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CONTRACTIVITY OF THE WASSERSTEIN METRIC FOR THE
KINETIC KURAMOTO EQUATION

JOSE A. CARRILLO, YOUNG-PIL CHOI, SEUNG-YEAL HA, MOON-JIN KANG,
AND YONGDUCK KIM

ABSTRACT. We present synchronization and contractivity estimates for the kinetic Ku-
ramoto model obtained from the Kuramoto phase model in the mean-field limit. For
identical Kuramoto oscillators, we present an admissible class of initial data leading to
time-asymptotic complete synchronization, that is, all measure valued solutions converge
to the traveling Dirac measure concentrated on the initial averaged phase. If two initial
Radon measures have the same natural frequency density function and strength of cou-
pling, we show that the Wasserstein p-distance between corresponding measure valued
solutions is exponentially decreasing in time. This contraction principle is more general
than previous L'-contraction properties of the Kuramoto phase model.

1. INTRODUCTION

The objective of this paper is to present a contraction property of the kinetic Kuramoto
equation in the Wasserstein metric. The synchronization phenomena exhibited by various
biological systems are ubiquitous in nature, e.g., the flashing of fireflies, chorusing of crickets,
synchronous firing of cardiac pacemakers, and metabolic synchrony in yeast cell suspensions
(see for instance [I], 4]). Winfree and Kuramoto [19] [30] pioneered the mathematical treat-
ment of these synchronized phenomena. They introduced phase models for large weakly
coupled oscillator systems, and showed that the synchronized behavior of complex biological
systems can emerge from the competing mechanisms of intrinsic randomness and sinusoidal
couplings. The kinetic Kuramoto equation has been widely used in the literature [I] to
analyze the phase transition from a completely disordered state to a partially ordered state
as the coupling strength increases from zero. Suppose that g = ¢g(2) is an integrable steady
probability density function for natural frequencies with a compact support (see (Z1]) for
details). Let f = f(0,9Q,t) be the probability density function of Kuramoto oscillators in
0 € T := R/(2rZ) with a natural frequency Q at time ¢ as in [20]. The kinetic Kuramoto
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equation(KKE) is given as follows:
Ohf +0(wlflf) =0, (0,2 €eTxR, t>0,

w[f](H,Q,t) =0 - K/ESID(H - 0*)p(9*7t)d9*7 p(e*vt) = /RfdQ*a

subject to the initial data:
£(6,9,0) = fo(6,9), /fode — 4(Q). (1.2)
T

Note that KKE (1) can be regarded as a scalar conservation law with a nonlocal flux,
and it has been derived from a previously proposed Kuramoto model [§], 20]. However, to
the best of authors’ knowledge, few studies have investigated the qualitative properties of
the KKE, such as an asymptotic behavior and stability of some equilibria.

(1.1)

The main results of this paper can be summarized as follows. First, we present sufficient
conditions for the emergence of completely synchronized states. More precisely, when many
coupled limit-cycle oscillators have the same natural frequency (identical oscillators), and
the support of the initial Radon measure is confined in a half circle, we show that the
measure-valued solution approaches a multiple of the Dirac delta measure concentrated on
the initial average phase value and the common natural frequency value time-asymptotically;
in other words, complete phase synchronization occurs asymptotically. For this purpose, we
lift the finite-dimensional result for the Kuramoto model (KM) to the infinite-dimensional
KKE. Second, we present a contraction property of the KKE in the Wasserstein p-distance
for measure valued solutions with the same natural frequency distribution by using a strat-
egy similar to the one described in [7, 2I]. We define a cumulative distribution function
of a density function f for the KKE, say F', and we derive a new integro-differential equa-
tion using its pseudo-inverse function. Then, we use simple techniques for the optimal mass
transport in one-dimension, i.e., the equivalence relation between the Wasserstein p-distance
and the LP-distance of the corresponding pseudo-inverse of F' in order to obtain the expo-
nential decay estimate of the Wasserstein p-distance between two measure-valued solutions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the Kuramoto
model and its mean-field version (the KKE), and we provide several a priori estimates. In
Section 3, we revisit an existence theory of measure valued solutions to the KKE, and we
present several a priori estimates, in particular, we provide a finite-time stability estimate
for measure-valued solutions in a bounded Lipschitz distance. In Section 4, we show the
emergence of completely synchronized states by lifting the corresponding results for the
KM to the KKE using the argument of the particle-in-cell method. This strategy has been
employed in the Cucker-Smale flocking model in [6]. Section 5 is devoted to the contraction
property of the KKE using the method of optimal mass transport as described in [7, 21].
Finally, the conclusions are stated in Section 6.



