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Abstract

Contractive coupling rates have been recently introduced by Conforti as a tool to establish convex Sobolev
inequalities (including modified log-Sobolev and Poincaré inequality) for some classes of Markov chains. In
this work, we show how contractive coupling rates can also be used to prove stronger inequalities, in the form
of curvature lower bounds for Markov chains and geodesic convexity of entropic functionals. We illustrate
this in several examples discussed by Conforti, where in particular, after appropriately choosing a parameter
function, we establish positive curvature in the entropic and (discrete) Bakry-Emery sense. In addition, we
recall and give straightforward generalizations of some notions of coarse Ricci curvature, and we discuss some
of their properties and relations with the concepts of couplings and coupling rates: as an application, we show
exponential contraction of the p-Wasserstein distance for the heat flow in the aforementioned examples.
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1 Introduction

In this work, we are mostly concerned with finite state space continuous time Markov chains and we assume that
they are irreducible and reversible: we use the letter 2 for the state space, L for the generator and m for the
invariant measure. A fundamental problem in the theory of Markov chains consists in estimating the speed of
convergence to the stationary distribution and giving upper bound for its mixing time. Convex Sobolev inequalities
are a particular useful tool to address this task. Given a convex function ¢: Rso — R such that ¢ € C1((0,0)),
we define the ¢-entropy of a function p: Q@ — Ry by

H?(p) = Em[d 0 p] — ¢(Em[p])- (1)

Notice that by Jensen’s inequality H?(p) > 0 and H?(C) = 0 for any constant C' > 0. Therefore, if we denote by
p = 5—7’7‘1 the density of a probability measure p with respect to m, we can think of H?(p) as a (non-symmetric)
measure of distance of y from m. We also recall the definition of the Dirichlet form £: R® x R® — R via

E(f,9) = —Enlf(Lg)l,
and of the ¢—Fisher information
I%(p) = E(p, ¢ o p). (2)
We then say that a ¢-convex Sobolev inequality holds with constant K > 0 (notation: CSI,(K)) if for all positive
functions p: Q — R we have that

KH?(p) < T%(p). (3)

The interest behind this inequality lies in the fact that, denoting by P, = e’ the semigroup associated to the
generator L, we have the well known identity

d
Eﬁd)(Ptp) = —I%(Pyp)

for any p: @ — R>g. Thus, by Gronwall Lemma, (8] is equivalent to the exponential decay of the entropy along
the heat flow

H(Pip) < e K" H?(p),
and therefore quantifies the speed of convergence to equilibrium of the Markov chain. Classical choices of the
function ¢ include the function ¢, for « € [1,2] defined by

tlogt—t+1 ifa=1,
ol(t) = “ 4
ba(t) {g—t-i-l ifa € (1,2 Y

a—1

When ¢ = ¢1, we get the relative entropy and inequality (B)) is the celebrated modified log-Sobolev inequality
[2] (notation: MLSI(K)); when ¢ = ¢, we find the variance and (8] is the Poincaré inequality (notation: PO(K)).
For a € (1,2), inequalities ([B]) are known as Beckner inequalities, which interpolate between modified log-Sobolev
and Poincaré |2, [16].

Curvature of Markov chains In the setting of Riemannian manifolds, positive Ricci curvature lower bounds
have been linked to many functional inequalities: this has motivated the seminal independent works of Sturm
[27] and Lott and Villani |18], who extended the notion of curvature lower bound and many of its consequences
(including some logarithmic Sobolev inequalities) to a large class of geodesic metric measure spaces. In spite of its
generality, this theory does not apply to Markov chains on discrete spaces; for this reason, several adapted notions
of curvature have been proposed, based on different equivalent characterisations of Ricci curvature for Riemannian
manifolds. Among these, we recall in particular the entropic curvature by Erbar and Maas |L1], which is based on
displacement convexity of the relative entropy with respect to an adapted Wasserstein-like metric # introduced in
[20] (see also the work of Mielke |21]). This theory shares many similarities with the classical Lott—Sturm—Villani
one, and among its merits it is such that many of the desired functional inequalities follow from positive lower
bounds on the Ricci curvature, including in particular the modified log-Sobolev inequality. Moreover, as shown in
|L0], the role of the classical relative entropy (with respect to m) can be taken over by other ¢-entropy functionals
as defined in (l), provided one changes accordingly a parameter function in the definition of #: once again,
from positive geodesic convexity one can derive many consequences, including the convex Sobolev inequality (B]).
Unfortunately, establishing positive lower bound for the entropic Ricci curvature (or more generally K-geodesic
convexity of an entropic functional H?) of a Markov chain can be challenging, and in many interesting examples
good estimates are not available.



Coupling rates and Conforti’s results While studying the entropic curvature of a Markov chain is a difficult
task, in general even finding good estimates on the best constant for the modified log-Sobolev inequality (or other
convex Sobolev inequalities) can be difficult. For this reason, in the recent paper [5], Conforti introduced a method
based on the new notion of coupling rates to study general convex Sobolev inequalities, and applied it to some
interesting classes of Markov chains. Coupling rates are a modification of the familiar notion of couplings: roughly
speaking, they are used to “couple” the action of the generator L from two different states. While couplings have
been extensively used to establish fast convergence of Markov chains (“probabilistic” approach to fast mixing),
their use to establish convex Sobolev inequalities (which belong to the “analytic” approach to fast mixing) is less
common, and the results of [3] give an interesting connection between these two families of methods.

Our contribution and organization of the paper In this work, we show that couplings rates are also a
powerful tool to establish entropic curvature lower bounds for Markov chains and other related inequalities. By
adapting Conforti’s arguments, we illustrate this in most of the examples discussed in [5]. As an illustration of
the applications of these methods, we state below one particular instance of our results. We refer to Sections 2H4l
below for precise definitions.

Theorem 1.1 (Cf. Sections .T.1l [£3)). Denote by Ric. the entropic curvature of a Markov chain, as introduced
m [11/.

o For the Curie—Weiss model with size N and parameter 8 > 0, in the limit N — co we have
Rice > (1= 8) + (1 —28)e™”?

for B < %

e For the Ising model in dimension d with parameter 5 > 0, we have
Rice > 14 e 204 — 3d(1 — e=29)e?Pd
if 2d(1 —e=2F)etdB < 1.

e For the hardcore model on a graph with maximum degree A and parameter 8 > 0, set k., =1 — (A —1) and
Rx = min{B,1 — SA}. Then
. Rx
Rice > — + Ry
2
provided that BA > 1.

We remark that in all the examples above we find new estimates for the entropic curvature of those Markov
chains: these estimates imply in particular MLSI with the same constant obtained in [5], but also other interest-
ing functional inequalities, such as exponential contractivity along the heat flow of the popular Wasserstein-like
metric # of |20] (see Section [2] and references therein for more details). Therefore, in this sense, we provide a
strengthening of the results of [5].

To conclude this section, we briefly present below the organization of this paper while giving a more complete
overview of our contributions.

e In Section 2] we give some preliminary definitions and introduce the general abstract inequality that we
consider: it reads Z(p, ) > K/ (p, ) for a constant K and all p: Q@ — Ry and ¢: @ — R and depends on
an additional weight function 8: Ryg X Ryg — Rsg. In the following subsections, we motivate the interest
in studying this inequality. In particular:

— In Section 2] we explain that when 6 is the logarithmic mean then the inequality corresponds to an
entropic curvature lower bound for the Markov chain (see [L1]). We recall some necessary definitions
and consequences of such curvature lower bound, including MLSI(2K).

— In Section 2.2l we extend the considerations of the previous section to the case where the relative entropy
is replaced by some other ¢-entropy functionals, and in particular explain how we recover a family of
convex Sobolev inequalities as in [B]) (consistently with [5]), together with other functional inequalities,
by applying the results of |10].

— In Section 23] we recall that if 6 is the arithmetic mean then the inequality of interest corresponds to a
lower bound for another notion of discrete curvature, namely the discrete Bakry—Emery one (see [26]).



e In Section Bl we recall the definition of coupling rates. Moreover, we show how (under some basic assumptions
on the weight function #) they can be useful for establishing our main inequality, especially when they are
“contractive” as in [5]: we explain this by providing a technical lemma and some heuristic considerations,
which can also guide future applications of this tool.

e In Section [ we illustrate the considerations of the previous section by considering most of the examples dis-
cussed in 5] and correspondingly establishing the general abstract inequality B(p,v) > Ko/ (p, 1) introduced
in Section 2l More specifically:

— In Section 1] we consider Glauber dynamics, which includes in particular the Ising model and the
Curie—Weiss model.

— In Section we consider a simplified version of the Bernoulli-Laplace model.
— In Section 3] we consider the classical hardcore model.

— In Section 4.4] we consider the case of interacting random walks on the discrete grid N.

In particular, by choosing 6 to be the logarithmic mean, we find new estimates for the entropic curvature
of the Ising model, the Curie-Weiss model and the hardcore model, and we recover the best known lower
bound for the entropic curvature of the Bernoulli-Laplace model.

e Finally, in Section Bl we make some considerations about the notion of contractive coupling rates and the
connection to the notion of coarse Ricci curvature [24] and its variants, reviewing some well known definitions
and properties and providing some natural generalizations. In particular, as done by Conforti for the specific
case of the interacting random walks of Section [£.4] we show that in all the other examples discussed in
Section Ml we have an exponential contraction of the Wasserstein distance (with respect to the natural graph
distance d on Q) of the form

_Kt
W;D(Ptpvptg) <e F Wp(paa)
for all starting densities p, 0 and p > 1, when the assumptions of the respective main theorems are satisfied.

We emphasize how, in some sense, this section shows that the connections between probabilistic and analytic
methods emerging in [5] carry over at the level of curvature: contractive couplings are indeed naturally linked
to coarse Ricci curvature, and yet we use them to establish in particular entropic curvature lower bounds, a
rather analytic notion of curvature.
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2 Preliminaries and main inequality

Following |5], we work with a so called “mapping representation” of the Markov chain, which we briefly recall. We
are given a set of moves G (where a move o € G is a function o: Q — Q) together with a transition rate function
c: 8 x G — Rsq, so that ¢(n, o) represents the rate of using move o starting from state 7. Such a mapping
representation has already proved useful before in establishing functional inequalities and curvature lower bounds
for Markov chains [25, |4, [11]. Typically (and if not otherwise specified) we use the letter 7 for a state and o, v, ¥ for
moves. We make the assumption that for each move o there exists a unique inverse c~! € G such that o~ ton =17
whenever m(n)c(n, o) > 0 and, without loss of generality, we also assume that a null move e (the identity map)
belongs to G. With this notation, we can write explicitly the action of the generator L of the continuous time
Markov chain in the form

Ly(n) = Y e(n, ) (¥(on) — () (5)

o

for any 1:  — R. We also use the notation

Votb(n) = (on) —¥(n)



for the discrete gradient and
S={(n,0)€eQxG|c(no)>0}

The reversibility condition implies that for all bounded functions F': 2 x G — R we have

> mmem,o)F(n.o)= Y mn)c(n,o)F(on,o). (6)

neQ,ceG neQ,oecG

To introduce our main inequality of interest in an abstract way, we first need an additional ingredient, i.e. a
weight function 6: Rs¢ X Ryo — R>¢. In this paper, we always work under the following basic

Assumption 1. The weight function 6 is such that:
1. 0 is not identically 0;
2. 0(s,t) =0(t,s);
3. 0 is differentiable;
4. 0 is concave.

For given 6, it will be convenient to also introduce the additional quantity

5,6>0: 20(s,t
0(s,t)>0 (S )

€ [0,1], (7)

where we see that My < 1 by choosing s = t. From the definition it follows immediately that Vs,t > 0
2Myb(s,t) < 0(s,s) + 0(t,¢t).

We are now ready to state the inequality which is the main object of study of this paper: given a weight
function 6, we aim to prove that

Bp, ) > K (p,v) (8)

for all positive functions p: Q@ — R, functions ¢:  — R and for a constant K € R independent of p, ), where
we have

A (p.9) = 5 S mOn)eln, )8(p(n). plom) () — wlom)]®
'%(pu "/J) = %(Pﬂﬁ) - @(pu Q/J)u

with

“(p.) = 1 S mtnetn. ) { 0ot otom) - ( L) o) — vion.

Do, 0) = 5 S mn)e(n, 0)6(p(n), plom)) () — lom)) (L) — Lup(om)).

Depending on the choice of 8, inequality () has different interpretations and consequences, which we explore
in the next subsections.

2.1 Logarithmic mean and entropic curvature

The main reason for studying inequality (8) comes from the work |11] and for choosing as # the logarithmic mean

1 s—t .
01(s,t) = / sUPEP dp = {m if s # 1,
0

s if s =t.

