arXiv:2401.17148v2 [math.PR] 9 Feb 2024

Entropy and curvature: beyond the Peres-Tetali conjecture

Pietro Caputo, Florentin Münch and Justin Salez March 2, 2024

Abstract

We study Markov chains with non-negative sectional curvature on finite metric spaces. Neither reversibility, nor the restriction to a particular combinatorial distance are imposed. In this level of generality, we prove that a 1-step contraction in the Wasserstein distance implies a 1-step contraction in relative entropy, by the same amount. Our result substantially strengthens a recent breakthrough of the second author, and has the advantage of being applicable to arbitrary scales. This leads to a time-varying refinement of the standard Modified Log-Sobolev Inequality (MLSI), which allows us to leverage the well-acknowledged fact that curvature improves at large scales. We illustrate this principle with several applications, including birth and death chains, colored exclusion processes, permutation walks, Gibbs samplers for high-temperature spin systems, and attractive zero-range dynamics. In particular, we prove a MLSI with constant equal to the minimal rate increment for the mean-field zero-range process, thereby answering a long-standing question.

1 Introduction

Geometric contraction. Throughout the paper, we fix a finite metric space (X , d) and an irreducible stochastic matrix P on X . We write P(X ) for the set of probability measures on X , and equip it with the Wasserstein distance W (μ, ν) := min_{X∼μ,Y ∼ν} E [d(X, Y )]. Following Ollivier [60, 61], we define the curvature of P as the largest number κ = κ(P ) ∈ R such that ∀μ, ν ∈ P(X ), W (μP, νP ) ≤ (1 − κ)W (μ, ν). (1)

By the convexity of W (·, ·), it is in fact enough to verify this inequality when μ and ν are Dirac masses, a task which is simple enough to yield sharp lower bounds on the curvature of many concrete Markov chains. When positive, such lower bounds have been shown to provide systematic control on a number of essential quantitative features of the chain, including geometry [43, 55, 56], mixing times [11, 9], expansion [65, 57, 66], concentration of measure [45, 44, 28], spectral independence [7] and even the cutoff phenomenon [68].

Entropic contraction. The purpose of the present paper is to investigate the relation between the geometric contraction (1) and its natural entropic counterpart: ∀μ ∈ P(X ), H(μP | π) ≤ (1 − κ)H(μ | π), (2) where π is the unique invariant law of P , and where H(μ | π) := ∑ x μ(x) log(μ(x)/π(x)) denotes the relative entropy (or Kullback-Leibler divergence) of μ with respect π. As explained in the lecture notes [12], this discrete-time entropic contraction is stronger than the classical Modified Log-Sobolev Inequality (MLSI) of [8], which applies to the continuous-time Markov semi-group (P_t)_{t≥0} generated by P − I and asserts that ∀μ ∈ P(X ), ∀t ≥ 0, H(μP_t | π) ≤ e^{−κt} H(μ | π). (3) Let us state our main result straightaway, and provide additional motivation afterwards.

Main result. We let P^⋆ denote the adjoint of P in the Hilbert space L^2(X , π). Following [61, 46, 62, 56] (see also [75] for a related notion), we make the following structural assumption, which will be shown to hold in many important examples in Section 3.

Assumption 1 (Non-negative sectional curvature). For each pair of states (x, y) ∈ X^2, there is a coupling (X^⋆, Y^⋆) of P^⋆(x, ·) and P^⋆(y, ·) such that almost-surely, d(X^⋆, Y^⋆) ≤ d(x, y). Theorem 1 (Main result). Under Assumption 1, the geometric contraction (1) implies the entropic contraction (2) with the same constant κ.

Relation to previous works. The far-reaching possibility that the Ollivier-Ricci curvature might, under appropriate assumptions, be powerful enough to control the rate of exponential decay of the relative entropy emerged in the community at the beginning of the present millennium. It became informally known as the Peres-Tetali conjecture, and was investigated by several authors [28, 7, 49, 56], see also [39, 20] for related work on establishing relative entropy decay via probabilistic techniques. In particular, a breakthrough was very recently made by the second author, who managed to deduce the MLSI (3) from the geometric contraction (1) and Assumption 1, under the additional restrictions that P is reversible and that the underlying metric is the combinatorial distance d(x, y) = min{n ∈ N : P^n(x, y) > 0}, see [56, Theorem 4.4]. Our Theorem 1 strengthens this result in three important ways:

1. We crucially improve the MLSI (3) to the 1−step entropic contraction (2).

2. Our metric d is arbitrary, thereby considerably broadening the scope of Assumption 1.

3. We do not require the reversibility condition P^⋆ = P .

The practical interest of each of those improvements will be demonstrated in Section 3, where Theorem 1 is applied to several important Markov chains. The main motivation for our work was the observation that many natural examples satisfying Assumption 1 are actually flat in the sense that κ(P ) = 0, making the MLSI (3) useless. In contrast, our stronger conclusion (2) has the advantage of being applicable to arbitrary scales, thereby allowing us to leverage the long-acknowledged fact that curvature improves at large scales. More precisely, applying Theorem 1 to P_t = e^{t(P −I)} (which also satisfies Assumption 1) instead of P readily yields ∀μ ∈ P(X ), ∀t ≥ 0, H(μP_t | π) ≤ (1 − κ(P_t)) H(μ | π). (4) This is always at least as good as the uniform estimate (3), since 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ e^{−tκ(P )}. In fact, the sub-multiplicativity of the function t → 1 − κ(P_t) ensures that our estimate can only improve as t increases. The benefit can be considerable, as we will see in Section 3.

Other curvature notions. In recent years, there has been increasing interest in discrete Ricci curvature notions. Indeed, many approaches can be traced back to the 80s. The Wasserstein contraction which Ollivier famously interpreted as Ricci curvature, was already used by Dobrushin and Shlosman in [27], and is also known as Dobrushin-Shlosman criterion. A fundamentally different approach to discrete curvature was taken by Forman who used a discrete Bochner-Weitzenböck decomposition to establish a Ricci curvature notion on cell complexes [35]. Surprisingly, the Ollivier curvature coincides with the Forman curvature when choosing the two-cells optimally [42, 72].

Many results in Riemannian geometry critically depend on the dimension. In the discrete counterpart, no meaningful dimension parameter could be found for the Ollivier curvature. However, the Bochner formula together with the Bakry-Émery calculus [3] provides a framework in which a dimension parameter can be naturally introduced in the discrete setting. This lead to the discrete Bakry-Émery curvature, introduced independently thrice in [29, 69, 48]. In order to prove Li-Yau and log-Sobolev inequalities, various non-linear modifications of Bakry-Émery curvature were introduced in [4, 54, 26, 74, 33, 75], motivated by a lack of a discrete Laplacian chain rule. Bakry-Émery curvature was recently lifted to cell complexes in [58].

A new version of entropic curvature was introduced by Rapaport and Samson in [64], including local criteria. This however, does not coincide with the entropic curvature by Erbar and Maas [33]. Entropic curvature has been proven to be a powerful tool to investigate mixing of interacting particle systems [30, 34, 32, 31], despite the fact that entropic curvature, as a non-linear optimization problem, is hard to compute explicitly.

One key difference between Ollivier curvature and Bakry-Émery and entropic curvature lies in the implicit gradient and distance notions. For Ollivier curvature, there is the freedom to choose an arbitrary distance. For Bakry-Émery and entropic curvature in contrast, the gradient is implicitly determined by the Markov chain.

Further non-local curvature notions which are easy to compute have been introduced in [22, 71]. However, not much theory has been developed yet.

