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CONVERGENCE THEOREMS FOR BARYCENTRIC MAPS

FUMIO HIAI AND YONGDO LIM

ABSTRACT. We first develop a theory of conditional expectations for random vari-
ables with values in a complete metric space M equipped with a contractive barycen-
tric map 3, and then give convergence theorems for martingales of (-conditional
expectations. We give the Birkhoff ergodic theorem for S-values of ergodic empirical
measures and provide a description of the ergodic limit function in terms of the [-
conditional expectation. Moreover, we prove the continuity property of the ergodic
limit function by finding a complete metric between contractive barycentric maps
on the Wasserstein space of Borel probability measures on M. Finally, the large
derivation property of S-values of i.i.d. empirical measures is obtained by applying
the Sanov large deviation principle.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

The main purpose of the present paper is to establish several convergence theorems
for random variables with values in a complete metric space (M, d) equipped with a
contractive barycentric map 8 : PP(M) — M, where PP(M) is the Wasserstein space
of Borel probability measures with finite pth moment. This important class of metric
spaces with contractive barycentric maps contains all Banach spaces, metric spaces that
are nonpositively curved in the weak sense of Busemann, including global NPC spaces,
and convex metric spaces [I7, [I6]. For instance, a typical convex metric space is the
Banach-Finsler manifold of positive invertible operators on a Hilbert space equipped
with the Thompson metric. We need no extra condition on the underlying space M, like
separability or local compactness, except only the existence of a contractive barycentric
map [ : PP(M) — M for some p € [1,00).

As usual, a barycentric map is useful to define expectations of pth integrable M-
valued random variables via push-forward measures. However, defining conditional
expectations of random variables with values in a metric space is non-trivial, as previ-
ously discussed by Es-Sahib and Heinich [I0], Sturm [23] and others (as referenced in

[10, 23]). In Section 2, when a probability space is standard Borel, we introduce, by
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using the disintegration theorem, the [-conditional expectation and derive its funda-
mental properties including the contractive and projective properties. We show that
our conditional expectation coincides with Sturm’s conditional expectation [23] when
restricted to the canonical barycentric map on a global NPC space. In Section 3, mo-
tivated by Sturm’s martingale convergence theorem [23] on a global NPC space, we
obtain the convergence theorem in the sense of L” and almost everywhere convergence
for S-martingales of regular type. We also discuss filtered S-martingales of Sturm’s

type.

The most natural problem for contractive barycentric maps is an extension of the
classical Birkhoff ergodic theorem. Ergodic type results were formerly given in [10] 24]
for L' or L? i.i.d. random variables in nonpositively curved spaces. More recently,
Austin [I] obtained an L?-ergodic theorem for the canonical barycentric map on a global
NPC space, and Navas [2I] obtained an L'-ergodic theorem for a specific contractive
barycentric map on a metric space of nonpositive curvature in the sense of Busemann.
The paper [20] contains an extension of Navas’ ergodic theorem to the parametrized
version of the Cartan barycenter. In Section 4 we review the LP-ergodic theorem in
[1, 21] for the S-expectation values of the ergodic empirical measures in the setting of
a general barycentric space (M,d, 3). We also provide the description of the ergodic
limit function in terms of the S-conditional expectation.

There exists many distinct contractive barycentric maps on a fixed barycentric space
(M, d, p); for instance, see Remark 6.4 and Example 6.5 of [24]. In Section 5 we study
perturbations for the ergodic convergence theorem varying over contractive barycentric
maps. We introduce a complete metric on the set of all p-contractive barycentric maps
on M and then show the continuity of the ergodic limit function varying over the pairs
of barycentric maps and pth integrable random variables. For the global NPC space
case, we construct a semiflow of contractive barycentric maps such that the canonical
barycentric map plays as a global attractor fixed point. The convergence of ergodic
limits along any trajectory of barycentric maps to that of the canonical barycentric
map is established as an application of our S-convergence theorems.

Finally, in Section 6 we present the large derivation principle for the S-values of the
empirical measures of M-valued i.i.d. random variables, which is a stronger version of
Sturm’s empirical law of large numbers [24].

In order to give precise formulations of the above results, one needs to recall some
backgrounds on measurable M-valued functions, Borel probability measures on M, and
so on, which are summarized in the rest of this introductory section.

Let (M, d) be a complete metric space and B(M) be the o-algebra of Borel subsets
of M. Let P(M) be the set of all probability measures on B(M) with full support,
and Py(M) be the set of u € P(M) of the form p = %sz:l 0., with some n € N and
x1,...,x, € M. We note [I3] that every u € P(M) has separable support and is the
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week limit of a sequence of finitely supported measures. For 1 < p < oo let PP(M) be
the set of u € P(M) such that [,, d”(x,y)du(y) < oo for some (equivalently, for all)
x € M, and P> (M) be the set of u € P(M) with bounded support, i.e., i is supported
on {y € M :d(z,y) < a} for some x € M and some a < co. Obviously,

PHM) D PP(M) D PYM) D P>(M) for 1<p<q<oo. (1.1)

For 1 < p < oo the p-Wasserstein distance on PP(M) is defined as

1/p
4% (1, v) :=[ wi [ @] e,
M x M

mell(p,v)
where II(u, ) denotes the set of m € P(M x M) such that 7(B x M) = p(B) and
m(M x B) =v(B) for all B € B(M). Moreover, for p = oo we define

()= it sup{d(e,y): (@y) €supp(m)h, v € PE(M),

Note that
dy <d)y <d) <d¥ ~ for 1<p<q<oo. (1.2)

It is well-known [24] that d})" is a complete metric on P?(M) for 1 < p < oo and Py(M)
is dense in PP(M) for 1 < p < oc.

Let (€2, A, P) be a probability space. A Borel measurable function ¢ : Q — M (i.e.,
measurable with respect to A and B(M) or M-valued random variable) is strongly
measurable if there exists a sequence {p,} of M-valued simple functions, i.e., p,(w) =
Zfz"l 14, ,Tn; with A,; € A and z,; € M, such that d(¢,(w), p(w)) — 0 for a.e.
w € €. From the definition it follows that if ¢ : 2 — M is strongly measurable, then
there exists a P-null set N € A for which {p(w) :w € Q\ N} is a separable subset of
M and for any x € M the function w € Q\ N — d(z, p(w)) is A-measurable. Hence
the integral [, d”(z, ¢(w)) dP(w) makes sense for any p € (0,00). For each p € [1,00),
we say that a function ¢ : Q — M is pth Bochner integrable if ¢ is strongly measurable
and [, d”(x, p(w)) dP(w) < oo for some (equivalently, for all) z € M. We denote by

LP(; M) = LP(Q2, A, P; M)
the set of all M-valued pth Bochner integrable functions. We also denote by
L(Q; M) = L>(Q, A, P; M)

the set of all strongly measurable functions f : Q — M such that d(z, f(w)) is essen-
tially bounded for some (equivalently, for all) z € M. As usual, for ¢, € LP(Q2; M)
we consider ¢ = 1 whenever p(w) = ¥ (w) a.e. Obviously,

LY ;M) D LP(Q; M) D LY M) D L®(Q; M) for 1<p<g<oo.  (1.3)

The theory of Bochner integrable functions mostly treats measurable functions with
values in a Banach space (see, e.g., [7]), but basic definitions and results are valid for
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measurable functions with values in a complete metric space as well. For instance, a
standard argument gives:

Lemma 1.1. For every 1 < p < oo, the set LP(2; M) is a complete metric space with
the usual LP-distance

1/p

%wwmzLwawxwmwww> i#1<p<oo

and deo(p, 1) = esssup,cq d(@(w), ¥(w)) for p = co. The set of M-valued simple
functions is dense in LP(2; M) for 1 < p < oo, and the set of countably valued functions
in L>°(Q; M) is dense in L>(2; M).

Lemma 1.2. Let 1 < p < 0.

(1) If ¢ € LP(Q; M), then the push-forward measure o, P by ¢ belongs to PP(M).
(2) If o, € LP(Q M), then d)) (0. P, 9. P) < dy(p, ).

Proof. (1) Let ¢ € LP(2; M). There exists a separable closed set My C M such that
o(w) € My for a.e. w € Q. Since (p.P)(My) = P(p~H(My)) = 1, supp(¢.P) C My and
so P € P(M). Moreover, when 1 < p < oo,

L&@wﬂ%mm:éf@wMMHM<w

When p = oo, we have d(z, p(w)) < « a.e. for some o < oo, and hence supp(p.P) C
{ye M :d(z,y) < af.

(2) Let ¢, € LP(Q2; M). Set m := (p x ¢),P, the push-forward of P by the map
we N (pw),(w)) € M x M. As in the proof of (1), we have 7 € P(M x M).
For any B € B(M), n(B x M) = P(p"Y(B)) and 7(M x B) = P(¢"(B)), so 7 €
(P, 1, P). Therefore, when 1 < p < o0,

x M

% (pPF) < [/M & (z,y) d(p x @D)*P(z,y)} :
d

When p = o0, let o := doo(p,¥) and A == {(x,y) € M x M : d(z,y) < a}. Then
7(A) =1, and we have supp(m) C A, so d¥ (0.P,1.P) < a. O

The following lemma will play an essential role for our purpose. In fact, a similar
inequality follows by specializing [26, Proposition 7.10] to u = Zfil a;0,, and v =
S K Bid,,. The following proof is a modification (in the specialized situation) of that

in [26].
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Lemma 1.3. Assume that 1 < p < co. Let zy,...,2x € M, and (a,...,ax) and
(B1, ..., BK) be probability vectors. Then

K K
d,) (Z il Zm) <A
=1 i=1

where A = diam{xy,...,xx}, the diameter of {xy,...,xx}.

1K 1/p
§Z|O‘i_5i|] ’
1

=

Proof. Let ~; :== min{ay, f;} for 1 <i < K, [ :={i:«a; >y} and J :={i: [ > v}
It is clear that I N J = ) and
K K 1K
D=y = (=7 =Y (B =) =D (B =) = 5 >l =Byl
iel i=1 j=1 jed j=1
Let pij := (i = %:)(B5 —7j)/ 2res(Br — i) for i € I and j € J; then it is immediate
to check that a; —v; =, pij (1 € I) and B; —v; = > ,c; pij (7 € J). One can define

e II(Y, by, > ; Bibs,) by m:= SE Vil(eiai) T Dicr. jes POz, Therefore,
K K 1/p 1/p
i=1 i=1 MxM

icl,jeJ
1/p

1 K 1/p
9 Z | — Bz‘] :
iel i=1

O

Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set. For a nonempty subset A of X, let TA := {y €
X :x <y for some z € A}. We say that A is an upper set if TA = A. Assume that a
complete metric space M is equipped with a closed partial order <; i.e., {(z,y) : z <y}
is closed in M x M equipped with the product topology. The stochastic order on P (M)
introduced in [I3] is defined by p < v if u(U) < v(U) for every open upper set U,
Several equivalent conditions of u < v were given in [I3]. We note from [15 [I3] that
for p =2 > i1 0a; and v = 1 > j—1 0, i < v if and only if there exists a permutation
oon {1,...,n} such that a; < by forall j =1,... n.

