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STABILITY OF GAUSSIAN POINCARÉ INEQUALITIES AND

HEISENBERG UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE WITH MONIMIAL

WEIGHTS

NGUYEN LAM, GUOZHEN LU, AND ANDREY RUSSANOV

Abstract. We use the Bakry-Émery curvature-dimension criterion and Γ-calculus to
establish the Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian measure, and then apply
the duality approach to study its improvements and its gradient stability. We also set
up the scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian type measure and
use it to inspect the stability of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle with monomial
weight. Finally, we apply the improved versions of the monomial Gaussian Poincaré
inequality to investigate the improved stability of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle
with monomial weight. As special cases of our main results, we obtain the gradient
stability of the classical Gaussian Poincaré inequality, which is of independent interest.
Moreover, we also establish the stability of the sharp stability inequality of the classical
Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle proved in [15].

1. Introduction

The main goal of this paper is to set up the Poincaré inequality with monomial Gauss-
ian measure, its improvements and its gradient stability, and use them to investigate
the stability and the improved stability of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle with
monomial weight. Our main motivation comes from [15], in which the authors used
the classical Poincaré inequality with Gaussian weight and the Heisenberg Uncertainty
Principle identity to derive the sharp stability, with explicit optimal constants, of the
Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle.

The question about the stability of geometric and functional inequalities was first raised
by Brezis and Lieb in [9]. More clearly, Brezis and Lieb asked in [9] whether the difference
of the two terms in the Sobolev inequalities controls the distance to the family of extremal
functions. Brezis and Lieb’s question was answered affirmatively by Bianchi and Egnell
in [5]. Indeed, by exploiting the special structure of the Hibert space W 1,2

(
R

N
)
, Bianchi

and Egnell established in [5] that

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx− SN

(∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx

)N−2

N

≥ cBE inf
U∈ESob

∫

RN

|∇ (u− U)|2 dx

for some stability constant cBE > 0. Here SN is the sharp Sobolev constant and ESob

is the manifold of the optimizers of the Sobolev inequality. Brezis and Lieb’s question
together with Bianchi and Egnell’s result have initiated the program of studying the

The first author was partially supported by an NSERC Discovery Grant. The research for the sec-
ond and third authors were partially supported by collaboration grants and a Simons Fellowship in
Mathematics from the Simons Foundation.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.17567v1


2 NGUYEN LAM, GUOZHEN LU, AND ANDREY RUSSANOV

quantitative stability results for functional and geometric inequalities that has attracted
great attention. The literature on the topic is extremely vast and therefore, we just refer
the interested reader to [3, 6, 13, 16, 17, 21, 27, 28, 29, 30, 43], for the study of stability
of Sobolev type inequalities.

It is worth noting that the stability constants and whether or not the stability inequal-
ities can be attained have usually not been investigated in the literature. For instance,
the precise information on the stability constant cBE was totally missing in the litera-
ture until very recently. In a very recent paper [23], Dolbeault, Esteban, Figalli, Frank
and Loss shed some light on the stability constant cBE by providing some optimal lower
bounds for cBE when the dimension N → ∞, and established the stability for Gaussian
log-Sobolev inequality as an application. Also, König proved in [37] that the optimal
lower bound is strictly smaller than the spectral gap constant 4

N+4
, and derived in [38] its

attainability. More recently, in [18], Chen, Tang and the second author studied the ex-
plicit lower bounds of the stability of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities through
which they also deduced some explicit lower bounds for the stability inequality of the
higher and fractional order Sobolev inequalities. Moreover, they also obtained in [19, 20]
the optimal asymptotic lower bounds for the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities and
higher and fractional Sobolev inequalities when N → ∞ for 0 < s < N/2 and when s → 0
for all N . This latter estimate when s → 0 also allows them to derive the global stability
for the log-Sobolev inequality on the sphere established by Beckner [4] and sharpen the
earlier local stability obtained by Chen et al in [17].

Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle (HUP) is a fundamental concept in quantum mechan-
ics that states that there is a limit to the precision with which certain pairs of physical
properties, such as position and momentum, can be simultaneously known. Mathemati-
cally, it can be formulated as follows: For u ∈ S0, one has

(∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx
)(∫

RN

|u|2|x|2dx
)

≥ N2

4

(∫

RN

|u|2dx
)2

. (1.1)

Here S0 is the completion of C∞
0

(
R

N
)
under the norm

(∫
RN |∇u|2 dx

) 1

2+
(∫

RN |u|2|x|2dx
) 1

2 .
In [15], the authors proved the following HUP identity: For u ∈ S0, u 6= 0 and λ =(∫

RN
|u|2|x|2dx

∫
RN

|∇u|2dx

) 1

4

, one has

(∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) 1

2

(∫

RN

|u|2|x|2dx
) 1

2

− N

2

∫

RN

|u|2dx =
λ2

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2λ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

e−
|x|2

λ2 dx.

(1.2)
Obviously, HUP identity (1.2) provides several important information about the HUP.
For instance, it can be deduced from (1.2) that all optimizers for (1.1) are the classical

Gaussian profiles. Let EHUP =
{
αe−β|x|2 : α ∈ R, β > 0

}
be the set of all optimizers for

(1.1). Motivated by Brezis and Lieb’s question, we could ask here whether or not the

HUP is stable. More clearly, is it true that δ (u) ≈ 0 implies u ≈ αe−β|x|2 in some sense
for some α ∈ R, β > 0, and for some Heisenberg deficit δ?

