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EXPONENTIAL ENTROPY DISSIPATION FOR WEAKLY
SELF-CONSISTENT VLASOV-FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATIONS

ERHAN BAYRAKTAR?, QI FENG*, AND WUCHEN LI

ABSTRACT. We study long-time dynamical behaviors of weakly self-consistent Vlasov-
Fokker-Planck equations. We introduce Hessian matrix conditions on mean-field kernel
functions, which characterizes the exponential convergence of solutions in L' distances.
The matrix condition is derived from the dissipation of a selected Lyapunov functional,
namely auxiliary Fisher information functional. We verify proposed matrix conditions
in examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

Weakly self-consistent Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck equations [, 27, [35] play essential
roles in mathematical physics and probability with applications in modeling and machine
learning sampling problems. The equation describes the probability density’s evolution of
particles, which interact with each other from interaction energies while under white noise
perturbations.

Consider a mean—field underdamped Langevin diffusion process

d.’L’t = ’Utdt
dv; = —vedt — (dede VW (x4, y) f(t,y,0)dvdy + VU (xy))dt + v/2dBy,

where (z4,v;) € T? x R? presents an identical particle’s position and velocity, T¢ is a d
dimensional torus representing a position domain, and B; is a standard Brownian motion
in R?. Each identical particle interacts with each other through a mean field interaction
potential W and a confinement potential U. We assume that W € C°(T? x T%) is a
symmetric kernel function, that is, W(z,y) = W (y,z). Denote f = f(t,x,v) as the
probability density function of the stochastic process (z(,v:). The density function f
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follows a non-linear Fokker-Planck equation:

atf +v- V:Bf - (/ VIW(:E,y)f(t,y,T))dT)dy + va(x)) : va = vv ' (f’U) + VU ' (va)
TdxR4
(1.1)
An equilibrium of equation (1) satisfies

1 N
Foolz,v) = EE_T_deXRd W(w,y)foo(yvv)dydv—U(r),

i ) dydi— . N
where Z = dede e~ 2 Jraxra W@ foo (0)dydo-U(@) gy 4 o6 is a normalization con-
stant. This is known as a nonlinear Gibbs distribution. We are interested in studying
long-time behaviors of density functions. How fast does function f converge to foo?

In this paper, we establish an exponential convergence result for the solution of (L)
in both functional free energy and L' distances. Our method follows from a Lyapunov
method, where the Lyapunov functional is selected as auxiliary Fisher information func-
tionals. From the dissipation of Lyapunov functionals along with PDE (L.1]), we derive
a matrix condition, which guarantees the exponential convergence decay result in both
functional free energy and L' distances. Explicit examples are studied.

In the literature, various properties of the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation have been
studied, e.g. [9] [10] 15 19 2I]. The original Vlasov equation involves the inverse of the
Laplacian operator as the interaction kernel function. For simplicity, we only focus on
the weakly self-consistent kernel functions, where W is a given smooth function. The
existence of a smooth solution and the regularity property have recently been studied in
[16], see also the general approach regarding the regularity properties in [35][Appendix
A.21]. The convergence for particle systems with mean field interactions has been stud-
ied in [26] 27]. And [27] proves the exponential convergence in H' norms; [8) [36] show
exponential convergence results in Wasserstein-2 type distances. In addition, [25] studies
the exponential contraction of the solution in the Wasserstein-1 distance for nonconvex
confinement potential energies. We remark that there are comparison studies and discus-
sions between H' and L' for the Fokker-Planck equations; see the detailed argument in
[33]. One important fact of the L' norm is that this ensures the density has finite mass in
physics. In particular, the L' distance is closely related to the Helmholtz free energy for
physical systems through the Csiszar-Kullback inequality or the Pinsker inequality. Our
convergence analysis of the functional free energy is crucial for statistical physics-oriented
equations, e.g.: spatially homogeneous Fokker-Planck-Landau equation in plasma physics
[18], Fokker-Planck equation for granular media [7], etc. Furthermore, our methods are
closely related to but technically different from Villani’s hypocoercivity methods [35].
Villani’s methods estimate the first-order dissipation, which prove the O(t~>°) decay for
W(z,y) = W(z —y); see [35, Theorem 56]. Meanwhile, we estimate the second-order
dissipation, and obtain a Hessian matrix condition of interaction kernel function W and
potential function U to determine the exponential convergence result. As in [22, 23], we
develop entropy dissipation methods [I}, 2} B 4], 5] [6l 111, 14}, [17), B0] for equation (L.I). It
is worth mentioning that the convergence analysis of mean-field Langevin dynamics and
nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations are important in AI (artificial intelligence) sampling
problems [13, 24], 28 29, [31]. This is to design mean-field Markov—Chain—-Monte—Carlo
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(MCMC) sampling algorithms. The convergence analysis of f towards f. plays a key role
in AT theory. It helps in designing algorithmic reliable kinetic sampling methods [23] [3T], [32]
in Bayesian inverse problems. In this direction, our result estimates the exponential decay
rates in both functional free energy and L' distance for kinetic type degenerate mean-field
stochastic processes. Our explicit condition for the potential function V' and the interac-
tion kernel W are more straightforward to verify in the applications than those using the
Logarithmic Sobolev type inequalities as the assumption.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we present the main result of this paper.
In particular, we give the Hessian matrix conditions for (ILT]), under which we establish
the global exponential convergence results in time in both the functional free energy and
the norm L'. In section [3, we verify the proposed conditions in examples. In sections @
and [Bl, we provide the proofs of the main results.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present the main result of this paper. We first introduce the notions
of free energy, Fisher information, and an auxiliary functional, which are the Lyapunov
functionals in this paper. We next present the main theorem, which holds under a mean
field information matrix condition. This is based on a Lyapunov method, under which we
derive an exponential Lyapunov constant for PDE (1)) We last present examples.

2.1. Notations. We briefly introduce the analytical property for the solution of PDE
(LI). Assume that W(z,y) = W(y,z) and W € C%(T? x T?). Denote fo = fo(z,v) as
a probability density on Q := T x R, such that all moments of density function f; are
finite, that is, [, [|v]|" fo(z,v)dzdv < +oo, for all k € Z,. We assume that there exists a
unique smooth solution f = f(¢,z,v) of equation (LI]). See details in [35].

We consider a Lyapunov functional for (ILII), which is often named free energy. For
convenience of presentation, denote a probability density space supported on Q = T% x R%.

P = {f e L'(Q): / flz,v)dedv =1, f> 0}.
Q
Definition 2.1 (Free energy). Define a functional £: P — R as

E(f) = /Qf(x,v)logf(m,v)da:dv+/Q%HvH2f(m,v)da:dv

+1 W(a:,y)f(x,v)f(y,@)dxdvdyd’ﬁ—k/U(x)f(a;,v)dxdv. (2.1)
2 Jaxe Q

In this paper, we study the convergence behavior of (LI]) through functional £(f). We
check that when f, is the minimizer of £, then
0

T et = 108 Foowt) 1 gl 4+ [ Wia) ol 9)duds + U(w) = C.

where % is the L? first variation operator w.r.t. f, and C is a constant. In other words,

foo(z,v) = %e—%—fg W (%,y) foo (y,0)dydt—U ()

)
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llo)? Ndudi . .
where Z = fQ e~ 2~ Ja W) foo (y,0)dydi=U(2) gy dyy < 400 is a normalization constant. In
literature, we note that functional £(f) is often named the free energy, and f is called a
nonlinear Gibbs distribution [12] 21].

In this paper, we mainly study the long time dynamical behavior of f (¢, x,v) for general
interaction kernel function W and potential function U. In particular, we shall investigate
that how fast does the Lyapunov functional E(f(t,-)) converge to E(foo)-

To study this convergence, we introduce some necessary notations and functionals.
Denote lg € R¥9 as the identity matrix. Let

ae (0 e R, z1la e R, (2.2)
Id Zgld

where 21,29 € R are two given constants. Using above matrices, we define the following
functionals to characterize the decay of Lyapunov functional £. Denote

5f(i,v)5(f) =log f(z,v) + 1+ %HUH2 + /Q W (2, y) f (y, B)dydd + U(x).

