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OPTIMAL TRANSPORT WITH OPTIMAL TRANSPORT COST:

THE MONGE-KANTOROVICH PROBLEM ON WASSERSTEIN

SPACE

PEDRAM EMAMI AND BRENDAN PASS

Abstract. We consider the Monge-Kantorovich problem between two random
measuress. More precisely, given probability measures P1,P2 ∈ P(P(M)) on the
space P(M) of probability measures on a smooth compact manifold, we study the
optimal transport problem between P1 and P2 where the cost function is given by
the squared Wasserstein distance W 2

2
(µ, ν) between µ, ν ∈ P(M). Under appropri-

ate assumptions on P1, we prove that there exists a unique optimal plan and that
it takes the form of an optimal map. An extension of this result to cost functions
of the form h(W2(µ, ν)), for strictly convex and strictly increasing functions h, is
also established. The proofs rely heavily on a recent result of Schiavo [18], which
establishes a version of Rademacher’s theorem on Wasserstein space.

1. Introduction

This paper focuses on optimal transport when the ambient space itself is the infinite
dimensional space of probability measures on a Riemannian manifold, endowed with
the Wasserstein metric.

Assume that X and Y are metric spaces. Given probability measures µ ∈ P(X)
and ν ∈ P(Y ), and a cost function c : X×Y → R, a fairly general version of Monge’s
original formulation of the optimal transport problem is as follows [16]:

inf
T :X→Y,

T#µ=ν

∫

X

c(x, T (x)) dµ, (MP)

where the infimum is over measurable maps T : X → Y pushing µ forward to ν,
T#µ = ν; that is, µ(T−1(A)) = ν(A) for all Borel A ⊆ Y .
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Non-linearity and a lack of compactness make this problem challenging in isolation.
Kantorovich’s relaxed version [12] sidesteps these issues by seeking transport plans

rather than mappings. Explicitly, his formulation of the problem is:

inf
γ∈Π(µ,ν)

∫

X×Y

c(x, y) dγ, (KP)

where Π(µ, ν) is a the set of all measures on X × Y such that (πX)#γ = µ, and
(πY )#γ = ν, where πX and πY are the canonical projections. Kantorovich’s problem
amounts to an infinite dimensional linear program, and, in contrast to (MP), it is
straightforward to show that a solution γ, known as an optimal plan, exists under
reasonable assumptions on c, µ and ν.

Problems (MP) and (KP) have generated a lot of research over the past several
decades, and have many applications, reviewed in the monographs of Villani [20, 21]
and Santambrogio [17]. In many of these applications, the cost function c(x, y) =
d2(x, y) is the metric distance squared on a common metric space X = Y , and we
focus on this case in what follows. We highlight here two important themes, which
are pertinent to this paper. First, the problem induces a metric W2 on the space
P(X) of probability measures on X . This distance is known as the Wasserstein
distance, and (P(X),W2) as the Wasserstein space. Second, for many choices of
X , under additional assumptions on µ, it is possible to prove that the solution to
(KP) is unique, and concentrates on the graph of a function T : X → X pushing µ
forward to ν. This T in turns solves the Monge problem (MP), and is known as an
optimal map. This result was first established when X ⊆ R

n by Brenier [5], and has
since been extended by many authors to a wide variety of other geometric situations,
notably including Riemannian manifolds by McCann [15], as well as the Heisenberg
group [1], general sub-Riemannain manifolds [7], Alexandrov spaces [3], and several
infinite dimensional spaces which we will touch on in more detail shortly.

