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A TRAJECTORIAL APPROACH TO RELATIVE ENTROPY
DISSIPATION OF MCKEAN—VLASOV DIFFUSIONS: GRADIENT
FLOWS AND HWBI INEQUALITIES

Bertram Tschiderer* Lane Chun Yeung'
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ABSTRACT. We formulate a trajectorial version of the relative entropy dissipation identity for
McKean—Vlasov diffusions, extending the results of the papers [FJ16, KST20a], which apply to
non-interacting diffusions. Our stochastic analysis approach is based on time-reversal of diffusions
and Lions’ differential calculus over Wasserstein space. It allows us to compute explicitly the
rate of relative entropy dissipation along every trajectory of the underlying diffusion via the semi-
martingale decomposition of the corresponding relative entropy process. As a first application, we
obtain a new interpretation of the gradient flow structure for the granular media equation, gen-
eralizing the formulation in [KST20a] developed for the linear Fokker—Planck equation. Secondly,
we show how the trajectorial approach leads to a new derivation of the HWBI inequality, which
relates relative entropy (H), Wasserstein distance (W), barycenter (B) and Fisher information (I).
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1 INTRODUCTION

We are interested in the relative entropy dissipation of McKean—Vlasov stochastic differential equa-
tions of the form

dX; = —(VV(Xy) + V(W « P)(Xy)) dt +v2dB;,  0<t<T, (1.1)

where X has some given initial distribution Py on R™. Here, the functions V,W: R" — [0, c0)
play the roles of confinement and interaction potentials and are assumed to be suitably regular,
P; := Law(X}) denotes the distribution of the random vector X;, the symbol * stands for the standard
convolution operator, and (By)o<i<r is a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion. In particular,
this SDE is non-local (or non-linear) in the sense that the drift term depends on the distribution
of the state variable. Non-local equations of this form arise in the modeling of weakly interacting
diffusion equations, after the seminal work of McKean [McK66].

Since the work of Carrillo-McCann—Villani [CMV03, CMVO06], relative entropy dissipation has
been known to be an effective method for studying convergence rates to equilibrium and propagation
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of chaos of McKean—Vlasov equations. Some notable examples include the works [CIJM 101, Mal03,
BGG13, Tugl3, CA14, CGPS20]. In a broader context, [MMN18, HRSS20] recently applied entropy
methods to the mean-field theory of neural networks.

We denote by Z2,.(R"™) the set of absolutely continuous probability measures on R”, which we
will often identify with their corresponding probability density functions with respect to Lebesgue
measure. The free energy functional

Pac(R") 2 pr— F(p) =U(p) + V(p) + W(p) (1.2)

is defined as the sum of the energy functionals

Up) = [ pla)logp(a)de, Vi) = [ V@)pla)de, W) =4 [ (Wrp)a)p@)de (13
corresponding to internal (i), potential (V) and interaction (W) energy, respectively. Defining the
relative entropy dissipation functional

Pu(R) 2 p— D) = [ |Vlogp(e) + V(@) + VOV 4 p)(@) pla)da, (14)
Rn
the well-known relative entropy dissipation identity takes the form

Fp)— Fp) = — | P(pu)du. (15)

to

This identity is of a deterministic nature: it only depends on the curve of probability density functions
(pt)o<t<T, but not on the trajectories of the underlying process (X;)o<i<r itself. It is then natural
to ask whether there is a process-level analogue of the relative entropy dissipation identity (1.5), de-
pending directly on the trajectories of the McKean—Vlasov process (X;)o<i<r. The main contribution
of this paper is to give an affirmative answer to this question, by formulating a trajectorial version
of the relative entropy dissipation identity via a stochastic analysis approach.

Before going into details, let us briefly describe the main ideas. We draw inspiration from prior
literature [FJ16, KST20a| based on a simpler (linear) setting without interaction, i.e., W = 0. In this
case, the McKean—Vlasov SDE (1.1) reduces to a Langevin—Smoluchowski diffusion equation of the
form

dX; = -VV(X;)dt +v2dB;, 0<t<T. (1.6)

In particular, the drift term does not depend on the distribution of X;. Moreover, there is an
explicit stationary distribution (also known as the Gibbs distribution) with density proportional to
q(z) = e~V Defining the likelihood ratio function (or Radon-Nikodym derivative) ¢ (z) = p;(z)/
q(z), the free energy at time ¢ can be expressed as .7 (p;) = E[log ¢;(X})], and the resulting stochastic
process

is called free energy or relative entropy process. As shown in [FJ16, KST20a], the time-reversal
log 07— s(X7—s)o<s<r of this process is a submartingale, and Itd calculus can be used to obtain its
Doob-Meyer decomposition

log ET—S(XT—S) — log ET(XT> = Mp_s+ Fp_;. (18)

Here, (M7_s)o<s<r is a martingale and (Fr_s)o<s<7 is an increasing process of finite first variation,
both with explicit expressions. This decomposition describes exactly the rate of relative entropy
dissipation along every trajectory of the Langevin—Smoluchowski diffusion. Therefore, it can be
viewed as a trajectorial analogue of the (deterministic) relative entropy dissipation identity (1.5).



Let us now return to our McKean—Vlasov setting. In order to take into account the interaction
potential W, it is natural to consider a generalized relative entropy process of the form

log p(X1) + V(Xy) + (W = P)(Xy), 0<t<T. (1.9)

The task is now to compute the semimartingale decomposition of this process. We will provide
a detailed analysis of this extension, which is subtler than might appear at first sight. The main
difficulty is that, even when it exists, the stationary distribution of the McKean—Vlasov diffusion
does not have a closed-form expression in general. This prevents us from defining the likelihood ratio
function in a straightforward manner as in the setting of Langevin—Smoluchowski diffusions, where one
can rely on the invariant Gibbs distribution. An appropriate definition of the generalized likelihood
ratio function turns out to be that (1.9) should be viewed as a function of the form log ¢;(Xy, Py),
depending explicitly on the distribution Py of X itself, in addition to the state X;. This form of
generalized likelihood ratio function allows us to take the L-derivative with respect to the probability
distribution P;. The notion of L-differentiation for functions of probability measures was introduced by
Lions [Lio08]. We refer to the monograph [CD18, Chapter 5] for a detailed discussion of differential
calculus and stochastic analysis over spaces of probability measures. In particular, we will use a
generalized form of It6’s formula for functions of curves of measures, to derive the dynamics of the
time-reversal of the relative entropy process (1.9), in terms of the semimartingale decomposition

loggT—s(XT—syPT—s) — logBT(XT,PT) =Mr_s+ Fr_g, 0<s<T, (110)

where (Mp_g)o<s<r is a martingale and (Fp_s)o<s<r is a process of finite first variation, both of
which will be explicitly computed. Similar to the case of Langevin—Smoluchowski dynamics, this
decomposition can be viewed as the trajectorial rate of relative entropy dissipation. The classical
(deterministic) identity (1.5) can then be recovered by taking expectations.

1.1 GRADIENT FLOW STRUCTURE OF THE GRANULAR MEDIA EQUATION

As a first application of our trajectorial approach we obtain a new interpretation of the gradient flow
structure of the granular media equation

Ope () = div (th(x) + pe(2)VV () + pe(z) V(W pt)(x)) , (t,z) € (0,T) x R", (1.11)

which describes the evolution of the curve of probability density functions (p;)o<t<r corresponding
to the McKean—Vlasov diffusion (X¢)o<i<r of (1.1). When n = 1, this PDE appears in the modeling
of the time evolution of granular media [BCCP98, Vil06, CGMO0S|; in that context, the granular
medium is modeled as system of particles performing inelastic collisions, and p;(x) is regarded as
the velocity of a representative particle in the system at time ¢ and position x, while V and W
represent the friction and the inelastic collision forces, respectively. Note that in the interaction-
free case W = 0, the equation (1.11) reduces to a linear Fokker—Planck equation. As is well known
from [CMV03, CMVO06], this curve of probability densities can be characterized as a gradient flow
in Pac2(R™), the space of absolutely continuous probability measures with finite second moments.
Roughly speaking, this is an optimality property stating that the curve (p¢)o<i<r evolves in the
direction of steepest possible descent for the free energy functional (1.2) with respect to the quadratic
Wasserstein distance

9\ 1/2
WQ(M,V):(me E[Y — Z| ) . v e Po(RY). (1.12)

~p,Z e~y

The Wasserstein gradient flow structure of the linear Fokker—Planck equation was first discovered
by Jordan, Kinderlehrer and Otto in the seminal work [JKO98]. In the paper [OV00], Otto and



Villani developed a formal Riemannian structure on the space of probability measures with finite
second moments, leading to heuristic proofs of gradient flow properties as in [Ott01], where the
porous medium equation was studied. This pioneering approach is often referred to as “Otto calculus”.
Later, a rigorous framework based on minimizing movement schemes and curves of maximal slope was
introduced in [AGS08]. Recently, a trajectorial approach to the gradient flow properties of Langevin—
Smoluchowski diffusions [KST20a] and Markov chains [KMS20] was established. We will follow this
approach and adapt it to our McKean—Vlasov setting. For gradient flows of McKean—Vlasov equations
on discrete spaces we refer to [EFLS16].

