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Abstract

The theory of Wasserstein gradient flows in the space of probability measures provides a
powerful framework to study dissipative partial differential equations (PDE). It can be used
to prove well-posedness, regularity, stability and quantitative convergence to the equilibrium.
However, many PDE are not gradient flows, and hence the theory is not immediately applicable.

In this work we develop a straightforward entropy regularised splitting scheme for degener-
ate non-local non-gradient systems. The approach is composed of two main stages: first we split
the dynamics into the conservative and dissipative forces, secondly we perturb the problem so
that the diffusion is no longer singular and perform a weighted Wasserstein “JKO type” descent
step. Entropic regularisation of optimal transport problems opens the way for efficient numerical
methods for solving these gradient flows. We illustrate the generality of our work by providing a
number of examples, including the Regularized Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck equation, to which
our results applicable.
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1 Introduction

The seminal work of Jordan, Otto and Kinderlehrer [JKO98] it was shown that the linear Fokker-Planck equation
(FPE) can be regarded as a gradient flow on the space of probability measures. The authors did this by proving that the
solution of the FPE, over some fixed time interval [0, T ], can approximated by the following variational scheme: fix a
time-step h > 0 and an initial distribution ρ0h = ρ0, then for n ∈ {1, . . . , ⌊T

h
⌋}, define the n-th iterate ρnh, as the unique

minimiser of

argmin
ρ∈P2(Rd)

{ 1

2h
W

2
2 (ρ

n−1
h , ρ) + Ffpe(ρ)

}

, (1.1)

where P2(R
d) is the space of Borel probability measures on R

d with finite second moments. The minimisation problem
(1.1) is comprises two terms: the free energy Ffpe, and the Wasserstein metric W2 which we implicitly mean to lift the
Euclidean distance. Loosely speaking the free energy determines “in what direction one moves”, and the Wasserstein term
tells “how far one moves”. The procedure of (1.1) has been coined a “JKO scheme”, and serves as an analog to the implicit
Euler method (on R

d). Indeed, as the time-step tends to zero the scheme converges to a continuous time gradient flow
on the space of probability measures, see [AGS08] for an exposition on the subject of gradient flows on metric spaces,
with special attention devoted to (P2(R

d),W2). Upon a re-weighting of the Wasserstein metric, and a re-formulation of
the free energy, similar schemes have been identified for a number of dissipative Partial Differential Equations. These
include (but are not limited to) such fundamental PDE as: the porous medium equation [Ott01], the non-linear (and
weighted non-linear) diffusion [CDPS17, Lis09], the fourth-order quantum drift-diffusion equation and related models
[GST09, MMS09]. In the above works the optimal transport problem driving the scheme is the Wasserstein metric (or a
weighted version thereof), this is significant both theoretically and computationally.

The theory of Wasserstein gradient flows connects different areas of mathematics, such as: partial differential equa-
tions, differential geometry, optimal transport, and statistical mechanics. This discussion is explored in Villani’s book
[Vil08]. The theory serves as a framework to study dissipative PDEs, providing the means to prove their well-posedness,
regularity, stability and quantitative convergence to equilibrium [Vil08,AGS08,San15]. Moreover, it has been shown that
the Wasserstein gradient flow structure arises naturally from large deviation principles of the microscopic stochastic dy-
namics [ADPZ13,DLR13,DPZ13,EMR15], and hence such gradient flows have been described to “capture the fluctuation
behaviour” (of Brownian particles) [ADPZ11]. Furthermore, the theory has been extended to discrete state space struc-
tures [Maa11, Mie13], in which (under strong geometrical assumptions) the discrete optimal transport costs have been
shown to converge to the Wasserstein metric [GKMP20].

There is a great deal of interest in developing structure-preserving numerical methods for evolutionary PDE. In this
respect JKO schemes do the job since they preserve mass and positivity and, moreover, guarantee the monotonic decrease
of the corresponding energy functional. We refer the reader to [BFS12, CCP19, CCWW21] and the references therein.
From a computational point of view, a major challenge in implementing the JKO scheme is to efficiently approximate the
optimal transport cost. When this cost is the Wasserstein metric this reduces to solving a linear programming problem. The
of entropic regularisation of such linear programming problems has been studied as early as the 1930s [Sch31, Léo13].
This technique, recently popularised in [Cut13, PC19] transforms the transport problem into a strictly convex problem
that can be solved efficiently via Sinkhorn’s matrix scaling algorithm [KS67]. Replacing the Wasserstein distance in the
JKO scheme (1.1) by its entropy smoothed variant, and proving the convergence of the regularised scheme, was first
done in [CDPS17].
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The above theory is well-established for PDE which are Wasserstein gradient flows. However, many fundamental PDEs
are not of this type, but however they still possess a dissipative component. Hence, a natural question is if one can develop
variational schemes akin to (1.1) for non-gradient systems. A famous example is the kinetic Fokker-Planck (Kramer’s
equation), which is a PDE on phase space, i.e., it describes the density evolution of the position and velocity of a particle
[Kra40,Ris89]. Kramer’s equation models a mix of conservative and dissipative dynamics, and is a degenerate diffusion in
the sense that the Laplacian operator acts only on the velocity variable. The difficulty in constructing “JKO type” schemes
for these types of PDE is in identifying a suitable cost function for the dissipation mechanism. Methods do exist for finding
the appropriate cost functions. They are based on the fundamental solution to teh equation [DT18], or leveraging the the
underlying Lagrangian structure [FGY11], or the Freidlin-Wentzell large deviation rate functional [DPZ14,Hua00,HJ00].
However the cost functions adopted in these works are often non-homogeneous, time-step dependent and do not induce
a metric.

A different approach when considering a mix of conservative and dissipative forces is to perform a splitting of
the dynamics. Of course, operator splitting approaches are well established in the theory of PDE and SDE [HKL10,
GO16], and it is no wonder these techniques have found success in the field of JKO schemes. See [MS20, CG04] for
the splitting approach applied to degenerate diffusions and [CL17] for non-local non-linear equations. In short, these
works approximate the solution to the PDE (of mixed forces) by following the trajectory of the Hamiltonian dynamics
and separately treating dissipative dynamics as a Wasserstein gradient flow. It is worth noting that the works [Ber18] and
[BA15, DL18] even display a split between the transport and diffusion terms in the FPE and fractional FPE respectively,
although this is not considered in our work.

Motivated by the works discussed in the above paragraphs, we propose a simple splitting scheme for a general class
of non-gradient degenerate systems.

The set-up. Consider a general evolution equation of the form

∂tρ+ div
(

ρb[ρ]
)

= div
(

A
(

∇ρ+ ρ∇f
))

, ρ(0, ·) = ρ0(·), (1.2)

where the unknown ρ is a time dependent probability distribution on [0, T ] × R
d, A ∈ R

d×d is a semi-positive definite
(symmetric) matrix, f : Rd → R a given energy potential, b : P(Rd)× R

d → R
d a divergence free non-local vector field,

and the probability density ρ0 ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) is the initial condition. Here, and throughout we denote P(Rd) the space of
Borel probability measures on R

d, P2(R
d) those with finite second moment, and Pr

2 (R
d) as those which are additionally

absolutely continuous (with respect to the Lebesgue measure). Equation (1.2) can be viewed as the forward Kolmogorov
equation describing the time evolution of the distribution ρ associated to the stochastic process X satisfying the following
SDE of McKean type

dX(t) = b[ρt](X(t))dt− A∇f(X(t))dt+ σdW (t), (1.3)

ρt = Law(Xt),

for a constant diffusion matrix σ, with σσT = A. This serves as a general model for the dynamic limit of interacting
particles, evolving via a conservative, possibly non-local, term b[ρ], and a potential drift ∇f , whilst being perturbed by
noise W (t).

The class of (1.2) is rich and includes many cases of interest: the linear and kinetic Fokker-Planck [Ris89], the
Vlasov Poisson Fokker-Planck [HJ13], the linear Wigner Fokker-Planck [AGG+12], and higher-order degenerate diffusions
approximating the generalised Langevin and generalised Vlasov equations [OP11, Duo15]. We emphasize that because
σ is (possibly) degenerate our framework is well suited to study the dynamics of particles in phase space when random
forcing is only felt in the velocity components. In its generality PDE (1.2) is a non-reversible/non-gradient flow system.
When b = 0 and A is non-singular, (1.2) is a (weighted) Wasserstein gradient flow [Lis09]. This intuitively leads ones
along the following path. Firstly, we perturb (1.3) by adding a small amount of noise into each component of X, that is,
we consider (1.2) with A replaced by the positive-definite matrix Ah := A + hI , with I being the d × d identity matrix
and h a positive constant. Secondly, we consider a splitting of the dynamics. That is, over small time intervals we let the
evolution alternate between the Hamiltonian dynamics driven by b, and dissipative dynamics governed by the energy
potential ∇f and the random forcing. From this perspective we can study the evolution equation (1.2) by alternating
between solving an ODE (induced by the Hamiltonian dynamics) and performing a “JKO type” weighted Wasserstein
gradient descent step. We now detail this proposed scheme.

The Scheme. Take (1.2). Denote the free energy F : Pr
2 (R

d) → R as the sum of the potential energy and the entropy

F(ρ) := F (ρ) +H(ρ),

where

F (ρ) :=

∫

Rd

ρfdx, and H(ρ) :=

∫

Rd

ρ log(ρ)dx.
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Consider the following two-step splitting scheme. Let ρ0 ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) be given, with F(ρ0) < ∞. Let h > 0, N ∈ N

be such that hN = T , and let n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Set ρ0h = ρ̃0h = ρ0. Given ρnh we find ρn+1
h through the following

procedure. First we introduce the push forward by the Hamiltonian flow as

ρ̃
n+1
h = X

n
h (h, ·)#ρ

n
h, (1.4)

where Xn
h : R+ × R

d → R
d solves the ODE

{

∂tX
n
h = b[ρnh ] ◦Xn

h ,

Xn
h (0, ·) = id.

