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Introduction

Monge’s formulation of the optimal transport problem, going back to the eighteenth cen-
tury, can be described as follows (the original reference is [55]). We are given two distribu-
tion functions f; and fs, corresponding to the height profile of a certain amount of material
in a region {2 and to an excavation to be filled in a region €2;. We are given a cost ¢ on
Q1 x €y, accounting for the work to be spent for transporting a unit of mass from z € €y
toy € Qy. Let t: Q; — Oy be the (Borel) rule of transportation, that is, the map which
identifies which arrival point y € 25 corresponds to a starting point z € ;. The quantity

/Q (,t(2)) f1 (2)da

represents the total cost for the operation. The optimization problem consists in finding
the best way (i.e. the best t) to move the material, so that the total cost is minimized. Of
course, the conservation of mass constraint has to be taken into account, that is

filz)de = [ faly) dy.
Q1 Qo

Moreover the mass corresponding to each portion of the material moved is conserved too,

that is
/ foly) dy = / fi(a) da,
A t-1(A)

for any (Borel) subset A of 5. The latter conditions will be summarized with the notation
ty fi = fo. Hence, we can give the following formulation:

min {/Q @ @) fi(2) e : bufy = f2} |

From the mathematical point of view, it is natural to state the optimal transport problem
in a measure setting. Instead of density functions f;, fo supported in some regions, we can
consider two measures [, ps over a suitable ambient space X. The conservation of total
mass (then normalized to 1 without loss of generality) is taken into account by asking p;,
2 to be probability measures over X, that is u, s € Z2(X).

This problem constitutes the basic tool of our analysis. In its more general form, due
to Kantorovich (we refer to Chapter 2 for details), it gives rise to the notion of optimal

v
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transportation distance in the space of probability measures. This way, two measures can
be seen as close if the relative transport cost is small. The nice structure induced is one of
the most relevant features, since &?(X) turns out to be a suitable setting for developing
not only a metric, but even a differential calculus.

The main topic in this work will be the analysis of evolutionary equations (we refer to
Chapters 3,4,5) with optimal transportation tools. In this case, De Giorgi’s minimizing
movements theory and the optimal transport can be combined to provide general existence
and stability results. Also, it turns out that solutions to equations of diffusion type are seen
to correspond to curves of maximal slope of suitable energy functionals in &(X), and an
important parallel variational formulation is established. This is the approach introduced
in the papers [43, 57, 58, 59, 60], and then developed by many other authors, for instance
in [54, 26, 27, 1, 8, 9].

Of course, there are many other applications of optimal transport. In particular, we
will also discuss some different formulations, related to “optimal transport networks”. See
[21, 23] and the other references in Chapter 6, where a problem of this kind is analyzed.

We go into details with the following summary.

The first three chapters are meant to give a short, but as much as possible self-contained,
presentation of the theoretic background that is needed for the applications starting from
Chapter 4. The main reference is the book [4].

Chapter 1 introduces the measure theoretic framework and the other mathematical
tools. We consider the probability space Z2(X). Regarding X, we will assume it to be a
separable metric space satisfying the Radon property (see (1.0.1) below). For the moment,
we let X be a Hilbert space with norm | - | and orthonormal basis {e;};en. We introduce
the basic concepts like the moments [ « |z[Pdp of p1, and the corresponding subspace of
probability measures with finite p-moments Z2,(X). The standard narrow convergence of
measures

/s@dunﬁ/wdu Yy € C)(X)
X X

is considered over #(X), and denoted by p, — p. One of the basic tools is Prokhorov
theorem, characterizing compactness by means of tightness, that is, uniform approximation
by measures of compact sets of X. We refer to the monographs [3, 13, 14, 33] and to the
standard real analysis texts like [63].

We then introduce the first important concepts related to optimal transportation. A
Borel (or even p-measurable) map t : X — X such that tup = po, ie. pa(A) =
pi(t71(A)), is called a transport map. A measure v € Z(X x X) such that the first and
second marginals are respectively p; and ps (ie. y(A X X) = pu1(A), v(X x A) = ua(A))
is said to be a transport plan. We let

D(pr, o) = {v € P(X x X) s myy = pn, 7y = pia} -
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Plans constitute the basic ingredient for generalizing the Monge problem and constructing
a metric and differential structure on the whole of £2,(X), with no restriction on the
measures involved.

Next we introduce the standard disintegration theorem and the cylindrical projections
for measures and functions on X. Hence, for p € &(X) and a p-measurable function f,
we have the slicing formula

/X f(z)du = /X ) ( /(Hd)l(“) f(z) duwd(a:)> dIT% pu(zq).-

Here 24 € X9 and X¢ denotes a d-dimensional subspace, II% being the corresponding
orthogonal projection. The internal integral is taken on the fiber (I1?)~!(z4), with respect
to the disintegrated measure i, .

We also let Cyl(X) denote the set of smooth cylindrical functions over X, i.e. ((z) €
Cyl(X) is smooth and depends on a finite number of components of x.

In order to gain compactness in X, we need to introduce a weaker topology, but still
metrizable. For, we consider (as in [4]) the norm

o0

1
lzlZ = j—2<:v,ej>2-

j=1

X denotes the space X endowed with the new topology, which induces a weaker topology
also on Z(X), to which we refer as Z(X).

We then prove some convergence lemmas involving transport maps and plans. We
analyze the behavior of sequences of the form (p,4u,). Particular importance has to be
paid to sequences (p,) of functions with p, € LP(u,), so that each element belongs to a
different space. We define the convergence by duality with cylindrical functions, letting

pn — p if
/X (@) pu() dpn(z) — /X (@)ple) du(z) VC € Cyl(X).

This notion of convergence will be important when dealing with finite dimensional approx-
imations.

In the last section we introduce some tools from geometric measure theory. We refer
for instance to [3, 35, 36]. First of all we recall the definition of Hausdorff measures H* on
R" and the definition of H*-rectifiable set. Then we introduce the approximate tangent
space, the tangent gradient and the distributional curvature, along with a result about the
differentiation of the H* measure of sets along smooth vector fields.

Chapter 2 deals with the rigorous formulation of the optimal transport problem. For
the theory in the first two sections, we refer to the results in [15, 16] and to the monographs
[72, 73]. In particular, we introduce the generalized Kantorovich version ([44, 45]), that is

inf {/Xxy c(z,y)dy(z,y) : v € F(ul,uz)} :
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Unlike the standard Monge problem, this linearized version is well-posed, as easily seen
by direct methods. As a consequence, we can define the set on which the infimum is
attained 'g(pq, 2), and refer to its elements as optimal transport plans. It is clear that
this formulation contains the former, since any map t corresponds to the plan (I, t)u1,
where (I,t) : X — X x X is the product map. Of course, if we are to transport a Dirac
mass to a diffuse mass, the map from the support of the Dirac mass to the support of
the target one has to be multivalued, making the Monge problem ill-posed. On the other
hand, it is clear that no such restriction arises when dealing with plans, which include also
multivalued cases. In particular, plans correspond to maps when they are concentrated on
graphs.

We briefly recall some general results, like Kantorovich duality and c-monotonicity of
the support of optimal plans. We do not enter in the details, and we address the reader
to [72, 73], or also to [2, 4] for an exhaustive overview on optimal transportation. Here
we focus the attention on the case of the p-cost, that is c¢(z,y) = |r — y|?, p > 1, and
we state the result about existence of optimal maps. After the heuristics above, we see
that the only obstacle could be the concentration of the starting measure. Hence we let
11 be a regular measure, that is, null on Gauss null sets, or simply absolutely continuous
with respect to Lebesgue measure in the Euclidean case. The classical result says that
the optimal transport between p; and ps is induced by a unique map. In the case p = 2
on Euclidean spaces, the map is also given by the gradient of a convex l.s.c. function
(Brenier’s theorem, see [15, 16]). We also show an injectivity result.

In the second part of the chapter we introduce the optimal transportation distance. It
is defined on &2,(X) by

WP (4, v) = inf {/XX P (21, 33) dy(z1, ) 7 € D1, y)} |

We need a lemma about composition of plans in order to show the triangle inequality.
The argument is based on the disintegration theorem recalled in Chapter 1. After that,
we prove some other facts about the distance. It metrizes the natural weak topology of

Z,(X), that is

Wylp 1) 0 & = pand [ [ol?die — [ Jal d
X X

so that from now on (Z2,(X), W,) becomes the ambient space for the analysis. Thanks to
this result, we are able to state some refined convergence lemmas, in particular improving
the ones of Chapter 1. Most importantly, we characterize the Wasserstein (constant speed)
geodesics, that is, curves t € [0,1] — py € FP5(X) such that

Wo(ps, pie) = (t — 8)Walpo, 1) V0O <s <t <1

The characterization says that a curve is a geodesic if and only if there exists a plan
v € To(po, 11) such that
pe = ((1—t)r' + t7r2)# Y.
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The geodesical interpolation between py and 1y possesses good properties. For instance, if
o is regular and p, is a geodesic, then i is regular for any ¢ < 1, even if p; is not (with
the consequent existence of optimal maps).

After introducing the Wasserstein structure, in the third part of the chapter we go
on showing a first relation with PDE’s. We cite [4, 11, 59] as basic references. In the
(P5(X), W) framework, we will see how any absolutely continuous curve p; satisfies the
continuity equation

O + div (vpy) =0 (0.0.1)

in the sense of distributions, where v; is a suitable L*(X, us; X) vector field. The proof
will in fact show that v; can be chosen as an element of

LQ(X7Mt7X)

v € {Vyp:pe Cyl(X)} : (0.0.2)

for almost any ¢. This is a characterization of optimality in norm for the velocity field,
and it turns out that this is actually a tangent vector to y; in a suitable sense, as argued
in [59]. For a more detailed discussion of these geometric properties we refer to [40].

We conclude the chapter devoted to optimal transport by introducing some related
formulations, concerning urban planning (see for instance [21, 23, 24]). Thinking to the
basic form of Monge problem in R?, we are given again two measures fi;, fo, with same
mass. In this case they represents quantity of specific products, amounts of some material,
or densities of population in specific regions. For v € I'(p1, u2), we introduce the cost

Iy = /ng ds(z,y) dv(z,y), (0.0.3)

where dy, is a distance depending on the presence of a transport line ¥, which can be for
instance a curve connecting the two reference regions. An example could be

d(z,y) A (dist (z, X) + dist (y, %)),

where d is the Euclidean distance and dist (x, X)) = inf{d(z,0) : 0 € 3}. Here the goal is to
minimize the optimal transport cost with respect to X, subject to a constraint accounting
for the cost for constructing the network (for instance one may fix the length of ¥).

Chapter 3 is concerned with the differential structure of ((X), Ws) and with the
theory of gradient flows. Here we show the main results to be applied for existence and
uniqueness of PDEs having the form of (0.0.1). We refer to [32] for the minimizing move-
ments scheme. We also refer to [53] for the definition of convexity in this framework, and
to [43, 58, 59, 60] for the application of the Wasserstein variational approach to evolution
equations. The theory covered in this chapter is systematically developed in [4].

We begin with the natural (sub)differential definition in the Wasserstein space. Given

a functional ¢ : Z25(X) — R, we say that € € L*(X, u; X) is in the subdifferential d¢(u)
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of the point p if

o) — d(u) > /X (€. 62(x) — 2) du(z) + o(Wa(s, v)), (0.0.4)

where t; denotes the optimal transport map between p and v. For this definition to make
sense, we need existence of optimal maps. Hence, we ask that any p in the domain of d¢
(such that 0¢() is nonempty) is regular. This assumption is not strictly needed, since we
could also define a generalized differential in terms of transport plans, but simplifies much
the notation.

Our goal is to extend the natural steepest descent curves equation of Euclidean spaces,
that is

u = —V(p(u)), (0.0.5)

to more general spaces. We consider two strategies. The first one takes advantage of the
definition of tangent vector field and of subdifferential in the new context, as given by
(0.0.2) and (0.0.4). So that we can write the gradient flow equation

v, € —9¢(n), (0.0.6)

where v, satisfies (0.0.2). The second one is a purely metric approach, which consists
in regarding the Euler implicit discretization (with time step 7) for (0.0.5) as the Euler-
Lagrange equation for the minimization problem

1
min ¢(u) + 2—]u —u’)?,  u” given.
u T

We see that this relation is suitable to be generalized in (P2(X), W3), by

1
i — W2 0. 0.0.7
Me@i?x)d)(“) + oW (s p1”) (0.0.7)

We minimize recursively, producing a sequence (1%), k& € N, of discrete minimizers. We
construct a piecewise constant interpolation pu. () := ;LB/ I and we try passing to the limit
as 7 — 0, in the sense of measures, for any ¢, thus obtaining a curve p; in P5(X). In
a Hilbertian setting, this procedure is classical and known as implicit Euler scheme. De
Giorgi in [32] studied and generalized this in general metric spaces, calling this minimizing
movements scheme. We will show that, under suitable assumptions on functional ¢ (besides
lower semicontinuity, coercivity and regularity of measures in the domain of J¢), these two
approaches produce in fact the same solution.

We refer to two main results in Chapter 3. The first one (Theorem 3.4.4) assumes that
the sublevels of ¢ are compact. Then, there exists a solution of the minimizing movements
scheme, which also produces a limiting velocity which satisfies a relaxed gradient flow
relation. In some particular cases such relation can be shown to coincide with (0.0.6),
hence giving a gradient flow.
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On the other hand, the most powerful results are obtained in the case of a convex
functional. Here the convexity relation has to be understood in the Wasserstein sense,
that is, ¢ is A-geodesically convex if, for any p', u* € 2,(X), there exist v € To(u, u?)
such that the inequality

6 (((1 =)+ 15),7) < (L= 00(ud) + 16(5%) — SN~ OWE(h ) (008)

holds for any ¢ € [0,1]. Such notion was introduced in [53]. Actually we will sometimes
need a stronger convexity property, we refer to Definition 3.1.4. In the convex case (and
even if ¢ does not have compact sublevels) both the minimizing movements scheme and
the gradient flow inclusion (0.0.6) inherit many additional properties. For the latter, we
mention the fact that it can be translated in a system of evolution variational inequalities,
that is

ld_ Lo 1

§EW2 (e, v) + 5/\W2 (e, v) < d(v) — d(ue)  for L1-ae. t € (0,T),
for any v € D(¢). This characterization holds only in the distinguished case p = 2, and we
point out that it is the basic tool for uniqueness and contractivity of gradient flows (see
Theorem 3.3.4). Moreover, we are able to give a characterization for the minimal norm in

ol (6) — o))"
. ) — (v
V—JLHELS??QIZX) Ws (,u> V)

= min {||€||L2(X,M;X) S 8¢(M)}

The left hand side is called the metric slope of the functional. Concerning the minimizing
movements scheme in the convex case, if u, is a discrete minimizer, the element of min-
imal norm of d¢(u) can be suitably approximated with subdifferentials at the points p.,
as 7 — 0 (a closure property of the subdifferential). Moreover, strong convexity yields
uniqueness of each discrete minimizer. Finally, the main result asserts that there is a
unique gradient flow /minimizing movement for ¢, starting from each point u € P5(X),
and that such solution is given by the action of a contractive semigroup S(t) on 5 (X).
More properties are given in the statement, see Theorem 3.5.8.

Chapter 4 gives the first new application of the theory illustrated so far. The results
here are contained in the paper [5]. We consider the PDE

V(Lo p)

@,ut — div (
Pt

Mt) in X x (0,7). (0.0.9)
Here L represents the nonlinearity, and p; denotes the density of the unknown p,; with
respect to a reference measure on v € Z(X). In the Euclidean case, we can choose
v = e VL™ and if L is the identity we obtain the standard Fokker-Planck equation with
potential V. In the case L(z) = 2™, m > 1, we obtain the porous media equation. In the
pioneering paper [43], the authors studied the Fokker-Planck equation in the framework of
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minimizing movements with respect to the Wasserstein distance. The reference functional
for the scheme is the entropy

H(p) = / plogpdy.
X

Hence this kind of problem motivates the development of the theory illustrated in Chapter
3. In [9] an infinite dimensional framework is considered, and the authors prove existence
and uniqueness of a gradient flow solution when + is a log-concave measure, that is, for any
couple of open sets A, B in X, there holds

logv((1 —t)A+tB) > (1 —t)logv(A) + tlogy(B).

In this chapter, we are concerned with the generalization to the nonlinear case, corre-
sponding to different choices of the function L. We are in fact able to prove the same
result.

We consider the relative internal energy functional

Fun = [ £ (%)

Here F': R — R is a strictly convex function, related to L by L(z) = 2F'(z) — F(z). Our
goal is to show that the element of minimal norm in the Wasserstein subdifferential of .%#
is exactly the velocity vector field appearing in (0.0.9). This way the theory developed in
Chapter 3, and in particular Theorem 3.5.8, is seen to apply. For, we take advantage of
the validity of the same result in Euclidean spaces (see [4]), we take projections on finite
dimensional subspaces of X and we pass to the limit. We need a definition of derivative in
Hilbert spaces, that is, if e; is a basis for X, a function u € L*(X, ) is said to have partial
derivative n; = de,u € L'(X, ) if

/X Do, () u(x) dr(x) = — /X 0y (2)C(2) dr () — /X u(2)((x) d(@e7) () VC € Cl(X),

and then

[e.e]
Vu:= Z(@eju)ej.

j=1
In order to give sense to the latter definition, we need the distributional derivatives d, of
v to be absolutely continuous measures themselves. Also we should ask that u is bounded,
not to have ambiguities with the last integral. In fact, the latter assumption can be avoided
considering a generalized notion of differentiability, asking that all the truncates (—n)VuAn
are weakly differentiable. On the other hand, the former one is strictly needed, and by
slightly modifying the argument of Chapter 2, we are also able to show that optimal
transport maps exist from such measures even if they are not regular. Moreover, log-
concavity of 7 and the McCann hypothesis (see [53]) on F, that is, e*F(e™*) is convex
and nonincreasing, ensure the geodesical convexity of the energy, so that we are in the
framework of Theorem 3.5.8.
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Finally, for our argument we need to generalize one of the results of Chapter 3 holding
in the convex case. We have mentioned that, by closure of the subdifferential, the element
of minimal norm in &.% (i) can be approximated in L? (in the suitable sense) by a sequence
of elements in 0.% (., ), for 7,, going to zero. Here i, minimize the perturbed functionals
of the discrete problem (0.0.7). We show that the same holds true if p,, are minimizers of
suitable functionals I'-converging to .%. Hence, a section of the chapter will be focused on
['-convergence.

The main result can be summarized as follows. For all u° € 925(X) there exists a
unique distributional solution p; = pyy to (0.0.9), satisfying Lr o p; € WHH( X, 5) for a.e.
t > 0 and:
€ L} .(0,+00).

loc
L2(X ;X))

HV(LF o Pt)
Pt

Furthermore, reasoning as done in [1] we are able to show that if 4% < Cy, then p; < C
v-a.e. for all t > 0.

Chapter 5 presents a second application to PDEs. The results here are contained
in [8, 50, 6]. We are concerned with a model for the evolution of the so-called Ginzburg-
Landau vortices in a superconductor. The model, proposed in [28], is the following.

d . .
pril div(Vhymp) =0 in D'((0,4+00) x ), (0.0.10)
where € is an open, bounded subset of R? and the velocity vector field is coupled with s,
for any ¢, by
—Ah,+h,=p inQ
{ hy =1 ond. (0.0.11)

We look for a solution u; which is a measure in P(Q) N H~1(Q2). We are working with
measures on ) in order to treat masses in © which vary during the evolution and may
concentrate on the boundary. For measures i on € we make use of the notation j = 1+ i,
where 11 = xou and 1 = yaau. The reference functional is

A 1
() = D = Su(Q) + 5/ IV h> + b, — 12, A >0. (0.0.12)
Q

It is related to the standard Ginzburg-Landau energy. In fact, it is shown in [64] that it
is the limit, in a suitable sense, of the Ginzburg-Landau functional in some asymptotic
range of parameters. In this case we do not have the geodesical convexity property, so we
will apply the theory of Section 3.4. Since we are in R?, we do not have any problem for
compactness of sublevels.

After a brief physical introduction of the problem, we recall some results contained in
the seminal paper [8]. The main result therein reads as follows: given an initial datum p°
with [|f]|.» = C, there exists a solution for (0.0.10) such that, for any ¢, ||fi||z» < C. This
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result is based on the following facts. An entropy function ¢, behaving like the p-power,

can be exhibited such that
et < [ o).
Q Q

This is the essential element for the regularity part of the statement. Moreover, an Euler-
Lagrange equation for the minimizing movements problem, starting from a generic p €

P5(Q2), is derived. Indeed, if . is the corresponding discrete minimizer, there holds

It

T

— —Vh,,.

Since the left hand side is the discrete velocity of the scheme })assing to the limit as
T — 0, after constructing the piecewise constant interpolation /Lit ﬂ, one obtains, for any
t, a characterization of the limiting velocity as v, = —Vh,,,. Then, by Theorem 3.4.4, the
couple (¢, vy) satisfies the continuity equation.

The main result of Chapter 5 is the global uniqueness of solutions. The main difficulty is
the potential presence of mass on the boundary. The question of giving natural boundary
conditions for the model is also strictly related. Hence, the main part of the analysis
consist in taking a new variation for the discrete minimization problem, taking into account
transportation of mass from 0f2. Given the initial point u and being i, the minimizer, we
compare it with

pe =0+ Tey(a’o) + (1 — a®)p,

where a ~ 0 and € ~ 1 are suitable parameters and o is an arbitrary diffuse measure, 7" is
the optimal transport map between o and v, and

T.=(1—-e)l+T, e€]0,1].

We see that p is built taking a portion « of the mass of ;1 on the boundary and moving it
inside, in correspondence of . With this kind of variation we are able to show that there
exists a discrete minimizer p, such that

(VI (z),y —x) >0 Y(z,y) € supp(fi-) x Q. (0.0.13)

This condition says that, at least if €2 is convex, the velocity —Vh, near the boundary
tends to be directed towards the exterior of the domain (and normally to the boundary).
This fact suggests that no mass is going to enter in € from 0f2. Also, it suggests that
the actual velocity for the equation should be —xqVh, , hence zero on the boundary.
Moreover, passing to the limit in (0.0.13) we obtain the condition which ensures global
uniqueness of L> solutions. The argument of the proof extends the one used for Theorem
3.3.4.

The actual model of [28] involves signed measures. In fact, Ginzburg-Landau vortices
possess a topological charge. In the second part of Chapter 5 we analyze the evolution of
(0.0.12) in the signed case. Of course we can no more apply the theory of the first chapters,
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suitable only for positive measures with the same mass. Given two signed measures u,v €

M(Q) with same integral, we have to define suitable cost functionals. A first choice is
Wa(p,v) = Wa(p™ +v vt +pu7). (0.0.14)

This is not a distance, but it can be bounded from below with a distance (if we have a
uniform bound on total masses), and we will show some properties of the transportation
given by Wy. In order not to have too many degrees of freedom, we also introduce, for
fixed u € M(Q), the following

Wi(v,p) = inf  (Wi(o!, pt) + W5(0? u7)).

ol—o2=v
Even this new object can be bounded from below with a distance, so that we are still
able to construct a minimizing movement p;. Moreover, the map v — Wh(v, i) is lower
semicontinuous in the weak topology of M () (which is again defined by the duality with
continuous and bounded functions). Then, we can reproduce the Euler-Lagrange equation,
which takes the form

N 1 ~ 1 ~
_thﬁluT = ;([ - rl):uj + ;(I - r2)ﬂ77

where r; and ry are optimal transport maps between portions of positive and negative
parts of the measures. Also, we are able to obtain L? regularity for discrete minimizers by
means of an entropy argument, as in the positive case.

We can no more apply Theorem 3.4.4. Still we can pass to the limit as 7 goes to zero,
and we obtain an equation like (0.0.10), that is

d . .

prilhe div(xaVhune) =0 in D'((0,400) x R?).

In the second term, a suitable measure g; > |u;| appears in place of |u]. It is not yet clear
whether o, = |u| or not, this is related to the problem of proving convergence in stronger
topologies for this scheme. We plan to investigate this in the future, in collaboration with
L. Ambrosio and S. Serfaty.

Chapter 6 deals with a shape optimization problem in R?, that is, a problem of the
form
min {F(X) : X closed connected subset of R*}.

We refer in particular to [19]. The techniques exhibited and the results obtained have in
fact a little relation with the analysis of the previous chapters. Nevertheless, we decide to
add this part since it has been developed during the PhD studies and since the problem is
strictly related to optimal transport.

We consider the following functional

F(X):= /R2 dist (z, 3) du(x).
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It is obtained as a particular instance of the transport network cost (0.0.3) discussed in
Section 2.4. In fact, we may think that we are concerned with a density u of population and
a transport line ¥ of fixed length to be constructed such that the average cost (proportional
to the distance) for citizens for reaching it is minimized. A constraint on the maximal length
of 3 has to be introduced, so we will add a penalization term, proportional to H!(X). In
terms of Wasserstein distance, this minimization problem corresponds to

irzlf{Wl(,u, v) + AH'(Z) : suppv € B}

Existence of a solution is achieved by standard compactness arguments. One of the most
important questions here is about the regularity of minimizers. But we do not address this
argument. Rather, we are interested in stationary points. First of all, since we do not have
a standard differentiable structure on closed connected subsets of R?, we have to find a
suitable definition. We show that, in the Hausdorff topology, it is not possible to satisfy
the usual first order stationarity equality. On the other hand, taking variations induced by
a smooth vector field X, hence without changing the topology of sets, we obtain the Euler
equation

X (7%(z)), ”2@# dy — A{Hy, X) = 0.
R? [ (z) — |

Here Hy, denotes the distributional curvature and 7> is the projection map on X.

The rest of the analysis is concerned with this equation, with u being the Lebesgue
measure on some bounded subset of R%2. We show that a stationary point (in the above
sense) can contain closed loops (whereas it is known that minimizers can not). We show
that a set with a corner between two segments can not be stationary. On the other hand,
we show that irregular sets can be stationary, since we are able to give an explicit example
of a stationary set ¥ containing a corner point. We also show that the same set can not
be stationary in a convex (2 if the angle is too large.

In the final part of the chapter, we analyze a different functional, that is,

F(X):= / us (z) f(z) de + ZNH (D).
Q
Here Q C R? is a given bounded open set, f is a given function, and uy, is the unique

solution of an elliptic PDE with ¥ N € as Dirichlet region. We see how to derive a similar
Euler equation for this case.
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Chapter 1

Measure theoretic setting

This first chapter is devoted to the introduction of the basic mathematical framework.

Let X be a separable metric space with distance d. Let B(X) denote the o-algebra of
all Borel subsets of X and Z(X) be the set of probability measures over (X, B(X)). The
space X is called a Radon space (see for instance [14, 67]) if the following inner regularity
property holds: given a measure p € Z(X),

VB e B(X),e >0, 3K € Bs.t. u(B\K) <e. (1.0.1)

In this chapter, X, Y, X,,,n € N will be understood to be separable metric Radon spaces.
Sometimes we will particularize the setting to Hilbert or Euclidean spaces. When X will
stand for a separable Hilbert space, we will denote by | - | the norm and by {e;};en the
reference orthonormal basis. Polish spaces satisfy the Radon property (1.0.1), but we will
have to deal also with non complete spaces.

1.1 The weak topology of probability spaces
We need to introduce a topological structure on Z(X).

Definition 1.1.1 (Weak convergence) We say that a sequence (u,) C P(X) is weakly
(or narrowly) converging to p € P(X) if, for any continuous and bounded function f on

X, there holds
/fdun—>/fdu. (1.1.1)
X X

In this case we write p, — j.

Remark 1.1.2 If X is also locally compact, in view of the Riesz representation theorem
(see for instance [63, chapter 2]), the space of Radon measures over X can be identified
with the dual space of CP(X). In such context, the convergence in duality with CP(X) is
the weak* convergence in the dual space (CP(X))".

1
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In the case of a semicontinuous function, a suitable approximation argument with
Lipschitz functions allows to obtain an inequality (for the details we refer to [4, §5.1],
where the fact that it is enough to check (1.1.1) on Lipschitz functions is also remarked).
Let f: X — (—o00,+0o0] be Ls.c. and bounded from below. Let p,, — p. Then

fdu < liminf/ fd,. (1.1.2)
X nemee Jx
Analogously, if f is upper semicontinuous and bounded from above one obtains
fdu> limsup/ fdpy,. (1.1.3)
X n—oo JXx

Applying the last two inequalities respectively to the characteristic function of an open
and a closed subset of X we find

p(A) < liminf p,(A) VA open, AC X, (1.1.4)
w(A) > limsup p,(A) VA closed, A C X. (1.1.5)

Let now d be a distance on X and fix p > 0. In the sequel, we will say that a function
f on X has p-growth at infinity if, for some A, B > 0 and ¥ € X there holds

|f(x)] < A+ BdP(z,z) VzeX. (1.1.6)
Let us introduce the subset &2,(X) of probability measures with finite p-moment.

Definition 1.1.3 (Moments) We say that pp € Z2,(X) if its p-th moment is finite, that
is, for some T € X,

/ dP(z, ) dp < +oo. (1.1.7)

Moreover, we say that a set = C P (X) has uniformly integrable p-moments if, for some
re X,

lim sup/ dP(z,x)dp = 0. (1.1.8)
X\B, (%)

T—00 /LE =
Equivalently, one can ask that

sup/ fdp < +oo, (1.1.9)
X

HEE

for some positive function f whose growth at infinity is faster than p.

Concerning narrowly converging sequences of measures, we have the following characteri-
zation of uniform integrability of p-moments.

Proposition 1.1.4 Let {py}nen C Pp(X) be such that p, — p € P(X). The family
{ttn tnen has uniformly integrable p-moments if and only if (1.1.1) holds for any continuous
function f on X with at most p-growth at infinity.



1.1. THE WEAK TOPOLOGY OF PROBABILITY SPACES 3

Proof. Let p > 0, z € X. Suppose that the sequence (u,) has uniformly integrable
p-moments and let f : X — R be such that (1.1.6) holds. Let moreover f, = f Ak, k > 0.
Since fi is continuous and bounded from above, it satisfies (1.1.3), and since f > fi we
have

limsup/Xf(J:) dpn () = limsup/X(f(a:) — fe(2)) dpn(x +11msup/ fr(z) dp, (z

n—oo n—oo n—oo

Ssup/ (f(x) = k) dpn(z /fk ) dp(z
neN J{zeX:f(z)>k}

Ssup/ (A+ Bd(z, 7)) dpn(z /f ) dp(z
neN J{zeX:dpr(z,0)> 54}

Taking the limit in &, since (y,) has uniformly integrable p-moments, we see that f satisfies
(1.1.3). In order to show (1.1.2), one reasons in the same way with f = (=k) VvV f, k > 0,
and taking advantage of (1.1.6).

On the other hand, let (1.1.1) hold for any continuous function with p-growth. Hence
(1.1.1) holds in particular for the function d?(z, x) —d}(Z, x), where d}.(z, z) := d’(Z,z) Nk,
k > 0. Moreover, (1.1.5) can be applied to the d-closed set Dy := {z € X : d’(z,z) > k}
(complement of the open ball Byi/,(Z)), for any k& > 0. Hence

n—oo n—oo

lim sup/D dP(z, ) dp, () = lim sup (/X(dp(f,x) — A8 (z, ) dpy () + kun(Dk))
< [ @@0) = @) duto) + k(D)
- [ @@ duta),

yielding
lim lim sup/ d(z,x) dp,(z) = 0.
Dy,

k—oo nooo

Here the limsup can be substituted with the supremum over N, since of course any finite
subset of {fin }nen has uniformly integrable p-moments, so that (1.1.8) is proved. O

It is natural to give the next definition.

Definition 1.1.5 (Convergence with moments) We say that a sequence (f1,,) C Z2,(X)
converges to p1 in Pp(X) if p, — p and (1.1.1) holds for any continuous function f on
X with at most p-growth. After Proposition 1.1.4, it is equivalent to require that j, — p
and, for some T € X,

/Xdp(a:,:v)dune/xdp(a:,x)du. (1.1.10)

We write p, — p in P,(X) to denote this convergence (or simply p, — p in the distin-
guished case p =2).
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We also recall the following result about narrow convergence.

Proposition 1.1.6 Let pu, — p. Then for any x € supp u there exist elements x, €
supp pn such that x, — x in X.

Proof. Let x € supp v and consider the following sequence:
ap = min {n eN: a1 <n, supppm N Bi(z)#0 Ym > n} ,

with ap = 0. It is well defined since (1.1.4) gives 0 < u(B1/x(2)) < liminf,, o pin(B1/k(2)).
Let (nx) C N be a sequence such that, a; < ny < agy1. For any k € N, let z,,, be a point
in supp fin, N Bik(z). The sequence (z,, ) realizes the desired approximation. d

LP spaces

Let p € Z(X) and let f: X — R be p-measurable. f belongs to L£P(X, u) if

/ P dp < +o0.
X

As usual, with LP(X, u) we denote the corresponding quotient space with respect to the
equivalence relation which identifies functions agreeing p-a.e. on X. Now let p: X — Y
be a p-measurable vector map and let dy denote the distance on the space Y. We say that
p € LP(X, 1Y) if, for some y € Y

/de/(gj, p(z))du(z) < +oo. (1.1.11)

Given two functions p,, p, € LP(X, 11;Y), their L? distance is defined by
1/p
dwecn (oo = [ Bloi) o) dut) (1112
X

Tightness and compactness

We introduce the following

Definition 1.1.7 (Tightness) A set = C P(X) is said to be tight if for any € > 0 there
exist compact subsets K. of X such that

W(X\K.) <e, Vue€E. (1.1.13)
An equivalent condition is given by

Proposition 1.1.8 A set = C P(X) 1is tight if and only if there exists a function ¢ :
X — [0, +o0] with compact sublevels such that

sup/ pdp < +oo. (1.1.14)
HEEJX
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Proof. Let = C &(X) satisfy (1.1.14). Tschebyshev inequality gives

suppu({z € X 1 p(x) > 1/e}) < €SUp/ @ dj.
HEE neEEJX
By (1.1.14) we deduce that, as ¢ — 0, sup .z u({x € X : p(z) > 1/e}) — 0, and since the
sublevels of ¢ are compact, (1.1.13) follows choosing K. = {x € X : p(x) < 1/e}.
On the other hand, let (a,) € R be a sequence such that Z:{:& a, < 4oo and let K,,

be a sequence of sets satisfying (1.1.13), and such that K., C K., ,,. Then
+oo
o(x) =inf{neN:zx e K. } = ZXX\Ksn(x)
n=0
satisfies (1.1.14). O

Remark 1.1.9 If X is an Euclidean space, local compactness ensures that tightness, in
view of Proposition 1.1.8, is implied by (1.1.9), for any p > 0. This way, tightness can be
seen to follow from uniform integrability of moments.

The next theorem is the standard characterization of compactness in probability spaces
(see for instance [14, 33]).

Theorem 1.1.10 (Prokhorov) A set = C P(X) is relatively compact (with respect to
the weak topology in P2(X)) if it is tight. The converse holds true in Polish (complete
separable metric) spaces.

In a Radon space, any measure u € &(X), as a singleton, is tight, thanks to the inner
approximation property with compact sets (1.0.1). Hence, a sequence (u,) C Z(X) is a
tight set if and only if

sup liminf p,(K) = 1.

Moreover, it is well known that in a Radon space every weakly converging sequence (p,,) €
P(X) is tight (see [46]).

1.2 Transport of measures and multiple plans

Push-forward

Let T : X; — X, be a p-measurable map. The push-forward (or transport) of p on X,
through T is the measure v € Z(X,) defined by

v(B) = w(T™Y(B)), VB € B(Xa). (1.2.1)

We write v = Typ and T is called a transport map between p and v.
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If f: Xy — Risa Tygpu-measurable function, then f o T is p-measurable and the
definition can be written in terms of the change of variables formula:

foTdu= fdTup. (1.2.2)

X1 X2

A consequence of (1.2.2) is the following composition rule: if X3 is a third space and
S : Xy — X3 is a Typ-measurable map, then

S4(Ty) = (S0 Ty (1.2.3)

In fact from (1.2.2) one immediately has, for any Sy (T 4p)-measurable g : X3 — R,

/gd(S#(T#u))Z/ goSdT#uz/ goSonuz/ gd(SoT)up.
X3 Xo X1

X3
The measure T4 is concentrated on the image of T, and we have
supp Txp C T(supp p). (1.2.4)

The inclusion is in general strict. The two sets coincide in the case of a continuous map T.

Product spaces, projections and multiple plans

Given the separable metric Radon spaces Xi,...,X,, consider the product space X =
[T, Xi. The projection map 7 : X — X is defined by

.
T (T, ) X
Analogously we define 7% with h < n and iy,...,i, € {1,...,n}, as
i1yin
Tt (@, ) o (T, e, Ty ).

Clearly projection maps are continuous.

Given a probability measure v € Z(X), the i-th marginal of - is the measure in Z(Xj;)
given by W;gy. Multiple marginals are defined as Wi; """ ey € P(Xi, X ... x X;,).

We now introduce the set of multiple plans of given marginals y* € 2(X;),i=1,...,n:

Pp',..., W) ={re 2X)imy=p'i=1,...,n}. (1.2.5)

The set T'(u!, ..., u™) is always nonempty, since the product measure p' x ... x u" is clearly
a multiple plan. Moreover, we have the following

Lemma 1.2.1 The set T'(p', ..., u") is compact in 2(X).



1.2. TRANSPORT OF MEASURES AND MULTIPLE PLANS 7

Proof.  Let ¢ > 0. For each 1 € {1,...,n}, the set {mhyy =y € T(u',...,u™)} is
the singleton {u'}, so it enjoys the inner regularity property (1.0.1) since we are working
in Radon spaces. Hence, we can find compact sets K; € X;, ¢ = 1,...,n, such that
Y (Xi\K;) < ¢/n, for any v € T'(u',...,pu"). By definition of push forward, it follows
that v(X\(7%) ' (K;)) < e/n for any i € {1,...,n} and v € ['(!, ..., u"). Notice that the
set
in—1
(') " (K5)

1

n

)

is compact in X. We have
v (X\nwrl(m)) < DX\ K)oy e (TG )

which gives tightness of I'(u!, ..., u™). Compactness follows from Prokhorov theorem. [J

A more general proposition about compactness and product spaces is the following (the
proof is analogous).

Proposition 1.2.2 Let p' : X — X' be continuous functions such that the vector map
p = (p',...,p") is proper. If = € P(X) is such that p;é(E) is tight in P(X;) for any
i=1,...,n, then Z is tight in Z(X).
The most important instance will be n = 2: if u! € 2(X;) and p? € Z(Xy,) the set of
2-plans of marginals p' and 2 is
T(p' p?) ={ye P(Xy x Xo) s myy = p,moy = p°} . (1.2.6)

A measure v € I'(X; x X5) is called a transport plan between pu!' and p?. The terminology
is motivated by the fact that a transport plan can be seen as a generalization of a transport
map. Indeed, suppose that t : X; — X is such that typu' = p?. Then it is clear that

(T t)pp' € T(u', 1)
In this case we say that 7 is induced by t. On the other hand, if v is not concentrated (in
X1 x X3) on a graph of some p!'-measurable function from X; to X5, then « is not induced
by a transport map (see [2]).
When dealing with a separable Hilbert space X with norm |- |, scalar product (-,-) and

orthonormal basis {e;};en, we will often use the notation X¢ to denote a d-dimensional
subspace, whereas I1% : X — X? will stand for the projection map on such subspace:

d
n: z— Z(m,ej> e;.
j=1

Moreover, if v is a probability measure over X, we let
d d
v = Ty (1.2.7)

We can consider v? as a probability measure on the whole space X and we can state the
following
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Proposition 1.2.3 There holds Hiz/ —v. Ifve Z,(X), then we also have Hiu — v in
P, (X).

Proof. Let f: X — R be a continuous and bounded function. Then

/fdl'[iy—/fol’[ddu.
X X

Notice that f o II* — f pointwise, and since f is bounded we get the weak convergence

v? — v. In the same way we have |z|P o I[I? — |z|P pointwise and monotonically, so v¢ — v

in &,(X) if v has finite p-moment. d

Notation 1.2.4 Latin or Greek letters will be used to denote maps. Bold characters
will be used for maps taking values in infinite dimensional spaces (as t,v,I, p, &, w), but
sometimes we will omit the bold notation for Hilbert spaces. Measures and 2-plans will be
indicated with the Greek letters u, v, v, 8, 0,1, whereas the corresponding bold letters will
denote 3-plans or n-plans.

1.3 Disintegration
Consider a mapping which associates to each z; € X; a probability measure yu,, € Z(X,).
We say that such a map is Borel if zy — pu,, (B) is a Borel map for any B € B(X5).

Proposition 1.3.1 Let f: X; x Xo — R be a Borel function. Then the map F': X1 — R
defined by

Ty / [z, 22) dpig, (72)
X
18 itself a Borel map.

