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DUALITY THEORY AND OPTIMAL TRANSPORT FOR SAND
PILES GROWING IN A SILOS

LUIGI DE PASCALE AND CHLOE JIMENEZ

ABSTRACT. We prove existence and uniqueness of solutions for a system of
PDEs which describes the growth of a sandpile in a silos with flat bottom
under the action of a vertical, measure source. The tools we use are a discrete
approximation of the source and the duality theory for optimal transport (or
Monge-Kantorovich) problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let € be a bounded, convex open subset of R? with 2 < d € N, let g : 9Q — R
be a bounded lower semi-continuous function, and let f € L*(0,7T, M(2)) with
0 < f. We denote by M(Q) the set of Borel measures on € with finite total
variation. When f is time constant we will prove existence of solutions (u, y, v) of
problem

( (PDE) O — div(D,,up;) = f — v in R4x]0, T7,

. : |Du| <1 in Q2x]0, 77,
(C): Constraints { |D,,ul =1 p-ae. in Q for ae.t €0,77,

< g(z) in 00x]0,T],
x

_ » (B1) 0 <u(x,t)
(B): Boundary conditions { Z (@) vae (n,t) € Qx)0,T],

(B2) wu(x,t)

| (I): Initial conditions u(-,0) =0 in 2,

(1.1)
with the regularity (EIEI)E

w e L0, T, Wh(Q)), dyu € L=(0,T, M(Q)),

pe L0, T, M*()), v € L=(0,T, M+(94)). (1.2)
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A function u as above is, in particular, in C([0,T7; LQ(Q))E which gives sense to
the initial data ((LI),(I)).

In these equations Du denotes the spatial part of the derivative while 0;u is
the time derivative of u. The divergence is only spatial and is intended in the
distributional sense. The meaning of D,,u will be given later and should be seen
as the part of Du which is relevant for the measure pu.

As usually the equality given by (PDE) must be intended as

d
— u(-,t)p() de + /Dmu - Dy dpy = / odfy — / ¢ dvy, inD'(0,T)
dt Jga Q o0

for all ¢ € D(R?). Here D(A) denotes the space of smooth functions compactly
supported inside A.

The function u will be proved to be unique, we will show that the problem above
is equivalent to a variational inequality in the spirit of the original paper [29]. One
of the main tools will be the duality theory for optimal transport problems. This
approach will allow us to study some form of uniqueness and mild regularity for
(. More precisely, we will prove the two following results:

Theorem 1.1. Let f € L>(0,7, M(Q)) and (u,p,v) satisfying (1.2) with the
boundary condition (I1,(B1)), and assume u(-,t) € Lip,(2) a.e. t.

Then (u, i, v) is a solution of (L) if and only if (I) is satisfied and f; —Opu(-,t) €
Ol (u(-,t))a.e. t €]0,T].

This last condition means that u is a solution, a.e. t, of the following mazximization
problem:

max{(f — du(-,t),v) : veE Lip,(Q), 0 <v(x) < g(z) on 0N}. (1.3)

Moreover (L3) is the dual formulation of the mass transport problem ({{.4)) and to
any optimal choice of v corresponds a unique optimal p defined by:

1
o) = [, [ o =9+ sply —al ds dulay) Vo € Cl@)
o’ Jo
where 7y (together with v;) is any solution of (4.4).

Theorem 1.2. Let f € L>(0,T, M(R2)) be constant in time. Then (I1) admits
a solution (u, i, v) satisfying (I.3). Moreover u is unique and dyu € L*(Qx]0,T)).

The results above will be proved by approximating f by a finite number of point
sources.

The differential system ([LT)) has been proposed several years ago in [29] to
describe the growth of a sandpile on a bounded table under the action of a vertical
source here modeled by f. In the model the sandpile is described as composed
by an underlying standing layer, here modeled by w and a rolling layer which is
here modeled by p. The material rolls downhill only when the standing layer

2see, for example, [22] page 54
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reaches a critical slope which is characteristic of the material. This critical slope,
here, is normalised to 1 and the conditions (C') gives account of this aspect of the
behaviour. Together with the boundary conditions (BC') the system models the
growth of the pile inside a silos with wall on 0f) of height ¢g. At some point the
sandpile will reach the top of the wall and the sand will start to fall out. The
measure v describes where this will happen and how much sand will fall out from
each point. So at the beginning we expect v; to be 0 while after some time the
sandpile will stabilise and 0,u will become 0 and v will have the same mass of f.

Allowing v to have sign (which is equivalent to assume that an additional source
of sand may appear on the boundary) could bring to a loss of uniqueness as shown
in the following example.

Ezxample 1.3. Take d = 1, Q =]0,1[, f = 0, T = 1 and ¢ constantly equal to 1.
Obviously (u, u,v) = (0,0,0) is a solution, but we may also take for instance:

(:L’,t) = (t — :L’)l{(x t)'x<t}(x t) v, = —tdy,

/ o(x,t) du(z / / (1 —s)x)x dsdx Vo € Cy(]0,1]).
[0,1]

The choice of f in the space of measures aims to model situations in which
the source has dimensions much smaller than the sensitivity of the measure in-
struments. A possible example from daily life is a hourglass where sometimes the
passage for the sand is small at the limit of the imperceptible.

A different approach to this problem is currently pursued by other authors [18].

Remark 1.4. When f is a measure it may happens that p is not better than a
measure as shown in several examples in |5, [7]

As every model, this one is well suited for some situations and it fails in others.
An accessible description of several models (included the one we consider), may
be found in [27] together with several more references.

Most of the literature is concerned with the Dirichlet case (also known as table
problem) with a source f € LP(Q). In that case the system describes a sandpile
growing on a table without walls. At some moment the pile reaches the boundary
of the table and the sand start to fall out stabilizing the pile. The standard
approach consisted in proving that in a regular setting the system is equivalent to
a variational inequality which may be written as

f— 0w € 0l (u) (1.4)

and then proving the existence and uniqueness of a solution u of (L4) for a wide
class of f. For example, this has been done by Prigozhin in [29] where existence
and uniqueness of u (for the table problem without walls) is proved under the
assumption f € (L*0, T, W'*(Q)) which is wider than the space we consider.
Nevertheless, the meaning of p is less explicit in that work. Making the link with
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optimal transport, and making use of the duality theory, allows us to give sense
to p when f is a measure.

A similar model for a sandpile growing under the action of a finite number
of sources was proposed earlier in [3] and in several unpublished notes by the
same author. The ODE arising from that approach was studied in [4] and in the
same paper LP approximations as p — oo of the problem were also introduced.
The same kind of approximations are used in [24] to study the problem for more
general sources and to establish a first relationship with the optimal transportation
problem.

For the table problem a setting similar to the one of this paper is used in
[28], 23] for a source f € L'(0,T, M(Q)). The same papers contain some theory for
numerical approximations as well as numerical simulations. One of the difficulties
one has to face when f is a measure (in the space variable) is due to the lack
of regularity of u. The approach of N. Igbida avoids this problem by working
with the flux and introducing some weak formulation of (ILT]). To deal with this
lack of regularity of u, we use the tangential calculus with respect to a measure
introduced by Bouchitté, Buttazzo and Seppecher in [7].

