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THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY AND THE EXPONENTIAL

RATE OF CONVERGENCE FOR THE CONTINUOUS STEIN

VARIATIONAL GRADIENT DESCENT METHOD

JOSÉ A. CARRILLO, JAKUB SKRZECZKOWSKI, AND JETHRO WARNETT

Abstract. The Stein Variational Gradient Descent method is a variational inference

method in statistics that has recently received a lot of attention. The method provides a

deterministic approximation of the target distribution, by introducing a nonlocal interac-

tion with a kernel. Despite the significant interest, the exponential rate of convergence for

the continuous method has remained an open problem, due to the difficulty of establishing

the related so-called Stein-log-Sobolev inequality. Here, we prove that the inequality is

satisfied for each space dimension and every kernel whose Fourier transform has a qua-

dratic decay at infinity and is locally bounded away from zero and infinity. Moreover, we

construct weak solutions to the related PDE satisfying exponential rate of decay towards

the equilibrium. The main novelty in our approach is to interpret the Stein-Fisher infor-

mation, also called the squared Stein discrepancy, as a duality pairing between H
´1pRdq

and H
1pRdq, which allows us to employ the Fourier transform. We also provide several

examples of kernels for which the Stein-log-Sobolev inequality fails, partially showing the

necessity of our assumptions.

1. Introduction

Bayesian inference and statistical physics face an ongoing challenge: how to sample from a

high-dimensional probability distribution with an unknown normalization constant. The

target probability distribution ρ8 P PpRdq often has the form of a Gibbs measure

ρ8pxq “ 1

Z
e´V pxq
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with a potential V : R
d Ñ R and unknown normalization constant Z ą 0. Numerous sam-

pling algorithms have been proposed to address this problem. The Markov Chain Monte

Carlo (MCMC) methods are a popular class of algorithms that seek to simulate a Markov

chain, which are efficient to simulate and have the stationary distribution ρ8. Common

examples of algorithms in this class include the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [26, 43],

Gibbs sampling [21], the Metropolis-adjusted Langevin algorithm [52] and Stochastic gradi-

ent Langevin dynamics [62]. The Variational Inference (VI) methods are another prevalent

family of algorithms that attempt to approximate the distribution ρ8 by a family of simpler

distributions (that are usually parameterized) by minimizing their Kullback-Leibler diver-

gence. Widely used methods include Stochastic Variational Inference [29] and Black Box

Variation Inference [51].

In this paper, we focus on a recent sampling algorithm called Stein Variational Gradient De-

scent [38]. It is a time-discrete deterministic VI method using a particle ensemble approach.

The method iteratively updates a set of particles along a transformation within the unit

ball of a d-dimensional reproducing kernel Hilbert space pHK , ‖¨‖Kq, with positive definite

kernel K : R
d ˆ R

d Ñ R (see [54] for a comprehensive introduction on reproducing kernel

Hilbert spaces), that pushes particles to high probability regions whilst balancing repulsion

between particles. More precisely, given a set of N ě 1 particles at step n ě 0 denoted by

X1
n, . . . ,X

N
n P R

d and represented by the empirical measure

ρNn :“ 1

N

Nÿ

j“1

δ
X

j
n
,

the positions of particles are updated using the map

φ˚p‚; ρq :“ argmax
φPHK

‖φ‖Kď1

d

dε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ε“0

KLppId`εφq#ρ||ρ8q,

where we define the Kullback-Leibler divergence by

KLpρ||ρ8q “

$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

ż

Rd

ln

ˆ
dρ

dρ8
pxq

˙
dρ

dρ8
pxqdρ8pxq if ρ ! ρ8 and

dρ
dρ8

ln
´

dρ
dρ8

¯
P L1pRd, ρ8q,

`8 otherwise.

(1.1)
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The resulting interacting particle system has the form

Xi
n`1 “ Xi

n ´ εn φ
˚pXi

n; ρ
N
n q

for adaptive step sizes tεnuně1 Ď p0,8q. It was shown in [38, Equation 3] and [37, Theo-

rem 3.8] that φ˚ is well-defined under mild assumptions of V and ρ, and explicitly given by

an expectation of the so-called Stein operator applied to the kernel K

φ˚px; ρq :“
ż

Rd

Kpx, yq∇ lnpρ8pyqq ρpyq dy ´
ż

Rd

∇xKpx, yq ρpyq dy,

where ∇xK is the gradient of K in the first variable. This algorithm enjoys several properties

such as determinism, ease of implementation and moment matching [39].

The SVGD algorithm has seen several enhancements. Adding stochastic noise [20,50] makes

it more robust, and it can be made gradient-free [25]. Also, the the scalar-valued kernel

can be replaced with a matrix-valued one [59]. Projecting it [11] helps tackle the curse of

dimensionality. Message passing [65] prevents particles from collapsing to the target mode.

A multilevel approach [1,2] improves computational speed, while incorporating second-order

information through a Newton formulation [14] and a projected Newton method [12] further

accelerates the process. An interpolation between SVGD and the Wasserstein gradient flow

[27] achieves exponential convergence with the chi-squared distance using slightly augmented

particle dynamics [13]. Additionally, the Wasserstein gradient flow with respect to the Stein-

Fisher information or squared Stein Discrepancy (see (1.2)) has been explored [31].

Numerical experiments in [1,34,60] suggest that SVGD has an exponential rate of decay in

the Kullback-Leibler divergence. Several other papers make the assumption that the method

does indeed have an exponential rate of convergence [1, 2]. A sufficient condition for an

exponential rate of convergence is the Stein-log-Sobolev inequality [16]. Several properties

of the mean-field algorithm have been studied under various assumptions, including the

Stein-log-Sobolev inequality, in [32].

This paper provides for the first time kernels for which the Stein-log-Sobolev inequality holds

closing this gap in the literature. As a consequence we rigorously achieve the sought after

exponential rate of convergence for the continuous formulation of the algorithm.
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Several results about the finite-particle system of SVGD, such as convergence rates, are

discussed in [6,10,40,55]. In [36] it was shown that the mean-field ensemble weakly converges

to the target distribution ρ8 and exhibits a time-discrete gradient flow structure.

It is well-known that there exists a Riemannian structure on the Wasserstein space to de-

scribe continuous gradient flows (see [4,30,46,48], [57, Chapter 9], [58, Chapter 15]) and the

log-Sobolev inequality [24, 56] is a sufficient condition for exponential convergence [47].

It is hence reasonable to expect that a similar approach will work for SVGD. The first step

in this direction was to formulate a continuous version of the SVGD algorithm [36,41]. This

is described by the following nonlinear and nonlocal continuity equation, which is referred

to as the mean field limit of the Stein Variational Gradient Descent,

Btρpxq “ div

ˆ
ρpxq

ż

Rd

Kpx, yq ∇y

ˆ
dρ

dρ8
pyq

˙
dρ8pyq

˙
, (MF SVGD)

where the dissipation (or the Stein-Fisher information or the squared Stein Discrepancy)

D
2pρt||ρ8q is defined as

D
2pρn||ρ8q “

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇x

ˆ
dρn

dρ8
pxq

˙
¨ Kpx, yq∇y

ˆ
dρn

dρ8
pyq

˙
dρ8pyqdρ8pxq. (1.2)

It should be noted that [31] uses a different formulation of the dissipation, which is equivalent

to (1.2) under differentiability assumptions on K. It was shown in [36, Theorem 3.4], that

the evolution of densities tρtutě0 is equipped with the following energy dissipation identity

BtKLpρt||ρ8q ` D
2pρt||ρ8q “ 0.

A formal geometry, called the Stein geometry, was established and discussed in [16, 44] to

interpret the equation (MF SVGD) as a gradient flow. Additionally in [16], the authors study

the curvature of the Kullback-Leibler divergence around the equilibrium. In particular, they

prove in one space dimension for the "weighted Matérn kernel" Kpx, yq “ e
V pxq

2 e´|x´y|e
V pyq

2

and for quadratic potentials V pxq that the Hessian of the Kullback-Leibler divergence at ρ8

is bounded from below by a multiple of the identity in the Stein metric. This kernel was

the inspiration of our method. A recent publication [64] has analyzed the effects of different

geometries on the gradient flow of a functional related to the SVGD.
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Formally by [16], the sufficient condition of proving the exponential rate of convergence is

showing the so-called Stein-log-Sobolev inequality: there exists a constant λ ą 0 depending

on ρ8 such that

λKLpρt||ρ8q ď D
2pρt||ρ8q. (1.3)

We could alternatively prove algebraic rate of convergence, if there exists λ ą 0 and α ą 1

depending on ρ8 such that

λ rKLpρt||ρ8qsα ď D
2pρt||ρ8q. (1.4)

1.1. Main results. Our main result states that there exist kernels such that the inequality

(1.3) holds for perturbed log-convex targets ρ8 P PpRdq with

ρ8 “ 1

Z
e´V , V pxq ě C ` 1

2
px ´ µq ¨ Σ´1px´ µq, (1.5)

where V P L8
locpRdq such that V ě 0 a.e., C P R is a constant, µ P R

d is a mean and Σ P R
dˆd

is a strictly positive definite covariance matrix. We define 0 ă σ1 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď σd to be the

eigenvalues of Σ, while Z :“
ş
Rd e

´V dx is the normalization constant. Note carefully that

(1.5) includes anisotropic Gaussian distributions and polynomial functions V pxq “ |x|p with

exponent p ě 2. To simplify notation, we introduce the potential

V0pxq :“ 1

2
px´ µq ¨ Σ´1px´ µq.

Inspired by [16], we assume that the kernel Kpx, yq is of the ansatz form

Kpx, yq :“ eV pxq´V0pxq
2 kpx ´ yq eV pyq´V0pyq

2 , (1.6)

for a function k to be determined. Then, the desired inequality (1.3) reads

λKLpρ||ρ8q ď
ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇
´
ρpxq eV pxq

¯
e´V0pxq

2 ¨ kpx´ yq∇
´
ρpyq eV pyq

¯
e´V0pyq

2 dy dx

“
ż

Rd

∇
`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

¯
dx,

(1.7)

where ˚ is the convolution operator, see (2.2). Throughout this paper we will exclusively

work with functions ρ such that the RHS of (1.7) is finite. Our strategy is to prove a sharper

inequality that holds for all functions ρ P L1pRdq

λ

ż

Rd

|ρeV ´V0
2 ´ τe´V0

2 |2 dx ď
ż

Rd

∇
`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

¯
dx, (1.8)
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where τ is defined by the quotient

τ :“
ż

Bε

F
`
ρ eV ´V0

2

˘
dξ

Oż

Bε

F
`
e´V0

2

˘
dξ (1.9)

for some fixed ε ą 0 depending on k and d, where Fpgq and ĝ denote the Fourier transform

of a function g. Observe that if ρ “ ρ8 “ 1
Z
e´V , then τ “ 1

Z
, and thus both sides of the

inequality (1.8) vanish. We have chosen the weight eV ´V0
2 in the ansatz form in (1.6) so that

it allows for a control of the Kullback-Leibler divergence in (1.8). Notice that inequality

(1.7) is an immediate consequence of (1.8) and Lemma D.1. Additionally, we note that the

inequality (1.8) provides a bound on the L2-norm of ρ eV ´V0
2 (see (1.12)).

The main idea in our proof is to pass to Fourier variables, so that the inequality (1.8)

simplifies. One reason for the choice of the weight in (1.6) is so that we can eliminate the

term e´V when passing to Fourier variables in the dissipation. We construct k such that

k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq (i.e. k “ k1 ` k2 with k1 P L1pRdq and k2 P L2pRdq) and its Fourier

transform satisfies

1

Dk

1

1 ` |ξ|2 ď k̂pξq ď Dk
1

1 ` |ξ|2 , k̂ P W 1,8pRdq, (1.10)

for some constant Dk ě 1 depending on k. We note Assumption (1.10) is equivalent to

the Fourier transform of k having quadratic decay (i.e. lim|ξ|Ñ8 k̂pξq |ξ|2 “ c P p0,8q) and

being locally bounded away from zero and infinity. Condition (1.10) has two consequences

for the dissipation:

(1) The dissipation is equivalent to the H´1 norm on ∇
`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2 (see (2.1) for the

definition of H´1pRdq). Thus, we may assume that ∇
`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2 P H´1pRdq.
(2) We get an operator H´1pRdq Ñ H1pRdq; g ÞÑ k ˚ g (see Lemma B.1), so the dissipa-

tion can be interpreted as an action of the functional ∇pρ eV q e´V0
2 on the function

k ˚
`
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2

˘
, denoted by the bracket x¨, ¨yH´1pRdq,H1pRdq.

Therefore, we will assume that the following regularity conditions hold

ρ P L1pRdq, ρ eV ´V0
2 P L2pRdq, ρ eV ´V0

2 ∇V0 P H´1pRdq. (H)
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By observing that the following identity holds in the sense of distributions

∇pρ eV q e´V0
2 “ ∇pρ eV ´V0

2 q ` 1

2
ρ eV ´V0

2 ∇V0 (1.11)

we get ∇pρ eV q e´V0
2 P H´1pRdq. Thus, we may rewrite (1.8) equivalently as

λ

ż

Rd

|ρeV ´V0
2 ´ τe´V0

2 |2 dx

ď
A
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2 , k ˚
´
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2

¯E
H´1pRdq,H1pRdq

“: D
2
kpρ||ρ8q,

(B)

where τ P R is given by (1.9). We omit the subscript D
2
kpρ||ρ8q “ D

2pρ||ρ8q in case it is

clear with which kernel k we are working with. In case ρ is also in PpRdq, then we can show

the following inequality holds

λKLpρ||ρ8q ď D
2
kpρ||ρ8q. (SLSI)

To our knowledge, the validity of Stein-log-Sobolev inequality (SLSI) was not proven before

for any kernel.

Theorem 1.1 (existence of kernels satisfying (B) and (SLSI)). Let ρ8, V be as in (1.5) with

C P R, µ P R
d and Σ P R

dˆd a strictly positive definite and symmetric matrix. Then for any

kernel k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq that satisfies the condition (1.10), there exists a constant λ ą 0

dependent on V , Σ, C and Dk in (1.10), such that the inequality (B) is satisfied for all ρ

as in (H). If additionally ρ P PpRdq, then the inequality (SLSI) also holds true. Moreover,

there exists a constant C ą 0 depending on k and ρ8 such that for all ρ satisfying (H) we

have the inequality

‖ρeV ´V0
2 ‖2L2 ` ‖ρeV ´V0

2 ∇V0‖
2
H´1 ď C

`
‖ρ‖L1 ` D

2
kpρ||ρ8q

˘
. (1.12)

Remark 1.2. We emphasize some important facts about this result.

‚ The Stein-log-Sobolev constant λ can be made explicit. In fact, by tracking all the

dependencies in Section 3, the constant is given by

λ “ λ0,1

D 3
k Dk0,d

¨ e
C

Z
¨ σ1 ^ 1

σd
,

where λ0,d ą 0 is a constant defined in (3.15) for d “ 1 and in (3.36) for d ě 2, k0,d

is the kernel defined in (3.12) for d “ 1 or is the kernel constructed in Section 3.5
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for d ě 2, the values σ1, σd, C, Z are from (1.5), and Dk and Dk0,d are the constants

from (1.10) for k and k0,d respectively.

‚ Let tVnunPN be a sequence of potentials satisfying assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and

let CVn be their constants in (1.12). Assume there exists a bounded open set U Ď R
d

such that }Vn ´ V }L8pUq Ñ 0, then CVn Ñ CV . This follows from (3.16).

‚ We could generalize Theorem 1.1 for every kernel k P L1pRdq `L2pRdq that satisfies

1

Dk

1

1 ` |ξ|2 ď k̂pξq, k̂ P W 1,8pRdq, (1.13)

for some constant Dk ě 1 depending on k at the price that D
2
kpρ||ρ8q will not be

a duality pairing between H´1pRdq and H1pRdq. Since kernels satisfying (1.13) are

less regular than (1.10), we do not see any gain from using kernels satisfying (1.13).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on writing the RHS of (B) in Fourier variables and a

careful analysis of the resulting expression. The strategy is detailed at the beginning of

Section 3.

It is not a priori clear that there exist solutions to (MF SVGD) for kernels constructed in

Theorem 1.1. In fact, even for the explicit kernel kpxq “ e´|x| in one dimension, its second

derivative is singular, preventing the application of classical arguments. The result below

provides the existence of a weak solution with exponential decay to ρ8 as t Ñ 8.

Theorem 1.3 (existence of weak solutions to (MF SVGD)). Suppose that (1.5) holds and

∇V is continuous, V P Hm
locpRdq for some m ą d

2
. Let ρ0 P PpRdq with KLpρ0||ρ8q ă 8

and k P L1pRdq `L2pRdq satisfying (1.10). Then, there exists a curve of probabiliy measures

r0,8q Q t Ñ ρt P PpRdq that is a distributional solution to (MF SVGD) with initial value

ρ0, i.e. for all T ą 0 and for all test functions ψ P C8
c pr0, T s ˆ R

dq we have

ż

Rd

ψpT, xq ρT pxqdx “
ż

Rd

ψp0, xq ρ0pxqdx`
ż T

0

ż

Rd

Btψ ρdxdt

´
ż T

0

ż

Rd

k ˚
´
∇pρeV q e´V0

2

¯
¨ ρ eV ´V0

2 ∇ψ dxdt.

(1.14)
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The curve is absolutely continuous with respect to the Wasserstein metric W1 and it enjoys

the following regularity

ρ eV ´V0
2 P L2pp0, T q ˆ R

dq, ∇pρ eV qe´V0
2 P L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq for all T ą 0. (1.15)

Additionally, ρ satisfies an energy dissipation type inequality and exponential decay in the

Kullback-Leibler distance

KLpρt||ρ8q `
ż t

0

D
2pρs||ρ8qds ď KLpρ0||ρ8q, KLpρt||ρ8q ď e´λtKLpρ0||ρ8q. (1.16)

The formula (1.14) makes sense because the LHS is well-defined by the narrow continuity

in time of ρ. The last term on the RHS is well-defined by the Hölder’s inequality, regularity

(1.15) and Lemma B.1, this yields

k ˚
´
∇pρ eV qe´V0

2

¯
P L2p0, T ;H1pRdqq Ă L2pp0, T q ˆ R

dq.

The last result highlights several cases when the inequality (1.4) cannot hold true.

Theorem 1.4 (Conditions for failure of (1.4)). Assume that α ě 1. The inequality (1.4)

will fail in the following cases.

(F1) Let V “ V0 (so ρ8 is Gaussian) and k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq be such that there exists

r ą 1 ` d
2

with

k̂pξq ď C
1

p1 ` |ξ|2qr .

