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MINIMAL WASSERSTEIN SURFACES

WUCHEN LI AND TRYPHON T. GEORGIOU

ABSTRACT. In finite-dimensions, minimal surfaces that fill in the space delineated by
closed curves and have minimal area arose naturally in classical physics in several con-
texts. No such concept seems readily available in infinite dimensions. The present work is
motivated by the need for precisely such a concept that would allow natural coordinates
for a surface with a boundary of a closed curve in the Wasserstein space of probability
distributions (P2, space of distributions with finite second moments). The need for such
a concept arose recently in stochastic thermodynamics, where the Wasserstein length in
the space of thermodynamic states quantifies dissipation while “area” integrals (albeit,
presented in a special finite-dimensional parameter setting) relate to useful work being
extracted. Our goal in this work is to introduce the concept of a minimal surface in
P2, and explore options for a suitable construction. To this end, we introduce the basic
mathematical problem and develop two alternative formulations. Specifically, we cast
the problem as a two-parameter Benamou-Breiner type minimization problem and de-
rive a minimal surface equation in the form of a set of two-parameter partial differential
equations. Several explicit solutions for minimal surface equations in Wasserstein spaces
are presented. These are cast in terms of covariance matrices in Gaussian distributions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A familiar minimal surface is that formed by a soap film [§], with equal pressure on ei-
ther side, where the mean curvature is zero at every point. Minimal surfaces are abundant
in the physical world. They originate as solutions to variational problems [12], Chapter
IV], very much like their familiar one-dimensional counterparts, curves, that minimize
some type of an action integral. Indeed, for a soap film delineated by a closed curve, and
similarly for more general minimal surfaces, the energy stored in the surface-tension is min-
imized with the area, and this is what nature ostensibly selects. Structural and mechanical
advantages, improved electrical and heat transport properties, as well as noticeable aes-
thetics of minimal surfaces are some of the reasons that they often appear in designs and
structures in several engineering disciplines including architecture and material sciences
[3, 23].

Whereas in finite-dimensions, the geometry of minimal surfaces has long been a central
theme in differential geometry, no such concept has seemingly been studied in infinite di-
mensional spaces. Our interest in infinite dimensions stems from recent and fast-developing
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strides of the Wasserstein geometry—a natural geometry on the space of probability dis-
tributions with a plethora of applications in physics and engineering, probability theory,
partial differential equations (PDEs), computer vision, machine learning, network science,
control theory, filtering and data assimilation, weather forecasting and several other fields,
see, e.g., [9, 111 26l 25 [4], 211 10} [© /5], 14, 17, 16l 15] and the references therein.

Indeed, probability distributions with finite second order moments constitute a space
that can be endowed with an “almost” Riemannian structure, the Wasserstein space Po
[25,1]. This subject grew out of advances on the classical Monge-Kantorovich optimal mass
transport gained by the Benamou-Brenier formula [2] and formalized in the Otto calculus
[25, Chapter 8]. The Wasserstein distance, which quantifies distances between probability
distributions, defines a bona fide metric on a suitably defined tangent space. The study
of gradient and Hamiltonian flows in Py followed, starting with [13], who discovered a
deep connection between the entropy functional and the heat equation—the latter seen
as gradient flow. Other useful applications relate to the modeling and computation of
physical or social dynamics captured by the evolution of density functions. Interestingly,
the far-reaching discovery by [13] proved key in quantifying finite-time thermodynamic
transitions. It pointed to dissipation being the Wasserstein length of curves in the space
of probability densities [7] and allowed precise estimates of efficiency and power that can
be delivered by thermodynamic engines; see [7, 18, 22] and the references therein.

Our starting point of inquiry about surfaces in Py was the analysis of thermodynamic
cycles driven by temperature gradients, in [19} 20], where Wasserstein length of the ther-
modynamic cycle quantifies dissipation while an “area” integral of an enclosed surface
represents useful work being extracted. The analysis in [19, 20] was based on suitably
parametrized Gaussian curves and surfaces in the infinite-dimensional Wasserstein space.
However, it raises the question of addressing such concepts in greater generality. To this
end, in the present work, we seek and introduce natural notions of a minimal surface in Ps,
and explore options for suitable constructions. That is, we explain how to define minimal
surfaces bounded by closed curves in Ps, derive minimal surface equations, and specialize
to the finite-dimensional case of Gaussian distributions.

Specifically, we introduce two different formulations of the minimal surface problem in
Ps. The first, based on density trajectories, represents a two-parameter generalization of
the Benamou-Brenier formula for defining Wasserstein geodesics. The second is based on
a direct density-manifold formulation of the concept of area. We derive the corresponding
minimal surface equations that can be viewed as a two-parameter extension of Wasserstein
geodesics. For Gaussian distributions, we cast the minimal Wasserstein-surface problem
directly in terms of respective covariance matrices. Several explicit solutions of mini-
mal Wasserstein surfaces are presented, such as planes, Scherk’s surfaces, Catenoids, and
Helicoids in terms of diagonal covariance matrices.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we first review the minimal surface
equations in Euclidean space. We then derive the minimal surface equations in probability
density space in section Bl We also write several finite-dimensional examples of minimal
surface equations for Gaussian distributions in section [} these are expressed in terms of
covariance matrices with several explicit solutions presented.
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2. MINIMAL WASSERSTEIN SURFACES

We begin by reviewing the minimal surface problem in Fuclidean space and then discuss
examples in the three-dimensional domain. We then derive the minimal surface problems
in the Wasserstein space.

