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DISINTEGRATED OPTIMAL TRANSPORT FOR METRIC FIBER BUNDLES
JUN KITAGAWA AND ASUKA TAKATSU

ABSTRACT. We define a new two-parameter family of metrics on a subspace of Borel probability
measures on a metric fiber bundle, called the disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics. We then
prove the disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics are complete, separable (except an endpoint
case), geodesic spaces, with a dual representation. Additionally, we prove existence and duality for
an associated barycenter problem, and provide conditions for uniqueness of a barycenter. These
results on barycenter problems for the disintegrated Monge-Kantorovich metrics also yield the cor-
responding existence, duality, and uniqueness results for classical Monge—Kantorovich barycenters
in a wide variety of spaces, including a uniqueness result on any connected, complete Riemannian
manifold, with or without boundary, with no restriction on the geometry of any kind.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For a complete, separable metric space (X, dy), let P(X) denote the space of Borel probability
measures on X. For 1 < p < o0, also let P,(X) denote the set of elements in P(X) with finite pth
moment. For p € P(X) and a Borel map T from X to a measurable space Y, the pushforward
measure Ty € P(Y') is defined for a Borel set A C Y by

Tyn(A) = u(T'(4).
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Then I\/Kff will denote the well-known p-Monge-Kantorovich metric on P,(X), from optimal
transport theory. To be precise, let m; : X x X — X be the projection onto the ith coordinate for
i=1,2. For p,v € P,(X), we define

H(p,v) : ={y € P(X x X) | myy = p, mogy = v},

(1.1) | | ;
MG e s = ot vl = it ([ axtepranen)
The infimum above is always attained (see [35, Theorem 4.1], for instance) and a minimizer is
called a p-optimal coupling between p and v.

It is well-known that I\/K;{ is a metric on P,(X) and provides a rich geometric structure, laying
the groundwork to name a few examples, for the theory of synthetic Ricci curvature, PDEs on
singular spaces, and a wide variety of applications (see, for example, [35, Parts II and III|, [32,
Chapters 4, 7, and 8|, and [13]).

We now introduce a two parameter family of metrics on subsets of Borel probability measures
on metric fiber bundles, which encapsulate transportation along individual fibers. We begin by
recalling some basic definitions.

Definition 1.1. Let G be a group.

e A left action of GG on a set Y is called effective if gy = y for all y € Y implies that g is the
identity element in G.

e A left action of G on a metric space (Y, dy) is isometric if dy(gyi1, gy2) = dy (y1,y2) for
y1,¥2 € Y and g € G.

e (5 is called a topological group if G is also endowed with a topological structure such that
the map G x G — G defined by (g1, g2) = g1g5 ' is continuous.

e A topological group G acts continuously on a metric space (Y, dy) if the map G xY — Y
defined by (g,y) + gy is continuous.

Definition 1.2. A metric fiber bundle is a triple of metric spaces (E,dg), (2,dg), and (Y,dy),
along with a continuous, surjective map 7 : £ — {2, and a topological group G acting effectively,
continuously, and isometrically on Y such that the following properties hold. There exists an open
cover {U;};es of Q and corresponding maps =; : U; X Y — 7 1(U;) (called local trivializations)
such that for each j € 7,

(1) E; is an isometry from U; X Y (endowed with the product metric) to #—*(U;) with the
restriction of dg.

(2) 7(Ej(w,y)) = w for all (w,y) € U; x Y.

(3) Write Z;,(y) := Zj(w,y) for w € U;. Then for any j' € J with U; N U; # (), there exists
a continuous map gj:, :U; N Uy — G (which is well-defined since G is effective) such that

=5 Eiey) = g;”(w)y for (w,y) € (U; NU;) x Y.

As an example, we suggest the reader keep in mind the case when E = () x Y is a trivial bundle
(i.e., G is the trivial group, and there is only one local trivialization map with a cover of Q by
only one set).

Note for any 57 € J and any subset (7]- C Uj, the restriction of Z; is an isometry between W‘l(ﬁj)
and ﬁj x Y. In particular, for each w € €, the space (77!({w}),dg) is isometric to (Y,dy). For
brevity, we will denote a metric fiber bundle by (E,Q, 7,Y,G).
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Throughout the paper, we fix a metric fiber bundle (F,Q, 7, Y,G) where (E,dg) and (€,dq)
are metric spaces, with £ complete and separable, and € complete.! Then (2,dg) is a Lindlof
space by its separability, and is paracompact since it is metric, hence there is a countable, locally
finite subcover {U;};en of {U,} e, with the associated local trivializations {Z;};en. Additionally,
we can find a (continuous) partition of unity {x;};en subordinate to {U,};en. Furthermore, we
make the assumption that

(1.2) for each y € Y, the orbit {gy | ¢ € G} is a bounded subset of Y.

Examples satisfying this assumption include trivial bundles (F = Q x Y with G the trivial group),
the tangent bundle of any n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (G = O(n)), and any bundle where

Y has bounded diameter or G is compact. We also fix a Borel probability measure ¢ on €2, and
define

(1.3) P(E) :={mePE } mm=o}.

Next recall a form of disintegratlon of measures which can be found, for example, in [9, Chapter
I11-70 and 72].

Disintegration Theorem. Let X, ) be complete, separable metric spaces, m : X — ) a Borel
map, and fiz a probability measure m € P(X). Then there exists a map m® : Q — P(X), uniquely
defined mym-a.e., such that if A C X is Borel, the real valued function on Q defined by

w i mY(A)

1s Borel, and

m(A) = / m¥(A)dmm(w).
Q
Moreover, for mym-a.e. w,

m“(X\ 77 ({w}) =
We refer to this as the disintegration of m with respect to m and by an abuse of notation, write
m=m*® (mym).
Then we define for 1 < p < oo,
(1.4) P(E)={m=m*"®c € P’(L)|m”e P,(r7 ({w})) for o-ae. w},

where the disintegration is taken with respect to the map .

We are now ready to define our second family of metrics. Fix some y, € Y and for any Borel
A C E, define

(15 (5t @ )A) = 3 [ ) Erdl (A)do(w)

jEN

If we define 6%, € P(E) by

(1.6) 00 = > Xi(W)(Ej)e0) .
jEN
from Lemma 2.5 below we ﬁnd ( :5) is an element of P7(FE) whose disintegration with respect to

7 is actually given by 4z, ®

1(Y, dy) inherits separability and completeness, while (2, dg) inherits separability from (E,dg).



We also define the function on 2 x E by

(1.7) Ay (w, 1) ZXJ )de(Ejw(yo),w)? for (w,u) € Q x E.
JjeN

Definition 1.3. Let 1 <p < oo and 1 < ¢ < o0o. Given m, n € PJ(FE), we define

(1.8) M (m,n) = || MKL (m®, n®) Li(o)

and call MC7  the disintegrated (p, q)-Monge-Kantorovich metric. We set

(1.9) P7(E) = {m € PI(E) | MCS (85, @ 0,m) < oo} .

A few comments are in order. First by [3, Lemma 12.4.7], for m, n € P7(E) the function
w I\/KE (m¥, n?) is Borel, hence MC?  as above is well-defined. Second, the definition of P7 (E)
actually does not depend on the ch01ce of yo € Y, nor on the choices of the countable famlly
{U;};en, associated local trivializations {Z;};en, and subordinate partition of unity {x;};en; the
proofs of these claims will be postponed to Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 respectively.

Recall also:

Definition 1.4. For a locally compact Hausdorff space X, a real valued function ¢ on X is said
to vanish at infinity if

{reX|lo@) = <)
is compact for any € > 0. We let Cy(X) and Cy(X) stand for the space of continuous functions
on X vanishing at infinity and the space of bounded continuous functions on X respectively, both
equipped with the supremum norm.

To state the properties of MC? | we fix yo € Y and define

§

(1.10) {g eC(E ) TTa ) CO(E)}, I€lL, = sup 7 +dE|5(()\( XL

—P(u) — ¥(v) < dp(u,v)?
w(v) [’

for all u, v € E such that m(u) =

p,q’

(1.11)  Appo = {(cp, U) € Cy(E) x Cy(E)

(112)  Zpo = {C€ Q) |l £ 1, ¢> 0}, o € [1,00];

again the space &), will not depend on the specific choices of {U;}jen, {Z;}en, {X;}jen, and
Yo € Y, which we will show below in Lemma 2.15. Additionally, for A € (0,1] and £ € &, we
denote by Sy ¢ : E — (—00, 0],
(1.13) Sap€(u) = sup  (=Adg(u,v)’ —&(v)) forue€ E;
ver—!({m(u)})

in the case A = 1 we will simply write S,§ for Sy ,£. As a supremum of continuous functions, we
see Sy € is Borel on E for any £ € &),

We also recall the following definitions.

Definition 1.5. Let (X, dx) be a metric space. A curve p: [0,1] — X is called a minimal geodesic
if
(1.14) dx(p(m1), p(72)) < |11 = 72| dx(p(0), p(1))



for any 7, m € [0, 1].
We say a metric space (X, dx) is geodesic if any two points in X can be joined by a minimal
geodesic.

We also say a geodesic space (X, dy) is ball conver with respect to a point xy € X if for any
minimal geodesic p: [0,1] - X and 7 € [0, 1]

dx (p(7), o) < max{dx(p(0), o), dx(p(1),70)}

Due to the triangle inequality, equality holds in (1.14) for a minimal geodesic.
Our main results on disintegrated metrics are as follows.

Theorem 1.6. Let 1 < p < 00, 1 < q < oo. Let (E,Q,7,Y,G) be a metric fiber bundle

satisfying (1.2), with (E,dg) complete and separable, and (2,dq) complete, and let o € P(L2).
Then:

1) (P (E), MC? ) is a complete metric space. It is also separable when q < oo.
p,q p,q
(2) If (Y,dy) is a geodesic space that is ball convex with respect to some point in Y, then
(P (E), MC] ) is geodesic.
(3) Letp < gq, setr:=q/p, and denote by r' the Hélder conjugate of r. Then if (Y,dy) is locally

compact, form, n € P7(E) we have

M (m, )P = sup {— /E(C om)Pdm — /E(C om)Wdn

((I)a \II) € Ap,E,aa C € Zr’,a}

If (E,dg) is locally compact, we also have

E

MCS (m, )P zsup{— /E (Com)(S,T)dm — / (C o 7)Wdn

UeX,NCy(E), e ZT,,U} )

In the second portion of this paper, we consider barycenter problems related to the disintegrated
Monge-Kantorovich metrics. First we define some notation and terminology.

Definition 1.7. Fix K € N with K > 2 and write

Ag = {A = (A1, Ax) € (0, 1)K

K
Zxk:1}.
k=1

Take A € Ag and k > 0. For a complete, separable metric space (X,dx), also fix a collection
M = ()l in X. We define By : X — [0, 00) by

K
B;i\f(l\zi(x) = Z )\k dX(xka x)ﬁa
k=1

with the convention 0° := 0.
We call any minimizer of Bifj on X a dx-barycenter. For simplicity, we write

MKY x MCS K
p,K o P p,q;k ,__ ,q’
o =By By =By,
where Y and (F,Q, 7, Y, G) will be understood.

We now state our main results on MC7 -barycenters.
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Theorem 1.8. Fiz any K € N with K > 2, N € Ag, 1 < p < oo, and p < q < oo. Also let

(E,Q,7,Y,G) be a metric fiber bundle satisfying (1.2), with (E,dg) complete and separable, and

(Q,dq) complete, and let o € P(QQ). Furthermore, suppose that (E,dg) is locally compact. Let

M = (mp)iy € Ppy(E)

(1) If (Y,dy) has the Heine-Borel property, then for k > 0, there exists a minimizer of BYG in
P (E).

(2) It holds that

inf B (n)
nePg ,(E)

K
:sup{—;/ﬂ@(w)/ESAk,pgkdm%da(w)

(3) Suppose p > 1, ¢ < oo, and let Y be a complete, connected Riemannian manifold, possibly
with boundary.
Also suppose for some index 1 < k < K, for o-a.e. w there exists j € N with w € U; such
that the measure (Z;,)smy is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian volume
measure on Y . Then minimizers of BYG in Py (E) are unique, if they exist.

K
(Ck &) € 20 X X, ZCkfk = O} .
=1

Remark 1.9. It can be seen that when p = ¢ (i.e. 7 = o), ¢ = 1 attains the maximum in the
duality result Theorem 1.6 (3), hence the supremum over ¢ is not actually needed in this case.
Since the proof of Theorem 1.8 (2) is based on Theorem 1.6 (3) through Proposition 3.4, the
supremums over (j are also not needed there when p = q.

Finally, we can use Theorem 1.8 to obtain results for classical M{Z—barycenters in a wide
variety of spaces. In particular, we can extend the duality result of [1, Proposition 2.2] to any
locally compact metric space, and the uniqueness result to all complete, connected Riemannian
manifolds with or without boundary, with no restriction on geometry (for example, regarding
injectivity radius or curvature bounds).

Corollary 1.10. Fizx K € N, A € Ak, 1 < p < oo. Let (Y,dy) be a complete, separable metric

space and fit M = (uz)5_, in P,(Y).

(1) If(Y,dy) satisfies the Heine-Borel property, for any k > 0 there exists a minimizer of By, (v)
in Py(Y).

(2) If (Y,dy) is locally compact,

a0 - {5 [ | e, Sam
vePy(v) MM p{ Z ¢ 1+ dy (yo, -) ol Z¢k

(3) If p > 1 and Y is a complete, connected Riemannian manifold, possibly with boundary, and
Wi 18 absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian volume measure on Y for some
1 <k < K, then there is a unique minimizer of BY",(v) in Pp(Y).

1.1. Motivation and existing literature. Our disintegrated Monge-Kantorovich metrics are
the first such construction on truly general fiber bundles. In [30], the authors introduce the fibered
quadratic Wasserstein distance, which corresponds to our MC3 , on the trivial bundle £ = R" xR™.
When E =  x Y is a trivial bundle, it is possible to view (Pg (2 x Y), MC] ) as the metric
space valued L7 space on (£, 0) where the range is (P,(Y),MK)) (i.e., elements are of the form
w — m¥). Properties such as completeness for such spaces are claimed in various works, but do
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not appear to come with proofs in the literature except when the range is a Banach space (i.e., for
Bochner—Lebesgue spaces), which is not the case here. No such identification with a metric space
valued L9 space is available when F is a general metric fiber bundle, hence the jump from product
structure to general fiber bundle is highly nontrivial, and in particular the methods of [30] cannot
be extended to the general case. However, already in their greatly simplified setting on R™ x R",
there are a multitude of applications to analysis of gradient flows with heterogeneous structure,
such as the Kuramoto—Sakaguchi equation and the multi-species Patlak—Keller-Segel model. Our
metric will open up the possibility of considering such evolutions on manifolds, or more singular
metric spaces.

When E = Q x Q where 2 C R" is a suitable set, o0 € P,(12) is absolutely continuous with
respect to n-dimensional Lebesgue measure, and m, n are p-optimal couplings between o and
measures p, v € P,(€2) respectively, it can be seen that MC] (m,n) coincides with (an extension
from the case p = 2 of) the linearized optimal transport metric introduced in [36] between the right
marginals of m and n. This can be used to obtain properties of the linearized optimal transport
metric, for example, Proposition 2.27 below yields that the linearized optimal transport metric
is complete. This claim is nontrivial, as it shows that the subset of optimal mappings from o is
closed in LP(c). We also note there is a somewhat similar notion of layerwise Wasserstein distance
introduced in [23].

Aside from pure mathematical interest, we also note that our metrics MC] =~ are related to a
notion of measure differential equation introduced by Piccoli in [31]. There, a notion of flows
generated by probability measure fields (as opposed to vector fields) is introduced and analyzed
in a systematic way; among other applications, they are raised as natural candidates for mean-
field limits in the setting of multi-particle systems. A quantity W(V;, V) between probability
measures V; and V5 on the tangent bundle of R” is defined in [31, Definition 4.1]. Piccoli notes
that W is in general not a metric, but in the special case when V; and V5 have the same marginal
when projected onto the base space, W exactly equals our M7, hence does give a metric. In
particular, MC’ = can be used as a pointwise metric between probability measure fields as defined
in [31, Definition 2.1], hence could be of use in the analysis of the stability of families of measure
differential equations.

Regarding the results in Theorem 1.8 on barycenters, the instability of disintegration of measures
under weak convergence means we are unable to prove existence of MC7 -barycenters by direct
compactness methods, thus we have taken the route of using duality in the disintegrated metric
setting to prove existence of barycenters. The uniqueness result relies on extracting an appropriate
limit of a maximizing sequence in the dual problem, which is by far the most involved proof of
the paper. The proof relies on a novel assortment of techniques, which we hope can be of use
in other variational problems. Finally, Corollary 1.10 comes from a quick application of the
corresponding results in Theorem 1.8 where (2 is a one point space. We note that the requirement
that Y be a Riemannian manifold in Theorem 1.8 (3) and Corollary 1.10 is only really necessary
to obtain Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8, the remainder of the proof is possible if Y is a space where there
is a distinguished class of measures for which all p-optimal couplings with left marginals from this
class are supported on the graph of an a.e. single valued mapping that can be uniquely determined
from a dual potential. Some existing results on barycenters in similar settings include the results
in [19,21,22 28]. We note existing results in the non-manifold setting involve other geometric
restrictions (such as Aleksandrov curvature bounds), whereas our result, although restricted to
the smooth setting, do not.
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1.2. Outline of paper. We present the proofs of Theorems 1.6 in Section 2, and Theorem 1.8
and Corollary 1.10 in Section 3 respectively, with the proofs further broken down into subsections.
We also present some supplementary results on the disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics that
do not directly fall under Theorem 1.6 in subsection 2.4.

