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A PERTURBATIVE APPROACH TO THE PARABOLIC
OPTIMAL TRANSPORT PROBLEM FOR NON-MTW
COSTS

FARHAN ABEDIN* AND JUN KITAGAWA™**

ABSTRACT. Fix a pair of smooth source and target densities p and p* of
equal mass, supported on bounded domains 2, Q2 C R™. Also fix a cost
function co € C**(Q x Q) satisfying the weak regularity criterion of
Ma, Trudinger, and Wang, and assume € and " are uniformly co- and
cp-convex with respect to each other. We consider a parabolic version
of the optimal transport problem between (2, p) and (Q, p*) when the
cost function ¢ is a sufficiently small C* perturbation of co, and where
the size of the perturbation depends on the given data. Our main result
establishes global-in-time existence of a solution u € C2C}(Q x [0, 00))
of this parabolic problem, and convergence of u(-,t) as ¢ — oo to a
Kantorovich potential for the optimal transport map between (£, p) and
(Q*, p*) with cost function c¢. A noteworthy aspect of our work is that
¢ does not necessarily satisfy the weak Ma-Trudinger-Wang condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

The optimal transport problem is intimately tied to the theory of second-
order elliptic equations via a fully nonlinear PDE of Monge-Ampere type
coupled with the so-called second boundary condition [27]. This connection
creates a natural method for proving the existence of optimal maps: solve
a parabolic version of this PDE whose stationary state is a solution of the
elliptic problem, and let the time variable tend to infinity. We refer to
this as the parabolic optimal transport problem; see (Par_OT)) in Section
for a precise formulation. Such an asymptotic approach has been shown
to work in the papers [22] 23] [, [30], and provides a natural algorithm for
approximating optimal maps owing to its fast rate of convergence to the
steady state [22] [1].

Existing results for the parabolic optimal transport problem make crucial
use of the so-called weak Ma-Trudinger-Wang (MTW) condition (see Defi-
nition [Z4]). This is a sign condition on a fourth-order tensor related to the
cost function that is necessary for the regularity of optimal maps even in
the stationary case [25]. Due to the fact that the weak-MTW condition is
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difficult to verify and is not satisfied by many cost functions, it is a natural
question to determine if, given fixed source and target measures, one can
solve the parabolic optimal transport problem when the cost function fails
to satisfy (weak-MTW]) by a quantifiable amount. Our results in this paper
show that, given a fixed pair of source and target measures and a cost func-
tion ¢y which satisfies (weak-MTW]), the solution to the parabolic problem
([Par_OT)) exists for all time and converges to a solution of the elliptic prob-
lem when the cost function ¢ is a sufficiently small C* perturbation of cp; the
smallness of this perturbation depends on the source and target measures
and other structural quantities. We stress that ¢ does not necessarily satisfy
(weak MTW).

Our main theorem is as follows. We refer to Section 2 for precise defini-
tions and terminology.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q,Q* C R™ be smooth, bounded domains and let p(x) dx,
p*(y) dy, be absolutely continuous measures supported on 2, Q* respectively
satisfying (Den Bdd) and (Mass Ball). Suppose there exists rg > 0 such
that the cost function cg € CH*(Q x N, (Q*)) for some a € (0,1] satis-
fies the conditions (BITwist)), (Non-Deg)), and (weak-MTW]). Assume, in
addition that the domains Q,Q* satisfy (Dom c-Convl)) and (Tarc*-Convl)

with respect to cg. Then there exists a constant R >0 depending only

the structure (see Definition [2]) such that if ¢ € CH*(Q x N, (Q*)) sat-
isfies ||c — COHC‘*(ﬁxm) < R, then there exists a locally uniformly c-

convex function Uipitiq € CH(Q) satisfying [[C) such that a solution u €
C2CHQY x [0,00)) of the flow (Par OT)) exists for all time and u(-,t) con-
verges in C?() ast — oo to a c-convex function u> which is a Kantorovich
potential for the optimal transport problem between (p, Q) and (p*,¥*) with
cost c.

Remark 1.2. We can actually obtain exponential convergence of the flow
from our previous result [1], where the (weak-MTW]) condition was not
used.

1.1. A Key Example. Let c¢y(z,y) := %|:1: —y|?. Assume Q,Q* are fixed
uniformly convex domains such that dist(€2,Q*) > 0, and let p, p* be fixed

measures supported on ,Q* respectively, and satisfying (Den Bds) and
(Mass Ball). For p € [-2,2] \ {0}, consider the cost c(z,y) := %|:17 —ylP. Tt
is known that ¢ satisfies (Bi-Twist]) and for p € [-2,2] \ {0,1}

(as long as dist(Q,Q*) > 0) but fails to satisfy (weak-MTW]) for any p ¢
[—2,1) U{2}; see [31, Section 8, Example 4]. As a consequence of Theorem

[L1l we have the following result:

Proposition 1.3. Let cg, 2, Q% p, p* be as above. Suppose there exist con-
stants My, My > 0 such that

0< M <|x—y| < Ms for all (z,y) € Q x Q.
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Then there exist vo,m9 > 0 depending only on My, My and the structure
of the problem such that if |p + 2| < v, then ||c — COHC%ExW) < R.
Consequently, there is an initial condition for which the solution of the flow
(Par_ OT)) corresponding to c exists for all time and converges in C? to a
solution of the optimal transport problem between (p,2) and (p*,Q*) for the
p-th power cost with |p £ 2| < .

This is a parabolic counterpart (when perturbing around p = 2) of results
obtained previously by Caffarelli-Gonzalez-Nguyen [4] and Chen-Figalli [7]
in the elliptic case under slightly different assumptions on the cost and
densities. We refer the reader to Subsection [[.3] for more details on these
and related works.

1.2. Remarks on the main theorem and proof strategy. As stated
previously, the condition (weak-MTW]) is not necessarily preserved by C*
perturbations. By a counterexample by Loeper in [25], it is known the condi-
tion is sharp in the sense that if a cost function fails to satisfy (weak-MTW]),
then there exist smooth source and target measures for which the optimal
transport map is discontinuous. However, since the threshold value R de-
pends on the structure of the problem (in particular on the particular choices
of p and p*), this does not violate Loeper’s counterexample. We also do not
require any special structure on the source and target measures beyond
(Mass Ball), (Den Bdsl), and sufficient smoothness.

Let us comment on the strategy behind the proof of Theorem LI We
note that the conclusion of the theorem does not immediately follow from
an inverse function theorem type argument. In fact, such an approach to
proving Theorem [[.T] would require a version of the inverse function theo-
rem on Frechét manifolds, which is known to be false in general. As such,
we must revisit the approach taken in [23] for proving long-time existence
and convergence of the flow (Par OTJ), and taking care to not make use
of the (weak-MTW]) condition. A number of a priori estimates from [23]
hold true even in the non-MTW setting, but a missing essential ingredient
is the global C? estimate. In [23], the interior C? estimate makes crucial
use of (weak-MTWI), while the boundary C? estimate relies on the valid-
ity of an appropriate interior estimate. To circumvent the role played by
(weak-MTWI), we quantify the failure of (weak-MTW]) and establish a di-
chotomy (see Proposition 2 that allows us to exclude blow-up of the C?
norm of the solution if the initial data is chosen appropriately. Such a di-
chotomy argument relies on the C* closeness of the cost function to one
that satisfies (weak-MTW]), and is in the spirit of [32]. The construction
of appropriate initial data requires an implicit function theorem argument
which also makes use of the C* closeness to an MTW cost.

