
ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

15
57

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 2

2 
Ju

l 2
02

4

Curvature-dimension condition, rigidity theorems and entropy
differential inequalities on Riemannian manifolds

Xiang-Dong Li ∗

Abstract In this paper, we use the information-theoretic approach to study
curvature-dimension condition, rigidity theorems and entropy differential in-
equalities on Riemannian manifolds. We prove the equivalence of the
CD(K,m)-condition for K ∈ R and m ∈ [n,∞] and some entropy differential
inequalities along the geodesics on the Wasserstein space over a Riemannian
manifold. The rigidity models of the entropy differential inequalities are the
K-Einstein manifolds and the (K,m)-Einstein manifolds with Hessian solitons.
Moreover, we prove the monotonicity and rigidity theorem of the W -entropy
along the geodesics on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds with
CD(0,m)-condition. Finally, we compare our work with the synthetic geometry
developed by Lott-Villani and Sturm.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, there have been extensive works in the study on curvature-dimension condi-
tion on Riemannian manifolds and metric measure spaces [1, 3, 9, 14, 33, 47, 43, 44, 45, 49,
50]. The first link between the K-geodesic convexity of the relative entropy functional on
the L2-Wasserstein space (P2(M),W2) of probability measures on a Riemannian manifold
M and the condition on the Ricci curvature bounded below by K ∈ R was given by Sturm
and von Renesse [47]. In [33, 44, 45], Lott and Villani, Sturm independently developed
a synthetic comparison geometry on metric measure spaces based on a nice definition of
curvature-dimension condition, which extends the notion of the curvature-dimension condi-
tion introduced by Bakry-Emery [2] on Riemannian manifolds with weighted volume mea-
sure. By [47, 33, 44, 50], the CD(K,∞)-condition holds on a metric measure space (X, d, µ)
if and only if the Boltzmann (relative) entropy

Ent(ρ) = Ent(ρµ|µ) =
∫

X

ρ log ρdµ

is K-convex along any geodesic {ρ(t)dµ, t ∈ [0, 1]} on the Wasserstein space P2(M,d) over
(X, d, µ)

Ent(ρ(t)) ≤ (1− t)Ent(ρ(0)) + tEnt(ρ(1)) − K

2
t(1− t)W 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)), (1.1)

∗Research supported by National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712700), NSFC No.
11771430 and Key Laboratory RCSDS, CAS, No. 2008DP173182.
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and the CD(0, N)-condition holds on a metric measure space (X, d, µ) if and only if the
quantity1

SN ′(ρ) = SN ′(ρµ|µ) = −
∫

M

ρ1−1/N ′

dµ

is convex along any geodesic {ρ(t)dµ, t ∈ [0, 1]} on the Wasserstein space over (X, d, µ) for
all N ′ ≥ N ,

SN ′(ρ(t)) ≤ (1− t)SN ′(ρ(0)) + tSN ′(ρ(1)). (1.2)

Recall that the Wasserstein space P2(X, d) over (X, d, µ) is the set of probability measures
γ on (X, d) with finite second moment

∫

X
d2(o, x)dγ(x) < +∞ for some (hence for all) fixed

o ∈ X , the Wasserstein distance W2(γ0, γ1) between two probability measures γ0, γ1 on
(X, d) is defined by

W2(γ0, γ1) = inf
π

{
∫

X×X

d2(x, y)dπ(x, y)

}

among all the coupling measures π(·, ·) on X×X such that γ0, γ1 are the marginal measures
of π, i.e., γ0 = π(·, X) and γ1 = π(X, ·), and a geodesic on P2(M,d) is a curve γ : [0, 1] →
P2(M,d) such that

W2(γ(s), γ(t)) = |s− t|W2(γ0, γ1), ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1].

For K 6= 0 and N < ∞, the definition formula for the CD(K,N)-condition on metric
measure spaces is more involved. In the literature, it was first introduced by Sturm [45]
using the above mentioned quantity SN ′ and was further extended by Lott-Villani [33] using
more general functional U(ρ) =

∫

X e(ρ)dµ for continuous convex functions e in the class
DCN . See Section 4.7 for the precise definition of the class DCN .

By Definition 1.3 in [45], given two numbers K,N ∈ R with N ∈ [1,∞), we say that a
metric measure space (M,d, µ) satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,N) if and
only if for each pair ν0, ν1 ∈ P2(M,d) there exist an optimal coupling q of ν0 = ρ0µ and
ν1 = ρ1µ, and a geodesic Γ : [0, 1] → P2(M,d) connecting ν0 and ν1, with

SN ′(Γ(t)|µ) ≤ −
∫

M×M

[

τ
(1−t)
K,N ′ (d(x0, x1))ρ

−1/N ′

0 (x0)

+τ
(t)
K,N ′(d(x0, x1))ρ

−1/N ′

1 (x1)
]

dq(x0, x1) (1.3)

for all t ∈ [0, 1] and all N ′ ≥ N . Here, τ
(t)
K,N (θ) = t1/Nσ

(t)
K,N−1(θ)

1−1/N , with

σ
(t)
K,N (θ) =

sin(tθ
√

K/N)

sin(θ
√

K/N)
, t ∈ [0, 1]

when 0 < Kθ2 < Nπ2, and σ
(t)
0,N (θ) = t for K = 0, and one replaces the function sin by the

function sinh in the definition formula of σ
(t)
K,N (θ) when K < 0. See also [50].

In the CD(K,N)-condition on metric measure space, K is regarded as a lower bound of
the Ricci curvature and N ∈ [1,+∞) is an upper bound of the space dimension. Note that
the CD(K,∞)-condition can be viewed as the limiting case of the CD(K,N)-condition for
N → ∞. For the PDE description of the geodesic {ρ(t)dµ, t ∈ [0, 1]} on the Wasserstein
space over (X, d, µ), see Section 3 below.

On the other hand, the Shannon and Rényi entropies and the corresponding entropy
powers have been extensively studied in the information theory. In his 1948 seminal paper

1SN′ (ρ) is the Rényi entropy power Nm,p(ρ) for p = 1− 1/N ′ and m = N ′. See Section 2.
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[41], Shannon introduced the differential entropy for an n-dimensional random vector X
with probability distribution f(x)dx on R

n by

H(X) = H(f) = −
∫

Rn

f(x) log f(x)dx,

and the related entropy power by

N(X) = N(f) = e
2
nH(X).

In [41], Shannon discovered the Entropy Power Inequality (EPI): Let X and Y be two
independent random vectors with probability density functions f and g respectively on R

n,
then

N(X + Y ) ≥ N(X) +N(Y ). (1.4)

Equivalently

N(f ∗ g) ≥ N(f) +N(g),

where f ∗ g denote the convolution of f and g, i.e., the probability density of the law of
X + Y . See Stam [42] and Blachman [4] for the complete proofs of the Shannon Entropy
Power Inequality. Moreover, it is known that the equality holds in (1.4) if and only if X and
Y are normally distributed with proportional covariance matrices. See [41, 42, 4, 11].

In [10], Costa proved the Entropy Power Concavity Inequality (EPCI) for the heat equa-
tion on R

n. More precisely, let u be a positive solution to the heat equation on R
n

∂tu = ∆u. (1.5)

Then the Shannon entropy power N(u(t)) is concave in t ∈ (0,∞), i.e.,

d2

dt2
N(u(t)) ≤ 0. (1.6)

Using an argument based on the Blachman-Stam inequality [4], the original proof of Costa’s
inequalitty (1.6) has been simplified by Dembo et al. [11, 12, 13]. In [48], Villani gave short
proof of Costa’s inequality (1.6) and pointed out that one can extend it to Riemannian
manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature by the Bakry-Emery Γ2-calculus.

The concavity property of the Shannon entropy power for the heat equation (1.5) has
been extended to the Rényi entropy power by Savaré and Toscani [40]. More precisely, let
u be a positive solution to the nonlinear diffusion equation on R

n

∂tu = ∆up, (1.7)

where p ≥ 1− 2
n . Let

Hp(u) =
1

1− p
log

∫

M

updx

be the p-th Rényi entropy associated with (1.7), and define the Rényi entropy power by

Np(u) = exp (σHp(u)) , (1.8)

where σ = p− 1 + 2
n . Then, Savaré and Toscani [40] proved that the Rényi entropy power

Np(u(t)) is concave in t ∈ (0,∞), i.e.,

d2

dt2
Np(u(t)) ≤ 0. (1.9)
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Note that when p → 1, we have σ → 2
n , Hp(u) → H(u) and Np(u) → N(u). In view of this,

one can recover Costa’s concavity result (1.6) from (1.9).
In [28], Songzi Li and the author of this paper extend the concavity of Shannon entropy

power to complete Riemannian manifolds. More precisely, the Shannon entropy power is
concave along the heat equation associated with the Witten Laplacian on complete Rieman-
nian manifolds with the Bakry-Emery curvature-dimension CD(0,m)-condition. In partic-
ular, the Shannon entropy power is concave along the heat equation ∂tu = ∆u on complete
Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature. Under the curvature-dimension
CD(K,m)-condition, it is proved in [28] that the rigidity models of the Shannon entropy
power are Einstein or quasi Einstein manifolds with Hessian solitons. Moreover, it is also
proved in [28] that the Shannon entropy power is convex along the conjugate heat equation
introduced by G. Perelman for Ricci flow and the rigidity models of the Shannon entropy
power are the shrinking Ricci solitons. This gives a new understanding of Perelman’s myste-
rious W -entropy functional for the Ricci flow from the information theoretic point of view.

In [29], Songzi Li and the author of this paper further proved that the Rényi entropy
power is concave along the nonlinear diffusion equation ∂tu = Lup associated with the
Witten Laplacian on compact Riemannian manifolds with the Bakry-Emery curvature-
dimension CD(0,m)-condition. In particular, for p ≥ 1 − 2

n , the Rényi entropy power
Np(u(t)) is concave along the nonlinear diffusion equation ∂tu = ∆up on compact Rie-
mannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature. Under the curvature-dimension
CD(K,m)-condition, it is proved that the rigidity models of the Rényi entropy power are
Einstein or quasi Einstein manifolds with Hessian solitons.

In the theory of optimal transportation, the heat equation (1.5) can be realized as the
gradient flow of the Boltzmann entropy on the L2-Wasserstein space P∞

2 (Rn) of probability
densities on R

n equipped with Otto’s infinite dimensional Riemannian metric, and the non-
linear diffusion equation (1.7) is the gradient flow of the Rényi entropy on the Wasserstein
space over Rn. On the other hand, by the work of McCann [35] and Benamou-Brenier [5],
the geodesic flow over the L2-Wasserstein space P∞

2 (Rn) equipped with Otto’s Riemannian
metric is given by the continuity equation (called also the transport equation) together with
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation on R

n.
The purpose of this paper is use the information-theoretic approach to study the curvature-

dimension condition, rigidity theorems and entropy differential inequalities on complete Rie-
mannian manifolds. We prove the equivalence of the curvature-dimension condition and the
corresponding Shannon and Rényi entropy differential inequalities along the geodesics flow
on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds. We prove the rigidity models of the
entropy differential inequalities are the Einstein manifolds or the (K,m)-Einstein manifolds.
Moreover, we prove the monotonicity and rigidity of the W -entropy along the geodesics
on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds with CD(0,m)-condition. Finally, we
compare our results with the synthetic geometry developed by Lott-Villani [33] , Sturm
[44, 45] and Villani [50].

2 Notation and main results

Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, V ∈ C2(M) and dµ = e−V dv, where dv is
the Riemannian volume measure on (M, g). Let ∇∗

µ be the L2(µ)-adjoint of the gradient
operator ∇, i.e., for any smooth vector field on M ,

∇∗
µX = −eV∇ · (e−V X) = −∇ ·X +∇V ·X.

The Witten Laplacian acting on smooth functions is defined by

L = −∇∗
µ∇ = ∆−∇V · ∇.
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For any f, φ ∈ C∞(M), we have

∇∗
µ(f∇φ) = −fLφ− 〈∇f,∇φ〉.

For any u, v ∈ C∞
0 (M), the integration by parts formula holds
∫

M

〈∇u,∇v〉dµ = −
∫

M

Luvdµ = −
∫

M

uLvdµ.

Thus, L is the infinitesimal generator of the Dirichlet form

E(u, v) =
∫

M

〈∇u,∇v〉dµ, u, v ∈ C∞
0 (M).

