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Abstract

In molecular dynamics and sampling of high dimensional Gibbs measures coarse-graining is an
important technique to reduce the dimensionality of the problem. We will study and quantify the
coarse-graining error between the coarse-grained dynamics and an effective dynamics. The effective
dynamics is a Markov process on the coarse-grained state space obtained by a closure procedure from
the coarse-grained coefficients. We obtain error estimates both in relative entropy and Wasserstein
distance, for both Langevin and overdamped Langevin dynamics. The approach allows for vectorial
coarse-graining maps. Hereby, the quality of the chosen coarse-graining is measured by certain
functional inequalities encoding the scale separation of the Gibbs measure. The method is based on
error estimates between solutions of (kinetic) Fokker-Planck equations in terms of large-deviation
rate functionals.
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1 Introduction

Coarse-graining or dimension reduction is the procedure of approximating a large and complex system by
a simpler and lower dimensional one, where the variables in the reduced model are called coarse-grained
or collective variables. Such a reduction is necessary from a computational point of view since an
all-atom molecular simulation of the complex system is often unable to access information about relevant
temporal and/or spatial scales. Further this is also relevant from a modelling point of view as the
quantities of interest are often described by a smaller class of features. For these reasons coarse-graining
has gained importance in various fields and especially in molecular dynamics.

Typically coarse-graining requires scale separation, i.e. the presence of fast and slow scales. In this setting,
as the ratio of fast to slow increases, the fast variables remain at equilibrium with respect to the slow
ones. Therefore the right choice for the coarse-grained variables are the slow ones. Such a situation has
been dealt via various techniques: the Mori-Zwanzig projection formalism [Gra82, GKS04], Markovian
approximation to Mori-Zwanzig projections [HEVEDB10] and averaging techniques [Har07, PS08] to
name a few. Recently in [BS13, LVE14], coarse-graining techniques based on committor functions have
been developed for situations where scale separation is absent.

As pointed out by the literature above and extensive references therein, the question of systematic
coarse-graining has received wide attention over the years. However the question of deriving quantitative
estimates and explicit bounds even in simple cases is a more challenging one to answer. Legoll and
Lelievre [LL10] provide first results which address this question. Starting from the overdamped Langevin
equation as the reference they derive explicit quantitative estimates using relative entropy techniques.
Recently, the two authors together with Olla have derived trajectorial estimates [LLO17].

The work of [LL10] has certain limitations: (1) the quantitative estimates work only in the presence
of a single coarse-grained variable and (2) the estimates are only applicable to overdamped Langevin
equation. Having a single coarse-grained variable is an obvious issue from a modelling perspective.
In practice, the (underdamped) Langevin equation is often preferred over the overdamped Langevin
equation since it is closer to the Hamiltonian dynamics and therefore is seen as a natural choice to
sample the canonical measure.

The aim of the present work is to generalise the ideas introduced in [LL10] to overcome the limitations
mentioned above. In recent years it has been discovered that a large class of evolution equations and
specifically the Langevin and the overdamped Langevin equations have a natural variational structure
that arises as a large-deviation characterization of some stochastic process [ADPZ11, DPZ13, MPR14],
which can be employed for qualitative coarse-graining [DLPS17]. Using this connection to large-
deviations theory, we give structure to the relative entropy techniques used in [LL10]. This structure
allows us to extend their results to the case of multiple coarse-grained variables and to the Langevin
dynamics. We also present new error estimates in the second-order Wasserstein distance (henceforth
called Wasserstein-2), which is a standard tool in the theory of optimal transport [Vil03] and gradient
flows [AGS08].

1.1 The central question

We will consider two equations: the overdamped and the full Langevin equation. To start with we will
focus on the simpler overdamped Langevin equation

dX, =—-VV(X,)dt+ /27 1dW!, X, =X,. (1.1)

Here X, € RY is the state of the system at time t, V is a potential, § = 1/(kT,) is the inverse temperature,
Wtd is a d-dimensional Brownian motion and X, is the initial state of the system.



The aim is to study approximations of this system in the form of low-dimensional stochastic differential
equations (SDEs). This question is motivated by the field of molecular dynamics, where the study of
low-dimensional versions is extremely relevant to address the problems of numerical complexity arising
in large systems.

The key idea that allows for such an approximation is to consider not the full information present in X,
but only a reduced low-dimensional version t — &£(X,), characterized by a coarse-graining map

£:RIS R withk<d. (1.2)

The projection space could be replaced by a general smooth k-dimensional manifold as considered for
particular examples in [FKE10, Rei00]. However, for the sake of presentation and to avoid technical
difficulties, we work with R¥. Given a coarse-graining map &, the evolution of £(X,) follows from Itd’s
formula,

dE(X,) = (—DEVV + BTAE)X,) dt + /2B~ DEDET|(X,) dWE, (1.3)
where Wtk is the k-dimensional Brownian motion
D&
dwk= —=__
* VIDEDET]

Equation (1.3) is not closed since the right hand side depends on X,. This issue is addressed by working
with a different random variable Y, proposed by Gyongy [Gy686] which has the property that it has the
same time marginals as £(X,) i.e. law(&(X,)) = law(Y;) (see Proposition 2.8). The random variable Y

evolves according to
dy, =—b(t,7,)dt + v/ 2p1A(t, 7,) dWF, (1.4)

b(t,z) :=E[(DEVV — B AE)(X,) | E(X,) = =],
A(t,2) :=E[|DEDET|(X,) | £(X,) = 2]

We will refer to both ¥, and p, := law(Y,) as the coarse-grained dynamics. Note that the coefficients in
the evolution of Y are time dependent and require knowledge about the law of X,. This renders this
closed version (1.4) as computationally intensive as the original system (1.3).

X )dwe.

where

(1.5)

Legoll and Lelievre [LL10] suggest replacing (1.4) by the following SDE:

dY, = —b(Y,)dt + /2B 1A(Y,) AW, (1.6)

with coefficients

b(z) = B,[(DEVV — B AE)(X) | E(X) = 2],

1.7)
A(z) = B,[IDEDET|(X) | E(X) =]
Here IE,, is the expectation with respect to the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution u
du(q) = Z~" exp(—=BV(9))dg, (1.8)

which is the stationary measure for the overdamped Langevin dynamics (1.1). Following [LL10], we
will refer to both Y, and 7, :=law(Y,) as the effective dynamics. Note that the coefficients b,A in (1.7)
are time-independent as they only depend on the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution, and therefore can be
calculated offline. This makes the effective dynamics (1.6) easier to work with numerically.

Using the effective dynamics (1.6) instead of the coarse-grained dynamics (1.5) is justified only if
the coefficients of the effective dynamics (1.7) are good approximations for the coefficients of the



coarse-grained dynamics. This of course happens when there is an inherent scale-separation present in
the system, i.e. if £(X,) is indeed a slow variable, due to which on the typical time scale of slow variable,
X, samples like the stationary measure from the level set {£(X,) = z}.

Now we state the central question of this paper:

Can the difference between the solutions of the coarse-grained dynamics (1.4) and the effective dynamics (1.6)
be quantified, if so in what sense and under what conditions on the coarse-graining map &?

1.2 Overdamped Langevin dynamics

The solutions ¥ of the coarse-grained dynamics (1.4) and Y of the effective dynamics (1.6) can be
compared in a variety of ways: pathwise comparison, comparison of laws of paths and comparison of
time marginals. We will focus on the last of these and will estimate

sup (diStance(pAt’ T)t)) H (19)
te(0,T)

with p, = law(¥,) and 7, = law(Y,). The first choice of distance is the relative entropy'. The relative
entropy of a probability measure { with respect to another probability measure v is defined by

fflogfdv if{<<vandf=%,

H({|v) = (1.10)
+00 otherwise.
Now we state the central relative-entropy result.
Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.15, for any t € [0, T]
1 Ky p°
H(p.|n.) <H(poIno) + —(lﬁ + —)(H(polu) —H(p,|w)). (1.11)
4 Qa8

Here p, :=law(X,) is the law of the solution to the overdamped Langevin equation (1.1), pg,0g, o are
the initial data at t = 0, w is the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (1.8) and the constants Ay, Ky, Orp, Qg
encoding the assumptions on V and &, are made explicit in Theorem 2.15.

The second choice for the distance in (1.9) is the Wasserstein-2 distance. The Wasserstein-2 distance
between two probability measures v, { € & (X) on a metric space (X,d) is defined as

Wg(%g)3= inf {f d(xl,xz)zdl'[(xl,xz)}, (1.12)
XxX

er(v,g)

where T'(v, {) is the set of all couplings of v and {, i.e. measures IT on X x X such that for any Borel set
AcX

J dTI(xq,x5) = v(A) and J dTI(xq,x5) = C(A). (1.13)
AxX XxA

In the case of X = R¥ we use the euclidean distance d(x;,x,) = |x; — x,|. We now state our main result
on the Wasserstein-2 distance.

LStrictly speaking, the relative entropy is not a distance but it is widely used as a measurement of the difference between two
probability measures.



Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.23, for any t € [0, T]

4lsv+[31<

2
W3(p,m,) < eéwf(Wﬁ(ﬁo,noH( W)(H(polu)—H(pru)))- (1.14)

Arr01s
Here p, :=law(X,) is the law of the solution of the the overdamped Langevin equation (1.1), pg, P> Mo
are the initial data at t = 0, u is the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (1.8), and the constants Ay, Ky, Cw,
encoding the assumptions on V and & are made explicit in Theorem 2.23.

The constants xy, Kw, Ay, Aw, orp and a; g in the statements (1.11) and (1.14) of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2,
quantify different aspects of the compatibility of the coarse-graining map & and the dynamics. The
constants ap; and a;g; are constants occurring in functional inequalities (Talagrand and Log-Sobolev)
for the coarse grained equilibrium measure. For multi-scale systems, these constants are large when the
coarse-graining map resolves the scale separation (see Section 4). The constants ky; and ky measure
the cross-interaction of the slow and fast scales. The constants A;; and A, measure how well the slow
manifold is adapted to the model space R¥. A more detailed discussion of these constants will be
provided in the coming sections.

Comparison of the relative-entropy and Wasserstein estimate. Let us compare the relative-entropy
estimate (1.11) and the Wasserstein estimate (1.14). Assuming that both the coarse-grained and the
effective dynamics have the same initial data p, = 1, these estimates become

\ 1., KB
HpuIn) < Z( A5+ (H(polw) —H(p,Iw), (1.15)
Q11 ALt
(422, + BK3
W3(,m0) < eCW‘(M)(H(polu)—H(pflu)). (1.16)
QT Qs

As mentioned earlier, xy, Ay, Ky are positive constants. Under the assumption of scale-separation, the
constants a; apg; are large (see Section 4). Hence, the right hand side of the Wasserstein estimate (1.16)
becomes small, i.e. it is O(1/ap a.g;), whereas the right hand side of the relative entropy estimate
is O(1) since it still has the constant Ay. By definition (see (2.47) for exact definition) A, is small if
(A—DEDET) is small in L° on the level set. In particular, A;; = O corresponds to affine coarse-graining
maps &. Therefore in the presence of scale separation, the relative entropy estimate is sharp only for
close-to-affine coarse-graining maps, whereas the Wasserstein estimate is sharp even for the non-affine
ones.

Finally let us analyze the long-time behaviour of (1.15) and (1.16). By construction, the coarse-grained
and the effective dynamics should be the same in the limit of long time i.e. H($,|n,) — 0 as t — oo.
Using 0 < H(p,|u), the right-hand side of (1.15) can be controlled by a constant (independent of time)
while the right-hand side of (1.16) is exponentially increasing in time. Though both estimates are not
sharp, the relative entropy estimate has better long-time properties as compared to the Wasserstein
estimate. However the error in the long-time behaviour of these estimates can be corrected using the
knowledge that the original dynamics is ergodic with respect to the stationary measure as done in [LL10,
Corollary 3.1].

1.3 Langevin equation

So far we have focused on the overdamped Langevin equation. The second main equation considered in
this article is the Langevin equation
P
dQ, = —dt
m v (1.17)
dP, =—-VV(Q,)dt— =P, dt++/2yp~1dWZ,
m



with initial data (Q,_y, P,—,) = (Qq, P,). Here (Q,,P,) € R? x R? is the state of the system at time t,
more specifically Q, € R and P, € R? can physically be interpreted as the position and the momentum
of the system. The constant y > 0 is a friction parameter, V is the spatial potential as before, m is the
mass and 8 = 1/(kgT,) is the inverse temperature. In what follows, we choose m = 1 for simplicity.

Our interest as before is to study lower-dimensional approximations of the Langevin equation. To make
this precise we need to define a coarse-graining map akin to the overdamped Langevin case, this time
on the space of positions and momenta. In applications, the choice of the coarse-grained position is
often naturally prescribed by a spatial coarse-graining map & with R? 3 ¢ — £(q) € R¥. However, we
have a freedom in defining the coarse-grained momentum. Motivated by the evolution of Q, in (1.17),
a possible choice for the coarse-grained momentum is p — D&(q)p, where D¢ is the Jacobian of &. This
leads to the coarse-graining map = on the 2d-dimensional phase space

=:R¥ > R*,  E(q, =( s(@) ) 1.18
However, we are only able to show the main results under the additional assumption, that & is affine,
i.e. it is of the form

€(q) =Tq+, (1.19)

for some T € R* and T € R**? of full rank. Note that in that case the coarse-graining map = is simply
- _(Tq+ T)
(g, p) ( ™ )

Using (1.18) as a coarse-graining map when the spatial coarse-graining map & is non-affine leads to
issues of well-posedness in the corresponding effective dynamics (see Remark 3.1). There are other
possible choices for the coarse-grained momentum as discussed in [LRS10, Section 3.3.1.3], but these
do not resolve the well-posedness issues. Constructing the coarse-grained momentum, in the case of
non-affine spatial coarse-graining map is an open question, and is left for future research.

Having fixed 2 in (1.18), we can now apply the same scheme as used in the overdamped Langevin case
and define the coarse-grained dynamics as

dZ, =V,dt
K o X S (1.20)
AV, =—b(t,2,,V,)dt —yV,dt + v/ 2y 1A, Z,, V) dAWF,
with coefficients
b(t,z,v) := B[(DEVV)(Q,, P)|E(Q, P) = (2, )], (1.21)
A(t,z,v) := E[(DEDET)(Q,, P) |E(Q., P) = (2,)]. (1.22)

As before, the coarse-grained dynamics satisfies law(2(Q,, P,)) = law(Z,,V,). Similar to the earlier
discussion we define the effective dynamics as

dz, =V,dt
dV, = —b(Z,,V,)dt —yV, dt + /2y f1A(Z,, V,) AW,
with time-independent coefficients
b(z,v) :=E,[(DEVV)(Q,P)|E(Q,P) = (z,v)],
A(z,v) :=E,[(DEDET)(Q,P)|E(Q,P) = (z,V)].