Proof. See [3, Proposition 2.26]. O

Let 1 € Xy — ., € Z(X,) be a Borel map as in the previous definition. Let v € Z(X7).
Then we can uniquely define a probability measure on the product space X; x X, by

V(A) = /X (/X XA(wl,:Ug)dum(a:g)) dv (),

for Borel sets A C X; x X,. Clearly 7'y = v. Such measure will be denoted by

/X o, (), (1.3.1)

and we will say that p,, is the family of measures which disintegrates v with respect to
v. Another notation is v @) i, since it is a generalized product between measures. The
integral of a Borel function f: X; x X, — R with respect to [ i, dv(zy) is
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Theorem 1.3.2 (Disintegration) Let Y be a Radon metric space. Let v € P(Y), let
U :Y — X, be Borel and let v = V. Then, for v-a.e. 1 € Xy, there exists a measure
tey € P(Y) such that the map Ty — 1., is Borel, u,, is concentrated on W~ (xy) and for
any Borel set A CY there holds

v(A) = /X o (A) di(2). (13.2)

Finally, p., is uniquely determined up to v-negligible sets.
Proof.  See [3, Theorem 2.28] and [33]. O

As a consequence, for every Borel map f:Y — R there holds

L= [ ([ 1dus) avie (133

The most interesting case of the disintegration theorem comes when Y is a product
space and ¥ is a projection map on one of its factors: let Y = X; x Xy and ¥ = 7!, so
that U=!(z;) = {z1} x X3 can be identified with X, for any z; € X;. This way p,, can

be seen as concentrated in X, for v-a.e 1 € X; and (1.3.2) becomes
+(A) = / Jo {22 ¢ (m1,20) € AYdu(z1), VA € B(Xyx Xa).  (134)
X3

Next we investigate the relation between weak limits of a sequence of the form (v @ 7, ) C
P (X1 x X3) and weak limits of the disintegrations p . It is clear that, if p} — pu,, for
v-a.e. 1 € Xy, then v @ i, — v Q) piz, in Z(X; x X3). On the other hand we have the
following

Lemma 1.3.3 Let x1 € X| — p,, € P(Xy) be a Borel map. Let v" = v Q pul, weakly
converge to vy in P (X1 x Xa). Let G, C P(Xs) be set of weak limit points of the sequence
(1) If pay is the disintegration of vy with respect to v, then

te, C ConvG,, forv-a.e. x; € X;j.

Proof. Let f € CP(X3). Possibly adding a constant, we can assume that f is positive. Let
A C Xj be closed, so that xa(x1)f(z2) is upper semicontinuous. By the characterization
of tightness given in Proposition 1.1.8, we can find a function ¢ : Xy — [0, +o00] with
compact sublevels such that

sup/ o(x9) dy™ (1, 29) = C < +00.
neN X1 X X2
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Then, by (1.1.3) and Fatou Lemma we have

/ f(z2) dy(xy, 22) +eC > lim sup/ (f(x2) + ep(x2)) dy"(z1, x2)
AxXo Ax X2

n—oo

>t [ ([ (f(e plea) i (a2) ) (o)

= /A <iI>1£h7I£>i£f XQ(f(@) +690(x2))du§51(x2)> dv(zy).

By arbitrariness of A we find

f(xe) dpty, (z2) > iggliminf/ (f(w2) +ep(x2)) dpy, (z2) for v-ae. x; € X;. (1.3.5)
&€ n—oo X2

X2

Since ¢ has compact sublevels, we can write

liminf/X (f(w2) +ep(x2)) dpy (w2) > inf /X f(zg)do(zy) for v-a.e. x; € X;.

n—oo o—erl

Hence (1.3.5) gives

f(za) dpg, (z2) > inf f(za)do(zy) for v-a.e. x; € Xj. (1.3.6)

Xo UEG’vl Xo

Choose now a sequence of bounded Lipschitz functions approximating f pointwise. There
exists a v-negligible set N € X; such that (1.3.6) holds for any function in such sequence
and any z; € X;\N, and this is enough to conclude that (1.3.6) holds for each f € C?(X>)
(see [4, §5.1]). The Hahn-Banach theorem now implies that u,, C ConvG,, for any
x1 € X7\N. O

1.4 Hilbertian framework

Suppose in this section that X is a separable Hilbert space and let v € Z(X). Let
u € P(X) be absolutely continuous with respect to v, and let p : X — R be its density.
Then we can apply the disintegration theorem to the function p, as shown with the next
lemma (recall the notation (1.2.7)).

Lemma 1.4.1 Let u < . There holds u® < ~%, and the corresponding density is given
by

/X p(x) dypa(z),

where Y a is the family of measures, concentrated on (I14)~*(x?), which disintegrates v with
respect to 4.
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Proof. Let A € B(X?). Let A € B(X) be the cylindrical set defined as A = {z € X :
((z,e1),...,(zx,eq)) € A?}. Applying Theorem 1.3.2 (here z¢ will denote the variable in
X4) we find

A = [ v dita) = [ @) dute) = [ xa@ple) @

N /Xd (/H‘l(xd) xaloele) d%d(x)) W)
= /X ) Xaa(z%) < /H e p(x) d%d(%)) dy(z7)

_ p(z) dyga(z) ) dy(z?),
[ U pioeto)

which is the thesis. O
We are led to the following

Definition 1.4.2 (Cylindrical projections) Letp € LY(X,~). If u = pv, then u < v4
and its density p? is explicitly given by

o) = | e (o) (1.4.1)

as shown in Lemma 1.4.1. We shall call p cylindrical projection of p in d dimension.

In addition, using for instance (1.4.1), one can prove that if u € LP(X,v), p € [1,+00),
then u? € LP(X,~%) and

u o II* — u in LP(X,7) as d — oo. (1.4.2)

Notice that (1.4.1) makes sense (componentwise) also for maps u taking values in X, and
if u € LP(X,v; X), then u? o I1¢ — u in LP(X,~; X).
Next we define the cylindrical functions.

Definition 1.4.3 (Smooth cylindrical functions) We say that ¢ : X — R is a smooth
cylindrical function if o = 1 o114, where 11 is a projection map and p € C®(R?). The set
of smooth cylindrical functions on X will be denoted by Cyl(X).

Definition 1.4.4 (Gaussian measures) A measure yp € P (X) is a nondegenerate Gaus-
sian measure if, for any projection map I1¢, the induced measure p¢ = Hd#u on X% is the
law of a Gaussian random variable, that is,

11(A) (@=m)T Q7 z=m)/2 gy (1.4.3)

1

for any Borel set A C X<, for some mean vector m and positive definite symmetric covari-
ance matriz ().
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Definition 1.4.5 (Regular measures) We say that p € P(X) is reqular, and write
we 27(X), if u(B) =0 whenever B is a Gaussian null set, that is v(B) = 0 for every
nondegenerate Gaussian measure v. Moreover, we denote by Z2)(X) the set of probability
measures on X which are both regular and of finite p-moment.

Remark 1.4.6 In RY, if ;i is a Gaussian measure then p < £%, the density being given
itself by (1.4.3). So, if X is an Euclidean space, a measure is regular simply if it is absolutely
continuous with respect to £%.

Next we introduce a weaker convergence for probability measure than the narrow one,
suitable to have local compactness in (X ) when X is a separable Hilbert space. In this
case, the standard weak topology of X is not metrizable. Hence, we introduce a topology
on X which no more makes it a complete space (here this is not crucial), but it is induced
by a norm. Recall that our theory works in general separable metric Radon spaces, even
non complete.

Definition 1.4.7 (A weak topology for X) We define, for x € X, the norm

o0

Joll2 = 3 e (1.4.4)

J=1

Notice that bounded sequences of X are compact with respect to the new norm. To see
this, let sup,, |z,| < +o00 and let x,, be a subsequence weakly converging to x. Since for
any j € N we have (z,, —z,e;) — 0, we have

= 1
Jim [, 2 = fim 3 = (o, — 0, =0
j=1
by the dominated convergence theorem. The topology induced by || - || is in fact weaker
than the standard weak topology of the Hilbert space, but the two coincide on bounded
sets. The space X, endowed with the || - || norm, will be denoted by X, (the notation
is borrowed from [4]). Notice also that the narrow topology of (X)) is weaker than the
standard narrow topology in (X)), since of course continuous functions in CP(X,,) are
less than the ones of CP(X). A set 2 € Z(X) is tight with respect to the weak topology
of Z(X) if and only if there exists a Borel function ¢ : X — [0, 400], with h — +00 as

|z| — 400, such that
sup/ o(x) dp(x) < +o0. (1.4.5)
HEEJX
Notice that we no longer require the compactness of the sublevels of ¢, as for the standard
tightness in #2(X) in the characterization given by Proposition 1.1.8 (here the proof is
analogous).
We end the section giving the definition of barycentric projection.
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Definition 1.4.8 (Barycenter) Lety = [, 7., du(z1) be a plan in (X x X) with first
. 1 .

marginal Typ. Suppose that . has finite first moment for p-a.e. x € X. The barycenter

v : X — X of v is defined, for u-a.e. v € X, by

) = [ andr(oa)

1.5 Convergence results

In this section we state some convergence results involving measures, transport maps and
transport plans. We begin with a result describing the convergence of measures of the form

pn#:u’n

Lemma 1.5.1 Let p,p, : X — Y, n € N, be Borel maps such that p, — p uniformly
on compact subsets of X, and let p be continuous. If (u,) C P(X) weakly converges to
we P(X), then Pnybn = Pypt- In particular, we have wyf, — Typ if T is a projection
map on a component of X (or on a subspace, if X is a linear space).

Proof. Let f:Y — R be bounded, Lipschitz and nonnegative. Since (u,) is tight, there
exist a sequence ([,;,) of compact subsets of X such that sup,cy pn(X\K;,) goes to zero
as m goes to infinity. Moreover, (f o p,) is a sequence converging uniformly to f o p on
each K,,. By (1.1.2) we have

n—oo

liminf/ fop,du, > liminf/ fopdu,
X n—oo

m

> (= sup f)sup pin (X\Kpy) + liminf [ fopdpu,
rzeX neN n—00 X

> (—sup f) sup p, (X\Ky) + / fopdu.
zeX neN X

Passing to the limit as m — oo, we get the liminf inequality. If f has sign, simply add a

constant to f. The limsup inequality follows changing f with —f. As noticed is Section

1.1, it is enough to check (1.1.1) on Lipschitz functions. O

Lemma 1.5.2 Let X be a separable Hilbert space. Let p > 1 and q = p/(p — 1). Let
(1) € Z(X x X) be a sequence weakly converging to v in P (X x Xg) and let

Sup/ (|21 [P 4 |22]?) dryn (21, 29) < +o00. (15.1)
neN J X x X

If (7)) has uniformly integrable p-moments or (%7y,) has uniformly integrable g-moments,
then
lim (T1, 22) dyn (21, 2) = / (21, 2) dy(1, T2).

=0 JxXx X XxX
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Proof. Suppose that (W;&fyn) has uniformly integrable p-moments (the other case is anal-
ogous). Let m,k € N and C9 := sup,cy [ |22|? dyn(21, 22). Clearly if |z4]|z2] > k and
|z1| < m, then |x9| > k/m, and then

/ (21| s dyn(1, ) <mi / ] dy ()
{lz1||z2| >k} {|z2|>k/m}

1/p
+C (/ |21 [P d@lﬂn(%)) :
{lz1[zm}

By (1.5.1) and (1.1.9), (737») has uniformly integrable 1-moments, hence

1/p
msupsup [ falleldenn) <swpc ([ nParae)) 052
k—oo  neN J{|zy||za|>k} neN {lz1|Zm}

and the left hand side goes to 0 for m — oo, since (7}7,) has uniformly integrable p-
moments. Notice that the map (z1,x2) — (x1,22) is not continuous over X x X, (that is,
in the || - || X || - ||[» topology), but it is continuous in the same topology when restricted

to X x B,(0) (on B,(0) the || - || topology coincides with the standard weak one). Let
k,l > 0 and let

flr1,22) = (x1,22),  felz1,22) = (—k) V (z1,22), fr1 = (—k)V (x1,29) AL

Of course fj, ; is itself continuous on X x B,(0) in the X x X, topology. We consider a
l.s.c. extension over the whole space X x X, defined as

fra  if 2y € B.(0),

9k, 1\T1,T2) = —
ki1, 22) {z i 2, € X\B,(0).

By lower semicontinuity g ; satisfies (1.1.2), and since gx,; > fi,1, we have

lim inf/ Jr,1dvn, = lim inf (/ Gk, 1 AV +/  (fer—9r0) d%)
o JXxX n—oo XxX (X xX)\(X xB(0))

> /X oty = (k4 D limspa, (X x X)\(X < B (0))).

n—o0

We let r — oo. The last term vanishes thanks to (1.5.1), which yields in particular
lim, o0 SUPLen Yo (X X X)\(X x B,(0))) = 0. Then we let | — oo, making use of the
dominated convergence theorem in the right hand side, and since for any k£ and [ there
holds fi > fk,1, we get

n—oo

liminf/ fredyn 2/ frdry. (1.5.3)
XxX XxX

Next consider that

OZliminf/X X(f—fk)d%:—limsup/x X(fk—f)d%z —sup/X X(fk—f)d%“

n—00 n—00 neN



1.5. CONVERGENCE RESULTS 15

and since
supu/“ <fk<x1,x2>——fxaa,x2>>dWﬁ<x1,x2>f;supu/“ 21][2] dyn(21, 2),
neN Jxxx neN J{|z1||z2|>k}

by (1.5.2) we see that liminf,, fXxX(f_fk) dvy, goes to zero as k goes to infinity. Hence,
passing to the limit with respect to k£ in

lim inf f dv, = liminf ( fredyn —|—/ (f = fx) d’yn) : (1.5.4)
e JXxX o XxX XxX
with (1.5.3) and with the dominated convergence theorem again, we find
lim inf/ (21, T2) dyn (1, 29) > / (@1, 29) dry(xq, x2).
o0 JXxX XxX

In order to obtain the corresponding limsup inequality, one changes sign in (1.5.3), obtain-
ing the limsup inequality for (z;,x2) A k, and then the conclusion is analogous. U

In order to deal with sequences of pairs (p,,, i), where p, € LP(X, pu,; X) and p,, are
measures on a Hilbert space X, we will need the following notion of convergence.

Definition 1.5.3 Let X be a separable Hilbert space. Let (p,) € P(X) be weakly conver-
gent to . Let p, € LY X, pun; X) and p € LY(X, u; X). We say that p, weakly converge

to p if
lim C( Vo dp, (0 / C(x)p dp(x (1.5.5)
for any ¢ € Cyl(X) and j € N, where Pl and p’ are respectively the components of p and

p., along the basis (e;).
We say that p,, strongly converge to p in LP, p > 1, if in addition it holds

T | oy | 2o (x i) = N[0l x)- (1.5.6)

Analogously, in the scalar case we say that p, € L'(X,u,) weakly converge to p €
LNX, p) if

lim [ C(@)ondiena /gpw V¢ € Cyl(X), (15.7)

n—oo

and strongly if moreover
lonll o i) = lollzox 70— +00.
We now state the related convergence lemma.
Lemma 1.5.4 Letp > 1. Let (u,) C Z(X) be weakly converging to p in P (Xy), and let
(p,,) C LP(X, pn; X) be such that

sup / 1 ()P djin () < +00. (1.5.8)

neN J X

Let v, := (I, p,,) stftn- Then
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i) the sequence (v,) C P(X x X) has limit points in P (Xu X Xg).

i) If (Vn,) is a subsequence converging weakly in (X5 x X5) to v, then p,, converges
weakly as in Definition 1.5.3 to the barycenter of v and

[ ot dute) < timint [ g(p,,) dp (@) (15.9)

for any convexr and weakly l.s.c. function g : X — (—o0,400]. In particular, p,
weakly converges to p in the sense of Definition 1.5.3 if and only if p is the barycenter
of every limit point in P (X5 x Xg) of the sequence ().

ii1) If moreover p,, strongly converge to p in LP in the sense of Definition 1.5.3, then v,
weakly converges to (I, p)up in P (Xe x Xg) and

. p _ p
nh—>Hc}o x |:L'2\ d%(xhi@) = HpHLP(X,,u,;X)'

Proof. The first marginals of v, are weakly convergent in #(X,), hence tight in 2(X,).
The second ones are p,, 4, and (1.5.8) says that

sup [ ol d(p, pia)x) < +o0.
X

neN

So, by the characterization of tightness in #(Xy) given by (1.4.5), (7%7,) is also tight in
P(X). Then the statement of i) follows by Proposition 1.2.2.

We are tacitely assuming, with no loss of generality, that the reference orthonormal
system in X is the same {e;};en we introduced for X. This way, Cyl(X) C C°(Xy)
and, for any j € N, the map z — (e;,z) belongs to CP(X). Hence, if (7,,) denotes a
subsequence of (v,) which converges weakly to v in Z(X, x X), for any 7 € N and any
¢ € Cyl(X) there holds

lim [ o) e, Py (2)) dpng (2) = i [ plr) e, 5) do, (1, 22)
k—o0 X k—o0 XxX

- /X . ©o(z1)(ej, x2) dy(x1, x2).

Notice that, disintegrating v with respect to its first marginal pu, and denoting by 7 its
barycenter (see Definition 1.4.8), the last term is equal to

/X (@) (e, 7(2)) du(z).

This shows the weak convergence of p,, to 7. Then it is clear that if the full sequence (p,,)
converges weakly to p, the barycenter of any (X, x X)) limit of v, has to be equal to p.
In this case, let g be l.s.c. and convex (this implies that it is also L.s.c. in the weak Z(X,)
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topology). By definition of barycenter, Jensen inequality, disintegration and (1.1.2), we
have

[atorn = [ san= [ o [ saraien) aute

< [ [ st dumteduto) = [ g drfar, ) (1.5.10)

n—oo n—oo

Sliminf/ 9(@2) d((L, pp)gepin) (1, 2) =1iminf/ 9(pn) dpin,
XxX X

which proves (1.5.9).

Finally we show 4ii). For, let v be a generic weak & (X, X X ) limit point of 7, =
(L, p,,) ptn- Since p, — p weakly as in Definition 1.5.3, we have just seen in point i) that
p = 7. Then, by strong convergence of p, to p we have

i [ 1o, den = [ 51 duta). (15.11)
Choosing g(-) = | - [P in (1.5.10), by (1.5.11) we see that the Jensen inequality in (1.5.10)

is in fact an equality. Since for strictly convex functions like the p-power, p > 1, this
happens only for Dirac masses, we get 7,, = dp(a,) for p-a.e. 2, € X, that is, v = (I, p) x.
Hence the full sequence ~,, converges to (I, p)xu. The strong convergence of p, implies in
particular

tim [ feal? dyn(er, 2a) = lim / ou (@)]P dyin(z) = / (@) du(x)

n—odo X

and the proof is completed. O

1.6 Elements of geometric measure theory

In this section we let X = R".

Hausdorff measures and rectifiable sets

We recall that a function f : 2 C R® — R™ is Lipschitz if
[f(z) = f(y)l
|z —yl

The quantity Lip(f) is the Lipschitz constant of f. We state the classical differentiability
result (see for instance [34]).

Theorem 1.6.1 (Rademacher) Let f: Q C R" — R™ be a Lipschitz function. Then f
is differentiable at x for L — a.e.x € Q (in the classical sense). The a.e. derivative is a
L>(Q, L R™) function which coincides with the distributional derivative of f.

Lip(f) ::sup{ :x,yEQ,m%y}<+oo.
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Definition 1.6.2 (Hausdorff measures) LetQ C R" and k € [0, +00). The k-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of € is given by

k N B k
HHQ) = lim H;(Q),

where

HE(Q) = % {Z diam (©,)*: Q € UQi,diam(Qi) < 6,1 Countable} ,

iel iel
wy being the volume of the k-dimensional unit ball.

Definition 1.6.3 (Rectifiable sets) An H*-measurable set Q C R™ is said to be H"-
rectifiable if H*(Q) < +o0 and there exists countably many Lipschitz functions f; : R¥ —

R™ such that
H (Q\ Uﬁ(R’“)) =0
i=0

See [3, 35, 36| for other equivalent notions of rectifiability, and as general geometric measure
theory references.

Let us introduce the notation for the restriction of measures: if €2 is y-measurable then
u €Y is defined by puLQ(A) = v(Q2 N A) for any p-measurable set A.

Next we give the definition of tangent space for rectifiable sets.

Definition 1.6.4 (Approximate tangent space) Let Q C R™ be an HF-rectifiable set.
Let k < n. We say that a k-plane P 1is the approximate tangent space Tank(Q, xo) of 1 at

xg if
H Q. — HELP

as r — 0, where Qy, , is the rescaled set X(Q — xq).

Tangential derivative to curves and manifolds

Let M be an HF*-rectifiable set, k < n. Let ¢ : R® — R be a C' function. Let z € M be
a point where the approximate tangent space exists and let kA be a vector in Tank(M , ).
The directional derivative of f at x is defined by

Vif(x) = (Vo(x), h).

The tangential gradient of VM of ¢ at x is defined by

k
VMe(z) := Z Vo, ()75,
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.....

thogonal projection of V¢ on the approximate tangent space. If ¢ takes values in R™ we

have
m

Vad(x) = Y (V;(x), h)e;.

j=1

77777

Notice that the above derivatives are defined with respect to the usual tangent space
T,M when M is a C' k-manifold.

Definition 1.6.5 (Tangential divergence) Let M be as above and ¢ € C'(R™;R™).
The tangential divergence of ¢ on M is defined as

m

divMo(z) =Y (VM¢;(x).e;), x€ M. (1.6.1)

j=1
For the next result we refer to [3, Theorem 7.31].

Theorem 1.6.6 Let M be an H*-rectifiable manifold in R™. Let Q be an open set con-
taining M and let £ € CL(Q;R™). Let ¢. be a one parameter group of diffeomorphism on
Q defined as ¢.(x) = x + €&(x) + o(e). Then there holds

d

£H’f(¢a(MmQ)) :/MmdivadHM. (1.6.2)

e=0

Definition 1.6.7 (Distributional vector curvature) The distributional curvature Hy,
of an H*-rectifiable manifold M in R™ is the vector defined by

/ (€, Hy) dHF = —/ divMe¢aH* v¢ e CHR™R™).
M M

In the case of a smooth manifold, H,,; is a normal vector, directed towards the center
of curvature, with modulus equal to the standard mean curvature. It can be defined at
r € M by —(div¥n(z))n(z), where n is any C' normal vector field. In the case of an
H!-rectifiable set, Hj, is given by d47 at any endpoint A, where 7 is the tangent vector in
A (pointing to the side of the curve itself). Similarly in correspondence of corner points.
For the details on this subject, we refer to [18, 38].



Chapter 2

Optimal transportation

2.1 Formulation of the problem and well-posedness
issues

Let p€ Z(X),ve ZY). Let ¢: X xY — [0, +0o0] be a Borel cost function. Given a
map t : X — Y transporting u to v, the corresponding transport cost is defined as

/Xc(x,t(x)) du(z), (2.1.1)

so it is an average of the costs for transporting the point x to the point t(x). Monge’s
optimal transportation problem asks to find the map which minimizes the transport cost,
so it is formulated as

in {/X (s 6(x)) () : tapp — ,,} | (2.1.2)

A relaxed formulation, involving transport plans rather than maps, is given by the
Kantorovich problem (we refer to [44, 45]), that is

inf {/Xxyc(x,y) dy(z,y) v € Ty, y)} . (2.1.3)

First of all, notice that, as soon as the cost function c is l.s.c., the direct method immediately
gives a solution to (2.1.3). Indeed, the set I'(i, ) (which has been defined in Section 1.2)
is nonempty and compact in (X X Y), as shown in Lemma 1.2.1. If v is solution to
(2.1.3), we say that it is an optimal transport plan, or that v € (i, v), where

c(z,y) dy(z, y)} '

(2.1.4)
On the other hand, problem (2.1.2) may be ill posed. In fact, if for example p is a Dirac
mass and v is not, there exists no transport map between i and v. One of the most

Do, v) = {7 € D) ¥ ) [ clnp i) < |

xY XxXY

20
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important questions is to know when an optimal transport plan is induced by a map, so
that such map solves Monge’s problem.

Next we introduce some concepts which will be needed to answer the question. From
now on, ¢ will always be a proper l.s.c. cost function.

Definition 2.1.1 (c-transform) Let f: X — RU{—o00,+o0}, g: Y — RU{—00, +00}.
The c-transforms of f and g are defined (with the convention +oo — (+00) = 4+00) by

fely) = mf e(,y) = f(x), yeYy,

gc(:L‘) = éleliff C(.CE,y) _ g(y)7 reX. (2.1.5)

Definition 2.1.2 (c-concavity) A function f : X — R U {—o0,+0o0} is c-concave if it
is the c-transform of some function g : Y — R U {—o00,+0c}. On the other hand, a
function g 'Y — RU{—00,4+00} is c-concave if it is the c-transform of some function
f:X - RU{—00,+o0}.

Definition 2.1.3 (c-monotonicity) Let K C X x Y. K is said to be c-monotone if, for
every (x1,Y1), .-, (Tn, yn) € K and every permutation o of {1,...,n}, there holds

n

Z c(wi, yi) < Z c(Zis Yo(i)- (2.1.6)

i=1
The following two results constitute the main characterization of solutions to (2.1.3).

Theorem 2.1.4 (Dual problem) The minimum of (2.1.3) is equal to

P {/X b(x) du(x) + /Y%) dvly) : d(x) + P(y) < clx,y), ¢ € LN (X, p), 0 € L1<Y;2v>1}7')

Definition 2.1.5 (Kantorovich potential) A Borel function ¢ € L'(X, i) is said to be
a mazimal Kantorovich potential if the couple (¢, ¢°) is a mazximizing pair for (2.1.7).

Theorem 2.1.6 (Optimality conditions) About the dual problem just introduced, we
have the following propositions:

i) If v € To(p,v) and [y, c(z,y)dy(z,y) < +oo, then v is concentrated on a c-
monotone Borel set in X XY (and supp~y is c-monotone if ¢ is continuous).

ii) Suppose that ¢ # 400, that

u ({x € X: /Yc(x,y) dv(y) < —i—oo}) , U ({y ey: /Xc(:c,y) du(x) < +oo}>

(2.1.8)
are greater than zero and that vy € T'(u,v) is concentrated on a c-monotone Borel set
i X xXY. Then there exists a maximal Kantorovich potential v, and it is c-concave.
Moreover vy is optimal and [, c(z,y) dy(z,y) < +oo0.
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iii) Under the assumptions of ii), if the supremum in (2.1.3) is finite, then

o(x) + ¢°(y) = c(z,y) ~-a.e. in X XY. (2.1.9)

iv) Under the assumptions of ii), if ¢ is a Borel potential in L' (X, ) satisfying (2.1.9),
then v € To(u, v).

Although the results we are going to present hold in more general settings, here and
in the next sections, in view of the applications of the next chapters, frequently we will
assume that X is a separable Hilbert space and that Y = X. In this framework, often we
will work with the p-cost function ¢(x,y) = | — y|P. For a more complete discussion, and
for the proofs of Theorem 2.1.4 and Theorem 2.1.6, we refer to [4, 62, 72, 73].

The next result is crucial, since it gives sufficient conditions for the existence of optimal
transport maps.

Theorem 2.1.7 (Existence of the optimal transport map) Suppose that X is a sep-
arable Hilbert space. Let up € 2" (X), v € P(X). Then problem (2.1.3) possesses a unique
solution v € I'(u, v), and there exists a Borel map t € LP(X, u; X) such that

If moreover suppv is bounded, there exists a locally Lipschitz, c-concave mazimal Kan-
torovich potential o, with Gateauz differential Vi, such that

t(z) =2 — p'"YVep(z)|T*Ve(zr) for p-a.e z€ X,

where ¢ = p/(p —1).

Proof. Let v € T'g(p,v). Let us begin with the case of bounded supp v. The strategy is
the following: first one makes use of the optimality conditions given by Theorem 2.1.6 to
find a locally Lipschitz maximal Kantorovich potential. Second, one has to differentiate
it, and so some Rademacher like result has to be invoked to guarantee existence of the
derivative outside of sets where p is null. This way one will show that v is concentrated
on a graph.

Fix a maximal Kantorovich potential ¢, which exists thanks to Theorem 2.1.6. Let

p(x) == inf{c(z,y) — ¢°(y) : y € suppr},

so that ¢ is Lipschitz on bounded subsets of X, and since ¢ is a maximal Kantorovich
potential, the infimum is achieved and ¢ = ¢ p-a.e. in X. Let

—00 otherwise,

bly) = {¢°(y) if y € suppv,

and notice that ¢ is the c-transform of v, hence ¢° = ()¢ > ¢ = ¢° on suppv. This
shows that ¢ is itself a maximal Kantorovich potential. So, for u-a.e. x € X, there exists
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y such that ¢(z) + ¢°(y) = | — y|P. Since ¢ is locally Lipschitz, an extended version
of Rademacher theorem (see [13, Theorem 5.11.1]) shows that it is Gateaux differentiable
outside a Gaussian null set (by regularity of u, outside a p-negligible set). The function
2 +— |z —y|P —¢(2) attains its minimum for z = x (because p(z)+¢°(y) = |x —y|P y-a.e. in
X XY as pis a maximal Kantorovich potential). We can Gateaux differentiate it obtaining

V(lz—ylP —(2)) = plz —y[P*(z — y) — V(2).

The Gateaux differential is zero at the minimum, so that

plz —yl"*(z —y) = V().

Inverting this relation we find
y=a—p V@) Ve(z), q=——.

Hence y is uniquely determined by z, for p-a.e. x € X, but ¢(z) + ¢°(y) = |x — y|P ~-a.e.
in X x Y, so that « is concentrated on a graph.

If supp v is unbounded, let 7,, = y.B,(0), n € N. Notice that Wi#")/n is regular and that
75 is bounded. Since suppy is | - [*-monotone (see statement 7) in Theorem 2.1.6), the
same is true for supp v,, therefore ~, is optimal itself. So, we can apply the previous part
of the proof to infer that v, is induced by an optimal map p,,, and clearly (I, p,,) 4 (75 v5) <
(L, p)#(mhym) if n < m, yielding p,(z) = p,,(z) for Thy,-a.e. x € X if n < m. So the
definition p := p,, p,-a.e., for any n, is consistent. We find

V=Y = (L p) s (mhyn) = (I, p) i,

so 7y is induced by p.

In order to show uniqueness of the map, suppose by contradiction that p;, p, are
distinct optimal maps. Then (I, p;)gp is an optimal plan, which can be disintegrated with
respect to its first marginal i, so that it has the form [, 0p, (z) dp(z), where dp (») is the
Dirac delta on the graph of p;. Similarly for (I, py)up. But then § [ (0p, (2)+0p, () du(x)
is itself optimal, but not concentrated on a graph, since the union of the graphs of p; and
p-, is of course no more a graph. We have found an optimal plan not induced by a map, a
contradiction. O

In order to prove an injectivity result for the optimal transport map, we need the
following

Definition 2.1.8 (Inverse plan) We denote by ¢ : X x Y — Y x X the map which
inverts the components, so s(z,y) = (y,x). Lety € P(X xY). We define by vy :=quvy €
P(Y x X) the inverse plan of vy, that is, for any Borel bounded function f:Y x X — R,

/Y . f(y,ZE) d’Y—l(y’I) = f(y,x) d’)/(l’,y),

XxY



24 CHAPTER 2. OPTIMAL TRANSPORTATION

Lemma 2.1.9 Let pu,v € @;(X), where X is a separable Hilbert space. Then the unique
solution to problem (2.1.3) is induced by a p-essentially injective optimal transport map
t between p and v (that is, there exists a p-negligible set N C X such that t is injective
when restricted to X\ N ).

Proof. The existence of a unique optimal transport plan «y solving (2.1.3), and induced by
a transport map t : X — X, is a consequence of Theorem 2.1.7. On the other hand, the
inverse plan y~! (defined in (2.1.8)) belongs to T'g(v, i), since the cost function is symmetric.
As v is regular, invoking again Theorem 2.1.7, we deduce that 4! is the unique element
of To(v, i), and it is induced by a map s : X — X. We get (I,t)xpn = ((I,s)4r) !, hence
sot=1Ip-a.e in X.

2.2 The Wasserstein distance

Definition and basic results

Let X be a separable metric Radon space with distance d. The Wasserstein distance
between p,v € Z,(X) is defined as the Kantorovich optimal transport cost from p to v,
that is

WP(p,v) = inf {/XXX dP(xy, x9) dy(xy,x2) v € I'(u, 1/)} : (2.2.1)

It is also called the optimal transportation distance. It is easily seen that W), is symmetric
and vanishes only when its arguments coincide. In order to verify the triangle inequality,
we need the following

Lemma 2.2.1 (Dudley’s lemma) Let X, X5, X3 be separable metric Radon spaces. Let
Y2 e P(X) x Xy) and v € P (X, x X3) be two transport plans with same first marginal
ut. Then there exists v € P(X, x Xy X X3) such that

7#27 _ 2 7T31%23,), — 18, (2.2.2)

Ifv'2, 43, ~ are disintegrated with respect to p' respectively by the Borel families 32,722, 7,
(2.2.2) is equivalent to

Yo, ET(122 7)) C P(Xy x X3)  for pl-a.e. 21 € Xi.

Proof. Consider the family of product measures v1? x 713 € 2(X, x X3). It is clear that,

defining ~ as
[ttt e,
X1
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we have
mty = [ R, = [ ),
X1 Xl

hence the thesis is achieved. O

Remark 2.2.2 (Composition of plans) Let v'? € 2(X; x X5) and 7% € (X, x X3)
be such that ﬂiﬁl? = 7#723 = 2. Let %g and 732:;0’ be their disintegration with respect to

12, Then, after Lemma 2.2.1, we know that the plan
v = / Vog X Yoy A (2)
X2

satisfies 71';;2’7 = v!2 and W;;S'y = 7?3, We define the composed plan 7?3 o~1? € Z(X| x X3)
as
B oyt? = 7rj¢’3'y. (2.2.3)

Hence, for any bounded Borel function f : X; x X3 — R, we have

/X . faq,z3) d(7230’712)(3€17$3) Z/ (/X » f(x1,73) d(%ﬁ X %33)@17353)) d/JZ(?@)-

X2
Notice that this definition is consistent with the one of inverse plan (see Definition 2.1.8),

because if X3 = X; and ﬂ;ﬂlz = ﬂiﬁ% = p! we immediately get 7% oy = (I, I),p'.

Lemma 2.2.3 The application (pr,v) € X x X +— W,(p,v) € [0,+00) is a distance on
Z,(X).

Proof.  We show the triangle inequality in the following way. Let p', u? u® € 2,(X),
let 12 € To(ut, p?) and v* € To(u?, 1?). By Lemma 2.2.1 there exists a transport plan
v € P(X x X x X) such that W;f")/ = ~12 and Wis"y =~ and 7T71¢’3’y e I'(p!, ). In order
to give more clarity when dealing with three-plans, we let X7, X5, X3 be three copies of X,
and we think to p', 42, 43 as probability measures on 2(X), Z(X3), P(X3) respectively.
This way we have ﬁif"y € #(X; x X3). Changing variables we get

W,?(Mlylﬁ) = / dp($17902)d712($1,$2) = / dp($1,-’172)d7($1,$2,9€3),
X1><X2 X1><X2><X3
W,?(MQM?’) = / dp($27$3)d723($2,$3) = / dp($2,-’173)d7($1,$2,9€3),
X2><X3 X1><X2><X3
W2(uh, 1) < / AP (z1, w3) dr oy (1, 3) :/ dP (1, x3) dy (21, T2, 3).
X1><X3 X1><X2><X3
Hence

Wp(N1, M2) = Cle(X1 X Xox X3,7Y; X) (3?1, JUQ),
Wp(ﬂZ, Mg) = dLP(X1 x X2x X3,7Y; X) ($2, $3),
W, (', 1i*) < drr(x) x Xax X577 X) (L1, T3),

and the thesis follow applying the triangle inequality of the LP( X x X5 x X3, 4; X)) distance.
O
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Remark 2.2.4 Let z € X. Notice that I'(i, dz) is a singleton for any p € 22,(X). Indeed,
its only element is (I, Z)zp. Hence, if p,v € &2,(X), there holds

1/p
W) < Wyl 00) + W06 = ([ (o a) i1 (o))

XX

1/p
+ (/ dP(xq, x9) d(I, f)#u(xl,xg))
XxX
= dL"(qu;X)(% ) + dL”(X,V;X)(% z)

and the last quantity is finite since p,v € Z2,(X). Hence W, # +oo. Endowing &2,(X)
with the W), distance, we have that a set in = C #2,(X) is bounded if and only if, for some
T € X, there exists R > 0 such that [, d?(z,z)du(z) < R for any p € Z, that is, if and
only if the p-moment is uniformly bounded in =.

A first estimate on the Wasserstein distance is given by the following
Proposition 2.2.5 Letv e P2(Y), letr,s: Y — X be v-measurable maps. Then

WP(T#V, S#I/) S dLP(Y,V;X)(T7 S). (224)
Proof. Notice that (r,s)zv € I'(rgv, spv), hence

W;’(r#u, spv) < /

XxX

() d((r, 5) ) (2, y) = / P(r(C) - 5()) du(0),

Y

which is the desired inequality. U

Next we consider a convergence result of optimal transport plans.

Lemma 2.2.6 Let (u,), (1) C Pp(X) be weakly converging to p and v respectively. Let
Yn € Lo(tn, vn), n € N, be such that fXXX dP(x1, x2) d7y, is bounded with respect to n. Then
the sequence (7,) is weakly relatively compact in P (X x X) and if v is one of its weak
limit points, then v € T'o(u,v). Moreover

Wy (e, v) < lmint W, (g, vy). (2.2.5)

Proof. The relative compactness of the sequence follows from the tightness Proposition
1.2.2. Since (x1,x2) — d(x1, z2) is bounded below, we apply (1.1.2), with f = d, on X x X
to obtain (2.2.5). By optimality and continuity of the cost, supp v, is d?(-, -)-monotone for
every n, and so is supp vy applying Proposition 1.1.6. U

The following result shows the relation between the convergence induced by W), and
the notions of convergence already introduced in the space of probability measures.
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Lemma 2.2.7 (W, metrizes the convergence with moments in &2,(X)) Let (u,) be
a sequence in Py(X). Let p € Py(X). Then Wy(pin, ) — 0 if and only if p, — p in
Z,(X).

Proof. We limit ourselves to the complete case, which allows to apply a simpler argument.
For the general case, see [4, Lemma 7.1.5]. Let W,,(f1,, 1t) — 0. Assume that X is complete.
Then, so is &2,(X) endowed with the p-Wasserstein distance (see [72, Lemma 6.12]) hence
fn — . Let v, € To(n, 1). Consider the elementary inequality dP(x,z) < CedP(z,y) +
(1+¢e)dP(z,y), valid for any z,y,z € X, where C. is a suitable constant. Integrating we
get

| rean@<c [ @epinn+re [ @epa)

Since W, (pn, ) — 0 as n — oo, passing to the limit we have

limsup/Xdp(x,z) dpin,(x) < (1+5)/Xdp(x,z) du(z)

n—oo

This shows that (i, ) has uniformly integrable p-moments, then we conclude by Proposition
1.14.

Conversely, let p,, — pin &Z,(X). Since weakly converging sequences are tight, letting
Yn € To(tn, i), the sequence (7,) is tight too, thanks to Proposition 1.2.1. We extract,
without relabeling it, a subsequence weakly converging to v € Z(X x X). By Lemma
2.2.6, v € I'o(u, ), so that v = (I, I)xzp. Now let z € X and R > 0. Notice that {(z,y) :
d(fm}?l/) > R} C{(z,y) - d(z,2) = d(z,y)/2 = R/2} U{(z,y) : d(y, 2) = d(z,y)/2 = R/2}.
We have

W%%mzéX#@wmmwzéwumwAmw%@w
+Axwww—mﬁwmw
séfxw@w»«mpmm%w+aé/ (2, 2) dyin(z)

d(z,z)>R/2
+ 2”/ d(z,y) dp(y)
d(y,2)>R/2

Since d(z,y) A R is continuous, bounded, null on the diagonal z = y, passing to the limit
in n we see that the first term in the right hand side goes to zero. Hence

lim sup W (1., ) < 27 lim sup ( / d"(z, z) dpg () + / d’(z,y) du@)) :
d(z,z)>R/2 (y,2)>R/2

n—oo n—oo

Taking the limit as R — 400, since (u,,) has uniformly integrable p-moments, we get the
thesis. 0
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Now we are able to show a convergence result, taking advantage of Lemma 2.2.7.

Lemma 2.2.8 Let p,, — pi in P(Xg) and let [ |x|* dpn(x) — [y |2[>dp(x). Then p,
weakly converge to u also in P(X).

Proof. By hypothesis, the sequence (fi,,) has uniformly integrable 2-moments (with respect
to the distance induced by |- |), and since || - ||, the norm in X, satisfies || - ||» < |- |, we
have

lim sup/ |12 dptn () < lim sup/ |z|? dp, () = 0,

7= neN J X\ B, (0) "% neN J X\B,(0)
so that (u,,) has uniformly integrable 2-moments also with respect to the distance induced
by || - ||=- By applying Proposition 1.1.4 in X, we find

i [l dine) = [ ol dta).

