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MEAN FIELD INFORMATION HESSIAN MATRICES ON
GRAPHS
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ABSTRACT. We derive mean-field information Hessian matrices on finite graphs.
The “information” refers to entropy functions on the probability simplex. And
the “mean-field” means nonlinear weight functions of probabilities supported
on graphs. These two concepts define a mean-field optimal transport type
metric. In this metric space, we first derive Hessian matrices of energies on
graphs, including linear, interaction energies, entropies. We name their small-
est eigenvalues as mean-field Ricci curvature bounds on graphs. We next
provide examples on two-point spaces and graph products. We last present
several applications of the proposed matrices. E.g., we prove discrete Costa’s
entropy power inequalities on a two-point space.

1. INTRODUCTION

Convexities of entropy functions play essential roles in differential geometry,
probability, and information theory [3| 1], 40]. It finds vast applications, such
as studying or designing fast Markov-Chain-Monte-Carlo (MCMC) algorithms in
Bayesian sampling and Al (Artificial Intelligence) inference problems [12].

The convexity of entropies is widely studied in probability space embedded with
optimal transport metrics. It is useful in establishing information-theoretical in-
equalities, such as log-Sobolev [19, 41], Poincaré, transport-information [37] and
Costa’s entropy power inequalities [I0, B9]. The convexity depends on the Hes-
sian operators of entropy, which forms a generalized Bakry-Emery Gamma calcu-
lus [3L [4 [B]; see [T, 40, 32 B8] and [25, 26l 27]. However, the classical Gamma
calculus requires the sample space to be a continuous space, allowing high order
calculus (integration by parts). This property is often missed in a discrete sample
space. Recently, a class of discrete optimal transport metrics have been introduced
in [8 33, 34]. One can apply them in defining “discrete Gamma calculus” and
Ricci curvature on graphs [33 34]. Moreover, the Hessian operators can provide
formalisms in establishing convergence rates of discrete-state Markov processes.
However, Hessian operators of general energies w.r.t. mean-field optimal transport
metrics on graphs are not clear [7].

In this paper, we study mean-field information Hessian matrices on a finite simple
graph. And the Hessian matrices are formulated for general energies. Examples in-
clude linear, interaction energies, and entropies; see Theorem [Il Using the spectral
graph theory, we study some explicit bounds for the smallest eigenvalue of Hessian
matrices, namely the “mean-field Ricci curvature lower bound”. Furthermore, we
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present analytical lower bounds of mean-field Ricci curvature for two-point spaces
and graph products. In applications, we demonstrate entropy dissipation proper-
ties and mean-field “log-Sobolev” inequalities on graphs. We also prove a Costa’s
entropy power inequality on a two-point graph.

In literature, there are joint works on discrete Ricci curvatures [15], 16, 2T 22} 29,
30, [34, [36, [41]; see many references therein. Technically speaking, our methods are
closely related to [29, [30] and [I5]. Compared to |29} [30], we consider a mean-field
class of Gamma calculus on graphs, which depends on the functions of discrete
probabilities (mean-field weight functions). See Theorem [Il Meanwhile, compared
to [I5], we inherit and extend the Gamma calculus defined in [I5]. Firstly, we
formulate Hessian matrices of general energies in probability simplex. Secondly, we
define a “transport information mean function” based on the constant eigenvalue
of Hessian operators. Lastly, we formulate analytical bounds for these Hessian
matrices on graph products. In particular, we extend the tensor product property
in [I5], which works for the combination of Shannon entropy and logarithm mean
function. In Corollary Bl we demonstrate that this property works for general
energy functions and weight functions. Besides the above comparisons, we apply
the proposed Hessian operators to establish Costa’s entropy power inequalities on
graphs. We expect that our calculation will be useful in establishing analytical
bounds for discrete information theory inequalities with applications in machine
learning probability models, such as Boltzmann machine; see [2§].

We organize this paper below. In section[2] we present the main result. We derive
the Hessian matrix of energy functions w.r.t. mean-field optimal transport metrics
on a graph. We define a mean-field Ricci curvature lower bound by the smallest
eigenvalue of the proposed Hessian matrix. In section [Bland [ we derive analytical
bounds for the Hessian matrices on a two-point space and a graph product. Finally,
in section Bl we present some applications of the proposed Hessian matrices, such
as proving Costa’s entropy power’s inequalities on graphs.

2. NOTATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first present all notations, such as mean-field-optimal-transport
metric spaces on graphs. See their motivations in appendix. We next formulate the
main result, which is the Hessian operators of general energies in the above metric
space. Several examples of Hessian operators of energies, such as entropies, linear
and interaction energies, are presented.

2.1. Notations. The logarithm log(x) is natural logarithm with base e. Let R de-
note the interval [0, co) and R** denote the open interval (0, 00). Let C*°(S?(RT,R™))
denote the set of function #: Rt x Rt — RT, such that

(1) (Regularity): 6 is continuous on RT x RT and C* on (0, 00) x (0, 00);
(2) (Symmetry): 6(s,t) = 6(t, s) for s,t > 0;
(3) (Positivity): 6(s,t) > 0 for s,t > 0.

Let G = (V, E) be a simple graph with vertex set V' and edge set E. Without
loss of generality, we often set V' = [n] = {1,2,...,n}, where n is the number of
vertices.

A probability distribution on V' is a vector p = (p1,p2,.-.,pn) with p; > 0 for
all i and ) ., p; = 1. The set of all probability distributions forms the standard
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simplex
M = {(pi)i Zpl—l pi >0} C R™.

We can view M as a manifold of d1mens1on n—1 With boundary The tangent
bundle T'M has a global trivialization with basis e; = 8p 8p = for1<i<n-1.
Let ef (1 <i<mn—1) be the dual basis in the cotangent bundle 7*M. From now
on, we focus on the interior of the probability simplex M see related studies on its
boundary set in [18].

For a simple graph G, we choose a function § € C*°(S?(R™,R*)) and associate
each edge ij (and a point p € M) with the expression 6;; = 0(p;, p;). For a weighted
graph G, we associate each edge ij with the expression 0;; = 6;;(p;, p;) for some
function 6;; € C>(S?(R*,RT)) where the choice of the function 6;; depending on
the edge weight w;;.

It is convenient to extend to all pair of vertices by setting #;; = 0 for all non-
edges ij and 6;; = 0 on the diagonal. The collection {6;;},;cr(c) define a inner

product on T;R™ as
= > Oywi— )y — vy),

iJEE(G)

for any x = (z1,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,yn). This inner produce induces an inner
product g on the cotangent space Ty M. Let gi/ = g,(ef,e}). Then we have the
following simple expression:
97 =i = O(irn)j — Oigg1) + 01 +1)-
This metric g turns M into a Riemannian manifold. In this paper, we are not

interested in the geometry associated to the Levi-Civita connection induced by this
Riemannian metric g; rather than a non-standard connection V.

