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ENTROPIC TURNPIKE ESTIMATES FOR THE KINETIC
SCHRODINGER PROBLEM

ALBERTO CHIARINI, GIOVANNI CONFORTI, GIACOMO GRECO, AND ZHENJIE REN

ABSTRACT. We investigate the kinetic Schrédinger problem, obtained considering Langevin
dynamics instead of Brownian motion in Schrédinger’s thought experiment. Under a quasilin-
earity assumption we establish exponential entropic turnpike estimates for the corresponding
Schrédinger bridges and exponentially fast convergence of the entropic cost to the sum of
the marginal entropies in the long-time regime, which provides as a corollary an entropic Ta-
lagrand inequality. In order to do so, we benefit from recent advances in the understanding
of classical Schrodinger bridges and adaptations of Bakrnymery formalism to the kinetic
setting. Our quantitative results are complemented by basic structural results such as dual
representation of the entropic cost and the existence of Schrodinger potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In two seminal contributions [43, [44] E. Schrodinger considered the problem of finding the
most likely evolution of a cloud of independent Brownian particles conditionally to observa-
tions. This problem is nowadays known as Schrddinger problem and may be viewed [38],35] as
a more regular and probabilistic proxy for the Optimal transport (Monge-Kantorovich) prob-
lem. This observation has motivated recent interest from both the engineering and statistical
machine learning communities [16, 41]. Moreover, over the past few years, various kinds of
Schrodinger problems have been introduced and studied in the literature with different aims
and scopes such as, for example, the multiplicative Schrédinger problem [40] and the mean
field Schrodinger problem [1I]. In this article we investigate the Kinetic Schrédinger Problem,
henceforth [KSPl with particular emphasis on the long-time and ergodic behaviour of the cor-
responding Schrodinger bridges. A heuristic formulation of [KSPlis naturally given in terms of
the celebrated Schrodinger’s thought experiment. Consider a system of N >> 1 independent
stationary particles (X}, ..., X}V )te[O,T] evolving according to the Langevin dynamics

dX} = Vide,
dVi = —VU(X})dt — yVidt +/2ydB}, i=1,...,N,

and assume that two snapshots of the particle system at the initial time ¢ = 0 and at the
terminal time ¢ = T have been taken. The Schrodinger problem is that of finding the most
likely evolution of the particle system conditionally on this information. In order to turn this
heuristic description into a sound mathematical problem, we introduce the empirical path
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that is a random probability measure on the space of continuous trajectories C ([0, T; R??) :=
Q and consider two probability measures u, v on R?, representing the observed configuration
at initial and final time, that is to say

1 ZN 1 ZN
1= 1=

Then, leveraging Sanov’s Theorem [22, Theorem 6.2.10], whose message is that the likelihood
of a given evolution p is measured through the relative entropy

Prob| i ~ p| ~ exp(~NH(p[R)),
we finally arrive at the variational problem

Cr(p,v) := inf {%(P|R) : P € P(C([0,T]; R*)), (Xo)4P = 1, (X7)4P = 1/}. (KSPd)

In the above, R is the reference probability measure, that is the law of

dX; = Vidt
dV; = — VU(X,)dt — AVidt + /27 d B, (1.1)
(X(]a Vb) ~m,

where the invariant (probability) measure m is given by

1 v|?
m(dz,dv) = Ee*U(x)*%dm dv,

with Z being a normalising constant. Moreover, (X¢, V;);c(o,7] denotes the canonical process
on 2, # is the push-forward and H(-|R) is the relative entropy functional defined on P(2) as

Ep [log4t]  if P<R,

+00 otherwise.

H(PR) = {

Given that Schrodinger’s thought experiment is motivated by statistical mechanics and the
physical relevance of the Langevin dynamics and its various applications, the study of the
kinetic Schrédinger problem appears to be quite natural. Nevertheless, to the best of our
knowledge, it seems that there has been no dedicated study so far, with the exception of [15].
The objective of this paper is to take some steps forward in this direction, in particular by
gaining a quantitative understanding of optimal solutions, called Schrodinger bridges.

Turnpike property for Schrodinger bridges. The turnpike property is a general principle
in optimal control theory stipulating that solutions of dynamic control problems are made of
three pieces: first a rapid transition from the initial state to the steady state, the turnpike,
then a long stationary phase localised around the turnpike, and finally another rapid transition
to reach the final state. In order to link this concept to [KSPdl we need to rephrase it as a
stochastic control problem. This task is easily accomplished thanks to classical results on the
representation of path measures with finite entropy, see e.g. [26], [36] and we get that [KSPdl
is equivalent to

T
inf {’H((Xo, Vo)#Plm) + %Ep [/ |af|2dt] : P eP(Q), Padmissible} , (1.2)
2 0
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where a path probability measure P is admissible if and only if under P, there exist a Brownian
motion (By).e[0,7] adapted to the canonical filtration and an adapted process (af )eelo,r) such

that Ep| fOT |aP|?dt] < +o0 and the canonical process satisfies

dX, = Vidt,
AV, = —VU(X;)dt — yVdt + o dt + /27d By, (1.3)
Xo ~ p, Xp ~v.

For the control problem (L2), the turnpike is the invariant measure m. Indeed, the natural
tendency of the particle system is that of reaching configuration m and since Schrodinger
bridges aim at approximating as much as possible the unconditional dynamics while matching
the observed configurations, they should also favour configurations close to m. Obtaining a
quantitative rigorous version of this statement is one of the main objectives of this article and,
in view of (L3]), it is equivalent to show that Schrodinger bridges satisfy the turnpike property.
In the field of deterministic control, the turnpike phenomenon is rather well understood both
in a finite and infinite dimensional setting, see either [49] 48] and references therein, or the
monographs [51], 52]. The understanding of this phenomenon in stochastic control seems to
be much more limited: see [10} 1T} [I2] for results on mean field games and [17, [I] for results
on the classical and mean field Schrédinger problems. The reason why the turnpike property
for Schroédinger bridges in the present context cannot be deduced from existing results lies in
the hypocoercive [50] nature of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation

O fe(x,v) =y Ay fi(z,v) —yv - Vyfi(x,v) + VU -V fi(z,v) —v - Vi fi(z,v), (1.4)

describing the probability density of (LI with respect to m. It is well known that the
problem of quantifying the trend to equilibrium of this PDE is more challenging than for the
classical (overdamped) Fokker-Planck equation and this difficulty is of course reflected in the
problem of establishing the turnpike property for the corresponding Schrédinger bridges. In
this work, we rely on the important progresses made in the study of the long-time behaviour
of (L4) over the last fifteen years using either an analytical approach see e.g. [4, 23], 31}, (0]
and references therein, or a probabilistic approach, see e.g. [25] 29], as well as on the new
developments around the long-time behaviour of Schrédinger bridges, in order to gain some
understanding on controlled versions of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. Leaving a more
accurate comparison between our results and the existing literature to the text below, let
us first present a very concise summary of our contributions and explain how this article is
structured.

Organisation. The document is organised as follows. In the upcoming sections [[.1]
and [[L3 we state and comment our main results. In particular, Section [[LT] contains additional
background material on the Schrédinger problem and structural results such as existence,
uniqueness, duality and existence of Schrodinger-Kantorovich potentials for[KSPdl Section[T2]
is devoted to the study of the long-time behaviour of the entropic cost, whereas in Section [[3]
we state exponential turnpike estimates for the Fisher information and relative entropy along
Schrodinger bridges. Section 2] contains preliminary results on the Langevin dynamics and
the associated semigroup that are needed for the proof of the main results, that we carry out
in Section [l working at first under an extra regularity assumption on the marginal measures
u and v that we eventually remove thanks to the technical results of Section @l
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1.1. The kinetic Schrédinger problem. This article is devoted to the analysis of a sto-
chastic mass transportation problem, that we name kinetic Schrodinger problem, owing to the
fact that it is obtained from the classical Schrédinger problem by replacing Brownian parti-
cles with a system of independent particles following the Langevin dynamics in Schrédinger’s
thought experiment. The first formulation [KSPd that we proposed on the basis of Sanov’s
Theorem, is in terms of an entropy minimisation problem over path probability measures. Be-
sides the change of the reference measure, another difference with respect to classical instances
of the Schrodinger problem lies in the fact that it is not the full marginal that is constrained
at initial and final time, but only its spatial component. Even though [KSPdl seems to be a
more faithful representation of Schrédinger’s thought experiment, also the problem with fully
constrained marginals

CQE(IH, ﬁ) := inf {'H(P‘R) :Pe P(Q), (Xo, %)#P = Uu, (XT, VT)#P = V} . (KFSPd)

where i, 7 € P(R??) is worth studying and we shall work on both problems in the sequel.
Through a classical argument [26] it is possible to reduce the dynamic formulations (cf. [KSPdl
and [KESPd) to static ones. For example, [KSPd is equivalent to solving

inf {H(?T’RQT) s € x(p, y)} , (KSP)

where Ror = ((Xo, Vo), (X1, V1)), R is the joint law of R at initial and terminal time and
the set IIx (u,v) is defined as

Tx (4, v) = {W € P(R* x R*) | (proj,, )4m = pt, (proj,, )47 = V} ,

with proj,. ((z1, v1), (2, v2)) := x; for any ¢ = 1,2. In a similar fashion, the static formulation
of [KESPd] is

inf {7—[(77|R07T) cm e I, 17)} , (KFSP)

where II(ji, 7) is the (usual) set of couplings of 1 and v. The equivalence between the static
and dynamic formulations is obtained mixing optimal static solutions with the bridges of
the reference measure, see [37] for details. Finally, one can also derive a fluid dynamic
(Benamou-Brenier [5]) formulation as well a stochastic control formulation of both problems.
In particular, the latter one, that we sketched at (L2)) is the one that motivated us to investi-
gate the turnpike phenomenon. We now proceed to establish some basic though fundamental
structural results on the kinetic Schrodinger problems at hand. But before doing so, let us
present the assumptions under which our main results hold.

