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Nonlinear systems coupled through multi-marginal
transport problems

Maxime Laborde *

Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a dynamical urban planning model. This leads us
to study a system of nonlinear equations coupled through multi-marginal optimal
transport problems. A simple case consists in solving two equations coupled through
the solution to the Monge-Ampére equation. We show that the Wasserstein gradient
flow theory provides a very good framework to solve this highly nonlinear system.
At the end, an uniqueness result is presented in dimension one based on convexity
arguments.

1 Introduction

Recently, Kinderlehrer, Monsaingeon and Xu proposed in [I6] a gradient flow approach to
solve the Poisson-Nernst-Planck system

Op1 — alp" —div(mV(Vi + ¢)) =0,
Orp2 — BAPS — div(p2V(Va — ) =0
—Ap = p1 — pa.

This system is, for instance, used to model ionic transport of sereval interacting species.
Inspired by this work we are interested in a "nonlinear" version where species p; and po
are coupled through the Monge-Ampére equation instead of the Poisson equation,

Opr — alpl" —div(piV(Vi + ¢)) =0,
dep2 — BAPY — div(paV(Va + ¢°)) =0, (1.1)
det(I — D?p)pe(Id — V) = p1,

where ¢ is the c-transform of ¢, ¢¢(z) = sup, |z — y|* — ¢(y) and |z|* — ¢ is convex.

This kind of systems can arise naturally in urban planning. In a series of works [6] [7]
12, @, 10, 211 22) 23] (non-exhaustive list), static models of urban planning were proposed.
A simplified model consists in considering an urban area region ) where residents and
services, given by two probability densities on §2, p; and py, want to minimize a quantity,
E(p1, p2), to reach an ideal organization in the city. The total cost has to take into account
a transportation cost between residential areas and service areas, a congestion effect for
residential areas due to the fact that the population does not want to live in very crowded
area and, on the contrary, services want to be more concentrated in order to increase
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efficiency and decrease management costs. Particularly, the cost functional £ can be taken
as

E(p1,p2) = Welp1, p2) + F(p1) + G(p2), (1.2)

where W, is the value of an optimal transport problem with cost c¢. Several interpretations
may be given to this cost. For example, it might represent the gas cost paid by workers to
reach services area and then workers want to live close to services in order to decrease car
travel. F is an internal energy given by a convex superlinear function F,

Py = { oD EG) € L)

otherwise.

Since F' is superlinear and convex, F can be rewritten as

Fo) = [ £,

where p — % is a increasing function which can be seen as the unhapiness of a citizen

when he lives in a place where the population density is p. Finally, G is on the form

6(p) = [ ho =yl do@idpta),
QxQ
where h is an increasing function modeling interactions between different services.

However, since a city is constantly evolving, it seems natural to study how evolve p;
and po in time. This leads to study the gradient flow of £ in a Wasserstein product space.
In the case where c is the quadratic cost, at least formaly, we find a system on the form
(CI) where ¢ is a Kantorovich potential of W5 (p1, p2) which implies that it satisfies the
Monge-Ampére equation

det(I — D*@)po(Id — Vi) = py.

In this paper, we propose to investigate a generalization of problem (LI]). We extend to
more than two populations, then the transport problem becomes a multi-marginal trans-
port problem. In other hand, the cost that workers want to minimize is not the same as the
one of services or firms. Indeed, they have to take into account the gas cost to reach their
work whereas this cost is not relevant for services. Thus it is natural to assume that each
population wants to minimize a transport problem with its own cost. Since the system is
not a gradient flow anymore, we will use a semi-implicit JKO scheme introduced in [I3] to
deal with these different costs.

The organization of the paper is the following. Section Pl recalls results from Optimal
Transport and Multi-Marginal Transport theories. In section Bl we specify our problem
and state our main result. Section M is devoted to the demonstration of the existence
of solutions for the evolution problem ([Il). The proof is based on a semi-implicit JKO
scheme and on an extension of the Aubin-Lions Lemma in order to obtain strong regularity.
At the end in section [ by convexity arguments, we give a uniqueness result in dimension
one for some class of functionals.

2 Preliminaries

In the sequel, € represents a smooth open bounded subset of R™.



2.1 Wasserstein space

For a detailed exposition, we refer to reference textbooks [25] 26] 3 24]. We denote M™(Q)
the set of nonnegative finite Radon measures on Q, P(2) the space of probability measures
on €2, and P*°(Q2), the subset of P(2) of probability measures on €2 absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure. For all p,u € P(Q2), we denote II(p, 1), the set of
probability measures on  x  having p and p as first and second marginals, respectively.
If v € II(p, ), then ~ is called a transport plan between p and p.

