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THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY AND THE EXPONENTIAL
RATE OF CONVERGENCE FOR THE CONTINUOUS STEIN
VARIATIONAL GRADIENT DESCENT METHOD

JOSE 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 satistying 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 71([Rd)
and H 1([Rd), 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 p, € Z22(R?) often has the form of a Gibbs measure

1 —Vi(x
Poo(x)zge V)
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with a potential V : R — R and unknown normalization constant Z > 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 ps,. 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 p., 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 (Hg, |||k ), with positive definite
kernel K : R? x R? — 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 > 1 particles at step n = 0 denoted by

D EI ,X,]LV € R? and represented by the empirical measure

1 N

N

Pn = N E 5)(%7
Jj=1

the positions of particles are updated using the map

d

¢*('§ p) 1= argmax —
PeH K
Il <1

OKL((Id +e0)upllpew),

=
where we define the Kullback-Leibler divergence by

dp dp .
In{— — f d
Ld n (dpoo (m)) v () dpe(z) if p < pgyp an

KL(pllpwc) = 2n () e MR o), (L1)

400 otherwise.
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The resulting interacting particle system has the form
n+l — “n €n qb ( ns Pn )

for adaptive step sizes {ey,}n>1 S (0,0). It was shown in [38, Equation 3| and [37, Theo-
rem 3.8] that ¢* is well-defined under mild assumptions of V' and p, and explicitly given by

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

0w o) = | K Vi) o) dy = | VoK (a.0) olo) do

where VK 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 [II] helps tackle the curse of
dimensionality. Message passing [65] prevents particles from collapsing to the target mode.
A multilevel approach [112] 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 (I.2])) has been explored [31].

Numerical experiments in [1,341[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 [I12]. 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.



4 JOSE A. CARRILLO, JAKUB SKRZECZKOWSKI, AND JETHRO WARNETT

Several results about the finite-particle system of SVGD, such as convergence rates, are
discussed in [6l10,40l55]. In [36] it was shown that the mean-field ensemble weakly converges

to the target distribution p,, 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 [36L[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,

diplz) = d1v< f K(z,y) (dd” (y )) dpoo(y)>, (MF SVGD)

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

D?(p¢||pes) is defined as

D?(pnl[po) = J{RJW (dp" )>'K(x,y)Vy(jﬁ;(@)dpoo(y)dpoo(w)- (1.2)

dpe

It should be noted that [31] uses a different formulation of the dissipation, which is equivalent
to (L2) under differentiability assumptions on K. It was shown in [36, Theorem 3.4], that

the evolution of densities {p;}1>¢ is equipped with the following energy dissipation identity
KL (pillpso) + D*(prllpsc) = 0.

A formal geometry, called the Stein geometry, was established and discussed in [16,44] to
interpret the equation (ME_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" K (z,y) = e@ e"x_y|e#
and for quadratic potentials V(x) that the Hessian of the Kullback-Leibler divergence at py,
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 A > 0 depending

on po, such that
AKL(pi]|pon) < D*(pt]]pos)- (1.3)

We could alternatively prove algebraic rate of convergence, if there exists A > 0 and o > 1

depending on py, such that
A [KL(ptl[po0)]™ < D (pl | pco)- (1.4)

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

([C3) holds for perturbed log-convex targets p,, € Z(R?) with
1 1
Poo = Ee_v, V(z) >C+§(Jc—,u)-2_1(a:—,u), (1.5)

where V € L (R?) such that V > 0 a.e., C € R is a constant, u € R? is a mean and X € R?*4
is a strictly positive definite covariance matrix. We define 0 < o1 < --- < g4 to be the
eigenvalues of ¥, while Z := S[Rd e~V dx is the normalization constant. Note carefully that
(LX) includes anisotropic Gaussian distributions and polynomial functions V(x) = |z|P with

exponent p = 2. To simplify notation, we introduce the potential
1

Vo(@) i= 5@ =) - 37z — ).

Inspired by [16], we assume that the kernel K (z,y) is of the ansatz form

K(z,y) =@~ =n k(z —y)eV W= Voéy), (1.6)

for a function k to be determined. Then, the desired inequality (I3)) reads

Vo (=) Vo (v)

AKL(pHpm)<Ldfwv(p<m>ev<x>) k= )V (o) VW) 5 dy e

—j v (pev) e*% k <V (pev) e*%> dz,
Rd

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

(1.7)

work with functions p such that the RHS of (L7)) is finite. Our strategy is to prove a sharper
inequality that holds for all functions p € L' (R%)

)\f |peV*§ - T€7%|2d$ < f V(pe”) e P ko x <V (pev) e*%) dz, (1.8)
RY RY
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where 7 is defined by the quotient

T;_js V=) dg/js (1.9)

for some fixed € > 0 depending on k and d, where F(g) and g denote the Fourier transform
of a function g. Observe that if p = py, = 76_‘/, then 7 = —, and thus both sides of the
inequality (L.8) vanish. We have chosen the weight evf% in the ansatz form in (Z6]) so that
it allows for a control of the Kullback-Leibler divergence in (L8]). Notice that inequality
(L) is an immediate consequence of (LL8)) and Lemma [D.Jl Additionally, we note that the
inequality (L8] provides a bound on the L2norm of pev_? (see (LI2)).

The main idea in our proof is to pass to Fourier variables, so that the inequality (L8]
simplifies. One reason for the choice of the weight in (IL6]) is so that we can eliminate the
term e~V when passing to Fourier variables in the dissipation. We construct k such that
ke LY(R?) + L2(RY) (i.e. k = k1 + kg with k; € L'(R?) and ko € L?(R?)) and its Fourier

transform satisfies

1 1 1
g S <Dy ——,
Dol fep <MY S P

=

ke Whe(RY), (1.10)

for some constant Dy, > 1 depending on k. We note Assumption (LI0) is equivalent to
the Fourier transform of k having quadratic decay (i.e. lim|_,o k(&) €2 = ¢ e (0,00)) and
being locally bounded away from zero and infinity. Condition (LI0) has two consequences

for the dissipation:

(1) The dissipation is equivalent to the H~' norm on V (pe") o3 (see (Z1)) for the
definition of H~!(R?)). Thus, we may assume that V (pe"’) P e H~Y(RY).

(2) We get an operator H~'(R?) — H'(R?); g — k * g (see Lemma [B.1)), so the dissipa-
tion can be interpreted as an action of the functional V(pe"’) 67% on the function

kx (V(peY) e*%), denoted by the bracket (-, )1 (ra) g1 (re)-

Therefore, we will assume that the following regularity conditions hold

pe LMRY,  pe"F e IPRY,  pe’ 7 Ve HTN(RY). (H)
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By observing that the following identity holds in the sense of distributions

Vo \% 1

\%
Vipe ) e 2 =V(peV 2) + §peV770 \A%) (1.11)
vy -2 —1(pd : :
we get V(pe')e 2 € H ' (R%). Thus, we may rewrite (L)) equivalently as

\ \%
)\f \peV*TO —7'6770|2da:
% (B)
<{(V(pe") e kx (V(pe ) e ) — D2(pllpw)
<(Vl(p , p ot gy g gy~ DEPIlP):
where 7 € R is given by (I0). We omit the subscript D?(p||pe) = D?(p||ps) in case it is

clear with which kernel k we are working with. In case p is also in Z(R?), then we can show

the following inequality holds
AKL(pl|p) < D7 (ol 00)- (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 (Bl) and (SLSI)). Let poy, V' be as in ([LE) with
CeR, peR?and ¥ e R? g strictly positive definite and symmetric matriz. Then for any
kernel k € L' (R?) + L?(RY) that satisfies the condition (LI0), there exists a constant A > 0
dependent on V', ¥, C and Dy, in (LI0), such that the inequality (Bl) is satisfied for all p
as in (H). If additionally p € 2(R?), then the inequality (SLSI) also holds true. Moreover,
there exists a constant C > 0 depending on k and ps, such that for all p satisfying (H]) we

have the inequality
V-2 V=R VV|% < C D? 1.12
lpe” =2 |72 + llpe ollz-1 < C (llpllLr + Dilpllp))- (1.12)

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

e The Stein-log-Sobolev constant A can be made explicit. In fact, by tracking all the
dependencies in Section [3] the constant is given by

A )\071 .5'0'1/\1

DDy, Z oq
where Ao 4 > 0 is a constant defined in ([B.15]) for d = 1 and in 3.36) for d > 2, ko q
is the kernel defined in (812]) for d = 1 or is the kernel constructed in Section
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for d > 2, the values 01, 04, C, Z are from (L3]), and Dy and Dy, , are the constants
from (LI0Q) for & and ko g respectively.

e Let {V,,}nen be a sequence of potentials satisfying assumptions of Theorem [IT] and
let Cy;, be their constants in (L12). Assume there exists a bounded open set U < R?
such that |V;, — Vo — 0, then Cy,, — Cy. This follows from (3.16).

e We could generalize Theorem [Tl for every kernel k € L'(R?) + L?(RY) that satisfies

1 1 - -

— < k(¢), ke WH®(RY), 1.13
o T <M (&) (1.13)
for some constant Dy > 1 depending on k at the price that D?(p||ps) will not be
a duality pairing between H~'(R?) and H'(RY). Since kernels satisfying (LI3) are

less regular than (ILI0), we do not see any gain from using kernels satisfying (LI3]).

The proof of Theorem [I[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 Bl

It is not a priori clear that there exist solutions to (ME_SVGDI) for kernels constructed in
Theorem [LIl In fact, even for the explicit kernel k(x) = e~ 1zl 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 ps as t — 0.

Theorem 1.3 (existence of weak solutions to (ME_SVGDI). Suppose that (L) holds and
VV is continuous, V € H (R?) for some m > 4. Let py € P(R%) with KL(po||pe) < 0
and k € L' (RY) + L?(R?Y) satisfying (LI0). Then, there exists a curve of probabiliy measures
[0,00) 3t — p; € P(RY) that is a distributional solution to (ME_SVGD) with initial value
po, i.e. for all T >0 and for all test functions v € CX([0,T] x RY) we have

f[Rd (T, z) pr(z) da = fRd ¥(0,2) po(x) dx + LT fRd Oryp pda dt "

T
— f f k= (V(pev) e*%) -peV*?w} dx dt.
0 Jre
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The curve is absolutely continuous with respect to the Wasserstein metric W1 and it enjoys

the following regularity
peV=F e L2((0,T) x RY), V(peV)e 2 e L2(0,T; H'(RY) for all T > 0. (1.15)

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

Kullback-Leibler distance

t
KL(pt|lpo) +j0 D?(ps|po) ds < KL(pol|po),  KL(prl|pxo) < e KL(po|lpo)-  (1.16)

The formula (LI4) makes sense because the LHS is well-defined by the narrow continuity
in time of p. The last term on the RHS is well-defined by the Holder’s inequality, regularity

(LI5) and Lemma [B.1] this yields

ke (Vip ev)e_%> e L2(0,T; H'(RY) « L2((0,T) x RY).
The last result highlights several cases when the inequality (I.4]) cannot hold true.

Theorem 1.4 (Conditions for failure of ([4])). Assume that o = 1. The inequality (L4)

will fail in the following cases.

(F1) Let V = Vq (50 py is Gaussian) and k € LY(R?) + L?(RY) be such that there ewists
r>1+ % with

» 1
k(€) < CW'

Vo (=) Vo(y)

The kernel is defined by K (xz,y) :=e 2 k(x —y)e 2
(F2) Let r € [1,0], B € [0,(2—2%)d+1), fe L®(R?) and k € L"(R?). The kernel is
defined by K (w,y) := (1 + |z]7) f(x)k(z — y)(1 + [y|°) f(y)-
(F8) Lety >0, 3 <0, k:RY— Ris a B-homogeneous positive definite kernel (in the sense

of distributions), V : R* — [0,00) is y-homogeneous such that it is differentiable in

the Sobolev sense, VV is (y — 1)-homogeneous and
f[Rd f[Rd VV(z) - k(zx—y)VV(y) dpe(y) dpe(z) < 0. (1.17)
The kernel is defined by K(x,y) := k(x —y) and the following condition holds:

(o —2)y>p—2.
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We explain the implications for each case:

[(FI)} The inequality (L) fails when &k in C*(R?) n L2(R?) for s > d + 1. Theorem [T and
Remark show that the inequality (4] may hold for s € [0, 1], see (I.I0). There
is a gap in regularity C*(R?) for s € (1,d + 1], which remains an open problem.

(F2): We conjecture that the kernel must have exponential weights. The inequality (4]
fails for polynomial weights of the form (1 + |z|%)f(z) for 8 sufficiently small. There
is an open gap in our results, and we conjecture that the kernel will also fail for any
pair € [0,00) and r € [1, ).