Definition 1. Consider the geodesic equation as

d n
7P = > (= 13)0s5,

W) d j:i - 90,
afz = —5 Z(f fJ)z pl: hi-

7j=1

Sometimes, we also use the dot notation to represent the derivative respect to
time ¢. Let : [0,1] — M given by ~v(t) = (p1(t),...,pn(t)) be a curve. The tangent
vector is given by 4 = Y1 | Py 8 . The vector f = (f1,..., fa) lives in T;R" so that

i*(f) is the lift of 4 in Ty M under the Riemannian metric M. Here ¢* is the pullback
map of the standard inclusion map i: M — R™. The connection V (depending of
the choice of {h;}) is chosen so that the geodesic equation V)§(t) = 0 is simplified
to equation ().

Definition 2. Denote
W(p 1, f) = Z 0i;(f
i7=1

For simplicity of notation, we denote T1(f, f) = T1(p, f, f). We call geodesic curve
~(t) is constant-speed if T'1 (f, f) is a constant.
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Then we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 1. The geodesic curve y(t) is constant speed if and only if the vector
h=(h1,...,hy) is orthogonal to f = (f1,..., fn) point-wisely, i.e.,

Before showing Lemma [Tl we shall prove two identities based on symmetry and
anti-symmetry.

Lemma 2. Assume for all ij, a;; = aj; and b;; = —bj;. We have

n

(2) > aigmi = % > ai (@i + ),

ij=1 ij=1
n 1 n
3) > bz = 3 > aijli — ).
ij=1 ij=1

Proof. By switching index ¢ and j, we have

n n
E AijTq = E AijTj.

i,j=1 i,j=1

n n

E bij:vi = — E bijl'j.
i,j=1 i,7=1

Then by taking average, we can derive Equations ([2) and (3). O
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Proof of Lemma [l

d n
ST == i;w- f3)?
= Z elj(fl f])2+ Z 291](f1 f])(fz f])
1,j=1 1,j=1
"~ (00, . 00y . " L
> <a it 7%‘) (i = 1)+ D7 265(fi = [ = 1)
=1 \ 9P Pj i,j=1
~ i . S
=2 —Lpi(fi— £ 4> 05(fi— f)f
i,j=1 Opi ij=1
=2 > (fi— fe)0ufi = £)7 +4 Y 0(fi = fi) i
i=1 P ot
"~ 00 u .
=2 Z 3 F(fi — [0 (fi — fr)? + 4 Z 0ii(fi — f3)fi
i,j,k=1 Pi ij=1
- : - 06;
=4 Z (fi = f)0s5 | fi + lz:(fz - fk)z—]}C
i,j=1 2 k=1 Opi
=4 Z (fz - fj)ouhz
Q=1
=4 Z (fz - fj)ou(hl - ha)
Q=1
Thus, T'y (f, f) is a constant if and only if szzl(fi — fi)0i;(h; — hj) = 0. O

2.2. Hessian operators of energies on graphs. We now fix any energy function
E: M — R™ and define the Hessian operator of E on (M, g) by

2
Hessy B(p) (1, /) = Talp. 1. 1) = o Bp(1)).

where p(t) satisfies the geodesic equation (). Sometimes, we also denote I's(f, f) =
Ts(p, f, f). We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Mean-field information matrices on graphs). For any energy function
E(p), let

OE OFE
"o =%\ " ow )
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Assume that VE is orthogonal to h, i.e., Z?g‘:l 15 (hi — h;) = 0. Then we have

) Dolpfih=5 > (¢ Wit Y Ui Si)i — o) gy,
irj k=1 Opi ij k=1 Pi
2Js 3T
— - 1 891] . l% ) omij ,
(5) = ”21 — fr) (2 O ki T3 oy, "k + o, Ori
1y 00i;  Omig, Ok, Ok
(6) =3 Z (fi = 1;)? ( ap, + o Ori + ; 0;; o Ok | -

i, 1

S
Ead
Il

The following lemma is of independent interest. It serves a bridge between
spectral graph theory and geometric calculations in probability simplex.

Lemma 3. For any 3-tensor {air}, {bijx}, and any vector x = (x1,...,2y), we
have

n 1 n
(7) > agr(@—a) (@ — o) = 3 > (@i + ajri — agij) (@i — ;).
i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1
(8) Z bl]k _x] = Z 7,_]k; +bk;1] —.’L'])(.’L'l _:Ek;).
i,5,k=1 1,5,k=1

Proof. Let us prove equation () first.

n n
> e — )@y —ak) = Y bigk(ws — ) (@ — x5+ x5 — 28)
i k=1 i.5k=1
n
= Z bz]k Z bz]k )( - xk)
i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1
n
= > byklzi — ;) Z brij (zi — x5)(xi — xr).
i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1

We now derive equation () from equation (8) by setting b;;r = %(aijk + ki — Qkij)-
Observe that

1 1
bijk + brij = 5(%]‘1@ + ajki — akij) + 5 (ks + Qijr — ajki) = aiji.

5
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Proof of Theorem[d. Let 0;E = 22 Then we have

Op;

Il
(7=
(=
=
Sk
N~—
>
S
S
&=

Thus, we have

by @)

by @)

2 n . n
%E(P) = Z finij + Z fitlij-

i,j=1

By plugging in the formula for p;, the first item is

1,j=1

L 1 00, -
> fimg = 3 (fi = [3)* 3 Ltk + Y i
i,j,k=1 i, 1 Pi i,j=1
1 5 00;
- 5 (fl - f]) 3}%

00;;
(fi — fj)2a—plj77ki

K3

891’]’

(fi = f)(fi = i) < ap;

. 1 &
L0 + 3 Z nij(hi — hj)

i,7=1

00y,
k). b
+ o 773k> y @)
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Here we use the assumption Z?j:l 7i5(hi — h;) = 0. We now compute the second
item.

Z finij =

ij=1 i

N —

> (i = £
=1

81 81
(Fi - f;)< D+ S

Il
| =
'Mﬁ

7,j=1

(fz - f])

1

onij . i
op: !