For all p, u € P(Q), we denote by Wa(p, 1) the Wasserstein distance between p and p,

W) =t [ o= yParte) o).

Since this optimal transportation problem is a linear problem under linear constraint, it
admits a dual formulation given by

W2(p, 1) = sup { [ e@anto)+ [ v anty) : o)+ 00 < o - yP}.

Optimal solutions of the dual problem are called Kantorovich potentials between p and
w. If p € P2(Q), Brenier proves in [5] that the optimal transport plan, «, is unique and
induced by an optimal transport map, 7', i.e v is on the form (Id x T')4p, where Typ = p
and T is the gradient of a convex function. Moreover, the optimal transport map is given
by T = Id — V¢ where ¢ is a Kantorovich potential between p and u.

It is well known that P(€2) endowed with the Wasserstein distance defines a metric space
and Wy metrizes the narrow convergence of probability measures. If p = (p1,...,p;) and
= (p1,...,m) are in P(Q)!, we define the product distance by

; 1/2
Wa(p, ) = (Z Wf(ﬂu%)) :
=1

2.2 Multi-marginal transportation problem

In this section, we recall some results from the multi-marginal transport theory that we will
used in the sequel. We refer, for instance, to [19, [I4] for a complete survey on this topic.
The usual transport optimal can be extended to several marginals py,...,p; € P(Q). Let
¢ be a cost function from Q to R, the multi-marginal transport problem, W,, is defined by

Wep1, -\ p1) ::inf{/lc(azl,...,ajl)d)\(xl,...,:1:1) : )\EH(pl,...,pl)},
Q

where I(p1,...,p) == {A € P(Q) : 74X = p;} and 7 denotes the canonical projection
from Q' to Q. By standard arguments, the existence of an optimal transport plan is
guaranteed as in the two marginals case. Then, if we assume that c is continuous on ﬁl,
the following dual formulation holds

! !
We(p1,-..,p1) = sup {Z/ wi(x;) dpi(z;) - Zuz(azl) < ez, ... ,ml)} .
=179 i=1

Any optimal uy, ..., u; for the dual formulation are called Kantorovich potentials and are



c-conjugate functions, i.e

!
u;i(z;) = inf ¢ c(x1,...,27) — Z uj(xj), z;j € Qp, forali=1,... 1
=L

For any A optimal transport plan and uq,...,u; Kantorovich potentials, we get

l

Zuz(:rz) =c(x1,...,27), A—a.e.

i=1

In addition, assuming that p; is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
and c is differentiable in the i-th variable, then u; is a Lipschitz function and

Vui(x;) = Vg c(ze, ... x7), A—a.e. (2.1)

3 Assumptions and main result

In the following, we assume that we have [ > 1 different populations. The congestion
fonctional associated to the population p; is given by

(p(x))dx if F; 1

where F; : Ry — R is a strictly convex superlinear function of class C?. Define P;(x) =
zF!(x) — F;(z) the pressure associated to F;, we assume

Fi(0) = 0 and Pi(z) < C(1 + Fi(x)). (3.1)

The typical examples of energies with have in mind are F(p) := plog(p), which gives a
linear diffusion driven by the Laplacian, and F(p) := p™ (m > 1), which corresponds to
the porous medium diffusion.

The multi-marginal interaction energy W; : P(Q)! — R is defined by

Wip1,---5p1) iziﬂf{/lCi(ml,---79€l)d)\(331,-~,xl) : )\EH(Pla-.-,Pl)}-
Q

. . . =l . .
where the cost function ¢; : Q' — R is assumed to be continuous on  and differentiable
. . . =l =l
with respect to z; such that V,, ¢; is continuous on €2 and bounded on 2.

Example 3.1 (Barycenter). Assume [ = 3 and p; evolves minimizing at each step the
Sfunctional

(1017;027P3) = O‘W22(1017P2) + /BW22(p17103)

That means that p1 wants to reach the barycenter in the Wasserstein space of pa, ps3 with
weight o, 8 > 0, see [2]. This functional can be rewritten as the multi-marginal problem

wl [ el dr(o2)
~YEIL(p1,p2,03) J O

where c(z,y,2) = alr —y|? + Blx — z|? satisfies the assumptions above.



