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Abstract
In this paper we give a new proof of the (strong) displacement convexity of a class of inte-
gral functionals defined on a compact Riemannian manifold satisfying a lower Ricci curvature
bound. Our approach does not rely on existence and regularity results for optimal transport
maps on Riemannian manifolds, but it is based on the Eulerian point of view recently intro-
duced by OTTO-WESTDICKENBERG in [I9] and on the metric characterization of the gradient
flows generated by the functionals in the Wasserstein space.

Keywords: Gradient flows, displacement convexity, heat and porous medium equation, nonlinear
diffusion, optimal transport, Kantorovich-Rubinstein-Wasserstein distance, Riemannian manifolds
with a lower Ricci curvature bound.

1 Introduction

In this paper we give a new proof, based on a gradient flow approach and on the Eulerian point
of view introduced by [19], of the so called “displacement convexity” for integral functionals as

du
S0 = [ cp)aV+eeout), o=, (1.1)
M
where p is a Borel probability measure on a compact, connected Riemannian manifold without
boundary (M, g), V is the volume measure on M induced by the metric tensor g, u* is the singular
part of p with respect to V, e : [0, +00) — R is a smooth convex function satisfying the so called

McCann conditions (see (1.7)) below), and €’(c0) = lim %T) When e has a superlinear growth,

r—-+00

€e'(00) = 400 so that u should be absolutely continuous with respect to V when &(p) is finite.

Displacement convexity for integral functionals. The notion of displacement convezity has
been introduced by McCANN [I5] to study the behavior of integral functionals like along
optimal transportation paths, i.e. geodesics in the space of Borel probability measures &2(M)
endowed with the L2-Kantorovich-Rubinstein-Wasserstein distance.

Recall that (the square of) this distance can be defined by the following optimal transport
problem

W2 (ul, pt) = min{/ d*(z,y)do(z,y) : 0 € (M x M),
MxM (1_2)
o(M x B) = 4°(B), o(B x M) = u'(B) VB Borel set in M},
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for the cost function induced by the Riemannian distance d on the manifold M. We keep the usual
notation to denote by &2(M) the metric space (£(M), W), that is called Wasserstein space;
being M compact, W5 induces the topology of the weak convergence of probability measures (i.e.,
the weak* topology associated to the duality of 22 (M) with C°(M)).

As in any metric space, (minimal, constant speed) geodesics can be defined as curves p : s €
[0,1] — p® € Po(M) between p® and p' satisfying

Wau", 1) = |s —r| Wa(u®, u') VO<r<s<l. (1.3)

A functional & : (M) — (—o0, +0o0] is then (strongly) displacement convex (or, more generally,
displacement A-convez for some X € R) if, for all Wasserstein geodesics {1 }o<s<1 C P2(M), we
have

&) < (1—9)&u’) + s&(u') — %8(1 —s)W3(u°, 1), Vse[0,1]. (1.4)

A weaker notion is also often considered: one can ask that there exists at least one geodesic
connecting u° to u' along which holds.

The term “displacement convexity” arises from the strictly related concept of “displacement
interpolation” introduced by [I5] in the Euclidean case M = R?; in a general metric setting,
property is simply called, as in the Riemannian case, “A—geodesic convexity” (or “geodesic
convexity” if A = 0).

It is possible to show [4] that the measures p® can also be defined through the formula

1 (B) = o ({(z,y) € RYxRE: (1—s)x+sye B}), where o is a minimizer of (1.2). (1.5)

A similar construction can also be performed in a Riemannian manifold [14] 20} [13]: the segments
s — (1 — s)z + sy should be substituted by a Borel map v : M x M — C°([0,1]; M) that at
each couple (z,y) € M x M associate a (minimal, constant speed) geodesic s — ~*(z,y) in M
connecting x to y. We have the representation formula

1 (B) :=o({(z,y) e M x M :4°(z,y) € B}), where o is a minimizer of (L.2). (1.6)

After the pioneering paper [15], the notion of displacement convexity for integral functionals found
applications in many different fields, as Functional inequalities [18, 2, @], generation, contraction,
and asymptotic properties of diffusion equations and Gradient flows [17, 1, 19}, 4. [8, 5], Riemannian
Geometry and synthetic study of Metric-Measure spaces [20, [14].

In the context of Riemannian manifolds it turns out that displacement A-convexity of certain
classes of entropy functionals is equivalent to a lower bound for the Ricci curvature of the manifold.
The connection between displacement convexity and Ricci curvature, introduced by [18], was then
further deeply studied by [I8| @, [I0] [20]; the equivalence has been proved by Sturm and Von
Renesse in [23], who considered the case in which the domain of the functional consists only of
measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the volume measure, and then completed
by Lott and Villani [14] (with the remarks made in [12], where convexity in the strong form has
been proved), who extended the previous results to the functionals defined by on all Z(M).
We refer to the forthcoming monograph [22] for further references, details, and discussions.

The strategy followed by the authors of [9] (and by all the following contributions) in order
to characterize the displacement convexity of entropy functionals relies on a characterization of
optimal transportation and Wasserstein geodesics [16] and on a careful study of the Jacobian pro-
perties of the exponential function which are crucial to estimate the integral functionals along this
class of curves. The lack of regularity of Wasserstein geodesics and the lack of global smoothness
of the squared distance function d? on the manifold M (due to the existence of the cut-locus)
require a careful use of non-smooth analysis arguments and non trivial approximation processes
to extend the results to geodesics between arbitrary measures (see [14], [12]).