2.1. Minimal surfaces in Euclidean space. Consider a closed curve I' in R™. Denote
by v € C?(R%;R%) a two-dimensional surface with T' as its boundary. As usual, we use
symbols - or (+,-) and || || to denote the Euclidean inner product and the Euclidean norm.
The minimal surface problem in R" refers to identifying such a surface v having minimal
area, i.e., it refers to the following variational problem: determine

min { Area(vy) | over all surfaces v enclosed by I'}, (1)

and characterize any minimizer. The formula for the area can be expressed as

Lo mm)
A det dsdt
/ / ¢ ) sv oy ol )
- / / V05 0 (5.8 — (01 (5.7) - Oer (s, ) Pdsdt

where the infimum is sought among all (suitably smooth) parametric descriptions (s, t) for
the two-dimensional surface. The minimizer of (I]) is shown to satisfy a suitable minimal
surface equation.

To fix ideas, we discuss an example. Consider a two-dimensional surface embedded in
R3, described by

v(s,t) = (s,t,2(s,1)) € R,

with z = z(s,t) representing the surface parameterized by (s,t) € [0, 1]?. Suppose z(0,t),
z(1,t), 2(s,0), z(s,1) are given curves, for s,t € [0,1]. In this case,

dsv = (1,0,0,2(s,t)), Oy = (0,1,9,2(s,t)).

After standard computations, the minimization surface problem () reduces to

1 1
min / / V14 [0s2(5,t) |2 + |0:2(s, )| 2dsdL,
o 0 Jo

where the minimizer is among all continuous differentiable two-parameter curves z with
fixed boundaries z(0,t), z(1,t), 2(s,0), z(s,1), and s,t € [0,1]. It easily follows that the
critical-point satisfies

Osz Oz
7 1 7) + O 2 2
\/1+ 0522 + (0, 2] V1410522 + 02|
By expanding equation (2l), we have
(1 + |0¢2|?)0%, 2 — 20420,20% 2 + (1 + |0s2|*)02 2 = 0.

) =0. (2)

The plane is a trivial solution if the boundary set consists of a linear combination of lines
(on a plane), i.e., when 0.2 = 022 = 9%z = 0, which indicates that z is linear w.r.t. s, t.
In general there may be multiple non—tr1v1al solutions for the nonlinear PDE (2)).
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2.2. Minimal surfaces in density space, I. We now turn to minimal surface problems
in the space of probability densities. For simplicity of discussion, we consider Wasserstein-
2 geodesics that delineate a rectangular boundary of interest. We refer readers to see
definitions of Wasserstein-2 geodesics in [1].

Consider absolutely continuous measures with density functions p(0,0,z), p(0,1,z),
p(1,0,z), p(1,1,2), = € R™, with finite second-order moments. Let p(0,t,x) represent
a Wasserstein-2 geodesic connecting p(0,0,z) and p(0,1,x), for t € [0,1]. Similarly, let
p(1,t,z) be the Wasserstein-2 geodesic connecting p(1,0,x) and p(1,1,z), for t € [0,1],
p(s,0,z) be the Wasserstein-2 geodesic connecting p(0,0,x) and p(1,0,z), for s € [0,1],
and p(s,1,z) be the Wasserstein-2 geodesic connecting p(0,1,z) and p(1,1,z), for s €
[0,1]. These Wasserstein geodesic curves delineate a rectangular region in the probability
density space, as depicted in the following schematic:

,0(0,1,-) p(1>1a')

p(0,0,') P(LO, )

Next, our goal is to describe a two-parameter surface p(s,t,x), (s,t) € [0,1]? in the
probability density space Po that defines in a suitable sense a minimal surface with the
prescribed boundary. From now on, we use f to represent fRn'

Problem 1 (Minimal surfaces in density space). Consider two-parameter families of prob-
ability densities p: [0,1]? x R"® — R, and define the following minimization problem:

1 1
inf / / ¢ / v ||2pde - / lvel2pdz — ( / vs - vypde)2dsdt, (3a)
Vs, Ut,0 0 0

where the minimum is taken over the continuous differentiable density surface p(s,t,-) €
Po(R™), s,t € [0,1], and a choice of continuous differentiable vector fields vs, vy: [0,1]% x
R™ — R, such that the following two continuity equations hold

Osp(s,t,z) + V- (p(s,t,x)vs(s,t,x)) =0,
Ohp(s,t,x) + V- (p(s,t,x)ve(s,t,x)) =0,
over the four fixed boundaries in the probability density space:
p(0,t,-), p(1,t,-), p(s,0,), p(s,1,-), where s,t € [0,1].

(3b)

Note that in the above formulation,

A(s, 1) = \//Hvsledfc-/Hvt|!2pdw—(/vs~vtpdw)2,

represents the area element in the space of probability densities, while the total area
delineated by the boundaries is defined as

1 1
/ / A(s, t)dsdt.
o Jo
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Thus, the minimization problem (3] seeks a two-parameter family (surface) in the proba-
bility density space, which minimizes the total area enclosed by density boundary curves.
Equations (3)) can be viewed as a two-parameter generalization of the Benamou-Breiner
formula [2] in deriving geodesics equations in Wasserstein-2 space.

We next derive optimality conditions for the above variational problem in (3)).