By Itô’s theory, the Stratonovich SDE on M

dXt =
√
2Ut ◦ dWt −∇V (Xt)dt, ∇◦dXtUt = 0,

where Ut is the stochastic parallel transport along the trajectory of Xt, with initial data
X0 = x and U0 = IdTxM , defines a diffusion process Xt on M with infinitesimal generator
L. Moreover, the transition probability density of the L-diffusion process Xt with respect
to µ, i.e., the heat kernel pt(x, y) of the Witten Laplacian L, is the fundamental solution to
the heat equation

∂tu = Lu. (2.10)

In [2], Bakry and Emery proved the generalized Bochner formula

L|∇u|2 − 2〈∇u,∇Lu〉 = 2|∇2u|2 + 2Ric(L)(∇u,∇u), (2.11)

where u ∈ C∞
0 (M), ∇2u denotes the Hessian of u, |∇2u| is its Hilbert-Schmidt norm, and

Ric(L) = Ric+∇2V

is the so-called (infinite dimensional) Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature associated with the Wit-
ten Laplacian L. For m ∈ [n,∞), the m-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature associ-
ated with the Witten Laplacian L is defined by

Ricm,n(L) = Ric+∇2V − ∇V ⊗∇V

m− n
.

In view of this, we have

L|∇u|2 − 2〈∇u,∇Lu〉 ≥ 2|Lu|2
m

+ 2Ricm,n(L)(∇u,∇u).

Here we make a convention that m = n if and only if V is a constant. By definition, we
have

Ric(L) = Ric∞,n(L).

Following [2], we say that (M, g, µ) satisfies the curvature-dimension CD(K,m)-condition
for a constant K ∈ R and m ∈ [n,∞] if and only if

Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg.

Note that, when m = n, V = 0, we have L = ∆ is the usual Laplacian on (M, g), and the
CD(K,n)-condition holds if and only if the Ricci curvature on (M, g) is bounded from below
by K, i.e.,

Ric ≥ Kg.
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Let P2(M,µ) (resp. P∞
2 (M,µ)) be the Wasserstein space (reps. the smooth Wasserstein

space) of all probability measures ρ(x)dµ(x) with density function (resp. with smooth
density function) ρ on M such that

∫

M
d2(o, x)ρ(x)dµ(x) < ∞, where d(o, ·) denotes the

distance function from a fixed point o ∈ M . Similarly to Otto [34], the tangent space
TρdµP

∞
2 (M,µ) is identified as follows

TρdµP
∞
2 (M,µ) = {s = ∇∗

µ(ρ∇φ) : φ ∈ C∞(M),

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ < ∞},

where ∇∗
µ denotes the L2-adjoint of the Riemannian gradient ∇ with respect to the weighted

volume measure dµ on (M, g).
For si = ∇∗

µ(ρ∇φi) ∈ TρdµP
∞
2 (M,µ), i = 1, 2, Otto [34] introduced the following infinite

dimensional Riemannian metric on P∞
2 (M,µ)

〈〈s1, s2〉〉 :=
∫

M

〈∇φ1,∇φ2〉ρdµ,

provided that

‖si‖2 :=

∫

M

|∇φi|2ρdµ < ∞, i = 1, 2.

Let TρdµP2(M,µ) be the completion of TρdµP
∞
2 (M,µ) with Otto’s Riemannian metric. Then

P2(M,µ) is an infinite dimensional Riemannian manifold.
Similarly to Benamou and Brenier [5], we can prove that, for any given µi = ρidµ ∈

P2(M,µ), i = 0, 1, the L2-Wasserstein distance between µ0 and µ1 coincides with the
geodesic distance between µ0 and µ1 on P2(M,µ) equipped with Otto’s infinite dimensional
Riemannian metric, i.e.,

W 2
2 (µ0, µ1) = inf

{
∫ 1

0

∫

M

|∇φ(x, t)|2ρ(x, t)dµ(x)dt : ∂tρ = ∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ), ρ(0) = ρ0, ρ(1) = ρ1

}

.

Given µ0 = ρ(·, 0)µ, µ1 = ρ(·, 1)µ ∈ P∞
2 (M,µ), it is known that there is a unique minimizing

Wasserstein geodesic {µ(t), t ∈ [0, 1]} of the form µ(t) = (Ft)∗µ0 joining µ0 and µ1 in
P2(M,µ), where Ft ∈ Diff(M) is given by Ft(x) = expx(−t∇φ(·, 0)) for an appropriate
Lipschitz function φ(·, t) (see [35]). If the Wasserstein geodesic in P2(M,µ) belongs entirely
to P∞

2 (M,µ), then the geodesic flow (ρ, φ) ∈ TP∞
2 (M,µ) satisfies the continuity equation

and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∂tρ−∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ) = 0, (2.12)

∂tφ+
1

2
|∇φ|2 = 0, (2.13)

with the boundary condition ρ(0) = ρ0 and ρ(1) = ρ1. When ρ0 ∈ C∞(M,R+) and
φ0 ∈ C∞(M), defining φ(·, t) ∈ C∞(M) by the Hopf-Lax solution

φ(x, t) = inf
y∈M

(

φ0(y) +
d2(x, y)

2t

)

, (2.14)

and solving the continuity equation (2.12) by the characteristic method, it is known that
(ρ, φ) satisfies (2.12) and (2.13) with ρ(0) = ρ0 and φ(0) = φ0. See [49] Sect. 5.4.7. See also
[31, 32]. In view of this, the continuity equation (2.12) and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
(2.13) describe the geodesic flow on the tangent bundle TP∞

2 (M,µ) over the Wasserstein
space P2(M,µ). Note that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13) is also called the eikonnal
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equation in geometric optics. In particular, when m = n, V = 0 and µ = v, we have
∇∗

v = −∇·, and the geodesic flow on TP2(M, v) is given by

∂tρ+∇ · (ρ∇φ) = 0, (2.15)

∂tφ+
1

2
|∇φ|2 = 0. (2.16)

When M = R
n, let ρn(x, t) = e

−
|x|2

4t2

(4πt2)n/2 , and φn(x, t) = |x|2

2t . By [27], (ρn, φn) is a special

solution to the geodesic equations (2.15) and (2.16) on P2(R
n, dx).

Note that our definitions of P2(M,µ), P∞
2 (M,µ) and the geodesic equations (2.12) and

(2.13) rely on the reference measure µ on the Riemanian manifold (M, g), while the classical
definition of the Wasserstein space P2(X, d) relied only on the distance function d on the
metric space X .

Let (ρ, φ) be a smooth geodesic flow on P2(M,µ), i.e., a smooth solution to (2.12) and
(2.13). The Shannon entropy associated with the geodesic flow is defined by

H(ρ) = −
∫

M

ρ log ρdµ,

and for p > 1− 1
m , the p-th Rényi entropy associated with the geodesic flow is defined by

Hp(ρ) =
1

1− p
log

∫

M

ρpdµ.

The Shannon entropy power Nm associated with the geodesic flow is defined by

Nm(ρ) = exp

(

1

m
H(ρ)

)

,

and the Rényi entropy power Nm,p associated with the geodesic flow is defined by

Np,m(u) = exp

(

1

m
Hp(u)

)

.

Let θ = W2(ρ(0)µ, ρ(1)µ). Define

σK,m,θ(t) :=
sin(tθ

√

K/m)

sin(θ
√

K/m)
,

when 0 < Kθ2 < mπ2, σK,m,θ(t) = +∞ when Kθ2 ≥ mπ2, σK,m,θ(t) = t when K = 0, and
when K < 0

σK,m,θ(t) =
sinh(tθ

√

K/m)

sinh(θ
√

K/m)
.

Denote

Nm,K(t) = σK,m,θ(1− t)Nm(ρ(0)) + σK,m,θ(t)Nm(ρ(1)). (2.17)

Then

d2Nm,K

dt2
= −Kθ2

m
Nm,K , (2.18)

and
Nm,K(0) = Nm(ρ(0)), Nm,K(1) = Nm(ρ(1)).

Now we state the main results of this paper.
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Theorem 2.1 Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold, and K ∈ R.
Let (ρ, φ) be a smooth solution to the geodesic flow on TP2(M, v) equipped with Otto’s infinite
dimensional Riemannian metric, i.e., (ρ, φ) satisfies the continuity equation (2.12) and the

Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13) for µ = v. Let p ≥ 1 − 1
n and dγ = ρpdv∫

M
ρpdv

. Then the

following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Ric ≥ K,
(ii) the Shannon entropy differential inequality holds

−H ′′ ≥ 1

n
H ′2 +KW 2

2 (ρ(0)v, ρ(1)v),

(iii) the Shannon entropy power differential inequality holds

d2Nn

dt2
≤ −KNn

n
W 2

2 (ρ(0)v, ρ(1)v),

(iv) the Rényi entropy differential inequality holds

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p ≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ,

(v) the Rényi entropy power differential inequality holds

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) ≤

(

−K

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ
)

Nn,p(ρ(t))

(vi) the Shannon entropy power Nn(ρ(t)) satisfies

Nn(ρ(t)) ≥ σK,n,θ(1− t)Nn(ρ(0)) + σK,n,θ(t)Nn(ρ(1)),

(vii) For all N ≥ n, it holds

d2

dt2
SN (ρ) +

N − n

n
[SN (ρ)]

−1

(

d

dt
SN(ρ)

)2

≥ K

N

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndv.

where SN (ρ) = −
∫

M
ρ1−1/Ndv. In particular, it holds

d2

dt2
SN(ρ) ≥ K

N

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndv.

(viii) Sturm’s definition inequality (1.3) for CD(K,N) holds for all N ′ ≥ N = n.

Moreover, the equality in one of (ii)-(vii) holds for all geodesic on P2(M, v) if and only
if (M, g) is an Einstein manifold with constant Ricci curvature, i.e.,

Ric = Kg,

and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

n
g,

where

I = H ′(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

∆φρdv

8



is the Fisher information associated with the geodesic flow on TP2(M, v), and satisfies the
Riccati equation

−I ′ =
I2

n
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0)v, ρ(1))v).

More generally, we have the following

Theorem 2.2 Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with a weighted
volume measure dµ = e−V dv, where V ∈ C2(M,R). Let m ∈ [n,∞) and K ∈ R be two
constants. Let (ρ, φ) be a smooth solution to the geodesic flow on TP2(M,µ) equipped with
Otto’s infinite dimensional Riemannian metric, i.e., (ρ, φ) satisfies the continuity equation

(2.12) and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13). Let p ≥ 1− 1
m and dγ = ρpdµ∫

M
ρpdµ

. Then the

following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Ricm,n(L) ≥ K, i.e., the CD(K,m)-condition holds,
(ii) the Shannon entropy differential inequality holds

−H ′′ ≥ 1

m
H ′2 +KW 2

2 (ρ(0)µ, ρ(1)µ), (2.19)

(iii) the Shannon entropy power differential inequality holds

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −KNm

m
W 2

2 (ρ(0)µ, ρ(1)µ), (2.20)

(iv) the Rényi entropy differential inequality holds

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p ≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ, (2.21)

(v) the Rényi entropy power differential inequality holds

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) ≤

(

−K

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ
)

Nm,p(ρ(t)) (2.22)

(vi) the Shannon entropy power Nm(ρ(t) satisfies

Nm(ρ(t)) ≥ σK,m,θ(1− t)Nm(ρ(0)) + σK,m,θ(t)Nm(ρ(1)), (2.23)

(vii) For all N ≥ m, it holds

d2

dt2
SN (ρ) +

N −m

m
[SN (ρ)]

−1

(

d

dt
SN (ρ)

)2

≥ K

N

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndµ. (2.24)

where SN (ρ) = −
∫

M ρ1−1/Ndµ. In particular, it holds

d2

dt2
SN (ρ) ≥ K

N

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndµ. (2.25)

(viii) Sturm’s definition inequality (1.3) holds for all N ′ ≥ N = m.

Moreover, the equality in one of (ii)-(viii) holds for all geodesic on P2(M,µ) if and only
if (M, g, V ) is a (K,m)-Einstein manifold with constant m-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci
curvature, i.e.,

Ricm,n(L) = Kg,
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and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

m
g,

where

I = H ′(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

Lφρdµ

is the Fisher information associated with the geodesic flow on TP2(M,µ), and satisfies the
Riccati equation

−I ′ =
I2

m
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0)µ, ρ(1)µ).

Theorem 2.3 Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and V ∈ C2(M) such that
Ric(L) = Ric + ∇2V is uniformly bounded on M . Let (ρ(t), φ(t)) be a smooth Benamou-
Brenier geodesic on P2(M,µ) satisfying the growth condition as required in Theorem 4.1

below. Let p ≥ 1− 1
m and dγ = ρpdµ∫

M
ρpdµ

. Then

d2

dt2
Hp(ρ(t)) +

2

t

d

dt
Hp(ρ(t)) −

m

t2

= −t(p− 1)Varγ(Lφ)− t

∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−t

∫

M

(

∣

∣

∣
∇2φ− g

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

m− n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

dγ,

where

Varγ(Lφ) =

∫

M

|Lφ− γ(Lφ)|2dγ.