877Z
319; Z

(i~ £)(fi — m%i;em

3

by (&)

%,

s

<
Il
-

I I
q” M3 M:

ik
RN O Mk Ok
= — Z (fz — fj)2 < J 0;“ “+ J 917- — ij . by (m)
2,22 o " opy 0 o
Combining two items together, we have
1 - 5005 onij
Palp, S f) =5 D0 (o= Fi)P 2w+ Z )fi = fi) S0y,
2 z 8p’b
i,7,k=1 i,5,k=1
- 1 66‘U 1 69jk (9771']‘
- Rt Ly O
Z fk)(2a +28pjn]+8pi k
4,7,k=1
1 & 00; oni; oMk O
=3 (fi = £3)° (—J ki + 5Ok + =0 — ——0k | -
2 w};:l ! Opi Opi op; 7 opy

O

From now on, we always assume that the vector h is orthogonal to both f
and VE. Theorem [ implies that Ts(p, f, f) can be written as a quadratic form
Sy aig(fi — f7)?, where

1 — 00,5 Onj ik ONki
aij =5 kz ( ap; + o Ori + op; 0ij — o Ok

00, i OMki Ok
- Ok — 0:j Ori ),
8p] ik 8p] I i it k b )

is independent of the choice of {h;}. Without loss of generality, we can set h; = 0.

Definition 3. Given a weighted metric function {0;;} over a graph G and an
energy function E, the local Ricci curvature bound x€(p) on graph at a point p is
the largest number satisfying

Ta(p, £, f) = ()1 (p, £, f),

for any constant speed geodesics passing through p.



MEAN FIELD INFORMATION GAMMA CALCULUS ON GRAPHS 9

Definition 4. Given a weighted metric {0;;} over a graph G and an energy function
E, the global Ricci curvature bound k§ on graph is the largest number satisfying

FQ(pvaf)Zﬁgrl(pvaf)a

for any constant speed geodesics and any point p.

Remark 1. We remark that the “Ricci curvature on graph”, by a triplet (G,{0;;}, E),
refers to the smallest eigenvalue of the Hessian matriz of energy function E in
(M, g). It is not the Ricci curvature tensor in (M, g).

By definition, we have k5 = min,{x%(p)}. When the graph G is clear under

context, we will omit G and write x(p) and ko, respectively. From the view of
spectral graph theory, we define the Laplacian matrix L(A) = D — A, where D is
a diagonal matrix of row sum and A is the adjacency matrix of the graph. Let ©
denote the matrix (6;;) and L(O) be the Laplacian of ©.

Definition 5. A pair (k, @) is called an eigenvalue-eigenvector pair of L(A) relative
to L(©) if
L(A)a = kL(O)a.

Note that (0,1) is the trivial eigenvalue-eigenvector pair. Let (k;, ;) (for 1 <
1 < n —1) are all eigenvalue—eigenvector pair sorted in the increasing order of ;.
Each k; is a function on M while each «; is a section of T*M. Then we have the
following property.

Property 1. We have

K = K1.

Definition 6 (Constant Hessian operators). A triple (G,{6;;}, E) has a constant
Ricci curvature if there is a constant C' such that Ta(f, f) = CT1(f, f) for any
constant-speed geodesics.

Whenever (G, {6;;}, E) has a constant Ricci curvature, the Wasserstein distance
on graph has a very simple formula. In the next section, we prove that such such
triple exists for G = K5 with any given energy function E.

In literature [40], a known fact is that the Hessian matrix of negative Boltzman-
Shannon entropy in Wasserstein-2 metric is the expectation of Gamma two op-
erators; see details in appendix. In this paper, we extend this relation to discrete
states for both “information” type energies and “mean-field” type Wasserstein met-
rics. For this reason, we name Hessian operators T's(p, f, f) mean-field-information
Gamma calculus.

2.3. Examples. We last present several examples of mean-field information Gamma
calculus for several well known energy functions.

Corollary 1. The following equalities hold.

(i) Consider a linear energy function:

E(p) = Z Vipi,
=1
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where V; e R, i =1,---
Lo(p, £, f)

=P

i,5,k=1

(G-
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,n are given constants. Hence

991
Op;

0i5) (Vi —

(ii) Consider an interaction energy function:

1 n
=3 Z Wijpipy,
=1

where Wiy = Wy € R, i,5 € {1,---

ments. Hence

Ta(p, f, f)

=P

i,5,k=1

1 (0~

991
Op;

vi)-

00
Opx,

0.1 (Vi — m)).

,n}, are given symmetric matriz ele-

0i;][(Wp)x — (Wp);] —

00
Opi,

=0 [(Wp)r — (Wp)i]

+ (Wii — Wij)0:50k; + (W5 — Wi )0ix0i5 — Wik — Wki)9ki9jk)-

(iii) Consider an entropy function:

n

i=1

where U: R — R is a convexr function. Hence

F2(p7f7f)

1 n
=5 > U

i,5,k=1

(i) Consider E(p) =

Hence

FQ(pvaf)

1=, (005
—5”;1(]01 fj) <3pi i ¥
1=, (08,
R (Gt Vi~
L e 00y

=5 2 (i) (15,20

(ii) Consider E(p) =

then

(1500 -

Opi

991
Op;

051U (pr) —

U'(pj)] —

00
Opi,

05 [U"(pr) =

+U" (pi)0ij0ki + U" (pj)0;10:5 — U”(Pk)9ki6‘jk)~

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem [I

mij = 05 (Vi = Vj),

nij = 0i;[(Wp)i —

2?21 Vip;. In this case,

(Wp)j]a

8771'] o 8913
Onij oM Ok
Zhig+ Zlkg, — Zlig.
api ' opy 7 o "
89ij 89k
i i = Vi) + 52
Vi) Vi Villui +
86‘j;€ aeki
G (Ve — V) — =2
S0l (Ve = Vi) = 5

(Vi = Vi)0ij —

0.1 (Vi — Vi)>.

U/(pi)]

00;
Pk

2> Wijpipj. In this case, denote (Wp); = > i1 Wigpj,

—— (Vi — %)ij)



MEAN FIELD INFORMATION GAMMA CALCULUS ON GRAPHS 11

and
Omij _ 90y L[(Wp); — (Wp);] + 05 (Wi; — Wi
apl apl p ( p)] 1] ( 53 1) ) .
Hence
F2(p7 f7 f)
1 2 (99” 8771'3' 877jk 8nki >
= S+ gy, 4 kg, iy
2”;:1(”)0 fi)* < api T o ap; 7 apy "
1 <« 00, 00,
=3 > (fi- fj)z( 5 L0ki[(Wp)r, — (Wp)i] + [8—7[(Wp)i = (Wp);] + 0:;(Wii — Wij)|0ki
e i i
00;
+ 3;]_6 [(Wp)j — (Wp)k|0ij + 01 (Wij — Wi )0i;
J
00y,
~3 "(WD)k — (Wp)il0js — Ori (Wi — sz‘)%k)
Pk
1 89” i, L 00, _
=3 3 U= P (IG5 = G allOVh — (V] = (e = (W