Let us now denote by P () the set of probability densities on €2 with respect to m, i.e. functions p: Q@ — Rxg
such that E,,(p) = 1, and by P.(£2) the set of strictly positive densities. In [20], Maas introduced a Wasserstein-like



metric # on P(Q) via a discrete variant of the Benamou—Brenier formula, and showed that, as in the classical
setting, for any p € P(2) the heat flow t — Pip = e'Fp is the gradient flow of the relative entropy functional in
(P(Q),#) started at p, where the relative entropy is the restriction of the functional H? (as in (@) to P(£).
Writing it explicitly, for p € P(2) we have that

HO (p) = Y m(n)p(n)log(p(n)),

neQ

with the convention that Olog0 = 0 in the above sum. In this setting, inequality (§]) can be interpreted as a
lower bound of the Hessian of H?®' with respect to # (see [L1]), or equivalently as a statement of K-geodesic
convexity (see also the independent work of Mielke |21]). As gradient flows of geodesically K-convex functionals
enjoy many useful properties, functional inequalities can be subsequently derived for the Markov chains. In the
next proposition, we collect some of them and we refer the reader to |11, 14, 8] for the details and additional
interesting results.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that 0 is the logarithmic mean and that inequality [8) holds for some K € R and for
all p: Q= R, pe P (Q). Then:

o the HWI(K) inequality
K
H (p) < (p, )3/ 191 (p) — 5 7 (p, 1)°
holds for all p € P(Q);

e for any p,o € P(Q)
W (Pup, Pio) < e X' (p,0);

e if K > 0 then the modified log-Sobolev inequality MLSI(2K)
KM () < T (1)

holds for all p € P.().

When (8) holds for the logarithmic mean, we say that the entropic curvature of the Markov chain is bounded
from below by K, and we use the notation
Rice. > K.

For the logarithmic mean, we have My, = 1 (cf. equation (7)) and Proposition 2.4)).

2.2 Weight functions and convex Sobolev inequalities

In some cases, it is possible to let other ¢-entropies take over the role of the relative entropy in the previous section,
following [10] and by choosing an appropriate weight function 6. First, we consider a function ¢: R>¢ — Rx>¢ and
correspondingly we make the following

Assumption 2. The function ¢: R>o = R is such that
1. ¢ is continuous and ¢ € C%(R=o);
2. ¢ is strictly conver.

Moreover the weight function 0 = 04 defined by

s—t -
o(s.1) = L FOa®  HSFL (9)
) 1 . o
R
satisfies Assumption [1l.

A first motivation for defining 0 as in (@) comes from the following

Proposition 2.2. Suppose Assumption [ is satisfied for some K > 0 and that inequality ) holds. Then the
convex Sobolev inequality @) holds with constant 2K (notation: CSI4(2K)).

D



The proof of this proposition is given in Section [Al the idea is that, when restricting to the specific choice
¥ = ¢ o p, inequality (B) is equivalent to the second order differential inequality
d2
3| HO(P) > 2KT(p). (10)
t=0
From this, it is standard to deduce the convex Sobolev inequality (B]) with constant 2K, essentially by integration,
following what is known as the “Bakry-Emery argument”. Actually, this is exactly the approach used by Conforti
in |5], that is, he uses couplings rates to establish (I0) and subsequently deduces the convex Sobolev inequality
CSI4(2K). Since (IU) is a particular case of (8) for a specific choice of 1, it is clear that proving (8) under
Assumption [2] gives a stronger result as compared to (I0) and is in general more challenging to achieve as one has
to deal with two unknown functions (p and 1) as opposed to just one (i.e. p). Another difference with the work
of Conforti lies in the assumptions on the convex function ¢: indeed, our Assumption 2l requires that 6 is concave.
This assumption was present also in [16] and (as already observed there) implies in particular that # is concave,
which is a classical assumption for the continuous setting. On the other hand, Conforti does not assume concavity
of 6, but requires instead that the function

(s,t) = (s = 1) - (¢'(s) = &'(1)) (11)

is convex.
While both assumptions are enough to deduce convex Sobolev inequalities, it is possible to make a further
more demanding one and deduce stronger consequences from inequality (&).

Assumption 3. Assumption[2 is satisfied. Moreover, with 0 as in (@), we have that:
* p € C*(R>o);
e 0 € C®(Rsp x Rso);
o 0 extends to a continuous function defined on R>¢ x R>q;
o O(r,s) <O(r,t) for all0 < s <t and 0 <r.

If the above is satisfied, then in [10] the authors showed it is possible to adapt some of the results of Section
211 Replacing the # metric with a suitable modified metric #; (where the new weight function 6 replaces the
logarithmic mean), it holds that for any starting density p € P(2) the heat flow ¢t — P;p is the gradient flow of
the ¢-entropy H? in (P(Q), #). Moreover, as in the previous section, inequality [ si equivalent to K —geodesic
convexity of H? in (P(£), #;) and the following holds

Proposition 2.3. Under Assumption[3, suppose that inequality @) holds for some K € R and for ally: Q — R,
p € P.(2). Then:

e the inequality
K
HO(0) < #(p, )\ T2(0) — 5 W (p.1)?
holds for all p € P(Q);

e for any p,o € P(Q)
Ws(Pip, Pro) < e X'Wy(p, 0);

o if K >0 then the ¢-convex Sobolev inequality CSI,(2K)
2KH(p) < T%(p)
holds for all p € P.(Q).

All the functions ¢, defined in (@) satisfy Assumption [ (see also |16, Lemma 16]): for the corresponding
weight function, we use the notation ,. Notice in particular that for & = 1 we recover the logarithmic mean of
the previous subsection, while for 1 < a < 2 we have

a=1 s—1 i
00‘(57t) — { sa—1_ta—1 1f S # t? (12)

«
Lg2-a if s =1t.
«



Proposition 2.4. For « € [1,2] we have

1 ifoze[l,%] or a = 2;
2(a—1) if e (27 )

The proof of this proposition is given in Appendix [Bl

Remark 2.5 (Case a = 2). The case a = 2 is particular and should be studied separately. In this case, indeed, the
wetght function satisfies 0o = % Therefore, the quantities B(p,v) and < (p,¥) become independent of p, which
makes establishing inequality ) significantly simpler. Actually, for 8 = 04 establishing @) for all p,v is equivalent
to establishing [L0Q)) for all p, as done by Conforti. Therefore, in this case it is usually possible to establish inequality
@®) with a better constant than what would happen just under Assumption [l In all the examples of Section [{],
this can be achieved by a simple modification of the arguments after substituting 6 = %, or alternatively, given the
equivalence of ) and [@0), by just applying the results of [4]. For this reasons, for the results of Section[4) applied

to 60 = 0, we focus on « € [1,2) when comparing to [4].

2.3 Arithmetic mean and discrete Bakry-Emery curvature

If 6 is the arithmetic mean (for which My = 1), it is known that inequality (8] is equivalent to a lower bound for
the discrete Bakry-Emery curvature (see for example |19]). For completeness, we recall the definitions and include
a proof of this fact. In analogy with the classical setting, for f,g: Q@ — R define

1

L(f,9)(m) = 5 > eln. o) (flom) — fF(n))(glon) — g(n)),

o

L(f)=T(f, f) and
1
Da(f) = SEDU) = T(f, L),
Definition 2.6 (|26]). We say that the curvature condition CD (K, o0) is satisfied if for all f: @ - R

Ly (f) = KL(f). (13)

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that 6 is the arithmetic mean. Then for any K € R inequality [) holds if and only if
CD(K, ) holds.

Proof. Notice that, using reversibility,

)(p(n) + plon))[b(n) — v (on))?

RNy

A (p, ) =

> eln, o) [w(n) — v(on))?

o

N~

S et o
> m(n)p(n)

m(n)p(mT (1) (n).

[
=[]



Moreover, using reversibility multiple times (cf. also (@),

C(p, ) = é Zﬁ: m(n)e(n, o) (Lp(n) + Lo(on)[¢(n) — ¢(on)]?
-3 > kel ) Lol ~ vl
= i 2 Wm(n)C(m a)e(n,7)(p(vn) — p(n)) [ (n) — ¥(on)]?
= i n; m(n)c(yn, o)e(n, ¥)p(n) [ () — b(oyn)]?
- i nzg% m(n)e(n, o)e(n, v)p(n) () — b(on))?
-3 Z m(n)p(n) Z ¢(n,7) ;{cwn, o)) = w(omm)]* = eln, o) (n) - o)’ }

and

m(n)e(n, o)(p(n) + plon)) (W (n) — ¢ (on))(Lp(n) — Ly (on))

m(n)p(n) Y e(n, o) (W (n) — (o)) (Lb(n) — Lip(on))

o

(mp(mT (Y, Lap)(n).

Il
SM 1\3|>—~34>|>—‘
3 JM ’QM

Therefore, ([8) is equivalent to

> mm)p(m)Tav(n) = K> m(n)p(n)Ti(n). (14)

n

From this, it is clear that CD(K, co) implies (§]) by choosing f = ¢. Conversely, choosing p = % to be the density
of a Dirac and ¢ = f in ([I4]) gives the converse implication. O

For more details about and consequences of the discrete Bakry-Emery curvature we refer the reader to [15]
and the references therein.

3 Coupling rates and curvature lower bound

Coupling rates were introduced by Conforti in |5] as a tool to establish convex Sobolev inequalities. They are a
modifications of the usual notion of coupling, and they apply to continuous time Markov chains. Roughly speaking,
they are a way of letting the generator L act at the same time on two different states in a way that is consistent with
equation (Bl when one looks separately at the two states. More precisely, for any n € Q and o € G, we consider
coupling rates between the neighbouring state 1, on in the form of a function ¢°P'(n,on,-,-): G x G — R>q such
that

> P, om,7,9) = e(n, ),
el

Z ccpl(m on,v,7) = c(on, 7).
Y

It can be seen easily seen that coupling rates always exist (up to changing without loss of generality the values
¢(o,e) and c(om, ), where we recall that e € G is the identity map/null move. In |5], Conforti showed that coupling



rates are useful for organizing the terms appearing in the inequality (I0) and thus (if one manages to establish it),
in proving convex Sobolev inequalities via the Bakry-Emery argument. Heuristically, it turns out it is convenient
to consider not arbitrary coupling rates, but rather “contractive” ones, where contractive informally means that
“as often as possible” yn = Jon (and, in particular, a fruitful choice is (v,%) = (0,¢) or (e,071)). Indeed, when
this is achieved, some terms cancellations going into the right direction occur when studying inequality (I0]).

In the rest of this section, we show that similar considerations also hold when studying the stronger inequality
[@®). Below, we derive a lower bound for %(p, ) using coupling rates under only Assumption [Il on #: this gives
a sufficient condition for establishing the inequality %B(p,v) > K/ (p,1). In general, this is a more challenging
situation compared to (I0]), since now we are dealing with two unknowns (p, ) as opposed to just p, and we also
have an additional non linear weight function 6 to deal with. Moreover, as discussed in Section 2.2] inequality (I0)
corresponds to a particular case of () with the choice ¢ = ¢’ o p and 6 as in Assumption

We now proceed to show how arbitrary coupling rates can help rewrite the main inequality (8) in a convenient
way, by organizing the involved terms. Notice first that we can write, using coupling rates,

Vo(p(n), p(on)) - <LLp[ES773))

=V0(p(n), p(on)) - [Z Pl (n, 0m,7,7) (pp_(”m) —rln

S
=
N—
.

) (on) — plo
V5 1
:chpl(n,gn,y,ﬁ)Vﬂp(n),P(mﬂ) ’ {<pp($70nn))> B p?gi%)}

VY

> Z P n, on, 7, 7)[0(p(vn), p(Fon)) — 0(p(n), p(on))],

where we used concavity of 6 in the last line.
Therefore for €(p, 1) we have the lower bound

> 1 30 S mlnleln, o) ¢, 0,7 70 oG ) — Vo)

7,0 7Y

- Z Zm P, on,7,7)0(p(n), plon)) [ (n) — v (on))*.

As for the term Z(p, 1), we can write
Z Z P, on,7,3)0(p(n), p(on)) (¥ (1) = Y(on)(Y(yn) — Y(Fon))

-5 Z > m(n)e P, on,7,7)0(p(n), plon) (1 (n) — (on))*.

0 7,3
Combining the bound for € and the expression for & we derive the following:
Lemma 3.1. We have
>4 ZZ o) ¢ (n,0n,7,%)J (1, 0,7,7) (16)
0 7,7
for all p: Q = Rsg and ¥: Q — R, where we define the function J: 2 X G x G x G = R by
J(1,0,7,7) = {0(p(yn). p(Gom) + 0(p(n), p(om)) Y (n) = (o))
=20(p(n), plon))((n) — (o)) (W (yn) — (o).
It is also convenient to define the function I: Q2 x G x G x G — R by
1(7750'577:)/) = 11(7770'775;}/) - 12(7770'775;}/)
Li(n,0,7,7) = 0(p(vn), p(Yom)) [t (n) — (om)]* > 0,
L(n,0,7,7) = 0(p(n), plon))[t:(vn) = »(Fom))* > 0.
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Notice we have

J(n,0,7,%) = I(n,0,7,7) + 0(p(n), plon)) [b(n) — w(on) — p(vn) + ¥ (Fon)]?