The kernel is defined by Kpx, yq :“ e
V0pxq

2 kpx´ yqe
V0pyq

2 .

(F2) Let r P r1,8s, β P
“
0,

`
2 ´ 1

2r

˘
d` 1

˘
, f P L8pRdq and k P LrpRdq. The kernel is

defined by Kpx, yq :“ p1 ` |x|βqfpxqkpx ´ yqp1 ` |y|βqfpyq.
(F3) Let γ ą 0, β ă 0, k : R

d Ñ R is a β-homogeneous positive definite kernel (in the sense

of distributions), V : R
d Ñ r0,8q is γ-homogeneous such that it is differentiable in

the Sobolev sense, ∇V is pγ ´ 1q-homogeneous and
ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇V pxq ¨ kpx´ yq∇V pyqdρ8pyqdρ8pxq ă 8. (1.17)

The kernel is defined by Kpx, yq :“ kpx´ yq and the following condition holds:

pα ´ 2q γ ą β ´ 2.
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We explain the implications for each case:

(F1): The inequality (1.4) fails when k in CspRdq XL2pRdq for s ą d`1. Theorem 1.1 and

Remark 1.2 show that the inequality (1.4) may hold for s P r0, 1s, see (1.10). There

is a gap in regularity CspRdq for s P p1, d ` 1s, which remains an open problem.

(F2): We conjecture that the kernel must have exponential weights. The inequality (1.4)

fails for polynomial weights of the form p1` |x|βqfpxq for β sufficiently small. There

is an open gap in our results, and we conjecture that the kernel will also fail for any

pair β P r0,8q and r P r1,8q.
(F3): The inequality (1.4) holds if the kernel is not too repulsive and if there is not too

much mass is in the tails of ρ8.

These failure conditions highlight that the assumptions we make in Theorem 1.1, are par-

tially necessary. We comment that our failure results complement those by [16, 31]. We

leave it as an open problem to sharpen the conditions for which (B) and (SLSI) hold.

1.2. Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we collect the notation used throughout the

paper. Then, in Sections 3, 4 and 5, we prove Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4, respectively.

The Appendix is comprised of four parts. In Appendix A we present results about the

incomplete gamma function, in Appendix B we mention properties of the H´s Sobolev

space, in Appendix C we provide an existence proof necessary for Theorem 1.3, and in

Appendix D we state several auxiliary results.

2. Preliminaries and Notation

For the convenience of the reader, we collect here the notation used throughout the paper.

Function spaces. We will always work in the spaces R
d and r0, T sˆR

d and their subsets. For

the latter, we call t, x the temporal- and spatial variable respectively for pt, xq P r0, T s ˆ R
d.

For any R ą 0 we define the open ball of radius R by BR :“ tx P R
d | |x| ă Ru. The

Schwarz space and the space of tempered distributions are denoted with SpRdq and S 1pRdq,
respectively. These function spaces are endowed with a duality pairing, which we denote by
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S 1pRdq ˆ SpRdq Q pu, gq ÞÑ xu, gyS 1,S P R. We let LipLpRdq denote the space of L-Lipshitz

function for L ą 0. We denote by CαpRq the α-Hölder continuous functions for α P p0, 1q.

Let MpRdq denote the space of signed Radon measures on R
d with finite total variation. The

total variation of µ P M is defined by ‖µ‖TV :“ |µ| pRdq, where we have the Hahn-Jordan

decomposition µ “ µ` ´ µ´ for non-negative measures µ`, µ´ and |µ| :“ µ` ` µ´. Given

two measures µ, ν we write ν ! µ if there exists a measurable function h : R
d Ñ R such

that dνpxq “ hpxqdµpxq. In that case we write dν
dµ

:“ h. We let PpRdq denote the space of

probability measures and formally endow the space with the Kantorovich-Rubinstein metric

W1pµ, νq :“ sup
fPLip1pRdq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

fpxqdµpxq ´
ż

Rd

fpxqdνpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ @µ, ν P PpRdq.

We say a curve of probability measures r0, T s Q t Ñ µt P PpRdq is absolutely continuous if

there exists a function f P L1p0, T q with

sup
tPr0,T s

ż

Rd

|x|dµt ă 8, W1pµt0 , µt1q ď
ż t1

t0

|fpsq|ds @t0, t1 P r0, T s.

For p P r1,8s the space of measurable functions with finite Lp-norm is denoted by LppRdq.
In particular, L2pRdq is endowed with the complex inner product xf, gy :“

ş
Rd f ¨ g dx. The

Sobolev space HspRdq for s P R is the space of tempered distributions

HspRdq “ tu P S 1pRdq : p1 ` |ξ|2q s
2 ûpξq P L2pRdqu, (2.1)

We remark that (2.1) in particular implies that û, a priori an element of S 1pRdq, is in fact

a function (see [19, Proposition 9.16] for the proof of equivalency of these definitions). For

s ě 0, we define a duality pairing between HspRdq and H´spRdq by

xf, gyH´s,Hs :“ xf, gy .

For any s, L ą 0 we define the space of Sobolev functions with Dirichlet boundary as the

following completion under HspRdq

Hs
0pBLq :“ tϕ P C8pRdq | supppϕq Ď BLuH

spRdq
.
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Given a function space X as above, we define Lpp0, T ;Xq as the space of equivalence classes

of measurable functions f : r0, T s Ñ X with finite norm

‖f‖Lpp0,T ;Xq :“
ˆż T

0

‖fptq‖pX dt

˙ 1

p

.

In case X “ H1pRdq we write the norm ‖f‖Lpp0,T ;Xq “ ‖f‖Lp
tH

1
x
. Additionally, we endow

the space Lp0, T ;H1pRdqq and L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq with a duality pairing

xf, gyL2
tH

´1
x ,L2

tH
1
x
:“

ż T

0

xft, gtyH´1,H1 dt @f P L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq @g P L2p0, T ;H1pRdqq.

Given a function space X we denote its dual space by X˚, and for any sequence tfnuně1 Ď X

and element f P X we use the following symbols fn Ñ f , fn á f and fn á̊ f as n Ñ 8 for

strong, weak and weak˚ convergence, respectively.

Special operators, functions and sets. For p, q, r P r1,8s with 1 ` 1
r

“ 1
p

` 1
q

(with the

convention 1
8 “ 0) and two functions f P LppRdq, g P LqpRdq, the convolution f ˚ g is

defined as

f ˚ gpxq “
ż

Rd

fpx´ yq gpyqdy @x P R
d. (2.2)

By Young’s convolution inequality, this function is well-defined and belongs to LrpRdq with

the estimate ‖f ˚ g‖Lr ď ‖f‖Lp‖g‖Lq . For a function f P Lpp0, T ;LqpRdqq and functions

ϕ P C8
c pRq, ω P C8

c pRdq we define mollification in time and space respectively by

f ˚ ϕpt, xq :“
ż

R

fps, xqϕpt´ sqds,

f ˚ ωpt, xq :“
ż

Rd

fpt, yqωpx´ yqdy
@pt, xq P r0, T s ˆ R

d.

It will be clear from the context, which mollification type we use. Given a measurable set

E Ď R
d we define the indicator function

1Epxq :“

$
’&
’%
1 if x P E,

0 if x R E
@x P R

d.



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 13

Fourier transform. Given an integrable function f P L1pRdq, we define the Fourier transform

and inverse Fourier transform respectively by

Ffpxq :“ f̂pxq “
ż

Rd

e´2πix¨ξfpξqdξ,

F´1fpxq :“ f̌pxq “
ż

Rd

e2πix¨ξfpξqdξ
@x P R

d.

We extend the transform to distributions by

xû, gy :“ xµ, ĝy and xǔ, gy :“ xµ, ǧy @u P S 1pRdq @g P SpRdq.

Radially symmetric functions. Let g : R
d Ñ R be a radially symmetric function, i.e. there

exists f : r0,8q Ñ R such that gpξq “ fp|ξ|q. By a small abuse of notation, we do not

distinguish between f and g. It will be always clear from the context which function we are

using.

3. Existence of Kernels that satisfy the Stein-log-Sobolev-Inequality

The target of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. Let us sketch our arguments. We will

assume that k is radially symmetric. The first step is to rewrite the dissipation in (B) as

D
2pρ || ρ8q “

A
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2 , k ˚
´
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2

¯E
H´1pRdq,H1pRdq

“
A
∇ppρ ´ τ e´V q eV q e´V0

2 , k ˚
´
∇ppρ ´ τ e´V q eV q e´V0

2

¯E
H´1pRdq,H1pRdq

for any τ P R. Letting g :“ pρ´ τ e´V q eV ´V0
2 , we prove in Section 3.1 for a particular value

τ that

D
2pρ || ρ8q ě C

ż

Rd

k̂pξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiξq ĝpξq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dξ

“ C

ˆż

Rd

|ĝpξq|2 qpξqdξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝpξq|2k̂pξqdξ
˙
,

where C ą 0 is a constant that depends on Σ and the coefficients in (1.10), q : R
d Ñ R

is a certain weight depending explicitly on k. We observe crucially that in the first term

on the RHS, we can replace k̂ with any other kernel that satisfies (1.10) at the cost of a

smaller constant in (B). Hence, our strategy is to find a single kernel k0,d that satisfies the

inequality (B). We will work with the second term on the RHS of the above inequality.
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To illustrate the difficulties, suppose that q ě λ ą 0, then by the Plancherel theorem and

assumption (1.5)

D
2pρ || ρ8q ě λ

ż

Rd

|gpxq|2 dx “
ż

R

ˇ̌
ρ ´ τ e´V

ˇ̌2

e´V
eV ´V0 dx

ě λeC
ż

R

|pρ´ τ Zρ8q|2
Z ρ8

dx ě λeC

Z

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ρ
ρ8

´ τ Z

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dρ8,

(3.1)

where Z “
ş
Rd e

´V pxq dx. The conclusion would follow immediately by Lemma D.1.

Unfortunately, a strict positive lower bound on q would violate the positive definiteness of

k, which can be seen in (3.20). Luckily, we can state sufficient conditions on both k and q to

satisfy (3.1). We do this by compensating the non-positive values of q with the information

on the gradient ∇ĝ via a Poincaré-Wirtinger argument, see Section 3.3. Our approach is to

reconstruct k from a given weight q with sufficient properties as described above. This is

performed in Section 3.4, where we derive a formula for k̂ in terms of q. In Section 3.5 we

further restrict our analysis to a particular step function q in order to prove Theorem 1.1

for dimension d ě 2. But before we present our argument, in Section 3.2 we use the above

methods in one dimension for a particular Matérn kernel kpxq “ e´|x|, thus proving Theorem

1.1 in 1D. This serves as a proof of concept.

3.1. Fisher information in Fourier variables. In the following technical key result we

pass to the Fourier variables. We observe that D
2pρ || ρ8q is an action of H´1pRdq functionals

on H1pRdq functions. Thus to pass to the Fourier variables, we need to adapt the classical

Plancherel formula to this setting. This is done in Lemma B.1.

Lemma 3.1. Let ρ satisfy (H), τ P R and k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq satisfy (1.10). Then, let

kΣpxq :“ detpΣ´ 1

2 q kpΣ´ 1

2xq and let h be either k or kΣ. Then, the dissipation D
2
hpρ || ρ8q,

defined in (B), satisfies

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q ě Ch

ż

Rd

k̂pξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiξq ĝpξq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dξ

“ Ch

ˆż

Rd

|ĝpξq|2 qpξqdξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝpξq|2 k̂pξqdξ
˙
,

(3.2)



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 15

where we define the functions

g0pxq :“
´
ρpxq ´ τ e´V pxq

¯
eV pxq´V0pxq

2 , zpxq :“ Σ
1

2x` µ, g :“ g0 ˝ z,

qpξq :“ 4π2 |ξ|2 k̂pξq ´ 1

2
divpξ k̂pξqq.

(3.3)

and the constants

Ck :“
a

detpΣq
σd

pσ1 ^ 1q
D2

k

, CkΣ :“
a

detpΣq
σd

, (3.4)

with Dk being the constant from (1.10) and 0 ă σ1 ď ... ď σd being eigenvalues of Σ.

Proof. It is straightforward to check

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q “

A
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2 , h ˚
´
∇pρ eV q e´V0

2

¯E
H´1pRdq,H1pRdq

“
A
∇ppρ ´ τ e´V q eV q e´V0

2 , h ˚
´
∇ppρ´ τ e´V q eV q e´V0

2

¯E
H´1pRdq,H1pRdq

.

We can represent the dissipation in terms of g0 as

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q “

B
∇g0 ` 1

2
Σ´1px ´ µq g0, h ˚

´
∇g0 ` 1

2
Σ´1px´ µq g0

¯F

H´1pRdq,H1pRdq
.

We aim at applying the Plancherel formula in the H´1 setting as in (P2) from Lemma B.1.

Therefore, we have to compute the Fourier transforms of the terms above. We have

Fp∇g0q “ p2πiξq ĝ0, F

ˆ
1

2
Σ´1px ´ µq g0

˙
“ e´2πiξµ i

2 p2πqΣ
´1∇

´
e2πiξµ ĝ0

¯
. (3.5)

These formulas hold in the sense of distributions. But as a consequence of Lemma B.2, we

know ∇ĝ0 exists in the Sobolev sense. Let us write the formulas above in terms of g. Recall

that g0pxq “ gpΣ´ 1

2 px´ µqq. Hence, a direct computation gives

ĝ0pξq “ detpΣ 1

2 q e´2πiξµ ĝpΣ 1

2 ξq. (3.6)

It follows that we can express

F

ˆ
1

2
Σ´1px´ µq g0

˙
“ detpΣ 1

2 q e´2πiξµ i

2 p2πqΣ
´1∇

´
ĝpΣ 1

2 ξq
¯

“ detpΣ 1

2 q e´2πiξµ i

2 p2πqΣ
´ 1

2∇ĝpΣ 1

2 ξq.
(3.7)

Next, we use (P2) in Lemma B.1 and (3.5)–(3.7) to obtain

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q “ detpΣq

ż

Rd

ĥpξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiξq ĝpΣ 1

2 ξq ` i

2 p2πqΣ
´ 1

2∇ĝpΣ 1

2 ξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dξ,
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where we used that |e´2πiξµ| “ 1. We apply the change of variables η “ Σ
1

2 ξ to get

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q “

a
detpΣq

ż

Rd

ĥpΣ´ 1

2 ηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌Σ´ 1

2

ˆ
p2πiηq ĝpηq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpηq
˙ˇ̌

ˇ̌
2

dη

ě
a

detpΣq
σd

ż

Rd

ĥpΣ´ 1

2 ηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpηq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dη.

(3.8)

We now transform the term ĥpΣ´ 1

2 ηq and prove

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q ě Ch

ż

Rd

k̂pηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpηq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dη. (3.9)

Indeed, if hpxq “ kΣpxq “ detpΣ´ 1

2 qkpΣ´ 1

2xq, we have ĥpηq “ k̂pΣ 1

2 ηq so ĥpΣ´ 1

2 ηq “ k̂pηq
and we arrive at (3.9). On the other hand, if hpxq “ kpxq, we estimate

1 ` |Σ´ 1

2 η|2 ď 1 ` 1

σ1
|η|2 ď 1

pσ1 ^ 1q p1 ` |η|2q,

so using (1.10), we obtain

k̂pΣ´ 1

2 ηq ě 1

Dk

1

1 ` |Σ´ 1

2 η|2
ě pσ1 ^ 1q

Dk

1

1 ` |η|2 ě pσ1 ^ 1q
D2

k

k̂pηq.

and hence, we again deduce (3.9).

Using (3.9) we can easily obtain the assertion of the lemma. First, we expand the square to

get

D
2
hpρ || ρ8q ě Ch

´ A
4π2k̂ |η| ĝ, |η| ĝ

E
` 1

2

A
k̂ ηĝ,∇ĝ

E

` 1

2

A
k̂∇ĝ, ηĝ

E
` 1

16π2

A
k̂∇ĝ,∇ĝ

E ¯
,

where we recall that x¨, ¨y denotes the complex L2pRdq inner product. Finally, we write

A
k̂ ηĝ,∇ĝ

E
`

A
k̂∇ĝ, ηĝ

E
“ ´

A
divpk̂ ηqĝ, ĝ

E
´

A
k̂ η ¨ ∇ĝ, ĝ

E
`

A
k̂∇ĝ, ηĝ

E
“ ´

A
divpk̂ ηqĝ, ĝ

E
,

so that we have proven the inequality (3.2). �

Remark 3.2. Note that we scale kΣ with detpΣ´ 1

2 q to formally preserve the mass of k and

to ensure better stability of the constant λ in (B).
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 in 1D. In this section, we prove the Stein-log-Sobolev in-

equality in 1D. As explained in the beginning of the next section, this reasoning works only

in one space dimension.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 in 1D. We split the argument into four steps.

Passing to a standard kernel The first step is to derive the inequality

D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ě Ck

DkDk0,1

ż

Rd

k̂0,1pξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpξq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dξ, (3.10)

where k0,1 P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq is a fixed kernel that satisfies (1.10), Ck is the constant in

(3.4) and Dk, Dk0,1 are the constants of k and k0,1 respectively in (1.10). By assumption the

given kernel k satisfies all assumptions of Lemma 3.1. This means that the following lower

estimate holds for all ρ satisfying (H),

D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ě Ck

ż

Rd

k̂pξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpξq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpξq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dξ, (3.11)

where Ck is the constant in (3.4). Inspired by [16], we choose a particular Matérn kernel

k0,1pxq :“ e´|x|. (3.12)

One can show that this kernel has the Fourier transform k̂0,1pξq “ 1
1`4π2ξ2

. Thus as both

kernels k and k0,1 satisfy (1.10), we can show DkDk0,1 k̂ ě k̂0,1. Then combining this

inequality with (3.11), we immediately see that (3.10) holds true.

Dissipation dominates L2-norm As in (3.2), we can rewrite the inequality (3.10) as

D
2
kpρ||ρ8q ě Ck

DkDk0,1

ˆż

R

|ĝ|2q dξ ` 1

16π2

ż

R

|∇ĝ|2k̂0,1 dξ
˙

where g and q are defined in (3.3) using k0,1. The next step is to establish the following

lower bound

ż

R

|ĝ|2q dξ ` 1

16π2

ż

R

|∇ĝ|2k̂0,1 dξ ě λ0,1

ż

R

|g|2 dξ (3.13)
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for some λ0,1 ą 0. To this end, we explicitly compute the weight q. This yields

qpξq “ 4π2|ξ|2k̂0,1pξq ´ 1

2
divpξk̂0,1pξqq “ 4π2ξ2

1 ` 4π2ξ2
` 4π2ξ2

p1 ` 4π2ξ2q2 ´ 1

2

1

1 ` 4π2ξ2
“

“ p4π2ξ2 ´ 1
2
qp1 ` 4π2ξ2q ` 4π2ξ2

p1 ` 4π2ξ2q2 “ pw ´ 1
2
qp1 ` wq ` w

p1 ` wq2 ,

where we write w “ 4π2ξ2. The numerator is a convex quadratic function with critical

point at wc “ ´3
4

and only one positive root at w˚ “
?
17´3
4

. Then q has negative values

only in the ball Bε with radius ε :“
??