The goal of this paper is to study existence and uniqueness of solution to the following
nonlinear diffusion system with nonlocal interactions

AP (0T ) in R
{ Opi = APi(p;) +div(p;Vu;)  in RT x 7 ie (1.1, (3.2)

Pilt=0 = Pi,0;

where u; is an optimal Kantorovich potential of

Wilpi,... 1) = inf{/l ci(zyy ... x)dN(z1,...,x) : A€ H(pl,...,pl)}. (3.3)
Q

Since 2 is a bounded subset of R”, ([32) is supplemented with Neumann boundary condi-
tions on 0f),

(VPi(pi) + Vuip;)-v=10 on R x 99, (3.4)

where v is the outward normal to 9€2. To simplify the exposition, we do not treat potentiels
or nonlocal interactions in ([33]) even if this can be added easily.

The main difficulty is to handle the nonlinear cross term div(p;Vu;). However, we
remark that if \; is an optimal transport plan in ([B3]) and p; is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure then, by (21,

Vui(t,x;) = Vg,ci(x, ..., x7), Ai(t) — a.e. (3.5)

Consequently, for all ® € C°([0, 4+00) x R"),

+oo
/ / pi(t,x)Vu(t,z) - VO(t,x) dedt
0 Q
+o0o
= / / inci(xl, ce ,l‘l) . Vq)(t, l‘z) d)\i(t, L1y ,l‘l)dt,
0 QL

since \;(t) solves Wi(p1(t),...,pi(t)), t-a.e, and ([B.0). Since the right hand side is a linear
term with respect to \;, it is easier to work with this one and then, we define a weak
solution of ([B2)-([B) in the following way.

Definition 3.2. A weak solution of B2)-B4) is a curvet € (0,400) — (p1(t),...,p(t)) €
P(Q)! such that VP;(p;) € M™((0,T) x Q), for all T < +o0, and

/0+00 </Q 0 Pp; do — /QVQJ . dVPi(,oZ-)>

— / Vaci(xy,...,xp) - VO(t, z;) dN\i(t, x1, ..., xp) dt = —/ (0, z)pio(z) dz,
Q! Q

for every ® € C2°([0,400)xR™), where \;(t) is an optimal transport plan of Wi(p1(t),. .., pi(t)),
t-a.e.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 3.3. If p; o € P*(Q) satisfy

Then B2)-B4) admits at least one weak solution.



Remark 3.4. To simplify the analysis we assume that each population has an individual
diffusion. This implies that solutions are absolutly continuous with respect to the Lebesque
measure and then the Kantorovivh potentials are Lipschitz. Theorem[3.3 can be generalized
replacing Vu; by
UZ(I‘Z) = - inci(l‘l, e ,l‘l) d)\fl (i,,,),
Ol—

where &; = (x1,...,Ti—1,Tit1,...,2) and X, is obtained by disintegrating the optimal
transport plan \; with respect to p;,

Ai =A@ p;.

4 Existence result

The proof of Theorem is based on a variant of the well-known JKO scheme introduced
by Jordan, Kinderlherer and Otto, [I5]. We construct by induction with a semi-implicit
Euler scheme [ sequences (,of pkeN C P(Q), where h > 0 is a given time step. Since
the multi-marginal functional WW; depends on the density i, system (B.2)-([3.4) is not a
gradient flow in a Wasserstein product space. We introduce the functional W;(-|u), where

w=(u1,...,m), defined by
Wl(p““l’) = WZ'(:Ul) s Hi—15 Py Hi4+15 - - - 7lu’l)'

In other words, W;(p|p) is the multi-marginal problem with marginals fi1, . .., fti—1, P, fis1,

ey
Sequences (pf n)ken are then constructed using the following semi-implicit JKO scheme:

for all i € [1,1], p, = pio and for all k > 0, ple minimizes

Eun(plok) == W3 (o, ) + 21 (Filp) + Wilploh)) (4.1)

on p € P*(Q), where pfl = (p’fh,...,pfh). At each step, all the marginals are frozen
except the i-th marginal in the functional (B:{I)
These sequences are well defined by standard arguments. Define the piecewise constant
interpolations by, p; ,(0) = pio and for all £ > 0,

pin(t) = p it if t € (hk, h(k + 1)]. (4.2)

Let )\f;;l be an optimal transport map for W, (p’fh, e ,pf_l h,pi.“;:l,pfJrl R ,pfh) and
Ain be the piecewise constant interpolation defined by

Xin(t) = AT if ¢ € (hk, Bk +1)]. (4.3)

4.1 Basic a priori estimates

In this section we retrieve the usual estimates in the Wasserstein gradient flow theory.
First, we show that W, is Lipschitz in the Wasserstein space.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all p := (ju1,..., ) € P(Q),
and for all p1, p2 € P?¢(Q),

Wilp1lp) = Wilpalp) < CWa(p1, p2).