> 1(n,0,7,%)- )

At this point, we can see at least heuristically why it is useful to consider especially contractive coupling rates. In
view of Lemma [B1] to establish inequality (&) it suffices to prove that for some coupling rates

% > > mmem, o) P (n,0m,7,7) 7 (1,0,7,7)
7,0 7Y (18)
>K > m(n)e(n,0)0(p(n), plon))[e(on) — 1 (n))*.

n,0

Notice now that when vn = Jon the second term in the definition of J(n,on,v,7) is 0, so J is non-negative. In
particular this is true when (vy,7y) is equal to either (o, e) or (e, '), and in this case we find some terms appearing
in the sum defining &7 (p, ) (i.e. in the right hand side of the previous inequality (I8])).

We conclude this section by emphasizing that, while this method potentially applies to a wide variety of settings,
in general it seems that some extra assumptions on the Markov chains are helpful to get the desired conclusions.
In particular, reversibility of the model and an underlying symmetry of the structure of the Markov chain can help
obtain useful terms cancellations.

4 Applications

In this section, we apply Lemma [B1] to establish the general inequality of interest (8) for most of the examples
considered in [4], under just Assumption [l In particular, Section 1] [£.2] and [£.4] corresponds to Section 4,
5.1, 5.2 and 3 of |3] respectively. Not surprisingly, the proofs are similar to the ones of Conforti, and in all these
examples the considered contractive coupling rates are the ones constructed in [5]. The case of the interacting
random walks of Section[4lis the only one where an additional assumption is present as compared to |[5]: moreover,
as done by Conforti, in that section a localization procedure is used to deal with the infinite cardinality of the
state space.

4.1 Glauber dynamics

We work in the setting of Section 4 of |3] (i.e. Glauber dynamics) and we use the same notation, which we briefly
recall. The state space is a finite set . We assume that ¢ = ¢~! and oyn = von for all moves o,y € G and
states n € Q. Given an inverse temperature parameter § > 0 and an Hamiltonian function H: 2 — R, the rates
are defined by

c(n,0) = exp(—gvaﬂ(n))

where we recall the notation V,H(n) = H(on) — H(n) for the discrete gradient. The reversible measure is then
the Gibbs measure

m(n) = Ziﬂ exp(—BH(n))

where Zg > 0 is the appropriate normalization constant. Finally we make the technical assumption that x(n,0) > 0
for all states n and moves o, where we define

k(n,o) =c(on,o) — Z max{—Vc(n,7v),0}.
VyFEo

This assumption is crucial for the construction of appropriate contractive coupling rates, for which we will apply
Lemma [3T] We also define the quantities

Ky = inf k(n, o) + k(on, o), R» = inf k(n, o).
n,0

n,0

Notice that 27, < K.
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Theorem 4.1. With the previous notation, suppose that for all n € Q and o,y € G we have oy = yo, 0 = 0!

and k(n,0) > 0. Let 0 be a weight functions 6 satisfying Assumption[d. Then
R
Bp,0) = (MFz + 50 ) (p, )

for all functions p: Q@ — R and ¢¥: Q@ — R.

Remark 4.2 (Comparison with |5]). In [4, Thm. 4.1], under the same assumptions on the model, Conforti
establishes inequality [IQ) and thus CSI$(2K) with constant K equal to

° %* for general convex ¢ satisfying convexity of ([I));
o =+ Ry for ¢ = ¢1 (thus MLSI(k, + 2R5));
° %/{* fO’I’ gf) = Qba with o € (1,2]

Thus, by the discussion in Section 3 (recalling Proposition [2.4)), we obtain a stronger results for the case 0 = 6,
and complementary results for other choices of 6.

Proof of Theorem [4.1]

As done in [5], we define

T<(n) ={(0,7) | 0 # 7, Vec(n,v) <0},
T>(n) ={(0,7) | o # 7, Vec(n,v) > 0},
T=(n) = {(0,7) | 0 # 7, Voc(n,v) = 0}.

We then define the same coupling rates:

min{c(on,v),c(n,v)} ify=7and o # 7,

=Voe(n,7) if ¥ =0 and (0,7) € T<(n),
_ Vee(n,7) if y =0 and (0,5) € T~ (n)
cpl _ ) ) )
c (777 0'775777) - K(O”l’], 0.) 1f '7 — 0.7,7 — e,
K(TLU) if’7:67’720'7
0 otherwise.

Notice that these are admissible, thanks to the assumptions on the model. With these coupling rates and using
Lemma B and (I7) we can write Z(p,¢) > (A + B+ C + D) with

A= >" m(n)e(n, o) min{c(n, ), clon, 1)} (n,0,7,7),

n,0#Y

B=—= > mmecmo)VecnNI(n,0,7,0),
n,(e,7)ET<(n)

C= > mmemo)VecnNI(n,0,0,7),

(0, 7) €T (n)

D=3 m(n)e(n,o0)(x(on,0)J (n,0,0,¢) + r(n,0)J (1.0, ¢, 7).

We show below that A = B = C' = 0 and that D > (4MyF; + 2k.)4 (p, 1)), which concludes the proof of the
theorem. It is useful to have an auxiliary lemma:

Lemma 4.3. For alln € Q and 0,7 € G with o # ~y the following hold:
1. ¢(n,0)Vec(n,v) = c(n,7)Vqc(n, o).
2. c(n,o)c(on, ) = c(n,v)e(yn, o).
3. Voc(on,y) = =Vec(n, 7).
4. (0,7) €T<(n) <= (v,0) € T=(n).

12



- (0,7) € X7 () = (0,7) € T=(n).
- (0,7) € X7 (on) < (0,7) € T=(n).
- (0,7) €T () <= (0,7) € T=(n)
I(n,0,7,0) = —=1(n,7,0,7).
I(on,0,0,7) = —=1(n,7,7,0).

1

S

I(n,0,7,7) = —1(yn,0,7,7).
Proof of Lemma. Statements 1-7 were already observed in the proof of |5, Thm. 4.1] and are easy to check, while

statements 810 are immediate from the definitions. O

Term D We have

J(n,0,0,¢) = {8(p(on), plon)) +8(p(n), p(on))}(n) — w(on)]”
J(n,0,¢,0) = {8(p(n), p(m) + 8(p(n), plom)} (1) =W (on))”

and so

k(on,0)J(n,0,0,€) + K(n,0)J(n,0,€,0)
>{#=10(p(om), p(on)) + 0(p(n), p()] + K.0(p(n), p(on) b (n) — (o))

>(2MyFx + £2)0(p(n), plon)) [ (n) — ¢(om)]”.

Therefore we get
D > (4MyRs + 20.) (p, ).

Term B We have using Lemma [£.3]

B=— Z m(ﬁ)c(ﬁa U)VUC(% 7)1(77’ 9,7, U)

n,(o,7)EYT<(n)

=— > mmemn,o)Vec(n,y)I(n,0,7,0)

7,(v,0)€EYT<(n)

= — Z m(n)c(n,’y)vyc(ﬁa0)1(777%07 /7)
yer<

= Z m(n)c(n, o)Veen,v)I(n,o,7v,0)

and so B = 0.

Term C This is similar to term B using reversibility. We have

C= Y mmecmo)Veeln,7I(n,0.0,7).
1.(0.7) €T > (n)

Using reversibility with F(n,0) = > 5., s>y Voc(n,7)I(n,0,0,7), the other assumptions (o = o~ 1) and
Lemma [£.3] we get
C=- > mmewo)Vecn,y)I(on,0,0,9).

n, (oY) EYL<(n)
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We want to show this expression is 0 analogously to what done for B. Notice that

C=— > mmemo)VecnNI(on,0,0,7)
n,(0,9)EY< ()

=— Y mnem,o)Vocln,7)I(on,0,0,7)
1,(3,0)ET< (1)

=— Y mmemA)Vseln, o) (0,77, 0)
1,(0,7)EY<(n)

= Y meln,0)Vocln,H)(on,0,0,7)
n,(0,7)EYT<(n)
= — C7

which implies C' = 0.

Term A We split A into three different terms A = Ay + Ay + As, where

A = Z m(n)e(n, o)e(on,v)I(n,0,7,7)
n,(0,7)EY<(n)
Az = S mmem o)eln,MIn,0.7,7)

1,(o,7)EY>(n)

1
As=5 > me(no)(clon )+ c(m)I(n.0.7.7)
n,(o,Y)EYL=(n)

We want to show A; + A = 0 and A3 = 0. Notice that using reversibility with the function F(n,vy) =
ZU;(U 1)ET> () c(n,0)I(n,o,v,7) we get, using Lemma 3] and the assumptions of the model,

Ao= D m)e(n,o)e(n,)I(n,0,7,7)
(o) €T (1)

= > mmel, vy, o) (v, 0,7,7)
n,(0,Y)EYL> (yn)

== Y. mmemo)lon,NI(n,0,7,7)
n,(o,7)EYT<(n)
=— A

Hence the contribution of the first two terms is 0. It remains to show that A3 = 0. This is done in a similar way
by using reversibility with the function F(n,v) = > Yer=(m) c(n,0)I(n,0,v,7) to see that (with the help of

Lemma [£3))

o:(o,y

> mm)eln, o)en, MI(n,0,7,7)
n,(o,7)EY=(n)

= > meln, ety o) (yn,0,7,7)
n,(0,7)EL=(vn)

=— > melo)elonNI(n,0,7,7).
n,(0,7) €Y= (n)

Therefore A3 = 0. This concludes the proof of the theorem.

4.1.1 Examples of Glauber dynamics

Below, following |5], we present two examples of Glauber dynamics models satisfying the assumptions of Theorem
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Curie Weiss model For the Curie Weiss model, the state space is the discrete hypercube Q@ = {—1, 1}N for
some integer N > 0. The set of moves G is given by G = {01,...,0n5} U {e} where 0;: @ — § corresponds to
flipping the ¢-th bit. Finally, the Hamiltonian function is

1
H(n) = “ON Zmﬁj-
9

In this setting, the assumptions of Theorem 1] and the explicit values of k4, %, were checked by Conforti, who
proves the following

Theorem 4.4 (Thm. 4.2 of |4]). Assume that

where fow,g,n: N —= R is defined by
few,sn(m) = e” FN=1=2m) {1 ~(N—1-m) (eW - 1)}
+en(N-1-2m) [1 - m(e% - 1)}

Remark 4.5 (Comparison with |9]). In particular, in the limit N — oo, the condition above reads § < % Thus
by choosing 0 = 61 and combining Theorems [{.1] and [-4] we have that as N — oo the entropic curvature of the
Curie—Weiss model satisfies

Rice > (1 — ) + (1 —2B)e™”
for 8 < % This improves both in the estimate and in the range of admissible B over [9, Cor. 4.5], where it was
proved that, as N — oo, Rice > 2(1 — 28e2%)e™" for S 0.284.

Ising model The second example of Glauber dynamics that we consider is the Ising model. For the Ising model,
we let A C Z% be a connected subset of Z¢, endowed with the inherited graph structure ~ of the discrete grid, and
consider state space 2 = {—1, l}A. The set of moves is G = {0, },., U {e} where 0,: 2 — Q acts on a state n by
flipping the spin 7, at site . Finally, the Hamiltonian is defined by

1
H(n) = =5 ey
Ty

Again, the assumptions and values of k., %, in Theorem 1] were checked in |5], where the following result is
proved.

Theorem 4.6 (Thm. 4.3 of |4]). Assume that
2d(1 — e ?F)e®? < 1. (19)
Then the assumptions of Theorem[{.1] are satisfied and we have
Ky =2 — 2d(1 — e~ 29)e2Pd
Fr = e 2P _24d(1 — e 2P)e2P14,

Remark 4.7 (Comparison with Cor. 4.4. of |9]). By combining Theorems [{-1] and and by choosing the
logarithmic mean 6 = 61, it follows that

Rice > 14 e 284 — 3d(1 — e=29)e?Pd if  2d(1—e )t <1 (20)
On the other hand, in [9, Cor. 4.4], it was proved for the Ising model that
Rice > 2[1 — (2d — 1)(1 — e~ 2F)e*Pd] e~ 274 if  (2d—1)(1—e et < 1. (21)

As observed by Conforti, the condition in 20) is a bit more demanding then the one in Z1)), but when it is satisfied
then the corresponding lower bound for the entropic Ricci curvature is better (for d > 2).
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4.2 Bernoulli-Laplace model

In this subsection we analyze a simplified version of the Bernoulli Laplace model, following Section 5.1 of [5]. Given
integers L > N € N, where L represents the number of sites and N the number of particles, the state space is

L
0= {nE {0,131 IZm:N},
=1

1 ifi=k,
0 otherwise .
G = {ou | i,k € [L]} U {e} where o, moves a particle from site ¢ to site k if possible, i.e.

where [L] = {1,...,L}. Let &; € {0,1}"] be defined by &;(k) = { Then the set of moves is

o [ n=6+6 ifm(l—mny) >0,
aij(n) = { n otherwise.

The transition rates are given by
c(n,oij) =ni(1 —ny)
and the reversible measure m is the uniform one on 2. Finally, notice that we have oigl = 0ji.

Theorem 4.8. For the Bernoulli Laplace model we have

B(p,p) > (Me + g)ﬂ(p, ¥)

for all functions p: Q@ — R<g and ¥: Q — R and weight functions 6 satisfying Assumption [l

Remark 4.9 (Comparison with |5]). In [4, Thm. 5.1], under the same assumptions on the model, Conforti
establishes inequality [IQ) and thus CSIH(2K) with constant K equal to

) % for general convex ¢ satisfying convexity of ([M);
° % + 1 for ¢ = ¢1, corresponding to MLSI(L + 2);
° O‘2—L for ¢ = ¢ with a € (1,2].