The main result is the following



Theorem 1.1 (I) If e € C*°(0, +00) satisfies the MCCANN conditions:

1 .

U= pe'(p) — (elp) ~c00) 0. p0'(p)— (1= 2)U() 20, nimdim) > 1 (1.7)
and M has nonnegative Ricci curvature, then the functional & defined by (1.1) is (strongly)
displacement convex.

(I1) If & is the relative entropy functional, corresponding to e(p) = plog p (which satisfies (|1.7)
in any dimension) in (1.1)), and there exists A € R such that

Ricy (£,6) = ME,&)e, YV eM, VEeTM, (1.8)
then the functional & defined by (1.1)) is (strongly) displacement A-convex.

Remark 1.2 Besides the logarithmic entropy corresponding to e(p) = plogp (and U(p) = p),
typical examples of functionals that satisfy properties (1.7) are

e(p) = migp™, Ulp)=p", m>1-. (1.9)

We recall that assumptions ([1.7) imply the convexity of the function p — e(p) (since the dimension
n is greater than 1, they are in fact more restrictive).

Aim of the paper: an Eulerian approach to displacement convexity. In this paper we
present an alternative proof of Theorem which does not rely on the existence and smoothness
of optimal transport maps and geodesics for the Wasserstein distance.

Our strategy can be described in three steps:

1. Following the approach suggested by OTTO-WESTDICKENBERG in [19], we work in the sub-
space 5" (M) of measures with smooth and positive densities and we use the “Riemannian”
formula for the Wasserstein distance, originally introduced in the Euclidean framework by
BENAMOU-BRENIER [6]: if u' = p' V € £25"(M), i = 0,1, then [19] Prop. 4.3

1
Wit =t { VoL dvds)  Val pt e 28 (M) (1.10)
Ewo.ut) Vo S

where
G0, 1) = {(p7 ¢):peC™([0,1] x M;Ry), ¢ e C®([0,1] x M) -
Dup® + V- (V") =0 in (0,1) x M, ' =p'V}. '

Even though the Wasserstein space can’t be endowed with a smooth Riemannian structure,
(1.11)) still shows a “Riemannian” characterization of the Wasserstein distance on &2§"(M).

2. The second important fact, originally showed by the so-called ”Otto calculus” in [17], is that
the nonlinear diffusion equation

Owpr —AgU(py) =0 in [0, 400) x M, Pl—g = PO; (1.12)

where U : RT — R is the function defined in (1.7) and A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator
on M, is the gradient flow of the functional (1.1} in 73(M). Indeed, corresponds to
the heat equation if U is the logarithmic entropy and to the porous medium equation if U
is defined by (L.9).

Starting directly from and owing to the fact that the flow generated by pre-
serves smooth and positive densities, when Ric(M) > 0 we shall show that the measures
ue = pV € P57 (M) associated to the solutions of also solve the Evolution Varia-
tional Inequality (E.V.I.)

1d*

§EW22(V, p) S EW) = &) YVt =0, v e Py(M), (1.13)



which has been introduced in [4] as a purely metric characterization of the gradient flows of
geodesically convex functionals in metric spaces (and in particular in %5(R?)); here

+ _
(;—tC(t) = lim sup —C(t +h) <)

ns - (1.14)

for every real function ¢ : [0, +00) — R.

When Ric (M) > X (a shorthand for (1.8)), we also show that the solutions of the heat
equation satisfy the modified inequality

1d+ A o
55“’22(1/, ) + §W22(V, pe) < EW) —E(we) YVt >0,ve Py (M), (1.15)

where & is the relative entropy functional whose integrand function is e(p) = plogp. Note

that (1.15) reduces to (1.13) when A = 0. In order to prove ([1.13) and (1.15), we propose

an “Eulerian” strategy which could be adapted to more general situations.

3. The third crucial fact is the following: whenever a functional & satisfies (or, more
generally, (1.15))) for a given semigroup ; : po = poV — p = p:V in Z§" (M), & is dis-
placement convex (resp. displacement A-convex). Thus the question of the behavior of &
along geodesics can be reduced to a differential estimate of & along the smooth and positive
solutions of its gradient flow.

Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we present the main ideas of our approach in the simplified
(finite-dimensional and smooth) setting of geodesically convex functions on Riemannian manifolds.
We think that these ideas are sufficiently general to be useful in other circumstances, at least for
distances which admits a Riemannian characterization as (L.10), see e.g. [11} [7]

After a brief review of the definition of (gradient) A-flows in arbitrary metric spaces (basically
following the ideas of [4]), we present in Section 3 our first result, showing that the existence of a
flow satisfying the E.V.L (even on a dense subset of initial data, such as £¢"(M)) entails
the (strong) displacement A-convexity of the functional &.

Following the strategy explained in the second section, in the last two sections we prove the
differential estimates showing that satisfies (in Section 4) or, in the case of the Heat

equation, (1.15)) (in Section 5).