17´3

2π
. Given δ ą 0 we define β :“ qpε ` δq and

α :“ ´qp0q “ 1
2
. By a direct computation q1pξq “ w`5

p1`wq3 4π
2ξ ě 0 so that q is increasing

for ξ ě 0. Then, we have the lower bound

qpξq ě

$
’&
’%

´α if |ξ| ă ε` δ,

β if |ξ| ě ε` δ.

We use this to estimate the first term in the LHS of (3.13) as follows

ż

RzBε`δ

|ĝpξq|2qpξqdξ `
ż

Bε`δ

|ĝpξq|2qpξqdξ ě β

ż

RzBε`δ

|ĝpξq|2 dξ ´ α

ż

Bε`δ

|ĝpξq|2 dξ.

We will choose τ P R, in the definition of g, such that
ş
Bε`δ

ĝpξqdξ “ 0 (note that this is

analogue to (1.9)). This allows us to use the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and get

ż

Bε`δ

|ĝ|2 dξ ď
ˆ
ε` δ

p1{2,1

˙2 ż

Bε`δ

|∇ĝ|2 dξ ď 1

k̂0,1pε ` δq

ˆ
ε` δ

p1{2,1

˙2 ż

Bε`δ

|∇ĝ|2 k̂0,1 dξ.

Above, we used the monotonicity of k̂0,1 and the optimal constant in the Poincaré-Wirtinger

inequality from Lemma D.3. In order for (3.13) to hold, it now suffices to find δ such that

α

k̂0,1pε ` δq

ˆ
ε ` δ

p1{2,1

˙2

ă 1

16π2
.

By continuity, such δ exists if

α

k̂0,1pεq

ˆ
ε

p1{2,1

˙2

ă 1

16π2
, (3.14)
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which is true because α

k̂0,1pεq

´
ε

p1{2,1

¯2

« 0.00335 and 1
16π2 « 0.00633. The optimal value for

λ0,1 is given by

λ0,1 “ sup
δą0

min

#
qpε ` δq, k̂0,1pε ` δq

16π2

ˆ
p1{2,1
ε ` δ

˙2

´ α

+
. (3.15)

L2-norm dominates Kullback-Leibler We use the definition of function g in (3.3) and the

change of variables y “ zpxq “ Σ
1

2x` µ

D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ě Ckλ0,1

DkDk0,1

ż

R

|g0pzpxqq|2 dx “ Ckλ0,1

DkDk0,1

a
detpΣq

ż

R

|g0pyq|2 dy.

Finally, we exploit the definition of g0 and use property (1.5) to obtain

D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ě Ck λ0,1

DkDk0,1

a
detpΣq

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇpρ ´ τ e´V q eV ´V0

2

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dx

ě Ck λ0,1 e
C

DkDk0,1

a
detpΣq

ż

R

|pρ ´ τ Zρ8q|2
Z ρ8

dx ě Ck λ0,1 e
C

DkDk0,1

a
detpΣqZ

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dρ

dρ8
´ τ Z

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dρ8,

where Z “
ş
R
e´V dx. Using Lemma D.1, we can bound the RHS by the Kullback-Leibler

distance to deduce

D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ě λ

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dρ

dρ8
´ τ Z

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dρ8 ě λKLpρ||ρ8q,

where the Stein-log-Sobolev constant is given by

λ “ Ck λ0,1 e
C

DkDk0,1

a
detpΣqZ

“ λ0,1

D 3
k Dk0,1

¨ e
C

Z
¨ σ1 ^ 1

σd
.

Proof of L2 and H´1 estimate In order to derive the L2 estimate in (1.12) we use the in-

equality (B) that we proved above. We must somehow estimate the value τ (given by (1.9))

in terms of D
2pρ||ρ8q and ‖ρ‖L1 . An estimate on ‖ρeV ´V0

2 ‖L2 will immediately follow from

this. Take any bounded open interval I Ď R and note that

λ

ż

I

ˇ̌
ˇρeV ´V0

2 ´ τ e´V0
2

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dx ď λ

ż

R

ˇ̌
ˇρeV ´V0

2 ´ τ e´V0
2

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dx ď D
2
kpρ || ρ8q.

We expand the square, use Cauchy-Schwarz and estimate

λ

ż

I

ˇ̌
ˇρeV ´V0

2

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dx` λNτ2 ď D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ` 2λτ

ż

I

ρ eV ´V0 dx

ď D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ` 2λemτ‖ρ‖L1 ď D

2
kpρ || ρ8q ` λN

2
τ2 ` 2λe2m

N
‖ρ‖2L1 ,

(3.16)
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where we define m :“ ‖V ´ V0‖L8pIq, N :“
ş
I
e´V0 dx and we used that τ P R. We thus

derive a bound on τ by

τ2 ď 2

λN
D
2
kpρ || ρ8q ` 4e2m

N2
‖ρ‖2L1 .

Now by the reverse triangle inequality we bound the L2 norm of ρeV ´V0
2 by

‖ρeV ´V0
2 ‖L2 ď

c
1

λ
D
2
kpρ||ρ8q ` τ‖e´V0‖

1

2

L1 ď C
`
‖ρ‖L1 `

b
D
2
kpρ||ρ8q

˘
,

where C ą 0 is a constant independent of ρ. Using (P2) from Lemma B.1 and (1.10) we

observe that

1

Dk

‖∇pρeV qe´V0
2 ‖2H´1 ď D

2pρ||ρ8q ď Dk‖∇pρeV qe´V0
2 ‖2H´1 .

As a consequence of this inequality and the identity (1.11), we find the additional bound

‖ρeV ´V0
2 ∇V0‖H´1 ď ‖∇pρeV ´V0

2 q‖H´1 ` ‖∇pρeV qe´V0
2 ‖H´1

ď C
`
‖ρeV ´V0

2 ‖L2 `
a

D2pρ||ρ8q
˘

ď C
`
‖ρ‖L1 `

a
D2pρ||ρ8q

˘
,

where C ą 0 is a varying constant independent of ρ. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. The proof above works also for the kernel kΣpxq “ kpΣ´ 1

2xq because it also

satisfies Lemma 3.1. Its advantage is that it yields a better constant λ “ λ0,1

D3

k
Dk0,1

¨ eC

Z
¨ 1

σd
.

However, the kernel depends on Σ and involves multiplication Σ´ 1

2x, which increases the

computational cost. We elected to concentrate the analysis on kernels k that are independent

of the distribution ρ8.

3.3. Sufficient condition on k̂ and q. The proof in Subsection 3.2 will fail in higher

dimensions, since the condition (3.14) will not hold for d ě 2, see Figure 1. This impels us

to construct new kernels k that overcome the failure of this condition. In this section, for

a general kernel k, we formulate sufficient conditions on k̂ and q to obtain the lower bound

(3.13) as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in 1D.
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Figure 1. The value α

k̂0,1pεq

´
4πε
pd{2,1

¯2

(y-axis, log-scale) vs the dimension d

(x-axis). The constraint (3.14) is only satisfied for d “ 1.

Lemma 3.4 (sufficient conditions on k̂ and q). Let k and q be as in Lemma 3.1. Further-

more, assume that k and q are radially symmetric and that there exists constants α, β, ε, θ ą 0

such that

qprq ě

$
’&
’%

´α if r ă ε,

β if r ě ε

for r P r0,8q and k̂prq ě θ for r P r0, εs.

If the following strict inequality holds

α

θ

ˆ
ε

pd{2,1

˙2

ă 1

16π2
, (3.17)

where pd{2,1 is defined in Lemma D.3, then it holds

ż

Rd

|ĝ|2q dξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝ|2k̂ dξ ě ν

ż

Rd

|g|2 dξ, (3.18)

where g is defined in (3.3), τ P R is defined in (1.9), ρ satisfies (H) and V satisfies (1.5).

Moreover, the parameter ν is given by

ν “ min

"
β,

θ

16π2

´pd{2,1
ε

¯2

´ α

*
. (3.19)
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Proof. Consider the ball Bε “ tξ : |ξ| ď εu. We can estimate

ż

RdzBε

|ĝpξq|2qpξqdξ `
ż

Bε

|ĝpξq|2qpξqdξ ě β

ż

RdzBε

|ĝpξq|2 dξ ´ α

ż

Bε

|ĝpξq|2 dξ.

As in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in 1D, the negative value can be compensated by the

information on the gradient. We choose τ P R such that
ş
Bε
ĝ dξ “ 0 (see (1.9)) so that by

the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality in Lemma D.3 we get

ż

Bε

|ĝpξq|2 dξ ď
ˆ

ε

pd{2,1

˙2 ż

Bε

|∇ĝpξq|2 dξ ď 1

θ

ˆ
ε

pd{2,1

˙2 ż

Rd

|∇ĝpξq|2k̂pξqdξ.

Hence, to conclude the lower bound (3.18) we see that (3.17) needs to hold. From this, we

deduce that the optimal value ν can be expressed as the minimum (3.19). �

3.4. Reconstructing kernels from weights. For any given radially symmetric weight q,

we explicitly reconstruct the kernel frequency k̂ from the PDE stated in (3.3). We also study

the differentiability of k̂.

Lemma 3.5 (formula for the kernel frequency k̂). Let q P L1
locp0,8q have a representative,

denoted by the same symbol, that is differentiable at r “ 0. Then, there exists the unique

radially symmetric kernel frequency k̂ P W 1,1
loc X L8

locpr0,8qq that solves the ODE

ˆ
4π2r2 ´ d

2

˙
k̂prq ´ r

2
k̂1prq “ qprq.

It is explicitly given by

k̂prq “ ´ 2

rd
e4π

2r2
ż r

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds “ ´2

ż 1

0

qpurqud´1e4π
2r2p1´u2q du

“ ´ 1

p2πrqd e
4π2r2

ż 4π2r2

0

q

ˆ?
u

2π

˙
u

d
2

´1e´u du.

(3.20)

Furthermore, its derivative reads

k̂1prq “ ´2

ˆ
8π2r ´ d

r

˙
e4π

2r2

rd

ż r

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds´ 2

r
qprq (3.21)

and it is bounded at the origin.
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Proof. Suppose we know the solution k̂ satisfies k̂pδq “ k̂δ for some δ, k̂δ ą 0. Then by

standard linear ODE methods we can explicitly solve for k̂ by

k̂prq “ e4π
2r2

rd

ˆ
δde´4π2δ2 k̂δ ´ 2

ż r

δ

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds

˙
.

In order for k̂ to be bounded near the origin, the term inside the brackets must converge to

zero as r Ñ 0. In particular, taking the limit inside the brackets yields

δde´4π2δ2 k̂δ ` 2

ż δ

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds “ 0.

As δ is arbitrary, we derive a formula for k̂ by solving for k̂δ in the previous equation and

substituting δ with any r ą 0. This yields the unique solution

k̂prq “ ´ 2

rd
e4π

2r2
ż r

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds.

Then, the second formula in (3.20) follows by the change of variables u “ s{r. The last

expression in (3.20) follows by the change of variables u “ 4π2s2 so that du “ 8π2s ds and

ż r

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds “ 1

8π2

ż 4π2r2

0

q

ˆ?
u

2π

˙ ˆ?
u

2π

˙d´2

e´u du

“ 1

2 p2πqd
ż 4π2r2

0

q

ˆ?
u

2π

˙
u

d
2

´1e´u du.

We proceed to further properties of k̂. Since q is continuous at the origin, k̂ is bounded at

the origin by

lim sup
rÑ0

|k̂prq| ď lim sup
rÑ0

2

r

ż r

0

|qpsq|
´s
r

¯d´1

ds ď lim sup
rÑ0

2

r

ż r

0

|qpsq|ds ă 8.

Let us now show the differentiability of k̂. From the formula (3.21), we see that the only diffi-

culty is at r “ 0. Since q is differentiable at the origin, there exists a function h : r0,8q Ñ R

such that

qprq “ qp0q ` r q1p0q ` hprq, hprq “ oprq whenever r Ñ 0.
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Directly differentiating and using the above Taylor expansion we obtain

k̂1prq “ ´2

ˆ
8π2r ´ d

r

˙
e4π

2r2

rd

ż r

0

qpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds´ 2

r
qprq

“ qp0q
r

˜
d
e4π

2r2

p2πrqd γ
ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
´ 2

¸
´ 2q1p0q (3.22)

´ 2

ˆ
8π2r ´ d

r

˙
e4π

2r2

rd

ż r

0

hpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds´ 2

r
hprq (3.23)

´ 8π2r
e4π

2r2

p2πrqd qp0q γ
ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
´

ˆ
8π2r ´ d

r

˙
e4π

2r2

p2πrqd
q1p0q
2π

γ

ˆ
d ` 1

2
, 4π2r2

˙
,

(3.24)

where γ is the incomplete gamma function defined in (A.1). To control the singularities and

the unknown terms, we notice for all a, z ą 0 that

1

a
zae´z “ e´z

ż z

0

sa´1 ds ď γpa, zq ď
ż z

0

sa´1 ds “ 1

a
za. (3.25)

Hence, we can estimate the singular terms in (3.22) as follows, keeping in mind qp0q ă 0,

0 “ qp0q
r

p2 ´ 2q ě qp0q
r

˜
d
e4π

2r2

p2πrqd γ
ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
´ 2

¸
ě 2qp0q e

4π2r2 ´ 1

r
.

The other terms in (3.23) are easy to control because (3.25) implies that the following

functions

r ÞÑ 1

p2πrqd γ
ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
and r ÞÑ 1

p2πrqd`1
γ

ˆ
d` 1

2
, 4π2r2

˙
(3.26)

converge when r Ñ 0. Finally, the terms with function h in (3.24) can be controlled by

using the fact hprq “ oprq whenever r Ñ 0. More precisely, for all η ą 0, there exists ε ą 0

such that |hprq| ă η r for all r P r0, εs. Then we estimate

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

rd`1

ż r

0

hpsqsd´1e´4π2s2 ds

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď η

2 p2πrqd`1
γ

ˆ
d` 1

2
, 4π2r2

˙
,

and thus we conclude using (3.26) again and the fact that η ą 0 is arbitrarily small. �
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3.5. Proof of the existence of kernel in higher dimensions. In what follows we assume

the simplest form of the weight q being piecewise constant and we prove that it leads to a

kernel satisfying the Stein-log-Sobolev inequality. The construction will extensively use the

notions of the incomplete gamma functions γps, rq and Γps, rq, summarized in Appendix A.

It is worth comparing the Fourier transform of the kernel constructed in this section with

the one from Section 3.2, see Figure 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (Case 2). We split the proof into six steps.

A candidate for function k̂0,d. Let α, ε ą 0, r ě 0 and define the weight

qprq “

$
’&
’%

´α if r ď ε,

αβ if r ą ε,

β :“ γ
`
d
2
, 4π2ε2

˘

Γ
`
d
2
, 4π2ε2

˘ . (3.27)

We have chosen β such that
ż 8

0

q

ˆ?
u

2π

˙
u

d
2

´1e´u du “ 0. (3.28)

This condition, together with the form of q in (3.27), guarantees that k̂0,d given by (3.20)

satisfies k̂0,d ą 0 (so that k is formally positive definite by Bochner’s Theorem [53]). Using

(3.28) and the third formula in (3.20) we can compute k̂0,d explicitly as

k̂0,dprq “

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

α
expp4π2r2q

p2πrqd γ

ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
if r ď ε,

αβ
expp4π2r2q

p2πrqd Γ

ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
if r ą ε.

(3.29)

Monotonicity of k̂0,d. We claim that the function k̂0,d is increasing on r0, εs and decreasing

on rε,8q with k̂0,dp0q “ 2α
d

and limrÑ8 k̂0,dprq “ 0. Indeed, using the second formula in

(3.20) we have

lim
rÑ0

k̂0,dprq “ 2α

ż 1

0

ud´1 du “ 2α

d
.

All other assertions follow directly from Lemma A.1 and formula (3.29).

The Fourier inversion and the regularity of k0,d. We now prove that there exists function

k0,d P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq with Fourier transform k̂0,d.
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Fix m P N and write k̂0,d “ k̂0,d 14π2r2ď1 ` k̂0,d 14π2r2ą1. Concerning the term k̂0,d 14π2r2ą1,

using Lemma A.4 and the explicit formula (3.29), we can write for n P N to be chosen later,

constants C0, ..., Cn P R and an error function εn : r0,8q Ñ R

k̂0,dprq “
nÿ

i“1

Ci

p1 ` 4π2r2qi 14π2r2ą1 ` εnprq14π2r2ą1 ` k̂0,d 14π2r2ď1

“
nÿ

i“1

Ci

p1 ` 4π2r2qi ´
nÿ

i“1

Ci

p1 ` 4π2r2qi 14π2r2ď1 ` εnprq14π2r2ą1 ` k̂0,d 14π2r2ď1,

where |εnprq| ď C0r
´pn`1q. We let

pk1prq :“
nÿ

i“1

Ci

p1 ` 4π2r2qi ,
pk2prq :“

˜
k̂0,d ´

nÿ

i“1

Ci

p1 ` 4π2r2qi

¸
14π2r2ď1 ` εnprq14π2r2ą1.

There exists a function k1 with Fourier transform pk1, namely

k1 “
nÿ

i“1

Ci K ˚ . . . ˚ Klooooomooooon
i times

, (3.30)

where K is the solution of (B.2) in Lemma B.3. Since the Fourier transform is a bijection on

the space of tempered distributions, the function k1 is uniquely determined. By the Young

convolutional inequality each summand in (3.30), and consequently also k1, shares the same

regularity as K. In particular, we have proven k1 P L1pRdq.

Concerning pk2, we choose n sufficiently large so that

ż

4π2|ξ|2ą1

|εnp|ξ|q|2 p1 ` |ξ|2qm dξ ă 8. (3.31)

First, since the Fourier transform is an isometric isomorphism on L2pRdq and pk2 P L2pRdq,
there exists a unique function k2 with Fourier transform pk2. Moreover, by (3.31),

ż

Rd

|pk2pξq|2 p1 ` |ξ|2qm dξ ă 8,

so that k2 P HmpRdq, and hence k2 P L2pRdq, as desired.