Proposition 1. Assume that the following equations hold
A o [ el = o0 [ 0. upde] = v,

(4a)
A! |:'Ut / H’U3H2pd$ — Us /'Us : Utpd$:| = V&,

and
71 1
&@y+@@+w41bwaﬁjwwwmm+5wuﬁjw%wa—w-%/ﬁr%mm}=m

Bep+ V- (pus) =0,
=0,

Op+ V- (pvy)
(4b)
for suitable functions ®,, ®;: [0,1]2 x R® — R (Lagrange multipliers), vector fields v,
v, and o two-parameter family p as before. Then p is a critical-point of the variational

problem (3]).
Proof. Denote momenta fields
ms(s,t,x) = p(s,t,x)vs(s,t,x), my(s,t,z) = p(s,t,x)v(s,t,x),

and write the area element in terms of mg, m; and p, as

2 2 .
A(mg, my, p) := \// s d:n-/ [ dm—(/ UESRIL P
p p p

Now, consider

1,1
inf / / A(ms, my, p)dsdt, (5a)
Ms,Mt,0 0 Jo

S.t.

Osp+V -ms =0, 0Op+V-m =0, (5b)
and introduce Lagrange multipliers @, ®;: [0, 1] x R™ — R for the constraints (5h), in the
equations for Osps, Opy, respectively. The variational problem (Bl satisfies the following
saddle point problem

inf sup  L(mg,my,p, Ps, Py),

Ms,Mt,0 B , D¢

where

1,1
L(mg, my, p, s, Py) 1= / / A(mg,my, p)dsdt
0o Jo

1,1
+ / / /(I)S(asp +V-mg)+ ®(0p+ V - my)dadsdt.
0o Jo
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The saddle point system satisfies

ZL= s
(?P %A(msy mg, P) - as(I)s - 8t(I)t = 07
5 £ = 0, 5
Ms A(m87 my, P) - V@S = 07
) oms
5—5 =0, = s
my —A(ms,my, p) — V&, =0,
) omy
5q>s :07 88p+v'm8207
1) 9 &gp +V-my =0.
on

In above, %(-) denotes the L? first-variation operator. We next derive the first variation

operator of A. Denote dmg, dmy, and dp as variations of mg, my, p, respectively. Denote
e € Ry. Thus

d
d—A(ms + edmg, my + €dmy, p + €9p)|e=o
€

2 2 .
:i¢ Iy + edmg|2 [ i+ eom dx_(/ (s + €bmy) - (matebma) )y

de p+€edp p+edp p+€dp
:}A—l/{ |:2m8/”th2d 2mt/ms m . om.
2 p p
2 s 2 s s ”
20 s | dx__/mdx] - Sm
p P P P

2 2 2 2 . .
‘] _Hm;\l /Hmtll dm_ngli / Imsll” g, 4 o e / P ) dp e

Using the fact that dA(ms—i-e&ms,mt—i—e&mt,p—i—eép le=0 = f65 A- 5m8+65 A-dmy +
6PA dpdx, we obtain

- 2 .
0 4t %/de_@/wd@,
oms Lp p p p

2 .
LA Almt/HmSH dx—%/ms mtdl’,
dmy p P

iA A1 ||ms||2/||mt”2d ||mt\|2/\|ms\|2d L ms/mt ms
op 22 P

We derive the critical—point system by using the fact again that ms = psvs, my = ppvp. O

2.3. Minimal surfaces in density space, II. A somewhat more restrictive but poten-
tially more natural formulation consists in restricting attention to gradient vector fields
as is customary in Wasserstein manifolds. We proceed to explain and explore this.

Our construction here seeks vector fields v,, v being gradient vector fields. That is,
it postulates the existence of potential functions Wy, W;, such that v, = V¥, and v; =

VV,. Thus, our problem is to find potential functions Wy, W¥,, such that the surface area
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enclosed by Wasserstein geodesics is minimized—the same Wasserstein rectangular curves
from subsection

Problem 2 (Minimal surfaces on Wasserstein manifold). Consider two-parameter families
of probability densities p: [0,1]2 x R™ — R, and define the following minimization problem:

11
inf / / \// IV,|2pd - / IV, ]]2pdx — (/ VU - VUpdr)?dsdt, (6a)
Vs, Wt,p 0 Jo

where the minimum is taken among density surfaces p(s,t,-) € Po(R™), s,t € [0,1], and
corresponding vector fields VU, V¥;: [0,1]2 x R™ — R", such that two continuity equa-
tions hold

Dsp(s,t,x) + V- (p(s,t,2)VU(s,t, 7)) _:(()), (6b)

Orp(s,t,x) + V- (p(s, 1, 2)VW4(s,t, 1))

with fized boundaries in the probability density space:

,O(O,t,'), p(l,t,'), p(S,O, ')7 p(S,l,'), where S,t € [07 1]

Similarly, as before, we derive minimal surface equations in the form of the critical-point
system of equations for our variational problem ([l).

Proposition 2. Consider functions p, ¥, ®, ¥, ®, in parameters (s,t,x), from [0,1] X
[0,1] x R™ — R, and define

B(W,, Wy, p) = ¢ / IV, |2pd - / IV, |20 — ( / VU, -V, pdr)?2,

If the following equations hold,

B7v. (p[v\ys/HV\PtH?pda: - th/v\ys : V\Iltpda:D = V- (pV,),

B-v. (p[V\I’t/HV\IszZpd:E—V\IJS/V\I/s-V\I’tpde =V (pVd),

and
(0,0, + 0,Dy + (VO,, V) + (VO,, V)

Ll 1
B SV [ Ivepde + ve? [ 9.