(1.5)

Next, define ρn+1
h as the minimiser of the classical “JKO type” descent step

ρ
n+1
h = argmin

ρ∈Pr
2
(Rd)

{ 1

2h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ) + F(ρ)

}

, (1.6)

where Wch is the optimal transport problem, defined for h > 0 as

Wch(µ, ν) := inf
γ∈Π(µ,ν)

∫

ch(x, y)dγ(x, y), (1.7)

with the cost function ch : R2d → R given by

ch(x, y) := A
−1
h

〈

x− y, x− y
〉

, (1.8)

for the matrix Ah ∈ R
d×d defined as

Ah := A+ hI. (1.9)

Note that the addition of hI to A means that Ah is a positive-definite matrix (see Lemma 3.3) which means that ch is

well defined for all h > 0 and
√
ch defines a metric on R

d, which in-turn means W
1
2
ch defines a metric on P2(R

d). One
can take (1.9) and induce a perturbation of (1.3) by noise. We mention that if the matrix A is invertible then there is no
need to perform the perturbation. Instead we can adopt the scheme with ch(x, y) = c(x, y) := A−1

〈

x− y, x− y
〉

and the
all results would remain true. This is the case for the Linear Wigner Fokker-Planck, see Section 5.2.

For each n ∈ {0, . . . , N} we denote γ̃
n,c
h , γ̃n

h ∈ Π(ρ̃nh, ρ
n
h), as the following optimal couplings (respectively)

Wch(ρ̃
n
h, ρ

n
h) =

∫

R2d

ch(x, y)γ̃
n,c
h (x, y), W

2
2 (ρ̃

n
h, ρ

n
h) =

∫

R2d

ch(x, y)γ̃
n
h (x, y), (1.10)

and for n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1} we define γn
h ∈ Π(ρnh, ρ̃

n+1
h ) as the optimal coupling

W
2
2 (ρ

n
h, ρ̃

n+1
h ) =

∫

R2d

ch(x, y)γ
n
h (x, y). (1.11)

The optimal couplings in (1.10) and (1.11) are all well defined, see Lemma A.3. Throughout this work we will adopt the
notation that tn = nh for n ∈ {0, . . . , N}. Consider the following piece-wise constant interpolations of {ρnh}Nn=0

ρh(t, ·) := ρ
n+1
h for t ∈ [tn, tn+1), (1.12)

and of {ρ̃nh}Nn=0

ρ̃h(t, ·) := ρ̃
n+1
h for t ∈ [tn, tn+1), (1.13)

and the continuous interpolation of {ρ̃nh}Nn=0

ρ
†
h(t, ·) :=

(

X
n
h (t− tn, ·)

)

#
ρ
n
h for t ∈ [tn, tn+1), (1.14)

so that ρ†h is the solution over t ∈ (0, h) of the continuity equation (see Lemma 3.1)
{

∂tµ(t, ·) + div
(

µ(t, ·)b[ρnh]
)

= 0

µ(t, ·)|t=0 = ρnh.
(1.15)

The proof of convergence of the above scheme is straightforward for two reasons. Firstly, since b is divergence free
the change in the free energy under the Hamiltonian dynamics is easily controlled. Secondly, since Ah is positive-definite,
performing the “JKO type” descent step (1.6) can be done following the well-established strategy [JKO98].

In scope of existing work, and as already alluded, this construction can be re-cast under entropic regularisation.
Indeed, this aspect is also part of our operator-splitting program but we choose to postpone this to Section 4 as to not
distract from the simplicity of the technique.
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Contribution of out work. This work builds on conservative-dissipative operator-splitting methods in relation to JKO
schemes by extending the existing results to degenerate systems via a novel perturbation by noise approach. The main
Theorem 2.4 (and its entropy regularized version, Theorem 4.2) states the convergence of the 2-step scheme (regularised
2-scheme resp.) for a general class of degenerate non-local non-gradient evolution PDE. This class of PDE include general
models of phase space particle dynamics, which previously have been intractable via these methods. In turn, this provides
existence of weak solutions to such PDE. Notably, because of the splitting (and the nature of the JKO scheme), the physical
structure of the dynamics is preserved. This is of great significance, according to Ottinger [Ött18] “an important challenge
for the future is how the structure of thermodynamically admissible evolution equations can be preserved under time-
discretization, which is a key to successful numerical calculations”. Lastly, the regularisation of the optimal transport
problem opens the way to efficient numerical implementation.

Comparison to existing literature. The proof of the main theorem, Theorem 2.4, follows the well-established pro-
cedure of [JKO98]. However, to deal with such general PDE as (1.2) we use a splitting procedure inspired by [CDPS17],
in combination with a novel perturbation by noise approach. The work [CDPS17] considered non-linear diffusions which
we do not, however, we see no reason why our approach cannot be extended to that case. As an attempt to construct
schemes for degenerate PDE our work can be compared to [CG04, MS20], however these works do not perform a per-
turbation by noise and can only deal with linear conservative dynamics. Lastly, in comparison with the 1-step schemes
found in [ADdR21], the method of this paper preserves the physical structure of the system and hence the dissipation
mechanism in the form of the (weighted) Wasserstein metric is explicit.

Future work. From a modelling perspective the non-local term b captures the weak interactions between a large
ensemble of particles. In this case, it takes the form of a convolution between the measure and a certain Kernel, and
under our assumptions we require the kernel to be Lipschitz. However, many fundamental models of interacting particle
systems compose of a singular interaction kernel, for example the Coulomb potential [Ser20]. Our work makes a second
restrictive assumption on the non-local term, being that it is divergence free. Of course, one could perform a Helmholtz
decomposition of this term (see [CL17]) but it is presently unclear how one would then incorporate the conservative
vector field into the dissipation term (because of the diffusion matrix A). These themes are left for future work.

Organisation of the paper. In Section 2 we present our notation, the main assumptions, and the result of this paper.
Section 3.1 contains the well posedness of the scheme, and some preliminary results on the continuity equation. The
proof of the main result is given in Section 3. In Section 4 we outline how the scheme can regularised. We finish with
Section 5 which provides some explicit examples to which our work can be applied.

2 The Main Result

In this section, we first introduce the notation that will be used throughout the paper, then we give the main assump-
tions that we work under, and finally we present the main result, Theorem 2.4.

2.1 Notation

Throughout d ∈ N will be the dimension of the space. A fixed T > 0 denotes the length of the time interval we
consider. Throughout, C denotes a constant whose value may change without indication and depends on the problem’s
involved constants, but, critically, it is independent of key parameters of this work, namely the time step h > 0 and
number of iterates N ∈ N of the scheme introduced in Section 1. The Euclidean inner product between two vectors
x, y ∈ R

d will be written as x · y or sometimes 〈x, y〉. We write ‖ · ‖ as the Euclidean norm on R
d, and | · | when d = 1.

The symbol ‖ · ‖ is also used as the 2-norm on R
d×d. For a matrix A let AT be its transpose.

Let Ω ⊆ R
d. The space of Lebesgue m−integrable functions on Ω is denoted by Lm(Ω). The Sobolev space of

functions in L1(Ω) with first weak derivatives also in L1(Ω) is denoted W 1,1(Ω). We say that f ∈ L1
loc(R

d) if f ∈ L1(Ω)
for any compact Ω ⊂ R

d. We define the space f ∈ W
1,1
loc (Rd) similarly. The supremum norm ‖ · ‖∞,Ω of a vector field

φ : Ω → R
d, or a function φ : Ω → R, is used to denote supx∈Ω ‖φ(x)‖, supx∈Ω |φ(x)| respectively, when Ω = R

d we just
write ‖ · ‖∞. We use the Landau “big-O” notation φ(h) = O(ϕ(h)), for functions φ, ϕ : R+ → R to mean that there exists
C, h0 > 0 such that |φ(h)| ≤ Cϕ(h) for all h < h0 and we say a matrix B ∈ R

d×d is O(h) if maxi,j |Bi,j | ≤ Ch.
Let A,B ⊆ R

d, define Ck(A;B) as the k-times continuously differentiable functions from A to B with continuous
kth derivative. Define C∞

c (A;B) as the set of infinitely differentiable functions from A to B with compact support. Let
∇φ, ∆φ, and ∇2φ be the gradient, Laplacian, and Hessian respectively, of a sufficiently smooth function φ : Rd → R. For
a sufficiently smooth vector field η : Rd → R

d let div(η), and Dη be its divergence and Jacobian respectively. We call id
the identity map on any space.

Denote the space of Borel probability measures on R
d as P(Rd). The second moment M of a measure ρ ∈ P(Rd) is

5



defined as

P(Rd) ∋ ρ 7→ M(ρ) :=

∫

Rd

‖x‖2ρ(dx). (2.1)

The set of probability measures with finite second moments is denoted P2(R
d),

P2(R
d) := {ρ ∈ P(Rd) : M(ρ) < ∞}. (2.2)

Define Pr
2 (R

d) as those ρ ∈ P2(R
d) which are absolutely continuous. Throughout, when a measure is said to be ‘absolutely

continuous’ we implicitly mean with respect to the Lebesgue measure . We will use the same symbol ρ to denote a measure
ρ ∈ Pr

2 (R
d) as well as its associated density. Define H to be the negative of Boltzmann entropy,

P(Rd) ∋ ρ 7→ H(ρ) :=

{

∫

Rd ρ log ρ, if ρ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d)

+∞, otherwise
, (2.3)

which throughout we will just refer to as the entropy. Also define the positive part of the entropy as

P(Rd) ∋ ρ 7→ H+(ρ) :=

{

∫

Rd max{ρ log ρ, 0}, if ρ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d)

+∞, otherwise
, (2.4)

The set of transport plans between given measures µ, ν ∈ P2(R
d) is denoted by Π(µ, ν) ⊂ P2(R

2d). That is, for
µ, ν ∈ P2(R

d), γ ∈ Π(µ, ν) if γ(B × R
d) = µ(B) and γ(Rd × B) = ν(B) for all Borel sets B ⊂ R

d. Let Πr(µ, ν) be
those γ ∈ Π(µ, ν) which are absolutely continuous. We denote a sequence of probability measures indexed by k ∈ N as
{µk}k∈N which we relax to {µk}. We use the symbol ⇀ to mean the weak convergence of measures. For any two subsets
P,Q ⊂ P2(R

d) we denote Π(P,Q) as the set of transport plans whose marginals lie in P and Q respectively. For a vector
field η : Rd → R

d and measure µ ∈ P(Rd) we write (η)#µ as the push-forward of µ by η. For any probability measure γ

and function c on R
2d we write

(c, γ) :=

∫

R2d

c(x, y)γ(dx, dy).