Our purpose here is to establish a similar result when the underlying metric space
X is itself the Wasserstein space over a compact Riemannian manifold M , (X, d) =
(P(M),W2). The optimal transport problem on Wasserstein space is natural, as
it can be thought of as quantifying the distance between two random (probability)
measures. In addition, we note that a substantial amount of recent research on
the applied side of optimal transport has focused on situations where the marginals
µ and ν in optimal transport problems on finite dimensional spaces X and Y , or
other measures of interest, are not known with certainty; see for instance [4, 19,
9]. This uncertainty or ambiguity is expressed in different ways depending on the
precise context, but it seems reasonable to conjecture that problems where marginal
uncertainty is reflected by a distribution of possible marginals on Wasserstein space
(instead of precisely known prescribed marginals) may be relevant in some of these
applications. This leads naturally to our problem.
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Let us say a few words about the proof of our main result. For general choices of
X , it is well understood that one can only establish the existence of optimal maps
under certain regularity assumptions on µ; namely, one needs to exclude the possi-
bility of µ charging sets which are ”small” in an appropriate sense. Although more
refined notions exist (see [10] for a sharp condition when X ⊆ R

n), a straightforward
sufficient hypothesis (a version of which we will adopt here) is that µ is absolutely
continuous with respect to an appropriate reference measure. From a technical per-
spective, this hypothesis arises in the proof of the existence of optimal maps by en-
suring that we can differentiate Kantorovich potentials (defined in the next section)
µ almost everywhere. Since these potentials are well known to be locally Lipschitz,
Rademacher’s theorem makes this work when the reference measure is, for example,
Lebesgue measure on R

n, or Riemannian volume on a Riemannian manifold. It is
also worth mentioning the case of the Wiener space, which, like our setting here, is
infinite dimensional, where Monge solutions were established in [6] and [13]. In that
case, the natural reference measure is the Wiener measure. Existence and uniqueness
of optimal maps was proven more generally on seperable Hilbert spaces in [2], where
all non-degenerate Gaussian measures play the role of reference measure in a certain
sense.

In our particular infinite dimensional setting X = P(M), the choice of an appro-
priate reference measure is non-trivial. However, recent work of Schiavo establishes
a version of Rademacher’s theorem on Wasserstein space for a class of reference mea-
sures satisfying certain assumptions [18]. Here, we show that with this result in
hand, the fairly standard proof strategy for the existence of optimal maps on many
metric spaces can indeed be adapted to the Wasserstein space.

The paper is organized as follows. In the following section, we review some basic
facts and notation on optimal transport and Riemannian geometry which we will
use later on. In Section 3 we recall relevant information on the space of probability
measures on a Riemannian manifold, and we state and prove our main theorem on
the existence and uniqueness of optimal maps on this space in Section 4. Section 5
is reserved for an extension of this result to more general cost functions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic tools for optimal transport. A key tool in the analysis of optimal
transport plans is the Kantorovich dual problem, which reads:

sup
φ∈C(X),ψ∈C(Y )

{
∫

X

φ(x) dµ+

∫

Y

ψ(y) dν; φ(x) + ψ(y) ≤ c(x, y)

}

. (DP)

Solutions ϕ and ψ to this problem are called Kantorovich potentials. They can be
chosen to have a particular structure, expressed in the following definition.
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Definition 1. A function φ : X → R is called c -concave if

φ(x) = ψc(x) := inf
y∈Y

c(x, y)− ψ(y)

for some function ψ : Y → R. Similarly, a function ψ : Y → R is called c-concave if

ψ(y) = φc(y) := inf
x∈X

c(x, y)− φ(x)

for some φ : X → R.

The following well known theorem, asserting duality between (KP) and (DP),
makes precise the remarks above about the connection between (KP), (DP) and the
notion of c-concavity, and will play a crucial role in this paper.

Theorem 1. Let µ, ν be Borel probability measures on compact metric spaces, X and

Y , respectively, and c : X × Y → R a continuous cost function.

Then the infimal value in (KP) equals the supremal value in (DP), and there exists

a minimizer γ in (KP) and a maximizer (φ, ψ) = (ψc, φc) in (DP) such that both φ
and ψ are c-concave.

Furthermore, for any solutions γ to (KP) and (φ, ψ) in (DP) we have

φ(x) + ψ(y) = c(x, y) γ almost everywhere.