—V\I/t'V\IIS/V\I/t-V\IISpdx] —0,

asp +V- (psV\I/s) = 07
Oip+V - (p V) =0,

then p, W, ® solve Problem 3, which is a critical-point system of variational problem (@).

Proof. As before, consider

11
inf / / B(VU,, Wy, p)dsdt, (7a)
0o Jo

qjs,‘ljtvp
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S.t.
8sp +V- (pV\IJS) =0, 8tp +V- (pV\IJt) =0. (7b)

Introduce Lagrange multipliers ®,, ®;: [0,1]2 x R" — R for the constraints (7h). Thus,
the variational problem (7)) leads to the following saddle point problem

inf sup  L£1(V,, ¥y, p, By, D),
Vs Vtp &,

where
1 1
£ (\Ilsu\llhpa ®87q)t / / B(\Pg,\yt, dsdt
0 0

1,1
+/ / D (0sp+ V- (pVUs)) + @(Orp + V - (pV¥,))dxdsdt.
o Jo

The saddle point system is

5
6_£1 = 0 5 _ B B B
5" %B(qfs, Uy, p) — (VO,, VI,) — (VB,, VI,) — 0y®, — 8, D; = 0,
(5\1’ 1= 07 5 ~
5 55 B Ve p) £ V- (pV) =
w0 = 5 :
t —B(ql& qlb ) + V : (pvq)t) = 07
1) _ 0 oV,
so, Osp+ V- (pV\I' ) =0,
—= ~1 =
\ 5q)t

We next derive the first variation operator of B. Denote 0¥, 0W;, and dp as variations
of Wy, Uy, p, respectively. Denote € € Ry. Thus,

d
EB(WS + oWy, Uy + €0y, p + €dp)le=o

:i</HV\I’S+€V(5\I/s“2(p+€5p)dx'/HV\I/t+€5\I’t”2(p+€5p)dx
iy / (V. +€VOT,) - (VU + Vol (p + edp)dr)?) 2,
:%B(\I/S,\I/t,p)_l/{ [QV\IIS/HV\I’tHzpdx—2V\I/t/V\I/S-V\I/tpdx] V8T, p
+ [w\yt / IVT,|2pdz — 2V, / V\IJS-V\I’tpdx] V6Wp
s [Ivwl [ Iveots + v [ 190 2o

- QVWt-V\I/S/V\I/t : V\Ifspda;} 5p}dx.
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Using the fact that %B(\I’s + €00, Uy + 6y, p+ €dp)le=o = [ ﬁB S0, + %%B SO0U, +
%B - dpdx, we derive

5;33 —_Blv. (,o [Wfs/ IV, | 2pdz — VT, / VU, - V\I’tpd:ED,
%%B —_Blv. (,o [Wft / IV W2 pda — V\I'S/V\Ifs - V\I’t,odx]),
5

1 1
—B:B—l—v\ys2/v\y2d —V\I/Q/ U, |12 pd
5 [2H 1= [ IVY]|“pdx + 2H = [ IV~ pdx

—th.v\ys/th.vwspdx].

\
Thus we derive the critical-point system. O

3. MINIMAL SURFACE EQUATIONS IN LAGRANGIAN COORDINATES

In this section we present examples of minimal Wasserstein surface equations. We first
discuss the simplest case of a one-dimensional sample space. In this case the minimal
Wasserstein surface problems, Problems [l and 2] (equations (B) and (6l)), coincide. We
next discuss generalized minimal Wasserstein surface equations in high dimensional sample
space.

3.1. One-dimensional sample space. Define a monotone in x mapping 7'(s, t, x), with
T:[0,1] x [0,1] x R! — R, that is a mapping such that p(s,t,-) = T(s,t,)xp(0,0,-),
equivalently,

p(s,t,T(s,t,x))0:T(s,t,x) = p(0,0,z).
In this case, the “two-parameter mapping-function” is explicitly computable. Specifically,

L Fp(Ts,1,2)) = p(0,0.0) = poo(e) = Fp (T(s,,0) = Fyny 1),

where F),,(z) = [*__p(s,t,y)dy and Fy(x) = [*_ p(0,0,y)dy are cumulative distribu-

. . _1 _1 . . .
tions of pst, poo, respectively, and F,_*, F, = are their inverse functions. In other words,

T(s,t,x) = Fp:,} (Fpoo (z))-

We now reformulate the minimal surface problem (B]) or (@) in terms of inverse cumulative
functions.

Proposition 3 (One-dimensional minimal Wasserstein surfaces). Variational problem (B
or ([B) can be formulated as follows:

1 1
me [ f \/ [lo.Ezt@lede - [ o @)12de ~ ([ 0.Fzk @) - 0Fz! (w)dodsat,
0 0

Fpg

(8)
where the minimum is taken amongst all inverse cumulative distributions Fp_stl, s,t €10,1],
with fized boundaries:

F,;Oj(-), F,;lj(-), FP—S;(-), FP—S}(-), where s,t € [0,1].
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Proof. The continuity equation (Bh]) can be reformulated as follows. Denote

0 0
gT(s,t,m) = vy(s,t,T(s,t,x)), aT(s,t,x) = v(s,t,T(s,t,x)).

