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Displacement convexity
of generalized relative entropies. II

Shin-ichi Ohta*and Asuka Takatsu'
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Abstract

We introduce a class of generalized relative entropies (inspired by the Bregman
divergence in information theory) on the Wasserstein space over a weighted Rie-
mannian or Finsler manifold. We prove that the convexity of all the entropies in
this class is equivalent to the combination of the nonnegative weighted Ricci cur-
vature and the convexity of another weight function used in the definition of the
generalized relative entropies. This convexity condition corresponds to Lott and
Villani’s version of the curvature-dimension condition. As applications, we obtain
appropriate variants of the Talagrand, HWI and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities,
as well as the concentration of measures. We also investigate the gradient flow of
our generalized relative entropy.
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1 Introduction

This is a continuation of our work [OT] on the displacement convexity of generalized en-
tropies and its applications. We consider more general entropies than [OT] and generalize
most results in appropriate ways. Some of our observation shall shed new light on [OT].

It has been known since the celebrated work of McCann [Mcl] that the convexity
of an energy (entropy) functional along geodesics in the Wasserstein space plays a vital
role in the study of the existence and the uniqueness of a ground state (a minimizer of
the energy). Here the (quadratic) Wasserstein space over a complete separable metric
space (X, d) is the space P?(X) of Borel probability measures on X having finite second
moments, endowed with the Wasserstein distance function W5 derived from the Monge—
Kantorovich mass transport problem (see Subsection 2Z2). We say that a functional S
on P?(X) is displacement K-conver for K € R (HessS > K for short) if any pair



to, 1 € P*(X) can be joined by a minimal geodesic (f14)tejo1] in (P*(X), W5) such that

o) < (1= 1)) + 1) — 5 (1= 1)iWa(pao, 1)’

holds for all ¢ € [0,1]. As usual, the displacement 0-convexity may be simply called the
displacement convexity. The word ‘displacement’ is inserted for avoiding a confusion with
the convexity along the linear interpolation S((1—1)uo+tu1) < (1—1)S(po)+tS(p1). Since
we deal with only the displacement convexity, we may sometimes omit ‘displacement’.
As any geodesic in the Wasserstein space is written as the transport along geodesics
in the underlying metric space, the displacement convexity of an energy functional can
be derived from the convexity of its generating function. For instance, let SY¥ be the free

energy functional on P?(R™) consisting of the internal energy and the potential energy as

d
SY (1) ;:/ u(dl’;) d£"+/ U dp
Rn n

for absolutely continuous probability measures p on R™ with respect to the Lebesgue
measure L", where the energy density u is a function on R and the potential ¥ is a
function on R™. Then SY is strictly displacement convex if u is convex (and satisfies
certain additional conditions to be precise, see Definition B.1]) and ¥ is strictly convex,
and the unique ground state v := oL satisfies u'(0) = —W¥+\ with a normalizing constant
A. We mention that the uniqueness is measured at the level of the energy functional, that
is, we have SY(u) — SY(v) > 0 and equality holds if and only if 4 = v. Moreover, the
displacement convexity of the free energy SY is a crucial tool also in the investigation of
the asymptotic behavior of the solution to the associated evolution equation

% = div(pV[u'(p)] + pVT)

by regarding it as the gradient flow of S in the Wasserstein space (see [JKO], [AGSI],
[CMVT] and [CMV2] among others). In particular, the heat flow is regarded as the

gradient flow of the relative entropy (with respect to the Lebesgue measure)

d d
Entzn(p) == /Rn d—ﬁ'unln (d—ﬁ'un> acr,

which is also called the Kullback-Leibler divergence in information theory.

On curved spaces such as Riemannian manifolds, the displacement convexity of energy
functionals is related to the curvature of the underlying space, that is a crucial difference
from the convexity along linear interpolations (1 —t)ug + ti1. On a Riemannian manifold
equipped with the Riemannian volume measure vol,, the relative entropy is similarly

defined by
du dp
Enty, = 1 dvol, .
ttval, (1) /M dvol " <dvolg> VO

It has been shown by von Renesse and Sturm [vRS| (inspired by [CMSI] and [OV]) that
for any K € R the following are mutually equivalent:
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e The relative entropy Enty,, is displacement K-convex on (P?*(M), Ws).

e The Ricci curvature is bounded from below by K as Ric,(v,v) > K(v,v) for all
veTM.

e The heat flow is K -contractive in the sense that Wy (puy, fis) < e 5Ws(po, fip) holds
for all £ > 0 and for any weak solutions (p;)i>0, (ft)i>0 to the heat equation dp/0t =
Ap such that u; := p; voly, fiy := py vol, € P*(M).

See also [AGSIT], [AGS3], [Ohl], [Sa] and [Vi2l Chapter 23] for the connection between

the K-convexity of the functional and the K-contraction property of its gradient flow.
The displacement K-convexity of Enty, (HessEnty,, > K) is called the curvature-

dimension condition CD(K,o0) after Bakry and Emery’s pioneering work [BE]. One
remarkable point of CD(K, o) is that it can be formulated on general metric measure
spaces without any differentiable (manifold) structure. Such metric measure spaces with
Ricci curvature bounded below are independently investigated by Sturm [St2] and Lott and
Villani [LV2], and known to enjoy several properties common to Riemannian manifolds
of Ric, > K. For example, as was indicated by Otto and Villani [OV], CD(X, co) with
K > 0 implies various functional inequalities such as the Talagrand inequality, the HWI
inequality, the logarithmic Sobolev inequality and the global Poincaré inequality ([LV2,
Section 6]).

The curvature-dimension condition CD(K, 00) is generalized to CD(K, N) for each
K € Rand N € (1,00]. On an n-dimensional complete connected Riemannian manifold
(M, g) of n > 2 equipped with a weighted measure w = e~/ vol, with f € C*°(M), the
condition CD(K, N) is known to be equivalent to the lower bound of the N-Ricci curvature
Ricy(v,v) > K(v,v) ([Std], [St3], [LVI], [LV2], see Definition 21 for the definition of
Ricy). In particular, an unweighted Riemannian manifold (M, vol,) satisfies CD(K, N)
if and only if its Ricci curvature is bounded below by K and its dimension is bounded
above by N. We remark that Sturm’s and Lott and Villani’s definitions of the curvature-
dimension condition are slightly different, though they are equivalent on non-branching
spaces such as Riemannian or Finsler manifolds. In both cases it is a certain convexity
condition of a class of entropies, and Lott and Villani’s class is larger than Sturm’s one.

On non-branching metric measure spaces, the condition CD(0, N) for N € [n,00) is
equivalent to the displacement convexity of the Rényi entropy

dp\ NN
Sy (p) == —/M (%) dw.

For K # 0, however, CD(K, N) is not simply the displacement K-convexity of Sy. In
fact, it was shown in [Stl] (see also [OT) Theorem 4.1, Remark 4.3(2)] and [BS]) that,
on a weighted Riemannian manifold (M, w), Hess Sy > K can hold only for K < 0 and
is equivalent to Ricy > 0 regardless of the value of K < 0. It was also observed in
[St1, Theorem 1.7] for unweighted Riemannian manifolds that there are some functionals
whose displacement K-convexity characterizes the combination of Ric > K and dim < NV,
whereas it is unclear if there are any applications of these entropies.

In our previous work [OT], we introduced the m-relative entropy H,, for the pa-
rameter m € [(n — 1)/n,1) U (1, 00) inspired by the Bregman divergence in information
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theory/geometry (see [Am], [AN]) as well as the Tsallis entropy in statistical mechanics
(see [Ts1], [Ts2]). We fix a reference measure v = exp,,(—V)w on a weighted Riemannian
manifold (M, w) involving the m-exponential function

exp,,(t) := max{1l + (m — 1)t, 0}1/(m—1)’

then the m-relative entropy of an absolutely continuous measure p € P*(M) with respect
to v is given by (up to an additive constant)

1 dp\"™ du [ dv mel
Hn(p) 1= m(m — 1) /M{(dw> mdw(dw) } .

This generalizes the relative and the Rényi entropies in the sense that lim,, 3 H,, (1) =
Ent,(p) — 1 and that H,,(u) = N{m~'Sy(n) + 1} with N = 1/(1 —m) if ¥ = 0 (i.e,
v =w).

Then the displacement K-convexity of H,, is equivalent to the combination of Ricy > 0
(of (M,w)) and Hess ¥ > K ([OT), Theorem 4.1]). We stress that N becomes negative
for m > 1, then Ricy is defined in the same form as the case of N € (n,00) (see Defini-
tion 21)). Similarly to CD(K, 00), we can derive from Hess H,, > K > 0 the associated
functional inequalities (see also [AGK], [CGH], [Tal] for related works) and the concen-
tration of measures (in terms of exp,,). Furthermore, the gradient flow of H,, produces
weak solutions to the fast diffusion equation (m < 1) or the porous medium equation
(m > 1) with drift of the form

% = div,, <%V(pm) + pV@) ,

where div,, is the divergence of (M, w) (see also [Ot], [Vi2, Theorem 23.19]). We remark
that Sturm [St1] studied a more general class of entropies on unweighted Riemannian
manifolds, where Ricy = Ric for all N. Compared to it, [OT] gave a detailed investigation
of a concrete class of entropies, on more general weighted Riemannian manifolds (by
choosing appropriate parameters N).

In this article, we introduce the more general class of entropies, called the p-relative
entropies H,, again inspired by information theory/geometry. Here ¢ : (0, 00) — (0, 00)
is a non-decreasing, positive, continuous function. Roughly speaking, our new class
corresponds to Lott and Villani’s class of entropies in their definition of the curvature-
dimension condition, while the m-relative entropies in [OT] correspond to Sturm’s class.
The definition of H, (see Definition for details) involves v = exp (—W¥) with the
p-exponential function exp, which is the inverse function of the y-logarithmic function
Ing () := [} p(s)~" ds. We recover exp,, and H,, from ¢(s) = s>~

Our first main theorem (Theorem [B.7) asserts that Hess H,, > K is equivalent to
Hess H, > K for all ¢’s in a certain class. This actually corresponds to the equivalence
between Sturm’s and Lott and Villani’s curvature-dimension conditions on weighted Rie-
mannian manifolds. This reveals that H,, is an extremal element among H,’s in the
appropriate class, see [Ta2] for a related work. Similarly to H,,, we can derive from
Hess H, > K > 0 the variants of the Talagrand, HWI, logarithmic Sobolev, and global
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Poincaré inequalities (Theorem [6.3]) as well as the concentration of measures in terms
of exp,, for some m = m(p) (Theorem [LJ). Moreover, the gradient flow of H, in
(P?(M), Ws) produces weak solutions to the p-heat equation (Theorems BT [0.7)

ap . <pr )
— =div, [ —= +pVVU |.
ot o(p) "

The article is organized as follows: We first review the basic notions of weighted Rie-
mannian geometry, Wasserstein geometry and information geometry in Section 2l Then,
after preparing necessary notions in Sections[3] d] we define H, and study its displacement
convexity in Section [Bl Section [l is devoted to the functional inequalities and Section [1]
is concerned with the concentration of measures. The gradient flow of H,, is studied in
Sections 8 [@in the compact and noncompact cases, respectively. We extend most results
to Finsler manifolds in Section Finally in Appendix, we compare our concentration of
measures derived from the generalized Talagrand inequality with the Herbst-type argu-
ment deriving the concentration from the ug,-entropy inequality, which is a generalization
of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality different from ours.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Weighted Riemannian manifolds

Throughout the article except Section [I0, (M, g) will be an n-dimensional complete con-
nected Riemannian manifold without boundary. As we are interested in the role of the
curvature, we will always assume n > 2. Denote by d, and vol, the Riemannian distance
function and the Riemannian volume measure of (M, g). We fix an arbitrary measure

w=eTlvol,, feC=(M),

as our base measure. To control the behavior of w, we modify the Ricci curvature Ric, of
(M, g) as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Weighted Ricci curvature) Given N € (—o0,0) U [n, 00|, we define
the N-Ricci curvature tensor of (M,w) by

Ricgy + Hess, f if N = o0,
D D
Df©DJ if V€ (—o00,0) U (n, 00),

N —n
Ric,+Hess, f —oo- (Df @ Df) it N =n,

Ricy := ¢ Ric, + Hess, f —

where by convention oo - 0 = 0.

We set Ricy(v) := Ricy(v,v) and will say that Ricy > K holds for some K € R if
Ricy(v) > K(v,v) for every v € T'M.

Remark 2.2 The tensor Ricy was usually considered only for N € [n, 0], and then
the monotonicity Ricy(v) < Ricy/(v) for N < N’ clearly holds. Note that Ric, is the
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famous Bakry—Emery tensor and Ricy for N € (n,00) was introduced by Qian (see [BE],
and [Lo] as well). Extending the range of N to (—o0,0) U [n, oo] violates the above
monotonicity in IV, however, observe that Ricy is non-decreasing in the parameter

1

1
m:=1——¢€ [1——,00), where m :=1if N = .
N n

This observation will be helpful for understanding the validity of Theorem [5.7] below.

Note that, if (M,w) satisfies Ricy > K for some K € R and N € [n,o0), then
it behaves like a Riemannian manifold with dimension bounded above by N and Ricci
curvature bounded below by K (see [Q1], [Lo], as well as [St2], [St3], [LV1], [LV2], [Vi2]
Part ITI] related to the curvature-dimension condition). For example, the following area
growth inequality of Bishop type (numerically extended to non-integer N’s) holds. Denote
by area,[S(zo, )] the area of the sphere S(xg,7) := {x € M |d,(xo, ) = r} with respect
to w.

Theorem 2.3 ([Qi], [St3l Theorem 2.3]) If (M,w) satisfies Ricy > 0 for some N €
[n,00), then
R

area,,[S (0, R)] < area,[S(zo, )] - (7)“

holds for any 0 <r < R and xy € M.

For N = oo, we have the following global estimate.

Theorem 2.4 ([Vi2, Theorem 18.12]) Under the nonnegativity of Rics, of (M,w),

/Mexp (=Ady(20,2)?) dw(z) < 00

holds for any A > 0 and x¢ € M.

Though Theorems 2.3] 2.4] are generalized to Ricy > K for K # 0, we will need only
the above special cases.

2.2 Wasserstein geometry

Let us recall some basic notions and facts in optimal transport theory and Wasserstein
geometry. See [AGSI], [Vil] and [Vi2] for details and more information.

Let (X, d) be a metric space. A rectifiable curve v : [0,1] — X is called a geodesic
if it is locally minimizing and has a constant speed. We say that ~ is minimal if it is
globally minimizing, namely d(v(s),v(t)) = |s — t|d(~(0),~(1)) holds for all s,t € [0, 1].
A subset Y of X is said to be totally convex if, for any x,y € Y, any minimal geodesic in
X from x to y is contained in Y.

For a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g), let P(M) be the set of all Borel prob-
ability measures on M. Given p € P(M) and a measurable map 7 : M — M, the
push forward measure Tyu of p through T is defined by T;u[B] := u[T(B)] for all Borel
sets B C M. For each p € [1,00), denote by PP(M) C P(M) the subset consisting of
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measures £ of finite p-th moments, that is, [, dy(zo, 2)? du(z) < oo for some (and hence
all) zo € M.

For p,v € P(M), a probability measure 7 € P(M x M) is called a coupling of p and
v if its projections are p and v, namely 7[B x M| = p[B] and 7[M x B] = v[B] hold for
any Borel set B C M. We define the LP-Wasserstein distance between u,v € PP(M) by

e { ([ dearsn) ”

A coupling 7 is said to be optimal if it attains the infimum above. The function W, is
indeed a distance function on PP(M). The metric space (PP(M), W,,) is complete, separa-
ble and called the LP-Wasserstein space over M. The Wasserstein space inherits several
properties of M. For instance, if M is compact, then (PP(M), W,) is also compact and
the topology induced from W, coincides with the weak topology. We will mainly consider
the quadratic case p = 2, and then we omit ‘L?-" and simply call Wy and (P?(M), W)
the Wasserstein distance function and the Wasserstein space.

In view of optimal transport theory, Wy (g, 1) is regarded as the least cost of trans-
porting po to u1, where the cost of transporting a unit mass from x to y is dy(z,y)*. A
minimal geodesic (fi¢)scpo,1) With respect to W5 is then also called the optimal transport
from pg to py, and it can be described by using a family of minimal geodesics in the
underlying space M. We denote by T'(M) the set of all minimal geodesics ~ : [0, 1] — M
endowed with the uniform topology induced from the distance function dry(v,7n) =
SUPyejo.1] dg(V(t),n(t)). For t € [0, 1], the evaluation map ev; : I'(M) — M is defined by
evi(y) := (), which is clearly 1-Lipschitz.

m: a coupling of 1 and 1/} )

Proposition 2.5 ([LV2, Proposition 2.10], [Vi2l Corollary 7.22]) Given any minimal
geodesic (p)epa) C P?(M), there exists I € P(I'(M)) such that (evy)Il = i, for all
t € [0,1] and that (evy x evy )yI1 is an optimal coupling of j1o and .

In particular, for any totally convex set X of (M,d,), P*(X) is also totally convez in
(P*(M), W),

If one of gy and p; is absolutely continuous with respect to vol,, then a more precise
description of a minimal geodesic (jut).c(o,1) is obtained via the gradient vector field of a
locally semi-convez function ¢ (i.e., every point x € M admits a neighborhood on which
¢ is K-convex in the weak sense for some K € R, see Definition [1]). For a measure v on
M, we denote by P,.(M,v) C P(M) the subset of absolutely continuous measures with
respect to v. We also set P2.(M,v) := P*(M) N Pa.(M,v).

Theorem 2.6 ([FGl Theorem 1]) Given any ug € P%(M,vol,) and py € P*(M), there
exists a locally semi-convex function ¢ : Q@ — R on an open set Q C M with po[Q)] = 1
such that the map T¢(x) := exp,(tVeo(x)), t € [0,1], provides a unique minimal geodesic
from pg to py. Precisely, (To x Ti)spto is a unique optimal coupling of po and py, and
= (Tp)apeo is a unique minimal geodesic from puo to py with respect to Wi.

If M is compact, then the above theorem is due to McCann’s celebrated work [Mc2]
and we can take as the potential function —¢ a c-concave function for the cost c(x,y) =



dy(z,y)?/2. (We do not give the definition of the c-concave function, what we need is only
the fact that c-concave functions are locally semi-convex.) A locally semi-convex function
is locally Lipschitz and twice differentiable almost everywhere by the Alexandrov—Bangert
theorem. Thus 7; is differentiable pg-a.e. and the following Jacobian (or Monge—Amperé)
equation holds.

Theorem 2.7 ([Vi2, Theorems 8.7, 11.1]) Under the same assumptions as Theorem 20l
above, we have i, € P2 (M,vol,) for all t € [0,1). Moreover, by putting

poi= = (T, () = /O ST det (DT(x)),

we have py(Ti(2))J¥ (x) = po(z) and J¢(x) > 0 for allt € [0,1) at po-a.e. x € Q. In the
case of v € P%(M,vol,), the above assertions hold also at t = 1.

Note that J¥ should be understood as the Jacobian with respect to w, and its behavior
is naturally controlled by the weighted Ricci curvature. This is a fundamental geometric
intuition behind the curvature-dimension condition (see Section [Hl).

2.3 Information geometry

We briefly summarize some notions in information geometry associated with a non-
decreasing, positive, continuous function ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00). We refer to [Nal] and
[Na2|] for further discussion.

We define the p-logarithmic function on (0, 00) by

In, (%) ::/1 ﬁds,

which is clearly strictly increasing. We will denote by [, and L, the infimum and the
supremum of In,,, that is,

ly, = glg In,(t) = ltif(r)l In,(t) € [-00,0), L, :=supln,(t) =limln,(t) € (0, o0].

t>0 tToo

The inverse function of In, is called the y-exponential function. We extend it to the
function on R as

0 if 7 <l,,
exp,,(7) 1= ln;l(r) if 7€ (I, Ly),
00 if 7> L.