Here IE, denotes the expectation with respect to the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution

(1.23)

2

du(q,p) = Z ' exp(—BH(q,p)),  with  H(q,p):= §—m +V(Q), (1.24)



which is the equilibrium probability density of the Langevin equation. In the case when & satisfies (1.19),
we find
Y(z,v) e R*: Az, v) =A(t,z,v)=TT'. (1.25)

As in the overdamped case, we prove estimates on the error between p, = law(Z,,V,) and 7, =
law(Z,,V,) in relative-entropy and Wasserstein-2 distance. We now state the main relative-entropy
result.

Theorem 1.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3.5, then for any t € [0, T']

R . K2t
H(p,|m,) < H(bglno) + o H(polu). (1.26)
TI

Here p, :=1aw(Q,, P,) is the law of the solution of the Langevin equation (1.17), po, Po> Mo are the initial
data at t = 0, u is the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (1.24) and k, ar; are constants made explicit in
Theorem 3.5.

Next we present the main Wasserstein estimate for the Langevin case.
Theorem 1.4. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3.6, for any t € [0, T ]

2K2t

TI

Wi(pIn,) < eE‘[Wﬁ(ﬁolno) + H(Po|M)i|- (1.27)
Here p, :=1aw(Qq, P,) is the law of the solution to the Langevin equation (1.17), py, P9, Mo are the initial
data at t =0, u is the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution (1.24) and «, ay, ¢ are constants made explicit in
Theorems 3.5 and 3.6.

1.4 Central ingredients of the proofs

As mentioned earlier, in this article we use two different notions of distance to compare the coarse-
grained dynamics p, = law(Y,) and the effective dynamics 1, = law(Y,): the relative entropy (1.10)
and the Wasserstein-2 distance (1.12). Now we briefly discuss the main ingredients that go into proving
these estimates.

1.4.1 Encoding scale-separation via functional inequalities

The choice of the coarse-graining map & is often naturally prescribed by scale-separation, i.e. the
presence of fast and slow scales typically characterised by an explicit small parameter in the system.
For instance, the potential could be of the form V¢(q) = %Vo(q) + V;1(q). In this case, Vj is the driving
potential for the fast and V; for the slow dynamics. A good coarse-graining map satisfies the condition
D&E(q)VVy(q) =0, i.e. integral curves of ¢ = V(q) stay in the level set of &.

Legoll and Lelievre [LL10] use the framework of functional inequalities to characterize the presence of
scale separation. These functional inequalities have the advantage that they do not require the presence
of an explicit small parameter; however, when such a parameter is indeed present it may be reflected
in the constants associated to these inequalities. Following Legoll and Lelievre, in this paper we will
also use these inequalities, specifically the Logarithmic-Sobolev (hereon called Log-Sobolev) and the
Talagrand inequality, to encode scale separation. For the definition of these inequalities see Section 2.2
and for the results regarding the class of scale separated potentials see Section 4.1.



1.4.2 Relative entropy results

Legoll and Lelievre [LL10] give first results which estimate the relative entropy H(p,|n,) for the case of
the overdamped Langevin equation. Their estimate is based on differentiating the relative entropy in
time and proving appropriate bounds on the resulting terms. Recently in [DLPS17] the authors introduce
a variational technique, which is based on a large-deviation rate functional and its relations to the relative
entropy and the Fisher information, for qualitative coarse-graining. Specifically, they study the (Vlasov-
type) Langevin dynamics in various asymptotic regimes where coarse-grained dynamics are derived by
passing to the limit a small parameter representing the scale-separation in the system. In this paper,
we show that this technique can also be used to quantitatively estimate the coarse-graining error for
both the overdamped and full Langevin dynamics and without the explicit presence of scale-separation.
The basic estimate is a stability property of solutions to the Fokker-Planck equation with respect to the
relative entropy. Essentially, this property states that the error between solutions of two Fokker-Planck
equations can be explicitly estimated in terms of a large-deviation rate functional. A similar result has
also been derived by Bogachev et. al. [BRS16], without the connection to large-deviations theory. To
illustrate this property, consider two families ({;);e[0,71, (V¢)re[o,r] Of probability measures which are
the solutions to two distinct Fokker-Planck equations. Then we find

H(Z,|v,) < H(Zolvo) +1(), (1.28)

where {, v, are the initial data at time t = 0 and I(+) is the empirical-measure large-deviation rate
functional arising in a large-deviation principle for the empirical measure defined from many i.i.d. copies
of the SDE associated to v (see Section 2.5.1 for details). The relative entropy result in Theorem 1.1
follows by making the choice { = and v = n in (1.28) and then analyzing the rate functional term
I(p) using its relations with the relative entropy and the Fisher information. Note that I($) does not
show up in the final estimate (1.11) in Theorem 1.1.

1.4.3 Wasserstein estimates

The central ingredient in estimating the Wasserstein-2 distance W,(5,,1,.) is the coupling method. Let
us consider the case of the overdamped Langevin equation for simplicity. The forward Kolmogorov
(Fokker-Planck) equation for lA/t (1.4)is

8,6, =div,(p, b)+ D2 : (Ap,),
and for Y, (1.6)
a.m, =div,(n, b) + ﬁ_lDZ2 1 (An,).
For any t > 0 and p,,n, € 2 (RF), we define a time-dependent coupling II, € 2 (R?")
8,11, = D? : (AIl,) + div,(bII,) (1.29)

where we write z = (z;,2,) and the coefficients are given by

A(t,z,,2,) =00 with o(t,z2,,2,) = ( "j%)) and b(t,z,2,) 1= (BISE’Z?)) (1.30)
2 2

The coupling method consists of differentiating f g 21— 2,|?dIl, in time and using a Gronwall-type
argument to obtain an estimate for the Wasserstein-2 distance Wy(5,, 7). The Gronwall argument also
explains the exponential pre-factor in (1.14). A similar approach also works for the Langevin case (see
Section 3.4). The particular coupling (1.30) has been used in the literature before and is called the
basic coupling [CL89]. The coupling method has commonly been used to prove contraction properties,
see e.g., [CL89, Ebel5, Duol5] and references therein.



1.5 Novelties

The novelty of the work lies in the following.

1. In comparison with existing literature: Legoll and Lelievre [LL10] prove error estimates in relative
entropy for the overdamped Langevin equation in the case of scalar-valued coarse-graining maps.
We generalise these estimates in two directions. First we prove error estimates in the case of
vector-valued coarse-graining maps, and secondly we prove error estimates starting from the
Langevin equation as a reference dynamics. More recently Legoll, Leliévre and Olla [LLO17] have
derived pathwise estimates on the coarse-graining error starting with the overdamped Langevin
dynamics and a coordinate projection as a coarse-graining error. In this work we only focus on
error estimates in time marginals.

2. Large deviations and error quantification: The use of the rate functional as a central ingredient in
proving quantitative estimates is new. It has a natural connection (1.28) with the relative entropy,
which allows us to derive error estimates for the Langevin equation, which is not amenable to
the usual set of techniques used for reversible systems. This furthers the claim that the large-
deviation behaviour of the underlying particle systems can successfully be used for qualitative
and quantitative coarse-graining analysis of the Fokker-Planck equations.

3. Error estimates in Wasserstein distance: Since the Wasserstein distance is a weaker distance notion
than the relative entropy, the estimates derived in this distance are also weaker. However it turns
out that these error bounds are sharper in the limit of infinite scale-separation for a larger class of
coarse-graining maps as compared to the relative entropy estimates.

1.6 Outline

In Section 2 we derive error estimates for the overdamped Langevin equation and in Section 3 for the
Langevin equation. In Section 4 we discuss the estimates in the presence of explicit scale-separation.
Finally in Section 5 we conclude with further discussions.

2 Overdamped Langevin dynamics

This section deals with the case of the overdamped Langevin dynamics. In Section 2.1 we present a few
preliminaries and discuss the two important equations we will be working with: the coarse-grained
dynamics and the effective dynamics. In Section 2.5 and Section 2.6 we compare these two equations in
relative entropy and Wasserstein-2 distance respectively.

We now introduce the notion of solution to the Fokker-Planck equation, which we will be using in this
work.

Definition 2.1. Let [0,T] x R" > (t,x) — A(t,x) € ]R?;; be a non-negative symmetric matrix with
Borel measurable entries, called a diffusion matrix, and [0, T] x R" > (t, x) — b(t,x) € R" be a Borel
measurable vector field, called the drift coefficient. Moreover, assume that A, b are locally bounded in x,
that is for any compact set U ¢ R" and T > 0, there exists C = C(U, T) > 0 such that

sup  {JA(¢, x)|, [b(¢, x)|} < C. 2.1
(t,x)€[0,TIxU

Then a family of probability measures (p,),c[o,r] on R" is a solution to the Cauchy problem

0,p, =D*: (Ap,) +div(bp,) and Pt=0 = Po> (2.2)



provided that it has finite second moment for almost all t € (0, T) and

t
for any g € C2(R") : f gdpFJ gdpo+f f (A:D*¢—b-Dg)dp, dt. (2.3)
Rn Rn 0 Rn

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, this general definition will be implicitly used, if we speak of solutions
in the rest of this paper. The result [BKRS15, Theorem 6.7.3] implies that the solution set of the above
Cauchy problem is non-empty in the space of sub-probability measures. To ensure that the solution stays
in the class of probability measures, we have added the second moment bound to the solution concept.
We will check that the function x — %|x|2 acts as a Lyapunov function, which implies by [BKRS15,
Corollary 6.6.1, Theorem 7.1.1] the second moment condition and the conservation of probability mass.
Let us point out that in general, the above assumptions on the coefficients are not sufficient to conclude
uniqueness of solutions to the Cauchy problem 2.2.

2.1 Setup of the system

The overdamped Langevin equation in R? with potential V : RY — R at inverse temperature 3 > 0 is
the stochastic differential equation, already mentioned as (1.1),

{dX[ =—VV(X,)dt + /2B 1dW/,

2.4
tho = Xo.

The corresponding forward Kolmogorov equation for the law p, = law(X,) is the solution (in the sense
of Definition 2.1) to

o,p =div(pVV)+ B tAp,
(o =div(pVV)+ B Ap 2.5)
Pt=0 = Po-
Throughout this section we assume that the potential V satisfies the following conditions.
Assumption 2.2. The potential V satisfies
(V1) (Regularity) V € C3(R%;R) with e #V € L1(R?).
(V2) (Growth conditions) There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all g € R
V@l<c(+gP), IVV(QI<c+lgh), [D*V(g)l<C. (2.6)

Here D? is the Hessian on RY. Condition (V1) ensures that (2.5) admits a normalizable stationary
solution u € 2 (R?)

u(dq) :=Z;  exp(—pV(q)) dg with Z, =J

R

exp(—V(q)) dq. 2.7)

Moreover, we need certain regularity and growth assumptions on the coarse-graining map & : R¢ — R¥
which identifies the relevant variables z := £(q) € R* from the entire class of variables g € RY. We will
fix the notation q € R? for the spatial coordinate and z € R* for the coarse-grained spatial coordinate.
We make the following assumption.

Assumption 2.3. The coarse-graining map & satisfies

(C1) (Regularity) & € C3(RY;R¥) with D& having full rank k.
(C2) (Jacobian bounded away from zero) There exists a constant C > 0 such that DEDET > C~'1d,.

10



(C3) (Growth conditions) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

IDE|l ooy < C, ID*E(Q] < ID’g(q)l < C,

C
1+1ql*’

where D&, D2E, D3& are the successive derivative tensors of &.

While conditions (C1) and (C2) are standard [LL10, Proposition 3.1], the growth conditions (C3) on
D2 and D3¢ are required to ensure the well-posedness of the effective dynamics (see Theorem 2.11).
These assumptions can be weakened, for instance, it is sufficient to have certain superlinear decay for
D?¢& at infinity. However to keep the presentation simple we will not focus on these technical details.
The crucial implication of Assumption 2.3 is that & is affine at infinity, i.e. there exists a fixed T € Rk*?
and a constant C; such that for all g € R4

Ce
1+|q|

IDE(Q)—T| < (2.8)

See Lemma A.1 in the appendix for a proof of this implication.

We can now take a closer look at the closed push-forward equation and the corresponding approximate
equation introduced in Section 1.1. We make a few preliminary remarks to fix ideas and notations and
then present the exact coarse-grained and the approximate effective equation.

For any z € RX we denote by %, the z-level set of £, i.e.
%, :={qgeR: E(q) =z}. (2.9

On any such level set %, there exists a canonical intrinsic metric dy, defined for y,, y, € %, by

1
dy, (1, ¥2) = inf{f [7(s)lds 1y € C1([0,11, Z,), 7(0) = yy,v(1) = yz}- (2.10)
0

The regularity assumptions (C1)-(C3) imply that there exists a constant C > 1 such that for any z € R¥
and any yy,y, € %,

1
E|}’1_J’2| <ds,(¥1,¥2) < Cly1 —yal- (2.11)

We use DE e R4, G := DEDET € R and Jac & := +/det G to denote the Jacobian, metric tensor and
Jacobian determinant of & respectively. By condition (C2), Jac& is uniformly bounded away from zero.

Using the co-area formula and the disintegration theorem, any v € 2 (R?) that is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R¢, i.e. v(dq) = v(q) £9(dq) for some density again denoted
by » for convenience, can be decomposed into its marginal measure £,v =: ¥ € #(R¥) satisfying
W(dz) = ¥(z) £*(dz) with density

N #97*(dq)
Wz) = LZ v(q) TJack(Q) (2.12)

and for any z € R* the family of conditional measures v(-|%,) =: ¥, € P (%,) satisfying ,(dq) =
v,(q) #97%(dq) with density

v(q)
Jac&(q) ¥(z)’

Here 5#97% is the (d — k)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

v,(q) = (2.13)
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Differential operators on the coarse-grained space R* will be denoted with subscript z, i.e. V,, div,,
A,, D,. This is to separate them from differential operators on the full space R? which will have no
subscript. Further, we define the surface (tangential) gradient on %, by

Vy, :=(dy—DE' G 'DE)V. (2.14)
We will often use the chain rule, which for sufficiently smooth g : R — R gives
D(go&)=DE'V,go& and A(go&)=AE-(V,g)oE+D g0k :G. (2.15)

Here DZ2 is the Hessian on R and A : B := trA' B is the Frobenius inner product for matrices. For any
2 € LY(R%;R) and any random variable X on R? with law(X) = v(q)dq, the law of £(X) satisfies
law(£(X)) = ¢%(2) dz, where ¢ : R* — R is defined by

¥ gtk

(o) =
VD= R

(2.16)

This follows from the co-area formula which gives fRd YP(q)dq = ka ¢(2) dz. The following lemma
explicitly characterizes the R¥-derivative of v)°.