We conclude that p,, converges to p with 2-moments in &(X,) (so, this is the convergence
with moments, but with a different underlying structure on X). Now let v, € I'(pn, 1),
and let each v, be optimal in #5(X) (that is, minimizing [, . [z — y||% d%, among all
An € T'(u, p1n)), so that Lemma 2.2.7 (which works also in non complete sapces) yields
Yo — (L) gp in P(Xo x Xg). The convergence is in fact in (X x X)), since the first
marginal of v, is p, so it does not depend on n. For the same reason, (ﬂ;ﬂn) has uniformly
integrable 2-moments, and thanks to the hypothesis of convergence of moments of p,, we
see that the assumptions of Lemma 1.5.2 are all satisfied. Then there holds

lim (21, 22) dyp (1, 29) = /

=0 JXx X XxX

(@1, 22) d((T, D)gepa) (21, 22) = / 2| dp(z). (2.2.6)
X
Now consider the elementary equality
‘$1—$2|2: |.T2‘2— |$1|2—2<$1,$2—I‘1> VZﬂl,SCQ GX.

Let us integrate it with respect to 7,. We obtain

/ |21 — a|* dyn (21, 72) :/ (|2 = |z1|* = 2(21, 22 — 1)) dyn(1, 22)
XxX

XxX

- / 22 djin(z) / 12]? dyu(a)
X X
c2 [ el =2 [ o) dae.s)
XxX XxX

The left hand side is the squared Wasserstein distance, and the second one, making use
of (2.2.6), tends to 0. We get Wa(pn, 1) — 0 as n — oco. Now, Lemma 2.2.7 allows to
conclude. O
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An important consequence of this result is the next strengthening of Lemma 1.5.4.

Lemma 2.2.9 Let u,, — pu in Po(X). If p,, strongly converge to p € L*(X, u; X) in the
sense of Definition 1.5.3, then

(L py)shtn — (I, )yt (2.2.7)

asn — oo and

i [ f(z, po(2))djinla / f(z, ol (2.238)
n—oo X
for every continuous function f: X x X — R with at most 2-growth, that is
[f@ )l < A+ B(l|” + lyl*) Y(z,y) € X x X (2.2.9)

for some A, B € R. More generally, (2.2.8) holds also if strong L* convergence is replaced
by

i [ g(pn(x))dun = /X 9(p(x))dp (2.2.10)

n—oo X
for some strictly convex function g : X — R with at least 2-growth at infinity.

Proof.  In the hypotheses of Lemma 1.5.4, point i), we proved that p, b — Pyp in
P (Xg) and (I, p,) gt — (I, p)pp in P (X5 x X). But the second marginals of these
plans are strongly converging, that is, they satisfy (1.5.6) with p = 2, hence we can invoke
Lemma 2.2.8 and infer that actually the weak convergence is in & (X, x X). So, here we
conclude that (I, p,,)xptn — (I, p)pp in Po(X x X), and (2.2.8) readily follows. The last
statement is proved as point i) of Lemma 1.5.4. In fact, it is enough to substitute the
p-power therein with a generic strictly convex function with the required growth. [l

Wasserstein geodesics

Let X be a separable Hilbert space. We define constant speed geodesics in &2,(X) with
respect to W, (or Wasserstein geodesics).

Definition 2.2.10 (Constant speed geodesic) We say that a curve t € [0,1] — p; €
Z,(X) is a constant speed geodesic connecting o and py if for any s,t such that 0 < s <
t <1 there holds

Wi (pts, pe) = (t = 5)Wp(po, p11)- (2.2.11)

In the next theorem we are showing that a constant speed geodesic between g and iy can
be characterized as a convex interpolation of the marginals of some optimal transport plan

v E F(MO? :ul)
In the sequel we make use of the following notation, for ¢ € [0, 1]:

7rtl’1_>2 = (1 —t)7bt 4 trh2, 7Ttl_’2’2 e
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Theorem 2.2.11 (Geodesical interpolation) Letp > 1. The following properties hold:

i) Let t € [0,1] — pu € Z,(X) be a constant speed geodesic. If 0 < t < 1, then
there exists a unique optimal transport plan 3} between p; and py, and such plan is
induced by a map t}. On the other hand, there exists a unique optimal transport plan
B between g and py, and its inverse is induced by a map t9. Letting 3 = B} o 3§,
we have

Bo=(m 7B, B = (m 4B (2.2.12)

ii) A curvet € [0,1] — pu € Z,(X) is a constant speed geodesic connecting py and fio
if and only if it can be written as

t (L=t)r' + %) v (2.2.13)

for some v € To(pa, p2).

Proof. 1) Fix t € (0,1) and let v € Tg(uo, 1¢),y" € To(ps, p11). Since we are going to
deal with plans composition, we let X7, X5, X3 be copies of the space X and we consider
o € 2(X1), e € P(X2), 11 € P(X3). Let us disintegrate v and ' with respect to
the common marginal j;, so that we obtain two families of Borel measure valued maps
Ty € X1 = Yy € P(Xy) and 13 € Xy — 7, € P(X3), and we have

Y= / Vo dll’t(z?)v ’}/ - / '7;2 dﬂt(fﬁg)
X2 XQ

As in Remark 2.2.2, we define the measure ~ := fX2 Vao X Vo, Aty (T2), Which satisfies
12 23
Ty Y =7 TaxY=7.

Hence, W#S'y is the composition 7' oy € I'(1g, pt1). Let us show that 7" o is optimal. For,
consider that ¢ — p, is a geodesic, so by (2.2.11) we have

W, 1) = Wy(po, pe) + Wlpu, ),

and since v and «' are optimal,

1/p 1/p
Wi (1o, p1) = (/ |21 — 2o’ d’Y) + (/ w2 — a5 dv’)
X1xX>o Xox X3
1,2 e 2,3 e
= (/ |71 — 22| drry ’7) + (/ |29 — a3|" dry; ’Y)
X1xXo XoXx X3
1/p 1/p
= (/ ’Il — ZE2|p d’7) -+ (/ |.Z’2 — .T3|p d’Y) .
X1><X2><X3 X1><X2><X3
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Hence, by the triangle inequality of the LP norm, and recalling the rule for composing
plans, we find

1/p
Wp(:uOv,ul) > </ |gj1 — 1-3|P d,7>
X1xXoxX3
1/p
= (/ (/ |1L'1 - 373|p d(’%m X ’}/;;2)(1‘1,$3))) dﬂt($2))
Xo X1 xX3

1/p
= (/ |21 — x3P dy' o 7(9€1ax3)) ,
X1><X3

This shows that +/o is indeed optimal between jg and p1. Moreover, the triangle inequality
above is an equality, and since the LP norm is strictly convex, this implies that the three
vectors involved are parallel, that is, there exists a > 0 such that zo — x; = a(z3 — x7)
for v-a.e. (1,29, x3) € X1 x X9 x X3. Since W, (o, p1r) = tWp (1o, f11), we see that o = t.
We integrate such v-a.e. equality on Xy w.r.t. 7,, and, letting z(z5) be its barycenter (see
Definition 1.4.8), we find xo — 2(z2) = t(x3 — 2(22)) for v'-a.e. (z2,23) € Xy x X3. This
means that x3 is uniquely determined by x5, for u;-a.e. x5 € X5, and so v/ is concentrated
on a graph and induced by a map. ~' is unique because once 7 is fixed, z is fixed too.
Then, v corresponds to the unique optimal plan (! given in the statement of the theorem.

The uniqueness of the plan in I'g(puo, it¢), and the fact that its inverse is induced by a
map, is obtained with the same argument, starting from @, and going to py. The relations
(2.2.12) are readily seen to follow.

ii) Let the curve ¢t € [0, 1] — p, € Z,(X) enjoy the representation (2.2.13). By (2.2.4) we
have, for 0 < s <t <1,

W (e, prs) < (t — 8)Wp(pto, pi1)-

By the triangle inequality, it is readily seen that this has to be an equality for any s, t.

On the other hand, let r € [0,1] — p, € Z,(X) be a constant speed geodesic. Fix
t € (0,1) and let 3¢, B! be the unique optimal plans of point i) and let 3 = 3} o 8. Now
s € [0,1] ¥ pus is a constant speed geodesic between py and iy, and since f is the unique
element of T'o(uo, 1), by the converse implication we see that s = ((1 — s)mt + sm%) 4.
But

(1= s)m' +sm%) 05 = (1= s)r' +sn®)omy %), B=((1—ts)m' + tsm?) .

We have the desired representation of u,. for r varying from 0 to ¢, and we get to 1 inverting
1o With p; and repeating the same argument. O

2.3 The continuity equation in (Z(X), W)

In this section we discuss a first instance through which a relation with PDEs arises.
Absolutely continuous curves in &2,(X) are in fact strictly connected with the continuity
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equation, as we shall see.
We begin giving the basic definitions.

Definition 2.3.1 Let t € [a,b] — p € P,(X) be a curve. We say that it is absolutely
continuous, and write p, € AC([a,b]; Z,(X)), if

t2
Wp(,utl,,th) < / U(t) dt Va<t; < ty < b, (231)

t1

for some U € L'((a,b)). If moreover there is some U € LP((a,b)), p > 1, such that (2.3.1)
holds, then we say that i, € ACP([a,b]; Z,(X)).

Definition 2.3.2 Let t € [a,b] — p € Py(X) be a curve. Its metric derivative at the
point t is defined as

Wp(:usa ,ut) (232)

", =1
|1u |t 8112 ‘S—tl )

if the limit exists.

The metric derivative plays the role of the modulus of the standard derivative of the
fundamental theorem of calculus. Indeed, it can be shown that, if i, € ACP([a, b]; Z,(X)),
then the limit in (2.3.2) exists £L'-a.e. in (a,b) and metric the derivative |/|; so defined
belongs to LP((a,b)) and satisfies (2.3.1). Moreover, if U € LP((a,b)) satisfies (2.3.1) then
W] < U(t) L'-a.e. in (a,b) (see for instance [10]).

We are going to show that each absolutely continuous curve p; € AC([a,b]; Po(X))
satisfies the continuity equation

atMt + div (Vt/ubt> = O, (233)

for some vector field v,(z) : (a,b) x X — X such that the map = € X — v,(z) belongs to
L*(X, uy; X) for Ll-a.e. t € (a,b). Here, equation (2.3.3) has to be intended in the sense of
distributions, in duality with smooth cylindrical functions (introduced in Definition 1.4.3),
that is

/ /X(at@(x,t) + (ve(x), Vap(z, 1)) dug(x)dt =0 Ve € Cyl((a,b) x X). (2.3.4)

In particular, among all the vector fields v; which, coupled to the curve u;, satisfy
(2.3.3), the minimal L?(X, ys; X) norm is given by |u/|;. Moreover, v; has minimal norm if

L2(X,pt;X)

v € {Vyp:pe Cyl(X)} .

This set can also be seen as the tangent space to P2(X) at p (see Remark 2.3.4 below).
For a complete discussion about the geometrical properties of Z»(X), see [40].
Now we state and prove the result, letting for simplicity (a,b) = (0, 1).
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Theorem 2.3.3 (Continuity equation) Let u; € AC([0,1]; P2(X)) be an absolutely
continuous curve with metric derivative |i'|;. Then there exists a Borel vector field v :
(z,t) — vi(z) such that, for L'-a.e. t € (0,1), v, € L*(X, uy; X) and

HthLQ(X,/Lt;X) < ‘,u/‘t: (235)

and such that (2.3.3) holds.
Proof. Let ¢ € Cyl(X), and s ¢ € I'o(s, p1¢). Let moreover

H(@,y) =9 |p(z) — o(y)] if z £y
|z — y| |

There holds

/X o) dpepn(z) — /X (%) dpun ()

< / |z — y|H (z,y) dyisn (2, y)
XxX

1/2
H*(z,y) d'7t+h,t($ay)) .

(2.3.6)
Notice that, as h | 0, yn,+ converges weakly in (X x X) to (L I)gpu,. In fact, t — g is
continuous in (X ), so that the marginals of v, + are both weakly converging to u; and
we can invoke Lemma 2.2.7. Suppose now that ¢ is a point where the metric derivative of
uy exists. Therefore, passing to the limsup in (2.3.6) we find

< WQ(MH—hv Mt) (

XxX

. (@) d(pren — p) (@ i
lim sup 2 P e = p)(@) ( / H2<x,x>dut<x>) N
X

h10 ]
(2.3.7)
Now define the space time measure p = [, pdt € (X x [0,1]). So p is the family of
measures which disintegrates p with respect to its second marginal £!'L(0,1). Let (z,t) —
((z,t) € Cyl(X x [0,1]). Disintegrating u, (2.3.7) yields (with Fatou’s lemma and thanks
to the boundedness of ()

/ 0((z,t) du(x, t)’ =
X x[0,1]

/;mumndxt+h%—d )deﬂ‘

)

/Ohmhlsoup (/C:vt dptgn (T /C:Ut dp(z )dt'
I, Vo, t)|* duy ) d
§/0|u!</x| )P dple)) i
1 1/2 1/2
/2d th ]
g( [ t) ( / Y u(x))
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Let Q:={V,(: (€ Cyl(X x [0,1])}, let £:Q — R be the linear functional defined by
S(V,0) = — / (. ) dpu(, 1). (2.3.8)
X x[0,1]

We just proved that the operator £, defined on {2, is bounded with respect to the Li(X X
[0, 1], #; X) norm, so that we can extend it uniquely to a bounded functional on €2, the
closure being in L?(X x [0, 1], u; X). Hence, there is a unique v = v(z,t) € Q satisfying

£(V.Q) = /X><[0 ; (v(x,t), Vil(z,t)) du(x,t) V¢ € Cyl(X x [0,1]). (2.3.9)

The element v is just the velocity for the continuity equation. In fact, let vy := v(x,t),
and combining (2.3.8) and (2.3.9) we get (2.3.4). In order to show the metric derivative
inequality (2.3.5), we introduce a cutoff function n € C2°(I), where I is an interval con-
tained in [0, 1], such that 0 < n < 1. We also introduce a sequence (V,(,) C € converging
to v in L?(X x [0,1], u; X). We have

/X 0.1) U(t)|v(x, t)|2 dﬁL(I, t) = lim 7](@<U(I, t), V:chn(l’, t)) d,u(ac, t)

o0 J X x[0,1]

= lim £(V,(1¢a))

1/2 1/2
/12 : 2
<(fupa) pm ([ 19.66w0Pwe)
1/2 1/2
= (fwpa) ([ weoraen)
I XxI

Now we let n approximate y;. We get

/I/X Ve(2)]? dpe(z) dt < /I‘MI‘? it

and (2.3.5) follows. O

Remark 2.3.4 (Tangent vector) Let p; be an absolutely continuous curve and v; be
a vector field such that the continuity equation with the couple (p,v;) holds. Then v,
satisfies (2.3.5) if and only if

2 .
vie{Vp:pe€ Cyl(X)}L (o)
In fact, if this condition holds together with the continuity equation, then v; is unique, as
the continuity equation is linear in v; and the L? norm is strictly convex. On the other
hand, the vector field satisfying (2.3.4) and (2.3.5), explicitly exhibited in the proof of
Theorem 2.3.3, does satisfy (2.3.10) by construction. We express condition (2.3.10) by
saying that

for Ll-a.e. t € (0,1). (2.3.10)

v; € Tan,, Z5(X).

For a discussion about the tangent bundle of &%(X), we refer to [4, Chapter 8] and to
[40, 41, 59).
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We also have the following useful formula for computing the derivative of W5 along an
absolutely continuous curve (for the proof we refer to [4, Theorem 8.4.7]).

Lemma 2.3.5 Let t € [0,1] — p € P5(X) be an absolutely continuous curve, with
tangent vector vy. Let v € P5(X). Then there holds

d
CW ) = 2/ (21 — 29, ve(m)) dv ¥ € Tolpi,v), (2.3.11)
XxX

for L'-a.e. t € (0,1).

2.4 Transport network problems

In this section we briefly describe a family of minimization problems whose formulation is
strictly related to optimal transport. Here, let X be an Euclidean space, and let 2 C X
be an open bounded set.

The optimal transport problem, in its basic form (2.1.2) or the generalized one (2.1.3),
requires to find the best way to transport a given amount of material to a given site. The
source and the target are represented by two finite measures p, v with the same total mass.

An urban planning problem can be formulated in a very similar way (see for instance
[21] or [23]). We are given again two measures p, v, the first representing the population
density in a region €2, the second indicating the density of workplaces to be reached. We
consider a Borel set X C  of finite H! measure, representing an urban transport network,
which has to be constructed minimizing the cost for transporting p to v. Here we consider
the cost

Izz/Q de(lvy) dy(z,y), (24.1)

with v € I'(u,v). The distance dy accounts for the cost for citizens to move from z to
y. In order to allow them optimize their cost by choosing to move on the network 32, or
without it (say on foot), we can define

ds(z,y) = fF(H'(A\X)) + g(H (AN X))

Citizens will move along curves A connecting x to y, f and g are functions accounting for
the different cost of the part of A on ¥ and out of ¥. Let us assume that citizens prefer
not to move by own means, so that the cost for travelling by the network is negligible. Let
also consider the cost as proportional to the covered distances. In this case, the simplest
choice is

ds(z,y) = min{d(z,y), dist (z, X) + dist (y, X)},

where d stands for the geodesic distance in Q and dist (z, ) := inf{d(x, 2) : z € ¥}. Hence,
given a network X, the citizen will try to optimize his cost by choosing a transport plan ~
which is optimal with respect to dx.
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From the point of view of the planner, the aim will be to minimize the cost Iy, among
the closed connected sets ¥. A constraint on the cost of construction of the network has
to be considered. For instance we can suppose that it is proportional to its length so that
the problem will be

min{/s, + AH'(¥) : ¥ closed connected subset of Q},

where A > 0.

Next we consider a particular instance of this problem. Let u, v be probabilities for
simplicity. Suppose that the goal is simply to transport the source to ¥. In this case v
is not fixed, but optimally chosen among probability measures with support in 3. In this
case the distance dx(z,y) reduces to dist (z, ) and

Iy = / dist (z, ) dp(x).
Q
We are led to the so-called wrrigation problem, or average distance problem:
min {/ dist (z, ) du(z) + AH'(X) : ¥ closed connected subset of Q} :
Q

We notice that the problem can be equivalently formulated in terms of Wasserstein distance

as
min{ Wy (i, v) + XH () : supp v € %, ¥ closed connected subset of Q}.



Chapter 3

Minimizing movements and gradient

flows in (H5(X), Wo)

3.1 Convexity and subdifferential in (Z5(X), W)

In this section, let X be a separable Hilbert space, and let ¢ : P5(X) — (—o0, +00] be a
functional. The domain of ¢ is defined as

D(¢) :=={p € P(X) : ¢(n) < +o0} (3.1.1)

and we say that ¢ is proper if D(¢) # 0. The basic assumptions on ¢, which will be
understood to hold during the rest of this chapter, are now presented.

Assumption 3.1.1 ¢ is proper, l.s.c. (with respect to the convergence with moments) and
bounded from below.

We will need different notions of convexity.

Definition 3.1.2 (A-convexity along a curve) Let A € R. The functional ¢ is said to
be A-convex along the curve t € [0,1] — p, € Po(X) if

1
(i) < (1 = 1)d(ko) +1d(m) — SAt(1 — YW (10, 1) (3.1.2)
Definition 3.1.3 (Geodesical convexity) Let A\ € R. We say that ¢ is A-geodesically

convez, or convex along (Wasserstein) geodesics, if, for any u', u*> € Py(X), there exists
v € To(put, u?) such that the inequality

¢ (L =t)m" + 7)) < (1= t)p(p') + to(p?) — %At(l — Wit p®)  (3.1.3)

holds for any t € [0, 1].
In the case A =0, we simply say that ¢ is geodesically convex (or convex along geodesics).

37
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Definition 3.1.4 (Strong geodesical convexity) We say that ¢ : Po(X) — [0, +o0]
is strongly geodesically convex (or simply strongly convex) if it is convex along geodesics
and for any p,v,o € D(¢) there ezists a continuous curve iy : [0,1] — Po(X), with pg = p
and py = v, such that

{WQZ(MtaU) < (1 - t)W22(:U7U) + tWQZ(% U) - t(l o t)Wg(ﬂa V) Vit € [0 1]. (3'1'4)

P(ue) < (1= 1)p(p) +to(v)

Sometimes it will be important for ¢ to be convex also along some curve in %5(X) on
which the Wasserstein distance itself behaves like a convex functional. This motivates the
introduction of the strong convexity. In fact, it can be shown with a counterexample that
for any A € R the application u? — Wa(u!, u?), at least if the dimension of X is not 1, is
not A-geodesically convex (for more details see [4, §7.3])

Now we introduce the notions needed to develop a differential calculus in (P5(X), Wa).

Definition 3.1.5 (Metric slope) The metric slope of ¢ at the point u is given by

. (¢(v) — p(p)*
0 = limsu )
| ¢| (Iu) VAMII;DSWQI:EX) WQ(V7 lu’)

(3.1.5)

The application p +— |06|(1) is 1.s.c. if ¢ is A-geodesically convex, as we shall see later.
In the sequel the following assumption on ¢ will be made.

Assumption 3.1.6 For each u € D(|0¢|) and for each v € P5(X), there exists a unique
optimal transport plan in T'(p, v), and such plan is induced by a map, which will be denoted
by t,.

For example, a condition guaranteeing these facts is D(|0¢|) C £5(X), as a consequence
of Theorem 2.1.7.

Definition 3.1.7 (Wasserstein subdifferential) Let p € D(|0¢|). The Wasserstein
subdifferential Op(u) of ¢ at p is the set of vectors & € L*(X, u; X) such that

o) — d(u) = /X<£,tZ($) — ) dp(x) + o(Wa(p, v)). (3.1.6)

In the case of A-convex functionals along Wasserstein geodesics, we have the following

Proposition 3.1.8 Let ¢ be A-geodesically convex. Then & € 0¢(u) if and only if

o)~ 6l) = [ {€(0).61(0) — o) du(o) + PWE) Vo€ ZuX). (31)

X
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Proof. 1f (3.1.7) holds for some A € R, then clearly (3.1.6) holds too. On the other hand,
suppose that € € d¢(p) and fix v € P9(X). Let p, be the Wasserstein geodesic connecting
1 to v, given by gy == ((1—t)I+ ttZ)# i (and this is an optimal transport, see Theorem

2.2.11). By definition of geodesic, Wa(u, ;) = tWa(p, v), and since & € dp(u),

iyt 3 (6(u) = 9(0) > liminf 7 [ (€(e). 441 (0) = o) due) = [ (€(a).450) =) o).

t—0 ¢ t—0 X
On the other hand, in this case the A-geodesical convexity relation (3.1.3) reads

D) — o)

“U < o)~ p(1) — A~ OWE(,v).

Combining the latter two inequalities, we get the thesis. O

3.2 The minimizing movements scheme

The minimizing movements scheme was proposed by De Giorgi (see for instance [32]), in
order to deal with steepest descent curves for functionals defined in generic metric spaces.
The idea of recursively descending along the gradient, with a Euler implicit discretization
scheme, is standard in the Euclidean framework, whereas it can be thought as a way to
define optimal curves in more general contexts. Although the setting could be much wider,
to keep a more coherent exposition we are going to present it in probability spaces.

Let X be a separable Hilbert space, let ¢ : #5(X) — R be a l.s.c. and bounded from
below functional. Consider a uniform partition of the time interval [0,7], let 7 be the
corresponding step, and fix g € P(X). Consider the perturbed functional @, (-, u°) :
P5(X) — R, defined as

1
(v, 1) = G(v) + Wy (v, ). (3.2.1)
The recursive scheme to be exploited is the following: given p?, ..., u*, find p*+! solving
in O, (v, k). 3.2.2
uin, (v, p7) (3.2.2)

Here, p is an approximation of p°, that is:

pd — % in Zy(X) and o(ul) — ¢(u°) asT ] 0. (3.2.3)

T

If minimizers exist, this procedure will produce a sequence {p*}reny C P5(X) (of course not
a unique one in general). Once such a sequence is constructed, we define a corresponding
piecewise constant interpolating curve fi; in #5(X) as follows:

0 .

_ [y it t =0,

fr(t) =1} ' (3.2.4)
J0 if t € (k—1)7, k7], k> 0.
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Equivalently,
fir(t) = plt71 vt > 0. (3.2.5)

We are ready for the definition of minimizing movement.

Definition 3.2.1 (Minimizing movement) Let 7 > 0 and suppose that a sequence
(uF) C Po(X) solving (3.2.2) ewists. Let ji; be the corresponding piecewise constant dis-
crete solution (defined by (3.2.4)). We say that a curve t € [0,T] — uy € Po(X) is a
(generalized) minimizing movement for functional ® (defined in (3.2.1)), starting from u°,
if there exists a sequence 7, | 0 such that

lim p(2 ) = (1) and [, (t) = e in Po(X), VE € [0,T). (3.2.6)

Within this construction, it is natural to give the following

Definition 3.2.2 (Discrete velocity) We define the discrete velocity of the minimizing

movements scheme as
w1t
Vhi— 1 (3.2.7)

T

where t* is the optimal transport map between u* and pi=1. Also define the corresponding
piecewise constant interpolation

V.(t):=VFE forte((k—1)7 k7] (3.2.8)
With the next lemma we introduce some basic estimates. Consider the function

- = inf D (v, p). 2.
o) = _int () 3.2

It is called the Moreau-Yosida approximation of ¢. Being ¢ a proper functional, ¢, (u) is
finite for any p € P5(X). First of all, notice that, letting p, be a minimizer of @, (-, u),
we have

1 1
¢7’(/J“) = ¢(NT) + EWQQ(,UTHU) < ¢(V) + ZWg(Va :u)a Vv € ‘@2(){)7
and choosing v = p we find ¢, (1) < ¢(u) and ¢(u,) < ¢(u) for any 7 > 0, and also

W3 (pir, 10)

o = o) — dlur), (3.2.10)

yielding pu, — pas 7 — 0.
Lemma 3.2.3 There hold:

i) (1, 1) — o (1) is continuous in (0,T) x Po(X).
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i) If . is a minimizer for ®.(-, u), there holds

1061 (117) < W3 (e, 1)/ 7, (3.2.11)
so that D(|0¢|) is Wa-dense in D(¢).

iii) If pr is a minimizer for ®.(-, u), then there exists a vanishing sequence (1) such that

¢(pir,) = &) and

|8¢|2<,u) — lim WQQ(MT,”M) = lim ¢(M) _ ¢(Mm)

n—~o0

> lim inf |0¢|* (11, ). 3.2.12
Jim - 2 lim inf |0g]*(pr). (3:2.12)
Proof.  For proving i), let 7, — 7 and p,, — p (with 7,, distant from zero). Clearly we
can find a sequence (v,,) C D(¢) such that (P, (v, ftn) — ¢r, (14n)) — 0 as n — oo. Since
¢r, (ptn) is bounded, so is @, (vy,, ) and

limsup @, (v, ptn) = limsup ér,, (pn) < O7 (v, 1)
for any v € H5(X). Taking the infimum w.r.t. v, by definition of the Moreau-Yosida
function we find limsup,, ¢, (tn) < ¢-(p). In order to prove the corresponding liminf
inequality, notice that Wy(u,v,) is bounded. In fact, we have seen that @, (v, u,) is
bounded, and since ¢ is a bounded from below functional and 7, is distant from zero, we
argue that Wy (i, v,) is bounded too. Hence

liminf ¢, (p,) = iminf &, (v, ) > lim inf

n—o0 n—oo

((WQ(M, Vn) - WQ(MW M))Z

27,

+ Qb(Vn))

> lim inf (%Wg(vn,,u) — %Wz(vm,u)m@(ﬂmﬂ) + Qb(Vn)) > ¢ (1)

n—oo n

Concerning i), suppose that g, is a minimizer of ®,(-, ). It is easily seen that, for any
v e D(9),

1 1 1
Ouz) = (V) < =W (Vs 1) = W5 (1 piz) < - Wa(w, 1) (Wa(w, ) + Wal, )

and dividing by Wa(v, p,) we find
WQ(V7 H)

. +
imsp W;;z(y,ifj” < limsup o (Walos ) + Walpr)) = =2 (3213)

This proves 7). In order to show iii), we start letting [0¢|(n) > 0 and 0 < a < |0¢|(u).
Consider, for b > 0, the identity

1 1 1
—b* = sup (bz— —22) = sup (bz— —22> .
2 2€R 2 2>b 2
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Since a < |0¢|(u), if Wa(p, v) is small enough we have a < %

of the previous identity we have

Loslin — T 1(MM—MWVY
oot = a3 (S

, hence making use

L 2(d(p) — o)t 2_2)
=t sup (RO

ey (A ) W)

v—p inPy(X) 0<T<Wa(u,v)/a W2 (/Jﬁ V) T 272

<¢(u) — ur) W%(M,MT))

T 272

= lim sup M, (3.2.14)

T—0 T

> lim sup
T—0
where we passed to computing the limit on the particular sequence p,, 7 — 0, and we
made use of the definition of ¢.(u). The latter also implies

W (k)

sup ((cb(u) —¢(v)) o

)zwm—@m»

so that for small ¢

1o v o (P(n) — o))" Walp,v) Wi (u, V))
2 |a¢| (M> N u—};ltnilnsﬁgi)() D<T<azl()u,u)/a < WQ(M’ V) T 272
(p(p) — o)) Walp,v)  Wi(u,v)\  o(p) — o-(1)
< spsup ({0 0 B0 B0} =y S0

Taking the limit as e — 0, we get $]0¢|*(1) < limsup,_o(¢(1) — ¢(u-))/7, and by virtue
of (3.2.14) we see that such inequality is in fact an equality. Therefore, passing to a suitable
vanishing subsequence 7, and then taking advantage once more of the definition of ¢, (u)
and of metric slope, we get

O(1) = Grli) _ | <¢(u) — o) Wf(u,um))

$100P(n) = lim

n—o00 Tn n—oo Tn 27—7%
i ) . ) (3.2.15)
. V; Tn [[ bl Tn
< limsup (|3¢|(M) : . Pl 22 2;;# ) :

In view of (3.2.15), from the equalities

. . W 9 Tn 2 . . W 9 Tn W2 ) Tn
i 10010 222 imint (J00P(0) — 200l "2 ) o B2V ) )
. Wa(p, por,) W3 (s i,
— 00P(0) ~ timsup (200 2 ) HEUL )
we learn that W
lim inf ||9¢| (1) — M = 0. (3.2.16)
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As a consequence, making use of (3.2.11) we have

it (1061, ) ~ 001() < it (<2222 o)) <o,

n

which yields the inequality liminf, .q|0¢|?(i,;) < [0¢]*(n) of (3.2.12). From (3.2.16)
we also infer that there exists a further subsequence (that we don’t relabel) such that
W2, phr,) /72 — |0¢|?(1), proving the first equality in (3.2.12). Then, from (3.2.15) we
readily see that also (¢(u) — ¢(ir,))/Tn — |00|*(1), and (3.2.12) is proven. The case
|0¢|(1t) = 0 is much simpler, we omit the details. O

3.3 The gradient flow equation

After the minimizing movements, we introduce a second issue in the study of trajectories
in #,(X) which are thought as steepest descent curves of a functional ¢ on F5(X). We
give the following

Definition 3.3.1 (Gradient flow) Let u; € AC([0,T]; P5(X)). After the results of §2.3,
we know that p; satisfies the continuity equation

at,ut + div (Vt,ut) =0 (331)

in correspondence of the optimal L*(X, ug; X) vector field, (optimal in the sense that v, €
Tan,, P5(X), for L'-a.e. t € (0,T)).
We say that p; solves the gradient flow equation if

vi € —0¢(py)  for L'-a.e. t € (0,T). (3.3.2)

In the A-geodesically convex case, using Proposition 3.1.8 it is readily seen that if p;,
satisfies the gradient flow equation, for v; € Tan,, % (X) there hold

at,ut + div (Vt,ut) = 0,

. (3.3.3)
[ vt 1) di < 600) — 6lp) ~ 5AWE () Y € D),

Here the family of inequalities holds for £'-a.e. ¢t € (0,T), and thanks to (2.3.11) it is
equivalent to

W) < 6(0) — o) — SAWE () v € D(o). (3:3.4)

The following result is strictly related to the formulation just given, and generalizations
to the case p # 2 are not known.
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Theorem 3.3.2 Let pi° € P5(X) and let p; satisfy iy — pu° in Po(X), ast | 0. Then p; is
a gradient flow for functional ¢ if and only if satisfies the system of Evolution Variational
Inequalities

1d

2 dt
for any v € D(¢).
Proof. First suppose that p; is a gradient flow, with u; — % in P5(X) as t | 0. This
implications has already been shown through (3.3.3) and (3.3.4). On the other hand,
suppose that p, € AC([0,T]; P2(X)) satisfies (3.3.5). Then it is clear that, if = € D(¢)
is a countabel set, there exists a L!'-negligible set Nz such that the inequality in (3.3.3)
holds for any (¢,v) € ([0,T]\N=) x =, making use of (2.3.11). Choose a countable set =
which is dense in D(¢) (recall that (P2(X), Ws) is separable). The density can be asked
also with respect to the stronger Wy (ut, u?) +|d(u') — ¢(p?)| metric. Now fix t € [0, T]\N=
and suppose that (v,) C = is a sequence converging in P(X) to v € D(¢). For any n,
the inequality in (3.3.3) holds:

W2(p,v) + %)\Wg(ut, v) <o) — ¢(pg) for L'-a.e. t €(0,T), (3.3.5)

1

2)\W22</’Lt7 I/n)

[ et = D < 60m) — o)
X

The second member goes to ¢(v) — ¢(u:) — sAWZ (11, v) by density. The first one, letting
v = (L b)) 1, is equal to

/ (Vi) 2 — 21) Ao,
XxX

and by virtue of Lemma 2.2.6 7} — 4, where v € T'o(, ) is an optimal plan (the
unique one, thanks to the regularity of ;). This convergence is also with moments since
Wa (v, i) — Wa(v, i) as n — oco. Hence the integral passes to the limit if v; is continuous
and bounded, and as well if it is not, by another density argument, using the fact that the
first marginal of 7}* does not depend on n. U

We conclude this section with a uniqueness result, which also depends strictly on the choice
p = 2 of the moment exponent and on the convexity assumptions. Later in Chapter 5,
with the particular choice of ¢ therein, we will be able to show a uniqueness result for the
gradient flow in a non A-geodesically convex context, with a proof that makes use of some
of the ideas we are going to give in the next theorem. We need a preliminary

Lemma 3.3.3 Let f(s,t) : [0,T] x [0,T] — R satisfy
|f(s1,t1) = f(s2,t1)| < lg(s1) —g(s2)| and |f(s1,t1) — f(s1,t2)] < |g(t1) — g(t2)|

for any sy, se,t1,ty € [0,T], where g : [0,T] — R is some absolutely continuous function.
Then t — f(t,t) is absolutely continuous on [0,T] and, for L'-a.e. t € (0,T), there holds

L bt 1) < Timsup [0 = fE=ht) | TEEER) = £ 1)
dt 110 h h10 h
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Proof. The hypotheses yield |f(s,s) — f(t,t)] < 2|g(s) — g(t)|, therefore we get absolute
continuity. Now fix h, > 0 and ¢ € C°((0,7)) such that {x € R: 2 =t+h,t € suppy,0 <
h < h.} C (0,T). Hence, the changes of variables t — ¢t — h and then ¢ — ¢ + h entail

/T_‘P(“rh; 2O fe ) at = /ftt t_ht_mso(t)dt
_ / o ;J: (t)dt+/0 == FUPCED
f

B f(t,t) — Tt t+h) — f(t,t)
[ s [ LN

By Fatou’s lemma we also have

—/OT Ft, )@ (t) dt z/OT—lim plt+h) = o(t) F(t,1) dt

o(t + h)dt.

h10 h
T LR . (3.3.7)
Slimsup/ el )_Qp()f(t,t)dt.
h|0 0 h
Since ¢ is absolutely continuous, as h | 0 there hold
1 1 .
—(f(t,t) = f(t = h,t)) < ~lg(t) — g(t = h)] — |¢'()| in L'(0,T),
h h (3.3.8)

LU0+ 0) = J(0,0) < g+ ) = o0)] = /@) in L'0,7).

Then, we combine (3.3.7) and (3.3.6), and we apply a generalized form of the Fatou’s
lemma to the left hand sides in (3.3.8) (indeed, the limsup inequality holds for a sequence
of functions 1, if ¥, < ¢, and ¢, — ¢ in L'). We get

- / £t ) (1) dt

<l1msup/ ft8) = St =ht) o(t) dt+11msup/ ft=ht)= f(t_h’t—h) o(t) dt,
hl0 h|0
t,t — h,t t—h,t t—h,t—h
§/ lim sup ftt) = f( .Y o(t) dt + / lim sup I t) = f< ) o(t) dt.
0 h10 h 0 h10 h
The thesis follows integrating by parts and by the arbitrariness of . U

Theorem 3.3.4 (Uniqueness of the gradient flow) Let ¢ be a A-geodesically convex
functional and let p}, p? be two gradient flows (in the sense of (3.3.3)) satisfying respectively
the initial conditions juf — p' and p? — p? in Po(X), ast | 0. Then

Wy, i) < e MWa(u',i®), > 0.

Hence, py = i if p' = p?.
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Proof. Notice that, by (3.3.5),

W2(ul, u2) — W2(ul 12 d
hHﬁf()UP > (11, 1%) - o (Hp 1) _ Lt )
s=t
< —AWS (s 1) + 20(17) — 26(p1f)
and
W2(ul, 12.,) — W2(ul, 12 d
lim sup 2(Nt Nt-s—h)h 2(/% Nt) _ d_WZQ(M%,Mi)
hl0 S s=t

< AW (g 1) + 20(y) — 26(1st).
Therefore, applying Lemma 3.3.3, with W3 (!, 4?) in the role of f(s,t), we get

d
dtW2 (b 17) < =20W3 (g, 117),

so that Gronwall’s lemma immediately gives the thesis. O

3.4 Existence of solutions

Next we discuss about the convergence of the minimizing movements scheme and the
solution of the gradient flow equation. As usual, here ¢ : P5(X) — (—o00, +oo] will be a
proper, l.s.c. and bounded from below functional satisfying Assumption 3.1.6.

The first result we need is about the subdifferential of the perturbed functional char-
acterizing the minimizing movements scheme, defined by (3.2.1).

Lemma 3.4.1 Let p, be a minimizer of ®.(-, u°), the functional defined by (3.2.1), for a
given u° € Py(X). Then pu, € D(|0¢|) and

2 1

RSy 8¢(u7) (3'4'1)

Proof. We have seen that u, € D(]0¢|) in Lemma 3.2.3. Since p, minimizes @, (-, u°) we
readily get, for any v € Z5(X)

1

— (W3(ue, 1) = WE (1)) < 0(0) — (1) (34.2)
If t is a transport map between p, and v, applying (3.4.2) and the elementary identity
lal* = 316 = (a,a — b) — 3|la — b, a,b € X, we get

o) = 0(0e) = o= [ 1442 ) = o dirta) = 5= [ 10) = )P0
- /}((t“()—xt()—@duf( ——/|t ) — 2f? dss (2)

T

1 0
— 1 [ (@)~ . t0w) = ) o) = 5l = Wy
X T

T
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The thesis follows, and notice that the inequality obtained is even stronger then (3.1.6),
since here t is not necessarily optimal. U

Corollary 3.4.2 The discrete velocity of the minimizing movements scheme, introduced
in Definition 3.2.2, satisfies

VE e —0p(uh). (3.4.3)

In this section and in the subsequent one we are going to construct a curve t € [0, 7] —
e € Po(X) which is both a minimizing movement and a gradient flow for functional
¢. So, it will be clear that the two concepts are strictly related, in some sense the two
approaches lead to the same result. The minimizing movements scheme (which itself is
defined in general metric spaces) has indeed to be understood as the time discretization
of equation (3.3.2). Such a point of view, in the context of optimal transportation, was
introduced in the seminal paper [43], as we will remark better in Chapter 4.

We will present two main results, the first one needing the hypothesis of compactness
in Z5(X) for the sublevels of ¢, but without convexity assumptions, the second one con-
cerning A-geodesically convex functionals. In the first case, we are able to construct a
minimizing movement and to show that it satisfies the gradient flow equation in a relaxed
form that we are going to specify. For, we need a preliminary

Definition 3.4.3 (Limiting subdifferential) Let p € D(¢), let £ € L*(X,u; X). We
say that & belongs to the limiting subdifferential Oy(p) of ¢ at w if there exist two sequences
e © D(O8)), (&) C LA(X, s X), such that &, € 06(.), jix — 1, € — € weakly as in
Definition 1.5.3 and

sup/ &,.(2) | dur(z) < +oo.
keN J x

Theorem 3.4.4 (Limit curve) Let ¢ be such that if = C P5(X) is bounded with respect
to Wy and contained in a sublevel of ¢, then = is compact in (Py(X), Ws). Let u° € D(¢).
Let (1,) be a vanishing sequence of time steps, and let i, be a discrete solution, defined
by (3.2.4), in correspondence of the initial datum p2 . Then there exists a subsequence
(still denoted by 7,) of time steps such that [, converges, identifying a limiting curve

t€]0,T] — pu € Po(X), that is
fr, — pie 10 Po(X), Vtel[0,T]. (3.4.4)

The limit curve p; is also absolutely continuous. Moreover, there exists a vector map
(z,t) — vi(z) belonging to L*(X x [0,T], u; X), where p = %fOT e dt, such that

V., — v weakly in L* as in Definition 1.5.3.

