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DISSIPATIVE PROBABILITY VECTOR FIELDS AND GENERATION OF
EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS IN WASSERSTEIN SPACES

GIULIA CAVAGNARI, GIUSEPPE SAVARE, AND GIACOMO ENRICO SODINI

ABSTRACT. We introduce and investigate a notion of multivalued \-dissipative probability vec-
tor field (MPVF) in the Wasserstein space P2(X) of Borel probability measures on a Hilbert
space X. Taking inspiration from the theory of dissipative operators in Hilbert spaces and of
Wasserstein gradient flows of geodesically convex functionals, we study local and global well
posedness of evolution equations driven by dissipative MPVFs. Our approach is based on a
measure-theoretic version of the Explicit Euler scheme, for which we prove novel convergence
results with optimal error estimates under an abstract CFL stability condition, which do not
rely on compactness arguments and also hold when X has infinite dimension.

We characterize the limit solutions by a suitable Evolution Variational Inequality (EVI),
inspired by the Bénilan notion of integral solutions to dissipative evolutions in Banach spaces.
Existence, uniqueness and stability of EVI solutions are then obtained under quite general
assumptions, leading to the generation of a semigroup of nonlinear contractions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study the local and global well posedness of evolution equations for
Borel probability measures driven by a suitable notion of probability vector fields in an Eulerian
framework.

For the sake of simplicity, let us consider here a finite dimensional Euclidean space X with scalar
product (-, -) and norm |- | (our analysis however will not be confined to finite dimension and will
be carried out in a separable Hilbert space) and the space P(X) (resp. Py(X)) of Borel probability
measures in X (resp. with bounded support).

A Cauchy-Lipschitz approach, via vector fields. A first notion of vector field can be
described by maps b : Pp(X) — C(X;X), typically taking values in some subset of continuous
vector fields in X (as the locally Lipschitz ones of Lip;,.(X; X)), and satisfying suitable growth-
continuity conditions. In this respect, the evolution driven by b can be described by a continuous
curve t — pp € Pp(X), t € [0,T], starting from an initial measure pg € Pp(X) and satisfying the
continuity equation

at,U,t + V- ('Ut,ut) =0 in (O,T) X X7 (11&)
vy = bl ui-a.e. for every t € (0,7), (1.1b)

in the distributional sense, i.e.

T
/ / <6tC + <VC,'vt>) dpsdt =0, vy = bug], for every ¢ € CL((0,T) x X). (1.2)
0 X

If b is sufficiently smooth, solutions to (1.1a,b) can be obtained by many techniques. Recent
contributions in this direction are given by the papers [Pic19; Pic18; BF21; Cav+20], we also
mention [PR14; PR19] for the analysis in presence of sources. In particular, in [BF21] the
aim of the authors is to develop a suitable Cauchy-Lipschitz theory in Wasserstein spaces for
differential inclusions which generalizes (1.1b) to multivalued maps b : P(X) = Lip;,.(X; X) and
requires (1.1b), (1.2) to hold for a suitable measurable selection of b. As it occurs in the classical
finite-dimensional case, the differential-inclusion approach is suitable to describe the dynamics
of control systems, when the velocity vector field involved in the continuity equation depends
on a control parameter.

The Explicit Fuler method. A natural approach, that is suitable for a great generalization, is
to approximate (1.1a,b) by a measure-theoretic version of the Explicit Euler scheme. Choosing a
step size 7 > 0 and a partition {0, 7,--- ,n7, -+, N7} of the interval [0, T], N = N(T,7) = [T/1],
we construct a sequence M € Py(X), n =0,---, N, by the algorithm

M2 = pg, M= (ix + 71 MP, b € b[M!], (1.3)

where ix(x) := x is the identity map and ryu denotes the push forward of u € P(X) induced by
a Borel map r : X — X and defined by ryu(B) := u(r~!(B)) for every Borel set B C X. If M,
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is the piecewise constant interpolation of the discrete values ( f)nNzo, one can then study the

convergence of M, as 7 | 0, hoping to obtain a solution to (1.1a,b) in the limit.
It is then natural to investigate a few relevant questions:

(E.1) what is the most general framework where the Explicit Euler scheme can be implemented,
(E.2) what are the structural conditions ensuring its convergence,
(E.3) how to characterize the limit solutions and their properties.

Concerning the first question (E.1), one immediately realizes that each iteration of (1.3) actually
depends on the probability distribution on the tangent bundle TX (which we may identify with
X x X, where the second component plays the role of velocity)

@7 = (ix, b MP, € P(TX)

whose first marginal is M. If we denote by x,v : TX — X the projections x(z,v) = z, v(z,v) = v,
and by exp” : TX — X the exponential map in the flat space X exp”(x,v) := x 4+ Tv, we recover
M+ by a single step of “free motion” driven by ®” and given by

M= exp; @7 = (x + 7v);P7.

This operation does not depend on the fact that ®7 is concentrated on the graph of a map (in
this case b! € b[M]): one can more generally assign a multivalued map F : Py(X) == P,(TX)
such that for every pu € Py(X) every measure ® € F[u] € Py(TX) has first marginal p = x3®. We
call F a multivalued probability vector field (MPVF in the following), which is in good analogy
with a Riemannian interpretation of P,(TX). The disintegration ®, € P(X) of ® with respect to
w provides a (unique up to p-negligible sets) Borel family of probability measures on the space
of velocities such that ® = fx @, du(z). @ is induced by a vector field b only if @, = dp(,) is a
Dirac mass for p-a.e.x. (1.3) now reads as

M = po, MM i=exp] ®F = (x4 7v); 07, T € F[M]]. (1.4)

Besides greater generality, this point of view has other advantages: working with the joint
distribution F[u] instead of the disintegrated vector field b[u] potentially allows for the weakening
of the continuity assumption with respect to . This relaxation corresponds to the introduction
of Young’s measures to study the limit behaviour of weakly converging maps [CRV04]. Adopting
this viewpoint, the classical discontinuous example in R (see [Fil88]), where b(z) = —sign(x),
admits a natural closed realization as MPVF given by

if
PeFu < o,= {51’(:”) ifz 70 for some 6 € [0,1].

(1 — (9)5_1 +66 ifx=0

In particular, F[d] = {do ® (1 —0)d_1 +601) | 6 € [0,1]} (see also [Cam+21, Example 6.2]).
The study of measure-driven differential equations/inclusions is not new in the literature [DR91;
SV96]. However, these studies, devoted to the description of impulsive control systems [Bre96]
and mainly motivated by applications in rational mechanics and engineering, have been used to
describe evolutions in R rather than in the space of measures.

A second advantage in considering a MPVF is the consistency with the theory of Wasserstein
gradient flows generated by geodesically convex functionals introduced in [AGS08] (Wasserstein
subdifferentials are particular examples of MPVFs) and with the multivalued version of the
notion of probability vector fields introduced in [Pic19; Pic18], whose originating idea was indeed
to describe the uncertainty affecting not only the state of the system, but possibly also the
distribution of the vector field itself.

A third advantage is to allow for a more intrinsic geometric view, inspired by Otto’s non-smooth
Riemannian interpretation of the Wasserstein space: probability vector fields provide an ap-
propriate description of infinitesimal deformations of probability measures, which should be
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measured by, e.g., the L?-Kantorovich-Rubinstein-Wasserstein distance

W) = min{ [ Jo—yParteg) iy e T}, (15)
XxX
where I'(u,v) is the set of couplings with marginals p and v respectively. It is well known
[AGS08; Vil09; San15] that if u, v belong to the space P2(X) of Borel probability measures with

finite second moment
mi(0) = [ lof du(o) < o,

then the minimum in (1.5) is attained in a compact convex set I'y(i,v) and (P2(X), Ws) is a
complete and separable metric space. Adopting this viewpoint and proceeding by analogy with
the theory of dissipative operators in Hilbert spaces, a natural class of MPVF's for evolutionary
problems should at least satisfy a A-dissipativity condition, A € R, as

VO eFu], WeFu, u£v: Walexp; @ exp; ¥) < (1+A7)Wa(u,v)+o(r) as7 0. (1.6)

Metric dissipativity. Condition (1.6) in the simple case A = 0 has a clear interpretation in
terms of one step of the Explicit Euler method: it is an asymptotic contraction as the time step
goes to 0. By using the properties of the Wasserstein distance, we will first compute the right
derivative of the (squared) Wasserstein distance along the deformation exp”

1d
[@, 0], := =~ — W5 (exp] P, exp] V)
To2dr =0+
(1.7)
= min {/ (w—wv,y—2)dO(z,v;y,w) : O € I'(P,¥), (x,y);0 € o(, 1/)}
TXXTX
and we will show that (1.6) admits the equivalent characterization

(@, W], < A\WZ(u,v) for every ® € Flu], ¥ € F[v]. (1.8)

If we interpret the left hand side of (1.8) as a sort of Wasserstein pseudo-scalar product of ®
and U along the direction of an optimal coupling between p and v, (1.8) is in perfect analogy
with the canonical definition of A-dissipativity (also called one-sided Lipschitz condition) for a
multivalued map F : X = X:

(w—v,y—xz) <Nz —y|*> for every v € Flz], w € F[y. (1.9)

It turns out that the (opposite of the) Wasserstein subdifferential 8F [AGS08, Section 10.3] of a
geodesically (—\)-convex functional F : Po(X) — (—o00, +00] is a MPVF and satisfies a condition
equivalent to (1.6) and (1.8). We also notice that (1.8) reduces to (1.9) in the particular case
when ® = §(; ), ¥ = d(y,,,) are Dirac masses in TX.

Conditional convergence of the Explicit Euler method. Differently from the Implicit
Euler method, however, even if a MPVF satisfies (1.8), every step of the Explicit Euler scheme
(1.4) affects the distance by a further quadratic correction according to the formula

W3 (exp] @, exp] W) < W3 (u, v) + 27 [<I>,\I/]r+72(\¢>!%+\\1/\%), |3 = /TX [0 d®(z, v),

which depends on the order of magnitude of ® and ¥, and thus of F, at y and v.

Our first main result (Theorems 7.5,7.7), which provides an answer to question (E.2), states that
if F is a M\-dissipative MPVF according to (1.8) then every family of discrete solutions (M, );0
of (1.4) in an interval [0, 7] satisfying the abstract CFL condition

@7, <L if0<n<N=NT,7), (1.10)
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is uniformly converging to a limit curve p € Lip([0, T; P2 (X)) starting from pg, with a uniform
error estimate

Walpg, M- (1)) < CL\/7(t + 7)e*t  for every t € [0,T) (1.11)
and a universal constant C' < 14. Apart from the precise value of C, the estimate (1.11)
is sharp [Rul96] and reproduces in the measure-theoretic framework the celebrated Crandall-
Liggett [CLT71] estimate for the generation of dissipative semigroups in Banach spaces. We
derive it by adapting to the metric-Wasserstein setting the relaxation and doubling variable
techniques of [NS06], strongly inspired by the ideas of Kruzkov [Kru70] and Crandall-Evans
[CET5].
This crucial result does not require any bound on the support of the measures neither local
compactness of the underlying space X, so that we will prove it in a general Hilbert space,
possibly with infinite dimension. Moreover, if u, v are two limit solutions starting from pg, v
we show that

Wa(pe, v) < Walpo, vo)e™ ¢ € (0,77,

as it happens in the case of gradient flows of (—\)-convex functions. Once one has these building
blocks, it is not too difficult to construct a local and global existence theory, mimicking the
standard arguments for ODEs.

Metric characterization of the limit solution. As we stated in question (E.3), a further
important point is to get an effective characterization of the solution p obtained as limit of the
approximation scheme.

As a first property, considered in [Pic19; Pic18] in the case of a single-valued PVF, one could hope
that p satisfies the continuity equation (1.1a) coupled with the barycentric condition replacing

(1.1b)
v(z) = /TXUdQ)t(:c,v), Oy = Fluy. (1.12)

This is in fact true, as shown in [Pic19; Pic18] in the finite dimensional case, if F is single valued
and satisfies a stronger Lipschitz dependence w.r.t. u (see (H1) in Appendix A).

In the framework of dissipative MPVF's, we will replace (1.12) with its relaxation a la Filippov
(see e.g. [Vinl0, Chapter 2] and [AF09, Chapter 10])

vy(x) = /Txvdfbt(x,v) for some ®; € co(cl(F)[ue]),

where cl(F) is the sequential closure of the graph of F in the strong-weak topology of P5*(TX)
(see [NS21] and Section 2.2 for more details; in fact, a more restrictive “directional” closure could
be considered, see (6.34)) and ¢o(cl(F)[u]) denotes the closed convex hull of the given section
CI(F) 1]

However, even in the case of a single valued map, (1.12) is not enough to characterize the limit
solution, as it has been shown by an interesting example in [Pic19; Cam+21] (see also the
gradient flow of Example 6.34).

Here we follow the metric viewpoint adopted in [AGSO08] for gradient flows and we will charac-
terize the limit solutions by a suitable Evolution Variational Inequality satisfied by the squared
distance function from given test measures. This approach is also strongly influenced by the
Bénilan notion of integral solutions to dissipative evolutions in Banach spaces [Bén72]. The
main idea is that any differentiable solution to #(t) € F'[x(t)] driven by a A-dissipative operator
in a Hilbert space as in (1.9) satisfies

%% 2(t) = yI? = (@), 2(t) —y) = (@(t) —w,x(t) — y) + (w,z(t) — )

< Nz(t) —y? = (w,y — 2(t)) for every w € Fly].
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In the framework of P2 (X), we replace w € Fly] with ¥ € F[v] and the scalar product (w, y—z(t))
with

[V, fte],. := min { /TXXX(w,y —z)dO(y,w;z) : © € T'(V, p1y), (y,x);® € Lo(v, ,ut)},

as in (1.7). According to this formal heuristic, we obtain the A-EVI characterization of a limit
curve [ as
1d
2dt
As for Bénilan integral solutions, we can considerably relax the apriori smoothness assumptions
on i, just imposing that p is continuous and (A-EVI) holds in the sense of distributions in (0, 7).
In this way, we obtain a robust characterization, which is stable under uniform convergence and
also allows for solutions taking values in the closure of the domain of F. This is particularly
important when F involves drift terms with superlinear growth (see Example 6.32).
The crucial point of this approach relies on a general error estimate, which extends the validity
of (1.11) to a general A\-EVI solution p and therefore guarantees its uniqueness, whenever the
Explicit Euler method is solvable, at least locally in time.
Combining local in time existence with suitable global confinement conditions (see e.g. Theorem
6.31) we can eventually obtain a robust theory for the generation of a A-flow, i.e. a semigroup
(St)t>0 in a suitable subset D of Py(X) such that S;[ue] is the unique A-EVI solution starting
from pg and for every pg, pu1 € D

WQ(St[IU’O]’ St[lul]) < W2(:U‘Onu’1)e)\ta t> 0’

as in the case of Wasserstein gradient flows of geodesically (—\)-convex functionals.

Wi (e, v) < AW3 (g, v) — [, ), for every W € F[v]. (A-EVI)

Explicit vs Implicit Euler method. In the framework of contraction semigroups generated
by A-dissipative operators in Hilbert or Banach spaces, a crucial role is played by the Implicit
Euler scheme, which has the advantage to be unconditionally stable, and thus avoids any apriori
restriction on the local bound of the operator, as we did in (1.10). In Hilbert spaces, it is well
known that the solvability of the Implicit Euler scheme is equivalent to the maximality of the
graph of the operator.

In the case of a Wasserstein gradient flow of a geodesically convex F : Py(X) — (—o0, +0o0],
every step of the Implicit Euler method (also called JKO/Minimizing Movement scheme [JKO98;
AGSO08]) can be solved by a variational approach: M?*! has to be selected among the solutions
of

min i
MEePa(X) 27
Notice, however, that in this case the MPVF 93 is defined implicitely in terms of F and each
step of (1.13) provides a suitable variational selection in 8%, leading in the limit to the minimal
selection principle.
In the case of more general dissipative evolutions, it is not at all clear how to solve the Implicit
Euler scheme, in particular when F[u] is not concentrated on a map, and to characterize the
maximal extension of F' (in the Hilbertian case the maximal extension of a dissipative operator F
is explicitly computable at least when the domain of F' has not empty interior, see the Theorems
of Robert and Bénilan in [Qi83]). Indeed, the analogy with the Hilbertian theory does not extend
to some properties which play a crucial role. In particular, a dissipative MPVF F in P5(X) is
not locally bounded in the interior of its domain (see Example 5.2) and maximality may fail also
for single-valued continuous PVFs (see Example 5.3). Even more remarkably, in the Hilbertian
case a crucial equivalent characterization of dissipativity reads as

W3 (M, M) + F(M). (1.13)

veFhl weFly] = |o—yl<|@—rv)—(y—rw)
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which implies that the resolvent operators (I —7F)~! (and every single step of the Implicit Euler
scheme) are contractions in X. On the contrary, if we assume the forward characterizations (1.6)
and (1.8) of dissipativity in P2(X) (with A = 0) we cannot conclude in general that

PeFu, YVeF] = Wa(uv)<W(exp, " @,exp, " ¥), (1.14)

since the squared distance map f(t) := W;(exp’é D, expé V), t € R, is not convex in general (see
e.g. [AGS08, Example 9.1.5]) and the fact that its right derivative at ¢ = 0 (corresponding to
[@,¥] ) is < 0 according to (1.8) does not imply that f(0) < f(t) for t < 0 (corresponding to
(1.14) for t = —7).

For these reasons, we decided to approach the investigation of dissipative evolutions in Py (X) by
the Explicit Euler method, and we defer the study of the implicit one to a forthcoming paper.

Plan of the paper. As we already mentioned, our theory works in a general separable Hilbert
space X: we collect some preliminary material concerning the Wasserstein distance in Hilbert
spaces and the properties of strong-weak topology for P2(TX) in Section 2.

In Section 3, we will study the semi-concavity properties of W5 along general deformations
induced by the exponential map exp” and we introduce and study the pairings [-,-],., [-,];. We
will apply such tools to derive the precise expressions of the left and right derivatives of Ws
along absolutely continuous curves in P2(X) in Section 3.2.

In Section 4, we will introduce and study the notion of A-dissipative MPVF, in particular
its behaviour along geodesics (Section 4.2) and its extension properties (Section 4.3). A few
examples are collected in Section 5.

The last two sections contain the core of our results. Section 6 is devoted to the notion of A-EVI
solutions and to their properties: local uniqueness, stability and regularity in Section 6.3, global
existence in Section 6.4 and barycentric characterizations in Section 6.5. Section 7 contains
the main estimates for the Explicit Euler scheme: the Cauchy estimates between two discrete
solutions corresponding to different step sizes in Section 7.2 and the uniform error estimates
between a discrete and a A-EVI solution in Section 7.3.

Acknowledgments. G.S. and G.E.S. gratefully acknowledge the support of the Institute of
Advanced Study of the Technical University of Munich. The authors thank the Department
of Mathematics of the University of Pavia where this project was partially carried out. G.S.
also thanks IMATI-CNR, Pavia. G.C. and G.S. have been supported by the MIUR-PRIN 2017
project Gradient flows, Optimal Transport and Metric Measure Structures. G.C. also acknowl-
edges the partial support of the funds FARB 2016 Politecnico di Milano Prog. TDG6ATENO04.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce the main concepts and results of Optimal Transport theory that
will be extensively used in the rest of the paper. We start by listing the adopted notation.

bo the barycenter of ® € P(TX) as in Definition 3.1;

Bx(z,r) the open ball with radius » > 0 centered at x € X;

C(X;Y) the set of continuous functions from X to Y;

Cp(X) the set of bounded continuous real valued functions defined in X;
C.(X) the set of continuous real valued functions with compact support;
Cyl(X) the space of cylindrical functions on X, see Definition 2.9;

cl(F), co(F)[u] the sequential closure and convexification of F, see Section 4.3;
co(F)[u], F sequential closure of convexification and extension of F, see Section 4.3;
% ¢, %JFC the right upper/lower Dini derivatives of ¢, see (6.3);

D(F) the proper domain of a set-valued function as in Definition 4.1
fav the push-forward of v € P(X) through the map f: X —Y;

T(p,v) the set of admissible couplings between p, v, see (2.1);
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Ty, v) the set of optimal couplings between u, v, see Definition 2.5;

T (1o, p1|F), i = 0,1 the set of optimal couplings conditioned to F, see Definition 4.8;

J an interval of R;

ix(") the identity function on a set X;

I(u|F) the set of time instants ¢ s.t. x{p belongs to D(F), see Definition 4.8;
A A, the sets of couplings as in Definition 3.8 and Theorem 3.9;

ma(v) the 2-nd moment of v € P(X) as in Definition 2.5;

| Do the 2-nd moment of ® € P(TX) as in (3.2);

|F2(p) the 2-nd moment of F at y as in (6.17);

|| (¢) the metric derivative of a locally absolutely continuous curve p;
P(X) the set of Borel probability measures on the topological space X;
Pp(X) the set of Borel probability measures with bounded support;

Po(X) the subset of measures in P(X) with finite quadratic moments;
PEU(X xY) the space P2(X x Y) endowed with a weaker topology as in Definition 2.14;
P(TX|p) the subset of Po(TX) with fixed first marginal u as in (3.3);

[l [0 the pseudo scalar products as in Definition 3.5;

(@, )1, [P, 01 the duality pairings as in Definition 3.17;

[F, ], [F, ptlie the duality pairings as in Definition 4.9;

[F, o+, [F, pu]1— the limiting duality pairings as in Definition 4.11;

supp(v) the support of v € P(X);

Tan, P2(X) the tangent space defined in Theorem 2.10;

Wa(p, v) the L2-Wasserstein distance between p and v, see Definition 2.5;

X a separable Hilbert space;

™ the tangent bundle to X, usually endowed with the strong-weak topology;
X, v, exp’ the projection and exponential maps defined in (3.1);

x! the evaluation map defined in (3.4).

In the present paper we will mostly deal with Borel probability measures defined in (subsets of)
some separable Hilbert space endowed with the strong or a weaker topology. The convenient
setting is therefore provided by Polish/Lusin and completely regular topological spaces.

Recall that a topological space X is Polish (resp. Lusin) if its topology is induced by a complete
and separable metric (resp. is coarser than a Polish topology). We will denote by P(X) the set
of Borel probability measures on X. If X is Lusin, every measure p € P(X) is also a Radon
measure, i.e. it satisfies

VB C X Borel, Ve >0 3K C B compact s.t. u(B\ K) <e.

