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A B S T R A C T
A gradient enhanced ADMM algorithm for optimal transport on general surfaces is proposed
in this paper. Based on Benamou and Brenier’s dynamical formulation, we combine gradient
recovery techniques on surfaces with the ADMM algorithm, not only improving the computa-
tional accuracy, but also providing a novel method to deal with dual variables in the algorithm.
This method avoids the use of stagger grids, has better accuracy and is more robust comparing
to other averaging techniques.

1. Introduction
Optimal transport (OT) as a research topic has been historically formulated by Monge. Initially, it was a problem

on finding ways of distributing piles of sand from one place to another with “least cost" in transportation. Although
it was an interesting problem, which has been continuously receiving attentions from many different aspects, perhaps
Monge never imagined that it has been so heavily influencing the shape of modern mathematics. Many efforts have
been devoted to the research of optimal transport. The Monge’s problem had been reformulated by Kantorovich [16]
among others as logistic and economical problems, which make optimization tools, e.g. linear programming been
firmly developed. In the end of 80s in the last century, it was Brenier who proved the equivalence of the Monge’s
problem and the Kantorovich’s reformulation for the continuous case under certain conditions [5]. Since then, optimal
transport has found deep connections to several fields in pure and applied mathematics which were far away before.
Understanding of these types of problems have made optimal transport a quite diverse concept but a cluster topic in
mathematics [21, 12]. In the late 90s, a so-called dynamic formulation of OT has been proposed by Benamou and
Brenier [3], which shows an even richer perspective in connections to fluid dynamics and optimization with partial
different equation constraints. Nowadays, OT has made important impact in many branches of pure, applied and
computational mathematics, particularly, it provides intersections of mathematics with other subjects, like economy,
engineering, computer science [25, 1]. On the application side, OT can be applied to image registration, computational
geometry, machine learning and so on [20].

In this paper, we study the computational methods for OT when the probability measures are defined on general
surfaces or manifolds denoted by . Theoretical investigation of OT on manifolds was done in [11, 10], while the
computational methods is a quite recent topic [17, 13, 26]. We pick up the perspective of the dynamic formulation for
OT attributed to Benamou and Brenier. One of the feature of the dynamical approach is that it provides the trajectory
of the evolution of density function from the initial state to the target state, which is considered to be the geodesic on
the Wasserstein manifold of probability measures. Precisely, we study numerical algorithms for the following partial
differential equation constrained optimization problems:

𝑊 2
2 (𝜌0, 𝜌1) ∶= inf

𝜌,𝐦
∫ 1
0 ∫

|𝐦(𝑡,𝐱)|2
2𝜌(𝑡,𝐱) 𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡,

subject to 𝜌(0, ⋅) = 𝜌0, 𝜌(1, ⋅) = 𝜌1, 𝜌 ≥ 0,
𝜕𝑡𝜌 + div𝑔(𝐦) = 0. (1.1)
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Gradient enhanced ADMM for dynamic OT on surfaces

Here 𝜌 ∶ [0, 1] × → ℝ+ is the density function of the distribution, and 𝐦 = 𝜌𝐯 where 𝐯 ∶ [0, 1] × →   is
the velocity vector field which describes the evolution of 𝜌. When  is a planar subset in Euclidean space, it has been
studied intensively in the literature. Some more background of this problem can be found in Section 2.1, as well as the
seminal paper of Benamou and Brenier [3], in which case, some deep learning method is proposed recently [22]. In
contrast, the numerical investigation for dynamical OT in surface settings is still limited [17, 26].

One popular algorithm for the above problem is the alternating directional multiplier method (ADMM) which has
been quite intensively investigated in the literature, see for instance [4] and the references therein. In fact, ADMM
algorithm is usually applied to the dual problem of (1.1) in order to fit the required setting of ADMM in terms
of convergence. Another difficulty often omitted in the literature is that ADMM algorithm for problems in infinite
dimensional spaces is more delicate to show its convergence, for which we refer to [2]. Our goal in the current work is to
develop robust and efficient numerical solver for ADMM algorithm in the case of 𝐱 ∈  where  is a 𝑑−dimensional
Riemannian manifold. ADMM algorithm requires alternatively updating primal and dual variables, while in the setting
of dynamical OT, dual variables involve the spatial and temporal derivatives of their primal variables. In the surface
setting, derivatives require the knowledge of the metric of surface or the normal vectors, which due to the discretization
of the surface, are more difficult to evaluate than in the planar setting. Moreover, discretization of a surface also destroys
the differential structures of the surface, in which case, how to compute derivatives of functions on such discrete
surfaces is an issue. On the other hand, spatial discretization, e.g. using finite element method or finite difference
method, may require stagger grids to have the consistency of the primal and dual variables as done in [19], or use some
transform between piecewise constant function and piecewise linear function [17].

The key step in the ADMM solver for dynamical OT is to solve a time-space Poisson equation with right hand
side function involving divergence of some vector field. From the numerical perspective in solutions of PDEs, e.g.,
finite element solutions, when we take gradients or divergences, they often lose one order accuracy in comparing to the
solutions themselves. Closer inspection of the ALG2 algorithm in [3], we find that it involves a consecutive process
of taking gradient and then taking divergence. Theoretically, when linear finite element method or standard five-point
finite difference method is applied, we would not expect any order of convergence. However, extensive numerical
results in the literature, like [3, 19, 27], to just name a few, show the convergence of the numerical results.

This paper provides a new angle to understand the hidden mechanism of the convergence, and proposing a
numerical scheme which is easier to implement and more robust in performance. The key ingredient to obtain
convergent numerical results lies in the process of interpolating the piecewise constant into piecewise linear counterpart
by averaging quantities of neighboring grids. In post-processing of numerical data, e.g., finite element solutions, such a
simple averaging technique is a popular gradient recovery method, which was originally proposed by Zienkiewicz and
Zhu for the purpose of adaptive computation [30]. The simple averaging technique was proved to achieve(ℎ2) on some
meshes like uniform meshes of regular type [24]. In other cases, differentiation also achieves (ℎ) order convergence
which explains why it is able to observe convergence in the works from the literature. However, the simple averaging
gradient recovery is not able to achieve (ℎ2) even on some uniform meshes, e.g. Chevron mesh [8]. To overcome
such drawback, better techniques are proposed. In particular, the polynomial preserving recovery is proven to be (ℎ2)
order consistent for all types of meshes. Such kind robust techniques has been generalized to the surface or manifold
setting in [9]. In this paper, together with gradient recovery techniques on manifolds, we propose gradient enhanced
ADMM method. The (surface) gradient recovery serves two purposes: one is to improve the accuracy of numerical
gradient/divergence and the other is to facilitate the implementation on a single mesh where generating dual mesh on
surfaces is nontrivial. In the end, we propose a fast algorithm for dynamic OT on manifolds without staggered grid,
which ensures the consistency of the primal and dual variables using the same grid simultaneously. In particular, we
show the efficiency and robustness of our method with numerical examples.

