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Abstract: A Schrödinger bridge is the most probable time-dependent probability distribution that
connects an initial probability distribution wi to a final one wf . The problem has been solved and
widely used for the case of simple Brownian evolution (non-interacting particles). It is related to
the problem of entropy regularized Wasserstein optimal transport. In this article, we generalize
Brownian bridges to systems of interacting particles. We derive some equations for the forward and
backward single particle “wave-functions” which allow to compute the most probable evolution of
the single-particle probability between the initial and final distributions.

In a seminal article published in 1931 [1–3], Schrödinger, noticing the analogy between his equation for the dynamics
of quantum particles and the diffusion equation, which describes the statistics of independent particles performing
Brownian motion, proposed and solved the following problem. Consider two sets of probability distributions wi(r)
and wf (r). There is a finite probability that an ensemble of particles with distribution wi(r) at time 0, evolves under
a Brownian motion to the distribution wf (r) at time tf . How can one determine the probability distribution for the
particles w(r, t) at intermediate times t ? This is called the Schrödinger bridge problem and Schrödinger found an
elegant solution to this problem. It is a question of paramount importance in non-equilibrium statistical physics, as
it determines how an ensemble of particles in a given density configuration evolves into another one. For an extensive
mathematical review, see [4].

The Schrödinger bridge problem has been shown to be equivalent to the entropy regularized optimal transport
problem with Wasserstein distance [7]. Due to this fact, the Schrödinger bridge problem has found numerous applica-
tions in recent years in e.g. statistical physics [5], transition path theory [6], optimal transport [7], machine learning
[8], computer vision [9], finances [10] etc. to name a few. The original problem is dealing with independent free
(Brownian) particles. The goal of this article is to generalize the concept to the case of interacting particles.

Consider a system of N particles, interacting with a one-body potential U(r) and a two-body potential v(r − r′) .
The initial coordinates of the particles at t = 0 are

{
ri1, ..., r

i
N

}
and their final coordinates at time tf are

{
rf1 , ..., f

f
N

}
.

These configurations define the probability distributions wi(r) and wf (r) by

wi(r) =
1

N

N∑
k=1

δ(r − rik) (1)

wf (r) =
1

N

N∑
k=1

δ(r − rfk ) (2)

and the corresponding particle densities by

ρi(r) = Nwi(r) (3)
ρf (r) = Nwf (r) (4)

The particles evolve under overdamped Langevin dynamics [11, 12] (Brownian dynamics)

ṙi = − 1

γ
∇iW ({ri}) + ηi(t) (5)

where

W ({ri}) =
∑
i

U(ri) +
1

2

∑
i ̸=j

v(ri − rj) (6)

and

∇iW ({ri}) = ∇iU(ri) +
∑
j ̸=i

∇iv(ri − rj) (7)
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The friction coefficient γ is related to the diffusion coefficient D and to the inverse temperature β = 1/kBT , by the
Einstein relation γ = 1/βD and ηi(t) is a random Gaussian force, with zero mean and correlation given by

⟨ηi(t)ηj(t′)⟩ = 2Dδ(t− t′) (8)

The trajectories from any point of the initial distribution wi to any point of the final distribution wf are governed
by the so-called Brownian Bridge equation [6, 13]. When searching for the transport of the distribution wi to wf ,
one must sum over all the trajectories that start from any point of wi and ends up in any point of wf . This involves
some complex combinatorics, which was brilliantly solved by Schrödinger [1]. In this article, we tackle this problem
in a completely different manner.

The probability distribution for the particles P ({ri} , t) satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation [11, 12]

dP ({ri} , t)
dt

= D
∑
i

∇i (∇iP + βP∇iW ) (9)

Note that the duration tf of the process can be eliminated by rescaling the time t in the Langevin or Fokker-Planck
equation, provided the diffusion constant and the temperature are rescaled properly. Most of the mathematical
literature uses tf = 1. Since, in this article, we emphasize the physical aspect of evolving particles, we shall keep the
original time tf .