We use the symbol ∗ to denote the convolution, that is for a vector field K : Rd1 → R
d1 and a measure ρ ∈ P(Rd2),

K ∗ ρ : Rd1 → R
d1 is defined as

K ∗ ρ(x) :=
∫

R
d2

K(x− x
′)ρ(x′

, z)dx′
dz, (2.5)

where x, x′ ∈ R
d1 and z ∈ R

d2−d1 . Lastly, the 2-Wasserstein distance on P2(R
d) is denoted by W2.

2.2 Framework

We now make clear the assumption that this paper makes on the potential f , non-local vector field b, and matrix A.
Under the following assumption we have well-posedness of the splitting scheme, and the convergence of the interpola-
tions (1.12)-(1.14) to the weak solution of (1.2).

Assumption 2.1. The potential energy f ∈ C1(Rd) is assumed to be non-negative f(x) ≥ 0, and uniformly Lipschitz,
that is there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ R

d

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C‖x− y‖. (2.6)

We assume for the non-local drift b : P(Rd)× R
d → R

d is that there exists C > 0 such that for any µ ∈ P(Rd)

‖b[µ](x)‖ ≤ C
(

1 + ‖x‖
)

, ∀x ∈ R
d
, b[µ] ∈ W

1,1
loc (Rd), div(b[µ]) = 0. (2.7)

Moreover, we assume there exists C > 0 for all µ, ν ∈ P(Rd)
∫

Rd

‖b[ν](x)− b[µ](x)‖2dν(x) ≤ CW
2
2 (ν, µ). (2.8)

Lastly assume A is a semi-positive definite (symmetric), constant matrix A ∈ R
d×d.

Remark 2.2. The assumption on f is standard, and so is the assumption on A if we envision it originating from a
diffusion matrix. In terms of the assumptions on the non-local vector field b, (2.7) ensures well-posedness of the problem
via DiPerna-Lions theory [DL89]. Moreover, imposing (2.8) allows us to apply our results when b takes the form of a
convolution, which is exactly the case for the examples motivating us, see Section 5 and Remark 5.1 in particular.
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Definition 2.3 (Weak solution). The curve ρ : [0, T ] → Pr
2 (R

d), t 7→ ρ(t, ·), is called a weak solution to the general
evolution equation (1.2) if for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c ([0, T ]× R
d) we have

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ(t, x)
(

∂tϕ(t, x) +
(

b[ρ(t, ·)](x) + A∇f(x)
)

· ∇ϕ(t, x) + div
(

A∇ϕ(t, x)
)

)

dxdt+

∫

Rd

ρ
0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx = 0 (2.9)

The main (abstract) result of this work, under Assumption 2.1, is the following theorem which gives the existence
of weak solutions of the evolution equation (1.2). Uniqueness is not discussed here, but can likely be obtained via
displacement convexity arguments and an exponential in time contraction on the W2 distance between two solutions
started from different initial data, cf. [Lab17].

Theorem 2.4. Let ρ0 ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) satisfy F(ρ0) < ∞. Let h > 0, N ∈ N with hN = T , and take {ρnh}Nn=0, {ρ̃nh}Nn=0 to
be the solution of the scheme (1.4)-(1.6). Define the piecewise constant interpolations ρh, ρ̃h by (1.12)-(1.13) and the
continuous interpolation ρ

†
h by (1.14). Suppose that Assumption 2.1 holds.

Then,

(i) as h → 0 (N → ∞ abiding by hN = T ) we have

ρh, ρ̃h, ρ
†
h −→

h→0
ρ in L

1((0, T )× R
d
)

. (2.10)

(ii) Moreover, there exists a map [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ρ(t, ·) in Pr
2 (R

d) such that

lim
h→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

max
{

W2(ρh(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)),W2(ρ̃h(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)),W2(ρ
†
h(t, ·), ρ(t, ·))

}

= 0. (2.11)

The ρ maps appearing in the above limits are weak solutions of the evolution equation (1.2) in the sense of Definition
2.3.

Remark 2.5. If one were to instead consider the evolution equation, for a non-linear function p,

∂tρ+ div(ρb[ρ]) = div
(

A
(

∇p(ρ) + ρ∇f
)

)

,

then following the strategy in [CL17], to deal with the non-linear term, we expect one could construct a similar scheme to
the one detailed above by adjusting the free energy term F . We leave this for now to not over complicate the presentation,
and also since our framework already covers a large range of PDE.

3 Proof of the Main Result

The objective of this section is to prove the main result, Theorem 2.4. This will be done following the celebrated
strategy of [JKO98]: firstly we prove the well-posedness of the scheme, then the discrete Euler-Lagrange equations for
the minimisers of (1.6) are established, next we derive necessary a priori estimates, and finally we prove the convergence
of the scheme by stitching together the discrete Euler-Lagrange equations and using the compactness provided by the a
priori estimates.

Recall from Section 1 the definitions of the sequences ρnh, ρ̃
n
h, interpolations ρh, ρ̃h, ρ

†
h, and optimal couplings γ̃n,c

h , γ̃n
h , γ

n
h .

Also recall that the constant C ≥ 0 that appears will be independent of h and n ∈ {0, . . . N}, but may depend on the
final time T . The following results hold under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4, and for all 0 < h < 1, note that we are
ultimately interested in the case where h → 0.

3.1 Preliminary results and well-posedness

The main result here is that the scheme proposed in Section 1 is well-posed. We also make some preliminary obser-
vations on the matrix Ah, and on solutions to the continuity equation which will be useful later on.
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3.1.1 The Hamiltonian step

By our assumptions on b, we can use DiPerna Lions theory [DL89] to conclude that there exists a solution to the ODE
(1.5), which when pushing forward the initial density solves the continuity equation (1.15). Moreover, we note that the
Hamiltonian dynamics preserves the entropy.

Lemma 3.1. The following results hold for any n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Let ρnh ∈ Pr
2 (R

d). Then,

(i) there exists a unique Xn
h : R+ × R

d → R
d, such that Xn

h (0, ·) = id, and for a.e x ∈ R
d the map t 7→ Xn

h (t, x)
solves (1.5),

X
n
h (t, x) = x+

∫ t

0

b[ρnh] ◦Xn
h (s, x)ds.

Moreover Rd ∋ x → X(·, x) ∈ L1
loc(R

d;C(R)), and for a.e x ∈ R
d the map R

+ ∋ t → Xn
h (t, x) ∈ C1(R).

(ii) For t ∈ [tn, tn+1), ρ
†
h(t, ·) solves the continuity equation (1.15) over the interval [0, h).

(iii) We have the following entropy preservation identities

H
(

ρ
†
h(t, ·)

)

= H(ρnh) ∀t ∈ [tn, tn+1), H(ρ̃n+1
h ) = H(ρnh). (3.1)

Proof. Since b[ρnh] satisfies Assumption 2.1, point (i) and (ii) follow by [DL89, Theorem III.1]. In regard to point (iii),
note that for all t ≥ 0 the map Xn

h (t, ·) preserves the Lebesgue measure since b is a divergence free vector field. The result
is thus immediate.

The following lemma bounds the change of the distribution under the Hamiltonian dynamics over the interval (0, h)
by its 2nd moments.

Lemma 3.2. The following result holds for any n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Let ρnh ∈ Pr
2 (R

d). Let µ be the solution of (1.15)
over the interval [0, h) and let 0 ≤ s1 ≤ s2 ≤ h. Then

W
2
2 (µ(s1, ·), µ(s2, ·)

)

≤ Ch

∫ s2

s1

(

1 +M(µ(s, ·))
)

ds. (3.2)

Moreover, for any t ∈ [tn, tn+1), M(ρ†h(t, ·)),M(ρ̃h(t, ·)) < C
(

M(ρnh) + 1
)

.

Proof. Recall the Benamou-Brenier formula [AGS08, Chapter 8]. Let µ solve (1.15). For any 0 ≤ s1 ≤ s2 ≤ h we have by
(2.7) that

W
2
2

(

µ(s1, ·), µ(s2, ·)
)

≤(s2 − s1)

∫ s2

s1

∫

Rd

‖b[ρnh ](x)‖2µ(s, x)dxds

≤(s2 − s1)C

∫ s2

s1

∫

Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖2
)

µ(s, x)dxds ≤ hC

∫ s2

s1

(

1 +M(µ(s, ·))
)

ds,

which is (3.2). Now consider

∂tM(µ(t, ·)) = ∂t

∫

Rd

‖Xn
h (t, x)‖2ρnh(x)dx =2

∫

Rd

X
n
h (t, x) · ∂tX

n
h (t, x)ρ

n
h(x)dx

=2

∫

Rd

X
n
h (t, x) · b[ρnh] ◦Xn

h (t, x)ρ
n
h(x)dx

≤C

∫

Rd

(

1 + ‖Xn
h (t, x)‖2

)

ρ
n
h(x)dx

=C

∫

Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖2
)(

X
n
h (t, ·)

)

#
ρ
n
h(x)dx = C

(

1 +M(µ(t, ·))
)

.

Employing Grönwall’s inequality, we have

M(µ(t, ·)) ≤ C
(

M(µ(0, ·)) + 1
)

= C
(

M(ρnh) + 1
)

. (3.3)

For t ∈ [tn, tn+1), let ρ†h(t, ·) solve (1.15) over the interval [0, h). Hence for any t ∈ [tn, tn+1), by (3.3),

M(ρ†h(t, ·)) ≤ C(M(ρnh) + 1).