Kernel satisfies upper- and lower bounds in (1.10). By using Corollary A.3 we have

lim
rÑ8

αβ
expp4π2r2q
p2πrqd´2

Γ

ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
“ αβ ą 0.
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Hence, there exists large R ą maxp1, εq such that for r P rR,8q we have

αβ

2
ď αβ

expp4π2r2q
p2πrqd´2

Γ

ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
ď 2αβ.

In particular,

αβ

2 p1 ` r2q ď αβ

2 r2
ď αβ

expp4π2r2q
p2πrqd´2

Γ

ˆ
d

2
, 4π2r2

˙
1

r2
ď 2αβ

r2
ď 4αβ

p1 ` r2q , (3.32)

which proves the bounds in (1.10) for r P rR,8q. To conclude, it suffices to notice that since

functions 1
1`r2

and k̂0,dprq are bounded away from 0 on r0, Rs (by Step 2), there is always a

constant C ą 0 depending on R such that

1

C

1

1 ` r2
ď k̂0,dprq ď C

1

1 ` r2
for r P r0, Rs. (3.33)

Combining (3.32) and (3.33), the proof of the upper- and lower bound in (1.10) is concluded.

Boundedness of k̂1
0,d. By Lemma 3.5, we know that k̂1

0,dprq is locally bounded and it remains

to prove that it remains bounded when r Ñ 8. In fact, we will prove limrÑ8 k̂1
0,dprq “ 0.

Indeed, by a direct computation for r ą ε and the chain rule

k̂1
0,dprq “ αβ Bs

„
ess´ d

2Γ

ˆ
d

2
, s

˙ ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
s“4πr2

p8πrq. (3.34)

Lemma A.5 implies that the RHS of (3.34) converges to 0 when r Ñ 8.

Proof of the inequality (B). We know that k0,d P L1pRdq`L2pRdq, k̂0,d satisfies (1.10). Hence,

all assumptions of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.4 are satisfied. By choosing ε small enough, we see

that (3.17) in Lemma 3.4 holds. Hence, there exists λ0,d such that
ż

Rd

|ĝ|2q dξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝ|2k̂0,d dξ ě λ0,d

ż

Rd

|g|2 dξ (3.35)

for g as in Lemma 3.4. In this case the value λ0,d is given by

λ0,d “ αmin

#
γ

`
d
2
, 4π2ǫ2

˘

Γ
`
d
2
, 4π2ǫ2

˘ , 1

8π2d

´pd{2,1
ε

¯2

´ 1

+
. (3.36)

Thus, we can optimize the coefficient λ0,d, by choosing ε such that

ε :“ argmax

δP
´
0,

b
2

d

pd{2,1
2π

¯ min

#
γ

`
d
2
, 4π2δ2

˘

Γ
`
d
2
, 4π2δ2

˘ , 1

8π2d

´pd{2,1
δ

¯2

´ 1

+
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Figure 2. The shape of the kernel frequency k̂0,d with α “ 1 and ε “
0.05, 0.1 for different dimensions d. On the x axis we have the radius r,

and on the y axis we have the value k̂0,dprq. Contrary to the kernel which

satisfies (B) in one dimension k̂0,dpξq “ 1
1`C |ξ|2 , the ones constructed for

higher dimensions first increase and then decrease to 0 at infinity.

We conclude by following the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in 1D, in Section

3.2. �

Remark 3.6. It may be worth commenting optimality of the choice of the weight q in

(3.27). It is an interesting open problem to understand if introducing more complicated

shapes of q (for example, oscillations) leads to better regularity properties of the kernel k.

We leave this as an open question.

4. Weak Solutions to the Stein Gradient Flow

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3, i.e. the existence of distributional solutions ρ “ ρpt, xq
to the PDE (MF SVGD) with initial value ρ0 P PpRdq, which we recall for convenience

Btρ “ div
´
ρ eV ´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

¯¯

ρp0, xq “ ρ0pxq

on p0,8q ˆ R
d,

on R
d.

(4.1)
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Let us explain the strategy of our proof. The starting point is to consider an approximation

of the PDE (4.1)

Btρ “ div
´
ρ ωη ˚

”
eVη´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇ppρ ˚ ωηqeVη q e´V0

2

¯ı¯

` 1

R
div p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηq

on p0,8q ˆBR, (4.2)

ρ “ 0 on p0,8q ˆ BBR, (4.3)

ρp0, ¨q “ ρ
R,η
0 :“ pρ1BR´1

q ˚ ωη on BR, (4.4)

where we regularise the potential and the target probability measure

Vη :“ V ˚ ωη, ρη8 “ e´Vη . (4.5)

The approximating problem uses the mollification kernel tωηuηPp0,1q with parameter η defined

by ωηpxq “ 1
ηd
ω̃

´
x
η

¯
for a smooth function ω̃ such that

ω̃ ą 0 on B1, ω̃ “ 0 on R
dzB1,

ż

Rd

ω̃ dx “ 1, ω̃pxq “ ω̃p|x|q.

To make the convolutions in space well-defined, we always extend ρpt, xq “ 0 for x R BR.

The existence of classical solutions ρ “: ρR,η to (4.2)–(4.4) follows from the standard theory

of second-order parabolic PDEs. For the sake of completeness, we present the proof in

Appendix C.

In Section 4.1 we obtain uniform bounds with respect to R and η for on the following terms

pρR,η ˚ ωηqeVη´V0
2 , ∇ppρR,η ˚ ωηqeVη qe´V0

2 , BtρR,η.

These estimates are a consequence of a selection of η in terms of R, the fact that the kernel

k satisfies Theorem 1.1, as well as the careful construction of the approximating problem

(4.2) so that the inequality (B) can be applied.

In Section 4.2 we use these bounds to pass to the limit R Ñ 8 and η Ñ 0 in (4.2)–(4.4),

hence proving the existence of weak solution to (4.1).

We point out that the approximating scheme leading to the existence of a solution to (4.1)

does not require us to normalize the initial condition in (4.4). Furthermore, we observe that
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by (1.5)

C ď
ż

Rd

´
V px´ yq´1

2
px´ y ´ µq ¨ Σ´1px´ y ´ µq

¯
ωηpyqdy

“ Vηpxq ´ V0pxq ´ 1

2

ż

Rd

y ¨ Σ´1y ωηpyqdy ď Vηpxq ´ V0pxq,
(4.6)

so that Vη satisfies (1.5) with the same constant C as V . Thus, we can employ the bound

(B) with the same constant λ for all R and η.

4.1. Uniform estimates for (1.3). In this section, we prove uniform estimates that are

required for the proof of Theorem 1.3. We start by selecting η in terms of R. As ∇V is

continuous, there exists η “ ηpRq P p0, 1
R

q sufficiently small such that

for all x, y P BR`2 with |x ´ y| ă η it holds |∇V pxq ´ ∇V pyq| ă 1

R
. (4.7)

We write

ρR :“ ρR,ηpRq, ρR0 :“ ρ
R,ηpRq
0 , ρR8 :“ ρ

ηpRq
8 VR :“ VηpRq, ωR :“ ωηpRq.

Lemma 4.1. There exists R0 ě 2 such that following sequences are uniformly bounded:

(E1) tKLpρR0 ||ρR8qquRěR0
in R,

(E2) tρR0 uRěR0
in H´mpRdq for any fixed m ą d

2
,

(E3) tpρR ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 uRěR0

in L2pp0, T q ˆ R
dq for all fixed T ą 0,

(E4) t∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2 uRěR0

in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq for all fixed T ą 0,

(E5) tKLpρRT ||ρR8quRěR0
for all fixed T ą 0,

(E6)
!
k ˚

´
∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2

¯)
RěR0

in L2p0, T ;H1pRdqq for all fixed T ą 0,

(E7)

"
1?
R

|∇ρR`ρR∇VR|?
ρR

*

RěR0

in L2pp0, T q ˆ R
dq for all fixed T ą 0,

(E8) tBtρRuRěR0
in pL2dp0, T ;Hm

0 pBLqq˚ for any fixed L ą 0, T ą 0, q “ 3 _ d and

m ą d
2
.

Moreover,

lim
RÑ8

KLpρR0 ||ρR8q “ KLpρ0||ρ8q. (4.8)

Proof. We split the proof into several steps. For simplicity, in the proof of (E3)–(E8), we

write ρ for ρR.



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 31

Estimate (E1). Let Φpρq :“ ρ ÞÑ ρ logp ρ

ρR8
q “ ρ log ρ` ρVR. First, by (D.1) and (4.6),

´2

e
e´C{2 e´V0pxq{2 ď ´2

e
e´VRpxq{2 ď ΦpρR0 q, (4.9)

so the negative part of ΦpρR0 q is bounded in L1pRdq. Second, Φ is convex as a sum of convex

and linear functions. Applying Jensen’s inequality

ΦpρR0 q ď Φpρ01BR´1
q ˚ ωR “ pΦpρ0q1BR´1

q ˚ ωR. (4.10)

Combining the two facts we can integrate to get
ż

Rd

ΦpρR0 qdx ď
ż

Rd

ż

BR´1

Φpρ0pyqqωRpx´ yqdy ď
ż

BR´1

Φpρ0pyqqdy ď
ż

Rd

|Φpρ0pyqq|dy.

The Fubini theorem can be applied because, by KLpρ0||ρ8q ă 8 and from Lemma D.2 we

deduce Φpρ0q P L1pRdq. This also allows to obtain (E1).

Convergence (4.8). By (4.9) and (4.10) we know that

|ΦpρR0 q| ď 2

e
e´C{2 e´V0pxq{2 ` |Φpρ0q| ˚ ωR,

where the RHS is convergent in L1pRdq since Φpρ0q P L1pRdq. By a variant of Vitali conver-

gence theorem [8, Corollary A.1] we deduce that ΦpρR0 q Ñ Φpρ0q in L1pRdq, which implies

in particular the claim.

Estimate (E2). For all ψ P W 1,8pRdq we compute

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

ψ dρR0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

ψ ˚ ωR dρ0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ‖ψ ˚ ωR‖W 1,8 ď ‖ψ‖W 1,8 ď C ‖ψ‖Hm

for some constant C ą 0, where in the last step we used the Sobolev embedding theo-

rem HmpRdq ãÑ W 1,8pRdq and Young convolution inequality. Taking the supremum over

‖ψ‖Hm ď 1 proves the claim.

Energy dissipation type inequality to prove (E3)–(E8). First, we show that there exists a

constant C ą 0 not depending on R such that the following estimate holds

ż T

0

D
2pρt ˚ ωR||ρR8qdt´ C

R

´
‖pρ ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖2
L2
t,x

` ‖∇
`
pρ ˚ ωRqeVR

˘
e´V0

2 ‖2
L2
tH

´1
x

¯

` 1

R

ż T

0

ż

BR

|∇ρt ` ρt∇VR|2
ρt

dxdt ď KLpρR0 ||ρR8q ´ KLpρT ||ρR8q.
(4.11)
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We multiply (4.2) with lnpρt eVRq, integrate over R
d and apply integration by parts with

Lemma D.5 (passing κ Ñ 0) to derive

BtKLpρt||ρη8q ` 1

R

ż

Rd

|∇ρt ` ρt∇VR|2
ρt

dx

`
ż

Rd

k ˚
´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯
¨
´
∇pρt ˚ ωRq ` ωR ˚

”
ρt∇VR

ı¯
eVR´V0

2 dx ď 0.

(4.12)

To get the claim, we need to replace ωR ˚
”
ρt∇VR

ı
with pωR ˚ ρtq∇VR. The corresponding

error equals

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

k ˚
´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯
¨
´
ωR ˚

”
ρt∇VR

ı
´ pρt ˚ ωRq∇VR

¯
eVR´V0

2 dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ż

Rd

ˇ̌
ˇk ˚

´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯ˇ̌
ˇ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

ρtpyqωRpx ´ yq
´
∇VRpyq ´ ∇VRpxq

¯
dy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ eVR´V0

2 dx.

We estimate the difference |∇VRpyq ´ ∇VRpxq|. We can restrict to x, y P BR`1. Indeed, if

y R BR, then the integrand is zero by the support of ρt. Consequently, if x R BR`1, then

ωRpx ´ yq “ 0. For x, y P BR`1, using the choice (4.7), we compute

|∇VRpyq ´ ∇VRpxq| ď
ż

Rd

ωRpzq|∇V py ´ zq ´ ∇V px´ zq|dz ď 1

R

ż

Rd

ωRpzqdz “ 1

R
.

We can thus bound the term above by

ż

Rd

ˇ̌
ˇk ˚

´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯ˇ̌
ˇ ¨

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

ρtpyqωRpx ´ yq
´
∇VRpyq ´ ∇VRpxq

¯
dy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ eVR´V0

2 dx

ď 1

R

ż

Rd

ˇ̌
ˇk ˚

´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯ˇ̌
ˇ ¨ pρt ˚ ωRq eVR´V0

2 dx.

We use the Hölder inequality, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (P1) from Lemma B.1 to

estimate

ż

Rd

ˇ̌
ˇk ˚

´
∇

´
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

¯
e´V0

2

¯ˇ̌
ˇ ¨ pρt ˚ ωRq eVR´V0

2 dx

ď
›››k ˚

´
∇ppρt ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2

¯›››
H1

x

›››pρt ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2

›››
L2
x

ď C

ˆ›››∇ppρt ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2

›››
2

H´1
x

`
›››pρt ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2

›››
2

L2
x

˙
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for some constant C ě 1 independent of R. Thus, we can transform (4.12) to get

BtKLpρt||ρR8q ` 1

R

ż

BR

|∇ρt ` ρt∇VR|2
ρt

dx` D
2pρt ˚ ωR||ρR8q

´ C

R

´
‖pρt ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖2L2
x

` ‖∇
`
pρt ˚ ωRqeVR

˘
e´V0

2 ‖2
H´1

x

¯
ď 0,

where C ą 0 is some constant independent of R. Integrating in time yields the result.

Estimate (E3). Using (1.10) and (P2) from Lemma B.1 we have

1

Dk

‖pρt ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2 ‖2

H´1
x

ď D
2pρt ˚ ωR||ρR8q ď Dk ‖pρt ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2 ‖2
H´1

x
. (4.13)

Using (D.1) from Lemma D.2 and (4.6) we can bound from below

KLpρT ||ρR8q ě ´2

e

ż

BR

e´VR
2 dx ě ´2

e
e´ C

2

ż

Rd

e´V0
2 dx ą ´8. (4.14)

Then, using (4.11) and (4.13) we get

ˆ
1 ´ C

R

˙ ż T

0

D
2pρt ˚ ωR||ρR8qdt´ C

R
‖pρ ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖2
L2
t,x

ď KLpρR0 ||ρR8q ` C, (4.15)

for some constant C ą 0 not depending on R. Additionally, using (B) and (1.12) we derive

an estimate of the L2-norm by

„
λ

C0

ˆ
1 ´ C

R

˙
´ C

R


‖pρ ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖2
L2
t,x

ď λ

C0

ˆ
1 ´ C

R

˙ ż T

0

C0p1 ` D
2pρt ˚ ωR||ρR8qqdt ´ C

R
‖pρ ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖2
L2
t,x

ď KLpρR0 ||ρR8q `C ` λT

ˆ
1 ´ C

R

˙
,

where C0 is the constant in (1.12), which we can bound independently from R by Remark

1.2 and by the fact VR Ñ V in L8
loc. We thus see that (E3) holds by (E1) and by choosing

R sufficiently large.

Estimates (E4)– (E7). The estimate (E4) is an immediate consequence of (E1), (E3), the

estimate (4.15) and the equivalence (4.13). Consequently, the estimate (E5) follows from

(4.11), (4.14), the equivalence (4.13) and (E1), (E3), (E4). Then, (E6) is derived from (E4)

and (P1) in Lemma B.1, while (E7) follows directly from (4.11) and the previous bounds.
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Estimate (E8). Choose any q “ 3_ d. Let ψ P C8
c pp0, T q ˆBLq and extend it with 0 to the

whole of R
d. We use (4.2)–(4.4) and compute

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż T

0

ż

BL

ρ ¨ Btψ dxdt
ˇ̌
ˇ ď 1

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

BL

p∇ρ` ρ∇VRq ¨ ∇ψ dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż T

0

ż

BL`η

k ˚ ∇
`
pρ ˚ ωRqeVR

˘
e´V0

2 ¨
`
pρ∇ψq ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ .

(4.16)

To bound the first term in (4.16) we use the Hölder inequality twice, (E7) and conservation

of mass as follows

1

R

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

BL

p∇ρ` ρ∇VRq ¨ ∇ψ dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1?

R

››››
1?
R

∇ρ` ρ∇VR?
ρ

››››
L2
t,x

››ρ|∇ψ|2
›› 1

2

L1
t,x

ď C ‖ψ‖
L2
tW

1,8
x

ď C T
1

2
´ 1

2q ‖ψ‖
L
2q
t W

1,8
x

,

where C ą 0 is a constant independent of R and L. Next, we bound the second term in

(4.16). For this we use the Hölder inequality and estimate

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż T

0

ż

BL`1

k ˚ ∇
`
pρ ˚ ωRqeVR

˘
e´V0

2 ¨
`
pρ∇ψq ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď ‖k ˚ ∇
`
pρ ˚ ωRqeVR

˘
e´V0

2 ‖
L2
tL

2q
q´2
x pBL`1q

‖
`
pρ∇ψq ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 ‖
L2
tL

2q
q`2
x pBL`1q

.

(4.17)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem we have the continuous embedding H1pBL`1q ãÑ
L

2q
q´2 pBL`1q (to see this for d “ 1, note that the Sobolev embedding theorem implies

H1pBL`1q ãÑ C
1

2 pBL`1q ãÑ L
2q
q´2 pBL`1q; to see this for d “ 2, note the embedding im-

plies H1pBL`1q ãÑ W 1, 3
2 pBL`1q ãÑ L

2q
q´2 pBL`1q). Thus, we bound the first term in (4.17)

using these embeddings and (E6). The left-over term in (4.17) can be estimated using the

Hölder inequality twice

‖
`
pρ∇ψq ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 ‖
L2
tL

2q
q`2
x pBL`1q

ď ‖
`
ρ ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 ¨ ‖∇ψ‖
W

1,8
x

‖
L2
tL

2q
q`2
x pBL`1q

ď |BL`1| 1

2d ‖
`
ρ ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 ‖
L

2q
q´1

t L

2q
q`1
x pBL`1q

‖ψ‖
L
2q
t W

1,8
x pBLq.