Local reduction. In order to conclude that a given matrix P satisfies the entropic contraction (2), Theorem 1 requires us to provide, for each pair of states (x, y) ∈ X^2:

(i) a coupling (X, Y ) of P (x, ·) and P (y, ·) such that E [d(X, Y )] ≤ (1 − κ)d(x, y);

(ii) a coupling (X^⋆, Y^⋆) of P^⋆(x, ·) and P^⋆(y, ·) such that P (d(X^⋆, Y^⋆) ≤ d(x, y)) = 1.

By virtue of the so-called Gluing Lemma (see, e.g., [73, Lemma 7.6]), we may in fact restrict this double task to pairs (x, y) in a subset S ⊆ X^2 which generates the metric d in the following sense: for each (x, y) ∈ X^2, we can write d(x, y) = n∑ i=1 d(x_{i−1}, x_i), (5) for some n ∈ N and some sequence (x_0, . . . , x_n) ∈ X^{n+1} such that x_0 = x, x_n = y and (x_{i−1}, x_i) ∈ S for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Of course, the trivial choice S = X^2 always meets this requirement, but we will see in Section 3 that many natural metrics are actually generated by much smaller sets, making this reduction quite useful in practice.

Optimizing the metric. Let us close this short introduction with an interesting question, inspired by the recent work [66]. Observe that the geometric contraction (1) depends on the underlying metric d, whereas the entropic contraction (2) does not. This asymmetry can be turned to one’s advantage by treating the metric d as a variable which one can try to fine-tune so as to optimize the resulting constant. More precisely, our result shows that any irreducible stochastic matrix P satisfies the entropic contraction (2) with constant

κ_⋆(P ) := sup_{d∈M (P )} κ(P, d),

where M (P ) is the set of all metrics on X under which Assumption 1 holds, and where κ(P, d) denotes the curvature of P with respect to the metric d. In view of the recent work [66] on monotone chains, it is natural to ask for an effective characterization of κ_⋆, at least under appropriate structural assumptions on P . Interestingly, the set M (P ) always contains the trivial distance d(x, y) := 1_{(x≠y)}, in which case the Wasserstein distance coincides with the total-variation distance d_{tv} (·, ·), so that κ_⋆(P ) is well-defined and non-negative. Moreover, when specialized to this crude metric, our main result has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1. For any Markov semi-group (P_t)_{t≥0} on any finite state space X , for any initial law μ ∈ P(X ), any time t ≥ 0,

H(μP_t | π) ≤ d(t) H(μ | π), where d(t) := max_{x,y∈X} d_{tv} (P_t(x, ·), P_t(y, ·)) . (6)

We point out that the total-variation distance d appearing in (6) is a classical and wellstudied quantity in mixing-time theory (see, e.g., [47, Section 4.4]). Yet and perhaps surprisingly, its role as a universal entropy dissipation factor seems to be new.

2 Proof of the main result

In this section we prove Theorem 1. As in many other applications of curvature, we shall actually work with the dual Kantorovich-Rubinstein formulation, which we now recall. Let

Lip(f) := sup { |f(x) − f(y)| d(x, y) : (x, y) ∈ X^2, x ≠ y } , (7)

denote the Lipschitz constant of a function f : X → R. The first inequality in the following result constitutes a well-known characterization of the Ollivier curvature κ(P ). The second inequality explicitly appears in [56, Theorem 4.3] as a characterization of non-negative sectional curvature in the special case where the underlying metric d is the combinatorial distance. Interestingly, this characterization turns out to fail in the more general setup that we consider here (we found an explicit 4 × 4 matrix P satisfying (9) but not Assumption 1). Nevertheless, the direct implication remains valid, and this is all we actually need. Lemma 1 (Dual formulations of curvature and sectional curvature).

(i) For any f : X → R, we have Lip(P f) ≤ (1 − κ(P )) Lip(f). (8)

(ii) Under Assumption (1), we also have for any f : X → (0, ∞), Lip (log P^⋆f) ≤ Lip(log f). (9)

Proof. Fix a function f : X → R and two points x, y ∈ X . By definition, there is a coupling (X, Y ) of P (x, ·) and P (y, ·) such that E [d(X, Y )] ≤ (1 − κ(P )) d(x, y). Since, E [f(X)] = P f(x) and E [f(Y )] = P f(y), we can then write |P f(x) − P f(y)| ≤ E [|f(X) − f(Y )|] ≤ Lip(f)E [d(X, Y )] ≤ (1 − κ(P )) Lip(f)d(x, y).

This establishes the first claim. We now assume that f is positive and that (X^⋆, Y^⋆) is a coupling of P^⋆(x, ·) and P^⋆(y, ·) such that d(X^⋆, Y^⋆) ≤ d(x, y) almost-surely. Then, we have log f(X^⋆) ≤ log f(Y^⋆) + d(X^⋆, Y^⋆)Lip(log f) ≤ log f(Y^⋆) + d(x, y)Lip(log f).

We now take exponentials, then expectations, and finally logarithms again to arrive at

log P^⋆f(x) ≤ log P^⋆f(y) + d(x, y)Lip(log f).

Since this is true for all x, y ∈ X , the second claim is proved.

We henceforth let α = α(P ) denote the optimal constant in the entropic contraction (2):

α := 1 − sup_{μ≠π} H(μ), where H(μ) := H(μP | π) H(μ | π) . (10)

Our starting point is the following simple observation about optimizers of H. Lemma 2. If a measure μ ∈ P(X ) \ {π} maximizes H, then its density f :=^μ_π satisfies

(P log P^⋆f)(x) = (1 − α) log f(x),

for all x ∈ X , this identity being understood in R ∪ {−∞}.

Proof. Suppose that μ ∈ P(X ) \ {π} achieves the supremum of H, and write f :=^μ_π for its density. Fix a point x ∈ X and assume first that μ(x) > 0. Then the formula

μ_θ := μ + θδ_x 1 + θ

, (11)

defines a probability measure for all small enough θ ∈ R, and an easy differentiation yields: 1 θ (H(μ_θ | π) − H(μ | π)) −−→_{θ→0} log f(x) − H(μ | π); (12) 1 θ (H(μ_θP | π) − H(μP | π)) −−→_{θ→0} (P log P^⋆f)(x) − H(μP | π). (13) Recalling that H(μ) = 1 − α, we easily deduce that 1 θ (H(μ_θ) − H(μ)) −−→_{θ→0} (P log P^⋆f)(x) − (1 − α) log f(x) H(μ | π) . (14)

Since H is maximized at μ, the right-hand side must vanish, yielding the desired identity. Let us now consider the degenerate case where μ(x) = 0. Then, in order for (11) to define an element of P(X ), we need to restrict the parameter θ to non-negative values. Under this restriction, the convergences (12) and (13) hold in R ∪ {−∞}. If we had (P log P^⋆f)(x) ∈ R, then the convergence (14) would still hold, but the limit would now be +∞, contradicting the fact that H is maximal at μ. Thus, we must have (P log P^⋆f)(x) = −∞, and the claimed identity holds with both sides being equal to −∞.

Our second ingredient is the following result, which complements the above lemma by investigating the behavior of the functional μ → H(μ) near the singularity point μ = π.