+ (Wi — Wij)0:50k; + (W5 — Wik )0ix0i5 — Wik — Wki)9ki9jk)-
(iii) Consider E(p) = >_1 ; U(p;). In this case,

nij = 031U (ps) — U’ (p))], 8pj = 8pj (U (pi) = U'(pj)] + 0:3U" (pi).-
Hence
Ta(p, £, f)
1 = 0;; Mij Ok, Oni
2 ZJ;_l(f fj) < Ip; i Op; Ori + Op; i Opk ik
1 - 91 691
=5 2 = 1520000 )~ U]+ 150 0) — U')] + 050 )
i,4,k=1 v v
aejk / / "
+ op; [U'(p;) — U'(pr)10:ij + 0;.U" (p;)0i;
j
aeki ’ . ) T )
= O U’ (pr) — U'(pi)]0jr — 01U (pk)ogk)
1 — 00;; 00 00
=5 2 U= 5P (15200 = G051 () = U' )] = 2 050(U" (o) = U ()]

ij,k=1
+U"(pi)0ij0ki + U" (pj)0;10:5 — U"(Pk)9ki6‘jk)~
O

We note that the mean-field information Gamma two operators, a.k.a. Hessian
matrices in (M, g), depend on the choices of triplet (F, 8, G). We next present sev-
eral examples of # and F, for which the Hessian matrices have simpler formulations.
We remark that particular choices of § and E have been widely used in studying
Markov processes on discrete states; see details in [6] [15].
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Example 1. For linear energies, the Gamma two operator can be a homogeneous
degree one function of p, when we select function 6 as a homogeneous degree one
function of p. E.g., consider E(p) =", Vip; and 0;; = #. Then

>o (= £ ((0x = p) (Vi = Vi) = (e + p) (Ve = Vi)

i,7,k=1

OOI)—l

LCa(p, [, f) =

Example 2. For interaction energies, the Gamma two operator can be a linear
function ofp, when we select function 6 as a constant function of p. FE.g., consider

E(p) = 3 Z” L Wijpipj and 0;; = c;;, where ¢;j are given constants for any
i,j=1,---,n. Then
FQ(pv f7 f)
1 n
=3 > (fi- fj)2((Wii = Wij)cijeri + (Wij — Wik)cjreij — Wik — Wm)ckicjk)-
k=1

Example 3. For entropy energies, the Gamma two operator can be simpler if we

select ;5 = Wf;%fj/(m. In this case, 1;; = p; — p;j is a linear function of p. Then

1 < 90;;
Lalp, /) = 5 > (T;(pk_pi)"'eki'i'eij_ejk)'
i,7,k=1 ¢

In next sections, we shall focus on the effect of graph structures in these Hessian
matrices, and provide the estimations for their smallest eigenvalues.

3. TWO POINT SPACE AND EFFECTIVENESS

In this section, we consider a complete graph Ky on two vertices. We prove
results of mean-field information matrices on the general weight function 612 =
0(p1,p2) and energy function E(p1,p2).

3.1. Gamma calculus on a two point space. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. On K3, we have

1 (0612 86‘12) (8E BE) (62E 0’FE 82E>
9 == - — )49 —2 + .
( ) " 2 (31?1 Opa2 op1 Opa2 2 31)% Op10p2 31)%
Proof. Theorem [I] gives the following formula of T (f, f):
1 (0612 00 0 0
(1) To(f.f) = (fr = f)? [—5 < - 12) ma + < 12 ’“2> 912] .

op1 Op Opr Op2
On Ky, both T'y(f, f) and T'1(f, f) are scalars. Thus, we have
_ F2(fa f)
I‘1 (fu f)
_ 1 (3912 B 6912> UIER (aﬁm B 37712)
2\ 0pr  Op2 ) bho op1 Op2 )’

Plugging in 712 = 612 (g—zﬁ — g—i) and simplifying it, we get Equation (3. O
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Let 03 = 8%1 - 6%2. Then we have the following formula.

1
(11) K= 5(813912)(813E) + 912(8132E)~

Therefore, on K5, scalar k only depends on the values of 12 and E on the simplex
M = {(p1,p2): p1 +p2 = 1,p1,p2 > 0}, independent from the values outside M.

3.2. Transport information mean. In this subsection, we figure out a weight
function, which provides us the constant curvature in a two point space.
Consider the trivial parametric equation of M:

pr=x, p2=1-—ux, 0<x<1.

Without causing confusion, we will re-use the notation E for F(z,1 — z) and 6 for
0(z,1 — x). Equation () can be written as

1df dE N d*E
K=—-—— +0—.
2dx dx dx?
Proposition 1 ([I5]). On K, the transportation distance between two points
Py(z1,1 —x1) and Py(x2,1 — x3) in M is

[
x.
x1 912
Proof. Note that 'y (f, f) = 612(f1 — f2)? is a constant. With loss of generality, we

may assume I'1(f, f) = 1 after scaling time. The geodesic equation on K5 has a

very simple form.
dx
T (f1 = f2)b12 = \/bha.

It implies

(12) t= / \/;Ed:v—i—(?.

With T1(f, f) = 1, the geodesic has constant speed 1. Thus the transportation
distance is simply just the difference of times of two positions. The proof is finished.
O

Theorem 3. Assume that E(p1,p2) is symmetric and concave upward on M. Then
K is a constant C if and only if

Eplap? -F lal
1y = 202 @1D2) aE(‘g z)

on M.
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Proof. Let g := 912(2—5 - 8_172) Since p1 + p2 = 1, we have ps = —p;. Thus

19_912<8_E_8_E) 2912<8E 8_E) (82E_2 o°F +82E)p1
dt Op1  Op2 op1 9p2) \ O3 Op10p>  Op3
(062 0612

B (31?1 Op2 ) (3171 31)2)

420 ( 82E 0’F +82E).
2 3171 31)1 317131)2 31)% n

o (5_E )[1 (8912 @912) (@_E_a_E)+9

PU\opr " opa ) 12 \opr ~ ape ) \opr  opn ) T2
OF oOF

=21 (— — 2= C

p1<a]91 3]92)

d
— 202 E(p).
Cdt (p)

(62E P
op?  Op10p2

This implies that ¢ — 2CE(p) = C; for some constant Cy. Since F is concave

upward and symmetric, it must reach minimum value at the middle point (1 ;),
el 99

we have 712 (%, %)—J(g, 5) = 0. We have g(2, 2) =0. Thus C, = —2CE(%, %))

Op2
Therefore,

E(Plapz) —E(%,%)

010 = 2C 5
OE _ OF
(3:01 6172)

One way to extend of the function 6 from M to R+ is using
(Positive homogeneity): 6(ks, kt) = k0(s,t) for £ > 0 and s, > 0.