Using (E3) and the conservation of mass, we observe that we have the uniform estimate

on
`
ρ ˚ ωR

˘
eVR´V0

2 P L8
t L

1
xpBL`1q X L2

tL
2
xpBL`1q. Thus, by interpolation of Lp-norms, we
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know that

ρ P Lpt
t L

px
x ,

1

pt
“ 1 ´ θ

2
,

1

px
“ θ ` 1 ´ θ

2
@θ P p0, 1q.

If we choose θ “ 1
q
, then we get px “ 2q

q`1
and pt “ 2q

q´1
. In particular, this means that

we can uniformly bound the second term in (4.17). Finally, by the Sobolev embedding

Hm
0 pBLq ãÑ W

1,8
0 pBLq, there exists a constant C ą 0, that does not depend on R, such

that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

Rd

ρ ¨ Btψ dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C‖ψ‖

L
2q
t Hm

x pBLq.

Taking the supremum in ‖ψ‖
L
2q
t Hm

x pBLq ď 1 proves (E8), thus concluding the proof. �

4.2. Passing to the limit R Ñ 8. We first establish compactness of the sequence tρRuRěR0
,

where R0 is the value from Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let m ą d
2

be fixed. There exists a subsequence (not relabelled) tρRuRěR0
and

function ρ : r0,8q ˆ R
d Ñ R

` with ρt P PpRdq for all t P r0,8q such that

ρRt Ñ ρt in Cpr0, T s;H´mpBLqq for all T,L ą 0, (4.18)

ρRt á ρt weakly in L1pRdq for all t P r0,8q. (4.19)

Moreover, for all L ą 0, T ą 0 and ϕ P C8
c pr0, T s ˆBLq we have

(L1) 1
R

p∇ρR ` ρR∇VRq Ñ 0 strongly in L1pRdq,
(L2) ppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 á pρ∇ϕqeVR´V0
2 weakly in L2pp0, T q ˆ R

dq and strongly in

L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq,
(L3) ∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2 á ∇pρeV qe´V0
2 weakly in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq,

(L4) k ˚ ∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2 á k ˚ ∇pρeV qe´V0

2 weakly in L2p0, T ;H1pRdqq.

Remark 4.3. In particular, from (4.18) we have that the map r0,8q Q t ÞÑ
ş
Rd ψpxq ρtpxqdx

is continuous for all ψ P Hm
0 pBLq.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Proof of (4.18). Let q “ d_3 and let T ą 0, L ą 0 be fixed. We argue

by an Arzéla-Ascoli argument, i.e. we show that the map t ÞÑ ρRt is uniformly bounded and

equicontinuous in H´mpBLq as well as tρRuRěR0
is compact in H´mpBLq for each t.
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Using (E8), there exists a constant C ą 0 independent of R such that for all ψ P Hm
0 pBLq

and t1, t2 P r0, T s
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Rd

ψ ρRt1 dx´
ż

Rd

ψ ρRt2 dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ‖BtρR‖pL2q

t Hm
x q˚‖χrt1,t2sψ‖L2q

t Hm
x

ď C|t1 ´ t2|
1

2q ‖ψ‖Hm
x pBLq.

Taking the supremum over ‖ψ‖Hm
x pBLq ď 1 we obtain

}ρRt1 ´ ρRt2}H´mpBLq ď C|t1 ´ t2|
1

2q . (4.20)

Using (E2) we see the curves are uniformly bounded in C
1

2q pr0, T s; H´mpBLqq with the

upper bound ‖ρRt ‖H´m ď ‖ρR0 ‖H´m ` CT
1

2q . Moreover, L1pBLq is compactly embedded

in H´mpBLq (Lemma B.4) so that for each fixed t P r0, T s, tρRt uRěR0
has a subsequence

converging strongly in H´mpBLq. Let Λ Ď r0, T s be a countable dense subset. By a diagonal

argument we may assume ρRt Ñ ρt in H´mpBLq as R Ñ 8 for all t P Λ. Finally, using

the Hölder continuity in (4.20) and completeness of H´mpBLq, there is a unique way of

extending ρt from Λ to r0, T s such that the convergence ρRt Ñ ρt is true for all t P r0, T s
and ρ P C

1

2q pr0, T s; H´mpBLqq. Finally, we use a diagonal argument once again to extend

the result for each ball BL and each interval of time r0, T s.

Proof of (4.19). Fix t P r0,8q. There exists R0 ě 2 such that by estimate (E5), condition

(1.5) and estimate (D.2) in Lemma D.2 we have the uniform bounds

sup
RěR0

ż

Rd

ρRt | logpρRt q|dx` sup
RěR0

ż

Rd

|x|2 ρRt dx ă 8.

In particular, the set tρRt uRěR0
is equi-integrable and tight so by the Dunfard-Pettis theorem,

we have that tρRt uRěR0
is weakly precompact in L1pRdq. Up to passing to a subsequence, we

have ρRt á µ in L1pRdq as R Ñ 8 for some µ P L1pRdq. Let ϕ P C8
c pRdq with supppϕq Ď BL

for some L ą 0. By (4.18) we have

ż

Rd

ϕµ dx “ lim
RÑ8

ż

Rd

ϕρRt dx “ xρt, ϕyH´mpBLq,Hm
0

pBLq.

It follows that in the sense of distributions ρt “ µ so that ρt, a priori an element of H´m
loc pRdq,

is in fact an L1pRdq function. Finally, the reasoning above shows that every subsequence of

tρRt uRěR0
has a further subsequence converging to ρt, so that we deduce (4.19).
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Convergence (L1). Using (E7), the fact that }ρR}L8
t L1

x
ď 1 by conservation of mass, and by

multiplying and dividing ρRt , we obtain

1

R

ż T

0

ż

BR

|∇ρR ` ρR∇VR|dxdt ď 1?
R

›››››
1?
R

∇ρR ` ρR∇VRa
ρR

›››››
L2
t,x

?
T Ñ 0.

Convergence (L2). First we show that the sequence tppρR∇ϕq˚ωRqeVR´V0
2 uRěR0

is bounded

in L2pp0, T q ˆ R
dq. This follows immediately from (E3) and the estimate

‖ppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 ‖L2

t,x
ď ‖∇ϕ‖8‖pρR ˚ ωRqeVR´V0

2 ‖L2
t,x
. (4.21)

By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, up to passing to a subsequence, ppρR∇ϕq˚ωRqeVR´V0
2 á ξ

weakly in L2pp0, T q ˆ R
dq for some ξ. To identify ξ, let ψ P C8

c pr0, T s ˆ R
dq. We have

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 ψ dxdt “

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ppψeVR´V0
2 q ˚ ωRq∇ϕρR dxdt.

Using convergence ppψeVR´V0
2 q ˚ ωRq∇ϕ Ñ ψeV ´V0

2 ∇ϕ in L8pp0, T q ˆ R
dq and (4.19) we

obtain ż T

0

ż

Rd

ξ ψ dxdt “
ż T

0

ż

Rd

ψeV ´V0
2 ∇ϕρdxdt

which implies ξ “ eV ´V0
2 ∇ϕρ. Standard subsequence argument as in the proof of (4.19)

above concludes the proof of weak convergence in L2pp0, T q ˆ R
dq.

We proceed to the proof of strong convergence for the sequence tppρR∇ϕq˚ωRqeVR´V0
2 uRěR0

in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq and we recall that ϕ P C8
c pr0, T sˆBLq. Clearly, by (4.21), the sequence

is bounded in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq. Moreover, the sequence is supported only on p0, T qˆBL`1,

so it is sufficient to prove strong convergence in L2p0, T ;H´1pBL`1qq. We will argue by the

Aubin-Lions lemma and for this we only need to prove that the sequence of time derivatives

tBtppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 uRěR0

is uniformly bounded in a certain negative Sobolev space.

Let ψ P C8
c pp0, T q ˆBL`1q. We compute

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 Btψ dxdt “

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ρR ∇ϕ Bt
”
ωR ˚ peVR´V0

2 ψq
ı
dxdt

“
ż T

0

ż

Rd

ρR Bt
”
∇ϕωR ˚ peVR´V0

2 ψq
ı
dxdt´

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ρR Bt∇ϕ ωR ˚ peVR´V0
2 ψqdxdt.
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Let q “ 3 _ d, then the first term can be bounded by the estimate (E8) by the upper

bound C }ψ}
L
2q
t Hm

x pBL`1q for some constant C ą 0 depending on ϕ, T , L and ‖V ‖HmpBL`1q.

The second term is bounded by C }ψ}
L
2q
t L8

x pBL`1q, which by the Sobolev embedding can be

estimated by C }ψ}
L
2q
t Hm

x pBL`1q for constants C ą 0 depending on ϕ, T and L. Combining

both estimates we conclude
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

Rd

ppρR∇ϕq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 Btψ dxdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C }ψ}

L
2q
t Hm

x pBL`1q,

for some constant C ą 0 depending on ϕ, T , L and ‖V ‖HmpBL`1q. Taking a supremum

over all ψ P C8
c pp0, T q ˆ BL`1q with }ψ}

L
2q
t Hm

x pBL`1q ď 1, we obtain that the squence

tBtppρR∇ϕq˚ωRqeVR´V0
2 uRěR0

is bounded in L2qp0, T ;Hm
0 pBL`1qq˚. The strong convergence

follows by the Aubin-Lions lemma.

Convergences (L3) and (L4). We first prove (L3) arguing as above. By (E4), the sequence

t∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2 uRěR0

is uniformly bounded in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq so it has a subse-

quence converging weakly to some ξ P L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq. Since for ψ P C8
c pr0, T s ˆ R

dq, we

have p∇pψe´V0
2 qeVRq ˚ ωR Ñ ∇pψe´V0

2 qeV in L8pp0, T q ˆ R
dq it is easy to identify the limit

ξ “ ∇pρeV qe´V0
2 and deduce (L3) by the subsequence argument. Finally, (L4) follows by

(P1) in Lemma B.1 and the fact that linear operators preserve weak convergence. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Passing to the limit R Ñ 8. Fix L ą 0, T ą 0, ϕ P C8
c pr0, T sˆ BLq.

For each R ě R0 we have
ż

Rd

ψpT, xq ρRT pxqdx “
ż

Rd

ψp0, xq ρR0 pxqdx `
ż T

0

ż

Rd

Btψ ρR dxdt

´
ż T

0

ż

Rd

ppρR∇ψq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 k ˚ ∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2 dxdt

´ 1

R

ż T

0

ż

Rd

p∇ρR ` ρR∇VRq ¨ ∇ψ dxdt

By (4.19), we can easily pass to the limit in the first three terms. Also, the last term

converges to 0 by (L1). It remains to establish the limit of the penultimate term. Let

fR :“ ppρR∇ψq ˚ ωRqeVR´V0
2 , gR :“ k ˚ ∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2 .

From (L2) and (L4) in Lemma 4.2 we know that the sequences tfRuRěR0
and tgRuRěR0

converge strongly to f in L2p0, T ;H´1pRdqq and weakly to g in L2p0, T ;H1pRdqq, respectively.
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We have

lim
RÑ8

ż T

0

ż

Rd

fn gn dxdt “ lim
RÑ8

xfn, gnyL2
tH

´1
x ,L2

tH
1
x

“ xf, gyL2
tH

´1
x ,L2

tH
1
x

“
ż T

0

ż

Rd

f g dxdt,

where the last step follows from the fact that f and g are in fact functions in L2pp0, T qˆR
dq.

This concludes the proof of the weak formulation (1.14).

Energy dissipation inequality (1.16). We want to send R Ñ 8 in (4.11). Using [3, Theorem

2.34] and (4.19), we obtain

KLpρt||ρ8q ď lim inf
RÑ8

KLpρRt ||ρR8q.

From (L3) in Lemma 4.2 we have weak convergence ∇ppρR ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0
2 á ∇pρeV qe´V0

2

in L2
tH

´1
x pRdq. Thanks to (1.10) and (P2) from Lemma B.1, we know that the dissipation

term D
2pρRs ˚ωR||ρR8q is equivalent to the H´1pRdq norm of ∇ppρRs ˚ ωRqeVRqe´V0

2 . Thus by

weak lower semicontinuity of this equivalent norm, we have the inequality
ż t

0

D
2pρs||ρ8qds ď lim inf

RÑ8

ż t

0

D
2pρRs ˚ ωR||ρR8qds.

Finally, by (4.8), KLpρR0 ||ρR8q Ñ KLpρ0||ρ8q. Thus, we can pass to the limit R Ñ 8 in

(4.11) and deduce the first statement in (1.16), which together with the Grönwall inequality

and the (SLSI) implies the second statement in (1.16).

Absolute continuity of solution with respect to W1. Take any test function ψ P C8
c pRdq and

observe we have the integrability

ż T

0

ż

Rd

ˇ̌
k ˚

´
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

¯
ρ eV ´V0

2 ∇ψ
ˇ̌
dxdt

ď ‖ρeV ´V0
2 ‖

L2
tH

´1
x
‖k ˚

`
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

˘
‖L2

tH
1
x
‖∇ψ‖L8

x

Let 0 ď t1 ď t2, then from (1.14) we easily deduce

ż

Rd

ψpxqρt2pxqdx ´
ż

Rd

ψpxqρt1pxqdx “ ´
ż t2

t1

ż

Rd

k ˚
´
∇pρeV q e´V0

2

¯
¨ ρ eV ´V0

2 ∇ψ dxds.

(4.22)

Indeed, (4.22) can be proved by considering in (1.14) a test function ψpxqϕnptq, where

ϕn P C8
c pRq is a function with 0 ď ϕn ď 1, supppϕnq Ď rt1 ´ 1

n
, t2 ` 1

n
s and ϕn “ 1 on

rt1, t2s and passing to the limit n Ñ 8. The identity can be easily extended to ψ being
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1-Lipschitz by considering a sequence tψnuně1 Ă C8
c pRdq such that ψn Ñ ψ pointwisely. In

particular, we may assume |ψnpxq| ď 2 |ψp0q|`2|x| so the limit limnÑ8
ş
Rd ψnpxq ρtpxqdx “

ş
Rd ψpxq ρtpxqdx can be justified by the dominated convergence.

We can now take the absolute value in (4.22) and pass to the supremum over all ψ P LippRdq
with Lippψq ď 1 to obtain the absolute contiuity of the curve

W1pρt1 , ρt2q ď
ż t2

t1

ż

Rd

ˇ̌
k ˚

´
∇

`
ρ eV

˘
e´V0

2

¯
ρ eV ´V0

2

ˇ̌
dxdt for all t1, t2 P r0, T s.

With this we conclude the proof. �

5. Necessary Properties of the Kernel

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4, Case (F1).

Lemma 5.1. Let r ą 1 and assume ρ satisfies

ρ P L1pRdq, ρeV ´V0
2 P L2pRdq, ρeV ´V0

2 ∇V0 P H´rpRdq, (Hr)

and k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq is such that

|k̂pξq| ď Dk
1

p1 ` |ξ|2qr @ξ P R
d. (5.1)

Then, the Fisher information D
2pρ || ρ8q, which like in (B) can be defined by H´r and Hr

duality, satisfies

D
2pρ || ρ8q ď Dk

a
detpΣqpσd _ 1qr

σ1

ˆż

Rd

|ĝpξq|2 qpξqdξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝpξq|2
p1 ` |ξ|2qr dξ

˙
,

where Dk is the constant form (1.10), 0 ă σ1 ď ... ď σd are the eigenvalues of Σ and we

define the functions

g0pxq :“ ρpxqeV pxq´V0pxq
2 , zpxq :“ Σ

1

2x` µ, g :“ g0 ˝ z,

qpξq :“
ˆ
4π2 |ξ|2 ´ d

2
` r

|ξ|2
1 ` |ξ|2

˙
1

p1 ` |ξ|2qr .
(5.2)

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 3.1, making use of Lemma B.1 for the case of duality

between H´r and Hr, the exact same way up to (3.8) and choosing τ “ 0. Now, we control
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the length of the vector by the maximal eigenvalue of Σ´ 1

2 which is 1?
σ1

to get the upper

bound

D
2pρ || ρ8q ď

a
detpΣq
σ1

ż

Rd

k̂pΣ´ 1

2 ηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpηq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dη.

We estimate from below

p1 ` |Σ´ 1

2 η|2qr ě p1 ` σ´1
d |η|2qr ě pσd _ 1q´r p1 ` |η|2qr

and use the upper bound in (5.1) to get

D
2pρ || ρ8q ď Dk

a
detpΣqpσd _ 1qr

σ1

ż

Rd

1

p1 ` |η|2qr
ˇ̌
ˇ̌p2πiηq ĝpηq ` i

2 p2πq∇ĝpηq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dη.

At this stage, the proof is exactly the same as in Lemma 3.1, except that k̂pηq is substituted

with the function p1 ` |η|2q´r. �

The idea of the proof is to use Gaussians with vanishing variance. Under the Fourier

transform the functions will converge to the constant one function. By the choice of r,

this will show that the dissipation is bounded. However, the Kullback-Leibler divergence

will blow up, since we are using a sequence of mollifiers that weakly converge to the Dirac

measure.

Proof of Theorem 1.4, Case (F1). Let tρnuně1 be a sequence such that each element satisfies

(Hr). From Lemma 5.1 we know there exists a constant C ą 0 independent of n such that

D
2pρn || ρ8q ď C

ˆż

Rd

|ĝnpξq|2 qpξqdξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝnpξq|2
p1 ` |ξ|2qr dξ

˙
, (5.3)

where we define gn and q as in (5.2) with ρ “ ρn. Thus it suffices to find a sequence that

satisfies

sup
ně1

ż

Rd

|ĝnpξq|2 qpξqdξ ` 1

16π2

ż

Rd

|∇ĝnpξq|2
p1 ` |ξ|2qr dξ ă 8, lim

nÑ8
KLpρn||ρ8q “ 8. (5.4)

We choose the probability distribution ρn “ N pµ, 1
n
Σq, this means

ρnpxq “
´ n

2π

¯ d
2 1a

detpΣq
exp

´
´n

2
px ´ µq ¨ Σ´1px´ µq

¯
,
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and compute the function gn explicitly as

gnpxq “ ρnpΣ 1

2x` µqe
|x|2

4 “
´ n

2π

¯ d
2 1a

detpΣq
e´|x|2p 2n´1

4
q.

It is not difficult to verify that the Fourier transform satisfies

ĝnpxq “ 1a
detpΣq

˜
1

1 ´ 1
2n

¸ d
2

e
´|πξ|2p 4

2n´1
q,

so that ĝn, ∇ĝn are uniformly bounded in L8pRdq. Moreover, we have chosen r sufficiently

large such that q P L1pRdq,
ş
Rd

1
p1`|ξ|2qr dξ ă 8 and the first condition in (5.4) is satisfied.

