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FOKKER–PLANCK EQUATIONS AND ONE–DIMENSIONAL

FUNCTIONAL INEQUALITIES FOR HEAVY TAILED DENSITIES

GIULIA FURIOLI, ADA PULVIRENTI, ELIDE TERRANEO, AND GIUSEPPE TOSCANI

Abstract. We study one-dimensional functional inequalities of the type of Poincaré,
logarithmic Sobolev and Wirtinger, with weight, for probability densities with poly-
nomial tails. As main examples, we obtain sharp inequalities satisfied by inverse
Gamma densities, taking values on R+, and Cauchy-type densities, taking values on
R. In this last case, we improve the result obtained by Bobkov and Ledoux in 2009
by introducing a better weight function in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality. The
results are obtained by resorting to Fokker–Planck type equations which possess
these densities as steady states.

Keywords Cauchy-type distribution; inverse Gamma distribution; Fokker–Planck equations;
Log–Sobolev inequalities; Poincaré inequalities; Chernoff inequalities; Wirtinger inequalities.

1. Introduction

This paper deals with one-dimensional functional inequalities of the type of Poincaré,
logarithmic Sobolev and Wirtinger, with weight, for probability densities with polynomial
tails. These inequalities are strongly related with the problem of convergence to equilib-
rium for Fokker–Planck type equations, where the main examples are furnished by the
inverse Gamma and Cauchy-type probability densities.

Let X be a random variable distributed with probability density f(x), where x ∈ I ⊆ R.
The random variable X is said to satisfy a weighted Poincaré-type inequality with weight
function w(x) (where w is a fixed nonnegative, Borel measurable function), if for any
bounded smooth function φ on I
(1.1) V ar [φ(X)] ≤ E

{

w(X)[φ′(X)]2
}

.

As usual, for a given random variable Y , E(Y ) denotes its expectation value, and

V ar [φ(X)] =

∫

I

φ2(x) f(x) dx−
(
∫

I

φ(x) f(x) dx

)2

is the variance of φ with respect to f . Likewise, X is said to satisfy a weighted logarithmic
Sobolev inequality with weight function w(x) ≥ 0 if, for any bounded smooth function φ
on I
(1.2) Ent

[

φ2(X)
]

≤ E
{

w(X)[φ′(X)]2
}

.
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Here

Ent
[

φ2(X)
]

=

∫

I

φ2(x) log φ2(x) f(x) dx −
(
∫

I

φ2(x) f(x) dx

)

log

(
∫

I

φ2(x) f(x) dx

)

denotes the entropy of φ2 with respect to f . Last, the random variable X is said to
satisfy a weighted Wirtinger-type inequality with weight function K(x) (where K is a
fixed nonnegative, Borel measurable function), if for any bounded smooth function φ on
I, and p ≥ 1

(1.3) E {|φ(X)|p}] ≤ E
{

K(X)p|φ′(X)|p
}

.

The inequalities are understood in the following sense: if the right-hand side is finite,
then the inequalities hold true.

Abstract weighted Poincaré and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities are connected with the
problem of large deviations of Lipschitz functions and measure concentration. In reason
of that, the question whether a probability measure satisfies such functional inequalities
has attracted a lot of attention in recent years [1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 17].

In the probabilistic literature, inequality (1.1) is also known under the name of weighted
Chernoff inequality, in reason of the analogous inequality with weight w(x) = 1 obtained
by Chernoff [10] for the one-dimensional Gaussian density

(1.4) g(x) =
1√
2π

exp

{

−x
2

2

}

, x ∈ R.

Chernoff-type inequalities with weight were proven, few years later Chernoff’s result, by
Klaassen [18], who listed a number of probability densities for which the weight w(x) was
explicitly computable. A different proof of Chernoff-type inequalities with weight, valid for
heavy tailed densities, has been recently obtained in [14] by resorting to the representation
of these densities as equilibria of Fokker–Planck type equations with variable coefficient
of diffusion and linear drift.

The analysis of [14] was deeply motivated by the study of Fokker–Planck type equations
appearing in the modeling of social and economic phenomena, a challenging research
activity in the communities of both physicists and applied mathematicians, who classified
the fields of research with the names of socio-physics and, respectively, econophysics [14,
20, 23].

One of the typical features of these phenomena is related to the tails of the underlying
steady distribution, which are often characterized by polynomial decay at infinity [21]. The
classical example is furnished by the study of the distribution of wealth among trading
agents, that leads to a Fokker–Planck type equation with variable coefficients of diffusion
and linear drift [7, 11]. This equation, which describes the time-evolution of the density
f(x, t) of a system of agents with personal wealth x ≥ 0 at time t ≥ 0 reads

(1.5)
∂f(x, t)

∂t
=
σ

2

∂2

∂x2
(

x2f(x, t)
)

+ λ
∂

∂x
((x− 1)f(x, t)) .

In (1.5), σ and λ denote positive constants related to essential properties of the trade
rules of the agents. By fixing the mass density equal to unity, the unique steady state of
equation (1.5) is the inverse Gamma density

(1.6) f∞(x) =
µ1+µ

Γ(1 + µ)

exp
(

−µ
x

)

x2+µ
,
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characterized by the positive constant µ, given by

(1.7) µ = 2
λ

σ
.

This stationary distribution, in agreement with the analysis of the Italian economist Vil-
fredo Pareto [24], exhibits a power-law tail for large values of the wealth variable.

One of the physically relevant questions related to the Fokker–Planck equation (1.5)
is the knowledge of the exact rate of relaxation to equilibrium of its solution, which, as
it happens for the classical Fokker–Planck equation [28], is expected to be exponential
in time. This rate of relaxation would in fact justify that in real economies the wealth
distribution profile is always well fitted, for large values of the wealth variable, by the
inverse Gamma [23].

The study of relaxation to equilibrium for the solution to equation (1.5) treasured the
successful methodology used for the classical Fokker–Planck equation, corresponding to
constant coefficient of diffusion and linear drift. Hence, the relaxation of the solution of
(1.5) towards equilibrium was usually investigated by looking at the time evolution of
its Shannon entropy relative to the equilibrium density [14]. We recall that, given two
probability densities f(x) and g(x), with x ∈ I ⊆ R, the Shannon entropy of f relative to
g is defined by

(1.8) H(f |g) =
∫

I

f(x) log
f(x)

g(x)
dx.

This argument has its roots in classical statistical physics, and, similarly to the classical
kinetic theory of rarefied gases, identifies the steady state solution of the Fokker–Planck
equation (1.5) as the target density to be reached monotonically in time in relative entropy
[14]. The proof of the exponential convergence of the solution to the classical Fokker–
Planck equation towards the Maxwellian (Gaussian) density (1.4) follows by applying the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality [27, 28], which establishes a sharp bound of the relative en-
tropy in terms of the entropy production. This introduces a deep link between differential
inequalities of Sobolev type and Fokker–Planck equations. While the standard logarithmic
Sobolev inequality allows us to prove exponential convergence of the solution towards the
Maxwellian equilibrium density (1.4) in relative entropy, at the same time the evolution
of the relative entropy of the solution density of the Fokker–Planck equation can be used
to obtain a dynamical proof of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality [27, 28]. This idea has
been subsequently extended, to obtain sharp differential inequalities, to Fokker–Planck
type equations with constant diffusion term and general drift by Otto and Villani [22].