And the objective functional ([Bal) can be reformulated in terms of inverse cumulative

functions,
/ v 2pde = / los(s. t.) 205 £,9)dy

:/||vs(s,t,T(s,t,:L"))||2,o(s,t,T(s,t,:n))dT(s,t,:E)
- / os(5, 6, T(s, £, 2))|2p(5, £, T(5, £, 2))0uT (5, £, 2)dx
= [ 107Gt )| pro(o)i

= [ 10 () P dF (0

/ 10.F 1 (2)| P,

where we let y = T'(s,t,x) in the first equality and z = F,,(z) in the last equality.

Similarly,
/ lorll? pdz = / 10, (=),

/ vy - vipda = / v, 1) - vn(s, 1, y)p(s, £, ) dy

and

_ / va(s,4. T(5,1,2)) - vo(5, £, T(5, 8, 2))p(s, £, T(s. £, 2))dT (5. £, 7)
_ / vo(5,4, T(5,1,2)) - vi(s, £, T(s, £, 2))p(s, £, T(s, £, 2)) B T(s, , @) da
_ / 0T (5,1, 2) - T (s, 1, poo () dac

— [ O (Fo ) F (F (@) (0)

/ 0.F N (z) - 0N (2)dz.

From the above calculations, we recast the variational problem (B]) into the minimization
problem (B)), in terms of inverse cumulative distributions. O

We next derive the optimality condition for variational problem (8). To simplify the
notation, we denote

Z(S,t,l‘) = Fp_stl($)7
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and write

Cls,t,7) = \//||8SZ(s,t,:n)H2d:n-/||8tZ(s,t,x)||2d:1:—(/8SZ(s,t,:1:) 0,2 (5,1, 3)d)?.

Proposition 4. The Fuler-Lagrange equation of variational problem (8l) can be expressed
in the form of the following second-order PDE,

as(asz-c*(s,t, Z)—l/uatzu%;) +8t(8tZ-C(s,t,Z)_1/|]852H2dx)
—8t<8sZ-C’(s,t,Z)_l/8SZ-8tZd:L"> —8s<8tZ-C(s,t,Z)_1/8SZ-8tZd:E> ~0,
with fized boundary conditions
Z(Oaty')7 Z(17t7 ')7 Z(S,O,'), Z(S,l,'), s,t € [07 1]

Proof. We derive the Euler-Lagrange equation by computing

d 1 1
—/ / C(s,t,Z + €dZ)dsdt|c—o = 0,
dE 0 0

where ¢ € Ry and 6Z € C*(]0,1]?,R) is a smooth testing function with 6Z(0,¢,z) =
0Z(1,t,x) =0Z(s,0,2) = 6Z(s,1,2) =0 for s,t € [0,1]. Note that

d 1 1
_/ / C(s,t, 2 + e62)dsdt|eo
dE 0 0

d 1 1
:&/ / (/”852+685(52”2dx-/”8tZ_|_Eat62”2dx
0 0

1
y / 02 + 0,52) - (0,2 + 05 Z)dr)?)  dsdt] g

1 1
:%/ / C(S’t’Z)_1<2/asz8352(133/”8152”2(133“_2/81&28t5Zd$/||8sZH2dx
0 JO
- 2(/ 057 - 0, Zdx) - /(8552 07 + 0,07 - asZ)da;> dsdt.

By applying integration by parts and choosing any smooth test function 67, we derive the
Euler-Lagrange equation. O

3.2. Wasserstein surfaces in higher dimensional spaces. We next study the mini-
mal Wasserstein surface problems in Lagrangian coordinates for general high-dimensional
spaces. In this case, the variational problems (Problems [l and ) no longer coincide. For
the simplicity of exposition, we only work out the case of Problem [l

Consider T': [0,1]*> x R® — R™, such that p(s,t,-) = T(s,t,)4p(0,0,-), equivalently,
p(s,t,T(s,t,x))det(VoT'(s, t,x)) = p(0,0,z).

We now reformulate the minimal surface problem (B]) or (6) in terms of pushforward
mapping functions.
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Proposition 5 (Minimal Wasserstein surface problems in Lagrangian coordinates). The
variational problem [B)) is equivalent to the following minimization problem:

/01 /01 (/|’85T(3’t=x)‘\2poo($)d$'/HatT(S,t,a:)Hzpoo(x)dx

1 (9)
— (/ 0sT(s,t,x) - 8tT(8,t,l‘)p00($)d$)2> * dsdt,

where the minimum is among all mapping functions T(s,t,x), s,t € [0,1], with fized
boundary conditions:

T(0,t,)upoo = pot, T(L,t,-)wpoo = p1e»  T(5,0,-)%poo = pso,  T(s,1,-)xpoo = ps1, s,t€[0,1].

Proof. The proof follows from a similar argument in one dimension space. The continuity
equation (BD) can be reformulated as below. Denote

0 0
gT(s,t,m) = vy(s,t,T(s,t,x)), aT(s,t,x) = vy(s,t,T(s,t,x)).

And the objective functional ([Bal) can be reformulated in terms of mapping functions. In
other words,

[ walods = [ ou(s.t.0) ot t.0)dy
:/Hfus(s,t,T(s,t,a:))”zp(s,t,T(s,t,m))dT(s,t,m)
:/Hvs(s,t,T(s,t,:13))||2p(s,t,T(s,t,x))det(VmT(s,t,x))d:E
= [ 1.7 (5.t ) P o)

where we let y = T'(s,t,x) in the first equality. Similarly,

/uvtu pd:c—/uat 5,1, )| poo (@) da
And

[ o updo = [ on(s.tin) s, tdots, )y
:/vs(s,t,T(s,t,x)) cv(s,t, T (s, t,2))p(s, t, T (s, t,x))dT(s,t,x)
:/vs(s,t,T(s,t,x)) cv(s, t, T (s, t,2))p(s,t, T (s, t,x))det(V,T(s,t,x))dz
_ / 0T (s,t,2) - 0T (s, t, 2)poo(x)da.