Assume that F is a real Banach space containing an open convex cone C' such that
(' is a normal cone (cf. [5]). The cone C defines a closed partial order on E (hence
on O) by v < yif y—ax € C. Moreover, C is a complete metric space with the
Thompson metric 25, 22] defined by dr(x,y) := max{log M (z/y),log M (y/x)}, where
M(z/y) = inf{\ > 0 : x < A\y}. Note that the dr-topology on C' coincides with the
relative topology inherited from E. Hence we may consider P(C') on (C,dr). Then it
was shown in [I3] that the stochastic order on P(C') is a partial order. This is typically
the case when F is the algebra S(H) with the operator norm, consisting of self-adjoint
bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H, and C' is the cone P(#H) of positive
invertible operators on H.
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Now, assume that a complete metric space M is equipped with a closed partial
order. For strongly measurable M-values functions ¢, on 2, we define ¢ < @ if
o(w) < Y(w) a.e. (The definition makes sense since {w : p(w) < 1(w)} is measurable
up to a P-null set.)

Lemma 1.4. If ,9 : Q — M are strongly measurable and o < 1, then P < ¢,P.

Proof. Assume that p(w) < ¢(w) for all w € @\ N with a P-null set N. Let U be
an open upper set. If w € o1 (U) N (Q\ N), then p(w) € U and ¢(w) < ¥(w), so
Y(w) € U. Hence o 1H(U)N (2\ N) C v 1U), so that P(po~}(U)) < P(y~YU)),
implying ¢,P < ¢,P. 0

2. CONDITIONAL EXPECTATIONS

In this section, let 1 < p < oo be fixed, and assume that 3 : PP(M) — M is a
p-contractive barycentric map, that is, 5(0,) = x for all x € M and

d(B(p), b)) < &) (,v),  pv € PP(M). (2.1)
Definition 2.1. Let ¢ € LP(Q2; M).
(1) Define the B-expectation E°(p) € M of ¢ by
E°(p) := B(p:P).

This is well defined by Lemma [L2](1).
(2) For every A € A with P(A) > 0, consider the reduced probability space

(A,.A N A, PA) where P4 := P(A)_lP‘AmA.
Let EP(p]4) be the B-expectation of p|4 on (A, AN A, Py),ie.,
E°(¢la) = B((pla)Pa).

Proposition 2.2. Let p,1p € LP(Q); M).

(1) d(E(p), EP(¥)) < dy(0, 9)).

(2) EP(1qx) = x for allx € M.

(3) Assume that M is equipped with a closed partial order and  is monotone,
that 1is, for each p,v € PP(M), pn < v implies (pu) < B(v). If ¢ < 1, then

EP(p) < EP(y).
Proof. (1) By (ZI)) and Lemma [[2](2),
d(E°(p), EP(¢)) = d(B(.P), B(1.P)) < d) (9. P, 9. P) < dy(p, 9)).

(2) Since (1q7),P =6, E*(1qz) = 5(5,) = =.
(3) is obvious from Lemma [[4] O
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Proposition 2.3. Let p,¢ € LP(; M). If EP(pls) = EP(1]a) for all A € A with
P(A) > 0, then ¢ = 1.

Proof. Assume that ¢ # 1; then there exists a § > 0 such that
P{w e Q:d(p(w),¥(w)) >d} > 0.

One can choose a sequence {x,}°°, in M such that ¢(w), ¥(w) € {z,} a.e. For m,n =
1,2,..., let

A = {w € Q:d(pw), P(w)) > 0, d(m, p(w)) < 6/4, d(wn, Y(w)) < 6/4}.
Since P(Uyy o1 Amp) = P{d(¢(w), ¥ (w)) > 8} > 0, one can choose m, n such that

m,n=1

P(A,,,) > 0. For w € A,,,, we have

0 < d(p(w), P(w)) < d(p(w), xm) + d(@m, 2n) + d(2n, Y(W)) < d(@m, 20) + /2,

so that d(z,,x,) > 0/2. Let ¢q := 1gx,, and ¢y := 1qz, be constant functions. For
A = A, we have EP(¢g|la) = x,, and EP(yy|a) = z,. Moreover, by Proposition
2.2 (1),

d(E"(¢|a), wm) = d(E"(¢]a), B (¢0l)) < dp(la, ola) < 0/4,
d(E"(¢]a), 2n) = d(E”(¥]a), B (t0]4)) < dp(la, th0la) < 6/4.

Since E°(¢|4) = EP(3|4) by assumption, we have d(z,,,z,) < §/2, a contradiction.
U

Recall that (€2, A) is a standard Borel space if it is isomorphic to (X, B(X)) of
a Polish space X and its Borel o-algebra B(X). In the rest of this section, unless
otherwise stated, we assume that (€2, A, P) is a probability space over a standard Borel
space (€2, A) and B is a sub-o-algebra of A. To introduce the notion of the §-conditional
expectation with respect to B, we utilize the disintegration theorem, which we state
as a lemma for convenience. For details see [11, Theorem 5.8] (where a probability
measure space on a standard Borel space is called a regular measure space).

Remark 2.4. It is known [3| Corollary 10.4.6] that if X is a Souslin space (i.e., a
continuous image of a Polish space), then for any probability measure P on B(X) and
every sub-o-algebra B of B(X) there exists a disintegration of P with respect to B.
Thus, the results of this paper when (2, A) is a standard Borel space are also true with
a bit weaker assumption that (£2,.4) is isomorphic to (X, B(X)) of a Souslin space X.

Lemma 2.5. There exists a family (P, )weq of probability measures on (Q,.A) such
that for every A € A,

(i) we Qw— P,(A) is B-measurable, and
(ii) w — P, (A) is a conditional expectation of 14 with respect to B.

Such a family (P,,),ecq is unique up to a P-null set, and moreover it satisfies the
following:
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(iii) for every f € LY(4R), f € LYQ,AP,R) for P-ae. w € Q and w
Jo f(7) dP(T) is a conditional expectation of f with respect to B. In particular,

/QfdP:/Q[/Qf(f)de(T)}dP(w).

The family (P, )weq given in the above lemma is called a disintegration of P with
respect to B. The next lemma is easily seen from the primary property (ii) of the above
lemma, while we supply the proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.6. Let (P,,)ueq be a disintegration of P with respect to B. For every ¢ €
LY, B,P; M), there is a P-null set N € B such that for every w € Q\ N, ¥(7) is
constant for P,-a.e. T € €.

Proof. Note that ¢(7) is constant for P-a.e. if and only if ¢, P, is singly supported.
Choose a countable set {x;}32, in M such that ¢(w) € {z;} a.e. Forz € M and k € N,
set Uryp(x) :={y € M : d(y,z) < 1/k}, the open ball of center x and radius 1/k. Let
{(Un, Vo) }o2, be an enumeration of all pairs (U /x(x;), Urjk(;)) such that Uy () N
Ure(x;) =0 Wlth i, 7,k € N. Then it is easy to see that 1, P,, is singly supported if and
only if (1.P,)(Uy) - (¥.P,)(Vy) = 0 for all n, that is, P, (v 1(U,)) - P,(v = (V,)) =0
for all n. Since v~ 1(U,), v~ (V,,) € B, it follows from Lemma ZH(ii) that

P, (Un) = lywny(w), Pu(@™(Va)) = Ly (w) ace.

so that P, (v 1(U,)) - P,(v1(V,,)) = 0 a.e. Hence there is a P-null set N € B such
that for every w € Q\ N we have P, (¢~1(U,)) - P, (v (V,,)) = 0 for all n, so (1) is
constant for P -a.e. O

Lemma 2.7. Let (P,)ueq be a disintegration of P with respect to B. Let 1 < p < oo.

(1) If ¢ € LP(Q2; M), then there is a P-null N € B such that ¢ € LP(Q, A, P; M)
and P, € PP(M) for allw € Q\ N.
(2) If o,¢p € LP(S4; M), then there is a P-null N € B such that

1/p
d(ﬁ(s@*Pw),ﬁ(%Pw))SUﬂ dpw(f),@b(f))dm(f)}, WEQ\N. (22

Proof. (1) Let ¢ € LP(2; M) and z € M. Since w > dP(x, p(w)) is in L'(Q;R), it
follows from Lemma 235I(iii) that

/ [/ dP(z, (7)) de(T)] dP(w) = / dP(z, p(w)) dP(w) < 0.
alJa Q
Hence there is a P-null V € B such that for every w € 2\ N we have
[ o) dpur) <o, ie. e (@APLM)
Q

so that p,P, € PP(M) by Lemma [[.2(1).
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(2) Let p,vp € LP(Q; M). By (1) there is a P-null N € B such that ¢.P,,¥.P, €
PP(M) for all w € Q\ N. For such w, by (2.1) and Lemma [L2(2) (applied to P, in
place of P) we have

1/p

d(ﬁ(@*Pw)vﬁ(w*Pw)) < dXV(SO*Pwaw*Pw> < [/Q dp(¢(7)7¢(7)) de(T)

O

Now, assume that 1 < p < oo and [ : PP(M) — M is a p-contractive barycentric
map.

Definition 2.8. By using the disintegration (P,,),cq of P with respect to B, for each
p € LP(Q, A P; M), define the -conditional expectation of ¢ with respect to B by

Eg(p)(w) = B(p.Py), we

The above definition makes sense by Lemma [Z7(1) but the B-strong measurability
of EJ(p) is proved in (1) of the next theorem. This implies that the left-hand side of
[22) is a B-measurable function of w, while the measurability of the right-hand side
is seen from Lemma 2.5(iii). The following shows in particular that the conditional
expectation Eg S LP(Q, AP M) — LP(Q, B, P; M) is well defined and is a contractive
retraction.

Theorem 2.9. Let p 1) € LP(Q; M).

(1) E3(¢) € L/(Q, B,P; M).

(2) dy(E(¢), EA)) < dy(p, ).

(3) v € LP(Q, B, P; M) if and only if Ep(p) = . Hence Eg(Ep(e)) = Ep(p).

(4) When B={8,Q}, EJ(¢) = E*(0).

(5) Assume that M is equipped with a closed partial order and (5 is monotone. If
p <, then Eg(p) < Eg(v).