Let

Hm,p(ρ(t)|ρm(t)) = Hp(ρ(t))−Hp(ρm(t)),

and define the W -entropy by the Boltzmann formula

Wm,p(ρ, t) =
d

dt
(tHm,p(ρ(t)|ρm(t)).

Then

1

t

d

dt
Wm,p(ρ, t) = −(p− 1)Varγ(Lφ)−

∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−
∫

M

[

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

t

∥

∥

∥

2

+
1

m− n

∫

M

(

∇V · ∇φ +
m− n

t

)2
]

dγ.

In particular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, then tHm,p(ρ(t)) is concave in t along the geodesic in
P∞(M,µ), and Wm,p(ρ(t)) is non-increasing in t along the geodesic in P∞(M,µ). Moreover,
assume that Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, p ≥ 1− 1

m , and d
dtWm,p(ρ, t) = 0 at some t = τ > 0. Then M

is isometric to R
n, m = n, V is a constant and (ρ, φ) = (ρm, φm).
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For the significant role of the W -entropy in the proof of the non-local collapsing theorem
of Hamilton’s Ricci flow [18, 19] for the Poincaré conjecture and Thurston’s geometrization
conjecture, see Perelman [39]. See also [6, 20, 36, 7, 8]. See [37, 38] for the W -entropy
formula for the heat equation ∂tu = ∆u on Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci
curvature. See [30, 23, 24, 25, 27] for the study of monotonicity and rigidity theorems of
the W -entropy for the heat equation of the Witten Laplacian ∂tu = Lu on Riemannian
manifolds with CD(K,m)-condition or (K,m)-super Ricci flows and its extension to the
Langevin deformation on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian mnaifolds with CD(0,m)-
condition.

Corollary 2.4 The CD(0,m)-condition holds if and only if the Shannon entropy power Nm

is displacement concave along any geodesic on P2(M,µ) in the sense that

Nm(ρ(t)) ≥ (1− t)Nm(ρ(0)) + tNm(ρ(1)). (2.26)

Moreover, if the equality in (2.26) holds for all geodesic on P2(M,µ), then M is (0,m)-
Einstein, i.e.,

Ricm,n(L) = 0.

Corollary 2.5 The CD(K,∞)-condition holds if and only if for any geodesic on P2(M,µ)
we have

d2

dt2
Ent(ρ(t)) ≥ K

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ = KW 2
2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (2.27)

Equivalently, the formal Hessian of the Boltzmann entropy functional Ent on the Wasser-
stein space P2(M,µ) is bounded below by K, i.e.,

Hess Ent ≥ K,

or the Boltzmann entropy Ent is K-displacement convex along any geodesics on the Wasser-
stein space P2(M,µ) in the sense that

Ent(ρ(t)) ≤ (1− t)Ent(ρ(0)) + tEnt(ρ(1)) − K

2
t(1− t)W 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (2.28)

Moreover, the equality in (2.27) holds for any geodesic on P2(M,µ) if and only if (M, g, V )
is a K-Ricci soliton in the sense that Ric(L) = Kg, i.e.,

Ric+∇2V = Kg.

In particular, when µ = v, then the Boltzmann entropy Ent is K-displacement convex
along any geodesics on the Wasserstein space P2(M, v) over complete Riemannian mani-
folds with Ric ≥ Kg, and the equality in (2.27) or (2.28) holds along any geodesics on the
Wasserstein space P2(M, v) if and only if (M, g) is a K-Einstein manifold with

Ric = Kg.

Note that, in the work of Sturm and von Renesse [47], Lott-Villani [33] and Sturm
[44, 45], the K-displacement convexity of the Boltzmann entropy Ent along Wasserstein
geodesics (i.e., (1.1)) is used to characterize the CD(K,∞)-condition on Riemannian man-
ifolds (M, g, µ) and metric measure spaces (X, d, µ), and the inequality (1.3) for the Rényi
entropy along geodesics on the Wasserstein space over metric measure space (X, d, µ) is
used to introduce the definition of the CD(K,N)-condition on (X, d, µ). When restricting
on Riemannian manifolds with weighted volume measures (i.e., in the setting of smooth
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metric measure spaces), we will make a comparison between Lott-Villani and Sturm’s defi-
nitions of their curvature-dimension CD(K,N) conditions (K ∈ R and N ∈ [n,∞]) with our
results on the concavity of the Shannon and Rényi entropy powers along the geodesic on the
Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds with the Bakry-Emery CD(K,m)-condition
(K ∈ R and m ∈ [n,∞]) for N = m.

In summary, the novelties of our paper are:
(1) We give some new characterizations of CD(K,m)-condition which are equivalent

to the ones of Sturm [45] and Lott-Villani [33] on Riemannian manifolds. Our proof uses
explicit calculations and is different from [33, 45, 50]. Our work provides an information-
theoretic approach to understand the synthetic geometry developed by Lott-Villani and
Sturm [33, 50, 45].

(2) We prove the rigidity theorems for the entropy differential inequalities on Riemannian
manifolds with CD(K,m)-condition, which are new in the literature.

(3) We introduce the Perelman type W -entropy associated with the Rényi entropy for the
Benamou-Brenier geodesic on the Wasserstein space over a Riemannian manifold and prove
its monotonicity and rigidity theorem on the Wasserstein space over complete Riemannian
manifolds with CD(0,m)-condition. This is also new.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we prove the differential
inequalities and rigidity theorem for the Shannon entropy and its power along geodesics on
the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds. In Section 4, we prove the differential
inequalities and rigidity theorem for the Rényi entropy and the associated W -entropy along
the Benamou-Brenier geodesics on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds. In
Section 5, we compare our work with the synthetic geometry developed by Lott-Villani and
Sturm and raise some problems for further study in the future.

3 Differential inequalities for Shannon entropy

In this section we prove the differential inequalities for the Shannon entropy and its power
along the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over complete Riemannian manifolds with
the CD(K,m) curvature-dimension condition. We prove the NIW formula which indicates
the relationship between the Shannon entropy powerN , the Fisher information I and theW -
entropy associated with the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over compact Riemannian
manifolds. Moreover, we prove that the rigidity models of the Shannon entropy power N
are the so-called (K,m)-Einstein manifolds, i.e., Ricm,n(L) = Kg, coupled with a Hessian
soliton. In particular, when m = n, the rigidity models of the Shannon entropy power N
are the Einstein manifolds, i.e., Ric = Kg, coupled with a Hessian soliton.

3.1 Differential inequalities for Shannon entropy

Recall the following result which was proved in [27] on complete Riemannian manifolds. In
compact case, it is well-known, see e.g. [32].

Theorem 3.1 ([32, 27]) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold, and V ∈ C2(M).
Suppose that Ric(L) = Ric+∇2V is uniformly bounded on M , i.e., there exists a constant
C > 0 such that |Ric(L)| ≤ C. Let (ρ, φ) be smooth solutions to the Benamou-Brenier
geodesic which satisfies the following growth conditions

∫

M

[

|∇ log ρ|2 + |∇φ|2 + |∇2φ|2 + |Lφ|2 + |∇Lφ|2
]

ρdµ < ∞,

and for a fixed point o ∈ M , some functions Ci(t) ≥ 0 and αi(t) ≥ 0 on [0, T ],

C1(t)e
−α1(t)d

2(x,o) ≤ ρ(x, t) ≤ C2(t)e
α2(t)d

2(x,o), ∀x ∈ M, t ∈ [0, T ],
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and
∫

M

d4(x, o)ρ(x, t)dµ < ∞, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Then the entropy dissipation formulae hold

d

dt
Ent(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

∇φ · ∇ρdµ = −
∫

M

Lφρdµ, (3.29)

d2

dt2
Ent(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

Γ2(φ, φ)ρdµ, (3.30)

where

Γ2(φ, φ) :=
1

2
L|∇φ|2 − 〈∇φ,∇Lφ〉.

Note that, by the generalized Bochner formula [2], we have

Γ2(φ, φ) = ‖∇2φ‖2HS +Ric(L)(∇φ,∇φ).

Theorem 3.2 Under the assumption of Theorem 3.1, suppose that Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg, where
m ∈ [n,∞) and K ∈ C(M,R). Then the following Shannon entropy differential inequality
holds

−H ′′ ≥ 1

m
H ′2 +

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ+
1

m

∫

M

|Lφ− I|2ρdµ, (3.31)

and equivalently the Shannon entropy power differential inequality holds

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −Nm

m

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ− Nm

m2

∫

M

|Lφ− I|2ρdµ, (3.32)

where

I = H ′(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

Lφρdµ

is the Fisher information associated with the geodesic flow on TP2(M,µ). As a consequence,
if Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg, where K ∈ C(M,R), then the Shannon entropy differential inequality
holds

H ′′ +
1

m
H ′2 +

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ ≤ 0. (3.33)

In particular, when K is a constant, we obtain (2.19) and (2.20).

Proof. Note that, for any m ≥ n, we have

Γ2(φ, φ) ≥
|Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ).

Thus

−∂2
tH(ρ(t)) ≥

∫

M

[ |Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

ρdµ.

Since ρdµ is a probability measure, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

∫

M

|Lφ|2ρdµ ≥
(
∫

M

Lφρdµ

)2

= (∂tH(ρ(t)))2,
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and hence

−∂2
tH(ρ(t)) ≥ (∂tH(ρ(t)))2

m
+

∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)ρdµ.

Thus, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ K for some function K ∈ C(M,R), we have

−∂2
tH(ρ(t)) ≥ (∂tH(ρ(t)))2

m
+

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ.

This finishes the proof of (3.33). In particular, when K is a constant, we obtain (2.19).
Note that, along the geodesic flow (ρ(t), φ(t)) on TP2(M,µ), we have

∫

M

|∇φ(t)|2ρ(t)dµ = W 2
2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)), ∀t > 0.

This proves the equivalent form of the entropy differential inequality.
On the other hand, the Shannon entropy power satisfies

d

dt
Nm(ρ(t)) = Nm(ρ(t))

∂tH(ρ(t))

m
,

d2

dt2
Nm(ρ(t)) = Nm(ρ(t))

[

∂2
tH(ρ(t))

m
+

(

∂tH(ρ(t))

m

)2
]

.

Thus the EPDI (2.20) follows from EDI (2.19). �

Let

ΘK(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

K|∇φ(t)|2ρ(t)dµ.

Then we have the Riccati differential inequality along (ρ(t), φ(t))

H ′′ +
1

m
H ′2 +ΘK(ρ(t)) ≤ 0. (3.34)

The boundary condition for H ′(ρ(t)) is given by

H ′(0+) = lim
t→0+

H ′(ρ(t)).

Note that (3.34) is equivalent to is equivalent to

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −ΘK(ρ(t))

m
Nm.

Let H ′
m,K(t) be the unique solution to the Riccati equation

H ′′
m,K +

1

m
H ′2

m,K +ΘK(ρ(t)) = 0 (3.35)

with the initial value H ′
m,K(0) ≥ H ′(0+), and let Nm,K be the unique solution to the second

order differential equation

d2Nm,K

dt2
= −ΘK(ρ(t))

m
Nm,K (3.36)

with two-point boundary condition

Nm,K(0) = Nm(ρ(0)), Nm,K(1) = Nm(ρ(1)).

By the Sturm-Liouville comparison theorem and the maximum principle for Riccati
equation, we have
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Theorem 3.3 Under the same condition as in Theorem 3.2, we have

H ′(ρ(t)) ≤ H ′
m,K(t), (3.37)

and

Nm(ρ(t)) ≥ Nm,K(t). (3.38)

In the case K ∈ R is a constant, we have ΘK(ρ(t)) = Kθ := KW 2
2 (ρ(0)µ, ρ(1)µ), and (3.34)

and (3.35) read as follows

H ′′
m,K +

1

m
H ′2

m,K +Kθ2 = 0, (3.39)

and

d2Nm,K

dt2
= −Kθ2

m
Nm,K . (3.40)

Hence Nm,L(t) is given by (2.23), i.e.,

Nm,K(t) = σK,m,θ(1− t)Nm(ρ(0)) + σK,m,θ(t)Nm(ρ(1)).

Proof. Note that (3.34) and (3.35) have the constant term ΘK(ρ(t)) =
∫

M
K|∇φ(t)|2ρ(t)dµ

which depends on (ρ(t), φ(t)). Let u = H ′(t)−H ′
m,K(t). We have

u′ ≤ −
H ′ +H ′

m,K

m
u.

By the Gronwall inequality, we have

u(t) ≤ u(0) exp

(

−H(t) +Hm,K(t)−H(0)−Hm,K(0)

m

)

.

In particular, as u(0) = H ′(t)−H ′
m,K(t) ≤ 0, we have

u(t) ≤ 0.