1.3. Notation. We close this section by summarizing some notation.

Notation Meaning Definition
P(X) Borel probability measures on X
P,(X) Borel probability measures on X with finite pth moment
(e, v) Couplings between p and v (1.1)
MK (1, v) p-Monge—Kantorovich distance between p and v (1.1)
Cy(X) Bounded continuous functions on X
Co(X) Bounded continuous functions on X vanishing at infinity =~ Definition 1.4
¥ d%-transform of ¢ Definition 2.17
G(X) Minimal geodesics on X defined on [0, 1] Definition 2.9
dg(x) Supremum metric on G(X) Definition 2.9
e’ Evaluation map on G(Y') sending p to p(7) Definition 2.9
H: i-dimensional Hausdorff measure
(E,Q,7,Y,G) Complete separable metric fiber bundle Definition 1.2
{U;}jes Locally finite open cover of Q p.3
{E;}jen the associated local trivializations with {U,};cs p.3
{x;}jen Partition of unity {x;};en subordinate to {U;};en p.3
{Vi}ien Mutually disjoint cover of (2.1)
d% . Auxiliary function on Q x E (1.7)
0% 4o Auxiliary Borel probability measure on E (1.6)
dy, (1) Distance between gy and t, i.e., dy (yo, )
o Fixed Borel probability measure on {2
of Restriction of o to Uj
PI(E) Borel probability measures on E with 7-pushforward o (1.3)
PI(E) m=m*®c € P°(E)st. m* € P,(r"'({w})) for o-a.e. w  (1.4)
P (E) m=m*®o € P’(E) with MK} (03, ., m*) € L(0) (1.9)
MCT (m,n) Disintegrated (p, ¢)-Monge—Kantorovich distance of m, n
X, ¢ € C(E) with ¢/(1+df, (7,-)) € Co(E) (1.10)
A, B o (, V) € Cy(E) x Cp(E) s.t. =@ — U < dY, fiberwise (1.11)
2 5 ¢ € Cp(Q2) with ¢ > 0 and [[¢][ () < 1 (1.12)
Y, ¢ € C(Y) with ¢/(1 +d¥ ) € Co(Y) (2.12)
(oY MK -barycenter on P,(Y’) Definition 1.7
BLG M -barycenter on P7 (2 x Y') Definition 1.7
Sxpé Fiberwise A d-transform of £ (1.13)

2. DISINTEGRATED MONGE-KANTOROVICH METRICS

In this section, we prove various properties of the disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics as
claimed in Theorem 1.6. For the remainder of the paper (F,Q, 7, Y, ) is a metric fiber bundle
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where (E,dg) is a complete, separable metric space, (€2, dg) a complete metric space, G satisfies
assumption (1.2), and o € P(£2), with other conditions added as necessary.

First, we recall here the following properties of the usual Monge-Kantorovich metrics for later
use. If (X, dx) is a metric space we will write BX(z) for the open ball centered at x € X of radius
r > 0 with respect to dy.

Theorem 2.1 ([35, Theorem 6.9, Theorem 6.18]). Let (X,dx) be a complete, separable metric
space and 1 < p < 0o. Then (P,(X), l\/Kf) is also a complete, separable metric space.

For a sequence (up)een in Pp(X) and p € Py(X), the following four conditions are equivalent
to each other.

e limy I\/K;((,ug, w) = 0.
o (1p)een converges weakly to p and

lim [ dx(xo,z)Pdu(x) :/de(azo,x)pd,u(x)

{—00 X

holds for some (hence all) zq € X.
e (1p)een converges weakly to p and

lim lim sup/ dx(xg, x)Pdue(x) = 0.
r—00 {—00 X\BX(SC())

e For any ¢ € C(X) with |¢p| < C(1+ dx(xo,-)?) for some C' € R and xy € X,

ZILIgO/¢ Yoz /qb Jiju(z

Next, some notation and conventions. Throughout this paper, we will take 1 < p < oo and
1 < ¢ < 0o unless stated otherwise. We also denote by 1 4 the characteristic function of a set A.
Finally, we will write 5;/ to denote the delta measure at the point y on a space Y.

Recall that for m € P7(E), we write

m=m*Qoc

where m* € P(n~1({w})) for each w € Q, following from Disintegration Theorem, and we have
fixed some countable, locally finite open cover {U,} en of €, with associated local trivializations
{E;}jen, along with a partition of unity {x;}jen subordinate to {U,}en; using these and some
fixed point yo € Y, we define §% by (1.5). We also define the cover {V;};en of © consisting of
mutually disjoint sets by

j—1
(2.1) Vie=Ui, Vi=U\|JVi j>2
=1
For ease of notation we will write d,,(¢) := dy (yo,t) for ¢ € Y. Finally, if y is any Borel measure
on a topological space X, we will denote by B, the completion of the Borel o-algebra over X with

respect to u.
We begin with some measure theoretical preliminaries. First recall the following definitions.

Definition 2.2. If X is any space, we say a map f : {2 — X is simple if there are finite collections
{Q}_, € B, and {z;}._, C X, such that the €; form a partition of { and

f(w) = x; whenever w € ;.



10

We will denote such a function by

I
i=1

If (X, dx) is a metric space, amap f : Q — X is o-strongly measurable if there exists a sequence
of simple functions that converges o-a.e. pointwise to f.

Also if Z is any measurable space with a o-algebra F;, we will say a map f : Z7 — X is
Fz-measurable if f~1(0) € Fy for any open set O C X. If Z is equipped with a topology and Fz
is the Borel g-algebra on Z, then we simply say f is Borel.

We will write L°(c; X) for the collection of maps from € to X which are strongly o-measurable.
Note the above definitions do not actually require any vector space structure on the range X,
since the sets €2; in the definition of simple are assumed mutually disjoint.

Remark 2.3. By [34, Theorem 1] if (X, dx) is separable, a B,-measurable map f : Q — X is o-
strongly measurable. In the converse direction, since the inverse image of any set under a simple
function is a finite union of elements of B,, a o-strongly measurable map is always B,-measurable
(regardless of separability of the range).

Now by [2, Proposition 2.26]%, if a map pe : © — P,(X) for some metric space (X, dx) satisfies
that w — p,(A) is a Borel function for any open A C X, this property is satisfied for any
Borel A C X. Since each p, is a probability measure, it is clearly also equivalent to have the
above condition hold for any closed A C X as well. Then by the proof of [3, Theorem 12.4.7],
w > 1, is Borel as a map from (,dg) to (P,(X),MK)). Since (P,(X), M) is separable by
Theorem 2.1, the map is also o-strongly measurable. On the other hand, it is easy to see that a
o-strongly measurable map into (P,(X), I\/KI),( ) satisfies that w — p,(A) is Borel for all open (and
closed) sets A, thus the above are equivalent characterizations of measurability.

Additionally, if ue is a map satisfying any of the equivalent characterizations of measurability
in the previous paragraph, we can define the function

H(A) = / o(A)do ()

for any Borel A C X. Then for any disjoint collection {A;}sen of Borel sets in X, we have

p (U Ae) = /Q,Uw (U Ae) do(w) = /QZN@J(AZ)CZU(W) = n(Ay)

leN £eN /eN leN

by monotone convergence. Clearly u(0)) = 0 and u(X) = 1, with u(A) > 0 for any Borel set
A C X, hence we see u € P(X). These facts will be used freely throughout the remainder of the

paper.
Remark 2.4. Note that if 7; € II(p;, ;) for 1 <i < N, then

N N N N
Z )\Z”)/Z ell <Z )\Z,U/Z, Z )\i’Vi’> for Z A = 1 with \; > 0.
i=1 i=1 i'=1 i=1

2Although this proposition is stated for measures on R, it is easy to see the proof holds in general metric spaces.
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Thus for any metric space (X,dy) and 1 < p < oo, we have

N N p N
M(;(— (Z )\iuhz)\i’l/i’) S Z)\Z M(;((/,LZ,I/Z)p
i=1 =1 i=1
Also since each map Z;,, is an isometry, for any 1 < p < oo and measures p, v € P,(Y'), we have
MKY (1, v) = MK ((Zj0)eht (Bjw)ev)  for w e
We will freely use these properties in the sequel.

First we show a lemma on measurability.

Lemma 2.5. If € P,(Y) for some 1 < p < oo, the functions on the Borel sets of E defined by

2.2 An Y [ 1) EmAde)

and
(2.3) Ay / 35 (@) G )apa(A)do(w)

are elements of Py (E) for any 1 < q < oo, with disintegrations
Dy Epm@o and Y X (Ej)m@0
jEN jEN

respectively, with respect to 7.

Proof. Fix any p € P,(Y') and open set A C E. Then by Fatou’s lemma the function

o [ a0t

is lower semi-continuous, in particular Borel, on U; for any j € N. Thus we immediately see

0 3 M @) Een(A) = 3 1) | LaEult)dutt)

jeN jeN

is Borel for any open set A C FE, hence for any Borel set. Thus (2.2) is well-defined for any Borel
A C F, and by Remark 2.3,

m= Z 1y, (Eje)in @0
jeN
is a nonnegative probability measure, which we easily see belongs to P?(FE). Also, if w € Q and
up € 71 ({w}) are fixed,

[ dstun, i) = 11, 0) [ delun,uPd(Ss )t
E

jEN

= 1) | deluo, Z5. 0 dut)

JEN

= 3 ) | dvlE L o) tPdult) < oo,

JjeN
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where the finiteness follows since € P,(Y), and the sum above is finite from disjointness of the
sets Vj, thus m € PJ(E). The same proof holds replacing each 1y, with x;, the local finiteness
taking the place of disjointness of the sets Vj, hence the expression in (2.3) also defines an element
of PJ(E); in particular, taking p = 6 we also see 03, ® o defined by (1.5) belongs to PJ(E).

Next, fix w € €0, then using the local finiteness property of the partition of unity {x;};en and

recalling Remark 2.4, we have

p
MKE (5%, m#) = MKE <ij(w Zw)ion, Yy, (w) HJWW)

jEN j'eN
<Y Xy, () MK ((Bj0)i05 s (Ejr)sit)?
3,J'eN
= Z XJ ]lV/ M<Y( ( )ﬁéyoa:u)
J,y'eN
<2707 (@), () (MK (8, 1) + NS (8, g7 (w):0), )7
J,j'eN
= 2]’—1 Z X](w)]]-V/( ) <M<Y(5y07,u) + dY(y07g_gl(w)y0)p> )
4.4'€N
which is bounded independent of w € Q since p € P,(Y) and by (1.2). Thus m € P7 (F); an
analogous proof applies for (2.3) and the lemma is proved. O

Next we show that the definition of P7 (E) does not depend on the choices of cover, local
trivializations, partition of unity, nor choice of point in Y.

Lemma 2.6. Let (E,Q,7,Y,G) be a metric fiber bundle with open cover {U;};es of Q and asso-
ciated local trivializations {Z;}jes. Then, the definition of P7 (E) is independent of the choices

of subcover {U;}jen, {E;}jen, partition of unity {x;}en, and yo.

Proof. To see this, suppose {ﬁj}jeN, {éj}jeN, {X;}jen are another choice of open subcover, asso-
ciated local trivializations, and partition of unity, take some other point gy € Y, and let 03, ; ® &
denote the construction (1.5) made with these choices. Then, for each w € U; NUjs with j, 5" € N,
there exists fy] ‘(w) € G such that __,1 (Eiw(y) = fyjl (w)y for y € Y. By the triangle inequal-
ity from Theorem 1.6 (1) below, (Whlch does not rely on this lemma) it is sufficient to show

M (0% 4, @ 0,08 5, @ ) < 00. To this end, fix w € 2, then
P
M<E(5% yov(s%,ﬂo)p = Wf (Z Xj(w “Jw 5@/0’ ZXJ “J w ﬁ(s )
jEN j'eN

- — = p
< 3 @)X W ((E0)0), <:j/,w>ﬁ6;0)

— Z X3 (@) (W) dy (7] (W), 0)7

which is bounded independent of w € €2 due to assumption (1.2) and since {x;},en is a partition

of unity.
Thus we see that P7 (E) is well-defined. O
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Finally, we make a quick calculation that will be of use later. By (1.2),

G = sup / @, (w, u)d0%,, (u) = sup Z X5 (@)X5 (@) dy (90, 9] (@)yo)? < oo

weQ JE wEQ

Now for w € () fixed, suppose m“ € Pp(ﬂ_l({w})) and 7, € (g, , m*) is a p-optimal coupling
(with respect to dg). Then we calculate

/ & (w,v)dm(v) = / & (w, ), 0)
FE E?2
< or-t /E2 (d’,ﬂJ wolw,u) +dp(u, v)p) dry,(u,v)

= 2P~ (/ dy (W, u)ddg , (u )+/E2 dE(u,v)pd%(u,v))
< 2P 1(C’—i—l\/KE( m)P).

(2.4)

E.yo>

2.1. Complete, separable, metric. We are now ready to prove that (P; (E), MC] ) is a com-
plete metric space, and separable when ¢ < oco. It is easy to show MC is a metrlc however
completeness and separability will be more involved proofs, as there is no dlrect comparison be-
tween MC7 and the usual Monge-Kantorovich metrics (however, note Proposition 2.26 below).
Additionally, since our setting is on fiber bundles, (P7 (£), MC] ) can not be identified with a
metric space valued L? space, hence all proofs must be done “by hand.”

Our proof of separability when ¢ < oo, is inspired by the arguments in [34, Theorem 1] and [18
Remark 1.2.20].

Remark 2.7. We note that P7 _(E) is not separable with respect to MC?  for any p if Y is not
a single point and o is such that there exists an uncountable family {€2,}.ca C 2 of Borel sets in
Q) such that o(g, \ Qq,) > 0 for all distinct aq,as € A. Indeed, fix two distinct points y;, yo € Y
and let

m, (Z ]lV ]lQa(_] ) 5y1 —|—]lQ\Qa(_]7 ) 5 )) X 0.

jEN
Then {m,},ca is uncountable but
MCZ,oo(mapmaz) > dY(y1>y2) >0

whenever a; # as. As an example, if E is a metric bundle whose base space () is a Riemannian
manifold and ¢ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian volume, then for the sets
), one can take geodesic balls of sufficiently small radius, centered at an uncountable collection
of points.

Remark 2.8. As a consequence of the triangle inequality for MC7 that we will show below, we
see if m, n € P7,(F), we have

MK (m“,n*) € [0,00) for o-ae. w.
Also a simple application of Holder’s inequality shows that
p<p,q<q =M, <M, P(E)CPy . (E).

We are now ready to prove the claims in Theorem 1.6 (1).



14

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (1).
(Metric): Let m, n € P (E). From the definition, it is immediate that

M (n,m) = MCT (m,n) = ||MKD (m®, n®)

Li(o) = 0’

and equality holds if and only if I\/Kf (m®,n®) =0, o-a.e. Since l\/K;)E is a metric when restricted
to Pp(r~' ({w})) for each w € Q, we see MC7 (m,n) = 0 if and only if m* = n* for o-a.e. w,
that is, m = n by Disintegration Theorem. Using the triangle inequality for I\/Kf together with
Minkowski’s inequality, we have for m;, my, mg € P7 (E),

MY (my,m3) = ||MKD (m3, m3)
HNKE (m, m3) —|—1\/KE(m2,m3) )
< ||IMK (m§, m3) ,+ HI\/KE ms,m)||
= MC] (my,my) + MCT (my, m3).

By the above triangle inequality, we also see

for all m, n € Py (E).
(Separability): Assume g < co. Let {v,}men be a MK)-dense subset in P,(Y) (recall that
(P,(Y), I\/K;/) is separable, see Theorem 2.1). Since (€2, dg) is separable, there exists a countable

algebra Q C 2 of mutually disjoint sets which generates the Borel o-algebra on 2. Now given
I € N and a finite collection {Q;}/_; C Q, by Lemma 2.5 if we define

o, @9 =3 [ 1) (Zﬂ@@ oy o (45 )<A>do—<>

we see that nf, y ®o€ Py, (E). Now we claim that

D= {ani}{_l ®o | {Qi}_, cQfor I e N}

is MC7 -dense in P7 (E). Since D is countable this will prove separability.
To thls end, for m € N and w € (2, define

Z]lvj ._]wﬁymep( )

jeN

supported on 7' ({w}), by Lemma 2.5, for a fixed Borel A C E the map w +— n% (A) is Borel.
Now fix m =m* ® 0 € P] (F), then we can define a function f,, : € — R by

Fn(w) = MK (i, m*),

which is then Borel for each m € N by [3, Lemma 12.4.7]; note that if w € V} for some j, then
fm(w) = I\/K;/(um, (E]_j))ﬁm‘*’) For ¢, m € N, define the Borel set

Q= (0,67 N (ﬂ f;l([f—l,oo))) ,



15
note {Qm }men is a cover of ) consisting of mutually disjoint sets for each ¢ € N. Let us also
write

E Yo Z ]lVJ “J “’ yo’
jeN

again by Lemma 2.5 the measure (whose disintegration with respect to 7 is given by) 5}:3’ w0 ®
belongs to Py (F). For each ¢ € N, since

INKE@s )| < MG, @ 0,08, @ 0) + M (08, ® 0,m) < o0,

Li(o)

there exists I, € N such that

E °
(2.5) Hl\/K ( %M ) Lot o,

</
La(o)

Now for w € Q and ¢ € N, define the measures my € P(E) by
I, N
= Z ]le (w)(Ej,w)ﬁ (Z ]]'QZ,i (W>Vm> + ]]‘Q\Ufil Qi (w>5g,yo'
jEN i=1

By Lemma 2.5, we have m; := mj ® 0 € P7 (E), and for any £ € N and 1 < i < [, we have
my = nY whenever w € €;. Then using (2.5),

M (mg,m) = ZNKE mg, m*) Lo, + MKY (m$, m®) 1

UL, Qi
La(o)
E E .
< ZNK oy | VKE (3500m°) T i g, "
La(o)
Z
< f_l Z ]IQM + f_l
i=1 La(o)
<207t
Fix € > 0, and let ¢; € N be such that
(2.6) M (my,, m) < e.

We now construct an element of D approximating my,. Let

M= max {max{MK} (v;, i), MK} (0} ,vi)7}}.

1<i,i/<Iy, Yo’

By [18, Lemma A.1.2], for each 1 < i < I, there exists a set @ € Q with the property that
o(QiAQy, ;) < e€?/(MI,,), using these define

i1
Q1 = Qn, Qi = Qi\UQi’ for 2 <1 < I,.
=1
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We observe from Remark 2.4 that

( nr _jm) < 3 1, @) MKE (E)bs Eri)

jeN jEN

Similarly, for each 1 < < [, we have

1\/-[{5 (Z ]lVJ( ij ijZ 72]1‘/ H]w ijz> S M<;;/ (Vi’7Vi> .