2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly review the particle Kuramoto model and its kinetic mean-
field model. Consider an ensemble of sinusoidally coupled nonlinear oscillators that can be
visualized as active rotors on the circle S'. Throughout the paper, we will identify a rotor
with an oscillator. Let z; = eV~ be the position of the i-th rotor. Then, the dynamics
of z; is completely determined by that of phase #;. In the absence of coupling, the phase
equation for 0; is simply given by the decoupled ODE system:

db; .
d_tl = in Le., el(t) = 91(0) + Qlt7
where ); is the natural phase-velocity (frequency) and is assumed to be a random variable
extracted from the density function g = g(Q):

g(—Q) = g(2), spt(g) is bounded

/RQg(Q)dQ =0, /Rg(Q)dQ = 1.

In the seminal work [19] of Kuramoto, he derived a coupled phase model heuristically from
the complex Ginzburg-Landau system. The KM is given by

(2.1)

N
db; K . .
g—QZ—NjEZISIH(HZ—HJ), t>0, Z—l,"' ,N, (22)
subject to initial data:
0;(0) = y0. (2:3)

Note that the first term on the R.H.S. of (2.2]) represents the intrinsic randomness, whereas
the second term denotes the nonlinear attractive coupling. Hence, synchronized states for
system (2.2)) will emerge, when the nonlinear coupling dominates the intrinsic randomness.

The system (2.2]) has been extensively studied over the last three decades, and it remains a
popular subject in nonlinear dynamics and statistical physics (see review articles and a book

[1, Bl 12}, 17, 26] 28]). In [18, [19], Kuramoto first observed that in the mean-field limit(N —
o0), the system (22]) with a unimodal distribution function g(£2) (which is assumed to

be one-humped and symmetric with respect to mean frequency QF := % Zf\il ;) has a
continuous dynamical phase transition at a critical value of the coupling strength K, :
2
K. = ———, in the mean-field limit.
79(0)

Moreover, he introduced an asymptotic order parameter > € [0, 1] to measure the degree
of the phase synchronization in mean-field limit:

t—00 N—o00

N
P 2= Jim Jim [ 37 70|
i=1

and he observed that this quantity 7 changes from zero to a non-zero value, when the cou-
pling strength K exceeds a critical value K... Note that for an initial phase configuration
that is uniformly distributed on the interval [0, 27), the quantity r*° is exactly zero, whereas
for a completely synchronized configuration 6; = 6. for i = 1,--- , N, r°° becomes the unity.
Therefore we can regard r°° as the “order parameter” measuring the degree of synchro-
nization. Before we conclude this subsection, we recall a complete phase synchronization
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result from [I3]. For this purpose, we introduce the diameters of the phase configuration

0 = (61, - ,0xn) and the natural frequency set as follows.
= . —_ - > = ; 7.
Dolt) = max [0:0) = (0], 20, Doi=max |- 0|

Proposition 2.1. [I3] Suppose that the natural frequencies, the coupling strength and initial
configuration satisfy

Qi:Qj, 275], K >0, Dgy:= D9(0)<7T,
and let 0 = 6(t) be the smooth solution to the system (22)-(23]) with initial phase configu-
ration 0y. Then we have

e KDy < Dy(t) < e KDy, t>0, (2.4)

where a is the positive constant only depending on the diameter of the initial phase config-
uration given by
sin Dy

Dy

We also recall the estimate of existence of a trapping region for non-identical oscillators
from [9] as follows.

Lemma 2.1. [9] Let 0 = 0(t) be the global smooth solution to [22)-23) satisfying

D
0<Dyg<m Dg>0 K>K, =%
sin Dy
Then we have
(i) sup Dy(t) < Doy < 7.
>0
(i7) 3 to > 0 such that sup Dy(t) < D,

t>to
where D is defined by

D> := arcsin {%} € <0, g)

Remark 2.1. If we set the average phase and natural frequency of the particles as

1 1
0(t) = > o6i(t), Q= N > o,
=1 i=1

then from the particle KM ([2.2)), one can easily obtain
OP(t) = 62(0) + QBt,  for all t>0.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that QF = 0 using the phase-shift framework.
Then we notice that identical and non-identical oscillators satisfying the assumptions in
Proposition [2.1] and Lemma [21 satisfy

0:(t) — 0.(0) as t— oo, for identical oscillators,
0:(t) € <9§(0) — D>, 62(0) + D‘X’) for all t>ty, for non-identical oscillators.

