arXiv:2312.09686v1 [math.DG] 15 Dec 2023

Bakry-Émery calculus for entropic curvature, new diameter estimates, and spectral gaps

Supanat Kamtue^∗ Shiping Liu^† Florentin Münch^‡

Norbert Peyerimhoff^§

December 20, 2023

Abstract

In this paper, we propose a generalization of Bakry-Émery’s calculus which allows us to formulate both Bakry-Émery and entropic curvature simultaneously. This formulation represents both curvatures as an integral of the Bochner formula against some measure. This leads to a natural optimality criterion of measures, which we investigate in the Bakry-Émery setting. Moreover, our approach leads also to a dimension parameter in the framework of entropic curvature.

We also present gradient estimate applications, that is, diameter estimates for Markov chains with strictly positive entropic curvature and a spectral gap estimate. The latter implies non-existence of non-negatively curved expanders.

Contents

1 Introduction 2 1.1 An adapted Gamma calculus to include entropic curvature . . . . 3 1.2 Gradient estimate applications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

2 Overview over entropic curvature and Bakry-Émery curvature 8 2.1 Markov chains and means . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.2 Entropic curvature . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2.3 Bakry-Émery curvature . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

∗Yau Mathematical Sciences Center, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China, skamtue@tsinghua.edu.cn

†School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China, spliu@ustc.edu.cn ‡MPI MiS Leipzig, 04103 Leipzig, Germany, florentin.muench@mis.mpg.de §Department of Mathematical Sciences, Durham University, Durham, UK, norbert.peyerimhoff@durham.ac.uk

3 Entropic curvature via Gamma calculus 14 3.1 A modified Gamma calculus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 3.2 Curvature notions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

4 Optimal measures for Bakry-Émery curvature 21

5 A gradient estimate 25

6 Diameter bounds 28 6.1 Diameter bound under CD_{ent}(K, ∞) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 6.2 Diameter bound under CD_θ(K, n) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

7 No expanders with non-negative entropic curvature 32 7.1 Cheeger constant and average mixing time . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 7.2 Spectral gap and non-negative curvature . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

1 Introduction

Erbar and Maas [12] introduced in 2012 entropic Ricci curvature for finite Markov chains (see [30] for independent work in the same direction, and see also [10] for its variant adapted to non-linear Markov chains). Several applications to study entropic curvature of interacting particle systems have been discussed in [11, 13, 14]. This curvature was motivated by the Ricci curvature notion introduced by Sturm [44, 45] and Lott–Villani [28] for metric measure spaces, which is based on the convexity of the entropy functional along W_2- Wasserstein geodesics. A main obstacle in the discrete setting is that there are no non-constant geodesics in the W_2-Wasserstein metric. To circumvent this problem, the Wasserstein metric is modified involving a logarithmic mean θ_{log} (see [29] and also [3, 30]), which helps to accommodate the lack of chain rule ∇ log ρ =^1_ρ ∇ρ in the discrete setting. More importantly, it helps to establish the discrete analogue of the Jordan-Kinderlehrer-Otto (JKO) result, which characterizes the heat flow as the Wasserstein-gradient flow of the entropy [17]. In fact, it was shown in [16] that this modified Wasserstein metric on the discrete torus converges in the sense of Gromov-Hausdorff to the continuous counterpart. In analogy to the definition by Sturm and Lott–Villani, entropic curvature is a global invariant describing convexity of the entropy along geodesics with respect to this modified Wasserstein metric. There is also an equivalent infinitesimal description of entropic curvature via the Hessian of entropy, leading to an integrated version of a Bochner-type inequality. The original formula by Bochner is a pointwise identity in the setting of Riemannian manifolds, involving the Laplacian, the Hessian and Ricci curvature.

Another widely used Ricci curvature notion for discrete spaces, related again to Bochner’s identity, is Bakry-Émery curvature (see [1, 8, 23, 42]). This curvature requires a (not necessarily integer-valued) dimension parameter n ∈ (0, ∞] and is defined on the vertices of a weighted graph. Bakry-Émery curvature emerges via a derivation of Bochner’s formula using bilinear forms Γ and Γ_2 involving only the Laplacian (referred to as Γ calculus), leading to the so-called curvature-dimension inequality CD(K, n). In Section 2, we present a more detailed introduction into both curvature notions for the readers’ convenience.

Other well-known discrete Ricci curvature notions are Ollivier Ricci curvature [22, 36] and Forman Ricci curvature [15] based on Lipschitz contraction of heat semigroups also known as Dobrushin criterion [7]. For a general overview of various discrete curvature notions, we refer interested readers to [35]. More recently, a new notion of entropic curvature based on Schrödinger bridges for the W_1-Wasserstein metric has been introduced in [38, 39, 41]. Other curvature notions were introduced in [6, 43] based on the inverse of distance matrices.

We now shift our focus back to entropic curvature and Bakry-Émery curvature. Entropic curvature is a global curvature parameter associated to a given finite Markov chain, whereas Bakry-Émery curvature is defined locally on the vertices of a weighted graph. It is well-known that there is a connection between entropic curvature and Bakry-Émery curvature by replacing the logarithmic mean θ_{log} by the arithmetic mean θ_a. Therefore, it is natural to ask whether both curvature notions can be described, simultaneously, via a suitable Γ calculus. The first part of this paper provides a positive answer to this question, leading to a general curvature-dimension inequality CD_θ(K, n) for finite Markov chains with a general mean θ. This unifying viewpoint allows us to uncover some interesting further aspects related to both curvature notions: a natural way to introduce a dimension parameter into entropic curvature, an extension of Bakry-Émery curvature from vertices to measures, and the interpretation of the first positive Laplace eigenvalue λ_1 as a particular curvature notion. Moreover, this approach would also allow to consider curvature-dimension conditions with other generators than the standard Laplacian, such as the magnetic or connection Laplacian (see [25]). For gradient estimates of Bakry-Émery type on quantum Markov semigroups see the recent publication [46].

The second part of this paper begins with an equivalent formulation of the CD_θ(K, n) condition in terms of a gradient estimate, followed by some “geometric” applications of this gradient estimate. In particular, we derive entropic curvature results which are known to be true in the Bakry-Émery curvature setting: Bonnet-Myers type diameter estimates for entropic curvature as well as a proof of the fact that there are no expander graph families with non-negative entropic curvature. The latter follows from an inequality involving λ_1 and the average mixing time, and is inspired by Salez’ original result [40] for Ollivier Ricci curvature and Bakry-Émery curvature and the further developments presented in [34].

Let us now provide a more detailed description of the results in this paper.

1.1 An adapted Gamma calculus to include entropic curvature

All Markov chains (X, Q, π) with transition probabilities Q and stationary probability measure π in this paper are irreducible, reversible and finite. We will always assume irreducibility and reversibility implicitly when we speak of finite

Markov chains. Our focus will be on two means, the logarithmic mean θ_{log}(r, s) = ∫_1 0 r^{1−p}s^pdp, and the arithmetic mean θ_a(r, s) = r + s 2 . For further details about these fundamental notions, in particular the definition of a general mean θ, see Subsection 2.1.

Now we present a slightly modified Γ calculus allowing to include both Bakry- Émery curvature and entropic curvature. For a given measure ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X , the ρ-Laplacian for functions f ∈ R^X is defined as follows:

Δ_ρf(x) = ∑ y∈X 2∂_1θ(ρ(x), ρ(y))(f(y) − f(x))Q(x, y), (1) where ∂_1θ(r, s) = ∂ ∂r θ(r, s). In the case of the logarithmic mean we require supp ρ = X in (1), since in this case lim_{r→0} ∂_1θ(r, s) = ∞ for all s > 0. In the case of the arithmetic mean we have ∂_1θ ≡^1_2 , and Δ_ρ reduces for any choice of ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X to the standard Laplacian Δf(x) = ∑ y∈X (f(y) − f(x))Q(x, y). (2) The bilinear carré du champ operators Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ} on the Hilbert space L^2(X, π) with inner product ⟨f, g⟩_π = ∑ x∈X f(x)g(x)π(x) (3) are given by

2Γ_ρ(f, g)(x) := Δ_ρ(fg)(x) − f(x)Δ_ρg(x) − g(x)Δ_ρf(x), 2Γ_{2,ρ}(f, g)(x) := ΔΓ_ρ(f, g)(x) − Γ_ρ(f, Δg)(x) − Γ_ρ(g, Δf)(x)

with their corresponding quadratic forms Γ_ρf = Γ_ρ(f, f) and Γ_{2,ρ}f = Γ_{2,ρ}(f, f). Note that Γ_ρ involves the ρ-Laplacian, while Γ_{2,ρ} involves Γ_ρ and the standard Laplacian. Moreover, Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ} coincide with the standard Γ, Γ_2 operators for any ρ, if we choose the arithmetic mean θ = θ_a. We use the following global curvature condition.

Definition 1.1 (CD_θ(K, n)). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with a mean θ. If θ satisfies θ(0, s) = 0 for all s > 0, we set I = I_θ = (0, ∞) and if it satisfies θ(0, s) > 0 for all s > 0, we set I = I_θ = [0, ∞). Let n ∈ (0, ∞] and K ∈ R. We say that X satisfies the curvature-dimension inequality CD_θ(K, n), if we have, for all ρ ∈ I^X , ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓ_ρf⟩_π ≥ 0 for all f ∈ R^X . (4)

In the special cases θ_{log} and θ_a we also use the simplified notions CD_{ent}(K, n) and CD_a(K, n) for CD_{θlog} (K, n) and CD_{θa} (K, n), respectively.

Moreover, we also consider curvature notions for a fixed dimension parameter n ∈ (0, ∞]. Definition 1.2 (K_n(X) and K_n(ρ)). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with a mean θ and n ∈ (0, ∞] be fixed. We define

K_n(X) = K_{n,θ}(X) := sup { K ∈ R : (4) holds for (K, n) and all ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X } . We call K_n(X) the n-dimensional curvature of the Markov chain X. Moreover, if ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X is also fixed, we define

K_n(ρ) = K_{n,θ}(ρ) := sup {K ∈ R : (4) holds for (K, n)} ,

and call K_n(ρ) the n-dimensional curvature of the measure ρ.

It follows immediately from this definition that

K_n(X) = inf_{ρ∈I X} K_n(ρ). (5)

In this general framework, we have the following facts for Markov chains (X, Q, π), which are discussed and proved in Section 3 of this paper:

(a) X has non-local entropic curvature ≥ K in the sense of Erbar-Maas (see [12, Definition 4.2]) if and only if X satisfies CD_θ(K, ∞) for the logarithmic mean θ = θ_{log} .

(b) The Bakry-Émery curvature K_x(n) at a vertex x ∈ X, as defined e.g. in [4, Definition 1.2], agrees with K_{n,θ}(δ_x) in our Definition 1.2, where θ is the arithmetic mean θ_a and δ_x ∈ [0, ∞)^X is the Dirac measure at x, given by δ_x(y) = { 1/π(x) if y = x, 0 otherwise. (6) (c) The first positive eigenvalue λ_1(X) of −Δ agrees with K_{∞,θ}(1_X ) for any mean θ, where 1_X is the equilibrium measure 1_X (x) = 1 for all x ∈ X.

Statement (c) allows us to interpret λ_1 as a curvature value, and a straightforward consequence of (c) and (5) is Lichnerowicz’ Theorem:

Theorem 1.3 (Lichnerowicz). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain. Then we have for any mean θ, λ_1(X) ≥ K_∞(X), (7)

where λ_1(X) is the first positive eigenvalue of −Δ.

