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The scaled-dot-product attention (SDPA) mechanism is a core component of modern deep

learning, but its mathematical form is often motivated by heuristics. This work provides a

�rst-principles justi�cation for SDPA.We �rst show that the attention forward pass is the exact

solution to a degenerate, one-sided Entropic Optimal Transport (EOT) problem, which seeks

a distribution that maximizes similarity while being maximally entropic. This optimization

perspective has a direct consequence for the backward pass. We prove that the standard

gradient computed via backpropagation is mathematically identical to an advantage-based

policy gradient, a variance-reduced update rule from reinforcement learning. Crucially, we

demonstrate that the EOT formulation of the forward pass induces a speci�c information

geometry on the space of attention distributions. It is this geometry, characterized by the

Fisher Information Matrix, that dictates the precise form of the learning gradient, revealing

the advantage-based update as a natural consequence of the optimization problem being

solved. This uni�ed view reveals SDPA as a principled mechanism where the forward pass

performs optimal inference and the backward pass implements a rational, manifold-aware

learning update.

1 INTRODUCTION

The scaled-dot-product attention mechanism is a core component of modern

deep learning, enabling models to capture complex dependencies in sequential

data. Its canonical description is intuitive: a query vector is compared against a

set of key vectors using dot products to measure similarity, and a so�max function

normalizes these scores into a probability distribution.

While empirically successful, this formulation is o�en justi�ed by heuristics.

The dot product is a natural similarity measure, and the so�max is seen as a

di�erentiable proxy for an argmax operation. A deeper understanding of why this

speci�c composition of operations is so e�ective, and whether it corresponds to

the solution of a more fundamental problem, has remained an open question.
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This paper provides a �rst principles justi�cation for the attentionmechanism.

We establish that SDPA is not merely a heuristic construction, but an algorithm

that solves a well de�ned variational problem in its forward pass and executes a

sophisticated, optimal learning update in its backward pass. Our contributions

are twofold:

1. The Forward Pass as Optimal Transport:We show that the attention forward

pass is the exact solution to a one-sided Entropic Optimal Transport problem.

This problem seeks a distribution that maximizes similarity to a query while

being maximally entropic.

2. The Backward Pass as Optimal Control:We prove that the standard gradient

computed via backpropagation is mathematically identical to an advantage-

based policy gradient, a variance-reduced update rule from reinforcement

learning.

Furthermore, we provide a direct link between these two results. The optimal

transport objective of the forward pass de�nes a speci�c information geometry.

We show this geometry dictates the learning rule, forcing the standard gradient

of the backward pass to be an advantage-based policy update. The forward pass

optimization therefore directly explains the backward pass learning dynamics.

2 RELATED WORK

This work connects deep learning, optimal transport (OT), and reinforcement

learning (RL). The link between the so�max function and maximum entropy

principles is a classic result from statistical mechanics and information theory [2].

The Gibbs distribution, which takes the so�max form, is the unique distribution

that maximizes entropy subject to an energy constraint. Our work recasts this

established principle in the modern language of Entropic Optimal Transport [3],

which has become a powerful tool in machine learning [4].

Several works have engineered attention mechanisms based on optimal trans-

port, o�en called Sinkhorn Attention [5, 6]. These methods typically impose

�xed marginal constraints on both the rows and columns of the attention matrix,

requiring iterative algorithms like Sinkhorn Knopp to �nd a doubly stochastic

transport plan. Our contribution is distinct. We do not propose a newmechanism.

Instead, we analyze the original scaled-dot-product attention and show it is the

exact, non-iterative solution to a one-sided EOT problem where only the source

marginal is constrained.
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The connection between learning algorithms and control theory is a rich �eld

of study [9]. The policy gradient theorem and its variance-reduced variants, such

as REINFORCE with a baseline, are fundamental to modern RL [10]. The math-

ematical identity we leverage, known as the log-derivative trick, is the basis for

these algorithms. Our contribution is to explicitly demonstrate that standard back-

propagation through the attentionmechanism computes exactly this sophisticated

update rule, providing a clear RL interpretation for its learning dynamics.

3 THE FORWARD PASS AS AN ENTROPIC OPTIMAL TRANSPORT PROBLEM

We begin by demonstrating that the computation of attention weights is equiv-

alent to solving a constrained optimization problem. For clarity, our analysis

considers a single query vector interacting with a set of key vectors, which cor-

responds to computing a single row of a full attention matrix. The extension

to a batch of queries is trivial due to the row-wise independence of the so�max

operation, but is nevertheless elaborated in Appendix A. To formalize this, we

turn to the framework of Entropic Optimal Transport (EOT), a tool for �nding a

distribution that balances cost minimization with entropy maximization.

Primer: Entropic Optimal Transport

Optimal Transport (OT) provides a principled way to measure the distance

between two probability distributions. It addresses the question: "What

is the minimum cost to transport mass from a source measure to a target

measure?" Entropic Optimal Transport (EOT) is a regularized version of this

problem that is more computationally e�cient and o�en more practical in

machine learning.

1. THE CLASSICAL OPTIMAL TRANSPORT PROBLEM

Let’s consider two discrete probability distributions. The source measure

is a vector a ∈ Δ
<−1 over < locations, and the target measure is a vector

b ∈ Δ
;−1 over ; locations.

Cost Matrix. The cost of moving one unit of mass from source location 7

to target location 8 is given by an entry �7 8 in a cost matrix I ∈ R
<×;
+ .

Transport Plan (Coupling). A transport plan, or coupling, is a matrix

V ∈ R
<×;
+ that describes how much mass �ows from each source to each

3
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Primer: Entropic Optimal Transport (continued)

target. For V to be valid, it must respect the source and target marginals:

• The sum of mass leaving each source 7 must equal its total mass 07.

This means the rows of V must sum to a:
∑;

8=1 %7 8 = 07.

• The sum of mass arriving at each target 8 must equal its total mass 1 8.

This means the columns of V must sum to b:
∑<

7=1 %7 8 = 1 8.

The set of all valid transport plans is denoted* (a, b).

The Kantorovich Formulation. The classical OT problem seeks the

cheapest transport plan by minimizing the total transport cost:

OT(a, b) ≜ min
V∈* (a,b)

⟨V, I⟩� ≡ min
V∈* (a,b)

<∑
7=1

;∑
8=1

%7 8�7 8 .

This is a linear program. Its solutions are o�en very sparse (concentrated

on a few paths) and computationally expensive to �nd for large < and ;.

2. ENTROPIC REGULARIZATION

To overcome the computational and statistical issues of classical OT, we

add an entropic regularization term.

The EOT Objective. The entropic optimal transport problem is de�ned

by adding the negative Shannon entropy of the transport plan, � (V), to the
objective, scaled by a parameter Y > 0:

OTY (a, b) ≜ min
V∈* (a,b)



∑
7, 8

%7 8�7 8 − Y� (V)


.

The parameter Y controls the trade-o�:

• As Y → 0, the solution approaches the sparse, classical OT solution.

• As Y → ∞, the cost matrix is ignored, and the solution approaches
the most entropic plan, V = ab) (the independent coupling).

The entropy term makes the objective strictly convex, guaranteeing a

unique, dense (non-sparse) solution V★.
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With this foundation, we now formulate the attention mechanism as a de-

generate EOT problem where only the source marginal is constrained, seeking a

distribution that maximizes similarity while being maximally entropic.

De�nition 3.1 (Scaled-Dot-Product Attention (SDPA)). Given a query vector q ∈ R
39 ,

a set of ; key vectors {k 8};8=1 ⊆ R
39 , and a scaling parameter g > 0 (often referred to as

temperature), the SDPA weight vector " ∈ R
; is an element of the probability simplex

Δ
;−1, with components de�ned as:

U 8 ≜
exp(⟨q, k 8⟩/g)∑;
:=1 exp(⟨q, k:⟩/g)

, for 8 = 1, . . . , ;. (1)

Here,

Δ
;−1 ≜ {p ∈ R

; | > 8 ≥ 0,∀ 8 and
;∑
8=1

> 8 = 1}. (2)

We now formulate a variational problem and subsequently prove that its unique

solution is the attention vector ".

