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Abstract. We consider the problem of the stability (with sharp exponent) of the
Lieb–Solovej inequality for symmetric SU(N) coherent states, which was obtained
only recently by the authors. Here, we propose an elementary proof of this result,
based on reformulating the Wehrl-type entropy as a function defined on the unit
sphere in Cd, for some suitable d, and on some explicit (and somewhat surprising)
computations.

1. Introduction

Recent years have witnessed an intense and fruitful interest in various questions
connected with the Wehrl-type entropy conjecture. The origins of this problem date
back to the late 1970s, when Wehrl [23] introduced a notion of classical entropy
for quantum-mechanical density matrices on L2(R) and conjectured that Glauber
coherent states, which are coherent states in representations of the Heisenberg group,
are the only optimizers for this entropy. Within a short period, Lieb [16] proved that
coherent states are indeed optimizers (with uniqueness established later by Carlen
[2]) and suggested that an analogous result should hold also for Bloch coherent
spin states, which are coherent states for the irreducible representations of SU(2).
This new conjecture was proven in full generality several years later by Lieb and
Solovej [18], who further generalized their proof [19] in order to show an analogous
result for the symmetric SU(N) coherent states (N ≥ 2) (see also [22, 5] for the
full conjecture on Glauber coherent states and [12] for SU(1, 1) coherent states).
However, the question of uniqueness of the optimizers for the SU(2) and the SU(N)
Wehrl-type entropy remained open until recently. For the SU(2) case, it was proved
independently and simultaneously in [5] and in [13], while the SU(N) case was finally
settled in [21]. Along with the question of uniqueness, the issue of stability was also
addressed in recent years. Roughly speaking, the goal of a stability estimate is to
prove and quantify the idea that states with almost minimal entropy should be almost
coherent states. The stability of the Lieb–Solovej inequality for SU(2) coherent states
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was proved in [8], while for symmetric SU(N) coherent states it was proved in [21]
(see also [6, 9, 10, 20] for the stability of the estimate in the case of Glauber and
SU(1, 1) coherent states). In all these cases, the proof relies on a careful and highly
nontrivial study of the measure of the super-level sets of the Husimi function (see
below) using a technique first introduced in [9, Lemma 2.1].

The main goal of this paper is to prove the stability of the estimate for the Wehrl-
type entropy conjecture for symmetric SU(N) coherent states using only elementary
tools and avoiding any study of the measure of the super-level sets of the Husimi
function. In fact, to simplify matters and avoid additional technicalities, we will focus
on the case of pure states, although this method could likely be adapted to handle
density matrices as well. The main idea of the proof is to rephrase the problem in
order to express the Wehrl-type entropy as a function on the unit sphere in a high-
dimensional Euclidean space. Then, we are able to compute the second differential
of the entropy on the submanifold where the entropy achieves its minimum value,
and we can show that it is uniformly positive definite on the normal bundle to the
submanifold (in fact, we will instead consider an equivalent formulation with a convex
function rather than a concave one, which corresponds to a maximization problem).

Although this approach is elementary, it requires some lengthy—and somewhat
surprising—computations. In order to make things clearer, we have organized the
paper as follows.

In Section 2 we fix the notation and rephrase the problem in order to write the
Wehrl-type entropy as a function on the unit sphere in Cd, for a suitable dimension
d. This geometric setting requires some preliminary notions of differential geometry,
which are gathered at the end of the section. In Section 3 we prove the stability
result under an additional smoothness assumption (which is satisfied in the special
cases of interest; see Remark 3.3 below). This enables us to present the core concept
of the proof without encountering further technical complications. The proof of the
result in full generality is then given in Section 4 and will require some technical
(and more cumbersome) lemmas that are collected in Appendix A.

2. Notation and rephrasing of the problem in terms of holomorphic
polynomials

2.1. Notation. For z = (z1, . . . , zN), w = (w1, . . . , wN) ∈ CN and a multi-index
α = (α1, . . . , αN) ∈ NN we adopt the standard notation

zα = zα1
1 · · · zαN

N , |z|2 = |z1|2 + · · ·+ |zN |2, z · w = z1w1 + · · ·+ zNwN ,

|α| = α1 + · · ·+ αN , α! = α1! · · ·αN !
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Given M ∈ N and a multi-index α ∈ NN of length at most M we have(
M

α

)
=

M !

α1! · · ·αN !(M − |α|)!
.

Dealing with sums over a multi-index, we denote by∑
|α|≤M

the sum over all multi-indices α ∈ NN of total length at most M , and by∑
α̸=0

the sum over all multi-indices of total length at most M except for the null multi-
index, the condition |α| ≤M being understood (this should cause no confusion, since
M is fixed throughout the paper). Similarly, we denote by∑

α̸=β

the double sums over all multi-indices α and β (of length at most M) that are not
equal (i.e. they differ in at least one component).

2.2. From the original setting to the unit sphere. The original theorem by
Lieb and Solovej [19] is stated in terms of symmetric representations of SU(N + 1)

as follows. Fix N ≥ 1, M ≥ 1 and consider the Hilbert space HM = (
⊗M CN+1)sym,

that is the image of
⊗M CN+1 under the projection

PM(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vM) =
1

M !