Such convergence holds with respect to the product measures i, := :lrfo fir, (t) dt, which
weakly converge in Z(X x [0,T]) to p. Finally, letting vi(x) = v(z,t), the couple (1, Vi)
satisfies the continuity equation (2.3.3) and the relaxed gradient flow inclusion

vy € —Conv (1) for L -a.e. t € (0,T). (3.4.5)
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Proof. Step 1. Let us denote the finite infimum of ¢ by 1. Consider a sequence p* of
discrete minimizers for (3.2.1). Since

(I)T k k—1 — : (I)T k—1
(brs piz) uin (v pz ),

we readily get

o W3 (1, 77 1) + 6() < (™), (3.4.6)
hence
O(iE) < 6(12) Vk € N.
This means that
sup S0 (1)) < B(u0) V7 > 0. (3.4.7)
t€[0,T]

Moreover, summing up in (3.4.6), we have

n

1
5= 2 Walr ™) < o(u) — o) < o) =0 < C, (3.4.8)
k=1

where C' is a suitable positive constant which does not depend on 7 (the choice of such a
constant is possible thanks to (3.2.3)). Let now n > m. The triangle inequality entails

Wa(ul', i) < Z Wa(pul, b,

k=m+1

and, by means of the elementary inequality (ZZ]\LI ai) <N Zz Laz, we get

1/2
Wa(ul, i) —< Z W3 ( T,u’il)> ((n—m)7)"?.

k=m+1

Exploiting (3.4.8), we obtain
Wa(p, 1) < v/2(n —m)CT. (3.4.9)

Considering (3.4.7) and (3.2.3), we learn that the family {fi(¢)}icjo,r],+>0 is @ bounded set
contained in a sublevel of ¢, hence it is relatively compact in &5(X) by hypothesis. More-
over, connecting the consecutive values p*, p*** for instance with Wasserstein geodesics,
we obtain a family, parametrized by 7, of continuous curves in H,(X). Let us denote such
family by {fi-(-)}r>0. By virtue of (3.4.9), each curve in this family has C%'/? regularity:

W3 (jir (1), fi-(5)) < Clt = s,

where the constant C' does not depend on 7. This uniform equicontinuity, together with
the compactness of the set of values assumed in %5(X) by the curves, allows to apply
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the Ascoli-Arzela theorem and extract a sequence uniformly converging in [0, 77, that is,
a sequence of functions (fi,, (-)) converging to some g, in C°([0,T]; 25(X)). On the other
hand, taking advantage again of (3.4.9) we get

Wa(fir (t), ) < Wafir(8), ir(8)) + Walfir(t), o) < CVT + Walfin (t), )Vt € (0,71,
and since fi,, goes to p; uniformly as h — oo, we have Wy(fi, (t), pz) — 0, hence
fr, () — pp in Po(X) VYt €[0,T]. (3.4.10)
Now we have to show that u; € AC([0,T]; P5(X)). For, define

W- k k=1
Al = R ) e (= 1) k] (3.4.11)
T

and notice that, for any k& > 0,

kT kT k—1
/ (1) dt = Walub, 127 and / @ d = VI ) (3409
(

k=1)7 (k=1)T T

Fixing n > T'/7 and taking advantage of (3.4.8), we find

/ ‘ T’ dt< ZW2 Mo s o <2C
0

This shows that the family of functions {|f’|(-)}+>o is bounded in L?*((0,7)), so that it
possesses a subsequence weakly converging to some U(-) in L2((0,7)). Let 0 < 51 < 59 < T,
and making use of (3.2.5) and of the triangle inequality we get

([s2/ma1)7h
Wil 0. () = W) < wl@d (3413)

[s1/Th])7Th

As fir, (t) — g for any t € [0,7], we can invoke the semicontinuity property of W,
proved in Lemma 2.2.6. On the other hand, we have the just stated weak compactness of
{1@.|(-)}r=0 in L2((0,T)). Hence, possibly extracting one more subsequence, from (3.4.13)
we get
52
W2(:u81>//dsz) < lim sup WQ([I’T}L (31)’ laTh (32>) < / U(t) dt’

h—>oo S1

which shows the absolute continuity of ;.

Step 2. Let, as usual, t**1 be the optimal transport map between p*™! and p* and recall
the definition of discrete velocity given by (3.2.7)-(3.2.8). Let v* = (I, V¥),u* and

3(8) = (LV,(0)gfis(t) it € (k= 1), k7).
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As in the proof of Theorem 2.3.3, let us introduce space time probability measures over
X x [0,T], in correspondence of time dependent families of probability measures over
X: givent € [0,7] —» 1y € P(X), let v := 1, @ +L'(0,T) € Z(X x [0,T]). So, in
correspondence of i, (t) and p;, we have the measures fi,, u € (X x [0,T]). In particular,
since by (3.4.10) fi,, (t) = p; for any ¢ € [0, 7], there holds

fiy, — pin 2(X x [0,T]). (3.4.14)

Moreover, the piecewise constant map ¢ +— V() € L?(X, ui; X) can be seen as an element

of L*(X x [0,T], fir; X). On the other hand, even the family of measures 7,(¢) has its

counterpart 3, € Z((X x [0,T]) x X), and with the notation just introduced there holds
'77' - (IT7VT>#/17'7

where Iy : X x[0,T] — X x[0,T] is the identity in X x [0, T]. Let x1, x2 denote respectively

the variable in the first and in the second factor of the product space (X x [0,7T]) x X. If

n > T /7, we have, by (3.4.8),

— _ 1 |z — tF(z)|? 2C
V. (xp) P dii (7)) < — / T dpk(x) < = 3.4.15
Joo VAP dien) < 732 [ 5 (1)< 7 (3.415)

Together with (3.4.14), this shows that the hypotheses of point i) of Lemma 1.5.4 are
satisfied, yielding tightness for the family 7, in the 22((X, x [0,T]) x X») topology. Then
there exists a subsequence (that we don’t relabel) of 7, such that 7,, — v in Z((X5 X
[0,T]) x X), and since 747, = fi, for any h, at the limit we find 7,y = p (here 7'
denotes the projection on the first factor X x [0,77]). We define the limit velocity as

v(zr) ::/)(xQ’yxT(l'Q)7 (3.4.16)

that is, v is the barycenter (see Definition 1.4.8) of the family x7 € (X x [0,7T]) — 7vap €
P(X) which disintegrates v w.r.t. its first marginal p. Since v is the barycenter, by
Lemma 1.5.4 we also have that V,, weakly converges to v € L%(X x [0,T], ; X) in the
sense of Definition 1.5.3 and

/ |v|2d,ugliminf/ V. [2 dis, (3.4.17)
Xr h—oo Xr

Step 3. We have to check that the vector v in (3.4.16) satisfies the continuity equation,
coupled with p. Let ¢ € Cyl(X). Then

/X () dyi () — /X o) dyit(x) = / (o(2) — (E5 () dh* ()

- /X (Vo(), oz — 51 (2)) dyt+ (2) + REH

. / (Velar), a2) dot (@, 20) + RE,
XxX
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where R¥! is the remainder of the Taylor expansion. Writing it in integral form we see
that

R = L [ [ )@ — 51 (@), — 6 () it (@)
2/0 /X (3.4.18)

< 7 oup [V2y| / VA ()P di (<),
X

Let ¢ € Cyl(Xr) and choose ¢(-) = ¥(-,t). Recall that fi, is a measure on X x [0, 7]
and that its disintegration with respect to =£'([0,T7]) is fi,(¢), which is given by p¥ for
t € ((k—1)7,k7]. Let also R.(t) = RF for t € ((k — 1)1, k7]. Hence, by the previous
estimate,

Op(z,t) du(z,t) = lim Oh(z,t) dfiy, (z,1)

Xr h—oo Xr
t — t
— lim ¢($7 +Th) w(l‘? )dﬁrh<x7t)
h—o0 Xr Th
1 (T
= — lim (V(zr), 22) A7, (T, 2) — lim —/ R, (t)dt.
h—oo Jx, . xx h—o0 Th Jo

But (3.4.18) and (3.4.15) show that the last limit is zero. We are left with

Dot (1) da(z, 1) = — / (Veo(z, £), v(z, 1)) du(z, ),

X7 Xx[0,T]

where v is the limiting velocity defined by (3.4.16). This is the continuity equation.

Finally, we are left to prove that the limiting velocity v(z,t) = vi(z), defined by
(3.4.16), satisfies (3.4.5). Splitting the integral in (3.4.15) and making use of Fatou Lemma,
we see that we can find a L'-negligible set N C (0,7') such that

lim inf / V., (t)]*dji., (t) < +o0 ¥Vt € (0,T)\N. (3.4.19)
X

h—o0

Here V, (t) is seen, for any fixed ¢, as a L?(X, us; X) vector field. This implies that, for any
t ¢ N, V,, (t) has weak limit points in the sense of definition 1.5.3 (by Lemma 1.5.4). Since
—V,, (t) are subdifferentials of ¢ at ji,, (), from Definition 3.4.3 we see that 9y (p;) # 0
for any ¢t ¢ N. Recall that the limiting plan 7 is given by (Ir,v)gp € Z(Xr x X). It
is the limit of (I, V,,)xfi,, in the 2(X, x [0,T] x X_) topology (on a subsequence,
that here we are not relabeling). Disintegrating w.r.t. ¢ we get the family of plans ¢ —
Y (1) € P(X x X), where 7, (t) = (I, V, (t))#fir, (t). But (3.4.19) implies, by virtue of
Lemma 1.5.4, that 7,, () has limit points in the Z(X, x X) topology, for any ¢ ¢ N.
Let G denote the corresponding sets of accumulation points. On the other hand, the

disintegration of v w.r.t. ¢ is (I, v;)xp. Invoking Lemma 1.3.3 we get

(I, vi)4p € ConvG, for L'-ae. t €[0,T). (3.4.20)



52 CHAPTER 3. MINIMIZING MOVEMENTS AND GRADIENT FLOWS

But limit points of 74, (¢) correspond to weak (in the sense of Definition 1.5.3) limits of
V., (t). Indeed, by Lemma 1.5.4, the latter are barycenters of the elements of G;. Moreover,
the opposites of the limits of V, (¢) are the elements of the limiting subdifferential of ¢ at
. By (3.4.20), (I, v¢) gt is the limit (in &2 (X, x X ), for fixed t) of a convex combination
of elements of GG;. By the linearity of the barycentric projection operation, we get

—v; € Convdpp(py) for Ll-ae. t € [0,T].

Here the closure is the strong L?*(p;) closure (strong and weak closure are the same for
convex sets). The proof is concluded. U

3.5 Existence of solutions: the convex case

In the convex case the minimization scheme inherits very nice properties. Before stating
the main convergence theorem, we will present some intermediate results which will be also
useful, in particular in Chapter 4. So, the first part of this section is meant to lead us to
a deeper insight on the consequences of A-geodesical convexity.

Theorem 3.5.1 (Slope and minimal selection in the subdifferential) Let ¢ be a \-
geodesically convex functional. Then p € D(|0¢|) if and only if 0p(u) is not empty and

1061() = min { €]l 2253, - € € D6()} (35.1)

The minimum is realized in correspondence of a unique vector € € 0¢(p), which we denote
by 0°6 ().
Proof. By the definition of metric slope and Wasserstein subdifferential, we immediately
see that

1001(1) < [1€ll2xpmx) V& € 0P (1)
Let € D(]0¢|) and let u, be a minimizer of the perturbed functional ®, (-, 1), defined by
(3.2.1). Lemma 3.4.1 shows that the rescaled vector &, := (t/, —I)/7 belongs to d¢(u,),

hence
/|€ (@) dpr(z) = Waler ), (3.5.2)

2
By Lemma 3.2.3, we know that there exists a vanishing subsequence (7,) such that p., — p
and

lim [ &, ()] dps () = 001 (3.5.3)

n—oo

It follows from Lemma 1.5.4 that €, has some weak limit point & € L*(X,u; X), in
the sense of Definition 1.5.3, as 7 — 0. We denote by u, and &, the corresponding
sequences. We have to show that & € 9¢(u) and [09|(1) > ||€]|L2(x ux)- Let v € D(¢),
with ) being the optimal transport map between p,, and v as usual. Consider the 3-plan

(I €.t )#tin. It is relatively compact in P(X x X5 x X). Indeed, the first and
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the third marginals are tight in Z2(X), whereas the second one is tight in &(X,), thanks
to (3.5.3) and (1.4.5), and we apply Proposition 1.2.1. By (3.1.7) we have

D) > Bn) + /

1
. X<£L‘2, xg — x1) dv,(T1, 9, x3) + 5)\W22(un, V). (3.5.4)
X X

Let « be a limit point of «,,. Since the first and the third marginal of 4 are converging in
P5(X) (with moments), there holds

lim sup |x2’2 d7n(x17m27I3> =0

T—00 peN /(XxXXX)\Br(O)

for i = 1 and i = 3, where B,.(0) is the centered ball in X x X x X. Hence we can apply
Lemma 1.5.2 and the lower semicontinuity of ¢ to get

o) > o) + /

1
- X(wg, xg — x1) dy(z1, T2, T3) + 5)\W22(,u, V). (3.5.5)
X X

Since we are working under Assumption 3.1.6, u is regular and there exists the optimal
transport map t;;. Then, letting v = W;; ?~, Lemma 2.2.1 gives

/ (29, 25 — 21) dy(21, T2, 23) — / (0, 2 (1) — 1) dy (s, ),
XxXxX

XxX
hence

1
(2, t);(21) — 21) dy(21, 2) + 5)\W22(M, V)

o) — (1) > /X )
2

where 7 is the barycenter of vy, which corresponds to the limit & of &,, by virtue of
Lemma 1.5.4. We conclude that €& € d¢(u) and then (3.5.3) and (1.5.9) imply [0¢|(n) >

€] 22 (x s 3) - U

> /X (3(w), 82 (1) — 1) da() + AWE (. ),

Proposition 3.5.2 (Convexity of ®) Let ¢ be A-geodesically convex, let T > 0. Let
moreover u°, ut € D(¢) and v; be a constant speed geodesic connecting u° and pt. Then

there holds

O (v 1) < (L= 1) (1, 1) + 80, (u', %) — % G + A) 1= W (", i), (3.5.6)

Proof. A simple computation yields

1
D, (v, 1°) = ZWf(uo, V) + ¢(1)

1
= ;tQWi(uo, 1t + é(n)

< S PR ) + (L= D) + 16(x") — (1 = WG, )
1

= (1= 0000) 41 (00 + WY ) = 5 (53] o1 = 3.0,
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where we made use of the definition of A\-geodesical convexity. O

Remark 3.5.3 By the previous proposition we can not infer that ®.(-, %) is (A + 1/7)-
geodesically convex. We have convexity only along geodesics starting from the base point
u°, and not for each couple of points in % (X). By the way, when needed we will ask
strong geodesical convexity (see Definition 3.1.4). It is immediate to see that under such
assumption, . (-, u"), with p° given in P5(X), is l-convex along a suitable curve (not
necessarily a Wasserstein geodesic) with respect to an arbitrary base point.

Lemma 3.5.4 (Uniqueness of minimizers for strictly convex functionals) Let A >
0. Let ¢ be N\-geodesically convexr. Then there exists a unique minimizer fi for ¢ in Po(X).

Proof. Let v, be a minimizing sequence, so that there exists (w,) € R, w, — 0, such that

d(vn) < inf  d(V) + wy. (3.5.7)

vePa(X)

¢ is A-geodesically convex, so that, by definition, there exists a geodesic ;"™ connecting
v,, to v, such that there holds

W) — (vn)
t

< () — D) — AL~ IV (v, 1)

Choosing ¢t = 1/2 in this relation, we find

1
2(25(”11/,7271) —20(Vn) < O(Vm) — d(vp) — Zl)‘Wg(an Vm),
hence, X X , ) 1
AW (Vs i) < 5 6(vm) + 5 6(vn) = G(1]]5") < 5 wm + 5 wn,

where we made use of (3.5.7). Since A > 0 and w,, — 0, we learn that v, is a Cauchy
sequence in #5(X), which is complete since X is a Hilbert space (see [72, Lemma 6.12]).
Then there exists v such that v, — v in P(X). Since ¢ is Ls.c., we conclude that v is
a minimizer for ¢. Moreover, it is the unique minimizer. Indeed, suppose 14 and 1, and
are distinct minimum points. Let v, be a Wasserstein geodesic connecting them. Since
¢ is A-geodesically convex, v; can be chosen such that (3.1.3) holds, and such relation
immediately gives a contradiction. U

In the A-geodesical convex case, we can give the following representation for the metric
slope.

Lemma 3.5.5 (Metric slope in the convex case) Let A € R. If ¢ is A-geodesically
convex, then there holds

09| (v) = sup
HFEV

(cb(V) — o(u)
W2(V7 M)

Moreover, the application v w— |0¢|(v) is L.s.c. in P(X).

FWAa)  WeD@.  @59)
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Proof. 1t is clear that

- (6(v) — o))"
o) = e W)

(¢(V) — o(p)
W2<V7 U)

On the other hand, consider that, by A-geodesical convexity of ¢, there exists a Wasserstein
geodesic v; connecting v and p such that

) o), W) (900) o0
Wa(v,v) = Walv, 1)
Clearly there holds

1 +
+ 5)\WQ(V7 ﬂ)) .

1
o) o (L= u)) (3.5.9)

: o(v) — o(n)
0¢(v)| > hntlﬁ)up W)

and using Wy(v, 1) = tWa(v, ), from (3.5.9) we get

00 = (AL v )

Taking the supremum over p # v, we get (3.5.8). In order to show lower semicontinuity,
consider a sequence (v,) converging to v in P5(X), and let u # v, so that, for n large
enough, v, # u. Then, thanks to (3.5.8) and to the lower semicontinuity of ¢,

(cb(vn) — o(w)

lim inf |0p(v)| > lim inf
mint |90(v)] > limnt (428

"

in + %)\Wg(yn, ,u))
o(v) — o(1)

= < WQ(Vv :u)

Again, the conclusion follows taking the supremum over u # v. O

1 +
+ §AW2(1/, ,u)> :

We also state the following result, in the same spirit of Lemma 3.5.4.

Proposition 3.5.6 Let ¢ be a strongly convex functional, let n € D(¢) and T >0 . Then
O, (-, 1) admits a unique minimizer j, € Po(X).
Proof.  Let ¢.(n) be the Moreau-Yosida approximation of ¢, (see (3.2.9)). ¢, depends
continuously on p (with respect to the Wy convergence), as shown in point i) of Lemma
3.2.3. Suppose now that (v,,) is a minimizing sequence for ®. (-, ). Then, since p € D(¢),
there exists a sequence (u,) C D(¢) converging to p in H5(X) such that

limsup @7 (v, pin) = imsup 7 (v, p) < é- (). (3.5.10)

n—oo n—od

Let us now take advantage of (3.1.4), choosing a continuous curve p; connecting v, to v,
with u, as a base point. We obtain

1
Do (12, pin) = O(p1/2) + ;sz(ﬂl/% L)

1

< 5 (000 + 5200 ) + 5 (600m) 4 W H 0 p)) -

W22(Vna Vin)
8T ’
(3.5.11)
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Now notice that the left hand side can be bounded from below with ¢, (u,), while the first
two terms in the right hand side are asymptotically smaller than 3¢, (x), by (3.5.10). We
conclude that W2(v,, v,,) — 0 as n, m — oo, whence v, — v in %5(X). Then, it follows
easily that v is a minimizer. Since the minimizing sequence was chosen arbitrarily, we also
conclude that v is the unique minimizer. O

Proposition 3.5.7 Let ¢ : Po(X) — (—o00,+00| be a strongly convexr functional, let
u’ € Py(X) and let i, be a minimizer of ®,(-, u°). Then

W2 (s, v) = W, v) < 27[6(v) = 6ln,)] Vv € D(9). (3.5.12)

Proof. Let vy = p,, v1 = v and consider the interpolating curve v; : [0, 1] — P5(X) along
which (3.1.4) holds. The minimality of x, and (3.1.4) give
1 1
Optr) + 5= W5 (pir, 1) < () + o= Wy (1, 117)
T 2T
1 1 1
< (1= 0) 80 + o WRr )| 4 [010) + 5 WR )| = 11— 0 o WHr )
T 2T 2T

Subtracting ¢(u,) + Wi (pr, 1°)/27 and dividing by ¢ > 0 we obtain:

1 1 1—
o) — d(pr) > ZWQQ(MT,NJO) - ;Wgz(l/, W) + L W2y, )

27
> L O WE ) — WE )]
Letting ¢ | 0 we have
W3, v) = WE(, 1) + Wi (i, 1) < 27 (60) = 6(1r) ) (3.5.13)
which yields (3.5.12). O

Now we are going to discuss the convergence results for the convex case. We will see
that stronger conclusions then the ones of Theorem 3.4.4 hold, even omitting one of the
hypotheses therein, that is, the compactness for sublevels of ¢. For simplicity, and since it
is enough for our subsequent purposes, we will restrict the analysis to the case A = 0, and
we address the reader to [4] for the general case. The main assumption here is the strong
geodesical convexity of functional ¢, as introduced in Definition 3.1.4.

Theorem 3.5.8 (Existence and uniqueness of gradient flows) Let ¢ be a strongly
convex functional. Then, for all u° € D(¢), there exists a limit curve y; for the minimizing
movements scheme, starting from p°, which is solution to (3.3.5) and the unique gradient

flow. py is given by a contraction semigroup S(t) on D(¢) and

Wa(S(t)(1°), S(s)(1°)) < V2C /|t — s, t,s>0, u° € Pr(X), (3.5.14)

where C' = ¢(u°) — inf¢. The solution here provided satisfies the following additional
properties.
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i) Let fi-(t) be defined by (3.2.4). There holds
Wa(S(t)(1°), i (1) < (3V2 + 4)V7C

if i € D(¢);
i) the following regularizing effect holds:
1
H(SH)(p°)) < inf —W2(u°,v) + ¢(v) < +oo (3.5.15)
veD(p) 2t

for allt >0, u° € D(p). Moreover, S(t)u° € D(|0¢|) for any t > 0.
iii) If po is a minimum point for ¢ and t > 0, then

S50 — olpy) < UL

and the map t — Wo(S(t)(u"), o) is nonincreasing.

Proof. Concerning uniqueness, we refer to Theorem 3.3.4.
In order to show existence, we consider first the case when 1 € D(¢). Let p2 = u°.

pr L satisfies

S + S WA 1) < 6(0) + - WE k) W€ D(o) (3.5.16)

and reasoning as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 3.4.4, we are led again to the
discrete C''/? estimate

Wa(fir (1), fir(s)) < V2C/[t = s| + T, (3.5.17)

where t,5 > 0 and C' > 0 is given by ¢(u°) — inf ¢ (mind that ¢ is bounded from below).
We do not have compactness of sublevels, nonetheless we can make use of the convexity
estimate (3.5.12). Let v° € D(¢) and denote as usual by 7,(t) the piecewise constant
interpolation of discrete minimizers starting from v°. We start proving that

W3 (fr (t), Trja(t)) = W3 (1°,0°) < 27(6(1") 1), (3.5.18)

for all 7 > 0 and all times ¢ that are integer multiples of 7, where ¢ = inf ¢. To this aim,
notice that (3.5.12) implies, since ji,((k + 1)7) = p**! is the discrete minimizer starting
from fi, (k) = yit,

W3 (7 ((k + 1)7),v) = W3 (fr (k7), v) < 27((v) — ¢(fi-((k + 1)7))] (3.5.19)

for all v € D(¢). Replacing 7 with 7/2, p with v, v with 6 and choosing k =0 and k£ = 1
we obtain the inequalities

W22(777'/2(T/2>’ 9) - W22<V07 0) S T [¢(9> - gb(ﬂT/Q(T/Q))} )

L . i (3.5.20)
W2 (VT/Z(T)a 0) - W2 (VT/2(T/2)7 9) S T [¢(9) - ¢(VT/2(7_))} )
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for all § € D(¢). Summing up we have
W2 (D a(7), 0) — WEW,0) < 7 [26(0) — 072 a(7/2)) — 0(2/a(7))] (3.5.21)
for all 6 € D(¢). Still from (3.5.19) we get
W3 (71, (r),0) — W3(,0) < 27 [6(0) — $(i-(7))] W0 € D(9). (3.5.22)

Setting 0 = i.(7) in (3.5.21) and 0 = 1Y in (3.5.22), we can add the resulting inequalities
to obtain

W3 (i (7), 7ayal(r)) — WE((0), 70 5(0)) < 27 (6(°) — 6(7ral(r)) s (3.5.23)
yielding (3.5.18) with ¢ = 7; by adding the inequalities analogous to (3.5.23) between
consecutive times m7, (m + 1), for m =0,..., N — 1, we obtain

W2 (NT),5rya(NT) = WG %) < 27 (60°) — 65, o(NF)) . (3.5.24)

that yields (3.5.18).
Now, from (3.5.18) with 1* = u® we get

Walfir jam (t), fir jams1 () < 27™24/27(6(u0) — 1) = 27™/2V2CT

for all ¢ that are integer multiples of 7/2™. If ¢ is an integer multiple of 7/27, j € N,
whenever m > j we have that ¢ is also integer multiple of 7/2™, and by triangle inequality
we deduce

n—1
Wa(firjom (1), flrj2e (1)) <> 27V20T (3.5.25)

for all n > m. So, for any ¢ which is integer multiple of 7/27 (and therefore on a dense
set of times, since j is arbitrary) the sequence (fi-/on(t)) has the Cauchy property and
converges in %,(X) to some limit, that we shall denote by . (¢)u’. Using the discrete
C%1/2 estimate (3.5.17) we obtain convergence for all times, as well as the uniform Hélder
continuity (3.5.14) of t — (1)’

We prove now that the curve t — . (t)u is a gradient flow starting from u°, by showing
that it satisfies the evolution variational inequalities introduced in Theorem 3.3.2. Indeed,
we can read (3.5.19) as follows:

d 1
d——W2 )<t Z O (fir(17))|0iry

for all v € D(¢), in the sense of distributions. Passing to the limit as n — oo , with 7
replaced by 7/2", the lower semicontinuity of ¢ gives

—%Wg(y(t);ﬁ, V) < [6(v) — (L (O] Vv e D(o)
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in the sense of distributions. This proves that . (t)u° is a gradient flow starting from i,
and since we proved uniqueness for gradient flows, the semigroup property holds and from
now on we let S(t)u® = #(t)u°. Contractivity of the semigroup for u° € D(¢) follows
taking the limit as 7 | 0 in (3.5.18).

Next we prove 7). Passing to the limit as n — oo in (3.5.25), with m = j = 0, we obtain

WS, fir (t)) < 2(V2 + 1)VCr

when t/7 is an integer. Otherwise, let s/7 be the closest integer to t/7, so that |t —s| < 7.
By (3.5.17), (3.5.14) and the latter inequality we have

Wa(S ()’ it () < Wa(S(t)p°, S(s)u°) + Wa(S(s)’, fir (5)) + Walfir (5), fir(t))
<V2/Clt —s|+2(vV2 + DVCT +V2/C([t — s| + 7)
< (3V2+4)VCr,

that is 7).
For the proof of 4) when u® € D(¢), consider the inequalities, following from (3.5.19)
and (3.4.6),

W3 (- ((k +1)7), v) = W3 (fir (kT), v)

holding for k =0,...,N — 1, v € D(¢). Summing up we get
W (fir (NT),v) = W5 (1°, v) < 2N7[p(v) — ¢(fi-(NT))].
Replacing now 7 by 7/2™ in this inequality we have

T 0t (NT/2) < W3, w) + 2L 60) ¥ € (o),

and defining N as the integer part of 2"t/ (so that N7/2™ — t), we can let m — oo to
obtain (3.5.15).

In order to prove contractivity and ii) when pu° € W we use a density argument.
Indeed, let 12 € D(¢) be converging to p € D(¢) in P5(X): by contractivity we ob-
tain that S(¢t)uY is a Cauchy sequence for all ¢ > 0, and therefore converges to some
limit, that we shall denote by S(t)u°. It is not difficult to prove by approximation that
S(t)u° is a gradient flow, and it remains to show that it starts from p°. We have indeed
Wa(S(8)u°, S(t)pn) < Walpy, 1), so that

lim sup W (S ()", 1) < 2Wa(pi, 1) + lim sup Wa (S (8)py, p15,) = 2Wa (i, 1°).
10 2K

Letting n — oo we obtain that S(¢t)u® — u® ast | 0.
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Notice that, letting p° € D(¢), since py = S(t)uo is a gradient flow, it satisfies in
particular (3.3.2). This shows that d¢(u), t > 0, is not empty. By Theorem 3.5.1 we

conclude that u; € D(|0¢|). This way, i) is proved.
Finally, the inequality of 7ii) follows from (3.3.5), with A = 0, as well as the monotonicity

property for the map t — W5 (S(¢)u°, io), po being a minimum point for ¢.

g



Chapter 4

Nonlinear degenerate diffusion
equations in Hilbert spaces

4.1 Description of the problem

We are going to present the first application of the theory outlined in Chapter 3, that
is, the construction of solutions of PDEs as gradient flows in the space of probability
measures, endowed with the quadratic optimal transportation distance Ws, of suitable
energy functionals. Starting from the seminal papers [57, 43], many studies have been
devoted to the description of classical and non-classical PDE’s in such framework. Here
we just mention [1, 26, 27, 58, 59, 60] and we refer to the monographs [4, 73, 72| for a
detailed (but already not completely up to date) description of the literature. We have
seen in Section 3.5 that this interpretation as a gradient flow, when associated to a convex
structure, inherits its full power and is extremely useful to derive existence, stability results
and trends to equilibrium. In [4] (see chapters 9, 10 and 11 therein) the approach has been
shown to be particularly suitable for evolution equation of diffusion type in R", that is
0F

Oyp — div (pV(é—p)) =0 in R"x (0,+00), (4.1.1)

0F

characterized by the first variation 5 = F.(x,p,Vp) — div F,(x, p, Vp) of an integral
functional like

F(p) = / F(r,pla), Vp(e) da.

Here F = F(z,z,p) : R" x [0,4+00) x R" — R is a smooth integrand. We see that (4.1.1)
has the form of a continuity equation whose velocity vector field is a gradient.

We will focus the attention to the particular case in which F' depends directly only on
p, an instance which gives rise to different equations of interest in the applications. In [4],
a full theory for this case has been developed. On the other hand, the analogous result

61
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in a infinite dimensional Hilbert space X has been proven therein only for the case of the
linear Fokker planck equation (corresponding to F'(p) = plog p) with respect to a Gaussian
measure on X . Later, in [9], the authors obtained general existence and stability results for
infinite-dimensional Fokker-Planck equations spaces associated to log-concave probability
measures v: as we will see, when the PDE is regarded as the gradient flow of the relative
entropy functional

p7P+/Qpbgpwy
X

with respect to W, the log-concavity of 7 is (see [4]) precisely the property needed for
convexity. More recently these results have also been extended to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
operator in Wiener spaces (see [37, 49]).

In this chapter we investigate more in detail the nonlinear counterpart of these results,
corresponding to general energies

p=pm Z) = [ Fod e ) (412)

(set equal to +oo if u is not absolutely continuous with respect to 7). In particular we
obtain well-posedness and regularizing properties for nonlinear evolution equations of the
form

{&Mt =V (V(Lop)y) =0 in X x(0,+00), (4.1.3)

B
im i = i

where p; represents the density of p; with respect to v and L = Lr : R — R is the Legendre
transform of F'. The reader may consult [30, 31] for a systematic study of evolution PDE’s
in infinite dimensions and the monograph [71] for the finite-dimensional theory of porous
media equations.

As soon as a convex structure is identified, the results Section of 3.5 provide existence
and uniqueness of the gradient flow, and several equivalent formulations of the evolution
problem; but, the interpretation of this evolution in conventional PDE terms might not
be immediate; in the case of Fokker-Planck equations, the connection with the point of
view of Dirichlet forms and of Markov processes is completely analyzed in [9], and tools
from the theory of optimal transportation are used to show closability of the Dirichlet form
S IV ulf* dy.

In the nonlinear context provided by (4.1.2), our goal is relate the evolution semigroup
in Z5(X) to the classical viewpoint based on Sobolev spaces and integration by parts. To
this aim, we assume that an orthonormal system (that will be considered the reference basis
denoted by e;) of X exists, such that J,7 < v for all j > 1; notice that this assumption
is consistent with the model case of Gaussian measures . Notice however that it is not
needed for the existence of the evolution semigroup in &»(X). On the other hand, in
order to have a convex structure we need some structural assumptions on F' which cover
all nonlinearities F'(z) = 2™, m > 1 (see Assumption 4.4.1) and the log-concavity of ~.
This last hypothesis covers all measures v of the form e~V~g with 7o Gaussian and V
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convex and lower semicontinuous, but we won’t need any absolute continuity assumption
w.r.t. a Gaussian.

By Definition 3.3.1, we know that a gradient flow p,; in (Z2(X), W3) is characterized
by the continuity equation (in the weak sense of duality with cylindrical functions)

%ut + V- (vgpe) =0 (4.1.4)
coupled with a constitutive equation relating v; € L?(pus; X) to py, namely —v; = 0°.F ().
In this context, 9°.Z (py) is the element with minimal L?(X, py; X) norm of 0.7 (py) and
the subdifferential relation is of course the Wasserstein one, described in Definition 3.1.7
(recall also the uniqueness of the minimal selection in the convex case, given by Theorem
3.5.1). The optimal transport map t between u = py and v appears therein, and it turns
out that the absolute continuity of all measures d 7y suffices to show in Theorem 4.3.1
(following with minor variants Theorem 2.1.7) existence and uniqueness of optimal maps.
We remark that in comparison with the subdifferential analysis of [4, Chapter 10], our
proofs are simplified by the choice of the quadratic exponent (p = 2) and by the existence
of optimal maps, so that Kantorovich plans do not play an explicit role.

So, most of this chapter will be devoted to the identification of 9.7%(py) and, in com-
parison to the linear Gaussian case considered in [4, 10.4.8], new difficulties are due to the
nonlinearity and to the generality of v. If p € L*°(X,~), we shall prove that 0.% (pv) is
not empty if and only if Ly op € WH(X,v) and V(Lr o p)/p € L*(X, py; X); if this is
the case, then

V(Lrop)
p

In the case of unbounded densities p, membership to the Sobolev space can not be defined
because we assume only ;7 < 7 (the assumption |Je,7| < Cy would be incompatible
even with the Gaussian case) and the integration by parts formula does not make sense. To
overcome this difficulty, we define (in the same spirit of [12, 29]) generalized Sobolev spaces
GWUH(X,~) in the “entropy” sense, by requiring that the truncated functions T,(p) =
—a V p A a belong to WHH(X v) for all @ > 0 (see also [25] for a definition of entropy
solutions to some degenerate evolution equations). In this class a gradient can still be
defined and (4.1.5) remains true. Replacing (4.1.5) into (4.1.4) we find equation (4.1.3).

The main result, namely a well-posedness result for (4.1.3) (see Theorem 4.7.4), will
be obtained invoking Theorem 3.5.8. The solutions will inherit the additional properties
listed therein, and in particular they will be described by a contraction semigroup on
P5(X). We conclude noticing that our strategy (based on the perturbation argument, as
in [4, Remark 10.4.7]) identifies only the element with minimal norm and not the whole
O0F (py), in contrast with the known finite-dimensional result, recalled in Theorem 4.5.1.
Since the differential inclusion v; € —9.% (1) is equivalent to the equation v; = —9°.F (),
our result is sufficient to identify the PDE (4.1.3). A direct analysis of the subdifferential
relation seems to require change of variables formulas relative to ~, a problem still open
under our weak assumptions on 7.

=0"Z (p). (4.1.5)
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4.2 Partial derivatives and gradient in Hilbert spaces

In this section we will introduce the weak directional derivatives, through the integration
by parts formula, and the Sobolev spaces over X. Moreover we will prove a useful chain
rule formula.

Let v be a probability measure on X and v € X, v # 0. The Fomin distributional
derivative (see for instance [13]) 0,7 is defined by the canonical duality

(0vy, ) = —/ dpdy, ¢ € Cyl(X)
X

where 0, is the partial derivative of ¢ in the direction v. We say that 0,7 is an absolutely
continuous measure with respect to « if there exists ¢ € L'(X, ) such that

/ Opipdy = —/ gpdy, Yo e Cyl(X). (4.2.1)
s X
Throughout this chapter we shall make the following assumption:

Assumption 4.2.1 9., v < 7y for all j > 1. The corresponding Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tiwes will be denoted by g;.

Now we can define the distributional partial derivative of a bounded function (see for
instance [13]).

Definition 4.2.2 (Partial derivative, gradient, Sobolev spaces) Under Assumption
4.2.1, a function u € L>*(X,v) has partial derivative n; € L'(X,7) if

/XaejC(fﬂ)U(x) dy(x) = —/XUJ'(JZ)C(JS) d'y(ﬂf)—/XU(:E)C(ﬂ?)gj(x) dy(z) V¢ € Cyl(X).
(4.2.2)
In this case, we write n; = 8gju, and simply Os;u when no ambiguity arises. In addition,

if this happens for all j > 1 and /3 (0e;u)? € LP(X, ), we write u € WHP(X, ) and set

Vu = Z(@eju)ej € LP(X,v; X).

J=1

We shall also use the fact that (recall the definition of cylindrical projection u¢ given

by (1.4.2))
e, (u?) = (Do) (4.2.3)
whenever O, u exists and j < d. In fact, if j < d , clearly 7,4, which disintegrates v with
respect to 74 = Hiﬁ, can be seen as a family of measures on (X%), so that, for fixed

z? € X4, it does not depend on (z,e;) and then

0, [ ata) dreate) = [ Buto) (o)
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We shall also need a chain rule formula and an existence result y-a.e. of directional
derivatives of Lipschitz functions; we recall briefly their proofs, that can be achieved by
standard arguments.

Theorem 4.2.3 (Chain rule) Let u € L*(X,v) with Oc,u € L'(X,v), and let f €
Lip(R). Then O,(f ou) € L'(X,~) and

Oe;(fou) = f(u)0e,u ~y-a.c. in X. (4.2.4)

More precisely, denoting by ¥ the set where f is not differentiable, both Oc;u = 0 and
e, (fou) =0 v-a.e. onu™'(X), where (4.2.4) does not make sense.

Proof. 'We denote by Y the orthogonal subspace to e;, by @ : X — Y the orthogonal
projection and by v, € Z(R) the disintegrating family of measures, namely

[r@aw= [ ([ @) dmao = [ [ e suo o

for any Borel map f: X — R, or

A(B) = /Y w({t: y+te; € BY) dmyy

for all Borel sets B C X, as seen with (1.3.3) and (1.3.4). We claim that v, < £ for
myuv-a.e. y. To prove this, we shall prove that v, has derivative equal to f,7,, where
fy(t) = g;(y+te;), and use the well known fact that this property, on the real line, implies
absolute continuity.

To prove the claim, fix ¢ € Cyl(Y) and ¢ € C}(R) and notice that, disintegrating,

/Y (W) / (1) dry (1) dryr(y) = / Clm(@)¥ (z, e;)) dry(x)
— /X Clm (@) (. e5))g;(x) dry (2)
_ - / (W) / B0 £, () dry () dre g (),

where we have integrated by parts with (4. 2 2) and used the fact that O, ((m(x)) = 0.
Since ( is arbitrary, fR (t) dry,(t) fR (t) dy,(t) for wuy-a.e. y. We can find a
7 yy-negligible set Y’ C Y such that the equahty holds for all y € Y\ Y’ and all ¥ in a
countable dense set in C}(R). By density, the claimed property holds for all y € Y\ Y.
With a very similar argument one can prove a second claim, that u,(t) = u(y +
te;) is differentiable according to (4.2.2) with X = R, v = v,, for muy-a.e. y, with
Nvuy(t) = agju(y + te;). In fact, choose again a cylindrical function ((z),z € X, of the
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form ((m(z))(t), where w(z) = y € Y and ¢ € C}(R), and disintegrating all the three
terms of (4.2.2) with respect to w4y we get, since Je,((7) = ((y)¢'(t),

/c Aw uy () day (£) de 4y () /c / uly + te;) () dy (1) dm 4 (y)
/C,/ J6(8) £,(t) dy (1) dre 2 (),

so that, for myvy-a.e. y € Y, we have

/w Yy (1) dy (1) /@/yﬁw<wmw—ﬁ%wwwwmmm

which proves the second claim invoking the same density argument. Having proved the
claims, the conclusion of the proof is standard: first the statement is proved for u,, v,, and
then using the disintegration of v, it is extended to u, 7.