X is completely regular if it is Hausdorff and for every closed set C' and point € X \ C there
exists a continuous function f: X — [0,1] s.t. f(x) =0 and f(C) = {1}.

Given X and Y Lusin spaces, p € P(X) and a Borel function f : X — Y, there is a canonical
way to transfer the measure p from X to Y through f. This is called the push forward of u
through f, denoted by fiu and defined by (fiu)(B) := pu(f~'(B)) for every Borel set B in Y, or

equivalently
/ pd(fyn) = / pofdpu
Y X

for every ¢ bounded (or nonnegative) real valued Borel function on Y. A particular case occurs
if X = X; x X9, Y =X, and f = 7 is the projection on the i-th component, i = 1,2. In this
case, f is usually denoted with 7 or 7%+, and 7rﬁXi 1 is called the i-th marginal of .

This notation is particularly useful when dealing with transport plans: given X; and Xs com-
pletely regular spaces and € P(X1), v € P(X2), we define

D(p,v) == {vy € P(X1 x Xz) | 7Tﬁl")’ =4, 7Tﬁ2’y =v}, (2.1)
i.e. the set of probability measures on the product space having p and v as marginals.
On P(X) we consider the so called narrow topology which is the coarsest topology on P(X) s.t.
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the maps p — [ ¢ du are continuous for every ¢ € Cy,(X), the space of real valued and bounded
continuous functions on X. In this way a net (tq)aca C P(X) indexed by a directed set A is
said to converge narrowly to p € P(X), and we write po — p in P(X), if

lim/ god,ua:/ edp Yo e Cp(X).
@ Jx X

We recall the well known Prokhorov’s theorem in the context of completely regular topological
spaces (see [Sch73, Appendix]).

Theorem 2.1 (Prokhorov). Let X be a completely reqular topological space and let F C P(X)
be a tight subset i.e.

for every e > 0 there exists K. C X compact s.t. w(X \ K;) <e VpeF.
Then F is relatively compact in P(X) w.r.t. the narrow topology.

It is then relevant to know when a given ¥ C P(X) is tight. If X is a Lusin completely regular
topological space, then the set F = {u} C P(X) is tight. Another trivial criterion for tightness
is the following: if F C P(X; x X») is s.t. F; := {Wé'y | v € F} C P(X;) are tight for i = 1,2,
then also JF is tight. We also recall the following useful proposition (see [AGS08, Remark 5.1.5]).

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a Lusin completely regular topological space and let § C P(X).
Then F is tight if and only if there exists p : X — [0, 400] with compact sublevels s.t.

sup/ pdp < +oo.
neF JX

We recall the so-called disintegration theorem (see e.g. [AGS08, Theorem 5.3.1]).

Theorem 2.3. Let X, X be Lusin completely reqular topological spaces, p € P(X) andr : X — X
a Borel map. Denote with pu = ryp € P(X). Then there exists a p-a.e. uniquely determined
Borel family of probability measures {p,}rex C P(X) such that p, (X \ r~1(x)) = 0 for u-a.e.

x € X, and
| elwran) = | ( L so(w)dum(w)> an(a)

for every bounded Borel map ¢ : X — R.

Remark 2.4. When X = X; x Xy and r = 7!, we can canonically identify the disintegration
{pz}eex, € PX) of p € P(X) x Xa) wrt. p = wéu with a family of probability measures

(o }orexs C P(X2). We write p = / oy du).

X1

2.1. Wasserstein distance in Hilbert spaces

Let X be a separable (possibly infinite dimensional) Hilbert space. We will denote by X*
(respt. X") the Hilbert space endowed with its strong (resp. weak) topology. Notice that X* is
a Lusin completely regular space. X* and X® share the same class of Borel sets and therefore
of Borel probability measures, which we will simply denote by P(X), using P(X®) and P(X")
only when we will refer to the correspondent topology. Finally, if X has finite dimension then
the two topologies coincide.

We now list some properties of Wasserstein spaces and we refer to [AGS08, §7] for a complete
account of this matter.

Definition 2.5. Given p € P(X) we define

mi () = /X 2P du(),  Po(X) = {p € P(X) | ma(p) < +o0}.
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The L2-Wasserstein distance between ju, i/ € Po(X) is defined as
W3 (u, 1) = inf {/X . lz —y2dy(z,y) | v € I’(u,,u’)} : (2.2)
X

The set of elements of I'(u, i’) realizing the infimum in (2.2) is denoted with I'p(p, ). We say
that a measure v € Po(X x X) is optimal if v € I’O(ﬂ'é'y, W?’)’).

We will denote by B(u, 0) the open ball centered at p with radius g in P2(X). The metric space
(P2(X), Ws) enjoys many interesting properties: here we only recall that it is a complete and

separable metric space and that Wa-convergence (sometimes denoted with &) is stronger than
the narrow convergence. In particular, given (i, )neny C P2(X) and p € Po(X), we have [AGS08,
Remark 7.1.11] that
— pin P(X?
pn B, asn = oo = o = i PIX), as n — +00. (2.3)
ma (pn) = ma(p),

Finally, we recall that sequences converging in (Po(X), W3) are tight. More precisely we have
the following characterization of compactness in Po(X).

Lemma 2.6 (Relative compactness in Po(X)). A subset X C Po(X) is relatively compact
w.r.t. the Wa-topology if and only if

(1) X is tight w.r.t. X*,
(2) XK is uniformly 2-integrable, i.e.

lim sup/ lz[2dp = 0. (2.4)
k=00 ek Jz|>k

Proof. Tightness is clearly a necessary condition; concerning (2.4) let us notice that the maps
Fy, : Po(X) — [0,00), Fp(p) == f|m|>k: |z|? di are upper semicontinuous, are decreasing w.r.t. k,
and converge pointwise to 0 for every u € Po(X). Therefore, if K is relatively compact, they
converge uniformly to 0 thanks to Dini’s Theorem.

In order to prove that (1) and (2) are also sufficient for relative compactness, it is sufficient
to check that every sequence (pn)nen in K has a convergent subsequence. Applying Prokhorov
Theorem 2.1 we can find p € P(X) and a convergent subsequence k + fi,,1y such that pi,, ) — p
in P(X*). Since ma(uy,) is uniformly bounded, then p € Po(X). Applying [AGS08, Lemma 5.1.7],
we also get limy,_, o0 M2t (k) = m2(p) so that limy_ oo Wa(jin(k), #) = 0 by (2.3). O

Definition 2.7 (Geodesics). A curve (i)sc(0,1] C P2(X) is said to be a (constant speed) geodesic
if for all 0 < s <t <1 we have

Wa(ps, ) = (¢ — s)Wa(po, pa).-

We also say that (u)icjo,1] is @ geodesic from pg to 1. We say that A C Po(X) is a geodesically
conver set if for any pair pg, 1 € A there exists a geodesic (f4¢)sejo,1] from fio to p1 such that

(Mt)te[m} C A

We recall also the following useful properties of geodesics (see [AGS08, Theorem 7.2.1, Theorem
7.2.2]).

Theorem 2.8 (Properties of geodesics). Let g, 1 € Po(X) and pu € To(po, p11). Then (p1¢)sefo,1)
defined by

pe = (Mg, t€[0,1], (2.5)
is a (constant speed) geodesic from pg to pi, where x' : X2 — X is given by, x(xg,x1) 1=
(1 = t)wo + twy. Conversely, any (constant speed) geodesic (put)ielo,1) from po to p1 admits the
representation (2.5) for a suitable plan p € T'o(po, p1)-
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Finally, if (put)iepo,1) s a geodesic connecting pg to ui, then for every t € (0,1) there ewists a
unique optimal plan between po and pg (resp. between py and py) and it is concentrated on a
map.

We define moreover the analogous of C°(R?) when we have X in place of R

Definition 2.9 (Cyl(X)). We denote by IT4(X) the space of linear maps 7 : X — R? of the form
m(x) = ((z,e1), -+ ,{(x,eq)) for an orthonormal set {e1, -+ ,eq} of X. A function ¢ : X — R
belongs to the space of cylindrical functions on X, Cyl(X), if it is of the form

p=vom
where 7 € I14(X) and ¢ € C(R?).

We recall the following result (see [AGS08, Theorem 8.3.1, Proposition 8.4.5 and Proposition
8.4.6]) characterizing locally absolutely continuous curves in P2(X) defined in a (bounded or
unbounded) open interval J C R. We use the equivalent notation p(t) = u; for the evaluation
at time ¢t € J of a map p: I = Pa(X).

Theorem 2.10 (Wasserstein velocity field). Let p: I — Pa(X) be a locally absolutely continuous
curve defined in an open interval I C R. There exists a Borel vector field v :J x X — X and a
set A(p) C J with LT\ A(p)) = 0 such that for every t € A(u)

2 .
vy € Tanm iPZ(X) = {VQO ‘ P c Cyl(X)}L,ut(X,X)’

W3 (u )
2 .12 . 2 \Mt+hs Kt
d = = 1 _—
/X Fod” dpe = | hg%) h? ’
and the continuity equation

at,ut + V - ('vt,ut) =0

holds in the sense of distributions in J x X. Moreover, v; is uniquely determined in Lit (X;X)
fort e A(u) and

lim Wa((ix + hvy)spee, pegn)
h—0 ‘h’

=0 for everyt e A(u). (2.6)

We conclude this section with a useful property concerning the upper derivative of the Wasser-
stein distance, which in fact holds in every metric space.

Lemma 2.11. Let p: I — Po(X), v € Po(X), t € I, o € T'y(u,v), and consider the constant

speed geodesic (Vis)sejo,1) defined by vy s == (x*)yo for every s € [0,1]. The upper right and left
Dini derivatives b* : (0,1] — R defined by

1 W2 _ W2
bt (s) := — limsup 2 (Hesh, Vis) 5 (14t; V,s)
S hlo h

1 W2 — W2 (.
b_(S) = — lim sup 2 (Mt’ Vt,s) 2 (Mt hs Vt,s)
25 ho h

)

are respectively decreasing and increasing in (0, 1].
Proof. Take 0 < s’ < s < 1. Since (Vt,s)se[0,1] 18 a constant speed geodesic from ji; to v, we have
Wope, ves) = Walpe, ves) + Walve s, v s),
then, by triangular inequality
Wa(pit4h Vt,s) — Wa(pus, Vt,s) < WZ(Mt+h7 Vt,s') + WZ(”t,sH Vt,s) - WZ(ﬂta Vt7s)
= WZ(,U'ter Vt,s’) — Wa (e, Vt,s')-
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Dividing by h > 0 and passing to the limit as h | 0 we obtain that the function a : [0,1] — R
defined by
W2(Mt+h, Vt,s) - Wz(,ut, Vt,s)

at(s) := limsup

hl0 h
is decreasing. It is then sufficient to observe that for s > 0
%%
b7 () = () 2L ()W, 0,
s
The monotonicity property of b~ follows by the same argument. O

2.2. A strong-weak topology on measures in product spaces

Let us consider the case when X = XxY where X,Y are separable Hilbert spaces. X is naturally
endowed with the product Hilbert norm and P2(X) with the corresponding topology induced
by the L2-Wasserstein distance. However, it will be extremely useful to endow Po(X) with a
weaker topology which is related to the strong-weak topology on X, i.e. the product topology
of X¥ x Y¥. We follow the approach of [NS21], to which we refer for the proofs of the results
presented in this section.

In order to define the topology, we consider the space C5¥ (X X Y) of test functions { : XxY — R
such that

¢ is sequentially continuous in X° x YV,
Ve>03A:.>0:[C(z,y)] < A(1+ |2|%) +elyld  for every (z,y) € X x Y.
Notice in particular that functions in C5¥(X x Y) have quadratic growth. We endow C5*(X)
with the norm @)
Kllesco = SR TF R + B
Remark 2.12. When Y is finite dimensional, (2.2) is equivalent to the continuity of (.
Lemma 2.13. (C3“(X X Y), | - l[cs»(xxy)) is a Banach space.

Definition 2.14 (Topology of P§¥(XxY), [NS21]). We denote by P5*(XxY) the space P2(XxY)
endowed with the coarsest topology which makes the following functions continuous

wes / C(o.y) dulz,y), €€ O (X X Y).

It is obvious that the topology of P3(X x Y) is finer than the topology of P5*(X x Y) and the
latter is finer than the topology of P(X* x Y¥). It is worth noticing that

any bounded bilinear form B : X X Y — R belongs to C5¥(X x Y),
so that for every net (p,)aca C P(X X Y) indexed by a directed set A, we have

limp, =p nPYXxY) = lim [ Bdu,= /Bdu. (2.7)
ach ach
The following proposition justifies the interest in the P5%(X x Y)-topology.

Proposition 2.15.

(1) If (o) aea C P2(XXY) is a net indexed by the directed set A and p € Po(XxY) satisfies
(a) po — pin POXT x YY),

o) 1y [ 1ol dna (o) = [ 1ol dute.p).

(c) sup / 912 dpsg () < oo,
a€A
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then p, — p in P3¥ (X x Y). The converse property holds for sequences: if A = N and
@, = pin P5Y(X X Y) as n — oo then properties (a), (b), (¢) hold.
(2) For every compact set K C P2(X®) and every constant ¢ < oo the sets

K := {u € Po(X xY): Wé(u e X, /|y|\2( dp(z,y) < c}
are compact and metrizable in P (X x Y) (in particular they are sequentially compact).

It is worth noticing that the topology P4¥*(X x Y) is strictly weaker than Po(X x Y) even when Y
is finite dimensional. In fact, C§%(X x Y) does not contain the quadratic function (z,y) — |y[2,
so that convergence of the quadratic moment w.r.t. y is not guaranteed.

3. DIRECTIONAL DERIVATIVES AND PROBABILITY MEASURES ON THE TANGENT BUNDLE

From now on, we will denote by X a separable Hilbert space with norm | - | and scalar product
(-,-). We denote by TX the tangent bundle to X, which is identified with the set X x X with the

induced norm |(z,v)| := (|z[*+|v[?) Y2 and the strong-weak topology of X* x X" (i.e. the product
of the strong topology on the first component and the weak topology on the second one). We
will denote by x,v : TX — X the projection maps and by exp’ : TX — X the exponential map
defined by

x(z,v) ==z, v(z,v)=v, exp'(z,v):=x+tv. (3.1)

The set P(TX) is defined thanks to the identification of TX with X x X and it is endowed with
the narrow topology induced by the strong-weak topology in TX. For ® € P(TX) we define

D3 := /Tx [v|? d®(z, v). (3.2)

We denote by P2(TX) the subset of P(TX) of measures for which [ (|z|*+ |v|*) d® < co endowed
with the topology of P5*(TX) as in Section 2.2. If ;1 € P(X) we will also consider

P(TX|) = {® € P(TX) | x:® =}, Po(TX|pr) 1= {@ € P(TX|pa) s [z < 0} (33)
We will also deal with the product space X?: we will use the notation
x X2 5 X, X(zg,x1) = (1 —t)xg +tzy, te€]0,1]. (3.4)
Ifve Lz(X; X) we can consider the probability
D0 = (ix, v)gp € Po(TX|p). (3.5)

In this case we will say that ® is concentrated on the graph of the map v. More generally, given
a Borel family of probability measures (9, )zex C P2(X) satisfying

/ /wd@ du(z) < oo (3.6)

o = / B, dpu(x) € Po(TX|p). (3.7)
X

we can consider the probability

Conversely, every ® € Po(TX|u) can be disintegrated by a Borel family (®,),ex C Pa(X) sat-
isfying (3.6) and (3.7). @ can be associated to a vector field v € Li(X;X) if and only if for
pra.e. T € X @y = 0,(,)- Recalling the disintegration Theorem 2.3 and Remark 2.4, we give the
following definition.
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Definition 3.1. Given ® € Py(TX|u), the barycenter of ® is the function bg € Lﬁ(X; X) defined
by
bo(x) := /deCPJC(v) for pra.e. z € X,
where {®, },ex C P2(X) is the disintegration of ® w.r.t. p.

Remark 3.2. Notice that, by the linearity of the scalar product, we get the following identity
which will be useful later

/ (€(2), ba () du(x) = / (), 0) dD(z,v) V€ L2(X:X). (3.8)
X TX

3.1. Directional derivatives of the Wasserstein distance and duality pairings

Our starting point is a relevant semi-concavity property of the function
1
f(s,t) := 5VV§(expﬁ9 Do, exp}g ®y), s,teR, (3.9)

with ®g, ®; € Po(TX). We first state an auxiliary result, whose proof is based on [AGS08,
Proposition 7.3.1].

Lemma 3.3. Let &g, &1 € Py(TX), s,t € R, and let 95" € F(expg g, expé ®1). Then there exists
©5" € I'(®g, 1) such that (exp®, exp!); Ot = ¥*7.

Proof. Define, for every r,s,t € R,

Y TX = TX, Y(z,0) = (exp”(x,v),v); AP TXx TX = TX x TX, A= (25,20,
Consider the probabilities (X%);®¢, (X!);®1 and 9*'. They are constructed in such a way that
there exists ¥ € P(TX x TX) s.t.

(N = (500, (VB = (B, ()W = 9%,
where we adopted the notation x‘(zq,vo,z1,v1) := z; and v¢(zg, v, z1,v1) := v;, 3 = 0,1. We
conclude by taking @' := (A=%71), WL, O

Proposition 3.4. Let ®g, ®1 € Po(TX) with p1 = 4P and ©* := |®|3 + |@1]3, let f: R* = R
be the function defined by (3.9) and let h,g : R — R be defined by

1 1
h(s) := f(s,s) = §W22(exp§ $o,exp; @1), g(s) == f(s,0) = 5VV§(expﬁ9 Do, 1), seR.
(3.10)
(1) The function (s,t) — f(s,t) — 30*(s> +12) is concave, i.e. it holds

F((1—a)so+ asy, (1 —a)ty+ at1) > (1 —a)f(so, to) + af(s1,t1)
1 (3.11)
J#

B 5(1(1 —a)|(s1 — 50)* + (t1 — to)?

for every so, s1,t0,t1 € R and every a € [0, 1].
(2) The function s+ h(s) — ¢?s? is concave.
(3) the function s — g(s) — 35%|®¢[3 is concave.

Proof. Let us first prove (3.11). We set s := (1 — a)sg + asy, t := (1 — a)tp + at; and we
apply Lemma 3.3 to find © € T'(®g, ®1) such that (exp®,exp');© € o (exp; <I>0,exp§ ®1). Then,
recalling the Hilbertian identity

(1 —a)a+ab]®* = (1 —a)a*+afb]* —a(l —a)la — b, a,beX,
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we have
W22(exp§ <I>0,exp§ o)) = / |zo + svp — (@1 + tv1)[*dO =
= / |(1 — ) (xo + sovo) + oo + s1v9) — (1 — @) (x1 + tov1) — axy + t1v1)]* dO
=(1-a) / w0 + sovo — (z1 + tov1)|* dO + a/ |20 + s100 — (21 + t101)]* dO
—a(l —a) / |(s1 — s0)vo + (t1 — to)v1]> dO
> (1 —a)W2 (expﬁ0 D, expti o) + aW2 expti1 D), expﬁ D)
—a(t=a)((s1 =50+ (1 — 10) [ Il ao+ [ o aay).

which is the thesis. Claims (2) and (3) follow as particular cases when t = s or ¢t = 0. O

Semi-concavity is a useful tool to guarantee the existence of one-sided partial derivatives at
(0,0): for every a, f € R we have (see e.g. [HL93, Ch. VI, Prop. 1.1.2]) that

o B) — mf(a@,ﬁ@) — f(0,0) . flao,Bo) = £(0,0)  op* 9
fr(a, B) —1@0 . = sup . 5 (o + %),
/ . f(0,0) = f(—ao,—Bo) . . f(0,0) = f(—ap, B@)
fi(e, ) =lim ; = inf , 2 ( 24+ 57).

f7. (resp. f]) is a concave (resp. convex) and positively 1-homogeneous function, i.e. a superlinear
(resp. sublinear) function. They satisfy

f;(—Oé, _/8) = _fl/(a75)7 fl/(aHB > f;(a75) for every 047/8 € Ra (312)
fi(e, B) = afl(1,0) + BFL(0,1) for every a, B >0, (3.13)
¥

2
f(s,t) < £(0,0) + fr(s,t)

— 7(32 +1%)  for every s,t € R.
Notice moreover that

/ i — i 9(0) — 9(0)
fr(l’o) —gr(O) = ISEJIT

where g is the function defined in (3.10); a similar representation holds for f/(1,0). We introduce
the following notation for f;, f/, g, and g].

Definition 3.5. Let ug,pu1 € P2(X), @9 € Pa(TX|up) and &1 € Po(TX|p1). Recalling the
definitions of f and ¢ given by (3.9) and (3.10), we define

. Wi (exps @o, 1) — Wi(po, 1)
[@0, 4], := g(0) = £1(1,0) = lim d
sJ0 2s
W3 (110, 1) — W3 (expy * ®o, 1)
2s ’

)

[@0.ju), = gi(0) = £(1.0) = lim

and analogously

W3 (exp, ®o, exp] 1) — W3 (o, 111)
Do, By]. = f1(1,1) =i : :
[ 0 l]r fr( ) ) tl\g)l 2 )
W3 (1o, — Wi (exp; !t @, exp; L @
M@m—muw%g“%M) itﬁo L)
t
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Remark 3.6. Notice that [®g, p11], = [®o, @, ], and [®g, p1]; = [®o, @, ];, where
@y = (ix, 0)gin € Po(TX).

Moreover, using the notation

- & :=J;®, ¢ e P(TX), J(z,v) = (z,—v), (3.14)
we have

[—=®o, —P1], = — [®0, P1];, and  [=Po, pua], = — [Po, pu1]; -

In particular, the properties of [-, -], (in P2(TX) x Po(TX) or P2(TX) x P2(X)) and the ones of |-, -],
in P2(TX) x Po(X) can be easily derived by the corresponding ones of [, -], in Po(TX) x Po(TX).
Recalling (3.13) and (3.12) we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.7. For every pg,u1 € Pa(X) and for every &g € Po(TX|up), P1 € Po(TX|p1), it
holds

(@0, p11],, + [®1, pol,. < [@o, @1],  and  [Po, p1]; + [P1, pol; = [Po, P1]; -

Let us now show an important equivalent characterization of the quantities we have just in-
troduced. As usual we will denote by x?,v% x! : TX x X — X the projection maps of a point
(xg,v0,21) in TX x X (and similarly for TX x TX with x%,v?,x!, v1).

First of all we introduce the following sets.