Note that the conditions and decay estimates (2.4]) are independent of the particle-number N .
For the related synchronization estimates for the KM, we refer to [9, [10], 11, 141 16 221 23].
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We rewrite the system (2.2]) as a dynamical system on the extended phase space T x R
for (0;,€;) : Fori=1,--- /N,

N
do; K dQ;

? — QZ o 3 ; — . —Z e . 2
o ¥ ;:1 sin(6; — 0;), pr 0, t>0 (2.5)

Throughout this paper, we will use the interval [0,27) to denote T = R/27Z, i.e., 0 €
[0,27) implies that 0 satisfies 0 + 277 = 6.

3. EXISTENCE THEORY OF MEASURE VALUED SOLUTIONS

In this section, we briefly review the existence of measure valued solutions to (II]). For
the KM, the rigorous mean-field limit was first done by Lancellotti [20] using Neunzert’s
general theory for the Vlasov equation [24] 27]. Optimal transport arguments allow to
generalize these results in several ways for granular and flocking models [2], [5]. H. Chiba
recently obtained the same mean-field limit based on functional tools [§]. For a later use
and reader’s convenience, we present several estimates for measure valued solutions to the
KKE.

3.1. Measure-theoretic framework. In this subsection, we discuss a measure-theoretic
formulation of the KKE.

Let M([0,27) xR) be the set of nonnegative Radon measures on [0, 27) x R, which can be
regarded as nonnegative bounded linear functionals on C([0, 27) x R). For a Radon measure
v e M([0,27) x R), we use the standard duality relation:

27
(v, h) ;:/0 /Rh(H,Q)V(dH,dQ), h € Co([0,27) X R).

The definition of a measure-valued solution to equation (1)) is given as follows.

Definition 3.1. For T € [0,00), let u € L>([0,T); M([0,27) x R)) be a measure valued
solution to (L)) with an initial Radon measure pg € M([0,2m) xR) if and only if ju satisfies
the following conditions:

(1) p is weakly continuous:
(e, h) is continuous as a function of t, ¥V h € Cy([0,27) x R).
2) u satisfies the integral equation: ¥ h € C}([0,27) x R x [0,T)),
0

(B 0) = G 00 = [ (0 wlpoph) s, (3.1)
where w[p] (0,82, s) is defined by
wlp] (0,92, 5) :=Q — K (s xsin)f . (3.2)

Here % denotes the standard convolution, i.e.,

2
(1 # 5in)0 = / / Sin (0 — 0.)j1(d6s, dS2).
0 R
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Remark 3.1. (i) Let f = f(6,Q,t) be a classical solution to ([ILI)). Then the measure
W= fdQddo is a measure valued solution to (LII).

(ii) Note that the empirical measure

N
1
N . .
wo= ;:1 O0,(t) @ 0,1y,  where (0;(t),Q4(t)) is a solution of (I,
is a measure valued solution to (1) in the sense of Definition 3.1. Thus, the solutions to

the KM (2.2) can be treated as measure valued solutions via an empirical measure. Here,
0, 1s the Dirac measure concentrated at z = zy.

(7ii) Since the density function g(2) has a compact support and the dynamics (LI only
governs the 0-variable, we can see that the projected Q2-support of ur also has a compact
support as well. Under the assumption of the compact support of g, we can expand the class
of test functions to C([0,2m) x R).

(iv) By choosing h = Q in [B1]) (see above comment in (iii)), we have
<Mt79> = <M07Q>7 t>0.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the density function g = g(2) has a compact support and the
initial measure satisfies

<N07 Q> =0,
and let p € L*([0,T); M([0,27) x R)) be a measure valued solution to (IIl). Then for
t >0, we have

<1ut’ 1> = <:u0’ 1> =1, </Lt’9> = </L0’9>7 t>0.
Proof. In [B1]), we set h = 1. Then, the R.H.S. of (BI) will be zero hence, we have
conservation of total mass. For the time evolution of the first moment of 6, it follows from
Remark 3.1 (iv) that
<Mt79> :07 t>0.
We now set h(f) = 0 in (3] and use ([B.2) to get

(e, 0) = (M0,9>+/0<,US,W[MS]>ds
= <M0,9>+/0 ((MS=Q> —K<Ms,(u5*sin)9>>ds

= (u0.6) K /O (tis, (10  5in)0)ds = (1o, 6),

where we used the anti-symmetry of sin(6 — 6,) to determine that (us, (us *xsin)d) =0. O

3.2. A priori local stability estimate. In this part, we recall the stability estimate for
measure valued solutions to (II]) in the bounded Lipschitz distance. This stability estimate
is crucial to the global existence of a measure valued function for the KKE. First, we review

the definition of the bounded Lipschitz distance presented in [I5] 24, 27]. We define the
admissible set S of test functions as

S:= {h:[O,Qw)x]Ri—HR Al <1, Lip(h)g1},



where
: |h(61, 1) — h(02,92)]
Lip(h) := sup
" (01.00)#(02,02) (01, €1) — (62, 22)]

Definition 3.2. [24] 27] Let p,v € M([0,27) x R) be two Radon measures. Then the
bounded Lipschitz distance d(u,v) between p and v is given by

d(p,v) == Sup (s h) — (v, b)|.