Definition 2.2 (Fisher information functionals). Define a functional DE,: P — R4 as

. 0 T 0
Dga(f) = /Q<Vx,vmg(f)y aa vm,vmg(f»f(l‘, U)d:EdU. (23)
Define an auziliary functional DE,: P — R4 as
. g T 0
Dgz(f) = /Q(vm,vmg(f)a Rz Vx,vmg(f»f(l?, ’U)dl‘d’U (24)

It is known that DE,, named “Fisher information functional”, equals to the decay of
free energy £ along with the solution of PDE (L1). In other words,

TE(f(t,-)) = ~DEI(1,-,)) <0 (2.)
This result is stated in Lemma [Z.J1 We note that functional DE,, itself can not guarantee
the L' decay of the solution, due to the degeneracy of the subelliptic operator in PDE
(LI). To overcome this degeneracy issue, we construct an additional functional DE,. We
call D€, the “auxiliary Fisher information functional”. Shortly, we demonstrate that the
designed auxiliary functional DE, is useful in establishing the decay rate of the degenerate

subelliptic operator in (LI).
2.2. Main result. We are ready to present the main result. We first provide a matrix
eigenvalue assumption.

Definition 2.3 (Mean—field information matrix). Define a symmetric matriz function

R € R4 qych that
1 (A(z,y) B(z,y)
Az ry) =3 (B(x,w Ay z))

where A, B € R?¥X24 gre defined below: Denote
Viz,y) =U(z) + W(z,y),
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Az,y) — 212214 S+ 2120 + 23)lg — 23V2,V (2, y)]
4 %[(1 + 2120 + 25)lg — 23V2,V (2,9)] (14 23)lg — 2122V2,V (2, y) ’
A(y x) _ < 212914 %[(1 + 2122 + Z%)|d - Z%V?JyV(y, x)])
’ %[(1 + 2129 + 23)lg — zfvzyV(y, x)] (14 23)lg — 2122V§yV(y, x) ’

and
2
0 —2v2 W(x,
B(m,y)=< 22 2 ? g ( y))
_TwaW($ay) —zlz2meW(x,y)

Assumption 2.1 (Mean—field information matrix condition). Assume that there exists a
constant A > 0, such that

aa’ + zzT 0
T) ) (26)

-
m(z7x7y) — )\ < 0 (I(IT+ZZ
where a, z are defined in (2.2]), such that

2

z7l 2129l

aal + 22T — [ #ild 122la )
212914 (1 + Z2)|d

Under the above matrix eigenvalue condition, we next prove the following main theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that Assumption [2.1] holds, and there exists a smooth solution
ft,z,v) of (LI)). Then the following exponential convergence result is satisfied.
1

g(f(tv "y )) - g(foo) < 56_2”[7)5@,2(.]00) - ,Dga,z(foo)L (27)

where
Dga,z(f) = Dga(f) + Dgz(f) (2'8)

Corollary 2.2. Suppose Assumption[21 holds, and there exists a smooth solution f(t,x,v)
of (). Assume that there exists a sufficient small constant Cyy > 0, such that

w < Cw. 2.9
(w’yl)a;%éwl (z,9)] < Cw (2.9)

Then the following L' distance convergence holds.

[ 1£t2.0) = flo 0)dodo < O /D20 () ~ DEw ()
Q

for some constant C > 0.

Remark 2.1. The functional £ is also significant in physics. It is the Helmholtz free en-
ergy. Thus, the convergence analysis of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation in terms of
Helmholtz free energy is crucial for statistical physics-oriented equations. The second law
of thermodynamics shows that free energy dissipation equals the negative Fisher infor-
mation; see Lemma [l The analysis in this paper further introduces the convergence
rate of the free energy. Regarding Lyapunov’s functions, there are other choices, including
H~! distances. To our knowledge, they are not oriented for analyzing the Helmholtz-free
energy. We refer interesting readers to [33] for the importance of L' distances and free
energy estimations.
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2.3. Examples. We last present two concrete examples of L' distance exponential con-
vergence results for different kernels W and potentials U in (I.I]). We leave their proofs
with detailed conditions in section [3

Example 2.1. Assume W (z,y) = W (y,z), U(x) #0. For z; =1 and z = 0.3, assume
Mg = V2 (U(z) + W(z,y)) < Mg, 2X— A" > 0.08,

and for sufficiently small € > 0,

V2 Wi, = 0(e), max Wiz,y)| <1,
IV W)l =0E),  max W)
where || - ||p is the matriz Frobenius norm. Then Assumption [21] is satisfied. Thus the

exponential convergence results in (2.7) and (28] hold.
Example 2.2. Consider W(z,y) = W(y,z), U(z) # 0. Assume

V2,W(2,y) = Qpyf Diag( AV, -+, A\ ) Qw,
Vixw($ay) = Qﬁ/lD’tag X}/V, cee ,XZV Qw,
Ald = V%xU(l‘) = de,

where Qw denotes the orthogonal matriz for the eigenvalue decomposition of V2W. Let
A=A=0.9, 21 =1, and z0 = 0.3. If the following condition holds,

—0.538 <\ <0297, i=1,--.,d, max  |W(z,y)| <1,
(z,y)€TEXxTd
then for sufficiently small )\ZW , Assumption [21] holds true. Thus the exponential con-
vergence results in (1) and @3) hold. In particular, for d = 1, if WV = —0.12,
then |A\V| < 1073 is enough to guarantee Assumption 2. If W(z,y) = W(x —y) and

XXV = —\Y is small enough, Assumption 21 holds.

Remark 2.2 (Comparisons with [14]). The mentioned paper studies a matrix eigenvalue
condition for gradient-drift Fokker-Planck equation. In example 2.2] we work on a matrix
eigenvalue condition for degenerate non-gradient drift Fokker-Planck equation.

Remark 2.3 (Comparisons with [27]). The paper in this remark establishes the exponen-
tial convergence results in weighted Sobolev space. Meanwhile, we show the exponential
convergence results in L' distance.

Remark 2.4. The work of [35] analyzes the case for U = 0 and W(z,y) = W(z —y). We
shall show that assumption 2] does not hold for constant matrices a and z. This implies
that exponential decay does not hold in this example. In this sense, our result does not
improve the O(t~°°) convergence result in [35][Theorem 56].

3. VERIFICATION OF ASSUMPTIONS IN EXAMPLES

In this section, we verify Assumption 2.1]in two examples.



3.1. Proof of Example 2.1

Lemma 3.1. Assume that
V2, W (x,y) = Q' Diag( A, A ) Qu, o
V2, W (@,y) + V2,U(2) = Q;' Diag(\', - . A ) Q. '

where Qw and Qv denote the orthogonal matriz for the eigenvalue decomposition of
V2,W (z,y) and V2,(W(z,y) + U(z)) with Q) = Q) and Q' = Q.

(1) If there exist positive constants z1,ze, A\w,, > 0, such that
A(m,y) >~ )\Wm|2d7 and Cl < )\chac < CQ, (32)
where A(z,y) is defined in Definition[2.3, and

4
2.2 | 21 1.1 6.2
o - 2125 + 5 + /2125 + 2725 W

1 ~
Cy = min{zlzz—\5[(1-#2’12’2‘1‘2%)_2%)‘3[/”7

~ 1 ~ '
(1+23) =22\ = 5[0+ 2z +25) A =1 d

then Assumption 2.1)) holds.
(2) Suppose there exists constants X > A > 0, such that for any (z,y) € T¢ x T?,

Mg < V2 W (z,y) + V2, U(z) < Mg,

Assume that Vin(az,y) =0, z1 = 1, and there exist constant z € (0, 1+—2‘/5) and
§ > 0, such that X\, X satisfies the following conditions:

AN >1-0, [2z0— 2D)A+220 +225 — 28 — 322> 6, (3.3)
then Assumption [2.1] holds

Proof Case 1: According to Definition 23] we have

1 (A(z,y) B(z,y)
R(z,z,y) = §<B(x,y) A(y,$)>

_ %(mﬁ,y) B(ag,y>>+%<A<:g,y> A(;ﬂ))
- LG+ q).
2

We want to get a positive lower bound for the spectrum of Jo. Applying the Gershgorin
circle theorem. it is sufficient to require the following condition, for V(z,y) = W(z,y) +

Ufz),

( 212214 sl + 2122 + 29)la — 27 V2,V (2,y)]

- A log = 0.
%[(1 + 2129 + z%)ld — z%VixV(az, y)] (1+ z%)ld — 2120V2, V(z,y) > Wasl2d 2 0
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such that there exists constant Ay, > 0 satisfying

~ | 0
T2 = AW, <%d )

log

According to the eigenvalue decomposition of V2, W (x,y) + V2,U(z), it is thus sufficient
to prove the following inequalities, for ¢ = 1,--- ,d,

1 ~
2129 — \5[(1 + 2122 + 23) — Z%)\XV” > AW

~ 1
(1 + Z%) — 2122)\?/ — ’5[(1 + 2129 + 2’2) — Zl)\W” > )‘Wm (34)

Given such a positive Ay, > 0, we analyze the first term 51, such that

<B(£’ v) B(% f‘/)> A (léd |Sd> =0 (3.5)

According to Schur complement for symmetric matrix function (see [34][Appendix A.5]),
this is equivalent to the following condition:

)\ .
e >0, ) (3.6)
>‘Wm|2d — B*(x,y) = 0.