In an effort to answer the question of the stability of the HUP, McCurdy and Venka-
traman applied the concentration-compactness arguments and proved in [44] that there
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exist universal constants C1 > 0 and C2(N) > 0 such that

δ2(u) ≥ C1

(∫

RN

|u|2dx
)
d21(u,EHUP ) + C2(N)d41(u,EHUP ),

for all u ∈ S0. Here

δ2 (u) :=

(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
)(∫

RN

|x|2|u|2dx
)
− N2

4

(∫

RN

|u|2dx
)2

is a HUP deficit and d1(u,A) := infv∈A {‖u− v‖2} is the distance from u to the set A.

Therefore, δ (u) ≈ 0 implies u ≈ αe−β|x|2 in L2
(
R

N
)
for some α ∈ R, β > 0. A simple and

constructive proof was provided later by Fathi in [26] to show that C1 =
1
4
and C2 =

1
16
.

However, these constants are not sharp. Eventually, the authors in [15] combined the
HUP identity (1.2) and the following Poincaré inequality with Gaussian type measure:
for all λ 6= 0,

∫

RN

|∇u|2e−
1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx ≥ 1

|λ|2
inf
c

∫

RN

|u− c|2 e−
1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx,

to show the following sharp stability of HUP:

Theorem A. For all u ∈ S0 :

δ1 (u) :=

(∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) 1

2

(∫

RN

|u|2|x|2dx
) 1

2

− N

2

∫

RN

|u|2dx ≥ d21(u,EHUP ). (1.3)

Moreover, the inequality is sharp and the equality can be attained by nontrivial functions
u /∈ EHUP .

As a consequence, we can deduce from the above Theorem that

δ2(u) ≥ N

(∫

RN

|u|2dx
)
d21(u,EHUP ) + d41(u,EHUP )

and the inequality is sharp and can be attained by nontrivial functions u /∈ EHUP .
Since the inequality (1.3) in Theorem A can be attained by nontrivial optimizers, we

can once again ask for its stability. More clearly, let FHUP be the set of all extremizers
of (1.3). Then it will be interesting to ask the following

Question 1. Does one have that

δ1 (u)− d21(u,EHUP ) & d22(u, FHUP )

for some distance function d2(u, FHUP ) from u to FHUP?
It is also worthy to note that the HUP identity (1.2) is just a consequence of a more

general L2-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg identity that has been established in [15]. Indeed,
it was showed in [15] that

Theorem B. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞, U and V be C1-functions on (0, R) and let

W (r) = (U (r)V (r))′ + (N − 1)
U (r)V (r)

r
− V 2 (r) .
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Then for all u ∈ C∞
0 (BR \ {0}), we have



∫

BR

U2 (|x|) |∇u|2 dx




1

2



∫

BR

V 2 (|x|) |u|2 dx




1

2

=
1

2

∫

BR

[
W (|x|) + V 2 (|x|)

]
|u|2 dx

+
1

2

∫

BR

∣∣∣∣∣
‖V u‖

1

2

2

‖U |∇u|‖
1

2

2

U (|x|)∇u+
‖U |∇u|‖

1

2

2

‖V u‖
1

2

2

V (|x|)u x

|x|

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx.

In particular, by choosing U = sign (N − a− b− 1) r−b, V = r−a. Then

W =
[
|N − 1− a− b| r−a−b−1 − r−2a

]
.

Therefore, we get



∫

RN

1

|x|2b
|∇u|2 dx





1

2




∫

RN

1

|x|2a
|u|2 dx





1

2

=

∣∣∣∣
N − 1− a− b

2

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

1

|x|a+b+1
|u|2 dx

+
1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
sign (N − a− b− 1)

∥∥∥ u
|x|a

∥∥∥
1

2

2∥∥∥ |∇u|

|x|b

∥∥∥
1

2

2

1

|x|b
∇u+

∥∥∥ |∇u|

|x|b

∥∥∥
1

2

2∥∥∥ u
|x|a

∥∥∥
1

2

2

1

|x|au
x

|x|

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx.

Furthermore, with a = −1 and b = 0, we obtain (1.2).
Theorem B has been extended further in [22]. Indeed, it was showed in [22] that

Theorem C. Let Ω be an open set in R
N , V ≥ 0 be a smooth function and

−→
X ∈

C1
(
Ω,RN

)
. Then for any u ∈ C1

0 (Ω), we have


∫

Ω

V |∇u|2 dx




1

2



∫

Ω

V
∣∣∣
−→
X
∣∣∣
2

|u|2 dx




1

2

+
1

2

∫

Ω

div
(
V
−→
X
)
|u|2 dx

=
1

2

∫

Ω

V

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣




∫
Ω

V
∣∣∣
−→
X
∣∣∣
2

|u|2 dx
∫
Ω

V |∇u|2 dx




1

4

∇u−




∫
Ω

V |∇u|2 dx
∫
Ω

V
∣∣∣
−→
X
∣∣∣
2

|u|2 dx




1

4

u
−→
X

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx.

