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ON CUTOFF VIA RIGIDITY FOR

HIGH DIMENSIONAL CURVED DIFFUSIONS

DJALIL CHAFAÏ AND MAX FATHI

Abstract. It is known that a cutoff phenomenon occurs in high dimension for certain
positively curved overdamped Langevin diffusions in the Euclidean space, including
the Ornstein –Uhlenbeck process and its Dyson version. In this note, we provide a
structural explanation of this phenomenon, and we extend the result to a wide class of
non-Gaussian and non-product models with a convex interaction. The key observation
is a relation to a spectral rigidity result of Cheng and Zhou, linked to the presence of a
Gaussian factor. We formulate the phenomenon using a Wasserstein coupling distance,
and we deduce from it the formulation for total variation distance and relative entropy
divergence. Furthermore, we discuss a natural extension to Riemannian manifolds,
and ask about a possible extension or stability by perturbation.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Diffusions on Euclidean spaces, with convex potential. Let (Xt)t≥0 be the

Markov diffusion process solving the stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dXt = −∇V (Xt)dt+
√
2dBt, X0 = x0 ∈ R

d, (1.1)

where (Bt)t≥0 is a standard Brownian motion in R
d, V : Rd → R is strictly convex and

C 2 with lim|x|→∞ V (x) = +∞, and |·| is the Euclidean norm of Rd. In Statistical Physics,
this drift-diffusion is also known as an overdamped Langevin process with potential V .
By adding a constant to V , we can assume without loss of generality that µ = e−V namely

dµ(x) = e−V (x)dx (1.2)
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is a probability measure. It is the unique invariant law of the process, and it is moreover
reversible. The associated infinitesimal generator is the linear differential operator

L = ∆−∇V · ∇ (1.3)

acting on smooth functions. It is symmetric in L2(µ), and its kernel is the set of constant
functions. Moreover, its spectrum is included in (−∞,−λ1] ∪ {0}, for some λ1 > 0
called the spectral gap of L. The Ornstein –Uhlenbeck (OU) process is obtained when
V (x) = ρ

2 |x|2, ρ > 0, for which λ1 = ρ while Hess(V )(x) = ρId for all x ∈ R
d.

Also note that when V − ρ
2 |·|

2
is convex for some ρ > 0, then the spectral gap is an

eigenvalue of −L, since the spectrum is discrete, as a consequence of [15, Proposition 6.7].

1.2. Cutoff for high dimensional curved diffusions. Let us denote by W2 the L2

Wasserstein (or Monge –Kantorovich) coupling distance between probability measures on
the same metric space with finite second moment, see [27]. By an abuse of notation, for
a random variable X and a probability measure µ, we write W2(X,µ) = W2(Law(X), µ).

Theorem 1.1 (Wasserstein estimate for curved Langevin). Let (Xt)t≥0 be the process

(1.1), with potential V , spectral gap λ1, and invariant law µ = e−V . If

Hess(V )(x) ≥ λ1Id as quadratic forms, for all x ∈ R
n, (1.4)

then for all set of initial conditions S ⊂ R
d,

e−λ1t

√
λ1

(
sup
x0∈S

Λ(x)

)1/2

≤ sup
x0∈S

W2(Xt, µ) ≤ e−λ1t sup
x0∈S

(∫
|x− x0|2dµ(x)

)1/2

(1.5)

with, denoting E1 the eigenspace of −L associated to λ1, and k1 = dim(E1),

Λ(x) = k1 + sup
(f1,...,fk1 )

k1∑

i=1

|fi(x0)|2, (1.6)

where the supremum runs over the set of orthonormal bases of E1. Moreover, if µ is
centered and S = {x ∈ R

d : |x| ≤ R}, then sup
x0∈S

Λ(x) can be replaced by k1 + λ1R
2.

Remark 1.2 (Dimensions). By [4, Lemma 14], we always have k1 ≤ d.

Corollary 1.3 (Wasserstein cutoff). Let (X
(d)
t ), V (d), λ

(d)
1 , µ(d) be as in Theorem 1.1,

satisfying (1.4) for any dimension d. Let m(d) be the mean of µ(d), and assume that

lim inf
d→∞

λ
(d)
1 > 0. (1.7)

Then a cutoff phenomenon occurs at critical time t∗ =
log(d)

2λ
(d)
1

, namely for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈S(d)

W2(X
(d)
td , µ(d)) =

{
+∞ if td = (1− ε)t∗
0 if td = (1 + ε)t∗

(1.8)

where the set of initial conditions is a ball of the following form

S(d) = {x ∈ R
d : |x−m(d)| ≤ c

√
d}, for an arbitrary constant c. (1.9)