Remark 3.2. 1. The space of Radon measures M([0,2m) x R) equipped with the metric
d(-,-) is a complete metric space.

2. The bounded Lipschitz distance d for compactly supported probability measures is equiv-
alent to the Wasserstein-1 distance (Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance) W1 (see [21] ):

Wilnv)i= inf / / / [ 16 =6.,2 - 0.)12(d6.9),d(6.,0.),

where II(p,v) is the set of all product measures on ([0,27) x R) x (]0,27) x R) such that
their marginals are o and v, respectively. Both equivalent distances endow the weak-+ con-
vergence of measures with metric structure in bounded sets.

3. For any h € C([0,27) x R) with |||z < a and Lip(h) < b, we have
<:u7 h> - <V7 h> < max{a, b}d(:u’ V)'

3.3. Existence of a measure valued function for KKE. We briefly present the exis-
tence of a measure valued solution to the KKE using a Lancellotti’s argument [20]. We first
note a simple approximation argument of measures by smooth positive densities. For given
o € L°(0,T; M([0,27) x R)), we set for 0 < e < 1,

i = (L= 2o+ exa) sn = [ a0 = D)2~ D) (1~ o + exw) (@ d),
[0,27] xR

where 7. = (nt,n?), n! is a periodic compactly supported mollifier with period 27 and 72

is a standard compactly supported mollifier satisfying ||n}|| Loz2r) = 1, 2] nwr = 1,

and ygr is the uniform probability measure on rectangle R enclosing spt(ug) such that

R C [0,27] x [-C,C] with C' > 0. It is straightforward to check that

d(ﬂ%)ﬂ(]) = Wl(ﬂ%)’,u(]) —0, as ¢—0

and spt(fg) C [0,27] x [-C¢, C.].

We remark that if spt(ug) C (0,27) x [-C, C], then spt(fg) C (0,27) x [-C¢, C:] using
a standard compactly supported mollifier 7. for sufficiently small . Since [ is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure dfdf) and with connected support, then for
all ¢ the initial approximated measure jij can be approximated by a Dirac comb of uni-
form masses. This means that there exist point distributions {(HfON, Q3 N)}i:l,..., ~, whose
dependence on N is elapsed for clarity, such that

. ~c ~e,N\ _ ~e, N _
ngmood(ﬂg,#g y=0, g ZéfonQE,N. (3.3)
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Then we solve the KM with N-particles:

do; ™ K& e
——= Qo — ~ > sin(0;N — 05Y), —— =0, t>0, i=1- N, (34)
j=1

with initial data:
N N N e, N
(077(0),9277(0) = (63, g )-

With solutions (Hf’N(t),Q?N(t)) of ([B4), the approximate solution ,&f’N for the measure
valued solution can be constructed as a sum of Dirac measures, i.e.,

N
en 1
T Z_; Bgeu 1y ® Do 4 (3.5)

The results of [20] 24, 27] imply the continuous dependence with respect to initial data
for measure valued solutions. Therefore, there exists a constant C' depending on 1" and the
initial support of the measure uj, 3 such that

d(py, 17) < Cd(pg, 1) (3.6)

for all t € [0,7]. As a consequence of (B.6]), we have the convergence of approximate
solutions and particle approximations to the measure valued solution of (L.II):

d(iis, ip™) < Cd(ag, ag™)  and  d(jig, ) < C d(fi, po)-

This obviously yields

~e,N _e,N -~ .
(g™ ) < C(d(fg™ s f15) + dpo, f15)) -
Hence we first let ¢ — 0 and then letting N — oo to have
d(ﬂi’N7 Nt) — 0.
Therefore we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the initial measure g € M([0,27) x R) and let Y be the ap-
prozimate solution constructed by [B.D)). Then there exists a unique measure valued solution
ue € M([0,27) x R) to ([T such that py is the weak-x limit of the approximate solutions
uiv as N — oo, i.e.,

. Ny
Jimd(pe, ) = 0.

