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Abstract

We investigate a family of gradient flows of positive and probability measures, focusing
on the Hellinger-Kantorovich (HK) geometry, which unifies transport mechanism of Otto-
Wasserstein, and the birth-death mechanism of Hellinger (or Fisher-Rao). A central con-
tribution is a complete characterization of global exponential decay behaviors of entropy
functionals (e.g. KL, x?) under Otto-Wasserstein and Hellinger-type gradient flows. In par-
ticular, for the more challenging analysis of HK gradient flows on positive measures—where
the typical log-Sobolev arguments fail—we develop a specialized shape-mass decomposition
that enables new analysis results. Our approach also leverages the (Polyak-)Lojasiewicz-
type functional inequalities and a careful extension of classical dissipation estimates. These
findings provide a unified and complete theoretical framework for gradient flows and un-
derpin applications in computational algorithms for statistical inference, optimization, and
machine learning.
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1 Introduction

We adopt a perspective rooted in the series of works from the 1990s that pioneered the
study of Otto-Wasserstein gradient flows, as eloquently articulated by Otto [45]:

The merit of the right gradient flow formulation of a dissipative evolution
equation is that it separates energetics and kinetics: The energetics endow
the state space with a functional, the kinetics endow the state space with a
(Riemannian) geometry via the metric tensor.

In essence, the seminal works such as [45, 24] enabled a systematic perspective of studying
the PDE such as the type

, oF
ouu=—aiv (w0 1)
I
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as gradient flows of the energy functional F', where ‘;—F [1] is its first variation. The solution
¢ can be viewed as the dynamics and the solution paths of the measure optimization

problem mi(nd) F(p) in the Wasserstein space of probability measures with finite second
neP(R

moment, denoted by (P(Rd),Wg). This perspective has been instrumental in advancing
the theory of computational algorithms for statistical inference and, more recently, machine
learning.

Statistical sampling and particle approximation For example, suppose a statistician
wishes to generate samples from a probability distribution 7, whose density is in the form

m(z) = L e V(@) where V is referred to as the potential energy function. This

e~ V@) dg
can be cist in the Bayesian inference framework, that infers the posterior distribution 7
of some model parameters. In such applications, one can rely on the fact that 7 is the
invariant distribution of the system associated with the Langevin stochastic differential
equation dX; = —VV(X;)dt + v/2dZ;, where Z; is the standard Brownian motion. Then,
by numerically simulating the SDE, computational algorithms can be designed to generate
samples that approximate those of w. From the PDE perspective, this Langevin SDE

describes the same dynamical system as the deterministic drift-diffusion Fokker-Planck PDE
O = —div (uV (V +log 1)) (1.1)

for probability measure p, which is the gradient-flow equation of the Otto-Wasserstein
gradient flow of the KL divergence as driving energy functional, F'(u) = Dkr(p|m). Then,
the rigorous analysis developed in the applied analysis context can be used to study the
computational algorithms.

Variational inference and information geometry In practice, the exact posterior
distribution 7 is often intractable, and one can resort to approximate variational inference
methods [23, 54, 10]. Different from the Langevin sampler approach, this amounts to finding
the approximate posterior probability measure by parameterizing p with some parameter
n € E C R”, resulting in the optimization problem

in D . 1.2
,coin, KL (tin| ) (1.2)

The parameterized distribution p, can be chosen from certain families of distributions, e.g.,
the family of Gaussian or its mixtures. In such cases, an efficient approach is the natural
gradient descent [1, 2, 27, 22, 28] on n that respects the geometry of the parameterized
probability space. In practice, the update rule is a Riemannian gradient descent scheme

- argmin Vo F () (n = 1) + %(n — ") TGer(n")(n — 1), (1.3)
where F' = Dgp,(-|7) in the KL variational inference context and V, F'(y,) its Euclidean gra-
dient with respect to 7. The matrix Gr(v) := [ () - (V, log py () (V,, log p (z)" da
is referred to as the Fisher information matrix, which can be seen as a Riemannian tensor
on (the tangent bundle of) £ C R™ and hence induces the Fisher-Rao distance over some
family of distributions. It is closely related to the Hellinger distance, which is a central
topic in this paper: the Fisher-Rao distance can be viewed as a restriction of the Hellinger
geodesic distance to the submanifold of cerntain families of distributions, e.g., Gaussian;
see Remark 2.2 for more details.
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Optimization and mirror descent In the optimization literature, there is a class of
algorithms that uses the Bregman divergence as the underlying geometry under the name
of mirror descent, e.g., [7, 42, 17]. If the Bregman divergence is chosen as the KL divergence,
this approach is termed the entropic mirror descent, i.e., an optimization algorithm solving,
at the k-th iteration,

1
VP argmin V, F (V) (v — V%) + =Dkr (v]Vb). (1.4)
veAd T

for A? := P(Q) where () is a finite discrete set of cardinality d. In essence, they can be
used to solve the optimization problem mi(nd) F(u) in practice by (i) either considering the
neP(R

probability measure on a finite domain [7], or (ii) by considering a particle approximation
of the measure v = Zf\il w;dy,, where dz, is the Dirac measure at the particle location z;
and w; is the weight, see e.g., [13, 17]. Furthermore, the extension to non-gradient flows,
albeit finite-dimensional, has been studied in the optimization literature, e.g., [55, 30]

The above applications are deeply connected to the gradient flow theory in various geome-
tries, i.e., not just the Otto-Wasserstein geometry. Specifically, the Hellinger type gradient
flows, which is the focus of this paper, plays a crucial role and possesses distinct proper-
ties when compared with Otto-Wasserstein. In this paper, we advance the state-of-the-art
analysis of gradient flows over positive and probability measures using tools such as the
Polyak-Lojasiewicz functional inequality.

Analysis of Polyak-Lojasiewicz functional inequalities Historically, the celebrated
Bakry-Emery theorem [5] provides a powerful strategy for analyzing the convergence of
the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow under the KL-divergence energy. The Bakry-Emery
condition implies a key functional inequality, the Logarithmic-Sobolev inequality (LSI)
du 2
Vlog — > cpst - Dgp(p|m) for some cpgr > 0. (LST)
L2 (u)

The LSI can be viewed as a special case of the (Polyak-)Lojasiewicz inequality specialized
to the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow of the KL energy Dgy,(u|m). It provides a powerful
tool for characterizing the convergence of the dynamics, e.g., governed by the Langevin
SDE. From the optimization perspective, this is equivalent to analyzing the optimization
dynamics of the problem

min D ) in the space of (P, Ws).
oin KL (p|) p (P, W2)
The main goal of this paper is to extend this type of functional inequalities, and consequently
the convergence analysis, to a broader class of gradient flows beyond the now-standard
setting of Otto-Wasserstein flows in (P, W3) and the KL energy functional Dky,. We now
briefly elaborate on those two aspects of our contribution.

Generalizing the energy functional: from KL to ¢,-divergences The KL-divergence
is by no means the only entropy-type divergence that possesses interesting properties. For
example, some works by Chewi et al. [12], Lu et al. [38] also consider the y2?-divergence as
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the driving energy for machine learning applications. Zhu [57] shows that many existing
machine learning algorithms are performing the forward KL (also referred to as the inclu-
sive KL therein) minimization via kernelized Wasserstein gradient flows. For this reason, we
first generalize the KL-divergence energy in (1.2) to a commonly used family of divergence
functional, the ¢-divergence [16]. We now define this divergence on non-negative measures

MT(Q) x MT(Q) as

du . . o 1
o(E)dv if p < v (i.e. = fv for some f € L'(v)),
D) = { ) #Law | (15)
00, otherwise.
where ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, +00] is a convex entropy generator function that satisfies
p(1) =¢'(1) =0, ¢"(1) = 1. (1.6)

We delve specifically into the concrete instantiations of the Lojasiewicz inequality for the
following power entropy generator functions.

eols) = L (@ —pstp-1), peR\{01}, (L.7)

p—1)
which satisfies (1.6) and ¢ (s) = sP=2. Using the property ¢,(s) = sp1-,(1/s), we obtain
the symmetry Dy, (p|m) = Dy, (7|p). Many commonly used divergences can be recovered
using the power entropy, e.g.,

KL: ¢1(s) :=slogs — s+ 1, fwd-KL: ¢y(s) :=s—1—logs,
2. _lig_1)2 2. 1 1o (1.8)
s @2(3)—2(5 ), rev-y .@,1(5)—2(s+8 )
We refer to the resulting divergence functional D, as the yp-divergence or the p—relative
entropy (cf. [43]). Slightly abusing the terminology due to a scaling factor, we refer to the
power-like entropy generated by 1 as the squared Hellinger distance, i.e.,

2

%Hg(% V) = /gpé (?,j) dv. (1.9)

We plot the corresponding entropy generator functions in Figure 1. Alternatively, one may
14a 11—«
use the Hellinger integrals to define the a-divergence Dy (p|v) == —25(1 — IM%I/T)

1—a?

with o € (—1,1), from which one also obtains the KL, forward KL, and the Hellinger as
special cases (for « — 1, « — —1, and « = 0, respectively).

Gradient-flow geometry Geod. convexity of ¢,-divergence
Otto-Wasserstein (Bakry-Emery) | p € [1,2] and (BE) with ¢ >0 = geod. c-cvx
Otto-Wasserstein (McCann cond.) pE [d%‘ll, o0) = geod. cvx

HK [36] over M™ pE [ﬁ‘lQ, $JU(1,00) = geod. cvx

Table 1: Geodesic convexity of ¢,-divergence
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Figure 1: The plot illustrates the power-like entropy generator functions ¢,(s) for s €
[0,1.2] and different p: purple p = 0 (forward KL), green p = 0.25, blue p = 0.5
(Hellinger), red p = 1 (KL), orange p = 2 (x?). The large red dot represents the
equilibrium at s = 1 where ¢,(1) = ¢,'(1) = 0.

Gradient-flow geometry

Specialized Lojasiewicz-type inequality («, 5 > 0)

Hellinger

, ; p
Spherical Hellinger | ‘;—5 ) ‘2—5 (1] dMHLﬁ > c- (F(u) — Fing)

Hellinger-Kantorovich (WFR) o[V [u] }|iﬁ + 8|15 (1] Hii > ¢ (F(p) — Finr)

Spher. Hellinger-Kantorovich

o[ V55 1l [ +8]1 55 (1 = T35 (WAl 75 > e (F (1)~ Fiue)

Table 2: Lojasiewicz inequalities for different gradient flows, where Fiy := inf,, F'(p).

Generalizing the flow geometry: from Otto-Wasserstein to Hellinger-Kantorovich
In addition to generalizing the energy functional, we extend the analysis of gradient flows
beyond the standard Otto-Wasserstein geometry. Similar to (LSI) in that case, one can
examine the validity of such Lojasiewicz type functional inequalities when considering gen-
eral energy functional F' in other gradient-flow geometries; see Table 2. Our main topics of
study are gradient flows in the Hellinger-Kantorovich (HK) geometry, which independently
discovered by a few groups of researchers [14, 15, 35, 29, 19]. It is an infimal convolu-
tion (inf-convolution) of the Hellinger and Wasserstein distances over positive measures
M. Intuitively, gradient flows in the HK and spherical HK (SHK) geometry combine the
dissipation mechanisms of the Otto-Wasserstein flow, i.e., the transport of mass, and the
Hellinger flow, i.e., the creation-destruction or birth-death of mass. It is often referred to
as the unbalanced transport geometry and possesses a richer structure and more advanta-
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geous properties than either of the pure flows alone, and is the focus of this paper. At the
same time, the analysis of the HK and SHK gradient flows is more involved than the pure
Hellinger or the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flows.