The structure of the paper is outlined as follows: Section 2 collects some brief introduction on the dynamical
formulation of OT, and gradient recovery techniques, particularly PPPR. Section 3 presents the proposed algorithm in
detail, while their numerical results are documented in Section 4.

2. Preliminary
We shall briefly summarize the Benamou–Brenier formulation of OT, and the augmented Lagrange multiplier of

its dual form, as well as the gradient recovery schemes we use in this work. First of all, let us describe the setting of
the geometry and notations.
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The manifold  we consider is a 𝑑-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold embedded in ℝ𝑚 for 𝑑 + 1 ≤ 𝑚,
which endowed with the Riemann metric 𝑔. Using local coordinates, the gradient of functions on the manifold is
represented as follows

∇𝑔𝑢 =
∑

𝑖,𝑗
𝑔𝑖𝑗𝜕𝑗𝑢𝜕𝑖, (2.1)

where 𝑔𝑖𝑗 is the entry of the inverse of the metric tensor 𝑔, and 𝜕𝑖 denotes the tangential basis. In practice, the above
formula can be realized using local parametrization 𝐫 ∶ Ω → 𝑆 ⊂. Then we rewrite (2.1) via this map:

(∇𝑔𝑢)◦𝐫 = ∇𝑢̄(𝑔◦𝐫)−1𝜕𝐫. (2.2)
Here 𝑢̄ = 𝑢◦𝐫 is the pullback of function 𝑢 to the local parametric domain Ω, ∇ denotes the gradient operator on Ω, 𝜕𝐫
is the Jacobian of 𝐫, and

𝑔◦𝐫 = 𝜕𝐫(𝜕𝐫)⊤.

In the light of (2.1), the Laplace-Beltrami operator can be represented as
Δ𝑔𝑢 = div𝑔(∇𝑔𝑢) = 1

√

|det 𝑔|
𝜕𝑖(𝑔𝑖𝑗

√

|det 𝑔|𝜕𝑗𝑢). (2.3)

2.1. Benamou–Brenier formulation of OT
We study the following problem to calculate the 𝐿2 Wasserstein distance between two probability measure

𝜌0 ∈ 𝑃 () and 𝜌1 ∈ 𝑃 ():

𝑊 2
2 (𝜌0, 𝜌1) ∶= inf

Π ∫
1
2
|Π(𝐱) − 𝐱|2𝜌0(𝐱)𝑑𝜇, (2.4)

where Π ∶  →  is a transport map which moves particle at location 𝐱 to 𝑦 = Π(𝐱). Note that both 𝜌0 and 𝜌1 are
characterized by their density functions, still denoted by 𝜌0(𝐱) and 𝜌1(𝐱), respectively, which tell the distribution of the
particles before and after transportation, respectively.

How to compute the optimal transport map has been a challenging problem since Monge. Due to the seminal work
of Benamou and Brenier[3], the Wasserstein distance in (2.4) can be equivalently calculated via solving a dynamical
flow constrained optimization problem

𝑊 2
2 (𝜌0, 𝜌1) ∶=inf𝜌,𝐯 ∫

1

0 ∫
1
2
|𝐯(𝑡, 𝐱)|2𝜌(𝑡, 𝐱)𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡,

subject to 𝜌(0, ⋅) = 𝜌0, 𝜌(1, ⋅) = 𝜌1, 𝜌 ≥ 0,
𝜕𝑡𝜌 + div𝑔(𝜌𝐯) = 0.

(2.5)

Here 𝐯 ∶ [0, 1]× →   is a temporal-spatial tangent vector field, and 𝜌 ∶ [0, 1]× → ℝ+ defines an interpolation
curve between the two densities 𝜌0 and 𝜌1. In this paper, we use  ∶= [0, 1]× to denote the temporal-spatial product
manifold. In the following algorithmic development, one sorts numerical solutions of partial differential equations on
this manifold, and also some gradient recovery techniques on this non-Euclidean domain.

Let 𝐦 = 𝜌𝐯, by a substitution of variable, the problem in (2.5) can be reformulated as a convex variational problem
subject to linear partial differential equation constraint as in (1.1). Note here if we name 𝝈 = (𝜌,𝐦), then the PDE
(1.1) can be written equivalently as div𝐩𝝈 = 0, where div𝐩 is the divergence operator for functions defined on the
temporal-spatial product space  . Later we shall use ∇𝐩 to denote the temporal-spatial gradient operator on  , and Δ𝐩to denote the temporal-spatial Laplacian operator, i.e.

∇𝐩𝑢 = (𝜕𝑡𝑢,∇𝑔𝑢)𝑇 and Δ𝐩𝑢 = 𝜕𝑡𝑡𝑢 + Δ𝑔𝑢.

For simplicity, we define

𝐾(𝜌,𝐦) ∶= ∫

1

0 ∫
|𝐦(𝑡, 𝐱)|2
2𝜌(𝑡, 𝐱)

𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡.
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Here we first give the Lagrange multiplier to formulate a saddle point problem:

inf
𝜌,𝐦

𝑠𝑢𝑝
𝑢,𝜆≤0

𝐿(𝜌,𝐦, 𝑢, 𝜆) ∶= 𝐾(𝜌,𝐦) + ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝜕𝑡𝜌𝑢 + ∇𝑔𝐦𝑢 + 𝜆𝜌)𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡. (2.6)

Taking into account the initial conditions, formally we derive the first-order stationary condition of (2.6) as follows
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐦
𝜌

− ∇𝑔𝑢 = 0, 𝜕𝑡𝜌 + div𝑔𝐦 = 0,

−
|𝐦|

2

2𝜌2
− 𝜕𝑡𝑢 + 𝜆 = 0, 𝜌(0, ⋅) = 𝜌0, 𝜌(1, ⋅) = 𝜌1, 𝜆 ≤ 0.

(2.7)

2.2. Gradient recovery on manifolds
Gradient recovery for numerical solutions in planar domain is a well-developed topic, there are many mature

methods proposed in the literature, see for instance [28, 30, 29]. While gradient recovery on surfaces is relatively
new, where some recent papers on this topic can be found in e.g. [23, 8, 9]. We will first review the idea of a gradient
recovery method called polynomial preserving recovery(PPR), and then to discuss generalization of this method to the
surface setting, which is the parametric polynomial preserving recovery(PPPR).
2.2.1. Polynomial preserving recovery

To lay the ground, we introduce the PPR gradient recovery for time discretization. Let 𝐼𝜏 = ∪𝑁𝑡−1
𝑗=0 (𝑡𝑗 , 𝑡𝑗+1) be a

partition of the interval 𝐼 = (0, 1) with 𝜏𝑗 = 𝑡𝑗+1 − 𝑡𝑗 and 𝑆𝜏 be continuous finite element space on 𝐼𝜏 , i.e.