From now on, let us assume that the initial measure is a smooth absolutely continuous
measure with respect to Lebesgue with connected support. These assumptions can be
eliminated by standard mollifier approximation as above. Therefore, we will proceed by
working on smooth solutions and obtaining estimates depending only on quantities that
pass to the limit in the weak-* sense, and thus, stable estimates under this approximation.
To avoid too much repetition, this procedure will not be specified in the proofs below and
the statements of the results will be written directly for measure valued solutions.



4. ASYMPTOTIC COMPLETE SYNCHRONIZATION ESTIMATE

In this section, we present an asymptotic synchronization estimate for the KKE (L)
by lifting corresponding results for the KM (22]) using the argument of the particle-in-cell
method [25] discussed in the previous section.

Let p € L*([0,T); M([0,27) x R)) be a measure valued solution to (LII), and let R(t)
and P(t) be the orthogonal 6 and Q-projections of spt(u;) respectively, i.e.,

R(t) := Pyspt(p), P(t) := Paospt(ue),

Then it is easy to see that

We also set
Dyg(uy) = diam(R(t)), Dq(pe) := diam(P(t)), M(t) := (i, 1),

0u(t) = s ). ult) = 7 . 9).

We observe from Lemma [B1] that

M(t) = (pe, 1) = (po, 1) = M(0) = 1,
and since Q.(0) = 0, we obtain

Q(t)=0 and 6.(t) =6.0), t>0.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that the oscillators are identical and let pg be a given initial proba-
bility measure in M([0,27) x R) satisfying

(po,0) =m, Dp(po) <m, K>0.
Then the measure valued solution p to (L)) - (L2) with an initial datum pg satisfies

Dy(put) < Dy(po)e ", t>0,

where .
sin Dy(po)

Dy (po)

Proof. We use the approximation argument in Theorem [B.] giving a initial particle approx-
imation uév defined as in (8.3]). Then, it follows from Proposition 2.1l that the approximate
measure valued solution p¥ € M([0,27) x R) satisfies

DG(:UI{V) < DG(NéV)e_K&Nt7 t>0,

a =

where
 sin Dy (pf))
Do (")
Since Theorem Bl implies that d(pus, ) — 0as N — co. Hence, Do(p)) — Dg(pt) as
N — oo and we obtain the desired result. 0

Remark 4.1. Throughout the paper, without loss of generality, we assume that (pg,0) =7
in order to avoid any possible confusion arising from the periodicity of 0. In fact, if the
oscillators satisfy the assumption in Lemmalf.1] (or Lemmali1), the orthogonal 6-projection
of spt(ui), R(t) is confined to the interval (0,2m) for all t > 0 (see Remark [21). This
property will also be significantly used in Section 5 (see Lemma[Z2Z).
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We now show that the measure valued solution to the system (I.I]) for identical oscillators
will converge to a multiple of the Dirac measure concentrated on (6.(0),£2.(0)) in the phase
space (6,9). We set

Hoo(dB, dS2) = Jg,(0)(0) @ Ja,(0)(£2)-

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the oscillators are identical, and let py € M(]0,27) x R) be a
given initial probability measure satisfying

0.(0) =7, Dg(uo) <m and K >0.
Then the measure valued solution p to (LI)) with initial datum pg satisfies
Jim d(p, proc) = 0,
where d = d(-,-) is the bounded Lipschitz distance defined in Section 3.
Proof. Let h = h(0) € C([0,27)) be any test function satisfying
|h]|ree <1, Lip(h) < 1.

Then h can also be regarded as a test function in C([0,27) x R). Then we have

[ o) - [ hOc(ds, )
[0,27] xR [0,27] xR

- " hOn(a)  hi)| < / 7160~ xlju(d9) < Dyljuo)e K.

where we used Lemma 1], and fi;(df) is a f-marginal of the measure y, i.e.,

in(d0) = /IR (6, dSY).

This implies that
d(pu, poo) < Do(po)e " — 0, as t — 00.

5. STABILITY ESTIMATE OF THE KKE

In this section, we present the strict contractivity of measure valued solutions to the KKE
by using the method of optimal mass transport [7), 21] 29]. The strict contractivity result
generalizes the L!-contraction result for the KM in [9].