Proof. Let v be the Wa-optimal transport plan between p; and po and T' the Wa-optimal
transport map associated to v i.e y = (T'xI)gpa. Let X € TL (1, ..oy fhim1s P2, fig1s - - [41)
optimal for W;(p2|pt). Define Ay by

/l o1y .. x)dAp(z, ... 27) == /l o1y ..., T(x),...,x) d\(z1, ..., x7),
Q Q
for all p € C(Q). By definition, Ay € II (pt1, .. ., fti—1, P1, fhis1s - - - 1) Then,

Wiorlp) — Wilpaln) < /Q lei(21, o T(20), 1) — ci(1, 2] AL, 30)

N

IV s cill /Ql () — il d\(ars. ., 1)
< CWalpr, p2),
where we used the assumption on V,,¢; and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. O
In the next proposition, we state usual estimates from JKO scheme.

Proposition 4.2. For all T > 0, there exists C > 0 such that, for all h,k, with hk < T,
N = %], forie [1,1], we have

]:i(pf;h) < Cr, (4.4)

oo WE(pk s, pfh) < Orh. (4.5)

Proof. We first prove (L5)). Since pf?}'l is optimal in the minimization of (€Il and pf’ 5 1S
a competitor, we have

W3 (pf . pi7 ") < 20 (E(Pf’;h) — Filpl ") + Wik nlok) — Wz’(ﬂi;flmﬁ)) : (4.6)
Then using Lemma [Tl in (£6]) and Young’s inequality, we obtain
W22(p§,hv Pfj{l) < 2h (E’(Pﬁh) - E(Pizl) + CW2(Pf,h, szl))

L

< 2h (E(pf,h) = Filoii ) + 4

WE (k) +4C°0)
We can thus absorb the W2 term in the left-hand side,
1
SWE(okn o) < 2 (Filoh) = Rkt + Cn).
Summing over k, we find
N-1 N-1
Wiy < o (ko -5t o)
k=0 k=0
< 4h (Filpio) — Filpiy) + C°T) . (4.7)
Since €2 is bounded, F; is bounded from below and using the assumption (B.6]), we conclude

(#H). The proof is completed noticing that the estimate (£4]) comes from (@7 and (B.0).
O



4.2 Refined a priori estimates

The goal of this section is to obtain stronger estimates on P;(p; ;) in order to deal with the
nonlinear diffusion term.

Proposition 4.3. For alli € [1,1] and for all k > 0, we have P;(p kH) e Whi(Q) and
h (Vuf;:lpf;[l + VP, (pf;[l)) = —chf;[lpf;[l a.e, (4.8)

where gokzl is a Kantorovich potential (so that its gradient is unique pkJrl a.e.) from pkJrl
to pLh for Wa.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [T [I7] for example. We start by taking the first variation
in the semi-implicit JKO scheme. Let £ € C2°(2;R") be given and @, the corresponding
flow defined by

0;P, =€0d,, &g = Id.

Define the pertubation p, of pZ by pr = @T#ple Then we get

1
~ (Enlorloh) = Eunelioh)) = 0. (4.9)

By standard computations, we have

lim sup ~ (W2(pr, pbn) — WEGAEL, o) < / (2 —y) @) dr i wy),  (4.10)
™o T Qx0

where ’ka is an Wa-optimal transport plan in H(,of”;gl, Pi h) and fka (Idx Tf;[l) pf;:l

with TkJr1 =1Id— VgokH Moreover, by ([B1]), (£4]) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
Theorem we obtain

1
lim sup ;(-E(Pr) pf?}'l / P pf?}'l ))div(&(z)) dx. (4.11)
7\0
Finally, by definition of )\’?;lrl, we have
. 1 —
hm\s(l)lp ;(Wi(Pr|Plfi) (ol en)) / Va,cilwn, .o a) - &) dA (2, . 2)4.12)

Combining (33)), (£9), (@I0), @II), (EI2), and replacing £ by —¢, we find, for all { €
C (5 R™),

/Vgole {pkH /QP(,of;Lrl)dw —i—h/VukJrl §pk+1 (4.13)

Now we claim that P;(p kH) € WhY(Q). Indeed, since P; is controled by F;, ([E4) gives
P(Pf;:l) € LY(Q) and, by [@I3), we obtain

Vel (y)]
‘/P pf—liz_l dlv ‘ [/ h k+1+||vr162||L°° ||£||L°°
W(pzhypf”?;l)
S #Jr €l Lo (©2)




Vet
By duality, this implies P;(p}'}") € BV () and VPi(p{}") = (—vuﬁzlpﬁzl — tHin p§;1>

Vk
in M"(Q2). In fact, Pi(ple) is in W11(Q) because Vuf;;lpf;;l + %ple € L'(Q) and
then (L3]) is proved.