Markov chains, for which (7) holds with equality, are called Lichnerowicz sharp. Examples of Lichnerowicz sharp Markov chains are simple random walks on N-dimensional hypercubes in the case of the arithmetic mean (see, e.g., [42] or [21] or [26, Theorem 1.4]) and in the case of the logarithmic mean ([12, Corollary 1.4 and Section 7], since they satisfy λ_1(Q^N ) =^2_N = K_∞(Q^N ) in these cases.

In Section 4, we restrict our considerations entirely to Bakry-Émery curvature and the arithmetic mean θ_a. In this case, we have

K_n(X) = min_{x∈X} K_n(δ_x),

and we introduce the following optimality notion for measures.

Definition 1.4 (Optimal measure). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with the arithmetic mean θ = θ_a. A measure ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X is called optimal for dimension n ∈ (0, ∞], if there exists f_0 ∈ R^X with Γf_0 > 0 on supp ρ such that

⟨ρ, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0.

Note that optimal measures ρ satisfy

K_n(ρ) = K_n(X),

but not vice versa (see Example 4.8). Examples of optimal measures are Dirac measures δ_x of vertices x ∈ X with minimal n-dimensional Bakry-Émery curvature. Moreover, Lichnerowicz sharpness is equivalent to the property that the equilibrium 1_X is an optimal measure for dimension n = ∞ (see Proposition 4.3). In Section 4, we will see that optimality of a measure ρ is already determined by its support supp ρ ⊂ X, which allows us to define optimality for subsets of X, leading to a simplicial structure on the vertices of X.

1.2 Gradient estimate applications

Recall the definition I_θ = (0, ∞) for means satisfying θ(0, s) = 0 for all s > 0 and I_θ = [0, ∞) for means satisfying θ(0, s) > 0 for all s > 0. In Section 5, we prove the following gradient estimate characterization of the curvature condition CD_θ(K, n). Theorem 1.5 (Global gradient estimate). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with a mean θ. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) X satisfies CD_θ(K, n).

(ii) For all measures ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X and f ∈ R^X , we have ⟨ρ, e^{−2Kt}P_tΓ_{Ptρ}f − Γ_ρP_tf⟩_π ≥ 1 − e^{−2Kt} Kn ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π, where P_t : L^2(X, π) → L^2(X, π) is the heat semigroup operator. In the case K = 0 the constant on the right hand side is replaced by^{2t}_n .

We present also in Section 5 a reverse Poincaré inequality for means θ ≤ θ_a (see Theorem 5.2; cf. [9, Theorem 3.5]) as a consequence of this result.

The remainder of this paper is devoted to “geometric” applications of this gradient estimate. In Section 6, we prove Bonnet-Myers type diameter bounds with respect to the distance function d_Γ : X × X → [0, ∞), given by d_Γ(x, y) := sup{f(y) − f(x) : ‖Γf‖_∞ ≤ 1}. Note, however, that these results provide also diameter bounds for the combinatorial distance function d : X × X → [0, ∞), since both distance functions are related by (see [24, Lemma 1.4]): d(x, y) ≤ √ D 2 d_Γ(x, y) ≤ 1 √ 2 d_Γ(x, y), where the second inequality follows from the definition of the maximal weighted vertex degree D = max_{x∈X} ∑ y≠x Q(x, y) ≤ 1. Theorem 1.6 (Diameter bound under CD_{ent}(K, ∞)). If a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) satisfies CD_{ent}(K, ∞) for some K > 0, then

diam(X, d_Γ) ≤ 2 K √ 2D_π log D_π D_π − 1 . Here, D_π denotes the maximal π-vertex degree, defined as follows:

D_π := max_{x∈X} 1 π(x) ∑ y∼x π(y), where y ∼ x means Q(x, y) > 0.

Theorem 1.7 (Diameter bound under CD_θ(K, n)). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with mean θ ≤ θ_a, satisfying CD_θ(K, n) for some K > 0 and n ∈ (0, ∞). Then we have

diam(X, d_Γ) ≤ π √ n K . These results complement the following Bonnet-Myers type diameter bound for entropic curvature:

Theorem 1.8 (see [9, Proposition 7.3]). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain satisfying CD_{ent}(K, ∞) for some K > 0. Then we have

diam(X, d_W ) ≤ 2 √ −2 log π_{min} K with π_{min} = min_{x∈X} π(x) and d_W (x, y) := W(δ_x, δ_y).

Theorem 1.8 provides also a diameter bound for the combinatorial distance function, due to the following relation (see [12, Proposition 2.12 and Lemma 2.13]): √ 2d(x, y) ≤ d_W (x, y) ≤ 1.57 Q_{min} d(x, y) with Q_{min} := min_{x∼y} Q(x, y). Note that Theorem 1.8 involves, besides the curvature parameter K, the value π_{min}, which is related to the size |X| of the Markov chain, which is a global value. In the case of the N-dimensional hypercube Q^N , the upper bound of the diameter grows like O(N), which is the right order. Our Bonnet-Myers type results are not of the correct order for hypercubes, but they do not involve the overall size of the Markov chain and only depend on local properties like the vertex degrees.

The final result concerns expander graphs. A problem mentioned by Ollivier [37, Problem T] and attributed to Naor and Milman asks whether there exist expander graph families of non-negative Ollivier Ricci curvature. An analogous question for Bakry-Émery curvature was raised in [4, Conjecture 9.11]. This question was settled by Salez in [40] for both curvature notions, where he proved that no large enough non-negatively curved combinatorial graph G can be simultaneously sparse and have a uniform lower bound on its spectral gap. A quantitative version of this result, which is almost sharp, was later given in [34]. Since the essential ingredient of this quantitative result is a gradient estimate of the above type, the arguments in [34] can be adapted to the case of non-negative entropic curvature. Key inequalities are a lower bound on the average mixing time, given in Lemma 7.4 of Subsection 7.1, and an upper bound on the product of λ_1(X) and the average mixing time, given in Theorem 7.6 in Subsection 7.2. These results lead the following explicit spectral gap estimate. Theorem 1.9 (Spectral gap estimate). Let G = (X, E) be a finite, connected, d-regular combinatorial graph with vertex set X satisfying |X| ≥ 4d and edge set E. Let Q(x, y) =^1_d for y ∼ x and π(x) = 1/|X| (simple random walk). Assume that the associated Markov chain (X, Q, π) satisfies CD_{ent}(0, ∞). Then we have d − μ_2(G) ≤ 4000 d^4 log d log(|X|/4) , where μ_2(G) is the second largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix.

In particular, we have d − μ_2(G_k) → 0 for families of connected d-regular graphs G_k = (V_k, E_k) satisfying CD_{ent}(0, ∞) with |V_k| → ∞, that is, there are no expanders of non-negative entropic curvature.

2 Overview over entropic curvature and Bakry- Émery curvature

2.1 Markov chains and means

Henceforth (X, Q, π) will always represent an irreducible, reversible finite Markov chain. In this article, we will refer to them simply as finite Markov chains by tacitly assuming these extra properties of irreducibility and reversibility. The irreducible Markov kernel Q(x, y) ∈ [0, 1] describes the transition probability from x ∈ X to y ∈ X and satisfies ∑ y∈X Q(x, y) = 1 for all x ∈ X. The reference measure π ∈ (0, 1]^X is the unique stationary probability measure satisfying ∑ x∈X π(x) = 1 and π(y) = ∑ x∈X π(x)Q(x, y), and reversibility implies that Q(x, y)π(x) = Q(y, x)π(y). Let w : X × X → [0, ∞) be the symmetric edge weight, given by w(x, y) = Q(x, y)π(x) for x ≠ y and w(x, x) = 0. We write x ∼ y if w(x, y) > 0 and call x and y neighbours in X. In this way, X inherits the structure of a combinatorial graph and it makes sense to speak of balls B_r(x) and spheres S_r(x) of radius r ∈ N ∪ {0} around x ∈ X. Irreducibility automatically implies that the underlying graph X is connected. We define the following weighted vertex degree for a vertex x ∈ X: D(x) = ∑ y∈X w_{xy} π(x) = ∑ y≠x Q(x, y) ≤ 1, (8)

The general definition of a mean was given in [12, 29]. We recall it with the omission of one property, which we will discuss directly afterwards.

Definition 2.1 (Mean, see [12, 29]). A function θ : [0, ∞) × [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is called a mean if the following properties are satisfied:

(i) θ is continuous and its restriction to (0, ∞) × (0, ∞) is smooth;

(ii) θ is symmetric: θ(r, s) = θ(s, r);

(iii) θ is monotone: θ(r, s) ≥ θ(t, s) for r ≥ t;

(iv) θ is homogeneous: θ(λr, λs) = λθ(r, s);

(v) θ is normalized: θ(1, 1) = 1.

The logarithmic mean θ_{log} is defined as follows: θ_{log} (r, s) = ∫_1 0 r^{1−p}s^pdp and has the additional property

(vi) θ(0, s) = 0 for all s ≥ 0.

The logarithmic mean θ_{log} is an important concept for entropic curvature and its name stems from the fact that we have for all r, s > 0 with r ≠ s, θ_{log}(r, s) = r − s log(r) − log(s)

. (9)

In contrast to our definition, the definition in [12, 29] requires all six conditions (i)-(vi). Since we want the arithmetic mean θ_a, given by θ_a(r, s) = r + s 2 , to be included, we dropped the last condition (vi), which is not satisfied by θ_a. Another natural mean is the geometric mean θ_g, given by θ_g (r, s) = √ rs. The geometric mean satisfies condition (vi) and these three means are ordered by the following inequalities: min{r, s} ≤ θ_g (r, s) ≤ θ_{log} (r, s) ≤ θ_a(r, s) ≤ max{r, s}. Note that min and max are not means in the sense of Definition 2.1 since the smoothness condition of property (i) is violated.

For the partial derivatives of a mean θ, we use the simplified notation ∂_1θ(r, s) = ∂ ∂r θ(r, s) and ∂_2θ(r, s) = ∂ ∂s θ(r, s). (10) We note that we have for any mean θ, ∂_1θ(r, s) = ∂_2θ(s, r) and θ(r, s) = d dλ | | |_{λ=1}θ(λr, λs) = r∂1θ(r, s) + s∂2θ(r, s), and therefore, ∂_1θ(r, r) = ∂_2θ(r, r) = 1 2 and (see [12, Lemma 2.2]), for any measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X and any pair x, y ∈ X, ρ̂_{xy} := θ(ρ(x), ρ(y)) = ∂_1θ(ρ(x), ρ(y))ρ(x) + ∂_2θ(ρ(x), ρ(y))ρ(y). (11) Any finite Markov chain together with a mean gives rise to an associated curvature notion, as explained in Subsection 3.2.

2.2 Entropic curvature

For the original definition and more background on entropic curvature, see [12]. See also [19] for an overview over this notion and various other curvature notions. Entropic curvature of (X, Q, π) can be viewed as a global lower Ricci curvature bound of the space and is defined through the geometry of the space

P(X) = {ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X : ∑ x∈X ρ(x)π(x) = 1} of probability densities of X (with respect to the reference measure π).

To this end, we first introduce some vector analysis on the space X and fundamental inner products on functions and vector fields. A vector field on X is a function V : X × X → R satisfying V (x, y) = −V (y, x) and V (x, y) ≠ 0 only if x ∼ y. The space of all vector fields on X is denoted by X (X). The gradient of a function f ∈ R^X is the vector field ∇f, given by ∇f(x, y) := { f(y) − f(x) if x ∼ y, 0 if x ≁ y. The divergence of a vector field V ∈ X (X) is defined by

div V (x) = ∑ y∈X V (x, y)Q(x, y).

Finally, the standard Laplacian for functions is given by (cf. (2))

Δf(x) = div (∇f)(x) = ∑ y∈X Q(x, y)(f(y) − f(x)).