𝑆𝜏 =
{

𝑣𝜏 ∈ 𝐶0([0, 1]) ∶ 𝑣𝜏 |(𝑡𝑗 ,𝑡𝑗+1) ∈ ℙ1(𝑡𝑗 , 𝑡𝑗+1)
}

. (2.8)
For any 𝑣𝜏 ∈ 𝑆𝜏 , ∇𝑣𝜏 is piecewise constant. The main idea of gradient recovery is to smooth the piecewise gradient
into a continuous piecewise linear function. Let 𝐺𝜏 ∶ 𝑆𝜏 → 𝑆𝜏 denote the PPR gradient operator [28] on 𝐼𝜏 . Suppose
{𝜙𝑗(𝑡)} is the set of nodal basis functions of 𝑆𝜏 and we can write𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 = ∑𝑁𝑡

𝑗=0(𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 )(𝑡𝑗)𝜙𝑗(𝑡). It is sufficient to define
the value of 𝐺𝜏 (𝑣𝜏 )(𝑡𝑗). Define

𝐼𝑡𝑗 =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

(𝑡0, 𝑡2), 𝑗 = 0;
(𝑡𝑗−1, 𝑡𝑗+1), 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡 − 1;
(𝑡𝑁𝑡−2, 𝑡𝑁𝑡

), 𝑗 = 𝑁𝑡.
(2.9)

We fit a quadratic polynomial 𝑝𝑡𝑗 in the following least-squares sense

𝑝𝑡𝑗 = arg min
𝑝∈ℙ2

(

𝐼𝑡𝑗
)

∑

𝑡𝑘∈𝐼𝑡𝑗∩𝜏

|

|

|

𝑝
(

𝑡𝑘
)

− 𝑣𝜏
(

𝑡𝑘
)

|

|

|

2
, (2.10)

where 𝑁𝜏 = {𝑡0, 𝑡1,⋯ , 𝑡𝑁𝑡
}. Then the recovered gradient (𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 )(𝑡𝑗) is defined as

(𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 )(𝑡𝑗) =
𝑑𝑝𝑡𝑗 (𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
|𝑡=𝑡𝑗 . (2.11)

It is easy to see that (𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 )(𝑡𝑗) is a second-order finite difference scheme at 𝑡𝑗 . As proved in [28], the recovery operator
𝐺𝜏 satisfies the following consistency results

‖𝐺𝜏𝑣 −
𝑑𝑣
𝑑𝑡

‖𝐻1(0,1) ≲ 𝜏
2
‖𝑣‖𝐻3(0,1). (2.12)

2.2.2. Parametric polynomial preserving recovery
From the parametric form (2.2) of surface gradient ∇𝑔 , it informs that one can compute the surface gradient of a

function 𝑢 ∶  → ℝ via the multiplication of two functions: One being the gradient of the function 𝑢̄ = 𝑢◦𝐫 and
the other being the generalized inverse of the Jacobian of the parametric map, which is (𝜕𝐫)† = (𝜕𝐫(𝜕𝐫)⊤)−1𝜕𝐫. Both
G. Dong, H. Guo, C. Jiang and Z. Shi: Preprint Page 4 of 15
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functions are defined on the same local Euclidean domain. Based on this observation, Dong and Guo [8] proposed the
parametric polynomial preserving recovery (PPPR) by replacing the gradient/Jacobian in the Euclidean space with their
recovered counterparts using parametric polynomial preserving recovery. Let 𝐺̄ℎ denote the polynomial preserving
recovery in the local Euclidean space as defined in [29]. Then, the PPPR gradient recovery operator at vertex 𝜉𝑖 can be
represented as

𝐺ℎ𝑢ℎ(𝜉𝑖) = 𝐺̄ℎ𝑢̄ℎ(𝜉𝑖)(𝐺̄ℎ𝐫ℎ(𝜉𝑖))†, (2.13)
where 𝑢̄ℎ is the local pushback of 𝑢ℎ onto the local parametric domain, and 𝐫ℎ is the local approximation of the
parametric map. For the PPPR operator 𝐺ℎ, [8] shows that it has second-order consistency in the following sense:

‖

‖

‖

∇𝑔𝑢 −
(

𝑇ℎ
)−1𝐺ℎ𝑢𝐼

‖

‖

‖0,
≤ ℎ2

√

()𝐷
(

𝑔, 𝑔−1
)

‖𝑢‖3,∞,, (2.14)

where () is the area measure of the manifold  and 𝐷(𝑔, 𝑔−1) is some constant depends on the metric tensor 𝑔.

3. Gradient enhanced ADMM algorithm
In this section, we shall present a gradient enhanced algorithms based on ALG2 [3] in the manifold setting.

3.1. ADMM algorithm for dynamical OT
In [3], an alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) algorithmic framework for numerical solutions of

dynamical optimal transport were introduced. However, a direct development of an ADMM algorithm building on the
Lagrange formulation in (2.6) appears to be nontrivial due to the first term which mixes 𝜌 and 𝐦. To overcome this
obstacle, the dual function of the first term in (2.6) has been considered. This is done by using the following result
Lemma 1. For any 𝜌 ∈ ℝ+, and 𝐦 ∈ ℝ𝑑 , we have

|𝐦|

2

2𝜌
= sup

(𝑎,𝐛)∈𝐴
{𝑎𝜌 + 𝐛 ⋅𝐦},

where 𝐴 is defined as

𝐴 ∶= {(𝑎,𝐛) ∈ ℝ ×ℝ𝑑 ∶ 𝑎 +
|𝐛|2
2

≤ 0}.

Let 𝐪 = (𝑎,𝐛), and 𝝈 = (𝜌,𝐦), with the relation in Lemma 1, then the Lagrangian problem in (2.6) can be
reformulated as

inf
𝜌,𝐦

sup
𝑢,𝜆<0

𝐿(𝜌,𝐦, 𝑢, 𝜆) = sup
𝑢,𝐪∈𝐴

inf
𝝈 ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝝈 ⋅ 𝐪 − [𝜕𝑡𝑢,∇𝑔𝑢] ⋅ 𝝈)𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡

− ∫
(𝑢(0, ⋅)𝜌0 − 𝑢(1, ⋅)𝜌1)𝑑𝐱.