2 Gradient flows and geodesic convexity in a smooth setting

Contraction semigroups and action integrals. In order to explain the main point of our
strategy, let us first consider the simple setting of a smooth function F' : X — R on a com-
plete Riemannian manifold X with metric (,-)4, (squared) norm |§|£27 = (,&)4, and the endowed
Riemannian distance

1
d*(u,v) = min{/ "'ys\ﬁ ds, 7:[0,1] =X,7°=wv, ' = u} (2.1)
0

In a smooth setting, the geodesic A-convexity of F' can be expressed through the differential

condition )

ds?
along any geodesic curve v minimizing (2.1). As we discussed in the introduction, the direct
computation of (2.2 could be difficult in a non-smooth, infinite dimensional setting; it is therefore
important to find equivalent conditions which avoid twofold differentiation along geodesics. One

possibility, suggested in [19], is to find equivalent conditions to geodesic A-convexity in terms of
the gradient flow generated by F.

F(v*) = A5°2 (2.2)



Let us recall that the gradient flow of F' is a continuous semigroup of (time-dependent) maps

Si : X — X, t € [0,400), which at every initial datum u associate the curve u; := Sy(u) solution
of the differential equation

Uy =—VF(u) Vt>0, wuy=u. (2.3)

It is well known that, when F' is geodesically A-convex, S; is A-contracting, i.e.
d?(Si(u), S¢(v)) < e 2Md?(u, v) Vu,v e X. (2.4)
By the semigroup property, (2.4) is also equivalent to the differential inequality (see (1.14]))

a+

Ecﬂ(st(u),st(v))‘ < \d2(u,v) Yu,veX. (2.5)
t=0

[19] reverts this argument and observes that it could be easier to directly prove (2.5)) by a differential

estimate involving only the action of the semigroup along smooth curves; as a byproduct, one

should obtain the convexity of F. To this aim, they consider a smooth curve %, s € [0,1],

connecting v to u, and the action integral 7 associated to its smooth perturbation

1

2

=) A= (ol o= [ Ards (2.6)
0

where 057, 0;y denotes the tangent vectors in 7., X obtained by differentiating w.r.t. s and ¢ re-

spectively. Since, by the very definition of d,
d*(S¢(v),Se(u)) < (2.7)

and for every ¢ > 0 one can always find a curve 7° so that % < d?(u,v) + ¢ (in a smooth setting
one can take ¢ = 0), (2.5) surely holds if one can prove that

d+

By
dt "

. o : 0
< -2\ 4, or its pointwise version —
t=0 ot lt

Af < —2XAj. (2.8)
=0
Having obtained the contraction property from ([2.8)), it still remains open how to deduce that F'
is geodesically convex. Notice that along an arbitrary curve n*

S E) = (VEG),0017) = ~(0:S: 1)),y 0o (2.9)

applied to n° := 7, (2.9) and the semigroup property S,(v;) = vz, yield

a S S S
%F('Vt) = —(07}, 0s7; >g~ (2.10)

In a smooth setting we can assume that +* is a minimal geodesic; operating a further differentiation
with respect to s, we obtain

" oy & _9

57O &~ 007,0090)|_ = —(Do,07 031}y — (0077, Do, 0)a|_ @1D)
s s _ s s _ 19 s s
- _<D858t7t785’7t >g‘t:0 - _<D6tas’7taas'7t >g =0 - 5&(65'%765%‘/ >g)t:0
o) 10 E3) )
= ——— Al > 8 2.12
20t =0t = Alosy }9’ (2.12)

where we used the standard properties of the covariant differentiations Dy_, Ds, and, in (2.11)),
the fact that at ¢t =0 Dy 0sy; = 0, being v/ = 7* a geodesic.



A metric derivation of convexity. Even if the previous differential argument shows that
implies geodesic A-convexity, it still requires nice smooth properties on geodesics and covariant
differentiation, which could be hard to extend to a non smooth setting.

This is not at all surprising, since the contraction property and its action-differential
characterization do not carry all the information linking the semigroup S to F: in order to
conclude the argument in we had therefore to insert the information coming from (2.9).

To overcome these difficulties, we shall deal with a more precise metric characterization of S
than . As it has been proposed and studied in [4], gradient flows of geodesically A-convex
functionals in “almost” Euclidean settings should satisfy a purely metric formulation in terms of
the Evolution Variational Inequality

fidQ(St(u),v) + %dz(St(u),v) + F(St(u)) < F(v), VveX, t>0. (2.13)

It can be proved (see [3]) that characterizes S and implies the contractivity property .

As we discussed before, here we invert the usual procedure (starting from a convex functional,
construct its gradient flow) and we suppose that there exists a smooth flow S; satisfying (2.13).
The following result, whose proof will be postponed (in a more general form) to Theorem i_ibn
the next Section, shows that F' is geodesically A-convex.

Theorem 2.1 Suppose that there exists a continuous semigroup of maps S; € C°(X;X), t > 0,
satisfying (2.13)). Then for every (minimal, constant speed) geodesic v : [0,1] — X

A
F(y") < (L= 9)F(") +sF(y") = 5s(1 = 5)d* (4%, 7"), Vs €[0,1] (2.14)
i.e. F' is (strongly) geodesically \-convez.