Definition 3.8. For every &g € P(TX) with py = x3Po and p1 € P2(X) we set
A@o,11) = {o € (@0, ) | (<, x} )0 € Tolpio, )}

Analogously, for every ®g, &1 € P(TX) with 19 = x3Pp and pg = x3®1 in Po(X) we set
A(q)o, (131) = {@ S F(q)o, (131) ‘ (XO,Xl)ﬁ@ S FO(,U,Q,,U,l)} .

In the following proposition and subsequent corollary, we provide a useful characterization of
the pairings [-, -], and [-, ;.

Theorem 3.9. For every ®g, @1 € Py(TX) and py € Po(X) we have
(@, p11],, = min {/ (xg —x1,v0)do | 0 € A(@O,ul)} , (3.15)
TXxX

[@0,‘131]7, :min{/ <.%'0—1‘1,Uo—1)1>d@ ’ ® €A(‘I>0,‘I>1)} . (3.16)
TXXTX

We denote by Ao(Po, 1) (resp. Ao(Po, P1)) the subset of A(Po, p1) (resp. A(Po, 1)) where the
minimum in (3.15) (resp. (3.16)) is attained.

Proof. First, we recall that the minima in the right hand side are attained since A(®, p1) and
A(®g, @) are compact subsets of Po(TX x X) and Po(TX x TX) respectively by Lemma 2.6 and
the integrands are continuous functions with quadratic growth. Thanks to Remark 3.6, we only
need to prove the second equality. For every ® € A(®g, ®1) and setting po = x3Po, p1 = x3P1,
we have

W2 (expl(®y), expl(®1)) < / (0 — 1) + t(vg — 1) > A
TXxTX

= / lzo — 2112 d(x°,x1);© + 2t/ (xg — 1,090 —v1)dO + t2/ lvg — 112 d©
X2 TXXTX X2

W20, ) + 2t /

<$0—$1,U0—’01>d®+t2/ |Uo—’01|2d@.
TXXTX X2
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and this immediately implies

[(1)0,‘1)1]7, Smln{/ <$0—£C1,’U(]—U1>d® | @GA((I)(),‘I)l)}.
TXXTX

In order to prove the converse inequality, thanks to Lemma 3.3, for every ¢ > 0 we can find
0, € F((I)(), ‘1)1) s.t.

(exp’, expt)ﬁG)t € I‘O(expﬁ b, exp§ Dq).

Then
W3 (expl @, expl ®1) — Wi (uo, 1) 1
2\ &Py : : > —/ (20 — 21) + t(vo — v1)[2 dO;
2 2 Jonx
1
- |$0 — $1|2d@t (317)
2t JixxTx

Z/ (xo—xl,vo—m)d@t.
TXXTX

Since I'(®g, ®1) is compact in Po(TX x TX), there exists a vanishing sequence k — t(k) and © €
[(®g, ®1) s.t. Oy — O in Po(TX x TX). Moreover it holds (expt(k),expt(k))ﬁ@t(k) — (x%,x'),©
in P(TX x TX) so that (x°,x');® € T'y(po, p1), and therefore @ € A(Pg, ®1). The convergence
in Po(TX x TX) yields

lim (w0 — 21,00 — 1) dOy(p) = / (xg — 21,09 —v1) dO,
ko JIxx1x TXXTX
so that, passing to the limit in (3.17) along the sequence t(k), we obtain
[@g, P1], > / (xo — x1,v90 —v1)dO for some O € A(Pg, P[]
TXXTX
Corollary 3.10. Let &g, 1 € P2(TX) and py € P2(X), then

[®, p11]; = max {/TXXX(JUO —z1,v9)do | o € A(CIDO,/“)} , (3.18)

[@o,fﬁl]l:max{/ <1‘0—Z’1,U0—U1>d@ ’@EA(‘I)Q,CIH)}.
TXXTX

3.2. Right and left derivatives of the Wasserstein distance along a.c. curves

Let us now discuss the differentiability of the map J > ¢ +— %WQQ (u(t), v) along a locally absolutely
continuous curve g : I — Po(X), with J an open interval of R and v € Pa(X).

Theorem 3.11. Let pu: I — Po(X) be a locally absolutely continuous curve and let v : Ix X — X
and A(u) be as in Theorem 2.10. Then, for every v € Po(X) and every t € A(u), it holds

W3 (k4. v) — W3 (e, v)

g 2h = [(8x, ve)gpa, V1, (3.19)
. W3 (pesnv) — Wi (e, v) )
hm o = [(ix ve)ghes V), »

so that the map s — W2(us,v) is left and right differentiable at every t € A(u). In particular,

(1) if t € A(p) and v € Po(X) are s.t. there exists a unique optimal transport plan between
pt and v, then the map s — W3 (us,v) is differentiable at t;
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(2) there exists a subset A(u,v) C A(u) of full Lebesque measure such that s — W2(us,v)
is differentiable in A(u,v) and
1d_ , . .
§EWQ (Mt7 V) - [(1X7Ut)ﬁ,ut7 V]r = [(zX7/vt)ﬁMt7 V]l
= /<Ut(l“1),$1 — x2) dp(z1.22)  for every p € To(py,v), t € A(p,v).

Proof. Let v € Po(X) and for every t € J we set @ := (ix, v¢)gue € P2(TX). By Theorem 3.9, we
have

W;(expg (bh V) - W22(:ut7 V)

lhiﬁ)l 5 = [(’iXavt)ﬁMhy]ra
Wi expl ®v) — WEuv)
lim = [(1X,’Ut)ﬁﬂt7 V]l .

K10 2h

Since exp{i1 ®; = (ix + hvy)g, then thanks to Theorem 2.10 we have that the above limits
coincide respectively with the limits in the statement, for all t € A(u).

Claim (1) comes by the characterizations given in Theorem 3.9 and Corollary 3.10. Indeed,
if there exists a unique optimal transport plan between j; and v, then [(ix,v)sps, V], =
[(Ex, ve)gpae, V-

Claim (2) is a simple consequence of the fact that s — W3 (us,v) is differentiable a.e. in J. 0

Remark 3.12. Thanks to [AGS08, Proposition 8.5.4], in Theorem 3.11 we can actually replace v
with any Borel velocity field w solving the continuity equation for p and s.t. |lw|| 2, € L (9).

loc
Indeed, we notice that by [AGS08, Lemma 5.3.2],

A((iX7 Ut)ﬁﬂta V) = {(iX7 V¢, iX)ﬁ’)’ ‘ v E FO(:U'ta V)}
See Appendix B for a further discussion about Theorem 3.11.

Theorem 3.13. Let p', 2 : I — Po(X) be locally absolutely continuous curves and let v' v? :
J x X = X be the corresponding Wasserstein velocity fields satisfying (2.6) in A(u') and A(u?)

respectively. Then, for every t € A(u') N A(u?), it holds

- W3 (it yps i) — Wit 1d)

lfiw 2h - [(iX7 Ui)ﬁ:“%? (2x, 'UtQ)ﬁ,th]r )
WS (g 7o) = Walpd, i) ,
1}1% 2 \Pt+h t+;h 2\t Pt) [(1X7U%)ﬁ,ua%7 (’lX,’U?)ﬁM?]l .

In particular, there exists a subset A C A(u') N A(u?) of full Lebesgue measure such that s
W2(ul, u?) is differentiable in A and

1d . . . .

§&W22(:U'tla M%) = [(1X7 /vtl)ﬁutl’ (lXa /v%)ﬁ:u'?] P [(1X7 /vtl)ﬁutlv (lXa v%)ﬁ,u?]l

(3.20)

= /<vt1 — v}, @1 — x2) dp(r1,22)  for every p € To(pi, i), t € A.

The proof of Theorem 3.13 follows by the same argument of the proof of Theorem 3.11.

3.3. Convexity and semicontinuity of duality parings

We want now to investigate the semicontinuity and convexity properties of the functionals [, -],

and [-,];.
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Lemma 3.14. Let (®y,)nen C Pa(TX) be converging to ® in P5Y(TX), and let (vn)nen C Pa(X)
be converging to v in Po(X). Then
liminf [®,, ], > [®,v], and limsup [®,,v,]; < [P, v];. (3.21)

n
Finally, if (®%)nen, i = 0,1, are sequences converging to ® in P5¥(TX) then

liminf (@), ®,] > [@° &' | lim sup (@), @], > [2°, @]

n n
n—oo

- (3.22)
Proof. We just consider the proof of the first inequality (3.21); the other statements follow by
similar arguments and by Remark 3.6.

We can extract a subsequence of (®,,),en (not relabeled) s.t. the liminf is achieved as a limit.
We have to prove that

lim [®,,, 1], > [®, V], . (3.23)
n
For every n € N take o, € Ao(®,,vp) with 9, = (xo,xl)ﬁan, and observe that the family

(9 )nen is relatively compact in Po(X?) (since the marginals of 9,, are converging w.r.t. Ws)
so that (o,)nen is relatively compact in P5*(TX x X) by Proposition 2.15 since the moments
[ |vo|? dory, (w0, vo, 21) = |®, |3 are uniformly bounded by assumption. Thus, possibly passing to
a further subsequence, we have that (o, )nen converges to some o in P5"#(TX x X). In particular
o € A(®,v) since optimality of the X? marginals is preserved by narrow convergence.

(2.7) then yields

lgm [Py, 1), = lim [ (vo, 20 — 1) doy, = /(vo,xo —x1)do

which yields (3.23) since the RHS is larger than [®,v]. by Theorem 3.9. O
Remark 3.15. Notice that in the special case in which A(®, v) is a singleton, then the limit exists
and it holds

lim [®,,v,], =[®,v],, lim [®,,v,], = [®,v],.

n— o0 n—o0

Lemma 3.16. For every p,v € Py(X) the maps ® — [®@,v],. and (2,V) — [®,¥]  (resp. ® —
[@,v], and (D,V) — [®,¥],) are convex (resp. concave) in Po(TX|p) and Po(TX|p) x Po(TX|v).

Proof. We prove the convexity of (®, V) — [®, W], in Po(TX|n) x Po(TX|r); the argument of the
proofs of the other statements are completely analogous.

Let & € Po(TX|p), ¥ € Po(TX|v), and let B > 0, with >, B =1, k = 1,--- , K. We set
D= 25:1 By Py, U = 25:1 Br Vi, For every k let us select @y € A(Py, V) such that

[P, U], = /(U1 — v, 1 — Z0) dO.

It is not difficult to check that @ := )", 8,0} € A(P, V) so that

(@, V], < /<U1 — v, %1 — 20)d® = Zﬁk/(M — v, %1 — 20) dOy, = Zﬂk [Pr, W],.. O
k k

3.4. Behaviour of duality pairings along geodesics

We have seen that the duality pairings [+, -], and [,-], may differ when the collection of optimal
plans T', (10, ¢41) contains more than one element. It is natural to expect a simpler behaviour
along geodesics. We will introduce the following definition, where we use the notation

X (zo,z1) = (1 —t)zg + tzy, vP(zo,v0,21) =g for every (zq,vo,x1) € TX x X, t € [0,1].
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Definition 3.17. For 9 € P2(X x X), t € [0,1], ¥y = {9 and ® € Po(TX|9;), we set
Ty(®@,9) = {0 € Po(TX x X) | (x",x' )0 =9, (x'o(x’,x'),V);0 =D},
which is not empty since 9J; = xﬁﬂ =xz®. We set

[(I)719]b,t = /(1‘0 — I, bq>(xt(x0,m1))> d’l9(1‘0,.%’1),
(@, ], + := min {/(xo — x1,v9) do(zg,v9,21) | O € Ft(Q),ﬂ)} ,

(@, 9]+ := max {/(:co — x1,v9) do(zg,v9,21) | 0 € Ft(Q),ﬂ)} .

If moreover @y € Po(TX|Yy), P1 € Po(TX|D1), ¥ € I'(Jg, V1), we define
[P0, P19 = [Po, F]ro — [P1, V11,
[@g, ®1]1.9 := [P0, )10 — [®1, ] 1.

Notice that, if ®, is the disintegration of ® with respect to ¥; = x;®, we can consider the
barycentric coupling o := [, Pe dd € T(P,9), ie.

/1/1(9007007901)d0t = / [/¢($0,Uo,3€1)dq’(1—t)a;0+tz1(vo) dd(xo, 1)

so that [®, 9], , = [(vo, 29 — z1) doy and
(@, 9]rs < [®,9],,, < [P, T]1s.
If we define by s : X2 — X2 the map s(zg,z1) := (21,70) (with a similar definition for TX x X:
s(xo,v0, 1) := (x1,v0,x0)) it is easy to check that
o cly(P,9) & sjoeli4(P,s59)

so that
[(ba ﬁ]T,t = _[¢7 sﬁ’ﬁ]l,lfta [¢7 "-9]l,t = _[¢7 sﬁﬁ]ﬁl—t- (324)

(3.15) and (3.18) have simpler versions in two particular cases, which will be explained in the
next remark.

Remark 3.18 (Particular cases). Suppose that 9 € Po(X?), t € [0,1], ¥y = X0, @ € Po(TX|9;)

and x' : X2 — X is 9-essentially injective so that 9 is concentrated on a Borel map (Xo, X1) :
X = X x X, ie ¥ = (Xg,X1)s0. In this case I'/(®,9¥) contains a unique element given by
(Xo ox,v, X1 0x);® and

[, 9], = [, 0], = [2,9),, = /(v,Xo(x) X (2)) d(a,v) = /(bq>,X0 X)) dd,, (3.25)

where in the last formula we have applied the barycentric reduction (3.8). When ¢t = 0 and ¥ is
the unique element of I',(¥g, 1) then Xy(z) = x and we obtain

[@,01], = [@, 0], = [®,9],0 = [®,9]10 = /(v,x — X (z))d®(z,v) = /(bcp,CC — Xi(z)) ddo(z).

Another simple case is when ® = ®y, ,, for some vector field w € L%t (X;X) as in (3.5) (i.e. its
disintegration ®, w.r.t. 9J; takes the form d,,(,) and w = bg.). We have

[‘1), ’19]7«715 = [‘1), ’19]17,5 = /(w((l - t):l?() + txl), xro — $1> d’l?(:l?(], 231).
In particular we get

@.9,), = min { /(w(x),xo — ) (o, 1) | 9 € Do, i)
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An important case in which the previous Remark 3.18 applies is that of geodesics in Po(X).

Lemma 3.19. Let ug, 1 € P2(X), (Mt)te[o,l] be a constant speed geodesic induced by an optimal
plan p € To(po, p1) by the relation
e = xéu, te[0,1], x(zo,z1)=(1—t)xo+ tz.
Ift € (Oa 1)’ P, € ?2(-I_X|lu’t)7 ﬂ = Sgp € FO(Ml?I“’O)? then
1 1
P [CI)t’ Ml]r =7 3 [(I)t7 lu'l]l :[q)h /J’]T,t :[(I)tv /"’]l,t

11 1-1 (3.26)

1 1 N N
=—3 (D4, po], =~— n (@i, p0);, == [P, 1]r1—¢ = — [P, 111+

Proof. The crucial fact is that x' : X? — X is injective on supp(p) and thus a bijection on its
image supp(u). Indeed, take (zo,z1), (2, z}) € supp(p), then

2
X (0, 1) —x' (g, 21) | = (1 = 1)?|wo — xp|? + #*]ary — 2 * + 24(1 — ) {xo — g, a1 — 1)
> (1= t)*|wo — 2p[* + 2|z — 2]
thanks to the cyclical monotonicity of supp(u) (see [AGS08, Remark 7.1.2]).
Then, for every = € supp(u), there exists a unique couple (zp,z1) = (Xo(x), X1(x)) € supp(p)

s.t. * = (1 — t)xg + txy, where we refer to Remark 3.18 for the definitions of Xg, X; (cf. also
[San15, Theorem 5.29]). Hence, in the following diagram all maps are bijections:

(Xt,XO) (Xt,Xl)
supp(py) $————— supp(p) ———— supp(p)

supp(fi¢)

where py; = (x*,x} )y = (ix, X1)spe is the unique element of Ty (1, p1) and pryg = (x', x%)yp =
(ix, Xo)gir = (x 7%, x1 )y is the unique element of T'y (4, f10) (see Theorem 2.8). Since
r—Xi(z) z—m T —xo x — Xo(z)
= = gjo —_ gjl = — = — s
1-¢ 1-1¢ t t
and A(®y¢, 1) = {(37x, X1 0 x)3®;} thanks to Theorem 2.8, by Theorem 3.9 and Corollary 3.10
we have

(1, 1], = [, ] = /Tx<v,w — X (2)) A (x,v).

Analogously, A(®y, po) = {(i1x, Xo 0 x)3®; }. Hence

g, = [y = [ (0,2 = Xo(a) (e, v).
Also recalling (3.24) and (3.25) we conclude. O

4. DISSIPATIVE PROBABILITY VECTOR FIELDS: THE METRIC VIEWPOINT
4.1. Multivalued Probability Vector Fields and A-dissipativity

Definition 4.1 (Multivalued Probability Vector Field - MPVF). A multivalued probability vector
field F is a nonempty subset of Po(TX) with domain D(F) := x4(F) = {x3® : ® € F}. Given
p € Po(X), we define the section F[u] of F as

Flu] == () (W) NF = {® € F | ;@ = pu} .



22 GIULIA CAVAGNARI, GIUSEPPE SAVARE, AND GIACOMO ENRICO SODINI

A selection F' of F is a subset of F such that D(F’) = D(F). We call F a probability vector
field (PVF) if x; is injective in F, i.e. F[u] contains a unique element for every u € D(F). F is
a vector field if for every p € D(F) F[u] contains a unique element ® concentrated on a map,
ie. ® = (ix, be)s/t.

Remark 4.2. We can equivalently formulate Definition 4.1 by considering F as a multifunction,
as in the case, e.g., of the Wasserstein subdifferential 8F of a function F : Po(X) — (—o0, +0o0],
see [AGS08, Ch. 10] and the next Section 5.1. According to this viewpoint, a MPVF is a set-
valued map F : Po(X) O D(F) = Po(TX) such that x4& = p for all & € F[u]. In this way,
each section F[u] is nothing but the image of u € D(F) through F. In this case, probability
vector fields correspond to single valued maps: this notion has been used in [Pic19] with the
aim of describing a sort of velocity field on P(X), and later in [Pic18] dealing with Multivalued
Probability Vector Fields (called Probability Multifunctions).

Definition 4.3 (Metrically A-dissipative MPVF). A MPVF F C P3(TX) is (metrically) A-
dissipative, A € R, if

(@0, P1], < AW3 (1o, 1) for every @, &1 € F, p; = x3®;. (4.1)

We say that F is (metrically) A-accretive, if —F = {—® : ® € F} (recall (3.14)) is —A-dissipative,
ie.

[@o, 1], > AW5 (o, 1) for every ®o, &1 € F, p1; = x;®;.
Remark 4.4. Notice that (4.1) is equivalent to ask for the existence of a coupling ® € A(®Pg, Pq)
(thus (xY,x1);© is optimal between pg = x3®¢ and py = x3®;) such that

/(1)1 — 00, 1 — ) d® < AW (po, p11) = )\/ |z1 — 20|* dO©.

Recalling the discussion of the previous section, A-dissipativity has a natural metric interpreta-
tion: for every ®g, ®; € F with pg = x3®o, 1 = x3®1 we have the asymptotic expansion
W3 (exp’ @, exp! @1) < (1 4+ 2X) W3 (po, ju1) +o(t) ast | 0.
Remark 4.5. Thanks to Corollary 3.7, (4.1) implies the weaker condition
[®o, ], + [®1, 0], < AW5 (1o, 1), Vo, @1 € F, pig = x3@0, ju1 = x;P1. (4.2)

It is clear that the inequality of (4.2) implies the inequality of (4.1) whenever I',(po, pt1) contains
only one element. More generally, we will see in Corollary 4.13 that (4.2) is in fact equivalent
o (4.1) when D(F) is geodesically convex (according to Definition 2.7).

As in the standard Hilbert case, A-dissipativity can be reduced to dissipativity (meaning 0-
dissipativity) by a simple transformation. Let us introduce the map

LY X = TX,  LMx,v) = (2,0 — ),

observing that for every o € P3(TX x X) with (x');o = p;, i = 0,1, the transformed plan
o == (L}, ix)yo satisfies

/(vo,xo — 1) do? = /(vo — Azg,x0 — x1) dor

= /(vo,xo —z1)do — %/ |20 — x1|* do + %(m%(,ul) — m%(,uo)). (4.3)

Similarly, if © € Po(TX x TX) with xé@ = 1;, the plan 0 := (L, L)‘)ﬁ@ satisfies
/<Uo —V1,X0 — .%'1> d@A = /(UQ — V1 — )\(1‘0 — .%'1),.%'0 — .%'1> doe

=/<U0—1}1,x0—1‘1> d@—)\/‘xo—1‘1’2d@. (4.4)



DISSIPATIVE PVFS AND GENERATION OF EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS IN WASSERSTEIN SPACES 23
Lemma 4.6. F is a A-dissipative MPVF (resp. satisfies (4.2)) if and only if F* := Lg‘(F) =
{Lé“b | ® € F} is dissipative (resp. satisfies (4.2) with A =0).

Proof. Let us first check the case of (4.2). Since o € A,(®g, 1) if and only if o € AO(Lé‘CDO, 1),
(4.3) yields

[0 — a1 do = [ (wo,z0 1) do = 5 (o) — o) + W o, )

and therefore

(2200, 1] = [0, pm], — 5 (m3(010) — i) + Wi s ). (4.5)

Using the corresponding identity for {Lg@l, ,uo} we obtain that F? is dissipative.
T

A similar argument, using the identity (4.4), shows the equivalence between the A-dissipativity
of F and the dissipativity of F*. O

Let us conclude this section by showing that A-dissipativity can be deduced from a Lipschitz
like condition similar to the one considered in [Pic19] (see Appendix A).

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that the MPVF F satisfies
Wo(F[v],F[V]) < LWy(v,v'), Vv,V € D(F),
where Wy : Po(TX) x Po(TX) — [0, 400) is defined by
W%(‘I)(), ‘1)1) = inf {/ |U0 — ’L)1|2 d@(:ﬂo,’vo,xl,vl) 10 € A((I)(), ‘1)1)} s
TXXTX
with A(-,) as in Definition 3.8. Then F is A-dissipative, for A := (1 + L?)