The cutoff phenomenon for diffusion processes was explored by Laurent Saloff-Coste
[25], notably for Brownian motion on compact Lie groups, using functional inequalities
for the upper bound, and representation theory for the lower bound. This context was
further explored by Pierre-Löıc Méliot [22]. The cutoff for diffusions on non-compact
spaces such as the Dyson –Ornstein –Uhlenbeck (DOU) process, is considered in [7], for
various distances and divergences, in relation with the integrability of this model. The OU
process is a special DOU process, and is also a special Gaussian ergodic Markov process
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with independent components, a tensorized or product situation for which the cutoff was
studied earlier notably in [18, 3]. The role of the eigenfunctions associated to the spectral
gap for lower bounds is an old observation that dates back to Persi Diaconis and David
Wilson, see for instance [25] and [7] and references therein for the case of diffusions.

Guan-Yu Chen and Laurent Saloff-Coste have shown in [9] that for ergodic Markov
processes, cutoff occurs at the mixing time, in Lp distance, p > 1, provided that the
product of the spectral gap and the mixing time tends to infinity. The method relies
on a reduction to the Euclidean case p = 2 by interpolation. In particular, under the
assumptions of Theorem 1.3, an Lp cutoff, p > 1, could follow from [9, Corollary 3.4] by
using the affine nature of the eigenfunctions of the spectral gap provided by rigidity.

For probability measures µ and ν on the same space, we denote by

dTV(µ, ν) = sup
A

|µ(A) − ν(A)| ∈ [0, 1] (1.10)

their total variation distance, and by

H(ν | µ) =
∫

dν

dµ
log
(dν
dµ

)
dµ ∈ [0,+∞] (1.11)

the relative entropy or Kullback– Leibler divergence of ν with respect to µ, with conven-
tion H(ν | µ) = +∞ if ν is not absolutely continuous with respect to µ. By an abuse of
notation, we write dTV(X,µ) = dTV(ν, µ) and H(X | µ) = H(ν | µ) when X ∼ ν.

Corollary 1.4 (TV and H cutoffs). Under the setting of Corollary 1.3, for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈S(d)

dTV(X
(d)
td

, µ(d)) =

{
1 if td = (1− ε)t∗
0 if td = (1 + ε)t∗

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈S(d)

H(X
(d)
td

| µ(d)) =

{
+∞ if td = (1− ε)t∗
0 if td = (1 + ε)t∗

.

We emphasize that in contrast with what is done for instance in [7], we obtain the total
variation and relative entropy cutoffs from the Wasserstein cutoff. Moreover, they occur
at exactly the same critical time, due to the choice of initial condition that we make.

Condition (1.4) states that the process has curvature at least equal to the spectral gap.
It turns out that it is the best possible lower bound on the curvature, as we explain later
on in relation with a notion of spectral rigidity. Condition (1.4) is satisfied by the OU

process with V = ρ
2 |·|

2
, and in this case, we have λ1 = ρ, k1 = d, and fi(x) =

√
ρxi. An

important class of non-Gaussian and non-product examples beyond pure OU is

V (x) =
ρ

2
|x|2 +W (x), x ∈ R

d, (1.12)

where ρ > 0 and where W : Rd → R is convex and translation invariant in the direction
(1, . . . , 1) ∈ R

d, namely for all u ∈ R and all x ∈ R
d,

W (x+ u(1, . . . , 1)) = W (x). (1.13)

This is the case for example when for some convex even function h : R → R,

W (x) =
∑

i<j

h(xi − xj), x ∈ R
d. (1.14)

If π and π⊥ are the orthogonal projections on R(1, . . . , 1) and its orthogonal, respectively,
then |x|2 = |π(x)|2 + |π⊥(x)|2, while the translation invariance of W in the direction
(1/

√
n, . . . , 1/

√
n) gives W (x) = W (π(x) + π⊥(x)) = W (π⊥(x)), therefore

e−V (x) = e−
ρ
2 |π(x)|

2

e−W (π⊥(x))− ρ
2 |π

⊥(x)|2 (1.15)

which means that µ has, up to a rotation, a one-dimensional Gaussian factor N (0, 1
ρ ).
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Theorem 1.5 (Boltzmann–Gibbs measure with convex interactions). Let us consider the
Langevin process (1.1) with potential (1.12) with ρ > 0 and with W convex and translation
invariant in the direction (1, . . . , 1). Then the following properties hold true:

(i) λ1 = ρ and the symmetric Hermite polynomial x1 + · · ·+ xd belongs to E1.
(ii) The law µ is ρ-convex and has a Gaussian factor N (0, 1

ρ ) in the direction (1, . . . , 1).

(iii) The curvature condition (1.4) is satisfied.