Lemma 3. Let (μ_n)_{n≥1} be elements of P(X ) \ {π} that converge to π. Then,

lim sup n→∞ H(μ_n) ≤ 1 − κ(P P^⋆). Proof. Write μ_n = (1 + h_n)π, where h_n : X → R is a non-constant function with zero stationary mean, which vanishes as n → ∞. Then, an easy use of the Taylor expansion (1 + θ) log(1 + θ) = θ +^1_2 θ^2 + o(θ^2) as θ → 0 gives the asymptotics H(μ_n | π) ∼ 1 2 ‖h_n‖^2; H(μ_nP | π) ∼ 1 2 ‖P^⋆h_n‖^2 ,

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the norm in the Hibert space L^2(X , π), and where the notation a_n ∼ b_n means that a_n/b_n → 1 as n → ∞. It follows that H(μ_n) ∼ ‖P^⋆h_n‖^2 ‖h_n‖^2 . (15)

Now, let 1 = λ_1 > λ_2 ≥ . . . ≥ λ_N ≥ 0 denote the N = |X | ordered eigenvalues of the nonnegative self-adjoint operator P P^⋆, and let (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_N ) be a corresponding orthonormal eigenbasis with ϕ_1 = 1. We can then write, for any h: X → R, ‖P^⋆h‖^2 = ⟨h, P P^⋆h⟩ = N∑ i=1 λ_i⟨h, ϕ_i⟩^2, where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the scalar product in L^2(X , π). Since ⟨h, ϕ_1⟩ is exactly the stationary mean of h, we deduce that when h is centered,

‖P^⋆h‖^2 = N∑ i=2 λ_i⟨h, ϕ_i⟩^2 ≤ λ_2 N∑ i=2 ⟨h, ϕ_i⟩^2 = λ_2‖h‖^2.

This applies in particular to h = h_n, and inserting this into (15) shows that

lim sup n→∞ H(μ_n) ≤ λ_2.

To conclude, observe that λ_2 ≤ 1 − κ(P P^⋆), as can be seen by choosing f = ϕ_2 in the dual formulation of κ(P P^⋆) (Lemma 1 (i) applied to P P^⋆ instead of P ).

We now have everything we need to prove our main result. Proof of Theorem 1. Our goal is to prove that under Assumption 1, α ≥ κ(P ). (16) We first make the extra assumption that all entries of P are positive. By the very definition (10), there exists a sequence (μ_n)_{n≥1} in P(X ) \ {π} such that H(μ_n) −−−→_{n→∞} 1 − α. (17) Since X is finite, we can safely assume – upon extracting a subsequence if needed – that (μ_n)_{n≥1} converges pointwise to a limit μ ∈ P(X ). If μ = π, then Lemma 3 ensures that 1 − α ≤ 1 − κ(P P^⋆) ≤ (1 − κ(P )) (1 − κ(P^⋆)) .

But Assumption 1 guarantees that κ(P^⋆) ≥ 0, so (16) is proved. On the other hand, if μ ≠ π, then Lemma 2 ensures that f :=^μ_π must satisfy the functional equation P log P^⋆f = (1 − α) log f. (18) Recall that this equality a priori holds in R ∪ {−∞}. However, since all entries of P were assumed to be positive, the function P^⋆f is strictly positive. Thus, the left-hand side of (18) is actually finite, and hence so is the right-hand side. In other words, f is strictly positive, and we may therefore safely invoke Lemma 1 to write (1 − α)Lip(log f) = Lip (P log P^⋆f) ≤ (1 − κ(P )) Lip (log P^⋆f) ≤ (1 − κ(P )) Lip(log f).

Since f is non-constant (μ ≠ π), we may finally simplify through by Lip(log f) to obtain the desired conclusion. To handle the general case where some entries of P may vanish, we introduce a perturbation parameter ε ∈ (0, 1) and replace each entry P (x, y) with P_ε(x, y) := (1 − ε)P (x, y) + επ(y). The stochastic matrix P_ε only has positive entries, and its stationary distribution is π. Moreover, κ(P_ε) ≥ κ(P ): indeed, given x, y ∈ X and a coupling (X, Y ) of P (x, ·) and P (y, ·), we can construct a coupling (X_ε, Y_ε) of P_ε(x, ·) and P_ε(y, ·) such that d(X_ε, Y_ε) ≤ d(X, Y ) by generating an independent pair (Z, B) with Z ∼ π and B ∼ Bernoulli(ε) and setting

(X_ε, Y_ε) := { (X, Y ) if B = 0 (Z, Z) if B = 1.

The same argument applies to the adjoint P^⋆_ε and shows that the latter inherits Assumption 1 from P^⋆. Thus, the first part of our proof applies to the perturbed matrix P_ε and allows us to conclude that α(P_ε) ≥ κ(P ). This means that for each μ ∈ P(X ), we have H(μP_ε | π) ≤ (1 − κ(P )) H(μ | π). We may finally send ε → 0 to conclude.

3 Applications

In this final section, we illustrate the strength of Theorem 1 by establishing new entropy dissipation estimates for several important classes of Markov chains.

3.1 Birth and Death Processes

We first take a look at the case of Birth and Death Processes (BDP). Specifically, we set X := {1, . . . , n} and consider the generator that acts on any function f : X → R as follows: Lf(x) := q_+(x) (f(x + 1) − f(x)) + q_−(x) (f(x − 1) − f(x)) , (19) where q_± are arbitrary positive functions on X , except that q_−(1) = q_+(n) = 0. This generator is reversible with respect to the probability measure ∀x ∈ X , π(x) := 1 C x∏ k=2 q_+(k − 1) q_−(k) , where C is a normalizing constant. Let us now assume the following monotonicity:

∀x ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, q_+(x + 1) ≤ q_+(x) and q_−(x + 1) ≥ q_−(x). (20) This condition easily guarantees that our BDP (X_t)_{t≥0} starting from any X_0 ∈ {1, . . . , n−1} can be coupled with a BDP (Y_t)_{t≥0} starting from Y_0 = X_0 + 1 so that ∀t ≥ 0, Y_t − X_t ∈ {0, 1}. (21)

This already shows that the underlying semi-group (P_t)_{t≥0} has non-negative sectional curvature with respect to the metric d: (x, y) → |y −x|, which is generated by pairs of consecutive states. Moreover, the same coupling yields for all t ≥ 0, 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ E [d(X_t , Y_t)] = E [Y_t ] − E [X_t ]. (22) Using the notation E_x [·] to indicate that the initial state is x ∈ X , we obtain: Corollary 2. Under the condition (20), the semi-group (P_t)_{t≥0} generated by (19) satisfies H(μP_t | π) ≤ m(t) H(μ | π), where m(t) := max_{1≤x<n} (E_{x+1} [X_t] − E_x [X_t]) , for every initial law μ ∈ P(X ) and every time t ≥ 0.

To appreciate this result, let us give two simple and generic bounds on the function t → m(t). The first one, obtained by an easy Grönwall argument, is

m(t) ≤ e^{−δt}, where δ := min_{1≤x<n} {q_+(x) − q_+(x + 1) + q_−(x + 1) − q_−(x)} . Inserting this into Corollary 2 readily yields a MLSI with constant δ, which is an important classical result [13, Theorem 3.1]. However, our time-varying estimate has the advantage of being meaningful even when δ = 0: for example, (21) ensures that X and Y must have met by the time at which X hits n or Y hits 1, yielding the alternative bound m(t) ≤ P_1(T_n > t) ∧ P_n(T_1 > t), (23) where T_z := min{t ≥ 0: X_t = z} denotes the hitting time of z. As a concrete example, consider the extreme case where the jump rates are all equal to 1: this corresponds to simple random walk on the segment, for which we classically have E_1 [T_n] = Θ(n^2). Thus, Corollary 2 shows that the entropy decay occurs on a time-scale of order n^2, which is actually sharp.

3.2 Colored Exclusion Processes

In this section, we consider a non-conservative and colored version of the popular Exclusion Process. The model is parametrized by the following ingredients:

• a finite set S (the colors) equipped with a fully supported probability law ν; • an integer n ∈ N (the dimension);

• a non-negative symmetric array {c(i, j): 1 ≤ i ≠ j ≤ n} (the exchange rates);

• a non-negative vector {r(i): 1 ≤ i ≤ n} (the refresh rates).