Recall
22
B(z,y) = ( —3 VW) )
) _Z1Z2v:2nyW(x7y)
52 d
( Q! [Diag{ S} Jaw
N 1 2 ¢ 11 B w?
Qy D1ag —5 A }i:JQW Quw [Dlag{ 2129\, Z:JQW
_ (0 B
~ \Ba1 B
We have
)\2 i — B2 —B12B v o
A2 log — B2 — d— P12 12522 _(Cun G2
Wag '2d () ( “Bi2Ba AL Iy — B2, — B, o)
where we denote
1 [me 21 d
clf = Qy [Diag{N%,. - Zlu-W)?}. |aw
L =1
- d
W _ A-1lm: _ 1\ W
Cy = Qp _Dlag{ z1z22 ()\ ) }i:JQW
144 —1 [y 2 Wh\2/.2.2 Z% d
Cyp = QW _Dlag{/\wm — (A7) (212 + Z)}i:JQW'
Applying Schur complement, it is equivalent to, for i = 1,--- ,d,
24
{A%VM ez s 4 (3.7)
N, — W)2(2223 + PN, — TN = 22237 (N > 0.



This is equivalent to

iy 22 A

(Awf)xg — (2125 + Z) = 0;

Moo 222 N, 8 .
(AW””)Z — (2125 + 7)(AWE;2 +16 2 0

Solving the second inequality, we get
4
N | BB+ 3+ VAR AT
()2 2 ’

Notice that
4
225 + 4 + /7128 + 2842
2
It is sufficient to prove the following inequality for (B.8)):

22, 2
> (2122 +Z)

4
. 2323 + L+ \/2ta + 2823
Txr — 2
Thus, for Aw,,,\/¥ > 0,4 = 1,--- ,d, combining with (4], the matrix R is positive
definite, if the following condition holds:

AP )2 (3.9)

M., < z122 = [5[(1+ 2122 + 23) — ANV, N
My, < (1 +23) — a2\ — |51+ 212 + 25) — 2NV,
4
) 22 + 3+ /2125 + 2823
A >
TxTr — 2
which is condition ([B:2)). The proof is completed.

(3.10)
OHBES

Case 2: We apply the Schur complement for symmetric matrix function 9R. The following
conditions are equivalent.

(1) R = 0 (R is positive definite).
(2) A(ﬂj‘, y) = 07 (|2d _A(:Ev y)A_l(gj, y))B(ﬂj‘, y) = 07 A(y7 33‘) - B(x7 y)A_l(:Ev y)B(ﬂZ‘, y) =
0.

According to our assumption Vin = 0, thus B = 0. We only need to show that A(z,y)
in positive definite. Similar arguments then apply to A(y, z). Denote

(A Ap
A(.’L’,y) - <A21 A22> 9

1
A1 = zizly, Aia=A9 = 5[(1 + 2129 + Z%)ld — Z%VixV(JE, y)], (311)
Ay = (1+23)lg— 212V2,V(z,y). (3.12)

Applying the Schur complement for symmetric matrix A, it is equivalent to find z;, 25 € R!,
such that

with

z129 > 0, 1+ z% — Az129 > 0,
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and
Ags — AppA Agy = 0 <= 2129409 — A2y = 0.
By direct computation, it is equivalent to the following condition,
z12[(1+ 2l — 2122V3,V (2,9)] — i((l + 2120 + 23)la — V7,V (2,y))? = 0.
By a direct computation, it is equivalent to the following inequality:
— (V2 V)2 4 201 + 2120 — 23) 22| V2,V + 22120 + 22125 — 1 — (27 4 2)25 — 23]l > 0.
Based on the assumption of V2, W (x,y) + V2, U(x) = V2,V (z,y), we have
ViV(ny) = Qy'Diagl, - A )Qv-

In particular, we assume 0 < A < X¥V < ng < - <L XZV < X, where XW, e ,XZV are
eigenvalues of matrix V2 W (z,y) + V2,U(z), and )\, X are lower bound and upper bound
of these eigenvalues, respectively. Applying the lower and upper bound of the eigenvalues,
it is sufficient to prove the following conditions:

_ 3.13
—zil)\z + [2(1 + 2122 — 22)22) A + 22129 + 22128 — 1 — (22 +2)22 — 25 > 0. (3:13)

{ 2129 >0, (1+ 2129 — 23) > 0;
Let 21 = 1, then (B.3) implies (3.13). Let 1+ 2z — 23 > 0, for a small constant § > 0, there
exists zo > 0 such that [2(zo — 22)]A + 229 + 225 — 23 — 322 > §, which completes the proof
for condition (1). [ |

Proof [Proof of Example 2.I] We provide a simple proof of Example 2.1l by applying
Condition (2) in Lemma Bl If Mg < V2, (U(x) + W(z,y)) = Mg, which satisfies the
condition(2) in Lemma BT} then as long as [|[V2 W (x,y)|lr = O(e) is small enough for
€ > 0, matrix R remains positive definite. In particular, if we pick z1 = 1, 20 = 0.3,
0 = 0.02, this implies

2A—N>1-6, [2(22— 23)A+ 220 + 225 — 25 — 323 > 0.02,

ie. 2)\ — b > 0.08, and 0.42)\ + 0.3759 > 0.02. Hence we require that 2\ — b > 0.08.

3.2. Proof of Example Similar to the previous section, we apply Schur complement
to derive the positive definite condition for R. In particular, we rewrite matrix R in the
following form, where we separate the potential function U(-) and the interacting potential
function W(z,y).

Definition 3.1 (Reformulation of Mean—field information matrix). Define a symmetric
matriz function R € R*¥*4 sych that

_ 1 (Ai(z,y) B(z,y) 1 (Ag(z,y) 0
““’x’y)‘i(é@,y) A1<y,a:>>+5< "0 A2<y,a:>>’
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where A1, A, and B € R2%24 gre defined below:

) - 22 9
—%VixW(ﬂj‘,y) —leQVixW(x,y)
22 9
Alpa) — ( 0 V2 W(y, ) )
_Tlvzyw(yv‘,n) _le2vg2/yW(y7x)
22
oo - (g, B
_%viyw(‘ray) _ZlZQV%yW(‘Tay)
and
As(z,y) 212914 %[(1 + 2129 + Z§)|d — Z%V?EIU(x)]
2 S[(1+ 2120 + 29)lg — 27 V3, U ()] (1+23)la — 2122V2, U () ’

Ao(y.z) = z122la 5[+ z120 + 23)la — 21 VE,U (y)]
2 5[(1+ 2120 + 23)la — 27 V3, U(y)] (14 23)lg — 2122V, U (y) '

Lemma 3.2. Assume that
V2, W(z,y) = Qpy Diag( AV, -+, A\ ) Qw,
V2, W (z,y) = Qut Diag( A, - AV )Qw, (3.14)
Alg 2 VZ,U(x) < M.
And there exists z1 > 0 and zo > 0, such that
Az = Aulad,

where we denote Ay as the spectrum lower bound for As defined in Definition [l Then
if )\Z-W sufficiently small, and

~ _ ST 2 Vow mrww i
A1

3
21

then Assumption (2.1)) holds.

Proof According to Definition Bl we have
Ry = <B<:c,y> Aly,a)) T2\ 0 Asly)
(J1 + Jo).

According to condition (B.4) in the proof of Lemma[B.I] we find a sufficient condition such
that J5 is positive definite, i.e. there exists constant Ay > 0, such that

I 0
j2 = )\U <éd I2d> .

Next, we analyze the first term 71, such that J; + J2 is positive definite, which implies
that J7 could be potentially non-positive definite. We shall show that

(5 Rm) (0 ) =

N —
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According to Schur complement, this is equivalent to the following condition:

A log = 0;

Al(yax) + )‘U|2d - B(.Z',y)[Al(.Z',y) + )‘U|2d]_1B(‘Tay) = 0.

