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A note on optimal transport and Monge-Ampère geometry
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Abstract

We identify a novel connection between a recently introduced pseudo-Riemannian framework for

optimal mass transport and the geometry of Monge-Ampère equations. We show this correspondence

by application to an example from geophysical fluid dynamics.

1 Introduction

In recent years, differential geometry has emerged as a key aspect in both optimal mass transport [4, 5]
and Monge-Ampère equations [1, 6]. In particular, Kim, McCann and Warren [5] have applied ideas from
pseudo-Riemannian geometry to investigate the geometrical properties of optimal maps, while Lychagin
and Roubtsov [7] have used pseudo-Riemannian geometry to classify symplectic Monge-Ampère equations
in three independent variables.

In this short account, we identify a close correspondence between these two mathematical frameworks
in the guise of a conformal relation between two pseudo-Riemannian metrics. Moreover, we discuss an
example from geophysical fluid dynamics which motivates our assumptions.

2 Pseudo-Riemannian geometry in optimal mass transport and

Monge-Ampère equations

Let us start by reviewing the fundamental relations between optimal mass transport and Monge-Ampère
equations (see for example [5] and the literature cited therein). Given two n-dimensional manifolds M
and M̄ , equipped with probability densities ρ(x) and ρ̄(x̄), and a smooth function c(x, x̄) : M × M̄ → R,
the Monge-Kantorovich problem is to find a joint probability density γ(x, x̄) (called the transportation
plan) which minimises the total cost,

I[γ] =

∫

M×M̄

c(x, x̄)γ(x, x̄)dxdx̄, (1)

and conserves mass. The conservation of mass is expressed by the constraints
∫

M

γ(x, x̄)dx = ρ̄(x̄) and

∫

M̄

γ(x, x̄)dx̄ = ρ(x). (2)

The Monge-Kantorovich problem has a dual formulation which is to find a pair of potentials (u(x), ū(x̄))
which maximise

J [u, ū] = −

∫

M

u(x)ρ(x)dx −

∫

M̄

ū(x̄)ρ̄(x̄)dx̄, (3)
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subject to
u(x) + ū(x̄) ≥ −c(x, x̄). (4)

The two formulations of the Monge-Kantorovich problem are dual of each other in the sense that

inf
γ satisfying (2)

I[γ] = sup
u,ū satisfying (4)

J [u, ū]. (5)

Under standard hypothesis on the cost function (hypothesis A1 and A2 of [8]), it can be proved that a
maximising pair (u, ū) always exists and is unique up to a constant. The same hypothesis also imply that
the optimal measure γ is supported on the graph of a map Tu : M → M̄ called the transportation map.
The optimal potential u(x) and the transportation map Tu(x) are found from the Euler-Lagrange system

{

Du(x) = −Dxc(x, Tu(x)),

ρ̄(Tu(x)) det(D2u(x) + D2
xc(x, Tu(x))) = ρ(x) det(−DxDx̄c(x, Tu(x))).

(6)

The optimal map is always invertible, and its inverse Tū(x̄) along with the optimal potential ū(x̄) solve
a system of equations analogous to (6).

Remark 2.1. When M = M̄ = R
n, an important particular case is represented by the cost function

c(x, x̄) = −x · x̄, (7)

for which equations (6) take the form

{

x̄ = Du(x),

ρ̄(x̄) det(D2u) = ρ(x).
(8)

Remark 2.2. The optimal potentials satisfy

u(x) + ū(x̄) = −c(x, x̄). (9)

Equation (9) can be interpreted as a generalised duality relation between the optimal potentials u(x) and
ū(x̄) in the terminology of Sewell [10]. For the cost (7), equation (9) takes the familiar form u(x)+ū(x̄) =
x · x̄ and the optimal potentials are Legendre dual of each other.

2.1 Geometry of optimal transport

With the aim of characterising the geometrical properties of optimal maps, Kim et al. [5] equipped the
product M × M̄ with a symplectic form,

ωc =

(

0 −DxDx̄c
(DxDx̄c)

T 0

)

, (10)

and a pseudo-Riemannian metric of type (n, n),

hρ,ρ̄
c =

(

ρ(x)ρ̄(x̄)

| det(DxDx̄c)|

)1/n (
0 −DxDx̄c

−(DxDx̄c)
T 0

)

. (11)

Then, they were able to show that the graph of the optimal map is a volume-maximising space-like
Lagrangian submanifold of M × M̄ .
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2.2 Geometry of Monge-Ampère equations

Geometry of symplectic Monge-Ampère equations1 deals with the cotangent bundle to the manifold of
independent variables equipped with a Monge-Ampère structure. For equations (6) or (8), the manifold
of independent variables is naturally identified with M . A Monge-Ampère structure on T ∗M is a pair of
differential forms (ω, α) where ω is a symplectic 2-form and α is an effective n-form, that is, ω ∧ α = 0.
Each effective n-form α on T ∗M identifies a unique symplectic Monge-Ampère operator ∆α : C∞(M) →
Ωn(M̄), taking functions to volume forms on M , by

∆α(u) := (du)∗α. (12)

The Monge-Ampère equation corresponding to α is ∆α(u) = 0. Every smooth function u ∈ ker(∆α)
is called a classical solution of the Monge-Ampère equation. A (generalised) solution is a Lagrangian
submanifold L ⊂ T ∗M such that α|L = 0.