On one hand, the Otto-Wasserstein geometry describes the transport dynamics that can
easily handle the change of support of measures. However, it suffers from slow asymptotic
convergence in practical applications. For example, the behavior of its gradient flow of the
KL divergence depends crucially on the log-Sobolev constant. The reason is that, in the
(quadratic) Otto-Wasserstein setting, the transport over large distances (e.g., of outliers in a
point cloud) has an over-proportional cost. In contrast, Hellinger type gradient flows enjoy
fast asymptotic convergence because mass can be destroyed and created at other places
instead without any transport. To understand the distinct nature of the two gradient flows,

Figure 2: The two figures illustrate the conceptual advantage of combining the Otto-
Wasserstein and the Hellinger gradient flows. On the left, the particles are trans-
ported by the gradient descent enabled by the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow,
where masses do not change. On the right, the dashed arrow represent the “tele-
portation” of mass enabled by the Hellinger gradient flow, where the positions do
not change. The size of the dots represents the amount of mass of the particles.

consider an intuitive example of particle gradient descent method where the measure is
approximated using two particles, i.e., u = w10z, +w2dz, With wi +we = 1 and w; > 0. The
objective function is an asymmetric double-well potential. The minimization is initialized
as solid dots in the illustration in Figure 2. In this case, it is easy to see that the gradient
descent for each individual particle, induced by the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow, will get
stuck in the local minimum, as illustrated as dashed dots. On the other hand, the birth-
death process, induced by the (spherical) Hellinger gradient flow, can easily teleport the
mass to the right well, but it does not allow the change of the location of the particles. An
intuitive idea is to consider the Hellinger-Kantorovich (HK) gradient flows to combine the
strengths of both the Hellinger and Otto-Wasserstein geometries, while overcoming their
weaknesses as illustrated in Figure 2.

Overview of the main results In making the above intuition precise, this paper ad-
vances the theory for the HK and SHK gradient flows by establishing a few new and precise
analysis results. We provide complete and nontrivial answers to the following open question:

For the commonly used entropy functionals, e.g., (reverse) KL divergence, for-
ward KL, Hellinger distance, y?-divergence, reverse x2, what is the convergence



HK GRADIENT FLOWS FOR ENTROPY FUNCTIONALS

behavior of gradient flows in geometries such as the Hellinger-Kantorovich space
of positive measures (M™, HK), or the spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich space of
probability measures (P, SH)? Similar to the Bakry-Emery Theorem and (LSI)
in the standard setting of (P, Dkr,, Wa), can we establish precise conditions for
global convergence of the gradient flows in all the geometries mentioned above?

A few major results are summarized in Table 1. In addition and more concretely, we first

Gradient-flow geometry

|

Global exp. decay, & fen. ineq. for ¢,-divergence

Otto-Wasserstein on P

e O C R? bounded Lipschitz, p > 1—% = L withc, >0
e Q=R%pc[l,2] and (BE) = L with ¢, = 2cgg

Otto-Wasserstein on
M (Prop. 5.2, 5.3)

Aec, > 0 for L; see (LSI-MT)

Hellinger on M™ (Prop. 3.6)

pE(—00,3] Lwithc*zl%p

Spherical Hellinger on
P (Thm. 4.1)

Wl

. p forp<
p € (—00,5] <= L with c,=M, := P

’?(71_7_11)2’)) forp € [3, 2]

Lol

Hellinger-Kantorovich
on M* (Thm. 5.8)

o p € (—00,5] = Lwithc, = 15

ep> % — there exists no L with ¢, >0
e p=1and (LSI) = No L; exp. decay is possible

Spherical
Hellinger-Kantorovich on
P (Thm. 4.4)

In general, decay rate ¢, = max{acg.w, B My}

(see Thm. 4.4). Specifically:

ep€(—00,3] = L withc, = 22

e O C R? bounded Lipschitz, p € (—o00,1/2] U [l — 1, c0)
= L with ¢, >0

e Q=R?% pec[l,2] and (L-W) = L with ¢, = 2cp.w

Table 3: Summary of results for Lojasiewicz inequalities for ¢,-divergence energy functional
F(p) = [¢p( du/ dm) dr in different dissipation geometries; see (1.7) for the
definition of ¢,. The p = 1 case, the KL divergence, corresponds to the well-
known logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LSI). Remarkably, using the (S)He or
(S)HK geometry, the dimension restriction p > l—é in the Wasserstein setting

can be circumvented.

establish analysis results for the Lojasiewicz inequality for the pure Hellinger gradient flows.
As an example, we show that there is no global Lojasiewicz inequality for the Hellinger flow
of the KL energy over positive measures M™*. The global Lojasiewicz inequality is signif-
icantly more nontrivial to establish than the local version since we need to create enough
metric slope for the Hellinger gradient flow to escape the initial birth from zero mass; see
the illustration in Figure 5 and Remark 3.8 for technical details. Our result captures the
fundamental nature of the Hellinger gradient flows in contrast to the LSI for the Otto-
Wasserstein. Going deeper, the analysis of the HK and SHK flows of ¢-divergence is more
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involved. We systematically extract explicit conditions for global convergence of gradient
flows under ¢,-divergence energy functional as defined in (1.5) and (1.7). Previously, the
geodesic convexity of energy functionals has been under scrutiny in the gradient flow liter-
ature; see a summary of the implication on the ¢,-divergence in Table 1. However, when
studying the convergence of gradient flows geodesic convexity is a sufficient but not nec-
essary condition. For this reason, this paper establishes a few new functional inequalities
that are weaker than geodesic convexity, but still sufficient to guarantee global exponential
decay of the energy functional; see Table 1 for the precise statements and references to the
corresponding theorems for convenience. In particular, the standard LSI, when considered
for positive measures M™, does not hold globally and must be generalized. This adds to the
difficulty of establishing the global convergence of the HK gradient flows. Nonetheless, us-
ing a novel shape-mass decomposition analysis technique, we were able to establish global
convergence to equilibrium along the HK gradient flow for the KL divergence as driving
energy, see Theorem 5.8.

Other related works While there are a few works analyzing gradient flows in the unbal-
anced transport geometry, such analysis, while valuable in its own rights, has not yet been
able to capture the true strength of the (S)HK gradient flows that this paper showcases.
In [38], the focus is the regime under a uniform lower bound of the initial density ratio
(dpo/ dm); see [38, Theorem 2.3]. Various type of assumptions on the initial measure also
exist in the literature, such as [18, 51]. From this paper’s perspective, such characteriza-
tions are local and in contrast to this paper’s global analysis. We also refer to [13] for a
different type of analysis where he shows that the HK gradient flows of certain functionals,
under the assumption of a dense initialization condition, converge to states that satisfy a
local Lojasiewicz inequality. A few recent works have also applied the spherical Hellinger-
Kantorovich gradient flow with the KL divergence energy functional to practical statistical
inference problems [56, 31]. Gladin et al. [20] considered the sampling problem using the
unbalanced transport gradient flow of the so-called maximum-mean discrepancy functional.
They also exploited a Lojasiewicz type inequality to establish the convergence. Furthermore,
this gradient flow is later shown by Zhu [57] to be a kernel approximation to the Hellinger-
Kantorovich gradient flow of the forward KL divergence (i.e., po-divergence). After the ini-
tial preprint version of this paper first appeared on the author’s website on January 21, 2024
(https://jj-zhu.github.io/file/ZhuMielke24AppKerEntFR.pdf), the preprint [11] ap-
peared on arXiv.org on July 22, 2024. It contains an insightful but different analysis of
the convergence of the pure spherical Hellinger flow (referred to as Fisher-Rao therein); see
the discussion in Section 4.

Organization of the paper In Section 2, we provide background on gradient systems and
optimal transport, with a focus on the dynamic formulation and geodesics. Section 3 is ded-
icated to the analysis of evolutionary behaviors in the gradient systems using the celebrated
Polyak-Lojasiewicz inequalities. There, we introduce the standard log-Sobolev inequality
for the pure Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow of the KL-divergence energy. Then, we provide
novel results on the pure Hellinger gradient flows. In Section 4, we study the unbalanced
transport gradient flows restricted to the probability measures, i.e., the spherical Hellinger-
Kantorovich gradient flows. There, we were able to establish the global exponential decay
of a large class of entropy functionals. In Section 5, we turn to the Hellinger-Kantorovich
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gradient flows over the positive measures, where the analysis of functional inequalities is
more involved. Nonetheless, using a novel shape-mass decomposition in Section 5.3, we
were able to establish the exponential decay when the LSI is not applicable. Additional
proofs are given in Section A.

Notation We use the notation P(Q), M*(Q) to denote the space of probability and posi-
tive measures on the closure of a open set  C R¢ with Lipschitz boundary. The base space
symbol € is often dropped if there is no ambiguity in the context. In this paper, the first

variation of a functional F at u € M™ is defined as a function ‘;—Z[M]

d OF

P vleo= [ @) (1.10)
for any perturbation in measure v such that u+€-v € M. The Fréchet (sub-)differential
in a Banach space (X, || - ||x) is defined as a set in the dual space

OF () = {€ € X* | F(v) > F(u) + (&, v—p)x + o (Ju—vlx) for v — u},

where the small-o notation signifies that the term vanishes more rapidly than the term
inside the parentheses. When OF(u) is a singleton, i.e., 0F(u) = {{} C X*, we simply
write DF(u) := £ € X*. For simplicity, we carry out the Fenchel-conjugation calculation
in the un-weighted L? space. Replacing that with duality pairing in the weighted L% space
does not alter the results. Common acronyms, such as partial differential equation (PDE)
and integration by parts (IBP), are used without further specifications. We often omit the
time index t to lessen the notational burden, e.g., the measure at time ¢, u(t,-), is written
as u. In formal calculation, we often use measures and their density interchangeably, i.e.,
[ f - 1 means the integral w.r.t. the measure p. This is based on the standard rigorous
generalization from flows over continuous measures to discrete measures [3].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Gradient-flow systems and geodesics

Intuitively, a gradient flow describes a dynamical system that is driven towards the fastest
dissipation of certain energy, through a geometric structure measuring dissipation. In this
work, we restrict ourselves to the case that the dissipation law is linear and consequently
can be given in terms of a (pseudo) Riemannian metric. Such a system is called a gradient
system. For example, the dynamical system described by an ordinary differential equation
in the Euclidean space, u(t) = —VF(u(t)),u(t) € R?, is a simple gradient system.

In this paper, we take the perspective of variational modeling and principled mathemat-
ical analysis, i.e., we study the underlying dynamical systems modeled as gradient systems
specified by the underlying space X, energy functional F, and the dissipation geometry
specified by the dissipation potential functional R. Given a smooth state space X, a dissi-
pation potential is a function on the tangent bundle TX, i.e. R = R(u,u), where, for all
u € X, the functional R(u,-) is non-negative, convex, lower semi-continuous, and satisfies
R(u,0) =0, see [39] for more details and motivation. We denote by

R*(u, &) = sup { (¢,v) — R(u,v) | v € T, X } (2.1)
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the (partial) Legendre transform of R and call it the dual dissipation potential. Throughout
this work, we will only consider the case that R(u,-) is quadratic, i.e.

1 1
R(u, ) = §<G(u)ﬁ, u) or equivalently R*(u,&) = §<§,K(u)§>.
Definition 2.1 (Gradient system) A triple (X, F,R) is called a generalized gradient sys-
tem, if X is a manifold or a subset of a Banach space, F : X — R is a differentiable
functional, and R is a dissipation potential. The associated gradient-flow equation has the
primal and dual form

0=DyR(u, %) + DF(u) <= 1 =D¢R*(u,—~DF(u)). (2.2)

If R is quadratic, we simply call (X, F,R) a gradient system and obtain the gradient flow
equations

0=G(u)t+DF(u) <= 4=-K(u)DF(u). (2.3)
G = K~ is called the Riemannian tensor, and K = G~ is called the Onsager operator.