For f_1, f_2 ∈ R^X and V_1, V_2 ∈ X (X), we define the following inner products (cf. (3)):

⟨f_1, f_2⟩_π := ∑ x∈X f_1(x)f_2(x)π(x),

⟨V_1, V_2⟩_π := 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X V_1(x, y)V_2(x, y)Q(x, y)π(x).

The operators div and −∇ are adjoint operators with respect to these inner products, i.e., ⟨f_1, div V_1⟩_π = −⟨∇f_1, V_1⟩_π .

For any function ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X we define ρ̂ : X × X → R as ρ̂(x, y) = ρ̂_{xy} = θ(ρ(x), ρ(y)), and we introduce the following inner product on X (X) associated to ρ:

⟨V_1, V_2⟩_ρ := ⟨ρ̂ V_1, V_2⟩_π = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X ρ̂_{xy}V_1(x, y)V_2(x, y)Q(x, y)π(x).

A metric W : P(X) × P(X) → [0, ∞) was introduced in [12, 29] as follows: For ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ P(X), let

W(ρ_0, ρ_1) := inf {∫_1 0 ‖∇ψ_t‖^2_{ρt} dt | (ρ_t, ψ_t) ∈ CE(ρ_0, ρ_1) }^1_2 , where CE(ρ_0, ρ_1) consists of all smooth curves ρ : [0, 1] → P(X) with boundary conditions ρ(0) = ρ_0 and ρ(1) = ρ_1, together with measurable ψ : [0, 1] → R^X which satisfy the discrete continuity equation: d dt ρ_t + div(ρ̂_t∇ψ_t) = 0.

Equipped with this metric, the space P(X) is complete (see [12, Theorem 2.4]) and induced by a Riemannian metric on the interior P_∗(X) = {ρ ∈ P(X) | ρ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ X} of P(X), given by the Riemannian metric g_ρ(∇ψ_1, ∇ψ_2) := ⟨∇ψ_1, ∇ψ_2⟩_ρ at ρ ∈ P_∗(X). For a given curve ρ_t, a solution ∇ψ_t of the discrete continuity equation can be viewed as its tangent vector field, and the distance W(ρ_0, ρ_1) is then derived via the energy of smooth curves connecting ρ_0 and ρ_1. The definition of W is then a discrete analogue of the Benamou-Brenier formula [2]. Moreover, any pair of probability densities ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ P(X) can be joined by a constant speed geodesic ρ_t (see [12, Theorem 3.2]). That is, we have ρ(0) = ρ_0, ρ(1) = ρ_1 and

W(ρ_s, ρ_t) = |s − t|W(ρ_0, ρ_1) for all 0 ≤ s, t ≤ 1.

The final concept relevant for the definition of entropic curvature is the entropy functional (relative to the reference measure π), which is defined for any probability density ρ ∈ P(X) by

Ent(ρ) := ⟨ρ, log ρ⟩_π = ∑ x∈X ρ(x) log ρ(x)π(x). Definition 2.2 (Entropic curvature (see [12, Definition 1.1]) ). A finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) has entropic curvature bounded below by K ∈ R, if we have for every constant speed geodesic (ρ_t)_{t∈[0,1]} in (P(X), W),

Ent(ρ_t) ≤ (1 − t)Ent(ρ_0) + tEnt(ρ_1) − K t(1 − t) 2 W(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 (12)

for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Various equivalent conditions to the one in this definition are given in [12]. We will present some of them in the following theorem. Recall the following earlier introduced notation for the partial derivatives: ∂_1θ(r, s) = ∂ ∂r θ(r, s) and ∂_2θ(r, s) = ∂ ∂s θ(r, s). Moreover, we define for ρ ∈ P_∗(X) and f ∈ R^X (see [12, page 9 and (4.2)]): ( ^Δρ)(x, y) := ∂_1θ(ρ(x), ρ(y))(Δρ)(x) + ∂_2θ(ρ(x), ρ(y))(Δρ)(y), A_ρ(f) := ‖∇f‖^2_ρ, B_ρ(f) := 1 2 ⟨ ^Δρ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π − ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇(Δf)⟩_π .

Theorem 2.3 ([12, Theorem 4.5]). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain and K ∈ R. The following are equivalent:

(a) (X, Q, π) has entropic curvature bounded below by K.

(b) For every constant speed geodesic (ρ_t)_{t∈[0,1]} with end-points in P_∗(X) we have d^2 dt^2 Ent(ρ_t) ≥ K W(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2.

(c) For all ρ ∈ P_∗(X) and f ∈ R^X , B_ρ(f) ≥ KA_ρ(f). While (a) is the condition of geodesic K-convexity, condition (b) is the corresponding infinitesimal formulation of K-convexity, and (c) can be viewed as a Bochner-type formula. It was shown in Mielke [30, Theorem 4.1] that every finite Markov chain has entropic curvature bounded below by some K > −∞. This is by no means a simple fact.

2.3 Bakry-Émery curvature

Bakry-Émery curvature is an analytic curvature notion motivated by Bochner’s identity 1 2 Δ‖∇f‖^2 = ‖ Hess f‖^2_{HS} + g(∇f, ∇Δf) + Ric(∇f)

for any Riemannian manifold (M, g). (Here ‖ · ‖_{HS} denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm). We say that Ricci curvature of M is bounded from below by K ∈ R if Ric(v) ≥ K‖v‖^2 for all tangent vectors v. Moreover, the Hessian term satisfies ‖ Hess f‖^2_{HS} ≥^1_n (Δf)^2, where n is the dimension of M. The Bochner’s identity then leads to the inequality 1 2 Δ‖∇f‖^2 − g(∇f, ∇Δf) ≥ 1 n (Δf)^2 + K‖∇f‖^2,

which can be formulated, alternatively, via Bakry-Émery’s Γ-operators (see [1])

Γ(f_1, f_2) := 1 2 (Δ(f_1f_2) − f_1Δf_2 − f_2Δf_1) = g(∇f_1, ∇f_2), (13)

Γ_2(f_1, f_2) := 1 2 (ΔΓ(f_1, f_2) − Γ(f_1, Δf_2) − Γ(f_2, Δf_1)) (14)

as the following inequality:

Γ_2(f, f) ≥ 1 n (Δf)^2 + KΓ(f, f).

Bakry-Émery curvature is defined in the setting of finite Markov chains as follows.

Definition 2.4 (Bakry-Émery curvature). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain. Recall the definition of Δ, Γ and Γ_2: for f, g ∈ R^X ,

Δf(x) = ∑ y∈X (f(y) − f(x))Q(x, y), 2Γ(f, g) = Δ(fg) − fΔg − gΔf, 2Γ_2(f, g) = ΔΓ(f, g) − Γ(f, Δg) − Γ(g, Δf),

with shortened notation Γf := Γ(f, f) and Γ_2f := Γ_2(f, f).

For a given dimension parameter n ∈ (0, ∞], the Bakry-Émery curvature K_n(x) at x ∈ X is the supremum of all K ∈ R satisfying

Γ_2f(x) ≥ 1 n (Δf(x))^2 + KΓf(x) for all f ∈ R^X .

We say that (X, Q, π) satisfies the global curvature-dimension condition CD(K, n) if we have K_n(x) ≥ K for all x ∈ X.

An easy computation shows

2Γ(f, g)(x) = ∑ y∼x Q(x, y)(f(y) − f(x))(g(y) − g(x)), which implies Γf(x) ≥ 0. Moreover, if (X, Q, π) satisfies CD(K, n), then it also satisfies CD(K^′, n^′) for any K^′ ≤ K and n^′ ≥ n. It was shown in [8, Lemma 1] that every finite combinatorial graph G = (V, E) with the simple random walk given by Q(x, y) =^1_{dx} satisfies CD(−1, 2).

Let us finally mention the following trade-off between curvature and dimension in the case of Bakry-Émery curvature.

Remark 2.5 (Trade-off between curvature and dimension). For any vertex x ∈ X of a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π), the function n → K_n(x) is monotone nondecreasing. It follows from (see [24, Section 2.1])

(Δf(x))^2 ≤ 2D(x)Γ(x)

that we have, for 0 < n^′ ≤ n ≤ ∞, 0 ≤ K_n(x) − K_n′ (x) ≤ 2D(x) ( 1 n^′ − 1 n ) . See also [4, Lemma 4.3] for this relation in the case of the non-normalized Laplacian on a combinatorial graph.

3 Entropic curvature via Gamma calculus

Entropic curvature can be formulated equivalently via an integrated Bochner formula and is therefore non-local in nature. On the other hand, Bakry and

Émery introduced local Γ-operators in [1], leading to a curvature-dimension inequality which is closely related to a pointwise Bochner formula.

In this section, we slightly modify the Bakry-Émery Γ calculus, which allows us to introduce the non-local entropic curvature with the help of these local Γoperators. Moreover, this leads also naturally to the introduction of a dimension parameter for entropic curvature.

3.1 A modified Gamma calculus

Recall the definition I_θ = (0, ∞) and I_θ = [0, ∞) for a given mean θ, depending on whether θ(0, s) = 0 for all s > 0 or θ(0, s) > 0 for all s > 0. Definition 3.1 (Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ}). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain and θ a mean (see Definition 2.1). For a given measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X , the Laplacian Δ_ρ and the operators Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ} are defined as follows for functions f, f_1, f_2 ∈ R^X :

Δ_ρf(x) := ∑ y∈X 2∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y) (f(y) − f(x)) Q(x, y), 2Γ_ρ(f_1, f_2)(x) := Δ_ρ(f_1f_2)(x) − (f_1Δ_ρf_2)(x) − (f_2Δ_ρf_1)(x), 2Γ_{2,ρ}(f_1, f_2)(x) := ΔΓ_ρ(f_1, f_2)(x) − Γ_ρ(f_1, Δf_2)(x) − Γ_ρ(f_2, Δf_1)(x),

where we used the notation in (10) for the partial derivative of θ and ρ_z := ρ(z).

Moreover, we set Γ_ρf := Γ_ρ(f, f) and Γ_{2,ρ}f := Γ_{2,ρ}(f, f).

As in the case of the classical Bakry-Émery operator Γ, we have for any measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X ,

Γ_ρ(f_1, f_2)(x) = ∑ y∈X ∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f_1(y) − f_1(x))(f_2(y) − f_2(x))Q(x, y). (15)

Remark 3.2. The geodesic equations in [29, Theorem 3.31] can also be written in terms of Γ_ρ as follows:

∂_tρ_t = −div(ρ̂_t∇ψ_t),

∂_tψ_t = 1 2 Γ_{ρt} (ψ_t, ψ_t).

Remark 3.3. Note that Δ_ρ agrees with the standard Laplacian Δ in the following two cases:

• If ρ is the equilibrium 1_X and θ is an arbitrary mean, since ∂_1θ(r, r) =^1_2 , • If θ is the arithmetic mean θ_a and ρ is an arbitrary measure, since we have

∂_1θ_a ≡ 1 2 . Consequently, the operators Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ} reduce to the classical Bakry-Émery operators Γ and Γ_2, given in (13) and (14), respectively, in these two cases.

Proposition 3.4 below provides an amusing fact about the geometric mean. Before we present it, we need to introduce the following inner products, associated to a measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X :

⟨f_1, f_2⟩_{ρ·π} = ∑ x∈X f_1(x)f_2(x)ρ_xπ(x), (16)

⟨V_1, V_2⟩_ρ = ⟨ρ̂ · V_1, V_2⟩_π = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X ρ̂_{xy}V_1(x, y)V_2(x, y)Q(x, y)π(x),

with ρ̂ : X × X → R given by ρ̂_{xy} = ρ̂(x, y) := θ(ρ_x, ρ_y). (17) Proposition 3.4. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain, θ(r, s) = θ_g(r, s) = √ rs be the geometric mean and ρ ∈ (0, ∞)^X be a measure. Then we have the following Green’s formula for functions f_1, f_2 ∈ R^X : ⟨Δ_ρf_1, f_2⟩_{ρ·π} = −⟨∇f_1, ∇f_2⟩_ρ. In particular, Δ_ρ is a self-adjoint operator with respect to the inner product (16) in the case of the geometric mean.