∑
σ∈SM

vσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vσ(M),

where SM denotes the permutation group over {1, . . . ,M}. We denote by ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩
the inner product of ψ, ϕ ∈ HM , with the agreement that it is linear in the second
argument. On HM , we consider the representation of the group SU(N +1) given by

R(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vM) = (Rv1)⊗ · · · ⊗ (RvM), R ∈ SU(N + 1)

and extended on the whole HM by linearity. Fix a normalized vector v ∈ CN+1.
Given a density matrix ρ (that is, a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on HM with
trace one), its Husimi function uρ : SU(N + 1) → R is defined as

uρ(R) = ⟨⊗MRv|ρ| ⊗M Rv⟩, R ∈ SU(N + 1).
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It is easy to see ([19]) that uρ is continuous (in fact real-analytic), and satisfies
0 ≤ uρ ≤ 1, as well as

(2.1) dim(HM)

∫
SU(N+1)

uρ(R) dR = 1,

where dR denotes the Haar probability measure on SU(N + 1).
Then, the Lieb–Solovej inequality [19, Theorem 2.1] states that, for any convex

function Φ: [0, 1] → R, the Wehrl-type entropy

G(ρ) =

∫
SU(N+1)

Φ(uρ(R)) dR

is maximized by (symmetric) coherent states, that is, when

ρ = | ⊗M v⟩⟨⊗Mv|
for some v ∈ CN+1 of norm one. In fact, with a slight abuse of language, we will call
a coherent state any vector of the type ⊗Mv ∈ HM , with v ∈ CN+1, |v| = 1.

Remark 2.1. Note that any coherent state can be written as ⊗MRv0 for some R ∈
SU(N + 1), where v0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ CN+1. In other words, the subset of coherent
states is the orbit in HM of the coherent state associated with the vector v0 under
the action of SU(N + 1).

Note that, when Φ is affine, G is constant (as easily seen from the normalization
(2.1)), whereas if Φ is strictly convex in some interval (a, 1) with a ∈ (0, 1) then
coherent states are the only maximizers (see [21, Theorem 1.2 and Remark 4.3]).
Moreover, the estimate is stable, meaning that a density matrix ρ that almost maxi-
mizes the functional G is almost a coherent state. To make this precise, we introduce
the distance, in the trace norm, between ρ and the subset of coherent states, that is,

D[ρ] = inf
v∈CN+1,|v|=1

∥ρ− | ⊗M v⟩⟨⊗Mv|∥1.

Theorem 2.2 ([21]). For every convex function Φ: [0, 1] → R that is strictly convex
in some interval (a, 1) with a ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant c > 0 such that for
every density matrix ρ on HM we have∫

SU(N+1)

Φ(u0(R)) dR−
∫
SU(N+1)

Φ(uρ(R)) dR ≥ cD[ρ]2,

where u0 is the Husimi function of any coherent state.

Remark 2.3. Actually, this theorem holds as long as Φ is not affine in (a, 1) for every
a ∈ (0, 1) (see [21, Remark 4.4]). However, for the sake of clarity, we will work under
the slightly stronger assumption that Φ is strictly convex in some interval (a, 1), for
some a ∈ (0, 1).
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As already mentioned in the introduction, the goal of this paper is to give an
elementary proof of this stability estimate for pure states (i.e. when ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| for
some ψ ∈ HM). In order to pursue this goal, we need to rephrase the problem in a
more geometrical setting. Following the argument presented in [21, Section 3.1] one
can show that, for pure states, the Wehrl-type entropy can be written as∫

CN

Φ

(
|F (z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M

)
dν(z),

where

(2.2) F (z) = ⟨⊗M(1, z)|ψ⟩, z ∈ CN

is a holomorphic polynomial (since the inner product is linear in the second argument)
on CN of degree at mostM and dν is a probability measure (see below for the explicit
expression). Since the correspondence between unit pure state vectors and suitably
normalized holomorphic polynomials of this kind is one-to-one, we are naturally led
to consider the reproducing kernel Hilbert space PM of holomorphic polynomials on
CN of degree at most M , endowed with the norm

(2.3) ∥F∥2PM
= dim(PM)

∫
CN

|F (z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M
dν(z),

where

(2.4) dim(PM) =

(
M +N

N

)
=: d

and

(2.5) dν(z) = cN(1 + |z|2)−N−1dA(z), cN = N !/πN

is a probability measure on CN ; here dA(z) denotes the Lebesgue measure on CN .
The normalized monomials

eα(z) = cαz
α, z ∈ CN , α ∈ NN , |α| ≤M,

where cα =
√(

M
α

)
, form an orthonormal basis of PM , therefore, we immediately have

the expression of the reproducing kernel

K(z, w) :=
∑

|α|≤M

eα(z)eα(w) = (1 + z · w)M ,

whereas the normalized reproducing kernel at a point w ∈ CN is

kw(z) :=
K(z, w)

∥K(·, w)∥PM

=
(1 + z · w)M

(1 + |w|2)M/2
, z ∈ CN .
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With a slight abuse of notation, we define the Wehrl-type entropy of a normalized
polynomial F ∈ PM as

(2.6) G(F ) =

∫
CN

Φ

(
|F (z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M

)
dν(z).

Among all normalized polynomials in PM this entropy is maximized by the normal-
ized (multiples of the) reproducing kernels, that is, on the subset

V := {eiθkw : w ∈ CN , θ ∈ R} ⊂ PM ,

since the normalized (multiples of the) reproducing kernels are exactly the polynomi-
als that arise from coherent states through the formula (2.2). Thus, the supremum of
G over all possible normalized polynomials in PM is achieved at any normalized re-
producing kernel, and choosing the reproducing kernel at w = 0 (that is, the constant
function 1) we obtain

supG =

∫
CN

Φ

(
1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
dν(z).