JEN JEN

Together, these imply that for each 1 <7 < [,

q
/Wf (mZO,Zﬂ.\G(Ej’.)ﬁVi) do

jEN
Iy,
E
_Z/ NKP (Z ]lVJ =j,e)tVi >Z]lvj =j ﬁ%) do
’LOQZO ? JEN JjeN
(2.7) +/ ) ( e > v, (B M) do
Qi\Ui/e:l on i jEN
q
< / NKZ(W’ v;)'do +/ g I\/K;/ (5;;, V') do
i #i,1<i/ < Iy, QiNQy o Qi\U, 2 Q0 s
<M - o (Qi \ Qi)
8‘1
<—
Iy,
On the other hand, setting
Iy,
Q/:: Q\UQZUQZQZ) 9
i=1

we can see that

Iy, Iy, Iy, Iy,

o\Joi=2u | {U: |\ (U] | cou |U (2:\ @)
=1 =1 i=1

i=1
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Since m¢ = 0% for w € ' we find
ZO E7y0

| ME (w5 ()
Q\U 0 .
)

0
5 MK (mg 05 ) do(w) + ) /Q . MK (mg, 6% )do(w)
Lot %

(2.8) < Z/ZO - (% Ly, (w) MK ((Ej0) i, (Ej,w)ﬁ%)) do(w)

< DMK (1,0, (i \ Q)
i=1

Iy,

< M- ZU(QZo,iA@i) < g9,

i=1
Thus if we take

Iy,
n’ :Z]IW(E] (Zﬂ@ vit oL, e yo) Z]IVZ]IQ (S tiV’Jr]lﬂ\u QiéﬁyO’

jeN =1 JEN =1

we find for n:=n®*® o € D, using (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8) that
MC;q(ﬂ, m) S 'A/lcg,q(n’ mg()) + 'A/lcg,q(mﬁovm) < (1 + 2%> £

finishing the proof of separability.
(Completeness): Let (my)een be a Cauchy sequence in (Pg (E), MC7 ). Then there exists

Q.4 C Q such that o(€,,) = 1 and (m$)sey is Cauchy in MKY for any w € Q,,. Indeed, if ¢ = oo
then the claim is trivial. In the case ¢ < oo, for any £1,e5 > 0, there exists some L € N such that
whenever £y, (5 > L, we have MC? (my,, my,) < €169. It follows from Chebyshev’s inequality that

o ({we QMK (m§, m§) >e1}) Sal_q/ MKZ (m§,, m§,)do,—q (w)
=g TMCT (my,, my, )?
<E2,
for ¢1,0, > L. Now we can take a subsequence of (my)sey (not relabeled) such that for all £ € N,
o({we Q| ML (my, my,,) >27}) <27
Setting

Qpg: —Q\(ﬂ U{wEQ‘M{Em mm+1)>2_€}>,

m=1{¢=m

we have

o) =1—0 <ﬁ G {w €N ‘ M(f(m%,mﬁbﬂ) > 2_€}> =1

m=1{l=m
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by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, and we can see that the sequence (my’) ey is Cauchy in 1\/K£J whenever
w € £y g

Since MK] is complete on P,(E), for every w € €, ,, there exists m* € P,(E) such that
(2.9) lim MKY (my, m*) = 0.

l—00

Then, for ¢ € Cy(F), it follows from Theorem 2.1 that

¢(u)dm®(u) = lim [ ¢(u)dmy (u)
J ),

which is a B,-measurable function in w by Disintegration Theorem. For any open set A C F, the
sequence {min{1, mdg(-, £\ A)}}men C Cp(E) of nonnegative functions monotonically increases
pointwise everywhere to 1 4, hence by monotone convergence we see the map

w— mY(A)
is Borel for all open A C E. Thus if we define the function m on Borel sets A C E by

- /Q m* (A)do(w)

using Remark 2.3 we see m € P(E). Also for ¢ € Cy(E) since each my and o are probability
measures, the dominated convergence theorem yields

/qbdm //¢ )dm® (w)do(w —Zlgglo//gb w)dm (u)do(w),

thus m € P7(FE); the uniqueness in Disintegration Theorem implies that m = m®* ® o.
Now fix € > 0, then there exists ¢, such that for all £, m > f; we have MC] (m,,,m;) < e.
Then using Fatou’s lemma when ¢ < oo and directly by definition for ¢ = oo, and recalling (2.9),

(2.10)  ||MK] (mg, m®)

<e,

lim inf I\/KE (m7,m H < hm mf HI\/KE my, m

m—00 m HLQ(J)

Li(o) —

which ensures NKE (m9, m*) € L%(o). Since we have
MKE (05, m*) < MKD(8% mg )+ MKD (my) m®)  for w € Q,,

o(Qypq) =1, and my, € Py (E), we conclude m € Py (E). It also follows from (2.10) that

Jim MCT (mg, m )_Zlirgo\\wf(m;,m') ;=0

for the particular chosen subsequence. Since the original sequence is Cauchy, the full sequence
also converges in MC7 | to m. This proves completeness. O

2.2. Existence of geodesics. We now prove that (Py7 (E), MC? ) is a geodesic space.

When p > 1 on a more general space Y, a minimal geodesic in (P,(Y), M(;/) can be obtained
as a family of pushforwards of what is known as a dynamic optimal coupling. More specifically,
we start by recalling the following space (which will also be used in the proof of Theorem 1.6 (2)).

Definition 2.9. Suppose (Z,dy) is complete, separable, and a geodesic space. We let G(Z)
denote the space of minimal geodesics p : [0,1] — Z with respect to dz, and define the metric
dg(z) on Q(Z) by

dg(z)(p1,p2) : = Sl[lopu dz(p1(7), p2(7)).
7€|0,

Also for 7 € [0, 1] the evaluation map €™ : G(Z) — Z is defined by e"(p) := p(7).
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We can see that (G(Z),dg(z)) is complete and separable since it is a closed subset of C'([0,1]; Z)
with the same metric dg(z), which is also separable by [33, Theorem 2.4.3]. Then it is known that
NK? minimal geodesics have the following description.

Proposition 2.10 ([35, Corollaries 7.22, 7.23, and Theorem 7.30(i)]). Let (Z,dz) be a complete,
separable geodesic space and p > 1. Then, for jig, pn € Pp(Z), there exists I' € P(G(Z)) such that
(e” x e'),I" is an p-optimal coupling between po and py, and

T : [0,1] = P(2)

the measure

is a minimal geodesic from o and py in (Pp(Z),M(;f). Moreover, for 7,1 € [0,1]
(G(Z)) such that

(e™ x e™),I" € I(ef'T', ef?T") is a p-optimal coupling. Conversely, for any I' € P
(€2 x e")I" is a p- optzmal coupling between eﬁF and e§F

:[0,1] = P(2)
is a minimal geodesic from po and py in (Py(Z), l\/Kf)

We will take NKZ minimal geodesics connecting each pair my and m¥, then use these to construct
a minimal geodesic for MC . However, in order to do so we must make sure the dependence on
w is B,-measurable, hence we will have to use the Kuratowski and Ryll-Nardzewski measurable
selection theorem which we will now recall.

Definition 2.11. Let (X, Fx) be a measurable space and (Z, dz) be a metric space. A set-valued
function F from X to 27 is said to be Fy-weakly measurable if

{reX | Fx)nO #0} € Fx
for any open O C Z.

Remark 2.12. By [26, Corollary 1] it is equivalent to replace “open” by “closed” in the above
definition; it is then clear that if Z is o-compact then it is also equivalent to replace “open” by
“compact.”

Theorem 2.13 ([26, Main Theorem)]). Let (X, Fx,u) be a measure space and (Z,dz) a complete,
separable metric space. For a map F : X — 27 if F(x) is nonempty and closed for u-a.e. x € X,
and F' is Fx-weakly measurable, then there exists an Fx-measurable map fo : X — Z such that
fe € F(x) for pu-a.e. x € X. Such a map is called a measurable selection of F.

We now show a preliminary lemma on convergence of dynamic optimal couplings and their
pushforwards.

Lemma 2.14. Let (Z,dyz) be a complete, separable, and geodesic space. Then for any fized
7 € [0,1], the map ¢ : P(G(Z)) — P(Z) is both weakly and M(g(z)-to-l\/Kf continuous. In
particular, if (I'y)een converges to I' with respect to I\/Kg(z), the sequence (e]T¢)ren converges to
e I' with respect to NK? )

Proof. Let (I'¢)sen be a weakly convergent sequence in P(G(Z)) with limit I'. For ¢ € Cy(Z), we
have poe™ € Cp(G(Z)) and

lim / O(t)defLe(t) = lim [ ¢(e7(p))dLel(p / o(e” / o(t)de]T(1)



20

which shows weak continuity of ef. Now if (T'¢)gen converges to I' in l\/Kg(Z ). the above implies
(e7T'¢)ren converges weakly to efI'. Then if py € G(Z) is identically zp € Z, by Theorem 2.1

lim SUP/ dz(20, 2)"defT(2) = lim SUP/ dz (20, (7))L 2\ B2 (20 (P(T))dL4(p)
Z\BZ (z0) 9(2)

£—00 £—00

< lim Sllp/ o o) (po; p)PdTe(p) —=0,
G(ZN\BY P (po)

{—00

hence by another application of Theorem 2.1 we see (egfg)geN converges to efI" in NKf . O]
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.6 (2).

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (2). Recall we assume that (Y,dy) is a geodesic space that is ball convex
with respect to some yo € Y. If p = 1, it is easy to see that ((1 — 7)mg + 7my),¢[o,1] is a minimal
geodesic with respect to M7 for any 1 < ¢ < oo (see for example [24, Lemma 2.10)%) thus we
assume p > 1.

As previously mentioned, (P,(Y?), NKZZ) is a complete, separable metric space. For t, s € Y,
since we have

dY(t> s)p = (dY(t> 5)2)
Theorem 2.1 yields that the function on P,(Y?) defined by

Cly) = ||d§)/||L1(V)

P
p p p
2 2 2

< 25 (dy, (1)% + dyy (5))% = 22 dy2((y0, o), (£, 5))P,

is continuous with respect to I\/KZ .
Now there exists a set Q' € B, with full ¢ measure such that mg, my € P,(r~*({w})) for all
we Y. Fori=1, 2, let us write

i =) X (W) (E L)y

jEN

which belongs to P,(Y) for w € V. Now define F : Q — 2P0 by

F(w):= {F e P,(G(Y))

e;I" is an I\/K;/ minimal geodesic from iy to ,u°f} ;

note that if I' € F(w) then (e° x e!),I" € TI(ug, 1) is a p-optimal coupling by [35, Corollary 7.22].
We now show that F' satisfies the hypotheses of the Kuratowski and Ryll-Nardzewski selection

theorem, Theorem 2.13.

Claim 1. F(w) is nonempty and closed for o-a.e. w.

Proof of Claim 1. By Proposition 2.10, for any w € Q' there is a I' € P(G(Y')) such that efT’

is a minimal geodesic from pg to p¢. Additionally, if py € G(Y') is identically equal to yg, since

3The result there is on P;(R"), but the exact same proof holds for general Y.
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Proposition 2.10 also yields that (e” x e!);I" is a p-optimal coupling between p§ and pf, we have

/ dg(Y) (p, po)Pdl’(p) = /
g(y) G(Y)

VR

sup dY(P(T)aPO(T))> dl'(p)

T7€[0,1]

< o / sup (dy (p(0), 30)? + dy (p(0), p(7))?) dT (o)
Q(Y) 7’6[0,1}

= o / sup (dyo(p(0))? + 7 dy (p(0), p(1))) dT(p)
Q(Y) TG[O,I}

= or~! dyO(t)pdegF(t) 4 2r1 /2 dy (, s)Pd(e’ x e'),I(t, s)

— op~1

S—

dyo ()P dpg () + 2P MK (g, 1) < o0,

hence I' € P,(G(Y)), thus we have F(w) # 0. Now given w € @', if (I'y)peny C F(w) converges
in (P,(G(Y)), I\/Kg(y)), by Lemma 2.14 the sequence (e[I's)sen converges to e[ in NKZ for each
7 € [0,1]. Thus for 7, 72 € [0, 1] we have

MK, (e'T, e[*T) = Jim MK, (e]'T¢, e}*Ty)

= }i_glohl — 7| MK} (e§Ty, 4T)
= |T1 — 7'2‘ NKZ(eQF, eél“),

hence I' € F(w); in other words F'(w) is closed in (P,(G(Y)), I\/Kg(y)). &
Claim 2. F is B,-weakly measurable.
Proof of Claim 2. For T € P,(G(Y)), define ®r : ' — R3 by

C (" x e"),T) — MK, (ug, 1))

We see ®r is B,-measurable by combining Lemma 2.5 and [3, Lemma 12.4.7]. Since (G(Y'), dgy))
is complete and separable, the space (P,(G(Y)), I\/Kg(y)) is complete and separable. Fix a closed

set K in (P,(G(Y)), M{g(y)), then there exists a countable set {I';}sen that is M{g(y)—dense in K.
Set

Or(w) = (MK, (T, )", MKy (T, i)”

B := m U@;{l([o,m—l)‘%), Qg ={we Q| Flw)NK #0},

m=1/{=1

by the B,-measurability of each ®r,, we find B € B,. We will now show that Qx = B.
If w e Qg, there exists I' € F(w) N K, and a sequence (I'y, )men taken from (I'y)sen that
converges to I' with respect to I\/KIQ;(Y). Then by Lemma 2.14, the sequence (eéf‘ ¢, JmeN CONVerges

in NKZ to p¥ = eéF, for i« = 0, 1. Similarly, the convergence of (I'y,, )men to ' in I\/Kg(y) implies
convergence of ((€” x €)'y, Jmen to (% x e!);I" in I\/K;,/Z, hence the continuity of C implies that

lim_ [C((e" x e);Ty,) — MKY (5. )] = lim (e x €').Ty,) — C(( x e!),T)| = 0.

m— o0

Thus for any m € N, if m is sufficiently large, we have ®p, (w) € [0,7")* which yields w € B.
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Now assume w € B. For each m € N, there is {(m) € N such that ®r,_ (w) € [0,m~1)3, that
is,
MK (e ( pe)P <m=t MK (e Ty, i) < m™
(e nre(m)) — MK (i, PP <

Y

(2.11)

Since {€fT¢(m) }menU{ g } and {ej Ty bmenU{py'} are compact in (P,(Y), M{Z), by [35, Corollary
7.22] there exists a subsequence of (I'y))men (not relabeled) that converges weakly to some I' €
P(G(Y)). Since (Y, dy) is ball convex with respect to g, recalling that py € G(Y') is identically yo,

lim sup lim sup / dg(v) (p, ﬂo)pdré(ﬁ@) (p)
GNB ™ (po)

r—00 m—00

< lim sup lim sup /
r—o0 m—oo J{peG(Y)|max{dy, (p(0)),dyy(p(1))} >}

dyo (p(0))7dl (i ()

max{d,, (p(0)), dyy (p(1)) 1Ty ()

< lim sup lim sup /
r—oo  m—oo J{peG(Y)|dy,(p(0))>r}

+ lim sup lim sup /
r—oo  m—oo J{peG(Y)|dy,(p(1))>r}

= lim lim sup/ dy, ()P dedT gy (t) + lim lim sup/ dy, (£)Pde;T oy (t) = 0
YABY (yo) Y\BY (o)

T Mmoo T Mmoo

dyo (p(1))"dL (i) (p)

by (2.11) and Theorem 2.1, hence I'yz)y — I' in I\/Kg(y) as m — oo. Since K is NKg(Y)—closed,
this implies I' € K. From (2.11) we see (e” x e');I" is a p-optimal coupling between s and pf,
hence from Proposition 2.10 we have that I' € F(w). Thus w € Qg, proving Qx = B € B,, and
in particular F'is B,-weakly measurable. &

As mentioned previously (P,(G(Y)), M{g(y)) is complete and separable, hence we can apply
Theorem 2.13, to find a B,-measurable selection I'y : 2 — P,(G(Y)) of F, defined o-a.e. By
Lemma 2.14, as the composition of a continuous map e; with an 5,-measurable map I's, the map
efl'e : Q — Pp(Y) is B,-measurable for each 7 € [0, 1].

Thus we can argue again as in Remark 2.3 to see the linear functional

/ (Z X5 (W) (Ejw)pef T (A)> do(w)

JjeN

is a nonnegative probability measure on E, and whose disintegration satisfies o-a.e.,

m? = x;(Eje)sef T

jeN
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Now fix 0 < 7 < 7 < 1. By the construction of T,

MCE (myy, m,) = [[MNKY (Z Xi(Ejo)el T, Y Xj,(aj,y,)ﬁegzr)
jEN j'eN Li(o)
< |3 MRE((E0)f Tos (i)
jEN Li(o)
= ZXJ M{;/(e;jr.,eé—zr.>
Jen L4(0)
= |1 — 7 NKY (ZX9 e ﬁmmZXﬂ ﬁm1>
jeN j'eN Li(o)
<=7l || D MEY ((550)mg, (550)5m?)
jeN Li(0)

= |n — 7| | MK (m§, m$)

La(o) = |7-1 - 7—2| MC;q(mo,ml).

Finally, from this we see for any 7 € [0, 1],

Mcgv‘I((s%ﬂ/O ® o, mT) S 'A/IC; ( w ® g, mo) + Mcg,q<m07 mT)

E,yo
= MCZJI((;E,?JO ® o, m()) + TMC;,q(m()? ml) < 00,
hence m, € P7 (E). Thus 7+ m, is a minimal geodesic with respect to MC7 . O

2.3. Duality. We now work toward a duality result for disintegrated Monge-Kantorovich metrics.
We begin by showing the space &), in (1.10) is well-defined.

Lemma 2.15. The space X, is a Banach space, independent of the choices of {U,} en, {Z;}jen,
{X;}jen, andyo € Y, and the associated norm ||-|| , will be bi-Lipschitz equivalent under a different
choice of the above.