Moreover, for all t ∈ [tn, tn+1) we have ρ̃h(t, ·) = ρ̃n+1
h = µ(h, ·), where again µ solves (1.15), and hence by (3.3)

M(ρ̃h(t, ·)) = M(ρ̃n+1
h ) = M(µ(h, ·)) ≤ C(M(ρnh) + 1),

for any t ∈ [tn, tn+1). This completes the proof.
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3.1.2 The JKO step

In this section we discuss the well-posedness of the JKO descent step, (1.6). It is natural to achieve well-posedness of
the scheme through finiteness, lower semi-continuity, and convexity of the functionals which appear in it. First observe
that Ah is indeed positive.

Lemma 3.3 (The cost function). The matrix Ah defined in (1.9) is positive definite (i.e., invertible), which implies

‖x− y‖2 ≤ Cch(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ R
d
. (3.4)

Proof. This is well-known [ADdR21, Appendix B.1] .

The next result addresses the existence of unique minimisers to (1.6). This type of result is classical, for completeness
the details of the proof can be found in Appendix A.1.

Proposition 3.4. Let µ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) with F(µ) < ∞. Then, there exists a unique ν∗ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) such that

ν
∗ = argmin

ν∈Pr
2
(Rd)

{ 1

2h
Wch(µ, ν) + F(ν)

}

. (3.5)

3.2 Discrete Euler-Lagrange Equations

The following results are quite classical so are stated without proof. For Lemma 3.5 see [JKO98, Proposition 4.1],
and for Lemma 3.6 see [ADdR21, Lemma 4.2].

The works of Peletier and others, cf [ADPZ13], have shown that solutions to Wasserstein gradient flows (1.6) can be
viewed as minimisers of a large deviation rate functional. We can therefore regard the Euler-Lagrange equations (3.9),
as the discrete analogue of (2.9).

Lemma 3.5. Let η ∈ C∞
c (Rd,Rd), and let Φ be its flow

∂sΦs = η(Φs), Φ0 = id. (3.6)

For any ν ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) we have

δF(ν, η) :=
d

ds
F
(

(Φs)#ν
)

∣

∣

∣

s=0
=

∫

Rd

ν(y)η(y) · ∇f(y)dy −
∫

Rd

ν(y)div(η(y))dy. (3.7)

Lemma 3.6. Let µ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d). Let ν be the optimal choice in (3.5), and let γ be the corresponding optimal plan in
Wch(µ, ν). Then, for any η ∈ C∞

c (Rd,Rd) we have

0 =
1

2h

∫

R2d

〈

η(y),∇ych(x, y)
〉

dγ(x, y) + δF(ν, η). (3.8)

In particular, for η of the form η(x) = Ah∇ϕ(x) (for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd)), and γ̃

n+1,c
h defined in (1.10),

0 =
1

h

∫

R2d

〈

y − x,∇ϕ(x)
〉

dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y) + δF(ρn+1

h , Ah∇ϕ). (3.9)

3.3 A priori estimates

In this section we use (1.6) to establish a number of results which will allow us to deduce the desired convergence in
Section 3.4. The introduction of the Hamiltonian step does not bring much added difficulty. Indeed, if we can show the
uniformly bounded 2nd moments and free energies of the JKO iterates (1.6), then these results are preserved under the
Hamiltonian dynamics. This is explained in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N−1}. If there exists a constant C1 > 0, independent of h and n, such that M(ρnh),F(ρnh) <
C1, then ρ̃n+1

h obtained from (1.4) satisfies
M(ρ̃n+1

h ),F(ρ̃n+1
h ) < C.
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Proof. The bound for the moments clearly hold by Lemma 3.2. For the free energy we have F(ρ̃n+1
h ) = F (ρ̃n+1

h )+H(ρnh)
by the conservation of entropy in Lemma 3.2. Therefore, since f is Lipschitz

F(ρ̃n+1
h ) =

∫

f(x)ρ̃n+1
h (x)dx+H(ρnh) ≤

∫

(

‖x‖+ f(0)
)

ρ̃
n+1
h (x)dx+H(ρnh)

≤ M(ρ̃n+1
h ) + C +H(ρnh) ≤ M(ρ̃n+1

h ) + C + F(ρnh) ≤ C.

The next Lemma provides uniform bounds in n and h for the moments, free energy, and positive part of the entropy
of each element the scheme (1.4) - (1.6).

Lemma 3.8 (Bounded energy, moments and the positive part of the entropy). For all n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N}, we have

M(ρnh),F(ρnh),H+(ρ
n
h) ≤ C and M(ρ̃nh),F(ρ̃nh),H+(ρ̃

n
h) ≤ C.

Proof. The proof is carried out via an inductive argument over n. Recall that M(ρ0),F(ρ0) ≤ C. For the induction
assumption assume M(ρnh),F(ρnh) ≤ C, and note therefore that Lemma 3.7 implies that M(ρ̃n+1

h ),F(ρ̃n+1
h ) ≤ C. Since

ρn+1
h is optimal we compare it against ρ̃n+1

h in (1.6), this yields

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ 2h

(

F(ρ̃n+1
h )− F(ρn+1

h )
)

, (3.10)

so that using Inequality (A.2) we have

M(ρn+1
h ) ≤Ch

(

F(ρ̃n+1
h )−F(ρn+1

h )
)

+ CM(ρ̃n+1
h ).

Now using that f is positive and (A.3) leads to

M(ρn+1
h ) ≤Ch

(

F(ρ̃n+1
h )−H(ρn+1

h )
)

+ CM(ρ̃n+1
h )

≤Ch
(

F(ρ̃n+1
h ) +

(

M(ρn+1
h ) + 1

)α)

+ CM(ρ̃n+1
h ). (3.11)

By the inductive assumption and Lemma 3.7 we know M(ρ̃n+1
h ),F(ρ̃n+1

h ) ≤ C. Thus, (3.11) implies, for h < 1,

M(ρn+1
h ) ≤

(

M(ρn+1
h ) + 1

)α
+ C.

Since α ∈ (0, 1), we can use that (x+ 1)α ≤ 1+ αx to conclude from the above that M(ρn+1
h ) ≤ C. Returning to (3.10),

the non-negativity of Wch(·, ·) gives

F(ρn+1
h ) ≤ F(ρ̃n+1

h ) ≤ C,

where we have again used the inductive assumption. Therefore by induction we have the bounds M(ρnh),F(ρnh) ≤ C

for any n. It then immediately follows (as established in Lemma 3.7) that M(ρ̃nh),F(ρ̃nh) < C. The bounds for H+ also
follow immediately from Lemma A.2 and the bounded moments just obtained.

Lemma 3.8 states the uniform bounds for the discrete elements of our schemes. The following Lemma induces those
bounds for the interpolations (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14).

Lemma 3.9 (A priori estimates for the interpolations). For all n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N}, the moments, free-energies and the
positive part of the entropies are uniformly bounded (in n, h, t), namely,

M(ρh(t, ·)),M(ρ̃h(t, ·)),M(ρ†h(t, ·)),F(ρh(t, ·)),F(ρ̃h(t, ·)),F(ρ†h(t, ·)),H+(ρh(t, ·)),H+(ρ̃h(t, ·)),H+(ρ
†
h(t, ·)) ≤ C.

Proof. These results for the interpolations follow easily from Lemma 3.8. Indeed, it is immediate from their defini-
tions how this is inferred for the interpolations ρh(t, ·), ρ̃(t, ·). For ρ

†
h(t, ·), just notice from Lemma 3.2 that we have

M(ρ†h(t, ·)) ≤ C. This uniform moment bound gives us the other two bounds for ρ†h(t, ·): for the free energy one follows
the argument in Lemma 3.7 (using the bounded energy of ρnh), and for the positive entropy one uses Lemma (A.3).

The uniform bounds established in Lemma 3.8 allow us to control the transport cost (w.r.t to both cost functions
ch, ‖ · ‖2) of the JKO step.

Lemma 3.10 (The cost of dissipation). We have

N−1
∑

n=0

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ Ch and

N−1
∑

n=0

W
2
2 (ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ Ch. (3.12)
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Proof. Let n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}. Since ρn+1
h attains the infimum in (1.6) we can compare it against ρ̃n+1

h . This gives

1

2h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ F(ρ̃n+1

h )− F(ρn+1
h ).

Using Lemma 3.2 for the entropy, the above is equivalent to

1

2h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ F (ρ̃n+1

h )− F (ρn+1
h ) +H(ρnh)−H(ρn+1

h ). (3.13)

Recall now that (ch, γ̃
n+1,c
h ) = Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρn+1

h ). Using that f is Lipschitz and Young’s inequality with
√
σ for some

σ > 0, we can see

F (ρ̃n+1
h )− F (ρn+1

h ) =

∫

R2d

(f(x)− f(y))dγ̃n+1,c
h (x, y) ≤C

∫

‖x− y‖dγ̃n+1,c
h (x, y)

≤ C

2σ

∫

‖x− y‖2dγ̃n+1,c
h (x, y) +

Cσ

2

≤ C

2σ

∫

ch(x, y)dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y) +

Cσ

2
,

where in the last step we used (3.4). Substituting this into (3.13) yields

1

2h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ C

2σ

∫

ch(x, y)dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y) +

Cσ

2
+H(ρnh)−H(ρn+1

h ).

Choosing σ = 2Ch leads to

1

2h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ 1

4h
Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) + Ch+H(ρnh)−H(ρn+1

h ).

After rearranging we finally conclude

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤C

(

h
2 + h

(

H(ρnh)−H(ρn+1
h )

)

)

. (3.14)

The sum of (3.14) over n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1} contains a telescopic component which allows for the simplified expression

N−1
∑

n=0

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤Ch

(

1 +H(ρ0)−H(ρNh )
)

,

where we have used that Nh = T . To deal with the terms in the right hand side of the above expression, we employ
Lemma (A.3) to deal with H(ρNh ), while for H(ρ0) we just use the positivity of f . This leads to

N−1
∑

n=0

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤Ch

(

1 + F(ρ0) +
(

M(ρNh ) + 1
)α
)

,

which by the uniform bounds of Lemma 3.8 gives the first result of (3.12). The second result is immediate from the first
and (3.4), since

N−1
∑

n=0

W
2
2 (ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ C

N−1
∑

n=0

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h ) ≤ Ch.

