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VARIATIONAL STRUCTURES
FOR THE FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION
WITH GENERAL DIRICHLET BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

FILIPPO QUATTROCCHI

ABsTrRACT. We prove convergence of a modified Jordan—Kinderlehrer—-Otto
scheme to a solution to the Fokker—Planck equation in Q € R? with spatially
nonconstant Dirichlet boundary conditions. We work under mild assumptions
on the domain, on the drift, and on the initial datum.

In the special case where € is an interval in R, we prove that such a
solution is a gradient flow—curve of maximal slope—within a suitable space
of measures, endowed with a modified Wasserstein distance.

Our discrete scheme and modified distance draw inspiration from contribu-
tions by A. Figalli and N. Gigli [J. Math. Pures Appl. 94, (2010), pp. 107-130],
and J. Morales [J. Math. Pures Appl. 112, (2018), pp. 41-88| on an optimal-
transport approach to evolution equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

The subject of this paper is the linear Fokker—Planck equation

(L1) i = div (Vo + V)

on a bounded Euclidean domain 2 C R¢ combined with general, positive and con-
stant in time, Dirichlet boundary conditions. We want to approach this problem
applying the theory of optimal transport, which, since the seminal works of R. Jor-
dan, D. Kinderlehrer, and F. Otto [I4,[I8,[19], has proven effective in the study of
a number of evolution equations.

Existence, uniqueness, and appropriate estimates are often consequence of a
peculiar structure of the problem. Important instances are those PDEs which can be
seen as gradient flows. In fact, it has been proven that several equations, including
Fokker-Planck on R?, are gradient flows in a space of probability measures endowed
with the 2-Wasserstein distance

Wa(uv) = nt | [l =y dr(am).
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where the infimum is taken among all couplings v between p and v, i.e., measures
with marginals 7}y = p and 7y = v. For such PDEs, existence can be deduced
from the convergence of the discrete-time approximations given by the Jordan—
Kinderlehrer—-Otto variational scheme (also known, in a more general metric setting,
as De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme [10])

W3 J |
(1.2) Plnt1)r do € argmin,, (Ent(u) + 2(M+"Tx)> , n € Ny,

where Ent is an entropy functional that depends on the equation, and 7 > 0 is the
time step.

When applied on a bounded Euclidean domain, this approach produces solutions
with Neumann boundary conditions. This fact is inseparable from the choice of
the metric space (probability measures with the distance W) in which the flow
evolves. Intuitively, Neumann boundary conditions are natural because a curve of
probability measures, by definition, conserves the total mass; see also the discussion
in [21].

In order to deal with Dirichlet boundary conditions, A. Figalli and N. Gigli
defined in [13] a modified Wasserstein distance Wy that gives a special role to
the boundary 9€2. Despite being a distance between nonnegative measures on 2,
the metric Wby is defined as an infimum over measures v on the product of the
topological closures © x Q, and only the restrictions of the marginals w%ﬂ and wiw
to Q are prescribed (see the original paper [13] or Section below). In this
sense, the boundary 92 can be interpreted as an infinite reservoir, where mass can
be taken and deposited freely. The main result in [I3] is the convergence of the
scheme

- . Wbi(pdz, pl, dx
p(n+1)7' Ea'rgmlnp (/Q(plng_P'i‘l) dx + 2( o ) y nENO,

as 7 |} 0, to a solution to the heat equation with the constant Dirichlet boundary
condition plgg = 1. More generally, it was observed in [13, Section 4] that the same
scheme with a suitably modified entropy converges to solutions to the linear Fokker—
Planck equation ([LT]) with the boundary condition p|aq = e~V. In particular, this
theory covers the heat equation with any constant and strictly positive Dirichlet
boundary condition.

In a more recent contribution, J. Morales [I7] proved convergence of a similar
discrete scheme for a family of reaction-diffusion equations with drift, subject to
rather general Dirichlet boundary conditions. In this scheme, the distance between
measures is replaced by 7-dependent transportation costs. Morales’ work, together
with [13], is the starting point of the present paper.

We conclude this brief literature review by mentioning four further works on this
subject. The case of the heat flow with vanishing Dirichlet boundary conditions was
studied by A. Profeta and K.-T. Sturm in [20]. They defined ‘charged probabilities’
and a suitable distance on them. This metric is built upon the idea that mass can
touch the boundary and be reflected, as with the classical Wasserstein distance,
but possibly changing the charge (positive to negative or vice versa). One of their
results is the Evolution Variational Inequality (see [4]) for such a heat flow.
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D. Kim, D. Koo, and G. Seo [I5] adapted the setting of [I3] to porous medium
equations with nonnegative constant boundary conditions. J.-B. Casteras, L. Mon-
saingeon, and F. Santambrogio [§] found the Wasserstein gradient-flow structure for
the equation arising from the so-called Sticky Brownian Motion, i.e., the Fokker—
Planck equation together with boundary conditions of Dirichlet type that also
evolve in time subject to diffusion and drift on the boundary. The authors of [15]
and [§] further established Energy Dissipation Inequalities for the respective prob-
lems. However, they also pointed out that characterizations as curves of mazximal
slope (cf. [4, Definition 1.3.2] and DefinitionB.5]) are still missing. From [15]: «Ques-
tion: Does p(t) satisfy the concept of curve of mazimal slope? [...] As far as we
know, it remains open whether the answer to the question is ‘yes’.» From [8]: «It is
worth stressing that something is still missing in order to obtain a rigorous metric
gradient flow.» Later in the introduction, we will comment further on this problem.

The author has also been informed of a work by M. Erbar and G. Meglioli [12],
in preparation at the same time as this one. The two papers are independent
and the results do not overlap. The first part of [I2] concerns the description
of absolutely continuous curves for the distance Wby, and provides a Benamou-—
Brenier formulation. The second part contains a characterization of solutions to
porous medium equations with constant Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Our contribution. In this work, we present two novel results:

(1) We prove convergence of a modified Jordan-Kinderlehrer—Otto scheme to
a solution to the Fokker—Planck equation with general Dirichlet boundary
conditions under mild regularity assumptions. To do this, we adopt a dif-
ferent point of view compared to [I3|[I5,[17]: our scheme is defined on a
subset .7 of the signed measures on the closure Q, rather than on measures
on €.

(2) In dimension d = 1, we determine that this solution is also a curve of

mazimal slope for an entropy H in an appropriate metric space (.7, ng)

Let us now explain in detail the extent of these contributions and provide precise
statements.

Convergence of a modified JKO scheme. We look at the boundary-value problem

d

= div(Vp: + p:tVV) in Q,
pilog =¥V on 99,
Pt=0 = PO -

(1.3)

Here, Q C R? is a bounded open set and pg, ¥,V are given functions, with pg > 0.
The function ¥ can be tuned to obtain the desired boundary condition.
We introduce the set .% of all signed measures on 2 with

(1.4) plo >0 and wu(Q)=0.
We also define

(15) &)= [ (lozp+ (V-Dp+1)dr. peLi@).
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and, for p € .7,

£ wd if ulo = pdz,
iy o JE@+ [Vt it pla = pa

00 otherwise.

(1.6)

In Section B.7] we will define a transportation-cost functional 7 on .. With it, we
can consider the scheme

T2 (1, 13,

2T

, n €Ny, 7>0,
e

(1.7) [{n+1)- € argmin (’H,(u) +
o

starting from some pf = po € ., independent of 7, such that the restriction uglq is

absolutely continuous with density pg. These sequences are extended to maps ¢ —

1{, constant on the intervals [m’, (n+ 1)7') for every n € Ny.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that fQ pologpodz < oo, that ¥: Q — R is Lipschitz
continuous, and thafl Ve WL (Q) N L>®(Q). Then:

loc
(1) Well-posedness: The maps (t — ul ) resulting from the scheme () are
well-defined and uniquely defined: for every n and T, there exists a mini-
mum point in (L) and it is unique.
(2) Convergence: When 7 — 0, up to subsequences, the maps (t — utT|Q)T
converge pointwise w.r.t. the Figalli-Gigli distance Wby to a curve of abso-
lutely continuous measures t — pydx. For every q € [1, %), convergence

holds also in L{,((0,00); L9(£2)).

loc
(3) Equation: This limit curve is a weak solution to the Fokker—Planck equa-

tion (L)), see Section [37) below.
(4) Boundary condition: The function t — (\/ptev —e“I’/Q) belongs to the

space L2 ([0, 00); W(}Q(Q))

loc

Remark 1.2. We assume that ¥ is defined on the whole set Q in order to make
sense of the inclusion /pe” —e¥/2 € W, %(Q) also when 9 is not smooth enough
to have a trace operator. However, if we are given a Lipschitz continuous func-
tion Wy: 09 — R, we can extend it to a Lipschitz function on Q via

U(z) = yienafﬂ (¥o(y) + (Lip o)z —y|) .

Remark 1.3. If V is Lipschitz continuous only in a neighborhood of 0f), then it is
possible to find W, Lipschitz as well, in order for e¥~V to match any uniformly
positive and Lipschitz boundary condition.

As mentioned, the conceptual difference between the present work and [I3,[15,17]
is that we make use of signed measures on the full closure Q. In this regard, our
approach is somewhat similar to that of [8]. The idea is that, due to the boundary
condition that we have to match, it is convenient to keep track of the mass at the
boundary and to have an entropy functional that can make use of this information.

On a more technical note, although Theorem [[Tis similar to [I7, Theorem 4.1],
the latter is not applicable to the Fokker—Planck equation (II) without reaction

By v € wlhdt (©2) we mean that for every w € €2 open there exists p = p(w) > d such

loc

that V € W1P(w), see also Definition 1}
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term due to Assumptions [I7, (C1)-(C9)] (see in particular (C7)). Furthermore, we
achieve a significant improvement in the hypotheses:

e The boundary 92 does not need to have any regularity, as opposed to
Lipschitz and with the interior ball condition.

e There is no uniform bound on py from above or below by positive constants.
Only nonnegativity and the integrability of pglog py are assumed.

e The function V is not necessarily Lipschitz continuous. Rather, it is re-
quired to have an appropriate local Sobolev regularity.

Curve of mazximal slope. Our second main result is a strengthened version of The-
orem [[Tlin the case where (2 is an interval in R! and V € W12(Q). In this setting,
we are able to define a true metric ng on ., construct piecewise constant maps
with the scheme

—2
Whs (11, 1
u(n+1)T€ar§min H(u)—i—M neNg, 7>0),

(18) cs 2T ’

/LS = Mo,
for a fixed pg with pola = po dx, show that they coincide with those of Theorem [T}
and prove that their limit is a curve of mazimal slope in (&, Wbs).

Theorem 1.4. Assume that Q = (0,1), that fol polog podr < oo, and that V €
W12(0,1). If 7 is sufficienyly small, then:
(1) The maps (t — pl)r resulting from the scheme (L8) are well-defined,
uniquely defined, and coincide with those of Theorem [LT]
(2) When 7 — 0, up to subsequences, the maps (t — uj); converge pointwise
w.r.t. mg to a curve t — piy.
(8) The convergence pu”|q —+ pla also holds in Li, ((0,00); L9(0,1)) for ev-
ery ¢ € [1,00). The curve t — p)q is a weak solution to the Fokker—
Planck equation. Denoting by p; be the density of pilq, the map t —

(\/ptev - e“I’/Q) belongs to L ([0, 00); W, 2 (0, 1)).
(4) The map t — p: is a curve of maximal slope for the functional H in the

metric space (&, Wbs), see Section 38 below.

Within the general theory of gradient flows in metric spaces developed by L. Am-
brosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré in [4] (see [21] for an overview), the ‘curve of max-
imal slope’ is one of the metric counterparts of the gradient flow in the Euclidean
space. To the best of our knowledge, |[20] contains the only other proof of this
metric characterization in a (Wasserstein-like) space of measures for a PDE with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the frameworks of [8[I3[I5L17], as well as ours,
the main obstacles to proving that the limit of the scheme is, in fact, a curve of
maximal slope are the need for lower semicontinuity of the descending slope of the
entropy and the lack of geodesic convexity. Indeed, as observed in the premise
to [15, Theorem 1.8], «it is difficult to find an explicit form of [the slope] and to
show its lower semicontinuity [...]. The main technical difficulty is that there is no
geodesic convexity for the energy/, which/ is a key ingredient to determine the slope

2To be precise, A. Profeta and K.-T. Sturm prove the Evolution Variational Inequality,
which implies the formulation as curve of maximal slope, cf. [3 Proposition 3.6].
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of an entropy functional in the classical Wasserstein space». Similar considerations
were made in [8, Appendix A]: for functionals that are not A-convex, «the lower
semi-continuity of the (relazed) metric slope [...] is hard to achieve in the absence
of any explicit representationy.

Nonetheless, in dimension d = 1, we are able to find the explicit formula for the
descending slope of H in (., Whs) without resorting to geodesic convexity. As a
corollary, we also give an answer, again in dimension d = 1, to the problem left

open in [I3] of identifying the descending slope ‘D;ng & ‘ of & with respect to the
Figalli-Gigli distance Wbs.

Theorem 1.5 (see Corollary B.5). Assume that V. € W2(0,1). For every p €
L% (0,1), we have the formula

1
4/ (81\/pev>26_vdx if\/peV—leWom(O,l),
0

2
(19) [Py, & () =
00 otherwise.
We believe that the same formula should hold true also in higher dimension. A
similar open problem is [8, Conjecture 2].

Plan of the work. In Section 2] we formally derive the objects (entropy and
transportation functionals) that appear in the schemes (L7) and (LS).

In Section Bl we introduce notation, terminology, and assumptions that are in
place throughout the paper, we recall some definitions from the theory of gradient
flows in metric spaces, as well as the Figalli-Gigli distance of [I3], and we define
rigorously the transportation functionals 7 and WY)Q.

In Section Ml we gather the main properties of these functionals an/dv of the
corresponding admissible transport plans. In particular, we show that Wb, is a
true metric when €2 is the finite union of one-dimensional intervals.

In Section [, we prove Theorem [I1]

In Section [ and Section [7l we focus on the case where Q = (0,1) € R'. In
Section [l we find a formula for the slope of A in the metric space (., %g) and
prove, as a corollary, Theorem [[L5l In Section [7, making use of Theorem [[.T] and of
the slope formula, we prove Theorem [[.4 -

Appendix [Al contains some additional results on Why. Particularly, we prove
the lack of geodesic A-convexity for H when = (0, 1).

2. FORMAL DERIVATION

Let us work on a completely formal level and postulate that a solution to the
Fokker—Planck equation (3) is the “Wasserstein-like” gradient flow of some un-
known entropy functional Ent. By this we mean the following:

(1) the motion of p; in Q is governed by the continuity equation

d .
(2.1) T div(pivy)

for some velocity field vy,
(2) the time-derivative of p; equals the inverse of the Wasserstein gradient
of Ent at p, for every ¢, in the sense that for every sufficiently nice curve s —
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fs of functions on 2 starting at fo = p: we have

(2.2) d—iEm( £, dz)

We are searching for the right functional Ent and, since we want to retrieve the
Fokker—Planck equation, we should try with

= —div(p: V).

- - / (01, Viyprdz,  where -,
Q ds

s=0

s=0

(2.3) Ento(pdx) = / (plogp+ (V =1)p+1)da.
Q
Then, for a fixed ¢ > 0 and a curve s — f, we have
dEt(fd) /(V+10f)dfd
——Lbn sAl) = s)5—Js AT,
ds 0 Q J ds
and therefore

d
&Ento (fsdx)

Nl / (V +log pr) div(p: Vo) dz
5= Q

— [V + Viogp), Toypdo— | Wp(Tvmpat
Q o0

where, in the last identity, we used the boundary conditions in (I3]). Let us choose
vy = —VV —Vlogp,
which makes the continuity equation (2.1]) true, since p; solves (L3]). Then,

d
&Ento (fs)

and we see that Entg is not the right functional, just because of the integral on the
boundary. The measure (V), n)p; d#?! can be seen as the flux of mass (coming
from fo = p;) that is moving away from 2 along the flow s — f; at s = 0. Thus,
if we let this mass settle on the boundary, (Vi) m)p; ds#9 is the time-derivative
of the mass on 0. For this reason, it makes sense to consider not just measures
on ©, but rather on the closure Q, and to define the entropy as

— [ opdo~ [ wp(Tvmpart
Q o0

s=0

Ent(p) := Ento(p]a) +/‘I’d#|asz-

Our entropy functional H is defined precisely like this, and, as we will see in Sec-
tion B the transportation functionals 7 and Wby are extensions of Why to the
subset .7 of the signed measures on €, constructed so as to encode the idea that
mass leaks from (2 settle on 99 (and vice versa).

This argument is simple, but we should also emphasize the hidden difficulties:

e we assume low regularity on V' and Q(/Z;

e the transportation-cost functionals Wbe and 7 will not be, in general, dis-
tances. This prevents us from directly applying the theory of metric gradi-
ent flows [4];

e the functional H is not bounded from below on . (if ¥ is nonconstant), nor
it is strictly convex. Indeed, it is linear along lines of the form A — p+ A\
with p1,n € % and n concentrated on 9€;

e when (., Wbs) is a geodesic metric space, the functional # is not geodesi-
cally A-convex, see [13] Remark 3.4] and Appendix [A.3]
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3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Setting. Throughout the paper, €2 is an open, bounded, and nonempty subset
of R%. Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 € Q. No assumption is made
on the regularity of its boundary.