Returning to the setting of this paper, our main result leads to a new formulation of the gradient
flow property of the granular media equation. To show this steepest descent property, the main idea
is to consider a perturbed McKean—Vlasov diffusion of the form

dX, = —(VV(X,) + VB(Xy) + V(W « PP)(X))) dt + vV2dBP?,  toy<t<T (1.13)

which is constructed by adding a perturbation 8: R® — R to the confinement potential' of the
original McKean—Vlasov SDE (1.1). In other words, from time ¢y onward, the perturbed diffusion
drifts in a direction different from that of the original diffusion, hence the perturbed curve of time-
marginal distributions (Ptﬂ )to<t<T also evolves differently from the unperturbed curve (Pp)y <i<r. In
parallel with the unperturbed case, we may compute the dynamics of the perturbed relative entropy
process associated with (1.13). As a consequence, we derive the rate of relative entropy dissipation
for the perturbed McKean—Vlasov diffusion. On the other hand, the rate of change of the Wasserstein
distance along the perturbed curve (Ptﬂ )to<t<T can be computed based on the general theory of metric
derivative of absolutely continuous curves, see [AGS08]. Finally, comparing these two rates in both
the perturbed and unperturbed settings, allows us to establish the gradient flow property.

1.2 THE HWBI INEQUALITY

The second application of our trajectorial approach deals with the HWBI inequality [AGKO04, The-
orem 4.2], which is an extension of the HWI inequality [OV00]. It relates not only relative entropy
(H), Wasserstein distance (W), and relative Fisher information (I), but also barycenter (B). These
quantities are defined as follows: for two probability measures v, u € Z(R"), the relative entropy of
v with respect to u is defined by

dv dv .
n 71 d d ) f <
H(| ) o= {0 @ 108Ca) e v < (1.14)
400, otherwise,
the relative Fisher information of v with respect to u is given by
o [Viog(I) 2 dp, ifv<
I |y o= e (V108G i g (1.15)
400, otherwise,

and the barycenter of a probability measure v € F5(R") is defined as b(v) = [g. xdv(z) € R",
where the integral is understood as a Bochner integral. Informally, the HWBI inequality then states
that any two probability measures vy, 1 € Po(RR™) satisfy

H(vo | po) = H(va | ) < \/I(vo | ) Walwo, v1) — =558 W3 (vg, 1) + 552 [b(wo) — b(»1) [, (1.16)

where g, (41, ug are some appropriate o-finite reference measures depending on the potentials V, W
(see Subsection 3.3 for the details), and kv, ki € R are the moduli of uniform convexity for V, W.

'As we will see, the steepest descent property is already visible by perturbing the confinement potential from V to
V + B, thus we avoid complicating the setup further by adding another perturbation to the interaction potential W.



This inequality describes the evolution of the relative entropy along the displacement interpolation
(vt)o<t<1 between vy and v1. Compared with the HWI inequality, there are two additional terms on
the right-hand side of (1.16) contributed by the interaction energy functional W of (1.3). Intuitively,
the ky-uniform convexity of W leads to the first additional term —“TWsz(VO, v1), which alone would
correspond to the kp-uniform displacement convexity of W along (v4)o<i<1. But since W(p) is
invariant under any translation of p, the functional VW might fail to be uniformly displacement convex
when the barycenter shifts. This suggests that the barycentric shift along (14)o<i<1 should be factored
out of the consideration of the displacement convexity of W, which is intuitively why the second
additional term “¥-|b(vy) — b(1)|? in (1.16) appears.

Coming back to our second application, we illustrate how our approach yields a trajectorial proof
of the inequality (1.16), in the slightly strengthened form of [CEGHO04, Theorem 4.1] and [FKOG6,
Theorem D.50]. Much of this consists of arguments similar in spirit to our main result (1.10), but
with one key difference: instead of the time-marginals of the McKean—Vlasov diffusion, we apply the
trajectorial approach to the displacement interpolation (v;)o<i<i. In this regard, our derivation can
be seen as a generalization of the trajectorial proof of the HWTI inequality in [KST20a, Section 4.2];
see also [KMS20, Section 9.4], where the same idea was used to derive a discrete version of the HWI
inequality in a Riemannian-geometric framework.

In the literature, similar trajectorial approaches have also been applied in the context of martingale
inequalities [ABP*13, BS15], functional inequalities [Cat04, Leh13, BCGL20, GLRT20], and their
stability estimates [ELS20, EM20]. In particular, we refer to [BCGL20, Corollary 1.4] for a related
HWI inequality derived from the entropic interpolation of the mean-field Schrédinger problem.

1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THE PAPER

We set up the probabilistic framework and discuss some regularity assumptions in Section 2. In
Section 3 we state our main trajectorial results, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.9, and develop two
explicit examples for illustration. As immediate consequences, we derive the classical relative entropy
dissipation identities in Corollary 3.4 and Corollary 3.10. Building on these results, we formulate
the gradient flow property of the granular media equation in Theorem 3.15. The HWBI inequality is
then stated in Theorem 3.19. The proofs of the trajectorial results and of the HWBI inequality are
developed in Section 4. Some proofs of auxiliary results postponed in previous sections are contained
in Section 5.

2 THE PROBABILISTIC FRAMEWORK

2.1 THE SETTING

We fix a terminal time 7" € (0, 00) and let © := C(]0, T]; R™) be the path space of R"-valued continuous
functions defined on [0,7]. We denote by (X;)o<t<r the canonical process defined by X;(w) == w(t)
for w € €2, and fix a probability distribution Py € ZZ,.2(R").

As will be shown in Lemma 2.2, under the Assumptions 2.1 below, the SDE (1.1) with initial
distribution Py has a unique strong solution, when it is posed on an arbitrary filtered probability space.
This implies that there exists a probability measure P on Q and a P-Brownian motion (By)o<t<r
such that the SDE (1.1) holds. We write I = (F;)o<i<r for the right-continuous augmentation of the
canonical filtration.

For each time t € [0,7], we denote by P; := P o X; ! the distribution of X; under P, and by p;
the corresponding probability density function on R™. The density functions (p;)o<i<7 then solve the
granular media equation (1.11).



2.2 REGULARITY ASSUMPTIONS

Assumptions 2.1. The following regularity assumptions will be used frequently.

(i) The functions V,W: R™ — [0,00) are smooth and have Lipschitz continuous gradients with
Lipschitz constants [|[VV||Lip, | VW{|Lip. All derivatives of V' and W grow at most exponentially
as |z| tends to infinity, and the first derivatives are of linear growth. The latter condition means
that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

VreR™:  |[VV()|<CA+|z), |[VIW(@)|<CO+|a]). (2.1)

Furthermore, the function W is even (in other words, symmetric), i.e., W(z) = W(—z) for all
r € R™

(if) The probability distribution Py is an element of the space ¢ 2(R™) and the corresponding
probability density function R™ 3 x +— po(z) is strictly positive. Moreover, the initial free
energy 7 (po) is finite.

These assumptions ensure that the equation (1.1) belongs to a broad class of strongly solvable
McKean—Vlasov SDEs. We relegate the proof of the following result to Subsection 5.1.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 hold. Then on an arbitrary filtered probability space, the
McKean—Vlasov SDE (1.1) has a pathwise unique, strong solution (X;)o<i<T satisfying

E[ sup \Xtﬂ < 0. (2.2)

0<t<T
Moreover, its marginal distributions (Py)o<t<r belong to P 2(R™), and the corresponding curve of
probability density functions (pi)o<i<r 1S a classical solution of the granular media equation (1.11).
2.3 PROBABILISTIC REPRESENTATIONS OF GRADIENT FLOW FUNCTIONALS

To set up our framework, the first step is to express the free energy as well as the relative entropy
dissipation functional in probabilistic terms. To this end, we introduce the generalized potential
U: R x P5(R") — [0,00) and its close relative UT given by

Y, p) = V() +3(Wrp)(z),  O(z,p) = V() + (W *p)(z) (2.3)
for (z,p) € R" x Z2(R™). Furthermore, we define the density functions
— xT —yt x — x
gz, p) = e VM) ¢ (2, p) =V M) ¢(z) = eV (2.4)
and the corresponding generalized likelihood ratio functions

pe()

N 21C) 4 o PE(@)
e HCNDES li(x) : (2.5)

q"(z,p) qH(x)

for t € [0, T]. Note that if W = 0, these three likelihood ratio functions coincide.
For each time ¢ € [0,7T], we introduce o-finite measures on the Borel sets of R", given by

Uz, p) =

Qi(A) ::/Aq(x,Pt)d:U, Ql(4) ::/AqT(w,Pt)dzc, A€ BRY. (2.6)

Intuitively, these measures are (unnormalized) time-dependent Gibbs distributions. If W = 0, they
coincide with the true Gibbs distribution of the Langevin—Smoluchowski equation (1.6), which is also
its stationary distribution (when normalized to a probability measure).