De�nition 3.2 (One-Sided Entropic Optimal Transport Problem). Let a cost vector

I ∈ R
; be de�ned by the negative query-key similarities, � 8 ≜ −⟨q, k 8⟩. Let Y > 0

be a regularization parameter. The one-sided1 EOT problem seeks a transport plan

(probability distribution) p ∈ Δ
;−1 that minimizes the objective functional � (p):

� (p) ≜
;∑
8=1

> 8� 8 − Y� (p), (3)

where

� (p) ≜ −
;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8 (4)

is the Shannon entropy of the distribution p. The objective can be written explicitly as:

� (p) = −
;∑
8=1

> 8 ⟨q, k 8⟩ + Y

;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8 . (5)

The optimization problem is therefore:

p★ = arg min
p∈Δ;−1

� (p). (6)

1This is not an idiomatic term found in the literature. However, for brevity, we refer to this variant

of EOT as "one-sided" as a gesture to the fact that there is no target marginal constraint.
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This problem has a clear interpretation: �nd a probability distribution p that

minimizes the expected cost (i.e., maximizes the expected similarity) while also

maximizing its own entropy to encourage smoothness and prevent concentration

on a single point. The parameter Y controls the trade-o� between these two

competing objectives.

Theorem 3.3 (Attention as the Unique EOT Solution). For any �nite query q and

keys {k 8}, if the EOT regularization parameter is set to the attention temperature, Y = g,

the optimization problem in De�nition 3.2 has a unique solution p★, which is identical

to the scaled-dot-product attention weight vector ".

Proof. The proof proceeds in two stages: �rst, we establish the existence and

uniqueness of a solution, and second, we derive its analytical form.

Existence and Uniqueness. The optimization domain, the probability simplex

Δ
;−1, is a non-empty, convex, and compact subset of R;. The objective functional

� (p) is composed of two terms. The �rst term, ∑
8 > 8� 8, is linear in p and thus

convex. The second term is −Y� (p) = Y
∑

8 > 8 log > 8. The function 5 (F) = F log F

(with the standard convention 0 log 0 = 0) is strictly convex for F > 0, as its second

derivative is 5 ′′ (F) = 1/F > 0. Since Y > 0, the term Y
∑

8 > 8 log > 8 is a sum of convex

functions and is therefore strictly convex on the interior of the simplex. The sum

of a convex function and a strictly convex function is strictly convex. Thus, � (p)
is a strictly convex and continuous function de�ned on a non-empty, convex,

compact set. By the Extreme Value Theorem, a minimummust exist. Due to the

strict convexity of the objective and the convexity of the domain, this minimum is

guaranteed to be unique.

Derivation of the Solution. We �nd the unique minimizer using the method

of Lagrange multipliers. We seek to minimize � (p) subject to the single equality
constraint

∑;
8=1 > 8 = 1. The Lagrangian L is:

L(p, _) = � (p) + _
©­
«
1 −

;∑
8=1

> 8
ª®
¬
= −

;∑
8=1

> 8 ⟨q, k 8⟩ + g

;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8 + _
©­
«
1 −

;∑
8=1

> 8
ª®
¬
. (7)

TheKarush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) stationarity condition requires setting the gradient

of the Lagrangian with respect to p to zero. The entropic regularizer ensures that

the optimal solution lies in the interior of the simplex (> 8 > 0), so we do not need

to consider the inequality constraints > 8 ≥ 0 explicitly. For each component > 8, we
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have:

mL
m> 8

=
m

m> 8

(
−⟨q, k 8⟩> 8 + g(> 8 log > 8) − _> 8

)
(8)

= −⟨q, k 8⟩ + g(log > 8 + > 8 ·
1

> 8

) − _ (9)

= −⟨q, k 8⟩ + g(log > 8 + 1) − _ = 0. (10)

We now solve this equation for > 8:

g log > 8 = ⟨q, k 8⟩ + _ − g (11)

log > 8 =
⟨q, k 8⟩

g
+ _ − g

g
(12)

> 8 = exp

( ⟨q, k 8⟩
g

+ _ − g

g

)
= exp

( ⟨q, k 8⟩
g

)
exp

(
_ − g

g

)
. (13)

This demonstrates that > 8 is proportional to exp(⟨q, k 8⟩/g). The term exp((_ − g)/g)
is a constant with respect to 8. Let us denote its reciprocal as /. Then

> 8 =
1

/
exp(⟨q, k 8⟩/g). (14)

We determine the normalization constant / by enforcing the constraint
∑;

8=1 > 8 = 1:

;∑
8=1

> 8 =

;∑
8=1

1

/
exp

( ⟨q, k 8⟩
g

)
= 1 (15)

1

/

;∑
:=1

exp

(
⟨q, k:⟩

g

)
= 1 (16)

=⇒ / =

;∑
:=1

exp

(
⟨q, k:⟩

g

)
. (17)

Substituting this expression for / back into the formula for > 8, we obtain the

unique optimal solution p★:

>★8 =
exp(⟨q, k 8⟩/g)∑;
:=1 exp(⟨q, k:⟩/g)

. (18)

This expression is identical to the de�nition of the SDPA weight U 8. Therefore, we

have proven that p★ = ".

Remark 3.4 (A Fresh View of g). Our EOT formulation uses a generic regularization

parameter Y = g, which controls the smoothness of the attention distribution. In the
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original Transformer, g is set to
√
39. This choice has a statistical justi�cation: if the

components of q and k 8 are independent random variables with zero mean and unit

variance, their dot product ⟨q, k 8⟩ has a mean of 0 and a variance of 39. Scaling by√
39 normalizes the variance of the scores back to 1, preventing the softmax function

from saturating to a one-hot distribution, especially for large 39. From our variational

perspective, this choice of g can be seen as a principled heuristic to adapt the entropic

regularization strength to the dimensionality of the key space, ensuring a stable trade-o�

between cost minimization and entropy maximization.

Remark 3.5 (The Source Measure & Valid Couplings of SDPA). The problem just

solved is a degenerate, one-sided instance of the Entropic Optimal Transport problem

introduced in the primer. Formally, the source space X contains a single element (the

query q), and the source measure is the Dirac unit impulse, a = Xq, which represents a

single source of one unit of "attention mass." The target marginal is left unconstrained.

Consequently, the set of feasible transport plans, denoted* (Xq, ·), collapses from amatrix

space to the single probability simplex Δ
;−1. The optimization problem therefore seeks

a probability vector p ∈ Δ
;−1 that minimizes the regularized cost of distributing this

single unit of mass across the keys. The resulting optimal transport plan p★ is precisely

the attention vector ".

4 A GENERAL VARIATIONAL FRAMEWORK FOR ATTENTION

The interpretation of SDPA as the solution to an EOT problem can be exploited

as a design principle. The speci�c properties of the so�max function arise directly

from the choice of the Shannon entropy as a regularizer. By substituting the

Shannon entropy with other convex functions, we can derive a broader class of

attention mechanisms, including those designed to produce sparse or structurally

biased distributions.

4.1 FORMALIZING THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

We consider a generalized variational problem for computing an attention

distribution p ∈ Δ
;−1 from a vector of scores s ∈ R

;, where A 8 = ⟨q, k 8⟩. The
problem is de�ned by a convex regularizer Ω(p):

p★ = arg min
p∈Δ;−1

{−⟨p, s⟩ + Ω(p)} . (19)

The objective seeks a distribution p that maximizes alignment with the scores

(i.e., minimizes −⟨p, s⟩) subject to a regularization penalty Ω(p). For this problem
to be a convex optimization problem, which guarantees that a local minimum

8
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is a global minimum, Ω(p) must be a convex function on the simplex. If Ω(p) is
strictly convex, the solution p★ is unique.

4.2 UNIFYING KNOWN ATTENTION MECHANISMS

Controlling Sparsity: From a Speci�c Case to a Unifying Family. We now show

that the standard so�max, aswell as the Sparsemax andU-entmax transformations,

are all instances of this framework corresponding to di�erent choices of Ω(p).

Proposition 4.1 (So�max from Shannon Entropy). As established in Theorem 3.3, if

the regularizer is the negative Shannon entropy scaled by a temperature g > 0, Ω(p) =
−g� (p), the unique solution to Eq. (19) is the softmax function, >★

8
∝ exp(A 8/g).

Proposition 4.2 (Sparsemax from the L2 Norm). The Sparsemax transformation

[7], which yields sparse probability vectors, is derived by selecting the squared Euclidean

norm as the regularizer, Ω(p) = 1
2
| |p| |2

2
.