(F3)] The inequality (I4]) holds if the kernel is not too repulsive and if there is not too

much mass is in the tails of pg.

These failure conditions highlight that the assumptions we make in Theorem [L.I] 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 (SLSII) hold.

1.2. Structure of the paper. In Section [2] we collect the notation used throughout the
paper. Then, in Sections Bl @ and Bl we prove Theorems [[L1 3] and 4] respectively.
The Appendix is comprised of four parts. In Appendix [Al we present results about the
incomplete gamma function, in Appendix [B] we mention properties of the H % Sobolev
space, in Appendix [(] we provide an existence proof necessary for Theorem [[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? and [0, 7] x R? and their subsets. For

the latter, we call ¢, 2 the temporal- and spatial variable respectively for (¢,z) € [0,T] x R?.
For any R > 0 we define the open ball of radius R by Bg := {x € R? | |2| < R}. The
Schwarz space and the space of tempered distributions are denoted with S(R?) and S'(R%),

respectively. These function spaces are endowed with a duality pairing, which we denote by
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S'(RY) x S(RY) 3 (u,g) — (u,g)s s € R. We let Lip, (R?) denote the space of L-Lipshitz
function for L > 0. We denote by C*(R) the a-Hdlder continuous functions for a € (0, 1).

Let M(R?) denote the space of signed Radon measures on R? with finite total variation. The
total variation of € M is defined by ||u||Tv := |u| (R?), where we have the Hahn-Jordan
decomposition g = put — p~ for non-negative measures p*, p~ and |u| ;== pt + p~. Given
two measures p, v we write v « g if there exists a measurable function h : R — R such
that dv(x) = h(z)du(z). In that case we write S—Z := h. We let 2(R?%) denote the space of

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

Yu,ve 2(RY.

Wi(u,v) = sup
feLipl([Rd)

f() du(z) - f f(z) dv(z)
R4 Rd

We say a curve of probability measures [0,T] 3t — p; € Z(R?) is absolutely continuous if

there exists a function f € L'(0,7T) with
t1

sup f || dpy < o0, Wi (oo, ot,) < f |f(s)|ds Vto,t1 € [0,T).
te[0,7] JR? to

For p e [1, 0] the space of measurable functions with finite LP-norm is denoted by LP(R%).
In particular, L?(R?) is endowed with the complex inner product {f, g) := Sga [ -gdz. The

Sobolev space H*(R?) for s € R is the space of tempered distributions
HYRY) = fue 8'RY) : (1+1¢P)2 a6) e L*(RY)}, (2.1)

We remark that (2.I) in particular implies that @, a priori an element of &’(RY), is in fact
a function (see [19, Proposition 9.16] for the proof of equivalency of these definitions). For

5> 0, we define a duality pairing between H*(RY) and H*(R?) by

<f7g>H*S,HS = <fag>

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

following completion under H*(R%)
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Given a function space X as above, we define LP(0,7T; X) as the space of equivalence classes

of measurable functions f : [0,7] — X with finite norm

r :
I fllzr0,1:x) = (L I f )% dt> )

In case X = H'(R?) we write the norm [ fllzeo,r,) = [[flzppy- Additionally, we endow
the space L(0,T; H'(R?)) and L?(0,T; H~'(R%)) with a duality pairing

T
o Drzuz 12m :—L {frgogamdt  VfeL*(0,T;H'(RY) Vge L*(0,T; H'(RY)).

Given a function space X we denote its dual space by X*, and for any sequence {f,}n>1 € X
and element f € X we use the following symbols f, — f, fn — f and f,, — f as n — oo for

strong, weak and weak™® convergence, respectively.

Special operators, functions and sets. For p,q,r € [1,00] with 1 + % = % + % (with the
convention = = 0) and two functions f € LP(RY), g € LI(R?), the convolution f * g is

defined as
frgx) = fRd fle—y)gly)dy  VoeR™ (2.2)

By Young’s convolution inequality, this function is well-defined and belongs to L™(R?) with
the estimate | f * gllo- < || fllzellgllze. For a function f e LP(0,T;L9(R%)) and functions

v € CP(R), w e CL(R?) we define mollification in time and space respectively by

Frplta)i= | Fs.0)e(t =) ds,
K V(t,x) € [0,T] x R%
frafta) = | F(tyla =) dy

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

E < R? we define the indicator function

1 ifzek, )
1g(z) = Vo e R%

0 ifx¢k
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Fourier transform. Given an integrable function f € L'(R?), we define the Fourier transform

and inverse Fourier transform respectively by

Fi@) = fa) = | e

Yz e R%,
F(e) = fx) = f ST f(6) de

R4

We extend the transform to distributions by
(i, gy = Cu, gy and (it gy i=(u,gy  YueS'(RY) Vge SRY).

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

exists f : [0,00) — R such that g(§) = f(|¢]). 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 [[.Tl Let us sketch our arguments. We will

assume that & is radially symmetric. The first step is to rewrite the dissipation in (B)) as
2 _ vy —Y% vy —Y%
D(pllp) = (Ve ye % kw (Vo) e 2 ) )
)

Vi
- <v((P —reV)e)e 7 ki (V((P —re)e)e )>H71([Rd) H(RY)

for any 7 € R. Letting g := (p—71e") evfé, we prove in Section B.1] for a particular value
T that
~ 17 2
D%(pllp) > C | R(6) |(27i€) 3(€) + 5= Val©)] ¢
R4 2 (271')

¢ (L GO a©) e+ — [ IVa©)Rk©) dé) ,

1672 Jga
where C' > 0 is a constant that depends on ¥ and the coefficients in (II0), ¢ : R — R
is a certain weight depending explicitly on k. We observe crucially that in the first term
on the RHS, we can replace k with any other kernel that satisfies (LI0) at the cost of a
smaller constant in (B)). Hence, our strategy is to find a single kernel kg 4 that satisfies the

inequality (Bl). We will work with the second term on the RHS of the above inequality.
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To illustrate the difficulties, suppose that ¢ = A > 0, then by the Plancherel theorem and

assumption (.5))

V2
p—Te _
D?(pl| peo) = Afd\g(w)Ide —f ‘e%v‘ e’ Yo dy

‘ TZPoo‘ )\ecj
= [ 12 do > 22
Z poo Z Jr

where Z = S[Rd e V(@) dz. The conclusion would follow immediately by Lemma [D-11

(3.1)
P
Poo

2
— 77

deOv

Unfortunately, a strict positive lower bound on ¢ would violate the positive definiteness of
k, which can be seen in ([3.20). Luckily, we can state sufficient conditions on both k& and ¢ to
satisfy (B1]). We do this by compensating the non-positive values of ¢ with the information
on the gradient V§ via a Poincaré-Wirtinger argument, see Section B3l Our approach is to
reconstruct k from a given weight g with sufficient properties as described above. This is
performed in Section B4l where we derive a formula for k in terms of g. In Section we
further restrict our analysis to a particular step function ¢ in order to prove Theorem [I.1]
for dimension d > 2. But before we present our argument, in Section we use the above
methods in one dimension for a particular Matérn kernel k(z) = e~ l#l thus proving Theorem

[[Ilin 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?(p || ps ) is an action of H~'(R?) functionals
on H 1([Rd) 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.1l

Lemma 3.1. Let p satisfy (), 7 € R and k € L*(R?) + L*(R?) satisfy (LI0). Then, let
ks (z) := det(Efé) k‘(Eféaj) and let h be either k or ks. Then, the dissipation D% (p|| pw),
defined in (B), satisfies

2

D (pl po) = Ch f k(&) ’(%zs)g@) Vi(e)| d¢

R4

R 1 . ;
- o ([ la©Paerae + 5 [ Iva©r ko).

2 (2m) (3.2)
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where we define the functions

Vo (=)

00(@) = (ple) ~re V@) VOTE @)= Shadp, gi=gooz,

A A (3.3)
a(€) 1= 4 62 k(€) — Saiv(E H(E)).

and the constants

Gy i det(Z) (o1 A 1) Ch i y/det () , (3.4)

9

o4 D? ' o4

with Dy being the constant from (LI0) and 0 < 01 < ... < g4 being eigenvalues of X.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check

Yo
2

2 _ vy, —R Ve
Dilpll o) = <V(pe Jer hx (V(pe e )>H*1([R’d),H1([Rd)

_ _ —V\ V VY _ —-Vy V )
_<V((P Te )el)e 2,h*<V((p TeT)en)e 2)>H*1(Rd)7H1(Rd)'

We can represent the dissipation in terms of gg as

1 1.
D%(pl\poo)—<Vgo+§2 Yz —p) go,h*<Vgo+§E Yz —p) go>> .
H-1(R), H(RY)

We aim at applying the Plancherel formula in the H~! setting as in from Lemma [B]

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

F(Vgo) = (2mi&) go, F <%EI(SE — 1) 90> = e 2min ﬁlﬂ)xlv <€2m5“ Efo) . (3.5)

These formulas hold in the sense of distributions. But as a consequence of Lemma [B.2] we
know Vg exists in the Sobolev sense. Let us write the formulas above in terms of g. Recall
that go(x) = 9(27%(3: — ). Hence, a direct computation gives

Go(€) = det(£2) e (326, (3.6)

It follows that we can express

1 :
F (521(:17 — 1) go> = det(E%) e~ 2micHn

1 .
_ ¥ —2mi€p
det(X2)e > (2n)

Next, we use in Lemma [B.I and (3.5)-(B.7) to obtain
D (ol ) = der(®) [ (e |comie) a=ie) +
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where we used that |e=2™%#| = 1. We apply the change of variables n = Eéﬁ to get

, 2
L\ A ? A
02 (o) = V/ar(S) [ i) |5 ((@rina) + 55 Vo) )|
(3.8)
«/det s i N
f (=72 ‘27m7)9(77)+2 V()| dn.
(27)
We now transform the term B(Efén) and prove
. i 2
(o) > Co [ bta) |(2in) o) + 555t (39)
Re (2m)

Indeed, if h(x) = kx(x) = det(Ef%)k‘(Eféx), we have h(n) = E(E%n) S0 B(Efén) — k(n)
and we arrive at ([3.9). On the other hand, if h(z) = k(z), we estimate

1
L+ 572 <14 —[nf* < (1+ 1P,
1

(0'1 AN 1)
so using (I.I0]), we obtain

A 1 1 1 1 1
k‘(Eién) = — I = (011 1) 5 = (1 g )
Dr14|22p2 Dr 1+ n| Dy

and hence, we again deduce ([B3.9]).

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

get
Dol o) = On( (ak Inl g, Inl 9 ) + 5 (Fond, 93 )
+5 <1%vg,ng> + 16% (kv3.97) ),
where we recall that {-,-) denotes the complex L?(R?) inner product. Finally, we write
(kng,vg)+(kVg.ng ) = = (div(kn)g,g )=(kn- V9.9 )+(kVang ) = = (div(kn)g. g
so that we have proven the inequality (3.2)). O

Remark 3.2. Note that we scale ky with det(Efé) to formally preserve the mass of k£ and
to ensure better stability of the constant A in (B)).
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3.2. Proof of Theorem [I.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 [I1l in 1D. We split the argument into four steps.

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

Cy
D? >
k(pHpOO) ,Dk,DkOJ

2
[ st |emina© + 55=va©) e Gao

where ko1 € L'(R?) + L2(R?) is a fixed kernel that satisfies (ILI0), Cj is the constant in
(3.4) and Dy, Dy, , are the constants of k and ko 1 respectively in (LI0). By assumption the
given kernel k satisfies all assumptions of Lemma B.Il This means that the following lower

estimate holds for all p satisfying (HI),

2
Vg(&)| dé, (3.11)

(oIl ) > Ci [ HE) 2rin) () + 5

where CY, is the constant in ([B.4]). Inspired by [16], we choose a particular Matérn kernel
ko1 (x) := e 1oL, (3.12)

One can show that this kernel has the Fourier transform /2:0,1(5) = Thus as both

1
T+4n22"
kernels k and ko satisfy (LI0), we can show Dkao,J% > /2:0,1. Then combining this

inequality with ([B.I1)), we immediately see that (B.I0) holds true.