As a matter of fact, however, even if various weaker results are available [26], a proof of
exponential convergence in relative entropy of the solution to the Fokker–Planck equation
(1.5) towards the inverse Gamma (1.6) is at present not available. In a recent paper [16]
a possible motivation of this unpleasant difference in convergence between the classical
and the wealth Fokker–Planck equations has been identified in the choice of a Maxwellian
(constant) interaction kernel, made in [11], in the kinetic equation leading to (1.5). With-
out going to detail regardind this discussion about the modeling assumptions, that the
interested reader can find in [16], the introduction of a variable collision kernel led to build
a new Fokker–Planck equation with variable coefficient of diffusion and variable drift, still
describing the time-evolution of the density f(x, t) of a system of agents with personal
wealth x ≥ 0 at time t ≥ 0. This new Fokker–Planck equations reads

(1.9)
∂f(x, t)

∂t
=
σ

2

∂2

∂x2

(

x2+δf(x, t)
)

+ λ
∂

∂x

(

xδ(x− 1)f(x, t)
)

.
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In (1.9) δ is a positive constant, with 0 < δ ≤ 1. Equation (1.9) has a unique equilibrium
density of unit mass, still given by an inverse Gamma function

(1.10) f δ∞(x) =
µ1+δ+µ

Γ(1 + δ + µ)

exp
(

−µ
x

)

x2+δ+µ
.

In (1.10) µ is the positive constant defined in (1.7). Hence, the presence of the constant
δ is such that the Pareto index in the equilibrium density of the target Fokker–Planck
equation is increased by the amount δ > 0. Note that this class of Fokker–Planck type
equations contains (1.5), which is obtained in the limit δ → 0.

As proven in [16], and in contrast to equation (1.5), the solution to the Fokker–Planck
equation (1.9) has been shown to converge exponentially, with explicit rate, towards the
equilibrium density (1.10). For this reason, equation (1.9) has been proposed as a better
model for the description of the process of relaxation of the wealth distribution density in
a multi-agent society [16].

A critical comparison of the two Fokker–Planck equations (1.5) and (1.9) allows us
to come to some interesting conclusions, that will be at the basis of the results of this
paper. In view of the previous discussion, the inverse Gamma density can appear as
the steady state of different Fokker–Planck equations, which can share several properties
in relation with convergence to equilibrium. Indeed, by looking at the computations in
[16], the evolution of the Shannon entropy of the solution to the Fokker–Planck equation
(1.9) relative to the equilibrium solution depends on the parameter δ, that appears in the
entropy production term. This suggests that in order to get sharp differential inequalities
for a certain probability density with heavy tails, one has to look for the most general class
of Fokker–Planck type equations which possess this probability density as steady state,
aiming in finding the optimal one.

It is interesting to remark that this strategy is not restricted to differential inequalities of
Sobolev type, but it can be fruitfully applied also to Chernoff (Poincaré) type inequalities,
thus generalizing the result obtained in [14].

In addition to the class of inverse Gamma functions, this new method will be applied
to obtain weighted inequalities for the class of Cauchy-type densities fβ(x), β > 1/2, with
x ∈ R

(1.11) fβ(x) =
Cβ

(1 + x2)β
.

Weighted inequalities for Cauchy-type densities have been studied by Bobkov and Ledoux
in dimension d ≥ 1 in [3] with a different technique. In one dimension of the space variable,
by resorting to this relationship with Fokker–Planck type equations, we will improve in
some cases the weight function obtained in [3] in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality. Also,
we will show that the optimal results in weighted Poincaré inequality for Cauchy-type
densities obtained in [6] can follow by resorting to this idea.

The content of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we will prove an extension of the
classical Chernoff inequality obtained in [14], and we apply the result to Cauchy-type and
inverse Gamma densities. Likewise, Section 3 and will contain the results about weighted
logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for the same classes of probability densities. Both Sections
2 and 3 will take advantage of the representation of Cauchy-type and inverse Gamma den-
sities as steady solutions to Fokker–Planck type equations of type (2.1). Finally, Section 4
will contain an improvement of an old result by Elcrat and MacLean [12] about weighted
Wirtinger inequalities on unbounded domains, with application to the Cauchy-type and
inverse Gamma functions, densities for which explicit weight functions are obtained. In
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this case, the underlying probability density is characterized as the equilibrium density
of a Fokker–Planck with a positive bounded coefficient of diffusion and an elementary
coefficient of drift.

To end this introduction, it is important to outline that the strategy used in this paper
can be fruitfully used to obtain differential inequalities with weight for other densities.

2. Chernoff–type inequalities for heavy tailed densities

The aim of this Section is to prove by means of their relationship with Fokker–Planck
type equations that the class of densities (1.10) and (1.11) satisfy some sharp weighted
inequalities of Chernoff type. In the rest of this Section, we refer to a class of Fokker–
Planck type equations with variable coefficients of diffusion and drift in the form

(2.1)
∂f(x, t)

∂t
=

∂2

∂x2
(P (x)f(x, t)) +

∂

∂x
(Q(x)f(x, t)) ,

where x ∈ I = (i−, i+) ⊆ R. In equation (2.1) the coefficients of the diffusion P (x) and
the drift Q(x) are smooth functions, and P (x) ≥ 0. We suppose moreover that P (x) and
Q(x) are such that, for any a ∈ I, the steady state

(2.2) f∞(x) =
C

P (x)
exp

{

−
∫ x

a

Q(y)

P (y)
dy

}

.

is a probability density supported in I for a given value of the constant C. Note that the
steady state (2.2) satisfies the first order differential equation

(2.3)
∂

∂x
(P (x)f∞(x)) + Q(x)f∞(x) = 0.

The case

(2.4) Q(x) = x−M, M ∈ (i−, i+)

has been considered and studied in [14], resorting to a clear proof that is closely related
to the Fokker–Planck description of the equilibria, as given by (2.3). In [14] it was proven
that, if X is a random variable distributed with density f∞(x), x ∈ I ⊆ R, and f∞ satisfies
the differential equality

(2.5)
∂

∂x
(P (x)f∞(x)) + (x−M) f∞(x) = 0, x ∈ I,

then for any smooth function φ defined on I such that φ(X) has finite variance

(2.6) V ar[φ(X)] ≤ E
{

P (X)[φ′(X)]2
}

with equality if and only if φ(X) is linear in X. Note that when Q(x) is linear in x, the
weight function w coincides with the variable coefficient of diffusion P (x). In what follows,
we extend the result of [14] to cover a larger class of functions Q(x).

2.1. An extension of Chernoff-type inequality.

Theorem 1 (Chernoff with weight). Let X be a random variable distributed with density
f∞(x), x ∈ I = (i−, i+) ⊆ R. Let us suppose moreover that f∞ satisfies (2.3), where Q(x)
is a smooth function strictly increasing on I such that

(2.7) lim
x→i−

Q(x) < 0, lim
x→i+

Q(x) > 0.
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Let w(x) be defined by

(2.8) w(x) =
P (x)

Q′(x)
, x ∈ I.

