
ar
X

iv
:2

01
1.

07
48

9v
3 

 [
st

at
.M

L
] 

 1
4 

M
ar

 2
02

2

Noname manuscript No.
(will be inserted by the editor)

Entropic regularization of Wasserstein distance

between infinite-dimensional Gaussian measures and

Gaussian processes
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Abstract This work studies the entropic regularization formulation of the
2-Wasserstein distance on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, in particular
for the Gaussian setting. We first present the Minimum Mutual Information
property, namely the joint measures of two Gaussian measures on Hilbert
space with the smallest mutual information are joint Gaussian measures. This
is the infinite-dimensional generalization of the Maximum Entropy property
of Gaussian densities on Euclidean space. We then give closed form formu-
las for the optimal entropic transport plan, entropic 2-Wasserstein distance,
and Sinkhorn divergence between two Gaussian measures on a Hilbert space,
along with the fixed point equations for the barycenter of a set of Gaussian
measures. Our formulations fully exploit the regularization aspect of the en-
tropic formulation and are valid both in singular and nonsingular settings.
In the infinite-dimensional setting, both the entropic 2-Wasserstein distance
and Sinkhorn divergence are Fréchet differentiable, in contrast to the exact
2-Wasserstein distance, which is not differentiable. Our Sinkhorn barycenter
equation is new and always has a unique solution. In contrast, the finite-
dimensional barycenter equation for the entropic 2-Wasserstein distance fails
to generalize to the Hilbert space setting. In the setting of reproducing kernel
Hilbert spaces (RKHS), our distance formulas are given explicitly in terms of
the corresponding kernel Gram matrices, providing an interpolation between
the kernel Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) and the kernel 2-Wasserstein
distance.
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1 Introduction

In this work, we study the entropic regularization formulation of the 2-Wasserstein
distance in the Hilbert space setting, with a particular focus on Gaussian mea-
sures and covariance operators on Hilbert space. This is the infinite-dimensional
generalization of recent work on the entropic 2-Wasserstein distance between
Gaussian measures on Rn, as reported in [58,48,8]. Our work is along the
direction of entropic regularization in optimal transport, which has recently
attracted much attention in various fields, in particular machine learning and
statistics [23,86,32,37,38,40,78,80], with applications in computer vision, den-
sity functional theory, and inverse problems (e.g. [38,39,56,71]). This direction
of research is also closely connected with the Schrödinger bridge problem [84],
which has been studied extensively [13,21,24,33,81,93,35,55,82,83].

Our focus in the Gaussian setting stems not only from its use in elucidating
various aspects of the abstract theory, since many quantities of interest admit
closed form formulas, but also from numerous applications utilizing Gaussian
measures and covariance matrices/operators. These include brain imaging [3,
29], computer vision [91,90], and brain computer interfaces [18]. Many dis-
tances/divergences have been studied and employed in practice, including the
affine-invariant Riemannian metric [73], corresponding to the Fisher-Rao dis-
tance between centered Gaussians, the Alpha Log-Determinant divergences
[15], corresponding to Rényi divergences between centered Gaussians, the Log-
Euclidean metric [4], and recent work attempting to unify them [2,17,89,62].

Infinite-dimensional setting. The generalization of distances/divergences
for Gaussian measures and covariance matrices onRn to the infinite-dimensional
setting of Gaussian measures and covariance operators on Hilbert spaces has
been carried out by various authors. In general, the infinite-dimensional for-
mulations are substantially more complex than the finite-dimensional ones and
regularization is often necessary. This is the case for the affine-invariant Rie-
mannian distance [54], the Log-Hilbert-Schmidt metric [68], the Alpha and
Alpha-Beta Log-Determinant divergences [66,61,67,63,64]. The settings for
these distances/divergences are the sets of positive definite unitized trace class/
Hilbert-Schmidt operators, which are positive trace class/Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erators plus a positive scalar multiple of the identity operator so that op-
erations such as inversion, logarithm, and determinant, are well-defined. A
particular advantage of the 2-Wasserstein distance compared to the above dis-
tances/divergences is that the finite and infinite-dimensional distance formulas
[36,22] are the same and no regularization is necessary.

Reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) setting. From the compu-
tational and practical viewpoint, this setting is particularly interesting since
many quantities of interest admit closed forms via kernel Gram matrices which
can be efficiently computed. Examples include the kernel Maximum Mean
Discrepancy (MMD) [44] and the RKHS covariance operators, the latter re-
sulting in powerful nonlinear algorithms with substantial improvements over
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finite-dimensional covariance matrices, see e.g. [95,46,68,65,94] for examples
of applications in computer vision.

Contributions of this work.

1. We generalize the Maximum Entropy property of Gaussian densities in Rn

to the Hilbert space setting, namely the Minimum Mutual Information of
joint measures of two Gaussian measures on Hilbert space.

2. For two Gaussian measures on a Hilbert space H, we provide closed form
formulas for the optimal entropic transport plan, the entropic 2-Wasserstein
distance and the Sinkhorn divergence, generalizing results in [58,48,8].

3. For a set of Gaussian measures, we show a new Sinkhorn barycenter equa-
tion, with always a unique non-trivial solution. In contrast, we show that
the finite-dimensional barycenter equation for the entropic 2-Wasserstein
distance fails to generalize to the Hilbert space setting.

4. In the RKHS setting, we present closed form formulas for the distances via
the finite kernel Gram matrices, providing an interpolation between the
kernel MMD [44] and kernel Wasserstein distance [94,60].

5. Our proofs and results fully exploit the regularization aspect of the entropic
formulation and are valid both in singular and non-singular settings. This
is novel also in the finite-dimensional setting (compared to [58,48,8]).

Remark 1 As we discuss in detail below, many properties of the Gaussian case
have not been proved in the general theory, due to (i) dim(H) = ∞, (ii) the
cost function c(x, y) = ||x − y||2 is unbounded on H, and (iii) the support of
Gaussian measures is unbounded.

2 Background and finite-dimensional results

Let (X, d) be a complete separable metric space equipped with a lower semi-
continuous cost function c : X × X → R≥0. Let P(X) denote the set of all
probability measures on X . The optimal transport (OT) problem between two
probability measures ν0, ν1 ∈ P(X) is (see e.g. [92])

OTc(ν0, ν1) = min
γ∈Joint(ν0,ν1)

Eγ [c] = min
γ∈Joint(ν0,ν1)

∫

X×X
c(x, y)dγ(x, y) (1)

where Joint(ν0, ν1) is the set of joint probabilities with marginals ν0 and ν1.
For 1 ≤ p < ∞, let Pp(X) denote the set of all probability measures µ on X
of finite moment of order p, i.e.

∫

X
dp(x0, x)dµ(x) < ∞ for some (and hence

any) x0 ∈ X . The p-Wasserstein distance Wp between ν0 and ν1 is defined as

Wp(ν0, ν1) = OTdp(ν0, ν1)
1
p . (2)
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This distance defines a metric on Pp(X) (Theorem 7.3, [92]). For two mul-
tivariate Gaussian distributions νi = N (mi, Ci), i = 0, 1, on Rn, W2(ν0, ν1)
admits the following closed form [42,28,69,52]

W 2
2 (ν0, ν1) = ‖m0 −m1‖2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr

(

C
1
2

1 C0C
1
2

1

)
1
2

. (3)

Entropic regularization and Sinkhorn divergence. The exact OT prob-
lem (1) is often computationally challenging and it is more numerically efficient
to solve the following regularized optimization problem, for a given ǫ > 0,

OTǫc(µ, ν) = min
γ∈Joint(µ,ν)

{Eγ [c] + ǫKL(γ||µ⊗ ν)} , (4)

where KL(ν||µ) denotes the Kullback-Leibler divergence between ν and µ. The
KL in (4) acts as a bias [32], with the consequence that in general OTǫc(µ, µ) 6=
0. The following p-Sinkhorn divergence [32] removes this bias

Sǫdp(µ, ν) = OTǫdp(µ, ν)−
1

2
(OTǫdp(µ, µ) + OTǫdp(ν, ν)). (5)

For νi = N (mi, Ci), i = 0, 1, both OTǫd2(ν0, ν1) and Sǫd2(ν0, ν1) admit closed

form formulas. Let N ǫ
ij = I +

(

I + 16
ǫ2C

1
2

i CjC
1
2

i

)
1
2

, i, j = 0, 1, then [58,48,8]

OTǫd2(ν0, ν1) = ‖m0 −m1‖2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)

− ǫ

2
[Tr(N ǫ

01)− log det (N ǫ
01) + n log 2− 2n] , (6)

Sǫd2(ν0, ν1) = ‖m0 −m1‖2 +
ǫ

4

(

Tr (N ǫ
00 − 2N ǫ

01 +N ǫ
11)

+ log

(

det2(N ǫ
01)

det(N ǫ
00) det(N

ǫ
11)

))

. (7)

In this case, the unique minimizer γ in (4) is a joint Gaussian measure of ν0
and ν1, a direct consequence of the Maximum Entropy of Gaussian densities
(see below). In particular, lim

ǫ→0
OTǫd2(ν0, ν1) = lim

ǫ→0
Sǫd2(ν0, ν1) = W 2

2 (ν0, ν1)

and lim
ǫ→∞

Sǫd2(ν0, ν1) = ‖m0 −m1‖2. For related work, see also [53,16].

3 From finite to infinite-dimensional settings

In the current work, we generalize the results in [58,48,8] to the Hilbert space
setting. Throughout the following, let (H, 〈, 〉) be a real, separable Hilbert
space, with dim(H) = ∞ unless explicitly stated otherwise. For two sep-
arable Hilbert spaces (Hi, 〈, 〉i),i = 1, 2, let L(H1,H2) denote the Banach
space of bounded linear operators from H1 to H2, with operator norm ||A|| =
sup||x||1≤1 ||Ax||2. For H1 = H2 = H, we use the notation L(H).
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Let Sym(H) ⊂ L(H) be the set of bounded, self-adjoint linear operators on
H. Let Sym+(H) ⊂ Sym(H) be the set of self-adjoint, positive operators on
H, i.e. A ∈ Sym+(H) ⇐⇒ A∗ = A, 〈Ax, x〉 ≥ 0∀x ∈ H. Let Sym++(H) ⊂
Sym+(H) be the set of self-adjoint, strictly positive operator on H, i.e A ∈
Sym++(H) ⇐⇒ A∗ = A, 〈x,Ax〉 > 0 ∀x ∈ H, x 6= 0. We write A ≥ 0 for
A ∈ Sym+(H) and A > 0 for A ∈ Sym++(H). If γI + A > 0, where I is the
identity operator,γ ∈ R, γ > 0, then γI+A is also invertible, in which case it is
called positive definite. In general, A ∈ Sym(H) is said to be positive definite
if ∃MA > 0 such that 〈x,Ax〉 ≥MA||x||2 ∀x ∈ H - this condition is equivalent
to A being both strictly positive and invertible, see e.g. [74].

The Banach space Tr(H) of trace class operators on H is defined by (see
e.g. [79]) Tr(H) = {A ∈ L(H) : ||A||tr =

∑∞
k=1〈ek, (A∗A)1/2ek〉 < ∞}, for

any orthonormal basis {ek}k∈N ⊂ H. For A ∈ Tr(H), its trace is defined by
Tr(A) =

∑∞
k=1〈ek, Aek〉, which is independent of choice of {ek}k∈N.

The Hilbert space HS(H1,H2) of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H1 to H2 is
defined by (see e.g. [50]) HS(H1,H2) = {A ∈ L(H1,H2) : ||A||2HS = Tr(A∗A) =
∑∞

k=1 ||Aek||22 < ∞}, for any orthonormal basis {ek}k∈N in H1, with inner
product 〈A,B〉HS = Tr(A∗B). For H1 = H2 = H, we write HS(H). We have
Tr(H) ( HS(H) ( L(H) when dim(H) = ∞, with ||A|| ≤ ||A||HS ≤ ||A||tr.
Some key differences between the finite and infinite-dimensional settings are

1. On Rn, for two random variables X,Y with joint and marginal measures
µXY , µX , µY , having densities f(x, y), fX(x), fY (y), respectively, with re-
spect to the Lebesgue measure, their mutual information is defined as [20]

I(X ;Y ) =

∫

Rn×Rn

log

[

f(x, y)

fX(x)fY (y)

]

f(x, y)dxdy = H(X) +H(Y )−H(X,Y )

= KL(µXY ||µX ⊗ µY ), (8)

where H(X) = −
∫

Rn log[fX(x)]fX(x)dx is the differential entropy of X .
The classical Maximum Entropy of Gaussian densities property ([46], The-
orem 9.6.5) states that if X has mean zero and covariance matrix C, then

H(X) ≤ 1

2
log(2πe)n det(C),with equality if and only if X ∼ N (0, C).

Thus if both X and Y have Gaussian densities, then I(X ;Y ) is minimum
if and only if their joint density is Gaussian, so that for c(x, y) = ||x−y||2,
and ν0, ν1 being Gaussian, a minimizing γ in (4) is necessarily a joint
Gaussian measure of ν0, ν1. When C is a covariance operator on H with
dim(H) = ∞, the quantity det(C) is no longer well-defined. However,
I(X ;Y ) = KL(µXY ||µX ⊗ µY ) is well-defined and finite whenever µXY is
absolutely continuous with respect to µX ⊗ µY . In the following, we show
that the above Minimum Mutual Information property of joint Gaussian
measures generalizes to the infinite-dimensional setting.
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2. In [8], for µ, ν ∈ P(Rn), the following quantity is studied

W 2
2,ǫ(µ, ν) = min

γ∈Joint(µ,ν)

{

Eγ ||x− y||2 − ǫH(γ)
}

. (9)

On P(Rn), if µ, ν have positive densities, then W 2
2,ǫ(µ, ν) and OTǫd2(µ, ν)

differ by a constant, with the minimizing joint measure γ being the same.
However, by the above discussion, W2,ǫ(µ, ν) is generally not well-defined
on P(H) when dim(H) = ∞, in particular in the Gaussian setting. The
same discussion applies to the formulations studied in [10] and [53].

3. If A is a strictly positive, compact operator on H, then A−1 is unbounded
when dim(H) = ∞. Thus finite-dimensional methods that utilize matrix
inversion extensively, e.g. in [58,48,8], are not applicable when dim(H) =
∞. Instead, we fully exploit the regularization aspect of problem (4) and
invert operators of the form γI +A > 0, thus our proofs fully resolve this
issue and are valid in the general setting when A can be singular.

4. The identity operator I is not trace class when dim(H) = ∞. This leads to
the breakdown in the entropic barycenter problem (Theorem 11) and has
consequences for the analysis of the existence of solutions of the barycenter
equations (detail given in Section 11).

4 Main Results

We first state the following generalization of the Maximum Entropy of Gaus-
sian densities in Rn. To the best of our knowledge, this property has not been
explicitly and rigorously presented in the literature in the infinite-dimensional
setting. It states that among all joint measures, with the same covariance
operators, of two Gaussian measures µX , µY on two separable Hilbert spaces
H1,H2, the ones with the minimum Mutual Information are precisely the joint
Gaussian measures on H1 × H2. In the following, Gauss(H) denotes the set
of all Gaussian measures on H and Gauss(µX , µY ) denotes the set of joint
Gaussian measures having marginals µX and µY .

Theorem 1 (Minimum Mutual Information of Joint Gaussian Mea-
sures) Let H1,H2 be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let µX = N (mX , CX) ∈
Gauss(H1), µY = N (mY , CY ) ∈ Gauss(H2), ker(CX) = ker(CY ) = {0}. Let
γ ∈ Joint(µX , µY ), γ0 ∈ Gauss(µX , µY ), γ0 is equivalent to µX ⊗ µY . Assume
that γ and γ0 have the same covariance operator Γ and that µX ⊗ µY has
covariance operator Γ0. Then

KL(γ||µX ⊗ µY ) ≥ KL(γ0||µX ⊗ µY ) = −1

2
log det(I − V ∗V ). (10)

Equality happens if and only if γ = γ0. Here V is the unique bounded linear op-

erator satisfying V ∈ HS(H2,H1), ||V || < 1, such that Γ = Γ
1/2
0

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

Γ
1/2
0 .
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The operator V in Theorem 1 is defined in Section 7. It links the covariance
operators CX and CY with the cross-covariance operator CXY via the relation

CXY = C
1/2
X V C

1/2
Y . In Eq.(10), det refers to the Fredholm determinant (see

e.g. [85]). Let A ∈ Tr(H), then the Fredholm determinant of I +A is given by
det(I +A) =

∏∞
j=1(1 + λj), where {λj}j∈N are the eigenvalues of A.

Theorem 1 in turn follows from the following more general result on the KL
divergence on Hilbert space. It states in particular that if µ is a Gaussian
measure on H, then among all probability measures with the same mean and
covariance operator, KL(γ||µ) is minimum if and only if γ is Gaussian.

Theorem 2 Let µ = N (m1, Q), ker(Q) = {0}. Let ν = N (m2, Rν) be equiv-
alent to µ. Let S ∈ Sym(H) ∩HS(H) be such that Rν = Q1/2(I − S)Q1/2. Let
γ ∈ P2(H) be absolutely continuous with respect to µ, with meanm3,m3−m1 ∈
Im(Q1/2), and covariance operator Rγ = Q1/2AQ1/2, A ∈ Sym+(H). Assume
further that one of the following (non-mutually exclusive) conditions hold

1. S ∈ Tr(H).

2. I −A ∈ HS(H).

Then the following decomposition holds

KL(γ||µ) = KL(γ||ν)− 1

2
||(I − S)−1/2Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2

− 1

2
[〈S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m3 −m1), Q

−1/2(m3 −m1)〉]

+ 〈(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m2 −m1), Q
−1/2(m3 −m1)〉

+
1

2
Tr[S(I − (I − S)−1A)]− 1

2
log det2(I − S). (11)

In particular, for m3 = m2 and A = I − S, i.e. Rγ = Rν ,

KL(γ||µ) = KL(γ||ν) + 1

2
||Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2 −

1

2
log det2(I − S) (12)

= KL(γ||ν) + KL(ν||µ). (13)

In this case KL(γ||µ) ≥ KL(ν||µ), with equality if and only if γ = ν, i.e. if
and only if γ is Gaussian.

In Theorem 2, det2 refers to the Hilbert-Carleman determinant (see e.g. [85]).
For A ∈ HS(H), the Hilbert-Carleman determinant of I + A is defined by
det2(I + A) = det[(I + A) exp(−A)], with det being the Fredholm determi-
nant. The different conditions in Theorem 2 can be satisfied simultaneously.
In particular, they are both automatically satisfied in the case dim(H) <∞.

Entropic 2-Wasserstein distance between Gaussian measures. In the
following, let µi = N (mi, Ci), i = 0, 1, be two Gaussian measures on H, where
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mi ∈ H, Ci ∈ Sym+(H)∩Tr(H). Consider the cost function c(x, y) = ||x−y||2
on H×H and the corresponding optimization problem

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = min
γ∈Joint(µ0,µ1)

Eγ ||x− y||2 + ǫKL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1). (14)

A direct consequence of Theorem 1 is that if C0, C1 are nonsingular, then a
minimizer of problem (14) is necessarily a joint Gaussian measure of µ0 and
µ1. We show that this holds in the general setting, i.e. in both nonsingular
and singular cases. The following result gives the explicit formula for this
minimizer, which is unique for any ǫ > 0. It is proved in Section 8, using two
different methods: (i) by directly solving the optimization (14), and (ii) by
solving the corresponding Schrödinger system.

Theorem 3 (Optimal entropic transport plan) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0),
µ1 = N (m1, C1). For each fixed ǫ > 0, problem (14) has a unique minimizer
γǫ, which is the Gaussian measure

γǫ = N
((

m0

m1

)

,

(

C0 CXY
C∗
XY C1

))

, (15)

where CXY =
2

ǫ
C

1/2
0

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)−1

C
1/2
0 C1. (16)

The Radon-Nikodym derivative of γǫ with respect to µ0 ⊗ µ1 is given by

dγǫ

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)
(x, y) = αǫ(x)βǫ(y) exp

(

−||x− y||2
ǫ

)

, (17)

where the functions αǫ : H → R and βǫ : H → R take the form

αǫ(x) = exp

(

〈x−m0, A(x −m0)〉+
2

ǫ
〈x −m0,m0 −m1〉+ a

)

, (18)

βǫ(y) = exp

(

〈y −m1, B(y −m1)〉+
2

ǫ
〈y −m1,m1 −m0〉+ b

)

. (19)

The constants a, b ∈ R and the operators A,B : H → H are given by

A =
1

ǫ
I − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

[

I +
1

2
M ǫ

10

]−1

C
1/2
1 ,

B =
1

ǫ
I − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

[

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

]−1

C
1/2
0 ,

exp(a+ b) = exp

( ||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

√

det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

.

(20)

Here det is the Fredholm determinant and M ǫ
ij : H → H, are defined by

M ǫ
ij = −I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

)1/2

, i, j = 0, 1. (21)
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Remark 2 The operator M ǫ
ij as defined in Eq.(21) can be rewritten as

M ǫ
ij =

16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

[

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

)1/2
]−1

, (22)

from which it follows that M ǫ
ij ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H). Thus for the operator

I +
1

2
M ǫ
ij =

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

)1/2

, (23)

the Fredholm determinant det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
ij

)

is well-defined and positive. We note
that the constants a, b ∈ R in Eq.(20) (therefore the individual functions αǫ(x),
βǫ(y)) are not uniquely specified, only their sum a+ b (therefore the product
αǫ(x)βǫ(y)) is uniquely specified, which in turn uniquely determines γǫ.

Finite-dimensional case. For H = Rn and C0, C1 ∈ Sym++(n), the cross-
covariance operator CXY in Theorem 3 has the same expression as that given

in Theorem 1 in [48], namely CXY = ǫ
4 [−I +C

1/2
0 (I + 16

ǫ2C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )C

−1/2
0 ].

Theorem 4 (Entropic 2-Wasserstein distance between Gaussian mea-
sures on Hilbert space) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0) and µ1 = N (m1, C1). For each
fixed ǫ > 0,

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01)

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

. (24)

Remark 3 While we use the term entropic distance, OTǫd2 is neither a distance
nor a divergence, since generally OTǫd2(µ, µ) 6= 0, as noted before.

Connection with the entropic Kantorovich duality formulation. Fol-
lowing [27], let (X, d) be a Polish space. For a probability measure µ on X ,
the class of Entropy-Kantorovich potentials is defined by the set of measurable
functions ϕ on X satisfying

Lexp
ǫ (X,µ) =

{

ϕ : X → [−∞,∞] : 0 < Eµ

[

exp

(

1

ǫ
ϕ

)]

<∞
}

. (25)

The dual Kantorovich functional with the cost function c(x, y) = d2(x, y) is
defined (see [27]) to be

D(ϕ, ψ) = Eµ0
[ϕ] + Eµ1

[ψ]− ǫ

(

Eµ0⊗µ1

[

exp

(

(ϕ⊕ ψ)− d2

ǫ

)]

− 1

)

, (26)

where (ϕ⊕ ψ) (x, y) = ϕ(x) + ψ(y). For X = H, c(x, y) = ||x − y||2, the
entropic Kantorovich dual formulation of OTǫd2 is given by [27,32,38,41,55]

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = sup
ϕ∈Lexp

ǫ (H,µ0),ψ∈Lexp
ǫ (H,µ1)

D(ϕ, ψ). (27)

The following shows that in our setting, the supremum in (27) is attained.
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Corollary 1 Let µi = N (mi, Ci), i = 0, 1. Let ϕǫ = ǫ logαǫ, ψǫ = ǫ log βǫ,
with αǫ, βǫ as defined in Theorem 3. Then ϕǫ ∈ Lexp

ǫ (H, µ0), ψ
ǫ ∈ Lexp

ǫ (H, µ1),
and

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = D(ϕǫ, ψǫ). (28)

We remark that in the case the cost function c(x, y) is bounded, much more
can be said about the duality formulation, see [27].

Theorem 5 (Convexity) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0), µ1 = N (m,X), then OTǫd2(µ0, µ1)
is convex in each argument. In particular, let C0 be fixed, then the function
X → FE(X) = OTǫd2(N (0, C0),N (0, X)) is convex in X ∈ Sym+(H)∩Tr(H).
Furthermore, it is strictly convex if C0 is strictly positive, i.e. ker(C0) = {0}.

Theorem 6 (Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian measures on
Hilbert space) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0), µ1 = N (m1, C1). Then

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +
ǫ

4
Tr [M ǫ

00 − 2M ǫ
01 +M ǫ

11]

+
ǫ

4
log

[

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)2

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
00

)

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
11

)

]

.
(29)

Finite-dimensional case. For C0, C1 ∈ Sym+(n), one verifies directly that
Eqs.(24) and (29) reduce to Eqs.(6) and (7), respectively.

In [32], the Sinkhorn divergence was proved to be convex in each variable for
either a compact metric space X or for measures with bounded support on Rn,
with cost function c(x, y) = ||x − y||p, p = 1, 2. In [47], this was shown for
sub-Gaussian measures on Rn, c(x, y) = ||x− y||2. The following shows strict
convexity for Gaussian measures on H with c(x, y) = ||x− y||2. This property
is crucial for guaranteeing the uniqueness of the barycenter problem below.

Theorem 7 (Strict convexity of Sinkhorn divergence) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0),
µ1 = N (m,X). Then Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) is strictly convex in each argument. In partic-
ular, let C0 be fixed, then the function X → FS(X) = Sǫd2 [N (0, C0),N (0, X)]
is strictly convex in X ∈ Sym+(H) ∩Tr(H).

In [32], positivity of the Sinkhorn divergence was proved for either a compact
metric spaceX or for measures with bounded support on Rn, with cost function
c(x, y) = ||x − y||p, p = 1, 2. We now show that in the Gaussian case, with
c(x, y) = ||x− y||2, this holds in the much more general Hilbert space setting.

Theorem 8 (Positivity of Sinkhorn divergence) The function Sǫd2 : Gauss(H)×
Gauss(H) → R≥0 satisfies

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) ≥ 0, ∀µ0, µ1 ∈ Gauss(H), (30)

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = 0 ⇐⇒ µ0 = µ1. (31)
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Differentiability. In the finite-dimensional setting, Sym++(n) is an open
subset in the vector space Sym(n) and Fréchet derivatives can be properly
defined on this set. In contrast, Sym++(H) ∩ Tr(H) is not an open subset
of Sym(H) when dim(H) = ∞. In particular, for the exact 2-Wasserstein
distance, the function X → W 2

2 (N (0, C0),N (0, X)) = Tr(C0) + Tr(X) −
2Tr[(C

1/2
0 XC

1/2
0 )1/2] is not Fréchet differentiable on Sym++(H) ∩ Tr(H).