E.V.I. through action-differential estimates. Thanks to Theorem [2.3] it is possible to prove
the geodesic A-convexity of F' by exhibiting a flow S satisfying the E.V.I. . According to
the general strategy suggested by [19], we want to reduce to a suitable family of differential
inequalities satisfied by the action A of (2.6).

The idea here is to consider a different family of perturbations of a given smooth curve = :
[0,1] — X, still induced by the semigroup S. In fact, differently from the contraction estimate
where we are flowing both the points u,v through Sy, in we want to keep the point
v := Y fixed and to vary only u := ~!. If 4* is a smooth curve connecting them, it is then natural
to consider the new families (see Figure 1)

38 =Sau(v*) =75, Ff=F (%) se0,1], t>0. (2.15)

Figure 1: variation of the curve y° under the action of the semigroup S.



Notice that 75 = 7%, 70 = 7% = v, 31 = Si(v}) = Si(u). As before, we introduce the quantities

1
A =04 ;z/t::/o A ds. (2.16)

Theorem 2.2 (A differential inequality linking action and flow) Suppose that for every smooth
curve 7y : [0,1] — X the quantities A Fts induced by the flow S through - o) satisfy

10 ) .
—— A7 S < — o > 0. .
2o A g < As Ay iz (2.17)

Then S satisfies (2.13)), it is the gradient flow of F', and F is geodesically \-convex. Moreover, it
is sufficient to check (2.17) att = 0.

Proof. Let us first observe that (2.17) yields, after an integration with respect to s in [0, 1],

1d _ 1o
§QM+F1}?S_NA&£®' (2.18)

By the semigroup property, it is sufficient to prove (2.13) at ¢ = 0. We choose a geodesic ¥*
connecting v to u and we consider the curves given by (2.15). Since

1 1
dz(v,St(u)) < / /if ds = o, dz(v,u) = / /18 ds = o, Ftl = F(S¢(u)), Fto = F(v),
0 0

(2.19)
by (2.18) at t = 0 we obtain
14+ ° 1 A )
S 2(S,(u), )‘ FFW) — F) < -\ | sASds = —2d*(u,v), (2.20)
2 dt t=0 0 2

where in the last identity we used the fact that v* is a geodesic and therefore A5 = |0s* |2 i
constant in [0, 1] and takes the value d?(7°,v1) = d?(v, u).

Since 73, 1+ = Sst7;, by the semigroup property, 1f S satisfies at the initial time ¢ = 0 for
an arbitrary smooth curve +, then it also satisfies (2.17) for ¢ > O ]

Our last result provides a simple criterion to check (2.17] -

Theorem 2.3 Suppose that the flow S : [O +oo) X X — X satisfies . for any smooth curve
~%, let ’yf,’yt,Af,Af,Fs be defined as in , , and -, and let us set

s 1 : -1 s 2 s |2
D; = 51}}?8}1 (|887sr+h|g - |88r}/sr|g>a (221)
Then 19 9
S —AS+ —FF =sDs. 2.22
gort tgstt T (222)
Furthermore, if (2.8)) holds, then } ~
Dj < -)\A] (2.23)

and (2.17) holds, too, so that F is geodesically A-convez, and S is its gradient flow.
Proof. Let us set

’?tsﬂ' = ST;?? = ’Y;t+77 |33F)/t T| (224)
so that 19
Tion = T O = 0L + WO Dy =g Ay (2.25)




Observe that the identity
z+yl2 =2 +y,y)g+ 22— |y2, Va,yeT,M" (2.26)
yields

~ ~s 12 (2.25) . s 12
S S S S
ten = 0% n g |07 7 haT’Vt,r’g‘T_sh

[2100.52, + h045,.0.42,) + 1032, |2 — 0%)0.32, 7]

g T=sh
xS ] A (2.9) 9 ] As
= 2 (0,3 0650 Gt )|+ Arn — o) B —2h R () + A — oh).
We thus get
1 As As 0 ~ 8 1 As As
%( t+h At) + %F(7t+h) = %( t,sh — At) - 0(1)> (2.27)
so that, passing to the limit as h | 0 we get (2:22). O

Remark 2.4 Notice that the remainder term o(1) in (2.27) is non-negative, so it can be simply
neglected, if one is just interested to the inequality (2.17).

3 Gradient flows and geodesic convexity in a metric setting

In this section we will briefly recall some basic definitions and properties of gradient flows in a
metric setting and we will prove Theorem in a slightly more general framework.

Let (X, d) be a metric space (not necessarily complete) and let F': X — (—o0, +00] be a lower
semicontinuous functional, whose proper domain D(F) := {w € X : F(w) < 400} is dense in X
(otherwise we can always restrict all the next statements to the closure of D(F) in X). We also
assume that F' is bounded from below, i.e. Fiy¢ := inf,ex F(u) > —oo.

A C%semigroup S in C°(X;X) is a family S;, t > 0, of continuous maps in X such that

Stn(u) =Sp(Se(u)), ltilrgst(u) =So(u) =u YueX, t,h>0. (3.1)

Given a real number \ € R, we say that S is the A-(gradient) flow of F if it satisfies

S:(X) € D(F) for every t > 0; (3.2a)
the map t — F(S:(u)) is not increasing in (0, +00); (3.2b)
——d?(S¢(u),v) + %dz(st(u),v) + F(S¢(u)) < F(v), YueX,veD(F), t>0. (3.2¢)

Clearly, if S is a A-flow for F', then it is also a X-flow for every X < A. The next proposition
collects some useful properties of A\-flows.