Both forms of (2.2) and (2.3) have their advantages, but we will often use the form with
R* and K, because they have an additive structure in the cases of interest.

Of particular interest to this paper is the gradient flow in the Hellinger space of positive
measures (M, He), also called the Hellinger-Kakutani space (cf. [25, 35, 32]), which is the
gradient system that generates the following reaction equation as its gradient flow equation
in the primal form of (2.2),

Oun = -5l (2.4)

This ODE is a consequence of the Hellinger dissipation geometry detailed in Example 2.3.
Alternatively, one can also view the whole right-hand side as the Hellinger metric gradient
induced by the Onsager operator Kye(u)€ = p - &.

The Hellinger gradient system is a special case of general gradient flows in metric spaces,
which has gained significant attention in recent machine learning literature due to the
study of the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow, originated from the seminal works of Otto and
colleagues, e.g., [44, 24, 45|. Rigorous characterizations of general metric gradient systems
have been carried out in PDE literature, for which we refer to [3] for complete treatments
and [52, 47, 39] for a first-principles introduction. To get a concrete intuition, the gradient
structure of the following two classical PDEs will become relevant in later discussions about
Hellinger and Otto-Wasserstein respectively.

Example 2.1 (Classical PDE: Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard) Recall the Allen-Cahn
PDE

op=Ap—V'(p), (2.5)
and the Cahn-Hilliard PDE
dip=A(=Ap+V'(p)) . (2.6)

10
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They are the gradient flows of the energy functional F(u) = [ (5|Vp|* + V(p)) dz in two
different Hilbert space geometries, where V is a potential function, e.g., the double-well
potential V(r) = 1(1—r?)2. The Allen-Cahn equation is the Hilbert-space gradient-flow
equation of the energy F in unweighted L?, i.e., Kac = 1, with dissipation potentials

. 1, . . 1
Rac(p, ) = 5”“”?;2 and Rpc(p,§) = 5”5”%2- (2.7)

Cahn-Hilliard is the gradient flow of F in unweighted H™', i.e., Kac = —A, with dissipation
potentials

o1, ) !
Reu(p, ) = 5”“”%{—17 and Rcu(p,§) = §”V§H%2- (2.8)

Geodesics and their Hamiltonian formulation. For many considerations of gradient
flows, the geodesic curves play an important role. These curves are obtained as minimizers
of the length of all curves connecting two points:

1 1
Yoo € argmin /0 (G(1(s))fi(s), () ds (z argmmin /0 (€(), K(p(s))€ (5) ds>

Ju Ju

( subject to f1(s) = K(u(s))&(s) ),

(2.9)

where s — p(s) has to be absolutely continuous, satisfy p(0) = po and pu(1) = .

In the sense of classical mechanics, one may consider the dissipation potential R (u, 1) =
%(G(u)ﬂ, ) as a “Lagrangian”, L(u,f) = R(u,ft), and the dual dissipation potential
R*(u,&) = %<§,K(,u)§> as a “Hamiltonian”, H(u,§) = R*(u,§). Then, minimizing the
integral of L is equivalent to solving the Hamiltonian system

{/l = 0cH (1, §) = O¢R* (1, &) = K(p)§

| O ) )
€= D H(uE) = DR () MO THe sl =m (1)

Here, the conditions for u at s = 0 and s = 1 indicate that finding geodesic curves leads to
solving a two-point boundary value problem.

The theory for geodesics becomes particularly interesting in the case that R* is affine in
the state . Because, then, D, R* (1, £) no longer depends on 1 and the system (H) decouples
in the sense that the equation for £ no longer depends on p. This particular case occurs in the
Otto-Wasserstein, Hellinger, and consequently Hellinger-Kantorovich (a.k.a. Wasserstein-
Fisher-Rao) space. This structure allows for the derivation of the following characterizations
of the geodesic curves and static formulations of the associated Riemannian distances.

Example 2.2 (Otto-Wasserstein geodesics in Hamiltonian formulation) In the case
of the Otto- Wasserstein geometry, the dual dissipation potential takes the simple form

. 1 1
Rovoln€) = 5Vl = [ 51vePdu

11
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The Onsager operator is given by Kowo(p)é = —div(uVE) and the geodesic curves are
characterized by
i = — div (uVE), ( |
. 1 Geod-W
£=—5Ivel”

Here, the first equation is the continuity equation which implies that p is transported along
the vector field (t,x) — VE&(t,x), and the second equation is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation,
which is notably independent of p. The Hopf-Lax formula then gives the explicit character-
ization of the solution

c(ov) = nt {0.0) + - la—uP}.

yielding the celebrated dual Kantorovich formulation of the Wasserstein distance. See 3]
for details.

The main focus of this paper is to study the Hellinger type gradient flows, generated by
the geometry of the Hellinger distance between two nonnegative measures pu,v € M™,

2
He? (1o, ) = 4 / (M?j—\/?;) dy (2.10)

for a reference measure v such that pg, 1 << . It is straightforward to show that this
definition formally coincides with (1.9) with the precise scaling factor. A unique feature of
the Hellinger distance (2.10) is that it allows the two measures to have disjoint supports in
contrast to divergences such as KL and x?. We recall its dynamic formulation below using
the reaction equation; see also [19], [35].

1
e (o) = min { [l e | =€ 00 = o w) =g} (2)

If we add a correction term to the reaction dynamics, i.e., ft = —pu - (f — - f,uf), we
obtain the spherical Hellinger distance [32] over the probability space P, instead of positive
measures M.

SHe? (g0, 1) —min{/ol HfH%gdt ’ fr=—p- <§—/€du>7 1(0) = po, p(1) —Ml}-
(2.12)

The spherical Hellinger distance, also termed the Bhattacharya distance by Rao [48] after
its first occurrence in [8], can be calculated explicitly, namely

1
SHe2(M07 /J“l) = 4arcsin <4He(,u07 ,ul))

see [32], but note the different scaling there. Subsequently, we refer to the above as the
pure Hellinger and pure spherical Hellinger distances, i.e., without the transport aspect of
Otto-Wasserstein.

12
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Example 2.3 (Hellinger geodesics in Hamiltonian formulation) For the Hellinger
distance in (2.11), the primal and dual dissipation potential takes the form

1‘5@2 _1/du2
2 2

RHe(ﬂ,'L.L) = 5 @ @ d:U“v
1 1
H(1.€) = Rl €) = 5 €ll3, = [ 5¢%dn,

(2.13)

where 3—11 denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative between measures. The Onsager operator

is given by Kye(p)€ = & and the geodesic curves are characterized by
:u = _/'Lga
. L,
€=l

Remarkably, different from the Hamilton-Jacobi setting of Otto- Wasserstein, this system
can be solved in the explicit form

£0,x
(s, x) = 7)

1+s£(0, ) /2
where we have used the initial condition p(0) = pg. Applying the terminal condition pu(1) =
w1, we arrive at the explicit representation of the Hellinger geodesic

g (8) = (1=) V0 + sy/En)” = (1-)2po + 2s(1—s)Jiorar + 21, (2.14)

see [34, Eqn. (2.8)] or |32] for details. Finally, using the explicit solution for (s, x) above,
one can show that the Hellinger geodesic distance indeed admits the formula (2.10). For-
mally, one can also obtain a static dual Kantorovich type formulation

1
§H62(/~Lo,u1) = sup {/1/1dﬂl —/¢duo}.
(2+6)(2—w)=1

Remark 2.2 (“Hellinger” versus “Fisher-Rao”) In the literature, the popular naming
of “Fisher-Rao” has been used to describe the infinite-dimensional geometry over probabil-
ity and positive measures. However, the name “Hellinger” distance was introduced after
a paper of Kakutani in 1948 (based on his work [21]) and has been used largely since the
early 1960s, and even by Rao in 1963. We refer to 40, Sec. 5] for some historical remarks.
Nevertheless, starting from 2016 some authors such as Bauer et al. |6/, Gallouét and Mon-
saingeon [19], Santambrogio 53] used the name “Fisher-Rao” instead, and it is now very
popular in imaging and machine learning. However, many such uses of the name “Fisher-
Rao” are an abuse of the naming convention because it should be used in the sense of Rao’s
original definition in 49] as a way to characterize the distance of measures within a given
submanifold of measures. Thus, the Fisher-Rao distance depends on the submanifold and is
given by the length of the shortest curve within the submanifold, where length is measured
in the Hellinger metric.

In the present paper, the spherical Hellinger distance SHe can be understood as a type
of Fisher-Rao distance with respect to the submanifold P(2) as a submanifold of M™T(Q).
Another type of the Fisher-Rao distance occurs, for instance, if one chooses the submanifold
of exponential family distributions.

(Geod-FR)

and u(s,dz) = (1+s§(0,x)/2)2pg(d:v),

13
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2.2 Unbalanced optimal transport: Hellinger-Kantorovich

As we have seen in the previous subsection, the Otto-Wasserstein geometry gives us the
transport type dynamics, while the Hellinger geometry provides the birth-death, also reac-
tion, mass creation or destruction, type dynamics. A few groups of researchers, including
Chizat et al. [14, 15], Liero et al. [35], Kondratyev et al. [29], Gallouét and Monsaingeon
[19], proposed the Hellinger-Kantorovich (HK) geometry, which is the combination of the
Hellinger and Wasserstein distances. We refer to their works for the details and provide
below a self-contained introduction to the HK geometry and gradient flow.

The optimal transport problem of Kantorovich must be generalized for the transport
between measures of different mass to become admissible. The construction is as follows:
In addition to the initial and target measures pg and w1, one considers measures my and
w1 between which classical optimal transport happens. Then, the mismatch between g
and mg and between p; and m; is penalized using a divergence functional W, e.g., the KL
divergence. This is then called unbalanced transport, defined using the entropy-transport
functional

ETcw (H|po, 1) == {/C(moaﬂﬁl)dﬂ (o, 21) + W (molpo) + W(m1|p1)

mo(dxg) := I (dzo, ), m1(dzy) :=11(Q, dxl)},

c is a cost function of transport, e.g., the squared Euclidean distance. In general, functionals
defined using this type of inf-convolution do not generate a (squared) distance on M7 ().
And even if it is a distance, it may not be a geodesic distance. It was the main achievement
of Liero et al. [34, 35] that the HK distance, defined as a geodesic distance in the sense of
the dynamic Benamou-Brenier sense, via

K (1o, p11) = (2.15)
1
min { /O ol VEl[F, +B1€l1Z dt | o= adiv(p - VE)~BuE, p(0) = po, u(l) = m} :

can be characterized as an unbalanced transport problem as shown below, if ¢ and ¥ are
chosen in a very particular way. Different choices of o, 8 > 0 allow us to tune the relative
strength of the two geometries, trading off the transport and the birth-death mechanisms.

Theorem 2.3 (Logarithmic-Entropy-Transport definition of HKK) [34, Thm. 8] The
Hellinger-Kantorovich distance over positive measures M™ has the equivalent character-
ization as the optimal value of the logarithmic-entropy-transport (LET) problem

2 L .
HC (o, 1) == HGMIE(foQ) ETcw (TT|po, p11) , (2.16)

where functional ¥V is the (scaled) KL divergence ¥ (ulv) := %DKL(u]v) and the transport

cost is
S N PO
c(zg, x1) =4 B 08 <COS< 1o |zo 901\)) Jor |xo—z1| w\/;

400, otherwise.

14
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Intuitively, the HK geometry combines the mechanisms of the Otto-Wasserstein geome-
try, i.e., the transport of mass, and the Hellinger geometry, i.e., the birth-death of mass.
It possesses a richer structure and more advantageous properties than either of the pure
geometries alone.

The gradient flow in the HK geometry generates the gradient flow equation, which is
the following reaction-diffusion PDE.