Proof. (1) First, assume that ¢ is a simple function, i.e., ¢ = Z;K:l 14,75, where
{Ai,..., Ak} is a measurable partition of 2. Since ¢, P, = Z;K:l P, (A;)d,,, one has

Eglp)(w) = B (Z Pw<Aj>6xj> . (2.3)

By Lemma [2.H(ii) one has Zj; P,(4;) =1 for all w € Q\ N with a P-null set
N € B. For each k € N and w € Q\ N, approximating P, (4;) (1 < j < K) with
numbers [/k (0 <1 < k) one can choose sequences {&;,}72, (1 < j < K) of B-simple
functions & : © — [0, 1] such that Z;K:l Ein(w) = 1 for all w € Q and k£ € N, and
ess sup,eq |&k(w) — Pu(A;)| < 1/k for 1 < j < K. Then one has by ([23), 1) and
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Lemma [1.3]
d (6 (Z fjk(w)éxj> ) E ( CU ) (Z gﬂk 1’3’ Z (AJ)(SSUJ>

1/p
— 0 ae. (2.4)

<A Z €k (w) — Py (A;)]
j=1
as k — oo, where A := diam{zy,...,xx}. It is clear that S(Zlegjk(w)@cj)’s are B-

simple functions. Hence Eg(gp) is B-strongly measurable. Moreover, for each k,l € N,
by (2) and Lemma [[3] again,

d <6 (Z é“jk(w)éxj) B <Z sz(w)éxj) ) <d) (Z Ein(w) 0y, Z gﬂ(w)axj)

1/p
Z |€]k ggl )|] ’

so that for whichever p € [1, 00),

d, (ﬁ (Z gjk(')6$j> B (Z fjl(')dxa)) <A

1/p
ZGSSGSSP |Ek(w) — 5;’1(“)‘] — 0

as k,l — oo. Therefore, B(Z]K:l §jk(-)5xj) converges in d,, as k — oo to an element of
LP(Q, B,P; M). Since the limit must be Ep(y) due to (Z4), it follows that Ej(p) €
LP(2, B,P; M) when ¢ is a simple function.

Next, for general ¢ € LP(S2; M) choose a sequence {py}2, of simple functions in
LP(€2; M) such that d,,(¢x, ¢) — 0, due to the denseness of M-valued simple functions.
Then Ej(¢r) € LP(Q, B, P; M) as proved above. By Lemmas 27(2) and 23 (iii),

dﬁ(Eg(wk),Eg(wz))=/Qd”(ﬁ((%)*Pw),ﬁ((wz)*Pw))dP(W)

< [| [ e o ] ww

=db(pr, 1) — 0 ask,l— oo (2.5)
Moreover, by Lemma [Z71(2) there is a P-null Ny € B such that

B 0) (), EA(2)()) = d(B((04).P.). B@.PL)
1/p
< [ / dp<gok<f>,go<r>>dm<r>} L we\ N,

Now, let ((w fQ dP( gok 7), (7)) dP,, (1) for w € Q. Then using Lemma 2.3(iii) to
the function dp(apk (w)) we have ¢, € L'(Q, B,P;R) and

/ka )dP(w) = db(pr,0) —+ 0 as k — oo.
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Hence, by choosing a subsequence of {(;} we may assume that (;(w) — 0 a.e. (see
[12] p.93, Theorem D]), so there is a P-null N; € B such that limy_, (x(w) = 0 for
all w € Q\ N;. Furthermore, for every k € N, since Eg(apk) is B-strongly measurable,
one can choose a B-simple function v, and a By € B such that P(B;) < 1/k* and
d(Eg(or), Yp(w)) < 1/k for all w € Q\ By. Set N := Ny U N, U (limsup,, By) € B.
Then P(N) = 0 by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, and for every w € 2\ N, we have
we N\ Ny, weQ\ Ny and w € 2\ By for all k sufficiently large, so that

d(Eg(0)(w), (@) < d(Bg(9) (W), Bgleon)(w)) + d(Eg (o) (w), ()
< Ck(w)l/”%—% — 0 ask — oo.

This implies that Ej(p) is B-strongly measurable and Ej(¢x)(w) — Ep(p)(w) a.e.
From this and (2.5)) we find that Eg(ap) is the d,-limit of Eg(gpk) and hence (1) follows.

(2) The proof is similar to that of the inequality in (2.1]).

(3) If Eg(go) = ¢, then ¢ € LP(Q), B,P; M) by (1). Conversely, assume that ¢ €
LP(Q2, B,P; M). By approximation, we may assume that ¢ is a B-simple function, i.e.,
© = Zszl 1p,2; with a B-partition { By, ..., B,} of 2, so Eb(p) = B(Z]K:l P (B;)ds,).
Since P, (B;) = 1p,(w) a.e. by Lemma ZT(ii), we have

EY(p)w) = > 15,@)80,)) = Y- 1g,@)z; = ¢lw) ac.

(4) is obvious and (5) follows from Lemma [[.4l O

Remark 2.10. The last paragraph of the above proof of (1) may be a bit complicated.
A simpler way to construct the map ¢ € LP(Q; M) — Eg(p) € LP(Q,B,P; M) is as
follows: For a simple function ¢ : Q — M, Eg(w) € LP(Q,B,P; M) is well defined
as above. For every simple functions ¢, we have d,(Ep(¢), Eg(v)) < d,(p,1) as
in (2.3). Hence the map Eg on the simple functions can uniquely extend to Eg, on
LP(€2; M) by continuity. However, this abstract definition does not imply the B-strong
measurability of w — (¢,P.,), so the expression Ep(¢)(w) = 8(.P,) (Definition 2.8)
is not clear.

Remark 2.11. Assume that 1 < py < oo and 5 : PP°(M) — M is a py-contractive
barycentric map. Then in view of (1)) and (L2 we note that for every p € [py, o0],
Blpry : PP(M) — M is a p-contractive barycentric map. It follows from this and
(C3) that Theorem holds for every p € [py,00). Moreover, when ¢ € L®(§2; M)
and g := 1gxg € M, one has

dy(Ea(9), v0) = do(Ep(9), Eg(0)) < dpl,00),  po < p < o0,

whose limit as p — oo gives doo(Ea(0), 00) < dao(p, 00) < 00 so that Ep(e) €
L>(Q, B,P; M). Also, for v, € L>(Q; M),

dao(ER (), BR()) = lim dy(EZ(0), () < lim dy(,1) = duc(0, ).
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Therefore, Theorem holds for p = oo as well in this situation. However, it is not
clear whether Theorem holds for p = oo when an oco-contractive barycentric map
f:P>*(M) — M is given. Note that the proof of the theorem heavily relies on Lemma
and the assumption 1 < p < oo is essential for Lemma [I.3l So, when p = oo, it
does not seem easy to prove that the function w — S(¢.P,,) is B-strongly measurable.

Example 2.12. An important property of the conventional conditional expectation is
the associativity E¢ o Eg = FE¢ for sub-g-algebras C C B C A. However, this fails to
hold for the -conditional expectation. To give a counter-example, let M = IP,, be the
Cartan-Hadamard manifold of n x n positive definite matrices equipped with the trace
metric ds = ||A7Y2dA A7V2 ||, = [tr(A_ldA)Q]l/Q, and § = G be the Cartan barycenter
(or the Karcher mean):

G(p) = arzgegnn / [d*(Z,X) — d*(Y, X)] du(X).

Let Q@ = {1,2,3}, A = 2% and P = (p1,p2,p3). Let B = {0,{1},{2,3},Q}. Let
o= Z?Zl 14 A; with A; € P,. Then we have for S € A,

P(SN{1}) P(SN{2,3))
P(S)=——"—, P,(S)=P3(S) = ——>—~.
1(5) o 2(5) = P3(5) p———
Therefore,
(p*Pl = 51417 @*P2 = SO*P3 = b2 0a, + b5 6A37

pat+ps " p2tops
so that E§(¢)(1) = G(84,) = A; and

P2+ 3 P2+ p3
where t +— A#,B = AY2(A7Y/2BA~Y/2)* A2 is the unique (up to parametrization)
geodesic joining A and B (cf. [2]). Now we show that E¢ # EY o E§ (note that E¢ =
ES with C = {0,Q} by Theorem 29](4)). Assume on the contrary that £ = E%o E§;
then

p p
Eg@xg):];g(@(s):c;( 25+ D8 6A3)=A2#m/<m+pg>As,

G(p15A1 +p25A2 +p35A3) = Al#p2+p3 (AQ#;IJS/(P2+;IJ3)A3)>
holds for all Ay, Ay, A3 € P, and all probabilities (p1, p2, p3). Then we must have

A1# pops (A2Fps ) (potps) As) = G (D104, + p2da, + P3day)
= G(p20a, + prda, + p3da,) = Aoty spy (A1#ps)(pi+ps) As3)-
In particular, when p; = py = p3 = 1/3 and A3 = I, the above becomes A1#2/3A§/2 =

A2#2/3A}/2 or A1#2/3A§/2 = A}/2#1/3A2. Since this certainly fails to hold, we have a
contradiction.

In view of Theorem T3 below, Sturm’s example in [23] Example 3.2] on the 3-spider
serves as another counter-example to the associativity of the S-conditional expectation.
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From Example 212 we find that the following characterization of Ep(¢) of ¢ €
LP(€2; M) like the conventional conditional expectation is not valid:

{w e [7(Q, B, P; M) and

_ B
b = Eg(p) EP(y|5) = EP(¢|p) for all B € B with P(B) > 0.

Finally, we specialize our conditional expectation to the case of a global NPC' space
(alternatively, CAT(0) or Hadamard space). Let (M,d) is a global NPC space. The
canonical barycentric map A on PY(M) defined in [24] is

Ap) := arg min/ (d*(z,z) — d*(y, x)] du(x) (2.6)
zeM M
for each p € P(M) independently of the choice of y € M. If i € P?(M), then A(p) is
more simply given by

Ap) = argmin/MdQ(z,:z) du(x).

zeM

Assume that (2, A, P) be a general probability space and B is a sub-o-algebra of
A. In [23] Sturm introduced, for each ¢ € L2?(Q; M), the conditional expectation
Es(p) € L3(Q, B,P; M) of p with respect to B as

Es(p) := argmin dy(p, ).
EL2(Q,B,P; M)
He then proved that for every o, € L*(Q; M),

d(Es(¢)(w), Ep(v)(w)) < Esld(p,¥)](w) ae.,

where Eg[d(p,1)] is the usual conditional expectation of the function d(¢(w),(w))
with respect to B. From this he showed that Eg extends continuously from L*(€; M)
to L'(; M) and that for every p € [1, 00|, Eg maps LP(Q; M) into LP(Q, B, P; M) and

dy(Es(¢), Es(¥)) < dp(p,¢), @, ¢ € LP( M), (2.7)

Now, we assume that (€2, .4) is a standard Borel space. Our definition then provides
the conditional expectation E3(¢) € LY(, B,P; M) for every ¢ € L*(Q; M), and by
Remark 2T for every p € [1, 00|, Ej maps LP(Q; M) into LP(Q, B, P; M) and

dy(Ea(p), E5(¥)) < dpl,¥), ¢, 0 € LP( M). (2.8)

Sturm’s conditional expectation is restricted to a global NPC space (M,d) while
(Q, A, P) is general. On the other hand, our definition needs a restriction on (£2,.4) to
guarantee the existence of a disintegration, while it can be applied to a general con-
tractive barycentric map. The next theorem says that Sturm’s conditional expectation
and ours are the same, in the situation where both can be defined.