We note that a Lp-version of Theorem C has also been studied in [22] and then has
been used to investigate the stability of the Lp-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities.
Variants of Theorem C have also been studied in [24, 31, 32, 36, 41, 42], to name just a
few.
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In this paper, we are interested in the sharp versions and the stability of the Gaussian
Poincaré inequality and the HUP with monomial weight. Here, a monomial weight is
a weight of the form xA := xα1

1 ...xαN

N , α1, ..., αN ≥ 0. We also say that the monomial
weight xA is full if αi > 0 for all i = 1, ..., N . Otherwise, we say that xA is partial. Let
D = N + α1 + ...+ αN and R

N
∗ =

{
x ∈ R

N : xi > 0 if αi > 0
}
be the dimension and the

Weyl chamber associated to xA. We note that the functional and geometric inequalities
with monomial weights have been studied intensively in the literature. For instance,
motivated by an open question raised by Brezis [8], Cabré and Ros-Oton established in
[10] the Sobolev inequality with monomial weight and used it to investigate the problem
of the regularity of stable solutions to reaction-diffusion problems of double revolution.
In [11, 12], the authors also studied the Sobolev, Morrey, Trudinger and isoperimetric
inequalities with monomial weight xA and homogeneous weight. The optimal constants
of the Trudinger-Moser inequalities with monomial weights were computed explicitly in
[25, 35, 40]. In [2], Bakry, Gentil and Ledoux combined the stereographic projection and
the Curvature-Dimension condition to set up the sharp Sobolev inequality with mono-
mial weight. Also, mass transport approach was used to study the sharp constants and
optimizers for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities
with arbitrary norm and with monomial weights in [39, 45]. In [14], the author provided a
proof for the Hardy-Sobolev-type inequalities with monomial weights. However, the best
constant and the extremals for the inequalities were not studied there. Recently, sharp
Lp-Hardy inequalities and optimal Hardy-Sobolev inequalities with monomial weight have
also been studied in [24]. In [46], the author derived a double-weighted Hardy-Sobolev
inequality and used it to establish the Gross’ type logarithmic Sobolev inequality [33, 34]
with monomial weights using product structure and the Moser-Onofri-Beckner inequality
[4] with monomial weights.

It is also worth mentioning that by choosing suitable potential V and vector field
−→
X in

Theorem C, we can derive a HUP identity with monomial weight. Indeed, with V = xA

and
−→
X = −x, we have

div
(
V
−→
X
)
= −div

(
xAx

)
= −xA div (x)− x · ∇xA = −DxA.

Therefore, Theorem C implies that

Proposition 1.1. For u ∈ SA, u 6= 0 and λ =

(∫
R
N
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx
∫
RN∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

4

. We have that

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx

=
λ2

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2λ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

e−
|x|2

λ2 xAdx.

Here SA is the completion of N∗ :=
{
u ∈ C∞

0

(
RN

∗

)
: ∇u · −→η = 0 on ∂RN

∗

}
, where −→η is

the outer normal vector ofRN
∗ , under the norm

(∫
RN
∗
|∇u|2 xAdx

) 1

2

+
(∫

RN
∗
|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

.
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It is also clear that from the above identity, we obtain the HUP with monomial weight

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

≥ D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx,

together with its sharp constant D
2
and all its optimizers EHUPA :=

{
αe−β|x|2 : α ∈ R, β > 0

}
.

Therefore, once again, we may ask if the HUP with monomial weight is stable. More pre-
cisely, we would like to answer the following question:
Question 2. Does one have that

δA (u) :=

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx & d2A(u,EHUPA)

for some distance function dA(u,EHUPA) from u to EHUPA?
Motivated by the results and approaches in [15], Question 1 and Question 2, the first

main goal of this paper is to set up the Poincaré inequality for monomial Gaussian

weight and its improvements. More precisely, let dµA = xAe−
1
2
|x|2

∫
RN∗

xAe
− 1

2
|x|2

dx
dx be the Gauss-

ian measure with monomial weight. Let XA be the completion of N∗ under the norm(∫
RN
∗
|u|2 dµA

) 1

2

+
(∫

RN
∗
|∇u|2 dµA

) 1

2

. Then we will show the following Poincaré inequality

with monomial weights:

Theorem 1.1. For all u ∈ XA, we have

∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA ≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA. (1.4)

Moreover, if xA is partial, then (1.4) can be attained by non-constant functions.

We note that this Poincaré inequality includes the classical Poincaré inequality with
Gaussian measure by taking α1 = ... = αN = 0. The approach we use to prove (1.4)

is the Bakry-Émery Curvature-Dimension criterion. This method was first introduced
in the 1980’s by Bakry and Émery in [1]. Since then, it has been widely used to study
several problems such as heat-kernel and spectral estimates, Harnack inequalities, Brunn–
Minkowski-type inequalities, and isoperimetric, functional and concentration inequalities,
in different settings such as (weighted) Riemannian geometry, Markov diffusion operators,
metric measure spaces, graphs and discrete spaces. The interested reader is referred to
the excellent book [2], for instance, and the references therein.

As showed in [15], one can use the Poincaré inequality to establish the stability of
HUP. Therefore, we can expect that in order to answer Question 1 and set up improved
stability of HUP, we will need to study improved and stability versions of the Poincaré
inequality. This is indeed our next aim. More precisely, we will show that by using
the duality approach, which is sometimes called the L2 Hörmander method (see [7], for
instance), we can obtain some improvements for Theorem 1.1. More clearly, we will prove
that
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Theorem 1.2. For u ∈ XA, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
[
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

]∣∣∣∣
2

dµA. (1.5)

If xA is partial, then (1.5) can be attained by non-linear functions.

In the case when xA is partial, we can regard (1.5) as a gradient stability version of
the Poincaré inequality (1.4).