Then, for any smooth function φ on I, and φ(X) with finite variance

V ar[φ(X)] ≤ E
{

w(X)[φ′(X)]2
}

,

that is

(2.9)

∫

I

φ2(x)f∞(x) dx−
(
∫

I

φ(x)f∞(x) dx

)2

≤
∫

I

w(x)
(

φ′(x)
)2
f∞(x) dx.

Proof. Let φ be a smooth function on I such that V ar(φ(X)) is bounded. Since
∫

I
f∞(x)dx =

1, for any given constants A ∈ R it holds

V ar(φ(X)) =

∫

I

φ2(x)f∞(x) dx −
(
∫

I

φ(x)f∞(x) dx

)2

≤
∫

I

(φ(x) −A)2f∞(x)dx.

Now, since Q(x) is strictly increasing on I, and satisfies conditions (2.7), there is a point
x0 ∈ I where Q(x0) = 0. Let us consider the change of variable x → Q(x), which is
invertible for x ∈ I due to the assumptions on Q and let us define

(2.10) φ(x) = ψ(Q(x)).

If we set A = φ(x0) = ψ(0), we get
∫

I

(φ(x)− ψ(0))2f∞(x))dx =

∫

I

(ψ(Q(x)) − ψ(0))2f∞(x)dx

=

∫

I

(

∫ Q(x)

0
ψ′(s)ds

)2

f∞(x)dx =

∫

I

(
∫ 1

0
ψ′(tQ(x))Q(x)dt

)2

f∞(x)dx.

Now by Jensen’s inequality
∫

I

f∞(x)

(
∫ 1

0
ψ′(tQ(x))Q(x)dt

)2

dx ≤
∫

I

f∞(x)

(
∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))Q(x)
)2
dt

)

dx

=

∫

I

f∞(x)Q2(x)

(
∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)

dx.

Using that f∞ satisfies (2.3) we get

(2.11)

∫

I

f∞(x)Q2(x)

(
∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)

dx

= −
∫

I

∂x
(

P (x)f∞(x)
)

Q(x)

(
∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)

dx

=

[

−P (x)f∞(x)Q(x)

(
∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)]i+

i−

+

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)∂x

(

Q(x)

∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)

dx.

The boundary term in (2.11), due to assumption (2.7) is non positive. In view of the
identity

∂y(yβ(ty)) = ∂t(tβ(ty)),
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valid for any function β(·), and variables y and t we get

(2.12)

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)∂x

(

Q(x)

∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(tQ(x))
)2
dt

)

dx

=

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)Q′(x) ∂y

(

y

∫ 1

0

(

ψ′(t y)
)2
dt

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

y=Q(x)

dx

=

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)Q′(x)

∫ 1

0
∂y
(

yψ′(t y)2
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

y=Q(x)

dtdx

=

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)Q′(x)

∫ 1

0
∂t
(

tψ′(tQ(x))2
)

dtdx

=

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)Q′(x)ψ′(Q(x))2dx.

Now, differentiation of (2.10) gives

φ′(x) = ψ′(Q(x))Q′(x),

and

(2.13) ψ′(Q(x)) =
φ′(x)

Q′(x)
.

Replacing equality (2.13) into the last integral in (2.12), and using the relation (2.8) it
follows that

∫

I

P (x)f∞(x)Q′(x)ψ′(Q(x))2dx =

∫

I

w(x)
(

φ′(x)
)2
f∞(x)dx.

Finally we have

V ar(φ(X)) ≤
∫

I

w(x)
(

φ′(x)
)2
f∞(x)dx,

and the proof is completed. �

Remark 2. Even if the main applications of Theorem 1 refer to probability densities with
heavy tails, it is interesting to remark that the case P (x) = 1 leads to a functional in-
equality related to weighted Poincaré inequalities, known as the Brascamp-Lieb inequality
[8]. If P (x) = 1, the steady state f∞ takes the form

(2.14) f∞(x) = C exp

{

−
∫ x

a
Q(y) dy

}

,

and the condition Q′(x) > 0 of Theorem 1 corresponds to assume that the potential

V (x) =

∫ x

a
Q(y) dy

is strictly convex. In this case inequality (2.9) can be written in terms of the strictly
convex potential V (x) to give

(2.15) V ar[φ(X)] ≤
∫

I

1

V ′′(x)

(

φ′(x)
)2
f∞(x) dx.

Inequality (2.15) is exactly the Brascamp-Lieb inequality in dimension one [8].
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Theorem 1 allows us to prove Chernoff-type inequalities with weight for various families
of probability densities on the line with heavy tails. We present below two examples, which
refer to the family of the Cauchy–type densities (1.11) in the range β > 1/2, and to the
family of inverse Gamma densities (1.6). To maintain the analogy with the Cauchy-type
densities, we will write the inverse Gamma densities in the form

(2.16) hβ,m(x) =
Cβ,m

x2β
e−

m
x , x ∈ R+.

where β > 1/2 and m > 0. The constant Cβ,m is explicit, and it is such that the functions
fβ,m have unit mass.

It is interesting to remark that, as far as the Cauchy-type densities are concerned,
the same inequalities with weight have been recently obtained in [6], by resorting to the
spectral gap of a convenient Markovian diffusion operator, and then using a recent result
[4], which allows the authors to estimate precisely this spectral gap. While for β > 3/2
the present proof, which in our setting corresponds to choosing Q(x) = x, is similar to
that of [6], the method of proof in the case 1/2 < β < 3/2 is new, and makes a substantial
use of Theorem 1.

2.2. Chernoff with weight for Cauchy–type densities.

Theorem 3 (Chernoff for Cauchy–type densities). Let X be a random variable distributed
with the Cauchy-type density (1.11), with β > 1/2. For any smooth function φ(x), with
x ∈ R such that φ(X) has finite variance, one has the bounds

(2.17) V ar[φ(X)] ≤ 1

ρ(β)
E
{

(1 +X2)[φ′(X)]2
}

,

where

(2.18) ρ(β) =

{

(

β − 1
2

)2 1
2 < β ≤ 3

2

2(β − 1) β > 3
2 .

Proof. We start by remarking that the Cauchy-type density fβ defined in (1.11) can be
characterized as the stationary state of a whole family of Fokker–Planck type equations,
which depend on two positive parameters α and λ related to satisfy the constraint

(2.19) α(1 + λ) = β.

For our purposes, we will assume that α ∈ (1/2, 1] and let λ > 0. This choice guarantees
that we can obtain from relation (2.19) all values of β > 1/2. It can be easily checked
that this family of Fokker–Planck type equations is given by

∂tf = ∂2x
(

(1 + x2)αf
)

+ λ∂x

(

2αx

(1 + x2)1−α
f

)

, x ∈ R, t > 0.

Indeed fβ satisfies, for all x ∈ R, the differential equation

(2.20) ∂x
(

(1 + x2)αfβ
)

= − 2αλx

(1 + x2)1−α
fβ.