Proof. Let v/, € D(F), then by Theorem 3.9 and Young’s inequality, we have

[F[v'], F[v"]], = min { /TXXTX@' — "W —0")dO : @ € A(F[u’],F[u”])}

IN

5 (W30/,0") + W3R/, FI/))

2
<L +1
-2

Wi, v"). O

4.2. Behaviour of A-dissipative MPVF along geodesics

Let us now study the behaviour of a MPVFE F along geodesics. Recall that in the case of a
dissipative map F' : H — H in a Hilbert space H, it is quite immediate to prove that the real
function

f@t) = (F(x¢),z0 —x1), x=(1—1t)zg+txy, te€]0,1]
is monotone increasing. This property has a natural counterpart in the case of measures.

Definition 4.8. Let F C P(TX), po, 1 € D(F), p € T'p(10, p1). We define the sets
Iwmy:&emquueDm&,
T (g, pu1|F) == {u € I'y(po, p1) = 7 is an accumulation point of I(M|F)},i =0,1 (4.6)

L0 (o, | F) == T (o, 1 [F) N T (s, [ F).

Notice that these sets depend on F just through D(F'). In particular, if 19, 41 € D(F) and D(F)
is open or geodesically convex according to Definition 2.7 then T'9(ug, u1|F) # 0.
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Definition 4.9. Let F C P9(TX) be a MPVF. Let ug,u1 € D(F), p € Tp(po, p1) and let
fur := xip, t € [0,1]. For every t € I(u|F) we define

[F, ptrg = sup {[®, ple | D € Fpue]}, (F, ]y = inf {[@, ]y s | © € Flpe]}.

Theorem 4.10. Let us suppose that the MPVFE F satisfies (4.2), let ug,pu1 € D(F), and let
w € Tolpo, p1) with W2 := Wi(uo, u1). Then the following properties hold

(1) [F.uluy < [F. alyy for every t € (0,1) N 1(u[F);

(2) [F. plrs < [F, plip + AW?(t — ) for every s,t € I(pu|F), s <t;

(3) t— [F, plrr + AW?t and t — [F, p], + AW?2t are increasing respectively in I(p|F) \ {1}

and in I(p|F) \ {0}.

(4) the right (resp. left) limits of t — [F, p].; and t — [F, u];+ exist at every right (resp. left)

accumulation point of I(p|F), and in those points the right (resp. left) limits of [F, ], +
coincide with the right (resp. left) limits of [F, p]; .

(5) [F, pli e = [F, plrs at every interior point t of I(u|F) where one of them is continuous.

Proof. Throughout all the proof we set f,.(t) := [F, u},, and fi(t) := [F, p]; +. Thanks to Lemma
4.6 and in particular to (4.5), it is easy to check that it is sufficient to consider the dissipative
case A = 0.

(1)
2)

(4)

It is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.19 and the definitions of f, and fj.
We prove that for every ® € F|u,] and @' € F|u] it holds

[(I)’u/]r,s < [q)/au]l,t- (47)

The thesis will follow immediately passing to the sup over ® € F[us| in the LHS and
to the inf over ®" € F[u,] in the RHS. It is enough to prove (4.7) in case at least one
between s,t belongs to (0,1). Let us define the map L : Po(TX x X) — R as

L(’y) = / <Uo,.%'0 — 1‘1> d’y(.%'o,vo,.%'l) Y E :PQ(-I—X X X).
TXxX
Observe that, since it never happens that s = 0 and ¢ = 1 at the same time, the map
T:Ts(P, ) = A(DP, py) defined as
T(o) = (x* o (x*,x}),v",x" o (x,x"))yor
is a bijection s.t. (t — s)L(o) = L(T(o)) for every o € I's(®, p). This immediately gives
that
(t - S)[(ba l'l']r,s = [¢7 /’Lt]r .
In the same way we can deduce that
(s = [, plie = [P, pis] . -
Thanks to the dissipativity of F we get
(t = 8)[®, ptlrs — (t = 8)[@, i = [@, pue], + [®', 1], < 0.
Combining (1) and (2) we have that for every s,t € I(u|F) with 0 < s <t < 1 it holds
fils) < fr(s) < fult) < fr(1). (4.8)

This implies that both f; and f, are increasing in I(u|F) N (0,1). Observe that, again
combining (1) and (2), it also holds

fr(0) < fi(t) < fr(1),
filt) < fr(t) < fi(1)

for every t € I(u|F)\ {0, 1}, and then f, is increasing in I(u|F)\ {1} and f; is increasing
in 1([F) \ {0}.

It is an immediate consequence of (4.8).
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(5) It is a straightforward consequence of (4). O
Thanks to the previous Theorem 4.10 the next definition is well posed.
Definition 4.11. Let us suppose that the MPVF F satisfies (4.2), let ug, u1 € D(F).
If u e Fg(uo,,ul]F) we set [F, plos := ltiirg[F,u]r,t = ltif{}[R“]M
If p € Topo, jn[F) we set  [F, pli— := lim[F, oy, = Uim[F, pls

Corollary 4.12. Let us keep the same notation of Theorem 4.10 and let s € I(pu|F)N(0,1) with
® € Flu].

(1) If u € T uo, 1 |F), we have that

[F, ot < [®, plis + AsW? = [®, ], + AW (4.9)
if moreover ®q € F|ug| then
(Do, p1l, < [@o, ulro < [F, p]os- (4.10)
(2) If p € TL(uo, u1|F), we have that
[, plrs — A1 = 8)W? = [, s — A(1 — )W < [F, ]y
if moreover ®1 € F|u1| then
[F, - < [@1, pulig < —[@1, pol, (4.11)
(8) In particular, for every ®g € Flug], ®1 € Fu1] and p € T (o, p11|F) we obtain
[@0, 1] < [F, plos — [F, peio < AW (po, 1) (4.12)

(4.12) immediately yields the following property.
Corollary 4.13. Suppose that a MPVFE F satisfies
for every g, i1 € D(F) the set T (ug, 11| F) of (4.6) is not empty (4.13)

(e.g. if D(F) is open or geodesically convex), then F is \-dissipative if and only if it satisfies
(4.2).

Proposition 4.14. Let F C Py(TX) be a MPVF satisfying (4.2), let pg € D(F) and let ® €
Po(TX|po). Consider the following statements

1) [@,u], + [P, uol, < AWE(uo, ) for every ¥ 6 F with p = x3¥;
P2 for every p € D ) there exists ¥ € Flu] s.t. [®, p], + [V, pol, < AW2 (o, 1) ;

(P
(P2) (F
(P3) [®, plro < [F, ploy for every py € D(F), p € T (o, i |F);
(P4) @]y < [F. oy for every jn € D(F), € T0(jug.n[F):
(P5) [®, plro < >‘W2 (1o, 1) + [F, 1 for every py € D(F), p € T} (o, i |[F);
(P6) [®, plr0 < AWS (0, 1) + [F, 1 for every py € D(F), p € Tg(po, pn[F).
Then the following hold
(1) (P1) = (P2) = (P3) = (P4);
(2) (P1) = (P2) = (P5) = (P6);
(3) if for every pu1 € D(F) T9 (o, u1|F) # 0, then (P4) = (P1) (in particular, (P1), (P2),
(P3), (P4) are equivalent);
(4) if for every p1 € D(F) Tk(po, u1|F) # 0, then (P6) = (P1) (in particular, (P1), (P2),
(P5), (P6) are equivalent).
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Proof. We first prove that (P2) = (P3),(P5). Let us choose an arbitrary p; € D(F); by the
definition of [F, p],; and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.10(2), for all p € T'5(p0, 1) and
t € I(pu|F) there exists ¥ € F[u;] such that

1 1
[(bal'l’]r,o = ; [(baut]r < _z [\II7MO]T + t)\WZQ(:u'Oa/j/l) - [\I/7l'l/]7",t + t)‘WZQ(MOMLLl)

< [F, p]e + AW (10, 1)

where we also used (3.26). If u € T9(uo, 11|F), by passing to the limit as ¢ | 0 we get (P3).

In the second case, assuming that g € T'} (10, u1|F), we can pass to the limit as ¢ T 1 and we get
(P5).

We now prove item (3). Let u3 € D(F), ¥ € Flu1], u € T9(uo, u1|F), s € I(u|F) N (0,1),
D, € Flus], with p1; = xfp. Assuming (P4) and using (4.10), (4.9), (3.26) and (4.2), we have

[q)uul]r < [<I) H’]TO [F H]0+ < [(I)saul]r,s + >\5W2 (MOaMl)

1 1

By Lemma 3.14, letting s | 0 we get (P1). Item (4) follows by (4.10), (4.11). O

4.3. Extensions of dissipative MPVF

Let us briefly study a few simple properties about extensions of A-dissipative MPVFs. The first
one concerns the sequential closure in P5*(TX) (the sequential closure may be smaller than the
topological closure, but see Proposition 2.15): given A C P2(TX), we will denote by cl(A) its
sequential closure defined by

cl(A) == {@ € Py(TX): 3P, € A: D, — ® in ?gw(TX)}.

Proposition 4.15. IfF is a A-dissipative MPVF then its sequential closure cl(F) is A-dissipative
as well.

Proof. If ®', i = 0,1, belong to cl(F), we can find sequences ®!, € F such that ® — &' in
P5(TX) as n — oo, i = 0,1. It is then sufficient to pass to the limit in the inequality

(@0, @] < AWS (ps 1), pay = 5P,

n

using the lower semicontinuity property (3.22) and the fact that convergence in P5*(TX) yields
iy, = x3®* in Po(X) as n — oo. O

A second result concerns the convexification of the sections of F. For every p € D(F) we set

co(F)[u] := the convex hull of Flu {Z a®y . O € Flul, ax > 0, Z ap = 1}

o (F) 1] = cl(co(F)[u]).
Notice that if Flu] is bounded in Po(TX) then ¢o(F)[u] coincides with the closed convex hull of
Flu].

Proposition 4.16. If F is A-dissipative, then co(F) and ¢o(F) are A-dissipative as well.

Proof. By Proposition 4.15 and noting that ¢o(F) C cl(co(F')), it is sufficient to prove that co(F)
is A-dissipative. By Lemma 4.6 it is not restrictive to assume A = 0. Let ®* € co(F)[ui], i=0,1;
there exist positive cpefﬁcients q}g,‘k =1,--- K, with >, o) = 1, and elements ®} € F[u'],
1 = 0,1, such that ¢* = Zszl a3 @5 . Setting B, 1 = a%a}g, we can apply Lemma 3.16 and we

obtain
= [Z Bn k@), Zﬁh,kq)ﬂ < B [®), 2], <0. O
hok hok " hk
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As a last step, we want to study the properties of the extended MPVF

F;:{@e?Q(TX) 41 = x.® € D(F),
(4.14)
[, 0], + [¥, u], < \W2(p,v) VU eF, u:xﬁqf}.

It is obvious that F C F; if the domain of F satisfies the geometric condition (4.16), the following
result shows that F provides the maximal A-dissipative extension of F'.

Proposition 4.17. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF.
(a) If F' DO F is \- dzsszpatwe with D(F') ¢ D(F), then ¥' C F. In particular co(cl(F)) C F.

(b) c ( )=F andco( ) =F.
(¢) F is sequentially closed and ¥[u] is convex for every p € D(F).
(d) If D(F) satisfies (4.13), then the restriction of F to D(F) is \-dissipative and for every
to, 1 € D(F)
[F.plos = [F,plor, [Fopho =[F,puli for every p € T (g, j1|F). (4.15)

() If to € D(F), i1 € D(F) and T} (ug, 1| F) £ 0 then
O; € Flu] = [Do, 1], < AWS (o, p11).
(f) If
for every pig, i1 € D(F) the set T (ug, 1 |F) is not empty, (4.16)
then F is \-dissipative as well and for every pg, 1 € D(F) (4.15) holds.

Proof. Claim (a) is obvious since every A-dissipative extension F’ of F in D(F) satisfies F' C F.
(b) Let us prove that if ® € F then ® € cl(F). If ¥ € cl(F) we can find a sequence ¥,, € F
converging to ¥ in P5*(TX) as n — oco. We can then pass to the limit in the inequalities

< 2 g g
T T —
(@, V], + [P, ], S AWS (1),  p=x4P, vy = x4V,

using the lower semicontinuity results of Lemma 3.14. We conclude since D(F) = D(cl(F)).
In order to prove that ® € F = & € co(F) we take ¥ = 3" ¥}, € co(F); for some Uy, € F[v],
v =x3¥ € D(F), and positive coefficients ay, k =1,--- , K, with ), aj = 1. Taking a convex
combination of the inequalities

[®, 1], + [Wg, ul, <AWE(p,v),  for every k=1,--- K,

and using Lemma 3.16 we obtain

(@], + (W, ], < > (10,0, + Wk i, ) < AWE (1, 0).
k

The proof of claim (c) follows by a similar argument.
(d) Let p; € D(F), ®; € Fu;], i = 0,1, and p € T9(ug, 1 |F). The implication (P1)=(P4) of
Proposition 4.14 applied to p and to syp yields
[0, tlro < [F,ptlot,  [P1,s5mlr0 < [F,sypulor = —[F, pli-
so that (4.12) yields

(@0, @1], < [®o, ptlr0 + [®1,558]r0 < [F, plos — [F, pim < AWE (1o, 1)

In order to prove (4.15) we observe that F C F so that, for every p € I'%(pg, u1|F) and every
t € I(u|F), we have [F, ], < [F,pl,; and [F, ] > [F, ], hence (4.15) is a consequence of
Definition 4.11 and Theorem 4.10.

The proof of claim (f) follows by the same argument.
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In the case of claim (e), we use the implication (P1)=-(P6) of Proposition 4.14 applied to p and
the implication (P1)=-(P3) applied to syu, obtaining

(@0, plro < AWS (po, 1) + [Fopli—,  [@1,5:]r0 < [F,sppfor = —[F, p)i—
and then
(@9, B1], < [®o, 0 + [P1,550)r0 < AW (o, f11)- O

5. EXAMPLES OF \-DISSIPATIVE MPVF's

In this section we present significant examples of A-dissipative MPVFs which are interesting for
applications.

5.1. Subdifferentials of \-convex functionals

Recall that a functional F : P2(X) — (—o0, +00] is A-(geodesically) convex on Pa(X) (see [AGS08,
Definition 9.1.1]) if for any pg, 1 in the proper domain D(F) := {u € Po(X) | F(p) < +oo}
there exists g € I'y(po, pt1) such that

) < (1~ )F (o) +15(u1) — 2L~ OWE (o, m) 1€ [0,1],

where (f1¢).e(0,1] is the constant speed geodesic induced by p, i.e. p = xﬁu.

The Fréchet subdifferential 8F of F [AGS08, Definition 10.3.1] is a MPVF which can be charac-
terized [AGS08, Theorem 10.3.6] by

A
®ecdFp] © peD®), Fv)—F(u) >—[P,v],+ §W22(,u,y) for every v € D(F).
According to the notation introduced in (3.14), we set
— O] = J10F (), J(x,v) = (x,—v), (5.1)
and we have the following result.

Theorem 5.1. If F : Py(X) — (—o0,+00| is a proper, lower semicontinuous and \-convez
functional, then —0F is a (—\)-dissipative MPVF.

Referring to [AGSO08], here we list interesting and explicit examples of (—\)-dissipative MPVFs
induced by proper, lower semicontinuous and A-convex functionals, focusing on the cases when

D(9F) = Po(X).
(1) Potential energy. Let P : X — R be a l.s.c. and A-convex functional satisfying
|0°P(z)| < C(1+|z|) for every x € X,

for some constant C' > 0, where 0°P(z) is the element of minimal norm in P(x). By
[AGS08, Proposition 10.4.2] the PVF

Flu] = (ix, —0°P)upt, 11 € Po(X),

is a (—A\)-dissipative selection of —9F p for the potential energy functional

Fp(p) ::/XPd,u, € P2(X).

(2) Interaction energy. If W : X — [0,400) is an even, differentiable, and A-convex function
for some A\ € R, whose differential has a linear growth, then, by [AGS08, Theorem
10.4.11], the PVF

Flu] == (ix, (=VW s p))sp, p € P2(X),
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is a (—A\)-dissipative selection of —9Fyy, the opposite of the Wasserstein subdifferential

of the interaction energy functional
1
Tw(p) =5 . W(z —y)d(p®p)(z,y), e PaAX).

(3) Opposite Wasserstein distance. Let i € Po(X) be fixed and consider the functional
Fwass : P2(X) — R defined as

1
?Wass(ﬂ) = _§W22(:u’ﬂ)a B e (‘P?(X)a

which is geodesically (—1)-convex [AGS08, Proposition 9.3.12]. Setting

b() = avgmin { [ [b(o) ~af? du: b= by € LEOXGX), € Tulp) |
X

the PVF
Flu] = (ix,0x — b(p)gp, 1 € Pa(X)
is a selection of —OFwa,ss(pt) and it is therefore 1-dissipative.

5.2. MPVF concentrated on the graph of a multifunction

The previous example of Section 5.1 has a natural generalization in terms of dissipative graphs in
Xx X [AC84; AF09; Bré73]. We consider a (not empty) A-dissipative set F' C Xx X, i.e. satisfying

(vo —v1, 0 — x1) < Alwg — $1|2 for any (zo,v0), (z1,v1) € F.
The corresponding MPVF defined as
F := {® € Po(TX) | ¢ is concentrated on F'}

is A-dissipative as well. In fact, if @9, ®; € F with v; = x3®;, 7 = 0,1, and ©® € A(Pg, P1) then
(zo,v0,21,v1) € F X F @-a.e., so that

/ <U0—1)1,1'0—.%'1>d@(1‘0,1)0,.%’1,?}1) S)\/ ‘x0—1‘1’2d@:)\W22(V0,I/1).

TXXTX TXXTX

since (x°,x1)4© € Ty(1p,v1). Taking the supremum w.r.t. @ € A(Pg, P;) we obtain [®g, ®;], <
AWZ (vg, v1) which is even stronger than A-dissipativity. If D(F) = X then D(F) contains P.(X),
the set of Borel probability measures with compact support. If F' has also a linear growth, then
it is easy to check that D(F) = P5(X) as well.

Despite the analogy just shown with dissipative operators in Hilbert spaces, there are important
differences with the Wasserstein framework, as highlighted in the following examples. The main
point here is that the dissipativity property of Definition 4.3 does not force the sections vyF|[u]
to belong to the tangent space Tan, Pa(X).

Ezample 5.2. Let X = R2, let B := {z € R? | |z| < 1} be the closed unit ball, let L5 be
the (normalized) Lebesgue measure on B, and let © : R?2 — R?, »(x1,22) = (22, —21) be the
anti-clockwise rotation of 7/2 degrees. We define the MPVF

Fl] = (ig2,0)4v, if v € Po(R?)\ {Lp},
{(ig2,ar);Lp | a € R}, if v=2~_Lg.

Observe that D(F) = TQ(RQ) and F is obviously unbounded at v = Lp. F also satisfies (4.2)

with A = 0 (hence it is dissipative): it is enough to check that

[(ig2,ar)yLp,v], =0 for every v € Po(R?), a € R. (5.2)
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To prove (5.2), we notice that the optimal transport plan from £p to v is concentrated on a map
and optimal maps belong to the tangent space Tang , Po(R?) [AGS08, Prop. 8.5.2]; by Remark
3.18 we have just to check that

L@, Ve@)ats@) =0 Vi e CX(®),

that is a consequence of the Divergence Theorem on B. This example is in contrast with the
Hilbertian theory of dissipative operators according to which an everywhere defined dissipative
operator is locally bounded (see [Bré73, Proposition 2.9]).

Ezample 5.3. In the same setting of the previous example, let us define the MPVF

Flv] = (ig2,r)pv,  r(x1,22) = (22, —71), VE in(RQ).
It is easy to check that F is dissipative and Lipschitz continuous (as a map from P3(R?) to
Po(TR?)). Moreover, arguing as in Example 5.2, we can show that (iga,0)sLp € F[Lp], where
F is defined in (4.14). This is again in contrast with the Hilbertian theory of dissipative operators,

stating that a single valued, everywhere defined, and continuous dissipative operator coincides
with its maximal extension (see [Bré73, Proposition 2.4]).

5.3. Interaction field induced by a dissipative map

Let us consider the Hilbert space Y = X", n € N, endowed with the scalar product (x,y) :=
%Z?:1<5'3i,yi>, for every @ = (x;)l 1, ¥y = (vi)iq € X". We identify TY with (TX)" and we
denote by x!,v! the i-th coordinate maps. Every permutation o : {1,--- ,n} — {1,--- ,n} in
Sym(n) operates on Y by the obvious formula o(z); = 2, i = 1,--- ,n, x €Y.

Let G : Y — Y be a Borel M\-dissipative map bounded on bounded sets (this property is always
true if Y has finite dimension) and satisfying

xeD(G) = o(x)eD(G), Glo(x)) =0(G(x)) for every permutation o. (5.3)

Denoting by (G*',---,G") the components of G, by x* the projections from Y to X and by
pe" = @, p, the MPVF

Flu] := (x',G")yu®"  with domain D(F) := P,(X)

is A-dissipative as well. In fact, if u,v € D(F), ® = (x!, G1)3u®" and ¥ = (x!, G1);v®", and v €
L'o(, v), we can consider the plan 3 := Pyy®" € T'(u®", v®"), where P((z1,y1), - , (Tn,Yn)) :=
((z1,-+ y2n), (Y1, ,yn)). Considering the map H'(z,y) := (z1,G(x),y1, G (y)) we have
0= Hﬁl,B € A(P, V), so that

7], < / (01 — w1, 21 — 1) AO(@1, 01, y1,w1) = / (G (@) - CMy),21 — 1) dB(@,y)

==Y [164@) - GMw)on - ) dBlay) = [ (Gla) - Gly)w - y) dB(a.v)
k=1

where we used (5.3) and the invariance of 8 with respect to permutations. The A-dissipativity

of G then yields

[i6@) - 6. ) apa.y) < [ 12— yR dBley) =22 > [ o - nif dblay)
k=1

1 n
== / o — yel? dy (i, y) = AWE(p, v),
k=1

A typical example when n = 2 is provided by
G(x1,x9) = (A(z1 — 22), A2 — 271))
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where A : X — X is a Borel, locally bounded, dissipative and antisymmetric map satisfying

A(—z) = —A(z). We easily get
(G(z) - G(y),z —y)
- %((A(m —29) — A(y1 — yo), 21 — y1) — (A(x1 — 22) — A(y1 — y2), 29 — y2>)

= %<A( 1—22) — A(y1 — y2), 1 — 72 — (y1 — y2)) < 0.