Dissipation dominates L?>-norm As in ([3.2), we can rewrite the inequality (3.10) as

Ck 1 -
D} > 9)*qd —f 9% ko1 d
Holo) > g ( [ oPade+ i [ 9P a

where ¢g and ¢ are defined in ([B.3) using ko ;. The next step is to establish the following

lower bound

1

[ 19Pade + 1o [ 199PRor e > o [ 1o dg (3.13)
R ™ JR R
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for some Ag 1 > 0. To this end, we explicitly compute the weight ¢q. This yields

42112 1. . LS 4m2e2 1 1 B
q(é.) - 47T |§‘ kO,l(f) - §dlv(§k07l<§)) - 1 + 47T2£2 (1 + 4%252)2 - 51 + 47.‘.252 -
(4r%e? — $)(1 4+ 472€%) + 4722 (w— )1+ w) + w

(1 + 472¢2)2 a (14 w)? ’

where we write w = 47%¢2. The numerator is a convex quadratic function with critical

point at w. = —% and only one positive root at w, = @. Then ¢ has negative values
only in the ball B, with radius € := \/2;_773. Given § > 0 we define 8 := ¢(e + §) and
a = —q(0) = % By a direct computation ¢'(§) = %4#25 > 0 so that ¢ is increasing

for € = 0. Then, we have the lower bound

—a  if ¢l <e+4,
q(§) =
B ifl¢| =e+4.

We use this to estimate the first term in the LHS of ([3.I3)) as follows

f |g<£>|2q<5>d£+f 9(6)Pg©)de = B |g<£>|2d£—af a(6) 2 de.
R\Be+s

Beys R\Bc s Beys

We will choose 7 € R, in the definition of g, such that § s g(£)d¢ = 0 (note that this is

analogue to (L9)). This allows us to use the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and get

5\ 2 1 5\ 2 .
f |g|2ds<(” ) f V2 de < - (” ) f Va2 o de.
Beys P1/2,1 Beys ko1(e 4+ 0) \P1/2,1 Beys

Above, we used the monotonicity of 12:071 and the optimal constant in the Poincaré-Wirtinger

inequality from Lemma [D.3l In order for (8.I3)) to hold, it now suffices to find § such that

@ (E + (5)2 1
_ < -
ko1(e +6) \P1/21 167

By continuity, such 0 exists if

2
1

i ( c ) <—, (3.14)

ko1(g) \P1/21 167
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2
which is true because —< ( £ > ~ 0.00335 and —5 ~ 0.00633. The optimal value for
ko,1(e) \P1/2,1 167

Ao,1 1s given by

§>0 1672 )

- 2
Ao,1 = sup min {Q(s +9), ko1 (e +9) <p1/2’1> — a} . (3.15)

L2-norm dominates Kullback-Leibler We use the definition of function g in (3:3) and the

change of variables y = z(x) = Yo+ 7

C’k)\o 1 J )2 CrAo,1 j )2

D? > dz = d

Kol poo) |90(2 ()] DiDr /Ao (D) 90(y)|” dy.

Finally, we exploit the definition of gy and use property (L3]) to obtain
Ck Ao, j ‘ _vy v_Yo?
—Te e’ 2| do
C’k)\(]le ‘ —TZpoo| C’k/\()lec dp 2
dzx > . — 77| dpo,
DkaO A/det(E Z po Dy Dy v/ det(X) Z Jr [dpoo

where Z = S[R e~V dz. Using Lemma [D.1] we can bound the RHS by the Kullback-Leibler

distance to deduce

dp 2
Di (ol peo) = AL ‘J —7Z| dpe = MKL(p|[peo).
o0

where the Stein-log-Sobolev constant is given by

Ck )\071 eC . )\071 ec g1 N 1

T DyDiy,/det(D)Z  DpDu, Z 04

Proof of L? and H™" estimate In order to derive the L? estimate in (ITI2) we use the in-

equality (B]) that we proved above. We must somehow estimate the value 7 (given by (I9))
\%
in terms of D2(p||ps) and [|p||z1. An estimate on ||pe¥ =2 |2 will immediately follow from

this. Take any bounded open interval I € R and note that
\ vy |2 1 vy |2
/\f ’peV_TO —re ? /\f ‘peV_TO —re 2
I R

We expand the square, use Cauchy-Schwarz and estimate

2
)\f ’pev_?
I
AN 2)\6

Di(p Il o) + 22e™ ol < Di(pl o) + =77 +

de < DY(p || puo).

dz + ANT? < Di(p|| poo) + 2A7f peV Vo dx
! (3.16)

lelZ:,
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where we define m := ||V = Vol|po(p), N := §; e~"0 dz and we used that 7 € R. We thus

derive a bound on 7 by

2 2 9 4e®m 2
T° < )\—N[Dk(pHpoo) + WHPHLL

A%
Now by the reverse triangle inequality we bound the L? norm of peV770 by

_Y 1 1
loe" == [z < A/ DR(pllpeo) + 7lle™ 72 < C(llpllzr + /DR (pllp0) )

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of p. Using [(P2)| from Lemma [B.I] and (ILI0) we

observe that
1 _V )
NIV (pe)e™ = I < D(pllpe) < Dil[V(pe")e = 1.
As a consequence of this inequality and the identity (LII), we find the additional bound

_V _V _W
loe¥ =2 Vol < IV (pe" ™)1 + [V (pe" Y % -1

A%
< C(llpe” ™ Iz + v/D(plloo)) < Cllollir + VD2 (pllpc))
where C' > 0 is a varying constant independent of p. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.3. The proof above works also for the kernel kx(z) = k:(Eféat) because it also

satisfies Lemma [B.I]l Its advantage is that it yields a better constant A = D;‘% . % oL

kPko 1 7d
However, the kernel depends on ¥ and involves multiplication Z_%x, which increases the
computational cost. We elected to concentrate the analysis on kernels k that are independent

of the distribution po.

3.3. Sufficient condition on k and g. The proof in Subsection will fail in higher
dimensions, since the condition (3.I4)) will not hold for d > 2, see Figure[Il 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 k and q to obtain the lower bound

B13) as in the proof of Theorem [[Iin 1D.
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FI1GURE 1. The value Tor @ (M—2J> (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 k and ¢). Let k and q be as in Lemma 31 Further-
more, assume that k and q are radially symmetric and that there exists constants o, 8,¢,0 > 0

such that

—a ifr<e, R
q(r) = for r e [0,00) and  k(r) =60 forrel0,¢].
6 ifr>=e

If the following strict inequality holds

2
« € 1
s 3.17
0 (pd/2,1> = 16 w2’ ( )

where pgy/a ;1 is defined in Lemma [D.3, then it holds

1 .
~12 ~12 2
d¢ + — Vg|*kdé = d¢, 3.18
Ld 9|7q d¢§ 1672 [Rd| gl 3 Vfu%d lg|® d€ ( )

where g is defined in B.3), T € R is defined in ([LI), p satisfies [H) and V satisfies ([LT).

Moreover, the parameter v is given by

v = min {6, 0 (pd/2’1>2 - a} . (3.19)

16 72 €
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Proof. Consider the ball B, = {¢ : || < ¢}. We can estimate

f \g<§>\2q<s>ds+f 6(6)Pa(e) de > ﬁf 9(6) dé — a f a(6) 2 de.
R4\ Be R\ Be

£ €

As in the proof of Theorem [I.I] in 1D, the negative value can be compensated by the
information on the gradient. We choose 7 € R such that § p. 9d€ =0 (see (L)) so that by

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

[RGRE >2f5|vg(s>|2ds<§< “ ) [ v ac

Pdy/2,1 Pd/2,1

€

Hence, to conclude the lower bound ([BI8) we see that (3.17) needs to hold. From this, we

deduce that the optimal value v can be expressed as the minimum (B.19]). O

3.4. Reconstructing kernels from weights. For any given radially symmetric weight ¢,
we explicitly reconstruct the kernel frequency k from the PDE stated in B3). We also study
the differentiability of k.

1
loc

Lemma 3.5 (formula for the kernel frequency l;:) Let g € Ly .(0,00) have a representative,
denoted by the same symbol, that is differentiable at r = 0. Then, there exists the unique
([0,00)) that solves the ODE

radially symmetric kernel frequency ke VV&)’C1 N LY.

<47r2 2_ g) k) = 2R ) = g0,

It is explicitly given by

1
]%(7«) = _3647r27’2 frq<s)sd—1e—47r282 ds = _2f q(ur)ud—leélnzrz(l—uz) du
0

Td 0

. 22 v (3.20)
2,.2 d_q _
:—<27TT)de47rr L q<g> w2 e " du.
Furthermore, its derivative reads

- d\ el r* (7 22 2

E(r)y=—2(8r%r— - f d=lodms™ qs — = 3.21
0= -2 (8w - 2) S [ a2 ey

and it is bounded at the origin.
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Proof. Suppose we know the solution k satisfies 12:(5) = ks for some d, ks > 0. Then by
standard linear ODE methods we can explicitly solve for k by

4m2r2

h(r) = e : <5de—47r252]%6 B QL q(S)Sd—le—4n252 ds) '

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

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

0
54 s + ZJ q(s)s? e ds =
0

As ¢ is arbitrary, we derive a formula for k by solving for ks in the previous equation and

substituting ¢ with any r > 0. This yields the unique solution

~ 2 r
k(r) = ——de47r27’2f q(s).sd_le_‘m?s2 ds.
0

Then, the second formula in (B:20) follows by the change of variables u = s/r. The last
expression in (3:20) follows by the change of variables u = 472s% so that du = 872sds and

T 422 d—2
f q(s)sd_le_47r * ds L q<@> <@> e “du
0

87‘(’ 2 2
1 Am?r? \/ﬂ d_q _,,
= ~ 2 e Y du.
2(27r)dL q<2w>”2 ¢ du

We proceed to further properties of k. Since q is continuous at the origin, k is bounded at
the origin by
r—0 r—0 r—0

. -1 2 (7
limsup |k(r)| < limsup — f lg(s) ds < limsup ;j lg(s)|ds < o0.
0

Let us now show the differentiability of k. From the formula [B21)), we see that the only diffi-
culty is at r = 0. Since ¢ is differentiable at the origin, there exists a function h : [0,00) — R

such that

q(r) = q(0) +7¢'(0) + h(r), h(r) = o(r) whenever r — 0.
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Directly differentiating and using the above Taylor expansion we obtain

422 pr
X 2
i (r) = —2 (87T2T - é) S f g(s)s*tem " ds — ~q(r)
0

r) r

_ Q (d(e;;; ~ <g,47r27‘2> - 2) —24/(0) (3.22)
-2 (87727‘ - g) 64:ZT2 LT h(s)sdile%”%2 ds — %h(r) (3.23)
— 8r2r :;;j:dq(O) ¥ <g,47r27‘2> — (87T2T — g) (624:,7;1 q/z(::)’y <d; 1,47T2r2> ,

where 7 is the incomplete gamma function defined in (A.1). To control the singularities and

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

1 z z 1
—2% "% = ezf s tds < y(a,2) < J s hds = =2 (3.25)
a 0 0 a

Hence, we can estimate the singular terms in ([3.22]) as follows, keeping in mind ¢(0) < 0,

422 Amr2p2
0= 40 5 _q 5 a0 <d c . (g,zm?r?) —2> > 2900 — 1.

r r (27r)d r

The other terms in (3.23) are easy to control because (B.25) implies that the following

functions

THW’7<§,4FT> and r»—>(27w)d+17< 5 A (3.26)
converge when  — 0. Finally, the terms with function A in ([3.:24]) can be controlled by
using the fact h(r) = o(r) whenever r — 0. More precisely, for all n > 0, there exists € > 0
such that |h(r)| < nr for all r € [0,¢]. Then we estimate

(" d—1_—4n2g2 Ui d+1 = 54
mj;] h(S)S € *ds < 2(27T7")d+1 v 2 747T r )

and thus we conclude using ([3.26]) again and the fact that > 0 is arbitrarily small. O
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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 ¢ 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 v(s,r) and I'(s,r), summarized in Appendix [Al
It is worth comparing the Fourier transform of the kernel constructed in this section with

the one from Section B.2] see Figure

Proof of Theorem [1.11 (Case 2). We split the proof into six steps.

A candidate for function 12:07d. Let a,e > 0, 7 = 0 and define the weight

—a ifr<e, 7(%’477252)

q(r) = Bi= i~
aB ifr>e, I (%7 An?e?)

(3.27)

We have chosen (3 such that

LOO q <\2/—f> wt e du = 0. (3.28)
This condition, together with the form of ¢ in ([3:27)), guarantees that 12:0765 given by (3.20)
satisfies 12:0765 > 0 (so that k is formally positive definite by Bochner’s Theorem [53]). Using
[B28)) and the third formula in ([3:20) we can compute ]%O,d explicitly as

4722 d
QM7< 4> ifr<e.

. (27r)d 2’
Foa(r) = P (3.29)
exp(4mr d 59 .
aﬁi(%w)d F<2,47r r ) if r>e.