Lemma 2.4. For ¢ € WHH(RY) and 4° defined in (2.16) one has

d—k
vzwi(z)zf div(yyG'D&) " (2.17)
- Jac&

'z

Similarly, for B € L}(R?; R**K) and B® defined component-wise as in (2.16),

sym

d%d_k
JacE

div, B¢(2) = f div(BG'D&) (2.18)

2Z

The divergence of the matrices above is defined by

k
div, B¢ e R* with (div,B%); = Z(ij)’j for1<i<k;
j=1

and for A € Rk*4

d
divAeR* with (divA), = (Ay); for1<i<k.
j=1

The proof is an extension of [LL10, Lemma 2.2] to higher dimensions and we include it for convenience
in Appendix A. Another object of interest is the so called local mean force F : R? — Rk,
F:=G'DEVV —Bdiv(GIDE). (2.19)
This object is related to the Lebesgue density of the coarse-grained stationary measure (i = & 4u. By
applying Lemma 2.4 to log {i(z) we find
—B71v, logfi(z) = f Fdj,, (2.20)
p28

which clarifies the name local mean force. For further interpretation and properties see [LL10, Section
2.1].
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Finally, we introduce some notation for norms of vectors and matrices. We write |v| for the standard
Euclidean norm of a vector v in R? or R¥, and we write |[M| for the operator norm of a matrix in R4*¢,
RYK R4 or R¥*k, With these norms we have inequalities of the type

|Mv| < |M]||v]| for ve R and M € R**? (as an example).

In Theorem 2.15 below we also use a weighted Euclidean norm |v|§ = (v,Av), for A€ R** and v € R,
We write the corresponding norm of a matrix M € R**?, viewed as an operator from (R, |-|) to (R¥, |-|,),
as |M|;_,5. In Section 2.6 we will also use the Frobenius norm of a matrix M € R**k,

k
Mg = > My =trM"M.
ij=1

Note that the operator norm and the Frobenius norm are related by [M| < |M|; < vk|M|. The
corresponding operator norm for a three-tensor T € R****¥ viewed as a mapping from (R, |- |) to
(R, |- |5), is noted as | - ;.

2.2 Functional inequalities

As discussed in the introduction, an important ingredient for proving error estimates is the framework
of functional inequalities which we use to encode the assumption of scale-separation. Let us introduce
the Poincaré, Talagrand and Log-Sobolev inequality.

Definition 2.5 (Poincaré, Talagrand and Log-Sobolev inequality). A probability measure v € & (X),
where X € RY is a smooth submanifold, satisfies

(PI) the Poincaré inequality with constant ap if

2
Vf eH(v): varv(f):zj(f—ffdv) dvsiJIVflzdv. (2.21)
X X @1 Jx

(TI) the Talagrand inequality with constant a; if

Ve P(X): Wa(g,v) < ai H(Z|»), (2.22)

TI

where W, (-, -) is the Wasserstein-2 distance (1.12) and H(-|-) is the relative entropy (1.10).
(LSI) the Log-Sobolev inequality with constant a;g; if

Vie?(X): H(g|v) <

3 RE(Z|v). (2.23)
QArst

For any two probability measures v, { € & (X), the relative Fisher information of { with respect to

v is defined by
d{)
Vlog| —=
RE(Z|v) = L Og(dv

+o00, otherwise.

2
d{, if {< vand Vlog(j—g) e L%(X; ),
y

(2.24)

Here the notion of V depends on the manifold X and will be made explicit when it occurs. For X = R¢,
we have as usual V = (,,...,J;), whereas for X = 3., we use the surface gradient V = Vy, .

Remark 2.6. The Log-Sobolev inequality implies the Talagrand inequality and the Talagrand inequality
implies the Poincaré inequality, such that one has the following estimates on the constants: 0 < a;g <
ar < ap; (see [BGLO1, Corollary 3.1] and [OV0O0] for details).
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We will use these inequalities by assuming that the conditional stationary measure i, satisfies either the
Talagrand inequality or the Log-Sobolev inequality on ¥, uniformly in z € R¥. In the introduction we
described various bounds on H(p,|n,) and W,(5,,7,), and it will turn out that these bounds become
sharp when aq, a; g are large.

Remark 2.7. We will assume below that the initial measure p, has finite entropy H(p,|u) with respect to
the stationary measure u. This implies the dissipation inequality (see for instance [DLR13, Proposition
4.6] and [DLPS17, Theorem 2.3])

H(ptlu)+/5‘1f RF(p,|u)ds < H(polu)  forall t €[0,T]. (2.25)
0

2.3 Coarse-grained dynamics
The coarse-grained dynamics ¥, is the solution of the stochastic differential equation

» (2.26)

{dﬁ =—b(t, V) det + y/2B1A(L, V,) dWF,
Yi—o =Y,

with coefficients b and A defined in (2.28) and (2.29) below. It is related to the full overdamped
Langevin dynamics via the relation law(&(X,)) = law(¥,), which we show next.

Proposition 2.8 ([Gy686]). If p is a solution to (2.5), then £,p, =: p, € P (RF) evolves according to

8.6 =p'D%: (Ap) +div,(p b
i ﬂA > (Ap) +div,(p b), 2.27)
Pt=0 = Po>

with coefficients b : [0, T] x Rk —» RF, A: [0, T] x Rk — Rk*
b(t,z) =K, _[DEVV — B AL], (2.28)
Alt,2) = E; [G]. (2.29)

Here p, , is the conditional measure corresponding to p. Moreover, 0 has second moments that are bounded
uniformly in time.

Proof. According to Definition 2.1 the family (p,),e[o,r] solves for almost all t € (0,T) and every
f eCARrRY)

0 =J (fdp.—f dpo)—J J (B~'Af =Vf-VV)dp, dt. (2.30)
R4 0 JRd

The proof follows by substituting f = g o & for some g € CCZ(IR"), where we note that by Assumption 2.3
we have f € Ccz(Rd).

Since the original dynamics p, has bounded second moments, p shares the same property by the
estimate

J l2°.(dz) = f 1@ p(dg) < Z(IE(O)I2 + IIDEIIiof Iqlzpt(dq)) < +oo.
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Similarly, assuming that the initial measure p, has finite relative entropy H(p,|u), the same holds for
the push-forward p,, and we have a similar dissipation inequality as (2.25):

Corollary 2.9. If H(py|u) < oo, then

t
H(p,|0) +/5_lf RF,(p;l0)ds < H(polu) ~ forall t €[0,T], (2.31)
0

where RF, is the relative Fisher Information on R* with metric A,

1
RE,(5,160) := ka Ve Og( dp )(2) o

+ 00, otherwise.

A

dp
)e LY(RY; ),
do

dpy(z), if Py < frand V log(

Proof. The proof follows from a standard application of the tensorization principle of the relative entropy
and the Fisher information to the dissipation inequality (2.25). For the relative entropy it reads

H(p|u) = f H(p ¢ z|0,) dp +H(p D).
Rk

For the Fisher information, we use for convenience the following projection
P:R{S5R? with P=DETGIDE.

Then we have the orthogonal splitting of the gradient into its normal PV and tangential part (Id —P)V =
V35, . In particular for p < u we find

d 2
Rd du Rd

By definition of the marginal measure and using the disintegration theorem we arrive at

J st ae=
Rd Rd

The last observation needed is that since P is a projection, for any v,z € R it follows that

2
P

do. |2
L )dpp
!

d

dp;

PVlog
du

+ |Vy, log

PVlog dp
d

PD&TV log—‘ dp.;dp.(2).

PVlog— dp
du

2 . _ —
J |PDETV|"dp,, = f v-DEPDEVAp,, =v B, [Glv=v]},
z

'z z

where |- |, is defined on page 12. Here we have used DEPDET = DEDET = G. Hence (2.31) follows
from (2.25). O

2.4 Effective dynamics

Next, let us define the effective dynamics Y,

{dYt =—b(Y,)dt + /2B TA(Y,) dWF, 2.32)
Yt=0 = YO) ’
with the corresponding forward Kolmogorov equation for the law 0, = law(Y,),
om =di b)+p7ID?: (A
{ ¢ =div,(nb)+ 7D, : (An), (2.33)
Nt=0 = MNo-
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The coefficients b : RF — Rk, A: Rk — Rk are

b(z) :=E; [DEVV —BAE], (2.34)

Alz) :=E; [G],. (2.35)
Note that the expectations are taken with respect to the conditional stationary measure fi,. The effective
dynamics admits the measure (i := £, as a stationary solution [LL10, Lemma 2.4].

Remark 2.10 (Effective dynamics is a gradient flow). By using Lemma 2.4 and the explicit definition of
a, (2.13) it follows that

div,A= LZ [HGVZ (,1(12)) + g(lz) div(uDg )] djid;

dedk
= f L (DeViogu + AL —G(V, logp)) :
_ Jac§

'z

and therefore div,A=—fb— AV, log [i. Hence we can rewrite the effective dynamics (2.33) as
;n = B~ (div,(AV,n) +div,(n AV (~log 1))). (2.36)

With the free energy &(n) := f(n logn—n log 1) and by using §&(n) = ' log g for the variational
derivative, we can write

d,m =div,(nAV,(6&(")))=p! divz(nAVZ log ‘g) (2.37)

This formally indicates that the effective dynamics is a Wasserstein-2 gradient flow of & with respect to
the space dependent metric (z,,2,)4 := (2,,Az%,) on R¥. Using the form (2.37) of the effective equation,
it is easily seen that & is the stationary measure of the effective dynamics. Therefore the long-time limit
of the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics are the same as p, converges to .

Next we discuss the well-posedness of the effective dynamics (2.33). The existence of a solution for the
effective dynamics as a family of probability measures in the sense of Definition 2.1 is a subtle issue,
even though the effective dynamics is uniformly parabolic. Essentially, we need to rule out finite-time
explosion, which is closely related to the condition of £ being affine at infinity (recall Lemma A.1) which
is a consequence of the growth conditions (C1)-(C3). We show that under these growth conditions
the effective drift b is Lipschitz (see Lemma 2.12), and as a consequence the solution to the effective
dynamics does not explode in finite time.

Before doing so, let us point out that all the main results depend on the relative entropy of the initial
data with respect to the Gibbs measure. Hence, we will assume for the proof, that the initial datum
po = law(X,) has bounded relative entropy with respect to u

H(polu) < +o00. (2.38)
This implies p, < u and so we can define f;, := dp,/du.
Henceforth, to avoid certain technicalities we assume that

],

< oo. (2.39)
du dpo

Lo

This assumption can be made without any loss of generality. To see this, we introduce the truncation

= Zi min{max{fo, ﬁ}, M}, (2.40)

M
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where Z,, is a normalization constant to ensure that fOM u is a probability measure. By standard
comparison principle results for parabolic equations [PW12, Chapter 3], we then find that the solution
p™ with initial data p;)' := f,¥ u satisfies

1 M
——u<p”< —upu. 2.41
MZMM JoR ZMM (2.41)

In Section 2.7 we will show that the final estimates obtained are independent of the constant M and
hence we can let M — oo.

Theorem 2.11 (Well-posedness of effective dynamics). Assume the following:

1. The initial datum mg has bounded second moments, i.e. ka 2| dngy < +00.

2. The conditional stationary measure fi, satisfies the Poincaré inequality (2.21) uniformly in z € R
with constant ap; > 0, where the gradient in the Poincaré inequality is given by V', .

Then there exists a unique family of probability measures (1,)c[o,r] Which solves the effective dynam-
ics (2.33) in the sense of Definition 2.1. Furthermore, this family has bounded second moments, i.e.

Yte[0,T]: f lz|>dn, < +o0.
Rk

To prove Theorem 2.11 we need some control on the growth of the coefficients, which we summarize
below.

Lemma 2.12. Ifthe stationary conditional measures {{i, },cg« satisfy a Poincaré inequality (2.21) uniformly
in z € R with constant ap;, V and & satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3, then the effective vector drift b and
the effective diffusion matrix A are Lipschitz, and for some C > 0

be W (RNSRY)  with  sup|V,b(z)| < C (2.42)
z€Rk
and .
Ae W1’°°(]Rk; Rk"k) with C Id, <A(z) < CId,. (2.43)

The proof of Lemma 2.12 is provided in Appendix B. The growth conditions on D?£, D3¢ in (C3) are
critical in the proof. Since the diffusion matrix A in the effective dynamics is bounded, it is the Lipschitz
property of b implied by the growth conditions which ensures that the solution to the effective dynamics
does not explode in finite time.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. The existence of solutions to the effective dynamics (2.33) follows from [BKRS15,
Theorem 6.6.2]. Since b is Lipschitz, say with a constant L, (see Lemma 2.12), we find

d 2
— ﬁdnt :—J z-b(z)dm+J Id; : Adn,
dt Jpe 2 RE RE

= —J z - (b(z) —b(0))dn, +f Id, : Adn, — b(O)f zdn,
Rk Rk Rk
S(Lb+@) lz1*dn, +C.
Rk

Applying a Gronwall-type estimate to this inequality and using the bounded second moment for the
initial data implies bounded second moments for 7,. The conclusion follows by approximating the
function z — |z|?/2 in the test-function class c> (R¥). The uniqueness of the effective dynamics follows
from [BKRS15, Theorem 9.4.3] under the given assumptions. O
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Remark 2.13. We want to emphasize that a similar result does not hold in general for the coarse-grained
dynamics. The diffusion coefficient Ain (2.29) and vector field b in (2.28) depend on the conditional
measure p, , corresponding to the solution. In particular, proving regularity properties of the coarse-
grained coefficients will require strong assumptions on the initial data, which we wish to avoid at this
point. Due to this reason, we cannot prove the uniqueness of the solution to the coarse-grained equation.
However the existence of a solution to the coarse-grained equation is straightforward by the definition
of the push-forward & ,p, = p, of the full dynamics p,.