To discuss Fréchet differentiability of both OTǫd2 and Sǫd2 in the covariance op-
erator component, we can extend their definition, thanks to the regularization
effect, to a larger, open set, containing Sym++(H) ∩Tr(H), as follows.

Theorem 9 (Differentiability of entropic Wasserstein distance and
Sinkhorn divergence) Let C0 ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H) be fixed. Both functions
FE in Theorem 5 and FS in Theorem 7 are well-defined and twice Fréchet
differentiable on the open, convex set Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) : I +

c2ǫC
1/2
0 XC

1/2
0 > 0} ⊃ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), cǫ =

4
ǫ . Furthermore, FS is strictly

convex and FE is convex on Ω, with strict convexity if C0 is strictly positive.

We note that in Theorem 9, the set Ω is open in the space Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H)
under the trace norm || ||tr topology (see Lemma 17).

The expressions for OTǫd2 and Sǫd2 in Theorems 4 and 6 are not intuitively close
to the exact OT formula, which is the same as in the finite-dimensional setting
[36,22]. Theorem 10 below gives equivalent formulas that better express the
connections between the exact and regularized settings.

Theorem 10 (Equivalent expressions for entropic 2-Wasserstein dis-
tance and Sinkhorn divergence) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0), µ1 = N (m1, C1).

Define Lǫij =
ǫ2

8 (−I + (I + 16
ǫ2C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )1/2) = ǫ2

8 M
ǫ
ij, i, j = 0, 1. Then

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr[C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 − Lǫ01]

1/2

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

. (32)

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2

+Tr[(C2
0 − Lǫ00)

1/2 − 2(C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 − Lǫ01)

1/2 + (C2
1 − Lǫ11)

1/2]

+
ǫ

4
log

[

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)2

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
00

)

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
11

)

]

. (33)

Furthermore, we verify directly that

lim
ǫ→0

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr[C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 ]1/2

=W 2
2 (µ0, µ1), (34)

lim
ǫ→∞

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1). (35)
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lim
ǫ→0

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr[C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 ]1/2

=W 2
2 (µ0, µ1), (36)

lim
ǫ→∞

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2. (37)

Entropic 2-Wasserstein barycenter of Gaussian measures.

Given N probability measures µi ∈ P(H), i = 1, 2, .., N , the entropic barycen-

ter µ̄ with weights wi > 0,
∑N
i=1 wi = 1, is defined as the Fréchet mean

µ̄ := argmin
µ∈P(H)

N
∑

i=1

wiOTǫd2(µ, µi), wi > 0,

N
∑

i=1

wi = 1. (38)

In the current work, we consider barycenter of the N Gaussian measures
{µi}Ni=1 in the set of all Gaussian measures on H

µ̄ = argmin
µ∈Gauss(H)

N
∑

i=1

wiOTǫd2(µ, µi),

N
∑

i=1

wi = 1, wi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (39)

The entropic barycenter problem illustrates clearly the bias effect of the en-
tropic regularization term, as analyzed in the finite-dimensional case, e.g. [47,
48]. This bias effect is sharp when dim(H) = ∞, with the finite-dimensional
barycenter equation failing to generalize to this case. In the following, we call
a barycenter trivial if it is a Dirac delta measure in H.

Theorem 11 (Entropic Barycenter of Gaussians) Let µi = N (mi, Ci),
i = 1, 2, ..., N be a set of Gaussian measures on H. Assume at least one of the
C′
is is strictly positive. Then on Gauss(H), problem (39) is strictly convex and

the first order minimality condition is

N
∑

i=1

wi



C
1/2
i

(

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i



 =
ǫ

4
I. (40)

1. If ǫI ≥ 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, the unique barycenter is the Dirac delta measure

centered at m̄ =
∑N

i=1 wimi.

2. If dim(H) <∞, a necessary condition for the existence of a non-trivial
barycenter is

0 < ǫI < 2

N
∑

i=1

wiCi. (41)

A sufficient condition for the existence of a non-trivial barycenter is

∃α ∈ R, α > 0 such that Ci ≥ αI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and 0 < ǫ < 2α. (42)
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In this case, the barycenter is unique and is the Gaussian measure N (m̄, C̄),
where C̄ > 0 is the unique solution of Eq.(40). Equivalently, C̄ is the unique
strictly positive solution of the following equation

X =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2
X

1
2CiX

1
2

)
1
2

]

. (43)

3. If dim(H) = ∞, then Eq.(40) has no solution in Sym+(H). If ǫI �

2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, i.e., ∃u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1, such that 0 < ǫ = ǫ||u||2 < 2

∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉,

then the barycenter, if it exists, is not the Dirac measure centered at m̄.

Discussion of results. Eq.(40) is the first order optimality condition for the
strictly convex problem (39). It has sharply different behavior when dim(H) =
∞ compared with the case dim(H) <∞, as we stated.

Conditions (41) and (42) show that, even in the finite-dimensional setting,
a non-trivial entropic barycenter of Gaussian measures exists if and only if
ǫ is sufficiently small. Condition (41), namely 0 < ǫI < 2

∑N
i=1 wiCi, i.e.,

∀u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1, 0 < ǫ = ǫ||u||2 < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉, cannot be satisfied

in the case dim(H) = ∞ since I is not trace class. However, we may still

have ǫI � 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, i.e., ∃u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1, such that 0 < ǫ = ǫ||u||2 <

2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉. In this case, the barycenter N (m̄, C̄) may still exist when

dim(H) = ∞, but C̄ can neither be the trivial solution 0 nor a solution of the
first order optimality condition given by Eq.(40).

Under condition (42), Eq.(40) has a unique solution, which is strictly positive.
Then Eq.(43) also has a unique strictly positive solution, but it also has the
trivial solution X0 = 0 and uncountably infinitely many positive solutions,
which are singular (see Theorem 13 and Proposition 7).

Remark 4 In general, for ǫ > 0, the entropic barycenter problem (39) does
not make much sense. Consider the following one-dimensional scenario, where
C1 = · · · = CN = σ2 > 0. The unique solution of (40) is C̄ = σ2 − ǫ

2 > 0 ⇐⇒
σ2 > ǫ

2 . Thus if ǫ ≥ 2σ2, then Equation (40) has no positive solution. The
above solution C̄ is also obtained for the case N = 1, w1 = 1, C1 = σ2 > 0, in
which case a sensible solution should be C̄ = C1, i.e. the barycenter of a set of
one point should the point itself. This seemingly pathological behavior is not
necessarily surprising, since OTǫd2 is neither a distance nor a divergence.

Sinkhorn barycenter of Gaussian measures. We now consider the barycen-
ter problem with respect to the Sinkhorn divergence. For a set of probability
measures {µi}Ni=1 on H and a set of weights

∑N
i=1 wi = 1, wi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

their Sinkhorn barycenter is defined to be

µ̄ = argmin
µ∈P(H)

N
∑

i=1

wiS
ǫ
d2(µ, µi),

N
∑

i=1

wi = 1, wi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (44)
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In the current work, we consider barycenter of the N Gaussian measures
{µi}Ni=1 in the set of all Gaussian measures on H

µ̄ = argmin
µ∈Gauss(H)

N
∑

i=1

wiS
ǫ
d2(µ, µi),

N
∑

i=1

wi = 1, wi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (45)

In contrast to the entropic barycenter problem, the debiased Sinkhorn barycen-
ter problem has a consistent generalization to the infinite-dimensional setting,
with a unique solution that is valid in both singular and nonsingular cases.

Theorem 12 (Sinkhorn barycenter of Gaussian measures) Consider
the set of Gaussian measures {N (mi, Ci)}Ni=1 on H, with mi ∈ H and Ci ∈
Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H). Their Sinkhorn barycenter in Gauss(H), as defined in

Eq.(45), is the unique Gaussian measure µ̄ = N (m̄, C̄), where m̄ =
∑N

i=1 wimi

and C̄ is the unique solution of the following equation, with cǫ =
4
ǫ ,

X =
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2 N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]

×
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2

. (46)

Furthermore, C̄ is strictly positive if and only if

N
∑

i=1

wiCi > 0. (47)

Under the additional hypothesis that C̄ > 0, C̄ is equivalently the unique
strictly positive solution of the following equation

X =
1

cǫ



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2CiX

1/2
)1/2

)2




1/2

. (48)

Define the following map F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) by

F(X) =
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2 N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]

×
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2

. (49)

Then the unique solution of Eq.(46) is the unique fixed point of F .

Limiting cases. When ǫ→ 0, both Eqs. (43) and (48) become

X =

N
∑

i=1

wi(X
1/2CiX

1/2)1/2. (50)
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In the finite-dimensional setting, this is the barycenter equation for the exact
2-Wasserstein distance [1], assuming that C̄ > 0. As of the current writing,
to the best of our knowledge, a rigorous proof for the infinite-dimensional
case has not yet been established. We note that the proof given in [57], which
uses the transport map in [22] to compute gradients, is only applicable in
the case dim(H) < ∞, since the transport map is generally unbounded when
dim(H) = ∞, see also the discussion in [59].

Theorem 13 (Singular solutions of fixed point equations) Let dim(H) ≥
2. The following equations have uncountably infinitely many positive, singular
solutions, apart from the trivial solution X0 = 0. Here cǫ =

4
ǫ .

1. Exact 2-Wasserstein barycenter,
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0,

X =

N
∑

i=1

wi(X
1/2CiX

1/2)1/2. (51)

Without the condition
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0, this equation always has at least
one positive, nonzero singular solution.

2. Entropic Wasserstein barycenter, 2 ≤ dim(H) <∞, 0 < ǫI < 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi,

X =
1

cǫ

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
1
2CiX

1
2

)
1
2

]

. (52)

3. Sinkhorn barycenter (second version),
∑N
i=1 wiCi > 0,

X =
1

cǫ



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2CiX

1/2
)1/2

)2




1/2

. (53)

Without the condition
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0, this equation always has at least
one positive, nonzero singular solution.

Comparison of Eqs. (46) and (48). Eq.(46) is general and is always valid
whether the covariance operators Ci’s and the barycenter C̄ are singular or
nonsingular. This equation always has a unique solution, which can be positive
and singular or strictly positive. Furthermore, this solution is strictly positive
if and only if

∑N
i=1 wiCi > 0.

Eq.(48) has the same form as the finite-dimensional version reported in [58]
and [48]. It is, however, only applicable for finding the barycenter in the case
it is strictly positive, since it is derived under this explicit assumption. If the
solution of Eq.(46) is strictly positive, then it is also the unique strictly positive
solution of Eq.(48). Eq.(48), however, always has the trivial solution X = 0.
Furthermore, if dim(H) ≥ 2 and at least one of the Ci’s is strictly positive,



16 Hà Quang Minh

then it has uncountably infinitely many positive solutions, which are singular
(Proposition 14). The same phenomenon happens for the barycenter equation
(51) in the exact, unregularized setting [1], i.e. when ǫ = 0.

As we discuss in detail in Section 11, it is not straightforward to extend the
approach in [1] for Eq.(51) and [48] for Eq.(48) in the finite-dimensional setting,
which requires all Ci’s to be strictly positive for the existence of C̄ > 0, to
the infinite-dimensional setting. This is because it is no longer possible to
uniformly lower bound the Ci’s by αI for some α > 0 and it is not clear
whether this lower bound can be replaced by another strictly positive operator.

We also remark on our condition
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0 for the strict positivity of C̄,
which is more general than requiring all Ci’s to be strictly positive (e.g. [48]).

In fact, we can have
∑N
i=1 wiCi > 0, guaranteeing C̄ > 0, with all Ci’s being

singular (see Section 11 for an example).

The RKHS setting. We now apply the abstract Hilbert space setting above
to the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) setting. In this case, we ob-
tain an interpolation between Kernel Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD)
and Kernelized L2-Wasserstein Distance. The RKHS formulas are expressed
explicitly in terms of the kernel Gram matrices, which are readily computable.

Let X be a complete separable metric space. Let K be a continuous positive
definite kernel on X ×X . Then the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS)
HK induced by K is separable ([87], Lemma 4.33). Let Φ : X → HK be
the corresponding canonical feature map, so that K(x, y) = 〈Φ(x), Φ(y)〉HK

∀(x, y) ∈ X × X . Let ρ be a Borel probability measure on X such that

∫

X
||Φ(x)||2HK

dρ(x) =

∫

X
K(x, x)dρ(x) <∞. (54)

Then the RKHS mean vector µΦ ∈ HK and covariance operator CΦ : HK →
HK induced by the feature map Φ are both well-defined and are given by

µΦ =

∫

X
Φ(x)dρ(x) ∈ HK , (55)

CΦ =

∫

X
(Φ(x) − µΦ)⊗ (Φ(x) − µΦ)dρ(x). (56)

Here the rank-one operator u⊗v is defined by (u⊗v)w = 〈v, w〉HK
u, u, v, w ∈

HK . Then CΦ is a positive trace class operator on HK (see e.g. [65]).

Let X = [x1, . . . , xm],m ∈ N, be a data matrix randomly sampled from X
according to a Borel probability distribution ρ satisfying Eq.(54), wherem ∈ N
is the number of observations. The feature map Φ on X defines the bounded
linear operator Φ(X) : Rm → HK , Φ(X)b =

∑m
j=1 bjΦ(xj),b ∈ Rm. The

corresponding empirical mean vector and covariance operator for Φ(X) are
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defined to be

µΦ(X) =
1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(xj) =
1

m
Φ(X)1m, (57)

CΦ(X) =
1

m
Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗ : HK → HK , (58)

where Jm = Im − 1
m1m1

T
m,1m = (1, . . . , 1)T ∈ Rm, is the centering matrix,

with J2
m = Jm and AJm is the matrix obtained from the (possibly infinite)

matrix A by subtracting the mean column.

Let X = [xi]
m
i=1, Y = [yi]

m
i=1, be two random data matrices sampled from

X according to two Borel probability distributions ρ0 and ρ1 on X , both
satisfying Eq.(54). Let µΦ(X), µΦ(Y) and CΦ(X), CΦ(Y) be the corresponding
mean vectors and covariance operators induced by K, respectively. Let us
derive the explicit expression for OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) and Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) when µ0 ∼
N (µΦ(X), CΦ(X)), µ1 ∼ N (µΦ(Y), CΦ(Y)). Define the following m × m Gram
matrices

K[X] = Φ(X)∗Φ(X), K[Y] = Φ(Y)∗Φ(Y),K[X,Y] = Φ(X)∗Φ(Y),

(K[X])ij = K(xi, xj), (K[Y])ij = K(yi, yj), (K[X,Y])ij = K(xi, yj),

1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

(59)

Theorem 14 Let ǫ > 0 be fixed. For µ0 = N (µΦ(X), CΦ(X)), µ1 = N (µΦ(Y), CΦ(Y)),

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) =
1

m2
1Tm(K[X] +K[Y]− 2K[X,Y])1m

+
1

m
Tr(K[X]Jm) +

1

m
Tr(K[Y]Jm) (60)

− ǫ

2
Tr

[

−I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm

)1/2
)

.
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Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) =
1

m2
1Tm(K[X] +K[Y]− 2K[X,Y])1m

+
ǫ

4
Tr

[

−I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
(JmK[X]Jm)2

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

4
Tr

[

−I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
(JmK[Y]Jm)2

)1/2
]

− ǫ

2
Tr

[

−I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm

)1/2
)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
(JmK[X]Jm)2

)1/2
)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2m2
(JmK[Y]Jm)2

)1/2
)

. (61)

As ǫ→ ∞, we recover the empirical squared Kernel MMD distance [44]

lim
ǫ→∞

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||µΦ(X) − µΦ(Y)||2HK

=
1

m2
1Tm(K[X] +K[Y]− 2K[X,Y])1m. (62)

As ǫ→ 0, we recover the Kernelized Wasserstein Distance [94,60]

lim
ǫ→0

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) =
1

m2
1Tm[K[X] +K[Y]− 2K[X,Y]]1m

+
1

m
Tr(K[X]Jm) +

1

m
Tr(K[Y]Jm)

− 2

m
Tr[JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm]1/2.

(63)

Remark 5 To keep our expressions simple, we have assumed that the number
of data points in X = [xi]

m
i=1 and Y = [yi]

n
i=1 are the same, i.e. m = n. The

extension to the case m 6= n is straightforward.

5 From Gaussian measures to Gaussian processes

Let us discuss the translation of the results for Gaussian measures on an
abstract Hilbert spaceH into the setting of Gaussian processes, see also [70,34,
76,57,59]. Consider the following correspondence between Gaussian measures
and Gaussian processes with paths in a Hilbert space [77]. Let (Ω,F , P ) be a
probability space. Let T be an index set. Let (T,A, ν) be a measurable space,
ν nonnegative, σ-finite, such that L2(T,A, ν) = L2(T, ν) is separable (e.g.
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T ⊂ Rn measurable, A = B(T ), ν is the Lebesgue measure). Let ξ = (ξt)t∈T =
(ξ(t, ω))t∈T be a real F/A-measurable Gaussian process on (Ω,F , P ), with
meanm(t) and covariance functionK(s, t), denoted by GP(m,K). The sample
paths ξ(·, ω) ∈ H = L2(T, ν) almost P -surely, i.e.

∫

T
ξ2(t, ω)dν(t) <∞ almost

P -surely, if and only if ([77], Theorem 2 and Corollary 1)

∫

T

m2(t)dν(t) <∞,

∫

T

K(t, t)dν(t) <∞. (64)

Then ξ induces the following Gaussian measure Pξ on (H,B(H))

Pξ(B) = P{ω ∈ Ω : ξ(·, ω) ∈ B}, B ∈ B(H), (65)

with mean m ∈ H and covariance operator CK : H → H, defined by

(CKf)(s) =

∫

T

K(s, t)f(t)dν(t), f ∈ H. (66)

Conversely, let µ be a Gaussian measure on (H = L2(T,A, ν),B(H)). Then
there is an F/A-measurable Gaussian process ξ = (ξt)t∈T on (Ω,F , P ) with
sample paths in H, such that the induced probability measure is Pξ = µ.

Correspondence between covariance function and covariance opera-
tor via Mercer Theorem. Covariance functions, being positive definite ker-
nels, can be fully expressed via their induced covariance operators, as follows.
In the following, let T be a σ-compact metric space, that is T = ∪∞

i=1Ti, where
T1 ⊂ T2 ⊂ · · · , with each Ti compact. Let ν be a positive, non-degenerate Borel
measure on T , i.e. ν(B) > 0 for any open U ⊂ T , with ν(Ti) <∞∀i ∈ N.

Theorem 15 (Mercer Theorem - version in [88]) Let T be a σ-compact
metric space and ν a positive, non-degenerate Borel measure on T . Let K :
T × T → R be continuous, positive definite. Assume furthermore that

∫

T

K(s, t)2dν(t) <∞, ∀s ∈ T. (67)

∫

T×T
K(s, t)2dν(s)dν(t) <∞. (68)

Then CK is Hilbert-Schmidt, self-adjoint, positive. Let {λk}∞k=1 be the eigen-
values of CK , with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {φk}∞k=1. Then

K(s, t) =
∞
∑

k=1

λkφk(s)φk(t), (69)

where the series converges absolutely for each pair (s, t) ∈ T ×T and uniformly
on each compact subset of T × T .
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Mercer Theorem thus describes the covariance function K(s, t) fully and ex-
plicitly via its covariance operator CK . Since K is positive definite, K(s, t)2 ≤
K(s, s)K(t, t) ∀s, t ∈ T × T . Thus the condition

∫

T K(t, t)dν(t) < ∞ in (64)
implies both conditions (67) and (68) in Mercer Theorem and from (69)

Tr(CK) =

∞
∑

k=1

λk =

∫

T

K(t, t)dν(t) <∞. (70)

We now generalize ideas in [70,34,76,57,59], using the fact that Gaussian
processes are fully determined by their mean and covariance functions. Most
importantly, the following incorporates Mercer Theorem to quantify the cor-
respondence GP(m,K) ⇐⇒ N (m,CK).

Definition 1 (Divergence between Gaussian processes) Let T be a
σ-compact metric space, ν a positive, non-degenerate Borel measure on T .
Let H = L2(T,B(T ), ν). Let ξi = GP(mi,Ki), i = 1, 2, be two Gaus-
sian processes with mean mi ∈ H, covariance function Ki continuous, and
∫

T
Ki(t, t)dν(t) <∞. LetD be a divergence function on Gauss(H)×Gauss(H).

The corresponding divergence DGP between ξ1 and ξ2 is defined to be

DGP(ξ
1||ξ2) = D(N (m1, CK1

)||N (m2, CK2
)). (71)

Mercer Theorem immediately implies the following.

Theorem 16 Assume the hypothesis in Definition 1. Then

DGP(ξ
1||ξ2) ≥ 0, (72)

DGP(ξ
1||ξ2) = 0 ⇐⇒ m1 = m2,K1 = K2. (73)

Remark 6 In our current context, we can immediately apply Definition 1 and
Theorem 16 to the exact Wasserstein distances and Sinkhorn divergences.
Definition 1 can also be extended to cover the entropic OTǫc distances, however
since they are not metrics/divergences, Theorem 16 no longer holds.

6 Kullback-Leibler divergence between Gaussian measures

In this section, we briefly review the KL divergence between Gaussian mea-
sures on Hilbert space and prove Theorem 2. For a separable Hilbert space
H, consider the set P(H) of probability measures on (H,B(H)), where B(H)
denotes the Borel σ-algebra on H. We focus on the subset P2(H) defined by

P2(H) =

{

µ ∈ P(H) :

∫

H
||x||2dµ(x) <∞

}

. (74)
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For µ ∈ P2(H), its mean vector m ∈ H and covariance operator C : H → H
are well-defined and are given by

〈m,u〉 =
∫

H
〈x, u〉dµ(x), u ∈ H, (75)

〈Cu, v〉 =
∫

H
〈x−m,u〉〈x−m, v〉dµ(x), u, v ∈ H. (76)

In particular C is a self-adjoint, positive, and trace class operator on H.

We recall that for two measures µ and ν on a measure space (Ω,F), with µ
σ-finite, ν is said to be absolutely continuous with respect to µ, denoted by
ν << µ, if for any A ∈ F , µ(A) = 0 ⇒ ν(A) = 0. In this case, the Radon-
Nikodym derivative dν

dµ ∈ L1(µ) is well-defined. The Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence between ν and µ is defined by

KL(ν||µ) =
{

∫

Ω log
{

dν
dµ (x)

}

dν(x) if ν << µ,

∞ otherwise.
(77)

If µ << ν and ν << µ, then we say that µ and ν are equivalent, denoted by
µ ∼ ν. We say that µ and ν are mutually singular, denoted by µ ⊥ ν, if there
exist A,B ∈ F such that µ(A) = ν(B) = 1 and A ∩B = ∅.
Equivalence of Gaussian measures. Let Q,R be two self-adjoint, positive
trace class operators on H such that ker(Q) = ker(R) = {0}. Let m1,m2 ∈ H.
A fundamental result in the theory of Gaussian measures is the Feldman-Hajek
Theorem [31], [45], which states that two Gaussian measures µ = N (m1, Q)
and ν = N (m2, R) are either mutually singular or equivalent, that is either
µ ⊥ ν or µ ∼ ν. The necessary and sufficient conditions for the equivalence of
the two Gaussian measures ν and µ are given by the following.

Theorem 17 ([11], Corollary 6.4.11, [26], Theorems 1.3.9 and 1.3.10)
Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Consider two Gaussian measures µ =
N (m1, Q) and ν = N (m2, R) on H. Then µ and ν are equivalent if and only
if the following hold

1. m2 −m1 ∈ Im(Q1/2).

2. There exists S ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H), without the eigenvalue 1, such that
R = Q1/2(I − S)Q1/2.

We now recall results on Kullback-Leibler divergences between two Gaussian
measures µ = N (m1, Q) and ν = N (m2, R) on H. If µ ⊥ ν, then KL(ν||µ) =
∞. If µ ∼ ν, then we have the following result.

Theorem 18 ([64]) Let µ = N (m1, Q), ν = N (m2, R), with ker(Q) =
kerR = {0}, and µ ∼ ν. Let S ∈ HS(H) ∩ Sym(H), I − S > 0, be such
that R = Q1/2(I − S)Q1/2, then

KL(ν||µ) = 1

2
||Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2 −

1

2
log det2(I − S). (78)
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For two equivalent Gaussian measures µ, ν on H, the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive involves only the means and covariance operators ([64], Theorem 11). This
motivates Theorem 2, which seeks to extend the validity of Eq.(78) by gener-
alizing the expression

∫

H log ( dνdµ )dν to
∫

H log ( dνdµ )dγ where γ ∈ P2(H) is any
probability measure with the same mean and covariance operator as ν.