As a consequence, by applying the Poincaré inequality to the RHS of (1.5), we also
obtain the following improved Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weight that
can be used to study the improved stability of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle with
monomial weight:

Proposition 1.2. For u ∈ XA, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA +

∫

RN
∗

uxdµA ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA −
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−
(∫

RN
∗

uxdµA

)
· x+

∫

RN
∗

udµA

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

In particular, in the classical Gaussian weight dµ0 = e
−1

2
|x|2

∫
RN

e−
1

2
|x|2dx

dx = e
− 1

2
|x|2

(2π)
N
2

dx, by

noting that
∫
RN xdµ0 =

−→
0 , we obtain as a consequence of Theorem 1.2 and Proposition

1.2 that for u ∈ X0, we have
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

uxdµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 (1.6)

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

uxdµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0. (1.7)

Obviously, this is an improvement of the classical Poincaré inequality with Gaussian
weights: ∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 ≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0. (1.8)

Moreover, (1.6) implies that

Theorem 1.3. For u ∈ X0, we have
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 ≥
1

2
inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇
[
u−

(
c+

−→
d · x

)]∣∣∣
2

dµ0.



8 NGUYEN LAM, GUOZHEN LU, AND ANDREY RUSSANOV

Also, the equality can be attained by non-linear functions.

This can be considered as a version of the gradient stability of the classical Poincaré
inequality with Gaussian measure.

We also note that as in Proposition 1.3, the equality in (1.6) can be achieved by non-
linear functions. However, it is not the case for (1.7). In this situation, we will show that
by using the standard spectral analysis of the Hermite polynomials, we can obtain the
following version that provides the sharp constant for (1.7):

Theorem 1.4. For u ∈ X0, we have

∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

uxdµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

uxdµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Moreover, the equality can be attained by non-linear functions.

This result will play an important role in answering Question 1.

Regarding the stability of the HUP with monomial weight, Theorem 1.1 and its im-
provements are not enough to answer the Question 2. In fact, as showed in [15], in
order to study the stability of the HUP, one needs a version of the Poincaré inequal-
ity with the monomial Gaussian weight depending on the scaling factor. Therefore, our
next goal is to establish a scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with the monomial Gauss-

ian weight. More clearly, let λ > 0 and dµA,λ = xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

∫
R
N
∗

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

dx be the Gaussian

type measure with monomial weight. Let Xλ,A be the completion of N∗ under the norm
(∫

RN
∗
|u|2 dµA,λ

) 1

2

+
(∫

RN
∗
|∇u|2 dµA,λ

) 1

2

. Then we will establish the following Poincaré

inequality with dµA,λ:

Theorem 1.5. For u ∈ Xλ,A, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA,λ ≥ 1

|λ|2
inf
c

∫

RN
∗

|u− c|2 dµA,λ. (1.9)

Moreover, if xA is partial, then (1.9) can be attained by non-constant functions.

In the same spirit, we also obtain the improved scale-dependent Poincaré inequality
with the monomial Gaussian weight. More clearly, let λ > 0 and recall that dµA,λ =

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

∫
RN∗

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

dx is the Gaussian type measure with monomial weight. Then we have

that
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Theorem 1.6. For λ > 0 and u ∈ Xλ,A, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA,λ

≥ 1

|λ|2
inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN
∗

(
|u− c|2+

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣u− c+
−→
d ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA − c

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−−→
d · x+ c

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣∣

2

 dµA,λ.

Similarly, we can deduce the improved scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with the

Gaussian type measure. More precisely, let dµλ = e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

∫
RN

e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

dx be the Gaussian type

measure. Then we can establish the following Poincaré inequality with dµλ:

Theorem 1.7. For λ > 0 and u ∈ Xλ,0, we have
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµλ

≥ 1

|λ|2
inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN

(
|u− c|2 +

∣∣∣u− c−−→
d · x

∣∣∣
2
)
dµλ.

Moreover, the equality can be attained by non-linear functions.

Our next goal is use the scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with the monomial Gauss-
ian weight to answer Question 2 and establish the stability of the HUP with monomial
weight, in the spirit of [15]. Indeed, by combining the identity in Proposition 1.1 and the
scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with the monomial Gaussian weight (1.9), we can
provide an affirmative answer to Question 2. More precisely, we will prove that with the
distance function

dA (u,EHUPA) := inf
c,λ6=0

(∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣u− ce−
1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

xAdx

) 1

2

,

one has the following stability result for HUP with monomial weight:

Theorem 1.8. Let u ∈ SA. Then

δA (u) ≥ d2A (u,EHUPA) . (1.10)

Moreover, if xA is partial, then (1.10) can be attained by nontrivial functions u /∈ EHUPA.

Here, we recall that we are using the deficit function

δA (u) =

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx.

Moreover, we can use the improved scale-dependent Poincaré inequality to obtain the
improved stability of the HUP with monomial weight. More precisely, let

F :=
{
(α+−→γ · x) e−β|x|2 : α ∈ R, −→γ ∈ R

N , β > 0
}
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and define

d̃A (u, F ) := inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

(∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣u−
(
c+

−→
d · x

)
e−

1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

xAdx

) 1

2

.

Then we will prove the following improved stability of HUP with monomial weight:

Theorem 1.9. Let u ∈ SA. Then

δA (u)− d2A (u,EHUPA) ≥
1

2
d̃A (u, F ) .

Finally, we will apply the refined Poincaré inequality (Theorem 1.7) to provide an
affirmative answer to Question 1. More precisely, recall that d1(u,A) = infv∈A {‖u− v‖2}
and define

d2(u, F ) := inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

(∫

RN

∣∣∣u− ce−
1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

+
∣∣∣u−

(
c+

−→
d · x

)
e−

1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

dx

) 1

2

.

Then we will prove the following result that can be considered as a stability version of
the sharp stability of the HUP established in [15]:

Theorem 1.10. For all u ∈ S0 :

δ1 (u) ≥ d22(u, F ).