Theorem 2.13. Assume that (2, A, P) is a standard Borel probability space. Let
(M,d) be a global NPC space, and X be given as above. Then for every p € [1,00] and
every p € LP(2; M),

Eg(p) = E3(0).
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Proof. First, assume that p = 2 and ¢ € L*(Q; M). By Lemma 2.6 there is a P-null set
N € B such that for every w € Q\ N, both E}(7) and Eg(p)(w) are constant P-a.e.
7 € Q. Hence, for every w € 2\ N, letting

Ei(p)(1) = Me.Pu) =2, Ep(p)(r) =z P.-ae.,

we have
/Q P(EN@)(r). o(r)) dP(7) = / (. p(1)) AP () = /M P\, PL).y) d.P(y)
< /M (2, y) dp.Po(y) = / (2, o)) dP,(7)

_ / P (Es() (), 9(7)) dP(7).

Therefore, we have by Lemma 2.5 (iii)
BEN) ) - [ [ / d?(Eg«o)(T),so(f))de<T>]dP<w>
<[ [ [ #Eate)o). o) de<r>} 0P () = d2(Ba(), ).

Hence Es(¢) = Ej(p) follows by definition of Eg().

Next, let p € [1,00] be arbitrary and ¢ € LP(€; M). One can choose a sequence
{pr} in L>®(Q; M) (C L*(Q; M)) such that d, (o, ¢) — 0. Since Es(¢r) = E(pr) for
all k& by the above case, one has by ([27) and (Z8)

d,(Es(y), E5(¢)) < dp(Es(9), Es(er)) + dy(Ez(or), E5(0))
S 2dp(g0k,(p) — O,

and hence Eg(p) = E3(¢). O

3. MARTINGALE CONVERGENCE THEOREM

Let (€2, A, P) be a probability space on a standard Borel space (€2, A4). Let {B,}>2,
be a sequence of sub-o-algebras of A such that either B; C By C --- or By D By D - -.
Then let B be the sub-o-algebra of A generated by | J -, B, in the increasing case and
B := (.2, B, in the decreasing case. Let 1 < p < oo and /3 : PP(M) — M be a p-

o0

contractive barycentric map. For every ¢ € LP(§2; M) we have a sequence {Egn (p)}oe,

of B-conditional expectations, which we call a f-martingale of regular type with respect
to {B,}. (A different and more intrinsic definition will be given in Definition [.5])

A main result of this section is the martingale convergence theorem for S-martingales
of regular type. To prove this, we follow the idea of the proof of Banach’s theorem
given in [9, IV.11.3]. So we treat the space M(€2; R) of measurable real functions on €2,
where f = g in M(£;R) is as usual understood as f(w) = g(w) a.e. As is well-known
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[9], M(Q,R) is a Fréchet space with the complete metric p(f,g) = |f — g|p, where
|fle = nfla+Plw: [flw)]>a}],  feMR). (3.1)

Note that the topology induced by |- |[p on M(£2;R) coincides with the topology of
convergence in measure P.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (2, A, P) be a standard Borel probability space. Let B,
n € NU{oo}, be sub-c-algebras of A, either increasing or decreasing, and let 1 < p < oo
and 3 : PP(M) — M be as above. Then for every ¢ € LP(; M), as n — oo,

d,(EL (). BA_(¢) — 0 and d(E}, (9)(w), B} (9)w)) — 0 ac.

Proof. First, assume that ¢ is a simple function, so ¢ = Z]K:1 14,7; with z; € M and
a measurable partition {Ay,..., Ax} of Q. By ([23) we can write

BL(¢)(w) = (Z @»,n(wm), weQ, neNU (o},

where §; ,(w) = Ep,(14,)(w), the usual conditional expectation of 1,4, with respect to
B,. Here we may assume that &;,(w) > 0 and Z]K:lfm(w) =1 for all w € Q and
n € NU {oo}. The classical martingale convergence theorem (see, e.g., [8]) says that
Ein = &joo In L'-norm and for a.e. w € Q asn — oco. With A := diam{zy, ..., x5} we
have by Lemma

A(B3, (D)), B (¢)w) < dff (Z ()8, gj,oowxj)

<A

1K 1/p
2 Z &jn(w) — fj,oo(w)|] — 0 a.e. asn — 00,
=1

and
1/p

dp(Ezﬁsn(@a Ezﬁam(@)) <A — 0 asn — oo.

1 K
B ; /Q 1€in(w) = &joo(w)| dP

For general ¢ € LP(Q2; M) choose a sequence {p} of simple functions such that
d,(¢, pr) — 0. By Theorem 2.91(2) we have

d, (E5, (), Eg_(¢)) < d, (B} (), E§, (¢r)) + dy (EZ, (01), E5_(x))
+d,(B}_(on), Ep_())
< 2d,(p, o) + 4, (Eg, (1), B (1))

so that
lim sup dp(Egn(@,Egm(go)) <2d,(p,pr) — 0 as k — oo.

n—oo

Hence d, (Egn(cp), ng(gp)) — 0 asn — oo.



16 F. HIAI AND Y. LIM

It remains to prove the a.e. convergence. Choose an o € M and let ¢y := 1qxo.
Let (P&"))weg be a disintegration of P with respect to B,, (see Section 2). Since xy =
B((00)PS) for all w € Q and n € NU {oo}, note that

(B}, (9)(w), Bg (¢)(w))
- d(ﬁ((p*Pgn))’ B((@O)*P&m)» + d(ﬁ(go*PfU”))’ B((¢0)*P£n))>

< [ /Q dP(p(7), o) deUm>(T)} 1/p+ { /Q dP((7), o) dpfum(T)] 1/p

for a.e. w € Q, where we have used Lemma 2.7(2). Therefore, we find that

1/p
sup d(Eg, (9)(w), Eg, (9)(w)) < 2[Sup Lg, [dp(%xo)](W)] a.e. w,

m,n>1 n>1

where { Eg, [d”(¢, zo)] }20:1 is the usual martingale for the function w — d”(p(w), zo) in
LY(;R). For each p € LP(Q; M), since the classical a.e. martingale convergence gives

sup Eg, [d° (¢, 29)](w) < 00 a.e. w,
n>1

we can define a function W(p) € M(Q;R) by

Wip)(w) = Jim sup d(Bf, (9)(w). B, (9)(w) ac. e

Then it is obvious that lim,, Egn(gp)(w) exists a.e. if and only if W (y) = 0 as an
element of M(€2;R). In this case, the a.e. limit of Egn(go)(w) must be Egoo (p)(w) for
a.e. w since Egn(gp) — ng(gp) in LP sense as already shown above. Furthermore, we
have shown above that lim,, Egn(go)(w) exists a.e. if ¢ is a simple function. From
the denseness of the simple functions in LP(Q; M), it suffices to prove that W is a
continuous map from LP(€; M) into M(€2;R) equipped with topology of convergence

in measure P.

To prove the last statement, note that for every ¢, ) € LP(Q; M) and every m,n > 1,

d(Eg, ()W), Eg, (p)(w)) < d(Eg, (9) (@), Bg, ($)(w)) + d(Eg, () (), Eg, (¥)(w))
+d(Bp, (1)), Eg, (9)(w)),
which implies that

sup d(Eg, (0)(w), Eg, (¢)(w))

mn>k

< sup d(Ep, (4)(w), Ep, ()()) +2supd(Ep, (9)(w), Ep, ($)(w)).

m,n>k n>1

We hence have

W (@) () = W(®)(w)| < 2supd(By, (¢)(w), Eg, (¥)(w))

n>1
1/p

< 2sup [/Q d?(p(7), (7)) dP™ (1) a.e. w

n>1
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by Lemma [27(2). Therefore,

1/p

(W(p)(w) =W (W) (w)| < 2|sup Ep, [d" (¢, ¥)|(w) | (3-2)

n>1

where { Eg, [dF (¢, @D)]}Zo:l is the usual martingale for the function w — d?(p(w), ¥ (w))
in L'(2;R). Note that the function w — sup,~, Eg, [d”(¢, 1)](w) belongs to M(2;R)
since this supremum is finite for a.e. w. From the proof of [9, IV.11.3] it follows that

feL(R) — sup |Es, (f)(w)] € M(:R) (3-3)

is continuous at f = 0. If ¢, ¢, € LP(Q; M) and d,(p, pr) — 0, then dP(p, pr) — 0
in L'-norm, and from ([B.2]) and the continuity of ([B3]), we obtain W () — W(p) in
M(Q;R), as desired. O

Sturm [23] showed a convergence theorem for martingales with locally compact
range in a global NPC space, where martingales were introduced from the viewpoint of
stochastic processes differently from those discussed above. In the rest of this section
we consider Sturm’s type martingales in our general setting.

Assume that (2, A,P) and § : PP(M) — M are as in Theorem Bl and let B,,
n € NU{oo}, be an increasing sequence of sub-o-algebras of A. Following [23], for
p € LP(Q; M) and m > k > 1, we define

Eﬁ I:SOH(BTL)TYLZTLZ]C} = Egk © Egk+1 ©:+0 Egm (LIO)’

which is an element of LP(Q, By, P; M). The proof of the next lemma is based on
Theorem [3.11

Lemma 3.2. For every ¢ € LP(Q2; M) and k > 1 the following equal limits exist:
1 B [(Bsros] = lim B[S (D)|(Bouzuzs]  in metric d, (3.4)

Proof. For notational simplicity, for any ¢ € LP(2; M) write ¢, = ng(gp) and
Omy = EP [g0||(8n)m2n2k} form >k > 1. For | > m > k we have

dp(Pm,kes Pri) < dp(Pmes (Poo)mok) + dp((Poo)mks (Poc)ik) + dp((Poo)iks Pre). (3-5)
Moreover, by Theorem 2.9](2) and Theorem 3.1,

dp(gom,ku ((Poo)m,k) < dp (Egm ((p)a Elgm (@m))
S dp (Egm((p)a ()OOO) + dp (()OOOa Eg’m(spoo))
— 0 asm — oo, (3.6)

and similarly d,(¢ix, (¢s0)ik) — 0 as | — co. Since | J o, LP(Q2, B,,,P; M) is d,-dense
in LP(Q, By, P; M), for every € > 0 one can choose a ¢ € LP(Q), B, P; M) for some
n > 1 such that d,(¢, poo) < €. One has

dy ((Poo)mas (Poo)ik) = dyp (Egk 0--0 Eg’m (¢o0), Egk 0---0 Egl(%o))
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S dp ((p007 Egm+1 ©--+0 Egl((poo))
< dy(Poo, V) + dp(@b,EgmH 00 Bj (ps0)).