To prove Theorem 2, in the following we utilize the concept of white noise map-
ping, see e.g. [25,26]. For µ = N (m,Q), ker(Q) = {0}, we define L2(H, µ) =
L2(H,B(H), µ) = L2(H,B(H),N (m,Q)). Consider the following mapping

W : Q1/2(H) ⊂ H → L2(H, µ), z ∈ Q1/2(H) →Wz ∈ L2(H, µ), (79)

Wz(x) = 〈x−m,Q−1/2z〉, z ∈ Q1/2(H), x ∈ H. (80)

For any pair z1, z2 ∈ Q1/2(H), we have by definition of the covariance operator

〈Wz1 ,Wz2〉L2(H,µ) =

∫

H
〈x−m,Q−1/2z1〉〈x −m,Q−1/2z2〉N (m,Q)(dx)

= 〈Q(Q−1/2z1), Q
−1/2z2〉 = 〈z1, z2〉H. (81)

Thus the map W : Q1/2(H) → L2(H, µ) is an isometry, that is

||Wz||L2(H,µ) = ||z||H, z ∈ Q1/2(H). (82)

Since ker(Q) = {0}, the subspace Q1/2(H) is dense in H and the map W can
be uniquely extended to all of H, as follows. For any z ∈ H, let {zn}n∈N be a
sequence in Q1/2(H) with limn→∞ ||zn − z||H = 0. Then {zn}n∈N is a Cauchy
sequence in H, so that by isometry, {Wzn}n∈N is also a Cauchy sequence in
L2(H, µ), thus converging to a unique element in L2(H, µ). Thus we can define

W : H → L2(H, µ), z ∈ H → L2(H, µ) (83)

by the following unique limit in L2(H, µ)
Wz(x) = lim

n→∞
Wzn(x) = lim

n→∞
〈x−m,Q−1/2zn〉. (84)

The mapW : H → L2(H, µ) is called the white noise mapping associated with
the measure µ = N (m,Q). Wz can be expressed explicitly in terms of the

finite-rank orthogonal projections PN =
∑N

k=1 ek⊗ek onto the N -dimensional
subspace ofH spanned by {ek}Nk=1, N ∈ N, where {ek}k∈N are the orthonormal
eigenvectors of Q corresponding to eigenvalues {λk}k∈N, which are all strictly
positive by the assumption ker(Q) = {0}. For any z ∈ H, we have

PNz =

N
∑

k=1

〈z, ek〉ek ⇒ Q−1/2PNz =

N
∑

k=1

1√
λk

〈z, ek〉ek. (85)

Thus Q−1/2PNz is always well-defined ∀z ∈ H. Furthermore, for all x, y ∈ H,

〈Q−1/2PNx, y〉 =
N
∑

j=1

1
√

λj
〈x, ej〉〈y, ej〉 = 〈x,Q−1/2PNy〉. (86)
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The operator Q−1/2PN : H → H is bounded and self-adjoint ∀N ∈ N. Since
the sequence {PNz}N∈N converges to z in H, we have, in the L2(H, µ) sense,

Wz(x) = lim
N→∞

WPNz(x) = lim
N→∞

〈x−m,Q−1/2PNz〉. (87)

The Radon-Nikodym derivative between two equivalent Gaussian measures on
H is expressed explicitly via the white noise mapping, as follows.

Theorem 19 ([64], Theorem 11) Let µ = N (m1, Q), ν = N (m2, R),
ker(Q) = ker(R) = 0 be equivalent, that is m2 − m1 ∈ Im(Q1/2), R =
Q1/2(I −S)Q1/2 for S ∈ Sym(H)∩HS(H). Let {αk}k∈N be the eigenvalues of
S, with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {φk}k∈N. Let W be the white
noise mapping induced by µ. The Radon-Nikodym derivative dν

dµ is given by

dν

dµ
(x) = exp

[

−1

2

∞
∑

k=1

Φk(x)

]

exp

[

−1

2
||(I − S)−1/2Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2

]

,

(88)

where for each k ∈ N,

Φk =
αk

1− αk
W 2
φk

− 2

1− αk
〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), φk〉Wφk

+ log(1− αk). (89)

The series
∑∞

k=1 Φk converges in L1(H, µ) and L2(H, µ).

Lemma 1 Let µ = N (m1, Q), kerQ = {0}. Let W be its induced white noise
mapping. Let ν ∈ P2(H), ν << µ, with mean m2, where m2−m1 ∈ Im(Q1/2),
and covariance operator R = Q1/2AQ1/2, where A ∈ Sym+(H). Then

∫

H
Wz(x)dν(x) = 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z〉. (90)

〈Wz1 ,Wz2〉L2(H,ν) = 〈Az1, z2〉, z1, z2 ∈ H,
+ 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z1〉〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z2〉. (91)

||Wz ||2L2(H,ν) = 〈Az, z〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z〉|2, z ∈ H. (92)

Proof For z ∈ Im(Q1/2),Wz(x) = 〈x−m1, Q
−1/2z〉. Thus for z1, z2 ∈ Im(Q1/2),

〈Wz1 ,Wz2〉L2(H,ν) =

∫

H
Wz1(x)Wz2 (x)dν(x)

=

∫

H
〈x−m2 +m2 −m1, Q

−1/2z1〉〈x −m2 +m2 −m1, Q
−1/2z2〉dν(x)

=

∫

H
〈x−m2, Q

−1/2z1〉〈x−m2, Q
−1/2z2〉dν(x) + 〈m2 −m1, Q

−1/2z1〉〈m2 −m1, Q
−1/2z2〉

= 〈RQ−1/2z1, Q
−1/2z2〉+ 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z1〉〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z2〉

= 〈Az1, z2〉+ 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z1〉〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z2〉,
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since R = Q1/2AQ1/2. In particular, for z ∈ Im(Q1/2),

||Wz ||2L2(H,ν) =

∫

H
W 2
z (x)dν(x) = 〈Az, z〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z〉|2

≤ [||A||+ ||Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2]||z||2 = [||A||+ ||Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2]||Wz ||2L2(H,µ).

In general, for z ∈ H, in the L2(H, µ) sense, Wz(x) = limN→∞WPNz(x) =
limN→∞〈x −m,Q−1/2PNz〉. By the assumption ν << µ, we have supp(ν) ⊂
supp(µ). The sequence {WPNz}N∈N is a Cauchy sequence in L2(H, µ) con-
verging to Wz, with a subsequence converging pointwise µ-almost everywhere,
hence ν-almost everywhere. This subsequence is also a Cauchy sequence in
L2(H, ν), converging to a unique limit, with a subsubsequence converging
pointwise ν-almost everywhere. Thus this limit must be Wz. Hence Wz(x) =
limN→∞WPNz(x) in the L2(H, ν) sense also. Therefore

〈Wz1 ,Wz2〉L2(H,ν) = lim
N→∞

〈WPNz1 ,WPNz2〉L2(H,ν)

= lim
N→∞

[

〈APNz1, PNz2〉+ 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), PNz1〉〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), PNz2〉
]

= 〈Az1, z2〉+ 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z1〉〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z2〉,
||Wz ||2L2(H,ν) = lim

N→∞
||WPNz||2L2(H,ν) = 〈Az, z〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z〉|2.

For the first expression, for any z ∈ H, N ∈ N,
∫

H
WPNz(x)dν(x) =

∫

H
〈x−m1, Q

−1/2PNz〉dν(x)

=

∫

H
〈x−m2 +m2 −m1, Q

−1/2PNz〉dν(x) = 〈m2 −m1, Q
−1/2PNz〉

= 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), PNz〉.
Since ν is a probability measure, we also have limN→∞ ||WPNz−Wz||L1(H,ν) =
0 by Hölder Inequality. Thus

∫

H
Wz(x)dν(x) = lim

N→∞

∫

H
WPNz(x)dν(x) = 〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), z〉.

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔

Proposition 1 Let (X,Σ, µ) be a measurable space. Let Φ = (φk)
∞
k=1 be an

orthonormal sequence in L2(X,µ) = L2(X,Σ, µ). Let f : X → R be a measur-
able function such that φkf ∈ L1(X,µ) ∀k ∈ N and bk =

∫

X φk(x)f(x)dµ(x),
k ∈ N, satisfy (bk)k∈N ∈ ℓ2. Then for any

∑∞
k=1 akφk ∈ L2(X,µ), the following

integral is well-defined and finite

∫

X

( ∞
∑

k=1

akφk(x)

)

f(x)dµ(x) =

∫

X

( ∞
∑

k=1

akφk(x)

)( ∞
∑

k=1

bkφk(x)

)

dµ(x)

=
∞
∑

k=1

akbk. (93)
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We note that if Φ is an orthonormal basis for L2(X,µ), then the hypothesis of
Proposition 1 becomes f ∈ L2(X,µ) and the conclusion is immediate.

Proof Let SΦ = span{φk}k∈N be the closed Hilbert subspace of L2(X,µ) with
orthonormal basis Φ. We show that the following linear functional

Af : SΦ → R, Af (g) =

∫

X

g(x)f(x)dµ(x),

is well-defined and bounded. First, by assumption, φkf ∈ L1(X,µ) ∀k ∈ N, so
that Af (φk) is well-defined ∀k ∈ N, with

Af (φk) =

∫

X

φk(x)f(x)dµ(x) = bk.

It follows that Af is well-defined on the dense subspace span{φk}k∈N, with

Af (gN ) =

∫

X

(

N
∑

k=1

akφk)f(x)dµ(x) =

N
∑

k=1

akbk for any gN =

N
∑

k=1

akφk, N ∈ N.

Let now g =
∑∞

k=1 akφk ∈ L2(X,µ), (ak)k∈N ∈ ℓ2, then by linearity

Af (g) =

∞
∑

k=1

akbk with |Afg| ≤ (

∞
∑

k=1

a2k)
1/2(

∞
∑

k=1

b2k)
1/2 <∞.

Furthermore, for gN =
∑N

k=1 akφk, N ∈ N,

|Af (gN )−Af (g)| =
∞
∑

k=N+1

akbk ≤ (
∞
∑

k=N+1

a2k)
1/2(

∞
∑

k=N+1

b2k)
1/2

= ||gN − g||L2(X,µ)(

∞
∑

k=N+1

b2k)
1/2 → 0

as N → ∞. Thus Af is well-defined and bounded on SΦ, with ||Af || ≤
(
∑∞

k=1 b
2
k)

1/2. By the Riesz Representation Theorem, there exists a unique
element h ∈ SΦ such that Af (g) = 〈g, h〉L2(X,µ). It is clear that this element
h is given by h =

∑∞
k=1 bkφk ∈ L2(X,µ). ⊓⊔

Lemma 2 Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 2. Let {αk}k∈N be the eigen-
values of S, with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {φk}k∈N. Let g =
∑∞

k=1
1

1−αk
〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), φk〉Wφk

. Then g ∈ L2(H, γ), g ∈ L1(H, γ), and
∫

H
g(x)dγ(x) = 〈(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m2 −m1), Q

−1/2(m3 −m1)〉. (94)
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Proof Let a = Q−1/2(m2 −m1), b = Q−1/2(m3 −m1). By Lemma 1,

∫

H
Wφk

(x)dγ(x) = 〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉 = 〈b, φk〉, ∀k ∈ N.

Using the expression for 〈Wφj
,Wφk

〉L2(H,γ) from Lemma 1, we have

||g||2L2(H,γ) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

k=1

〈a, φk〉
1− αk

Wφk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(H,γ)

=
∞
∑

k,j=1

〈a, φk〉〈a, φj〉
(1− αk)(1 − αj)

〈Wφk
,Wφj

〉L2(H,γ)

=
∞
∑

k,j=1

〈a, φk〉〈a, φj〉
(1− αk)(1 − αj)

〈Aφk, φj〉+
∞
∑

k,j=1

〈a, φk〉〈a, φj〉
(1− αk)(1 − αj)

〈b, φk〉〈b, φj〉

=
∞
∑

k=1

〈a, φk〉
1− αk

〈(I − S)−1a,Aφk〉+
( ∞
∑

k=1

〈a, φk〉〈b, φk〉
1− αk

)2

= 〈(I − S)−1a,A(I − S)−1a〉+ (〈(I − S)−1a, b〉)2

= ||A1/2(I − S)−1a||2 + (〈(I − S)−1a, b〉)2 <∞.

Thus g ∈ L2(H, γ). Furthermore, for any N ∈ N and TN =
∑N
k=1 φk ⊗ φk,

∞
∑

k,j=N+1

〈a, φk〉〈a, φj〉
(1− αk)(1− αj)

〈Aφk, φj〉 =
∞
∑

k=N+1

〈a, φk〉
1− αk

〈(I − TN )(I − S)−1a,Aφk〉

= 〈(I − TN)(I − S)−1a,A(I − TN )(I − S)−1a〉 = ||A1/2(I − TN )(I − S)−1a||2,
( ∞
∑

k=N+1

〈a, φk〉〈b, φk〉
1− αk

)2

= (〈(I − TN)(I − S)−1a, b〉)2.

Let gN =
∑N

k=1
1

1−αk
〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), φk〉Wφk

, then

||gN − g||2L2(H,γ) = ||A1/2(I − TN)(I − S)−1a||2 + (〈(I − TN )(I − S)−1a, b〉)2

≤ [||A||+ ||b||2]||(I − TN)(I − S)−1a||2 → 0 as N → ∞.

Since γ is a probability measure, by Hölder Inequality, we have g ∈ L1(H, γ)
and limN→∞ ||gN − g||L1(H,γ) = 0. It follows that

∫

H
g(x)dγ(x) = lim

N→∞

∫

H
gN (x)dγ(x) =

∞
∑

k=1

〈a, φk〉〈b, φk〉
1− αk

= 〈(I − S)−1a, b〉.

Letting a = Q−1/2(m2 −m1), b = Q−1/2(m3 −m1) gives the final answer. ⊓⊔

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.
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Proof (of Theorem 2) Since ν ∼ µ and γ << µ, the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tives dγ

dµ ,
dγ
dν are both well-defined. By the chain rule,

KL(γ||µ) =
∫

H
log

{

dγ

dµ

}

dγ =

∫

H
log

{

dγ

dν

}

dγ +

∫

H
log

{

dν

dµ

}

dγ

= KL(γ||ν) +
∫

H
log

{

dν

dµ

}

dγ.

Let us evaluate the second term. Let {αk}∞k=1 be the eigenvalues of S, with
corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {φk}, which forms an orthonormal
basis in H. By the assumption S ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H), we have (αk)k∈N ∈ ℓ2,
αk ∈ R ∀k ∈ N and the following quantity is finite

log det2(I − S) = log det[(I − S) exp(S)] =

∞
∑

k=1

[αk + log(1− αk)]. (95)

By Theorem 19,

log

{

dν

dµ
(x)

}

= −1

2
||(I − S)−1/2Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2 −

1

2

∞
∑

k=1

Φk(x), (96)

where for each k ∈ N,

Φk =
αk

1− αk
W 2
φk

− 2

1− αk
〈Q−1/2(m2 −m1), φk〉Wφk

+ log(1− αk).

By Lemma 1,
∫

H
W 2
φk
(x)dγ(x) = 〈Aφk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2.

(i) S ∈ Tr(H). Since I −S > 0, we have log(I −S) ∈ Tr(H) and
∑∞
k=1 log(1−

αk) = log det(I − S) is finite. By Tonelli Theorem,

∫

H

∞
∑

k=1

αk
1− αk

W 2
φk
dγ =

∫

H

∑

αk≥0

αk
1− αk

W 2
φk
dγ −

∫

H

∑

αk<0

−αk
1− αk

W 2
φk
dγ

=

∞
∑

k=1

αk
1− αk

∫

H
W 2
φk
dγ =

∞
∑

k=1

αk
1− αk

[〈Aφk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2]

= Tr[S(I − S)−1A] + 〈S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m3 −m1), Q
−1/2(m3 −m1)〉.

Combining this with Eq.(96) and Lemma 2, we obtain
∫

H
log

{

dν

dµ
(x)

}

dγ(x) = −1

2
||(I − S)−1/2Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2

− 1

2
[Tr[S(I − S)−1A] + 〈S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m3 −m1), Q

−1/2(m3 −m1)〉]

− 1

2
log det(I − S) + 〈(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m2 −m1), Q

−1/2(m3 −m1)〉. (97)
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(ii) S ∈ Sym(H) ∩HS(H) and I −A ∈ Sym(H) ∩HS(H). In this case we have

αk
1− αk

W 2
φk

+ log(1− αk) =
αk

1− αk
[W 2

φk
− 1] +

[

αk
1− αk

+ log(1− αk)

]

.

The second term gives the series of constants

∞
∑

k=1

[

αk
1− αk

+ log(1− αk)

]

=
∞
∑

k=1

α2
k

1− αk
+

∞
∑

k=1

[αk + log(1− αk)]

= Tr[S2(I − S)−1] + log det2(I − S). (98)

The functions {ψk = 1√
2
(W 2

φk
− 1)}k∈N form an orthonormal sequence in

L2(H, µ) ([26], Proposition 1.2.6). Furthermore, ψk
dγ
dµ ∈ L1(H, µ)∀k ∈ N, with

bk =

∫

H

(

ψk
dγ

dµ
(x)

)

dµ(x) =

∫

H
ψk(x)dγ(x)

=
1√
2
[〈Aφk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2 − 1]

=
1√
2
[−〈(I −A)φk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2].

The sequence (bk)k∈N satisfies

∞
∑

k=1

b2k =
1

2

∞
∑

k=1

[−〈(I −A)φk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2]2

≤
∞
∑

k=1

〈(I −A)φk, φk〉2 +
∞
∑

k=1

|〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|4

≤
∞
∑

k=1

||(I −A)φk||2 + (
∞
∑

k=1

|〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2)2

= ||I −A||2HS + ||Q−1/2(m3 −m1)||4 <∞.

Since (αk)k∈N ∈ ℓ2, we apply Proposition 1 to (ψk)k∈N and f = dγ
dµ to obtain

∫

H

∞
∑

k=1

αk
1− αk

(W 2
φk

− 1)dγ(x) =

∫

H

∞
∑

k=1

√
2αk

1− αk

1√
2
(W 2

φk
− 1)

dγ

dµ
(x)dµ(x)

=

∞
∑

k=1

√
2αkbk

1− αk
=

∞
∑

k=1

αk
1− αk

[−〈(I −A)φk, φk〉+ |〈Q−1/2(m3 −m1), φk〉|2]

= −Tr[S(I − S)−1(I −A)] + 〈S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m3 −m1), Q
−1/2(m3 −m1)〉.
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Combining this with Eqs.(96), (98), and Lemma 2, we obtain
∫

H
log

{

dν

dµ
(x)

}

dγ(x) = −1

2
||(I − S)−1/2Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2

− 1

2
[〈S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m3 −m1), Q

−1/2(m3 −m1)〉]

+
1

2
Tr[S(I − (I − S)−1A)]− 1

2
log det2(I − S)

+ 〈(I − S)−1Q−1/2(m2 −m1), Q
−1/2(m3 −m1)〉. (99)

For S ∈ Tr(H), we have log det2(I − S) = Tr(S) + log det(I − S), so that (99)
reduces to (97). For m3 = m2 and A = I − S, (99) simplifies to

∫

H
log

{

dν

dµ
(x)

}

dγ(x) =
1

2
||Q−1/2(m2 −m1)||2 −

1

2
log det2(I − S)

= KL(ν||µ).
Thus in the case we have KL(γ||µ) = KL(γ||ν)+KL(ν||µ) and hence KL(γ||µ) ≥
KL(ν||µ), with equality if and only γ = ν. ⊓⊔

7 Mutual information of Gaussian measures on Hilbert space

In this section, we prove Theorem 1. For completeness, we give a new, shorter
proof of the mutual information between two Gaussian measures [7]. We start
by reviewing joint measures and cross-covariance operators on Hilbert space.

Joint measures. Following [6], let (H1, 〈, 〉1) and (H2, 〈, 〉2) be two real separa-
ble Hilbert spaces with corresponding Borel σ-algebras B(H1) and B(H2). Let
H1×H2 be the Hilbert space with inner product defined by 〈(u1, u2), (v1, v2)〉12 =
〈u1, v1〉1 + 〈u2, v2〉2 and Hilbert norm ||(u, v)||212 = ||u||21 + ||v||22. A joint mea-
sure µXY is a probability measure defined on (H1×H2,B(H1)×B(H2)). Let
µX and µY be its marginal probability measures defined on (H1,B(H1)) and
(H2,B(H2)), respectively. Assume further that µXY ∈ P2(H1 × H2). Under
this assumption, the mean vector mXY ∈ H1 × H2 and covariance operator
ΓXY : H1 ×H2 → H1 ×H2 are well-defined. Furthermore, since
∫

H1×H2

||(u, v)||212dµXY (u, v) =
∫

H1

||u||21dµX(u) +

∫

H2

||v||22dµY (v), (100)

it follows that µXY ∈ P2(H1 × H2) if and only if µX ∈ P2(H1) and µY ∈
P2(H2). Subsequently, throughout the paper, we assume that µXY ∈ P2(H1 ×
H2) for all joint measures µXY on (H1 ×H2,B(H1)× B(H2)).

Cross-covariance operators. Let (mX , CX) and (mY , CY ) be the means and
covariance operators of µX and µY , respectively. Since µXY ∈ P2(H1 ×H2),
the following linear functional G : H1 ×H2 → R is well-defined and bounded,

G(u, v) =

∫

H1×H2

〈x−mX , u〉1〈y −mY , v〉2dµXY (x, y). (101)



30 Hà Quang Minh

By the Riesz Representation Theorem, there exist single-valued, bounded, lin-
ear maps CXY : H2 → H1, CY X : H1 → H2 such that

〈u,CXY v〉1 = G(u, v), 〈CY Xu, v〉2 = G(u, v), u ∈ H1, v ∈ H2. (102)

Clearly, CYX = C∗
XY . In operator tensor product notation,

CXY =

∫

H1×H2

(x −mX)⊗ (y −mY )dµXY (x, y). (103)

CXY is called the cross-covariance operator of µXY . It is closely related to the
covariance operators of the marginals µX and µY via the following.

Theorem 20 ([6]) Consider the projection operators PX : H1 → Im(CX),
PY : H2 → Im(CY ). Then CXY admits the following representation

CXY = C
1/2
X V C

1/2
Y (104)

where V : H2 → H1 is a unique bounded linear operator such that ||V || ≤ 1
and V = PXV PY .

In column vector notation, the mean vector of the joint measure µXY is given

by mXY =

(

mX

mY

)

∈ H1×H2. In operator-valued matrix notation, the covari-

ance operator ΓXY : H1 ×H2 → H1 ×H2 of µXY is given by

ΓXY =

(

CX CXY
CY X CY

)

, ΓXY

(

u
v

)

=

(

CXu+ CXY v
CY Xu+ CY v

)

, u ∈ H1, v ∈ H2. (105)

Mutual information of Gaussian measures. We now consider joint Gaus-

sian measures. The covariance operator for µX ⊗ µY is Γ0 =

(

C1 0
0 C2

)

. Let

V ∈ L(H2,H1) be as in Theorem 20. The covariance operator for µXY is

Γ =

(

C1 C
1/2
1 V C

1/2
2

C
1/2
2 V ∗C1/2

1 C2

)

= Γ
1/2
0

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

Γ
1/2
0 . (106)

Lemma 3 Let V ∈ L(H2,H1). Then the operator

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

: H1 × H2 →
H1 × H2 is Hilbert-Schmidt on H1 × H2 if and only if V ∈ HS(H2,H1),
equivalently, if and only if V ∗V ∈ Tr(H2) (or, equivalently, V V

∗ ∈ Tr(H1)).

Proof Let {eij}j∈N be an orthonormal basis inHi, i = 1, 2. Then

{(

e1j
0

)

,

(

0
e2j

)}

j∈N

is an orthonormal basis forH1×H2 and

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)(

e1j
0

)

=

(

0
V ∗e1j

)

,

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)(

0
e2j

)

=

(

V e2j
0

)

. Thus

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)∥

∥

∥

∥

2

HS

=
∑∞

j=1[||V ∗e1j ||22+||V e2j ||21] = ||V ∗||2HS+||V ||2HS =

Tr(V V ∗) + Tr(V ∗V ), which is finite if and only if Tr(V V ∗) = ||V ∗||2HS =
||V ||2HS = Tr(V ∗V ) is finite. ⊓⊔
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Lemma 4 Let V ∈ HS(H2,H1). Then

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

has nonzero eigenvalues {±√
γk}k∈N,

with {γk}k∈N being the nonzero eigenvalues of V V ∗ : H1 → H1. Moreover,
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)∥

∥

∥

∥

< 1 ⇐⇒ ||V || < 1, in which case the following quantity is finite

log det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= log det(I − V ∗V ). (107)

Furthermore,

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

∈ Tr(H1×H2) ⇐⇒ (V V ∗)1/2 ∈ Tr(H1)⇐⇒ (V ∗V )1/2 ∈ Tr(H2).

In this case the Fredholm determinant det

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

is also finite and det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det(I − V ∗V ).

Remark 7 As stated in Lemmas 3 and 4, for V ∈ HS(H2,H1), equivalently

V V ∗ ∈ Tr(H1), V
∗V ∈ Tr(H2), we have

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

∈ HS(H1 × H2), so that

the Hilbert-Carleman determinant of

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

is well-defined and finite and

is given by det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det(I − V ∗V ). Under the stronger assumption

(V V ∗)1/2 ∈ Tr(H1), or equivalently (V ∗V )1/2 ∈ Tr(H2), we have

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

∈

Tr(H1×H2), so that the Fredholm determinant of

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

is also well-defined

and finite and is given by det

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det(I − V ∗V ), i.e., in this case

the Hilbert-Carleman and Fredholm determinants of

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

have the same

value. We utilize the latter expression in Lemma 9 below.

Proof (of Lemma 4) By Lemma 3, the operator

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

is self-adjoint and

Hilbert-Schmidt on H1×H2, thus admits a countable sequence of eigenvalues,
with corresponding eigenvectors forming an orthonormal basis for H1 × H2.

Consider the square

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)2

=

(

V V ∗ 0
0 V ∗V

)

. The nonzero eigenvalues of

the last operator are precisely the nonzero eigenvalues of V V ∗ : H1 → H1

and V ∗V : H2 → H2, which are identical. Consider the following eigenvalue
equation, where λ 6= 0,

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)(

a
b

)

=

(

V b
V ∗a

)

= λ

(

a
b

)

⇐⇒
(

V b = λa
V ∗a = λb

)

, a ∈ H1, b ∈ H2.
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Combining these two equations, we obtain V V ∗a = λ2a and V ∗V b = λ2b. Thus
a and b are necessarily eigenvectors of V V ∗ and V ∗V , respectively, under the
same eigenvalue λ2. Due to the square factor, it follows that−λ is an eigenvalue

of

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

corresponding to eigenvector

(

a
−b

)

. Let {γk}∞k=1 be the nonzero

eigenvalues of V V ∗, then the nonzero eigenvalues of

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

are {±√
γk}∞k=1.

Thus

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)∥

∥

∥

∥

< 1 ⇐⇒ ||V V ∗|| = ||V ||2 < 1 ⇐⇒ ||V || < 1.

Let {e±j }∞j=1 denote the corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors. Then

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

=

∞
∑

j=1

[
√
γje

+
j ⊗ e+j −√

γje
−
j ⊗ e−j ].