A technical difficulty arising from the above remark is that it is not straightforward to construct a coupling
between the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics, which is required for proving Wasserstein
estimates in the coming sections. To deal with this we will construct a coupling (see Lemma 2.25)
between the full dynamics and a suitably lifted effective dynamics, which we now describe.

A lifted version of the effective dynamics 7),, denoted by 6,, is defined such that 7, is its marginal under
&. We do not impose any constraint on the conditional part 6, , of this measure, i.e. for any functions
f:RF>Rand g:R!—> R

f f(&(x)) g(x)d,(x) :=f f(Z)dm(Z)J g(x)do,.(y) (2.44)
Rd Rk P

A reasonable choice for the conditional measure could be [i,, which would allow us to investigate the
relaxation of the full-dynamics p, on the submanifolds {%,},cg«. We leave this study for future works.
Here we just construct a family of measures 6, defined on R? with 7, as the push-forward under &. In
the following Lemma we construct an evolution for 6, which is suitable for our purpose. However it
should be noted that this is not the only possible choice.

Lemma 2.14. Let 0, be the solution of
8,0, = div(bo,) + 7D : (46,), (2.45)
Here the coefficients b : R — R?, A: RY — R¥*? gre given by
A:
b:

DE'G™! (A0 &) G'DE,
DETGHbo&+ BID%E L A).

If €464 = Mg and {n.},cg+ is a solution of (2.33), then &40, = n.. Moreover, if 6, has bounded second
moment, then the same holds for 6, for all t > 0.

Proof. The lifted dynamics (2.45) has a solution in the sense of Definition 2.1. To verify the push-forward
property, we use ¢ o & with ¢ : R? — R as a test function in (2.3) and calculate

%f ¢d(€#9t)=%f ¢°§d9t=f (B7'D*(¢0&):A—D(¢ 0&)-b)d6,
Rk Rd Rd

- 124 o &) - AineT)_ o EY. (DED — B1D2E - A
—fRd(/& (D2 0 &) : (DEADET) — (V. 0 £) - (DED — Ds.A))det.

=Aog =bo&

Hence, &, 0, solves (2.33) in the sense of Definition 2.1 and by the uniqueness of solution to the effective
dynamics (see Theorem 2.11), we obtain £ 46, = 7,. The second moment bound follows by using, after
a standard approximation argument, %lxl2 as test function, which gives

d1 5 1 -
o x|©df, = trA+x-b)do,.
3| weae= o )do,
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By Assumption 2.3, we conclude that trA < C. Additionally with (2.42) we conclude that |b(x)| <
C(1 + |x]), which implies

—= x|*df, <C 1+|x|7)d6,,
ML&J do, fw( [xI?)de,

and the conclusion follows by using the Gronwall Lemma. O

2.5 Relative entropy estimate

In this section we state and prove the first main result Theorem 1.1, on the error estimates between p
and 7 in relative entropy.

Theorem 2.15. Suppose V and & satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3, respectively and the initial datum p,
satisfies (2.39). Let

IF(y1) = F(¥2)lac
Ky :=Sup sup - 2 ), (2.46)
ZERK ¥1,Y2€Z, dzz (y1,¥2)

where Ais the effective mobility (2.35), de is the intrinsic metric (2.10), and F is the local mean force (2.19).
The norm | - |4 is defined on page 12. Moreover, assume that

(H1) The conditional stationary measure [i, satisfies the Talagrand inequality (2.22) and the Log-Sobolev
inequality (2.23) uniformly in z with constants ap; > 0 and a;g > O respectively.
(H2) There exists Ay > 0 such that

Mg 1= || |AY2(A— DEDETYDEDET) 2 || oy < 00 (2.47)

Then for any t € [0, T]
K2 B>

)(H(polu) —H(pr|w)). (2.48)
Ty Apst

H(b¢In¢) < H(Polno) + %(lé +
Remark 2.16. The constant ky is bounded from above by sup,cgil[|Vy, Fli—a@)llie(x,) and is finite
since |V, Fl;_a) < |[VF|j_a) < 00 by Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 on V and &. It is a measure of the
interaction strength between the dynamics along the coarse-grained variables and the dynamics on the
level sets 3,. The constant ay; quantifies the scale-separation between the dynamics on the level sets
3., and across the level sets. Note that by Remark 2.6 we have ap; > a;¢ and hence the statement on
the Talagrand inequality is satisfied with ar; = a;g. However, in certain cases the scaling of aq; and
a5 in some other parameter can be different. The constant A is a measure of how close DEDE T is to
being constant on the level set.

Remark 2.17 (Comparison of Theorem 2.15 with the results of Legoll and Leliévre [LL10]). The constants
Ky, Ay defined in Theorem 2.15 are the multidimensional generalisations of the corresponding constants
K10y @nd App10) defined in [LL10, Theorem 3.1]. Let us assume 0 < m*Id, < DEDET < M?1d, as
in [LL10, Assumption H1]. Then

o <M 95 = M,
= el (4=PEDE |, = T2

Thus the prefactor in our relative entropy estimate (2.48) can be estimated to give the exact multidi-
mensional form of the prefactor in [LL10, Equation (31)]:

2 @2 2.2 2 2.2 2
a2y Kbl M5n  MugP M—Z(AZ & M Ko ) (2.49)
H 2 - 2 “7[LL10] 2 - 2 [LL10] 2 : ‘
Arst m st m Ay
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The proof of Theorem 2.15 consists of two steps:

1. Prove an abstract estimate which connects the relative entropy of two (general) Fokker-Planck
type evolutions with a large-deviation rate functional (see Section 2.5.1).

2. Apply this estimate to the choice of coarse-grained and effective dynamics and estimate the
large-deviation rate functional appropriately (see Section 2.5.2).

2.5.1 Estimate of the relative entropy by a large deviation functional

In this section we present a general theorem which estimates the relative entropy between two probability
measures that solve two different Fokker-Planck equations in terms of a large-deviation rate functional.
This theorem relies on studying the evolution of the relative entropy of these two solution in time. The
precise result is due to Bogachev et. al. [BRS16], who prove these results in general conditions without
making the connection to large deviations. In subsequent sections, we will apply this theorem to the
effective and the coarse-grained dynamics in both the overdamped Langevin and the Langevin case.

Consider the following stochastic differential equation

dz, =—b(t,Z,)dt + /2B71A(t, Z,) AW/, (2.50)

where b : [0,T] x Rk — RF and A : [0, T] x R* — R¥** is a symmetric positive-definite matrix. We
will mention the precise assumptions on the coefficients in Theorem 2.18 below. Let {Z'}}_, denote
independent and identically distributed copies of Z. It is well known that the empirical measure

1 n
v,(t) :=— O i 2.51
(0= 208 (2.51)
converges as n — ©0 almost surely to the unique solution of the forward Kolmogorov equation for
v, :=law(Z,) (see for instance [Oel84])
o,v=%L*, <y =div(bv)+ pID?: Av. (2.52)

Furthermore, it has been shown that the sequence (v,,) satisfies a large-deviation principle [DG87], which
characterizes the probability of finding the empirical measure far from the limit v, written informally as

Prob(v, ~ {) ~ exp(—n1({)),

in terms of a rate functional I: C([0, T ]; 2 (R¥)) — R. Assuming that the initial data Z/(0) are chosen
to be deterministic, and such that the initial empirical measure v,(0) converges narrowly to some v,;
then I has the form, (see [DG87, FK06]),

B (" 2z de if 8,0, — £, = —div(¢Ar,) with {|,_o = v,
(€= 4 Jo Ju T for some h € L*(0, T; L3({,)); (2.53)

+00, otherwise.

Here |r|§ := (r,Ar) is the A-weighted R inner-product and Li(é’ ¢) is the closure of {Vf : f € C® (RF)}
in the norm ||F II%Z(V )= fIF |§d§ ¢ The rate functional satisfies two critical properties:
A\ Ve

I>0 and I({)=0iff £, solves (2.52).

Now we state the abstract large-deviation result, which without making the connection to large deviations
is already contained in [BRS16].
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Theorem 2.18. Let v, be the law of Z, (2.50), i.e. a solution to
3, v=%*v,=div(bv)+ B 'D*: A,

and let { € C([0, T]; 2 (RY)) satisfy 8,5, — £*¢, = —div({,Ah,) for some h € L*(0, T; L({,)). Suppose
that

(B1) b is locally bounded and A is locally Lipschitz in z and locally strictly positive.
(B2) (1+|z1)72IA;l, (1 +12D)7HbI, (1 + |27 Rl € L'([0, T] x R, »).

Then, for any t € [0, T], it holds that

H(Z:1v) < H(Eolvo) +1(Z), (2.54)

where I is the rate functional (2.53).

Proof. We show here the formal computation to demonstrate the main idea of the proof. This computation
requires sufficient regularity of the solution v which is not guaranteed by the hypotheses (B1)-(B2).
To make it rigorous, some regularization arguments are required. We refer the reader to [BRS16,
Theorem 1] for a detailed proof. Note also that in [DLPS17, Theorem 2.3], the authors prove a similar
result but for the relative entropy between an arbitrary measure and the stationary solution of the
Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation using a variational method.

Note that under the conditions on b and A, the rate functional exists [DG87, DPZ13]. We first note that
the equation for v, { can be rewritten in divergence-form as

3, v, = div(b v,) + B div(v, divA+AV»,)
3,¢, = div(b )+ B div({, divA+AV,) — div({ Ah,)

Differentiating H({,|v,) with respect to time gives

o, H(Z,|v,) =0, ka Ctlog(i—i) = JR]( atctlog(i—i) + ka v[at(i—i) =:T+II.

Using integration by parts we obtain

I= —f Vlog(é) [b¢, +BTIAVE, + B divAL, —AR ]
Rk

Ve

= —f vm(%) [b+B*AVI0g(¢,) + B divA—Ah, |,
Rk t

Similarly for term II we have

11=J atgt—éatvt=o+f V(é)-[b+ﬂ_1AV10g(vt)+/5_1divA:|vt
RK ¢ R

t v[
= J Vlog(ﬁ) [b+ B AV Iog(v,) + B divAa] ¢,
Rk

Ve
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Combining the terms we end up with

4

etz v = | wiog( 5[ AV log(o)— b avlog(c) ],

= JW vlog(%) : [—ﬂ—lAVIOg(%) +Ah] Ce
=—/5‘1RFA(C[|vt)+ka [VIog(i—Z)-Aht]Ct
< =BT REAC ) + VREAC V) /IR, o,

where RF,(:|-) is the Fisher information weighted with the matrix 4, i.e.

(%)

Integrating in time and using Young’s inequality gives

2
¢,
A

RF,(L|v) = J

Rk

H([v)+(1— T)ﬁ_lf RF,4(Cv) ds <H(Lo|vo) + % (9] (2.55)
0

forevery v € (0, 1]. The claimed result then follows since the Fisher information term is non-negative. [

Remark 2.19. As indicated by the formal proof, the actual result (2.55) is stronger than (2.54) which is
missing the Fisher information term. However in what comes next we do not use the Fisher information
term and therefore have dropped it in the final result (2.54), by choosing T =1 in (2.55).

2.5.2 Estimating the rate-functional term

Corollary 2.20. Recall that p, is the coarse-grained dynamics (see Section 2.3) and 1, the effective dynamics
(Section 2.4). Assume that p, satisfies H(pg|u) < oo. Let I be the large-deviation rate functional (2.53)
(therefore corresponding to the effective dynamics (0, );efo,r7)- Then we have

H(p|n.) <H(polno) +1(p)  forall t €[0,T]. (2.56)

Proof. We define
h(z):=(b+ B div,A)— (b + B div,A) + T (A—A)V, log p,. (2.57)

This h satisfies
8,p—2;p =—div,(pAA,),

where ¢, is the generator corresponding to the effective dynamics 7,
%,f==b-V,f+p'A: D*f.

From the definition of the large deviation rate functional (2.53), we have

T
I(ﬁ)=ﬁf f IR f sy AP dt. (2.58)
4 0 Rk
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The statement of this lemma is an application of Theorem 2.18 to the choice {, =, and v, = n,. Thus
we just need to verify the two hypotheses in Theorem 2.18. By Lemma 2.12 that b is globally Lipschitz
and A is smooth and bounded, and therefore satisfy the assumption (B1). Additionally

T
J f [(1+1zD)72A;] + (1 +|2)) bl ]dp, dt <CT < oo,
0
which verifies the first two conditions in (B2). It remains to show that
" I
t A
dp,dt < oo, (2.59)
Jo ka 1+1z] ©°

where h, = —(i) + dinA) + (b +div,A) + (A—A)VZ log p,. We have

T T - A o
h bl +div, A) + |b| + |div, Al + |(A—A)V,log f
|| dp,dt < (15 +div, A) +|b| + | div, A| + [(A—A)V, ngfldﬁtdt_ (2.60)
e 1+ 2] 0 Jrx 1+ 2]

Similarly as above, we find

bl + |div, A
f f ||1J|r|“’| I HNVAL s g < e7 < 00, (2.61)

The term involving b can be estimated directly. By the regularity properties of £ and especially by the
assumption of affinity at infinity it follows that
|DEVV — BT AE|(x) < €1+ |x])

and therefore

f|b(z)|dp(z)<f f [pEVY — - 1A5|ptd”;d%’<

dd=
<cf J (1+|x|)pt 2 d%’k<cf (1+|x]dp, < oo,
since the second moment of p, is bounded according to Lemma 2.12.

For the estimate of divA we use the representation in Lemma 2.4 and the regularity assumptions on &
to conclude

. Ie) dedk
|diVZA(z)| < | =IDEViogp, + AE—GV,logp,|—— <C (1+ +|Vlog,u|)d[)tz.
2, pt Jac§ by ’

Vlog&
u

Integrating with respect to /6 and using |V1ogu| < C(1 + |x]|) leads to a bound in terms of the relative
Fisher information and the second moment, which after integrating in t are bounded.

For the remaining term in (2.60), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the bounds |A—A| < C,
%Idk <A,A<CId, and |Vlogf| < C(1+ |z|) to estimate (writing C for general constants that differ
from line to line)

A A Vv, lo v,
Jf 8Pl 45 dt <cf f' ng; dp, dt
1+I I (1 +1zD
1 2
J f (lV logp, — V, log i|* + l( Oﬁ;l )dp dt
T 2
f J V logpt -AV, log — )dptdt+J md}
o Jre (1+1]2))

< Cf [RE4(0,10) +1]dt.
0

I/\

I/\
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By Corollary 2.9, the final integral is finite. This completes the proof of this corollary. O

We now cast h, in (2.57) into a more usable form.