Under the assumption of Positive homogeneity, the theta function in Theorem
can be uniquely extended to R*> as

E P1 , P2 - E 171
(13) 9(1917192) = 20(]91 +p2) (p1+p23£1+p23)p; B (2 2)
(a—pl - 8_p2)

Definition 7. The function 6 defined by Equation [I3) is called transport infor-
mation mean with respect to E.

The transport information mean provides a very simple transportation distance
formula.

_ E(p1,p2)— E(%% . .
Corollary 2. When 0(p1,p2) = 2C0——22—252- ( ) , then the transportation dis-
B_Plff’_r'z
tance on Ko between Py(x1,1 — x2) and Py(x2,1 — x2) is given below:
(14)

\/g(\/E(xl,l—xl)—E% - \/E (22,1 —32) — E(3, %)) ifoy <@y <3
\/g(\/E(xl,l—xl)—E(% 3) +\/E (22,1 —z2) — E(%v%)) frr < g <@y
VE (VB -2~ BG Y =Bt —n) - B3 D) dism<n

L 0*E
op3
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Definition 8. The function 0 is called distance normalized if the transportation
distance between (1,0) and (0,1) on Kz is 1, i.e.,

! 1
0o O0(z,1—1x)
In particular, 6(p1,p2) = 16[E(0,1) — E(3, %)]M is distance nor-

9E _ 9E \2
9p1  9Op2

malized.

Theorem 4. Assume that E(p1,p2) is symmetric and concave upward on M. For
any 6, the global Ricci curvature bound Kmin satisfies

E(1,0) - E(:, L
’imlngs (7 ) (272) .

2
G N

<‘f0 \/G(m,l—m)dx)

The equality holds if and only if 0 is a transport information mean, i.e,

(p17p2) - E(%, %)
(6E OFE )2

E
0(p1,p2) = 2C

)
Op1 Op2

on M for some constant C.
Proof. If Kipin < 0, the assertion holds trivially. We may assume Ky, > 0. If 0 is

scaled by a constant factor C, then both sides of inequalities are scaled by a factor
of C'. Without loss of generality, we may assume 6 is normalized, i.e.,

1
1
——dx =1
0o O0(z,1—x)
There is a unit-speed geodesic v(t) with v(0) = (0,1) and (1) = (1,0). Similar to
the proof of Theorem[3] set g = 912(3—51 — %)2. By symmetry of # and F, we have

v(3) = (3, 3). Note that E(y(t)) is increasing on [%,1]. For ¢ € [4,1], we have

s00) - 9630 = [ LA

_ /t 0 GEOV) o)

dt

t
22f<amm/ dE(y(#) .,
1 dt

= 20 (EO(0) = BO() )

This implies, for any t € [%, 1], we have

] ] 4By (1)

< .
VO (®) — V26min \/Em(t)) - E(y(3)
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Integrate both side from % to 1. We get

1 L 1
E_A\MW@ﬁt

dE(y(#))

</1 1 dt
= J1 VZ6min \/E(w(t))—E(W(%)

_7§%i<¢Ewu»—Ew§»>-

dt

This implies

272
Equality holds if and only if x is a constant. Thus # must be the information
transportation mean. (I

Koin < 8 <E(1,0) _ B 1)) .

Definition 9. For a fized symmetric and concave upward energy function E, the
effectiveness of an 0 function (on Ko relate to E) is defined as

Kmin (fol 7\/de>
8(E(1,0) - B(3.3))

272

EFCT(0) =

3.3. Effectiveness on negative Boltzman-Shannon Entropy. In this subsec-
tion, we choose E(P) be the negative Boltzmann-Shannon entropy function with
base e:

E(p) = —H(p) = prlogpi + p2log pa.
Then FE(p) is symmetric and concave upward with E(0,1) = E(1,0) = 0 and
E(3,%) = —In(2). Towards this energy function, we demonstrate the effectiveness
of a 0 function.

3.3.1. Transport information mean. Consider

(pi log pi + pjlogp; — (pi + p;)log #)
(log pi — logp;)?

The transportation distance from (0,1) to (1,0) is 1. The curvature is 8 In(2) with
the effectiveness 100%.

6 = 161n(2)

3.3.2. Arithmetic mean. Consider

p1+ P2
eari = 5 -
2

Then the local Ricci curvature bound on K> is
1

2p1p2”

The transportation distance from (0,1) to (1,0) is v/2. Then, the global Ricci
curvature bound on K3 is Kmin = 2. The effectiveness of 044 is

K(P17P2) =

1
EFCT (0qri) = O 72.13475205.
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3.3.3. Geometric mean. Consider

egeo = v/DP1p2-
Then the local Ricci curvature bound on Ks is
1 (pr—p2)(logp1 —logps)

\/P1P2 4.,/p1p2

The transportation distance from (0,1) to (1,0) is 21“(\%4)2 ~ 1.694426169. Then,

the global Ricci curvature bound on Ks is Kpin = —00. The effectiveness of 044 is
EFCT(04e0) = —00.

H(p17p2) =

3.3.4. Logarithmic mean. Consider
b1 — D2
logp1 —logps’
The transportation distance from (0, 1) to (1,0) is 1.558707451 .. .. The local Ricci
curvature bound on K is

olog =

pi — 3
15 k(p1, =1+ '
( ) (p1 pz) 2(1ng1 — 10gp2)]91p2

Then, the global Ricci curvature bound on Ks is K = 2. The effectiveness of the
logarithmic mean is

2

EFCT(1,,) = < / \/ log — log(1 — @) d:v) ~ 87.62817572%.

l—x

3.3.5. Classical spectral graph mean. Consider

(vPr — v/P2)?
(logp1 —logp2)?’
Then the local Ricci curvature bound on Ks is
P1— P2
2./p1p2(logp1 —logpa)’
Then, the global Ricci curvature bound on Ks is Kpin = % The transportation

distance from (0,1) to (1,0) is 3.232504051.... The effectiveness of the spectral
graph mean is

sg —

K(p1,p2) =

2

1 1
5 logz — log(1 — x)
— 2 ~
EFCT(0sg) = S ( T ivis dz | =~ 94.21774637%.

4. C4-PROPERTY AND GRAPH PRODUCT
For any edge ij in a graph G, let

HE Y= (f— £)2 | -1 mij _ Omi\ o
as) - ryn=ui- 525 o (G- G )6

Definition 10. For any graph G and energy function E, we call that function 0
has G-property with respect to E if

IS5 £) > Y. TY(f 1),

iJEE(G)

90 _ ‘99117')
Op;  Op;

holds for any constant-speed geodesics on M .
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Given two graphs G and H, the Cartesian product of graph GUH, is a new
graph with the vertex set V(G) x V(H) and the edges sets consisting of all pairs
((’U,l, ’Ul), (UQ, ’Ug)) if

(1) urug € E(G) and v1 = vs.
(2) u1 = ug and vive € E(H).