By definition of the Hilbert-Carleman determinant,

det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det

[(

I V
V ∗ I

)

exp

(

−
(

0 V
V ∗ 0

))]

=

∞
∏

j=1

(1 +
√
γj)(1−√

γj)e
√
γje−

√
γj =

∞
∏

j=1

(1− γj) = det(I − V ∗V ),

giving the log det2 formula. Since

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)∣

∣

∣

∣

=

(

(V V ∗)1/2 0

0 (V ∗V )1/2

)

,

(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

∈

Tr(H1 × H2) ⇐⇒ (V V ∗)1/2 ∈ Tr(H1) ⇐⇒ (V ∗V )1/2 ∈ Tr(H2). In this case,

det(I − V ∗V ) =
∏∞
j=1(1 − γj) = det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= det

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

. ⊓⊔

By applying Formula (78) in Theorem 18 and Lemma 4 to our setting, we
obtain the expression for KL(µXY ||µX ⊗ µY ), first proved in [7] (Proposition
2) by a direct approach. The case H1 = H2 = H was proved in [5]. As we now
show, by employing the more general result on the KL divergence between
Gaussian measures in Theorem 18, this result is obtained immediately.

Theorem 21 Let H1,H2 be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let µX = N (mX , CX) ∈
Gauss(H1), µY = N (mY , CY ) ∈ Gauss(H2), ker(CX) = {0}, ker(CY ) = {0}.
Assume that µXY ∈ Gauss(µX , µY ). Then µXY ∼ µX⊗µY ⇐⇒ ||V || < 1, V ∈
HS(H2,H1), where CXY = C

1/2
X V C

1/2
Y . Furthermore,

KL(µXY ||µX ⊗ µY ) =

{

− 1
2 log det(I − V ∗V ) if µXY ∼ µX ⊗ µY ,

∞ if µXY ⊥ µX ⊗ µY .
(108)

Proof (of Theorem 21) The condition for µXY ∼ µX ⊗ µY follows from
Lemmas 3,4 and Theorem 17. Assume that µXY ∼ µX ⊗ µY . Since the mean
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vector for µXY and µX ⊗ µY is the same, namely

(

mX

mY

)

, the first term in

Eq.(78) is equal to zero. From Eqs.(106) and (78), we have

KL (µXY ||µX ⊗ µY ) = −1

2
log det2

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

= −1

2
log det(I − V ∗V ),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 4. ⊓⊔

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1, which we restate here for clarity.

Theorem 22 (Minimum Mutual Information of Joint Gaussian Mea-
sures) Let H1,H2 be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let µX = N (mX , CX) ∈
Gauss(H1), µY = N (mY , CY ) ∈ Gauss(H2), ker(CX) = ker(CY ) = {0}. Let
γ ∈ Joint(µX , µY ), γ0 ∈ Gauss(µX , µY ), γ0 ∼ µX ⊗ µY . Assume that γ and
γ0 have the same covariance operator Γ and that µX ⊗ µY has covariance
operator Γ0. Then

KL(γ||µX ⊗ µY ) ≥ KL(γ0||µX ⊗ µY ) = −1

2
log det(I − V ∗V ). (109)

Equality happens if and only if γ = γ0. Here V is the unique bounded linear op-

erator satisfying V ∈ HS(H2,H1), ||V || < 1, such that Γ = Γ
1/2
0

(

I V
V ∗ I

)

Γ
1/2
0 .

Proof (of Theorem 22) We can assume that γ << µX ⊗µY , since otherwise
KL(γ||µX⊗µY ) = ∞ and the inequality is obviously true. Since γ0 ∼ µX⊗µY ,
we also have γ << γ0 and the Radon-Nikodym derivatives dγ

dγ0
and dγ

d(µX⊗µY )

are both well-defined. Since γ, γ0, and µX⊗µY all have the same mean, namely
(

mX

mY

)

, and γ, γ0 have the same covariance operators, we have by Theorem 2,

KL(γ||µX ⊗ µY ) = KL(γ||γ0) + KL(γ0||µX ⊗ µY )

≥ KL(γ0||µX ⊗ µY ) = −1

2
log det(I − V ∗V ) by Theorem 21.

Thus KL(γ||µX ⊗µY ) ≥ KL(γ0||µX ⊗µY ), with equality if and only if γ = γ0,
that is if and only if γ is Gaussian. ⊓⊔

8 Entropic regularized 2-Wasserstein distance between Gaussian
measures on Hilbert space

Consider the entropic OT problem (4), which we restate here

OTǫc(µ0, µ1) = min
γ∈Joint(µ0,µ1)

{Eγc(x, y) + ǫKL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1)} . (110)
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The nonsingular case. We first solve (110) for c(x, y) = ||x− y||2 under the
nonsingular Gaussian setting. Let µX , µY ∈ P2(H), with means mX ,mY and
covariance operators CX , CY , respectively, then CX , CY ∈ Tr(H) and

EµX
||x−mX ||2 = Tr(CX), EµY

||y −mY ||2 = Tr(CY ). (111)

Lemma 5 Let µX , µY ∈ P2(H), µXY ∈ Joint(µX , µY ). Then CXY ∈ Tr(H)
and for any A,B ∈ L(H),

EµXY
〈A(x −mX), B(y −mY )〉 = Tr(ACXY B

∗). (112)

Proof By Theorem 20, CXY = C
1/2
X V C

1/2
Y . Since CX and CY are both trace

class, C
1/2
X and C

1/2
Y are both Hilbert-Schmidt. Thus it follows that CXY is

trace class. Recall that CXY : H → H is given by CXY =
∫

H×H(x −mX) ⊗
(y−mY )dµXY (x, y). It suffices to consider mX = mY = 0. Let {ej}∞j=1 be an
orthonormal basis on H, then for each j ∈ N,

∫

H×H
〈Ax, ej〉〈By, ej〉dµXY (x, y)

=

∫

H×H
〈x,A∗ej〉〈y,B∗ej〉dµXY (x, y) = 〈A∗ej , CXY B

∗ej〉.

For eachN ∈ N,
∑N

j=1 |〈Ax, ej〉〈By, ej〉| ≤ [
∑N

j=1 |〈Ax, ej〉|2]1/2[
∑N

j=1 |〈By, ej〉|2]1/2
≤ ||Ax|| ||By|| ≤ ||A|| ||B||

2 [||x||2 + ||y||2], with
∫

H×H
[||x||2 + ||y||2]dµXY (x, y) =

∫

H
||x||2dµX(x) +

∫

H
||y||2dµY (y)

= Tr(CX) + Tr(CY ) <∞.

By Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,

EµXY
〈Ax,By〉 =

∫

H×H
〈Ax,By〉dµXY (x, y) =

∫

H×H

∞
∑

j=1

〈Ax, ej〉〈By, ej〉dµXY (x, y)

=

∞
∑

j=1

∫

H×H
〈x,A∗ej〉〈y,B∗ej〉dµXY (x, y) =

∞
∑

j=1

〈A∗ej , CXYB
∗ej〉 = Tr(ACXY B

∗).

⊓⊔

Corollary 2 Let µX , µY ∈ P2(H), µXY ∈ Joint(µX , µY ). Then

EµXY
||x− y||2 = ||mX −mY ||2 +Tr(CX) + Tr(CY )− 2Tr(CXY ) (113)

= ||mX −mY ||2 +Tr(CX) + Tr(CY )− 2Tr(C
1/2
X V C

1/2
Y ).

Proposition 2 Let µ0 = N (m0, C0), µ1 = N (m1, C1), with ker(C0) = ker(C1) =
{0}. If γǫ is the minimizer of problem (14), then necessarily γǫ ∈ Gauss(µ0, µ1)
and γǫ ∼ µ0 ⊗ µ1.
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Proof By Corollary 2, for any γ ∈ Joint(µ0, µ1),

Iǫ(γ) = Eγ ||x− y||2 + ǫKL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1)

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr(C
1/2
0 V C

1/2
1 ) + ǫKL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1),

with the first terms depending solely on the means and covariance operators.
First, we must have γ << µ0 ⊗ µ1, since otherwise KL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1) = ∞
and such a γ cannot be a minimizer. By Theorem 1, if γ << µ0 ⊗ µ1 and
γ0 ∈ Gauss(µ0, µ1), γ0 ∼ µ0⊗µ1, has the same covariance operator as γ, then
KL(γ||µ0 ⊗ µ1) ≥ KL(γ0||µ0 ⊗ µ1), with equality if and only if γ = γ0. Thus
we must have γǫ ∈ Gauss(µ0, µ1) and γ

ǫ ∼ µ0 ⊗ µ1. ⊓⊔

The following technical lemmas are used extensively throughout the paper.

Lemma 6 Let A : H → H be a compact operator. Then

A(I +A∗A)1/2 = (I +AA∗)1/2A. (114)

Proof This is a special case of Lemma 10 and Corollary 2 in [61].

The following result is then immediate.

Lemma 7 Let A : H → H be a compact operator. Then

[I + (I +AA∗)1/2]A = A[I + (I +A∗A)1/2], (115)

A[I + (I +A∗A)1/2]−1 = [I + (I +AA∗)1/2]−1A. (116)

Lemma 8 Let C ∈ Sym+(H), X ∈ Sym+(H), at least one of which is com-
pact, be fixed. ∀a ∈ R, a 6= 0,

X1/2C1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

C1/2X1/2

= − 1

a2
I +

1

a2

(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

.

(117)
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Proof The desired equality is

X1/2C1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

C1/2X1/2

= − 1

a2
I +

1

a2

(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

⇐⇒ a2X1/2C1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

C1/2X1/2

= −I +
(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

⇐⇒ a2X1/2C1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

C1/2X1/2

= a2X1/2CX1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

)−1

⇐⇒ a2X1/2C1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

× C1/2X1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

)

= a2X1/2CX1/2.

This last equality is valid as a consequence of Lemma 6, which gives

C1/2X1/2

(

I +
(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

)

= C1/2X1/2 + C1/2X1/2
(

I + a2X1/2CX1/2
)1/2

= C1/2X1/2 +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

C1/2X1/2

=

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)

C1/2X1/2.

Together with the left hand side of the previous expression, this gives the
desired equality. ⊓⊔

We apply the following result on the log-concavity of the Fredholm determinant
from [66], which is a generalization of Ky Fan’s inequality for the log-concavity
of the determinant on the set of symmetric positive definite matrices [30].

Proposition 3 (Proposition 7 in [66]) Let A,B ∈ Sym(H)∩Tr(H) be such
that I +A > 0, I +B > 0. Then for any fixed 0 < α < 1,

det(I + αA+ (1− α)B) ≥ det(I +A)α det(I +B)1−α, (118)

with equality if and only if A = B.
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Lemma 9 Let Ω = {X ∈ Tr(H), ||X || < 1}. The function f : Ω → R defined
by f(X) = log det(I −X∗X) is strictly concave, i.e. for 0 < α < 1 fixed,

log det[I − (αA+ (1− α)B)∗(αA+ (1− α)B)]

≥ α log det(I −A∗A) + (1 − α) log det(I −B∗B), (119)

∀A,B ∈ Ω. Equality happens if and only if A = B.

Proof By Lemma 4, for X ∈ Tr(H), ||X || < 1,

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

0 X
X∗ 0

)∥

∥

∥

∥

< 1 and thus
(

I X
X∗ I

)

> 0, with det(I −X∗X) = det

(

I X
X∗ I

)

. For any A,B ∈ Ω and a

fixed 0 < α < 1, we have αA+ (1− α)B ∈ Ω. Thus by Proposition 3,

det[I − (αA + (1− α)B)∗(αA + (1− α)B)]

= det

(

I αA+ (1 − α)B
αA∗ + (1− α)B∗ I

)

= det

[

I + α

(

0 A
A∗ 0

)

+ (1 − α)

(

0 B
B∗ 0

)]

≥ det

(

I A
A∗ I

)α

det

(

I B
B∗ I

)1−α

= det(I −A∗A)α det(I −B∗B)1−α,

with equality if and only A = B, from which the desired result follows. ⊓⊔

Theorem 23 (Optimal entropic transport plan and entropic Wasser-
stein distance - the nonsingular case) Let µX = N (m0, C0), µY =
N (m1, C1), with ker(C0) = ker(C1) = {0}. Then

min
γ∈Joint(µX ,µY )

{

Eγ ||x− y||2 + ǫKL(γ||µX ⊗ µY )
}

(120)

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)

− max
V ∈HS(H),||V ||<1

{

2Tr(V C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ) +

ǫ

2
log det(I − V ∗V )

}

(121)

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

.

The unique minimizer is V = 4
ǫ

(

I + (I + 16
ǫ2C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

)−1

C
1/2
0 C

1/2
1 .

This corresponds to the unique minimizing Gaussian measure

γǫ = N
((

m0

m1

)

,

(

C0 CXY
C∗
XY C1

))

, (122)

where CXY =
4

ǫ
C

1/2
0

(

I + (I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

)−1

C
1/2
0 C1. (123)
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Proof (of Theorem 23) By Proposition 2, a minimizer of Eq.(120) must
necessarily be Gaussian and satisfy γ ∼ µX ⊗ µY . By Theorem 21,

Eγ ||x− y||2 + ǫKL(γ||µX ⊗ µY ) , with γ ∈ Gauss(µX , µY )

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr(C
1/2
0 V C

1/2
1 )− ǫ

2
log det(I − V ∗V )

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)− 2Tr(V C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 )− ǫ

2
log det(I − V ∗V ),

where V ∈ HS(H), ||V || < 1. It follows that

min
γ∈Gauss(µX ,µY )

{

Eγ ||x− y||2 + ǫKL(γ||µX ⊗ µY )
}

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)

− max
V ∈HS(H),||V ||<1

{

2Tr(V C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ) +

ǫ

2
log det(I − V ∗V )

}

.

Let g : L(H) → Sym(H) be defined by g(X) = X∗X , then

Dg(X0)(X) = X∗
0X +X∗X0, X0, X ∈ L(H). (124)

Let Ω = {X ∈ HS(H), ||X || < 1}. Let f : Ω → R be defined by

f(X) = 2Tr(XC
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ) +

ǫ

2
log det(I −X∗X). (125)

By the chain rule and Lemmas 13 and 15, we have for X0 ∈ Ω, X ∈ HS(H)

Df(X0)(X) = 2Tr(XC
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 )− ǫ

2
Tr[(I −X∗

0X0)
−1(X∗

0X +X∗X0)]

= 2Tr(XC
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 )− ǫTr[(I −X∗

0X0)
−1X∗

0X ].
(126)

Thus Df(X0)(X) = 0 ∀X ∈ HS(H) if and only if

(I −X∗
0X0)

−1X∗
0 =

2

ǫ
C

1/2
1 C

1/2
0 . (127)

Since the right hand side of Eq.(127) is trace class, any solution X0 must
necessarily satisfy X0 ∈ Tr(H). By Lemma 9, the function f , as defined in
Eq.(125), is strictly concave in the set Ω2 = {X ∈ Tr(H), ||X || < 1}, since the
first term is linear inX . Thus any solution of Eq.(127) is necessarily unique and
is the unique maximizer of f on the larger set Ω = {X ∈ HS(H), ||X || < 1},
corresponding therefore to the unique minimizer of Eq.(120).

We claim that, with cǫ =
4
ǫ , the unique solution of Eq.(127) in Ω2 is

X0 = cǫ(I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2)−1C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1 . (128)

Clearly X0 ∈ Tr(H). By Lemma 7, we also have

X0 = cǫC
1/2
0 C

1/2
1 (I + (I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2)−1. (129)
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We first show that with the above expression for X0,

I −X∗
0X0 =

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−1

. (130)

This gives ||X0||2 = ||X∗
0X0|| < 1. Eq.(130) is equivalent to

X∗
0X0 = I −

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−1

=
(

−I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−1

= c2ǫC
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−2

= c2ǫC
1/2
1 C

1/2
0

(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

)−1

C
1/2
0 C

1/2
1

(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−1

by Lemma 7. The last equality is valid by Eqs.(128) and (129). It follows from
Eq.(130), by invoking Lemma 7, that

(I −X∗
0X0)

−1X∗
0 =

4

ǫ

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0

×
(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

)−1

=
2

ǫ
C

1/2
1 C

1/2
0

[

I + c2ǫ(I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

]

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2
)−1

=
2

ǫ
C

1/2
1 C

1/2
0 , which is (127).

With X0 as given in Eq.(128), we obtain the unique minimizing Gaussian

measure γǫ of Eq.(120), with CXY = C
1/2
0 X0C

1/2
1 . Furthermore,

Tr[X0C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ] = Tr

[

cǫ(I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2)−1C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

]

=
1

cǫ
Tr
[

−I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

]

=
ǫ

4
Tr[M ǫ

01],

log det(I −X∗
0X0) = − log det(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2)

= − log det(I +
1

2
M ǫ

10) = − log det(I +
1

2
M ǫ

01).

Combining the last two expressions gives the entropic distance formula. ⊓⊔

Let us now compute the Radon-Nikodym density of the optimal entropic trans-
port plan γǫ in Theorem 23 with respect to µ0⊗µ1. We note that the optimal
V in Theorem 23 is trace class. Consequently, we can apply the following result
(see Proposition 1.3.11 in [26] or Corollary 2 in [64]).



40 Hà Quang Minh

Proposition 4 Let µ = N (m,Q), ν = N (m,R), with kerQ = {0} and µ ∼ ν.
Assume that R = Q1/2(I − S)Q1/2 with S ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H). Then

dν

dµ
(x) = det[(I − S)−1/2] exp

{

−1

2
〈Q−1/2(x−m), S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(x−m)

}

(131)

where, in the L1(H, µ) sense,
〈Q−1/2(x−m), S(I − S)−1Q−1/2(x−m)〉
.
= lim

N→∞
〈Q−1/2PN (x−m), S(I − S)−1Q−1/2PN (x −m)〉. (132)

The following result can be obtained by direct verification.

Lemma 10 Let B,C ∈ L(H) be such that (I − BC) is invertible, then the

block operator

(

I B
C I

)

: H×H → H×H is invertible, with

(

I B
C I

)−1

=

(

(I −BC)−1 −(I −BC)−1B
−C(I −BC)−1 I + C(I −BC)−1B

)

∈ L(H×H). (133)

Proposition 5 . Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 23. The Radon-Nikodym
density of the optimal entropic transport plan γǫ with respect to µ0 ⊗ µ1 is

dγǫ

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)
(x, y) =

√

det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

exp(〈x−m0, Aǫ(x−m0)〉) (134)

× exp(〈y −m1, Bǫ(y −m1)) exp

(

2

ǫ
〈x−m0, y −m1〉

)

.

Here Aǫ = − 2
ǫ2C

1/2
1

(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
10

)−1
C

1/2
1 , Bǫ = − 2

ǫ2C
1/2
0

(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)−1
C

1/2
0 .

Eq.(134) is equivalent to Eq.(17) in Theorem 3 via the identity

||x− y||2 = ||x−m0||2 + ||y −m1||2 + ||m0 −m1||2 − 2〈x−m0, y −m1〉
+ 2〈x−m0,m0 −m1〉 − 2〈y −m1,m0 −m1〉. (135)

Proof For ||V || < 1, (I − V V ∗) is invertible and by Lemma 10,

(

I V
V ∗ I

)−1

=

(

(I − V V ∗)−1 −(I − V V ∗)−1V
−V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1 I + V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1V

)

.

By the identity V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1 = (I − V ∗V )−1V ∗,
(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)(

I V
V ∗ I

)−1

=

(

−V V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1 (I − V V ∗)−1V
V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1 −V ∗(I − V V ∗)−1V

)

=

(

−(I − V V ∗)−1V V ∗ (I − V V ∗)−1V
(I − V ∗V )−1V ∗ −(I − V ∗V )−1V ∗V

)

.
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For V = cǫ(I+(I+c2ǫC
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2)−1C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1 = cǫ

2 (I+
1
2M

ǫ
01)

−1C
1/2
0 C

1/2
1 ,

where cǫ =
4
ǫ , we have V ∈ Tr(H). Similar to the proof of Theorem 23,

I − V ∗V =

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 )1/2

)−1

=

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

10

)−1

,

I − V V ∗ =

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2ǫC

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 )1/2

)−1

=

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)−1

,

(I − V ∗V )−1V ∗ =
cǫ
2
C

1/2
1 C

1/2
0 , (I − V V ∗)−1V =

cǫ
2
C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1 ,

(I − V V ∗)−1V V ∗ =
1

4
c2ǫC

1/2
0 C

1/2
1

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

10

)−1

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ,

(I − V ∗V )−1V ∗V =
1

4
c2ǫC

1/2
1 C

1/2
0

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)−1

C
1/2
0 C

1/2
1 .

Since V ∈ Tr(H), S = −
(

0 V
V ∗ 0

)

∈ Tr(H×H) by Lemma 4, and

det(I − S) = det(I − V ∗V ) =

[

det(I +
1

2
M ǫ

10)

]−1

=

[

det(I +
1

2
M ǫ

01)

]−1

,

since C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 and C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 have the same eigenvalues. LetQ =

(

C0 0
0 C1

)

,

Aǫ = − c2ǫ
8 C

1/2
1

(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
10

)−1
C

1/2
1 , Bǫ = − c2ǫ

8 C
1/2
0

(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)−1
C

1/2
0 , then

S(I − S)−1 = −Q1/2

(

2Aǫ
1
2cǫI

1
2cǫI 2Bǫ

)

Q1/2.

Thus for any x, y ∈ H and N ∈ N,

lim
N→∞

〈

Q−1/2PN

(

x−m0

y −m1

)

, S(I − S)−1Q−1/2PN

(

x−m0

y −m1

)〉

= −
〈(

x−m0

y −m1

)

,

(

2Aǫ
1
2cǫI

1
2cǫI 2Bǫ

)(

x−m0

y −m1

)〉

= −2〈x−m0, Aǫ(x −m0)〉 − cǫ〈x−m0, y −m1〉 − 2〈y −m1, Bǫ(y −m1)〉.
Combining this with det(I−S) and Proposition 4 gives the desired result. ⊓⊔

The general case. We note that while Theorem 23 and Proposition 5 are
proved under the hypothesis that ker(C0) = ker(C1) = {0}, the optimal so-
lution obtained is clearly mathematically valid without this assumption. We
now confirm that this is indeed the case via a different approach.

Let k(x, y) = exp
(

− c(x,y)
ǫ

)

, ǫ > 0. It has been shown that, see e.g. [13,21,

27,40,81], problem (110) has a unique minimizer γǫ if and only if there exist
functions αǫ, βǫ satisfying the Schrödinger system

αǫ(x)Eµ1
[βǫ(y)k(x, y)] = 1,

βǫ(y)Eµ0
[αǫ(x)k(x, y)] = 1.

(136)
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In this case, the unique minimizer γǫ is the probability measure whose Radon-
Nikodym derivative with respect to µ0 ⊗ µ1 is given by

dγǫ

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)
(x, y) = αǫ(x)βǫ(y)k(x, y). (137)

Motivated by Proposition 5, we now solve the Schrödinger system (136) when
c(x, y) = ||x−y||2 on H, leading to another proof of Theorem 3, which is valid
in the general setting, where C0 and C1 can be singular.

We make use of the following results on Gaussian integrals on Hilbert spaces.

Theorem 24 ([26], Proposition 1.2.8) Consider the Gaussian measure
N (0, C) on H. Assume that M is a self-adjoint operator on H such that
〈C1/2MC1/2x, x〉 < ||x||2 ∀x ∈ H, x 6= 0. Let b ∈ H. Then

∫

H
exp

(

1

2
〈My, y〉+ 〈b, y〉

)

dN (0, C)(y) (138)

= [det(I − C1/2MC1/2)]−1/2 exp

(

1

2
||(I − C1/2MC1/2)−1/2C1/2b||2

)

.

The following result then follows immediately

Corollary 3 Consider the Gaussian measure N (m,C) on H. Assume that
M is a self-adjoint operator on H such that 〈C1/2MC1/2x, x〉 < ||x||2 ∀x ∈
H, x 6= 0. Let b ∈ H. Then

∫

H
exp

(

1

2
〈M(y −m), (y −m)〉+ 〈b, y −m〉

)

dN (m,C)(y) (139)

= [det(I − C1/2MC1/2)]−1/2 exp

(

1

2
||(I − C1/2MC1/2)−1/2C1/2b||2

)

.

Proof (of Theorem 3: optimal entropic transport plan - the general

case) We first have

||x− y||2 = ||(x −m0)− (y −m1) + (m0 −m1)||2

= ||x−m0||2 + ||y −m1||2 + ||m0 −m1||2 − 2〈x−m0, y −m1〉
+ 2〈x−m0,m0 −m1〉 − 2〈y −m1,m0 −m1〉.

Expanding αǫ(x)βǫ(y) exp
(

− ||x−y||2
ǫ

)

under the assumptions

αǫ(x) = exp

(

〈x −m0, A(x−m0)〉+
2

ǫ
〈x−m0,m0 −m1〉+ a

)

,

βǫ(y) = exp

(

〈y −m1, B(y −m1)〉+
2

ǫ
〈y −m1,m1 −m0〉+ b

)

,
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we obtain

αǫ(x)βǫ(y) exp

(

−||x− y||2
ǫ

)

= exp(a+ b) exp

(

−||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

× exp

(〈

x−m0,

(

A− 1

ǫ
I

)

(x−m0)

〉)

exp

(〈

y −m1,

(

B − 1

ǫ
I

)

(y −m1)

〉)

× exp

(

2

ǫ
〈x−m0, y −m1〉

)

.

The Schrödinger system (136) then becomes

1 =exp(a+ b) exp

(

−||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

exp

(〈

x−m0,

(

A− 1

ǫ
I

)

(x−m0)

〉)

×
∫

H
exp

(〈

y −m1,

(

B − 1

ǫ
I

)

(y −m1)

〉

+
2

ǫ
〈x−m0, y −m1〉

)

dµ1(y),

1 =exp(a+ b) exp

(

−||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

exp

(〈

(y −m1),

(

B − 1

ǫ
I

)

(y −m1)

〉)

×
∫

H
exp

(〈

x−m0,

(

A− 1

ǫ
I

)

(x−m0)

〉

+
2

ǫ
〈y −m1, x−m0〉

)

dµ0(x).