Proof. Again let {ﬁj}jeN, {Ej}jeN, {Xi}jen, %0 € Y, df; be alternate choices of the relevant
objects. For each w € U; N U with j, j € N, there exists 7] '(w) € @ such that 2 S S Ewly) =
vjl(w)y for y € Y. Then for any u € F and w € §2, we have

d% 4 (W, u) = ZXJ w) df 5 (w, )

jEN
<2y (W) (g (@ Ziw(90)) + de(Ej (o), w))
JjeN
2p ! Z XJ dE(“Q W(yO)v“J w(y0>> _|_2p—1 d%,yo(wuu)
J,'€N

<27 (W)X () dy (o, v (w)yo)” + 277 b (w, )

J,J'eN
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The first term above is bounded independent of v and w (depending only on yy and g) by (1.2),
hence there is some constant C' > 0 such that

1+ d g, (7(u),u) < C(A +dp , (7(u), u)),
for all u € E, which proves the lemma. O

Next we define a subspace of C(Y) assuming (Y, dy) is locally compact, by

¢(t)
(2.12) {gb eCYy T dy (o, 17

equipped with the norm defined by

€ Cy(Y) for some (hence all) yy € Y}

(1)
1 + dy(yo, )p

Since all (Vy, [|[ly, ,,) for yo € Y are equivalent to each other, we simply denote this normed space

18lly, 40 = Sup for ¢ € C(Y).

by Y, and write the norm as [|-||;, with the convention that we have fixed some yo € Y, when
there is no possibility of confusion. It is easy to see that (Y, - [|y,) is a Banach space.

We now recall the classical duality for I\/K;{ on a metric space (X, dy), also known as Kantorovich
duality, which will be the basis of a duality theory for MCY .

Theorem 2.16 ([35, Theorem 5.10]). Let (X,dx) be a complete, separable metric space, and
1 <p < oo, then for u,v € P(X),

¢7¢)€Cb( )2,
MK (1, v)” —sup{ ol / YW () — () < dx(t, )" for <t,s>6X2}

:sup{—/degfd,u—/XqﬁdV‘quCb(X)}.

Also recall the following definition.

Definition 2.17. For a function ¢ on a metric space (X,dx) and s € X, the d% -transform of ¢
is defined by

9% (s) := sup (— dx(t, 5" — 6(1)) € (—o0, oc].

teX

Next we show a few lemmas on the dj-transform of a function in )),. The continuity below is
an analogue of [14, Appendix C], but in spaces other than R™ and for functions in the restricted
class V.

Lemma 2.18. If ¢ € Y, then oY is locally bounded and continuous on'Y', and belongs to L' (u)
for all ;1 € P,(Y).

Proof. We first show local boundedness. Note by definition,
0% (5) 2 —dy (s, 9)" — é(s) = —(s) > —

for all s € Y. To see local boundedness from above, fix yy, s € Y. Since compact sets are bounded
and ¢ € ), there exists an R > 0 such that if d,,(¢) > R, then

(1)) .
Trd, @ =2
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we calculate for such ¢,

—dy(t,8)" = ¢(t) < —dy(t,8)" + 277 (1 + dy, (1))
(2.13) < —dy(t,s)” + 277 [+ 2071 (dy (f, 5)7 + dyy (5)7)]
1 1 1 1 1

= —5 dy(t, S)p + % + 5 dyO(S)p S % + 5 dyO(S)p.

Thus
dP 1 1
¢ Y(S) <maxq s + 3 dyo (8)p7 sup (_ dy(t, 8)p - (b(t)) )
2 teBY, (o)

since ¢ € ), implies ¢ is bounded on bounded, open balls, the expression on the right is locally
bounded in s, hence we see ¢ is locally bounded. Since 1 has finite pth moment, the above
bounds give ¢ € L' (1).

To see continuity, fix a convergent sequence (s;)een in Y with limit so and fix € > 0. Then since
¢% is locally bounded from above, there exists t, € Y such that ¢ (sq) < — dy (to, s0)? — d(to) +¢,
thus
&% (s9) — 6% (s0) < —dy (to, $0)F + dy (to, s¢)" + ¢

< p-max{dy (to, 5¢)""", dy (to, 50)" '} |dy (to, s¢) — dy (to, 50)| + €
S p - max{dy(to, Sg)p_l, dy(to, S())p_l} dy(Sz, SQ) +ée
< 2¢

(2.14)

if ¢ is sufficiently large. Similarly, for any ¢ € N, we have
(2.15) oW (s0) — ¢ (s0) < pmax{dy (tg, 5¢)7 ", dy (te, 50)” '} dy (¢, 50) + €,

where t, € Y satisfies ¢V (s;) < — dy (ts, s¢)? — ¢(ts) +¢. Now suppose by contradiction that (after
passing to some subsequence) limy_, dy,(t¢) = 0o, then since ¢ € Y, for all ¢ sufficiently large
we can apply (2.13) to obtain

—¢™ (s0) < —dy(te, 50" — p(ts) +

1 1 1 £—00
< 5 dy (te, se)” + » T35 dyy(s0)P + & —= —o0,

as (s¢)een is bounded. This contradicts that qﬁd@ is locally bounded, since s, — sy as { — oo.
Thus for ¢ sufficiently large,

oW (s0) — 0 (s0) < pmax{dy (te, s))P ", dy (te, s0)" '} dy (50, 80) + € < 2,
and we see ¢%v is continuous at so. 0

Next we prove stability of d?-transforms under the norm of J,. Note we do not claim that ¢
belongs to ), in (2) below.

Lemma 2.19. Let ¢ € Y, and pp € Pp(Y). Then:
(1) ¢ € L'(p) and

/Y 6l dit < 18]y, /Y (1+ dy () ds(t).
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(2) Let Ry > 0 be such that if d,,(t) > Ry, then

()] 1
T, @p =2

Then for all ¢ € Y, with ||¢ — d|ly, <277 and s €Y,
6% () = 6% ()] < | — 4| (1 + max{RE, 271 (1 + 6lly, )1+ dyu(s))})

Yp
Proof. Assertion (1) follows from the inequality
9(0)] < 116l (1 + dyy(8)7) for all t € V.

Assertion (2) is more involved. Fix € > 0, then if b€ Y, by Lemma 2.18, ¢% is finite on all of
Y. Thus for any s € Y, there exists t; € ¥ such that

ngz;(s) < —dy(tz 8)" — B(tz) +e.
Then,

—dy(tz, )" — ¢(t;) +dy(ts, s)’ + o(t;) +¢
|6 4], (@ +dnts+=.

p

oW (s) — ¢ (s)

IA

IA

and switching the roles of ¢, qg yields

(2.16) 5% (5) — 6% ()] < o= 3] (1+ max{dyn(ta)”. dyo(t)7}) + =
Now suppose ¢ € Y, with ||¢ — ¢~S||yp < 27771 then if d,, () > Ry,
5(0) : o0l
T+ d, (0F < ||¢—¢||yp+w <27

If s, t € Y satisfy d,(t) > max{Ry,2d,,(s)}, by the triangle inequality,

Ay (1) 2 [ (6) = dy ()] = dy (1) = iy (5) > 3 a0,

then from (2.13) we obtain that

1 1
dyo (t)p + % + 5 dyo (S)p’

1 1 1
—dy(t,5)" = o) < =S dy(t5)" + o5 + 5 dy () <~
Thus if s € Y is such that d,(t;) > max{Rg,2d,,(s)}, we have

—[9]], @+ o) < —05) < 3 (5) < — dvlt, 5 — (1) +<

1 1 1
< —ﬁdyo(t(g,)f’ + % + idyo(s)f’ +e

yp(

or rearranging,

dyn(ts) < 27 ||6]| (14 dyy(5)7) + 2+ 27 dy (5)7 + 2741

yp(
< 22T 4 (19l ) (1 + dyg(8)7) + 2+ 27 dy (5)7 + 27 e

<2 (14116, )1+ dyy (5)7) + 2]
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Thus in all cases, we have
dyn (1) < max { RE, 270 |(1+ ], ) (1 + dyo(s)7) + €] }

We can obtain the above estimate when qg = ¢ as well, hence combining with (2.16) and taking &
to 0 finishes the proof. O

Our approach will be to apply the classic Kantorovich duality for each w € €2, and appeal to
the Kuratowski and Ryll-Nardzewski measurable selection theorem (Theorem 2.13) to obtain the
necessary measurability. However, care must be taken to utilize this measurability since we are
not in the trivial bundle case. To this end, given m, n € P7(E), and € > 0, for each j € N we

define a set-valued function F " from U; to 277 by

Iy,
F}w) :={¢>eyp - [ saE e~ [ ¢d@d<5;,;>ﬁnw>NK§<mw,nw>p—a} ,
Y Y

where 411> denotes the closure of A C Y, with respect to the norm ||-|;, .
For the remainder of the section, for j € N we denote

oj = 0ly,.

Lemma 2.20. Assume (Y,dy) is locally compact and let m, n € PJ(E). Then for each ¢ > 0

and j € N, we find F]men is By, -weakly measurable and F;;n(w) is closed and nonempty for o-a.e.
w e Uj.

Proof. Since m, n € PJ(E), j € N, and € > 0 are fixed, we write F in place of Fam’n. We first show
F(w) # 0 for 0j-a.e. w € U;. Since (55, )ﬁm (55, )ﬁn € P,(Y) for oj-a.e. w, for such w we have
MK (m#,n) = MK, ((Z5,)sm, (5;4)m*) < oo

and by the classical Kantorovich duality Theorem 2.16 for MK, there exists ¢. € Cy(Y) C Y,
such that

M{E(m NP — e < — /gbeydﬁ_l ym” —/¢e (Z7)m®,

thus ¢ € F(w) # 0. By definition, F(w) is closed.
Next, we prove the B, -weak measurability of F'. Define

/qbvd”‘lﬁm —/(Z)d o) >1\/KE(m , )P 6}.

First, for any open set O C ), and any set A C ), it is clear that Al q 0 # () if and only if
AN O # 0, thus it is sufficient to prove that F' is B, -weakly measurable. To this end, fix ¢ € ),
and define the function Gy : @ — [—o00, 00) by

== [ e = [ it K
then ¢ € F'(w) if and only if G4(w) > —¢, hence
(2.17) {weQ| Flw)nO # 0} = G, ((—¢,00)).

¢€O

F(w) = {(Z) SN
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Since (Y,dy) is locally compact and separable, by combining [20, (5.3) Theorem ii) and iv)],
and [8, Chapter V.5, Exercise 2(c)] we find Cy(Y') is separable, hence there exists a countable set
{be}ien C Co(Y), dense in the supremum norm, then

{dekeen == {(1+d))dc}een C V)

is dense in |-/, ; we may throw out some elements to assume {¢;}seny C O while remaining dense
in 0. We now claim that

(2.18) U Gl (—e.0) = | G, ((—2.00)).

Since {¢¢}reny C O, it is clear that

UG3 (e 00) € | G5 ((=e,00))

€O

On the other hand, suppose w € G;l((—e, o0)) for some ¢ € O. From Lemma 2.19 combined

with the fact that (2] })m* € P,(Y), and the density of {¢¢}sen in Y, for any § > 0, there exists
ls € N such that

Gole) = oy () = = [ (0% =62 = [ (6= i) ) <5
thus taking 6 = G4(w) +¢ > 0, we have
Gy(w) — Gy, (w) < Gp(w) + ¢,

consequently Gy, (w) > —e. Thus w € G;;ﬁ ((—e,00)) and the opposite inclusion is proved.

By [3, Lemma 12.4.7] and Disintegration Theorem, we see G '((—¢,00)) € By, for each £ € N,
hence

G, (.)€ B,,.
=1
Thus combining (2.17) and (2.18), this shows F' is B, -weakly measurable. O

We now prove some auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 2.21. For j € N, if f € L°(0;;)),), then for m, n € PJ(E), the functions defined by

(2.19) wH/wad (Z5.0)5m*, wl—>/fw (=
are B,,-measurable on U;.

Proof. Since f is oj-strongly measurable, for each ¢ € N there exist I, € N, {¢z’,é}i[i1 C YV, and a
partition {Ai,g}fil C B,; of U; such that for oj-a.e. w, the sequence

Z]IAM )Bie
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converges to f,, in [|||y, . The probability measures (Z; o)sm® and (55, ):n* have finite pth moment

o-a.e., fix w such that this holds. For each ¢ € N, since {AZ g} filsa dlSJOlIlt collection there exists
a umque 1 <4, < I, such that w € A;, 4, then

I,
/ FaE)me =3 1, () / b d(Z1 ) (1),
Y i=1

[ tysae; e = [ [p< o me )ouelt )] A (5)
- [ s dy<t,s>p—¢ie,g<t>>] A=) (9

tey

/%"Zd (271)m® an /¢ Vd(Z5L)

which are B, -measurable functions of w € U; by Dlslntegratlon Theorem. Thus from Lemma 2.19,
we observe each of the functions in (2.19) is a o-a.e. pointwise limit of B, ,-measurable functions,
hence is B, ,-measurable itself. O

Lemma 2.22. If f € L%0};),), there is a sequence (fo)een C Co(Uj; Y,) which converges point-
wise oj-a.e. to f.

Proof. By Remark 2.3, f is a B,,-measurable map. Then since ), is complete and separable, for
each ¢ € N, we may apply [4, Theorem 7.1.13], where B,,(X) in the reference is our B, to f to
find a compact set K, C U; such that o;(U; \ K;) < 27% and f restricted to K, is continuous;
we may also assume K, C Ky for each ¢ € N. Since ), is a normed space it is locally convex,
hence the Tietze extension theorem [10, Theorem 4.1] applies and there is a continuous function
fe : Uj — Y, such that f, = f on K,. Moreover since K, is compact and f restricted to it is
continuous, the image f(K,) is also compact, hence bounded in ),. Then [10, Theorem 4.1] also
ensures that the image f;(U,) is contained in the convex hull of f(/K), consequently f, is bounded.
Since 0;(Ky) — 0,(U;) as £ — oo, it is clear that f, converges pointwise o;-a.e. to f, finishing the
proof. O

We are now ready to prove the duality result. Note carefully that we do not require m and n
to belong to P7 (E), but only to P7(E). This will be relevant for Corollary 2.24 below.

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (3). Recall r = p/q, m, n € P7(E), and we first assume (Y, dy) is locally
compact. Let (®,¥) € A, g, Since m*, n¥ € P,(rm ' ({w})) for o-a.e. w, by the Kantorovich
duality Theorem 2.16 for MKY restricted to 7~!({w}), and the dual representation for the L" norm
again ([12, Proposition 6. 13]) we have

/g (/ w)dm® (u )+/E\p(v)dwv)) do(w /g )MKY (m¥, n®)Pdo(w)

< ||IMKE (m®, 0P|
= ||[MKS (m®, n®)|[”

Lr(o)
= MC] (m,n)’.
To show the reverse inequality, fix ¢ > 0 and let Q' be the set of w € Q2 such that both of m*, n“

have finite pth moment. By Lemma 2.20, for each j € N the set-valued mapping F;j;n on Uj
is nonempty and closed valued o-a.e., and B, ,-weakly measurable. Since ), is separable, by




30

Theorem 2.13 we can find maps fJ : U; — ), that are B, -measurable such that fJ € F;;n(w) for
o-a.e. w € U;, and by Remark 2.3, this implies fJ € L°(0;;)),). By Lemma 2.19 for w € Q' N T,

- [ s et~ [ £ () 2 MK (w0
If MC7 (m,n) < oo, it is easy to see there exists ¢ € Z,, satisfying
/ ((w) MKE (m*, n¥)Pdo(w) > MCT (m,n)? — &;
Q

thus combining with the inequality above and using the properties of a partition of unity we obtain
> [ ) (— [ aEme o - [ e ) drw
(2.20) jen /0 Y Y

in the case p = ¢ we may take C =1.

Now for £ € N and z € R, let
min{z, (}, if 2 >0,
max{z, —(}, if z <O0.

Ty(z) := max{min{z, ¢}, -} := {

A simple calculation yields that for each z;, zo € R, the sequence (Ty(z1) + Ty(22))een is non-
negative and non-decreasing if z; + z5 > 0, and non-positive and non-increasing if z; + zo < 0 with
limit 2z; + 2o, and in particular

(2.21) (o= (£ (1) + T~ F2(5)) ) < dy(t, 5"

foreach t, s €Y, 7 € N, and w € U;. For each w € U; define the sets

BLw) = {(t9) | £ (£210) + (5% () <0}

then we can see

(iZXJ / (n(—(fg)d?(t))+Tz<—f5<s>>)d((zg,j,nmw@<E;,:,>ﬁn“><t,s>>
JeEN LeN

are non-negative, non-decreasing sequences for each w € €. Thus integrating against (o and
using monotone convergence (and using Ty(— ()% (t)) + Ty(=fi(s)) = 0 on E’(w) N E’(w)),
by (2.20) if ¢y is large enough we obtain

=3 [ ([ r e [ eE ) o

(2.22) >Z/XJ (/ Ty (—(fF) (£))d(= j,)ﬁm'(t)Jr/YTgo( fi(s))d(= f)aﬂ'(S)) do

jeN

> MCT (m n)P — 2¢,

where the inequality in the second line follows from (2.21), and the integration against o is justified
by the measurability from by Lemma 2.21. Let us fix such a /.
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By Lemma 2.22, for each j € N there exists a sequence (V;m)men C Cy(Uj;Y),) converging
pointwise o;j-a.e. to =Ty, o (—f7) in [[-[;, ; we may truncate to assume [|(¥;m)wll,yy < 200, for

all w € U;, and by [24, Lemma 2.14], the sequence (\Ifj%n) jen also satisfies the same bound. Thus
v — 1w
22 =L u) ([ ohudghm + [ @.dEe) 2 -taw),
N Y Y
for each w € Q. Also by Lemma 2.19 and the local finiteness of the y;, we have that

i S (e
i 3 e ([@bpam+ [

Y

_ ij </ TZO(_fj)]di’f(t)d(E;})ﬁm'(t) + /Y[—Tzo(—ff(S))]d(Ej_,-l)ﬁ”.(S)) ;

jeN

(W), d(%—ff)ﬁ“’)
(2.24)

holds o-a.e. Since Cy(2%;),) C L°(0;),) by Remark 2.3, all functions involved can be integrated
against o again by Lemma 2.21; by (2.23) and since ¢ € L" (¢) C L'(c) we may apply Fatou’s
lemma, thus combining with (2.22) and (2.24) we have

lirgiogf[ Z/Xj (/ )ed(Z54)5m” —/Y(‘I’j,m)-d(ij_,.l)W) dU]

jJEN

> — / ¢ lim inf (/ Z e O ~_1dm / ij(\lfjm). o Ej_’.ldn') do

> MCT (m )P — 2¢.