We also introduce the strictly convex function

Uy (1) ::/ In, () dt, r € [0,00),
0
provided that it is well-defined (i.e., In, is integrable on (0, 1)).

Lemma 2.8 The function u, is well-defined if

144

inf{cSGR‘ i

o05) is bounded on (0, 1)} < 1. (2.1)



Proof. As ¢ is positive and non—decreasing, it suffices to see u,(1) > —oo. We deduce
from the hypothesis that s/¢(s) is integrable on (0, 1). This shows the claim since

// dsdt:—/olﬁds>—oo.

Entropy is a function measuring the uncertainty of an event, and the divergence in
information theory is a quantity expressing the difference between a pair of probability
measures. In this spirit, the p-entropy for pw € Pae(M,w) is defined by

O

Bop) == [ uplp) o

(provided that it is well-defined). Then we define the Bregman divergence between
pw, 0w € Pac(M,w) by

D, (pwlow) := /M {uy(p) = up(0) = (o) (p — o)} dw. (2.2)

The strict convexity of u, guarantees D, (pw|ow) > 0 unless p = o w-a.e.. Furthermore,
the square root of the divergence D, satisfies a generalized Pythagorean theorem and
hence it can be regarded as a kind of distance function, though it is not symmetric (i.e.,
D,(pw|ow) # D,(ow|pw) in general). We shall explain some more details of these facts.

Let us consider an R*-valued random variable X = (X;)¥_, on M, and a convex open
set = C R* on which a partition function A, : = — R can be chosen so that the total
mass of pg¢ is normalized to unity for any £ € Z, where p¢ is defined by

Ve = pew 1= exp,(Ay(€) — (6, X))w € Pac(M, w).

Then v¢ is a conditional maximizer of E, (see [Na2, Theorem 7.2]). We set M,, as the
set of conditional maximizers for F,

Mo = {ve = expy(Ap(§) — (€ X))w[§ € B } C Pac(M, w).

Through the coordinate £ — v¢, we introduce the Riemannian metric g, of M., (associated
with the Fisher metric when ¢(s) = s) as

oo () - [ Ledeloa),

Sl i=1,...,k
¢ ¢ Loe o W bI= Lok

We consider another global coordinate (1,)%_; of M, given by n,(n) = S 1 Xa dpt pro-
vided that n,(x) € R for all p € M, and aw = 1,..., k. Then it holds

ii =
P 88’87704 - Yar

This shows that geodesics generated by two coordinate systems £ and n are orthogonal
to each other. Then the square root of the Bregman divergence D,, satisfies a generalized
Pythagorean theorem for geodesic right triangles in the following sense.
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Proposition 2.9 ([OW] Proposition 3]) Fiz p € Pac(M,w) satisfying no(p) € R for any
a=1,..., k. We assume that, for any & € Z, supp(ve) = M holds and Dy,(p|-) and A,
are differentiable on M. If some &(n) € 2 satisfies infeez Dy (p|ve) = Do(pt|veqn)), in
other words, if ve(, is the foot of the n-geodesic from p meeting M, orthogonally, then
we have

Na(tt) = Na(Ve(wy) = / Xodveyy foralla=1,...k,
M
Dy (plve) = Dy(plvew) + Do (vequlve)  for all § € E.

We define three more quantities measuring the order of ¢ for later use:

s p(s +1t) — o(s) }
0, :=supq —— -limsu s>0p €10,00], 2.3
= sup { st 2050 0.] (23)
s o5 +1) = p(s) }
0, :=inf ¢ —— - limsu s>0p € 0,00), 2.4
it {2 timsup 50 0.50) 2.4
— 1)t if 1
N, = (6, — 1)~ if6, #1, (2.5)
%) if 0, = 1.

The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.10 The function s° /¢(s) is non-increasing in s € (0,00). Moreover, if 0, is
finite, then the function s% [@(s) is non-decreasing in s € (0,00).

Proof. Assume 6, < oo (which will not play any role in the discussion on §,), and fix
s > 0 and small € > 0. By the definitions of 6, and J,, there exists r.(s) > 0 such that

s o(s+t) — @(s) €
0, < ——+ sup <O,+ -.
7 90(8) te(0,re(s)] t v 2
Consider the functions
e (1+47)lete—1 1+7)%=—1
he(r) =0, + 5 — ( )T , o he(7) =10, — ( )T

for 7 > 0. Since h; and h_ are continuous and satisfy

lifthr(T) =0,+ % —(0,+¢) <0, lif([]lh,(T) =0d, — (0, —€) >0,

there exists 7. > 0 such that we have h;(7) < 0 and h_(7) > 0 for all 7 € (0, 7).
Given any t € (0, min{r.(s), s7.}), we have

glote (S+t)6<p+6 B ts%-i—e—l{ s o(s+1)—p(s) (1 +t8—1>9w+€ _ 1}

pls)  wlsti) (s +t) Lels) t ts~!
t89¢+€71 .
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As s > 0 was arbitrary, this shows that s%7¢/p(s) is strictly increasing in s > 0. We

similarly obtain
85"”75 (S + t)‘;w*‘g ts&rffl

ps)  pls+t) — o(s+1)
so that s%7¢/p(s) is strictly decreasing. Letting € | 0, we complete the proof. O

h_(ts™') >0,

Remark 2.11 The function ¢ will be sometimes normalized so as to satisfy ¢(1) = 1.
This costs no generality as we easily see the following relations for any a > 0:

Ing,(t) = at In,(¢), exp(w(T) = exp¢(a7'), Ugy(T) = @
lacp(T) - aill Lacp = afchpa eacp = 0@7 5ago = 5907 Nacp = Ncp-

©s

2—m

2.4 Information geometry continued: The case of ¢,,(s) = s*

In [OT], we considered the power function ,,(s) := s*=™ for m € (0,2] and the cor-
responding m-logarithmic and m-exponential functions. (We have actually considered
m € [(n—1)/n,o00) in [OT], but ¢,, is non-decreasing only when m < 2.) We summarize
several facts in this especially important case. For brevity, we set

Uy i =1Ing, . ep = exp,, b =1, Lpm:i=1Lg,, On:i=0,, Np:=DN,.

(A) In the case of pi(s) = s, {1 and e; coincide with the usual logarithmic and
exponential functions, respectively. Thus we find I; = —oo and L; = oco. We can
easily observe ¢; = 1 and N; = oo as well. For pw,ow € P,.(M,w), we deduce from
Uy, (1) = rInr —r that

EMW):—/Mﬂlnpde Deol(/?w|0'w):/Mpln§dw.

Namely E,, is the Boltzmann entropy up to adding 1, and D, is the Kullback-Leibler
divergence. By choosing ¢ = 1 formally in the definition of D, (pw|ow), the relative
entropy of p € P?(M) with respect to w is defined by

lim/ Inpdw if p=pw € P2(M,w),
Entu(n) = 4 B f o, PP p=p (M, w)

00 otherwise.

(2.6)

In other words, the relative entropy is ‘(—1)x the Boltzmann entropy.’
(B) For ¢,,,(s) = s*~™ with m € (0,1)U(1,2], ¢,, and e, are given by power functions
as 1
=1 .
balt) = ——  en(r) = [+ (m -1/,

where we set [t], := max{t,0} and by convention 0% := oo for a < 0. Observe

—00 ifm<1, 1 ifm<1,

Ly, = 1 L,=<1—m

T 1 if m > 1, 00 if m > 1,

(2.7)
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O =2 —m and N, = (1 —=m)~'. As u,, (r) = (r™ — mr)/{m(m — 1)}, the @,,-entropy
for pw € Pac(M,w) is given by

P 1
E - 7 -

Up to additive and multiplicative constants, this coincides with the Rényi(-Tsallis) en-
tropy

Sy (pw) == —/ PN VN (2.8)
M

with N = N,,, which is applied to complex (strongly correlated) systems. The Bregman
divergence between pw,ow € Pae(M,w) is given by

1

Dy, (pwlow) = m

/M [(p" = 0™) —ma™  (p— 0)] dw.

This coincides with the (-divergence, whose strength is its robustness. For instance, we
refer to [MTKE] for the roles and the differences of statistical divergences including the
Bregman divergences. Note that as m — 1 we have

buld) = 6(1), en(T) = ex(t), By (o) = Epy(p), Dy, (pwlow) = Dy, (polow).
The function ¢, = s*~™ is an extremal element among those ¢’s satisfying 6, = 2—m
in several respects, as one can see in the next useful lemma for instance.

Lemma 2.12 Assume 0, < 2 and put m = 2 —0,. Then for anyt > 0 and r € R we

have
Lo <o) < ) (2.9)
p ) = e = gl '
exp,(r) < em(e(1)r). (2.10)

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma P.10] that, for any ¢ > 0,

1 t t 1 t¢99, t
—/ s ds < / ds < —/ s7% ds.
(1) Jy 1 ¢(s) o(t) )i

This is exactly ([29) since §, = 2 — m.

As for [2.I0), the assertion for r <1, is trivial since exp(r) = 0 by definition. If r >
L, then we deduce from (Z3) that ¢(1)r > ¢(1)L, > L,,, which shows e,,(¢(1)r) = oco.
We therefore assume [, < r < L, and set ¢ := exp,(r) > 0. Then we obtain again from

29) that

exp,(r) =t = ep (ln(t)) < em ((1)Ing(t)) = em(p(1)r).

Taking the limits as ¢ | 0 or ¢ 1 oo in (2.9), we obtain from (Z7)) the following.

Lemma 2.13 Suppose 0, < 2.
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(i) If 0, < 1, then l, > —oo (equivalently, if l, = —oo, then 0, > 1).
(i) If 0, <1, then L, = oo (equivalently, if L, < oo, then 6, > 1).

We similarly find the corresponding estimates concerning d,. Note that d,, = 0,, =
2 —m.

Lemma 2.14 Assume 6, < 2 and put m = 2 — 0,. Then for anyt > 0 and r € R we

have
t0e 1
ln(t) < lnw(t) < —

m < S0(1)&”(75), exp,,(r) > em(go(l)r).

In particular,
(i) If 6, > 1, then L, < oo (equivalently, if L, = oo, then d, < 1).

ii) If 6, > 1, then l, = —oo (equivalently, if l, > —oco, then §, < 1).
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢

3 Displacement convexity classes DC y

In this section, we introduce the important classes of convex functions. These classes were
first considered by McCann [Mcl] for N > 1 (see also [LV2] §5.1], [Vill, Section 5.2],
Chapter 16]), we adopt the same definition also for N < 0.

Definition 3.1 (Displacement convexity classes) For N € (—o0,0) U1, 00), we de-
fine DCy as the set of all continuous convex functions u : [0, 00) — R such that u(0) =0
and that the function

dn(r) = rVu(r)

is convex on (0,00). In a similar way, DC, is defined as the set of all continuous convex
functions u : [0,00) — R such that «(0) = 0 and that the function

Yoo (1) :=€"ule™)
is convex on R.

The following is well-known for N > 1, we give a proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.2 [fu € DCy for N € [1,00] (resp. N € (—00,0)), then the function ¥y is
non-increasing (resp. non-decreasing).

Proof. For N € [1,00) and 0 < s < t, the convexity of v and u(0) = 0 yield

Vao(t) = tu(et) < et{ (1 - —S)u(()) + Z—ju(e‘s)} — i (s).



Finally, for N < 0 and 0 < s < t, it holds

—N

on(s) = *us) < (125 Jut0) + Sgue ™) b = oo
O

It is also known that DCy» C DCy for 1 < N < N’ < co. This monotonicity in N is
violated by extending to N < 0, but the monotonicity in m = (N — 1)/N € [0, 00) holds
instead. Compare this with the monotonicity of Ricy in m (Remark 2.2).

0) U [1,00] with m < m/, we have DCy+ C DCy,

Lemma 3.3 For each N, N' € ( 00,
= (N — )/N’andm—lsz—oo(resp.m—1zf

where we set m = (N — 1)/N, m/
N' = 0).

Proof. 'We first consider the case of 0 < m < m/ < 1 (equivalently, 1 < N < N’ < o0).
For any u € DCx and r > 0, we observe

On(r) = rNu(r™) = (PN (PN Y = o (YY),
This is convex in r since the function r — /Y is concave and ¢y is convex and non-
increasing. Thus v € DCy and hence DCy C DCy.

The other cases are similar. For 1 < m < m/, we have N < N’ < 0 so that r — r
is convex and vy is non-decreasing. When m’ =1 > m, )y (1) = 1o (N log ) holds and
note that » — Nlogr is concave and 1, is non-increasing. For m = 1 < m/, we find
Voo (r) = Ynr(e"N') and that r — /N is convex and ¢ is non-decreasing. O

N/N'

We shall write down a condition for u, € DCy on ¢. As u, is continuous, convex and
satisfies u,(0) = 0 by definition once it is well-defined, it is sufficient to check (2.I]) and
the convexity of ¥y.

Proposition 3.4 Assume that ¢ satisfies the condition (Z11). Then the function ¥y for
N € (—00,0) U (1,00] is convex if and only if

g N  t?
Aw@“SN—W@ (3.1)

holds for all t > 0, where N/(N —1) =1 if N = oo.

Proof. We first of all recall that w, is well-defined thanks to (2I)) (Lemma [28]). For
N € (—00,0) U (1,00) and r > 0, we calculate

Y (r) = up (=) = Nt (),
Uy (r) :N(N—l) e ¢(T_N)+(N N2l (7)) + N2~V 2ug (r)
= N(N — 1)rV 2 {uw(TN) — 7 Nng(r~ )+%h}
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Note that N(N — 1) > 0. For any ¢t > 0, we have

ug(t) — thng(t) + %% - /0 {ny(7) — Iny(8)} dr + %%
N

:_/Ot/:(p(ls) dsd7+ﬁm:_/otw(ss) ds*]\f]iwtit)'

Therefore 1%, > 0 if and only if (B1]) holds. For N = oo, we similarly obtain

—2r

el = fule) = (e 4

for r € R, and

2 fs v
u¢(t)—tln¢(t)+m:—/0 S0(8)0l5+m

for t > 0. O

Theorem 3.5 If 0, < 2, then the condition ([21)) holds and we have u, € DCy,.

Proof. We deduce from Lemma that

s < L
p(s) ~ (1)

for all s € (0,1), this implies (1)) since §, < 2. Lemma also yields that, for any

t >0,
t t 40, 2
/ i dsg/ t—sl_e"’ ds = ;t—
o ¢(s) o #() 2—0, (1)

This is nothing but [BI) with N = N,, (recall the definition of N, in (ZH)), and hence
u, € DCy, by Proposition B.41 O

0<

Recall that ¢,,(s) = s>~ with m € (0, 2] satisfies 6,,, = 2—m < 2. Hence Theorem B.7]
shows u,,, € DCy,,. We close the section with a partial converse of Theorem

Proposition 3.6 If the condition 1) holds, 6, < 2 and if we have u, € DCy with
some N € (—00,0) U (1,00], then it holds 6, < (N + 1)/N (where (N +1)/N =1 for
N = ).

Proof. Lemma 210 with Proposition B.4] yields that, for any ¢ > 0,

Nt2>/tsd>/tt5wl5d 1 ¢
> s> s ¥dsS = ————,
N—1p(t) ~ Jo ¢(s) o ¢(t) 2 =0, 9(1)

which shows 0, < (N 4+ 1)/N as desired. O

In particular, for m € (0,2], u,, € DCy if and only if m > (N —1)/N.
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4 Admissible spaces

This section is devoted to introducing the class of spaces admissible in our consideration.
Recall our weighted Riemannian manifold (M,w) and a function ¢ as in Subsection
From here on, we further fix the reference measure

v =ow = exp,(—V)w,
where W € C'(M) such that
¥ > —L, on M, MY =0 ((—Ly, —1,)) # 0. (4.1)

Note that supprv = M7 # (). For later convenience, let us define the K-convexity of a
function on a general metric space.

Definition 4.1 (K-convexity) Given K € R, we say that a function ¥ : X —
(—o0, 0] on a metric space (X, d) is K-convez in the weak sense (denoted by Hess ¥ > K
by slight abuse of notation) if it is not identically —oco and, for any two points x,y € X,
there exists a minimal geodesic 7 : [0, 1] — X from x to y along which

(4(1) < (1= )U() + 1¥(y) — 5 (1~ Dtd(r,y)? (4.2

holds for all ¢ € [0, 1].

We remark that, on a Riemannian manifold M, ([@2]) certainly holds for any minimal
geodesic v : [0, 1] — M by approximation. Indeed, 7| 1-< is a unique minimal geodesic
for any € > 0 and ¥ is continuous. We are interested in the situation that Ricy, > 0 as
well as Hess W > K hold (see Theorem [5.7). Finer analysis is possible in the particular
case of K > 0 (Sections [B] [[). We prove a lemma in such a case for later use. The open
ball of center x € M and radius r > 0 will be denoted by B(z,r).

Lemma 4.2 Suppose that (1) = 1 (this costs no generality, see Remark[2.11]), Hess ¥ >
K for some K >0, and take a minimizer xo € M of V.

(i) If I, > —oo, then the set M as in [@&I) is totally conver and M7 C B(xo, R)

holds with R = \/—2(l, + V(x0))/K. Moreover, suppv is also totally convex and
compact.

(i) Ifl, = —oo, N, € [n,00) and if Ricy, > 0, then we have M = M, v[M] < oo and
/ dy(z0, 2)Po(z)" dw(z) < Crr[M]* + Oy K~V < o0
M
for any a € (1/2,1] and p € [0, 00) satisfying (2a —1)N, —p > 0, where Cy = Cy(w)

and Cy = Cy(a,p,b,,w). In particular, o € L*(M,w) for all a € (1/2,1] and
v[M]™t v e PE(M,w) for all p € [0,N,).

(iii) If N, = oo and Ricy, > 0, then o € L*(M,w) for any a > 0.
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Proof. We first remark that the assumption HessU > K > 0 guarantees the unique
existence of a point xy € M;,I’ such that ¥(z() = infy; ¥. We deduce from the K-convexity

([Z2) that
W(5(1)) 2 Wlao) + 5 dy (0, 1(1))’ (4.3)

holds for all minimal geodesics 7 : [0, 1] — M with v(0) = .
(i) For any minimal geodesic v : [0,1] — M connecting two points z,y € M, we
have

K
U(5(1)) < (1= V() +18(y) = (1 = tdy () < .
so that ~ is contained in M;,I’ . The total convexity of supp v can be seen similarly. Pre-

cisely, for any z,y € W='((=L,, —l,]), 7 as above satisfies 7((0,1)) € M. This in fact

implies that supp v = M—;I’ = U !((=Ly,, —1,]) and is totally convex. We moreover obtain
M;I’ C B(zo, R) from (€3)), and thus supp v is compact.

(ii) The first assertion M = M is obvious by definition (see (EI))). Note that N, €
[n,00) implies 0, € (1, (n+1)/n] (see @1)). Set m :=2— 0, < 1 and take a € (1/2,1]
and p > 0 satisfying (2 — 1)N, — p > 0. Then (2.10) and (£3) imply

/ dy(xo, x)Po(z)* dw(z)
M
[e’e] K ) a
< o dw + em | =¥ (zo) — —r°) rPareay[S(xg,r)]dr.
B(zo,1) 1 2

We mention that m = (N, —1)/N,, and, for s < L, and t < 0, we have
em(s+1t) = {en(s)™ " + (m — 1)t} e,

Thanks to the hypothesis Ricy, > 0 with N, € [n, 00), we can estimate the second term
by Theorem 2.3 as

[ en (o 377) rrarn o e

< area,[S(7o, 1)] /100 {em(— \I’(a:o))mf1 +(1— m)%rQ}a% pPNe=1 g

K

0o —aNy,
= area,[S(zo, 1)]/ {em(_ \p(xo))m*lr_z (11— m)E} p—(2a=1)Nptp—1 .
1

K —aNy 0o
< area,[S(zo,1)] {(1 — m)g} / F—(2a—)Np+p—1 g,.
1

1

— (2a— )N, —p area,,[S(zo, 1)] {<1 _ m)g}—am |

We used the condition (2a —1)N, —p > 0 in the last equality. Choosing a =1 and p = 0,
we in particular find v[M] < co. Then the Holder inequality yields that

/ o%dw < (/ crdw) w[B(zo, D] < v[M]*w[B(x0, 1))
B(zo,1) B(zo,1)

18



Thus choosing
Cl = maX{w[B(.To, 1)], 1} > W[B(x(% 1)]1—(1’

(2a — SN@ “p (1 _2m)aN¢ area,[S(zo, 1)]

gives the desired estimate.