Lemma 2.21. The function h, (defined in (2.57)) can be rewritten as
h) =, | (4= DéDET)G‘lDEVIOg(%)] —A%) f F(dp,, —dfi,), (2.62)
28
where F is the local mean force (2.19).

Proof. By similar calculations as in Remark 2.10 we obtain
div,A=—fb—AV,logj,
div,A=—pb—AV,logp, +E; [DE(BVV + Viogp,)]. (2.63)

By substituting (2.63) into (2.57) and using the identity Vlogu = —BVV we find

A

h, = BlAV, log(%) ~B'E;_[DE(Vlogp, — Viogu)]. (2.64)

By using Lemma 2.4 to evaluate V,p, V, I, we can rewrite the first term in (2.64),

\ . _
/rlszlog(%) B A( ;p ‘—%‘) (2.65)
t
v d—k
—pia J div(c—ng)(dpm—daz)+/5—1Af 1D5( pf—@)d” .
%, ’ %, pt ‘U, Jac€

We can also rewrite the second term in the right hand side of (2.65) by using once more Vlogu =—8VV,

Vo, Vu\dz#d* _ B} _
j 1D€( - —T) = G 1DE(VIogptd,of’z—VIOg,t,cd‘uz)
5, Pe g J Jacg 5,

_ P _ _ _
= f G 1D£(Vlog ; dpe.—PVV(dp,,— duz))
2
By substituting these terms back into (2.64), we find

h, =Af (87 div(G™'DE)—G'DEVV) (dp,, —dii.)
2

z

+p7 | (40eDE) ~1a)pEVIog( 22 ).

ZZ

The result follows by using the definition of F (2.19). O

Using this reformulation of the rate functional we now estimate I(p).

Lemma 2.22. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.15,

A2
1(p) < 1( - )
aTIaLSI

Vlog dptdt
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Proof. Recall from (2.58) that to bound I($) we need to estimate |ht|/2H =|A"Y2h,|2. Let us do this for
each term in (2.62). For the first term we find

2
(2.66)

/s—lA—l/ZEﬁr,z[(A—DgDaT)(DEDﬁT)”DWl°g(%)]

<EJ
<5

where Ay is defined in (2.47). For any coupling IT € 2 (%, x %,) of i, and p, , we can write

dpt 25

)" 1/2D§V10g( . )

2 2

f AF(dp.,—df,)
z,

f ((AV2F)(y1) — (AY2F)(y,)) dT1(y1, y,)
2, X2

'z z

A1

< KIZ{J dzz(.)’DJ’z)de(J’l,yz),
2, XZ,

'z

where Ky is defined in (2.46). By taking the infimum over all admissible couplings II, we obtain the
Wasserstein-2 distance between p,, and fi, with respect to the intrinsic metric on X,. Under the
Assumption (H1) we find
Vs, log(p )
u

The final inequality follows from the definition of the conditional measure p, ,, {1, and by noting that
Vs, 0 = V5 (i = 0. Combining (2.66) and (2.67) and applying Young’s inequality we obtain for any
>0

2

dp,,. (2.67)

Kz
< K? W(ptzuu’z)< f
a1 ALst Jy,

f AF(dp,,—dp;)

A1

1/2
hf2, < ,52 y DEVIOg(M) dp..,
K2 1
+ i (1+—)J Vs, log( ) dp,,-
Q1 Arst T 5,
Substituting into I($) we find
)1/2D5v1og( ) dp,dt
(2.68)
K
+— f f Vs, log dp[dt
4aTIaLSI

We need to combine the two terms on the right hand side. Note that for any v € R¢
IDET(DEDETY ™ DEVI* = v DET(DEDET) ' DEDET (DEDET ) DEV
=v'DET(DEDET) ' DEY = [(DEDET) 2DV

Since in addition Vy = (Id —DET(DEDET)IDE)V, the two terms within the integrals in (2.68)

combine to |V1og(p,/u)|?, which is the Fisher information for the original overdamped Langevin
Kéﬂz

Qap aLSIAJZ-I ’

result follows. O

dynamics. By choosing T = the pre-factors to the two integrals become equal and the claimed

Proof of Theorem 2.15. Substituting the result of Lemma 2.22 into (2.56), for any t € [0, T]

Vlog dpt dt. (2.69)

1
H(p¢|n.) <H(Polno) + = ( )
aTI Qs
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Rewriting the overdamped Langevin equation as J,p, = %V . (ptv log %), it follows that

—H(pt|u)=J. (log(pf)'Fl)—V'(ptVlog&) dx =—= Vlog(&)
dt Rd u B u B ) u

Plugging this into (2.69), for any t > 0 we arrive at

2
dp,. (2.70)

K2 B>

Ty At

H(p,|n.) < H(polno) + %(lﬁ + )(H(polu) —H(prlw),

which is the claimed result. O

2.6 Wasserstein estimates

In this section we state and prove Theorem 1.2, which estimates in Wasserstein-2 distance the error
between the coarse-grained dynamics g, (2.27) and the effective dynamics 1, (2.33).

Theorem 2.23. Consider a coarse-graining map & satisfying Assumption 2.3, a potential V satisfying
Assumption 2.2 and initial datum p, with finite second moment and H(p,|u) < oo. Moreover, define

|(DEVV — B AE)(y1) — (DEVV — B AE)(y)|

Ky :=sup sup 2.71)
2€ERK ¥1,Y2 €%, dZZ(ylayZ)
DEDET —+/DEDET
Ay i=sup sup i\/ EDET(y1) VvDEDE (}’z)|F’ 2.72)

2€RK ¥1,Y2€%, dZZ(yl’yZ)

where || is the Frobenius norm for matrices (see page 12). Assume that the conditional stationary measure
., satisfies the Talagrand inequality (2.22) and Log-Sobolev inequality (2.23) uniformly in z with constants
ar > 0and a;g > 0. Then for any t € [0, T]

H(polu) —H(ptlu)))- (2.73)
TIOLSI

Wi(ﬁta nt) < eEWt(Wi(ﬁOJ 7)0) +

with &y = (1 + max{4B7|| div, All%,, 2|V, bll oo })-

Remark 2.24. The constants Ay, ky are indeed finite. This follows since
Aw < )HVEZ J/DEDET

where the right hand side is bounded uniformly in z € R* by assumptions (C1)-(C3) on &, assump-
tion (V2), and since V5 = (Id—DET(DEDET)'DE)V. Note, that the constants xyy and Ay, have a
similar interpretation as the constants A;; and xy; in Theorem 2.15 (see Remark 2.16). They respectively
measure the interaction of the dynamics on and across the level sets, and the local variations of the
effective diffusion on the level sets.

and  xy < ||| Vs, (DEVY = 57 AL | o

[-F [|Loo (Rd)

In the remainder of this section we prove Theorem 2.23. The central ingredient in the proof of this
theorem is a time-dependent coupling I1, € 2 (R?) of the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics
(defined in the sense of Definition 2.1):

8,11 = div,(bIT) + B~1D? : ATl
{ t IVZ( ) ﬁ P > (2.74)

Ht=0 = HO>
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with coefficients b : [0, T] x R* — R?* and A : [0, T] x R* — R?**?k defined by

b(t,2,,2,) := (bIEE’ZS)) (2.75)
A(t,z,2,) =00 with o(t,2,2,) = ( v A—Igéj;)) (2.76)

Here I, is the optimal coupling of the initial data and Dzz, div, are differential operators on R3¢,

Let us point out that the SDE corresponding to IT is a coupling of the SDEs corresponding to the $ and
7 by the same realization of a Brownian motion in R¥. Therefore any calculations with IT can also be
carried out in the SDE setting.

The existence theorem quoted after Definition 2.1 ensures that (2.74) has a solution. However proving
that the solution IT is indeed a coupling is a more subtle issue, since the coarse-grained equation does not
have a unique solution (see Remark 2.13). To get around this lack of uniqueness, we introduce a coupling
of the original dynamics and the lifted effective dynamics introduced in Lemma 2.14. The push-forward
of this new coupling will solve the equation (2.74) with marginals given by the coarse-grained dynamics
p. and effective dynamics 7,. In this way, we construct a solution to (2.74) which has the correct
marginals. The next lemma makes these ideas precise.

Lemma 2.25 (Existence of the coupling). Let II; be the optimal Wasserstein-2 coupling of the initial
data p, and n,. Then there exists a family of probability measures (I1;) e[ r] Which solves (2.74). Further
I1, is a coupling of p., n, and has bounded second moments for any t € [0, T].

Proof. We first define a coupling on R?¢ denoted by [T which solves

2.77)
o = I,

{atﬁ = D,(bf1) + p~'D? : (Afl),
where I, is a probability measure with bounded second moment on R?? with (£ ®¢& )., =II,. The
variable x € R*® and D,, D? are differential operators on R*!. Here the coefficients b : R*! — R*? and
A: xR?*! - R?4*2d gre defined by
B(xz)

B(xy, x,) 1= (W("l))

A(xy,x,):=66"T with  &(xy,x,) = (\/II;(dTZ))

The existence of a solution in the sense of Definition 2.1 follows from [BKRS15, Theorem 6.7.3]. Next,
we define I, := (& ® £),I1,. To verify that II, solves (2.74), we use g o (§ ® £) as a test function in
the weak formulation of (2.77) (cf. Definition 2.1), where g € C f(RZk). Repeating the calculations
as in the proofs of Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 2.14, it then follows that II, solves (2.74). Now, we
also note that the first marginal of I1, is the unique solution of the full dynamics (2.5) and the second
marginal is a solution to lifted effective dynamics of Lemma 2.14. This is easily checked by choosing
g(x1,x,) = h(x;) and g(x1, x,) = h(x,) for some h € C3(R?) as test function in the weak form of (2.77).
In particular, this implies that the first marginal of II, is £,p, = p, by construction and the second
marginal of I1, is 1, by Lemma 2.14, which is unique by Theorem 2.11. Hence, we have obtained the
desired coupling II,. It is left to show that IT, has bounded second moments, which follows directly by
estimating |z|* < 2|z;|* + 2|z,|* from the statements for the marginals §, in Proposition 2.8 and 7, in
Lemma 2.14. O

The proof of Theorem 2.23 relies on differentiating f |2, —2,|? I1,(dz,d2,), appropriately estimating
the resulting terms and then applying a Gronwall argument. This is the content of the next two lemmas.
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Lemma 2.26. The coupling II constructed in Lemma 2.25 satisfies

d -
- |21_22|Zdnr(21,22)scwf |21_22|2dnt(z1,22) (2.78)
dt R2k R2k
" 2 A 2
+ap7!| | VA )= Va0 ||, +l1bee =0

where &y = (1 +max{4p~"|[|div, VA|;_rll2,, 2lIV.blll o })-
Proof. Since I1, has bounded second moment by Lemma 2.25, we obtain
f |z, — 2,211, (21, 75) < zf (121 1% + 122])d11, 2y, 2) < 00,
R2k R2k

uniformly in t € [0, T]. This bound allows us to approximate R* 3 (z;,2,) — |2, —2,|* by smooth
functions, and therefore using the form (2.3) (with coefficients from (2.74)) along with standard
regularisation arguments we can calculate

d d, —1Id,

E |24 _Zz|2 dIl,(z,,2,) = 2/3_1 A: (_ 1d, Idk) dIl,(z;,2,) (2.79)
R2k R2k

—2JRZk(z1 —2,) [ b(t,2) — b(z,)]d11, 2y, 2,).

The first term in the right hand side of (2.79) can be estimated via the triangle inequality
267" fRzkA: (—EI; _ig’;)dﬂt(zl,zz) =2p7" fRZk VA(t,21) — v/A(z,)
<ap™t | [V~ VA, + VA - Vi)
ViAo [, +467 ||, . f oy~ dTL (s 2. (280)

The last inequality follows from Lemma 2.12, which states that |V,A|,_, < +00 and A > 0 uniformly
on Rk, Therefore, +/A is Lipschitz with a constant bounded from above by |||V, vA|;_r|lco- A similar
calculation can be used to estimate the second term in the right hand side of (2.79),

2
Fdnt(zl:ZQ)

]dl’[t(zl,zz)

2
F

<4p7t

2
b

—ZJ (21 —22)" (i?(t,zl) - b(zz)) dI1,(21,2,)
R2k

Szf |z1_z2||Ab(tyzl)_b(z1)|dnt(21:22)+2J |21 — 25| |b(21) — b(22)dI1,(21,25)
R2k

R2K

2
L +(1+2“|vzb|”oo)f |21 —25[* dI1, (21, 2). (2.81)
At R2k

< ||B(t,-)— b(.)

The final inequality follows since b is Lipschitz with a constant bounded by |||V,b|||, Where we
recall that Vb is indeed bounded by Lemma 2.12. Substituting (2.80) and (2.81) back into (2.79) we
conclude the proof. O

We now estimate the normalized terms in (2.78).

28



Lemma 2.27. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.23

|

Ae,) A(Y)

< —f H(p, . la,)dp.(2), (2.82)

15C6,) = b()

2 _ _ A
B S—W f H(p, . lIf,) dp, (). (2.83)
Pt OLTI Rk

Proof. For symmetric strictly positive definite matrices M, N the function
2 2
(M,N) > |VM = VN[2 = o (VI = VW )’],

is jointly convex in (M, N). This follows by expanding the square and noting that tr[ v M vN T] is concave
by Lieb’s concavity theorem [Bha97, Section IX.6.]. Since A, A are strictly positive-definite, we can apply
a two-component Jensen’s inequality by using an admissible coupling © of g, , and {,,

2

: : :
Ve~ VaG)|, = ( f DstT(yl)pt,z(yl)dyl) —U DaDgT(yz)az(yz)dyz)
%, %,

< f of (VDEDET ()~ VDEDE (1)) 40, 3) < 24, f dy, (1, 52)* d0(y1, 72),
T XX,

2 XD,

where Ay is defined in (2.72). Here dZz is the intrinsic distance on the level set 3, defined in (2.10).
Since by assumption fi, satisfies the Talagrand inequality with constant a;, we find

|

This proves (2.82). The proof of (2.83) follows similarly. O

2

2 2 27 = _ A ZAW - _ A
, SA | Wi(Pra i) dp () < — | H(pzlf)dp.(2).
Lo Rk ary Jge

A(t,)— A

Proof of Theorem 2.23. The prove of Theorem 2.23 follows from a Gronwall-type estimate applied
to (2.78) in combination with the error estimates (2.82) and (2.83)

d - "

—[e‘cwtf |2, —zzlzdl'lt(zl,zz)] < e_cwt[4/5_1

dt R2k

A straightforward applications of the estimates in Lemma 2.27 gives
4B~ 112 + K

[e 43

A(t,)— A() .

