpj∂pi(p⊗ p) + δijpi∂pj (p⊗ p) + δijp⊗ p]

p80

+

d
∑

i,j=1

10ε31pipj[3pipjI + pj∂pi(p⊗ p) + pi∂pj (p⊗ p) + δijp⊗ p]

p80

−
d
∑

i,j=1

70ε31[δij + pipj ]pipjp⊗ p

p100

= −2ε31[3(d− 1 + p20)I + 2(I + p⊗ p)]

p60
+

10ε31[3|p|2p20I + 4p20p⊗ p+ (d− 1 + p20)p⊗ p]

p80
− 70ε31|p|2p⊗ p

p80

=
24ε31
p40

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

− ε31(28 + 6d)

p60
I +

ε31(60 + 10d)

p80
p⊗ p,

Y :=

d
∑

i,j=1

Yijaij = −
d
∑

i,j=1

2ε1

(

δij
p40

+
δijpipj
p40

− 3δijpipj
p60

−
3p2ip

2
j

p60

)

(I + p⊗ p)
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−
d
∑

i,j=1

2ε1[δijpi∂pj (p⊗ p) + δijpj∂pi(p⊗ p)] + 2ε1pipj [pi∂pj (p⊗ p) + pj∂pi(p⊗ p)]

p40

+
d
∑

i,j=1

2ε1
p20

[δij∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p) + pipj∂
2
pipj

(p⊗ p)]

=

(

4ε1
p20

− 2ε1(d+ 2)

p40

)

(I + p⊗ p)− 8ε1
p20

p⊗ p+
4ε1
p20

(I + p⊗ p)

=
8ε1
p20

I − 2ε1(d+ 2)

p40
(I + p⊗ p),

Z :=

d
∑

i,j=1

(

−2ε21δij
p40

I +
8ε21pipj

p60
I

)

aij = −
d
∑

i,j=1

(

2ε21δij
p50

I − 8ε21δijpipj
p70

I +
2ε21δijpipj

p50
I −

8ε21p
2
i p

2
j

p70
I

)

=
6ε21
p30

I − 2ε21(d+ 3)

p50
I.

According to our notations, we have

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
pipj

Paij =

(

X Z
Z Y

)

=





24ε31
p4
0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)− ε31(28+6d)

p6
0

I +
ε31(60+10d)

p8
0

p⊗ p
6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I
6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I 8ε1
p2
0
I − 2ε1(d+2)

p4
0

(I + p⊗ p)



 . (115)

The matrix inequalities in (110) help us to estimate

24ε31
p40

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

− ε31(28 + 6d)

p60
I +

ε31(60 + 10d)

p80
p⊗ p ≤ (84 + 10d)ε31

p40

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

and
8ε1
p20

I − 2ε1(d+ 2)

p40
(I + p⊗ p) ≤ 8ε1

p20
(I + p⊗ p).

These estimates and (115) show

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
pipj

Paij ≤





(84+10d)ε31
p4
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I

6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I 8ε1
p2
0
(I + p⊗ p)





≤









(

84+10d+

∣

∣

∣

∣

6− 2(d+3)

p2
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

ε31

p4
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

0

0

(

8+

∣

∣

∣

∣

6− 2(d+3)

p20

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

ε1

p2
0

(I + p⊗ p)









. (116)

In the last inequality, we used the fact that









−

∣

∣

∣

∣

6− 2(d+3)

p2
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε31

p4
0

(

I − p⊗p
p2
0

)

6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I

6ε21
p3
0
I − 2ε21(d+3)

p5
0

I −

∣

∣

∣

∣

6− 2(d+3)

p2
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε1

p2
0

(I + p⊗ p)
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is negative semi-definite, which can be proven by using the second inequality in (103). Since
∣

∣

∣6− 2(d+3)
p2
0

∣

∣

∣

is uniformly bounded for p ∈ R
d, (116) shows that there are constants C′

1 > 0 and C′
2 > 0 such that

d
∑

i,j=1

∂pipjPaij ≤





2C′

1ε
3
1

p4
0

(I − p⊗p
p2
0
) 0

0
2C′

2ε1
p2
0

(I + p⊗ p)





≤
(

2C′

1ε
3
1

p3
0

(I − p⊗p
p2
0
) 0

0
2C′

2ε1
p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀p ∈ R
d.

Using this estimate and (114) in (108), we obtain the claimed result.

Lemma 6.7. Let P = P (x, p) be the matrix defined in (53). Assume there exists a constant c3 > 0 such
that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V (x)

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

≤ c3(1 + |∇xV (x)|), ∀x ∈ R
d. (117)

Then there are constants θ3 > 0 and θ4 > 0 such that

d
∑

i=1

(

pi
p0

∂xiP − ∂xiV ∂piP

)

≤
(

2θ3ε
3

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2θ4ε
p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d. (118)

Proof. We compute

d
∑

i=1

pi
p0

∂xiP =

[

d
∑

i=1

∇xV · ∇x(∂xiV )pi
V 2
0 p0

](

− 6ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) −2ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I

−2ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I −2ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

=

[

1

V 2
0 p0

∇T
x V

∂2V

∂x2
p

]

(

− 6ε3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) −2ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I

−2ε2

V 2
0 p2

0
I −2ε

V0p0
(I + p⊗ p)

)

. (119)

Since (117) implies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V
∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
≤

√
2c3V0, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

V 2
0 p0

∇T
x V

∂2V

∂x2
p

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

V 2
0 p0

|∇xV |
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2V

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F

|p| ≤
√
2c3, ∀x, p ∈ R

d.