Equation (2.20) is of the type (2.3), with

(2.21) P (x) = (1 + x2)α, Q(x) =
2αλx

(1 + x2)1−α
, x ∈ R.
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In the allowed range of the constant α, the function Q satisfies all the assumptions of
Theorem 1. Indeed, the function Q is differentiable on R and for all α > 1/2

Q′(x) =
2αλ(1 + x2(2α − 1))

(1 + x2)2−α
> 0, x ∈ R.

Moreover

lim
x→−∞

Q(x) = −∞, lim
x→+∞

Q(x) = +∞.

So Q : R −→ R is a strictly monotone, smooth transformation. Moreover, since α ≤ 1 we
have 2α− 1 ≤ 1, so that

(2.22)
P (x)

Q′(x)
=

(1 + x2)2

2αλ(1 + x2(2α− 1))
≤ 1

2αλ(2α − 1)
(1 + x2), x ∈ R.

Therefore, from inequality (2.9) of Theorem 1 we obtain
∫

R

φ2(x)fβ(x) dx−
(
∫

R

φ(x)fβ(x) dx

)2

≤ 1

2αλ(2α − 1)

∫

R

(1 + x2)
(

φ′(x)
)2
fβ(x) dx.

We can now look for the optimal value of the constant 2αλ(2α− 1)) under the constraints
α ∈ (1/2, 1], λ > 0 and (2.19). Since (2.19) implies λ = β/α − 1, the optimal value is
obtained by maximizing the function

ρβ(α) = 2(β − α)(2α − 1).

To this end, since

ρ′β(α) = 2(2β − 4α+ 1)

we obtain

ρ′β(α) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ α ≤ β

2
+

1

4
.

If 1
2 <

β
2 + 1

4 ≤ 1, then αmax = β
2 + 1

4 , while if β
2 + 1

4 > 1, then αmax = 1. Denoting by

ρ(β) = max{ρβ(α), 12 < α ≤ 1}, we then find

(2.23) ρ(β) =

{

(

β − 1
2

)2 1
2 < β ≤ 3

2

2(β − 1) β > 3
2 .

This completes the proof. �

Remark 4. In the case β > 3/2 the optimal constant ρ(β) is obtained by choosing αmax = 1.
In this case Q(x) = 2λx is therefore linear, and the proof of Chernoff inequality was already
obtained in [14]. Moreover, in this range of the parameter β, the Cauchy-type density has
finite variance and this implies that the function φ in Theorem 3 can be chosen to be linear
in x. Since we proved in [14] that Chernoff inequality with weight further guarantees that
there is equality in (2.17) if and only if φ(x) is linear in x, we can conclude that for β > 3/2
the constant ρ(β) is sharp.

2.3. Chernoff with weight for inverse Gamma densities.

Theorem 5 (Chernoff for inverse Gamma–type densities). Let X be a random variable
distributed with density (2.16) for x ∈ R+, β > 1/2, m > 0. For any smooth function φ
on R+ such that the variance of φ(X) finite it holds

(2.24) V ar[φ(X)] ≤ 1

ρ(β)
E
{

X2[φ′(X)]2
}

,
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where

(2.25) ρ(β) =

{

(

β − 1
2

)2 1
2 < β ≤ 3

2

2(β − 1) β > 3
2 .

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines of Theorem 3. Indeed, hβ,m is the stationary
state of a whole family of Fokker–Planck type equations, which depend on two positive
parameters α and λ, where

(2.26) 2α+ λ = 2β.

For our purposes, we will take α ∈ (1/2, 1] and λ > 0. Consequently, the exponent 2β of
x in the inverse Gamma density is greater than one. The family of Fokker–Planck type
equations having hβ,m as stationary state is defined by

(2.27) ∂th = ∂2x
(

x2αh
)

+ λ∂x

((

x− m

λ

)

x2α−2h
)

, x ∈ R+, t > 0.

Thus, hβ,m satisfies, for all x ∈ R+

(2.28) ∂x
(

x2αhβ,m
)

= −λ
(

x− m

λ

)

x2α−2hβ,m.

Equation (2.28) is of the type (2.3), with

(2.29) P (x) = x2α; Q(x) = λ
(

x− m

λ

)

x2α−2, x ∈ R+

In the allowed range of the constant α, the function Q satisfies all the assumptions of
Theorem 1. The function Q is differentiable on R+ and for 1/2 < α ≤ 1

Q′(x) = λ(2α− 1)x2α−2 −m(2α− 2)x2α−3 ≥ λ(2α − 1)x2α−2 > 0, x ∈ R+.

Moreover, for α < 1

lim
x→0+

Q(x) = −∞, lim
x→+∞

Q(x) = +∞.

When α = 1 the function Q(x) is defined also for x = 0 and Q(0) = −m < 0. So
Q : R+ −→ R is a strictly monotone, smooth transformation. Moreover

(2.30)
P (x)

Q′(x)
≤ x2α

λ(2α− 1)x2α−2
=

x2

λ(2α − 1)
, x ∈ R+.

We apply Theorem 1 and for all α ∈ (1/2, 1] and λ > 0 satisfying (2.26) we obtain

∫

R+

φ2(x)hβ,m(x) dx−
(
∫

R+

φ(x)hβ,m(x) dx

)2

≤ 1

λ(2α− 1)

∫

R∗

x2
(

φ′(x)
)2
hβ,m(x) dx.

Thanks to (2.26), we can substitute the value λ = 2β−2α in the constant λ(2α− 1). This
leads to maximize the constant

ρβ(α) = (2β − 2α)(2α − 1),

with respect to α. To this end, since

ρ′β(α) = 2 (2β − 4α + 1) ,

we obtain

ρ′β(α) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ α ≤ 2β + 1

4
.
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So, if 1
2 <

2β+1
4 ≤ 1, then αmax = 2β+1

4 , and if 2β+1
4 > 1, then αmax = 1. Denoting by

ρ(β) = max{ρβ(α), 12 < α ≤ 1}, we obtain

ρ(β) =

{

(

β − 1
2

)2 1
2 < β ≤ 3

2

2(β − 1) β > 3
2

and this completes the proof. �

Remark 6. In the case β > 3/2 the optimal constant ρ(β) is obtained by choosing αmax = 1.
In this case Q(x) = λx −m is therefore linear, and the proof of Chernoff inequality was
already obtained in [14]. Moreover, in this range of the parameter β, the Cauchy-type
density has finite variance and this implies that the function φ in Theorem 5 can be chosen
to be linear in x. Since we proved in [14] that Chernoff inequality with weight further
guarantees that there is equality in (2.24) if and only if φ(x) is linear in x, we can conclude
that for β > 3/2 the constant ρ(β) is sharp.

We can now rewrite the Chernoff inequality (2.24) in terms of the standard notation of
the inverse Gamma functions with parameters κ > 0 and m > 0, that is

(2.31) fκ,m =
mκ

Γ(κ)

1

x1+κ
e−m/x, x ∈ R+.

We then obtain

(2.32)

∫

R+

φ2(x)fκ,m(x) dx−
(
∫

R+

φ(x)fκ,m(x) dx

)2

≤ 1

γ(κ)

∫

R+

x2
(

φ′(x)
)2
fκ,m(x) dx.

In (2.32) the optimal constants γ(κ) are given by

γ(κ) =

{

κ2/4 0 < κ ≤ 2

κ− 1 κ > 2.