1.3. Comments on related literature.
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1.3.1. Perturbation results for elliptic Monge-Ampére equations. Only a lim-
ited number of works address the regularity of solutions to elliptic Monge-
Ampere equations arising from optimal transport problems when the cost
function does not satisfy (weak-MTW]). The first such result was obtained
by Caffarelli, Gonzalez, and Nguyen [4], who consider the cost function
c(z,y) = %]az —y|P with p ~ 2 and domains Q, Q* that are uniformly convex
and a positive distance apart. As mentioned previously, these cost functions
do not satisfy (weak-MTW]) unless p = 2. Global versions of the results
in [4] were obtained by Chen and Figalli [7]. Their more recent paper [§]
investigates the regularity of optimal maps when the cost function is a C?
perturbation of an MTW cost. The proof strategy in all the aforemen-
tioned works uses localization arguments originally due to Caffarelli [5] and
shows that the optimal map for the perturbed cost inherits regularity from
the optimal map for the quadratic cost (or some other fixed cost satisfying
(weak-MTW])). We note that our approach in the present paper, aside from
being in the parabolic setting, differs from that in [4, [7, 8] as we do not per-
form any localization arguments; however, we do require higher regularity of
the cost function as well as the source and target measures. Finally, the work
of Warren [32] establishes regularity results for optimal transport problems
between log-concave mass distributions supported on small balls with cost
functions that are sufficiently close to the quadratic cost. As mentioned in
Subsection 2] our dichotomy argument for establishing the parabolic C?
estimates is inspired by the corresponding elliptic estimates in [32], how-
ever we do not require log-concavity of the measures which is an essential
ingredient in Warren’s result.

1.3.2. Perturbation of distance-squared cost on Riemannian manifolds. A
different class of perturbative results exists in the optimal transport liter-
ature due to work of Figalli, Rifford, Villani, and Loeper [26, 17, [18, [16].
These papers consider C* perturbations of canonical metrics on Riemannian
manifolds and the associated cost function given by the Riemannian distance
squared. The qualitative difference between these results and ours is that
the perturbed cost functions considered in [26], 17, (18, [16] end up satisfying
a form of (weak-MTW]); in fact, this is one of the main contributions of the
aforementioned papers. A separate collection of perturbative results is due
to Delanoé and Ge [11], [13], 14, 12]. These papers consider distance-square
costs for Riemannian metrics whose Gauss curvature is almost constant, and
prove regularity of the optimal map.

1.3.3. Gradient flow of the cost functional. The flow (Par_OT)) provides a
natural algorithm for approximating optimal maps, but is one of only a
handful of known asymptotic methods that have been proposed for solving
the optimal transport problem [2, I5]. Among these, the one most rele-
vant to the present paper originates in the work of Angenent, Haker, and
Tannenbaum [2]. While the approach in [2] easily adapts to arbitrary cost
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functions and densities, it has been most studied in the case

(1) clzy)=lz—y®, p=L"LQ, p*ac. wrtL", supp(p®) = Q.
The key idea in [2] is to consider a one-parameter family of admissible maps
T* such that the function

tis C(TY) = /Q o — T ()2 do

is decreasing. This can be achieved if T" solves the nonlinear and non-local
vectorial transport problem

Tt + (v - V)T =0,
(AHT) vt = PT?,
(T%)4p = p*,

where P is the so-called Leray projector onto divergence-free vector fields
in Q satisfying a no-flux condition on 0. The short-time existence of the
flow (AHT)) and infinite-time existence of a regularized version is proved in
[2]; see [29, Chapter 6, Section 6.2] for additional results in two dimensions.
Note that any gradient is a fixed point of (AHT]). It is an interesting and
challenging problem to determine conditions on 70 guaranteeing the infinite-
time existence and convergence of (AHT]) to an admissible map that is also
the gradient of a convex function; by a celebrated theorem of Brenier [3],
such a map is the unique optimal transport map between p and p* for the
quadratic cost. Some progress towards solving this problem has been made
in the recent paper [28], whose authors show that if T is sufficiently close
in H°(Q), s > 1+ 5, to the gradient of a uniformly convex function ¢
(where the closeness depends on ¢), then T converges exponentially fast in
H*71(Q) as t — 0o to the optimal map. An appealing aspect of the result in
[28] is that it applies to smooth domains ©, Q* that are not necessarily con-
vex; note that, in this case, the optimal map need not even be continuous,
owing to counterexamples constructed by Caffarelli [6] (also see [20]). On
the other hand, the conditions imposed on T are rather stringent; moreover,
each target density p* will require an appropriate choice of T° to ensure the
convergence of the flow. In contrast, the results in the present paper, com-
bined with our previous works [23] [I], show that for the configuration ()
with Q,Q* convex, the parabolic Monge-Ampere-type equation (Par OT))
exhibits desirable asymptotic behavior when initialized using a single func-
tion wuinitia for any target density p* supported on 2*. The function ;ipitial
can also be constructed explicitly by solving the optimal transport problem

for the configuration (1) with p* := %ﬁ" L Q*. This makes (Par OT))

arguably more flexible than the system (AHT]) when the source and target
domains are convex, considering the convergence criteria presently available
for the latter flow.
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1.4. Additional Remarks.

Remark 1.4. The C* closeness of ¢ to ¢ in Q x Ny (2*) will guarantee
that ¢ satisfies (Bi-Twisfl). However, in certain situations, (Bi=Twistl) can
be verified independently (for example, in the case of the p-th power cost).
For another class of such examples, let co(z,y) := 3|z — y|?. Consider the
cost ¢(z,y) = co(z,y) + n(x,y) for some smooth function 7. Let us assume
that 7 satisfies the following anti-monotonicity condition:

Y+ —Vn(z,y) is a monotone map Vzx € Q,

(2) z+— —V,n(x,y) is a monotone map  Vy € Q*.
We claim if n satisfies (2]), then ¢ satisfies (Bi-Twist]). Indeed,
Vec(z,y) =z —y+ Van(z,y).

Consequently, if there exists ¢ € Q and y1,y2 € Q* such that V,c(xo,y1) =
Vc(xo,y1), it follows that

Y2 — y1 = Van(zo, y2) — Van(zo, y1).

This implies

ly2 — y1|* = (Van(wo, y2) — Van(zo,y1), y2 — y1) < 0,

where in the final inequality we have used (2]). We thus conclude yo = y;.
Carrying out a similar argument in the z variables, we conclude that ¢

satisfies (Bi-Twistl) whenever 7 satisfies (2)).

Remark 1.5. The C* closeness of ¢ to ¢y also allows us to prove existence
of appropriate initial conditions wipjia1 for the flow. As the arguments in
Section [B] will show, it is possible to construct winitia; by solving Poisson’s
equation with an oblique boundary condition. In addition, the initial con-
dition for the cost ¢ will be close to that of ¢y, and the initial condition for
co can be chosen to be the solution of the optimal transport problem for ¢
with constant densities; this function is guaranteed to be C*® smooth by

regularity theory for cost functions satisfying (weak-MTW]) [31].