(ili) Combining (E3) with (ZI0) provides, as 6, = 1,

02 =

/M o () deo(x) < /M exp, <—\I/(:E0) _ %dg(xo,x)z)a d(z)
< exp (— a¥(z)) /

e (—%dg(xo,xf) dw(z).

Hence the assertion follows from Theorem [2.4]. O

Now we introduce the conditions for a quadruple (M, w, ¢, ¥) to be admissible in our
consideration.

Definition 4.3 (Admissibility) We say that a quadruple (M,w, p, V) is admissible if
all the following conditions hold:

(A1) (1) = 1.

(A-2) N, € (—o0,—1] U [n,00] and N, # 2 or, equivalently, 6, € [0, (n + 1)/n] and
0, <3/2.

(A-3) W > —Ly g, on M and M7 = U~ ((—L,, —l,)) # 0.

(A-4) hy(c) € L'(M,w) and oln,(o) € L'(M,w), where h, := u, if L, = co and
hy(r) :=uy,(r) —rL, if L, < oo (see (53] below).

We mention that l,, < I, and L,, < L, hold with m = 2 — 6, by (Z9), and hence
M} < M7 by (A). The first condition ¢(1) = 1 is merely the normalization (see
Remark 2.T7]), and (A4) is imposed for v being adopted as a reference measure of the

Bregman divergence (see (2.2))). The next lemma ensures that (A{4]) automatically holds
if Ricy, > 0 and Hess ¥ > K for some K > 0.

Lemma 4.4 Suppose that (M,w, , V) satisfies (A{D), (AL), ¥ > —L, on M, M;I’ # 0,
Ricy, > 0 and Hess W > K for some K > 0. Then (AH) also holds.

Proof. The case of [, > —o0 is clear due to Lemma F.2(i), so that we assume [, = —o0
and then 6, > 1 (Proposition 2.I3(i)). Observe also that u,(c) € L'(M,w) implies
hy(o) € L'(M,w) since v[M] < oo by Lemma E2(ii), (iii). Let ¢ be the minimizer of ¥
and set R := /max{1, —2¥(z¢)}/K. Note that the K-convexity of ¥ (£3) guarantees
that, on M \ B(zo, R),

K
0<o=exp,(—¥) <exp, (—\I/(xo) - ERQ) < exp,(0) = 1.
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We first consider the case of 6, > 1. On M \ B(xzg, R), (29) implies that

loln,(0)| = —oln,(0) < —0lry,(0) = Nw(crz_g‘ﬁ —0),

7 g 26,
o)l == [(m0ar< [N - ar=n, (L _0.)_
0 0 2—-40

©

Thus we have

/ loIn, (o) dw < / loIn,(0)| dw +/ N, (0?7 % — o) dw,
M B(zo,R)

M\ B(zo,R)

2.9,
/ i ()] do < / ()] deo +/ N, (L _ a) .
M B(z0,R) M\B(xo,R) 2—0,

As2—46, € (1/2,1) by 0, < 3/2, Lemma FL.2(ii) ensures u,(0),oln,(0) € L' (M,w).
In the case of 6, = 1, we similarly have on M \ B(xz, R)

71

loln,(o)| < —olno < /o, luy(o)] = —/ In,(t) dt < / dt = 2+/o.
0 o Vit
Then the claim follows from Lemma F2(iii). 0
We close the section with an auxiliary lemma on how to normalize v when K > 0.

Lemma 4.5 Let (M,w, ¢, V) be admissible, Ricy, > 0 and Hess W > K for some K > 0,
and set I = (I,L) = (l, +infp, W, Ly, + infy, W), We in addition assume that ¥ is
differentiable at the minimizer of W iof N, = n. Then there exists some X € I such that
exp, (A — V)w € Poe(M,w).

Proof. We first remark that inf,; ¥ > —o0, and that for any A € I
WA inf W - (L, inf W) = L,
M M

as well as Hess(W — \) = Hess ¥ > K hold. Thus

(1]

(N = /Mexpw()\ — V) dw < o0

by Lemma [£2l Since = is non-decreasing and continuous on I by Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem (or the monotone convergence theorem), we are done if limy; Z(\) <
1 < limyyy, Z(A) holds. We also deduce from the dominated convergence theorem that
limy; Z(A\) = 0. If L, = oo, then we find limto =(A) = 0o by the monotone convergence
theorem.

The rest is to prove limyt;, =(A) > 1 when L, < oo. Note that L, < oo implies
limgtoo ¢(s) = 0o by definition, and 6, > 1 (i.e., N, € [n, 00)) by Proposition ZT3](ii). Let
xo € M be the unique minimizer of ¥ and take Ry > 0 such that B(xq, Ry) C M;,I’ and that
B(xg, Ry) contains no cut point of xy. Then, for any x € S(xo,7) with 0 < r < R < Ry,
the K-convexity of ¥ provides

r r K T\ T K
<(1-= - ——(1-=)=R*= —— .
U(zr) < (1 R) U(zg) + RS(Sml(lFR)\I/ 5 <1 R) RR U(zg) + 57 +ar, (4.4)
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where we set

1 K

a=a(R):=—| sup ¥—U(x) - —=R*| >0.
R \ s(w0,R) 2

Observe that limpgga(R) < oo by the K-convexity of ¥, and that limpg o a(R) = 0 holds

if N, = n since ¥ is assumed to be differentiable at x,. In both cases (N, > n or N, =n)

we can choose R € (0, Ro| small enough to satisfy

1/N,
%RQ +aR <L,  2a< (area“[s(xo’ R)]) :

N (4.5)

Then take large A € I such that
K
A > U(xg) + ERQ +aR.

Set "
ei,('r’) 1= exp,, ()\ — U(zg) — 57“2 — a'r’)

and note that it is decreasing.

We deduce from Theorem and (44]) that

R
=\ > / exp, (A — V) dw > / areaw[S(xo,T)]ei‘,(r) dr
B(zo,R) 0

area,,|S(xg, R R _
> BENfg )]/0 e 16;\,(7“)d7’

area,[S(xzo, R)] (RYe RopNe
- RN, T N, e (R) — N, (e3) (r)dr|.

The concavity of In,, yields

t—e(0)
Iny(t) < In,, (62(0)) + 2(2(0))
and hence it holds for ¢ := e}(r) that
=—a a? n, (el —1In —a a? M
Kr = —a+\Ja? + 21 {In (e)(0)) — Iny(t)} > +\/ LU

A

By the change of variables formula for ¢ = e,

(r), we have

- /oR e (eg) (r) dr = % o (_a ’ \/a2 + 2K {In, (e3(0)) — ln“"(t)})% “

e3(R)
N,
> 1 /EQ(O) + 4 /a®+ ZKL’(O) 1) dt
= —a a .
KNe eX(R) 90(637(0))
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Combining the triangle inequality

([0 (oo fran i) o

1/N,

e3(0) eA(0) —t\ Ve

> a2+2K¢7) dt —{e0) — e (R) Y/ Neq

{/em (\/ A 0)) tep(0) = ()
with Jensen’s inequality for the convex function s — (v/a? + s)™¢ (s > 0), we deduce that

A(0) A0 —t)

/ —a+y|a® + 2K dt

eé(R) 90<€<p<0>>

(20 — ey far ¢ 2 [0 )

> {e}(0) — e} (R a? + 7/ ———————dl —a

’ ’ w(e3(0) Jeymy €3(0) — e3(R)

— {eA(0) - A(R)} <\/ L g0 —R) ) |

1/N,

o arealS@o R | a0 -a®  \"
=0 2 pwigew, i | {60 xR} W *KW‘”‘)

Ne
area,[S(zo, R)] .. Ks
> 1 24 5
= NREN s P\ T GreEmye

P ROSI corr

NipRN‘PilKN“P stoo
Ne
_area,[S(zo, R)] ’ (\/&2 + Kt — a) _areay[S(zo, R)]

~ NLRNeTKNe 10 / N, RN

(2a)Ne.

This is bigger than 1 by the choice of R (recall (A1) and we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.6 If Ricy, > 0 and Hess¥ > K for some K > 0, then Lemma yields
v[M] < oco. We will sometimes normalize (M,w, ¢, V) so as to satisfy v[M]| = 1 (Sec-
tions [6] [7]). There are two ways of such a normalization:

e Put a :=v[M]™! and consider (M, @, p, V) := (M, aw, p, ¥), i.e., & = e /™M avyol,.

e Take A as in Lemma [L.5] and consider (M, w, ¢, ¥) := (M,w, p, ¥ — \).

In both cases it is easily seen that the conditions Ricy, > 0 and Hess ¥ > K are preserved.
These two normalizations are equivalent when ¢ = 1, where we indeed observe

exp(—V)w =exp(—V¥ — f+Ina)w, exp(—¥V)w =exp(—V — f+ \w,

and hence \ = Ina.
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5 (-relative entropy and its displacement convexity

In this section, we introduce a generalization of the relative entropy, that we call the
p-relative entropy, associated with functions ¢ in an appropriate class. For the rela-
tive entropy on a (unweighted) Riemannian manifold, it is known by von Renesse and
Sturm [vRS] that its K-convexity in the Wasserstein space (P?(M),Ws) (in the sense of
Definition 1)) is equivalent to the lower Ricci curvature bound Ric > K. Then it was
shown by Lott and Villani that Ric > K further implies a kind of convexity property
of a class of entropies including the relative entropy. In this sense, the relative entropy is
an extremal element in such a class of entropies. In the same spirit, our main theorem
in the section (Theorem [.7]) asserts that the m-relative entropy induced from ¢ = ¢,
(studied in [OT], recall Subsection 24 as well) is an extremal one in an appropriate class
of ¢-relative entropies.

5.1 Curvature-dimension condition

We begin with a brief review of Lott, Sturm and Villani’s curvature-dimension condition.
To formulate it, we need to introduce the two functions often used in comparison theorems
in Riemannian geometry.

For K € R, N € (1,00) and 0 < r (< m/(N —1)/K if K > 0), we consider the

function

VIN-D)/Ksin(r/KJ(N—1)) if K >0,

sgn(r) = r if K =0,
V/—(N —1)/Ksinh(r\/—K/(N — 1)) if K <0.

This is the solution to the differential equation

s skn=0
K,N + N _1 K,N

with the initial conditions sk x(0) = 0 and % y(0) = 1. For n € N with n > 2, sy, (r)"""

is proportional to the area of the sphere of radius r in the n-dimensional space form of

constant sectional curvature K/(n — 1). Using sk n, we define

¢ se(tr) " ¢ K(1—£2)r2 /6
ﬁK,N(T) =\ ) 6K,oo<r) =€

tSK,N<T>

for K, N,r as above and t € (0,1). Now, we are ready to state Sturm’s curvature-
dimension condition characterizing lower Ricci curvature bounds, developed in [vRS], [St1]
and [St3] in gradually general situations (see also [CMSI], [CMS2] for related important
work). Recall (2.8) and (2.0 for the definitions of the Rényi entropy Sy and the relative
entropy Ent,,.

Theorem 5.1 (Sturm’s curvature-dimension condition) Let (M,w) be a weighted
Riemannian manifold. We have Ricy > K for some K € R and N € [n,00) if and only
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if any pair of measures iy = pow, i1 = prw € P2(M,w) satisfies

Sn(pe) < —(1— t)/ 1t (dy () po(2) TN d(a, y)

MxM

_t/Mme(’N(dg(x’y))

o (y) N dre(,y) (5.1)

for all t € (0,1), where ()i, C P2 (M, w) is the unique minimal geodesic from po to
W1, and w is the unique optimal coupling of o and pi.
Stmilarly, Rics, > K is equivalent to the K-convexity of Ent,,,

K
Ent,, (1) < (1 —t) Enty,(uo) + t Enty, (1) — 5(1 — ) tWo (o, p11)*.
For K =0, we find 3j 5 = 1 and (&) is nothing but the convexity of Sy,

Sn(pe) < (1 =1)Sn(po) + tSn (1)

For K # 0, however, (5.0)) is not simply the K-convexity of Sy.

Lott and Villani’s version of the curvature-dimension condition requires a similar con-
vexity condition, but for all entropies induced from functions in DCy ([LV1], [LV2], [Vi2]
Part II1)). For U € DCy and p € P*(M), we denote by pu = pw + p° its Lebesgue decom-
position into absolutely continuous and singular parts with respect to the base measure
w, and define

U,(p) :== lim Ulp) dw + U’ (00) u®[M], U'(c0) := lim U(r).

0 Jipze} roee T

We set 0o -0 = 0 by convention, and remark that U’(co) = lim,_,,, U’(r) holds due to the
convexity of U.

Theorem 5.2 (Lott and Villani’s version) We have Ricy > K for some K € R and
N € [n,00] if and only if, given any pair of measures jig, 1 € P*(M) decomposed as
i = piw + i (i = 0,1), there is a minimal geodesic (fit)iejo,)) C P?(M) between them
such that

lhwaﬁO—ﬂ%;@ﬁEM%@wDU(Eﬁ%£%JQdm@MM@

t P1 (?/) () dow
+¢/;/LﬁKNMALy»U(ﬁkNMA%y»)dzK)d<w
U (00){(1 — M) + i [M]) (5.2

holds for all U € DCy and t € (0,1), where , (€ P(M) po-a.e. x) and m, (€ P(M)
fi-a.e. y) denote the disintegrations of w by po and i, i.e.,

dr(z,y) = dm,(y)dpo(x) = dmy(z)dp (y).
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Recall that DCy» € DCy for n < N < N’ (Lemma [B.3]). This agrees with the
monotonicity Ricy < Ricys for n < N < N’. In the case where both py and u; are
absolutely continuous with respect to w, we find

dr(z,y) = po(x)dm,(y)dw(z) = p1(y)dmy(x)dw(y)

and (5.2) is rewritten in the more symmetric form

1t (dy (2, ) pol2)
Usl) < (1— 1) / U( o

et 7o) ) drte-n

5%,N(dg (z,9)) p1(y)
H/MxM p1(y) U(ﬁ%,N(dg(x,y)))dﬂ(x’y)'

Besides Riemannian manifolds, these two versions of the curvature-dimension condi-
tion are equivalent for metric measure spaces where geodesics do not branch, such as
Finsler manifolds and Alexandrov spaces. In other words, Sturm’s version implies Lott
and Villani’s one. Roughly speaking, this implication can be seen by localizing Sturm’s
(51) thanks to the non-branching property, and then integrating these local inequalities
for each U € DCy yields (5.2). The same infinitesimal estimate (Claim [£.8) will appear
in our discussion. Theorem is extended to general Finsler manifolds by introducing
the appropriate notion of the weighted Ricci curvature (see Section [I0 and [Oh2]).

General (not necessarily differentiable) metric measure spaces satisfying the condition
in Theorem [B.1] or are known to behave like Riemannian manifolds of Ric > K and

dim < N in geometric and analytic respects ([St2], [St3], [LV1], [LV2], [Vi2, Part III]).

We shall generalize this technique to (p-relative entropies in the following sections.

5.2 p-relative entropy H,

Let (M,w, v, ¥) be an admissible space in the sense of Definition We modify u, as,
for r > 0,

hw(r) =

{u¢(r) if L, = oo, (5.3)

uy(r) —rL, if L, < oo.
We also define

o if L, = o0
h = lim A/ = v ’
p(00) = Him hiy(r) {0 if L, < oo.

Note that u, € DCy, (by Theorem thanks to the admissibility) immediately implies
h, € DCy,. Moreover, if L, < oo, then h,, is non-increasing and hence nonpositive. We
set

L?(M,w) := {p: M — R |measurable, h,(p) € L'(M,w)},
PY(M) i= {u € P(M) | € LHMY, )}

(we will use these notations only in Remark[5.4]). Now the Bregman divergence (2.2]) leads
us to the following generalization of the relative entropy.
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Definition 5.3 (¢-relative entropy) Given p € P(M), letting p = pw + p° be its
Lebesgue decomposition, we define the p-relative entropy of p by

0 i= [ {holo) = Koo} o= [ (o) du + o))

— [ bl / () dp + B (o) ] (5.4)
M M
if hy(p) € L'(M,w) and hl,(0) € L' (M, ), otherwise we set H,(p) := oo.
Let us summarize several remarks on Definition 5.3l

Remark 5.4 (1) In the second term of (5.4]), to be precise, we set

hfp(a) = {l@ ?f Ly = o0, on M\ M.
lo—L, if L, < oo v

This causes no problem because M = M;I’ if [, = —o0. The additional condition M[M;I’ | =

1 (in other words, € P(M)) will be imposed only when we compare the behavior of ¥

with that of H, (as in Theorems (.7, and so forth).

(2) We remark that the condition (A{) in the admissibility guarantees that o €
L?(M,w) as well as W € L'(M7,v). Thus we have H,(v) € R (by extending the defini-
tion (B.4)) verbatim).

(3) The validity of the definition of A (co) (for the lower semi-continuity of H,, see
Lemma [(.6) would be understood by the following observation: For small ¢ > 0 put
pe = pew = w[B(x,€)] X p(zew, Where xp(e) stands for the characteristic function of
B(z,¢). Then we have

/B(m) hy(pe) dw = w[B(x,€)] - hy, (W) — I (c0)

as € tends to zero.

(4) Finally, as for the domain of H,, it is more consistent to set H, () = oo only
if h ( ) phi (o) & L'(M,w). However, as we will sometimes treat the internal energy
[ v o (p) dw and the potentlal energy f v (o) dpe separately, we consider the smaller
domam in Definition [ This may cause a problem when considering the lower semi-
continuity of H,, Whereas we need it only for compact M (see Lemma below) where
h, (o) € L'(M, ) is always true (so that hy(p) € L'(M,w) if and only if h,(p) — ph,(0) €
LY (M, w)).

Let us add a comment on the relation between p € L¥(M,w) and p € PY(M). Assume
L, < oo and p = pw + p* € PY(M). The nonpositivity and the convexity of h,, yield

| ol == [ o)< = [ (o) + ) - o)} do
/ {hy(o )a}dw—/Mph;,(a) dw < oo.

Hence p € L¥Y(M,w) automatically holds. One can also see the converse implication
(p € LP(M,w) = u € PY(M)) for the special case ¢,,(s) = s™ with m > 1, where

L, = o0 as in ([Z7) (JOT, Remark 3.2(2)]).
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It is easily observed that v is a unique ground state of H, (provided that v[M] = 1).

Lemma 5.5 Suppose v|[M]| = 1. For any p = pw + p* € P(M), we have H,(p) > H,(v)
and equality holds if and only if p = v.

Proof. We assume H,(;) < oo without loss of generality. Observe that
Hy(v)

Hy(p) — H,
= [ {hel0) = hlo) = K)o = )} o= [ Bl dt < o). 65)

On the one hand, if p*[M] > 0, then the singular part

- /M W () dp® + B (c0)*[M]

in (B30) is positive if L, < oo (recall that hl,(c) = I, — L, < 0 on M \ M}) or infinity
if L, = oo. On the other hand, the strict convexity of h, implies that the absolutely
continuous part

/M {holp) — holo) — Ho(0)(p — 0)} du

in (B.3)) is nonnegative and equality holds if and only if p = o w-a.e.. Thus H,(u) > H,(v)
and equality holds if and only if u*[M] = 0 and p = o holds w-a.e.. O

Observe from (&.5]) that it holds D, (p|v) = Hy,(p) — H,(v) for any absolutely con-
tinuous measure g with respect to w. Thus the Bregman divergence D, (u|v) mea-
sures the difference between the entropies at p and the ground state v. In [OT], we
have studied the specific function ,,(s) = s**™ and the associated m-relative entropy
H,,(p|v) for m € [(n —1)/n,1) U (1,00). In the present context, H,,(u|v) coincides with
Hy, (1) — H,,, (v).