5.1. Alternative formulation of the KKE. In this part, we derive an alternative form
of the KKE, which is more convenient for deriving estimates in terms of the Wasserstein-
distance. First, we study the existence of an invariant set for the KKE.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that the initial probability measure pg and the coupling strength K
satisfy

Do (po)
sin Dy (po0)
Then, there exist to > 0 and D> € (0, F) such that the measure valued solution p to (LI))
with initial datum pg satisfies

0 < Dy(po) <m, 0< Dq(po) <oo, K>

D@(Mt) éDooy tZtO
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Proof. We apply the argument similar to that in the proof of Lemma Il Let N > 0 be
given. Then we have the following approximation ,uév for po:

1 N
= N Z 591‘0 ® 00
=1

We now solve the Cauchy problem for KM:

d9
— =+ = Zsm t>0,
dQ
dt
subject to initial data (6;(0),€2;(0)) = (0i0, o). Theorem Bl implies that

=0.

d(pe ') =0 as N — oo,

and thus, Dy(u) — Dg(us) and Do(u) — Dq(p) as N — oo. Hence we can take N
large enough such that Dq(u))’) and Dg(u)) satisfies the conditions of Lemma 21 Thus,
we find that there exist tév > 0 and D>V such that

Dy(ul¥) < DNt > 1) for N large enough,

where
D Doo,N D N
to : o) ~o DT .= arcsin [M] € (0, E).
KSIHD@(MO ) — Da (i) 2
We now let N — oo to obtain the desired result. O

In the remainder of this section, from Remark [£.1] we assume that
R(t) c (0,27) and t>0. (5.1)

Under this assumption the solution is given by a smooth particle density function f (6, Q,t)
in L' for all t > 0. For a given €2, we consider a one-particle density function f as a function
of . Then we define the pseudo cumulative distribution function of f:

0 ~
F(0,0,1) ;:/ F(0.,0,60d8,  (6,0,1) € [0,27) x R x Ry,
0

and a pseudo-inverse ¢ of F(-,Q,t) as a function of 6:
o1, Q,t) :=inf{0: F(0,Q,t) >n}, n€0,9(Q)].

As long as there is no confusion, we use the notation F~1(n,$2,t) = ¢ as the pseudo inverse
of F' as f-function. Then it is easy to see that

F(o(n,Q,1),Q,t) =n. (5.2)
Lemma 5.2. Let p be a measure-valued solution to (LI)-(L2l), and let ¢ be the pseudo-
tmverse function of the cumulative distribution function F'. Then we have

(1) max{6 | 6 € R(t)} = Qlax P(9(€), Q2,1).
(77) min{@ | 0 € R(t)} = gl};rtl( #(0,Q,1).

(15i) max ¢o(g(2),Q,t) — min ¢(0,Q,t) < D>t > t.
Qespllg) Qespllg)
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Proof. Since the estimate for (i7) is similar to that of (i) and the estimate for (iii) follows
from the estimates (i) and (ii), we only provide the proof for the estimate (i). For notational
simplicity, we set
Or :=max{0 | 0 € R(t)}.
Then, by definition of s, we have
Orr = max{0 | 0 € spty(f(0,Q,t)) and 2 € spt(g)},
where spty(f(0,€2,t)) is the O-projection of spt(f(6,€,t)). This yields
O = max{p(g(©2),,t) such that Q € spt(g)},

by definition of the pseudo-inverse function. This completes the proof. O

Next, we derive an integro-differential equation for the pseudo inverse ¢. It follows from
(ET) that the smooth solution f(6,9Q,t) to (LI)-([L2) satisfies

f(O,Q,t):O, QGthZO
We differentiate the relation (5.2)) in ¢ and use 9pF = f to get

OFO.0.0)| o+ 0.0, |, sy 2O 21 =0
This yields
1
8t¢(777 Qa t) = —W@F(e, Q, t) ‘equ(n o)
1 O=p(n,Qt)
= o Lt
FCE) 19:(?(%% x @IANER]

2
04K / / sin(0, — ¢(n, 1) F(0, 0, 1)d0.dY  using EI)

—Q+K// sin(p(nx, Qs t) — (0, Q,t))dn,d2.,

where we used 0, = ¢(ns, Q. t) and relation (5.2) to see f (0, ,t)dd, = dn.. Hence, the
pseudo-inverse ¢ satisfies the following integro—diﬁerential equation:

Orp = Q + K/ / sin(g, — ¢)dn.dS.. (5.3)
where we used abbreviated notations:
bx = DN, Qs ), &= P(n, Q,1).
The following results is a simple consequence of the change of variables and Lemma [B11

Lemma 5.3. Let pi; be a measure valued solution to (LI) - (IL2]) with an associated pseudo-
tmverse function ¢. Then, we have

g(€2) g(2)
/ / bdndQ = / 0114(d0, dQ), / / bdndQ = 0,
RJO R JO
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5.2. Strict contractivity in the Wasserstein distance. In this part, we present the
proof of the strict contraction property of the KKE.