Based on Assumption B.14] the first condition is represented below:

lgy O
AU <g |d> +A(y,x)

Ala Qy [Diag{ - ;Xw}d Jaw

2~ d O = 0.
Q;;! [Diag{ — %Af‘”}izj Qw Qpt [Diag{AU - zlngiW} }QW

i=1
Thus, the first condition in (310 is equivalent to

)

4(XZ.W)2>0, for i=1,---,d, (3.17)

)\U(/\U — ZIZQX?/) —

which implies

~w -2\ (22 + / Z% + Z%) 22 (y z% + Z% )
A€ ( 23 , )- (3.18)

3
1 21

Similarly, we have
: o s - 1) o
it [Diag{ - A} Jaw qi![Piag{ -~ 22} Jaw
_ (0 Blg>
Bo1 Baz/)”

Since each block of matrix Aj(x,y) + Aylag is diagonal, we have

B(.Z',y) =

1 Aﬂ/ Ag
[A1(l’, y) + /\U|2d] = AW AW
21 22
where we denote
~ 4 ~
D, = )\U()\U — 2122)\24/) — %(Ay/)2’ for i=1,---,d,
and

Al = Q) [Diag({Dii[)\U - lezxyv]}jzlﬂQW

g = At =y oias( {5} )]

g = o ore((1))Jow
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Using the above explicit representation, we obtain

Al( )+/\U|2d_ B($7y)[A($7y) +/\U|2d]_18($7y)

= Ai(y,x) + A\vlag
( 512A22 Bo1 B12AY B12 + B12AY By >
Bo1AlYBot + BooAW By Boi Al By + B AlBia + Bo AlYBog + Bos AN Boy

911 912
Cop Coo )’

where we denote

Cu = o [iag({ro - [T gy,

G = o oim({ - - [ AR Yo

G = Q5 [Ding({ho — 2zl - [HAD O 1zal)
+z122(;[V)Vi)2AW . AU(zle)j()\}’V )2} }LH Q.

Applying Schur complement and under the condition D; > 0 for i =1,--- ,d (i.e. (31]])),
the second condition in (BI6]) is equivalent to, for i = 1,--- ,d,

AApD; — ziAr (AW)2 > 0,

4[4 yD; — 2t A (A)2]x

MDAy — 2122 M) = [H )2 (0 — 2122MY) + 22820 (A )2AY + 4y (2122)2(AV)?]
—[4Diz%XZW + 4z§’z2()\?/)2/\U + z?(AyV)2XXV]2 > 0.

(3.19)

Recall that D; = A\y(Ay — zlngZW) — %(XWF, for i=1,---,d. For the first inequality

)

in (3I9), it is sufficient to require that, for (A}V)? small enough,

4
NGV

Di = )\U()\U — ZlZQX?/) 4

For the second inequality in (3:19]), denote \yy — zleXiW = «a. We observe the following
simplification:

4[4D Ay — 2t (A2 Ap] x

[4Dia = (a4 2272 2R + 420 (2122)2 (A )2 |

—[Di PN + 428 (V) A + A (Y)2AY ] > 0,

AN [AD; — ] % [4Dia - ag} - [4D,~z%XiW + 63]2 >0,

4

= 640Dy — 16D221 ()2 + o(e) > 0,
1 ~
= 64D?(\pa — sz‘()\fv )%) + o(e) > 0. (3.20)
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Here all ¢ terms depend on (AV)2. And the leading term (Ao — %zf(XZW)?) > 0 is the
same as [3.I71 Thus we finish the proof as long as ¢ is small enough. [ |

Proof [Proof of Example 22] According to the above Lemma, let A = X = 0.9, z; = 1,
and zo = 0.3, we obtain Ay ~ 0.2. By direct computations, condition (3I5]) implies

—0.4(0.3 +v1.09) < AV < 0.4(v1.09—-0.3), i=1,---,d.

In particular, if we choose XZW = —0.12, plugging into [B.20), it is sufficient to require
MY <1073, such that o(¢) is small enough. |

Proof [Proof of Remark[24] For U = 0, and W (z,y) = W(z—y), we have V2 W(z—y) =
—VfcyW(:E —y) and )\}/V = —)\}/V. According to the eigenvalue decompostion, we have

A B (Al Al A1 A1) (A B
(B A> = Dlag<QV[/17QVV17QVV17QVV1> </B\ K) Dlag(QW7QW7QW7QW)’

where
~Nd

- 212214 [+ 22+ 23)la - Z%Diag{&w} J
A = —Nd N R

1+ 2122 + 23)la — z%Diag{)\iW} 1] (1+23)lq— zlngiag{)\XV}‘ 1]

1= =
d

~ 0 Diag{ _ g—fAZW},
B = ) 2 e ) W d

Dlag{ — 3N }iZI Dlag{ — 2122/ }

For fR positive definite, it is equivalent to the following condition:

~ /B\
~ ~ | =
<B '.‘> — Nl4d,

for some positive constant A > 0. It is thus sufficient to prove the following inequalities,
fori=1,---,d, and z1 > 0,29 > 0,

1 ~ 22
21752—|§[(1+2122+Z§)—Z%>\ZW] —71|>\ZW| >\
_ 1 ~ 23
(1+Z§)—Z122)\}/V—|§[(1+2122+Z%)—Z%/\ZV]|—?1|/\ZV|—Z1Z2|/\ZV| > . (3.21)

Assume that AV = —\W > 0, and H(1+ 21204 23) —222V] > 0, then the above inequality
is reduced to the following inequalities:
1 — 22 152
2129 — 1 — 25 > _az 1— 25
2 - 2

It is obvious that such a constant A does not exist unless 21290 — 1 — 22 = 0, A = 0, and

— 22120 > A (3.22)

XZW =0, fori =1,---,d. This implies that exponential decay does not hold for U = 0 and
W(z,y) = W(z —y). In this case, the O(t=*°) convergence derived in [35][Theorem 56]
seems to be optimal. Meanwhile, from ([B.22]), we can provide an estimate of the negative
lower bound for eigenvalues of fR.
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Remark 3.1. Following the above remark, for U = 0, and W (z,y) = W(z — y), we have
Ai(y,z) = Ai(x,y) = —B(x,y). Similar to the condition ([B.22)), matrix A, is at most
semi-positive definite. Let z129 — 1 — z% =0, then Ag > 0. We also note that

(b1(z,0) do(z,0) ¢1(y,0) ba(y,8) R (1(x,0) dalw,v) G1(y,7) Go(y, )"

= 5 (O1(00) —~ 1(9,0) Galr,) — Baly, ) Aa(a,9) <§;§;:%;> (3.23)

The above condition (B.23]) recovers the similar Hessian matrix for non-degenerate gradient
flow equations in [14]. However, matrix A; is always negative definite even if we assume
that V2W is positive definite. These facts show major differences between degenerate and
non-degenerate gradient flow equations.

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM [Z.1] AND COROLLARY

In this section, we present the main proof in this paper. For simplicity of presentation,
we denote f = f(t,z,v) as the solution of PDE (LT]).

We rewrite (I.I) in the following equivalent form:

Of = Vau- (f7) + Ve (faaTVx,v%ﬁ(f)), (4.1)
where
U2
V= Vel [ W)t Dy + U ), (4.2
Td x R4
and

0 —Id>
J= < . (4.3)
lag 0 2dx2d

Formulation (4.1)) is known as the flux-gradient flow [31] or Pre-Generic [20]. We summa-
rize several lemmas below.

Proposition 4.1. For v and J defined in (£2) and [E3), the PDE (L)) is equivalent to
the following form

0
Of =Vay- (fr)+V- (faaTvx,vﬁg(f))’ (4.4)
Furthermore, the following identity holds:
1) 1)

In particular, we denote

W®p= / W(x,9)f(t,y, 0)dyds, plt,y) = / £ (b, 0)di. (4.6)
Td x R Rd
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Proof First, we observe that

<_(f’]1‘d><]Rd VSL‘W('Z'v y)f(tv Y, md:ﬁdy + VIU(‘T))>

U2
. [—+ / W(x,wf(t,y,mdwwzf(:c)}.
Td xR4

2

Furthermore, using the fact V - (JV¢) = 0 for any smooth function ¢, (L)) is equivalent
to the following formulation:

2

0F = Vo (FV [+ [ Wt Dty +U(z)] )

2

= Vau- (faaTVmw [logf + % + /deRd W (z,y)f(t,y,v)dvdy + U(:E)])

Applying the fact that %5 =llogf+1+ % + Jpayga W(z,y) f(t,y,0)dvdy 4+ U(x)], we
have

atf - Vx,v : (f/y) =V (faaTvx,v%g(f))y

where v = JV, U[ﬁ + Joama W(z,y) f(t,y,0)dvdy + U(z)]. Furthermore, we observe that
ol T JTdxr

2
Vo (1) = Ve log Vel + [ Wla) (. 5)dody + U @)
1)
= f<vx,vﬁg(f)7’y>7

where we add (Vmﬂ,[% +U(z)+ W ® p(x)], JVLU[g +U(x) + W ® p(z)]) =0 in the last
step. Notice that V - (fJVlog f) = 0, we obtain
)

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption W (x,y) = W (y,z), we have

0 1) o)
Se() =~ /Q (V576(1),007V $:8(F) fdadv = ~DEu(£),

where E(f) is the free energy defined in (2.1)), and DEL(f) is defined in (2.3]).