Integrating along geodesic from ρ(0) to ρ(1), the Shannon entropy power inequality (2.20)
implies that

Nm(ρ(t)) ≥ Nm,K(t). (3.41)

From which we derive (2.23). �

3.2 The W -entropy and NIW formula for Shannon entropy

Recall that, in [25, 27], S. Li and the author of this paper introduced the W -entropy and
proved the following W -entropy formula for the Shannon entropy along the geodesic flow on
the Wasserstein space P2(M,µ).

Theorem 3.4 [25, 27] Let (M, g) be a complet Riemannian manifold, V ∈ C2(M) such that
Ric(L) = Ric+∇2V is uniformly bounded. Let (ρ, φ) : M × [0, T ] → R

+ × R be a smooth
solution to the Benamou-Brenier geodesic on P2(M,µ) satisfying the growth condition as
required in Theorem 3.1. For any m ≥ n, define the Hm-entropy and Wm-entropy for the
geodesic flow (ρ, φ) on TP∞

2 (M,µ) as follows

Hm(ρ, t) = H(ρ(t)) − m

2

(

1 + log(4πt2)
)

,
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and

Wm(ρ, t) =
d

dt
(tHm(ρ, t)).

Then for all t > 0, we have

1

t

d

dt
Wm(ρ, t) = −

∫

M

[

∣

∣

∣
∇2φ− g

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

ρdµ

− 1

m− n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇V · ∇φ− m− n

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ. (3.42)

In paricular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, then Wm(ρ, t) is nonincreasing in time t along the geodesic
flow on TP∞

2 (M,µ).

Moreover, S. Li and the author [25, 27] proved the following rigidity theorem of the W -
entropy for the Shannon entropy along the Benamou-Brenier geodesic on the Wasserstein
space over Riemannian manifold with CD(0,m)-condition.

Theorem 3.5 [25, 27] Let (M, g, V ) be a complete Riemannian manifold with Ric(L) =
Ric + ∇2V uniformly bounded, and let (ρ(t), φ(t)) be a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic
on P2(M,µ) satisfying the growth condition as required in Theorem 3.1. Suppose that
Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0 and d

dtWm(ρ, t) = 0 at some t = τ > 0. Then M is isometric to R
n,

m = n, V is a constant and (ρ, φ) = (ρn, φn).

As a consequence of the W -entropy formula, we can derive the following W -entropy in-
equality: On complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry condition, ifRicm,n(L) ≥
K, then we have

1

t

d

dt
Wm(ρ, t) ≤ −

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ− 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣
∆φ − m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ.

In particular, for L = ∆, m = n and µ = v, we obtain: on any complete Riemannian
manifold with bounded geometry condition, if Ric ≥ K, we have

1

t

d

dt
Wn(ρ, t) ≤ −

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdv − 1

n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣
∆φ − n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdv.

In this section, we prove the following NIW formula, which indicates an interesting
relationship between the Shannon entropy power N , the Fisher information I and the W -
entropy associated with the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over (weighted) complete
Riemannian manifolds. More precisely, we have the following

Theorem 3.6 Let M be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with V ∈ C2(M).
Define

H(ρ(t)) = −
∫

M

ρ log ρdµ, Nm(ρ(t)) = e
H(ρ(t))

m .

Then

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
= − 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)ρdµ

−m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ.

(3.43)
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Moreover, the following NIW formula holds

d2Nm

dt2
=

Nm

m

[

1

m

∣

∣

∣
I − m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

t

dWm

dt

]

.

where I = H ′(ρ(t)) =
∫

M
Lφ(t)ρ(t)dµ is the Fisher information. In particular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥

K, we have

1

t

dWm

dt
≤ −

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ− 1

m

∣

∣

∣
I − m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

. (3.44)

Proof. Using ‖A‖2HS = |TrA|2

n +
∥

∥A− TrA
n g

∥

∥

2

HS
, we have

‖∇2φ‖2HS =
|∆φ|2
n

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

.

Applying the elementary equality

(a+ b)2 =
a2

1 + ε
− b2

ε
+

ε

1 + ε

(

a+
1 + ε

ε
b

)2

to a = Lφ, b = ∇V · ∇φ and ε = m−n
n , we have

|∆φ|2 =
n

m
|Lφ|2 − n

m− n
|∇V · ∇φ|2 + m− n

m

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

,

and

‖∇2φ‖2HS =
|Lφ|2
m

− |∇V · ∇φ|2
m− n

+
m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

.

This yields

Γ2(φ, φ) =
|Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

+
m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

.

Substituting this into (3.30), we have

∂tH(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

Lφρdµ,

∂2
tH(ρ(t)) = −

∫

M

[ |Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

ρdµ

−m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ.

Combining this with (3.29), we have
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∂2
tH(ρ(t)) +

(∂tH(ρ(t))2

m

= − 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)ρdµ

−m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ.

Combining this with (3.34) and (3.34), we have

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
= − 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)ρdµ

−m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ.

(3.45)

By (3.45) and (3.42), we have

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
− 1

t

dWm

dt

= − 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ− m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ

−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ+

∫

M

∣

∣

∣
∇2φ− g

t

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ+
1

m− n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ.

Note that

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

t

∥

∥

∥

2

HS
=

1

n

∣

∣

∣
∆φ− n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

=
1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ− m

t
+

(

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

t

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

=
1

m

∣

∣

∣
Lφ− m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

− 1

m− n

(

∇V · ∇φ +
m− n

t

)2

+
m− n

mn

[

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

]2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

.

Combining this with the fact I = ∂tH(ρ(t)) =
∫

M
Lφρdµ, we have

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
=

1

t

dWm

dt
+

1

m

∣

∣

∣
I − m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

.

This proves the NIW formula. The W -inequality (3.44) follows from (3.35). �

In particular, when m = n, V = 0 and L = ∆, we have the following

Theorem 3.7 Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. Then

n

Nn

d2Nn

dt2
= − 1

n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆φ−
∫

M

∆φρdv

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdv −
∫

M

Ric(∇φ,∇φ)ρdv

−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdv. (3.46)
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Moreover, the following NIW formula holds

d2Nn

dt2
=

Nn

n

[

1

n

∣

∣

∣
I − n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

t

dWn

dt

]

. (3.47)

In particular, if Ric ≥ K, we have

1

t

dWn

dt
≤ −

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdv − 1

n

∣

∣

∣
I − n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

. (3.48)

Remark 3.8 Using again ‖A‖2HS = |TrA|2

n +
∥

∥A− TrA
n g

∥

∥

2

HS
, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
1

n
|∆φ− I|2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

n
g − 1

n
(∆φ− I) g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
1

n
|∆φ− I|2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

.

This yields another explicit expression of the second derivative of the Shannon entropy power
along the geodesic flow on TP2(M, v), which is indeed equivalent to (3.46). More precisely,
we have

d2Nn

dt2
= −Nn

n

∫

M

(

Ric(∇φ,∇φ) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

)

ρdv.

Similarly, for m > n, I =
∫

M
Lφρdµ, using

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

m
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
1

n

∣

∣

∣
∆φ− n

m
I
∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

m
g − 1

n

(

∆φ− n

m
I
)

g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
1

n

∣

∣

∣
∆φ− n

m
I
∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

,

and

1

n
|∆φ− n

m
I|2 =

1

m
|Lφ− I|2 − 1

m− n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

m

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

,

we have

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
= −

∫

M

(

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

m
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

)

ρdµ

− 1

(m− n)

∫

M

(

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

m

)2

ρdµ.

3.3 Rigidity of Shannon entropy power

In this subsection, we prove the rigidity part of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.9 Under the same condition and notation as in Theorem 2.1, we have

d2Nn

dt2
≤ −KNn

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdv − Nn

n2

∫

M

|∆φ− I|2ρdv. (3.49)
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This indeed improves the entropy power concavity inequality in Theorem 2.1, i.e.,

d2Nn

dt2
≤ −KNn

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdv. (3.50)

Moreover, the equality in (3.50) holds if and only if (M, g) is an Einstein manifold with
constant Ricci curvature Ric = Kg with a Hessian soliton

∇2φ =
I

n
g.

where I =
∫

M
∆φρdv is the Fisher information associated with the geodesic flow on TP2(M, v),

and satisfies the Riccati differential equation

−I ′ =
I2

n
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (3.51)

Proof. By (3.46) in Theorem 3.7 or (3.49), under the condition Ric ≥ Kg, we have

d2Nn

dt2
≤ −KNn

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdv − Nn

n

∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− I

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdv. (3.52)

Using the trace inequality
∥

∥∇2φ− I
ng
∥

∥

2

HS
≥ 1

n |∆φ− I|2, we have

d2Nn

dt2
≤ −KNn

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdv − Nn

n2

∫

M

|∆φ− I|2ρdv. (3.53)

This improves the entropy power concavity inequality in Theorem 2.1, i.e., (2.20).
Moreover, from (3.49), we see that (3.50) is an equality if and only if

Ric(∇φ,∇φ)(x) = K|∇φ(x)|2, ∇2φ(x) =
I

n
g(x), ∀x ∈ M. (3.54)

Since the set {∇φ(x) : φ ∈ C∞(M)} spans the whole tangent space TxM , we conclude that
(M, g) is Einstein manifold with constant Ricci curvature

Ric = Kg, (3.55)

and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

n
g. (3.56)

On the other hand, we can check that (3.50) becomes an equality if and only if the
differential inequality (2.19) becomes an equality, i.e.,

−H ′′(ρ(t)) =
H ′2(ρ(t))

n
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)).

That is to say, the Fisher information I = H ′(ρ(t)) satisfies the differential equation (3.51).
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.9. �

Remark 3.10 In particular, if Ric ≥ 0, then I(t) = H ′(t) satisfies I ′ + I2

n ≤ 0. This yields
d
dt

(

1
I − t

n

)

≥ 0, and hence I(t) ≤ n
Cn+t , where C := lim

t→0+

(

1
I − t

n

)

= 1
I(0) .

In particular, we have the following rigidity theorem.
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Theorem 3.11 If Ric ≥ 0, and p ≥ 1− 1
n , we have

d2

dt2
Nn(ρ(t)) ≤ 0, (3.57)

i.e., Nn(ρ(t)) is concave in t on [0,∞). Moreover, under the assumption Ric ≥ 0 and
p ≥ 1− 1

n , the equality in (3.68) holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if (M, g) is Ricci flat,
i.e., Ric = 0, and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

n
g.

Furthermore, in the case (M, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry
condition as in Theorem 3.1, and (ρ(t), φ(t)) is a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic on
the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold satisfying growth condition as required in
Theorem 3.1. Then, under the assumption Ric ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 − 1

n , the equality in (3.57)
holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if M is isometric to R

n, and (ρ, φ) = (ρn, φn).

Proof. The last statement of rigidity theorem is indeed a reformulation of Theorem 3.5. �

In general case of weighted Riemannian manifolds, we have the following

Theorem 3.12 Under the same condition and notation as in Theorem 3.2, we have

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −KNm

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ− Nm

m2

∫

M

|Lφ− I|2ρdµ. (3.58)

This indeed improves the entropy power concavity inequality EPCI in Theorem 3.2, i.e.,

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −KNm

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ. (3.59)

Moreover, the equality in (3.59) holds if and only if (M, g, V ) is a (K,m)-Einstein manifold
with constant m-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature

Ricm,n(L) = Kg,

and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton eqation

∇2φ =
I

m
g.

where I =
∫

M
Lφρdµ is the Fisher information associated with the geodesic flow on TP2(M,µ),

and satisfies the differential equation

−I ′ =
I2

m
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (3.60)

Proof. By the NIW formula (3.43) in Theorem 3.6, under the condition Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg,
where K ∈ C(M,R), we have

m

Nm

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ− m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ

− 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ. (3.61)
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This yields

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −Nm

m

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ− Nm

m2

∫

M

|Lφ− I|2ρdµ, (3.62)

which implies

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −Nm

m

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρdµ. (3.63)

In particular, when K is a constant, we have

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −KNm

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ− Nm

m2

∫

M

|Lφ− I|2ρdµ. (3.64)

The inequalities (3.62), (3.63) and (3.64) are improved versions of the entropy power
concavity inequality in Theorem 3.2, i.e., if Ricm,n(L) ≥ K for a constant K ∈ R, then

d2Nm

dt2
≤ −KNm

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ. (3.65)

Moreover, from (3.61) we can conclude that, the equality in (3.63) or (3.65) holds if and
only if

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ) = K|∇φ|2, Lφ = I =

∫

M

Lφρdµ,

and

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ = 0, ∇2φ =

∆φ

n
g.

Since ∇φ spans the whole tangent space TM , we conclude that (M, g) is a (K,m)-Einstein
manifold with constant m-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature

Ricm,n(L) = Kg,

and ∆φ = n
mI. Hence φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

m
g.