Defining the function

Φ(ri, t) = e+
β
2 W ({ri})P (ri, t) (10)

it satisfies the Schrödinger equation [12, 14]

dΦ(ri, t)

dt
= −HΦ(ri, t) (11)

= D
∑
i

∇2
iΦ−Dβ2Veff (ri)Φ(ri, t) (12)

where the Hamiltonian is given by

H = −D
∑
i

∇2
i +Dβ2Veff ({ri}) (13)

and the effective potential is given by

Veff ({ri}) =
1

4

∑
i

(∇iW )2 − kBT

2

∑
i

∇2
iW (14)

which in terms of the potentials U and v takes the form

Veff ({ri}) =
1

4

∑
i

∇iU(ri) +
∑
j ̸=i

∇iv(ri − rj)

2

− kBT

2

∑
i

∇2
iU(ri) +

∑
j ̸=i

∇2
i v(ri − rj)

 (15)

Note that the first term is a 3-body interaction, whereas the second is a 2-body one.
The probability that the set of particles starting at {ri1, . . . , riN} at time 0 ends in any permutation of the set

{rf1 , . . . , r
f
N} at time tf is given by

P ({rfk}, tf |{r
i
k}, 0) =

∑
p∈SN

P (rfp(1), ..., r
f
p(N), tf |r

i
1, ..., r

i
n, 0)

where the summation is over all permutations p in the symmetric group SN .
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Using the quantum mechanical Dirac notation [12, 15, 16], the probability for the system to evolve from the initial
configuration to the final one is given by

P ({rfk}, tf |{r
i
k}, 0) =

1

N !
e−

β
2 (W ({rfk})−W ({rik}))

〈
rf1 , ..., r

f
N

∣∣e−tfH
∣∣ ri1, ..., rin〉 (16)

where the brackets |r1 . . . rN ⟩ =
∑

p∈SN
|rp(1) . . . rp(N)) denote the symmetrized (bosonic) state summed over all

permutations p of the symmetric group SN . The factor 1/N ! cancels one of the summations over permutations since
the matrix element above comprises two such summations. In terms of the particle density distributions ρi and ρf ,
the pre-factor above can be written as

W ({rfk})−W ({rik}) =

ˆ
drU(r)(ρf (r)− ρi(r))

+
1

2

ˆ
drdr′v(r − r′)(ρf (r)ρf (r

′)− ρi(r)ρi(r
′)) (17)

In the following of this paper, we will heavily rely on coherent states [17]. We recall
that coherent states constitute an overcomplete set of vectors in the Fock space of the sys-
tem. The two fundamental identities that allow calculations with coherent states |ϕ ⟩ are
i)the scalar product

⟨ϕ | ϕ′⟩ = e
´
drϕ∗(r)ϕ′(r) (18)

and ii) the decomposition of unity
ˆ

dϕ∗(r)dϕ(r)e−
´
drϕ∗(r)ϕ(r) |ϕ⟩ ⟨ϕ| = 1 (19)

where ϕ(r) and ϕ∗(r) are complex conjugate fields and 1 is the unit operator defined by ⟨r |1| r′⟩ = δ(r − r′). In
addition, we have

⟨r1...rN |ϕ ⟩ = ϕ(r1)...ϕ(rN ) (20)
⟨ϕ |r1...rn ⟩ = ϕ∗(r1)...ϕ

∗(rN ) (21)

Using these identities, we have

〈
rf1 , ..., r

f
N

∣∣e−tfH
∣∣ ri1, ..., rin〉 =

ˆ
dϕ∗

f (r)dϕf (r)

ˆ
dϕ∗

i (r)dϕi(r)e
−
´
dr(ϕ∗

f (r)ϕf (r)+ϕ∗
i (r)ϕi(r))