2 ~
I LOSRCT

W2(Pe, M) < W W2(Ho, Mo) + 2( )f f H(ps . |i1,) dps(z) e ds. (2.84)

Using the Log-Sobolev assumption, the final term in (2.84) can be estimated as

t t
; 1
J f H(Pe o 1,) (=)0 ds < f f f zlog(p =)
0 JRK 2C‘LSI Uy
f J ps
zaLSI

where we have used Vy, = (Id—Dg& T(DEDETYIDE)V and the disintegration theorem to arrive at the

final inequality. By using
d 1
L= [ foa(2)f
dt Pell B . 8 u

we obtain the claimed result (2.73). O

dps,z)dﬁs(z)ef“—” ds

v log dps ds,

dpy,
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2.7 Estimates for general initial data

Recall from Section 2.1 that our estimates throughout this section holds under the assumption (2.39),

i.e. when the original dynamics solves
o.pM = p 1 ApM +div(pMVV),
oY = B ApM + div(p9V) 285
Pi—o =Py =fo W

where fOM = ﬁ max{min{f,M},1/M} and Z,, is the normalization constant which ensures that the
initial data is a probability measure. In what follows we show that we can let M — o0 in our estimates.

The relative entropy estimate (2.48) and the Wasserstein-2 estimate (2.73) give

X R 1 K.2 [52
H(pMn,) HPBY Ine) + = | A4 + —— |(H(p) |u) —H(pM|w)), (2.86)
4 Ty Apst
R . R 4/5_112 + K2
W2(pM,n,) < e“(Wi(p?f’, o) + (W)(H(pé‘”lu) - H(pﬁ”lu))). (2.87)
TI YLSI

These estimates depend on the parameter M through the terms H(p/|u), H(pM|u), H(pM|n,) and
Wg(ﬁﬁ”, n.). Since

po = flu— fou=po ae.,
by the dominated convergence theorem it follows that H(p(])” |u) = H(pylu) as M — oo. Since we
assume that H(p,|n,) < oo, we have py = &40, < 1, and by the regularity assumptions (C1)-(C3)
we obtain Y = £,pM < 1. Hence, H(BY|) — H(Poli2) and W,(51,10) = W (8o, mo).

Using the convergence of p{)” to py we also have a convergence of the weak formulation of (2.85) to the
weak formulation of the original overdamped Langevin dynamics (2.5). Note that there exists a unique
solution to the original overdamped Langevin dynamics (2.5) under the assumptions (V1) and (V2) on
the potential V (see [BKRS15, Theorem 9.4.3]). By the tightness of the sequence (pf” Yy € 2 (RY)
(which follows from Theorem 2.11), the sequence pi"’ converges weakly as M — oo for any t € [0, T]
to the unique solution p, of the original system (2.5). Since the relative entropy is lower-semicontinuous
with respect to the weak topology, we get

lim sup(H(p! [1) —H(pM|u)) < H(polu) —H(p, |1).
—00
The convergence pﬁ” — p, implies that p“?” — p;, and therefore by using the lower-semicontinuity of

relative entropy and Wasserstein-2 distance with respect to the weak topology we arrive at the estimates
for the original overdamped Langevin dynamics (2.5),

2n2
i )(H(polu)—H(pflu)), (2.88)
Q1 Arsy

4[3_113\, + st

) . 1
H(p¢In.) < H(polno) + Z()\i +

W2(Bp,m,) < e“(Wﬁ(ﬁo, o) + ( )(H(polu) - H(ptlu)))- (2.89)

QT Arst

3 Langevin dynamics

Having covered the case of the overdamped Langevin equation, we now shift our attention to the
(underdamped) Langevin equation. As discussed in Section 1.3, in this case the choice of the coarse-
graining map is a more delicate issue, which we address in Section 3.2. We also introduce the coarse-
grained and effective dynamics corresponding to the Langevin case in the same section. In Section 3.4 we
derive error estimates both in relative entropy and Wasserstein-2 distance. The estimates in Section 3.4
are restricted to affine spatial coarse-graining maps, and we discuss this restriction in Remark 3.1.
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3.1 Setup of the system

Recall the Langevin equation, where for simplicity we put m = 1 from now on,

dQ,=P,dt 3B.1)
dP, =—VV(Q,)dt—yP,dt + /2y 1dW/, '
with initial datum (Q,—g, P,—g) = (Qq, Py). The corresponding forward-Kolmogorov equation is
{afp = —div(pJq VH) + v div,(pp) + 7B A,p 3.2)
Pt=0 = Po>

where p, = law(Q,, P,), the initial datum p, = law(Qo,P,). The spatial domain here is R?>? with
coordinates (g, p) € R x R?, and subscripts as in V, and A, indicate that the differential operators act
on the corresponding variables. We have used a slightly shorter way of writing this equation by introducing
the Hamiltonian H(q, p) = V(q) + p?/2 and the canonical 2d- symplectic matrix J,; = 710dd I((i)d ) The
potential V is assumed to satisfy (V1) and (V2) of Assumption 2.2 as in the overdamped Langevin case.
For the computations made in this section, it is sufficient to interpret (3.2) in the sense of Definition 2.1.
Condition (V1) ensures that (3.2) admits a normalizable stationary solution u € W(Rm),

2
u(dgdp) :=z7" exp(—ﬁ [% + V(q)D dqdp. (3.3)

We assume that the initial datum p, = law(Q,, P,) has bounded relative entropy with respect to u i.e.
H(polu) < +o00, 3.4)

and as a consequence we can define f, :=dp,/du.

Instead of working with p which solves (3.2), from here on we will again work with an approximation
oM% which has better properties:

{BtpM’“ = (glany pMa 4 a[divq(pM’“VV) + quM""] (3.5)

PM iy =g = £

Here a > 0, fOM = Z&l min{max{f,1/M}, M}, Z,, is the normalization constant which ensures that the
initial data is a probability measures and (£'%")* is the generator corresponding to (3.1), i.e. the right
hand side of (3.2). Note that by contrast to the overdamped case we not only truncate the initial datum
but also regularize the equation. In particular, adding the term A, oM:* makes (3.5) a non-degenerate
diffusion equation. The term div, (pM*VV) ensures that u is still the stationary solution of (3.5). This
approximation is introduced as before to enable various calculations in the proofs. Let us emphasize,
that although equation (3.5) can be interpreted as a Fokker-Planck equation as in the previous section,
the results cannot be simply translated. However, the overall scheme and strategy is similar.

In Section 3.6 we show that the estimates we derive for the approximation (3.5) also apply to the original
system (3.2). Using the dominated convergence theorem and (3.4),

H(pg *|u) < +00.

Since (3.5) is a non-degenerate parabolic equation, by using standard results [PW12, Chapter 3], for all
t €[0, T] we find

1 M
——u < pMe < —y. 3.6
MZM“ P ZM“ (3.6)

To simplify notation, here onwards we will drop the superscripts M, a in p™:*.
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3.2 Coarse-graining map

In the overdamped Langevin case, the coarse-graining map & was used to identify the coarse-grained
variables. In the Langevin case we need to similarly define a coarse-graining map on the phase space. We
make the structural assumption that the phase-space structure of the coarse-graining map is preserved,
i.e. the coarse-graining map maps the Langevin equation to a dynamics onto a new phase space, again
consisting of a ‘position’ and a ‘momentum’ variable. Moreover, we assume for simplicity that the slow
manifold for the spatial and the momentum variables is R¥. Like for the overdamped Langevin equation
a generalization to k-dimensional manifolds seems to be possible at the expense of increased technical
complexity. Hence, we work with a mapping Z : R?¢ — R which identifies the relevant spatial and
momentum variables (g, p) — (2,v) := 2(q, p). Throughout this section we will use (g, p) € R*¢ for the
original coordinates and (z,v) € R?* for the coarse-grained coordinates.

Typically, the choice of the spatial coarse-grained variable is prescribed by a mapping & : R? g — z € R,
as in the case of the overdamped Langevin dynamics, i.e. it is possible from modeling assumptions or
physical intuition to identify the spatial reaction coordinates of the problem.

Motivated by (3.1) we define the coarse-grained momentum by

%5(Qt) = Dg(Qt)Qt = Dg(Qt)pt;

and therefore the full coarse-graining map = : R?! — R?* is

cun=(8,)= ()

At the moment, this choice of the coarse-graining map = is restricted to affine £. In view of Remark 3.1
below it is unclear if such a choice for Z works with non-affine &, as, in this case the well-posedness of
the resulting effective dynamics is not apparent (see Remarks 3.1 for details). So unless explicitly stated
otherwise, we assume that

£ : RY — R is affine with D& having full row rank k. (3.8)

In particular (3.8) implies that £(q) = Tq + 7 for some T € RX and T € R**? of full rank. While there
are other possible choices for the coarse-graining maps on the phase space (see [LRS10, LRS12] for
detailed discussions), we restrict ourselves to (3.7) in this section. Now we make a few preliminary
remarks to fix notations.

For any (z,v) € R*, Y, , denotes the (z,v)-level set of Z, i.e.

., :=={(qg,p) €R* : E(q,p) = (z,V)}. (3.9)
Similar to (2.10), on a level set %, , We can define a canonical metric dev' The Jacobian determinant

Jac= = /DEDET is bounded from below by a constant C~! due to condition (3.8). Any v e 9(R2d)
which is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, i.e. d v(q, p) = v(q, p)d £ (q,p)
for some density again denoted by v for convenience, can be decomposed into its marginal measure
2,7 =: ¥ € P (R?*) satisfying d "(z,v) = ¥(z,v)d£*(z,v) with density

djipzd—Zk
Wz,v) = Y — (3.10)
Jac=E
b3

',V

and the family of conditional measures v(:|%,,) =: ¥, , € 2(X%, ,) having a 2d — 2k-dimensional density
d7,,(q,p) = ¥.,(q, p)d#*'~*(q, p) given by

v(q,
V(g p) = —H(qu) . (3.11)
JacZE ¥(z,v)

32



Here #2172k is the (2d — 2k)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. For a time dependent measure v,, we
will use v, ,, to indicate the corresponding conditional measure on the level set %, ,, at time t.

Differential operators on the coarse-grained space R? will be equipped with subscripts z, v i.e. Vivs
div, ,, A, ,, D, ,. This is to separate them from differential operators on the full space R?? which will
have no subscript. For any sufficiently smooth g : R* — R,

_~_[DETV,goE 2, o~ _ [DEDET :D2go=
v(go‘—‘)_(DgTvngE);D(go‘—‘)_ DngTD?gOE . (312)

Although D& € R¥*¢ is the constant matrix T € R¥*¢, since & is affine, we keep the notation DE. Here
DZZ, Df is the Hessian on R¥ with respect to z, v respectively.

The following remark summarizes the main issue with the choice (3.7) for Z, when & is non-affine.

Remark 3.1 (Non-affine £). Let us consider the Langevin equation (3.1) with y = 8 = 1 for simplicity and
a general £ which has sufficient regularity and satisfies C; Id, < DEDET < C, 1d, for some C;,C, > 0,
and E as in (3.7). We now apply the standard procedure used throughout this article to derive the
effective dynamics: we first evaluate Z(Q,, P,) using It&’s formula, and then use the closure procedure
in [Gy686] which gives coarse-grained random variables (Z,, V,) and finally approximate these variables
by the following effective ones

dZ, =V.dt
. ) (3.13)
dV, = —b(Z,, V,)dt — V,dt + v/2A(Z,, V,) AWE.
Here the coefficients b : R%* — R%* and A : R%* — R2k*2k gre
b(z,v):=E; [DEVV—p'D*¢p] and  A(z,v):=I, [DEDET], (3.14)

where (p'D%Ep), = Eijzlpl-pjc’z’ijgl. Note that the term p' D2Ep in b vanishes when € is affine, and
in this case equals b which is the drift for the affine case (3.17). By assumptions on &, the diffusion
matrix A is elliptic and bounded, C; Id; <A(z,v) < C,1d,. Therefore to show that (3.13) has in general
a solution that remains finite almost surely in finite time, a sufficient condition is that the drift b satisfies
a one-sided Lipschitz condition. Let us take a closer look at b on the level set %, y. Since DEDET
is bounded away from zero by assumption, |p| > C|v|. If we assume that & is not affine and that
D2E > C/(1+|q|), then there exists ¢ such that

f p'D*E(q)pdfi,, > c|v[*.
Zz,v

That is, the second term in b grows super-quadratically. Therefore, b can not be Lipschitz and it is
possible that (3.13) admits solutions that explode in finite time. In this case, we cannot hope for control
on any moments of (3.13), and so it is not clear if such a system will allow us to prove error estimates
in either relative entropy or Wasserstein-2 distance.

3.3 Coarse-grained and Effective dynamics

Now we discuss the coarse-grained and effective dynamics corresponding to p which is the solution
to (3.5). The random variables (Q,, P,) corresponding to p, = law(Q,, P,) satisfy

dQ, =P, dt—avV(Q)dt + vV2adW/,
dP, =—VV(Q,)—yP,dt + +/2yp-1dW/.
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Following the same scheme as in the overdamped case, we derive the coarse-grained dynamics,

o =—div,, (o () )+ (6 (®2)) 402, (9 0 )
= —d1iv. 1V, : N 5
tP zv| P2k v zv| P v z,v 0 Yﬂ_lA P (3.15)

Pi=0 = Po,
where the coefficients are b : [0, T]x R* — Rk and A: [0, T] x R%* — R¥*k are defined by
7 — A — T
b(t,2,v):=E; [DEVV] and  A(t,z,v):=E; [DEDET].

Here J, is the canonical 2k-dimensional symplectic matrix and g, , ,, is the conditional measure for p. So-
lutions to equation (3.15) are understood in the sense of Definition 2.1. As for the overdamped Langevin
equation, we can identify p, = law(E(Qt, Pt)) (this follows similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.8).

Following the same principle used to construct the effective dynamics in the overdamped Langevin case,
the effective dynamics in this case is

o b(z,v) ) ab(z,v) s [ dA(z,V) 0
atn - dlvz,v (T)Jzk ( v )) + dlvz,v (T) ( rv )) + Dz,v . ( 0 YﬂilA(z, V)) mn,

Ne=0 = No>
(3.16)
with coefficients b : R2¢ — Rk, A : R2k — Rk*k

b(z,v) :=E; [DEVV]  and A::Eﬂu[pgpgT], (3.17)

where {i, , is the conditional stationary measure.