Three functions are given: the initial datum pg: 2 — R, the potential V': Q2 —
R, and the function ¥ : @ — R that determines the boundary condition. We
assume that ¥ is Lipschitz continuous and that the integral fQ po log po dz is finite.
Further, we suppose that V is bounded (i.e., in L>°(£2)) and in the set of locally
Sobolev functions Wll)’cd"’ Q).

Definition 3.1. We say that V € Wli)’cd'k(Q) if, for every w €  open, there
exists p = p(w) > d such that V € WhP(w).

In particular, V € C(Q).

The set . is the convex cone of all finite and signed Borel measures i on Q such
that (T4) holds.

Proposition 3.2. The set . is closed w.r.t. the weak convergence, i.e., in duality
with continuous and bounded functions on 2.

Proof. If # 3 u™ —,, , then p(Q) = lim, o, u™ () = 0 and, for every f: O — R,
continuous and compactly supported in €2,

/fd/mz/fdu: ILm /fdu”: ILm /fdu?zzo.
The conclusion follows from the Riesz—Markov-—Kakutani theorem. O

The entropy functionals £: L} () — RU{oo} and H: . — RU{co} are defined
in (LH) and (L6, respectively.

3.2. Convention on constants. The symbol ¢ is reserved for strictly positive
real constants. The number it represents may change from formula to formula and
possibly depends on the dimension d, the set €2, the functions V' and ¥, and the
initial datum pg. We also allow ¢ to depend on other quantities, which are, in case,
explicitly displayed as a subscript.

3.3. Measures. For every signed Borel measure p and Borel set A, we write 4 =
1|4 for the restriction of p to A. Similarly, and following the notation of [I3[17],
if v is a measure on a product space and A, B are Borel, we write ”yf = yaxp for
the restriction of v to A x B. We use the notation p,u_ for the positive and
negative parts of a given measure u, and ||u|| for the total-variation norm of y, i.e.,
the total mass of py + p—.

For every Borel function f and signed Borel measure u, we denote by p(f) the
integral [ fdpu.

On the set of finite signed Borel measures on ), we also consider the (modified)
Kantorovich-Rubinstein norm (see [5], Section 8.10(viii)])

(31) Nl = |u@)| +sup {(f) : £: Q- R, Lin(f) <1 and £(0) =0} .

We write Flyp for the push-forward of a (signed) Borel measure p via a Borel
map F. Often, we use as F the projection onto some coordinate: we write 7 for the
projection on the i*" coordinate (or 7% for the projection on the two coordinates i
and 7).
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For every k € Ny, we denote by .£* the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure on R¥.
We also use the notation |[A] == Z*(A) when A C R* is a Borel set. We write 4,
for the Dirac delta measure at x.

3.4. Weak solution to the Fokker—Planck equation. We say that a family
of nonnegative measures (p:):>0 on € is a weak solution to the Fokker—Planck
equation if:
(1) it is continuous in duality with the space of continuous and compactly
supported functions C.(€2);
(2) for every open set w € €, both t — py(w) and t — [|VV|dp|., belong
to Llloc([O7 oo)), i.e., their restrictions to (0, %) are integrable for every ¢ > 0;
(3) for every p € C2(2) and 0 < s < ¢, the following identity holds:

(3.2) /wdut—/wdus —/:/(Aw— (Vp,VV)) dps, dr .

3.5. Metric gradient flows. The general theory of gradient flows in metric spaces
was developed in [4]; we refer to this book and to the survey [21] for a comprehensive
exposition of the topic. We collect here only the definitions we need from this theory.

Let (X,d) be a metric space, let [0,00) 3 ¢ — 2, be an X-valued map, and
let f: X - RU {0} be a function.

Definition 3.3 (Metric derivative [4, Theorem 1.1.2]). We say that (2t):c[0,00)
is locally absolutely continuous if there exists a function m € Llloc([O7 oo)) such that

(3.3) d(:cs,:ct)g/ m(r)dr

for every 0 < s < t. If (24)s[0,00) is locally absolutely continuous, for Diﬂ[é)m)—a.e. t
there exists the limit

(3.4) |#¢] == lim d(s, 22)

s—t |s—t| ’

and this function, called metric derivative, is the .Zﬁ) o0)a-€. minimal function m

that satisfies ([3), see [4, Theorem 1.1.2]

Definition 3.4 (Descending slope [4] Definition 1.2.4]). The descending slope of f
at x € X is the number

flx) = f(y)
(3.5) ‘Dﬁ f’(x) = ’DE f‘(a?) = limdsup # ,

where a4 = max {0, a} is the positive part of « € RU {£o0}. The slope is conven-
tionally set equal to oo if f(z) = 0o, and to 0 if z is isolated and f(x) < occ.

Yy—x

Definition 3.5 (Curve of maximal slope [4] Definition 1.3.2]). We say that a
locally absolutely continuous X-valued map (2t ):e[0,00) is @ curve of maximal slope
if t — f(x¢) is a.e. equal to a nonincreasing map ¢: [0,00) — R such that

: 1. 1. .2
(3.6) o) < —glinl* = 5|0 £ (@) for L et

3In [4l Theorem 1.1.2], the completeness of the space is assumed but not necessary, as can be
easily checked.
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Definition is motivated by the observation that, when (X,d) is a Euclidean
space and f is smooth, the inequality (3.0) is equivalent to the gradient-flow equa-
tion

d
&xt:_vf(xt)u f207

see for instance [21] Section 2.2]. As noted in [4, Remark 1.3.3]E even in the general
metric setting, (3:6) actually implies the identities

: . 2
—o(t) =|i:]* = [Dg f]" (1)
for a.e. t > 0.
3.6. The Figalli-Gigli distance. We briefly recall the definition and some prop-

erties of the distance Wby introduced in [13].
We denote by M3 () the set of nonnegative Borel measures p on €2 such that

. 2
(3.7) /ylergfglw yl” du(z) < oo,
and, for every nonnegative Borel measure v on €2 x 2, define the cost functional
(38) ¢ = [lo =P dr(on).

Definition 3.6 ([13, Problem 1.1]). Let u,v € M3(€2). We say that a nonnegative
Borel measure 7 on  x € is a Wby -admissible transport plan between p and v, and
write v € Admwyp, (4, v), if

(3.9) (mh1)q=p and (7hy), =v.
The distance Wba(u, v) is then defined as

(3.10) Whba(p,v) = inf{ C(y) + v € Admwy, (u, V)} .

In [I3], Section 2], it was observed that for every p,v € Ma(2) there exists at
least one Wha-optimal transport plan, that is, a measure v € Admyyy, (1, v) that
attains the infimum in EI0).

Later, we will make use of the following consequences of [I3], Proposition 2.7]: the
convergence w.r.t. the metric Wby implies the convergence in duality with C.(Q),
and it is implied by the convergence in duality with Cj(£2).

3.7. Transportation functionals/distances. We now define the transportation
functionals 7 and Who that appear in the schemes (7)) and (LF]).

Definition 3.7. For every u,v € %, let AdeNb2 (1, v) be the set of all finite
nonnegative Borel measures v on £ x Q such that

(1) (Tr%ﬁﬂ)/)g = M,
(2) (W%EFY)Q = v,
(3) Ty — 7y =p—v.

4Once again, completeness is not necessary.
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We call such measures mg—admissible transport plans between p and v. We set

(3.11) mg(u,y) = inf{ C(y) = v € Admyg, (u,y)}
and write
(3.12) Optyp, (4,v) = argmin  C(y)

YEAdm gy (1)
for the set of all the mg—optimal tranport plans between p and v.
Remark 3.8. There is some redundancy in the properties indeed,
[(D]+[B)]=[2) and [2)]+[3)]=[T)

Definition 3.9. For every p,v € %, let Admy(u,v) be the set of all measures v €
Admﬁ,vb2 (s, v) such that, additionally,

(4) 755 = 0.
We define the 7-admissible/optimal tranport plans as in BII) and BI2)), by
replacing Wbo with 7.

Remark 3.10. If v € Admy(u, v) for some p, v € %, then
(3.13) Il <58 +{ ]| = el +lval -

Let us briefly comment about these definitions. Conditions and are
precisely the same as (39). They are needed to ensure that the mass that departs
from (resp. arrives in) 2 is precisely uq (resp. vq). Condition is needed to
also keep track of the mass that is exchanged with the boundary. Since p and v
normally have a negative mass on some subregions of 0f2, it does not make sense to
naively impose 7}y = p and 73,y = v. Note that, in Definition 3.9, a 7-admissible
transport plan does not move mass from 0 to Q. It is shown in Proposition [A]
that this additional condition is needed in dimension d > 2, because the information
about ppq and vgn may otherwise be lost. This does not happen when € is just
a finite union of intervals in R!, because points in 02 are distant from each other.
We will see that, in this case, Definition [3.7] defines a distance. This remark reveals
part of the difficulties in building cost functionals for signed measures that behave
like Ws. See [16] for further details. However, it seems at least convenient to use
signed measures, given that a modified JKO scheme that mimics [13] should allow
for a virtually unlimited amount of mass to be taken from points of 02, step after
step.

4. PROPERTIES OF THE TRANSPORTATION FUNCTIONALS
We gather some useful properties of 7 and Wbs.

4.1. Relation with the Figalli-Gigli distance. For every u,v € ., we have
the inclusions

Admy(p,v) C Admmz (1, v) € Admyys, (10, va) -
As a consequence,
(4.1) Wha(ua,ve) < Wha(u,v) < T(p,v), v e S,

In fact, ng and 7 can be seen as extensions of Whs in the following sense.



12 FILIPPO QUATTROCCHI

Lemma 4.1. For every pair of finite nonnegative Borel measures p,v on §2, we
have the identities

(4.2) Wha(p,v) = g,i,;nefy {mz(ﬂa U)o =p, U= V}

4. = i f .U N [ = % =

(4.3) ﬁ.,lﬁney {T(ﬂa v):fig =, Vo V}

(4.4) = sgg{;g; {sz(u, )t g = V} L = u}
4.5 = inf 0.0) o — - '
(4.5) sgg{;gy{ﬂuw) vo =v} : jig u}

Proof. In light of (@), it suffices to prove that

sup, {Vlgfy {T(a,70) : bg=v}, po= M} < Wha(p,v).

Let i € .7 with fig = u and let v € Admyyyp, (i, v). Define 4 := v — ng and
U= fi A TR — T

It is easy to check that og = v, that 4 € Admy (i, 7), and that C(7) < C(v). As a
consequence,

;g; {T(a,9) : g =v} <V/C(v),

and we conclude by arbitrariness of v and /. ([l

4.2. Relation with the Kantorovich—Rubinstein norm. Interestingly, an in-
equality relates Wby and ||-||z5-

Lemma 4.2. For every p,v € ., we have

—2
(4.6) Wh (s, v) < diam(Q)|1e — v -
Proof. Define the nonnegative measures

b= po + (poa —vea)+, Ui=vqo+ (poa — Voa)—,

and note that i — 7 = p — v. In particular, i(Q) = 0().

Let v be a coupling between g and v, i.e., v is a nonnegative Borel measure
on © x Q such that w%ﬂ = [ and 7@7 = . Notice that v is Whe-admissible
between 1 and v. Therefore,

—2
Wha(u,v) < C(7) = / o — y2dy < diam(€) / o — ] dy.

After taking the infimum over 7, the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality [5, Theo-
rem 8.10.45] implies

N2 . ~ ~ .
Why (1, ) < diaan(Q) i — 7 gy = diam(Q)]|p — v/ g - O
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4.3. The functional 7 is an extended semimetric. The functional 7 may take
the value infinity and does not satisfy the triangle inequality.

Example 4.3. Consider, for the domain Q = (0,1), the measures
pri=00—01 €S, pa=0dp—-6€YS, puz=0€S.

The transport plans y12 = §(0,1/2) and 723 = (1/2,1) are T-admissible, between 11,
and po, and between po and ps, respectively. Thus, both T (u1, u2) and T (uz, 13)
are bounded above by 1/2. However, there is no 713 € Admy(u1,p3). Indeed,
Conditionsandin Definition B would imply (y13)5 = (713)% = 0. Together
with in Definition [3.9] this means that 713 has to equal the zero measure, which
contradicts in Definition B.71

Nonetheless, we have the following proposition, which we prove together with
two useful lemmas.

Proposition 4.4. The functional T is an extended semimetric, i.e., it is nonneg-
ative, symmetric, and we have

(4.7) T,v)=0 <= pu=v.

Lemma 4.5. Let (u™)nen, and (V™)nen, be two sequences in 7, and let 4™ €
Admy(p™, ™) for every n € Ng. Assume that

(a) u™ =, p and V"™ =, v weakly for some u, v,

(b) ud —n po and vy —, vo setwise, i.e., on all Borel sets,

(c) Y™ = v weakly.
Then p,v € % and v € Admy(u,v).

In particular, for any p,v € 7, the set Admy(u,v) is sequentially closed with

respect to the weak convergence.

The proof of this lemma is inspired by part of that of [I7, Lemma 3.1].

Proof. The total mass of v" is bounded and, therefore, the same can be said for the
total mass of (y")2, (v*)2%, (v")5,- Hence, up to taking a subsequence, we may
assume that

(Y& =, 01 in duality with C(Q x Q),
(Y& =, 02 in duality with C(Q x 09),
(7")29 —, 03 in duality with C(9Q x Q)

for some 01, 03, 03. In particular, v* —,, v =01 + 02 + 03.

We claim that o1, 02, 03 are concentrated on Q x 2, Q x 002, 9Q2 x €2 respectively.
If this is true, then Condition in Definition 3.9] for + is obvious, and those in
Definition [3.7] follow by testing them with a function f € Cy(Q) for every n and
passing to the limit. For instance, to prove Conditionin Definition [377 we have

the chain of equalities
o) = tim pi(f) = i [ @) A6 fGe.0)
— [ f@d(r + o2)(w0) = [ @) ar) = (whaf) ().



14 FILIPPO QUATTROCCHI

Let us prove the claim. Let A C  be an open set, in the relative topology of €,
that contains 992. We have

0100 x Q) <01(Ax Q) < lirginf(wn)g(A x Q)
< liminf(v")2(A x Q) = liminf 42 (A) = g (A),
n—oo n—oo

where the second inequality follows from the semicontinuity of the mass on open
sets (in the topology of Q x Q) and the last equality from the setwise convergence.
Since pg has finite total mass and po(092) = 0, we have o1 (992 x Q) = 0. Analo-
gously, using Condition in place of Condition we obtain o1 (Q x 99Q) = 0.
For o5 and o3, the proof is similar. O

Lemma 4.6. If T (u,v) < oo, then Opty(u,v) # 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that Admy(p,v) is nonempty and weakly sequentially
compact. It is nonempty if 7 (u,v) < oo. It is sequentially compact because

(ENE)
v € Admy(p,v) = |yl <llpel +lvell
and thanks to Lemma O

Proof of Proposition [{-4 Only the implication = in (A7) is not immediate. Let us
assume that 7 (u,v) = 0 and let v € Opty(u,v). Since C(y) = 0, the measure v
is concentrated on the diagonal of Q x 2. Thus, the equality p = v follows from

Condition in Definition [3.71 O

We conclude with a corollary of Lemma a semicontinuity property of 7.

Corollary 4.7. Let (4™ )nen, and (V"™)nen, be two sequences in .. Assume that
(a) u™ =, p and V"™ =, v weakly for some p, v,
(b) pug —n po and vy —, vo setwise, i.e., on all Borel sets.

Then

(4.8) T(p,v) < lirr_l)inf T(u™v").

Proof. We may assume that the right-hand side in (48] exists as a finite limit and
that, for every n € Ny, there exists 4" € Admy(u, v) such that

1
COM) ST V") + .

The total variation of each measure 7™ is bounded by || ,ug” + ||V8H, which is
in turn bounded thanks to the assumption. Therefore, we can extract a subse-
quence (Y"*)ren, that converges weakly to a measure y. We know from Lemma [4.5]
that v € Admy(u, v); thus

T2(u,v) <C(y) = lim C(y™) = lim T2(p",v™) = lim T2(u",v"). O

k—oo k—oo n—00

4.4. The functional H is “semicontinuous w.r.t 7. Albeit not being a dis-
tance, the transportation functional 7 makes H lower semicontinuous, in the fol-
lowing sense.
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Proposition 4.8. Let (u")nen, be a sequence in . and suppose that

(4.9) Jim T(u",p) =0
for some p € 7. Then
(4.10) H(p) < 1irginf7—[(u”) .