Example 2.4 (Reaction-diffusion PDE) The gradient-flow equation of the HK gradient
system over positive measures (M™, F,HK) corresponds to the reaction-diffusion PDE

it = —a- Koo() ij (1] = 8 Kee() ‘;f; (1] = adiv (w‘fj w) - mf;f; M. (217)

The HK geometry and gradient flows are defined over the space of positive measures M.
For many machine learning applications, it is often more convenient to only work with
probability measures. The restriction of the HK geometry to the space of probability
measures P is discussed in [32], referred to as the spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich (SHK)
geometry. In this paper’s context, we establish the following explicit formula.

Proposition 2.4 (Explicit formula for SK, 3) For a,3 > 0 we have the formula for
the spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich distance,

4
Ko g (1o, p1) = 73 arcsin (\{F I-Ka,g(,uo,ul)) (2.18)
Proof. In [32], the passage from KK, g to SK, g is discussed in detail by showing how the
geodesics of (P(R2), 3K) and (M™(£2), HK) can be transformed into each other. Under the
assumption that 8 = 4, which is used in the scaling assumption (2.1) and (2.2) therein, it
has been shown that

1 . 1
S 4 (0, p11) = arccos <1 3 Ho 4 (120, M)Q) = 2arcsin <2|'Ka,4(l£0,#1)> ;

where the first identity follows from [32, Thm. 2.2] and the second from the trigonometric
identity sino = /(1—cos(20)) /2.

It now remains to apply the simple scaling I-Kiﬁ = %I—K4a/574 and SI-Kiﬁ = %SI-KM/ﬂA,
and the assertion follows. m

Similarly, the spherical Hellinger distance SHe = Sy 1, also known as the Bhattacharya
distance, is related to the Hellinger distance by

) 1
SHe(po, p1) = 4 arcsin (4 He(po,p1)> .

Recall our scaling of He in (1.9) with He(0, 1) = 2u(£2), while some other works use He =

Ho,4 giving If-lve((), w) = (). We also remind the reader of the use of the notation p for the
probability measure instead of the positive measure pu.
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The associated Onsager operator (inverse of the Riemannian metric tensor Ggye) is given
by restricting that of the Hellinger to the probability measures, namely

Kaie(p)n = Bp(n - /ndp)- (2.19)

Using that relation, we obtain the Onsager operator (inverse of the Riemannian metric
tensor) for the spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich (SHK) geometry

Ksk(p)n = —adiv(pVn) + Bp <n - / pndx> :

and the SHK gradient flow equation

= ~Fw(p) I = adiv (05 1) = oo (5 - [ o5 lae).  (220)

3 Functional inequalities: Otto-Wasserstein and Hellinger

Functional inequalities are the building blocks for the analysis of many computational al-
gorithms, such as for sampling and optimization over probability measures. The main
goal of this section is to develop an intuition for the Lojasiewicz type inequalities for the
Otto-Wasserstein and Hellinger type gradient-flow geometries.

3.1 Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow over probability measures P

Our starting point is the differential energy dissipation balance relation of gradient flow
systems,

SFE) = OF i) = (R j) + R (1, -DF) ) = ~Z(u(0). @1
where the functionals R and R* are the primal and dual dissipation potentials discussed in
Section 2.1. We refer to the quantity Z as the dissipation of energy F'. It was also referred
to, in some contexts, as entropy production. The letter Z is due to Fisher’s information
while the letter R is due to the Helmholtz-Rayleigh dissipation principle [50]. From this, we
introduce the following version of the Lojasiewicz condition. Note that, in the definition of
the functional Z, it is understood that f is replaced by D¢R* (1, —DF (1)) to obtain a func-
tional of p alone. As we are in the quadratic case, we always have Z(u) = R*(u, —DF(1)).

Definition 3.1 (Polyak-Lojasiewicz inequality for generalized gradient systems)
We say that the Polyak-Lojasiewicz inequality holds if

Rlps o) + R (n, =DF) = I(p) 2 ¢+ (F(u(t) — Fy) - with Fy = inf F(p). (L)
holds for some constant ¢ > 0.

For conciseness, this paper does not analyze more general Lojasiewicz inequalities, i.e., no
higher order powers on the right-hand side, due to the relevance of (L) to computational
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algorithms in machine learning and optimization; cf. [26]. We simply refer to it as the
Lojasiewicz inequality in the rest of the paper. We refer to articles such as [46, 9] for a
wider scope of related inequalities. An immediate consequence of (L) is that the energy of
the gradient system converges exponentially via Gronwall’s lemma, i.e.,

(L) = F(u(t) - F. < e (F(u(0) — F.).

Therefore, on the formal level, the intuition of the analysis is to produce the Lojasiewicz
type relations in the succinct form of Z > ¢ (F — F™*).

Concretely, in the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flows and the Fokker-Planck PDEs, energy
dissipation can be easily calculated

d (along WGF)/ ‘ OF 2
= [

I(p) = = F(p) = V— [u]| - (3:2)

dt o

As an already well-known example, we now formally check the inequality (L) for the Otto-
Wasserstein gradient system with the KL-divergence, i.e., (P(R%), Dk (-|7), Wa), where
Dy, is defined in (1.5), (1.7). We calculate the dissipation

d 2

du ) du (IBP) du
~I(p) = —D = {log ——, — V log —— =’ _||Vlog ——
() = o Dxrlulm) <og 3 4 <u og d7T>>L2 g -

L

Specializing the Lojasiewicz inequality (L) to this setting, we arrive at the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality (LSI)

2

du
1 _
HV 8 drm

> ¢ Dkr(p|m), (LSI)
L2(p)

which needs to hold for some ¢ > 0. By Gronwall’s lemma, the entropy decays exponentially,
i.e., DkL(plm) < e “'Dgp(u(0)||7). (LSI) is a special case of the (Polyak)-Lojasiewicz
inequality for the Otto-Wasserstein geometry and the more general p-divergence energies,

namely
dp
/ —_—
7 (&)

In particular, we will exhaustively investigate the ¢,-divergence energy functional case. The
inequality (L-W) reads

s [ ((8)7)

For p = 1, i.e., the choice of k1, (¢1-divergence or the l-relative entropy), recovers the
(LST), which has already been intensely investigated in the literature. The Bakry—Emery
theorem [5] gives a sufficient condition for the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LSI) to hold
along the solution of the Fokker-Planck equations: the target probability measure 7 satisfies
the Bakry-Emery condition, if 7 o« exp (=V') for the potential function V that satisfies

2

2
Ly

> ¢ Dy(pl). (L-W)

2
dz > c¢- Dy, (pu|m) (3.3)

VQV > CBE - Id, cgg > 0. (BE)
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Moreover, following Bakry and Emery [5], Arnold et al. [4] provided an elementary proof of
the Bakry-Emery theorem for general ¢-divergence energies that satisfies

P()=¢'(1)=0, ¢"(1) >0 and  (p"(s))" < 3¢"(s)pV(s). (3.4)
Their results state that if (3.4) holds, the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow with the cor-
responding ¢-divergence energy converges exponentially. That is, the following sufficient
relation holds

(BE) + (3.4) = (L-W) : Lojasiewicz for Otto-Wasserstein —> exp. decay. (3.5)

First, we slightly modify this result for the ¢,-divergence energy functional and the case
of domain = RY. The proof is straightforward by plugging in the definition of the -
divergence into (3.4) and using the relation (3.5).

Theorem 3.2 (Functional inequality for pure Otto-Wasserstein: Rd) Suppose the
Bakry—Emery condition (BE) holds for the target measure w. Then, under the p,-divergence
energy for p € [1,2], the Lojasiewicz inequality (1-W) holds for the Otto- Wasserstein gra-
dient flow with the constant 2cpg.

In addition, when the domain is an open and bounded subset of R?, we no longer need
Bakry-Emery or LSI type conditions when working with sufficiently smooth measures.

Theorem 3.3 (Functional inequality for pure Otto-Wasserstein: bounded domain)
Assume that Q C R is an open and bounded Lipschitz domain and that 7 € L>®(Q) is
bounded from below by a positive constant. Then, for allp > 1 — % there exists a positive
constant ¢ > 0 such that the Lojasiewicz inequality (3.3) holds for all sufficiently smooth
measure p € P(Q).

Proof. For the case m = ¢( - dz, the result is established in [41, Sec. 3] as well as the master
thesis of the second author. The general case follows by estimating 7 from above and from

below and by applying the result to r = %. =

The important question lingering is when and if the Lojasiewicz inequality holds for
other gradient flows and other energy functionals, i.e., a theory mirroring the Bakry—Emery
results but going beyond the standard Otto-Wasserstein geometry. Our starting point is
replacing the Otto-Wasserstein geometry of the gradient flows with the Hellinger geometry.

3.2 Hellinger gradient flow over M™T

By a derivation similar to the Otto-Wasserstein setting, we find the energy dissipation for
the Hellinger gradient flow

7o) = ~ P u(0) " [l

2
. (3.6)

In the settings other than Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow, however, the Lojasiewicz inequal-
ity (L) cannot be expected to hold globally for arbitrary geometry in general. We now show
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that this is precisely the case for Hellinger. Consider the Hellinger gradient flow with the
KL entropy energy functional, i.e., F'(u) = Dkr,(u|m). Then, the specialized Lojasiewicz
inequality asks for the existence of some ¢ > 0 such that

2

> ¢ Dgr(p||7). (3.7)
2

dp
1 _
©8 dm

= slogs—-s+1

— 5(logs)?

Value

T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

Figure 3: The plot illustrates the lack of global Lojasiewicz inequality as in Lemma 3.4. We
plot the KL-entropy generator function ¢(s) = slogs — s+ 1. The blue dotted
curve represents the KL-entropy generator ¢(s). The function s|log s|? is plotted
in solid black. The Lojasiewicz inequality condition is satisfied locally around the
equilibrium s = 1 (red dot). However, it can never be satisfied in a neighborhood
around s = 0.

Lemma 3.4 (No global Lojasiewicz condition in Hellinger flows of KL) There
exists no ¢ > 0 such that (3.7) holds globally for positive measures p € M™, i.e., the gradient
system (M, Dk (+|7), He) does not satisfy the global Lojasiewicz condition for any positive
constant.

For a counter-example, consider p, = rm in (3.7). Then we have Dky,(ur|m) — pr(92)
for  — 07, but || IOngLﬁTH = rlog?r - m(Q) — 0. See Figure 3 and the caption for an
illustration of Lemma 3.4. Despite this lack of the global Lojasiewicz condition in general,
a local condition can be satisfied trivially around the equilibrium measure p = 7. However,
from this paper’s perspective, we are not interested in the local version for the reason
explained next.

Example 3.1 (Birth escaping zero in the Hellinger geometry) Suppose we wish to
minimize the energy F(pu) = Dy(u|m) starting from the initial measure pg. It is possible
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that the measure pg does not have the full support as the target measure w; see Figure 4
(left), i.e., supp(up) < supp(w). In addition, many variational inference methods, e.g.,
/27, 31] use Gaussian densities to approximate the target measure. In such cases, the
measures share the support as in Figure 4 (right), i.e., supp(uo) = supp(n), but the density
ratio can be arbitrarily close to zero. For example, Figure 4 (right) depicts a Gaussian
mizture distribution as the initial pg that has very little mass near x = 2. This can be
quite likely in high dimensions. The most difficult part of the minimization is to escape
the near-zero region with enough metric slope provided by the energy. For example, the
reaction dynamics i = —u%—i (1] implies that a significant growth field is needed to escape
when w is near zero, i.e., the birth process. Our theory precisely characterizes this escape
threshold via the global Lojasiewicz condition, e.g., in Corollary 3.7. In contrast, the local
convergence behavior near the equilibrium is much easter to capture; see Figure 3, Figure 5.
Therefore, we place the focus of our analysis on the global Lojasiewicz condition without
delving into local equilibrium behavior. Finally, we note that our analysis is for general
positive measures. The submanifolds of parameterized probability distributions, such as
Gaussian densities (i.e. Fisher-Rao geometry), are not considered in this paper.