Proof. In the case of the geometric mean θ = θ_g we have for r, s > 0, ∂_1θ(r, s) · r = 1 2 θ(r, s) = ∂_2θ(r, s) · s. Using this and Q(x, y)π(x) = Q(y, x)π(y), we have

⟨Δ_ρf_1, f_2⟩_{ρ·π} = ∑ x,y∈X 2∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)ρ_x(f_1(y) − f_1(x))f_2(x)Q(x, y)π(x) = ∑ x,y∈X θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f_1(y) − f_1(x))f_2(x)Q(x, y)π(x) = − 1 2 ∑ y,x∈X θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f_1(y) − f_1(x))(f_2(y) − f_2(x)Q(x, y)π(x) = −⟨∇f_1, ∇f_2⟩_ρ.

Now we introduce, in accordance with [12, page 9], the operator A_ρ as follows: A_ρ(f) := ‖∇f‖^2_ρ = ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π. (18)

Lemma 3.5 (Properties of A_ρ). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with mean θ. Then we have for any measure ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X ,

A_ρ(f) = ⟨ρ, Γ_ρf⟩_π. (19)

Moreover, if the mean θ satisfies θ ≤ θ_a, then we have the estimate A_ρ(f) ≤ ⟨ρ, Γf⟩_π. (20) Inequality (20) holds in particular for all means satisfying θ(0, s) = 0 for all s > 0. Proof. Using (15), we obtain for f_1, f_2 ∈ R^X , ⟨∇f_1, ∇f_2⟩_ρ = ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f_1, ∇f_2⟩_π = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X ρ̂_{xy}(f_1(y) − f_1(x))(f_2(y) − f_2(x))Q(x, y)π(x)

(11) = 1 2 ∑ x∈X ρ_x ∑ y∈X ∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f_1(y) − f_1(x))(f_2(y) − f_2(x))Q(x, y)π(x) + 1 2 ∑ y∈X ρ_y ∑ x∈X ∂_2θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)

=∂_1 θ(ρ_y ,ρ_x )

(f_1(x) − f_1(y))(f_2(x) − f_2(y)) Q(x, y)π(x) =Q(y,x)π(y) = ∑ x∈X ρ_x ∑ y∈X ∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f_1(y) − f_1(x))(f_2(y) − f_2(x))Q(x, y)π(x)

(15) = ∑ x∈X ρ(x)Γ_ρ(f_1, f_2)(x)π(x) = ⟨ρ, Γ_ρ(f_1, f_2)⟩_π . (21)

This shows (19). The proof of (20) follows from

A_ρ(f) = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) ≤ 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X ρ_x + ρ_y 2 (f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X ρ(x)(f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) = ⟨ρ, Γf⟩_π. Finally, we note that the condition θ(0, s) = 0 for all s > 0 implies (see [12, (2.1)]) θ(r, s) ≤ θ_a(r, s) = r + s 2 .

Now we introduce the operator B_ρ in accordance with [12, (4.2)]. For a measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X , let Δ̂ρ be defined as Δ̂ρ(x, y) := ∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)Δρ(x) + ∂_2θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)Δρ(y). (22)

Then B_ρ is the following operator: B_ρ(f) := 1 2 ⟨Δ̂ρ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π − ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇(Δf)⟩_π . (23) Lemma 3.6 (Properties of B_ρ). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with mean θ. Then we have for any measure ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X , ⟨Δ̂ρ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π = ⟨ρ, Δ(Γ_ρf)⟩_π, (24) and therefore, B_ρ(f) = ⟨ρ, 1 2 Δ(Γ_ρf) − Γ_ρ(f, Δf)⟩_π = ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f⟩_π.

Proof. We have 2⟨Δ̂ρ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π = ∑ x,y∈X Δ̂ρ(x, y)(f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) = ∑ x,y∈X ∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)Δρ(x)(f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) + ∑ x,y∈X ∂_2θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)

=∂_1 θ(ρ_y ,ρ_x ) Δρ(y)(f(x) − f(y))^2 Q(x, y)π(x) =Q(y,x)π(y) = ∑ x∈X Δρ(x) ∑ y∈X 2∂_1θ(ρ_x, ρ_y)(f(y) − f(x))^2Q(x, y)

=2Γ_ρ f (x) π(x)

= 2⟨Δρ, Γ_ρf⟩_π = 2⟨ρ, Δ(Γ_ρf)⟩_π.

This shows (24) and has the following implication: B_ρ(f) = 1 2 ⟨Δ̂ρ · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π − ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇Δf⟩_π (24) = 1 2 ⟨ρ, Δ(Γ_ρf)⟩_π − ⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇Δf⟩_π (21) = 1 2 ⟨ρ, Δ(Γ_ρf)⟩_π − ⟨ρ, Γ_ρ(f, Δf)⟩_π = ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f⟩_π.

3.2 Curvature notions

Let θ be the logarithmic mean θ = θ_{log} . Recall the Bochner-type formula B_ρ(f) ≥ KA_ρ(f) for all ρ ∈ P_∗(X) and f ∈ R^X from Theorem 2.3(c). By Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, this inequality can be equivalently rewritten as ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f − KΓ_ρf⟩_π ≥ 0. This reformulation of a lower bound on the entropic curvature in terms of the modified Γ-operators motivates the following general curvature notions.

Definition 3.7 (CD_θ(K, n), K_n(X) and K_n(ρ)). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with a mean θ. For K ∈ R and n ∈ (0, ∞], we say that X satisfies CD_θ(K, n), if we have, for all ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X , ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓ_ρf⟩_π ≥ 0 for all f ∈ R^X , (25)

where the dependence of θ is implicitly in the definition of Γ_ρ and Γ_{2,ρ}.

If (25) holds for a special measure ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X , we say that the measure ρ satisfies CD_θ(K, n).

Furthermore, the n-dimensional curvatures for a fixed parameter n ∈ (0, ∞] are defined as the following optimal curvature bounds:

K_n(X) := sup{K ∈ R : X satisfies CD_θ(K, n)} and K_n(ρ) := sup{K ∈ R : ρ satisfies CD_θ(K, n)}.

Remark 3.8. Let us provide various comments about Definition 3.7.

(a) It follows immediately from the definition that

K_n(X) = inf{K_n(ρ) : ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X }, (26)

and, for any c > 0 and ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X , K_n(cρ) = K_n(ρ). (b) An alternative equivalent description of K_n(ρ) for a fixed measure ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X is the following:

K_n(ρ) = inf { ⟨ρ, Γ_{2,ρ}f −^1_n (Δf)^2⟩_π ⟨ρ, Γ_ρf⟩_π : f ∈ R^X with ⟨ρ, Γ_ρf⟩_π > 0 } .

(c) X has entropic curvature bounded below by K ∈ R if and only if X satisfies CD_{ent}(K, ∞) = CD_θ(K, ∞) for the logarithmic mean θ = θ_{log} .

(d) We have K_n(x) ≥ K for the Bakry-Émery curvature at vertex x ∈ X (as defined in Definition 2.4) if and only if the Dirac measure δ_x, given in (6), satisfies CD_a(K, n) = CD_θ(K, n) for the arithmetic mean θ = θ_a.

(e) By decoupling the appearance of the measure ρ in both arguments of the inner product in (25), one could also consider curvature-dimension conditions for pairs of measures η ∈ [0, ∞)^X and ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X of the type ⟨η, Γ_{2,ρ}f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓ_ρf⟩_π ≥ 0 for all f ∈ R^X .

However, we will not pursue this further in this paper.

It is interesting that the smallest positive eigenvalue of −Δ can be also viewed as a curvature value, by choosing the equilibrium measure ρ = 1_X .

Proposition 3.9 (λ_1 as “curvature” value). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain and θ be an arbitrary mean. Let λ_1(X) denote the smallest positive eigenvalue of −Δ. Then we have

λ_1(X) = K_∞(1_X ), (27)

and, consequently, the following Lichnerowicz-type inequality

λ_1(X) ≥ K_∞(X). (28)

Proof. The following variational description of λ_1(X) is a bit different from the standard Rayleigh quotient but it can be proved similarly:

λ_1(X) = inf_f ⟨−Δf, −Δf⟩_π ⟨f, −Δf⟩_π = inf_f −⟨∇f, ∇(Δf)⟩_π ⟨∇f, ∇f⟩_π = inf_f −⟨1_X , Γ(f, Δf)⟩_π ⟨1_X , Γf⟩_π . Here the infima are taken over all functions f satisfying Γf ≢ 0. In the case ρ = 1_X , we have Γ_ρ = Γ and Γ_{2,ρ} = Γ_2, and we have from Remark 3.8(b) that

K_∞(1_X ) = inf_f

⟨1_X , Γ_2f⟩_π ⟨1_X , Γf⟩_π = inf_f −⟨1_X , Γ(f, Δf)⟩_π ⟨1_X , Γf⟩_π = λ_1(X),

where the second equality is obtained by using Γ_2f =^1_2 Δ(Γf) − Γ(f, Δf) and applying the Divergence Theorem to conclude ⟨1_X , Δ(Γf)⟩_π = 0. This proves (27). For the proof of (28), we apply (26).

Remark 3.10. Markov chains, for which (28) holds with equality, are called Lichnerowicz sharp. As mentioned in the Introduction, examples of Lichnerowicz sharp Markov chains are simple random walks on N-dimensional hypercubes in both the case of Bakry-Émery curvature and entropic curvature, since they satisfy λ_1(Q^N ) =^2_N = K_∞(Q^N ) in these cases.

Let us finish this section with the following simple interpolation result. Remark 3.11 (Trade-off between curvature and dimension). Note that if a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) with a mean θ satisfies both CD_θ(K_1, n_1) and CD_θ(K_2, n_2), then it also satisfies CD_θ ( αK_1 + βK_2, n_1n_2 αn_2 + βn_1 )

for α, β ≥ 0 and α + β = 1. This follows immediately by taking a convex combination of the inequalities (25) with the parameter pairs (K_1, n_1) and (K_2, n_2).

In particular, Markov chains satisfying both CD_θ(K, ∞) and CD_θ(0, n), do also satisfy CD_θ(αK,^n_{1−α} ) for any choice of α ∈ (0, 1).

4 Optimal measures for Bakry-Émery curvature

In this section, we restrict our considerations entirely to finite Markov chains (X, Q, π) with the arithmetic mean θ_a. Consequently, our carré du champ operators are the standard Bakry-Émery ones, that is Γ_ρ = Γ and Γ_{2,ρ} = Γ_2 for any choice of measure ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X . Recall that the classical Bakry-Émery curvature K_n(x) at a vertex x ∈ X, given by

K_n(x) = inf_{Γf (x)>0}

Γ_2f(x) −^1_n (Δf(x))^2 Γf(x) , agrees with the supremum of all K ∈ R such that ⟨δ_x, Γ_2f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓf⟩_π ≥ 0 for all f ∈ R^X , (29)

where δ_x is the Dirac measure defined in (6). This viewpoint allows us to consider the Bakry-Émery curvature K_n(ρ) for general measures ρ, by replacing δ_x by ρ in (29), and taking the supremum over all K ∈ R. The n-dimensional curvature of the whole space X is then given by (see Remark 3.8(a))

K_n(X) = inf{K_n(ρ) : ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X }. (30)

Even though K_n(X) is defined as the infimum of the Bakry-Émery curvatures over all measures ρ, it suffices to only consider the Bakry-Émery curvatures of the Dirac measures δ_x, x ∈ X, as the following lemma states.