1.5. Outline of the paper. The remainder of this paper is structured
as follows. Section [2] sets up the necessary notation to precisely state the
parabolic optimal transport problem and recalls a number of useful estimates
from [23]. Section [ is devoted to the construction of suitable initial data
for the flow (Par_OT]) when the cost function is sufficiently close to one
satisfying (weak-MTW]). Section [ establishes the crucial second derivative
estimates necessary for the infinite-time existence and convergence to steady
state of the flow (Par_OTJ), which is proved in Section[Bl Appendix[Alcollects
a number of useful facts about a certain n-th degree polynomial that will be
used in the proof of the C? estimates in Section [l
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and Setup. We will assume from here onward that €2, Q*
are open, smooth, bounded domains in R™. The outward-pointing unit
normal to 09 (resp. 0Q*) will be denoted by v (resp. v*). The function
h* will be a C?, normalized defining function for Q*; i.e. h* = 0 on 0%,
h* < 0 on , and VA* = v* on 9Q* (for existence of such a function, see
23] Appendix A]). The measures p(x)dzx, p*(y)dy will be assumed to be
absolutely continuous with respect to n-dimensional Lebesgue measure and
satisfy

(Den Bds) 0< A< p,p*< At < oo fora constant \, and

(Mass Bal) /p:/ p*.
Q *

We will also assume ¢ € C+*(Q x Q%) for some « € (0, 1], and satisfies the
bi-twist conditions:

Y+ —Vzc(r,y) is injective Vo € Q,
(Bi-Twist) x — —Vye(z,y) is injective Vy € Q.
In addition, we assume that
(Non-Deg) detDi,yc(:E, y) # 0.

For any p € —Vc(x, Q") and z € Q, (resp. ¢ € —V,c(,y) and y € Q*), we
denote by expS(p) (resp. expzcj (¢)) the unique element of Q* (resp. ) such
that

(3) — Vac(z,expl(p)) =p,  —Vyclexp (q),y) = q.

We say Q is c-convex with respect to Q* if the set —V,c(Q,y) is a convex
set for each y € Q*. Similarly, Q* is ¢*-convexr with respect to € if the set
—Vzc(z, Q) is a convex set for each x € Q. Analytically, these conditions
are satisfied if we have
(Dom ¢-Conv)

[l/.j($) - cg’kcijvg(x,y)uk(x)} T > 8 Vaed, yeQF, e T, (00)

7

and
(Tar ¢*-Conv)

(7)) = Ferise ) ) @)] (Y (Y 2 8172 Yy e, w €T, e T,(007)
for some constants §, * > 0 respectively, where we will always sum over
repeated indices. If § (resp. 0*) is strictly positive, we say that Q is uniformly
c-convex with respect to Q* (resp. Q* is uniformly c*-convex with respect to
For the remainder of the paper, we will fix a distinguished cost function
co, along with domains €2 and 2* which are uniformly co- and cfj-convex with
respect to each other. Additionally, we assume that ¢y satisfies conditions
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(Bi-Twist)) and on Q x N, (Q*) for some fixed radius rog > 0

where 7 is small enough that A, (2*) has a C! boundary; such an rg
always exists due to regularity of the distance function of a smooth domain
in a small neighborhood of the boundary.

Definition 2.1. We will say that a constant depends on the structure of the
problem if it depends only on the following quantities:
e rg, n, diam(Q), diam(2*);
. |]p|]c2(§), Hp*HCQ(W), and the constant \ in (Den Bds);
. ||COHC4(§XW)’ the supremum of ||(D%’yco)_1|| over £ x Ny, (%),
and the constants ¢ and ¢* in (Dom c-Convl)) and (Lar c*-Convi).

Definition 2.2. (i) A function ¢ : @ — R is said to be c-convez if for
any xg € (2, there exists yp € Q2* and zy € R such that

o(z0) = —c(z0,%0) + 20,
o(z) > —c(x,y0) + 20, Vo€

(ii) We say ¢ is strictly c-convez if it is c-convex, and the second inequality
above is strict whenever x # xo.

(iii) A function ¢ € C2%(Q) is said to be locally, uniformly c-convex if
D%p(x) — A%(z,V(z)) > 0 as a matrix for every z € ), where A°
is defined below.

Remark 2.3. We note here that the sign convention on the cost function
¢ is negative that of [31) 23, [I]. We have made this choice in order to
express the associated optimal transport problem as a minimization, while
maintaining that our potential functions are c-convex (supported from below
by functions constructed from c¢). However, due to our choice of sign for the
matrix function A, all expressions in terms of A will be the same as in the
above mentioned references.

For a function u € C2C}(Q x [0,00)) (which, in the sequel, will be the
solution to a parabolic optimal transportation problem), we will employ the
following notation (if the cost function ¢ and the function w are clear from
context, we may suppress them from the notation at times):

(1) AC($7p) = _D:%‘C($ay)|y:expg(p)
(i) To%(z, 2) = expt(Vu(z, 1))
(ii)) B(z,p) = |det (D3 ,)(@ 9)lyexvsr)| - 7cbncon
(iv) G“(z,p) = h*(expi(p))
(v) B (x,t) = VpG(,p)
p=Vu(z,t)
(vi) We¥(x,t) = D?u(x,t) — A%(z, Vu(z,t))

The components of the matrix W&¥(z,t) will be denoted by wfj’-u, while the

components of the inverse matrix will be denoted by wf;]u
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Finally, we recall the weak Ma-Trudinger-Wang condition, first introduced
in [27] in a stronger form.

Definition 2.4. The cost function c(z,y) satisfies the weak Ma-Trudinger-
Wang condition if
(weak-MTW)

Dgiijﬁg(x,p)Vianknz >0 forallz €, p€ —Vue(z,2%), V L.
2.2. The Parabolic Optimal Transport Problem. Using the above no-
tation, we can now precisely state the parabolic optimal transportation prob-
lem. Given a cost function ¢, domains €2, * satisfying the necessary con-
vexity conditions (Dom ¢-Convl)) and (Lar ¢*-Convl), absolutely continuous
measures p, p* supported on €2, Q* respectively and satisfying (Mass Bal))
and a locally, uniformly c-convex (as in Definition 2.2]) function uipitia sat-
isfying the compatibility conditions ([C]), we seek to find a function u €
C2CH(Q x [0,00)) satisfying the evolution equation

(Par OT)
U(z,t) = logdet(W"(x,t)) — log B¢(x, Vu(z,t)), reQ, t>0
G¢(xz,Vu(z,t)) =0, x eI, t>0
u(,0) = Uinitial (7), z € Q.

Here, a dot indicates differentiation in the time variable. The function w;pitial
must satisfy the compatibility conditions

Uinitial € CH(Q) for some a € (0,1]
(IC) G(z, Vinitial(z)) = 0 on 92
Tt () = €0, where Ti,. (%) := expf (Viinitial (),
It follows from [23] Theorem 4.4] that for any given ¢, Q, Q*, p, p* satisfying
the conditions outlined in Subsection 2.1], there is a time ¢, > 0 depending
on ¢, Q, Q% p, p*, and uipitia such that the solution u of (Par_OTI) exists on
Q x [0,tmax). Since in this paper we will fix Q,Q*, p, p* but vary the cost
function ¢ in a neighborhood of the distinguished cost ¢y, and construct
initial data wipjia) corresponding to each choice of ¢, we will often highlight
the dependence of ¢, on c. If, in addition, the cost function c satisfies the
(weak-MTW]) condition, then the main result of [23] shows that tpax(c) =
+00. As mentioned in the introduction, the main goal of this paper is to
show that ty,ax(c) = +o00o for certain cost functions ¢ that fail to satisfy the
(weak-MTW]) condition, given p and p*.