It is immediate to check that inequality (2.32), for κ > 2, reduces to equality when φ(x)
is linear in x.

3. Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for heavy tailed densities

In this section we will apply the relationship between Cauchy-type densities and Fokker–
Planck equations to obtain weighted logarithmic Sobolev inequalities in the form (1.2).
Similarly to the analysis of Section 2, we will refer to a suitable class of Fokker–Planck
type equations (2.1), well adapted to the derivation of the result. Let

fβ(x) =
Cβ

(1 + |x|2)β , x ∈ R
n

denote a Cauchy–type probability density in R
n, n ≥ 1, where β > n/2. It is known, after

Bobkov and Ledoux [3], that these densities satisfy a weighted Log-Sobolev inequality in
the range β ≥ n+1

2 if n > 1, and β > 1 if n = 1. For any probability density f ∈ L1(R
n),

absolutely continuous with respect to fβ, the inequality in [3], can be written in the
physically relevant form

(3.1)

∫

Rn

f log
f

fβ
dx ≤ 1

β − 1

∫

Rn

(1 + |x|2)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇
√

f

fβ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

fβ dx.
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In fact, by letting

φ(x) =

√

f(x)

fβ(x)
, x ∈ R

n,

that implies
∫

Rn

φ(x)2fβ(x) dx = 1,

one easily recognizes that (3.1) is equivalent to (1.2) with weight w(x) = (1+x2)2. More-
over, since

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇
√

f

fβ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

fβ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇ log
f

fβ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

f

inequality (3.1) can be rewritten in the equivalent form

(3.2)

∫

Rn

f log
f

fβ
dx ≤ 1

4(β − 1)

∫

Rn

(1 + |x|2)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∇ log
f

fβ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

f dx.

In Bobkov and Ledoux [3] the weight function in inequality (3.1) does not depend on the
value of the parameter β characterizing the Cauchy–type density. In what follows, we are
going to show that, in dimension n = 1 the weight function in inequality (3.1) can be
improved.

3.1. A sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for Cauchy–type densities. The
main result of this Section is the following.

Theorem 7 (Log–Sobolev for Cauchy–type densities). Let X be a random variable dis-
tributed with the Cauchy-type probability density (1.11), with β > 1. For any bounded
smooth function φ(x), with x ∈ R, such that φ(X) has finite entropy, and for all 1 < α < β
one has the bound

(3.3) Ent
[

φ2(X)
]

≤ 2

ρβ,α
E
{

(1 +X2)α[φ′(X)]2
}

.

In (3.3) the constant ρβ,α is given by

(3.4) ρβ,α =







(2β − α)
(

α−1
2−α

)3−2α
1 < α < 3

2

2β − α 3
2 ≤ α < β, β > 3

2 .

Remark 8. Before entering into the technical details of the proof, let us compare inequality
(3.3) with the analogous one proven by Bobkov and Ledoux, as given by (3.1). First of
all, since the exponent α > 1 of the weight function is only subject to the constraint to be
less than β > 1, for any value of β we can always choose α < 2 to satisfy the inequality.
Hence we have a smaller weight, which, however, for values of α close to one has a worse
constant ρβ,α. In any case, the weight w(x) = 1 + x2 can not be reached, since ρβ,α → 0
as α → 1. The best result is obtained in the interval 3/2 ≤ α ≤ 2, since the constant
ρβ,α > 2(β − 1) and at the same time the weight function in (3.3) is smaller than the one
in (3.1). Last, when β > 2, by setting α = 2 we recover exactly the result by Bobkov and
Ledoux.

Proof. We proceed by proving an equivalent inequality of type (3.2), for a smooth proba-
bility density f , absolutely continuous with respect to fβ. Then, for any bounded, smooth

function φ, we will consider f(x) =
fβ(x)φ

2(x)∫
R
fβ(x)φ2(x) dx

and we will recover inequality (3.3) in



FOKKER–PLANCK EQUATIONS AND INEQUALITIES FOR HEAVY TAILED DENSITIES 13

the general form. As in the proof of Chernoff inequality in Theorem 3, we observe that
fβ is a stationary state of the family of Fokker–Planck type equations

(3.5) ∂tf = ∂2x
(

(1 + x2)αf
)

+ λ∂x
(

2αx(1 + x2)α−1f
)

, x ∈ R, t > 0.

Unlike the proof of Theorem 3, we assume now the conditions α > 1 and λ > 0, still
subject to the constraint α(1 + λ) = β. This choice is coherent with the lower bound
β > 1 in the statement of the theorem. In order to proceed, we make use of an equivalent
formulation of the Fokker Planck equation in terms of the function F = f

fβ
. Skipping

details, that can be found in [14], one shows that F satisfies the evolution equation

(3.6)
∂F

∂t
= (1 + x2)α

∂2F

∂x2
− 2αλx(1 + x2)α−1 ∂F

∂x
.

Following the original argument of Feller [13], we introduce a change of variables to
make the diffusion coefficient equal to unity. To this end, let us define

(3.7) G(y, t) = F (x, t),

with

(3.8)
dy

dx
=

1

(1 + x2)α/2
.

Owing to (3.8) we obtain
∂F

∂x
=

1

(1 + x2)α/2
∂G

∂y

and
∂2F

∂x2
=

1

(1 + x2)α
∂2G

∂y2
− αx

(1 + x2)α/2+1

∂G

∂y
.

Therefore the right hand side of (3.6) becomes

∂2G

∂y2
− αx(1 + x2)

α
2
−1∂G

∂y
− 2αλx(1 + x2)

α
2
−1∂G

∂y
.

We denote by x = x(y) the inverse of the increasing function y(x), defined by (3.8). Hence
equation (3.6) turns into a Fokker Planck equation with coefficient of diffusion equal to
one

(3.9)
∂G

∂t
=
∂2G

∂y2
−W ′(y)

∂G

∂y
,

where W ′(y) is the drift term

(3.10) W ′(y) = α(1 + 2λ)x(y)(1 + x2(y))
α
2
−1.

Equation (3.9) is the adjoint of the Fokker–Planck equation

(3.11)
∂g

∂t
=
∂2g

∂y2
+

∂

∂y
(W ′(y)g)

still with diffusion coefficient equal to one, and steady state

(3.12) g∞(y) = Ce−W (y).

As shown in [29], it is useful to introduce a further version of the Fokker–Planck equation
(3.6), that highlights an interesting feature of the change of variables (3.8). For given
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t > 0, let X(t) denote the random process with probability density f(x, t), solution of the
Fokker–Planck equation (3.5), and let

(3.13) F(x, t) = P (X(t) ≤ x) =

∫ x

−∞

f(y, t) dy

denote its probability distribution. Integrating both sides of equation (3.5) on (−∞, x),
it follows by simple computations that F(x, t) satisfies the equation

(3.14)
∂F
∂t

= (1 + x2)α
∂2F
∂x2

+ 2α(1 + λ)x(1 + x2)α−1 ∂F
∂x

.

As before, let us define

(3.15) G(y, t) = F(x, t),

where y = y(x) is defined through (3.8). Then, using the same computations leading from
(3.6) to (3.9) it is immediate to show that G satisfies

(3.16)
∂G
∂t

=
∂2G
∂y2

+W ′(y)
∂G
∂y
.