Lemma 4.1. Let n ∈ (0, ∞]. For any ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X , we have

K_n(ρ) ≥ min x∈supp(ρ) K_n(x). In particular, K_n(X) = min_{x∈X} K_n(x).

Proof. Fix a measure ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X . Denote K := min_{x∈supp(ρ)} K_n(x). Suppose for the sake of contradiction that K_n(ρ) < K. By the definition of K_n(ρ), there exists f ∈ R^X such that ⟨ρ, Γ_2(f) −^1_n (Δf)^2 − KΓf⟩_π < 0. By decomposing ρ = ∑ x ρ(x)1_x with 1_x := π(x)δ_x, we derive 0 > ⟨ρ, Γ_2f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓf⟩_π = ∑ x ρ_x⟨1_x, Γ_2f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓf⟩_π ≥ 0,

which is a contradiction. Thus we proved the first statement of the lemma. The second statement follows immediately from the first statement, (30) and K_n(x) = K_n(δ_x).

Lemma 4.1 motivates the following definition of an optimal measure.

Definition 4.2 (Optimal measure). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain. A measure ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X is optimal for dimension n ∈ (0, ∞], if there exists f_0 ∈ R^X with Γf_0 > 0 on supp ρ, such that

⟨ρ, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0. (31)

Note that we have K_n(ρ) = K_n(X) for any optimal measure ρ, but not necessarily vice versa (see Example 4.8 below). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that any Dirac measure δ_x with K_n(x) = K_n(X) is an optimal measure of X. Another example of an optimal measure is the equilibrium measure in the case of a Lichnerowicz sharp Markov chain (see Remark 3.10).

Proposition 4.3. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain. Then X is Lichnerowicz sharp if and only if 1_X is an optimal measure for dimension n = ∞.

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.9, we know that

λ_1(X) = K_∞(1_X ) ≥ K_∞(X). (32)

Thus if 1_X is an optimal measure for dimension n = ∞, then the inequality in (32) holds with equality, which means X is Lichnerowicz sharp: λ_1(X) = K_∞(X).

Conversely, suppose that X is Lichnerowicz sharp. We claim that an eigenfunction f_0 ∈ R^X such that Δf_0 = −λ_1(X)f_0 must satisfy

⟨1_X , Γ_2f_0 − K_∞(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0, (33)

and more importantly, Γf_0 > 0 everywhere. In fact, we will prove that Γf_0 = c for some constant c > 0.

To prove this claim, we consider at any vertex x ∈ X,

Γ_2f_0(x) = 1 2 Δ(Γf_0)(x) − Γ(f_0, Δf_0)(x) = 1 2 Δ(Γf_0)(x) + λ_1(X)Γf_0(x). (34)

On the other hand, by the definition

Γ_2f(x) − K_∞(δ_x)Γf(x) = ⟨δ_x, Γ_2f − K_∞(δ_x)Γf⟩_π ≥ 0

for all f ∈ R^X , we have

Γ_2f_0(x) ≥ K_∞(δ_x)Γf_0(x) ≥ K_∞(X)Γf_0(x). (35)

Combining (34), (35) and the Lichnerowicz sharpness assumption, we deduce that Δ(Γf_0)(x) ≥ 0 for every vertex x. However, since

0 = ⟨Δ1_X , Γf_0⟩_π = ⟨1_X , Δ(Γf_0)⟩_π, we conclude that Δ(Γf_0)(x) = 0. It follows that the inequalities in (35) must hold with equality. Thus Γ_2f_0 − K_∞(X)Γf_0 = 0 everywhere, which then yields (33). The fact that Δ(Γf_0) = 0 everywhere also implies that Γf_0 = c for some constant c ≥ 0, since X is assumed to be irreducible and hence its underlying graph is connected. Lastly, c ≠ 0; otherwise, it would imply that f_0 is constant and that λ_1(X) = 0, contradicting to the assumption that λ_1(X) is the smallest positive eigenvalue of −Δ.

Proposition 4.4. Let ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X be an optimal measure for dimension n ∈ (0, ∞] of a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π).

(a) If ρ_0 ≤ ρ, then ρ_0 is also optimal for dimension n.

(b) For every x ∈ supp(ρ), we have K_n(x) = K_n(X).

Proof. We first prove (a). Let f_0 ∈ R^X be a function with Γf_0 > 0 on supp ρ, satisfying (31). Writing ρ = ρ_0 + ρ_1, we have 1∑ i=0 ⟨ρ_i, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0,

where each of the inner products has non-negative value because K_n(X) is the greatest lower curvature bound. It follows that

⟨ρ_0, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0.

Moreover, Γf_0 > 0 on supp(ρ_0) since supp(ρ_0) ⊂ supp(ρ). Thus ρ_0 is optimal, proving (a).

For any x ∈ supp(ρ), choosing ρ_0 = ρ(x)1_x immediately yields (b).

It follows from part (a) of Proposition 4.4, that we can define optimality for a set A ⊂ X where A = supp(ρ) for an optimal ρ. Moreover, if A ⊂ X is optimal, then all A_0 ⊂ A are also optimal. In particular, the family of optimal sets of a Markov chain X form a simplicial complex whose 0-cells are precisely the elements of X_0 := {x ∈ X : K_n(x) = K_n(X)}, that is the set of all vertices with minimal curvature. If A ⊂ X is optimal, then A ⊂ X_0 by part (b) of Proposition 4.4. However, X_0 itself does not need to be optimal. Examples are Markov chains with constant Bakry-Émery curvature on its vertices (e.g., vertex transitive graphs) which are not Lichnerowicz sharp (see Remark 3.10). Examples for which X_0 is not optimal are cycles of length ≥ 5, as discussed in the following example. It would be interesting to study the simplicial complexes of optimal sets for other vertex transitive graphs.

Example 4.5 (Optimal sets of a cycle). Consider a Markov chain (X, Q, π) associated to a simple random walk on a cycle of length n ≥ 5, that is, X = Z/nZ and Q(x, x − 1) = Q(x, x + 1) =^1_2 for all x ∈ X, with indices taken modulo n.

For example, we can write X = {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2, . . . , n − 3}. Next we explicitly compute

K_∞(x) = inf_{Γf (x)>0}

Γ_2f(x) Γf(x) and find its corresponding minimizers f.

For simplicity, we write a_i = f(x + i) − f(x + i − 1) for all i ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2}. Then

Δf(x) = 1 2 (a_1 − a_0),

Γf(x) = 1 4 (a^2_1 + a^2_0),

Γ(f, Δf)(x) = 1 2 ∑ y Q_{xy}(f(y) − f(x))(Δf(y) − Δf(x)) = 1 8 (a_1(a_2 − a_1 − a_1 + a_0) − a_0(a_0 − a_{−1} − a_1 + a_0)),

Δ(Γf)(x) = ∑ y Q_{xy}(Γf(y) − Γf(x)) = 1 8 (a^2 − a^2_1 − a^2_0 + a^2_{−1}),

Γ_2f(x) = 1 16 (a^2 + 3a^2_1 + 3a^2_0 + a^2_{−1} − 2a_1a_2 − 2a_1a_0 − 2a_0a_{−1} − 2a_1a_0) = 1 16 ( (a_2 − a_1)^2 + 2(a_1 − a_0)^2 + (a_0 − a_{−1})^2 ) . The expression for Γ_2f(x) shows that K_∞(x) = 0 and a corresponding minimizer f_0 must satisfy the condition that

(∗) f_0(x + 2), f_0(x + 1), f_0(x), f_0(x − 1), f_0(x − 2) forms an arithmetic progression which is non-constant due to the condition Γf_0(x) ≠ 0.

Then a set A ⊂ X is optimal if and only if there exists a non-constant function f_0 satisfying the condition (∗) for all x ∈ A. With this function f_0, we have A ⊂ X − {m − 1, m, m + 1} − {M − 1, M, M + 1}, (36) where m and M are the vertices where the non-constant function f_0 is minimal and maximal, respectively, since none of x = m − 1, m, m + 1, M − 1, M, M + 1 can satisfy condition (∗), by the extremality property of f_0 at m and M. This shows that, for any optimal set A ⊂ X, there are distinct vertices m, M ∈ X such that (36) holds.

Conversely, any choice of m, M ∈ X, m ≠ M, yields a corresponding optimal set A = X − {m − 1, m, m + 1} − {M − 1, M, M + 1} by choosing a non-constant function f_0 with (arbitrary) minimum f_0(m) at m and (arbitrary) maximum f_0(M) > f_0(m) at M and interpolating linearly between the vertices m and M along both connecting paths in the cycle. Then f_0 satisfies property (∗) at all vertices x ∈ A. In particular, if |M − m| = 1, this yields optimal sets A of size n − 4. Therefore, the family of all optimal sets forms an (n − 5)-dimensional simplicial complex (whose simplices of maximal dimension (n − 5) are all of the form X − {m − 1, m, m + 1, m + 2}).

Example 4.6 (Optimal sets of a hypercube). Consider the random walk on the hypercube Q^N . Since this Markov chain is Lichnerowicz sharp, the whole vertex set Q^N is optimal and the associated simplicial complex consists of all subsets of Q^N . The same holds for any Lichnerowicz sharp finite Markov chain.

We finish this section with considerations about unions of optimal sets.

Proposition 4.7. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain, n ∈ (0, ∞] and A_0, A_1 ⊂ X be optimal sets for dimension n. If d(A_0, A_1) ≥ 5, then A_0 ∪ A_1 is also optimal for dimension n.

Proof. Set K := K_n(X). For i ∈ {0, 1}, let f_i ∈ R^X be a function with Γf_i > 0 on A_i with ⟨1_{Ai} , Γ_2f_i − 1 n (Δf_i)^2 − KΓf_i⟩_π = 0.

Choose a function f ∈ R^X such that, for i ∈ {0, 1}, it satisfies f(x) = f_i(x) for all x with d(x, A_i) ≤ 2. This is always possible under the assumption d(A_0, A_1) ≥ 5. On each of the sets A_i, we have Δf = Δf_i, Γf = Γf_i > 0 and Γ_2f = Γ_2f_i, and therefore

⟨1_{A0 ∪A1} , Γ_2f − 1 n (Δf)^2 − KΓf⟩_π = 0,

which shows that A_0 ∪ A_1 is optimal.

Example 4.8 (A non-optimal measure with K_n(ρ) = K_n(X)). Let x, y ∈ X be two distinct vertices with distance d(x, y) ≥ 5 and

K_n(x) = K_n(X) < K_n(y).

Consider the measure ρ = 1_x + 1_y and a minimizer f_0 satisfying

⟨1_x, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0,

and f_0 ≡ 0 on X \B_2(x). Since B_2(x)∩B_2(y) = ∅, we have Γ_2f_0(y) = Δf_0(y) = Γf_0(y) = 0 and therefore

⟨1_y, Γ_2f_0 − 1 n (Δf_0)^2 − K_n(X)Γf_0⟩_π = 0,

which implies K_n(ρ) = K_n(X). However, ρ is not an optimal measure by Proposition 4.4(b), since K_n(y) > K_n(x).

5 A gradient estimate

The aim of this section is to provide an equivalent formulation of the CD_θ(K, n)- property via a gradient estimate. We follow closely [9, Theorem 3.1] and its proof, and present it with the additional dimension parameter, for the readers’ convenience.

Theorem 5.1 (Gradient estimate). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain and θ an arbitrary mean. Let K ∈ R and n ∈ (0, ∞]. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) (X, Q, π) satisfies CD_θ(K, n), that is, for all ρ ∈ (I_θ)^X , f ∈ R^X , B_ρ(f) ≥ KA_ρ(f) + 1 n ⟨ρ, (Δf)^2⟩_π, with operators A_ρ and B_ρ defined in (18) and (23), respectively.