Moreover, we can check that (3.63) becomes an equality if and only if the differential
inequality (3.33) becomes an equality, i.e.,

−H ′′(ρ(t)) =
H ′2(ρ(t))

m
+

∫

M

K|∇φ(t)|2ρ(t)dµ. (3.66)

In particular, the inequality (3.65) becomes an equality if and only if the differential inequal-
ity (2.19) becomes an equality, i.e.,

−H ′′(ρ(t)) =
H ′2(ρ(t))

m
+KW 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (3.67)

Equivalently, the Fisher information I = H ′(ρ(t)) satisfies the Riccati equation (3.60). This
completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. �

Remark 3.13 In particular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, then I(t) = H ′(t) satisfies I ′+ I2

m ≤ 0. This

yields d
dt

(

1
I − t

m

)

≥ 0, and hence I(t) ≤ m
t+Cm , where C := lim

t→0

(

1
I − t

m

)

= 1
I(0) .
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In particular, we have the following rigidity theorem.

Theorem 3.14 If Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, and p ≥ 1− 1
m , we have

d2

dt2
Nm(ρ(t)) ≤ 0, (3.68)

i.e., Nm(ρ(t)) is concave in t on [0,∞). Moreover, under the assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0
and p ≥ 1 − 1

m , the equality in (3.68) holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if (M, g, V ) is
quasi-Ricci flat, i.e., Ricm,n(L) = 0, and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
I

m
g.

Furthermore, in the case (M, g, V ) is a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geom-
etry condition as in Theorem 3.1, and (ρ(t), φ(t)) is a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic
on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold satisfying growth condition as required
in Theorem 3.1. Then, assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 − 1

m , the equality in (3.68)
holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if M is isometric to R

n, m = n, V is a constant and
(ρ, φ) = (ρn, φn).

Proof. The last statement of rigidity theorem is indeed a reformulation of Theorem 3.5. �

4 Differential inequalities for Rényi entropy

In this section we prove the differential inequalies for the Rényi entropy and its power
along the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over complete Riemannian manifolds with
the CD(K,m) curvature-dimension condition. We prove the NIW formula which indicates
the relationship between the Rényi entropy power N , the Fisher information I and the
W -entropy associated with the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over complete Rie-
mannian manifolds. Moreover, we prove that the rigidity models of the Rényi entropy power
N is the (K,m)-Einstein manifolds, i.e., Ricm,n(L) = Kg, coupled with a Hessian soliton. In
particular, when m = n, the rigidity models of the Rényi entropy power N is the K-Einstein
manifolds, i.e., Ric = Kg, coupled with a Hessian soliton.

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with a weighted volume
measure dµ = e−V dv satisfying the Bakry-Emery curvature-dimension CD(K,m)-condition,
i.e., Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg, where m ∈ R

+ and K ∈ R, m ≥ n.
Let (ρ, φ) be a smooth solution to the geodesic flow on TP2(M,µ), i.e., (ρ, φ) is a smooth

solution to the continuity equation (2.12) and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13). Define
the p-th Rényi entropy by

Hp(ρ) =
1

1− p
log

∫

M

ρpdµ, (4.69)

and the (m, p)-Rényi entropy power Nm,p by

Nm,p(ρ) = exp

(

1

m
Hp(ρ)

)

. (4.70)

We need the following entropy dissipation formulas. In the case where M is compact,
the result is due to Lott and Villani. See [33, 49, 50]

Theorem 4.1 Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and V ∈ C2(M). Suppose
that Ric(L) = Ric+∇2V is uniformly bounded on M . Let dµ = e−V dv, and

U(ρ) =

∫

M

e(ρ)dµ, ρ ∈ P2(M,µ),
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where e ∈ C2(R+,R+). Set2

p1(r) := re′(r) − e(r), p2(r) := rp′1(r) − p1(r).

Let (ρ(t), φ(t)) be a smooth solution to the Benamou-Brenier geodesic equation on P2(M, e−V dv)
satisfying the following growth condition

∫

M

[

|∇φ|2 + |Lφ|2 + |e′(ρ)|2 + |∇e′(ρ)|2 + |Lφ|2|p′1(ρ)|
]

ρdµ+

∫

M

|∇e(ρ)2

ρ
dµ < ∞,

and
∫

M

[

|∇φ|2 + |∇2φ|2 + |Lφ|2 + |∇Lφ|2
]

p1(ρ)dµ < ∞,

Then the following entropy dissipation formulas hold

d

dt
U(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

∇φ · ∇p1(ρ)dµ = −
∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)dµ, (4.71)

and

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

Γ2(φ, φ)p1(ρ)dµ +

∫

M

(Lφ)2p2(ρ)dµ. (4.72)

where

Γ2(φ, φ) :=
1

2
L|∇φ|2 −∇Lφ · ∇φ = ‖∇2φ‖2 +Ric(L)(∇φ,∇φ).

Proof. In the case where M is compact, see [33, 49, 50]. In the case where (M, g) is a
complete Riemannian manifold and (ρ, φ) satisfies the required growth condition at infinity,
we can use the same argument as used for the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [27] to prove (4.71)
and (4.72).

Let ηk be an increasing sequence of functions in C∞
0 (M) such that 0 ≤ ηk ≤ 1, ηk = 1 on

B(o, k) , ηk = 0 on M \ B(o, 2k), and ‖∇ηk‖ ≤ 1
k . By standard argument and integration

by parts, we have

∂t

∫

M

e(ρ)ηkdµ =

∫

M

∂te(ρ)ηkdµ =

∫

M

e′(ρ)∂tρηkdµ

=

∫

M

∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ)e′(ρ)ηkdµ =

∫

M

〈ρ∇φ,∇(e′(ρ)ηk)〉dµ

=

∫

M

ρ〈∇φ,∇e′(ρ)〉ηkdµ+

∫

M

ρ〈∇φ, e′(ρ)∇ηk〉dµ

:= I1(k) + I2(k).

Here

I1(k) =

∫

M

〈∇φ,∇e′(ρ)〉ηkρdµ =

∫

M

〈∇φ,∇p1(ρ)〉ηkdµ,

I2(k) = ρ〈∇φ, e′(ρ)∇ηk〉dµ.
2In Lott-Villani [33] and Villani [49, 50], the function p1(r) was denoted by p(r). Here we use the notation

p1(r) instead of p(r) to avoid the confusion of the exponent p and the function p(r).
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Under the assumption of theorem, we have
∫

M
|∇φ|2ρdµ < ∞ and

∫

M
|∇e′(ρ)|2ρdµ < ∞,

and hence |〈∇φ,∇e′(ρ)〉| ∈ L1(M,ρµ). By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,
we have

I1(k) →
∫

M

〈∇φ,∇e′(ρ)〉ρdµ =

∫

M

〈∇φ,∇p1(ρ)〉dµ. (4.73)

Note that

I1(k) =

∫

M

∇∗
µ(ηkρ∇φ)e′(ρ)dµ

= −
∫

M

ηkρLφe
′(ρ)dµ−

∫

M

〈∇ηk,∇φ〉e′(ρ)ρdµ−
∫

M

ηk〈∇ρ,∇φ〉e′(ρ)dµ.

= −
∫

M

ηkρLφe
′(ρ)dµ−

∫

M

〈∇ηk,∇φ〉e′(ρ)ρdµ−
∫

M

ηk〈∇e(ρ),∇φ〉dµ.

Under the assumption of theorem, we have
∫

M |Lφ|2ρdµ < ∞,
∫

M |e′(φ)|2ρdµ < ∞, and
∫

M
|∇e(ρ)|2

ρ dµ < ∞,
∫

M
|∇φ|2ρdµ < ∞. Hence, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

∫

M

|Lφ||e′(ρ)|ρdµ+

∫

M

|∇φ||e′(ρ)|ρdµ+

∫

M

|∇e(ρ)||∇φ|dµ < ∞.

Noting that 0 ≤ ηk ≤ 1, ηk → 1 and |∇ηk| ≤ 1/k, the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem yields

lim
k→∞

I1(k) = −
∫

M

ρLφe′(ρ)dµ−
∫

M

〈∇e(ρ),∇φ〉dµ

= −
∫

M

ρLφe′(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

e(ρ)Lφdµ

= −
∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)dµ. (4.74)

On the other hand, under the assumption of theorem, we have
∫

M
|∇φ|2ρdµ < ∞ and

∫

M |e′(ρ)|2ρdµ < ∞, which yields
∫

M |e′(ρ)||∇φ|ρdµ < ∞. By the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem, as |∇ηk| ≤ 1/k, we have

I2(k) =

∫

M

ρ〈∇φ, e′(ρ)∇ηk〉dµ → 0. (4.75)

Combining (4.73), (4.74) with (4.75), we have

∂tU(ρ) = lim
k→∞

[I1(k) + I2(k)]

=

∫

M

〈∇φ,∇p1(ρ)dµ

= −
∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)dµ.

This completes the proof of (4.71).
Next, we prove (4.72). By standard argument, we have

∂t

∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)ηkdµ =

∫

M

∂t(Lφp1(ρ))ηkdµ

=

∫

M

L∂tφp1(ρ)ηkdµ+

∫

M

Lφ∂tp1(ρ)ηkdµ

= −1

2

∫

M

L|∇φ|2p1(ρ)ηkdµ+

∫

M

Lφp′1(ρ)∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ)ηkdµ

:= I3(k) + I4(k). (4.76)
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Here

I3(k) = −1

2

∫

M

L|∇φ|2p1(ρ)ηkdµ,

I4(k) =

∫

M

Lφp′1(ρ)∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ)ηkdµ.

By the weighted Bochner formula and |Ric(L)| ≤ C, under the assumption
∫

M
[|∇φ|2 +

|∇Lφ|2 + |∇2φ|2]p1(ρ)dµ < ∞, we have
∫

M

|L|∇φ|2|p1(ρ)dµ = 2

∫

M

∣

∣〈∇φ,∇Lφ〉+ |∇2φ|2 +Ric(L)(∇φ,∇φ)
∣

∣ p1(ρ)dµ

≤ 2

∫

M

[

|∇φ||∇Lφ| + |∇2φ|2 + C|∇φ|2
∣

∣ p1(ρ)dµ < ∞.

Using the fact 0 ≤ ηk ≤ 1 and ηk → 1, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
yields

I3(k) → −1

2

∫

M

L|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ. (4.77)

On the other hand, using the integration by parts formula, we have

I4(k) =

∫

M

Lφp′1(ρ)∇∗
µ(ρ∇φ)ηkdµ

=

∫

M

Lφp′1(ρ)[−ρLφ− 〈∇ρ,∇φ〉]ηkdµ

= −
∫

M

[|Lφ|2ρp′1(ρ) + Lφ〈∇p1(ρ),∇φ〉]ηkdµ

= I5(k) + I6(k).

Note that

I6(k) = −
∫

M

Lφ〈∇p1(ρ),∇φ〉ηkdµ

= −
∫

M

〈ηkLφ∇φ,∇p1(ρ)〉dµ

= −
∫

M

∇∗
µ(ηkLφ∇φ)p1(ρ)dµ

=

∫

M

[ηk|Lφ|2 + Lφ∇ek · ∇φ+ ηk∇Lφ · ∇φ]p1(ρ)dµ.

Under the assumption of theorem, we have
∫

M

|Lφ|2|p′1(ρ)|ρdµ+

∫

M

[|Lφ|2 + |∇φ|2 + |∇Lφ|2]p1(ρ)dµ < ∞.

Using again the fact 0 ≤ ηk ≤ 1, ηk → 1 and |∇ηk| ≤ 1/k, the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem yields

lim
k→∞

I4(k) = lim
k→∞

[I5(k) + I6(k)]

= −
∫

M

|Lφ|2[ρ〈p′1(ρ)− p1(ρ)]dµ+

∫

M

〈∇Lφ,∇φ〉p1(ρ)]dµ

= −
∫

M

|Lφ|2p2(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

〈∇Lφ,∇φ〉p1(ρ)]dµ. (4.78)

26



Combining (4.76), (4.77) and (4.78), we have

∂2
tU(ρ) = − lim

k→∞
[I3(k) + I4(k)]

=
1

2

∫

M

L|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

|Lφ|2p2(ρ)dµ−
∫

M

〈∇Lφ,∇φ〉p1(ρ)dµ

=

∫

M

|Lφ|2p2(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

Γ2(φ, φ)p1(ρ)dµ.

This completes the proof of (4.72). �

Theorem 4.2 Under the same condition as in Theorem 4.1, we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) ≥

∫

M

[(

p2(ρ) +
1

m
p1(ρ)

)

(Lφ)2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)p1(ρ)

]

dµ.