O
We deduce from ([8) an L'((0,7), BV(2)) estimate for P;(p; ).
Corollary 4.4. For all T > 0, we have
1P:(pin) |1 o.rywr1 @) < CT
Proof. Integrating (A.g]), we obtain
| VP < Walphn i) +Ch
Then summing from & =0 to N — 1 and thanks to (£3]), we have
T
| [ wream<cr,
0 Q
We conclude thanks to (81)) and (44]). O

4.3 Convergences and proof of Theorem 3.3
4.3.1 Weak and strong convergences of p; j

From the total square distance estimate (€3]), we deduce the classical Ws-convergence,

Proposition 4.5. For all T > 0 and i € {1,...,1}, there exists p; € C'/%([0,T], P**(Q))
such that, up to extraction of a discrete subsequence,

sup Wa(pin(t), pi(t)) = 0.

te[0,7]

Proof. The proof is classical and is a consequence of (5] and a refined version of Arzela-
Ascoli’s Theorem [3, Proposition 3.3.1]. O

In order to handle the nonlinear diffusion term, the next proposition proves strong
convergence in time and space.

Proposition 4.6. Up to a subsequence, for all i € {1,...,1}, p;ip converges strongly in
LY((0,T) x Q) to p; and VPi(pin) converges narrowly to VP;(p;).

Proof. The proof is now well-known. We apply an extension of Aubin-Lions Lemma proved
by Rossi and Savaré |20, Theorem 2|, see for example [I7, II]. Then we obtain that p;
converges to p; strongly in L1((0,7T) x ).

It remains to prove that P;(p; ) converges strongly to P;(p;) in L'((0,T) x Q). First,
we know that P;(p; 1) is uniformly bounded in L>((0,7), L*()), using (3]), and thanks
to Corollary 4], we have that P;(p; ) is uniformly bounded in L'((0,7), W1(2)). Then
the Sobolev embedding gives that P;(p; ) is uniformly bounded in L°°((0,T), L*(Q)) N
LY((0,T), L/ "=1(Q)). We deduce that P;(p; ;) is uniformly bounded in L&*+D/((0,T) x
), [II, Lemma 5.3]. This implies that P;(p; ;) is uniformly integrable and Vitali’s con-
vergence Theorem gives that P;(p; ) converges strongly to Pi(p;) in L'((0,7) x ). Then
we conclude the narrow convergence of VP;(p; ) to VP;(p;) in M™((0,T) x Q) thanks to
Corollary (.41

O



4.3.2 Convergence of W;-optimal transport plans

First, let us recall some notations. Let )\f;;l be an optimal transport plan for
Wi (p’ih, e ,pf_Lh,pf’Zl,pr’h, e ,pf’h) and A; j, the piecewise constant interpolation of
(AF, )k, defined in (Z3).

In this section, the goal is to prove that \; , converges to A;, where \;(t) is an optimal
transport plan for W; (p1(t), ..., m(t)), t-a.e. To simplify the exposition, we focus on the
case ¢ = 1 and the analysis is similar for ¢ > 1. We introduce the shifted piecewise constant
interpolations for all i € {2,...,1},

pin(t) = pfy if t € (hk, h(k +1)] and f;,(0) := pi if t = 0.

and we denote, py 5, the (I — 1)-tuple (pop, ..., Aun) so that Ay p(t) € I (p1a(t), p1y(t)),
for all t > 0.

Proposition 4.7. For all T > 0, A1, narrowly converges to Ay in P([0,T] x QY and
AM(t) €L (pi(t),. ... p(t)), t-ae.

Proof. Proposition implies that p; ;, narrowly converges to p; := (p2,...,p) in

L>([0,T], P2 (2)=1). Define )\{h =TI\ p(t) @dt € P([0,T) x Q). Since [0,T] x Q is
bounded, the sequence X{ ; is tight then, by Prokhorov’s Theorem, X{ ,, narrowly converges
to AT in P([0,7] x Q). It remains to show that AT can be written as 771\ (t) ® dt,
where A1 (t) € H(p1(t),...,p(t)) t-a.e. Denote 7!, 71 the projections from [0, 7] x Q! to
0,7] x @ and [0,T] with 7% (¢, 21,...,2;) = (t,2;), and 7' (¢, z1,...,27) = t. Then we
have ﬂ#l)\m = p1p(t)dt, w#ZALh = pin(t)dt, for i # 1 and ﬂ#)\m = T_lﬁ‘[oﬂ. When h
goes to 0, since py 4 (t)dt and p; j,(t)dt narrowly converge to pi(t)dt and p;(t)dt, we obtain
71?1!)\1 = p;(t)dt and 7'(';#)\7; = T‘1£|[0,T], which concludes the proof. _

It remains to prove that the transport plan obtained in the last Proposition 7] A; (%),
is optimal for Wy (p1(t), ..., pi(t)). We start establishing an approximation result for an
optimal transport plan between pq(t), p2(t), ..., pi(t).