(ii) For all ρ ∈ (I_θ )^X , f ∈ R^X , t ≥ 0, e^{−2Kt}A_{Pt ρ}(f) − A_ρ(P_tf) ≥ 1 − e^{−2Kt} Kn ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π, where P_t : L^2(X, π) → L^2(X, π) is the heat semigroup operator.

Proof. We first prove (i) ⇒ (ii). Let ρ_s = P_sρ and f_s = P_sf. We consider G(s) := e^{−2Ks}A_{Ps ρ}(P_{t−s}f) = e^{−2Ks}⟨ρ̂_s · ∇f_{t−s}, ∇f_{t−s}⟩_π. Using the identity ∂_sρ̂_s = Δ̂ρ_s (see (17) and (22) for ρ̂ and Δ̂), we obtain ∂_sG(s) = −2KG(s) + e^{−2Ks} (2B_{ρs} (f_{t−s})) ≥ −2KG(s) + e^{−2Ks} ( 2KA_{ρs} (f_{t−s}) + 2 n ⟨ρ_s, (Δf_{t−s})^2⟩_π )

≥ 2 n e^{−2Ks}⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π, where we applied the CD_θ(K, n) inequality in the first estimate and P_s(g^2) ≥ (P_sg)^2 (which follows via Cauchy Schwarz) in the second estimate. Integrating from s = 0 to t proves (ii).

For the reverse implication, consider F (t) = e^{−2Kt}A_{Pt ρ}(f) − A_ρ(P_tf) − 1 − e^{−2Kt} Kn ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π , and note that F (0) = 0 and F (t) ≥ 0 for t ≥ 0, by (ii). This implies F^′(0) ≥ 0 with F^′(0) = −2KA_ρ(f) + ∂_t|_{t=0} (A_{ρt} (f) − A_ρ(f_t)) − 2 n ⟨ρ, (Δf)^2⟩_π = −2KA_ρ(f) + ⟨∂_t|_{t=0}ρ̂_t · ∇f, ∇f⟩_π − 2⟨ρ̂ · ∇f, ∇(Δf)⟩_π − 2 n ⟨ρ, (Δf)^2⟩_π = −2KA_ρ(f) + 2B_ρ(f) − 2 n ⟨ρ, (Δf)^2⟩_π .

One important application of the gradient estimate characterization (Theorem 5.1) is to derive the following reverse Poincaré inequality (see [9, Theorem 3.5]).

Theorem 5.2 (Reverse Poincaré inequality). If a Markov chain (X, Q, π) with a mean θ ≤ θ_a satisfies CD_θ(K, n), then ⟨f^2, P_tρ⟩_π −⟨(P_tf)^2, ρ⟩ ≥ e^{2Kt} − 1 K A_ρ(P_tf)+ 1 Kn ( e^{2Kt} − 1 K − 2t ) ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π (37) In particular, CD_θ(0, ∞) implies

⟨f^2, P_tρ⟩_π ≥ 2tA_ρ(P_tf) (38)

Proof. We consider F (s) := ⟨(P_{t−s}f)^2, P_sρ⟩_π and compute its derivative ∂_sF (s) = ⟨2(P_{t−s}f)(∂_sP_{t−s}f), P_sρ⟩_π + ⟨(P_{t−s}f)^2, ΔP_sρ⟩_π = ⟨−2(P_{t−s}f)(ΔP_{t−s}f) + Δ(P_{t−s}f)^2, P_sρ⟩_π = ⟨2Γ(P_{t−s}f), P_sρ⟩_π ≥ 2A_{Psρ}(P_{t−s}f) ≥ 2e^{2Ks}A_ρ(P_tf) +

2(e^{2Ks} − 1) Kn ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π, where inequalities are due to (20) in Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 5.1(ii), respectively. Integrating from s = 0 to t yields the inequality (37). Choosing n = ∞ and letting K → 0 simplifies the inequality to (38) as desired. Corollary 5.3. Let (X, Q, π) satisfy non-negative curvature condition CD_θ(0, ∞) for some mean θ ≤ θ_a. Then we have for all t ≥ 0 and all f ∈ R^X , ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_∞ √ tQ_{min}

, (39)

or equivalently, for all t ≥ 0 and all μ, ν ∈ P(X), ‖P_tμ − P_tν‖_1 ≤ W_1(μ, ν) √ tQ_{min}

. (40)

Here, Q_{min} := min_{x∼y} Q(x, y),

and W_1(μ, ν) denotes the 1-Wasserstein distance between measures with densities μ and ν, that is, W_1(μ, ν) := sup_{‖∇g‖∞≤1}⟨μ − ν, g⟩_π by the reformulation via Kantorovich duality .

Proof. We localize the reverse Poincaré inequality (38), that is, ⟨f^2, P_tρ⟩_π ≥ 2t‖∇P_tf‖^2_ρ by choosing ρ = 1_x + 1_y for arbitrary x, y ∈ V such that x ∼ y. Consequently, we obtain the the following estimates for the left-hand-side and right-hand side of the above inequality: ⟨f^2, P_tρ⟩_π ≤ ‖f‖^2_∞⟨1, P_tρ⟩_π = ‖f‖^2_∞⟨P_t1, ρ⟩_π = ‖f‖^2_∞(π(x) + π(y)), and 2t‖∇P_tf‖^2_ρ ≥ t (P_tf(y) − P_tf(x))^2 (Q(x, y)π(x) + Q(y, x)π(y)) ≥ t (P_tf(y) − P_tf(x))^2 Q_{min}(π(x) + π(y)).

Combining both inequalities above yields t (P_tf(y) − P_tf(x))^2 ≤^{‖f ‖2∞}_{Qmin} for any x ∼ y, which implies (39). The equivalence between (39) and (40) is proved in [32, Theorem 3.1.1]. In short, the implication (39)⇒(40) is obtained by choosing f = sgn(P_tμ − P_tν), and the implication (40)⇒(39) is obtained by choosing μ =^1_{π(x)} 1_x and ν =^1_{π(y)} 1_y for arbitrary x, y ∈ X.

6 Diameter bounds

Before giving our own Bonnet-Myers type of diameter bound result, let us mention another such result from [9].

Theorem 6.1 ([9, Prop. 7.3]). Assume that an irreducible, reversible finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) has entropic curvature bounded below by K > 0. Then

diam(X, d_W ) ≤ 2 √ −2 log π_{min} K , where the distance d_W is defined by d_W (x, y) := W(^1_{π(x)} 1_x,^1_{π(y)} 1_y) and π_{min} := min_{x∈X} π(x).

In view of [12, Proposition 2.12 and Lemma 2.13], the distance d_W and the combinatorial distance d is related by √ 2d(x, y) ≤ d_W (x, y) ≤ 1.57 √ Q_{min} d(x, y). In particular, one can derive from Theorem 6.1 the diameter bound

diam(X, d) ≤ 2 √ − log π_{min} K . We like to mention that this curvature-diameter bound involves the value π_{min}, which is related to the size |X| of the Markov chain. In the case of the N-dimensional hypercube, it is sharp in the dimension parameter. The Bonnet- Myers type results given in this paper are not sharp in the dimension parameter, but they do not involve the overall size of the Markov chain and only local properties like the vertex degrees. Specifically, we present the diameter bound under the CD_{ent}(K, ∞) assumption in Subsection 6.1 and the diameter bound under the CD_θ(K, n) assumption with θ ≤ θ_a in Subsection 6.2. The former result was already presented in the special setting of simple random walks in [18, Theorem 1.3] and in the general setting of reversible Markov chains in the PhD-thesis [19]. Both results employ the characterization of the CD_θ condition via a gradient estimate (Theorem 5.1), and they make use of another distance function on X, introduced in [24], namely d_Γ(x, y) := sup{f(y) − f(x) : ‖Γf‖_∞ ≤ 1}. The distance functions d_Γ and the combinatorial distance d ([24, Lemma 1.4]) are related by d(x, y) ≤ √ D 2 d_Γ(x, y) ≤ 1 √ 2 d_Γ(x, y), (41)

where the second inequality follows from the definition of the maximal weighted vertex degree D = max_x D(x) ≤ 1 with D(x) = ∑ y≠x Q(x, y) (see (8)).

6.1 Diameter bound under CD_{ent}(K, ∞)

The diameter bound in this subsection is based on the following localized version of our gradient estimate.

Corollary 6.2 (Local gradient estimate). Assume that a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) satisfies CD_{ent}(K, ∞) with K > 0. Then for all x ∈ X and all ϵ > 0, Γ(P_tf)(x) ≤ e^{−2Kt} 2θ(1, ε) ( P_t(Γf)(x) + ε ∑ y∼x P_t(Γf)(y) π(y) π(x) ) . In particular, for all x ∈ X, Γ(P_tf)(x) ≤ c · e^{−2Kt}‖P_t(Γf)‖_∞, where c :=^{Dπ log Dπ}_{Dπ −1} and D_π is the maximal π-vertex degree given by

D_π := max_{x∈X} D_π(x) := max_{x∈X} 1 π(x) ∑ y∼x π(y). (42)

In the case D_π = 1, we choose c := 1.

Proof. By (20) in Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 5.1, we have A_ρ(P_tf) ≤ e^{−2Kt}A_{Pt ρ}(f) ≤ e^{−2Kt}⟨P_tρ, Γf⟩_π = e^{−2Kt}⟨ρ, P_t(Γf)⟩_π. By choosing ρ = 1_x + ε ∑ y∼x 1_y for a fixed x ∈ X and ε > 0, we obtain A_ρ(P_tf) ≥ θ(1, ε) ∑ y∈X (P_tf(y) − P_tf(x))^2Q(x, y)π(x) = 2θ(1, ε)Γ(P_tf)(x)π(x), and ⟨ρ, P_t(Γf)⟩_π = P_t(Γf)(x)π(x) + ε ∑ y∼x P_t(Γf)(y)π(y). Therefore, we derive 2θ(1, ε)Γ(P_tf)(x) ≤ e^{−2Kt} ( P_t(Γf)(x) + ε ∑ y∼x P_t(Γf)(y) π(y) π(x) ) , as desired. The second inequality follows easily from (9) by taking ε =^1_{Dπ} .

Theorem 6.3 (Diameter bound under CD_{ent}(K, ∞)). . Assume that a finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) satisfies CD_{ent}(K, ∞) with K > 0. Then

diam(X, d_Γ) ≤ 2 K √ 2D_π log D_π D_π − 1 . In particular, diam(X, d) ≤ 2 K √ D_π log D_π D_π − 1 . Here, D_π is the maximal π-vertex degree defined in (42) and^{Dπ log Dπ}_{Dπ −1} := 1 if D_π = 1.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. Let x_0, y_0 ∈ V such that d_Γ(x_0, y_0) = diam(X, d_Γ) and let f ∈ R^X such that ‖Γf‖_∞ ≤ 1 and f(y_0) − f(x_0) = diam(X, d_Γ).

For all x ∈ X and g ∈ R^X , Cauchy-Schwarz implies |Δg(x)|^2 ≤ 2Γg(x) (see also [24, p. 67]). Therefore, we have together with Corollary 6.2, |ΔP_tf(x)|^2 ≤ 2Γ(P_tf)(x) ≤ 2ce^{−2Kt}‖P_t(Γf)‖_∞ ≤ 2ce^{−2Kt}‖Γf‖_∞ ≤ 2ce^{−2Kt}, where c :=^{Dπ log Dπ}_{Dπ −1} .

