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ON THE CUTOFF PHENOMENON FOR

FAST DIFFUSION AND POROUS MEDIUM EQUATIONS

DJALIL CHAFAÏ, MAX FATHI, AND NIKITA SIMONOV

Abstract. The cutoff phenomenon, conceptualized at the origin for finite Markov chains, states
that for a parametric family of evolution equations, started from a point, the distance towards a long
time equilibrium may become more and more abrupt for certain choices of initial conditions, when
the parameter tends to infinity. This threshold phenomenon can be seen as a critical competition
between trend to equilibrium and worst initial condition. In this note, we investigate this phe-
nomenon beyond stochastic processes, in the context of the analysis of nonlinear partial differential
equations, by proving cutoff for the fast diffusion and porous medium Fokker – Planck equations on
the Euclidean space, when the dimension tends to infinity. We formulate the phenomenon using qua-
dratic Wasserstein distance, as well as using specific relative entropy and Fisher information. Our
high dimensional asymptotic analysis uses the exact solvability of the model involving Barenblatt
profiles. It includes the Ornstein – Uhlenbeck dynamics as a special linear case.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The cutoff phenomenon. The cutoff phenomenon is a property of abrupt convergence to the
equilibrium that occurs for many families of Markov processes and more generally dynamical systems.
It was first highlighted by David Aldous, Persi Diaconis, and Mehrdad Shahshahani in the context of
random walks on groups [1, 20], but has appeared in many other contexts since then, including, for
instance, interacting particle systems such as exclusion processes [29], Brownian motion on spheres,
projective spaces, and on compact Lie groups [33, 37], random walks on graphs [30], spin systems in
statistical physics [31], and dynamical systems [11]. In a nutshell, a sequence of Markov processes
((Xn

t )t≥0) with invariant probability measures (πn) satisfies a cutoff at time tn, and with respect to
some distance-like quantity “dist” on the space of probability measures, when for any ǫ > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x0∈Sn

dist(Law(Xn
(1−ǫ)tn

), πn) > 0 and lim
n→∞

sup
x0∈Sn

dist(Law(Xn
(1+ǫ)tn

), πn) = 0

where Sn is a well chosen set of initial conditions. Cutoff is most commonly studied for the total
variation distance, but many other distances or divergences are of interest : Hellinger distance, Lp

distances, Wasserstein distances, relative entropy, Fisher information, . . . In most examples, the lower
bound at times (1 − ǫ)tn is not just strictly positive, but actually as large as possible : +∞ for
unbounded distances such as Wasserstein distances, 1 for total variation distance.
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The goal of this work is to show that the cutoff phenomenon also takes place in the context of
nonlinear evolution equations, beyond the dynamics of Markov processes. More precisely, we establish
the cutoff phenomenon for a family of nonlinear parabolic PDE : porous medium and fast-diffusion
equations, with drift, in high dimension. Our interest is conceptual, showing that certain ideas coming
from probability theory are also relevant in nonlinear analysis, but also specific, since understanding
the precise convergence to equilibrium for these PDE is of independent interest.

1.2. Fast diffusion, porous medium, Barenblatt profile, Fokker – Planck. This note is about
the following nonlinear partial differential evolution equation in R

d, d ≥ 1, for a parameter m > 0 :

∂tu = ∆(um) = div(mum−1∇u), t > 0, x ∈ R
d, (1.1)

with a Dirac mass initial condition u(t = 0, ·) = δx0 , x0 ∈ Rd. It is a reaction-diffusion equation :

∆(um) = mum−1∆u + m(m − 1)um−2|∇u|2, (1.2)

where |x|2 = x2
1 + · · · + x2

d is the squared Euclidean norm. The equation is exactly solvable. Indeed,

for d ≥ 2 and m > d−2
d , the evolution preserves positivity and mass and admits the unique solution

u(t, x) =
1

tαd
B
(x − x0

tα

)

, t > 0, x ∈ R
d, (1.3)

where

B(x) :=
(

c + α
1 − m

2m
|x|2
)

1
m−1

+
, α :=

1

2 − d(1 − m)
=

1

d(m − d−2
d )

> 0. (1.4)

The constant c = cd,m > 0 is chosen is such a way that function B, often called the Barenblatt or
Barenblatt – Pattle profile in the analysis of PDE literature, due to [2, 35], is a probability density
function. Actually the Barenblatt profile matches classical families of probability distributions, see
Remarks 3.2 and 4.3 below. The equation (1.1) is strongly connected to Sobolev type inequalities. We
refer to [16, 12, 8, 40, 39] for the analysis of PDE point of view, and to [17, 18, 19] for more geometric
and probabilistic aspects. For stochastic processes associated to (1.1), we refer to [25, 6, 23].

There are three main regimes depending of the value of the parameter m:

• Case d−2
d < m < 1. The PDE (1.1) is known as the fast diffusion equation. Since 1 − m > 0,

the Barenblatt profile B has a negative power, has full space support, is heavy tailed, and is
nothing else but a multivariate Student t-distribution, see Remark 3.2. It has a finite second
moment if and only if m > d

d+2 . Moreover the case m = d−1
d has remarkable properties, in

particular it gives 1
1−m = d. Some useful formulas shall be given in Lemma 3.1.

• Case m = 1. The PDE (1.1) is the heat or diffusion equation, it is linear. The Barenblatt
profile B is Gaussian (heat kernel), see Section 1.4.2 for formulas when m = 1 and m → 1.