We end this section by collecting those uniform estimates established in

[23] which do not require the (weak-MTW]) condition.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose ¢ € C+*(Q2 x N, (%)) satisfies (Bi-Twist)), and
Q and Q* are respectively uniformly c- and c*-convexr with respect to each
other. Let u € C2CZ(Q x [0,tmax)) be a solution of (Par QT) for some
tmax > 0. Then there are constants K1, Ko > 0 depending only on the



10 F. ABEDIN AND J. KITAGAWA

structure of the problem and ||Uinitial‘|cz(ﬁ) such that,

maxy o osw o Vu(eol, o osw o)< K
(%,t)€Q%[0,tmax) (@) €% [0, trmaxe)

inf U ¢ > K.

(w,t)ea;lli [07tmax)<’8 (.Z', )7V(.Z')> > 5

Proof. This follows immediately from [23, Theorems 6.1, 8.1, 9.2] noting
that none of the above estimates rely on the condition (weak-MTW]). For
those results which rely on [23, Lemma 5.7] (whose proof makes use of

(weak-MTW])) we may instead use Proposition 2.6 below. a

In [23, Section 5], the condition (weak-MTW]) is used to show that the
map T is injective and the inverse is related to a parabolic PDE correspond-
ing to reversing the roles of the domains 2 and Q*; this “dual” problem is
used to obtain the uniform obliqueness estimates in [23, Section 9]. Using
recent partial regularity results established in [9], we can circumvent the use
of ([weak-MTW]); for completeness, we provide an alternative proof of the
relevant results of |23 Section 5] in the proposition below.

Proposition 2.6. If u is a solution of ([Par OT), then T°(-,t) is injective
for each t € [0,tmax(c)). Moreover, the function u* : Q* X [0, tmax(c)) —
R defined by u*(y,t) := —c((T¢)"1(y,t),t) — u((T¢) " (y,t),t) satisfies the
(dual) boundary value problem
(4)
u*(y,t) = log det(We " (y,t)) — log B (y, Vu*(y, 1)), reQ*, t>0
G (y, Vu*(y,t)) = 0, y €0, t>0
u* (y7 0) = _C((Ticnitial)_l(y)y y) - uinitial((Ticnitial)_l(y))7 Y€ Q*7
where
(i) B (y,q) = |det (D} ,0)(z,y)
(ii) G (y,q) = h(expy; (9))
c*ou* _ N2,,* 2
(i) W (y,t) = D=u*(y,t) + Dyc(:z:,y)x:expg* (Vu* (y,8)

and h is a normalized defining function for Q.

PN _ Py
a=expf” (@)1 plexpg’ (q))

Proof. Since c is fixed, we supress the cost in the notation 7 for this proof.
Fix t € [0,tmax(c)). By [9, Theorem 1.3], there exist closed sets ¥ C £
and ¥* C Q*, both of zero Lebesgue measure, such that 7'(-,¢) : Q\ ¥ —
Q*\ ¥* is a homeomorphism. Now suppose that y := T'(x1,t) = T(z2,t)
for some x1 # o € 2, then we must have x1, zo € ¥ and y € ¥*. Since
detD,T(-,t) # 0 on £, by the inverse function theorem we can see there
are open sets Uy, Up C Q and V C Q* with 1 € Uy, 29 € Uy, and y € V
where there exist local inverses S; : V. — U; of T'(-,t), i = 1,2; without
loss we may assume Uy N Us = (). Since X* is measure zero, there exists
a point ¥’ € V' \ ¥*, and S;(v') € U; \ . However, this would imply that
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T(S1(y"),t) =y = T(S2(y'), t) which is a contradiction as S1(y') # Sa2(y') €
Q\ X. Thus T'(-,t) is injective on £.

By the inverse function theorem, the map 7! is differentiable on OQ* x
[0, tmax(c)), thus by differentiating the relation u*(y,t) = —c((T¢)"1(y,t),t)—
u((T)~1(y,t),t) we can easily see u* satisfies (H). O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF INITIAL DATA

In this section we will work toward showing the existence of suitable
initial conditions for (Par OTJ) corresponding to a cost function ¢, when ¢ is
sufficiently close to ¢o. First we show that if ¢ is sufficiently close to ¢y in

CHQ x N, (%)), then ¢ and the domains involved inherit various structural
properties from cg.

Lemma 3.1. There is a constant Ry > 0 depending only on the structure
of the problem such that:

(1) If ||c — COHC‘*(ﬁxm) < Ry, then Q and Q* are uniformly c- and
c*-convex with respect to each other, with constants §/2 and §*/2 in
(Dom c-Convl) and (Tar_c*-Convl).

(2) If lle = coll pa @iy < Ro, ¢ satisfies conditions (BiTwist]) and

70

(Non-Deg) on 0 x Ny (7).

(3) If ug € C1(Q) is a co-convex function such that T is well-defined
and a homeomorphism on Q, with det DT (x) # 0 for all x € Q,
and |[u—uollcr ) < Ro, then T is well-defined, and a homeomor-

phism on Q; here Ry may also depend on ug.

Proof. Claim (1) above and the fact that ¢ will satisfy are clear
if rg is sufficiently small, depending only on the structure of the problem.
Suppose by contradiction that some cost fails (Bi-Twistl) for Ry arbitrarily
small. Then there exists a sequence of cost functions ¢ converging to ¢ in
CHQUx N, (2%)), and sequences of points xx, € Q, y1 1 # Yok € Ny, (Q*) such
that —Vacr(2r, y1.6) = —Vack(Tr, y2,x). By compactness, we may pass to
subsequences and assume that xy, y; i, y2, 1 converge respectively to points
Toos Yl,00, aNd Y2 oo. This implies —V ;¢0(Zoo, Y1,00) = —V2€0(Too, Y2,00), and
since ¢y satisfies (BizTwistl), we must have yi 0o = ¥2.00 =: Yoo- Since for k
large we may assume ¢y, satisfies (Non-Deg]), we see D%,yck (zg,y) is invertible

for any y € NV, (Q*), moreover we can see that the operator norms of these
inverses and the Lipschitz constants of the mappings y +— D%yck(aﬁk, y) are
bounded by constants depending only the structure of the problem. Since
Q* is ¢*-convex by the first claim in the lemma, it has Lipschitz boundary;
we may thus combine [10, Theorem 1] with [24, Chapter XIV, Lemma 1.3]
to see there is neighborhood around y., on which all of the mappings y —
—V.ck(xg,y) are invertible. This is a contradiction for k large enough that
both y; ; and ys , belong to this neighborhood, hence we obtain claim (2).
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Claim (3) follows in a similar manner, allowing for the extra dependency on
ug- U

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ¢ € C*(Q2 x N, (%)) with ||c — COHC‘*(ﬁx/\W) <

min{ Ry, GSup”(Dm co)*lll} where Ry is the constant from Lemma [31] (2).
z,Y

Then

0 (=Vazco(z, %)) C —Vae(z, N, (%) V2 € Q.
2sup|[(DZ,ycq) Ll
Proof. Fix x € Q, and let us write
So(y) : = =Vaeao(z,y),  S(y) == —Vec(z,y).
By Lemma B.1] (2), S and Sy are both homeomorphisms on N, (©2*).
Suppose that ¢ € N ro (So(2%)) \ S(N;,(2%)). Then there ex-

2supl|(DZ yeo) |
ists y € Q* such that |¢ — So(y)| < W‘m. Also since N, (©2*) has