Convergence toward equilibrium in the table problem is studied in [12] . Then,
stationary solutions are studied, with or without explicit mention of the sand piles
model, in [8 5 O] 10, 11} 17, 15, 14]. There is still much work to do toward a
complete understanding of the time of convergence to equilibrium when the source
is not too regular or controlled from below. The literature on the silos problem is
not so rich. Some partial result together with numerics is contained in [13].

Here we choose to start from an empty silos. The theory would be the same (up
to technical details) if we assume any initial condition ug which satisfies |Dug| <
1. If |Dug] = 1 on a set of positive measure then one enters the domain of
collapsing sand piles which is different from the one we are considering and is rich
of interesting problems (we suggest to start from [24] and to follow with the papers
in which that paper is cited).

Finally a remark on the convexity of €. It is clear that the problem would be
interesting also in non-convex domains. Some results for stationary (equilibrium)
solutions is contained in the recent paper [16] which also consider some anisotropic
generalization. Here the assumption of convexity is crucial in section 5 where we
use shortest line connecting internal points of ) to some point on 0f2 determined
by the values of g.

Notations : The Euclidian norm on R¢ will be denoted by |-|. For any A subset
of R, 10, T or R?x]0, T[, we denote by:

e M(A) the bounded measures supported in A, M*(A) being the subset of
M(A) of non-negative, bounded measures,

e For any vectorial measure o € M(A,R"), we will denote by |o| the total
variation measure associated to o,
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e C(A) the set of continuous functions on A while C,(A) denotes the set
of continuous bounded functions on A equipped with the infinity norm
| - ||lss the smooth compactly supported functions on A will be denoted by
D(A) :=Cx(A).

For any functional space F, we will use F’ for the topological dual of F. Slightly

abusing notations, we will write (1, ) rm(a).c,a) for (11, ©) ¢, (4)y ¢, (a) for any (u, ¢) €
M(A) x Cy(A).

2. TANGENT SPACE TO A MEASURE AND INTEGRATION BY PARTS

When u is not regular enough the product of Du and a measure p does not
make, a priori, any sense. Indeed Du may be not defined on a set which has
positive p measure. Here we report few useful notations and results from [7]. This
will give sense to D, u appearing previously.

Let n € MT(R9). We can set as in [7]:

Xy = {0 € LyR)? : div(yn) € M(R)},
T,(z) :=n—essU{Y(x): ¢ € X,},

where the divergence is intended in the sense of measures. More precisely ¢ €
L} (R is in X, iff there exists a constant K such that:

Dy(x) - (z)dn(z) < Kll¢| Ve € DRY).

R4
For ¢ € D(R?), the tangential gradient to 1 at x of ¢ is defined as:
Dyp(x) := P)(z)(Dy(x)) n-a.e.x, with P,(z) := orthogonal projector on T, (x).
As shown in [7], the operator u € D(R?) — Dyu € (L2) can be extended by
setting:
w=: Dy < (v, € D(RY) : v, — v uniformly, D,v, — w in (Lf])d).
The tangential Sobolev space H; is then define as the domain of D,.. By definition

any vector field in X, belongs to the dual H,- 1 'and then the following integration
by parts formula holds

Dyu(x)-(x) dy(x) = (=div(yn), u) g1 g for all u € H) and ¢ € X,. (2.1)
Rd ’
Ezample 2.1. Assume n € MT(Q) and let u € WH>(Q). Denote by v any contin-
uous, compactly supported extension of u to R?. It is easily seen that v belongs to
H% and that D,v will be the same for any other compactly supported extension of
u. We denote by D,u := D,v. We have: |Dyu(x)| < ||Du|l« n-a.e.xz. Moreover,

1) rewrites as:
/QDnU(ZE) () dn(z) = (=div(¢n), u) m),c,) for all ¥ € X,
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Remark 2.2. In order to build some notion of space-time tangential gradient, we
could have chosen some notion of space-time tangential gradient, to set for any

p € L2(]0, T[, M(RY)):
Xp = {¥ € LL(R*x]0,T[)* : div(ypp) € L®(0,T, M(R%))}.

Nevertheless, the result will be exactly the same. Indeed, for any ¢ € Li(]Rd x]0, 7)<,
the following equivalence holds:

e x, e Y(,t) e X, forae.t€l0,T].
Let us prove this equivalence. Assume that ¢(-,t) € X, for a.e.t €]0, T and take
¢ € D(RY), h € D(]0,T[) then:
T
[ [ oo venaute. = [ a0 [ Dot vt gy
0 d

Rd
<K [ Ol < 5 [ 180 Ol

This means exactly that i) € x,. The other implication is straightforward.

3. DUALITY AND OPTIMAL TRANSPORT

The results contained in [5] (see also [25]) suggests to consider the maximization
problem (3.1)) defined below. Its link with our problem will appear clearly in
Theorem The set Lip,(Q2) is defined by

Lip, () == {v € Lip(RY) : v(y) —v(z) < |z —y|in QU xQ}.
Following [5], we prove Proposition 3.1l Theorem and Proposition 3.3l

Proposition 3.1. Let u € Lip, () and p € M(Q). Then the following extremal
values coincide:

max{(p, V) m@)c,( @ vE Lip;(2), 0 <v < g on I} (3.1)

inf {/ dlo| +/ gdvt: —divo =p—v in ]Rd} . (3.2)
ceM(Q,RE),ve M(09Q) Q 90

Note that any sequence (v,), of admissible applications for (3] is uniformly
bounded on 02 and as it is in Lip,(2), it is uniformly bounded in €. The existence
of a maximizer is then easily proved.

Proof. Let us introduce for any (p,q) € C(992)? the following perturbation func-
tional:

H(p,q) := —sup{(p, V) m@) e, : v € Lip;(Q), v+p <g, 0<v+qondQ}.
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Now compute the Fenchel transform of H on a couple (p*, ¢*) € M(9Q)?:

H*(p*,q") = sup {{0",0) mo9).con) + (0" ) mo).con — H(p, q)}
p,q€C(9)

=supsup {(p*,p) +(¢",q) + (p.v) : v € Lip,(Q), —g<v, p<g—wvondQ}.
p,q

v

= sup {Sup{<p*,p> +{¢",q): —q<v, p<g—vond}+(pv): vE Cipl(ﬂ)}

v p,q

— Supv,p{<p_q*>v>+<p*>p> v eﬁzpl(Q)’ pﬁg—v} lfq* Sov
400 elsewhere.

It is easily seen that H*(p*, ¢*) # +oo only if p* > 0. Let us assume this condition
is satisfied. We have:

H*(p*,q") < (p*.g9) +sup{{p —p" —q¢",v) : v e Lip,(Q)}.