Proof. The optimization problem is a quadratic program corresponding to the

projection of s onto the probability simplex:

min
p∈Δ;−1

−p) s + 1

2

;∑
8=1

>28 . (20)

The Lagrangian, with multiplier _ for the sum constraint and ` 8 for the non-

negativity constraints, is

L(p, _, -) = −
;∑
8=1

> 8A 8 +
1

2

;∑
8=1

>28 + _
©­«
1 −

;∑
8=1

> 8
ª®¬
−

;∑
8=1

` 8> 8 . (21)

The KKT stationarity condition is

mL
m> 8

= −A 8 + > 8 − _ − ` 8 = 0, (22)

which gives

> 8 = A 8 + _ + ` 8 . (23)

By complementary slackness (` 8> 8 = 0 and ` 8 ≥ 0), if > 8 > 0, then ` 8 = 0 and

> 8 = A 8 + _. If > 8 = 0, then A 8 + _ ≤ 0. This implies the solution has the form:

> 8 =max(0, A 8 + _). (24)

De�ning a threshold g ≜ −_, we get > 8 = (A 8 − g)+, where the threshold g is chosen

to satisfy
∑

8 (A 8 − g)+ = 1. This is the de�nition of the Sparsemax function.

9
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Proposition 4.3 (U-entmax from Tsallis Entropy). The U-entmax family [8], which

generalizes softmax and Sparsemax, is derived from the negative Tsallis U-entropy. For

U > 1, we de�ne the regularizer

Ω(p) = 1

U(U − 1)
∑
8

(>U8 − > 8). (25)

Proof. The objective function and Lagrangian are:

� (p) = −
∑
8

> 8A 8 +
1

U(U − 1)
∑
8

(>U8 − > 8), (26)

L(p, _) = � (p) + _ (1 −
∑
8

> 8). (27)

This function is convex for U > 1. The KKT stationarity condition for an element

>9 > 0, derived from the Lagrangian, is:

mL
m>9

= −A9 +
1

U(U − 1) (U>
U−1
9 − 1) − _ = 0. (28)

We now solve this equation for >9. First, we isolate the term containing >9:

U>U−1
9

− 1

U(U − 1) = A9 + _ (29)

U>U−19 − 1 = U(U − 1) (A9 + _) (30)

U>U−19 = 1 + U(U − 1) (A9 + _) (31)

>U−19 = (U − 1)A9 +
(
(U − 1)_ + 1

U

)
. (32)

Equation (32) shows that >U−1
9

is a linear function of the score A9. The term in

the parenthesis is a constant with respect to the index 9. This entire expression

can be simpli�ed by de�ning a single threshold parameter g such that the right-

hand side is proportional to (A9 − g). Therefore, the solution for >9, including the
non-negativity constraint, must take the form:

>9 ∝ (A9 − g)
1

U−1
+ , (33)

where the threshold g and the constant of proportionality are chosen to ensure p

sums to 1. This is the de�nition of the U-entmax transformation.

Introducing Structural Bias with Linear Penalties (ALiBi). Distinct from re-

placing the regularizer, we can instead augment the Shannon entropy with an

10
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additional penalty term, allowing the model to learn distributions that are not

only high-entropy and high-similarity but also respect a desired structural prior

like locality.

Proposition 4.4 (ALiBi as a Solution to Locality-Biased EOT). Let the standard scaled-

dot-product attention scores for a query at position 7 be given by the vector s7 ∈ R
;, where

A7 8 = ⟨q7 , k 8⟩. Consider the variational problem with a regularizer Ω! (p7) that combines
the standard Shannon entropy term with a linear penalty on attention distance:

Ω! (p7) ≜ g

;∑
8=1

>7 8 log >7 8 + W

;∑
8=1

>7 8 |7 − 8 |, (34)

where g > 0 is the temperature and W ≥ 0 is a hyperparameter controlling the strength

of the locality bias. The unique attention distribution p★
7
that solves the optimization

problem

p★7 = arg min
p7 ∈Δ;−1



−

;∑
8=1

>7 8A7 8 + Ω! (p7)



(35)

is given by applying a softmax function to logits that have been linearly penalized by

their distance from the query:

>★7 8 =
exp

(
(A7 8 − W |7 − 8 |)/g

)
∑;

:=1 exp ((A7: − W |7 − : |)/g) . (36)

This is the functional form of the ALiBi (Attention with Linear Biases) mechanism,

where ALiBi’s linear bias ; corresponds to −W.

Proof. The proof proceeds by reformulating the objective to match the structure

of the original EOT problem from De�nition 3.2. The problem is separable by

query index 7, so we can analyze a single attention distribution p7 without loss of

generality. The full objective functional � (p7) is:

� (p7) = −
;∑
8=1

>7 8A7 8 + ©­«
g

;∑
8=1

>7 8 log >7 8 + W

;∑
8=1

>7 8 |7 − 8 |ª®¬
. (37)

We can regroup the terms that are linear in the optimization variable >7 8:

� (p7) =
;∑
8=1

(
−>7 8A7 8 + W>7 8 |7 − 8 |

)
+ g

;∑
8=1

>7 8 log >7 8 (38)

=

;∑
8=1

>7 8
(
−A7 8 + W |7 − 8 |

)
+ g

;∑
8=1

>7 8 log >7 8 . (39)

11
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Let us de�ne an "e�ective cost" vector I′
7
∈ R

; where each component �′
7 8
incorpo-

rates the locality penalty:

�′
7 8 ≜ −A7 8 + W |7 − 8 |. (40)

The objective functional now takes a familiar form:

� (p7) =
;∑
8=1

>7 8�
′
7 8 + g

;∑
8=1

>7 8 log >7 8 . (41)

This ismathematically identical to the original entropic optimal transport problem

presented in De�nition 3.2, but with the cost I replaced by the e�ective cost I′.

As established in Theorem 3.3, the unique solution to such a problem is a Gibbs

distribution (i.e., a so�max) over the negative costs, scaled by the temperature g.

By direct analogy, the solution p★
7
must be:

>★7 8 ∝ exp

(
−�′

7 8

g

)
= exp

(−(−A7 8 + W |7 − 8 |)
g

)
= exp

(
A7 8 − W |7 − 8 |

g

)
. (42)

To satisfy the normalization constraint
∑

8 >7 8 = 1, we introduce the normalization

constant (the partition function), which results in the �nal so�max form:

>★7 8 =
exp

(
(A7 8 − W |7 − 8 |)/g

)
∑;

:=1 exp ((A7: − W |7 − : |)/g) . (43)

The term −W |7 − 8 | is an additive penalty applied to the logits A7 8 before the so�max
operation. In the ALiBi paper, this is written as ;|7 − 8 |, where the bias ; is

typically negative to encourage locality. Our parameter W ≥ 0 thus corresponds to

; = −W, providing a �rst-principles derivation for the ALiBi mechanism from a

locality-regularized optimal transport objective.

Thus, the choice of the regularizer Ω(p) is revealed to be the central design
choice, capable of inducing properties ranging from sparsity to structural bias.

We summarize the consequence of the choice of regularizer on the resulting

distribution in Table 1.

5 THE BACKWARD PASS AS AN OPTIMAL POLICY UPDATE

Having established a variational interpretation for the forward pass, we now

turn to the backward pass to analyze the learning dynamics. We prove that the

gradient signal used to train the query and key representations via backpropa-

gation has the exact form of a sophisticated, variance-reduced policy gradient

update from reinforcement learning.

12
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Table 1: SDPA mechanisms derived from various regularizers.

Mechanism Regularizer Ω(p) Result / Key Property

So�max −g� (p) Dense, smooth distribution from

Shannon Entropy maximization.

Sparsemax
1

2

∑
8

>28 Sparse distribution with exact ze-

ros from L2 regularization.

U-entmax
1

U(U − 1)
∑
8

(>U8 − > 8) Sparsity controlled by U, derived

from Tsallis Entropy.

ALiBi −g� (p) + W
∑

8 > 8 |7 − 8 | Introduces a structural locality

bias via a linear penalty.

De�nition 5.1 (Context Vector and Marginal Utility). In a standard attention layer,

the computed attention weights p ∈ Δ
;−1 are used to form a weighted sum of a set of

"value" vectors {v 8};8=1 ⊆ R
3D . The resulting output is the context vector c ∈ R

3D :

c(p) =
;∑
8=1

> 8v 8 . (44)

Let L(c) be a di�erentiable scalar loss function that is minimized during training.
We de�ne themarginal utility vector u ∈ R

; as the negative partial derivative of the

loss with respect to each weight component > 8. This quantity represents the utility or

"reward" for assigning more weight to key 8:

C 8 ≜ − mL
m> 8

= −
〈
∇cL,

mc

m> 8

〉
= −⟨∇cL, v 8⟩. (45)

Theorem5.2 (AttentionGradient as anAdvantage-Based PolicyUpdate). Let p★ = "

be the attention distribution generated from scores s with temperature g. Let L be a

downstream loss and u be the marginal utility vector as de�ned above. The gradient of

the loss with respect to an individual score A 8 is given by:

mL
mA 8

= −
>★
8

g

(
C 8 − Ep★ [u]

)
, (46)

13
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where

Ep★ [u] ≜
;∑
9=1

>★9C9 (47)

is the expected marginal utility under the current attention policy p★.