The following lemma will be used in Section B (Claim B.8) to construct a discrete
approximation of the gradient flow of H,, where M is assumed to be compact.

Lemma 5.6 Let M be compact. Then the p-relative entropy H,, is lower semi-continuous
with respect to the weak topology, that is to say, if a sequence {;}ien C P(M) weakly
converges to 1 € P(M), then we have

H, () < liminf Hy(p;).

1—00

Proof. We divide H,(p) into two parts as

HO (1) = /M holp) do + W (co)u'[M],  HO)(u) = — /M W (o) du,

where p1 = pw + p°. Note that ||hf,(0)[| < oo thanks to the compactness of M (recall

Remark 5.4(1)). Then HQE,Q)(M) is clearly continuous in p and the lower semi-continuity of
HE (1) follows from [[V2, Theorem B.33]. O
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5.3 Displacement convexity of H,

In our previous work [OT], we showed that the displacement K-convexity of the m-relative
entropy H,,(u|v) = H,, (1) — Hy,, (v) with respect to u € P*(M) is equivalent to the
combination of Ricy > 0 and Hess U > K, where N = 1/(1 —m) ([OT} Theorem 4.1]).
This characterization can be regarded as to correspond to Sturm’s version of the curvature-
dimension condition (5.J]) (Hess H,,(+-|v) > K and (&) actually coincide if ¥ is constant
and K = 0). In the reminder of the section, we shall consider the convexity of appropriate
families of the ¢-relative entropies corresponding to Lott and Villani’s version of the
curvature-dimension condition (5.2)). Recall ([Z3) for the definition of 6.

Theorem 5.7 (Displacement convexity of families of H,) Given K € R, N € R\
(—1,n) and an admissible space (M, w, m, V), the following three conditions are mutually
equivalent, where m = (N —1)/N :

(A) We have Ricy > 0 and Hess W > K on Mgm.

(B) For any po, p1 € P*(M) with po[MJ ] = n[M) ] = 1 such that any pair of points
x; € Supp p; ﬂMfm (1 =0,1) are joined by some minimal geodesic contained in M;I’m,
there exists a minimal geodesic (pi)iefo,;) C P*(MJ ) along which

Hp () < (1= 1)Hp (o) + LH (1) = o (1= )Wapo, )

holds for all t € [0, 1].

(C) Take any ¢ with 6, < 2 —m such that (M,w, ¢, V) is admissible. Then, for any
po, 1 € P*M) with po[MJ] = pi[MJ] = 1 such that any pair of points x; €
supp ft; N M:j’ (1 =0,1) are joined by some minimal geodesic contained in Mg, there
exists a minimal geodesic (pu;)ieo1) C P*(MY) along which

Ho(pe) < (1= )Hy (o) + tHy () — (L= Wi, pn)? (5.6)
holds for all t € [0, 1].

Proof. The equivalence between (A) and (B) has been established in [OT, Theorem 4.1].
As (C) = (B) is trivial (recall 6, = 2 —m, see Subsection [24]), it is enough to show (A)
= (C).

We can assume that both H,(uo) and H, () are finite, otherwise the assertion (5.0])
is obvious. We first consider the case where both py and p; are absolutely continuous
with respect to w. By Theorem 2.0, there exists an almost everywhere twice differentiable
function ¢ : Q — R with p[Q2] = 1 such that the map T;(z) := exp,(tVeo(zx)) (t € [0,1])
gives the unique minimal geodesic p; := (T;)sp0 from g to py. Given pg-a.e. z, Ti(x)
is not a cut point of x due to [CMSI], Proposition 4.1], so that the geodesic (7:(x))icpo,]
is unique and contained in MY. Put p; = pw and J¢(z) = /@17 det( DT (x)).
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By the change of variables formula with the Jacobian equation (p; o T;)J¥ = po po-a.e.
(Theorem 2.7)), we deduce that

HOGa) = [ holpdo = [ by (oT)37 o

JUJ Jw 1/N
L@ L) o
M t /] Po M £0

where we set ¢(r) := rVh,(r~"). As Theorem together with the monotonicity of
DCy in m (Lemma B.3)) ensures h, € DCy, the function ¢(r) is non-increasing (resp.
non-decreasing) and convex in r if N > 1 (resp. N < 0) due to Lemma 3.2

Then the essential ingredient is the concavity of NJ¥(z)/" as in the next claim. We
give a sketch of the proof for completeness (see [St3] or [Oh2] for a detailed proof, where
a more delicate estimate under Ricy > K for general K € R is discussed).

Claim 5.8 Under Ricy > 0, NJ¥(2)'N is concave in t for jg-a.e. x.

Proof. Take an orthonormal basis {e;} ; of T, M and extend each e; to the vector field
Ei(t) := D(Ty).(e;) for t € [0,1]. Note that every E; is a Jacobi field along the geodesic
v(t) := Ti(x), since T; is a transport along geodesics. Let us consider the n x n matrix-
valued functions A(t) = (a;;(t)) and B(t) = (b;;(t)) given by

aij(t) == (Ei(t), E;(t)),  DsEi(t) = Zbij (t)E;(t),

where D, is the covariant derivative along 7. Observe that J¥(z) = /@ =/0®) /det A(t).
We see by calculations A’ = 2BA and A” = —2Ric; +2B%A, where we set Ricy =
((R(Ei,¥)7, E5))i ;=1 and R stands for the Riemannian curvature tensor of (M, g). Com-
bining these with the symmetry of B, we have

j—; [(deta) /| {@ — tr(Ricy A7) — tr( BQ)}M - _Ri(;b(f'y) et A)
Put
o(t) = T2 @)V, g (t) = @TOON N0 ) fdep A(E) VYN
Asv = v§N_"’/Nv§/N, we obtain
No~ " = (N = n)oy o) + nwy vl — W(vl—lvi — g tul)?
<—(foy)'+ K{VOi—VZ}Q — Ric(5) = — Ricw (4).

Note that the range of N € (—00,0) U [n,00) is essential here for making (N — n)/N
nonnegative. Thus the assumption Ricy > 0 implies Nv” < 0, so that Nv = NJ¥(z)"/V
is concave in t. &
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Therefore we have, as Jj =1,

V(37 /o)) < (1= 8)(1/p0) "™ +1(IT/p0) ™)
(1 -

t) (( /ﬂo)l/N) +t¢((Jf//70)1/N) (5.7)

to-a.e.. This implies

(G
1\ VN Jo\ VN
< [ oo )eel() ) e
M £0 Lo
= (1= t)H (o) + tH (p11). (5.8)
On the other hand, it follows from Hess ¥ > K that

[ van= [ wmdu< [ {(1—t>\v<7a>+w<m—§<1—t>tdg<7a,ﬂ>2}duo,

and hence
@) @) @) K 2
H7 () = — Mh (o) dpe < (1 = t)H; (o) +tHy” (p1) — 5(1 — )tWa(po, p1)”.

(5.9)

Combining (B.8) with (5.9), we obtain the desired inequality (B.6]).
Let us next consider the case where pg or p; has nontrivial singular part. We may
assume L, < oo, otherwise (B.0) trivially holds by the definition of h{,(c0). Decompose
to and gy as pg = pow + 1 and g = pyw + pf, and take an optimal coupling 7 of 1y and
1. Let p1,po : M x M — M denote the projections to the first and second components.
Now, 7 is decomposed into four parts

T = Taq + Tas + Tsa T Tss

such that (p1)s(7aa), (P1)5(Tas)s (P2)s(Tae) and (p2)s(msq) are absolutely continuous and
that (p1)s(7sa), (P1)8(7ss), (P2)i(Tas) and (p2)s(mss) are singular or null measures. We
divide optimal transport between py and p; into two parts, corresponding to m — 7
and mys. For fig := (p1)s(m — 7mgs) and fi; := (pa)s(m — 7ss), Theorem guarantees the
existence of a geodesic

fu € (1 —me[M x M) - PL(M,w),  te(0,1),
(i.e., u[M] =1 —m[M x M]) such that fi,[M}] = i,[M]. Setting fi, = pw, we observe

[ hepdo <= [ bt do et [ hon) do,

M

- [ i< ~-0 [ wrdio—t [ b din

-0 [ e dir = ma) ().
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To be precise, in the first inequality, we used h, < 0 along the transports corresponding
to m,s and ... By Proposition 2.5 we find a minimal geodesic

fir = pow + fii € mes[M x M] - P*(M)

from fig := (p1)(7ss) to fir = (p2)s(mss) realized through a family of geodesics in M.
Then the condition Hess ¥ > K implies

—/Mh;,(o—)d,ztg —(1—t)/Mh;(o—)dgo—t/Mh;@)d,zl
— g(l —t)t/MXM dy(z,9)* dres(z, ).

We put p := fiy + fi; and conclude that

o) = [ holotpdo— [ wiordue< [

[ hopdo = [ hio) dGin+

M

K
< (1 =t)Hy(po) +tHp(p1) — 5(1 — 1)t Wa (o, 1),
where we used the fact that h, is non-increasing (since L, < oo) in the second line. O

Remark 5.9 Recall that M} = M = M if |, = —oo by definition (and admissibility).
Hence the condition in (B) and (C) that supp po and supp i are connected in M is
nontrivial only if I, > —oco. Even when l, > —oo, Lemma E2(i) guarantees that M} is
totally convex if Hess W > K > 0.

In the limit case of N = oo (m = 1), we can follow the proof of (A) = (C) using
P(r) = e"hy(e™") as well as the concavity of log(J¢¥(x)). However, the implication (B)
= (A) is not true. This is because the two weights f and W are synchronized as v =
e/~ vol, and we can control only the behavior of f + ¥ (see the proof of (B) = (A)
sketched in the next subsection).

Instead, one can see from Theorem [ 2 that Ricy, > K (of (M, w)) implies the A\(K, U)-
convexity of U, for all U € DC,,, where

K lim, o{rU'(r) = U(r)}/r if K >0,
/ —_—
) g 7T =00 ; o
r> r
Klim, . {rU'(r) = U(r)}/r if K <0

([LV2, Theorem 7.3], [Vi2l Theorem 30.5]).

6 Functional inequalities

If Ricy, > 0 and Hess¥ > K for some K > 0, then we can obtain variants of the
Talagrand inequality, the HWI inequality, the logarithmic Sobolev inequality and the
global Poincaré inequality. These are derived from fundamental properties of convex

functions along the lines of [OV] and [LV2], Section 6] (see also [OT, Section 5] where
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we studied the special case of the m-relative entropies). We will impose only the strictly
weaker condition Hess H, > K > 0 (for single ¢) in the ¢-Talagrand inequality for the
use in the next section.

For p1 = pw € PZ(M,w) with u[M] = 1, we define the p-relative Fisher information
with respect to v = ow by

2d,u (6.1)

)= [ Vlna(e) = bl d = | ]%ww

provided that it is well-defined, otherwise we set I,(x) := oo. This quantity describes
the directional derivatives of H, as follows. (At this point the treatment in [OT] was
somewhat too rough, the argument in the present paper is correct.)

Proposition 6.1 (Directional derivatives of H,) Let (M,w,p, V) be an admissible
space with Ricy, > 0 and Hess ¥ > K on M;I’ for some K € R, and p = pw € PaQC(M,w)
be such that p[MJ] = 1, H,(p) < oo, phl,(p) — hy(p) € Hy, (M) and that |[Vp/o(p)] +
\VU| € L*(M, p). Take a minimal geodesic (pu)icjon) C P*(M) emanating from po = p
generated by a locally semi-convex function ¢ : M — R as p, = (Tp)yp with Ti(x) =
exp, (tVo(x)). If 0, < 1, then we further suppose that supp 1o and supp p are compact.

Then we have

e Ho () — Ho(p) Vr
hrﬁénf ; Z/M<<P(p) +V\I',V<b> dj. (6.2)

Moreover, equality holds in (6.2) (with limyo in place of liminfy o) if ¢ € C2(M).

Proof. We first deduce equality in ([6.2)) for ¢ € C*(M). Put iy = pw and JY =
ef=FT)det(DT;) as in the proof of Theorem 571 We follow the calculation in Theorem [5.7]
and see

.0~ 1,00 = [ {(£)35 =) f o= [ (nito o T~ (o))

By the convexity ([B.7) of h,(p/J¢)J¢ in t and Hess U > K, we can apply the monotone
convergence theorem and obtain

lim Hw(/it) - H«J(U) _ / lim he@(/)/Jf)J;} - hw(/))

in . in . dw + /M(V\I/,ng) dp.

Note that, by using the weighted Laplacian A“ introduced at the beginning of Subsec-
tion below,

Iy —1 el U0det(DT) -1
ltlil’gl = ltlil’gl ; = tr(Hess ¢) — (Vo, Vf)

=Ap—(Vo,Vf) =A%

Thus we have

hy(p/IE)IY — he(p) _ : _Jy -1
lim . = {ho(p) = g (p)p} lim —

= {hy(p) = h,(p)p}A“¢.
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Therefore we conclude, by the integration by parts for A¥ (since ¢ € C(M)),

g T I S () = sl + 90, V) e

10 t
{2 vu
v \¢(p)

In the case of ¢ & C°(M), we need to take care about the last step of integration by
parts. If 6, > 1 (equivalently, N, € [n,00] N (2,00]), then we can directly apply [Vi2,
Theorem 23.14] to see (62)). For 6, < 1, the same proof (Step 3 in [Vi2, Theorem 23.14])
still works provided that supp o and supp pq are compact. O

Remark 6.2 Let us add some more remarks on the case of 6, < 1. A large part of the
proof of [Vi2l Theorem 23.14] also works in this case (even without the approximation
procedure based on [Vi2] Proposition 17.7]). Proposition 213(i) ensures [, > —oo so that
uy(r) > lyr for all r > 0, and Lemma shows

s o <s)19“’ t ¢

pls) =\t p(t) ~ )

for all 0 < s < ¢, which corresponds to [Vi2l (23.52)] with A = oo (hence (23.53) and
(23.54) are unnecessary). Note that p'(s) in [Vi2] is s/p(s) in our context. The only
problem is that s/y(s) is never bounded for large s, as seen from the model case of
$/om(s) = s™ ! with m > 1. The boundedness is used to guarantee p'(p) € L*(M, 1), so
that we can assume p/p(p) € L2(M , i) instead of the compactness of supp g U supp g
in Proposition [6.1] above.

We assume v[M] = 1 by scaling (recall Remark [I.6)), and prove functional inequalities
associated with H.,.

Theorem 6.3 Let (M, w,p, V) be admissible with v € P%(M,w). We set H, == H,(v)
for brevity.

(i) (p-Talagrand inequality) Suppose that Hess H, > K for some K > 0. For any
w € P3(M), we have

2
Wl ) <\ 2 H ) — Hu) (63)
(ii) (p-HWI, p-logarithmic Sobolev inequalities) Assume Ricy, > 0 and Hess VU > K

on MY for some K > 0. Given p = pw € Pr(M) with u[M}] = 1 such that
H,(p) < oo and that p is locally Lipschitz, we have

Ho(p) = Hy <[ T,{00) - Walp,v) — 5 Wa(ys, v, (6.4)

Hy(p) — Hy < 5= 1o (). (6.5)
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(iii) (¢-global Poincaré inequality) Let (M,g) be compact and ¢ be C', and assume
Ricy, > 0 and Hess¥ > K on M‘I’ for some K > 0. Then for any Lipschitz
functwn w : M‘I’ — R such that fM‘I’ wdr =0, we have

/ w?o 1/<i v<w0)2
my plo) T K e v(0)

Proof.  We first remark that M Y is totally convex if Hess ¥ > K > 0 (see Lemma [
and Remark (5.9 as well). Thus M ¥ is totally convex in (ii) and (iii).

(i) There is nothing to prove it H »(1) = 00, so that we assume H,(u) < oo. By the
hypothesis Hess H, > K, there is a minimal geodesic (jt)scp0,1] C PQ(M ) from po = p to
(1 = v such that

dv. (6.6)

0 Hy(pe) — Hy < (1= O)Hy(p) — (L~ )H, = (L= )iWa(u v (67)

for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Dividing both sides with 1 —¢ and letting ¢ go to 1, we obtain the desired
inequality (G.3]).

(i) As the case of I,(u) = oo is trivial, we assume I,(u) < oco. For the minimal
geodesic (p)ico,) from g = g to py = v, Theorem ensures that u; € P2 (M,w) for
all t € [0,1] and there is a locally semi-convex function ¢ such that p, = (7;)sp with
Ti(z) = exp,(tVeo(z)). Due to (61), we have

Ho(pe) = Ho(p)
13

K
< —Hy(p)+ H, —

5 (1 — )Wy (p, v)>. (6.8)

Moreover, Proposition shows that
H,(p1e) — Hy(p)
t

lim inf
10

> /M (VIna(p) — Ing ()], Vo)) du

We remark that M7 is bounded if 6, < 1 (by Proposition ZI3(i) and Lemma E2(i)), so
that Proposition[6.1lis certainly available. We obtain from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
that

n%an <Mt)t ( / V[, (p) lnw(a)]|2du)1/z< /M \V¢|2du)1/2
= —\/Lp(p) - Walp,v),
where the last equality follows from
V(@) = dy (. xp,(V6)) = dy(To(e), To(@)) e, o

Combining this with (€8], we obtain ([6.4]). By completing the square, we deduce (G.3])
from (6.4) as

)+ < Lt

K K 1
o) W) = 5 Walp)? = =5 (Wt = /1, ot <ol
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(iii) For small € > 0, we put t = pw := (1 + ew)ow. We remark that H,(p) and I, ()
are finite as M is compact. It follows from (G.3]) that

(060 uslo) — ) = o < 5 [V nte) = ol

On the one hand, we have by expansion

(p—o0)
2

’) = 2¢(0)

where O(g?) is uniform on M (for fixed w) thanks to the compactness of M. On the other
hand, it holds

ug(p) = ug(0) —uy(o)(p— o) = ug(o) + 0 ((p— O(e’),

2

V[Ing(p) — Ing(0)]]* = |V [(p — o) (@) + O((p — o)?)]|* = ’v <%) +O(e2)
=2 |V (%) 2 +O(%).
Thus we have, letting € go to zero,
Lo f s w ), ()] o

O

The p-Talagrand inequality (6.3]) is regarded as a comparison between the distance
functions appearing in Wasserstein geometry and information geometry, since the square
root of the Bregman divergence behaves like a distance function (see Subsection 2.3).
Note that, in the p-global Poincaré inequality (6.6]), the usual global Poincaré inequal-
ity [, w?*dv < K7' [, |[Vw|*dv is indeed recovered when ¢(s) = ¢i(s) = s. Other
inequalities are also clearly reduced to the usual ones for ¢ = ;.

7 Concentration of measures

The aim of this section is to derive the concentration of measures from the (p-Talagrand
inequality (6.3]). Let us assume v[M] =1 (see Remark [A.6]) and define the concentration
function by

a(r) = o) (r) = sup {1 — v[B(A,r)] | A C M: measurable, v[A] >1/2}

for r > 0, where B(A,r) :={y € M | inf,cady(x,y) < r}. The function a describes how
the probability measure v is concentrating on the neighborhood of an arbitrary set A of
half the total measure in a quantitative way (in other words, a kind of large (or moderate)
deviation principle). Equivalently, o measures how any 1-Lipschitz function is close to
the constant function at its mean. We refer to the excellent book [Le] for an introduction
to the concentration of measure phenomenon.
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In the classical case of ¢1(s) = s, the Talagrand inequality (6.3]) implies the normal
concentration a(r) < Cexp(—cr?) or equivalently a(r)~' > C~'exp(cr?) with constants
¢,C > 0 depending only on K (see [Le, Section 6.1]). For general ¢, we will similarly
derive from (6.3)) the m-normal concentration involving the m-exponential function e,,
(see Subsection [Z4]). Precisely, we have a(r) < Ce,,(—cr?) with m = m(p) < 2 — 0, if
0, > 1, and a(r)~! > C ey (cr?) with m = m(p) > 2 — 6, if 6, < 1 (Theorem [Z.9).