Let us show the opposite inequality. Let (g,), a sequence in C(02) converging to
g at any point of 92 with g, < g. Then, by taking p = g,, — v we have:

H*(p*,q") > lim gn(x) dp*(z) +sup {(p — p* — ¢",v) : v e Lip,(Q)}.
n—-+o0 89 )

Finally the equality follows using Fatou’s lemma and we have:

H*(p",q") = (p*,9) +sup, {{p—p* —¢*,v) : v € Lip,(Q)} ifp*>0and g <0;
P4 400 elsewhere.

And, by standard duality (see [5]):

(p*, 9) + infoe pare {/ dlo|: —dive = p—p" —¢" in Rd}
Q

if p* > 0 and ¢* < 0;
+00 elsewhere.

H*(p*,q") =

It can be easily proved that H is convex. Let us check that it is l.s.c. Let
(Pn, Gn) € C(00)* converging uniformly to (p,q) € C(9Q)?. For any € > 0 take
vy, € Lip(Q) e-optimal for H(p,, q,) that is such that H(p,,q,) > —{(p,v,) — €.
Possibly extracting a subsequence, we may assume:

lim inf H (pn, gu) = lim H(pn, qn).
From the regularity of v,, and the bounds on 0f2, we get:
Un() < Sua%{ly — 2+ 9(y) —pa(y)} < diam(Q) + [|g — pnllos,
ye

vn(2) = inf {—|y — 2| — gu(y)} = —diam(€2) — [|gn||co-
yeIN
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As (vy,), is an equicontinuous and bounded sequence, by Ascoli, a subsequence of
(Un, )k Of (vy), converges uniformly to some v € Lip,(€2) admissible for H(p, q).
Then:

hmlan(pnvqn) Z hm <p7 Unk> —&= —<p,U> — € Z H(p7 q) -

n—-+00 —+00

By sending € to 0, we get the lower semi-continuity of H. The result then follows
from the equality H(0,0) = (H*)*(0,0). O

Theorem 3.2. Let p € M(Q).
(i) Assume that (u, p,v) € Lip;(Q) x MH(Q) x M(9Q) is a solution of

—div(uDu) = p—v in R |Dyu(z)| =1 p-a.ex, (3.3)

with{Ogugg on 0,

U(SL’) =0 v -aeux, u(x) = g(x) vtoa.e. r. (34)

Then u € argmax(B1) and, setting o = D, up, we have (o,v) € argmin(3.2).

(i) Moreover, if u € Lip,(Q) and (o,v) € M(Q)* x M(9) are optimal solutions
of (31) and (32) then setting = |o|, we have:

{ o= D,up and |Dyul =1 p— ae,

u=0 v -aex, ulx)=glr) vi-ae . (3.5)

Proof. (i) With the assumptions above, u and (¢ = D,uu,v) are admissible for
BI) and [B2). An integrating by parts (see (Z1])) leads to:

{p, uypm@) ey = (—div(uD,u) + v, U>M(§),c(§) = /Q |Duu|2 dp + /69 u dv

= /d|0|+/ g dv'.
0 20

By Proposition B.1] this implies the result.
(ii) By Proposition B.Ik

(0, U) M), /dﬂ+/
o0
(=div(o) +v) e = [ dn+ [ ala) a7 @

(~divio) i) wmem — [ di= [ o) dt @) [ ulw) avlo)

this implies

and
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Finally, integrating again by parts (see again (2.1])):

do _
[ D) 0 =1 dute) = [ (o)~ u@)avt @)+ [ u@av(a). 36)
Q H e e
To conclude, we notice that on the one hand as w is in Lip,(2)
do
D, u(z) - @(x) —-1<0, praex

on the other hand, on 092
g(x) —u(z) > 0 and u(z) > 0.
This inequalities, combined with (B.6]) give (B3.5]). O

The following proposition shows that (B.I) can be seen as a variant of the dual
formulation of the classical Monge mass transportation problem (see [1] or [31] for
instance):

Proposition 3.3. Let p € M(Q2). Then the extremal value (31) coincides with
the following extremal one:

| min {/ |z —yldy(z,y) +/ gdv* | mpy = p~ + vt miy=pt + V‘} :
YEMT(QXQ),reM(00Q) OxQ a0
(3.7)

This is a consequence of classic duality in the L' theory of optimal transport
(see for instance [5]) which implies the following equality:

min@B.7) = min {Wi(p~ +v,pt +v7) + / g dvt} = inf(32). (3.8)
veM(99) 19)
Where W, is the Wasserstein distance:
Wi(p~ +vTp" +v7) =
min {/ |z —yldy(z,y): my=p~ +v, mfy=pt+ V‘} :
yeMH(QxQ) (Jaxq
We have the following result:

Lemma 3.4. (i) Let (v,v) € M(Q2xQ) x M(09) be a solution of (37), then
it exists a unique o € M(Q,R?) such that (o,v) is a solution of (3.2):

1
(o, ¢>M(Q,Rd),cb(Q,Rd) = /92/0 O((1—=s)r+sy)-(y—x) dsdy(v,y) Vo € Cb(QaRd)-

On the contrary, if (o,v) is a solution of (32), it exists v such that (v, v)
is optimal for (371) and the previous expression of o holds.
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(ii) Let u optimal for (31) and o as in (i). Then u is differentiable |o|-almost
everywhere and:
Dysju(x) = Du(z) |o|-a.e. .
(iii) Let (v, v,u) admissible for (374) and (31l), then (v, v,u) are optimal if and
only if:
u(y) —u(z) =z -yl v—ae (z,y)
u(z)=0 v -aex, wu(xr)=glx) v'-ae .

Proof. Point (i), using (3.8)), is a consequence of Theorem 4.6. of [5]. Uniqueness
of o can found in [2]. Point (iii) gives a Primal-Dual optimality condition for (3.7))
and (B)), it is a corollary of Proposition B3] it is very classic in the usual Monge
case (see [1], Corollary 2.1.). The differentiability of u |o|-a.e. is a well known
result in the L! theory of optimal transport, moreover it has been proved that (see
for instance [25] for both properties):

y—x
ly — |
Then by (i) and (iii), -2 o7 = Du and so by Theorem 3.2 Du = Diyu |of-a.c. [

(2 €lz,yl, uly) —ulz) = |y —2|) = Du(z) =

Remark 3.5. In addition to point (iii), we have:

/Iy—:r| dy(z,y) + /gdv+

for any admissible (u,~,v) for (B.1) and (B.7). Equality implies optimality of u
and (v, v).