C' boundary and S is a homeomorphism, there is an s € [0,1) such that
gs := (1 = 8)S(y) + sq € OS(Ny, (%)) = S(ON;,(2*)). In particular, there
exists ys € ON;, (2*) such that g5 = S(ys). Then,

70
2sup|[(D2 ,co) | 150 = Sllco) = la =S > las — S(y)]

= |5(ys) — S(y)l
> 1So0(y) — So(ys)| — [So0(ys) — S(ys)| — [So(y) — S(y)]
> [S()_l]gvé,l(Wﬂy —ys| —2[S0 — SHCO(ﬁ)

2 [So_l](;é,l(m)m — 2[|So — SHCO@)7

but this is a contradiction after rearranging since [S; 1 CO (Bo N (7)) <
7o

sup| (D3 o) "I and [|So = Sllgom < lle = collcs @xnromm)- -

Finally, we use an implicit function theorem argument to show suitable
initial conditions for a cost ¢ exist given a “good” initial condition for cg.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose ug € C>*(Q) for some a € (0,1], is strictly co-
convez, s locally, uniformly cy-conver, and satisfies fQ ug(z) de = 0. As-
sume, in addition, that T is a homeomorphism between Q and Q*, and

detDT0% = 0 on Q. Then there exists Ry > 0 depending on the structure
4(@/\%(9*))( )

of the problem and ug, and a continuous mapping WV : Bg

) Cco) —
— 4O N (O*)
C?%(Q) such that for any c € Bgl (1N (€2 ))(CQ),
(5) U(c) is strictly c-convexr and locally, uniformly c-convex.
(6) 7Y s a homeomorphism between Q0 and QF.

Proof. For ease of notation, during this proof we will supress the first vari-

able in the notation for G¢. Define B; := B;,C()4(§XNT(Q*))(CO), where 79 <
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min{ Ry, W} and Ry is the radius obtained from (1)-(3) of Lemma
z,y
3.1l hence depends on the structure of the problem and wug.

Now let By := {u € B;,Com(ﬁ)(uo) | [qu = 0}, and define the map @ :
By x By — C%(Q) x C1*(99Q) by

®(c,u) := (Au — uo), G(Vu)|aq).

Note that ®(co,up) = (0,0). Since 7" is a homeomorphism between Q
and Q*, by Lemma we have for any = € 2 and u € Bo,

Vu(z) € Niy(Vuo(x)) = Nig(—Vaco(z, T (2))) C —Vae(z, Ny (%)),

in particular G¢(x, Vu(z)) is well-defined for all z € Q. Denoting the Fréchet
derivative of the map u — ®(cg,u) at ug by D,P(co,up), we claim that
D, ®(cp, up) is injective; here we consider Bs as a closed subset of the Banach
space B := {u € C**(Q) | [ou = 0} with the C** norm, then uq is an
interior point of By. First note that an explicit calculation of the Fréchet
derivative of @ (this requires C* smoothness of the cost ¢y) shows that for
any ¢ € B,

(7) Dy ®(co,u0)(¢) = (Ag, (DG (Vug), Vo)|oa)-

By Proposition G (-, Vuyp) is uniformly oblique on 92, hence by Hopf’s
lemma combined with standard existence theory for Poisson’s equation (for
example, [I9] Theorem 6.31]) we see D, ®(co, ug) is a bijection between B and
CO(Q) x CL2(982). Thus by the implicit mapping theorem [33, Theorem

400 *
4.B], there is a bijective, continuous mapping ¥ : Bgl (N (2 ))(CQ) -V

for some radius Ry > 0 and neighborhood V of ug in B such that ¥ (cy) = ug

400 *
and ®(c,¥(c)) = (0,0) for all ¢ € Bgl (A (@ ))(co). We may further
shrink Rp, but it will always be in a manner that depends only on the
structure of the problem and wug, hence we can also assume that the size
of the neighborhood V also depends only on these parameters. We re-
mark here this implies that the quantities HC“C“(QXW’ [ull gz 3, and

102,40 e
structure of the problem and wg, provided R; is taken small enough.
f(QXM’O(Q*))(CO), we have G°(-, V¥(c)) = 0 on 9%
this implies TC"I’(C)((‘)Q) C 09Q*. Possibly taking R; even smaller, by Lemma
B (3) we may assume that T¢%() is a homeomorphism on §, hence a
homeomorphism on 9€2. Since 2 is uniformly ¢*-convex with respect to Q*
by Lemmal[3.1] (1), © is homeomorphic to a ball, in particular 952 is connected
thus we must have 7¢%(©)(9Q) = 9Q*. Now suppose for some z €  we have
T (z) & Q*. Then writing cs := (1 — s)cg + sc, by continuity of the map
U the curve {T%Y()(z) | s € [0,1]} is continuous with T ¥ () (z) € Q.
Thus for some value of s, we will have T%¥(¢)(z) € 9Q* contradicting that

N o) have upper bounds that also depend only on the
70

C
Now, for any ¢ € Bp
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T¢¥(es) is a homeomorphism of Q with Q°, and of 9Q with dQ*. Thus
T4 (Q) = QO proving the claim (@).

We will now show (). Fix ¢ € Bgf(QXNTO(Q*))(CO) and write u := ¥(c).
Since uyg is locally, uniformly cp-convex, by continuity and compactness the
smallest eigenvalues of the matrices D?ug(x)— A% (z, Vug(z)) have a strictly
positive lower bound independent of = € Q. Then there exists some R > 0
depending only on the structure of the problem and wug such that D?ug(z) —
A% (z, Vup(z)) also has a strictly positive bound independent of x and x,
whenever |z — zg| < R. Next, possibly shrinking R;, we can assume there
exists some ¢y > 0 depending only on the structure of the problem and wg
such that

(8) D?u(z) — A%(x, Vu(zo)) > €old, Y z0,2 € Q, |z — 20| < R.

In particular, u is locally, uniformly c-convex. Now fix z, o € Q and let
Yo = expy, (Vu(zo)) which belongs to Q* by above. First suppose x # o €
Q is such that |~V c(x,90) + Vec(zo, y0)| < Mil for an M, depending only
the structure of the problem such that Sup||(Dg2C7yc)_1|| < Mj. Then write
for s € [0, 1],

po = —Vyc(xo, yo) = Vu(zo),
p = —Vyc(z,40),
w(s) := expl (1 = s)po + sp)-
Note by Lemma [B1] (1), the set —V,c(Q,yo) is uniformly convex, hence

z(s) € Q. A quick calculation yields

k7l(p - pO)k7

m,kcn,l(

zi(s) = —c
P = p0)m(P = po)n

where all terms involving ¢ are evaluated at (z(s),yo); here subscripts be-
fore and after a comma indicate partial derivatives with respect to z and

y respectively, and ¢/ is the (4, j)-entry of the inverse of the matrix D?C,yc.
Using this we find that for any s € [0, 1],

x,(s) = —cj’ickl,jc

Rsup||(D7 ye) 'l

S
|2(s) — wo| < /0 li:(s)|ds < supl|(D2 ,¢) " [[p — po| < - <R

Using Taylor expansion, we thus find some § € [0, 1] such that

u(z) — (—c(z, yo) + c(xo, yo) + u(zo))
= (Vu(zg) + Vze(zo, y0), 2(0))

+ ([D?u(x(3)) + Die(x(8), o)) (8), &(3)) + (Vu(z(3)) + Vac((3),90), (3))
> eol((— D2 e(x0,50)") ™ (p = po)I?