1.1.1. Assumptions. We state here the assumptions on the potential U and on the constraints
t, v, fi and 7 that we use in the sequel. We define my, my € P(R?) to be the respectively
the space and velocity marginals of m, in particular m = mx ® my.

(H1) U is a C* strongly convex potential with bounded derivatives of order k > 2.
(H2) There exist 0 < a < (3 such that

\/B—\/agw, and aldy < VU (z) < Bldg, for all z € R?,

where v > 0 is the friction parameter in (I.1J).
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(H3) The probability measures y and v on RY satisfy
H(pmx) < 400 and H(v|mx) < 4oo.

(H4) p,v < my, di—“x, di”x € L>®(mx) and are compactly supported on R?.

(FH3) The probability measures i and 7 on R?? satisfy
H(iilm) < +oo and H(P|m) < 4o00.

(FH4) p, v < m, gn%, 3—1’171 € L>°(m) and are compactly supported on R??.

Assumption implies local gradient contraction bounds for the semigroup generated by
the Langevin dynamics with a certain rate £ > 0 (see Proposition 22l or [4]). The exponential
rate k of Theorems and [L7] below is precisely the one, computed e.g. in [39] 6], at which
the synchronous coupling is contractive for the (uncontrolled) Langevin dynamics.

For each of the main results, we will make it explicit which assumptions from the above
list are needed.

1.1.2. Duality. We begin with a duality result, analogous to the Monge-Kantorovich duality
of optimal transport and the more recent dual representations of the entropic cost for the
classical Schrédinger problem [27]. It is worth noticing that, since the stationary Langevin
dynamics is not a reversible measure, C:,E (+,+) is not symmetric in its arguments. Nevertheless,
due to the “physical reversibility” of the dynamics [I5], that is, reversibility up to a sign flip
in the velocities, it is not hard to show that Cr(-,-) is symmetric in its arguments.

Proposition 1.1. Grant[(H1) and[(H3). Then Cr(u,v) < oo and

Cr(pu,v) = sup {/ wdp +/ Ydv — log/ PP dRO,T} . (1.5)
o eC,®D) LJRd Rd Rad
Similarly, grant[(H1) and [(FH3) it holds CL(ji,7) < oo and
cl(p,p) = sup {/ pdi+ / Ydv — log/ PPV dRO,T} . (1.6)
peCy(R2) LJR24 R2d Rid

1.1.3. The fg-decomposition. Optimal couplings in the Schrodinger problem are characterised
by the fact that their density against the reference measure takes a product form, often called
fg-decomposition [37]. In[KSPdl f and g have the additional property of depending only on
the first and second space variables respectively.

Proposition 1.2. Grant|(H1),|(H3). Then, for allT > 0, and[KSPd admit unique solu-
tions u?', PT with p* = ((Xo, Vo), (X1, V)4 PT and there exist two non-negative measurable

functions fT, g7 on R® such that

T
T( (‘T7U7y7w) = fT(x)gT(y)7 RO,T'a-S- (17)

x7v7y7w) = dROT

p

Moreover, fT, g7 solve the Schridinger system:

{d—i"m) = [T(2)Er 9" (X7)|Xo = 2],

T2 (y) = g7 () Er [f T (X0)| X7 = y]. (1.8)
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For [KESP] and [KESPd] the uniqueness of solutions (hereafter i’ and PT respectively) and
the fg-decomposition are a direct consequence of known results, see e.g. [42], whereas the
case [KSP| requires some more work. We remark here that for both dual representation of the
cost and the fg-decomposition the strict convexity of U and its smoothness are not really
necessary, a bounded Hessian would suffice.

1.2. Long-time behaviour of the entropic costs. Let us now turn the attention to the
ergodic properties of [KSP| and [KESP] by investigating the long-time behaviour of the entropic
cost. To explain the upcoming results, we remark that (H1) implies ergodicity of the Langevin
dynamics [20, Theorem 11.14] and in particular one has the weak convergence

R07T —mm.

Intuitively, this implies that the variational problem [KSP] converges, in a sense to be made
precise, to the problem

min  H(r | m®m), (1.9)

mellx (u,v)

whose optimal solution and optimal value are easily seen to be (p ® my) ® (v ® my) and
H(ulmx) + H(v|my) respectively. From the point of view of the particle system, this means
that in the long-time limit, initial and final states of the system become essentially inde-
pendent of one another. Moreover, the initial and final velocities are well approximated by
independent Gaussians, and are independent from the spatial variables. The result below
turns this intuition into a solid argument, including a quantitative version of the convergence
of the entropic cost towards the sum of the marginal entropies. For the classical Schrodinger
problem, an analogous statement can be found in [19].

Theorem 1.3. Grant ZHZ) and ZH3). Then

lim Cr(p, v) =H(p|mx)+H({y|mx) < co. (1.10)
T—o0
Moreover as T — o0
W= (@ my)© (e my) € Ty (,v), (1.11)
weakly and, granted there exists a positive constant Cgq 5.~ (depending only on d, o,

and ) such that for any 0 < 6 < 1, as soon as T > (%log Caa,py +20)V %log %, it

holds
1 (0.v) = H () = H (vfm)| < oo 80T () + )| (112)
and as a consequence the following entropic Talagrand inequality holds

Cr(p,v) < (1 + Ca0,8, 573 67”T> [7—[ (umyx) +H (V\mx)] . (1.13)

Remark 1.4. Equation (LII)) implies in particular that ud — p®my and M% — v®my. This
convergence is also exponential, as we show in Theorem B.8
Theorem 1.5. Under the [(H1) and [(FH3) it holds

Jim CE (m, ) = H (fijm) + H (7|m) < 00 (1.14)
—00

Moreover as T — 0o
i pevell(np), (1.15)
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weakly and, gmnted there exists a positive constant Cq o g~ such that for any 0 < <1,
as soon as T > (L1og Cy o g +26) V L log %, it holds

CF (18, 7) = H (alm) = H (#|m)| < Chap,6 2" [H (jim) +H <u\m>] : (1.16)
and as a consequence the following entropic Talagrand inequality holds
ef (a,p) < (1 + Capn 8 e*HT) [’H (iifm) +H (17|m)} . (1.17)

The proof of the qualitative statements in the above results rely on I'-convergence and some
simple consequences of the heat kernel estimates in [2I]. The key ingredient in the proof of
the exponential estimates is a representation formula for the difference

Cr (1, v) —H (umx) — H (v|mx)

that we establish at Lemma [B.1] and allows to profit from the turnpike estimates at Theo-
rem [L.6] and [L.7] below.

1.3. Long-time behaviour of Schrédinger bridges. One of the main contributions of
this article are the upcoming quantitative results on the long-time behaviour of Schrodinger
bridges, which imply in particular exponential convergence to m when looking at timescales
of order T" and exponential convergence in T to the Langevin dynamics when looking at the
Schrodinger bridge over a fixed time-window [0, ¢].

1.3.1. Entropic turnpike property. We propose two turnpike results in which distance from
equilibrium is measured through the relative entropy H(-|m) and the Fisher information Z(-),
see (LI8) below. The use of H(:|m) is natural in light of the fact that the costs Cr(u, ) and
Crfp: (i1, ) are also relative entropies, but computed on different spaces. On the other hand, the
bound on Z(+) is reminiscent of the celebrated Bakry—Emery estimates [2]. It is worth noticing
that entropic turnpike estimates seem to be very rare in the existing literature and even less
so are bounds on the Fisher information: we shall elaborate more on this at Remark The
key assumption for obtaining (L20) and (L23)) is asking U to be strongly convex and
such that the difference between the smallest and largest eigenvalues of V2U (z) is controlled
by the friction parameter v uniformly in x. This assumption is often encountered in works
dealing with the long-time behaviour of the (uncontrolled) kinetic Fokker-Planck equation,
see e.g. [6]. Although exponential L? estimates are known to hold under considerably weaker
assumptions (see e.g. [31] and [9], [32] for singular potentials), and entropic estimates assuming
a bounded and positive Hessian have been known for more than a decade [50], it is only
recently [29] that entropic estimates have been obtained beyond the bounded Hessian case.
In light of this, the question of how to improve our results is quite interesting and deserves
to be further investigated. Let us state the announced results, beginning with [KSPdl To do
so, we need another bit of notation: if PT is the unique solution of [KSPdl we call entropic
interpolation (Mg)te[O,T} the marginal flow of P and denote p/ its density against m, i.e.

_ duf
dm

With the obvious small modifications, we also define the entropic interpolation (ﬂ?)te[o,T}

vt e [0,T), uf = (X, V)P, pf:

and their densities (p{ )07 in the framework of [KESPdl Furthermore, we introduce the
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functional Z to be the Fisher information with respect to m, defined for any ¢ < m € P(R??)
as

dg 2
I(q) == fde Vlog ‘ dq if Vlog 34 € L*(q), ‘

00, otherwise.

(1.18)

Theorem 1.6 (Entropic turnpike for KSP). Grant |(H1), |(H2) and |(H3), There exists a
positive constant Cg o~ such that for any 0 < 6 < 1 and t € [§, T — 6], as soon as T >
%log Ca,a,8 + 20, it holds

I(uf) < Caapny 02 e 2 N0 Cp(p,v) (1.19)
H(pf |m) < Caapq 62 e 2N Cp(p,v) . (1.20)

Moreover, as soon as T > (L 1og Cyap + 26) V Llog Cd B3 we have
H(uf |m) < Caap, 6 e NI (ulmx) + H(vImx) | - (1.21)

Theorem 1.7 (Entropic turnpike for KFSP). Grant [(H1), [(H2) and [(FH3) There exists
a positive constant Cqa g~ such that for any 0 < 6 < 1 and t € [0, T — 6], as soon as
T > LlogCyapy + 26, it holds

I(A}) < Caapy 0 e T CE (R, ), (122)
H(if [m) < Caap 6~ N0 CE (1, ). (1.23)

Moreover, as soon as T > (11og Cy a5~ + 26) V Llog %, —483  we have
H(al |m) < Cgapq 02 e 2T 194 (f|m) 4+ H(w|m) | . (1.24)

Remark 1.8. If we compare our results with what is known in deterministic control we remark
that, quite curiously, exponential estimates for the deterministic noiseless version of (L2,
obtained removing the Brownian motion form the controlled state equation, do not seem to
be covered from existing results, even in the case when p and v are Dirac measures[] For
linear-quadratic problems though, the result is well known, see e.g. [§] for precise estimates.
Theorems and [L7 provide global turnpike estimates, that is to say we do not ask p and
v to be close to m. We do ask H(u|m), H(rv|m) < 400, but this condition is very mild and
necessary for the Schrodinger problem to have a finite value. This is in contrast with most
exponential turnpike estimates we are aware of in deterministic control (see e.g. [49, Theorem
1]). The passage from local to global estimates seems to be possible [47, [46] under some extra
assumptions, such as the existence of a storage function, but this comes at the price of losing
quite some information on the multiplicative constants appearing in ([L20]). Moreover, the
condition T > %log Cd,a,8,y + 20 of Theorem should be replaced with a condition of the
form T' > Ty with Ty depending on the initial conditions and potentially very large.