Let

= > xi () (W55 wun (Z5 L (),
(2.25) JeN

= 2 ((0) - (Wm0 (E; 0 (0)),

for an m sufficiently large, then since m*, n“ are supported in 7—!({w}) for each w € Q, we have

- < / (®dm + / g\Ifdn)

(2:26) =3 [ ([ - [ @) do

jeN

> MC] (m,n)? — 3e.

As £ > 0 is arbitrary, we will obtain the first equality in Theorem 1.6 (3) when MC’ (m,n) < oo,
if we can verify that (®,V) € A, g,. First, let (v,)n,en be a sequence in E converging to some
Us € E. Then by the local finiteness of {U,};en, there is a finite set J C N such that

{m(vn) Ynew U {m(vee)} € (J U

jedJ
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Hence
00 = ()] £ 3 (16 r(0) = 60D | (et (E7 ()]
jeJ
+ x5 (7 (veo))] - (\Ijj,m)W(vn)(Ej_,;(vn)(Un)) - (\Ijj,m)ﬂ(voo)(E;i(vn)(vn))’
+ x5 (7 (vs))] - (\Ijj,m)W(voo)(Ej_,i(vn)(vn)) - (\Iljm)W(voo)(Ej_ﬂlr(voo)(vn))‘
]|Vt (F oy (00) = () B (00
< i+ 1L+ I + 1V;,),
jeJ
where

Ljn = 200 |x;(m(vn)) = X5 (7(00))]
[Ij,n = H(\I]jvm)ﬂ(vn) (\Iljm 7T (Voo) Hy 1 + dyo(ﬁ_l )(Un))p)u

j,m(vn
Iy = ’ v, m)ﬂ(voo)(Ej_}r(Un)(Un)) - (\Ijj,m)W(voo)(E;}r(voo)(vn))’ )
]V]’ﬂ = ’ Jm 7T(Uoo)( J;(Um)(vn)) - (\I].]vm)ﬂ(voo)(E‘]_,}r(voo)(voo)) .

By continuity of the x;, 7, = 71r(v Y and (V) ) r(ve)s We see

hm (I]n—l—IV]n) =0

for each j € J. Since (v,)nen is a convergent sequence,

dyo (2 20y (Vn)) = dE(E5(7(vn), %0), vn)
is bounded uniformly in n by the continuity of the =; and m, then combining with the fact that

(Vjm)e € Cp(2;),) we see
lim 11, =0

n—oo

for each j € J. Also,
dY(HJ_}T(Un)(Un)a =) i(vw)(vn)) = dg(vn, Ej(m(vn), =) 71r(v )(Un))) =50

by the continuity of m, E;, and =5, }r(vw), hence

lim I11;, = 0.

n—o0

Again by the local finiteness of {x;};jen, the sum in the bound for |¥(v,) — ¥(vy)| is actually

finite, hence we see ¥ € C(F). Since Lemma 2.19 (2) implies (\If?@). is continuous with respect to
[[ly,. a similar argument shows ® € C(E), and the uniform boundedness of the (¥;,,)s implies
¢, U e Cp(E). Finally, if w:= 7r(u) = 7T(U) then

o = 3 @) () 0 Z ) — (W) 0 Z5(0))

jEN

<Y x(w) dy (B (w), 5 (0)
jeN

= dE(U, U)p7
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thus (@, V) € A, g, as desired.

If MC7 (m,n) = oo, we can replace MC (m,n) in the above proof starting at (2.20) by an
arbitrary positive number to obtain that the supremum in the first equality of Theorem 1.6 (3)
takes the value oo.

Now let us assume that (F,dg) is locally compact. To show the second equality in Theo-
rem 1.6 (3), fix ¢ > 0 and take (®,¥) € A, g, defined by (2.25), satisfying (2.26) as above. By
definition of S, and since m*, n* are supported on 7' ({w}) we see that for o-a.e. w,

— / Pdm*~ — / Udn® < — / S, Udm* — / Wdn® < MKJ(m®,nv)?,
E E E E

—/fzg(w)</ESp\Ifdm“+/\Ifdn) /CS\I/dm /C\Ifdn
pa(m, )7 = 32, MCT (m, )] .

Since ® and ¥ are uniformly bounded from below, we can view

—( (/E Udn® +/E5p\lfdm') o

as a (signed) Borel measure with finite total variation on €2, then from [4, Theorem 7.1.7] we can
find a compact set K. C 2 such that

(2.27) ‘—/Q\K/ ¢ (/E Udn® +/ESp\Ifdm') do

Since €2 is locally compact, we may cover K. with a finite number of open sets whose closures
are compact. Writing K. for the union of the closures of these neighborhoods, we see K. is also
compact and (2.27) holds with K replaced by K?2. Now define for § > 0

Vse(w) : = min{1,5 " do(w, 2\ K.)}, &5.c(V) == s (m(v)¥(v).

Since ¥ is bounded on E by 2{,, so is S,¥, hence for any © € E and € > 0 there exists v: €
7 {m(u)}) such that S,¥(u) < —dp(u,ve)? — ¥(vs) + £. Thus

SpW(u) — Spse(u) < —dp(u,v:)’ — W(vz) + € + . 7}1(1{f( )})(dE(U, v)P +&2(v))
< E&se(ve) — U(vs) + €
S 260(1#575(%(@5)) — 1) + é:
= 2(¢se(m(u)) — 1)+ €.

Taking ¢ — 0 and by an analogous argument reversing the roles of U and 5., we obtain

hence

<
3

¢ </ Spésdm® — / Sp\I/dm') do| < 24, CI|1 —se| do
E E Ke
< 20 ||¢ L qwerejo<da w0\ K. ) <5} (o) "
We also find
/ ¢ </ sedn® — / ‘I’dﬂ') do| < 20y |1 uereiozdgw.o\k.)<s) L (o)
Ko E E
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thus if 0 > 0 is sufficiently small, combining with (2.27) and using the definition of S, implies that

—/ ¢ (/ €sdn® +/ Sp&;,adm'> do € (MC (m,n)P —de, MC? (m, n)"].
Q E E

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we need only verify that & . € X),; note it is clear that &, € Cp(E).
Now since {Uj;}jen is locally finite, the compact set K. can only intersect a finite number of

sets {U;,}/7,. Thus for any fixed ¢ > 0, using that &. = 0 outside of 77(K.),

|€6,a(v)| ~
{“ €F ‘ T+ &, (n(0),0) 25}

E.yo

05 (7)) [ (Wm0 (5, 0y ()

(2.28) clven(K.) iji(ﬂ(v))- T (o)) > ¢

I
clJ4.
=1

where
(W)t (5 ) ()
1+d%,, (7(v),v)

>

~| M

4= dver(K.) \ (7 (0)

For 1 < i < T fixed, let (vy)sen be a sequence in A;. Then if wy := m(v), by compactness of K.
there exists a subsequence such that w, converges to some we, € K.. Also since yj,(m(v)) > 0 we
have w, € Uj,, hence we may define y, := E;,lw(vg). Then we have

(1 + dp ((,Ug, Ug))

X (wé) |(\Iljz‘7m)wz (yé)| > E,yo

My ~] ™

> 7 0 (we) + i (we) dyo (90))
since we must have yj, (ws) > 0, this implies

[(Wj; m)woe (Ye)] S (W, m)w ()| (W5 m )i (W) = (W5, m)woe (Y0)]

1+ dyo (yf)p -1+ dyo (yﬁ)p 1+ dyo (yﬁ)p

- ||(\Dji,m)we - (\Dji7m)weo||yp

€

21

if ¢ is large enough. Since (V;, )., € Y, there exists a subsequence of y, converging to some
Yoo € Y. Thus by continuity of Z;,, we see (the corresponding subsequence of) v, converges to
Uso = Zj;(Weos Yoo) Which we easily see belongs to A;. Thus as a closed subset of a finite union

of compact sets, the first set in (2.28) is compact, in particular we see & . € X, finishing the
proof. O

>

~

>

[N}

2.4. Further properties of disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics. In this subsection,
we prove some further properties of the metrics MC .
First, we prove that convergence in MC7 = implies weak convergence.
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Proposition 2.23. For any 1 <p < oo and 1 < q < oo, if (mg}en C Py (E) converges in MC]
to some m € P7 (E), then the sequence converges weakly.

Proof. Any subsequence of (my)sen has a further subsequence (not relabeled) such that the sequene
(MKZ (my, m*))gen converges to zero for o-a.e. w. Then for any ¢ € Cy(E), by Theorem 2.1 we

have
lim / pdmy = / pdm®,
{— 00 E E

then by dominated convergence,

lim / pdmy = / odm.
{—00 E E

Since this holds for arbitrary subsequences, we have weak convergence of the whole original se-
quence to m. O

Next, duality will yield that MC7 is lower-semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence
on P7(E), at least when E is locally compact.

Corollary 2.24. If (E,dg) is locally compact, p < q, and (my)een and (ng)en are sequences
in P7(E) that weakly converge to m and n € Py (E) respectively, then

MCT (mn) < hZIgglf MY (g, ny).

Proof. Fix ¢ € 2, and (®,¥) € A, g, then since (( om)®, ((om)¥ € Cy(E) we have

< lim inf MC; q(mg, ﬂg),
{—00 ’

where we have used Theorem 1.6 (3) in the last line. Taking a supremum over ( € Z,., and
(®,V) € A, g, and using Theorem 1.6 (3) again yields the desired lower-semicontinuity. O

Now we show that MC7 , can be recognized as coming from a certain optimal transport problem
on E2.

Definition 2.25. For 1 < p < oo, define ¢, : E? — [0, 00] by

(1, ) = {dE(u,v)p, if m(u) = m(v),

0, else.

For m, n € PJ(E), set
¢,(m,n) == et ¢yl Lo (r) € [0, 00].
Proposition 2.26. Form, n € P7 (E), €,(m,n) is finite and
p(m,n) = MC? (m,n)P.
Proof. Fix m, n € Py (E). For any (®,¥) € A, g o, by definition we have ®, ¥ € Cy(E) and
—®(u) — ¥(v) < ¢p(u,v).
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Since (E,dg) is a complete, separable metric space, the Kantorovich duality Theorem 2.16* yields

¢C,(m,n) = sup (—/ @dm—/\lfdn)
(CI>7\I/)E.AP7E’0 E E
= sup /(—/ q)dm’—/ \I/dn') do
(@, V)edp B0 JO E E

< / MKS (m®, n¥)Pdo (w) = MCT(m,n)P < occ.
Q

Thus €,(m, n) is finite and €,(m,n) < MC7 (m,n)?.
On the other hand, since ¢, is lower semi-continuous and non-negative, by [35, Theorem 4.1]
there exists v € II(m, n) such that

&ymn) = [ o
B2
since €,(m,n) < co by above, we find that

y({(u,v) | m(u) # 7(v)}) = 0.

Let 72 : E? — Q? be defined by 7%(u,v) := (w(u),n(v)), then by the above, for B,-measurable
sets A, A" C Q we have

my(Ax A) = v({(w,v) | 7(u) € A, m(v) € A, m(u) = 7(v)})
=7({(u,v) | w(u),m(v) € AN A"})
=vy(r"H{ANA) x E)

=m(r '(ANA))=0(ANA) = (Idg x Idg);0(A x A'),

hence 7Tﬁ27 = (Idg x Idg);o. Consider the disintegration of v with respect to 72 given by

v =7 @iy =+ ® (Idg x Idg);0
For ¢ € Cy(E?), the function on Q2 (resp. Q) defined by
(w, ) = P @) (resp W pdy @ )
E? E?

is Borel by Disintegration Theorem, and

(2.29) / gbdv(“’“/)dﬂﬁzv(w,w') :/ pdy ) do (w).
02 JE? QJE2

Now for any Borel set £/ C F and Q' € B,, since v € II(m,n) we have

/ da—//]lQ/ N1 g (u)dm® (u )dO’—/]lQ/( (u)1 g (u)dm(u)

_ / ey (e () L () () = / /E Lo (@) L (1)), v)dor ()

/,/EﬂE'XE u, 0)dy ) (u, v)do(w) = / “NE' x E)do(w).

“We have stated Theorem 2.16 only for cost functions of the form d}, however the same result holds for any
lower-semicontinuous cost function bounded from below, hence for ¢,, see [35, Theorem 5.10].
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Since E" and €)' are arbitrary (and using a similar argument for n) this implies that for o-a.e. w € €,
we have v € II(m*, n®).
Finally, using this claim with the disintegration (2.29), we have

MCT (mnp—/l\/KEm n1¥)Pdo(w)

//Esz w, v)Pdy“ ) (u, v)do (w)

//Ecu iy (u, v)do (w)
_ /E ¢ (1, v)dy (1, v) = €, (m, n),

completing the proof of the lemma. O

We also show that in the case of a trivial bundle where the fiber equals the base space, the set
of p-optimal couplings is closed in MC7 | for p < q.

Proposition 2.27. Suppose (2,dq) is a complete, separable metric space, we have the trivial
bundle E = Q x Q. Fiz 1 <p < oo and some o € P,(R2), and let us denote by (o) the set of
all p-optimal couplings between o and any other measure in P,(2). Then if p < g < oo, the set
Hopi () is closed with respect to MC] in P7 (2 x ).

q

Proof. Let (pe)een C Pp(S2) and suppose v, is a p-optimal coupling between g, and o, note that
v € P?(E). In the calculations below we will consider each 7} as a measure on 2. Since p < ¢ < 00,
for some wy € 2 we can calculate using Jensen’s inequality that

P

M (80 © 076) = VK22 A 1) = H ( / dﬁ(woaw)pd%(w))

) (/ﬂ /ﬂ oo, W)y <w>do—<w’>) ;
- </g do(wo, ) dye(w w)) :
— </Q dg(wo,w)pdw(w)); e

Taking ¢ — oo also yields that MC7 (0%, ® 0,7) < co. Now suppose (7¢)een converges in
M to some v € Py (2 x Q). Again since p < ¢, by Holder’s inequality,

| daletwpdn(etw) < 27 ( [ st paoten + [ [ aatenopiy (w)dg(w,))

<2t /Okz(wo,w')”dO'(W/)Jr /dﬂ(wmw)pd%(“)
Q Q Lalr (o)

La(o)
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which is bounded uniformly in ¢. By Proposition 2.23 the sequence converges weakly, hence
by [35, Theorem 5.20] we see v € I, (o) as well. O

Finally, we note there is also a relationship between the sliced Monge-Kantorovich metrics
which we defined in our previous work [24], and our disintegrated Monge—Kantorovich metrics.

Definition 2.28 ([24, Definition 1.1]). For n € N, let 0,,_; be the standard Riemannian volume
measure on S"!, normalized to have unit mass, and for w € S"~! define the map R* : R* — R
by R¥(x) := (z,w). Then for 1 <p < 00,1 < g < o0, and p, v € P,(R"), the sliced (p, q)-Monge-
Kantorovich metric is defined by

MKy o1, ) = HNKE(REM R;V)HL(I(O'n—l)‘

Recall these include the well-known sliced Wasserstein (p = q) and max-sliced Wasserstein (¢ =
oo) metrics. As shown in [24, Main Theorem], each (P,(R"), MK, ,) is a complete, separable metric
space, but is not geodesic (when p > 1). The relationship between the sliced and disintegrated
Monge-Kantorovich metrics is as follows.

Proposition 2.29. Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢ < o0 andn € N. If (E,QmY,G) is taken to be
the trivial bundle E = S"™' x R, then there exists an isometric embedding of (P,(R™), MK, ,) into
(Pou-t(E), M) defined by sending p € Py(R™) to the element of the form Rip ® o1

Proof. Let . € P(R"). For ¢ € Cy(S"* x R), by dominated convergence the function on S"~*
defined by

o [ o dRzn®) = [ 6. o.))dnto)

is continuous, and

£ue) = [ [ otwirgutin, ) = [ [ oo tm)du@do, o)

is well-defined. Since S"~! x R is locally compact, by [4, Theorem 7.11.3] we can identify £, with
a Borel probability measure m, € P7~1(S"~" x R) and m$, = R} p.

Noting that for the choice yo = 0 in R, we have 03, = og for all w € S"7!, for p € P,(R™) a
direct calculation combined with [24, Lemma 2.3] gives

HNKE(%{’ REWHLq(JWI) = MK, 4(% s 1) < Minax{p.ay.n NKﬁn (6 ) < o0,
hence m, € P72 (S"~! x R). Finally, for y, v € P,(R"), we have

Mo (my, m,) = HM{E(mL’m;) ) HNKE(REW R;V)HL(I(%A) = MK, 4 (11, v),

}Lq(o'nfl

showing that the map p — m,, is an isometry. O

Remark 2.30. By the completeness from [24, Main Theorem], the image of (P,(R"), MK, ,) under
po— my is closed in (PJn*(S"! x R), MCJ»-'). However, also by [24, Main Theorem] the
embedded image is not geodesically convex in (731‘,’7;;*1(8"_1 x R), MCJ"~") when n > 2 and p > 1.

This shows that (P,(R"), MK, ,) can be viewed as a sort of “submanifold” embedded into the
geodesic space (PJn=*(S"! x R), MC7=~1), but MK, 4 is in actuality utilizing the ambient metric
from the larger space rather than the intrinsic metric generated from itself. In fact, it is proved
in [7, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8] that the intrinsic metric on P,(R") induced by MK, , between
discrete measures with compact supports is NK]S”.
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Remark 2.31. Recall that Py(R™) can be viewed as the quotient space of L?([0, 1]; R"™) under the
equivalence relation ~, where S ~ T if and only if TyH'|o1] = SyH'|j0,1). In particular, if p = 2, the
map from L2([0, 1]; R") to (P2(R™), MK3 ") sending 7" to TyH!| o1 formally becomes a “Riemannian
submersion” (for instance, see [29, Section 4]). This Riemannian interpolation is recovered for a
complete, separable, geodesic space by the use of absolutely continuous curves ([3, Chapter 8],
for instance). This enables one to discuss the notion of differentiability on (P(R"), MKj ), see
also [16] for various notions of differentiability. It may be possible to apply such an approach to
the spaces (P7 (E), MC] ) in certain settings, which is left for a future work.

3. DISINTEGRATED BARYCENTERS

In this section, we prove our various claims regarding MC7 -barycenters.

