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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

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

recovery

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 M. 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:
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Here p : [0,1] X M — R is the density function of the distribution, and m = pv where v : [0,1] X M — T M is
the velocity vector field which describes the evolution of p. When M 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 € M where M 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 ALG?2 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 (O(h?) 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 ()(h%) 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 O(h?)
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 M we consider is a d-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold embedded in R” ford + 1 < m,
which endowed with the Riemann metric g. Using local coordinates, the gradient of functions on the manifold is
represented as follows

Veu=) g/dud, 2.1)
ij

where g'/ is the entry of the inverse of the metric tensor g, and d; denotes the tangential basis. In practice, the above
formula can be realized using local parametrizationr : Q — S C M. Then we rewrite (2.1) via this map:

(Vgu)or = Vi(gor)~'or. (2.2)

Here & = uor is the pullback of function u to the local parametric domain €, V denotes the gradient operator on €2, dr
is the Jacobian of r, and

gor = ar(or)".

In the light of (2.1), the Laplace-Beltrami operator can be represented as

Agu=div,(Vu) = ———=9, (g /|det g|0; ). 2.3)
\/I et g

2.1. Benamou-Brenier formulation of OT
We study the following problem to calculate the L? Wasserstein distance between two probability measure
po € P(M) and p; € P(M):

. 1
W3 (po, py) := inf / S ITx) - x|*py(X)d u, 2.4)
I fa2

where I : M — M is a transport map which moves particle at location x to y = Il(x). Note that both p, and p; are
characterized by their density functions, still denoted by py(x) and p; (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

1
W (po. p1) :=inf/ / Live, %020, x)d pat,
wJo @.5)
subject to p(0,) = pg, p(1,-)=p;, p =0, '

9;p + divg(pv) =

Herev : [0, 1]XxM — T M is a temporal-spatial tangent vector field, and p : [0, 1]x.M — R* defines an interpolation
curve between the two densities p, and p; . In this paper, we use P := [0, 1]X .M 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 = pv, 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 ¢ = (p, m), then the PDE
(1.1) can be written equivalently as div,o = 0, where div,, is the divergence operator for functions defined on the
temporal-spatial product space P. Later we shall use V, to denote the temporal-spatial gradient operator on P, and A,
to denote the temporal-spatial Laplacian operator, i.e.

Vpu=@u, V)" and  Apu=0,u+Agu.
For simplicity, we define
Im(, %) x)l2
K(p,m) :
M 20(,%) X)
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Here we first give the Lagrange multiplier to formulate a saddle point problem:

1
inf sup L(p,m,u, ) := K(p,m) + / / (0;pu + V mu + Ap)d pdt. (2.6)
0 M

pm , 2<0

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

% ~Vu=0, 0,p+divym=0,
@7

jm|?
S "M A=0 p0=py P =P A0

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
. . . . L N,-1
To lay the ground, we introduce the PPR gradient recovery for time discretization. Let I, = sz’o (t 1] +1)bea
partition of the interval I = (0, 1) with 7; =¢;,, —7; and .S be continuous finite element space on I, i.e.

S, = {UT € CO10.1D) < vl ) € Pl(tj,tj+1)}. 2.8)

For any v, € S, Vv, is piecewise constant. The main idea of gradient recovery is to smooth the piecewise gradient
into a continuous piecewise linear function. Let G, : .S, — S, denote the PPR gradient operator [28] on I,. Suppose
{¢p ! (1)} is the set of nodal basis functions of .S, and we can write G, v, = Z;V;O(GT v (¢ j)d) ; (#). It is sufficient to define
the value of G, (v, )(¢ j). Define

(to, tz), J= O,
I’j = (tj—latj+1)5 1< ] < N[ - 15 (29)
(tN,—2tN)» J =Ny

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

. 2
p;, =arg min D ‘p (1) — v, (tk)‘ , (2.10)
pGPZ(Trj) 1€l NN,
where N, = {ty,11, -, I, }. Then the recovered gradient (GTUT)(Zj) is defined as
dp,, (1)
(GLv)(1)) = Tlmj- (2.11)

It is easy to see that (G, v, )(¢ j) is a second-order finite difference scheme at ¢ e As proved in [28], the recovery operator
G, satisfies the following consistency results

dv
G, v— E”Hl(o’l) S 72||U||H3(0,1)- (2.12)

2.2.2. Parametric polynomial preserving recovery

From the parametric form (2.2) of surface gradient V,, it informs that one can compute the surface gradient of a
function u : M — R via the multiplication of two functions: One being the gradient of the function # = uor and
the other being the generalized inverse of the Jacobian of the parametric map, which is (dr)" = (dr(dr)")~'or. Both
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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 G, denote the polynomial preserving
recovery in the local Euclidean space as defined in [29]. Then, the PPPR gradient recovery operator at vertex &; can be
represented as