By definition, the Colored Exclusion Process (CEP) with those parameters is the continuoustime Markov chain on X = S^n whose generator acts on any function f : X → R as follows: Lf(x) := ∑ 1≤i<j≤n c(i, j) ( f(x^{i↔j} ) − f(x) ) + ∑ 1≤i≤n r(i) ∑ σ∈S ν(σ) ( f(x^{i,σ}) − f(x) ) , (24)

where x^{i↔j} (resp. x^{i,σ}) denotes the configuration obtained from x by swapping the i−th and j−th entries (resp. replacing the i−th entry with σ). In more concrete terms, each pair of sites {i, j} exchange values at rate c(i, j), and each site i resamples its color afresh according to the law ν at rate r(i). This dynamics is clearly reversible w.r.t. the product law

π(dx) := n∏ i=1 ν(dx_i). Moreover, it is irreducible as soon as the support of r intersects each connected component of the graph induced by the support of c, which we henceforth assume. It was shown in [67] that the mixing properties of the |S|^n−dimensional generator (24) are intimately related to those of the much simpler n × n Laplace matrix

Δ(i, j) := { c(i, j) if i ≠ j −r(i) − ∑ k≠i c(i, k) if i = j. (25)

This symmetric matrix describes the evolution of a random walk on [n] which jumps according to the conductances c(·, ·) and is killed at the space-varying rate r(·). We let t → P_i(T > t) denote the tail distribution function of the life-time of such a killed random walk, when started from site i ∈ [n]. Note that we have the spectral representation P_i(T > t) = n∑ k=1 e^{−λk t}ϕ_k(i)⟨ϕ_k, 1⟩, where ⟨a, b⟩ = ∑ i a(i)b(i) is the standard scalar product, λ_n ≥ . . . ≥ λ_1 > 0 denote the eigenvalues of −Δ, and ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_n is a corresponding orthonormal basis of eigenvectors. Explicit estimates are available in many concrete examples (see [67]). Our main theorem provides the following entropy contraction principle.

Corollary 3. For any μ ∈ P(X ) and any t ≥ 0, the transition matrix P_t := e^{tL} satisfies H(μP_t | π) ≤ H(μ | π) max_{1≤i≤n} P_i(T > t). Proof. We equip X with the Hamming distance d(x, y) := #{i ∈ [n]: x_i ≠ y_i}. Note that this is not the combinatorial distance associated with L, unless r(·) has full support. Now, fix an initial pair (X_0, Y_0) ∈ X^2 with d(X_0, Y_0) = 1 (such pairs clearly generate the above metric) and consider the Markov chain (X_t, Y_t)_{t≥0} on X^2 that evolves as follows:

• a joint exchange (x, y) → (x^{i↔j} , y^{i↔j}) occurs at rate c(i, j) for each 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n.

• a joint refresh (x, y) → (x^{i,σ}, y^{i,σ}) occurs at rate r(i)ν(σ) for each (i, σ) ∈ [n] × S.

It is clear that X and Y are then distributed as CEPs. Moreover, the distance (x, y) → d(x, y) is preserved or reduced under each jump, so that d(X_t, Y_t) ≤ 1 for all t ≥ 0. This establishes non-negative sectional curvature along the semi-group (P_t)_{t≥0}. In fact, the same coupling also provides an estimate on the curvature. Specifically, the coordinate at which X_t and Y_t differ evolves exactly as a killed random walk with generator Δ, so that ∀t ≥ 0, 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ max_{i∈[n]} P_i(T > t), where T is the life-time of the walk. Applying Theorem 1 to P_t concludes the proof.

3.3 Generalized Interchange Processes

We now turn to a very general class of random walks on the symmetric group, which contains in particular the well studied Interchange Process. Specifically, given an integer n ∈ N and a function c: 2^{[n]} → [0, ∞), we consider the continuous-time Markov chain on X = S_n, the symmetric group of permutations of [n], whose generator acts as follows: for any function f : X → R and any state x ∈ X , Lf(x) = ∑ A⊆[n] c(A) |A|! ∑ σ∈S_A (f(xσ) − f(x)) , (26)

where S_A denotes the group of permutations on A, and |A| is the cardinality of the subset A. This generator is clearly reversible w.r.t the uniform law π on X . We may think of a permutation x ∈ X as assigning a unique label x_i ∈ [n] to each site i ∈ [n]. The dynamics (26) then simply shuffles the labels of all sites i ∈ A uniformly at random at rate c(A), for each block A ⊆ [n]. When the rate function A → c(A) is supported on blocks of size 2, which one interprets as weights on the edges of a graph, the process is known as the Interchange Process. Thus, the general case is viewed as an Interchange Process on a weighted hypergraph. We observe that the individual motion of each label is just a continuous-time random walk on [n] with conductances ^c(i, j) := ∑ A⊇{i,j} c(A) |A| . (27)

Relating the mixing properties of the high-dimensional process generated by (26) to those of its one-dimensional marginals (27) is a natural and important problem, which has been the subject of active research [14, 25, 59, 18, 1, 41, 10, 2]. The first author conjectured that, for any choice of weights c, the spectral gap of the process generated by (26) coincides with the spectral gap of the single particle process with rates (27), see [10, Conjecture 1.7]. This represents the hypergraph generalization of the renowned Aldous conjecture, affirming the aforementioned equivalence for the Interchange Process. While Aldous conjecture was proved in [14], the general case has been verified only for certain classes of hypergraph weights, see [10, 2]. We note that for a given set of edge conductances ^c, there may exist multiple choices of hypergraph weights c that satisfy (27). The conjecture thus asserts that all such choices yield the same spectral gap. It is noteworthy that our estimate below, which is a simple application of our main result, provides control over the decay of relative entropy, independent of the specific choice of c compatible with (27), offering additional support for the conjecture’s validity.

Corollary 4. For any μ ∈ P(X ) and t ≥ 0, the matrix P_t := e^{tL} generated by (26) satisfies H(μP_t | π) ≤ H(μ | π) max_{1≤i,j≤n} P_{i,j} (T > t) , (28) where T := min{t ≥ 0: I_t = J_t} denotes the meeting time of two independent random walks on [n] with conductances (27) starting from I_0 = i and J_0 = j, respectively.

Proof. We equip X with the transposition distance d(x, y), which is the minimal number of swaps that need to be performed in order to turn x into y. This metric is generated, in the sense of (5), by those pairs of states that differ in exactly two coordinates. Starting from such a pair (X_0, Y_0), we can construct a coupling (X_t, Y_t)_{t≥0} as follows: we equip each block A ⊆ [n] with an independent Poisson clock of rate c(A) and, whenever the clock rings, we simply replace the current state (x, y) with (xσ, yσ), where σ is a uniformly chosen element of S_A. Such a transformation clearly preserves the distance, and this already establishes non-negative sectional curvature along the semi-group. Now, let us modify our coupling as follows: whenever the clock of a block A rings, if the current states x and y happen to agree outside A, we ensure coalescence by replacing (x, y) with (xσ, xσ) instead of (xσ, yσ). It is easy to see that the time at which this occurs is stochastically dominated by the meeting time T of two independent random walks with conductances (27) starting at the two sites where X_0 and Y_0 differ. This yields the curvature estimate 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ max_{1≤i,j≤n} P_{i,j} (T > t). Applying Theorem 1 to P_t concludes the proof.

To give a concrete example, consider the unit rate Interchange Process on a segment of length n, which corresponds to the rate function

c(A) := { 2 if A = {i, i + 1} for some i ∈ [n − 1] 0 else.