Proposition 3.1 (Integral characterization of flows and contraction) A C°-semigroup S

satisfies (3.2, b, ) if and only if it satisfies the following integrated form

e)‘(tl_to) 2 1 2
Td (St, (u),v) — id (Sto(u),v) < Ex(t1 — to)(F(v) — F(S, (u))) VO <ty <ty, (3.3
S FAA£D
for every u € X, v € D(F), where E\(t) := fof e dr = . A A= 0?
In particular S satisfies the uniform reqularization bound
1
F(Si(uw) < F(v) + NG d*(u,v) YueX, ve D(F), t>0, (3.4)
A



the uniform continuity estimate
@(St, (1), Sty (w) < 2E 3 (11 — t0) (F(Suyu) = Fir) Vu€D(F), 0<to<ti,  (35)
and the \-contraction property, i.e.

d(S¢(u),S:(v)) < e Md(u,v) Yu,ve€X, t>0. (3.6)

Proof. Clearly yields (3.2a)), being D(F) # 0; and follow by taking v := S, (u)
and can be proved by dividing both sides of (3.3 by ¢; — tg and passing to the limit as
t1 | to. In order to prove the converse implication, let us first observe that for a continuous real
function ¢ : [0, +00) — R

.Gt h) —C(0)
hmmf#

ni <0 Vt>0 = ¢ is not increasing. (3.7

In fact, if 0 <ty < to + 7 existed with § := T_l(C(to +7)— C(to)) > 0, then a minimum point
t € [to,to+ 7) of t — ((t) — ((to) — 0(t — to) would satisfy

lim inf —C(t_—’— h) — (()

o W — 0 >0, which contradicts (3.7).

(3.3) then follows by (3.2d), after a multiplication by e** and choosing

et t
¢(t) = 7d2(5t(u)7v) +/E M (F(Sp(u) — F(v))dr, >0,

and recalling the monotonicity property (3.2b). A similar argument shows that

A

3500, 0) = 3 ) o) + 5 [ S, ) v)dr < (1~ t0)(F) - F(Su(0). 39

for every 0 < tp < t1, uw € X, and v € D(F). In order to prove the A-contracting property, we
apply (3.8) obtaining

dZ(Sh(u)v Sh(v)) - d2(u7 ’U) = d2(sh(u)a Sh(v)) - dQ(Sh(u)a U) + dQ(Sh(u)a ’U) - dQ(UJa U)
h
<A /O <d2(Sh(u), S, (v)) + (S, (u), v)) dr + 2h(F(v) - F(Sh(v))).

We divide this inequality by hA and we pass to the limit as h | 0; the continuity of S;, the lower
semicontinuity of F'; and the semigroup property of S yield

d+

EdQ(St(u),St(v)) < —2Xd*(u,v) Yu,veX, t>0, (3.9)
which yields (3.6)) thanks to (3.7). O

We can now prove the main result of this section: if a functional F' admits a A-flow, then F' is
geodesically A-convex.

Theorem 3.2 (Geodesic convexity via E.V.1.) Let us suppose thatS is a A-flow for the func-
tional F, according to (3.2h,b,c), and let v : [0,1] — X be a Lipschitz curve satisfying

d(y",v*) < L|r — s, 1’ < dQ(WO,’yl) +e? Vrse [0, 1], (3.10)

for some constant € > 0. Then for every t > 0 and s € [0,1]
2

2EA(t)

F(S:(v*)) < (1= s)F(y") + sF(y') - %8(1 —8)d* (7%, 7" + s(1—s). (3.11)



In particular, when v is a geodesic (i.e. v satisfies (3.10) with L = d(7°,~7'), € =0), we have
A
F(y") < (1= 9)F(") +sF(y") = 5s(1 = 5)d* (4", 7", (3.12)

i.e. F' is (strongly) geodesically \-convez.
Proof. Let « be satisfying (3.10) and let us set 7§ := S;(v*). Choosing to =0, t; = t, u := ~*,
and taking a convex combination of (3.3 written for v :=~°, and v := !, we get

At

€ S S 1 S S
S =901 +sd(7.9) = 5 (1= 9 B °) +5d2(7,7Y)) (3.13)
<EO((-9)F() +sF(N) - (). (3.14)
We now observe that the elementary inequality
(1—s)a? +sb* > s(1 —s)(a+b)* VYa,beR, secl0,1], (3.15)

and the triangular inequality yield

(1= 8)d*(v¢,7°) + sd®(vF . 7") - s(1—s) (d(%smo) + d(vf,vl))2 > s(1—s)d(y",7")?. (3.16)

On the other hand, (3.10) yields

(1=5)?(y",7") +5d°(v°,7") < L2s(1 = s). (3.17)
Inserting (3.17) and (3.16) in (3.14) we obtain
M1 2.0 1y E 0 1 s
s (10" — S - ) < B)((1 - P00 + PG - F(p). (3.18)
Dividing then both sides of (3.18]) by Ex(t) we get (3.11); when € = 0 we can pass to the limit as
t | 0 obtaining (3.12]). O

We conclude this section by considering the case when the flow S is only defined on a dense subset
Xg of D(F). In order to prove the geodesic convexity of F' in X by Theorem we first have to
extend S to the whole space X. This can be achieved by a density argument, if X is complete and
the lower semicontinuous functional F satisfies the following approximation property:

VueX du, € Xp: lim d(un,u) =0, lim F(u,) = F(u). (3.19)

We state the precise extension result in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that the functional F' and the subset Xo C D(F) satisfy (3.19) and let
S be a A-flow for F in Xq. If X is complete, S can be extended to a unique A-flow S in X and
therefore F' is (strongly) geodesically A-convex in X.