• Case m > 1. The PDE (1.1) is known as the porous medium equation. Since m − 1 > 0,
the Barenblatt profile has a positive power, but a compact support, related to a finite speed
of propagation for the evolution equation. The Barenblatt profile is then nothing else but a
sort of symmetric multivariate or radial Beta distribution supported on a sphere of Rd :

c
1

m−1 (1 − b|x|) 1
m−1 (1 + b|x|) 1

m−1 1|x|≤ 1
b
, x ∈ R

d, b :=

√

α
1 − m

m
c. (1.5)

This also appears as the law of the projection of the uniform law on spheres, see Remark 4.3.
Some useful formulas are given by Lemma 4.1. These are not Dirichlet distributions.

Following [16, eq. (18)], we consider now the Fokker – Planck version of (1.1) given by

∂tv = ∆(vm) + div(xv), t > 0, x ∈ R
d, (1.6)

with Dirac initial data v(t = 0, ·) = δx0 , x0 ∈ Rd. Its solution is related to the solution u of (1.1) via

u(t, x) = R(t)−dv
(

τ(t),
x

R(t)

)

(1.7)

where τ(t) := log R(t) and R is the solution of the ODE Ṙ = R
α−1

α , R(0) = 1, given by R(t) :=
(

1 + t
α

)α
. In other words, denoting Rτ := R ◦ τ−1, we have v(t, x) = (Rτ (t))du(τ−1(t), Rτ (t)x)). But
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since τ(t) = α log(1 + t
α ), we get τ−1(t) = α(e

t
α − 1), (Rτ )(t) = et, and thus, by (1.7) and (1.4),

v(t, x) = edtu(α(e
t
α − 1), etx) =

1

(α(1 − e− t
α ))αd

B
( x − e−tx0

(α(1 − e− t
α ))α

)

. (1.8)

We get immediately from (1.8) the long time behavior of the solution v:

v∞(x) := lim
t→∞

v(t, x) =
1

ααd
B
( x

αα

)

=

(

C +
1 − m

2m
|x|2
)

1
m−1

+

(1.9)

(C is not c). The long time limit no longer depends on the initial condition x0. For a finer study of
this long time behavior, we remark that v given by (1.8) and it particular its long time limit remains in
the position-scale family of the Barenblatt profile B. This allows to use formulas for certain distances
within this family, in the same spirit as [9, Lemma A.5], see also [26, Lemma 3 and 4].

1.3. Distances and divergences, and main result on the cutoff phenomenon. Recall that
if µ and ν are probability measures on Rd with finite second moment, the Monge – Kantorovich–
Wasserstein quadratic transportation distance W2(µ, ν) is given by

W2(µ, ν) :=

√

inf
π

∫

|x − y|2dπ(x, y) (1.10)

where the infimum runs over the set of probability measures on Rd × Rd with marginals µ and ν.
In the same probabilistic functional analytic spirit, and following for instance [8, Chap. 2], the free
energy or relative entropy is given by

Hm(f | v∞) :=
1

m − 1

∫
(

f(x)m − v∞(x)m − 1 − m

2
|x|2(f(x) − v∞(x))

)

dx. (1.11)

Similarly, the Fisher information or entropy production along this dynamics is

Im(f | v∞) :=

∫

f
∣

∣

∣
x +

m

m − 1
∇fm−1

∣

∣

∣

2

dx. (1.12)

The relative entropy and the Fisher information satisfy the following equation along solutions to (1.6)

d

dt
Hm(v(t) | v∞)) = −Im(v(t) | v∞) . (1.13)

Note that when m < 1, or when m > 1 and the support of f is included in the one of v∞, then
Hm(f | v∞) can be written as the Bregman – Rényi – Tsallis divergence associated to (1.6):

Hm(f | v∞) =
1

m − 1

∫

(

f(x)m − v∞(x)m − m vm−1
∞ (x)(f(x) − v∞(x))

)

dx. (1.14)

The function x 7→ xm−1
m−1 is strictly convex for m 6= 1, and gives the classical logarithmic relative

entropy as m → 1. When f is a location-scale transformation of the Barenblatt profile v∞, the
expression (1.11) is fully computable, while (1.14) is not when m > 1 due to the cross term vm−1

∞ f .
Our main results below state that in high dimension, the distance of the solution to the equilibrium

collapses abruptly at a critical time. We call this threshold phenomenon the cutoff phenomenon. It
is a nonlinear generalization of the same phenomenon for the Ornstein – Uhlenbeck process stated in
[9, Theorem 1.1] see also [5, 28, 4]. We refer to [37, 14] for more on the cutoff phenomenon for linear
evolution equations associated to Markov processes, and to [13, 36] for recent advances for positively
curved linear Markov diffusions.

Let v(t, ·) be the solution of the PDE (1.6) in Rd, d ≥ 3, m > d−2
d , given by (1.8), with point

initial condition x0 ∈ Rd. Let v(t, ∞) be as in (1.9), associated to the Barenblatt profile B in (1.4).
We assume that d ≥ 3 because when d−2

d < m ≤ d
d+2 , which is the case for d = 2, the W2 distance

is infinite. But this constraint on d is not relevant here since we are interested in the regime d → ∞.
The main advantage of using this distance is the explicit formula that it gives for position-scale
families, that boils down to an explicit (second) moment computation for the Barenblatt profile.



4 DJALIL CHAFAÏ, MAX FATHI, AND NIKITA SIMONOV

Theorem 1.1 (Cutoff phenomenon). Let α ∈ (0, 1/2)∪(1/2, +∞) and r > 0, and set m = (d−2)α+1
dα .

Then for all dist(·, ·) ∈ {W2
2(·, ·), Hm(· | ·), Im(· | ·)}, and for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
|x0|≤r

√
d

dist(v(td, ·), v∞) =

{

+∞ if td = (1 − ε)max(1,α)
2 log(d)

0 if td = (1 + ε)max(1,α)
2 log(d)

. (1.15)

In particular, the cutoff critical time is of order log(d).