Gup(&) = Gyt (E)(Gr(E)) (2.13)

where i, is the local pushback of u; onto the local parametric domain, and rj, is the local approximation of the
parametric map. For the PPPR operator G, [8] shows that it has second-order consistency in the following sense:

|V = (1) Ghu,”OM < RAM)D (g,87") Nulls.conts 2.14)

where A(M) is the area measure of the manifold M and D(g, g~!) 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 p 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 p € R*, and m € R?, we have

2
m
u= sup {ap+b-m},
2p  (abea

where A is defined as

|b|*

A= (@b eRxR :at P <o),

Let @ = (a,b), and 6 = (p,m), with the relation in Lemma 1, then the Lagrangian problem in (2.6) can be
reformulated as

1
inf sup L(p,m,u, 1) = sup inf/ / (6-q—[0u,Vgul-o)dudt
0 JMm

My, 3<0 uqeA ©
—/ (@(0, )py — u(1, )py)dx.
M

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

1
sup inf/ / (o-(q— Vpu)dudt — / (0, )pg — u(l, -)pdx. 3.1
ugqed ° Jo Jm M

Note that V, denotes the temporal-spatial gradient defined on the product manifold 7. We introduce the notations for
simplification of presentation

F _ 0, qeEA, 30
@ B { + o0, else. (3-2)
Gw) := /M(M(O, Jpo — u(l, )pp)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 o, while
q and u are primal variables:

1
inf sup L(p,m,u, A) = —inf sup F(q) + G(u) + / / (0 - (Vpu—q))dpudt. 3.4
i I 0 JM

pmy, 3<0

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

1
L(qu,0) := F(q) + Gu) + /0 /M (6 - (Vpu — q)dpd?. 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

2

g (3.6)

1
L.(q.u,0) := F(q) + G(u) +/0 /M(a - (Vou — Q)dudt + % ||Vpu - q||
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 C C H (divp, P)
being the set of measures satisfying div,6 = 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: qO, o!.Fork=1,2,3, ...

Step 1 Find u* which solves

uk = arginf L,(qk_l,u, Gk).
u

Step 2 Find ¢* which solves

qk = arginf L, (q, uk, o-k).
q

Step 3 Update ¢* as follows for some fixed parameter a, € R*

ol =k 4+ ar(Vpuk - qb.

condition:

G(h)+(rV,-q“' = A =V, - 6" h) =0, forall he H(div,P), 3.7)

p
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which leads to the following time-space equation

-

—Apuk = Vp ok — er . qk_l
rou(0;+) = po — (0, ) + ra*=1(0, ),
1ro,uk (1) = py = P, ) + rd* (1L ), (3.8)

1
/ / uk(t, x)d pdt =
0 M

In Step 2, we rewrite the optimization problem to have

2
inf L,(q. 4, 0%) = inf F(q) + (0", (Vpu — @) + 7 |V g

L2(P)
— inf 2 (0' (Vo =)+ Ly “v u q“2 (3.9)
qEA r L2(P)
“nc _ k _ k
= inf 212V =)+ 5041, = 5104 1

This shows that if Vpu + 0' € A, then wehaveq =V, u* + L6k to be the solution, otherwise, one can introduce a
multiplier A > O to take care of the inequality constraints. In that case we have

(a*, B*) if Vpuk + %ak € A;

q“ = (a*,bh) = gt
ak — 2, else,
1+ 4

(3.10)

where (a¥, B¥) = V uk + %o-". Therefore, the key to this step is to calculate the value of the Lagrange multiplier A.
Using the complementarity condition for the multiplier, we have

b 12\ ko, 1k
Ald*+—-)=0 when Vpu + -0 €& A,
2 r
which leads to the following polynomial equation of A
Kk 182

dk—1+——=0 = -P+@-22+Q-Di+a*+
2(1 + A)?

k2
Iﬂ2| = 0. 3.11)

The following lemma shows that the above polynomial function (3.11) has one real root in the range 4 > 0.

Lemma 2. Given the relations in (3.10), the cubic polynomial equation in (3.11) admits a solution in the range A > 0.