Proof Clearly, PDE (L)) in formulation (@Il can be written below. From equality
([£5]), we have

]

f=Vew- (flaa™ + J)VWW

£(1))-



Thus

G = [ Sz aupdade
- %sm Vi (flad” + J)Vx,v%é’)dwdv
=~ [ (Vausrtolaa” + 9z £ iy
__ /Q (V%U%E,CLCLTV%U%E( ) fddo,
where we use the fact that
(Ve g (1) =0,

Lemma 4.2 (Technical Lemma). Suppose Assumption [21] holds. Then

17

DEq(f) < -2 R(6E,08) f(t,z,v) f(t,y,0)drdvdydy < —2A\[DEq(f) + DE.(f)].

OxQ

We leave the proof of Lemma in section Bl
Proof of Theorem [2.1] According to Lemma [£.2] we have
O DEa(f) < —2ADE4(f)-
Furthermore, using the fact that

_%g(f) = DE4(f) < DEau.-(f),

we have

_[Dga,z(f) - Dga,z(foo)] = /too %,Dga,z(f(& * ))ds
Step A: < —2) OODé'avz(f(s, -, -))ds
t
< =2\ /OO DEL(f(s,+,-))ds
t

d
= —2)\/t —Eg(f(s, -y -))ds
Step B: = —2X[E(f) — £(fs0)]-
From Step B, we have
E0) ~ E(fao)) 5 [DEas(f) ~ DEws(f)]
From Step A, we have

—[DEu-(f) = DEq:(foo)] < —2X /too DE, . (f(s,,) — DEqy (foo)ds.
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Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we have

Dga,z(f) - Dga,z(foo) < 6_2>\t[D€a,z(f0) - Dga,z(foo)]

Using the inequality (1), we have

E(f) ~ E(fo) < g5 [PEsll) ~ Duslf)] < e Do) ~ DEus(foc)],

which finishes the proof. |

Proof of Corollary Recall that

E(f) = /Qflogfdxdv—l—%/QHvHQfdxdv
1

+= W(z,y)f(x,v)f(y, 0)drdvdydv —1—/ U(z)f(xz,v)dzdv.
2 Jaxa 0

Similarly, we denote £(fx) as the free energy associated with the equilibrium f,,. We
know that f., satisfies the equation,

ool v) = %e—énvn?—fg W (2y) foo (4.0)dydv—U (x)

)

which implies that

1

108 foo = =30l = | W) sl 0y~ Vo)~ log Z

where Z is the normalization constant. We thus obtain

E(fo) = —% o W (z,y) foo(x,v) foo (y, 0)dxdvdydd — log Z.

Following the above representation of £(f ), and denoting f = f(¢,-,), we derive

E(f) — E(f)
= /f(t,:z:,v)logf(t,x,v)d:ndv—l—1/HvH2f(t,x,v)d:Edv
Q 2 Ja

—I—l/ W(:E,y)f(t,:z:,v)f(t,y,ﬁ)d:ndvdydf)+/ Ulz)f(t,x,v)dxdv
2 Jaxa Q
1

1 / W (2, ) foo 2, 0) oo (y, ) dzdvdydis + log Z
2 Jaxa
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1
= /flog—d:ndv+/flogfoodxdv+§/ Hv\|2fd:ndv+/U(m)fd:ndv+logZ
Q Q

- W(z,y)f(t,z,v)f(t,y,0)dedvdydd + ; W (z,y) foo(x,v) foo (y, ¥)dxdvdydd

QXN OxQ

= /flog ——dzdv — flt,z, )W (x,y) foo(y, v)dydvdzdo
QxQ

= W (z,y)f(t,z,v)f(t,y,0)dedvdydo + ; W(x,y) foo(x, ) foo(y, ¥)dzdvdydd

QxQ QxQ
1

2 Jaxa

= /flog ——dzxdv + =

v

2

v

/ﬂw—MM—4ww FocllZ,

where the last inequality follows from our assumption in ([2.9). Applying the Csiszér-
Kullback-Pinsker inequality, we have

E(f) — E(fxo) /ﬂ%—wa—cmv foel2:

v

> §Hf — foollFr — §CWHf — fooll21-
The proof is thus completed assuming that Cy < 1. |

5. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section, we provide all proofs of technical lemmas in the previous section. For
simplicity of notations, we use the integration notation that f = fQ Besides, we denote
QO =Q, xQ,, O, =T Q, =R? and use the notation p to represent the marginal density
function of f on the spatial domain, i.e.,

p(t,x) = f(t,z,v)dv. (5.1)
Qy

5.1. Notations and Information Gamma operators. In this subsection, we prepare
some notations for later on computations in technical lemmas.

Denote ¢ € C*°(f) as a smooth testing function. Denote the Kolmogorov operator
L := L(f) for PDE (L) as

Lo =vVap=Vyo- Vac(/Q W (z,y) f(t y,0)dvdy + U(z)) + Avg — v - Vyo.

We also denote the L? adjoint operator with respect to the Lebesgue measure of L as L*.
In other words, (L1]) can be written as

of=1L"f.

W(l‘, y)(f(tv €, U) - foo(xy U))(f(tv y,v ) foo(y, ))d$dydvdv

/ flog f_dxdv - l/ ’W(‘Tay)’ : ](f(t,a:,v) - foo(x7v))‘ : ‘(f(t7y76) - foo(yaf)))‘dxdydvdﬁ
00 QXN
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Following Proposition 4.1l we decompose the operator L as

Lo =Lo— (7,V),

where

~ ’U2
Lo = V-(aa"V¢)+ <aaTV(—? —U(z) =W ® p(z)), Vo).

Denote a z-direction generator:

~ 1)2
L:p = V- (22'V) + (22" V(=7 = Ulz) = W @ p(x)), V).

We first define Gamma one bilinear forms I'y,I'f: C®°(Q2) x C®(Q2) — C*°(£2) by
T1(6,¢) = (a'Ve,a' Ve)ga, Ti(¢) = (s7V6, 2 Vo)za. (5:2)

Next, we recall the following information gamma calculus introduced in [23], where a and
z are chosen as constant matrices. Define the following three bi-linear forms:

[9,T5,Tz, . : C®(Q) x C®(Q) — C=(Q).
We denote

Fa(0,6) = 5E01(6,0) ~ T1(L6,9),

and
~ 1~ -
[5(6,0) = 5LT1(6,0) - T5(L6,6).

We denote the irreversible Gamma operator:

Mr,.(6:0) = (Lo+L0)(Vom) - 3(V(N1(6,0) +Ti6,0).7). ()

We first present the following proposition for a and z defined in (2:2]), which is a special
case of [23][Proposition 9]. See other (generalized) Bakry-Emery formulation in [6] for
degenerate operator L and [5] [1] for non-degenerate operator L.

Proposition 5.1. For any ¢(x,v) € C*(Q2), we have

d
To(g,¢) +T5(¢,0) = > [z%\agmw + (14 23)107,, oy, O + 22120/02 . 6

i=1

d 2d
> aJV[aaTw—g—z —U(z) = W ® p())];0x, 00! Vb

i=1 iy
d 2d ’U2
- Z Z zg—V[aaTV(—? —U(z) =W ® p(2))]; 0, P2V,
k=1}=1

where we denote (x1,---Tq,v1, -+ ,0q) = (T1, -+ ,T24), and Vo = (Op, f,- -+, Opyy®). Fur-
thermore, we denote a' = (af, - ,a})T € R>2d gnd 2T = (2], --- g7 e Rx2d,
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We next prove the following equivalent formulation for the irreversible Gamma operator.
For simplicity of presentation, we use the following notation in the rest of the paper:

0
= — . A4
€ = () (54)
Lemma 5.1. For irreversible Gamma operator I'z, , = I'z, +T'z, defined in (5.3), we have
/ Iz, (6E,08) fdxdv = — / (aa"VE, VAV E) fdxdv,
/Fzz(éé’,ég)fdzndv = —/(zzTV55,V7V5€>fd:Edv.