The uniform moment bounds for the interpolation ρ
†
h established in Lemma 3.9 (in conjunction with the preliminary

observation of Lemma 3.2) allow us to control the Wasserstein cost of the Hamiltonian step.

Lemma 3.11 (The cost of the Hamiltonian dynamics). We have

N−1
∑

n=0

W
2
2 (ρ

n
h, ρ̃

n+1
h ) ≤ Ch. (3.15)

Proof. To show this result we just need (3.2) of Lemma 3.2 which gives

W
2
2 (ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ

n
h) ≤ Ch

∫ tn+1

tn

(

1 +M(ρ†h(t, ·))
)

dt.

The uniform bounded moments result of Lemma 3.9 ensures the right hand side is O(h2) and hence summing over n

gives the result.
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3.4 Convergence

With the previously obtained a priori estimates we can have enough compactness to prove the convergence of The-
orem 2.4. Because of the non-local term b we will require a uniform in time W2 convergence of our sequences, this is
established in Lemma 3.12 via an Arzela-Ascoli argument.

Note that, since the positive entropy H+ is superlinear, the bounds of Lemma 3.9 imply the sequences are equi-
integrable and hence the Dunford-Pettis Theorem [San15, Box 8.2 (p301)] yields the L1((0, T )×R

d) convergence along
a sub-sequence of ρh, ρ̃h, ρ

†
h (in h) to some respective limits. The following Lemma shows that these limits are equal

almost everywhere to some curve [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ρ(t, ·) ∈ Pr
2 (R

d), and moreover, the sequences ρh(t, ·), ρ̃h(t, ·), ρ†h(t, ·)
converge in W2 to ρ, uniformly in time.

Lemma 3.12. [Convergence] There exists a curve [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ρ(t, ·) ∈ Pr
2 (R

d), such that

lim
h→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

max
{

W2(ρh(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)),W2(ρ̃h(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)),W2(ρ
†
h(t, ·), ρ(t, ·))

}

= 0. (3.16)

Proof. We provide the argument for ρh only, the approach for ρ̃h, ρ
†
h is similar.

To obtain the uniform convergence we set up an Arzela-Ascoli argument. Since the paths ρh are not continuous we
introduce the continuous concatenation of {ρnh}n by geodesics. Let n ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}. Fix any s, t ∈ [0, T ], define the
path νh : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) by concatenating ρnh and ρn+1
h on [tn−1, tn] by a constant speed geodesic. Then for t ∈ [tn−1, tn)

W2(ρh(t), νh(t)) = W2(ρ
n
h, νh(t)) =W2(νh(tn−1), νh(t))

≤W2(ρ
n
h, ρ

n+1
h )(t− tn−1) ≤ W2(ρ

n
h, ρ

n+1
h )h ≤ Ch,

by the bounded moments of Lemma 3.9. Let t < s, t ∈ [ih, (i+ 1)h), s ∈ [jh, (j + 1)h), for some i, j ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}.
We then have

W2(νh(t), νh(s)) ≤W2(νh(t), ρ
i+1
h ) +W2(ρ

i+1
h , ρ

j+1
h ) +W2(ρ

j+1
h , νh(s))

≤hW2(ρ
i+2
h , ρ

i+1
h ) +W2(ρ

i+1
h , ρ

j+1
h ) + hW2(ρ

j+1
h , ρ

j+2
h )

≤Ch+W2(ρ
i+1
h , ρ

j+1
h ).

Using the triangle property and then the Cauchy Schwartz inequality we have

W2(ρ
i+1
h , ρ

j+1
h ) ≤

j
∑

n=i+1

W2(ρ
n
h, ρ

n+1
h ) ≤

√

(j − i)h

√

√

√

√

1

h

j
∑

n=i+1

W 2
2 (ρ

n
h, ρ

n+1
h ) ≤

√

(j − i)h

√

√

√

√

1

h

N−1
∑

n=0

W 2
2 (ρ

n
h, ρ

n+1
h )

≤
√

(j − i)h

√

√

√

√

2

h

N−1
∑

n=0

W 2
2 (ρ

n
h, ρ̃

n+1
h ) +W 2

2 (ρ̃
n+1, ρn+1) ≤ C

√

(j − i)h ≤ C
√
h
√

(j − i).

Therefore the family νh is uniformly equicontinuous, [AGS08, Proposition 3.3.1]. This implies that for all t ∈ [0, T ]
{νh(t, ·)}h>0 ⊂ (P2(R

d),W2) is precompact, and hence we can use Arzela-Ascoli [BS18, Theorem 1.1.11] to obtain
uniform convergence (taking sub-sequences if necessary) in W2 (over [0, T ] as h → 0) of the paths νh to a limit, which
we call ρ. We are then able to deduce the uniform convergence of ρh to ρ from that of νh, namely

lim
h→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

W2(ρh(t), ρ(t)) ≤ lim
h→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

W2

(

ρh(t), νh(t)
)

+W2

(

νh(t), ρ(t)
)

)

≤ lim
h→0

(

Ch+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

W2

(

νh(t), ρ(t)
)

)

= 0.

Note that the limit ρ(t, ·) ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) by the uniform bounds on the entropy (see Lemma 3.9). By an almost identical
procedure (this time concatenating geodesics between {ρ̃nh}n, and using (3.2) for ρ

†
h) we get the same convergence

of ρ̃h, ρ
†
h to some limit ρ̃ ∈ Pr

2 (R
d). It remains only to show that ρ = ρ̃ a.e. Since W2 induces a stronger topology

than that of weak convergence in measure we have, for instance (using the Dominated Convergence theorem) letting
ϕ ∈ C∞

c ([0, T ),Rd)
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃(t, x)− ρ(t, x)
)

ϕ(t, x)dxdt = lim
h→0

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃h(t, x)− ρh(t, x)
)

ϕ(t, x)dxdt

= lim
h→0

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃
n+1
h (x)− ρ

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(t, x)dxdt

= lim
h→0

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

R2d

(

ϕ(t, x)− ϕ(t, y)
)

γ
n+1(dx, dy)dt,
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where we recall γ̃n+1 is the optimal coupling between ρn+1 and ρ̃n+1 in W2. By Taylor’s theorem, Jensen inequality and
then Cauchy Schwartz, we have

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃(t, x)− ρ(t, x)
)

ϕ(t, x)dxdt ≤ lim
h→0

h sup ‖∇ϕ‖
N−1
∑

n=0

∫

R2d

‖x− y‖γn+1(dx, dy)

≤ lim
h→0

h sup ‖∇ϕ‖
N−1
∑

n=0

W2(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ

n+1
h )

≤ lim
h→0

h
√
N sup ‖∇ϕ‖

√

√

√

√

N−1
∑

n=0

W 2
2 (ρ̃

n+1
h , ρn+1

h )

≤ lim
h→0

Ch
√
T sup ‖∇ϕ‖ = 0,

where in the last line we used Lemma 3.10. We are then able to conclude that ρ̃ and ρ are equal a.e.

In essence, the following lemma says that the change of our distribution over the interval [0, T ] is captured by a sum
of the change of the dissipative and conservative parts.

Lemma 3.13. For any ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T )× R

d) we have that

N−1
∑

n=0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃
n+1
h (x)− ρ

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(tn+1, x)dx =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)

(

∂tϕ(t, x) + b[ρh(t− h)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)
)

dxdt

+

∫

Rd

ρ
0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx. (3.17)

Proof. Let n ∈ {0, . . . N − 1}. First notice that for t ∈ [tn, tn+1] by the chain rule

∂t

(

ϕ(t,Xn
h (t− tn, x))

)

=
(

∂tϕ+ b[ρhn] · ∇ϕ
)

(t,Xn
h (t− tn, x)). (3.18)

Next consider
N−1
∑

n=0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃
n+1
h (x)− ρ

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(tn+1, x)dx−
∫

Rd

ρ
0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫

Rd

(

ρ̃
n+1
h (x)ϕ(tn+1, x)− ρ

n
h(x)ϕ(tn, x)

)

dx (3.19)

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫

Rd

ρ
n
h(x)

(

ϕ(tn+1, X
n
h (h, x))− ϕ(tn, x)

)

dx

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρ
n
h(x)∂t

(

ϕ(t,Xn
h (t− tn, x))

)

dxdt

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρ
n
h(x)

(

∂tϕ+ b[ρnh ] · ∇ϕ
)

(t,Xn
h (t− tn, x))dxdt (3.20)

=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)

(

∂tϕ+ b[ρh(t− h, ·)] · ∇ϕ
)

(t, x)dxdt, (3.21)

where in (3.19) follows since ϕ has compact support, in (3.20) we have applied (3.18), and in (3.21) we have used the
definitions of the interpolations ρh, ρ

†
h.

Now following the classical procedure we can interpolate across the discrete Euler-Lagrange equations (3.9).

Lemma 3.14. For any ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T )× R

d) we have
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)

(

∂tϕ(t, x) + b[ρ(t− h, ·)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)
)

dxdt

= −
∫

Rd

ρ
0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx− h

N−1
∑

n=0

δF(ρn+1
h , Ah∇ϕ(tn, ·)) +O(h). (3.22)
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Proof. Let n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. By Taylor’s Theorem we have
∫

Rd

(

ρ
n+1
h (x)− ρ̃

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(tn, x)dx =

∫

R2d

(

ϕ(tn, y)− ϕ(tn, x)
)

dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y)

=

∫

R2d

〈

y − x,∇ϕ(tn, y)
〉

dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y) + κn(tn). (3.23)

By Lemma 3.3 we can bound the remainder term κn, namely,

|κn(t)| ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖∞
∫

R2d

‖x− y‖2dγ̃n+1,c
h (x, y) ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖∞

∫

R2d

ch(x, y)dγ̃
n+1,c
h (x, y). (3.24)

Using (3.23) in combination with the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.9) yields the identity
∫

Rd

(

ρ
n+1
h (x)− ρ̃

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(tn, x)dx =κn(tn)− hδF(ρn+1
h , Ah∇ϕ(tn, ·).