The above calculations show thatn (B can be expressed as in ([@)). O
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We next derive the optimality condition for variational problem (@). Denote

D(s,t,T) :{/|]85T(s,t,a;)H2poo(x)dx-/H(‘)tT(s,t,a:)Hzpoo(x)dx

- (/ 95T (s,t, ) - atT(Sjt,x)Poo(!E)diﬂ)z}E-

Proposition 6. The Euler-Lagrange equation of variational problem (Q) satisfies the fol-
lowing second-order PDE:

0.(07 (st 27 [ 10T + 04 (07 Dis.t. 27 [ 0.7 P o)
—, <8ST-D(s,t, Z)~! / aST-atTpoodx) ) (atT-D(s,t, Z)~! / aST-atTpoodx) —0,

with fized boundary conditions:

T(0,t,)gpoo = pot,  T(1,t,)gpoo = p1t,  T(8,0,-)poo = pso, T(s,1,)poo = ps1, st € [0,1].
Proof. We derive the Euler-Lagrange equation by computing

d 1 1

—/ / D(s,t,T + edT)dsdt|e=o = 0,

dE 0 0

where € € Ry and 6T € C*(]0,1]?,R") is a smooth testing function with §7(0,t,z) =
0T(1,t,z) = 0T (s,0,z) = 6T (s,1,z) = 0 for s,t € [0,1]. Note that

d (ot
_/ / D(s,t, T + edT)dsdt|c—o
de Jo Jo

d 1 rl
:a/ / (/HasT“aséT”onodw'/H@T+eat5T|12poodx
0 JO

1
iy / 0T + €0T] - [T + 00T | poncr)? ) st

1 1 1
25/ / D(S,t,Z)_1< Q/OST'aséTpood:E/||8tTH2p00d:E
0 0

+2/8tT'8t5Tp00dx/HZ?STHzpoodx

— 2(/ 0T - 8tTp00d$) . /(885T - O + 00T - 85T)p00d33> dsdt.

We derive the Euler-Lagrange equation by choosing any smooth test function §Z and
applying integration by parts formulas. ]

4. EXAMPLES IN GAUSSIAN DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section, we present special examples of the minimal surface problem (B]) or
(6). We choose the boundary set of the Wasserstein rectangle to consist of Gaussian
distributions with zero means and positive definite covariances. In this case, the minimal
surface remains Gaussian, as a two parameter family. We analytically solve several special
examples.
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We first formulate the finite-dimensional counterpart of (3)) in terms of covariance ma-
trices.

Proposition 7. Under the above conditions on having a boundary of a Wasserstein rec-
tangle consisting of zero-mean Gaussian distributions, problem (Bl) reduces to the problem
of determining a two-parameter family of covariance matrices ¥ € C?(]0,1]%;R™ ") that
solves the following minimization problem:

1 1
inf / / \/tr(z:ASTAS).tr(zAtTAt)_[ltr(z(A;At+A§As))]2dsdt, (10a)
Ag, A8 o Jo 2

where the minimization is over all 2-parameter covariances ¥ = X(s,t), (s,t) € [0,1]2, and
matrices As = As(s,t), Ay = Ai(s,t) € R™ ™, such that continuity equations (expressed in
terms of covariance matrices as continuous-time Lyapunov equations),

0. =YAT + A,n, X =%A + A%, (10b)
hold with the specified boundary conditions
¥(0,t), X(1,t), X(s,0), X(s,1), positive definite for s,t € [0,1].
Remark 1. The variational problem (@) corresponds to further requiring that Ay and A,
are symmetric.
Proof. The proof follows a direct verification. Let

1 _ e—%xTZ(s,t)’lx’
(27 - det(X(s,1))) 2

p(s,t,x) =

and denote
vs(s,t,x) = Ag(s, )z, vi(s,t,x) = A(s, t)x.

One can check that variational problem (I0)) is equivalent to variational problem (3)). We
first check the constraint, which is the continuity equation:

1
0 :;(83,0 + V- (pvs))
=0slog p + (Vlog p,vs) + V - v,
1

=— gas log det(X) — §xT852_1x — (27, Agz) + V - (Agz),

where we use the fact that % = Oslog p and % = Vlog p. This implies that
0,0t xtA, + AT =0,
From the fact that 9,27 = —X71. 9,2 - 37!, we have
0¥ = A X + XA

Similarly, we can obtain 9,3 = A;% + X AJ. We next rewrite the objective functional (3al).

Note that
1 -
[ 1oz = [ Az A BT g
(27 - det(X(s,t)))2

—tr(SA] Ay).
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Similarly,
[ et = [ (42, A0 L LTSy,
(27 - det(X(s,t)))2
:tr(EAIAS)a
and
1 _
/’Ut . ’Uspd:E — /(ASIE,AtIIT) _ e—%xTE(S7t) 1xd$
(27 - det(X(s,1))) 2
= / le(A;rAt + A;I-As)x . 1 = e_%w-rz(svt)ilxd:n
2 (27 - det(X(s,1)))2

:%tr(E(ASTAt + A] AY)).