Proof We lay out the proof for the first identity with matrix a. The second identity
for matrix z can be proved in a similar manner. Recall

Tz, .(08,0) = (LOE+L,0E)(VIE, ’y>—% (V(T1(08,56)+T%(5€,6€)),~) = I'z, (3€,66)+T1, (5E, 5E),
and

L6 = V- (aa'VOE) + (aaTV(—U; —U(z) =W ® p(x)), VE),

v2

L6 = V-(22"V6E) + <zzTV(—3 —U(z) — W ® p(x)), VOE).
Then we have

/an(ég, 0&) fdxdv

- / [(E55)<v55,7> —%W(rl(ag,ég)),w] fdzdu

?}2
- / [v ((aa")VOE)(VIE, ) + (VOE,7)(VOE, (aa" )V (— 5 = Ulx) =W @ p(w))>] Fdadv

+ / %v (fYNVOE, (aa")VEE)dadv.
Using the fact V - (fv) = f(VOE,~) = f(VIE, ), we have
/an(éé',&é’)fdxdv (5.5)

1)2
= / [V - ((aa")VBEE)(NVEE, v) + (VSE, ) (VIE, aaTV(—? —U(z) = W ® p)))| fdrdv

1
+ / §(V55,’y><v55,aaTV55> fdxzdv.
Applying integration by parts for the first term, we have
/ V - (aa"VEN(VSE, ) fdxdy

= — / [(aaTV&S’,Vlog UVBE, Y)Y + (aaTVOE, V26E) | fdady

- / (aa"VE,VyVEE) fdxdv.
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Plugging the above equality in (5.5]) and using the fact VOE = Vlog f — V(—% —U(z)—
W ® p(x)), we have

/ Iz, (0€,6E) fdx
= / —%(Vég,’y)(v&i’, aa" V&) fdxdv
—/ [(aaTV&‘J, VAVEE) + (aaTVIE, V255’y>] fdxdv
= / —%(V FANVEE, aa VE ) dxdv
+ / %W(—”; —U(z) — W ® p(x)),yWVE, aa VEE) fdrdv
- / [(aaTvag, VAVEE) + (aaT VSE, v2557>] Fdzdv.
Applying integration by parts for the first term and using the identity V- (v) = 0, we have
/ —%(v F,)(VEE, aaVE)dzdy
1

_ / 5V ((V€, aaTVaE)) fdudo

_ / %w, (V6E,V (aaT)VOE)) + / (aaTV8E, V20E) fddu.

By summing over all above terms, we obtain
/an(55,55)fdxdv = —/(VvV&S,aaTV(S&)fd:Edv

In the above equality, we use the fact that (V(—% —U(z) =W ® p(x)),y) = 0 and
V(aa") = 0 since a is constant matrix. This completes the proof. [ |

5.2. Proof of Lemma The proof of Lemma[£.2]is divided into the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. For DE,(f) defined in 23)), we have the following equality:
ODEf) = —2 / [Fo(0€, 66) — (aa VOE, VAVSEY fdudv

-2 /(V?EyW(x,y)(J + aaT)V%f,&S’(y,27),aaTVm7v5€(:E,v)>f(x,v)f(y,27)d:17dvdydf).

Proof For DE,(f) defined in ([Z3]), and the structure of matrix a, we have

DEL(f) = / (V6E,aa VSE) fdadv.
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We derive the dissipation of DE,(f) as below, where we denote V =V, ,,

ADEL(f)
= 2 / (VO0E, aa"VoE) fdxdv + / (VOE, aa VE) D fdxdy

= —2/((8t(55)(x)v - (faa" V&) dxdv + /(Vdé‘,aaTV(%Wtfdxdv
= —2/((525(x v,y,9)0:f (y,9)V - (faa' VE)(x, v)dxdy +/<V55,aaTV(5S>8tfdxdv

= -2 /(W(:E,y)@tf(y,f)))v (faa"VE)(z, v)drdvdyd — 2 /(l&gf)v - (faa"VE)dxdv

i
+ / (V68 aaTV5E)D, fdudv.

Hence

W DE o (

- / W (a,9)[Vys - (faaTVya08(y, ) + Vi - (f1)]Varn - (f0T V2068 (2, ) drdudydy
—2 / ?[vxm (faa V4 u0E) + Vo (f1)) Ve - (faa" Vy w68)dzdy
+ / (V6E,aa"VIENV - (faa "V, 108) + Vi - (f)]dxdv

= —2/W 2,y)Vys - (faa V5068 (y, 7)) Ve - (faa Vg o0E (x,v))dedvdydd - - - Jiy
—2/W 2,9)Vyis - (fY)Vaew - (faa' V08 (x,v))dzdvdydd - - - Toy
-2 / ?vm-( faa" V4008V y - (faa' Vy,0E)dadv - - - Jio

-2 / %vw (fY)Vaw - (faa"Vy,0E)dxdv - - - Jog

+ /(V(55, aa"VIEV - (faaTVw,U&S’)d;pdv o Tis

/(V(55 aa"V3EW yy - (fy)dadv - - - Jos
= Ju+ T2+ T3+ Jo1 + Jo2 + Jo3.

We first have

Ji = —2/<V§yW(x,y)aaTVy,555(y,6),aaTVx7v(55(a:,v)>f(x,v)f(y,ﬁ)da:dvdydf;.
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Next, using the identity V., - (fv) = V- (fJVOE), we have
Ty = 9 / W (2, 9) Vs - (f1)Varo - (faaT V008 dedodydy
= —2/(V:%yW(:E,y)JVy,MS(y,z?),aaTmeég(:E,v))f(x,v)f(y,27)d:17dvdydf).

Furthermore, applying the identity V. - (fv) = f(VéE,~), and we have

J22 + Jo3

~ 9 / Voo (fy) Lz Q;TV“‘%) fdrdv + / (VOE, aa VOE)V 4 - (fy)dwdy

= -2 / Vo (f7) [(VI,U log f, aaTVx,v55> + V- (aaTVI,U&E’)] dxzdv

/ (V6E,aa"VIE)V 4. - (fy)dxdv
_ 9 / Ve (1) 00E. 00V, 08) + LOE ] ddo + / (V6E,aaTVOE) Vs - (f)dady
= -2 / (VSE,y)LOE fdxdv — / (V6E,aa"VEEV 1 - (fy)dadv
— / (V6E, 7V L.68 fdd —% / (VI1(58. 56). ) fddo|
= -2 / Tz, (6€,0€) fdzdv.
Similarly, we have

Ji2 + T3

/ faa VewdE)Vy - (faa Ve wd€)dxdv
/ Vi€, aa" VOEIWV - (faa' V408 )dxdy
= / Vm w0E, a0V, ,0E) + Léé’} L* fdxdv + /(V&S’, aa' VOEL* fdxdv
2 / erl(ag,ae) —rl(Eae,af;)] fdxdv
= -2 / [2(0€,6€) fdadv.
Applying Lemma [5.1] and combining the above terms, we finish the proof. |
Lemma 5.3. For DE.(f) defined in (24]), we have the following equality
oDE.(f) = —2/[f§(5€,55) — (22"V6E,VAVHE)] fdzdy

-2 /(Vin(x, Y)(J +aa" )V, 568 (y, D), 227 Vi o0& (2, 0)) f (,v) f (y, 0)drdvdydd.
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Proof For DE.(f) defined in ([2.3]), and the structure of matrix a, we have
DE.(f) = / (VSE, 22T V6E) fdadv.

We derive the dissipation of DE,(f) as below:
DE(f)
= 2 / (VOOE, 22T VE) fdxdv + / (V6E, 22"V 6E)D; fdady

= -2 / ((0:6E)(2)V - (f22" VOE)dxdv + / (VSE, 22TV 6E)0 fdadv
= -2 / (6% (z,v,y,0)0: f (y, 0)V - (fz2 VOE)(z,v)daxdv + / (VOE, 22"V E)D, fdady

l&tf)v (f22"V6E)dxdv

= —2/(W(az,y)8tf(y,f)))v (f22"V6E) (x, v)dzdvdydd — 2/(f

+ /<V55, 22T VE)0, fdxdv.

Plugging in the equation for d,f, we have
HDE ,(

= -2 / W (x,9)[Vys - (faa' Vg 56E(y, ) + Vs - (fN)]Vaw - (f227 Vi & (2, 0))dzdvdyds
-2 / ?[vx,v : (faa V:c,v(sg) + V:c,v : (f’Y)]V:c,v : (fZZTme(sg)dZ'd’U

+ / (V6E, 22"V 0NV - (faa Vi ,6E) + Vo - (f7))dedv

= —2/W z,9)Vys - (faa® Vy50E(y, 1))V Um}-(fzzTVx,vdé’(x,v))dmdvdyd@"'jfl
=2 [ W)y (1) (£ V.08 o, 0)odudyds - T
9 / %v (faa"V 0 08) Vo - (f22 TV u0€)dadv - Ty
=7 Ve (1) (227 o - T
/ (VOE, 22TV IEV o - (faa V,o08)dadv - - - T

/(V(55 22V V3EWV 0 - (fy)dzdv - - - T
- jlzl + jlzg + jlzg + jgzl + jgzg + jgzg.
We first have

JH = —2/<V§yW(x,y)aaTVy,f,éS(y,fD),zzTVx,U&E’(x,v)>f(a:,v)f(y,f))dxdvdyd®.
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Next, using the identity Vg, - (fvy) = Vau - (fIV20E), we have

J51 = —2 / W(z,y)Vyis - (f7)Vaw- (fzzTVLvé&)dxdvdydg

= —2/(Vin(x,y)JVy@(SE(y,6),zzTVx,U55(x,v)>f(a:,v)f(y,ﬁ)da:dvdyd17.