× ϕf (r
f
1 )...ϕf (r

f
N )ϕ∗

i (r
i
1)...ϕ

∗
i (r

i
N )
〈
ϕf

∣∣e−tfH
∣∣ϕi

〉
(22)

The coherent state matrix element above can be represented as a functional integral over complex fields [17] as

〈
ϕf

∣∣e−tfH
∣∣ϕi

〉
=

ˆ ϕ∗(r,tf )=ϕ∗
f (r)

ϕ(r,0)=ϕi(r)

D(ϕ∗, ϕ) exp

{ˆ
drϕ∗

f (r)ϕf (r)

−
ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
dr

(
ϕ∗(r, t)

(
∂ϕ

∂t
−D∇2

)
ϕ(r, t)

)
−
ˆ tf

0

dtA(ϕ∗, ϕ)

}
(23)

where the interaction term is given by

A(ϕ∗, ϕ) = Dβ2

ˆ
dr |ϕ(r, t)|2

(
1

4

(
∇U(r) +

ˆ
dr′∇v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2

)2

− kBT

2

(
∇2U(r) +

ˆ
dr′∇2v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2

))
(24)
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= Dβ2

ˆ
drρ(r, t)

(
1

4

(
∇U(r) +

ˆ
dr′∇v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

)2

(25)

− kBT

2

(
∇2U(r) +

ˆ
dr′∇2v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

))
(26)

where

ρ(r, t) = ϕ∗(r, t)ϕ(r, t) = |ϕ(r, t)|2

This term can be rewritten as

A(ϕ∗, ϕ) = D

ˆ
drρ(r, t)e

β
2 (U(r)+

´
dr′v(r−r′)ρ(r′,t))∇2e−

β
2 (U(r)+

´
dr′v(r−r′)ρ(r′,t)) (27)

Using the identity

ϕf (r
f
1 )...ϕf (r

f
N )ϕ∗

i (r
i
1)...ϕ

∗
i (r

i
N ) = exp

(∑
k

(
log ϕf (r

f
k ) + log ϕ∗

i (r
i
k)
))

= exp

(ˆ
dr (ρf (r) log ϕf (r) + ρi(r) log ϕ

∗
i (r))

)
(28)

we finally obtain the expression for the probability for the system to make a transition from the probability distribution
wi(r) to wf (r) during time tf :

P (wf , tf |wi, 0) =
1

N !
exp

(
− β

ˆ
drU(r)(ρf (r)− ρi(r))

− β

2

ˆ
drdr′v(r − r′)(ρf (r)ρf (r

′)− ρi(r)ρi(r
′))
)

×
ˆ

D(ϕ∗, ϕ) exp

{
−
ˆ

drϕ∗(r, 0)ϕ(r, 0)

−
ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
dr

(
ϕ∗(r, t)

(
∂ϕ

∂t
−D∇2

)
ϕ(r, t)

)
−
ˆ tf

0

dtA(ϕ∗, ϕ)

+

ˆ
dr (ρf (r) log ϕ(r, tf ) + ρi(r) log ϕ

∗(r, 0))

}
(29)

where A(ϕ∗, ϕ) is given by (24).
Note that the boundary conditions on the functional integral are not present anymore, since ϕ∗

f , ϕi are fully inte-
grated over. To complement these equations, we note that the conditioned density ρc(r, t) of particles at point r at
time t is given by

ρc(r, t) =
〈
|ϕ(r, t)|2

〉
(30)

where the bracket denotes the expectation value with the probability defined in eq. (29)

The one-body (non-interacting) case

We first consider the free case v = 0. In that case, there is no interaction term and the probability becomes
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P (wf , tf |wi, 0) =
1

N !
exp

(
−β

ˆ
drU(r)(ρf (r)− ρi(r))

)
×
ˆ

D(ϕ∗, ϕ) exp

{
−
ˆ

drϕ∗(r, 0)ϕ(r, 0) (31)

−
ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
dr

(
ϕ∗(r, t)

(
∂ϕ

∂t
−D∇2 +

Dβ2

4

(
(∇U(r))

2 − 2kBT∇2U(r)
))

ϕ(r, t)

)
+

ˆ tf

0

dr (ρf (r) log ϕ(r, tf ) + ρi(r) log ϕ
∗(r, 0))

}
(32)

Since this functional integral is Gaussian, the saddle-point approximation is exact. Note that although the fields ϕ
and ϕ∗ are complex conjugate in the functional integral, in the saddle-point approximation, they no longer need to
be complex conjugate from each other, and they are to be treated as two independent complex fields.