Monotonicity of I%O,d' We claim that the function I%O,d is increasing on [0,¢] and decreasing

on [e,00) with 12:0765(0) = 270‘ and lim,_,4 12:0765(7") = 0. Indeed, using the second formula in

B20)) we have

1

R 2
lim ko 4(r) = 2aj wldy = 22,
r—0 7 0 d

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

The Fourier inversion and the regularity of ko 4. We now prove that there exists function

ko.q € LY(RY) + L2(RY) with Fourier transform ]%O,d-
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Fix m € N and write I%O,d = 1210765 120241 + IA<:07d 1,,2,2-1. Concerning the term I?:Qd 142,251,
using Lemma [A4] and the explicit formula ([3.29), we can write for n € N to be chosen later,

constants Cy, ..., Cp, € R and an error function &, : [0,00) — R

k‘()d(?") = Z 1 + 471'27"2 Lyr2p2sy + 5n( )]147r2r2>1 + k07d Lyr2r21

n
z:l
n

n
C; R
- Z 1 + 471'27‘2 Z 1 + 47:_27,2) ]]'47r2 2¢1 T En( )]147r 251 + kO,d ]l47r2r2<17

1=

—_

where |e,,(r)| < Cor~ ("D, We let

N n C. N n
ki(r) == Z ma ka(r) : k‘Od - Z 1+ 471'27‘2 Tyr2p2<q + &n(r) Typzp2.
i=1

There exists a function k; with Fourier transform @1, namely

k=) CiKx... =K, (3.30)
i=1 ¢ times

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 k; is uniquely determined. By the Young
convolutional inequality each summand in (8.30), and consequently also ki, shares the same

regularity as K. In particular, we have proven ki € L' (R%).

Concerning %2, we choose n sufficiently large so that
| TeallDP @t ey d < o (331)
4m2|€12>1

First, since the Fourier transform is an isometric isomorphism on L?(R?) and ko € L?(RY),

there exists a unique function ko with Fourier transform @2. Moreover, by (B.31]),

|, P 1+l e < e

so that ky € H™(R?), and hence ky € L?(R?), as desired.

Kernel satisfies upper- and lower bounds in (LI0). By using Corollary [A.3] we have

exp(4m2r?) r (d

,47r27‘2> =af > 0.
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Hence, there exists large R > max(1, ) such that for r € [R, ) we have

af exp(47®r?) _ [(d 5
P capZ L (2 < 2a8.
5 S @rmyd—2  \27" " of
In particular,

_af B
2(1+7r2) ~2r2

af )i 3 — < < (3.32)

2,.2
exp(4mr )F d 422 1 < 203 < 4a8 ’
r2 = r? (1+1r?)
which proves the bounds in (II0) for r € [R, 00). To conclude, it suffices to notice that since
functions # and ko q4(r) are bounded away from 0 on [0, R] (by Step 2), there is always a
constant C' > 0 depending on R such that

1 1 -
— —— <k <C
C1+r2 0.4(7) 1

e for r € [0, R]. (3.33)

Combining ([3:32) and ([B3:33]), the proof of the upper- and lower bound in (I.I0]) is concluded.

Boundedness of 12:6 4- By Lemma [3.5] we know that /2:6 4(r) is locally bounded and it remains

to prove that it remains bounded when r — oo. In fact, we will prove lim,_ o 12:6 a(r) =0.

Indeed, by a direct computation for » > & and the chain rule

12:67d(r) = a0y [ess_gf <g,s>}

Lemma [A.5 implies that the RHS of (334 converges to 0 when r — 0.

(87r). (3.34)

s=4mr?

Proof of the inequality (Bl). We know that ko 4 € L' (R?)+L?(R%), ko 4 satisfies (ILT0). Hence,

all assumptions of Lemmas B.1] and B4l are satisfied. By choosing ¢ small enough, we see

that (317) in Lemma B4 holds. Hence, there exists A 4 such that

[, 1vaPRade = doa [ 1ol ag (3.35)

1
A2
d
J[Rd 191 dE + 75—

for g as in Lemma [3.4l In this case the value Ao 4 is given by

d 422
v (§,4n%€?) 1 (Pd/21>2
Nod = : —15;. 3.36
0,d amln{r(%74ﬂ262),87r2d - (3.36)

Thus, we can optimize the coefficient \g 4, by choosing € such that

v (4,47%6%) 1 (Pd/2,1>2 4
T (4,47262) 872d \ &

€:=  argmax min {

56(0,\/%%
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a=1ande=0.1

a=1and e=0.05

0.6 F T T = T T
——d=2 ——d=2
---d=5 ---d=5
04 ---d=8 ---d=8
02F---------"""-- N
07 See T Tmo— - =

FIGURE 2. The shape of the kernel frequency fﬁo,d with @« = 1 and ¢ =
0.05,0.1 for different dimensions d. On the z axis we have the radius r,
and on the y axis we have the value l%o,d(r). Contrary to the kernel which
satisfies (B) in one dimension l%o,d(ﬁ) = w, 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]in 1D, in Section

9.2 g

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

B.27).

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

It is an interesting open problem to understand if introducing more complicated

We leave this as an open question.

4. WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE STEIN GRADIENT FLOW

In this section, we prove Theorem [[3 i.e. the existence of distributional solutions p = p(t, x)

to the PDE (ME_SVGD)) with initial value pg € £2(R?), which we recall for convenience

Orp = div(p VR ks (V (pev) e_%l>> on (0,0) x R%,
(4.1)

p(0,z) = po(z) on RY.
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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])

Op = div(p Wy * [ev’ifg k * (V((p * wn)ev’?) e*%)D

1 on (0,0) x Br, (4.2)
+ 3 div (Vp + pVV,)

p=0 on (0,00) x dBg, (4.3)

R7 .
p(0,:) =py" = (plp, ) *wy on Bg, (4.4)
where we regularise the potential and the target probability measure
Vi =V xwy, Pl =e V. (4.5)

The approximating problem uses the mollification kernel {Wn}ne(o,l) with parameter 7 defined

by wy(z) = L& () for a smooth function & such that
K n n

&

>0 on By, & =0on R\By, f wdr =1, O(z) = o(|z|).
R4

To make the convolutions in space well-defined, we always extend p(t,z) = 0 for = ¢ Bg.
The existence of classical solutions p =: p™7 to [@2)(@34) follows from the standard theory
of second-order parabolic PDEs. For the sake of completeness, we present the proof in

Appendix [Cl

In Section 4.1l we obtain uniform bounds with respect to R and 7 for on the following terms
R v, - R Vi, — R R
(P " *wﬁ)e T2y V((p & *wﬁ)e ’7)6 2, atp M,
These estimates are a consequence of a selection of 7 in terms of R, the fact that the kernel
k satisfies Theorem [[T] as well as the careful construction of the approximating problem

(#£2) so that the inequality (Bl can be applied.

In Section .2 we use these bounds to pass to the limit R — oo and n — 0 in (£L2)—(Z4),

hence proving the existence of weak solution to (.1]).

We point out that the approximating scheme leading to the existence of a solution to (Z.TI)

does not require us to normalize the initial condition in (4.4]). Furthermore, we observe that
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by (L.3)

1 _
c< | (Vie-p-56-y-n S -y 0) w)dy
: . (4.6)
= Vi) = Vola) = 5 | v+ =y (0) dy < Vio) = Vilo).
so that V,, satisfies (I3]) with the same constant C as V. Thus, we can employ the bound

(B) with the same constant A for all R and 7.

4.1. Uniform estimates for (L3]). In this section, we prove uniform estimates that are
required for the proof of Theorem [[L3] We start by selecting 7 in terms of R. As VV is

continuous, there exists n = n(R) € (0, }%) sufficiently small such that

1
for all x,y € Bryo with |z — y| < n it holds |[VV(z) — VV (y)| < = (4.7
We write
Ru(R R
Pl = pR) - pft e g1l I V= Viry, wh = wyy.

Lemma 4.1. There ezists Ry = 2 such that following sequences are uniformly bounded:

(B1) (KL |pE) by in R

(B2) {pl}nony in H-"(RY) for any fived m > &,

(E3) {(p% * wr)e" 2} popy in L2((0,T) x RY) for all fived T > 0,

(E4) {V((p" *wr)e¥R)e™ 3 Y pop, in L2(0,T; H- (RY) for all fived T > 0,

(E5) {KL(pf||p%)} =R, for all fized T > 0,

(E6) {k: . (V((pR " wR)eVR)e*%} in L2(0, T H'(RY)) for all fired T > 0,

R=Ry
(E7) {ﬁw\/%wa}RgRo in L2((0,T) x R?) for all fized T > 0,
(ES) {01p® YRRy in (L24(0,T; HY(BL))* for any fized L > 0, T > 0, ¢ = 3 v d and
m > 4.
Moreover,
Jim KL(of10%) = KL(po]l.0). (48)

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

write p for p’.
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Estimate [(E1). Let ®(p) := p — plog(4) = plogp + pVg. First, by (D)) and (4.0,

o

_Z efc/z eiVO(I)/2 < —Z 67VR($)/2 < q)(pOR)v (4'9)

so the negative part of ®(pf) is bounded in L'(R%). Second, ® is convex as a sum of convex

and linear functions. Applying Jensen’s inequality

®(pg) < (polpy_,) *wr = (P(po) 1By ;) * wr. (4.10)

Combining the two facts we can integrate to get
| eefar<| | ewient-ndy< [ Sw)dr< | 120wl dy
Rd R:JBr 1 Br1 Rd
The Fubini theorem can be applied because, by KL(pg||ps) < o0 and from Lemma [D.2] we
deduce ®(pg) € L'(R?). This also allows to obtain [[EL)|

Convergence (A8). By (£9) and ([AI0) we know that

2 _ —Vo(x
D) < = G2 e ()] o,

where the RHS is convergent in L'(R?) since ®(pg) € L'(R?). By a variant of Vitali conver-
gence theorem [8, Corollary A.1] we deduce that ®(p{’) — ®(pg) in L'(RY), which implies

in particular the claim.

Estimate [(E2)} For all ¢ € W1*(R?) we compute

U W dpf
Rd

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

< [l x wrllwre < [$llwre < Clldllam

] oesim
Br

rem H™(RY) — WH*(RY) and Young convolution inequality. Taking the supremum over

||| < 1 proves the claim.

Energy dissipation type inequality to prove [(E3)}{(ES8) First, we show that there exists a

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

T
C Y Y
fo D*(py » wil lpf) dt = 5 (o xwr)e 13z + [V ((px wr)e ™ )e F (3,1 )

L (T Vit pVVal
- f f Vot VR 4, a1 < KL(B|Ip2) - KL(prl o).
0 JBr pt
(4.11)
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We multiply @2) with In(p; e"?), integrate over R and apply integration by parts with

Lemma [D.5 (passing x — 0) to derive

2
|th + ptVVR| da
Pt

1
O:KL(p|pL) + ) j )
R (4.12)

Vi

+ fued k s <V<(,0t * wR)eVR>e_70> . <V(pt * WR) + WR * [ptVVRDeVR_§ dz < 0.

To get the claim, we need to replace wg * [ptVVR] with (wg * p;)VVg. The corresponding

error equals

Jd k <V<(Pt * WR)€VR>€7%) ’ <wR * [PtVVR] — (pt * wR)VVR> V=t dg
R

< f[Rd k s <V<(pt *WR)BVR>6—§)’

We estimate the difference |VVg(y) — VVg(z)|. We can restrict to x,y € Bri1. Indeed, if

_V
VR~ dx.

| etz =) (VVa(y) - TVi(a)) dy
Rd

y ¢ Bp, then the integrand is zero by the support of p;. Consequently, if x ¢ Bry1, then
wr(x —y) = 0. For x,y € Bry1, using the choice (£7]), we compute

1 1
IVVRr(y) — VVr(z)| < f wr(2)|VV(y —2) = VV(z — z)|dz < —f wr(z)dz = =.
R R Jga R
We can thus bound the term above by
L \%
f k * <V<(Pt *wR)eVR>e_70>’ . U pe(y) wr(z —y) (VVR(y) _ VVR(LZ')> dy eVR_TO da
R4 R4

1
g_
R[Rd

\

k = <V<(pt * wR)eVR>e’TO>‘ - (p * wR) VR 4y,

We use the Holder inequality, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and [(P1)|from Lemma [B.l to

estimate

J.

Yo

k s (V((pt * wR)eVR)e’T)‘ - (p¢ * wr) VR g

Yo

Vi~
oo (pt * wr)e 2 12

2
L3

< Hk ¥ <v((pt * wR)eVR)67§> ‘

Vi (12

<c (me s wr)e R)e

Vi
+ H(Pt swp)eV 2

H;t
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for some constant C' > 1 independent of R. Thus, we can transform ([£I2]) to get

1 Vo, + 0, VVk|2
atKL<pt||p£>+—f [Vor + oV Vel
Br Pt

" de + D2(py » wil|of)

C _ Vo _%
= 2 (1o F 2 + 19 (o wom)em)e T2 L) <0,
where C' > 0 is some constant independent of R. Integrating in time yields the result.