— supll((D2 )Y el sy V() + Vaelw ), wo)l[((— D2 e (3), 50) )Mo — po)l?
9)
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where we have used that Vu(zg) + Vzc(zo,yo) = 0. We can also calculate
[Vu(z(5)) + Vee(z(5), yo)| = [Vu(x(5)) — [(1 — §)po + 5pl|
< [Vu(x(8)) = Vu(zo)| + 5[p — pol
< sup||D?u|| sup|z| + 5|p — po|
< (1+ sup||D?ul| supl| (D3 ,¢)") ') p = pol
< BO+ sup|| D?ul| supl|((D ,)") "))
< A
Thus by taking M; large enough and combining with (@), we obtain for
some €; > 0 depending only on the structure of the problem and ug (note
here that sup||D?u| is controlled by the C? norm of uy and the size of the
neighborhood V)
(10) u(@) = (—c(x,y0) + c(wo,y0) +u(z0)) > e1[p — pol* > 0.
Now suppose |—Vc(z,y0) + Vae(xo,yo)| > Mil. Since ug is strictly co-
convex, the function

u(z, 20) : = up(2) — (—co(2, T (20)) + co(z0, T (20)) + uo(20))

is strictly positive on the set Dy := {(z, 20) € QX Q| |[=Veo(z, T (29)) +
Vico(zo, TOM(zg))] > ﬁ}, which is seen to be compact by the continu-
ity of T° "0 and boundedness of 2. In particular, infp,u > 0. Possibly
shrinking R;, we can ensure that (x,zg) € Dy, hence

u(x) = (=¢(@,90) + e(20, Yo) + w(zo)) = w(x, z0) = 2([|u — wollcoqy + lle = coll o)) > 0,

possibly shrinking R; further. This shows that W(c) is strictly c-convex,
finishing the proof of (&l). O

4. C? ESTIMATES

Our goal in this section is to establish global C? estimates for solutions
of (Par_OT)) independent of the time of existence tyax(c). Such estimates
are essential for obtaining the infinite-time existence of the flow. In previ-
ous work of the second author, [23], such uniform estimates were obtained
by making crucial use of the assumption that the cost function satisfies
the (weak-MTW]) condition. However, since this condition is not preserved
under C* perturbations of the cost function, we must revisit the proof in
[23] Section 10]. Our strategy is to establish a dichotomy for the operator
norm of the matrix W%, This argument is similar in spirit to one carried
out in the elliptic case by Warren in [32]. However, we note that the ap-
proach of [32] makes heavy use of the log-concavity of the source and target
measures in various barrier constructions and maximum-principle type ar-
guments. Additionally, we mention that since our condition (I2]) below is
a perturbation of (weak-MTW]), we must necessarily take an approach & la
Pogorelov, using an auxiliary function similar to the one used in [31]. This
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is in sharp contrast to the elliptic C? estimates in [27] and the parabolic
C? estimates in [22], both of which rely on a stronger version of the MTW
condition. In particular, we note that we are not able to prove the necessary
estimates simply by choosing wijéiﬁj as the auxiliary function in the proof
of Proposition below. As our argument will illustrate, additional lower
order terms need to be introduced in the auxiliary function to establish the
desired polynomial inequality for the quantity sup ||V <"||.

Throughout this section, the cost function ¢ will remain fixed, and u will
be the solution of (Par_OTJ) corresponding to this fixed cost function ¢ that
exists up to tmax(c); thus we omit the dependence on ¢ from various pieces
of notation. We will make use of the following linearization of (Par_OT)):

(11) L0 := wij (92] — DpkAink) — Dpk (log B)Hk -0

where in the coefficients, p = Vu(z,t); note that differentiating (Par OT)) in
time shows Lu = 0. We will also assume the key condition which replaces

the (weak-MTW]) condition, namely that for some onTw > 0,

(12) Dy 0, A V'V > —onerw| VP, ¥V L.

Note that (I2]) makes no assumption on the quantity appearing in the left-
hand side when V,n are not orthogonal.

We begin with a barrier construction for the linear operator (IIJ). This
is similar to the construction of an elliptic barrier in [21, Lemma 2.2], but

instead of using the condition (weak-MTW]), we will utilize the bound (I2J).

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant Ko > 0 depending on the structure
of the problem so that, as long as oyrw < Ko, there exists a function

Y € C2CHQ % [0, tmax)) such that for all (x,t) € Q x [0, tmax),
Lap(z,t) > Crtr(W L (z, 1)) — Cy,
0< Gyt <o(,t) < Cs,
for some constants C1, Cs, C3 > 0 depending on the structure of the problem,

and ||Uinitial||02(§) but independent of tmax.

Proof. Let u(z) be the function constructed in [2I, Lemma 2.1] with the
choice g(z,y,2) = —c(z,y) — z; note that the proof there does not require

the (weak-MTW]) condition. Also, let
1
U(t) := —/ u(zx,t) dr,
€] Ja

which belongs to C([0,tmax)) by Proposition For any fixed zg € ,
define the function @c(z) := a(x) — §|z — xo|*. Reasoning similarly to [21]
Lemma 2.2], we have for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0 a constant a; € R
independent of t,,,x such that

(13) log(det D%, — A(x, Vi) > ay,
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and that Vi (z) € =V e(x, Q") for any x € Q. Then, for some K > 0 to be
determined, we define

Y(a,t) = KU () —u(z,t)+u(z))
We claim 1) satisfies uniform bounds above and below independent of ..
To show this, it suffices to establish a bound on the term U(t) — u(zo,t)
for any xg € Q and ¢t € [0,tmax). So we fix such an xg and ¢, and let
Yo := expy, (Vu(zo,t)). Let x € Q be another arbitrary point. Then for
s €[0,1], we let

po = —Vyc(zo,y0) = Vu(zo,t),

b= _vyc($7y0)7

2(s) := expy (1 — s)po + sp).

e (p — po)k, we have

(2(s),90)

1
u(z,t) —u(zo, t) = /0 %u(w(s),t) ds

Since ;(s) = —c¢

_ /0 (Vu(a(s),t), &(s)) ds

< sup  [Vul sup [[(D3,¢) " Ilp — pol
Ox[0,tmax) axa”

< sup [Vul sup H(Diyc)_l\|2 sup |Vyc|.
Qx[0,tmax) axa” axQ”

Consequently
1

U ~uleo )] < o [ futet) = oo, 0] ds
€2 Jo
2

sup |Vu| sup H(Diyc)_lﬂ_sup |Vyc|  for any t € [0, tmax)-

< =
€ Qx[0,tmax) axq” Oxq”

Since @ is uniformly bounded on 2, using Proposition there exists a
constant A > 0 depending only on the structure of the problem such that

(14) e EA <, t) < eBA for all (z,t) € Q X [0, tmax)-
Recall the linearized operator £ defined in (IIJ). Denoting
Lo :=w" (vij — Dp,Aij (-, Vu)vg) ,
we have for a constant C' > 0 depending only on the structure of the problem
and [ uinitiall| o2 (q)
L) = Lop — Kp(U — i+ Dy, B(x, V) (g, — ug))
(15) > Ly — CKeMh,
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where we have used Proposition Writing n(x,t) = U(t) — u(x,t) + u(x)
for ease of notation, we calculate

(16) L1 = KT/J(K'IUUT]Z'T]]' + ﬁn).
Then,

in= L (;x _ xo\z) + La.+ LU

—~

t) — ulz,t))