After some rearrangement, we have a new saddle-point problem that can be seen as a dual problem of the original
Lagrange multiplier problem in (2.6), which is

sup
𝑢,𝐪∈𝐴

inf
𝝈 ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝝈 ⋅ (𝐪 − ∇𝐩 𝑢))𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡 − ∫

(𝑢(0, ⋅)𝜌0 − 𝑢(1, ⋅)𝜌1)𝑑𝐱. (3.1)

Note that ∇𝐩 denotes the temporal-spatial gradient defined on the product manifold  . We introduce the notations for
simplification of presentation

𝐹 (𝐪) ∶=
{0, 𝐪 ∈ 𝐴,

+∞, else. (3.2)

𝐺(𝑢) ∶= ∫
(𝑢(0, ⋅)𝜌0 − 𝑢(1, ⋅)𝜌1)𝑑𝐱. (3.3)
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Then the new saddle-point problem (3.1) is of the following new Lagrange formulation with a new multiplier 𝝈, while
𝐪 and 𝑢 are primal variables:

inf
𝜌,𝐦

sup
𝑢,𝜆<0

𝐿(𝜌,𝐦, 𝑢, 𝜆) = − inf
𝑢,𝐪

sup
𝜎
𝐹 (𝐪) + 𝐺(𝑢) + ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝝈 ⋅ (∇𝐩𝑢 − 𝐪))𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡. (3.4)

Note that the new problem can be considered a Lagrange multiplier of equality constraint ∇𝐩𝑢 = 𝐪. In what follows,
we shall then study this new Lagrange formulation and denote

𝐿(𝐪, 𝑢,𝝈) ∶= 𝐹 (𝐪) + 𝐺(𝑢) + ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝝈 ⋅ (∇𝐩𝑢 − 𝐪))𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡. (3.5)

The prominent property of this new formulation is that 𝐹 and 𝐺 are functions of 𝐪 and 𝑢, respectively, which fit into
the framework of ADMM algorithms. For such a development, an augmented Lagrange multiplier based on (3.4) is
provided here

𝐿𝑟(𝐪, 𝑢,𝝈) ∶= 𝐹 (𝐪) + 𝐺(𝑢) + ∫

1

0 ∫
(𝝈 ⋅ (∇𝐩𝑢 − 𝐪))𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡 + 𝑟

2
‖

‖

‖

∇𝐩𝑢 − 𝐪‖‖
‖

2

𝐿2()
. (3.6)

ADMM algorithms for approaching solutions of the form in (3.6) in the Euclidean spaces have been intensively
investigated after the seminal work of Benamou and Brenier, while only recently it has been generalized for probability
measure on surfaces or general manifolds [17, 26].

For the convenience of numerical treatment, let us introduce some Hilbert spaces setting, to denote  ⊂ 𝐻(div𝐩,)
being the set of measures satisfying div𝐩𝝈 = 0.

The purpose of the gradient-enhanced algorithm is not only to facilitate the implementation in a single mesh but
also to significantly improve the approximation accuracy of the right-hand side gradient function. Now we provide a
skeleton of the algorithm which is often referred as ALG2. It is an ADMM algorithm for solving (3.6) in a function
space setting. Some details of the first two steps are given as follows. For Step 1, we write down the first-order optimality
Algorithm 1 ALG2 in [3]
Initial guess: 𝐪0, 𝝈1. For k=1, 2, 3, …

Step 1 Find 𝑢𝑘 which solves
𝑢𝑘 = arginf

𝑢
𝐿𝑟(𝐪𝑘−1, 𝑢,𝝈𝑘).

Step 2 Find 𝑞𝑘 which solves
𝐪𝑘 = arginf

𝐪
𝐿𝑟(𝐪, 𝑢𝑘,𝝈𝑘).

Step 3 Update 𝝈𝑘 as follows for some fixed parameter 𝛼𝑟 ∈ ℝ+

𝝈𝑘+1 = 𝝈𝑘 + 𝛼𝑟(∇𝐩𝑢
𝑘 − 𝐪𝑘).

condition:
𝐺(ℎ) + ⟨𝑟∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐪𝑘−1 − Δ𝐩𝑢

𝑘 − ∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝝈𝑘, ℎ⟩ = 0, for all ℎ ∈ 𝐻(div𝐩,), (3.7)
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which leads to the following time-space equation
⎧

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎩

−Δ𝐩𝑢
𝑘 = ∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝜎

𝑘 − 𝑟∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐪𝑘−1,
𝑟𝜕𝑡𝑢

𝑘(0; ⋅) = 𝜌0 − 𝜌𝑘(0, ⋅) + 𝑟𝑎𝑘−1(0, ⋅),

𝑟𝜕𝑡𝑢
𝑘(1; ⋅) = 𝜌1 − 𝜌𝑘(1, ⋅) + 𝑟𝑎𝑘−1(1, ⋅),

∫

1

0 ∫
𝑢𝑘(𝑡, 𝑥)𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡 = 0.

(3.8)

In Step 2, we rewrite the optimization problem to have

inf
𝐪
𝐿𝑟(𝐪, 𝑢𝑘,𝝈𝑘) = inf

𝐪
𝐹 (𝐪) + ⟨𝝈𝑘, (∇𝐩𝑢

𝑘 − 𝐪)⟩ + 𝑟
2
‖

‖

‖

∇𝐩𝑢
𝑘 − 𝐪‖‖

‖

2

𝐿2()

= inf
𝐪∈𝐴

2
𝑟

(

𝑟
2
⟨𝝈𝑘, (∇𝐩𝑢

𝑘 − 𝐪)⟩ + ( 𝑟
2
)2 ‖‖
‖

∇𝐩𝑢
𝑘 − 𝐪‖‖

‖

2

𝐿2()

)

= inf
𝐪∈𝐴

2
𝑟
‖

𝑟
2
(∇𝐩𝑢

𝑘 − 𝐪) + 1
2
𝝈𝑘‖2𝐿2() −

1
2𝑟

‖𝝈𝑘‖2𝐿2().

(3.9)

This shows that if ∇𝐩𝑢𝑘 +
1
𝑟𝝈

𝑘 ∈ 𝐴, then we have 𝐪 = ∇𝐩𝑢𝑘 +
1
𝑟𝝈

𝑘 to be the solution, otherwise, one can introduce a
multiplier 𝜆 ≥ 0 to take care of the inequality constraints. In that case we have

𝐪𝑘 = (𝑎𝑘,𝐛𝑘) =
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

(𝛼𝑘, 𝜷𝑘) if ∇𝐩𝑢
𝑘 + 1

𝑟
𝝈𝑘 ∈ 𝐴;

(

𝛼𝑘 − 𝜆,
𝜷𝑘

1 + 𝜆

)

else,
(3.10)

where (𝛼𝑘, 𝜷𝑘) = ∇𝐩𝑢𝑘 +
1
𝑟𝝈

𝑘. Therefore, the key to this step is to calculate the value of the Lagrange multiplier 𝜆.
Using the complementarity condition for the multiplier, we have

𝜆
(

𝑎𝑘 +
|𝐛𝑘|2
2

)

= 0 when ∇𝐩𝑢
𝑘 + 1

𝑟
𝝈𝑘 ∉ 𝐴,

which leads to the following polynomial equation of 𝜆

𝛼𝑘 − 𝜆 +
|𝜷𝑘|2

2(1 + 𝜆)2
= 0 ⇒ −𝜆3 + (𝛼𝑘 − 2)𝜆2 + (2𝛼𝑘 − 1)𝜆 + 𝛼𝑘 +

|𝜷𝑘|2

2
= 0. (3.11)

The following lemma shows that the above polynomial function (3.11) has one real root in the range 𝜆 ≥ 0.
Lemma 2. Given the relations in (3.10), the cubic polynomial equation in (3.11) admits a solution in the range 𝜆 ≥ 0.