For the proof we need a lemma, to which we will also often refer later. This
lemma, inspired by [I7, Lemma 5.8] allows to control (1 — v)gq in terms of T (u,v)
and of the restrictions ug and vq. This fact is convenient for two reasons:

e the part of the entropy that depends on uq is superlinear,
e we will see (Remark [B.T5]) that the restrictions to Q of the measures pro-
duced by the scheme (7)) have bounded (in time) mass.

Lemma 4.9. Let 7 > 0, let p,v € .7, and let ®: Q — R be Lipschitz continuous.
Then,

(4.11) (@) = v(@)] < cor(lnall +lval

In particular,

)+

(412)  poa(®) = voa(®) < va(®) — pa(®) + car(luel +|vall) + #’im :

Proof. Let v € Opt(u,v). By Definition 3.7 and Definition B9}, we have the chain
of inequalities

@) (@) =ik~ (@) =| [ (@(0) - 2(0) dr(2.0)

< /\/?(Lip ®) - |I\/_2—f| dy(z,y)

. 1
<rLip®P il + 4 [l =3 dr(a)

T2 (s v)
4t ’
and the conclusion follows. O

< 7(Lip @) (el +vell) +

Proof of Proposition [{.8 We may assume that the right-hand side in ([@I0) exists
as a finite limit and that #(u") is finite for every n. In particular, ug, is absolutely
continuous w.r.t. £&. Denote by p™ its density. Owing to Lemma[Ld for every 7 >
0 and n, we have

H(p") = E(P") + 1o (¥)
T2 (™, 1)

> /(logp"—i—V— L= er = W) da 19 + p(®) — 7ol - 2
Q

It follows that the sequence (p™),, is uniformly integrable; thus, it admits a (not rela-
beled) subsequence that converges, weakly in L' (), to some function p. From (@)
and [I3 Proposition 2.7], we infer that ug — uq in duality with C.(2) and, there-
fore, p is precisely the density of pg. The functional £ is convex and lower semicon-
tinuous on L'(Q) (by Fatou’s lemma), hence weakly lower semicontinuous. Thus,
we are only left with proving that

poa(V) < liminf 5o (V).
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Once again, we make use of Lemma L0 and of the weak convergence in L(£2) to
write, for every 7 > 0,

zmiiﬁgcﬂwﬂw
4Tt

lim sup (s — 1) oo (V) < limsup 7 (|ug|| + |lpell) + limsup
n—00 n—00 n—00
We conclude by arbitrariness of 7. (I

4.5. The functional W\EQ is a pseudodistance. The functional ﬁ/\ég is a pseu-
dodistance on ., meaning that it fulfills the properties of a distance, except, pos-
sibly, © = v when m2(u, v) = 0. As before, nonnegativity, symmetry, and the
implication

p=v = mg(u,u) =0
are obvious. To prove finiteness, it suffices to produce a single v € Admm2 (1, V)
for every p,v € 7. Let us arbitrarily fix a probability measure ¢ on 92 and set

1= poa — vae + (luall —llvell)<-
The following is mg—admissible:

ug®<+<®m+’7”+ﬁ’|7‘* ifn+£0,

po @ ¢+ @ o ifn=0.

Only the triangle inequality is still missing.

Proposition 4.10. The functional mg satisfies the triangle inequality. Hence, it
is a pseudodistance.

Proof. Let p1,p2,ps € ', and let us view them as measures on three different
copies of €2, that we denote by 1,2, 3, respectively. We write 72 for both the
projections from 7 x Qs and Q2 x Q3 onto .

Choose two transport plans y12 € Admyg; (p1, p2) and y23 € Admyy (p2, t3)-
Let 1) = (15723 — m3712)a and consider

Yz =2 + (Id, Id)gnt,  F23 =3 + (Id, Id) - .
It is easy to check that these are admissible too, i.e., 412 € Admm2 (1, p2)
and J23 € Admyy (p2,p13), as well as that C(v12) = C(12) and C(v23) = C(723).
Furthermore, w%ﬂlg equals wiﬂgg. The gluing lemma [4, Lemma 5.3.2] supplies a
nonnegative Borel measure 4123 such that
T Y123 =12 and T Y123 = Fo3 -

The measure v = w;f’%% is mz—admissible between p1 and po. By the Minkowski
inequality,

m2(ﬂ1,ﬂ2) <VC(7) £ VC(AF2) + VC(A23) = VC(712) + VC(723)

from which, by arbitrariness of 712 and 23, the triangle inequality follows. O

In general, Wb, is not a true metric on .#. This is proven in Proposition A1l
However, an analogue of Lemma [.5] holds (proof omitted).

Lemma 4.11. Let (p")nen, and (V™)nen, be two sequences in 7, and let " €
Admgz (u",v") for every n € No. Assume that

(a) u™ =, p and V"™ =, v weakly for some u, v,
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(b) pu —n po and vy —, vo setwise, i.e., on all Borel sets,
(c) ™ —n v weakly.
Then p,v € & and v € Admyg; (u, v).
In particular, for any p,v € 5” the set Admyg; (,u, v) is sequentially closed with
respect to the weak convergence.

4.6. When ) is a finite union of intervals, /WEQ is a distance. When () is
a finite union of 1-dimensional intervals (equivalently, when 9f is a finite set) we
also have .

Whoo(p,v) =0 <<= u=v.
Proposition 4.12. Ifd =1 and  is a finite union of intervals, then (7, W/bg) 18
a metric space.

This proposition is an easy consequence of the following remark and lemma,
analog to Remark B.10 and Lemma [£.6], respectively.

Remark 4.13. Fix p,v € & and pick v € Admy; (u, v). If 99 is finite and the
diagonal of 9 x 91 is y-negligible, then

(4.13)

Il <& + 2| + 58 <l + vl +

/Ix—yl dy(z,y)

min, yean|

<|pall +lvall +<cC(v) -

Lemma 4.14. Assume that d = 1 and that € is a finite union of intervals. Then
the set Optyy, (u, v) is nonempty for every u,v € & .

Proof. We already know that Admgy (u,v) # (. Let us take a minimizing se-
quence (7")nen, € Admg; 2( v) for the cost functional C. Let A be the diagonal
of 90 x 0. Tt is easy to see that (7™ —4™|a)n is still an admissible and minimizing
sequence. Therefore, we can assume that 7"|o = 0. By Remark T3] the total
variation of 4™ is bounded. Therefore, there exists a subsequence of (™), that
converges weakly to a limit v and, by Lemma ATl v € Admﬂ2 (u,v). Since the

sequence is minimizing, 7y is also mg—optimal. (I

Two further useful facts about mz are the counterparts of Lemma and
Proposition [£.8] in the case where 2 is a finite union of intervals.

Lemma 4.15. Assume that d = 1 and that ) is a finite union of intervals.
Let p,v € .7 and let ®: Q@ — R be Lipschitz continuous. Then,

(1) [u(@) — (@] < calWba(e, )Vl + el + Wh ().

Proof. By Condition in Definition B2 for every u,v € . and every v €
Opty, (1, V), we have

(@) — (@ !_’/ (y)) dv(z, y)IS(Lipfb)/lw—yldv(%y)
< (Lip ®)y/C(7) [[7]] = (Lip @) Wba(p, v) V[ -

We can assume that the diagonal of 02 x 0f is vy-negligible; hence, we conclude by
Remark [4.13] O
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Proposition 4.16. Assume that d = 1 and that Q is a finite union of intervals.
Then H is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. Wbs.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition [£.8 making use of Lemma [£.I5in place
of Lemma O

When mg defines a metric, a natural question is whether or not this metric
is complete. In general, the answer is no; this is proven in Proposition Of
course, we could take the completion of (¥, Wby), but, in fact, completeness will
never be necessary. Nonetheless, we prove in Proposition [A3] that the sublevels of
the functional H are, instead, complete for Wbs, which means that we could as well
work on a sublevel and forget about any potential issue with completeness.

Another interesting problem is to find a convergence criterion for Why. Ex-
ploiting Lemma [£2] we find a simple sufficient condition for convergence in the 1-
dimensional setting.

Lemma 4.17. Assume that d = 1 and that  is a finite union of intervals.

If (W) nen, € & converges weakly to p € 7, then p™ W2 I

Proof. The idea is to use Lemma together with the measure theoretic result [5]
Theorem 8.3.2]: the metric induced by |[|-[|;zz metrizes the weak convergencd] of

nonnegative Borel measures on ). For every z € 90Q, let a, = —inf, p,(z).
Every number a, is finite because, by the uniform boundedness principle, the total
variation of p” is bounded. By the considerations above, we have

u" =, uweakly =  u"+ Z G0y —p Wb+ Z G40, weakly
€N €N

n ([E8) 7 n
_— Hp, _M|‘f{\f{_>"0 — ng(u ,/J,) —>n0. OJ

Remark 4.18. The converse of Lemma AT is not true: in the case  := (0, 1),
consider the sequence

lan = n(al/n_(so)a TLENla
which converges to =0 w.r.t. W‘EQ.

4.7. Estimate on the directional derivative. The following lemma will be used
in Proposition 57 to characterize the solutions of the variational problem (L7]). We
omit its simple proof, almost identical to that of [I3, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma 4.19. Let p,v € .. Further let w: Q — R? be a bounded and Borel
vector field with compact support. Let v € Optr(u,v). Fort > 0 sufficiently small,
define py = (Id +tw)gp. Then

2 _ 72
(4.15) lim sup T, v) = T, v) <

t—0+ 3 o

2 / (w(z),y — z) dy(zy).

5In [5], two Kantorovich-Rubinstein norms are defined. Here, we implicitly use that they are
equivalent on measures on a bounded metric space, see [5, Section 8.10(viii)].
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4.8. Existence of transport maps. Note the following.

Proposition 4.20. Let ju,v € ., let A, B C Q x Q be Borel sets, and let v be a
nonnegative Borel measure on ) x Q. If

(a) either v € Optyz, (1, v),

(b) or~y € Opty(u,v) and (A x B) N (0Q x Q) = 0,
then v% is optimal for the classical 2-Wasserstein distance between its marginals.

Consequently: under the assumptions of this proposition, if one of the two
marginals of v§ is absolutely continuous, we can apply Brenier’s theorem [6] and
deduce the existence of the optimal transport map. For instance, whenever ug is ab-
solutely continuous, there exists a Borel map 7': Q — Q such that v = (Id, T) 4 0.

Proof of Proposition [{.20 Let 4 be any nonnegative Borel coupling between w%gyf

and wiwf . In particular, 4 is concentrated on A x B. Define the nonnegative
measure

Note that
w%ﬁ’ = w%ﬁ and wiw’ = wi%
which yields
v € Admgy, (1, v) = S Admyg (1, v).

Furthermore, if 755 = 0, then (7/)9% = 79, Thus,

[v € Adm7(p,v) and (A x B)N (02 x 0Q) =0] = ' € Admy(u,v).
Hence, if either v € Optyy; (1, v), or v € Opty(p, v) and (A x B) N (9 x 9Q) = 0,

then, by optimality, C(y) < C(v'), and we infer that C(v5) < C(5). We conclude
by arbitrariness of 7. O

In [I3, Proposition 2.3| and [I7, Proposition 3.2], the authors give more precise
characterizations of the optimal plans for their respective transportation functionals
in terms of suitable c-cyclical monotonicity of the support, as in the classical optimal
transport theory (see, e.g., |2l Lecture 3]). Existence of transport plans is then
derived as a consequence. We believe that a similar analysis can be carried out for
the transport plans in Opt, and OptWsz, but it is not necessary for the purpose of
this work.

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

Recall the scheme ([I7)): we first fix a measure o € . such that its restriction
to  is absolutely continuous (w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure) with density equal
to po. Then, for every 7 > 0 and n € Ny, we iteratively choose

ﬂ(uw%)) _

/Lz—nJrl)T € arE min <H(N) + o0

es
For all 7 > 0, these sequences are extended to maps ¢t — puj, constant on the
intervals [n7, (n + 1)7) for every n € N.
We are going to prove Theorem [LT] in seven steps, corresponding to as many
(sub)sections:

1. Existence: The scheme is well-posed, in the sense that there exist minimum
points for the variational problem (L7).
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2. Boundary condition: The minimizers of (1) approximately satisfy the
boundary condition p|aqn = e?-V.

3. Sobolev regularity: There are minimizers such that their restriction to €
enjoy some Sobolev regularity, with quantitative estimates, and satisfy a
“precursor” of the Fokker—Planck equation.

4. Uniqueness: There is only one minimizer for (I7) (given u7 . ).

5. Contractivity: Suitably truncated L9-norms decrease in time along the dis-
crete solutions of the scheme. This result is useful in proving convergence
of the scheme, both w.r.t. Wby and in L{, _((0,00); L(£2)).

. Convergence w.r.t. Wb,.

7. Fokker-Planck with Dirichlet boundary conditions: The limit solves the
Fokker—Planck equation with the required Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Moreover, the convergence holds in Llloc((O,oo);Lq(Q)) (for appropriate
values of ¢ as in the statement of the theorem).

=]

Each (sub)section starts with the precise statement of the corresponding main
proposition and ends with its proof. When needed, some preparatory lemmas pre-
cede the proof.

5.1. One step of the scheme. In this section, we gather together the subsections
corresponding to the first five bullet points of our plan for Theorem[L.Il The reason
is that they all involve only one step of the discrete scheme.

Throughout this section, i1 is any measure in . whose restriction to 2 is abso-
lutely continuous and such that, denoting by p the density of i, the quantity £(p)
is finite. We also fix 7 > 0. We aim to find one/all minimum point(s) of

T2, 0)
2T
and determine some of its/their properties.

(5.1) H(-) + =R

5.1.1. Existence.

Proposition 5.1. There exists at least one minimum point of the function in ([G.1).
Every minimum point p satisfies the following:
(1) Both H(p) and T (u, ) are finite. In particular, po admits a density p.
(2) The total variation of u and the integral prlogpdx can be bounded by a
constant ¢, that depends on V' only through ||V || -
(8) The following inequality holds:
T2, 1)

(5.2) Y < E(p) — E(p) + pa(V) — o () + cr(luel +ill) -

The proof of this proposition, partially inspired by [I7, Propositions 4.3 & 5.9], is
essentially an application of the direct method in the calculus of variations, although
some care is needed due to the unboundedness of ‘H from below.

Proof of Proposition[51l Let (u™)nen, C - be a minimizing sequence for (G.1I).

We may assume that

T2 (1", ) T2 (. 1)
2T 2T

where the finiteness of H(ji) is consequence of £(p) < co. For every n, let p™ be
the density of pg and let 4 € Opt(u", ).

1

1
(5'3) H(Nn)+ SH(ﬂ)"" +g:%(ﬂ)+g <00, n €Ny,
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Step 1 (preliminary bounds). Firstly, we shall do some work towards the proof
of (5.2)) and establish uniform integrability for {p"}, . By (6.3) and Lemma (4.9

T (u"R) _
2T -

<E(p) — E(p") + 1 (V) — (V) + o7 (|ug ]l +lAall) +

(5.4)

S|

M)~ H(u") + - = E(2) — E(p") + oa(¥) — o (V) +
Tt ) 1
T

from which,
- L o 1
6:5) [ o1ogs" < [ (plogp+ VIl +I1W] o + 1 €r)(p+ ) o+

Since A — Alog A is superlinear, we have uniform integrability of {p™}, . In partic-
ular, HM?IH is bounded.
Also the total variation ||u™|| is bounded. Indeed,

(5.6) [ < 20y [+ 1Al < 2flps ] + 3llall

where the first inequality follows from Condition in Definition B.7, and the
second one from Remark .10
Step 2 (existence). We can extract a (not relabeled) subsequence such that:

(1) p5q —n n for some n weakly in duality with C'(99),
(2) p* —, p for some p weakly in L(€2),
(3) u" =, = pdx + n weakly in duality with C(Q), and p € ..
Since the functional £ is sequentially lower semicontinuous w.r.t. the weak conver-

gence in L'(), and sum of lower semicontinuous functions is lower semicontinuous,
Corollary A1 yields

H(p) + T2 ) < liminf (H(m) + M) — inf <H(,) n 7“2(-,/0) '

2T n—oco o 2

Step 8 (inequalities). If p is any minimum point for (B.1)), the inequality ([B.2),
and the bounds on [|u|| and [, plog pdz directly follow from (5.4), (E.3)), and (5.6)
by taking the constant sequence equal to p in place of (u™),. (I

5.1.2. Boundary condition. Pick any minimum point y for (B.I)) and denote by p the
density of juq. Let v € Opt(u, i) and let S: Q — Q be such that 7§ = (Id, S) 4 uq-

Proposition 5.2. There exists a Z%-negligible set N C Q such that:
(1) For all x € Q\ N and y € 0%, the inequalities

61 L ctogpe) - v v <o (240
2T T
hold. The constant ¢ can be chosen independent of V.
(2) For all x € Q\ N such that S(z) € 0, we have the inequality
(5-8) log p(x) < W(S(x)) = V(z).

Remark 5.3. Proposition implies in particular that p € L>°(2) and that p is
bounded from below by a positive constant (depending on 7). Hence, the mea-
sure pq is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure on ).
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Remark 5.4. Define

gi=+peV =" g = (g—r)1 —(9+K)-, k>0,
It follows from (B.7)) that, when k > ¢(e“” —1), for a suitable constant ¢ independent
of V, the function ¢(*) is compactly supported in € (up to changing its value on a
Lebesgue-negligible set).