For all T > 0, we can derive

|f(x) − P_T f(x)| ≤ T∫ 0 |∂_tP_tf(x)| dt = T∫ 0 |ΔP_tf(x)| dt ≤ T∫ 0 √ 2ce^{−Kt}dt ≤ √ 2c K .

Moreover, the fact that Γ(P_tf)(x) ≤ ce^{−2Kt} implies |P_tf(x^′) − P_tf(x)| → 0 as t → ∞ for all x^′ ∼ x. By connectedness of X and the triangle inequality, we also have lim_{t→∞} |P_tf(y) − P_tf(x)| = 0 for all x, y ∈ X. Letting T → ∞, we conclude that

diam(X, d_Γ) = f(y_0) − f(x_0) ≤ |f(x_0) − P_∞f(x_0)| + |f(y_0) − P_∞f(y_0)| + |P_∞f(y_0) − P_∞f(x_0)| (43) ≤ 2 √ 2c K .

This finishes the proof of the diameter estimate for d_Γ. The diameter estimate for d follows from the relation (41).

Remark 6.4. The same arguments would lead to the diameter result in [24] for Bakry-Émery curvature if one would have chosen ε = 0 from the beginning onwards.

Remark 6.5. Further developments in the case of Bakry-Émery curvature allowing some negative curvature locally can be found in [27, 31]. Remark 6.6. In the case of Bakry-Émery curvature, the diameter bound leads also to a homology vanishing result due to the local character of the curvature [20, 33]. It is unlikely that a similar result can be derived for entropic curvature due to its non-local nature.

6.2 Diameter bound under CD_θ(K, n)

In this subsection we derive another diameter bound in the case of a finite dimension parameter n.

Theorem 6.7 (Diameter bound under CD_θ(K, n)). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain and θ a mean satisfying θ ≤ θ_a. Let K > 0 and n ∈ (0, ∞). If X satisfies CD_θ(K, n), then

diam(X, d_Γ) ≤ π √ n K . In particular, we have diam(X, d) ≤ π √ Dn 2K , where D := max_{x∈X} D(x) is the maximal weighted vertex degree with D(x) given in (8).

Proof. Let x_0, y_0 ∈ X be such that d_Γ(x_0, y_0) = diam(X, d_Γ) and f ∈ R^X such that Γf ≤ 1 and f(y_0) − f(x_0) = diam(X, d_Γ). We aim to show |f(y) − f(x)| ≤ π √_n K . By (20) in Lemma 3.5 and θ ≤ θ_a, we have for all ρ ∈ (0, ∞)^X , A_ρ(f) ≤ ⟨ρ, Γf⟩_π ≤ ‖ρ‖_1 := ∑ x∈X |ρ(x)|π(x). By the gradient estimate in Theorem 5.1, ⟨ρ, (ΔP_tf)^2⟩_π ≤ Kne^{−2Kt} 1 − e^{−2Kt} A_{Pt ρ}f ≤ Kne^{−2Kt} 1 − e^{−2Kt} ‖ρ‖_1. This inequality extends obviously to all measures ρ ∈ [0, ∞)^X and, letting ρ be supported at a single vertex x ∈ X, we obtain

(ΔP_tf)^2(x) ≤ Kne^{−2Kt} 1 − e^{−2Kt} .

Integrating over t leads to

|P_∞f(x) − f(x)| ≤ ∫_∞ 0 √ Kne^{−2Kt} 1 − e^{−2Kt} dt = π 2 √ n K . As P_∞f is constant on X, the first diameter estimate follows again via the estimate (43) from the previous proof. For the second diameter estimate we employ again the relation (41).

7 No expanders with non-negative entropic curvature

In this section, we follow the arguments of an unpublished preliminary version of [34] for Ollivier Ricci curvature. These arguments can be adapted to show that there is no expander family of graphs with non-negative entropic curvature. In particular, we derive an upper bound on the smallest positive eigenvalue λ_1(X) of −Δ on a finite Markov chain with non-negative entropic curvature in terms of π_{min}, π_{max} and Q_{min} alone (see Corollary 7.7 below). This will imply for increasing d-regular combinatorial graphs, which are non-negatively curved with respect to the simple random walk, that their spectral gaps tend to zero. Note that the curvature notion in [34], namely Ollivier Ricci curvature, is different from the entropic curvature used in this paper. Despite this fact, the non-negative curvature in the sense of either curvature notion implies the same reverse Poincaré-type estimate (see Corollary 5.3), that is, ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ 1 √ t ‖f‖_∞ √ Q_{min} . This gradient estimate is the key ingredient for proving an upper bound on the product of λ_1(X) and the average mixing time, which only involves Q_{min} (see Theorem 7.6).

7.1 Cheeger constant and average mixing time

Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain. For W ⊆ X, let |∂W | := ∑ x∈W y /∈W w(x, y)

and π(W ) := ∑ x∈W π(x). The Cheeger constant of X is defined as

h(X) := inf_{π(W )≤ 12} |∂W | π(W ) .

For f ∈ R^X , we define the ℓ_1-norms:

‖f‖_1 := ∑ x∈X |f(x)|π(x), ‖∇f‖_1 := 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X |f(y) − f(x)|Q(x, y)π(x) = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈X |f(y) − f(x)|w(x, y). The Cheeger constant can be seen as some ℓ_1-Rayleigh quotient as stated in the next lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose a function f ∈ R^X satisfies ∑ x f(x)π(x) = 0. Then ‖∇f‖_1 ≥ h(X) 2 ‖f‖_1. Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume π({x ∈ X : f(x) > 0}) ≤ 1/2. Define a function f_+ as f_+(x) := max{f(x), 0}. We notice^1_2 ‖f‖_1 = ‖f_+‖_1 by the assumption of the lemma. Setting ∫_b a dt = 0 if a > b and defining the level set F_t := {x ∈ X : f(x) > t} for t ∈ R, we obtain

‖∇f‖_1 ≥ ‖∇f_+‖_1 = ∑ x∼y w(x, y) ∫_{f+ (y)}

f_+(x) dt = ∫_∞ 0 |∂F_t|dt

≥ h(X) ∫_∞ 0 π(F_t)dt = h(X)‖f_+‖_1 = h(X) 2 ‖f‖_1, where we used in the estimate that π(F_t) ≤ π(F_0) ≤ 1/2 for t ≥ 0. This finishes the proof.

The average mixing time is defined as

τ_{avg}(ε) := inf t > 0 : ∑ x,y∈X π(x)π(y) |p_t(x, y) − 1| ≤ ε , (44)

where p_t(x, y) is the heat kernel defined by p_t(x, y) := 1 π(x) P_t1_x(y) = P_tδ_x(y)

with δ_x defined in (29). This implies p_t(x, y) = p_t(y, x) and P_tf(x) = ∑ y∈X p_t(x, y)f(y)π(y). Remark 7.2. Note that in the definition of the average mixing time (44), the function t → ∑ x,y∈X π(x)π(y)|p_t(x, y) − 1| is monotone decreasing, since P_t is a family of L^∞-contractions and therefore also of L^1-contractions (see [5, Theorem 1.3.3]).

Lemma 7.3. Let r be any non-negative integer. For all t > 0 and all x, y ∈ V such that d(x, y) ≥ r, the heat kernel p_t(x, y) satisfies p_t(x, y) ≤ 1 π(x) t^r r! . (45)

Proof. We will prove P_t1_x(y) ≤^{tr}_{r!} by induction on r. This inequality is obvious for the base case r = 0. For the induction step, consider x, y such that d(x, y) ≥ r + 1. Note that d(x, z) ≥ r for all z ∼ y, and hence P_t1_x(z) ≤^{tr}_{r!} by the induction hypothesis. It follows that

∂_tP_t1_x(y) = Δ(P_t1_x)(y) = ∑ z:z∼y Q(y, z)(P_t1_x(z) − P_t1_x(y))

≤ ∑ z:z∼y Q(y, z) ( t^r r! ) ≤ t^r r! .

Integrating from t = 0 to t = τ, we obtain P_τ 1_x(y) ≤^{τ r+1}_{(r+1)!} as desired.

For a given finite Markov chain (X, Q, π) we use the notation π_{min} := min_{x∈X} π(x), π_{max} := max_{x∈X} π(x) and Q_{min} := min_{x∼y} Q(x, y). The following Lemma assumes Q_{min} < 1 (that is, X is not K_2 with the simple random walk), and it provides a lower bound of the average mixing time.

Lemma 7.4. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain with π_{max} <^1_4 , Q_{min} < 1 and R_0 :=^{log(4πmax)}

log(Q_{min}) > 0. Then the average mixing time satisfies

τ_{avg}(1/4) ≥ ( π_{min} 8π_{max}

) 1_{R0} Q_{min} e R_0.

Proof. We first observe that (Q_{min})^{R0} = 4π_{max}. The assumptions on π_{max} and Q_{min} imply that R_0 > 0. Denoting T :=

(_{πmin}

8π_{max} )_{1/R0 Qmin} e R_0, we need to show that τ_{avg}(1/4) ≥ T . By Lemma 7.3 and the fact that n! > (_n e )_n for all n ∈ N, we have for any x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) = R ≥ R_0 > 0 and for any t ∈ [0, T ], 0 ≤ p_t(x, y) ≤ 1 π(x) t^R R! ≤ 1 π(x) ( eT R )_R ≤ 1 π(x) ( π_{min} 8π_{max} ) R_{R0} Q^R_{min} ≤ 1 π(x) ( π_{min} 8π_{max} ) 4π_{max} ≤ 1 2 . On the other hand, if d_{max} := max_{x∈X} d_x denotes the maximal combinatorial vertex degree of the underlying graph of the Markov chain, then we have d_{max} ≤ 1/Q_{min} and |B_r(x)| ≤ 2(d_{max})^r for any radius r ≥ 0. In particular, we have

π(B_{R0} (x)) ≤ π_{max}|B_{R0} (x)| ≤ π_{max} · 2(d_{max})^{R0} ≤ 2π_{max}Q^{−R0}_{min} = 1 2 .

It follows from the two inequalities above that for all t ∈ [0, T ], ∑ x,y∈V π(x)π(y) |p_t(x, y) − 1| ≥ ∑ x π(x) 1 2 ∑ y:d(x,y)>R_0 π(y)

≥ 1 4 ∑ x π(x) = 1 4 , which then implies τ_{avg}(1/4) ≥ T , as desired.

7.2 Spectral gap and non-negative curvature

Recall that Q_{min} = min_{x∼y} Q(x, y). We start with the following Buser inequality.

Theorem 7.5 (Buser inequality). Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain satisfying CD_{ent}(0, ∞). Then we have the following Buser inequality:

λ_1(X) ≤

16 log(2) Q_{min} h(X)^2, (46)

where λ_1(X) is the smallest positive eigenvalue of −Δ and h(X) is the Cheeger constant from the previous subsection.

Proof. This Buser inequality is proved in [32, Theorem 3.2.2] in the case of nonnegative Ollivier curvature. However, the author only uses the non-negative curvature assumption in the form of ‖P_tμ − P_tν‖_1 ≤^{W1 (μ,ν)√}_{tQmin} (see Corollary 3.2.1 and the proof of Lemma 3.2.1 in [32]). The same inequality is also achieved under the non-negative entropic curvature assumption (see Corollary 5.3), and therefore, the same proof of Buser inequality in [32] follows verbatim.

We remark that, under the non-negative entropic curvature assumption, a slightly different Buser inequality is proved in [9, Corollary 4.2]:

h̃(X) = inf ∅≠W ⫋X |W | π(W )(1 − π(W )) ≥ √ λ_1(X)Q_{min} 2 with a different notion of Cheeger constant h̃(X). Using the fact that h̃(X) ≤ 2h(X), we may derive λ_1(X) ≤^{16}_{Qmin} h^2(X), which has a slightly worse constant than (46).