IFor example, if we compare with the reference work [49], the matrix W defined at Eq. (10) therein would
not be invertible for the problem under consideration, which thus fails to satisfy the hypothesis of the main
turnpike result obtained there.
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Remark 1.9. The bound on the Fisher information is our strongest result as it implies im-
mediately an entropic bound thanks to the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (24). Moreover,
entropic bounds are stronger than bounds expressed by means of a transport distance such
as Wy or Wo, since m satisfies Talagrand’s inequality (2.2]).

Remark 1.10. Proving the turnpike property for Schrodinger bridges in this context is harder
than in the classical setting, and we need to work under stronger assumptions on the po-
tential U than its strong convexity. This is not a surprise. Indeed, proving the exponential
convergence to equilibrium for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation is a difficult problem that
has been, and still is, intensively studied by means of either a probabilistic or an analytic
approach, see [13] 25|, [45] [29] for some references on the probabilistic approach. Following the
terminology introduced by Villani in his monograph [50], this obstruction is a manifestation of
the hypocoercive nature of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. [KSPlmay indeed be regarded
as the prototype of an hypocoercive stochastic control problem. For the moment, we have
been able to show the turnpike property under a quasilinearity assumption. Assumptions of
this type, where the friction parameter has to be in some sense large in comparison with the
spectrum of V2U are commonly encountered in the literature. In the language of probability,
they ensure that the synchronous coupling is contracting for the Langevin dynamics [6], [39].
On the other hand, from an analytical standpoint, Assumption implies local gradient
bounds for the semigroup generated by the Langevin dynamics [4]. Finally, we recall that the
exponential rate x of Theorems and [[7] is precisely the one, computed e.g. in [39, [6], at
which synchronous coupling is contractive for the (uncontrolled) Langevin dynamics.

Proof strategy. A general idea to obtain exponential speed of convergence to equilibrium
for hypocoercive equations systematically exploited in [50] is that of modifying the "natural”
Lyapunov function of the system by adding some extra terms in such a way that proving
exponential dissipation becomes an easier task. For the Langevin dynamics, a suitable mod-
ification of the natural Lyapunov functional, that is the relative entropy H(:-|m), is obtained
considering

= aH(plm) + Z(p)

for a carefully chosen constant a > 0. Emulating Bakry—Emery I-calculus [4] it is possible
to show that the modified Lyapunov functional decays exponentially along solutions of the
kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. Our proof of the turnpike property consists in implementing
this abstract idea on the fg-decomposition of the entropic interpolation, as we now briefly
explain. Indeed, in order to bound Z(x}) one is naturally led to consider the quantities

L9108 £ 261 am, (1.259)

/R?d ‘VloggsT|2 gl dm. (1.25b)

However, it is not clear how to obtain a differential inequality ensuring exponential (forward)
dissipation of (L.25al) and exponential (backward) dissipation of (L.25bl). But, as we show at
Lemma [B.2] it is possible to find two norms | - |j/—1 and |- |y-1, that are equivalent to the
Euclidean norm and such that if we define

2 2
s = [ (Vlog T gt and w7 = [ |Viosl [} £ dm, (126)
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then o7 (s) and 97 (s) satisfy the desired exponential estimates. To complete the proof, one
needs to take care of the boundary conditions. This part is non trivial as it demands to prove
certain regularity properties of the fg-decomposition and it is accomplished in two steps: we
first show at Proposition [3.4] a regularising property of entropic interpolations, namely that
if H(u|mx),H(v|my) are finite, then the Fisher information Z(u] ) is finite for any ¢ € (0, 7).
The proof of this property is based on a gradient bound obtained in [30] and is of independent
interest. The second step (Proposition B.3]) consists in showing that for a fixed small 6, 7 ()
and YT (T — §) can be controlled with by the sum of Z(ul) and Z(ul ;). We prove this
estimate adapting an argument used in [49] in the analysis of deterministic finite dimensional
control problems.

1.3.2. Convergence to the Langevin dynamics over a fized time-window. We are able to pre-
cisely analyse the behaviour of entropic interpolations for a fixed time ¢, while T' grows large.
More precisely, we show that the (uncontrolled) Langevin dynamics and the Schrédinger
bridge are exponentially close in the long-time regime 7" — oo, for all time-windows [0, ¢].
Note that this result cannot be deduced from the turnpike estimates of the former section.

Theorem 1.11. Under hypotheses |(H1), |(H2) and [(H3), there exists a positive constant
Ci,a,8,y such that for any 0 < 6 <1 and t € [0, T — 6], as soon as T > %log Caa,p~+20, it
holds

3
WQ(#?, /’L?O) < Cd,a,ﬁ,'y 072 e_K(T_t) CT(M7 V) )
uge is the law of (X, Vi) satisfying
dX; = Vidt,
dV; = —=VU(X})dt —yVidt + /2y d By, (1.27)
(X07 ‘/b) ~ & my.

A similar statement holds true for [KESP] replacing Assumption [(H3)| with [[FH3)| and with
initial condition in (L27)) given by f.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect useful results about the Markov semigroup associated to the
kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. In what follows we write < to indicate that an inequality
holds up to a multiplicative positive constant depending possibly on the dimension d, the
bounds on the spectrum of V2U, a and 3, or the friction parameter .

2.1. On the assumptions. In this short section we report some straightforward conse-
quences of the various assumptions listed at Section [LTT] that we shall repeatedly use from
now on. We begin by observing that assumption guarantees that m € P(R??) and that
my satisfies Talagrand’s inequality because of [3, Corollary 9.3.2], i.e. for any ¢ € P(R%)

Wha(g, mx)® S H(glmx). (2.1)

Since the Talagrand inequality holds also for the Gaussian measure my,, from [3, Proposition
9.2.4] it follows that for any q € P(R?%)

Wa(g, m)* S H(glm). (2.2)
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Let us also point out that implies and that under and it easily follows
that u, v € Po(R?). Indeed,

&I
[ teldns [ el dmy e Wauma? S [ el dmy 4 HGulmy) < o0 (23)

and similarly for the measure v. We also remark that implies Moreover, from
[(H1)| and [(FH3)} by means of (2.2)), it follows that fi, 7 € Pa(R??).

Finally, let us also notice that [(H1)| and |(H2)| guarantee the validity of a log-Sobolev
inequality for mx because of [3, Corollary 5.7.2], and by means of [3, Proposition 5.2.7 and

Proposition 5.5.1] it follows that m satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality. Therefore for any ¢ < m
it holds

H(glm) < Z(q) - (2.4)

2.2. Markov semigroups and heat kernel. The generator L associated to the SDE (L))
is given by

L=~A, —vv-V,—=VU -V, +0v-V,
while its adjoint in L%(m) reads as

L"=~A, —vv -V, +VU -V, —v-V,.

Under assumption it is well known that Hormander’s Theorem for parabolic hypoel-
lipticity applies [33] Theorem 1.1] to the operator L , and thus the associated semigroup
(P;)e>0 admits a probability kernel p.((z,y), (y,w)), which is C* in all of the parameters,
with respect to the invariant probability measure

2
[v]

1
dm(z,v) = Ee*U(m)*T dadv,

where Z is a normalising constant. Sometimes, with a slight abuse of notation we will write
m(x,v) to denote the density of m with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Similarly, we will
denote by (FP;)i>0 the semigroup associated to L*. Note that the function p; also represents
the density of Ro; (the joint law at time O and ¢ of the solution to (L)) with respect
to dm ® m. Moreover, according to [2I, Theorem 1.1], p;(-,-) satisfies two-sided Gaussian
estimates. Importantly, p; is locally bounded away from zero and infinity, but with constants
that might depend non-trivially on the time horizon T

For some of our proofs, we need lower bounds that are uniform in 7. To this aim, we have
the following consequence of the results of [2I], whose proof is postponed to the appendix.

Lemma 2.1. Let Ty > 0 be fized. Under assumption |(H1), there exists a constant cr, > 0
such that for all T > Ty and all (z,v), (y,w) € R??

log pr ((w,v), (y,w)) = —ex, (1 + |2 + o] + Iyl + Jwl’) . (2.5)

We stress that the Langevin dynamics (ILT]) are not reversible, and in particular the prob-
ability kernel p; is not symmetric. However, it is symmetric up to a sign-flip in the velocities,

pt((x,v), (y,w)) :pt((y, —w), (z, —v)) Vit >0, Y(z,v), (y,w) € R (2.6)

As we said above, this useful property is sometimes called physical reversibility.
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2.3. Contraction of the semigroup. In our setup, due to the lack of a curvature condition,
the standard Bakry-Emery machinery does not apply to obtain a commutation estimate for
the semigroup of the type
IVPh(z)| <e ¢! Pt( |Vh| )(z), (2.7)

for some ¢ > 0. It is still possible to obtain a commutation estimate similar to (2.7) by
replacing the Euclidean norm |- | by a certain twisted norm [{|,, = /¢ - M on R?¢ for some
well chosen positive definite symmetric matrix M € R2*2¢. This is a common idea in the
kinetic setting and it is exploited for example in [4 29] [39].