As a consequence
δ1 (u)− d21(u,EHUP ) ≥ d21(u, F ).

The paper is organized as follows: In subsection 2.1, we apply the method of Curvature-
Dimension condition to study the Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weight,
and then use the duality approach to establish its improvement and stability. In subsec-
tion 2.2, we use the Hermite spectral method to derive sharp versions of the stability of
the classical Poincaré inequality with Gaussian weights. In subsection 2.3, we set up the
scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with Gaussian type measures. Finally, in Section 3,
we apply the Poincaré inequalities proved in Section 2 to investigate several versions of
the stability of the HUP. In particular, we provide affirmative answers of Question 1 and
Question 2 in Section 3.

2. Poincaré type inequalities with Gaussian weights and the stability

2.1. Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weights and its stability-

Proofs of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.2.

In this subsection, we will use the Bakry-Émery’s Γ-calculus to establish the Poincaré
inequality with monomial Gaussian weight. For a very detailed study and various appli-
cations of the Bakry-Émery curvature-dimension criterion and Γ-calculus, we refer the
interested reader to [2].

Let dµA = xAe−
1

2
|x|2

∫
RN∗

xAe
− 1

2
|x|2

dx
dx be the Gaussian measure with monomial weight. Then we

have the following Poincaré inequality with monomial-Gaussian measure dµA :
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA ≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the diffusion operator

LA := ∆− x · ∇+ x̃A · ∇
associated to the Gaussian measure with monomial weight dµA. Here we denote x̃A =(

α1

x1

, α2

x2

, . . . , αN

xN

)
. Note that −LA is symmetric and ≥ 0 with respect to the measure µA

on N∗. The Dirichlet form can be defined as follows:

EA(u, v) :=
∫

RN
∗

∇u · ∇v dµA.

By integration by part, we get

EA(u, v) =
∫

RN
∗

∇u · ∇v dµA

= −
∫

RN
∗

u div
(
∇v xAe−

1

2
|x|2
)
dx

= −
∫

RN
∗

uLAvdµA

= −
∫

RN
∗

vLAudµA.

This implies the invariance property of LA :
∫

RN
∗

LAudµA = 0 ∀u ∈ N∗.

We then can extend −LA to a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on XA, which we still
denote by −LA.

Next we define the associated “carré du champ” operator ΓA :

ΓA(u, v) :=
1

2
[LA (uv)− uLAv − vLAu] .

Note that ∫

RN
∗

ΓA(u, v)dµA = −
∫

RN
∗

uLAvdµA = EA(u, v).

In particular,

ΓA(u) := ΓA(u, u) =
1

2

(
LA(u

2)− uLAu− uLAu
)

=
∑

i

|∂iu|2 + u ∂iiu+
∑

j

αj

xj

u ∂ju−
∑

j

xj u ∂ju

−
∑

i

u ∂iiu+
∑

i

u xi∂iu−
∑

i

u
αi

xi

∂iu

= |∇u|2 .
We also define the “carré du champ itéré” operator Γ2 by:

Γ2(u, v) :=
1

2
(LAΓA(u, v)− ΓA(u,LAv)− ΓA(LAu, v)) .
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Then, ∫

RN
∗

Γ2(u, v)dµA =

∫

RN
∗

LAuLAvdµA.

Note that for all u ∈ N∗ :

Γ2(u) := Γ2(u, u) =
1

2
(LAΓA(u)− ΓA(u,LAu)− ΓA(LAu, u))

=
∑

i,j

|∂iju|2 + ∂ju∂jiiu−
∑

i,j

xj ∂iu ∂iju+
∑

i,j

αj

xj

∂iu ∂iju

−
∑

i,j

∂ju ∂iiju+
∑

i

|∂iu|2 +
∑

i,j

xi ∂ju ∂iju+
∑

i

|∂iu|2
αi

x2
i

−
∑

i,j

ai
xi

∂ju ∂iju

= ||∇2u||2F + |∇u|2 +
∣∣∣∇̃Au

∣∣∣
2

where

∇̃Au =

(√
α1

x1
∂1u, . . . ,

√
αN

xN

∂Nu

)

and

||A||F =

√∑

i,j

|aij|2

is the Frobenius norm of the matrix A.
Since

Γ2(u) = ||∇2u||2F + |∇u|2 +
∣∣∣∇̃Au

∣∣∣
2

≥ ΓA(u) = |∇u|2 ,

we have that the probability measure xAe−
1

2
|x|2

∫
RN∗

xAe
− 1

2
|x|2

dx
dx satisfies the Curvature-Dimention

condition CD (1,∞) [2, Definition 1.16.1]. By [2, Proposition 4.8.1], we obtain the
Poincaré inequality with monomial-Gaussian measure dµA with constant 1, that is

∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA ≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Now, assume that xA is partial. WLOG, let 1 ≤ k < N and assume that xA = xα1

1 ...xαk

k ,

αi ≥ 0. Let u = a +
N∑

j=k+1

ajxj . Then since
∞∫

−∞

xje
− 1

2
x2

jdxj = 0, we have
∫
RN
∗
udµA = a.

Also,
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA =

N∑

j=k+1

a2j

On the other hand, since ∇u =
N∑

j=k+1

aj
−→e j, we have

∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA =

N∑

j=k+1

a2j .
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Therefore ∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA =

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

�

Next, by using the duality approach, we can prove the following improved version of
the Poincaré inequality with monomial-Gaussian measure dµA :

∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let u ∈ XA. It is obvious that
∫
RN
∗

(
u−

∫
RN
∗
udµA

)
dµA = 0. Let

w be the solution of the Poisson equation

−LAw = u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA.