Hence, if for given t > 0, Y (t) denotes the random process with probability density g(x, t),
solution of the Fokker–Planck equation (3.11), G(y, t) is the distribution function of the
process Y (t). This relation implies an explicit connection between the solutions to the
equations (3.5) and (3.11). Indeed, differentiating the identity (3.15), one obtains for all
t ≥ 0

(3.17) g(y(x), t) = f(x, t)(1 + x2)
α
2 ,

and

(3.18) g∞(y(x)) = fβ(x)(1 + x2)
α
2 .

The properties of the steady state g∞(y) can be easily deduced from (3.18). Recalling
that α > 1, the change of variable (3.8) implies

y(x) =

∫ x

0

1

(1 + t2)
α
2

dt,

and since the integral function belongs to L1(R), then limx→±∞ y(x) = ±a(α). Thus, y(x)
is contained in the stripM = [−a, a]. We are now ready to prove inequality (3.3). Actually,
Fokker–Planck equations of type (3.11) have been introduced as a useful working tool to
get logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for probability densities different from the standard
Gaussian [22]. The argument follows from Bakry and Emery theorem [2], which can be
immediately applied thanks to the particular form of (3.11). More precisely, given the

equilibrium density g∞ = Ce−W (y) defined on a complete manifold M = [−a, a] ⊂ R,
Bakry and Emery criterion guarantees that for all smooth probability densities g on M

absolutely continuous with respect g∞, it holds

(3.19)

∫

M

g(y) log
g(y)

g∞(y)
dy ≤ 1

2ρ

∫

M

(

d

dy
log

g(y)

g∞(y)

)2

g(y)dy,

provided that the function W is strongly convex, with

(3.20) W ′′(y) ≥ ρ > 0.

In our case

W (y) =

∫ y

0
α(1 + 2λ)x(s)(1 + x2(s))

α
2
−1 ds.



FOKKER–PLANCK EQUATIONS AND INEQUALITIES FOR HEAVY TAILED DENSITIES 15

Resorting to condition (3.8) we easily obtain

W ′′(y) = α(1 + 2λ)
1 + (α− 1)x2(y)

(1 + x2(y))2−α

The even function

z(x) =
1 + (α− 1)x2(y)

(1 + x2(y))2−α .

attains its minimum in the point x̄ = 0 if α ≥ 3
2 , and in the point x̄ = (3−2α)

1
2

α−1 , if 1 < α < 3
2 .

Consequently

W ′′(y) ≥ α(1 + 2λ), α >
3

2
whereas

W ′′(y) ≥ α(1 + 2λ)z(x̄) = α(1 + 2λ)

(

α− 1

2− α

)3−2α

, 1 < α ≤ 3

2
.

Let us notice that, as α→ 1, the convexity condition is lost.
Finally, for α > 1, and for any smooth probability density function g absolutely contin-

uous with respect to g∞, we get the logarithmic Sobolev inequality

(3.21)

∫

M

g(y) log
g(y)

g∞(y)
dy ≤ 1

2ρ

∫

M

(

d

dy
log

g(y)

g∞(y)

)2

g(y)dy

with ρ = α(1 + 2λ)z(x̄) = ρα,λ.
The last step relies in rewriting inequality (3.21) in terms of the original Cauchy density

fβ. This can be obtained easily by resorting again to the change of variables (3.8). In
view of (3.7) and (3.17) the integral on the left-hand side of (3.21) becomes

∫ +∞

−∞

g(y(x))

(

log
g(y(x))

g∞(y(x))

)

1

(1 + x2)
α
2

dx =

∫

R

f(x) log
f(x)

fβ(x)
dx.

Likewise, the integral on the right-hand side of (3.21) becomes
∫ +∞

−∞

(

d

dx
log

g(y(x))

g∞(y(x))

)2

(1 + x2)αg(y(x))
1

(1 + x2)
α
2

dx

∫

R

(1 + x2)α
(

d

dx
log

f(x)

fβ(x)

)2

f(x) dx.

Finally, inequality (3.21), written in terms of f and fβ reads
∫

R

f(x) log
f(x)

fβ(x)
dx ≤ 1

2ρα,λ

∫

R

(1 + x2)α
(

d

dx
log

f(x)

fβ(x)

)2

f(x) dx.

Resorting to the relation

β = α(1 + λ)

we replace λ = β
α − 1 and we get ρα,λ = ρβ,α with

ρβ,α =







(2β − α)
(

α−1
2−α

)3−2α
1 < α < 3

2

2β − α 3
2 ≤ α < β.

This concludes the proof. �
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3.2. Weighted logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for inverse Gamma densities. As
discussed in the Introduction, sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for inverse–Gamma
type densities are directly connected to the study of convergence to equilibrium for Fokker–
Planck type equations like (1.9), of interest in the study of wealth distribution in a western
society. The result that follows is contained in the paper [16] and it is here reported with
few details to make it possible to compare it with the result for the Cauchy–type densities
obtained in the previous Section. Like in Section 2, we use expression (2.16) that allows
for a direct comparison with the result of Theorem 7.

Theorem 9 (Log–Sobolev for inverse Gamma–type densities). Let X be a random variable
distributed with the inverse Gamma probability density hβ,m(x) defined by (2.16), with
β > 1, m > 0. For any bounded smooth function φ(x), with x ∈ R+ such that φ(X) has
finite entropy, and for all for all 1 < α ≤ 3

2 and α < β one has the bound

(3.22) Ent
[

φ2(X)
]

≤ 2

ρβ,α,m
E
{

X2α[φ′(X)]2
}

.

In inequality (3.22) ρβ,α,m is given by

(3.23) ρβ,α,m =







1
2

(

2β−α
3

2
−α

)3−2α
(m(2− α))2α−2(α− 1)5−4α 1 < α < 3

2

m
2 α = 3

2 , β > 3
2 .

Proof. We proceed as in Theorem 7, by proving the equivalent inequality

(3.24)

∫

R+

h(x) log
h(x)

hβ,m(x)
dx ≤ 1

2ρβ,α,m

∫

R+

x2α
(

d

dx
log

h(x)

hβ,m(x)

)2

h(x) dx

for any probability density h, smooth and absolutely continuous with respect to hβ,m.
As shown in Theorem 5, hβ,m is the stationary state of the family of Fokker–Planck
type equations (2.27), depending on the two positive parameters α and λ satisfying the
constraint (2.26). Unlike Theorem 5, we assume now α ∈

(

1, 32
]

and λ > 0 so that we can

treat all β > 1. In terms of the function H = h
hβ,m

, (2.27) reads

(3.25) ∂tH = x2α∂2xH − λ
(

x− m

λ

)

x2α−2∂xH, x ∈ R+, t > 0.

As in Theorem 7 we change variable to transform the Fokker–Planck type equation (3.25)
into a new one with coefficient of diffusion equal to one. This is done by setting

L(y, t) = H(x, t),

with

(3.26)
dy

dx
= − 1

xα
, x ∈ R+.