Thus, by the discussion in Section[d, we obtain a stronger results for the case 0 = 61 and complementary results
for other choices of 0.

Remark 4.10. The entropic curvature of the Bernoulli Laplace model has been studied before (see [12]), also
in the more general case of non homogeneous rates (see [14]). In the homogenous setting, our result for 6§ = 6,
recovers the same (best known) lower bound of [12].

4.2.1 Proof of Theorem [4.§

Again, the proof is based on Lemma [B] and adapts the arguments of [5], from which we use the same coupling
rates: for (n,0;;) € S (ie. 7; =1,n7; =0) set

min{c(n, ), c(oi;n,v)}  if v =7,

1 ify=o04,y=corify=e,y =0y,
Pn,oim,7,7) =4 1—m if v =0u,y =05 and ¢ {i,j},

Mk if v = oy, 7 = or; and k & {1, j},

0 otherwise.
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With these coupling rates, the right hand side of equation () from Lemma [B1]is lower bounded by %(A + B+
C + D), where we define

A= Z m(n)c(n, oij) min{c(n, ox1), c(oijn, ok) H (0, 0ij, Okts Ok ),
n,%,7,k,l

B = Z 777 UZJ J(T]a Oij, 045, 6) + J(nv 045, €, Uji)]a
7,1,

C Z 77701] Z(l _nl)J(n70ijuail7Ujl) )

5%,] Ky

D= Z c(noi) | > (0,015,015, 0%) |

5%,] | k74,0

We show that

e A=0,

o B> (4+4Mpo)/ (p, 1)),

« C>2AL-N-1)(p,v),

D =2(N = 1) (p, ¥),

from which the theorem follows by Lemma [3.1] It is convenient to prove first the following
Lemma 4.11. For alln € Q and i,j € [L] the following hold:

. L ifi#kj#Ln=m=1n=m=0,
1. C(T],O—i]‘)mln{c(n7Ukl)uc(aijn70kl)} = { 0 otherwise . !

2. c(n, 045) min{c(n, or), c(oijn, or)} = c(n, op) min{c(n, 0i5), c(oun, oij)}-
3. 1(n,0ij, 0k, 0%1) = —I(okin, 0ij, o1k, o11) whenever c¢(n, oi;) min{c(n, ogr), c(oi;n, ox)} > 0.

Proof of Lemma. Statements 1-2 were already observed by Conforti in the proof of |3, Thm 5.1] and are easy to
check, while statement 3 is immediate from the definitions. O

Term A We have, using Lemma [£.T1T],

A= Z m(n)c(n, oij) min{e(n, ox), c(ign, or) H (0, 04, Ok, TkL)
n,%,5,k,1

= Z m(n)e(n, o) min{c(n, oi;), c(omn, oij) H (0, 0ij, Okts okt
n,%,7,k,l

Zm c(n,ok)F(n,0n)
n,k,l
with
F 775 Ukl Z InlIl{C 7, UZJ) (Uklna Uij)}j(nv Oij,0kl, Ukl)'

Using reversibility ([6) we deduce

A=Y " mn)e(n, on) F(orm, o)

n,k,l
= Z m(n)c(n, o) min{c(n, 0i;), c(own, oij) H (ormn, 035, Ouk, ouk)
56,35kl

= Z m(n)c(n, oij) min{c(n, ox), c(oign, or) H (omn, oij, Ok, O1)
1,8,5,k,1

== Z m(n)e(n, oiz) min{c(n, oxr), c(ijn, ok) 1 (0, 045, Okts Okt
n,0,5,k,1

=—A
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where we used again Lemma .11l It follows that A = 0.
Term B Notice that for (n,0,;) € S

J(n, 055, 0i5,€) = {0(p(ain), ploizn)) + 0(p(n), pos;n)) Heb(n) — v (osm)]
J(n, 055, €,05) = {0(p(n), p(n)) + 0(p(n), p(0ij)) [0 (n) — (0i;m)]?

and so

J(n,0,0,¢) + J(n,0,e,0) > {2Mp + 2}0(p(n), p(on)) [ (n) — ¥(on)]*.

Therefore we get

B > 4(Mj + 1)/ (p, ).

Term C Notice that for (n,0;;) € S we have n; = 1,n; = 0 and there are L — N —1 empty sites left. Moreover
when [ # i, j and n; = 0 we have

J(n,0ij,00,05) > 0(p(n), plogn)) [ (n) — Yloym)]>.

Therefore we get
C > 2L~ N 1)(p, ).

Term D Notice that for (n,0;;) € S we have 1, = 1,1; = 0 and there are N — 1 other occupied sites.
Moreover when k # i, j and nx = 1 we have

J(0, 055, 0n5,015) = 0(p(n), poi;n)) [ (n) — b(osym)]>.
Therefore we get

Combining these results, an application of Lemma B.1] gives

L

B(p,0) > (2 . 1)w<p,w> - (1 T 5)d<p,w>.

This concludes the proof of the theorem.

4.3 Hardcore model

Following Section 5.2 of 5], we consider the classical hardcore model. Let (V) E) be a simple, finite, connected
graph and write x ~ y if the vertices z,y are connected (in the rest of this subsection, x,y always denote general
elements of V). The state space is

Q:{We{oal}v|77x77y:OifINy}-

In other words, each vertex can either be empty or be occupied by a particle, with the rule that if a site is occupied

then its neighbors are all free. Let N, = {y € V |z ~ y} be the set of neighbors of vertexe =, N, = N, U {x}

and as before let 5, € {0,1}" be defined by 6,(y) = { (1) ftﬁefwyiée

G ={vt,v; | i,k € [L]} U{e} where v} adds a particle to site x if possible and ~y; removes it if possible, i.e.

Then the set of moves is given by

oy m+ds ifn+d,€Q,
Ve (1) = { 7 otherwise ,

—0, ifn—46,€Q,
otherwise.

%(n)—{z
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We also denote Gt = {7 |z € V} and G~ = {v, |z € V}. For a given parameter 3 € (0,1) the transition rates
are given by

e =8 [ @=m),

yEN'L‘
(72 ) = e
for all n € Q,z € V. With these choices, we have (v, )71 =y, and the reversible measure is given by
1 -
m(ﬁ) = EEWEQ H ﬁ “,
zcV

where Z > 0 is the normalization constant.

Theorem 4.12. Let A be the mazimum degree of (V, E) and assume that
BA < 1. (22)

Set
ke =1—B(A=1), Rx = min{3,1 — SA}.

Then K
B(p.0) > (5 + Moz ) o/ (p. )

for all functions p: Q@ — Rsq and ¥: Q — R and weight functions 0 satisfying Assumption [

Remark 4.13 (Comparison with |3]). In [5, Thm. 5.2/, under the same assumptions on the model, Conforti
establishes inequality [IQ) and thus CSIH(2K) with constant K equal to

o %= for general convex ¢ satisfying convexity of ([I);
o % 4+ Ry for ¢ = ¢1, corresponding to MLSI(k. + 2F5);
N % for ¢ = ¢ with a € (1,2].

Thus, by the discussion in Section[3, we obtain a stronger results for the case 6 = 01 and complementary results
for other choices of 6.

Remark 4.14. The entropic curvature of the hardcore model has been studied before in [9], where a more general
version of the model is considered. When restricting to the classical version discussed in this section, it was proved

in [9, Cor. 4.8] that
i K
Rice > ?*
under condition [22). Therefore, in this setting, by choosing 6 = 61 in Theorem [{.12 we find a better lower bound
for the entropic curvature.

4.3.1 Proof of Theorem

The proof is based on Lemma Bl and on the arguments in [5], from which we use the same coupling rates. For
(7)) €S (ie. n|x,=0) we set

min{c(n, ), e(vfn,7)} if y = 3,

o if y=7,,7 =7 withy~znly, =0,
Pndn ) =14 8 ity =45 —e,

1-B{yiy~aaly, =0f| irv=eq=1.

0 otherwise.

If (9,7, ) € S then also (v, 1,7,") € S, and so we can set

P v m,7,7) = <P v v 1,
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With these coupling rates the right hand side of equation (6] from Lemma B reads

Z > mm)e(m, D) e (v 0, 73T (0,757 )
(nvm)ES"YV

+— o> mmen, v ) (v mm 3 NI 575 7)-
(77 Ve )E€S VT
Using reversibility (@) with

F(n,0) = 1g-(0) Y P (on,1,9,7) I (n,0,7,7)
ekl

and that J(n,on,v,7) = J(on,071,7,7) (when 0 ~ton = 1) the second term is equal to the first, so we can rewrite
the previous quantity as

1 . i i
5 2 2 mmeln v )e™ ot n 3T (07 7). (23)

(nyi)es 1

Similarly we have

)=y 3 mlmen, ) ) — v )

(nd)es

vy S mlmen ) ) — vt )

(72 )€ES
and using again reversibility the second term is equal to the first, so we can write

Ao )= 3 mn)eln ) [v0m) - ()]

(nvd)ES

We then have that (using that Vn,z,y c(n,v, ) < c¢(vin,7, ) and c(n,7,7) > c(vn,7,)) the quantity @23) (and
in particular B(p, ) too) is lower bounded by 1(A+ B + C) with

A= mm)eln v)elmn v ) I3 7y %)
7,2,y
+ > mm)eln v e(v I m v v w)s
2,y
B= Y mmecm I w5 )

0.,y
z~y,m|§, =0

C= Zm c(n,77) [(1—ﬁ’{y:y~w,nlﬁy=O}DJ(n,%ﬂem;)+ﬁJ(nmiﬁiae)-

We will show that
e A=0,
e B=0,
o C > (Ku + 2MyFRx) (p, V).
An application of Lemma [3.1] then concludes the proof of the theorem. To do so, we will use the following:

Lemma 4.15. For alln € Q and x,y € V the following hold:

g% ifzeeymly,un, =0,

Loe(n, v )elvdms vy ) = e v )e(vdmy) = { 0 otherwise.
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2. oy my,uN, =0 = Vv n = v

8. If nly,un, = 0 then c(n,v}) = c(n, vy ) = B

4 IO v vy vy ) = =Tt ) if 2 <y, nlw,ow, =0 -

5o I e ) = 1y vy if nle,un, = 0.

Proof of Lemma. Statements 1-3 were already in the proof of |5, Thm. 5.2] and are easy to check, while statement
4-5 are immediate from the definitions. O

Term A We look at the first term in the sum defining A: we can write it as
> mn)en, ) F(,7)
7,y

with
F(n,7) = La- () Y D) I35 7,7)-

x

Using reversibility (6) we can rewrite it as

> mm)eln, v el m D IOT v v y)-
7,2,y

Then we have

> mm)en el DI vy )

7,2,y
e QU A E CA TR AR AR AR Iy
7,2,y
== mmem e n )Im A w7
2,y

using Lemma [A.15] Therefore, the first term in the sum of A is the opposite of the second, which implies A = 0.

Term B We have
B= > mmemvxH)Im v vm)-
n,2,Y:
z~y,m|§, =0
Noticing as in |3] that (n,~,7) € S if and only if 1|y, _, we can write
B= > m(n)e(m, v I % v )- (24)

7T,y
mwy,n|N1 =0:1~,=0

By exchanging x,y we therefore also have
B= > m(n)e(, 1y 0,7y Vot > Yy )- (25)
7,2,y
ey, =078, =0

Summing these two expressions we get

2B = > m(n) [e(n, ) I, v e ) + v )07 ey )]
amy ], =01 5, =0
= > m(n)[e(n, ) = el )07 %)
n,2,y:
mwy,n\Ny:Oﬂl‘Nmzo

where we used Lemma [4.15]
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Term C We have

C= Z c(n, it [(l—ﬂ’{y:yNI,nlﬁy:O}DJ(n,ﬁ,eﬁ;)+ﬁJ(n,v$,v$,6)}
—Z c(n, ) [$(n) — (i)

' Kl - ﬂ’{y y ~ @l = 0]) (00, p(m) + 0 (), o)) + BO (o). (o) + 0(p (). p( ) |
2 Z Ye(n, D) [(n) — (v )] (s + 2Mor)

- (/1* + 2MpRx) < (p, ).

This concludes the proof of the theorem.

4.4 Interacting random walks

Following Section 3 of 5], we consider now the case of interacting random walks. One motivation in this subsection
is to find a discrete analogue of the following classical result.

Proposition 4.16. Consider R? equipped with the standard Euclidean distance d. Let V: R* — R be convex, v4
be the law of a standard Gaussian in R% and Z > 0 be a normalization constant so that —e ~Vdrg is a probability
measure. Then the metric measure space (R d, Vd’yd) has Ricci curvature Ric > 1 in the sense of the Lott-
Sturm—Villani theory.