Proof. Given u € X and a sequence u,, € Xy as in (3.19)), we can define
S¢(u) := lim Sy(u,) Vt >0, (3.20)
n—oo

where it is clear that the limit in exists (being X complete and S; Lipschitz by )
and does not depend on the particular sequence u,, we used to approximate u. Moreover S; is a
semigroup and satisfies the estimate (3.5) and the A-contracting property ; being D(F') dense
in X, it is not difficult to combine (3.5]), and to show that lim o S;(u) = u for every
u € X.

In order to prove that S is still a A\-flow for F in X we have to check in X: we fix v € D(F)
and a sequence v, € X( converging to v with F(v,) — F(v) and we pass to the limit as s — oo
in the inequalities

e>\(t17t0) 1 9
Td (St (un),vn) — id (Sto(un)a”n) <Ex(t1 — tO)(F(vn) — F(S¢, (un)), (3.21)
using the lower semicontinuity of F'. O
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4 Nonlinear diffusion equations as gradient flows of entropy
functionals in Z(M)

We apply the strategy described in the Section 2 to prove the geodesic convexity of the integral
functional in the case of a Riemannian manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature. We therefore
exhibit a smooth flow (induced by the nonlinear diffusion equation on the dense subset
247 (M)) which satisfies the Evolution Variational Inequality (1.13).

Before stating the main theorem of this section let us recall a fundamental result on this kind
of evolution equations, that can be found in [21] [19]:

Theorem 4.1 (Classical solutions of nonlinear diffusion equations) Lete € C°(R") and
U be functions that satisfy the assumptions (1.7) of Theorem . For every py € C>*(M) with
po > 0, there exists a unique smooth positive solution p € C*°([0,+00) x X) to the Cauchy problem

Orpr = BgUlpr), P,y = lim py = po. (4.1)

Moreover, given a one parameter family of positive initial data s — p§ € C*([0,1] x M), the
corresponding solutions p; of the equation (4.1)) depend smoothly on s,t.
For every po = poV € 225" (M) we denote by +(uo) € 29" (M) the measure py = p;V.

The main result that we show in this section is the following:

Theorem 4.2 Let e € C®°(R") and U be functions that satisfy the assumptions (1.7) of Theorem
and let us suppose that
Ric(z) >0 Va e M. (4.2)

The semigroup induced by (4.1) in 25" (M) is a 0-flow in 5" (M) for the functional
50 = [ )V, Yu=pVe2yau. (4.3)

In particular, for every po = poV,v € 25" (M), the measures p: = +(10) = ptV € L5 (M) solving
.1) satisfy the E.V.IL

1d*
In order to prove Theorem[4.2] thanks to the “Riemannian-like” characterization of the Wasserstein
distance provided by (|1.10), we can follow the strategy presented in Section 2, in particular we
want to prove the differential inequality of Theorem Following OTT0’S formalism, we collect
in the next table the formal correspondences between the various objects:

X, Riemannian manifold, with distance d | 24" (M) with distance Wo
a smooth curve v* in X a smooth family p® = p*V € Z2¢" (M)
the tangent vector 0,7° in T,sX the vector field V¢*® where —V - (p*V¢®) = %ps
2 S 2 S
el | e @[ r@ave)
M
V= S5u(v)s W= e = Sa(7) pi = pi V=), g = pp Vo= g = s(p”)
As ~s|2 1s 2 s
Fr) £0) = [ elpyav
(90507 o = ~VF (") —VU(p*)/p* = —Ve'(p*).

The core of the proof of Theorem [4.2)lies in the following lemma:

11



Lemma 4.3 Let u°® = p°V, s € [0,1], be a smooth family of measures in 3" (M) and let i =
PV = o (u®) be obtained by flowing p* along the flow \.1), i.e. p5 = p5, where ps satisfies
9
atﬂt
Let ¢f € C°°([0,1] x [0, +00) x M) be the functions defined by the equation

—AU(p])=0inM, Vsel0,1], t>0; Pio=p°. (4.5)