3.1. Existence of disintegrated barycenters. Next we prove Theorem 1.8 (1), that is, the
existence of MC7 -barycenters. Compared to the case of MK,, ,-barycenters, we lack the continuity
need to apply the direct method, hence we must appeal to the dual problem for MC7  to show
existence. We will require the fiber (Y,dy) to be locally compact to apply the duahty result
Theorem 1.6 (3), but will actually need the stronger Heine—Borel property on (Y, dy ). Note that
the Heine-Borel property is strictly stronger than local compactness on a complete, separable
metric space: the metric space (R, min{1, |x — y|}) has the same topology as the usual Euclidean
one on R and is complete and locally compact, but the ball of radius 2 is all of R and hence not
compact.

Proof of Theorem 1.8 (1). If k = 0, we see BIG is constant on Py (£) and the claim holds
trivially, thus assume x # 0. Since each m; € P7 (FE) and %p 05 is nonnegative, it has a finite
infimum and we may take a minimizing sequence(ny)sen, that i is

lim B(ﬂg) = %i%}ﬁ (ng)

f—00

and BYG(ng) is uniformly bounded in £. Since we have
)\1MCZ7q<ﬂg,m1)H S %i’%(ﬂg)

and A\; > 0, we have

leN LeN

sup MCy (0, @ o, )" <27 <MC° (0540 ® 0,my)"™ + sup MCT (ng,ml)“)

(3.1)

<2F <)\l_lsup‘3‘7\%’ﬁ(ng) + MCT (0%, @ 0, m)" ) :
(eN

We now show that (ng)eey is tight. Fix an € > 0, since o is a Borel measure, there exists a
compact set Kq C € such that o(Q\ Kq) < /2. If ¢ < 0o, using Jensen’s inequality in the second
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line below, by (2.4) and (3.1) we obtain

([ e oin))" = |

%
<

/Q </Edp (0 )’“)an(v)> dar%
([ o0

[ &) 00

(3.2) o

K

5 (CP +1\/KE( Eyo,ng))

(Cp + M (6%, @ 0,10)" )

Li(o)

which has a finite upper bound, uniform in ¢ € N by (3.1). If ¢ = 0o, then we can use the trivial

inequality
([ e’ < s s

in place of Jensen to obtain a uniform upper bound. Thus in all cases, by Chebyshev’s inequality,
for R > 0 large enough we have

L>(0)

ne({v € B[, (x(v),0) > R}) < 2,
hence we find that defining
Kg:={ven (Kq)|dy, (7(v),v) < R},
we have

€ €
supng(E\ Kg) < - +supng(mH(Q\ Kq)) = = +o(Q\ Kq) < ¢
(eN 2 ten 2
We now show that Kg is a compact subset of E. Let (v/)sen be any sequence in K and write
we = 7(vy). By compactness of Kq, we may pass to a convergent subsequence (wy)een (nOt
relabeled) with limit we, € Kg. By local finiteness of {U; }jen and passing to another subsequence,
we may assume all w, belong to an open neighborhood of wy, that only meets a finite number of
the sets {Uj,}._,. Passing to another subsequence (and possibly increasing I), we may also assume
that all wy, belong to a common set Ujio for some 1 < 45 < I and Xji, (we) > I~1. Then we have
for any £ € N
1 . 1 _ _
7 dy (o, :ji;w(w))p =7 dr(Z5, (We, Yo), ve)” < ZXj(wé) de(Z;(we, Yo), ve)”
jEN
= d%,yo (W(Ug), UZ) < R7

thus (E]_1 (v¢))een is a bounded sequence in Y. Since Y satisfies the Heine-Borel property, we
may pass to one final subsequence to assume Hj 1w ,(v¢) converges to some point in Y. Thus by
continuity of Zj, we see v, converges to some pomt in £, which again by continuity lies in K.
Hence we see K is compact.

Now by Prokhorov’s theorem we may pass to a subsequence and assume (ng)y,ey converges
weakly to some n in P?(FE). Since Y is locally compact, we may apply Theorem 1.6 (3) to obtain



41

for any ¢ € Z,/, and (®,¥) € A, g0,

— / (Com)®d(6y,, ®0) — / (Com)¥dn = lim (— / (Com)®d(dy,, ®0) — / (Co W)\Ifdﬂg)
E ’ E o0 E ’ E
< ligigf M (65, ® T, 00),
where the last term is uniformly bounded in ¢ by (3.1). Thus taking a supremum over ¢ € Z,,
and (®,V¥) € A, g, and using Theorem 1.6 (3) again, we see MC) (0, ® o,n) < oo, hence

ne P (E).
Finally, we can apply Corollary 2.24 to obtain

B () < lim inf B (),
that is, n minimizes By O
3.2. Duality for MCJ - barycenters. We now work toward duality for disintegrated barycen-

ters, in the spirit of [1, Proposition 2.2] in the classical Monge-Kantorovich case with p = 2.
For A € (0,1] and £ € X, recall that we denote by S, ¢ : E — (—o0, 0],

Sapé(u) == sup  (=Adp(w,v)’ —€&(v)) foruc E.
ver—!({m(u)})

Remark 3.1. It is well-known (see [12, Theorem 7.17]) that if X is a locally compact Hausdorff
space, elements of the dual of Cy(X) equipped with the supremum norm can be identified with
integration against elements of M(X), the space of (signed) Radon measures on X , moreover the
total variation norm is equal to the operator norm. Then we can see

X; = {m S M(E) | (1 + dE'yg( 7))m S M(E)}v
Yo ={neMY) | (A+dj)ne M)},
which are normed spaces.

Definition 3.2. Let m € P7(F) with 1 < p < o0, 1 < g < oo, and A € (0,1]. Recalling that
r =p/q and r' is its Holder conjugate, for n € X, we define

Hypan(n) =it { [ ¢( [ Siptin)dr | () € 200 x 2 n= Come}.

Lemma 3.3. If1 <p <oo,1<q< o0, and X € (0,1], for any m € P](E) the function Hypgm
is proper and convex on X,.

Proof. We first prove that H) ), is proper. Since
(3.3) HA,p,q,m(O) <0

we see H)y , ,m is not identically oco. Also, for any £ € X, and ( € Z,/, we have n = ((om)¢ € A,
and using (2.4) in the third line below,

//Smg Ydm®( do—>// )da:—/Endm

> il / (1+db, (w(u), u)) dm(u)

= =2 In]l, (C + M, (0%, ® 0,m)) > —o0,

hence H}y 4w is proper.
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Next we show H) , ,m is convex. Fix ng,n € X, and for i = 0,1, let ((;,&) € 2, X &), satisty
n; = (¢ om)&;. For 7 € (0,1), let

C:=(1-7)¢ +7¢, §:= Con) (1 =7)(Coom)éo + 7(¢1om)&al,

then (1 —7)ny + 7m = (¢ o m)&. Moreover, it is clear that ¢ € Z,., and £ € C(F). Since

| '(1—7)(C007T)€0+7(C107T)§1

= e s e | < maxll6l &)

we have { € &), as well. This yields

Hypgm((1—7)no + 7m)

<[<(f sk,pgdm-) i

/ /; sup )\dE(U,U)p(C o 71') —_ £(U>(C o 71.)) dm'(u)da

ver—({m(u

/ /E up | {Ads(n,0p (1= 7)(G o) +7(G o)

ver—1({m(u)

3.4
(34) [(1—=7)(¢p0om)&(v) + 7((1 o m)ér(v)]} dm® (u)do
(1—71 / (0/ sup (=AM dg(u,v)? = &(v)) dm®(u)do
Evern—1({r(u
+ 7‘/ G / sup —Adg(u,v)? — & (v)) dm®(u)do
Ever—1({m(u)}
~(-7 [ G ( / SA,pﬁodnr) o+ [ G ( / SA,pﬁldw) do
Q E Q E
Taking an infimum over admissible (;, & proves the convexity of Hy p 4 m. U

For n € X, recall the Legendre-Fenchel transform of H) p 4 is defined by

H;,p,q,m(n) ‘= Sup </ 77dn - HA,p,q,m(ﬂ)) .
E

neXp

Proposition 3.4. Let m € P7 (E) with 1 <p < o0, 1 < q < o0, and X € (0,1]. If (E,dg) is
locally compact, for n € X, we have

AMCT (m,n)P, ifn e Py (E),

0, else.

H;\k,p,q,m(_n) = {



Proof. First suppose n € P?(E), then by Theorem 1.6 (3),

H;7p7q7m(_n) = sup (_/ ndn — HA,p,q,m(n))
E

neXp

= sup sup /(—/n(v)dn v
NEX, (CEEZ, o xXp, 0 E

n=(Com)§

:(caes.ézlf,poxxp { /QC</E€(v)dn (v) +

n=(Com)¢
= )\MC;q(m, n)?,

note that since m € P7 (F), we have MC? (m,n) = co if n &

- C/ESA,pf(u)dm'(u)) do

/E S>\7p§(u)dm'(u)) da}

P (E).
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We now handle the case of n ¢ P7(E). First suppose n € X and myn # 0. In this case, there

exists some ¢ € Cp(2) such that

[ odo # [ otato)

For C € R, define n¢y € &), by n¢e(u) :== —Cp(m(u)). Then we have
Sapcs(w) = sup  (=Adg(u,v)” + Co(n(v)))

ver—t({r(v)})

= sup  (=Adp(w,0)" + Co(r(u))) = Co(m(u)).

ver—t({r(w)})

Since we can decompose 1, = (¢ o )€ where ( = 1 and £ = ¢, we calculate

H:,r,m(_n) Zgug /ﬁCd)dn_//S)\pnc¢dm do(w ))
S

= ( [ airt

zggc(éwﬂmmww—

(o) = [ artuam(o)
/ngda) —

Now suppose n € &) is not nonnegative. Here, n is said to be nonnegative if n(E") > 0 for any
measurable set £’ C E, hence there exists some 7 € X, such that > 0 everywhere and

—/ndn>0.
E

Then it is clear from the definition that —S) ,(Cn) > 0 on E for any constant C' > 0, hence we

can again calculate

H pgm(—1) ZSUP( /Cndn—//SAp Cn)dm“do(w ))
C>0

Zsup( C/ndn) = 00.
C>0

We are now ready to prove our duality result for MC7 -barycenters.
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Proof of Theorem 1.8 (2). Let n € PJ (E) and ()4, a collection in X, such that

K
k=1

For each k fix ((x, &) € 2.5 X X, such that n, = (¢ o m)&, (which is always possible, for example
by taking (. = 1, & = nx). Since I\/KE(cS% oo ) < 00 for o-a.e. w, for all k, using (2.4) we have

l/;ék(U)dn“(U)

Then for such w € 2 and 1 < k < K, we can first integrate the inequality
Aedp(u, v)P = =Sy, p€e(u) — &r(v)

which holds for any u, v € E such that m(u) = 7(v), against a p-optimal coupling between my
and n*, then multiply by (x(w) and integrate in w against o to obtain

<l6ell, [ (1 (rla) 7)o ()
< [|€klly, (14 2771(C + MK] (85 ,,, 1)) < o0.

)‘kMC;,q(mM“)p > Ak / Ck(w) NKf(mﬁ, n“)Pdo(w)

/Ck /Sxk pErdmido(w) / /ﬁkdn‘”da
_ /Q (W) /E Si, pErdmedo (w) — /E nedn.

Since Zszl e = 0, taking a supremum over all such pairs ((x, &), then summing over 1 < k < K
in the above inequality gives

ZAkMC mk, p> ZH)\kpqu nk /EZﬁkdn— ZH)\kIquk nk

k=1
Thus it follows that
K K
(3.5) neg{}f(E) Bim(n) = sup {— > Hapam (18) ‘ > =0, m € Xp} :
P,q k=1 k=1

Let us now show the reverse inequality. It follows from Proposition 3.4 that

inf BRI(n) = inf ZMMC My, )P = Hlf ZH)\kpqu

nePg  (E) ’ nePg  (E) nePg 4

Define the function H on X, as the infimal convolution of {Hj, pqm, i, that is, defined for
ne X, by

H() lnf{ZHAkpqu nk ‘an_nv ﬁkEX}

k=1 k=1
Then (3.5) implies

(3.6) inf  BL4L(n) > —H(0).

nePg  (E)
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Note that H is convex since each of {H, ,4m, } o, is proper and convex by Lemma 3.3, and then
by [5, Lemma 4.4.15] the Legendre-Fenchel transform of H satisfies

(3.7) H*(n) = Z H; om,(n) forne X

Let X7* be the dual of X7 and regard X, as a subset of A* under the natural isometric embedding.
For f € A7, the Legendre-Fenchel transform of H* on XJ* is given by

H™(f) := sup (f(n) — H"(n)).

nexy

Then we observe from Proposition 3.4 and (3.7) that

_H**(O)_nle%g*[—[* :nle%g;;[‘[)\kpqu

(3.8)
= inf Z)\kMC (mg,n)? = inf BLE(n).

nePs  (E) nePg , (E)

Thus by (3.6) and (3.8) it is enough to show H**(0) = H(0).
To this end, first note by Proposition 3.4 combined with (3.7) we see

H*(=6%,, ® Z A MG (83,0 © 0,my) < 00.

Thus since its Legendre—Fenchel transform is not identically oo, we see H never takes the value
—00. At the same time using (3.3),

M:x

Akpqu Ov
k=1

hence H is not identically oo, in particular it is proper.
Recall each Ay is strictly positive by assumption. Suppose 1 € X, with

<277 K. Ak
1771l i A

Then, using that

21—17 d%‘7y0 (w> 'U) - dE(ua U) < d (CU, U),

E.yo
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followed by (2

/\

A4) in the calculation below,

K
H(n) < Z HAk7p7q7mk(K_l77)

siA/SAkP(K ') dm dor(w)
si L (st o 4 Kl (1 s (7(0),0))) dev ()

k=1
K

< )\k// sup (21 Py db, . (7(v), u)) dm$ (u)do(w)
; 0 J B ver1({r(w)) oo

proving that H is bounded from above in a neighborhood of 0. Thus by [5, Proposition 4.1.4 and
Proposition 4.4.2 (a)], we obtain H**(0) = H(0), finishing the proof. O

3.3. Uniqueness of disintegrated barycenters. In this final subsection, we prove MC7 -
barycenters are unique under some absolute continuity conditions, when p > 1 and ¢ < oc.

We start by noting that in the case ¢ = oo, it is possible to construct many examples where
M) -barycenters are not unique; the next examples includes all cases when o is not a delta
measure and the fiber Y is a connected, complete Riemannian manifolds of any kind (with or
without boundary).

Example 3.5. Let 1 < p < oo (the case p = 1 may have nonuniqueness for other reasons, see
Example 3.6 below), make the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.8 (1), and also assume (Y, dy)
is any geodesic space. Also take two distinct elements jig, p11 € Pp(Y'), and assume there exists a
measurable ' C Q with 0 < ¢(?) < 1, and define for any Borel A C F,

Z/ =)o A if1<k<K-1,

jEN

> ( / (Z;.0)10(A)do + / (Ejv.)ﬁ,ul(A)cw), if k=K,
Vg V@Y

jeN

(mp ®o)(A): =

where we recall that {V;};ey is defined by (2.1). By Lemma 2.5, each of these are elements of
Py o(E), with disintegrations with respect to 7 given by my = m} ® o where

> 1y (w)(Ejw)stio; fl1<k<K-1,

jEN

Z Ly, (w)(Ejw)s (Lo (w)po + Loy (W)pn) ,  if k= K.

JjeN
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For n € P; (E), and any £ = 0 we calculate

p’oo H Z )\kMC mk, )

= (1 — )\K)MCWO (ml, ) + )\KMC;OO (mK,n)“

> (1 — Ag)ess sup MK (my, n”)" 4+ Ak ess sup MKZ (m§;, n*)"
weg Y wg QY

for A € Ag and I := (mk)kK:r
Let v € P,(Y) be a minimizer of ngi’i)\K7>\K)y(N07U1)
such that w € Vj,

, then for each w ¢ V', if j, is the unique index
(1= Ag) MK (mf, 0%)" + A MK/ (e, )"
=(1 = Ag) MK (o, (25,1)an)" 4+ A MK (uy, (25,1,)am™)"
>(1 = Ar) MK (0, )" + A MY (paa, )"
hence if p € P,(Y') satisfies
MK (0, 1) < (1= M) MK (0, )" + Are MK (1, )",
the measure

Z Ly, (Zj0) (Top+ Loov) ®o
jEN

(which belongs to Py (F) by Lemma 2.5) is a minimizer of B5;". Thus since A # 0, 1, this
yields infinitely many possible minimizers.

Also, we can see that MCT -barycenters may not be unique due to nonuniqueness of I\/Ki/—
barycenters.

Example 3.6. Let M = (u,)—; in Pp(Y') to be determined and define M = (my);_, in PJ (E) by
my = () 1y, (Bj)eti) ® 0.

jEN

For A € Ak, by convexity of the L?(o) norm, for any n € P; (E) we have

)\kZM{E <Z ]lVJ e ﬁ,uka )

jeN

Z )\kMC mk,

k=1

La(o)

For any measure of the form n := (3, 1v;(Z;4)s00) ® 0 where vy € P,(Y), if jo is the unique
index such that w € Vj, we have

E = E((= = Y
MK, (Z Ly, (Zjw)she, ﬂ“) = MK ((Ejo0)shth (Sio,e)s10)) = MK (e, v0).-
jEN
Hence if 1 is a minimizer of Bp Py (e, an M(I};-barycenter), we see n will be a MC] -barycenter,
thus if (ur,)5_, can be chosen in a way that there exist nonunique M{Z—barycenters, this will lead
to nonuniqueness of MC7 -barycenters as well.
For p = 1, it is strongly suspected that such configurations yielding nonunique barycenters exist
for various A, we give such an example in the case of Y = R with the measures u; absolutely
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continuous, and )\, = K}
Corollary 1.10. Define

where K is even, which incidentally, relies on our duality result

if k even,
if k& odd.

V b
Vg = 7‘[1|[—2,—1], = H1|[1,2], Hi = { 0

v,

Then we calculate

K
1
B0 9.0) = o DM ) <2 X [
k=1 k odd
T
By 04 ©0) = 1 D MK () Z/_ [t — (¢ +3)] dt =
k=1 keven
Now define ¢ : R — R by
—4—t, if —4<t< =2,
t if —2<t<?2
t) =<’ - ’
o(t) 4—t, if2<t<A4,
0, else.