This model covers as a special degenerate case the DOU process studied in [8, 7], when

h(x) =

{
−β log(x) if x > 0

+∞ if x ≤ 0
, for an arbitrary constant β ≥ 0, (1.16)

the degeneracy of this potential being equivalent to define the DOU process on the convex
domain {x ∈ R

d : x1 > · · · > xn} instead of on the whole space R
d, to exploit convexity.

In this case, the symmetric Hermite polynomial x1+· · ·+xd is an eigenfunction associated
to the spectral gap, and this is the tip of an iceberg of integrability, as observed in [19].

Corollary 1.6 (Cutoff for Langevin with convex interactions). Let (X
(d)
t ), V (d), µ(d) be

as in Theorem 1.5, for any dimension d, and for a fixed ρ > 0. Then there is cutoff at

critical time t∗ =
log(d)

2ρ
in the sense that for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈S(d)

W2(X
(d)
td , µ(d)) =

{
+∞ if td = (1− ε)t∗
0 if td = (1 + ε)t∗

(1.17)

where the set of initial conditions S(d) can be either B(m(d), c
√
d) or m(d)+[−c, c]d, where

c > 0 is an arbitrary constant and where m(d) is the mean of µ(d).

It turns out that the presence of a Gaussian factor, as well as the λ1 uniform lower
bound on the Hessian of the potential (1.4), are both equivalent to a notion of rigidity.

1.3. Rigidity and Gaussian factorization for curved diffusions. For a Langevin
process in the Euclidean space as in (1.2), for all ρ > 0, the following items are equivalent,

and we say then that the process has Bakry– Émery curvature ρ:

(C1) V − ρ
2 |·|

2 is convex

(C2) Hess(V )(x) ≥ ρId as quadratic forms, for all x ∈ R
d

(C3) L satisfies the curvature-dimension inequality1 CD(ρ,∞) : Γ2 ≥ ρΓ.

The equivalence between (C1) and (C2) is immediate. For (C3), let us recall that the Γ
and Γ2 functional quadratic forms of a Markov infinitesimal generator L are defined by

Γ(f, g) = 1
2 (L(fg)− fLg − gLf) (1.18)

Γ2(f, g) =
1
2 (LΓ(f, g)− Γ(f,Lg)− Γ(g,Lf)). (1.19)

They are fully characterized by their diagonal Γ(f) = Γ(f, f) and Γ2(f) = Γ2(f, f), by
polarization. In the case of the Langevin operator (1.3), they simply boil down to

Γ(f) = |∇f |2 and Γ2(f) = ‖Hess(f)‖2HS + 〈Hess(V )∇f,∇f〉 (1.20)

where ‖·‖HS is the Hilbert – Schmidt or trace or Frobenius norm. Now (C2) implies Γ2 ≥
ρΓ, while (C3) used with f affine gives back (C2) since Hess(f) ≡ 0 in this case. We refer
to [2] for background about the curvature-dimension condition and its applications.

When (C1)-(C2)–(C3) hold, then an observation dating back to André Lichnerowicz
[20], in the context of positively curved manifolds, is that

λ1 ≥ ρ, (1.21)

1More generally, the Bakry – Émery curvature-dimension inequality CD(ρ, n) for an infinitesimal gen-

erator L writes Γ2(f) ≥ ρΓ(f) + 1

n
(Lf)2, where ρ ∈ R is the curvature and n ∈ R is the dimension.
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with equality for the OU case V = ρ
2 |·|

2
. More generally, we say that the process is rigid

when the spectral gap matches the curvature lower bound. Rigidity can be reformulated,
and it turns out that the following items are all equivalent:

(R1) CD(ρ,∞) and λ1 = ρ for some ρ > 0
(R2) CD(λ1,∞)
(R3) Hess(V )(x) ≥ λ1Id as quadratic forms, for all x ∈ R

d

(R4) Up to a rotation and translation, e−V can be written as a product measure with a
one-dimensional Gaussian factor N (0, 1

ρ ) and a second factor satisfying CD(ρ,∞).

In which case, all the eigenfunctions associated to λ1 are affine.

This equivalence is due to Xu Cheng and Detang Zhou [10] in a broader Riemannian
setting, that we shall discuss in Section 2.7. An alternative proof in this Euclidean setting,
based on optimal transport, was found by Guido De Philippis and Alessio Figalli [12].

The formulation of curvature and rigidity in terms of the CD inequality allows to extend
the approach beyond the Euclidean space, typically to Riemannian manifolds as well as to
abstract Markov setting. More generally, if the process is rigid then the Gaussian factor
has the same dimension as the eigenspace associated with λ1.