So, it remains to prove the chain rule formula in the case when X = R, v = hL!, with
h' = hg € L*(R). In this case we shall use use the fact that this property holds for the
classical distributional derivative (see for instance [34, Chapter 4]), or [3, Theorem 3.99]
for a more general result); we can read the integration by parts formula

/R wh¢'dt = — /R ugh( dt — /R & uh( dt (4.2.5)

by saying that v := uh € W1 (R) and hd"u = v —uh’. Since h is continuous it follows that
u=v/h € W5l ({h > 0}) and the classical product rule in Sobolev spaces glves Nu =
in {h > 0}. Conversely, if a bounded function w belongs to W,>! ({h > 0}) and w’ € L'(7),
then w € WHH(R, ) and 7w = w': indeed, under these assumptions (4.2.5) with u = w

holds when ¢ has support contained in {h > 0}, and by approximation it holds for all ¢ of
the form (h/v/h? + &2 with ¢ € C}(R). Letting ¢ — 0 easily gives

/ wh(' dt = — / wghl dt — / OTwh dt
R R R

h /
/Rth (——hQ — 82) dt

coming from the differentiation of h/v/h? 4 €2, can be estimated, up to the multiplicative
constant sup |w(|, by

because the extra term

e2h|l| e2|h/| ,
5 < 5 <N
NG h? + €

and tends to 0 pointwise.
Obviously w = f(u) is locally Sobolev on {h > 0} and w’ = f'(u)u’ on {h > 0}\u"'(2),
and equal to 0 on u™*(X). See Proposition 3.92 and Theorem 3.99 in [3]. O
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Theorem 4.2.4 (Partial derivatives) Let f : X — R be Lipschitz and assume that

0,y < . Then

o S~ f(@)

t10 t

Proof. The disintegration arguments of the previous proof can be repeated, so one can
see that the conditional measures v, induced by the map = +— z — (z,v)v, indexed by
y € {v}*, are absolutely continuous with respect to L' for wyvy-a.e. y € {v}*, where
m is the orthogonal projection on {v}+ (clearly here v plays the role of e;, so that {v}*
corresponds to Y, in the notation of the proof of Theorem 4.2.3). Then, the existence
L'-a.e. of the derivative of t — f(y + tv) yields existence of the derivative y,-a.e. in X.
We conclude that the limit (4.2.6) exists y-a.e. in X. O

for y-a.e. x. (4.2.6)

Definition 4.2.2 makes sense for L>°(X,v) functions. In order to treat the unbounded
case, we will need a generalized definition of Sobolev spaces, based on truncation. For
u: X — R and a > 0, define the a-truncate of u by

To(u) = —aVuAa. (4.2.7)

Suppose that T, (u) € WH(X,v) for every integer n. Thanks to Theorem 4.2.3, there
holds VT, u = 0 v-a.e. on {|u| > n}. Moreover,

VT,u=VT,u  ~v-a.e. on {|u| <n} (4.2.8)

for n < m, since the two functions are equal on {|u| < n}. Hence we can define
O, u =03 T (u) v-a.e. on {|u| < n}, (4.2.9)
Vu:=VT,(u) v-a.e. on {|u| < n} (4.2.10)

and this is a good definition, up to vy-negligible sets, because of (4.2.8) (and because we
used only a countable set of truncation levels).

Definition 4.2.5 (Generalized Sobolev spaces) Moreover, we say that a Borel map
u: X — R belongs to GWY (X, ~) if T,(u) € WYP(X,v) for all a« > 0. The partial
deriatives and the gradient of u are defined as in (4.2.9) and (4.2.10).

Remark 4.2.6 Notice that we might equivalently require only T,,(u) € W?(X, ) for all
integers n: this follows by applying the chain rule with f = T, to the identity T, = T, 0T},
for n > «. Similarly one can prove that any unbounded sequence of truncation levels would
provide an equivalent definition.

4.3 Existence of optimal transport maps

We keep working under Assumption 3.1.6. As a matter of fact, existence of optimal maps
simplifies considerably some proofs and constructions, although almost all arguments can
be reproduced working with transport plans. The assumption will be satisfied (even if
we don’t ask that measures in D(|0¢|) vanish on Gaussian null sets) if ¢(u) finite implies
1 < v and Assumption 4.2.1 holds. In fact, we have the following
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Theorem 4.3.1 (Existence of optimal maps) Assume that 0o,y < 7 for all j > 1,
W, v € Po(X) and pu < ~y. Then there exists a unique optimal transport plan from p to v,
and this plan is induced by a map.

Proof.  The proof is very similar to the one of Theorem 2.1.7: one reduces to the case
when v has a bounded support and finds an optimal plan 5 and a maximizing pair (¢, )
of Kantorovich potentials, so that ¢(x) + ¥ (y) < |z — y|*> and equality holds on suppp;
since

p(r) = inf |z—y[>—(y)

yEsupp v
we have that ¢ is Lipschitz on bounded sets. Then, by applying a local version of Theo-
rem 4.2.4, we find a y-negligible set N C X such that O, exists at all points of X \ NV
for all j > 1. Since |2’ — y|* — p(2’) attains its minimum at 2’ = x (equal to —(y)) for
points (z,y) € suppf, if x ¢ N partial differentiation gives

2<l’ - yuej> = aeng(.T), vj Z 1.

Since B(N x X) = u(N) = 0, this proves that y is uniquely determined by = (-a.e., hence
[ is concentrated on a graph. This provides the optimal transport map. Since any optimal
plan 3 is concentrated on the graph of a map, the optimal map is unique (otherwise a
combination of two optimal maps would produce an optimal plan not concentrated on a
graph) and, as a consequence, (3 is unique as well. O

Lemma 4.3.2 (Stability of optimal maps) Let u,v € Po(X) be such that To(p, V)
contains a unique optimal plan induced by a map r € L*(X,u; X). Let v, — v and let
r, € L*(X, u; X) be optimal transport maps from u to v,. Then v, — v in L*(X, u; X).
Proof. Let ¢ : X x X — R be a continuous function with 2-growth. Then, by means of
Proposition 1.1.4, we find

lim [ o(z,1,(2)) dp(z) = lim o(x,y) d((Lrn)pp)(z,y) = / p(z,r(z)) du(z),
e Jx 0 J X x X X

since (I,r,)p are optimal plans converging (thanks to Lemma 2.2.6) to the unique element

of To(p, v), namely (I,r)up. If o(x,y) = |y|* we see that |r,|r2(xux) — [T|r2(xux), and

then let T be a weak L?(X, p; X) limit of r,,. Choose now ¢(z1,xs) = ((x1){z, xs), with ¢

continuous and bounded and z € X, getting

i [ C(@)(z ra(a)) dp = /X C(@)e,r(x)) dpu(z).

n—oo X

On the other hand, by weak convergence of r, to T we have

lim C(x)(zjrn(‘f»duz/XC($)<Z7?($)>61M-

n—oo X

Hence (z,r(z)) = (z,r(z)) for p-a.e. x € X, for all z € X, yielding r =1 p-a.e. in X.
Weak convergence and convergence of norms in L? give strong convergence. U
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The gradient flow pu; of functional ¢ is the limit of the implicit Euler discrete scheme:
given u € D(¢), one constructs a sequence (u¥) C P5(X), with u = u°, whose k-th
element is found minimizing the functional (3.2.1). For ¢ > 0 and k& > 0, we can define a
discrete gradient flow fi.(t) by (3.2.4). In fact, by the theory of Chapter 3, we know that,
i (t) — pg for all t > 0, where p; is the gradient flow. Let us focus the attention on the
discrete problem. The following approximation result of the minimal selection in terms
of vectors taking the form of (3.4.1) will be useful in the sequel. It extends the result of
Lemma 3.2.3.

Lemma 4.3.3 Let ¢ : P5(X) — (—o0,+00] be a convex functional along geodesics and
let i € D(|09]). If pr is a minimizer of ®,(-,u°) and w, is the vector introduced by
(3.4.1), then there exist 7, | 0 such that, as n — 00, p,, — u°, ¢(ir,) — ¢(u°) and, more
precisely,

¢(1°) = ¢,

n n

. 2
= T}Lﬂc}o ”‘-‘-’TnHH(X, fr; X) (4.3.1)
Moreover, w,, € L*(X, ., ;X) converge, strongly in the sense of Definition 1.5.3, to the
unique vector O°¢(u°) with minimal norm in G(u°).

Proof. The first three equalities of (4.3.1) follow from Lemma 3.2.3. Moreover, notice that
w,, , being defined as (tl’jin —1I)/7, is a subdifferential by Theorem 3.5.1, and, as remarked

in the proof the same theorem, since t‘lj(j is the optimal transport map between pu,, and
10, satisfies

W3 (rs 1°)
2 Tn 9
[ /X wr, (@) i, () = D2 i),

so that (4.3.1) holds. The strong convergence in the sense of Definition 1.5.3 is itself a
consequence of Theorem 3.5.1. U

4.4 The internal energy functional .%

Given a Borel probability measure v on R, we define the finite-dimensional internal energy
functional relative to v as follows:

dp
F=2)dy ifp<n,
Fa(ply) = /Rd (d’y> TR

+00 otherwise .

The definition can be extended easily to the case of a Borel probability measure v in an
infinite-dimensional Hilbert space X:

dp
FE)dy ifu<n,
F (uly) = /x <d7> AT
+00 otherwise .
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Assumption 4.4.1 We consider the following assumptions on the integrand F' : [0, +00) —
(—o0, +00]:
i) F is strictly convex;
ii) the map s +— e*F(e”*) is convex and nonincreasing in R;
iii) F(0) = 0;
i) F has a superlinear growth at infinity.

Condition #7) is needed for the geodesical convexity of %, and in fact it has been introduced
in [4] as a dimension-free extension of the one introduced by McCann (see [53]) for the
d-dimensional case, namely

z +— 2%F(27%) is convex and nonincreasing in (0, 4+00). (4.4.1)

Indeed, it can be shown that 7)) implies (4.4.1). It is convenient to introduce the continuous
function
Lp(z) = aF (z) — F(x), (4.4.2)

where F denotes the right derivative. In fact, we will write the velocity vector field of
the gradient flow of .%#; and .# in terms of Lp, which will indeed be the same function
L of equation (4.1.3). Notice also that the monotonicity condition in (7i) is equivalent to
xLx(x) — Lp(z) > 0, while the convexity condition yields

e*F(e™®) — F'(e™®)+ e *F"(e™*) > 0,

which implies convexity of F.
Let us introduce (see [4, Lemma 9.4.4]) the following dual representation of .%:

F(uly) = sup { [ st@iuta) ~ [ Flatanine) g e c£<x>} , (1.4.3)

where F* denotes the Fenchel conjugate of F'. We notice from (4.4.3) that .% is sequentially
l.s.c. with respect to the weak convergence. For u, v € Z25(X), we also introduce the
notation

, 1
O (v p) = F (V) + - Wy (v, ). (4.4.4)

The typical example of function F' one can consider is the n-th power:

F(s)= n>1, (4.4.5)

with Lp(z) = 2. Another important example is F'(z) = xlogz, corresponding to the
relative entropy functional (see Remark 4.5.2 below), whose gradient flow is a linear Fokker-
Planck equation (see [43] and the infinite-dimensional theory in [9]).



4.4. THE INTERNAL ENERGY FUNCTIONAL 7 71

Geodesical convexity of .

In this subsection we recall some results on the convexity properties of .Z%.

Definition 4.4.2 (Log-concavity) A probability measure on X is said to be log-concave
if, for any couple of open sets A, B in X, there holds

logv((1 —t)A+tB) > (1 —t)logy(A) + tlogy(B). (4.4.6)

If X = R? and v is non-degenerate (i.e. it is not supported in a proper subspace of
X), then Borell proved (see also [4, Theorem 9.4.10]) that + is log-concave if and only if
v = e~V L% for some lower semicontinuous and convex function V : R — (—oc0, +-00] whose
domain has nonempty interior.

For the internal energy functional relative to 7, convexity along geodesics is strictly
related to the log-concavity of 7, as shown by the following result (see [4, Theorem 9.4.12]).

Theorem 4.4.3 Let F be satisfying Assumption 4.4.1 4i)-iii)-iv), and suppose that 7 is
log-concave. Then F (-|y) is strongly convezr in Po(X).

Remark 4.4.4 Let v € Z(X) be log-concave, let u € P5(X) and consider the con-
strained minimization problem

Join O (v, ).

Then this problem admits a unique minimizer, as the unconstrained one. In fact, the

functional
dp
M (-) d if p <,
FM (uly) = /X &) e (4.4.7)
~+00 otherwise,
where
FM(2) = +o0 ifz>M,
F(z) otherwise,

trivially satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 4.4.3, so it is strongly convex and we can
apply Proposition 3.5.6 with ¢ = .FM.

Discrete minimizers of % in the bounded case

The following result extends the one of [1, §2.1] to the infinite dimensional case, basically
with the same proof.

Lemma 4.4.5 Let F satisfy Assumption 4.4.1 and suppose that v is log-concave. Let
w=py € Po(X), with p < M ~-a.e. in X. Then there exists a unique minimizer p, of
(I)f;(nu)f and pr < M.
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Proof.  We assume without loss of generality that M is a point of differentiability for
F. As a first step, we consider the problem of minimizing ®7 (-, 4) under the constraint
v < M'~y, where M' > M . In view of Remark 4.4.4, we know that in this case there exists
a unique minimizer @i, = p.y < M'~.

Let 3 denote the optimal transport plan between p and 7i,.. Suppose by contradiction
that p, > M on some Borel set Q C X with 7(2) > 0 and let Q° be the complement of
in X.

Now let Bo = xaexof. It is clear that W#ﬁﬂ < p and Wiﬁg < %i,. Then, letting p and
pr be the densities with respect to 7 of the first and second marginal of (g, we have

p<p and pr<p. (4.4.8)
Moreover, the following properties are easily seen to hold y-a.e.:
p<M, p =0 on (), pr =10 on Q°, (4.4.9)
Let us introduce the competitor of p, as
pv = (p-+e(p—pr))7- (4.4.10)
By the definition of p and p, it is immediate to check that [, pdy = [ pr dy = B(Q°x Q).
As a consequence piy € Ho(X). Moreover, since p. > M ~-a.e. in {2, making use of
(4.4.8) and (4.4.9) we obtain, for small enough ¢,
pr=p,—¢cpr >0 v-a.e. on {1 (4.4.11)

Then, denoting by F” and F, respectively the left and right derivative of F', thanks to the
convexity of F' we have, for small enough ¢,

(F(p, +5) — F(p,)) dy + / (F(p, — <pr) — F(p,) dy

| @) -re) < [

S8/ Fi(ﬁ7+€ﬁ)ﬁdv—8/F’_(ﬁf—ﬁﬁT)ﬁTdv
c Q

c

IA

o [ FOr+eppar e [ 00— cppdn
o Q

e [ PO+ ep@) - P = £5uw)] dBaley)
XxX
= [ ot)dia(a.y)
XxX
Since p and p, are bounded above v-a.e. by M’, we conclude that

/X (F(55) — F(p,)) dy < ole). (4.4.12)
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On the other hand, let t : X x X — X x X be defined by t(z,y) = (x,z), and let

B = B — efBa + ety fa.

By the composition rule of the push forward we have Wit#ﬁg = (12 ot)yfa = 71'71#59, SO
that the second marginal of t4 3 is equal to the first marginal of 3q, namely p; analogously
the first marginal of t408q coincides with the first marginal of Bn. Hence it is clear that
Be € I'(p, p=y). So we can estimate

W3 (057, 1) — W3 (pry, 1) < / v — y|?d(B. — B)(z,y) = —5/ |z —y? dB(x,y).

XxX QexQ
(4.4.13)
Together with (4.4.12), this gives
F (€ F (— €
O (05, 1) — 7 (pry, 1) < — 5= |z — yl* dB(z,y) + o(e). (4.4.14)

27 Jaexa

But consider that
82 9) < (@ x X) = [ xal@)d(mhB)a) = [ ple) dr(e) < MR, (4415)

This forces G(2° x Q) to be strictly positive, otherwise
B0 x ) = BX x ) = i) = [ 7o) daa) > Ma(@)

against (4.4.15). Back to (4.4.14), if € is chosen small enough, we contradict the minimality

of i, = p,v. We have proved that p, < M, independently of the initial choice of M’.
Since these properties hold for all M’ > M, it turns out that the minimizer is indepen-

dent of M’, hence fi, is a minimizer under the constraint v = py with p € L>(y). Then, a

simple truncation argument provides the minimality of 7z in the unconstrained problem.
0

4.5 The finite-dimensional case

A key ingredient of our analysis will be the finite-dimensional framework, which has been
studied in detail in [4, Chapter 10]. We now recall the main result therein (see [4, Theorem
10.4.9]). We will make use, in the rest of the chapter, of the notation |0.%|(u|v) to indicate,
for fixed ~, the slope of .Z(-|y) at the point u, and similarly for .%; and for the respective
subdifferentials.
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Theorem 4.5.1 Let v = e~V L? be a non-degenerate log-concave probability measure on
R?, let Q be the nonempty interior of D(V) and consider the functional F4(-|y) and u =
py € D(F,). Then p € D(|0%4|) if and only if

V(Lrop)

Lpope W (Q) and
p

€ L*(R%, p). (4.5.1)

If these conditions hold, W realizes the minimal selection in |0.%4| at the point u, so
that

V(Lpop)
p

= [0F4|(ul)- (4.5.2)

L2(R4, p)

=0"Zy(ply)  and H —V(L; 20

Remark 4.5.2 In the case X = R?, let v = e~V L%, where V is a convex l.s.c. potential,
and p; = u, L% As a consequence we have p; = u;e” and (4.1.3) becomes

In (4.5.3) we recognize different PDEs. In particular, if V' =0 and Lp(z) = 2™, m > 1
(which corresponds to F = (m — 1)7'2™) we obtain the porous media equations. If
F(z) = xlogx, then .%; is the well known entropy functional

— Jlog | = | dvy if p <,
Ho(uly) = /X(czv S\ay )7 ST

+00 otherwise .

In this case Lp(x) = x and (4.5.3) becomes the linear Fokker Planck equation with potential
V:

See [9] for a detailed comparison between the different approaches to (4.5.4) in infinite
dimensions.

4.6 I'-convergence results

For the characterization of the subdifferential of .%, we will perform finite dimensional
approximations, and we need a I'-convergence result. First of all, if ¢, is a sequence of
functionals, we introduce the notation

1
Oy 1) 1= bn (1) + - W5 ). (4.6.1)
Next we define the I'-convergence.

Definition 4.6.1 (I'-convergence) We say that ¢, : P5(X) — [—00, +o0] ['(P(X))-
converge to ¢ if
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i) for any sequence (u,) C P2(X) weakly convergent to i, there holds

6(1) < limin g, (1n); (4.6.2)

ii) for any u € Po(X) there exists (i) C Po(X) converging to p in Po(X) such that

Tim ¢ (1) = 0(1). (4.6.3)

['-convergence guarantees the convergence of minimizers to minimizers, as in the next
lemma.

Lemma 4.6.2 Let ¢y, : Po(X) — (—00,+00]| be geodesically convex functionals satisfy-
ing Assumption 3.1.1 and I'(P(X))-convergent to ¢, still satisfying Assumption 3.1.1.
Assume also that for all M > 0 the set

U e 22(X): on(p) < M} (4.6.4)

is relatively compact in the weak topology of P(X). Let u" — u. Let (u*) denote, for
T fived, a family of minimizers of functionals ®"(-, u"), defined by (4.6.1). Then u" have
limit points in Po(X) and wh € A, (ul), constructed in Lemma 3.4.1, have strong limit
points in the sense of Definition 1.5.3. If (h,) is any subsequence along which we have
convergence, and ji,,w, are the limits, then p, is a minimizer of ®,(-, 1) and w, belongs
to 0p(u,). Moreover

On, (1) — B(pir).

Proof. Let 7 > 0 be fixed during all the proof. Let v € P (X), and let v — v be such
that ¢, (v") — ¢(v). We can find such a sequence thanks to (4.6.3). Since p” minimizes
" (-, "), we have immediately

1

5 Wi ", u"). (4.6.5)

On0) + - WE i) < 6407 +
Consider the second member, as h — oo: the first term goes to ¢(v). The second converges
to W3(v,1)/(27), by the continuity properties of the Wasserstein distance with respect to
the convergence with moments (indeed, the liminf inequality follows from Lemma 2.2.6,
while the limsup one follows from Lemma 2.2.7 and from the triangle inequality which
entails Wyo(V", u) < Wo(", v)+Wo (v, u)+Wa(u, u")). Hence, ¢y (p!) is uniformly bounded
in h for 7 fixed, so that u” belongs to the set in (4.6.4) for some positive M, yielding the
compactness of the family (1) in 2(X). Now let (h,) be a sequence along which we have
convergence and let g, be the corresponding limit, so that u» — u, as n — co. We have
from (4.6.5), and taking advantage again of the semicontinuity of the Wasserstein distance
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given by Lemma 2.2.6, and of (4.6.2), we get

n—o0

1 , 1
O(pr) + 5= W3 (pir, 1) < lim sup (¢hn (k) + 5-W3 i, uh”))

1
< limsup (cbhn(uh") bW, ;m)
T

1
= ¢(V> + ng(ya M)v

which shows, by the arbitrariness of v, that p., is a minimizer for @, (-, u). These inequalities
are of course equalities if we choose v = p,, then

W2 hn hn
i PRI — ) +

W3 (pir, 1)

T

lim (%(uﬁ“)

n—oo

The two terms are separately l.s.c., hence, as n — o0,

Gna (177) = G(ur) and - Wapu, 1) — Walpir, ). (4.6.6)

Notice that, by (4.6.6), and since p — p, we have

lim sup/ |z|? dpl () < 21im sup/ |t“Z: (z) — z|* dul + ZIimsup/ |t“Z: (2)|? dplm
X X Hr X Hr

n—oo n—oo n—oo

= QIimsup/ |t“::z (2) — x| dul +2hmsup/ || dp"™
x M X

W2 (jur ) + 2 / 2]? dyu(a).
X

This shows that the sequence (u/") has uniformly integrable 2-moments, and then, by
Proposition 1.1.4, we have in fact u — p, in P5(X). Now let wi™ € d¢y,, (u) be

constructed as in Lemma 3.4.1, that is, w» = (tZ:: —I)/7. Thanks to (4.6.6), we have

W2 hn hn WZ -
?n’2 d,urn — lim 2(:“’7-27/1’ ) _ 2(:“’2 ,,LL). (467)
n—oo T T

lim [ |w

But g, is a minimizer of @, (-, ), so that thanks to Lemma 3.4.1 it belongs to D(|0¢]).
Then, since we are working under Assumption 3.1.6, there exists a unique optimal transport
map t/, between p, and p. Invoking Lemma 3.4.1 again, we see that w, = (t —1I)/7
belongs to d¢(j,). Since W3 (-, 1) /7% = [y |w-|* dpir, from (4.6.7) we conclude

i [ Pl = [ oo,
X

n—oo

that is, the sequence of subdifferentials (w”") converges strongly, in the sense of Definition
1.5.3, to w, € 0P(pu;).

g
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It is clear from Lemma 4.3.3 that there exist p,, , minimizers of ®., (-, u), such that the
respective subdifferentials converge to 9%¢(u). With the next result we want to show that
the approximating w,, can also be chosen to be subdifferentials of functionals ¢, if ¢, is
['-convergent to ¢.

Theorem 4.6.3 Let ¢, ¢ : Po(X) — (—00,+00] be as in Lemma 4.6.2. Then, for
every p € D(|0¢]) there exist a subsequence n(m), finm) converging to p in P2(X) and
subdifferentials Wy(my € On(m)(Lnim)) such that

Whm) — 0°p() € L*(X, pu; X)  strongly in L* as in Definition 1.5.3 (4.6.8)

and

Tim o m) (n(m)) = P (10)- (4.6.9)

In particular, since |0¢|(u) is the L*(X, p; X) norm of the minimal selection in O¢(w), this
means that

X

Proof.  We construct the approximating sequence in the following way. Let p" — pu
in P5(X) with ¢, (") — ¢(u) (such a sequence exists by I'-convergence). Let u” be a
minimizer of

1
(I)ﬁ(Wﬂh) = (bh() + ZW22<'7/Lh)'

Let moreover w’ be constructed as in (3.4.1). We will show that there is a subsequence
of the family {w” : h € N,7 > 0} such that (4.6.8) holds. First, for fixed 7, we know
from Lemma 4.6.2 that there is a subsequence p!* converging in %5(X) to p.,, where i,
minimizes ®,(-, ). Moreover, the corresponding sequence w" converge to w, € 9¢(u,) in
the sense of Definition 1.5.3. Hence, given € > 0, for n large enough we have

/ w2 dg —/ w2 dp,| < . (4.6.11)
X b 2
and (taking Lemma 4.6.2 into account)
han £
| fn (p77) = ()| < 5 (4.6.12)

On the other hand, we know from Lemma 4.3.3 that there exists an infinitesimal sequence
(Tm) such that

lim

m—00

/ w., |* dir,, —/ |w|? d,u‘ =0 (4.6.13)
be b

and
Jim [6(5,) = (3] = 0. (4.6.14)

Now, with 7 = 7, and € = 1/m we can suitably choose h,, = h,(m) in (4.6.11) and (4.6.12)
to conclude with a diagonal argument. [l



78 CHAPTER 4. NONLINEAR DEGENERATE DIFFUSION EQUATIONS

Now we state the particular I'-convergence result for our functionals.

Theorem 4.6.4 If ~, converge weakly to v, then F (:|v,) ['(P2(X))-converge to F (-|7)
and satisfy the equi-tightness condition (4.6.4). Moreover, if p € &P5(X) and v, = 7y, a
sequence satisfying condition (4.6.3) is wp, so that

Tim F (ryplyn) = F (uly).

Proof. We first prove the equi-tightness condition (4.6.4). Fix ¢ > 0 and two constants
M'; M" large enough such that M/M’ < ¢/2 and F(z) > M'x for x > M" (this is possible
in view of the superlinear growth of F' at infinity). Let moreover K. be a compact subset
of X such that ~,(K.) > 1 — 577 for every n (the sequence (v,) is tight, since it is weakly
convergent). If € P5(X) satisties .7 (u|vy,) < M for some n, we have

1 1 F
p(X\K.) =— M’d,u<—/ ﬂdu—i—/ M" d,
M’ M’ 17 1% <M
X\ K. (X\K)N{p>M"} (X\K)N{p<M"}

M
< w M"v, (X \ K.) <e.

This shows that the set introduced in (4.6.4) is tight, hence relatively compact.
In order to prove I'—convergence, let y, — u. For any g € CP(X) there holds

/Xg(a:)du(:c) —/XF*(g(x))dv(@ = (/X 9() diin _/;(F*(g(x))d%> (4.6.15)

< liminf .Z (i, |7n),

so that

e ([ steriute) = [ Ftgtenare)) < timint ).

Taking into account the duality formula (4.4.3), the liminf inequality i) of the definition of
[-convergence follows. The limsup inequality i) and the last statement are proven exactly
as in [9, Lemma 6.2]. O

Now consider finite dimensional approximations of the measure 7: letting v, = 747,
from Theorem 4.6.4 we know that .#(-|y,) [-converge to .% (-|7). From the next result
it will follow that, if the role of I'-converging functionals of Theorem 4.6.3 is played by
Z(-|7m) and we choose a limit point p € L*(X,~), then the approximating p, can be
chosen so that their densities have uniformly bounded L*(X,~,) norms.

Corollary 4.6.5 For all pu with p < M~ and |0.F |(u]y) finite, there exist p, with p, <
M, pon, — in Po(X), F (pnlvn) — F (1Y), In addition, there ezist w,, € 0-F (in|Vn)
such that

w, — F (uly) € L*(X, u; X)  strongly in the sense of Definition 1.5.3. (4.6.16)
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Proof. It suffices to revisit in this particular case the proof of Theorem 4.6.3: first, let
p — pbe such that .F (u|y") — Z (ul7y), and by Theorem 4.6.4 we can choose u = H’;}éu,
but the density of H:;u with respect to 4" is the cylindrical projection, which does not
increase the L> norm, so u" < M~". Second, the minimizers p” of

1
v Fh") + W, i)

satisfy u < M~" by Lemma 4.4.5. O

4.7 Wasserstein subdifferential of .%

We will now characterize the subdifferential of .%. In this section we make Assumption 4.2.1
on v, besides the log-concavity.

In the sequel we are using the stability of generalized Sobolev spaces under composition
with Lz, namely p € GWH (X, ~) implies Ly o p € GWH (X, g). Indeed, since Lp(z) —
+00 as z — 400 and Ly is strictly increasing, we have

To(Lpop)=Lpo TL;1(a)(p), (4.7.1)

(here T, is the truncation operator) and since Ts(p) € W (X,7) for any f > 0 we
conclude that Ly o p € GW'(X,v) thanks to the chain rule.
We begin giving the following:

Definition 4.7.1 (Generalized Fisher information) Let p € L>(X,v) and let p €
Wh(X,~). Assume that

Do, (L 2
J(TFOP)‘ dp(z) < +oo. (4.7.2)

>,

We define the generalized Fisher information functional as follows:

G () = H—V(Lz op)‘

2

L2(X X))

In the general case p € L*(X,~), p € GWY(X, ), the generalized Fisher information is
defined by the same formula, using the fact that Ly o p € GWY (X, ), so its gradient is
still well defined.

Lemma 4.7.2 (Lower semicontinuity of ¢) Let (p,) C WY(X,v), with p, — p 7-
a.e. and with 9 (p,y|y) uniformly bounded. Then p € GWVY(X,v) and

G (pyly) < liminf & (p,7y).
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Proof.  We set pp := Ti(pn). By dominated convergence, it is clear that p,, , — Tj(p) in
L?*(X,~) and that
Lropnr — LroTi(p) in L*(X,7). (4.7.3)

By the chain rule proven in Theorem 4.2.3, V(Lr o ppx) is equal to Lu(pni) Vo, so it
vanishes where p, > k and coincides with V(Lg o p,) where p, < k. As a consequence,

there holds V(L 9 V(L 2
/ | I;)o Pnk) |l dy < / IV(Lr o p)| d, (4.7.4)
n,k

where the second term is uniformly bounded by hypothesis. In particular, Lg o p, is
bounded in W12(X,~) and therefore Ly o T} (p) € W'?(X, ). Since k is arbitrary, we can
use Lr(k) as truncation levels to prove that Lrop € GW12(X,v); in addition, V(Lgopn)
weakly converge in L*(X,v; X) to V(Lg o Ty(p)).

We can take advantage of loffe’s lower semicontinuity Theorem under strong-weak
convergence (see for instance [3, Theorem 5.8]) to obtain

2
/||v LFoTk ()l d,ygljminf/|

n—oo

n

(L i) |12
Vs ool

4.7.5

This, in combination with (4 7 4), gives

/IIV LFoTk: P)I?

L 2
Pn

n—oo

To conclude, it suffices to show that the left hand side converges to ¢(pvy|y) as k — oc.
To this aim, it suffices to remind that V(Lg o Ti(p)) vanishes where p > k and coincides
with V(Lp o p) where p < k. O

We are ready for the result which identifies the Wasserstein subdifferential of .#

Theorem 4.7.3 Let p = py € Po(X), and assume that F satisfies Assumption 4.4.1.
Then the metric slope of F (-|y) at p is finite if and only if
IV(Lrop)|?

Lrop€ GW"(X,y) and
p

€ L'(X,7). (4.7.6)

Moreover, in this case
V(Lpop
VD) 0 3 (upy) and G (ab) = 07 (ul).
Proof.  Step 1. We prove that finiteness of slope at pu = py implies the regularity
properties (4.7.6). First, assume p < M, set ¢(v) = F(v]y), v¢ = 4y and ¢q4(v) =
Z (v|y?) and recall that ¢ — ~ (see Proposition 1.2.3). Thanks to Theorem 4.6.4, ¢4
['(Z5(X))-converge to ¢ as d — co. By Theorem 4.6.3 we can find sequences

pa = o in Po(X),  dalpa) — o(p)
wq € Oby(jq) such that wy — w = %@ (u) strongly in L? as in Definition 1.5.3,

(4.7.7)
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and thanks to (4.6.10) we have also that |0¢4|(iq) is finite and uniformly bounded in d. We
can also choose ji4 so that the additional property ug < M, holds, by Corollary 4.6.5. We
stress that here jiq is not, in general, the projection IT¢ 4. Let pg be the density of yq with
respect to 4%, and since ’yd — yand pg — pin Po(X ) we have that p; — p in the sense of
Definition 1.5.3, in its scalar version. Together with (4.7.7), which guarantees convergence
of the energies, this also implies, thanks to Lemma 2.2.9 and the strict convexity of F', that

/X (@)L 0 pa(z)dr(z) — / DLrop)dy(e) Ve L'(X,y).  (478)

Indeed, (4.7.8) holds independently of the growth of Lp for all ¢ € CP(X), as p and py are
essentially bounded, uniformly with respect to d, and the same uniform bound allows to
extend the validity of the formula to all ¢ € L'(X, 7).

The theorem holds if X is finite-dimensional, and since ¢ is supported in I1¢(X) we
can use the implication in finite dimension (Theorem 4.5.1) to obtain, for { € Cyl(X),
j < d and d large enough (depending on ¢ only),

/%C )L o pa(x) dy’(z /3 (L © pa)(x)C(x) dy*(x)
- /X Lo pa(a)C(@)gl(a) dr'(x).  (4.79)

where we used ‘also the fact that d,7 = ¢/ implies O, v = g;-lyd, g}j being the cylindrical
projection of ¢’ (see Definition 1.4.2 and Lemma 1.4.1). The finite dimensional result also
tells us that

d Oe; (LF 0 pa)

wj ::J—GLQ(X,ud), j=1,...,d,
Pd

so we can rewrite (4.7.9) as

/X Do, () L 0 pal) d () = — /X W) () dpa(e) (4.7.10)
- /X Li 0 pala)((2)g}(x) dv¥(z).

Now we pass to the limit in (4.7.10) as d — oo. The first term converges to the
analogous term involving v and p by (4.7.8), the second one converges too, thanks to
(4.7.7). Adding and subtracting g; in the last term and using (4.7.8) with ¢ = ¢g; we have
also convergence of that term. Hence, we find (letting w; = (w, e;))

[ tegta)Le o p) i) = = [ wy)c@) duo (4711)
- /X Li o p(2)(2)g;(x) dy(x) Vj €N,
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that is, de,(Lr © p) = pw; € L'(X,~). Finally, since w € L*(X, yi; X), we obtain Lgop €
Wh(X, ~) and
L
w = M7 (4.7.12)
P

and since w 1s the minimal selection we have also

G (uly) = 10.F*(ulv).

We have proven the implication for the bounded case. Now we shall pass to the general
one. Let n € N and consider functionals .#"(:|7y), defined in (4.4.7). These functionals
are strongly convex, as noticed in Remark 4.4.4, and I'(Z(X))-converge to .Z (-|v) as
n — oo (indeed, condition (4.6.2) is trivial, whereas (4.6.3) can be achieved by a truncation
argument). Moreover, since #" > .7, it is easy to show tightness for the sets corresponding
to the ones in (4.6.4). Then, by means of Theorem 4.6.3 again, we find subsequences (that
we don’t relabel) p, — pin Py(X) and w,, € 0.F"(uy,|y) such that F"(u,|y) — Z (1]7)
and

W, — w = " (u|y) strongly in L? as in Definition 1.5.3. (4.7.13)

We have p,, < n, since F"(u,|v) is finite. So, the already obtained result for the bounded
case entails Lp o p, € WH (X, v) and ensures that the square of the metric slope at u, is

characterized as )
vLF O Pn
G (puyly) = / IVLr © pull” dry.
X Pn

Notice that the weak convergence of p,y to py and the convergence of Z(p,v|y) =
F"(pny|y) to F(py|y) imply, thanks to the strict convexity of F', that p,, — p in y-measure
(see [74, Theorem 3] or [17]); in particular a subsequence of (p,,) converges to p v-a.e. Hence,
we can apply Lemma 4.7.2 to that subsequence to conclude that Lp o p € GWh(X, )
and that

2
J 2O 4 < oy, (4714
X

Step 2. Now we prove that Sobolev regularity of Lrop and integrability of |V (Lrop)|*/p
imply the opposite inequality in (4.7.14), hence finiteness of slope. First, assume that p is
bounded and distant from zero. Since p~! is bounded we have ||V (Lr o p)| € L*(X,7),
and since Ly has a locally Lipschitz inverse by strict convexity of F', Theorem 4.2.3 yields
p € WL2(X,v). Let p? be the d-dimensional cylindrical projection of p. By (4.2.3),
p? € WH(X,v) and again Theorem 4.2.3 gives

Lpophe WH(X, 7). (4.7.15)
Moreover, by the chain rule (4.2.4) we have

V(Lrop) = Lip(p)Vp and V(Lo p') = Lp(p)Vp', (4.7.16)
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and these gradients are respectively 0 ~v-a.e. on the set of all z such that Lg is not
differentiable at p(z), p?(z). Since p? and p are distant from zero, by (1.4.2) there holds

(L) IV Lr)IVel® . LX)
p? p e

In fact
IV (p") = Vol* < [I(Vp)* = Vo> + Z 196, P2

j=d+1

converges to 0 in L'(X,v) (we use (4.2.3) and the fact that the convergence (1.4.2) of
cylindrical projections holds for maps with values in X, like Vp with its projection (Vp)?).

On the other hand, (L(pg))?/p? converge to (L’x(p))?/p in L*(X,v) and are essentially
bounded uniformly in d. Then

L d\||2 I 2
Y L CL P (L @r17)
X

d—o0

In view of (4.7.15), we can apply Theorem 4.5.1 and obtain the finiteness of |0.% (u?|y?)|,
where p? = ply? (so p? = II%p), and also [0.7 |*(u?|y?) = 4 (u7?). Now we make use of
the lower semicontinuity of the metric slope and of (4.7.17) to infer the finiteness of the
slope:

L 2
07 (ul) < lim inf |07 P (u'}y) < / M »

Now consider the case in which p is bounded but not necessarily distant from 0. Let
pn = max{p, 1}, so that p, is distant from zero, and p, = p,7.

Notice that p,, are not probability measures, but the results we apply are obviously still
valid if, instead of working in &75(X), one works in the space 2% (X) with z > 0 (this can
also be seen considering the map F,(s) = F(zs), to come back to probability measures,
as we do in Step 3). Since Lp is nondecreasing, Lg o p, = max{Lp o p, LF( )}, and by
Theorem 4.2.3 we can infer that Lr o p, € W1 (X, ~). The chain rule also gives

2 2
/ IV(Lr o pu) dvﬁ/ IVLr el (4.7.18)
X Pn X P

since p, > p and V(L o p,) = 0 y-a.e. on {p < 1/n}. Since we have proven the theorem
for the case of a density distant from zero, we have by (4.7.18) that

L 2
07 Pl < [ 222,
X

Using the lower semicontinuity of the slope we conclude.
Finally, in the general unbounded case, we take advantage of the just achieved charac-
terization of the slope at T, (p)y. The slope is lower semicontinuous, and reasoning as we
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did to obtain (4.7.4), we get

07 2(uly) < minf |97 (T, (p)1 ) = lim int / Iv( LF°(T)( I 4,

2

Step 3. Suppose now that either the metric slope at y is finite or that (4.7.6) hold. Joining
together (4.7.14) and (4.7.19) we get the desired equality |0.Z |*(u|y) = 4 (u|y). Then, in
order to characterize the minimal selection 9°.% (u|v), we have to show that V(Lg o p)/p
belongs to 0.7 (p|y). We know from (4.7.12) that this is true if p is bounded. In the general
case we check the subdifferential relation (3.1.7) with A =0, ¢ =.% and £ = V(Lpop)/p
by approximation; thanks to Lemma 4.3.2, it suffices to check the property for all v = f~
with f bounded. Now we approximate p by p, := 2,1 (pAn), where z, T 1 is a normalizing
constant, and we write the subdifferential relation for p,, F,,(s) = F(z,s), to obtain:

[ Feut@nine > [ Fo@mn da [ (FEEID @) o) g drto),

where t,, are the optimal maps from p,vy to v. Since Lg, (s) = Lp(2,8), Lr, © pp =
Lg o (pAn), and using the chain rule this immediately gives

lim
n—oo X

V(Lp, 0 pn)  V(Lrop) H
Pn

pndy = 0.