(140)
Let Aǫ = A− 1

ǫ I, Bǫ = B − 1
ǫ I, then by Corollary 3,

∫

H
exp

(

〈x−m0, Aǫ(x−m0)〉+
2

ǫ
〈(y −m1), x−m0〉

)

dµ0(x)

= [det(I − 2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )]−1/2 exp

(

2

ǫ2
||(I − 2C

1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )−1/2C

1/2
0 (y −m1)||2

)

,

∫

H
exp

(

〈(y −m1), Bǫ(y −m1)〉+
2

ǫ
〈x−m0, y −m1〉

)

dµ1(y)

= [det(I − 2C
1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 )]−1/2 exp

(

2

ǫ2
||(I − 2C

1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 )−1/2C

1/2
1 (x−m0)||2

)

.

Thus for the system of equations (140) to hold ∀x, y ∈ H, we must have

Bǫ = − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 (I − 2C

1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )−1C

1/2
0 ,

Aǫ = − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 (I − 2C

1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 )−1C

1/2
1 ,

exp(a+ b) = exp

( ||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

[det(I − 2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )]1/2,

exp(a+ b) = exp

( ||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

[det(I − 2C
1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 )]1/2.

(141)
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We claim that the following Aǫ and Bǫ solve the system of equations (141)

Aǫ = − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
1 ,

Bǫ = − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
0 .

Let us verify the first equation in (141) (the second one is analogous). We have

C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 = − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 ,

(142)

I − 2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 = I +

4

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 .

(143)

Thus in order to have Bǫ = − 2
ǫ2C

1/2
0 (I − 2C

1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )−1C

1/2
0 , we need

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2

= I − 2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 (144)

Replacing the right hand side with the expression in Eq.(143), this is

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2

= I +
4

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0

⇐⇒ −I +
(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2

=
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C

1/2
1

[

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
]−1

C
1/2
1 C

1/2
0 .

This is precisely Lemma 8 with a = 4
ǫ . Similarly, we have

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)

= I − 2C
1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 . (145)

Finally, for the expression of exp(a + b), we note that it is clear that from

Eq.(142) that C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 ∈ Tr(H) and from Eqs. (143) and (144) that I −
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2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 > 0. Thus the Fredholm determinant of the latter expression is

well-defined and positive. From Eq.(144),

det(I − 2C
1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 ) = det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0

)1/2
)

= det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
)

= det(I − 2C
1/2
1 BǫC

1/2
1 ),

since the nonzero eigenvalues of C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 and C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 are equal. ⊓⊔

Lemma 11 Let µ ∈ P2(H) with mean m and covariance operator C. Let
A ∈ L(H). Then

∫

H
〈x −m,A(x−m)〉dµ(x) = Tr(CA). (146)

Proof It suffices to consider the case m = 0.

(i) Suppose A ∈ Sym+(H). Let {ek}∞k=1 be an orthonormal basis in H. Then

∫

H
〈x,Ax〉dµ(x) =

∫

H
||A1/2x||2dµ(x) =

∫

H

∞
∑

k=1

〈A1/2x, ek〉2dµ(x)

=

∫

H

∞
∑

k=1

〈x,A1/2ek〉2dµ(x) =
∞
∑

k=1

∫

H
〈x,A1/2ek〉2dµ(x)

by Lebesgue Monotone Convergence Theorem

=

∞
∑

k=1

〈CA1/2ek, A
1/2ek〉 =

∞
∑

k=1

〈A1/2CA1/2ek, ek〉 = Tr(A1/2CA1/2) = Tr(CA).

(ii) Suppose now A ∈ Sym(H), then A = A1 − A2, where A1 = 1
2 (|A| + A) ∈

Sym+(H), A2 = 1
2 (|A| −A) ∈ Sym+(H). Thus this case reduces to case (i).

(iii) For any A ∈ L(H),
∫

H〈x,Ax〉dµ(x) = 1
2

∫

H〈x, (A+A∗)x〉dµ(x). Using the
fact Tr(CA∗) = Tr(AC) = Tr(CA), this case reduces to case (ii). ⊓⊔

Corollary 4 (Entropic Wasserstein distance between Gaussian mea-
sure on Hilbert space - the general case) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0) and
µ1 = N (m1, C1). For each fixed ǫ > 0,

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01)

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

.
(147)
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Proof For the optimal dγǫ

d(µ0⊗µ1)
(x, y) = αǫ(x)βǫ(y) exp(− ||x−y||2

ǫ ),

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = Eγǫ ||x− y||2 + ǫ

∫

H×H
log

{

dγǫ

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)
(x, y)

}

dγǫ(x, y)

= ǫ

∫

H×H
logαǫ(x)dγǫ(x, y) + ǫ

∫

H×H
log βǫ(y)dγǫ(x, y)

= ǫ

∫

H
logαǫ(x)dµ0(x) + ǫ

∫

H
log βǫ(y)dµ1(y).

Recall that

αǫ(x) = exp

(

〈x−m0, A(x−m0)〉 +
2

ǫ
〈x−m0, m0 −m1〉+ a

)

,

βǫ(y) = exp

(

〈y −m1, B(y −m1)〉 +
2

ǫ
〈y −m1,m1 −m0〉+ b

)

,

A =
1

ǫ
I − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

C0C
1/2
1

)

1/2
]

−1

C
1/2
1

,

B =
1

ǫ
I − 2

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

[

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

C1C
1/2
0

)

1/2
]

−1

C
1/2
0

,

Mǫ
01 = −I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

C1C
1/2
0

) 1
2

=
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

C1C
1/2
0

[

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0

C1C
1/2
0

)

1/2
]

−1

,

Mǫ
10 = −I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

C0C
1/2
1

) 1
2

=
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

C0C
1/2
1

[

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1

C0C
1/2
1

)

1/2
]

−1

,

exp(a + b) = exp

( ||m0 −m1||2
ǫ

)

√

det

(

I +
1

2
Mǫ

01

)

⇐⇒ (a + b) =
||m0 −m1||2

ǫ
+

1

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
Mǫ

01

)

.

It follows that

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) =ǫ(a+ b) + ǫEX∼µ0

[

〈X −m0, A(X −m0)〉+
2

ǫ
〈X −m0,m0 −m1〉

]

+ ǫEY∼µ1

[

〈Y −m1, B(Y −m1)〉+
2

ǫ
〈Y −m1,m1 −m0〉

]

=ǫ(a+ b) + ǫ (Tr [C0A] + Tr [C1B]) .

Here we have invoked Lemma 11. For the first trace term, we have

Tr[C0A] =
1

ǫ
Tr(C0)−

2

ǫ2
Tr



C
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1

)1/2
)−1





=
1

ǫ
Tr(C0)−

1

4
Tr(M ǫ

10).

Similarly, the second term is

Tr(C1B) =
1

ǫ
Tr(C1)−

1

4
Tr(M ǫ

01).
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Combining all the previous expressions, we obtain

OTǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

4
Tr(M ǫ

01)−
ǫ

4
Tr(M ǫ

10)

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

.

Here we have used the fact that the nonzero eigenvalues of C
1/2
0 C1C

1/2
0 and

C
1/2
1 C0C

1/2
1 are the same, so that Tr(M ǫ

01) = Tr(M ǫ
10). ⊓⊔

Proof (of Corollary 1 - dual formulation) With ϕǫ = ǫ logαǫ, ψǫ =
ǫ log βǫ,

Eµ0

[

exp

(

1

ǫ
ϕǫ
)]

= Eµ0
[αǫ] =

∫

H
αǫ(x)dµ0(x)

=

∫

H
exp

(

〈x−m0, A(x−m0)〉+
2

ǫ
〈x−m0,m0 −m1〉+ a

)

dµ0(x)

= exp(a)[det(I − 2C
1/2
0 AC

1/2
0 )]−1/2

× exp

(

2

ǫ2
||(I − 2C

1/2
0 AǫC

1/2
0 )−1/2C

1/2
0 (m0 −m1)||2

)

by Corollary 3. Clearly 0 < Eµ0

(

1
ǫϕ

ǫ
)

< ∞ and thus ϕǫ ∈ Lexp
ǫ (H, µ0).

Similarly ψǫ ∈ Lexp
ǫ (H, µ1). Let us now compute D(ϕǫ, ψǫ). We have

Eµ0
[ϕǫ] = ǫEµ0

[logαǫ], Eµ1
[ψǫ] = ǫEµ1

[log βǫ],
∫

H×H

[

exp

(

ϕǫ(x) + ψǫ(y)− d2(x, y)

ǫ

)

− 1

]

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)(x, y)

= −1 +

∫

H×H
αǫ(x)βǫ(y) exp

(

−||x− y||2
ǫ

)

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)(x, y)

= −1 +

∫

H×H

dγǫ

d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)
(x, y)d(µ0 ⊗ µ1)(x, y) = −1 +

∫

H×H
dγǫ(x, y) = 0.

It follows that D(ϕǫ, ψǫ) = ǫEµ0
[logαǫ] + ǫEµ1

[log βǫ] = OTǫd2(µ0, µ1), as in
the proof of Corollary 4. ⊓⊔

Corollary 5 (Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian measures on
Hilbert space) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0), µ1 = N (m1, C1). Then

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = ||m0 −m1||2 +
ǫ

4
Tr [M ǫ

00 − 2M ǫ
01 +M ǫ

11]

+
ǫ

4
log

[

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)2

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
00

)

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
11

)

]

.
(148)
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Proof By definition of the Sinkhorn divergence and Theorem 4,

Sǫd2(µ0, µ1) = OTǫd2(µ0, µ1)−
1

2
OTǫd2(µ0, µ0)−

1

2
OTǫd2(µ1, µ1)

= ||m0 −m1||2 +Tr(C0) + Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

− 1

2

[

2Tr(C0)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

00) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

00

)]

− 1

2

[

2Tr(C1)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

11) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

11

)]

= ||m0 −m1||2 +
ǫ

4
Tr [M ǫ

00 − 2M ǫ
01 +M ǫ

11] +
ǫ

4
log

[

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)2

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
00

)

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
11

)

]

.

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔

Proof of Theorem 10 - Equivalent expressions. Let cǫ =
4
ǫ . Then

C
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i − Lǫij = c2ǫ(C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )2

(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )1/2

)−2

,

(C
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i − Lǫij)

1/2 = cǫC
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

(

I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )1/2

)−1

=
1

cǫ

(

−I + (I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )1/2

)

=
ǫ

4
M ǫ
ij

= − ǫ

4
I +

(

ǫ2

16
I + C

1/2
i CjC

1/2
i

)1/2

.

Using these expressions, we see that the formulas for OTǫd2 and Sǫd2 coincide
with those in Theorems 4 and 6. Furthermore, it is immediately clear that

lim
ǫ→0

Tr(C
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i − Lǫij)

1/2 = Tr(C
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i )1/2,

lim
ǫ→∞

Tr(C
1/2
i CjC

1/2
i − Lǫij)

1/2 = 0.

By L’Hopital’s rule, we have ∀x ≥ 0, limǫ→0 ǫ log(
1
2 + 1

2 (1 + 16
ǫ2 x)

1/2) =

limǫ→∞ ǫ log(12 + 1
2 (1 +

16
ǫ2 x)

1/2) = 0. It follows that

lim
ǫ→0

ǫ log det(I +
1

2
M ǫ
ij) = lim

ǫ→∞
ǫ log det(I +

1

2
M ǫ
ij) = 0.

Combining these limits gives the limiting behavior of OTǫd2 and Sǫd2 . ⊓⊔
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Proof of Theorem 14 - RKHS setting. Let λ(A) denote the set of nonzero
eigenvalues of a compact operator A. Then

λ(CΦ(X)) =
1

m
λ([Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗]) =

1

m
λ([Φ(X)∗Φ(X)Jm])

=
1

m
λ(K[X]Jm) =

1

m
λ(JmK[X]Jm), since J2

m = Jm

λ(CΦ(Y)) =
1

m
λ(K[Y]Jm) =

1

m
λ(JmK[Y]Jm),

λ(C2
Φ(X)) =

1

m2
λ([Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗][Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗])

=
1

m2
λ([Φ(X)∗Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗Φ(X)Jm]) =

1

m2
λ[(K[X]Jm)2]

=
1

m2
λ[(JmK[X]Jm)2],

λ(C2
Φ(Y)) =

1

m2
λ[(K[Y]Jm)2] =

1

m2
λ[(JmK[Y]Jm)2],

λ(C
1/2
Φ(Y)CΦ(X)C

1/2
Φ(Y)) = λ(C

1/2
Φ(X)CΦ(Y)C

1/2
Φ(X)) = λ(CΦ(Y)CΦ(X))

=
1

m2
λ([Φ(Y)JmΦ(Y)∗][Φ(X)JmΦ(X)∗])

=
1

m2
λ(K[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm)

=
1

m2
λ(JmK[X,Y]JmK[Y,X]Jm)

Combining these with the expressions for OTǫd2 and Sǫd2 in Theorems 4 and 6
gives the desired results. ⊓⊔

9 Entropic 2-Wasserstein barycenter

In this section, we prove Theorem 5 on the convexity of OTǫd2 and Theorem
11 on the OTǫd2-based barycenter. We first recall the concept of the Fréchet
derivative on Banach spaces (see e.g. [49]). Let V,W be Banach spaces and
L(V,W ) be the Banach space of bounded linear maps between V and W .
Assume that f : Ω → W is well-defined, where Ω is an open subset of V .
Then the map f is said to be Fréchet differentiable at x0 ∈ Ω if there exists a
bounded linear map Df(x0) : V →W such that

lim
h→0

||f(x0 + h)− f(x0)−Df(x0)(h)||W
||h||V

= 0.

The map Df(x0) is called the Fréchet derivative of f at x0. Let now W = R.
If x0 is a local minimizer for f , then necessarily (see e.g. Theorem 1.33 in [75])

Df(x0) = 0. (149)
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Furthermore, if f is Fréchet differentiable, then (Proposition 3.11 in [75]) for
Ω ⊂ V open and convex,

f is strictly convex ⇐⇒ f(y) > f(x) +Df(x)(y − x), ∀x, y ∈ Ω. (150)

Thus Df(x0) = 0 implies that x0 is the unique global minimizer for f .

If the mapDf : Ω → L(V,W ) is differentiable at x0, then its Fréchet derivative
at x0, denoted byD2f(x0) : V → L(V,W ), is called the second order derivative
of f at x0. The bounded linear mapD2f(x0) ∈ L(V,L(V,W )), can be identified
with a bounded bilinear map from V × V →W , via

D2f(x0)(x, y) = (D2f(x0)(x))(y), x, y ∈ V.

Under this identification, D2f(x0) is a symmetric, continuous bilinear map
from V × V → W , so that D2f(x0)(x, y) = D2f(x0)(y, x) ∀x, y ∈ V . For
W = R, if f is twice differentiable on Ω, then in addition to (150),

f is convex ⇐⇒ D2f(x0)(x, x) ≥ 0 ∀x0 ∈ Ω, ∀x ∈ V, (151)

D2f(x0)(x, x) > 0 ∀x0 ∈ Ω, ∀x ∈ V, x 6= 0 ⇒ f is strictly convex . (152)

In the following, we focus on the Banach space L(H) of bounded operators, the
subspace Sym(H) ⊂ L(H) of self-adjoint bounded operators, and the Banach
space Tr(H) of trace class operators on H, respectively.

The following two results are straightforward.

Lemma 12 Let A,B ∈ L(H) be fixed and consider the function f : L(H) →
L(H) defined by f(X) = AXB. Then

Df(X0)(X) = AXB, X0, X ∈ L(H). (153)

Lemma 13 For the function Tr : Tr(H) → R,

DTr(X0)(X) = Tr(X), X0, X ∈ Tr(H). (154)

The following are special cases of Lemmas 3 and 4 in [67], respectively.

Lemma 14 Let Ω = {A ∈ Tr(H) : I +A is invertible}. Define f : Ω → R by
f(X) = det(I +X). Then Df(X0) : Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈ Ω, is given by

Df(X0)(X) = det(I +X0)Tr[(I +X0)
−1X ], X ∈ Tr(H). (155)

Lemma 15 Let Ω = {A ∈ Tr(H) : I + A > 0}. Let f : Ω → R be defined by
f(X) = log det(I +X). Then Df(X0) : Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈ Ω, is given by

Df(X0)(X) = Tr[(I +X0)
−1(X)], X ∈ Tr(H). (156)



Entropic regularization of Wasserstein distance on Hilbert space 51

Lemma 16 Let sqrt : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) be defined by sqrt(X) = X1/2.
Let Ω ⊂ Sym+(H) be an open subset. The derivative Dsqrt(X0) : Sym(H) →
Sym(H), X0 ∈ Ω ⊂ Sym+(H), is given by

(X0)
1/2Dsqrt(X0)(X) +Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = X, X ∈ Sym(H). (157)

If, furthermore, X0 is invertible and X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H), then

Tr[Dsqrt(X0)(X)] =
1

2
Tr[(X0)

−1/2X ]. (158)

In general, let f : L(H) → L(H) be such that f(X0) and X0 commute, then

Tr[f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X)] =
1

2
Tr[(X0)

−1/2f(X0)X ]. (159)

Proof i) For the function sq(X) = X2, we have

Dsq(X0)(X) = X0X +XX0. (160)

Let f(X) = X = sq(sqrt(X)), the first identity follows from the chain rule

Df(X0)(X) = X = Dsq(sqrt(X0)) ◦Dsqrt(X0)(X)

= (X0)
1/2Dsqrt(X0)(X) +Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2.

ii) For the second identity, we note that

(X0)
1/2Dsqrt(X0)(X) +Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = X

⇐⇒ Dsqrt(X0)(X) + (X0)
−1/2Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = (X0)
−1/2X.

Taking trace on both sides gives 2Tr[Dsqrt(X0)(X)] = Tr[(X0)
−1/2X ].

iii) For the third expression,

f(X0)(X0)
1/2Dsqrt(X0)(X) + f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = f(X0)X.

Since f(X0) and X
1/2
0 commute, this is the same as

(X0)
1/2f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X) + f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = f(X0)X

⇐⇒ f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X) + (X0)
−1/2f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X)(X0)

1/2 = (X0)
−1/2f(X0)X.

Taking trace on both sides gives

Tr[f(X0)Dsqrt(X0)(X)] =
1

2
Tr[(X0)

−1/2f(X0)X ].

In the following, consider the set of pth Schatten class operators (see e.g. [43])
Cp(H) = {A ∈ L(H) : ||A||p = (Tr[(A∗A)p/2])1/p < ∞}, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, with
C1(H) = Tr(H), || ||1 = || ||tr, C2(H) = HS(H), || ||2 = || ||HS, and C∞(H)
being the set of compact operators on H under || ||∞ = || ||, the operator
norm. Here ||A||p ≤ ||A||q for 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞.
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Lemma 17 Let C ∈ Sym+(H) and c ∈ R be fixed. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ be fixed.
The set Ω1 = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Cp(H) : I + c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0} is open in
Sym(H) ∩ Cp(H) in the || ||q norm topology ∀q, p ≤ q ≤ ∞. The set Ω2 =
{X ∈ Sym(H) : I + c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0} is open in Sym(H) in the operator || ||
norm topology.

Proof Assume thatX0 ∈ Ω1, then ∃MX0
> 0 such that ||x||2+c2〈x,C1/2X0C

1/2x〉 ≥
MX0

||x||2 ∀x ∈ H. Recall that ||X ||q ≤ ||X ||p for p ≤ q ≤ ∞, so that
Cp(H) ⊂ Cq(H) ⊂ C∞(H). We show that ∃ǫ > 0 such that X ∈ Ω1 ∀X ∈
Sym(H) ∩ Cp(H) satisfying ||X −X0||q < ǫ. Since ||X −X0|| ≤ ||X −X0||q,
1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we have ||X − X0||q < ǫ ⇒ ||X − X0|| < ǫ ⇒ −ǫ||x||2 ≤
〈x, (X −X0)x〉 ≤ ǫ||x||2 ∀x ∈ H. It follows that for any X ∈ Sym(H)∩Cp(H)
with ||X −X0||q < ǫ, p ≤ q ≤ ∞,

||x||2 + c2〈x,C1/2XC1/2x〉
= ||x||2 + c2〈x,C1/2X0C

1/2x〉 + c2〈x,C1/2(X −X0)C
1/2x〉

≥MX0
||x||2 − c2ǫ||C1/2x||2 ≥ (MX0

− c2ǫ||C||)||x||2.

Thus if we choose ǫ > 0 such thatMX0
−c2ǫ||C|| > 0, then I+c2C1/2XC1/2 >

0, that is X ∈ Ω1. The proof for Ω2 is entirely similar. ⊓⊔

Lemma 18 Let C ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H) be fixed. Let Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩
Tr(H) : I + c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0}, c ∈ R. Let f : Ω → R be defined by f(X) =

Tr
[

−I +
(

I + c2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

]

. Then Df(X0) : Sym(H)∩Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈
Ω, is given by

Df(X0)(X) =
c2

2
Tr

[

C1/2
(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)−1/2

C1/2X

]

. (161)

Proof Let g(X) =
(

I + c2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

, f(X) = Tr[−I + g(X)], then

Df(X0)(X) = Df(g(X0)) ◦Dg(X0)(X) = Tr[Dg(X0)(X)]

= c2Tr
[

Dsqrt(I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2)(C1/2XC1/2)

]

.

By Lemma 16,

Tr
[

Dsqrt(I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2)(C1/2XC1/2)

]

=
1

2
Tr

[

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)−1/2

C1/2XC1/2

]

.

It thus follows that

Df(X0)(X) =
c2

2
Tr

[

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)−1/2

(C1/2XC1/2)

]

=
c2

2
Tr

[

C1/2
(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)−1/2

C1/2X

]

.
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Lemma 19 Let C ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H) be fixed. Let Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩
Tr(H) : I + c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0}, c ∈ R. Let f : Ω → R be defined by f(X) =

log det
[

1
2I +

1
2

(

I + c2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

]

. Then Df(X0) : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) →
R, X0 ∈ Ω, is given by

Df(X0)(X) =
c2

2
Tr

[

C1/2

(

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)1/2

+
(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

)

−1

C1/2X

]

.

(162)

Proof Let g(X) = − 1
2I +

1
2

(

I + c2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

, then f(X) = log det[I +
g(X)]. By Lemma 15,

Df(X0)(X) = Df(g(X0)) ◦Dg(X0)(X) = Tr[(I + g(X0))
−1Dg(X0)(X)].

As in the proof of Lemma 18,

Dg(X0)(X) =
c2

2
Dsqrt

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

(C1/2XC1/2).

Thus it follows from Lemma 16 that

Df(X0)(X) =
c2

2
Tr

[(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

1/2
)

−1

Dsqrt
(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

(C1/2XC1/2)

]

=
c2

4
Tr

[

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

−1/2
(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

1/2
)

−1

(C1/2XC1/2)

]

=
c2

2
Tr

[

C1/2

(

(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

1/2
+
(

I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2
)

)

−1

C1/2X

]

.

Lemma 20 Let A ∈ L(H). Then

Tr[AX ] = 0 ∀X ∈ Tr(H) ⇐⇒ A = 0. (163)

If, furthermore, A ∈ Sym(H), then

Tr[AX ] = 0 ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) ⇐⇒ A = 0. (164)

Proof The first statement follows from the fact that L(H) = [Tr(H)]∗, that is
the map A→ Tr(A·) is an isometric isomorphism between L(H) and the dual
space [Tr(H)]∗ of Tr(H) (see e.g. Theorem VI.26 in [79]).

For the second statement, let Y ∈ Tr(H) be arbitrary, then

Tr[AY ] =
1

2
[Tr(AY ) + Tr((AY )∗)] =

1

2
[Tr(AY ) + Tr(Y ∗A)]

=
1

2
[Tr(AY ) + Tr(AY ∗)] =

1

2
Tr[A(Y + Y ∗)] = 0.

Since Y is arbitrary, this implies A = 0 by the first statement. ⊓⊔
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Lemma 21 Let Ω = {X ∈ L(H) : I +X invertible}. For the map f : Ω → Ω
defined by f(X) = (I +X)−1, Df(X0) : L(H) → L(H) is given by

Df(X0)(X) = −(I +X0)
−1X(I +X0)

−1, X0 ∈ Ω,X ∈ L(H). (165)

Proof Using the identity A−1 −B−1 = −A−1(A−B)B−1, we have

(I +X0 + tX)−1 − (I +X0)
−1 = −t(I +X0 + tX)−1X(I +X0)

−1,

(I +X0 + tX)−1 − (I +X0)
−1 + t(I +X0)

−1X(I +X0)
−1

= −t[(I +X0 + tX)−1 − (I +X0)
−1]X(I +X0)

−1

= t2(I +X0 + tX)−1X(I +X0)
−1X(I +X0)

−1.

Thus limt→0
||f(X0+tX)−f(X0)−Df(X0)(tX))||

|t| ||X|| = 0. ⊓⊔

Lemma 22 For the map f : Tr(H) → L(L(H),R) defined by f(X)(Y ) =
Tr[XY ], the Fréchet derivative Df(X0) : Tr(H) → L(L(H),R) is given by

[Df(X0)(X)](Y ) = Tr[XY ], X ∈ Tr(H), Y ∈ L(H). (166)

Proof For g ∈W = L(L(H),R), g : L(H) → R, we have ||g||W = sup||X||≤1 |g(X)|.
Let V = Tr(H), then with f : V →W ,

lim
t→0

||f(X0 + tX)− f(X0)−Df(X0)(tX)||W
|t| |X ||V

= lim
t→0

sup
Y ∈L(H),||Y ||≤1

|f(X0 + tX)(Y )− f(X0)(Y )−Df(X0)(tX)(Y )|
|t| |X ||V

= lim
t→0

sup
Y ∈L(H),||Y ||≤1

|Tr[(X0 + tX)Y ]− Tr(X0Y )− tTr(XY )|
|t| ||X ||tr

= 0.

Lemma 23 Let A ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H), B ∈ Sym+(H), C ∈ Sym+(H). As-
sume further that B and C commute. Then

Tr[C(AB)2] = ||C1/2B1/2AB1/2||2HS ≥ 0. (167)

If in addition B,C are invertible, then equality happens if and only if A = 0.

We remark that the condition that B and C commute is crucial in Lemma 23.
It can be verified numerically that, without this condition, the stated inequality
is generally false even if A is also positive.

Proof By the assumption that B and C commute,

Tr[C(AB)2] = Tr[CABAB] = Tr[C1/2AB1/2B1/2AB1/2C1/2B1/2]

= Tr[C1/2B1/2AB1/2B1/2AB1/2C1/2] = ||C1/2B1/2AB1/2||2HS ≥ 0.