SVGIVE) = 0gf M [ G@aV@) =0 Vse ) te oo, (40)
M
and let us set

s . s z 2 ~s T T
i .—/M|V¢t< )2 55 () AV (2),

(4.7
D i [ | (Wess 212+ Ric (V82 930)) U (30 + (84 27 (320"(50) ~ U (30} av.
Then, we have the formula
a 1+ s a ~5 ™S
§§A + s —&(p;V) =sD;, Vitel0,+o00),Vse|[0,1]. (4.8)
In particular, if Ml has nonnegative Ricci curvature, then ﬁf < 0 and therefore
ol-, 0 _
&5‘4 +(9 E(P;V) < (4.9)
Proof. Being p; := p$|U:S o We get
2= (Bor+tden) o b= s0i)_, = AU (), (4.10)
2 g 14.6) S
ataaspt ! -V (6t Pt V¢t) V- (p; atv¢t) (4.11)
2 ~s- ~s ~s ~s ~S\7 1S ~s
8?81& P = sl (U (p )%Pt) + Ag U (p§) g —slg (U/(Pt>v : (ptv¢t)> +AgU(Pt)-
(4.12)
Differentiation and integration by parts yield
0 1 7812 =s 1s ~s
875/M§|v¢t‘§pt dV2/<%V¢tvv¢t>gpt dv + 3 /‘V@@ aatﬂt dV =
- [ v gvinsav S s [ acqvaivenay =
B [ mdiave [ (v, <8t,otwt>)¢th+ s [ (v UGV -
B2 [ (a0 G0 =g (VG0 V- G0V3)) G4V (413)
~s 1s s 1s ~5
—s [ aunvazav+ 5 [ ag(1vaE) v av -
~ 7 ~3 ~3 7s\2
= [ UG AV —s | ((VUG).), 8601 + 5 U (58 61)°) 4V
-5 | A (vaR) UG av
~s 7 1 Is Is Is ~s
—— [ (v, van), dV+s/M[2Ag<|wt|§>+<V¢t,mg¢t>g}U(pt>dV+
+s/ ) ( (5 av (4.14)
M
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Applying Bochner formula:
(Vo, VAg 0)5 — 1 (|V6[2) = —[Hess 6[2 — Ric(V, Vo), (4.15)
we get
53 / Vi |2 55 AV +/ (VU(5?), V), AV = sD;. (4.16)

Now we observe that the second term in the right-hand side of (4.16) is the derivative of the
functional (4.3) along the curve s — piV € 225" (M):

0 3 ~ 1(=s ~S\T7 1S ~s 75
S = [ ¢ gty == [ V- vaav = [ vun-véiav @)

and we eventually obtain (4.8).
Finally, when Ric(M) > 0, using the inequality (Ag ¢)* < n|Hess¢[; and (1.7) we easily get
Dj <0 and (&.9). O

Proof of Theorem [{.2 We argue as in the proof of Theorem we fix € > 0 and we choose a
smooth curve (p, ¢) € € (v, p) such that

1 1
/ A3 ds = / / |V¢S|§ p*dVds < Wi (v, u) +e. (4.18)
0 0o Jm

Let (p, QNS) a smooth variation defined as in Lemma , since pYV = p°V = v and j;V = u, for
every t > 0 we have (57, ¢5) € € (v, ut) and therefore

1
W3 (v, ) / / |V<;St|g $dVds z/ A3 ds. (4.19)
0
Integrating (4.9) for s € [0,1] and ¢ € [0, 7] and recalling that ¢ — & () is not increasing, we get
1t 1t
f/ A3 ds — f/ Asds < T(g(y) - g(uT)). (4.20)
2 Jo 2 Jo
Combining (4.20) with and we get
L L2
sWEWpr) = W) < 7(E60) = E(ur)) +2, (4.21)
and, as ¢ is arbitrary,
L Lo
SWEwpir) = W) < 7(60) = £(ur) ). (4.22)

Since the semigroup associated to (4.1)) is translation invariant, (4.22) is the integral formulation
(B-3) of ([4.4).

Remark 4.4 Taking into account Theorem (4.8) perfectly fits with the calculation performed
by [19, Lemma 4.4], which provides the same expression for D;.

Applying now Theorem 3.3 w1th the choices X := P (M), X := £5" (M), F := & (which satisfies
the approximation condltlon , see [3]) we can prove the first part of Theorem

Corollary 4.5 Let & : P5(M) — (—o0,+0o0] be the functional defined in (1.1). If e satisfies
McCANN conditions (1.7) and Ric(M) > 0, then & is (strongly) displacement convex along every
geodesic i : s € [0,1] — p® € Py(M), i.e.

S < (1= $)E() +sE(u") Vs € [0,1]. (4.23)
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5 The Heat equation and the displacement A-convexity of
the logarithmic Entropy

In this last section we prove the second part of Theorem [I.T} we thus assume that the Riemannian
manifold M satisfies the lower Ricci curvature bound

Ric(M) > A ie. Ricg(§,€) > NEf; VEe T, M, (5.1)

and we consider the logarithmic entropy functional

dp
E(p :/ plogpdV, p=— 5.2
= = (52)

corresponding to e(p) := plog p. Since U(p) = p, the Wasserstein gradient flow associated to & is
the Heat equation

0 .
5Pt~ Bepe=0 M, p_;=po. (5.3)
The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 5.1 The semigroup ¢+ : g = poV — e = p:V, generated by the solution of the Heat
equation (5.3) is a A\-flow in P57 (M) for the logarithmic entropy functional, i.e. p; satisfies the
inequality

1d*

5 VB W) + S W) < E0) — ) VE€0,400), ve ZEOMM). (34

In particular, the logarithmic entropy functional (5.2) is (strongly) displacement \-convez, i.e. for
every geodesic u® : [0,1] — Po(M) between p° and p*, we have

) < (1= 9)8() +56(u') — (1~ S)Wf(uo,lf% Vs e [0,1]. (5.5)