Note that w satisfies the Neumann boundary condition: ∇w · −→η = 0 on ∂RN
∗ , where

−→η
is the outer normal vector of RN

∗ . See [7, Lemma 5.4], for instance. Recall that

Γ2(w) = ||∇2w||2F + |∇w|2 +
∣∣∣∇̃Aw

∣∣∣
2

.

Integrating both sides of the above identity, we obtain
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA =

∫

RN
∗

|LAw|2 dµA =

∫

RN
∗

Γ2(w)dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −∇u|2dµA + 2

∫

RN
∗

∇w∇udµA

−
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −∇u|2dµA − 2

∫

RN
∗

uLAwdµA

−
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −∇u|2dµA + 2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

−
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA.
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Therefore
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −∇u|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA.

In particular, we obtain the Poincaré inequality with monomial weights
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA ≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Now, we note that ∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA =
∑

i

∫

RN
∗

|∇∂iw|2dµA.

By applying the Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weight (Theorem 1.1), we
get

∑

i

∫

RN
∗

|∇∂iw|2dµA ≥
∑

i

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∂iw −
∫

RN
∗

∂iwdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −
∫

RN
∗

∇wdµA|2dµA.

Also,
∫

RN
∗

∂iwdµA = −
∫

RN
∗

w

[
αi

xi

− xi

]
dµA

= −
∫

RN
∗

wLAxidµA

= −
∫

RN
∗

xiLAwdµA

=

∫

RN
∗

xi

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
dµA.

Therefore,
∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA ≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇w −
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Hence
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

|∇w −∇u|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

||∇2w||2FdµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∇̃Aw
∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥
∫

RN
∗

|∇u−∇w|2dµA +

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇w −
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA
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≥1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Now, assume that xA is partial. WLOG, let 1 ≤ k < N and assume that xA = xα1

1 ...xαk

k ,

αi ≥ 0. Let u = a+
N∑

j=k+1

ajxj +
N∑

j=k+1

bj
(
x2
j − 1

)
. Then

∫
RN
∗
udµA = a. Therefore

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

j=k+1

ajxj +

N∑

j=k+1

bj
(
x2
j − 1

)
∣∣∣∣∣

2

dµA

=
N∑

j=k+1

a2j + 2b2j .

On the other hand, since ∇u =
N∑

j=k+1

(aj + 2bjxj)
−→e j , we have

∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA =
1

∫
RN
∗
xAe−

1

2
|x|2dx

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

j=k+1

(aj + 2bjxj)
−→e j

∣∣∣∣∣ x
α1

1 ...xαk

k e−
1

2
|x|2dx

=

N∑

j=k+1

a2j + 4b2j .

That is,
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA =

N∑

j=k+1

2b2j .

Also,

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x =

∫

RN
∗

(
N∑

j=k+1

ajxj +
N∑

j=k+1

bj
(
x2
j − 1

)
)
xdµA · x

=

N∑

j=k+1

ajxj .

Hence

u−
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x = a+

N∑

j=k+1

bj
(
x2
j − 1

)

and

∇
[
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

]
=

N∑

j=k+1

2bjxj
−→e j .
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That is
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
[
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

]∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

j=k+1

2bjxj
−→e j

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dµA

=

N∑

j=k+1

4b2j .

Therefore
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
[
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

]∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

�

As a consequence, we obtain
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA +

∫

RN
∗

uxdµA ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA −
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−
(∫

RN
∗

uxdµA

)
· x+

∫

RN
∗

udµA

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. By Theorem 1.2, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

)∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

Now, by using the Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weight (Theorem 1.1),
we obtain

1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

)∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

(
u−

∫

RN
∗

udµA

)
xdµA · x

)
dµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA
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=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA +

∫

RN
∗

uxdµA ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA −
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−
(∫

RN
∗

uxdµA

)
· x+

∫

RN
∗

udµA

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

�

2.2. Improved Poincaré inequality with the classical Gaussian measure-Proofs

of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4.

In the classical Gaussian measure case dµ0 = e
−1

2
|x|2

∫
RN

e−
1

2
|x|2dx

dx = e
−1

2
|x|2

(2π)
N
2

dx, note that
∫
RN
∗
xdµ0 =

−→
0 , we can easily deduce from Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.2 the following

improved Poincaré inequality with the classical Gaussian measure:

Theorem 2.1. For u ∈ X0, we have
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

xudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

xudµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Moreover, the first inequality can be attained by nonlinear functions.

We can also prove the above result by standard spectral analysis. For the convenience
of the reader, we give here the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 using the Hermite
polynomials decomposition.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1.3). It is well-known that the spectrum σ (−L0) = N

and the eigenfunctions are given by the Hermite polynomials {φk}k≥0. We can assume

that {φk}k≥0 forms an orthonormal basis of L2 (µ0) and −L0φk = kφk. In particular, the
first eigenvalue is λ0 = 0 with eigenfunction φ0 (x) = 1. The second eigenvalue is λ1 = 1
with eigenfunctions φ1,i (x) = xi. The third eigenvalue is λ2 = 2.

By Spectral theorem, we can write

u =
∑

k≥0

ckφk

with ck =
∫
RN uφkdµ0. Note that c0 =

∫
RN uφ0dµ0 =

∫
RN udµ0. Also, c1φ1 =

∑
j

(∫
RN uxjdµ0

)
xj .

Therefore
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 =

∫

RN

(
∑

i≥1

ciφi

)(
∑

j≥1

cjφj

)
dµ0

=
∑

i≥1

c2i .
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Also,

−L0u =
∑

k≥0

kckφk =
∑

k≥1

kckφk.