We emphasize that both v, v∞, x0 and dist depend on the dimension d. We discuss the motivation
behind choice of the set of initial data {|x0| ≤ r

√
d} in Section 1.4.3 below, and we shall discuss what

happens for other choices there. Note that the value of r plays no role.

Note that m = (d−2)α+1
dα > d−2

d for d ≥ 2.
For α = 1/2, we get the linear Ornstein – Uhlenbeck dynamics, see Section 1.4.2, and we recover

here the cutoff obtained in [9].
For α = 1, we get m = d−1

d , an important exponent related to the equality case in Sobolev
type functional inequalities, see [8]. In particular, as d → ∞, from the Sobolev inequality one get
a logarithmic Sobolev inequality, see for instance [21], which motivates in part this research. The
motivation for considering the limit d → ∞ along curves d 7→ m with constant α arises from the
analysis of the spectrum of the linearized operator around the Barenblatt profile. The spectrum,
computed in [7], is determined by the value of m and consists of an essential part along with discrete
eigenvalues. Notably, when m ≥ d−1

d (which eventually holds as d → ∞ with α fixed), the first
eigenvalue is zero, the second remains constant (independent of m), and the third depends on α . In
the porous medium case m > 1 or equivalently 0 < α < 1

2 , to the best of our knowledge, there is no

counterpart to the exponent m = d−1
d , and the spectrum of the linearized operator is not known.

Instead of fixing the value of α, we can instead fix the value of m. In that regime, we have

Theorem 1.2 (Cutoff phenomenon for fixed exponent). Let m > 1 and r > 0, and set α := 1
2−d(1−m) .

Then for all dist(·, ·) ∈ {W2
2(·, ·), Hm(· | ·), Im(· | ·)}, and for all ε > 0,

lim
d→∞

sup
|x0|≤r

√
d

dist(v(td, ·), v∞) =

{

+∞ if td = (1 − ε)1
2 log(d)

0 if td = (1 + ε)1
2 log(d)

. (1.16)

In particular, the cutoff critical time is of order log(d).

Note that the prefactor in the mixing time does not depend on α anymore, since fixing m forces
α to go to zero. We cannot fix m < 1, since as we let d go to infinity eventually the constraint
m > (d − 2)/d would cease to hold.

1.4. Further comments. More about Barenblatt profiles can be found for instance in [3, 2, 8].

1.4.1. Linearization. The regime m = d−1
d → 1− (α = 1), differs from the regime m = 1 (α = 1

2 ).
The latter is up to a scaling the one in [9, Th. 1.1] for Gaussians. The fast diffusion equation becomes
linear in the high dimensional limit d → ∞ when m = d−1

d → 1−, as well as in the case m = 1 and
fixed d, and we recover in both cases an Ornstein – Uhlenbeck dynamics, see Section 1.4.2.

1.4.2. Linear case or diffusion limit. At fixed d, when m = 1 or m → 1 we get from (1.4)

α = 1
2 , B(x) → (4π)− d

2 e− |x|2

4 , (1.17)

in other words we recover in this case the Gaussian heat kernel

u(t, x) = (4πt)− d
2 e− |x−x0|2

4t , (1.18)

while (1.1) becomes the heat equation ∂tu = ∆u with Dirac initial data u(t = 0, ·) = δx0 . Similarly,
when m = 1 or m → 1, the PDE (1.6) becomes the Fokker – Planck equation of the standard
Ornstein – Uhlenbeck dynamics, α = 1

2 , and we recover from (1.8) and (1.18) the Mehler formula

v(t, x) = (2π(1 − e−2t))− d
2 e

− |x−e−tx0|2

2(1−e−2t) , (1.19)

in other words the density of the Gaussian distribution N (e−tx0, (1 − e−2t)idd).
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1.4.3. Choice of initial data. We highlighted a particular order of magnitude for the initial data, by
taking balls of radius of order

√
d. This choice is because at equilibrium the first moment is also of

order
√

d, and hence this order of magnitude is typical at equilibrium. One could easily adapt the
results to other polynomial growth rates for the radius (as a function of the dimension). In Theorem
1.2 the mixing time would become θ log d if the radius scales like dθ. In Theorem 1.1 it would be
max(α/2, θ) log d.

1.4.4. Cutoff universality and functional inequalities. As already observed in [9], it is striking to see
how the different distances and divergences match, producing the same critical time for the cutoff,
and suggesting the use of functional inequalities : Sobolev type inequality, Talagrand transportation
inequality, etc. This is indeed the case for linear diffusions, see [13], as well as for our nonlinear
diffusions, see [34, Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.2].

1.4.5. Further developments. For further development, among the numerous open questions, we can
mention the non-Dirac initial conditions, the case of the sphere and the image on the Euclidean
space by the stereographical projection of the equation ∂tu = ∆(um), the case of the p-Laplacian. In
particular, let us mention that on the sphere of Rd, and for the case m = d−1

d , we have the following
analogue of the Barenblatt profile, discovered by Jérôme Demange [19, p. 597] :

u(t, x) =
( sinh((d − 1)t)

cosh((d − 1)t) − 〈x0, x〉
)d

. (1.20)