Next, we use Lemma D.4 to compute the Kullback-Leibler divergence

KLpρn||ρ8q “ d

2

ˆ
1

n
´ 1 ` lnpnq

˙

so the second condition (5.4) is satisfied and the proof is concluded. �

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4, Case (F2). Let us first explain the proof strategy. First we

bound the dissipation in terms of Lp norms of p1 ` |x|βq∇ρpxq and p1 ` |x|βqρpxq∇V pxq.
We choose a sequence such that the Kullback-Leibler divergence blows up, but the afore-

mentioned estimates remain bounded. It turns we can do this by choosing ρ8 as a Gaussian

and ρ to be an approximation of a polynomial tail.

Let p :“ 2r
2r´1

and q :“ 2r so that

1

p
` 1

q
“ 1, 1 ` 1

q
“ 1

p
` 1

r
.

Then by using the Hölder inequality and the Young convolution inequality we can estimate

the Fisher information, defined by

D
2pρ||ρ8q “

ż

Rd

pF `Gq ¨ k ˚ pF `Gqdx,
F pxq :“ p1 ` |x|βqfpxq∇ρpxq,

Gpxq :“ p1 ` |x|βqfpxqρpxq∇V pxq,

from above by the following term

2 }f}2L8pRdq }k}LrpRdq
´

}p1 ` |x|βq∇ρ}2LppRdq ` }p1 ` |x|βqρ∇V }2LppRdq

¯
. (5.5)

Define V pxq “ |x|2 and the probability measure ρ P PpRdq by

ρ9 1

1 ` |x|d`2
.
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Furthermore, we note that the Kullback-Leibler divergence can be expanded to

KLpρ||ρ8q “
ż

Rd

ρ logpρqdx`
ż

Rd

ρV dx´ Z,

for the normalization constant Z :“
ş
Rd e

´V dx. One can show that there exists a constant

C ą 0 such that

|p1 ` |x|βq∇ρpxq|p ď C

ˆ
1

1 ` |x|

˙ppd`3´βq
,

|p1 ` |x|βqρpxq∇V pxq|p ď C

ˆ
1

1 ` |x|

˙ppd`1´βq
.

One can show that if β ă d`1´ d
p

then p1` |x|βq∇ρ P LppRdq and p1` |x|βqρ∇V P LppRdq.
It is immediate to see that ρ log ρ P L1pRdq. However,

ż

Rd

ρV dx “
ż

Rd

|x|2
1 ` |x|d`2

dx ě 1

2

ż

|x|ą1

|x|´d “ 8.

Hence, this function acts as a counterexample to the inequality (1.4) for all α ě 1. This

concludes the proof.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4, Case (F3). For any scalar λ ą 0, define the dilation function

Sλpxq :“ λx for x P R
d. We have dpSλq#ρ8pxq “ hpxqdρ8pxq where

hpxq “ e´V px{λq

e´V pxqλd
.

We compute the Kullback-Leibler divergence of pSλq#ρ8

KLppSλq#ρ8||ρ8q “
ż

Rd

V pλxq ´ V pxqdρ8pxq ´ d lnpλq.

We also evaluate the dissipation in (1.2) as

λ´2d

Z2

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇
`
eV pxq´V px{λq˘ ¨ kpx ´ yq∇

`
eV pyq´V py{λq˘ e´V pxqe´V pyq dy dx

“ λ´2d

Z2

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

ˆ
∇V pxq ´ 1

λ
∇V

´x
λ

¯˙

¨ kpx ´ yq
ˆ
∇V pyq ´ 1

λ
∇V

´y
λ

¯˙
e´V px{λqe´V py{λq dy dx.
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First, we use the substitution x̃ “ x{λ and ỹ “ y{λ, and then the fact that ∇V is pγ ´ 1q-
homogeneous and that k is β-homogeneous to rewrite the integral as

1

Z2

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

ˆ
∇V pλxq ´ 1

λ
∇V pxq

˙
¨ kpλpx ´ yqq

ˆ
∇V pλyq ´ 1

λ
∇V pyq

˙
e´V pxqe´V pyq dy dx

“ pλγ ´ 1q2λβ´2

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇V pxq ¨ kpx ´ yq∇V pyqdρ8pyqdρ8pxq.

Suppose for a contradiction there exists a constant C ą 0, for which (1.4) holds. Combining

both representations and using homogeneity, we derive the bound
„

pλγ ´ 1q
ż

Rd

V pxqdρ8pxq ´ d lnpλq
α

ď Cpλγ ´ 1q2λβ´2

ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇V pxq ¨ kpx´ yq∇V pyqdρ8pyqdρ8pxq.

When λ Ñ 8, the LHS has growth αγ, while RHS has growth β ` 2pγ ´ 1q so we deduce

the inequality αγ ď β ` 2pγ ´ 1q. We see we have failure if α ě 2, and otherwise we have

the admissible set
"

pβ, γq P p´8, 0q ˆ
ˆ

2

2 ´ α
, 8

˙ ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 2 ` pα ´ 2qγ ď β ă 0

*
.

Example 5.2. To illustrate the applicability of Theorem 1.4, Case (F3), we take V “ |x|α

and kpzq “ |z|´s for any α ą 0 and s P p0, dq. Then to show that the RHS of (1.17) is finite,

we use the Hölder inequality and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem [23, Theorem 6.1.3]

to estimate
ż

Rd

ż

Rd

∇V pxq ¨ kpx´ yq∇V pyqdρ8pyqdρ8pxq ď ‖∇V e´V ‖LppRdq‖k ˚ ∇V e´V ‖LqpRdq

ď C‖∇V e´V ‖2LppRdq ă 8,

where p P p1, 2q and q P p2,8q with 1
p

` 1
q

“ 1 and 1
p

´ 1
q

“ s
d

and C ą 0 is some constant

depending on p, s and d.

Appendix A. The incomplete gamma functions

We collect here several properties of the incomplete gamma functions which are used in

Section 3. Given s ą 0 and r ě 0, we define the upper incomplete gamma function as

Γps, rq “
ż 8

r

zs´1 e´z dz
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and the lower one as

γps, rq “
ż r

0

zs´1 e´z dz. (A.1)

Lemma A.1. Let fprq “ r´s er γps, rq and gprq “ r´s er Γps, rq. Then, f is increasing

while g is decreasing. Moreover, limrÑ8 gprq “ 0.

Proof. We first focus on the function f . We compute the derivative and find

f 1prq “
´
1 ´ s

r

¯
r´ser γ ps, rq ` r´1.

We show the derivative is positive. Clearly, we only need to study the case r P p0, ss. Hence,

we must show for r P p0, ss

0 ă pr ´ sq erγ ps, rq ` rs ðñ γ ps, rq ă rs

s´ r
e´r.

Since we have equality at r “ 0, it suffices to compare derivatives. A direct computation

leads to the inequality

rs´1e´r ă rs´1e´r ps´ rq2 ` r

ps´ rq2 “ e´r sps´ rqrs´1 ` rs

ps ´ rq2 ´ e´r rs

s´ r
,

which is clearly satisfied and so, the proof is concluded.

Concerning function g, we again compute the derivative

g1prq “
´
1 ´ s

r

¯
r´ser Γ ps, rq ´ r´1

and we have to show that g1prq ă 0. The inequality g1prq ă 0 is equivalent with

0 ă rse´r ´ pr ´ sqΓ ps, rq “: Φprq.

By a direct computation

Φ1prq “ s rs´1e´r ´ rse´r ´ Γ ps, rq ` pr ´ sq rs´1e´r “ ´Γps, rq ă 0.

Furthermore, limrÑ8 Φprq “ 0 (this can be proved by estimating Γ ps, rq ď C e´r{2, where

C “
ş8
0
zs´1e´z{2 dz) so that Φprq ą 0 and the proof of monotonicity of g is concluded.

Finally, the limit limrÑ8 gprq “ 0 follows from Corollary A.3 below. �

We also recall a well-known asymptotic expansion of the upper incomplete gamma function.
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Lemma A.2. Let n P N be such that n ě s´ 2. Then

Γps, rq “ e´r rs´1
´
1 ` ps´ 1q r´1 ` ps´ 1qps ´ 2q r´2 `

` . . . ` ps´ 1q . . . ps´ nq r´n
¯

` ǫnprq,

where

|ǫnprq| ď |ps´ 1q . . . ps ´ n´ 1q| e´r r´n`s´2.

For a simple proof, based on iterating the identity

Γps, rq “ e´rrs´1 ` ps´ 1qΓps ´ 1, rq,

we refer to [45, Chapter 3]. The expansion implies in particular the following.

Corollary A.3. It holds limrÑ8 err1´sΓps, rq “ 1.

In Section 3, we will need another expansion formulated below.

Lemma A.4. Let k ě s´ 1 and r ě 1. Then, there exists constants C1, ..., Ck`1 P R and

a function εk : r1,8q Ñ R, both depending on k and s, such that

err´sΓps, rq “ C1 p1 ` rq´1 `C2 p1 ` rq´2 ` . . . ` Ck p1 ` rq´k ` εkprq,

where |εkprq| ď Ck`1 r
´pk`1q.

Proof. Using Lemma A.2 with n “ k ´ 1 to be chosen later

err´sΓps, rq “ r´1 ` ps´ 1q r´2 ` ps´ 1qps ´ 2q r´3 `

` . . . ` ps´ 1q . . . ps´ nq r´n´1 ` ǫnprq err´s,

where ǫnprq err´s ď C r´n´2 “ C r´pk`1q for some constant C ą 0. Now, for each exponent

m, we write

r´m “ pr ` 1q´m `
´
rm ´ pr ` 1qm

¯
r´m pr ` 1q´m “ pr ` 1q´m ` pr ` 1q´m

mÿ

l“1

Cm
l r

´l,

for some constants Cm
1 , . . . , C

m
m P R. This formula allows to transform coefficient r´m into

two terms: one of which is of the correct form and the another is one with order strictly
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larger than m (with respect to r). Hence, after finitely many iterations we arrive at the

claim. �

Lemma A.5. We have

Brper r´s Γps, rqq “ er r´s Γps, rq ` p´sq er r´s´1 Γps, rq ´ r´1.

Moreover, limrÑ8 r
1

2 |Brper r´s Γps, rqq| “ 0.

Proof. The formula follows by a direct computation. To prove the decay, we will only need

to study the first term er r´s` 1

2 Γps, rq as the second has even better decay and the third is

clear. By Corollary A.3

lim
rÑ8

er r´s` 1

2 Γps, rq “ lim
rÑ8

r´1{2 er r´s`1 Γps, rq “ 0.

�

Appendix B. Properties of the H´spRdq space

We collect here several facts related to the space H´spRdq defined in (2.1).

Lemma B.1. Let k P L1pRdq ` L2pRdq be a function such that |k̂pξq| ď C
p1`|ξ|2qs for s ě 1.

(P1) The map f ÞÑ k ˚ f , defined on SpRdq, extends to a unique bounded linear map from

H´spRdq to HspRdq with the estimate }k ˚ f}HspRdq ď C }f}H´spRdq.

(P2) We have the following variant of the Plancherel theorem: for all f, g P H´spRdq

xg, k ˚ fyH´s,Hs “ xĝ, k̂ f̂y,

where x¨, ¨y is the complex L2pRdq inner product.

Proof. Property (P1). Let f P SpRdq. Then,

}k ˚ f}2
HspRdq “

ż

Rd

p1 ` |ξ|2qs |k̂pξq|2 |f̂pξq|2 dξ

ď C2

ż

Rd

p1 ` |ξ|2qs
p1 ` |ξ|2q2s ¨ |f̂ |2 dξ “ C2 }f}2

H´spRdq

for all f P SpRdq. By completeness of H´spRdq and a density argument, there exists a unique

extension as desired.
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Property (P2). Let tfnuně1, tgnuně1 Ă SpRdq be two sequences such that gn Ñ g, fn Ñ f

in H´spRdq. Then, by the Plancherel theorem

xgn, k ˚ fnyH´s,Hs “
ż

Rd

gn ¨ k ˚ fn dx “ xpgn, pfn k̂y “

“
A

p1 ` |ξ|2q´ s
2 pgn, p1 ` |ξ|2q´ s

2 pfn p1 ` |ξ|2qs k̂
E
.

By the definition of the H´s norm

p1 ` |ξ|2q´ s
2 pgnpξq Ñ p1 ` |ξ|2q´ s

2 pgpξq strongly in L2pRdq

and similarly for the sequence tp1 ` |ξ|2q´ s
2 pfnpξquně1. As p1 ` |ξ|2qs k̂pξq is a bounded

function, we obtain

lim
nÑ8

xgn, k ˚ fnyH´s,Hs “
A
ĝ, k̂ f̂

E
.

On the other hand, by the first part k ˚ fn Ñ k ˚ f strongly in HspRdq so that

lim
nÑ8

xgn, k ˚ fnyH´s,Hs “ xg, k ˚ fyH´s,Hs

and the proof is concluded. �

Lemma B.2. Let f P L2pRdq and let gpxq “ Apx ´ µq fpxq P H´1pRdq with µ P R
d and

A P R
dˆd an invertible matrix. Then, ∇f̂ exists in the Sobolev sense and ∇f̂ P L2

loc
pRdq with

ş
Rd

|∇f̂pξq|2
1`|ξ|2 dξ ă 8.

Proof. Let us reduce to the case µ “ 0 and A “ id. First, since Aµfpxq P L2pRdq and

g P H´1pRdq, we get Axfpxq P H´1pRdq. Second, the composition A´1 with Axfpxq stays

in H´1pRdq so we deduce xfpxq P H´1pRdq. Now, let hj “ fxj. We know from (2.1) that

ĥj exists as a function and not only as a distribution. We compute for ϕ P C8
c pRdq

ż

Rd

phjpξqϕpξqdξ “
ż

Rd

hjpξq ϕ̌pξqdξ “
ż

Rd

ξj fpξq ϕ̌pξqdξ. (B.1)

Furthermore,

ξj ϕ̌pξq “ 1

2πi

ż

Rd

ϕpxq Bxj
e2πiξ¨x dx “ ´ 1

2πi
}Bjϕpξq.

Therefore, continuing the computation in (B.1),

´2πi

ż

Rd

phjpξqϕpξqdξ “
ż

Rd

fpξq }Bjϕpξqdξ “
ż

Rd

f̂pξq Bjϕpξqdξ.



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 49

Therefore, 2πi ĥj is a Sobolev derivative Bj pf . The desired integrability of Bj pf follows from

the integrability of ĥj . �

An example of function k satisfying Lemma B.1 is a fundamental solution to the PDE (B.2)

whose regularity properties are listed below.

Lemma B.3. There exists function K ě 0 solving (in the sense of distributions)

´∆K ` K “ δ0. (B.2)

Moreover, K enjoys the following regularity:

‚ if d “ 1 then K,∇K P LppRdq for all p P r1,8s,
‚ if d “ 2 then K P LppRdq for all p P r1,8q and ∇K P LqpRdq for all q P r1, 2q,
‚ if d ą 2 then K P LppRdq for p P r1, d

d´2
q and ∇K P LqpRdq for q P r1, d

d´1
q.

.

Proof. This result is well-known in the literature (see, e.g. [49, Section 2(a)]) but for conve-

nience we provide a sketch using [5]. The results could be also formulated in a sharper form

by using the setting of Marcinkiewicz spaces as in [7, Appendix A].

We write Kd for the solution to (B.2) to stress the dependence on the dimension d as it will

be useful in the sequel. It is known from [5, Ch. 2, eq. (4.1)] that Kd is an analytic function

of |x| except at x “ 0. From [5, Ch. 2, eq. (4.2)] there exists a constant C0 ą 0 depending

on d such that

Kdpxq „

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

C0 if d “ 1,

´C0 logp|x|q if d “ 2,

C0 |x|2´d if d ą 2,

as x Ñ 0 (B.3)

where the notation fpxq „ gpxq as x Ñ 0 means limxÑ0
fpxq
gpxq “ 1. Similarly, by [5, Ch. 2,

eq. (4.5)], there exists another constant C8 ą 0 depending on d such that

Kdpxq „ C8 |x| 1´d
2 e´|x| as |x| Ñ 8. (B.4)
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Hence, to check the integrability of Kdpxq it is sufficient to control the Lp norm of K on B1.

The result is clear for d “ 1, 2 and for d ą 2 we note that

ż

B1

|x|p2´dq p dx ă 8 ðñ
ż 1

0

rp2´dqp rd´1 dr ă 8 ðñ p ă d

d ´ 2
.

Concerning the estimates on ∇Kd, we observe from [5, Ch. 2, eq. (4.4)] that there exists a

constant C ą 0 depending on d such that

|∇Kdpxq| “ C |x|Kd`2pxq „ C C0pd ` 2q |x|1´d as x Ñ 0,

where in the second step we used (B.3). By (B.4) it is again sufficient to control Lp norm

of ∇K on B1. Hence, the assertion is again clear for d “ 1 while for d ě 2 we compute

ż

B1

|x|p1´dq q dx ă 8 ðñ
ż 1

0

rp1´dq q rd´1 dr ðñ q ă d

d´ 1
.

�

Lemma B.4. Let m ą d
2
. Then, MpBRq with the total variation norm } ¨ }TV is compactly

embedded in H´mpBRq. In particular, L1pBRq is compactly embedded in H´mpBRq.

Proof. The proof is a simple adaptation of [17, Theorem 6, Chapter 1]. We start with a

general observation. Let B :“ tf P Hm
0 pBRq : }f}Hm

0
pBRq ď 1u and note that B is compactly

embedded in C0pBRq with the supremum norm. Hence, for each ε ą 0, there exists N P N

and functions f1, ..., fN P C0pBRq such that for each f P B there exists i P t1, . . . , Nu such

that }f ´ fi}8 ď ε.

Let ε ą 0 and let tµnuně1 be a bounded sequence of measures. We have to prove that

tµnuně1 has a subsequence converging strongly in H´mpBRq. Clearly, it has a subsequence

(not relabelled) converging weakly* to µ in MpBRq. For this subsequence and f P B we

have

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

fpxqdpµn ´ µqpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

fipxqdpµn ´ µqpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

pf ´ fipxqqdpµn ´ µqpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď sup
j“1,...,N

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

fipxqdpµn ´ µqpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ` 2C ε,
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where C “ supně1 }µn}TV so that taking supremum over f P B and taking lim supnÑ8 we

get

lim sup
nÑ8

}µn ´ µ}H´mpBRq ď 2C ε.

As ε is arbitrary, the proof is concluded. For the case of L1pBRq, this follows easily because

L1pBRq embedds continuously into pMpBRq, } ¨ }TV q. �

Appendix C. Proof of existence of solutions to the approximate problem

This Appendix is devoted to proving the following:

Lemma C.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, there exists a unique classical solution

to the PDE (4.2)–(4.4) on p0,8q ˆ BR. In particular, for all T ą 0, there exists α P p0, 1q
such that ρ P C1`α

2
,2`α

t,x pr0, T s ˆBRq.