Then the one-dimensional dynamics (27) is that of the simple random walk on the n−segment, for which it is classical that the worst-case meeting time T is of order n^2. Thus, (28) shows that the entropy decay occurs on a time-scale of order n^2, which is actually sharp. It is also instructive to take a look at the Interchange Process on the complete graph, a.k.a. Random Transpositions, namely

c(A) :=

{_4 n(n−1) if A = {i, j} for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n 0 else.

In this case, coalescence clearly occurs at the constant rate κ = 4/n(n−1), thereby providing the bound (3) for the MLSI. The resulting mixing-time bound is rather poor, being off by a factor n with respect to the known O(n log n) behavior [24], but it can be considerably enhanced by using our time-varying estimate (4). Indeed, it was shown in [6] that the curvature t → κ(P_t) undergoes a remarkable transition from o(1) to Θ(1) as t passes the critical value n/2, thereby providing an excellent illustration of the “curvature improves at large scales” principle. In fact, it was shown in [6] that when t/n → ∞ as n → ∞, 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ e^{− (2−o(1))tn} .

Combining this with our main result, we deduce that the worst-case relative entropy to equilibrium sup_{μ∈P(X )} H(μP_t | π) is o(1) already by time t = (n log n)/(2 − o(1)). This estimate is sharp, and establishes cutoff in relative entropy. Moreover, it provides an improvement over the best known bounds [36, 37] which predict e^{−t/(n−1)} for the relative entropy decay in this model. More generally, the same argument applies to the random walk generated by k−cycles for any k = o(n) and allows us to conclude that the total-variation cutoff established in [6] also occurs in relative entropy, which seems to be new.

Another remark concerning the general result in Corollary 4 is that the exact same bound applies, for any fixed k ∈ [n], to the case where we have k indistinguishable particles undergoing the same dynamics, that is a hypergraph version of the exclusion process with k particles. This is obtained from (28) by a simple projection argument, by declaring black all particles labeled 1, . . . , k and white all particles labeled k + 1, . . . , n, and by keeping track only of the particle colors. The resulting bounds may be used to investigate mixing time relations in the spirit of [59, 21]. The same of course applies as well to the case where one has more than two colors, providing a conservative version of the model with sources that we discussed in Section 3.2.

Finally, we observe that an estimate as in Corollary 4 can be obtained for a slightly different model, where k labeled walkers undergo synchronous updates along the hyperedges of a weighted hypergraph with rates given by the weight function c, but are otherwise independent. More precisely, one starts with the k particles in arbitrary locations (with no constraints on their overlap), and the dynamics proceeds by synchronous updates with rate c(A) of all particles sitting at the vertices of the hyperedge A ⊂ [n]. The result of one update at A is that all particles involved are independently reshuffled along the vertices in A. Thus the stationary measure is uniform over [n]^k. This model was introduced in [10], where it was shown that the entropy decay of the system is controlled by the entropy decay of a single particle. The class of models includes in particular the so-called binomial splitting process studied in [63]. An application of our main result here produces the exact same bound as in Corollary 4, for any fixed k ∈ N.

3.4 Glauber Dynamics

The celebrated Markov chain Monte Carlo revolution in computational statistics is fundamentally based on the simple but far-reaching idea – attributed to Metropolis [53] and

Hastings [38] – that approximate samples from a target probability distribution π can be efficiently produced by running an appropriate Markov chain that admits π as its equilibrium law; see the survey paper by P. Diaconis [23] and the references therein. Among the various particular implementations that have been proposed, one of the most popular is probably Gibbs sampling, also known as Glauber dynamics. Sticking to our discrete setting for simplicity, let us assume that out target probability measure π lives on S^n, where S is a fixed finite set. As before, we let x^{i,σ} := (x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, σ, x_{i+1}, . . . , x_n) denote the vector obtained from x by changing the i−th coordinate to σ ∈ S. We write X := {x ∈ S^n : π(x) > 0} for the support of π and, for each x ∈ X and each i ∈ [n], we let π_i(·|x) denote the conditional law of the i−th coordinate, given that the remaining coordinates agree with x: π_i(σ|x) := π(x^{i,σ}) ∑ σ^′∈S π(x i,σ^′ ). The Glauber dynamics for π is the Markov chain with state space X and transition matrix P (x, y) := 1 n ∑ i∈[n] ∑ σ∈S π_i(σ|x)1_{(y=x}i,σ_). (29)

In words, a transition consists in selecting one of the n coordinates uniformly at random and resampling its content according to the measure π, conditioned on the current values of all other coordinates. This dynamics is clearly reversible with respect to π, and irreducible as soon as the support of π is connected under single-coordinate changes, which we henceforth assume. In the idealized case where π is a product measure, the entropy contraction (2) trivially holds with the optimal constant κ = 1/n. In light of this, it is natural to hope for a similar behavior when the target distribution π has weak dependencies. The following general result formalizes this intuition.

Corollary 5. Suppose that π satisfies the following weak dependency condition: π_i(y_i|x) ≥ ∑ j≠i ∑ σ≠x_j (π_j (σ|y) − π_j (σ|x))_+ , (30)

for all i ∈ [n] and all x, y ∈ X that differ exactly at the i−th coordinate. Then the matrix (29) has non-negative sectional curvature and satisfies the entropic contraction (2) with constant

κ := 1 n min_{i,x,y} 1 − ∑ j≠i ∑ σ≠x_j |π_j (σ|y) − π_j (σ|x)| ≥ 0, (31)

where the minimum ranges over all i ∈ [n] and all x, y ∈ X that differ exactly at i.

Proof. We equip X with the combinatorial distance d(x, y) := min{k ∈ N : P^k(x, y) > 0}, which is generated by those pairs (x, y) ∈ X^2 that differ at a single coordinate i ∈ [n]. Now fix such a pair, and consider the coupling (X, Y ) of P (x, ·) and P (y, ·) defined as follows:

(X, Y ) :=

(x, x) w.p.^1_n ( π_i(x_i|y) − ∑ j≠i ∑ σ≠x_j (πj (σ|x) − πj (σ|y))+ ) ; (y, y) w.p.^1_n ( π_i(y_i|x) − ∑ j≠i ∑ σ≠x_j (πj (σ|y) − πj (σ|x))+ ) ; (x^{i,σ}, x^{i,σ}) w.p.^1_n π_i(σ|x), for σ /∈ {x_i, y_i}; (x^{j,σ}, y^{j,σ}) w.p.^1_n (π_j (σ|x) ∧ π_j (σ|y)), for j ≠ i and σ ≠ x_j ; (x^{j,σ}, x) w.p.^1_n (π_j (σ|x) − π_j (σ|y))_+, for j ≠ i and σ ≠ x_j ; (y, y^{j,σ}) w.p.^1_n (π_j (σ|y) − π_j(σ|x))_+, for j ≠ i and σ ≠ x_j ; (x, y) with the remaining probability.

Note that the first two probabilities are non-negative thanks to (30). It is immediate to check that X has law P (x, ·) and that Y has law P (y, ·). Moreover, we have d(X, Y ) = 0 in the first three cases, and d(X, Y ) = 1 in the remaining cases. This shows that P has non-negative sectional curvature. Finally, adding up the probabilities of the three first cases gives exactly the constant κ appearing at (31), and hence κ(P ) ≥ 1 − E [d(X, Y )] = κ. Applying our main result concludes the proof.