Remark 1.7 (Relation to optimal logarithmic Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities). An

observation that dates back to Dominique Bakry and Michel Émery [1] is that CD(ρ,∞)
implies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LSI) with constant 2/ρ as well as a Poincaré
inequality (PI) of constant 1/ρ (directly as well as by linearization). Recall that the optimal
Poincaré constant is precisely the inverse of the spectral gap 1/λ1. It follows that rigidity
implies that the optimal LSI constant is twice the optimal PI constant, just like for the OU
process. By the way, a famous alternative due to Oscar Rothaus states that in the compact
setting, if the optimal LSI constant is not twice the optimal PI constant, then there exists
an extremal function for LSI, see for instance [24, Theorem at the bottom of page 107]
as well as [26, Theorem 2.2.3 page 333] in the lecture notes by Laurent Saloff-Coste for
a discrete version. Note also that in the case (1.12), the function x 7→ eα(x1+···+xd) is
extremal for LSI, as observed in [8], while x 7→ x1 + · · ·+ xd is extremal for PI.

Remark 1.8 (Normalization). For any α > 0 which may depend on d, the time-changed

process X(α) := (Xαt)t≥0 solves the SDE dX
(α)
t =

√
2αdBt − α∇V (X

(α)
t )dt and has

generator L(α) = αL. The process X(α) has cutoff at critical time t∗ if and only if X(α)

has cutoff at critical time t∗/α. Such scaled processes play a role with respect to mean-field
limits of interacting particle systems related to McKean –Vlasov semilinear PDE, see [7].

1.4. Extension to Riemannian manifolds. We now discuss Theorem 1.1 in a broader
geometric context. A weighted Riemannian manifold is a triplet (M, g, µ), where (M, g)
is a Riemannian manifold with metric tensor g, and µ is a measure on M . Here we shall
assume that µ is a probability measure, absolutely continuous with respect to the volume
measure. We shall write µ = e−V , so that V plays the same role of a potential as in
the Euclidean setting. The Markov process (Xt)t≥0 we consider is the drift diffusion that

combines a Brownian motion (Bt)t≥0 on (M, g) and drift −∇V , given by the SDE

dXt = −∇V (Xt)dt+
√
2dBt, X0 = x0 ∈ M, (1.22)

where ∇ is the gradient on (M, g). We refer to [2, 17] for more background. A key role
is played by the Ricci curvature tensor of the manifold, which we shall denote by Ric.
We refer to [23] for an introduction to curvature on Riemannian manifolds. Under the
assumption that the Ricci curvature is bounded from below, and that V is geodesically
semi-convex, then solutions to the dynamic (1.22) exist for all times [16, Theorem 11.8].
We shall not make use of the SDE (1.22), and only rely on the generator of the process

L = ∆−∇V · ∇ (1.23)
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where ∆ is the Laplace –Beltrami operator on (M, g).

Recall that the weighted manifold (M, g, µ) satisfies the Bakry – Émery curvature-
dimension condition CD(ρ,∞) for some ρ ∈ R when

Ric+∇2V ≥ ρg (1.24)

A celebrated result due to Dominique Bakry and Michel Émery [1] states that CD(ρ,∞)
for ρ > 0 implies a lower bound on the spectral gap of L in the sense that

λ1 ≥ ρ. (1.25)

When the manifold is unweighted, this is the dimension-free version of the famous spectral
gap bound due to André Lichnerowicz [20]. Actually CD(ρ,∞) for ρ > 0 implies stronger
functional inequalities, such as a logarithmic Sobolev inequality, and an isoperimetric
inequality. Note that in this setting, and following for instance [15, Proposition 6.7], the
spectrum of L is discrete and the spectral gap λ1 is always an eigenvalue of L.

It order to formulate a neat abstract analogue of Theorem 1.1, we shall use vector-
valued functions whose coordinates are eigenfunctions, as defined in the following:

Definition 1.9 (Multi-eigenfunction). Let E1 be the eigenspace of L associated with the
eigenvalue λ1, in L2(µ). Let k1 = dimE1. We define a multi-eigenfunction as being a
map M → R

k1 whose coordinates are orthogonal elements of E1 in L2(µ). We denote by
F1 the set of all multi-eigenfunctions, and by SF1 the set of multi-eigenfunctions whose
coordinates are elements of the unit sphere of E1 in L2(µ), thus orthonormal.

The link between this definition and Theorem 1.1 is that the component
∑d

i=1 |fi(x0)|2
in the definition of Λ in Theorem 1.1 is exactly the ℓ2 norm of T (x0) where T is some
element of SF1 . The Riemannian analog of Theorem 1.1 is now the following.

Theorem 1.10 (Wasserstein estimate on weighted Riemannian manifold). Let (Xt)t≥0

be the diffusion (1.22), and let L be its generator (1.23). Assume that for some ρ > 0,

(i) L satisfies CD(ρ,∞),
(ii) λ1 = ρ.