In terms of L, the right-hand side of (3.25) becomes

∂2L

∂y2
−
(

mxα−2 − (α+ λ)xα−1
) ∂L

∂y

where x = x(y) is the inverse of the decreasing function y(x), defined by (3.26). In this
case the function y(x) can be computed explicitly to give

(3.27) y(x) =
1

α− 1

1

xα−1
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so that y ∈ R+. Equation (3.25) turns into

(3.28)
∂L

∂t
=
∂2L

∂y2
− U ′(y)

∂L

∂y
,

where the drift term equals

(3.29) U ′(y) = m(α− 1)
2−α
α−1 y

2−α
α−1 − α+ λ

α− 1

1

y
.

Equation (3.28) is the adjoint of the Fokker–Planck equation

(3.30)
∂l

∂t
=
∂2l

∂y2
+

∂

∂y
(U ′(y)l)

with diffusion coefficient still equal to one and steady state l∞(y) = Ce−U(y). In this case,
we recognize that l∞ is a generalized Gamma density [25]

lβ,α,m(y) =
Cβ,α,m

y
2β−α

α−1

e−m(α−1)
1

α−1 y
1

α−1

, y ∈ R+.

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 7, we conclude that the relation between the
inverse–Gamma density hβ,m and the generalized Gamma density lβ,α,m is given by

(3.31) hβ,m(x) = lβ,α,m(y(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

dy

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

To apply Bakry and Emery criterion to lβ,α,m, we find a positive lower bound on U ′′. Since

(3.32) U ′′(y) =
1

y2(α− 1)

(

m(2− α)(α − 1)
2−α
α−1 y

1

α−1 + α+ λ
)

, y > 0,

for α = 3
2 we have

(3.33) U ′′(y) ≥ m

2
:= ρ

(

β,
3

2
,m

)

, y > 0.

If 1 < α < 3
2 , then U

′′ achieves its minimum in

ȳ =

(

α+ λ

m(2− α)
(

3
2 − α

)

)α−1
1

(α− 1)3−2α
.

Owing to (2.26) we write
λ = 2β − 2α.

Then the minimum of the function U ′′ is given by

U ′′(ȳ) := ρβ,α,m > 0

with

(3.34) ρβ,α,m =
1

2

(

2β − α
3
2 − α

)3−2α

(m(2 − α))2α−2(α− 1)5−4α.

It is easy to verify that

lim
α→ 3

2

ρα,m,β =
m

2
.

We remark that if α > 3
2

lim
y→+∞

U ′′(y) = 0,

and the strict convexity of U(y) is lost.
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If α ≤ 3/2 we apply Bakry–Emery criterion as in [15] and we get the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality for the generalized Gamma density lβ,α,m

(3.35)

∫

R+

l(y) log
l(y)

lβ,α,m(y)
dy ≤ 1

2ρ

∫

R+

(

d

dy
log

l(y)

lβ,α,m(y)

)2

l(y)dy

where ρ = ρβ,α,m as in (3.33) and (3.34). Turning back to the original variables gives the
result. �

As in Section 2, we can rewrite inequality (3.22) in terms of the standard notation of
the inverse Gamma functions (2.31). We then obtain

(3.36)

∫

R+

h(x) log
h(x)

hκ,m(x)
dx ≤ 1

2ρκ,α,m

∫

R+

x2α
(

d

dx
log

h(x)

hκ,m(x)

)2

h(x) dx,

or, equivalently, if X is a random variable distributed with probability density function
(2.31)

(3.37) Ent
[

φ2(X)
]

≤ 2

ρκ,α,m
E
{

X2α[φ′(X)]2
}

.

In inequalities (3.36) and (3.37) the constant ρκ,α,m is given by

(3.38) ρκ,α,m =







1
2

(

κ+1−α
3

2
−α

)3−2α
(m(2− α))2α−2(α− 1)5−4α 1 < α < 3

2

m
2 α = 3

2 , κ > 2.

4. Wirtinger-type inequalities for heavy tailed densities

Let X be a random variable with an absolutely continuous density f(x), x ∈ I =
(i−, i+) ⊆ R such that f(x) > 0 in I, and let F (x), x ∈ I, denote its distribution function,
defined as usual by the formula

(4.1) F (x) =

∫ x

i−

f(y) dy ≤ 1.

Let x̄ denote the median of the random variable X, that is the value where the increasing
function F (x) satisfies F (x̄) = 1/2. Last, let K(x) be defined as the nonnegative function

(4.2) K(x) =
F (x)

f(x)
if x ≤ x̄; K(x) =

1− F (x)

f(x)
if x ≥ x̄.

Then, K(x) is a continuous function on I, and we have the identity

(4.3) f(x) = − x− x̄

|x− x̄|
d

dx
[K(x)f(x)] .

Note that (4.3) is a clean way to characterize the density f(x) as the steady state of
a Fokker–Planck equation of type (2.1) where the diffusion coefficient is the continuous
nonnegative function

P (x) = K(x),

and the drift term is

Q(x) =
x− x̄

|x− x̄| .

Note moreover that the drift term defined above satisfies conditions (2.7) at the boundaries
of I. Using expression (4.3) we prove the following
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Theorem 10 (Wirtinger with weight). Let X be a random variable distributed with density
f(x), x ∈ I = (i−, i+) ⊆ R, and let K(x) be defined by (4.2). Then, for any smooth
function φ on I such that E [|φ(X)|p] is bounded, 1 ≤ p < +∞, it holds

(4.4) E [|φ(X) − E(φ(X))|p] ≤ (2p) pE
[

K(X)p |φ′(X)|p
]

.

Proof. Let us first suppose that the function φ satisfies the condition φ(x̄) = 0. In this
case, we can directly make use of the argument of proof in [12]. Thanks to (4.3), we have

(4.5)

∫ x̄

i−

|φ(x)|pf(x) dx =

∫ x̄

i−

|φ(x)|p d
dx

[K(x)f(x)] dx =

|φ(x)|pK(x)f(x)
∣

∣

∣

x̄

i−
−
∫ x̄

i−

K(x)f(x)
d

dx
|φ(x)|p dx.

Now, since φ(x̄) = 0,

|φ(x)|pK(x)f(x)
∣

∣

∣

x̄

i−
= |φ(x̄)|pF (x̄)− lim

x→i−
|φ(x)|pF (x) = − lim

x→i−
|φ(x)|pF (x) ≤ 0,

and the contribution of the boundary term is nonpositive on the interval (i−, x̄). Therefore
(4.5) implies the inequality

∫ x̄

i−

|φ(x)|pf(x) dx ≤ p

∫ x̄

i−

K(x)f(x)|φ(x)|p−1|φ′(x)| dx.

The same argument can be used on the interval (x̄, i+), to obtain

∫ i+

x̄
|φ(x)|pf(x) dx ≤ p

∫ i+

x̄
K(x)f(x)|φ(x)|p−1|φ′(x)| dx.

Consequently, if φ(x̄) = 0, we have the inequality

(4.6)

∫

I

|φ(x)|pf(x) dx ≤ p

∫

I

K(x)f(x)|φ(x)|p−1|φ′(x)| dx.

If p = 1 , (4.6) reduces to

(4.7) E [|φ(X)|] ≤ E
[

K(X) |φ′(X)|
]

.