Proof. Define f(x) = —x3 + (a* = 2)x2 + 2a* — )x + o + 2L lﬂ 2 . By taking the derivative of f, we find that x = —1

2ak—1
and x = &£

are the two roots of f/(x). This shows that they are the two local stationary points of f(x). We have

f(=1) = "’2' >0, f(2" ) = 4(HL +1)3 "’ 2 n particular £(0) = ak+"’2' > Owhen 4 > 0,lim,_,, f(x) =
This tells that the third- order polynomlal equatlon f(x) = 0 at least admits a solution for x > 0. D

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

~duu—Agu=V,-f, in (0,1)xM, (3.12)
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where A, represents the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the manifold M with metric g. The equation is subject to
Neumann boundary conditions:

0,u(0,) =u’() and du(l,-)=u'(") (3.13)

and it also satisfies the compatibility condition:

1
/ / udpudt = 0. (3.14)
0 M

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

0=t0<t1 <t2<"'<tNt_1 <tNt: 1, (315)
with 7 = NL andt; = jr.
To incorporate the Neumann boundary condition (3.13), we adopt the ghost point method [18], and define the

discrete difference operator d,; as

2u ()21} (%)

72 J=0
—Uu;_ +2u; —Uu; .
dn“j(x) - uj—1(X) z(X) Ujy1(X) 1<j<N, -1, (3.16)
2u,(x)=2u;_ (X) )
; 2 - J= Nt'

Additionally, we define the auxiliary right hand side function as

2up(X) .
— /=0
a;x)=14 0 1<j<N, -1, (3.17)
2uy (X) .
= /= N;,.

The semi-discretization of time-space equation (3.12) is
—dyu;(X) — Au;(x) =V, - £;(x) +0;(x) YO<j<N,. (3.18)

Let M, be a polyhedral approximation of M with planar triangular surface, and 7, be the mesh associated with
M, where h = maxpcy, diam(T') is the maximum diameter. We focus on the continuous linear finite element space
defined on My, i.e.

Sy, = (v, € COM,) : v,lr €EPY(T), YT € M,,). (3.19)
The surface finite element approximation of the semi-discrete problem is to find u; ,, € S, such that
—(d,,uj’h, Uh)Mh + (Vghuj,h’ Vgh Uh)Mh = (ath + Vgh . d] + ﬁj’ Uh)Mh’ (320)

for0 < j < N,.Here (-,) M, denotes the inner product on My, and we decompose the vector-valued function f; as
f; = (c;,d;), where ¢; is the contribution from the temporal component and d; is from the spatial component. In the
above equation, V g, eans the discrete surface gradient operator on the discrete surface M, with metric tensor g,.

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 V|, - 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 V ,-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 .S, to be the continuous linear finite element
space on the time partition, i.e. consists of temporal piece-wise linear functions. Let G, : S, — S, be the polynomial
preserving recovery (PPR) operator defined in the Subsection 2.2.1. It is worth to point out that G, 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 {¢(1), (), -+, d)N’ (r)} be the set of nodal basis functions for V, and
@ = (Pp(®), P (1), -+, @ N,(T))T- For every function in v, € .S, we rewrite it as v, = VT¢. The recovered gradient
G, v, can be expressed as

= BV) ¢, (3.21)
where B is the matrix representation for the temporal recovery operator G .. We denote its discrete form as
d,v; = (BV);. (3.22)

Let G, : S, = S, X .S, XS}, 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 .S}, as {y; j.\;so and represent an arbitrary

function w,, € S, as w, = W1y, the recovered surface gradient G,w), can be expressed as
Gpop = (B 'y, B, V) w. (B,V) y) (3.23)

as demonstrated in [15]. In particular, the differentiation matrix B,, By, B, 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: q° h (qj h)j L a = (6 h) Ny _,s Discretization: N;, M,
1: fork=1,2,...do
2. Step 1: Find u;‘ , that solves

—(d,,u;?’h, VR, + (Vg e Ve, Udag, = (Gch’? +G, -djf + i1, Up) p, (3.24)

forj=1,..., N, where (c;.‘,djf) =fk = aj’,"h —r- qu;ll.
3:  Step2:Forallj=1,2,...,N,

. k 1 _k
4 if Gp“j,h +t.0, € A then
S:
1 i
G = Gptlin + 7%
6: else
7: Substitute the roots of (3.11) into (3.10) to obtain q;? b
8: endif
9:  Step 3:
10:  Update o-jf , for some fixed parameter a, € R*
k+1 _ q*
Cih = Lt (Gp in = j’h).