Corollary 5 contains many special cases of interest, obtained by specializing the target measure π to various popular spin systems such as the Ising Model, the Potts Model, or the Hard-Core Model (see the lecture notes [51] for an introduction to those models). In all those examples and many others, our weak dependency assumption (30) holds as soon as the temperature is above an explicit threshold, and Corollary 5 guarantees entropy contraction with a constant of the right order of magnitude κ = Θ(1/n). Results of this form have a long history, and have been obtained using a variety of sophisticated methods [76, 50, 51, 17, 15, 52, 7, 20, 5, 19]. Rather than delving into the specificity of each model and trying to optimize the associated constants, let us state one simple general consequence of Corollary 5 that applies to all high-temperature spin systems with pairwise interactions. While the result stated in Corollary 6 below does not necessarily improve over existing bounds, it offers a comparable estimate with a simple and entirely different approach, thus providing an instructive application of our main result Theorem 1. Specifically, consider a target measure π of the form

π(x) := 1 C exp { ∑ 1≤i<j≤n ψ_{ij} (x_i, x_j ) } , (32)

where each ψ_{ij} : S^2 → R is an arbitrary interaction function, and C a normalizing constant. For convenience, set ψ_{ij} (σ, τ) := ψ_{ji}(τ, σ) for i > j, and ψ_{ii}(τ, σ) := 0 for all i and (τ, σ) ∈ S^2. The influence of i on j is naturally measured by the quantity

J_{ij} := 1 2 max (σ,σ^′ ,τ )∈S^2 |ψ_{ij} (σ, τ) − ψ_{ij} (σ^′, τ)|. (33) We can then define the maximal influence in our system as follows: ‖J‖ := (|S| − 1) max_{1≤i≤n} {_n ∑ j=1 J_{ij} } . (34)

Corollary 6. There is a universal constant ε ∈ (0, 1) (ε = 1/3 works) such that whenever ‖J‖ ≤ ε, the Glauber dynamics for (32) exhibits entropic contraction with constant

κ := 1 − ‖J‖ n . Proof. It follows from the definition that for any x ∈ X , j ∈ [n], and σ ∈ S, π_j (σ|x) = 1 1 + ∑ σ^′≠σ e ∑ k ψ_{jk} (σ^′,x_k)−ψ_{jk} (σ,x_k) . (35) Now, an elementary differentiation shows that for any d ∈ N and any coefficients a_1, . . . , a_d ≥ 0, the function F : R^d → [0, 1] defined by F (u) =^1_{1+a1eu1 +···+ade}u_d satisfies |F (u) − F (v)| ≤ 1 4 ‖u − v‖_∞. Consequently, if x, y ∈ X differ exactly at the i−th coordinate, we obtain |π_j (σ|x) − π_j (σ|y)| ≤ 1 4 max_{σ′≠σ} {ψ_{ij} (x_i, σ^′) − ψ_{ij} (y_i, σ^′) + ψ_{ij} (y_i, σ) − ψ_{ij} (x_i, σ)} ≤ J_{ij} . Thus, the right-hand side of (30) is at most ‖J‖. On the other hand, in view of the expression (35), the left-hand side is at least ( 1 + qe^{2‖J‖q} )_{−1} , where q = |S| − 1. It follows that (30) is satisfied as soon as ‖J‖ ≤ ε_q, where ε_q ∈ (0, 1) is the unique solution to the equation

ε_q = ( 1 + e^{2εqq} )_{−1} . Note that ε_q increases with q, so that ε_q ≥ ε_1 ≈ 0.337. Finally, the bound |π_j(σ|x) − π_j (σ|y)| ≤ J_{ij} shows that the constant κ in Corollary 5 is at least^{1−‖J‖}_n , and the proof is complete.

3.5 Zero-Range Processes

Introduced by Spitzer [70], the Zero-Range Process (ZRP) is a generic interacting particle system in which individual jumps occur at a rate that only depends on the current number of particles present at the source. The model is parameterized by the following ingredients:

• two integers m, n ≥ 1 representing the number of particles and sites, respectively;

• an irreducible stochastic matrix G = (G_{ij})_{1≤i,j≤n} specifying the geometry;

• a function r_i : {1, 2, . . .} → (0, ∞) encoding the kinetics at each site i ∈ [n].

The ZRP with these parameters is a continuous-time Markov chain with state space

X := { (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ Z^n_+ : n∑ i=1 x_i = m } , (36)

and generator L acting as follows: for any f : X → R and any x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ X ,

(Lf)(x) := ∑ 1≤i,j≤n r_i(x_i)G_{ij} (f(x + δ_j − δ_i) − f(x)) , (37)

where (δ_1, . . . , δ_n) denotes the canonical n−dimensional basis, and with the convention that r_i(0) = 0 for all i ∈ [n] (no jumps from empty sites). In words, a site i with k particles expels a particle at rate r_i(k), and the latter goes to site j with probability G_{ij}. It is immediate to check that the generator L is irreducible, with invariant measure

π(x) := 1 C n∏ i=1 ν^{xi}_i r_i(1)r_i(2) · · · r_i(x_i)

, (38)

where ν = ν_G denotes the unique invariant law of G and where C is a normalizing constant. Let us point out that L is not reversible, unless G is. More precisely, the adjoint L^⋆ is obtained from L by replacing the matrix G with its adjoint G^⋆ in the formula (37). We henceforth make the standard assumption that the rate functions are monotone: ∀i ∈ [n], ∀k ∈ [m], r_i(k) ≥ r_i(k − 1). (39) Also, we equip the state space X with (half) the L^1 distance d(x, y) :=^1_2 ∑_n i=1 |x_i − y_i|. Notice, again, that this is not the combinatorial distance induced by L, unless G has full support. Nevertheless, this choice is the ‘right’ one in view of the following result.

Lemma 4 (Attractiveness). Under assumption (39), both the transition matrix P_t := e^{tL} and its adjoint P^⋆_t := e^{tL⋆} have non-negative sectional curvature at any time t ≥ 0.

Proof. Fix z = (z_1, . . . , z_n) ∈ Z^n_+ with ∑_n i=1 z_i = m − 1, and i ∈ [n]. Now, let Z = (Z_t)_{t≥0} be a ZRP with m − 1 particles starting from Z_0 = z and, conditionally on Z, let I = (I_t)_{t≥0} be a time-inhomogeneous random walk on [n] starting from I_0 = i and jumping from any site u to any site v at the time-varying rate [r_u(Z_t + 1) − r_u(Z_t)] × G_{uv}. Then, the formula

X_t := Z_t + δ_{It} , (40)

clearly defines a ZRP X = (X_t)_{t≥0} with m particles starting from X_0 = z + δ_i. Given another site j ∈ [n], we can of course enrich the above construction by adding a second walk J = (J_t)_{t≥0} whose conditional evolution given Z is dictated by the same time-varying rates [r_u(Z_t + 1) − r_u(Z_t)] × G_{uv}, but which now starts from J_0 = j. The formula

Y_t := Z_t + δ_{Jt} , (41)

defines a new ZRP Y = (Y_t)_{t≥0} with m particles, now starting from Y_0 = z + δ_j . From (40-41), it is clear that the pair (X, Y ) resulting from this construction satisfies

d (X_t, Y_t) = { 1 if I_t ≠ J_t; 0 if I_t = J_t.

(42)

Setting x := z + δ_i and y := z + δ_j , we have thus constructed a coupling (X_t, Y_t) of P_t(x, ·) and P_t(y, ·) such that d(X_t, Y_t) ≤ d(x, y). To conclude, observe that any pair (x, y) ∈ X^2 with d(x, y) = 1 can be written as (x, y) = (z + δ_i, z + δ_j ) for some i ≠ j ∈ [n] and some z ∈ Z^n_+ with ∑_n i=1 z_i = m − 1. Moreover, our metric d is generated by the set of such pairs, in the sense of (5). Thus, P_t has non-negative sectional curvature, and replacing G with G^⋆ yields the same conclusion for P^⋆_t .