Equality happens if and only if C1/2B1/2AB1/2 = 0. If B and C are invertible,
then this happens if and only if A = 0. ⊓⊔
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Lemma 24 Let Y0, Z0 ∈ Sym+(H). Assume that Y0 and Z0 commute, then
∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H),

Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0XY0] = 2||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS ≥ 0. (168)

If in addition Y0, Z0 are invertible, then equality happens if and only if X = 0.

Proof By Lemma 16, for any X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H),

Z
1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X) +Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Z

1/2
0 = X. (169)

Pre- and post-multiplying both sides by Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0 and Y0, respectively,

Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0Z
1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0 +Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Z

1/2
0 Y0

= Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0XY0.

Taking trace on both sides and applying Lemma 23 gives

Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0XY0] = Tr
(

Z
1/2
0 [Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0]

2
+ Z

1/2
0 [Y0Dsqrt(Z0)(X)]

2
)

= 2Tr
(

Z
1/2
0 [Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0]

2
)

= 2||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS ≥ 0.

If Y0, Z0 are invertible, by Lemma 23, the zero equality happens if and only if
Dsqrt(Z0)(X) = 0, which is equivalent to X = 0 by Eq.(169) ⊓⊔

Lemma 25 Let C ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H). Let Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) : I +
c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0}, c ∈ R, c 6= 0. Define f : Ω → L(L(H),R) by

f(X)(Y ) = Tr

[

C1/2
(

I + (I + c2C1/2XC1/2)1/2
)−1

C1/2Y

]

. (170)

The Fréchet derivative Df(X0) : Sym(H) → L(L(H),R) is given by

[Df(X0)(X)](Y ) X ∈ Sym(H), Y ∈ L(H) (171)

= −c2Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(C
1/2XC1/2)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1C1/2Y C1/2(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1],

where Z0 = I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2. In particular, for Y = X,

[Df(X0)(X)](X) (172)

= −2c2||Z1/4
0 (I + Z

1/2
0 )−1/2Dsqrt(Z0)(C

1/2XC1/2)(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1/2||2HS ≤ 0.

For c 6= 0, equality happens if and only C1/2XC1/2 = 0. If C is strictly positive,
then equality happens if and only if X = 0.
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Proof Let h(X) = (I+c2C1/2XC1/2)1/2, g(X) = (I+h(X))−1, and f(X)(Y ) =
Tr[C1/2g(X)C1/2Y ]. By the chain rule and Lemma 21,

Dg(X0)(X) = [Dg(h(X0)) ◦Dh(X0)](X)

= −c2(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2C1/2X0C

1/2)(C1/2XC1/2)(I + h(X0))
−1.

Let Z0 = I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2 and h(X0) = Z

1/2
0 . By Lemma 22,

[Df(X0)(X)](Y ) = [Df(g(X0)) ◦Dg(X0)](X)(Y ) = Tr[C1/2Dg(X0)(X)C1/2Y ]

= −c2Tr[C1/2(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2C1/2X0C

1/2)(C1/2XC1/2)(I + h(X0))
−1C1/2Y ]

= −c2Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(C
1/2XC1/2)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1C1/2Y C1/2(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1].

In particular, for Y = X , by Lemma 24,

[Df(X0)(X)](X) = −c2Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(C
1/2XC1/2)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1C1/2XC1/2(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1]

= −2c2||Z1/4
0 (I + Z

1/2
0 )−1/2Dsqrt(Z0)(C

1/2XC1/2)(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1/2||2HS ≤ 0.

Since Z0 and (I+Z
1/2
0 ) are invertible, equality happens if and only if C1/2XC1/2 =

0. If C is strictly positive, then C1/2XC1/2 = 0 ⇐⇒ X = 0. ⊓⊔

Lemma 26 Let A,B ∈ L(H). Assume that B is compact, self-adjoint, and
B > 0. Then

AB = 0 ⇐⇒ A = 0; BA = 0 ⇐⇒ A = 0. (173)

Proof Let {λk}k∈N be the eigenvalues of B, λk > 0∀k ∈ N, with corresponding
orthonormal eigenvectors {ek}k∈N forming an orthonormal basis in H. Then
0 = ABek = λkAek ⇒ Aek = 0 ∀k ∈ N ⇒ Ax = 0 ∀x ∈ H ⇒ A = 0. The
second expression then follows by via the adjoint operation. ⊓⊔

Proposition 6 Let C ∈ Sym+ ∩ Tr(H) be fixed. Let Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) :
I + c2C1/2XC1/2 > 0}, c ∈ R, c 6= 0. Let f : Ω → R be defined by

f(X) = log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2C1/2XC1/2)1/2

)

− Tr
[

−I + (I + c2C1/2XC1/2)1/2
]

. (174)

Then f is convex. Furthermore, f is strictly convex if C is strictly positive.

Proof For any X0 ∈ Ω, X ∈ Sym(H), by Lemmas 19 and 18,

Df(X0)(X)

=
c2

2
Tr

[

C1/2
(

(I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2)1/2 + (I + c2C1/2X0C

1/2)
)−1

C1/2X

]

− c2

2
Tr[C1/2(I + c2C1/2X0C

1/2)−1/2C1/2X ]

= −c
2

2
Tr

[

C1/2
(

I + (I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2)1/2

)−1

C1/2X

]

.
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Thus we have the map Df : Ω → L(L(H),R), with

Df(X)(Y ) = −c
2

2
Tr

[

C1/2
(

I + (I + c2C1/2XC1/2)1/2
)−1

C1/2Y

]

.

Differentiating this map gives the second-order Fréchet derivative

[D2f(X0)](X,Y ) = [D2f(X0)(X)](Y )

=
c4

2
Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(C

1/2XC1/2)(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1C1/2Y C1/2(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1],

where Z0 = I + c2C1/2X0C
1/2, by Lemma 25. In particular, for Y = X ,

[D2f(X0)](X,X) = [D2f(X0)(X)](X)

= c4||Z1/4
0 (I + Z

1/2
0 )−1/2Dsqrt(Z0)(C

1/2XC1/2)(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1/2||2HS ≥ 0.

Equality happens if and only if C1/2XC1/2 = 0. If C is strictly positive, then
equality happens if and only if X = 0 by Lemma 26. Thus f is convex on Ω
and furthermore, it is strictly convex if C is strictly positive. ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 5 - Convexity of entropic Wasserstein distance)
By the strict convexity of the square Hilbert norm || ||2, the function m →
||m−m0||2 is strictly convex in m. For the covariance part, by Theorem 4,

F (X) = OTǫd2(N (0, C0),N (0, X))

= Tr(X) + Tr(C0)−
ǫ

2
Tr

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 XC

1/2
0

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 XC

1/2
0

)1/2
)

, cǫ =
4

ǫ
.

Since Tr(X) is linear in X and the remaining part is convex in Sym+(H) ∩
Tr(H) by Proposition 6, F is convex in X ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), with strict
convexity if C0 is strictly positive. ⊓⊔

Lemma 27 Assume that
∑N

i=1 wiσ
2
i > 0. For a fixed ǫ > 0, define the func-

tion f : [0,∞) → R by f(x) =
∑N
i=1 wifi(x), where for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , cǫ =

4
ǫ ,

fi(x) = σ2
i + x− ǫ

2

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]

+
ǫ

2
log

[

1

2
+

1

2

(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]

,

(175)

Then f is strictly convex. For the minimum of f , there are two scenarios

1. ǫ ≥ 2
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i : in this case min f = f(0) =

∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i .
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2. 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i : in this case min f = f(x∗), where x∗ > 0 is the

unique solution of the following equation

N
∑

i=1

wiσ
2
i

[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]−1

=
ǫ

4
. (176)

Equivalently, x∗ is the unique positive solution of the equation

x =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]

, (177)

which also has the solution x0 = 0.

Proof We have f ′(x) = 1 − 4
ǫ

∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i

[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]−1

, f ′′(x) =

32
ǫ3

∑N
i=1 wiσ

4
i

[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

]−2
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)−1/2

> 0 ∀x ≥ 0. Thus f ′(x)

is a strictly increasing function on [0,∞). Furthermore, f ′(0) = 1− 2
ǫ

∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i ,

limx→∞ f ′(x) = 1. We have the following three scenarios

1. ǫ > 2
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i . In this case f ′(0) > 0 and thus f ′(x) > 0 ∀x > 0 and

thus the minimum for f on [0,∞) is f(0) =
∑N

i=1 wiσ
2
i .

2. ǫ = 2
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i . In this case f ′(0) = 0, f ′(x) > 0 ∀x > 0 and thus the

minimum for f on [0,∞) is f(0) =
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i .

3. 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i . In this case f ′(0) < 0 and thus there exists a unique

x∗ > 0 such that f ′(x∗) = 0. This is the unique global minimizer of f and

f ′(x∗) = 0 ⇐⇒
N
∑

i=1

wiσ
2
i

[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x

∗)1/2
]−1

=
ǫ

4

⇐⇒ x∗ =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x

∗)1/2
]

,

which can be verified via the identity −1+(1+a2)1/2 = a2[1+(1+a2)1/2]−1.
We note the last equation also has the solution x = 0. ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 11 - Infinite-dimensional setting) By Theorem 4,
OTǫd2(N (m0, C0),N (m1, C1)) decomposes into the squared Euclidean distance
||m0 − m1||2 and the distance OTǫd2(N (0, C0),N (0, C1)). It follows that we
can compute the barycentric mean and covariance operator separately. The
barycentric mean is obviously the Euclidean mean m̄ =

∑N
i=1 wimi. Consider

now the centered Gaussian measures {N (0, Ci)}Ni=1. We define the following
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functions F, Fi : Sym
+(H) ∩ Tr(H) → R, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

F (C) =

N
∑

i=1

wiFi(C),

Fi(C) = OTǫd2(N (0, C),N (0, Ci))

= Tr(C) + Tr(Ci)−
ǫ

2
Tr(M ǫ

01) +
ǫ

2
log det

(

I +
1

2
M ǫ

01

)

= Tr(C) + Tr(Ci)−
ǫ

2
Tr

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CC

1/2
i

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CC

1/2
i

)1/2
)

, cǫ =
4

ǫ
.

(178)

Each function Fi is well-defined on the larger, open, convex set Ωi = {X ∈
Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) : I + c2ǫC

1/2
i XC

1/2
i > 0}, cǫ = 4

ǫ . If Ci is strictly positive,
then Fi is strictly convex by Theorem 5. Then F is well-defined on the open,

convex set Ω = ∩Ni=1Ωi = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) : I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i > 0, i =

1, . . . , N}. On Ω, F is Fréchet differentiable. Since we assume that at least one
of the C′

is is strictly positive, F is strictly convex. Thus a minimizer X0 ∈ Ω
of F must necessarily be unique and satisfy DF (X0) = 0.

Combining Lemmas 13, 18, and 19, we obtain the Fréchet derivativeDFi(X0) :
Sym(H)∩Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈ Ω, X ∈ Sym(H)∩Tr(H), as follows. With cǫ =

4
ǫ ,

DFi(X0)(X) = Tr(X)− 4

ǫ
Tr

[

C
1/2
i

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)−1/2

C
1/2
i X

]

+
4

ǫ
Tr

[

C
1/2
i

(

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2

+
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

)−1

C
1/2
i X

]

= Tr(X)− 4

ǫ
Tr

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

]

.

Summing over i, i = 1, . . . , N , we obtain

DF (X0)(X) =

N
∑

i=1

wiDFi(X0)(X)

=

N
∑

i=1

wiTr

{(

I − 4

ǫ

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

])

X

}

.

By Lemma 20, DF (X0)(X) = 0 ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩Tr(H) if and only if

N
∑

i=1

wi

{

I − 4

ǫ

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]}

= 0

⇐⇒
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]

=
ǫ

4
I.

(179)
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When dim(H) = ∞, this identity is impossible, since the left hand side is a
trace class operator, whereas the identity operator is not trace class. Thus the
function F does not have a global minimum on the open set Ω.

Consider the possible global minima of F on Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H) ( Ω.

(i) Consider the case ǫI ≥ 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi. For any X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H),

DF (0)(X) =

N
∑

i=1

wiTr

[(

I − 2

ǫ
Ci

)

X

]

= Tr

[(

I − 2

ǫ

N
∑

i=1

wiCi

)

X

]

.

By Lemma 41, we have

A ≥ 0, B ≥ 0 =⇒ A1/2BA1/2 ≥ 0 ⇒ Tr(AB) = Tr(A1/2BA1/2) ≥ 0.

Then ∀Y ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), we have by Eq.(150)

F (Y ) > F (0) +DF (0)(Y ) = F (0) + Tr

[(

I − 2

ǫ

N
∑

i=1

wiCi

)

Y

]

≥ F (0).

Thus X0 = 0 is the unique global minimizer of F in Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H).

(ii) Assume now that ǫI � 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi. We show that X0 = 0 is not a global

minimum of F in Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H). For any X0 ∈ Sym+(H) ∩Tr(H),

DF (X0)(X0)

=

N
∑

i=1

wiTr

[

X0 −
4

ǫ

[

X
1/2
0 C

1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

1/2
0

]]

=

N
∑

i=1

wiTr

[

X0 +
ǫ

4
I − ǫ

4

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2
]

by Lemma 8.

The assumption ǫI � 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi means that ∃u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1, such that

0 < ǫ = ǫ||u||2 < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉. Consider Xu = x(u ⊗ u). By Lemma 40,

DF (Xu)(Xu) =

N
∑

i=1

wiTr
[(

x+
ǫ

4
− ǫ

4

(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

)

(u⊗ u)
]

= x− ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

]

.

According to Lemma 27, the property 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 implies that

there exists a unique x∗ > 0 such that

x∗ =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx
∗〈u,Ciu〉

)1/2
]

.
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Thus with X∗
u = x∗(u⊗ u), we have DF (X∗

u)(X
∗
u) = 0. By Eq.(150),

F (0) > F (X∗
u)−DF (X∗

u)(X
∗
u) = F (X∗

u).

Thus X0 = 0 is not a global minimum of F in Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H). ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 11 - Finite-dimensional setting) When dim(H) <
∞, if we impose the additional condition that ker(X0) = {0}, that is X0 is
invertible, then the identity (179) is equivalent to

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

X
1/2
0 C

1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

1/2
0

]

=
ǫ

4
X0.

By Lemma 8, on the left hand side,

X
1/2
0 C

1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

1/2
0

= − 1

c2ǫ
I +

1

c2ǫ

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2

.

Substituting into the previous equation, we obtain

X0 =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2
]

.

This gives Eq.(43). Define the following map F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) by

F(X) =
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]

, (180)

then we have by the monotonicity of the square root function

F(0) =
1

2

N
∑

i=1

wiCi, F(X) ≤ 1

2

N
∑

i=1

wiCi, ∀X ≥ 0. (181)

Thus it is clear that

(i) If ǫI > 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, then Eq.(40) has no solution X0 ≥ 0.

(ii) If ǫI = 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, then Eq.(40) has the solution X0 = 0, which is

necessarily unique due to the strict convexity of the entropic OT distance.

(iii) The condition 0 < ǫI < 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi is thus necessary if Eq.(40) is to

have a solution X0 ≥ 0, X 6= 0. By Proposition 7, if Ci ≥ αI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and
0 < ǫ < 2α, then Eq.(40) has a strictly positive solution, which is necessarily
unique due to the strict convexity of the entropic OT distance. ⊓⊔
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Proposition 7 Define the following map G : Sym+(n) → Sym+(n), cǫ =
4
ǫ ,

G(X) =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
1
2CiX

1
2

)
1
2

]

. (182)

1. Suppose ∃α ∈ R, α > 0 such that Ci ≥ αI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N and 0 < ǫ < 2α.
Then G has a strictly positive fixed point, that is Eq.(43) has a strictly
positive solution.

2. Let u ∈ Rn, ||u|| = 1. If 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉, then Xu = xu(u⊗u) =

xuuu
T is a fixed point of G, where xu is the unique positive solution of the

one-dimensional fixed point equation

x =
ǫ

4

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

]

. (183)

If 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wiCi, then for ∀u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1, 0 < ǫ = ǫ||u||2 <

2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉. In particular, if Ci ≥ αI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and 0 < ǫ < 2α,

then 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉. Hence under these assumptions, the map G in

Eq.(182), has uncountably many fixed points, which are positive but singular.

Proof (of Proposition 7) For the first part, let γ ∈ R, γ > 0 be such that
Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Let βǫ = α− ǫ

2 > 0 and consider the following set

Kǫ = {X ∈ Sym+(n) : βǫI ≤ X ≤ γI}. (184)

This is a compact, convex set in Sym(n). By Lemma 41, the operator mono-
tonicity of the square root function, and the inequality (1 + a2)1/2 ≤ 1 + a,
a ∈ R, a ≥ 0, we have with cǫ =

4
ǫ ,

0 ≤ X ≤ γI ⇒ G(X) ≤ ǫ

4

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫγ
2I
)1/2

]

≤ γI,

X ≥ βǫI ⇒ G(X) ≥ ǫ

4

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫα
(

α− ǫ

2

)

I
)1/2

]

=
(

α− ǫ

2

)

I = βǫI.

Thus the continuous map G maps the compact convex set Kǫ into itself. By
Brouwer Fixed Point Theorem, G has at least a fixed point in Kǫ.
For the second part, by Lemma 40,

(u⊗ u)1/2Ci(u ⊗ u)1/2 = (u⊗ u)Ci(u⊗ u) = 〈u,Ciu〉(u⊗ u).

Therefore, for Xu = x(u ⊗ u),

I + c2ǫX
1/2
u CiX

1/2
u = (I − u⊗ u) +

(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)

(u ⊗ u).

Since (I − u⊗ u)2 = (I − u⊗ u) and (I − u⊗ u)(u⊗ u) = 0, by Lemma 40,

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
u CiX

1/2
u

)1/2

= (I − u⊗ u) +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

(u ⊗ u).
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It follows that G(Xu) =
ǫ
4

∑N
i=1 wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

]

(u ⊗ u). Thus

the equationXu = G(Xu) is equivalent to x = ǫ
4

∑N
i=1 wi

[

−1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

]

.

By the assumption 0 < ǫ < 2
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉, this equation has a unique pos-

itive solution by Lemma 27. ⊓⊔

10 Sinkhorn barycenter of Gaussian measures

In this section, we prove Theorem 7 on the strict convexity of the Sinkhorn
divergence and Theorem 12 on the barycenter of a set of Gaussian measures
on H under the Sinkhorn divergence. We need the following technical results.

Lemma 28 Let f : Sym(H)∩Tr(H) → R be defined by f(X) = Tr
[

−I +
(

I + c2X2
)1/2

]

,

c ∈ R. Df(X0) : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈ Sym(H) ∩Tr(H), is given by

Df(X0)(X) = c2Tr
[

(

I + c2X2
0

)−1/2
X0X

]

, X ∈ Sym(H) ∩Tr(H). (185)

Proof Let g(X) = −I +
(

I + c2X2
)1/2

, then f(X) = Tr[g(X)] and

Df(X0)(X) = Df(g(X0)) ◦Dg(X0)(X) = Tr[Dg(X0)(X)]

= c2Tr
[

Dsqrt
(

I + c2X2
0

)

(X0X +XX0)
]

=
1

2
c2Tr

[

(

I + c2X2
0

)−1/2
(X0X +XX0)

]

by Lemma 16

= c2Tr
[

(

I + c2X2
0

)−1/2
X0X

]

.

Lemma 29 Let f : Sym(H)∩Tr(H) → R be defined by f(X) = log det
[

1
2I +

1
2

(

I + c2X2
)1/2

]

.

Then Df(X0) : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) → R, X0 ∈ Sym(H) ∩Tr(H), is defined by

Df(X0)(X) = c2Tr

[

(

(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
+
(

I + c2X2
0

)

)−1

X0X

]

. (186)

Proof Let g(X) = −I +
(

I + c2X2
)1/2

, then f(X) = log det[I + 1
2g(X)]. By

Lemmas 15 and 16,

Df(X0)(X) =
1

2
Tr[(I +

1

2
g(X0))

−1Dg(X0)(X)]

=
1

2
c2Tr

[

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
)−1

Dsqrt
(

I + c2X2
0

)

(X0X +XX0)

]

=
1

4
c2Tr

[

(

I + c2X2
0

)−1/2
(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
)−1

(X0X +XX0)

]

= c2Tr

[

(

(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
+
(

I + c2X2
0

)

)−1

X0X

]

.
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Lemma 30 Let W be a Banach algebra and Ω ⊂ W be an open subset. Let
g : Ω → W be Fréchet differentiable at X0. Let f(X) = g(X)X and h(X) =
Xg(X). Then f and h are Fréchet differentiable at X0, with Df(X0)(X) =
Dg(X0)(X)X0 + g(X0)X and Dh(X0)(X) = X0Dg(X0)(X) +Xg(X0).

Proof By assumption, limt→0
||g(X0+tX)−g(X0)−tDg(X0)(X)||W

|t| ||X||W = 0. Thus

lim
t→0

||f(X0 + tX)− f(X0)−Df(X0)(tX)||W
|t| ||X ||W

= lim
t→0

||g(X0 + tX)(X0 + tX)− g(X0)X0 − tDg(X0)(X)X0 − tg(X0)X ||W
|t| ||X ||W

≤ lim
t→0

||X0||W
||g(X0 + tX)− g(X0)− tDg(X0)(X)||W

|t| ||X ||W
+ lim
t→0

||g(X0 + tX)− g(X0)||W = 0.

This proves the formula for Df(X0). Here we use the fact the Fréchet Differ-
entiability implies continuity. The proof for Dh(X0) is entirely similar. ⊓⊔

Lemma 31 Define the function f : Sym(H) → Sym(H) by f(X) = (I + (I +
c2X2)1/2)−1X. Then Df(X0) : Sym(H) → Sym(H) is given by

Df(X0)(X) = −c2(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2

0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))
−1X0

+ (I + h(X0))
−1X (187)

= −c2X0(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2

0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))
−1

+X(I + h(X0))
−1. (188)

Here X,X0 ∈ Sym(H) and h(X0) = (I + c2X2
0 )

1/2.

Proof Let h(X) = (I+ c2X2)1/2 and g(X) = (I+h(X))−1. By the chain rule,

Dg(X0)(X) = [Dg(h(X0)) ◦Dh(X0)](X)

= −(I + h(X0))
−1Dh(X0)(X)(I + h(X0))

−1

= −c2(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2

0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))
−1.

By Lemma 30, with f(X) = g(X)X ,

Df(X0)(X) = Dg(X0)(X)X0 + g(X0)X

= −c2(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2

0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))
−1X0

+ (I + h(X0))
−1X.

Since g(X) and X commute, we also have f(X) = Xg(X) and thus

Df(X0)(X) = X0Dg(X0)(X) +Xg(X0)

= −c2X0(I + h(X0))
−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2

0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))
−1

+X(I + h(X0))
−1.

This gives the second, equivalent, expression for Df(X0)(X). ⊓⊔
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Lemma 32 Let f : Sym(H) ∩Tr(H) → L(L(H),R) be defined by

f(X)(Y ) = Tr[(I + (I + c2X2)1/2)−1XY ], Y ∈ L(H). (189)

Then Df(X0) : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) → L(L(H),R) is given by

[Df(X0)(X)](Y ) =
1

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(XY + Y X)] (190)

− c2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0Y + Y X0)].

In particular, for Y = X,

[Df(X0)(X)](X) = Tr[(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1X2] (191)

− c2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0X +XX0)].

Here X,X0 ∈ Sym(H) ∩Tr(H) and Z0 = I + c2X2
0 .

Proof Let g(X) = (I + (I + c2X2)1/2)−1X , h(X) = (I + c2X2)1/2, then
f(X)(Y ) = Tr[g(X)Y ]. By Lemmas 25 and 31, combining Eqs.(187) and(188),
we obtain, with Z0 = I + c2X2

0 ,

[Df(X0)(X)](Y ) = [Df(g(X0)) ◦Dg(X0)(X)](Y ) = Tr[Dg(X0)(X)Y ]

= −c
2

2
Tr[(I + h(X0))

−1Dsqrt(I + c2X2
0 )(X0X +XX0)(I + h(X0))

−1(X0Y + Y X0)]

+
1

2
Tr[(I + h(X0))

−1(XY + Y X)]

= −c
2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0Y + Y X0)]

+
1

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(XY + Y X)].

In particular, for Y = X ,

[Df(X0)(X)](X) = Tr[(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1X2]

− c2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0X +XX0)].

Lemma 33 Let X0 ∈ Sym(H) be a fixed compact operator. Let Z0 = I+c2X2
0 ,

c ∈ R. Then ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H), X 6= 0,

c2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0X +XX0)]

< Tr[(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1X2]. (192)
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Proof Let Y0 = (I +Z
1/2
0 )−1 = (I +(I + c2X2

0 )
1/2)−1. By Lemma 24, since Y0

and Z0 commute, we have

Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0XY0] = 2||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS.

Let {λk}k∈N be the eigenvalues of X0, with corresponding orthonormal eigen-
vectors {ek}k∈N forming an orthonormal basis in H. Then Z0 and Y0 have

eigenvalues {zk = (1 + c2λ2k)}k∈N and {yk = (1 + z
1/2
k )−1}k∈N, respectively,

with the same eigenvectors. We then have ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H),

1

2
Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y0XY0] = ||Z1/4

0 Y
1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS

=

∞
∑

k=1

||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Y

1/2
0 ek||2 =

∞
∑

k=1

yk||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)ek||2

=
∞
∑

k=1

yk

∞
∑

j=1

〈Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X)ek, ej〉2

=

∞
∑

j,k=1

ykyjz
1/2
j 〈ek, Dsqrt(Z0)(X)ej〉2. (193)

We recall the following identity from Lemma 16

Z
1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(X) +Dsqrt(Z0)(X)Z

1/2
0 = X.

Applying the inner product with ek and ej on both sides, taking into account
that Dsqrt(Z0)(X) ∈ Sym(H) and zk > 0∀k ∈ N, gives

〈ek, Dsqrt(Z0)(X)ej〉 =
1

z
1/2
k + z

1/2
j

〈ek, Xej〉.