Let v be an optimal plan for (B.7) (and let v the corresponding boundary mea-
sure) we can decompose 7 in four parts according to the origin and the destination
of the mass transported

Y = Yii + Voi + Yib + Vob
with v = Yjaxa, Y = Voaxa, Yie = Vaxons Teb = V|oxo0;
where 7 is for interior and b is for boundary. We have vt = Wtil(%i + V) and

Vo= 77112(%1) + Yop), then:

/ 1 — yldy(a,y) + / gdv+ = / & — gl + / (e =yl + g(2) ydw
OxQ o0 QxQ 00X

+ / 2 — yldye + / (e =yl + 9(2)}d.
Qxo0N OOXON

Note that [, »of{lz — vyl +g(z)}dyw(z,y) > 0 and v — y, is still admissible for
(B1). Then since v is minimizing we have

[ sl + gt =0
00 x 00
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From now on we will assume that 7, = 0 (Otherwise spt(vw) C {(z,z) : g(z) =
0}). The minimizing properties of v and the duality of Proposition B.3] permits to
characterize the points in the supports of v;; and ;.

Proposition 3.6. We define the following multivalued maps:
Py () ={2€0: |y—2+g(2) < |y — 2|+ g(x) Vo € 09},
p (z) ={wed: |r—w|<|r—y|Vye N}
If (x,y) € spty then x € pf(y), if (x,y) € sptyy then y € p~(x).

Proof. We prove the statement about ~,;, the other being similar. The part of the
cost we look at is

/BQXQ{Ix —y|l+ g(x)} dy(z,y).

By definition of p] we have that [z —y| + g(2) < [z — y| + g(z) Y-a.e.(z,y) for
all 2 € p;(y). Then, for all measurable selection s of p, if we replace v, by
Yoi = (8 X id) gy we obtain a new vy admissible for (3.7) and with lower cost. [

For later use we set:
dy (y) = min{g(z) + [z -y} = 9(z) + |z =yl V= €pg(y).
The following Lemma will also be needed:

Lemma 3.7. Let (v,v) a couple of solutions of (37) such that v, = 0. If (31)
admits a solution such that uw > 0 in €2 then:

v is a non-negative measure and vy = Vi + Vi
with marginals p™ = wgfy, p- = 7Tﬁl%i and v = ﬂtil%i.
Proof. Using Lemma B4 we get for y-a.e.(z,y) the equality —u(x) = dg(z,y). If
w > 0 this imply that v; = 0 and v~ = 0. 0
4. SOME GENERAL RESULTS ABOUT THE PDE

The following result shows that, if it exists a solution to (ILT), this solution is
non-decreasing in time and unique.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that f' > f? and ul > u?. Assume that for i = 1,2,
(u®, i, v;) are solutions of (PDE) satisfying (1.2), (C), (B1) with f = f?, initial
and boundary conditions:
W) =0 (V) -aex, ui(x)=g@) ) -aeuz,
u'(2,0) = uf Vz e
Then we have u' > u?.
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It is a classical result when f is absolutely continuous, the following proof is
adapted from [12]. It requires the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let v : [0,T[xQ — R be such that v € L'(0,T, WH*(Q)) and
O € LY0,T, M(Q)). Then we have:

% </Q |U(Iat)|2 d:L’) - 2<aﬂ)(l’,t),'U(ZL’,t))M(Q%cb(Q) m D/(]O,T[)

Proof. This is easily seen since applying Theorem 2.3.1 of [22], it exists ®, €
D(2x]0,T) such that:

T T
/ 1D, (-, 1) — v(-, 1) || codt — 0, / |0;®,, (-, 1) — Dyv (-, 1)|(R2) dt — 0.
0 0
U
Proof. (of Proposition 1)) By Theorem B.2] we have for a.e. t €]0,T'[:
u'(-,t) € argmaz{{f; — o' (-, 1), VYm0 : v E Lip (), 0 < v < gon dN}.
Let u™(z,t) = max{u'(z,t),u*(z,t)} and v~ (z,t) = min{u'(z,t),u*(x,t)}. Using
the optimality of u' leads (f' — du',u™ —w') < 0 ae. ¢t and as f! > f? and
ut > u', we have:
(f* = 0wt ,ut —u') <0 ae. t. (4.1)
On the other side, we have: u™ —u® = (u' — u?) 12y = (' —uh) Lo,y =
u' —ut and Oulp o2y = ut 1,2y ae. t. These equalities imply
(f? = 0w* u™ —u?) = (f* = Gt u' —ut) <0 ae. t.
Combining this last inequality with (A1) and using Lemma [L.2], we get:

d 1
——flut =2 = (OuT - ot ut —ub)

dt 2
= (=24 0out,ut —u )+ (2 —0ou',ut —u') <0ae. t.

So |lut — u!||3, is constant in time and as at time ¢ = 0, it is zero, we get u' > u?
at any time. U

We are now able to prove Theorem [[Il As in [29], we introduce the following
functional on Cy():

L(v) = 0 ifvelLip () and 0 <v < gon df,
W=\ 400 otherwise.

For any p € M(Q), denoting 0I,, the subdifferential of I, by definition:
p € 0l (v) & v e argmaz{{p,w): w € Lip;(2) and 0 < w < g on IN}.

For the record we write the following optimization problems which corresponds
to B1), B2) and B.1) with p = f; — dyu. We will make an intense use of
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these new notations in the present and following sections. Recall that the equality

min(43]) = max(@.2]) = min(@.4) holds with:
max{(f; — Qu(-,t),v) : v e Lip;(2), 0 <wv(x) < g(x) on 0N}, (4.2)

min {/d|a\ +/ z)dvt(z): —dive = f; — Qu(-,t) — v in Rd} ,
20

cEM(Q,RY),rEM(5R)
(4.3)

min { [ s+ [ gty
YEMT(QXQ),reM(090) OxQ a0

my = O0u+vt, my=fi+vT}. (44)
We have the following result:
Theorem 4.3. Let u € L*°(]0, T[, W'*(Q)) be such that du € L>*(]0,T[, M(2))

and
|Du(z,t)| <1 ae. (z,t), 0<u(x,t)<g(z)ond2x]|0,T].
1) (i) If (u, p,v) is a solution of (I1) satisfying (I.3) then:
fr — Owu(-,t) € Ol (u(-,t)) a.e.t €]0,T7.
(ii) Assume u is non-negative, u(-,0) =0, and f; — Ou(-,t) € Ol (u(-,1))

a.e. t €]0,T[. Then it exists p € L>*(]0,T[, M*(Q)) and v €
L]0, T[, Mt (09)) such that (u, p,v) is a solution of (I1]).

2) Assume the conditions above are satisfied.

e (Uniqueness of u and j) The function u is unique. Moreover, to each

v corresponds a unique p, and taking any v, such that (y, ;) is a
solution of ([({-4) a.e. t €]0, T, the following formula holds:

1
(ot ©) M(©).Cy(Q) = /Q / o((1 = s)x + sy)|y — x| dsdy(z,y) Yo € Cp(Q).
2.J0

o For a.e. t €]0,T[, u(-,t) is space differentiable pi-almost everywhere
and: Dy,u(z,t) = Du(x,t) jy-a.e. .