Furthermore, applying the identity V. - (fv) = f(V2.,0E,7), we have

Jo2 + Jo3

S / Voo - () Lo Z;TV“‘SE) Fdxdv + / (VOE, 22 TVEE)V g - (f7)dadv

— 9 / Vo (f7) [<vm log f, 22TV 46€) +vm,v-(zvam,v55)} dzdv

/<V55 22"V6EVWV 4w - (fy)dxdv
- 2 / Voo (f7) [<vx,vae,zvax,U55> +ZZ<55} dwdv + / (VOE, 22 TVEEVV 40 - (f7)ddv
= -2 / (VOE,AVL, & fdadv — / (VOE, 22TV GEVV ooy - (fy)dzdv
- [ / (V6E,~)L,6€ fdwdy — = / (VI(5€,8),7) fda;dv}
= -2 / Tz, (6&,6€) fdxdv.
Similarly, we have

TJh+J5 = —2 (faaTVx 2w0E)VV g0 - (fzzTVx 20E)dxdv

—
*hl)—t

(VOE,22TVEWV - (faa"V,,0)dxdy

\

Il
[
NS

(V008,227 V4 406) + Ezae] L* fdwdv + / (V6E, 22V VOEVL* fdwdy

%Er;(&g, 5€) — T1(L.0€, 55)} Fdadv

Il
|
N\

Il
b
\\\\

r 1 ~ ~ —_~ —_~

ELI‘f(ch,&S’) —T5(LOE, 6E) + T5(LOE,0E) — Fl(Lzéﬁ,&S’)] fdzdv
Ty (6E,68) fdado,

where the last equality follows from the following observation

/ 03(E0€, 6€) — T1(L.06, 6€)| fdwdv — 0, (5.6)



for constant matrices ¢ and z. We first observe that
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/ 0%(L6E, 6E) fdxduv
= / I3 (<V(—§ —U(z) =W ® p(x)),aa" V) + V - (aa' VSE), 55) fdxdv
_ / I (rl(_”; ~Ulz) — W ® p(x), 66), 55) f4TE (v - (aaTV3E), 55) Fdadv
- / I (rl(—”2—2 —Ulz) - W ® plz ) fdxdv — / V - (ad"VEW - (f22TVEE)dxdy
- / I (rl(—”; —U(z) - W ® p(x ,55) Fdzdv — / V - (ad"VEEVW - (f22TV6E)dwdy
- / I (rl(—”; —Ulz) - W ® p(z ,55) fdxdv — / V - (ad"VEW - (22T VE) fdudv

— / V - (aa"VEY(Vog f, 22T VE) fdxdv.
Similarly, we have

/ Iy (L.0E, 0E) fdadv

:/Fl (Ff(—U; —U(x) =W ® p(z),E), (55) fdxdv — /V (aa"VE)V - (22T VE) fdxdv

— / V- (22TV6E)(Vlog f,aa" VOE) fdxdv.
Furthermore, by direct expansion of the gradient, we have

/ V - (aa"VEY(V log f, 22T VE) fdxdv

= — / (a"V6E,a"V(2TV log f, 2TVE)) fdxdv

o 37 37

d d
N ZZ Z (@@%;a €, log fO2.

= / V- (22"V6E)(V log f,aa"VEE) fdadv,

d
> (aF0s,08a %0, 2.0, Tog f20,,0€) ) fdadv
Yy % (aTaTszTa D€, log f8x555> Fdzdv

_55) fdadv
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where we denote (z1, -+ ,z4,v1, - ,vq9) = (%1, ,x9q) and use the fact that a and z are
constant matrices. Similarly, we have

2
/r{ (rl(—% U)W ® p(g;),ag),&:) Fdzdv
2

_ /rl (T5(=% = Ul@) = W ® ple), 56), 68 ) fdwd,

which proves equation (5.0]). Applying Lemma [5.1] and combining the above terms, we
complete the proof. [ ]

We are now ready to prove Lemma Recall the mean-field Langevin dynamics

(5.7)

dl‘t :Utdt
dv, =(—v — VoV (4, f))dt + V2dB,,

where f is the solution of PDE ([I.1]), and we denote

Vi, f) = /Q Wz, y) f(t,y, 0)dyds + U(z).

Proof [Proof of Lemma [£.2] We first present the explicit formulation of matrix 9. Fol-
lowing from Lemma and Lemma [5.3] we have

8tD5a,z(f)
= -2 / [T2(68,68) + T3(0E,66) — ((aa™ + 22T )VEE, VAVEE) fdudv

-2 / Vin(az, Y)((J+aa")V, 50E(y, D), (aa" + 227V, ,0E (x,0)) f (2, v) f (y, 0)dzdvdydd.
Following from the definition of Ty and T3 from Section 4 and Proposition 5.1l we have

Do (66,86 + T5(5€,66) = [z%|8§m55|2 + (14 22)[02 5|2

i=1

i+dxi+d58|2 + 2Z1Z2|a§i1‘i+d
d 2d ’U2
> a,TV[aaTV(—7 ~U(z) = W ® p(2))];,0, 6Ea] VOE
i=1 j=1

d 2d 2
- Z Z z,IV[aaTV(—% —Ux) - W® p(x))],%axkész,jvas,
k=1k=1

= ||9ess0E||E + Ra . (0E, 6E),
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where we define

d
[Hessd€]F = [zﬂagmagﬁ + (1 + 2102, 10r, OE1 + 22120102 ., OE I
i=1
d 2d ’U2
Rao(06,06) = =D Y aiTV[aaTV(—? —U(z) = W ® p(2))];,0x, 6€a] VOE

=1 k=1

d 2d 9
-y ng[aaTw_% ~U(z) = W ® p(x))]; 00,06 2] VEE.
k=1j=1

According to the above computation, we have
/ [(Ty 4+ T3)(68,68) — ((aa’ + 22T )VE, VyVE)] fdadv
Q

+ / (Va,W (2, ) + aa" )V, 308 (y, 7), (aa’ + 227V, ,0& (2, 0)) f (2, v) f (y, §)dedodydi
> R+ R,

where we denote

R, = / (VfﬂyW(az, y)(J+ aaT)Vy@éS(y, 0), (aaT + zzT)VI,Uéé'(a;, v)) f(x,v)f(y, 0)dzdvdydo.
OxQ

Ry = / R (0E,68) — ((aa’ + 22")VE, VyVEE) f (x, v)dxdo.
Q
If Assumption 2.1 holds, we have
/ [(Ty 4+ T3)(6E,68) — ((aa’ + 22" )VE, VAV E)] fdadv
Q

+/Q Q(Vin(x, y)(J+ aaT)Vy@éé’(y, ), (aa” + zzT)Vm7v55(x, v)) f(x,v)f(y, 0)dzdvdydo
X

Y

R+ R = R(VIE,VIE)f(t,x,v)f(t,y,V)dxdvdydd
QxQ

A /Q (D158, 6€) + T3 (€, ) fdwdv = A[DEy(f) + DE.(S)).

v

Thus, we only need to show that 2R is indeed the matrix defined in Definition 2.3 With
some abuse of notations, we denote R = R + NRa. In the following, we derive the explicit
formulation of $R as defined in Definition 23] and Definition 3.1l

Case 1: For d=1, the % has the following two parts. for constant matrices a = (0 1)7
and z = (21 29)7,

N = / (VoW (2, y)(J + aa" )V, 568 (y, 5), (aa’ + 227)V, ,0E (w,v)) f (z, v) f (y, §)dadvdydd.