1.4.6. About methods for cutoffs. Historically, the first diffusions for which a cutoff phenomenon was
established were Brownian motion (heat equation) on compact manifolds with specific symmetries,
such as spheres, tori, projective spaces, and classical Lie groups, by using L2 decomposition, see
[37], and [33] for further extensions. The symmetries have the advantage to produce exact solvability
(explicit formulas). Regarding non compact spaces, the cutoff for Ornstein – Uhlenbeck type diffusions
(Fokker – Planck equation) was analyzed using exact formulas or tensorization, see [5, 28, 4]. Beyond
such exactly solvable situations, and until very recently, the upper and lower bound for cutoff were
analyzed separately. Proving sharp lower bounds is often done with more model-specific techniques,
and require identifying the worst possible initial data. For the upper bound, it is often enough to get
sharp rates of convergence to equilibrium for general initial data, which can be done using coupling
techniques, or functional inequalities such as log-Sobolev and Nash inequalities, see for instance [37]
and [13]. Spectral approaches are easiest to implement when proving L2 cutoff [15], and Lp cutoff
can be deduced from L2 cutoff using the Riesz – Thorin interpolation theorem [14]. However, this
does not extend to L1 cutoff, and does not apply in the present nonlinear setting. Recently, the case
p = 1 (total variation) was addressed in [36] for non-negatively curved linear diffusions using a new
approach based on varentropy, which does not require a separate study of upper and lower bound.
The approaches in [14] and [36] do not provide the value of the critical time. In another direction, the
cutoff and the critical time for various distances for positively curved linear diffusions is considered in
the recent work [13] under a spectral gap constraint, which goes beyond [9]. These recent advances

involve classical tools from probabilistic functional analysis such as Bakry – Émery Gamma calculus
and functional inequalities. These techniques are well-established in the analysis of fast diffusion and
porous medium equations [7], so it would be very interesting to explore their usage for the cutoff.

We emphasize that the cutoff phenomenon can be studied with respect to other parameters than
the dimension, and more generally for any family of evolution equations with a unique steady state.

Acknowledgments. This work has been supported by the Project CONVIVIALITY ANR-23-CE40-
0003 of the French National Research Agency.

2. Useful lemmas about Wasserstein distance

The following lemmas can be of independent interest, beyond their key role for our purposes.

Lemma 2.1 (Wasserstein for position-scale transformation). Let µ and ν be probability measures on
Rd with finite second moment. If ν is the image or pushforward of µ by an affine map

x 7→ T (x) = Ax + h (2.1)



6 DJALIL CHAFAÏ, MAX FATHI, AND NIKITA SIMONOV

where h is a vector of Rd and A is a positive-semidefinite d × d symmetric matrix, then

W2
2(µ, ν) = Trace((A − I)2Mµ) + 2〈(A − I)mµ, h〉 + |h|2 (2.2)

where mµ :=
∫

xdµ(x) and Mµ :=
∫

xx⊤dµ(x) are the first two moments of µ. Alternatively,

W2
2(µ, ν) = Tr(Σµ + Σν − 2AΣµ) + |mµ − mν |2, (2.3)

where Σµ and Σν are the covariance matrices of µ and ν, and where mν is the mean of ν.

We use this lemma for Barenblatt profiles.

Proof. First of all, an affine map is the gradient of a convex function if and only if the matrix of
the linear part is symmetric positive semidefinite. Second, the uniqueness in the Brenier theorem on
optimal transportation [10, 32, 41, 38] states that if a transportation map is the gradient of a convex
function, then it is the optimal transportation map. It remains to use the fact that

W2
2(µ, ν) =

∫

|T (x) − x|2dµ(x) =

∫

(|(A − I)x|2 + 2〈(A − I)x, h〉 + |h|2)dµ(x). (2.4)

This gives (2.2). To get (2.7), we note that mν = Amµ + h, Σµ = Mµ + mµm⊤
µ , Σν = AΣµA, thus

W2
2(µ, ν) = Tr(Σµ + Σν − 2AΣµ) + |mµ − mν |2. (2.5)

We note also by the way that T (x) = A(x − mµ) + mν . �

It turns out that the location-scale family of a rotationally invariant probability distribution is
parametrized by the mean and covariance. We speak about elliptic families or elliptic distributions.
Basic examples are given by Gaussian distributions and more generally Barenblatt profiles (see also
Remark 3.2 and Remark 4.3). For elliptic families, the affine map can be expressed in terms of the
covariance matrices, as expressed by the following lemma, that we give for the sake of completeness.
The formula for the distance based on means and covariances is well known for Gaussians [24, 27].

Lemma 2.2 (Wasserstein for elliptic families). Let η be a rotationally invariant probability measure
on R

d, with zero mean and identity covariance matrix. Let µ and ν be two probability measures in
the location-scale family of η, namely images or pushforwards of η by the affine maps

x 7→ Tµ(x) := mµ +
√

Σµx and x 7→ Tν(x) := mν +
√

Σνx, (2.6)

where mµ, mν ∈ Rd, and where Σµ and Σν are d × d positive semidefinite symmetric matrices. Then
µ and ν have mean mµ and mν and covariance Σµ and Σν respectively, and

W2
2(µ, ν) = Tr

(

Σµ + Σν − 2

√

√

ΣµΣν

√

Σµ

)

+ |mµ − mν |2. (2.7)

In particular, if the covariance matrices commute : ΣµΣν = ΣνΣµ, then

W2
2(µ, ν) = Tr

(

(
√

Σµ −
√

Σν)2
)

+ |mµ − mν |2. (2.8)

Proof. The rotational invariance of η implies that its image by an affine map x 7→ m + Cx depends
on C only via its covariance CC⊤. It follows that if we show that the image of η by an affine
map has same mean and covariance as ν, then it is equal to ν. Let us consider the affine map
x 7→ T (x) := A(x − mµ) + mν where A is the positive semidefinite symmetric matrix

A =
√

Σµ
−1
√

√

ΣµΣν

√

Σµ

√

Σµ
−1

. (2.9)

Now the image of η by the affine map T ◦ Tµ is nothing else but ν, because the matrix C := A
√

Σµ

satisfies CC⊤ = AΣµA = Σν . As a consequence, the image of µ by the affine map T is ν. Finally
(2.7) follows from the formula (2.5) of Lemma 2.1 by using the cyclic property of the trace. �
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3. Full-space Barenblatt and proof of Theorem 1.1 (fast diffusion case)

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the fast diffusion case α > 1/2.
Let us start with a general lemma concerning the second moment and the Lm norm of the Baren-

blatt profile. In what follows Γ(z) =
∫∞

0
tz−1e−tdt denotes the usual Euler Gamma function, defined

for any z ∈ C such that Re(z) > 0.