Summing the previous expression over n = 0, . . . , N − 1 gives

N−1
∑

n=0

∫

Rd

(

ρ
n+1
h (x)− ρ̃

n+1
h (x)

)

ϕ(tn, x)dx =O(h) − h

N−1
∑

n=0

δF(ρn+1
h , Ah∇ϕ(tn, ·)), (3.25)

where we have combined (3.24) with Lemma 3.10 to conclude |∑N−1
n=0 κn(tn)| ≤ Ch. Finally, using (3.17) on the left

hand side of (3.25) deliver the sought result.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Recall the convergence result of Lemma 3.12. To prove Theorem 2.4 we need only to argue that
the limit h → 0, N → ∞ in (3.22) can be taken. Clearly the error term O(h) in (3.22) goes to zero (as h → 0), and for
any ϕ ∈ C∞

c ([0, T ),Rd) we have

lim
h→0

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)∂tϕ(t, x)dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ(t, x)∂tϕ(t, x)dxdt.

We now address the remaining terms of (3.22): the free energy and the divergence free part. We start with the free
energy term δF . Note that we can write

h

N−1
∑

n=0

δF
(

ρ
n+1
h , Ah∇ϕ(tn, ·)

)

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
h (x)

(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, x) · ∇f(x)
)

dx+

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
h (x)div

(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, x)
)

dx
)

dt

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

∫

Rd

ρh(t, x)
(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, x) · ∇f(x)
)

dx+

∫

Rd

ρh(t, x)div
(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, x)
)

dx
)

dt. (3.26)

Consider the first term on the right hand side of (3.26) (the second term can be dealt with in a similar manner).
Adding and subtracting Ah∇ϕ(t, x) and A∇ϕ(t, x), we get

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
h

(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, x) · ∇f(x)
)

dxdt

=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

(

ρh

(

A∇ϕ · ∇f
)

(t, x) + ρh

(

(

Ah − A
)

∇ϕ · ∇f
)

(t, x)

+ ρh(t)
(

Ah

(

∇ϕ(tn)−∇ϕ(t)
)

· ∇f
)

(x)

)

dxdt. (3.27)

Then, as h → 0, the first term tends to
∫ T

0

∫

Rd ρ
(

A∇ϕ · ∇f
)

(t, x)dxdt by the weak convergence of Lemma 3.12, the
second term tends to zero by Cauchy Schwartz and the fact that limh→0 ‖Ah −A‖ = 0 and again the weak convergence.
The third term in (3.27) also tends to zero, since

lim
h→0

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρh(t)
(

Ah

(

∇ϕ(tn)−∇ϕ(t)
)

· ∇f
)

(x)dxdt

≤ lim
h→0

C‖Ah‖ sup
x∈Rd

‖∇f(x)‖ sup
[uh,rh]⊂[0,T ),|uh−rh|≤h

sup
s∈[uh,rh],x∈Rd

‖∇ϕ(uh, x)−∇ϕ(s, x)‖
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρh(t, x)dxdt = 0,
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where we have used that ‖Ah‖, sup ‖∇f‖ ≤ C, the weak convergence of ρh, and that ∇ϕ is uniformly continuous.
Lastly, we address the divergence free term in (3.22). Adding and subtracting ρ

†
hb[ρ

†
h] · ∇ϕ gives

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)b[ρh(t− h, ·)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)

(

b[ρh(t− h, ·)](x)− b[ρ†h]
)

· ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt+

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)b[ρ

†
h] · ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt. (3.28)

The first term in (3.28) converges to zero as h → 0 since

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)

(

b[ρh(t− h, ·)](x)−b[ρ†h](x)
)

· ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt
∣

∣

≤C

∫ T

0

(

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)‖b[ρh(t− h, ·)](x)− b[ρ†h(t, ·)](x)‖

2
dx
) 1

2

dt (3.29)

≤C

∫ T

0

W2(ρh(t− h, ·), ρ†h(t, ·))dt (3.30)

=C

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

W2(ρ
n
h, ρ

†
h(t, ·))dt

≤CTh, (3.31)

where in (3.29) we have used the Cauchy Schwartz and Jensen’s inequality, in (3.30) we have used Assumption (2.8),
and in (3.31) we have used (3.2) and the bounded moments result of Lemma 3.9. The second term on the right hand
side of (3.28) has already the desired convergence, indeed consider

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ
†
h(t, x)b[ρ

†
h(t, ·)](x)− ρ(t, x)b[ρ(t, ·)](x)

)

· ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt
∣

∣

∣

≤C

∫ T

0

(

∫

Rd

ρ
†
h(t, x)‖b[ρ

†
h(t, ·)](x)− b[ρ(t, ·)](x)‖2dx

) 1
2

dt (3.32)

+
∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ(t, x)− ρ
†
h(t, x)

)

b[ρ(t, ·)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt
∣

∣

∣

≤CT sup
t∈[0,T ]

W2(ρ
†
h(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)) +

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(

ρ(t, x)− ρ
†
h(t, x)

)

b[ρ(t, ·)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)dxdt
∣

∣

∣
, (3.33)

where in (3.32) we have added and subtracted ρ
†
hb[ρ], used Cauchy Schwartz and Jensen’s inequality, and in (3.33) we

used again Assumption (2.8). To conclude, notice that the two terms in (3.33) go to zero from the convergence of ρ†h in
Lemma 3.12 and that b[ρ(t, ·)] · ∇ϕ ∈ L∞((0, T )× R

d).

4 Entropy Regularised Scheme

Recently, the field of entropic regularisation has enjoyed a revival of interest due to the success it enjoys in the field of
computational optimal transport [PC19]. In particular, the entropic regularisation of the Wasserstein distance transforms
the convex problem into a uniformly convex problem. The seminal work [Cut13] showed that an entropic smoothing of
the classical optimal transport problem leads to more efficient computations via the Sinkhorn matrix scaling algorithm
[SK67].

In this section we provide an entropy regularised version of the scheme introduced in Section 1. The regularised
scheme, presented below, differs only in that we have penalised the weighted Wasserstein by an entropy term. The
convergence of this new scheme is stated in Theorem 4.2, the proof of which is sketched since it only differs slightly
to that of Theorem 2.4. The results and techniques of this section are similar to those appearing in [CDPS17, ADdR21].
The following assumption introduces a theoretical constraint on the scaling of the time step and strength of entropic
regularisation. It ensures that the error made by the regularisation goes to zero sufficiently fast.

Assumption 4.1 (The regularisation’s scaling parameters). Take three sequences {Nk}k∈N ⊂ N, {εk}k∈N ⊂ R+, and
{hk}k∈N ⊂ R+, which, for any k ∈ N, abide by the following scaling

hkNk = T, and 0 < εk ≤ εk| log εk| ≤ Ch
2
k, (4.1)

and are such that hk, εk → 0 and Nk → ∞ as k → ∞.
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The regularised two-step scheme:

Let the sequences {hk}k∈N, {Nk}k∈N, satisfy Assumption 4.1. Let F(ρ0) < ∞, and set ρ0k = ρ̃0k = ρ0. Let n ∈
{0, . . . , Nk − 1}. Given ρnk we find ρn+1

k as follows, first introduce the push forward of ρnk by the Hamiltonian flow as

ρ̃
n+1
k = X

n
k (hk, ·)#ρ

n
k , (4.2)

where Xn
k solves

{

∂tX
n
k = b[ρnk ] ◦Xn

k ,

Xn
k (0, ·) = id.

(4.3)

Next define ρn+1
k as the minimiser of the classical JKO type descent step

ρ
n+1
k = argminρ∈Pr

2
(Rd)

{ 1

2hk

Wch,ε(ρ̃
n+1
k , ρ) +F(ρ)

}

, (4.4)

where Wch,ε is the regularised weighted Wasserstein

Wch,ε(µ, ν) := inf
γ∈Π(µ,ν)

{

∫

R2d

chk
(x, y)γ(dx, dy) + εkH(γ)

}

, (4.5)

for the same cost function defined in (1.8). Let (chk
, γ̃

n,c
k ) = Wchh

,εk(ρ̃
n
k , ρ

n
k ), and define the optimal couplings γ̃n

k , γ
n
k

and interpolations ρk, ρ̃k, ρ
†
k analogously to the un-regularised case but now with respect to the new sequences {ρnk}Nk

n=0

and {ρ̃nk}Nk
n=0.

The convergence of the regularised two-step scheme is established in the next result.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that f, b and A satisfy Assumption 2.1, and let the sequences {hk}, {εk}, {Nk} satisfy Assumption
4.1. Let ρ0 ∈ Pr

2 (R
d) satisfy F(ρ0) < ∞. Let {ρnk}Nk

n=0, {ρ̃nk}
Nk
n=0 to be the solution of the regularised scheme (4.2)-(4.4),

with interpolations ρk, ρ̃k, ρ
†
k as defined above.

Then

(i)
ρk, ρ̃k, ρ

†
k −→

k→∞
ρ in L

1((0, T )× R
d). (4.6)

(ii) Moreover, there exists a map [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ρ(t, ·) in Pr
2 (R

d) such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

max
{

W2

(

ρk(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)
)

, W2

(

ρ̃k(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)
)

, W2

(

ρ
†
k(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)

)

}

−→
k→∞

0, (4.7)

where the limits ρ appearing above are weak solutions of the evolution equation (1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.3.

The proof does not change much from that of Theorem 2.4, so we provide only a sketch, highlighting the parts that
are different.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Throughout the proof, for the sake of notational clarity, we will suppress the dependence of ε, h
and N on k. Let n ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}.

The well-posedness. The well-posedness of the regularised scheme relies on the well-posedness of the minimisation
problem (4.5), the proof of which can be found in [ADdR21, Section 3].