The existence of a monotone coupling between ZRPs with different numbers of particles is of course a well known consequence of the rate monotonicity (39), but its interpretation in terms of sectional curvature seems to be new. The very same coupling actually also provides an estimate on the curvature of the ZRP, which is exactly what we need in order to apply Theorem 1. More precisely, the property (42) guarantees that for all t ≥ 0, 1 − κ(P_t) ≤ max_{z,i,j} P_{z,i,j} (T > t), (43) where the maximum ranges over all possible choices for the initial triple (z, i, j) appearing in the above proof, and where T := inf {t ≥ 0: I_t = J_t} denotes the coalescence time of our two time-inhomogeneous random walks I and J. Note that we have specified the conditional distributions of I and J given Z, but not the way in which those two conditional distributions were actually coupled: the formula (43) is valid for any such coupling. To appreciate its strength, let us consider the important mean-field case where the matrix G has rank one: ∀i, j ∈ [n], G_{ij} = ν_j . (44) Corollary 7. The mean-field ZRP process satisfies the MLSI (3) with κ = δ, where

δ := min i∈[n],k∈[m] {r_i(k + 1) − r_i(k)}. Proof. The mean-field condition (44) ensures that, conditionally on Z, the random walks I and J jump to any given state j ∈ [n] at a rate at least δν_j , regardless of their current position. Thus, they can be coupled so that their coalescence time T is stochastically dominated by an Exponential variable with rate δ, and applying Theorem 1 to P_t concludes the proof.

This result provides a final answer to a natural question that has been the subject of several works [13, 16, 34, 40, 20]. We emphasize that all prior lower bounds on the MLSI constant of the mean-field ZRP involved an additional dependency on the maximum rate increment

Δ := max i∈[n],k∈[m] {r_i(k + 1) − r_i(k)}, and were vanishing in the Δ → ∞ limit. Let us also note that the applicability of (43) is by no means restricted to the mean-field case. As a concrete example, consider the case where G is the transition matrix of simple random walk on the n−segment. Then, letting the two random walks I, J evolve independently (conditionally on Z) until coalescence ensures that their order is preserved, so that they must have coalesced by the time at which the lowest one hits n. Since this takes time O_P(n^2/δ), we deduce that the entropy decay occurs on the time-scale O(n^2/δ), which is sharp. Finally, we mention that a similar argument as the one used in Corollary 7 applies to the heterogeneous Bernoulli-Laplace model, allowing us to get rid of the dependency on the maximum rate in [13, Theorem 5.1].

References

[1] Gil Alon and Gady Kozma. Comparing with octopi. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab.

Stat., 56(4):2672–2685, 2020.

[2] Gil Alon, Gady Kozma, and Doron Puder. On the Aldous-Caputo spectral gap conjecture for hypergraphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.02505, 2023.

[3] Dominique Bakry and Michel Émery. Diffusions hypercontractives. In Séminaire de Probabilités XIX 1983/84: Proceedings, pages 177–206. Springer, 2006.

[4] Frank Bauer, Paul Horn, Yong Lin, Gabor Lippner, Dan Mangoubi, Shing-Tung Yau, et al. Li-Yau inequality on graphs. Journal of Differential Geometry, 99(3):359–405, 2015.

[5] R. Bauerschmidt and T. Bodineau. A very simple proof of the LSI for high temperature spin systems. Journal of Functional Analysis, 276(8):2582–2588, 2019.

[6] Nathanaël Berestycki and Batı Şengül. Cutoff for conjugacy-invariant random walks on the permutation group. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 173(3-4):1197–1241, 2019.

[7] Antonio Blanca, Pietro Caputo, Zongchen Chen, Daniel Parisi, Daniel Štefankovič, and Eric Vigoda. On mixing of Markov chains: coupling, spectral independence, and entropy factorization. In Proceedings of the 2022 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 3670–3692. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 2022.

[8] Sergey Bobkov and Prasad Tetali. Modified log-Sobolev inequalities, mixing and hypercontractivity. In Proceedings of the Thirty-Fifth Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 287–296. ACM, New York, 2003.

[9] Magnus Bordewich and Martin Dyer. Path coupling without contraction. J. Discrete Algorithms, 5(2):280–292, 2007.

[10] Alexandre Bristiel and Pietro Caputo. Entropy inequalities for random walks and permutations. arXiv 2109.06009. Annales de l’I.H.P. (to appear).

[11] R. Bubley and M. Dyer. Path coupling: A technique for proving rapid mixing in markov chains. In Proceedings 38th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pages 223–231, 1997.

[12] Pietro Caputo. Lecture notes on entropy and Markov chains. Available at:

http://www.mat.uniroma3.it/users/caputo/entropy.pdf, 2022.

[13] Pietro Caputo, Paolo Dai Pra, and Gustavo Posta. Convex entropy decay via the Bochner-Bakry-Emery approach. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 45(3):734– 753, 2009.

[14] Pietro Caputo, Thomas M. Liggett, and Thomas Richthammer. Proof of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 23(3):831–851, 2010.

[15] Pietro Caputo, Georg Menz, and Prasad Tetali. Approximate tensorization of entropy at high temperature. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6), 24(4):691–716, 2015.

[16] Pietro Caputo and Gustavo Posta. Entropy dissipation estimates in a zero-range dynamics. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 139(1-2):65–87, 2007.

[17] Filippo Cesi. Quasi-factorization of the entropy and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for Gibbs random fields. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 120(4):569–584, 2001.

[18] Filippo Cesi. A few remarks on the octopus inequality and Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture. Comm. Algebra, 44(1):279–302, 2016.

[19] Yuansi Chen and Ronen Eldan. Localization schemes: A framework for proving mixing bounds for markov chains. In 2022 IEEE 63rd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 110–122. IEEE, 2022.

[20] Giovanni Conforti. A probabilistic approach to convex (ϕ)-entropy decay for markov chains. The Annals of Applied Probability, 32(2):932–973, 2022.

[21] Stephen Bryan Connor and Richard Pymar. Mixing times for exclusion processes on hypergraphs. Electronic Journal of Probability, 2019.

[22] Karel Devriendt and Renaud Lambiotte. Discrete curvature on graphs from the effective resistance. Journal of Physics: Complexity, 3(2):025008, 2022.

[23] Persi Diaconis. The Markov chain Monte Carlo revolution. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

(N.S.), 46(2):179–205, 2009.

[24] Persi Diaconis and Mehrdad Shahshahani. Generating a random permutation with random transpositions. Zeitschrift für Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und verwandte Gebiete, 57(2):159–179, 1981.

[25] AB Dieker. Interlacings for random walks on weighted graphs and the interchange process. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 24(1):191–206, 2010.

[26] Dominik Dier, Moritz Kassmann, and Rico Zacher. Discrete versions of the Li-Yau gradient estimate. Annali Scuola Normale Superiore - Classe di Scienze, page 691–744, June 2021.

[27] Roland Lvovich Dobrushin and Senya B Shlosman. Constructive criterion for the uniqueness of Gibbs field. In Statistical Physics and Dynamical Systems: Rigorous Results, pages 347–370. Springer, 1985.

[28] Ronen Eldan, James R Lee, and Joseph Lehec. Transport-entropy inequalities and curvature in discrete-space Markov chains. In A Journey Through Discrete Mathematics, pages 391–406. Springer, 2017.

[29] KD Elworthy. Manifolds and graphs with mostly positive curvatures. In Stochastic Analysis and Applications: Proceedings of the 1989 Lisbon Conference, pages 96–110. Springer, 1991.