11: end for

12: return (u* h)/ i (q¥ h)] ',»and (0' h)
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The proposed gradient enhanced algorithm for (3.20) is to find u; ;, that satisfies
_(dtluj,h’ Uh)Mh + (Vghuj,h’ Vgh Uh)Mh = (G‘L'cj + Gh . dj + ﬁj’ Uh)Mh’ (325)

for0 < j < Ny, withc¢; € S andb; € 5, XS, XS),. We use the notation G, := (G, Gj,) 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 u; , = Ujry/ and

U= (UL, ... ,ULS)T. Then, we reformulate (3.25) in the matrix form as

AU =F, (3.26)
where

A=EQM+IQ®S (3:27)

with E being the matrix corresponding to the second-order finite difference scheme, and I is the (N, + 1) X (N; + 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 ¢; = ery/ and

d, = ((D}‘)Ty/, (D;)Ty/, (D]Z.)Tq/). Define the matrix C = (Cy,Cy, -+-,Cy ) and D, = (D}, D}, -+, D}, ) for #= x, y, z.
t t
The time-space recovered divergence is given by

CB; + B,D, + B,D, + B,D7. (3.28)
The matrix counterpart of F can be represented as

F = M(CB, + B,D, + B,D, + B,D,)I (3.29)
plus the modification to incorporate the boundary condition:

F(:,1)=FC, D)+MU;, FC,N,+1)=FC,N,+1D)+MUy ;. (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-IAu=r, (3.31)

where u = (uy, u,, -+ ,uNI)T andr = (V- f,(x) + 4y (x), -+, Vo - th(X) + LQNI(X))T.

Lett = (¢, -, N,)T. Denote the eigen pair of the matrix E by (y;, €;). It is not hard to see that y; = % and
e; = cos(izmt) fori =0, ..., N,. Notice that e; forms a basis of RN:. Then, we can write u and r as
Nt NI
u= Y we, and r=) re. (3.32)
i=0 i=0
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Plugging into the matrix equation (3.31) gives

N, N, N,
z yiw;e; + A(Z w;e;) = Z r.e;. (3.33)
i=0 i=0

i=0
The linear independence of {e;} suggests that we can decouple the equation (3.33) into N, + 1 equations
yiw; + Aw; = r; (3.34)

fori =0,...,N,.
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

(y;M+S)W, =R,. (3.35)

The key observation is that the matrix can be pre-factorized as ;M + S = L,;U,. During the iteration in Algorithm 2,
the solution of (3.34) is realized by a sparse matrix multiplication with a vector.
Let R = (Rg, -, Ry, ). Then, R can be easily obtained from F using the following relationship

R =FHHH)"!, (3.36)
where
e (]
H= (2 (3.37)
lleoll llew Il

Again, the inverse of H' H can be pre-computed and reused.
Once we solve (3.34) to get W = (W, -+, W N[), 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 Q = (0, 1) X (0, 1). The initial
and terminal distributions are Gaussian with standard deviation ¢ = 0.01 and mean values y; = (0.3,0.3) and
1 = (0.7,0.7) respectively. The ground truth [20] is given by

)
o\ 2rx

where u(t) = (1 = tHpg + ty,.

We show the convergence rate of the proposed gradient enhanced ADMM algorithm on uniform meshes. The
uniform meshes are obtained by splitting Q into (N —1)? sub-squares and then dividing each sub-square into 2 triangles.
In the numerical test, we choose N, = 2N with N = 15,29,57, 113,225, and a, = 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 L? error; (b) discrete L' error.

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

Ny—1 %
loll, = ( D ruv(-,t,)u;;,,(g)> . @.1)

j=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 L? and L' norms decay at the optimal rate of O(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 py (p;) is the spherical Gaussian [6] with mean uy = (0,0, 1)
(¢; =(0,0,—-1)) and variance o = 0.1 at the north (south) pole.

p—

bt=0.25 ct=05 dr=0.75

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

In the test, we select N, = 2|4/ N, | and 51 iterations. The regularization parameter is set to a, = 0.0001. In Figure
2, we plot the evolution of the distribution at several values of ¢. Clearly, the mass distributed with spherical Gaussian
at the north pole is transported evenly along every geodesic to the south pole.
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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)

Time (s) Time(s)/Iter
N, Iter 5 C 5 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 ALG?2 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 a,

We investigate the impact of the parameter a, (in Step 3 of Algorithm 1) on the simulation results. We again
consider dynamic optimal transport on the unit sphere, where the initial (+ = 0) and terminal (# = 1) distributions are
spherical Gaussian as plotted in Figure 3. In the test, we choose N = 3378 and N, = 51. Figure 3 compares the results
obtained from two different values of a,. Interestingly, pseudo transport was observed when «, = 1. In that case, the
Gaussian bump is not really transported, and we can observe two Gaussian bumps at the initial and terminal positions.

29306

bt=0.25 ct=05 dr=0.75
gt=025 ht=05 it=0.75

Figure 3: Effect of the regularizing parameter a,. The first row is the numerical result for @, = 1 and the second row is the
numerical result of a, = 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

@(x) =400 (x%x§+x +x%x§) (1 —x%—x%—x%f —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 @, = 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.

e 2 3K K

bt=0.25 ct=05 dr=0.75

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

@O\

at=0.25 bt=0.25 ct=05 dt=0.75

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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