Let us explain the strategy. We assume that the parameters η P p0, 1q and R ą 0 are fixed

and that any PDE in this section will satisfy the boundary conditions (4.3) and (4.4). We

start with the PDE on p0, T q ˆBR

Btρ “ div
´
ρ ϕτ ˚ ωη ˚

”
eVη´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇

`
β ˚ ωη e

Vη
˘
e´V0

2

¯¯ı¯
` 1

R
div p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηq . (C.1)

Here, β P L1pp0, T q ˆ R
dq and tϕτ uτą0 is the usual temporal mollification kernel ϕτ ptq :“

1
τ
ϕ̃

`
t
τ

˘
where ϕ̃ is a function such that

ϕ̃ ą 0 on p´1, 0q, ϕ̃ “ 0 on Rzp´1, 0q,
ż

R

ϕ̃ dt “ 1, ϕ̃ P C8
c pRq.

To make the convolutions in time well-defined, we always extend βpt, xq “ ρpt, xq “ ρ
R,η
0 pxq

for t ă 0. The existence and uniqueness of solutions ρ P C8pr0, T s ˆ BRq to (C.1) follows

by a standard parabolic PDE theory (see [18, Chapter 7]). Moreover, ρ ě 0 by the weak

maximum principle [18, Chapter 7, Problem 7], the boundary condition (4.3) and the fact

that the following function is bounded

div
´
ϕτ ˚ ωη ˚

”
eVη´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇pβ ˚ ωηq ` pβ ˚ ωηq∇Vη

¯
eVη´V0

2

ı¯
` 1

R
∆Vη.
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Exploiting the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem, we prove existence of classical solutions

to

Btρ “ div
´
ρ ϕτ ˚ ωη ˚

”
eVη´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇

`
ρ ˚ ωη e

Vη
˘
e´V0

2

¯¯ı¯
` 1

R
div p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηq . (C.2)

Next, we obtain a solution to (4.2) by passing to the limit τ Ñ 0 in (C.2). This solution is

then found to be classical through the usual bootstrapping arguments.

To simplify notation, we define the maps Eτ,η : L8p0, T ;L1pRdqq Ñ C8pr0, T s ˆ BR; R
dq

and Fη : L8p0, T ;L1pRdqq Ñ L1p0, T ;C8pBR; R
dqq given by

Fηpβq :“ ωη ˚
”
eVη´V0

2 k ˚
´
∇pβ ˚ ωηq ` pβ ˚ ωηq∇Vη

¯
eVη´V0

2

ı
, (C.3)

Eτ,ηpβq :“ ϕτ ˚ Fηpβq,

The vector fields Eτ,η and Fη depend continuously on its arguments by the following lemma.

We quickly remark that the constants in the rest of this appendix will depend on R and η,

but we will not track them explicitly.

Lemma C.2. The operators Eτ,η and Fη are well-defined. Moreover, there exists a constant

C ą 0 independent of τ such that for all β P L1pp0, T q ˆ R
dq

‖Eτ,ηpβq‖L8
t,x

` ‖Fηpβq‖L8
t,x

ď C‖β‖L8
t L1

x
, ‖Eτ,ηpβq‖L8

t,x
ď C

τ
‖β‖L1

t,x
.

Proof. Follows immediately by repeatedly applying the Young convolution inequality. �

To apply the fixed-point argument, we define the map S : L1pp0, T qˆR
dq Ñ L1pp0, T qˆR

dq,
such that ρ “ Spβq is the solution of (C.1). First, let us state some preliminary estimates.

Lemma C.3 (Uniform estimates). For any value m ą d
2
, there exists a constant C ą 0

independent of τ such that for any β P L1pp0, T q ˆ R
dq, the function ρ “ Spβq satisfies

ż T

0

ż

BR

|∇ρ` ρ∇Vη|2
ρ

dxdt ď C
´
R ¨ KLpρR,η

0 ||ρη8q ` T R2 ‖β‖2˚
¯
, (C.4)

‖
?
ρ‖2

L2
tH

1
x

ď C
´
R ¨ KLpρR,η

0 ||ρη8q ` T‖V ‖2L8pBRq ` T R2 ‖β‖˚
¯
, (C.5)

‖Btρ‖L2
tH

´m
x

ď C
´
KLpρR,η

0 ||ρη8q `Rd´1 ` T‖β‖˚
¯
. (C.6)

where we define ‖β‖˚ :“ min
´
‖β‖L8

t L1
x
, 1
τ
‖β‖L1

t,x

¯
.
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Proof. First we prove the estimate (C.4). We multiply the PDE in (C.1) with ln
`
ρeVη

˘
,

integrate in space on BR and apply integration by parts with Lemma D.5 (passing κ Ñ 0)

to derive

Bt
ż

BR

ρ lnpρeVη qdx`
ż

BR

Eτ,ηpβq ¨ p∇ρ ` ρ∇Vηqdx ` 1

R

ż

BR

|∇ρ ` ρ∇Vη|2
ρ

dx “ 0.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma C.2 we can bound the middle term by

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

Eτ,ηpβq ¨ p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηqdx
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1

2R

ż

BR

|∇ρ` ρ∇Vη|2
ρ

dx` R

2

ż

BR

ρ |Eτ,ηpβq|2 dx

ď 1

2R

ż

BR

|∇ρ` ρ∇Vη|2
ρ

dx` RC2

2
‖β‖2˚,

where C ą 0 is the constant from Lemma C.2. After integrating in time, we get the bound

(C.4). The estimate (C.5) is an immediate consequence of (C.4). Finally, we prove (C.6). Let

g P L2p0, T ;W 1,8pBRqq, then using Lemma C.2, Cauchy-Schwarz and the Young inequality

we derive

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

BR

Btρ g dxdt
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď 1

2R

ż T

0

ż

BR

|∇ρ` ρ∇Vη|?
ρ

¨ ?
ρ|∇g|dxdt` 1

2

ż T

0

ż

BR

ρ|Eτ,ηpβq| ¨ |∇g|dxdt

ď
a

|BR|
2

»
– 1

R

ˆż T

0

ż

BR

|∇ρ` ρ∇Vη|2
ρ

dxdt

˙1

2

` C
?
T‖β‖˚

fi
fl ‖g‖

L2
tW

1,8
x

,

where C ą 0 is the constant from Lemma C.2. We use (C.4) to get a uniform bound.

The Sobolev embedding theorem gives us a continuous embedding HmpBRq ãÑ W 1,8pBRq.
Hence, there is a constant C, such that ‖g‖

L2
tW

1,8
x

ď C ‖g‖L2
tH

m
x

. Taking the supremum

over g such that ‖g‖L2
tH

m
x

ď 1 will yield the desired estimate (C.6). �

The next step is to use the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem to construct a solution to

(C.2).

Lemma C.4 (existence to (C.2)). Suppose that ρ0, ρ8 and V satisfy assumptions of Theo-

rem 1.3. Then, there exists a classical solution ρ P C8pr0, T s ˆBRq to the PDE (C.2) with

conditions (4.3), (4.4).
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Proof. The main idea of the proof is to apply the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem. Thus

we divide the proof into four steps.

S is a compact operator. Let tβnuně1 be a bounded sequence in L1pp0, T q ˆ BRq. We de-

fine ρn “ Spβnq and observe from Lemma C.3 that ‖
?
ρn‖L2

tH
1
x

is uniformly bounded. In

particular, by writing ∇ρn “ 2∇
?
ρn

?
ρn, we see that ‖∇ρn‖L2

tL
1
x

is uniformly bounded.

Together with the fact ‖Btρn‖L2
tH

´m
x

is uniformly bounded for m ą d
2

(Lemma C.3), the

Aubin-Lions lemma and the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, up to passing to a subsequence, we

have strong convergence ρn Ñ ρ in L1pp0, T qˆBRq, strong convergence
?
ρn Ñ ?

ρ and weak

convergence ∇
?
ρn á ∇

?
ρ in L2pp0, T q ˆ BRq for some ρ. In particular, S is a compact

operator.

S is continuous. Take a sequence tβnuně1 such that βn Ñ β in L1pp0, T q ˆBRq and define

ρn “ Spβnq. The pair pβn, ρnq satisfy the following equation for any test function ψ P
C8
c pp0, T q ˆBRq

ż T

0

ż

BR

ρnBtψ dxdt “
ż T

0

ż

BR

ρn Eτ,ηpβnq ¨ ∇ψ ` 1

R
p∇ρn ` ρn∇Vηq ¨ ∇ψ dxdt

“
ż T

0

ż

BR

ρn Eτ,ηpβnq ¨ ∇ψ ` 2

R
∇

?
ρn ¨ ?

ρn∇ψ ` 1

R
ρn∇Vη ¨ ∇ψ dxdt.

From Lemma C.2, we can choose a subsequence with Eτ,ηpβnq á̊ Eτ,ηpβq weakly* in

L8pp0, T q ˆ BRq. Furthermore, using the same convergent sequences as in Step 1, we can

pass to the limit n Ñ 8 to deduce that the following PDE holds in the sense of distributions

Btρ “ divpρ Eτ,ηpβqq ` 1

R
div p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηq on p0, T q ˆBR.

By uniqueness of the solution to the above PDE, we know that Spβq “ ρ. To conclude, we

observe that the argument above shows that every subsequence of tSpβnqunPN has a further

subsequence that converges strongly in L1pp0, T q ˆ BRq to Spβq so we have Spβnq Ñ Spβq
in L1pp0, T q ˆBRq. This proves the continuity of S.

Eigenvectors are bounded. We will prove that the set

tβ P L1pp0, T q ˆBRq | Dλ P r0, 1s : β “ λSpβqu
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is bounded in L1pp0, T q ˆBRq. Suppose there exists β P L1pp0, T q ˆBRq and λ P r0, 1s such

that for ρ “ Spβq we have β “ λρ. Then by conservation of mass
ż T

0

ż

BR

|β|dxdt “ λ

ż T

0

ż

BR

|ρ|dxdt “ λT

ż

BR

ρ
R,η
0 dx ď T.

Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem. Using the previous three steps, we see that all the neces-

sary conditions for the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem [22, Theorem 11.3] are satisfied.

Thus, there exists at least one fixed point ρ P L1pp0, T q ˆBRq. Clearly, ρ is also a solution

to (C.1) with β “ η so it is a classical solution. �

Having proven all the necessary preliminary results, we are now in a position to pass to the

limit τ Ñ 0 and prove the existence of a classical global solution to the PDE (4.2)–(4.4).

Proof of Lemma C.1. Let ρτ be the solution constructed in Lemma C.4 with parameter

τ ą 0. Using Lemma C.3 with β “ ρτ (note that we can use better estimates since we

know that β P L8p0, T ;L1pBRqq) we obtain the uniform bounds

sup
τPp0,1q

‖
?
ρτ‖L2

tH
1
x

` sup
τPp0,1q

‖Btρτ‖L2
tH

´m
x

ă 8.

Hence, arguing as in the first step of Lemma C.4, we show that ρ is a distributional solution

to the PDE (4.2).

Now we prove that ρ is a classical solution. Using (C.8) in Lemma C.5, there exists α P p0, 1q
such that the sequence tρτuτPp0,1q is bounded in C

α
2
,1`α

t,x . This implies that the sequences

t∇Eτ,ηpρτ quτPp0,1q, t∆Eτ,ηpρτ quτPp0,1q are bounded in C
α
2
,α

t,x , so (C.9) implies that the se-

quence tρτ uτPp0,1q is bounded in C
1`α

2
,2`α

t,x . Hence, ρ P C1`α
2
,2`α

t,x and the proof is concluded.

We now prove that the solution can be extended from r0, T s ˆBR to r0,8q ˆBR. Indeed, it

can be constructed for all T ą 0 and the only issue is to guarantee that solutions constructed

for T1 ă T2 coincide on r0, T1s. Suppose there are two solutions ρ1, ρ2 to (4.2)–(4.4). Then,

the difference ρ :“ ρ1 ´ ρ2 satisfies

Btρ “ divpρ Fηpρ1qq ` divpρ2 pFηpρ1q ´ Fηpρ2qqq ` 1

R
div p∇ρ` ρ∇Vηq

with initial condition ρp0, xq “ 0. Let sgn`pρq “ 1ρě0 and let fn : R Ñ R be a sequence

of smooth functions such that fnpxq “ 0 for x ď 0, f 1
npxq ě 0 for x ě 0, fn Ñ sgn`. We
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multiply by fnpρq, integrate over BR and pass to the limit n Ñ 8. Since
ş
BR

∆ρ fnpρqdx “
´

ş
BR

|∇ρ|2 f 1
npρqdx ď 0, we can ignore the term with Laplacian and deduce

Bt
ż

BR

|ρ|` dx ď
ż

BR

ˆ
div

ˆ
ρ Fηpρ1q ` 1

R
ρ∇Vη

˙
` divpρ2 pFηpρ1q ´ Fηpρ2qqq

˙
sgn`pρqdx.

Furthermore, note that

div

ˆ
ρ Fηpρ1q ` 1

R
ρ∇Vη

˙
sgn`pρq “ div

ˆ
|ρ|` Fηpρ1q ` 1

R
|ρ|` ∇Vη

˙

so that the estimate simplifies to

Bt
ż

BR

|ρ|` dx ď
ż

BR

divpρ2 pFηpρ1q ´ Fηpρ2qqq sgn`pρqdx.

By the regularity, ρ2 and ∇ρ2 are bounded. Moreover, directly from the formula (C.3), there

exists a constant C such that

}Fηpρ1q ´ Fηpρ2q}L1pBRq, }∇Fηpρ1q ´ ∇Fηpρ2q}L1pBRq ď C }ρ1 ´ ρ2}L1pBRq “ C }ρ}L1pBRq.

Hence, we get Bt
ş
BR

|ρ|` dx ď C }ρ}L1pBRq. Swapping ρ1 and ρ2, we obtain Bt}ρ}L1pBRq ď
C }ρ}L1pBRq so by the Gronwall inequality ρ “ 0 and the proof is concluded. �

In the estimates above we used the following result.

Lemma C.5 (bootstrapping). Let ρ be a classical nonnegative solution to

Btρ´ ∆ρ´ divpρQq “ 0 on p0, T q ˆBR (C.7)

with initial condition ρp0, xq “ ρ0pxq P C8
c pBRq and boundary condition ρpt, xq “ 0 for

x P BBR. Suppose that Q P L8p0, T ;W 1,8pBR;R
dqq. Then, there exists α P p0, 1q and

constant C depending only on ρ0 and }Q}
L8
t W

1,8
x

such that

}ρ}
C

α
2
,1`α

t,x

ď C. (C.8)

Furthermore, if Q,divQ P C
α
2
,α

t,x , we have

}ρ}
C

1` α
2
,2`α

t,x

ď C, (C.9)

where C depends additionally on the norm of Q, divQ in C
α
2
,α

t,x .
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Proof. We split the reasoning into a few steps. The constant C may change from line to

line as long as it satisfies the condition of the lemma. We remark that the reasoning is

in the spirit of [9, Theorem 2.3] but here Q depends on time so the argument needs small

adjustments.

Step 1. An L8
t,x estimate. The following inequality holds

‖ρ‖L8
t,x

ď ‖ρ0‖L8
x
e
T‖divQ‖L8

t,x .

Consider function upt, xq :“ ρtpxqe´λt and note that it solves

Btu ´ ∆u´ ∇u ¨ Q ` pλ ´ divQqu “ 0 on p0, T q ˆBR

with initial condition up0, xq “ ρ0pxq P C8
c pBRq and boundary condition upt, xq “ 0 for

x P BBR. Let λ :“ ‖divQ‖L8
t,x

so that by nonnegativity of u

Btu ´ ∆u´ ∇u ¨ Q ě 0 on p0, T q ˆBR.

The weak maximum principle [18, Theorem 8, Section 7.1.4] asserts that u is controlled by

the values at the boundary (u “ 0) or at t “ 0 which implies the inequality for ρ.

Step 2. Gradient estimates in L8
t L

p
x for p ă 8. We compute

Bt
1

p

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p dx “
ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2 ∇ρ ¨ ∇Btρt dx “ ´
ż

BR

divp|∇ρ|p´2 ∇ρq Btρt dx,

where the integration by parts is justified by the fact that for smooth solutions Btρpt, xq “ 0

for x P BBR. A direct computation yields divp|∇ρ|p´2∇ρq “ pp ´ 1q|∇ρ|p´2 ∆ρ so that

using PDE (C.7) we get

Bt
1

p pp´ 1q

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p dx`
ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2 |∆ρ|2 dx ď

ď
ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2|∆ρ| p|∇ρ| |Q| ` |ρ| |divQ|q dx ď C

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2|∆ρ|p|∇ρ| ` 1qdx.

The error on the RHS can be controlled with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality with a small

parameter δ ą 0 as follows:
ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2|∆ρ| p|∇ρ| ` 1q dx ď δ

2

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2|∆ρ|2 dx` 1

2δ

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2 p|∇ρ| ` 1q2 dx

ď δ

2

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p´2|∆ρ|2 dx` 2p

δ

ż

BR

|∇ρ|p dx` 2p |BR|
δ

,
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where in the last step we estimated |∇ρ| ď maxp|∇ρ|, 1q and we used inequality |x ` y|p ď
2p´1p|x|p`|y|pq. Choosing δ “ 2p ppp´1q, we conclude the proof by the Gronwall inequality.

Step 3. Estimates on Btρ, Bxi
Bxj

ρ in Lp
t,x for any p ă 8 and ρ in C

α
2
,1`α

t,x (C.8). We have

Btρ´ ∆ρ “ ∇ρQ ` ρdivQ. (C.10)

Since the RHS of (C.10) is bounded in L8
t L

p
x, in particular in L

p
t,x. By the maximal reg-

ularity theory [28, Theorem 3.1] we obtain Btρ, Bxi
Bxj

ρ in L
p
t,x for any p ă 8. Then, the

Sobolev embedding theorem [63, Theorem 1.4.1] for p sufficiently large implies the desired

Holder regularity.

Step 4. Estimates on ρ in C
1`α

2
,2`α

t,x (C.9). Under the assumption that Q,divQ P C
α
2
,α

t,x , we

deduce that the RHS of (C.10) is in C
α
2
,α

t,x . Hence, Schauder’s theory for parabolic equations

[42, Theorem 5.1.8] gives the claim.

�

Appendix D. Other auxiliary results

Lemma D.1. Let µ, ν P PpRdq, such that µ is absolutely continuous wrt ν. Let t P R and

let h “ dµ
dν

ě 0. Then
ż

Rd

|hpxq ´ t|2 dνpxq ě
ż

Rd

hpxq lnphpxqqdνpxq.