Proposition [(.2] is analog to [13, Proposition 3.7 (27) & (28)] and [IT, Proposi-
tion 5.2 (5.39) & (5.40)]. Like those, ours is proven by taking suitable variations of
the minimizer p. Two lemmas are also needed. The first one is similar to [I7, Propo-
sition A.3 (A.7)], and the second one to [I7, Lemma 5.10]. Contrary to the latter,
however, our Lemma does not require any regularity of the boundary.

Lemma 5.5. For u-a.e. point x € 2 such that S(z) € 052, we have

2
(5.9) S(z) € argmin (—\I/(y) + |u> .
yedQ 27
Proof. Set
2
(5.10) Fla,y) = —U(y) + '%, rEQ, yean.

By [Il, Theorem 18.19] there exists a Borel function R: 2 — 9 such that

R(z) € argmin f(x,y)
yeoN

for all z € Q. Let A C S71(99) be a Borel set and consider the measure
=g+ Sppa — Rypa,
which lies in .. Further define
¥ =~ —(Id, S)#MA + (Id, R)#/J’A

and notice that ¥ € Admy(f1, z). By the minimality property of p and the opti-
mality of «, we must have

M)+ 5-C(7) < M) + 5-C(3)

which, after rearranging the terms, gives

[ @ s@)dna@) < [ o R@) dus(e) = [ min 7o) dpata).
We conclude the proof by arbitrariness of A. (|

Lemma 5.6. For u-a.e. point x € 2 such that S(z) € 052, we have
(5.11) ‘x—S(z)’ <27Lip ¥ + min|z —y| .
ye2

Proof. Fix x € S~1(8) such that (59) holds and fix y € 9. Let a = |z — S(z)|
and b :=|z — y|. We may assume that a > 0. We have
2 B3 b2
“U(S@) + 3 < )+
2T 2T
whence
a? — b2
2T

< (Lip ¥)|y — S(z)| < (Lip¥)(a+b).
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We conclude by dividing on both sides by a + b, rearranging, taking the minimum
over y, and recalling that (5.9) holds for p-a.e. point in S~1(99). O

Proof of Proposition[5.2. We shall prove the inequalities of the statement for x out
of negligible sets IV, that depend on y. This is sufficient because the set 9Q is
separable and all the functions in the statement are continuous in y. The actual
set IV is the union of these negligible sets N, over all y’s from a countable dense
subset of 9.

Fix y € 09.

Step 1 (first inequality in (5.7)). Let € > 0, take a Borel set A C Q, and define

fin =+ LY — €| Al 0y €S, A=+ LY 0y € Admy (i1, 1) -
By the minimality property of y and the optimality of +,

2
OS/ <<p+e>log<p+e>—plogp+v_l_w(y)+|x—y| )dx_
A

€ 2T

Since the function A — Alog A is convex, we can use the monotone convergence
theorem (“downwards”) to find

2
og/ <1ogp+V—\IJ(y)+|M> d.
A 2T

By arbitrariness of A, we have the first inequality in (5.17) for = out of a £-
negligible set (possibly dependent on y). In particular, p > 0.
Step 2 (second indequality in (B2) on S™1(2)). Let e € (0,1), take a Borel

set A C S71(Q), define

iz = i+ eul(A)5, — epa €

Yo ==y — E(Id, S)#MA + €6y (9 S#[J,A S Ame(ﬂg,ﬂ) .
Note that A € S~1() is needed to ensure that (72)55 = 0. This time, the
minimality property gives

_ _ _J Id —
og/((l E)lzg(l 6)—10gp—V+1+\I/(y)+<y d’y; d 2S>>du,4.

We conclude by arbitrariness of A, after letting ¢ — 0, that

(y — 2,y +2—25()) < Olim(mlﬂc -yl

log p(z) + V(z) = ¥(y) < o -

for p-a.e. z € S71(Q). Since p > 0, the same thing is true fg,lm)—a.e.
Step 3 (second inequality in [B1) on S~1(0Q), and [B8)). Let € € (0,1), take a
Borel set A C S~1(99), define

fig =+ eSupa —eps €7,
Y3 =7 —e(Id, S)gpa € Admy(fiz, it) -
By the minimality property,

_ _ Id —S|?
0§/<(1 9 log(1 6)—logp—V+1+\IfoS—|0127&)d/m,
T

€
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from which, by arbitrariness of € and A, we infer (5.8) Zg,l( oa)-a-e. To deduce

the second inequality in (EX]) we make use of the Lipschitz-continuity of ¥ and
Lemma 5.6

log p(x) — W(y) + V(z) = W(S(x)) — W(y) < (Lip¥)|S(x) — o]

GID
< Lip¥)(z— S(@)| +|lz—yl) < 2(Lip¥)(rLipV¥ +|z —yl).
Eventually, the estimate

e —y| 7Tlz—y| |Jr—y| 7diam()
<
2T + 2 - 2T + 2
allows to conclude. O

|z —y[ <

5.1.3. Sobolev regularity.
Proposition 5.7. There exists at least one minimum point u of (&Il such that,
denoting by p the density of uq, we have:
(1) The function \/peV belongs to W12(Q) N L29(Q) for every q € [1,00) such
that q(d — 2) < d. In particular, p € Wli)cl (). We have the estimates

(5.12) HV\/pe—V‘

and
2
(5.13) ok < ey (e +[OVo, +ll)

If d =1, the same is true with ¢ = oo too. B
(2) There exists v € Opt(u, i) such that, writing v = (Id, S) g pq, we have
S —
-
Remark 5.8. Contrary to Proposition 5.1l and Proposition [5.2] Proposition [5.7] es-

tablishes properties only for some minimizer of (5.)). However, we will soon prove
that the minimizer is unique.

< CT(IM i)
L2 T

)

Id
(5.14) p=Vp+pVV =e V'V (pe") L a.e. on Q.

The core idea to prove Proposition 5.7 is to compute the first variation of the
functional (1) at a minimum point and exploit Lemma 19 like in [I3] Proposi-
tion 3.6]. However, the proof is complicated by the weak assumptions on V" and the
lack of regularity of the boundary 9€). To manage V', we rely on an approximation
argument. The issue with 002 is that the Rellich—-Kondrachov compact embed-
ding theorem and the Sobolev embedding theorem are not available for (sequences
of) functions in W2(Q). Nonetheless, they can still be applied to (sequences of)
functions in WO1 2((2) This is why we proved before the approximate boundary
condition, i.e., Proposition

Proof of Proposition[5.7. Since V is essentially bounded, by convolving it with
suitable mollifiers, we can construct a sequence of smooth approximating func-
tions (Vi)ken, C CS°(€2) that converge to V' pointwise almost everywhere and,
possibly after rescaling, enjoy the property ||V« =||V|| ~ for every k. For each
one of these approximating functions, we define &, and Hj by replacing V with Vj
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in the definitions of £ and . Then, by applying Proposition 5.1, we find x* that

minimizes

2r

Let us denote by p* the density of ,u’;z and choose a T-optimal transport plan
v* € Opty(p*, i) for every k. Since [|[Vill o =V, for every k, we know from
Proposition [B.] that the integral fQ p¥ log p¥ dz and the total variation HukH are
bounded. Consequently, there exists a (not relabeled) subsequence such that:

Hi(-) +

(1) phe —k n for some n weakly in duality with C(992),

(2) p* —p p weakly in L'(9),

(3) pkF =1 = pdx + n weakly in duality with C(Q),

(4) v* = v weakly in duality with C(Q x Q) for some v, and v € Adm(p, 1),
by Lemma

As already observed, & is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. weak L!-convergence. Hence,
(5.15) H(p) < likminf’;'-[(uk) .
— 00

We will see in Step 3 that p is a minimum point of (GIJ).
Step 1 (Sobolev bound for the approvimants). Fix k € Ny. Let w: Q — R?
be a C*°-regular vector field with compact support and, for € > 0, let R.(x) =
7+ ew(x). We set u*€ = (R.)xp* and notice that, if € is sufficiently small, R, is
a diffeomorphism from € to itself, and p*€ € .. The minimality of ;* implies
T2(/1’k)€7 ﬂ) - T2 (Mka ﬂ)
2T

/(log pF— log(pk’6 oR)+ Vi — Vo RE) dug <

It can be easily checked that the density p*€ of ug’e satisfies

k

ke p d

“CoR = ——— ZL%a.c. Q;

P o detVRE a.e. on
hence we have
_ 2(,,k,e 7\ _ k =
/ logdet VR, + Vj VkORﬁpkde T2k ) — T (u ,u).
Q

€ 2eT

Passing to the limit e — 0, the dominated convergence theorem (Vj is smooth),
Lemma [£.19, and Holder’s inequality give

(5.16) /Q(divw —(VVi,w))pFdz < —% /(w(x),y —z) dyF(z,y)
k —
< ol ey D

By the Riesz representation theorem, this means that there exists a vector field u €
L?(p*;R?) such that

T (k¥ i)
(5.17) lellzgn) < ———,

and
/ (divaw — (VVk,w>)pk dz = / (u, w)p" dx
Q Q

for all smooth and compactly supported vector fields w. In other words, —p*(u +
VV}) is the distributional gradient of p*. Since p* € L!(Q2), the function Vj is
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Lipschitz continuous, and by (5.17), we now know that p* € W11(2). Hence, for
every smooth w that is compactly supported,

/ vV pkeVe divw dz = lim \/p keVe + edivw dz = lim p ¢
Q el0 b0 Jo 24/pkeVe 4+ e

< MUz pr) ||u||L2 / 2V’v|w| do — el 2 (e w0l p2evic)
B o preVe+e 2 7

where, for the second equality, we used a standard property of composition of
Sobolev functions (cf. [, Proposition 9.5]) and, in the last one, the monotone

convergence theorem. With a similar argument as before, we infer that /pFeVs €
W12(Q) with

(5.18) /Q‘V\/ pkeVe

The number at the right-hand side of the latter is bounded as k — oo. Indeed, by
minimality of z*,
T2 /J'ku i) — 7-2 1

U= T < 1)~ () = H(u)—H(uk)Jr/QIV ~Villp o[,

from which, owing to (5.15]) and the identity ||Vi|| o =V, we find

26*Vk dx < <|_u|l’22(P")> m T (u* _).

- 472

(5.19) limsup 72 (%, @) < T(u, ) + limsup27'/ [V — Villp — pi| dz
Q

k—o0 k—o0

< T2(u, 1)

We infer that

1imsupHV\/p er

k—o00

T2k
< exp(HVHLoo)hmsup% < 00.

In particular, we can extract a further (not relabeled) subsequence such that
k -
(520) A /pker —p f Weakly in W1’2(Q) with ”foL2 < climsup T(M 7/1’)
k—o0 T

for some function f. In the next Step, we show that f = \/pe".

Step 2 (improved convergence). Although 02 is not regular enough to apply
directly Rellich-Kondrachov theorem [7, Theorem 9.16], we claim that the con-
vergence (5.20) is also strong in L?(Q). Firstly, by applying this theorem on a
countable covering made of open balls, all contained in €2, and by a diagonal argu-
ment, we extract a (not relabeled) subsequence such that the strong convergence
holds in L?(w) for every w € €. Secondly, let us set

gk = pkeVe — %2 gk (®) = (gF — k), — (g +K)_, k>0
(as in Remark [54), and fix k = ¢(e®” — 1) for an appropriate constant ¢ (inde-
pendent of u* and V4), so that each ") is compactly supported, hence in the

space W01’2(Q). Note that supngk,(n) < Supngk”Wl,z < 00. Therefore,

w12
we can extract a further (not relabeled) subsequence such that ¢gF(®) —, (%)
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weakly in VVO1 2(Q) for some function ¢*). To this sequence, we can apply Rellich—
Kondrachov theorem on the whole 2. Thus, for every w € €2, we have
< lim sup

lim sup H \/pkl erQ _ \/pkl erQ ’\/pkl erQ _ \/pkl erQ
kl kz*)OO

kl,kQ*}Oo
+2 limsupH\/ keVe

k—o0

k,(k)
<c¢ <\/‘Q\ |+ hmsupHg L2(Q\w)>
< (,/\Q\w] +Hg<n> L2(Q\w)> 7

and we conclude, by arbitrariness of w, that the sequence ( pker)k is Cauchy,
hence strongly convergent.
Further, we note the following facts:

e The limit p* —; p is strong in L'(2), and f coincides with /peV. To
understand why, observe that, by Holder’s inequality,

Vs P Ve e

The last norm on the right is bounded, because so is the L'-norm of p*.

L (w)

L2(Q\w)

(e

Moreover, since’ fe V2 — fe’Vk/QH , —*k 0 by the dominated convergence
L

theorem, we only need to make the estimate

H, /pk _ fe*Vk/QHL2 < e~ Vk/2 (1 /pker _ f)
L2

and use that the rightmost term vanishes as k — oc.
e The function g(*) is

g =(g—r)y —(g+K)_, whereg:=f—e

DkeVi —

SC‘

/2

Step 3 (minimality). We have not proven that u is a minimizer for (51 yet.
Since the hypotheses of Corollary .7 are satisfied,

Twwgmm%MM+ﬂww>

2T k—oo 2T

k —
< lim inf (’Hk(uk) + M) + limsup/ Vi — V| p*da.
Q

H(p) +

k—o00 2T k—o0

The last limit superior equals 0, because Vi, —; V almost everywhere with a L°°-
1
bound, and p* L—>k p. Moreover, by minimality of ;*, every other i € .7 satisfies

T (1, 1) T2, )

Hp) +—5 = 2T 2T

< hm 1nf Hi(f) +
(A

< H(i) + TN) + hmsup/|V;C —V]dag .
If H(ji) < oo, then fig is absolutely continuous; thus, by the dominated convergence
theorem, [|Vi — V|djig — 0. This proves that 4 is a minimum point of (5.1).
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Step 4 (inequality (512)). The inequality (512) would follow from (G20) if
(5.21) T(p i) = lim T(u",f1).

In turn, the latter is consequence of Corollary 7] and (5I9). Indeed, with the
same argument of Step 3, we can say that the limit of [,V — Vka — pk‘ dx is 0.
Step 5 (higher integrability). The inequality (513) would follow from the Sobolev
embedding theorem [7 Corollary 9.14] if Q were a set with regular boundary. Pick ¢
as in the statement, i.e., 1 < ¢ < oo with ¢(d —2) < dor,if d=1, ¢ € [1,00]. We
leverage the fact that ¢(*) WO1 2(Q): after extending ¢ to the whole R? (null

(x)
L2a = chg

out of ), we can apply [7, Corollary 9.13|, which gives Hg(”)

W1,2.

W1,2>

Hence,

[Voet

< e+ lgll e < oL+ m) + g

L2

(k)
(1t

<t (1 + I<é+||g||W1,2) < ¢ (1 + ’i‘f'H \% P€VHW112>
< ¢ (1 + m—i—HVVpeV‘ LT ||p||L1> ;

which can be easily transformed into (5.13).
To see that p € Wlicl (Q), observe that, on every w €  open, formally,

2
(5.22) Vp=V ((\/pev) ev> =2V \/peV V/peV — p VV ,
€L L2 L2 Lr
e’

where p = p(w) is as in Definition B and p’ is its conjugate exponent, which
satisfies the condition p’(d — 2) < d.
Step 6 (identity (5.14)) From (G.21), it follows that v € Opt(u, ). Indeed,
_ . . G20 _
T, i) < C(y) = lim C(v%) = T T(u", ) "= T2 (. )
—00 k—o0

We shall prove (5.14)) for this transport plan v. Let us fix w :  — R? compactly
supported and smooth. For every k, we can rewrite (G.I6]) as

—2/Q e Vi/pkeVi <V\/pkevk,'w> dz < 1 /(w(:z:),y —z)dyF(z,y).

T

Now, recall that
(1) V/pFeVs —; Vi/peV weakly in L2(;R?),
(2) /pFeVr =y \/peV strongly in L2(Q),
(3) eV — e~V pointwise and with a L®-bound. Thus, e~V*y/preVew —,
e~ V'\/peVw strongly in L2(Q; RY),
(4) v* =4, v weakly.
This is enough to infer that

when S is such that 7§} = (Id, S)4uq. By arbitrariness of w, (5.14) follows. O
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5.1.4. Uniqueness. Let us assume that p and p' are two minimizers for (5IJ) such
that their restrictions to € are absolutely continuous; let p and p’ be their respective
densities. Let v € Opt,(u, i) and v/ € Opt (1, t). By Proposition L20, we can
write

76 = (1d, ) ppa, (V)6 =(1d,8)ppa,
vg = (T Id)gae, ()= (T"1d)4h0,
for some appropriate Borel maps. We suppose that at least one of the two measures,

say p, has the properties in Proposition [, and that S satisfies (5.14]). We are
going to prove the following.

Proposition 5.9. The two measures i and i’ are equal.