7.1 General estimate

For each measurable set A C M with 0 < v[A] < oo, denote the normalized restriction of
v on A by
XA
= A ac
v i ]1/ € Pac(M,w).

To analyze its entropy H,(v4), we introduce the function

Ule.t) = u(f) S, (68 € (0,00) x (0,11

t

Note that H( = [,U( ])dw. To be precise, we can set U(o,v[A]) := 0 on
M\ M, v thanks to the followmg lemma.

Lemma 7.1 If 6, < 2, then we have limg o U(&,t) = 0 for every t € (0, 1].

Proof. Note that

€= fngts) ~mu@yas= [ [
U, t) = Ing,(s) — In, (& d5:/ / drds
0 v v 0 3 o(r)
§ ré g/t s &/t £/t
——// drds+/ / ! drds:—/ ! dr+§/ —1 dr
o Js e(r) e Je o(r) o () tJe wlr)
(7.1)
Then (1)) (deduced from Theorem B3] shows the claim. O

Lemma 7.2 Assume 6, < 2. For any measurable set A with v[A] > 1/2, we have
H,(va) <0. In particular, it holds H,(v) <0 if v[M] = 1.

Proof. For any £ > 0, U(§,t) is non-increasing in ¢ € (0, 1] since we have

ou RS § § AR
o &=l (i) @) =5 e (s ds < 0.

Similarly, U(&,1/2) is non-increasing in £ due to

(fz_g (g, %) — 210, (26) — 2In,(¢) - % — 2/;5 (¢(13) - @) ds < 0.

Thus we deduce from Lemma [Z]] that, for any £ > 0 and ¢ > 1/2,
UlE,1) < U(E1/2) < mU(6 1/2) =0,

which shows H,( =[,U " ])dw <0. a
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Next we give an estimate on H,(vg) for B C M not necessarily v[B] > 1/2. Recall
(24)) for the definition of d,.

Lemma 7.3 Assume 0, < oo and ||o||s < 00. Given any measurable set B C M with
0 < v[B] < o0 and any & > max{v[B], ||o||«}, we have

Hylve) < o[BI, {B)E ™ [ o (7.2

Proof. For t,& € (0,&), we deduce from () that

g &/t 1 B 52 1 1
w60 <5 o= ] e

where we changed the variables as r = sét~!'. Note that Lemma 210 shows that for all

5s>0 , ) 5
£2 - 52—9¢£0¢ - §2—6¢£O¢ (@) »
p(sst™) ~ p(s&t™) T wls) \t)

Thus we find
U(f, t) < _t5¢72 lnip(t)ggw*&ngf@w_

This implies
Ho(vs) = [ UGv[B) dw < ~v[BI I B [ o0 do
B B
as desired. .

We remark that, if §, < 2, then we have at any s € (0, 1)

i(9‘5‘”_211 s)] = g%3 — n,(s i
ds[ In,(s)] {(@, 2) Iny( )+(p(8)} > 0.

Therefore the right hand side of (7Z2) is non-increasing in v[B] provided that v is a
probability measure.
Now we show a general estimate of () under the strict convexity of H,,.

Proposition 7.4 Assume that (M,w, ¢, V) is admissible, v € Pyo(M,w), Hess H, > K
for some K > 0 and that |||l < 00. We set H, := H,(v) (< 0) as in Theorem 6.3
Then, for any & > max{1/2,||o]|s} and any r > 0 with a(r) > 0, we have

- K 2
OZ(’I")&p—Q 1114; (Oé(?“)) 0'999 Op . Sup/ 0-2_6<P dw S —( ET — 1/ —HV) — Hy, (73)
A JB

where A C M runs over all measurable sets of v[A] > 1/2 and we set B := M \ B(A,r).
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Proof. Since «a(r) < 1 by definition, the left hand side of (Z.3) is always nonpositive.
Therefore the assertion is clear if 72 < —8H, /K. Suppose r? > —8H, /K, take a measur-
able set A C M with v[A] > 1/2 and put B := M \ B(A,r). We also assume v[B] > 0
since we have a(r) = 0 if v[B] = 0 for all such A.

Observe that Wy (va,vg) > r as dy(z,y) > r for all 2 € A and y € B. Note also that
W1 < W5 holds by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Then the triangle inequality for Wy
and the ¢-Talagrand inequality (6.3)) yield

r < Wi(va, v) < Wi(va, v) + Wiy, vg) < \/% (H,(va) — H,) + \/% (Ho(vs) — H,).

Applying Lemma [T2 gives, as r> > —8H, /K ensures /K /2r > \/—H,,

H,(vp) > ( %r— \/—Tﬂ)Q+HV.

Since A is arbitrary and v[B] < 1/2 < £, combining the above estimate with Lemma [[3]
yields

(/5 ﬁ) - 1, 2 sup { B2, BDEL T [ oo

7.2 Concentration of measures

We shall obtain the concentration of {(M,w, ¢, ¥;)}ien, i.e., im0 a(ar,)(r) = 0 for all
r > 0 with v; == exp,(—V;)w, under an appropriate condition on the convexity of H,
associated with W;. We first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 7.5 Assume that (M,w, @, V) is admissible, v € P,.(M,w) and that ||o||. < 00.
Set H, := H,(v) and take arbitrary & > ||0]| -

(i) If 6, <1, then we have
/ e dw< &% H,> -
M

(ii) If 0, € (1,3/2) and w[M] < oo, then we have

by 0,—1
/ o> 7% dw < w[M]GVI, H, > _w.
M (2 =0,)e(&0)
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Proof. 1t follows from (.J]) and Lemma that

° r o 5‘9997,17999
HV:/U(G,l)de—// drde—// 0 drdw
M mJo @(r) mdo (&)
B, 0.27&9
— 0 / dw.
©(&0) Jur 2 — 0,
(i) The assertion immediately follows from

/ 20y < ||o||};9w/ o dw < €170
M M

(ii) The Hoélder inequality yields that

2-0,
/ 0?7 % dw < (/ adw) w[M]?%~1 = WM,
M M

which shows the claim. O

Theorem 7.6 Let {(M,w,p,V;)}ien be a sequence of admissible spaces such that
(a) wM] < oo iff, >1,
(b

S

)
) vi = 0w = exp,(—V;)w € Pac(M,w) for all i,

(c) & = max{l, ||oi|l} < 00 for alli,

(d) Hess H!, > K; for some K; > 0, where H, is the p-relative entropy for (M,w, p, ¥;),
(e) lim; o0 Kifi“’fl =00 if 0, <1, and lim;_, Kifi“’fé)“’ =00 if 0, > 1.

Then the concentration function o;(r) = ) (r) satisfies lim;_,oo a;(r) = 0 for all
r > 0.

Proof. Fix r > 0 and put oy := ay(r) and H,, := H(v;) for brevity. It follows from
Proposition [7.4] that

) 7 2 ) -1
ofs‘” 2lngé,( )Sf‘” b < —{( 727“ — \/—HVZ.) +Hyz} (/ o’ b dw) .
M
We have In,(a;) > la_g,(a;) by [23), so that
-1
Oé?¢_2€2,9v<(12) < —§6‘” 9“’( —V2K;\/—H, r) (/ af_e“’ dw) : (7.4)
M

Now, for 6, < 1, Lemma [Z.5]i) and Lemma yield

& g
@ 0,006 ~ 26,

/ o dw< g™ H, > -
M
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since & > 1. Hence the right hand side of ([.4]) is bounded from above by (for large 7)

1 Op K. 2 9 10,
dp—1 2K B i T__ 751— B
6 ( : ) fi”w(? 20, K )

as i goes to infinity due to the condition (g). Therefore we obtain

lim o 2/ 9, () < hm a 2y 9, () = —o0,
i—00

and hence lim;_,. o; = 0.
For 6, > 1, we similarly deduce from Lemma [Z5|(ii) that

‘999 0,—1 ‘?v*év 0p—1
/ 0'?70@ dw S W[M]G(P—l’ Hyi Z W[M] Z _5 W[M]
M (2 —0,)p(&) 2-10,

Hence the right hand side of (Z.4]) is bounded from above by

g{sw*@w Kz‘ ) 5‘?w*5ww[M]0¢—1
S A e N oY Y
w[M]0%=1\ 2 " 2—-40, "

bp—0, o—1 b0
:_L<ﬁ_\/2w[M]a S r) — —o0 (i — o0).

w[M]Pe=1\ 2 2—-0, K

Thus we have lim;_,., a; = 0. O

Remark 7.7 (1) For ¢,, with m < 1, we have 6, = d,, and hence the condition (@) is
reduced to lim,_,., K; = 0o, whereas the condltlon HUZ”OO < oo was implicitly used in our
discussion. See [OT, Section 6] for a more precise estimate associated with ¢, without
assuming ||o;|/ < 00.

(2) We stress that only Hess H, ; > K for single ¢ is assumed in Theorem [T.6] rather
than Ricy, > 0 and Hess V; > Kj;. If Hess¥; > K; and I, > —oo, then Lemma B.2(i)
gives a stronger estimate on the diameter of M;I’ i as

. , 2 2
diom MY < 2/ 7 (i) = 1} < 2/ 2 () ~ 1)
Indeed, we observe from (2.9) and Lemma that
Iny(&) _ &70a, (&) _ &7 "0, (&) &G -1

K, = Kip&) — K; o K(1-6,) 7
provided that 6, # 1. If 6, < 1, then the leading term (as §; — 00) is
1 g0
=0, —g’K -0 (i — 00)
under the condition (@) in Theorem [[L6l Similarly, for 6, > 1 the leading term is
1 69&9 oy
: —0 (i — 00).
0,—1 K, (i = 00)

Therefore, in both cases, lim; .., diam M;I’ ¢ = 0 holds and it is obviously stronger than
im0 (ar,) (1) = 0.
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7.3 m(y)-normal concentration

In order to derive the m-normal concentration for some m = m(yp) from the general
estimate (73], we prove a computational lemma on e,, (see also [OT, Lemma 6.4]).

Recall from Subsection 2.4 that e, (7) = exp,, (7) = [1 + (m — 1)7']1+/(m71).
Lemma 7.8 (i) Given 0 <m <m/' <1 withm+m' > 1, set
!/

™o ,2).

—m

/8:/8(m7m/):1+ 1
Then we have fm’ > 1 and, for any a,r > 0,
1\ 1 1 a’r?
6m<_ ((J,T - —,—m,> + ﬁ) S em(ﬁ)em <_ (1 - 6’[’)’1]’) m+m/ _ 1) .

(ii) For any m € [1,2) and a,r > 0, we have

em((ar —1)> = 1) > e, (— %)em <%2r2).

Proof. (i) The assumptions m’ < 1 and m +m’ > 1 yields (m +m/)(1 —m') > (1 —m/),
and hence

,:m'{Z—(m+m’)} _ (m'+m)(1 —m/)+m' —m - l—m’er’—m:1
1—m 1—m 1—m '

bBm

From the direct calculation

1 \* 1 2 2,2
_<ar_ )+—,:—a2r2+£§—a2r2+ar + B
m m

N
and the monotonicity of e,,, we deduce that
1\* 1 1
em< — (ar — —m’) + ﬁ) <en (— (1 - ﬁm’) a’r® + 5)
1 1/(m—1)
= [1 + (m—1) {— (1 — ﬁm/) a’r? +BH
. 1 a2r? 1/(m—1)
= {1+ (m—1)p}"( 1>{1—(m—1) <1_Bm’> } :

m+m' —1

(ii) The assertion for m = 1 (with e;(7) = €7) is easily checked. For m € (1,2), we
deduce from

2\ 2
(ar —1)* =1 = a*r* — 2ar > a*r® — T{aZTZ + (—) } = (1 - T) a’r? — =
2 m 2 m
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that

O

Theorem 7.9 (m(y)-normal concentration) Assume that (M,w, @, V) is admissible,
v € Pu(M,w), Hess H, > K for some K > 0 and that ||o||c < o00. Fiz arbitrary

§o = max{L, [|of|oc}-

(i) If 0, <1 and 6, > 0, then we have for any r >0

or 2 (gt} e ().

(i) If 0, € (1,3/2), 6, > 3(0, — 1) and if w[M] < oo, then we have for any r > 0

(r) < (0, —1)(3 =30, +6,) 1/(1-20,+3,)
a(r) < T

K 0, — 1 Bo=0 100 12
— 5 M ’ .
X €2(1-0,)+6, ( 2 (2 — 030)(3@; - 5@ — 2) 0 W[ ] T

iii) If 0, =1 and o, > 1/2, then we have for any r > 0
¢ ¢

-2 K 5 _
a(r)™" > ez s, (73 5 ) - €395, (ng“” 11“2) .
%)

Proof. 'We abbreviate a(r) as «v in this proof, and assume o > 0 without loss of generality.
Let A C M be a measurable set of v[A] > 1/2 and put B := M \ B(A,r).
(i) We first observe

/ 0?7 dw < ||cr||;9‘”/ odw < afé_e"’.
B B
Then (T3] yields

o Hnfa) < 67 - ({5 ﬁ) -1}, (75)

42



where H, := H,(v). On the one hand, it follows from (2.9) that
ade—0e _ o1

a® tn,(a) > o’y 4 (a) =
? 1—-46,

Since a%~% > 1> (1—40,)/(1 —4,), we obtain

1 — (Ca—1)1=b |5\ M6
% n,(a) > (10115 ) =l 5, (Ca™h), C:= (75“’) > 1.
)

On the other hand, Lemmas [[5(i) and give

53“’ 1
S @ h)pE) 20

Foede 2
lys,(Ca™) > ( %r - 1) — 1.

We apply Lemma [T§[(ii) and obtain

2t (i) )
20t (g s ( @)
_ 5<p(1 . Q(p) 1/(1-6y) . 55,5@717“2
(1—-0,)(2—6,) e '
(ii) We deduce from the Holder inequality that
2-0,
/ 0¥ % dw < (/ adw) w[B]% ™t < a* ew[ M)
B B
Then (.3) gives

eyt < g twiy el - (B o) ),

Set m = 2(1 —6,) + 6, and m’ := 2 — 0, and observe 0 < m < m' < 1 as well as
m +m’ > 1. Similarly to (i), 23] yields

5% 1

<1 (7.6)

Hence we have

0p—20,+1 Sp—0 m—1 m—m/
_ _ a2t — qfe=le gl — o
a(S‘P Oy lnw(a) Z a(s‘P 6¢£2—9¢ (a) — =

1-6, m' —1

/

Asa™™™ >1>(1—m')/(1 —m), we find




Lemmas [[[5](ii) and ZI0 imply

d
_ © 1 1
6p,—0 1—6 0
—&° P wM]) % H, < < =—,
] (2—0,)0(&) ~2-06,

and hence

5,—0, —o, 2

Then we apply Lemma [T8(i) to have, with § = (2 —m —m/)/(1 —m),

Sp—0, —o,
a < len(B)em (_ (1 1 ) K& Pw[M]? 7“2) .

') 2lm+ml —1)

(iii) It immediately follows from (ZH) and ({Z.0]) that

B 174 2 et 2
a‘s"’_llnw(a)ggg‘” 1{—( 57“—\/—Hy) —HV}§—< %T—l) + 1.

Note that ([2.9) provides a®~'1n,(a) > o’ n(a). If §, = 1, then it holds a® ! In(a) =
—In(a™!). Otherwise, the numerical estimate
P —t°

In(t) >
n(t) = — -

for t € (0,1}, s >0,

shows o~ In(a) > —l3_95,(a™!) (let s =1 — 8, and ¢ = a). Therefore we have, thanks
to Lemma [L8(ii) with m =3 — 246, < 2,

JEG i -2 K 5.
a !> €3-25, (( %T — 1) — 1) > €325, <m> - e3-95, <Z S“’ 17“2) .

Note that 3(f, — 1) < 6, in (ii) by 6, < 3/2, so that the condition d, > 3(f, — 1) is
not vacuous.

O

Remark 7.10 Letting d, = 6, and then 6, — 1, all of the estimates (i)-(iii) in Theo-
rem [Z.9 tend to the normal concentration a(r) < e? exp(—Kr?/4).

8 Gradient flow of H,: Compact case

In this and the next sections, we show that the gradient flow of the p-relative entropy
produces weak solutions to the nonlinear evolution equation

dp . (pr )
=L — div,, (=5 4 pvw
ot o) "
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on the weighted Riemannian manifold (M,w). See the beginning of Subsection for
more explanation and background. This kind of interpretation of evolution equations has
turned out extremely useful after the pioneering work due to Jordan et al. [JKO]. There
are several ways of interpreting this coincidence. In this section, we adapt the rather
‘metric geometric’ approach developed in [Ohl] inspired by [PP] and [Ly] (see also [Pe]).
This formulation of gradient flows requires a strong structure theorem (Theorem RI]) of
the Wasserstein space, which is known only for compact spaces. The noncompact situation
will be treated in the next section in a different strategy along [AGS1] and [Exr].

Before beginning the review of the structure of Wasserstein spaces, let us recall basic
notions of calculus on our weighted Riemannian manifold (M, w) with w = e~/ vol,. For
a differentiable vector field V' on M, the weighted divergence is defined as

div, V:=divV — (V, V),

where div V' denotes the usual divergence of V' for the unweighted space (M, vol,). Note
that div, V = e/ div(e™/V) and, for any w € C!(M), the integration by parts holds:

/ (Vw, V) dw = / (Vw, e V) dvol, = —/ wdiv(e V) dvol, = —/ wdiv, V dw.
M M M M

Through this formula, the weighted divergence is defined in the weak sense also for mea-
surable vector fields. For p € H] (M), the weighted Laplacian is defined in the weak form
by

A¥p:=div,(Vp) = Ap —(Vp, V).

8.1 Geometric structure of (P(M), W)

Let M be compact throughout the section, so that P(M) = P?(M). Tt is known that
(P(M),Ws5) is an Alexandrov space of nonnegative curvature if and only if (M, g) has the
nonnegative sectional curvature ([St2, Proposition 2.10], [LV2, Theorem A.8]). Alexan-
drov spaces are metric spaces whose sectional curvature is bounded from below by a
constant in the sense of the triangle comparison property, and such spaces are known
to possess nice infinitesimal structures (we refer to [BBI|] for the basic theory). We re-
mark that it is in most cases impossible to bound the curvature of P(M) from above
(cf. [AGSI, Example 7.3.3]). In the case where (M, g) is not nonnegatively curved, al-
though (P (M), W3) does not admit any lower curvature bound in the sense of Alexandrov
([St2, Proposition 2.10]), we can consider the ‘angle’ between geodesics (see also [OhIl
Theorem 3.6]).

Theorem 8.1 ([Gi2, Theorem 3.4, Remark 3.5]) For any p € P(M) and unit speed
geodesics a, 5 : [0,0) — P(M) with a(0) = 5(0) = p, the joint limit

2 2 2
LS = Whla(s), 6(1)
5,t10 2st

€ [-1,1]

ex1sts.
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Theorem in particular guarantees that the scaling limit

L (59)° 4 (19)° — Wla(se), B(te))?

) 2ste?

exists, and is independent of the choices of the parameters s,¢ > 0. This means that
an angle between o and [ makes sense, so that (P(M), Ws) looks like a Riemannian
space (rather than a Finsler space). This observation makes it possible to investigate the
infinitesimal structure of (P(M), W3) in the manner of the theory of Alexandrov spaces.
For yi € P(M), denote by 37, [P(M)] the set of all nontrivial unit speed minimal geodesics
emanating from p. Given a, 8 € ¥, [P(M)], Theorem BTl verifies that the angle

Z, (o, B) := arccos (llﬁé ik i M;QS(ta<S)’ B(t))Q) € [0, 7]

is well-defined. We define the space of directions (£,[P(M)],Z,) as the completion of
(XL[P(M)]/~, £,,), where o ~ (3 holds if Z,(a,3) = 0. The angle Z,, provides a natu-
ral distance structure of X,[P(M)]. The tangent cone (C,[P(M)],0,) is defined as the
Euclidean cone over (£,[P(M)], Z,), i.e.,

CulP(M)] = (Su[P(M) 00))/ (Eu[P(M)] x {0}),
aﬂ((a,s), (B,t)) \/52 + 12 — 2st cos £, (v, ).