Given a normalized polynomial F ∈ PM , the distance from F to V is, by definition,

D[F ] = inf{∥F − eiθkw∥PM
: w ∈ CN , θ ∈ R}.

Then, Theorem 2.2 (for pure states) can be rephrased as follows.

Theorem 2.4. For every convex function Φ: [0, 1] → R that is strictly convex in
some interval (a, 1) with a ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant c > 0 such that

supG−G(F ) ≥ cD[F ]2

for every normalized polynomial F ∈ PM .

Remark 2.5. Let ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| and let F ∈ PM be the polynomial associated with the
pure state ψ ∈ HM . Since unit pure state vectors are in one-to-one correspondence
with normalized polynomials in PM , and since we are dealing with finite-dimensional
spaces, the distances D[ρ] and D[F ] are equivalent, meaning that there is a constant
C > 0 such that

C−1D[ρ] ≤ D[F ] ≤ CD[ρ].

For this reason, Theorem 2.2 (for pure states) and Theorem 2.4 are equivalent.

To prove Theorem 2.4, we will not work directly with polynomials, but rather with
their coefficients in the monomial basis, expressing a normalized polynomial F ∈ PM

as

F (z) =
∑

|α|≤M

Xαeα(z), z ∈ CN ,
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where the vector X = (Xα)|α|≤M , due to the orthonormality of the eα’s, belongs to
the 2d− 1 dimensional sphere S := S2d−1 ⊂ R2d ≃ Cd. Hence, with a slight abuse of
notation, for X = (Xα) ∈ S we can write

(2.7) G(X) =

∫
CN

Φ

(
|
∑

|α|≤M Xαeα(z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M

)
dν(z).

In this way, we can regard the Wehrl-type entropy as a function G : S → R, which
achieves its maximum at every point of the set

V :=
{
X ∈ S :

∑
|α|≤M

Xαeα = eiθkw for some θ ∈ R, w ∈ CN
}
.

In the following, we will see that V is a smooth submanifold of S, of dimension
2N + 1.

Endowing S with the Riemannian metric induced by R2d ≃ Cd, and denoting by
dist(X, V ) the geodesic distance from X ∈ S to V , we can restate Theorem 2.4 as
follows.

Theorem 2.6. For every convex function Φ: [0, 1] → R that is strictly convex in
some interval (a, 1), with a ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant c > 0 such that

(2.8) sup
S
G−G(X) ≥ c dist(X, V )2

for every X ∈ S.

This theorem is equivalent to Theorem 2.4 because D[F ] is the Euclidean distance
from X to V , and the geodesic distance on S is equivalent to the Euclidean distance,
when S is seen as a subset of Cd. Indeed, if X1, X2 ∈ S,

|X1 −X2| = 2 sin(dist(X1, X2)/2).

Remark 2.7. So far we have seen that there is a unitary correspondence between HM

and the space of polynomials PM , and we now have another unitary map PM → Cd ⊃
S. Due to these correspondences, the action of SU(N + 1) on HM is automatically
transferred on PM , Cd and S. Moreover, since the set of coherent states in HM is an
orbit of SU(N + 1) and since the coherent states are in one-to-one correspondence
with the points of V (whether viewed as a subset of the normalized polynomials in
PM or as a subset of S), the isometric action of SU(N +1) on S is, in fact, transitive
on V . This will be of great importance in the following, as it will allow us to transfer
any result proved for a single point in V to every other point in V .

We point out that this unitary correspondence between HM and Cd can be made
explicit considering a particular orthonormal basis of HM . In fact, denoting with
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{ιn}Nn=0 the canonical basis of CN+1, it is easy to see that the vectors

ψα =

√(
M

α

)
PM(ι0 ⊗ · · · ι0︸ ︷︷ ︸

M−|α| times

⊗ ι1 ⊗ · · · ι1︸ ︷︷ ︸
α1 times

⊗ · · · ⊗ ιN ⊗ · · · ⊗ ιN︸ ︷︷ ︸
αN times

),

with α ∈ NN of length at most M , form an orthonormal basis of HM and are such
that

⟨⊗M(1, z)|ψα⟩ = eα(z).

Therefore, the unitary correspondence that we obtained through PM is simply the
map

HM ∋ ψ =
∑

|α|≤M

Xαψα 7→ (Xα)|α|≤M ∈ Cd.

2.3. Preliminaries of differential geometry. We conclude this section with some
preliminaries of differential geometry. First of all, we notice that the subset V where
G achieves its maximum is a smooth submanifold of S of dimension 2N+1 since it is
the preimage of the Veronese variety under the canonical projection π : S → CP d (see
[7, Section 11.3] and [21, Remark 2.1 (ii)]), which is smooth (see [11, Page 184]), and
the above projection is a submersion (see [14, Theorem 6.30]). For more information
on the connection between coherent states and rational curves, see, for example, [1].

For any point X ∈ V ⊂ S we have the decomposition

TXS = TXV ⊕ (TXV )⊥.