A priori estimates. In the proof of Theorem 2.4 we compare the quantity 1
2h

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρn+1

h ) + F(ρn+1
h ) against

1
2h

Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρ̃n+1

h )+F(ρ̃n+1
h ). The term Wch(ρ̃

n+1
h , ρ̃n+1

h ) is zero, and hence we end up with a control of Wch(ρ̃
n+1
h , ρn+1

h )
in terms of the free energy. However, since Wch,ε(ρ̃

n+1
k , ρ̃n+1

k ) 6= 0, we need to select a new distribution to compare the
performance of ρn+1

k against. We judiciously choose a distribution as to make the cost ch of transporting mass free (zero).
We construct such a candidate distribution ρε in the following way, let G ∈ C∞

c (Rd) be a probability density, such that
M(G) = 1 and H(G) < ∞. Define Gε(·) := ε−2dG( ·

ε2
), and

γε(x, y) := ρ̃
n+1
k (x)Gε

(

y − x
)

,

as the joint distribution with first marginal ρ̃n+1
k , and second marginal ρε(y) :=

∫

γε(x, y)dx.
One can then calculate/express H(γε),F(γε), (ch, γε) in terms of ρ̃n+1

k (see [ADdR21, Lemma 4.3]). Comparing the
performance of ρn+1

k against ρε in (4.4) we get, making use of the scaling (4.1) and that H(γ̃n+1,c
k ) ≥ H(ρn+1

k )+H(ρ̃n+1
k ),

the following inequality

(ch, γ̃
n+1,c
k ) ≤ Ch

2
(

M(ρ̃n+1
k ) + 1

)

− εH(ρn+1
k ) + 2h

(

F(ρ̃n+1
k )− F(ρn+1

k )
)

. (4.8)
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From (4.8) we are able to obtain bounded 2nd moments, energy, and entropy estimates in an almost identical fashion
as to Lemma 3.8. Moreover, summing (4.8) and using such estimates yields the bound

N−1
∑

n=0

(ch, γ̃
n+1,c
k ) ≤ Ch. (4.9)

It is easy to conclude that we also have

N−1
∑

n=0

W
2
2 (ρ̃

n+1
k , ρ

n+1
k ) ≤ Ch and

N−1
∑

n=0

W
2
2 (ρ

n
k , ρ̃

n+1
k ) ≤ Ch. (4.10)

The Discrete Euler-Lagrange Equation and concluding the convergence. Since ρn+1
k solves the minimisation problem

(4.4), the associated discrete Euler-Lagrange equation reads, for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd),

0 =
1

h

∫

R2d

〈

x− y,∇ϕ(y)
〉

dγ̃
n+1,c(x, y) + δF(ρn+1

k , Ah∇ϕ)− ε

h

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
k (y)div

(

Ah∇ϕ(y)
)

dy. (4.11)

Therefore, the analogous result to Lemma 3.14 is

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ρ
†
k(t, x)

(

∂tϕ(t, x) + b[ρ(t, ·)](x) · ∇ϕ(t, x)
)

dxdt (4.12)

= −
∫

Rd

ρ
0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx−

N−1
∑

n=0

(

hδF(ρn+1
k , Ah∇ϕ(tn, ·)) + ε

h

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
k (y)div

(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, y)
)

dy
)

+O(h).

The convergence claimed in (4.6) and (4.7) follows by a priori estimates identical to those of Lemma 3.12. Hence to
complete the proof of Theorem 4.2 we need only to deal with the term appearing from the regularisation

N−1
∑

n=0

ε

h

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Rd

ρ
n+1
k (y)div

(

Ah∇ϕ(tn, y)
)

dy,

and show it goes to zero as k → ∞. This is clear by a similar argument to that in the end of the proof of Section 3.4:
using the convergence (4.6) of ρk and the scaling (4.1) which implies that ε

h
→ 0.

5 Examples

The purpose of this section is to show the breadth of our framework. We present four PDE examples which can all be
written in the general form (1.2): the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck Equation (5.2), a degenerate non-linear diffusion equation
of Kolmogorov-type (5.9), the linear Wigner FPE (5.7), and a generalised Vlasov-Langevin equation (5.11). In each case,
assuming the coefficients are such that Assumption 2.1 is satisfied, the application of Theorem 2.4 and/or of Theorem
4.2 provides novel results.

Remark 5.1 (The components of the divergence free vector field). Let us remark that the non-local terms we will consider
are convolutions K ∗ρ (for some kernel K : Rd → R

d) which always satisfy (2.8) as long as the vector field K is Lipschitz.
Moreover, we also consider external potentials of the form ∇g (for some g : Rd → R) which can be made to satisfy (2.7)
under relatively mild assumptions on the Hessian.

5.1 Vlasov-Fokker-Planck Equation (VFPE)

In this example, let the dimension be 2d, and coordinates be (x, v) ∈ R
2d, where x, v ∈ R

d. Consider the following
vector field, diffusion matrix, and potential energy

b[ρ](x, v) =

(

v

−
(

∇g(x) +K ∗ ρ(x)
)

)

, A =

(

0 0
0 1

)

, and f(x, v) = f(v), (5.1)

for a given g, f : Rd → R, K : Rd → R
d, and where in the matrix A each entry stands for a d× d-matrix times that entry.

Substituting (5.1) into PDE (1.2), yields the linear kinetic Fokker-Planck for t ≥ 0

∂tρ = −divx

(

ρv
)

+ divv

(

ρ(∇g +K ∗ ρ)
)

+ divv

(

ρ∇f
)

+∆vρ. (5.2)
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For this equation, ρ(t, x, v)dxdv describes the probability of finding a particle, at time t, with position x and velocity v.
As an alternative interpretation, (5.2) is the forward Kolmogorov equation of the associated SDE for t ≥ 0











dXt = Vtdt

dVt = −
(

K ∗ ρt(Xt) +∇g(Xt)
)

dt−∇f(Vt)dt+
√
2dWt

ρt = Law(Xt, Vt).

(5.3)

The particle interacts with its environment through the non-local term K ∗ ρ whilst being confined by an external
potential g, experiencing a frictional force f and a diffusive force Wt. We have just presented a statistical physics inter-
pretation of (5.3), however, more recently there has been a resurgence of interest in such equations among those in the
machine learning community who want to rigorously prove trainability of neural networks, see [KRTY20] and references
therein.

In (5.2) the frictional and diffusion terms are of a dissipative nature, and the vector field b comprises of the conser-
vative forces in (5.3). Because of the mixed dynamics and the degeneracy of the diffusion, (5.2) is not a classical gradient
flow. One-step schemes have been developed for the linear kinetic Fokker-Planck [DPZ14,Hua00], and for the non-linear
kinetic Fokker-Planck [ADdR21]. Our main criticism of these works is that the cost function ch that appears does not give
rise to a metric and thus the optimal transport problem that drives the scheme is not a metric on the space of probability
measures. In the scope of our construction (Theorem 2.4 and 4.2), we use a weighted Wasserstein metric and hence our
work is easily implementable using the Sinkhhorn algorithm [PC19]. It is also worth mentioning that, by Remark 5.1, the
assumptions required for g are less restrictive than those assumed in the above works.

Splitting schemes have already been developed for (5.2), see [CG04,MS20], there the authors fix the spacial variable
and perform the gradient descent step only in the velocity component. However, it is not immediately clear how to extend
this strategy to non-linear non-local drifts – which is the setting we address – greatly reducing the number of systems to
which their work can be applied.

5.1.1 Regularized Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck equation

A particular case of (5.2) is the Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck equation

∂tρ = −divx(ρv) + divv

(

ρ
(

∇g(x) + E[ρ](x)
))

− βdivv

(

ρv
)

+ σ∆vρ. (5.4)

where the constants σ, β are positive, and E solves the Poisson equation

∆E[ρ](x) = −
∫

Rd

ρ(x, v)dv,

the solution of which is

E[ρ](x) =

∫

Rd

Γ(x− y)ρ(y, v)dydv, (5.5)

for the Kernel Γ defined as

Γ(r) :=

{

ωd

‖r‖d−2 for d > 2

ω2 log ‖r‖ for d = 2
,

where ωd is the surface area of the unit ball in R
d. This equation is of great importance in plasma physics, as it models

a cloud of charged particles influencing each other through a Coulomb interaction, whilst subject to deterministic and
random forcing, and friction. Since Γ is singular our methods can not be directly applied where it is easy to check that
(2.7) fails to hold. However, if we consider Eǫ defined analogously to (5.5) but with Γ replaced by

Γǫ(r) =







ωd
(

‖r‖2+ǫ

)d−2/2 for d 6= 2

ωd
2

log
(

‖x‖2 + ǫ
)

for d = 2
,

then we arrive at the regularised Vlasov-Poisson Fokker-Planck equation

∂tρ
ǫ = −divx(ρ

ǫ
v) + divv

(

ρ
ǫ
(

∇g(x) + E
ǫ[ρǫ](x)

))

− βdivv

(

ρ
ǫ
v
)

+ σ∆vρ
ǫ
. (5.6)

Here we have regularised the Kernel appearing in the convolution (this is different from the regularisation discussed
in Section 4). The solutions ρǫ to (5.6) have been shown to converge (as ǫ → 0) to the solution of the original system
(5.4) [CS95]. For any ǫ > 0, Γǫ is non-singular and hence our theory applies to (5.6) (note this is just a specific case of
the systems discussed in the previous Section 5.1). One-step variational schemes (in the space of probability measures)
have already been proposed for (5.6), see [HJ00]. The cost function used in [HJ00] is essentially the same as that used
for Kramers’ equation in [Hua00]. Therefore their work lends itself to similar criticisms as before: the cost function is not
a metric, the free energy depends on the time step and contains a mix of conservative and dissipative terms. Our scheme
does not suffer from any of these theoretical and practical drawbacks.
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5.2 Linear Wigner FPE

The Wigner Fokker-Planck equation is the quantum mechanical analogue to the classical VFPE discussed in Section
5.1. The solutions of the Wigner FPE (Wigner functions [Wig97]) are valuable in the modelling of semiconductor devices,
see [MRS90] and references therein. The full equation includes a pseudo-differential operator acting on a non-local term
coupled to the Poisson equation. At this time it is not clear how to apply our theory to the full equation, however, such is
possible if one considers only the linear terms in the equation.