Remark 3.2. Note that in comparison with the overdamped dynamics in Section 2.3, terms that involve
second derivatives of & in b(t, 2, v) and b(z, v) vanish since & is affine and the effective and coarse-grained
diffusion matrices A = A are constant.

As before, the coarse-grained dynamics and the effective dynamics are the same in the long-time limit,
i.e. Poo = Moo, Which follows since p, converges to u as time goes to infinity.

Next we discuss the well-posedness and properties of the effective dynamics (3.16). As in the overdamped
Langevin case, we need the uniqueness of solution to the effective equation for the Wasserstein estimate.

Theorem 3.3. Consider a coarse-graining map & which satisfies (3.8). Assume:
1. The initial datum for the effective dynamics has bounded second moment.

2. The conditional stationary measure fi, , satisfies a Poincaré inequality (2.21) uniformly in (z,v) € Rk
with constant ap; > 0, i.e.

2
_ _ _ 1 _
V(Z,V) S RZk, Vf € Hl(.u'z,v) : f (f _J f d:“‘z,v) dlLl'Z,V < _J |v2”f|2dnu‘z,v‘
., T o)y,

Then the coefficients of the effective dynamics satisfy

1. A=TT', where £(¢) =Tq + .
2. b e WP (R*;RF) and Db € L™ (R%),

Furthermore, there exists a unique family of measures (1,),e[0,r] Which solves the effective dynamics (2.33)
in the sense of Definition 2.1. This family has bounded second moments, i.e.

Vte[O,T]:J (j)
-
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Proof. The properties of the coefficients follow exactly as in the proof of Lemma 2.12 (replace V by H
in this case). The existence and uniqueness for the solution to the effective dynamics follows from the
properties of the coefficients and using [BKRS15, Theorem 6.6.2], [BKRS15, Theorem 9.4.3] respectively.
Applying a Gronwall-type estimate to the following calculation implies that 1), has bounded second
moments for any t € [0, T],

(f’, tzf ) () =ab-z— y[j_lA:Idk+aA:Idk]
-
< Cla, B,7) fw (j)

d 1 2

dt |, 2

R2k

2
Ne-

O

While the effective dynamics has a unique solution, it is not straightforward to prove the uniqueness of the
coarse-grained dynamics (see Remark 2.13 for the overdamped case). Therefore as in the overdamped
case, we will introduce a lifted effective dynamics which will be required to prove Wasserstein estimates.
As in the overdamped setting, the lifted version 6, is constructed such that it has 7), as the marginal under
=. The following lemma outlines the construction of this lifted dynamics and some useful properties.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0, be the solution of

. b . ab aA 0
3,0, = —dlv(QtJZd (p)) + le(Qt (YP)) +D?: ( 0 Yﬂ_lA) 0,, (3.18)

in the sense of Definition 2.1. Here the coefficients b : RY - R?, A: R — R%*? are given by

b:=DETGlhok,
A:=DETG ' (A0&E)G'DE.

IfE46y =1y and {n,}er+ is a solution of (3.16), then 246, = n,. Moreover, if 6, has bounded second
moment, then the same holds for 0, for all t > 0.

The proof follows along the lines of Lemma 2.14. Note that the definition of b in this case is simplified
as compared to overdamped case (see Lemma 2.14) since D% = 0 by (3.8).

3.4 Relative entropy estimate

Let us state the main relative entropy result.

Theorem 3.5. Consider a coarse-graining map & that satisfies (3.8), a potential V satisfying (V1)-(V2),
and define

e w sp  DETVE)-TV@))
(2,v)€R?* (q1,p1),(q2,P2)EX; dzzyv((ql’pl)i (q27 pZ)) ’

(3.19)

where dy,  is the intrinsic metric on %, ,. Assume that the conditional stationary measure i, , satisfies a
Talagrand inequality (2.22) uniformly in (z,v) € R?* with constant a;. Then for any t € [0, T],

2
H(p.In.) < H(Bolno) + %(a +1718) Hpol). (3.20)
TI
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Since £ is affine and by the growth assumptions V from Assumption 2.2, the constant x is bounded
from above by |||VZZ(D§VV){ ||L°°(R’<) < +o00.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3.5 is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.15 and consists of: (1) applying
Theorem 2.18 to 5,7, and (2) estimating the rate functional term. Making the choice { = and v=1
in (2.54) we have

H(p,|n:) < H(bolno) +1(p). (3.21)

Using (2.53), the rate functional can be written as

T
Ay 1 712 A
I(P) - ZL J;RZI( |ht|A(Z’v)dPt dt;

where A : R — R**?f and h, € L2(n,) satisfy

aA(z,v) 0

Az,v) =( 0 )/ﬂ_lA(z,v)) and flt(z,v) =A_1(b(t,z,v)—?J(z,v)). (3.22)

This form of h, follows from the definition of the large-deviation rate functional (2.53) and by noting
that & is affine, which implies A=A = DEDET with DEDET € R** (a constant matrix), and therefore

0.p—*p =div[p(b—b)]+D?: (A—A)p = —div(pAA (b — b)).
Here £* is the generator for the effective dynamics.

We now estimate I($). Using (3.22) we find,

2

R, = = (a+77'B)|bz,v)— b(t,z,)|]

Alzv)

a(b(z,v)— f)(t,z, v))
—(b(z,v)— b(t,2,v))

Al(z,v)
2

=(a+77'B) f DE(VV(qy) —VV(q,))dII((qs,p1), (g2, P2))
Xy X8,
<(a+y7'B) J IDE(VV(qy) — VV(g))I* dT1((q1, P1), (g2, P2))

2,V 2,V

< Kz(a + Y_lﬁ) J ds, ,((q1,P1), (42, P2))* dT1((q1, P1): (42, P2))s

z:z,v Xzz,v

where IT is a coupling of p, , , and {i, ,, and « is defined in (3.19). Since i, , satisfies the Talagrand
inequality with a constant a;, we bound the rate functional to arrive at

o K2 _ ! - .
1(p)< - (a+y 1fﬁ)f f W2(B sl )dP ¢ (z,v)dE
0 lRZk

2

T 2 T
K _ _ _ R K _
< —/(a+y 1/o')J f H(p, ;|0 ,)dp,(z,v)dt < —(a+y 1li)f f H(p,|u)dt.
20y o Jr 2ay 0 Jra
(3.23)

The last inequality follows from the tensorisation property of relative entropy. Since the entropy of the
original (modified) Langevin dynamics (3.5) decreases in time, i.e. H(p,|u) < H(polu), the final result
follows by substituting this bound in (3.21). O

36



3.5 Wasserstein estimate

We now state the main Wasserstein estimate for the Langevin case.

Theorem 3.6. Consider a coarse-graining map & which satisfies (3.8). Assume that the conditional
stationary measure i, ,, satisfies the Talagrand inequality (2.22) uniformly in (z,v) € R?* with constant
ar. Then for any t € [0,T],

. . . K2t
W2(p,m) < e“(W§(po,no) +2(a+1)——H(polw) ). (3.24)
TI

where ¢ = 1+ max{(1—2y),a} + max{(3 + a),(3a + D}|[|V,,, bllle and « is defined in (3.19).

The proof of Theorem 3.6 is similar to the proof of the overdamped Langevin counterpart (Theorem 2.23).
The central ingredient, as in the overdamped case, is a coupling ©, € 2 (R*) of the coarse-grained and
the effective dynamics

. b , ab ) aA 0
0,0 =—div, | Ju O | +vdiv,,| © +D2 .0 1
’ A ’ YV v 0 yBp A (3.25)

O = Oy,

where (z,v) = (24,2, V1,V) € R%* x R?* and b : [0,T] x R* — R? A : [0,T] x R* — R%>2k are
defined by

b(t
b(t,21,V1,2,,V5) 1= ( ZE(’Z?;/S))’ (3.26)

A(t,2,,V1,20,V,) := 00 | with o(t,2,,2,) 1= ( ”j%)) . (3.27)
25 V2

Here O, is the optimal coupling of the initial data and DZZV, div,, are differential operators on R*.
The next result shows that the solution to (3.25) is a coupling of p, and 7),. Since the proof strategy
follows on the lines of the overdamped counterpart (see Lemma 2.25) we only outline the proof here.

Lemma 3.7 (Existence of coupling). Let ©, be the optimal Wasserstein-2 coupling of the initial data p,
and 7. Then there exists a family of probability measures (©,)e[o,r] Which solves (3.25). Further ©, is a
coupling of p,, n, and has bounded second moments for t € [0, T ].

Proof. To prove this result we will first construct a coupling on R*! denoted by ®, which couples the
original dynamics (3.5) and the lifted effective dynamics (3.18), and solves

3,6 = —divy,| 6J b +divy ,| © @b +D? :6 ah 0
= 1v, 1v, :

t RN U P 0 ypTA
6,0 = 6,

with ©, a probability measure with bounded second moment on R*! and (2 ® 2),8, = ©,. Here
the variables q, p are elements of R?¢ and the divy, and Di p are differential operators on R*. The

coefficients b : R2¢ — R?? and A : R — R2?*2 are given by

f)(ql: q27p1>p2) = (VT)‘ECEZ; ))

% Id
A(q1,92,P1,P2) = 56T with &:= ( d )
VA(q2)
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We define ©, := (2 ® £),6,. By using appropriate test functions, it follows that ©, solves (3.25). Note
that the first marginal of ©, is the full dynamics (3.5) and the second marginal is the lifted effective
dynamics (3.18). This is easily checked by repeating the arguments in the proof of Lemma 2.25. In
particular, this implies that the first marginal of ©, is E4p, = p, and the second marginal is the effective
dynamics 7,. O

Now we prove a lemma required for the Wasserstein estimate.

Lemma 3.8. The coupling © solving (3.25) satisfies

()-(2)

where ¢ = 1+ max{(1—2y),a} +max{(3+a),(3a+ D}V, ,b|lc.

2

d de,,  (3.28)

i )-(2)
dt Jpu 12 vy

2
de, < (a+1)|b(t, ~,-)—b(-,-)||i§ +5f

R4

Proof. We have

9 21— 29 i)(t:zbvl)
i (zl) _ (ZZ) d@t =9 —(21 _22) . J4k b(221 VZ) d@t
dt rak | \V1 Vo Rk Vi—Vs V1
—\V1— Vs Vo

_ Vvi—Vy ) (M1 Z1—% . b(t,z1,v)

ZJR4k(Y(_(V1_v2)) (V2)+a(—(21—22)) ( b(z,v,) ))d@t

=2f ((Zl_ZZ)'(vl_V2)+[(VI_V2)+a(Zl_ZZ)]'(b(221v2)_B(tzzl:vl))_)/h/l_Vzlzd)et‘
R4

Here the diffusion term does not contribute since A=A is a constant matrix. By adding and subtracting
b(z1,v;) and using Young’s inequality we find

(-G eec= 11D -(2)

+(1+a)llb—bl?2, +2||vz,vb||oof (Ivy = val + alz; — 2,5 )(I21 — 25| + [vy —v,|)d O,
Pt R4k

()-(2)

+ “vz,vb”oof B+a)n _V2|2 +(Ba+1)lz _22|2 de,
R4

<[ )-(2)

where ¢ := 1+ max{(1—2y),a} +max{(3+a),(Ba+ 1)}V, ,blle- O

d 2

T B +(1_2Y)|V1_V2|2+alzl_22|21|d@t
R

2
<1 +max{(1—2y),a})J de, +(1+a)||b— bl
R4k Pt

2
de, + (1 + a)|lb—b|?

LZ >
bt

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Under the assumption that fi, , satisfies the Talagrand inequality, and repeating
the calculations as in Lemma 2.27 we find

2x2

b= B¢ < H(By x|, )dP (2, V). (3.29)

arr Jrek

We conclude the proof by substituting (3.29) into (3.28), applying a Gronwall argument and bounding
the remaining integrated relative entropy term as in the proof of Theorem 3.5. O

38



3.6 Passing to the limit in the regularization of the initial data

Recall from Section 3.1 that our estimates in this section are for the approximation

{a[pMsa = (glanypMa 4 a(divq(pM""VV) + quM’“), (3.30)

M| o =po " == f"u,

of the Langevin dynamics (3.2). Here a > 0, f/ := Zj\_/[1 max{min{f,, M},1/M}, Z,, is the normalization
constant which ensures that the initial datum is a probability measure and £'*" is the generator
corresponding to the Langevin equation (3.2),

LY =0y VH - Vf —yp-V,f + 7B Apf.

Let us recall the relative entropy estimate (3.20) and the Wasserstein estimate (3.24),

2

AM,a|, a A M, K7t — 5
H(p" 1) < H(By “Imo) + 5—(a+y~"B) Hipg"™ I, (3.31)
TI

. . . K2t
W2(pMe 02y < e“(Wﬁ(pSJ’“, M) +2(a+1)— H(pg"“|u) |- (3.32)
TI

Note that we have used the tensorization property of relative entropy to simplify (3.24) to arrive at the
Wasserstein estimate above. We pass to the limit in these estimates in two steps: first « — 0 and second
M — oo.

As M — oo, Zy, fOM — f, almost everywhere, and since 0 < Zy, fOM u < max{fy,1/M}u, it follows by
the dominated convergence theorem that Z,, f,u — p, in L', and consequently that Z,, — 1. Again
by the dominated convergence theorem we then find that H(péw’al,u) — H(pglu) as M — oo. As

H(po o) < 00, we have po = &, po < 1, and since £ is affine, p¥ = £,pM < 1,. Hence, we obtain

H(po 1) — H(Bol2) and W, (50"%, 10) = W3 (Bo, Mo)-

Using the convergence of pf)w ** to p, we also have the convergence of the weak formulation of (3.30) to
the weak formulation of the Langevin dynamics (3.2). Note that there exists a unique solution to the
original Langevin dynamics (3.2) under the assumptions (V1)-(V2) (see [Vil09, Theorem 7]). Passing
to the limit, first as @ — 0 and then M — oo we have that the sequence piw’a € #(R?*!) converges
weakly to p, where p, is the solution for the Langevin equation (3.2). Using the lower-semicontinuity
of relative entropy with respect to the weak topology and since ﬁﬁw’a — P, for the original Langevin
system we have the following estimates

2
H(p:In.) < H(polno) + —— (™) Hipolp,
" (3.33)

2t K2

W3, me) < e“(Wﬁ(ﬁo,no) + H(polu))-

TI

4 Estimates under a scale separation assumption

4.1 Scale-separated potentials

Let us first illustrate the dependence of the constant in the main results on the Fokker-Planck equation
in the case of a potential satisfying certain scale-separation assumptions. In the first assumption below,
we consider potentials consisting of a fast and a slow part, where the scale separation is encoded via
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a parameter ¢. For simplicity, we will assume that the fast part of the potential is convex on the level
set &, for all z € R, which is a sufficient condition to deduce functional inequalities (Log-Sobolev and
Talagrand) with good scaling behaviour in &.