The equations extremizing the exponent read:

(
∂

∂t
−D∇2 +

Dβ2

4

(
(∇U(r))

2 − 2kBT∇2U(r)
))

ϕ(r, t) = 0 (33)(
− ∂

∂t
−D∇2 +

Dβ2

4

(
(∇U(r))

2 − 2kBT∇2U(r)
))

ϕ∗(r, t) = 0 (34)

with the boundary conditions (obtained by extremizing the exponent w.r.t. the fields at 0 and tf )

ϕ(r, 0) =
ρi(r)

ϕ∗(r, 0)
(35)

ϕ∗(r, tf ) =
ρf (r)

ϕ(r, tf )
(36)

(37)

Note that (34) is the time-reversed equation of (33). However, the boundary conditions above prevent the expression
of ϕ∗(r, t) in terms of ϕ(r, t).

We define the Green’s function G(rt, r′t′) as

G(rt, r′t′) =

(
∂

∂t
−D∇2 +

Dβ2

4

(
(∇U(r))

2 − 2kBT∇2U(r)
))−1

(rt, r′t′) (38)

solution of the equation(
∂

∂t
−D∇2 +

Dβ2

4

(
(∇U(r))

2 − 2kBT∇2U(r)
))

G(rt, r′t′) = δ(r − r′)δ(t− t′) (39)

In the absence of an external potential U , in space dimension d, this Green’s function is

G0(rt, r
′t′) =

(
1

4πD(t− t′)

)d/2

e
− (r−r′)2

4D(t−t′) (40)

Another simple case when this Green’s function can be computed exactly is that of the harmonic oscillator (Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process)

U(r) =
1

2
Kr2 (41)

We introduce the notation

ϕi(r) = ϕ(r, 0) =
ρi(r)

ϕ∗(r, 0)
(42)

ϕ∗
f (r) = ϕ∗(r, tf ) =

ρf (r)

ϕ(r, tf )
(43)
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Eq. (33,34) with their boundary conditions can be solved as

ϕ(r, t) =

ˆ
dr′G(rt, r′0)ϕi(r

′)

ϕ∗(r, t) =

ˆ
dr′ϕ∗

f (r
′)G(r′tf , rt)

which implies

ρf (r) = ϕ∗
f (r)

ˆ
dr′G(rtf , r

′0)ϕi(r
′) (44)

ρi(r) = ϕi(r)

ˆ
dr′ϕ∗

f (r
′)G(r′tf , r0) (45)

These are the standard Schrödinger bridge equations. They are the same equations as those of the entropy-regularized
optimal transport problem [7], with the Wassestein cost function (r−r′)2/4tf . Therefore, they can be solved efficiently
by using the Sinkhorn fixed-point method [18]. Starting from a guess for ϕi(r), we obtain ϕ∗

f (r) from eq.(44). We
plug it in (45) to obtain a new ϕi(r), and the procedure is iterated until convergence. Convergence is guaranteed and
very fast ([19]).