Theorem 5. Suppose that 8 has Cy-property with respect to E. Then for any two
graphs G and H, we have

kGPH > min{x§, kY.

Proof. Assume kg is the minimum of x§ and . Tt is sufficient to show x§57 > k.

For any vertex v € V(H), let G x {v} be the induced subgraph of GOH on
the vertex set V(G) x {v}. For any vertex u € V(G), let {u} x H be the induced
subgraph of GOH on the vertex set {u} x V(H). For any edge ujus € F(G) and
vive € E(H), let C4 := ujus0vivs be the induced subgraph of GOH on the four
vertices {(u;,vj): i,j = 1,2}. We now consider the expression of TSTH (f, f), all
nonzero terms are divided into three groups:

(1) Three vertices i, j, k are all in some G x {v} for some vertex v € V(H).

(2) Three vertices 4, j, k are all in some {u} x H for some vertex u € V(G).

(3) Three vertices 4, j, k are in Cy := ujusvjvy for some edge uijus € E(G)
and vivy € E(H). In this case, let F(uy,us,v1,v2) denote the difference
(in this copy of Cy)

T4 (flvicas flvies) — Z LY (flvics, flvics)-
ij€EE(Cy)
We have
1 00, o
FgDH(fvf): 3 Z (fi—fj)za ?nki+ Z (fz—fj)(fz—fk)a—Jekz
i,5,k€V(G)x V (H) pi 1,5, k€V(G)X V (H) pi

Wy H Gx{v
S TP F iy A+ D T8 Flawqr Floxin)
wev(Q) VeV (H)

+ > F(u1,uz,v1,v2)
uluzeE(G),’Ul'UzeE(H)

u}yxH GxA{v
2 Z r{ (flgwrscms fliuy<m) + Z rgd }(f|G><{v}7f|G><{v})

ueV(G) VeV (H)
> Z K0F$U}XH(f|{u}><Haf|{u}><H)+ Z ﬁoFfX{v}(f|Gx{v}7flcx{u})
uweV (@) VeV (H)
= KOFI (fu f)
Therefore, K6FH (p) > k. O

Theorem 6. Suppose that 6 function is 1-homogenous, convex, and satisfying

0(pi,p;) = %. Then 6 has the Cy-property with respect to E.
D; D

The following Lemma was proved by Erbar and Maas.
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Lemma 4 (Erbar-Mass [15], Lemma 2.2). Supppose that 0 is positive, homogeneous
of degree one, and concave. Then for all s,t,u,v > 0, we have

00,1, 00(s.1)

1 =0(s,t
00(u,v)  00(u,v)

1 t > 0(s,t).

(18) st St > (s, 1)

We now are ready to prove Theorem

Proof. Since 0(p;,p;) = 6% —L4, we have n(p;,pj) = p; — p;. We have

p;  Opj
L) = Y2 TR
ijEE(Cy)

00, ; 391‘,1‘
(fz‘ - fi+1)2 < a;rl Ni—1,i — T:ni+1,i+2>

N =
-
I

4
Onii N i—
) (i = fie)(fi = fi) ( %é;_lei,i—l'f‘ %p- - 9m+1>
i=1 ¢ v

891 i 8911
(fl - f’i+1) < aerl i—1 g W_:lnwrl 1+2>

N =
T 1N-

=1

Z fz 1 fH—l)( 1,1—1 +9i,i+1)

=1

4
a0, ; 00;
Z fz+1 Lﬂmfu Lot Ni+1,i+2 + 0iit1 — Oigyo,i—1
p Ip; Opit1

= l\Dl’—‘

(912 + 023 + O34+ 001) (f1 — fo+ 35— f2)*.

In the last step, we apply a straightforward but non-trivial identity:

4 4

Z(f fis1)? (=001 + 02,1 +22 — fic1)(fi = fix1)(0si—1 + 05 541)

=1 =1
= (612 + 023 + O34 + 001) (f1 — fo + f3 — f1)*.

It suffices to show the coefficient of each square term is positive. We apply Lemma
[ First apply Equation ([I7)) to 0(p;, pi+1)-

a0, ; 00;
Lﬂnifl,i Lt Ni+1,i+2 + 0iit1 — Oigy2,i—1
Opi Opit1
00; i1 00; i1 00; 541 00; 541
— > ) — > . M. 4 . s 4, s — 0. .
6]91’ (pz 1 pz) api—i—l (szrl pz+2) Di 6]91‘ Di+1 3]91'4-1 i+2,i—1
00 005,11 P
_p¢71a—p. Di+2 5p‘+1 —Ui—1,i4+2
K2 K3
>0.

The last step applies inequality ([IJ). O
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Corollary 3. Suppose that 6 function is 1-homogenous, convex, and satisfying
0(pi,p;) = g8z - Then

p; Op;

Qn Ko
Kg" 2 Ky .
5. APPLICATIONS OF HESSIAN MATRICES ON GRAPHS

In this section, we apply the mean—field information Gamma calculus to study
dynamics on graphs. We first study convergence behaviors of several dissipative
dynamics on graphs, including heat equations on graphs. We then formulate several
related functional inequalities of general energies on graphs. We last prove the
analog of Costa’s power inequality on a two point graph.

5.1. Entropy dissipation on graphs. We first prove the convergence property
of discrete heat type equations. Consider a convex energy function as E(p). Denote
its minimizer in probability simplex as

—argmind E(p): S pi =1, izo}.
m rgm;n{ (p) ;p p

Consider the following initial value dynamics:

dp; "0 0
19 =~ (LOVE®)) =D (- E®) — o E®)0:; ()
09 G =~ (HOVEW), =3 (G Ew) - 5B
We notice that equation (IJ]) is a generalization of heat flows on graphs. In other
words, if we select 8;; = s5—4z and assume 6;; > 0 for any p € M, then the
9p; Op;

equation ([9) forms a discrete heat equation:

dp;
ar Z (pj — pi)-

ijEE(G)

We next demonstrate that function F is a Lyapunov function for dynamics (I3]).

Lemma 5 (First and second order De-Bruijn equalities on graphs). Suppose p(t)
satisfies equation ([I9), then the first order time derivative of E follows

d
S B((1) = ~T((1).
where I: M — R is a “mean-field Fisher information functional” defined as
I(p) :=T'1(p, VpE(p), Vp E(p))

"9 0
= —FE(p) — =—E(p))?0:;(p).