Remark 4.4. a) In the original article [29], in case g = 0 and f € L>(]0,T'[, L>°(£2))’,
L. Prigozhin, in the first place, proved (a similar result to) point 1). In the case
he considered, y is expected to be in L>(]0, T[, W1>°(Q))" and (PDE) has to be

understood in the following sense:
(Ou— f,0) + (p, Du- Do) =0 Vo € L7(]0,T[, L*(%2)). (4.5)

In our case, (AH) can be recovered by extending w in L>(]0, T, L>(2))" using the
Hahn-Banach Theorem (cf Theorem 3] point 2)).

b) The proof of 1)(ii) below says actually more than required. Assume that f; —
Owu(-,t) € 0l (u(-,t)) for a.e.t €]0, T and take, for a.e. ¢, (0¢, 1) any solution of
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(@3)) with v, > 0. Then, under the assumption of the theorem, setting u; = |oy|,
we have that (u, p, v) satisfies (PDE) and

|D,u(z,t)] =1 pae (x,t), u(z,t)=g(x)v-ae (z,1).
Moeover we have: oy = D, u(-,t) .
Proof. 1)(i) is an immediate consequence of Theorem (since vy > 0).
1) (ii) With these assumptions, u(+,t) is optimal for (£.2)) for a.e. t. Take (o, 14)
a solution of (£3]) with v non-negative: this is possible by lemma 3.4l and B7l By
Theorem (i), setting py = |oy| we get the result.
2) The uniqueness property of u comes from Proposition ] while the properties

of p are contained in Lemma B.4] as (0, := D, upy, ;) is a solution of (4.3) by
Theorem For the last property, see Lemma [3.4l U

5. THE CASE OF A FINITE NUMBER OF SOURCES

In the spirit of [3] and [4], we are now looking at (I.I) when f; = Z?=1 C;j0y,; -
As it is constant in time we will often write f for f;.

In the next two lemmas we develop an heuristic of the shape of solutions for this
special f. Starting from this idea we then show existence of a solution in Theorem

b4l
Assume for a while that a solution w € L*(0,T, W'>=(Q)) of (L)) is known.
By the previous section, we know u(-,t) is a solution of ([A.2]) for a.e. time, it’s
non-negative and non-decreasing in time. Moreover take (7, 1) a solution of (4.4))
for a.e. t € [0, 7] with the following decomposition given by Lemma B.7t
Ve = Yiig + Voip and v, = 7Tﬁl%i,t > 0.
The Lemmas [5.1] and will give us some clues to guess the shape of u:

Lemma 5.1. Let us set:
ri() =u(y;,-), wu(z,t):= mjax{rj(t) — |z —yjl, 0}.

Then u(-,t) is in Lip, () for all t €]0, T, r; € C([0,T],R") and they satisfy:
(i) u(z,t) > w(w,t) for all (z,t) with equality for x = y; and any = €
spt(Qsu(-,t)) Uspt(yy),
(i) r5(t) € [0,dy (y;)] with r;(t) = dg (y;) = 9(x) + |z — g5l ie-a-e. (z,9)
for a.e. t €10,T].
Moreover 0 < u(x,t) < g(x) on 0Q for allt and u(-,t) is also optimal for ({{-3).
Proof. (i) The inequality comes from the Lipschitz property of v and the def-
inition of r;. The equality at every y; follows from the definition r;(t) =
u(y;,t) > 0. Then by Lemma 3.4
w(y;, t) —u(z, t) = |z —y;| v-ae(x,y;). (5.1)
This gives the equality on spt(dyu(-,t)) Uspt(y;) since mjy = dyu(-,t) + v;.
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(ii) Consider x € p/(y;), by the boundary condition (B1) and the Lipschitz
property of u:
ri(t) = uly;, t) < u@,t) + v -yl < g(x) + v -yl = dj (y;) forall j =1, ..., k.
This implies u(z,t) < g(x) on 9Q2. Moreover, by Proposition [B.6] combined
with (B.I)) every inequality above becomes an equality for v, -a.e (z,y;).

As u(-,t) is admissible for ([42)) and equals u(-,t) on spt(f) U spt(dru(-,t)) U
(spt(w)), it is optimal. O

For j =1,...,k, let us introduce the following subset of :
Aj(t) == A{w € Qs r5(t) — |v — ys| = max{ra(t) — Jo —gul, 0}, (5:2)

Mw

so that u(x,t) —|x = y;)1a,0) (). (5.3)

J:1

Lemma 5.2. Assume for all j =1,...k, r; is derivable for almost every t €]0,T.
Then for allt > 0 and a.e. x:

Ouu(z,t) Zr] a0 (2) ae. (x,t).

Proof. We have Int(A;(t)) = {x € Q: r;(t) — |z — y;j| > maxpz;{rn(t) — |z —
Yml|,0}} and the boundary of A;(t) is negligible. Indeed the sets A,,(t) N A;(t) =
[0 €0 |v—yul — & — gl = rnlt) = 1;(0)} and {z € Q5 |2 — g5 = r;()} are
negligible as d > 2 and () is convex.
Let z in the interior of A;(¢), then r;(t)— |z —y;| > max,,;{rm(t)—|r—yml,0}. As
r; € C([0,T7]), this inequality remains true at time ¢+ h with |h| small enough, as
a consequence if r; is derivable on ¢: limy_, w = limy_,q M =
7;(t). We then get Oyu(z,t) = r;(t) for all x € Int(A;(¢)) for almost every ¢.
O

In the sequel, we are going to see that, with the appropriate choice of r;, the
application v = u is the unique solution of (L.TI).
By Lemma [.1] if u is a solution of (LI)), the function r; := u(y;,-) are non-
decreasing, moreover by the initial condition (I), ;(0) = 0. Take ; optimal for
(£4). We deduce that, for small times r;(t) < d; (y;) and by Lemma [5.1] for such
t, it and v, are 0. So that, if u = u, then, for small ¢, the map 7; has marginals

Z?Zlf’j(t)lAj(t)(x) a.e. (x,t) and f = Zle cjoy, by (B.I) and (5.3]), this implies:
7'”-(15)|A-(t)\ =c¢; Vi=1,...k, (5.4)

ZTJ )1a,0)(@) @ by, (y)-
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Finally, every time (5.4) holds, r; remains strictly non-decreasing and by Lemma
[5.1] when r; reaches d;(yj), it cannot increase anymore.

All this remarks leads us to look at the ODE (5.5) A

Lemma 5.3. There exist times (t1,...,tx) € R% and functions r; € C*(0,t;) N
C%([0, +00)) which satisfy:
fi(t) = V€0, 4],
r;(0) =0, (5.5)
ri(t) = df (y;) = mingepn{g(z) + |z —y;[} V> ¢,
with A;(t) defined above in (5.3). Moreover y; € A; for all t and if t < t; then
0 < |A4;(1)].