Proof. By Theorem 3.3} if is a A-flow for the functional (| in 25"(M) then & is (strongly)
displacement A-convex. In order to prove that is a A-flow, since - b) are immediate, we check
that satisfies the E.V.I. (3.2c) and we argue as in the proof of Theorem and Theorem We
thus fix € > 0 and we choose a smooth curve (p, ¢) € (v, p)

/1 A3 ds = /1/ [V¢®|Z p*dVds < W3 (v, p) + > (5.6)
0 0 JM
By a standard re-parametrization technique (see next Lemma , we can also assume that
Wa(uo,u*) < Liso —sil, L2:= Wi p)+e?  Vsosi€ (0,1 p'i=p*V.  (5.7)
We keep the same notation of Theorem [£.2) and Lemma[4.3] i.e.
i = AV ), Ari [ VRV, Fr = () (58)

where ¢ is family of ' potentials associated to p; as in . Since U(p) = p the term pU’(p) —U(p)
in the definition of DS vanishes, so that in the present case

Di = [ (essiily + Rie(vér,wan) srav S -x [ Waiipiav=-adi,  (59)

(4.8) yields the differential inequality

1
589,4&“ AS+§F5 <0 Vsel0,1], Vt>0. (5.10)
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Multiplying inequality (5.10) by €2*$* > 0 we obtain

190

s 9 st s st rns
350 (e” tAt) + 5 (e” tFt) < 2t eSS, (5.11)
Integrating with respect to s from 0 to 1 we get

d

1Y s —_ ! -
E(§ / et 48 ds) +eME P < / 2Nt e SEES ds, (5.12)
0 0

and a further integration with respect to ¢ yields

I " 1!
5 / e StAS ds — 3 / A ds + Eax(t)& () — t&(v / / N7 €227 5 ds dr. (5.13)
0 0

. —2At
Applying the next Lemma since for A # 0 fo e%“ ds = = 26)\15 = e“sl(kt)’ s(t) :== m,
we get

eMs(\t)

2 W;(/.Lt,y) -

1 &2
S WA, 0) + En ()8 () — 16(v / / e dsdr + 5 (5.14)
Let us first consider the case A < 0: being & nonnegative, the right hand side in (5.14]) is less or

equal than €; since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain the same inequality with 0 in the right-hand side.
Since t71E(t) — 1 as t | 0 and s(0) = 1, we thus obtain

lj<xt 2 ))‘ &) < EW) (5.15)
2 qr \© W v )i eli) = o). '

Being s'(0) = 0 it is then easy to check that

C (Waunm)|_ + AWE ),

% (e)\tS(/\tWVQ2 (e, V)> ‘t:O dat t=0

which yields (5.4).
Let us now consider the case A > 0. By (5.7) we can apply the estimate (3.11)) obtaining

By = () (1= EG0) 4 s () = Ga(1 = W) + g sl - )

< (&) +E@h) + 2,
since s € [0,1] and rs/Ex(rs) < 1. We thus get
1
/ / AT 22T S ds dr < 2Mte?M (t(o@(uo) +&(m)) + 52); (5.16)

inserting this bound in ([5.14) and passing to the limit as ¢ | 0 we find

Ms(At)
2

W3 v) — S WE () + Ens ()8 () — 16 () < 0P (£ (o) + (). (5.17)

Dividing by ¢ and letting ¢ tend to O the second term vanishes, so we obtain the EVI also in the
case in which A > 0. O

Lemma 5.2 Let v, € 25" (M) and let (p,p) € € (v, 1) be a smooth solution of the continuity
equation

gp +V-(pPVe*)=0 in[0,1] xM with p°V=v,p'V=pu and A*:= /|V<;§S p°dV.

15



For every positive function f € C*|0,1]

1 1
Wg(y,u)gLf/O f(s)A®ds, where Lj ;:/O %ds. (5.18)

Moreover, for every € > 0 there exists a smooth rescaling s. : [0,1] — [0,1] so that the re-
parametrized families

pro=p=, ¢ i=sl(r)g="), pri=p'V (5.19)
satisfy

1
(P, ) € €(v, ), Wa(™, @) < Llrg — 1], LQS/ A ds + €. (5.20)
0

Proof. Let us consider the smooth increasing map r : [0,1] — [0, 1]
1
r(s) := LJII/ 7o) ds and its inverse s :=r~' with s'(r(s)) = L;f(s).
0

It is immediate to check that the smooth (reparametrized) curve

p(z):=p (), ¢"(x) =5 (2) (5.21)

belongs to €' (v, u). It follows that
1
W3(v, p) S/ A"dr, where A" ::/ IV¢"|Z 5" dV (s’(r))zAs(T),
0 M

so that

/olArdr = /1As(r) (S’(r))2dr _ /1Assl(r(s))d8 1, /Olf(s)AS L

0 0
Choosing now the re-parametrization s, corresponding to the choice

1 1 1
-(8) i= —, L ::/ Ve2 + Asds, L2 <¢? —|—/ A’ ds, 5.22
f( ) m fe 0 fe 0 ( )

we get

W2(a™, @™) < |ry — r0|/ Ardr = |ry — TO|L?5 / A F2(s(r)) dr < (1) — o) L%,
To

To

which yields (5.20). O
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