For the one-dimensional case, it is well known [7, 29] that the Wasserstein p-distance
Wy (p1, p2) between two measures p; and po is equivalent to the LP-distance between the
corresponding pseudo-inverse functions ¢ and ¢o respectively. Thus, we set

Wip1, p2)(2,1) := [[@1(+, 2, 1) — d2(, 2, )l 10,9y, 1< p < 00

Since W, (1, p2) depends on €2, we introduce a modified metric on the phase-space (6,€):

Wi, 12)(8) = [[Wlp1, p2) ()| oy, 1< p < 0.

Below, we assume that the density function g(£2) has compact support. Then, it is easy to
see that Wy, (1, p2) is a metric that satisfies

Jim W, 12)(6) = Woo g, ) (8), - £20. (5.4)

Recall that the sgn function is defined by

1, x>0,
sgn(z) =< 0, x=0,
-1, x<0.

Lemma 5.4. Let ® be a measurable function defined on [0,g(Q)] x R satisfying

|D(n, )|<— and // 2)dndQ = 0.

Then for 1 < p < oo, we have

[ @m\“w@%@%@%ﬁ%“w@%ﬁm]

X sin( (”*’Q*)2_ (n, Q))dn*dndQ an < —= / / n)|Pdnds2.

Proof. For notational simplicity, we set

O :=P(n,Q), O, :=P(n, ), and
—1 —1 . q)* - d
ANy 0i, Q,Q) = [|PP sgn(P) — [P, |P sgn(@*)} sm( 5 ),

and we decompose the domain [0, g(2)] X R as the disjoint union of three subsets:

Pi={nQ) | ®(n,Q) >0}, Z:={nQ) |20 =0}, N:={1n9Q) |e(H Q) <0}

Then it follows from the condition fR Og @ ®dnd) = 0 that

/]@\dndQ:/ 1®|dyd. (5.5)
P N
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We use [0, g(Q
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| xR=PUZUN to obtain

g(Q 9(€)
/// / A1, 14, Q, Q) dndn,dQdS,

“(f.r

/ / / / A1, mx, Q, Q) dndn, dQdS
NxP PXP NXN ZxZ

distinct signs same signs

We now consider the following sub-integrals separately.

I(A,B) =

A, e, Q, Q) dndn,.dQdQ., A,Be{P,Z,N}.
AxB

We claim the following:

[ Case | A| B | I(A,B) < I
1 |P|z —EE) [ 1D, [Pdn.dS.
HEE —EE) [P, dS
m |z |p —EB) [ pdndn
VHER —EE) [ |o[PdndQ
V | PN —L\L(P) [\ |®Pdnd2 + LIN) [ |®s |Pdn, S,
+ [o [RPLdndD [y @] dnd + [ @ [P~ dn,d. [, |®]dydS
VI |N | P —1 _E(N) Jp |@PdndSy + L(P) [, |®u|Pdn.dS,
+ [p 1@~ dndQ [\ |®u]dnedQ + [ | @[~ dnud€s [ [@]dndQ
VIL [P | P ——{ ) [ |®PdndS + L(P) [ |®.[Pdn.dS,
— Jp [OP A [ | |d.dS. — [, |@,[P dn.dQ, [ |@]dndQ]
VIIL | NV | N ——{ ) [y [®PdndQ + LN) [\ |, |Pdn.ds,
— [y 1P~ dndQ [y |@ldn.dQ — [y [P~ dned s [ !‘I’\dndﬁ]
X 2|2 0

where £(A) denotes the Lebesgue measure of the set A:

We also note that

L(P)+ L(Z // 1dndQ = /(Q)szl.

Case I: In this case, we use the definition of A(n,n.,2,,) and the inequality

to determine that

L(A) ::/AldndQ.

. 2 ™
sinx > —u, for x € [0, _]7
s 2

P, 1
A1, 04, Q, ) = —| @, P71 sin% < ——|D,|P.
T
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This yields

1 Z
HRZM;_/m|@mmmawm=—9%{/@$wmm.
x P

T JPxz
Case II - Case IV: The estimates are basically the same as in Case 1. Hence, we omit
their estimates.

Case V: In this case, we have

A7 Q0 = 4@w*+@w*nmo%%§g>

1
< ——(lof + 1. + 2P |2, + . o).

This yields the desired result.
Case VI: Once we interchange P +— N, the same estimate holds.

Case VII: In this case, we need to consider two subcases:
Either ® > ®, >0 or &, >d > 0.

By considering each case, we have

A, ne, Q) = (\@;p—l—@*v’*)sm(

1, oo -
e (e M (L Ml )

(I>*—<I>>

1
= ——(1oF + 2.7 — [P0, — . ]).
This yields the desired result.
Case VIII:: The estimate is exactly the same as in Case VII. Hence we omit its estimate.

