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A note on the differentiability of the
Hellinger-Kantorovich distances

Florentine Catharina Fleif3ner *

Abstract
This paper will deal with differentiability properties of the class of Hellinger-Kantorovich
distances HKy x> (A, > 0) which was recently introduced on the space M(R?) of finite
nonnegative Radon measures. The .#'-a.e.-differentiability of

t— l—KA,E(Nta V)27

for v € M(R?) and absolutely continuous curves (u); in (M(R?), K x), will be examined
and the corresponding derivatives will be computed. The characterization of absolutely
continuous curves in (M(R?), K, x) will be refined.

1 Introduction

Recently, a new class of distances on the space M(R?) of finite nonnegative Radon measures
was established by three independent teams [8, 9, [7, [3, 4]. We will follow the presentation
of these distances by Liero, Mielke and Savaré [8, 9] who named it Hellinger-Kantorovich
distances. The class of Hellinger-Kantorovich distances HKyx (A, X > 0) is based on the
conversion of one measure into another one (possibly having different total mass) by means of
transport and creation / annihilation of mass. The parameters A and ¥ serve as weightings of
the transport part and the mass creation/annihilation part respectively. To be more precise,
the square HKy s(pu1, p12)? of the Hellinger-Kantorovich distance HKy y; between two measures
p1, p2 € M(R?) on R? corresponds to

2
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with entropy cost functions %(ai logo; —o; + 1),
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B dpi

o (v; i-th marginal of ~), (1.2)
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and transportation cost function

enn(d) im {—%log(cos(\/z/(élA)d)) if d < my/A/T, L3
AT o0 it d > m\/A/S. ’

There exists an optimal plan 7 for the Logarithmic Entropy-Transport problem (I1]) (¢f. Thm.
3.3 in [9]), and if p is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and 7 is
such optimal plan, then there exists a Borel optimal transport mapping ¢t : R¢ — R% so that
takes the form

7 = (I xt)pn = (I xt)goimn

(cf. Thm. 4.5 in [6] and Thm. 6.6 in [9]). We refer the reader to ([9], Cor. 7.14, Thms.
7.17 and 7.20) for the proofs that HK, » defined via the Logarithmic Entropy-Transport prob-
lem (1)) indeed represents a distance on the space of finite nonnegative Radon measures and
that (M(R?), KK, ») is a complete metric space. Furthermore, the Hellinger-Kantorovich dis-
tance H, » metrizes the weak topology on M(R?) in duality with continuous and bounded
functions (cf. Thm. 7.15 in [9]) and can be interpreted as weighted infimal convolution of
the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance and the Hellinger-Kakutani distance. A representation
formula a la Benamou-Brenier which can be proved for HK, v (cf. ([9], Thm. 8.18; [8], Thm.
3.6(v))) justifies this interpretation:

1
I'KA72(/,L1,/,L2)2 = min {/ /d (A|vt|2 + Z|wt|2) dpg dt g (w0) ,u2} (1.4)
o Jr

where 11y (hzge) o means that p @ [0,1] — M(R?) is a continuous curve connecting 1(0) =
and p(1) = po and satisfying the continuity equation with reaction

Oppie = —Adiv(vgpey) + Swypuy, (1.5)

governed by Borel functions v : (0,1) x R? — R? and w : (0,1) x R — R with

1
//(A|vt|2+2|wt|2)dutdt<+oo, (1.6)
0 R4

in duality with C*-functions with compact support in (0.1) x RY, i.e.

/0 /Rd (O(t,x) + A(VY(t,x),v(t,x)) + Z(t, z)w(t,z)) dp(z) dt = 0 (1.7)

for all 1 € C°((0,1) x RY).

The class of such continuous curves p satisfying ((LH]), (I.6])) for some Borel vector field
(v, w) coincides with the class of absolutely continuous curves (u)iep1) in (M(RY), KKy ) with
square-integrable metric derivatives (cf. Thms. 8.16 and 8.17 in [9], see Sect. Blin this paper).
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In order to deepen our understanding of a distance, it is always worth studying its differ-
entiability along absolutely continuous curves (e.g. see Chap. 8 in [I] for the corresponding
analysis of the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance on the space of Borel probability measures
with finite second order moments). The present paper addresses this issue for the class of
Hellinger-Kantorovich distances on the space of finite nonnegative Radon measures. Clearly, if
(14¢)te(0,1) is an absolutely continuous curve in (M(R?), H, 5;) and v € M(R?), then the mapping

t = By s (e, v)? (1.8)

is Z'-a.e. differentiable. A natural question that arises is the one of the concrete form of the
corresponding derivatives. We will answer this question for absolutely continuous curves with
square-integrable metric derivatives (for which such characterization (LT) is available), refine
that characterization by providing more information on (v, w) (see Prop. B]) and determine

d

EH’(A,Z(UU v)? (1.9)

at L-ae. t € [0,1] (see Thm. [B4). This piece of work can be viewed as continuation of
Sect. 2 in the author’s paper [5] constituting a starting point for the study of differentiability
properties of the Hellinger-Kantorovich distances. Therein, we identified elements of the Fréchet
subdifferential of mappings

ts —Hy s (I + )4 (1 +tR) o, v)?

at t = 0, for pg, v € M(R?) and bounded Borel functions v : R? — R? and R : R? — R. That
subdifferential calculus was an essential ingredient for our Minimizing Movement approach to
a class of scalar reaction-diffusion equations [5] substantiating their gradient-flow-like structure
in the space of finite nonnegative Radon measures endowed with the Hellinger-Kantorovich
distance HKy 5.