Estimate |(E3). Using (II0) and [(P2)| from Lemma [B.1] we have

1 W W
B I+ wm)e ™)e™ 150 < Doy wrllpf) < Dell(p e wr)e e G0 (413)

Using (D.1) from Lemma [D.2] and (Z6]) we can bound from below

2 \% 2 \
KL(pr||p%) = ——J e dr > —te s j e~ % da > —o. (4.14)
(& Br (& R4

Then, using ([£I1) and I3) we get

cN (T C Y
<1_§) | 020l dt = Gl rwme s 13, <KLGEIE) <€ (013

for some constant C' > 0 not depending on R. Additionally, using (B)) and (LI2) we derive

an estimate of the L?-norm by

A C C _Y
& (1) B ramern i,

A o\ (T o w
e (1 - E) Jo Co(1 + D?(pr » wrl|pfh)) dt — = [(p* wr)e ™~ |7,

C
<KL + 4 a7 (1-F).

where Cj is the constant in (ILI2]), which we can bound independently from R by Remark
and by the fact Vg — V in LS. We thus see that holds by [(E1)|and by choosing
R sufficiently large.

Estimates[(E{)}-[(E7). The estimate is an immediate consequence of the
estimate (415 and the equivalence ([4.I3]). Consequently, the estimate follows from
(#10), (@I14), the equivalence ([@I3]) and |(E1)} (E3)} [(E4)l Then, is derived from
and in Lemma [B.I], while follows directly from (4.I1]) and the previous bounds.
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FEstimate |(E8), Choose any ¢ = 3 v d. Let ¢ € C((0,T) x Br) and extend it with 0 to the
whole of R, We use (@2)-(@3) and compute

‘LTJBLp.atzpdxdt’ <%

T
f f k‘*V((p*wR)eVR)e_? ((pVY) *wR)eVR_§ dz dt
0 JBriy

T
f f (Vp+ pVVg) - Vipde dt‘

0 JBg
(4.16)
+

To bound the first term in (£I6]) we use the Holder inequality twice, |[(E7)| and conservation

of mass as follows

RN R /YT
VRIVE o |,

11
<C Hw”ngjm <CT? 2 Hw”quW;’OOa

T
f f (Vp+ pVVg) - Vipde dt‘ <
0 JBg

1 203
R , Hp\VzM HL%JC
t,x

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

(£I6)). For this we use the Holder inequality and estimate

T
J J k*V((p*wR)eVR)e*% ((pVY) *wR)eVR*% dz dt
0 JBri1

(4.17)
< b+ V((p*wp)e m)eF| 2 (oY) * wr)e m 2| o
L2072 (Bpyy) L2LET? (Bpya)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem we have the continuous embedding H'(Br,1) <
LCI%(BLH) (to see this for d = 1, note that the Sobolev embedding theorem implies
HY(Bpi1) — C%(BLH) — L%(BLH); to see this for d = 2, note the embedding im-
plies HY(Bp11) — Wl’%(BLH) — L%(BLH)). Thus, we bound the first term in (417
using these embeddings and The left-over term in (£I7]) can be estimated using the

Holder inequality twice

Yo Yo
(V) xwr)eP~2 || 2 <|l(pxwr)e ™ 2 - [|VY[lyrell
( ) LgL:ZI_‘LqZ(BLH) N ( ) W L?qu_f?(BLH)
1 )
< |B 34 Vr—=* )
< |Braaf2 | (p = wr)e HL%L;%(BLH)HwL?qWILw(BL)

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

on (p = wR)eVng € LLL(Bry1) n L2L2(Br11). Thus, by interpolation of LP-norms, we
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know that
1 1—0 1 1—0
e LPtLpe — = — =0+ — vl e (0,1).
S R S .
If we choose 6 = %, then we get p, = q2+—q1 and p; = %. In particular, this means that

we can uniformly bound the second term in (4I7). Finally, by the Sobolev embedding
H'(Br) — Wol’oo(BL), there exists a constant C' > 0, that does not depend on R, such

that
T
L Ld p- O ds dt‘ < Clll 20 5,
Taking the supremum in [[1)[| ;24 (By) S 1 proves (E8)| thus concluding the proof. O

4.2. Passing to the limit R — oo. We first establish compactness of the sequence {p} g= g,

where Ry is the value from Lemma E.1]
Lemma 4.2. Let m > %l be fived. There evists a subsequence (not relabelled) {pf}r=p, and
function p: [0,0) x RY — RT with p; € 2(R?) for all t € [0,0) such that

plt — py in C([0,T]; H-™(Bg)) for all T,L > 0, (4.18)

plt — p; weakly in LY(RY) for all t € [0, 0). (4.19)
Moreover, for all L >0, T >0 and ¢ € CL([0,T] x Br) we have
(L1) £(VpR+ pBVVR) — 0 strongly in L*(RY),
(L2) ((pRV ) * wR)eVR_? — (pV(p)eVR_§ weakly in L?((0,T) x R?) and strongly in
L*(0,T; H-1(RY)),
(L3) V((p® * wR)eVR)e_% — V(pev)e_§ weakly in L?(0,T; H-1(R%)),
(L4) k+ V((pf = wR)eVR)e_% — k= V(pev)e_§ weakly in L2(0,T; H*(R?)).

Remark 4.3. In particular, from (ZI8) we have that the map [0,00) 3t — {5, ¢(z) py(2) dz

is continuous for all ¢ € H)"(Byr).

Proof of Lemmal[{.2. Proof of ([AI8]). Let ¢ =dv3andletT >0, L > 0 be fixed. We argue

by an Arzéla-Ascoli argument, i.e. we show that the map ¢ — pf is uniformly bounded and

equicontinuous in H~™(By) as well as {p®}r=g, is compact in H~™(By) for each t.
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Using |(E8)| there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of R such that for all ¢ € Hy*(Bp,)
and t1,12 € [O,T]

R 1
< Neo™ Wl 20 gy X022 9| 20 g < Cltr = 2|2 [Pl e (.-

U volldo— | wollds
R4 Rd

Taking the supremum over [[¢||gmp,) < 1 we obtain
1
loff = il g-m(py) < Cltr — ta]2. (4.20)

Using we see the curves are uniformly bounded in CZ_Z([O,T]; H~™(Br)) with the
upper bound [|pF||g—m < ||pfllg-—m + OT. Moreover, L'(By) is compactly embedded
in H~™(Bp) (Lemma [B.4) so that for each fixed t € [0,T], {pf}r=r, has a subsequence
converging strongly in H~"(By). Let A < [0,T] be a countable dense subset. By a diagonal
argument we may assume pft — p; in H~™(Br) as R — oo for all t € A. Finally, using
the Holder continuity in (£20) and completeness of H~"™(By), there is a unique way of
extending p; from A to [0,7] such that the convergence pff — p; is true for all t € [0,7]
and p e C %([O,T]; H~™(Bpr)). Finally, we use a diagonal argument once again to extend

the result for each ball By, and each interval of time [0, T].

Proof of (£19). Fix t € [0,00). There exists Ry = 2 such that by estimate condition
(LH) and estimate (D.2)) in Lemma we have the uniform bounds

sup [ pflog(pf)|do+ sup | [of? pffde < .
R=Ry JRd R>Ro JRd

In particular, the set {pf*} r>r, is equi-integrable and tight so by the Dunfard-Pettis theorem,
we have that {pf} r=r, is weakly precompact in L'(R?). Up to passing to a subsequence, we
have pff — pin L'(R?) as R — o for some pu € L' (R?). Let ¢ € C(R?) with supp(p) < Br
for some L > 0. By (4I8) we have

: R
Ld ppdr = lim fw @ pidx = (pr, ) r—m(By) Hp (BL)-

It follows that in the sense of distributions p; = p so that p¢, a priori an element of H, lggl(ﬂ?d),
is in fact an L'(R?) function. Finally, the reasoning above shows that every subsequence of

{pf'} R=R, has a further subsequence converging to p;, so that we deduce (EI9).
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Convergence [(L1). Using [(ET)| the fact that HPR”L;DL; < 1 by conservation of mass, and by

multiplying and dividing pf*, we obtain

1JTJ r R 1 | 1 Vplt+pltvig
— Vol + pfVVR|dzdt € —= | —=—"—F—=—=| VT —0.
R Jo Br R R va L?

t,x

Convergence [(L2). First we show that the sequence {((p*V ) *wR)eVR_%l }rR>R, is bounded
in L2((0,T) x R?). This follows immediately from [(E3)|and the estimate

_V _V
10"V ) # wr)e ™ |12 < [Vl (0" wr)e¥ e 2|12 (4.21)

By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, up to passing to a subsequence, ((p?V) *wR)eVRf% —¢
weakly in L2((0,7) x R%) for some &. To identify &, let ¢» € C2([0,T] x R?). We have

T T
f f (0"Vg) * wr)e % e dt = f f (e ™2 w wr) Vi pP da dt.
0 R4 0 Rd

Using convergence ((QpeVRfé) * wp)Ve — 1[)6V7%V<p in L°((0,T) x RY) and (EI9) we

obtain

T T v
J Rd&?[)da:dt = L j[Rd ﬂ)eV*TVgppd:Edt

0

A%
which implies £ = eV770V¢ p. Standard subsequence argument as in the proof of (4I9)

above concludes the proof of weak convergence in L%((0,T) x RY).

A%
We proceed to the proof of strong convergence for the sequence {((p*V) *wR)eVI'FTO YR>R,

in L2(0,T; H~'(RY)) and we recall that ¢ € CX([0,T]x Bz). Clearly, by @2ZI)), the sequence
is bounded in L2(0,T; H~'(R?%)). Moreover, the sequence is supported only on (0, T) x By 11,
so it is sufficient to prove strong convergence in L?(0,7; H *(Bpy1)). We will argue by the
Aubin-Lions lemma and for this we only need to prove that the sequence of time derivatives
{0:((pTV ) * wR)eVR_§} R>R, is uniformly bounded in a certain negative Sobolev space.

Let ¢ € CL((0,T) x Br+1). We compute
T Vo T Vo
(0RV @) * wp)e"2™ 3 dup dz dt = PLAEY) [wR « (eVR™F zp)] dz dt
0 JRd 0 JRr4

T Vo T v
= f f pft o, [Vg@wR N A 1/1)] dxdt — f f PtV wr * (V72 o) dedt.
0 JRd 0 JRrd
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Let ¢ = 3 v d, then the first term can be bounded by the estimate [(E8)| by the upper

bound C' “¢“quHy(BL+1) for some constant C' > 0 depending on ¢, T', L and ||[V|[gm(p,,,)-

The second term is bounded by C 1] ;24 » ( , which by the Sobolev embedding can be
t x

Br+1)
estimated by C “¢“quH$(BL+1) for constants C' > 0 depending on ¢, T and L. Combining

both estimates we conclude

g R Vr—2
fO f[Rd(<p V) xwr)e’™ ™2 dpdadt| < CHwHquH;"(BLH)’

for some constant C' > 0 depending on ¢, T', L and ||V gmp,,,). Taking a supremum

over all ¥ € CL((0,T) x Br41) with W”LQC’HW(BLH) < 1, we obtain that the squence
t T

{ﬁt((pRVgo)*wR)eVRfé }rR>R, is bounded in L?4(0, T; Hy*(Br+1))*. The strong convergence

follows by the Aubin-Lions lemma.

Convergences [(L3) and[(L4) We first prove arguing as above. By the sequence
{(V((p" * wR)eVR)e_§}R>RO is uniformly bounded in L2(0,7; H~!(R%)) so it has a subse-
quence converging weakly to some ¢ € L2(0,T; H~(R?)). Since for ¢ € C*([0,T] x RY), we
have (V(Q/)e_%l)evﬂ’) *WR — V(?/)e_%l)ev in L°((0,T) x R?) it is easy to identify the limit
& = V(pev)efé and deduce by the subsequence argument. Finally, follows by
in Lemma [B.1] and the fact that linear operators preserve weak convergence. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Passing to the limit R — c0. Fix L > 0,7 > 0, ¢ € CX([0,T] x Bp).