— Ho — Ho

0.8

0.6 1

Density
Density
N
o

0.44

021
0.5 1
0.04 ——— 0.01

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 -4 -2 0 2 4

Figure 4: Ilustration of Example 3.1: birth escaping (near) zero with initial densities pg
(red) and target densities 7w (blue, Gaussian).

While the above results show that the Hellinger flow of the KL-entropy cannot satisfy the

global Lojasiewicz, we now show a positive result for the case when the energy functional
2
is the squared Hellinger distance, F'(u) = %HeZ(u,ﬂ) = f( g—ﬁ - 1) dm. First, note

1
that the first variation of the squared Hellinger distance is 51 <2He2(,u,7r)) = fl(u) =
7

2 — 2y/dr/dpu. Specializing the Lojasiewicz inequality to this setting requires

A INE

25 e 3.8
1 2 5He ). (39)
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It can be easily checked by definition that we have the unconditional satisfaction of the
global Lojasiewicz inequality in this case:

Lemma 3.5 (Global Lojasiewicz with Hellinger energy) The Lojasiewicz inequality
(3.8) holds for the Hellinger gradient system (M, %Hez(-7 ), He) globally for ¢ = 2.

Going beyond the Hellinger energy, we are now ready to extract some general principles.
The natural question is whether relations such as Bakry—Emery and (LSI) exist for the
Hellinger geometry. To answer that, we first establish the condition for global Lojasiewicz
condition for the class of y,-divergence energy (1.5). We observe that D, (u|7) > 0 with
equality if and only if x = 7 (in the sense of measures). Moreover, p — D, (p|7) is convex,
and the Fréchet subdifferential is given by

d 1 dp\ P! d
oD, (ul) = DDy, (i) = 7, (O{;) -4 ((({;) - 1) . DDy, (ulr) = log (d‘;) |

Proposition 3.6 (Global Lojasiewicz for Hellinger gradient flow of relative entropy)
Given the Hellinger gradient system with p-divergence energy, i.e., (M™,Dy(:|7),He). If
¢ :(0,00) = [0,00) is a convex entropy generator function satisfying

(1) =¢'(1)=0,¢"(1) >0 and Fecx >0 such that Vs> 0: s(gp’(s))2 > cop(s), (3.9)
then the Lojasiewicz inequality holds globally, i.e.,
(s
7 \ar

Proof of Proposition 3.6. As previously calculated, the first variation of the (-

2

> ¢y Dy (p|m). (L-He)
7

op
the dissipation relation LDy (u|7) = —Z(u) with

c@l = [(@) w= [ (F@®) g

Now exploiting the assumption (3.9) for estimating the integrand, we immediately obtain
(L-He). m

d
divergence is given by —D(u|m) = ¢’ <du> Thus, using the Hellinger metric, we obtain
T

() = |

Because of the simple point-wise estimate in the above proof, it is also clear that condition
(3.9) is necessary and sufficient for the Lojasiewicz estimate (L-He).

Corollary 3.7 (Hellinger gradient flows: necessary sufficient condition) The
Lojasiewicz inequality (L-He) for the Hellinger gradient system with the power-like entropy
©p (1.7) energy, (M*,Dy ,He), holds globally if and only if p < % Furthermore, the
constant is ¢, = 1/(1—p) in that case.

Therefore, the Hellinger gradient flow under the y,-divergence energy functional decays
exponentially globally, i.e.,

t

Dy, (u()|m) < ¢ T - Dy, (u(0)])

if and only if p < %
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This decay result is also referred to as global exponential convergence in energy. In short,
for the -divergence energy functional,

(3.9) < (L-He) = exp. decay

In particular, Corollary 3.7 shows that the energy functionals, for which the globally

5

L L

NP OOO
v N
w

bedit

Figure 5: The plot illustrates the left-hand side s(,/(s))? of the Lojasiewicz inequality (3.9)
for the Hellinger geometry for s € [0,1.2] and different p: purple p = 2 (x?), red
p = 1 (KL), green p = 0.5 (Hellinger), orange p = 0.25, blue p = 0 (forward
KL), The red dot represents the equilibrium at s = 1, where ¢'(s) = 0. This
plot provides insights into the slopes of the power-like entropies in the Hellinger
gradient flow. Indeed, Proposition 3.6 discusses the relation of the corresponding
curves ¢,(s) in Figure 1 with those here. We observe the threshold p = 0.5

(Hellinger; green) where the behavior near s = 0 jumps. See the main text,
especially Remark 3.8, for analysis.

Lojasiewicz estimate holds, include the squared Hellinger (p = %), the forward KL (p = 0),
the reverse x? (p = —1), and the fractional-power entropies between those. On the negative

side, it states that the Lojasiewicz estimate does not hold globally for many commonly used
entropy functionals such as the KL (p = 1) and x? (p = 2).

Remark 3.8 (Metric slope and entropy power threshold p = %) The relevance of the
threshold p = 1/2 can be seen from two perspectives. First, we observe that u = 0 is a
steady-state solution for the gradient systems (M*,D%(-\ﬂ), He) for p > 1/2. However, if
w(t) = 0 is a solution, then it cannot converge exponentially to the equilibrium measure .
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The point is that the Hellinger metric slope, defined as

(D@ (0) — D, (N))
aD 0) :=1i L - +
| ‘PP‘HE( ) H;I_S;Blp He(O,,u)

can be calculated explicitly as the following:

Lemma 3.9 The Hellinger metric slope of the ypp-divergence energy functional at 1 = 0 is
given by
0 forp>1/2,
0Dy, [He(0) =41 forp=1/2,
oo forp<1/2.

In the case p > 0 where Dy, (0) < oo the curve t w pu(t) = 0 can still be considered a
solution of the gradient-flow equation, however, the exponential decay only applies to the
curves of maximal slopes (see, e.g., |3]) satisfying the dissipation balance

D, (D)) = — i 1elt)? — 51Dy, le(1u(0)”
We refer to |35, Section 2] for a more detailed discussion.

A second way to see the importance of the threshold p < % involves the results in [406]
showing that geodesic A-convexity of a functional implies the Lojasiewicz inequality with
cy, = 2A. This is analogous to the finite-dimensional case in [26]. For the condition of
geodesic A-convegity for functionals Dy(pu|m) = [, gp(%) dm in the Hellinger geometry, it

can be shown that A := inf,>¢ {w o (w) + %cp’(w)}. This gives the same result when

considering the p-power family ¢,. But for general ¢, we may have 2A S cg. The geodesic
A-converity in the HK geometry has been established in 36, Theorem 7.2]. However, one
can only obtain a Lojasiewicz type inequality with constant zero by directly applying the
results in [36], which is not sufficient for exponential convergence.

3.2.1 EXPLICIT SOLUTION OF THE HELLINGER GRADIENT FLOW EQUATION

To further characterize the phenomena regarding the HK gradient flow mathematically,
we now delve deeper into the gradient-flow equation for the Hellinger gradient systems
(MT, F(p) := Dy, (:|7),He), which is the reaction equation

6Dy, (pu|7)

d
ﬂz—ﬁu—jﬁ—%Mz—ﬂwwﬂéﬁ (3.10)

A delicate situation arises when considering the gradient flow equation (3.10): in general,
not all solutions of (3.10) will converge to the desired equilibrium 7. The reason is the
degeneracy of the Hellinger Onsager operator Kpe(p)§ = - € at = 0.

Example 3.2 (Hellinger gradient flow of KL) Taking the driving energy to be the KL
divergence (p =1) in (3.10), we obtain the gradient flow equation

= —pu log (j’:) ) (KL-He)

This ODE can be explicitly solved with elementary arguments, yielding the following result.
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Proposition 3.10 The ODE (KL-He) admits the unique solution, for allx € Q andt > 0,

e*ﬁt
ult,2) = m(a) (L4 () (3.11)

Furthermore, we have u(t,z) — m(x) as t — oo if and only if (0, x) = 0.

In other words, for some location 2’ with zero initial density p(0,2’) = 0, the solution gets
stuck and no new mass is born. This precisely corresponds the illustration in Figure 3. In
addition to the KL divergence functional (p = 1), similar problems occur for the Hellinger
gradient flow of the D, -divergence with p € (0, 1), because solutions starting with (0, z) =
0 may satisfy u(t,z) = 0 for t € [0,7(z)] and u(t,xz) > 0 for t > 7(x), where 7(x) can be
chosen arbitrarily. However, for the interesting case of y,-divergence with p < 1/2, the
notion of curves of mazximal slope selects the unique solution with u(t,z) > 0 for ¢t > 0.

3.2.2 EXPONENTIAL DECAYING LYAPUNOV FUNCTIONS FOR HELLINGER GRADIENT
FLOWS

Clearly, the driving energy Dy, ( - |7) itself decays along solutions because it is the driving
energy of the gradient system. Furthermore, an examination of the simple structure of the
gradient flow equation (3.10) implies that p > 0 for 3—7’; € [0,1] and p < 0 for 3—7‘; > 1. Hence,
the divergence functional D, (-|7) with any ¢ is non-increasing along solutions. We have

d o (dp [ dp
R = — _ _— <
dtDQOq(:u(t”ﬂ-) BLM@p <d7T> qu <d7T dx = 07

>0

i.e., Dy, (-|m) is a Lyapunov functional for the Hellinger gradient flow of the ¢,-divergence.
We now show that the divergence Dy, (:|7), for some g # p, decays exponentially along
the gradient flow solutions. Set an auxiliary constant depending on p and ¢ as

0,(r) g ()
©q(T)

mp,q::inf{ r>0andr7$1}20.

Proposition 3.11 (Lyapunov functionals for (M, Dy,,He)) Forp,q € R, we have
Mpg 20 < p <max{0,min{l,1-¢}}.

Assume that the initial condition (0) satisfies Dy, (1(0)|m) < 0o and myp 4 > 0. Then Dy,
decays exponentially along the solutions of the gradient flow for (M™, Dy, (-|7), He), namely

Dy, (u(b)lm) < e=PmratD,, (u(0)|w) for t = 0.
That is, the ¢4-divergence is an exponentially decaying Lyapunov functional for the Hellinger

gradient flow of the ,-divergence.
Proof. The technical characterization of the region with m, , > 0 is given in Lemma A.1.
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For the decay estimate we simply observe that

O ) = 8 [ (E) (B an=5 [ () () £ ar

> [ mpaga(£)ar = Dy ().

Now, the desired result follows by Gronwall’s estimate. m

1.0 A

0.5 1

0.0

-0.5

Figure 6: The plot illustrates the p and ¢ values that satisfy the condition p <
max {O, min{1, 1—q}}. The shaded area represents the region where p <
max {0, min{1, l—q}} <= mpq4 > 0, ie., the p4-divergence converges exponen-
tially for the Hellinger gradient flow of the ¢,-divergence. See Proposition 3.11
and Lemma A.1 for the details. Furthermore, we observe that the shaded area
contains the part of the line p = ¢ for ¢ < % This shows that Proposition 3.11
generalizes the result in Corollary 3.7 to exponentially decaying Lyapunov func-
tionals. In this case, when ¢ > %, the intersection is empty and hence our result

no longer implies D, itself decays exponentially.

The proof above and Lemma A.1 can further explain why it is easier to have de-
cay estimates for the divergences Dy (u(t)|m) with ¢<0. Since, if ¢ > 0, the condition
Dy, (1(0)|7) < oo will impose strict positivity of the density u(0,z) > 0 a.e. with respect
to m. For example, the forward KL divergence (¢ = 0) does not impose this condition.