Since X,X0 ∈ Sym(H), 〈ek, (XX0 +X0X)ej〉 = (λk + λj)〈ek, Xej〉 and thus

〈ek, Dsqrt(Z0)(XX0 +X0X)ej〉 =
λj + λk

z
1/2
k + z

1/2
j

〈ek, Xej〉

Substituting this into Eq.(193) gives

1

2
Tr[Dsqrt(Z0)(XX0 +X0X)Y0(XX0 +X0X)Y0]

= ||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(XX0 +X0X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS

=

∞
∑

k,j=1

ykyjz
1/2
j

(

λj + λk

z
1/2
k + z

1/2
j

)2

〈ek, Xej〉2.

With zk = 1 + c2λ2k, yk = (1 + z
1/2
k )−1, we have z

1/2
k yk < 1∀k ∈ N and

c2

(

λk + λj

z
1/2
k + z

1/2
j

)2

=

(

cλk + cλj
(1 + c2λ2k)

1/2 + (1 + c2λ2j)
1/2

)2

< 1, ∀k, j ∈ N.
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It follows that ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ HS(H), X 6= 0,

c2||Z1/4
0 Y

1/2
0 Dsqrt(Z0)(XX0 +X0X)Y

1/2
0 ||2HS <

∞
∑

k,j=1

yk〈Xek, ej〉2

=

∞
∑

k=1

yk||Xek||2 =

∞
∑

k=1

||XY 1/2
0 ek||2 = ||XY 1/2

0 ||2HS = Tr(Y0X
2).

Substituting Y0 = (I + Z
1/2
0 )−1 gives the desired result. ⊓⊔

Proposition 8 Let f : Sym(H) ∩Tr(H) → R be defined by

f(X) = Tr
[

−I + (I + c2X2)1/2
]

− log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2
(I + c2X2)1/2

)

, (194)

where c ∈ R, c 6= 0. Then f is at least twice Fréchet differentiable and strictly
convex on Sym(H) ∩Tr(H).

Proof By Lemmas 28, 29, Df(X0) : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) → R is given by,
∀X0, X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H),

Df(X0)(X) = c2Tr
[

(

I + c2X2
0

)−1/2
X0X

]

− c2Tr

[

(

(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
+
(

I + c2X2
0

)

)−1

X0X

]

= c2Tr

[

(

I +
(

I + c2X2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0X

]

.

Thus we have the map Df : Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) → L(L(H),R), with

Df(X)(Y ) = c2Tr

[

(

I +
(

I + c2X2
)1/2

)−1

XY

]

.

Differentiating this map gives the 2nd-order Fréchet derivative, by Lemma 32,

[D2f(X0)](X,Y ) = [D2f(X0)(X)](Y ) =
c2

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(XY + Y X)]

− c4

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0Y + Y X0)].

In particular, for Y = X ,

[D2f(X0)](X,X) = c2Tr[(I + Z
1/2
0 )−1X2]

− c4

2
Tr[(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1Dsqrt(Z0)(X0X +XX0)(I + Z

1/2
0 )−1(X0X +XX0)] ≥ 0,

with the strict inequality being valid ∀X ∈ Sym(H)∩Tr(H), X 6= 0 by Lemma
33. Thus f is strictly convex on Sym(H) ∩Tr(H). ⊓⊔
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Proof (of Theorem 7 - Strict convexity of Sinkhorn divergence) By the
strict convexity of the square Hilbert norm || ||2, the function m→ ||m−m0||2
is strictly convex in m. For the covariance part, by Theorem 6,

F (X) = Sǫd2(N (0, C0),N (0, X))

=
ǫ

4
Tr

[

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C2

0

)1/2

− 2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 XC

1/2
0

)1/2

+

(

I +
16

ǫ2
X2

)1/2
]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
0 XC

1/2
0

)1/2
)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
X2

)1/2
)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C2

0

)1/2
)

.

By Proposition 6, the function f(X) = log det
(

1
2I +

1
2 (I + c2C

1/2
0 XC

1/2
0 )1/2

)

−
Tr
[

−I + (I + c2C
1/2
0 XC

1/2
0 )1/2

]

is convex on Sym+(H)∩Tr(H). By Proposi-

tion 8, g(X) = Tr
[

−I +
(

I + 16
ǫ2X

2
)1/2

]

+ log det
(

1
2I +

1
2

(

I + 16
ǫ2X

2
)1/2

)

is

strictly convex in Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H). Thus F is strictly convex on Sym+(H) ∩
Tr(H). ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 9 - Differentiability) . The differentiability and con-
vexity of FE follows from Lemmas 18, 19, and Proposition 6. The differen-
tiability and strict convexity of FS follows from Lemmas 18, 19, 28, 29, and
Proposition 6 and 8. ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 8 - Positivity) Let µ0 = N (m0, C0) and µ1 = N (m,X).
It suffices to prove for the case m0 = m = 0. Let C0 be fixed. By Theorem
9, the function FS : X → Sǫd2 [N (0, C0),N (0, X)] is well-defined, twice Fréchet
differentiable, and strictly convex on the open, convex set Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H)∩
Tr(H) : I+c2ǫC

1/2
0 XC

1/2
0 > 0} ⊃ Sym+(H)∩Tr(H). Thus a minimizer of FS in

Ω is necessarily unique. Proceeding as in Proposition 9, the Fréchet derivative
for FS is given by, for X0 ∈ Ω, X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H),

DFS(X0)(X) = −cǫTr
[

C
1/2
0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 X0C

1/2
0

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
0 X

]

+ cǫTr

[

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0X

]

. (195)

By Lemma 20, DFS(X0)(X) = 0 ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) if and only if

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0 = C
1/2
0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 X0C

1/2
0

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
0

⇐⇒ X
1/2
0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X
1/2
0 = C

1/2
0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
0 X0C

1/2
0

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
0 .
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This equation obviously has solution X0 = C0, which must be unique since
FS is strictly convex in Ω. Thus the unique global minimum of FS in Ω,
and hence in Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), is FS(C0) = 0. Hence FS(X) ≥ 0 ∀X ∈
Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), with FS(X) = 0 ⇐⇒ X = C0. ⊓⊔

Derivation of the barycenter equations. We start by deriving Eqs.(46)
and (48) for the barycenter of Gaussian measures, which we restate here.

Proposition 9 Consider the Gaussian measures N (0, C),N (0, Ci), 1 ≤ i ≤
N . Define the following function F : Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H) → R, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , by

F (C) =

N
∑

i=1

wiS
ǫ
d2(N (0, C),N (0, Ci)). (196)

Then F is well-defined on the larger, open set Ω = {X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) :

I + 16
ǫ2C

1/2
i XC

/2
i > 0, i = 1, . . . , N}. F is Fréchet differentiable on Ω and the

condition DF (X0) = 0 is equivalent to

X0 =

(

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
X2

0

)

1/2
)1/2 N

∑

i=1

wi



C
1/2
i

(

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
C

1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i





×
(

I +

(

I +
16

ǫ2
X2

0

)1/2
)1/2

. (197)

A solution X0 of Eq.(197) must necessarily satisfy X0 ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H).
Under the additional hypothesis that X0 > 0, Eq.(197) is equivalent to

X0 =
ǫ

4



−I +

(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I +
16

ǫ2
X

1/2
0

CiX
1/2
0

)

1/2
)2




1/2

. (198)

Proof Let Fi(C) = Sǫd2(N (0, C),N (0, Ci)). By Theorem 6, with cǫ =
4
ǫ ,

Fi(C) =
ǫ

4
Tr [M ǫ

00 − 2M ǫ
01 +M ǫ

11] +
ǫ

4
log

[

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
01

)2

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
00

)

det
(

I + 1
2M

ǫ
11

)

]

=
ǫ

4
Tr

[

(

I + c2ǫC
2
i

)1/2 − 2
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CC

1/2
i

)1/2

+
(

I + c2ǫC
2
)1/2

]

+
ǫ

2
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i CC

1/2
i

)1/2
)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2ǫC
2
)1/2

)

− ǫ

4
log det

(

1

2
I +

1

2

(

I + c2ǫC
2
i

)1/2
)

.

Clearly Fi is well-defined on the larger, open set Ωi = {X ∈ Sym(H)∩Tr(H) :

I + 16
ǫ2C

1/2
i XC

1/2
i > 0}, hence F is well-defined on Ω = ∩Ni=1Ωi. The Fréchet
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derivative of Fi at each X0 ∈ Ωi is a linear map DFi(X0) : Sym(H)∩Tr(H) →
R. Combining Lemmas 18, 19, 28, 29, we obtain, ∀X ∈ Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H),

DFi(X0)(X) = −cǫTr
[

C
1/2
i

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)−1/2

C
1/2
i X

]

+ cǫTr
[

(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)−1/2
X0X

]

+ cǫTr

[

C
1/2
i

(

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2

+
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

)−1

C
1/2
i X

]

− cǫTr

[

(

(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
+
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)

)−1

X0X

]

= −cǫTr
[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

]

+ cǫTr

[

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0X

]

.

Summing over i, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we obtain the Fréchet derivative for F , namely

DF (X0)(X) = −cǫ
N
∑

i=1

wiTr

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

]

+ cǫTr

[

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0X

]

. (199)

By Lemma 20, the first order optimality condition DF (X0)(X) = 0 ∀X ∈
Sym(H) ∩ Tr(H) is equivalent to DF (X0) = 0, which in turn is equivalent to

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

−1

X0 =
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i

]

⇐⇒
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

−1/2
X0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

−1/2

=
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i

]

⇐⇒ X0 =
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)1/2

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i

]

×
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

1/2
.

This gives the first equation. Clearly any solution X0 of this equation must
necessarily satisfy X0 ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H).

Assume now that X0 > 0. We rewrite DF (X0) = 0 as

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

−1

X0 =
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i

]

⇐⇒ X
1/2
0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2

0

)1/2
)

−1

X
1/2
0

=
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i

]

.
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Under the condition X0 > 0, by Lemma 26, pre- and post-multiplying X
1/2
0

on both sides gives the equivalent expression

X0

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
)−1

X0

=

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

X
1/2
0 C

1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X

1/2
0

]

⇐⇒ 1

c2ǫ

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
]

=
1

c2ǫ

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2
]

,

where the right hand side follows from Lemma 8. This in turn is

(

I + c2ǫX
2
0

)1/2
=

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2

⇐⇒ X2
0 =

1

c2ǫ



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2
)2




⇐⇒ X0 =
1

cǫ



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
0 CiX

1/2
0

)1/2
)2




1/2

.

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔

Existence of the Fixed Point. It is clear from Eq.(46) that if it has a
solution X0, then necessarily X0 ≥ 0. We now prove that Eq.(46) has at least
one solution X0, which is then necessarily unique by the strict convexity of
the Sinkhorn divergence. This is done via the Schauder Fixed Point Theorem
(see e.g.[19]). Let E be a Banach space and M ⊂ E. We recall that a mapping
f : M → E is said to be compact if it is continuous and maps bounded
subsets into relatively compact subsets of E, that is subsets whose closures
are compact.

Theorem 25 (Schauder Fixed Point Theorem) Let M be a bounded
closed convex subset of a Banach space E. Assume that f : M → M is a
compact mapping. Then f has at least one fixed point in M .

Consider the map F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) as defined in Eq.(49). The proof
of the existence of a fixed point of F consists of two steps

1. We show that F is compact.

2. Let γ ∈ R, γ > 0 be such that Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and consider the set

K = {X ∈ Sym+(H) : 0 ≤ X ≤ γI}. (200)

We show that F maps K into itself. We can then apply Schauder Fixed
Point Theorem to obtain the existence of a fixed point of F in K.
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Lemma 34 Let B ∈ L(H) ∩ Sym(H). Let A ∈ L(H), ker(A∗) = {0}. Then

A∗BA ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ B ≥ 0. (201)

Proof If B ≥ 0, then by Lemma 41, we have A∗BA ≥ 0. Assume now that
A∗BA ≥ 0, which means that 〈x,A∗BAx〉 = 〈Ax,BAx〉 ≥ 0 ∀x ∈ H. In
particular, for y = Ax ∈ Im(A), we have 〈y,By〉 ≥ 0. Since ker(A∗) = {0}, we
have Im(A) = ker(A∗)⊥ = H, hence Im(A) is dense in H. Thus ∀y ∈ H, there
is a sequence {yn}n∈N in Im(A) such that limn→∞ ||yn − y|| = 0. Then

|〈y,By〉 − 〈yn, Byn〉| = |〈y − yn, By〉+ 〈yn, B(y − yn)〉|
≤ ||yn − y|| ||B||(||y||+ ||yn||) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Thus 〈y,By〉 = limn→∞〈yn, Byn〉 ≥ 0. Since this holds ∀y ∈ H, we have
B ≥ 0. ⊓⊔

Remark 8 Lemma 34 is generally not true without the condition ker(A∗) =

{0}. As an example, consider the caseH = R2 and A =

(

1 0
0 0

)

,B = (bij)i,j,=1,2.

Then ABA =

(

b11 0
0 0

)

≥ 0 ⇐⇒ b11 ≥ 0.

In the following, recall the set of pth Schatten class operators Cp(H) = {A ∈
L(H) : ||A||p = (Tr[(A∗A)p/2])1/p < ∞}, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, with C1(H) = Tr(H),
C2(H) = HS(H), and C∞(H) being the set of compact operators on H.

Lemma 35 (Corollary 3.2 in [51]) For any two positive operators A,B on
H such that A ≥ cI > 0, B ≥ cI > 0, for any bounded operator X on H,

||ArX −XBr||p ≤ rcr−1||AX −XB||p, 0 < r ≤ 1, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. (202)

Corollary 6 For two operators A,B ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Cp(H), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

||(I +A)r − (I +B)r||p ≤ r||A −B||p, 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. (203)

Theorem 26 (Theorem 2.3 in [51]) Let A,B be two positive operators on
H and f any operator monotone function with f(0) = 0. Then

||f(A)− f(B)|| ≤ f(||A−B||). (204)

By Proposition 16, the following result is then immediate.

Corollary 7 Let A,B be two positive bounded operators on H. Then

||Ar −Br|| ≤ ||A−B||r, 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. (205)

Proposition 10 Let C ∈ Sym+(H)∩Tr(H). The following maps are compact
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1. F1 : Sym+(H) → L(H) defined by F1(X) = X1/2C1/2.

2. F2 : Sym+(H) → L(H) defined by F2(X) = C1/2X1/2.

3. F3 : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) defined by F3(X) = X1/2CX1/2.

4. F4 : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) defined by F4(X) = C1/2XC1/2.

Proof (i) By Corollary 7, we have

||F1(X)− F1(Y )|| ≤ ||X1/2 − Y 1/2|| ||C1/2|| ≤ ||C||1/2||X − Y ||1/2.

Thus the map F1 is continuous on Sym+(H). Since C1/2 is a compact opera-
tor on H, it maps bounded subsets of H into relatively compact subsets of H.
Consider the set Y = {C1/2x : x ∈ H, ||x|| ≤ 1} ⊂ H, then Y being relatively
compact means that every sequence {yn = C1/2xn}n∈N in Y contains a sub-
sequence {ynk

= C1/2xnk
}k∈N that converges in H, that is ∃y ∈ H such that

limk→∞ ||C1/2xnk
− y|| = 0.

Since C ∈ Sym+(H) ∩Tr(H), we have C1/2 ∈ HS(H) and X1/2C1/2 ∈ HS(H)
∀X ∈ Sym+(H). In particular X1/2C1/2 is a compact operator.

Let {λk}k∈N be the eigenvalues of C, arranged in decreasing order, with corre-
sponding orthonormal eigenvectors {ek}k∈N. Let N ∈ N be fixed and consider

the finite-rank operator C
1/2
N =

∑N
k=1

√
λk(ek⊗ ek). Then for any ǫ > 0, there

exists N(ǫ) ∈ N such that

||C1/2
N − C1/2||HS = (

∞
∑

k=N+1

λk)
1/2 < ǫ, ∀N > N(ǫ).

Consequently, for ||X || ≤ 1, N > N(ǫ),

||X1/2C
1/2
N −X1/2C1/2||HS ≤ ||X1/2|| ||C1/2

N − C1/2||HS < ǫ.

For a fixed N ∈ N, consider the set ZN = {X1/2C
1/2
N : ||X || ≤ 1} ⊂ HS(H)

and a sequence {X1/2
n C

1/2
N }n∈N ⊂ ZN . We now show that this sequence has a

convergent subsequence in HS(H). We have

||X1/2
n C

1/2
N ||2HS =

∞
∑

j=1

||X1/2
n C

1/2
N ej||2 ≤ ||C1/2

N ||2HS ≤ Tr(C) <∞.

The sequence {||X1/2
n C

1/2
N ||HS}n∈N is a bounded sequence of non-negative

numbers and thus, by the Bolzano-Weierstrass Theorem, has a convergent

subsequence {||X1/2
n0

C
1/2
N ||HS}n0∈N, with

lim
n0→∞

||X1/2
n0

C
1/2
N ||HS = B, for some constant B ≥ 0.
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For j = 1, the sequence {X1/2
n0

C
1/2
N e1}n0∈N, belonging to a relatively compact

set in H, contains a convergent subsequence {X1/2
n1 C

1/2
N e1}, i.e.

lim
n1→∞

||X1/2
n1

C
1/2
N e1 − y1|| = 0, for some y1 ∈ H.

Similarly, for j = 2, the sequence {X1/2
n1

C
1/2
N e2}n1∈N contains a convergent

subsequence {X1/2
n2

C
1/2
N e2}, i.e. ∃y2 ∈ H such that

lim
n2→∞

||X1/2
n2

C
1/2
N e2 − y2|| = 0 and at the same time lim

n2→∞
||X1/2

n2
C

1/2
N e1 − y1|| = 0.

Carrying out this procedure iteratively, we obtain a subsequence {X1/2
nN C

1/2
N }

in HS(H) and (yj)
N
j=1, yj ∈ H, such that

lim
nN→∞

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N ej − yj|| = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ N.

Furthermore,

N
∑

j=1

||yj ||2 =
N
∑

j=1

lim
nN→∞

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N ej||2 = lim

nN→∞

N
∑

j=1

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N ej ||2

= lim
nN→∞

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N ||2HS = B2 <∞.

Define the following finite-rank operator YN ∈ L(H) by

YNej =

{

yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ N,
0 else.

(206)

Then ||YN ||2HS =
∑∞
j=1 ||YNej||2 =

∑N
j=1 ||yj ||2 = B2 <∞ and

lim
nN→∞

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N − YN ||2HS = lim

nN→∞

N
∑

j=1

||(X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N − YN )ej ||2

=

N
∑

j=1

lim
nN→∞

||X1/2
nN

C
1/2
N ej − yj ||2 = 0.

Thus {X1/2
nN C

1/2
N } is the desired convergent subsequence, with limit YN ∈

HS(H). This shows that the set ZN = {X1/2CN : ||X || ≤ 1} is relatively

compact ∀N ∈ N in HS(H), so that ∀ǫ > 0, there is a finite ǫ-net {Zi}N2(N,ǫ)
i=1

in HS(H) such that {X1/2C
1/2
N : ||X || ≤ 1} ⊂ ∪N2(N,ǫ)

i=1 BHS(H)(Zi, ǫ). Conse-

quently, for N > N(ǫ), {X1/2C1/2 : ||X || ≤ 1} ⊂ ∪N2(N,ǫ)
i=1 BHS(H)(Zi, 2ǫ).

This shows that the set {X1/2C1/2 : ||X || ≤ 1} is relatively compact in
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HS(H), hence in L(H) and thus F1 is a compact map on Sym+(H). More-

over, each sequence {X1/2
n C1/2 : ||X || ≤ 1} contains a convergent subsequence

{X1/2
k(n)C

1/2}n∈N in HS(H), i.e. ∃Y ∈ HS(H) such that

lim
k(n)→∞

||X1/2
k(n)C

1/2 − Y ||HS = 0. (207)

(ii) Similarly, F2 is a continuous map on Sym+(H). Each sequence {C1/2X
1/2
n , ||Xn|| ≤

1}n∈N contains a convergent subsequence {C1/2X
1/2
k(n)}, with limk(n)→∞ ||C1/2X

1/2
k(n)−

Y ∗||HS = 0, where Y ∈ HS(H) is as in Part (i). Thus F2 is a compact map on
Sym+(H).

(iii) Since F3(X) = F1(X)F2(X), F3 is continuous on Sym+(H). Furthermore,

each sequence {X1/2
n CX

1/2
n , ||Xn|| ≤ 1}n∈N contains a convergent subsequence

{X1/2
k(n)CX

1/2
k(n)}, with limk(n)→∞ ||X1/2

k(n)CX
1/2
k(n) − Y Y ∗||HS = 0, where Y ∈

HS(H) is as in Part (i). Thus F2 is a compact map on Sym+(H).

(iv) Entirely analogous to F3, the map F4 is compact on Sym+(H). ⊓⊔

Corollary 8 Let A,B ∈ Sym+(H) be given. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then

||(I + (I +A)1/2)−1 − (I + (I +B)1/2)−1||p ≤
1

8
||A− B||p. (208)

In particular, let A ∈ Sym+(H), {An}n∈N, An ∈ Sym+(H) ∀n ∈ N be such
that limn→∞ ||An −A||p = 0. Then

lim
n→∞

||(I + (I +An)
1/2)−1 − (I + (I +A)1/2)−1||p = 0. (209)

Proof By Corollary 6,

||(I + (I +A)1/2)−1 − (I + (I +B)1/2)−1||p
= ||(I + (I +A)1/2)−1[(I + (I +A)1/2)− (I + (I +B)1/2)](I + (I +B)1/2)−1||p
≤ ||(I + (I +A)1/2)−1|| ||(I +A)1/2 − (I +B)1/2)||p ||(I + (I +B)1/2)−1||

≤ 1

8
||A−B||p.

The second result is then immediate. ⊓⊔

Corollary 9 Let C ∈ Sym+(H)∩Tr(H). Let a ∈ R, a 6= 0. Consider the map
F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) defined by

F (X) =

(

I +
(

I + a2C1/2XC1/2
)1/2

)−1

. (210)

Then F is a compact map on Sym+(H).
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Proof By Corollary 8,

||F (X)− F (Y )|| ≤ a2

8
||C1/2XC1/2 − C1/2Y C1/2|| ≤ a2

8
||C1/2||2||X − Y ||.

Thus F (X) is a continuous map on Sym+(H). By Proposition 10, the map
g : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) defined by g(X) = C1/2XC1/2 is compact, so
that each sequence {C1/2XnC

1/2, ||Xn|| ≤ 1}n∈N contains a convergent sub-
sequence {C1/2Xk(n)C

1/2} with limk(n)→∞ ||C1/2Xk(n)C
1/2 − Y ∗Y ||HS = 0,

where Y ∈ HS(H) is as defined in the proof of Proposition 10. By Corollary 8,

||F (Xk(n))− (I + (I + a2Y ∗Y )1/2)−1|| ≤ a2

8
||C1/2Xk(n)C

1/2 − Y ∗Y ||

≤ a2

8
||C1/2Xk(n)C

1/2 − Y ∗Y ||HS → 0

as k(n) → ∞. Thus the set {F (X), ||X || ≤ 1} ⊂ Sym+(H) is relatively com-
pact, showing that F is compact. ⊓⊔

Lemma 36 Let C ∈ Sym+(H) ∩Tr(H). Let a ∈ R, a > 0. The following map
F : Sym+(H) → L(H) is compact

F (X) = (I + (I + a2X2)1/2)1/2C1/2. (211)

Proof Define the map g : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) by g(X) = (1 + (1 +
a2X2)1/2)1/2. By the inequality (1 + a2)1/2 ≤ 1 + a for a ∈ R, a ≥ 0,

||g(X)|| ≤ 1 + (1 + a2||X ||2)1/4 ≤ 1 + (1 + a||X ||)1/2 ≤ 2 +
√
a||X ||1/2.

Thus the set {g(X) : ||X || ≤ 1} is bounded, with max||X||≤1 ||g(X)|| ≤ 2+
√
a.

Applying Corollary 6 twice, we obtain

||g(X)− g(Y )|| = ||(I + (I + a2X2)1/2)1/2 − (I + (I + a2Y 2)1/2)1/2||

≤ 1

2
||(I + a2X2)1/2 − (I + a2Y 2)1/2||

≤ a2

4
||X2 − Y 2|| ≤ a2

4
(||X ||+ ||Y ||)||X − Y ||.