For instance, in Theorem 1 of [39] the author studies the contraction properties of the
semigroup P; associated to the SDE on R™

47, = b(Z,)dt + $dB, (2.8)

with the drift b : R™ — R™ being globally Lipschitz and ¥ a constant positive-semidefinite
symmetric matrix. The author shows that the condition on the Jacobian matrix J, of the
drift

£ (MJy(2))E < —kE-ME=—k €3, VEER™ VzeR™, (2.9)
where k € R and M is a positive definite symmetric matrix, is equivalent to the commutation
estimate

IVPh(2)] -1 < e P P(|Vh] -1 ) (2) .

Our setup, which is also discussed in [39} Section 3.3], corresponds to the choice m = 2d, and

bz, v) = (—VU(Z) —vv) = <8 \/%Id>

and therefore the Jacobian reads as

e = (Lot )

In [39, Proposition 5], the author shows that ([2.9]) holds with x > 0 as long as « and (3 from
assumption are close enough. By exploiting the symmetry of the heat kernel up to a
sign flip, we obtain a similar commutation estimate also for the reversed dynamics.

In view of the above discussion we have the following.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that|(H1) and|(H2) hold. Then, there exist a constant k > 0 and
positive definite symmetric matrices M, N € R?¥2d sych that 23) holds and
(i) For all h € CL(R??), ¢t >0 and z € R*

VPA(E) s < € B(19hy ) (2). (2.10)
(ii) For all h € CL(R??), t > 0 and » € R*
VPR o1 < e P (|l -1 )(2). (2.11)

Proof. A proof of ([29) with £ > 0 under and can be obtained by mimicking the
computations in Theorem 2.12 of [4], where the case v = 1 is discussed. Given (29), (i)
follows from Theorem 1 in [39].

We now derive (ii) from (i) with the help of [28]). For any function f on R?? define the
transformation Sf(z,v) = f(z, —v) and set

Id 0 Id 0
N:<o —Id>M<O —Id)'
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Note that S? = Id, moreover in view of (2.8), for all h € C}(R??), P¥(Sh) = S(P;h) and
S|Vh|y-1 = |[V(Sh)|y-1. It is then immediate to derive

VP by = S|VE(SR)| s < e””S(Pt( IV(Sh)| 31 )) = e P (|Vhy1 ),
which is the desired conclusion. O

As a result of Proposition and Theorem 1 in [39] we have the equivalent statements,
with M, N and s > 0 as above, and all ¢, ¢2 € P(R??),

Wi 2(1 Py 2P) < e " Wara(q1, q2) (2.12)

Wi (1 Pf, g2 Pf) < e ""Wyalaqr, q2) (2.13)

where WM72(q17q2) is the Wh-Wasserstein distance on P(R2d) with the Euclidean metric
replaced by dy(x,y) = |z — y|u and similarly for Wy 2(q1, g2)-

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Duality and fg-decomposition for KSP.

Proof of Proposition[1.2. We only sketch the proof as it is rather standard. We consider the
measure Ry, := (proj,, , proj,,)#Ro,r = (Xo, Xr)x«R and the minimisation problem,

min  H (¢R7) . 3.1

min H (dR3) (3.)
where II(p.v) is the set of couplings of u,v € P(R? x RY). In view of the heat kernel lower
bound in Lemma 2.1l we know that for some C' > 0 and uniformly in x,y it holds

X
WBor (s Lol +i?)
d(m xm X) - C

which in combination with |(H3)|implies that H(u ® V\Rng) < 00. Indeed the bound above
implies that for any 17" > Tp, T fixed, there is a constant Cy o g1, > 0 such that

,H( ® ’RX ) H( ® ’ ® ) / 1 dRS(T dp ®
v = v|im mx) — 0g —————— v
1% 0,7 K X X Rad & d(myxy ® mx) a (3.2)

@3)
< Caapan[l+Hplmx) + H(vimx)] .

Thus, Proposition 2.5 in [37] applies and the above minimisation problem has indeed a unique

solution 7 € II(u, v). By applying [28, Proposition 2.1], there exist two non-negative mea-

surable functions f7, g7 on R? such that

dm

@(:ﬂa y) = fT(x)gT(y)a RéfT_a'S', (33)

from which (L8)) directly follows. Now, in view of the additive property of the relative entropy,
we get for any P € P(Q)

HPIR) = H (PrIREy) + [ 9 (PR dPy o),
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with R*Y = R(-|Xo = z, X7 = y) and similarly for P*¥. Therefore, a minimizer to [KSPdl
can be found by defining

PTC) = [ RCIXD = o Xr = ) dn(e, ),
X

which satisfies (Xo, X7)xP? = 7 and Cr(u,v) = H(PT|R) = H(n|Rr) < co. In particular,
in view of (3.2)), for all T' > Tp, Ty fixed, there is Cq 7, > 0 such that

Cr(1,v) < Caap1 1+ H(ulmx) + H(v|mx)] . (3.4)

Similarly, for any ¢ € Ix(p,v), denoting ¢ = (proj,,,proj,,)«q, we have H(qRor) >
H(g*|REF) > H(n|Ry) with equality if and only if ¢ = u? where

W= [ Ror(:1Xo =2, Xp = y) dn(a, ). (3.5)
R4 x R4

By construction p?' = ((Xo, Vo), (X1, V7)) #PT and H(PT|R) = H(uT|Ror) = 7—[(7T|RéfT) <
0o. The solutions are unique by strict convexity of the entropy and the linearity of the
constraint. Equation (3.5]) implies equality of the conditional distributions of yu” and Ror
given the space variables. But then,

T

(0., w) = d(projy, , Projy, ) g4 dr
T ) ) )

dp
. N 1" f
d(proj,, , PrOJm)#RO,T( u) ARy

(m,y) = fT(OC)gT(y), R07T—a.S.

O

Proof of Proposition [L.1. We have already seen in the previous proof that Cp(u,v) is finite.
Now, since [KSPlis equivalent to the minimisation problem (3.1), from [34, Proposition 6.1] it
follows

Cr(u,v) = sup {/ pdp +/ Y dv —/ (e“"@w — 1) dRé(T}
o peC,(RY) LJRE Rd R2d ’

< sup {/ (p@y)dr — log/ POV dRé(T}
ppeCy(R) LR R2d ’

< sup {/ hd?T_lOg/ e dRS(T} o H(n[Rir) = Crln,v),
heCy,(R24) L JR2d R2d ’ ’

where 7 is the unique optimizer in (3.1]), while (1) is the Donsker-Varadhan variational formula

[24, Lemma 1.4.3a]. This concludes the proof since Ré{T = (proj,,, proj,,)#Ro 1. O

The Schrédinger system (L&) is particularly useful when f7 and g’ are regular enough.
Under|(H1)|land|(H4)|they inherit the regularity (smoothness and integrability) of the densities
of u, v respectively. This follows from the identities

dp T T dv
T = Prg’d

:gT/ PrfTdmy ,
Rd

and since P;fT and Prg” are smooth and positive (as a result of the lower bound (ZH])).
Moreover, arguing exactly as in Lemma 2.1 in [19], owing to the lower bound in (21), and
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the continuity of pp, we have that there is ¢z, > 0, (possibly depending on p and v) such
that for all T > T}

dv H
dmy L°°(m)'

HfTHLOO(m)HgTHLl(m) < cr, ) HfTHLl(m)HgTHLOO(m) < ¢

|
dmx llLeo(m)

These bounds are pivotal to prove that f7 — du/dmy and ¢ — dv/dmx as T — oo in
LP(m) for all p € [1,00) akin to what is done in Lemma 3.6 of [19].

To ensure that 7, g7 are in L™ (m) and with compact support, we work under assump-
tion [(H1)| and |(H4)| for the rest of the section. With the help of the forward and adjoint
semigroup, and (L7) we can write

T _ TP T

pr=g" PrfTm,
where we recall that ] = (Xy, V;)4P?, with PT being optimal for [KSPd Furthermore, if
we set,
ftT = Pt*fT and g;[ := Pr_sq7,
then u], t € [0,7], can be represented as
dpf = flgldm. (3.7)
It is also immediate to check that it holds

OST=I0E [ouog st = L log £7 + T(og )
Ot = —Lgf Olog g/ = —Lloggi —T(logg/),
where I'(h) = ~|V,h|? is the carré du champ operator associated to the generator L.

The fg-decomposition gives us a nice representation formula for the relative entropy along
the entropic interpolation (MtT)te[o,T]- Indeed, if we introduce the functions

h?(t) = / log ff pF'dm and hl(t) = / log g pf dm Vit € [0,T7],
R2d R2d
then it easily follows that
H(pf |m) = hi(t)+hy (t), Vte[0,T]. (3.9)

Moreover, we have

8th?(t) =— /RQd L(log fHpl dm and k] (t) = /RQd I'(log g7 )pl dm. (3.10)

For a proof of ([BI0) we refer to Lemma 3.8 in [I8] where the classical setting is studied,
the only difference in the kinetic setting being that the operator that acts on f{ should be
replaced with L*, since L is not self-adjoint.