For each R > Ry we have

T

UL pfe)de = | 0(0,) @)oo+ | | o daat

Rd 0 JR4

R
T Vo Vo
—f f (0"V) * wr)e 5 F ke V(07 % wr)e¥m)e P dadt
0 R4

1 T
-5 f L(V”R + Y VR) - Vi da dt
0 JR

By (£I9]), we can easily pass to the limit in the first three terms. Also, the last term
converges to 0 by |(L1)l It remains to establish the limit of the penultimate term. Let

Vo

fri= (0RVe) xwR)e =% gpim ke V((pR xwp)eVR)e 7.

From |(L2)| and |(L4)| in Lemma we know that the sequences {fr}r>r, and {9r}r>r,
converge strongly to f in L2(0,7; H~'(R?%)) and weakly to g in L*(0, T; H' (R%)), respectively.
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We have

R—0

T T
lim fo R fngndzdt = }%E»noo<f"’ QN>LfH;17LfH; = <f7 g>LfH;17L§H; = fo R fgdxdt,
where the last step follows from the fact that f and g are in fact functions in L2((0,T') x R).
This concludes the proof of the weak formulation (LI4).

Energy dissipation inequality (LI6]). We want to send R — oo in (£I1]). Using [3| Theorem
2.34] and ([@I9), we obtain

KL(ptllps0) < lim inf KL(pj'||pz5)-

From [(L3)] in Lemma E2] we have weak convergence V((p® * wR)eVR)efé — V(pev)efg
in LZHY(R?). Thanks to (II0) and [[P2)] from Lemma [B.I we know that the dissipation
term D2(pf x wr||pk) is equivalent to the H~1(RY) norm of V((pf « wR)eVR)efé. Thus by

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

t t
f D?(ps||peo) ds < liminff D?(pft « wr||plk) ds.
0 R—0 Jo

Finally, by 3), KL(pf||p%) — KL(po||pe). Thus, we can pass to the limit R — oo in
(11) and deduce the first statement in (I.I6]), which together with the Gronwall inequality
and the (SLSI)) implies the second statement in (LIG]).

Absolute continuity of solution with respect to Wy. Take any test function 1 € C%(R?) and

observe we have the integrability

T
f f o (V (pe) e 2 ) peV =2 vy dudt
0 JRd
\% \%
<llpe" =2 [z llk = (V (pe") e 2 )l 2a V22

Let 0 < t1 < to, then from (I4]) we easily deduce

\Z

2 vy -2 v-%
| v@m@de = | v@m@de =~ [ ke (Vi) #)peE 0 deds
Rd Rd t1 JRI
(4.22)
Indeed, ([@22) can be proved by considering in ([LI4]) a test function ¥(z) ¢y (t), where
¢n € CP(R) is a function with 0 < ¢,, < 1, supp(pn) S [t1 — 2,22 + 1] and ¢, = 1 on
[t1,t2] and passing to the limit n — oco. The identity can be easily extended to 1 being
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1-Lipschitz by considering a sequence {1, }n>1 = CX(R?) such that 1, — v pointwisely. In
particular, we may assume [y, ()] < 2[1(0)|+ 2|x| so the limit limy, o §pa tn (2) pr(2) da =
Sga ¥(x) pe(2) dz can be justified by the dominated convergence.

We can now take the absolute value in ([22)) and pass to the supremum over all ¢ € Lip(R%)
with Lip(¢)) < 1 to obtain the absolute contiuity of the curve

2 vy Y\ py_te
Wl(ﬂt1apt2)<f f ‘k‘*(V(pe )e 2>pe 2 ‘d:z:dt for all t1,t5 € [0,T].
t1 Rd

With this we conclude the proof. O

5. NECESSARY PROPERTIES OF THE KERNEL
5.1. Proof of Theorem [1.4], Case |(F1)|

Lemma 5.1. Let r > 1 and assume p satisfies
1/pd v _ r2.nd V-1 —r(pd
pe LNRY,  pe F e LARY),  peV RV e HO(RY, (H,)

and k € LY(R?) + L*(R?) is such that

“ 1

) < Di g

Then, the Fisher information D?(p || pw), which like in ([B) can be defined by H=" and H"

Ve e R (5.1)

duality, satisfies

PR r A 2
D*(p || po) <Dm/det(2)<d71) UW 19()? q(&) A + 1617T2 Ld (Wg(f)' d{),

o1 L+ [€2)r

where Dy, is the constant form (LI0), 0 < 01 < ... < g4 are the eigenvalues of X and we

define the functions

(@) == pa)e’ @57 @)= Sir g, gi=gooz
(e d |£|2> 1 (5:2)
@)= (4” =5t ) arepr

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma [3.I] making use of Lemma [B.] for the case of duality

between H ™" and H", the exact same way up to ([B.8) and choosing 7 = 0. Now, we control
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the length of the vector by the maximal eigenvalue of 373 which is \/% to get the upper
bound

02(pl1 ) < Yoo [ kb [comin o) +

We estimate from below
L+ =722 > L+ o ) = (0av 1) (1 + [n)?)"

and use the upper bound in (5.1]) to get

D2(p]| ps) < Dpn/det(m) 24 V" fR 1

o1 a (L4 n?)r

(2min) g(n) +

At this stage, the proof is exactly the same as in Lemma [B.1] except that l;:(n) is substituted
with the function (1 + |n|?)~". O

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 Case|(F1). Let {p,}n>1 be a sequence such that each element satisfies

(H,). From Lemma 5. we know there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of n such that

~ 2
Opulloa) <€ ([ m@P a@ae+ = [ T8 ac). 6y

where we define g, and ¢ as in (5.2]) with p = p,. Thus it suffices to find a sequence that

satisfies

L NAGIE
J.

~ 2
sup J;Rd |gn(£)| Q(g) df + 16 72 (1 + |£|2)r

n=1

d¢ < o, liIréOKL(anpoo) =ow. (54)
n—
We choose the probability distribution p, = N (u, %E), this means

o) = (55)" g o0 (=0 =10 57 e =),
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and compute the function g, explicitly as
2L ()
det(X)

It is not difficult to verify that the Fourier transform satisfies

1 |z |2 n
gn(z) = pn(E22 + ple 4 = (%)

N 1 1 2 —Ime? ()
€T) = e 2n—1 ,

on() 4/det(X) (1—%)

so that g, V§, are uniformly bounded in L*(R?). Moreover, we have chosen r sufficiently

large such that ¢ € L'(RY), (., W d¢ < oo and the first condition in (5.4) is satisfied.

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

KL(pn|lpw) = 5

Z<%—1+mm0

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

5.2. Proof of Theorem [1.4], Case Let us first explain the proof strategy. First we
bound the dissipation in terms of LP norms of (1 + |z|?)Vp(z) and (1 + |2|%)p(z)VV (z).
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 ps as a Gaussian

and p to be an approximation of a polynomial tail.

Let p := 25—21 and q := 2r so that
1 1 1 1 1
S4s=1,  l4-=-+-
p g qQ p T

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

the Fisher information, defined by

2 F(z) == (1+ |2") (@) Vp(a),
D2(pl[s0) —f (F+G) ks(F+G)dr,
R G(x) = (1 + |o") f(@)plx)VV (),

from above by the following term

27 gty [l ey (11 + 122001200y + 1L+ 120 YV ) - (5.5)

Define V(z) = |z|? and the probability measure p € Z(R?) by

1

L —.
P T |t
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Furthermore, we note that the Kullback-Leibler divergence can be expanded to

KL@WM)=J mede+j pVdz— 2,
R4 R4

for the normalization constant Z := S[Rd e~V dz. One can show that there exists a constant

C > 0 such that

)

1 p(d+3-5)
1+ |ﬂf\>
1 P(dJFlfg)
1+ |1E|>

|a+wmvmmW<c(

|u+ummmvwww<0(

One can show that if 8 < d+1 —% then (1+ |z|%)Vp e LP(RY) and (1 + |z|%)p VV € LP(R?).
It is immediate to see that p logp € L'(R?). However,

f dexzf %dx?lf lz| =4 = o0,
Rd re 1+ |z 2 Jig|>1

Hence, this function acts as a counterexample to the inequality (I4]) for all & > 1. This

concludes the proof.

5.3. Proof of Theorem[1.4], Case|(F3). For any scalar A > 0, define the dilation function
Sx(x) := Az for x € RY. We have d(S))xpw(z) = h(z) dpe () Where

o=V (/A

h(z) = Vad

We compute the Kullback-Leibler divergence of (Sy)xps0
KL((S3) 4pcllo) = [ VA) = V(@) dpole) = dIn).

We also evaluate the dissipation in (2] as

)\72d

72 fu%d fuad V(eV(x)—V(x/A)) ck(x — y)V(eV(y)_V(y/)‘)) e V@) VW) 4y dy

ALt ()

1
k(z —vy) (VV(y) - va (%)) eV @M=V qy dg.
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First, we use the substitution & = z/\ and § = y/A, and then the fact that VV is (v — 1)-

homogeneous and that k is S-homogeneous to rewrite the integral as

% J[Rd J[Rd (VV()\x) - %vv (m)) k(M (z — ) (VV()\y) - %vv (y)> e V@ e VW) dy da
1PN || V(@)K =)V () dool) dps(a)

Suppose for a contradiction there exists a constant C' > 0, for which (L4]) holds. Combining

both representations and using homogeneity, we derive the bound

[(XY —1) | V(@)dpeolz) — dln(A)r

Rd

< OO - 12N de V(@) ko =)V (3) dpos) dps(a).

When A\ — o0, the LHS has growth a~y, while RHS has growth g + 2(y — 1) so we deduce
the inequality ay < 8 + 2(y — 1). We see we have failure if o > 2, and otherwise we have

the admissible set
2

Example 5.2. To illustrate the applicability of Theorem [[4] Case |(F3)| we take V = |z|*
and k(z) = |z|7° for any o > 0 and s € (0,d). Then to show that the RHS of (I.I7)) is finite,
we use the Holder inequality and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem [23, Theorem 6.1.3]

to estimate
| ], 7V ke = 09V dpe) dpen(e) < IOV sl TV g
< CHVVe_VH%p(Rd) < o,

where p € (1,2) and ¢ € (2,00) with % + % =1and + — % = 5 and C > 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 Bl Given s > 0 and r = 0, we define the upper incomplete gamma function as

0
I(s,r) = f 2 lem7dz

T
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and the lower one as

(s, 1) = f 2 lem*dz. (A1)
0

Lemma A.1. Let f(r) = r=5e"v(s,r) and g(r) = r=%e"I'(s,r). Then, f is increasing

while g is decreasing. Moreover, lim,_,o, g(r) = 0.

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

S

fi(r) = <1 — —> rSe"y (s,r) + L.

r
We show the derivative is positive. Clearly, we only need to study the case r € (0, s]. Hence,

we must show for r € (0, s]

S
S r -

= v(s,r) <

0<(r—s)e"y(s,r)+r e

s—r
Since we have equality at » = 0, it suffices to compare derivatives. A direct computation
leads to the inequality

rsflefr < Tsflefr (S _ T)2 +r _ 677*8(8 — T)rs_l +r’ —e T re
2 2 ’
(s —r) (s —r) s—r

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

Concerning function g, we again compute the derivative

Jg(r) = <1 — ;) r%e" ' (s,r) —rt

and we have to show that ¢’(r) < 0. The inequality ¢'(r) < 0 is equivalent with
0<rie" —(r—s)(s,r) = ®(r).

By a direct computation

'(r)=srte T — S =T (s,7) + (r—s)r* e = —T'(s,7) < 0.

Furthermore, lim, ., ®(r) = 0 (this can be proved by estimating T (s,7) < Ce~"/2, where
C =1 25~1e7%/2dz) so that ®(r) > 0 and the proof of monotonicity of ¢ is concluded.

Finally, the limit lim,_, g(r) = 0 follows from Corollary [A.3] below. O

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

[(s,r)=e 75! (1 +(s—Drt+(s—1)(s—2)r 2+
+ ... +(s—1)...(s—n)r_"> + en (),
where
len(r)] < (s —1)...(s =n—1)]e " T2,
For a simple proof, based on iterating the identity
D(s,r)=e "+ (s —1)T(s —1,r),
we refer to [45] Chapter 3]. The expansion implies in particular the following.

Corollary A.3. It holds lim, .. e"r!=*T'(s,7) = 1.

In Section Bl we will need another expansion formulated below.