Since ¢ is 1-Lipschitz,

it is classical that ¢ =

—¢, then if we define

@, if k even,
=1 )
e if k& odd,
we have
K
Z ¢or =0,
k=1
1 o(t) o(t) 2 -1
- ook Sy = gt + gt = ( tdt — tdt) ~°
Z / . kgn / kzdd / /1 /—2

By Corollary 1.10 (2) we see that both 1y and v, are MK}-barycenters.

For the remainder of the section Y will be a complete, connected Riemannian manifold, pos-
sibly with boundary, and dy (resp. Voly ) will be the Riemannian distance function (resp. volume
measure). We will also write

inj, (y) : = min{1, sup{r > 0 | exp, is a diffeomorphism on BLY\Y)(0)}} fory € Y\ Y,
inj(A) : = inf1 inj, (y) for any A C Y\ 9Y,
ye

and Ef(y) for the closed ball of radius r centered at y. Although Y \ 0¥ may not be complete,
by [6, Lemmas 10.90 and 10.91], we have inj(K) > 0 for any compact K C Y \ 9Y".
First we show a very simple lemma on covering boundaries of geodesic balls.
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Lemma 3.7. For any compact set K C Y \ 0Y and 0 < r < inj(K)/2, there exists an N € N
depending only on K and r such that for any y € K, there exists a set of points {y;}¥, C

By, 4(y) \ B£/4(y) such that {pr(yi) N | is a cover of OBY (y).

Proof. Suppose the lemma does not hold, then there is a sequence (J;)ien C K such that no
collection of ¢ or fewer open balls of radius r/2 with centers in §5YT 14(5e) \ B, 14(e) is a cover of
OBY (7¢). By compactness of K, we may pass to a convergent subsequence (g;)en (not relabeled)
with limit ., € K. Now, also by compactness, for some N € N there is a cover {Bf,%(y,)}f\il
of By js(fise) \ BY, () With y; € By, s(ie) \ Bl s(iic) for 1 < i < N. Since r < inj(K)/2
and 7, € K, we see that y € dBY (,) implies dy (7, y) = r. Then by the triangle inequality,
for £ > N satisfying dy (7, Jse) < 7/8, we have dBY (§,) C F;;/S(goo) \ B;;/s(gjoo) while each
Yi € §5Y,,/4(gjg) \ B, 4(J¢), a contradiction. O

It is well known that local boundedness for a A dj-convex function translates to a Lipschitz
bound. To show convergence of a maximizing sequence in the disintegrated barycenter dual
problem from Theorem 1.8 (2), we will need to consider sequences of averages constructed from
the maximizing sequence. When p = 2, the average of d3.-transforms is also a d,-transform,
but this does not hold for p # 2 or on more general manifolds Y. Thus in the next lemma, we
will prove that under certain conditions, local Lipschitzness of the average of di -transforms also
follows from boundedness. The following lemma is stated in more generality than will be needed
later.

Lemma 3.8. Fiz A\ € (0,1], R > 0, and suppose (gm)men 1S a sequence such that the functions

fm = g;\ndf’ are bounded uniformly in m € N on E;(yo). If there exists an increasing sequence
(Mp)een CN, and Ny > 0 for each ¢ € N and 1 < m < M,, and Cy, Cy > 0 such that

M, M,
1 1
sup —- E Ae;m < Ch, Sup - —- § :)‘va [fm (O] < Ca,
M, ~— M,

ten t€By(yo) ¢ m=1

then the sequence
1 &
Fva )\ mJm
(72t

is uniformly Lipschitz on {y € Ez/z(yo) | dy(y,0Y) > 2R™1}.

leN

Proof. We can assume that A =1 as

P
g = AN ).

Since the result follows from [32, Proposition 3.1] when p = 1, assume 1 < p < co. Let N € N be
from applying Lemma 3.7 with the choice of the set

—Y _
K :={y € Bg(yo) | dy(y,0Y) > 2R},
compact in Y\ 9Y, and r := min{inj(K), R} /2. Now let us write

Brys = {y € Brpn(yo) | dy(y,0Y) > 2R}
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Fixt € ER/Q and € > 0, then since each f,, is finite on Fz(yo), for each m there exists s, € Y
such that

fm(t) < - dY(t> Sm,t)p - gm(SmJ) + €.

Then for any ¢’ € Y, we have

fm(@') +e > =dy(t, sma)” = gm(sSme) +
(39) 2 - dY(t,7 Sm7t)p + dY(ta Sm,t)p + fm(t)
> pdy (¥, 8m0)? H(dy (2, Smi) — Ay (s Sm)) + Fm(t).

Now let {B)),(y:)}/L; be a cover of 9B (t) where each y; € E;,M( t)\ By, /4(t), which exists from
the application of Lemma 3.7 above. By completeness and connectedness, there is at least one
minimal, unit speed geodesic 7, from ¢ to s,,;. For 1 <i < N, define

B,Y/Q(yl) ifi=1,

BZ‘Z: .
r/2yZ\UBr/2y2 1f2§Z§Na

i'=1

Ii: = {m € N | y,(r) € B; and s,,; € By.(t)}.
Then for m € I;, using that r < inj(K)/2 and t € K we have

dY(t> Sm,t) - dY (yz> Sm,t) Z dY(t> Sm,t) - dY (’}/m,t(r)a Sm,t) - dY(’ym,t(r% yz)
roor
> dy (t, Ym(1)) — 5 3
Using this we can calculate for each 1 < i < N, by taking ¢’ = y; in (3.9) and noting that each
—y
Yi € Br(vo),

M,
Cy+e>— Z )\Z,m |fm(yz)| +e
m=1

Y
SESES

Z )\Z,m [p dY(?Jh Smﬂf)p_l (dY(t> Sm,t) —dy (yi> Sm,t)) + fm(t)}

1<m<My,
mel;

Z 2Mg Z )\éde(yzasmt B Z)\Zm|fm

1<m<My,
mel;

Z 2Mg Z )\E m 2 p+1 (t”, Sm,t)p_l - dY(t”a yi)p_l} - C2

1<m< My,
mel;

2 IS 2 s - CR] — Cy

1<m<Mg
mel;
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for any t” € Bpjy. Hence, for t, t € Brja, we find

1 L
< 7 Z Aem (dy (2, St )P — dy (t1, Sy )P +€)
m=1

M,
p _ _
< — i Z Ao max{dy (t1, S, )P L dy (g, Sty )¥ 1 |dy (2, Smity) — dy (t1, Sy )| +€C4
¢
m=1

2pr
< (205 4+ & + 2P 2pr RPTICY) dy (ty, ) + €04,

T
thus taking e to 0 and then reversing the roles of ¢; and ¢, yields the uniform Lipschitz bound
on BR/Q. O

The above lemma also immediately gives an analogue of [14, Corollary C.5] which we will have
use for later.

Corollary 3.9. Fiz A € (0,1] and suppose R > 0. For a function g on'Y, if f := % s bounded

on E;(yo), then it is uniformly Lipschitz on {y € F}P/z/z(yo) | dy(y,0Y) > 2R},

Proof. Simply apply Lemma 3.8 with f,,, = f and Ay, = 1. U
We are now ready to prove uniqueness of MC/ -barycenters under appropriate conditions.

Proof of Theorem 1.8 (3). By Theorem 1.8 (2), for 1 < k < K and m € N, we can take
(Ck magk m)k 1 € (Zr o X X) which satisfy
K

Z(Ck,m o W)ék,m = Oa

k=1

K K
- Z/ Chym (/ S)\k,pgk,mdm;) do < — Z/ Chyme+1 (/ Sxk,pék,mﬂdm;) do
k=1 E k=1 E

m—r00 .
—— inf BLHYP(n),
nePg ,(E) ’

where this limit is also the value of the supremum for the dual problem in Theorem 1.8 (2). Define

e (S phm)s ifl1<k<K-1,
ék’m = 1 K-1 B
— e (im0 Moy i k=K,
(CK,m o 7T) 1

then

K ~
Z(Ck,m o ﬂ-)gk,m = 0.
k=1
For 1 <k < K — 1, it is classical that
Sxerbrm = Sxep(Snep(Snep€om)) = Sxepbams
(310) ék,m Z ék,m Z _S)\k,pék,m-
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This yields

N

-1 K-1

. 1 - .

gK,m - (CKﬂn ° 71') 1 (Ck m )gk,m - CKm kZ:: Ck m - gK,ma
hence —Sx, p€xm > —Sagplrm. For 1 < k < K — 1, since (3.10) holds and & € X,, by
Lemma 2.18 we see &, is bounded on bounded subsets of 771 ({w}) when w € Q is fixed. Thus
composing with =, for some appropriate j, by Corollary 3.9, we have that &g |--1({.}) is contin-

e
I
—

uous for all 1 <k < K —1 and w € €, this also implies é K,m|=—1({w}) 15 also continuous. Finally,
for 1 <k < K and v € E, define

Ekm (V) + = (v ny O)&km(E(T(0),50))s M (V) = G (7(0) ki (0),

then
(311) ZX] gkm —j w ?/0 ZX] nkm *—*] CU yO)) 0

JEN JEN

for all k, m, and w € 2 and we can calculate

Snep€ran (1) = S, pbm() + > X5 (1(1)) € (Z5 (7 (w), y0)),

jeN
K
(3.12) > em =0,
k=1

for all m. Since

_g/ﬂ%m (/ S p&lemdm® ) / Ckm/ (S)\k,pgkmv, - ijgkvm(Ej(-,yo))> dm®do

JjeN

T Z /QCkvm / Sxepbkmdm®do,
k=1 E

we see that

K
3.13 li — m S mdms; | d > inf BDLP
(3.13) mp< > |a ( | St mk) a) > inf BLY

m—0o0 D,q

If p < g, then we have 1 < 7’ < 0o hence L" (o) is reflexive. Since (Cym)men is bounded in
L" (o) for each 1 < k < K, we can pass to a subsequence which can be assumed to converge
weakly in L™ (o) to some (. If p = ¢, then by Remark 1.9 we may assume that each (., = 1,
hence we still have weak convergence, this time to (x = 1.

Claim 1. There exists a Borel set ' C Q with ¢(2') = 1, and for each 1 < k < K, subsequences
of (Mkm)men, (Cem)men (not relabeled), such that there is a Borel function 7 : £ — R whose
restriction to 77! ({w}) is continuous for all w € ', and writing

UZV]%/[ Z Mkm ;?V]gv[ Z Chym(
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we have
(3.14) A}im Mear(V) = M(v), for all v € 77 1(Y),
(3.15) hm Conr(W) = Gr(w), for all w € Q.

Moreover, the convergence of 7, o5 to my is uniform on the sets

__ — —Y _
Bw,é = {‘:‘j(way) | Yy € BZ (y0)>dY(yaaY) 2 2€ 1}a
for each ¢ € N and w € (¥, where j € N is the unique index such that w € V},

K
(3.16) > m=0,
k=1

and (' converges to ( in L" (o) foreach 1 < k < K.
Proof of Claim 1. For any 1 < k < K, m € N, and fixed u € E, using (3.11) we have

_Skk,Pghm(u) = 7inf ()‘k dE(ua U)p + ngn('U))
ver—t({m(u)})
(317) < Z X] )\k dE( u, Hjﬂr(u)(yO))p + gk,m(Ej,w(u)(yO)))
JEN

= A dlp, (m(w), w).

Also by (3.13) we may pass to a subsequence to assume

K
inf (—Z/ﬂ(kvm(w)/ES,\,mpfkmdm?jda(w)) > inf B -1,
k=1

meN Pg o (E)

thus forany m € Nand 1 <k < K,

- / Ck,m/ S)\k,pgk,mdm.da
Q E

> inf ‘Bﬁ% —1- /sz/ Sx;pSimdm?do
Pgq(E) #k

(3.18) > w13, (/ glm/d%y )dm;(u)da)

ik
> ot B 1= 3Gl [T B i,
> C,
where we set
K ~
C = :?(f %pqp —or—t Z)\i(C + M (6%, ® 0,m;)P) > —00

and used [[Gim|| 1,y < 1 for all i and (2.4) in the last line.
Now for a fixed w € Q and u, v € 77! ({w}) we can integrate the inequality

M (V) 2 —Cran (@) Sx p€k.m (1) = AeCrm(w) dis(u, )"

(3.19) > G (@) S € (1) — 227 G (W) (dl, (w,w0) + dly (w0, v))
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with respect to m ® n“(u,v) for any n € P; (FE), then integrate against o with respect to w,
and using that each n is nonnegative and has total mass one along with (2.4) and (3.18) we thus
obtain

/Eﬂk,mdn > —/Ck,m/ S plhmdmido
_ opr—1 (/ Ckm/ B0 )dm;(u)da+/QCkvm/Ed%,yO(',v)dn'(v)da)

> (C —2%72 ||Ck,mHLr’(a) ‘20 + M{E(éo m})? + I\/KE(5;3 . n)?

Eyor M

L7(o)
1<i<K

> (O — 2% (20 + max MC? (0, ® o,m)P + MC (63, @0, n)p) :

Thus by (3.12), there exists a constant C, , x(9) depending on p, ¢, K, and 9 such that

/ nk,mdn
E

Now recall the partition {V;};ey of 2 into Borel sets defined by (2.1), and define for 6 > 0,
1<k<K,j,meN, and w € (),

d,w
Ik‘,@,m

{T,EBZ y(]

(3.20)

< Cpgr (M) + 277K — 1M (03, ® 0, 0)"

Z ]lV W) Nk m(“] w(t)) > SUP Z ]le(W)nk,m(Ej,w(t/» - 5} .

jEN t! EBe (yo) jeN

Since

t Y Ly (@) (Zj(t)

jeN
. . 5
is continuous on Y for any fixed w, we must have Voly (1;7; ) > 0, so we can define

]].Iéw

e m::$Vol e P(Y).
K5 ke, Voly ( ]g’zm) Y (Y)

By the continuity of each =; and 7y, ,,,, we can see the set {(w,t) € QA x Y |t € Ilf:?,m} is a Borel
subset of 2 x Y. Thus the function

(w,t) = 1w (t)

k,L,m

is Borel on Q x Y, and by Tonelli’s theorem the function w — Voly (I Kim) 13 Borel on Q. Now
fix any Borel A C E, then as a composition of a Borel function 14 with a continuous map =;,
(w,t) = 14(Z;.,(t)) is Borel on U; x Y (endowed with the subspace metric), then the function

(w,t) = Y 1y, (w) Lo (H1a(Z5u(t)
jEN

is Borel on €2 x Y. Thus combining the above, if we define

w .
N5k om = E ]lVJ (Ejw ﬁ#awm
JjeN
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again by Tonelli’s theorem we see w + ng; . (A) is Borel on 2 for any Borel A C E, hence
Nk jbm 7= W5, i g @ 0 18 Well-defined and belongs to P?(E) by Remark 2.12. Also if w € V},

M<E(5°EJ' Y0 ? ngj,k,f,m)p

< Z X (w) 5((5j’,w)ﬁ5;ﬂ (Ej,w)ﬁﬂgk,e,m)p

j’eN
<7D (W) MKE (Sr)e00 . ()20 )7+ NKY ((Z50):00 (Ej,w)wfik,e,m)p>
(3.21) jen
=271 Y (@) dy (g, g (w)yo)” + Voly (105,,) 7 / ) dyo(t)”d\/oly(t))
j'eN Irr;tdk,l
<or! ZX; ) dy (4o, 97 (w)yo)” +£p> ;
j'eN

which is bounded independent of w and j by (1.2), hence ng ¢, € Py (E). Then we find

/Q sup (Z ]lV nkm ij( ))) da(w> -9

—y
teBy (yo) \jeN

</ﬁ/ Sty () (Zss (1)) Voly (o)

k..,m jEN

z//nk,mdﬂ%",k,z,mda(@
oJE

<

for some C” > 0 independent of k, m, and § by (3.20) and (3.21). We may replace max with min
and sup with inf, then change the direction of the inequality in the definition of ] m,¢ 10 obtain
the analogous inequality

/Q —igf <Z Ly, (W) 1k (20 (t ))) do(w)+6 > —C".

t€By (yo) \ jen

Taking ¢ to 0 in the two resulting inequalities above and using Holder’s inequality yields

/ Z ]lVJ nkm Hj,w)

jeN
—y )
< Voly(B; (vo)) 2/ sup

Q tGB (vo)

< C'Voly (B; (y))?,

do(w)

L2(B; (yo))

Z]IVJ W) M (Z.0 (1))

JjeN

3.22
(3:22) do(w)

where the reference measure on L?( ;/( ) is Voly. This implies that for each £ € Nand 1 < k <
K, the sequence (w — > jeN]lVg (W)(Mkm © Zjw))men 1s bounded in the Bochner-Lebesgue space

LY (o; LQ(FE/(yO))). Since LQ(EZ (y0)) is a Hilbert space, we may repeatedly apply [17, Theorem
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3.1] along with a diagonalization argument to obtain a subsequence of (w = . Ly, (W) (1k,m ©
Ejw))men (which we do not relabel) with property that: there exists a function

. : . =Y
Me:2xY =R with w— fp(w,-) B (o) € L'Y(o; L*(B, (y)))

for each ¢ € N, and for any further (not relabeled) subsequence there is a o-null Borel set N7 C Q
such that for all £ € N and w € Q\ N,

(3.23) lm |78, (w )—ﬁk(w,-)HLQ(gf( =0,

M—o0 Y0))

where

ﬁzvﬁ ZZ]IVJ W) km(Ejw(t))-

m=1 jeN
By (3.22) and since
sup ||Ck,m||L1(o) < sup ||Ck,m||LT'/(cr) <1
meN meN

we can apply the real valued Komlés’ theorem (see [25, Theorem 1al) for each 1 < k < K and
¢ € N to the sequences (w +— SUD, B () ’Z]EN ]l‘/j(w)nkm(Ej,w(t’))‘)meN and (Ck,m)men, and make
yet another diagonalization argument to assume there exists a o-null Borel set A5 such that for
all/ €N, 1<k <K, and w e Ny,

1 M
e o

m=1¢€By (yo)

D Ly (@) (Zj (1)

jeN

converges,

and (3.15) holds. If p < ¢, by the Banach—Saks theorem we may pass to another subsequence of
(Ckm)men to assume that ¢,y also converges in L" (o), necessarily to (y, while if p = ¢ we already
have ("%, = 1 for all M.