Hence, we need only to check that

lim <M7tn_1> pm:/ <M7t_1>pd%
X X

By a density argument, it suffices to check that

i [ {g(a)sta(o) — 2) (@) d1(0) = [ lg(0).t(0) — 2)p(o) (o)
for all g € Cy(X; X). Writing the integrals above in terms of optimal plans, the formula
reduces to

im [ {g(e).y — 2) dBu(x.y) = /X (9(2),y — 7 dB(z, ).

n—oo X

The latter is a direct consequence of the tightness of (3,,) (because the marginals are tight),
of the fact that any limit point is an optimal plan from pvy to v (see Lemma 2.2.6) and of
the uniqueness of 3 proved in Theorem 4.3.1. O

After Theorem 4.7.3, we can give a straightforward proof of the main result of this
chapter.
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Theorem 4.7.4 Assume that L = Lp, with F' satisfying Assumption 4.4.1, and that
satisfies Assumption 4.2.1. Then, for all u° € Py(X) there exists a distributional solution
we = pey to (4.1.3), satisfying Lr o py € GWH(X ) for a.e. t >0 and:

HV(LF o /)t)

; € L}.(0, +00). (4.7.20)
t

loc
L2 (X p1;X)

In the class of solutions uy satisfying (4.7.20) this solution is unique. Furthermore, if
i < Cv, then py < C vy-a.e. for allt > 0 and therefore Lpop;, € WHH( X, 7) for a.e. t > 0.

Proof. Notice that the domain D(.%(+|7)) is dense in #(X) and, under Assumption 4.4.1,
Z (+-|) is strongly convex. Hence we can apply Theorem 3.5.8 to obtain, for any p° €
P5(X), existence and uniqueness of the gradient flow p; of 7 (+|) starting from u°. Notice
that, by the regularizing effect of the semigroup, p; < ~ for any ¢t > 0 even if u° does
not have a density with respect to v. The curve y; satisfy (3.3.3) and (3.3.2), and with
Theorem 4.7.3 we have characterized, under Assumption 4.2.1, the minimal selection in
the Wasserstein subdifferential of .7 (-|) at pu, = pyy as V(Lto”t). We deduce that p; = pyy
is a solution to (4.1.3). This solution is unique and satisfies all the additional properties
of Theorem 3.5.8.

Finally, if 4° < M~, we know by Lemma 4.4.5 that such a bound is preserved by the
discrete minimizer of functional ®7 (-, u°) defined in (4.4.4) (independently of the value of
7). Since p; is the limit of discrete minimizers, we conclude that p, < M v-a.e. for all
t>0. O



Chapter 5

Mean-field evolution model in
superconductivity

This chapter is devoted to the application of the gradient flow theory to another evolution
problem. The corresponding energy functional arises in the Ginzburg-Landau theory for
superconductivity. In this case we won’t have the A-geodesical convexity property, which
characterized the analysis of Chapter 4, but we will se how, applying the abstract theory
of Section 3.4, we can still obtain a satisfactory description. We start with a brief review
of the physical framework (for the general theory see for instance [70]).

5.1 The physical context

The well known Ginzburg-Landau energy functional is

1 1
T, A) =3 /Q Vs + | = heaf? + 55 (1= ), (5.1.1)

where 0 C R? is the section of the superconductor, h., represents the intensity of an
external magnetic field, constant and orthogonal to the section, A is the potential vector
of the magnetic field h induced in the material (h = V x A and V4 = V —iA), and ¢
is a parameter depending on the material and on the temperature. The function u takes
complex values and its modulus (Ju| < 1) accounts for the density of superconducting elec-
tron pairs, so that a value close to 1 indicates a significant presence of the superconducting
phenomenon (the superconducting phase). The case |u| ~ 0 is called the normal phase.
This functional is associated to the Ginzburg-Landau equations

1
~Vhu= Lu(l - fuf).
V X h = (iu, V qu).

The boundary conditions are h = h,, and (V 4u,n) = 0.

36
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Different behaviors are observed for different values of the applied magnetic field in-
tensity h., with respect to the parameter €. At low temperatures (small ¢), if the applied
magnetic field intensity is itself sufficiently low, the material is superconductive. This
means that the magnetic field has no relevant effect (it is said to be ‘expelled’) and in this
case there holds approximately

—Vh+h=0 inQ,
h = heg on Of).

Increasing h.,, an opposition to the superconductive phenomenon appears, so that |ul
tends to decrease and to reach the value 0 of the normal phase. For intermediate values
of he., the so-called mized phase is observed. That is, the normal phase gets concentrated
in small regions, the Ginzburg-Landau vortices, at the center of which |u| = 0. If C is a
small circle around one of these zeros, the degree of the vortex is defined as the topological
degree of the map u/|u| : C — S!. Vortices with same degree tend to repel each other.
In particular, the mixed phase starts when h,, reaches the order of |loge|. To be more
precise, let, as in [64],
N
D heae)
When A is finite and positive or zero (in the latter case with a not too large magnetic field,
that is he, < €72), we are in the mixed phase, with the vortex structure. It is shown in
[64] (see also [65]) that the functional

(5.1.2)

(p) = —Iu! /|Vh 2+ |h, — 1> A >0, (5.1.3)

where A is given by (5.1.2), is the limit as e — 0, in a suitable sense, of the Ginzburg-
Landau functional defined by (5.1.1). The measure p represents the density of vortices,
whereas h,, is the induced magnetic field.

In [28], the authors proposed an evolution model for the vortex density, which reads

d .
5 1) = div(Vi|u(t)]) = 0,
5.14
—Ahyy + huey = p(t) in Q, ( )
h u(t) = 1 on 0f.
Here | - | denotes the total variation. This model and similar ones have been investigated

for instance in [8, 48, 50, 52]. In particular, in [48, 52| the authors are concerned also with
different couplings between p and h,,, like Ah, = p, giving rise to the equation

7 1) + div (VAT () n(0)])- (5.1.5)

For positive measures, this is reminiscent of incompressible Euler equations, where V+
appears instead of V. This rotation makes (5.1.5) dissipative.
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The aim of this chapter is to address (5.1.4) as the gradient flow of functional (5.1.3).
In the first part we will assume that p is a positive measure. Let us begin with a rigorous
formulation.

5.2 Formulation of the problem

Let Q be a bounded open connected region in R?, with smooth boundary, representing the
section of the superconductor. Denote with 2(Q) the space of probability measures over
Q (we omit the notation £2,(Q), since in this case the spaces and the topologies coincide).
We are concerned with the following evolution problem:

d
dt
with the initial datum p(0) = po € 2(Q)NH (). We look for a solution ju(t) (the vortex

density) which is a measure in £2(Q) N H~(Q2). For every ¢ the velocity field —yqVh,, and
1 are coupled by

p(t) — div(xoVhumu(t)) =0 in D'((0,+00) x R?) (5.2.1)

{ —Ah,+h,=p inQ (5.2.2)

h, =1 on 09.

Clearly, H~ () is the natural ambient space for the problem, so we are working with
measures on () in order to treat masses in € which vary during the evolution. In fact,
concentration of p on 02 will model the ‘expulsion” phenomenon of the vortices. Masses
on (2 are also normalized to 1 without loss of generality.

Let M (£2) be the space of nonnegative measures on §2. The weak (or narrow) topology
here is again defined by the convergence in duality with continuous and bounded functions.
Until Section 5.6, we will work with positive measures only, so that we can write (5.1.3) as

A |
Do) = Su() + 3 /Q Vha? + by — 172, A >0, (5.2.3)

For measures p on 2 we will write 1 = i + i, where 7i = you and ji = Yaq/u. Functional
(5.2.3), which is defined in M, (2), will be understood to be defined as ®,(fi) for u € 2 ().
So, it depends only on the internal part of the measure.

It is shown in [8] that equation (5.2.1), with the coupling described by (5.2.2), can
be viewed as a gradient flow of functionals (5.2.3) with respect to the structure induced
on Z(Q) by the 2-Wasserstein distance W,. Therefore, in [8] the problem is studied
exploiting the techniques of gradient flows in metric spaces developed in Chapter 3, and
a global existence result is proved therein. The method is the classical one: a family of
minimizers of the discrete, minimizing movements scheme (see Section 3.2) is found, then
the family of measures p(t) is built as the limit of subsequences of interpolations, given by
(3.2.4). This limit satisfies a continuity equation with a suitable velocity field (see Section
2.3). In this case we no more analyze directly the Wasserstein subdifferential of the energy
functional. Rather, the velocity field is shown to be the same of the evolutionary problem
under investigation, thanks to suitable Euler-Lagrange equations associated to (3.2.2).
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In [8], with the introduction of some ‘entropies’ which are shown to decrease along
the flow, a regularity result is also obtained, that is, if the initial datum pg is such that
to € LP(Q2), p > 4/3, then there exist a global solution p(t) such that ||zi(t)||, is uniformly
controlled by the LP norm of fig.

Finally, in the case p = 400, a short time uniqueness theorem is established in [8,
Theorem 3.6]. Here we are going to discuss also a global time uniqueness result, following
[50], based on the introduction of a one-sided condition on the velocity vector field at the
boundary. The condition is the following: for ¢ € (0, 7],

(Vhuw(x),y —x) > 0 for all (z,y) € supp(f(t)) x Q. (5.2.4)

We stress that we allow u(t) to have a nonzero boundary part. Concerning this new
condition (5.2.4), we will show later in Section 3 that it is a byproduct of our Wasserstein
variational approach. In Theorem 5.4.4 we will indeed prove the analogous property for
discrete minimizers of ®y(u) + 5= W3 (u, u°), in the case A = 0.

Notice that, since the domain is supposed to be convex, (5.2.4) can be interpreted
as follows: the gradient of h,) on the boundary (whenever some mass is there present)
points towards the interior of the domain. This is in fact reminiscent of the nondecreasing
boundary mass condition appearing in [8, Definition 3.1], which is meaningful since a
gradient flow of ®,, at least for A > 0, is expected to enjoy such a behavior (see the energy
comparison argument in [8, Section 3]. See also Lemma 5.3.2 below).

Inequalities about the functional

Now we introduce some basic results that will often be useful in the sequel. For the first
we refer to [8, Lemma 2.1].

Proposition 5.2.1 &, is lower semicontinuous with respect to the weak topology of M, (2).

Proposition 5.2.2 (Representation formula) There holds

B3(1) = SOp(@) + |2+ sup { Jo-va-3 [ |Vh|2+|h|2}, (5.2.5)

h—1eH}(Q)
and the supremum is attained for h = h,,.

Proof.  The direct method gives existence and uniqueness of a maximizer h for (5.2.5),
while taking the first variation we have

/gpd,u—/Vh-ch—tho:O Vi € C(Q),
Q Q

and therefore h = h,. Finally, we can use the identity

/(hu_l) dﬂz/(hu_1>(_Ahu+hu) :/hi_hu+|vhu|2
Q Q Q

to obtain (5.2.5). O
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Lemma 5.2.3 For all pu,v € M, (Q) there hold

Bali) = 0(0) = B) = 502 + [ (b~ Dl —v) (5.2.6)
and \ .
0 = 030) = (5 1) )~ @)+ [+ h)iu—) 521

Proof.  For the first relation, apply (5.2.5) to the difference ®,(u) — ®,(v), taking into
account that the supremum therein is attained at h, when the argument is v. The second
one is obtained computing

Bolp) = D) = 5 [ (hath =D&k, = Ak + 5 [ (= 12— (b, =17

= ()~ @)+ [ (B =)
= 5 [0t h)w=n).

where we started integrating by parts the quantity |Vh,|? — |Vh,|?, which can be written
as V(hy + hy — 2) - V(hy — hy). 0

Moreover, we have

Lemma 5.2.4 For all ju,v € P(Q) there hold

Ba() = D) 2 5O~ @) + [ bl 1) (5.28)
and
0 - 30) = (5 1) () - 2@+ [+ h)iE-7). (529

Proof. These are straightforward consequences of Lemma 5.2.3, taking into account that
h,ulao = 1 and that, since the solution of problem (5.2.2) does not depend on the boundary
part of u, we have hp = h,. O

Formal gradient flow

Here we briefly see how functionals (5.2.3) are related to the Chapman Rubinstein Schatz-
man model. We can show that the latter is (at least formally for now) the gradient flow of
®, with respect to the Wasserstein structure, that is, Vh, is the gradient of ®, at p along
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transport maps. The Wasserstein (sub)gradient is a vector ¢ € L?(u; R?) defined by the
subdifferential relation (3.1.6). Now consider functional (5.2.3). By (5.2.6) we are led to

Balspr) = 0alp) = 5 (sn(®) = p(D) + [ (= Dilsyu =10
= 5 (ol = @)+ [ (ha(s(e) = b)) d

Since

/ (ho(5(2)) — () dp ~ / Vh(z) - (s(z) — z) du
Q Q

as ||s — I||z2(ny — 0, if A = 0, the formal Wasserstein gradient of ®5 at u (if p = 1)
is xoVh,. The argument works also with A > 0 if we consider transports which do not
increase the mass on 0f).

5.3 Global existence and regularity

The results of this section have been obtained in [8]. Here we reproduce them, since they
will be important for the subsequent analysis.
Given 7 > 0 and p € Z(12), we denote as usual by . a minimizer of

1
min v — ®\(v) + —WZ(v, ). (5.3.1)
ve2(Q) 2T

Since Z(Q) is compact for the weak convergence, existence is an easy consequence of the
lower semicontinuity of ® in Z2(Q), given by Proposition 5.2.1, and of the continuity of
W2(-, ). Uniqueness of minimizers, on the other hand, is not completely clear, however,
the next result suffices to prove that f, is unique.

Variational arguments

We first prove some simple property of all minimizers u, that can be achieved by non-
differential variations: no mass is moved within 0¢2, and if some mass in €2 is moved to 0f2,
in passing from p to ., it has to be moved along a shortest connection to 92. Furthermore,
if A > 0, for 7 sufficiently small no mass moved on 02 returns to €2, i.e. no new mass enters
Q). The corresponding result for A\ = 0 will be object of Section 5.4.

Lemma 5.3.1 For any minimizer p, of (5.3.1) and any B € Uy(p, 1) we have
ly — x| = dist(x, 00) for B-a.e. (z,y) € Q x 0Q. (5.3.2)

In addition, if A > 0 and 7 > 0 is sufficiently small (depending only on 2 and \), we have
that B(0Q2 x Q) = 0.
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Proof. Let x be the characteristic function of {(x,y) € (Q,09) : |y — z| > dist(x,9Q)}.
Let us choose (in a Borel way) for any x € ) a point s(x) € 9 with shortest distance, set
o := (1 —x)B and let v and ¥ be respectively its first and second marginals; notice that
v < p and that 9 = [, because x(x,y) can be nonzero only when y € 0€2. Defining

B =0+ (L) (u—v)

and p. as the second marginal of 3, we have that 4’ still has p as first marginal, and
therefore 3" € T'(p, pi..). Taking into account that p — v is the first marginal of y/3, we also
have

Wauu) < [ Jo-aP-x)ds+ [ lst) ~ aPdgu-

- Wg(u,uTH/ (Is(z) — 2 = |y — 2*)x 6

OQxoQ
< W3, pr),

with strict inequality whenever [ x d8 > 0. On the other hand, since the second marginal of

(I,s)4(p—v) is concentrated on 02 we have fil. = 9 = fi., and therefore D)\ (1) = Pa(fir)-
The minimality of u, then gives that (5.3.2) holds.

Let us prove that 5(092 x 2) = 0, for 7 sufficiently small. Let > 0. By contradiction,
suppose that Wi(){agxgﬁ) > 0. Suppose first that supp(ﬂi()(@gxgﬁ)) is contained in the
set {x € Q : dist (z0Q2) < r}. Hence the mass that comes from the boundary remains at
a distance smaller than r from the boundary itself. Let v = p, minimize (5.3.1), starting
from 4. Let 1 be a competitor, obtained starting from v by 7y = ¥ — 1% (xaaxefl) and
v =v+ W#(megﬁ). That is, we bring back the mass coming from p through . Choose
r small enough such that hg — 1 + A/2 > A\/4 for any x with dist (z,092) < r. This is
possible since hg is continuous till the boundary (by elliptic regularity), where its value is
1. Next, notice that for any positive measure p, h, = hy + w,,, where w,, solves

Aw, +w, =p  in £,
w, =0 on 0.

By the maximum principle, w, > 0, then h, > hy. We apply this inequality to vy,
obtaining, as 7 — 7y = Wi(XaQXQﬂ),

%I/(Q) - %VO(Q) + /Q(h,,o —1dv—w) > %I/(Q) - %I/@(Q) - 2/9 d(wi()@gxgﬂ))
= %Wi(meQﬁ)(Q)-

By (5.2.6) we immediately conclude that ®(v) > () + 37% (xoaxal)(©2). Hence there
is a gain of at least Wi(xgmxgﬁ)(ﬂ))\/él in the ®, term, when passing from v to 5. On the
other hand, if r is chosen small enough it is readily seen that the W?2/(27) term cannot
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compensate such loss. This is a contradiction, since v is a minimizer. This shows that,
for any 7 > 0, if an amount a of mass in 02 is sent by 3 inside €1, it has to be sent
at a distance larger than r On the other hand, suppose that the competitor vy has some
mass transported from the boundary in the interior of the domain, but at greater distance.
Then, let us compare the energy of v with the energy of a new competitor v, obtained by
transporting back to p the mass coming from the boundary, but being at distance grater
than r from it. The term W2 (v, u) decreases at least by ar?, while (still by Lemma 5.2.3),
the term ®,(v) increases at most by Ca, with C' = sup (hg — 1+ A/2)~. By the inequality
ar?/(27) < Ca it follows that o = 0 if 7 < r?/(2C). So that for 7 small enough we have
again a contradiction. We conclude that 3(9€ x Q) = 0. O

In order to derive the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to (5.3.1), we will need a
family of approximating variational problems in Z(2).

Lemma 5.3.2 Let § > 0, let ®3 : 2(Q) — [0, +00] be defined by

DS (v) = (V) —|—(5/ vt if U< L
Q

(5.3.3)
otherwise.
Let us consider the minimization problem
1
min & (v) + —W2(u, v). (5.3.4)
ve2(Q) 2T

Then this problem has a solution pl, the family pu has limit points both for the strong H !
topology and the 2 (Q) narrow topology, 0 [,(i2)* — 0 as 6 — 0, and any limit point .
as 6 — 0 solves (5.3.1).

Proof. The existence of u is given by the direct method, as for the existence of y,. Let
Mjs be the minimum in (5.3.4) and let M be the minimum of the functional in (5.3.1). It
is clear that Ms > M; on the other hand, ®{ — ®, at any point v such that 7 € L*(Q).
Then !
limsup M < ®5(v) + —W5(v, )
510 27’
for all v in the subspace {v € 2(Q) : v € L*(2)}. By density we obtain lim sups M; < M,
therefore Ms — M as 6 — 0.
If 4, is a weak limit point in Z(Q) of ud along some sequence §; — 0, the lower
semicontinuity of ®, gives, since @i" > &, for any ¢,

1 1
Dy (pr) + 2—W22([1,7-,,u) < liminf @, (p%) + 2—W22(M5Ti, p) < liminf Ms, = M,
T i—00 T

i—00

therefore p, is a solution of (5.3.1). As a consequence

1
Jim )+ 6 [ B2 G WHE ) = @)+ W )
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This gives, taking into account the continuity of v +— WZ(v, i), proved in Lemma 2.2.7,

limsup B (72) + 5, [ (72)" < ().
1—00 (9]

By the lower semicontinuity of @) it follows that ®(u%) — (k) and &; [,,(72)* — 0.

Now, since @, (v) is the sum of two lower semicontinuous terms, namely ®q(») and Av(2)/2,

we obtain

lim A2 (Q) = A\ (Q) and  lim |thai 2 4+ (huéi —1)? = / IVh |* + (h,, — 1)%
Q ! T Q

(5.3.5)
In particular % — Ji, strongly in H=(Q). O
The next proposition provides a Euler-Lagrange equation for (5.3.4).
Proposition 5.3.3 Any minimizer 1’ of (5.3.4) satisfies
~0\4 -~ 1 1 . /(T2
=30V ((2)7) = Vhysiz = —my (xa(@)(z —y)y) i D(RY), (5.3.6)

where y € To(pd, ).

We omit the proof, since it is a particular case of Lemma 5.7.2, that we shall prove later.

Entropy and regularity

The next results shows that [, ¢(7i) decreases along the discrete flow, for a suitable family
of entropies ¢. Let ¢ be a C! function from [0, +00) to R. We say that ¢ is an entropy if:

(a) ¢ is convex nondecreasing, C', and z¢'(x) = p(x) for all z € [0, 1];
(b) 2z¢"(z) > x¢'(z) — p(z) (displacement convexity).

Proposition 5.3.4 Let ¢ be an entropy and let i € P(Q) be such that [, (1) < oo.
Then, for any minimizer u of (5.5.4), we have

/Q o) < / (7).

Proposition 5.3.5 Let p € (1,00], u € P(Q) with i € LP(Q). Then there exists a
minimizer pi, of (5.5.1) satisfying Proposition 5.3.6 and

i) If p < oo, there exists a p-growing entropy ¢
such that / (i) < / (i) < 0o, hence ji, € LP(2).
Q Q

i) If p=o00 and M = max {1, ||ji||o}, we have ||[i;||cc < M, 0 < h, < M.
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For the proof of the last two propositions we refer to the more general results of Section
5.8.
Now we pass to the limit as § — 0 in (5.3.6). We are led to the actual Euler equation.

Proposition 5.3.6 There exist a minimizer i, of (5.3.1) and v € To(ur, 1) satisfying

_Vh Ty = %@(XQ(:I;)(:U “y)y) in D'(RY). (5.3.7)

Proof.  We consider a narrow (in Z()) limit point p, = lim; u¥ as in Lemma 5.3.2,
and consider plans v; € To(u, ). Moreover, Lemma 5.3.2 gives &; [,(1%)* — 0 and
i (Q) — 11-(Q). Let  be a smooth vector field. By (5.3.6) we have

1/Q ﬁ(m — ) - n(x) dyi(x, y) +/va(x)-n(x) dpli — 35Z~/Q(ﬁii)4div§ =0, (5.3.8)

T

where h; = h#f—i' Next, we pass to the limit in (5.3.8) as i — oo, possibly along a
subsequence: we have that 9; fQ(ﬂii)‘ldivf — 0. By Lemma 2.2.6, 7; weakly converges in
P(Q x Q) to some v € To(pr, 1), and the fact that () converges to . (€2) tells us that
there is no concentration of mass near J{2; using this fact we easily obtain that xqo(z)y;
still weakly converges to xq(x)7y, so that also the first term in the left-hand side goes to the
limit. Finally, by Proposition 5.3.4 7% is bounded in L*(f2), hence we find a subsequence
(that we don’t relabel) weakly converging to p, in L*(Q2). By elliptic regularity, this gives
strong W24(Q) convergence (and then C'(Q) convergence by Sobolev immersion, as the
boundary is smooth) of h; to h,,. This readily entails convergence for the second term in
(5.3.8). O

Making use of Theorem 3.4.4, one obtains the following result about existence of solu-
tion and regularity of its internal part (see Theorem 1.1 in [8]). The only difference is that
here the discrete velocity is written in terms of transport plans, as in the right hand side of
(5.3.7). In fact, a limit curve exists by the construction of Theorem 3.4.4. It satisfies the
continuity equation, coupled with the limiting velocity v;, which is the limit of the discrete
velocities. But (5.3.7) allows to characterize such limit as xoVh, ). Such velocity satisfies
also the relaxed gradient flow relation (3.4.5). In the end, we get the following

Theorem 5.3.7 Assume that i° € LP for some p > 4/3 and X\ > 0. Then there exists an

absolutely continuous curve t — p; € P()) such that:
i) |liell, < C, with C depending only on 11°;
i) po = u° and the PDE
Oupte — div (xaVhy ) =0 in D'((0,+00) x R?) (5.3.9)

holds.
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5.4 New variation

Consider problem (5.3.1). In this section we are going to prove the analogous of (5.2.4) at
the discrete level. For, we will consider a boundary variation for the minimization problem,
that is, the competitor of v € Z(Q2) will be of the form

Vo =V + aTyo + (1 —a)v.

So, we are leaving steady the interior part, while we are transporting a fraction « of v to
some diffused measure o over €2 through a map 7. We will be able to derive information
on the orientation of Vh, at the boundary.

We need a measure theoretic lemma before proceeding with the main proof. We recall
also that, given two measures p and v in M (R?) with same mass, if p is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure £2, then there exists a unique optimal
transport plan between p and v (for which the infimum in (5.3.1) is achieved), and such a
plan is induced by a transport map (see Theorem 2.1.7 in Chapter 2).

Lemma 5.4.1 Let p,v € 2(Q), 0 < L2.Q, with o() = v(09), and let T be the optimal
transport map between o and v.

Then there exist v € To(v, 1), yr € I'(0, 1), where py is the second marginal of X sq a7V
such that

W2(vs, 1) — W2 (v, 1) < / = S@F =~y = T@F) dy .

for all S : Q— Q, where vg =V + Syo.

Proof. Let us introduce a sequence of auxiliary measures v, with equicompact supports
contained in R*\2, such that 7,(R?\Q) = o(Q), 1, < £? and 7, — U as n — oo. Let T;, be
the optimal transport maps between o and v,,. Moreover, let ,, be optimal transport plans
between v,, and pu, where v, = U + 1,,. As an optimal transport map between absolutely
continuous measures, T,, is essentially invertible for every n (i.e. its restriction to the
complement of a o-negligible set in ) is injective, see Lemma 2.1.9). So we can define

Vo = (S o T, D)X rava)xa¥n + XaxaTn:
., = (Tn_l’ D#X(R?\Q)xﬁ%-

Clearly, 7,, € I'(vg, ) and vz, € I'(o, p,,) for every n, where we introduced g, as the second

marginal of X gz g)xn7n- S0 With the change of variables z =T, (x), for every n we have

W2(vs, ) < / - o,

QxQ

_ / = ePd(S o T I ga) + / - Py
(R2\Q)xQ OxQ

- / = SE)Pdvr(zy) + / ly - o,

X X



5.4. NEW VARIATION 97

and
W3 (U, 1) =/ Iy—xl2d7n+/ Ny — zPdyn
(R2\Q) <02 X
= [ w-n@Pam G+ [ y-aPhn G4
QxQ QxQ

We get, for every n,

W3 (vs, 1) = W5 (v, 1) < /Q 5 [ly = S(@)|* = ly = Tu(x) "] dyr, (2. y). (5.4.2)

Now we have to pass to the limit as n — oo. As 1, — v, for the stability property of
optimal transport maps, we have that T,, — T strongly in LP(Q,0), 1 < p < oo, where
T is the optimal transport map between ¢ and v. Moreover, 7, has a weak limit point in
P(R? x Q) which is an optimal plan v € To(v, i) (see Lemma 2.2.6). We will not relabel
the sequence for simplicity.
We can also show that

Xaxa¥n — Xaxa7- (5'4'3)

In fact, let n(x) be a smooth cutoff function approximating yq, with n(z) = 0 on R?\Q
and

/ In(x) — 1]|dv < e.
0

Let f € C°(R? x Q), with M = ||f|| finite. Then
/RQ . f(@.y)xoxa( y)d(vm —7)(2,y)
= [ o) = nte) + 0] o = 1))

< [ fGam@dtn =)+ [ o) = @)+ ()

R2xQ

=[Sty =) +2 [ (1= )i
< /R2 ﬁf(w, y)n(x)d(yn —v)(x,y) + 2Me.

Now the first integral tends to zero, since fn is continuous, and by arbitrariness of ¢ we
get the convergence. Here we used the fact that the measures xq, g7, and xq.g7 have v
as first marginal. In the same way one can prove that x(gz\0)xa¥n — X(r2\@)xa?- This
implies that, letting g, := 7% (X re\q)xa¥m) be the second marginal of X (ge\qyxq7¥n, there
holds e, — 1. p, is also the second marginal of 77, which by tightness has a limit point
~r (again we avoid relabeling the sequence). The first marginal of vz, is o for every n, and

as a consequence yr € ['(o, ).
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Now consider the first integral in the second member of (5.4.2). We have the weak
convergence of v, to yr, and we can pass to the limit even though the integrand is not
continuous. Indeed, reasoning exactly as in the proof of (5.4.3), we can approximate it
with continuous functions (in the Lusin sense) and use the fact that both the first marginal
of vz, and of yp are equal to the absolutely continuous measure o.

Finally, consider the last term in (5.4.2). We have

/ - TuPdyr, = / ly=TP+ly - T — ly — T da,
QxN QxN

< / y—TPdv, + K | |Tu@) — T(@)ldvm,
(9]

xQ QxQ
< / g TPdyn + K / To(x) — T(2)|do,
QAxN Q

with K being a suitable positive constant depending on ). Now the second term goes to
zero for the strong convergence of T},, and the first one can be treated as before and shown
to converge to
| v T@Pday)
QxQ
We have all what is needed to pass to the limit in (5.4.1) and (5.4.2) and obtain

W3 (vs, ) = W3(v,p) < /Q 5 [ly = S(@)|* = ly = T(2)[*] dyr(z,y) (5.4.4)

as desired. O

We also state a slight generalization of the previous lemma.
Lemma 5.4.2 Let u,v,0 and T be as in Lemma 5.4.1. Let S : Q+— Q, 6 € [0,1] and
vg=vV+0Sgo+ (1 -0)v.
Then there exist v € To(v, ), yr € I'(o, p1), p1 being the second marginal of X p0xq7, Such
that

W3 (v, p) = Wiy, ) <6 . [ly = S(@)P = ly — T(x) "] dvr(z,y).

Proof. The case = 0 is trivial. Otherwise, define v,, v, T),, v, and 71, as in the proof
of Lemma 5.4.1. Moreover, let v§ = v+ Sx(00) + (1 — 0)v, and introduce transport plans
N € T(v2, 1) as follows:

Vo = 0(S o T, 1, DX rovayxa¥n + Xaxatn + (1 = O)Xre\a)x Vn-

Then, with the change of variables z = T, !(z), we have

W22, ) < / Lyl =6 / Iy = SC) Py, (1) + / ly—afdr,

(-0 / ly - 2.
(R2\Q) x
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We can rewrite (5.4.1) as

W) =6 [

- aPdya + / g — Py, (1-0) / ly — oy,
(R2\Q)x0) Q (R2\Q)

x € xQ

— ¢ / = Tu(2) P, (2 ) + / ly - o
QxN QxN

(-6 / ly — oPdyn.
(R2\Q)x

This way, it is clear that
W3 (Vg 1) = W3vn, ) <0 [ [ly = S@)* =y = Tu(2)]*] dyr, (2, 9)-
QxQ

Here we can pass to the limit in n exactly as done for (5.4.2), so we refer to the proof of
Lemma 5.4.1 for the conclusion. The only element to add is the lower semicontinuity of
W, for treating the first term, so that

Wa(vs, 1) < liminf Wa(vg, p)

as vg — vg. g

Remark 5.4.3 With minor modifications one can also obtain the same result for the case
Vg = U+ GS#U + (1 - Q)XA; + Xaﬂ\A;7

where A is an arc contained in 9€2. In this case we have v € Ty(v, 1), 0 < L2, 0(Q) =
U(A), (I, T)g0 € To(0, xaP). p1 will be a suitable measure such that 1 < 7% (xp0.a7)-

Taking into account also Proposition 5.3.5, we are ready to state and prove the main
result about discrete minimizers.

Theorem 5.4.4 Let v = p, be a minimizer of (5.3.1), with A\ = 0, such that v € L*().
Let 1 be convex. Then

(Vh,(z),y —x) >0 ¥Y(z,y) € supp(v) x . (5.4.5)

Proof.
Let 0 < £2.9 have a bounded density, and let o(Q2) = 7(Q2). Let moreover T be the
optimal transport map between o and v, and

T.=(1—-¢e)l+T, e€]0,1].
We introduce the following perturbed measure

ve =0+ a’T.yo + (1 — )7,
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where o = (1 — ¢)2.

Now we apply Lemma 5.4.1, with 7. in the role of S: there exist a transport plan vy €
I'o(v, ) and a transport plan yr € I'(o, p11), where p; is the second marginal of x50.a7,
such that

W3 (v, 1) = W3 (v, p) < 042/9 . [y = To(@)]” = |y — T(2)]*] dyr (2, y). (5.4.6)

Next, we apply (5.2.9) to v, and v, and we find

Bu(v2) = a(v) = ~(@(D) = D) + 5 [ (b + h)d(E. 7).

so that

Dy(v.) — Pp(v) = —a’T(0Q) + %oﬁ /Q(h,,s + hy)d(Tz40). (5.4.7)

Since v is a minimizer, there holds

Do(v2) — Bof) + 5 (Wiloe, ) — Wi, ) 20,

for all 4 € 22(2). Substituting (5.4.6) and (5.4.7) in this inequality, we obtain:

a2

[ - T@P -y - T@P) e - o25(09) + 50 [ (b, + h)d(Teg0) 2 0.
e " (5.4.8)

Since T, = T+ (1—¢)({ —T'), we obtain the following expansion (of the first order centered
ine=1)

ly = T(2)* = ly — T(@)]” + 2(e — 1){y — T(),2 — T(x)) + o(e — 1).

Of course the remainder is uniformly bounded with respect to € Q. For treating the
second integral in (5.4.8), notice that, as ¥ € L*Q), h, € W?>*(Q), and by Sobolev
embedding h, € C'(Q) (since Q has smooth boundary). So we can perform the expansion

hyoT.=h,0oT+ (¢ —=1)(Vh,oT, T —I)+ (¢ — 1){(Vh, 0Ty —Vh,oT), T — 1),
(5.4.9)

for a suitable 0 € (¢,1). If K = sup,.q|T(z) — z|, the last term is bounded by K(e —
1) w(|[Ty(x) — T'(z)]), w(0) being the modulus of continuity of Vh,, which, as § — 0, goes
to zero uniformly with respect to x € €, since Vh, € C°(Q2). So there holds

hyoT.=h,0T+ (¢ —1)(Vh,oT, T —1I)+o0(s — 1), (5.4.10)

and the remainder is uniform in z.

Finally, since
hy,. oT.=h,oT.+ (h, —hy,)oT, (5.4.11)
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we have to estimate h,_ — h,. This quantity is solution of the problem

—Au+u= 042T€#0 in
u=0 on Jf.

Hence we can write
sup |hy, (v) — hy(2)] = o? sup |¢e|, (5.4.12)

z€ef z€Q

where @, satisfies
—Ap. + . =T, 40 in}
we =0 on 0N.

But since for € € (0,1) there holds | det(JT.)| > (1 —¢)? (see [4, §5.5], also for the push-
forward change of variables formula), we have

/Q\ozTg#a\‘l:aA‘/Q (m)ﬂda(m)\ < ﬁ/{z\aﬁ: (1—5)2/9\0|4.

Therefore aT. 4 (o) converges to 0 in L*(©2). This implies the W**(Q) convergence and
the C1(Q2) convergence of . as ¢ — 1. So there exists a constant C' which bounds ap,
uniformly in z and ¢, and from (5.4.12) we get

sup |, (z) — h,(z)| < Ca = C(1 —¢)* (5.4.13)

zeQ
Making use of (5.4.10) and (5.4.13), from (5.4.11) we find
hy. oT.=h,oT+ (¢ —1)(Vh,oT,T —I)+ o(c — 1), (5.4.14)

where the remainder is again uniformly bounded in .
Now, dividing by o?, we expand to the first order in (5.4.8) with respect to ¢ — 1, and
with 7 fixed, to find

5 [ =T, @) — sy =709 + [ hlT @)

Q

+(1—¢) /Q(Vhl,(T(:v)),x —T(x))do+o(1 —¢) > 0.

As a consequence, since o(2) = 7(992) and h, = 1 on 9, upon dividing by (1 —¢) we get

l/ﬂ ﬁ<y —T(z), T(z) — z)dyr + /Q<Vh,,<T<:c)),x —T(z))do > 0.

T

As T(z) € supp(v), in the first integral the scalar product is nonpositive for geometric
reasons (we are working with a convex domain). It follows that

/ (Vho(T(z)),z — T(x))do > 0. (5.4.15)
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Let A C 09 be an arc such that 7(A) > 0. We point out that, redefining v. as v +
?T.y0 + (1 — a®)xal + Xoo\aV, with T. = (1 — )] + €T and T now being the optimal
transport map between an absolutely continuous ¢ and x 47, this proof works in the same
way. Indeed, in view of Remark 5.4.3, inequality (5.4.6) still holds for some 7 € T'(o, p1),
where 111 < 7% (Xaaxq?y). So we obtain (5.4.15) with T'(x) taking values in supp(v) N A.
Now, suppose by contradiction that

(Vh,(2),5— %) <0

for some (2, %) € supp() x Q. Then, recalling that Vh, € C°(Q), there exist an arc I C 9
containing z and a neighborhood @) of y such that the same inequality holds whenever
(z,y) € I x Q. Because of the arbitrariness of A and o, we can choose ¢ supported in
QN and A C I. Since T transports o to x4V, this implies (Vh,(T(z)),z — T(z)) <0
for all = € supp(o), against (5.4.15). O

5.5 Uniqueness of the regular gradient flow

We now consider the problem of uniqueness of solutions for (5.2.1)-(5.2.2) in the case of
measures with L internal part. Taking into account the result of Theorem 5.4.4, we focus
on the following class of solutions.

Definition 5.5.1 (Regular gradient flow) Let T" > 0. A solution of problem (5.2.1)-
(5.2.2) is a regular gradient flow if

i) l#()lloe € L=(0,T),

it) (Vhuw(x),y —x) >0 for all (z,y) € supp(f(t)) x Q and t € (0,T).

Remark 5.5.2 Condition ) is related, as previously noticed, to the one appearing in [8,
Definition 3.1], that is, ¢t — fi(¢) is nondecreasing as a measure valued map. In fact, if the
negative gradient at the boundary (that is the limit of velocities in ) is directed towards
the exterior of the domain, we expect that no mass can move from 02 to 2 during the
evolution. Such a behavior was argued in [8] in the case A > 0 by means of direct energy
arguments (see Lemma 5.3.1), which do not extend for A = 0. Actually, condition i),
obtained in Theorem 5.4.4 only for A\ = 0, will allow us to obtain a stronger uniqueness
result.

Theorem 5.5.3 (Construction of a regular gradient flow) Let (2 be convex. Let g €
P(Q), with g € L>(2). Then there exists a solution to problem (5.2.1)-(5.2.2) which is
a reqular gradient flow.

Proof. The construction follows the one of Theorem 3.4.4. Let 10 := pg. We find p**+?

solving (5.7.4) with A = 0 recursively. We then define fi,(t) in the usual way, as in (3.2.4).
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For 7 | 0, by Theorem 3.4.4 we can find limit points, that is, we can find sequences 7, | 0
such that weakly in the sense of measures

lim fi, (t) = p(t) vVt > 0. (5.5.1)

Thanks to Lemma 5.3.5, the interior parts of all the discrete minimizers will belong to
L*>. Letting T > 0, and passing to the limit in 7, we will have fi(t) € L>((0,T); L>=(2)).
Moreover, after Theorem 5.4.4, the discrete minimizers can also be chosen to satisfy (5.4.5),
which, passing again to the limit in 7, becomes condition i) of Definition 5.5.1. In fact,
as a consequence of (5.5.1), with the regularity of the interior parts of fi,,, by elliptic
regularity hyg, ) — hue in C 1(Q) for every t € [0, T]. In conclusion, there exists a regular
gradient flow as in such definition. O

The next inequality prepares the proof of the uniqueness theorem.
Lemma 5.5.4 Let p,v € 2(Q), with 1,0 € L®(Q) and W2(u,v) < e=>. Then there
holds

Oy(v) = Oa(p) = S (@(Q) — ()

+ o>

[ (@ ey (W), (52
@x )\ (992%09)

where w(t) = }?t| log t|, K being a suitable nonnegative constant depending only on 2,
1Plloe and |12 co-

Proof. 'We shall estimate the last term of inequality (5.2.8). For all v € T'g(u, v) we have

[mdv=m=[ )~ bue)dr (o)
Q RONCITED)

and a Taylor expansion (with remainder in integral form) yields

/hud(y —p) = / B (Vhu(z),y — z)dy(z,y)
Q (QxQ)\ (0% 090)

1 1
s (VR (1 = 0)z + 0y)(y — ),y — ) (. )b
0 J(@xQ)\(99x89)
(5.5.3)

In order to treat the remainder, we split it in two terms:

1 [ )
2 /o /(me\(aszxam [(VZhu((L = 0)x + 0y)(y — x),y — x)|dvy(z,y)do
S% /0 /QxQ [(V2hu((1 = 0)z + 0y)(y — x),y — x)|dy(z, y)db

* % /0 /M (V2R (1= 0)a + 0y)(y — ),y — x)|dy(w, y)do.
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First term:
the measure X, q7 is a transport plan between i and oy for a suitable oy < v, then it is

induced by a transport map 7. Let
Ty=1—=0)I+0T, pg="Toup.