By means of this infinitesimal structure, we introduce a class of ‘differentiable curves’.

Definition 8.2 (Right differentiability) We say that a curve £ : [0,1) — P(M) is
right differentiable at t € [0,1) if there is v € Cgyy[P(M)] such that, for any sequences
{€i}ien of positive numbers tending to zero and {a; };en of unit speed minimal geodesics
from £(t) to &(t+¢;), the sequence {(a;, Wa(§(t), £(t+¢:)) /i) bien C Cey[P(M)] converges
to v. Such v is clearly unique if it exists, and then we write f (t) =wv.

8.2 Gradient flows in (P(M), Ws)

Consider a lower semi-continuous function H : P(M) — (—o0, +0o0o] which is K-convex
in the weak sense for some K € R. We in addition suppose that H is not identically +oo,
and define Py (M) :={p € P(M) | H(n) < oo}.

Given p € Pj;(M) and o € 3,[P(M)], we set

H(B(H)) — H
D,H(a):= liminf lim (B@1)) (M)’
%1 [P(M)]38—a t10 n

where the convergence 5 — « is with respect to Z,. Define the absolute gradient (also
called the local slope) of H at € Py, (M) by

- : H(p) — H(p)
IV H|(u) = maX{O,hI;lj;lp W},

where i — p is with respect to W,. Note that —D,H(a) < |V H|(n) for any a €
Yu[P(M)]. The K-convexity of H guarantees the unique existence of the direction along
which H decreases the most.
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Lemma 8.3 ([Ohll, Lemma 4.2]) For each u € Pj;(M) with 0 < |[V_H|(n) < oo, there
exists a unique direction o € X,[P(M)] satisfying D, H (o) = —|N_H|(1).

Using « in the above lemma, we define the negative gradient vector of H at p by
V. H(i) = (o, |VH|(n)) € Cu[P(M)].

If [V_H|(p) = 0, then we simply define V_H (1) as the origin of C,[P(M)]. A trajectory
of the gradient flow of H (which will be called a gradient curve) should be understood as
a curve ¢ solving £(t) = V_H(&(t)). Precisely, we adopt the following definition.

Definition 8.4 (Gradient curves) A continuous curve ¢ : [0,1) — Pj; (M) which is
locally Lipschitz on (0,[) is called a gradient curve of H if |V_H|({(t)) < oo for all
t € (0,1) and if it is right differentiable with £(t) = V. H(£(t)) at all t € (0,1). We say
that a gradient curve £ is complete if it is defined on entire [0, 00).

By virtue of the K-convexity of H as well as the compactness of M, there starts
a unique gradient curve from an arbitrary initial point u € Pj (M) enjoying the K-
contraction property as follows.

Theorem 8.5 (JOhI, Theorem 5.11, Corollary 6.3], [GO, Theorem 4.2]) Let M be com-
pact and H : P(M) — (—o0, +00] be a K-convex function for some K € R.

(i) From any p € Py (M), there exists a unique complete gradient curve & : [0,00) —>
P (M) of H with £(0) = p.

(ii) (K-contraction property) Given any two gradient curves &,( : [0, 00) — Pj (M) of
H, we have

Wa(&(), (1)) < e W2(£(0), ¢(0)) (8.1)
for allt € [0, 00).

The uniqueness in (i) is indeed a consequence of the K-contraction property (8.]).
Thus the gradient flow G : [0,00) X Py (M) — Pj;(M) of H, given as G(t,n) = £(t)
for £ in Theorem B5i), is uniquely determined and continuously extended to the closure
G :]0,00) X Py (M) — Py (M).

8.3 H, and the p-heat equation

It is an established fact that the gradient flow of the relative entropy (or the free energy)
with respect to w,

Entw(pw):/ plnpdw:/ (pe_f)ln(pe_f)dvolg+/ fdu,
M M M

produces solutions to the associated heat equation (or the Fokker—Planck equation)

% =A¥p = ef{A(pe_f) + div ((pe_f)Vf) }
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See [JKO, Theorem 5.1], [Vill Subsection 8.4.2] for the Euclidean case, [Ohll, Theo-
rem 6.6], [GO, Theorem 4.6], [Vi2, Corollary 23.23] for the Riemannian case, [OSIl Sec-
tion 7] for the Finsler case, and [ESS], [Ju], [GKO], [Ma], [AGS2] for further related work
on various kinds of spaces.

We shall see that a similar argumentation gives weak solutions to the equation

dp .. (pr )
— =div, | —= + pVV¥ 8.2
ot oo) 7 (82)

as the gradient flow of the p-relative entropy H,. We will call (B2) the p-heat equation.
In the special case of p,,(s) = s*~™, [B2) is called the fast diffusion equation (for m < 1)
or the porous medium equation (for m > 1). Then this identification was demonstrated
by Otto [Ot] on (R", L"), and by [Vi2l Theorem 23.19] as well as [OT] on weighted
Riemannian manifolds (by the different means). We can follow the strategy of [OT] for
general ¢, up to some technical difficulties.

We first observe |V.H,|(1) = \/I,(1) as Proposition [E.1] suggests.

Proposition 8.6 Let (M,w, ¢, V) be a compact admissible space such that Ricy, > 0 and
Hess W > K for some K € R. Take i = pw € Poo(M,w) with u[M}] =1, Hy(n) < oo,
ph,(p) — ho(p) € HY(M) and with [Np/e(p)| € L*(M, ). Then we have |N_Hy|(n) =

I,(p), and the negative gradient vector N_H, () is given by —Vp/¢(p) — V.

Proof. Given any py € P(M) with H,(p1) < o0, let (iu)icpo,) € P(M) be a minimal
geodesic from 19 = p to py along which H, is K-convex (Theorem [.7). Letting p, =
(T¢)sp with T¢(z) = exp, (tVo(z)), we deduce from the K-convexity of H, that

Hy () — Hy(1) < H,(p) — Hy(p) — %WQ(u,ul)z.

lim
tl0 t

Combining this with Proposition 6.1 we have

H%"<'u> — H@(Ul) _ 1 Vp B 5
Wa(p, pa) = Wa (e, p11) /M <<p(p) + VY, V¢> dp 5 Wa(p, pa)
<\ p(p) — §W2(/~L7/J1).

Thus we obtain |V_H,|(1) < v/I,(1), and equality follows also from Proposition [6.1] by
choosing {¢; }ien C C°(M) which approximates — In,(p) + In, (o) in H'(M, uu). Then,
moreover, V_H,(jt) is achieved by —Vp/p(p) — V¥ (to be precise, ((t)eejo,, Walpt, p11))
associated with ¢; converges to V. H, (i) in C,[P(M)]). O

Now we are ready to show the main theorem of the section.

Theorem 8.7 (Gradient flow of H,) Let (M,w,p, V) be a compact admissible space
such that Ricy, > 0 and Hess ¥ > K on M;I’ for some K € R. We in addition assume
that 0, € (0,(n 4+ 1)/n), limso s% /¢(s) < oo and that U is Lipschitz. If a curve
(1e)teo.00) C Pac(M,w) with pu,[M)] = 1 is a gradient curve of H,, then its density
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function p; is a weak solution to the @-heat equation [82). To be precise, p; is weakly
differentiable as well as |Vp/o(pr)| € L*(M, 1) a.e. t, and we have

/ wn, dpiy, — / why dptsy — / / {@—< V/’ft>+w,m>}dutdt (8.3)
M t

for all0 <ty <t; < oo andw € C®(R x M), where p; = pyw and w, = w(t,-).

Proof. First of all, the weak differentiability of p; and |Vp;/¢(p)| € L*(M, ;) follow
from (I) = (II) of Proposition 0.6 below. Fix ¢ € (0,00) and, given small § > 0, choose
p’ € P(M) as a minimizer of the function

Wa(p, 1)

20 '
We postpone the proof of the following technical claim until the end of the section. The
condition 6, < (n+1)/n will come into play in (i), while 6, > 0 and lim;_,« 5% /¢(s) < oo
will be used in (iii).

po—s Hy(n) + (8.4)

Claim 8.8 (i) Such a minimizer ;i° of (84) indeed exists and is absolutely continuous
with respect to w.

(ii) We have

: WQ(Mévﬂty _ : 5\
lim === =0, Hm Hy(u") = Hy ().

In particular, u® converges to j; weakly.

(iii) Moreover, by putting pu° = p°w, hy,(p°) — h;,(p‘;)p‘; converges to hy(pr) — hl,(pi)pe in
LY(M,w) as § 1 0.

Take a semi-convex function ¢ : M — R such that T (z) := exp,(Vo(x)) gives the

optimal transport from u° to y; (recall Theorem ZLG). We also consider the transport

pd = (F.)yu’ in another direction for small € > 0, where F.(z) := exp,(eVw(x)). It
immediately follows from the choice of x° that

Wz(/iga/it)Q Wz(N(S’Mt)Q
26 20 i

We first estimate the difference of the Wasserstein distances. Observe that, as (F. x T )yu®
is a (not necessarily optimal) coupling of p® and 4,

Ho(p2) + > Hy(p') + (8.5)

Wy (Mga ,Ut)2 - Wz(/fSa /M)2

lim sup
el0

Slimsupé /M (d,(Fo(2), T(2))* — dy (0. T(2))) di () = — /M 2Vur, V) dpi

el0

We used the first variation formula for the Riemannian distance function d, in the last line
(cf., e.g., [Chvl, Theorem I1.4.1]). Thanks to the compactness of M, there is a constant
C' > 0 (depending only on (M, g) and w) such that

Wy (T(x)) < wt<l’) + <th<x)7 ng(a:)) + Cdg(xv T<x))2
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for a.e. x € M. Thus we obtain, by virtue of Claim B.8[(ii),

1 Wo(pl, p10)* — Wa (i, i) 1
lim inf — lim sup 212, 1) 2%, ) < —limsup = / (Vwy, V) dp’
51020 <0 € 50 0 )

1 1
< liminf - / {wy —w(T)} dp’ + CWQ(M‘S, pe)*| = liminf — / wy dp® — / wy dity ¢
510 0| )y Y M

510

Next we calculate the difference of the entropies in ([83). We put p° = p’w, 1l = plw
and J¥ := e/~/(#2)det(DF.). Then we obtain from Proposition G.1] that, as w, € C=(M),

H 0\ H J
hm 14 (lu ) @ (:ue)
el0 g

a&H%WW—mmmww+wwmwmmew

(we need the conditions Ricy, > 0 and HessW > K only here for applying Proposi-
tion [6.1]). Hence we deduce that, together with Claim R8](ii), (iii),

Htp(/ié) - Htp(ﬂi)

tm i . = [ 0o = ol = (o9, V)] o
\Y
= _/ <v[h:p(Pt)Pt — hy(p)] + p: VU, V) dw = —/ < P + VU, th> dpit.
M m \¢(pr)

These together imply

1
liminf—{/ wtdué—/ wtdut} z—/ <th +V\I!,th>dm.
50 0| Ju M m \P(pt)

Moreover, equality holds since we can change w into —w. Recall from [GOl (5)] (see also

[Oh1l Lemma 6.4]) that
lim + d dp’ b =0
sy [ ndes = | ndi g =
holds for all n € C*°(M). Therefore we conclude
1
l(ggl 5 . Wiys dflprs — o wy djug

o1
= lim —{ / (wt+5 - wt) dpys + wy dptyys — / Wy dﬂt}
610 5 M M M

5 < " >}
- g A du,.
/M{ ot \elp) W) g

This shows (B3]) by integration in t. O

Remark 8.9 In Theorem B.7] assuming that p, is absolutely continuous is in fact redun-
dant. If L, = oo, then H,(1;) < oo guarantees jiy € Poo(M,w) by definition. As for
L, < oo, if p; with ¢t > 0 has a nontrivial singular part ;°, then we can modify p; as in
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the proof of Claim BJ(i) below (with p° = i, and m = diag, y, where diag(z) := (z,z))
and obtain fi,, € Pae(M,w) for small r > 0 such that
(ﬂr) - H@(Nt)

Waljirs ) < pe[M]r, - lim =0 ~ o

This yields |V.H,|(1;) = oo and contradicts the definition of gradient curves (compare
this discussion with [AGSI Theorem 10.4.8]).

Combining Theorems B.7), B.5] B.7] we obtain the following.

Corollary 8.10 Let (M,w, ¢, V) be an admissible space as in Theorem BT, and further
suppose that M;,I’ is totally convex. Then the weak solution (ji)ic(o,00) C Pac(Mg,w) to
the p-heat equation constructed in Theorem B satisfies the K -contraction property (81]).

8.4 Proof of Claim 8.8

(i) The existence follows from the compactness of P(M) and the lower semi-continuity of
H, (Lemma[5.6). The absolute continuity is obvious if L, = oo.

Assume L, < oo, so that 0, € (1,(n+ 1)/n) and N, = (8, — 1)~ € (n,00) (Proposi-
tion 2 13(ii)). We decompose p? into absolutely continuous and singular parts p° = pw+pu®
and suppose p[M] > 0. For small r > 0, we modify x° into fi, = p,w € Pac(M,w) as

pr(x) == p(x)+/ﬂ4ﬁg(’7mdﬁs(y)-

We shall show that /i, gives a better choice than p° in our approximation scheme (8.4,
which is a contradiction and hence p°[M] = 0. We first observe

[ nterdn, = [ weyan = [ o) - s | o) de| ()
> [ Kooy’ = {sup vt 0 )] v hua (5.6)

Note that, on M;I’ , hi,(0) = =W — L, is Lipschitz since W is Lipschitz. Given an optimal
coupling 7 = 7 + 7, of x° and p; such that (p1)gm = pw and (py)gma = p1°,

dm,.(x,z) == dm(z, z) + /EM ﬁl(?y(’im dw(zx) dm(y, 2)

is a coupling of [, and ;. Hence we find

Wo(fir, p1)* < /

MxM

dy(z, 2% dmy(z, 2) + / {dy(y,2) + r}* dma(y. 2)

MxM

< / dy(z,2)* dr(z, 2) + {2diam M + r}rm[M x M)
Mx M

< Wa(p®, pe)? + {3 diam M - r}p®[M]. (8.7)
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Next, observe that

[ o= [ no( [ e S @) o)
As h, is convex, Jensen’s inequality shows
(L Sty )

1 XBn) (T) ;
< oy . e o)+ ST ) ),

Since h,, is non-increasing, we deduce from the Fubini theorem that

T (]
Iz

s sup 180y n)}

By virtue of the compactness of M, there are constants 0 < C < (5 such that
Cir™ < w[B(y,r)] < Cyr”™

IN

for all y € M and small r > 0. Hence we have, as h,, is non-increasing and nonpositive,

sup 180l ) = O (e )

We find, by the monotonicity of In,, Lemma 2I0 and N, = (, — 1)~*

r~Ne
limisoup rNe Tt h (1) = limisoup {TN*DI / In,(s) ds — rng,}
r r 0

o 1
<limsup {r 'In,(r ") —r 'Ly} = — hmmf/ ds

rl0 rlo ), -~ T@(5)
o 0, FNo(0—1) 1
< —lim ds = lim = < 0.
rl0 J-ny T rlo (1 —=0,)r 1—46,

Hence we obtain, since n < N, < 00,
Tn_lh@@“_n) — T(n_NW)/NW . (Tn/N¢)N¢—1h<p ((Tn/N¢)—N¢) 0

as r | 0 (here we need the hypothesis 6, < (n+ 1)/n). Finally, for all y € supp p®, the
convexity of h, yields

[ ez [ (o) Koo - ) do
B(y,r) B(y,r)
= h.(o) —h (o)o} dw h (o) du.
/B@,r)“” ' ()0} +/ ' (o) du

B(y,r)
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We therefore obtain

%{Ahv(mdw—éh@(/))dw}

1
< —Z inf h —h d+/ h' d}+C "1h(
- rylgM {/B(w){ () “;(J)U} “ B(y,r) ¢<0> s 1 7\ Cyrn

— —00

as r | 0. Combining this with (8.6) and (81), we conclude that

1 L Wi, ) Wa(p’, p)®
hm_{H@(Mw) + % — H (%) — 2<Tit) — 5.

rl0 T

This contradicts the choice of y® as a minimizer of (84), so that it holds u*[M] = 0.
(ii) By the choice of ;i°, we have

W2 (M(Sa :ut)2
20

Together with H,(u°) > H,(v) (Lemma [(5.5), we immediately observe

Ho (") + < Ho(pe).

. 5 2 ~3; . —0
lzgg Wa(p’s )™ < lgﬂ)l 20{Hy(p) — Hy(v)} =0
Thus y° converges to u; weakly, and hence

W- é 2

< K . ) <
1 % < Hy(p) hrglul)nf H,(1°) <0

by the lower semi-continuity of H, (Lemma [5.6]). These further yield

H, () < li%%nf H,(p°) < limsup H, (1) < H, ().
510

(iii) This is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 8.11 Assume that 6, € (0,2) and

st

C, = lim < 0.

sToo (p(S)

If a sequence {i;}ien C Pac(M,w) converges to pu € Pao(M,w) weakly and satisfies
lim; oo Hy(pi) = Hy(p) < oo, then, by setting p; = pw and p = pw, the function
holpy) — pilil (pi) convenges to h(p) — phl,(p) in LM(M, w).

Proof. We first show the following claim by using 0, < 2.

Claim 8.12 For any C > 0, it holds

lim || min{p, C} — min{p;, C}| 21y = 0.
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Proof. Assume the contrary, that is, there are some constants C, e > 0 such that, taking
a subsequence of {p; }ien if necessary, we have

| min{p, C} — mingpe, CHlzzaray > € (8.5)

for all . Now, since h{)(s) = ¢(s)~! is positive and non-increasing, we find
N (p+p,~) < help) + ho(pi) lp — pil®
AN 2 8max{(p), ¢(pi)}

We shall further deduce from 6, < 2 that

lp—pif? | min{p, C} — min{p;, C}*

> : (8.9)
max{¢(p), »(pi)} p(C)

This is clear if max{p, p;} < C or min{p, p;} > C. Otherwise, (89) is reduced to
(r—ep _ (C=ep
p(1) — p(C)

and to the monotonicity of the function s +— (s — €)?/¢(s) for s > e. This monotonicity
is easily seen by Lemma 210 since 6, < 2 and

(s—e)? s% (s — 5)2
= .S P . - .
p(s)  pls) 5
Thus we obtain from the hypothesis (88)]) that

p+pi / ho(p) + hy(pi) 1 . : 2
h dw < dw— —— C) — o O 22
[P Yaws [ RAPERAR) gy ninp, €)= min{, )
1 2

<%/ h (p)dw—l—%/ﬂdhw(pi)dw—ma

However, as lim;_,o, H,(p1;) = H,(1t) by assumption, this means that f; := {(p+ p;)/2}w
satisfies

e<C<r,

1
li H,(;) < H - —¢?
im sup o) < Hy(p) 5o(C)°
This contradicts the lower semi-continuity of H, (Lemma [5.6]) and we complete the proof
of Claim o

Observe that

ho(r) — rhl(r / {In(s) — In(r)} ds = — / —tdtds / Tdt

Combining this with Lemma 210, we have for any r,s > 0

/ " t " —0 C m m
(hy(r) — P (r) — hy(s) — sh(s)] = / o /Stl “dtlzi“"\r _ g,

2-0,
where we set m =2 — 6, > 0. Thus we deduce that

/ / C m m
/M!hga(pi)—pihp(m)—h@(p)—ph (p)] dw < Ty /Ipi — " dw. (8.10)

We are done if the right hand side tends to zero as i — oo.