Note that uniqueness is not immediate, given that the functional H is not strictly
convex. This setting is different from that of [I7] and [I3]: their measures are defined
only on Q. Instead, we claim here that the measure j, on the whole Q, is uniquely
determined.

The proof of Proposition [5.9lis preceded by three lemmas: the first one concerns
the identification of S and S’; the second one, similar to [I7, Proposition A.3 (A.5)],
shows that T'|7-1(9q) and T'|(p/)-1(aq) enjoy one same property, inferred from the
minimality of g and p'; the third one ensures that this property characterizes
uniquely T and 7" on T~1(0Q) N (T")~1(99).

Lemma 5.10. If ug = ug, then S(z) = S'(x) for pg-a.e .

Proof. We only have to show that (5.I4) is satisfied when S is replaced by S’.

Let w: Q — R? be C*®-regular and with compact support. For every € > 0,
let R.(z) = = + ew(x). By repeating the proof at the beginning of Step 1 in
Proposition 5.7 and since p = p/, we see that the minimality of p/ implies

— . 1
(5.23) /pdivwdaj—l—hmsup/ mpdxﬁ —/(w,ld—S/>pdx.
Q Q Q

e—0 € T
We claim that
(5.24) fim [ VOB~V

pdr = /(VV,w>pd33.

0 Jg € Q

Let w € @ € §2 be open sets with w compactly supported in w, so that, for every ¢
sufficiently small, R maps w to w and equals the identity on Q \ w. Note that, by
Definition 3.1 and the supposed regularity of p, the function V is in W?(%) and p
is in LP' (Q) for some p and p’ conjugate. By Friedrichs’ theorem [7, Theorem 9.2|,
the function V|, is limit in W1P(w) of (the restriction to w) of a sequence of
functions (Vi)ren, € C°(R9). Since (5.24) is true when V is replaced by Vi, it is
not difficult to prove it for V' by approximation. We omit the details.

Knowing (5.24)), the inequality (5.23]) becomes

1
—/(Vp+pVV,w> dz < —/(w,ld—S”}pd:z:,
Q Q

T

and we conclude by arbitrariness of w. (|

Lemma 5.11. For fi-a.e. point x € Q such that T'(z) € 0N, we have

2
(5.25) T(x) € argmin <\If(y) + |u> .
yeIN 27
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An analogous statement holds for T'.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is an easy adaptation of that of Lemma O

Lemma 5.12. For fi-a.e. point x € ) such that both T'(z) € 02 and T'(x) € 09,
we have
T(x) =T (x).

Proof. We can resort to [9, Lemma 1]. Adopting the notation of this lemma, we set

2
z—t _
Qt,z) = W(t) + |T| . P= CN|T*1(BQ)F1(T/)*1(BQ) )
for some constant ¢ that makes P a probability distribution. Four assumptions are
made therein and need to be checked:

e Absolute Continuity: It follows from &(fi) < oo that fiq is absolutely
continuous. Hence, so is the probability P.

e Continuous Differentiability: Conditions (a) and (b) are easy to check.
Condition (c) is vacuously true by setting A(t) := () for every ¢.

e Generic: Condition (d) is true and easy to check.

e Manifold: This condition is not true if 02 does not enjoy any kind of
regularity. However, one can check that that 992 does not need to be a union
of manifolds if the condition Generic holds with A(t) := @ for every t. The
other topological properties, namely second-countability and Hausdorff, are
trivially true, since 92 C R4, O

Proof of Proposition[2.9 Step 1 (uniqueness of p and S). The identity p = p/
follows from the strict convexity of the function A — AlogA. To see why, notice

that %7/ € Ame(%”/, ii); therefore, by minimality,

H<u>+%c<u)+2H<u’)+%C(u') §H<%w)+ic <7+27f>.

2T
Most of the terms simplify by linearity. What remains is

1 /1 / / /
/pogp+p 0g p da:g/ ptp log p+p dz,
Q 2 Q 2 2

which implies p(z) = p'(z) for L%-a.e. x € Q. The identity S = S’ out of a uq-
negligible set follows from Lemma [5.101
Step 2 (uniqueness of 5k ). We can write

Y=7a+%0 and ¥ =(")8+ (" )5-

Because of the uniqueness of ug and S, however, we have the equality v = (v')8.

If we combine this fact with Condition in Definition B we find
0= (Wi& (v — 7’))9 = Wi& (Wgsz - (7’)3@)

=Ty ((Tv 1d) g fip -1 a0y — (T', Id)#ﬁ(T’)*l({)Q)) = fr-1(80) — H(T)~1(890) -

This proves that T-1(92) and (T")~1(99Q) are ji-essentially equal. Together with
Lemma [5.12] this gives

Yoo = (T,1d) g fir—1 90y = (T',1d) 4 fiirn-100) = (V)5 -
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Step 3 (conclusion). We have determined that v = +/. Condition in Defini-
tion [3.9] gives
_ 1 2 = _ 17 2 — 7
W= Ty — Ty =Ty Ty =,
which is what we wanted to prove. ([

5.1.5. Contractivity. In this section, we establish time-monotonicity for some “trun-
cated and weighted” L%-norm (g > 1) of the densities p].

Here too, only one step of the scheme is involved. We let u be the unique
minimimum point of (&1]) and p be the density of its restriction to .

Proposition 5.13. Let ¢ > 1. For every ¥ > ¥y = maxpq e, the following
inequality holds:

(5.26) / max {p, ﬁeiV}q eV dg < / max {[), ﬁeiV}q e~V dg
Q Q

(possibly with one or both sides being infinite).

Remark 5.14. For a solution to the Fokker—Planck equation (L3]), a monotonicity
property like that of Proposition 5.13]is expected. Indeed, formally:

E/ max {pt,ﬁe_v}q el DV g = q/ (pee” )1 div(Vps + p: VV) da
dt Jo {pi>ve-v}
~a (pee” Y116V (T (pre? ), m) dod?
B{pt>19e*‘/}

—q(q — 1)/ (ptev)q72€V|th + p,5VV|2 dz .
{pt>198*V}

<0

If ¥ > 99, the boundary condition forces the set 0 {pt > 196_‘/}08(2 to be negligible.
Moreover, on 9 {p; > ve~"} N Q, the scalar product (V(pie"),n) is nonpositive.
The case ¥ = ¥y can be deduced by approximation.

Remark 5.15 (Mass bound). Note that Proposition 513 implies that the mass
of (u])q is bounded by a constant ¢ indepentent of ¢ and 7. Indeed,

/p{dxﬁ/max{p[,ﬁoefv}dxg---S/max{po,ﬁoefv}dx
Q Q Q
§/p0d3:—|-190/efvd:17.
Q Q

The proof of the first Step in Proposition (.13} i.e., the case ¢ = 1, and of the
preliminary lemma Lemma follow the lines of [I3, Proposition 3.7 (24)] and
[I7, Proposition 5.3]. In all these proofs, the key is to leverage the optimality of u
by constructing small variations. In the proof of Step 2, i.e., the case ¢ > 1, instead,
our idea is to take the inequality for ¢ = 1, multiply it by a suitable power of ¥, and
integrate it w.r.t. the variable ¢ itself. This is the reason why, while Proposition [(5.13]
will later be used only with 9 = 9, or in the form of Remark .15 it is convenient
to have it stated and proven (at least for ¢ = 1) for a continuum of values of 9.

Lemma 5.16. For p-a.e. x € Q such that S(z) € Q, we have

B ‘ZE—S(I)’Q '

(5:21)  logple) + V() < logp(S()) + V(S(x)) ~
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Proof. Let € € (0,1) and let A C S7() be a Borel set. We define
foi= 1+ €Sypa —eua €S,
Y =7 —e(ld,S)gpa +€(S, 9)ppa € Admr (i, fi) .
Let p be the density of Sy 4 and note that p < p. By the minimality of p, we have

dx

2
+/(VOS_V_IM)dA
27

We use the convexity of A — Alog A to write

L < /Q(ﬁ— Lap) (1 + log(p +€(p — ﬂAP))) dz

0 S/ (p+e(p—1ap))log(p+e(p—1ap)) — plogp
Q €

=1

= /Q(ﬁ —Tap)log(p+e(p—Lap)) da
= / plog(p +e(p—Lap)) da — / plog((1—e€)p +ep) dx
Q A

< / plog(p + €p) dz — / p(log p + log(1 —¢€)) d .
0 A

On the first integral on the last line, we use the monotone convergence theorem
(“downwards”): its hypotheses are satisfied because p < p. By passing to the
limit € — 0, we obtain

1d—S|°
0§/ﬁ10gpdx+/<—10gp—|—VoS—V_|T|>d
Q T

1d-S|?
—/<1ogpoS—1ogp+VoS—V—|T|> dpa,
T

and we conclude by arbitrariness of A. O
Proof of Proposition[5.13. Step 1 (¢ =1). Consider the case ¢ = 1. Let
(5.28) A= {3: e pe¥ > 19} .

Thanks to (5.8), we know that A N S~1 (09) is #?-negligible. Therefore, we can
extract a Z¢-full-measure Borel subset A of AN S~1(Q) where (527) holds (recall
that .Z¢ < pugq). It is easy to check that S(A) C A. Therefore, we have

(5.29) /max{p,ﬁefv}d:r € / pdx = /~pdx §/ pdx = Sgpa(A)
A A A 5-1(A)

Q (ACQ) _ _ 4
= wiwg(A) = 7@78(14) < wiwg(A) = na(4) < /Amax{p,ﬁe V} dz.
On the other hand,
(5.30) max {p, 1967‘/} der "= Ye Vdz < max {ﬁ, 1967‘/} dx,
Q\A Q\A Q\A
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and we conclude by taking the sum of (5:29) and ([GE30).
Step 2 (q > 1) Assume now that ¢ > 1. Define
f = max {p, 196_‘/} , ¢ :'=max {ﬁ, 196_‘/} .
Note that the case ¢ = 1 implies

(5.31) /max{f,&e_v}dx§/max{g,1§e_v}dx
Q Q

for every ¥ > 0. After multiplying (5.31) by 992, integrating w.r.t. 9 from 0 to
some O > 0, and changing the order of integration with Tonelli’s theorem, we find

min{fev,@} B _ [S] _ _
/ / 997240 fdx+/ (/ 19‘11d19> e Vdx
Q 0 Q min{feV,0}
min{gev,@} B _ €] N _
g/ / 997240 gd:z:—l—/ </ 19‘11d19> e Vdz,
Q 0 Q min{geV,0}

whence

L min{feV,G}q_lfdx—%/Qmin{fev,@}qefvdx

q—1Jg
1 q-1 1 q
< —/min{gev,@} gdx——/min{geV,G} e V.
q—1Jg qJa

It follows that
1
/min{fev,@}qefvdx—l——/min{gev,@}qefvdx
Q q.Jo

1 q-1
< — min{geV,G} gdx.
q—1Jg
We now let © — oo and deduce from the monotone convergence theorem that
(L — l) / faela=DV qz 4 1 / gDV dz < b gDV qz
a—1 q/)Ja qJa q—1Jg

Eventually, we can rearrange, and, noted that (L — l) > 0, simplify to finally

-1 g
obtain (B.26]).

5.2. Convergence w.r.t Wby. In this section we prove convergence w.r.t. Wbo
of the measures built with the scheme (7). The argument is standard. In fact,
we shall give a short proof that relies on the ‘refined version of Ascoli-Arzela theo-
rem’ [4, Proposition 3.3.1].

Proposition 5.17. As 7 — 0, up to subsequences, the maps (t — (,LLZ)Q)T con-
verge pointwise w.r.t. Wba to a curve t — pydx of absolutely continuous measures,
continuous w.r.t. Whbs.

Once again, we first need a lemma.

Lemma 5.18. Lett >0 and 7 > 0. Then
[t/7]-1

(5.32) T/Q pilogplde+ Y T(ufifyny,) <cT(l+1+7).
1=0
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As a consequence,

(5.33)
Wha((ul)es (1)) < Wha(ul,pf) < e/(t—s+7)(L+t+7), s €[0,¢].
Proof. We use (5.2) to write
W T2 () AR
> T < E(po) o)+ (7 ) (W)~ (o)a(B) +er D [ (el
=0 =0

and conclude ([B.32) by using Remark (.15

The first inequality in (&.33)) follows from ([@I]). As for the second one, since Wby
is a pseudometric, and by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (1], we have the
chain of inequalities

ls/7]-1 Ls/7]-1
Woa (D), (1D)e) < Y Wha((uh)as Wiy )2) < > T (1 ilii).)
i=[r/7] i=|r/7]
S—r—+7T Lo/mi -1
< \/ - Z T? (/‘iTrv/‘(TiH)T) :
i=[r/7]
We combine the latter with (532) to infer (533). O

Proof of Proposition[5.17. Fixt > 0. we know from Lemmal[5.I§ that, for every s €
[0,¢] and 7 € (0,1), we have

(03)a € Kt = {pd;v : /plogpdx§ c(2—|—t)} ,
Q

where ¢ is the constant in ([5.32]). We claim that K; is compact in (M2(Q), Wbs).
With an abuse of notation (we do not distinguish an absolutely continuous mea-
sure and its density), K; can be seen as a subset of L'(Q). This set is closed
and convex, as well as weakly (sequentially) compact by the Dunford—Pettis theo-
rem. From [I3, Proposition 2.7] we know that weak convergence in L*({2) implies
convergence w.r.t. Whs; hence the claim is true.

Furthermore, for every r, s € [0,t], we have

3 T T /‘ ~
lim S})lp Wb?((ﬂ’r)ﬂa (/’LS)Q) < eyls— T| (1 + t) :
T—

All the hypotheses of [4 Proposition 3.3.1] are satisfied, and we can conclude
the existence of a subsequence of (s — (ug)Q)T that converges, pointwise in [0, ]
w.r.t. Wbs, to a continuous curve of measures. Each limit measure lies in K;; hence
it is absolutely continuous. With a diagonal argument, we find a single subsequence
that converges pointwise on the whole half-line [0, c0). O

5.3. Solution to the Fokker—Planck equation with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. We are now going to conclude the proof of Theorem [[.I] by show-
ing that the limit curve is, in fact, a solution to the linear Fokker—Planck equation
with the desired boundary conditions.

Proposition 5.19. If the sequence (t — (MI)Q)T converges, pointwise w.r.t. Wbo
as T — 0, to t — pydx, then p” —, p also in Llloc((O,oo);Lq(Q)) for every q €
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1, d;il)' The curve t — py dx solves the linear Fokker—Planck equation in the sense

of Section[34), and the map t — (\/ptev - e‘p/2) belongs to L ([0, 00); W(}Q(Q))

Like in the proofs of [I3, Theorem 3.5| and [I7, Theorem 4.1], the key to Propo-
sition is to first determine (see Lemma [5.22) that the measures constructed
with (7)) already solve approximately the Fokker—Planck equation. In order to
prove that the limit curve has the desired properties and that convergence holds
in L} ((0,00); L9(Q)) (Lemma [5.24), two other preliminary lemmas turn out to
be particularly useful. Both provide quantitative bounds at the discrete level: one
(Lemma 5.20) for \/p7e" in L ((0,00); W2(Q2)); the other (Lemma 5.21)) for p”
in L ((O, o0); LY (Q)), for suitable values of ¢. In turn, these bounds are deduced

loc

from Proposition (.7 and Proposition (.13

Lemma 5.20 (Sobolev bound). If 7 < t, then,

(5.34) /T t Vorev

Proof. Let r > 7. By (&.12), we have

2 T2 (M(T‘/TJT7M7L—T/TJ7'77')

2

dr <c¢(l+41¢).
W2

Vi/preV <c
H Pr L 2
Thus,
¢ 2 Lt/r)-1 72 (ur i )
1)
/ Vi/preV dr <c Z el ,
T L2 i=0 T
which, using Lemma [5.I8 can be easily reduced to the desired inequality. O

Lemma 5.21 (Lebesgue bound). Let g € [1,00) be such that ¢q(d—2) < d. If T < t,
then

(5.35) lpillza < cqe™ s

Proof. For every r € [0, t], Proposition E.13) gives

1/q
q
lpill e < ¢q (/Q max {p[ev,ﬁo} eV dx)

1/q
q
< ¢ </ max {plev,ﬁo} eV dx) < g (L+]p7llLa) -
Q

and if, further, » > 7, then (BI3) yields

2
+||p:||L1> :
L2

After integrating w.r.t. r from 7 to ¢, Lemma [5.20l and Remark E.15] imply (5.35).
g

10710 < <4 ( +Hv e
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Lemma 5.22 (Approximate Fokker—Planck). Let w € Q be open, let ¢ € CZ(w),
and let s,t be such that 0 < s <t. Then, p",p"VV € Llloc((T, 00); Ll(w)), and

L& )rtr
(5.36) /Q(pZ — pg)pda — /L /Q(Aso —(Ve,VV))py dzdr

SlT+T

<c,T(1+t+ T)Hgﬁ”cg(w) .
Moreover, for € > 0, the inequality
(5.37) 107 = Pillcz )y < Cwelt —5+7)
holds whenever 0 < 27 <e<s<t<1/e.