Proof. Step 1: Let my = min,; |y;—y;|, me = min; d(y;, 0Q) and m = min{m;, my},
also consider ¢ = max; ¢;. For small times i.e. for
Wd (Mg
1< ——(—= =1
= (d+ 1)0( 7) 0

the functions r;(t) = (Z(d + 1)t)1/4+1 are solutions of the ODE above with the
correct initial data.
Step 2: Starting from ¢, the sets where r;(t) — |z — y;| > 0 may start to intersect

or may touch the boundary of €2 and for the existence of solutions we appeal to a
standard existence theorem. This requires that we prove that the functions

(1) > e
Ty .. Tk I A——
' |Ai(r1, )]
are continuous . First we prove that, for every i € {1,...,k}, (r,...7%) —
|Ai(r1,...7)| is continuous on RT x - -+ x RT.
Let € = (e1,...,¢€x). Define € = max;{e;,e; — ¢;} and ¢ = min;{e;,&; — ¢;}.

Ai(ri4e1,...,mk +ex) =
= {2€Q: 0<r+e—|x—uyl, rj+te —|lv—y| <rite—|z—uy|lVij}
C {zeQ: 0<m+e—|ov—yl, rj—|r—y| <ri+e—|z—u|Vj}
= Ai(ry,...,mi+E,...,18)

and similarly A;(ry,...,r;+¢&,...,1%) C Ai(r1 + €1, .., 7% + €x).
If e, \¢ O then A;(r,...,7 + €na1y--oy 1) C Ai(r1,. .., 75 + €ny.. ., 7k), and
Ai(ry, .. k) = N Ai(ry, ..o 1+ €py oo, Tx), 1t follows that

|A;(r1, .. re)| = Hm |Ay(ry, .oy Eny oo
n—0

3 This ODE first appeared in [3], see also [4].
4This holds true if d > 1.
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Ife, /0 then A;(ry,...,mi+€n,...,m) C Ai(r1, ..., i +€ps1, -, 7k), and

Ai(ry, ., )\{z €Q: 0= ri—|r—y;| JUU{x € QO ri—le—y;| = ri—|lz—y|}) =
Un Ai(r1, .o 1+ Eny oo, TR)s
and sinceﬁ
Hz €eQ: 0=r;—|z—wy|}=0and |[{z € Q: ri—lr—yj|=ri—|r—ul} =0
it follows that
|Ai(r1, .. re)| = Hm |A(ry, ooy Eny oo T
n—0

Step 3: To get the existence of a solution of the ODE, it only remains to show
that the measures of A;(t) do not tend to 0 when r;(t) < d (y;). By the triangular
inequality, if A; # 0 then y; € A;. If limy; |A;(¢)] = 0 then there exists at least
one j # i such that lim, ,,7;(t) — ri(t) = |y; — y;|. Indeed, if for all j # i we
have 0 > L; = limy_,;7;(t) — ri(t) — |y; — y;| then there exists 0 < [ such that
B(yi, 1) C A;(s) for s close enough to ¢ which prevents the measure of A; from
going to 0.

Then we proceed by contradiction and assume it exist ¢ and ¢y, such that
limy ¢ [Ajo ()] = 0 and 74, (t) < df (yi,). Let I(t) := {i : r(t) < dj(y;)}. Since
t — 7;(t) is non-decreasing

oAM= D [Aito)] >0
1€1(t) 1€1(t)
so there exist at least two indices (m, j) € I(¢) x I(t) such that
(1) hmt—>§ Tm(t) - 7ﬂj(t) = |yj - ym|>
(2) limgy [A;(t)] = 0,
(3) limy; |Am(t)] = L > 0.
But this is impossible since, taking a derivative (as j € I(f)), we also deduce

limy_y¢ 7, (t) — 7;(t) = —oo. Which concludes the proof.
Step 4: Now we observe that

C; C;
> L
[Ail 192
and then r; reaches the value dJ (y;) in finite time ;.
U

We are now able to give the solutions of (LIl and the associated optimization
problems:

e Set u(z,t) = Z§:1(Tj(t) — o — y;[)1a,0)(x) with r; and A; as in the
previous lemma;

Sand here we are using both the convexity of 2 and the dimension 2 < d



18 LUIGI DE PASCALE AND CHLOE JIMENEZ

o Take [;(t) = {j : t < t;} and Ly(t) = {j : t > t;} two families of indices
and set for any t ¢ {t;: j=1,....k}:

v = Z v; with v; € M, (99Q) such that: v;(9Q) = ¢;, spt(v;) C p; (y;),

jel2(t)

Ve = Vit + Voits Viit(T,Y) Z | |1A () ® 0y, (y), iz = Z Vi ® Oy,
J

Jei(t JEI(t)

e For a.e. t, define u, € M(Q) as

/Q () dpu(x /m/ (1= s)z+sy) x |y — | dsdy(z,y), Vo € Cp().

The following result holds:

Theorem 5.4. With the above definitions, (1.3) holds, moreover:

1) The triplet (u, p,v) is a solution of (I1l), with uniqueness on u,
2) For a.e. t €[0,T], u(-,t) is a solution of ({-3) and (v, 1) is a solution of

(4-4);
3) The couple (D, u(-, ), v¢) is a solution of [4-3) a.e. t € [0,T].

Proof. Step 1: We show first that (L2) is satisfied. Indeed for a.e. t €]0,T] by

(ODE):
OS/&{U
Q

by definition of v:

Z/ r] dx—Zc]_/

jeh jel

) =3¢ < [ dw)

J€l2

and finally:

[nio= e
Q llelloo=1
< diam(Q) x y(2?) = diam(Q) x /Qdf(:c)

L] =51+ s9) =l dsir (o

Step 2: Note that, by Lemma 3] as y; € A;(t), we have u(y;,t) = r;(t) for all
time t €]0, 7. Let us now prove 2). Indeed, as for any j € I, ¢; = 7j|A;|, we
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have for a.e. t €]0,77:

ZCJ y; — Ou(e, 1), u(+ 1)) @) ey ZCJ u(y;, t) Z/ u(z, t)r;(t

jeh

= ZL-[Tj(t) —u(x,t)] 7;(t) do + chrj(t) = / |z —y;| 75(t) de + Zc] (y5)

j€l> Jjeh Jjel2

S LTRSSy SRR

J€El2

— [ sl dvasten + [ ool duiste) + [ gla) dnto)
02 Q o0

= [Lle=sl dutea)+ [ gfa) dnto)

As we know u(-,t) is admissible by Lemma [5.1] so, by duality (see Remark B.3]), it
is optimal and also is (v, ).

Step 3: Lemma B4 gives a measure oy € My(Q,R?) such that (oy,14) is an
optimal solution of ([L3) for a.e. ¢ €]0,T7:

1
o= [ [ o= s+ 5)- (=) ds(an)

Then by Theorem B.21 6, = Dy, ju(-,t)|o¢| so 1) and 3) are proved (as p; = |oy|).
U

Note for later use the following estimations:
Proposition 5.5. The following estimates hold for a.e. t €]0,T:
[u(,)llec < Nlglloe + diam (), [[Du(-, )] < 1,

W(09) < /Qdf(x), /Qﬁtu(-,t)d:cgfﬂdf(:c),
/Q dpn(z) < diam () x /Q df ().