In addition, the second order time derivative of E satisfies

d? d

- — 1 _

T E(p(t) = == 1(p(t) = 23(p(t)),
where J: M — R is a functional defined as
J(p) :=T2(p, VpE(p), V, E(p))

T P 0 00;; onij Onj 0N
3 E(p) — 5 —E(p))® L i + L0k + —20;; — 9‘)'
i,j,%l(ap i v Ip; ) ( op " ops " ap; 7 Opr?
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Proof. The proof follows from the definitions of gradient and Hessian operators
defined in (M, g). See proofs in appendix subsection [5.4] O

We are ready to state the convergence behavior of dynamics ([9), using energy
function E as the Lyapunov function. The following results demonstrate that p(t)
converges to m exponentially fast. And the rate can be characterized by the pro-
posed mean-field Ricci curvature lower bound.

Corollary 4 (Entropy dissipation on graphs). Suppose £ > 0 and p(t) satisfies
equation ([I9), then

E(p(t)) — E(r) < e **(E(po) — E(7)).

Proof. The proof follows from the Gronwall’s inequality. See also proofs in appen-
dix’s section 0.4l We notice that the mean field Ricci curvature is defined as

FQ(pvaf) > Hrl(p,f,f),
for any f € R™. This implies the fact that

J®) =T, f, ly=v, 20 = L1, [, )l j=v,E0) = £1(D)-

From Lemma 5] the above inequality implies that
2

TEB((0) > ~25 5 B(p(1)).

Integrating in a time domain [¢, 00), we have

d
7 (E0() = E(m)) < =2x(E(p(t)) — E(7)).
Following the Grownwall’s inequaity, we prove the result. (I

Remark 2. The above result could also provide a convergence rate for the dis-
crete heat equation, in term of general Lyapunov function E(p). E.g, if E(p) =

>t pilogp; and 6;; = ﬁ, it recovers the ones derived in [15] [34] and [6].
i j

Remark 3. We remark that the optimal rate of convergence is given from

J
min ﬁ >k

peM I(p)
There could exist energy functions E, such that k is not the optimal rate. A direct
comparison between I and J is called entropy dissipation method; see [41] and many

references therein.

5.2. Functional inequalities on graphs. We next present several functional in-
equalities, which can be derived by the entropy dissipation result on graphs.

Corollary 5 (Functional inequalities on graphs). Suppose k > 0, then the mean-
field Log-Sobolev inequality on a graph holds:

(20) B) = B) < g 3 (o B) — 5B 0500

=1
for anyp e M.

Proof. The proof of above inequalities follow the definitions of gradient and Hessian
operators in (M, g). See proofs in appendix’s section 5.4 See also [37] for other
related inequalities. (|
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Here we present several examples of inequalities on graphs (20).

Example 4. The following functional inequalities hold.
(i) Linear energy: Let E(p) = > ., Vip;. Then 20) satisfies
n n 1 n
> Vipi =Y Vimi < o (Vi = V;)?6i5(p).
i=1 i=1 ij=1
(ii) Interaction energy: Let E(p) = %E?:l,j Wijpip;j. Then @0) forms
1< 1 1<
3 > Wigpip; — 3 > Wiymim; < o > (Wpli — [Wpl;)20:;(p).
i=1,j i=1,5 ij=1

(ii) Entropy: Let E(p) = > i, U(p;). Then @20) forms

S U~ Y Um) < 5= 37 (U0 ~ U'(6) 605 (0.
i=1 i=1 ij=1

In particular, if we further choose 6 as the transport information mean,

then 20) satisfies
> UG) -3 Um) < 5 3 Ul +Uly) - UETE2,

i,j=1
Remark 4. The proposed Hessian matrix is also useful in proving energy splitting
functional inequalities on graphs proposed in [24]; see its continuous formulation in
[2]. We leave their detailed studies in future works.

5.3. Costa’s entropy power inequality on graphs. We last apply the pro-
posed Hessian matrices to prove discrete Costa’s entropy power inequalities. They
are discrete analog of the ones in continuous sample space, which is important in
information theory [10, 20, 31 [39).

Denote an energy function as

N(p) = e~ mB®)
where E(p) = >, U(p;) and U is a given convex function. Suppose that there
exists a positive constant m € R, which is defined as
1 . Ta(p, V,E(p), Vo E(p)

= min 5
m — peM I'i(p, V, E(p), Vp E(p))?

where we select a weight function as

9, — Pi — Dy

i = .
U (pi) ~ U (py)
We are ready to prove the main result.

Theorem 7 (Discrete Costa’s entropy power inequality). Consider a discrete heat
equation:

dpi - 1
(21) T=5 > y-p).
ijJEE(G)

Denote that p(t) satisfies the above equation. Then the following inequality holds.
d2

SN () <0,
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for any t > 0.

Proof. The proof follows from a direct computation. Denote

dpi 1 1
o= 2;(19] pi) = =5 L(O)V, E(p),
where 0;; = Wg(m)' We next compute the derivatives of N along the equation
@I). Firstly,
d 2B (_2 Tdp
1 2
=—c w0V, B(p) L(O)V,E(p)
1 _ =2
—— T REC) Ty (5, V, E(p), V, B())
Secondly,
d? d, d
LN = LN )
1/d _2 _2 d
—— (5 U D10,V (), Vo E@) + ¢ 7V 201 (p, V,E (). V,E )
1

=—e mU® (%Fl (p, VoE(p), Vo E(p))? — Ta(p, V,E(p), VpE(p)))

2 o1 Talp,V,E(p),V,E
:Ee m U(p)rl(pv VPE(p)a V;DE(p)) (E - 1—\1 ((;), va(;p)), va(;p)))L)
<0.

In above derivations, we use the fact in the second equality:

Oy (p, Yy E(p), Vo E () = ~T(p, Vo E(p), Vo E(p)),

dt
where p solves the discrete heat equation (2I)). By the definition of constant m, we
prove the result. (I

We next present the Costa’s entropy power’s inequality on a two point graph.

Example 5 (Two point space). Consider negative Boltzmann—Shannon entropy in
a two point space as
E(p) = —H(p) = p1logpi + p2 log pa.

In this case,

1 . K/(plvp2)

in ,
m  peM (logpy — logp2)26:2

where 012 = 7B ={2— and k(p1, p2) is defined in ([I5). Here M is a line segment.