Remark 5.23. In (537), we identify p] — pI and the continuous linear functional
Ciw) 30— /(pZ —py)pde.

Proof of Lemma[528. Step 1 (integrability). From Remark[5.15 it follows trivially
that p7 € L ([0, 00); L'(2)). We shall prove that the function p"VV belongs to
L ((1,00); L' (w)) for every w € Q open. Fix a,b > 0 with 7 < a < b. Let p be as
in Definition Bl Its conjugate exponent p’ satisfies p’ € [1,00) and p'(d — 2) < d.
By Holder’s inequality and Lemma [5.2T] we have

(5.38)
b b E39) Pl
/ or YV 11 drSHVVHLP(w)/ lorll Lo dr < 6 [[VV | Lo €° / L
14b C14b
S I VV Lo e o —— (b~ a) < cwe"———(b—a).

The last passage is due to the fact that both p and [[VV];, () can be seen as
functions of V and w.

Step 2 (inequality (536)). Let i € Ny, and choose ¢ € OptT(u(iH)T,u;)
and S;:  — Qasin (BI4). By the triangle inequality and the fact that pl = p&.H)T
when r € [(i + 1)7, (i + 2)7), we have

(i+2)7
} [ G =sipds= [ [ (8= (Vo 9V))pp doar
Q G+1)r Jo

<

/Q (¢ =90 8i=TAp +7(V,VV)) plis1), dz

::If

+

/Q(((p ° Si)pz-i-i'l)‘r - SDPZT) dz| .

=13

Using (5.14), we rewrite I¢ as

I =

3

/Q (¢ — 0o Si+(Ve,Si —1d)) pli ), do
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and then, thanks to Taylor’s theorem with remainder in Lagrange form, we establish
the upper bound

I < el oz /Q|Si—1 1 Dy 42 < cllllopi T2 (Hisnye 7, )

On the other hand, using Condition in Definition 3.7 and the fact that ¢ is
supported in the closure of w, we have

I = ‘/ dﬂ'# ‘/ d7r# -7g)

S CWHSDHLOO(W) |‘T - y| d/Y(:E y) < c(‘JHQIDHLD"(W) T z+1)‘r7p‘z‘r ’
0N Xw

<l o oy I

where ¢, actually only depends on the (strictly positive) distance of w from Of2.
Taking the sum over ¢, we obtain

L Jr+7 [t/7]-1 _ )
/( T wdx—/ /p:<Asa—<w,vv>>dxdr < 3 (41
Q JT+T Q i:LS/TJ

Lt/7]—1
<collellezw) Do T2 (Hinrnir)
1=0

At this point, ([B.36) follows from the previous estimate and Lemma 518
Step 8 (inequality (B.37T))). Assume that 27 < e < s <t < 1/e. From (E36), we
obtain

[ 7 = pds
Q
::13

and, taking into account Remark (.15 and the estimate (.38) of Step 1,

[ )r+r

Soctlolg + [ I8¢~ (V6 TV,

[£)rtr
s Shellges |, el +IF9VILs) dr

1+t+r)

< ” cT t—
< cuelellgen ¢ -5+ 1) (14 252

< ol -5+ 7).
The inequality ([B.37)) easily follows. O

Lemma 5.24 (Improved convergence). Assume that the sequence (t — (MZ)Q)T
com}erges pointwise w.r.t. Wby as 7 — 0 to a limit t — pydx. Then, for every q €

[1, 74), the sequence (pT); converges to p in L ((0,00); L(R)).

Proof. Step 1. Fix € € (0,1) and an open set w € Q with C'-regular boundary. As
a first step, we shall prove strong convergence of (p7), in L'(e,e % L9(w)). The
idea is to use a variant of Aubin-Lions lemma by M. Dreher and A. Jiingel [I1].
Consider the Banach spaces

X =W"'w), B:=Lw), Y= (C’g(w))* ,
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and note that the embeddings X <— B and B < Y are respectively compact
(by the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem [7, Theorem 9.16]) and continuous. The in-
equality (5.37) in Lemma provides one of the two bounds needed to apply
[I1, Theorem 1]|. The other one, namely

] T
lim supl|p IILl((E)E,l);Wl,l(w)) < o0,

can be derived from our previous lemmas. Indeed, Remark[5.15] provides the bound
on the L' (e,e™'; L' (w))-norm, and we have

lawa)
< c||V/pi Vy/pieY
< c\ﬂlplllp V\/ﬂlev

where p = p(w) is given by Definition Bl When 7 < e, Remark B.IH and

IVorllLw ot VVI L1
(w) (w)

L (w)

oL o () [V V | oy
L2

Lemma [5.20] yield
1 1 1 2
|l | vy fore dt# / ||pz||L1dt\/ / Hv pev|| ar<ec..
€ L2 € € L2

Moreover, since p’ € [1,00) and p'(d — 2) < d, we can apply Lemma [B.21] to
bound ||p] || (,)- To be precise, there is still a small obstruction to applying
Dreher and Jiingel’s theorem: it requires p” to be constant on equally sized subin-
tervals of the time-domain, i.e., (¢,e71!); instead, here, 7 and (¢~! — ¢) may even
be incommensurable. Nonetheless, it is not difficult to check that the proof in [11]
can be adaptedﬁ In the end, we obtain the convergence of (pT)T, along a subse-
quence (Tk)ren,, to some function f: (e,e!) x w — Ry. Up to extracting a further
subsequence, we can also require that convergence holds in L4(w) for .Z(léyé,l)—a.e. t.

For any such t, and for any ¢ € C.(w), we thus have

/saftdaf:klggo/wpidl‘:/sﬁptdx,

where the last identity follows from the convergence w.r.t. Wb and [13, Proposition
2.7]. Therefore, fi(x) = pi(z) for Zétl,l)xw—a.e. (t,x), and, a posteriori, there was
no need to take subsequences.

Step 2. Secondly, we prove that, for every € € (0,1), the sequence (p7), is Cauchy
in the complete space L' (e, e*; L9(Q2)). Pick an open subset w € €2 and cover it
with a finite number of open balls {4;},, all compactly contained in Q. Further
choose § € (¢, 00) with 8(d — 2) < d. We have

”.”L(e,e*l;Lq(Q)) < Z||.||L1(e,e*1;Lq(Ai)) +||||L1 (E,E*l;Lq(Q\w)) ’
and, by Holder’s inequality,

S Ll Y

||.||L1 (e,e*l;Lq(Q\w)) 67671§L5(Q)) '

6The adaptation is the following. In place of [11Il Inequality (7)], we write, in our notation:

>

ire<iT<e 1

G3D .
S Cw,eT([l/(ET)—:ﬂ — LG/TJ) Scw,s(f —5+7—)'

p;— - pz—i—l)‘r v
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Hence, by Step 1 and the triangle inequality,

lim supl|p™ — p™ ||

T1,72—0

Recall Lemma [5.21F we have

11
<2|Q\w|* 7 lim supl ||

L1 (e,e130()) L1 (e e 1iL8(Q))

—1
€ 1

li 4 < 1+ - )dt <cpe.

imsup|l ||L1(676,1;LB(Q)) < Cﬂ/e ( + t) <,

We conclude, by arbitrariness of w, the desired Cauchy property.
By Step 1, the limit of (p7), in L' (e, e*; L9(2)) must coincide f(iil,l)xw-a.e.
with p for every w € €2 open; hence, this limit is precisely p. O

Proof of Proposition [5.19. Convergence in Llloc((O,oo);Lq(Q)) was proven in the
previous lemma. Thus, we shall only prove the properties of the limit curve.

Step 1 (continuity). Continuity in duality with C.(§2) follows from Proposi-
tion 517 and [I3], Proposition 2.7].

Step 2 (identity B2) for s >0). Let 0 < s <t and let p € C?(Q2). Thanks to

the convergences
pL dx V—V>bf psdr and pjdz V—V>bf prda,

we have (see [I3| Proposition 2.7])

/(pZ —pg)pdr —; /(pt —ps)pde.
Q Q

Moreover, since every p as in Definition [3.I] has a conjugate exponent p’ that sat-
isfies p’(d — 1) < d, Lemma [5.24) yields

[t]r47 t
[ [ e e vvdedr o [ [ (a0 (Vo 9V dsdr.
[Z]m+7 JQ s JQ
Thus, [B.2)) is true by Lemma [5.22
Step 3 (Sobolev regularity and boundary condition). In analogy with Remark [5.4]
we define

gl = JpreV — eV gl = (g — k) — (9] + K)-, T,k>0,7>0,
and
gr=VpreV =", g = (g, — k)1 — (g +K)-,  K>0,7>0.

Recall that, if k > ¢(e°” — 1) for an appropriate constant ¢, and if » > 7, then the

function g:’('{) is compactly supported in Q. Let us fix one such x and 0 < s < t.
Lemma [B.20] implies that the sequence (g"’(”‘))T is eventually norm-bounded in

the space L? (s, t; W012(Q)) As a consequence, it admits a subsequence (ng’("‘))k
(possibly dependent on s,t, k) that converges weakly in L> (s,t; W(}Q(Q)) Using
Lemma[5.29 and Mazur’s lemma [7, Corollary 3.8 & Exercise 3.4(.1)], one can easily
show that this limit indeed coincides with ¢(**).

By means of the weak semicontinuity of the norm, the definition of ¢™*), and
Lemma 520, we find

/

2 g;'k;(’i) 2

t
dr < liminf
2 wi,

k—o0

t
.. -
Jdr < hkrr_l)gf/s llgrellpyre dr < e(1+1),

gt

W, s
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/

for every k,t > 0. We can thus extract a subsequence (g("”)) i (possibly dependent
on t) that converges weakly in L?(0,; W012(Q)) As before, one can check that this
limit is ¢, whence g € L? (O,t; W&Q(Q))

Step 4 (integrability, and B2) for s = 0). Fix an open set w € Q and
cover it with a finite number of open balls {4;},, all contained in Q. Let p =
p(w) > d be as in Definition B] and let p’ be its conjugate exponent. Know-
ing that g € LIQOC([O,OO);WOI’2(Q)), the Sobolev embedding theorem implies g €
L2 ([0, 00); L2 (). Given that V € L>(Q), we obtain p € L} ([0, 00); L (2)).
In particular, ¢ — [ p;dz and t — [ |[VV]|p,dz are both locally integrable
on [0,00). Given ¢ € C?(w), the identity [3.2) for s = 0 thus follows from the

one with s > 0 by taking the limit s | 0: on the one side,

lim psgadx:/pogpd:r
510 Jo Q

by continuity in duality with C.(Q2); on the other,

lim /:/Qpr(Ago —(Vp, VV))dedr = /Ot/QpT(Acp —(Ve, V) dzdr

and, by arbitrariness of s,

2
gﬁ“) dr < c¢(141¢)

w2

sl0

by the dominated convergence theorem. (|

6. SLOPE FORMULA IN DIMENSION d = 1

In this section, we only work in dimension d = 1 and we take Q = (0,1). Recall
(Proposition12]) that, in this setting, m2 is a metric on .. Our purpose is to find
an explicit formula for the descending slope ‘D%vaz ’H’ and to derive Theorem
as a corollary. Specifically, the main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that V. € W12(Q). Take p € . such that H(u) < oo
and let p be the density of ug. Then,

4/ (0eV/pe¥) eV o i Ve — ¥ e WA(@),
Q

00 otherwise.

(0.0) D ] (0 =

Remark 6.2. In the current setting, i.e., 2 = (0,1) and V € W2(Q), the function V
is Holder continuous; thus it extends to the boundary 99 = {0,1}. When /pe" €
W12(Q), the function p belongs to W12(€), is continuous, and extends to the
boundary as well.

Remark 6.3. The functional
41 0. H)*e Vdr if f—e¥/2eWHiQ),
W s s 1 @0V e i f et e W)
00 if f—e¥/2eWh2(Q)\ W, 2(Q).

is particularly well-behaved: it is convex, strongly continuous, weakly lower semi-
continuous, and has weakly compact sublevels.
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While the formula (6.1]) reminds the classical slope of the relative entropy (i.e., the
relative Fisher information), the crucial difference is in the role of the boundary
condition: if p does not satisfy the correct one, the slope is infinite.

We are going to prove the two opposite inequalities in (G.I) separately. To
prove > is easier: for the case where \/peV —e¥/? € W01’2, it amounts to taking small
variations of p in an arbitrary direction (as in Proposition[5.7 Step 1); for the other
case, it suffices to find appropriate sequences that make the difference quotient tend
to infinity. To handle the other inequality, we have to bound (H(u) — H(f1)) . from
above for every sufficiently close measure i € .. Classical proofs (e.g., [2, Theorem
15.25] or [4, Theorem 10.4.6]) take advantage of geodesic convexity of the functional,
which we do not to have, see Appendix[A.3l One of the perks of geodesic convexity
is that it automatically ensures lower semicontinuity of the descending slope, which
in turn allows to make further regularity assumptions on p and then argue by
approximation. To overcome this problem, we combine different ideas on different
parts of p and fi. Away from the boundary 992 = {0, 1}, the transport plans move
absolutely continuous measures to absolutely continuous measures. The Monge-
Ampeére equation relates the two densities and makes the computations rather easy.
The contribution of the part of u closest to the boundary (and the corresponding
portion of fi) is, instead, negligible. The proof of this fact is more technical: we
exploit the boundary condition and the Sobolev regularity of the functions p, log p,
and V to obtain appropriate estimates. Note, indeed, that since the boundary
condition is positive, also log p has a square-integrable derivative in a neighborhood
of 09. -

To be in dimension d = 1 is certainly necessary in order for Wby to be a dis-
tance, but is also extremely useful because optimal transport maps are monotone.
For this reason, it seems difficult (but maybe still possible) to adapt our proof of
Proposition for an analogue of Theorem in higher dimension.

We first provide a variant of the Lebesgue differentiation theorem that is needed
for the subsequent proof of Proposition [6.I1 We prove Theorem at the end of
the section.

Lemma 6.4. Let (Y")nen, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel measures on 2 x
such that lim, o C(y™) = 0. Further assume that ﬂ'#”y" is absolutely continuous
for every n € Ng, with a density that is uniformly bounded in L>°(Q2). Then, for
every f € L*(Q2),

2

(6.2) lim (][wy(f(z)—f(x)) dz> dy"(z,y) = 0.

n—oo

Proof. Denote by p™ the density of w%ﬂ". Let g: Q — R be Lipschitz continuous.
For every n € Ng, we have

e | (f’(f(z) —f(:v))d2>2dw"
§3/(]£y(f—g)d2>2d7"+3/ (fgdz—g@))?dw

— 2" dz.
+3/Q(g 2
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Consider the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of (the extension to R of) f — g,

that is,
1 min{z+r,1}

(f —9)"(x) = sup o If—gldz,  xz€eR.
>0 27" Jmax{z—r,0}

By the (strong) Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality,

/(]iy(f_g)dz)gdvn §4/((f_9)*(w))2d7" =4/Q((f—g)*)2p"dx

2 2
< dsup||p" | o | (f = 9 oy < esupllp”ll g llf = gllZ2 -
n n

The Lipschitz-continuity of g gives

/ (]iy gdz — g(@)2 d~™ < (Lip g)* /(x —y)2dy" < (Lip9)2C(y"),

and, moreover, we have

[ (@ = p2omda <"l =l
In conclusion,
In < esupllp™ || |1f = gll7: +3(Tipg)’C(v") .
After passing to the limit superior in n, we conclude by arbitrariness of g. ([l

Proof of Proposition[6.1l We omit the subscript Wb in ‘Djﬂ)z ’H,‘ throughout the
proof.

Step 1 (inequality >, finite case). Assume that \/peV —e¥/2? € W01’2; hence, in
particular, p € L>(Q2). Let w: Q@ — R be C*-regular with compact support, and,
for € > 0, define R¢(z) = x+ew(x). Further set u° = (Re)xp and v == (Id, Re) 4 p-
When e is sufficiently small, ¢ € % and v° € Admyg; (u, u°). Therefore, arguing
as in the proofs of Proposition 5.7 (Step 1) and Lemma [5.10]

lim M = lim (wa + W) pdx = / (Ozw — w0, V)pde,
Q Q

e—0 € e—0

where the last identity can be proven by approximation of V. Thus,
_ . C(ve _
[ 0w —wo.vypdr <07 H|otmint YO < o )l
9] €

(interpreting 0 - co = 0), and we conclude that

/‘V\/pev
Q

Step 2 (inequality >, infinite case). The case \/peV & WH2(Q) is trivial. Thus,
let us assume now that \/peV € WH2(Q) with Trp # Tre¥~". Without loss of
generality, we may consider the case where p(0) # e¥(0)-V(0) 1f p(0) > e¥(0)=V(0)

for € > 0 define

62
S = L — €fuo,e2) + (e/ pdx) do € L,
0

€

V"= epo,e2) @ 0o + (Id,Id)» (ua — 6/1(0162)) € AdInWb2 (, 1)

e Vdr < in* M| (u) -
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Since all the functions involved are continuous up to the boundary, we get

H(w = 10x) = [ (plogp = (1= Oplog((1 = ) + eV — 1= ¥(0))) do

~eyo € (log p(0) + V(0) — ¥(0))p(0).
On the other hand,

€2 €2
Wu,ms\/ma—\/e / x2pdxs\/e5 [ e o V0.
0 0

from which we find

|D”™ H|(p) > lim sup M

€l0 Wba (/1*7 Me)

> /p(0)(log p(0) + V(0) — ¥(0)) limisoupefé

.