Proof. Using the concavity of the logarithm, we see that lnpxq ď x´ 1 for all x ą 0. Then

ż

Rd

hpxq lnphpxqqdνpxq ď
ż

Rd

hpxqphpxq ´ 1qdνpxq “
ż

Rd

hpxq2 dνpxq ´ 1

ď
ż

Rd

hpxq2 dνpxq ´ 1 ` pt ´ 1q2 “
ż

Rd

|hpxq ´ t|2 dνpxq,

where we have used the fact that
ş
Rd hpxqdνpxq “ 1,

ş
Rd 1 dνpxq “ 1. �

Lemma D.2. Let V ě 0 be such that e´V P L1pRdq. Then, for every measurable function

ρ : R
d Ñ R

` we have

ρ log ρ` ρV ě ´2

e
e´V {2. (D.1)
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Moreover,

1

2

ż

Rd

ρ | log ρ|dx ď 1

2

ż

Rd

ρ log ρdx`
ż

Rd

ρV pxqdx` 2

e

ż

Rd

e´V pxq{2 dx. (D.2)

Proof. We closely follow the proof from [15, Proposition 4, Step 3]. To bound ρ log ρ from

below, we split the set tρ ď 1u for A :“ tρ ă e´V u and B :“ te´V ď ρ ă 1u and we want

to bound ρ on each of them. On A, we use that
?
ρ log ρ ě ´2

e
for ρ P r0, 1s so that

ρ log ρ “ ?
ρ

?
ρ log ρ ě ´2

e
e´V {2 for x P A. (D.3)

On B we estimate log ρ ě ´V so that

ρ log ρ ě ´ρV for x P B. (D.4)

Hence, we deduce (D.1) from (D.3) and (D.4).

To see the other assertions, we write
ż

Rd

ρ | log ρ|dx “
ż

ρě1

ρ log ρdx´
ż

ρă1

ρ log ρdx “
ż

Rd

ρ log ρdx´ 2

ż

ρă1

ρ log ρdx.

Now, using (D.1) proves (D.2), with which we conclude the proof. �

Lemma D.3. For all f P H1pBRq such that
ş
BR

f dx “ 0 we have

ż

BR

|f |2 dx ď C

ż

BR

|∇f |2 dx,

where C “
´

R
pd{2,1

¯2

and the numerical coefficient pm,1 is the first positive zero of the first

derivative of the Bessel function Jm.

Proof. We refer to [33] for the characterization of the optimal constant of the Poincaré-

Wirtinger inequality as the minimal eigenvalue of the Laplacian with Neumann boundary

conditions and [61] for its explicit value for the ball. �

Lemma D.4 (Kullback-Leibler of Gaussians). Let ρ0 “ N pµ0,Σ0q and ρ8 “ N pµ8,Σ8q
be two Gaussian distributions. Then the Kullback-Leibler divergence has the explicit value

KLpρ0||ρ8q “ 1

2

ˆ
tracepΣ´1

8 Σ0q ` pµ0 ´ µ8qΣ´1
8 pµ0 ´ µ8q ´ d ´ ln

ˆ
detpΣ0q
detpΣ8q

˙˙
.
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Proof. First we compute

KLpρ0||ρ8q “ ´ lnpdetpΣ0qq
lnpdetpΣ8qq ´ 1

2

ż

Rd

px ´ µ0q ¨ Σ´1
0 px´ µ0qdρ0pxq

` 1

2

ż

Rd

px´ µ8q ¨ Σ´1
8 px ´ µ8qdρ0pxq.

We use the well-know fact that tracepABq “ tracepBAq for any two matrices A P R
nˆm and

B P R
mˆn to compute the third term

ż

Rd

px ´ µ8q ¨ Σ´1
8 px ´ µ8qdρ0pxq

“
ż

Rd

traceppx ´ µ0 ` µ0 ´ µ8q b px´ µ0 ` µ0 ´ µ8q ¨ Σ´1
8 qdρ0pxq

“ tracepΣ0Σ
´1
8 q ` pµ0 ´ µ8q ¨ Σ´1

8 pµ0 ´ µ8q.

Exactly analogously, we compute the second term as
ż

Rd

px ´ µ0q ¨ Σ´1
0 px´ µ0qdρ0pxq “ tracepΣ0Σ

´1
0 q “ d.

Combining everything yields the desired result. �

Lemma D.5. Let R ą 0, κ ą 0 and ρ P C2pBRq be a function with ρ “ 0 on BBR. Then
ż

BR

∆ρ ¨ lnpρ ` κqdx “ ´
ż

BR

|∇ρ|2
ρ ` κ

dx.

Proof. Let ϕn be a smooth nondecreasing function such that ϕnpxq “ 1 for |x| ă R ´ 2
n
,

ϕnpxq “ 0 for |x| ą R ´ 1
n

and |∇ϕn| ď n. In particular,

‖∇ϕn‖L1 “ n |B1|
˜
Rd ´

ˆ
R ´ 2

n

˙d
¸

ď n |B1| dRd´1 2

n
“ 2 d |B1|Rd´1.

Applying integration by parts we get
ż

BR

∆ρ ¨ ln pρ` κq ϕn dx “ ´
ż

BR

|∇ρ|2
ρ` κ

ϕn dx´ 2

ż

BR

∇
?
ρ ¨ ?

ρ ln pρ` κq∇ϕn dx.

From [35, Theorem 1] we know that ‖∇
?
ρ‖L8 ă 8. Moreover, for all ε ą 0 there exists

n ě 1 such that we have |?ρ ln pρ ` κq | ď ε on BR´2{n. Thus, we use the Hölder inequality

to estimate
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BR

∇
?
ρ ¨ ?

ρ ln pρ` κq∇ϕn dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ε‖∇

?
ρ‖L8 ‖∇ϕn‖L1 ď Cε‖∇

?
ρ‖L8
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for some constant C ą 0 independent of n and ε. As ε can be arbitrarily small, we have

proven the change of variables. �

Acknowledgements. JAC and JS were supported by the Advanced Grant Nonlocal-CPD

(Nonlocal PDEs for Complex Particle Dynamics: Phase Transitions, Patterns and Syn-

chronization) of the European Research Council Executive Agency (ERC) under the Eu-

ropean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No.

883363). JAC was also partially supported by the EPSRC grant numbers EP/T022132/1

and EP/V051121/1. JW was supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research

Council (grant number EP/W524311/1)

References

[1] T. Alsup, T. Hartland, B. Peherstorfer, and N. Petra. Further analysis of multilevel Stein variational

gradient descent with an application to the Bayesian inference of glacier ice models. Adv. Comput.

Math., 50(4):Paper No. 65, 29, 2024.

[2] T. Alsup, L. Venturi, and B. Peherstorfer. Multilevel Stein variational gradient descent with applications

to bayesian inverse problems. Proceedings of the 2nd Mathematical and Scientific Machine Learning

Conference, 145:93–117, 2022.

[3] L. Ambrosio, N. Fusco, and D. Pallara. Functions of bounded variation and free discontinuity problems.

Oxford Mathematical Monographs. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 2000.

[4] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré. Gradient flows in metric spaces and in the space of probability

measures. Lectures in Mathematics ETH Zürich. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, second edition, 2008.

[5] N. Aronszajn and K. T. Smith. Theory of Bessel potentials. I. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 11:385–475,

1961.

[6] K. Balasubramanian, S. Banerjee, and P. Ghosal. Improved finite-particle convergence rates for Stein

variational gradient descent. arXiv:2409.08469v2, 2024.

[7] P. Benilan, H. Brezis, and M. G. Crandall. A semilinear equation in L
1pRN q. Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.

Pisa Cl. Sci. (4), 2(4):523–555, 1975.

[8] J. A. Carrillo, A. Esposito, J. Skrzeczkowski, and J. S.-H. Wu. Nonlocal particle approximation for

linear and fast diffusion equations. arXiv:2408.02345v1, 2024.

[9] J. A. Carrillo, Y. Salmaniw, and J. Skrzeczkowski. Well-posedness of aggregation-diffusion systems with

irregular kernels. arXiv:2406.09227v1, 2024.

[10] J. A. Carrillo and J. Skrzeczkowski. Convergence and stability results for the particle system in the

Stein gradient descent method. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.16344; to appear in Math. Comp., 2023.



62 JOSÉ A. CARRILLO, JAKUB SKRZECZKOWSKI, AND JETHRO WARNETT

[11] P. Chen and O. Ghattas. Projected Stein variational gradient descent. Advances in Neural Information

Processing Systems, 33:1947–1958, 2020.

[12] P. Chen, K. Wu, J. Chen, T. O'Leary-Roseberry, and O. Ghattas. Projected Stein variational Newton:

A fast and scalable Bayesian inference method in high dimensions. In Advances in Neural Information

Processing Systems, volume 32, 2019.

[13] S. Chewi, T. Le Gouic, C. Lu, T. Maunu, and P. Rigollet. SVGD as a kernelized Wasserstein gradient

flow of the chi-squared divergence. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 33,

pages 2098–2109, 2020.

[14] G. Detommaso, T. Cui, Y. Marzouk, A. Spantini, and R. Scheichl. A Stein variational Newton method.

In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 31, 2018.

[15] M. Doumic, S. Hecht, B. Perthame, and D. Peurichard. Multispecies cross-diffusions: from a nonlocal

mean-field to a porous medium system without self-diffusion. Journal of Differential Equations, 389:228–

256, 2024.

[16] A. Duncan, N. Nüsken, and L. Szpruch. On the geometry of Stein variational gradient descent. J. Mach.

Learn. Res., 24:Paper No. [56], 39, 2023.

[17] L. C. Evans. Weak convergence methods for nonlinear partial differential equations, volume 74 of CBMS

Regional Conference Series in Mathematics. Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical

Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1990.

[18] L. C. Evans. Partial differential equations, volume 19 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American

Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 2010.

[19] G. B. Folland. Real analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York). John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New

York, second edition, 1999. Modern techniques and their applications, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[20] V. Gallego and D. R. Insua. Stochastic gradient MCMC with repulsive forces. arXiv:1812.00071v2,

2020.

[21] S. Geman and D. Geman. Stochastic relaxation, Gibbs distributions, and the Bayesian restoration of

images. IEEE Transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, (6):721–741, 1984.

[22] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Classics in Math-

ematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[23] L. Grafakos. Modern Fourier analysis. Number 250 in Graduate texts in mathematics. Springer, New

York, 2nd ed. edition, 2009.

[24] L. Gross. Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities. Amer. J. Math., 97(4):1061–1083, 1975.

[25] J. Han and Q. Liu. Stein variational gradient descent without gradient. Proceedings of the 35th Inter-

national Conference on Machine Learning, 80:1900–1908, 10–15 Jul 2018.

[26] W. K. Hastings. Monte Carlo sampling methods using Markov chains and their applications. Biometrika,

57(1):97–109, 1970.



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 63

[27] Y. He, K. Balasubramanian, B. K. Sriperumbudur, and J. Lu. Regularized Stein variational gradient

flow. Found. Comput. Math. (in press), preprint arXiv:2211.07861v2, 2024.

[28] M. Hieber and J. Prüss. Heat kernels and maximal Lp-Lq estimates for parabolic evolution equations.

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 22(9-10):1647–1669, 1997.

[29] M. D. Hoffman, D. M. Blei, C. Wang, and J. Paisley. Stochastic variational inference. J. Mach. Learn.

Res., 14:1303–1347, 2013.

[30] R. Jordan, D. Kinderlehrer, and F. Otto. The variational formulation of the Fokker-Planck equation.

SIAM J. Math. Anal., 29(1):1–17, 1998.

[31] A. Korba, P.-C. Aubin-Frankowski, S. Majewski, and P. Ablin. Kernel Stein discrepancy descent. Pro-

ceedings of the 38th International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 5719–5730, 2021.

[32] A. Korba, A. Salim, M. Arbel, G. Luise, and A. Gretton. A non-asymptotic analysis for Stein variational

gradient descent. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 33:4672–4682, 2020.

[33] N. Kuznetsov and A. Nazarov. Sharp constants in the Poincaré, Steklov and related inequalities (a

survey). Mathematika, 61(2):328–344, 2015.

[34] L. Li, Y. Li, J.-G. Liu, Z. Liu, and J. Lu. A stochastic version of Stein variational gradient descent for

efficient sampling. Commun. Appl. Math. Comput. Sci., 15(1):37–63, 2020.

[35] P.-L. Lions and C. Villani. Régularité optimale de racines carrées. Comptes rendus de l’Académie des

sciences. Série 1, Mathématique, 321(12):1537–1541, 1995.

[36] Q. Liu. Stein variational gradient descent as gradient flow. Advances in Neural Information Processing

Systems, 30, 2017.

[37] Q. Liu, J. Lee, and M. Jordan. A Kernelized Stein Discrepancy for Goodness-of-fit Tests. In Proceedings

of The 33rd International Conference on Machine Learning, 48:276–284, 2016.

[38] Q. Liu and D. Wang. Stein variational gradient descent: a general purpose Bayesian inference algorithm.

Proc. 30th Int. Conf. Neural Inf. Proc. Syst., page 2378–2386, 2016.

[39] Q. Liu and D. Wang. Stein variational gradient descent as moment matching. Advances in Neural

Information Processing Systems, 31, 2018.

[40] T. Liu, P. Ghosal, K. Balasubramanian, and N. Pillai. Towards Understanding the Dynamics of

Gaussian-Stein Variational Gradient Descent. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 36,

2024.

[41] J. Lu, Y. Lu, and J. Nolen. Scaling limit of the Stein variational gradient descent: the mean field regime.

SIAM J. Math. Anal., 51(2):648–671, 2019.

[42] A. Lunardi. Analytic semigroups and optimal regularity in parabolic problems. Progress in Nonlinear

Differential Equations and their Applications, 16. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1995.

[43] N. Metropolis, A. W. Rosenbluth, M. N. Rosenbluth, A. H. Teller, and E. Teller. Equation of state

calculations by fast computing machines. J. Chem. Phys., 21(6):1087–1092, 1953.



64 JOSÉ A. CARRILLO, JAKUB SKRZECZKOWSKI, AND JETHRO WARNETT

[44] N. Nüsken and D. R. M. Renger. Stein variational gradient descent: many-particle and long-time

asymptotics. Found. Data Sci., 5(3):286–320, 2023.

[45] F. W. J. Olver. Asymptotics and special functions. AKP Classics. A K Peters, Ltd., Wellesley, MA,

1997. Reprint of the 1974 original [Academic Press, New York; MR0435697 (55 #8655)].

[46] F. Otto. The geometry of dissipative evolution equations: the porous medium equation. Comm. Partial

Differential Equations, 26(1-2):101–174, 2001.

[47] F. Otto and C. Villani. Generalization of an inequality by Talagrand and links with the logarithmic

Sobolev inequality. J. Funct. Anal., 173(2):361–400, 2000.

[48] F. Otto and M. Westdickenberg. Eulerian calculus for the contraction in the Wasserstein distance. SIAM

J. Math. Anal., 37(4):1227–1255, 2005.

[49] B. Perthame and N. Vauchelet. Incompressible limit of a mechanical model of tumour growth with

viscosity. Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. A, 373(2050):20140283, 16, 2015.

[50] V. Priser, P. Bianchi, and A. Salim. Long-time asymptotics of noisy SVGD outside the population limit.

arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.11929, 2024.

[51] R. Ranganath, S. Gerrish, and D. Blei. Black box variational inference. In Artificial intelligence and

statistics, pages 814–822. PMLR, 2014.

[52] G. O. Roberts and J. S. Rosenthal. Optimal scaling of discrete approximations to langevin diffusions.

Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series B (Statistical Methodology), 60(1):255–268, 1998.

[53] W. Rudin. Fourier analysis on groups, volume No. 12 of Interscience Tracts in Pure and Applied

Mathematics. Interscience Publishers (a division of John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), New York-London, 1962.

[54] S. Saitoh and Y. Sawano. Theory of reproducing kernels and applications. Springer, 2016.

[55] J. Shi and L. Mackey. A finite-particle convergence rate for Stein variational gradient descent. Advances

in Neural Information Processing Systems, 36, 2024.

[56] G. Toscani. Entropy production and the rate of convergence to equilibrium for the Fokker-Planck

equation. Quart. Appl. Math., 57(3):521–541, 1999.

[57] C. Villani. Topics in optimal transportation, volume 58 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American

Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[58] C. Villani. Optimal transport, volume 338 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer-

Verlag, Berlin, 2009. Old and new.

[59] D. Wang, Z. Tang, C. Bajaj, and Q. Liu. Stein variational gradient descent with matrix-valued kernels.

Advances in neural information processing systems, 32, 2019.

[60] Y. Wang, P. Chen, and W. Li. Projected Wasserstein gradient descent for high-dimensional Bayesian

inference. SIAM/ASA J. Uncertain. Quantif., 10(4):1513–1532, 2022.

[61] H. F. Weinberger. An isoperimetric inequality for the N-dimensional free membrane problem. J. Rational

Mech. Anal., 5:633–636, 1956.



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 65

[62] M. Welling and Y. W. Teh. Bayesian learning via stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics. In Proceedings

of the 28th international conference on machine learning, pages 681–688, 2011.

[63] Z. Wu, J. Yin, and C. Wang. Elliptic & parabolic equations. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd.,

Hackensack, NJ, 2006.

[64] J.-J. Zhu and A. Mielke. Kernel approximation of Fisher-Rao gradient flows. arXiv:2410.20622v1, 2024.

[65] J. Zhuo, C. Liu, J. Shi, J. Zhu, N. Chen, and B. Zhang. Message passing Stein variational gradient

descent. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 6018–6027. PMLR, 2018.

José A. Carrillo: Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Woodstock Road, Oxford,

OX2 6GG, United Kingdom

Email address: carrillo@maths.ox.ac.uk

Jakub Skrzeczkowski: Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Woodstock Road, Ox-

ford, OX2 6GG, United Kingdom

Email address: jakub.skrzeczkowski@maths.ox.ac.uk

Jethro Warnett: Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Woodstock Road, Oxford,

OX2 6GG, United Kingdom

Email address: warnett@maths.ox.ac.uk


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries and Notation
	3. Existence of Kernels that satisfy the Stein-log-Sobolev-Inequality
	4. Weak Solutions to the Stein Gradient Flow
	5. Necessary Properties of the Kernel
	Appendix A. The incomplete gamma functions
	Appendix B. Properties of the H-s(Rd) space
	Appendix C. Proof of existence of solutions to the approximate problem
	Appendix D. Other auxiliary results
	References