This uniform bound and (119) show that there are constants C1 > 0 and C2 such that

d
∑

i=1

pi
p0

∂xiP ≤
(

2C1ε
3

V 3
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2C2ε
V0p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

≤
(

2C1ε
3

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0 2C2ε
p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d.

(120)
Next, we compute

−
d
∑

i=1

∂xiV ∂piP

=

d
∑

i=1





2ε3
[

5∂xi
V pi

V 3
0 p5

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
)− ∂xi

V

V 3
0 p5

0
(2piI − ∂pi(p⊗ p))

]

2ε2∂xi
V pi

V 2
0 p4

0
I

2ε2∂xi
V pi

V 2
0 p4

0
I

2ε∂xi
V pi

V0p3
0

(I + p⊗ p)− 2ε∂xi
V

V0p0
∂pi(p⊗ p)



 .

(121)
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We denote p̃i :=

























p1
...

pi−1

pi − 1
pi+1

...
pd

























= p− ei and p̄i :=

























p1
...

pi−1

pi + 1
pi+1

...
pd

























= p+ ei, where ei denotes the i−th unit vector,

for i ∈ {1, ..., d}. Let Ei := ei ⊗ ei ∈ R
d×d denote the matrix whose element in the intersection of the

i−th column and the i−th row equals 1 and all other elements are zero. Using ∂pi(p⊗p) = ei⊗p+p⊗ ei
one can check

1

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

− 1

p50
(2piI − ∂pi(p⊗ p)) =

1

p50
Ei +

1

p50
(|p̃i|2I − p̃i ⊗ p̃i) ≥ 0

and
1

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

+
1

p50
(2piI − ∂pi(p⊗ p)) =

1

p50
Ei +

1

p50
(|p̄i|2I − p̄i ⊗ p̄i) ≥ 0.

From these equations we obtain

− 1

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

≤ 1

p50
(2piI − ∂pi(p⊗ p)) ≤ 1

p30

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

.

Using these inequalities and the fact that
∣

∣

∣

∂xi
V

V0

∣

∣

∣ and
∣

∣

∣

pi

p2
0

∣

∣

∣ are uniformly bounded for x, p ∈ R
d, we

conclude that there is a constant C′
1 > 0 such that

2ε3
[

5∂xiV pi
V 3
0 p

5
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

− ∂xiV

V 3
0 p

5
0

(2piI − ∂pi(p⊗ p))

]

≤ 2C′
1ε

3

V 2
0 p

3
0

(

I − p⊗ p

p20

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d. (122)

The inequalities
I + p⊗ p− ∂pi(p⊗ p) = p̃i ⊗ p̃i + I − Ei ≥ 0

and
I + p⊗ p+ ∂pi(p⊗ p) = p̄i ⊗ p̄i + I − Ei ≥ 0

are easy to check and they imply

−(I + p⊗ p) ≤ ∂pi(p⊗ p) ≤ I + p⊗ p.

Using these inequalities and the fact that
∣

∣

∣

∂xi
V

V0

∣

∣

∣ and
∣

∣

∣

pi

p2
0

∣

∣

∣ are uniformly bounded for x, p ∈ R
d, we

conclude that there is a constant C′
2 > 0 such that

2ε∂xiV pi
V0p30

(I + p⊗ p)− 2ε∂xiV

V0p0
∂pi(p⊗ p) ≤ 2C′

2ε

p0
(I + p⊗ p). (123)

(121), (122), and (123) show that there are constants C′′
1 > 0 and C′′

2 > 0 such that

−
d
∑

i=1

∂xiV ∂piP ≤
(

2C′′

1 ε3

V 2
0 p3

0
(I − p⊗p

p2
0
) 0

0
2C′′

2 ε
p0

(I + p⊗ p)

)

, ∀x, p ∈ R
d.

This inequality and (120) yield the claimed estimate (118).

Acknowledgement. The authors acknowledge support by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF)
project 10.55776/F65.

Data Availability. Data will be made available on reasonable request.

Conflict of interest. The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

34

https://doi.org/10.55776/F65


References

[1] Addala, L., Dolbeault, J., Li, X., & Tayeb, M. L. (2021). L2−hypocoercivity and large time
asymptotics of the linearized Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck system. Journal of Statistical Physics,
184(1), 4.
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[25] Hérau, F., & Nier, F. (2004). Isotropic hypoellipticity and trend to equilibrium for the Fokker-Planck
equation with a high-degree potential. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 171, 151–218.
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