Proof. Define 𝑓 (𝑥) = −𝑥3 + (𝛼𝑘 − 2)𝑥2 + (2𝛼𝑘 − 1)𝑥+ 𝛼𝑘 + |𝜷𝑘|2
2 . By taking the derivative of 𝑓 , we find that 𝑥 = −1

and 𝑥 = 2𝛼𝑘−1
3 are the two roots of 𝑓 ′(𝑥). This shows that they are the two local stationary points of 𝑓 (𝑥). We have

𝑓 (−1) = |𝜷𝑘|2
2 > 0, 𝑓 ( 2𝛼𝑘−13 ) = 4( 𝛼

𝑘+1
3 )3+ |𝜷𝑘|2

2 . In particular 𝑓 (0) = 𝛼𝑘+ |𝜷𝑘|2
2 ≥ 0when 𝜆 ≥ 0, lim𝑥→+∞ 𝑓 (𝑥) = −∞.

This tells that the third-order polynomial equation 𝑓 (𝑥) = 0 at least admits a solution for 𝑥 ≥ 0.
The solution of (3.11) can be calculated using either explicit formula or Newton’s iteration.

3.2. Discretization of the time-space Poisson equation
In this subsection, the time-space Poisson equation is discretized using the coupled finite difference and finite

element method. To simplify the notation, we consider the following time-space Poisson equation
−𝜕𝑡𝑡𝑢 − Δ𝑔𝑢 = ∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐟 , in (0, 1) ×, (3.12)
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where Δ𝑔 represents the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the manifold  with metric 𝑔. The equation is subject to
Neumann boundary conditions:

𝜕𝑡𝑢(0, ⋅) = 𝑢0(⋅) and 𝜕𝑡𝑢(1, ⋅) = 𝑢1(⋅) (3.13)
and it also satisfies the compatibility condition:

∫

1

0 ∫
𝑢𝑑𝜇𝑑𝑡 = 0. (3.14)

We firstly consider the discretization in time using the central finite difference methods. For such purpose, we
divide the interval [0, 1] into 𝑁𝑡 subintervals:

0 = 𝑡0 < 𝑡1 < 𝑡2 <⋯ < 𝑡𝑁𝑡−1 < 𝑡𝑁𝑡
= 1, (3.15)

with 𝜏 = 1
𝑁𝑡

and 𝑡𝑗 = 𝑗𝜏.
To incorporate the Neumann boundary condition (3.13), we adopt the ghost point method [18], and define the

discrete difference operator 𝑑𝑡𝑡 as

𝑑𝑡𝑡𝑢𝑗(𝐱) =

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

2𝑢𝑗 (𝐱)−2𝑢𝑗+1(𝐱)
𝜏2 𝑗 = 0,

−𝑢𝑗−1(𝐱)+2𝑢𝑗 (𝐱)−𝑢𝑗+1(𝐱)
𝜏2 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡 − 1,

2𝑢𝑗 (𝐱)−2𝑢𝑗−1(𝐱)
𝜏2 𝑗 = 𝑁𝑡.

(3.16)

Additionally, we define the auxiliary right hand side function as

𝑢̂𝑗(𝐱) =
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

2𝑢0(𝐱)
Δ𝑡 𝑗 = 0,

0 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡 − 1,
2𝑢1(𝐱)
Δ𝑡 𝑗 = 𝑁𝑡.

(3.17)

The semi-discretization of time-space equation (3.12) is
−𝑑𝑡𝑡𝑢𝑗(𝐱) − Δ𝑔𝑢𝑗(𝐱) = ∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐟𝑗(𝐱) + 𝑢̂𝑗(𝐱) ∀0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡. (3.18)

Let ℎ be a polyhedral approximation of  with planar triangular surface, and ℎ be the mesh associated with
ℎ, where ℎ = max𝑇∈ℎ diam(𝑇 ) is the maximum diameter. We focus on the continuous linear finite element space
defined on ℎ, i.e.

𝑆ℎ = {𝑣ℎ ∈ 𝐶0(ℎ) ∶ 𝑣ℎ|𝑇 ∈ ℙ1(𝑇 ), ∀𝑇 ∈ ℎ}. (3.19)
The surface finite element approximation of the semi-discrete problem is to find 𝑢𝑗,ℎ ∈ 𝑆ℎ such that
−(𝑑𝑡𝑡𝑢𝑗,ℎ, 𝑣ℎ)ℎ

+ (∇𝑔ℎ𝑢𝑗,ℎ,∇𝑔ℎ𝑣ℎ)ℎ
= (𝜕𝑡𝑐𝑗 + ∇𝑔ℎ ⋅ 𝐝𝑗 + 𝑢̂𝑗 , 𝑣ℎ)ℎ

, (3.20)
for 0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡. Here (⋅, ⋅)ℎ

denotes the inner product on ℎ, and we decompose the vector-valued function 𝐟𝑗 as
𝐟𝑗 = (𝑐𝑗 ,𝐝𝑗), where 𝑐𝑗 is the contribution from the temporal component and 𝐝𝑗 is from the spatial component. In the
above equation, ∇𝑔ℎ means the discrete surface gradient operator on the discrete surface ℎ with metric tensor 𝑔ℎ.
3.3. Gradient enhanced ADMM

The key difference between the standard time-space equation and the equation (3.8) in ALG2 is that the right hand
side function 𝐟 is the intermediate iterative solution, which belongs to the discrete function spaces. A further looking
at Step 3 of ALG2, we find that 𝐟 actually involves the gradients of the numerical solutions. It is well-known from
numerical analysis of partial differential equations that the accuracy of gradient of numerical solutions will be typically
one-order less than the accuracy of the solution itself. Going from Step 3 to Step 1, we need to take a further divergence
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to obtain real right hand side functions. Theoretically, the accuracy of ∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐟 is of zeroth order when the divergence
operator applies to 𝐟 which results from gradients of standard linear finite element/difference solutions. Also, we notice
that the gradient of 𝑢 is a piece-wise constant. To make the divergence ∇𝐩 ⋅𝐟 well-defined, we introduce an interpolation
between piece-wise constant function and piece-wise linear polynomial function.