For [ > m > max{k,n}, since ¢) = EgmH o-- -OEgl (1), one has dy,((¢oo)mks (Poo)ik) <
2e, which implies that d,((Yoo)mks (Yoo)ik) — 0 as [,m — oo. Hence it follows from
B.3) that d,(@mk, @ik) = 0 asl,m — 0o, so that ¢, , converges in d,, to some element
of LP(Q, By, P; M) as m — oo. Thanks to ([B.6]), (¢oo)m.x also converges to the same
limit as m — oo. ]

Definition 3.3. For every ¢ € LP(2; M) and k > 1, we write

E (ol (Bn)nsk]

for the equal limits in ([B4]), which is an element of LP($2, By, P; M) and we call the
filtered (B-conditional expectation of ¢ with respect to (B,,)n>-

The associativity in (4) below is a merit of filtered 5-conditional expectations, which
is not satisfied for those in Theorem B.] (see Example 2.12)).

Proposition 3.4. Let ¢, € LP(Q; M).

(1) EP[o|(Bn)usk] € LP(Q, By, P; M) for all k > 1.

(2) For every k > 1, p € LP(Q, By, P; M) if and only if E°[¢||(Bn)n>k] = -
(3) dp(Eﬁ [‘PH(Bn)nZk} ,EP W’H(Bn)nzk}) < d,(p,¢) for all k> 1.

(4) For everyl >k >1,

EP[E° [0 (Ba)nsi] || (Bu)uzk) = B2 [l (Bu)nsz].

Proof. (1) is obvious.

(2) If ¢ € LP(QY, By, P; M), then Egk o0---0 Egm(gp) = ¢ for all m > k and hence
E?[0]|(By)n>k] = ¢. The converse is obvious from (1).

(3) For every m > k > 1 we have by Theorem 291(2)

dp(Ep, o0 By, (¢), Bg, 0+ 0 By, () < dylp,v),

whose limit as m — oo is the asserted inequality.

(4) For simplicity, for ¢ € LP(Q; M) write oo s := E°[]|(By)nsk] for k> 1. Since
Yoot € LP(2,B,,P; M) by (1), we have for every m > 1 >k

g, 00 B (poet) = Bp, 00 B (¢oc)
~ i B oo B o Bl o0 Bl (¢) = puek

Therefore,
E° [SOOOJH(B”)”Z]“] = nlbl_r)%o Egk ©-0 Elﬁfm (9000,1) = Poo,ks

as required. (]

Following [23, Definition 4.1] we define:
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Definition 3.5. A sequence {}72, in LP(€2; M) is called a filtered f-martingale with
respect to {B,}02, if v, € LP(2, By, P; M) for every k£ > 1 and

E° [opall(Bu)nzr] = @x, k>1. (3.7)

By associativity in Proposition B41(4), property (B7) is equivalent to
For any ¢ € LP(€; M), it is clear that the sequence ¢y := E?[p||(B,)nsk], k > 1,

is a filtered f-martingale with respect to {B,}. The next theorem includes its d,-
convergence.

Theorem 3.6. Let {p}32, be a filtered S-martingale with respect to {B,}. Then the
following are equivalent:

(i) there exists a p € LP(; M) such that o, = EP[¢||(By)nsk] for all k > 1;
(i) @r converges to some oo € LP(S2, Boo, Py M) in metric d, as k — oo.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Let ¢ € LP(Q; M) be as stated in (i). Let p = Egoo(gp) €
LP(Q2, B, P; M). Forevery e > 0, by Theorem [BIlone can choose a1y € LP(), B, P; M)
for some [ > 1 such that d, (¢, ps) < . For every k > [, since E? [1||(By)n>1] = ¢ by
Proposition B.4](2), one has

dy(2r, Po0) < dp (B [0 | (Bu)uzr], B[Nl (Ba)nzk] ) + dp(), 00)
< 2d,(¥, poo) < 2¢

by Proposition B.41(3). Hence (ii) follows.
(i) = (i). For [ > k > 1 one has by Proposition B.4] again

dy (0, B [pocl|(Br)nzr]) = dp (E” [0l (Bu)nzt], B [@ooll(Br)nzt] )
< d, (1, ¥0) — 0 asl — oo.

Hence o = B [ | (Bu)azi]. 0

Remark 3.7. When (M, d) is a locally compact global NPC space and [ is a canonical
barycentric map A, it follows from [23, Theorem 4.11] (and Theorem 2.13) that if {¢y}
in LP(2; M) is a filtered martingale and sup, d,(z, pr) < oo for some z € M, then
there exists a Bo-measurable function ¢, : 2 — M such that pp(w) = p(w) P-a.e.
From the Hopf-Rinow theorem (cf. [4]) we see that this result holds more generally
when (M, d) is a locally compact and complete length space and 5 : PP(M) — M
is any contractive barycentric map. But it does not seem easy to extend the P-a.e.
martingale convergence of filtered f-martingales to our general setting. Although the
details are omitted here, the same result holds under an even more general situation
that (M, d) satisfies finite-compactness with respect to 5 in the sense that for any finite
set Qo in M the closure of |~ @, is compact, where

Qn = {B(p) : p € Po(M), supp(p) C Qu-1},  n €N,
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This finite-compactness property clearly holds in the case of Banach spaces with the
arithmetic mean map. But it is unknown whether it holds in the case where M = P(H)
on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H and (8 is the Karcher barycenter G (see
Example @.3(b) below).

4. ERGODIC THEOREM

Let T' be a P-preserving measurable transformation on (€2, 4, P). It is clear that
the map ¢ — ¢ o T is a d,-isometric transformation on LP(€2; M). (Although we may
treat a measure-preserving action of an amenable group G as in [21], we consider the
case G = Z for the sake of simplicity.)

Let 1 <p < ooand f8:PP(M)— M be a p-contractive barycentric map. For each
p € LP(Q; M) we define the empirical measures (random probability measures) of ¢ as

n—1
1
Mi(w) = 5 kz_o 54,0(Tkw)7 n €N,

i.e., for Borel sets B C M,

1 (w)(B) = #{ke{O,l,...,n;I}:gp(T w) GB}’

and consider the sequence of M-valued functions B(u?)(w) = B(uf(w)), w € Q, for
n € N.

Lemma 4.1. For every p,v € LP(Q; M) we have S(uf) € LP(Q2; M) and
dy(B(1f), B(u)) < dy(ip,9h),  n€EN.

Proof. Let n € N be arbitrarily fixed. First, assume that ¢ is a simple function so
that ¢ = Zfil 14,0,,, where z1,...,2x € M and F = {A;,..., Ak} is a measurable
partition of €2. Then, as easily seen, we can write

pEw) = > la(w)pa
AeViZy T—+F

with pa € Po(M), where \/Z;é T—kF is the finite partition generated by T-*F, 0 <
k <mn — 1. Therefore,

Buw) = > 1aw)B(ua)
Ae\ iy T—+F
so that w — f(uf(w)) is a simple function.
Next, let ¢, be arbitrary elements in LP(Q; M). For each fixed w € €2, since

n—1

1

T = E E 6(30(Tkw),1/1(Tkw)) c P(M X M)
k=0



CONVERGENCE THEOREMS 21

is in II(p%(w), p¥(w)), we have

1/p
dy (1 (@), p( [ de V(T w))
From this and the p-contractivity of 5 we ﬁnd that
1/p
d(B(u(w)), B, [ de W(Trw) | ,  we (4.1)

Now, choose M-valued simple functlons ¢ (I € N) such that d(¢(w), pi(w)) — 0 a.e.
as | — oo. Letting ¢ = ¢; in ([@1]) we have d(B(uf(w)), B(pf(w))) — 0 a.e. as I — oo.
Since B(uf')’s are simple functions as proved above, it follows that f(uf) is a strongly
measurable function on . Letting ¢ = 1gx (z € M) in (&), since B(u¥)(w) = x for
all w € €2, we have

| @Gy < [ - de (Th),2) dP(w) = [ Plp(e),a) dP(w) < o

so that B(uf) € LP(Q; M). Flnally, it follows from (1) again that
n—1
[ 3. A i) < [ 3T (). 6(T) dP()
k=0

- / P(p(w), () dP(w)
so that d,(B(12), B(12)) < dy(, ). 0

In [I] Austin obtained an L?-ergodic theorem for the canonical barycentric map on
a global NPC space. In [2I] Navas established an L'-ergodic theorem for a specific
contractive barycentric map on a metric space of nonpositive curvature in the sense
of Busemann (a weaker notion than that of a global NPC space). In [20], Navas’
ergodic theorem was proved for parametrized barycentric maps extending the Cartan
(or Karcher) barycenter on the positive definite matrices.

In this section we give an LP-ergodic theorem for 1 < p < oo on a general complete
metric space with a general p-contractive barycentric map 5. Moreover, we give the
description of the ergodic limit function in terms of the [-conditional expectation.
Since the proof of the next theorem is along the essentially same lines as [II, 21], we
shall only present its sketchy version.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < oo and  : PP(M) — M be a p-contractive barycentric
map. Then there exists a map I" from LP(S%; M) onto {¢ € LP(S; M) : poT = ¢} such
that for every ¢, € LP(Q; M),

(i) d(B(pg(w)), T(p)(w)) = 0 a.e. asn — oo,
(i) dp(B(u), T()) = 0 as n — oo,
(iii) dp(T'(0), I'(¥)) < dp(sp, 9).
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Furthermore, if T' is ergodic, then I'(y) is constant with value E°(p), the B-expectation

of ¢ (see Definition R.)).

Proof. Let p,v € LP(Q; M). Applying the maximal ergodic theorem to the function
f(w) :=dP(p(w),¥(w)) € L'(2;R) we have for every A > 0,

n—1
P{w € Q:sup— de ), 0(T*w)) > )\} < idﬁ(smb),

n>1 M

which together with (E.TI) 1mphes that

P{o e 0ssp@ (i) S0k > Ap < T dlow). (42

n>1

Now, assume that 1 is a simple function so that ¢ = Zfil 14,2; with x; € M and
a measurable partition {Ay,..., Ax} of Q. Note that we can write

1 (w Z( ZlA (T*w) ) (4.3)

i=1
By the usual Birkhoff ergodic theorem, there are T-invariant functions & € L'(;R)
(1 <i < K) such that & "o, (TFw) — &(w) ae. as n — oo. Therefore, with
() = S €(w), we have
d(B (W), Bl (w))) < d (1 (W), pi(w)) — 0 ae. asn— oo (4.4)

from Lemma[[.3l Choose simple functions ¢; (I € N) such that d(p(w), ¥ (w)) — 0 a.e.
and d, (o, ;) = 0 as | — co. For every ¢ € (0,1) choose a 1, such that d, (¢, ;) < &2
Furthermore, from (4.4) with ¢) = v, one can choose an n. € N and an N. € A such
that P(N.) < e and d(B(p¥(w)), B(u¥(w)) < e for w € 2\ N.. Let

F. = {u € 0 supd(Bluz ). 85w > & | U
n>1
Then, from (@) with 1) = 1, and A = &7, one has P(N.) < 2¢ and for every w € Q\ N.
and n > n., d(B(pf(w)), B(p¥(w))) < 2, so that
d(B(us (), B (@) Sde, weQ\Ne, nym > ne.