Lemma A.4. Letk = s—1 and r = 1. Then, there exists constants Cq, ..., Cry1 € R and

a function ey, : [1,00) — R, both depending on k and s, such that

T (s,r) =CL(14+7r) L+ Co(1+7) 2+ ..+ Cp (1 + 1) +ep(r),

where |eg(r)| < Cppq D,

Proof. Using Lemma [A.2] with n = k — 1 to be chosen later

erD(s,7) =L+ (s — 1)1 2+ (s —1)(s — 2)r 3 +
+...+(s=1)...(s—n) o en(r) e r >,

where e, (r) e"r™* < Cr~""2 = Cr~*+D for some constant C' > 0. Now, for each exponent

m, we write
m
T =(r+1)""+ <rm —(r+ 1)’”) r " r+1) =+ + 4+ Z omr!
=1

for some constants CT",...,C)" € R. This formula allows to transform coefficient »~" 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. O

Lemma A.5. We have
Or(e"r 5 (s,r)) = " r*T(s,7) + (—s) " r 51 T(s,r) —r L.
Moreover, lim, o 2 |or(e" r=*T'(s,7))| = 0.

Proof. The formula follows by a direct computation. To prove the decay, we will only need
to study the first term e” rosts ['(s,7) as the second has even better decay and the third is

clear. By Corollary [A.3]

. sl L .
lim e r—**2T(s,r) = lim r~ 2" r =51 (s, 7) = 0.
r—00 r—00

APPENDIX B. PROPERTIES OF THE H~*(R?) SPACE
We collect here several facts related to the space H~*(R?) defined in (2.1)).

Lemma B.1. Let ke L'(R?) + L2(R%) be a function such that |k(€)| < ﬁﬁ for s = 1.

(P1) The map f — k= f, defined on S(R?), extends to a unique bounded linear map from
H5(RY) to H*(RY) with the estimate |k * Fles®ay < C 1| a2 (rey-
(P2) We have the following variant of the Plancherel theorem: for all f,g e H~*(R%)

g,k * [oa—sms =g k).
where (-,-) is the complex L*(R?) inner product.
Proof. Property[(P1). Let f € S(RY). Then,
LEI A J[Rd(l + 1€ [E©P1f (€))7 dg

L+1EP)° 5

<o | | f1PAE = C? | f]3-
Jes T e 1 86 = € e

for all f € S(R?). By completeness of H~*(R?%) and a density argument, there exists a unique

extension as desired.
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Property [(P2). Let {fn}n=1,{gn}n=1 < S(R%) be two sequences such that g, — g, f, — f
in H=*(R?). Then, by the Plancherel theorem
ok Fodiaegpe = | g b fude = G o) =
= (U 1EP)75 Gy L+ 16278 Fu (L+ [6P) R ).
By the definition of the H~* norm
(1+ 1672 Gn(€) — (1 +[€]*)72 () strongly in L*(R")

and similarly for the sequence {(1 + |€[2)72 fn(E)lnz1. As (1 + [€[2)* k(€) is a bounded

function, we obtain
nhi%o<gm k fn>H*S,HS = <g7 e f> .
On the other hand, by the first part k = f,, — k * f strongly in H*(R%) so that
nlij{}o@m ks fo)u—sms =<9,k * [)p—s s
and the proof is concluded. O
Lemma B.2. Let f € L2(R?) and let g(x) = A(x — p) f(z) € H-Y(RY) with p € R? and

A € R an, invertible matriz. Then, V f exists in the Sobolev sense and V f € L2, _(R%) with

loc
£ 2
e THE- d¢ < oo,

Proof. Let us reduce to the case 4 = 0 and A = id. First, since Auf(z) € L?(RY) and
ge HY(RY), we get Axf(z) € H-'(R?). Second, the composition A™' with Azf(x) stays
in H~1(RY) so we deduce zf(r) € H~1(R?). Now, let h; = fx;. We know from (ZI)) that

ﬁj exists as a function and not only as a distribution. We compute for ¢ € C%(R%)

[ ©eda-[ neeean-[ &iesea (B.1)
[Rd [Rd [Rd
Furthermore,

fj (,b(f) = ﬁ » (,D(l‘) axje%riﬁ'x dr = —%\99/0(5)

Therefore, continuing the computation in (B,

_2mf ﬁj(ﬁ)@(f)deJ f(&)ﬁ\js/o(é)d£=f F(&) 0j0(6) de.
Rd R? Re
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Therefore, 27i flj is a Sobolev derivative 0; ]? . The desired integrability of J; ]? follows from

the integrability of ﬁj. O

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

whose regularity properties are listed below.

Lemma B.3. There exists function K = 0 solving (in the sense of distributions)
—AK + K = éo. (B.2)

Moreover, K enjoys the following regularity:

e ifd =1 then K,VK € LP(R%) for all p € [1, 0],
e ifd =2 then K € LP(R?) for all p € [1,0) and VK € LI(R?) for all g € [1,2),
o ifd > 2 then K € LP(R?) for p e [1, d%'lz) and VK € LI(R?) for q € [1, d;il)

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 Ky 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 /Cg is an analytic function
of |z| except at x = 0. From [5, Ch. 2, eq. (4.2)] there exists a constant Cy > 0 depending
on d such that

Co ifd=1,
Ka(z) ~ { =Cp log(|z]) ifd=2, asz—0 (B.3)
Co |z|>~¢ if d > 2,
where the notation f(z) ~ g(z) as x — 0 means lim,_,o % = 1. Similarly, by [5, Ch. 2,

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

Ka(z) ~ O 2| 2" el as |z — . (B.4)
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Hence, to check the integrability of /Cj(z) it is sufficient to control the LP norm of K on Bj.
The result is clear for d = 1,2 and for d > 2 we note that

1
f |2|®~DPdy < 0 — f rC=dPpd=lqr <« 0 «— p< L
B 0 d—2

Concerning the estimates on VIC4, we observe from [5, Ch. 2, eq. (4.4)] that there exists a
constant C' > 0 depending on d such that

IVKa(z)| = C|x| Kayo(x) ~ C Co(d+2) x|~ as z — 0,

where in the second step we used (B3)). By (B.4) it is again sufficient to control LP norm

of VI on By. Hence, the assertion is again clear for d = 1 while for d > 2 we compute

1
f 2|0 Ddr < 0 «— f r=dapd=lqr — ¢ < L
By 0 d—1

O

Lemma B.4. Let m > %l, Then, M(Bpr) with the total variation norm | - |7y is compactly

embedded in H=™(BR). In particular, L'(BR) is compactly embedded in H~"(Bg).

Proof. The proof is a simple adaptation of [I7, Theorem 6, Chapter 1. We start with a
general observation. Let B:= {f € Hy"(Brg) : | f|uy(Br) < 1} and note that B is compactly
embedded in C°(Bg) with the supremum norm. Hence, for each € > 0, there exists N € N
and functions fi, ..., fy € C°(Bg) such that for each f € B there exists i € {1,..., N} such
that | f — fifw <e.

Let ¢ > 0 and let {sy}n>1 be a bounded sequence of measures. We have to prove that
{fn}n=1 has a subsequence converging strongly in H~ "™ (Bpg). Clearly, it has a subsequence

(not relabelled) converging weakly* to p in M(Bg). For this subsequence and f € B we

have
F@) (i — @) < | [ fi@) A — w)(@)| + f (f = i) A — 1) ()
Br Br Br
< sup fi(x) d(pn — p) ()| +2C'e,
j=1,..,.N |JBg
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where C' = sup,,~1 |t |7y so that taking supremum over f € B and taking limsup,,_,., we

get
lim sup [pn — pf g-mpr) < 2Ce.
n—o0

As ¢ is arbitrary, the proof is concluded. For the case of L'(Bg), this follows easily because

L'(Bg) embedds continuously into (M(BRg),|| - |7v). O

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[I.3, there exists a unique classical solution
to the PDE ([A2)—4) on (0,0) x Bg. In particular, for all T > 0, there exists o € (0,1)

such that p € Ctl;r%’ﬂa([O,T] X BR).

Let us explain the strategy. We assume that the parameters n € (0,1) and R > 0 are fixed
and that any PDE in this section will satisfy the boundary conditions (43]) and (£4). We
start with the PDE on (0,7") x Bg

Op = div(p Or * Wy * [ev’f% k s (V (B wy ') e*%»]) + %div (Vp+pVV,). (C1)

Here, 8 € L'((0,T) x R?) and {p,},~0 is the usual temporal mollification kernel o, (t) :=

%gb (%) where ¢ is a function such that

¢>0on (1,0, @ =0onR\(-1,0), f@dt—l, ¢ e CL(R).
R

To make the convolutions in time well-defined, we always extend 8(t,z) = p(t,x) = pé% (x)
for t < 0. The existence and uniqueness of solutions p € C*([0,T] x Bg) to (CI) follows
by a standard parabolic PDE theory (see [I8, Chapter 7]). Moreover, p = 0 by the weak
maximum principle [I8, Chapter 7, Problem 7|, the boundary condition ([43]) and the fact

that the following function is bounded

div (cpT * Wy * [ev”f% k * <V(ﬁ *wy) + (B * wn)VV,]) eV’f%]) + %AVU.
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Exploiting the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem, we prove existence of classical solutions

to

Op = div<p Or * Wy * [ev"_? k <V (p*wy ev") 6_§>>]> + % div(Vp+pVV,). (C.2)

Next, we obtain a solution to (£2]) by passing to the limit 7 — 0 in (C.2). This solution is

then found to be classical through the usual bootstrapping arguments.

To simplify notation, we define the maps F,, : L*(0,T; L}(R%) — C*([0,T] x Bg; R?)
and F, : L*(0,T; L*(R%)) — L'(0,T; COO(BR; [Rd)) given by
Vi — v.— Yo
Fy(B) := wn = [ 73 ko <V(5 *wn) + (B *wn)VVn)e T2 ]7 (C.3)
E‘F,n(/@) = pro*® Fn(/@)7

The vector fields E. ;, and F;, 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 7,

but we will not track them explicitly.

Lemma C.2. The operators E, and F,, are well-defined. Moreover, there exists a constant

C > 0 independent of T such that for all 3 € L'((0,T) x R?)
1Ern(BllLge, + 1E,(B)le, < CllBllcery, 1B (B)llLg, < —||5HL1 :

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

To apply the fixed-point argument, we define the map S : L'((0,T) x R?) — L((0,T) x R),

such that p = S(B) is the solution of (C.IJ). First, let us state some preliminary estimates.

Lemma C.3 (Uniform estimates). For any value m > %l, there exists a constant C' > 0

independent of T such that for any B € L'((0,T) x RY), the function p = S(B) satisfies

T 2
Vp+ pVYV,

[ | Frfilasar< o (roku i) + TRIGE). ()
R

WA < € (R-KLGEM0L) + TV 2y + TR IBI) . (C5)
10upll 2 < C(KL(o§™1p2) + B4 + T ). (C.6)

where we define |8l := min (18] 2y, L1815y ).
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Proof. First we prove the estimate (C). We multiply the PDE in (C)) with In (pe'),
integrate in space on Br and apply integration by parts with Lemma [D.5 (passing x — 0)

to derive
1 Vp + pV V|2
atf pIn(pe’) de + f Er(8) - (Vp+ pvVy)da+ ~ [ VPEPVVIE 0
Br Bp R gy p
Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma we can bound the middle term by
1 Vp+ pVV,|? R
| Bn)- (Vo4 Vs < o N+ oVl g, B INERCR™
Br 2R Jp, p 2 Jbg
1 Vp+ pVV,|? RC?
<o | AL gp B s
2R Br P 2

where C' > 0 is the constant from Lemma After integrating in time, we get the bound
(C4). The estimate (C.) is an immediate consequence of (C.4)). Finally, we prove (C.6]). Let
g€ L0, T; Wh*(Bg)), then using Lemma [C.2] Cauchy-Schwarz and the Young inequality

we derive

T
f f (?tpgdxdt‘
0 JBg

1 JTJ Vp+ pVV,| 1 JTJ
< — P /p|Vgldedt + = E..,(B)| - |Vg|dzdt
2R Jo Jn, NG VpIVy| 2, BRpl 2(B) - Vgl

1

Bal |1 /(7 Vp + pVV, |2 2
. VIBz] _(ff dedt> + OVT Bl | N9l 2pp20+
R \Jo Uy o

2 p

where C' > 0 is the constant from Lemma We use (C4) to get a uniform bound.

The Sobolev embedding theorem gives us a continuous embedding H™(Bg) — W1*(Bg).

Hence, there is a constant C, such that ||g||;2y10 < Cllgl[z2gm. Taking the supremum
tWa T

over g such that [|g|[;2m <1 will yield the desired estimate (C.G). O

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

(2.