In other words, denote p1 = x, po = 1 — x, where x € [0,1]. Hence

1 . 1 1
m  welon) (log 25)(Zr — 1) 2(log 125 (1 — 7).
1

Numerically, we find that —— ~ 1.58353 at = ~ 0.058.
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We remark that our proof is connected but different from the ones in classical
Costa’s entropy power inequality [10, [39]. The major difference comes from the
formulation of Gamma calculus in discrete and continuous domain. And the concept
of dimension is not clear on a graph, especially for a general function E and a weight
function #. The detailed derivations of Costa’s entropy power inequality on general
graphs are left in future works.
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APPENDIX: HESSIAN MATRICES OF ENERGIES ALONG OPTIMAL TRANSPORT
DYNAMICS

In this section, we provide the motivation of this paper. We first present the
relation between the metric and the Hessian operator on a finite dimensional met-
ric space. We next review the connection between Gamma operators and second
order calculus in optimal transport metric space. In this paper, we formulate these
calculations on a discrete spatial domain, such as a finite graph.

5.4. Hessian operators in metric spaces. Consider a metric space (2, g). Here
Q =R" and g € R™™"™ is a smooth positive definite matrix function. We call g the
metric function for space 2. Denote a smooth function E:  — R. The gradient
operator of E in (€2, g) is defined as

n
n

grad, B(w) = g(2) ' V. B() = (Y (o)) Ve, B@))
j=1
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where V, represents the Euclidean gradient operator w.r.t variable z. The Hessian
operator of F in (2, g) can be written in a tangent space:

d
Hess,E(z) = Vix]E(iﬂ) - Z kaE(x)]‘—‘;?j (z),
k=1

where Ffj: 2 — R is the Christoffel symbol:

I _
() = 3 Z (g(x) ™" kn (Vzigjk' () + Va,gin () — mGlgij(iv))-
k=1
The Hessian operator can be formulated on the cotangent space. In other words,
denote
Hess, E(x) = g(z)~! - Hess,E(z) - g(x) ™"

One can also derive the Hessian operator using the geodesic equations. Denote the
geodesic equation by

dx; dz;
k 7 J _
dt2x’“+;;FU dt dt

Denote a vector f(t) € R" such that % = g(x)~'f. Then the geodesic equation in
term of (x(t), f(t)) satisfies

dzr

E :g(‘r)_lfu
I VT ),

In this case, the Hessian operator of E in (€2, g) satisfies

2
CB((1)) = F(1) Hess) B((1) (1),

where (z(t), f(t)) satisfies the geodesic equation.
We next apply the Hessian operator to study the convergence behavior of gra-
dient flows. Consider
d _
Sat) = —g(a0) VL Ea(1).
It is a gradient flow equation of a convex function E in (£2, g). We use the Lyaponuv
function to study above gradient flows. Along the gradient flow, we have the fol-
lowing estimates. Firstly,

d

)= ~(VoE(2), g(2) ' Vo B(2)).

Secondly,
2

%E(m(t)) = 2(V.E(z),Hess, E(z)V,E(x)).

If there exists a constant > 0, such that Hess,E(z) = kg(x), i.e
Hess, E(z) = rg(z) ™",
then we have

d? d
S E((t) 2 ~2k LB (D).
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Integrating in a time domain [¢,00), we have the functional inequality
1
B(z) ~ B(r) < 5= (VaB(2).g(x) V. B(@),

where z, = arg mingeq F(x). This also means
d
dt
Following the Grownwall’s inequaity, we have
B(x(t) — B(z.) < e (E(xo) — E(.)),
where ¢ is the initial condition for the gradient flow.
The above formulations are major motivations of this paper. We shall focus on
a graph dependent metric function g, and derive the Hessian matrix for general

function F. This is the proposed mean-field information Gamma calculus. And the
constant k is the proposed mean-field Ricci curvature lower bound.

(E(z(t) = E(z.)) < =26(E(2(t)) — E(2.)).

5.5. Hessian operators in optimal transport spaces. We next present the
Wasserstein-2 metric (optimal transport metric) and demonstrate its Hessian op-
erator of a functional; see details in [40].

Let (2,9) = (T4,I) be a d dimensional torus, where I € R¥*? is an identity
matrix and (-,-) denotes the Euclidean inner product. Let [ be the integration
over domain 2. Denote a smooth positive probability density space as

P:{pecm(ﬂ): /pd:z::l, p>0}.

The tangent space at p € P is given as

T,P = {0 € C*(Q): /odzv = O}.
Define a weighted Laplacian operator as
A, =V - (aV),
where a € C*° (M) is a given smooth function. In other words,
[ 8ugo)de = [(95:.9 fade,

for any functions fi, fo € C*°(€2). The Wasserstein-2 metric is defined below.

Definition 11 (Optimal transport metric). The inner product g: PxT,P xT,P —
R is defined by

9(p)(01,02) = / (01, (=A,) o) = / (V 11,V fo)pda,

for any 01,02 € T,P. Here A, = =V -(pV) is an elliptic operator weighted linearly
in density function p, and f; = —A,04, ¢ =1,2.

We next present the Hessian operator in Wasserstein-2 metric space. Given a
smooth functional £: P — R, the Hessian operator of £ in (P, g) satisfies

Hess, () (01, 02) = / / VLV, 028 (0) (2, ) (V 2 (2). ¥ f () pla) () dzdy

+ / V2,08(p)(V f1(2), V fo(w)pl)d,
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where 0; = =V - (pVf;), i = 1,2, and §, §2 are the first and the second L? variation
operators, respectively.

Example 6 (Linear energy). Consider
&) = [ Vo
where V € C?(Q) is a second order differentiable function. Then
Hess,E(p)(o1,02) /V ) (Vf1(x), Vfa(x))p(x)de.

Example 7 (Interaction energy). Consider

//ny )ply)dzdy.

where W (z,y) = W(y,z) € C?(Q x Q) is a given kernel function. Then

Hess,E(p)(0102) = [ [ V.9, W(e,)(Vafo(a). ¥, falo)pla)oly)dody
/V (x,y)(Vf1(z), V fa(x))p(z)da.

Example 8 (Negative Boltzmann—Shannon Entropy). Consider

£(p) = ~H(p) = [ pla)logplz)da.
Then
Hess,E(p)(01,02) = /tr(VQfl(x) V2 fa(2))p(x)d.

In above examples, when £ is chosen as the negative Boltzmann-Shannon entropy
in Example[8] then (Vf1,Vf2), tr(V2f1: V2 f3) are known as Gamma one, Gamma
two operators, respectively. In other words, the optimal transport metric is the
integration of Gamma one operator w.r.t density p, while the Hessian operator of
entropy is the integration of Gamma two operator w.r.t density p. We remark that
Examples[fl [7 [§ are analogs of the bi-linear forms in Corollary [T where 6 is chosen
as a homogeneous of degree one function. By generalizing these facts on graphs,

we formulate the proposed mean-field information matrices.
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