<y
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Claim 8.13 Form =2 -0, € (0,2), we have
pspPi € Lm(M,(U), ZILI& ||pl - pHLm(M,w) = 0.

Proof. The first assertion is clear when m < 1. For m > 1, it is a consequence of
ho(p), hy(pi) € L*(M,w) (guaranteed by H, (), Hy(p;) < 00). Indeed, by Lemma 210
and (2.9), we have on {z € M | p(x) > C} for any C > 0

tp(p) = up(C) = /p In,(s) ds > /p (o (s)ds = =" —Tf)p mioll

c c m(m

which implies max{p,C'} € L™(M,w) since m — 1 > 0, u,(p) — u,(C) > 0 and u,(p) €
L'(M,w). Thus we obtain p € L"™(M,w) and p; € L™(M,w) similarly. We remark that,
as lim; o0 Hy(p1;) = Hy(p) by assumption, we have lim; o [,, up(pi) dw = [, uy(p) dw
so that [, pi" dw is uniformly bounded in i.

As for the second estimate, thanks to Claim and m < 2, it suffices to show that
p; —min{ p;, C'} converges to p—min{p, C'} in L™ (M, w) for some (arbitrarily fixed) C' > 0.
Note first that

(p; — min{p;, C}) — (p — min{p, C})| = | max{p;, C} — max{p, C}|.

We put pf 1= max{p;, C'} and ,0 = max{p, C'} for brevity. By the same argumentation
as Claim BT2 lim; o H,(p;) = ( ) yields

2
lim / P = ”' dw = 0.
i=oo o max{p(pi), o (p)}

Since ¢ is positive and non-decreasing, it holds

\pi — p|? 1pS — p°]
el () o (o)) 7 /M S0+ o)

It follows from the Hélder inequality that

C c |P'C - PC|2 " C C\ym/0 vel?
pi =P |m WS(/ - dw) (/ e(pi ) +elp m*”dw) :

Observe that

PP )% + p(p©)m/0% for m < 1,

C m/gw
{olpy) +o(p )} {2m/¢9¢ 1{@( )m/&p + (p(pC)m/(’w} for m > 1.

We deduce from Lemma that

m/0,
0(p )% 4 p(p?)m0e < %{(m@)m + (P9

Since [, (pf)™ dw is uniformly bounded in i, we find

imsup [ {o(s€) + p(5°)} do <
M

1—00

and hence lim; ., [|p¢ — pC”Lm(M,w) = 0. %
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Now we obtain, for m <1,
[ =prido< [ Qp-prdo >0 (o0
M M
with the help of Claim RI3l Similarly, it holds for m > 1 that

/ P = ™" dw < m/ |pi — plmax{p;, p}" " dw
M M
1/m (m—1)/m
Sm(/ |pi—plmdw) (/ (pﬁp)mdw) —0 (i = 00).
M M

We remark that, in LemmaRTT and hence in Theorem B the assumptions 6, € (0, 2)
and C, < oo can be replaced with

O

5% 5%
d, € (0,2), D, :=lim < 00, d, = lim > 0.
e€02: D =IRLE ¢ =)
Indeed, then we have
5% (s) 5%
- S SO S S -
D, d,

for all s > 0, and (BI0) becomes

/ / D m m
[ ot = it ) = bs(o) =t (0)] o < 25 [
M p JM

for m := 2—0,. With this m € (0, 2), Claim B I3l follows from Proposition ZIdland ¢(s) <
5% /d, (Claim is unnecessary in this case since we can treat p and p; themselves
instead of p© and p{).

Note that C, = D, = d, = 1 < oo for ¢,,(s) = s* ™. For

s for0<s<1,
o(s) = Vs
s for s > 1,

we have 0, =1, 6, =1/2, C, = D, =1 and d, = 0. An example of ¢ with C, = oo is

Vs for0<s <1,
o(s) =< s for 1 < s <2,

V2s for s > 2,

for which 0, = 1, d, = 1/2, D, =1 and d, = 1/V/2.
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9 Gradient flow of H,: Noncompact case

We continue the study of gradient flows in the Wasserstein space (P?(M), Ws). For non-
compact M, we can not follow the intrinsic argument in Subsection since Theorem
is unavailable. We can nevertheless introduce a Riemannian structure of P?(M) using
the underlying Riemannian structure of M. Then gradient flows in P?(M) are also for-
mulated with the help of the underlying Riemannian/differentiable structure of M. In
order to see that the analogue of Theorem holds true, we follow the argumentation
in [AGST], [Ex] and [Vi2) Chapter 23]. We refer to [AGSI] for the further deep theory of
gradient flows.

9.1 Riemannian structure of (P?(M), W)

Recall that minimal geodesics in P?(M) emanating from absolutely continuous measures
are described by the gradient vector fields of appropriate functions (Theorem 2.6]). This
leads the following definitions due to Otto [Ot] of the tangent spaces and the Riemannian
structure.

Definition 9.1 (Otto’s Riemannian structure) We set
TP :={®=Vo|pecC(M)}

and define the tangent space (T, P?,(-,-),) of P*(M) at u € P*(M) as the completion of
TP with respect to the norm || - ||, induced from the inner product

<(I)1, ¢2>M = / <(I>1, (I)2> d,u, (131, @2 - TP
M

Note that (-, -) is extended to the whole space T,,P? as the limit, and (7,P?, (-,-),) is
a Hilbert space. We next introduce the class of ‘differentiable curves’ in a purely metric

way (cf. [AGSI] Section 1.1}).

Definition 9.2 (Absolutely continuous curves) For p € [1,00], a curve (p)wer C
P?(M) on an open interval I C R is said to be p-absolutely continuous if there is some
n € Ly, (I) such that

t
Walptoo) < [ nfr)dr (01)
holds for all s,t € I with s < t.

Note that p-absolutely continuous curves are continuous. We will consider only 2-
absolutely continuous curves, so that we simply call them absolutely continuous curves.
For any absolutely continuous curve (p)ier C P*(M), the metric derivative

. . WQ(,US,,Ut>
= lim ————=
|Mt| Slir% |t—S|

exists for a.e. t € I, and n(t) = || is a minimal function satisfying (@) (cf. [AGST]
Theorem 1.1.2]). We can associate a one-parameter family of vector fields on M with an
absolutely continuous curve in P?(M) via the continuity equation on M.
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Proposition 9.3 ([AGSI, Theorem 8.3], [Exl Proposition 2.5]) Given an absolutely con-
tinuous curve (pi;)ie; C P*(M), there exists a Borel vector field ® : I x M — TM (with
() = @(t,x) € T,M) satisfying ®, € T, P* for a.e. t € I as well as the continuity
equation

% + div(Pye) = 0

// {% + @t,th>}dutdt =0 (9.2)

holds for all w € C°(I x M). Such a vector field ® (satisfying ®, € T, P* and [Q.2)) is
uniquely determined up to a difference on a null measure set with respect to du,dt, and
we have |||, = |fu| for a.e. t € 1.

Conversely, if a curve (ju;)ier C P*(M) admits a Borel vector field ® : [ x M — TM
satisfying (Q.2) and Lil @2, dt < oo for all to,ty € I with ty < t1, then (p)iwer is
absolutely continuous and |fu| < |||, ot a.e. t € 1.

in the weak sense that

Definition 9.4 (Tangent vector fields) We say that the vector field ® as in Proposi-
tion @3 is the tangent vector field of the absolutely continuous curve (p)ier, and write
[y = @y (for ae. t € I).

It is guaranteed by the following Benamou—Brenier formula ([BB]) that Otto’s Rie-
mannian structure is compatible with the Ws-structure,

W) = it ( / w2, dt)
Htteou

for any g, 1 € P?(M), where the infimum is taken over all absolutely continuous curves
(1¢)eefo,) € P?(M) from pg to pu.

9.2 Gradient flow of H,

Using the Riemannian structure of P?(M) in the previous subsection, we can formulate
gradient curves (trajectories of gradient flow) in a way different from the previous section.
We first define gradient vectors.

Definition 9.5 (Gradient vectors) Given a functional H : P?(M) — (—o00, 0c] and
€ P2.(M) with H(u) < oo, we say that H is differentiable at p if there is ® € T,,P?

such that " "
lim sup Alp) = H) < / (®,Vo)du
£10 t M

along all minimal geodesics (pu)iejo) C P?(M) with po = p, where py = (7;)sp0 with
Ti(x) = exp,(tVeo(z)), and if equality holds for ¢ € C°(M) (with lim; in place of
lim supyy). Such @ is unique if it exists, so that we will write Vy H (1) = ®.
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Note that |V_(—H)|(n) < [[VwH ()|, holds by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. A
gradient curve of the p-relative entropy H, should be understood as a solution to [, =
Vw[—Hy](1t). Compare the next proposition with Proposition

Proposition 9.6 Let (M,w,p, V) be admissible, assume Ricy, > 0 and Hess¥ > K
on M;}’ for some K € R (K > 0 if M is noncompact and 6, < 1). Fiz p = pw €
Pi(M,w) with u[M}] =1, Hy() < oo and with [V¥| € L*(M, ). Then the following
are equivalent:

(D) IVHy|(p) < oo,
(1) p € H}

loc

(M) and

V0 vu— o
©(p)

holds p-a.e. for some ® € T,/ P>.

Moreover, then we have ® = Vy [—Hy|(1) and || @, = |VHy|(1).

Proof. (I) = (II): Note that, by the calculation (before the integration by parts) in the
proof of Proposition [6.1],

[ o= o)y div, v - (701 o

= lim { Hy(p) = Hy(p1) Wap, 1)
Ho Wa(p, p1e) t

for all C'*°-vector fields V' of compact support, where we put p; = (7;)y with Ty(z) =
exp,(tV(z)). Hence the hypothesis (I) together with ¥ € HL (M) ensures that the

loc

function hf,(p)p — hy(p) is weakly differentiable. Since the function s —— h{,(s)s — h,(s)

is differentiable and increasing in s > 0, this implies p € H._(M), and we observe

} < [V H @)V,

VIR ()0 = holp)] = —C5 V.

Moreover, the above estimate shows that the function

TP>V¢ — /M<V[h:0(p)p — hy(p)] + pVU, Vo) dw = /M <% + VU, V¢> du

is extended to a bounded linear operator on the closure T, P?. Therefore the Riesz repre-
sentation theorem shows that there exists ® € T, P? with

ol <iwmie). [ (FEeves)a- [ ega 03

for all = € T,,/P%. Thus we have Vp/p(p) + VU = —® p-a.e..
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(II) = (I): We remark that the condition K > 0 for 6, < 1 makes Proposition
applicable. Thus we obtain

£40 t M

along every minimal geodesic (y)tep1] € P?(M) with pg = p, where py = (7;)sp and
Ti(xz) = exp,(tVe¢(z)), and equality holds if ¢ € C2°(M). Hence |V_H,|(1) < oo follows
from the hypothesis ® € T,,P?, and we find ® = Vy[—H,|(1) in the sense of Defini-
tion L We have ], < [V H,|(x) by (@), and [V H,|(s) < ], by @), so that
1|, = |VH |(pe) holds. O

Now, we are ready to show the main result of the section. We remark that the roles
of the conditions Ricy, > 0 and Hess W > K are implicit at this stage, whereas they were
necessary for applying Proposition G.11

Theorem 9.7 (Gradient flow of H,) Suppose that (M,w,p, V) is admissible and sat-
isfies Ricy, > 0 as well as Hess¥ > K on M‘I’ for some K € R (K > 0 if M is
noncompact and 0, < 1). Let (p)iefo,0) C P2 ( w) be a continuous curve such that
m[MJ] =1, Hy(p) < oo and |[VV| € L*(M, ) for all t > 0. Then (jtt)ic(0,00) 15 aN
absolutely continuous curve satisfying

fu = Vw[—H,|(u) € T, P*

at a.e. t € (0,00) if and only if (pt)icp,0) @5 @ weak solution to the p-heat equation ([B.2)
with ft';l IV /o(pe) |2 dpedt < oo for all 0 < ty < t; < oo, where j; = piw.

Proof. Suppose fi; = Vw[ ¢l(pe) ae. t. Since [N Ho|(u) < ||V [=Hy] (1) < 00
by definition, Proposition [0.0] yields

[ = _( Vo + V\If) €T, P a.e. t.
o(ptr)

Then it follows from the continuity equation (@.2) that

/ / 0wyt — / / <v” LV, th>dmdt

for all w € C°((0,00) x M). Therefore p; weakly solves (8.2]).
Conversely, if p; is a weak solution to ([82) with ftil |Vpi/p(p)]? dpedt < oo, then the

same calculation implies that
\Y%
b, — —< Py v\y)
v(pt)

satisfies the continuity equation (@.2)), and hence (p)ic(0,00) is absolutely continuous by
Proposition@.3l As Proposition E.Ilguarantees |V H| (1) < ||®¢|,, < oo a.e. t (by ([@4),
Proposition 0.6 shows ®; = Vy, [—H,|(u) € T, P* and then the uniqueness of a solution
to the continuity equation (Proposition @.3)) yields i = &, = Vi [—H,| (1) a.e. t. O
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9.3 Remarks on construction and contraction

We can construct the gradient flow of H,, along the line of [Er, Section 5], provided that
M is compact. Precisely, we need the compactness for applying Lemma [5.6, Claim [R.8](i)
and Lemma BTTl As for the contractivity (see (1)), the usual technique starts from the
first variation formula for the distance W (yu}, 1i?) between two gradient curves (see, e.g.,
[Exl, Proposition 4.4]). To follow this line, however, we need (at least) the C''-regularity
of the density functions pi. The authors do not know if such a regularity can be expected
for our (nonlinear, scale-variant) ¢p-heat equation (8.2)).

Another recipe (for construction as well as contraction) would be to apply the general
theory of Savaré [Sal. Under Hess H, > K and the additional semi-concavity condition of
the squared distance function (which is always true for compact Riemannian manifolds),
one can construct a unique gradient flow of H, enjoying the K-contractivity (8.1]). How-
ever, we should take care about the point that his (metric) definition of gradient flows is
different from the one discussed in Theorem Thus, in particular, the existence of a
gradient flow in our sense does not follow from Savaré’s result.

We also mention another interesting contribution due to Gigli [Gil], he showed the
unique existence of the gradient flow of the relative entropy in a quite general situation
without relying on the contractivity. As mentioned at the end of [Gil], his technique uses
some special properties of the generating function u, (s) = slog s—s and is not applicable
to all ¢’s in our consideration (e.g., ¢, for m < 1 is excluded).

10 Finsler case

Most results in this article are extended to Finsler manifolds according to the theory of
Ricci curvature developed in [Oh2], [OSI] (see also a survey [Oh3]). A Finsler manifold
is a differentiable manifold equipped with a (Minkowski) norm on each tangent space.
Restricting these norms to those coming from inner products, we have the family of
Riemannian manifolds as a subclass. We refer to [BCS] and [Sh] for the basics of Finsler
geometry.

10.1 Finsler manifolds

Let M be a connected, n-dimensional C'*°-manifold without boundary. Given a local
coordinate (z%)"_; on an open set U C M, we will always use the coordinate (z*,v7)?

ij=1
of TU such that
_ J
v jEZlv 9

Definition 10.1 (Finsler structures) We say that a nonnegative function F' : TM —
[0,00) is a C*°-Finsler structure of M if the following three conditions hold:

e, M, xeU.

(1) (Regularity) F is C* on T'M \ 0, where 0 C T'M stands for the zero section.

(2) (Positive 1-homogeneity) It holds F'(cv) = ¢F(v) for all v.€ T'M and ¢ > 0.
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(3) (Strong convezity) The n X n symmetric matrix

@)= (e ™) (101

is positive-definite for all v € T,M \ 0.
We call such a pair (M, F') a C*°-Finsler manifold.

In other words, F' provides a C*°-Minkowski norm (see Example[[0.2)(a) below) on each
tangent space T, M which varies smoothly also in the horizontal direction. For x y e M,
we define the distance from = to y in a natural way by dg(z,y) := inf fo ( )dt
where the infimum is taken over all C'-curves « : [0,1] — M such that 7v(0) = z and
v(1) = y. Note that dr is not necessarily symmetric, namely dg(y,z) # dp(x,y) can
happen, since F' is only positively homogeneous. A C'*°-curve v on M is called a geodesic
if it is locally distance minimizing and has a constant speed (i.e., F'(¥) is constant). We
remark that ¢ — (1 — t) may not be a geodesic. Given v € T, M, if there is a geodesic
v :[0,1] — M with 4(0) = v, then we define the ezponential map by exp,(v) := v(1).
We say that (M, F) is forward complete if the exponential map is defined on whole T'M.
Then the Hopf-Rinow theorem ensures that any pair of points is connected by a minimal
geodesic (cf. [BCS|, Theorem 6.6.1]).

We define the K-convexity of a function W : M — R in the weak sense similarly to
the case of symmetric distances (Definition [.)), i.e., for any x,y € M there is a minimal
geodesic v : [0,1] — M from z to y such that

W(1(1)) < (1= W) + 10(y) — o (1~ Dtdn(, )’

for all ¢ € [0, 1].
For each v € T, M \ 0, the positive-definite matrix (g;;(v))7;—; in (I0I)) induces the
Riemannian structure g, of T, M via

n 8 n
gv(zai% xz ]W ) Zg” (10.2)
=1

1= j: 7/]7

This is regarded as the best Riemannian approximation of F'|r, s in the direction v. In
fact, the unit sphere of g, is tangent to that of F|z,y at v/F(v) up to the second order.
In particular, we have g,(v,v) = F(v).

Let us denote by L£* : T*M — T'M the Legendre transform. Precisely, L* is sending
a € T*M to the unique element v € T, M such that a(v) = F*(a)? and F(v) = F*(a),
where F* stands for the dual norm of F. Note that L£*|7.); is a linear operator only
when F'|7,p; comes from an inner product. For a differentiable function p : M — R, the
gradient vector of p at x is defined as the Legendre transform of the derivative of p,

Vp(z) :== L*(Dp(z)) € T, M.
If Dp(x) = 0, then clearly Vp(x) = 0. If Dp(z) # 0, then we can write in coordinates

0
Vo= Zg &UJ oz’

i,7=1
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where (g*) stands for the inverse matrix of (g;;). We must be careful when Dp(z) =
0, because g¢;;(Vp(x)) is not defined as well as the Legendre transform L£* being only
continuous at the zero section. We also remark that the gradient V is a nonlinear operator
(i.e., V(p1 + pa)(x) # Vpi(x) + Vpa(x) and V(—p)(x) # —Vp(z) in general), since the
Legendre transform is nonlinear unless F' happens to be Riemannian.

We mention some of basic examples of non-Riemannian Finsler manifolds.

Example 10.2 (a) (Minkowski spaces) A Minkowski norm |- | on R™ is a nonnegative
function on R™ satisfying the conditions in Definition [[0.Il Note that the unit ball of
| - | is a strictly convex (but not necessarily symmetric to the origin) domain containing
the origin in its interior. A Minkowski norm induces a Finsler structure in a natural way
through the identification between T, R™ and R"™. Then (R", |-|) has the flat flag curvature
(the flag curvature is a generalization of the sectional curvature).

(b) (Randers spaces A Randers space (M, F) is a special kind of Finsler manifold
given by F(v) = +/g(v,v)+ ((v) for some Riemannian metric g and a one-form (3, where
we suppose \6( 2 < g(v,v) unless v = 0, for F' being positive on TM \ 0. Randers
spaces are important in applications and reasonable for concrete calculations. Sometimes
B is regarded as the effect of wind blowing on the Riemannian manifold (M, g).

(c) (Hilbert geometry) Let D C R™ be a bounded open set with smooth boundary
such that its closure D is strictly convex. Then the associated Hilbert distance function

is defined b
S 2 — | - s — )
dy(xq,x9) = log

|1 — @] - |wo — 5]

for distinct 1,29 € D, where | - | is the standard Euclidean norm and x,z} are in-
tersections of 9D and the line passing through x,z5 such that 2} is on the side of z;.
Hilbert geometry is known to be realized by a Finsler structure with constant negative
flag curvature, and gives the Klein model of hyperbolic space if D is an ellipsoid.