Letting €, := k=2 and N := limsup,,_,_ Nak, one has P(N) = 0 by the Borel-Cantelli
lemma and

Jim d(B(ig(@)), Bu5(@) =0, weQ\N,

which implies that there exists a strongly measurable function I'(¢) : Q@ — M for which
property (i) holds, though I'(p) € LP(2; M) as well as I'(¢) o T' = I'(¢) will be proved
below.

To prove (ii), note by Lemma [A.1] that
dp(B(if), Buz)) < 2dy(0,40) + dy(B(1"), Bloamy))- (4.5)
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For every € > 0 choose a ¢, such that d,(¢, ;) < €, and write 1, = Z]K:1 14,2z;. Then
it follows from (A3)) and Lemma [[3 that with A := diam{x, ..., zx},

Z].A OTk——ZlA OTk

Hence, by the usual mean ergodic theorem, one can Choose an n. € N such that

d,(B(pg), B(uf))) < e for all n,m > n.. Therefore, by @3), d,(8(us), B(us,)) < 3¢
for all n,m > n.. By property (i) and Fatou’s lemma, we have

| @) @) PW < G, nzn.
Q
which implies that I'(¢) € LP(Q; M) and property (ii) holds.

dn(B (s, B1es, )<N’

=1

When ¢, € LP(Q; M), property (iii) follows from Lemma ] and Fatou’s lemma

since property (i) implies that d(8(u?(w)), B(u¥(w))) — d(T(e)(w),T(¥)(w)) a.e. as
n — oQ.

Next, we confirm that I'(p) is T-invariant. For a simple function ¢ it follows from
(#3) and Lemma that I'(¢)(Tw) = I'(¥)(w) a.e. For an arbitrary ¢ € LP(€); M),
choose a sequence v, as above. Since I'(¢;) o T' = T'(¢;) as verified just above, we have

a,(T(), T() o T) < 2,(T(), T(t)) < 2y, ) — 0 as 1 = 0o
thanks to property (iii). Hence I'(p) = I'(¢) o T', as desired.

Finally, assume that T is ergodic. For a simple function ¢ = Zfil 14,2, since
1 Zk o 14,(T*w) — P(A;) a.e. as n — oo due to the ergodicity of 7', it follows from
(IZ:{I) that T(¢) = B(X K, P(A)d,,) = B(W.P) = EP(¢). For general ¢ € LP(Q; M)
choose simple functions ¢, such that d,(¢, ;) — 0 as | — oo. Since d,(I'(¢), I'(¢n)) —
0 by (iii) and d(E?(¢), E° (1)) — 0 by Proposition 22 T'(¢) = Ef(y) follows. O

When (£2,.A4) is a standard Borel space and T' is not necessarily ergodic, the limit
I'(p) in Theorem can be specified in terms of the §-conditional expectation of ¢ as
follows.

Theorem 4.3. In Theorem 3.2 assume that (2, A) is a standard Borel space. Let
IT:={AecA: T 1A= A}, the sub-o-algebra consisting of T-invariant sets. Then for
every ¢ € LP(Q; M), T(g) is the B-conditional expectation EJ(p) of ¢ with respect to
T (see Definition 2.8).

Proof. Let (P,),ecq be a disintegration of P with respect to Z, as stated in Lemma
23 First, let ¢ be a simple function as ¢ = Zfil 14,0,, with a measurable partition
{Ay,..., Ak} of Q. From (3] we write

By (w)) = <Z< ilAz ) ) n € N. (4.6)

=1



24 F. HIAI AND Y. LIM

Moreover, note that P, (A;) is the usual conditional expectation of 14, with respect
to Z (see Lemma [25]). Hence the usual individual ergodic theorem gives

o1
lim —
n—oo 1

n—1
D 14, (Thw) = Py(4)) ace.
k=0

Moreover, as in (2.3]) we write

B (4)(w) = 8 (Z Pw<Ai>5zi> | (@7)

i=1

Therefore, from (L0) and (@) together with ([21]) we have

Al (), B () () < &) (Z (

where we have used Lemma This implies that T'(¢)) = E2(1)).

For general ¢ € LP(€); M) choose simple functions ¢, such that d,(¢, ;) — 0 as
| — oo. By the above case, I'(¢);) = EJ (1) for all I. Since Theorems FE2(iii) and Z3(2)
give dy((¢), T(vr)) = 0 and d,(E7 (), E7(¢)) = 0, we obtain I(y) = E7(p). O

Theorem 4.4. Assume that M is equipped with a closed partial order and [ is mono-
tone. Then I' is monotone, that is, for ¢,¢ € LP(Q2; M), ¢ < ¢ (i.e., p(w) < Y(w)
a.e.) implies I'(p) < T'().

Proof. Let ¢, € LP(Q; M) and assume that ¢(w) < 1(w) a.e. Then pf(w) < p¥(w)
a.e. and hence (¢ (w)) < B(u¥(w)) a.e. for all n. By closedness of the partial order,
letting n — oo gives I'(¢)(w) < T'(¥)(w) a.e. (When (£2,.4) is a standard Borel space,
the result also follows from Theorems 2.9(5) and [A.3]) O

Example 4.5. (a) Consider the space My of all N x N complex matrices with any
norm |||-||| (typically, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm), so (My, d) with d(X,Y) := ||| X =Y]|
is a Banach space. One can define the arithmetic mean map A : P*(My, |||-||]) — My
by

A(p) == Xdu(X), X € My. (4.8)

Mpy
Let p € [1,00) and u,v € PP(My). For every 7 € II(u, v) we have

1/p
[ evipaseen)] Cx [ g - vy
My xMp My xMpy

|

/M . (X —Y)dﬂ'(X,Y)'H
— 1A — AWl
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which implies that ||| A(u) — A(v)||| < d) (1, v). Thus, A restricted on P?(My, ||| - [|])
is a p-contractive barycentric map. For every ¢ € LP(€2; My) where 1 < p < oo, since

A = = plT),  weq,

Theorem in this case is the classical individual and mean ergodic theorems for M -
valued functions, where I'(¢) = Ez(p), the usual conditional expectation of ¢ with
respect to Z.

(b) Let P = P(H) be the set of positive invertible operators on a Hilbert space H.
A natural metric on IP is the Thompson metric dp(A, B) := || log A~Y/2BA~1/2||, where
|| - || is the operator norm. Note that (P, dr) is a complete metric space. It turns out
[18, 9] that there exists a contractive barycentric map G : P!(P) — P, called the
Karcher barycenter, which is uniquely determined by

1 n n
X=G|[=) i, log( X124, X712y =0
(F5m) = Sy

for all n € N and (Ay,...,A,) € P*. The Lowner ordering A < B is defined if
B — A is a positive semidefinite operator on H, which is a closed partial order on P. It
turns out [I5] that the Karcher barycenter is monotone for the Lowner ordering. For
p € LP(Q2,P) with 1 < p < oo, note that

Gl (w)) = G(% iaﬂm)) = Glp(w), p(TW), ..., p(T" '),  weQ,

which is the Karcher mean of ¢(T*w) (0 < k < n — 1). Theorem L2 says that
lim G(p,poT,...,00T" 1) =T(p) a.e. and in metric d,,
n—o0

where I' is a map from LP(2;P) onto {¢ € LP(Q,P) : poT = ¢}. When (1,.4)
is a standard Borel space, it follows from Theorem that T'(¢) = ES(p), the G-
conditional expectation of ¢ with respect to Z. By Theorem 4] the monotonicity of
I" follows from that of G. Moreover, I' is monotone and I'(p™!) = I'(p) ™! as seen from
G(u™') = G(p)~* where p~! is the push-forward of p by A+~ A~! on P.

5. BARYCENTRIC METRIC SPACES AND SEMIFLOWS

In this section, let T be, as in Section 4, a P-preserving measurable transformation
on (2, A,P). Let 1 <p < oo be fixed and denote by C,(M) the set of all p-contractive
barycentric maps on the complete metric space M. We note that a metric space
equipped with a contractive barycentric map is called a barycentric metric space and
that there are many (distinct) contractive barycentric maps on a metric space. For
every 3 € Cp(M), let g : LP(Q; M) — {p € LP(; M) : ¢ oT = ¢} be the map given
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in Theorem [£.2] This naturally defines a two-variable map
[ Cp(M) x LM M) = {p € PS5 M) : oo T = ¢}, (B,¢) = Talp).  (5.1)

By Theorem (iii), I' is continuous in variable ¢ € LP(§2; M). We will construct a
complete metric on C,(M) such that I' is continuous on C,(M) x LP(§2; M) with respect
to the product metric.

For x = (z1,...,2,) € M™ and § € C,(M), we write A(x) for the diameter of
{or, o} and B(x) =B (1 X7, 4,,).

Proposition 5.1. For 5y, 53 € C,(M), define

d,(By,52) = sup d(ﬁl(x)’@(x)).

XEM™ neN A(X)
A(x)#0

Then dy(B1, B2) < 1 for all By, Ps € Cp(M) and d, is a complete metric on C,(M).

Proof. Let z := p;1(x). We have

d(ﬁl(x)> 52(X)) = d<52(52)a ﬁ2 (Z 596])) = dgv <5z> 25x3>

j=1
T 1/p T 1/p
< [ﬁzdp(ﬁl(x)’xj)] < lﬁzzdp(xiaxj)] < A(x),
=1 =1 i=1
and hence d, (01, B2) is well defined with d,(/51, 52) < 1. It is straightforward to see that

d, satisfies the metric properties. In particular, d,(5:, 52) = 0 if and only if 51 = [,
by denseness of Py(M) in PP(M).

Assume that {fx} is a Cauchy sequence in C,(M). Let u € PP(M) and let € > 0.
By denseness of Py(M) in PP(M), one can find an x = (z1,...,2,) € M™ such that
A (11, o) < &, where pi := %Z;L:I 0,. For every k,l € N one has

d(Be(p), Bi(p)) < d(Be(p), Br(x)) + d(Bi(x), Bi(x)) + d(Bu(x), Bi(p))
< d(Br(x), Bi(x)) + 2, (1, o)
< d(h(), i) + 2.
There is a ky € N such that d(8x(x), 5i(x)) < d,(Bk, 5)A(x) < ¢ for all k,1 > k.

Hence d(Bx(p), 5i(p)) < 3¢ for all k,1 > ko, so {Br(n)} is Cauchy in M. Therefore, one
can define 5 : PP(M) — M by

Bu) = lim By(p) € M.
For every « € M, since 84(8,) = « for all k, we have 3(6,) = x. For every u, v € PP(M),
A(3(1). B(v)) = lim d(Geln). fu(v)) < &2 (4.).
Hence g € C,(M).