Assumption 4.1 (Scale-separated potential). A potential V¢ satisfying Assumption 2.2 is called scale-
separated, if there exists a coarse graining map £ : RY — R* satisfying Assumption 2.3 such that

V(@ = %@+ V(@) and DE@VVi@)=0 Vg 4.

Moreover, V;(q) is uniformly strictly convex on the level sets =, = {§ =z}, i.e. there exists § > 0 such
that
Vze Rk Ygex, YuekerDE(q): u' D2V, (q(2))u > &lul>. (4.2)

Under the above assumption, the results of [OV00] imply a good scaling behaviour of the Talagrand and
Log-Sobolev constant

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption 4.1, the Talagrand and the Log-Sobolev constants satisfy for some constant
¢ > 0 the estimate

aTI 2 aLSI 2 ;

We now provide estimates on the additional constants k and A in the relative entropy and Wasserstein
estimate.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose V¢ satisfies the scale separation Assumption 4.1, then there is a constant C indepen-
dent of € such that Ky, Ay, Ky, Aw < C as defined in (2.46), (2.47), (2.71) and (2.72) respectively.

Proof. By the definition of the local mean force F in (2.19) and assumption (4.1) follows that F is
independent of V,;, and hence ¢. Then the estimate follows from ky; < sup,cg|Vy, F| (see Remark 2.16)
and the regularity assumptions on V; and & implied by Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3.

The bound on Ay follows by noting that DEDET > cId, and ||DE|| Leord) < C from Assumption 2.3 and
hence Ay < 2%. The arguments for the estimates of xy and Ay, follow along the same lines. O

Since all the constants inside of the main results Theorem 2.15 and 2.23 are bounded, we can conclude
the following result. Suppose V¢ satisfies the scale-separation Assumption 4.1, then there exists a
constant C independent of ¢ such that the coarse-grained (2.27) and the effective dynamics (2.33)
corresponding to the overdamped Langevin dynamics (2.5) satisfy

H(p,|n.) < H(Bolno) + C(1 + &) H(polw). (4.3)

and
W2(h,m:) < CW5(Po,mo) + Ce*H(po ). (4.4)

Hence, in the setting of generic scale separated potentials, only the Wasserstein estimate provides an
error estimate, which vanishes for ¢ — 0 provided the initial data of the effective dynamics matches the
pushforward of the initial data p°. To illustrate the results on the Kramers equation, we further have to
restrict the coarse-graining map to be affine.

40



4.2 Coarse-graining along coordinates

A combination of Assumption 4.1 with the additional assumption that & is affine, accounts to assuming
that the potential V? is scale separated along coordinates, i.e.

1
Vg(Q) = EVO(CI1:--->Qd—k)+V1(CI), (45)
with V, : R%* — R being uniformly convex.

Before proceeding with the main results on the Kramers equation, we note, that in this case Ay = Ay =0
and also the relative entropy estimate (4.3) takes the same form as (4.4), that is for some C > 0
independent of ¢ for the overdamped Langevin equation, it holds

H(p:Im.) < H(polno) + Ce*H(polw). (4.6)

Hence, in the case of coordinate projections, the relative entropy estimate has the same structure as the
Wasserstein estimate (4.4) for generic scale separated potentials.

The constant k defined in (3.19) only depends on the Hessian of V;, which is assumed to be bounded
by Assumption 2.2. Hence, there exists a C > 0 independent of ¢, such that the coarse-grained
dynamics (3.15) and effective dynamics (3.16) for the Kramers equation (3.2) satisfy

H(b(n.) <H(p.|n,) + CeT H(po|u). “4.7)

5 Discussion

A quantitative estimate for the coarse-graining error between the coarse-grained and effective dynamics
in the relative entropy sense for the overdamped Langevin was obtained before by Legoll and Leliévre
[LL10]. In this work, we generalise the results in [LL10] in four ways: (1) we consider both the
overdamped Langevin and the full Langevin dynamics, (2) we also measure the error in the Wasserstein
distance, (3) we extend the estimate to vectorial coarse-graining maps & and (4) we prove global
well-posedness for both the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics.

We now comment further on these and on open issues.

Large-deviation rate functional and quantification of coarse-graining error in the relative entropy sense.
The main challenge that both [LL10] and this work encounter is to quantify the distance between
two density profiles that are solutions of the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics. In [LL10] the
authors achieved this goal using the relationship between the relative entropy and the Fisher information
and functional inequalities. As we have shown in Theorem 2.18 and Lemma 2.22 (see also [DLPS17])
similar relations and functional inequalities can be obtained via the large-deviation rate functional. It is
the use of the large-deviation rate functional that allows us to generalise estimates in the overdamped
Langevin to the full Langevin dynamics since a large-deviation principle is available for both dynamics.
In fact, since a large-deviation principle holds true for many other stochastic processes [FK06], we
expect that our technique can be extended to more general scenarios. For instance preliminary results
along this line for Markov chains on discrete states spaces are contained in [Hil17].

The coupling method and quantification of coarse-graining error in the Wasserstein distance. In this work,
we also measure the error in the Wasserstein-2 distance, which is a weaker measure of the error than
the relative entropy one. However, the latter involves the large-deviation rate functional that requires
information at the microscopic levels and sometimes is non-trivial to obtain. On the other hand, any
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coupling between two probability measures will provide an upper bound for the Wasserstein distance
between them. Suppose that 4 and v solve

d,u=div(b;u)+D?:a;u and 8,v=div(b,v)+D?:a,.

Then any y that solves 8,y = div(by) + D? : ay, with

(b a0 o)
b =) n=(E5r i)

where ¢ is a matrix such that a(x, y) is non-negative definite, will be a coupling between u, and v,.
The basic coupling that is used in this work corresponds to c(x, y) = 4/ a;(x)a,(y). This coupling often
gives the optimal dissipation when applied to the Wasserstein-2 distance [CL89]. We expect that the
coupling method (with different choice of coupling) can be applied to obtain estimates in difference
distances such as the total variation and the Wasserstein-1 [CL89, Ebel5].

Vectorial coarse-graining maps. The third generalisation of this work is that the coarse-graining map &
can be vectorial. For instance, the overdamped Langevin dynamics in R? (d > 1) itself can be derived
as a vectorial coarse-grained model of the the full Langevin in R??, see the point below. Thus our work
is applicable to a larger class of problems.

Global well-posedness of the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics. In this work (also in [DLPS17]) we
consider a coarse-graining process is successful if the coarse-grained and the effective dynamics are
globally well-posed. This criteria imposes conditions on the data and the coarse-graining map. That is
why we have required certain additional growth conditions on the potential V, the coarse-graining map
& and assumed that & is affine in the Langevin case.

Non-affine and manifold-valued coarse-graining maps. In Section 3, we have to restrict ourselves to affine
coarse-graining maps £. The reason, as explained in Remark 3.1, is that the vector field driving the
effective dynamics obtained from a non-affine map £ seems to have quadratic growth at infinity. Hence,
we can not rule out explosion in finite time for the corresponding SDE and the well-posedness of the
Fokker-Planck equation can not be ensured. For this reason the coarse-graining map (£(q), DE(q)p)"
might need a revision and further investigation. In [LRS10, LRS12] the authors introduce a different
coarse-grained momentum; however this does not resolve the explosion issues. It would be interesting
to understand what is a good choice for the coarse-grained momentum when & is non-affine. Another
interesting possibility for generalisation is to consider manifold-valued coarse-graining maps, that
is £ : RY — _#*, where .#* is a smooth k-dimensional manifold. For this, this work is a first step
considering R¥ as tangent space on . *. The condition on & to be affine for |g| — oo can in the manifold
setting be understood as a compatibility condition between different charts. Such manifold-valued
coarse-graining maps appear in many practical applications. For instance in the case of the classical
3-atom model with a soft angle and stiff bonds [LL10, Section 4.2] the natural coarse-graining map is
the angle variable, i.e. £ : R3 — S!.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Frédéric Legoll and Tony Leliévre for insightful
discussions regarding the effective dynamics.

A Properties of the coarse-graining map

Lemma A.1 (£ is affine at infinity). Assume that & satisfies (C1)-(C3). There exists T € R4 qnd C:>0
such that for all ¢ € RY

Cy
1+]ql

IDE(q) —T| <
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Proof. For x,y € R? with |y| > |x|, we define y to be the curve consisting of the line segment
[x,|y|x/|x|] and the spherical arc connecting |y|x/|x| to y which we denote by <«(|y|x/|x|,¥). Us-

ing (C3), we obtain the bound
[¥1
d d
< cf o+ CJ =
W 1Fs Celyl/lxly) LH 8]

< C(larctanlxl —arctan |y|| + mly| )
1+1yl?

IDE(x)—DE(y)I <

f D*&(q)dy
Y

Interchanging the roles of x and y in the calculation above, for any x, y € R¢

IDE(x)—DE(y)| < C(larctan |x| —arctan |y]|| + (A1)

)
1+ max{|x], [y[} )’

where we have used min{a/(1+a?), b/(1+b?)} < (1++/2)/(1+max{a,b}) for any a, b > 0. Since DE is
bounded, for any sequence (y,) with |y,| — oo there exists a subsequence (y,, ) such that DE(y,, ) = T
where T may depend on the subsequence (y,, ). Applying (A.1) we conclude

IDE(x) —T| < [DE(x) — DE(y,, )| + [DE(Y, ) — Tl
Y
1+ max{[x], |y, [}

<C (I arctan |x| —arctan |y, ||+

)+ IDE(yy, ) — T
and thus in the limit k — oo

1 1
|IDE(x)—T| < C(E —arctanlxl) = Carctan(—) < Cmin{—, E}. (A.2)
2 |x| x|” 2

Hence, whenever for a sequence (x,) with |x,| — oo we have subsequence with DE(x,, ) — T*, then by
the first inequality in (A.2) it holds T = T*, which implies uniqueness of the limit. O

Proof of Lemma 2.4. By using (2.16) and the co-area formula, for g € W°°(R*; R) we have

doed=*
J. Y4 (2)V,8(z) dz = J dzf P(V,g)o & ] = f Y(@)(V,80&)(q) dg. (A.3)
RF Rk T, acg Rd

Since D& has rank k we can invert DEDE T, giving the projected gradient

V.g0&=(DEDET) I DED(go&).

Substituting into (A.3) we find

—f YER)V,g(z)dz=— | Y(q)V.g°&(q)dq

R4

= —f Y(q) (DEDET) H(Q) DE(q) D(g 2 €)(q) dg
Rd

= J g0&(q) div(q,b (D&DéT)’lDE)(q) dq
Rd

. . -1 dsdk
_J]ng(z)dzfzz div(y(pEDE") " D) Tt

This proves (2.17). Equation (2.18) follows by applying (2.17) columnwise. O
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B Regularity of effective coefficients

Proof of Lemma 2.12. We will first prove that |V, b;(z)| < C fori € {1,..., k}. For the ease of calculations
we write

d—k £
bi(z)=f fidfi, = — J 8 VB here fi=DE VY- plac,
5, a(z) )y, Jacg (=)

where we have used the explicit form of fi, in (2.13). By the chain rule follows

AN
b- =
VT AR

Using (2.20), the second term in the right hand side of (B.1) can be written as

— bi(2)V, log i(2). (B.1)

—b;(2)V, log i(z) = bi(z)f (BDETTVV —div(DE™)) dfa,, (B.2)
ZZ

where u(q) = Z 'exp(—V(q)) and DE" := DET(DEDET)™T is the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of
DE&. Applying Lemma 2.4 to the first term in the right hand side of (B.1) we obtain

V¢ (2) 1 f _ N
Y=¥ 2 div(D : B.3
e A )y, P M) e ®3)
= f [DETT(Vf,— Bf,VV)+ f;div(DET) | dfa,.
ZIZ
Substituting (B.2) and (B.3) into (B.1) we can write
V.bi(z) = f [DETTVS; + (b0 & — f;)(BDETVV —div(DE™)) ] dfi,. (B.4)
ZZ
Regarding the first term in (B.4),
Vf, = D%, VV —D*VVE, — B IvD3E, (B.5)

assumptions (C1)-(C3) on & and (V1)-(V2) on V ensure that |V f;|,|DET| < C. The pseudo-inverse X' of
a matrix X € R**¢ with rank k and depending on a scalar parameter x satisfies

0. X" =-Xx"3.xX"+(1d; —X"X)a, X "X X7, (B.6)
and therefore |div(DE™T)| < C by the assumptions on £. Using these observations in (B.4) it follows

that

V. bi(z)I <C+p f [bjo&—fIDETTVV df,
z

'z

+cf |b;o & — f.|di,. (B.7)
z,

We have assumed that the stationary conditional measure [i, satisfies a Poincaré inequality with con-
stant ap;, uniformly in z. Using the definition of b;, the final term on the right hand side of (B.7) can be
estimated as

1
j b o & — fild, < 4/Var (f;) < \J a_f Vs, fil?df, < C, (B.8)
z, Pl z,
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where Var,(g) := f(g - f g dp)2 dp is Fhe variance. The last estimate in (B.8) follows from |V, f;| <
|Vf;] < C. Using the notation v, := (DE'TVV), the middle term in (B.7) can be estimated as

J [bio&—filv da,
%,

J(fi_J fidﬂz)(vé_J vldﬂz)dﬂz
%, %, %,

< \/Varﬂz (fi) vary (v) < C,

where we have used (B.8) and a similar argument applied to v, noting that

d
Z(aipgjfeajv +ng€aijv)

j=1

[0;v¢| = <C.

d
PICICIIEND
j=1

We have now shown that |V,b(z)| < C, and hence there exists a constant C > 0 such that |b(z)| <
C(1 + |z]) i.e. b has sub-linear growth at infinity. As a result b € Wli’cm (RY). Since DE is bounded,
|A(2)| < C by definition and following the same calculations as used to show bounds on V,b it can be
shown that |V,A(z)| < C; combining these observations we have A € W1 (RF). Finally, since there
exists a constant C > 0 such that C~'1d, < DEDET < C1d,, A satisfies similar bounds as well. O
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