Example 3.3 (Lypunov functional for Hellinger gradient flows of KL) We again
consider the driving energy of a Hellinger gradient flow to be the KL divergence (p = 1).
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Due to Proposition 3.11, the forward KL (q = 0) divergence, Dy, (-|7) = Dgr(n|-), and the
reverse x> (q = —1) divergence, Dy,_, (:|7) = D,2(x|-), are both exponentially decaying Lya-
punov candidates for this system, i.e., they decay exponentially along the Hellinger gradient
flow of the KL divergence, given the finite initialization condition in Proposition 3.11. See
also Figure 6 for the relation between p and q.

4 Spherical HK gradient flows of probability measures P

Our main goal of this section is to advance the state-of-the-art analysis for the spherical
Hellinger-Kantorovich (a.k.a., spherical Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao) space and gradient flows
of probability measures P. Its properties differ from the HK (a.k.a. WFR) geometry over
positive measures M™T. Remarkably, we are able to establish a global Polyak-Lojasiewicz
inequality for the ¢,-divergence energy when p € (—oo, %] U [1,00), which showcases the
advantages of the SHK geometry over the pure Otto-Wasserstein and Hellinger geometries.
This is due to the flexibility of SHK by combining the strengths of the Otto-Wasserstein and
the spherical Hellinger geometries over probability measures. We note that a detailed and
insightful analysis of the gradient flow for (M™(Q),Dy(+|7), He) is also contained in [11].
In particular, sufficient conditions for geodesic convexity are presented, and a necessary and
sufficient condition for the Lojasiewicz inequality (called “gradient dominance” therein) are
derived. Our results are different in the sense that we look for general Lyapunov functions
such as Dy, (+|7), where g # p is allowed, whereas their focus is on the decay of the sum of
certain two entropy functionals.

4.1 Pure spherical Hellinger gradient flow of probability measures

The gradient-flow equation for the gradient system (P(£2),Dy, (- |7), He) takes the form

() [a(2)0)w

where we have used the letter p € P for probability measure instead of the positive measure
i € MT. The following result establishes a Polyak-Lojasiewicz inequality for the pure SHe
gradient flow, which reads

d d
/ @ <dfr) Ksre () (di) dz > B My, Dy(p|r) for some M), > 0 (4.2)
Q

for the case p € [0,1/2] that leads to exponential decay of solutions for ¢ > 0. Recall the
definition of the spherical Hellinger Onsager operator Kgqe in (2.19) and use fQ dp =1, we
establish the following result.

Theorem 4.1 (L-SHe estimate) Assume p € (—o00,1/2] and that p € P(Q) satisfies
p(z) > 0 a.e. with respect to w. Then, the following functional inequality holds,

do ( ()Y’ / dp , (dp 2 / dp
st ap _ dap dp S dp ]
/Q prp <(Pp <d7r>> dm o dr v\ qr dr | > M, ; er | 4n dm (L-SHe)

For p > 1/2 the best possible constant is M, = 0.
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For p > 1/2, we do not have convergence because there are multiple steady states, namely
Psteady (T) = ﬁlA(x) for arbitrary sets A C Q with 7(A) > 0.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We use the abbreviation r = % such that r > 0 a.e. We
treat the case p € (0,1/2] first. We now use the definition of ¢, (1.7) and the abbreviation
Io(r) = [or*dm. Since p,7 € P(Q) we have

1 —Ip(r)

Io(p) =1i(p) =1 and Dy, (p|7) = o—p)

>0, (4.3)

which implies I,,(r) < 1.
For the left-hand side of (L-SHe), we obtain, after some major cancellations, the simple
relation

LHS = (1_1]7)2(12p—1(r) - IP(T)Q)'

Moreover, Holder’s inequality gives
Ia+5(7“) < Ia/g(T)efﬂ/(lfg)(T)lie for a, 8 € R and 0§ € (O, 1).

We use Ip(p) = 1 and choose o, 3, and 6 such that a« + 5 =0, a/0 = p, and /(1-6) =
2p — 1. This gives 8 = (1-2p)/(1—p) € [0,1] and @ = —f = p(1—2p)/(1—p), and we find
ISZ{(_ll_p)II(,I_Qp)/(l_p) > Ip(r) =1 and conclude

Ip(r)2_1/p — Iy(r)? Ap
G2 = (-p

1/p for p € (0,
7—12p forp € [%,

)
].

The last estimate follows from the fact that y — g,(y) = (y>~"/P—y?)/(1—y) satisfies
gp(y) — 1/p for y /1. Moreover, for p € (0, 3] we have g,(y) < 0 which gives g,(y) > 1/p.
For p € [%, %] the result can be similarly checked or numerically verified.

The case p = 0 is easier, because [,ry)(r)dé = [(r—1)d¢ = [, dp — [, dm = 0.

Hence, we have

LHS >

D[ = Lol

2 (1—1Iy(r)) with A, = {

1
LHS = / r(l — 7)2d7r and Dy, (p|m) = /—logr dm.
Q r Q

We further process the left-hand side,

0= o [ ()

where the last equality follows from fQ rdm = 1. Then, the desired estimate with My = 1
follows from the elementary inequality % —1> —logr forr >0, i.e.,

LHS:/Q(l—1)d7r2/Q(—logr)dﬂ:Dcpo(p\ﬂ).

r

In the case of p < 0, we use an argument similar to the case of 0 < p < 1/2, but taking
into account I,(p) > 1. Using Holder’s inequality, we have I,(p) < Ig(p)l_elp/g(p)e =
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Ip/g(p)a. Choosing 6 = —p/(1-2p) € [0, 1) gives Ip,_1(p) > L(p)?>t/IPl. By the convexity
of the function y2t/Pl — 42 and a Taylor expansion around y = 1, we have y2T/IPl — 42 >

|7}‘(‘7;—1) for y > 1. With y = I,,(p) > 1, we find

_L(p)? 241/Ipl _[ ()2 -
Ls = L2100 =Lp(p)” _ Ip(p) () o Ilp)-1 _ 1 Dy(plm).

(p—12 = (p—1)? ~ pl(p—1)?  1-p

which is the desired result.

For p > 1/2 we consider the measure p. such that p.(z) = ¢ - 7w(z), ¢ > 0 on A,
and p.(x) = 2-m(z) on X \ A.. Since I1(pe) = 1 must be satisfied, we obtain m(A4.) =
1/(2—¢), 1 —n(A:) = (1—¢)/(2—¢). Moreover, for ¢ > 0 we have I,(p:) — 297! for e — 0.
Thus, for € — 0, we obtain

Dy, (pe|m) = (2P=1)/(p* —p) >0, Ip(pc) = 2°7",  Ipp1(pc) — 2772,

where the last relation uses the assumption p > 1/2. Thus, LHS(p:) — 0 for ¢ — 0, and
the ratio LHS(p.)/Dy,(ps|7) — 0, i.e., this ratio cannot be lower bounded by a positive
constant M, > 0. Hence, the statement is proved. m

Remark 4.2 (Hellinger flow of forward KL is mass-preserving) From the proof of
Theorem 4.1, we observe that the Lojasiewicz inequality for the spherical Hellinger gradient
flow of the forward KL energy (p, with p = 0) is contained in the case for the (non-spherical)
Hellinger Lojasiewicz (L-He). However, it must be noted that those two gradient flows are
not the same: in the case of (non-spherical) Hellinger, the mass is only preserved when
starting in the probability subspace P(2), but not otherwise. In fact, the total mass can be
explicitly calculated with elementary arguments as Z(t) = 1 + e P(Z(0) — 1). In contrast,
the SHK flows can be extended to the outside of P(2) to a mass-preserving flow. This is
often done for the Otto-Wasserstein flow on positive measures; see Section 5.

Corollary 4.3 (Exponential Decay of D, -divergence along SHe gradient flow)

Assume p € (—o0, 3] and consider an initial datum p(0) € P(Q) with Dy, (p(0)|7) < o0.

Then, the solution p of (4.1) with p(t,x) > 0 for all t > 0 a.e. with respect to 7 satisfies an
exponential decay estimate with constant My, > 0 from Theorem 4.1, namely

Dy, (p(t)|7) < e_ﬁMPtD%(p(O)\ﬂ) for allt > 0.

Proof. This follows directly from (4.2) and a Gronwall estimate. m

4.2 Spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich space and gradient flows

Finally, we apply our results for the SHe flows above to obtain the global functional inequality
and hence exponential convergence of the spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich gradient flow over
probability measures P.
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The specialized Lojasiewicz inequality for the SHK gradient flow reads

[ <a ) (o [p])2 > (FOo) - it FO)). ()

We establish the following result.

oF

V—1p|

2
OF
3o +ﬁ’(5p (o]

Theorem 4.4 (Functional inequality for spherical Hellinger-Kantorovich) The
SHK Lojasiewicz inequality (4.4) holds globally with a positive constant for the spherical
Hellinger-Kantorovich (a.k.a., Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao) gradient flow over probability mea-
sures for the pp-divergence energy for p € (—oo, %] with ¢, = csHe = BM, > 0.

Furthermore, if the Otto- Wasserstein-Lojasiewicz inequality (L-W) with reference mea-
sure w holds with cp.w > 0 for all probability measures P(2), then the SHK Lojasiewicz
inequality holds with ¢, = acg.w > 0.

Consequently, the SHK gradient flow converges globally with exponential decay rate c, =

max{acg.w, BMp,}.

Note that, for bounded Lipschitz domains 2 and m € L*(2) with infg m(x) > 0, the Otto-
Wasserstein-Lojasiewicz inequality (E-W) indeed holds with ¢ w > 0 for p > 1—%, see [41,
Sec. 3.1]. If the domain © = R?, the Lojasiewicz inequality holds for the SHK gradient flows
of pp-divergence energy for p € (—oo, %] U [1,2] given that (E-W) holds.

Remark 4.5 This theorem showcases the strength of the SHK gradient flows. For dimen-
sion d < 4, the Lojasiewicz inequality holds for SHK gradient flows of all ¢,—divergence
energy! For d > 5, we still have the generous interval p € (—oo,1/2] U [1 — é, o0), which
improves significantly from the pure Otto-Wasserstein and the pure (spherical) Hellinger
geometries.

A direct consequence is the following qualitative statement that applies to a large family of
practical energy functionals

Corollary 4.6 The SHK gradient flows converge exponentially globally for the following
energy functionals: KL divergence (p = 1) under LSI, forward KL divergence (p = 0)
unconditionally, x*-divergence (p = 2) under a Lojasiewicz inequality, reverse x2-divergence
(p = —1) unconditionally, and the Hellinger distance (p =1/2).

5 Hellinger-Kantorovich gradient flows of positive measures M™

Unlike the spherical counterpart, the HK gradient flows over positive measures M™ are
more challenging to treat. This is due to the absence of the global LSI type inequalities
for the Otto-Wasserstein flows over positive measures M™, which we discuss in Section 5.1.
Subsequently, we provide the analysis for the HK gradient flow over positive measures
M. Concretely, we establish global convergence results for the ¢,-divergence energy for
p € (—o00,1/2], as well as for the KL divergence energy (p = 1)using a novel analysis via a
shape-mass decomposition.
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5.1 The loss of LSI on positive measures M™' and a sufficient condition

For the Wasserstein distance, the McCann condition (see, e.g., [3]) shows that Dy, (-| dz)
(i.e., the reference measure is Lebesgue) is geodesically convex only for p > (d—1)/d where
d is the dimension. In [36], necessary and sufficient conditions for the geodesic convexity
of entropy functionals with respect to the HK distance were derived. The upper threshold
p = 1/2 was also observed in the sense that densities with p € [ps,1/2] U (1,00) lead to
geodesically convex p-divergences, where p, = 1/3 for space dimension d = 1 and p, = 1/2
for d = 2. For d > 3 only the range p > 1 is admitted. However, only the convexity constant
A = 0 has been shown for all p > 1 (i.e., not strongly convex).