We next derive the critical-point system for (I0)). Denote

J=J(, A, A) = \/tr(ZA;rAS) tr(SATAy) — [%tr(Z(ASTAt + AT AQ)))2.

Proposition 8. Denote Ss, Si: [0,1]2 — R"™ " as Lagrangian multipliers of equation
@QR) for 0s%, O:%, respectively. Then Ss, S; are symmetric matrices, i.e., Sy = SJ,
S, = S, and the critical-point system of variational problem (IQ) consists of

1
g (AS tr(SAT A = S A - tr(S(AT A, + AtTAS))> — 2.,

(11a)
T (A (AT A,) - %As r(S(AT A, + ATAL))) =25,
and
1
055, + 0y, + §J—1{ASTAS tr(SATAy) + AT A, - tr(SAT A,)
1
- §(AsTAt + Af As) - tr(S(A A+ AtTAs))} =0, (11b)

DX =XAT + A%,
(0,2 =ZA] + A

Proof. Note that 05X, 92 in equation (I0D) are symmetric matricial equations. The
corresponding Lagrangian multipliers can be chosen as symmetric matrices Sy, Sy € R™"*",
Le, S; = ST, S, = ST. We formulate the saddle point problem of variational problem
(@),
inf  su Lo(X, Ag, Ag, S5, S
S A, SS,Et 2( sy 4t O t)

where we denote Lo = Lo(3, Ag, Ay, Ss, St) with

1 1
£y = / / J+ (8,05 = 2AT = A%)) + tr(S(O% — DAT — A,%)) dsdt.
0 JO
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By computing the saddle point of Lo, we obtain

5 %J—1<ASTAStr(EAtT Ay) + AT Atr(DAT Ay)
E 2 =Y 1

5 o _ 5(ASTAt + AT ANtr(Z(AT A, + A;,I—As))>

2 =Y,
5?8 — 0555 — 0pSy — 2A] S, — 2A] Sy = 0,
Ay I 1
sl =0 = I (2A82 tr(SATA;) — AY - tr(S(AT A, + AT As))) - 25,5 =0,
5 1
55 L2 =0, SJ7! (2At2 tr(DATAL) — ALY - tr(S(AT A, + AIAS))) —25% =0,
%,62 —0,  [9EoRA - AX =0
t (02 —2A] — AT =0.

(12)
For the third equality, we have

J! (As tr(SAT Ap) — %At tr(D(AT A, + AtTAS))> — 25, =0.
Similarly, for the fourth equality, we have
T (A (AT A,) - %AS r(S(AT A, + AT AL))) — 25, = 0.
We finish the proof by applying the above equations to the saddle point system (I2]). O

We claim that the critical-point system (II)) also solves the PDE system () for the
minimal surface problem (3]).

Proposition 9. Suppose (3(s,t), As(s,t), Ar(s,t), Ss(s,t), St(s,t)) solves system ([I). De-
note

1 _
p(s7t7$) = (271' ] det(E(s t)))%e—%fETE(S,t) 1"27 US(87t7x) = As(s,t)x, ’Ut(S,t,fE) = At(S,t)LU,

and
Dy(s,t,x) = x' Ss(s,t)x, By(s,t,x) =a'S(s,t)z.
Then (p, vs, vy, Pg, Py) solves the PDE system ().

The proof follows standard calculations and is omitted.

4.1. Explicit examples. We next derive explicit solutions in special cases for the varia-
tional problem (I0]). Specifically, from now on, we assume that the rectangular boundaries
are Gaussian distributions with diagonal covariance matrices.

Proposition 10. Suppose 3(0,t), X(1,t), X(s,0), 3(s,1) are diagonal positive definite
matrices, for s,t € [0,1]. Then variational problem ([IQ) can be recast as

; ! ! 2 2 2
inf /0 /0 V(@)?2) - ((0,V5)2) — [tr(0,VS - 9/ 2dsdt, (13)

where the minimization is over diagonal covariances ¥ = X(s,t) = diag(Xii(s,t))1<i<n,
(s,t) € [0,1)% with fized boundaries of positive definite covarianceas.
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Proof. Assume that X(s,t) is a diagonal matrix for s,t € [0,1]. From (I0B]) we have
053 = 284 As i

and thus,

a \/ [ zz _58 Ezz - (Em)%As,u (14)
Therefore,
ATA ZAS i = Z(as \% 222)2 = H887||27
i=1
tr(SA] Ay :Z(at\/ Sii)® = [10ev]%,
i=1
and

tr(S(A Ay + AT A4))) = Z As iiArii i = Z OsV/ X - Op\/ i = Osy - Oy
i—1 =1

Then, ([I0) reduces to ([I3]), when X(s,t) are diagonal matrices. Moreover, one can check
that if X, A, Ay, Ss, S¢ are diagonal, it also solves the matrix system (III), which also
satisfies the critical system of (I3]). This finishes the proof. O

2

Lastly, we present several closed-form solutions of minimal Wassertein surface problems
in terms of Gaussian distributions with diagonal covariance matrices. For the simplicity of
discussion we let n = 3. Also, let v = y(s,t) = (vi(s, 1)), € R3 with v;(s,t) = \/Zu(s, 1),
i =1,2,3, and rewrite (I3]) in terms of v as

inf / / V0, O 10515 DIE — (0 (5.8) - By (5, D)2l

where the minimization is among all paths ~: [0,1]> — R3. This forms exactly a finite-
dimensional minimal surface problem (IJ). Once again, let

Y(s,t) = (s,t,2(5,1)) " = (Z11, D22, 33(X11, B22)) T,

where X33: Ri — R,y is a two-variable function that depends on 317 and 9. The
minimizer of (I3]) satisfies the minimal surface equation (2). In other words,

(14 |0¢2|2)0% 2 — 20420,20% 2 + (1 + |0s2|*)04 2 = 0.