Let the dimension be 2d, and coordinates be (x, v) ∈ R
2d for x, v ∈ R

d. Consider the following vector field b, diffusion
matrix A, and potential energy f ,

b(x, v) =

(

−(βλ

σ
+ 1)v
0

)

, A =

(

α λ

λ σ

)

, f(x, v) = f(v) =
β

σ
‖v‖2,

where β > 0 is the friction parameter and σ, α, λ > 0 form the diffusion matrix of the system. Again each entry of A
stands for a d× d identity matrix times that entry.

Of course in the KFPE of classical mechanics α = λ = 0. Under this framework (1.2) reduces to the linearized Wigner
Fokker-Planck equation

∂tρ =− divx

(

ρv
)

+ βdivv

(

vρ
)

+ σ∆vρ+ α∆xρ+ 2λdivv(∇xρ). (5.7)

This example differs from the main perspective of our work in the sense that (5.7) is local and non-degenerate. We
mention (5.7) since it is relevant in the physics literature [ADM07] and acts as a standard example of a non-diagonal
diffusion matrix fitting our framework.

5.3 A degenerate diffusion equation of Kolmogorov-type

In this example, let n ∈ N and set the dimension to be nd. Denote the coordinates as x =
(

x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, xn

)T
,

where xi ∈ R
d for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Consider the following divergence free vector field, diffusion matrix, and potential

energy

b(x) = (x2, x3, . . . , xn, 0)
T
, A =

(

0 0
0 I

)

, f(x) = f(xn), (5.8)

where, in the matrix A, I is the d× d-dimensional identity matrix and 0 stands for a d(n− 1)× d(n− 1)-matrix of zeros.
Then (1.2) reduces to the following non-linear degenerate equation of Kolmogorov type

∂tρ = −
n
∑

i=2

divxi−1
(xiρ) + divxn(∇f(xn)ρ) + ∆xnρ. (5.9)

Equation (5.9) is the forward Kolmogorov equation of the associated stochastic differential equations



































dX1 = X2 dt

dX2 = X3 dt

...

dXn−1 = Xn dt

dXn = −∇f(Xn) dt+
√
2 dWt,

(5.10)

where Wt is a d-dimensional Wiener process. System (5.10) describes the motion of n coupled oscillators connected to
their nearest neighbours with the last oscillator additionally forced by a random noise which propagates through the
system. The simplest cases of n = 1, n = 2 correspond to the heat equation and Kramers’ equation (with no background
potential) respectively. When n > 2 this type of equations arise as models of simplified finite Markovian approximations
of generalised Langevin dynamics [OP11], or harmonic oscillator chains [BL08, DM10]. Recent works [DT17, ADdR21]
have constructed a one-step scheme for (5.9), however, the cost function used there (the mean squared derivative cost
function [DT18][(11)]), although explicit, does not take a simple form.

5.4 A generalised Vlasov-Langevin equation

In this example, set the dimension as 2d + md, for some m ∈ N. Set the coordinates of the domain to be (q, p, z) ∈
R

2d+md, with q, p ∈ R
d and z ∈ R

md. Consider the following divergence free vector field, diffusion matrix, and potential
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energy

b[ρ](q, p, z) =















p

−A(q)−K ∗ ρ(q) +∑m

j=1 Λ
jzj

−Λ1p
...

−Λmp















, A =





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 I



 , f(q, p, z) = f(z) =
α

2
‖z‖2,

where A, K : R
d → R

d, and ∀j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} Λj , αj ∈ R
d×d are diagonal matrices, α = diag(α1, . . . , αm), and I

is the md × md identity matrix. Then (1.2) reduces to an approximation of the generalised Vlasov-Langevin dynamics
[OP11,Duo15]

∂tρ = −p · ∇qρ+
(

A(q) +K ∗ ρ(q)−
m
∑

j=1

Λj
z
j
)

· ∇pρ+ divz[(λp+ α z)ρ] + ∆zρt. (5.11)

Equation (5.11) is the forward Kolmogorov equation of the SDE system



















dQt = Pt dt,

dPt = −A(Qt) dt−K ∗ ρt(Qt) dt+
∑m

j=1 Λ
j Z

j
t dt,

dZ
j
t = −Λj Pt dt− αj Z

j
t dt+

√
2 dW j

t , j = 1, . . . ,m.

ρt = Law(Qt, Pt, Z
1
t , . . . , Z

m
t ),

(5.12)

where W
j
t are independent d−dimensional Brownian motions. When A is the gradient of a potential and no Kernel is

present, K = 0, then (5.12) can be viewed as the coupling of a deterministic Hamiltonian system (Qt, Pt) to a heat
bath Zt, the literature on this subject is vast. In this setup, for large m the Markovian system (5.12) approximates the
Generalised Langevin equation (GLE). The GLE serves as a standard model in non-Markovian non-equilibrium statistical
mechanics, where the Hamiltonian system is in contact with one or more heat baths. The heat baths are modeled by the
linear wave equation and are initialised according to Gibbs distribution, see [Kup04,OP11,RB06] and references therein.

When K 6= 0, the mean field term K ∗ ρ models the particle interactions in the underlying deterministic system (via
the positions Qt). In this case, (5.12) is the McKean-Vlasov limit of a system of weakly interacting particles [Duo15].

A Appendix

Lemma A.1. For any h > 0, and any µ and ν in P2(R
d), it is true that

M(ν) ≤ 2
(

W
2
2 (µ, ν) +M(µ)

)

(A.1)

and

M(ν) ≤ C
(

Wch(µ, ν) +M(µ)
)

. (A.2)

Proof. The result (A.1) for W2 is obvious. For (A.2) just use (A.1) in conjunction with (3.4).

Lemma A.2. [JKO98, Proposition 4.1] There exists a C > 0 and 0 < α < 1 such that

H(µ) ≥ −C(M(µ) + 1)α, ∀µ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) and H+(µ) ≤ C(M(µ) + 1)α, ∀µ ∈ Pr
2 (R

d). (A.3)

Moreover, H is weakly lower semi-continuous under bounded moments, i.e., if {µk}k∈N ⊂ P2(R
d), µ ∈ P2(R

d) with
µk ⇀ µ, and there exists C > 0 such that M(µk),M(µ) < C for all k ∈ N, then

H(µ) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

H(µk). (A.4)

Lemma A.3. Let h > 0. Given µ, ν ∈ Pr
2 (R

d) there exists γ ∈ Π(µ, ν) such that

Wch(µ, ν) = (ch, γ).

Moreover, the map γ 7→ (ch, γ) is weakly lower semi-continuous.

Proof. See [Vil08, Theorem 4.1].
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Lemma A.4 (Lower Semi-Continuity of the functionals). Let {νk}k∈N ⊂ Pr
2 (R

d), µ, ν ∈ Pr
2 (R

d), with νk ⇀ ν as k → ∞.
Assume that for all k ∈ N the probability measures νk, µ, ν have uniformly bounded entropy and second moments. Then

F(ν) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

F(νk) and Wch(µ, ν) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

Wch(µ, νk). (A.5)

Proof. Let {νk}, µ, ν be as assumed above, and {γk} be the associated optimal plans in Wch,ε(µ, νk). Note {γk} ⊂
Π(µ, {νk}) (see notations Section 2.1). Since {νk} is weakly convergent then it is tight, and [Vil08, Lemma 4.4] implies
that Π(µ, {νk}) is so too. Extracting (and relabelling) a sub-sequence {γk}, we know that (as k → ∞) γk ⇀ γ ∈ P(R2d).
In fact γ ∈ Π(µ, ν) since the weak convergence of γk implies the weak convergence of its marginals (and we know
νk ⇀ ν). Now, the lower semi-continuity established in Lemma A.3 implies that

lim inf
k→∞

Wch(µ, νk) = lim inf
k→∞

1

2h
(ch, γk) ≥

1

2h
(ch, γ) ≥ Wch(µ, ν).

The proof for F is identical to [ADdR21, Lemma 3.8].

A.1 Well-Posedness

Proof of Propostion 3.4. Let 0 < h < 1 and µ, ν ∈ Pr
2 (R

d). Define Jch(µ, ν) :=
1
2h

Wch(µ, ν) + F(ν), then we have

Jch(µ, ν) =
1

2h
Wch(µ, ν) +M(µ) + F(ν)−M(µ) ≥Wch(µ, ν) +M(µ) + F(ν)−M(µ) (A.6)

≥C1M(ν) +H(ν)−M(µ) (A.7)

=C1M(ν)− C2(1 +M(ν))α + Cµ, (A.8)

where in (A.6) we have used that h < 1, in (A.7) we used Lemma A.1 and the non-negativity of f , and in (A.8) we
used Lemma A.2. We emphasize that the constants C1, C2 > 0 are independent of µ, ν and Cµ > 0 is independent of
ν. Inequality (A.8) implies that ν 7→ J(µ, ν) is bounded from below. Note that there exists a ν ∈ Pr

2 (R
d) such that

Jch(µ, ν) < ∞, for example, take ν = µ (and the product plan).
Let {µk} be a minimising sequence and note that this implies M(νk),H(νk) are uniformly bounded. The uniform

boundedness of M(νk) implies tightness of {νk}, and hence extracting a sub sequence we have νk ⇀ ν∗ ∈ P(Rd).
Moreover, ν∗ ∈ P2(R

d) since uniformly bounded 2nd moments and weak convergence of {νk} implies that the limit has
a bounded 2nd moment as well. Additionally, ν∗ ∈ Pr

2 (R
d) by the lower semi-continuity of H , see Lemma A.2. That ν∗

is indeed the minimiser of (3.5) follows from the lower semi-continuity in Lemma A.4. Finally, the uniqueness follows by
linearity of F (·), convexity of W2(µ, ·), and the strict convexity of H(·).
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