The Monge-Ampère structure induces a pseudo-Riemannian metric on T ∗M . For n = 3, it can be
computed through the formula

gα(X1, X2)
ω ∧ ω ∧ ω

3!
= ιX1

α ∧ ιX2
α ∧ ω, (13)

where ι denotes the interior product and X1, X2 are two vector fields on T ∗
R

3 (see [2]). This object was
first introduced by Lychagin and Roubtsov [7] in order to classify symplectic Monge-Ampère equations
in three independent variables, and later generalised to any dimension n (see for example [9]).

2.3 Main results

In order to compare the geometry of optimal transport and the geometry of Monge-Ampère equations,
we make the identification T ∗M ≃ M × M̄ . This is certainly possible if M = M̄ = R

n, and at least
locally for more general manifolds. Moreover, we equip this manifold with the symplectic form ωc (cf.
equation (10)). Then, we show that, for c(x, x̄) given by (7), the Kim-McCann-Warren metric and the
Lychagin-Rubtsov metric are conformally equivalent.

Proposition 2.1. Let M = M̄ = R
3 and the cost be given by (7). Then, the following conformal relation

holds
gα = [ρ(x)ρ̄(x̄)]2/3hρ,ρ̄

c . (14)

Proof. First observe that the effective form α corresponding to the Monge-Ampère equation (8)2 is, in
coordinates (x, x̄),

α = ρ̄(x̄)dx̄1 ∧ dx̄2 ∧ dx̄3 − ρ(x)dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3. (15)

Therefore, formula (13) yields, by also setting ω = ωc = dx ∧ dx̄,

gα = 2ρ(x)ρ̄(x̄)dxdx̄. (16)

On the other hand, using (7) in equation (11) gives

hρ,ρ̄
c = 2(ρ(x)ρ̄(x̄))1/3dxdx̄. (17)

Then, (14) follows.

Remark 2.3. Under the hypothesis of Proposition 2.1, (x, x̄) are canonical coordinates on T ∗M ≃
M × M̄ , that is, ωc = dx ∧ dx̄. This is generally not true for more general cost functions.

1The term symplectic here means that the equation’s coefficients can only depend on the independent variables and the

first derivatives of the dependent variable.
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3 Example: semigeostrophic theory

Several applications of optimal transport in semigeostrophic theory are lucidly presented in [3]. Here,
we summarise the main facts about f -plane semigeostrophic theory as an example where the results of
Section 2.3 apply.

In the f -plane approximation, the state of each fluid particle is characterised by its position x =
(x, y, z) and a triple X = (X,Y, Z), where X and Y represent a normalised expression for the horizontal
absolute momentum and Z represents a normalised potential temperature. The total energy of the fluid
occupying a domain M ⊂ R

3 at some fixed time t is expressible as

E = f2

∫

M

[

(x−X)2

2
+

(y − Y )2

2
− zZ

]

ρ(x)dx, (18)

where f is a physical constant known as the Coriolis parameter and ρ(x) represents the fluid density.
The set of all the X-values of particles at time t form another subdomain of R3, which we denote M̄ .

Semigeostrophic flows obey a minimum energy principle [3], which can be cast as a Monge-Kantorovich
problem where the cost function is the integrand in (18) and ρ(x) and ρ̄(X) are some given probability
densities on M and M̄ respectively. Equations (6) in this case take the form

{

Du = X− (x, y, 0),

ρ̄(X) det(D2u + D2
xc) = ρ(x),

(19)

where D2
xc is a constant diagonal matrix with entries (1, 1, 0). Although equations (19) may look different

from (8), the results of Proposition 2.1 still apply. More precisely,

Proposition 3.1. Let the cost be given by the integrand in (18). Then, (x,X) are canonical coordinates
on T ∗M ≃ M × M̄ equipped with the symplectic form (10), and the conformal relation (14) holds.

Proof. The first point easily follows from (10) by setting c = (x − X)2/2 + (y − Y )2/2 − zZ. For the
second point, observe that the effective 3-form corresponding to the Monge-Ampère equation (19)2 is

α = ρ̄(X)dX ∧ dY ∧ dZ − ρ(x)dx ∧ dy ∧ dz. (20)

Then, formula (13) yields, by also setting ω = ωc = dx ∧ dX,

gα = 2ρ(x)ρ̄(X)(dxdX + dydY + dzdZ). (21)

On the other hand, equation (11) gives

hρ,ρ̄
c = 2ρ(x)1/3ρ̄(X)1/3(dxdX + dydY + dzdZ). (22)

Therefore, equation (14) is verified.

4 Conclusions and future directions

We have shown a conformal relation between the Kim-McCann-Warren metric and the Lychagin-Rubtsov
metric in dimension n = 3, when the transportation cost is (7). Relaxing any of these hypothesis leads
to possible directions for future investigation. In particular, the work of Cullen et al. on semigeostrophic
theory on a sphere is an example where the cost function takes a form different from (7).
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