From eq.(30) and since in the saddle-point approximation the expectation value is identical to the actual value, the
conditioned particle density is given by

ρc(r, t) = |ϕ(r, t)|2

=

ˆ
dr′dr′′ϕ∗

f (r
′)G(r′tf , rt)G(rt, r′′0)ϕi(r

′′)

which satisfies the boundary conditions ρc(r, 0) = ρi(r) and ρc(r, tf ) = ρf (r).
Finally, the transition probability is given by

P (wf , tf |wi, 0) = N ! exp

(
−β

ˆ
drU(r)(ρf (r)− ρi(r))

)
× exp

(
N

ˆ
dr

[
wi(r) log

wi(r)

ϕi(r)
+ wf (r) log

wf (r)

ϕ∗
f (r)

])
(46)

We recognize the Kullback-Leibler (KL) relative entropy [20] of the distributions ϕi and ϕ∗
f with respect to the

distributions wi and wf . This expression shows the connection of Schrödinger bridges with large deviations theory
and optimal transport.

The interacting case

We now consider the interacting case. For the sake of simplicity, we shall assume that U = 0. The expression for
P is still given by eq.(29), however the expression (24) simplifies as

A(ϕ∗, ϕ) = Dβ2

ˆ
drρ(r, t)

(
1

4

(ˆ
dr′∇v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

)2

− kBT

2

ˆ
dr′∇2v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

)

= D

ˆ
drρ(r, t)e

β
2

´
dr′v(r−r′)ρ(r′,t)∇2e−

β
2

´
dr′v(r−r′)ρ(r′,t) (47)

where ρ(r, t) = |ϕ(r, t)|2 = Nw(r, t), and w(r, t) is the probability distribution at time t..
Due to the presence of implicit factors of N in A through ρ(r, t), the saddle-point approximation is not exact.

However, it provides the most probable probability distribution path connecting wi and wf ..
The saddle point equations are(

∂

∂t
−D∇2 −Dβ

ˆ
dr′∇2v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2 + Dβ2

4

(ˆ
dr′∇v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2

)2
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+
Dβ2

2

ˆ
dr′dr′′ |ϕ(r′, t)|2 ∇v(r′ − r′′) |ϕ(r′′, t)|2 ∇v(r′ − r)

)
ϕ(r, t) = 0 (48)(

− ∂

∂t
−D∇2 −Dβ

ˆ
dr′∇2v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2 + Dβ2

4

(ˆ
dr′∇v(r − r′) |ϕ(r′, t)|2

)2

+
Dβ2

2

ˆ
dr′dr′′ |ϕ(r′, t)|2 ∇v(r′ − r′′) |ϕ(r′′, t)|2 ∇v(r′ − r)

)
ϕ∗(r, t) = 0 (49)

with the boundary conditions

ϕ(r, 0) =
ρi(r)

ϕ∗(r, 0)
(50)

ϕ∗(r, tf ) =
ρf (r)

ϕ(r, tf )
(51)

As mentioned in the non-interacting case, (49) is the time-reversed equation of (48).
As before, the conditioned density of particles at r at time t is given by

ρc(r, t) = |ϕ(r, t)|2

As in the non-interacting case, these equations can be solved numerically by a Sinkhorn-like fixed-point method. One
first guesses the function ρ(r, t) , with the condition ρ(r, 0) = ρi(r) and ρ(r, tf ) = ρf (r) . For example, one can use
ρ(r, t) =

tf−t
tf

ρi(r) +
t
tf
ρf (r) as an initial guess. One must also guess ϕ(r, 0). With this two functions, one can solve

(48) to obtain ϕ(r, tf ).Using (51), we obtain ϕ∗(r, tf ) which is used as an initial condition for (49) to obtain ϕ∗(r, 0).
Using (50), we get ϕ(r, 0) and we can recalculate the density ρ and iterate the procedure until convergence.

The above equations can be used to express the probability at the saddle-point as

P (wf , tf |wi, 0) = N ! exp
(
− β

2

ˆ
drdr′v(r − r′)(ρf (r)ρf (r

′)− ρi(r)ρi(r
′))
)

× exp

{
− Dβ

2

ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
drdr′ρ(r, t)∇2v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

+
Dβ2

2

ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
drρ(r, t)

(ˆ
∇v(r − r′)ρ(r′, t)

)2

+ N

ˆ
dr

(
wf (r) log

wf (r)

ϕ(r, tf )
+ wi(r) log

wi(r)

ϕ∗(r, 0)

)}
Again, the KL relative entropy with respect to the original densities appears in this expression.