Proof. The proof requires a careful application of the chain rule and the derivation

of the Jacobian matrix of the so�max function. The gradient of the loss L with

respect to the score A 8 is given by the chain rule:

mL
mA 8

=

;∑
9=1

mL
m>9

m>9

mA 8
=

;∑
9=1

(−C9)
m>9

mA 8
= −

;∑
9=1

C9
m>9

mA 8
. (48)

Our next step is to compute the partial derivatives m>9
mA 8
, which are the entries of

the so�max Jacobian. Let

>9 (s) = exp

(
A9

g

)
//, (49)

where

/ =

;∑
:=1

exp

(
A:

g

)
. (50)

We consider two cases.

Case 1: 9 = 8. We compute the derivative
m> 8

mA 8
using the quotient rule:

m> 8

mA 8
=

( m
mA 8

exp(A 8/g)) · / − exp(A 8/g) · ( m/
mA 8

)
/2

(51)

=
( 1
g
exp(A 8/g)) · / − exp(A 8/g) · ( 1g exp(A 8/g))

/2
(52)

=

1
g
exp(A 8/g)

/

(
1 −

exp(A 8/g)
/

)
(53)

=
1

g
> 8 (1 − > 8). (54)

Case 2: 9 ≠ 8. The numerator exp(A9/g) does not depend on A 8, so its derivative is

14
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zero.

m>9

mA 8
=

( m
mA 8

exp(A9/g)) · / − exp(A9/g) · ( m/
mA 8

)
/2

(55)

=
0 − exp(A9/g) · ( 1g exp(A 8/g))

/2
(56)

= −1
g

exp(A9/g)
/

exp(A 8/g)
/

(57)

= −1
g
>9> 8 . (58)

We can unify these two cases using the Kronecker delta, X9 8, which is 1 if 9 = 8 and

0 otherwise:
m>9

mA 8
=
1

g
>9 (X9 8 − > 8). (59)

Now, we substitute this Jacobian expression back into the chain rule summation:

mL
mA 8

= −
;∑
9=1

C9

(
1

g
>9 (X9 8 − > 8)

)
(60)

= −1
g

;∑
9=1

C9>9 (X9 8 − > 8) (61)

= −1
g

(
;∑
9=1

C9>9X9 8 −
;∑
9=1

C9>9> 8

)
. (62)

The �rst term in the parenthesis simpli�es because X9 8 is only non-zero when

9 = 8, so the summation collapses to a single term:

mL
mA 8

= −1
g

(
C 8> 8 − > 8

;∑
9=1

C9>9

)
. (63)

Factoring out > 8 and recognizing that
∑;

9=1 >9C9 is the de�nition of the expected

utility Ep [u], we arrive at the �nal expression (using > 8 = >★
8
):

mL
mA 8

= −
>★
8

g

(
C 8 −

;∑
9=1

>★9C9

)
= −

>★
8

g

(
C 8 − Ep★ [u]

)
. (64)

This completes the proof.

Remark 5.3 (Learning via an Optimal Control Signal). Section 3 revealed the forward

pass as Optimal Transport. Theorem 5.2 proves that standard backpropagation, when

applied to the scaled-dot-product attention mechanism, is not a naive learning rule
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but implicitly implements a sophisticated and rational Optimal Control strategy. The

term � 8 ≜ C 8 − Ep★ [u] is precisely the advantage of selecting key 8, which measures how

much better or worse that key’s marginal utility is compared to the average utility of

the current attention policy. The gradient update for a score A 8 is proportional to this

advantage. This is the exact form of the REINFORCE algorithm with an expected value

baseline, a standard and powerful technique used in reinforcement learning to reduce

the variance of policy gradient estimates and stabilize training. The learning signal

encourages increasing the score A 8 if its associated value vector yields an above-average

utility (� 8 > 0), and decreasing it if it yields a below-average utility (� 8 < 0).

6 THE DUAL PROBLEM & THE LOG-SUM-EXP POTENTIAL

In Section 3, we established that the attention distribution p★ is the solution to

an EOT problem, answering what attention computes. Subsequently, in Section 5

we showed that its learning gradient is equivalent to a sophisticated advantage-

based policy update, revealing how it learns. The elegance of this learning rule

seems too perfect to be an accident of the so�max derivative. We now pose the

following question: what is the underlying structure that governs this computation

and its learning dynamics?

To answer this, wemust shi� our focus from the solution p★ itself to the optimal

value of the optimization problem. This value, viewed as a function of the input

scores s, de�nes a landscape. We will prove that the gradient of this landscape

is the attention distribution, and its curvature de�nes the natural geometry for

learning. This will reveal the Log-Sum-Exp function as the fundamental scalar

potential that governs SDPA.

6.1 THE PRIMAL VALUE FUNCTION AND ITS GRADIENT

We begin by de�ning the most natural scalar object associated with our opti-

mization problem: its optimal value.

De�nition 6.1 (Primal Value Function). Let the primal objective from Eq. (3) be

denoted

� (p, s) = −⟨p, s⟩ + g
∑
8

> 8 log > 8 . (65)

The primal value function, + (s), is the minimum value of this objective over the proba-

bility simplex:

+ (s) ≜ min
p∈Δ;−1

� (p, s). (66)
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The function + (s) represents the best possible trade-o� between maximizing
similarity and maximizing entropy for a given set of scores s. Its gradient, ∇s+ (s),
tells us how sensitive this optimal value is to changes in the scores. In optimization

theory, the Envelope Theorem provides a simple formula for this gradient.

Primer: The Envelope Theorem

Consider an optimization problem whose value depends on a parameter,

+ (s) =min
p

5 (p, s).

Let p★(s) be the solution that achieves thisminimum. The Envelope Theorem
states that the gradient of the value function is simply the partial gradient

of the objective function with respect to the parameter, evaluated at the

optimal solution:

∇s+ (s) = ∇s 5 (p★(s), s).

Intuition. At an optimum, the objective function is stationary ("�at") with

respect to the solution variable p. Consequently, we can ignore the indirect

e�ect of the parameter changing the solution, as this e�ect has a negligible

(second-order) impact on the value.

Lemma 6.2 (Gradient of the Primal Value Function). The gradient of the primal

value function + (s) with respect to the scores s is the negative of the optimal attention
distribution p★(s):

∇s+ (s) = −p★(s). (67)

Proof. By the Envelope Theorem, we can compute the gradient of + (s) by di�er-
entiating the objective � (p, s) with respect to s while treating the optimal solution

p★ as a constant.

∇s+ (s) = ∇s � (p, s)
����
p=p★

(68)

= ∇s


−

∑
8

> 8A 8 + g
∑
8

> 8 log > 8


����
p=p★

. (69)

The second term does not depend on s, so its gradient is zero. The gradient of the
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�rst term with respect to the vector s is simply −p. Evaluating at p★, we get:

∇s+ (s) = −p★(s). (70)

This completes the proof.

This reveals that the value function + (s) acts as a potential function2 for the
negative attention distribution. Its landscape contains all the information about

the optimal solution.

6.2 CONSTRUCTING THE DUAL POTENTIAL VIA LAGRANGIAN DUALITY

Lemma 6.2 is nearly perfect. However, for geometric and notational conve-

nience, it is standard to work with a potential whose gradient is the distribution of

interest itself, not its negative. This motivates our next goal: to �nd a conjugate

potential q(s) such that ∇sq(s) = p★(s). This implies that q(s)must be the negative
of the primal value function, q(s) = −+ (s) (up to an additive constant).

The formal mathematical machinery for constructing such a conjugate func-

tion from a primal optimization problem is Lagrangian duality. We now use this

framework to derive the potential q(s).

Primer: The Primal and Dual Problems

Lagrangian duality reframes a constrained minimization problem (the

primal problem) into a corresponding maximization problem (the dual prob-

lem). The optimal value of the dual provides a lower bound on the optimal

value of the primal. For convex problems, this bound is tight, a property

called strong duality.

THE PRIMAL PROBLEM

A general constrained optimization problem can bewritten in the following

standard form:
minimize

p∈D
5 (p)

subject to 27 (p) ≤ 0, 7 = 1, . . . , ;

ℎ 8 (p) = 0, 8 = 1, . . . , 9

where 5 (p) is the objective function, and 27 (p) and ℎ 8 (p) are the inequality
and equality constraint functions, respectively. Let the optimal value of

this problem be >∗.