Moreover, we have:

vl 2oz < a8l x / af ().

Proof. The only remaining points are the estimates on ||u(-,t)||oc and ||Osu| L2(ax]0,77)-
By the Lipschitz property of v and condition (B1) taking x € Q and y € 992 leads:
0 <u(z,t) <g(y)+ |z —y| for all t €]0,T[. This gives the first inequality. Let us
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now show the last one:

|0cull2@xj0r) = / /Zm £))*1a,)(2) dtde = / Zr] (t)|dt
=A§}mcﬁ—2@yp < lut- M/f

6. A MORE GENERAL CASE

Let f; = f € M™T(Q), constant in time, we now aim to show that (ILI)) admits
a solution (which will be unique by Proposition A.T]).
We approximate f by a sequence (f"), in MT(Q) such that:

=) oy withyf € Q, f1(Q) < f(Q), S finQ
i=1
By the last section, it exists (u™, u™, ™), in L=(0, T; WH>(Q)) x L>=(0, T; M(Q)) x
L>(0,T; M*(99)) satisfying Theorem [5.4] and Proposition
Proposition 6.1. (Convergence of u™, dyu™, v™) There existu € L>(0,T; WhH>=(Q))
and v € L*(0,T; M(0R)) such that:
i) u(-,t) € Lip,(Q), dyu € L0, T; MT(02)) N L*(2x]0,T[) and u satisfies
the conditions (By) and (I) of (I1);
ii) up to a subsequence, u™ converges tou for the strong topology of L*(0, T, Cy(£2))
and Oyu™ converges to Oyu for the weak star topology of L>(0,T, M(R2));

iii) v(-,t) € MT(0Q) a.e. t and v™ converges to v for the weak star topology
of L*(0,T, M(99)) (up to a subsequence) and (Bs) is satisfied.

Proof. Step 1: By the estimates on (u"),, it is a bounded sequence in BV (£2x]0, T'[),
as a consequence (see Theorem 4 pl76 of [20]):
u™ — uin L'(Q2x]0,T[) and for a.e. ¢

for some u € L'(2x]0,T[) and some subsequence (u™); of (u"),. Possibly ex-
tracting again a subsequence, we can assume:
u™ (z,t) = u(x,t) for almost every (z,t) € Q2x]0,T7[.

Step 2: By Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, for all ¢ € [0, T'[, (u™ (-, t)); admits a cluster
point v, € Lip, () (depending on t) for the uniform convergence. Using Step 1, we
get u(x,t) = v(z) for almost every (z,t) € x]0,T[. This shows the uniqueness
of the cluster point of (u™ (-, t)), for the uniform convergence, so that:

u (-, t) = u(,t) Vt€[0,T[, uniformly in Q.
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This gives (B;) and (I). To get the convergence in L*(0, T, C,(2)) of (u"*), we use
the dominated convergence Theorem and the following bound (u™ is in Lip,(€2)
and it is bounded by ||g||oc on 0€2):

sup [u™ (z,t) — u(z, t)| < 2(diam(Q) + ||g||o0)-
t,x

Step 3: L>(0,T;Cy(2)) being separable, (see for instance [22], Corollary 1.3.2.
p 13), using the bound on d;u", possibly passing to a subsequence, it admits a
limit m € L*(0,7T, M(Q2)) for the weak star topology. It can easily be seen that
m = dyu in the sense of distribution. In the same way, dyu € L*(2x]0,T[) and,
up to a subsequence du™ — d,u in L2.

The point iii) is left to the reader. To get (Bs) just note that
0= lim (Vn,9— up) = (v,9g —u)

n——+o0o

up to some subsequence. U

Remark 6.2. The proof shows also a different kind of convergence for (uy,),: up
to a subsequence, u"(-,t) converges uniformly to u for all t. As we will prove, u
is the unique solution of (I.T]), as a consequence the complete sequence (u"(+,t)),
converges to u uniformly for all £.

Proposition 6.3. (Convergence of u™ and D, nu"p™) It exists p € L>(0,T, M(2))
and & € Li(Q)d such that, up to a subsequence:

p" = for the weak star topology of L*°(0,T, M(Q)),
Dypu”p™ 5 &p for the weak star topology of M(Q2x]0,T)?,

liminf/ /d,u >/ /|§xt|duzt)

Proof. The convergence of (u"),, follows from its boundedness. Moreover, we have:

/ / \Duguwx,tﬂ?du%x,t): / [ <t [af

so Lemma 3.3 p13 of [6] applies and we get the rest of the proposition as:

//|Dnu (z,t)|dp"(z,t) //d,u
U

Proposition 6.4. (Passing to the limit in the PDE) The following equality holds:
§=D,u p-ae(x,t), |Dyul=1 p-ae(z,t).

Moreover:
—~div(D,,up) = f —du—v  in RYx]0, T,
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Proof. Passing to the limit, it is easily seen that:
—div(épy) = f — Qu—v  in R*x]0,T].

So that &(+, t) . is admissible for (£.3)) at almost every ¢ €]0,T[. As, by Proposition
6.1 u(-,t) is admissible for (£.2) at almost every t €]0, T, by duality we have:

(f=0wu(-,t),u(-, t)) m)co < sup(E.2) = inf(d3) < /Q 1€(-, 1) d,ut—l—/mg(x)dut(:v) a.e.t.

(6.1)
By Theorem [5.4], we have:

/0T<f" — 0" (-, 1), u" (-, 1)) M)y () dt = /OT /Q dp" + /OT Lﬂg(x)dyn(x’t).

Then by Proposition [6.3t
T

/<f 0. 0) dt = tim [ (7= ()00

n—-4o0o

—hmmf/ /du +// x)dv"(z,t) //|§|du+// x)dv(zx,t).
oo 89 89

This implies that (6.1) is an equality and u is optimal for (£.2) and (&u,v) is
optimal for (43)). Then by Theorem (4.3 and Remark 4] we get the desired
result. U

To conclude (recall Remark [6.2]), we have proved the following result:

Theorem 6.5. Let f € M™(Q), the equations (I1) admit a solution (u,u,v)
satisfying (1.2). Moreover:

1) u is the unique solution of (I1l), it is non decreasing. For a.e.t, the mea-
sure Qyu(-,t) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure.
Actually: Oyu € L*(Qx]0,T).

2) v is non-negative, supported on p; (spt(f)). Moreover, to any v corresponds
a unique p which can be built as:

(g, o) = /52/0 o((1 = s)x + sy)|ly — x| ds dy(x,y) Yo € Co(Q).

where vy, is any solution of (4.4).

3) For a.e. t €]0, T, u(-,t) is space differentiable p-almost everywhere and:
D, u(z,t) = Du(z,t), py-a.e. x.
Moreover, for any time such that u(-,t) < g on 02 we have vy = 0, py <<
L, and uniqueness on [i;.