(4.79)

Assume that p2(r) +
1
mp1(r) ≥ σp1(r) and Ricm,n(L) ≥ K, then

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) ≥ σ

[

d

dt
U(ρ(t))

]2 [∫

M

p1(ρ(t))dµ

]−1

+

∫

M

K|∇φ(t)|2p1(ρ(t))dµ. (4.80)

In particular, if p2(r) +
1
mp1(r) ≥ 0 and Ricm,n(L) ≥ K, we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) ≥

∫

M

K|∇φ(t)|2p1(ρ(t))dµ. (4.81)

Proof. By (4.72) and using the Bochner inequality

Γ2(φ, φ) ≥
|Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ), (4.82)

we can derive (4.79). Under the assumption p2(r) +
1
mp1(r) ≥ σp1(r) and the curvature-

dimension condition Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg, we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) ≥ σ

∫

M

|Lφ|2p1(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

K|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(
∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)dµ

)2

≤
(
∫

M

|Lφ|2p1(ρ)dµ
)(

∫

M

p1(ρ)dµ

)

.

Since σ ≥ 0, we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) ≥ σ

(
∫

M

Lφp1(ρ)dµ

)2 (∫

M

p1(ρ)dµ

)−1

+

∫

M

K|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ.

Using the fact U ′(ρ) = −
∫

M
p1(ρ)Lφdµ, we then obtain (4.80) �
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4.1 Differential inequality for Rényi entropy

In particular, for e(r) = rp

p−1 , we have U(ρ) = 1
p−1

∫

M
ρpdµ, and

p1(r) = re′(r) − e(r) = rp, p2(r) = rp′1(r) − p1(r) = (p− 1)rp.

Moreover

∇p1(ρ) = ∇ρe′(ρ) + ρe′′(ρ)∇ρ− e′(ρ)∇ρ

= ρe′′(ρ)∇ρ.

In this case, we have

p2(ρ) +
1

m
p1(ρ) = σp1(ρ)

with

σ := p− 1 +
1

m
.

Theorem 4.3 Let e(r) = rp

p−1 and U(ρ) = 1
p−1

∫

M ρpdµ. Assume that Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg,

where K ∈ C(M,R). Then

(p− 1)U(ρ)U ′′(ρ) ≥
(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

(U ′(ρ))
2
+ (p− 1)U(ρ)

∫

M

K|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ. (4.83)

When p ≥ 1− 1
m , we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ −Nm,p(ρ)

m

∫

M
K|∇φ|2ρpdµ
∫

M ρpdµ
. (4.84)

If Ricm,n(L) ≥ K for K ∈ R, we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ −KNm,p(ρ)

m

∫

M |∇φ|2ρpdµ
∫

M
ρpdµ

.

In particular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, i.e., if the CD(0,m)-condition holds, we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ 0.

i.e., if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, and p ≥ 1− 1
m , then Nm,p(ρ(t)) is concave in t on [0,∞).

Proof. The inequality (4.83) follows from (4.80). Note that

H ′
p(ρ) =

1

1− p

∂t
∫

M
ρpdµ

∫

M ρpdµ
=

1

1− p

U ′

U
,

and

H ′′
p (ρ) =

1

1− p

U ′′U − U ′2

U2
.

Thus

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p =
1

p− 1

U ′2 − U ′′U

U2
+

1

m(p− 1)2
U ′2

U2

=
1

(p− 1)2U2

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

U ′2 − (p− 1)U ′′U

]

≤ −
∫

M
K|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ
∫

M p1(ρ)dµ
.
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Note that

d

dt
Nm,p(ρ) =

1

m
H ′

pNm,p(ρ),

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) =

1

m

(

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p

)

Nm,p(ρ).

Combining the above calculations, we derive that

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ −Nm,p(ρ)

m

∫

M
K|∇φ|2p1(ρ)dµ
∫

M
p1(ρ)dµ

.

This proves (4.84) since p1(ρ) = ρp. When Ricm,n(L) ≥ K for K ∈ R, we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ −KNm,p(ρ)

m

∫

M |∇φ|2ρpdµ
∫

M ρpdµ
.

In particular, if Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, i.e., if the CD(0,m)-condition holds, we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ) ≤ 0.

�

4.2 The W -entropy and NIW formula for Rényi entropy

In this subsection, we introduce the W -entropy and prove the W -entropy formula for the
Rényi entropy along the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over complete Riemannian
manifolds. Then we prove the NIW formula which indicates the relationship between the
entropy power N , the Fisher information I = H ′ and the W -entropy related to the Rényi
entropy for the geodesic flow on the Wasserstein space over compact Riemannian manifolds.

When m ∈ N, let ρm(x, t) = e
−

|x|2

4t2

(2πt2)m/2 , and φm(x, t) = |x|2

2t . Then (ρm, φm) is a special

solution to the geodesic equation on P2(R
m, dx). See [27]. The Rényi entropyof ρm(t) is

given by

Hp(ρm(t)) =
1

1− p
log

∫

Rm

ρm(x, t)pdx

=
1

1− p
log

∫

Rm

e−
p|x|2

4t2

(4πt2)mp/2
dx

=
1

1− p

(

log

∫

Rm

e−
p|x|2

4t2 dx− log(4πt2)mp/2

)

Using the fact
∫

Rm

e−
p|x|2

4t2 dx = (4πt2p−1)m/2,

we have

Hp(ρm(t)) =
n

2
log(4πet2) +

m

2

log p

p− 1
− m

2
.

Note that

lim
p→1

Hp(ρm(t)) = H1(ρm(t)) =
m

2
log(4πet2).
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Proof of Theorem 2.3. To simplify the notation, we write H ′
p = H ′

p(ρ(t)) =
d
dtHp(ρ(t)),

etc. Note that

H ′
p =

1

1− p

U ′

U
=

∫

M

Lφdγ = Ip,

and

H ′′
p =

1

1− p

U ′′U − U ′2

U2
= − U ′′

∫

M
p1(ρ)dµ

+ (p− 1)

(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2

.

Now

U ′′ =

∫

M

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

|Lφ|2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

p1(ρ)dµ

+

∫

M

(

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
)

p1(ρ)dµ.

Therefore

H ′′
p +

2

t
H ′

p −
m

t2
= −

∫

M

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

|Lφ|2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

dγ

−
∫

M

(

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
)

dγ

+(p− 1)

(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2

+
2

t

∫

M

Lφdγ − m

t2
.

By

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

t

∥

∥

∥

2

HS
=

1

n

∣

∣

∣
∆φ− n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

=
1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ− m

t
+

(

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

t

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

=
1

m

∣

∣

∣
Lφ− m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

− 1

m− n

(

∇V · ∇φ +
m− n

t

)2

+
m− n

mn

[

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

]2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

, (4.85)

we have

H ′′
p +

2

t
H ′

p −
m

t2
= −

∫

M

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

|Lφ|2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

dγ

−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

t

∥

∥

∥

2

dγ − 1

m− n

∫

M

(

∇V · ∇φ +
m− n

t

)2

dγ

+
1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣
Lφ− m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

dγ + (p− 1)

(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2

+
2

t

∫

M

Lφdγ − m

t2

= −(p− 1)

[

∫

M

|Lφ|2dγ −
(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2
]

−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−
∫

M

(

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

t

∥

∥

∥

2

+
1

m− n

(

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

t

)2
)

dγ.

30



By the definition formula of Wm, we have

1

t

d

dt
Wm,p(ρ, t) = H ′′

p +
2

t
H ′

p −
m

t2
.

This completes the proof of (2.26). �

Theorem 4.4 (NIW formula) Under the same notations as in Theorem 4.3, we have

m

Nm,p(t)

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) =

1

m

∣

∣

∣
Ip −

m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

t

d

dt
Wm,p(ρ, t). (4.86)

In particular, when Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg, we have

d

dt
Wm,p(ρ, t) ≤ −t

∫

M

K|∇φ|2dγ − t

m

∣

∣

∣
Ip −

m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

. (4.87)

Proof. Note that

N ′′
m,p =

1

m
Nm,p

(

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p

)

,

and

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p = H ′′
p +

2

t
H ′

p −
m

t2
+

1

m
H ′2

p − 2

t
H ′

p +
m

t2

=
1

t

d

dt
Wm,p(t) +

1

m

∣

∣

∣
H ′

p −
m

t

∣

∣

∣

2

.

This completes the proof of (4.86). By Theorem 4.3 and H ′
p = Ip, we obtain (4.86). �

4.3 Rigidity theorem of W -entropy for Rényi entropy

Note that, when m ∈ N and M = R
m, we have

d2

dt2
Hp(ρm(t)) +

2

t

d

dt
Hp(ρm(t)) − m

t2
= 0. (4.88)

and

Wm,p(ρ, t) =
d

dt
(tHm,p(ρ, t)) = 0. (4.89)

Due to this observation and inspired by Theorem 3.5, we have the following rigidity
theorem of the W -entropy for the Rényi entropy along the Benamou-Brenier geodesic on
the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold with CD(0,m)-condition.

Theorem 4.5 Let (M, g, V ) be a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry
condition as in Theorem 4.1, and let (ρ(t), φ(t)) be a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic on
the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold satisfying growth condition as required in
Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, p ≥ 1, and d

dtWm,p(ρ, t) = 0 at some t = τ > 0.
Then M is isometric to R

n, m = n, V is a constant and (ρ, φ) = (ρm, φm).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.5 given in [27]. For the completeness
of the paper, we reproduce it as follows.

Under the condition Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, and using the W -entropy formula (2.26), we see
that d

dtWm,p(ρ, t) = 0 at some t = τ > 0 if and only if
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Varµ(Lφ) = 0, Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ) = 0,

and

∥

∥

∥
∇2φ− g

τ

∥

∥

∥

2

+
1

m− n

(

∇V · ∇φ+
m− n

τ

)2

= 0.

Equivalently, ∇2φ = g
τ , Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ) = 0 and ∇φ · ∇V + m−n

τ = 0. By the Taylor
expansion along geodesics, φ(·, τ) has a unique minimum point x0 ∈ M , and every level
set of φ is compact subset of M . Thus, φ(·, τ) is a strongly convex exhaustion function on
complete non-compact Riemannian manifold M . By Theorem 3 in [17], M is diffeomorphic
to R

n. Integrating ∇2φ(·, τ) = g
τ along the shortest geodesics between x0 and x on M shows

that

2τ(φ(x, τ) − φ(x0, τ)) = d2(x0, x), ∀x ∈ M.

This yields

∆d2(x0, x) = 2n, ∀ x ∈ M,

which implies that (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space (Rn, (δij)). For this, see [30]
and references therein. By the generalized Cheeger-Gromoll splitting theorem (see Theorem
1.3, p. 565 in [15]), we can derive that V must be a constant and m = n.

Thus φ(·, τ) ∈ C∞(Rn) satisfies ∇2φ(x, τ) =
δij
τ . This yields ∇φ(x, τ) = x

τ under the

assumption ∇φ(0, τ) = 0, and φ(x, τ) = ‖x‖2

2τ up to an additional constant. By the Hopf-Lax

formula for the solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13) with φ(x, τ) = ‖x‖2

2τ , we have

φ(x, t) = inf
y∈Rn

{‖y‖2
2τ

+
‖x− y‖2
2(t− τ)

}

=
‖x‖2
2t

, ∀ t > τ, x ∈ R
n.

By the uniqueness of the smooth solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2.13), we see

that φ(x, t) = ‖x‖2

2t = φm(x, t) for all t > 0. Solving the transport equation (2.12) with

the initial data lim
t→0

ρ(x, t) = δ0(x), we have ρ(x, t) = e
−

‖x‖2

4t2

(4πt2)n/2 = ρm(x, t) for all t > 0 and

x ∈ R
n. �

4.4 Rigidity of Rényi entropy power

In this subsection, using the NIW formula, we derive an explicit formula for the second
derivative of the Rényi entropy power, and prove its rigidity theorem under the CD(K,m)-
condition.

Theorem 4.6 Under the same notations as in Theorem 4.3, we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) = −

(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

Nm,p(ρ(t))

m
Varγ(Lφ)−

Nm,p(ρ(t))

m

∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−Nm,p(ρ(t))

m

∫

M

[

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

dγ,

(4.90)

where

Varγ(Lφ) =

∫

M

|Lφ− γ(Lφ)|2dγ.
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In particular, when Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg with K ∈ C(M,R) and p ≥ 1− 1
m , we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) ≤ −Nm,p(ρ(t))

m

∫

M

K|∇φ|2dγ. (4.91)

Moreover, under the assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg with where K ∈ C(M,R) and p ≥ 1− 1
m ,

the equality in (4.91) holds at some t if and only if (M, g, V ) is (K,m)-Einstein, i.e.,

Ricm,n(L) = Kg,

and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
Ip
m

g.