In this case

Flu] = (ix, alpu])sp,  alp](z) = /XA(w —y)du(y) for every z € X.

6. SOLUTIONS TO MEASURE DIFFERENTIAL INCLUSIONS
6.1. Metric characterization and EVI

Let J denote an arbitrary (bounded or unbounded) interval in R.
The aim of this section is to study a suitable notion of solution to the following differential
inclusion in the L?-Wasserstein space of probability measures

i(t) € Flu(t)],  ted, (6.1)

driven by a MPVF F as in Definition 4.1. In particular, we will address the usual Cauchy
problem when (6.1) is supplemented by a given initial condition.

Measure Differential Inclusions have been introduced in [Picl8] extending to the multi-valued
framework the theory of Measure Differential Equations developed in [Pic19]. In these papers,
the author aims to describe the evolution of curves in the space of probability measures under
the action of a so called probability vector field F (see Definition 4.1 and Remark 4.2). However,
as exploited also in [Cam+21], the definition of solution to (6.1) given in [Pic19; Pic18; Cam+-21]
is too weak and it does not enjoy uniqueness property which is recovered only at the level of the
semigroup through an approximation procedure.

From the Wasserstein viewpoint, the simplest way to interpret (6.1) is to ask for a locally
absolutely continuous curve p : J — Po(X) to satisfy

(ix,ve)gpe € Flug) for ae. t €7, (6.2)

where v is the Wasserstein metric velocity vector associated to p (see Theorem 2.10). Even in
the case of a regular PVF, however, (6.2) is too strong, since there is no reason why a given F[1]
should be associated to a vector field of the tangent space Tan,, Po(X). Starting from (6.2), we
thus introduce a weaker definition of solution to (6.1), modeled on the so-called EVI formulation
for gradient flows, which will eventually suggest, as a natural formulation of (6.1), the relaxed
version of (6.2) as a differential inclusion with respect to the extension F of F introduced in
(4.14).

We start from this simple remark: whenever F is A-dissipative, recalling Theorem 3.11 and
Remark 4.5, one easily sees that every locally absolutely continuous solution according to the
above definition (6.2) also satisfies the Evolution Variational Inequality (A-EVI)

1d
2 dt
for every v € D(F) and every ® € F[v], where [-, -], is the functional pairing in Definition 3.5 (in
fact, (A-EVI) holds a.e. in J). This provides a heuristic motivation for the following definition.

Definition 6.1 (A-Evolution Variational Inequality). Let F be a MPVF and let A € R. We say
that a continuous curve p : J — D(F) is a A-EVI solution to (6.1) for the MPVF F if (A-EVI)
holds for every v € D(F) and every ® € F[v].

W3 (.v) < AWE (e, v) — (@], in 9 (int (9)), (\-EVI)
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A M\-EVI solution p is said to be a strict solution if py € D(F) for every t € J, t > inf J.
A A\-EVI solution p is said to be a global solution if supJ = 4o0.

In Example 6.32 we will clarify the interest in imposing no more than continuity in the above
definition.
Recall that the right upper and lower Dini derivatives of a function ¢ : J — R are defined for
every t € J, t <supJ by

Ct+h)—C@)

%Lg(t) lim sup -5 i ¢(t) liminf M

R0 dt+ hl0 h (63)

Remark 6.2. Arguing as in [MS20, Lemma A.1] and using the lower semicontinuity of the map
t = [®, ), the distributional inequality of (A\-EVI) can be equivalently reformulated in terms
of the right upper or lower Dini derivatives of the squared distance function and requiring the
condition to hold for every t € int (J):

1d*

oRT W3 (g, v) < AW3 (e, v) — [®@,114],  for every t € int (J), ® €F, v=x;®, (M EVI)

1d

S W3, v) < AW3(ue,v) — [®@,114],  for every t € int (J), ® €F, v =x;®. (MEVIy)
+

A further equivalent formulation [MS20, Theorem 3.3] involves the difference quotients: for every
s, te€d, s<t

t
PO W2 (1, v) — We(pg, v) < —2/ e A=) [y, dr for every D€ F, v = x; P.
S

(AMEVI;)

Finally, if 4 is also locally absolutely continuous, then (A-EVI;) and (A-EVIy) are also equivalent
to

1d

§EW22(M’V) < AW (g, v) — (D, e, for a.e. t € J and every ® € F, v = x;®.

The following Lemma provides a further insight.

Lemma 6.3. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF and let pn : 3 — D(F) be a continuous A\-EVI
solution to (6.1). We have
1d" B - 0
5q W5 (ue,v) < [F, ploy  for every v € D(F), t € int (J), p € T' (e, v|F),
(6.4a)
S W B v) < AW () + [Bupahi— for cvery v € DOF. ¢ € int (9), o € P2 ).
(6.4D)

If moreover p is locally absolutely continuous with Wasserstein velocity field v satisfying (2.6)
for every t in the subset A(p) C I of full Lebesgue measure, then

[(3x, ve)gpee, V], < MV (g, v) — (@, 4], ift € A(p), ® €F, v =x®, (6.5a)
[(Ex, ve)sie, plro < [F, oy ift € A(u), v € D(F), p € TO(u,v|F), (6.5b)
[(ix, ve)pes mlro < AWE (ke v) + [Fophi— if t € A(p), v € D(F), p € Do(pe, v|F).  (6.5¢)

)

Proof. In order to check (6.5a) it is sufficient to combine (3.19) of Theorem 3.11 with (A\-EVI;).
(6.5b) and (6.5¢) then follow applying Proposition 4.14. Let us now prove (6.4a): let us fix
v € D(F) and t € int (J). Take p € T's(us,v) and define the constant speed geodesic (vs)seo,1]
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by vs := (x*)su, thus in particular vy = p; and v; = v. Then by Lemma 2.11, for every
s € I(u|F)N(0,1) and @5 € F(vs) we have

1d* 1dt 1 A2
T 25 dt Wy (pt, vs) < 3 (D, pe],. + ng (11, vs)

[F7 l'l’]hs + )‘SWZQ(Mt7 V)?

W22(:u't7 V) <

IN

where the second inequality comes from (\-EVI;). Taking g € T'Y(us, v|F) and passing to the
limit as s | 0 we get (6.4a). Analogously for (6.4b). O

We can now give an interpretation of absolutely continuous A-EVI solutions in terms of differ-
ential inclusions.

Theorem 6.4. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF and let pn : 3 — D(F) be a locally absolutely
continuous curve.

(1) If v satisfies the differential inclusion (6.2) driven by any A-dissipative extension of F
in D(F), then p is also a \-EVI solution to (6.1) for F.
(2) wis a \-EVI solution of (6.1) for F if and only if

(ix, ve)yu € Fl]  for ace. t €7 (6.6)

(3) If D(F) satisfies (4.13) and py € D(F) for a.e. t € I, then the following properties are
equivalent:
- p s a A-EVI solution to (6.1) for F.
- p satisfies (6.5b).
- p is a A\-EVI solution to (6.1) for the restriction of F to D(F).
(4) If F satisfies (4.16) then p is a A\-EVI solution to (6.1) for F if and only if it is a \-EVI
solution to (6.1) for F.

Proof. (1) Tt is sufficient to apply Theorem 3.11 and the definition of A-dissipativity.

The left-to-right implication = of (2) follows by (6.5a) of Lemma 6.3 and the definition of F.
Conversely, if p satisfies (6.6), v € D(F), ® € F[v], then Theorem 3.11 and the definition of F
yield

1d . .
§EW22(,ut,u) = [(ix, ve)gpe, V], < MW (g, v) — [®, 4], ace. in J.

Claim (3) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 6.3, Proposition 4.17(d) and Proposition 4.14.
Claim (4) is a consequence of Proposition 4.17(f) and the A-dissipativity of F. O

Proposition 6.5. Let F: Py(X) — (—o0, 00| be a proper, lower semicontinuous and A-convex
functional and let pn € C(J;D(8F)) be a locally absolutely continuous curve. Then

(1) if i is a Gradient Flow for F i.e.
(ix,ve)spe € —0F (1) a.e. t €,

then p is a (—X)-EVI solution of (6.1) for the MPVF —0%F as in (5.1);
(2) if pis a (—\)-EVI solution of (6.1) for the MPVF —83F and the domain of OF satisfies

for a.e. t €3, T (s, v|8F) #0 Vv € D(8TF),
then p is a Gradient Flow for F.

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence Theorem 6.4(1). We prove the second claim; by (6.5b)
we have that for a.e. ¢ € J it holds

(i, ve)etie, V), < [(ixs v2)ses o < [~0F, wlos Vv € D(F) ¥t € D(pur, v|OF).
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We show that for every vg,v; € D(8F) and every v € T'9(1p, 11 |F)

A
2
To prove that, we take s € I(¥|8F) N (0,1) and &, € —0F(vs). By definition of subdifferential
we have

[—8?, V]0+ S ?(Vl) —?(V()) W22(I/0,V1). (67)

@01l < F0) — F(w) — WEnn)

where v; = xjv. Dividing by (1—s), using (3.26) and passing to the infimum w.r.t. ®; € —0F(vs)

we obtain

A1 —5s)
2

Passing to the limit as s | 0 and using the lower semicontinuity of F lead to the result. Once

that (6.7) is established we have that for a.e. ¢ € J it holds

—8F,v),., < 1%3 (F() — F(vs)) — W2, 11).

[(ix, ve)spe, v], < F(v) — F(ue) — %W;(Mt, v) for every v € D(99). (6.8)

To conclude it is enough to use the lower semicontinuity of the LHS (see Lemma 3.14) and the
fact that D(0F) is dense in D(¥F) in energy: indeed we can apply [NS21, Corollary 4.5] and
[AGS08, Lemma 3.1.2] to the proper, lower semicontinuous and convex functional F* : Py (X) —
(—00, +00] defined as

) = T) ~ Smiw)

to get the existence, for every v € D(JF), of a family (v;),~0 C D(F*) = D(F) s.t.
vy = v, FNuy) = FNv) asT 0.

Of course F(v;) — F(v) as 7 | 0 and, applying [AGS08, Lemma 10.3.4], we see that v, €
D(87%). However 83 = Lg‘afr" (see (4.5)) so that v, € D(8F). We can thus write (6.8) for

v, in place of v and pass to the limit as 7 | 0, obtaining that, by definition of subdifferential,
(i, v¢)gpe € —OF () for ace. t € 7. O

We derive a further useful a priori bound for A-EVI solutions.

Proposition 6.6. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF and let T € (0, +00]. Every A\-EVI solution
w:[0,T) — D(F) with initial datum po € D(F) satisfies the a priori bound

t
Walyit, i) < 2Fla(po) [ ¢ ds, for allt € 0.7), (6.9)
0

where
|F|2(1) := inf {]@\2 HEONS F[u]} for every pn € D(F).

Proof. Let ® € F(uo). (A-EVI) with v := ug then yields

dt
T W3 (e, p0) — 2AW3 (pae, pro) < —2[®, pua,. < 2|®Jo Walpu, po),  for every ¢ € [0,T).

We can then apply the estimate of [AGS08, Lemma 4.1.8] to obtain
t
e MWa (g, o) < 2|<1>|2/ e *ds, forallte(0,T),
0

which in turn yields (6.9). O

We conclude this section with a result showing the robustness of the notion of A-EVI solution.

Proposition 6.7. If u, : I — D(F) is a sequence of \-EVI solutions locally uniformly converging
to p as n — oo, then u is a A-EVI solution.
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Proof. p is a continuous curve defined in J with values in D(F). Using pointwise convergence,
the lower semicontinuity of p +— [®, p1], of Lemma 3.14, and Fatou’s Lemma, it is easy to pass
to the limit in the equivalent characterization (A-EVI3) of A-EVI solutions, written for p,. O

6.2. Local existence of A\-EVI solutions by the Explicit Euler Scheme

In order to prove the existence of a A\-EVI solution to (6.1), our strategy is to employ an
approximation argument through an Explicit Euler scheme as it occurs for ODEs.
In the following |-| and [-] denote the floor and the ceiling functions respectively.

Definition 6.8 (Explicit Euler Scheme). Let F be a MPVF and suppose we are given a step
size 7 > 0, an initial datum x® € D(F), a bounded interval [0, T], corresponding to the final step
N(T,7) := [T/7], and a stability bound L > 0. A sequence (M}, F7)o<p<n(r,r) C D(F) X F is
a L-stable solution to the Explicit Euler Scheme in [0, T| starting from uo € D(F) if

M7 = pd,
F' cF[M!], |[F?s <L 0<n<N(T,7), (EE)
M = (exp” )y F7 1 <n <N(T,7).

We define the following two different interpolations of the sequence (M, F7):

e the affine interpolation:
M. (t) := (exp" ")y F? if t € [n7,(n + 1)7] for some n € N, 0 < n < N(T, 1), (6.10)
e the piecewise constant interpolation:
M(t) :== M)t elo,T),
F.(t):=FW7  teio,1).
We will call &(ul,7,T,L) (resp. . (u2,7,T,L)) the (possibly empty) set of all the curves
(M, F;) (resp. M;) arising from the solution of (EE).
The affine interpolation can be trivially written as

M- (1) = (e ™77) (Fo(t), te(0.7)

and M, satisfies the uniform Lipschitz bound

Wao(M(t), M (s)) < Llt—s| 0<s<t<T, M;e€&(uo,7,T,L). (6.11)
Notice that, since in general F[u] is not reduced to a singleton, the sets &(ug,7,T, L) and
A (1o, 7, T, L) may contain more than one element (or may be empty). Stable solutions to the
Explicit Euler scheme generated by a A-dissipative MPVF exhibit a nice behaviour, which is
clarified by the following important result, which will be proved in Section 7 (see Proposition
7.3 and Theorems 7.4, 7.5, 7.7), with a more accurate estimate of the error constants A(¢). We

stress that in the next statement A(¥) solely depend on ¥ (in particular, it is independent of
)‘7 L7 T7 T, 777 M’T7 Mn)

Theorem 6.9. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVEF.
(1) For every po, o € D(F), every M, € M (po,7,T,L), M. € A (g, 7, T, L) with Ay <2
we have

Wo (M, (t), ML (t)) < eMWo(uo, 1h) + 8L\/F(1 + \A\\/ﬁ) Mt for every t € [0,T).  (6.12)

(2) For every ¥ > 1 there exists a constant A(Y9) such that if M, € .# (M, 7,T,L) and
M, € A (M), n,T, L) with Ay (T +n) <1 then

Wa(M, (8), My (£)) < (WWa(ME, MJ) + AW)LY T+ m)E+7+m) e !, te [0,7].
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(8) For every 9 > 1 there exists a constant A(Y) such that if p € C([0,T];D(F)) is a A-EVI
solution and M, € M4 (M2, 7,T,L) then

Wa(u(t), My (£)) < (ﬁWQ(,uO,MS)+A(z9)L T(t+7))ek+t for every t € [0,T].  (6.13)

(4) If n — T(n) is a vanishing sequence of time steps, (pon)nen is a sequence in D(F)
converging to po € D(F) in Po(X) and M,, € A (pon,7(n), T, L), then M, is uniformly
converging to a limit curve p € Lip([0,T]; D(F)) which is a A\-EVI solution starting from
Ho-

If we assume that the Explicit Euler scheme is locally solvable, Theorem 6.9 provides a crucial
tool to obtain local existence and uniqueness of A-EVI solutions.

Definition 6.10 (Local and global solvability of (EE)). We say that the Explicit Euler Scheme
(EE) associated to a MPVF F is locally solvable at pg € D(F) if there exist strictly positive
constants 7,7, L such that &(ug,7,T, L) is not empty for every 7 € (0, 7).

We say that (EE) is globally solvable at g € D(F) if for every T > 0 there exist strictly positive
constants 7, L such that &(ug, 7,7, L) is not empty for every 7 € (0, 7).

Let us now state the main existence result for A-EVI solutions. Given T € (0,+o0] and p :
[0,T) — P2(X) we denote by |f|+(t) the right upper metric derivative

Wo (Mt+ha Mt)
h

il () := lim sup
hi0

Theorem 6.11 (Local existence and uniqueness). Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF.

(a) If the Ezplicit Euler Scheme is locally solvable at py € D(F), then there exists T > 0
and a unique \-EVI solution u € Lip([0,T]; D(F)) starting from po, satisfying
t e Mal(t) is decreasing in [0,T). (6.14)

If ¢/ - [0,T"] — D(F) is any other A\-EVI solution starting from pg then p(t) = p'(t) if
0<t<TAT.
(b) If the Explicit Euler Scheme is locally solvable in D(F) and
for any local \-EVT solution p starting from pg € D(F)

there exists 6 >0: t€[0,6] = pu(t) € D(F),

(6.15)

then for every puy € D(F) there exist a unique mazimal time T € (0,00] and a unique
strict \-EVT solution p € Lip,,.([0,T); D(F)) starting from pg, which satisfies (6.14) and

T<oco = limu &D(F). (6.16)
T
Any other A\-EVI solution u' : [0,T") — D(F) starting from ug coincides with u in
[0, TANT").

Proof. (a) Let 7, T, L positive constants such that & (ug, 7,7, L) is not empty for every 7 € (0, 7).
Thanks to Theorem 6.9(2), the family M, € &(uo,7,T, L) satisfies the Cauchy condition in
C([0,T]; P2(X)) so that there exists a unique limit curve p = lim, g M, which is also Lipschitz
in time, thanks to the a-priori bound (6.11). Theorem 6.9(4) shows that p is a A-EVI solution
starting from o and the estimate (6.13) of Theorem 6.9(3) shows that any other A-EVI solution
in an interval [0,7"] starting from g should coincide with g in [0, 7 A T).

Let us now check (6.14): we fix s,t such that 0 < s <t < T and h € (0,7 —t), and we set
sy = 7|s/7], hy == 7|h/7|. The curves r — M (s, + 1), r — M.(s; + hy + r) belong to
M(M:(s7),T,t —s,L) and A (M;(s; + h;),7,t — s, L), so that (6.12) yields

Wa (M, (87 +t — 8), Mr(sy + hy + (t — 5))) < W (M, (s,), My (s + hy)) + ByT,
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for B= B(\, L, T,T). Passing to the limit as 7 | 0 we get

Walp(t), plt + ) < AW (u(s), s + h).
Dividing by h and passing to the limit as h | 0 we get (6.14).

(b) Let us call 8 the collection of A-EVT solutions p : [0,.5) — D(F) starting from g with values
in D(F) and defined in some interval [0, 5), S = S(u). Thanks to (6.15) and the previous claim
the set 8 is not empty.

It is also easy to check that two curves p/, u” € 8 coincide in the common domain [0,S) with
S = S()ANS("): in fact the set {t € [0,5) : p/(r) = ¢ (r) if 0 < r < t} contains t = 0, is
closed since p/, p” are continuous, and it is also open since if ' = p” in [0,¢] then the previous
claim and the fact that p/(¢t) = p”(¢t) € D(F) show that p/ = p” also in a right neighborhood of
t. Since [0, .5) is connected, we conclude that u/ = p” in [0, S).

We can thus define T := sup{S(u) : 4 € 8} obtaining that there exists a unique A-EVI solution
w starting from po and defined in [0,7") with values in D(F).

If T' < oo, since p is Lipschitz in [0,7") thanks to (6.14), we know that there exists the limit
i := limyr p(t) in Po(X). If 1 € D(F) we can extend p to a A-EVI solution with values in D(F)
and defined in an interval [0,7") with 7" > T', which contradicts the maximality of 7. O

Recall that a set A in a metric space X is locally closed if every point of A has a neighborhood
U such that ANU = ANU. Equivalently, A is the intersection of an open and a closed subset
of X. In particular, open or closed sets are locally closed.

Corollary 6.12. Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF for which the Explicit Euler Scheme is locally
solvable in D(F). If D(F) is locally closed then for every py € D(F) there exists a unique
mazximal strict \-EVI solution p € Lip,,.([0,T7); D(F)), T € (0, +00], satisfying (6.16).

Let us briefly discuss the question of local solvability of the Explicit Euler scheme. The main
constraints of the Explicit Euler construction relies on the a priori stability bound and in the
condition M € D(F) for every step 0 < n < N(T,7). This constraint is feasible if at each
measure M”, 0 <n < N(T,7), the set Adm, 1, (M) defined by

Admy (1) = {q> EF[u]: B <L and exp]d € D(F)}

is not empty. If D(F) is open and F is locally bounded, then it is easy to check that the Explicit
Euler scheme is locally solvable (see Lemma 6.13). We will adopt the following notation:

|Fla(p) := inf {|<I>|2 NS F[,u]} for every u € D(F), (6.17)
and we will also introduce the upper semicontinuous envelope |F|z, of the function |F|a: i.e.
[Flau () i= inf sup {|[Flo(v) : v € D(F), Wa(v.p) < 6}

= sup { limsup |F|2(ug) : px € D(F), px — pin ZPQ(X)}.

k—o0

Lemma 6.13. IfF is a A-dissipative MPVF, pg € Int(D(F)) and F is bounded in a neighborhood
of o, i.e. there exists o > 0 such that |F|y is bounded in B(uo, 0), then the Explicit Euler scheme
is locally solvable at g and the locally Lipschitz solution p given by Theorem 6.11(a) satisfies

Jitl+(t) < M |Fla(no) Vit € [0,T). (6.18)

In particular, if D(F) is open and F is locally bounded, for every ug € D(F) there exists a unique
mazimal \-EVI solution p € Lip,.([0,T"); P2(X)) satisfying (6.16) and (6.18).
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Proof. Let po € Int(D(F)) and let o,L > 0 so that |F|2(n) < L for every pu € B(po,0).
We set T := p/(2L), 7 = T A 1 and we perform a simple induction argument to prove that
Wo (M}, o) < Lnt < g if n < N(T',7) so that we can always find an element F7 € F, 1. In fact,
if Wa(MP2, o) < Lnt and n < N(T,7) then Wo(MPHL o) < Wo(METL MP) + Wo (M, po) <
L(n+1)7. (6.14) shows that ||y < Le™ for every L > |F|a.(i0), so that we obtain (6.18). O

More refined estimates will be discussed in the next sections. Here we will show another example,
tailored to the case of measures with bounded support.

Proposition 6.14. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF such that D(F) C Py(X) and for every
po € D(F) there exist o >0, L > 0 such that for every p € Pp,(X)

supp(u) C supp(po) +Bx(0) = 3P € Flu] : supp(v4®) C Bx(L).

Then for every py € D(F) there exists T € (0,400] and a unique mazimal strict \-EVI solution
p € Lipy.([0,7); D(F)) satisfying (6.16).