2.2. Riemannian manifolds. In this section, we introduce some notation and re-
call some known facts on Riemannian manifolds which we will need later on. Let
(M, g) be a compact connected Riemannian manifold with Riemannian distance
d(x, y) := dg(x, y). For the rest of this work, we will quite closely follow nota-
tion in [18]. We denote by dvolg the canonical volume measure on M and the set of
all smooth functions on M by C∞(M). Moreover, we denote by X

0 the space of all
continuous vector fields on M , that is, sections of the tangent bundle TM , endowed
with the supremum norm

‖w‖
X0 := sup

M

|w(x)|g ,

and similarly by X
∞ the algebra of smooth vector fields onM . SinceM is compact,

every smooth vector field w ∈ X
∞ generates a unique global flow (ψw,t)t∈R; that is,

each ψw,t :M →M is a smooth orientation preserving diffeomorphism such that

ψ̇w,t(x) = w(ψw,t(x)) & ψw,0(x) = x, x ∈M, (1)

where ψ̇w,t(x) is the velocity of the curve t 7→ ψw,t(x).
By Theorem 1, the Kantorovich problem on M with the cost function c(x, y) =

d(x, y)2 always admits a solution. Moreover, the following famous theorem of Mc-
Cann [15] implies the existence and uniquenes of an optimal map whenever the
source measure lies in the set Pac(M) of probability measures which are absolutely
continuous with respect to dvolg.



OPTIMAL TRANSPORT WITH OPTIMAL TRANSPORT COST: THE MONGE-

KANTOROVICH PROBLEM ON WASSERSTEIN SPACE
5

Theorem 2 (McCann 2001). Let µ ∈ Pac(M) and ν ∈ P(M). Then the solution

to (KP) on X = Y = M with c(x, y) = d2(x, y) is unique and concentrated on the

graph of a function T : M → M . This T is in turn the unique solution to (MP),

and takes the form T (x) = expx(−∇φ(x)) for a d2

2
-concave function φ :M → R.

3. The space of Borel probability measures on a Riemannian

manifold

We now turn our attention to the space P(M) of probability measures on a Rie-
mannian manifold M .

3.1. Topological properties of P(M). Since (M, g) is a compact metric space,
the space of all finite signed Borel measures on M , M(M), endowed with the total
variation norm can be identified with the dual of C(M) = Cb(M), thanks to the
Riesz-Markov-Kakutani theorem. Furthermore, P(M) is a weak∗ closed subset of
the unit sphere of M(M) and so by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem is weak∗ compact.
Every f ∈ Cb(M) induces a bounded linear functional

f ∗ : P(M) → R, f ∗µ =

∫

M

f dµ,

on P(M) which is called a potential energy. When f ∈ C∞(M) the corresponding
f ∗ is called a smooth potential energy. Motivated by studies on configuration spaces,
there is another class of smooth functions on P(M) which is relevant to the rest of
our analysis.

Definition 2. A function u : P(M) → R is called a “cylinder” function if there

exists a positive integer k > 0, a smooth function F on R
k and k smooth functions

f1, f2, · · · , fk ∈ C∞(M) such that

u(µ) = F (f ∗

1µ, f
∗

2µ, · · · , f ∗

kµ).

We denote the set of all cylinder functions on P(M) by FC∞.

The fact that the Kantorovich problem on M always admits a solution implies
that for every two measures µ, ν ∈ P(M), the cost of the transportation is a finite
value. In fact, this value induces a metric

W2(µ, ν) :=

(
∫

X×Y

d(x, y)2 dγ(x, y)

)
1
2

,

where γ is optimal in (KP), on the space P(M), known as the L2-Wasserstein metric.
The L2-Wasserstein metric metrizes the weak∗ topology on P(M) [20, Theorem 7.12]
and turns it into a compact metric space itself. This space (P(M),W2) is called the
L2-Wasserstein space over M .
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3.2. The Geometry of P(M). We now turn to some geometric properties induced
on P(M) by the metric W2.

The Wasserstein space is often viewed as an infinite dimensional manifold. The
geometry and smooth structure of this space have been well studied from different
viewpoints by many researchers [2, 14, 10, 11, 8]. It is well-known that P(M) is a
geodesic space and one can identify the tangent space of P(M) at a point µ, denoted

by TDer
µ P(M), with the space Xµ := X

∞
L2(M,µ)

, that is, the abstract linear completion
of X∞ with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖

Xµ
induced by the Hilbert inner product

〈w0, w1〉Xµ
:=

∫

M

〈w0(x), w1(x)〉g dµ(x), ∀w0, w1 ∈ X
∞.