If 1 < p < +∞, Hölder’s inequality shows that

(4.8)

∫

I

K(x)f(x)|φ(x)|p−1|φ′(x)| dx ≤
[
∫

I

(

K(x)|φ′(x)|
)p
f(x) dx

]1/p [∫

I

|φ(x)pf(x) dx
]1−1/p

,

which, combined with (4.6), shows that, for any function φ satisfying φ(x̄) = 0, it holds

(4.9) E [|φ(X)|p] ≤ p pE
[

K(X)p |φ′(X)|p
]

.
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The general case is an easy consequence of the previous argument. Indeed, since f(·) is a
probability density on I, for 1 ≤ p < +∞ we have

(4.10)

∫

I

∣

∣

∣

∣

φ(x)−
∫

I

φ(y) f(y) dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

f(x) dx =

∫

I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

I

(φ(x)− φ(y)) f(y) dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

f(x) dx ≤
∫

I×I

|φ(x)− φ(y)|p f(x)f(y) dx dy =

∫

I×I

|φ(x)− φ(x̄)− (φ(y)− φ(x̄))|p f(x)f(y) dx dy ≤

2p−1

∫

I×I

(|φ(x)− φ(x̄)|p + |φ(y)− φ(x̄)|p) f(y)f(x)dx dy =

2p
∫

I

|φ(x)− φ(x̄)|p f(x) dx = 2p
∫

I

|ψ(x)|p f(x) dx,

where the function ψ(x) in (4.10) is such that ψ(x̄) = 0. At this point, we can apply (4.9)
to the function ψ to get the general inequality (4.4). �

Unlike the result of [12], the function φ is not required to satisfy particular boundary
conditions at the point i−. For example, it is not necessary, in the case I = R+, that, as
required by Corollary to Theorem 1 of [12], the function φ satisfies φ(0) = 0.

4.1. Wirtinger inequalities with weight for Cauchy-type densities. In this short
Section, we apply Theorem 10 to recover inequalities for the class of Cauchy-type densities,
with an explicit expression of the weight function K(x). We prove

Theorem 11. Let X be a random variable distributed with the Cauchy-type density (1.11),
with β > 1/2. For any smooth function φ(x), with x ∈ R, such that E [|φ(X)|p] is bounded,
1 ≤ p < +∞, one has the inequality

(4.11) E [|φ(X)− E(φ(X))|p] ≤ 2β
(

2p

2β − 1

) p

E
[

(1 + |X|)p |φ′(X)|p
]

.

Proof. Let gβ(x), β > 1/2, denote the class of probability density functions in R given by

(4.12) gβ(x) =
cβ

(1 + |x|)2β .

Since the densities gβ(x) are symmetric, the median is x̄ = 0, and it is immediate to show
that, for any given β the weight function of gβ(x) is given by

(4.13) K(x) =
1 + |x|
2β − 1

.

Hence, if the random variable Y is distributed with density gβ(x), for any given 1 ≤ p <
+∞, Theorem 10 implies the inequality

(4.14) E [|φ(Y )− E(φ(Y ))|p] ≤
(

2p

2β − 1

) p

E
[

(1 + |Y |)p |φ′(Y )|p
]

.

Inequality (4.11) for the Cauchy-type densities then follows from (4.14) by resorting to
the chain of elementary inequalities

fβ(x) ≤ 2βgβ(x) ≤ 2βfβ(x).

�
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Note that, if the function φ(x) is such that φ(0) = 0, the random variable Y satisfies
inequality (4.9), that in this case reads

(4.15) E [|φ(Y )|p] ≤
(

p

2β − 1

) p

E
[

(1 + |Y |)p |φ′(Y )|p
]

.

Inequality (4.15) is sharp, since the weight function K(x) is exact. This sharpness is lost
for the class of Cauchy-type densities. We remark that the weight function K(x), with
different constants, has been obtained in [3] in the case p = 1, in any dimension n ≥ 1.

4.2. Wirtinger inequalities with weight for inverse Gamma densities. Last, we
apply Theorem 10 to recover inequalities for the class of inverse Gamma densities. In this
case, the expression of the weight function K(x) depends on the value of the median of
the distribution, which is not explicitly available. We prove

Theorem 12. Let X be a random variable distributed with density hβ,m defined as in
(2.16), for x ∈ R+, β > 1/2, m > 0. For any smooth function φ on R+ such that
E [|φ(X)|p] is finite it holds

(4.16) E [|φ(X)− E(φ(X))|p] ≤ (pD(β,m))pE
{

Xp[φ′(X)]p
}

,

where

(4.17) D(β,m) =
1

x̄β,mhβ,m (x̄β,m)
,

and x̄β,m is the median of the random variable X.

Proof. For any pair of positive constants β,m, let x̄β,m denote the median of the random
variable X with density hβ,m given by (2.16), and distribution function Hβ,m(x). Then,
if x ≤ x̄β,m

(4.18)

Hβ,m(x)

hβ,m(x)
=

∫ x

0

(

x

y

)2β

exp

{

−m
x

(

x

y
− 1

)}

dy =

x

∫ 1

0
z−2β exp

{

−m
x

(

1

z
− 1

)}

dz ≤

x

∫ 1

0
z−2β exp

{

− m

x̄β,m

(

1

z
− 1

)}

dz.

Indeed, the value of the integral on the second line of (4.18) is non decreasing with respect
to x, as it can be easily verified by direct inspection. Likewise, if x ≥ x̄β,m one shows that

(4.19)

1−Hβ,m(x)

hβ,m(x)
=

∫ +∞

x

(

x

y

)2β

exp

{

−m
x

(

x

y
− 1

)}

dy ≤

x

∫ +∞

1
z−2β exp

{

− m

x̄β,m

(

1

z
− 1

)}

dz.
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On the other hand we have

(4.20)

∫ 1

0
z−2β exp

{

− m

x̄β,m

(

1

z
− 1

)}

dy =

em/x̄β,m

∫ 1

0
z−2β exp

{

− m

x̄β,mz

}

dz =

1

Cβ,m
em/x̄β,m(x̄β,m)2β−1

∫ x̄β,m

0
Cβ,mu

−2β exp
{

−m
u

}

du =

1

Cβ,m
em/x̄β,m(x̄β,m)2β−1

∫ x̄β,m

0
hβ,m(u) du =

1

2
[x̄β,mhβ,m(x̄β,m)]−1 .

In fact, by definition of median, the last integral into (4.20) is equal to 1/2. Clearly, the
same result holds for the last integral into (4.19). This concludes the proof.

�

5. Conclusions

The recent developments of mathematical modeling of social and economic phenomena
led to the study of new types of Fokker–Planck equations characterized by steady state
solutions with fat tails. For a precise study of the convergence to equilibrium of the
solution to these equations, functional inequalities with weight are the main mathematical
tool. In this paper we showed how to make use of these Fokker–Planck type equations
to obtain one-dimensional functional inequalities in sharp form. This method is closely
connected to kinetic theory, and more in general to statistical physics, and gives a new
light to the meaning of these inequalities, in agreement with the results obtained in the
case of the classical Fokker–Planck equation [19, 27, 28].
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