>0
If, instead, p(0) < e~V we consider, for € > 0,
e = M—i—ef(lo)ez) —5p e, A= 650®$(10)62)+(Id, Id)xpq € Admyg (1, pe).

and conclude with similar computations as before.
Step 3 (preliminaries for <). We suppose again that \/pe" — e¥/? ¢ Wol’Q(Q).
In particular, there exist A, € > 0 such that

p|[o,g]u[1fg,1] > .

Let us take a sequence (u")nen, that converges to p w.r.t. Whbsy, with ur #Eou
and H(u™) < H(p) for every n. We aim to prove that

limsup% < 2\//Q (895\/[)6—‘/)26*‘/(1:17.

n— 00 Whbs
For every n € Ny, we write:

o p" for the density of ug;

e " for some (arbitrarily chosen) Whs-optimal transport plan between u
and p™ such that the diagonal A of 9Q x 9 (i.e., the set with the two
points (0,0) and (1,1)) is 7"-negligible;

e T,,S, for maps such that (y*)& = (Id, T,,) xpe and (7")% = (Sp, Id)pd.
We can and will assume that these two maps are nondecreasing, hence %}~
a.e. differentiable;

e a,,b, € Q = [0,1] for the infimum and supremum of the set 7, 1(f2),
respectively. Note that, since T}, is monotone, T,; 1(Q2) is an interval. Con-
ventionally, we set a, = 1 and b, = 0 if T, 1(2) = 0.

Observe that, since (0,a,) C T, 1({0,1}), we have
P an ) B min{a,,e} ) 5\ 3
WbQ(M,u”)z/ min {z,1 — z} pdxz)\/ x dac:gmin{an,é} .
0 0
In particular,
al (1—10by,)3

(6.3) lim sup —5——— < oo and, similarly, limsup ——;
n—roo sz(‘uhun) n—o0 Wb2('u, ‘un)

< 00,
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thus, up to taking subsequences, we may and will assume that a, < € < 1 —

€ < by, for every n. In particular, (v*)& # 0 and ‘f(lo,an)u(bn,l) K 40,an)U(bn, 1)+

Furthermore, since 4™ is Wa-optimal between its marginals (cf. Propositiond.20Q), it

is concentrated on a monotone set I'),. This implies that v(0,1) and (1,0) equal 0

as soon as 7§} # 0. Combining this observation with the fact that A is y-negligible,

we infer that *ygg = 0. By the same argument, 7|, 1) = 1 and T'|(g,4,) = 0.
Another assumption that we can and will make is

(6.4) P 510 S A= (sup e\l'> . (sup e_v) .
" o0 Q

Indeed, if this is not the case, we can consider the new measures
Y =" = (Sn, Id) 4 (P"|s;1(aﬂ) - A)Jrfé ;
ph=p—mp(3) + (3" € S

and notice that 5" € Admygy; (p, 4"). We have

H(E") = H(p") = A(logA+V —1—WUoS,)dx

/Snl(BQ)ﬁ{p">A}
—/ pt(logp" +V —1—-ToS,)dx,
SnteQ)N{pm>A}
and, because of the definition of A, the integrated funct@ is nonpositive; there-
fore, H(i™) < H(p™). At the same time, Wha(u, i) < Wha(u, u™) because 3™ <
~™. This concludes the proof of the claim that we can assume ([G.4).

Step 4 (inequality <). Note that (y") is a Wa-optimal transport plan between

its marginals pZTlgl @ and p"$§;1 @)’ and it is induced by the map T},. Hence, by

the classical theory of optimal transport (cf. [2, Theorem 7.3]), the Monge-Ampeére
equation

(6.5) (p"|551(9) o Tn> 0, Tp = p

holds p.Z}

T () e Consequently, we have the chain of identities

(6.6)
|\ g+ v =1t = [(logp 4V - 1 ()]
S, ()
=/ ((logp" +V —1)oT,)pda
T Q)

/Tl(Q) (log p —log(9,Tn) +V o T, — 1) pda.

Thus, we can decompose the difference H(u) — H(u") as
(6.7)

Hw) - H(um)

- (log(8,Tp) +V =V o T,,) pdz + (1 — ") o (V)
Tn

+/ (logp—i—V—l)pdx—/ (logp"+V —1)p"dx.
T, (092) St (09)
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Let us focus on the integral on T),1(2). By making the estimate log(9,7T,) <
0.1, — 1 and using the properties of the Riemann—Stieltjes integral, we obtain

(6.8)

bn bn,
/ log(0,Ty)pdx < / (0:T, — )pdx = / (0:Ty)pdx — / pdx
T 1(Q) Ty ' (Q) an an
b, —€ bn
< hﬁ)l pdT,, — bup(byn) + anplay) + / 20, pdx
€ An € an

bn
= (T(by,) = bn)p(bn) — (T(af) — an)p(an) — / (T —1d)0zpdz,

n

where we employ the notation T'(a;}") = lim¢ o T'(ay + €), and similarly with T'(b;,).

Furthermore,
brn z
(6.9) /Tnl(SZ)(V —VoTy)pde = /an (/Tn(m) 8szz> pdx
[ (@6 - @) dz) pa,

br bn
:—/ (Tn—Id)p(?dea:—l—/ <
a a T (x)

n n

and, by Holder’s inequality and Lemma (applied to the restriction (y*)2), the
last double integral is negligible, i.e., it is of the order oy, (Wba(u, u™)).

To handle the rest of (67)), we exploit the convexity of A — Alog A and write
(6.10)

—/ (logp"+V—-1)p"dx < —/ (log p+V)p" d:v—f—/ pdz.
5.1 (09) Snt(99) Snt(a9)n{pm >0}
Further, by Condition in Definition B and the boundary condition of p,

(6.11) (1 — p™)oa (W) = /(logp +V)d (w; ()90 - Wi(v")%”)

In summary, recalling that (y")9 = 0, from (67), (6:8), (69), (610), and (G11)

follows the inequality

(6.12)

M)~ H(w") < on (Wha(np™)) - / (T, — 1) (@up + p0,V) da

an

=L7
+ /(logp +V) d(ﬂ# (7" = (™)8) — 7% (" - (7")8))
=Ly
T = b)) + [ plo= [ pas
Sxt(n{pn>0} Ty '(1)
=Ly

—(T(a}) = an)p(an) +/ pdz —/ pdz .
St (0)n{pm >0} T, *(0)

=L}
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We claim that the last three lines in (612), i.e., L, L} and L}, are bounded
from above by negligible quantities, of the order o, (mg(u, u")) Let us start
with L%. Since every left-neighborhood of 1 is not puo-negligible,

sup {33 €N (x,Th(z)) € Fn} =1,
which, together with the monotonicity of I';,, implies
(6.13) T,(17) < pf -essinf S71(1).

We now distinguish two cases: either b, < 1 or b, = 1. If b, < 1, given
that 15[, 1) = 1, the set S71(1) is u@-negligible by (6.I3). Thus

1 1 T
Ly < / (p(by) — p(z)) do = —/ (/ Bwpdz> dz
bn b \Jbn
1 1 x 2
< / |z — by da / (7[ (%dez) dx
b'Vl bn b'Vl

2
o 1 x
D 0, (Wha (1, ™) /b (ﬁ (%pdz) dz.

Knowing that p € W12(Q) and that b, —, 1, it can be easily proven with Hardy’s
inequality that the last square root tends to 0 as n — oo.
Assume now that b, = 1. This time, the inequality ([6.I3]) yields

Ly < (00) = Dp(0)+ [ pdo= [ (pla) = (1)) do.

Tn(17) Tn(17)
We conclude as in the case b, < 1, because the computations that led to (€3]
—2
can be easily adapted to show that (1 —7,,(17))% = O, (Wby(u, u™)). Indeed, the
monotonicity of T,, gives

1 1

(z — Tn(x))Qp(x) dz > 5\/ (z — T(l_))2 dz.

—2
sz(u,u")z/ fenao)
maxq 1—€,7, (1~

Tn(17)

The proof for L} is similar to that for L%.
Let us now deal with the term LZ:

25 = [ Qogpta) + V() ~ logply) ~ V() (") + ("))
Define the square-integrable function

o (B oV moaua-c,
o otherwise.

Since ”ys{zl} is concentrated on (b,1) x {1}, and '7?1} is concentraded on {1} X

(T (17),1), as soon as n is large enough for b, and T,,(17) to be greater than 1 —€,
we have the equality

(log p(z) + V (z) — log p(y) — V(y)) = / pde for (M 4 (Y"y)-ae. (z,y).
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Moreover,

/ </;de> d(”Yn)g} < mz(ﬂvﬂn) /bl <]£1 fdz)2 \p,/ dz,

n
el poo

2
T 1 1
/(/ fdz) d(y") iy < Wha(p, ) / (][ fd2> Pllsz1do
y Tn(7) \ e T/
<

In both cases, since b,, and T,,(17) tend to 1 as n — oo, and f € L?(€2), the square

roots are infinitesimal. The same argument can be easily applied at 0 (i.e. for the
{0}
Q

and

integrals w.r.t. (y")
is negligible.
In the end, (612) reduces to

and (”y")?o}), and this brings us to the conclusion that L3

bn

H(w) - H(u") < — /

an

(T = 1)(@ap + p 8, V) dz + 0 (Wha(pi, 1))

75

which is precisely the statement that we wanted to prove. (I

2
_ ,
< W (1, ") /Q<—Z +\/ﬁamv> da + 0, (1),

Corollary 6.5 (Theorem [LH). Assume that V€ W2(Q). Let u € My(S2). Then,
(6.14)

1
) 4/ (Bw\/pev)2e_vdx if p=pdx
0

() = and \/peV —1 € W,2(Q),

00 otherwise,

‘DWZ)2

where & is defined as

s | & if w=pd
(6.15) Ma(Q) 5 s { (p) if p=pdz,
00 otherwise.

Proof. We may assume that = pda for some p € L1 (2), and that £(p) < co. In
particular, u is finite and we can fix some i € . such that jig = u

Step 1 (inequality <). Let (u"™)nen, C M2(2) be such that Wba(u™, p) —4 0.
We want to prove that the limit superior

lmsup (Ew) —EWM) .

n—oco Wha(p, )
is bounded from above by the right-hand side of (G.I4). ”{‘o this aiAm, we may
assume that the limit superior is actually a limit and that £(u™) < E(u) = E(p)

for every n € Ny. In particular, each measure ™ is finite and has a density p™. By
Lemma [£.]] for every n € N,

Jnf, {mz(ﬂ, v) g = M"} = Wha(u, n"),
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which ensures the existence of ji" € . such that g, = 4" and

L Wha(i i)

6.16 lim —————=

By (6I6]) and Proposition 6] (with ¥ = 0), we conclude that
< limsup

_(Ew —Ewm), (Ep) —E(p™)),
TG S e o o G

=1, as well as, consequently, lim sz(ﬂ, ") =0.
n—oo

Step 2 (inequality >). By Proposition [6] (with ¥ = 0), we know that there
exists a sequence (fi")nen, C - such that Who(a", i) =, 0 and
lim —_—
n—00 sz (Ma un)
We conclude by using ([@.T]). O

= RHS of 6IF).

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 4]

As before, throughout this section we restrict to the case where Q = (0,1) C R,
Fix po € .7 such that its restriction to (0, 1) is absolutely continuous with density
equal to pg. Recall the scheme (L8): for every 7 > 0 and n € Ny, we iteratively
choose

2
. W b2(,uvﬂn7')
7.1 T c H 4 L2
(7.1) Hin+1)r ar#ger;ln () o0

These sequences of measures are extended to maps ¢ — uj, constant on the inter-
vals [n7, (n + 1)) for every n € Ny.

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [[L4l Observe the following fact:
the statement [3] follows directly from the statements [l and Indeed, given the
sequence of maps (¢t — pJ ), that converges to t — p; pointwise w.r.t. Wb, we
infer from @) that (¢ — (u])o)_ converges to ¢ — (u)q pointwise w.r.t. Whbs.
Since the approximating maps are precisely the same as those built with (I7), we
can apply Proposition to conclude the statement Bl The proof of Theorem [[5]
is thus split into only three sections.

7.1. Equivalence of the schemes. For the purpose of this section, we fix a mea-
sure i € .¥ such that its restriction to 2 = (0,1) is absolutely continuous. We
denote by p the density of this restriction, and we assume that £(p) < co.

Proposition 7.1. If 2T|\IJ(1) — \IJ(O)‘ <1, then p € & is a minimum point of

9 B
(7.2) H() + W 7 RU {oc}
if and only if it is a minimum point of

(7.3) H() + 7T2;71ﬂ) 1 > RU{oo} .

In particular, there exists one single such i, see Proposition[5.1] and Proposition[5.9.
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Proof. Let F be the function in (2] and G be that in (Z.3). Recall that Wby < T,
which implies that F < G. Let p € &, let v € OptWNb2 (i, i) be such that the
diagonal A of 902 x 0f) is y-negligible, and define

fi = p— Y88 + TG0 €S =7 — 5 € Admr (i, ).
We have

~ o0
(1) 6 < W) + S = Fu) + (w308 — ) (w) — S0
= F) + (2(1) - 0(0) (1(0.1) ~ 5(1.0)) - LELEIED < gy

where, in the last inequality, we used the assumption on 7.

Step 1. Tt follows from (C4) that infG < F < G. This is enough to conclude
that every minimum point of G is a minimum point of F too.

Step 2. Assume now that p is a minimum point of F. Again by (74),

Fp) < F(p) <G(a) < Fu) -

Therefore, it must be true that F(u) = G(4) and that all inequalities in (7.4)
are equalities. This can only happen if vpaxo0\a = 738 has zero mass, which
implies p = fi. It is now easy to conclude from F < G and F(u) = G(u) that p is
a minimum point of G. O

7.2. Convergence.

Proposition 7.2. As 7 — 0, up to subsequences, the maps (t — i), converge

pointwise w.r.t. ng to a curve t — g, continuous w.r.t Wbe. The restric-
tions (u)q are absolutely continuous.

Lemma 7.3. For everyt > 0 and 7 > 0 such that 27| ¥ (1) — ¥(0)| < 1, we have
the upper bound

(7.5) [ufll <c@+t+7).
Proof. Let t > 0 be fixed. We already know from Remark 515 that || (47 )o|| < ¢
By applying Lemma A9 with ®(z) := 1 — z, we find
T (/‘(iﬂ)rv 1)
At ’
for every ¢ € Ng. By summing over i € {O, 1,...,[t/7] — 1} and using Lemma [5.18]

W@ = k50) < [ (L= 0)d(u, = Wy g+ 67+

uz<o>—uo<o>s/(1—x>d<uo—uz>g+c<1+t+7>Sc<1+t+T>.

Thus, the sequence (;L[(O))T is bounded from above as 7 — 0. By suitably choos-
ing @, we can find a similar bound from below and bounds for u] (1). O

Proof of Proposition[7.2. We can assume that 7 < 1 and that 27"\11(1) — \II(O)| < 1.
The proof goes as in Proposition It for a fixed ¢t > 0, we need to prove that

(7.6) limsupmg(u:,uf;) <cy|r—s|(1+1), r,s € [0,1],
T7—0
and that

K, = {uey el <ca(24t), and pg = pda with /plogpdx§02(2+t)}
Q
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is compact in (., mg), where the constants ¢; and ¢y are given by Lemma [7.3]
and Lemma 518 respectively.

The inequality () follows from (B.33)).

If (4")nen, is a sequence in K;, thanks to the bound on the total mass, we
can extract a (not relabeled) subsequence that converges weakly to some p € 7.
Let p™ be the density of ug for every n € Ny. We exploit the bound on the
integral fQ p™log p™ to extract a further subsequence such that (p™),en, converges
weakly in L'(Q) to some p. We have pug = pdz, as well as ||y < c1(2 +t)
and [, plog pdz < (2 +t); hence p € K;. The convergence pu" — u holds also

w.r.t. Wby thanks to Lemma 17 O
7.3. Curve of maximal slope.

Proposition 7.4. Assume that V € W12(Q). If the sequence (t = u]), converges

pointwise w.r.t. ng to a curve t — uy, then the latter is a curve of mazimal slope
for the functional H in the metric space (<, Why).

Parts of the proof of this proposition are classical arguments, see for instance [4
Theorem 2.3.3| or [2, Theorem 14.7]. However, we crucially need the slope formula
of Proposition

It is convenient to work with De Giorgi’s variational interpolation

B
argmin,, ¢ o (H(M) + M) if ¢ € [0,00) \ 7No

(77) iy = (tht/TJT)

T

T otherwise.