Lemma C.4 (existence to (C2))). Suppose that py, pe and V satisfy assumptions of Theo-
rem .3 Then, there exists a classical solution p € C*([0,T] x Bg) to the PDE (C2) with

conditions (A3), (A4).
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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 {B,}n>1 be a bounded sequence in L'((0,T) x Br). We de-
fine p, = S(B,) and observe from Lemma that [|\/pnllz241 is uniformly bounded. In

particular, by writing Vo, = 2Vy/py \/pn, we see that [[Vpy| 21 is uniformly bounded.
Together with the fact |0y || Legym 18 uniformly bounded for m > g (Lemma [C.3)), the
Aubin-Lions lemma and the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, up to passing to a subsequence, we
have strong convergence p, — pin L'((0,7) x Bg), strong convergence \/Pn — +/p and weak
convergence V./p, — V,/p in L?((0,T) x Bg) for some p. In particular, S is a compact

operator.

S is continuous. Take a sequence {8y }n>1 such that 8, — S in L'((0,T) x Bg) and define

pn = S(Bn). The pair (B, pn) satisfy the following equation for any test function v €
Ce((0,T) x Br)

T T
1
0 JBg 0 JBgr R
T 2 1
= J J Pn ET,’I](BTL) -V + _v\/ Pn - A/ PV + _pnvvn -V dz dt.
0 JBgr R R

From Lemma [(02] we can choose a subsequence with E,,(8,) — Er,(B) weakly* in
L*((0,T) x Bg). Furthermore, using the same convergent sequences as in Step 1, we can
pass to the limit n — o0 to deduce that the following PDE holds in the sense of distributions
1

atp = diV(p ETJ?(B)) + R

div (Vp + pVV,) on (0,T) x Bp.

By uniqueness of the solution to the above PDE, we know that S(8) = p. To conclude, we
observe that the argument above shows that every subsequence of {S(53,,) }nen has a further
subsequence that converges strongly in L!((0,T) x Bg) to S(8) so we have S(8,) — S(5)
in L1((0,T) x Bg). This proves the continuity of S.

Eigenvectors are bounded. We will prove that the set

{8 L'((0,T) x Bg)|3A€[0,1] : B = AS(B)}
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is bounded in L'((0,T) x Bg). Suppose there exists 8 € L*((0,7) x Bg) and \ € [0, 1] such
that for p = S(B) we have 8 = A\p. Then by conservation of mass

ff 18] ddt — A ff |p|da:dt—)\Tf R qo < T,
Br

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 p € L'((0,T) x Bg). Clearly, p is also a solution
to (CJ)) with 8 = n so it is a classical solution. O

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

limit 7 — 0 and prove the existence of a classical global solution to the PDE (d.2)-(&.4).

Proof of LemmalC 1 Let pT be the solution constructed in Lemma with parameter
7 > 0. Using Lemma [C.3] with = p” (note that we can use better estimates since we

know that 8 e L*(0,T; L*(Bg))) we obtain the uniform bounds

sup [[+/p ”L2H1 + sup [dp” ”LQH m < 0.

7€(0,1) 7€(0,1)
Hence, arguing as in the first step of Lemma [C.4] we show that p is a distributional solution

to the PDE (4.2).

Now we prove that p is a classical solution. Using (C.8)) in Lemma[C.5] there exists o € (0, 1)
such that the sequence {p"},¢(,1) is bounded in C; E’HQ. This implies that the sequences
{VE,(07)}re0,1), {AE77(p7)}re(0,1) are bounded in C2° so (C9) implies that the se-

tx
lJr27

quence {p" },¢(o,1) is bounded in Cy. . Hence, pE 01+ 277 and the proof is concluded.

We now prove that the solution can be extended from [0,T] x Bg to [0,%0) x Bg. Indeed, it
can be constructed for all 7' > 0 and the only issue is to guarantee that solutions constructed
for T} < Ty coincide on [0,7}]. Suppose there are two solutions p1, pa to ([@2)—(L4). Then,
the difference p := p; — po satisfies

orp = div(p Fy(p1)) + div(pz (Fy(p1) — F(p2))) + % div (Vp + pVVp)

with initial condition p(0,z) = 0. Let sgn (p) = 1,50 and let f, : R — R be a sequence
of smooth functions such that f,(z) = 0 for x <0, f),(x) =0 for z > 0, f,, — sgn,. We
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multiply by f,,(p), integrate over Bg and pass to the limit n — co. Since § Br Ap frn(p)de =

- SBR |Vp|? f(p)dz < 0, we can ignore the term with Laplacian and deduce

o, olas< [ (aiv (1 Faon) + 090 ) + divion (Fy(or) = Fy(pa)) ) sen ()

Furthermore, note that

L

. 1
poV,) st () = v (16l B + 3l 915 )

so that the estimate simplifies to

o | ohedo | divion (Byon) - Fypa)) s, (o) da.
Bgr Br

By the regularity, p2 and Vpg are bounded. Moreover, directly from the formula (C.3)), there

exists a constant C such that

15 (p1) — Fy(p2) | L1 (Br)s IV Fy(p1) — VE (p2) L1 (Br) < C o1 — p2llrrBr) = C ol (zg)-

Hence, we get 0; SBR lpl+ dz < C'|pll1(sy)- Swapping p1 and p2, we obtain d¢|plr1(p,) <

C |plli(sy) so by the Gronwall inequality p = 0 and the proof is concluded. O
In the estimates above we used the following result.

Lemma C.5 (bootstrapping). Let p be a classical nonnegative solution to
op —Ap —div(pQ) =0 on (0,T) x Bg (C.7)

with initial condition p(0,x) = po(x) € CP(Br) and boundary condition p(t,x) = 0 for
r € dBr. Suppose that Q € L®(0,T;WV®(Bgr;R?)). Then, there exists a € (0,1) and

constant C' depending only on py and Q| w10 such that
t T

Ipl 100 < C. (€8
t,x
Furthermore, if Q,divQ € Cfx’a, we have

Hp||cl+%,2+a < 07 (Cg)

t,x

where C' depends additionally on the norm of Q, divQ in C’i’a.
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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 L{S, estimate. The following inequality holds

T||div]|| 0
lollce, < llpollze Fia,

Consider function u(t,z) := p;(z)e™* and note that it solves
ou —Au—Vu-Q+ (A—divQ)u =0on (0,7) x Bgr

with initial condition w(0,z) = po(z) € CF(Bg) and boundary condition u(t,z) = 0 for
x € 0Br. Let A :=||divQ|[z» so that by nonnegativity of u

ou —Au—Vu-Q=0o0n (0,T7) x Bg.

The weak maximum principle [I8, Theorem 8, Section 7.1.4| asserts that u is controlled by

the values at the boundary (u = 0) or at ¢ = 0 which implies the inequality for p.

Step 2. Gradient estimates in L° L% for p < oo. We compute

1
O » j |VplP da = j IVp|P~2Vp- Vo dx = —j div(|Vp[P~2 Vp) 0rp; dzz,
Br

Br Br

where the integration by parts is justified by the fact that for smooth solutions d;p(t,z) = 0
for # € 0Bg. A direct computation yields div(|Vp[P=2Vp) = (p — 1)|Vp[P~2 Ap so that
using PDE (C.1) we get

1
—j VP de + f Vo2 |ApP da <
p(p—l) Br Br

< jB IV olP2Ap| (V5] Q] + ol |dive]) da < C fB VolP 2 Apl(V o] + 1) da
R R

Ot

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

parameter 6 > 0 as follows:

1) 1
j |Vp|”|Ap|<|Vp|+1>dx<5j N W (TR
Br Br

26

1)
<—j VoA de + 2 f Vol da + 2APA]
2 Br

2P |BR|
1)
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where in the last step we estimated |Vp| < max(|Vpl|,1) and we used inequality |z + y|P <

2P~ 1(|z|P + |y|P). Choosing § = 2P p(p—1), we conclude the proof by the Gronwall inequality.

o

a1
Step 3. Estimates on Op, Op;0z;p in Lﬁx for any p < o0 and p in CZ, e (C.8). We have

Op—Ap=VpQ+ pdivQ. (C.10)

Since the RHS of (CI0) is bounded in L{°L%, in particular in L ,. By the maximal reg-
ularity theory [28, Theorem 3.1] we obtain dyp, 0y, 0z,;p in fo for any p < oo. Then, the
Sobolev embedding theorem [63, Theorem 1.4.1] for p sufficiently large implies the desired
Holder regularity.

5,2+

(C9). Under the assumption that Q,divQ € C2)", we

tx

1
Step 4. Estimates on p in C’t;

deduce that the RHS of (CI0) is in Ct%x’a. Hence, Schauder’s theory for parabolic equations
[42) Theorem 5.1.8] gives the claim.

APPENDIX D. OTHER AUXILIARY RESULTS

Lemma D.1. Let p,v € P(R?), such that p is absolutely continuous wrt v. Let t € R and
let h = g—’lj > 0. Then
f |h(z) — t]?dv(z) = f h(z)In(h(x))dv(x).
R4 Rd

Proof. Using the concavity of the logarithm, we see that In(xz) < x — 1 for all z > 0. Then

y h(z)In(h(z))dv(z) < y h(z)(h(x) —1)dv(x) = y h(z)?dv(z) — 1
z)? dv(z) — —1)% = x) —t]*dv(zx
< | haRavte) =1+ =17 = | 1hia) - P dvla),
where we have used the fact that (g, h(x)dv(z) =1, {ps 1dv(z) = 1. O

Lemma D.2. Let V > 0 be such that e=V € LY(R?). Then, for every measurable function
p:RY— RY we have

2
plogp+pV>—ge_v/2. (D.1)
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Moreover,

1 1 2
- f pllogp|dx < = f plogpdx + f pV(x)de + - f e V@2 qq. (D.2)
2 Rd 2 Rd Rd € Jrd

Proof. We closely follow the proof from [I5] Proposition 4, Step 3|. To bound p log p from
below, we split the set {p < 1} for A := {p < eV} and B := {¢7" < p < 1} and we want
to bound p on each of them. On A, we use that \/p logp > —% for p € [0,1] so that

2
plogp:\/ﬁ\fplogp>——efv/2 for z € A. (D.3)
e
On B we estimate log p > —V so that

plogp>=—pV for x € B. (D.4)

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

To see the other assertions, we write

jp|logp|d$=j plogpdx—f plogpdxzf plogpdx—2f p log pdx.
Rd p=1 p<l Rd p<l

Now, using (D.I)) proves (D.2)), with which we conclude the proof. O

Lemma D.3. For all f € H'(Bgr) such that SBR fdx =0 we have

f |f|2dx<cf Vi de,
Br

Br

2
where C' = (p;; 1) and the numerical coefficient py, 1 is the first positive zero of the first

derivative of the Bessel function Jp,.

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. O

Lemma D.4 (Kullback-Leibler of Gaussians). Let pg = N (10, 20) and po = N (fion, Xoo)
be two Gaussian distributions. Then the Kullback-Leibler divergence has the explicit value

det(EQ)

KL(po||p) = % (trace(zgolzo) + (po — ,Uoo)zcjol(ﬂo — fip) —d —In <m>> :
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Proof. First we compute

In(det(3g)) 1

KL(l0) = ~T et 5 — 5 ), (2 = ) - 557" (@ = o) d(o)

* % jued(x — o) - B35 (& — peo) dpo ().

We use the well-know fact that trace(AB) = trace(BA) for any two matrices A € R"*™ and
B e R™*" to compute the third term

| @ =) 25 = ) o)
= Ld trace((z — o + p10 — fioo) ® (T — pio + p10 — fieo) - ') dpo()
= trace(L0%5") + (10 — poo) - Lo (10 — pios)-
Exactly analogously, we compute the second term as

| o= 00 557 = ) dpofe) = trace(o5 ) = d.

Combining everything yields the desired result. O

Lemma D.5. Let R >0, k > 0 and p € C*(Bg) be a function with p =0 on 0Bgr. Then

2
f Ap-In(p + k)dx = —f Vol dz.
Br Br P T K

Proof. Let ¢, be a smooth nondecreasing function such that ¢, (z) = 1 for x| < R — %,

¢n(z) =0 for [z| > R — 1 and |Vy,| < n. In particular,

2\ ¢ 2
IVenllzr = n|Bi| (Rd - <R — ;> ) <n |B1|de_1; = 2d|B;| R4
Applying integration by parts we get

Vol
rPTE

Ap-In(p+ k) cpndx——f cpndx—2j Vp-+/pln(p+ k) Ve, de.
B Br

Br
From [35, Theorem 1] we know that [|V/p||L= < 00. Moreover, for all ¢ > 0 there exists
n = 1 such that we have |\/pIn (p + K)| < & on Br_s/,. Thus, we use the Holder inequality

to estimate

U Vip-+/pln(p+ k) Ve, dz
Br

< ellVy/pllee [[Venl 1 < Cel[V/pll e



THE STEIN-LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 61

for some constant C' > 0 independent of n and . As £ can be arbitrarily small, we have

proven the change of variables. O
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