Case IX:: The estimate is trivial.

We now add all cases and use (5.3 to find

Q(Q*) Q(Q)
/// / A1, mx, Q, Q) dndn, dQdS
R JR JO 0

2
<-2(cr)+£(2) (// [B[Fdnde2
g(€2)
:__//’ B[P dyd.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that two initial measures ug, vy € M([0,27) x R) and K satisfy

(Z) 0< DQ(V()) < Dg(uo) <m, /
[0,27] xR
1 1

sin Dy (o)’ sin Dg(vp) }’

O

O10(d6, d2) — / Bu(d8, ) —
[0,27] xR

(17) K > Dg(uo)max{
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and let g and vy be two measure valued solutions to (LI - [L2) corresponding to initial
data po and vy, respectively. Then, there exists to > 0 such that

=~ 2K cos D
Wp(pe,v) < exp | — f(t - to)]W (ftgy Vio), t>to, 1 <p < oo.

Proof. First, we consider the case where p € [1,00). Note that the Wasserstein distance
in one-space dimension is equivalent to the LP-distance of its corresponding pseudo inverse
distribution function. Remember that we are assuming that the solutions are smooth, hence
it is more convenient to obtain the LP-estimate from equation (B.3]). Denoting by ¢;, i = 1,2
the pseudo inverse functions associated to ,ut and 1 respectively, we get

aﬂbz =Q+ K/ / sin @bz* ¢z)d77*dQ*y

for ¢ = 1,2. Then the above equations imply that

Or(p1 — ¢2) K/ / Sln (14 — #1) — sin(da. — <Z52))d?7*d9*7

_ 9(S2) Gra —P1 P2 — P2\ . [ D1 — D1 P2 — P2
=2K /R/O coS ( 5 + 2 > sin ( 5 — 5 > dn,dS,.

We multiply (5.6) by psgn(¢1 — ¢2)|¢d1 — ¢2[P~! and integrate over [0, g(€2)] x R using the
symmetry (n,Q) <= (1, ) to obtain

d
—H<Z51—¢2Hip

_ng/// / Cos <¢1*—¢1+¢2*—¢2>Sin<¢1*—¢1_¢2*—¢2>
x (|1 — p2lP~'sgn (b1 — ¢2) — [d1s — dos [P~ sg0 (P14 — B24)] ]dn*dndQ*dQ'
It follows from the proof of Lemma [(5.4] that for all a, b € R,

b
(o~ sena) — o sgn(®) s (22 <.
On the other hand, Lemma 5] implies that there exists tg such that
Dy(p) < D%, Dy(ve) < D>, t > to,
and we use Lemma [5.2] to obtain
max ¢1(g(2),2,t) — min ¢1(0,Q,t) < D>,

(5.6)

Qespt(g) Qespt(g)
max  ¢2(g(2),2,t) — min  ¢(0,Q,t) < D, t>tg.
Qespt(g) Qespt(g)

Then, this yields

0 < cos D™ < cos <¢1*_¢1 + ¢2*2_¢2> )

2
Hence, we obtain

d (o.0]
EWI — ¢l < 2pK cos DT

7. /RXR /Og(m /Og(wsin <¢1* ; P2 D1 ; ¢2>

where
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x (o1 — @o|PTsgn (d1 — d2) — |P1s — doulP 'sgn (d14 — Bou) | diudnd 2, de.
If we set & := ¢y — ¢9, then
|, — @] < P14 — d1] + |P2n — Po| <2D®° <7, t>to.

Since pg, vy have the same center of mass, it follows from Lemma 53] that

g(2)
// DddndQ) =0, t>tg.
R Jo

Thus, we can apply Lemma 5.4l with ® = ¢1 — ¢ to obtain

d — 2pK cos D*° —~
— W (e, ve) < —piwzﬁ’(ut,ut), t > to.
dt T
This yields
= 2K cos D> —~
Wp(pe, ve) < exp < - (t— t0)>Wp(:utov Vty)- (5.7)

In the case of p = oo, we use (5.4) and (5.7) to obtain

—~ 2K cos D*° —~
(= 5 10)) Waolag o).

Woo (e, vt) < exp
This completes the proof for smooth solutions. As mentioned above a simple approximation
argument as in Subsection 3.3 finishes the proof for measure valued solutions. O

™

Remark 5.1. The assumption in Theorem [51] on the initial measures to have equal mean
in @ is not restricted. Due to Lemmali3, the mean in 0 is preserved in time. Thus, we can
always restrict to the equal mean in 0 case by translational invariance of (LI).
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