Then for all non-empty set of possible initial conditions S ⊂ M , and all t ≥ 0,

e−ρt

√
ρ

(
sup
x0∈S

Λ(x0)
)1/2

≤ W2(Xt, µ) ≤ e−ρt sup
x0∈S

(∫
d(x0, x)

2dµ(x)

)1/2

,

where

Λ(x) = k1 + sup
T∈SF1

|T (x)|2. (1.26)

Moreover, if S = {x ∈ M : d(x,m) ≤ R}, then we can replace supx0∈S Λ(x0) by

sup
T∈SF1

(|T (m)|2 + ρR2). (1.27)

1.5. About stability. Our study is under the strong assumption λ1 = ρ. For the d-
dimensional unit sphere, we have ρ = d− 1 and λ1 = d, so the abstract theorem does not
apply. Yet cutoff does occur, and moreover λ1/ρ −→ 1. This naturally leads to asking

Question 1.11. Is there a (useful) analog of Corollary 1.3 under the weaker assumption

λ
(d)
1

ρ(d)
−−−→
d→∞

1 ? (1.28)

There are some results on properties of positively curved manifolds when λ1 is close
to ρ [11, 21, 5, 13]. However, the quantitative estimates on eigenfunctions seem to be
too weak to easily generalize Theorem 1.10. The estimate on the Wasserstein distance
strongly relies on the fact that the eigenfunction is Lipschitz, and the estimate is sharp
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because it is actually affine, namely that Hessf = 0. When λ1 is close to ρ, then Hessf is
small, but for example the smallness estimates in [5] are only in L2 norm, so we do not
actually control the Lipschitz norm of f . It is unclear if a stronger L∞ estimate can be
expected in general, so maybe some extra assumptions are needed.

2. Proofs

2.1. Preliminaries on rigidity. As discussed in the introduction, the starting point for
our analysis in a Gaussian splitting or factorization theorem of [10], which in the Euclidean
setting takes the following form :

Theorem 2.1 (Gaussian factorization in the Euclidean space). Let V : Rd → R satisfy
the curvature-dimension condition CD(ρ,∞) for some constant ρ > 0. Assume that the
spectral gap satisfies λ1 = ρ. Then there is an orthonormal basis (e1, . . . , ed) of R

d and a
vector m ∈ R

d such that V is of the form

V (x) =
ρ

2
((x1 −m1)

2 + · · ·+ (xk −mk1)
2) + Ṽ (xk1+1, ..., xd) (2.1)

where k1 is the dimension of the eigenspace associated with λ1, and Ṽ satisfies the
CD(ρ,∞) condition on R

d−k1 . Moreover, all eigenfunctions with eigenvalue λ1 are affine,
and only depend on the first k1 coordinates in the above basis.

The vector m actually is the center of mass of the probability measure e−V .

Remark 2.2 (Eigenfunctions structure). Since eigenfunctions satisfy
∫

|∇f |2dµ = −
∫
(Lf)fdµ = λ1

∫
f2dµ, (2.2)

any eigenfunction with eigenvalue λ1 is of the form 〈a, p(x)〉Rk + b with p the projection
on the k-dimensional Gaussian factor and |a|2 = λ1‖f‖2L2(µ).

Another way of stating this result is that up to a rotation (the change of basis) and a
translation by the vector m, the law e−V is a product measure, with a centered Gaussian
factor with variance ρ on the first k coordinates, and a ρ-uniformly log-concave factor on
the last d − k coordinates. Note that the result can only be true up to a rotation and
translation, since the assumptions are stable by isometries.

An alternative proof in the Euclidean setting, based on a rigidity property for regularity
of solutions to the Monge –Ampère PDE for optimal transport maps, was given in [12].
We shall discuss some elements of proof in the full Riemannian setting in Section 2.7.

Lemma 2.3 (OU process associated to an eigenfunction). Under the setting of Theorem
2.1, for all T ∈ SF1 , the process (T (Xt))t≥0 is a k-dimensional OU process scaled by a

factor ρ, that is a process on R
k with generator ρ∆− ρx · ∇.

Proof. We shall show that T (X) is a Markov process and recognize it as an OU process
by computing the generator.