One-dimensional example

We now look at a specific one-dimensional example, namely

v(x) = gδ(x)

The interaction term (24) becomes

A(ϕ∗, ϕ) = Dβ2

ˆ
dxρ(x, t)

(
g2

4
ρ′2(x, t)− g

2
kBTρ

′′(x, t)

)
(52)

Equations (48), (49) become (
∂

∂t
−D

∂2

∂x2
−Dβgρ′′(x, t)− Dβ2g2

4
ρ′2(x, t)
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− Dβ2g2

2
ρ(x, t)ρ′′(x, t)

)
ϕ(x, t) = 0 (53)(

− ∂

∂t
−D

∂2

∂x2
−Dβgρ′′(x, t)− Dβ2g2

4
ρ′2(x, t)

− Dβ2g2

2
ρ(x, t)ρ′′(x, t)

)
ϕ∗(x, t) = 0 (54)

with the boundary conditions

ϕ(x, 0) =
ρi(x)

ϕ∗(x, 0)
(55)

ϕ∗(x, tf ) =
ρf (x)

ϕ(x, tf )
(56)

The corresponding probability is given by

P (wf , tf |wi, 0) = N ! exp
(
− βg

2

ˆ
dx(ρ2f (x)− ρ2i (x))

)
(57)

× exp

{
− Dβg

2

ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
dxρ(x, t)ρ′′(x, t)

(58)

+
Dβ2g2

2

ˆ tf

0

dt

ˆ
dxρ(x, t)ρ′2(x, t)

+

ˆ
dx

(
wf (x) log

wf (x)

ϕ(x, tf )
+ wi(x) log

wi(x)

ϕ∗(x, 0)

)}
(59)

To illustrate the method, we have solved numerically equations (53) and (54) for some typical values of g. We
impose hard-wall boundary conditions. The initial and final distributions are identical Gaussians separated by a
distance d

ρi,f (x) =
N√
4πσ2

e−
(x∓d/2)2

2σ2 (60)

The number of particles is N = 100, the distance d = 10, diffusion constant D = T = 2. We first study the case of
no interaction g = 0 (a) and repulsive δ interaction g = 0.03 (b). The iteration method does not converge for larger
values of g. Since the interaction energy of the system scales like gρ2V where ρ is the average density of the system
and V its volume, the natural scaling of g is g ∼ 1/ρ2. In our numerical example, N = 100 and the typical volume of
the system is V ∼ 20, which implies an average density ρ ∼ 5. This means that g should be of the order 0.04. As can
be seen in fig.(1), the effect of repulsive interaction is small, barely visible. This is expected.

The case of attractive interaction is more spectacular. In fig.(2), we plot the sequence of distributions between the
two boundary distributions for g = −0.1.

As shown in fig.(2), the distribution remains much more concentrated than in the zero or repulsive case during the
transition, due to the attractive interactions. In all cases, the fixed-point method does not converge for larger values
of g.

In this article, we have generalized the concept of Schrödinger bridges to the case of interacting particles. We
derived equations for the most probable distribution path between two boundary distributions. We have checked
that these equations can be solved numerically by a generalization of the Sinkhorn algorithm, at least in some simple
one-dimensional cases. This generalization should prove very useful in the non-equilibrium statistical physics of many-
particle systems. Also, it would be interesting to adapt the above method to the study of bridges in the real-time
Schrödinger equation, in order to study phenomena such as diffusion, echo, etc.. However, further studies are needed
to devise reliable numerical methods to solve these equations for stronger couplings.
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Figure 1: Snapshot of the distribution of particles between the initial (right) and final (left) distributions (thick
black lines). The arrow denotes the direction of increasing time
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Figure 2: g = −0.1 Attractive case
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