In this subsection, we address the above issues by introducing a gradient enhanced algorithm. For such purpose,
we introduce the time and space gradient recovery operators. Denote 𝑆𝜏 to be the continuous linear finite element
space on the time partition, i.e. consists of temporal piece-wise linear functions. Let 𝐺𝜏 ∶ 𝑆𝜏 → 𝑆𝜏 be the polynomial
preserving recovery (PPR) operator defined in the Subsection 2.2.1. It is worth to point out that 𝐺𝜏 is consistent
with the central finite difference scheme on the interior node points and consistent with one side second-order finite
difference scheme on boundary node. Let {𝜙0(𝑡), 𝜙1(𝑡),⋯ , 𝜙𝑁𝑡

(𝑡)} be the set of nodal basis functions for 𝑉𝜏 and
𝝓 = (𝜙0(𝑡), 𝜙1(𝑡),⋯ , 𝜙𝑁𝑡

(𝑡))𝑇 . For every function in 𝑣𝜏 ∈ 𝑆𝜏 , we rewrite it as 𝑣𝜏 = V𝑇𝝓. The recovered gradient
𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 can be expressed as

𝐺𝜏𝑣𝜏 = (𝐁𝐭V)𝑇𝝓𝑡, (3.21)
where 𝐁𝐭 is the matrix representation for the temporal recovery operator 𝐺𝜏 . We denote its discrete form as

𝑑𝑡𝑣𝑗 = (𝐁𝐭V)𝑗 . (3.22)
Let 𝐺ℎ ∶ 𝑆ℎ → 𝑆ℎ × 𝑆ℎ × 𝑆ℎ be the parametric polynomial preserving recovery (PPPR) operator for the surface

gradient operator defined in the Subsection 2.2.2. If we denote the basis of 𝑆ℎ as {𝜓𝑗}𝑁𝑠
𝑗=0 and represent an arbitrary

function 𝑤ℎ ∈ 𝑆ℎ as 𝑤ℎ = 𝑊 𝑇𝝍 , the recovered surface gradient 𝐺ℎ𝑤ℎ can be expressed as
𝐺ℎ𝑣ℎ =

(

(𝐁𝐱V)𝑇𝝍 , (𝐁𝐲V)𝑇𝝍 , (𝐁𝐳V)𝑇𝝍
) (3.23)

as demonstrated in [15]. In particular, the differentiation matrix 𝐁𝑥,𝐁𝐲,𝐁𝐳 are sparse. Once the numerical solution is
available, the recovery gradient is just sparse matrix and vector multiplication which can be done quite efficiently.
Algorithm 2 Gradient enhanced ALG2
Require: Initial guesses: 𝐪0ℎ = (𝐪0𝑗,ℎ)

𝑁𝑡
𝑗=1, 𝜎

1
ℎ = (𝜎1𝑗,ℎ)

𝑁𝑡
𝑗=1; Discretization: 𝑁𝑡,ℎ.

1: for 𝑘 = 1, 2,… do
2: Step 1: Find 𝑢𝑘𝑗,ℎ that solves

−(𝑑𝑡𝑡𝑢𝑘𝑗,ℎ, 𝑣ℎ)ℎ
+ (∇𝑔ℎ𝑢

𝑘
𝑗,ℎ,∇𝑔ℎ𝑣ℎ)ℎ

= (𝐺𝜏𝑐𝑘𝑗 + 𝐺ℎ ⋅ 𝐝
𝑘
𝑗 + 𝑢̂𝑗 , 𝑣ℎ)ℎ

, (3.24)

for 𝑗 = 1,… , 𝑁𝑡, where (𝑐𝑘𝑗 ,𝐝
𝑘
𝑗 ) = 𝐟𝑘 = 𝜎𝑘𝑗,ℎ − 𝑟 ⋅ 𝐪

𝑘−1
𝑗,ℎ .

3: Step 2: For all 𝑗 = 1, 2,… , 𝑁𝑡:
4: if 𝐺𝐩𝑢𝑘𝑗,ℎ +

1
𝑟𝝈

𝑘
𝒋,𝒉 ∈ 𝐴 then

5:
𝐪𝑘𝑗,ℎ = 𝐺𝐩𝑢

𝑘
𝑗,ℎ +

1
𝑟
𝝈𝑘𝒋,𝒉;

6: else
7: Substitute the roots of (3.11) into (3.10) to obtain 𝐪𝑘𝑗,ℎ.
8: end if
9: Step 3:

10: Update 𝝈𝑘𝒋,𝒉 for some fixed parameter 𝛼𝑟 ∈ ℝ+

𝝈𝑘+1𝒋,𝒉 = 𝝈𝑘𝒋,𝒉 + 𝛼𝑟(𝐺𝐩𝑢
𝑘
𝑗,ℎ − 𝐪𝑘𝑗,ℎ).

11: end for
12: return (𝑢𝑘𝑗,ℎ)𝑁𝑡

𝑗=1, (𝐪
𝑘
𝑗,ℎ)

𝑁𝑡
𝑗=1, and (𝜎𝑘𝑗,ℎ)

𝑁𝑡
𝑗=1.
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The proposed gradient enhanced algorithm for (3.20) is to find 𝑢𝑗,ℎ that satisfies
−(𝑑𝑡𝑡𝑢𝑗,ℎ, 𝑣ℎ)ℎ

+ (∇𝑔ℎ𝑢𝑗,ℎ,∇𝑔ℎ𝑣ℎ)ℎ
= (𝐺𝜏𝑐𝑗 + 𝐺ℎ ⋅ 𝐝𝑗 + 𝑢̂𝑗 , 𝑣ℎ)ℎ

, (3.25)
for 0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑡,with 𝑐𝑗 ∈ 𝑆ℎ and 𝐛𝑗 ∈ 𝑆ℎ×𝑆ℎ×𝑆ℎ. We use the notation𝐺𝐩 ∶= (𝐺𝜏 , 𝐺ℎ) to denote the temporal-spatial
gradient recovery operator. The main idea of the gradient-enhanced ADMM is to implement the gradient/divergence
operation appeared in the ADMM steps via the gradient recovery techniques. We summarize it in Algorithm 2.

This provides a new angle to better understand the existing averaging techniques for dealing with the dual variables
in the ADMM algorithms for the dynamic optimal transportation, e.g. [17]. However, for gradient recovery on surfaces,
it has been illustrated in [8, 9] that simple averaging may be failed to recover a gradient to high accuracy due to the
mesh conditions. It was also shown there that PPPR is the most robust gradient recovery method on surfaces. In the
following, we use matrix notation to give a fast implementation of the PPPR method.