Let us now compute the generator. If ~v is a vector-valued function, then ~L~v is the
vector obtained by applying L to each coordinate, and Γ(~v) the matrix whose coefficients

are Γ(~vi, ~vj). Since the coordinates of T are orthogonal normalized eigenfunctions, ~LT =
−λ1T and Γ(T ) = ρ Id, as per Remark 2.2. By the diffusion property, we have

Lg ◦ T = ∇g ◦ T · ~LT + 〈∇2g ◦ T,Γ(T )〉
= −λ1∇g ◦ T · T + ρ∆g ◦ T
= −ρ∇g ◦ T · T + ρ∆g ◦ T
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This is a function of T , so T (X) is a Markov process, and when viewing it as such it is
indeed the generator of an OU process with variance ρ−1, applied to a function g. �

Hence, in the rigid case, the full process contains an OU subprocess, and hence cannot
converge to equilibrium faster than it. This will yield the lower bound in Theorem 1.1.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The upper bound is an immediate (and well-known) con-
sequence of the exponential convergence to equilibrium in Wasserstein coupling distance
under the CD(ρ,∞) condition [28] : for all X0, Y0 and t ≥ 0,

W2(Xt, Yt) ≤ e−ρtW2(X0, Y0). (2.3)

The desired upper bound follows by taking Y0 ∼ µ and X0 deterministic.
Let us now prove the lower bound. Consider a multi-eigenmap T . Up to an isometry,

it is of the form T (x) = Ax + b. Moreover, since the coordinates of T are orthogonal
eigenfunctions, the columns of A are orthogonal vectors. If moreover we assume that
T ∈ SF1 , then each column of A has norm

√
ρ =

√
λ1. Hence we immediately have

W2(T (Xt), T (Yt)) ≤
√
λ1W2(Xt, Yt). (2.4)

Applying Lemma 2.3, T (Xt) and T (Yt) are OU processes with speed accelerated by a
factor ρ. If we take Y0 distributed according to the equilibrium measure, then T (Yt) follows
a standard Gaussian law for any t. Moreover, for an OU process Zt with deterministic
initial data z0 and identity covariance, we have

W2(Zt, γ)
2 = e−2ρt

∫
|z0 − y|2dγk(y) = e−2ρt(|z0|2 + k1). (2.5)

Hence

W2(Xt, µ) ≥
e−ρt

ρ
(|T (x0)|2 + k1)

1/2. (2.6)

Optimizing over x0 and T concludes the proof.
We now consider the case where µ is centered and S = B(0, R). For any T ∈ SF1 ,

writing T = Ax + b, since
∫
Tdµ = 0 we see that b = 0. Therefore T (0) = 0. Moreover,

since the columns of A are orthogonal and have norm
√
λ1, we get supx∈S |Ax|2 = ρR2.

2.3. Proof of Corollary 1.3. Without loss of generality, we can assume that m(d) = 0
by translating V (d) We start by using the lower bound of Theorem 1.1 to prove the
convergence to infinity when td = (1 − ǫ)t∗. Since we are in the centered setting and the

set of initial conditions is a centered ball of radius c
√
d, the lower bound is

e−ρt

√
ρ
(ρc2d+ k1)

1/2 ≤ W2(Xt, µ). (2.7)

Evaluating at t = td and neglecting k1, we get

cdǫ/2 ≤ W2(Xtd , µ) (2.8)

and letting d go to infinity concludes the proof of the lower bound. Let us now prove the
case td = (1 + ǫ)t∗ via the upper bound in Theorem 1.1. Since µ(d) is centered,

∫
|x− x0|2dµ(x) = |x0|2 +

∫
|x|2dµ(x). (2.9)

From the spectral gap, for any centered f we have the Poincaré inequality
∫

f2dµ ≤ 1

λ
(d)
1

∫
|∇f |2dµ (2.10)

so that in particular ∫
f2dµ ≤

‖f‖2Lip
λ
(d)
1

. (2.11)
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Applying this inequality to each coordinate yields
∫

|x|2dµ ≤ d

λ
(d)
1

. (2.12)

Therefore we have the upper bound

W2(Xt, µ) ≤ e−λ
(d)
1 t

(
sup
x0∈S

|x0|2 +
d

λ
(d)
1

)1/2

. (2.13)

Since supx0∈S |x0|2 = c2d, evaluating at td = (1 + ǫ)t∗ yields

W2(Xtd , µ) ≤ d−ǫ/2(c2 + (λ
(d)
1 )−1)1/2. (2.14)

Since lim infd→∞ λ
(d)
1 > 0, letting d go to infinity concludes the proof.

Remark 2.4. Note that in the proof, the assumption lim infd→∞ λ
(d)
1 > 0 could have been

replaced by a slow enough growth of (λ
(d)
1 )−1, e.g. (λ

(d)
1 )−1 ≤ (log d)α for some α > 0.

2.4. Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let us deduce Corollary 1.4 from Corollary 1.3, in other
words let us show that the Wasserstein distance can be replaced by total variation distance
as well as by relative entropy. Let us drop the superscript (d) to simplify the notation.