[30] Matthias Erbar and Max Fathi. Poincaré, modified logarithmic Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for Markov chains with non-negative Ricci curvature. Journal of Functional Analysis, 274(11):3056–3089, 2018.

[31] Matthias Erbar, Max Fathi, and André Schlichting. Entropic curvature and convergence to equilibrium for mean-field dynamics on discrete spaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:1908.03397, 2019.

[32] Matthias Erbar, Christopher Henderson, Georg Menz, and Prasad Tetali. Ricci curvature bounds for weakly interacting markov chains. Electron. J. Probab, 22(40):1–23, 2017.

[33] Matthias Erbar and Jan Maas. Ricci curvature of finite Markov chains via convexity of the entropy. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, pages 1–42, 2012.

[34] Max Fathi and Jan Maas. Entropic Ricci curvature bounds for discrete interacting systems. Ann. Appl. Probab., 26(3):1774–1806, 2016.

[35] Robin Forman. Bochner’s method for cell complexes and combinatorial Ricci curvature.

Discrete & Computational Geometry, 29:323–374, 2003.

[36] Fuqing Gao and Jeremy Quastel. Exponential decay of entropy in the random transposition and Bernoulli-Laplace models. The Annals of Applied Probability, 13(4):1591–1600, 2003.

[37] Sharad Goel. Modified logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for some models of random walk. Stochastic processes and their applications, 114(1):51–79, 2004.

[38] W. K. Hastings. Monte Carlo sampling methods using Markov chains and their applications. Biometrika, 57(1):97–109, 1970.

[39] Jonathan Hermon and Yuval Peres. A characterization of L^2 mixing and hypercontractivity via hitting times and maximal inequalities. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 170(3-4):769–800, 2018.

[40] Jonathan Hermon and Justin Salez. Entropy dissipation estimates for inhomogeneous zero-range processes. Ann. Appl. Probab., 31(5):2275–2283, 2021.

[41] Jonathan Hermon and Justin Salez. The interchange process on high-dimensional products. Ann. Appl. Probab., 31(1):84–98, 2021.

[42] Jürgen Jost and Florentin Münch. Characterizations of Forman curvature. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.04554, 2021.

[43] Jürgen Jost, Florentin Münch, and Christian Rose. Liouville property and non-negative Ollivier curvature on graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:1903.10796, 2019.

[44] Aldéric Joulin. Poisson-type deviation inequalities for curved continuous-time Markov chains. Bernoulli, 13(3):782–798, 2007.

[45] Aldéric Joulin and Yann Ollivier. Curvature, concentration and error estimates for Markov chain Monte Carlo. Ann. Probab., 38(6):2418–2442, 2010.

[46] Mark Kempton, Gabor Lippner, and Florentin Münch. Large scale Ricci curvature on graphs. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 59(5):Paper No. 166, 17, 2020.

[47] David A. Levin and Yuval Peres. Markov chains and mixing times. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2017. Second edition of [ MR2466937], With contributions by Elizabeth L. Wilmer, With a chapter on “Coupling from the past” by James G. Propp and David B. Wilson.

[48] Yong Lin and Shing-Tung Yau. Ricci curvature and eigenvalue estimate on locally finite graphs. Mathematical research letters, 17(2):343–356, 2010.

[49] Kuikui Liu. From coupling to spectral independence and blackbox comparison with the down-up walk. In Approximation, Randomization, and Combinatorial Optimization. Algorithms and Techniques (APPROX/RANDOM 2021). Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz- Zentrum für Informatik, 2021.

[50] Sheng Lin Lu and Horng-Tzer Yau. Spectral gap and logarithmic Sobolev inequality for Kawasaki and Glauber dynamics. Comm. Math. Phys., 156(2):399–433, 1993.

[51] Fabio Martinelli. Lectures on Glauber dynamics for discrete spin models. In Lectures on probability theory and statistics (Saint-Flour, 1997), volume 1717 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 93–191. Springer, Berlin, 1999.

[52] Katalin Marton. Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities in discrete product spaces. Combin.

Probab. Comput., 28(6):919–935, 2019.

[53] Nicholas Metropolis, Arianna W. Rosenbluth, Marshall N. Rosenbluth, Augusta H.

Teller, and Edward Teller. Equation of state calculations by fast computing machines. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 21(6):1087–1092, 1953.

[54] Florentin Münch. Li–Yau inequality on finite graphs via non-linear curvature dimension conditions. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 120:130–164, 2018.

[55] Florentin Münch. Non-negative Ollivier curvature on graphs, reverse Poincaré inequality, Buser inequality, Liouville property, Harnack inequality and eigenvalue estimates. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.13514, 2019.

[56] Florentin Münch. Ollivier curvature, isoperimetry, concentration, and log-Sobolev inequalitiy, 2023.

[57] Florentin Münch and Justin Salez. Mixing time and expansion of non-negatively curved markov chains. Journal de l’École polytechnique – Mathématiques, 10:575–590, 2023.

[58] Florentin Münch, Melchior Wirth, and Haonan Zhang. Intertwining curvature bounds for graphs and quantum markov semigroups. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.05179, 2024.

[59] Roberto Imbuzeiro Oliveira. Mixing of the symmetric exclusion processes in terms of the corresponding single-particle random walk. The Annals of Probability, 41(2):871–913, 2013.

[60] Yann Ollivier. Ricci curvature of Markov chains on metric spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 256(3):810–864, 2009.

[61] Yann Ollivier. A survey of Ricci curvature for metric spaces and markov chains. In Probabilistic approach to geometry, volume 57, pages 343–382. Mathematical Society of Japan, 2010.

[62] Francesco Pedrotti. Contractive coupling rates and curvature lower bounds for Markov chains, 2023.

[63] Matteo Quattropani and Federico Sau. Mixing of the averaging process and its discrete dual on finite-dimensional geometries. The Annals of Applied Probability, 33(2):1136– 1171, 2023.

[64] Martin Rapaport and Paul-Marie Samson. Criteria for entropic curvature on graph spaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.15874, 2023.

[65] Justin Salez. Sparse expanders have negative curvature. Geom. Funct. Anal., 32(6):1486–1513, 2022.

[66] Justin Salez. Spectral gap and curvature of monotone markov chains, 2023.

[67] Justin Salez. Universality of cutoff for exclusion with reservoirs. Ann. Probab., 51(2):478–494, 2023.

[68] Justin Salez. Cutoff for non-negatively curved Markov chains. J. Eur. Math. Soc., to appear.

[69] Michael Schmuckenschläger. Curvature of nonlocal markov generators. Convex geometric analysis (Berkeley, CA, 1996), 34:189–197, 1998.

[70] Frank Spitzer. Interaction of Markov processes. Advances in Math., 5:246–290 (1970), 1970.

[71] Stefan Steinerberger. Curvature on graphs via equilibrium measures. Journal of Graph Theory, 103(3):415–436, 2023.

[72] Philip Tee and CA Trugenberger. Enhanced Forman curvature and its relation to Ollivier curvature. Europhysics Letters, 133(6):60006, 2021.

[73] Cédric Villani. Topics in optimal transportation, volume 58 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[74] Frederic Weber and Rico Zacher. The entropy method under curvature-dimension conditions in the spirit of Bakry-émery in the discrete setting of markov chains. Journal of Functional Analysis, 281(5):109061, 2021.

[75] Xi Xu, Wang Shen, and Linfeng Wang. The CD_p Curvature Condition on a Graph.

Front. Math., 19(1):181–192, 2024.

[76] Boguslaw Zegarlinski. Dobrushin uniqueness theorem and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities. J. Funct. Anal., 105(1):77–111, 1992.