In the following, we are going to consider the ε-neighborhood of V , that is the set

Uε = {X ∈ S : dist(X,V ) < ε},
where the distance is intended in the geodesic sense. Then, it is well known (see [15,
Theorem 6.40]) that Uε is also a ε-tubular neighborhood of V , which means that
every point in Uε is of the form X(t) where X : (−ε, ε) → S is a geodesic with unit
speed and such that X(0) ∈ V , X ′(0) ∈ (TX(0)V )⊥ ⊂ TX(0)S. In other words, Uε is
the image of the exponential map restricted to the normal bundle of V .

Rather than at a generic point X ∈ S, we will perform the computations at
X0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), where the expressions of the tangent and normal spaces take the
simple forms

TX0S = {Y = (Yα)|α|≤M ∈ Cd : ReY0 = 0},
TX0V = {Y = (Yα)|α|≤M ∈ TX0S : Yα = 0 for |α| ≥ 2},

(TX0V )⊥ = {Y = (Yα)|α|≤M ∈ TX0S : Yα = 0 for |α| ≤ 1}.
To obtain the expression for TX0V , consider a smooth curve v : (−ε, ε) → S such that
v(0) = v0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ CN+1, and note that ⊗Mv(t) is a curve on the submanifold
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of coherent states passing through ⊗Mv0, whose corresponding polynomials are given
by

⟨⊗M(1, z)| ⊗M v(t)⟩ = ⟨(1, z)|v(t)⟩M =
∑

|α|≤M

Xα(t)eα(z), z ∈ CN

where X(t) is a smooth curve in V ⊂ S such that X(0) = X0. Differentiation at
t = 0 gives

M(v′0(t) +
N∑
j=1

v′j(t)zj) =
∑

|α|≤M

X ′
α(0)eα(z),

which proves the inclusion TX0V ⊆ {Y ∈ TX0S : Yα = 0 for |α| ≥ 2}. The reverse
inclusion follows observing that the two spaces have the same dimension, since V is
a submanifold of S of dimension 2N + 1.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.6 when Φ is of class C2

To illustrate the main idea of the proof, in this section we prove Theorem 2.6
under the additional assumption that Φ ∈ C2([0, 1]). In this case, also the Wehrl-
type entropy function G in (2.7) is easily seen to be of class C2, which simplifies the
proof. The key points of the proof are:

• the value of G at points far from V is uniformly distant from the maximal
value of G;

• the second differential of G at every point X ∈ V is negative semidefinite on
TXS and negative definite on the orthogonal space (TXV )⊥.

These ideas are formalized by the following lemmas, the first of which does not
actually depend on the regularity of G and, in fact, will also be used in the proof for
general Φ in Section 4. We also observe that the constant c in this lemma is explicit,
in the sense that it is not obtained by a compactness argument.

Lemma 3.1. Let Φ: [0, 1] → R be a convex function that is strictly convex in some
interval (a, 1) with a ∈ (0, 1). Then, for every ε > 0 small enough there exists c > 0
such that, for every X ∈ S, if dist(X,V ) ≥ ε then

sup
S
G−G(X) ≥ c.

In particular, up to reducing the constant c, we have

sup
S
G−G(X) ≥ c dist(X, V )2 whenever dist(X, V ) ≥ ε.

Proof. We use the notation of Section 2. Let F =
∑

|α|≤M Xαeα ∈ PM be the

polynomial associated with X = (Xα) ∈ S and let

T := sup
z∈CN

|F (z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M
∈ [0, 1].
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We start by proving that, if dist(X, V ) ≥ ε, then 1−T ≥ τ for some positive constant
τ that depends only on ε. We have

D[F ]2 = inf
θ∈R,w∈CN

||F − eiθkw||2PM
= inf

θ∈R,w∈CN

(
2− 2Re e−iθ F (w)

(1 + |w|2)M/2

)
= 2− 2 sup

θ∈R,w∈CN

Re e−iθ F (w)

(1 + |w|2)M/2
= 2− 2 sup

w∈CN

|F (w)|
(1 + |w|2)M/2

= 2− 2
√
T .

As observed in Section 2, D[F ] is just the Euclidean distance from X to V in Cd,
while for the geodesic distance in the unit sphere we have dist(X, V ) ≤ CD[F ] for
some positive constant C. Therefore

ε ≤ dist(X,V ) ≤ CD[F ] = C

√
2− 2

√
T ,

and rearranging this expression we obtain that 1 − T ≥ τ for every ε small enough
and for some τ > 0 depending on ε.

Let F , X and T be as above, with dist(X,V ) ≥ ε so that 1− T ≥ τ , and consider
the decomposition Φ = Φ1 + Φ2, where

Φ1(t) =

{
Φ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]

Φ′
−(T )(t− T ) + Φ(T ), t ∈ (T, 1]

(Φ′
− denotes the left derivative of Φ). Denoting by G1 and G2 the corresponding

Wehrl-type entropies, since both Φ1 and Φ2 are convex, we have

sup
S
G−G(F ) = sup

S
G1 −G1(F ) + sup

S
G2 −G2(F ) ≥ sup

S
G2 −G2(F ) = sup

S
G2,

where the first equality holds since G1 and G2 both achieve their maximum on V
(by the Lieb–Solovej inequality) while the last equality follows from the fact that
Φ2(t) = 0 for t ≤ T .

To give an estimate from below of supG2, we consider the distribution function of
1/(1 + |z|2)M , that is,

µ0(t) = ν({z ∈ CN : 1/(1 + |z|2)M > t}).