B
B
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Next, we show that d,(8x, 3) — 0. For every ¢ > 0 choose a ky € N such that
dy(Br, B1) < e for all k,l > k. For any n € N and x € M™ with A(x) > 0,

d(Br(x), Bi(x))

S dp(ﬁkaﬁl) S g, kal Z kO-

A(x)
Since d(5;(x), f(x)) — 0 as | — oo, one has d([x(x), 5(x))/A(x) < ¢ for k > kg, which
implies that d,(B, 5) < e for all k > ko. Hence d,(Bk, 5) — 0. O

Theorem 5.2. The map I' is continuous on C,(M) x LP(2; M) with respect to the
product metric of d,, and d,,, that is, for sequences {5y} in C,(M) and {¢y} in LP(Q; M),
if B = B € Co(M) ind, and ¢ — ¢ € LP(Q; M) in d,, then I's (¢r) = Is(p) in d,
as k — oco. In particular, if T is ergodic, then limy_,. E°(¢5) = E°(p).

Furthermore, assume that (2, A) is a standard Borel space. If By, 5 € C,(M) and
Br — [ in dy, then for every ¢ € LP(2; M),

Iim T, (¢)(w) = T(e)(w) ac.
Proof. First, assume that ¢ is a simple function with values z1,..., 2k, and let A; :=

¢ Hx;) for 1 < j < K. From the proof of Theorem (see the paragraph containing
([#4)), we recall that for any 8 € C,(M),

(o) (w) = ﬁ(Z fi(w)chi) a.e. w € (5.2)

where & (w) = lim, o0 & S o 1a,(TFw). Assume that {f;} is a sequence in C,(M)
converging to 5. Since &;(w) > 0 and Zfil ¢i(w) = 1 a.e., one can choose, for any N € N
and for a.e. w € Q, my(w),...,my(w) € NU{0} such that m;(w)’s are measurable and

- m;(w) 1
;mi(w) =N, fhw)-——| <5 ae weQ
By Lemma [[3] with A := diam{zy,..., 2k},
K 1 K 1 K () 1/p
mi\wW
i=1 i=1 i=1
K\ VP
< — .€. .
< A(QN) a.e (5.3)

Then, from (£.2) and (53]) it follows that

T2, (9) (). To(P) (@) < d(ﬁk (Z @(w)émi) B (% > m-(w)ém))
+d (ﬁk (% Z mi(w)(Sxi) , B (% Z mi(w)éxi>>
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+d <5 <% Z mi(w)éwi) B (Z @(@5%))

i=1

K\ VP
§2A<ﬁ) + Ad,(Br, B) a.e.

Therefore, letting N — oo gives

d(Tg,(9)(w), Ta(@)(w)) < Adp(Br, B) ace.

Since d, (B, B) — 0, we find that d(I's, (¢)(w), 's(p)(w)) = 0 a.e. and I'g, (@) — I'z(¢)
ind, as £ — oo.

Now, let ¢ € LP(Q, M) be arbitrary, and pick a sequence of simple functions ¢,, :
Q0 — M such that d,(¢y,, ¢) — 0. Since

dp(rﬁk (90)7 Fg((p)) < dp(rﬁk (@)7 Fﬁk (Qom)) + dp(rﬁk (‘pm)v Fg((pm)) + dp(Fg((pm), Fg((p)),

one has d,(I's, (), I's(¢)) — 0 from the preceding paragraph and Theorem F2(iii).
When ¢y, ¢ € LP(2; M) and d,(¢x, ¢) — 0, one has

dp(rﬁk (¢k)7 Fg((p)) < dp(rﬁk (on)v Fﬁk (90)) + dp(rﬁk (@)7 Fﬁ((p))
< dy(k, ) + dp(T, (), Ts(0)) — 0 as k — oc.
If T is ergodic, then by Theorem B2 d(EP (1), EP(¢)) = d,(Tg, (vr), L)) — 0.

Next, assume that (£2,.4) is a standard Borel space, and let (P,),cq be a disinte-
gration of P with respect to Z := {A € A: T7'A = A}. The following proof of the a.e.
convergence is based on the same method as that of Theorem Bl Choose an zq € M
and let @g := 1gwg. Since ¢ = Bi(wo«P) for all k, note that for every ¢ € LP(€); M),

d(Tg, (0)(w), Ts () (W) < d(I's,(0)(w), 7o) + d(Ts, () (w), 20)
= d(ﬁk(@*Pw)a 51@(900*]-30.))) + d(ﬁl(QO*Pw)a 5l(900*Pw))

< 2{ /Q &P (p(7), o) de(T)} e w,

where we have used Theorem and Lemma 2.7(2). Since Lemma 2.5(iii) gives

/Q [ /Q d”(p(7), o) de(T)]dP(w) = d%(¢p, o) < 00,
one can define W(p) € LP(Q;R) by

W(e)(w) = lim sup d(Ts, ()(w),Ts(0) () ae.

m—0o0 k,lZm

When ¢ is a simple function, since limy_, I'g, (¢)(w) exists a.e. as shown in the first
paragraph of the proof, we have W (y) = 0 as an element of LP({2;R). Now it suffices
to prove that W is continuous from LP(€2; M) into LP(§2;R). Indeed, it then follows
that for every ¢ € LP(€2; M), W(p) = 0 and hence limy_,o ['g, (¢)(w) exists a.e.
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To prove the above stated continuity of W, note that for every ¢, v € LP(2; M) and
every k,l > 1,
d(Tg, (@) (W), Tg (0)(w)) < d(Ts (@) (w), Tg (¥)(w)) + d(Lg, (V) (w), T'g (V) (w))
+ d(Ts, () (W), Tg (p) (W),
from which we find that

(W (p)(w) = W) (w)| < 2supd(L's, (¢)(w), [, (¥)(w))

k>1

1/p

<2| [ @) o) P
0
due to Lemma [2Z7](2). Therefore, by Lemma 25(iii), W (p) — W () is in LP(€2;R) and

W(e) = W(W)ll, < 2dp(p, ¥),
implying the desired continuity of W. U

Remark 5.3. Assume that (2, .4) is a standard Borel space and B is a sub-o-algebra
of A. In view of Theorem we have two-variable map

Ep: C)(M) x LP(; M) — LP(Q,B,P; M), (B,¢) — E(y).

In the same way as in the proof of Theorem [5.2], one can see that Ep is continuous on
Cp(M) x LP(S2; M) with respect to the product metric and that if 5y — 8 in C,(M)
then E(¢)(w) — Ep(p)(w) a.e. for every o € LP(Q; M). When B = Z, this is the
latter assertion of Theorem [£.2

In the remaining of this section we assume that (M, d) is a global NPC space.
For any z,y € M, there exists a unique minimal geodesic v,, : [0,1] — M such
that v,,(0) = = and v,,(1) = y. Denote z#y = v,,(t), t € [0,1]. We note that
Ty = T#f1/2y is the unique midpoint between z and y. One can see that

(*T#sy)#r(m#ty> = x#(l—r)s+rtyu T = x#ty — T =Y. (54)

Every global NPC space satisfies the following uniform convexity (cf. [I4]): for z,y, z €
M, te0,1] and ¢ > 2,

k
where ko = 2 and for ¢ > 2, k;, = 2% (11:;‘%;1 and 7, € (1, 00) is the unique solution to

7P+ (1—-qr+2—-q¢=0.

Definition 5.4. Let 1 < p < oco. Forx € M, t € [0,1] and p € PP(M), define
x#u € PP(M) by x#u := fu(p), where f : M — M is the contraction mapping
fla) = x#a.
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Note that z#op = 6, and #p = p1, and a#pu = L > i1 Ouptra, for = 1 > =1 0a,-
One can directly see that x#(v#su) = x#ap for s,t € [0,1] and p € PP(M), which
implies that for any fixed x € M, (t,u) — x#p is a semiflow on PP(M) under the
multiplicative semigroup on [0, 1]. We note that 1 is the identity on the semigroup. The
map ¢ — e~'is a homeomorphic isomorphism from the additive semigroup R, := [0, 00)
onto (0, 1], so (¢, p) — a#te—tpu (t > 0) becomes an additive semiflow.

Recall the metric space C,(M) of p-contractive barycentric maps in Proposition 5.1l

Theorem 5.5. Let 1 < p < oo. There exists a continuous semiflow ®, : (0,1] x
Co(M) — Cy(M) satisfying

v =0yt B)8) = o= Alatt) (5.6)
fort € (0,1], B € Co(N) and p € PP(M). Furthermore, for every 8 € C,(M),

Fap(s + 1) +2(2 — k)] %
; .

In particular, lim;_,o+ ®1(t, B) = X for every B € C;(M), where X : PY(M) — M is the
canonical barycentric map on the global NPC' space M given in (2.0)).

dyp (Pp(t, 3), Bp(s, B)) < (5.7)

Proof. Let t € (0,1] and 8 € Cy(M). Let p € PP(M). Define F : M — M by
F(z) := B(x#4u). We shall show that F'is a strict contraction on M. If u = %22:1 g

d(F(z), F(y)) =d (ﬁ (% Zéw#ﬁl]‘> e %Z@J#ny))
7L/

1 n
< IEZd%x#taj,y#taj) < (1 =t)d(z,y),
j=1

7

where the last inequality follows from d(z#y, x#wy) < (1 — t)d(z,x). For general
w € PP(M), pick a sequence {u,} C Po(M) converging to p in PP(M). Then

d(B(x#tepn), Bladten)) < db (x#feptn, 2#p) < d) (pn, ) = 0 as n — oo,

and hence d(F(x), F(y)) = limy, o0 d(B(x#epin), By#epn)) < (1 — 1) limy, oo d(2,y) =
(1 — t)d(z,y) which shows that F' is a strict contraction and hence z = F(z) has a
unique solution. Let ®,(¢, 8)(u) denote the unique fixed point of F'.

We will show that ®,(t, 3) € C,(M) for all t € (0,1] and € C,(M). By definition,
®,(1,8) = p for all € C,(M). Fixt € (0,1). Let z € M and put z = D,(¢, 3)(0,).
Then x = B(x#40.) = [(0ps,.) = x#+2z and hence ®,(t, 5)(5,) = x = z by (.4). Let
v = &,(t, B)() and y = B, (1, B)(). Then

d(z,y) = d(B(z#:p), B(y#v)) < d,V,V(x#tu,y#tV)
< [(1 =ty (w,y) + td) (0]
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which implies that d(z,y) < d)/(u,v). Therefore, ®,(t,5) : PP(M) — M is a p-
contractive barycentric map.

We will prove that ®,, is a continuous semiflow on C,(M). Let x = ®, (¢, P, (s, 5))(u).