Lemma 3.1 (Full-space Barenblatt profile). The full-space Barenblatt probability density function in
dimension d ≥ 1 and with shape parameter p > d

2 and scale parameter b > 0 is given by

B(x) :=
1

(c + b|x|2)
p , x ∈ R

d, where c :=
(π

d
2 Γ(p − d

2 )

b
d
2 Γ(p)

)
2

2p−d

. (3.1)

Moreover, we also have
∫

Rd

|x|aB(x)dx =
(π

d
2 Γ(p − d

2 )

bpΓ(p)

)
a

2p−d Γ(d+a
2 )Γ(p − d+a

2 )

Γ(d
2 )Γ(p − d

2 )
, for all a > d − 2p (3.2)

∫

Rd

B(x)mdx =
(π

b

)

dp(1−m)
2p−d

( Γ(p)

Γ(p − d
2 )

)

2pm−d

2p−d Γ
(

pm − d
2

)

Γ(pm)
, for all p >

d

2m
. (3.3)

Furthermore, if we fix α ∈
(

1
2 , ∞

)

and set m = α(d−2)+1
αd , p = 1

1−m = dα
2α−1 , b = 2α−1

2(α(d−2)+1) , then
∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx = (2πe)2α−1d + od→∞(d) and

∫

Rd

B(x)mdx = (2πe)
2α−1

+ od→∞(1) (3.4)

Furthermore:
∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx − d

∫

Rd

B(x)mdx = Od→∞(1) (3.5)

Proof. As in [22], by using spherical coordinates, the fact that the surface of the unit sphere of Rd,

d ≥ 1, is 2π
d
2 /Γ(d

2 ), and an Euler Beta integral, we get, for all d ≥ 1, p > d
2 , a > d − 2p, b > 0, c > 0,

Ma :=

∫

Rd

|x|aB(x)dx =
2π

d
2

Γ(d
2 )

(c

b

)

d+a
2 Γ(d+a

2 )Γ
(

p − d+a
2

)

2cpΓ(p)
. (3.6)

In particular B is a probability density function if and only if M0 = 1, namely c is as in (3.1),
which gives (3.2). Finally, we get (3.3) by using M0 with pm instead of p and the c associated to p.
Furthermore, under the current assumptions on p, a and b, we find that

M2 =
π2α−1

b2α

(

Γ( d
2(2α−1) )

Γ(d
2

2α
(2α−1) )

)

2(2α−1)
d

d(2α − 1)

d + 2 − 4α
(3.7)

where we have used the property Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z). By noticing that b−2α = (α2)2αd2α(2α − 1)−2α +

od→∞(d2α) and by using the Stirling formula (Γ(z) ∼
√

2πzz−1/2e−z as z → ∞ or the following

version Γ(sz)
1
z ∼

(

sz
e

)s
which holds for any s > 0) we find that

∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx = (2πe)2α−1d + od→∞(d) . (3.8)

Similarly, we obtain the Lm-norm of the Barenblatt profile:

Nm :=

∫

Rd

B(x)mdx =
(π

b

)(2α−1)
(

Γ( d
2(2α−1) )

Γ(d
2

2α
(2α−1) )

)

2(2α−1)
d

2α(d − 2) + 2

d + 2 − 4α

= (2πe)
2α−1

+ od→∞(1)

(3.9)

At the same time, we notice that, by improving a little our estimate on b = β
2αd + Od→∞(d−2), where

β = 2α − 1 we find that

M2 − dNm =
M2

β

(

β − b
2α(d − 2) + 2

β

)

=
M2

β

(

β − (2αd − 2β)

(

β

2αd
+ Od→∞(d−2)

))

=
M2

β
Od→∞(d−1) ,

(3.10)
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and we find relation (3.5) since M2 = Od→∞(d) as d → ∞. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1 when α > 1/2 (fast diffusion case). The density v∞ has a finite second mo-
ment if and only if m > d

d+2 , so from now on we assume that m > d
d+2 . We shall prove the result

under the assumption d → ∞ with α = 1
2−d(1−m) being constant. We notice that, in such a limit,

m → 1, however, m may follow completely different paths.
Let us begin with the Wasserstein distance. From (1.8) and (1.9), the solution v(t, ·), seen as a

probability density, is the image of the scaled Barenblatt profile v∞(·), seen as a probability density,
by the affine map T (x) = ax + h with

a = a(t) := (1 − e− t
α )α and h = h(t) := e−tx0. (3.11)

Therefore by Lemma 2.1, the computation of the distance boils down to the first two moments:

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) = (a − 1)2m2 + 2(a − 1)〈m1, h〉 + |h|2 (3.12)

where

m1 :=

∫

xv∞(x)dx = 0 and m2 :=

∫

|x|2v∞(x)dx (3.13)

Fix α ∈
(

1
2 , ∞

)

, by setting m = α(d−2)+1
αd , p = 1

1−m = dα
2α−1 and b = 2α−1

2(α(d−2)+1) we have that

m2 = M2 where M2 is as in (3.7). Hence,

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) = (a − 1)2M2 + |h|2 = M2((1 − e− t

α )α − 1)2 + |x0|2e−2t. (3.14)

By taking into account formulas (3.4) and by expanding a(t), one finds that

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) =

(

(2πe)2α−1d + od→∞(d)
)

(

−αe− t
α + ot→∞(e− 1

α
t)
)2

+ |x0|2e−2t

= α2 (2πe)2α−1de− 2
α

t + |x0|2e−2t + dot→∞(e− 2
α

t) + od→∞(d)ot→∞(e− 2
α

t)

+ e− 2
α

tod→∞(d) .