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 6.13, it is easy to check that setting T := p/4L,
7 =T A1 we can find a discrete solution (M, F';) € &(uo, 7, T, L) satisfying the more restrictive
condition supp(M]*) C supp(puo) +Bx(Lnt) C supp(po)+ Bx(0/2), supp(v4 F7) C Bx(L) so that
the Explicit Euler scheme is locally solvable and M. satisfies the uniform bound

supp(M-(t)) C supp(uo) + Bx(0/2) for every t € [0,T]. (6.19)
Theorem 6.11 then yields the existence of a local solution, and Theorem 6.9(3) shows that the
local solution satisfies the same bound (6.19) on the support, so that (6.15) holds. O

6.3. Stability and uniqueness

In the following theorem we prove a stability result for \-EVI solutions of (6.1), as it occurs in
the classical Hilbertian case scenario. We distinguish three cases: the first one assumes that the
Explicit Euler scheme is locally solvable in D(F).

Theorem 6.15 (Uniqueness and Stability). Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF such that the Ezplicit

Euler scheme is locally solvable in D(F), and let p',p? : [0,T) — D(F), T € (0, +oc], be \-EVI
solutions to (6.1). If u' is strict, then

W2(:U%’ :U’z%) < W2(:u’(1]’ Mg)e)\+t for every t € [0’ T) (620)

In particular, if p = pi then p' = p? in [0,T).
If i, 2 are both strict, then

Wapg, 1) < Walpg, p3)e™ for all t € [0,T). (6.21)

Proof. In order to prove (6.20), let us fix t € (0,7). Since the Explicit Euler scheme is locally
solvable and u} € D(F), there exist 7,0, L such that .#(uj,7,d,L) is not empty for every
€ (0,7). If M} € A (u}, 7,6, L), then (6.13) yields

W2(M%+ha#%+h) < W2(Mrl(h),ﬂt2+h) + W2(Mrl(h),l‘tl+h)
< OWa(pt, pu2)e*" + By/T if 0 < h <4,
for B= B(\, L, 7,d) Passing to the limit as 7 | 0 we obtain
Wity wien) < IWalpy, g7 )e "
and a further limit as ¢ | 1 yields
Wo i sns Hipn) < Walud, ui)e" for every h € [0, 4],

which implies that the map ¢ + e MWy (i}, u?) is decreasing in [t,t + d]. Since t is arbitrary,
we obtain (6.20).
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In order to prove the estimate (6.21) (which is better than (6.20) when A < 0), we argue in a

similar way, using (6.12).

As before, for a given t € (0,T), since the Explicit Euler scheme is locally solvable and pj, 7 €

D(F), there exist 7,9, L such that .#(u}, 7,6, L) and .# (u?,7,0,L) are not empty for every
€ (0,7). If Ml € A (i, 7,0,L), for i = 1,2, (6.12) and (6.13) then yield

Wa (g 1 n) < Walggn, M7 (R)) + Wa(My(h), M2 (h)) + Wa(ug,p, M2 (R))
< MWy(ul, pu?) + By if0<h<§,
for B= B(\, L, 7,6). Passing to the limit as 7 | 0 we obtain

Walpions 1iten) < " Wa(ug, i)
which implies that the map t — e MWy (i}, u?) is decreasing in (0, 7). O

It is possible to prove (6.21) by a direct argument depending on the definition of A-EVT solution
and a geometric condition on D(F). The simplest situation deals with absolutely continuous
curves.

Theorem 6.16 (Stability for absolutely continuous solutions). Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF
and let u*, u® : [0,T) — D(F), T € (0,400], be locally absolutely continuous A-EVI solutions to
(6.1). If TO(ui, uz|F) # O for a.e. t € (0,T), then (6.21) holds. In particular, if u = 3 then

pl=p?in [0,7).

Proof. Since ', 2 are locally absolutely continuous curves, we can apply Theorem 3.13 and find
asubset A C A(ut)NA(u?) of full Lebesgue measure such that (3.20) holds and T'9(u}, u2|F) # 0
for every t € A. Selecting p, € T9(u}, u?|F), we have

1d
53 WAh i) = [l o1 = 0) dugonoa) + [ (0F2), — 1) dpyar, o)
Using (6.5b), (6.5¢), for every t € A we get
1d ,
S Ve (o) = [ v 1], < B pdos + AWE (g, i) + [F sy = AW5 (g, 1),
where we also used the property
[F, Stiu’t]l* = _[Fa P’t]OJr' g

The last situation deals with comparison between an absolutely continuous and a merely contin-
uous A-EVI solution. The argument is technically more involved and takes inspiration from the
proof of [NS06, Theorem 1.1]: we refer to the Introduction of [NS06] for an explanation of the
heuristic idea. Since it is also at the core of the discrete estimates of Theorem 6.9, we present
it here in the easier continuous setting.

Theorem 6.17 (Refined stability). Let T > 0 and let u' € AC([0,T);D(F)) and p? €
C([0, T]; D(F)) be A\-EVI solutions for the A-dissipative MPVF F. If at least one of the follow-
ing properties hold:
(1) T9(uk, u2|F) # 0 for every s € (0,T) and r € [0,T) \ N with N C (0,T), L*(N) = 0;
(2) pt satisfies (6.2),
then
Walné, i) < e Walpg, g)  for every t € [0,T).

Proof. We extend p! in (—o0,0) with the constant value pf, we denote by v the Wasserstein
velocity field associated to u! (and extended to 0 outside A(u')) and we define the functions
w, fyh: (=00, T] x [0,T] — R by

w(r, ) = Waluy, 117)
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2|F o (pd)w(0, s if r <0, 0 if r <0,
f(’l", S) — | |2(lu’0) ( ) ' h(’l“, S) — . L '
0 if 7 >0, 2 [(ix, v )ypp, 3], if 7 >0.
Theorem 3.11 yields
ang(r, s) = h(r,s) in D'(—o0,T) for every s € [0, T]. (6.22)
,

In case (1) holds, writing (6.4b) for y? with v = pl with r € (—00,T] \ N, then for every
s € T9(ul, u2|F) we obtain
dr
I w?(r,s) < 22w?(r,s) — 2[F, oy for s € (0,T) and r € (—o0,T) \ N. (6.23)
s
On the other hand (6.5b) yields

_2[F7urs]0+ < _2[(iX7/v7")ﬁM71~7lJ’7"5]7",0 <=2 [(’iX7/v7")ﬁM71’7M§]r for every r € A(Ml) \ Na
Pty Jos < 2F(ub)w(0, ) = f(r.s) for every r < 0.
Combining (6.23) and (6.24) we obtain

(6.24)

%+w2(7", s) < 2 w?(r,s) + f(r,s) — h(r,s) for s € (0,T), r € (—o0,0] U A(u')\ N.

Since |h(r,s)| < 2|pt|w(r, s), applying Lemma C.2 we get
§w2(r, s) < 2 w?(r,s) + f(r,s) — h(r,s) in D'(0,T) for a.e. r € (—o0,T]. (6.25)
s
(6.25) can also be deduced in case (2) using (6.2).
By multiplying both inequalities (6.22) and (6.25) by e~ ?** we get

0
o (672>\8’U)2(T, 5)> =e 2n(r,s) in D'(—o0,T) and every s € [0,T],
,
0
55 <672)‘sw2(r, S)) <e s (f(r,s) —h(r,s)) inD'(0,T) and a.e. r € (—oo, T].
S
We fix t € [0, 7] and € > 0 and we apply the Divergence theorem in [NS06, Lemma 6.15] on the
two-dimensional strip Qf; as in Figure 1,
Qat::{(r,s)eRQ\0§s§t,s—€§r§s},

and we get

FIGURE 1. Strip (5, corresponding to penalization about the diagonal {r =s}.
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: 0
/ e M w?(r,t) dr < / w?(r,0) dr + // e f(r, ) dr ds.
t—e Q

—€ 0.t
Using
t t
w(t,t) < / | (w) du 4+ w(r,t) < / |t (w)du4+w(r,t) ift—e<r<t,
T t—e

then, for every ¢, 9, > 1 conjugate coefficients (¢, = /(9 — 1)), we get

t 2
w(t, ) < dw?(r,t) + O, </ || () du) . (6.26)
t—e
Integrating (6.26) w.r.t. r in the interval (¢ — ¢,t), we obtain
9 [t t 2
e Pw(t,t) < —/ e~ P2 (r, t) dr + 0, </ it (w) du) max{1, 2T (6.27)
€ Jt—e t—e
Finally, we have the following inequality
15
e // e f(r,s)drds < 2\F[2(,u0)/ e~ P5w(0, 5) ds. (6.28)
Q(E),t 0

Summing up (6.27) and (6.28) we obtain

e PMwl(t) <0 <w2(0) + 2|F |2 (o) /0 e~ P5w(0, 5) ds> + 9, (/: it (w) du>2 max{1, 2T

—€
where we have used the notation w(s) = w(s, s). Taking the limit as € | 0 and ¢ | 1, we obtain
the thesis. O

Corollary 6.18 (Local Lipschitz estimate). Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF and let p: (0,T) —

D(F), T € (0,4+00], be a \-EVI solution to (6.1). If at least one of the following two conditions
holds

(a) w is strict and (EE) is locally solvable in D(F),
(b) w is locally absolutely continuous and (4.16) holds,

then p s locally Lipschitz and
t e Mal(t) s decreasing in (0,T). (6.29)
Proof. Since for every h > 0 the curve t — p1p is a A-EVI solution, (6.21) yields
e MWy (g, pie) < Walpssn, prs)  for every 0 < s < t.

Dividing by h and taking the limsup as h | 0, we get (6.29), which in turn shows the local
Lipschitz character of p. O

6.4. Global existence and generation of \-flows

We collect here a few simple results on the existence of global solutions and the generation of a
A-flow. A first result can be deduced from the global solvability of the Explicit Euler scheme.

Theorem 6.19 (Global existence). Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF. If the Explicit Euler
Scheme is globally solvable at py € D(F), then there exists a unique global \-EVI solution
p € Lip,o([0,00); D(F)) starting from pg.

Proof. We can argue as in the proof of Theorem 6.11(a), observing that the global solvability of
(EE) allows for the construction of a limit solution on every interval [0, 7], T' > 0. O
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Let us provide a simple condition ensuring global solvability, whose proof is deferred to Section
7.

Proposition 6.20. Let F be a A-dissipative MPVFE such that for every R > 0 there ewist
M =M(R) >0 and T = T(R) > 0 such that

weDF), mp) <R, 0<7<7 = 3TbecF[ul:|P:<MR), exngID e D(F). (6.30)
Then the Ezplicit Euler scheme is globally solvable in D(F).
Global existence of \-EVI solution is also related to the existence of a A-flow.

Definition 6.21. We say that the A-dissipative MPVF F generates a A-flow if for every pg €
D(F) there exists a unique A-EVI solution g = S[uo| starting from po and the maps po +—

Stlto] = (S[po])¢ induce a semigroup of Lipschitz transformations (S;);>¢ of D(F) satisfying
W (St[po], Stlpa]) < eMWa(po, 1) for every t > 0. (6.31)

Theorem 6.22 (Generation of a A-flow). Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF. If at least one of the
following properties is satisfied:

(a) the Ezplicit Euler Scheme is globally solvable for every py in a dense subset of D(F);

(b) the Explicit Euler Scheme is locally solvable in D(F) and, for every pg in a dense subset
of D(F), there exists a strict global A\-EVI solution starting from po;

(c) the Explicit Euler Scheme is locally solvable in D(F) and D(F) is closed;

(d) for every pg € D(F), 1 € D(F) (o, 11 |F) # O and, for every po in a dense subset
of D(F), there exists a locally absolutely continuous strict global \-EVT solution starting
Jrom po;

(e) for every ug in a dense subset of D(F'), there exists a locally absolutely continuous solution
of (6.2) starting from po,

then F generates a A-flow.

Proof. (a) Let D be the dense subset of D(F) for which (EE) is globally solvable. For every
to € D we define S¢[ug], t > 0, as the value at time ¢ of the unique \-EVT solution starting from
1o, whose existence is guaranteed by Theorem 6.19.

If po,p1 € D, T > 0, we can find 7, L such that .4 (uo,7,T,L) and 4 (u1,7,T,L) are not
empty for every 7 € (0,7). We can then pass to the limit in the uniform estimate (6.12) for
every choice of M! € .# (u;,7,T,L), i = 0,1, obtaining (6.31) for every pq, 1 € D.

We can then extend the map S; to D = D(F) still preserving the same property. Proposition
6.7 shows that for every up € D(F) the continuous curve t — S;[uo] is a A-EVI solution starting
from pyg.

Finally, if x € C([0,T"); D(F)) is any A-EVI solution starting from s, we can apply (6.13) to
get

Wajie, ML (1)) < (zwz(uo, p1) + C(T,L,T)\/?) Mt for every t € [0,T], (6.32)

for every T < T', 7 < 7, where C(1,L,T) > 0 is a suitable constant. Passing to the limit as
71 01in (6.32) we obtain

Wttt Stlpa]) < 2Wa(po, pa)e™+! for every ¢ € [0,T]. (6.33)

Choosing now a sequence ji1,, in D converging to ug and observing that we can choose arbitrary
T < T', we eventually get p; = St[uo] for every t € [0,T7).

(b) Let D be the dense subset of D(F) such that there exists a global strict A-EVI solution
starting from D. By Theorem 6.15 such a solution is unique and the corresponding family of
solution maps S; : D — D(F') satisfy (6.31). Arguing as in the previous claim, we can extend S;
to D(F) still preserving (6.31) and the fact that ¢ — S;[uo] is a A-EVI solution.
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If 1 is A-EVI solution starting from o, Theorem 6.15 shows that (6.33) holds for every uy € D.
By approximation we conclude that p; = Si[po].

(c) Corollary 6.12 shows that for every initial datum ug € D(F) there exists a global \-EVI
solution. We can then apply Claim (b).

(d) Let D be the dense subset of D(F) such that there exists a locally absolutely continuous
strict global A-EVI solution starting from D. By Theorem 6.16 such a solution is the unique
locally absolutely continuous solution starting from pg and the corresponding family of solution
maps S; : D — D(F) satisfy (6.31). Arguing as in the previous claim (b), we can extend S; to
D(F) still preserving (6.31) (again thanks to Theorem 6.16) and the fact that ¢ — S[uo] is a
A-EVI solution. L

If i is a A-EVI solution starting from p9 € D(F) and (uf)neny C D is a sequence converging to
o, we can apply Theorem 6.17(1) and conclude that g = S¢[uo]-

(e) The proof follows by the same argument of the previous claim, eventually applying Theorem

6.17(2). O
By Lemma 6.13 we immediately get the following result.

Corollary 6.23. If F is locally bounded \-dissipative MPVF with D(F) = Py (X) then for every
o € Po(X) there exists a unique global \-EVI solution starting from .

We conclude this section by showing a consistency result with the Hilbertian theory, related to
the example of Section 5.2.

Corollary 6.24 (Consistency with the theory of contraction semigroups in Hilbert spaces).
Let F C X x X be a dissipative mazimal subset generating the semigroup (Ri)i>0 of nonlinear
contractions [Bré73, Theorem 3.1]. Let F be the dissipative MPVF

F :={® € Po(TX) |  is concentrated on F'}.

The semigroup po — S¢lpo] := (Re)gto, t > 0, is the 0-flow generated by F in D(F).

Proof. Let D be the set of discrete measures 2 > j—10z; with z; € D(F'). Since every po € D(F)

is supported in D(F'), D is dense in D(F). Our thesis follows by applying Theorem 6.22(e) if we
show that for every pg = %2?21 dz;0 € D there exists a locally absolutely continuous solution
w:[0,00) — D of (6.2) starting from py.

It can be directly checked that

1 n
pe = (Re)gpo = n Z%,w wjt = Rie(j0)
j=1

satisfies the continuity equation with Wasserstein velocity vector v; (defined on the finite support
of p) satisfying

vi(xje) = Tj0 = F°(xj4), |ve(xje)| < |F°(xj0)| forevery j=1,---,n, and a.e. t > 0,
where F'° is the minimal selection of F. It follows that
(ix,ve)ppe € Flug]  for ae. t >0,

so that p is a Lipschitz EVI solution for F starting from pg. We can thus conclude observing
that the map po — (R¢)spo are contractions in Po(X) and the curve py = (Ry)gpo is continuous
with values in D(F). O
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6.5. Barycentric property

If we assume that the MPVF F is a sequentially closed subset of P5§¥(TX) with convex sections,
we are able to provide a stronger result showing a particular property satisfied by the solutions
of (6.1) (see Theorem 6.27). This is called barycentric property and it is strictly connected with
the weaker definition of solution discussed in [Pic19; Picl8; Cam+-21].

We first introduce a directional closure of F' along smooth cylindrical deformations. We set

exp?(x) := x + Vo(x) for every ¢ € Cyl(X)
and

Fly] := {<I> € Po(X) | J¢ € Cyl(X), (rn)nen C [0,4+00), 7, 4 0, ®,, € Flexp;"*p] :
: (6.34)
o, — ® in T;w(TX)}.

Definition 6.25 (Barycentric property). Let F be a MPVF. We say that a locally absolutely
continuous curve p : J — D(F) satisfies the barycentric property (resp. the relaxed barycentric

property) if for a.e. t € J there exists ®; € F|u;] (resp. &, € co(F[uy])) s.t.

3 Lot = [ (Vo) vdwile vee cxl). (6.35)

Notice that F € F C cl(F) and F = F if F is sequentially closed in P5¥(TX). Recalling
Proposition 4.17(a) we also get

@(F) C F,
so that the relaxed barycentric property implies the corresponding property for the extended
MPVF F.

Remark 6.26. If X = R?, the property stated in Definition 6.25 coincides with the weak definition
of solution to (6.1) given in [Picl8].

The aim is to prove that the A-EVI solution of (6.1) enjoys the barycentric property of Definition
6.25, under suitable mild conditions on F. This is strictly related to the behaviour of F along
the family of smooth deformations induced by cylindrical functions. Let us denote by pr,, the
orthogonal projection in Li(X; X) onto the tangent space Tan, P2(X) and by bg the barycenter
of ® as in Definition 3.1.

Theorem 6.27. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF such that for every p € D(F) there exist
constants M,e > 0 such that

Vo € Cyl(X) : sup|Vp| <e = exp/u€ D(F), [Flao(exp;p) < M. (6.36)
X

If w3 — D(F) is a locally absolutely continuous A\-EVI solution of (6.1) with Wasserstein
velocity field v satisfying (2.6) for every t in the subset A(u) C I of full Lebesque measure, then

for every t € A(p) there exists ®; € o(F)[pue] such that vy = pr,, o be,. (6.37)

In particular, p satisfies the relaxed barycentric property.
If moreover ¥ = F and for every v € D(F) F[v] is a convex subset of Po(TX), then p satisfies
(6.35).

Proof. In the following t is a fixed element of A(u) and M is the constant associated to the
measure iy in (6.36). For every ¢ € Cyl(X) there exists § = 6(¢) > 0 such that v := expﬁ_égut €
D(F) and 0¢ := (ix, exp %)yt € T (ug, v°|F) is the unique optimal transport plan between i
and 1¢.
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Thanks to Theorem 3.11, the map s — WQQ(MS,IJC) is differentiable at s = ¢, moreover by
employing also (6.5b), it holds
d1

5 [ (wrla), Vo) dpa(o) = 5 Wh ) < [Foolos =lim[Fooue (638)
X s]0
We can choose a decreasing vanishing sequence (sg)ren C (0,1), measures 1/,5 = xgkaC and

q)i € F[V]g] such that supy |<I>i|2 < M and q)i — ®¢ in P5¥(TX). Then, by (6.13), we get
®¢ € Fluy] with |®¢|y < M and by (6.38) and the upper semicontinuity of [-,-]; (see Lemma
3.14) we get

5 /X (w1la), VC(@)) dyu(a) < [8,06] =5 /TX<U,VC(m)>d<I>C(x,v). (6.39)

Indeed, notice that, by [AGS08, Lemma 5.3.2], we have A(®¢,1¢) = {®°@v¢} with (x?,x1) (¢ ®
v8) = of.

By means of the identity highlighted in Remark 3.2, the expression in (6.39) can be written as
follows

(v, VO 12 (xx) < (bac, VO 12 (xx) = (P, (bac), V) 2 (xx)

so that
(v, VO 12 (xx) < sup (0, V()12 (xx) forall ¢ € Cyl(X)
eK
where -
K :={pr,,(bs) : ® € Flu], |®|]o < M} C Tan,, Po(X). (6.40)

Applying Lemma C.1 in Tan,, Po(X) C L;Zu (X; X) we obtain that v; € ¢6(K). In order to obtain
(6.37) it is sufficient to prove that v; is the L2?-projection of the barycenter of an element of

<o (Fju]).
Notice that an element v € Tan,, P2(X) coincides with pr,,(be) for ® € Po(TX|u) if and only if

/(U,VQ dp = /(v,VQ d®(z,v) for every ¢ € Cyl(X). (6.41)

It is easy to check that any element v € co(K) can be represented as pr,, (bs) (and thus as
n (6.41)) for some ® € co(F[u]). If v € ©6(K) we can find a sequence ®,, € co(F[u]) such
that [®,]» < M and v, = pr,,(be,) — v in Lﬁt (X;X). Since the sequence (®,,)nen is relatively
compact in P5*(TX) by Proposition 2.15(2), we can extract a (not relabeled) subsequence con-
verging to a limit ® in P§¥(TX), as n — +oo. By definition ® € co(F[u]) with [®|s < M. We
can eventually pass to the limit in (6.41) written for v,, and ®,, thanks to P5*(TX) convergence,
obtaining the corresponding identity for v and ® in the limit.

Finally, being u locally absolutely continuous, it satisfies the continuity equation driven by v in
the sense of distributions (see Theorem 2.10), so that

%/XC(HU) dpi () :/X(VC(m)mt(x»dut(x) :/TX(VC(m),v> APy (z,v) V(e Cyl(X). O

Remark 6.28. We notice that it is always possible to estimate the value of M in (6.40) by
[Floe(1r).

Remark 6.29. Using a standard approximation argument (see for example the proof of Lemma
5.1.12(f) in [AGS08]) it is possible to show that actually the barycentric property (6.35) holds
for every ¢ € CH1(X;R) (indeed, in this case, Vi € Tan,, Po(X) for every u € Pa(X)).