To find a discrete analogue, here the role of R is taken over by the discrete state space = N¢, while the
Gaussian measure 7, is replaced by the multivariate Poisson distribution ) given by the product measure of d
one-dimensional Poisson distribution of intensity %, i.e. for n € Q we have

It remains to define a Markov chain dynamic on this state space. We consider the set of moves G containing
e,v;,v; for i € [d], where

v =n+ei,
Y 1 =1 - €ily>o,

and e is the null move as usual. Consider two potentials V*,V~: N — R and correspondingly define transition
rates

c(n, ;) = exp(=V;V*(n),
_ exp(=VIV— if >0,
c(n,7; )—{ 0 p(-ViVT(n) jfzi:()

where Vi = V_+. Then the reversible measure takes the form

1
m = — exp(=V" = V7)du,,

where Z is normalization constant. An interesting choice is
d
= " log(Mn; + log(n:), (26)

which corresponds to ¢(n,7; ) = An;. In this case, we write V = VT and the reversible measure becomes

-V
—e 'd
7¢O

22



which resembles the setting of Proposition Therefore, to find an analogue discrete result, we are left to look
for conditions on the potential V' that resemble convexity and yield positive entropic curvature of the corresponding
Markov chain; we will do this in Section [£.4.2] as an application of the main theorem of this section below.

At this point, we make the technical assumption that for all n € Q,i € [d] the following quantities are non-
negative

kt(n,i) = —Vicn,~) - Z max{V; c(n,7),0} >0,
YEG A i
k™ (n,1) = Ve, ) — Z max{—V;c(n,7),0} > 0.

YEG yEY AT

Correspondingly we set

ke = inf kT (n, i)+ & (n,9).
e (n,) (n,)

It is natural to introduce the additional quantity

R = min{inf kT (n,i),inf K~ (), 2)}
n,t

i

Finally, compared to |5], we make the additional assumption that for all 7,4, j we have
Ve, ) <0 (27)
Vie(n,vy) > 0. (28)
Notice in the case c(n,v; ) = Anj; (corresponding to V'~ as in (26])) the second additional assumption (28] is always
satisfied.

It is important to note that this is the only example that we discuss where the cardinality of the state space is
not finite and that, because of this, there are some additional technical difficulties and not all the considerations
of Section 2] can be directly applied here. In this paper, to deal with the infinite cardinality of the state space,
we proceed as in [5] and make use of a localization argument, which we now briefly describe; more precisely,
with this procedure and with ¢ and 6 satisfying Assumption [2] we explain how to derive inequality (@) from
establishing (8] for a localizing sequence of finite state space Markov chains. Let Qn = {n € Q | n; < NVi € [d]},
and on Oy consider the Markov chain with moves 7-+’N(77) =n+ el <y and vf’N(n) = n — e;l;,>0, rates

N(n,%—i’N) = c(n,%—i) and reversible measure my = m(Q 3 Finally, denote by #x and &/ the corresponding
quantities & and & for this Markov chain. The main theorem of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 4.17. With the previous notation, suppose that for allm € Q and i,j € [d] we have
w*(n,1) >0,
Kk~ (n,4) 20,
Vien, ) <
Vien,vy) >

Let also 0 be a weight function satisfying Assumption[d. Then we have that

BN (p,1p) > (% + Men—*) N (p, 1))

for all N > 2, for all functions p: Qn — Rso and ¢: Qn — R.

Remark 4.18. With 0 as in Assumption[2, by the discussion of Section [ the previous theorem allows to deduce
the convex Sobolev inequality @) for all Markov chains (0, Ly, my) with uniform constant. As observed in [i],
this allows to deduce the same convex Sobolev inequality for the original Markov chain on by taking limits, when
@ is lower bounded (as it is the case for ¢ = ¢, with « € [1,2] in particular), cf. Corollary 2.1 of [4].

Remark 4.19 (Comparison with |5]). In [5, Thm. 8.1], Conforti establishes inequality Q) for the localizing
sequence of Markov chain on Qn with a uniform constant K, and thus also CSI$(2K) for the original Markov
chain, with constant K equal to
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%= for general convex ¢ satisfying convexity of ([II);
o 5= for ¢ = o with a € (1,2].

Compared to our assumptions on the model, he does not assume non negativity in 27), (28); however, these

additional assumptions are satisfied in the examples of Section [{-4-2
By the discussion in Section[d, we therefore obtain a complementary result to [4, Thm. 3.1].

4.4.1 Proof of Theorem [4.17]

Fix N: since there is no ambiguity, we drop the sub(/sup)scripts N. We apply Lemma [B.1] and so to prove the
theorem it is enough to show that

i LSS mm)eln, o) @, 0m,7.5) (0, 7,7, 7) = K (p, ), (29)
n,0 7,3

where the sum is for n € QV, 0,7,5 € G. We define the same coupling rates as in [3], namely for (n,7;") € S

min{c(n,v),c(v;'n,v)} ify=%

max{V;e(n,7),0} if v =~ and 7 # 7,7
() 4T, 7) = max{—V;c(n,7),0}  ify#7",7 andy=1;
% 777/77’7)_ + . if _ ot =
k¥ (n, 1) if y=7"7=e,
K (n,1) ify=e7=7,
0 otherwise.

Correspondingly, for (1,7;") € S we set also ¢! (1, 7;",7,7) = P (v, 0,% 7 7:%:7)-
The left hand side of equation ([29) reads (summing for i € [d])

1 , ,
30N mmeln, 1) v 0,1, )T (0,3 0,7 9)

1 _ - L
+zZZm<n>c<n,% )P (3 0,13, 7) (1,9 17, 7)-

n,8 VY

Using reversibility (€) and that J(n,0,7,5) = J(on,071,7,7) (when o~ton = n) we get that the second
summand is equal to the first and so we can rewrite our quantity as

—sz c(n, 7 ) e 0,7 07, 1) (0% 0,7, 7).

niov

With this explicit choice of coupling rates the left hand side of (29) becomes %([l + B+ C + D), where

A =" mn)e(n,v;") min{c(n, ), (v 0,9} (0,7 7,7,

7,8,y

=33 mm)eln, v max{V;e(n,7), 047 (n, 77" ),
Myt

Z Z c(n,~;) max{—=VFe(n,v), 0} (0,7, 7.7 ),
My

Zm () [ ) T3 7€) + 57 (0,0 (0,75 e,777)]-
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This is then lower bounded (since J > I by ([{7)) by 3(A + B+ C + D) where

A= " m(n)e(n,y;") min{c(n, ), (v 0,9 H (75 7,7),
UERY

B=Y">" mn)eclnv") max{V;en,7), 0} (n,%" 7 7),
M gzt

C=>"3" meln ") max{=Vec,7), 0 (%", 7.7 ),
M gy

D= Zm () [ D) T3 v e) + 57 (0, 0) T (0,75 e,770)]-

We also have

Zm c(n,7;")0(p(n). (i) [ () — w(vi )]

+5 Zm c(n,47)0(p(n), p(vim)) [(n) — vy )

= Z m(m)en, A7)0 (o), p(vin)) [¥(n) — (v )]

using reversibility again.

Term D We have
T, i e) = (B(p(vin), (v n)) + 8(o(n), p(itm) [0 (n) — w(xitm)]®

and
T, evi) = (8(p(n), p(n)) + 6(p(n), p(vi 0))) [ (n) — »(vi )]

and so
K0 Iy v e) + KT (00T (0,7 e )
> {7 [0(p (7 0), (3 ) + 0(p(n), ()] + 50 (p(m), p(3; ) [ (n) = (3 m)]*
>(2MgFs + w8 (p(n), (i m) [ () — (i )]
Therefore we get

D > (2MyRx + k)< (p, ).

Other terms We now show that each one of the other terms is 0, concluding the proof of the theorem. Using
our additional assumptions we have

A= mm)e(n, v et AN ImA v 7)

1,8,
+Z () el v 57y 575),s

7,4,

B= 3 mlmetn vV ctn ) bt o))

ne(n, vV e, v I, vt 7),

1,%,57#1

C= > mmen, v H=Vem )M m7" ).
1,%,571

To show A = B = C = 0 we proceed similarly to [5]. Again it is useful to have an auxiliary lemma.
Lemma 4.20. For alln € N and i,j € [d]

1 () e(ynh) = e etving)-
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2. c(n,v; )V e,y ) = cnv; )V ey )-
3. c(n, v Ve, 7)) = e, )V el ).
4T

Vi) = =1 v )

(
5 IOy v ) = =10y vy ) i mismg > 0.
6. 1(n, %770 ) = =1, 0 75)-
Remark 4.21. In general the quantities

o I(n,7; %50 = 1357,

o (v ) = 1Oy ;)

are not antisymmetric in v and j and so we could not get all the desired cancellations in the more general setting
of [8]: to overcome this issue, we introduced the additional assumptions @2T) and (28).

Proof of Lemma. Statements 1-3 were already observed in the proof of |5, Thm. 3.1] and are easy to check, while

statements 4—6 are immediate from the definitions and the assumptions. O

Term A Use reversibility in the second summand with

F(n,0) =1a-(0) > c(n, 7)) I, 7, 0,0).

%

This way we get

> " mm)em, v el A7) 0.7 75)

7,%,J
—Z ;) A0 vt )
7,4,
=—Z () e AT
7,4,

Therefore A = 0 as desired.

Term B First, using reversibility with
F(no)=1lg<(0) > Veen,MI(n,0,0,7)
VEGT y#o,07 !
and Lemma [4.20 we get the equivalent expression
B =Y mn)cm,v {=Vicm v 0O nat vy
0,97#]

By exchanging ¢, 7 and using the lemma we see that B = 0.

Term C We have
C= Y mmem =V ecm ) 0 n, vt~ 70)
0,4, j71
Similarly to the term B, by exchanging ¢, j and using Lemma we see that C' = 0.
This concludes the proof of the theorem.

4.4.2 Examples of interacting random walks

As anticipated before and following |3], as an application of Theorem L7 and looking for a discrete analogue of
Proposition [4.16] we now consider two particular examples of interacting random walks. In this subsection, we
stick to the particular choice of V'~ given in (26) and write V =V .
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Example 1 For a function h: R — R write VT h(m) := h(m + 1) — h(m) and for n € Q set |n| = >_,|n:|. We
consider a potential V' of the form
Vi(n) = Bh(|nl)

for some function h: R — R and 5 > 0.

Corollary 4.22 (Cor 3.1 of [5]). With the notation of this section, suppose that h is convex and that
inf A—(d—1) [6_6v+h(m) — e‘ﬂVﬂl(m“)] > 0.
meN -

Then the assumptions of Theorem[].17 are satisfied and

ko = inf A—(d—2) [e—ﬂv+h(m) _ 6—6v+h(m+1)]

meN
In particular, if h is strictly increasing and

log(d — 1) — log(A)

N G )

then the assumptions of Theorem[{. 17 are satisfied with
ke =A—(d— 2)e_ﬂv+h(0).
Note that

e similarly to the classical Proposition .16, a convexity assumption on the potential comes into play;

e the necessary condition of a lower bound on 3 means this is a non perturbative criterion, since the resulting
reversible measure is far from being a product measure. It is known that product measures behave well with
the entropic curvature, i.e. they tensorise (see Theorem 6.2 of [11]). Therefore, it is particularly interesting
to have conditions implying positive entropic curvature for a Markov chain whose stationary measure is not
close to a product measure.

Example 2 Here, we see another example where a convexity condition on V is linked to inequality (8): in this
case, convexity takes the form of non-negativity of the entries of a discrete Hessian for the potential V.

Corollary 4.23 (Cor 3.2 of [5]). With the notation of this section, suppose that
+ot
Viviv(n) =0 (30)

for alln € Q, i,5 € [d] and that

M=

N — {e—vjvw _ e—vjvmm} >0

<
Il

5

<
Y

for alln € w,i € [d]. Then the assumptions of Theorem [{.17 are satisfied and

d
Ky = inf A+ [e—vi*vw) _ e—VTV(vfn)} _ {efv;vm _ e Viveim]
it i=1,
J#i
If in addition
minA— > eV VO > ¢ (31)
i€[d] -
j=1
J#i

then k. is given by the previous equation (31)).
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5 Couplings and coarse Ricci curvature

In this section, we recall some well known related definitions of curvature for discrete and continuous time Markov
chains (generally referred to as “coarse Ricci curvature”), give some natural generalizations and discuss the relations
among them and with the concept of couplings. As an application, we show that in all the examples of Section
M (except for Section 4] - which was however covered in |3, Sec. 3.3] - since we restrict to the case of finite
state space Markov chains), when the assumptions of the respective main theorems are satisfied then the coarse
curvature is positive, and for all starting probability densities we have exponential contraction of the p-Wasserstein
distances along the heat flow P; (see the precise details later). The coarse Ricci curvature was first introduced
by Ollivier for discrete time Markov chains (see |24, 23]) and later modified to apply to continuous time models
(see |11, 128]). Compared to the entropic Ricci curvature, it is often easier to establish positive curvature for this
notion. However, it is not known whether positive coarse Ricci curvature implies some functional inequalities, and
in particular the modified log-Sobolev inequality (see Section 5.4l for a discussion).