Upper bound. It is well known that CD(ρ,∞) with ρ > 0 implies that for all t ≥ 1,

H(Xt | µ) ≤ e−ρ(t−1)H(X1 | µ). (2.15)

Despite the fact that the law of X0 is a Dirac mass, we use here the fact that the law of
Xt with t > 0 is absolutely continuous with respect to µ. We could of course replace 1
by any strictly positive time. On the other hand, following for instance [6, Lemma 4.2],
CD(ρ,∞) with ρ ∈ R implies that for all ∀t > 0,

H(Xt | µ) ≤
ρe−2ρt

1− e−2ρt
W2(X0, µ)

2. (2.16)

Using (2.16) and ρe−2ρt

1−e−2ρt ≤ 1
2t with t = 1, and combining with (2.15) yields, for all t ≥ 1,

2H(Xt | µ) ≤ e−ρ(t−1)W2(X0, µ)
2. (2.17)

By combining with the general Csiszár –Kullback –Pinsker inequality

dTV(µ, ν)
2 ≤ 2H(ν | µ), (2.18)

we get finally, for all t ≥ 1,

dTV(Xt, µ)
2 ≤ 2H(Xt | µ) ≤ e−ρ(t−1)W2(X0, µ)

2. (2.19)

Now, since t∗ → +∞ as d → ∞ in Corollary 1.3, we get, for all c > 0 and ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈B(m,c

√
d)

H(X(1+ǫ)t∗ | µ) = 0 and lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈B(m,c

√
d)

dTV(X(1+ǫ)t∗ , µ) = 0. (2.20)

The approach differs from the one in [7], in the way we regularize in (2.16) as well as in
the way we control relative entropy, here via the Wasserstein distance.

Lower bound. Both total variation distance and relative entropy decrease by mappings,

dTV(µ ◦ T−1, ν ◦ T−1) ≤ dTV(µ, ν) and H(ν ◦ T−1 | µ ◦ T−1) ≤ H(ν | µ). (2.21)

This contractibility argument is also at the heart of the lower bounds in [7]. It follows
that we can bound from below the relative entropy and total variation mixing times by
those of a suitable OU process, by taking a multi-eigenfunction map. The lower bounds
for OU processes have been established for example in [18, 3] and [7, Theorem 1.2]. As a
consequence, we have, in the setting of Corollary, for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈B(m,c

√
d)

dTV(X(1−ǫ)t∗ , µ) = 1 and lim
d→∞

sup
x0∈B(m,c

√
d)

H(X(1−ǫ)t∗ | µ) = ∞, (2.22)
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when X0 = x0, and for an arbitrary constant c > 0. This is compatible with (2.18).
Another viewpoint for relative entropy is to get the Talagrand inequality

W2(Xt, µ)
2 ≤ 2

ρ
Hµ(Xt) (2.23)

from CD(ρ,∞), and deduce the relative entropy lower bound from the W2 lower bound.

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let h(x) = x1 + · · ·+ xd be the symmetric Hermite poly-
nomial of first degree. Its gradient is the constant vector ∇h = (1, . . . , 1). Since (1.4)
holds, we have λ1 ≥ ρ. Hence, to get λ1 = ρ, it suffices to show that h is an eigenfunction
of −L with eigenvalue ρ, and then apply the splitting theorem. The generator is

Lf = ∆f − ρx · ∇f −∇W · ∇f. (2.24)

Since W is invariant along R(1, . . . , 1), we have ∇W · (1, . . . , 1) = 0, therefore,

Lh = 0− ρh−∇W · (1, . . . , 1) = −ρh. (2.25)

This gives h ∈ E1 and λ1 = ρ. Note that by rigidity, all the elements of E1 are affine.

2.6. Proof of Corollary 1.6. First, note that
∑d

i=1 m
(d)
i =

∫ ∑d
i=1 xidµ

(d)(x) = 0 since

the image law of µ(d) by (x1, . . . , xd) 7→ x1 + · · ·+ xd is a centered Gaussian.
Lower bound when td = (1−ǫ)t∗. As per Theorem 1.5, x1+ · · ·+xd is an eigenfunction.

Since its squared L2(µ) norm is dρ−1, fd(x) =
√
ρ/d(x1 + · · · + xd) is a normalized

eigenfunction. Now, for both S(d) = B(m(d), c
√
d) and S(d) = m(d) + [−c, c]d we have

sup
x∈S(d)

|fd(x)| = c
√
d. (2.26)

Hence the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 yields

W2(X
(d)
td , µ(d)) ≥ e−ρtdc

√
d = cdǫ/2 −−−→

d→∞
+∞. (2.27)

Upper bound when td = (1+ǫ)t∗. As in the proof of Corollary 1.3, the uniform convexity
yields, via the Poincaré inequality, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

∫
(xi −m

(d)
i )2dµ(d)(x) ≤ ρ−1. (2.28)

Hence when applying Theorem 1.1 we get

W2(X
(d)
td , µ(d)) ≤ e−λ

(d)
1 td

(
sup

x0∈S(d)

|x0|2 + d/ρ
)1/2

≤ (c2 + ρ−1)1/2d−ǫ/2 −−−→
d→∞

0. (2.29)

This concludes the proof.