(3.15)

Let ε > 0, and set td = max(1,α)
2 (1−ε) log(d). Let us first consider the case α ≥ 1. By a straightforward

computation find that α2 (2πe)2α−1de− 2
α

td diverges to +∞. Since the other terms in (3.15) (excluding
|x0|2e−2td which may give a positive contribution) are of a smaller order, this is enough to prove the
upper bound on the cutoff for W 2

2 . On the other hand, if α < 1, it is sup|x0|≤r
√

d |x0|2e−2td which

diverges to +∞, and provides the upper bound.

Consider now instead td = max(1,α)
2 (1 + ε) log(d), in such a case both the term α2 (2πe)2α−1de− 2

α
td

and |x0|2e−2td converge to zero as d → ∞. This proves the cutoff for W 2
2 , since the other terms

in (3.15) are of a smaller order.
Let us now consider Hm defined in (1.11). Assume α, m, p and b as before, the following simple

computations
∫

Rd

vm(t)dx = a
2α−1

α Nm and

∫

Rd

|x|2v(t)dx = |h|2 + a2 M2 , (3.16)

show that

Hm(v(t) | v∞) =
αd

2α − 1

(

1 − a
2α−1

α

)

Nm +
a2 − 1

2
M2 +

e−2t|x0|2
2

,

where M2 is as before and Nm defined in (3.9). By expanding a(t) at the second order, and taking
into account the behaviour (3.5), we find that

Hm(v(t) | v∞) =
α

2
(2πe)2α−1de− 2

α
t +

|x0|e−2t

2
+ dot→∞(e− 2

α
t)

+ od→∞(d)ot→∞(e− 2
α

t) + Od→∞(1)e− t
α .

(3.17)

We notice that the terms of largest order in (3.17) are the same as in (3.15), therefore we can conclude
in the same way as for the W 2

2 distance.
Let us consider the Fisher Information defined in (1.12). By identity (1.9) we have that

vm−1(t, x) = ad(1−m)

(

C +
1 − m

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

x − h

a

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

and
m

m − 1
∇vm−1 = −a− 1

α (x − h)
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Therefore, by taking into account (3.16) and that
∫

Rd xv(t, x)ddx = h, we have

Im(v(t) | v∞) =

∫

Rd

v(t, x)
∣

∣

∣
x − a− 1

α (x − h)
∣

∣

∣

2

dx

= (1 − a− 1
α )2

(

|h|2 + a2 M2

)

+ |h|2 a− 2
α + 2|h|2 a− 1

α (1 − a− 1
α )

= |h|2 + a2(1 − a− 1
α )2M2

By expanding a(t) at the second order and taking into account (3.4) we get

Im(v(t) | v∞) = (2πe)2α−1de− 2
α

t + |x0|2e−2t + dot→∞(e− 2
α

t) + od→∞(d)ot→∞(e− 2
α

t) .

Since the expansion of Im(v(t) | v∞) is very similar to the two distances used before, we can conclude
in the same way. �

Remark 3.2 (Full-space Barenblatt profile and multivariate Student t-distribution). In Statistics,
the multivariate Student t-distribution is the law of the random vector of Rd

X := x0 +
Y
√

Z
r

where

{

Y ∼ N (0, Σ)

Z ∼ χ2(r) = Gamma( r
2 , 1

2 )
are independent. (3.18)

Here x0 ∈ Rd is a vector called the position, r > 0 is a positive real parameter called the degree of
freedom, and Σ is an d × d positive-definite symmetric matrix. The probability density function is

x ∈ R
d 7→ C

(

1 + 1
r (x − x0)⊤Σ−1(x − x0)

)

r+d

2

, C =
Γ( r+d

2 )

Γ( r
2 )
√

det(rπΣ)
. (3.19)

It has a mean (respectively covariance) if and only if r > 1 (respectively r > 2), given respectively by

x0 and
r

r − 2
Σ. (3.20)

The case r = 1 is also known as a multivariate Cauchy distribution. At fixed d, the multivariate
Student t-distribution tends as r → ∞ to N (0, Σ), thanks to the law of large numbers and the Slutsky
lemma. The law of X is rotationally invariant, and the real random variable 1

r |X − x0|2 follows a

Fisher – Snedecor F-distribution. In the isotropic case Σ = σ2idd with σ2 > 0, the density becomes

C
(

1 + 1
rσ2 |x − x0|2

)

r+d
2

=
1

(C− 2
r+d + C− 2

r+d 1
rσ2 |x − x0|2)

r+d
2

, C =
Γ( r+d

2 )

Γ( r
2 )

√
rdπdσ2d

, (3.21)

which is a Barenblatt profile. In view of (1.3), we have r+d
2 = 1

1−m , hence r = 1
α(1−m) where

α := 1
2−d(1−m) , and we choose σ2 in such a way that C− 2

r+d 1
rσ2 = α1−m

2m . In particular, when

m = d−1
d , then r = d, and since M2 = Tr( d

d−2σ2Id) = d2

d−2σ2, we get σ2 ∼d→∞ 2πe from (3.4).