Lemma 4.8. Let \(t) be an optimal transport plan for Wi (p1(t), ..., pi(t)). There exists
a sequence of transport plans A1 p(t) € I(p1,p(t), p1 4 (t)) such that

sup Wl(Xl(t),XLh(t)) — 0.
te[0,7

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of the one from [4, Lemma 6.2|. Let v1(t) € II(p1(t), p1,1(t))
be the optimal transport plan for Wy and, for ¢ > 1, let 4;(t) € II(p;(t), pin(t)) be the op-
timal transport plan for Ws. Let us disintegrate ~;(t) and 7;(t) as 71(t) = p1(t) @ v{(¢)
and 7;(t) = pi(t) ® 7%(t). Now define Ay 5(t) by

An(t) = /Ql Y @752 (1) @ - @A) dM (t, 1, ..., 2y).

By construction, Ay (t) € I(pyp(t), pyp(t)). Then we introduce 7 a transport plan be-
tween \p(t) and Ay 5, (¢) defined, for all ¢ € C(Q%), by

@@y = [ ([ o@ar izt oo 5 am) L)

10



where = (z1,...,2;),y = (y1,...,y) are in QL. Since 7 € TI(A\1(2), A\1,1(t)) we have

l

Wi (), Ara(t) < / (Je1r =yl + Y lai — yil) dr (2, y)

=2

N

/92 |71 = y1[77 (8 dyr)pa (8, da) + Z /92 |z — yil %" (L, dyi) pi(t, dov;)
i=2

l
< [ e—unttdodn+ 3 [ o= bt dodn)
=2

l

< Wipia(t), p1(8) + > W3 (pin(t), pi(t))-

1=2

Then Proposition concludes the proof. O

From the previous Lemma, we show that \(¢) is optimal for Wi (pi1(t),..., pi(t)) t-a.e in
[0,7].

Proposition 4.9. For almost every t € [0,T], A (t) is optimal for Wy (p1(t), ..., pi(1)).

Proof. Let A1 (t) be an optimal transport plan for Wy (p1(t), ..., p(t)). First, define A a(t)
as in Lemma Since, by definition, A1 is optimal for Wi(p1n, pys) and App(t) €
H(pl,fni)l,h)? we have

/cl($)xl7h(t,dw)2/ c1(x) A p(t,dx),
Ol Ol

where & = (x1,...,2;). So, for all nonnegative function ¢ € C*([0,77]), we get

//Cl Alhtdm //Cl Alhtda:) ()d
Ql Ql

Since  is bounded and according to Lemma 8]

/ /Cl Alhtdw dt—)/ /Cl Altda?) ()d
Ql Ql

as h — 0. In addition, since A; ;, narrowly converges to A; in P([0,T] x Q!), we have

/ /Cl Alhtdw dt—)/ /Cl Altdili) ()d
Ql Q!

/ / 01 Altdm / / 01 Altdac) ()d
Ql Q!

The inequality holds for all nonnegative function ¢ € C*°([0,77]), we thus obtain, for almost
every t € [0,7],

And then

Wi (pi1(t),...,pi(t) = /Ql c1 ()M (t, dx),

and the proof is concluded. O
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4.3.3 Proof of Theorem
First, we show that (p14,...,p1) is solution of a discrete approximation of system (B.2]).

Proposition 4.10. Let h > 0, for all T > 0, let N such that Nh = T and for all
» €CX([0,T) x Q), then

T
/0 /sz-,h(t,m)atqb(t,m)dxdt = hZ/VP M) - Vo(ty, x) do

+ hZ/ Va,ci(@) - Vo (ty, z:) A (w)

N-1

LD DN IR TR RIS valt)

— /p@o(:z:)qb(o,a:)dx,
Q

with, for all ¢ € C(]0,T) x R™),
1

IR[p](x,y)| < §||D Ol o)< — Y,
fyle is an optimal transport plan in F(pl h,pkH).
Proof. This is a consequence of (8] (see [II, 17]). O

Now, we have to take the limit in the system of Proposition [0l The linear term (with
time derivative) and the diffusion term converge to the desired result thanks to Proposition
The remainder term goes to 0 as h goes to 0 because of (LI]). So it remains to check
the convergence of multi-marginal interaction terms. By Proposition BT, \;; converges to
A; in P([0,T] x Q) and then,

T
hz / Vi) - (b, 2) AL (@) /O /Q Vi) - Vlt, 70) dAi(t, @)t

and, by Proposition L9 \;(t) is an optimal transport plan for W;(p1,..., ).