2.7. Proof of Theorem 1.10. The proof is exactly the same as in the Euclidean setting
(Theorem 1.1), up to the use of the Riemannian splitting (Theorem 2.5) below, and the
fact that first eigenfunctions are affine through the splitting (Lemma 2.6). We shall hence
only discuss these two elements, and omit the repetition of the proof.

In this setting, the rigidity theorem of [10] when λ1 = ρ is the following.

Theorem 2.5 (Riemannian splitting with Gaussian factor). Let (M, g, µ) be a weighted
Riemannian manifold with probability measure µ = e−V . If for some ρ > 0,

(i) CD(ρ,∞) is satisfied,
(ii) the first positive eigenvalue λ1 of −L is ρ,

then (M, g, µ) is isometric to a product weighted Riemannian manifold

(Rk, |·|2 , γk,ρ−1)× (M ′, g′, µ′) = (Rk ×M ′, |·|2 ⊕ g′, γk,ρ−1 ⊗ µ′)

where

• k is the dimension of the eigenspace of −L associated with the eigenvalue λ1;
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• γk,ρ−1 is the centered Gaussian law on R
k with covariance matrix ρ−1Idk;

• (M ′, g′, µ′) is a weighted Riemannian manifold satisfying CD(ρ,∞).

This theorem was proved by Xu Cheng and Detang Zhou [10] in the setting of smooth
weighted manifolds, and by Nicola Gigli, Christian Ketterer, Kazumasa Kuwada, and
Shin-ichi Ohta [14] in the more general setting of RCD spaces. Splitting theorems for
manifolds satisfying a curvature constraint and optimizing certain geometric quantities
is a well-studied problem in Riemannian geometry, going back to the Cheeger –Gromoll
splitting theorem for non-negatively curved manifolds containing infinite geodesics.

We now state a lemma on the structure of eigenfunctions, which is an element in the
proof of Theorem 2.5 in [10].

Lemma 2.6 (Rigidity for eigenfunctions when λ1 = ρ). Under the setting of Theorem
2.5, and through the isometry that it provides, any element of E1 is of the form a · p(x)
with p the projection on the Euclidean factor of dimension k, a ∈ R

k, |a| = √
ρ‖f‖L2(µ).

Moreover, if fi = ai · p(x) (for i = 1, 2) are two orthogonal eigenfunctions, then a1 ⊥ a2.

Proof. What follows is a broad sketch, were we focus on justifying the form of the eigen-
functions, but do not discuss in too much detail the splitting of the space, that was
established in [10]. See also [14] for a full proof in the non-smooth setting of RCD spaces.

From the integrated Bochner formula, for any g in the domain of L we have
∫

−Γ(g,Lg)dµ ≥ ρ

∫
Γ(g)dµ+

∫
‖Hessg‖2HSdµ. (2.30)

Taking g to be an eigenfunction with eigenvalue λ1 = ρ, we get

ρ

∫
Γ(f)dµ ≥ ρ

∫
Γ(f)dµ+

∫
‖Hessf‖2HSdµ (2.31)

which forces Hessf = 0 almost everywhere, and thus everywhere since eigenfunctions
are smooth. Therefore f is affine, and non-constant. In particular, ∇f is a non-trivial
parallel vector field, which forces the splitting of the manifold in a product form R×M ′,
along which f is only an affine function of the first coordinate. Repeating this strategy
for successive orthogonal eigenfunctions gives a splitting with a k-dimensional Euclidean
factor. See [10] for full details. And once the splitting is established, we can view the
eigenfunctions as functions on R

k.
Since for an affine function f = a · x+ b, we have Γ(f) = |a|2, and

|a|2 =

∫
Γ(f)dµ = −

∫
f(Lf)dµ = ρ‖f‖2L2(µ). (2.32)

Let us now compute Γ(f1, f2) where f1, f2 are orthogonal eigenfunctions. We have

Γ(f1, f2) =
1

4
(Γ(f1 + f2)− Γ(f1 − f2))

=
ρ

4
(‖f1 + f2‖2L2(µ) − ‖f1 − f2‖2L2(µ))

= 0

where we used the fact that f1 ± f2 are also eigenfunctions, with the same eigenvalue λ1.
But since Γ(f1, f2) = 〈a1, a2〉, the vectors driving f1 and f2 must be orthogonal. �
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and Laboratoire de Probabilités, Statistique et Modélisation, F-75013 Paris, France, and
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