Therefore
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 = −
∫

RN

uL0udµ0 =

∫

RN

(
∑

k≥0

kckφk

)(
∑

i≥0

ciφi

)
dµ0

=
∑

i≥1

ic2i .

As a consequence, we obtain the Poincaré inequality:
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 ≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Also, ∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 =
∑

i≥2

(i− 1) c2i .

Next, note that
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∂ju−
∫

RN

xjudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

=

∫

RN

|∂ju|2 dµ0 − 2

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)(∫

RN

∂judµ0

)
+

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

=

∫

RN

|∂ju|2 dµ0 − 2

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)(∫

RN

∂ju∂jxjdµ0

)
+

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

=

∫

RN

|∂ju|2 dµ0 + 2

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)(∫

RN

uL0xjdµ0

)
+

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

=

∫

RN

|∂ju|2 dµ0 −
(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

.

So
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

xudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 =

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dµ0 −
∑

i

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

=
∑

i≥2

ic2i .

Therefore
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

=
∑

i≥2

(i− 1) c2i
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≥ 1

2

∑

i≥2

ic2i

=
1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

xudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Obviously, the equality happens with u =
∑2

k=0 ckφk. �

Actually, we can prove a better result that

∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

xudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

xudµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. As above, let

u =
∑

k≥0

ckφk.

WLOG, assume that c0 =
∫
RN uφ0dµ0 =

∫
RN udµ0 = 0. Then

∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 =
∑

i≥2

(i− 1) c2i .

Now
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
(∫

RN

xudµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 =

∫

RN

|u|2 dµ0 −
∑

i

(∫

RN

xjudµ0

)2

=
∑

i≥2

c2i

Therefore
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥ 1

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇u−
∫

RN

xudµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

xudµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Obviously, the equalities happen when u =
∑2

k=0 ckφk. �
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2.3. Scale-dependent Poincaré inequality with monomial Gaussian weight-Proofs

of Theorem 1.5, Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We have from Theorem 1.1 that
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAe−
1

2
|x|2dx ≥

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u− 1
∫
RN
∗
xAe−

1

2
|x|2dx

∫

RN
∗

uxAe−
1

2
|x|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAe−
1

2
|x|2dx.

Now, let u (x) = v (λx). Then ∇u = λ∇v (λx) and
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAe−
1

2
|x|2dx = λ2−N−D

∫

RN
∗

|∇v (λx) |2 (λx)A e
− 1

2|λ|2
|λx|2

d (λx)

= λ2−N−D

∫

RN
∗

|∇v|2xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∫

RN
∗

uxAe−
1

2
|x|2dx = λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

v (λx) (λx)A e
− 1

2|λ|2
|λx|2

d (λx)

= λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

vxAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∫

RN
∗

xAe−
1

2
|x|2dx = λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u− 1
∫
RN
∗
xAe−

1

2
|x|2dx

∫

RN
∗

uxAe−
1

2
|x|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAe−
1

2
|x|2dx

= λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣∣
v − 1

∫
RN
∗
xAe

− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∫

RN
∗

vxAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

Therefore, we obtain the following

λ2

∫

RN
∗

|∇v|2xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣∣
v − 1

∫
RN
∗
xAe

− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∫

RN
∗

vxAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

≥ inf
c

∫

RN
∗

|v − c|2 xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx.

Now, assume that xA is partial. WLOG, let 1 ≤ k < N and assume that xA =
xα1

1 ...xαk

k , αi ≥ 0. Then, as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, it is easy to verify that with

v = a+
N∑

j=k+1

ajxj , then

∫

RN
∗

|∇v|2xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx = inf
c

∫

RN
∗

|v − c|2 xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx =

N∑

j=k+1

a2j .
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�

Proof of Theorem 1.6. From Proposition 1.2, we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2 dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

≥ 1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA +

∫

RN
∗

uxdµA ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA −
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−
(∫

RN
∗

uxdµA

)
· x+

∫

RN
∗

udµA

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµA.

As above, with the change of variable u (x) = v (λx), we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2dµA −
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

= λ2−N−D

∫

RN
∗

|∇v|2xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

− λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

|v − CA (λ, v)|2 xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

for some CA (λ, v).
Also,

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN
∗

udµA +

∫

RN
∗

uxdµA ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA −
∫

RN
∗

udµA

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−
(∫

RN
∗

uxdµA

)
· x+

∫

RN
∗

udµA

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµA

= λ−N−D

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣v − CA (λ, v) +
−→
DA (λ, v) ·

∫

RN
∗

xdµA − CA (λ, v)

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−−→
DA (λ, v) · x+ CA (λ, v)

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

for some vector
−→
DA (λ, v). Therefore

|λ|2
∫

RN
∗

|∇v|2xAe
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

≥ inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN
∗

(
|v − c|2+

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣v − c +
−→
d ·
∫

RN
∗

xdµA − c

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
∗

xdµA

∣∣∣∣
2

−−→
d · x+ c

(∫

RN
∗

xdµA

)
· x
∣∣∣∣∣

2

 xAe

− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx.

�
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. We have
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0 ≥
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

uxdµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0.