In addition to (B.9)), the fg-decomposition gives the following representation for the kinetic
entropic cost

Cr(p,v) =H (" |Ror) = Eryr [p" log p"]

3.11
:/ longpOTdm+/ log g7 phdm = h:]C(O) + hl(T). (3.11)
R2d R2d
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As a byproduct of (3:9), (10), and @FII), we get the identities]

T
Cr(p,v) =H(M§!m)+/o /wa(loggf)p?dmdt,

. (3.12)
Crler) =Hfim) + [ [ Tog )0 dmat.
A straightforward consequence of the previous identities is the following
Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions (H/), for any t € [0,T] it holds
¢
Crl1sv) = M m) + HFim) + [ [ Tloggh)l dmds
0 Jie (3.13)

T
+ / / T'(log f1)pL dmds — H (1] |m) .
t R2d

Proof. From (3.12) we can write

t T
Cr(u,v) = H(ug [m) + / / T'(log gy )pt dmds + / / T(log gy )ps dmds.
0 Jr2 t Jr2a

Applying the identities (3.10) we obtain that the last summand equals

T T T
/ / I'(log gD)pl dmds = / / '(log f1)pl dmds + / dshi (s) + 85h?(s) ds
t JR2 t JR2 t
T T
= / / [(log f1)ps dmds + / OsH (pd Im) ds
t JR2 t

T
= [ [ T8 ST)oT dmds + #Flm) — 3 (s )
t
and we reach our conclusion. O

3.2. Corrector estimates and proof of Theorem Throughout we assume
and to be true and we will point out whenever the latter can be relaxed to [(H3)l Let us
start by defining a few key objects whose behaviour will help us in controlling the convergence
rates for the turnpike property.

We define the correctors as the functions ¢’ 47 : [0,T] — R given by

2 2
Flsyi= [ Viog Ty pfdm and (o) = [ Vioggl [} pfam, 1)

where M, N € R?¥*24 are the matrices appearing in Proposition Let us also note that
by the fg-decomposition it follows Z(ul) < o7 (s) 4+ ¥7(s).

With the next lemma we show that the contraction properties introduced in the previous
section translate into an exponentially fast contraction for ¢! and 7.

Lemma 3.2. Under|(H1), |(H2) and|(H4), for any 0 <t < s <T it holds
el (s) < T (H)e 26 and YT(T —s) < T (T — t)e 26D (3.15)

2Let us point out that when considering the optimal solution PT € P(Q) in (L2)), the optimal control is
given by af = 2yV, log g7 (X;) and the stochastic control formulation (IZ) reads as the first identity in G1Z).



KINETIC SCHRODINGER PROBLEM 17

Proof. By definition fI' = P ,fI and thus

2 " 2 " _
6 = [ VI Tl am= [ VR (P g dm @10)

An application of the gradient estimate (ZI1]) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yields

eID —2k(s— * 2 * —
o) = e [PV ) P D) e dm

Vi
< 67211(5715) / Ps*,t < ‘ ft '1|“N_1 )PngT dm (317)
R2d ft

(s 2 —2Kk(s—
= t)/ﬂm\vlogfﬂwpfdmsfs =0T (g),

which concludes the proof for the first inequality. The analogous inequality for 7 runs as
above by using inequality ([2.I0) for the semigroup (P;):c(o,17- O

Proposition 3.3. Grant[(H1), [(H2) and[(H]) There exists Ca,a,8~ > 0 such that for any
0<9d<1 and for any t €[5, T, as soon as T > %log Ca,a,8,~y + 20, it holds

(1) S e [T (13) + T (nr—s)] and T(T—) S e [T (ug) + I (n7s)] - (3.18)

Proof. Without loss of generalities we may assume 7 (,u:{) and 7 (,u%_ 5) to be finite, otherwise

the above bounds are trivial. From Lemma and the fg-decomposition of p! = fI gl we
know that

(pT(T _ 5) < 672HT+4H6(,0T(5)
_ 6—25T+4n5 / |v ]Og pl‘g -V 10g g(gTﬁV,l dﬂg

56—25T+4m51- (Mg") + 6—25T+4561)Z)T(6)
5 672I€T+4I€5I (Mg_') + 674I€T+8H5,11Z)T(T _ 6) .
Using the basic inequality |a — b|? > a?/2 — b% we obtain

$T (T —6) = /de Vioggh s — Viog ph [y dd_s 2 wT(T = 8) = 2T () .
As a result, we get
$T(T — ) — 21 (/ﬁ_(;) < e 2 THiRdT (,u?) e~ TH8RyT (T _ 5y
Therefore, as soon as T > %log Cd,a,8,y + 20 for some constant Cgq 5~ > 0, we find
WI(T = 08) ST (u3) + I (u1—s) -
Plugging this bound into the contraction estimate ([B.I5]) gives the second inequality in (3I8])

for any ¢ € [0, T]. The first inequality is obtained by exchanging the roles of ¢ and v in the
above discussion. O

Proposition 3.4. Assume [(H1), [(H2) and [(H3). Let 0 < 6 < 1 be fized. Then, for all
telo,T —0]

T(uf) 5 07 (Crlpu,v) = H(ul | m)). (3.19)
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Proof. Let us first work under We claim that for any ¢ € [§, T — 4] it holds
VPrag"|” S 07 [Proi(g” logg™) — (Provg™)log(Pr19")| Proig” (3.20)

Indeed by applying Corollary 3.2 in [30] to any directional derivative we have

2 .
On PP <4 _inf w,(1,0) [Prou(g" togg™) — (Pr_g")log(Pr—vg™)| Pr_vg”,

2 .
[Ou Procg™[" <4 _inf  @,(0, D[ Pr-i(g™ 10g9") = (Pr—s ") log(Pr—ig™)| Protg”
S A=

where U4(a,b) is defined for any a,b > 0 as the quantity

1 6 3 4 48 2
Wy(a,b) = 55 [a<§+ﬁ+2—1) +b<g+§5+7>} .

By considering s = § € (0, 1] we can bound the above RHS with §73, up to a multiplicative
constant. Particularly this yields (8.20]). Similarly one can prove that it holds

% 2 - * * * *
VR TS 8% [P (T tog fT) — (B f7)log(Py £7)] Py f7
Therefore because of the fg-decomposition ([B.7]) we obtain

v )
T(ul) < 2 P T ‘tip_ Tl q
(g ) < /R?d s [T+ P T T—tg m

[V Prg”|”
Pr_;g"

<63 /R?d{ [PT,t(gT log gT) — (Pr— QT) log(Pr—t QT)] Pt*fT

+ [P;( fTlog 1) — (PF f7) log (P fT)}PT_th} dm

By integration by parts and ([B.7) this last displacement equals

53</ loggTdV—i—/ longd,u—/ logptTp?dm),
Rd Rd R2d

and the thesis follows in view of (B.11]).
Now let us just assume [(H3)l Firstly, define the probability measure ¢! as the measure
whose Rg r-density is given by

dgp 1k,

where (K,)nen is an increasing sequence of compact sets in R* and C,, is the normalising
constant. Then, by applying Lemma [L.J] we know that the marginals u” := (proj, 1)#q77; and
V" = (proj,,)4q. satisfy [([H4)] and by means of Proposition and Corollary €3] it follows

that there exists a unique minimizer p™7 € P(Q) for [KSP] with marginals p", v", and as
soon as n diverges it holds

,u?’T —ul and Cr (u",v") = Cr (p,v) . (3.22)
Then, the thesis in the general case follows from the one under |(H4)| and the lower semicon-
tinuity of Z(-) and H(-|m). O

As a byproduct of Proposition B3] and Proposition B.4] we get
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Corollary 3.5. Under |(H1), [(H2) and [(H{), there exists Cqn 5, > 0 such that for any
0<d<1andte][d T], as soon as T > %log Cd,a,8 + 20, it holds

el () S e Cr(u,v) and (T —1) S 672 Colp,v). (3.23)

Proof of Theorem [L.6. We start proving the result under [(H4)| Since Z(uf) < o7 () +97 (1),
the first inequality (cf. (II9)) is an immediate consequence of Corollary The relative
entropy bound (cf. (L20)) follows from the first one by means of (2.4). In order to extend
(CI9) and (L20) to [(H3)l it is enough to consider the approximation of the optimizer (cf.
B2I) and B:22)) together with the lower semicontinuity of Z(-) and H(:|m). Finally, (21
follows from (L20) by means of Lemma [3.9] below. O

3.3. Long-time behaviour of the kinetic entropic cost. Throughout the whole section
we will always assume |(H1)| and |[(H3)|[ to be true. Let us remark that implies that
m € Py(R??). In what follows we are going to prove Theorem [[L3, but first we need some
preparation. The first two claims in Theorem [[3]will be proved via a I'-convergence approach
(cf. PropositionB.6land Lemmal[3.7)) similar to the one used in [19] for the classical Schrédinger
problem. The main difference with [19] is the lack of compactness for the set IIx(p,v). On
the other hand, the proof of the latter two bounds in Theorem [[.3] will rely on the corrector
estimates given in Section

Proposition 3.6 (A I'-convergence result). Let (T, )nen be a sequence of positive real numbers
converging to oo, and for each n € N consider the functional H (- | Ro1,,) defined on I x(u, v)
endowed with the weak topology. Then

I'— lim H([Ror,) = H(|m@m).

Proof. (I'-convergence lower bound inequality) We prove that for any sequence (gn),cn C
IIx (u, v) that converges weakly to some ¢ € IIx (u, V)

lilginf% (gn | Rom,) >H(g | m®@m) . (3.24)
Note that since P; is strongly mixing [20, Theorem 11.14] for any 1, ¢ € Cy(R??) it holds
/ P(x,v)o(y, w)dRo 1, = / wPanﬁdm4> Y(z,v)p(y, w)dm @ dm.
R2d JR2d R2d JR2d

From the Portmanteau Theorem, it follows that Rg 7, — m ® m. Then (3.24) follows from
the lower semicontinuity of the relative entropy.
(T-convergence upper bound inequality) We prove that for any ¢ € IIx (i, v) it holds

limsupH (¢ | Ro,) <H (g | m@m) . (3.25)

n— o0
We may assume H(g/m ® m) < oo otherwise the above inequality is trivial. Note that this
implies ¢ € Po(R*?) since p, v € Po(R?) (cf. [23)) while

Lo atoroi,)pa <2 [ 1ol dmy -+ 2Wa((proj, ) g )?