This shows that g is continuous on Sym+(H). Hence F is continuous on
Sym+(H). As in the proof of Proposition 10, for each sequence {F (Xn) =
g(Xn)C

1/2, ||Xn|| ≤ 1}, there exists a subsequence {F (Xk(n))} and an oper-
ator Z ∈ HS(H) such that limk(n)→∞ ||F (Xk(n)) − Z||HS = 0. Thus the set
{F (X) : ||X || ≤ 1} is relatively compact, proving that F is compact. ⊓⊔

Lemma 37 Let E be a Banach algebra and M ⊂ E. Let f, g : M → E
be compact. Then the sum and product maps h1, h2 : M → E defined by
h1(X) = f(X) + g(X)and h2(X) = f(X)g(X) are compact.
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Proof Let us show that the product map is compact. LetMB be any bounded,
non-empty subset ofM . By assumption of compactness, each sequence {f(Xn), Xn ∈
MB}n∈N contains a convergent subsequence {f(Xn1

)} with limit Y1 in E. Next,
the sequence {g(Xn1

)} contains a convergent subsequence {g(Xn2
)} with limit

Y2 in E. We then have

||f(Xn2
)g(Xn2

)− Y1Y2|| ≤ ||(f(Xn2
)− Y1)g(Xn2

)||+ ||Y1(g(Xn2
)− Y2)||

≤ ||f(Xn2
)− Y1|| ||g(Xn2

)||+ ||Y1|| ||g(Xn2
)− Y2|| → 0

as n2 → ∞. Thus the set {h2(X) = f(X)g(X) : X ∈ MB} is relatively
compact. An analogous argument shows that h2 is continuous, hence h2 is a
compact map on M . ⊓⊔

Proposition 11 Let Ci ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , be fixed. The map F : Sym+(H) →
Sym+(H) as defined in Eq.(49) is continuous in the operator || || norm. In
particular, if 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, i = 1, . . . , N , and 0 ≤ X,Y ≤ γI, then

||F(X)−F(Y )|| ≤ 8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)(

3 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

||X − Y ||. (212)

Proof Let cǫ = 4
ǫ and g(X) =

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2

and for 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

define hi(X) = C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i , then

||F(X)−F(Y )|| = ||g(X)

N
∑

i=1

wihi(X)g(X)− g(Y )

N
∑

i=1

wihi(Y )g(Y )||

≤ ||g(X)

N
∑

i=1

wihi(X)|| ||g(X)− g(Y )||+ ||g(X)||
N
∑

i=1

wi||hi(X)− hi(Y )|| ||g(Y )||

+ ||g(X)− g(Y )|| ||
N
∑

i=1

wihi(Y )g(Y )||. (213)

Using the inequality (1 + a2)1/2 ≤ 1 + a ∀a ≥ 0, we obtain

||g(X)|| ≤ 2 +
2√
ǫ
||X ||1/2, ||g(Y )|| ≤ 2 +

2√
ǫ
||Y ||1/2. (214)

Applying Corollary 6 twice gives

||g(X)− g(Y )|| ≤ 4

ǫ2
(||X ||+ ||Y ||)||X − Y ||. (215)

For
∑N

i=1 wihi(X),

||
N
∑

i=1

wihi(X)|| =
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

i=1

wi

[

C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

2

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||. (216)
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By Corollary 7,

||hi(X) − hi(Y )||

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

C
1/2
i

[

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)

−1

−
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i Y C

1/2
i

)1/2
)

−1
]

C
1/2
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

8
c2ǫ ||C

1/2
i ||2 ||C1/2

i XC
1/2
i − C

1/2
i Y C

1/2
i || ≤ 2

ǫ2
||Ci||2||X − Y ||. (217)

Combining Eqs.(213), (214), (216),(215), and (217) gives

||F(X)−F(Y )|| ≤
(

2 +
2√
ǫ
||X||1/2

)

(

1

2

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||
)

4

ǫ2
(||X||+ ||Y ||)||X − Y ||

+

(

2 +
2√
ǫ
||X||1/2

)(

2 +
2√
ǫ
||Y ||1/2

)

(

2

ǫ2

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||2||X − Y ||
)

+

(

2 +
2√
ǫ
||Y ||1/2

)

(

1

2

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||
)

4

ǫ2
(||X||+ ||Y ||)||X − Y ||

=
4

ǫ2

(

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||
)

(

2 +
1√
ǫ
||X||1/2 +

1√
ǫ
||Y ||1/2

)

(||X||+ ||Y ||)||X − Y ||

+
8

ǫ2

(

N
∑

i=1

wi||Ci||2
)

(

1 +
1√
ǫ
||X||1/2

)(

1 +
1√
ǫ
||Y ||1/2

)

||X − Y ||.

This shows that F is continuous in the operator norm || ||. In particular, for
0 ≤ X ≤ γI, 0 ≤ Y ≤ γI, and 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

||F(X)−F(Y )|| ≤ 16γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

||X − Y ||+ 8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)2

||X − Y ||

=
8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)(

3 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

||X − Y ||.

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔

Proposition 12 Let Ci ∈ Sym+(H) ∩ Tr(H), 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Consider the map
F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) as defined in Eq.(49). Then F is compact.

Proof (of Proposition 12) By Proposition 11, F is continuous in the opera-

tor norm || ||. Let gi(X) =
(

I +
(

I + 16
ǫ2X

2
)1/2

)1/2

C
1/2
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N , then gi is

compact by Lemma 36 and similarly so is li(X) = C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + 16
ǫ2X

2
)1/2

)1/2

,

1 ≤ i ≤ N . Let hi(X) =

(

I +
(

I + 16
ǫ2C

1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

then hi is compact by Corollary 9. Then we have the summation F(X) =
∑N

i=1 wigi(X)hi(X)li(X), which is compact by Lemma 37. ⊓⊔

Lemma 38 Let γ ∈ R, γ > 0 be fixed. Assume that 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .
Consider the map F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) as defined in Eq.(49). Then

0 ≤ X ≤ γI ⇒ 0 ≤ XF(X)X ≤ γX2. (218)



Entropic regularization of Wasserstein distance on Hilbert space 79

Proof Since 0 ≤ X ≤ γI, by Lemma 41,

0 ≤ X ≤ γI ⇒ X2 = X1/2(X)X1/2 ≤ γX ⇒ c2ǫC
1/2
i X2C

1/2
i ≤ γc2ǫC

1/2
i XC

1/2
i

⇐⇒ γI + c2ǫC
1/2
i X2C

1/2
i ≤ γ

(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)

⇒
(

I +
1

γ
c2ǫC

1/2
i X2C

1/2
i

)1/2

≤
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2

⇐⇒ I +

(

I +
1

γ
c2ǫC

1/2
i X2C

1/2
i

)1/2

≤ I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2

⇐⇒
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

≤
(

I +

(

I +
1

γ
c2ǫC

1/2
i X2C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

.

By Lemma 41, pre- and post-multiplying by C
1/2
i gives

⇒ C
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i ≤ C

1/2
i

(

I +

(

I +
c2ǫ

γ
C

1/2
i X2C

1/2
i

)1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i .

Once again applying Lemma 41, pre- and post-multiplying by X gives

XC
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i X

≤XC
1/2
i

(

I +

(

I +
c2ǫ

γ
C

1/2
i X2C

1/2
i

)1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i X =

γ

c2ǫ

[

−I +

(

I +
c2ǫ

γ
XCiX

)1/2
]

,

where the last expression follows from Lemma 8. Since 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, we have
XCiX ≤ X(γI)X = γX2 by Lemma 41. Thus,

XC
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i X ≤ γ

c2ǫ

[

−I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

]

= γX2
[

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

]−1

.

By Lemma 41,

XF(X)X =
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)

1/2

×
N
∑

i=1

wi

[

XC
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i XC

1/2
i

)

1/2
)

−1

C
1/2
i X

]

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)

1/2

≤
(

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2
N
∑

i=1

wiγX
2

[

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

]

−1 (

I +
(

I + c2ǫX
2
)1/2

)1/2

= γX2.

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔

Proposition 13 Let γ ∈ R, γ > 0 be fixed. Assume that 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤
i ≤ N . Consider the map F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) as defined in Eq.(49).
Then under either one of the following two additional conditions
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1. X is strictly positive,

2. Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and X are compact, not necessarily strictly positive,

the following holds

0 ≤ X ≤ γI ⇒ 0 ≤ F(X) ≤ γI. (219)

Proof (of Proposition 13) It is clear that F(X) ≥ 0. For X = 0, we have

F(0) =

N
∑

i=1

wiCi ≤ γI since Ci ≤ γI ∀i = 1, . . . , N.

Assume now that X 6= 0. By Lemma 38, we have

XF(X)X ≤ γX2 ⇐⇒ X [γI −F(X)]X ≥ 0.

If X is strictly positive, that is ker(X) = {0}, then by Lemma 34, the previous
inequality implies γI −F(X) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ F(X) ≤ γI.

Assume now that X is compact and singular, X 6= 0. Let {λk}k∈N be the set
of eigenvalues of X , λk ≥ 0, arranged in decreasing order, with corresponding
orthonormal eigenvectors {ek}k∈N forming an orthonormal basis in H. Then

X =

∞
∑

k=1

λkek ⊗ ek and X ≤ γI ⇐⇒ λ1 ≤ γ.

For any 0 < δ ≤ λ1, define the following operator

X ′ =
∞
∑

k=1

λ′kek ⊗ ek, where λ′k =

{

λk if λk > 0,
δ
k2 if λk = 0.

Then X ′ is compact, strictly positive, with X ′ ≤ γI and ||X −X ′|| < δ. Thus
F(X ′) ≤ γI by the first part of the proposition. By Proposition 11,

||F(X)−F(X ′)|| ≤ 8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)(

3 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

||X −X ′||.

This implies that

||F(X)|| ≤ ||F(X ′)||+ 8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)(

3 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

||X −X ′||

≤ γ +
8γ2

ǫ2

(

1 +

√

γ

ǫ

)(

3 +

√

γ

ǫ

)

δ.

Since δ can be arbitrarily close to zero, this implies that ||F(X)|| ≤ γ. With
the additional conditions that Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ N are compact, the operator F(X)
is self-adjoint, compact, positive, and thus 0 ≤ F(X) ≤ γI. ⊓⊔
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Proof (of Theorem 12) As with the entropic 2-Wasserstein distance, the
Sinkhorn divergence Sǫd2(N (m0, C0),N (m1, C1)) is the sum of the squared Eu-
clidean distance ||m0−m1||2 and the Sinkhorn divergence Sǫd2(N (0, C0),N (0, C1)).
We can thus consider the means and covariance operators separately. The
barycentric mean is obviously the Euclidean mean m̄ =

∑N
i=1 wimi.

Consider now the centered Gaussian measures N (0, C),N (0, Ci), 1 ≤ i ≤ N .
Define the function F : Sym+(H) ∩Tr(H) → R, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , by

F (C) =

N
∑

i=1

wiS
ǫ
d2(N (0, C),N (0, Ci)).

Then F is strictly convex, since Sǫd2 is strictly convex, thus its minimum, if it
exists, is unique. By Proposition 9,

DF (X0) = 0 ⇐⇒ X0 = F(X0)

where F : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H) is the map defined by Eq.(49). By Propo-
sition 12, F is a compact map on Sym+(H). Let γ ∈ R, γ > 0 be such that
Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N and consider the set

K = {X ∈ Sym+(H) : 0 ≤ X ≤ γI}. (220)

Then K is a closed, bounded, convex subset of L(H). By Proposition 13,
X ∈ K ⇒ F(X) ∈ K. Thus by Schauder Fixed Point Theorem, there exists
X0 ∈ K such that X0 = F(X0), which must be the unique global minimizer
of the strictly convex function F . Clearly, with cǫ =

4
ǫ ,

X0 > 0 ⇐⇒
N
∑

i=1

wiC
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i > 0.

Since 0 ≤ X0 ≤ γI, 0 ≤ Ci ≤ γI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫγ
2
)1/2

)−1 N
∑

i=1

wiCi ≤
N
∑

i=1

wiC
1/2
i

(

I +
(

I + c2ǫC
1/2
i X0C

1/2
i

)1/2
)−1

C
1/2
i

≤ 1

2

N
∑

i=1

wiCi.

Thus it follows that X0 > 0 ⇐⇒∑N
i=1 wiCi > 0. ⊓⊔

11 Comparison of barycenter fixed point equations

We now show that for dim(H) ≥ 2,
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0, Eq.(48) has uncountably
infinitely many positive, singular solutions.

Consider first the case H = R and Ci = σ2
i , i = 1, . . . , N .
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Lemma 39 Assume that
∑N

i=1 wiσ
2
i > 0. The function

F(x) =
(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)1/2

)

N
∑

i=1

wiσ
2
i

(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

)−1

, x ≥ 0, (221)

has a unique fixed point x∗, which satisfies x∗ > 0. The function

G(x) = ǫ

4



−1 +

(

N
∑

i=1

wi
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

)2




1/2

, x ≥ 0, (222)

has two fixed points, namely x∗ and x0 = 0.

Proof The fixed point equation x = F(x) is equivalent to

[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)1/2

]−1

x−
N
∑

i=1

wiσ
2
i

(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

)−1

= 0.

Consider the left hand side, which is f(x) =
(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)1/2

)−1

[x−F(x)],

with f(0) = − 1
2

∑N
i=1 wiσ

2
i < 0, limx→∞ f(x) = ǫ

4 > 0, and

f ′(x) =
[

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)1/2

]−1 [
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)

+
(

1 + c2ǫx
2
)1/2

]−1

+
8

ǫ2

N
∑

i=1

wiσ
4
i

(

1 +
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)1/2

)−2
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x
)−1/2

> 0 ∀x ≥ 0.

Thus f(x) is strictly increasing on [0,∞) and hence there must exist a unique
x∗ > 0 at which f(x∗) = 0 ⇐⇒ x∗ = F(x∗). Since x∗ > 0, by Proposition 9,

x∗ = F(x∗) ⇐⇒ x∗ = G(x∗) = ǫ

4



−1 +

(

N
∑

i=1

wi
(

1 + c2ǫσ
2
i x

∗)1/2
)2




1/2

.

It is obvious that G has another fixed point x0 = 0. ⊓⊔

Lemma 40 Let u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1. Consider the rank-one operator u⊗u : H →
H defined by (u⊗ u)x = 〈u, x〉u. Then for any A ∈ L(H) and any k ∈ N,

[(u⊗ u)A(u ⊗ u)]k = 〈u,Au〉k(u⊗ u). (223)

If A is self-adjoint, positive, then

[(u⊗ u)A(u ⊗ u)]1/k = 〈u,Au〉1/k(u⊗ u). (224)
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Proof Consider the cases k = 1 and k = 2. For any x ∈ H,

(u⊗ u)A(u⊗ u)x = (u ⊗ u)A〈u, x〉u = 〈u, x〉〈u,Au〉u = 〈u,Au〉(u⊗ u)x.

Since (u⊗ u)2 = (u⊗ u), we have

[(u⊗ u)A(u⊗ u)]2x = 〈u,Au〉(u⊗ u)A(u⊗ u)x = 〈u,Au〉2(u⊗ u)x.

For the first expression, the general case then follows by induction.

If A is self-adjoint, positive, then (u⊗ u)A(u⊗ u) is self-adjoint, positive, and
[(u⊗ u)A(u ⊗ u)]1/k is well-defined and unique [14]. We have

[〈u,Au〉1/k(u ⊗ u)]k = 〈u,Au〉(u⊗ u)k = 〈u,Au〉(u ⊗ u) = (u⊗ u)A(u ⊗ u),

from which the second identity follows. ⊓⊔

Proposition 14 Let Ci ∈ Sym+(H), 1 ≤ i ≤ N be fixed. Consider the fol-
lowing map G : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H), defined by

G(X) =
ǫ

4



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2CiX

1/2
)1/2

)2




1/2

. (225)

Then X0 = 0 is a fixed point of G. Let u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1 be such that
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 >

0. Then Xu = xu(u⊗ u) is a fixed point of G, where xu is the unique positive
solution of the following one-dimensional fixed point equation

x =
ǫ

4



−1 +

(

N
∑

i=1

wi
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

)2




1/2

. (226)

The condition
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 > 0 is satisfied for at least one u ∈ H, u 6= 0,

since otherwise C1 = · · ·CN = 0. If
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0, then
∑N

i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 >
0∀u ∈ H, u 6= 0. Thus under this assumption, for dim(H) ≥ 2, G has uncount-
ably infinitely many fixed points of the form Xu = xu(u⊗ u).

Proof (of Proposition 14) Clearly X = 0 is always a fixed point of G. Con-
sider the rank-one operator u⊗ u, ||u|| = 1, with eigenvalue 1 and eigenvector
u, we have (u⊗ u)1/2 = u⊗ u. By Lemma 40,

(u⊗ u)1/2Ci(u ⊗ u)1/2 = (u⊗ u)Ci(u⊗ u) = 〈u,Ciu〉(u⊗ u).

Therefore, for Xu = x(u ⊗ u),

I + c2ǫX
1/2
u CiX

1/2
u = (I − u⊗ u) +

(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)

(u ⊗ u).

Since (I − u⊗ u)2 = (I − u⊗ u) and (I − u⊗ u)(u⊗ u) = 0, by Lemma 40,

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2
u CiX

1/2
u

)1/2

= (I − u⊗ u) +
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

(u ⊗ u).
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Applying the same argument and using the fact that
∑N
i=1 wi = 1, we have

G(Xu) =
ǫ

4



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

)2




1/2

(u⊗ u).

Thus the fixed point equation Xu = G(Xu) becomes

x =
ǫ

4



−1 +

(

N
∑

i=1

wi
(

1 + c2ǫx〈u,Ciu〉
)1/2

)2




1/2

.

As shown in Lemma 39, under the condition
∑N

i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 > 0, this one-
dimensional fixed point equation has a unique positive solution x∗u. Thus Xu =
x∗u(u⊗ u) is a fixed point of G. ⊓⊔

When ǫ = 0, the fixed points Xu of G in Proposition 14 admit a closed form.

Proposition 15 Let Ci ∈ Sym+(H), 1 ≤ i ≤ N be fixed. Consider the fol-
lowing map G : Sym+(H) → Sym+(H), defined by

G(X) =

N
∑

i=1

wi(X
1/2CiX

1/2)1/2. (227)

Then X0 = 0 is a fixed point of G. Let u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1 be such that
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2 >

0, then the following is a fixed point of G

Xu =

(

N
∑

i=1

wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2
)2

(u⊗ u). (228)

The condition
∑N

i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2 > 0 is satisfied for at least one u ∈ H, u 6= 0,

since otherwise C1 = · · ·CN = 0. If
∑N

i=1 wiCi > 0, then
∑N

i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉 >
0∀u ∈ H, u 6= 0. Since wi > 0, i = 1, . . . , N , for each u 6= 0, there must be at
least one i for which 〈u,Ciu〉 > 0. This implies that under this assumption,
∑N

i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2 > 0 is satisfied for all u ∈ H, u 6= 0. In this case, when
dim(H) ≥ 2, G has uncountably infinitely many fixed points of the form Xu.

Example. Consider the simplest setting C1 = · · · = CN = C > 0, then in
both Propositions 14 and 15,

X = G(X) ⇐⇒ X = (X1/2CX1/2)1/2. (229)

One can immediately see that some of the solutions of the above equation
include X = 0, X = C, Xu = 〈u,Cu〉(u ⊗ u), for any u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1,
including Xk = λk(ek ⊗ ek), k ∈ N, where {λk}k∈N are the eigenvalues of C,
with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {ek}k∈N.
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Proof (of Proposition 15) By Lemma 40, Xu = x(u⊗ u), x > 0, we have

G(Xu) =
√
x

(

N
∑

i=1

wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2
)

(u⊗ u).

Thus the fixed point equationXu = G(Xu) becomes x =
(

∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2

)2

>

0 by the assumption
∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2 > 0. Hence

(

∑N
i=1 wi〈u,Ciu〉1/2

)2

(u⊗
u) is a fixed point of G ∀u ∈ H, ||u|| = 1. ⊓⊔

Proof (of Theorem 13 - Singular solutions of fixed point equations)
This is the combination of Propositions 7, 14, and 15. ⊓⊔

Comparison with the finite-dimensional setting. In the case H = Rn,
the existence of the strictly positive solution of Eq.(48) is proved via the
Brouwer Fixed Point Theorem (see e.g. [12]) as follows. This is the technique
employed by [1] for the case ǫ = 0 and [48] for the case ǫ > 0.

Theorem 27 (Brouwer Fixed Point Theorem) LetM ⊂ Rn be a compact
convex subset and f : M →M be continuous. Then f has a fixed point in M .

Remark 9 Unlike the Banach Fixed Point Theorem, both Brouwer and Schauder
Fixed Point Theorems guarantee the existence of one fixed point but not its
uniqueness. This needs to be proved via other means, e.g. strict convexity.

Assume that ∃α, β ∈ R, α > 0, β > 0 such that αI ≤ Ci ≤ βI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .
Consider the set K2 = {X ∈ Sym++(n) : αI ≤ X ≤ βI}. Then by Lemma 41

α2I ≤ αX = X1/2αX1/2 ≤ X1/2CiX
1/2 ≤ X1/2βX1/2 = βX ≤ β2I.

It follows that

αI ≤ G(X) =
ǫ

4



−I +
(

N
∑

i=1

wi

(

I + c2ǫX
1/2CiX

1/2
)1/2

)2




1/2

≤ βI. (230)

Thus the continuous map G maps the compact convex set K2 into itself, thus
G has a fixed point in K2. This strictly positive solution of Eq.(48) is then
precisely the unique solution of Eq.(46). It is not clear, however, whether this
proof technique can be extended to the infinite-dimensional setting. This is
because one can no longer assume that there is a uniform lower bound of the
form αI for the Ci’s and X as above. One might assume instead that there
is an operator C > 0 such that Ci ≥ C, 1 ≤ i ≤ N and consider the set
K3 = {X ∈ Sym+(H) : C ≤ X ≤ βI}. This does not help, however, since the
condition X ≥ C > 0 does not imply that X1/2CX1/2 ≥ C2. The following is
a counterexample, where it can be verified that X ≥ C but X1/2CX1/2 � C2

X =





1.6254 −0.6825 −1.2503
−0.6825 1.9105 0.0516
−1.2503 0.0516 2.2376



 , C =





0.2867 −0.3297 0.1976
−0.3297 0.6925 −0.2484
0.1976 −0.2484 0.1392



 . (231)



86 Hà Quang Minh

We note also that the condition 0 < αI ≤ Ci ≤ βI, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , above
is more restrictive that the condition

∑N
i=1 wiCi > 0 stated in Theorem 12,

which guarantees the existence of a strictly positive solution of Eq.(48). As an
example, let H = RN and {ei}Ni=1 be an orthonormal basis in H. Define

Ci = ei ⊗ ei then
N
∑

i=1

wiCi =
N
∑

i=1

wi(ei ⊗ ei) > 0, (232)

guaranteeing that C̄ > 0, even though all the Ci’s are singular.

12 Miscellaneous Technical Results

We briefly review the concept of operator monotone functions. Let A,B ∈
Sym(H), then we say A ≤ B if B − A ≥ 0. Let I ⊂ R be an interval. A
function f : I → R is said to be operator monotone if A ≤ B ⇒ f(A) ≤ f(B).

Proposition 16 (see e.g. [72]) The function f(t) = tr on [0,∞) is operator
monotone if and only if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1.

For r = 1/2, we have 0 ≤ A ≤ B ⇒ 0 ≤ A1/2 ≤ B1/2. The function f(t) = t2

on [0,∞), on the other hand, is not operator monotone. However, we still have
0 ≤ A ≤ λI ⇒ 0 ≤ A2 ≤ λ2I and A ≥ λI ⇒ A2 ≥ λ2I, λ > 0.

The following is the generalization of Proposition V.1.6 in [9] to the infinite-
dimensional setting, with the additional assumption that A,B be invertible,
since if dim(H) = ∞, then A > 0 does not imply that A is invertible.

Proposition 17 The function f(t) = − 1
t is operator monotone on (0,∞).

Thus if A,B ∈ L(H) are invertible then 0 < A ≤ B ⇒ A−1 ≥ B−1.

Lemma 41 (see [9], Lemma V.1.5)

A ≤ B ⇒ X∗AX ≤ X∗BX ∀X ∈ L(H). (233)

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Augusto Gerolin and
Anton Mallasto for their comments and feedback. In addition, he would like
to thank the anonymous referee for the many valuable comments, suggestions,
and corrections, which helped improve the manuscript. This work was partially
supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20H04250.

Data availability. This paper contains no associated data.



Entropic regularization of Wasserstein distance on Hilbert space 87

References

1. Agueh, M., Carlier, G.: Barycenters in the wasserstein space. SIAM Journal on Math-
ematical Analysis 43(2), 904–924 (2011)

2. Amari, S.i., Karakida, R., Oizumi, M.: Information geometry connecting Wasserstein
distance and Kullback–Leibler divergence via the entropy-relaxed transportation prob-
lem. Information Geometry 1(1), 13–37 (2018)

3. Arsigny, V., Fillard, P., Pennec, X., Ayache, N.: Log-euclidean metrics for fast and sim-
ple calculus on diffusion tensors. Magnetic Resonance in Medicine: An Official Journal
of the International Society for Magnetic Resonance in Medicine 56(2), 411–421 (2006)

4. Arsigny, V., Fillard, P., Pennec, X., Ayache, N.: Geometric means in a novel vector
space structure on symmetric positive-definite matrices. SIAM J. on Matrix An. and
App. 29(1), 328–347 (2007)

5. Baker, C.R.: Mutual information for Gaussian processes. SIAM Journal on Applied
Mathematics 19(2), 451–458 (1970)

6. Baker, C.R.: Joint measures and cross-covariance operators. Transactions of the Amer-
ican Mathematical Society 186, 273–289 (1973)

7. Baker, C.R.: Capacity of the Gaussian channel without feedback. Information and
Control 37(1), 70–89 (1978)

8. del Barrio, E., Loubes, J.M.: The statistical effect of entropic regularization in optimal
transportation. preprint arxiv:2006.05199 (2020)

9. Bhatia, R.: Matrix Analysis. Springer (1997)
10. Bigot, J., Cazelles, E., Papadakis, N.: Penalization of barycenters in the wasserstein

space. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis 51(3), 2261–2285 (2019)
11. Bogachev, V.: Gaussian Measures. American Mathematical Society (1998)
12. Borwein, J., Lewis, A.: Convex analysis and nonlinear optimization. CMS Books in

Mathematics. Springer (2000)
13. Borwein, J.M., Lewis, A.S., Nussbaum, R.D.: Entropy minimization, DAD problems,

and doubly stochastic kernels. Journal of Functional Analysis 123(2), 264–307 (1994)
14. Brown, D., O’Malley, M.: On nth roots of positive operators. The American Mathemat-

ical Monthly 87(5), 380–382 (1980)
15. Chebbi, Z., Moakher, M.: Means of Hermitian positive-definite matrices based on the

log-determinant α-divergence function. Linear Algebra and its Applications 436(7),
1872–1889 (2012)

16. Ciccone, V., Chen, Y., Georgiou, T.T., Pavon, M.: Regularized transport between sin-
gular covariance matrices. preprint arxiv:2006.10000 (2020)

17. Cichocki, A., Cruces, S., Amari, S.i.: Log-determinant divergences revisited: Alpha-beta
and gamma log-det divergences. Entropy 17(5), 2988–3034 (2015)

18. Congedo, M., Barachant, A., Bhatia, R.: Riemannian geometry for EEG-based brain-
computer interfaces; a primer and a review. Brain-Computer Interfaces 4(3), 155–174
(2017)

19. Conway, J.: A course in functional analysis, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 96,
2nd edn. Springer (2007)

20. Cover, T., Thomas, J.: Elements of Information Theory. Wiley, New York (1991)
21. Csiszár, I.: I-divergence geometry of probability distributions and minimization prob-

lems. The Annals of Probability pp. 146–158 (1975)
22. Cuesta-Albertos, J., Matrán-Bea, C., Tuero-Diaz, A.: On lower bounds for the L2-

Wasserstein metric in a Hilbert space. Journal of Theoretical Probability 9(2), 263–283
(1996)

23. Cuturi, M.: Sinkhorn distances: Lightspeed computation of optimal transport. In: Ad-
vances in neural information processing systems, pp. 2292–2300 (2013)
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