Let u (x) = v (λx). Then ∇u = λ∇v (λx) and so
∫

RN

|∇u|2dµ0 −
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0

∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

= λ2−N

∫

RN

|∇v|2e−
1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

− λ−N

∫

RN

|v − C0 (λ, v)|2 e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx.

for some C0 (λ, v).
Finally

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
∫

RN

udµ0 −
(∫

RN

uxdµ0

)
· x
∣∣∣∣
2

dµ0

= λ−N

∫

RN

∣∣∣v − C0 (λ, v)−
−→
D 0 (λ, v) · x

∣∣∣
2

e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

for some C0 (λ, v) and
−→
D0 (λ, v). Therefore

|λ|2
∫

RN

|∇v|2e−
1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx

≥ inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN

(
|v − c|2 +

∣∣∣v − c−−→
d · x

∣∣∣
2
)
e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx.

Now, let uλ = a1(x
2
1 − λ2) + · · ·+ aN(xN − λ2). Then with dµλ = e

− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx, we have
by direct computation that

|λ|2
∫

RN

|∇uλ|2e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx = 4λ2
∑

a2i

=
1

λ2
inf
c,~d

(
2(2λ4

∑
a2i ) + 2 |c|2 + |d|2λ2

)

= inf
c,
−→
d

∫

RN

(
|uλ − c|2 +

∣∣∣uλ − c−−→
d · x

∣∣∣
2
)
e
− 1

2|λ|2
|x|2

dx.

�

3. Stability and the improved stability of the Heisenberg Uncertainty

Principle with monomial weight-Proofs of Theorem 1.8, Theorem 1.9

and Theorem 1.10

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let u ∈ N∗ \ {0}. We have from Proposition 1.1 and the scale-
dependent Poincaré inequality for monomial Gaussian weight (Theorem 1.5) with λ =
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(∫
RN∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx
∫
RN∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

4

that

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx

=
λ2

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2λ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

e−
|x|2

λ2 xAdx

≥
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ue

|x|2

2λ2 − 1
∫
RN
∗
xAe−

1

λ2
|x|2dx

∫

RN
∗

ue
|x|2

2λ2 xAe−
1

λ2
|x|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAe−
1

λ2
|x|2dx

=

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∣∣
u− e−

|x|2

2λ2

∫
RN
∗
xAe−

1

λ2
|x|2dx

∫

RN
∗

ue
|x|2

2λ2 xAe−
1

λ2
|x|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

xAdx

≥ inf
c,λ6=0

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u− ce−
|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

xAdx.

Now, assume that xA is partial. WLOG, let 1 ≤ k < N and assume that xA = xα1

1 ...xαk

k ,

αi ≥ 0. Let u = xNe
−

|x|2

2 /∈ EHUPA. Then∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx =

∫

RN
∗

x2
N |x|2xAe−|x|2dx

Also since ∇u = (−→e N − xNx) e
− |x|2

2 , we have
∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx =

∫

RN
∗

|−→e N − xNx|2 xAe−|x|2dx

=

∫

RN
∗

(
1− 2x2

N + x2
N |x|2

)
xAe−|x|2dx

=

∫

RN
∗

x2
N |x|2 xAe−|x|2dx.

Therefore (∫
RN
∗
|u|2|x|2xAdx

∫
RN
∗
|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

4

= 1.

By Proposition 1.1, we get
(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx

=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2

)∣∣∣∣
2

xAe−|x|2dx

=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

xAe−|x|2dx.
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On the other hand,
∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣u− ce−
1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

xAdx

=

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣xNe
− |x|2

2 − ce−
1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣∣
2

xAdx

=
1

2

∫

RN
∗

xAe−|x|2dx+ c2
∫

RN
∗

e−
1

λ2
|x|2xAdx.

Therefore

d2A (u,EHUPA) = inf
c,λ6=0

(∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣u− ce−
1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

xAdx

)
=

1

2

∫

RN
∗

xAe−|x|2dx.

That is

δA (u) = d2A (u,EHUPA) .

�

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let u ∈ N∗ \{0}. We have from Proposition 1.1 and the improved
scale-dependent Poincaré inequality for monomial Gaussian weight (Theorem 1.6) with

λ =

(∫
RN∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx
∫
RN∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

4

that

(∫

RN
∗

|u|2|x|2xAdx

) 1

2

(∫

RN
∗

|∇u|2xAdx

) 1

2

− D

2

∫

RN
∗

|u|2xAdx

=
λ2

2

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2λ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

e−
|x|2

λ2 xAdx

≥ inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

∫

RN
∗

(∣∣∣∣u− ce−
|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

2

∣∣∣u−
(
c+

−→
d · x

)
e−

1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2
)
xAdx

≥ inf
c,λ6=0

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣∣u− ce−
|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

xAdx+
1

2
inf

c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

∫

RN
∗

∣∣∣u−
(
c +

−→
d · x

)
e−

1

2λ2
|x|2
∣∣∣
2

xAdx.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.10. By applying the improved scale-dependent Poincaré inequality
with the Gaussian type measure (Theorem 1.7), we obtain

(∫

RN

|u|2|x|2dx
) 1

2

(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
) 1

2

− N

2

∫

RN

|u|2dx

=
λ2

2

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ue

|x|2

2λ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

e−
|x|2

λ2 dx

≥ inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

∫

RN

(∣∣∣∣ue
|x|2

2λ2 − c

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣ue
|x|2

2λ2 − c−−→
d · x

∣∣∣∣
2
)
e−

|x|2

λ2 dx
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= inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

∫

RN

(∣∣∣∣u− ce−
|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣u−
(
c +

−→
d · x

)
e−

|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2
)
dx

≥ inf
c,λ6=0

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u− ce−
|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ inf
c,
−→
d ,λ6=0

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣u−
(
c+

−→
d · x

)
e−

|x|2

2λ2

∣∣∣∣
2

dx.
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