Its explicit expression µ0(t) := (1− t1/M)N for t ∈ [0, 1] (see [21, Equation (4.3)]) is
not needed here, where we just observe that µ0(t) > 0 for t ∈ [0, 1).
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Recalling the expression of the supremum of G2 (2.6) and using the layer cake
representation [17, Theorem 1.13], since limt→0+ Φ2(t) = 0 we have

supG2 =

∫
C
Φ2

(
1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
dν(z)

=

∫ 1

0

Φ′
2(t)µ0(t) dt

=

∫ 1

T

(Φ′(t)− Φ′
−(T ))µ0(t) dt

≥
∫ 1

1−τ

(Φ′(t)− Φ′
−(1− τ))µ0(t) dt

= c ≥ c

2
· 2(1−

√
T ) =

c

2
D[F ]2 ≥ c′ dist(X, V )2,

where c, c′ > 0 because by assumption Φ is strictly convex in an interval of positive
length contained in (1− τ, 1). This concludes the proof. □

We now establish the desired stability estimate near V , for which the following
lemma plays a crucial role (we alert the reader that some of the computations are
deferred to the appendix to maintain continuity of reading).

Lemma 3.2. Let Φ: [0, 1] → R be a convex function of class C2([0, 1]) that is strictly
convex in some interval (a, 1) with a ∈ (0, 1). Then, the second differential of G at
X0 ∈ V is negative semi-definite on TX0S and negative definite on the orthogonal
space (TX0V )⊥, that is

• d2
X0
G(Y ) ≤ 0 for every Y ∈ TX0S;

• d2
X0
G(Y ) ≤ −c|Y |2 for every Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥,

where c > 0.

Proof. By SU(N + 1) invariance (see Remark 2.7), it suffices to consider the point
X0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ V . Consider a smooth curve X : (−ε, ε) → S such that X(0) =
X0 and let Y = (Yα)|α|≤M = X ′(0) ∈ TX0S. Since X(0) = (1, 0, . . . , 0) and ReY0 = 0
(see Section 2.3),

d2
X0
G(Y ) :=

d2

dt2
G(X(t))|t=0 =

∫
CN

Φ′′
(

1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
(2Re

∑
α̸=0 Yαeα(z))

2

(1 + |z|2)2M
dν(z)

+

∫
CN

Φ′
(

1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
2Re

∑
|α|≤M X ′′

α(0)eα(z) + 2|
∑

|α|≤M Yαeα(z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M
dν(z).

We point out that the term Re
∑

|α|≤M X ′′
α(0)eα(z) can be replaced with just ReX ′′

0 (0)

(the pedex 0 stands for the multi-index in NN with 0 in all components). For, passing
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to polar coordinates and integrating in the angular component first, one sees that
the integrals of Re eα(z) vanish for α ̸= 0, since eα(0) = 0 and eα(z) (being the real
part of a holomorphic function) is harmonic. We also observe that

ReX ′′
0 (0) = −

∑
|α|≤M

|Yα|2,

as can be seen by differentiating twice the identity |X(t)|2 = 1 and evaluating at
t = 0. Concerning the other terms, we have

(2Re
∑
α̸=0

Yαeα(z))
2 = 2

∑
α̸=0

|Yα|2|eα(z)|2 + 2Re[
∑
α,β ̸=0

YαYβeα(z)eβ(z)

+
∑

α̸=β;α,β ̸=0

YαYβeα(z)eβ(z)].

Again, using polar coordinates one sees that all the terms on the right-hand side,
with the exception of the first, give a zero contribution in the integral (the term

ReYαYβeα(z)eβ(z) is not harmonic in general, yet its integral on every shell is zero
since α ̸= β). Similarly,

|
∑

|α|≤M

Yαeα(z)|2 =
∑

|α|≤M

|Yα|2|eα(z)|2 +
∑
α̸=β

YαYβeα(z)eβ(z)

and, again, the integral of the last sum is zero.
Thus, since |e0(z)|2 = 1 we are left with

(3.1)
1

2
d2
X0
G(Y ) =

∑
α̸=0

bα|Yα|2

where

bα =

∫
CN

Φ′′
(

1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
|eα(z)|2

(1 + |z|2)2M
dν(z)

+

∫
CN

Φ′
(

1

(1 + |z|2)M

)
|eα(z)|2 − 1

(1 + |z|2)M
dν(z).

So, to prove the lemma, we just need to prove that every coefficient bα is nonnegative
for |α| = 1 and strictly negative for 2 ≤ |α| ≤ M . To do so, we pass to the polar
coordinates z = ρω, where ρ ≥ 0 and ω ∈ S2N−1 ⊂ CN (unit sphere in CN), so that

dν =
cNρ

2N−1

(1 + ρ2)N+1
dρ dω,

where cN is the normalization constant for the measure dν in (2.5). Observe that
1/cN is the volume of the unit ball in CN (that is, the real 2N -ball), therefore
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cN/(2N)dω is the normalized surface measure on S2N−1. For ease of notation we let

(3.2) c̃2α := c2α

∫
S2N−1

|ωα|2 cN
2N

dω,

whose explicit expression can be found below in Lemma A.2.
Hence, passing to polar coordinates in the integrals defining bα, after the further

change of variable ρ2 = s we have to study the sign of

N

∫ ∞

0

Φ′′
(

1

(1 + s)M

)
c̃2αs

|α|+N−1

(1 + s)2M+N+1
ds+N

∫ ∞

0

Φ′
(

1

(1 + s)M

)
c̃2αs

|α|+N−1 − sN−1

(1 + s)M+N+1
ds.