Let 𝐒 and 𝐌 denote the stiffness matrix and mass matrix in (3.25). Denote the numerical solution 𝑢𝑗,ℎ = U𝑇
𝑗 𝝍 and

U = (U𝑇
0 ,⋯ ,U𝑇

𝑁𝑠
)𝑇 . Then, we reformulate (3.25) in the matrix form as

𝐀U = F, (3.26)
where

𝐀 = 𝐄⊗𝐌 + 𝐈⊗ 𝐒 (3.27)
with 𝐄 being the matrix corresponding to the second-order finite difference scheme, and 𝐈 is the (𝑁𝑡 + 1) × (𝑁𝑡 + 1)
identity matrix, while ⊗ is the Kronecker product.

To compute the right hand side, the matrix representation of the gradient recovery operator suggests a more efficient
implementation leveraging sparse matrix and vector multiplication. Without loss of generality, assume 𝑐𝑗 = C𝑇𝑗 𝝍 and
𝐝𝑗 = ((D𝑥

𝑗 )
𝑇𝝍 , (D𝑦

𝑗 )
𝑇𝝍 , (D𝑧

𝑗 )
𝑇𝝍). Define the matrix 𝐂 = (C0,C1,⋯ ,C𝑁𝑡

) and 𝐃∗ = (D∗
0,D∗

1,⋯ ,D∗
𝑁𝑡
) for ∗= 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧.

The time-space recovered divergence is given by
𝐂𝐁𝐭 + 𝐁𝑥𝐃𝐱 + 𝐁𝐲𝐃𝐲 + 𝐁𝐳𝐃𝐙. (3.28)

The matrix counterpart of F can be represented as
𝐅 = 𝐌(𝐂𝐁𝐭 + 𝐁𝑥𝐃𝐱 + 𝐁𝐲𝐃𝐲 + 𝐁𝐳𝐃𝐳)𝐈 (3.29)

plus the modification to incorporate the boundary condition:
𝐅(∶, 1) = 𝐅(∶, 1) +𝐌Û0, 𝐅(∶, 𝑁𝑡 + 1) = 𝐅(∶, 𝑁𝑡 + 1) +𝐌Û𝑁𝑡+1. (3.30)

Then the right hand side is F = 𝐅(∶).
3.4. Fast solver of linear system

In this subsection, we introduce a fast solver for the large linear system (3.26). The idea is to decouple the time
discretization using spectral decomposition and pre-compute the LU decomposition of decoupled linear systems which
is similar to the pre-computation idea in [17].

The semidiscretization (3.18) can be reformulated in the following vector form
𝐄𝐮 − 𝐈Δ𝐮 = 𝐫, (3.31)

where 𝐮 = (𝑢1, 𝑢2,⋯ , 𝑢𝑁𝑡
)𝑇 and 𝐫 = (∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐟1(𝐱) + 𝑢̂1(𝐱),⋯ ,∇𝐩 ⋅ 𝐟𝑁𝑡

(𝐱) + 𝑢̂𝑁𝑡
(𝐱))𝑇 .

Let 𝐭 = (𝑡0,⋯ , 𝑁𝑡)𝑇 . Denote the eigen pair of the matrix 𝐄 by (𝛾𝑖, 𝐞𝑖). It is not hard to see that 𝛾𝑖 = 2−2 cos(𝑖𝜋𝜏)
𝜏2 and

𝐞𝑖 = cos(𝑖𝜋𝐭) for 𝑖 = 0,… , 𝑁𝑡. Notice that 𝐞𝑖 forms a basis of ℝ𝑁𝑡 . Then, we can write 𝐮 and 𝐫 as

𝐮 =
𝑁𝑡
∑

𝑖=0
𝑤𝑖𝐞𝑖 and 𝐫 =

𝑁𝑡
∑

𝑖=0
𝑟𝑖𝐞𝑖. (3.32)
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Plugging into the matrix equation (3.31) gives
𝑁𝑡
∑

𝑖=0
𝛾𝑖𝑤𝑖𝐞𝑖 + Δ(

𝑁𝑡
∑

𝑖=0
𝑤𝑖𝐞𝑖) =

𝑁𝑡
∑

𝑖=0
𝑟𝑖𝐞𝑖. (3.33)

The linear independence of {𝐞𝑖} suggests that we can decouple the equation (3.33) into 𝑁𝑡 + 1 equations
𝛾𝑖𝑤𝑖 + Δ𝑤𝑖 = 𝑟𝑖 (3.34)

for 𝑖 = 0,… , 𝑁𝑡.The decoupled equations (3.34) can be solved using the surface finite element method with the recovered gradients
in the right hand side as in Subsection 3.3. The corresponding linear systems are

(𝛾𝑖𝐌 + 𝐒)W𝑖 = R𝑖. (3.35)
The key observation is that the matrix can be pre-factorized as 𝛾𝑖𝐌 + 𝐒 = 𝐋𝑖𝐔𝑖. During the iteration in Algorithm 2,
the solution of (3.34) is realized by a sparse matrix multiplication with a vector.

Let 𝐑 = (R0,⋯ ,R𝑁𝑡
). Then, 𝐑 can be easily obtained from 𝐅 using the following relationship

𝐑 = 𝐅𝐇(𝐇𝑇𝐇)−1, (3.36)
where

𝐇 = (
𝐞0

‖𝐞0‖
,⋯ ,

𝐞𝑁𝑡

‖𝐞𝑁𝑡
‖

). (3.37)

Again, the inverse of 𝐇𝑇𝐇 can be pre-computed and reused.
Once we solve (3.34) to get 𝐖 = (W0,⋯ ,W𝑁𝑡

), the solution of the original time-space equation (3.26) can be
obtained as follows

𝐔 = 𝐖𝐇𝑇 , (3.38)
and U = 𝐔(∶).

4. Numerical examples
We present in the following series of numerical examples to demonstrate the performance of the proposed gradient

enhanced ADMM algorithm. All the numerical tests are carried out on a 14-inch MacBook Pro Apple M1 Chip with
16GB memory.
4.1. Numerical convergence rate

We first test the convergence rate of the proposed algorithm using the benchmark example on a 2D flat domain, in
which case an exact solution is available. The computational domain is selected as Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1). The initial
and terminal distributions are Gaussian with standard deviation 𝜎 = 0.01 and mean values 𝜇0 = (0.3, 0.3) and
𝜇1 = (0.7, 0.7) respectively. The ground truth [20] is given by

𝜌(𝑡, 𝐱) = 1

𝜎
√

2𝜋
𝑒−

1
2

(

𝐱−𝜇(𝑡)
𝜎

)2

where 𝜇(𝑡) = (1 − 𝑡)𝜇0 + 𝑡𝜇1.
We show the convergence rate of the proposed gradient enhanced ADMM algorithm on uniform meshes. The

uniform meshes are obtained by splittingΩ into (𝑁−1)2 sub-squares and then dividing each sub-square into 2 triangles.
In the numerical test, we choose 𝑁𝑡 = 2𝑁 with 𝑁 = 15, 29, 57, 113, 225, and 𝛼𝑟 = 0.02. The number of iterations is
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Figure 1: Numerical error of the optimal transport on the unit square: (a) discrete 𝐿2 error; (b) discrete 𝐿1 error.