Several explicit solutions can be presented from classical studies of minimal surface prob-
lems. We present most derivations here for completeness (cf. [24]).

Example 1 (Wasserstein plane on Gaussian distributions). Let
z(s,t) = a1s + ast + as,

where a1, as, az € R are constants determined by the boundary conditions of the covariance
matrices. Clearly, 0%,z = 0%z = 022 = 0, which satisfies equation ). In other words,
the plane in the Gausszan distribution satisfies

V233 = a1V X11 + agy/ X2 + as.
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Example 2 (Wasserstein Scherk’s surface on Gaussian distributions). Let
z(s,t) = g(s) + h(t),

where g, h: R — R are smooth functions. In this case, equation ([2) satisfies

(1+12(#)i(s) + (1+ §°(s))h(t) = 0.
This implies )
i) k) _
T+206) 1+ R0
where ¢ € R. If c =0, we obtain a trivial plane solution in which z is linear in terms of s
and t. If ¢ # 0, solving

)

gls) _ d N
15 2(s) dsarctan(g(s)) = —c,
we obtain
g(s) = —tan(cs — ky),

where ki € R is a constant. Thus g(s) = Llogcos(cs — ki) + ay. Similarly, we can solve

for h(t), such that ‘
h(t) = —% log cos(ct — ko) + ag,

where ko, as € R are constants. Hence
1, cos(ecs — k)

z(s,t) = = log

¢~ cos(ct — ko) (@ +az).

In other words,

1 cos(cv/X11 — k1)
Vzz = —1 + (a1 + az).
3= L8 cos(cyv/Xag — k2) (a1 +az)

This solution can be viewed as a Scherk’s surface in terms of Gaussian covariance matrices.
Example 3 (Wasserstein Catenoid on Gaussian distributions). Let
2(s,t) = f(r), where r=s>+1t2.
By some computations [24], equation (2]) satisfies
rfr) + f)? + ) =o.

Thus . L .

f) fwie) _ fe 1

fr)y 1+ f)? fr)+fr)?

Assume f(r) > 0. By choosing 1 > 0, such that r > 11,

log f(r) — log \/1 + (f(r))? = logr; — log.
This implies

There are two solutions

f(r)=ec £ rarc cosh(L),
1
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where c1, 71 € R are constants. These are known as the Catenoid solution. In other words,
by by
\/ X33 = ¢1 £ rarc cosh(M).

™
This solution can be viewed as a Catenoid in terms of Gaussian covariance matrices.

Example 4 (Wasserstein Helicoid on Gaussian distributions). Let
t
z(s,t) = k(§), where &= -—.
s
Again, by some calculations in [24], we have

(1+€2)k(E) + 26k(€) = 0.
By separating variables,

k& 2%

ko) 1+
This implies the following first-order integral
log k(&) =log e — log(1 + &%),

where ¢1 € R is a constant. This leads to a solution named the Helicoid.

k(€) = cparctan(§) + co,

where c1, co € R are constants. In other words,

by
v/ 233 = ciarctan(y/ 2—22) + co.
11

This solution can be viewed as a Helicoid in terms of Gaussian covariance matrices.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The main point of the present work is to introduce the notion of minimal surface in the
Wasserstein space of probability distributions (Py, W2). Besides a purely mathematical in-
terest, motivation for considering surfaces stems from problems in thermodynamics where
(finitely parametrized, so far) thermodynamic states traverse closed paths in (Pq, W3)
that enclose regions, where surface integrals capture available work over a cycle. In these,
the perimeter quantifies dissipation, leading to isoperimetric problems [20]. Thus, our
interest has been in advancing the notion of minimal Wasserstein surfaces with an eye
toward carrying out such analyses in thermodynamics and possibly other disciplines in a
parametric-free fashion.

Specifically, in the present paper, we introduce minimal surface problems in Wasserstein
spaces to serve as a canonical choice of a surface enclosed by a Wasserstein curve. In the
above development, we focused on minimal surfaces with borders geodesic curves, but
more general boundaries are also of interest.

Our basic formulation calls for a two-parameter Benamou-Brenier-type variational prob-
lem in the space of probability densities. We derive the minimal surface equations and
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critical-point systems of the proposed variational problems. These are systems of two-
parameter PDEs. Finite-dimensional examples of, e.g., Gaussian distributions, are pro-
vided. We derive several explicit solutions for Wasserstein minimal surfaces, such as planes,
Scherk’s surfaces, Catenoids, and Helicoids, in terms of suitably parametrized covariance
matrices of the respective Gaussian distributions.

Several natural questions arise that are most open at present. In particular, the exis-
tence of solutions in the general case for the two-parameter variational problem of minimal
Wasserstein surfaces is broadly open. Computation is natural next, as efficient schemes
in high dimensions need to be developed. Wasserstein minimal surfaces, very much like
any two-dimensional minimal surface, must admit a formulation based on vanishing mean
curvature. Finally, in the more general setting where the boundary is a closed curve in
Wasserstein space, what properties of the boundary can ensure the existence of a minimal
surface?
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