In view of integrating by parts the second term, using Lemma A.1 we can prelimi-
narily compute∫ s

0

c̃2ασ
|α|+N−1 − σN−1

(1 + σ)M+N+1
dσ =

c̃2α(1 + s)−(M+N)

AM,N,|α|

M+N∑
j=|α|+N

(
M +N

j

)
sj

− (1 + s)−(M+N)

AM,N,0

M+N∑
j=N

(
M +N

j

)
sj

= − c̃
2
α(1 + s)−(M+N)

AM,N,|α|

|α|+N−1∑
j=N

(
M +N

j

)
sj,

where in the last step we used Lemma A.2 (see below for the explicit expression of
AM,N,|α|). From this and from the fact that Φ′(t) has finite limits at 0+ and at 1−, it
is immediate to see that the boundary term in the integration by parts vanishes and
therefore we end up with

(3.3)

bα = N

∫ ∞

0

Φ′′
(

1

(1 + s)M

)
c̃2α

(1 + s)2M+N+1

[
s|α|+N−1

− M

AM,N,|α|

|α|+N−1∑
j=N

(
M +N

j

)
sj
]
ds.

Now, we have
M

AM,N,1

(
M +N

N

)
= 1,

so for |α| = 1 the integral is 0 (which is clear since Y ∈ TX0V and G is constant on
V ), while for |α| > 1 we have

M

AM,N,|α|

(
M +N

|α|+N − 1

)
=

M

M − |α|+ 1
> 1,



AN ELEMENTARY APPROACH TO WEHRL-TYPE ENTROPY BOUND 14

that is, the coefficient of the monomial of degree |α| + N − 1 is strictly negative.
Hence, the expression in square brackets is strictly negative for every s > 0. Finally,
by assumption, Φ′′ ≥ 0 and Φ is strictly convex in an interval of the type (a, 1), for
some a ∈ (0, 1), and the desired conclusion follows. □

Proof of Theorem 2.6 for Φ of class C2. Assume, in addition to the hypothesis in
the statement, that Φ ∈ C2([0, 1]). Let ε > 0 to be fixed later. As already recalled
in Section 2.3, every point in the ε-neighborhood of V can be reached by a geodesic
X : (−ε, ε) → S parametrized with unit speed such that X(0) = X0 ∈ V , with an
initial velocity Y = X ′(0) ∈ (TX0V )⊥ such that |Y | = 1. In this case, for ε sufficiently
small and t ∈ (−ε, ε) we have, for some ξ ∈ [−|t|, |t|] and c > 0,

sup
S
G−G(X(t)) = G(X(0))−G(X(t))

= −1

2
(G ◦X)′′(ξ)t2

≥ ct2 = c dist(X(t), V )2,

where we applied Lemma 3.2 and the fact that the function (G◦X)′′(t) is continuous,
uniformly with respect to Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥, with |Y | = 1. This fixes the value of ε and
gives the desired estimate where dist(X,S) < ε. Then, for this value of ε we apply
Lemma 3.1 and obtain the estimate also where dist(X,V ) ≥ ε. □

Remark 3.3. Wehrl’s original entropy is defined with Φ(t) = t log t, which is not in
C2([0, 1]). Nevertheless, one can easily adapt the above proof to this case, using the
decomposition Φ = Φ1 + Φ2 where

Φ1(t) =


1

2
Φ′′(a)(t− a)2 + Φ′(a)(t− a) + Φ(a), t ∈ [0, a]

Φ(t), t ∈ (a, 1]

,

for some a ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, since Φ2 := Φ−Φ1 is convex, reasoning as in the proof of
Lemma 3.1 one sees that it is enough to prove the desired estimate for the Wehrl-type
entropy associated with Φ1, which belongs to C2([0, 1]) and satisfies the assumptions
of Theorem 2.6.

4. Proof Theorem 2.6 for an arbitrary convex function

When Φ is not C2 the previous argument breaks down and some additional work
is required. In fact, we will approximate Φ by smooth functions and compute the
second differential of the smoothed G’s at points that are not in V , in which case
the computation is more involved. The proof of the following lemma is postponed
to Appendix A.
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Lemma 4.1. Let X0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Cd. For every 0 < a < b < 1 there exist ε > 0
and a continuous function h(τ, t, Y ), defined for τ ∈ (a, b), |t| < ε and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥

with |Y | = 1, such that the following representation formula holds.
If X(t, Y ) denotes the unit-speed geodesic in S ⊂ Cd, with X(0, Y ) = X0 and

initial velocity ∂tX(0, Y ) = Y , for every convex function Φ ∈ C2([0, 1]) such that Φ′′

is supported in (a, b) it holds

(4.1) ∂2ttG(X(t, Y )) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h(τ, t, Y ) dτ, |t| < ε, Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥, |Y | = 1.

Moreover, h(τ, 0, Y ) < 0 for every τ ∈ (a, b) and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥ with |Y | = 1.

Proof of Theorem 2.6 in full generality. Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small, to be fixed
later. In view of Lemma 3.1 it is sufficient to prove the estimate

(4.2) sup
S
G−G(X) ≥ c dist(X, V )2 if dist(X,V ) < ε.