= etrtW ™ — ew? D, Ayj(x, Vu)(z — 20)p,
+ w" ((Ue)ij — Dy, Aij(, Vu) (tie)) — w' (uij — Dp, Aij(x, Vu)uy,)
= etrtW ™ — ew’ Dy, Asj(x, Vu)(z — :Eo)k

+w ([(ac)iy — Ay (x, Viie)] — [uyy — Ay (z, Vu)))
(17) 4+ w9 (Ayj(z, Vie) — Ayj(x, Vu) — Dy, Agj(, Vu) ((Te)g — u).
Let us write @ = —ew" Dy, A;j(z, Vu)(z — 20)k, and @ and @ respec-

tively for the final two lines above. By concavity of log det, we obtain using

(@3) and (Par OT)),

@ > log det(D?a, — A(z, Viie)) — log det(D*u — A(x, Vu))
(18) > a; — u(z,t) — log B(x,Vu) > —-C

for some constant by Proposition 2.5l By the c¢*-convexity of 2* with respect
to Q, the point ¢s := (1 — s)Va, + sVu belongs to —V c(z, Q*) for any
s € [0,1]. Then by Taylor expanding, for some s € [0, 1] we obtain

@ Dlz?kpeAij(xv qS)((ﬁE)k - Uk)((ﬁs)z — UE).

By choosing = = x(, we then obtain

@ pkpe ii (@0, gs) (U — ug) (@ — wp),

note for this choice, we also have @ =0.
Now for ease of notation, let us write

MTW(V, W, n,€) := D2 Aii(zo,qs)V Wintet,

Prpe

and after fixing ¢ € [0, tnax) make a rotation of coordinates to diagonalize
the matrix W (zo,t). Letting {e;}}'_; be the standard basis in R” and using
the above calculations, we thus obtam

En(mo,t) > etr(W_l(xo,t)) e

I _ _
(19) +§;w MTW (e;, e;, V(a — u), V(a —u)).
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Denoting Vi (u — u) := V(4 — u) — (@ — u;)e;, and using () we calculate
n
Z w" MTW (e, e;, V(u —u), V(u—u))
i=1

=3 uft [MTW(ei, e:, V(@ — ), V(@ — u))
i=1

+ 2(@ — u)l MTW(GZ', €, €4, VZJ'(Z_L — ’LL)) + (Z_LZ — ui)2 MTW(GZ', €;, €4,y 62')

n
> Z w™ [—JMTW|VZ-l(fL —u)2 4 (@ — ui)> MTW (e;, €1, €, ;)

+ ZZ uj) MTW (e;, €5, €5, €5)
JFi
n
. _ _ L 1,
>3 | —onrwl V(@ — w2 — (5 — u)? [ D2A] — 210341 3 (e(uj g+ (s
= i
)2

> — (omrw + 28| DFA V(@ — w)|Per (W) — | Dy A (1

for € > 0 to be determined. It follows from (I9]) that

En(o,t) > tr(W " (20.1)) [c — (ormw + 2 D2A)| V(i — w)]]
~|p24] ( ) S’

We choose onrw and € small enough so that

e — (omrw + 28| DEA||IV (@ — w)||* > €/2.
Therefore, by (I6]), we have

1

") | @+ v <xo,t>>>

Lap(wo, t) > Kip(wo, t (Zw“[ - HDﬁAH(

We then choose K large enough so that

—1
— | D2A r > 0.
D2l (1425 0

Consequently,

Lip(ao,t) = Kib(ao, ) Ste(W " (o, 1)).



20 F. ABEDIN AND J. KITAGAWA

Finally, using (I5]), and then (I4]), we conclude that
Lo(zo,t) > K¢(m0,t)%tr(W_1(xo,t)) — CKeKA
> Ke_KAgtr(W_l(xo,t)) — CKefA,
This finishes the proof. U

We are now ready to carry out the aforementioned dichotomy argument.
The following proposition shows that if the constant in (I2]) is sufficiently
small (i.e., the cost function is “sufficiently close to satisfying (weak-MTWI)”)
then the operator norm of W (z,t) either has a uniform upper bound inde-
pendent of t,,x, or must be larger than a specific value somewhere; both of
these threshold values are explicit.

Proposition 4.2. There exists a constant 69 > 0 depending only on the
structure of the problem and ”Uim’tial”c2 @) such that, as long as 0 < oyrw <
09, exactly one of the two following alternatives hold: for any 0 < T < tpax,
either

()

1 1 n—1
max  |[|[W(x,t)|| > — , or
n

(=,t)eQ2x[0,T) noMTw
(it)
1
1 1 \#1
max ||[W(z,t)|| < — < ) .
(z,t)€Q%[0,T] 2n \noyrw

Proof. Define the auxiliary function v : Q x [0, tpax) X S?~! — R by
v(x,t, &) = logwge (z,1) + a|Vu(z, )| + Cay(z, 1),

for constants a, C' > 0 to be determined, where 1 is the function from Lemma
41l Suppose v achieves a maximum at (xg,tg,&o). Let us first assume xg
belongs to the interior of Q. By following the calculations in [23, Theorem
10.1], we obtain (note the second displayed block of equations on p.148 of
[23, Theorem 10.1] is missing a term 2aww" D,, A;;, which yields the term
—Catr(W=1) below)

0> Lu(xo, to, o)

i .. 4 ~
W D Ao Wiso |9 _ 0y (W) = Coa — (Cy + Ca— Ca)tr(W1)

Wengo
i D Al
> W B AW Wi | (5, 0 )ir(W) — Coa
Wengo
(20)

where the last inequality is obtained by taking C large enough that Cs +
Ca— Ca < 0, and we assume 2a — C; > 0. Here, it can be seen that the
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constants Cq, Cy, and C3 depend on upper bounds on Vu, and on up to
second order derivatives of A;; and log B. From the definitions of A;; and
B, and Proposition 2.5lit can thus be seen that these constants along with C
and a can be chosen to have upper bounds depending only on the structure
of the problem.

Now diagonalize (w;j(zo,%t0)) and let Ay < ... < A, be the associated
eigenvalues; note that, by choice, & is an eigenvector corresponding to A,.
We then estimate,

i1 Hj;éi Aj < nA1 < ntr(W)n—1
Mo Ay T AL A, T detW

(21) (W = iA;l = 2
=1

Taking V = )\i_l/zei for 1 <i<n-—1andn=e,in (IZ) and using 1)
yields

W (D, pAig ) Wheo Wiy

=\, En: N Dy, Aii

wSOSO i=1
1
1 2
> —OMTWAn Z A+ Dpnpn Ann
i—1
n
> —onrwAn YA — | DA
i—1
nonTw A tr(W)" 1 2
> — —||D;A
- detW I p I

> —C40'Mthr(W)n — HDI%A”

where Cy depends on ug and the structure of the problem. Combining with
[0) and rearranging yields

CyonmTw Caa+ | DA
tr(W) — ——tr(W)" < ——— .
1“( ) 2a — C4 1“( ) - 2a — C4
Taking a large enough that 5 aci%l < 1, we then obtain
(22) tr(W) — O'Mthr(W)n —C5 <0

for C'5 > 0 depending only on the structure of the problem.
Let us now assume oyrw € (0,00], where g > 0 is a fixed constant
satisfying
1

(23) oo <Ky and — > <
noo

2712C5 n-t
n—1 ’
where K is the constant appearing in Lemma Il Examining the roots of
the polynomial s — s — opTws”™ — C5 on the half-line {s > 0} (see (28) and
[29) in Appendix [A]) yields two possibilities.
1
Case 1: tr(W (zo, t0)) > ( L ) "