It follows that
/0 /Q a |<v2h,u<(1 — 0)1’ -+ Gy)(y - I)7y - I>|d’y(l’,y)d9
:/0 %/ﬂ (V2 (Ty(2))(Ty(x) — ), To(x) — z)|dfi(z)db
~ [ 3 [ 1) = T @) = 5 ) o9

_/0 92/|Vh o — Ty (@) Pdpg ()6

_/0 7 (/ \V2h, () [Pdpe(x ) (/ |z — Ty () | dpg (2 ))Wde, (5.5.4)

where p > 1 and p’ are conjugate exponents. Let ¢ and gy be the densities of 1 and g
respectively. The change of variables formula gives

/ V2R, Pdpig = / V2h, [P oo AL
[9] Q

1/2 1/2
< ([1oompract) ([ looac?)
Q Q
1/2 0 2 1/2
< 2 2p 2 - S T 2
< (/Q\v Bl d£> (/ <|det<JT€)|> | det(J e)!dﬁ)
/2
< 2 2p 2
< ([vneae)”(f o)

But for 6§ € (0,1), there holds |det(J((1 — )1 + 0T))| > (1 — 0)?, yielding

1/2 d£2 1/2
[ 19hulrdu < 01 ( / |v2hu|2pd£2) ( / —)
0 Q o(1-10)

< MV Ry} oy I3 (1 = 6) 7
On the other hand
J =T g = [ 1= T P = 3P < (om0 [ - T P
Q Q Q

— (diamQ)*¥'~Vg? / T — I2dfi = 6*(diamQ)*P VW2 (u, v).
Q
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Substituting in (5.5.4), we get

/0 / Vh(1 = O)a -+ Oy = o).y ~ )l )9

1
. /_ / 2/p 1 _ /
<MYPIQY ) (diamQ) 2P VP72 Ry, | ooy Wa T (1, v) /0 z(1=0) rg2/¥' qp.
Now, for p sufficiently large (for example p > 3), the integral in the last term is finite and

uniformly bounded in p. Moreover by elliptic regularity we have |[V2h,||120 ) < ep||it]|sos
so that

/0 /Q . (V2 (1 — 0)z + 0y)(y — ),y — 2)|dy(z,y)do < CpW3'" (u,v).

As done by Yudovich in the study of Euler equations in two dimensions (see [75, 76]), we
minimize in p and, since W3 (u,v) < e™3, we find

min pW3'" (11, v) = eW2(u, v)| log(W (1, ).

p>3

This is the desired logarithmic bound.

Second term:

it can be treated in the same way: for example we can consider xg. o7 € I'(02, V), where o9
is a suitable measure with oy < p. Now there exists a transport map s such that sxv = o9.
Letting sy = (1 — 0)s + 01, we get

/0/QQ|<V2hu((1—9)$+09)(y—x),y—x>|d7(x,y)d9

1 1 ) )
S/o (1—-6)2 /Q |V2hu||391 — 1| d(sg4V)d0.

The calculation is now analogous, taking into account that |det(Jsg)] > 6% and that

Jo I = s]Pdv < W3 (u,v).

Thanks to the logarithmic bound on the remainder of (5.5.3), from (5.2.8) we obtain (5.5.2).
U

Eventually, we are going to state and prove our main result. The procedure is analogous
to the one of [8, Theorem 3.2|, but here we can show that uniqueness holds also if some
mass is present on the boundary of €2 during the evolution. Even if the initial datum is
not supported in {2, this guarantees a global uniqueness result.

Theorem 5.5.5 (Uniqueness of the regular gradient flow) Let Q be convex. Let pi?,
u? be solutions of (5.2.1)-(5.2.2) satisfying the conditions of Definition 5.5.1. Then u'(0) =
w2 (0) implies p*(t) = p(t) for allt € [0,T).
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Proof.  Let p(t) be a regular gradient flow as in Definition 5.5.1 (it is coupled with the

velocity field —Vh,u)xa), 7 € Lo(p(t),v) and v € Z2(Q). Applying (5.5.2) we find

DO | >

Da(v) = @a(ult)) = 5 (@(Q) = 1(1)(2))

+ (Vi ),y — 2)dye(@,y) — w(W5 (u(t), v))

[QXQ)\(BQX@Q)

whenever W2(u(t),v) < e™3. Since u(t) satisfies the continuity equation, for almost every
t there holds (see Lemma 2.3.5).

1d

5 W) = [ (ale) V(). = o)dula. )
QxQ

Substituting in the previous relation we get (for W3 (u(t),v) < e™3)

L2 1)) < Ba(0) = r(u(0) - 20 - ()

2.dt
(W u(t), v) — /a (Tho(o)y = 2)dula)

On supp(i(t)), Vhy ) points towards the interior of the convex domain, then the last term
is non positive, and so, for W2 (u(t),v) < e™3,

1d A ~

§£W22(M(t)> v) < @A) = au(t)) — 5 () = At)(Q)) + w(W3(p(t),v)).  (5.5.5)
Applying (5.5.5) first to pu = p!(t), with v = p%(s), and then reversing the roles of u! and
12, we get, by Lemma 3.3.3,

LY2a (1), 12(0)) < dw(W2( (), 12(0)))

dt
for almost every ¢ such that W3 (u'(t), 4*(t)) < e~. Now we make use of the logarithmic
bound, that yields fol 1/w(s)ds = co. So Gronwall’s lemma entails u'(t) = p?(t) for all
t €[0,T]. O

5.6 The signed case

The actual model of Chapman Rubinstein and Schatzman (see [28]) involves signed mea-
sures. In fact, in Section 5.1 we have mentioned that Ginzburg-Landau vortices posses
a degree and are subject to Coulombian interactions. In this last part of the chapter we
would like to study the flow of the full functional (5.1.3), and possibly to relate it with the
evolution model (5.1.4).
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The generalized W, functional

A first difficulty arises at the theoretical point of view. The techniques of Chapter 3 are
concerned with probability measures only, it is not clear how they could be generalized
to signed measures. Moreover, we do not know how to rephrase the characterization of
absolutely continuous curves by means of continuity equations given in Section 2.3.

On the other hand, the most flexible part of the theory is the minimizing movements
approach. Indeed, the minimization problem

1
i — & eXx 5.6.1
min ¢(v) + o—d*(v,p), p (5.6.1)
makes sense in any metric space X, d being the corresponding distance, where ¢ : X — R.
On top of that, it is not strictly needed for functional d appearing in (5.6.1) to be a distance.
In fact, often the important thing is its behavior on small scale. We are going to make use
of a functional which is bounded below by a distance.

Let M(ﬁ)_denote the set of real measures over ). Let us define the following measure
subset of M(£2).

Monr(@) = {p € M) : (@) = 1l (@) < M}, (5.6.2)

where k € R, M > 0. Let p,v € M, ().

First cost

We define the following generalization of the 2-Wasserstein distance:
Wo(u,v) :=Wa(p" + v v +pu7), (5.6.3)

It is immediate to check that, if ;4 and v are nonnegative, then W, reduces to the Wasser-
stein distance between positive measures of given mass x on Q (here W, is naturally
extended from probability measures to measures with a fixed total mass different from 1).
Functional Wy accounts for the cost of transporting signed measures, and some heuristics
on its behavior are worthy. We notice that, when transporting a signed measure p, its
positive and negative mass may change (only [ p is fixed, as in (5.6.2)). So, in order to
connect p to v, it can be convenient that some part of u* is transported on p~, and this
correspond to auto-annihilation of mass. On the other hand, if the total variation of v is
larger than the one of u, one expects that, in the transport given by Wy, a consistent part
will come from moving some part of v~ to v*. From the dynamic point of view, this is
explained thinking of some fake mass which is created and then transported with a certain
cost.

Remark 5.6.1 The framework given by W, seems to fit the physical problem we are
investigating, since we expect that vortices with opposite degrees can interact like dipoles
and cancel themselves.
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Although it is immediate to verify that Wy is symmetric and vanishes if and only
if u = v, Wy is not a distance. Indeed, the following example shows that the triangle
inequality fails. On the real line, let © = ég, v = d, and n = 0; — o + d3. Clearly
Wo(u, v) = Wa(u,v) = 4. But a transport plan between pu* + 7~ and n~ + p* is given by
50 X 51 + 62 X 53, so that

Wa(u,m) < \//R 2 — g2 (6 x 6,) + /R 2 — P d(Sy x 85) = V2.

Symmetrically, Wy (v, ) < v/2, so that

Wolp, v) > Wa(p, n) + Wa(v, n).
On the other hand, we notice that, if v € To(ut + v~, v + ), by Holder inequality

</QQ == of d”) \/>/QQ @ —yl dy, (5.6.4)

Wy (p,v) = inf / |z —y|dy (5.6.5)
vituT) Jaxa

yel(pt+v—,

but

is indeed a distance between signed measures. The standard WW; distance between proba-
bility measures is in fact characterized by the following duality (see for example [72])

Wi(pu,v) = sup /ngd(,u— v), (5.6.6)

p€Lip(Q)
which of course can be extended to signed measures, still remaining a distance. Notice in
fact that it is not sensible to the addition of equal masses in the source and in the target
of the transport. Such feature is typical of the 1-distance only, since (5.6.6) readily gives

Wi (u,v) =Wy (p+o,v+0), Voe M(R?). (5.6.7)

It is worth to analyze some other features of Wy. In the sequel we will often make use
of the Hahn decomposition for a real measure p, identifying its positive and negative parts,
so that u = pu* — p~, where ™ and = are two positive measures. This decomposition
is minimal in the sense that, for any other couple of positive measures o', 02 such that
o' — 0% = pu, there holds pu* < ¢! and p~ < 0% In the next proposition we see that W,

‘metrizes’ the weak topology of M, /().
Proposition 5.6.2 Let ju,, ju belong to M 1(Q). Then pu, = p if and only if W (i, p) —

0.
Proof.  Assume that u, — p. Since uf(Q) < M and p;, (Q) < M, by tightness there
exists a subsequence (ng) such that yxf — o* and p, — o7, with 0™ — 0~ = pu. By

continuity of the Wasserstein distance, for ecach limit point we have Wa (it +p~, pt+p;,) —
Wolot+p,pt+07)=0.

Assume that Wy (g, u) — 0, that is, Wa(um + p=, u* + ;) — 0. But W metrizes
the weak convergence, so there exists a positive measure ¢ such that pf + = — o and
fn + pt =, hence p — py = pt —pT = p O
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We have seen that W, is not a distance. With a similar simple construction, it is
possible to see that the map v +— Wy (v, ) is not weakly l.s.c. in M, p(€2). The point is
that if p,, — pin M, a7, then pf and p,, are tight, but the limits are not in general x4 and
1~ . In order to overcome this problem, we consider the sequentially lower semicontinuous
envelope of Wy, that is

W, (v, ) ;== inf {lim inf Wy (v, 1) : (vn) C My i (Q), v, — 1/} . (5.6.8)
vi@<pt@ | nooo
v (@)<u~ (@)
As v, = v in M, y(Q), we have that v; — ¢! and v, — o2, with ¢'(2) < M and
0%(Q) < M and o' — 02 = v. Here o' and ¢? are not the positive and negative parts of
v, but simply two measures such that ¢! —¢? = v (a non minimal decomposition). Hence
we can write the l.s.c. envelope as

inf {Wa(o! +p~, 0" +0%): 0" (Q) <M, 0*(Q) <M, 0" —0” =v}. (5.6.9)

Notice that the boundedness of total variations prevents the envelope from being identically
zero, and by continuity of W, the infimum above is attained. We denote by 6!, 6% the
corresponding optimal couple. By construction, the map

vi—s Wo(0 + =, pt + 6?)

is L.s.c. on M, (), and of course Wy (0! + p=, ut + 62) < Way(v, ).
In order to deal with optimal transport plans between signed measures, consider parti-
tions of the positive and negative parts of v and u of the form

pg +pf =ut gy ey =,

+ + ot - -
vy +vy =vh, Yy, +tv =v,

(5.6.10)

where all the terms are positive measures. Some compatibility conditions have to be taken
into account, and precisely

vy (D) = w5 (), g =15(Q), @) =u{©), v Q)=r7(Q). (5611
Of course there are many partitions of this kind. Moreover, we have the following

Lemma 5.6.3 (Splitting of the optimal plan) Let v € To(v" + p~,ut +v7). Then
there exists a partition of the form (5.6.10)-(5.6.11) such that v can be written as the sum
of four plans vI, v=, v, vI satisfying

VI€F0<VS_>M(T)7 7: GFO(NEJ/O_)’

~ - : (5.6.12)
vt e Tolpr, i), i € Do(vi,vy).
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Proof. Let ¥y =vT+pu~ and ¥ = ut +v~. It is clear that vt and p~ are both absolutely
continuous with respect to ¥;. Let f1,9; € L'(R? 1) denote the respective densities.
Similarly, let f3, go be the densities of v~ and p* with respect to ¥, so that

v = fith, pT =gy, p =gy, v = fols,
Clearly fi1 + g1 = fo + g2 = 1, so that we can write

v = (from)(g2om®)y+ (from ) (faom?)y+ (grom ) (g20m)y+ (grom!)(faon?)y. (5.6.13)
Notice that

((g207%)y) < fimpy = fith = v,

(from)y) < gamiry = gotha = .

Ty (fiom)(g207%)y) = fu
7% (from)(g20 ™)) = g2

1
T

2
Ty
Moreover,

my((from')(gaom®)y) +my((from')(faom®)y) = fimy((g2om® + faom?)y) = fimyy = v™.

With the analogous computations for the other terms in the right hand side of (5.6.13), we
see that the marginals of the four plans therein are submeasures of v+, =, u*, v~ satisfying
(5.6.10)-(5.6.11). Hence, in (5.6.13) v is written as the sum of four plans on a partition of
the desired form. Moreover, each of these plans is optimal, since their sum is. U

Second cost

For dealing with a sequence of measures with decreasing total mass, we introduce the
following simplified version. Let p, v € M, 2(§2). Let |v[(€2) < |p[(©2). Define

Wlv.p) = inf {ligglf(Wf(VJ,f)+W22(V;,u‘))}, (5.6.14)
vl @=p+ (@)

v ()=p~ (Q)

By its very definition, we see that the map v — W3 (v, ) is lower semicontinuous. More-
over, since any weak limit point of v/, v, is a couple o*, 0~ satisfying ot — 0~ = v,
W2(v, i) can be also written as

inf (W3, ut)+ Wio, 1)} (5.6.15)
+ - _
ot —o0 =v
ot @=pt (@)
o (=" ()
Tightness and semicontinuity of the standard Wasserstein distance show that there exists
an optimal couple 97,19~ such that

Wi (v, ) = W3 (0F, ut) + WE(0, 10), (5.6.16)
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where 9t — 9~ = .

Notice that W, is non symmetric. But symmetry is not a key point, since we are going
to compute the costs corresponding to subsequent time steps: an evolution problem has
a natural time direction. About the relation with the other objects we have defined, it is
not difficult to show the following

Proposition 5.6.4 Let pi,v € M, () and [v|(Q) < |u|(Q). Then

Wa, 1) > W; (v, 1) > ,/ﬁwl(u,y). (5.6.17)

Proof. Let 9%, 92 be the optimal couple for W, so that the infimum in (5.6.15) is attained.
Let ' € To(u™,97), v* € To(u™,97). Then (v*)7' € To(¥7,pn7) and 7' + (v?)7" €
C(p™ + 9,97 + p~). Hence

WE(,v) = W2, 9%) + W=, 9-) = / 1z =y (7" +42) (@, y)

axQ
= [ o= sl + 63 D)
Qx
> W3 (" + 97,97 + 17) = Wy (v, ).
Exploiting (5.6.4) we get the thesis. O
Notation 5.6.5 We let ¥; denote the common part of 9" and ¥, so that 97 = vt + ¢,
and 9- = v~ 4+ ;. Moreover, we let 7 € To(9F, ™) and v~ € To(¥~, ™) be the two

optimal transport plans corresponding to W,. Thanks to (a simplified version of) Lemma
5.6.3, we can write these plans as

vh=q0 +yf and 4T =95+
Each plan in the splitting is optimal:
Yo €To(wh ug), v €ToWi i), v €To(  1g), v €T py),  (5.6.18)

where pd + pf = pt and pg +puy = p.

5.7 Fine characterization of discrete minimizers

The functional we are going to analyze is (5.1.3), defined on real measures. Notice that
the @y part is the same as the positive measures case. As a consequence, the full @, is still
lower semicontinuous, since p — |u|(§2) is. Moreover, Proposition 5.2.2 works in the same
way, giving the representation formula

@3(n) = LAl + 9+ sup {/ h-1dn— [ |Vh|2+|h|2}, (5.7.1)

h—1€H}(9)
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the supremum being attained at h = h,. By means of (5.7.1), the analogous of (5.2.6) is
easily obtained: for any couple of real measures p, v there holds

Ba(1) = a(0) 2 51l ) = S + [ (b= 1) dlp =) (5.72)

On the other hand, (5.2.7) has its counterpart too, and in particular
Bo(k) — Bo(v) = (@) = @)+ 5 [ (b B} =) (5.7.3)
We are concerned with the discrete minimization problem: given u € M, 3/(Q), solve
min O\ (v) + %Wg(u, ). (5.7.4)

VEM, 1 (Q), V() <ul ()

Again, we need a perturbed, regularized functional. Let

S(v) = v ks 7.
P (v) = Dy( )+5/Q\ | (5.7.5)

if I < £% and +oo otherwise. We have the following result (analogous of Lemma 5.3.2).

Lemma 5.7.1 The perturbed minimization problem

1
min @i(u) + —Wi(v, ) (5.7.6)
VEMee, 1t (), [V ()<l () 2T

has a solution pl, the family p° has limit points both for the strong H~' topology and the
M(Q) topology, & [,(A2)* — 0 as & — 0, and any limit point ji, as § — 0 solves (5.7.4).

Proof. The existence of ;¢ is given by the direct method, as for the existence of u,. Let
M; be the minimum in (5.7.6) and let M be the minimum of the functional in (5.7.4). It
is clear that Ms; > M; on the other hand, ® — ®, at any admissible point v such that
v e LYQ). Then
lim sup Ms < &, (v) + in(l/, 0]
510 27‘

for all v in M, 3/(Q) such that |v|(Q) < |u/(Q) and T € L*(f). By density we obtain
lim sups M5 < M, therefore Ms — M as 6 — 0.

If i, is a weak limit point of ;¢ along some sequence §; — 0, the lower semicontinuity
of ®, gives, since <I>5/\i > &, for any ¢,

1 1
P(pr) + ;WS(MT, p) < liminf @ (u37) + EWS(M?, p) < liminf My, = M,
therefore i, is a solution of (5.7.4). As a consequence

1
lim @5 (pi7°) + 6 |uT (1 1) = Ox(p7) + W5 (pr ).
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By the lower semicontinuity of ®, and v +— W2(v, i) it follows that ®y (%) — ®x(u,),
W3 (i, p) — Wi (pr, 1) and 6; [, (A2)* — 0. Now, since ®,(v) is itself the sum of two
lower semicontinuous terms, namely ®(») and Av(2)/2, we obtain

lim A\p%(Q) = A\e-(Q) and  lim \Vh 5 | + h 5 — 1)? / Vh, |+ —1)%
In particular 7% — i, strongly in H~1(€). O

Next we derive an Euler equation for problem (5.7.6), which will give a characteri-
zation of the discrete velocity of the scheme. It is useful to begin with the analysis of
the corresponding minimization problem on the whole plane. This way, we can deal with
competitors of the form t4v, which can have some mass outside Q.

Lemma 5.7.2 Any minimizer v of

1
min{@i(u) + ZWQQ(V, 1) v e M (R, [v](R?) < | (@ / |z)? dv < —l—oo}
(5.7.7)
satisfies

~BV((0)") 5 VD = Srh(xa(@) r— i)+ - T (xa(@) e —y)g) in D'(R?), (5.7.8)

where v and vy are the optimal transport plans given by splitting, with the notation of
(5.6. 18) v € Dolv™, ud) and vy € To(v™, g ), where pug and pg are suitable submeasures
of wt and p~ respectively.

Proof.

We perform a variation of the internal part of the optimal measure v along a smooth
vector field & : R? — R2.

Let 91, 9~ be the optimal couple for Wy, such that (5.6.16) holds. If 4y € To(dF, u™)
and v~ € T'g(¥7, ™), we can consider a splitting as (5.6.18). Accordingly, ¥J; denotes the
common part of 97 and ¥~ and

1%@@=ég@—ﬁﬂﬁ+%+ﬁ+%ww» (5.7.9)

Let
v =0+ (L+c€) 40 (5.7.10)

and
Q. ={reQ:z+c€(x) € Q}. (5.7.11)

For small €, I + e€ is injective, and it is clear that v.(R?) = v(R?) and |v.|(R?) = |v|(R?).
Let moreover N .
= (I+ 6, Dy (Xaxa10 ) + Xonxa¥ + 0

B B B B (5.7.12)
7o = (I +¢g, I)#(Xﬂxﬁ% ) + XoaxaYo T 71 -
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We have

Wi (ve, 1) S WRWT + 01+ (14 €)D", 1*) + W0 + 01 + (T4 e€) 40, 10),
but it is clear from (5.7.12) that

v ETWT + 01+ T +c€) v, ut) and 47 € D0 + 0y + (T+e€)ud, 1),
hence

Wiveom) < [ o=y dad +42).

QxQ

We write the last integral as

/ |z —y]? (%“r%):/ Ix+€€(~’v)—y|2dv§+/ e —ylPdyg
QxQ QxN o0 x N

+/ rx+ee<x>—y\2dva+/ e —yPdv
QAxO OOxQ

+/ =yl dOy +1)

=/ e —ylPdyg +2e | &) (z—y)dyg
QxQ QOxQ

+/QXQ|I_?J|2d%_+25/QXQE($)'($—y)d%_+o(£)

+/ =y Ay 1)
QxQ

Then, recalling also (5.7.9),

W (ve, 1) =W; (v, 1) < 2¢ &) -y) d%T+2€/Q &) (r=y) dyg tole). (5.7.13)

So we obtain

2
lim sup Y2 Wer 1) = Wi, 1)) / ¢(

e—0 2¢e

d[my (xe(@)(z —y) (v (2, 9) + 10 (2,9)))](2)-
(5.7.14)

Now for the derivative of ®5(v.), we take advantage of the L*(€2) convergence of 7. to U
as € — 0, which gives the W24(Q) convergence of h,, to h, and, by smoothness of 9, the
C1(Q) convergence as well. We begin making use of the standard equality (5.7.3) about
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the functional ®:
Do (v:) — Po(v)

=v(Q) —v.(Q) + %/Q(hys + h,)(v: —v)

() < 1)+ 5 [ (o (L c€) + hyo (L €)= [ (h -+ b

=v(Q) —v.(Q) + %/(hue o(I+¢e€&)—h, +h,o(I+c€)—h,)dv
Q
1

-3 /Q\Qg(hl,s o (T+¢€) +hy o (T+2€))dv.

But the C'(Q) regularity, using the fact that h, = 1 on 9, yields
/ (hy.,o(T+e€)+h,0(I+¢e€))dv =2v(Q\ Q)+ 0@E)D(Q\ Q) =20(2\ Q) + o).
0\Q.

As a consequence
D (v.) — Po(v) = %/ Vh, -&dv+ o(e).
Q
Since |v:|(©2) < |v|(€2) we have also

CI))\(Va) - (I)A(V) S %/QV]I,, : ng + 0(6). (5715)

For the regularizing term, we make use of the change of variables formula for the push
forward (see for instance [4, Section 5.5]). Since det(J(I+¢e€)) =1+¢eV €+ o(e), we get

TR T

< —35/ PV £+ of1). (5.7.16)
Q

As in the proof of [8, Proposition 5.1], we join together (5.7.14), (5.7.15) and (5.7.16). By
the minimality of v, and considering that we can change sign to the arbitrary vector &, we
find the equality

35 [ #V-g+5 [ Vh-gavr [ € dlmh (al)e— )0 o0+ ()] =0
for any & € C°(R*; R?). O

Corollary 5.7.3 Let v € My p(Q2) be a minimizer of (5.7.6). Then (5.7.8) holds.
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Proof. Let vp be the minimizer of (5.7.7). Since any element of M, ,/(Q) is admissible
for such problem, there holds

@S (vp) + %Wg(yp,u) < ®(0) + %(0, p) Yo e M. u(Q). (5.7.17)
Let 9}, and ¥ be the optimal couple corresponding to vp, such that the infimum in the
definition of W is attained and W3(vp,u) = W05, u™) + Wi(9p,u~). Denote by v}
and 7, the corresponding optimal transport plans. Consider the map V(z,y) = (z,y’),
where 3/ is equal to y if y € Q, and is equal to the first point on the segment from x to y
hitting 00 otherwise; let 6+ and 6~ be the first marginals of W4~} and W47, respectively,

and let v = 07 — 0~. It is clear that v € M, 3 (). We claim that v is the minimum for
(5.7.6). For the proof, notice that ¥ = vp (so that ®3(vp) = ®(v)). Moreover

W3 (07, u™) < WZ(05, 1) and W5(07, u7) < W5 (0p, 1),
since u is supported in Q and the projection decreases distances. As 8% — 0~ = v, we get
Wi (v, 1) < Ws(ve, ).

Combining these facts with (5.7.17), the claim is readily seen to follow. In order to conclude,

it is sufficient to notice that (5.7.8) does depend only on the interior part of the minimizer.
0

5.8 The entropy argument

In this section we are going to prove a key fact: the regularity of the initial datum is kept
by the discrete minimizers. That is, the analogous result for positive measures (in [8])
actually extends to the general real measure framework. For, we need regularity for the
reference measure p in (5.7.6).

From now on, we will say that ¢ is an entropy function if it is nondecreasing, odd and
C' and there hold

z¢'(z) = p(x) in[0,1],

5.8.1
222" (x) > wy'(x) — (x) (displacement convexity). ( )

Given an entropy ¢, we will also consider an even convex function ¢ on R such that

Y'(z) = 2¢ (1) — p(x).

Lemma 5.8.1 Let ¢ be an entropy and let i € M, 3(Q) be such that p = i € L*(Q) and
Jov(R) < oco. Then, for any minimizer pS of (5.7.6), we have

/Q o(10) < / (7).
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Proof. We know that ¥ := i’ has L*(Q) regularity. But in view of the Euler equation
(5.7.8) we can find even more regularity. In fact, since 7 < £?, we know that xq., g7, and
XaxaYo are plans induced by optimal transport maps r; and 7. These maps correspond
to the gradients of two convex Lipschitz functions (defined on R?). Therefore we have
1,79 € BVioe(R?) N L>®(R?) and

Ty (Xe(@) (@ —y)w) =L —r)v*

Ty (xa(@) (@ —y)y ) = T —r)v.
This way (5.7.8) becomes
1 ~ ]_ + 1 _ . / 2
§Vhwsy =—I—-r)v"+ = —ry)v- in D'(R?), (5.8.2)

T /7— T

As 71,75 € L>®(Q), the right hand side is in L*(2). But since Vh, € C°(Q), we have

Vh, v € L*(f), so that by comparison in (5.8.2) we find * € W'*(Q2), and by Sobolev
embedding 7 € C°(Q2). Let us now define

—30V((D)") —

T = T1X{b>0} T T2X{b<0}-

Let us divide (5.8.2) by |7], obtaining v-a.e. in

()

~ 1 1 1
30sgn(v/) s §thsgn(’/)” = ;(7‘1 — I)Xp>oy + ;(7‘2 — I)X{b<0}

which, by definition of r, corresponds to

D)4 1 1
35sgn(1’))v((ﬁy) ) + §Vhysgn(ﬁ)ﬁ = ;(r —1) (5.8.3)
Mind that 7, transports o+ to a submeasure of ™ = ™ € L*(Q) (and similarly for ry),

so 14Vt < ptoand 1oy < 1. Since ¢ is not decreasing on (0,+00), and since the
relations (5.8.1) hold, we have (see [4, Lemma 10.4.4])

/ p(i") — () = / p(rigd’) —o(@") = — | @) tr(V(r — 1))
R2 R2 R2
and
[ o) =e@) 2 [ paym) = 00) 2~ [ 00V - ).
R2 R2 R2
We sum up the last two inequalities using the fact that ¢(0) = 0, so that
/RQ PlED =) =z = | V@) (V= 1)) - LYV =) (5.84)

But 7 and 7 are gradients of convex functions, so that we have tr(V(r; — I)) <
div (ry — I) and tr(V(ry — I)) < div (ro — I), being the divergences in the distributional
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sense (they are measures, as 1, 79 are BV'). Now consider the quantity div ((r1 —1I)x{p>0})-
Formally by the Volpert formula for BV functions (see [3]) we have

div ((r1 — I)Xxps0y) = div (r1 — I)X(bs0y + (r1 — I, ngp—oy) dH' ({¥ = 0}), (5.8.5)

where n denotes the normal. The computation is formal because the level set {7 = 0} need
not be H!-rectifiable. But for almost any € > 0 the boundaries of the sublevels {|7| < &}
are, by the BV regularity of 7. Since we are dealing with integrals of the form

/ WD) dH =0,
o{|b|<e}

where 1)’ vanishes in a whole interval containing 0, we can take ¢ small enough and use the
formula above. As a consequence,

1/1( )div ((r1 — I)x{p>0}) /w )div (11 — I)X{b>0}-

The same for 7~ on {v < 0}. This way, from (5.8.4) we deduce
Lot =) = = [ w@) a9 -1~ [ @) (V.- 1)
> [ W=D [ a1
= — [ ()div ((re = I)xqp>0y) —/ ([P)div ((r2 = I)xqn<oy)
R2 R2
=— [ ¢(Phdiv(r—1)

/1/) (P)div (r — 1)

We make use of (5.8.3) to estimate the last integral, that is, by means of (5.8.3), from the
latter inequality we have

/RQsO(IﬁD — (7)) > —T/Q@D/(]I//\])div {35sgn(ﬁ)

As 1’ is odd and ¥ vanishes on R?\(2 we find

/Q (PN div (sgn(P)Vhy) = / (9) A

Moreover, by convexity of ¢ we obtain

/Qi//(lﬁl)diV(Sgn(ﬁ)th)Z/Q@D’(ﬁ)(hu—?) S/Q@b(hu)—tb(ﬁ) (5.8.7)

MJr%sgn(a)thg . (586)
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Now consider the equation —Ah,, + h, = v in Q. Multiplying by ¢’(h,) and integrating by
parts yields

/Q (1) [V 2 + 4 (h) (hy — B) = 0,

so, with the convexity of 1) on R, we obtain

[ ermaont < [ o) -

Inserting this inequality in (5.8.7) we get

/w |7])div (sgn(¥)Vh,) /w" )| Vh, |2 (5.8.8)

On the other hand, the oddness of ¢’ also gives

/w |v])div (sgn V/V\4> /w [v|)div (’7]4) =
- [ vim)-
|V|

= [yonT2E
Q 7]
where g(z) = ¢/ (z'/*), and so

/ W (|9])div (sgn( )V > <0. (5.8.9)

Inserting (5.8.8) and (5.8.9) in (5.8.6), we find

/Q (7 — o) = 7 / (0| Vh 2 (5.8.10)

Since ¥” > 0 (by convexity of ¢) we conclude. O

Corollary 5.8.2 Let p=p € L®(Q2) and K = max{1, ||fi]l«}. There exists a minimizer
iy of (5.7.4) such that
[firlloe < K, |hy,| < K. (5.8.11)

Proof. Since K > 1 we can construct a sequence ,, of entropies converging monotonically

to
—o0 forax < —-K

plx) =4 for —-K <z <K
400 for x> K.
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Let also v, be such that ¢/ (x) = x¢!(x), with 1/ converging monotonically to oo if
|z| > K. By (5.8.10) we have

(e "(h s)|Vh,s|* < (7).
L@WMHWA%(M\HJ<A¢WW

Now we apply Lemma 5.7.1 to obtain a limit point i, of pl, as § — 0, such that yu, is a
minimizer of (5.7.4). Then, the weak lower semicontinuity of |u| — [, ¢(|u|) in L? yields

Lot +7 [ vt 9h < [ ol < [ clab.

From the convergence properties of ¢, and v, we get |ii,| < K a.e. in Q and |, | < K.
U

Corollary 5.8.3 Let u=p € LP(QQ), p > 4. Then there exists a minimizer ju. of (5.7.4)
with [, belonging to LP()) and such that

17 1y < (72l
Proof. Let us make the following choice for the entropy.

() = x for 0 <z <1,
AUV e+ (p- 11 —2) forz>1,

extended by oddness to negative numbers. By Lemma 5.8.1, we have

(mewsﬁwmu

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.7.1 we know we have a limit point p, of po, as § — 0,
which minimizes (5.7.4). But the above inequality gives weak compactness in LP(2) for
the sequence (7). The weak lower semicontinuity in LP(Q2) of v — [, ¢(|v|) allows to
conclude. g

Now we pass to the limit as § — 0 in (5.7.8), taking advantage of the regularity result.
We are lead to
Lemma 5.8.4 Let p > 4 and p = i € LP(Q). There exists a minimizer u, of (5.7.4)
satisfying
1 1 R
—Vhy, fir = — 7y (xo(@)(r = 9)15) + — 7y (xe(@) (@ —y)p) in D[R, (58.12)
where ¢ € To(ul, ug) and vy € Lol , g ), with respect to Notation 5.6.5.

Proof. By the previous corollaries we know that (5.7.4) possesses a minimizer with L*(Q)
interior part. Then, we can perform the same variational argument in Lemma 5.7.2 and
Corollary 5.7.3 to deduce (5.8.12). O
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5.9 Back to the continuous model

Let us fix the initial datum p° € M, 3/ (Q), let p? = u°. We define a sequence of discrete
solutions p*. At each step, we minimize starting from the interior part of the previous point,
and then we simply add its boundary part. This way, more and more mass is cumulated
on the boundary at each step, and never goes back in the interior of the domain. This
is reminiscent of the analysis of [8], in the framework of probability measures. Indeed, in
such context it is proven that no mass enters from the boundary, by means of energetic
comparison. So, the recursive scheme will be the following. Given a time step 7 > 0 and

pk e M, 1(Q), define vF+! as a minimizer of the discrete problem

1 -
min Oy(v) + =Wi(v,i¥), k€N, (5.9.1)
veM,y (), V| ()<|pk|() 2T

where k' = [i%(2). Since we minimize starting from the internal part of u*, we can choose
V1 satisfying the regularity properties obtained by virtue of the entropy argument in the
previous section. Then we let

Mo r(Q) 3 bt = Lk keN (5.9.2)

T T

Also, we define the piecewise constant interpolation fi (¢) := pH7 for any ¢ > 0. The

following result shows that a minimizing movement does exist, as pointwise limit of 7z_(t).

Proposition 5.9.1 (Existence of a limit curve) There exists a vanishing sequence T,
such that Ti, (t) converges to u(t) € M, ap(€2) weakly in the sense of measures, for any
t>0.

Proof. Since v*+!

T

is a minimizer starting from fi*, we have as usual, for any k,

Wi (vt i) < 2700 (i) — 2r@a ().

T

Since ¥ = P**1 and since @, depends only on the interior part of measures, we find

Wi (vt i) < 270 (f7) — 2@ (). (5.9.3)

T

Let us insert (5.6.17) and take (5.6.7) into account, so
W, ) = WA ) < AMrdy () — AMrdy (7). (5.94)
Of course this also implies
Or(ph) < dA(p°), Vk > 0. (5.9.5)
[t/7]

We introduce interpolation of minimizers fi.(t) := ps'"'. Let t € (ky7, (k1 + 1)7] and
s € (kot, (k2 4+ 1)7], for some ky, ke > 0, with ky > k;. Summing up in (5.9.4) and making
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use of the triangle inequality (mind that W, is a distance), along with (5.9.5) and the
positiveness of ®,, we have

Wi (T (£), fir () = W (7, 2

ko
(k;2 kl Z W2 ,UTa k-‘rl)
k=k1+1
ko
<27(ky — k1) D (Balph ) — @A ()
k=k1+1

S 27'(]{32 — kl)q))\(/,bo)

Hence

Wi (727 (1), fir(5)) < V/2P(O) /|t = s| +7 ¥ s,t € [0,+00).
The discrete C%1/? estimate allows to perform the usual argument of the proof of Theorem
3.4.4 and find a subsequence 7,, — 0 such that in the sense of measures

lim fi,, (t) = w(t) vVt > 0. (5.9.6)

n—o0o

This concludes the proof. O

Notation 5.9.2 The tranportation is described by the cost Wh (11, 1i¥), described through
an optimal couple of measures (JF) 1 (97)¥ ! as in (5.6.16). That is,

Wi (v ) = W), (@7 + W3 ((07)7, (30)5). (5.9.7)
With reference to Notation 5.6.5, we let (J1)*™! be the common part of (JF)*1 and

(97)¥1. The two terms in the right hand side of (5.9.7) correspond to optimal plans
(v5)¥ ! and (y7)%*! and can be split as

(V) =)+ () and (y7)7 = ()7 + ()7 (5.9.8)

Here
()5 e To((W), (ag)s) and  (v1)5 € To((0h)2, (m)),

where (7if)* and (7if)* are suitable positive submeasures of (f+)*, which is their sum.
Similarly for the negative parts.

The discrete velocity of the scheme (5.7.4) (neglecting the common parts) could be defined
by (z — y)/7 with (z,y) € (supp(yg)Et) U (supp(’yo )¥1). The characterization of the
discrete velocity is crucial to interpret our recursive scheme as the discrete version of a
differential equation. But we can no more invoke Theorem 3.4.4, since we do not have
a standard continuity equation for the signed case. Instead, we will see how to obtain a
partial result constructing ‘by hand’ the limiting differential equation.
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In [52], the authors are able to produce solutions to the related model (5.1.5) by means
of a discrete scheme. They take advantage of strong regularity hypotheses on the initial da-
tum, which are preserved during the evolution, guaranteeing good compactness properties.
Here we would like to address the case of mere L™ initial data.

We start by introducing a basic estimate. With the notation above, we have shown
that

Wi (v ’f*17ﬁ’ﬁ>—/m|x—y|2 (O + (o) + D + () (@,9). (5.99)

From (5.9.3), summing the telescopic series, we immediately see that

S OWRWET E) < 210, (1), (5.9.10)
k=0

Hence, each of the four terms in the right hand side of (5.9.9) satisfies the same bound.

The next proposition shows that there is no contribution from the transport plans
v and 7y, which can be thought as accounting for auto-annihilation of mass, in the
subsequent limit process.

Proposition 5.9.3 Let ¢ € C}(Q). Then

T—0

+oo
> / _(6l) = (@) o) () =0

+o0
i > [ (00) - 6la) do )i (o) =0, (5.0.11)
L axQ

Proof. By definition of W,, and taking into account the constraint in the discrete min-
imization problem |vF*1(Q) < [1F](Q), we see that for any k there holds (97)*1(Q) +
(97)1(Q) = |u*|(Q). Then, recalling that (9;)* is the common part of (9+)* and (¥7)*,
it is clear that Y o0 (¥1)F < |p°|(Q) < M, hence

S @ Q) 4 ()@ D) < . (59.12)
k=0
Now we compute
S [0l - ola) oD o) <L1p¢2 / o= yldo 1 o).

With the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we see that the last term is controlled by

/2 / 1/2
(Llp ¢Z/ﬂ Q\x—y\2 )'““(x,y)> (Z/Qﬂd(% )i ,y)> :

k=0
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But making use of (5.9.10) we see that the first factor is bounded by Lipg+/27®,(u0),
while by (5.9.12) the second is less than or equal to v M. Hence

+oo
limsup Y~ [ (6(y) — ¢(x)) d(7)E (2, y) < lim MLipg/2r®, (1) = 0
axQ =0

T—0 =0

Similarly one shows that (5.9.11) holds. O

We will also need the following similar result.

Proposition 5.9.4 Let ¢ € CL(Q). There holds

T—0

nmzo /MW)‘W”(% Ve (@, ) = 0,

and the same for the analogous sum involving (vy )*.

Proof. Reasoning as in the previous proposition, one estimates the sum above by

1/2 / 1/2
(Llp ¢Z/m Q|:r—y|2 )k+1(:v,y)) (Z(yg)iﬂ(aa xﬁ)) . (5.9.13)

k=0

Since no mass on the boundary goes back in the interior of the domain during the discrete
steps, we have

+oo +oo >
SO x ) = SA)(09) < 3 EI09) < 11°)(@) < M.
k=1 k=1 k=1

This shows that the second factor in (5.9.13) is uniformly bounded. The first one is
controlled again by Lippy/27®,(u?), as a consequence of (5.9.9) and (5.9.10). The same
argument gives the thesis if (77)* are replaced by (v ). O

Lemma 5.9.5 (Convergence of the total variation) Let (7,) be a vanishing sequence.
Then there exist positive measures ot (t), 0~ (t) such that, possibly on a subsequence, there
holds

fq (t) =o' (t), 7, ()= o (1), [A, @)= )+ (1) (5.9.14)
Proof. ~ We prove the convergence of positive parts. Then one reasons analogously for

negative parts. Let ¢ be a bounded Lipschitz function over Q. Possibly adding a constant,
we can assume that ¢ is nonnegative. Let

o = / pd(v ) - / o d(iD)",

Ea
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We have, by (5.9.9),

o = / {pl) = pla) dGiDE (o)

<tivte) ([ aeie) ([ - vlaniin)

< Lip(p) VM Wa(vET! i),

which gives, making use of (5.9.10),

Z(G)

k=0

©) VM Zm pETT k) < 2Lip(p) VM @5 (10).