To this end, let 0 < a < b < 1 and decompose Φ = Φ1 + Φ2, where Φ1 is the affine
continuation of Φ|[a,b], that is

Φ1(t) =


Φ′

+(a)(t− a) + Φ(a), t ∈ [0, a)

Φ(t), t ∈ [a, b]

Φ′
−(b)(t− b) + Φ(b), t ∈ (b, 1].

Then, since both Φ1 and Φ2 are convex, denoting with G1 and G2 the corresponding
entropies we have

sup
S
G−G(X) = sup

S
G1 −G1(X) + sup

S
G2 −G2(X) ≥ sup

S
G1 −G1(X),

where in the first equality we used the fact that both G1 and G2 achieve their
supremum at every point of V (by Lieb–Solovej inequality). Therefore, it suffices to
prove the estimate (4.2) for Φ1. Also, by the assumption on Φ, if b is sufficienly close
to 1, Φ1 will be strictly convex in some small interval contained in [a, b].

Hence, we can assume that Φ : [0, 1] → R is convex, affine in [0, a] and in [b, 1],
with Φ′′, regarded as a positive Radon measure in (0,1), non zero and supported in
[a, b].

Again we recall that every point of the ε-neighborhood of V in S is of the form
X(t), where X : (−ε, ε) → S is a geodesic, parametrized with unit speed, starting
from a point X0 ∈ V and such that Y = X ′(0) ∈ (TX0V )⊥. With this in mind, the
inequality (4.2) can be rephrased as

(4.3) G(X(0))−G(X(t)) ≥ ct2 ∀t ∈ (−ε, ε)

for some c > 0, since |t| is exactly the geodesic distance from X(t) to V .
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We now approximate Φ with more regular convex functions. First, we extend Φ to
a function defined on R, affine on (−∞, a] and on [b,+∞). Then, by convolution with
a standard mollifier (see [4, Section 6.3]) we construct a sequence of convex functions
Φn : [0, 1] → R such that, possibly for a slightly larger interval [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1),

• Φn ∈ C2([0, 1]);
• Φn → Φ uniformly in [0, 1];
• Φ′′

n has compact support in (a, b);
• Φ′′

n → Φ as (positive, finite) Radon measures on (0,1), that is, in the distri-
bution sense.

We denote with Gn the corresponding Wehrl-type entropies. Using dominated con-
vergence we have

G(X(0))−G(X(t)) = lim
n→∞

(
Gn(X(0))−Gn(X(t))

)
and applying Taylor’s formula to the Gn’s we see that

Gn(X(0))−Gn(X(t)) = −1

2
(Gn ◦X)′′(ξn)t

2

for some ξn such that |ξn| ≤ |t|. Therefore, to prove the stability estimate (4.3), we
just need to prove that (Gn ◦X)′′(ξ) < −c < 0 for some constant c independent of n
and for every ξ ∈ (−ε, ε). By SU(N + 1) invariance (see Remark 2.7) it is sufficient
to prove this when X(0) = X0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Cd.
From Lemma 4.1 (applied to a slightly larger interval (a, b)) we have

(Gn ◦X)′′(ξ) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′
n(τ)h(τ, ξ, Y )dτ,

(recall, Y = X ′(0)) where h(τ, 0, Y ) < −c < 0 for τ ∈ [a, b] and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥ with
|Y | = 1. However, since h is continuous, possibly with a smaller constant c we have,
for ε sufficiently small, that h(τ, ξ, Y ) < −c < 0 for every τ ∈ (a, b), ξ ∈ (−ε, ε) and
Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥ with |Y | = 1. Hence, for t ∈ (−ε, ε) we have

G(X(0))−G(X(t)) = lim
n→∞

Gn(X(0))−Gn(X(t))

= lim
n→∞

−1

2
(Gn ◦X)′′(ξn)t

2

= lim
n→∞

−t
2

2

∫ b

a

Φ′′
n(τ)h(ξn, τ)dτ,
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and therefore

G(X(0))−G(X(t)) ≥ ct2 lim
n→∞

∫ b

a

Φ′′
n(τ)dτ

= ct2 lim
n→∞

∫ 1

0

Φ′′
n(τ)dτ

= cΦ′′((0, 1))t2 = c′t2

where Φ′′((0, 1)) > 0 denotes the total mass of the measure Φ′′. The stability estimate
(4.3) is therefore proved and this concludes the proof. □

Appendix A. Technical lemmas

In this appendix, we have gathered several technical lemmas.

Lemma A.1. Let N ≥ 1, M ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ K ≤M . Then, for s ≥ 0,

(A.1)

∫ s

0

σK+N−1

(1 + σ)M+N+1
dσ =

(1 + s)−(M+N)

AM,N,K

M+N∑
j=K+N

(
M +N

j

)
sj

where

(A.2) AM,N,K = (M −K + 1)

(
M +N

K +N − 1

)
.

Proof. After changing the variable τ = σ/(1+σ) one recognizes the expression of the
incomplete beta function (up to the normalization constant), for which the expression
(A.1) has been known for a long time (see [3, Formula 2.5]). □

Lemma A.2. The coefficients c̃2α defined in (3.2) are given by

c̃2α =
(N − 1)!M !

(N + |α| − 1)!(M − |α|)!
=
AM,N,|α|

AM,N,0

,

where the numbers AM,N,|α| are defined in (A.2).