2In physics and mathematics, a potential function is a scalar �eld whose gradient determines a

vector �eld of interest.
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Primer: The Primal and Dual Problems (continued)

CONSTRUCTING THE DUAL PROBLEM

1. The Lagrangian:We incorporate the constraints into the objective

by de�ning the Lagrangian L(p, ,, .). This is done by introducing
one Lagrange multiplier _7 for each inequality constraint and one

multiplier a 8 for each equality constraint. These multipliers are the

dual variables.

L(p, ,, .) := 5 (p) +
;∑
7=1

_727 (p) +
9∑
8=1

a 8ℎ 8 (p)

2. The Lagrange Dual Function:We de�ne the Lagrange dual function

6 (,, .) as the in�mum (greatest lower bound) of the Lagrangian over

the primal variable p.

6 (,, .) := inf
p∈D

L(p, ,, .)

A key property is that 6 is always a concave function of (,, .), regard-
less of the convexity of the primal problem. This makes the dual

problem a convex optimization problem.

3. The Dual Problem: The dual problem is to maximize the dual func-

tion with respect to the dual variables, subject to non-negativity con-

straints on the multipliers for the inequality constraints.

maximize
,,.

6 (,, .)

subject to , ≥ 0

WEAK AND STRONG DUALITY

Let 3∗ be the optimal value of the dual problem. Weak duality, which

always holds, states that the dual optimal value is a lower bound on the

primal optimal value: 3∗ ≤ >∗. The di�erence >∗ − 3∗ is the duality gap.

For convex optimization problems that satisfy certain constraint quali�ca-

tions (like Slater’s condition), the duality gap is zero. This is the property

of strong duality:

3∗ = >∗ .
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Primer: The Primal and Dual Problems (continued)

The EOT problem in this paper is convex and satis�es these conditions.

Therefore, strong duality holds, allowing us to �nd the primal optimal value

by solving the dual problem, which reveals the governing Log-Sum-Exp

potential.

Primer: Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) Conditions

For di�erentiable problems where strong duality holds, any pair of primal

optimal points p∗ and dual optimal points (,∗, .∗) must satisfy the Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions. These provide a complete characterization

of optimality.

1. Stationarity: The gradient of the Lagrangian with respect to the pri-

mal variable is zero at the optimal point.

∇pL(p∗, ,∗, .∗) = 0

2. Primal Feasibility: The optimal primal solution must satisfy all origi-

nal constraints.

27 (p∗) ≤ 0, ℎ 8 (p∗) = 0 ∀7, 8

3. Dual Feasibility: The optimal Lagrange multipliers for the inequality

constraints are non-negative.

_∗7 ≥ 0 ∀7

4. Complementary Slackness: For each inequality constraint, either

the constraint is active (equal to zero) or its corresponding multiplier

is zero.

_∗7 27 (p
∗) = 0 ∀7

We now apply this framework to �nd our potential function.

Theorem 6.3 (The Log-Sum-Exp Function as the Optimal Dual Potential). The

optimal value of the dual of the EOT problem from De�nition 3.2 de�nes a potential
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function q★(s) given by the Log-Sum-Exp (LSE) function:

q★(s) = g log

(
;∑
:=1

exp
( A:
g

))
. (71)

This potential’s gradient is the attention distribution, ∇sq
★(s) = p★(s).

Proof. We construct the Lagrangian for the primal problem by introducing a

multiplier _ for the constraint
∑

8 > 8 = 1:

L(p, _) = −
;∑
8=1

> 8A 8 + g

;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8 + _
©­
«
1 −

;∑
8=1

> 8
ª®
¬
. (72)

The dual approach seeks the optimal multiplier _★. To make its role more inter-

pretable, we perform a reparameterization, de�ning a potential q as an a�ne

transformation of _:

q ≜ g − _ ⇐⇒ _ = g − q. (73)

The stationarity condition mL/m> 8 = 0 from Eq. (10) can now be expressed in terms

of q:

−A 8 + g(log > 8 + 1) − (g − q) = 0 =⇒ > 8 = exp

(
A 8 − q

g

)
. (74)

This recasts the abstract multiplier into a physically meaningful baseline potential

q against which scores A 8 are compared. The optimal potential q★ is the one that

makes the resulting p satisfy the primal feasibility constraint
∑

8 > 8 = 1. We enforce

this constraint to solve for q★:

;∑
8=1

exp

(
A 8 − q★

g

)
= 1 (75)

exp

(
−q★

g

) ;∑
8=1

exp
( A 8
g

)
= 1. (76)

Solving for q★ yields the LSE function:

q★(s) = g log
©­«

;∑
8=1

exp
( A 8
g

)ª®¬
. (77)

Finally, we con�rm that the gradient of this potential is p★. The partial derivative

with respect to A9 is:

mq★

mA9
= g · 1∑

: exp(A:/g)
·
(
1

g
exp(A9/g)

)
=

exp(A9/g)∑
: exp(A:/g)

= >★9 (s).

Thus, ∇sq
★(s) = p★(s), which completes the proof.
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Remark 6.4 (The Potential’s True Identity). This result is the centerpiece of our anal-

ysis. The Log-Sum-Exp function is the optimal value of the dual problem. By strong

duality, this means it is also the negative of the primal value function, q★(s) = −+ (s).
This connection explains why the LSE function’s gradient is the attention distribution.

It arises directly from the structure of the entropic optimization problem itself. This

governing potential is the critical bridge connecting the optimization of the forward pass

to the information geometry of the backward pass, a connection we will make explicit in

Section 7.

Remark 6.5 (Connection to Fenchel Duality). The use of Lagrangian duality to �nd

the potential is a procedural way to solve a more fundamental operation in convex

analysis: the Fenchel-Legendre transform. The Log-Sum-Exp potential is, in fact, the

convex conjugate of the constrained negative entropy function. This perspective provides

a deeper geometric reason for the duality between the potential and the distribution. For

the interested reader, we provide a full derivation from the perspective of Fenchel duality

in Appendix B.

7 UNIFYING THE FORWARD & BACKWARD PASSES VIA THE INFORMATION GEOMETRY OF THE
ATTENTION LEARNING STEP

De�nition 7.1 (The Statistical Manifold of Attention). For a �xed query q and keys

{k 8}, the attention scores s ∈ R
; parameterize a family of probability distributions

{p(s)} via the softmax function. This family forms a statistical manifold, where each
point is a probability distribution p. The local geometry of this manifold is described by

the Fisher-Rao metric, given by the Fisher Information Matrix (FIM), L (s) ∈ R
;×;.

De�nition 7.2 (Fisher Information Matrix for Attention). The Fisher Information

Matrix (FIM) for the attention distribution p(s) parameterized by the scores s is given
by:

L 89 (s) ≜ Ep(s)

[
m log >7 (s)

mA 8

m log >7 (s)
mA9

]
=

;∑
7=1

>7 (s)
m log >7 (s)

mA 8

m log >7 (s)
mA9

. (78)

Theorem 7.3 (Duality of the Standard and Natural Gradients in Attention). Let

∇sL be the standard (Euclidean) gradient of a downstream loss L with respect to the

attention scores s. Let u be the vector of marginal utilities, where C 8 = −mL/m> 8. The

direction of the Natural Gradient update for s is proportional to u. The standard gradient

is precisely related to this natural gradient direction via the Fisher Information Matrix

L (s) as follows:
∇sL = −gL (s)u. (79)
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Proof. Theproof proceeds in three steps. First, we compute the Fisher Information

Matrix for the attention mechanism. Second, we re-express the standard gradient

from Theorem 5.2 in matrix form. Finally, we establish the direct relationship

between the two.

Compute the Fisher Information Matrix. The log-probability of the 7-th compo-

nent of the attention distribution is

log >7 =
A7

g
− log /, (80)

where

/ =

∑
:

exp(A:/g). (81)

The derivative with respect to a score A 8 is:

m log >7

mA 8
=
X7 8

g
− m log /

mA 8
=
X7 8

g
− 1

/

exp(A 8/g)
g

=
1

g
(X7 8 − > 8). (82)

Now, we substitute this into the de�nition of the FIM:

L 89 =

;∑
7=1

>7

(
1

g
(X7 8 − > 8)

) (
1

g
(X79 − >9)

)
(83)

=
1

g2

;∑
7=1

>7 (X7 8 − > 8) (X79 − >9) (84)

=
1

g2

;∑
7=1

>7 (X7 8X79 − >9X7 8 − > 8X79 + > 8>9). (85)

We evaluate the sum term by term:∑
7

>7X7 8X79 = > 8X 89 (non-zero only for 7 = 8 and 7 = 9)

∑
7

>7 (−>9X7 8) = −> 8>9 (non-zero only for 7 = 8)

∑
7

>7 (−> 8X79) = −>9> 8 (non-zero only for 7 = 9)

∑
7

>7 (> 8>9) = > 8>9 (since
∑
7

>7 = 1)

Combining these terms, we get:

L 89 =
1

g2
(> 8X 89 − > 8>9 − > 8>9 + > 8>9) (86)

=
1

g2
(> 8X 89 − > 8>9). (87)
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In matrix form, letting J = diag(p), this is:

L (s) = 1

g2
(J − pp) ). (88)

Express the standardgradient inmatrix form. Wewill nowexpress the standard

gradient in matrix form. From Theorem 5.2, the 8-th component of the gradient

is:

mL
mA 8

= −
> 8

g
(C 8 − Ep [u]). (89)

Let’s write this for the entire gradient vector ∇sL:

∇sL = −1
g



>1 (C1 − E[u])
...