Theorem 7.6. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain satisfying CD_{ent}(0, ∞). Then we have λ_1(X)τ_{avg}(1/4) ≤

256 log(2) (Q_{min})^2 . Proof. By Corollary 5.3, we have for any pair x ∼ y of adjacent vertices, ‖p_t(y, ·) − p_t(x, ·)‖_1 = ‖P_tδ_y − P_tδ_x‖_1 ≤ W_1(δ_y, δ_x) √ tQ_{min} = 1 √ tQ_{min} , which implies 1 2 ∑ x,y w(x, y)‖p_t(y, ·) − p_t(x, ·)‖_1 ≤ 1 √ tQ_{min} · 1 2 ∑ x,y w(x, y) = 1 2 √ tQ_{min} . On the other hand, by rearranging the sums and applying the Cheeger ℓ_1- gradient estimate (Lemma 7.1 with f = p_t(z, ·) − 1), we obtain 1 2 ∑ x,y w(x, y)‖p_t(y, ·) − p_t(x, ·)‖_1 = 1 2 ∑ x,y,z w(x, y)π(z)|p_t(y, z) − p_t(x, z)| = ∑ z π(z)‖∇p_t(z, ·)‖_1 ≥ h(X) 2 ∑ z π(z)‖p_t(z, ·) − 1‖_1 = h(X) 2 ∑ y,z π(z)π(y)|p_t(z, y) − 1|,

where the last expression is at least^{h(X)}_8 if t ≤ τ_{avg}(1/4). Thus 1 2 √ τ_{avg}(1/4)Q_{min} ≥ h(X) 8 , that is, h(X)^2 ≤ 16 τ_{avg}(1/4)Q_{min} . Together with the Buser inequality (46), we obtain

λ_1(X) ≤

16 log(2)h(X)^2 Q_{min} ≤ 256 log(2) τ_{avg}(1/4)(Q_{min})^2 .

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.4 and Theorem 7.6.

Corollary 7.7. Let (X, Q, π) be a finite Markov chain satisfying CD_{ent}(0, ∞). If π_{max} < 1/4 and Q_{min} < 1, we have

λ_1(X) ≤ 483 (Q_{min})^3 ( 8π_{max} π_{min}

) 1_{R0} 1 R_0

, (47)

where R_0 :=^{log(4πmax)}

log(Q_{min}) .

Finally, we present the following combinatorial result for expander graphs.

Corollary 7.8. Let G = (X, E) be a finite connected d-regular combinatorial graph with vertex set X and edge set E. Assume d ≥ 2 and that the associated simple random walk Markov chain has non-negative entropic curvature (more precisely, (X, Q, π) with Q(x, y) = 1/d for y ∼ x and π(x) = 1/|X| satisfies CD_{ent}(0, ∞)). Then the spectral gap of G with |X| ≥ 4d satisfies d − μ_2(G) ≤ 4000 d^4 log d log(|X|/4) , where μ_2(G) is the second largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix A_G of G.

In particular, we have d − μ_2(G_k) → 0 for families of connected d-regular graphs G_k = (X_k, E_k) with |X_k| → ∞, that is, there are no expanders of nonnegative entropic curvature.

Proof. In the case of a d-regular graph, we note that −Δ = Id_X −^1_d A_G, Q_{min} = 1/d and π_{min} = π_{max} =^1_{|X|} . Then the spectral gap inequality follows straightforwardly from (47).

Acknowledgements: We thank Matthias Erbar for stimulating discussions. Shiping Liu is supported by the National Key R and D Program of China 2020YFA0713100 and the National Natural Science Foundation of China No. 12031017. Supanat Kamtue is supported by Shuimu Scholar Program of Tsinghua University No. 2022660219.

References

[1] D. Bakry and M. Émery, Diffusions hypercontractives, Séminaire de probabilités, XIX, 1983/84, 1985, pp. 177–206. MR889476

[2] J.-D. Benamou and Y. Brenier, A computational fluid mechanics solution to the Monge- Kantorovich mass transfer problem, Numer. Math. 84 (2000), no. 3, 375–393. MR1738163

[3] S.-N. Chow, W. Huang, Y. Li, and H. Zhou, Fokker-Planck equations for a free energy functional or Markov process on a graph, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 203 (2012), no. 3, 969–1008. MR2928139

[4] D. Cushing, S. Liu, and N. Peyerimhoff, Bakry-Émery curvature functions on graphs, Canad. J. Math. 72 (2020), no. 1, 89–143. MR4045968

[5] E. B. Davies, Heat kernels and spectral theory, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 92, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989. MR990239

[6] K. Devriendt and R. Lambiotte, Discrete curvature on graphs from the effective resistance, Journal of Physics: Complexity 3 (2022), no. 2, 025008.

[7] R. L. Dobrushin and S. B. Shlosman, Constructive criterion for the uniqueness of Gibbs field, Statistical physics and dynamical systems (Köszeg, 1984), 1985, pp. 347– 370. MR821306

[8] K. D. Elworthy, Manifolds and graphs with mostly positive curvatures, Stochastic analysis and applications (Lisbon, 1989), 1991, pp. 96–110. MR1168070

[9] M. Erbar and M. Fathi, Poincaré, modified logarithmic Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for Markov chains with non-negative Ricci curvature, J. Funct. Anal. 274 (2018), no. 11, 3056–3089. MR3782987

[10] M. Erbar, M. Fathi, and A. Schlichting, Entropic curvature and convergence to equilibrium for mean-field dynamics on discrete spaces, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 17 (2020), no. 1, 445–471. MR4105926

[11] M. Erbar, C. Henderson, G. Menz, and P. Tetali, Ricci curvature bounds for weakly interacting Markov chains, Electron. J. Probab. 22 (2017), Paper No. 40, 23. MR3646066

[12] M. Erbar and J. Maas, Ricci curvature of finite Markov chains via convexity of the entropy, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 206 (2012), no. 3, 997–1038. MR2989449

[13] M. Erbar, J. Maas, and P. Tetali, Discrete Ricci curvature bounds for Bernoulli-Laplace and random transposition models, Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 24 (2015), no. 4, 781–800. MR3434256

[14] M. Fathi and J. Maas, Entropic Ricci curvature bounds for discrete interacting systems, Ann. Appl. Probab. 26 (2016), no. 3, 1774–1806. MR3513606

[15] R. Forman, Bochner’s method for cell complexes and combinatorial Ricci curvature, Discrete Comput. Geom. 29 (2003), no. 3, 323–374. MR1961004

[16] N. Gigli and J. Maas, Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of discrete transportation metrics, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45 (2013), no. 2, 879–899. MR3045651

[17] R. Jordan, D. Kinderlehrer, and F. Otto, The variational formulation of the Fokker- Planck equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 29 (1998), no. 1, 1–17. MR1617171

[18] S. Kamtue, A note on a Bonnet-Myers type diameter bound for graphs with positive entropic Ricci curvature, arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.01160 (2020).

[19] S. Kamtue, Discrete curvatures motivated from Riemannian geometry and optimal transport: Bonnet-Myers-type diameter bounds and rigidity, Ph.D. Thesis, 2021.

http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/14124/.

[20] M. Kempton, F. Münch, and S.-T. Yau, A homology vanishing theorem for graphs with positive curvature, Comm. Anal. Geom. 29 (2021), no. 6, 1449–1473. MR4367431

[21] B. Klartag, G. Kozma, P. Ralli, and P. Tetali, Discrete curvature and abelian groups, Canad. J. Math. 68 (2016), no. 3, 655–674. MR3492631

[22] Y. Lin, L. Lu, and S.-T. Yau, Ricci curvature of graphs, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 63 (2011), no. 4, 605–627. MR2872958

[23] Y. Lin and S.-T. Yau, Ricci curvature and eigenvalue estimate on locally finite graphs, Math. Res. Lett. 17 (2010), no. 2, 343–356. MR2644381

[24] S. Liu, F. Münch, and N. Peyerimhoff, Bakry-Émery curvature and diameter bounds on graphs, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), no. 2, Paper No. 67, 9. MR3776357

[25] S. Liu, F. Münch, and N. Peyerimhoff, Curvature and higher order Buser inequalities for the graph connection Laplacian, SIAM J. Discrete Math. 33 (2019), no. 1, 257–305. MR3907920

[26] S. Liu, F. Münch, and N. Peyerimhoff, Rigidity properties of the hypercube via Bakry– Émery curvature, Math. Ann. (2022), 1–35.

[27] S. Liu, F. Münch, N. Peyerimhoff, and C. Rose, Distance bounds for graphs with some negative Bakry-Émery curvature, Anal. Geom. Metr. Spaces 7 (2019), no. 1, 1–14. MR3925899

[28] J. Lott and C. Villani, Ricci curvature for metric-measure spaces via optimal transport, Ann. of Math. (2) 169 (2009), no. 3, 903–991. MR2480619

[29] J. Maas, Gradient flows of the entropy for finite Markov chains, J. Funct. Anal. 261 (2011), no. 8, 2250–2292. MR2824578

[30] A. Mielke, Geodesic convexity of the relative entropy in reversible Markov chains, Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations 48 (2013), no. 1-2, 1–31. MR3090532

[31] F. Münch, Perpetual cutoff method and discrete Ricci curvature bounds with exceptions, arXiv preprint arXiv:1812.02593 (2018).

[32] F. Münch, Non-negative Ollivier curvature on graphs, reverse Poincaré inequality, Buser inequality, Liouville property, Harnack inequality and eigenvalue estimates, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 170 (2023), 231–257. MR4532964

[33] F. Münch and C. Rose, Spectrally positive Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature on graphs, J.

Math. Pures Appl. (9) 143 (2020), 334–344. MR4163132 [34] F. Münch and J. Salez, Mixing time and expansion of non-negatively curved Markov chains, J. Éc. polytech. Math. 10 (2023), 575–590. MR4567745 [35] L. Najman and P. Romon (eds.), Modern approaches to discrete curvature, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2184, Springer, Cham, 2017. MR3727131 [36] Y. Ollivier, Ricci curvature of Markov chains on metric spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 256 (2009), no. 3, 810–864. MR2484937 [37] Y. Ollivier, A survey of Ricci curvature for metric spaces and Markov chains, Probabilistic approach to geometry, 2010, pp. 343–381. MR2648269 [38] F. Pedrotti, Contractive coupling rates and curvature lower bounds for markov chains, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.00516 (2023).

[39] M. Rapaport and P.-M. Samson, Criteria for entropic curvature on graph spaces, arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.15874 (2023).

[40] J. Salez, Sparse expanders have negative curvature, Geom. Funct. Anal. 32 (2022), no. 6, 1486–1513. MR4536468 [41] P.-M. Samson, Entropic curvature on graphs along Schrödinger bridges at zero temperature, Probab. Theory Related Fields 184 (2022), no. 3-4, 859–937. MR4507936 [42] M. Schmuckenschläger, Curvature of nonlocal Markov generators, Convex geometric analysis (Berkeley, CA, 1996), 1999, pp. 189–197. MR1665591 [43] S. Steinerberger, Curvature on graphs via equilibrium measures, J. Graph Theory 103 (2023), no. 3, 415–436. MR4596504 [44] K.-T. Sturm, On the geometry of metric measure spaces. I, Acta Math. 196 (2006), no. 1, 65–131. MR2237206 [45] K.-T. Sturm, On the geometry of metric measure spaces. II, Acta Math. 196 (2006), no. 1, 133–177. MR2237207 [46] M. Wirth and H. Zhang, Curvature-dimension conditions for symmetric quantum Markov semigroups, Ann. Henri Poincaré 24 (2023), no. 3, 717–750. MR4562135