= /(Vég(y, 7)) Tsym ((aaT + zzT)TV§yW(a:, y)(aa” + J)) (VOE(z,v)) f(z,v) f(y,0)dzdvdydd.
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To be precise, we denote [ = foQ in R;. Plugging in the matrices a, z, and J, we have
the following symmetrization of the matrix,

sym <(aaT +22T)TV2, W (2, y) (aa” + J))

= sym((aa’ + 22T W(az,y)(aaT+J)>
Z1%29

e (0 )
y 2122 (1+23) ) L1 /50

(
((o >>

- Sym<<2122 1241r2§2)>2x2 <8 ) my‘g/($’y)>2dx2d>
< X

2
nyW(a:, Yy
v2

0

_ Wz, y)
= Mg —zleV JW(z, y)>

_ < ~4V2,W(z,y) ) |
_7v:2cyW(x7y) _ZlZQV%yW(‘Tay)

This implies that

= [(vocw.onT | . ° ~F V2, W () V€ 5)dadvdyds.
) (_%V%yw( b e | (V€ 0) o) 0, )dadodyd

As for the second term, we have
Ry = / [Ra.2(68,0E) — ((aa” + 22T)VE, VAVE) f (x,v)dadv
Q
= / (VOE) TR VOE f(x,v)dzdv.
Q

By direct computation and matrix symmetrization, the matrix 9o has the following rep-
resentation,

0 0 0 _
R = (=t V) | T 1[ o2y, | 2 2 (0 G ) ))) }
0 - 281)2 7 2 —ZIV( : ov : ) ! v

1 1
—5[(V’y)TaaT + aa' Vq] — 5[(V7)T22T + 22"V,
with (V7)i; = V;7;, such that

v < _01 I V2 W (@, y) f(ty, v)dydo +va<x>> _ < 0 vm(a:,f)) ,

and
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By direct computations, we have

Ry = <8 (1)> +%[<202> (21,22) + (2) (0 Z2)] - %[(ny)—raa—r +aa"VA]

—%[(Vv)TzzT + 227V

D (4 D e T
01 saze 23 —% 0 $[V2V 23 — 23] V2V 2129

_ < 172 Flz120 + 23 — Vi‘N/Z% + 1]>
Heizo + 25 — VAV 2R + 1] 1+ 23 — VW22 ’
For notation simplicity, we denote U(z,v) = VoE(z,v) and U(y,0) = VE(y,v). Recall
that V(z, f) = JoW f(t,y,0)dydo + U(x), we have
9{1 + Ry
_Ay2
= z,v) f(z,v)f(y, v)dxdvdydo
: V@‘gw(l"y) U, 0) f (z,v) f(y, ) dedvdydd
QXQ y) —2122Ve, W(z,y)
1 2 o2 1.2
UT (z,v <1 2122 ~ 5 312122 +§2 Vszvvzl + 1]> U(z,v) f(z,v)dzdv
tzze + 25 — V2, V2] + 1] 1425 — Vi, Vzizg
_Ay2
= ( 2 ngW(x,y) ) U(z,v)f(z,v)f(y,0)dxdvdydo
QXQ ) —ZlZQnyW(x,y)
1 2 2 77,2
2’12’2 5[2’122 + 25 — VmUzl + 1]
< (2120 + z2 Uz% 41 14 z% V2 Uz U(z,v) f(z,v)dzdv

_Avy2?
+/ UT(a; 1)) 2 vxxW(:an)
923¢/ —TVExW(‘T,y) _2122v§xw(‘ray
= Tit+T2+Ts.

)) U(z,v)f(y,?)f(z,v)dydodzdv

Using the fact that W (z,y) = W(y,z), and V2, W (z,y) = szW(y,:E), we have

T+ Ts
_ A2
=5 | ., > VaW00) ) G0 0) £y, 5) (0 dydidado
2 Jaxa —IVIW(z,y) —z2122VZ,W(z,y)
_ A2
+ [ UT<y,@>< gy zvygw(y’x))U<y,ﬁ>f<y,@)f(m)dydadxdv
2 Jaxa -5V, W(y,x) —2122Vy,W(y,z)
_AHvy2
A 2 VasWE) )y 0) f(a,0) £y, ) dododyds
QxQ _Tlvxyw(xay) _le2vxyw(x7y)

:/ [%UT(x,U)Al(%?J)U(%U)+%UT(?J=1~))A1(?J=$)U@’@)
QxQ

+UT(y,9)B(z,y)U(z, v)] flx,v)f(y,0)drdvdydo
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_ 1 v 5 Ai(z,y) B(z,y) U(x,v) . Nododud
= Q/QXQ (UT( ,v) UT(y, )) <B(m,y) Al(yw)) <U(y,{;)> f(z,v)f(y, v)dzdvdydd,

where we denote

22
Al(xay) = ( z%vz OW _%V§§W($’y) ) )
— 2 Vaz (m,y) _zleVxxW(x7y)
M) ( 2 —%%V%W(y,:n)»
_?Vyyw(y7$) —2122vyyW(y,$)
22
B(z,y) = ( 22 20 _%V%W(%y))
_7vxyw(xay) _le2vxyw(xvy)

Combining 7 with the above term, we have

Ti+Ta+Ts
_ 1 .1 Iy Al(az,y)+2A2(az,y) B(xvy) U(‘Tvv)
= g [ e U (MR 20 (0600
f(z,v) f(y,0)drdvdydv
_ 1 Z.v ¥ Al(‘rvy)"i_A?(‘Tay) B(‘Tay) U(LZ',U)
= 5 e ) (MR ) (V)
f(z,v) f(y,0)dxdvdydo,

where we denote

Po(z,y) = 2123 sz + 25 — V2, U(2)2f + 1]
2EIT \Lez + 4 - V2,U ()2 +1] 1422 — V2,U(z)21 2
1 2 2 2
2122 Lz1z0 + 25 — V2, U (y)23 + 1])
A2(y, 2 uy (5.8
2(y, ) <%[2122 + 235 — V2, U(y)zi + 1] 1+ 25 — V2,U(y) 2122 (5.8)

This produced the matrix tensor for Definition 3.l Combining the above matrix terms,
we have

where we denote

A($7y) = Al(x7y) + Ag(l‘,y)

0 A
- (—évixw(w,y) —2122V Wz y)
1
2 l(

+ Z129 1+Z1Z2+Z2)—21V§m
T+ 2120 + 23) — 22V2, U ()] (14 23) — 2122V2,
_ 212 S+ 2120+ 23) — V2 V( )]
3l(1+ 2122 + 23) — 2 VE,V (2, y)] (1+23) — 2122VmV(<L" y

Aly,x) = 212 30+ 21 4+ 28) — 4V, V(y, )]
) 5[(L+ 2120 + 23) — 2}V2, V (y, z)] (14 23) — 212V2 V(y, z) )
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with V(z,y) = W(z,y) + U(x), and

A2
S R Al
—%nyW(l',y) _le2vxyw(xay)

This produces the matrix tensor for Definition 23]

Case 2: d > 2. We first demonstrate the derivation for d = 2. By direction computations,
we have
a_0010T Z_210220T
~\0 0 0 1) SN0 oz 0 z) 7

sym <(aaT + zzT)TV?CyW(x, y)(aa" + J))

and

= sym ((aaT + zzT)V?cyW(x, y)(aa” + J))

_ sym<<2%|2 212212 ) <V:2£yW(x7y) O> <0 _|2> )
a1zl (14+23)l), , 0 0/ \l2 2 /4504

22
_ < 0 —%Viywu,y))_
—%V?I;yW(ﬂf,y) _Z1Z2v:2cyW(x7y)

Similar to d = 1, by routine computation, we have

0000 0 0 2z1zs 0 0 0 -1 0
m, — |0000 0 0 0 dzmz | 110 0 0 -1
>~ loo1o 1nz 0 22 0 2(-1 0 0 o0
0001 0 3zz 0 23 0 -1 0 0
—2122 0 %(z%vmlf/ - 23) %z%Vm1£2T~/

_ 0 —2122 %zfvxm‘i 223V 000,V —Nz%)
%(’Z%vmlmlv — Z%) %z%vmgzv zlz2vm1m1‘~/ le2vgc1:c2‘~/
222V, V 223V 40,V — 23) 2129V g1,V 2129V 40z, V.

where V(z, f) = JoW(z,y)f(t,y,v)dvdy + U(z). We then combine the two matrices
following the proof for d = 1. Similarly, for any d > 2, we have

R(z,z,y) = 1 (A(x’y) BWU?J)) € Ridx4d

2 \B(z,y) Ay, )
where
Alz,y) = < 2 0 —%V%W(JE,ZJ) ) )
_%V?c:cw(xv y) _2122v926xw(x7 y)
n <1 21222|d s %[(1 + 2’1222 + Z§)|d — ZEV%IU(QE)]>
5[(1 + 2122 + z2)|d - ZlvmmU(:E)] (1 + Z2)Id - ZlZQwaU(IE)

D=

_ z122l4 (14 2122 + 23)lg — 22V2, V (2, y)]
%[(1 + 2129 + z%)ld — z%VixV(az, y)] (1+ z%)ld — 2120V2, V(z,y) ’
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for V(z,y) = W(x,y) + U(z), and

2 o2
0 _TmeW(xyy)

B(ﬂ?,y) = _Z_%v2 W(x y) —2122v2 W(‘T y)
2 Yy ’ v 7

Separating the matrix A(z,y) into A(z,y) and Ax(z,y), we derive the matrix defined in
Definition 311 ]

1]
2]
8]
[4]
[5]

(6]

[7]

8]
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