4. Compactly supported Barenblatt and proof of Theorems 1.1 (porous medium
case) and 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the porous medium case 0 < α < 1/2, which
shall be followed by the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.1 (Compactly supported Barenblatt pdf). The compactly supported Barenblatt probability
density function in dimension d ≥ 1 and with shape parameter p > 0 and scale parameter b > 0 is

B(x) := (c − b|x|2)p
+, x ∈ R

d, where c :=

(

bd/2Γ
(

p + 1 + d
2

)

πd/2Γ(p + 1)

)2/(2p+d)

. (4.1)

We also have

∫

Rd

|x|aB(x)dx =

(

Γ
(

p + 1 + d
2

)

πd/2bpΓ(p + 1)

)a/(d+2p)
Γ
(

p + 1 + d
2

)

Γ
(

d+a
2

)

Γ
(

d
2

)

Γ
(

p + 1 + d+a
2

) , for all a ≥ 0. (4.2)
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and

∫

Rd

Bm(x)dx =
Γ(p + 1 + d

2 )

Γ(pm + 1 + d
2 )

Γ(pm + 1)

Γ(p + 1)

(

b
d
2

π
d
2

Γ(p + 1 + d
2 )

Γ(p + 1)

)

2p(m−1)
2p+d

for all m ≥ 0. (4.3)

If we fix α ∈
(

0, 1
2

)

, and set m = 1 + 1−2α
dα , p = 1

m−1 , b = m−1
2m , then

∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx =
d

(2πe)
1−2α + od→∞(d) and

∫

Rd

Bm(x)dx =
1

(2πe)
1−2α + od→∞(1) . (4.4)

Furthermore, under the same assumptions
∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx − d

∫

Rd

B(x)mdx = Od→∞(1) (4.5)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.1, by an Euler-Beta integral, we get, for all d ≥ 1, p > 0, a ≥ 0,
b > 0 and c > 0,

Ma :=

∫

|x|aB(x)dx = cp+(d+a)/2b−(d+a)/2 πd/2

Γ(d/2)

∫ 1

0

(1 − u)pu(d+a)/2−1du

=
(c

b

)(a+d)/2 Γ(p + 1)Γ((d + a)/2)

Γ(d/2)Γ(p + 1 + (d + a)/2)
cpπd/2, (4.6)

where we have used that the surface of the unit sphere of Rd, d ≥ 1 is 2π
d
2 /Γ(d

2 ) and the fact that
∫ 1

0

(1 − t)ktldt =
Γ(k + 1)Γ(l + 1)

Γ(k + l + 2)
.

We notice that B is a probability density if and only if M0 = 1, which determines the value of c given
in (4.1). The value of Ma in (4.2) is then computed accordingly to the determined value of c. Finally,
we get (4.3), by using M0 with pm instead of p and with the value of c given in (4.1).

Let us now consider the limit for d → ∞ with α being constant, that is, we obtain the formulas (4.4).
Under such assumptions, we have that m → 1 as d → ∞. We notice that the previous assumptions
give us α = 1

2+d(m−1) . Therefore, by setting β = 1 − 2α > 0, we have

M2 = π−d(m−1)αb−2α

(

Γ(1 + d
2β )

Γ(1 + dα
β )

)

2β

d

βd

d + 2β
. (4.7)

By noticing that dα(m−1) = β, b−2α = β−2α(2αd)2α+od→∞(d2α) and by using the following relation

Γ(1 + sz)
1
z ∼z→∞ ( zs

e )s which holds for any s > 0, we find the left-hand side of (4.4). Consider now

Nm :=

∫

Rd

Bm(x)dx =

(

b

π

)d(m−1)α
(

Γ(1 + d
2β )

Γ(1 + dα
β )

)

2β

d

2dα + 2β

d + 2β
, (4.8)

by a similar computation as before, one easily finds the right-hand side of (4.4).

Let us now prove relation (4.5). Let us recall that b = β
2dα + Od→∞(d−2). We have, therefore:

M2 − dNm =
M2

β
(β − b(2αd + 2β))

=
M2

β

(

β − β + Od→∞(d−1)
)

=
M2

β
Od→∞(d−1)

(4.9)

and we find relation (4.5) since M2 = Od→∞(d) as d → ∞. �

We also need the asymptotic for fixed m to prove Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.2. With the same notation as in Lemma 4.1, but fixing m > 1 and setting α = 1
2−d(1−m) ,

as well as p = 1
m−1 and b = m−1

2m , we have as d goes to infinity

c ∼ bd

2πe
,

∫

Rd

|x|2B(x)dx ∼ d

2πe
, and

∫

Rd

Bm(x)dx ∼ 1

2πe
. (4.10)
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In particular, for fixed m, as d goes to infinity the invariant Barenblatt profile has support on a ball
of radius of order

√
d. The proof is obtained by using the exact formulas (4.2) and (4.3), Stirling’s

formula and the formula Γ(x + t) ≡ Γ(x)xt for fixed t, as x goes to +∞. They are compatible with
Lemma 4.1 when α → 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 when 0 < α < 1/2 (porous medium case). Let us consider the case of α con-
stant and d → ∞. Consider first the Wasserstein distance, as in the proof of the fast diffusion case,
the solution v(t, ·), seen as a probability density, is the image of the scaled Barenblatt profile v∞(·),
seen as a probability density, by the affine map T (x) = ax + h with

a = a(t) := (1 − e− t
α )α and h = h(t) := e−tx0. (4.11)

Therefore by Lemma 2.1, the computation of the distance boils down to the first two moments, and,
as in the proof for the fast diffusion case, we find

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) = (a − 1)2M2 + |h|2 , (4.12)

where M2 is as in (4.7). By developing a(t) at the first order and by taking into account (4.4) we find

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) =

α2

(2πe)1−2α
d e− 2

α
t + |x0|2e−2t

+ dot→∞(e− 2
α

t) + e− 2
α

tod→∞(d) + ot→∞(e− 2
α

t)od→∞(d) .