5 Uniqueness in dimension one

In this section, € is a compact convex subset in R. We give an uniqueness result based
on a displacement convexity argument and some examples of functionals satisfying this
condition. Although Theorem [5.7 holds in dimension higher than one, we retrict ourselves
to the dimension one because as far as we know, there is no example of multi-marginal
functional geodesicaly convex in higher dimension.

5.1 Displacement convexity in product Wasserstein space

For the purpose of this paper, it is enough to restrict ourselves to absolutely continuous
probability measures. Given py and p; in P?(Q2), there exists a unique optimal transport
map 1" between pg and pq i.e Tupy = p1 and

Povpl /|9C— | Po( )d
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In addition, T :  — 2 is a nondecreasing map.
The Wasserstein geodesic between py and pp is the curve ¢ € [0,1] — p; given by the
McCann’s interpolation
pr == T" 4po,
where T* = (1 — t)Id + tT is the optimal transport map between py and p;, and p; is a

constant speed geodesic:
Walpe, ps) = It — s|Walpo, p1)-

Now we recall the definition of geodesically convex functional in Wasserstein product space.

Definition 5.1. Let A € R. A functional W : P(Q)! — (—o0,+00] is said A-geodesically
convez in P(Q) if for every i € [1,1] and for every couple (uf, ul) € P(Q)?

A
W, ... 1) < (1—t)W(u?7---,u?)+tW(ui---7u})—§t(1—t)W22((u?,---,u?), (11s o 11)),

where it is a constant speed geodesic between pY and pt and Wp is the product distance on

P(Q)L
Note that if F' : [0, +00) — R satisfies McCann’s condition i.e. the map
r € (0,400) — r"F(r~") is convex nonincreasing, (5.1)

then it is well-known that

Flp) = { _{Qof(/)) if F(p) € L'(Q),

otherwise,
is geodesically convex (A = 0), see [I§].

In the following we give a class of multi-marginal functionals geodesically convex. First,
we provide a characterization of the co-monotone transport plan as in [24, Lemma 2.8|.

Lemma 5.2. For |l > 2, let v be a transport plan having p1,...,p; as marginals. If
satisfies the property

(xla"' 7xl)7(yl7”’ 7yl) S supp vy = [xl < Y1 = VZ, Zi < yl]7 (52)

_1}

then v = Ymon ‘= (G[l_l], e ,Gl[_l})#ﬁl[o 1 where GZ[ 18 the pseudo-inverse of the cumu-

\
lative distribution function of p;, Gi(a) = p;((—o0,al).

Proof. This lemma is an extension of [24, Lemma 2.8] (where the case | = 2 is studied)
and the proof is similar. First, for all aq,...,a; € R, we know that v,,on((—00,a1] X -+ X
(=00, @;]) = min; Gi(a;). Indeed, by definition of Ymen € (p1,...,p01),

Ymon (=00, a1] X -+ x (—=00,a)]) = |{z €[0,1] : Vi, GI N(z) < a;}
= Nz el0,1] : Vi, x < Gi(a;)}]
= minG,(a;).
Since the knowledge of vy((—o0,a1] X -+ X (=00, q]), for all ay,...,a; € R is enough to

characterize v, we just need to show that

Y((—=00,a1] X -+ x (—o0,q7]) = miinGi(ai),

13



to conclude the proof. Define for all 4, the set A; = H;;ﬁ [aj, +00)x (=00, a;] xII ] _iy1laj, +00).
Since vy satisfies ([5.2]), for all 4 # j we cannot have both v(A4;) > 0 and y(A4;) > 0. Then,

Y((—00,a1] X -+ x (—o0,qp]) = miin'y(( 00, a1 X -+ X (—o0,q;) U A;)
= miin’y(]Rx X Rx(—00,a;] xR--- x R)
= m.inPZ(( 00, ail)

= mln Gi(a).

O

This lemma allows us to study the geodesic convexity of multi-marginal functionals for a
large class of costs.

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ : Q' — R be a C? convex function satisfying 0; ¢ <0 foralli # j.
The functional W, : P*(Q)! — R defined by

We(p1,.-.yp1) == inf{/ﬁl c(xy,...,z)dy(xy,...,2q) : ’yEH(pl,...,pl)},

is geodesically convex in P(Q)L.