>; (C; − E[u])


(90)

= −1
g

©­­­­­­
«



>1C1

...

>;C;


− E[u]



>1

...

>;



ª®®®®®®
¬

(91)

= −1
g
(diag(p)u − (p)u)p) (since E[u] =

∑
>9C9 = p)u) (92)

= −1
g
(Ju − pp)u) (93)

= −1
g
(J − pp) )u. (94)

Establish the relationship. We have the FIM from Eq. (88) and the standard

gradient from Eq. (94). By simple substitution, we can see the relationship:

∇sL = −1
g
(J − pp) )u (95)

= −1
g
(g2L (s))u (96)

= −gL (s)u. (97)

The natural gradient update direction is de�ned as

Δsnat ∝ −L−1∇sL. (98)
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Substituting our result gives

Δsnat ∝ −L−1 (−gLu) = gu. (99)

Thus, the natural gradient update is in the direction of the marginal utilities u.

This completes the proof.

Remark 7.4 (The Geometry of the Attention Gradient). Theorem 7.3 reveals that the

standard backpropagation update for attention scores is not a simple Euclidean gradient

descent, but a sophisticated, manifold-aware learning rule.

1. Implicit Manifold Curvature: The term diag(p) − pp) that arises naturally from

the softmax derivative is, up to a scalar, the Fisher Information Matrix (FIM).

This means backpropagation implicitly computes and utilizes the curvature of the

statistical manifold of attention distributions.

2. AGeometrically Dual Update: TheNatural Gradient is de�ned by preconditioning

the standard gradient with the inverse FIM Δsnat ∝ −L−1∇sL. The attention
gradient is proportional to the "ideal" update direction (the marginal utility vector

u) preconditioned by the FIM itself: ∇sL = −gL (s)u. The standard gradient is
therefore the dual of the natural gradient with respect to the Fisher-Rao metric.

Therefore, the learning rule for SDPA is a computationally e�cient algorithm that is

deeply intertwined with the intrinsic geometry of the learning problem it solves.

Wenowpresent the �nal link that connects the geometry of the learning update

back to the optimization problem of the forward pass.

Corollary 7.5 (The Dual Hessian and the Fisher Information Matrix). Let q★(s) be
the optimal dual potential from the EOT problem (Theorem 6.3) and L (s) be the Fisher
Information Matrix of the resulting attention distribution p★(s) (Theorem 7.3). The

Hessian matrix of the dual potential is directly proportional to the Fisher Information

Matrix, with the temperature g as the constant of proportionality:

∇2
sq

★(s) = gL (s). (100)

Proof. The proof follows by direct comparison of the matrix forms of the two

quantities, which were established in our preceding analysis.

First, from Theorem 6.3, we know that ∇sq
★
= p★. The Hessian is therefore the

Jacobian of the attention map:

∇2
sq

★
=
mp★

ms
. (101)
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The entries of this Jacobian were derived in the proof of Theorem 5.2 to be

1

g
>★8 (X 89 − >★9 ). (102)

In matrix form, this is:

∇2
sq

★(s) = 1

g

(
diag(p★) − p★(p★))

)
. (103)

Second, in the proof of Theorem 7.3, we derived the Fisher Information Matrix to

be:

L (s) = 1

g2

(
diag(p★) − p★(p★))

)
. (104)

By comparing Eq. (103) and Eq. (104), the relationship is immediate. Multiplying

L (s) by g yields the Hessian of the dual potential:

gL (s) = g ·
[
1

g2

(
diag(p★) − p★(p★))

) ]
= ∇2

sq
★(s). (105)

This completes the proof.

Remark 7.6 (From Optimal Transport to Optimal Control). Corollary 7.5 establishes

that the matrix 1
g
(diag(p★) − p★(p★)) ) is the central object that uni�es the perspectives

of this paper.

1. From the perspective of Entropic Optimal Transport, it is the Hessian of the dual

potential. It describes the curvature of the optimization problem’s value function

and quanti�es how the optimal attention distribution responds to perturbations

in the input scores.

2. From the perspective of InformationGeometry, it is the Fisher InformationMatrix

(scaled by g−1). It de�nes the natural Riemannianmetric on the statisticalmanifold

of attention distributions, measuring the "information distance" between them.

3. From the perspective of Reinforcement Learning and Control, it is the geometric

transducer that produces the learning signal. Its product with the marginal utility

vector u yields the standard gradient, which we previously showed is precisely the

advantage-based policy gradient from RL.

Therefore, the geometry of the forward-pass optimization problem (1) is the geometry of

the statistical manifold of its solutions (2), and it is this shared geometry that dictates

the principled, variance-reduced learning rule implemented by the backward pass (3).

26



Elon Litman Scaled-Dot-Product Attention as One-Sided Entropic Optimal Transport

8 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

This paper has established a mathematical foundation for the scaled-dot-

product attention mechanism, grounding it in the principles of optimization

and control. We �rst showed that the forward pass, which computes the atten-

tion weights, is the unique analytical solution to a one-sided Entropic Optimal

Transport problem. This perspective clari�es the role of the so�max function as

the result of a constrained maximum entropy objective. We then proved that the

backward pass, driven by standard backpropagation, implements an advantage-

based policy gradient. Thus, the learning dynamics of attention are governed by

a rational, variance-reduced update rule that reinforces attending to keys that

perform better than the policy’s average.

The central �nding of this work is that these two results are deeply connected.

The choice of Shannon entropy as the regularizer in the forward-pass optimization

problem de�nes an information geometry on the space of attention distributions.

It is the curvature of this manifold, captured by the Fisher Information Matrix,

that dictates the form of the learning update. The advantage-based gradient is not

an accident of the so�max derivative; it is a direct consequence of performing

gradient descent on this speci�c geometric landscape. This perspective also o�ers

a formal language for designing new mechanisms, for instance, by replacing the

Shannon entropy with alternative entropy measures and regularizers, to induce

other desirable properties in the resulting distributions.
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A THE FULL ATTENTION MATRIX AS AN ENTROPIC OPTIMAL TRANSPORT PROBLEM

Themain body of this work demonstrates that the attentionweights for a single

query vector can be understood as the solution to a one-sided Entropic Optimal

Transport (EOT) problem. In that simpli�ed view, the source distribution is a

Dirac mass centered on the single query, and the resulting transport plan is a

probability vector over the keys. While this perspective is valid and insightful for

a single row of the attention matrix, a complete formulation demonstrates that

the entire < × ; attention matrix is the unique solution to a single, uni�ed EOT

problem.

This appendix provides a step-by-step derivation of this more general formula-

tion. We replace the single-query source with a source measure de�ned over the

entire set of < queries, speci�cally, a uniform counting measure where each query

is a source of one unit of "attention mass." We then prove that minimizing the

regularized transport cost under this global setup yields a transport plan that is

precisely the scaled dot-product attention matrix. This con�rms that the row-wise

so�max operation is not merely an independent computation for each query but

emerges naturally as the solution to a global, albeit decomposable, optimization

problem.

FORMAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE ONE-SIDED EOT PROBLEM

We begin by formally constructing the constituent elements of the EOT prob-

lem: the source and target spaces, the associated measures, the cost function, and

the entropic regularization term.

De�nition A.1 (Source and Target Spaces). Let the set of < query vectors be {q7}<7=1 ⊆
R
39 and the set of; key vectors be {k 8};8=1 ⊆ R

39 . We de�ne the source space X and target

space Y as the discrete index sets corresponding to these vectors:

X = {1, 2, . . . , <} (106)

Y = {1, 2, . . . , ;} (107)

De�nition A.2 (Source and Target Measures). The source measure 0 on X is de�ned

as the uniform positive counting measure, assigning a mass of one to each element. That

is, 07 = 1 for all 7 ∈ X. This signi�es that each query q7 is the origin of a unit of attention
mass to be distributed. The total mass is

∑
7 07 = <.