(d) (Teichmiiller space) Teichmiiller metric on Teichmiiller space is arguably one of
the most famous Finsler structures in differential geometry. It is known to be complete,
while, e.g., the Weil-Petersson metric is incomplete and Riemannian.

10.2 Weighted Ricci curvature and nonlinear Laplacian

Different from the Riemannian situation, one can not choose a unique canonical measure
on a Finsler manifold. There are several constructive measures, such as the Busemann—
Hausdorff measure and the Holmes—Thompson measure, which are canonical in their own
ways (see, e.g., [AT]). Thus we will fix an arbitrary positive C'*°-measure w on M as our
base measure, like the theory of weighted Riemannian manifolds.

The Ricci curvature (as the trace of the flag curvature) on a Finsler manifold is de-
fined by using the Chern connection (there are other connections but the flag and Ricci
curvatures are in fact independent of the choice of connection). Instead of giving a precise
definition in coordinates, here we explain a useful interpretation due to Shen [Shl §6.2].
Given a unit vector v € T,M N F~(1), we extend it to a C™-vector field V on a neigh-
borhood of z in such a way that every integral curve of V' is geodesic, and consider the
Riemannian structure gy induced from (I0.2)). Then the Ricci curvature Ric(v) of v with
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respect to I coincides with the Ricci curvature of v with respect to gy (in particular, it
is independent of the choice of V).

Inspired by the above interpretation of the Ricci curvature as well as the theory of
weighted Riemannian manifolds, the weighted Ricci curvature for (M, F,w) was introduced

in [Oh2] as follows.

Definition 10.3 (Weighted Ricci curvature) Given a unit vector v € T, M, let ~ :
(—e,e) — M be the geodesic such that 4(0) = v. We decompose w as w = e~/ vol
along «y, where vol is the volume form of g;. Define

(1) Ric, (v) :={ Ric(v) +(f 27)"(0) if (f27)'(0) =0,

—00 otherwise,
(2) Ricy(v) :=Ric(v) + (f ov)"(0) — w for N € (—00,0) U (n, 00),

(3) Rice(v) := Ric(v) + (f o7)"(0).
For ¢ > 0, we set Ricy(cv) := ¢® Ricy(v).

It is established in [Oh2, Theorem 1.2] that, for K € R and N € [n, 00|, the bound
Ricy(v) > KF(v)? is equivalent to the curvature-dimension condition CD(K, N) (note
that (M, dp) is non-branching and thus Sturm’s and Lott—Villani’s conditions are equiv-
alent). This extends the corresponding result on weighted Riemannian manifolds (The-
orems 5. B.2). There are further applications of Ricy beyond the curvature-dimension
condition, e.g., a Bochner-type formula and gradient estimates ([OS3]).

Remark 10.4 For a Riemannian manifold (), g,vol;) endowed with the Riemannian
volume measure, clearly we have f = 0 and hence Ricy = Ric for all N. It is also known
that, for Finsler manifolds of Berwald type, the Busemann—Hausdorff measure satisfies
(f o7) = 0 (in other words, Shen’s S-curvature vanishes, see [Shl §7.3]). In general,
however, there may not exist any measure w of vanishing S-curvature, see [Oh4] for such
an example. This means that, on a general Finsler manifold, there is no measure as good
as the Riemannian volume measure. This is a reason why we began with an arbitrary
measure w.

Define the divergence of a differentiable vector field V' on M with respect to the base

measure w by
div, V = Z (gs‘; Vig )

where we decompose w in coordinates as dw = e"dx'dx?---dx™. Similarly to the Rie-
mannian case, this can be rewritten (and extended to weakly differentiable vector fields)

in the weak form as
/ wdiv, Vdw = —/ Dw(V) dw
M M
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for all w € C°(M). Then we define the corresponding Laplacian of p € HL_ (M) by
A¥p = div,(Vp) in the distributional sense that

/ wA* p dw ::—/ Dw(Vp) dw
M M

for w € C°(M). We remark that Hl (M) is defined solely in terms of the differentiable
structure of M. Tt is established in [OSI] and [OS3] that this nonlinear Laplacian works
quite well with the weighted Ricci curvature.

For later convenience, we introduce the following notations.

<_
Deﬁniti<0_n 10.5 (Reverse Finsler structure) Define the reverse Finsler structure (f
of F' by F(Vz_:: F(—v). We will put arrows < on those quantities associated with F',
for example, dp(x,y) = dr(y,x), %p = —V(—p) and ﬁcN(v) = Ricy(—v).

10.3 Displacement convexity of H, and applications

From now on, we consider only compact Finsler manifolds for simplicity. We remark that
all compact Finsler manifolds are forward complete.

Let us consider an admissible space (M, w, ¢, V) in the sense of Definition [£3] similarly
to the Riemannian case. Then the analogue of Theorem [.7] is demonstrated along the
same line as the Riemannian case (see [Oh2] for details).

We can show the functional inequalities in Theorem also in the same way by using
the directional derivative of H,, (see (6.2)) modified into

e Ho() — Ho(p) Dp.
hrﬁénf ; > /M <S0(P) + D\Il) (Vo) dpu.

Precisely, the p-relative Fisher information of y = pw € P,.(M,w) is defined by

D 2
F (—p + D\p) dy,

I,(p) = /MF(V[lngo(P) - lnso(g)])Q dp = / ©(p)

M

and the ¢-global Poincaré inequality means

2 1 2
/ "< = F(V(ﬂ)) dv.
MY o(o) K MY o(o)
We also remark that Ws(u, v) in (i) and (ii) of Theorem [6.3] can be replaced with Ws(v, i)

since the curvature bound Ricy > K for F' is equivalent to that for its reverse F'. The
above p-Talagrand inequality shows the concentration of measures as in Section [7, where
the open ball B(A,r) in the definition of the concentration function «(r) is replaced with

BT (A,r) = {y cM

inélijdp(SL’,y) < r} or B7(A,r):= {y eM

;lélngQ/,SL’) < r}.
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10.4 Gradient flow of H,

As for the gradient flow of H,, due to the lack of the analogue of Theorem [B.], the argu-
ment in Section [§ is unavailable. Nonetheless, one can apply the discussion in Section
using a (formal) Finsler structure of the Wasserstein space, and obtain a result corre-
sponding to Theorem We remark that, however, the K-contraction property (81
essentially depends on the Riemannian structure and can not be expected in the Finsler
setting (see [OS2] for details).

Let (M, F) be compact again. We introduce a Finsler structure of (P(M), W3) simi-
larly to Section @ Given p € P(M), define the tangent space (T,P, F},) at p by

1/2
F, (V) = (/MF(V¢)2du) for ¢ € C(M), T,P:={Vé|pe C>(M)]},

where the closure was taken with respect to the (Minkowski) norm F,. Then we can
follow the line of Section [ up to some computational differences. We denote by L :=
(L£*)~1: TM — T*M the Legendre transform in the reverse direction.

Definition 10.6 (Gradient vectors) Given a functional H : P(M) — (—o0, 00| and
p € P(M) with H(p) < oo, we say that H is differentiable at fu if there is ® € T, P such
that " "
lim sup Alp) = H(t) §/ L(P)(Vo)du
£10 t M

along all minimal geodesics (pt)icpo,) € P(M) with po = p, where p, = (7;)3p0 and
Ti(x) = exp,(tVeo(x)), and if equality holds for ¢ € C°°(M) (with lim;o in place of
limsupyy). Such @ is unique if it exists, and then we write Vi H (1) = ®.

Proposition 10.7 Let (M,w, ¢, V) be compact, admissible and satisfy Ricy, > 0 and
Hess W > K on M for some K € R, and fit p = pw € Pac(M,w) with p[MJ] =1 and

H,(1) < oo. Then the following are equivalent:

(D) [VHy|(p) < o0,

(I1) p € HY (M) and
Dp

@:L*(-m—mf) [i-a.e.

Moreover, then we have ® = Vy [—H,|(1) and F,(®) = |V_Hy|(1).

for some ® € T,/ P.

Note that
_ * _ —‘ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _

Theorem 10.8 (Gradient flow of H,) Let us suppose that (M,w,@, V) is compact,
admissible and satisfies Ricy, > 0 as well as Hess ¥ > K on M;,I’ for some K € R, and
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let (f1)ic0,00) C Pac(M,w) be a continuous curve such that p,[MJ] =1 and Hy(p) < o0
for allt > 0. Then (f1)te(0,00) 15 an absolutely continuous curve satisfying

= Vw[=H,|() € T),, P

at a.e. t € (0,00) if and only if (pt)icjo,00) 15 @ weak solution to the reverse -heat equation

of the form

% = —div,, (pV[— In,(p) — \Il]) (10.3)

with ftil F(V[=In,(p)])? dpedt < oo for all 0 < to < t; < 00, where pu; = pw.

Proof If iy = Vw[—Hy] (1) a.e. t, then Proposition 07 yields 1, = V][—1In,(p) — V] €
T,,P a.e. t. Thus it follows from the continuity equation (9.2) that

/ / o ar dredt = / i /MDwt(V[— In,(p) — V) dpdt

for all w € C°((0,00) x M), and hence p, weakly solves ([I0.3]). Conversely, if p; is a
weak solution to (I0.3]), then the same calculation implies that ®;, = V[—In,(p;) — V]
satisfies the continuity equation (3.2)), and (f)c(0,00) is absolutely continuous. Therefore
Proposition [0.7 shows fi; = ®, = Vi [—H] (1) a.e. t. O

We meant by the reverse p-heat equation the equation with respect to the reverse

Finsler structure F'(v) = F'(—v). Since the gradient vector for F' is written as Vp =
—V(—p), ([03) is indeed rewritten as

o = dive, (p¥ ns(p) + W),

A Appendix: Measure concentration via u -entropy
inequality
Let us go back to the Riemannian situation. In Section[f] we introduced the ¢-logarithmic

Sobolev inequality (6.5]) by generalizing the relative entropy to the ¢-relative entropy
associated with the Bregman divergence. Precisely, the classical logarithmic Sobolev

inequality (corresponding to ¢1(s) = s) of the form
/ Vo _ E
T oK

Ent, (1) — Ent, (v) < %/M)v(\/g)

is generalized to

dp

Hol) =~ o) < 5 [ [9ng(p) =, ()] i

where 1 = pw, v = ow and K is a positive constant.
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The logarithmic Sobolev inequality has the alternative form

2
/wln(w)du—(/ wdu)ln(/ wdu)gL Mdy

for nonnegative measurable functions w : M — [0, 00). Then the inequality

1 L[ |[Vu]?
u,(w) dv — u /wdu)g— u (w)|Vw]?dv = — dv
/M SO( ) w( M 2K Ju w( ) | 2K Sy p(w)

obtained by replacing the function r —— rlInr (generating the relative entropy) with
u,, is called the wu,-entropy inequality, which provides a generalization of the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality different from our ¢-logarithmic Sobolev inequality. The function ¢ is
usually imposed to be concave, that is equivalent to the convexity of the function

(5,t) —= dyp(s+1t,t) = uy(s+1t) —uy(t) — In,(t)s.

Note that d, coincides with the density function of the Bregman divergence D,. We
refer to and for details, where instead of u, it is treated C*-strictly convex
functions ® such that 1/®” is concave.

We demonstrated in Section [7] that the ¢-Talagrand inequality leads the m(p)-normal
concentration of measures. In the classical case of ¢1(s) = s, it is known that the normal
concentration also follows from the logarithmic Sobolev inequality by the Herbst argument
(see, e.g., [Lel Chapter 5]). In the same spirit, we can deduce from the ug,-entropy
inequality the corresponding ¢-normal concentration of measures. We first recall a kind
of Chebyshev’s inequality for later use.

Lemma A.1 (Chebyshev’s inequality) Let w be a measurable function on a measure
space (X, p). Then for any nonnegative, non-decreasing, measurable function v on R,

ple € X () > 0] < = [ ow)du

holds for any t > 0 with v(t) > 0.

We next show an auxiliary lemma. We will normalize ¢ as ¢(1) = 1 for simplicity,
recall that such a normalization does not change the value of 6, (Remark 2ZTT)).

Lemma A.2 Let ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) be a positive concave function with (1) = 1.
Then we have 0, <1 and
U, (S) + aps > ayp(s)Ing(s)

for any s > 0, where we set a, := —uy,(1) > 0.

Proof. Tt follows from the concavity of ¢ that

pls+1) —o(s) _ols) —ole) _ ols)
t a s—¢ s—¢€
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forany 0 < e < s < s+t. Letting € | 0 and then ¢ | 0, we find

- lim sup pls +1) = ¢(s) <1
e(s) o t

Since s > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain 6, < 1.
Set A(s) = uy(s) + aps — ay,p(s) In,(s) and observe A(1) = 0 by the choice of a,.
Proposition 2.14] implies

0> lgg ©(s)In,(s) > lggl s%ly_5,(s) =0,

so that limgo ¢(s)In,(s) = 0 and we can put A(0) := 0. Since the concavity of ¢ ensures
that the right derivative

plote) =) ¢ [ ey

is well-defined and non-increasing on (0, c0), a direct computation yields

o Alste) = A
Al (s) = 1613)1 .

=1Iny(s) {1 - a,¥\(s)}.

Note that (29) shows

> 0.

1 1
1—a¢¢;(1)21—a¢9¢:1+9¢/ lnw(t)dt21+9¢/ fg_g¢(t)dt:1—2 900
0 0 -

©

For s > 1, we deduce from In,(s) > In,(1) = 0 and ¢’ (s) < ¢’ (1) that A’ (s) > 0.
Hence we have A(s) > A(1) = 0. On (0,1), since In, < 0, A(0) = A(1) = 0 and ¢/,
is non-increasing, A is identically zero or there is some s, € (0, 1) such that A, > 0 on
(0, 50) and that A", <0 on (sg,1). Therefore we conclude that A > 0 on (0,1). O

Remark A.3 The condition 6, <1 does not imply the concavity of ¢. For instance, let

s for0<s<1,
@(8):{\[

s fors>1.

Then we have 0, = 1, whereas ¢ is clearly not concave.

Now we prove that the u,-entropy inequality implies the ¢-normal concentration for
¢ as in Lemma [A2]

Theorem A.4 (¢-normal concentration from u,-entropy inequality) Take a pos-
itive concave function ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) such that ¢(1) = 1. For a Riemannian
manifold (M, g) and v € P(M), assume that there is a positive constant K such that the
ug-entropy inequality

/Mu¢(w)d1/—u¢ (/de,,) < 22 () [V ? du (A1)
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holds for every nonnegative measurable function w € L'(M,v) satisfying u;’;(w)|Vw|2 €
LY(M,v). Then for any r > 0 we have

() 2 exp, (2210502,

where o stands for the concentration function of (M, v).

Proof. Fix arbitrary A C M with v[A] > 1/2 and r > 0. Putting B := M \ B(A,r),
we also assume v[B] > 0 since we have a(r) = 0 if v[B] = 0 for all such A. Set
F,(z) := min{d,(x, A),r} for x € M, and observe that F, is 1-Lipschitz. Note also that
the function

&@:EW—ARW

satisfies G.(x) > r/2 for any x € B since [, F,dv < r-v[M \ A] < r/2. Applying
Chebyshev’s inequality (Lemma [A.T]) to the nonnegative, non-decreasing function

&2
vy(t) == exp,, | st — 0K

with s > 0 and a, := —u,(1) > 0, we have

V[B] < v [{x e M ‘ G, (z) > g}} < US(:/Q) /Mvs(Gr)dy. (A.2)

We shall show that I(s) := [,, vs(G,)dv > [, vs(r/2)dv > 0 is bounded above by 1.
Set

)= 0 (6(0) = exv, (36l - 55 ),

2
Xs = {.TEM SGT<$)—W>Z¢}
For s € (0,a,K7r) and any « € B, we have
s s s 1 a,Kr\* a,Kr?
G, (z) — > — — = — — - z >0>1
) - K2 Ttk 20K (5 2 ) Tyl

proving B C X,. Let us introduce the strictly convex function ®.(t) := wu,(t) + a,t on
0, 00), and observe that ®, < 0 on [0,1] and ®, > 0 on (1, 00). Then the inequality (A
applied to w = w, can be rewritten as

1
/S P, (ws) dv — ﬁ/)(s O (w,)|Vws|* dv < @, (/Sws du) .

Note that w, is bounded since G, is bounded by definition, and hence w, € L*(M,v).

Moreover, u/,(w,)|Vw,[> € L'(M,v) is seen by

" 2 2 2 2
/XCI)SO(wS)\VwA du:/ s“p(ws) | VG, | du<5/ o(ws) dv
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for s € (0,a,K7), where we used the fact that |VG,| <1 on whole M and |VG,| =0 on
B. Tt follows from Lemma [A.2] that

/S (qm(ws) - %e@(ws)) dv > / (%(p(ws) Ing (w,) — %e@(ws)) "

52 d
= s o(ws) | sa,G, — 174 dv = sag,% S wedy | .

These together imply, as sz wydv = [}, wedv =1(s),
sapl'(s) < @, (1(s)) for s € (0, a,K71). (A.3)

For sy € (0, a,Kr) chosen later, set

P(s) = exp <i /0 2,) dt) o Qs) = 2e)

g t

for s € (0, so], and observe

@, (1(s))
Q) = 2 e -
P(s)
Then we deduce from (A.3)) that Q'(s) = 0 if and only if ®/ (I(s)) =
Assume that sup,eg o, 1) £(s) > 1(0) = 1 and choose s E (0, %K'r’) such that I(sg) >
1 and
c:= sup ¥, (I(s)) € (ay,2a,)
s€(0,s0]
(note that @/ (1(0)) = a,). Then we have
c [°1 s\ /%
P(s) > exp (—/ - dt) = (—) , s € (0, sq]. (A.4)
ay Jso T So

Moreover, since the convexity of ®, and ®,(0) = 0 imply I(s)®/(I(s)) > P, (I(s)), w
find CIDZO([( sp)) > 0 and hence Q’(so) < 0. Note that there does not exist s € (O So) such
that Q" < 0 on (s, s9) as well as Q'(s) = 0, since then I(s)®/ (I(s)) =0 > ®,(I(s)) and
Q(s0) < Q(s) < 0 which contradicts I(sg) > 1. Thus @' < 0 on (0, s¢), and by (A4)

c/a, . @ [
Q(s0) < limsup Q(s) < 50/ ? lim sup M'
510 510 g¢/ap

Now, since

I'0) = /M Grdv =0, (I(s)) = D,(1) + sP,(1)I'(0) + O(s”) = O(s%)
and ¢ < 2a,, it holds limggs~/%®,(I(s)) = 0. This means Q(sg) < 0 and hence
I(sp) < 1, which is a contradiction. We therefore obtain I(s) < I(0) = 1 for any

s € (0, a,Kr) as desired.
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Hence we deduce from (A2) that v[B] < vy(r/2)~! for any s € (0,a,K7). Choosing
s = a,Kr/2 and taking the supremum in A, we conclude that

1
exp¢(a¥,Kr2/8)'

a(r) <
O

Remark A.5 Bolley and Gentil [BG] showed that if a probability measure on R™ satisfies
CD(K, 00) with K > 0, then it satisfies the u,-entropy inequality (A.Il) with the same con-
stant K. We remark that the condition CD (K, 00) leads the normal concentration which is
stronger than the p-normal concentration for 6, < 1 (since exp,(r)™" > ey, (r)™' > ™"
by (2I0)), whereas there exists a probability measure which satisfies (A1) and does not
satisfy CD(K, 00). See [LOL Theorem 2| for details, where they proved that the probability
measure on R" of the form

a

dhta() = (m)nem—m“) 4L ()

with a € [1,2) satisfies the u,, -entropy inequality for m € (1, 2], while the concentration
function a(r) of p, is dominated by exp(—r?/3) (resp. exp(—r?/3)) for r < 1 (vesp. r > 1).
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