Proof. By (4.72), we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

[|∇2φ|2 +Ric(L)(∇φ,∇φ)]p1(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

(Lφ)2p2(ρ)dµ.

By the fact

‖∇2φ‖2 =
|Lφ|2
m

− |∇V · ∇φ|2
m− n

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

+
m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

,

we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

[ |Lφ|2
m

+Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

p1(ρ)dµ+

∫

M

(Lφ)2p2(ρ)dµ

+

∫

M

(

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
)

p1(ρ)dµ

=

∫

M

(

1

m
p1(ρ) + p2(ρ)

)

|Lφ|2dµ+

∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)p1(ρ)dµ

+

∫

M

(

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
)

p1(ρ)dµ.

(4.92)

Hence, for e(r) = rp

p−1 , we have

d2

dt2
U(ρ(t)) =

∫

M

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

|Lφ|2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

p1(ρ)dµ

+

∫

M

(

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
)

p1(ρ)dµ.

(4.93)
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This yields

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p =
1

(p− 1)2U2

[(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

U ′2 − (p− 1)U ′′U

]

=

(

p− 1 +
1

m

)(

U ′

(p− 1)U

)2

− U ′′

(p− 1)U

=

(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

[

(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2

−
∫

M

|Lφ|2dγ
]

−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−
∫

M

[

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

dγ.

By the fact
d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) =

1

m

(

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p

)

Nm,p(ρ(t)),

we can derive (4.90). By the same argument as used in the proof of the rigidity part of
Theorem 3.2, the rigidity part of Theorem 4.6 can be easily derived from (4.90). �

In particular, we have the following rigidity theorem.

Theorem 4.7 If Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0, and p ≥ 1− 1
m , we have

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) ≤ 0, (4.94)

i.e., Nm,p(ρ(t)) is concave in t on [0,∞). Moreover, under the assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0
and p ≥ 1 − 1

m , the equality in (4.94) holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if (M, g, V ) is
quasi-Ricci flat, i.e., Ricm,n(L) = 0, and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
Ip
m

g.

Furthermore, in the case (M, g, V ) is a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geom-
etry condition as in Theorem 4.1, and (ρ(t), φ(t)) is a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic
on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold satisfying growth condition as required
in Theorem 4.1. Then, assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 − 1

m , the equality in (4.94)
holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if M is isometric to R

n, m = n, V is a constant and
(ρ, φ) = (ρm, φm).

Proof. The last statement of rigidity theorem is indeed a reformulation of Theorem 4.5. �

In particular, for m = n, V = 0, µ = v and L = ∆, we have the following

Theorem 4.8 Let Nn,p be the p-th entropy power associated with the Rényi entropy for the

geodesic flow on TP2(M, v) as in Theorem 4.3, and dγ = ρpdv∫
M

ρpdv
. Then

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) = −

(

p− 1 +
1

n

)

Nn,p(ρ(t))

n
Varγ(∆φ) − Nn,p(ρ(t))

n

∫

M

Ric(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−Nn,p(ρ(t))

n

∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

dγ,

where

Varγ(∆φ) =

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆φ−
∫

M

∆φdγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dγ.

34



In particular, when Ric ≥ Kg with K ∈ C(M,R) and p ≥ 1− 1
n , we have

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) ≤ −Nn,p(ρ(t))

n

∫

M

K|∇φ|2dγ, (4.95)

and

d

dt
Wn,p(ρ, t) ≤ −t

∫

M

K|∇φ|2dγ − t

n

∣

∣

∣
Ip −

n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

, (4.96)

where Ip =
∫

M
∆φdγ. Moreover, under the assumption Ric ≥ Kg for K ∈ C(M,R) and

p ≥ 1− 1
n , the equality in (4.95) or (4.96) holds at some t if and only if (M, g) is K-Einstein

in the sense that
Ric = Kg,

and φ satisfies the Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
Ip
n
g.

In particular, if Ric ≥ 0, and p ≥ 1− 1
n , we have

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) ≤ 0, (4.97)

and

d

dt
Wn,p(ρ, t) ≤ − t

n

∣

∣

∣
Ip −

n

t

∣

∣

∣

2

. (4.98)

As a consequence, Nn,p(ρ(t)) is concave in t on [0,∞), and Wn,p(ρ, t) is nonincreasing in t
on [0,∞). Moreover, under the assumption Ric ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 − 1

n , the equality in (4.97)
or (4.98) holds at some t if and only if (M, g) is Ricci flat, i.e., Ric = 0, and φ satisfies the
Hessian soliton equation

∇2φ =
Ip
n
g.

Furthermore, in the case (M, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry
condition as in Theorem 4.1, and (ρ(t), φ(t)) is a smooth Benamou-Brenier geodesic on
the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifold satisfying growth condition as required in
Theorem 4.1. Then, under the assumption Ric ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 − 1

n , the equality in (4.97)
holds at some t = τ > 0 if and only if M is isometric to R

n and (ρ, φ) = (ρn, φn).

4.5 The special case p = 1− 1/N as in Sturm [45]

In the special case e(r) = rp

p−1 with p = 1− 1/N , we have

σ := p− 1 +
1

m
=

1

m
− 1

N
≥ 0

if N ≥ m. Using the same notation as in Sturm [45], let

SN = −
∫

M

ρ1−1/Ndµ.

Then

U(ρ) =
1

p− 1

∫

M

ρpdµ = NSN(ρ).

Theorem 4.3 and (4.93) imply the following

35



Corollary 4.9 Under the above notation, for all N ≥ m, we have

N
d2

dt2
SN (ρ) =

∫

M

[(

1

m
− 1

N

)

|Lφ|2 +Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)

]

ρ1−1/Ndµ

+

∫

M

[

(

1

n
− 1

m

)(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2
]

ρ1−1/Ndµ.

Assume that Ricm,n(L) ≥ K for some K ∈ C(M,R). Then, for all N ≥ m, we have

d2

dt2
SN (ρ(t)) +

N −m

m
[SN (ρ(t))]−1

(

d

dt
SN (ρ(t))

)2

≥ 1

N

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndµ.

In particular, for all N ≥ m, we have

d2

dt2
SN (ρ(t)) ≥ 1

N

∫

M

K|∇φ|2ρ1−1/Ndµ. (4.99)

We will see in Section 5 that (4.99) is the differential form of (1.3). Hence (vi) in Theorem
2.2 implies (viii).

4.6 Limiting case N → ∞ and p → 1

Letting N → ∞ in (4.99), and using

lim
N→∞

N [1 + SN (ρ)] =

∫

M

ρ log ρdµ,

we can derive

d2

dt2

∫

M

ρdρdµ ≥ K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dµ.

i.e.,

d2

dt2
Ent(ρ(t)) ≥ KW 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)),

That is to say, under CD(K,∞)-condition, we have

Hess Ent(ρ) ≥ K.

5 Comparison with Lott-Villani-Sturm’s synthetic ge-
ometry

The aim of this section is to compare the main results of this paper with the works of Lott-
Villani [33], Sturm [44, 45] and Villani [50] in the setting of Riemannian manifolds with
N = m.

5.1 Lott-Villani and Sturm

For N < ∞, Sturm [45] proved that in the Riemannian case the curvature-dimension
CD(0, N) for N ≥ n = dimM holds if and only if for all N ′ ≥ N the quantity SN ′(·|m) is
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convex on the Wasserstein space P2(M,d). This is basically due to the fact that the Jacobian
determinant Jt = detdFt of any optimal transport map Ft = exp(−t∇φ) : M → M satisfies

∂2

∂t2
J
1/N
t ≤ 0 (5.100)

if and only if N ≥ n = dimM and Ric ≥ 0. As pointed out in [45], (5.100) is essentially
equivalent to the Brunn-Minkowski inequality

m(At)
1/N ′ ≥ (1− t)m(A0)

1/N ′

+ tm(A1)
1/N ′

. (5.101)

for any N ′ ≥ N , any t ∈ [0, 1] and any pair of Borel sets A0, A1 ⊂ M , where At denotes the
set of points γt on the geodesics with endpoints γ0 ∈ A0 and γ1 ∈ A1.

The curvature-dimension condition CD(K,N) for general K ∈ R and N < ∞ is more
involved. In this case, the inequality (5.100) is replaced by

∂2

∂t2
J
1/N
t (x) ≤ −K

N
J
1/N
t (x)d2(x, F1(x)). (5.102)

When µ = v is the standard volume measure, Sturm [45] proved that (5.102) is equivalent
to (1.3) if and only if N ≥ n = dim and Ric ≥ K. In [45], Sturm used (1.3) to introduce
the definition of the CD(K,N)-condition on metric measure spaces. Independent of Sturm
[45], Lott and Villani [33] introduced the curvature-dimension condition CD(0, N) on metric
measure spaces in the same form as (1.2).

By Sturm [45], assume for simplicity that for m ⊗ m -a.e. (x, y) ∈ M2 there exists a
unique geodesict → γt(x, y) depending in a measurable way on the endpoints x and y. Then
CD(K,N) states that that for any pair of absolutely continuous probability measures ρ0m
and ρ1m on M there exists an optimal coupling q such that

ρ
−1/N
t (γt(x, y)) ≤ τ

(1−t)
K,N (d(x, y))ρ

−1/N
0 (x) + τ

(t)
K,N (d(x, y))ρ

−1/N
1 (y) (5.103)

for all t ∈ [0, 1] and q-a.e. (x, y) ∈ M2, where ρt is the density of the push-forward of q
under the map (x, y) → γt(x, y). Indeed, ρtm = (Ft)∗(ρ0m). More precisely, we have

ρ0(x) = ρt(Ft(x))det(dFt(x)) = ρt(Ft(x))Jt.

Equivalently

ρt(Ft(x)) = ρ0(x)J
−1
t .

Hence

d2

dt2
ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x)) = ρ

−1/N
0 (x)

d2

dt2
J
1/N
t

≤ Kd2(x, F1(x))

N
ρ
−1/N
0 (x)J

1/N
t .

That is to say

d2

dt2
ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x)) ≤

Kd2(x, F1(x))

N
ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x)). (5.104)

Integrating in t, (5.104) implies (5.103).
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Moreover, one can show that (5.104) is equivalent to (1.3). Indeed, if (5.104) hold, then

d2

dt2
SN(ρ(t)) = − d2

dt2

∫

M

ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x))ρ0(x)dµ(x)

= −
∫

M

d2

dt2
ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x))ρ0(x)dµ(x)

≤ − 1

N

∫

M

K(x)d2(x, F1(x))ρ
−1/N
t (Ft(x))ρ0(x)dµ(x).

Hence

d2

dt2
SN (ρ(t)) ≤ − 1

N

∫

M

K(x)d2(x, F1(x))ρ
1−1/N
t (Ft(x))Jt(x)dµ(x).

When K is a constant, we have

d2

dt2
SN (ρ(t)) ≤ −K

N

∫

M

d2(x, F1(x))ρ
1−1/N
t (Ft(x))Jt(x)dµ(x). (5.105)

On the other hand, if (5.105) holds for all ρ0(x), we can derive that (5.104) also holds.
Now we prove that

∫

M

|∇φt(x)|2ρ1−1/N
t (x)dµ(x) =

∫

M

d2(x, F1(x))ρ
1−1/N
t (Ft(x))Jt(x)dµ(x). (5.106)

Indeed

∫

M

|∇φt(x)|2ρ1−1/N
t (x)dµ(x) =

∫

M

|∇φt(y)|2ρ1−1/N
t (y)dµ(y)

=

∫

M

|∇φt(Ft(x))|2ρ1−1/N
t (Ft(x))det(dFt(x))dµ(x)

=

∫

M

|∇φt(Ft(x))|2ρ−1/N
t (Ft(x))ρ0(x)dµ(x).

Note that ∇φt(Ft(x)) =
d
dtFt(x) = Ḟt(x), and Ft(x) = expx (−t∇φ(x)) is a geodesic linking

F0(x) = x and F1(x) . Hence

|∇φt(Ft)|2 = |Ḟt(x)|2 = |Ḟ1(x)|2 = d2(x, F1(x)).

This proves (5.106). As a consequence, (2.25)) for SN(ρ(t)) is the same as (5.105), which is
equivalent to Sturm’s definition inequality (1.3). This proves (vii) in Theorem 2.2 implies
(viii) there.

Next we briefly describe the works of Lott-Villani [33] and Villani [50] on the charac-
terization of CD(K,N)-condition by DCN class of functional. In [33, 50], Lott and Villani
introduced the class DCN of general functional U(ρ) =

∫

M
e(ρ)dµ on the Wasserstein space

P2(M). By Definition 17.1 in [50], the class DCN is defined as the set of continuous convex
function e : R+ → R which is C2-differentiable on (0,∞), e(0) = 0 and satisfies one of the
following equivalent conditions holds:
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• The pressure function p1(r) = re′(r) − e(r) satisfies

rp′1(r) ≥
(

1− 1

N

)

p1(r).