Under this identification, every smooth vector field w ∈ X
∞ induces a canonical

directional derivative for every cylinder function u ∈ FC∞. Recalling the unique
global flow (1) generated by w, one can observe that ψw,t induces a map on P(M)
via push-forward, that is,

Ψw,t : P(M) → P(M), Ψw,t := ψw,t# .

Then a straightforward calculation [18, Lemma 6.2] shows that

(∇wu)(µ) :=
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
(u ◦Ψw,t)(µ) = 〈∇u(µ), w〉

Xµ
, u ∈ FC∞,

where ∇u is defined via1

∇u(µ)(x) :=
k

∑

i

(∂iF )(f
∗

1µ, f
∗

2µ, · · · , f ∗

kµ)∇fi(x).

We next establish a simple lemma which we will require later.

Lemma 1. Let µ ∈ Pac(M) and w be any smooth vector field on M , that is w ∈ X
∞.

Then µt := Ψw,t(µ) ∈ Pac(M) for every t ∈ R. Moreover, µt satisfies the continuity

equation
∂µt
∂t

+∇ · (ξtµt) = 0, (2)

where ξt(x) = w(ψw,t(x)).

Proof. Since M is compact, by Eq. (1), ψ is a diffeomorphism and therefore µt =
Ψw,t(µ) is absolutely continuous with respect to dvolg for every t ∈ R. For the second
part of the lemma, one should observe that since ψ is a diffeomorphism Theorem
5.34 [20] implies that µt satisfies the continuity equation (2).

�

1For justification on this definition, we refer the reader to Schiavo [18, Page 5].
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We next state two results on derivatives along curves in the Wasserstein space.
The first regards differentiation of the squared Wasserstein distance:

Theorem 3 (Derivative of the Wasserstein distance). Let M be a Riemannian man-

ifold. Let µ ∈ Pac(M) and ν ∈ P(M). For a smooth vector field w ∈ X
∞, set

µt = Ψw,t(µ). Then

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
W2(µt, ν) = 2

∫

M

〈∇φ(x), w(x)〉g dµ(x), (3)

where φ is a (d2/2)-concave function such that

ν = exp(−∇φ)#µ.
Differentiability of the squared Wasserstein distance is certainly well known; see,

for example, [20, Theorem 8.13], [21, Theorem 23.9], [2, Corollary 10.2.7]. We were
unable to find an exact reference for the version we use here, and so provide a brief
proof.

Proof. The result follows directly from Lemma 4.3 in [18] when ν 6= µ. If ν = µ,
then ν is absolutely continuous with respect to volume, and so the result follows from
Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 23.9 in [21] (noting by Lemma 1 that µt satisfies the
continuity equation). �

The second differentiation result we will need applies to Lipschitz functions on
P(M) and is a recent, deep result of Schiavo [18]. It amounts to a type of Rademacher
theorem on P(M) and its statement requires some additional assumptions. In par-
ticular, a statement of a Rademacher type result requires a reference measure on
the base space (Wasserstein space in our case) satisfying certain properties. The
assumption we will need is as follows.

Assumption 1. Let P0 ∈ P(P(M)) be a probability measure on the Wasserstein

space satisfying:

• P0 has no atoms.

• P0 verifies the following integration-by-parts formula. If u, v ∈ FC∞ and

w ∈ X
∞, then there exists a measurable function µ 7→ ∇∗

wv ∈ Xµ such that
∫

P(M)

∇wu(µ) · v dP0(µ) =

∫

P(M)

u · ∇∗

wv(µ) dP0(µ).

Remark 1. Although the preceding assumption appears fairly abstract, it can be
verified on many concrete examples; see [18].