With these definitions, we can now write the gradient flow functionals .# and &2, introduced in
(1.2) and (1.4), in probabilistic terms: the relative entropy (defined in (1.14)) of P; with respect to
Q; and the relative Fisher information (defined in (1.15)) of P, with respect to Q] can be expressed
respectively as

H(P,| Q) = Bpllog(Xe, P)],  I(P|Qf) = Ep[|Vlog (] (X;, P)[] ; (2.7)

and we have the relations H(P; | Q;) = .7 (P;) as well as I(P; | QI) = 2(P;). In particular, the relative
entropy H (P;| Q) can be written as the P-expectation of the relative entropy process

log (X, Pr) =log pe(X¢) + V(Xy) + (W« Py)(Xe), 0<t<T. (2.8)

The dynamics of this stochastic process, together with its perturbed counterpart to be introduced in
Subsection 3.2 below, will be our main objects of interest.

Remark 2.3. If the reference measure Q; in (2.6) is a probability measure, then the expression (2.7)
matches the classical definition of relative entropy given in (1.14). In the general case when Q, is
a o-finite measure, the definition (1.14) is also valid under the condition that P; has finite second
moment, with the only difference that the range of the function ¢ — H(P;|Q;) is extended from
[0, 0] to (—o0, o0]; we refer to [KST20b, Appendix C] or [Léol4b, Section 3] for the details.

3 MAIN RESULTS

3.1 TRAJECTORIAL DISSIPATION OF RELATIVE ENTROPY FOR MCKEAN—VLASOV DIFFUSIONS

Our first main result is the semimartingale decomposition of the relative entropy process (2.8). It de-
scribes the dissipation of relative entropy along every trajectory of a particle undergoing the McKean—
Vlasov dynamics (1.1). In the same spirit as the trajectorial approaches of [FJ16] and [KST20a], we
shall study the dynamics of the relative entropy process in the backward direction of time. Concretely,
we consider for arbitrary, fixed T' € (0,00) the time-reversed canonical process

X, =Xr_s, 0<s<T (3.1)

on the filtered probability space (2, G, P), where G = (Gs)o<s<7 is the P-augmented filtration gener-
ated by (Xs)o<s<T-
In order to formulate Theorem 3.1 below, we introduce the time-reversed Fisher information pro-
cess
L= (|ViogZif* + 5[V(W + By)|* + (5V(W + By, 2V log I + VV) ) (X,)
(3.2)
—Bp[(JVW(X, - V7), (2Vlog f} — VV + V(W + P,)) (V2))]

for 0 < s < T. Here, the process (Y;)o<s<r is defined on another probability space (Q,G,P) such
that the tuple (Q, G, P, (Y:)o<s<r) is an exact copy of (Q, G, P, (Xs)o<s<r). A bar over a letter means
that time is reversed as in (3.1).

We also define the time-reversed cumulative Fisher information process as the time integral

S
F. ::/ I, du, 0<s<T. (3.3)
0

This process will act as the compensator in the semimartingale decomposition of the relative entropy
process (2.8). Its relation with the relative Fisher information (2.7) will be given in (3.7) below.



Theorem 3.1. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 hold. On (2, G,P), the time-reversed relative entropy
process

log 0s(Xs, Ps) = log bp_s(X7_s, Pr_s), 0<s<T (3.4)
admits the semimartingale decomposition
log £5(Xs, Ps) — log €o(Xo, Py) = M + Fy. (3.5)
Here (Ms)o<s<t is the L?(IP)-bounded martingale
7, = /0 (V1ogl,(X..P,). V2dB,), (3.6)

with (Bs)o<s<r @ P-Brownian motion of the backward filtration G, and the compensator (Fs)o<s<T
satisfies

Ep[F)] = /0 (P, | Q) du = Ep UO IV log 7], (X, B,) du] < . (3.7)

3.1.1 EXAMPLES

We give two concrete examples to illustrate Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.2. We set n = 1 and specialize Theorem 3.1 to the case of quadratic confinement potential
Viz) = % and no interaction potential W = 0. The initial position X is chosen to be independent
of (Bt)o<t<r and to be normally distributed with mean 0 and variance o > 0. In this case, the SDE
of (1.1) becomes

dX, = =X, dt +v2dB;, 0<t<T (3.8)

and its solution is given by the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process
t
X, = e X + ﬂ/ ¢'dB,, 0<t<T (3.9)
0
with probability density function

2 —
pe(z) = \/;rT?exp (- 2“%2) , o2 i=1+e (02 -1). (3.10)

Recalling (2.3) — (2.5) and using (3.10), we see that in this setting the cumulative Fisher information
process of (3.3) is explicitly given by

FOU = /OS (Vlog?i(yu))zdu = /OS (Vlogﬁu(yu) +Yu)2du = /0

S

(1-2)X2du (3.11)

for 0 < s < T. In particular, the non-negativity of the integrand in (3.11) implies that the relative
entropy decreases along almost every trajectory.

Now we set T = 1 and 03 = 0.1. The blue lines in Figure 1 below are ten simulated trajectories
s+ FOY(w;), for i = 1,...,10. The thick black line plots the expected path s ++ Ep[FLY] of all



possible trajectories.
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0.1 —

0.0~

Figure 1: Simulations of the cumulative Fisher information process (3.11)
for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck diffusion (3.8).

Example 3.3. We set again n =1 and _how consider the case of no confinement potential V = 0,
quadratic interaction potential W(x) = %-, and a centered Gaussian initial position Xy with variance
o2 > 0, which is independent of the Brownian motion (B;);>o . In this case, for any ¢ > 0, the drift
term of the SDE of (1.1) is

In particular, the drift term depends on the distribution P; only through its mean. Substituting it
into (1.1), this SDE reduces to

dX; = —(X; — E[Xy])dt + vV2dB,, 0<t<T. (3.13)

This type of nonlinear, self-interacting SDE has been studied since [BRTV98], where it was shown that
its solution is also given by the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process of (3.9). Therefore, similar computations
as in Example 3.2 show that in this setting the cumulative Fisher information process is given by

N :/ (& +5-2)%2 +Bp [5(Xu - V) (Y, - V)] ) du (3.14)
0 u u u
for 0 < s < T. Using the fact that (X,)4(P) = (Ya,)x(P) = N'(0,52), which we have from (3.10), we
can compute the expectation appearing in (3.14) and obtain

— S — =2
FsNLZ/O ((%+%—%)X§+%— )du. (3.15)

Clearly, FoU ;é FNL. In particular, the integrand in (3.15) is non-negative if and only if X2 >

( 5 — %) (1 - —) In other words, as opposed to Example 3.2, relative entropy only decreases

along a trajectory if X, is far from its mean. However, after taking expectations in (3.11) and (3.15),
we see that the expected rate of relative entropy dissipation in both cases is equal to

Ep [FOV] = Bp 2] = [ (0 -

Ydu, 0<s<T. (3.16)



Now we set again T = 1 and o3 = 0.1. In the same vein as in Figure 1, we plot in Figure 2 below
the paths of ten simulated trajectories s ++ FNF(w;), for i = 1,...,10. We observe that some of
the red lines describing the paths of these trajectories indeed take negative values. In other words,
the cumulative Fisher information process of (3.15), and hence its integrand, can both be negative.
Finally, the thick black line in Figure 2 follows the expected path s +— Ep[FNY] of all possible
trajectories. According to (3.16), this is the same black line as in Figure 1.

— s Ep[F{"] = Ep[FYY]
e P

- s FSNL (WIO)

10 -4

0.5 —

0.0 =

-0.5 —

T T
0 1

Figure 2: Simulations of the cumulative Fisher information process (3.15)
for the nonlinear, self-interacting diffusion (3.13).

3.1.2 CONSEQUENCES OF THEOREM 3.1

We now return to the general statement of Theorem 3.1 and deduce some direct consequences. By
averaging the trajectorial result of Theorem 3.1 according to the path measure P, we derive the well-
known relative entropy identity (3.17) and the dissipation of relative entropy (3.18) below. A sketch
of proof for the latter result was first given in [CMV03, Proposition 2.1].