Proof. Recalling the expression of the norm (2.3) in PM we have

1 = d

∫
CN

c2α|zα|2

(1 + |z|2)M+N+1
cNdA(z)

= dN

∫
S2N−1

c2α|ωα| cN
2N

dω

∫ ∞

0

s|α|+N−1

(1 + s)M+N+1
ds

=
dN

AM,N,|α|
c̃2α,

where in the last equality we used (A.1). Then, recalling the explicit expression of d
(2.4) it is immediately seen that dN = AM,N,0. □
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Proof of Lemma 4.1. For simplicity of notation, let us set X(t) = X(t, Y ). Similarly,
we will omit the dependence on Y of various functions below.

Let ε > 0, to be chosen later on. Let Φ be as in statement, in particular with Φ′′

compactly supported in (a, b). We have to compute the second derivative of

(G ◦X)(t) =

∫
CN

Φ(u(z, t)) dν(z)

for |t| < ε, where

u(z, t) = u(z, t, Y ) =
|
∑

|α|≤M Xα(t)eα(z)|2

(1 + |z|2)M

(recall that Xα(t) = Xα(t, Y ) will also depend smoothly on Y ).
Since

∫
CN u(z, t)dν(z) = 1 for all t and Y , we can suppose, without loss of gener-

ality, that Φ(0) = Φ′(0) = 0. Therefore, we have

Φ(υ) =

∫ υ

0

∫ σ

0

Φ′′(τ) dτ dσ,

which allows us to rewrite

(G ◦X)(t) =

∫
CN

∫ u(z,t)

0

∫ σ

0

Φ′′(τ) dτ dσ dν(z).

Differentiating twice with respect to t leads to

(G ◦X)′′(t) =

∫
CN

Φ′′(u(z, t))(∂tu(z, t))
2 dν(z)

+

∫
CN

(∫ u(z,t)

0

Φ′′(τ) dτ
)
∂2ttu(z, t) dν(z)

=

∫
CN

Φ′′(u(z, t))(∂tu(z, t))
2 dν(z)

+

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)
(∫

{u(·,t)>τ}
∂2ttu(z, t) dν(z)

)
dτ.

Our goal is to rewrite the first integral using the coarea formula in order to obtain
the representation formula (4.1). Before doing so, we notice that there exist ε > 0
and a compact subset K ⊂ CN \ {0} such that, for all |t| < ε and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥,
with |Y | = 1,

a ≤ u(z, t) ≤ b =⇒ z ∈ K.

Indeed, since for t = 0 we have u(z, 0) = (1+ |z|2)−M and since X(t) has unit speed,
we have |u(z, t)− (1 + |z|2)−M | ≤ Cε for |t| < ε and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥ with |Y | = 1, if ε
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is small enough, for some constant C > 0. Hence one can take

K = {z ∈ CN : a− Cε ≤ (1 + |z|2)−M ≤ b+ Cε}.

Moreover, since ∇u(z, 0) ̸= 0 for z ∈ K, up to reducing ε if necessary, we can suppose
that |∇u(z, t)| > c > 0 for every z ∈ K, |t| < ε and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥, with |Y | = 1.
This allows us to use the coarea formula ([4, Theorem 3.13 (ii)]) and to obtain

(A.3) (G ◦X)′′(t) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h(τ, t) dτ,

where (cf. (2.5))

h(τ, t) = h(τ, t, Y ) =

∫
{u(·,t)=τ}

cN(∂tu(z, t))
2

|∇u(z, t)|2(1 + |z|2)N+1
dH2N−1(z)

+

∫
{u(·,t)>τ}

∂2ttu(z, t) dν(z)

which is the desired representation — here dH2N−1 denotes the (2N−1)-dimensional
Hausdorff measure. Moreover, since for τ ∈ (a, b), |t| < ε and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥, with
|Y | = 1, the equality u(z, t) = τ implies z ∈ K and |∇u(z, t)| > c > 0, it is easy to
see that h is continuous, as claimed.

To conclude the proof, we need to show that h(τ, 0) is strictly negative for every
τ ∈ (a, b). We observe that setting t = 0 in (A.3) we obtain

(G ◦X)′′(0) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h(τ, 0) dτ.

However, we have already computed (G ◦ X)′′(0) in the proof of Lemma 3.2. In
fact, combining equations (3.1) and (3.3), with Y = (Yα)|α|≤M = X ′(0) and with the
change of variable τ = (1 + s)−M we have obtained that

(G ◦X)′′(0) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h̃(τ)dτ,

for a continuous function h̃(τ) = h̃(τ, Y ) 1, which was found to be strictly negative

for τ ∈ (0, 1) whenever Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥. Therefore, we just need to prove that h̃(τ) =

1Specifically, with

h̃(τ, Y ) =
∑
α̸=0

2|Yα|2Nc̃2ατ
1+ N

M

[ (1− τ−1/M )|α|+N−1

M
− 1

AM,N,|α|

|α|+N−1∑
j=N

(
M +N

j

)
(1− τ−1/M )j

]
.
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h(τ, 0) for every τ ∈ (a, b). This is clear, because the equality∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h̃(τ) dτ =

∫ 1

0

Φ′′(τ)h(τ, 0) dτ

holds for every convex function Φ ∈ C2([0, 1]) whose second derivative is compactly
supported in (a, b) and, therefore, holds for every positive Radon measure in (a, b),

which implies h(τ, 0) = h̃(τ) for τ ∈ (a, b) and Y ∈ (TX0V )⊥, with |Y | = 1. □
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