&2)
S 1+ H((projy, )xqlmy) <1+ H(gm®@m) < oo,

and similarly for the measure (proj,,)#q. Then we have

H(q|Ror,) = H(q| mem) - / log pr, ((,v), (y,w)) da.,
RQdXRQd
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Thanks to the lower bound given in Lemma 2] and the fact that ¢ € Po(R*), we can apply
Fatou’s Lemma and get

limsupH (¢ | Ro,) <H(g| m®@m) — / lim inf log p7, ((x,v), (y,w)) dg. (3.26)
R

n—o0 2d XR2d n—o0

Now, for all ¢+ > 0 and for all (z,v), (y,w) € R??

pr, ((x’v)’ (y’w)) = Pr,—t (pt(" (y’w))) (x’v) :

For any M > 0, we introduce the function pM (-, (y,w)) = pi(-, (y,w))AM € Cy(R??). Then,
since Pr is strongly mixing (cf. [20, Theorem 11.14]), we get

n—o0

pT, ((x’v)’ (y’w)) > PTn*t (pi\/[(" (y’w))) (x’v) _— 24 pé‘/l((x,v), (y’w))dm(x’v) .

Taking the limit as M — oo, by dominated convergence we get that

Lo (0. )i, o) == [ ((,0), (g w)dmz, o = 1,

where the last equality follows from (2.6]). Therefore it holds
lim inf log pr,, ((z,v), (y,w)) >0, m@m—a.s.
n—oo
which, together with ¢ < m ® m (since H (¢ | m ® m) < 00), leads to
lim inf log p7,, ((3:, v), (y, w)) >0, g-a.s.
n—o0

Therefore, from (B3.26]) we get inequality (B.25). The desired I'-convergence follows as a
byproduct of ([B:24) and (B.25]). O

Even though here we are just interested in the I'-convergence (as introduced by De Giorgi)
on ITx (u, V) equipped with the weak topology, the previous result is actually stronger: indeed
we have actually proven the Mosco convergence of the functional H (- | Ro 7;,) since we have
considered a constant sequence ¢, = ¢ for the upper bound inequality.

Lemma 3.7 (Equicoerciveness). The family {H(- | Roz,): ILx (1, v) — [0,00]}, o @8 equico-
ercive, i.e. for any h € R there exists a (weakly) compact subset Ky C Ilx(u, v) such that

{qelx (g, v) s.t. H(g|Ror,) <h} C K, VneN.

Proof. Since (Ro,7, )nen is tight, a proof of this result is obtained by following the same
argument given in [24, Lemma 1.4.3c]. O

The next two results are a consequence of the corrector estimates of Section In the
first one we consider the long-time behaviour of the marginals of the solution to [KSP|at times
t = 0,7 in the second one we give a bound for the entropic cost, uniformly in time.

Theorem 3.8. Under assumptions |(H1)\(H2) and |(H4) there exists a positive constant
Cd,a,8, such that for any 0 <6 <1 and T > --log Cg a5, + 20 it holds

‘%(Mg‘m) - %(M’mXﬂ < Ciap 07" Cr(p,v) e 2T,

) ) (3.27)
[H(uFIm) — H(vlmx)| < Capn 67 Crlpv)e T
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Proof. We will prove only the first bound since the second one can be proved similarly. Since

d—i’”;() = [ga P} (-,v)dmy (v), the log-Sobolev inequality for the Gaussian measure my gives

H (g |m)—H (plmx) = / [ / pg log pf — ( / ponmv> log ( / ponmv> dmv} dmy
R4 R4 R4 R4
2 1|Vl 2
< Voy/ T‘ dmy | dmy = / - | Yuro
B /Rd |:/Rd Po mv:| mx R2d 2 ' pg

po dm
1

1
:_/ |vvlog(fTPTgT)\2p[{dm:_/ IV, log /7 + V,log Prg”|* p} dm
2 R2d 2 R2d

1 2 G623 e
25 /RQJVUloggg‘ pgdm§¢T(0) S 9 3CT(HaV)6 2 Ta

where the equality in the last line follows from the fact that f7 = f7(x) does not depend on
the velocity variable. Finally, since (proj,) “ ,ug = p we know that the left hand side term
above is positive. O

Since it holds H(ujmx) = H ((Xo)xnu”|(Xo)#Ror) < H (1" |Ror) = Cr(p,v), and simi-
larly H(vimyx) < Cr(u,v), the following lower bound is always true

Crlp,v) > H(p[mx) ;L"H(Vlmx) .

We now give a corresponding upper bound for sufficiently large times.

Lemma 3.9. Under |(H1) and [(H2) there exists a constant Cqqp~ > 0 such that for any
0<é6<1andT > (% log Cg,a,8,4 + 20) V (% log C‘i’gg’ﬁ”) it holds

(3.28)

Cr(i.v) < Caopr [%(me) T H<u|mx>} | (3.29)

Proof. Firstly, let us assume [(H4)| to hold. Owing to the bounds |V, log g7 |* < [Vlog g7 |3, ,
and |V, log fI12 < [Viog fI% 1, from BI3) it follows

g T
Cr(p,v) < H(udm) + H(phlm) + /0 T (s)ds + / o7 (s)ds

T

2
T

T
(B%ZD —3 —2k T T T
< H(pulmx) + Hlvmx) + 207 Cr(u ) e T 4 [T 0T (s)ds + [ GT(s)ds.
0

2

We first consider f;}Q ©T(s)ds. For any s € [T/2, T] from Corollary .5 we have

T

T T
/ T (s)ds <3 Cr(u,v) /T e ds S0 3 Cr(p,v) (e —e T (3.30)

By reasoning in the same way, this time by using the fact that s € [0,7/2], we get

T T
/2 YT(s)ds <673 Cr(p,v) /2 e 25T 45 < 673 Cp(p, v) (e_“T - e_QHT) . (3.31)
0 0

Therefore there exists a positive constant Cy 4 g such that

Cr(p,v) < Caapy [H(me) +H|mx) + 6 Cr(p,v) (e "1 —e 2T |,
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which yields our thesis as soon as T > %log % for a well chosen Cy 5~ > 0.

Now, let us prove the result under Firstly, notice that we may assume that p and
v satisfy otherwise the bound is trivial. The main idea is defining the probability
measures p! and vM on R? approximating p and v, as the measures whose m x-densities

are given by
duM du 1x dvM dv 1x
= —A = d L= A = 3.32
dmx <de n> ch o dmy dmy ') Oy (3.32)

where (K, )nen is an increasing sequence of compact sets in R? and Cl, C¥ are the normalising
constants. Then, p} and v satisfy [[H4)] and by means of (ZZ) it follows

H(pMmx) =5 H(ulmx) and  HEM|mx) =3 H(vmx). (3.33)
Owing to Lemma L4 and ([3.29) for the approximated p}, M, we conclude our proof. [

The results given in Theorem [(B.8 and Lemma [3.9 will come at hand while proving the
exponential convergence in (L12]).

Proof of Theorem [L.3. We start with the proof of (ILI0) and (LII]). Firstly note that the
unique minimizer in (L9) is given the probability measure > = (g @ my) ® (v @ my ). Now
let us consider (T},)nen to be any diverging sequence of positive real times. Then, from the
optimality of u”» it follows

B23)
limsup H (™ |Ro1,) < limsup H(u®Ror,) < HpFmem)=H(u|mx)+H( | mx),

n—oo n—oo

which is finite by our assumptions. Then Lemma B.7 implies that the subsequence (1'"),en
is weakly relatively compact. Then, from Proposition B.6, the Fundamental theorem of I'-
convergence [7, Theorem 2.10], the uniqueness of the minimizer in (L)) and from the metriz-
ability of the weak convergence on P(R*?) we deduce (LI0) and (LIT)).

We continue with the proof of (LI2) and of the entropic Talagrand inequality (LI3]).
We firstly assume to hold. By @BI3) and owing to |V,logg!|* < |[Vleggl|?,  and
[V, log fI> < [Viog fI[% 1, we know that

z T
(1) = Guf ) = HGuFlen)| < W) + [ * T s)as+ [T,

T
and from (3.30), (B.31) and the entropic turnpike (L20) it follows 2
|Cr(p, v) = Hpg [m) = H(pg|m)| S 62T Cr(p,v) + 62 Cr(u,v)e T
As a byproduct of the above inequality and Theorem B.8 we get
Cr (1) = H (ulmx) = H (vimx)| < Cuaap 84 €T Crl,v). (3.30)

Let us now assume that p and v satisfy [(H3)| only. Firstly, consider the approximating

sequence (u!)nen of the optimizer (cf. ([B2I) and (322)). Then, by means of (3:34]) under
(H4)| and the lower semicontinuity of the relative entropy we have

E22)
H (ulmx) +H (vimy) — Cr (u,v) < liminf [H (4" [my) +H (" jmx) — Cr w,u")}

(B:<BZD—3—HT' : n ,n\y_ —3 —kT (@) -3 _—rkT
< 0% 11H_l>1nfCT(,U, V) =0""e Cr(u,v) 0 e H(pmx)+H (vimy)| .

~
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For the other bound we are going to use the approximation on the marginals (cf. (3.32])).
Therefore, let us consider u2, v such that [(H4)| holds. Then, from Lemma &4 and the

n
convergence of the relative entropies in ([3.33]), we get

Cr 1) = H () = H vlm) < nink |t ) = 1 o) = 20 o)
@ lowin)
< 63 e T liminf Cp (,uﬁ/[, 1/,]2/[) < 6 3e T liminf [’H (,uﬁ/[|mx) +H (u%mx)}
n—oo n—oo

= 3T [’H (nlmx) +7‘[(V|mx):| .
]

3.4. Corrector estimates for [KFSP| and proof of Theorems and [I.7. In this
section we collect results in the kinetic-full setting analogous to the ones already presented
for [KSPl We omit the proofs since the arguments are very similar and do not present any
new difficulty with respect to the [KSP] case.