The proof of formulas (1.15) for the Wasserstein distance W 2
2 is as in the proof of the fast diffusion

case, with |x0|2e−2t being the dominant term. Let us consider the the relative entropy Hm defined
in (1.11). As in the proof of the fast diffusion case, we find that

Hm(v(t) | v∞) =
α d

1 − 2α

(

a
2α−1

α − 1
)

Nm +
a2 − 1

2
M2 +

|h|2
2

.

By considering formulas (4.4) and (4.5), by expanding a(t) at the second order, we obtain

Hm(v(t) | v∞) =
α

2

d

(2πe)1−2α
e− 2

α
t +

|x0|2e−2t

2
+ dot→∞(e− 2

α
t)

+ od→∞(d)ot→∞(e− 2
α

t) + Od→∞(1)e− t
α ,

from which we conclude as in the fast diffusion case.
Let us consider the Fisher Information defined in (1.12), the only difference here with respect to

the fast diffusion case is the compact support of v. By identities (1.8) and (1.9), we obtain

vm−1(t, x) = ad(1−m)

(

C − m − 1

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

x − h

a

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+

and
m

m − 1
∇vm−1 = −a− 1

α (x − h) 1{v>0} ,

where 1A is the characteristic function of the set A ⊂ Rd. Proceeding as for the fast diffusion case,
we find

Im(v(t) | v∞) =

∫

Rd

v(t, x)
∣

∣

∣

(

x − a− 1
α (x − h)

)

1{v>0} + x1{v=0}

∣

∣

∣

2

dx

= (1 − a− 1
α )2

(

|h|2 + a2 M2

)

+ |h|2 a− 2
α + 2|h|2 a− 1

α (1 − a− 1
α )

= |h|2 + a2(1 − a− 1
α )2M2 ,

where we have used the following relations
∫

Rd

x v(t, x)dx = h and

∫

Rd

|x|2v(t, x)1{v=0}dx =

∫

Rd

v(t, x) x ·
(

x − a− 1
α (x − h)

)

1{v>0}1{v=0}dx = 0

By expanding a(t) at the first order and taking into account (4.4) we get

Im(v(t) | v∞) =
d e− 2

α
t

(2πe)1−2α
+ |x0|2e−2t + dot→∞(e− 2

α
t) + od→∞(d)ot→∞(e− 2

α
t) ,

and we conclude as previously. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us start with Wasserstein distance W2. As in (4.12), we have

W2
2(v(t, ·), v∞(·)) = M2((1 − e− t

α )α − 1)2 + |x0|2e−2t. (4.13)

Since the first term is nonnegative, the lower bound for cutoff immediately follows. For the upper
bound, recalling that

α =
1

2 − d(1 − m)
∼ 1

(m − 1)d
,

we have for td going to infinity with d (noting that td/α also does)

(1 − e− td
α )α ∼ exp

(

−αe−td/α
)

so that
(

(1 − e− t
α )α − 1

)2

∼ e−2(m−1)dtd

(m − 1)2d2
.

Since M2 is of order d by Lemma 4.2, it is easy to check that when td is of order log d and |x0| of order√
d it is the second term that dominates in (4.13), and the upper bound in the cutoff phenomenon

easily follows.
The proofs for entropy and Fisher information work in the same way : we start from the exact

formulas, and there is always a term proportional to |x0|2e−2t which dominates the other ones. �

Remark 4.3 (Compactly supported Barenblatt profile and projected spherical law). If X is a random
vector of Rd, d ≥ 2, uniformly distributed on the centered sphere {x ∈ Rd : |x| = R} of radius R > 0,
then for all 1 ≤ n ≤ d − 1, the law of the random vector Y := (X1, . . . , Xn) of Rn has density

y ∈ R
n 7→ C(R2 − |y|2)

d−n−2
2

+ = C(R − |y|) d−n−2
2 (R + |y|) d−n−2

2 1{|y|≤R}

where C := 2

Rd−2Beta( n
2 , d−n

2 )
. We recognize a compactly supported Barenblatt profile with shape param-

eter p = d−n−2
2 , in other words a special radial or multivariate symmetric Beta distribution. When

n = 1, this is also known as the Funk – Hecke formula in Harmonic Analysis. We have Y = πn(X)
where πn(x1, . . . , xn) = (x1, . . . , xn) is the projection of Rd on the first n coordinates. Note that if we
use instead the stereographic projection, then we will end up with a radially symmetric distribution
on Rd−1 which is the deformation of a full space Barenblatt profile by a radial power weight. To make
a link with the Gaussian construction in Remark 3.2, if Z follows the standard Gaussian distribu-
tion N (0, Id) on Rd then Y := Z/|Z| follows the uniform distribution on the unit sphere of Rd, and
R(Y1, . . . , Yn) follows the compactly supported Barenblatt profile above. As in Remark 3.2, here we
divide a Gaussian vector Z by |Z| ∼ χ(d) but this time these two objects are not independent.
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thesis, Toulouse, 2005.
[18] J. Demange. Porous media equation and Sobolev inequalities under negative curvature. Bull. Sci. Math.,

129(10):804–830, 2005.
[19] J. Demange. Improved Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities on manifolds with positive curvature. J. Funct.

Anal., 254(3):593–611, 2008.
[20] P. Diaconis. The cutoff phenomenon in finite Markov chains. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 93(4):1659–1664, 1996.
[21] J. Dolbeault, M. J. Esteban, A. Figalli, R. L. Frank, and M. Loss. Sharp stability for Sobolev and log-Sobolev

inequalities, with optimal dimensional dependence. Preprint, arXiv:2209.08651 [math.AP] (2022), 2022.
[22] J. Dolbeault and G. Toscani. Improved interpolation inequalities, relative entropy and fast diffusion equations.
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