To improve on the state-of-the-art analysis, we first provide our result on the HK
Lojasiewicz in the following corollary. The Lojasiewicz inequality in the HK geometry
over positive measures M™ reads, for o, 3 > 0,

/(:

Corollary 5.1 (A sufficient condition for HK flow) For ¢,-divergence energy F(ju) =
Dy, (pu|m) with p € (—oo, %], the Lojasiewicz inequality (5.1) holds globally over positive mea-

1
sures M™T with the constant c, = ——.

1—p

o

2 §F
Vau (1] +B'5M (1]

veM+

2) du > Bes (F(u) — inf F@)). (5.1)

In relating those results to previous geodesic convexity results for the HK gradient flows in
Table 1, we first note that geodesic convexity implies Lojasiewicz inequality but only with
a non-negative constant ¢ > 0. As the dimension increases, Liero et al. [36]’s result and the
McCann condition have an increasing power threshold for the value of p. For dimension
d > 3, their intervals no longer overlap with the threshold of p < % for the global Lojasiewicz
in the Hellinger geometry. Yet, we are able to provide a further Lojasiewicz result that is
weaker than [36]’s geodesic convexity condition; see Table 1. In previous works such as
[37], it has been suggested that the Lojasiewicz inequality for the HK geometry holds
whenever the Lojasiewicz inequalities for the Otto-Wasserstein (LSI) and Hellinger both
hold. However, we next show that such a strategy cannot result in a global Lojasiewicz
inequality.

First, if p < %, Corollary 5.1 has established the Lojasiewicz inequality (L-He) with a
constant ¢ > ﬁ. This directly results in the Lojasiewicz inequality in the HK geometry. If
p > %, different from the pure Fisher-Rao case, it does not automatically imply the absence
of the HK Lojasiewicz inequality. This can be seen by first assuming a Lojasiewicz condition
for the Otto-Wasserstein dissipation (E-W) with a constant condition cy > 0. Then, since
the Hellinger dissipation quantity is always non-negative along gradient flows,

Jor
which yields the HK Lojasiewicz with the constant cy. Now, it may seem that the

Lojasiewicz inequality in the HK geometry can be established in this manner. However, the
situation is more nuanced due to the Otto-Wasserstein dissipation over positive measures

oF

V— [y

2
oF
|+ 8|

2) > acy - (F(u) — inf F(V)) + -0,

veM+
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M instead of the probability measure space P. In such cases, Lojasiewicz inequality
cannot hold globally for the Otto-Wasserstein flow.

Proposition 5.2 (No Lojasiewicz for Otto-Wasserstein flows over M) Given the
the p-divergence energy functional Dy (-|7). Then, there exists no global Lojasiewicz inequal-
ity (-W) for the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow over the positive measures M™.

Proof of proposition 5.2. For any non-negative target measure 7 € M™, we pick the

measure u to be a scalar multiple of 7, i.e., u = Z 7 with Z > 0. See the illustration in

Figure 7. The Radon-Nikodym derivative is a constant % = Z. Then, the Lojasiewicz

inequality reads
dp
— / _r
=7 (+(5)

which cannot hold whenever Dy (u|m) = ¢(Z)7(Q2) > 0. =

2
> ¢-Dy(p|m) for some ¢ > 0,

L3,

The intuition for the above proposition is that the Otto-Wasserstein flow of Dy (-|7) “gets
stuck” when the density ratio is constant % = Z since the metric slope is zero. See also
the illustration in Figure 7. This result shows that we cannot hope to rely on the Otto-
Wasserstein dissipation to establish the Lojasiewicz inequality in the HK flow of positive
measures.

5.2 A special case: HK gradient flows of KL divergence energy

In contrast to the global convergence results for the SHK gradient flows in Section 4, results
such as Proposition 5.2 might hint a pessimism about the HK gradient flows. However,
in this section, we show that the HK gradient flows of KL divergence (i.e. ¢, for p = 1)
driving energy have a special property that still guarantees the global convergence.

To further understand the idea behind Proposition 5.2, we first show a straightforward
extension of the (LSI) over probability measures to positive measures. Without loss of
generality, we assume that the target measure 7 is a probability measure, i.e., 7(2) = 1.

Proposition 5.3 (Generalized log-Sobolev inequality on M™) Suppose the logarith-
mic Sobolev inequality (LSI) holds with a positive constant crsrp > 0 when restricted to
probability measures (i.e. p and 7 are probability measures). Then, the following inequality
holds for the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow over the positive measures M™ :

d 2
/ ‘Vlog d—i dp > cpsrp - (DKL (u|m) — (zlogz — z + 1)), (LSI-M™)
where z := () is the total mass of the measure p. Moreover, we have
du 2
Vlog O dp > crsep - Dir (plz - ). (5.2)
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Density

Figure 7: See Proposition 5.2 for the details of the functional inequality and Otto-
Wasserstein flow of positive measures. In this plot, the density ratio % is a
constant Z > (. Hence, there is no “Otto-Wasserstein gradient” to drive the

curve from v towards 7. In the opposite regime, the density ratio % has many

close-to-zero locations. Hence, there is not enough “Hellinger gradient” to drive
the curve from p towards .

The intuition here is that the Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow, viewed as a mass-preserving
flow with total mass p(£2), satisfies the LSI type inequality. This is illustrated in Figure 7.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. We have the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LSI) for the
probability measures f := % -y where z := p(Q2) is the mass of p,

dix dip\? )
— |V — > . .
/ dn < log d7r> dr -~ CILSI-P DKL(,u|7r)

Expanding the KL divergence, we have

- dfi df 1d d
Dkr (| m) :/leOgdZdW:/de <logd/7:10gz> dm
1 d d 1
:</’ulogud7r—z+1>—logz+1—
0 z

1

1
= ;DKL(,U‘T(') (zlogz —z+1).

z
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Combining the above relation with property of the Sobolev norm,
d du\” dji di)”
/M Vlog—u dW:Z'/M Vlog—'u dm > crsip - (Dkr (p)7) — (zlogz — 2+ 1))
s s dm dm
= crsip - (Dxw (plm) — Dkr (0(€2) - 7[m)) -

For the last part of the result, we rewrite the right-hand side of the inequality above using
the relation zlogz — z 41 = Dkr, (u(€2) - 7). Recall a generalized Pythagorean inequality
for the KL divergence that reads

Dkr (u[m) = Dk, (p|7™) + Dk, (7*[7),
where 7* is the information projection of m onto the positive measures of total mass z
7* € arginf {Dky, (7|7) | v € M*,7(Q) = 2} .

By Jensen’s inequality,

Dkr, (v]m) = /SDKLdTr > YKL (/ dF) = pKL(2),
where the inequality holds when n* = z - w. Therefore,

Dkr, (plm) = Dk, (plz - m) + Dkw (2 - 7[m) . (5.3)

Combining the results above, we obtain the desired inequality

d d
[ LV 05 2 > custep - (D, (ul) = Dic, (1(62) - 71m) = € Du (@) - ).
(5.4)
Thus, Proposition 5.3 is established. m

The insight from Proposition 5.3 also provides us an exponentially decaying Lyapunov
functional along the Otto-Wasserstein flow over the M™. Noting the property of the KL
divergence Dxr, (p|z - m) = z - Dkr, (£ - p|m), we find

1 2
—:ftDKL(Mz-W):z/j/;- <V <logjg—logz>> d(z-m)

2 Prop. 5.3
:/SZ (VIO{;SZ) dr > esip - Dict(plz-m) (5.5)

Then, by Gronwall’s lemma, the Lyapunov functional Dk, (p]z - 7) decays exponentially
along the mass-preserving Otto-Wasserstein gradient flow.

Corollary 5.4 (Dky, (p|u(Q2) - 7) is Lyapunov for Otto-Wasserstein-M™) For the mass-
preserving Otto- Wasserstein gradient flow over the positive measures M™ with the KL di-
vergence energy F(u) = Dky(u|m), the Lyapunov functional Dgy, (u|z - ) (where z := p(2)
is the total mass of the measure 1) decays exponentially along the flow, i.e.,
1 1
D (p(t)]z - m) < e™5EP Dy, (u(0)]2 - ) and Dxr (- p(t)|m) < =57 Dy, (—pu(0)|7)
z z

fort > 0 and the LSI constant crsr.p as in Proposition 5.5.
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This result, combined with the Pythagorean type relation (5.3), shows the Lyapunov func-
tional Dkr, (u|z - ) decays towards the lower bound Dk, (z - 7|7) = zlog z — 2+ 1. Further-
more, it implies that, while p itself does not converge to 7 due to Proposition 5.2, the shape
ﬁu does converge to the target. Using a similar idea, we next analyze the Hellinger (He)
and the spherical Hellinger (SHe) geometries.

We exploit a special property of the KL divergence, namely, for any constant Z € RT,
the SHe flow of the KL divergence energy Dkr,(-|Z7) is independent of Z. Yet, in the He
flow of positive measures, the constant Z in the minimization has an impact. This idea can

be easily seen by calculating the gradient flow equation of the He flow

o) - o () ).

i.e., the growth field is indeed affected by the scalar Z. In comparison, the scalar Z is
canceled for the SHe flow of probability measures

pr o) [ (55) = () e ()

Since the Otto-Wasserstein flow is always mass-conserving, this difference in He and SHe is
the key for our analysis next, which we term the shape-mass analysis.

5.3 Shape-mass analysis: global KL decay of HK gradient flows

Our starting point is to carefully compare the HK and SHK gradient flows. For the con-
venience, we remember below the associated gradient-flow equations of HK and SHK flows
under the KL energy

S du du

= adlv(V,u + aVﬂ') B log <d7r> , (HK-KL)
L dp B dp\ / dp

p= adlv(Vp + T V?T) Bp (log (d?’[’) y plog <d7r d:):). (SHK-KL)

For the clarity of the analysis, we use the symbol u for the positive measure in the HK
flow and p for the probability measure in the SHK flow. We exploit the following simple
observation of those two equations.

Theorem 5.5 (Relation between solutions to HK and SHK equations) Ift — u(t)
solves (HK-KL), then t — p(t) = ﬁu(t) with z(t) = [ga p(t,x) dz solves (SHK-KL).
Moreover, if t — p(t) solves (SHK-KL), then t — u(t) = k(t)p(t) solves (HK-KL) for
suitable functions t — rk(t) independent of the variable x. Furthermore, k(t) is the solution
to the following equation of mass

d
2= —pzlogz — Bz/ plog <p> dx. (Mass-HK)
R4 dr
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Proof of Theorem 5.5. The first part of the proposition is straightforward. To derive
the mass equation, suppose p is a solution to the HK equation (HK-KL). Applying the
chain rule to the time derivative 1 = 2p + zp, where the shape-mass decomposition u = zp
is used. Plug this into the HK equation (HK-KL),

Zp=adiv| Vu+ %Vw — Bulog du _ zp.
dm dm

Since the shape p is a probability measure, we have [pdx = 1, [pdz = 0. Then, we
integrate both sides of the above equation to obtain

z’*:a/dw(Vu—i-VW) 5/ulog< >dx 1BP —ﬁzlogz—ﬁ/plog <§17€> dx,

which is the desired mass equation (Mass-HK). m

This observation reveals the key to the following shape-mass analysis we will present:
consider a general solution ¢ — u(t) of (HK-KL) and write it in the form u(t) = z(t)p(t)
with the normalized density p(t) € P(2) describing the shape and z(t) > 0 the total mass.
Using this observation, We can further extend the SHK analysis to general target measure
7 € MT. The p-equation (SHK-KL) is mass-preserving and invariant under the change
of variable from 7 to ym with v > 0. In that case, one expects convergence to the steady
state yym € P(£2), where v, is a normalizing constant. Hence, we now denote the shape-
mass decomposition of the target m = z,m, where m, € P(€2). Then, when starting from a
solution t — p(t) of the mass-preserving flow (SHK-KL) and assuming 7. € P(), zo > 0,
and z, > 0, the mass equation (Mass-HK) reads

z = Bz (log z. — Dk, (p|m) —log 2), z(0) = zo.