Well-posedness (existence and uniqueness of the minimizer) for sufficiently small 7

follows from Proposition[[.Jl Moreover, after replacing Wby with T, ([T0) produces
the same map ¢ — fif.
As usual, we denote by p7, o7, p: the densities of (u] )a, (47 )a, (4t )q, respectively.

Lemma 7.5. Let 7 > 0 be such that 167|¥(1) — U(0)| < 1, and let s,t € [0,00)
with s <t. Then there exists a Borel map G.: (0,00) = R such that

(78) D5, H| () <G, te(0.00),

and

(79) <

5 G2(r)dr = H(uT) — H(p]) -

T2 2

9 .
T Lt/il Wby (17, i 1y7) L1 /L?JT
i=[s/7) Lzir

Moreover, we have the upper bounds

/T =Y W2 (T T
s Hiiv1yr 572 ~
(7.10) g Z 2 - (+1) ) <c¢ and Why(ul, fir) < ¢, 7 forre|0,t].

=0

Proof. Tt is sufficient to restrict to the subspace .& = {pes  H(u) <H(po)}
and invoke [4, Lemma 3.2.2]. Therein, three assumptions are in place, which in our
contest read as follows:

(1) the metric space (-, Wbs) is complete,

(2) the functional H| s-is proper and lower semicontinuous,
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(3) if 27|¥(1) — ¥(0)| < 1 then
—2
Wb2('7 ﬂ)
2T

is proper and admits a minimum point for every i € .

H| )+ .7 5 RU{cc}

The three properties follow from Proposition [A.3] Proposition E.I6, and Proposi-
tion [} respectively. It can be also checked that completeness is in fact never used
in the proof of [4, Lemma 3.2.2], nor in any of the results preparatory to it.

To be precise, [4, Lemma 3.2.2| is stated with the summation and the integral
of (TA) starting from some i7 with ¢« > 1. It can be easily verified that, be-
cause H(uo) < oo, ([T is true also when they start from 0, i.e., for s € [0,7),
cf. [, Equation (3.1.12)]. O

Lemma 7.6. Assume that (t — u] ), converges pointwise w.r.t. mg to a curvet —
we. Then we can extract a subsequence (T )ken, along which we have

(7.11) klirn H(pi®) = H(pe)  out of a Lebesgue-negligible set E C [0, 00).
— 00

Proof. We know from Lemma [5:24] that there exists a subsequence (74)ken, such

2
thatll P L—>;C p+ as k — oo for Lebesgue-a.e. t > 0.
For every such t, we have to estimate

[ H (i) = ()| =|EWT™) = E(ue) + (1" — pe)oa (V)| -
By Lemma [£.15]

— —2
i (W) = e (V)] < chz(qu,ut)\A!(u?“)n|| +[(e)al| + Woy (i, pe) 5

therefore, thanks to the mass bound of Remark E.15 we have p;*(¥) — u:(P).
Hence,

lim sup|H(u{*) — H(pe)| = limsup|€(uf*) — E(ue) — (uf* — pe)a (V)|
k— o0 k— o0

and, as V, ¥ € L>*(Q), the limit E(u;*) — (U)o (V) —r E(ue) — (1) (P) is an

L2
easy consequence of p;* = ps. (I

Proof of Proposition[7.4] We omit the subscript W, 1 ‘D%va H} throughout the
2

proof.
Step 1. Consider the function

1 17 T T
Dq(t) = —Wby (Mu/ﬂwﬂu/ﬂﬁr) : t=>0,
and notice that, by the triangle inequality,
N L2 r+r
(7.12) Wba(ul, pug) < / D, (r)dr, 0<a<b.
(2]
Fix t > 0. We know from Lemma that

L&)
/ D2(r)dr < ¢,
0

TWe only need convergence in some L? with ¢ > 1. We choose ¢ = 2 for simplicity.
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which implies that, up to subsequences, the sequence (D;1(o;—r))r converges to
some function D: (0,t) — Ry weakly in L?(0,t). By (Z12),

b
ng(ua,ub)g/D(r)dr, 0<a<b<it,

which means that (p,)rcpo,q is absolutely continuous with || < D. Now con-
sider the subsequence (7x)ken, (independent of t) provided by Lemma [7.6] and
let E C [0,00) be the Lebesgue-negligible set in (ZII)). We may assume that 0 & E.
For every s € [0,t) \ E, Lemma [[.6] Lemma [T5 the superadditivity of the limit
inferior, Fatou’s lemma, the semicontinuity of the norm w.r.t. weak convergence,
and Proposition (semicontinuity of H) yield

@I . .
Hlps) =" lim H(ug")

()} Lelm /1 1

< L 12 T

> liminf (/HT <2DT(7‘) + 2@(?‘)) dr +H(py)
1 t—T1 1 t

zliminf—/ D?(r) dT+—/ liminf G2 (r) dr + lim inf H (1}
2 s 2 s T—0 T—0

T—0
| N 1 A
>— | |pe|"dr+ = [ liminf GZ(r)dr + H(ue) -
2 s 2 s T—0
Step 2. By (C13), for 92”(}3 soy-2-€. T, We have
o _ 2, .- o 2
<
llgniglf‘D H|™ () < llTII_l)lOIéfGT(T) < 00.

Let us fix one such r > 0. We may take a subsequence (77);¢n, (possibly depending
on r) such that

Jim [D” H|* (a7 = lim inf [D~ HI* (A7)
Recall Remark we can extract a further (not relabeled) subsequence such
that (\/W ) converges weakly in W12(Q). Consequently and by the Rellich—
Kondrachov théorem [, Theorem 8.8], the sequence (p7'); converges in L().

Furthermore, by assumption, (ZI0), and [@I]), we have pI* dz W, prdz. Owing
to [13| Proposition 2.7|, the two limits coincide, and, making use of the lower
semicontinuity observed in Remark [6.3], we can finally write

D~ | () :4/ (8m\/prev>26_vdx < liminf|D~ H[* (7).
Q T—0

Therefore,

(7.14) H(u,) > %/tmrfdw%/t\D‘Hm»dHH(ua,
’ ’ 0<s<twiths¢gFE.
At this point, we can define
o(t) =sup {H(u,) : r>tandr ¢ E} t>0,
and check that it fulfills the properties required by Definition

e Monotonicity follows directly from the definition.
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o If t ¢ E, by definition, ¢(t) > H(u:). Moreover, for every r > t, the
inequality (7.14) gives H(ur) < H(ut); therefore, ¢(t) = H(p).

e By monotonicity, ¢ < ¢(0) and, since 0 € E, we have ¢(0) = H(uo) < 0.
Hence, ¢ is real-valued.

e The inequality (38 follows from (I4) and the Lebesgue differentiation
theorem. O

APPENDIX A. ADDITIONAL PROPERTIES OF Wby

Al m2 is not a distance when d > 2. We are going to prove that, when d > 2,
the property

Why(p,v) =0 = p=v

in general breaks down. In fact, when applying f%z to two measures u, v € .% the
information about usn and vyq is completely lost, as soon as 952 is connected and
“not too irregular”. A similar result is |16, Theorem 2.2] by E. Mainini.

Proposition A.1. If a: [0,1] — 99 be (% + e) -Holder continuous for some € > 0,
then

(A1) Wb (8a0) = 0a(1),0) = 0.

Consequently: Assume that 0 is CO’%"’—path-connected, meaning that for every
pair of points x,y € 0N there exist € > 0 and a (% + 6) -Holder curve a: [0,1] — 909
with a(0) = = and a(1) = y; then

(A.2) Wha(, v) = Wha(pa, va)
for every p,v € L.

Proof. Step 1. Let a: [0,1] — 99 be (% + e)—Hélder continuous for some € > 0.
For n € Ny, consider the points

x; = afi/n), ie€{0,1,...,n},

and the measure

|
—

n
n

= Oas,wi41) -

-
Il
=)

It is easy to check that 4" € Admm2( a(0) = Oa(1)s O); moreover,

n—1 n—1
c(y") = Z|$z — il < ca Zn_l_% =cqn >,
=0 =0

where the inequality follows from the Holder-continuity of a. We conclude (A.])
by letting n — oo.

Step 2. Assume now that 0f) is CO’%“‘-path—connected. Fix a finite signed
Borel measure 7 on 9Q with n(9Q) = 0, that is, [|[ny| = ||n-|] = A. We shall
prove that %Q(n,()) = 0. Fix €1,e0 > 0 and let X = {x1,29,...,25y} C 00
be a e;-covering for 0f), meaning that there exists a function P: 02 — X such
that ‘:v — P(,T)’ < ¢ for every z € 0f). We pick one such P that is also Borel-
measurable (we can by [I, Theorem 18.19]). From the previous step, for every i, j €
{1,2,..., N}, we get v; ; (nonnegative and concentrated on 9 x 9€2) such that

W;&”Yi,j - ﬂ-?#’}/i-,j = (le - (Sx]. and C("YZ,J) S €9 .
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We define
1 N
v = (Id, P)yny + (P1d)gn- + 5 > (P @) n- (P~ ()i -
ij=1

The ﬁ/\zg—admissibility ofv,ie.,y € Admyy; (n,0) is straightforward. Furthermore,

N
¢ = [I=PR a0 +1)+ 5 3wt @) (P ) 0)

i,j=1
<2X(e1)? + Aea,

which brings us to the conclusion that m2 (n,0) = 0 by arbitrariness of €1, €a.

Step 3. Let us assume again that 0f2 is CO’%"’-path—connected, and fix p,v € .
and ez > 0. Let v be an optimal transport plan for Wby between g and v, and
set fi == w%ﬂ + (v - Wi&’}/)ag. It is easy to check that fi € . and that uqo = fq.
Therefore, the previous Step is applicable to n = uso — fian, and produces 7,
on 0N x 9N such that

77;15&’777 - 77;&% =n and C(y;) <es.

The measure v =y 4, is ng—admissible between p and v. Therefore,

— 2

Why(p,v) < C(Y') < C(7) + €3 = Wh3(na, va) + €3,
which yields one of the two inequalities in (A.2)) by arbitrariness of €3. The other
inequality is (ZI)). O

A.2. Completeness. We prove here two claims from Section in the setting

where () is a finite union of intervals, the metric space (¥, Wbs) is not complete,
but the sublevels of H are.

Proposition A.2. Assume that d = 1 and that Q is a finite union of intervals.
Then the metric space (#,Wba) is not complete.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that (0,1) is a connected com-
ponent of ©, i.e., (0,1) C Q and {0,1} C 9.
Consider the sequence

1 L
,u’n — ;Dfé,n71)—50/ —dxey, neNl
2

—-n T

For every n there exists the admissible transport plan
" =00 ® (Ef(lznl,zn)> + (Id, Id)4 (;f(lzm)) € Admg; (u", 1),
which yields
o0 o o0 2—n 2 o0 3 3
Wb n , n+l < / I_ dx = —_9™"n = _ .
nz::l 2, ) <Y N —de ; 2 <

hence (u™),, is Cauchy.
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Now, assume that p" @271 u for some p € . and, for every n € Ny, fix 4" €
Opty, (1", 1). Further fix € > 0. We have

P ~n ~n
Wy (u", 1) = /I:v —yI? 43" (2,y) > 7" ([, 1 — ] x {0,1})
and, using the properties in Definition [3.7]
||/1’Q|| > ,771([67 1- 6] X (07 1)) = Mn([eu 1- 6]) - ’7"([67 1- 6] X {07 1})

> " ([e,1— ) —W-

Passing to the limit n — oo, we find

176 1
T / Lia
€ X

from which, by arbitrariness of ¢, it follows that the total mass of ugq is infinite,
contradicting the finiteness required in Definition B.7 O

Proposition A.3. Assume that d = 1 and that Q is a finite union of intervals.
Then the sublevels of H in . are complete w.r.t. Wbs.

Proof. Take a Cauchy sequence (u™)pen, C -7 for /WEQ in a sublevel of H, that
is, H(p™) < M for some M € R, for every n € Ny. Thanks to Lemma [£17], for
every n € Ny we have

M > H(u") > /Q P log ™ dz — (V]| oo + 1) 18] + il (¥)

> [ g e = (Vg + D)l + (%) = (¥)

P —2
— Wb, 1O y]| 1S + b (e, ),

and, since m2 (u™, u°) is bounded in n, the family (p™),en, is uniformly integrable.
Let (p™* )ren, be a subsequence that converges to some p weakly in L!(Q). For each
of the finitely many & € 01, let ®z be a Lipschitz continuous function such that

®z(Z) =1 and Pz(z)=0ifxz € IQ\ {Z} .
Again by Lemma .15, for every & € 92 and n, m € Ny, we have
| (Z) = ™ (2)| < | (Pz) — py (Pa)]
— —2
o, Woa( 5|+l | + 3. jam)

/ Pz - (p" —p")dx
Q

— —2
+ ea, Wha(u W + 107 s + Wy (. pm).
which implies that (4™ (Z))ken, is a Cauchy sequence in R, thus convergent to
some number [z. Define

TEON

It is easy to check that p™* —j u weakly; therefore, by LemmalZT7] also w.r.t. Who.
The limit g also lies in the sublevel, i.e., H(u) < M, by Proposition .10 O
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A.3. If Q is an interval, m2 is geodesic, but H is not geodesically convex.
We prove that (7, Wbs) is geodesic when Q = (0, 1), by using the analogous well-
known problem of the classical 2-Wasserstein distance. However, as we expect in
light of [I3] Remark 3.4|, H is not geodesically A-convex for any A. We give a short
proof by adapting the aforementioned remark.

Proposition A.4. If Q = (0,1), then (.7, m2) it is a geodesic metric space.

Proof. We already know from Proposition [£12 that (.7, /WBQ) is a metric space.
For any two measures pg, p1 € -, we need to find a curve ¢ — p; such that

(A.3) W (s, ) < (t = $)Wha(po, ),  0<s<t<l.
The opposite inequality follows from the triangle inequality and (A.3)) itself. Indeed,

Wy (0, 1) < Wha(pto, 1) + Wha(ths, 1) + Wha (1)

A3 — S
< (s+t—s+1=)Wba(po, 1) = Wha(po, ),

and, in order for the inequalities to be equalities, the identity ng(us, we) = (t—
)ng(,uo,,ul) must be true.

Take v € Optyz, (0, p1). By Proposition £.20] ~ is optimal, between its
marginals, for the classical 2-Wasserstein distance. Since the set Q = [0,1], en-
dowed with the Euclidean metric, is geodesic, the classical theory of optimal trans-
port (see, e.g., [2, Theorem 10.6]) ensures the existence of a curve (geodesic) t — 14
of nonnegative measures on {2 with constant total mass, such that

(Ad) Walve, 1) < (¢ — 8)Walmhy,m%) = (t = $)y/C(7) = (¢ — 8)Whs(so, 1)

for 0 < s <t < 1. After noticing that v1 — vg = p1 — po by Condition in
Definition 3.7 we define

Wt = o + v — 1, te(0,1).
We claim that this is the sought curve. Firstly, since
(mt)o = (po)a + (i) — (vo)a = (V)a >0

by Condition [(T)]in Definition[3.7, and since () = 14(€), we can be sure that p; €
& for every t. Secondly, every Ws-optimal transport plan v, between vy and vy is
W bs-admissible between ps and p:. Hence,

(e —
Wy (j1s, i1t < VC(vst) = Wa(vs,vr) < (t— s)Wha(po, p11) - O

Proposition A.5. Let Q = (0,1). The functional H is not geodesically \-convex
on the metric space (., Wby) for any A € R.

Proof. Consider the curve

Lol —6 ifte (0,1
ti—>,ut:: t (O’t) 0 1 ( ]
0 ift=0.

Clearly, u; € &7 for every t € [0,1]. We claim that this curve is a geodesic,
that H(uo) < oo, and that lim;_,o H(u:) = oo, which would conclude the proof.
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The second claim, namely H (o) < 00, is obvious. The third claim is true because

t
H(ut):—logt—l—][ Vdz —¥(0), te (0,1],
0

and, since V € L*°(0,1), the right-hand side tends to oo as t — 0. To prove the
first claim, fix 0 < s < ¢t < 1 and define

S
Vst = (Id,gld) e € Admygy (pe, ps)
#

which gives

2 2
t_
o5 (-5

—2
(4.5) Wb, ) < C0u) = [ o= | o = 5
Conversely, for every v € Opty; (,ul, o), Condition in Definition B.7] implies

7(1,1) +~(1,0) + ”y({l} x Q) =7(1,1) +7(0,1) + (2 x {1}),

and, since y({1} x 2) = 0 by Condition in Definition B, we have v(1,0) >
v(Q x {1}). Therefore,

—2
Whe (1, o) = C(7) = (74 /w 2 amlrd +A(1,0)

ZC(”Yg{zO}) /(| -1 +1) dﬂ'#’yg{ll} > /:1: dr ”yaQ

By Conditions and in Definition 371

1
a 1
/3: drl 'yaﬂ /.Izdﬂ'?l#’yg :/ 22 dz = g;
0

hence
=2 (t—s)? 27772
Whi, ) 2 L2 < 0 2 o)
and this concludes the proof. (|
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