Proof. Given (p9,... ,pl) and (pl, ..., pt) in Pe(Q)!, define the constant speed geodesic
between p{ and p}, pt = T} #pZ Let ~9 be an optimal transport plan for the multi-
marginal problem W,(pY,...,p?). By [8, Theorem 4.1], there exist I — 1 nondecreasing
maps Sa, ..., S such that vy = (Id, Ss,. .. ,Sl)#p(f.

Define the interpolation plan ~; by

M= (va s 7T’lt)#70 = (Tf’ T; © 52) s ’Tlt o Sl)#p(l)

Observe that v, = (17,120 Sy,...,T; 0 Sl)#,o(l) and since 17 and for all ¢ > 2, T; o S; are
nondecreasing maps, 1 satisfies (5.2)). We want to show that 77 is an optimal transport
plan for Wc(,o%, . ,,ol) Theorem 4.1 from |[§] says that the optimal transport plan 7o of
We(pl,....p}) is of the form o, = (Id, S, .. Sl)#pl, where S; is nondecreasing. Then
Yopt also satisfies (B.2) and then by Lemma [5.2] we conclude that 7 is an optimal transport
plan for We(pi,...,p}).

By convexity of ¢, we have

Wldhooospl) < [ o)
< [ el T
(1-1) /Q c(ﬂcl,...,xl)d'yo+t/gl o(Ty(21), - Ti(x) do

< (1—t)Wc(P(1),,P?)“‘th(P%,,Pll)a

which concludes the proof.

N

O

Remark 5.4. This result cannot be generalized in higher dimension. Indeed, in dimension
n > 1, it is well known that Wa(-, o) is not A-convex along geodesic on P(Q2) (see example

9.1.5 from [3]).
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5.2 Wasserstein contraction

First, let us define the Fréchet subdifferential for W : P2¢(Q)! — (—o0, +00] by extending
the definition given in [3].

Definition 5.5. Let W : P*(Q)! — (—o0,4+00] be a functional and let € = (&1,...,&) €
L2((1u17 s 7/-”)7 Q)7 i.e

l
> [l < +oc.

We say that &€ is in the Fréchet subdifferential OV (u1, ..., ) if

W) —-W(p) — i () — x)pi () do
tming Y VW) — Bt Jol6@), Tt @) — () >0, (5.3)
it W2<u,u>
where p = (p1, ..., w) and T is the optimal transport map between p; and v;.

The next proposition characterizes the subdifferential of A-geodesically convex func-
tionals.

Proposition 5.6. Let W : P(Q)! — (—o0,+00] be a A-geodesically convex functional.
Then a vector & € L*(p, Q) belongs to the Fréchet subdifferential of W at p if and only if

W) Z / 6(x). Ty (x) — ahyn(x) o+ S WE (v, ), (5.4)

for all v € Pa(Q)L. Moreover, if £ € OW(u) and k € OW(v) then

Z / () — wa(TY (), T () — whpa() de < —AW2 (g, ). (5.5)

Proof. The proof is the same as in the characterization by Variational inequalities and
monotonicity done in 3] p. 231.
O

We can now prove the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 5.7. Assume F; satisfies (B1)) and W; is a A\j-geodesically convex functional.
Let p' == (pi,...,p}) and p? == (p3,...,p?), in P*(Q), two weak solutions of B2) with
initial conditions p}(0,-) = pz-l’o and p2(0,-) = pﬁo. If for all T < +o00,

T 1
| S ke e+ / Zuvmup Jdt < +oc, (5.6)
=1

with, for j € {1,2}, ' o ,
Ug,t = —VF; (Pg,t) - Vul,

2

then for every t € [0,T],

W2(pt,p?) < e B MWl ph),
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Proof. Using Theorem 5.24, Corollary 5.25 from [24] and assumption (5.6), we obtain

& (3730t = [ (0= Tt o) — T @) o)

where Tl-t is the optimal transport map between pilt and p?t. Since F; satisfies McCann’s
condition, we have

/Q (@ = T} (2), VF{ (0 (T} (2))) = VF{(pi(2)))pis(x) dz < 0.

In addition, W; is A\;-geodesically convex then (B.0]) gives

l l
> /Q (Vul y(x) = Vi (T} (@), T} (z) — @) piy(x) de < =Y \W3 (i, pi).
=1

i=1
Summing over ¢ and combining these inequalities, we obtain
d !
L (W2 (ol ) < - (az&) )
i=1

Gronwall’s Lemma concludes the proof. [l

Remark 5.8. Assumption (5.0) in Theorem [171 is made to ensure the absolute continuity
of Wg(p;t,p?’t) and can be checked using [AL8) (see for example [17, Proposition 7.5]).
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