As a complement to the studies investigated in this section, we prove the converse characteri-
zation of Theorem 6.27 in the particular case of regular measures or reqular vector fields. We
refer to [AGSO08, Definitions 6.2.1, 6.2.2] for the definition of P5(X), that is the space of regular
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measures on X. When X = R? has finite dimension, P5(X) is just the subset of measures in
Py(X) which are absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure £,

Theorem 6.30. Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF. Let p : 3 — D(F) be a locally absolutely
continuous curve satisfying the relaxed barycentric property of Definition 6.25. If for a.e. t € J
at least one of the following properties holds:

(1) e € Py(X),
(2) Flu] contains a unique element ®; concentrated on a map, i.e. ®; = (ix, b, )41

then p is \-EVI solution of (6.1).

Proof. Take ¢ € Cyl(X) and observe that, since p has the relaxed barycentric property, then for

a.e. t € J (recall Theorem 3.11) there exists ®; € co6(F[u,]) such that

o) (o) = [

<V§O(m), U> d(bt = /<V§0= pr/,;t o b¢t> d/j/t = /<Ut7 V(P> d,LLt,
™ X X

dt Jx

hence y solves the continuity equation Oy + div(viu) = 0, with v, = pr,, 0 bg, € Tany, P2(X).
By Theorem 3.11, we also know that

d1
— Wi (e, v) = /2<Ut(900),360 —x1) dvy(xo, 1), t€ A(u,v), v € Lo, v),v € Pa(X).
X

dt 2
(6.42)
Possibly disregarding a Lebesgue negligible set, we can decompose the set A(u,v) in the union
A1 U Ay, where Aq, Ay correspond to the times ¢ for which the properties (1) and (2) hold.
Ift € A; and v € D(F), then by [AGS08, Theorem 6.2.10], since u; € P5(X), there exists a unique
Y¢ € Do, v) and ~, = (ix, r¢ )3 for some map 7y s.t. ix —r; € Tany,, Po(X) C L2, (X; X) (recall
[AGS08, Proposition 8.5.2]), so that

| wdwo)z0 1) o, 20) = [ {wulio). 0 = ritan)) o)

X2 X

= /(bq;t,xo —ri(xo)) dpe (o) = / (v, —1re(x)) dPy(x,v) = [P, V], , (6.43)
X ™

where we also applied Theorem 3.9 and Remark 3.18, recalling that in this case A(®¢,v) is a
singleton.
If t € Ay we can select the optimal plan ~, € I',(u, v) along which

(1, 0], = (@1, 7)o = /X (b, (o), 70 — 1) deys (20, 1),

If 7, is the barycenter of -, with respect to its first marginal pu;, recalling that ix — r, €
Tan,, P2(X) (see also the proof of [AGS08, Thm. 12.4.4]) we also get

/ (v1(0), 20 — 1) (0, 21) = / (v4(0), 0 — 74(0)) de (o)
X2 X

= [ ®a. o) = ) o) = [ (o lao)zo = 22) dyatan, ) = [@r.v], (644
where we still applied Theorem 3.9 and Remark 3.18.
Combining (6.42) with (6.43) and (6.44) we eventually get

d1
E§W22(Mt7’/) = [(bhy]r < - [\IJHu't]r + )‘W22(Mtay)7 Ve F[V]a

by definition of F and the fact that co(F)[u:] C Flu]. O



DISSIPATIVE PVFS AND GENERATION OF EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS IN WASSERSTEIN SPACES 47

Thanks to Theorem 6.30, we can apply to barycentric solutions the uniqueness and approxi-
mation results of the previous Sections. We conclude this section with a general result on the
existence of a A\-flow for A-dissipative MPVFs, which is the natural refinement of Proposition
6.14

Theorem 6.31 (Generation of A\-flow). Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF such that P,(X) C D(F)
and for every py € Py(X) there exist o > 0 and L > 0 such that

supp(p) C supp(po) +Bx(0) = 3P € Flu] : supp(vy®) C Bx(L). (6.45)
Let ¥y, := F N Py(TX). If there exists a > 0 such that for every ® € Fy,

supp(®) C {(x,v) e T™X: (v,z) <a(l+ ]w\Q)}, (6.46)
then F generates a A-flow.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove that F, generates a A-flow. Applying Proposition 6.14 to the
MPVF Fy, we know that for every ug € D(F}) there exists a unique maximal strict A-EVI
solution p € Lip),.([0,T); Pp(X)) driven by F} and satisfying (6.16). We argue by contradiction,
and we assume that 7' < +oo. Notice that by (6.45) F satisfies (6.36), so that p is a relaxed
barycentric solution for Fy. Since pg € Py(X), we know that supp(ug) C Bx(ro) for some o > 1.
It is easy to check that (6.46) holds also for every ® € co(F;). Moreover, setting b := 2a,
condition (6.46) yields

(v,x) < blz|* for every (z,v) € supp® € Fy, |z| > 1. (6.47)

Let ¢(r) : R — R be any smooth increasing function such that ¢(r) = 0 if r < rg and ¢(r) =1

if 7 > 7o+ 1, and let ¢(t,2) = ¢(|z|e™®). Clearly ¢ € CH1(X x [0,+00)), with Vip(t,z) =

‘—z@'(\xle*bt)e*bt if z # 0, Vo(t,0) = 0, and dyp(t,z) = —b¢'(|x|e™®)|z]e~". We thus have for

a.e. t €1[0,7)
d

G Jettadu = [ (=0 (ale™)fal + (0,21l (™) )di(o.2)

<t /TX ( — b (Jzle )|z + blwl«zﬁ’(lxle‘“))d@t(v,w) =0

where in the last inequality we used (6.47) and the fact that the integrand vanishes if |z| < 1.
We get

/cp(t,x) due =0 in [0,7);
X

this implies that supp(u¢) C Bx((ro 4+ 1)e®) so that the limit measure u7 belongs to Py(X) as
well, leading to a contradiction with (6.16) for Fy,.

We deduce that p is a global strict A-EVI solution for F,. We can then apply Theorem 6.22(b)
to Fy. U

6.6. A few borderline examples

We conclude this section with a few examples which reveal the importance of some of the
technical tools we developed so far. First of all we exhibit an example of dissipative MPVF
generating a O-flow, for which solutions starting from initial data are merely continuous (in
particular the nice regularizing effect of gradient flows does not hold for general dissipative
evolutions). This clarifies the interest in a definition of continuous, not necessarily absolutely
continuous, solution.

Ezample 6.32 (Lifting of dissipative evolutions and lack of regularizing effect). Let us consider
the situation of Corollary 6.24, choosing the Hilbert space X = ¢2(N). Following [Rul96, Example
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3] we can easily find a maximal linear dissipative operator A : D(A) C ¢2(N) — ¢2(N) whose
semigroup does not provide a regularizing effect.
The domain of A is D(A) := {x € 2(N) : Y22, k?|xx|? < 0o} and A is defined as

A1, 22, .. Tog—1,Tok, ... ) = (=w2,21,..., —kZok, kxop—1,...), = € D(A),
so that there is no regularizing effect for the semigroup (R:);>0 generated by (the graph of)
A: evolutions starting outside the domain D(A) stay outside the domain and do not give raise

to locally Lipschitz or a.e. differentiable curves. Corollary 6.24 shows that the O-flow (S;)i>0
generated by F on Py(X) is given by

Stluo] = (Ri)gpo  for every pg € D(F) = Po(X)

so that there is the same lack of regularizing effect on probability measures.
In the next example we show that a constant MPVF generates a barycentric solution.
Ezample 6.33 (Constant PVF and barycentric evolutions). Given 6 € Py(X), we consider the
constant PVF
Flp] =p®6.

F is dissipative: in fact, if ®; = u; ® 0,1 = 0,1, pu € To(pp, 1), and 7 : X x X x X — TX x TX
is defined by r(zg,z1,v) := (zg, v; 21, v), then

0= Tﬁ(/l/ ® (9) S A(q)o, (131)
so that (3.16) yields

[®g, P1], < /(xo —z1,v —v)d(p ® 0)(zg,x1,v) = 0.

Applying Proposition 6.20 and Theorem 6.19 we immediately see that F generates a 0-flow
(St)t>0 in Py(X), obtained as a limit of the Explicit Euler scheme. It is also straightforward
to notice that we can apply Theorem 6.27 to F so that for every pg € P2(X) the unique EVI
solution py = S;uo satisfies the continuity equation

O +V - (b)) =0, b= / xdb(z).
X
Since b is constant, we deduce that S; acts as a translation with constant velocity b, i.e.
e = (ix + tb)g o,
so that S; coincides with the semigroup generated by the PVF F'[u] := (ix, b)sp.

We conclude this section with a 1-dimensional example of a curve which satisfies the barycentric
property but it is not an EVI solution.

Ezample 6.34. Let X = R. It is well known (see e.g. [NS09]) that P2(R) is isometric to the closed
convex subset X C L2(0,1) of the (essentially) increasing maps and the isometry J : Po(R) — XK
maps each measure p € P2(R) into the pseudo inverse of its cumulative distribution function.
It follows that for every v € P2(R) the functional F : Py(R) — R defined as

Fu) o= 5 W3 1, 7)

is 1-convex, since it satisfies F(u1) = G(J(1)) where G : L?(0,1) — R is defined as
1
G(u) :== §||u —J@)|* for every u € L*(0,1).

Thus F generates a gradient flow (S¢)¢>0 which is a semigroup of contractions in P (R); for every
to € Pa(R) S¢po] is the unique (—1)-EVI solution for the MPVF —0%F starting from pg € P2(X)
(see Proposition 6.5). Since the notion of gradient flow is purely metric, the gradient flow of §
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starting from J(p) is just the image through J of the gradient flow of F starting from pg € Po(X).
It is easy to check that

u(t) = e "J(uo) + (1 —e7)3(?)
is the gradient flow of § starting from ug = J(u0). Note that u(t) is the L2(0,1) geodesic from
J(7) to d(uo) evaluated at the rescaled time e, so that S;[ug] must coincide with the evaluation
at time e~ of the (unique) geodesic connecting  to pyg i.e.

Stlpo] = x5y, s = et (0,1],

where v € T'o(7, po).
Let us now consider the particular case v = %(La + %56“ where a > 0 is a fixed parameter and
o = dg. It is straightforward to see that

1 1
e = Stldo] = 30a(1—et) + 50a(e-t-1), 20

so that
. 1 1
(’Lx,’l)t)ﬁlu,t = 55((1—e*t)a,e*ta) + 5(5((6—15_1)(17_6—%) S —83"(/;,5), a.e. t >0,
where v is the Wasserstein velocity field of p;. On the other hand, [AGS08, Lemma 10.3.8]
shows that
1 1
o ® (55_(1 + 5(5(1) S —83:((50)

so that the constant curve fi; := §y for ¢ > 0 has the barycentric property for the MPVFEF —9F
but it is not a EVI solution for —0F, being different from u; = S¢[do].

7. ExprLiciT EULER SCHEME

In this section, we collect all the main estimates concerning the Explicit Euler scheme (EE).

7.1. The Explicit Euler Scheme: preliminary estimates

Our first step is to prove simple a priori estimates and a discrete version of (A-EVI) as a
consequence of Proposition 3.4.
Proposition 7.1. Every solution (M., F;) € &(po,7,T,L) of (EE) satisfies
Wa(M; (8), o) < Lt, |Fo(t)ls <L for everyt € [0,T], (7.1)
Wo(M(t), M;(s)) < L|t — s|  for every s,t € [0,T], (7.2)
d1

E514/22(1\47(1t),y) < [F (t),v], +7|F-(t)3 < [Fo(t),v], +TL* in[0,T], Yv € Po(X), (IEVI)

with possibly countable exceptions. In particular
1 1 1
§W22(MT"+1,1/) — §W22(Mf,u) <T[F} V], + §T2L2 for every 0 < n < N(T,71),Vv € Po(X).
(7.3)
Proof. The second inequality of (7.1) is a trivial consequence of the definition of & (uo, 7, T, L),

the first inequality is a particular case of (7.2). The estimate (7.2) is immediate if nT < s <t <
(n+ 1)7 since

Wa(M, (s), My (£)) = Wal(exp™ "), F7, (exp' "), F) < \/ /TX (t — s)o)|? dF?

(18, //TX o2 dFT < (t — s)L.
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This implies that the metric velocity of M, is bounded by L in [0,7] and therefore M, is
L-Lipschitz.

Let us recall that for every v € P2(X) and ® € P(TX) the function g(t) := %sz(expé o, v)
satisfies

1
t—g(t) — §t2|<1>|% is concave, ¢.(0) = [®,v],, J(t) <[®,v], +t|®3 t>0, (7.4)

by Definition 3.5 and Proposition 3.4. In particular, the concavity yields the differentiability of
g with at most countable exceptions. Thus, taking any n € N, 0 <n < N(T,7),t € [n7,(n+1)7)
and ® = F7 so that expé O = M.(t), (7.4) yields (IEVI). (7.3) follows by integration in each
interval [n1, (n + 1)7]. O
In the following, we prove a uniform bound on curves M, € .# (uo, 7, T, L) which is useful to
prove global solvability of the Explicit Euler scheme, as stated in Proposition 6.20. We will use
the following discrete Gronwall estimate: if a sequence (zy,)nen of positive real numbers satisfies
$n+1—$n§7'y+7'0455n, 1§TL§N,C¥ZO,yZO,T>0,

then

T < (xo +71nY)e™™” 0<n<N+1. (7.5)

Proposition 7.2. Let F be a A-dissipative MPVFE such that for every R > 0 there exist M =
M(R) > 0 and 7 = 7(R) > 0 such that

peD(F), mu) <R, 0<7<7 = 3®eF[:|®<M(R), exp] ® € D(F), (7.6)

then the Explicit Euler scheme is globally solvable in D(F). More precisely, if for a given ug €
D(F) with Vg € Fupl, mo := ma(uo), and we set

R:=mo+ (yxpo\z + 1) 9Te+2T [ M(R), T=-—ATRAT,  (7.7)
then for every T € (0, 7] the set &(uo,7,T, L) is not empty.

Proof. We want to prove by induction that for every integer N < N(7',7), (EE) has a solution
up to the index N satisfying the upper bound

mao(MY) < R, (7.8)
corresponding to the constants R, L given by (7.7). For N = 0 the statement is trivially satisfied.
Assuming that 0 < N < N(7',7) and elements (M?,F?), 0 <n < N, MY, are given satisfying
(EE) and (7.8), we want to show that we can perform a further step of the Euler Scheme so that
(EE) is solvable up to the index N + 1 and mo(MN*1) < R.

Notice that by the induction hypothesis, for n = 0,...,N — 1, we have |[F7|s < L; since
mo(MYN) < R, by (7.6) we can select FY ¢ F[MYN] with |FY|, < L such that MN*! =
expy FY ¢ D(F). Using (7.3) with v = pg, the A-dissipativity with Uy € F[uq]

[F¢7 /’LO]T S )‘WZQ(M'?a MO) - [\I/07 M’?]r )
and the bound

1
— (W0, M), < SWE(M, o) + 5103,

N |

we end up with
L2t Lo2inm T 1 200 T 2
SWa (M7 po) = W (M7 o) < 5 L7+ 7| 5+ Ay ) Wa(My, po) + 5ol
for every n < N. Using the Gronwall estimate (7.5) we get

W (M}, o) < VT + T<\\I/o\2 + \ﬁL)e%“H(T”) < 2T<\\I/o!2 + 1>e<1+2mT

T
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for every n < N + 1, so that
mo (MY 1) < mg + \/2T(|\110|2 + 1)e(1+2k+>T <R. O

We conclude this section by proving the stability estimate (6.12) of Theorem 6.9. We introduce
the notation

t
1

I.(t) == / e dr = —(e" —1) ifr#£0; Io(t) =t
0 K

Notice that for every ¢t > 0
I.(t) < te" if k> 0; (7.9)

Proposition 7.3. Let M, € .# (po,7,T,L) and M. € 4 (uy, 7,T,L). If \y7 < 2 then
Wa(My (£), M;(8)) < Waljuo, g)e™ + SLVEr (14 |AIVET et
for every t € [0,T].

Proof. Let us set w(t) := Wa(M,(t), ML(t
[nT, (n 4+ 1)7] the function ¢ — w?(t) — 4L%(
Cwrn)| = 2P0, FL0)], < 20W3 (L (1), ML),

t=nT1+

. Since by Proposition 3.4(2), in every interval
—n7)? is concave, with

)
t

we obtain

d _ _
aw2(t) < 2AW3 (M, (t), ML(t)) + 8L*r t € [0,T],

with possibly countable exceptions. Using the identity a® — b* = 2b(a — b) + |a — b|* with a =
Wo(M(t), M](t)) and b = Wa(M,(t), M](t)) and observing that [a — b < Wo(M,(t), M, (t)) +
Wao(ML(t), ML(t)) < 2LT, we eventually get

Ew2(t) < 20w?(t) + 8L%7 + 8|\|Lrw(t) + A 8L27?
< 22w (t) + 8|A|LTw(t) + 24L%T,
since Ay7 < 2 by assumption. The Gronwall lemma [AGS08, Lemma 4.1.8] and (7.9) yield
w(t) < (w?(0)e* + 24L27'12>\(t)) i + 8| A|L7Ix(2)
< w(0)eM + 8L\/E(1 n \A\ﬁ)&”. 0
7.2. Error estimates for the Explicit Euler scheme

Theorem 7.4. Let F be a A-dissipative MPVF. If M, € .4 (M?,7,T,L), M, € %(MS,n,T, L)
with \\/T (1 +n) <1, then for every 9 > 1 there exists a constant C(9) such that

Wa(M (8), My (1)) < (VIWR(ME, M) + C) LN/ + n)(E + 7+ 1) e+
for every t € [0,T).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem 6.17 with the aim to gain a convenient order of
convergence. Since M-dissipativity implies \-dissipativity for X’ > X, it is not restrictive to
assume A > 0. We set 0 := 7+ 7. We will extensively use the a priori bounds (7.1) and (7.2);
in particular,

Wa (M (t), My (t)) < LT,  Wa(My(t), My(t)) < Ln.
We will also extend M, and M, for negative times by setting

M (t) =M, (t) =M°, F.(t)=M"®é8 ift<O. (7.10)

The proof is divided into several steps.
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1. Doubling variables.
We fix a final time ¢ € [0, 7] and two variables r, s € [0, t] together with the functions

w(n S) = WQ(MT(T)v Mn(s))7 wT(n S) = WZ(MT(T)7 Mn(s))7

Wy, 8) = WoQly (), Ny(s), gl s) = WalMo (), By, )
observing that
|w—w |V |wy —wrp| < LT, |w—wy|V |w; —wry| < L. (7.12)
By Proposition 7.1, we can write (IEVI) both for M, and M,, and we obtain
D WROM (), ) < 7IF ()R + (o) ], W1 € Po(X) (EVI,)
o1, 9
555 W2 (My(s),v2) < n|Fy(s)lz + [Fy(s), v,

< n|Fy(s)l5 + AW5 (My(s),12) — [®, My(s)],, Vo € D(F), ® € Fluo].
(IEVL,)

Apart from possible countable exceptions, (IEVI;) holds for r € (—oo,t] and (IEVI,) for s € [0, ].

)
Taking vy = M,(s), va = M.(r), ® = F.(r v 0) € F[M,(r)], summing the two inequalities
(IEVI,,), setting

f(?“, S) = {ZLWQ(MU(S)v M’T(O)) = 2Lw7](07 s) i: i 87

using (7.1) and the A-dissipativity of F, we obtain

%w%(r, s) + %wz(r, s) < 2)\w3’n(r, s) 4+ 2L%c + f(r,s)
in (—oo,] x [0,1] (see also [NS06, Lemma 6.15]). By multiplying both sides by e~?**, we have
%e”‘sw% + %62’\311)3 < <2)\ (w2, —w?) + f+ 2L20> e s, (7.13)

Using (7.12), the inequality
Wry + Wr = Wry — wr + 2(wr —w) + 2w < 2Lo 4+ 2w,  |w(r,s) —w(s,s)| < Ljr — s|
and the elementary inequality a® — b? < |a — b||a + b|, we get
Q(wzm(r, s) —wi(r,s)) <R, R:=4L%c(0 +|r —s|) + 4Low(s,s) ifr,s <t
Thus (7.13) becomes

0 _
e 2>\sw2+

o ; 0 e i<z, Z:= <R)\ +f+ 2L20>e—%. (7.14)

ds
2. Penalization.

We fix any ¢ > 0 and apply the Divergence Theorem to the inequality (7.14) in the two-
dimensional strip f ; as in Figure 1 and we get

¢ 0
/ ey (r,t)dr < / w2(r,0) dr+
t—e —€

+ /0 e s (wg(s, s) — w%(s, s)) ds+ /0 e s (w%(s —&,8) —w(s — ¢, s)) ds  (7.15)

+ // Z drds.

1>
0,t

3. Estimates of the RHS.
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We want to estimate the integrals (say I, I1, I2, I3) of the right hand side of (7.15) in terms of

w(s) :=w(s,s) and W(t):= sup e **w(s).
0<s<t

We easily get

0
Iy = / w?(r,0) dr = ew?(0).
—&
(7.12) yields
|wr(s,8) —wy(s,s)] < L(T +1) = Lo

and
lw? (s, s) — w,zi(s, s)| < Lo (LO’ + 2w(s)>;
after an integration,

t
I < L*0%t + 2LU/ e~ Pw(s)ds < L?0%t 4 2LotW (t).
0

Performing the same computations for the third integral term at the RHS of (7.15) we end up
with

t t
I, = / e 2 (w%(s —e,8) —wi(s—¢,s)) ds < L*to® + 2LJ/ e (s —e,5)ds
0 0
t
< L%0%t + 2L%0ct + 2L0/ e PSw(s)ds < L20%t + 2L%0¢et + 2LotW (t).
0

Eventually, using the elementary inequalities,

/ e 2 drds < E, //
Q5. 2 Q

and f(r,s) < 2L2%(n+ s) + 2Lw(s) for r < 0 and f(r,s) = 0 for r > 0, we get

¢
e (s, s)drds = 6/ e Pw(s) ds,
0

£
0,t

t
Iy = / / Zdrds < 2L%0z(0 +¢€) + 4LAoe / e w(s) ds + 2L%oet
Q5 0

+2 // ) (L2(n + 5) + Lw(s))e 2 drds

0,eNt

< 2L%0e(0 4 €) + 2L%%* (0 + €) + 2L%0et + 4LAoetW (t) + 2Le*W (t A €).
We eventually get

3
> Iy < ew’(0) +2L%0%t + AL 0et + 2L% (0 +¢)* + 4Lo(1 + Ae)tW (t) + 2LeW (t Ae). (7.16)
k=0

4. LHS and penalization
We want to use the first integral term in (7.15) to derive a pointwise estimate for w(¢);
(7.2) and (7.11) yield

w(t) =w(t,t) < Lt —7r)+w(rt) < LT+ |t —r]) + we(r,t)
so that we get for every 9,9, > 1 conjugate coeflicients

9 [t v
e M2 (t) < - / e (r,t)dr + 0, L3 (1 + )2 < E(IO + I + I + I3) + 9, L (7 4+ )2
t—e
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(7.16) yields
e 2My2(1) <(20 + 9,) L2 (0 + )% + 79(w2(0) 2020 e + 4L2at)

L ALO+ Aoy,

. W (t) + 2LedW (t A g).