Corollary 3.4. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 hold. For all t,ty € [0,T], we have the relative entropy
identity

HP Q) = H(Py, | Qo) = = [ TP 11 (3.7

In particular, the relative entropy function t — H(P;| Q) is monotonically decreasing. Furthermore,
for Lebesgue-a.e. t € [0,T], the relative Fisher information I(P; | QI) 18 finite, and the rate of relative
entropy dissipation is given by

G HP Q) = -1(P]Q)). (3.18)

Proof. The identity (3.17) follows by taking expectations with respect to the probability measure P
in (3.5), recalling (2.7), using (3.7), and invoking the fact that the P-expectation of the martingale
(3.6) vanishes. Finally, applying the Lebesgue differentiation theorem to the monotone function
t— H(P,| Q) gives (3.18). O

Remark 3.5. The relation (3.18) describes the temporal dissipation of relative entropy at the ensemble
level. It asserts that the rate of decay of the relative entropy t — H(P; | Q) is given by the relative

Fisher information I(P;|Q}).
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Finally, let us place ourselves again on the filtered probability space (€2, G,P) as in Theorem 3.1
and emphasize that this trajectorial result is valid along almost every trajectory s — X¢(w) of the
underlying McKean—Vlasov process. As a consequence, by taking conditional expectations, we can
generalize (3.18) and deduce the following trajectorial rate of relative entropy dissipation.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 hold and fOT Ep[|I,]]du < co. For P-a.e. w € Q there
exists a Lebesque null set N, C [0,T] such that for any sy € [0,T]\ N, we have

lim Ep [logZS(YmFS) | gso] (w) — log Zs0 (YSO (w)7F50)

= Ty (w). 3.19
lim pa— s0(w) (3.19)

Remark 3.7. Recalling (3.7), we observe that Ep|[I,,] = I(Ps, | Q). Therefore the limiting assertion

(3.19) can indeed be viewed as a trajectorial version of the deterministic relative entropy dissipation
identity (3.18).

Proof. We let 0 < sp < s <T. By (3.5), (3.3) and Fubini’s theorem, we have for P-a.e. w € )
Ep[log £5(Xs, Ps) | Gso] () — log sy (Xisp (w), Psy) = / Ep [l |Gso (w) du. (3.20)
S0

Furthermore, Jensen’s inequality gives

Be| [ [Ee (716 du} < [ BpllTf)du <, (3.21)
S0 S0
which implies
/ |Ep [, | G (w)| du < o0 for P-a.e. w € Q. (3.22)
s0

By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, for every such w there exists a Lebesgue null set N,, C [0, 7]
so that the limiting assertion

2 Ep L] Gs) (w) du _

i J20 PP UL |Gl 0) du_ Ep 5, | Gso] (W) = I5o (w) (3.23)
slso S — So

holds for every sg € [0,7] \ N,. Finally, combining (3.20) and (3.23) proves (3.19). O

3.2 GRADIENT FLOW STRUCTURE OF THE GRANULAR MEDIA EQUATION

In this subsection we apply the trajectorial approach of Subsection 3.1 in order to formulate the
gradient flow property of the granular media equation (1.11). To this end, we consider a function
B: R" — R, which will be treated as a perturbation potential. We denote by V# = V + B the
perturbed confinement potential and invoke the following regularity assumptions.

Assumptions 3.8. The function 8: R™ — R is smooth and compactly supported, and we require
that Assumptions 2.1 are still satisfied if we replace V by V5.

Note that Assumptions 3.8 allow us to apply Lemma 2.2 to the “perturbed” McKean—Vlasov SDE
dX, = —(VVA(X) + VW « PP) (X)) dt +V2dB? ,  to<t<T (3.24)

starting at time tg > 0, with Xy, having initial distribution Pt’@0 = P;,. Therefore, by analogy with
Subsection 2.1, we can construct a probability measure P? on Q := C([to, T];R™), under which the
canonical process (X¢)g,<t<7 satisfies the SDE (3.24), with (Btﬁ)togth being a PA-Brownian motion.
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For each time t € [ty, T], we denote by Ptﬂ .= 1PP o X; ! the probability distribution and by pf the
probability density function of X; under P?. The “perturbed” curve of density functions (pt’B Vto<t<T
then satisfies the perturbed granular media equation

O} (x) = div (V! (@) + pf () VVP (@) + pf (@) V(W + ] )(@)) . (:2) € (to, T) x R™, 55
Plo (@) = pro (@), € R

By analogy with (2.3), we define the perturbed potentials
U (2, 1) = VP (@) + W p)(z),  Vz,p) =VP(x)+(Wxp)(x), T :=VF (326)

for (z,p) € R" x P2(R™). In parallel to (2.5), we introduce the perturbed likelihood ratio functions

Blx Blx Blx
Etﬁ(az,u) = (Z’;{ M)) , E’BT(JJ p) = qfé;ji) , Efi(m) = Zi((x)) (3.27)

for t € [to, T|. Finally, we define the o-finite measures
Q= [ g@Pde, QW)= [ d@Phde,  Acz®).  (329)

They are the perturbed versions of the measures Q; and QI defined in (2.6). The relative entropy of
PtB with respect to Qf is then given by

H(P? |QF) = Eps[log (X0, P)] = Z(Pf) (3:29)
and the relative Fisher information of Ptﬁ with respect to Qtﬂ T equals
2
I(PP | QF") = Bpa |V 10g 6 (X0, PP)[*] = 2(PP). (3.30)

The following trajectorial result, Theorem 3.9 below, provides the semimartingale decomposition
of the perturbed relative entropy process

log €7 (X¢, PP) = log p) (X;) + V(Xy) + s(W *PY)(Xy),  to<t<T. (3.31)

In line with its unperturbed counterpart, Theorem 3.1, we shall formulate this result in the reverse
direction of time. We first introduce the perturbed analogues of (3.2) and (3.3): the time-reversed
perturbed Fisher information process is defined as

0= (|Viog Z2H* + 3V (W« PE)[* + (3V(W + PP, 2V log I8 + VVF ) ) (X,) (3.32)

Eps [(3VW (X, = V2), (2V1og I8 — YV + V(W «PP) + VB) (V7)) (3.33)

+((VV,V8) - AB)(X,) (3.34)

for all 0 < s < T — tg, where (Y3)o<s<T—t, 1S a copy of the process (X)o<s<1_t, o1 a copy (2, G,P5)

of the orlglnal probability space (2, G,IP?); the perturbed cumulative Fisher information process is
defined as

7P ::/ Pdu, 0<s<T—t. (3.35)
0
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Theorem 3.9. Suppose Assumptions 3.8 hold. On (9, G,PP), the time-reversed perturbed relative
entropy process o
log 08(X,, PP) =log 2 (Xr_o,PE_ ),  0<s<T—t (3.36)

admits the semimartingale decomposition
log 78 (X,, PP) —log 15 (X, PP) = MP + FP. (3.37)
Here (MP)o<s<r—1, s the L?(PP)-bounded martingale

P = / (Vg #8(X,.PP), vadBy), (3.38)
0

with (B2)o<s<r—ty @ PP-Brownian motion of the backward filtration G, and the compensator (3.35)
satisfies

Eps [F?] = /0 (I(Pf |QE") + Eps | ((VV + V(W «Pf),V8B) — AB) (XU)D du < oco.  (3.39)

With the dynamics of the time-reversed perturbed relative entropy process at hand, we repeat the
same procedure which was carried out for the unperturbed case. Taking expectations with respect to
the probability measure P?, we arrive at the perturbed relative entropy identity (3.40), and applying
the Lebesgue differentiation theorem gives the perturbed relative entropy production identity (3.41).

Corollary 3.10. Suppose Assumptions 3.8 hold. For all 0 < tg < t < T, we have the perturbed
relative entropy identity

t
1(p?|Qf) (P} o) = - |

to

(J(P[j | QPT) + Eps [(<vv + V(W «PP) ,V/j’> - AB) (XU)D du.

(3.40)
For Lebesgue-a.e. tg € [0,T], the perturbed rate of relative entropy dissipation is given by

i\:to H(P| Q) = - <I(Pto | Qu) + B[ ({(VV + V(W Py) , VB) — AB) (XtO)D. (3.41)

Similarly, we have the following trajectorial rate of relative entropy dissipation for the perturbed
diffusion.

Corollary 3.11. Suppose Assumptions 3.8 hold and fOT_tO Eps[|I2|]du < co. For PP-g.e. w € Q
there exists a Lebesgue null set NB C [0, T — to] such that for any s € [0,T — to] \ N8 we have

Eps [log 02(X,, PP) | Gs —log 08 (X5, (w),PB)  _
lim ]P/s[ og s( ) s)|g0}(w) 0og so( O(Ld), so> :Ig)(w) (342)

sdso S — 380

Proof. The proof proceeds almost verbatim as the proof of Corollary 3.6. The only difference is that
we now use the semimartingale decomposition (3.37) and the PA-martingale property of the process
(3.38) in Theorem 3.9. O

We now turn to the computation of the rate of change of the Wasserstein distance along the curve
of probability distributions (Ptﬁ )to<t<T- To this end, we set

v (@) = —(Viegpf + VVE+ V(W p]))(2),  (t.x) € [to,T) x R, (3.43)
so that the perturbed granular media equation (3.25) can be viewed as a continuity equation

Opl (z) + div (P (2) pP(2)) =0,  (t,2) € (to, T) x R, (3.44)

13



with vtﬂ (-) as the corresponding wvelocity field. We recall the definition of the tangent space (see
Definition 8.4.1 in [AGS08])

2
Tan, 25(R") = [Vg: p € C2R%:R))- (3.45)
of P5(R™) at the point p € F5(R™), and impose the following additional assumptions.