The full version of the following Theorem is found in [18, Theorem 2.10]; in the in-
terest of brevity, and in an attempt to keep our arguments as transparent as possible,
we include here only the conclusions we will explicitly need.
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Theorem 4 (Schiavo 2020). Let U : P(M) → R be W2-Lipschitz continuous, and

let P0 ∈ P(P(M)) satisfy Assumption 1. Then there exists a measurable section DU
of TDerP(M), satisfying

lim
t→0

U(Ψw,t(·))− U(·)
t

= 〈DU(·), w〉X(·)
in L2 (P(M),P0) , (4)

for every w ∈ X
∞.

Corollary 1. Let U : P(M) → R be W2-Lipschitz and {wi}∞i=1 a countable set of

smooth vector fields on M . Then for P0 almost every µ, we have

lim
t→0

U(Ψwi,t(µ))− U(µ)

t
= 〈DU(µ), wi〉Xµ

, (5)

for all i.

Proof. The preceding Theorem implies that for each wi, (5) holds for P0 almost every
µ. That is,

P0({µ : (5) fails for wi}) = 0.

Therefore,

P0({µ : (5) fails for some wi}) = P0(∪∞

i=1{µ : (5) fails for wi}) = 0,

as desired. �

The following is a special case of a well known result in optimal transport theory,
and, combined with the above result, will imply differentiability of Kantorovich po-
tentials (that is, solutions to (DP)) on P(M) in a certain sense. The analogous result
on M (rather than P(M)) was originally established by McCann [15]; the version
below can be seen as an immediate consequence of the Proposition in [17, Box 1.8].

Lemma 2. Let U : P(M) → R be W 2
2 -concave. Then U is W2 - Lipschitz.

4. The optimal transportation problem on the space P(M)

We are now ready to state and prove our main theorem, which concerns the optimal
transport problem on Wasserstein space itself. That is, in (KP), we take X = Y =
P(M) for a compact Riemannian manifold, and c(µ, ν) = W 2

2 (µ, ν). Note that X
and Y are then compact.

To distinguish between measures in P(M) (that is, measures onM) and measures
on P(M) (that is, elements of P(P(M))) , we will continue to use Greek letters such
as µ and ν for the former and will use upper case black board letters such as P1 and
P2 to denote the latter.
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Theorem 5. Let P1,P2 be Borel probability measures on X := P(M) and Y :=
P(M), respectively, P(M) be equipped with a reference measure P0 satisfying As-

sumption 1 and c(µ, ν) = W 2
2 (µ, ν) for every µ, ν ∈ P(M). Assuming that P1 is

absolutely continuous with respect to P0 and P1(Pac(M)) = 1, the optimal trans-

portation problem (KP) between (X,P1) and (Y,P2) under this cost function admits

a unique solution P1,2 which is concentrated on the graph of a map T : X → Y ; that
is, T (µ) = ν for P1,2 a.e. µ, ν and T#P1 = P2. Furthermore, T is the unique solution

to (MP).

Proof. Let P1,2 ∈ P(P(M)×P(M)) solve the Kantorovich problem (KP) and U and
V be W 2

2 -concave functions solving the dual problem. We then have, by Theorem 1
for all µ, ν ∈ P(M),

U(µ) + V (ν) ≤W 2
2 (µ, ν), (6)

with equality P1,2 almost everywhere. U is Lipschitz by Lemma 2. Fix a countable
W = {wi}i ⊆ X

∞ which is dense in X
0 with respect to the sup norm. Then Corollary

1 implies that (5) holds P0, and therefore P1, almost everywhere for all w ∈ W . Fix
any µ where this holds; our goal is to show that there is only one ν where equality
holds in (6). To this end, suppose equality holds for some ν. For any w ∈ W , letting
µt = Ψw,t(µ), the function

α(t) = U(µt)−W 2
2 (µt, ν)

is maximized at t = 0. By Corollary 1, Lemma 1 and Theorem 3, α is differentiable
at 0, and

∫

M

〈DU(µ)(x)− 2∇φν(x), w(x)〉g dµ(x) = α′(0) = 0, (7)

where DU is as in Theorem 4 and φν is the Kantorovich potential corresponding to
optimal transport between µ and ν. Since this holds for all w ∈ W , it holds for all
w ∈ X

0 by density, which implies that

∇φν(x) =
1

2
DU(µ)(x)

for µ almost every x. But Theorem 2 then implies that ν is uniquely determined by
U as desired; more precisely, we must have