5. Conclusion.
Choosing ¢ := /o (o V t) and assuming AvV/T'o < 1, we obtain
e Py (t) < 9w?(0) + (149 + 49,) Lo (o vV t) + 100L+\/o (o V )W (). (7.17)

Since the right hand side of (7.17) is an increasing function of ¢, (7.17) holds even if we substitute
the left hand side with e 2*$w?(s) for every s € [0, ]; we thus obtain the inequality

W2(t) < 9w?(0) 4 (149 + 49,)L?0 (0 V t) + 1090L+/o (o V )W (1).
Using the elementary property for positive a, b
W2<a+20W = W<b+Vb2+a<2b+a, (7.18)

we eventually obtain

eMu(t) < (0uP(0) + (149 + 40, Po(o v 1) SR T Pavey
< VIw(0) + C(9)L\/o(o Vi), C0):= (149 + 49,)"/% 4+ 109. 0

7.3. Error estimates between discrete and EVI solutions

Theorem 7.5. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF. If n € C([0,T]; D(F)) is a A\-EVI solution and
M, € (M2, 7,T,L), then for every 9 > 1 there exists a constant C(9) such that

Wa(u(t), My (1)) < <\/1§W2(,u0,M79)+C(19)L T(tw))ew for every t € [0,T].

Remark 7.6. When pig = M? and A < 0 we obtain the optimal error estimate

W (u(t), My (t)) < 13L/7(t + 7).

Proof. We repeat the same argument of the previous proof, still assuming A > 0, extending
M, M., F; as in (7.10) and setting

w(r, s) = Wa(Mq(r), u(s)),  we(r,s) := Wa(Mr(r), u(s)).

We use (A-EVI) for p(s) with v = M, (r) and ® = F,(r vV0) and (IEVI) for M, (r) with v = u(s)
obtaining

o e—2>\s \
L WEOML (), u(s)) < & (AP (B + [Fo () 0(s)], ) 5 € [0,T]r € (—00,7)

o 672)\3 B
555 W (), Mr(r)) < =™ [F-(r v 0), u(s)]

Using [NS06, Lemma 6.15] we can sum the two contributions obtaining

in 2'(0,T), r € (—oo,T).

T

0 0
a—e_”‘swz(r, s) + 8—6_2)\81113(7“, $)< Z, Z:=(2L%1 +2f(r,s))e 2,
r s

where

Frs) = LWy (M-(0), u(s)) = Lw(0,s) ifr <0,
0 if r > 0.
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Let t € [0,7] and € > 0. Applying the Divergence Theorem in Q6.+ (see Figure 1) we get

t 0
/ e Py (r,t)dr < / w?(r,0) dr
t—e —€

_|_/0 —2)s (wZ(s,s) —w?(s,s)) ds +/0 e 2 (w?(s —e,8) — wi(s — e,s)) ds  (7.19)

+ // Z drds.

0,
Using

w(t, t) <w(r,t) + Lt —r) <w (rt)+ L(t+¢e) ift—e<r<t,
we get for every ¥,9, > 1 conjugate coefficients (9, = 9/(9 — 1))
9

t
— / e (r,t) dr + 0, L% (1 4 €)% (7.20)
t—e

9

Similarly to (7.12) we have
lwy(s,s) —w(s,s)| < Lt, |w?(s,s) —w?(s,s)| < Lt <LT + 2w(s)>

and, after an integration,
/Ot —2hs (w2(s,s) — w?(s,s)) ds < L*7? + 2L7 /Ot e~ Po(s) ds. (7.21)

Performing the same computations for the third integral term at the RHS of (7.19) we end up
with

. t
/ o—2hs (w2(8 e s) —wl(s — e, 5)) ds < L%t + 2L7’/ e P w(s —e,s)ds
0 0

. (7.22)
< LPr(r +2¢) + 2L7’/ e PSw(s) ds.
0
Finally, since if » < 0 we have f(r,s) = Lw(0,s) < L%s + Lw(s, s), then
g1 // Zdrds < 2L%tT + ¢! // f(r,s)e”?* drds
0 t 0 ENt
< 2L%r 4+ L?? +2Le sup e Muw(s). (7.23)

0<s<eAt

Using (7.21), (7.22), (7.23) in (7.19), we can rewrite the bound in (7.20) as
e At (t) < 0 LA (1 4 )* + 19(w2(0) + 2L%7% Je 4+ 2L%1 + L*c* + 2Le  sup efAsw(s)>

0<s<ent
9Lt [*
+ T/ e~ PSw(s) ds.
0

3

Choosing € := /7(7 V t) we get

e PAwl(t) < 40, L r(tV T) + 19(w2(0) + 5L (tV 7')) + 60L\/T(tV T) sup e Muw(s).

0<s<t

A further application of 8) yields

(7.1
( + (59 + 40,) L7 (t\/T))l/Q 69TtV T)
< VIw(0) + C(OLVE+ 77, C) = (59 + 49,)Y/? + 60. O

e
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As proved in the following, the limit curve of the interpolants (M;),>q of the Euler Scheme
defined in (6.10) is actually a A-EVI solution of (6.1).

Theorem 7.7. Let F be a \-dissipative MPVF and let n — 7(n) be a vanishing sequence of
time steps, let (pon)nen be a sequence in D(F) converging to pg € D(F) in Po(X) and let M, €
M (pon,7(n), T,L). Then M, is uniformly converging to a limit curve p € Lip([0,T]; D(F))
which is a \-EVI solution starting from pg.

Proof. Theorem 7.4 shows that M, is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,7]; D(F)), so that there exists
a unique limit curve p as n — oo. p is also L-Lipschitz; moreover we observe that

Wa (N, (1), M, (t)) = W, (MT (EJ T> ,MT(t)> <Lr, foranyte0,T] (7.24)

so that p is also the uniform limit of MT(n)
Let us fix a reference measure v € D(F) and ® € F[v]|. (IEVI) and the A-dissipativity of F yield

__W2 (Mn(t)7 V) < T(n)‘FT(n)(t)‘% + [FT(n)a V]r
< T(n) L? + )‘W22(MT(11) (t)a V) - [(ba MT(n) (t)]
for a.e. t € [0,T]. Integrating the above inequality in an interval (¢, + h) C [0,T] we get

WE(M,(t + h),v) — W2(M,(t),v)
2h

T

< 7(n)L? (7.25)

1 [tt+h Y B
+ E / <>‘W2 (Mr(n) (S)’ V) - [(I)’ Mr(n) (S)]r> ds.
t
Notice that as n — +oo, by (7.24), we have
lim inf [@,MT(n)(s)]r > [®@, u(s)], for every s € (0,7

n—-+o00

together with the uniform bound given by
_ 1 - 1
[[®, 8,0y (5], | < 5B (VL) (5), ) + 5183 for every s € [0,7].

Thanks to Fatou’s Lemma and the uniform convergence given by Theorem 7.4, we can pass to
the limit as n — 400 in (7.25) obtaining

W;(M(t + h)? V) — WQQ(N'(t)? V)

< [T (W - o, ) as

2h
A further limit as h | 0 yields
1dt 5
sqp W2 (u(t):v) S AW5 (u(t), v) = [, (b)),
which provides (A-EVI). O

APPENDIX A. COMPARISON WITH [P1C19]

In this section, we provide a brief comparison between the assumptions we required in order to
develop a strong concept of solution to (6.1) and the hypotheses assumed in [Pic19]. We remind
that the relation between our solution and the weaker notion studied in [Pic19] was exploited in
Section 6.5. Here, we conclude with a further remark coming from the connections between our
approximating scheme proposed in (EE) and the schemes proposed in [Cam+21] and [Pic19].

We consider a finite time horizon [0,7] with T > 0, the space X = R? and we deal with
measures in Py(RY) and in P,(TRY), i.e. compactly supported. We also deal with single-valued
probability vector fields (PVF) for simplicity, which can be considered as everywhere defined
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maps F : Py(R?) — P,(TRY) such that x;,F[v] = v. This is indeed the framework examined in
[Pic19)].
We start by recalling the assumptions required in [Pic19] for a PVF F : P,(RY) — P,(TRY).

(H1) there exists a constant M > 0 such that for all v € Py(R9),

sup lv] < M (1 + sup |x|> ;
(z,v)esupp(F[v]) z€supp(v)

(H2) F satisfies the following Lipschitz condition: there exists a constant L > 0 such that for
every ® = F[v], ® = F[v/] there exists ® € A(P, P’) satisfying

/ ) ) lvg — v1|2 dO(zg, vy, x1,v1) < LZWQZ(V, v,
TRIX TR

with A(-,-) as in Definition 3.8.

Remark A.1. We stress that actually in [Pic19] condition (H2) is local, meaning that L is allowed
to depend on the radius R of a ball centered at 0 and containing the supports of v and v/. Thanks
to assumption (H1), it is easy to show that for every final time 7' all the discrete solutions of
the Explicit Euler scheme and of the scheme of [Picl9] starting from an initial measure with
support in B(0, R) are supported in a ball B(0, R') where R’ solely depends on R and T'. We can
thus restrict the PVF F to the (geodesically convex) set of measures with support in B(0, R')
and act as L does not depend on the support of the measures.

Proposition A.2. If F : Py (R?) — P,(TRY) is a PVF satisfying (H2), then F is \-dissipative
for A = %, the Explicit Euler scheme is globally solvable in D(F), and F generates a A-flow,
whose trajectories are the limit of the Explicit Euler scheme in each finite interval [0, T].

Proof. The A-dissipativity comes from Lemma 4.7. We prove that (6.30) holds. Let v € D(F)
and take ® € A(F[v], F[dp]) such that

/I'Rde]Rd v —2"|2d® < L*WE(v,8) = L*m3(v).

Since F[0o] € P.(TR?) by assumption, there exists D > 0 such that supp(v;F[do]) C Bp(0).
Hence, we have

L’m3(v) > /

TR x TRY

2/ ]v’]QdF[y]—QD/ |v'| AF[v],
TR TRd
o2

where [.]; denotes the positive part. By the trivial estimate [v'| < D + 77-, we conclude

W — " 2de 2/ [[v/| - D2 d®
TRIx TR

[F[V][3 <2(2D% + L*m3(v)) .

Hence (6.30) and thus the global solvability of the Explicit Euler scheme in D(F') by Proposition
6.20. To conclude it is enough to apply Theorem 6.22(a) and Theorem 7.7. U

It is immediate to notice that the semi-discrete Lagrangian scheme proposed in [Cam+21] co-
incides with the Explicit Euler Scheme given in Definition 6.8. In particular, we can state the
following comparison between the limit obtained by the Explicit Euler scheme (EE) (leading to
the A\-EVI solution of (6.1)) and that of the approximating LASs scheme proposed in [Pic19]
(leading to a barycentric solution to (6.1) in the sense of Definition 6.25).
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Corollary A.3. Let F be a PVF satisfying (H1)-(H2), uo € Py(R?) and let T € (0,+00). Let
(nk)ken be a sequence such that the LASs scheme (u™* )ren of [Pic19, Definition 3.1] converges
uniformly-in-time and let (M, )ren be the affine interpolants of the Explicit Euler Scheme defined
in (6.10), with 1, = n—j; Then (" )ken and (M, )ken converge to the same limit curve p €

C([0, T]; Py (RY)), which is the unique A-EVI solution of (6.1) in [0,T].

Proof. By Proposition A.2, F is a (%)—dissipative MPVF s.t. M(uo,7,T,L) # 0 for every

7 > 0, where L > 0 is a suitable constant depending on uo and F. Thus by Theorem 7.7,

(M., )ken uniformly converges to a A-EVI solution u € C([0,7]; P2(R%)) which is unique since

L24+1
2

F generates a < )—ﬂow. Since we start from a compactly supported pg, the semi-discrete

Lagrangian scheme of [Cam+21] and our Euler Scheme actually coincide. To conclude we apply
[Cam+21, Theorem 4.1] obtaining that u is also the limit of the LASs scheme. O

We conclude that among the possibly not-unique (see [Cam+-21]) barycentric solutions to (6.1)
- i.e. the solutions in the sense of [Pic19]/Definition 6.25 - we are selecting only one (the A-EVI
solution), which turns out to be the one associated with the LASs approximating scheme.

In light of this observation, we revisit an interesting example studied in [Pic19, Section 7.1] and
[Cam+21, Section 6].

Ezample A.4 (Splitting particle). For every v € P,(R) define:
1 1
B)=swp e sv -~ oo < 3 ho aw)i= vl - 0. B0 - 5.

so that v({B(v)}) = n(v) + 3 — v(] — 00, B(v)[). We define the PVF F[v] := [ F,[v]dv(x), by
0_1 if x < B(V)
F.[v]:=¢ 01 if x > B(v)
ey (01 + (3= v( =00, BW))) 6-1) if 2 = B(v),»({B(v)}) > 0.

By [Picl9, Proposition 7.2], F satisfies assumptions (H1)-(H2) with L = 0 and the LASs scheme
admits a unique limit. Moreover, the solution u : [0,7] — P,(R) obtained as limit of LASs, is
given by

pe(A) =po((AN] = 00, B(po) — t[) + 1) + po((AN]B(po) +t, +o0[) — )

1 1 (A.1)
_— A = — — o0, B A)l.
+ NO({B(NO)}) (néB(uo)-i-t( )+ (2 :U'O(] 00, (:U'O)D)(sB(uo)—t( ))
By Corollary A.3, (A.1) is the (unique) A-EVI solution of (6.1). In particular:
i) if po = ﬁﬁL[a,bp i.e. the normalized Lebesgue measure restricted to [a,b], we get

Ht = ﬁLL[aft,“T*bft}+ﬁLL[“T+b+t,b+t];
i) if po = 65,, we get py = %5ﬂco+t + %5960_,5.
Notice that, in case (i), since pu < £ for all t € (0,7), i.e. pu € P5(R), we can also apply
Theorem 6.30 to conclude that p is the \-EVI solution of (6.1) with py = ﬁﬁl—[a,b}- Moreover,
take ¢ > 0, and consider case (i) where we denote by p§ the initial datum and by p the
corresponding A\-EVT solution to (6.1) with a = zg — &, b = xg + . We can apply (6.31) with
po = p1§ and p1 = dg, in order to give another proof that, for all ¢ € [0, 7], the Wa-limit of S[uf]
as € | 0, that is S¢[0z,] = %6330“ + %6330,15, is a A-EVI solution starting from 6,,. Thus we end
up with (ii).
Dealing with case (i), we recall that, if pp = 65, then also the stationary curve j; = J,, for
all ¢ € [0, T, satisfies the barycentric property of Definition 6.25 (see [Cam+21, Example 6.1]),
thus it is a solution in the sense of [Pic19]. However, [ is not a A-EVI solution since it does not
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coincide with the curve given by ii). This fact can also be checked by a direct calculation as
follows: we find v € Pp(R) such that

d1

dt 2
where \ = % is the dissipativity constant of the PVF F coming from the proof of Proposition
A.2. Notice that the LHS of (A.2) is always zero since ¢ — fiy = do is constant. Take v = Lo
so that we get F[v] = [ F,[v]dv(z), with Fy[v] = & if 2 > £, F,[v] = 6_1 if 2 < 1. Noting that
A(F[v],d0) = {F[v] ® dp}, by using the characterization in Theorem 3.9 we compute

W3 (e, v) > AW5 (. v) = [Fv] ), t€(0,T), (A.2)

1/2 1
[F[v],do], = /Tx(x,v> dF[v] = /0 (x,v) dF [v](v)dx + /1/2<£C,’U> dF,[v](v)dx = i
Since W3 (8o, v) = m3(v) = %, we have
NWEGa,v) — [l ful, = 5 = <0,

and thus we obtain the desired inequality (A.2) with v = Lijg ;.

APPENDIX B. WASSERSTEIN DIFFERENTIABILITY ALONG CURVES

In general, if p : [0, +00) — P2(X) is a locally absolutely continuous curve and v € Py(X), then
the map [0, +00) 3 s + WZ(us,v) is locally absolutely continuous and thus differentiable in
a set of full measure A(u,v) C (0,+00) which, in principle, depends both on p and v. What
Theorem 3.11 shows is that, independently of v, there is a full measure set A(u), depending only
on u, where this map is left and right differentiable. If moreover v and ¢ € A(u) are such that
there is a unique optimal transport plan between them, we can actually conclude that such a
map is differentiable at t.

We want to highlight how this result is optimal giving an example of a locally absolutely contin-
uous curve 4 : [0, +00) — Po(R?) s.t. the full measure set of differentiability points of the map
[0, +00) 2 s+ W2(us, ) depends also on v € Py(R?). To do that it is enough to show that

for every to € A(u) there exist vy € Po(R?) and ;1,79 € To(psy, v0) 5.t L(71) # L(7s),
where A(p) is as in Theorem 2.10 and, for v € P3(R? x R?) s.t. xg'y = put, we define

L(v) = /X2 (vi(), x — y) dy(z,y).

Indeed this will imply that [(ix, v, )shites Vol, 7 [(Ex, Vto)kito, vo];, hence the non differentiability
at tg.

Let us consider two regular functions u : [0, +00) — R? and r : [0, +00) — R s.t. |ug| = 1 for
every t > 0. Let w : [0, +00) — R? be defined as the orthogonal direction to wu;:

Wt 1= <(1) _01> U, t> 0.

Being the norm of u constant in time, there exists some regular A : (0, +00) — R s.t. uy = \wy
for every ¢t > 0. Finally we define

z1 : [0, +00) — R% w1(t) == reug,

x9 : [0, +00) — R2, xo(t) == —ryuy,

oo [0,400) = Po(R?), g =5 (6o, + Oaar)) -

N =
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Observe that i1 (t) = 7yus + 741y = —ia(t) for every t > 0. Moreover, for every ¢ € C°(R?) and
t > 0, we have

i e = 5 (@) + 5e@a(0) ) = 5T 0) 10 + 5Telma(0) 220

= / (ve(x), Vo(x)) dpe,
]R2
where

t > 0.

rq(t if x = t
we)i= {10 2=l
Zo(t) if © = x9(t),
Hence, the above defined vector field v; solves the continuity equation with p;. Let tg € A(u)
and let us define wp := w(ty), vy = %(LO + %5_% and the plans 1,79 € T'o(pt,, v0) by
1 1
Y1 = 551'1(250) 2 6WO + 551'2(150) 2 67(}.}07
1 1
Yo = 55{[’2(250) @ 5&)0 + 55{[’1(150) @ 5—0.1()'
Notice that they are optimal since any plan in I'(u,,vp) has the same cost, being the points
wo, 71 (to), z2(to), —wp the vertexes of a rhombus. Finally, we compute L(v;) and L(7,):

L) = [ o= o) dyi(ey) = 5 o), (o) = i) + 5 ialto).aa(to) + )

= <¢1(t0)7x1(t0) - w0> = <7;t0ut0 + Ttoﬁtmrtouto - w0> = 7nltofto - 7nlto)‘tm
1. 1,.
L(v,) = / (x —y,ve(x)) dya(m,y) = §<~’U2(750),562(t0) —wo) + 5@1(750),5'31@0) + wo)
R2 xR2

- <¢1(t0)71’1(t0) + <")0> == <7;‘t()ut0 + rtoﬁtoartouto + w0> - Ttofto + rto)\to-

In this way, if ry, # 0 and Ay, # 0 we have L(v;) # L(73). A possible choice for u and r
satisfying the assumptions is

ug := (cos(t),sin(t)), re =1, t>0,
so that A\ = 1 for every t > 0.

APPENDIX C. SUPPORT FUNCTION AND DINI DERIVATIVES

We recall the following characterization of the closed convex hull ¢6(C) of a set C (i.e. the
intersection of all the closed convex sets containing C') in a Banach space.

Lemma C.1. Let Z be a Banach space and let C C Z be nonempty. Then v € ¢o(C) if and
only if
(z",v) <sup(z*,¢) Vz*eZ" (C.1)
ceC
Moreover if C is bounded, it is enough to have (C.1) holding for every z* € W, with W a dense
subset of Z*.

Proof. The result is a direct consequence of Hahn-Banach theorem.
Concerning the last assertion, observe that the function

Z* 3 2" w— sup (2, ¢)
ceC

is Lipschitz continuous if C' is bounded. Hence, if (C.1) holds only for some W C Z* dense,
then it holds for the whole Z*. O
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Let us state and prove a simple lemma that allows us to pass from a differential inequality for
the right upper Dini derivative to the corresponding distributional inequality (see also [MS20,
Lemma A.1] and [GAal57]).

Lemma C.2. Let (a,b) C R be an open interval (bounded or unbounded) and let {,n : (a,b) — R
be s.t. ¢ is continuous in (a,b) and n is measurable and locally bounded from above in (a,b). If

d+
o C(t) <n(t) for everyt € (a,b),

then the above inequality holds also in the sense of distributions, meaning that

b b
—/ C(t)¢' (1) dt g/ n(t)p(t)dt  for every ¢ € C(a,b).

Proof. Let ¢ € CX(a,b), then there exist a < x < y < b s.t. the support of ¢ is contained in
[x,y] ; since 7 is locally bounded from above, there exists a positive constant C > 0 s.t. n(t) < C
for every ¢ € [z,y]. Then the function ¢t — ((t) — Ct is s.t.

d+
dt
so that it is decreasing in [z,y] and hence a function of bounded variation in [x,y]. Its distribu-
tional derivative is hence a non positive measure 7" on [z, y] whose absolutely continuous part

(w.r.t. the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure on [z,y]) coincides a.e. with the right upper Dini
derivative. Then we have

(Ct)—Ct) <0 for every t € [z,y]

b b g+ b
d
- [co-cndwa =T = [ 560 - e+ 1) < [ - et dt,
where T is the singular part of 7. This immediately gives the thesis. U
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