Assumptions 3.12. In addition to Assumptions 3.8, we suppose that
ve(+) € Tanp, Z2(R") for Lebesgue-a.e. t € [0, 7], (3.46)
where v;( - ) is obtained by taking 8 = 0 and to = 0 in (3.43).

Remark 3.13. For example, we know from [AGS08, Theorem 10.4.13] that the condition (3.46) is
satisfied if, in addition to Assumptions 3.8, V' is uniformly convex, i.e., Hess(V') > ky I, for some real
constant ky, and W is a convex function satisfying the doubling condition

JCw > 0 such that Vz,y € R": W(z+y) < Cw(l+W(x)+ W(y)). (3.47)

The proof of the following result is based on the general theory of Wasserstein metric derivatives
of absolutely continuous curves in Z,.2(RR"); for a thorough discussion, we refer to Chapter 8 in
[AGS08].

Lemma 3.14. Suppose Assumptions 3.12 hold. For Lebesgue-a.e. to € [0,T], the Wasserstein metric
derivative of the perturbed curve (Ptﬂ)togth is equal to

Wa (P, P

lim =% = va(XtO)HLQ(P) = ||V log £}, (X, Pry) + VB(Xuo)|| 12y (3.48)
Proof. Without loss of generality we can set 8 = 0. Note that from (3.7) we have
T T N )
/ / (v (2) 2 dpy(z) dt = By [/ 1V log € (X0, P2 dt] < o, (3.49)
0 Jrn 0

which implies that vi(-) € L?(P;) for Lebesgue-a.e. t € [0,T]. Therefore we can apply Theorem
8.3.1 and Proposition 8.4.5 of [AGSO08] to the absolutely continuous curve (P;)o<i<r, which yields
(3.48). O

We now have all the ingredients to formulate the gradient flow property of the granular media
equation. The Wasserstein metric slope of the free energy functional .# along the McKean—Vlasov
curve (Pp)y << is defined as

H(Py | Qi) — H(Py, | Q)

0F P) =1 . 3.50
| }WQ( tO) tilg(} WQ(Pt,PtO) ( )
In order to show that this is the slope of steepest descent, we will compare it with the slope
HPP Q7)) - H®PL Q)
078, (P) = lim (P71 Q7)) — H (P | Quy) (3.51)

tito Wa(Pf, Pp)

along the perturbed curve (Ptﬂ)togth.
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Theorem 3.15. Suppose Assumptions 3.12 hold. The following assertions hold for Lebesgue-a.e.
to € [0,T): The random variables

L} = Vlogt] (X4, Py) and By, = VB(Xy,) (3.52)

are elements of L*(P), and the Wasserstein metric slope of the free energy functional F along the
McKean—Vliasov curve (Py)i << is given by

’8y|w (Pry) = _H»CIOHLz P (3.53)
2 (P)
If EIO + By, # 0, the metric slope along the perturbed curve (Ptﬂ)togth s equal to
Ll +8B
077y, (PR) = —<EIO s =5 > : (3.54)
H‘Cto + Bt0HL2(]P) L2(P)
In particular,
0.7y, (Py) < [0F°],,, (Pf) (3.55)

with equality if and only if LIO + By, is a positive multiple of LIO.

Proof. The equality (3.53) follows from (3.18) and by taking 8 = 0 in (3.48). For the proof of (3.54),
we first observe that from (3.41) and (3.48) we obtain the equality

o g N+ ER[((VV + VOV Py VB) — AB) (X))
077y, (Pyg) = = : (3.56)
H‘Cto +Bto||L2(]P)

for Lebesgue-a.e. tg € [0, T]. Integrating by parts and recalling the notations in (2.3) — (2.5), we find
that the expectation in the numerator of (3.56) is equal to

/n <10g VBIO (x) ,Vﬁ(x)>pt0 (x)de = <£IO , Bt°>L2(1P)' (3.57)

Now (3.55) follows by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. O

3.3 A TRAJECTORIAL PROOF OF THE HWBI INEQUALITY

In this subsection, we show how our trajectorial approach can be adapted to give a simple proof of
the HWBI inequality. While the techniques that will be used are similar, the setting of this section
is independent from the rest of the paper.

We fix two probability measures vy and vy in Pac 2(R™). By Brenier’s theorem [Bre91], there exists
a convex function ¢: R™ — R such that

W2 (v, 1) = /R 2 — V()2 dvo (). (3.58)
The displacement interpolation of McCann [McC97] between vy and v is given by
v = (Ty) w10, Ti(z) = (1 —t)z + tVe(x), 0<t< 1. (3.59)

In particular, since the endpoints vy and v belong to P, 2(R"™), each 14 has a probability density
function p; see, e.g., [Vil03, Remarks 5.13 (i)].
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As before, we consider a confinement potential V' and an interaction potential W. For each t € [0, 1],
we then define by analogy with (2.6), the o-finite measures

pi(A) = /Aq(a:,yt)dx, [ (A) = /AqT(a:,ut)da:, Ae BR"), (3.60)

where we recall the definitions of the density functions ¢ and ¢! in (2.4). In parallel to the likelihood
ratio functions in (2.5), we define

qu;(xy)) o i) = M, (t,z,v) € [0,1] x R" x P5(R™). (3.61)

q'(z,v)

ri(x,v) =
Then the relative entropy of v; with respect to ps is given by
H(vy | ) = /IE{" pe(z)logry(z, 1) do (3.62)
and the relative Fisher information of vy with respect to uI is equal to

(v | pl) = /Rn IV log r] (2, 1) |? pe(z) da. (3.63)

We impose the following regularity conditions for Proposition 3.17, noting that the strong assump-
tions placed on pg and p; are only temporary and will be removed in Assumptions 3.18 of Theorem
3.19.

Assumptions 3.16. The functions V,W: R" — [0,00) are smooth and W is symmetric. The
probability density functions pg and p; are smooth, compactly supported and strictly positive in the
interior of their respective supports.

Proposition 3.17. Suppose Assumptions 3.16 hold. Along the displacement interpolation (v4)o<t<1,
the rate of relative entropy dissipation at time t = 0, with respect to the “reference curve of probability
measures” (fu)o<t<1, 1S given by

%‘;0 H(vi | ) = /]R" <V10g 'rg(x, w), Vo(x) — x> po(x) dz. (3.64)

Combining Proposition 3.17 with the displacement convexity results of McCann [McC97], we obtain
the following generalization of the HWBI inequality. Equivalent versions of this inequality can be
found in [CEGHO04, Theorem 4.1] and [FK06, Theorem D.50].

Assumptions 3.18. The functions V,W: R" — [0, 00) are smooth and W is symmetric. Further-
more, V and W are uniformly convex, i.e., there exist real constants xy and sy such that

Hess(V) > kv I, , Hess(W) > kw L. (3.65)

Theorem 3.19. Suppose Assumptions 3.18 hold and the relative entropy H(v1 | 1) is finite. Then
H(vo | po) — H(vy | 1) < — /R (Viogrj(z,m), Ve(x) - z) po(x) da (3.66)

— BV W (g, 1) + 5 [b(vo) — b() . (3.67)

Remark 3.20. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the right-hand side of (3.66) can be bounded from
above by

¢ / |V log 1 (z, v0)|* po () dz ¢ / V(z) — 2| po() dw = \/ T(wo | ) Walve,v1),  (3.68)
R™ R™

and we obtain the usual form of the HWBI inequality (1.16); see also [AGK04, Theorem 4.2].
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4 PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the proofs of the results stated in Section 3. We shall first prove the main
trajectorial results: Theorem 3.1 and its “perturbed” counterpart, Theorem 3.9.
4.1 THE PROOFS OF THEOREM 3.1 AND THEOREM 3.9

Since Theorem 3.1 follows immediately from Theorem 3.9 by setting the perturbation g: R™ — R
to be the zero function, we start with the general setting of Theorem 3.9. We first recall a classical
result concerning the time reversal of diffusions.

Lemma 4.1 ([HP86, Theorem 2.1}, [KST20b, Theorems G.2, G.5]). Suppose Assumptions 3.8 hold.
On (9, G, PP), the process

p— S —
BE = B:'[;,_S—Bg—\@/o Vlogﬁg(XE)du, 0<s<T ¢t (4.1)

is a Brownian motion. Moreover, the time-reversed canonical process (Xs)o<s<r—t, Satisfies
dX, = (2Vlog#8* — VV + V(W + PP) + V) (X,) ds + V2dB;. (4.2)

By means of Lemma 4.1, the first step in the proof of Theorem 3.9 is to compute the dynamics of
the time-reversed perturbed relative entropy process (3.36). For the reader’s convenience, we recall
the following characterization of the L-derivative in [CD18, pp. 383].