Equivalently

p2(r) +
1

N
p1(r) ≥ 0.

• The function r 7→ p1(r)

r1−
1
N

is convex.

• The function δ → u(δ) = δNe(δ−N ) is convex.

By Theorem 17.15 in [50], M satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,N) if
and only if for each e ∈ DCN , the functional U(ρ) =

∫

M
e(ρ)dµ satisfies

U(µt) +KN,U

∫ 1

0

∫

M

ρs(x)
1− 1

N |∇φs(x)|2dµ(x)G(s, t)ds ≤ (1 − t)U(µ0) + tU(µ1).(5.107)

Here

KN,U = inf
r>0

Kp1(r)

r1−1/N
.

Indeed, it was proved in [50] that for any e ∈ DCN , it holds

d2

dt2
U(µt) ≥ KN,U

∫

M

|∇φt(x)|2ρt(x)1−1/Ndµ(x). (5.108)

which is equivalent to (5.107) by Proposition 16.2 in Villani [50].
Now we compare Theorem 4.2 and Lott-Villani’s inequalities (5.107) and (5.108). Note

that, by (4.80) in Theorem 4.2, if p2 +
1
N p1 ≥ σp1 for some constant σ ≥ 0, it holds

U ′′(ρt) ≥ σ[U ′(ρt)]
2

(
∫

M

p1(ρt(x))dµ(x)

)−1

+

∫

M

K(x)|∇φt(x)|2p1(ρt(x))dµ(x).

In particular, for e ∈ DCN , we have σ = 0. Hence

U ′′(ρt) ≥
∫

M

K(x)|∇φt(x)|2p1(ρt(x))dµ(x).

Under Lott-Villani’s assumption Kp1(ρ) ≥ KN,Uρ
1−1/N , (5.108) follows.

Remark 5.1 Similarly to Lott-Villani [33] and Villani [50], we may introduce the class
DCN,σ of functionals U(ρ) =

∫

M
e(ρ)dµ such that p2(r) +

1
N p1(r) ≥ σp1(r) for a constant

σ ≥ 0. Note that DCN,σ2 ⊂ DCN,σ1 if σ2 ≥ σ1 ≥ 0, and e(r) = rp

p−1 ∈ DCN,σ with

σ = p− 1 + 1
N .

5.2 Comparison

Now we compare our entropy power differential inequalities in Theorem 2.2 with the above
mentioned results due to Sturm [45], Lott-Villani [33] and Villani [50].

Note that our entropy power inequality

d2

dt2
Nm(ρ(t)) ≤ −K

m
Nm(ρ(t))W 2

2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)) (5.109)
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is equivalent to the entropy differential inequality

H ′′ +
H ′2

m
≤ K

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ, (5.110)

where (ρ(t), t ∈ [0, 1]) is a geodesic linking ρ(0) and ρ(1) on theWasserstein space P2(M, g, µ),

H ′ = d
dtH(ρ(t)) and H ′′ = d2

dt2H(ρ(t)).
From the proof of the NIW formula, we have

H ′′ +
H ′2

m
= − 1

m

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

Lφ−
∫

M

Lφρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdµ−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)ρdµ

−m− n

mn

∫

M

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

ρdµ−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdµ.

(5.111)

Under the assumption Ricm,n(L) ≥ K, we have

H ′′ +
H ′2

m
≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdµ = −KW 2
2 (ρ0, ρ1). (5.112)

Equivalently, we have

N ′′
m ≤ −KNm

m
W 2

2 (ρ0, ρ1). (5.113)

In particular, when m = n, it holds

H ′′ +
H ′2

n
= − 1

n

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆φ−
∫

M

∆φρdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ρdν −
∫

M

Ric(∇φ,∇φ)ρdν

−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

ρdν

= −
∫

M

[

Ric(∇φ,∇φ) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ−
∫

M
∆φρdν

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

ρdν. (5.114)

Hence, under the condition Ric ≥ K, we have

H ′′ +
H ′2

n
≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2ρdν = −KW 2
2 (ρ(0), ρ(1)). (5.115)

Equivalently, we have

N ′′
n ≤ −KNm

n
W 2(ρ0, ρ1). (5.116)

Conversely, we now prove that, if (5.115) or (5.116) holds for any geodesic on the Wasser-
stein space P2(M, v) over (M, g), then we have

Ric ≥ K.

Indeed, (5.114) holds at t = 0 for the solution (ρ(t), φ(t)) of the continuity equation and the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation with any initial data (ρ(0), φ(0)). Taking a sequence of ρk(0)dν
converges weakly to the Dirac mass at x0 ∈ M , we derive that at t = 0

40



H ′′ +
H ′2

n
= −

[

Ricx0(v, v) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ(x0)−
∆φ(x0)

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

.

For any fixed v ∈ Tx0M , choose φ ∈ C2(M) such that

∇φ(x0) = v,

∇2φ(x0) =
∆φ(x0)

n
In.

This implies that

H ′′ +
H ′2

n
= −Ricx0(v, v).

Therefore, if (5.115) holds, we have

−Ricx0(v, v) = H ′′ +
H ′2

n
≤ −K|v|2.

That is to say Ric ≥ K. Moreover, we can conclude that the equality holds in (5.115),
equivalently,

N ′′
n = −KNn

n
W 2(ρ0, ρ1)

holds for any ρ0 and ρ1 in the Wasserstein space P2(M, g, ν), if and only if (M, g) is Einstein,
i.e., Ric = Kg and φ is a Hessian soliton

∇2φ =
∆φ

n
g.

In the case m > n, we can use the same argument as above to prove that the inequal-
ity (5.112) or (5.113) holds if and only if the CD(K,m)-condition holds on (M, g, µ), i.e.,
Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg. Moreover, we can prove that the equality holds in (5.112) or (5.113) if
and only if (M, g) is (K,m)-Einstein, i.e., Ricm,n(L) = Kg and φ is a Hessian soliton

∇2φ =
∆φ

n
g,

and

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

= 0.

In general case of p 6= 1, recall that

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p =

(

p− 1 +
1

m

)

[

(
∫

M

Lφdγ

)2

−
∫

M

|Lφ|2dγ
]

−
∫

M

Ricm,n(L)(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−
∫

M

[

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

dγ.

(5.117)
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In particular, when m = n,

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p =

(

p− 1 +
1

n

)

[

(
∫

M

∆φdγ

)2

−
∫

M

|∆φ|2dγ
]

−
∫

M

Ric(∇φ,∇φ)dγ

−
∫

M

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ− ∆φ

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

dγ.

(5.118)

This yields, if Ric ≥ K, we have

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p ≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ. (5.119)

By the fact
d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) =

(

1

n
H ′′

p +
1

n2
H ′2

p

)

Nn,p(ρ(t)),

we see that (5.119) is equivalent to

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) ≤

(

− 1

n
K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ
)

Nn,p(ρ(t)). (5.120)

Conversely, we can prove that if (5.119) or (5.120) holds, then

Ric ≥ K.

For this, notice that (5.118) holds at t = 0 for the solution (ρ(t), φ(t)) of the continuity
equation and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with any initial data (ρ(0), φ(0)). Taking a

sequence of dγk(0) =
ρk(0)

pdν∫
M

ρk(0)pdν
converges weakly to the Dirac mass at x0 ∈ M , we derive

that at t = 0

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p = −
[

Ricx0(v, v) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2φ(x0)−
∆φ(x0)

n
g

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

]

.

For any fixed v ∈ Tx0M , choose φ such that

∇φ(x0) = v,

∇2φ(x0) =
∆φ(x0)

n
In.

This implies that

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p = −Ricx0(v, v).

Therefore, if (5.119) or (5.120) holds, we have

Ricx0(v, v) = −H ′′
p − 1

n
H ′2

p ≥ K|v|2.

That is to say Ric ≥ K. Moreover, we can conclude that the equality holds in (5.119), i.e.,

H ′′
p +

1

n
H ′2

p = −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ, (5.121)
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or equivalently, the equality holds in (5.120), i.e.,

d2

dt2
Nn,p(ρ(t)) =

(

−K

n

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ
)

Nn,p(ρ(t)) (5.122)

holds for any ρ0 and ρ1 in the Wasserstein space P2(M, g, ν), if and only if (M, g) is Einstein,
i.e., Ric = Kg and φ is a Hessian soliton

∇2φ =
∆φ

n
g.

Similarly, we can prove that the inequality

H ′′
p +

1

m
H ′2

p ≤ −K

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ, (5.123)

equivalently,

d2

dt2
Nm,p(ρ(t)) ≤

(

−K

m

∫

M

|∇φ|2dγ
)

Nm,p(ρ(t)) (5.124)

holds for any ρ0 and ρ1 in the Wasserstein space P2(M, g, µ) if and only if the CD(K,m)-
condition holds on (M, g, µ), i.e., Ricm,n(L) ≥ Kg. Moreover, we can prove that the equal-
ity holds in (5.123) (equivalently, (5.124)) if and only if (M, g) is (K,m)-Einstein, i.e.,
Ricm,n(L) = Kg and φ is a Hessian soliton

∇2φ =
∆φ

n
g,

and

m− n

mn

(

Lφ+
m

m− n
∇V · ∇φ

)2

= 0.

We have therefore finished the proof of the rigidity part of Theorem 2.2.

5.3 Summary and further problems

Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 indicate the equivalence between the curvature-dimension
CD(K,m)-condition, entropy differential inequalities (EDI) and entropy power differential
inequalities (EPDI) along the geodesics on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds.
In particular, each of the equivalent conditions (ii)-(vii) in Theorem 2.2 is equivalent to the
definition inequality (1.3) (for N ′ ≥ N = m) which was used by Sturm [45] to define the
CD(K,N)-condition on metric measure spaces. They are also equivalent to Lott-Villani’s
characterization of CD(K,N) condition using functionals in the class DCN . Therefore, we
can use each of (ii)-(vii) or its integratral forms to introduce definition of CD(K,N)-condition
on metric measure spaces. In particular, all these equivalent conditions are stable under the
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence on metric measure spaces.

Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 also indicate that the rigidity models for the EDI and
EPDI along all smooth geodesics on the Wasserstein space over Riemannian manifolds are
K-Einstein manifolds or (K,m)-Einstein manifolds with Hessian solitons. The proofs of
rigidity theorems need to use the Bochner formula (2.11) rather than the Bochner inequality
(4.82).

Theorem 2.3 extends the monotonicity and rigidity theorems of the W -entropy associated
with the Shannon entropy [25, 27] to the Rényi entropy for the geodesics on the Wasserstein
space over complete Riemannian manifolds with CD(0,m)-condition.
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In [14], Erbar-Kuwada-Sturm proved that the Shannon entropy power exp
(

− 2
NEnt(ρ))

)

is concave along the heat equation on RCD(0, N) metric measure spaces. In [22], K. Kuwada
and the author of this paper proved the monotonicity of the W -entropy for heat equation
associated with the Witten Laplacian on RCD(0, N) metric measure spaces. Moreover, a
rigidity theorem in a weak form was also proved for the W -entropy for heat equation on
RCD(0, N) metric measure spaces.

It is interesting to raise some problems for further study in the future.

Problem 5.2 (i) Can we extend Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 (in particular,
the rigidity theorems) to geodesics on the Wasserstein space over RCD(0, N) or RCD(K,N)
metric measure spaces?

(ii) Can we extend Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 (in particular, the rigidity
theorems) to to geodesics on the Wasserstein space over RCD metric measure spaces with
time-dependent metrics and measures?

(iii) In particular, can we extend EDI, EPDI and the W -entropy formula to geodesics
on the Wasserstein space over metric measure spaces with (K,N)-super Ricci flows on non-
smooth metric measure spaces introduced by Kopfer and Sturm [21] and Sturem [46].

To end this paper, let us mention that in our forthcoming works in preparation, we will
extend EDI, EPDI and the W -entropy formula to the Langevin deformation of flows on the
Wasserstein space, which was introduced by S. Li and the author [25, 27] and can be regarded
as an interpolation between the geodesics and the gradient flows of the Shannon or Rényi
entropy on the Wasserstein space over a Riemannian manifold. We will also study EDI,
EPDI and the W -entropy formula along geodesics on the Wasserstein space over manifolds
equipped with time dependent metrics and potentials, in particular, to extend EDI, EPDI
and the W -entropy formula along geodesics on the Wasserstein space over manifolds with
Perelman’s Ricci flow coupled with the conjugate heat equation.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Prof. N. Mok for suggestion, Prof.
B-X. Han and Dr. S. Li for helpful discussions, and Dr. R. Lei for pointing out some
misprints in the earlier version of this paper.
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