A critical aspect of our formulation is that the target marginal measure 1 on Y is

left free or unconstrained. Unlike classical EOT problems that enforce �xed marginals

on both source and target, the distribution of mass arriving at the target indices 8 ∈ Y is

not constrained a priori.
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De�nition A.3 (Feasible Transport Plans). A transport plan, or coupling, V ∈ R
<×;
+

represents the �ow of mass from the source space to the target space, where %7 8 is the

mass transported from source 7 to target 8. The feasibility of a plan is dictated solely by

the source marginal constraint. The set of feasible transport plans, denoted * (0, ·), is
therefore:

* (0, ·) ≜


V ∈ R

<×;
+ |

;∑
8=1

%7 8 = 07 = 1 for all 7 ∈ {1, . . . , <}


. (108)

Note that any matrix V ∈ * (0, ·) is row-stochastic; each of its rows is a probability vector
belonging to the standard (; − 1)-probability simplex, Δ;−1.

De�nition A.4 (Cost Matrix and Entropic Regularization). The cost �7 8 of trans-

porting mass from source 7 (query q7) to target 8 (key k 8) is de�ned as the negative of

their similarity. This aligns the OT objective of cost minimization with the attention

mechanism’s goal of similarity maximization. The cost matrix I ∈ R
<×; is:

�7 8 ≜ −⟨q7 , k 8⟩. (109)

The entropic regularization term is the negative Shannon entropy of the transport plan,

scaled by a positive parameter Y > 0. The matrix Shannon entropy is de�ned as:

� (V) ≜ −
<∑
7=1

;∑
8=1

%7 8 log %7 8 , (110)

with the standard convention 0 log 0 = 0. To align with SDPA, we set Y = g, where g is

the attention temperature (typically
√
39).

De�nition A.5 (The EOT Objective Functional). The one-sided EOT problem seeks to

�nd a feasible transport plan V ∈ * (0, ·) that minimizes the sum of the total transport

cost and the scaled negative entropy. The objective functional � (V) is:

� (V) ≜ ⟨V,I⟩� − Y� (V) (111)

= −
<∑
7=1

;∑
8=1

%7 8 ⟨q7 , k 8⟩ + Y

<∑
7=1

;∑
8=1

%7 8 log %7 8 . (112)

The optimization problem is thus stated as:

min
V∈* (0,· )

� (V). (113)
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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF THE OPTIMAL TRANSPORT PLAN

Before solving the problem, we must establish that a unique solution exists.

Theorem A.6 (Existence and Uniqueness). For any �nite query and key vectors and

any regularization parameter Y > 0, the optimization problem in Eq. (113) has a unique

minimizer V★ ∈ * (0, ·).

Proof. The proof proceeds by analyzing the properties of the domain* (0, ·) and
the objective functional � (V).

Properties of the Domain. The feasible set* (0, ·) is the Cartesian product of <
probability simplices,* (0, ·) = (Δ;−1)<.

1. Non-empty: The set is non-empty, as it contains, for example, the uniform

matrix %7 8 = 1/;.

2. Closed: Each simplex Δ
;−1 is a closed subset of R;. Their Cartesian product

is therefore a closed subset of R<×;.

3. Bounded: For any V ∈ * (0, ·), we have 0 ≤ %7 8 ≤ 1, which implies the matrix

is bounded in any norm.

4. Compact: Since* (0, ·) is closed and bounded in R
<×;, it is compact by the

Heine-Borel theorem.

5. Convex: Each simplex is a convex set. Their Cartesian product is therefore

also convex.

Properties of the Objective Functional. The functional � (V) is a sum of two

terms. The �rst, !(V) = ⟨V,I⟩�, is linear in V and thus convex and continuous.

The second term is Y
∑

7, 8 %7 8 log %7 8. The function 5 (F) = F log F is strictly convex on

F > 0. Because the objective function is a sum over all components %7 8, � (V) is
a sum of a convex function (!(V)) and a strictly convex function (Y∑

7, 8 5 (%7 8)). A
key property is that the sum of a convex function and a strictly convex function is

strictly convex. Therefore, � (V) is strictly convex on the domain* (0, ·). It is also
continuous on this domain.

Conclusion. By the Weierstrass Extreme Value Theorem, a continuous function

(� (V)) on a non-empty compact set (* (0, ·))must attain itsminimum. Furthermore,
because � (V) is strictly convex and the domain * (0, ·) is convex, this minimum
must be unique.
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ANALYTICAL SOLUTION AND EQUIVALENCE TO THE ATTENTION MATRIX

We now derive the closed-form solution to the EOT problem and show its

identity with the SDPA matrix.

Theorem A.7 (EOT Solution Equals Attention Matrix). The unique minimizer V★ of

the EOT problem in Eq. (113) with Y = g is identical to the scaled dot-product attention

matrix G, where

�7 8 =
exp(⟨q7 , k 8⟩/g)∑;
:=1 exp(⟨q7 , k:⟩/g)

. (114)

Proof. We use the method of Lagrange multipliers to minimize � (V) subject to the
< equality constraints

∑;
8=1 %7 8 = 1. We introduce one Lagrange multiplier _7 for

each of the < constraints. The Lagrangian L is:

L(V, ,) = � (V) +
<∑
7=1

_7
©­«
1 −

;∑
8=1

%7 8
ª®¬
. (115)

A crucial observation is that both the objective � (V) and the constraints are sepa-
rable by row index 7. The Lagrangian can be rewritten as a sum of independent

Lagrangians, one for each row V7,::

L(V, ,) =
<∑
7=1

©­
«

;∑
8=1

(
%7 8�7 8 + Y%7 8 log %7 8

)
+ _7

©­
«
1 −

;∑
8=1

%7 8
ª®
¬
ª®
¬
. (116)

This separability means we can solve the problem for each row independently. For

a �xed row 7, we set the partial derivative with respect to %7 8 to zero. The entropic

term ensures the solution lies in the relative interior of the simplex, so we can

ignore the non-negativity constraints for now.

mL
m%7 8

= �7 8 + Y(log %7 8 + 1) − _7 = 0. (117)

Solving for %7 8:

Y log %7 8 = −�7 8 + _7 − Y (118)

log %7 8 =
−�7 8

Y
+ _7 − Y

Y
(119)

%7 8 = exp

(−�7 8

Y

)
exp

(
_7 − Y

Y

)
. (120)

This shows that %7 8 is proportional to exp(−�7 8/Y), and the constant of proportion-
ality depends only on the row index 7. Let’s denote this constant’s reciprocal as
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/7 = exp(−(_7 − Y)/Y). The solution has the form %7 8 =
1
/7
exp(−�7 8/Y). We determine

the normalization constant /7 for each row by enforcing its sum-to-one constraint:

;∑
8=1

%7 8 =

;∑
8=1

1

/7
exp

(−�7 8

Y

)
= 1 (121)

=⇒ /7 =

;∑
:=1

exp

(
−�7:

Y

)
. (122)

Substituting /7 back, along with the cost de�nition �7: = −⟨q7 , k:⟩ and the choice
Y = g, we arrive at the �nal solution for the optimal transport plan V★:

%★7 8 =
exp

( ⟨q7 , k 8 ⟩
g

)
∑;

:=1 exp
(
⟨q7 , k: ⟩

g

) . (123)

This expression is identical to the de�nition of the scaled dot-product attention

weight �7 8. Since this holds for all 7 ∈ {1, . . . , <} and 8 ∈ {1, . . . , ;}, we have proven
that the unique optimal transport plan is the attention matrix: V★

= G.
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B DERIVING THE POTENTIAL VIA FENCHEL-LEGENDRE DUALITY

In Section 6, we established the existence of a potential function using the

Envelope Theorem and constructed its explicit form using Lagrangian duality.

Here, we provide a more fundamental justi�cation from �rst principles of convex

analysis, centered on the Fenchel-Legendre conjugate. This perspective reveals

that the Log-Sum-Exp potential arises as a direct consequence of a deep symmetry

between a function and its convex conjugate. The core argument proceeds in four

steps:

1. We reformulate the primal EOT problem as an unconstrained optimization

problem using an indicator function.

2. We show that the optimal value of this problem is the negative of the Fenchel-

Legendre conjugate of the entropy function. This identi�es the potential we

seek as the conjugate function itself.

3. We invoke the Fenchel-Young duality theorem, which states that the gradi-

ent of a function’s conjugate is the point that achieved the optimum in the

conjugate’s de�nition.