With this setup, fix an arbitrary increasing sequence (M )peny C Nand w € ' := Q\ (M UNS),
which is Borel. By (3.23) we may pass to yet another subsequence to assume for some Voly-null

set N(w) CY
hm navg (w, 1)

Mk(w,t), forallteY \ N(w).
If jo is the unique index such that w € Vj, and we define the set

By :={y € B, (y) | dy(y,0Y) > 207"},

we can then apply Lemma 3.8 with f,,, = & m(ajo( -)) and Mg = Cm(w) independent of ¢ € N
(since the sequence ((;'y;(w))aen converges, it is also unlformly bounded) for 1 < k < K —1 to

obtain that (73 (w,"))ren is uniformly Lipschitz on B, for each ¢ € N. Since Mt (W, %) =0
for all k we see this sequence is also bounded on By, thus we may apply the Arzela—Ascoli theorem
to see a subsequence of nkVM (w, -) converges uniformly on By, necessarily to 7 (w, -). By another
diagonalization argument, thls implies there is a continuous extension of 7;(w, ) to all of Y for
each w € ; we continue to denote this extension by 7. (w,-). Since we had started with an
arbitrary increasing sequence (M )yen, we conclude that (for the full original sequence) nzvﬁ(w, t)
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converges to 7(w,t) for any fixed w € €', and this convergence is uniform in ¢ when restricted
to By for any ¢ € N. By (3.12),

Z Thoar = 0

hence we see the same limiting claim holds for k = K as well. Finally by disjointness of the V/,

S Ly, (r () () = 3 Ly, (ZZ v, nkm@](";l(v))))

JEN ]EN

m=1 jeN

hence defining

(V) = Tremaon (0) - Y Ly, (7( = (v))

jEN
yields the claim. &

Now, for 1 < k < K, we define

Qk = {w S Q/ | Ck(w> 7& 0}7 gk(v> = Ck( (( )))

Claim 2. For any € € (0,0(2)) there exists a Borel set . C Q\ Q) with 0(€.) < € such
that ¢y, converges uniformly to zero on Q\ (2 U ), and for any n € P7 (E), the functions
defined on €2 by

(3.24) W = —]lQ/(w)/nkdn“,
E

1o, (w(v)) forv e E.

(3.25) w {—Ck(W)]le(W)/ESAkvpfkdm%+ﬂﬂ\(9ku9k,5>(@ 7}{1{5)}) M| Lov(w)

are B,-measurable.

Proof of Claim 2. Fix 1 < k < K. For any ¢ > 0, by Egorov’s theorem there is a Borel set

Qe C Q\ Qg with () < € such that (' converges uniformly to zero on Q\ (2 U Q).
We begin with the measurability of (3.24). Since 7 is Borel, the integral of its positive and

negative parts respectively against n* are Borel in w, by Disintegration Theorem. Thus to obtain

measurability of (3.24), it is sufficient to show the integral is finite from below for c-a.e. To this

end, for each 1 < k < K and w € €, we observe from (3.19) that for any u, v € 7~ *({w}),

M
o
() = Hm > e (v)
m=1

M
> lim sup ! Z [—Cham (@) S, pEam (1) — 2P G (w) (dy, (w, w) + d (w0, 0))]

M—o0 M

Z Ck,m(W>S)\k,p§k7m(u)> - 2p_1ck(w> (d%,yo (w7 u) + d%,yo (wv U)) :
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As m¥ and n* are supported on 7~ !'({w}), integrating against (m§ @ n*)(u,v) and using (2.4)
yields

Ck m )S)\k pgk m) dm;:

1 M
/ Mrdn® > lim sup Z

E M—oco —1

— 2772 w) 2

Q

o+ NKE (97,0 m7)7 + MEE (83, 0°)7)

(3.26) M
1
> lim sup ( Z Crem (W) Sx pEik, m> dmy]

M—o0 —
m—l

= 2272, (w) (2C + MRE(8,, m)” + MKE (07,1 )

here we are able to apply Fatou’s lemma to obtain the final inequality due to the fact that by (3.17),
we have

__ngm S)\kpgkm( )_ <Sup Cljvj\g/[’( )) )\kd%yo( ( )’u)’

M’'eN

where the expression on the right belongs to L!'(m¥) for o-a.e. w by (2.4) combined with m; €
Py, (E). Also using (2.4),

/E ( Z Ck m SAk pgk m) dmLI: < 2p_1>\k (]\SJI’lEpN CI?V](g/[’( )) (5 + M<E(5E yo’ >p)

and the expression on the right belongs to L!(c), again due to the fact that my, € Py, (E), thus
we may integrate the last expression in (3.26) against ¢ and apply Fatou’s lemma and Hélder’s
inequality to obtain

1M
/Q [liﬂr}[ljgop/E <_M Z(Ckm o W)S,\k,pgkvm) dm;da]

_22p—2/[ ( NKE (0,0 ;)p_l_M(E(é;ij’ ne)? )]da
M

> hmsup ( Z km/ S)\k pgk mdmkda>

M—oo

(3.27)

=1
= 272Gl oy (26 + M (88, © 03P + MK, (0%, © 0,107 )
> —00,

where the finiteness is from (3.18) with the fact that n, my € P7 (£). Hence

/ nrdn®
E

has a finite lower bound for g-a.e. for each 1 < k < K, yielding the B, measurability of (3.24).
Next we show the measurability of (3.25). Since Y is separable and 7, 0 Z;,, is continuous on Y’
for each w € Uj, there exists a countable subset D of Y (independent of w) such that

s m(v) = InE e (Z50(8)) = Infn (250 (1)),
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hence the function

wr Lo inf
Q( ) (e })77

is B,-measurable in w. Again since S), ,& is Borel, it suffices by Disintegration Theorem this
time to show that

—/ S pledmy, < oo for o-ae. w.
E

This follows as by a calculation analogous to (3.17) applied to & in place of & ,,, followed by (2.4),
we have

~ [ Suatudm < A [ d (r(w), wdmE() < 02 (C o+ MKEGE , m))
E E

and the last expression is finite for o-a.e. w as my, € P7 (FE). Thus we have the B,-measurability
of (3.25) for 1 < k < K as claimed. &

Now suppose n € Py (E) is a minimizer of BI, and for 1 < k < K, j € N let € ; be the
set obtained from Claim 2 with ¢ = j7'o(Q4) if 0(Q) > 0, and the empty set otherwise. If we
denote

avg
avg nkM
kM " avg

( k,M © )’

then since &'v(v) — &(v) as M — oo whenever 7(v) € , for all w € @, and u € 7~ ({w}) we
have

lim sup (=3 (w) S, péiar (w)) = limsup [ rar(@) inf o (Aedp(u,v)? + 75 (0))

M—o00 M—00 ver ! ({m(u)})
(3.28) < inf limsup[¢y, (W) (A de(u, v)” + §75,(v))]
ver-1({r(@)}) Moo
= —Cr(w) S, p€k(u),

where we use that
lim sup(asby) = (lim CLg) (lim sup bg)
{—00 £—00 {—00

for any sequences (ay)en, (be)ren such that (ag)een converges to a positive number. Meanwhile for
we€ Y\ and u € 7 ({w}) we have
lim su o (W) S oy < inf  limsup (\ de(u,v)? + s
msup (G ()65 () < it Tmsup (uG) di(u 0 + 2 (0)
= inf V).
ey ™)

Since ¢y, converges g-a.e., it is bounded o-a.e, and by (3.17),

(3.29)

L (1) S g (1) < (sup (O (w >) e, (n(u), )

M’eN

for o-a.e. w. Again since my, € PJ (E), by (2.4) we have

(3.30) [t wimi (o) € 7(0) € L' (o),
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hence we may use Fatou’s lemma to obtain

(3.31) lim sup/ (—Crmr(W)Sxpiy) dmyy < / limsup (=5 (W) Sx, p&inr) dmi
E E

M—oo M—o0

avg

for o-a.e. w. Since ¢ has finite total measure, L™ (o)-convergence of the Cr..pr implies the restricted

sequence (CZfﬁ]le)MeN converges in L'(c), necessarily to (y1q, = (k.
Next suppose (k|| 11, > 0, then we have HC,?’VJ\%}]IQIc HLI(U) > 0 for all M sufficiently large, and

av, -1 av. M—sc0
HCM@]IQ,CHLI(U)/leﬁ]leda M—roo, ||Ck||L1(U /Q/ Crdo

for any € € B,. Thus we can view HCan ]leHL1 Crinrla,0)men as a sequence in P(Q2) that

converges setwise to the probability measure ||Cq||/1 Li(o) Gko- Thus by (3.30), and using (2.4), the
L*(0)- and L™ (0)-convergence of ({4 Lo, )aren to ¢ yields

avg

lim sup /Q kM / & (m(u), u)dm (u)do

avg
M—ro0 k HC ]leHLl

lim su we / d? u)dm do
HCkHLl M-)oop /Qk Eyo k( )

HCkHLl /Qk Ck/ Eyo dmk( )dO'

20! C’ E(ce P
= oo |6 (04501, miy) ao
<—||Ck||LT(U)~<6'+MCU (6%, ®0m)p)<oo.
= Gl o) B =5 T

Since
~ [ Swaetam < [ @ rlu) w)dm)
E E

we may apply Fatou’s lemma for sequences of probability measures, [11, Theorem 4.1], with the
choices

Cavg]lﬂk
Hcavg]lgk HLl(

in the reference which yields

/ lim sup/ (—(Cosr o ™) S plty) dmpdo
o E

M—o0

= ||§kHL1(U)/ LthUP (_/ S)\kmgljvl%/[dmz) do
Qp ||Ck?||L1(o') M—ro00 E ’

avg

3 k av, °
2 ||§kHL1(o) lim sup / ave M /SAk,pﬁkadmkda
M—oo Qp HC ]leHLl(O') E

= lim sup < / ey / Snep€hnt dmkd0>
M —o00 Q.

= [ ) wimie), = [ 8,60
E

(3.32)
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above we have used that

hm Goyy >0 on Q.

If ||Ckll 15y = 0, we would have o(£2) = 0 and the same inequality (3.32) holds. By a calculation
analogous to (3.4), for any M € N we have

M
(3.33) —(Gaar © ™) Snenbins = Z Qs © ) S, pEk,ms
thus combining the above with (3.31) and (3.32) we see

/ /hmsup o ) Sx, pEnar) dmpdo
o JE

M—o0

> limsup | —— m/ S mdmido | .
M—)oop ( M mZ::I/Qk Ck’ E Ampgk’ g )

Now since {(;'y;} men converges uniformly to 0 on Q\ (2 Uy ;) , for all M sufficiently large we
have

(3.34)

—Goar (T (W) Sxp8inr (1) < A dipy (m(w),w)  for u € ™1 (Q\ (2% U Quy))-

Since the expression on the right-hand side has finite integral with respect to my, by Fatou’s
lemma and (3.33) we have

/ / limsup (—((exy © 7)Shpéiar) dmpdo

M
1
> lim SUP/ / —— E (Clym © T)Sn, p&r,mdmydo |

=1

thus combining with (3.34) we have
/ / lim sup ( 0 ) Sxepl ar) dmydo
ON\Q; JE M—oo

> lim sup/ / (—— (Cym © )S,\k,pgkm) dm3do.
M—oo JO\Qy ;

By the L"' (¢)-convergence of {Cnrfaren to 0 on € ; and (3.30), we find

M
1
lim su - mom)S m | dmido
mon [ (3 B0 m) k

=1

‘ L (o) H/ Ak ZXJ dE HJ m(u) (yO) )pdm;(u)

(3.35)

< lim sup Hc,jvj(g/[]lgk ;
M—oco ’ ’




62

which in turn yields

M

1

limsup/ / i (Choym © ™) S5, pEkm | dmydo
M—=oo JO\Q ; J E Mm:l
zlimsup//<

M —o00 OJE

—limsup/ /

M —o00 Qk,j E

zlimsup//<

M —o00

> nf %Pqu%q
P}() AN

M

Ck‘ m S)\k pgk; m) dm;do’

m=1

M
m=1

[]= <[

Ck,m © W)S)\k7p§k,m> dm;da

=1

n),

3

= §|H T §|H

—~

by (3.13). Combining this with (3.28), (3.29), and (3.35) and since €, is disjoint with € ;, we
obtain

K

K
— Cr(w /S pEedmydo(w / inf do
Z/ ) [ Susdnidr) =30 [ o)

Although the elements do not necessarily belong to (Z,/, x &,)%, we do have ¢, € L' (¢) with
1Ckll sy < 1, and & continuous on 7 ({w}) for o-a.e. w. By (3.16) and the measurability of
(3.24) and (3.25), we find

K

inf ndo //7] dn®do
/Q\(QkUQk])ﬂ— 1({w}) k ( ) Z alE k

=1

Z /Q G / She pgkdmkdwrz

k=1

K
= Z/ ( Ck/ S pSrdmy, — /nkdn') da— / /nkdn’do—
E Q.
(3.36) ‘
/ / —nr+ inf 7 ) dn®do(w)
O\ (2, UQy ;) 7= ({w})
K K
< - S, pErdmy, + / dn’) do — / / dn®do
Z/ngk</E e pSdmy, Efk ; - T

k=1

K
— _Z/ G (/ SAk,pgkde‘F/gkdn.) do,
k=1 "% E E

where the final limit follows because o(§,;) — 0 as j — oo, and (3.16) combined with the
estimates (3.26) and (3.27) implies each n, € L'(n). Since

(3.37) — (@) (S p8 (1) + &k (V) < AeCe(w) dip(u, v)”
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for all w € Q' and u, v € 77 ({w}), (3.36) implies

- ZK: /Qk Ck </ SxepSrdmy, +/ £kdn'> do

K
> 535)\%3? Z Ak “M{E mk> ) ]]'Q\Qk L7 (o) T Z Ak “M{f(m;’n.)plﬂk
k=1 k=1

L7(a)

K
> Z )\k HM{f(m;, n.)p]lgk‘
k=

1
> — ,i:/ Ck (/ Sxkpgkdmk—i—/&kdn)da

hence for any 1 < k < K, for o-a.e. w € Q\ ), we have M{f(mf,n“) = 0, in particular m§ = n.
Now the above also implies

K K
-> / Ce < / S, pErdmy, + / mw) do =" A [[MKE (mp, n*)P1g,
k=1 Qk E E k=1

then by (3.37), each term in the sum on the left of the inequality above is less than or equal to
each term in the sum on the right, in particular we have termwise equality for each 1 < k < K.

Let k be the distinguished index in our hypothesis. Then again using the dual characterization
of the L"(o) norm ([12, Proposition 6.13]),

_/ Ck (/ S,\Mgkdm; + / §kdn') do = )\k HM{f(m;,n')p]le
Q E E

> [ GMKE (g o
Qp

—/ Ck </ S)\k,pgkdm; —|—/£kdn’) do
Q E E
In particular, for g-a.e. w € € we must have

[ Sstuamt — [ g = 2N 0y
E E

LT(U) Y

L7 (o)

Fix w € ) where this equality holds, with w € U; for some j € N where the measure (=, )ym}
is absolutely continuous with respect to Voly. Suppose jy is the unique index such that w € Vj,
then if we define @, 1, : Y — R and py, v, € Py(Y) by

—_ P A d? —_ _ w
h(8) 1 = ((Snewbh) 0 Zjo )V (5),  Gut) =9V (1), o = Egmy, v = (EL)m”,
the above implies

_/ gbwd,uw_/wwdl/w :)\k W?(Mwal/w)g
Y Y

Since ft, = g;O(W)ﬁ(Ej_’j))ﬁm;: and gj:o(w) is an isometry of Y, we also see y,, is absolutely continuous
with respect to Voly. Let v € II(uy,v,) be a p-optimal coupling between p,, and v,. Then we
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obtain
(3.38) —du(t) — ,(s) = A dy(t,s)P, ~%-ae. (t,s).

Since

— Ak dY(yOa t)p - %(yo) < ¢w(t) < S)\kvpgk(EjO#U(t))?
we see ¢, is bounded on any compact subset of Y, and since it is a Ag dj-transform of some
function, by Corollary 3.9 ¢, is uniformly Lipschitz on any compact subset of Y \ dY. Thus
by Rademacher’s theorem ¢, is differentiable Voly-a.e. on Y. Let ¢t € Y \ 9Y be a point of
differentiability for ¢,, such that there exists s; € Y satisfying (3.38); as m{ is absolutely continuous
with respect to Voly, the set of such ¢ has full m{ measure. Let us denote by (-, -)y the Riemannian

metric on Y, and write |-, = (-, )%/2 If a function f on Y is differentiable at ¢t € Y \ 9Y, then

flexpy (V) = f(t) +e(V.Vy f(t))y +o(e) ase—0

for any unit tangent vector V to Y at t, where exp” is the exponential map of Y and Vy f is the
gradient of f. This with the choice f = ¢,, implies

dy (exp; (eV), 51)" > —du(expy (eV)) — tu(st)

= —e(V, Vy¢u(t))y — du(t) — thu(st) + o(e)
= —e(V,Vyo,(t))y + dy(t,s)’ +o(e) ase — 0.

Thus the above shows ' + dy (', s;)? is subdifferentiable at ¢ = t, while since d? = (d})?/? we
see that [27, Proposition 6] implies superdifferentiability when s, # ¢, hence t' — dy (¢, s;)? is
differentiable at ¢’ = t if s, # t. Since p > 1, when s; # t by taking the derivative of (3.38) with
respect to ¢, after some tedious but routine calculation we obtain that Vy ¢, (t) # 0 and

oy ([T [T Vyeu(®)
o (‘ ey |vy¢w<t>|y>’

and if either Vy ¢, (t) = 0 or ¢, is not superdifferentiable at ¢, we have s, = t. This shows that
there is a p-a.e. single valued map 7% on Y such that the pair (¢,7%(t)) satisfy the equality in
(3.38). Combining with [15, Lemma 2.4] necessarily we have that v = (Id xT*)4p,,. The map T
is entirely determined by &, hence so is the right marginal v, for o-a.e. w € . All together this
implies n” is determined for g-a.e. w by (i or &, thus we see the MC7 -barycenter is unique. [

Proof of Corollary 1.10. We can apply Theorem 1.8 (1), (2), and (3) with any value of g and 2 a
one-point space, and o the associated delta measure and the claims follow immediately. Regarding
the duality result, also recall Remark 1.9. O
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