Definition 4.2. Let f: Z2(R") — R and up € Z2(R™). On a probability space (2, F,P), let Xy
be a random variable with distribution pg. We define d,,f(10): R™ — R™ as the L-derivative of f at
o, if for any p € P5(R"™) and any random variable X with distribution u,

F(1) = F(r0) + B [(9uf (10)(Xo) , X = Xo)| +o(I1X = Xoll2p))-

Remark 4.3. The above characterization of the L-derivative depends neither on the choice of the
probability space (Q,F,P), nor of the random variables X and X used to represent u and pog,
respectively. Moreover, if the L-derivative exists, it is uniquely defined up to pg-equivalence. We
refer to Proposition 5.25 and Remark 5.26 in [CD18] for the details.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose Assumptions 3.8 hold. On (Q, G,PB), the time-reversed perturbed relative
entropy process (3.36) satisfies

dlog 7 (X,, PP) = (Viog #8(X,, PE), vV2dBZ) + (|Vlog (24" + V(W « PA)[*) (X ds  (4.3)
+ ((3V(W + P2), 2V 1og 8" + VVF) + (VV ,VB) — AB)(X,) ds (4.4)
~Eps |(3VW(X, - V), (2VIog 884 = VV + V(W « PP) + VB)(V.))] ds, (4.5)

where (Y3)o<s<T—ty 5 a copy of the process (Xs)ocs<r—t, on a copy (Q, G,PB) of the original proba-
bility space (2, G, PP).
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Proof. Applying a generalized version of Itd’s formula for McKean—Vlasov diffusions [CD18, Propo-
sition 5.102] and using the backward dynamics in (4.2), we obtain

dlog ?%(X,, PP) = (Viogt8(X,,P?), V2dB?) + (0, 10g 12 + Alog %) (X, PP) ds (4.6)
+ (Vg l?(X,, PP), (2V log I8+ — WV + V(W «PP) + VB) (X)) ds (4.7)
+ Bps | ( (94108 78 (X, PP)) , (2VIog 08" — VV + V(W PY) + VB) )(V)] ds (4.8)
+ Bpg [trace (9,0, log 08 (X, PP)(V) ) | ds, (4.9)

where (Y;)o<s<T—t, 1S a copy of the process (X)ocs<r_t, on a copy (2, G, PP) of the original proba-
bility space (Q, G, P?). The L-derivative appearing in (4.8) and (4.9) is calculated to be

(910872 (2, 1)) (9) = § (00 (W # p) (2)) (y) = =3 VW (2 — ) (4.10)

for (z,p,y) € R™ x Z5(R"™) x R™, see [CD18, Section 5.2.2, Example 1] for the computation of the
L-derivative of a function which is linear in the distribution variable. Consequently, we have

trace (3110# log 7° (z, u)(y)) = —Strace(9, VW (z — y)) = 1AW (z — y). (4.11)

Putting (4.10) and (4.11) into (4.8) and (4.9), respectively, as well as using the identities

D log 0P (z, j1) = D, log 1P+ (), (4.12)
Vlog 0% (z, 1) = Vg 02 (z) + sV(W * p) (), (4.13)
Alog 0% (z, 1) = Alog 02 (z) + LAW * p) (), (4.14)
we obtain
dlog%?(X,, PP) = (V1og ?8(X,, PY), V2dBY) + (0, log 12 + Alog 18+) (X,) ds (4.15)

+((Vieg 2" + V(W «PP)) , (2Vlog#8* — VV + V(W + PP) + VB) )(X,) s (4.16)

~Eps [(3VW (X, - V), (2V1og 84 = VV + V(W «PP) + VB) (V) )] ds (4.17)

+ 3 (AW« PE)(X,) + Bps [ AW (X, - V)] ) ds. (4.18)

Regarding the expression of (4.18), we observe that A(W x P?)(X,) = Eps[AW (X — Y)]. Finally,

elementary computations based on (2.4), (3.25) and (3.27) show that the perturbed log-likelihood
ratio function (s, z) — log 8% (x) of (3.27) satisfies

Oslog 12+ = (Viog 12+, YV — V(W + PP) — VB) — |Viog 2" — Alog 78
N B (4.19)
+(VV, V(W «PE) + VB) - A(W «PP) - AB

on (0,7 — tg) x R™, with terminal condition 1og2§£t0 = logZ%Lto. Inserting (4.19) into (4.15), we
obtain (4.3) — (4.5). O
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Setting the perturbation 8 to be the zero function, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.5. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 hold. On (Q,G,P), the time-reversed relative entropy
process (3.4) satisfies

dlog(X,, Py) = (Vlog Ls(X,, Py) , vV2dB, ) (4.20)
+ ([V1og @ + 3| V(W «B,)* + (JV(W % P,) , 2V Iog? + VV) ) (X,) ds (4.21)
~Ep[(JVW(X, ~Y3), (2Vlog l — VV + V(W + By)) (V7)) ds. (4.22)

Here, the process

— S —
By := Bp_, — By — ﬂ/ V log pu(Xy) du, 0<s<T (4.23)
0

is a PP-Brownian motion with respect to the backward filtration G, and (Ys)o<s<T 1S a copy of the
process (Xs)ocs<r on a copy (Q, G,P) of the original probability space (Q, G, P).

Before turning to the final part of the proof of Theorem 3.1, we state a classical result based on the
general theory of the Cameron—Martin-Maruyama—Girsanov transformation [LS01]. The connection
between relative entropy (the left-hand side of (4.25) below) and energy (the right-hand side of (4.25))
is the foundation of Foéllmer’s entropy approach to the time reversal of diffusion processes on Wiener
space [Fol85, Fol86, Fol88]. We denote by W, the Wiener measure on §2 = C([0, T]; R™) with starting
point « € R™, and define by

Woo(4) = W, (w e Q: (V2X)(w) € 4), A€ B(Q) (4.24)
the Wiener measure with starting point z and variance 2.

Lemma 4.6. The relative entropy of P with respect to W o := [zn Wy 2 dPg(x) is given by

T
H(P| Wp, ) = Ep /0 VV(X,) + V(W Pt)(Xt)|2dt] < 0. (4.25)

Proof. Recalling (2.3), the drift of the McKean—Vlasov dynamics (1.1) can be expressed as

— VU (2,P) = —(VV(2) + V(W % P)(x)) , (t,x) € [0,T] x R™ (4.26)
For any t € [0, 7], using the elementary inequality (a + b)? < 2a% + 2b%, we have
Ep ||V (X0, P)]?] < 2Ep|[VV(X0)2] + 2Ep | [V(W « P)(X0) 2. (4.27)
Using the linear growth condition (2.1) from Assumptions 2.1 (i), we find
Ep||VV(X0)2] < 202(1+ Bp[|X,[*]) <20%(1 + Ep [oi?% X)) (4.28)

Similarly, by Jensen’s inequality and (2.1), we obtain

Be VW« P)X)P] < [ [9W (@ =P p@)pe) dyda (4:29)
<20*(14 [ oo ml)pio) dy do (4.30)
<201z (a4 ) mle) dyde) (431)
= 202(1+4Ep[|X:[?]) <8C2(1+ Ep {OZ?ST X)) (4.32)
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Altogether, we get

T
EPU ]V\I/T(Xt,Pt)Pdt} < 20T(1+EP[ sup thFD < o0, (4.33)
0

o<t<T

where the finiteness of this expression follows from the uniform second moment property (2.2) of
Lemma 2.2. From [LS01, Section 7.6.4] we now conclude that PP is absolutely continuous with respect
to Wp, 2, and the Radon-Nikodym derivatives are given by

dP
dWp, 2

t t
:exp<—2/ (VU (X,,P,), ﬂd3u>+/ |v\11T(Xu,Pu)|2du), 0<t<T. (4.34)
Fi 0 0

The integrability property (4.33) implies that the PP-expectation of the stochastic integral in (4.34)
vanishes, and we obtain

T
H(IP | mez) = Ep /0 ‘V\IJT(X,:, Pt)|2 dt:| < 00, (435)

dPp
1 —F
o () =¥

which shows (4.25). O

Denoting n-dimensional Lebesgue measure by A, we consider on 2 = C([0,7]; R"™) the o-finite
measure W) o := [gn Wy 2 dA(x), which is known as the law of the reversible Brownian motion on R™
with variance 2; see [Léolda, Léol4b|. The fundamental property of reversible Brownian motion is
that it is invariant under time reversal. This property can be formalized as follows. Let R: €2 — Q be
the pathwise time reversal operator on {2, given by Xso0 R = Xp_, for s € [0,T]. For any measure p
on ), we denote its time reversal by 77 := Ryp. Then we have the invariance property Wy o = W) 5.
Let us also consider the probability measure Wp,, o := f]Rn W2 dPr(z) and its time reversal given
by Wp, 2 = [gn Wy 2 dPp(z). Then, as already noted in [F6185, Remarks 3.7], we have the following
result.

Lemma 4.7. We have the relative entropy relations
H(P W) = H(Py | \) + H (P | Wh,2) (4.36)

and
H(IP ]W,\g) = H(PT | )\) + H(IP |WPT72). (4.37)

Furthermore, all these relative entropies are finite.