set to be 51. We compute the errors between the computed results 𝜌ℎ and its ground truth 𝜌. To quantify the accuracy,
we shall measure the error in the following discrete 𝐿𝑝 norm:

‖𝑣‖𝑝 =

(𝑁𝑠−1
∑

𝑗=1
𝜏‖𝑣(⋅, 𝑡𝑗)‖

𝑝
𝐿𝑝(Ω)

)

1
𝑝

. (4.1)

The numerical errors in discrete norms are displayed in Figure 1. From the data in Figure 1, it is apparent that the
numerical errors in both discrete 𝐿2 and 𝐿1 norms decay at the optimal rate of (𝑁−2).
4.2. Computational efficiency

In this subsection, we test the efficiency of our algorithms by comparing the CPU time of the proposed algorithms
using the fast solver and using standard FDM-sFEM solver. We test the optimal transport (OT) problem on the unit
sphere. The initial (terminal) probability distribution 𝜌0 (𝜌1) is the spherical Gaussian [6] with mean 𝜇0 = (0, 0, 1)
(𝜇1 = (0, 0,−1)) and variance 𝜎 = 0.1 at the north (south) pole.

a 𝑡 = 0 b 𝑡 = 0.25 c 𝑡 = 0.5 d 𝑡 = 0.75 e 𝑡 = 1

Figure 2: Evolution of mass distribution on the unit sphere.

In the test, we select𝑁𝑡 = 2⌊
√

𝑁𝑠⌋ and 51 iterations. The regularization parameter is set to 𝛼𝑟 = 0.0001. In Figure
2, we plot the evolution of the distribution at several values of 𝑡. Clearly, the mass distributed with spherical Gaussian
at the north pole is transported evenly along every geodesic to the south pole.
G. Dong, H. Guo, C. Jiang and Z. Shi: Preprint Page 12 of 15



Gradient enhanced ADMM for dynamic OT on surfaces

Table 1
Comparison of the CPU time for optimal transport (OT) on the unit sphere between ALG2 using the fast solver (F) and
ALG2 using built-in solver in MATLAB (C)

𝑁𝑠 Iter Time (s) Time(s)/Iter
F C F C

213 51 0.35 6.22 6.02e-03 1.21e-01
846 51 1.28 320 2.25e-02 6.27e+00
3378 51 8.42 – 1.47e-01 –
13506 51 75.28 – 1.30e+00 –

In Table 1, we compare the CPU times for the gradient-enhanced ALG2 algorithm using the fast solver described
in Subection 3.4 and the algorithms using the built-in solver in MATLAB. What stands out in the table is that the
algorithm using the built-in solver in MATLAB runs out of memory after 2 uniform refinements of the initial mesh.
Closer inspection of values in the table shows that the fast solver achieves more than a hundredfold acceleration per
every iteration.
4.3. Numerical simulation of dynamical optimal transport on general surfaces

In this subsection, we are devoted to further investigating the performance of the proposed algorithms for dynamic
optimal transport on general surfaces.
4.3.1. Impact of the augmentation parameter 𝛼𝑟We investigate the impact of the parameter 𝛼𝑟 (in Step 3 of Algorithm 1) on the simulation results. We again
consider dynamic optimal transport on the unit sphere, where the initial (𝑡 = 0) and terminal (𝑡 = 1) distributions are
spherical Gaussian as plotted in Figure 3. In the test, we choose𝑁𝑠 = 3378 and𝑁𝑡 = 51. Figure 3 compares the results
obtained from two different values of 𝛼𝑟. Interestingly, pseudo transport was observed when 𝛼𝑟 = 1. In that case, the
Gaussian bump is not really transported, and we can observe two Gaussian bumps at the initial and terminal positions.

a 𝑡 = 0 b 𝑡 = 0.25 c 𝑡 = 0.5 d 𝑡 = 0.75 e 𝑡 = 1

f 𝑡 = 0 g 𝑡 = 0.25 h 𝑡 = 0.5 i 𝑡 = 0.75 j 𝑡 = 1

Figure 3: Effect of the regularizing parameter 𝛼𝑟. The first row is the numerical result for 𝛼𝑟 = 1 and the second row is the
numerical result of 𝛼𝑟 = 0.0001.
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4.3.2. Simulation on surfaces with high curvature and more complex topology
In this part, we present more numerical results on non-spherical geometry. Our first example of surfaces with

complicated geometry is the Enzensberger-Stern algebraic surface [7, 14] which is the zero level set of the following
function

𝜙(𝑥) = 400
(

𝑥21𝑥
2
2 + 𝑥

2
2𝑥

2
3 + 𝑥

2
1𝑥

2
3
)

−
(

1 − 𝑥21 − 𝑥
2
2 − 𝑥

2
3
)3 − 40.

The numerical challenge arises from the high-curvature regions, where the surface meshes can be highly degraded. In
our numerical test, we choose the initial (terminal) distribution as the indicator function on the high-curvature angle,
illustrated in Figure 4. The propagation of indicator functions upward is observable in Figure 4. It shows that the mass
has been transported along the geodesic on this manifold.

Another example of the dynamical formulation of optimal transport on a genus-1 teapot which is even more complex
both in shape and topology, as examined in [17]. For this test, we set 𝛼𝑟 = 0.0001, and the number of iterations is 51.
The simulation results, as depicted in Figure 5, aligning with the results presented in [17], indicate the efficiency of
the proposed method also for highly nontrivial surfaces.

a 𝑡 = 0 b 𝑡 = 0.25 c 𝑡 = 0.5 d 𝑡 = 0.75 e 𝑡 = 1

Figure 4: Evolution of mass distribution on Enzensberger-Stern star algebraic surface.

a 𝑡 = 0.25 b 𝑡 = 0.25 c 𝑡 = 0.5 d 𝑡 = 0.75 e 𝑡 = 1

Figure 5: Evolution of mass distribution on a teapot.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, using gradient recovery techniques we have proposed a gradient enhanced ADMM algorithm for

numerically realizing the dynamic approach of optimal transportation on surfaces. The incorporation of gradient
recovery techniques on surfaces not only increased the approximation accuracy of numerical gradients, but also unified
the presentation of primal and dual variables in the ADMM algorithm using the same grid of a single mesh. Based
on that with a spectral decomposition method, we have a fast and robust algorithm for dynamic OT on surfaces. We
presented several numerical examples to illustrate the proposed algorithm.
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