NoOMTW
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In this case, we find that

1 [
< ) < (W (zo,t0)) < sup [W].
nNoMTW 0x[0,7]

1

Case 2: tr(W (zo, 1)) < o« (L)m

= 2n \ nop
In this case, for any (z,¢,&) we obtain (recall £ is an eigenvector of
(wij(xo0,to)) corresponding to A,)

log wee (x,t) < v(zo, to, &o)

<log (i <i> ﬁ) + a|Vu(zo, to)| + Carp(zo, o)

2n \ nog

1
1/ 1 \&1

Taking exponentials and then a supremum over (z,t,£) yields

Co /1 \n1 1 1

n—1 n—1
sup ||W||se—<—) s—( ) ,
Tx[0,7] 2n \ noy 2n \ noMTwW

so long as we choose oyTw < e(n+>%00‘

Let us now assume v achieves a maximum at (zg, to, &) where xg € 9.
Then for any (z,t,£), we have

log wee (2,) < v(@o, to, &) = log weye, (o, to) + a|Vu(xo, to)| + Carp(zo, to)

< Cg + log ( sup HWH)
80%[0,T]

Consequently, there exists a constant C7 > 0 depending only on the structure
of the problem such that

(24) sup W]l <Cr sup |[W].
Qx[0,T] 90 x[0,T)

Upon inspection of [23, Section 11], we find that the bound (24]) allows us
to show that
sup [|[W] < Cs,
Qx[0,T]
where Cg depends only on the structure of the problem and the C? norm of

Uinitial U-

I The dependency of Cs on uipitial is through the constant « used in [237 Equation (9.9)].
By the final displayed inequality on [23 pg. 143], it can be seen that o depends only on

||Uinitial||cz (ﬁ) .



PERTURBATIVE APPROACH TO PARABOLIC OPTIMAL TRANSPORT 23

Choosing g > 0 to be a constant satisfying the inequalities

1
1 1 1 \»1
on < —— < | =
oo < ~=1)Co op and Cg< o <n50> ,
(and recalling that o already satisfies (23])), we obtain the conclusion of the

Proposition.
O

Before concluding this section, we note the following consequence of Propo-
sition

Corollary 4.3. Suppose ([I2)) is satisfied with 0 < oyrw < 6o, where &g
is the constant appearing in Proposition[{.2 For T € [0, tmax), consider the
quantity

w(r) == max [[W"(z, ).
(z,t)€eQ2x0,7]

1 1
Ifw(0) < 5= < L )nil, then w(t) < 2 < L )%1 for all T € [0, tmax)-

noMTWw

Proof. This follows from the compactness of Q coupled with the joint con-
tinuity of A¢, Vu, D?u (and consequently of W&%) in (z,t). Indeed, since
w(7) is an increasing function of 7, we may suppose by contradiction that

1
there exists 7* € [0, fmax) such that w(7*) > = (nUhiTW> " but w(r) <

1
1 ( 1 )"71 for all 0 < 7 < 7*. By the assumption on w(0), we know

2n \ nomrw

that 7% > 0. Then there must exist z* € Q such that We¥(z*,7*) =

w(7*). The dichotomy imposed by Proposition implies W (x*, 7%) >
1

% (nUl\iTW) "~ On the other hand, since W"(z,t) is jointly continuous in

(x,t) whenever (z,t) € Q X (0, tmax), it follows that

1 1\t 1 1 \=t
- < > < We(x*,7%) = lim W (2", 7" —¢) < — <7> )
n \NOMTW e—0t 2n \ nopTw

which is a contradiction. O

5. PRoOOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

We begin by letting ug be the unique solution of the steady state problem
det(Weoto(x)) = B (x, Vup(x)), x €€,
(25) G (x,Vug(x)) =0, x € 09,
Jouo(x) dz = 0.
Since cq satisfies the (weak-MTW]) condition, the results of [3I] imply ug €

C?%(Q), is strictly co-convex, and is locally, uniformly co-convex.
We assume ||c — col[c1(@xn;, (@+)) < R for some R to be determined. We

first choose R < Ry in Lemma B (1)-(3). This ensures ¢ satisfies the
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necessary structural conditions in Subsection 21l Next, we choose R< R,
in Lemma B3} this ensures the map ¥ : Bgf(QXNTO(Q*))(CO) — C%2(Q)
is well-defined. Recalling that ¥U(cy) = ug, we next let R3 > 0 be such
that if R < Rs, then |[¥(c)|[cz.am) < 2|[uollczag) and maxg|[We¥ @] <
2 maxg ||We*0||; this follows from the continuity of the map ¥ at ¢ = ¢y and
the compactness of . Now let u be the solution of (Par OT)) with uiyjtial =
U(c). Then u satisfies the estimates in Proposition 2.5] (which do not require
the (weak-MTW]) condition) with constants Kj, Ky depending only on cgy
and ug. Finally, we let R4 > 0 be such that if R < R4, then c satisfies
([2) with a constant oyrw < &g, where &y is the constant appearing in

1
Proposition 2, and maxg ||[Weowo|| < L ( L )"71. Then Corollary A3l

nNoOMTW

i 7 - c,u 1 1
1mphes SupQX [0,tmax(c)) ||W H S 2n <nUMTW

uniform second derivative estimates independent of tyax(c). We can thus
invoke the arguments from [23] Section 12] to conclude the infinite-time
existence of the solution u of (Par_OTJ) and the convergence to a potential
function for the optimal transport problem between (€2, p) and (2%, p*) with
cost function c.

>ﬁ. Consequently, u satisfies

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF AN n-TH DEGREE POLYNOMIAL
Fix C' > 0 and consider the polynomial
Po(s) :=s—0s" —C for any o € (0, 00],
where oy > 0 is a constant satisfying the inequality

(26) R <2n2c>”‘1'

nog n—1

On the half-line {s > 0}, p, has a single critical point at s = §(c) where

(27) oyt = 1

no
Since o < 0y, (26]) implies

2 n—1
§(U)n—1:iziz<2n C> ‘

no . noy n—1

Consequently, §(o) > 220 This, combined with (27]), implies

n—1"

—1
pe(5(0)) = 8(0)(1 — o5(0)" 1) — C = 5(0) (n - > —-C>2n—-1)C>0
whenever o € (0,0¢]. Since p,(0) = —C < 0, it follows that there exists a
root s1(o) € (0,5(0)) of py. Similarly, since ET po(s) = —oo whenever

o > 0, there exists a second root sa(c) € (5(0),00) of p,. By Descartes’
rules of signs, these are the only two positive, real roots of p,.
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Clearly, s1(0) = 0s1(0)" + C > C for all o € (0,0¢]. Also, since s1(0) <

5(o), we have by (27

1
n—1 a n—1
< = —.
51(0) 5(o) —
This implies
-1
1- el o
os1(o) -
Since p,(s1(0)) = 0, we have s1(0)(1 — os1(0)" 1) = C, and so by (26
C nC 1 1\ 1
= < —(— for all .
s1(0) T < —7<3; <n00> or all o € (0,00]

On the other hand, since sa(c) > §(o), we have

1
n—1 A n—1 __
so(0)" > §(0)" T = —
Thus,
1
)™ forall o € (0, 0]
> — .
s9(0) > — or all o , 00

We conclude that if p,(s) < 0 for some s > 0, then either

1
(28) gsgi<i)“,or

[en}

2n \ nog

(29) s> <%> -
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