Throughout this section, we switch to a more standard notation, and we don’t employ the description of the
Markov chain in terms of its allowed moves. As anticipated, we always assume in this section that we are working
with finite state space, irreducible and reversible Markov chains. We use the letter € for the state space, z,y, w, z
for elements of €2, P for a stochastic transition matrix and L, @ for a generator L with transition rates @, so that
the action of L on a function ¢ : 2 — R is given by

=" Q(,y) (U (y) - ¥()).

Here we have Q(z,y) > 0 and we do not assume Q(z,x) = 0, and in fact we often change the value of Q(z, z)
(without loss of generality) depending on convenience; on the other hand, we sometimes identify L, as a linear
operator, with a matrix, in which case by construction L(z,z) = — Ey . Q(z,y). We typically identify measures
with row vectors: in particular, let §, be the row vector with entry 1 corresponding to z and 0 everywhere
else, which is identified with the Dirac measure at x; on the other hand, densities with respect to m and other
functions on the state space are identified with column vectors. We also introduce a simple graph structure,
where z ~ y if and only if  # y and P(z,y) > 0 or Q(z,y) > 0 respectively, and correspondingly consider the
unweighted graph distance d. With respect to this graph distance d, we will consider the p-Wasserstein distances
W,. Couplings for the transition measures/rates from starting points z,y will be described by non-negative
functions II(z, y, -, ), C(x,y, -, ) : Q x Q@ — R respectively in discrete and continuous time, so that

Ew I(z,y,w,z) = P(y,z) for all z, (32)
Ez H(Ia Yy, w, Z) - P(I, w> for all w,
Zw C(‘Tﬂy7w72) Q(y,Z) for all z, (33)
Ez O('Ivyawaz) = Q(I,U)) for all w.

The set of such admissible couplings is non empty, provided that in continuous time one redefines Q(x, x) appropri-
ately without loss of generality: notice indeed that the existence of the coupling rates implies (by summing over w, z)
that Y-, Q(z,w) = >, Q(y,z) = Z; if this holds, the “product” coupling rates C(z,y,w,z) = +Q(z,w)Q(y, 2)
are admissible. Notice that, to compare with the notation of the previous sections of this work in terms of allowed
moves, we could write c°P!(n, o, ,7) = C(n, on,yn,Jon) for a state  and moves a, 7, 5.

5.1 Discrete time

An important notion of curvature for Markov chains is the coarse Ricci curvature introduced by Ollivier (see |24]
and [23]).

Definition 5.1. Given p > 1 and x # y, we say that the Markov chain has (discrete time) p-coarse Ricci curvature
Kyep(x,y) in direction (z,y) if
Wy (62 P, 6y P) = (1 — Kge p(x,y))d(z, y).

Remark 5.2. Ollivier focused in particular on the case p = 1; in these paper, however, it will be useful to consider
also other values of p sometimes.

We also give the following definition, inspired by the properties of the couplings constructed in the previous
sections.
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Definition 5.3. For x # y, we define the co-coarse Ricci curvature Kge oo(x,y) in direction (z,y) to be the
supremum of all K € R such that there exists a coupling II(z,y,-,-) of (05P, 6, P) satisfying:

b Zwﬁzgg H(ZC, Y, w, Z)]]-d(w,z)>d(z,y) =0;
b Zw,zeﬂ H(xu Yy, w, Z)d(wv Z) S (1 - K)d(.%‘, y)
We use the convention that sup ) = —oo.

Remark 5.4. We have that Kicoo(2,y) € R0 U {—00}; if Kic,o0(®,y) > 0 then the supremum in the definition
1s attained.

Notice that, equivalently, Kgc.oo(x,y) > 0 means that there exists a coupling (X,Y) of the one step probability
distribution (0P, 0y P) which proves Kqc1(x,y) > Kacoo(x,y) and at the same time satisfies d(X,Y) < d(z,y)
almost surely.

For p € [1, 00] we write
Ricge,p > K

if Kgep(z,y) > K for all x # y € Q. The next propositions collect some useful results.
Proposition 5.5. The following hold:
1. Forp e [1,)|, if Kgcp(x,y) > K for all x ~ y then Ricqe,p > K.

2. For1<p<gq< oo we have Kgep(z,y) > Kqeq(z,y). Moreover if x ~ y we have

K C,00 x?
Kaep(a,y) > %_

3. If v ~y and limp_,o0 Kycp(z,y) > 0 we have

ch oo(xa y) >1—e" limsup,, , p-ch,p(;E,y)'

4. Forp € [1,00), if Ricgc,p > K then for any starting probability measures p,v and n > 0 we have

Wy (uP", vP") < (1 = K)"Wp(u,v).

Proof. 1. If p < oo, this is done as in |24, Prop. 19]: suppose d(z,y) =nand let z = 29 ~ 21 ~ ... ~ 2, = ¥.

Then .
Wy(6:P,6,P) <> Wp(d.,_,P,6.,P) < (1— K)n = (1 - K)d(z,y).
i=0
Suppose now that p = oo: if K = —oo the conclusion is trivial, hence assume that K > 0. Let again
n =d(z,y) and x = 29 ~ 21 ~ ... ~ 2z, = y: we prove the claim by induction over n. The base case

n = 1 follows directly by the assumption. Now suppose n > 1 and that the inductive hypothesis holds. Let
(z, zp—1,-,-) and I(z,—1,vy, -, -) be such that

Z H(.I, Zn—1,7, w)]]-d(v,w)>d(w,zn,1) =0,

v,w

Zﬂ(x,zn,l,v,w)d(v,w) <(1-K)d(z,zp-1),

v, w

Z H(Zn—la Y, v, w)]]-d('u,w)>1 = 07

v, w

ZH(zn_l,y,v,w)d(v,w) <(1-K).

v,w

By the Gluing lemma (see [29]), there exists II(z,z, 1,9, ) € P(Q x Q x Q) such that py o#I =
II(x, 2n—1,-, ) and pa 3#II = I(2,—-1,y,, ), where p; ; is the projection on coordinates i,j and # denotes
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the pushforward of a measure via a map. The measure II(z,y,-,-) = p1,3#1:[ then realizes a coupling with
the desired properties, since, given that d(v,w) < d(v, s) 4+ d(s,w), we have

ZH(I,y,’U,’LU)d(’U,’LU) = Z ﬁ(I,anl,y,’U,S,T,U)d(’U,’LU)

< Z ﬁ(I, Zn—1,Y,0,S, w)(d(v, S) + d(S, U)))
= Z I(x, zn—1,v,s)d(v, s) + Z M(zp—1,y, s, w)d(s,w)
S(l - K)(d(!E, Zn—l) + d(zn—lu y))

and similarly

Z H(xv Y,v, w>]]-d(v,w)>d(w,y)

v, w

= Z ﬁ(l’, Zn-1,Y,7,3, w)]]-d(v,w)>d(m,y)

V,W,S

< Z H(JI, Zn—-1,Y,7,S, w)]]-d(v,s)er(s,w)Zd(m,zn,l)er(zn,l,y)

V,W,S

S Z ﬁ(x, Zn—1,Y,7,S, U}) (]]-d('u,s)Zd(m,zn,l) + ]]-d(s,w)Zd(zn,l,y))

= Z H(.’,E, Zn—1,", S)]]-d(v,s)Zd(;E,zn,l) + Z H(anlv Y, s, w>]]-d(s,w)2d(zn,1,y)
=0.

2. The first statement follows by the inequality W, (u,v) < Wy(p,v) for 1 < p < ¢ < oo. For the second
statement, suppose K > 0 and x ~ y. Let II be the optimal coupling in the definition of K4c oo(z,y). Then
notice that

W,(6,P,0,P) <[l — K|? <1— %,

from which the conclusion follows.

3. Let K = limsup,_,,,p- Kgcp(x,y) > 0. By restricting to appropriate subsequences, we can find sequences
(Pr)n C [1,00), K, C (—00, 1] and couplings (1L, (z,y, -, -)),,, II of (65 P, 6, P) such that p, — oo and II,, — II
as n — 00, W, (0, P,0,P) < (1 — K,) when using coupling II,,, that is

1

(Z IL, (z, y, w, z)d(w, z)p"> <1-K,.

w,z

We claim that the coupling II has the desired properties. Notice indeed that

2Pn Z Hn(xa Y, w, Z)]]-d(w,z)ZQ + Z Hn(xa Y, w, Z)]]-d(w,z)zl

<WPr (6. P, 0y P)
<(1-K,)P"
Se_Knpn'
Letting n — oo in the previous we deduce
Ew,z H(.I, Yy, w, Z)]]-d(w,m)22 = Oa
Ew,z H(.I, Yy, w, Z)]]-d(w,m)ZI S 67K7

which yields the conclusion.
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4. Let II,, , and II, ,be the optimal couplings in the definitions of W}, (1, v) and Kgc p(x,y) respectively. Then
uPl/P Zdwy ZHMUU}Z Iy - (2, y)

ZHH,,w z)d(w, z)P

< (1= KyPWy(u.v).

5.2 Continuous time

In this subsection, we describe the analogue notions of coarse Ricci curvature for continuous time Markov chains
with generator L (see |28, (17, [22]). Recalling we identify L with a matrix with zero row sums, we use the notation

P, =1+tL,

so that for ¢ > 0 small enough P, is a stochastic matrix too and we expect it to approximate P; (given it corresponds
to the first order Taylor expansion of P; = e'*). The next definition is motivated by the study of the idleness
function in |3].

—1
Definition 5.6. Let T = (maxgeq —L(z,z))” " = (maxmeg > yta Q(m,y)) . Fizx#+£yeQandletpe|l,o00).
Then we define the function I, 5 ,: [0,T] = R by

Lyoy(t) = WE(6. P, 6,P).

For simplicity, we drop the subscripts z,y when there is no confusion. Notice that I,(0) = d(z,y)”. The next
propositions and lemma are straightforward adaptations of the results in [3], where the case p = 1 was considered.
Our motivation here is to establish linearity of ¢ — I,(¢) for small values of ¢, hence the differentiability at t = 0
(cf. Proposition [£9): this allows us to consider a first definition of coarse Ricci curvature in continuous time, cf.
Definition [5T11 This definition was first given for p = 1 in |17] for combinatorial graphs (i.e. simple random walks
on graphs), and later studied in a more general setting in [22].

Proposition 5.7. The function t — Ip,(t) is conver.

Proof. We use Kantorovich duality, where for ¥: 2 — R we denote by P its dP transform, i.e.
Yo (@) = inf d(w, )" — V().
Then we have for ¢ € [0, T

WP (5. P, 0,P,)

= sup{z »(z (5116,5) (2) +¥P(2) - (6y}3t) (2)}

z2€Q
=Sip{¢(w)<1 —tZQ(waz)> + PPy (1 —tZQ (y, 2 ) +t ZQ (z,2)¥(2) + Qly, )W”’(Z)] }

This is the supremum of affine functions of ¢, hence t — Wzﬁ’(éwpt, 6, P;) = I, ..,(t) is convex. O

Lemma 5.8. Let 0 < t1 <ty < T and suppose that (¢, P) is a pair of optimal Kantorovich potentials in the
definition of both Wy,(8,Py,,8,P;,) and Wy(8,P,,,0,P;,). Then t — I,(t) is linear over [ty,ta].
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Proof. We already know the function ¢ — wp (6wpt, 5ypt) is convex, hence is suffices to show it is also concave

over [t1,ta]. This follows by the assumption using Kantorovich duality, since for a € [0, 1]
WZZ; (5xpozt1 +(1—a)ta> 6yPat1+(1—o¢)t2)

>3 (=) - (oPar 1m0t ) () + V() (8, Pty - ) 2)

z€Q

=1(z) <1 —(at1 + (1= a)t2) Y Q(a, z)) + 9P (y) (1 — (a1 + (1 —a)t2) Y Q(y, z))

+(aty + (1 —a)tz) [Z Qx,2)¥(2) + Qly, Z)W”’(Z)]

—aW? (511%1 , 5y13t1) +(1—a)W? (511%2 , 5y13t2).

Proposition 5.9. The function I, is linear over [0, %]

Proof. Fixt < % and let ¢ and I' be a couple of optimal Kantorovich potential and plan for W), (511—%, 5y]5t). Then

it is easy to see that I'(z,y) > 0 (since the laziness of P, is at least 1 —t/T > 3) and so ¥ (x) +¢°(y) = d(z,y)P (cf.
[29, Thm. 5.10] for example). This implies that (1,1°) is optimal also for W, (8, Py, 8, Py) = W, (6., 6,) = d(z,y).
The conclusion follows by Lemma [5.8 and by letting ¢ — % (by continuity at %, which follows from the convexity
of I,). O

Since linear functions are easily differentiated, the previous proposition immediately implies the following
corollary, which gives an expression for the derivative of I,(t) at t = 0.

Corollary 5.10. For x # y there exists

=y (511%, 5y13t) - —é (d(w,y)p — Wy (5w 5y135)) (34)

t=0
T
forallO<s§7.
Definition 5.11. The continuous time p-coarse Ricci curvature in direction (x,y) is defined via
1 d
d(z,y) dt|,_,
1 d
p-d(z,y)r dt

ch,p(xu y) =

W, (511%, 5y13t)

wr (511%, 5y15t)

t=0
W2 (6,P,,6,P;

_ Sip LA ) (d(ac,y)l’y ) (35)

T
Jor all0 < s < 5.