ν = exp

(

−1

2
DU(µ)

)

#µ

=: T (µ)

This shows that P1,2 concentrates on the graph of the transport map T . Uniqueness
of the optimal P1,2 in (KP) then follows by a very standard argument. If P1,2 and
P
′
1,2 are both optimal, then by linearity so is 1

2
[P1,2 + P

′
1,2]. The argument above
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implies that P1,2,P
′
1,2 and 1

2
[P1,2 + P

′
1,2] are all concentrated on maps over P1, which

is impossible unless P1,2 = P
′
1,2. �

5. Extension to more general functions of the Wasserstein distance

The result of Theorem 5 can be further extended to a class of cost functions,
namely, the class of all functions of the form c(µ, ν) = h(W2(µ, ν)) where h : R+ → R

is C2-smooth, strictly increasing and strictly convex, as the following theorem asserts.

Theorem 6. Let P1,P2 be Borel probability measures on X = Y = P(M), where

P(M) is equipped with a reference measure P0 satisfying Assumption 1, such that P1

is absolutely continuous with respect to P0 and P1(Pac(M)) = 1. Let the cost function
be defined by c(µ, ν) = h(W2(µ, ν)) for every µ, ν ∈ P(M) where h : R+ → R is C2

smooth, strictly increasing and strictly convex. Then the solution to (KP) is unique

and concentrated on the graph of a map T : X → Y such that T#P1 = P2, and T is

the unique solution to (MP).

Proof. Since much of the proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 5, we only
outline the differences. First note that we can write

c(µ, ν) = h(W 2
2 (µ, ν)) = h̄(W 2

2 (µ, ν)).

for h̄(s) = h(
√
s). Then, for a curve µt of measures as in Theorem 3, (3) combined

with the chain rule implies

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
c(µt, ν) = 2h̄′(W 2

2 (µ, ν))

∫

M

〈∇φ(x), w(x)〉g dµ(x). (8)

Letting P solve (KP) and U , V beW 2
2 -concave solutions to (DP), a similar argument

to the proof of Theorem 5, implies that for P almost every µ and ν we have

DU(µ)(x) = 2h̄′(W 2
2 (µ, ν))∇φν(x) µ-a.e. (9)

What is left to show is the fact that for fixed µ the above equation uniquely deter-
mines ν; that is

h̄′(W 2
2 (µ, ν1))∇φν1 = h̄′(W 2

2 (µ, ν2))∇φν2 =⇒ ∇φν1 = ∇φν2,
where φνi is the Kantorovich potential for transport between µ and νi. To prove that
the above implication holds, we first take the squared norm of both sides of (10) and
integrate with respect to µ to obtain

[h̄′(W 2
2 (µ, ν1))]

2

∫

M

|∇φν1|2 dµ = [h̄′(W 2
2 (µ, ν2))]

2

∫

M

|∇φν2|2 dµ. (10)

Observe that d2g(x, expx(−∇φ(x)) = |∇φ(x)|2, and thereforeW 2
2 (µ, ν) =

∫

M
|∇φ|2 dµ.

This means that (10) implies

h̄′(W 2
2 (µ, ν1))W2(µ, ν1) = h̄′(W 2

2 (µ, ν2))W2(µ, ν2). (11)
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Now note that

h(s) = h̄(s2) =⇒ h′(s) = 2sh̄′(s2), (12)

and since h is assumed to be strictly convex, the mapping s 7→ h′(s) = 2sh̄′(s2) is
strictly increasing. So (11) implies that W2(µ, ν1) = W2(µ, ν2). If h̄

′(W 2
2 (µ, ν1)) 6= 0,

we can then cancel this common factor in (10) to obtain the desired result. On the
other hand, if h̄′(W 2

2 (µ, ν1)) = 0, we must have h′(W2(µ, ν1)) = 0 by (12). As h is
strictly increasing and strictly convex, we can only have h′(s) = 0 at s = 0, so that
0 = W2(µ, ν1) = W2(µ, ν2), which of course implies ν1 = ν2 (= µ) in this case as well.
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