Then z = @, (s, B)(x#,1), which is equivalent to x = B(x#s(x1)) = B(aFsep), that
is, x = ®,(st, 5)(p). To see the continuity of ®,, let a = (ay,...,a,) € M™, and set

[ta = = i1 0a; for notational simplicity. Let x = ®,(t, B1)(1a) and y = (s, o) (1ta)-
Then by the triangle inequality and [16], Proposition 3.8 (2)],

d(l’, y) = d(ﬁl(x#tﬂa)> 52 (y#s,ua))
d(ﬁl(x#tua)a 62 (z#tﬂa)) + d(ﬁ2(x#tﬂa)> 52 (y#s,ua))

S dp(ﬁb 52)A(I#ta1, s >I#tan) + % Z d(z#taj> y#sa'j)
j=1

n

< td,(B1, B2)A(a) + Z (1= t)d(x,y) + |t — s|d(y, a;)]

2>|>—‘

= td,(Br, B2)Aa) + (1 — t)d(x _S|Zd y.a;),

where A(x#aq, ..., 2#a,) < tA(a) follows from d(x#a;, x#a;) < td(a;, a;). More-
over, since d(y>aj) = d(q)P(Saﬁ2)(:ua)>ép(saﬁ2)(5aj)) < dgv(lu“éhéaj) < A(a)’ we find
that d(z,y) < d, (b1, B2)A(a) + @A(a}. This implies that

d(D,(t, B1), ®,(s, ) = sw d(®,(t, 61)(#2)(,ad)>p(s, B5)(1ta))
A(a)’%N

< dp(ﬁh B2) +

|t — s
t Y

which shows continuity of ®,.

Next, we shall show (5.7)). Let © = ®,(¢, 5)(ta). For any z € M, from (5.5) we have

(w01 5( 50w )) (o (155500

1 n
<=y d¥ ;
=0 " (va#ta)

RS k
ﬁ [ £)d* (2, x) + td* (2, a;) — %(1 — t)tdzp(:c,ai)}

IN

k
= (1—t)d*(z,z) + Zd% z,a;) — 2p Zdszal
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and hence
k
d*(z,x) < Zd2p z,a;) — 2p Zd2px a;). (5.8)

Applying this with y = ®,(s, 5)(1a) leads to

d*(y, x Zdzp (y,a;) — k2p Zdzp (z,a;),
d*(z,y) Zdzp T, a;) — k2p Zd2p Y, a;).

Summing these yields
2—k —k
247 (z,y) < 2p ZdQ” (y,a;) 2p Zde (2, a;)

- kop(s + 1) + 2(2 — kap)
- 2

A(a)?,

Finally, assume that p = 1. Since ky = 2, it follows from (B.7) that {®1(t, 3) }icqo,1
is a Cauchy net in the complete metric space C;(M). Let

= lim ®,(¢, B).
Bo t_1>1011+ 1(7B)

By (5.8) we have for every z € M

d*(z, @1 (t, ) (1a)) < Zd2 2, a4;)

t B ,ua) al)

By taking the limit of both sides of the above as t — 07, we have

d*(z, Bo(pa)) < Zdzzaz __Zd250,ua a;),

which implies that L " d?(Bo(pa), a;) < 2377, d*(z,a;) for any z € M. This shows
that By(pa) = A(pa) for all a = (ay,...,a,) € M™ and n € N. By continuity and
denseness of Py(M) in PL(M), we have By(u) = A(p) for all u € PH(M). O

Remark 5.6. The canonical barycenter A : P'(M) — M is then the global attractor
of the semiflow ®, on C,(M) for p = 1.

By Theorems [£.2] and [.5]
Corollary 5.7. Let 3 € Ci(M) and set B; :== ®(t, ). Then for every o € L*(Q; M),
& (TP Tr®) — 0 and dTa(@)@),TA)) — 0 ace

ast — 0. If T is ergodic, then lim, o+ EPt(p) = E*yp).
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Remark 5.8. (1) It does not seem easy to show the convergence of the net {®, (¢, ) }e(o,1]
as t — 0% for general p > 1. Although the minimizer

Ap(fta) := arg min Z d*(z, a;)
xzeM i1
exists uniquely for every a = (aq,...,a,) € M" and n € N from the uniform convexity
in (B.5) and from |24, Proposition 1.7], to the best of our knowledge, its p-contractive
property is unknown.

(2) For 1,52 € C,(M) and t € [0,1], define (B1#:52) (1) = Bi(p)#¢Pa(p) for
p € PP(M). Then it is direct to see that the map t — [1#;02 is a minimal geodesic in

C,(M) with respect to the complete metric d,, and also that (51#s02)#.(B1#02) =
Br# (1—r)s4rtP2 and dy(B1#¢ o, Bs#e 1) < (1 — t)dp(Br, Bs) + tdy(B2, Bs). This shows
that (C,(M),d,) is a convex metric space [I7, [I6], or a Busemann space without the
uniqueness of geodesics or midpoints. Navas’ approach in [21] allows us to define on
C,(M) the contractive barycentric map of Es-Sahib and Heinich [10].

6. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE

First, recall the general formulation of the large deviation principle (LDP) (cf. [6]).
Let X be a metric space and B(X) the Borel o-algebra on X. Let (u,)5, be a
sequence of Borel probability measures on X. A function I : X — [0, 00] is called a
rate function if I is lower semicontinuous, that is, for every a € [0,00) the level set
{z € X : I(x) < a} is closed. A good rate function is a rate function I : X — [0, oo]
whose level sets are compact for all o € [0,00). It is said that (u,,) satisfies the LDP
(in the scale 1/n) with a rate function I, if for every I € B(X),

— inf I(x) < liminf ! log 1, (I') < lim sup ! log i, (I') < —inf I(2),

zel™ n—oo 1 n—oo T zel
where I'° and T' denote the interior and the closure of I, respectively.

Let (2,.A,P) be a probability space. Let X be a Polish space and P(X) be the set
of Borel probability measures on Y equipped with the weak topology. Note that the
weak topology on P(X) is metrizable with the Lévy-Prokhorov metric p and (P(X), p)
becomes a Polish space. Let X = (X7, X5, ...) be a sequence of i.i.d. 3-valued random
variables and sy € P(X) be their equal distribution, i.e., uo(B) = P(X; *(B)) for all
i € Nand B € B(X). We define the empirical measure

1 n
X
=— OX,(w) e N,
pn (W) = — ;:1 Xiw): M
and consider the distribution 7z, of X : Q — P(X), i.e., for Borel sets I' C P(X),

N n L1
(D) :=P(uX el = p; <{(1’1,...,xn)62 :EZ@%GF}).
i=1
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Then the celebrated Sanov theorem is

Theorem 6.1. The distributions (fi,) of the empirical measures (uX) satisfies the LDP
with the relative entropy functional S(-||po) as the good rate function, where the relative
entropy (or the Kullback-Leibler divergence) S(pu||po) is defined by

g | Jilog c%f) dp if u < po (absolutely continuous),
(1l p20) = .
00 otherwise.

Now, assume that (M, d) be a complete metric space and let X = (X3, Xs,...) be
a sequence of i.i.d. M-valued random variables. Assume that the distribution g of X;
is in P>°(M), i.e., X; € L>®(Q; M). Since a strongly measurable M-valued function
has a separable range except on a P-null set, one can choose a separable closed subset
My of M such that X;(w) € M, for all 7 € N and a.e. w € Q (or g is supported on
My). Moreover, choose an zyp € M and let a := esssup,cqd(X;(w),z9) < co. Then
Xi(w) € ¥ :={x € My : d(z,z9) < a} for all i € N and a.e. w € . Note that 3
(C M) is a Polish space, and we may assume that X;’s are ¥-valued random variables.
Hence the Sanov LDP holds for the sequence X = (X7, Xo,...).

Let 1 < p < oo and f: PP(M) — M be a p-contractive barycentric map. Note
that P(X) is a subset of PP(M). Since X is bounded, it follows from [26, Theorem
7.12] that the d}-topology on P(3) coincides with the weak topology on P(X). Hence
€ P(X) — [(u) is a continuous map from P(X) equipped with the weak topology to
(M,d). Note that the push-forward of 7z, by Blp(x) is the distribution of A(uX), ie.,
for every I' € B(M),

fin({n € P() : B(u) €T}) =P(B(pm) €T)

:P({w SV 5(%25&@)) € F})

Therefore, from Theorem [6.1], applying the contraction principle for LDP (see [6, The-
orem 4.2.1]) with the continuous map (: P(X) — M, we have the following:

Theorem 6.2. With the above definitions and assumptions, the distribution of the M -
valued random variable B(pX) = B(2 31, 0x,) satisfies the LDP with the good rate

n
function

I(z) == inf{S(ullpo) : p € P(X), 2 = B()},  x€M. (6.1)
That is, for every I' € B(M),

1
— inf I(z) < liminf —log P (8(p)) € T)
n

zel© n—00
1
< limsup —log P (B(uy) € T) < —inf I(z). (6.2)
n—oo T zel

The above LDP is a stronger version of the strong law of large numbers for the
[B-value ﬁ(% Yoy 5Xi) of the empirical measure, given in [24] Proposition 6.6]. Let
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xo = B(po). Since S(-||po) is a good rate function on P(X), for every = € M with
I(z) < oo there is a p € P(X) such that z = f(u) and I(z) = S(u||po). Therefore,
from the strict positivity of the relative entropy, we see that I(x) > 0 whenever x # x.
For any ¢ > 0 take a closed set ' := {x € M : d(z,x¢) > €}; then the LDP upper
bound in (G2]) gives

1
limsup — log P (8(uY) € F) < —inf I(z) < —a  for some o > 0,
n—oo T xeF

since [ is a good rate function. This implies that

> P({w: d(B(p)(w), z0) > }) < oo,
n=1
so the Borel-Cantelli lemma yields that

P (timsup{i (30X, an) = 2} ) =0,

n—oo

which implies that d(B(uX)(w),zo) — 0 as n — oo. We thus have the strong law of
large numbers in |24, Proposition 6.6].

Corollary 6.3. Let X1, Xo,... be a sequence of i.i.d. M-valued random variables hav-
ing the distribution pg € P>(M). Then

1 n
5(5;5&(@) — B(po) a.e. asn — oo.

Remark 6.4. A point of the above argument is that although the Sanov LDP is
concerned with the weak topology on P(M), the contractive barycentric map S on
PP(M) is continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance dgv so that 3 is not
necessarily continuous with respect to the weak topology. This is the reason why we
have to assume that the i.i.d. random variables X;, X5,... have a bounded support,
i.e., the distribution measure is in P> (M).

Example 6.5. Let X, X5,... be a sequence i.i.d. random variables with values in a
finite set {A1,..., Ax} in P = P(H), whose distribution is py = Z]K:leéAj, where
w; > 0 and Zszl w; = 1. Let G be the Karcher barycenter on PP, and consider the
G-value of the empirical measure

( del ) G(X1(w), ..., Xn(w)).

By Theorem the distribution of P-valued random variable G(X;(w),..., X,(w))
satisfies the LDP with the good rate function

mf{ijlog CA = G(me)} for A € P.

7j=1
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Let Ax be the set of all K-dimensional probability vectors, and let
K
Ta(Ar, .. Ag) =G> pida, |« (pr1..-.px) € Ak
j=1

Assume that Aq,..., Ax are “in general position” with respect GG in the sense that
(p1,-.,PK) € Ag +— G(Z]K:lpj(?Aj) € P is one-to-one. In this case, the above rate
function is written as

S Ep log 2 if A€ Ta(Ar,..., Ax) and A = G pida,),

1(4) = L
o 1 €FG(A1,...,AK).
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