Remark 5.12. The original definition in [171] (see also [22]) focused on the case p = 1, but in this paper it will be
useful to consider also other values of p.

Next, we prove a few preliminary results needed for the proof of Lemma [5.16, which will show that we can
define K., also by involving P, instead of P;. For p = 1, this shows the equivalence with the notion of continuous
time coarse Ricci curvature defined in [28], which was first proved in [22, Thm. 5.8].

Lemma 5.13. Let X,Y be finite sets and p, fi € P(X),v € P(Y) probability measures. Suppose that T' € Tl(p,v)
is a coupling. Then there exists a coupling I' € TI(i, v) that satisfies

IT =Tl v =l — pllrv

where ||p — @il Tv € [0, 1] is the total variation distance.
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Proof. We will construct a coupling I' € II(ji, ») such that

I(z,y) > T'(z,y) if and only if f(z) > p(x). (36)

Notice that this implies the thesis since we would have

- 1 -
IE-Tlev =5 > |F@.y) - T)|
zeX,yey
=2 Y [fey-rtent; ¥ [f@y-Taw
2 ) ) ) 2 ) ) )
@, y:ji(2) > p(w) @,y i) <p(x)
1 . 1 .
- A@) @) +5 D [ue) — i)
@) >p(x) @) <p(x)

Let us thus construct T that satisfies @6). To do that, for every z € X,y € Y set
a(z) = i(z) — (A p) (@),

By) =vly)— >,  T(zy)

zeX:fi(x)<p(z)

(x

=

- Z F(l‘,y)

vEX:fi(2)>p()

T

=

It is easy to see that > v a(z) =3 oy B(y) = [|p — /il rv. Then we define
p(z) - I = Allrv
It is easy to check that T' € TI(ji, ) and that I satisfies (30). O

Corollary 5.14. Let X,Y be finite sets, p1,p2 € P(X), v1,v2 € P(Y) and ¢c: X XY — Rxq be a cost function.
For any probability measures pn € P(X),v € P(Y), let T(u,v) be the optimal transport cost associated to the cost
c. Then

[T (p1,v1) = Tpe,ve)| <2 max  c(z,y) - ([[u1 — p2ll7v + |1 — vall rv).
zeX,yey

Proof. Let M = max,ex yey ¢(z,y) > 0. Notice that
[T (1, v1) = T(p2,ve)| < [T (1, v1) = T(p2,v1)| + [T (p2,v1) — T (p2, v2)|,
hence it suffices to show that

[T (1, 01) = T (2, v1)] < 2M - ||p1 — pzf|Tv,
[T (2, 1) = T (12, v2)| < 2M - |1 — val|Tv.

We prove only the first inequality, since the proof of the second one is similar. Let I' be an optimal coupling in
the definition of T (u1,r1) and T" be the coupling for (us2, 1) given by Lemma [5.13l Then it follows that

T(M% Vl) < Z C(‘Tv y)f‘(x, y)

<3 el ) (D) + | = T )
T,y

< Tl ) + 2M|T = Tllry

< T(pa,v1) +2M||lpy — p2||Tv.

Similarly one shows that
T (p1,v1) < T(pa,vi) +2 M|y — p2|Tv,

which concludes the proof of the corollary. O
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Corollary 5.15. For any probability measures p,v € P() and t > 0 small enough we have
WZ?(/J,Pt, VPt) — Wg(uﬁt, th)‘ = O(tz)

ast — 0.

Proof. Fix p,v € P(X) and t > 0 small and let D = diam(Q2). Since Q is finite, we have that D < oo and
|wP; — pPi||lrv, |[vP: — vPi||rv = O(t?). By applying Corollary 514l for ¢ > 0 small enough with 1 = pPy, pip =
uP;,v1 = vP;, vy = VP, we find

W;(/LPt,I/Pt) - W; (/Lpt,I/Pt>

<207 (|luPy = pPillry + |vPi = vPl1v ) = O(E2),

as desired.
o
We can finally give an equivalent definition of K., using P; instead of If’t.
Corollary 5.16. For x # y € Q we have
Keoply) = ——— 2 w,(6,P.5,P)). (37)
d(z,y) dt|,_,
Proof. Recalling Definition [(.17], it suffices to show that
4w, (6:1,0,P2) = L Wo(6,P8,P)).
dt|,_q dt],_o
Equivalently, since W, (0, Py, 6,P) = W, (51160, 5y160) =d(z,y) > 0, it is enough to show
=l wr(s.B6,P) = N wes,n,6,P),
dt|,_, " dt),_, "
but this follows from Corollary [5.15 O

Remark 5.17. As anticipated, for p = 1 the right hand side in 1) corresponds to the definition of curvature
for continuous time Markov chain introduced by Veysseire (see [28]). For p = 1, the identity in the corollary was
established in [22] (in a more general setting).

As in discrete time, we define also the curvature for p = oco.

Definition 5.18. For z # y, we define the continuous time oo-coarse Ricci curvature Kecoo(2,y) in direction
(z,y) to be the supremum of all K € R such that there exist coupling rates C(z,y, -, ) satisfying:

b Zvyzgg C(:Eu Y, v, Z)]]-d(v,z)>d(m,y) =0;

* Zv,zeﬂ C(I, Y, 0, Z)d(vv Z) < (Zv,z C(.”L‘, Y, v, Z) - K) d(.’L‘, y)

Remark 5.19. We have that Kecoo(z,y) € Ryo U {—00}; if Keeoo(x,y) > 0, the supremum in the definition
is attained. Notice that if C(x,y,-,-) gives optimal coupling rates, then we can change the value C(z,y,x,y)
arbitrarily obtaining other optimal coupling rates.

As in discrete time, for p € [1, 00] we write
Ricee,p > K

it Keep(z,y) > K forall z #y € Q.
The next results shows that, given coupling rates from x # y, we can construct a coupling for the probability
measures (5x]5t,5t15t) for any t > 0 small enough. This will be useful to connect the notions of coarse Ricci

curvature for discrete and continuous time Markov chains, when we consider a natural correspondence between
stochastic transition matrices P and generators L, see Section
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Lemma 5.20. Let x #y € Q and C(x,y,-,-) denote coupling rates from x,y and set

M = ZC(z,y,v,w) = ZQ(I,U) = ZQ(y,w

v,w

Then for any 0 <t < m we have that T'y is a coupling for (5zj5t, 5,515,5), where we define

Ly(v,w) = Cl@,y,v,w0) -t if (v,w) # (2,9),
1_Mt+C({I:7y,(E,y)t Zf(’l),w):(;[;’y)

Proof. Clearly for 0 < t < m we have I'y(v,w) > 0. Now if v # 2 we have

th(v,w) = tZC(I,y,U,w) =tQ(z,v) = (0, P)(v).

If v = x then
ZI‘t x,w) —tZC:C yz,w) +1—M-t+Clz,y,z,y) -t =1+ Q(z,x) -t — M-t = (6,P,)(x).
wF#Y
Similarly one checks that the second marginal of T'; is 6yI:’t. O

The next propositions collect some useful results, and it is a continuous time analogue of Proposition
Proposition 5.21. The following hold:

1. Forp e [1,00], if Keep(z,y) > K for all x ~ y then Riceep > K.

2. For1 <p <gq< oo we have Kccp(x,y) > Keeq(z,y). Moreover if x ~ y we have

ch,oo(xa y)

KCC, x7y Z
p(,Y) »

3. Forp € [1,00), if Ricqe,p > K then for any starting measures p,v and t > 0 we have
W, (uPy, vPt) < e KW, (1, v).

Proof. 1. Suppose first that p < co and let n = d(x,y) with = z9 ~ 21 ~ ... ~ 2z, = y. Then for ¢ > 0 small

enough we have that
n—1
~W,(5.5,,6,P) = 3~ W, (5%1%,52#11%)
i=0
by the triangle inequality. Therefore adding n and dividing by ¢

d(x,y) =W,y (0. P, 6,P) _ = 1= W (%Pt, 5zi+1Pt)

1

t t
Letting ¢t — 0 and using the assumption gives the conclusion.
Suppose now that p = oo: if K = —oo the conclusion is trivial, hence assume that K > 0. Let again
n =d(z,y) and x = 29 ~ 21 ~ ... ~ 2z, = y: we prove the claim by induction over n. The base case

n = 1 follows directly by the assumption. Now suppose n > 1 and that the inductive hypothesis holds. Let
C(z,zp—-1,,) and C(zp—1,¥,-,) be such that

Z C(Ia Zn—1,U, w)]]-d(v,w)>d(m,zn,1) =0,

v,w

ZC X, 2n—1, 0, w)d(v,w) < <ZC X,y Zp—1,0, W) — K)d(x,znl),

Z C(Zn—17 Y, v, w)]]-d('u,w)>1 = 07

v, w

ZC Zn—1,Y, v, w)d(v, w) < (ZC Zn—1,Y, U, W) — K)
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Without loss of generality, by changing if needed the values of C(x, z,—1, 2, 2n—1), C(2n-1, ¥, 2n—1, %), Q(z, ),
Q(zn—-1,2n-1), Q(y,y), we can assume that

ZQ(:C,U) = ZQ(zn_l,z) = ZQ(y,w) = ZC(x,zn_l,v,w) = ZC(zn_l,y,v,w) =M > 0.

Therefore, we can apply the Gluing lemma (which easily extends to measures having the same total mass)
to conclude that there exists C(x, zn—1, Yy, ) & x Q x Q@ — R>¢ such that p o#C = C(z, zp—1,-,-) and
p2,3#C = C(2zn-1,Y, -, ), where p; ; is the projection on coordinates 7, j and # is the pushforward, so that

Z é(.’[], Zn—1,Y,7, S,’LU) = C(‘Tv Zn—1,70, 8)7
w

Z é(.’[], Zn—1,Y,7, S,’LU) = C(Zn—lu Y, S,’LU).
v

Defining C(z,y, -, -) := p1,3#II gives coupling rates with the desired properties, analogously to the proof of
Proposition Indeed, we have that

ZC(I,y,’U,’LU)d(’U,?,U) = Z O(.I,anl,y,U,S,T,U)d(’U,’LU)

< Z Clx, 2n_1,y, v, s, w)(d(v, s) + d(s, w))
= Z C(z, zn—1,v,8)d(v, s) + Z C(zn-1,Y,s,w)d(s,w)

<(M — K)(d(z,2pn—1) + d(2n-1,¥))
Z(Z C(z,y,v,w) — K)d(z,y),

and similarly

Z O(xv Y,v, w>]]-d(v,w)>d(w,y)

v,w

= Z C(JJ, Zn—-1,Y,0, S, w)]]-d(v,w)>d(m,y)

v,w,s

< Z C(JI, Zn—-1,Y,7,S, w)]]-d(v,s)er(s,w)Zd(m,zn,l)er(zn,l,y)

v,W,s

< Z O(.I, Zn—1,Y,0,S, U}) (]]-d('u,s)Zd(m,zn,l) + ]]-d(s,w)Zd(zn,l,y))

v,W,s

= Z O(.I, Zn—1,0, S)]]-d(v,s)Zd(;E,zn,l) + Z C(anla Y, S, w)]]-d(s,w)Zd(zn,l,y)

v,8 s, w

=0.
2. The first statement follows by the inequality W, (i, v) < Wy(u,v): indeed it implies

d(,ﬁC,y) —Wp(éwpt,éypt) d(,ﬁC,y) —Wq(émpt,éypt)
td(z,y) td(z,y) ’
from which the conclusion follows by letting ¢ — 0. For the second statement, suppose K¢ oo(x,y) > 0 for

x ~y. Let C(x,y,-,-) be optimal coupling rates in the definition of K. o (z,y). Then for ¢ > 0 small enough
consider the coupling I'; given by Lemma (.20l It is easy to see that this coupling is such that

> Te(v, w) Lawuwy>1 = 0;

v, w

Zl"t(v,w)]ld(v,w):o > ch,oo(xay) -t

VW

>
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Therefore, it shows that
Wy (6,5,0,) < (1= Keeoo(w,y) - )7 <1

Hence we have

1 _Wp((swpta(sypt) > ch,oo(x7y)
t - p
from which the conclusion follows by letting ¢ — 0.

)

. Let II,, , and IL, , + be optimal couplings in the definitions of W, (u, v) and W, (0, F;, 6, P;) respectively. Then
notice that

Wh(uP;,vP;) < Zd(m,y)p anv(wv 2) My 20 (2, y)

2

T,y w
- Z H,u.,v(wv Z)WZ?((Sthv 5zpt)a

and so

WE(uP, vP;) — WP (u,v) WP (8w Py, 6. P;) — d(w, 2)P

” < ZHW,(w,z) ;

Taking the limsup,_,o+ and denoting by % the upper Dini derivative (cf. Section [C]) we find that

d+
dt

W;f(uPt, VPt)
t=0

d
< Z I, . (w, Z)E

. d
> M (w, 2)pd(w, 2P~ 2

w,z

<—-Kp Zﬂuyy(w, z)d(w, z)P

w,z

:_KpW;?(,uvy)a

WI;D((Sth; 52Pt>
t=0

Wp(éwptu 6th)
t=0

where we also used Corollary .16l Therefore,
d+

T WE(uP,vP;) < —KpWp(p,v).

t=0

and Markovianity this extends to every ¢ > 0, i.e.
d+

’r Wi (uPy, vPy) < —KpWJ(uPp, vE).

t=t

Noticing also that t — W2 (P, vP%) is continuous by Corollary [5.14] we can apply Lemma to conclude
that
WP (uPyvPy) < e KPWE (i),

as desired.