4. We explicitly compute the conjugate, showing it is the Log-Sum-Exp function,

and conclude that its gradient must be the so�max distribution.

REFORMULATING THE PRIMAL PROBLEM

Our original problem is a constrained minimization over the probability sim-

plex Δ
;−1. To use the tools of Fenchel duality, we �rst convert this into an uncon-

strained problem.

De�nition B.1 (Indicator Function of the Simplex). The indicator function for the

probability simplex Δ
;−1 is de�ned as:

�Δ (p) ≜


0 if p ∈ Δ

;−1

+∞ if p ∉ Δ
;−1

(124)

This function is convex. Adding it to an objective enforces the constraint, as any point

outside the simplex incurs an in�nite penalty.

Using this, we can de�ne a single function 5 (p) that encapsulates both the
entropic regularization and the simplex constraint:

5 (p) ≜ g

;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8 + �Δ (p). (125)
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The original primal EOT problem from De�nition 3.2, whose optimal value is the

primal value function+ (s), can now be written as an unconstrainedminimization:

+ (s) = min
p∈R;

{−⟨p, s⟩ + 5 (p)} . (126)

CONNECTING THE PRIMAL VALUE TO THE FENCHEL CONJUGATE

The structure of our reformulated problem perfectly matches the de�nition of

the Fenchel-Legendre conjugate.

De�nition B.2 (Fenchel-Legendre Conjugate). The Fenchel-Legendre conjugate (or

convex conjugate) of a function 5 : R; → R ∪ {+∞} is a function 5 ∗ : R; → R ∪ {+∞}
de�ned as:

5 ∗ (s) ≜ sup
p∈R;

{⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p)} . (127)

By comparing the de�nitions, we can see the relationship between our primal

value + (s) and the conjugate 5 ∗ (s):

+ (s) =min
p

{ 5 (p) − ⟨p, s⟩} (128)

= − sup
p
{⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p)} (129)

= − 5 ∗ (s). (130)

Indeed, we seek a potential q(s) such that ∇q(s) = p★(s). From the Envelope

Theorem, we know that q(s) = −+ (s). Equation (130) now tells us that this potential
must be the Fenchel conjugate itself:

q(s) = 5 ∗ (s). (131)

Our task has been transformed: to �nd the potential q(s), we must compute the
Fenchel conjugate of our entropy-plus-constraint function 5 (p).

APPLYING THE FENCHEL DUALITY THEOREM

In the preceding steps, we established that the potential function we seek, q(s),
is precisely the Fenchel conjugate of the constrained entropy function 5 (p). That
is, q(s) = 5 ∗ (s). Our goal is to prove that the gradient of this potential, ∇ 5 ∗ (s), is
the optimal attention distribution, p★(s). We will now demonstrate this rigorously.

The argument rests on a cornerstone theorem of convex analysis that relates

a function to the gradient of its conjugate. We �rst state this theorem and then

prove that our speci�c problemmeets its conditions.
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Theorem B.3 (Gradient of the Convex Conjugate). Let 5 : R; → R ∪ {+∞} be a
strictly convex and di�erentiable function on its domain. Let 5 ∗ be its Fenchel conjugate.

Then 5 ∗ is also di�erentiable, and the gradient map of 5 is invertible, with the inverse

being the gradient map of 5 ∗. This establishes the following equivalence for any pair of

vectors p and s:

p = ∇ 5 ∗ (s) ⇐⇒ s = ∇ 5 (p). (132)

Proof. This is a standard result from convex analysis, o�en derived from the

Fenchel-Young equality condition. For a di�erentiable function 5 , the equality

5 (p) + 5 ∗ (s) = ⟨p, s⟩ holds if and only if s = ∇ 5 (p). By symmetry (since 5 ∗∗ = 5 ), the

same equality holds if and only if p = ∇ 5 ∗ (s). The equivalence follows directly.

This theorem provides an explicit, invertible relationship. If we can establish

one side of the implication, the other is guaranteed to hold. Our strategy is to

show that the vector p★(s), de�ned as the unique maximizer in the conjugate’s
de�nition, satis�es the right-hand side of the equivalence, which will force the

le�-hand side to be true.

Lemma B.4 (The Gradient of the Potential). Let

5 (p) = g
∑
8

> 8 log > 8 + �Δ (p) (133)

be our constrained entropy function, and let 5 ∗ (s) be its Fenchel conjugate. Let p★(s)
be the unique vector that achieves the supremum in the de�nition of 5 ∗ (s). Then the
gradient of the conjugate function is precisely this maximizer:

∇ 5 ∗ (s) = p★(s). (134)

Proof. By de�nition, p★(s) is the solution to the following optimization problem
for a given s:

p★(s) ≜ arg sup
p∈R;

{⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p)} . (135)

Let the objective function of this optimization be ℎ(p) ≜ ⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p). Since 5 (p)
is strictly convex, − 5 (p) is strictly concave. The addition of the linear term ⟨p, s⟩
does not change concavity, so ℎ(p) is a strictly concave function.

A necessary and su�cient �rst-order condition for p★(s) to be the unique
maximizer of ℎ(p) is that the gradient of ℎ(p) with respect to pmust be zero at

that point.

∇pℎ(p)
����
p=p★ (s)

= 0. (136)
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We compute this gradient:

∇pℎ(p) = ∇p (⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p)) = s − ∇ 5 (p). (137)

Setting the gradient to zero at p★(s) gives us the de�ningproperty of themaximizer:

s − ∇ 5 (p★(s)) = 0 =⇒ s = ∇ 5 (p★(s)). (138)

This is a direct consequence of the de�nition of p★(s). We have now shown that

the pair of vectors (p★(s), s) satis�es the right-hand side of the equivalence in
Theorem B.3. This implies that the le�-hand side of the equivalence must also

hold for this pair. Substituting p = p★(s), we conclude:

p★(s) = ∇ 5 ∗ (s). (139)

This completes the proof.

EXPLICIT COMPUTATION OF THE CONJUGATE POTENTIAL

All that remains is to compute 5 ∗ (s) to �nd the explicit formula for our potential
q(s).

q(s) = 5 ∗ (s) = sup
p∈R;

{⟨p, s⟩ − 5 (p)} (140)

= sup
p∈Δ;−1




;∑
8=1

> 8A 8 − g

;∑
8=1

> 8 log > 8



. (141)

This is a constrained maximization problem. We solve it with a Lagrangian L for

the constraint
∑

> 8 = 1:

L(p, _) =
∑
8

> 8A 8 − g
∑
8

> 8 log > 8 − _
©­«
∑
8

> 8 − 1
ª®¬
. (142)

The stationarity condition, mL/m> 8 = 0, yields:

A 8 − g(log > 8 + 1) − _ = 0. (143)

This equation represents the generalized form of the KKT condition encountered

in the proof of Theorem 3.3. In that speci�c instance, the problem was a mini-

mization where the cost term −A 8 was instantiated as � 8 = −⟨q, k 8⟩. Critically, the
algebraic procedure for �nding the normalized distribution p★ from the stationar-

ity condition is identical in both cases. The equation implies that > 8 is proportional

37



Elon Litman Scaled-Dot-Product Attention as One-Sided Entropic Optimal Transport

to exp(A 8/g). As was explicitly demonstrated in the proof of Theorem 3.3, enforcing

the normalization constraint
∑

8 > 8 = 1 uniquely determines the solution to be the

so�max function:

>★8 (s) =
exp(A 8/g)∑;
:=1 exp(A:/g)

. (144)

To �nd the value of the potential q(s), we substitute this optimal p★ back into the
objective of the supremum problem in Eq. (141):

q(s) =
∑
8

>★8 A 8 − g
∑
8

>★8 log >
★
8 (145)

=

∑
8

>★8 A 8 − g
∑
8

>★8

( A 8
g
− log /

)
where / =

∑
:

4A:/g (146)

=

∑
8

>★8 A 8 −
∑
8

>★8 A 8 + g log /
∑
8

>★8 (147)

= g log / (since
∑
8

>★8 = 1) (148)

= g log

(
;∑
:=1

exp
( A:
g

))
. (149)

We have successfully derived that the potential q(s) is the Log-Sum-Exp function.

Remark B.5 (Equivalence to Lagrangian Duality). The procedure followed here is

conceptually the "pure" form of the argument. The Lagrangian duality approach used in

the main text is a more procedural, but ultimately equivalent, method for computing the

Fenchel conjugate of a function subject to a�ne constraints. The Lagrange multipliers in

that framework play the role of the conjugate variables. This Fenchel-Legendre perspective

provides the deeper reason why such a dual approach works and reveals the fundamental

geometric relationship between the EOT objective and the LSE potential.
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