Proof. For any x € R", we let P,(-) := IP(- | Xo = ) denote (a version of) the conditional probability
measure P given Xy = z. By the chain rule for relative entropy [Léol4b, Theorem 2] we have

H(P|Wyo) = H(Py | \) + /R H(Py | W, ) dPo(z) (4.38)
and at the same time
H(IP | Wpo’g) = H(Po | Po) + /Rn H(IPx | W, 2) dPy(z) = /]Rn H(IPx | W, 2) dPy(z), (4.39)

implying the first identity (4.36). Regarding the finite entropy assertions, we recall (1.2), (1.3) and
observe that

H(Py|\) = /R polx) logpola) dr = U(Py) < F(Py) < oo, (4.40)

where the finiteness follows from Assumptions 2.1 (ii). Furthermore, from Lemma 4.6 we know that
H(P|Wp,2) < 0.
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By the same arguments as above, (4.37) follows again by the chain rule for relative entropy. Using
the invariance property Wy o = W), 5, and as we already know that H(P | W) ) < oo, it follows that
H(P|W,3) < co. Let us recall now that Py € % 2(R") by Lemma 2.2. On the one hand, since Pr
has finite second moment, H (Pr | A) cannot take the value —oo as noted in Remark 2.3. On the other
hand, the absolute continuity of Py implies that H(Pr|\) cannot take the value +oco. Therefore, we
conclude that H(P | Wp,. ) < co. O

We have assembled now all the ingredients needed for the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Recalling the definition of the stochastic integral process (M;)o<s<r in
(3.6) and of the cumulative Fisher information process (Fs)o<s<r in (3.3), we see that the stochastic
differential of (4.20) — (4.22) can be expressed as claimed in (3.5).

Since (M;)o<s<T is a stochastic integral process, it is a continuous local martingale. In order to
show that it is an L?(IP)-bounded martingale, it suffices to show the integrability condition

T
Ep|(M, )] = Ep 2/0 IV 1log £y(Xu, Pu)|? du| < oo; (4.41)

see, e.g. [RY99, Corollary 1V.1.25]. On (€2, G, P), the time-reversed canonical process (X;)o<s<7 has
backward dynamics
dX, = 0,(X,)ds + vV2dB,, 0<s<T (4.42)

with initial distribution Pr, where the drift term is given by
Js(z) = (2V loglt — VV + V(W % E)) (r) =2V log ls(x,Py) — VV(z) € R" (4.43)

for (s,z) € [0,T] x R™. Therefore, in order to prove (4.41), it suffices to show the two integrability
conditions

Ep /|VV( )|2du}<oo and EIPUOTh%(Xu)qu]@o. (4.44)

The first condition is a direct consequence of (4.28). From [F6185, Lemma 2.6] we conclude that the
expectation of the second condition is bounded by the relative entropy H (P | Wp, 2), which is finite
on account of Lemma 4.7.

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1, it remains to show (3.7). To begin with, we take
expectation with respect to P in (3.3) and invoke Fubini’s theorem to interchange the P-expectation
and the time integral. Applying once more Fubini’s theorem, we swap the P-expectation with the
P-expectation appearing in (3.2). Next, we recall Assumptions 2.1 (i) and use the symmetry of the
interaction potential, which implies that VW (—z) = —VW (z) for all x € R". Furthermore, as the
distribution of Y;, under P is the same as the distribution of X, under P, we deduce that

JE]P[E]:/ Bp | (|ViogZh|” + 5[V(W + B,)[* + (3V(W «P,), 2VIoglh + VV)) (X,)] du (4.45)

+ / IEIP V(W % P,), (2v1og2t —VV + V(W x Fu)) (Yu)>] du (4.46)

for 0 < s < T. Recalling the definitions in (2.3) — (2.5), we obtain

Ep [Fy] :/ EPUVIOgﬁT( :/0 I(P, ]QT du < oo, 0<s<T, (4.47)
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where the second equality is immediate from (2.7), and the finiteness of the expression in (4.47) is
justified as follows. Again, from (2.3) — (2.5) we find

IV 1og 2 (X, Py)|° = |V log £5(Xs, Py) + s V(W % Py)(X,) | (4.48)
7 D2 ST (2
< 2|Vlog ls(Xs, Py)|* + 3| V(W % Py) (X)) (4.49)
In light of (4.41) and (4.29) — (4.32), we see that the expression in (4.47) is finite, which in turn
justifies a posteriori the former applications of Fubini’s theorem. For a different proof in the O

Remark 4.8. In the above proofs of Lemmas 4.6, 4.7 and Theorem 3.1, the linear growth condition
(2.1) from Assumptions 2.1 (i) was crucial. For a different proof in the (linear) setting without
interaction (i.e., W = 0), we refer to [KST20a], where the confinement potential V' (which is called ¥
in [KST20a]) is not necessarily of linear growth, but instead satisfies a weaker coercivity condition.
The key in that setting is to apply Lemma 2.48 in [KK21].

The proof of Theorem 3.9 is now an easy consequence.

Proof of Theorem 3.9. Recalling the definition of the process (M?)ocscr in (3.38) and of the
perturbed cumulative Fisher information process (F£)o<s<r in (3.35), we see that the stochastic
differential of (4.3) — (4.5) can be expressed as claimed in (3.37).

As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we will now argue that

. T—to ey
Eps [(Mﬁ,Mﬁ>T7to} = Eps {2/0 |V log 2(X,, PP)[* du| < oo, (4.50)

which will then imply that the stochastic integral process (M?)o<s<r—¢, is an L2(IPP)-bounded mar-
tingale. To this end, we define the density ¢°(z,p) = e~V (@n) for (z,pn) € R™ x P5(R™), and
consider the “doubly perturbed” likelihood ratio function

8.8 AC) n
6 (xy ) P (t,x) € [to,T] x R". (4.51)

As the Assumptions 2.1 are invariant under the passage from the potential V to V# =V + 8, we can
apply Theorem 3.1 to the potential V# and obtain

T—tg _ .
Eps {2/ IV log 12 (X, P?)|* du| < oc. (4.52)
0

Now, since Etﬂ(:zt, u)/ﬁtﬁ’ﬁ(ac, 1) = eP®) we observe that the difference
Viog ] (z, ) — Vg P (w, 1) = V(x) (4.53)

is a bounded function. Together with (4.52), this implies (4.50).
It remains to check (3.39). A similar calculation as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 leads to the identity

Eps [F7] :/OSEPﬁ[|v1og£5T(Xu,P5)|2+ ((VV + V(W +P2).VB) ~ AB)(X)] du  (4.50)

for 0 < s < T —ty. Repeating the reasoning of the previous paragraph for the function Ef T instead of
Etﬁ , we find that

T—t
Eps / i |V log 1 (X2, PP)[” du} < o0. (4.55)
0
Since the function
0,7~ to] x R" 3 (t,2) — (VV + V(W + P), VB)(z) — AB(=) (4.56)

is bounded, we conclude that the quantity of (4.54) is finite. Finally, recalling the definition (3.30),
we arrive at (3.39). O

22



4.2 THE PROOFS OF PROPOSITION 3.17 AND THEOREM 3.19

Proof of Proposition 3.17. The first step is to view the curve of probability density functions
(pt)o<t<i, corresponding to the displacement interpolation (14)o<t<1 of (3.59), as a solution to a
continuity equation. Recalling the convex function ¢: R"™ — R of (3.58), we define ug: R™ — R by
up(w) = p(x) — |z|?/2; and for each t € (0,1], we let the function u;: R® — R be defined by the
Hopf-Lax formula

z— ul2
@)= it (soly) + 0. (457)

For all t € [0,1), we denote the gradient of u; by v; := Vu,. For t =0, it is clear that vop = Vi —1d is
well-defined. For ¢ € (0,1), the gradient v; is defined Lebesgue-a.e. by [Vil03, Theorem 5.51 (i)], and

vi(z) = Vug o (Ty) (), for all z € T;(R"), (4.58)

where T} is defined in (3.59). Note that the inverse of T} is well-defined because T} is injective;
see [Vil03, Section 5.4.8]. From (4.58) we see that (v¢)o<i<1 is the wvelocity field associated with the
trajectories (13)o<t<1, i-€.,

Ti(x) =2+ /Otvs(Ts(x)) ds, 0<t<l1. (4.59)

By [Vil03, Theorem 5.51 (ii)], the curve of probability density functions (p;)o<t<1 satisfies the conti-
nuity equation

Orpe(z) + div(pe(z) ve(x)) =0, (t,x) € (0,1) x R™. (4.60)