4) Taking f* = Y7} any sequence converging (weak star) to f with
yr € Q and f,(2) < f(2), u can be obtained as the uniform limit for allt
of the sequence (u™), defined as:

u"(z,t) := max{r]'(t) — dao(z,y!),0}
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where 7 € CY(0,t;) N C°([0,+00)) satisfy the following ODE for some
i > 0:

P(t) =g V€0,

M(t) = df(y;) VYt e[t} +o0),

AF(0) = {z € Qe () = |z — yi'| = max{r (1) — |z — 7, 0}}.

Proof. It only remains to show the second part of 3). Indeed, when u(-,t) < g,
by Lemma [8.4] v, = 0. So =, is the solution of the Monge transportation problem
with marginals dyu(-,t) and f. As Qyu(-,t) is absolutely continuous, so is p; (see
[20, 19, 21 30]). O

Acknowledgements: The second author would like to thank the University
of Brest (UBO) and Pisa for financial supports. She is very grateful to the staff
of the University of Pisa for the efficiency and warm welcome she always received
during her stays in Pisa.

REFERENCES

[1] L.Ambrosio. Lecture notes on optimal transport problems, Mathematical aspects of evolving
interfaces (Funchal, 2000), Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 1812, Springer, Berlin, 2003, 1-52.

[2] L. Ambrosio, and A.Pratelli, Existence and stability results in the L' theory of optimal
transportation, Optimal transportation and applications (Martina Franca, 2001), Lecture
Notes in Math., Vol. 1813, Springer, Berlin, 123-160.

[3] G. Aronsson, A mathematical model in sand mechanics: presentation and analysis, STAM
Journal on Applied Mathematics, Vol. 22 (1972), 437-458.

[4] G. Aronsson, L. C. Evans, and Y. Wu. Fast/slow diffusion and growing sandpiles. J. Differ-
ential Equations, Vol. 131 (1996), 304-335.

[5] G.Bouchitté, and G.Buttazzo, Characterization of optimal shapes and masses through
Monge-Kantorovich equation, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), Vol. 3 (2001), 139-168.

[6] G.Bouchitté, G.Buttazzo, and L.De Pascale, The Monge-Kantorovich problem for distribu-
tions and applications. J. Convex Anal., Vol. 17 (2010), 925-943.

[7] G.Bouchitté, G.Buttazzo, and P.Seppecher, Energies with respect to a measure and applica-
tions to low-dimensional structures, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 5 (1997),
37-54.

[8] G. Bouchitté, G.Buttazzo, and P.Seppecher, Shape optimization solutions via Monge-
Kantorovich equation, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., Vol. 324 (1997), 1185-1191.

[9] P.Cannarsa, and P.Cardaliaguet, Representation of equilibrium solutions to the table prob-
lem for growing sandpiles, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), Vol. 6 (2004), 435-464.

[10] P. Cannarsa, P. Cardaliaguet, G. Crasta, and E. Giorgieri, A boundary value problem for
a PDE model in mass transfer theory: representation of solutions and applications, Calc.
Var. Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 24 (2005), 431-457.

[11] P. Cannarsa, P. Cardaliaguet, and E. Giorgieri, Holder regularity of the normal distance
with an application to a PDE model for growing sandpiles, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., Vol.
359 (2007), 2741-2775.



24 LUIGI DE PASCALE AND CHLOE JIMENEZ

[12] P.Cannarsa, P.Cardaliaguet, and C.Sinestrari, On a differential model for growing sandpiles
with non-regular sources, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 34 (2009), 656—675.

[13] G.Crasta, and S.Finzi Vita, An existence result for the sandpile problem on flat tables with
walls, Netw. Heterog. Media, Vol. 3 (2008), 815-830.

[14] G.Crasta, and A. Malusa, A nonhomogeneous boundary value problem in mass transfer
theory, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 44 (2012), 61-80.

[15] G. Crasta, and A. Malusa, A sharp uniqueness result for a class of variational problems
solved by a distance function, J. Differential Equations, Vol. 243 (2007), 427-447.

[16] G. Crasta, and A. Malusa. Existence and uniqueness of solutions for a boundary value
problem arising from granular matter theory. Preprint, arXiv:1210.7103, 2014.

[17] G.Crasta, and A.Malusa, On a system of partial differential equations of Monge-Kantorovich
type, J. Differential Equations, Vol. 235 (2007), 484-509.

[18] G. Crasta, and A. Malusa, Personal communication, forthcoming, 2014.

[19] L. De Pascale, L. C. Evans, and A. Pratelli, Integral estimates for transport densities, Bull.
London Math. Soc., Vol. 36 (2004), 383-395.

[20] L.De Pascale, and A. Pratelli, Regularity properties for Monge transport density and for
solutions of some shape optimization problem, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations,
Vol. 14 (2002), 249-274.

[21] L. De Pascale, and A. Pratelli, Sharp summability for Monge transport density via inter-
polation, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., Vol. 10 (2004), 549-552.

[22] J. Droniou, Intégration et espaces de sobolev & valeurs vectorielles, Polycopié
gm3-02; polycopié de I'’Ecole Doctorale de Maths-Info de Marseille. Available at:
http://www-gm3.univ-mrs.fr/polys/| , 2001.

[23] S. Dumont, and N. Igbida, On a dual formulation for the growing sandpile problem, Euro-
pean J. Appl. Math., Vol. 20 (2009), 169-185.

[24] LC Evans, M Feldman, and R.F. Gariepy, Fast/slow diffusion and collapsing sandpiles,
Journal of differential equations, Vol. 137 (1997), 166-209.

[25] L. C. Evans and W. Gangbo, Differential equations methods for the Monge-Kantorovich
mass transfer problem, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., Vol.137, n.653 (1999) , viii+66.

[26] L. C. Evans, and R. F. Gariepy, "Measure theory and fine properties of functions", Studies
in Advanced Mathematics, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1992.

[27] K.P. Hadeler, and C.Kuttler, Dynamical models for granular matter, Granular matter, Vol.2
(1999), 9-18.

[28] N. Igbida, Evolution Monge-Kantorovich equation, J. Differential Equations, Vol. 255
(2013), 1383-1407.

[29] L. Prigozhin, Variational model of sandpile growth, European Journal of Applied Mathe-
matics, Vol. 7 (1996), 225-235.

[30] F.Santambrogio, Absolute continuity and summability of transport densities: simpler proofs
and new estimates, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 36 (2009), 343-354.

[31] C. Villani, "Topics in optimal transportation”, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, UNIVERSITA DI P1SA, ViA BUONARROTI 1/C, 56127 PIsa,
ITALY

LABORATOIRE DE MATHEMATIQUES DE BRETAGNE ATLANTIQUE, 6 AVENUE LE GORGEU
CS 93837, 29238 BREST cEDEX 3, FRANCE


http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.7103
http://www-gm3.univ-mrs.fr/polys/

	1. Introduction
	2. Tangent space to a measure and integration by parts
	3. Duality and optimal transport 
	4. Some general results about the PDE
	5. The case of a finite number of sources
	6. A more general case
	References