5.3 Comparison discrete and continuous time

There is a natural way to construct a continuous time Markov chain from a discrete time one: namely, for A > 0
and a stochastic matrix P, the generator is defined by L = A(P — I). On the other hand, it is readily seen that,
given a generator L, for any A > 0 big enough there exists a corresponding stochastic matrix P = I + %L (recall
we are assuming finiteness of the state space, so the entries of L are bounded).
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Remark 5.22. Let P be a stochastic matriz and X > 0. In view of Definition [B.11], we see that for p = 1
the Ricqc 1 and Ricec 1 notions of curvature are essentially equivalent for the continuous time Markov chain with
generator L = N(P — I) (and transition semigroup P;) and the lazy discrete time Markov chain with transition
matriz P = #. Indeed, it follows from the identity in (35) with s = % that

p 1
P
Klgc,)l ({E, y) = 5K6671(x7 y)a (38)

(

where above de)l (x,y) is the curvature Kq.p for the Markov chain with transition matriz P, not P. Notice that

here it is fundamental to consider the lazy version with transition matriz P. To see why, consider the following
simple example: the state space is the two-point space Q = {x,y}, the stochastic matrix is

0 1
r=(i )
and A = 1. Then we have Kc(li)l(:v,y) =0 for P, Kc(li)l(x,y) =1 for P and Kec1(z,y) =2 for L= P — I. Hence
BY) is satisfied only when K p(z,y) is defined for P and not for P.

The next proposition shows that an analogue relation as the one described in the above remark holds true also
for Ricgc,00 and Ricec,oo-

Proposition 5.23. Suppose L = A(P — I) for a stochastic matriz P and X > 0. Then the following hold for any
T Fy:
1. Keeoo(z,y) > )\KC(IZ?)O(x,y).

2. For the lazy Markov chain with transition P = P we have Kéiz)o(:zr, Y) > 55 Keeoo(,Y).

Proof. 1. Assume K\ (x,y) > 0, otherwise the claim is trivial. Let II(z,y,-,-) be an optimal coupling in the

dc,00
definition of Kc(lilo (z,y) and define then the coupling rates C(z,y,w, z) = A-II(z, y, w, z). It is easy to check
that these coupling rates are admissible and yield the first conclusion.

2. Again, assume K. o (2,y) > 0, otherwise the conclusion is trivial. Let C(z,y, -, ) be optimal coupling rates
in the definition of Kcc oo(z,y). Notice that for L = A(P — I) and t = 5; we have

- . 1 .
t =11 =I+5-A(P—I)=P.
Therefore, since

ZO('r?y, w, Z) = C(I’ y? x? y) + Z O($7y, w, Z)

w,z:(w,z)#(x,y)

S C(I’y7 x? y) + Z C(I’y7 w7 Z) + Z C(I’y7 w7 Z)

W,z WHET w,z:27#Y
=Cz,y,2,9) + Y Qz,w) +_Qly.=)
wH#x z#y

S C(%?Ja%y) + 2)‘7

we can apply Lemma [5.20]to obtain coupling II(x, y, -, ) for (5115, 5y]5). It is easy to check that this coupling

proves that Kc(liz)o(:v, Y) > 55 Keeoo(2,y) for the lazy Markov chain P.

O

5.4 Applications and related problems

Recalling Definition (.18 and Proposition B.21] we see that for a continuous time Markov chain on a finite state
space €2 we have that Riccc,oo > K > 0 if and only if for all neighbouring states x ~ y € ) there exist coupling
rates C'(x,y, -, -) satisfying

38



i Z’u,zefz C(‘Tv Y, v, Z)]]-d(v,z)>1 =0
i Zv,zeﬂ C(Ia Yy, v, Z)]]-d('u,z):O > K.

Bearing this mind, we can see that in the examples of Section Ml the constructed coupling rates immediately yield
positive Ricc 00 curvature: more precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.24. The following hold:
o Under the assumptions of Theorem[{.1], we have Ricec oo > K for Glauber dynamics.

o Under the assumptions of Theorem [{.8, we have Riccc,00 > L for the Bernoulli-Laplace model.

o Under the assumptions of Theorem[{.13, we have Ricec oo > K+« for the hardcore model.

In particular, by Proposition [5.21], under the respective theorems’ assumptions for all probability measures j, v €
P(2), p>1 and t > 0 we have

Wy (uP;, vPy) < €7%th(Ma v), (39)

K«  for Glauber dynamics,
with K =< L for the Bernoulli-Laplace model,

K+«  for the hardcore model.

We remark here that the estimate (9) was already established in [5] only for the specific case of interacting

random walks on the grid of Section 4] (see Theorem 3.2 of [5]), which doesn’t follow directly from the arguments
of this section since we restricted our discussion to finite state space Markov chains.
We also remark that Theorem shows that, for some Markov chains, assumptions that are strictly connected
to positive Ricee,oo curvature are useful for establishing the modified log-Sobolev inequality, positive entropic
curvature, positive discrete Bakry-Emery curvature and other related inequalities (cf. the discussion in Section
). This suggests interesting connections with some other open problems in the theory of functional inequalities
and discrete curvature for Markov chains, as we discuss next.

Peres—Tetali Conjecture One notable example is the following important unpublished conjecture by Peres
and Tetali, which links coarse Ricci curvature to the modified log-Sobolev inequality in the setting of lazy simple
random walks on finite graphs (see also [7, Con. 3.1], |13, Con. 4], [1, Rmk. 1.1]).

Conjecture 5.25. There exists a universal constant a > 0 such that the following holds. Let Q be a finite
unweighted graph and consider the stochastic matrix P associated with the simple random walk on this graph,
p— P+l

= associated to the lazy simple random walk and the generator L = P — 1. If Ricqc1 > K > 0 for the lazy

stochastic matriz P (or, equivalently, if Ricee1 > 2K for L), then MLSI(aK') holds.

In all the examples of Theorem we have positive Ricgc o curvature, which implies in particular positive
Ricee ; curvature by Proposition (.21l Therefore, it is natural to study the following problem related to the
above conjecture: assuming a strictly positive lower bound of Ricee oo (and under some additional assumptions),
is it possible to deduce a lower bound of the same order for the MLSI constant? In particular, if the additional
assumptions are that we are in the setting of simple random walks on finite graphs, this problem constitutes a
weaker form of the Peres—Tetali Conjecture.

Coarse and entropic curvature Another important open problem consists in comparing the different notions
of discrete curvature. For example, it is not known when a positive lower bound for the coarse Ricci curvature
curvature implies a positive lower bound of the same order for the entropic curvature, or vice versa (and similarly for
the discrete Bakry-Emery curvature). In light of the results of this paper, the following is also a natural question:
assuming a strictly positive lower bound of Ricecoo (and under some additional assumption), is it possible to
deduce a lower bound of the same order for the entropic curvature? Interestingly, we remark that positive lower
bounds for the entropic curvature are linked to exponential contraction with respect to the metric #'. Precisely,
if Rice > K then
W (uP;,vP;) < e K9 (u,v)

for all ¢ > 0 and starting probability measures p, v (see |11, Prop 4.7] and cf. Proposition [ZT]). This is of course
reminiscent of the exponential decay of ([B9), which follows from Ricec, o > K. However, not much is known
about the relationship between % and W), (see |11, Prop. 2.12, 2.14] for a lower(/upper) bound of #  in terms of
W1(/W3)), so it is not clear how these exponential decay estimates are connected.
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A Proof of Proposition

Here, we work in the setting of Section Bl and with that notation; recall in particular that the state space is finite
and the Markov chain is irreducible and reversible.

Proof. Suppose  is finite and Assumption [ is satisfied and that () holds for all p: @ — Ry and ¢: Q — R.
Fix now p: Q — Rsg and choose 1) = ¢’ o p. Notice then that

(z) = ply)
(¢ o p)(x) = (¢' ° p)(y)

ﬁf(p,sb’OP):% > m(@)Q,y) [(¢' 0 p)(@) — (¢ 0 p)(W)]* = E(p, ¢ 0 p).  (40)

zy:(z) #(y)

Moreover if ¢ (z) # 1(y) we have that

It follows that

¢, 0p) = 1 £ @)@ ) {11 - 6 (62 0ola). o). ~1+ 6" (o) lota). o] - (160)) |

z,Y

[(¢" 0 p)(x) = (¢" 0 p)(1)]
— ey ¢ op) - %5(% (¢" op)-Lp)

2
= 2E(. (& 0 p) ~ 5E(p, (6" ) Lp)

P(p, ¢ op) = % > w(@)Qx, ) (p(x) — pW)(L($ 0 p)(x) — L(¢' © p)(y)) = E(p, L(& 0 p)).
Therefore

B, (¢ o)) = ~3Elp. (¢ 0 p) - Lo+ (& 0 )]

From this, letting p; = P.p, we see that
d / o /
| Elped op) =—2%(p,¢ o p).

Therefore the inequality Z(p, ¢’ o p) > Ko/ (p,¢' o p) is equivalent to inequality (I0), from which CSI4(2K)
follows. O

Remark A.1. In the particular case when 0 is the logarithmic mean, for any constant Z > 0 we have B(Z-p, ) =
ZB(p, ) and A (Z - p,b) = Zo (p, ), so it suffices to consider the case where p is a density with respect to 7
when proving inequality (&).

B Proof of Proposition 2.4]

In this section we compute the parameter My defined in (@) for the weight function 6, which was defined in ()
with ¢ = ¢, as in {@l), corresponding to Beckner functionals. In other words, we have

a-—1 s—1
0s,t) = o solta-l
for s £t >0 and 6(s,s) = L.
Proof. Recall the definition of
My— inf 0(s,s)+ 6(t,t) € [0.1]

s,t>0: 26 ,t
0(s,t)>0 (S )



For o = 2 the result is trivial, while for & = 1 it follows from equation (2.1) in |11]. Suppose hence that « € (1, 2):
without loss of generality we can minimize over s > ¢ > 0, so that substituting the expression of 8,from (2] the
problem reduces to computing

2—« 2—a) | a—1 _ ja—1
Mo — inf 1 (27427 (s 1)
* s>t>02(a— 1) s—t

1 Socfthfa _ 8270%0471

= i 41

2(04—1){14—53&0 s—t } (41)
1 ] /\afl_/\Qfa

_2(a—1){1+i2f1 A—1 }

where we set A .= 3 > 1. If a > %, the conclusion follows by noticing that % >0 for A > 1 and by letting

A — 00. Suppose hence now that o € (1, %) to conclude that in this case My, = 1 it is enough to show that for
A>1

/\afl _ /\2704
A—1
Notice that equality holds as A — 17. By density of Q in R and by a continuity argument, it suffices to show that
for all A > 1 and all even integers p,s € N with p > s we have that

> 20 — 3. (42)

APFs — \pis p—s
A—1 = p+s’
where we used the substitution o« = 1 + pis. Rearranging this and renaming A < Ar+s we need to prove
equivalently that for all A > 1
APTS — 1 AP — )8
> .
p+s p—s

Equivalently, dividing both sides by A — 1 and denoting by AM the arithmetic mean, we need to prove that
AM(1,..,APF571) > AM(A®, .., AP 7).
This last inequality holds true, since for A > 1 and integers 0 < i < j we have that
AL L > A

by the classical rearrangement inequality. O

C Gronwall’s lemma with Dini derivative

For a continuous function f: I — R, where I C R is an interval, we consider the upper/lower Dini derivative,
which are defined respectively by

dt L fi&+h)— f(t)
al, ! (t) = limsup =———=—=,
d- o fEHh) = f(2)

ar|, O

Clearly, Cfl—; f) < % f(t). Tt may be useful to apply Gronwall’s lemma in absence of differentiability, by considering

instead the Dini derivatives. In particular, the following variant holds.

Lemma C.1 (Gronwall’s lemma). Let I = [a,b) C R be an interval,with a < b < oo, and consider real valued
continuous functions u, 3: I — R. Suppose that for allt € T
d-
Eu(t) < B(t)u(t). (43)
Then for allt € 1

) < esp( [ 5(5)ts )
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Proof.

Set v(t) = exp(— fg B(s)ds), which satisfies v(t) > 0, v'(t) = —B(t)v(t). Notice that for all ¢t € T

d- w4+ h) —u)u(t +h) u(t)o(t+h) —o(t))
E[u(t)v(t)] —l}lIgérif o + W

- m_tu@] o(t) + u(t)v'(t)

<B(Hu(t)o(t) —u(t)B(t)v(t)
=0.

Next, we notice as in [6, Eqn. (3.8)] that this implies that the continuous function u(t)v(t) is non-increasing on
I. In particular, we have u(t)v(t) < u(a), which implies the thesis by substituting the expression for v(¢) and
rearranging. o
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