Then ¢t — pu(t) = z(t)p(t) is a solution of (HK-KL) with the initial condition p(0) = z9p(0)
for the energy functional Dxr,( - |z«7s).

To provide a general decay estimate for solutions of (M™(Q), Hp, H,,5), we now use the
shape-mass decomposition u(t,x) = z(t)p(t, ). As shown in Proposition 5.2 and Proposi-
tion 5.3, LSI cannot hold globally over M™. Therefore, we use the standard log-Sobolev
inequality but restricted to the probability measures, which is the same as in (LSI) and
recalled here for convenience: for 7, = vy, 7™ € P(Q),

Jepst >0VpeP(Q): /Qp}Vlog(p/m)‘de > crsiDkL(p|my). (LSI-P)

In the following result, we can see two contributions to the convergence of u(t) = z(t)p(t) to
T = 24Tx, Where z, := m(Q) is the total mass of the target measure and 7, is a probability
measure, a.k.a. the shape. We now detail the results of the shape-mass analysis for the
HK-KL gradient flow.

We first provide the convergence of the mass variable z(t) to the target mass z,.
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Proposition 5.6 (Solution of the mass equation) The equation of mass (Mass-HK)
admits the explicit solution

(1) = 2, <Z°> e ), (5.6)

where h(t) = fg e PU=)D e (p(s)|my)ds is an auziliary function.
If Dgr(p(s)|ms) — 0 for t — oo, then h(t) — 0 and z(t) — 2.

Setting Hy = Dkr,(p(0)|7,) and & = acrgrp, we now deliver the convergence of the
shape p(t) to the target shape 7, and the mass z(t) to the target mass z,.

Proposition 5.7 (Shape and mass convergence) The normalized probability measure
p(t) = ﬁu(t) (the shape) converges to the target m, exponentially in KL divergence along
the HK gradient flow, i.e.,

Dxr(p(t)|my) < e % Hy,. (shape convergence)

The mass variable z(t) converges to the target mass z. exponentially, i.e.,
z

log <0>
Zx

Note that the convergence rate of the shape p(t) to the limiting shape m, is dominated by
the transport part alone, with an exponential decay rate & = aCprg;. The total mass can
only be changed by the growth through the Hellinger dissipation. Hence, the decay rate is
simply 8, but it may be delayed by e~ if the shape converges only slowly.

Combining the results of Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 5.7, we can now provide the
global exponential decay analysis for the HK-KL gradient flow in the sense of the Hellinger
distance.

—at —Bt
P i
b —a

|2(t) — z«| < max{zo, 2« } (mass convergence)

Theorem 5.8 (Convergence to equilibrium via shape-mass analysis) The following
convergence estimate in the Hellinger distance holds

Inax{z:l/2 ziﬂ} 12 1/2 20\ 1
He(u(t), ) < 02 - Hy"+z'"|g <z> + = e " fort >0,
(5.7

where v = min {3, a/2} and g(a) = max{log(1/a),a—1} > 0.

Before delving into the proof, we highlight that the singularity of g(a) = log(1/a) (for a < 1)
is needed to cover the case that, for a very small initial mass zg, it takes a long time to
build up enough mass to see the exponential decay to the limiting profile.

The above results imply that we cannot have a global Lojasiewicz inequality for the
HK gradient flow over the positive measures M™. However, the last theorem shows that,
for the KL divergence as driving energy, global exponential decay is still guaranteed. An
exception is the case that we start with 4 = 0, which remains an unstable steady state of
the flow.
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Proof of Theorem 5.8. We use the shape-mass decomposition pu(t) = z(t)p(t) and
T = 24T With m,, p(t) € P(Rd). We first estimate the convergence of p to 7, via

- giDssloln) = [ (aplVioeo/m) + Bo(1os(p/m.) ~ [ plog(o/m.))?)da

> aDku(p|ms) + B0,

where we ignored the term due to the spherical Hellinger geometry since it’s non-negative.
Thus, we obtain

Dxr(p(t)|m) < e ¥ Hy  with @ = acrsrp and Hy = Dky(p(0)|m,).

Next, we use the relation for z(t) with zo = [p4 p1(0, z)da:

B t
2(t) = 2 (20/2)° O with h(t) = / e AU=Dgy (p(s)|m.) ds.
0

Using the estimate for Dkr,(p(t)|m«) we have 0 < h(t) < H(t) := Hy (e_at—e_ﬁt)/(ﬁ—&).
Moreover, for all a,t > 0 we have

"

x

— 1| < g(a) e Pt where g(a) = SUPge(0,1) la® 1] max{log(1/a),a—1}.
Using e "®) < 1, we find, for o € 10, 1], the estimate

|Z(t)a—zg| < ‘Zg(ZO/Z*)ae*Bte—h(t)cf _ Zf:e_h(t)a} + ‘Zfe_h(t)a _ Zg’

< 27|(20/2)7 " 1| + 200 H(t) < 27 g(2/20) e P+ 0o H(t).

We estimated the last term on the first line by |[e”*—1| < x for all = > 0, using z = oh(t).
For the full estimate, we use the classical bound 4He(p, 7)% = 2Dy, ,,(p|m) < Dkwr(plm) <

Hoe %, With z(t) < max{z, 2.}, we are now able to establish (5.7) as follows:
He(u, m) = He(2(t)p, z«m«) < He(2(t)p, z(t)ms) + He(z(t)my, z4mx)
— VZHe(p,m) + IVo— V3
1/2

12
< max{zy/2, 22 012 4 12 (2 e 4 ),

Moreover, we establish H(t) < (2/@)e 7 with v = min{3,a/2} as follows: For 3 < &/2,
we have ~ 5 . .
&t -
et e st / cB-s 4g < Bt / —85/2 4y < 2 o0t
f—a 0 0 @

and for § > a/2 we estimate as follows:

t t
e _/ eﬁ(ts)easdsé/ o—alt=5)/20-a5 4 g <
p—a 0 0

—at__—ft
€ e o—at/2

ISP

Putting together the results, the desired estimate (5.7) is established. m

A decay estimate for Dxr,(u(t)|m) similar to (5.7) can also be derived by using the de-
composition Dxr,(u(t)|7) = DkL(z(t)p(t)|z«ms) = 2(t) DkL(p(t)|ms) + 2<A(2(t)/2) with
A(r) =rlogr —r + 1. We omit the elementary proof to avoid redundancy.
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Remark 5.9 (Beyond the KL energy functional) [t is tempting to generalize the above
analysis to general @-divergence energy F'(n) = Dy (p|m), beyond the KL case. However, we
now present the following observation that such a generalization is difficult.

Using a similar shape-mass decomposition p = zp as in the proof of Theorem 5.5, we

extract the equation
. OF oF Z
p=adiv(p95 1) - oo (5 0+ ). (5.5)

We integrate both sides and again use the fact that p remains a probability measure along

the mass-preserving flow. Noting the simple relation 2—5 [u] = g—i[zp], we obtain
z OF
o el PN 5.9
o / P s [2p] (5.9)

Therefore, the shape equation (5.8) can be rewritten as

p=adiv (095101} = 50 (St~ [ - 5101

Specialized to the p,-divergence energy F(p) = Dy, (u|7), we have

p = adiv (chp; (zg:;)) —Bp (‘an (zjﬁ) — /p -, <zi€>> (5.10)

This shape equation (5.10) reveals the insight about the SHK flow of the ¢,-divergence
energy. If p =1, i.e., the KL divergence energy, the shape equation (5.10) simplifies to the
energy equation of (SHK-KL), which is the observation of Theorem 5.5 and Section 5.2.

In the case of p # 1, the shape equation (5.10) is not the SHK gradient flow equation by
itself — the shape and mass variables are coupled. Therefore, the observation of Theorem 5.5
does not hold for other ¢p-divergence energies than the KL. For example, in the case of
p = 2, the shape equation (5.10) reads

. ) dp dp dp
p=a« zd1v<pvdﬂ> B zp(dﬂ /p d7r>

where the right-hand side has a coupled mass variable z. Hence, it is not the SHK gradient
flow equation. In this sense, our shap-mass analysis is specifically designed for the HK-KL
gradient flow.

Appendix A. Further proofs and technical results

We need the following technical properties to prepare for the characterization of the Lya-
punov functional of the HK gradient flows.

Lemma A.1 The constant my 4 satisfies the following estimates:

(a) myq > 0 if and only if p < p(q) with p(q) := max {O,min{l, 1—q}},
(b) For p <1/2 we have my, =1/(1—p).

(¢) Forp € [0,1] we have m;,1—p, = min{l/p,1/(1-p)} € [1,2].
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Proof. We define N, (1) = r)(r)@,(r)/dq(r) which can be continuously extended at
r = 1 by the value N, 4(1) = 2. Thus, using the continuity and positivity of N, , : (0, 00) —
(0,00), we obtain my, > 0 if and only if the two limits for N, ,(0) = lim,_,o Ny 4(r) and
Np,q(00) = lim, o0 Np 4(00) are positive as well.

The asymptotic behavior for r — oo is easily discussed:

00 forp>1,

Ny 4(00) =
p,Q( ) {mafit;),l} for p < 1.
To see this, we first observe that ryy (r)/¢q(r) — max{1,q} for 7 — co. Second, we have
@h(r) = oo for > 1 and ¢, (r) = 1/(1—p) for p < 1.

The determination of N 4(0) needs a more detailed case-by-case study, but is elementary.
We obtain

(

0 for ¢ > 1 and p > max{0,1—q},
q%’l for ¢ > 1 and p =0,
Np4(0) = 1—1(1 for ¢ €10,1] and p = 1—g¢,
p%ql for ¢ < 0 and p > 0,
(o0 otherwise.

With this, part (a) is established.
To see part (b) we observe &L N, ,(r) <0 and find m,,,, = Np,(00) = 1/(1-p).
Similarly, for part (c) one shows %Np,l,p(r) < 0 for p € [0,1/2] giving mp1-p =
Np1-p(00) =1/(1—p). Moreover, for p € [1/2, 1] one shows %prl,p(r) > 0, which implies
mp,1—p = Np1-p(0) =1/p. =

Proof of Corollary 3.7. According to the previous result, we need to find ¢, = ¢, which
is given via
1 . ©p(s)
— = sup ®(s) with ®(s) := ————.
¢ 0<s#l s(¢p(s))?
Observe that o1 /5(s) = 2(/s — 1)? implies @,/ =1/2, and hence c; /5 = 2.
The derivative of the power-like entropy generator (1.7) is

sp~1

1 1
op(s) = forpe R\ {0,1}, ¢p(s)=1— o ¢ (s) = log s.

p—1
For general p € R, an explicit calculation yields

p—1 sP—ps+p—1
p s(spl=1)2 7

O(s) =

we easily verify that & is continuous at the s = 1 and hence continuous on (0, c0). Moreover,
we have ®(s) — max{0, 1—p} for s — oo. For s — 0 we obtain ®(s) — oo for p > 1/2 and
P(s) — 0 for p < 1/2.

Thus, we conclude sup ® = oo for p > 1/2. For p < 1/2 a closer inspection shows that
sup® = 1—p. and hence ¢, = 1/(1—p) as stated. =
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Proof of Corollary 5.1. By our threshold condition, for p € (—o0, %], the constant

CHe = ﬁ satisfies

£

2
|z e (Flp) — ().

Since the dissipation of the Otto-Wasserstein part is always non-negative, we trivially have

5F |1

V— [y

o 5

> fene - (F(p) = F(m)) +0,

OF
, +ﬂH5M (1]

2
L L2

which is the desired statement. m
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