Let us start by mentioning that also in this case [KFSP]and [KFSPd| admit unique solutions
pt, PT with g7 = ((Xo, Vo), (X1, Vr))4PT which can be decomposed as
d—T

p( (z,v,y,w) = fT(z,0)3" (y,w) Ro,r-a.s. (3.35)
dRo,

T,0,y,w) =

where fT, g7 are two non-negative measurable functions on R?? that solve the Schrédinger
system

i‘;(ﬂv v) = f(z,v) ER[’T(XT,VT)]XO =z, Vo= v] (3.36)

9 (y, w) = g7 (y, w) Er [f1 (X0, Vo)| X7 =y, Vr = w] .
Note that in this case f and g are function of both space and velocity. Moreover, if we define
for any ¢ € [0, 7]

ff=rPf" and g =Pr.g",

then il = (X;, V;)4PT can be written as i} = fI gl m and, similarly to (3.I3)), under [(HIL)]
and [(FH4)| it holds that, for any ¢ € [0, 7]

Cr (1, 7) = H(alm) + H(vlm) — H (5] [m)

(3.37)
/ / loggs Py dmds+/ / long ps dmds.
R2d R2d

We can therefore define the correctors as the functions @’ 97 : [0,7] — R given by
@ (s) = /R?d \Viog fI%-ipl dm and o7 (s) = /R?d |Viog gl 3, 1 p! dm, (3.38)

where M, N € R?¥x2d are positive definite symmetric matrices as appearing in Proposi-
tion In the next result we collect all the contraction properties satisfied by the above
correctors, which correspond to the ones proven for [KSP| in Lemma [3.2, Proposition [3.3]
Proposition [3.4] and Corollary

Lemma 3.10. Grant|[(HT1), [(H2), [(FH]) and fizx § € (0,1]. For any 0 <t < s <T it holds
e (s) < @ (H)e 26 and @T(T —s) < T (T — t)e 25 (71 Vo<t <s<T.
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Moreover, for any fixed § € (0,1] as soon as T > %log Cd,a,8,y + 20 the followings hold true

pT(t) S e ™ [Z(15) + T (ar—s)] and OT(T —t) S ™ [Z(7]) + T (ar—s)] V¢ e([é T]i
T(af) S 67 (CF () — H(El | m)) Vee[s,T -], (3.39b)

el (t) <o 3e 2 Ch (i, v) and oT(T —t) <63 e 20 Ch () Vte[s,T]. (3.39)

Proof of Theorem [1.71 The proof of the result under follows the same reasoning pre-
sented in the first part of the proof of Theorem and for this reason is omitted. An
approximating argument akin to the one in the proof of Theorem [[L6] this time considering
the full marginals ", 7" and the corresponding [KFSPL gives

pt—=pf and  CF(E",7") = CF (7).

Therefore the first two bounds follow from the lower semicontinuity of Z(-) and H(-|m).
Finally, (IL24)) follows from (.23]) by means of (3.40) presented below. O

Proof of Theorem [L7. The proof of (I.I4]) and (LI5]) runs similarly to the one given above
in the kinetic setting and for this reason it is omitted. The main difference is that in this case
the equicoerciveness is not needed since we have the weak compactness of II (i, 7).

We now discuss (LI6) and (LI7). With similar arguments as for [KSP| one can show that
under and there exists a constant Cg 3, > 0 such that for any 0 < 6 < 1 and

> (Llog Cyapy +26) V (L1og Cd =483 it holds

cF (.7 )<Cda,/3w[ (1) + (7). (3.40)

Further, by means of ([B.37), the corrector estimates (8.39¢c]) and the turnpike estimate (L.23]),

at least under [(FH4)] it follows that for any 0 < § < 1, as soon as T > (£ log Cy a4 + 26) V

110gcdaﬂw

[CE (7,7) — H (flm) — H (7|m)| < Cgpy 6T {H (Alm) + M <v|m>} ,

and from this immediately deduce ([I7)). The extension to [(FH3)|is a consequence of a
standard approximation argument. O

3.5. Convergence over a fixed time-window. In this section we show in Theorem [3.17]
that the entropic interpolations for [KSP] and [KESP] enjoy a turnpike property with respect
to the Wasserstein distance.

Notice that a turnpike property in the Wasserstein distance could be deduced from the
entropic one (cf. Theorem and [[L7) by means of the Talagrand inequality (2.2)). However,
below we provide a different proof that is of independent interest for two reasons. Firstly,
the inequality below holds for any ¢ € [0,7T], while the entropic turnpike is restricted to the
sub-interval [§,T — J]. Secondly, the argument in the proof, which uses the optimal control
formulation of the Schrodinger problem, will be instrumental for the study of the short-time
behaviour of the Schrédinger bridge.
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Theorem 3.11 (Wasserstein turnpike). Under hypotheses|(H1), |(H2) and|(H3), there exists
a positive constant Cq g~ such that for any 0 < 6 < 1, as soon as T' > %log Ca,a,py + 20,
for any t € [0,T] it holds

Wi, m) < Capy 02 e NI /O, v).
Proof. Let us firstly assume |(H4)l We we will prove our result for the distorted Wasserstein
distance Wy 2 induced by the metrics |-|,,. Fix é € (0,1) and assume ¢ € [0,T — d]. Define

AT as the marginal flow generated by the uncontrolled process 70T = (Xs oT Vs0 T) se[o T}

solution of (L)) started at the initial distribution ! € P(R??). Then, since il = pd, i
holds

_ _ .2 _ _
Wara(pi ,m) < Wara (i il ) + Wara(id ,m) < Wara(ui i) + e WM,2(MoT,ﬂz) o
3.41
The second term in the right hand side can be handled with the Talagrand inequality:

WM@(#E‘)F,) Wa( No, \/ (pdm) < /Cr(u,v)

where the last step holds since Cr(u,v) > H ((prOJxl)#,U, |(pr03$1)#R0,T).

Let us now focus on WM,Q(,utT,ﬂtT). We will use a synchronous coupling between these
two measures. Therefore we introduce the process Z%7 = (X®T, v&*T) ~ T, ie. the
solution of (L3]) (driven by the same Brownian motion for Z? ’T) when considering the control
us = 27V, log g7 (X&' ’T, Vs"’T). Particularly, from (3.8]) it follows that u is the optimal control
and Z%7T ~ pl'. For notation’s sake set ZAT — zwT _ 79T Then it holds

az8T = [b (Zz%T) b (Z?*T)] ds + ( 0 > ds,
Us

where b(z) denotes the drift of the Langevin dynamics (ILI]). By It6’s Formula we obtain

d|Z8T [ = 2MZ2 - (b(Z2) ~ b(20) ) ds + 2M Z2 (3 > ds

1
=2 / zZ&T M, (rz%" + (1 —r)227) 28 dr ds + 2M 22T < . ) ds
0

S
< =2k |ZAT]2 ds+2MZAT (3) ds,

where the last inequality follows from (2.9]). By taking the expectation, and applying Holder’s
inequality we get

1 1
o (1727 1] < 2w |28 ]+ 2 |22 ) B [0, ]
Therefore it holds
1
B [|287],] < =5 y[Br [|Z87],] + B [0, ue)7 [}, ] -
T
S

Recalling that the optimal control is given by us = 2V, log g7 (X5" T VA T) we obtain that

1
d 2
=B [|287]] < (/ [Vulog gl | pl d ) <u(s)2.
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Therefore, by integrating over s € [0, t] we get

s 1727 = [ S fe [l a2 o den 0 oG,

and hence it holds
Wara(ul  iT) <672 e T\ /Cr(m,v) . (3.42)
Then, from (B.41]) we deduce that for any ¢ € [0,7 — d] it holds

Wara(uf m) <675 e T \/Cr(u,v) + e \/Cr (i, v)
S 573 e*li[t/\(T*tH CT(M7 I/) )

By considering the contraction along P*, the same argument gives us the same bound for
t € [0,T] and therefore on the whole domain [0, 7.

In order to relax the assumption to it is enough to consider once again the approxima-
tion of the optimizer (as in the proof of Theorem [[.6]) together with the lower semicontinuity
of the Wasserstein distance. O

The previous argument can also be applied in order to prove Theorem [L.TT]
Proof of Theorem [L11. At first, let us assume |(H4), We have

W (uf 15°) <Wa (i S i) + Wa (i, 115°)

)< (3.43)
S 52T or(un) + e Wy (i p e my) |

where il is the marginal flow defined in the previous proof, i.e. the flow generated by the
uncontrolled process (X2 T V;O’T) sefo,] started at the initial distribution pd € P(R*). Using
the inequality

W i pwmy) < [ W (i o)) o)

applying Talagrand’s inequality for my and using the additivity of relative entropy [37, For-
mula A.8] we obtain

W ) <2 [ Clodlmy) ) = 27 (1 0 my)

d
auf =21 m) 2 [ oy 1
R4 mx

d(p®my)
=92 Tim) — 2 log —— =/
M) =2 [ | tog S

B21)
—2H(uf|m) — 2 H(ulmx) S 0P Cr(umv)e T

~

By combining the above inequalities with (3:43]) we get our result.
The extension of the result to the weaker [(H3)| follows from the same approximating argu-
ment discussed in the previous proof. ]

With a similar reasoning one can prove that the Wasserstein turnpike holds also for KFSP
under Notice that since in this setting we fix the whole marginals at time 0 and T,
it holds fig = p and ﬂ% = v and therefore in this case we do not need a result similar to
Theorem B8 Therefore we have the following
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Theorem 3.12 (Wasserstein turnpike). Under hypotheses|(H1)J(H2) and|(FH3), there exists
a positive constant Cq g~ such that for any 0 <6 < 1, as soon as T > %log Ca,a,py + 20,
for any t € [0,T] it holds

Wa(iif , m) < Cgapn 02 e <TI0 JCE (7, 7).

4. FROM COMPACT SUPPORT TO FINITE ENTROPY

In this section we discuss two types of approximating sequences that we have used in order
to extend our main results from |[(H4)| to [(H3)

In Section [Tl we deal with the Approximation of the optimizer where we are able to prove
the convergence of the entropic cost of the approximated problem to the original entropic
cost but not the convergence of the associated entropies of the marginals at time ¢t = 0,7
On the other hand in Section [£2] we investigate the Approximation of the marginals, by
approximating directly the marginals and consider the associated Schiodinger problems. In
this case, we get the convergence of the marginals’ relative entropies, but not the one of the
entropic cost. The two aforementioned strategies produce complementary bounds which can
be applied together in order to relax the assumptions from [(H4)| to [(H3)]

We will deal exclusively with the approximations and proofs for [KSP] and omit those for
[KESP], since the latter can be treated in the same way.