This implies, as 7 — 0, the convergence in measure (on a suitable sequence)
o0
A‘r = Z af—(s{kn—} - fﬁla
k=0

where f € L*(0,+00). Hence, on the suitable sequence, for any ¢ there holds

i dkoun (0.0) [ 70

Next, notice that, by (5.9.2),

d [e.e]
7 ﬁ@dﬁj(t) =) (a¥ = b5)dpry.

k=0

jt (/ pdi (t) — AT([O,t])) <0.

We have a family of monotone functions. We can apply Helly pointwise compactness
theorem (see for instance [4, Lemma 3.3.3]), finding a vanishing sequence 7, such that a
pointwise, nonincreasing limit exists. We shall denote such limit (the part relative to the
first term) by L, (t), that is,

As b’j < 0, we see that

[ edni@) — Lo, =0
Q

The convergence holds for any fixed Lipschitz function ¢. By a diagonal argument we can
find a vanishing sequence, that we still denote by 7, such that

/ edu(t) — Ly(t), Vt>0and ¢ €D,
Q
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where D is a countable dense subset of CP(Q). Then, for any fixed ¢, L,(t) can be extended
uniquely to a weakly continuous linear functional on CY(Q). By the Riesz representation
theorem we conclude that L, (t) = f5¢ do™(t), for some g™ € M*(Q), and for any ¢ there
holds 72" (t) — o™ (t).

Letting o~ (¢) be the pointwise weak limit of - (¢), we also infer the convergence of the
total variation:

7, (O = oft) V20,

where o(t) = o™ (t) + o~ (1). O

Eventually, we are able to produce a limiting equation.
Theorem 5.9.6 (Equation in the limit) The minimizing movement u(t) given by Pro-
position 5.9.1 satisfies

%/L(t) — div (xaVhumeo(t)) =0 in D'((0,+00) x R?), (5.9.15)

where o(t) is a suitable positive measure satisfying o(t) > |f(t)]|.

Proof. Let ¢ € C*(Q). Let us compute the derivative of the step measure fi,(t) (this is
similar to the proof of Theorem 3.5.8). We have, in the sense of distributions,

o i) - 5 ( Jows— | cbdu'i) iy
Joaist = [oat= [oak~ [oant= [ (o) - o) it

where, using the notation introduced in (5.9.8),

Vf“ = (70 )kH (70 )kH + (71 )kH (71 )kJrl

But

So we can write

i o0 =3 5un [ (60~ ot0) o)

(5.9.16)
=i ([ Fotora =t ) < R2)
Let us estimate the remainder R” by writing it in integral form. We have
=5 [0 00— )y = )it i
QxQ
< 2sup V2| [ |z —y i ) (5.9.17)
2 axQ

1 ~
< ésup|v ol Wj (v k+1yﬂlj)
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By (5.9.10) we see that
. k _
171{51 kE_O R:=0.

Together with Proposition 5.9.3 and Proposition 5.9.4 this shows that (5.9.16) can be
written as

/cbdm Z(ﬁkr} (/QxQ Vo(x).z —y)xa(@)d (65 = (10)7 )= y))+ o(7).

(5.9.18)
The Euler equation for discrete minimizers v* of (5.7.4), since 7% = i, reads (see Lemma
5.8.4)

1

~Vhu ()" = (7)) = — (M (xa(@)(z = ) (00 )7) + T (xa(@) (@ = y) (0 )7))

but notice that the first term in the right hand side can be different from zero only on
supp(fi¥)*. Similarly for the second term. Hence we can split the equation in

V() = Tk (rale) (e~ 5)(35)5)
V(1) = k(o) — 5)(05)5)

Substituting in (5.9.18), we find

it Joo 0 = = 3ot [ (F0(o). T a) i) +ofr)

Passing to the limit as 7 goes to zero, along a suitable sequence 7,,, we get (by the interior
regularity of p*, following from the entropy argument)

/cbdu /ww ) do(t) =

where p(t) is some positive measure, pointwise limit of the total variation of u” 7] (see
Lemma 5.9.5), hence satisfying o(t) > |7i(t)| and o(¢)(Q) < |u°|(Q). O



Chapter 6

Stationary configurations for the
average distance functional

6.1 Introduction

In this chapter we consider functionals F(X) defined on the class of all closed connected
subsets of R™ and the corresponding minimization problems

min {F(X) : ¥ closed connected subset of R"}. (6.1.1)

Due to the fact that the class of closed connected sets has good compactness properties with
respect to the Hausdorff convergence, mild coercivity assumptions on F give the existence
of minimizers for problem (6.1.1). We are interested in finding “first order” necessary
optimality conditions satisfied by the minimizers ¥ of (6.1.1).

The case we consider is the average distance functional

F(E) = / dist (7, %) du(r) + X' (%), (6.1.2)

where p is a given finite nonnegative Borel measure over R™ with compact support, and
the penalization term AH'(X) with A > 0 is added to give a suitable coercivity to F and
to prevent minimizing sequences from spreading over all the space. A simple and standard
argument involving Blaschke and Gotab theorems gives the existence of minimizers of F.
Of particular interest for us will be situations when g is a uniform measure over some open
set Q C R™ ie. pu= L")

The average distance term in (6.1.2) comes from mass transport theory and describes for
instance the total transportation cost to move a mass u of residents to a public transport
network Y. This last is the unknown of the problem and has to be designed in order
to minimize F also taking into account the construction costs which here are taken as
proportional to H!'(X). The minimization problem (6.1.1), as well as some qualitative
properties of its minimizers, have been studied in several recent papers (see e.g. [20, 22, 23,
24, 47, 61, 66, 68]) to which we refer the interested reader. Our goal is to find “first order”
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conditions of differential character satisfied by the minimizers of (6.1.2). Such conditions
will open the way to define a natural notion of stationary (or critical) points of (6.1.2). The
main difficulty, which is quite common in shape optimization problems, is that the domain
of definition of this functional (i.e. the class of closed connected subsets of R™) does not
possess any natural differentiable structure, and the usual “first variation” argument has
to be intended in a suitable way.

In the last section we consider a similar case arising from the theory of elliptic equations:

F(X):= /Quz(x)f(a:) dx + \H' (D), (6.1.3)

where  C R? is a given bounded open subset, f is a given L*(Q2) function, and uy, is the
unique solution of the PDE

—Au =f inQ\%
v =0 ondQQuU.

One has to remark that while a lot of properties are known for minimizers of the average
distance functional (see [20, 23, 61, 68]), like partial regularity, absence of loops, topological
properties (finite number of branching points, each of which is a regular tripod), no such
property has been studied for minimizers of (6.1.3).

6.2 Euler equation for the average distance functional

For a compact set ¥ C R" we denote by 7« the projection map to ¥ (i.e. such that
7m(x) € X is one of the nearest point in ¥ to z € R"). This map is uniquely defined
everywhere except the ridge set Ry, which is defined as the set of all z € R™ for which
the minimum distance to X is attained at more than one point. It is well known that Ry,
is the set of non differentiability points of the distance function to ¥ (that is, of the map
r € R" — dist (z,)), and since the latter map is semiconcave, this set is an (H"™ ', n—1)-
rectifiable Borel set [51, proposition 3.7].

We will denote by B,(z) C R" the open ball with radius > 0 and center z € R,
The line segment with endpoints A and B will be denoted by AB, the arc of a curve with
the same endpoints will be denoted by AB (usually in this paper we will deal with arcs of
circle).

To be begin with, we estimate the ascending local slope of (6.1.2), defined by

: F(E) -FE)"
F|(2) := limsu ( ,
| ’( ) dH(E/,E)EO dH(E/, Z)

where dy stands for Hausdorff distance between sets. The following simple assertion is
valid.

Proposition 6.2.1 If u(Ry) =0, one has |F'|[(X) > A.



130 CHAPTER 6. AVERAGE DISTANCE FROM A CURVE

Proof. Let z € ¥ be such that u((7*)"1({z})) = 0 (all but a countable number of points
of ¥ have this property). Let then ¥, := ¥ U I, where I, stands for the line segment of
length & > 0, with one of the endpoints z and such that 7%(I.) = z. Then dgy (2., %) = ¢
and H'(3.) = H'(X) 4+ &. On the other hand, denoting

GE = {Z c R"™ : dist (Z, Z) 2 dist (27-[8)}7

we have that

/n dist (z, 3) du(z) > /n dist (x, 3¢) du(x) > / dist (z, 2) du(x) — epn(G.).

n

Thus
Y)—FE)t - -
|F|(X) > limsup (F () — F(3)) > lim (Ae —ep(Ge)) ’
dH(EE,E)*)O dH<E£; Z) e—0t £
and to conclude the proof it suffices to mind that u(G.) = o(1), because G. \, {z} as
e — 0. ]

The above proposition in fact means that for the functional (6.1.2) no set X is stationary
in the strong sense, i.e. is such that

F(E) = F(E) +oldu(X, X))

as Y’ — Y in Hausdorff distance. In other words there is no differentiability with respect
to dg. Therefore, in search for the natural notion of stationary points of F we have to
restrict the set of admissible variations of . For this purpose let ¢.: R™ — R" be a one
parameter group of diffeomorphisms satisfying

de(r) =2+ X (x)+ 0(e), (6.2.1)

as € — 0, where X € C§°(R™;R"). We will write Euler equation for the functional (6.1.2)
by considering admissible variations of the type ¥, := ¢.(X%).

We recall the notion of a generalized mean curvature from [18]. The generalized mean
curvature Hy of a (H¥, k)-rectifiable set ¥ C R™ (or, in terms of [18], of the measure H*LX)
is the vector-valued distribution defined by the relationship

(X, Hs) = —/divEXdH’“
by

for all X € C5°(R",R"), where div* stands for the tangential divergence operator (i.e.
projection of the divergence to the approximate tangent space of 3 at H*-a.e. point of ¥).
We have then the following result.

Theorem 6.2.2 Let ji be a Borel measure such that u(E) = 0 whenever H" }(F) < +o0.
Then for all X € C§°(R™;R™) one has

g = /n <X(w2(x)),%> dpp — A{Hg, X)

_-,F<E€)
- <X(7r2(x)),Vdist (93,2)> dip — N Hyg, X).

e=0

o (6.2.2)
Rn
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In particular, if ¥ is a minimizer of F, then
/ X (7 (x)) Gt MHy, X) VX € C=(R™R"). (6.2.3)
n TP (x) — ’ ¢ ’
Proof. First of all, we perform the variation for the first term. We adopt the method of

calculation of the derivative of the distance function with respect to the variation of the
set, used in [7, lemma 4.5]. Clearly, for z := ¢.(7>(z)) one has

dist (z,%) = |7%(z) — 2|,
dist (z,3.) < |z — z|.
From (6.2.1) we get, for ¢ — 0,

|z — 2 = (77(z) — 2z + eX (7" (z )),Wz()—x—f—&X *(z))) + o(e)
= |m%(z) — 2> + 2(7”(z) — 2, eX (7 ())> o(e)

= ) (12 o X)) k)

dist (z,%.) — dist (2, %) < |z — 2| — |7%(2) — 2

:5<%,X(wz(@)> +o(e),

Then

and we deduce

lim sup — (dlst (x,%:) —dist (z,%)) < <%,XWZ($))>. (6.2.4)

e—0 15

On the other hand, consider a sequence e, — 07 for v — oo. The set of points x € R"™ for
which both 7%(z) and ¥ () are singletons for any v € N is of full measure x in R™ (the
complement is a countable union of p-negligible sets). For all such x, since ¢. is invertible
for all sufficiently small ¢, let ¢ := ¢_' (7> (x)), so that

dist (z, %)) = |, (¢) — x|,
dist (z, %) < [¢ — =|.

Again we have

6:,() = 2l = 1¢ — 2] = | — x| <\/1 #2508 X(O) ) +ole) - 1)

— e (E25.X(0) + ol
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Therefore,

dist (2, 3.,) — dist (2, %) > ¢, <é:—; X(<)> + o(e,).

Passing to the limit as v — oo, we get

<—7TE(""”) — @ X(WE(;C)>> < lim inf —(dist (2, 5., ) — dist (, 5). (6.2.5)

7> (x) — x|’ V=00 €,

Combining (6.2.4) with (6.2.5), we get for p-a.e. z € R™,

1 () —
lim = (dlist (x, 3.,) — dist (z, %)) = <%,X(ﬂ-2@))>,

so that, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim /(dist(x 5.,) — dist (2, %)) du /<”E<I)_$ X( Z(g[;))> dy

- Y Ev - ) = Ty N m *

v=oo €, Jo o \|m(x) — x|
Since the sequence ¢, is arbitrary, one has

lim & [ (dist (z,5.) — dist (2, ) d —/ )~ X(#Z(x)) ) d

0t £ 0 ) —e ) :u_ o |7TE(3§') —ZL’|7 lu

Finally, we observe that according to Theorem 1.6.6 one has

d k
d_é?H (Es)

:/diﬁXdH’“ = —(Hsx, X),
e=0 »

which concludes the proof. O

We are in a position to give the following definition.

Definition 6.2.3 A closed connected set ¥ C R™ will be called stationary for the functional
F, if (6.2.3) holds.

Clearly, every stationary point depends on the problem data, which in this case is the
measure . To emphasize this dependence, we will further sometimes say for stationary
points for the functional F that they are stationary with respect to p. In the most impor-
tant particular case we will be interested in p is a uniform measure over some open {2 C R”
(i.e. p = L™"Q) with ¥ C €. In such a situation we will be speaking of stationary points
with respect to the set €.
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6.3 Examples of regular stationary points

We will first show that, in sharp contrast with minimizers, stationary points may contain
closed loops (i.e. homeomorphic images of S*).

Proposition 6.3.1 Let pu := L?.B;(0). There exist r < 1 such that the circumference
0B.(0) is a stationary point for functional (6.1.2) if and only if A < % Nevertheless, no
circumference is a minimizer of (6.1.2), since minimizers cannot contain closed loops.

Proof. We set ¥ := 0B,(0) and impose (6.2.3). We choose X to be normal to ¥ without
loss of generality, since only the normal part plays a role in (6.2.3). If we write the integral
term in polar coordinates, the integrand depends only on the angle. Setting A = B,(0)
and B = B1(0)\B,(0), and letting v(x) be the outward unit normal to dB,(0), we get

/Q<X<”E<x))’ %} do = /A (X(7%(2)), v(r™())) dx
- [ X, e @) de

and we can compute
| X))y - [ T / "X (0)] p dpds
1 ) 27

-5 [ @)

and similarly for the integral over B. Moreover,

(o) == [ X @) ) =~ [ X @i

So the Euler equation reads
1 21
<r2 -5 A) / |X(0)]df = 0. (6.3.1)
0

This equation is identically satisfied, if and only if A < 1/2, for r = {/1/2 — X (of course,
A = 1/2 would also be suited for (6.3.1), but it corresponds to a degenerate case when the
circumference reduces to a point).

To show that minimizers of (6.1.2) cannot contain closed loops, and hence the above
stationary points are not minimizers, we may proceed as in the proof of absence of loops in
minimizers of average distance functionals with length constraint (see e.g. [61] or [20, 23]).
In fact, suppose that ¥ is a minimizer containing a closed loop. Then there is a set of
positive length C' C ¥ such that for every x € C' and for every € > 0 there is a closed
connected subset D, C X such that z € D., diam D. = € (hence H!(D.) > ¢) and X, :=
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¥\ D, is connected. We may suppose without loss of generality that u((7*)"*({z})) = 0
for all z € C (since the set of atoms of the latter measure is clearly at most countable).
One has then by triangle inequality

/ dist (7, 5.) du(r) < / dist (2, %) dp(x) + ep((%) (D),
and hence
F(S) < F(B) +ep((m)7H(D2)) — .
Minding that D, \ {z} as e — 07, we get

u((72)7H(De)) — u((7%) 7 ({2})) = 0,

and thus
F(E) SF(XE)+o(e) — Ae
as € — 07, which means that F(3.) < F(X) for small € > 0 concluding the proof. O

Let us now consider another example of a stationary point for (6.1.2) given by Figure
6.1, where the radii of the semicircles are equal to v/A. Here, as well as in all the other
figures, the arrows starting at the endpoints of ¥ indicate the directions of —Hy in these
points.

Proposition 6.3.2 There exists a line segment which is stationary for the region €2 shown
on Figure 6.1.

Proof. In the example of Figure 6.1, points belonging to regions A and B are projected
to the line segment > along the perpendicular, and it is clear that the symmetry of the
domain yields

[ (xS0 as [ (xS0 ) ar=o
for any vector field X € C§°(R"™; R™).

Set X, := (X, e;) and X, := (X, e,), where e;, e, stand for the basis vectors in R2.
Let us compute the contribution of the right unit semicircle:

/D<X(7T2(x))7 %> dz = —/O\FA " X1 (F) cos Opdpdd

—7/2

VA
= —2X1(F)/0 pdp
— X, (F).

In the same way, the contribution of the semicircle C' is given by

[ (xS0 =) w = axim)
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Figure 6.1: Construction of the proof of Proposition 6.3.2

Therefore, .
/Q<X(7r2(:v)),%> dr = — )X, (F) + \X,(E).

On the other hand, at the endpoints £ and F' of the segment, the distributional curvature
is given by dge;, —dpe; where J, stands for the Dirac mass concentrated at the point x
(see [18, 38]), while at all the other points of the segment the curvature is zero. Thus the
curvature term of the Euler equation reduces to A(X;(F) — X (F)), and hence (6.2.3) is
satisfied. O

We now show an example of a set which is never stationary (i.e. it is not stationary for
any ambient set ).

Proposition 6.3.3 The line ¥ made of two segments (not reduced to a single segment),
is not stationary for any open set ) C R2.

Proof. Let P be the common vertex of the two segments (with the aperture 2¢ < 7), R
be a point on one of the two edges, with z := |P — R|. Let moreover S be a point on the
normal to the same segment passing through R, with y := |S — R| located in the region
B in Figure 6.2. Since the whole polygonal line >, and hence P, is in the interior of €2,
it is clear that the rectangle B := PRST (with sidelengths z and y), is all contained in
Q) for all sufficiently small y and z. Let finally () be a point of the intersection of the line
passing through S and R, with the bisector of the angle formed by the two segments of
Y. (see Figure 6.2). Choose now a regular vector field X compactly supported in the open
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Figure 6.2: Construction of the proof of Proposition 6.3.3

segment PR, and normal to it, pointing towards the region B in Figure 6.2. It is clear that
there is no contribution from the curvature term in the Euler equation, since the curvature
of the line segment is zero outside its endpoints. So it remains to check the integral term.
Since |@ — R| = ztan ¢, an easy computation in the suitable coordinate system yields

/B<X(7T2(x)) |7TEE§ m|>dx_ /|X ldx——y/ [ X(0)]d¢
[ (xeen, Y de =[x = s [ IxO

Notice that z can be chosen small enough such that the sum of the above terms is strictly
negative, while

[ e en GG =) e < [ (xwon fs = ) o
+/}3<X(ﬁ<@),%> dz,

that is, for sufficiently small z the equation (6.2.3) is not satisfied. 0

and

It is worth emphasizing that it is still quite easy to find a measure i such that the given
polygonal line is stationary with respect to pu.
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6.4 Examples of irregular stationary points

In this section we will show that there exist 2 and ¥ stationary in €2 such that ¥ has
angular points.

From now on, we will consider sets ¥ made of two arcs of circumference with a common
end point O. We will refer to such sets simply as curved corners. We will say that a curved
corner is convex, if it is a convex curve (i.e. it intersects every line in at most two points).

Proposition 6.4.1 There exists a convex curved corner ¥ stationary with respect to some
open ) C R?.

Proof. Let A > 0 be fixed. Our construction is that shown on Figure 6.3. Namely, the
set X is made by two arcs QO and PO of circumferences with the same radius R and with
centers C'; and Cy respectively. The points P and () are chosen in such a way that both
belong to the line v containing the centers of the circumferences. We denote by 2¢ € [0, 7]
the angle between the normals in O to the respective arcs, pointing away from v. Then
a = 7/2 — ¢ is the angle between v and the ray C;0 (and also, by symmetry, between v
and the ray C20). We also assume the unit coordinate vectors e; and e, to be directed as
in Figure 6.3.
Now let

b:= VR + 2\ - R,

R 2
£(0) = \/2R2+2/\— ( CZZZ“) . 0el0al
ri= \/ﬁ

Notice that r > b. Moreover, fix a k € (0, R(1 — cosa)) and an h > 0 such that

_ /_Z (/_iy(zﬂ T y2)1/2dy> dz =\ (6.4.1)

Consider now the region bounded by ¥ and the segment PQ. It is divided symmetrically
in two regions A and B by the line u passing through O perpendicular to v. Let C' indicate
the region identified by the arc QO, the ray C10, the ray Ci() and the curve defined
by the equation p = f(#) in polar coordinates with center C and the angle 6 counted
counterclockwise increasing from 0 to a. Define D to be the region symmetric to C' with
respect to u. Let E and G be equal rectangles with an edge on v of length k, centered
in P and @ respectively, with another edge of length h, and belonging to the half space
bounded by v and not containing O. Finally, let I stand for the circular sector with center
O and with the radius » bounded by the normals to QO and PO as in Figure 6.3.

Define now Q := AUBUCUDUEUFUG. We will show that ¥ is optimal with
respect to such €2. Let v be the outward normal to QO. Points in B and C' are projected
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on ¥ to the arc QO, and since f(o) =R+band f(0) > R+ b for § € [0, ), we have

/c<X(7TE(x))’ Iizgﬁ> dv = - /Oa /Rf(a)<X(9), v(0)) pdpdd

1(9)
| ) v@pdps+
R+Db
[ (X@).v160)pdpie
but, by the definition of b and f,
/Oa/R (X(0), (60))pdpdd = (%(RMQ} - %R2> /0a<X(6),z/(6)>d9
=[x,

f(0) 2
/ pdp = %(J“(G))2 — %(PmL b = SR 1 (Rcow) :

R+b 2 2\ cosf
For the computation of the integral in the region B, it is easily seen that

Rcosa

B—{(p,@):OS@SQ, SpSR}, (6.4.2)

cos

so it follows that

/B<X(7r2(x)),%> d:c:/oa(X(e),y(g»/:m pdpdd

cos 0

_ % /0 X0, (0)) (R2 _ (RCZZSQO‘f) dé.

Hence one obtains
/BUC <X(ﬂz($>>’ %;:;O dr = —A/;(X(@), v(0))do. (6.4.3)

Now consider the curvature term of the Euler equation. Let Hyx(QO) indicate the

nonatomic part of the curvature of the arc C/Q\O/, i.e. the part not involving the contribution
of endpoints. The term (Hx(QO), X) is clearly equal to

_ /0 " X(0), v(60))do.
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We end up with

/B B <X(7r2(x)), %> dz — \(Hx(Q0), X) =0 (6.4.4)

By symmetry, the integral over region A U D can be computed in polar coordinates
with respect to Cy and v, with angle 6’ counted clockwise increasing from 0 to «, and has
exactly the same form. Reasoning in the same way, one sees the analogy between the terms

(Hg(PO), X) and (Hx(QO), X). It follows that

/A N <X(7TE(:I;)), %> dz — \(Hx(PO), X) = 0. (6.4.5)

Let us now compute the integrals over E and GG. These two regions are disjoint thanks
to the choice of k. By (6.4.1) we get

/E<X(7rz(ar Wﬁ _i|>dx

__Xy(P /Z(/ (2 ) 1/2dy>d (6.4.6)

= AXy(P).

Analogously the integral over G is given by

/G<X(7r2(x)), %> dr = \X,(Q). (6.4.7)

For the integral over F', we consider polar coordinates referred to the center O with the
angle # measured counterclockwise starting from the direction parallel to the ray C;Q), so
that

m(z) —x
75 (@) —af

Then, since in F' the minimum distance from ¥ is always attained in the point O, we get

/F<X(7TE($)) %ﬂx
[r <P/ , (cos 8, sin 0)) pdpdf (6.45)

=—-X5(0 / / sin O pdpdf

= —X,(0)r?sing = —2X\X,(0) sin ¢

—(cosf,sinf), x € F.

Finally consider the curvature terms at the endpoints P and ). We have respectively

(Hs(P), X) = Xo(P), (Hs(Q), X) = X2(Q). (6.4.9)
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T

) (

Figure 6.3: Construction of the proof of Proposition 6.4.1

For the point O, we have
Hyx(0O) = —2cosadpes,

yielding
(Hx(0), X) = —2sin pX5(0). (6.4.10)

Since )= AUBUCUDUFEUF UG and
(Hs, X) = (Hs(QO), X) + (Hs(PO), X) + (Hs(P), X) + (H(0), X) + (Hs(Q), X),

combining (6.4.4), (6.4.5), (6.4.6), (6.4.7), (6.4.8), (6.4.9) and (6.4.10) we see that the Euler
equation (6.2.3) is identically satisfied. O

Next we will show that, for a convex domain €2, if the amplitude of the corner is not
too large, then a set composed of two arcs of circle is not stationary.

We first introduce the notation similar to that used in the proof of Proposition 6.4.1,
but for a generic curved corner ¥ made by two arcs QO and PO of circumferences with
different radii R; and Ry and with centers C; and Cs respectively. Again 2¢ € [0, 7] is the
angle between the normals in O which bound the set of points (we will call the bisector ray
of the latter angle u) in R? having O as the unique point of minimum distance to 3. Let v/
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be a ray starting at C; forming the angle a < 7/2 — ¢ with the ray C;0. We assume that
« is sufficiently small so that v" meets @5 in some point M. In this way the rays v, C170
and the arc QO form a sector of area aR?/2. We also assume the unit coordinate vectors
e; and ey to be directed as in Figures 6.4 and 6.5.

Fix « small enough such that v meets the continuation of u. Consider the ridge set
Ry, of ¥ (i.e. the set of points of equal distance from the two arcs). Note that there exists
a segment OZ with Z € v’ which intersects Ry, only in O (this assertion is implied by
the fact that MRy is a regular curve tangent in O to w). Denote by W the curvilinear
triangle bounded by @, Z0 and ZM. Clearly it contains the set of points T" having the
projection to ¥ on M O. Moreover, they are all projected to MO from the same side (i.e.
either from outside of the circle Bg,(C}) as in Figure 6.4, or from the inner part of the
circle Bg,(C}) as in Figure 6.5). It is important to observe that there are no points with
such a property outside of W. We denote by C' the set of points having the projection to
Y on MO but from the different side with respect to 7.

In this section we will consider a vector field X supported in a small neighborhood of a
subset of MO (in polar coordinates with respect to C; and v/, the points of the support are
contained in the set with angular coordinate 6 € [y, a]). We assume that X be vanishing
in O and have restriction to MO directed towards the outward normal v to the circle
Bg,(C1). Thus in the first member of (6.2.3) the only nonzero terms are the integrals in
the regions 1" and C' and the curvature term restricted to MO.

Proposition 6.4.2 A non convex curved corner is not stationary, for any Q C R2.

Proof. Let ¥ be a non convex curved corner. In this case one of the centers belongs to
one of the rays bounding the cone of points for which the projection to ¥ coincides with O
(let it be C). So the region C'is inside the sector bounded by the arc QO (see Figure 6.4).
If 3 is the angle formed by OZ and OCY, it is easily seen that one can choose the point Z
so that # € (n/2,7). In polar coordinates with respect to C; and v’ for small o one has

then
Rl sin ﬁ
sin(f + a — 0)

(observe that sin 5/ sin(G+ a —0) > 1 since § € (7/2, 1), and o — 6 > 0 is small enough).
We obtain also

W:{(p,9)10<9<a,R1<p< (6.4.11)

A (H, X) = A/j(X(é’), V(0))d = A : X (6)]do.

Moreover, thanks to (6.4.11), we have

J{xeen fgy=5) o

< (e =) o

“ R?sin® 3 9
/90 X(6) (szwm_ 5 Rl) .

N | —
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But for 6 — «, with 3 fixed, we get
R?sin® 3
sin?(3 + a — 0)

Jlxeen g =5)

Therefore it is clear that, for 6y close enough to «, the Euler equation (6.2.3) is never
satisfied for 2. In fact, since

[ {(xwon 580y 20
2 (z) — >

[ (e, S0 a0 2 [ (X, SO
— \MHs, X).

- R% = 0(1)7

implying that

<o ( " 1x(0)] d@) .

o

we have that

Hence, for 6y — « one has

5 m(z) —x B @
/Q<X(7r (m)),—|ﬂ2($)_x|> MHs, X) 27 [ 1X(0)] do

0o

—o(;ﬁxwﬂw),

that is, the right hand side of the above inequality is always strictly positive once 6y is
sufficiently close to «. O

Finally, we show that the condition for a curved corner to be stationary with respect
to a conver €2 is even more restrictive.

Proposition 6.4.3 Let Q) be conver. A curved corner is not stationary with respect to €2
if
4\

—>h 4.12

where b; := \/R? + 2\ — R;, i = 1,2,
1 ks —0
h(y) == / cosle =0) 4y
0

sin cos? 0

In particular, there are no curved corners of amplitude less than or equal to 2, where
v € (0,7/2) is the angle that satisfies

7 cos(y — 0) ,
——2df =
/0 cos? 0 S

S0 v ~ 54°.
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Figure 6.4: Construction of the proof of Proposition 6.4.2

Proof.  If the curved corner is not convex, we refer to the previous Proposition 6.4.2.
Otherwise, let 3 be the angle between OZ and OC,;. This time 8 < ¢, so that once « is
sufficiently small, one has 5+ a < 7/2 (see Figure 6.5). In polar coordinates with respect
to C and v’, we have

Rysin 8
sin(f+ a —0)

Notice that & — 6 > 0 is small and the bound on  gives sin 3/sin(8 + a — ) < 1. The
curvature term in the Euler equation (6.2.3) is given by

W:{(p,Q):O<6’<a, <p<R1}. (6.4.13)

~MHs, X) = A/Q<X(9),y(9))d0 [ 1x)]a. (6.4.14)

Using (6.4.13), we get
S
() x> .

[ fma =) s [ (xee. G

(™
“1X(6)] R%sin? 3
/90 ( U sin? (ﬁ%—a—@))de’

and again for 8 — «, with 3 fixed, we have

2 R?sin® 3
sin?(8 4+ a — 0)

= o(1),
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and hence /T<X<7T2(x))’ %> < 0( 0: |X(0)|d9> ' (6.4.15)

Notice that C' contains a region formed by ©', the ray 10, the arc MO and some arc
concentric to MO but of bigger radius. We express the subset of the boundary of (2
bounding C' in polar coordinates (p, ) with respect to C; and v’ by the equation p =
b1 + Ry + g1(0), where g1(0) — 0 as § — «, and by is the distance between O and the
intersection between 0€2 and the ray C,0, which we denote by S. Then

/C<X(7T2(x)) |7TZE ;—xl dx— /90 /Rﬁbﬁgl (0)|pdpdo

= [ IXO) @Riby B+ 020+ 2(Bs + b)n(0)) O
; (6.4.16)

a

1
= —5(231514-5%) ] | X (0)]do

~ 5 | IXO) (@07 + 20+ )a1(6)) 0

Suppose now that the Euler equation (6.2.3) holds, that is,
) )
X (" W(L>d+/<x S mw
f{xwen fsg=h) e (e Gi=h) e g
= )\(HE,X>

Combining (6.4.14), (6.4.15) and (6.4.16) in the above relationship, by comparison of the
first order terms with respect to fe | X (0)] df as 0y — «, we obtain that

Moreover, by this choice of b; we have

1 (6%
—5(21%1 +b3) 9 |X(0)]d§ = \(Hy, X).
0

From (6.4.17) and (6.4.16), we conclude that

f{xen w5 «

=5 | IXO @07 + 2R+ b)0) d9 =0,

/T<X(7r2(x)), %> dz > 0,

but since
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it follows

[ O (000 + 27 +0)31(0)) 0 > 0.

Minding that X has an arbitrary support in [y, ], this means that
91(0)% + 2(Ry + b1)g1(0) > 0

and implies ¢g;(0) > 0 for all § € [fy,a] whenever « is small enough (since otherwise
g1(0) < —R; — by which contradicts the fact that g should be vanishing as § — «). Hence,
the part of 02 corresponding to the angular coordinate 6 € [fy, a] is, for small «, more
distant from C; than the arc ¢ of the circumference with center C'; passing through .S, thus
satisfying the equation p(f) = R;+b;. Thanks to convexity of 2 we have then that any ray
starting in S, directed inside the cone of points with projection to ¥ in O, and belonging
to a support line to 9 in S, forms an angle not greater than 7/2 with the segment SO
(mind that the angle of 7/2 corresponds to the case when the ray is tangent to o). As a
consequence, the part of {2 which lies in the angle (of value ¢) bounded by w and the ray
0S8, is contained in the triangle V4, formed by u, OS and the tangent in S to o.

Now fix a new vector field X, compactly supported in a small neighborhood of O and
such that X (O) is directed along u. One has

Hyx(0) = éo(mg + 7p),

where 79 and 7p are the unit vectors tangent in O to the arcs PO and é\é respectively
and directed towards P and () respectively. Since

<X, 50TQ> = <X, (5()7’p> = —|X(O)| singp,
we get X A
~MX, Hs(0)) = 2\ X (0)| sin . (6.4.19)

Now compute the contribution given by triangle Vi to the first term of the Euler equa-
tion (6.2.3). For this purpose we use polar coordinates with respect to O and the ray OS,
with 6 € [0, ¢]. It is clear that

V:{(p,e):0§9§g0,0<,0§ } (6.4.20)

cos
Therefore,
by J— 0(1;0
(@), 8N - %0 / 6 / dpdo
[ (. S =) do = —1%00) [Testo—0) [
:__b2|X |/ cos 90299 (6.4.21)
COS

= S HIX(O)h(p)sinee
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Reasoning in the same way with arc PO instead of the arc /P\C/), we obtain the analogous
triangle V5 with

/V <X<7r2(x)), %> dz = —%b%]X(O)\h(gp) sin ¢, (6.4.22)

with by := \/R% + 2\ — Ry. But since ) is convex, and one of the sides of V; (resp. V3) is
in the support line to €2, we have

(7)"HO)NQ C ViU Vs, (6.4.23)

Let us write the Euler equation (6.2.3) with respect to the vector field X. Letting ' :=
(X\{O}) Nsupp X, thanks to (6.4.19) we get

/ <X(W2(x)) m(z) > dz + 2)\| X (0)|sing + cp = 0 (6.4.24)
TR N r =0, 4.
(x2)71(0) |7 () — 2

where by cr we denoted the sum of all the terms in the Euler equation which involve
integrals over I'. Minding the strict inclusion (6.4.23), and using (6.4.21) and (6.4.22), we
obtain

1 N N
—§(bf + 13)| X (0)|h(p) sin @ 4+ 2A| X (O)| sin ¢ + cr < 0. (6.4.25)

Since ¢r contains only integral terms, we have that ¢r can be made arbitrarily small by
choosing a sufficiently small support of X, and hence (6.4.25) may be satisfied, only if

4N

—— <h 4.2

or, in other words, when h(¢) is as in the statement being proven, then the Euler equation is
not satisfied. Finally, to prove the second claim, it remains to observe that 4\ /(b +b2) > 1,
and hence with h(¢) < 1 the respective curved corner is not stationary. U

6.5 Examples of C*! minimizers

In this section we mention an interesting result obtained in [69]: explicit examples of mini-
mizers of the average distance functional are exhibited therein, for the related constrained
problem (that is, with length constraint, rather than a penalization term).

Let X be a C%! simple curve (homeomorphic image of [0,1]), and let €. be its e-
neighborhood. For ¢ small enough it is proven in [69] that, under suitable bounds on
the curvature and the length of ¥ (see Theorem 1.1 therein), the area of Q. is given by
2eHY(X) + me?. Making use of this fact one can prove the following.

Theorem 6.5.1 Let 3 and €. be chosen as above. Let H'(X) = (. If € is small enough,
then X is a minimaizer for

/ dist (z, %) dL2(z)

€

among all closed connected subsets of Q. with H' measure equal to (.
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Figure 6.5: Construction of the proof of Proposition 6.4.3
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We give a brief sketch of the proof. It is shown in [56] that for any @ C R? and any
compact connected I' C R? with H!(T') = ¢ there holds

L2{x € Q:dist (2,T) < s}) < min{L*(Q),2s( + 75°} Vs > 0. (6.5.1)

Let ©2 and I' be as above, with I' C €. By the slicing formula we have

/ dist (,T) dL*(z) = /+OO L2({z € Q: dist (x,T) > s})ds

. (6.5.2)
= / (£2(Q) — L2({z € Q : dist (z,T) < s})) ds.
0
Now let € > 0. Choosing Q = €. and applying (6.5.1) we get
+o0
/ dist (z, T) dC2(x) > / (£2(2.) — min{L3(Q.), 250 + 75} (6.5.3)
. 0

for any compact connected subset I' of €2, satisfying H(I') = £. The crucial point here is
that, as previously remarked, (6.5.1) is an equality, for any s < ¢, if 2 is the e-neighborhood
of I' (for small enough ¢). Hence the set 3 realizes equality in (6.5.3) and the thesis follows.

6.6 Euler equation for the compliance functional

In this final section we derive another first order equation, for a related problem. We
consider the case of a functional arising from the theory of elliptic equations:

F(X) :z/ﬂuz(x)f(x)dm+)\7-{1(2).

Here Q0 C R? is a given bounded open subset, f is a given function, and uy, is the unique

solution of the PDE
—Au=f inQ\X,
u=0 on 02U X.

An integration by parts in the PDE above gives that the compliance term fQ us f dx ap-
pearing in the functional F can be expressed in an equivalent way:

/QuE(x)f(x)dx:max{/Q(2f(x)u—\Vu\z) dx : uEW()l’2(Q\Z)}.

For simplicity we assume that {2 has a Lipschitz boundary and that f € W#(R?). In fact,
we could also consider the case of a p-Laplace operator, and the similarity with the average
distance functional consists in the fact (shown in [22]) that as p — 400 the p-compliance
problem converges to the one with the average distance functional. Here we limit ourselves
to the case p = 2. Also for simplicity we have taken the Dirichlet condition u = 0 on 0€;

all the arguments can be repeated for the Neumann case % =0 on 0f2.
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The existence of a solution to the minimum problem
min {F(X) : ¥ closed connected subset of Q}

follows by an application of the Sverak compactness theorem (see [22]). Here we are
interested, as before, in the first order necessary conditions of optimality.

Following [42, theorem 5.3.2], if ¢. is a one parameter group of diffeomorphisms satis-
fying (6.2.1), setting . := ¢.(¥), u := uy and u. = uy,, we have as ¢ — 0 that *— — v’
in L?(Q), where v’ satisfies the PDE

—Au' =0in Q\ X,
w'=00n0Q, v'=—-Vu-X on X.

Note that the boundary conditions in the above equation are understood in the weak sense,
i.e. u'+Vu-X € Wy *(R?). Therefore, the first variation argument applied to the functional

F gives
0 /
%_7:(26) 0 = /QU fd:L‘ — )\(Hz,X>

Suppose now that Q = QT U Q™ with ¥ € 9Q" N 9Q~. Then, if X, 00 and [ provide
sufficient regularity for u and u’ so that the Green formula can be applied, we have

/ ' fdr = —/ u’Audx:/ Vu'Vudx—/ u'@dH1
ot ot ot pa+r  On

:/ vu’vudx+/vu Xa—dHl
O+ » an

—/ u'@ dH*,
O0+\ (6UY) on

where n stands for the external normal to Q1. But

/ Vu'Vudr = —/ uAu'dx+/ u,@_u dH*
Qf ot oo+ On

. / W2 an,
OQ+\ (6US) on

Thus,

ou ,0u
ufdw—/wﬁ X— dH — / (u——i— ) dH", 6.6.1
/Q+ on 901\ (9QUE) on on ( )

where Vu™ stands for the trace on X of the gradient of u restricted to QF, and " stands
for the trace of the respective normal derivative. Analogously, minding that the external
normal to Q= over 90T N IN~ is given by —n, we get

ou ,0u
' fdr = / Vu~ X— dH' + / (u— +u ) dH?, 6.6.2
/ - on aO+\ (80UY) on on ( )
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where Vu~ stands for the trace on ¥ of the gradient of u restricted to 2~ and — stands
for the trace of the respective normal derivative. From (6.6.1) and (6.6.2) we obtam

/ufdx—/Vu+ X /vu X—dHl

on

since the tangential derivatives of u* over ¥ vanish (because u* = u = 0 on X), we get

/Qu'fd:vz/z<(%)2— (%)Q)X-nd?fl.
aﬂzé(@%Y‘(%an"ww—M%ﬁn

Since this holds for every vector field X, we deduce the Euler equation that must hold for
every minimizer of F:
out\? ou=\>
— ) — | = =\H .
(Fr) ~(5r) A

Remark 6.6.1 In the 1-dimensional case, with 2 = [0, 1] and ¥ made by a finite number
of points (so Hy = 0) in the interior of the interval, the Euler equation says that uy has
symmetric left and right tangents at each element of the minimal .

Recalling that

Hence,

0

5 (%)
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