On a sufficiently rich probability space (S,S,P), we let Zy: S — R"™ be a random variable with
probability distribution 1. For each 0 < t < 1, we let Z; := T;(Zp). From (3.59) we see that the
random variable Z; has distribution 14, and (4.59) yields the representation

t
Z, = 7 +/ v(Z)ds, 0<t<l. (4.61)
0

In conjunction with (4.60), we deduce

dpt(Zt) == 6tpt(Zt) + <V,ot(Zt) y dZt> == _pt(Zt) diV(Vt(Zt)) dt, (462)
and thus

Recalling the definition of the density function ¢ in (2.4), a similar argument as in (4.10) shows that
(0 log q(z, 1)) (y) = 5(0 (W *v) (2))(y) = =5 VW (2 — y) (4.64)

for (z,v,y) € R" x Z2(R™) x R™. Applying a generalized version of 1t6’s formula for McKean—Vlasov
diffusions [CD18, Proposition 5.102], and using the dynamics (4.61) as well as the L-derivative (4.64),
we obtain

dlogg(Z, ) = —(VV + V(W « ), v )(Z0) dt + S8 [(VW (2 = Z0), w(Z))] db - (4.65)
for 0 < t < 1. Here, the process (Z)o<i<1 is defined on another probability space (5,8,P) such
that the tuple (S,S, P, (Z;)o<t<1) is an exact copy of (5,8, P, (Z)o<t<1). Now taking the difference
between (4.63) and (4.65) gives the dynamics

log r(Zs, v1) — logro(Zo, o) = /Ot ((VV + 39 5 0y), v )(Z) — div(ve(Z0)) ) ds (4.66)

- é/ot g KVW(ZS ~Zs), vs(Zs)ﬂ ds (4.67)
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of the relative entropy process (logri(Z, v¢))o<t<1. Next, let us make two observations. Firstly,
integration by parts yields

Ep [div(vt(zt))} = —Fp [<v1og pi(Zy), vt(zt)ﬂ. (4.68)

Secondly, by applying Fubini’s theorem, and using that W is an even function as well as (Z,g)#l5 =1,
we obtain the identity

Eph%KVWKZy—Z)HMZQH}:—EPKVOV*WXZQ,w@@H. (4.69)
Returning to (4.66), (4.67), we take P-expectations and use (4.68), (4.69) to obtain

H(v | ) — H(vo | o) = /Ot Ep [(Viogps + VV + V(W 5 vs), vo)(Zs)| ds (4.70)

= /Ot IE)P [<VIOg TE(Z& Vs)a VS(ZS)>:| d57 (4'71)

where for the second equality we recall the notations in (3.61) and (2.4). Finally, letting ¢ | 0, we get

%’;0 H(vg | pe) = /Rn <V10g T(T](x, V), vo(gg)> po(x) d; (4.72)

and since vog = Vi — Id, we arrive at (3.64). O

Proof of Theorem 3.19. Without loss of generality, we assume that the probability density func-
tions pg and p; satisfy the strong regularity Assumptions 3.16. The general case then follows by a
density argument. We will not provide the details here, but refer to [Vil03, Chapter 9.4], where this
regularization is carried out in the simpler setting of the HWI inequality.

Let us recall the energy functionals U, V, W defined in (1.3), and introduce the functions

FO =Ulp),  gt)=V(p),  ht)=Wlp), O0<t<], (4.73)

where (p;)o<i<1 is the curve of probability density functions corresponding to the displacement in-
terpolation (v)p<i<1 of (3.59). Then the sum F' := f + g + h of these functions satisfies the relation
F(t) = H(vt | pt). In light of [Vil03, Theorem 5.15 (i)], the internal energy functional U is displace-
ment convex, i.e.,

() =0, 0<t< 1. (4.74)

By Assumptions 3.18, the confinement potential V': R™ — [0, 00) is ky-uniformly convex. Therefore,
[Vil03, Theorem 5.15 (ii)] implies that the potential energy functional V is ky-uniformly displacement
convex. In other words,

J'(t) = ky Wi(vo, 1), 0<t<1. (4.75)

Again from Assumptions 3.18, the interaction potential W: R™ — [0, 00) is assumed to be symmetric
and ky-uniformly convex. Therefore, a similar argument as in the proof of [Vil03, Theorem 5.15
(iii)] leads to the ry (W2 (vo, 1) — |b(1g) — b(v1)]?)-uniform convexity of h, so

B(8) > mw (W3 (vo, 1) = [b(vo) = b(m)2),  0<t<1L. (4.76)

The details of the proof of (4.76) are postponed to Subsection 5.2. By combining the estimates (4.74)
— (4.76), we deduce that the relative entropy function [0,1] 3 t — F(t) = H (v | put) satisfies

F'(t) = (kv + sw) Wi(vo, 1) — ww |b(vo) — b(1)]?. (4.77)
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Furthermore, from Proposition 3.17 we have

F'(07) = /

<V10g rg(x, ), Vo(x) — x> po(x) dx. (4.78)
Rn

In conjunction with (4.77) and (4.78), the Taylor formula F(1) = F(0) + F'(0%) + [y (1 — t)F"(t) dt
now yields the inequality (3.66) — (3.67). O

5 PROOFS OF AUXILIARY RESULTS

5.1 PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2

The generalized potential UT of (2.3) allows us to cast the McKean—Vlasov dynamics of (1.1) in the
more compact form
dX, = -Vul(X,,P,)dt + vV2dB;, 0<t<T. (5.1)

Then, for any two pairs (z,p), (z/, /) € R™ x P2(R"), using the Lipschitz continuity of VV in
Assumptions 2.1 (i) yields

VT (2, 1) = VO (@', 1) IV [Lip |2 = 2| + [V (W 5 ) () = V(W 5 ) (). (5.2)

For the convolution term, using Jensen’s inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of VW in Assump-
tions 2.1 (i) leads to

VW s ) (2) = VW 5 i) ()] < VW lip |2 = 2| + [V(W 5 p) () = VIV + 1) (2')]. - (5.3)

For the last term above, by the Kantorovich-Rubinstein theorem [Vil03, Theorem 1.14], we have

W = d )| < I9W i sup { [ edte =) € (= i) el <1

= VW lluip Wi (s, ') < VW ||Lip Wa (s, 1), (5.4)
where
Wi (M’:u/) = inf E‘Y - Z‘ ) :U'vl/ S (Rn) (55)
YN,U,,ZN,u,

denotes the 1-Wasserstein-distance, and the inequality in (5.4) follows from Jensen’s inequality. Al-
together, we obtain

VO (2, ) = VU (@', 1) < (IVV lLip + VW lLip) [ — &' + [ VW |Lip Wa(p, 1) (5.6)

In particular, this shows that the function —V W7 is Lipschitz continuous on the product metric space
(R™,] - |) x (P2(R™), Ws). In conjunction with Assumptions 2.1 (ii), [CD18, Theorem 4.21] implies
that the McKean—Vlasov SDE (5.1) has a pathwise unique, strong solution satisfying the uniform
second moment condition (2.2). Now we can linearize (5.1) by fixing the time-marginals (P¢)o<:<T, 0
that the drift term can be viewed as a function (¢,z) + V¥ (2, P;), and (5.1) becomes an ordinary
SDE with a time-inhomogeneous drift coefficient.

The absolute continuity of the time-marginals (P;)o<¢<7 is immediate from Lemma 4.6. A standard
argument using the classical It6’s formula shows that the curve of probability density functions
(pt)o<t<T is a weak solution of the granular media equation (1.11). Finally, we turn to the regularity
of this solution. From (5.6), we see that the drift 2 + VU7 (z,P;) is Lipschitz continuous for every
t € [0,7], and Assumptions 2.1 (i) implies that the drift is also of linear growth. The desired
smoothness of (p;)o<i<r now follows from a straightforward adaptation of the theorem in [Rog85],
see also Remarks (i) — (ii) therein. O
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5.2 PROOF OF (4.76)

We first rewrite the interaction energy functional W along the displacement interpolation (v4)o<i<1-
Using (3.59), for any ¢ € [0,1], we have

ht) =1 /R Wl —y)w(da) n(dy) (5.7)
= %/}Rnxw W(Ti(z) — Ti(y)) vo(dx) vo(dy) (5.8)
=3 /Rnxm W(fﬂ —y—t(0(x) — 9(y))) vo(da) vo(dy), (5.9)

where 6: R™ — R" is defined as 0(z) := x — V(x). Now, for any t1,%2,0 € [0, 1], by the Ky -uniform
convexity of W in Assumptions 3.18, we obtain

oh(t1) + (1 — o)h(t2) — h(ots + (1 — o)t2) (5.10)

=3 /]RR (oW(x —y—t(0() = 0(y)) + (1 — )W (2 -y — t2(0(x) — 0(3))) (5.11)
~W(z —y — (ots + (1 - 0)t2) (0(x) - e<y>>)) vo(de) vo(dy) (5.12)

> Lawo(l — o)t — t2)? /}RR 10() — 0(y) |2 vo(da) vo(dy). (5.13)

Next, we express the integral in (5.13) as

2
%/Rnxm|9($)—9(y)|2uo(dx) vo(dy) =/Rn |0(:L‘)|21/0(dx)—‘ Rne(x) vo(der)

2

= [l Ve uidn) - | [ ow(o) - [ )

= W3 (vo,v1) — [b(vo) — b(11)|*.

Putting this back into (5.13), we deduce that h is uniformly convex, with constant

s (W3 (vo, 1) = [b(vo) — b()[2). (5.14)
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