4.1. Approximating the optimizer. Fix a couple of marginals p, v € P(R?) satisfying
We already know that there exists a unique minimizer u? € IIx (u,v) for [KSP} with
Ro,7-density given by p’. Now consider an increasing sequence of rectangular compact sets
(Kn)pen in R* whose union gives the whole space. For each n € N define the probability
measure ¢! as the measure whose Ro,7-density is given by

T dqg

1k,
Pn = dRO,T

Cn’

= (pT A n)

where C, == [ X, (pT An)dRg 7 is the normalising constant. Notice that C,, 11 by monotone
convergence and pf — p?. For convenience, we fix in this section some 7 € N such that
Cp > 1/2 for any n > n.

Lemma 4.1. The following properties hold true.
(i) The marginals " == (proj,, )xq. and v™ = (proj,,)xql satisfy[(H4)
(i) ¢, — .
(iii) H (¢4 |Ror) — H (1" [Ror) = Cr(p, v).
Proof. We start with i). Since q,:f has compact support, so do its marginals p", v™. Moreover
if B C R? is a Borel set, then
n n

dRo,r = c

and therefore [[du"/dmx || oo,y < 7~ The same reasoning applies also to v™.

p'(B) = ¢, (B x R*) < Ro,r(B x R*) = ——mx(B)

Cn BxR3d

The weak convergence in (ii) follows from dominated convergence.
Let us prove point (iii). Notice that for each n > 7 it holds

|, log fr, | < max {e™", (p" C) log(p" C7 1)}
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and the above RHS is Rg r-integrable since it holds

1 1 1
T -1 T -1 _ —
/R4d(p C. ") log(p” Cr ") dRor = . Cr(p,v)+ c log <Cn) < 00,

which is finite under |(H3)l From the Dominated Convergence Theorem we get (iii). O

Proposition 4.2. Assume[(H1)| and[(H3) to be true for p, v € P(R?). Let u be the unique
minimizer in[KSP with marginals p, v. Suppose we are given a sequence (qg ) C P(R4d)

such that such that
(i) gy — p",
(’l"i) 7‘[ (q,ﬂRQT) — 7‘[ (,U,T’RQT) .
Moreover for each n € N define the marginals p™ = (proj, )uqi and v™ = (proj,,)u#q. .

Then, for each n € N, there exists a unique minimizer ,ug € IIx (u™,v") in with
marginals p", v"™. Moreover it holds

neN

pr =t and  Cr(u ") = Cr(p,v)

Proof. Firstly, [(H3)| and the convergence of the entropies in the assumptions imply that
H(p"|mx), H(v"|mx) < H (¢F|Ror) < C for some positive constant C, uniformly in n € N.
Hence [(H3)| holds also for p™, v™. This gives the existence and uniqueness of the minimizer
in [KSP| with marginals x™ and v™ for each n € N.
Then, from (B4 we deduce

sup M (1, |Ro.r) = sup Cr (4", ") S 14 sup[H(u"Imx) + H("|mx)] S1+2C.

neN neN neN
Since the relative entropy H(:|Ror) has compact level sets [24, Lemma 1.4.3], there is a

subsequence (,ugk)keN and a probability measure g7 € P(R*) such that ,ugk — T weakly.

Moreover, from the lower semicontinuity of H(-|Ror) and the optimality of ,ugk we get
H (3" [Ro,r) < liminf H (u), [Ro,r) < liminf H (q) |Rox) = H(u"[Ror).  (4.1)
k—o0 k—o0
Now, we claim that i7" € IIx(u,v). Indeed we have for any i = 1,2

wo1=1

: T _ . T
(Pr0jy, ) #Gn, = (Projy, )up" = {V i—g

. ~T 1. . T 1.
(proj,, )ga” = lim (projy,)ypn, = lim
where the second equality holds because ugk and q,{k share the same marginals, while the
third follows from our hypotheses. Therefore, from the bound (&I]) and the optimality of u”
as unique minimizer in ITx (u, v) for KSP] it follows g’ = p”.

Hence, as k — o0, it holds ,ugk — T and

3 lim Cp (u™,v™) = lim H (u), [Ror) = H(u"|Ror) = Crip,v).
k—o0 k—o0

Since in both the limits above the limit objects do not depend on the subsequence and since
the weak convergence is metrizable, we get the desired thesis. O

Corollary 4.3. Under the same setting of the previous proposition, if ™' € P(Q) denotes
the minimizer in [KSPd, then for each t € [0, T
n,T MT

T
1 and  ppm —pf
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Proof. From the relation between [KSPd| and [KSP] for any ¢ € C(£2) we have

/ gbd,u"’T :/ </ gbdRm,v,y,w) duz; N </ ¢de,v,y,w> d,U'T _ / gbd,uT
Q R4d (¢} R4d Q Q

where R%Y%" denotes the bridge of the reference measure. Let us just justify the middle
step. Since ¢ is bounded, so does fQ ¢ dR*»vY™ . Moreover since the bridge R»"%"Y is weakly
continuous with respect to its extremes [14, Corollary 1], from the continuity of ¢, it follows the
continuity of the function (z,v,y,w) — fQ ¢ dR®V¥™ . Hence the above function is bounded
and continuous on R* and from the weak convergence pul — u” it follows p™T — p”. The
other limit follows by taking the time marginals of ™7, g

4.2. Approximating the marginals. In this section we are going to perform the approx-
imating arguments directly on the fixed marginals. This will not lead to the convergence
of the respective kinetic entropic costs, nevertheless it will be useful in proving the bounds
where the previous approximating argument fails. The idea is similar to the one performed
previously: consider an increasing sequence of compact sets (Kp),, oy in R? whose union gives
the whole space and for any q € P(R?), satisfying and n € N large enough so that
q(K,) > 0, define the probability measure g} as the measure whose mx-density is given by

dg,’ dq 1k,
= An ,
de de Cq

where CJ = f K, d mx An)dmx > 0 is the normahsmg constant. Note that monotone

convergence yields Cyl T 1. Then it follows that ¢ satisfies [[H4), ¢/ — q and by mimicking
the argument performed in the Lemma [4.1] it follows that

H(ay [mx) "= H(qlmx) . (4.2)

Lemma 4.4. Fiz p,v € P(R?) satisfying [(H3) Then, up to restricting ourselves to a subse-
quence, it holds

Cr(p,v) < liminf Cp(pu,vM).
n—oo

n
Proof. Let T, denotes the optimizer for Cr(ud!,v2"). Then we have

n—oo

T Mooy BD M M
HparnRor) = Crlpy s vn) S 1T+H (' [mx) +H (v, [mx) — 1+H (u[mx) +H(v[mx),
which is finite because of [(H3)| Since H(-|Ror) has compact level set, we know that there
exists u* € P(R*) such that uﬂn — u*, up to considering a subsequence. We claim that
w* € x(u,v). Indeed we have (Xo)#,u%},n — (Xo)gp* but (XT)#/&ML = uM — i and hence

(Xo)gp* = p. Similarly it holds (X7)xpu* = v. Therefore we have Cr(u,v) < H(u*|Ro,r)
and from the lower semicontinuity of H(-|Ro 1) we deduce our thesis. 0

APPENDIX A.

Proof of Lemma [2.9] Let Ty > 0 be fixed. From Jensen’s inequality we know that

log pr((=,v), (y,w)) = IOg/ Pr-14/2 ((z,v), (z,u)) Pry/2 ((z7u)7 (y7w)) dm(zgu)
R (A1)

> [ Torpr_my 2 (2,0, (o)) dme,)+ [ Torpr,a (2., (910)) dm(z, ).
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By Theorem 1.1 in [21], there exists C' > 1 depending on To such that
— — z,u)—(y,w T2
pros2 ((2:0), (y,w)) 2 pry/2((2, ), (y, w)mly, w) > C~H e~ CI0mos2m =)

where 0;(zo,v0) = (8%, 67)" denotes the solution of the denoised Langevin ODE system

L7 =0 | .
d v v - with 6¢ = (:E(), v())
Eet = —0; — VU(tgt)

Since under |(H1)| there exists a large enough positive » € R such that (29) holds for (Id,—r), from [39]
Theorem 1] (with ¥ = 0) it follows

|9t(y7w) - at(070)| < eTt

(y,w)T‘ . V(yw)T eR™, vi>0. (A.2)

Therefore, up to changing the constants C' from line to line, we have

2
/ longo/Q ((Z,U), (va))dm(z7u) > 10g071 - C/ ’6T0/2(Z7u) - (va)T’ dm(z7u)
R2d R2d (A.3)
> C(U+ ol + ol + [ ona(e) i) > =01+ b + uf?).
R2d

where the last step holds since m € P2(R>?), and therefore

/2d |01, 2 (2, w) | dm(z,u) < 261, ,2(0,0)* + 2/2d |02 /2 (2, w) — 01, 2(0, 0| dm(z, u)
R R

< 2‘9T0/2(0,0)|2+2€2T/ (|21* + [ul?) dm(z,u) < C.
R2d

Now, notice that we can rewrite the first integral of the RHS in (A as

[ Torpr_my /2 (.0), (210) dm(z, )

= [ o] [ pr (@0 @) prm (@), ) amia ) a0,

Because of (26)), we know that pr_1, /2 ((¢,7), (2,u)) dm(g,7) is a probability measure over R** and therefore
by Jensen’s inequality and Fubini the above displacement can be lower bounded by

L, 108 e (@ @) pron, ((@.0), (2:0) din(a,)idm(z, )
= [ oprya (@) @) dmiar) = [ ogpr,a (a.=1). (2. ~0) dm(a. )

_ @3 5 5
= [ towpra (@), @) dmir) S O (1ol 4 ).
R
Putting the above lower bound and ([A.3)) into inequality (A, we get

log pr ((,v), (4, w)) = —ery (1+ lof” + o]’ + lyl* + ).
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