The proof in [9] that absolutely continuous curves in (M(H), HK, ) with square-integrable
metric derivatives are characterized via ((LH), (I.6)) was carried out only for H = R?, endowed
with usual scalar product (-,-) and norm |- | := 4/(-, ), but according to a comment at the
beginning of Sect. 8.5 in [9], it should be possible to prove such characterization result in a
more general setting. We would like to remark that also our computation of the derivatives
(L9) may be adapted for general separable Hilbert spaces H.

Our plan for the paper is to give an equivalent characterization of the Hellinger-Kantorovich
distances in Sect. 2 and to perform the computation of the derivatives (L)) in Sect.

2 Optimal transportation on the cone

According to ([§], Sect. 3) and ([9], Sect. 7), the Logarithmic Entropy-Transport problem (I.1))
translates into a problem of optimal transportation on the geometric cone € on R?, see (2.7)),



([2.8)) below. The fact that all the information on transport of mass and creation / annihilation
of mass according to ([LI]) lies in a pure transportation problem has proved extremely useful
for the analysis of HK, 5 in [9] and for our subdifferential calculus in [5].

The geometric cone is defined as the quotient space

¢ :=R% x [0,400)/ ~ (2.1)
with
(x1,71) ~ (22,79) & T =r9=00r711 =79, T3 = X9 (2.2)

and is endowed with a class of distances de¢ax (A, X > 0). The vertex o (for r = 0) and [z, 7]
(for z € R? and r > 0) denote the corresponding equivalence classes and

4
deas(z1, 1), [:52,7’2])2 = i(r% + 73 — 2r175 COS ((\/2/4/\ |xy — x2|> A 7r> (2.3)

(where o is identified with [z, 0] for some Z € R?). The distance dg o » gives rise to an optimal
transport problem on the cone and therewith to an extended quadratic Kantorovich-Wasserstein
distance W¢ o » on the space My(€) of finite nonnegative Radon measures on € with finite
second order moments, i.e. [,deas([z,7],0)*da([z,r]) < +oco. The extended Kantorovich-
Wasserstein distance We p s:(av1, o) between two measures oy, ag € My(€) is equal to +oo if
a1(€) # as(€) and is given by

Weas(ar, az)? := min { / dens (1, m1], [12,72))2dB | B € M(a, a2)} (2.4)
Cx¢

if a1(€) = (), with M(ay, as) being the set of finite nonnegative Radon measures on € x €
whose first and second marginals coincide with a; and ay. Every measure a € My(€) on the
cone is assigned a measure ha € M(R?) on RY,

ha == x4 (ra), (2.5)
with (x,r) : € — R? x [0, +00) defined as
(x,r)([z,r]) :== (z,r) for [x,r] € €, >0, (x,r)(0) := (,0), (2.6)

which means [, ¢(x) d(ba) = [, r*¢(x) da for all continuous and bounded functions ¢ : RY — R
(short ¢ € CY(R?)). Please note that the mapping b : My(€) — M(R?) is not injective.

Now, an equivalent characterization of the Hellinger-Kantorovich distance HK, y; is given by
the transportation problems

|‘KA7E(,[L1 ,u2)2 = min{WcAZ(al,a2)2 ’ o; € MQ(Q:), bOéi = ,UZ} (27)
4 2

= mll’l{WQAg Oél,Oég 2 + E Z f)OéZ Rd)‘ o; € MQ(Q:), f)Ozi < /J,Z'}, (28)
=1
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cf. Probl. 7.4, Thm. 7.6, Lem. 7.9, Thm. 7.20 in [9]. Every solution v € M(R? x R?) to
the Logarithmic Entropy-Transport problem (L)) induces a solution g € M(€ x €) to ((2.8),
[2.4)): if v is an optimal plan for ([LT]) with Lebesgue decompositions

pi = piyi + 1 (2.9)

then
= ([e1, Vpr ()], [22, v/ pa(2) )4y € M(C x ) (2.10)
is an optimal plan for the transport problem ((2.8), (24) (cf. ([9], Thm. 7.20(iii))). Further-

more, if € M(€ x €) is a solution to ((2.8]), (2.4])) or a solution to ((27), (2.4])) (which exists
by ([9], Thm. 7.6)), then

ﬁ({([m,h], [T2,72]) €EE X C: 11,79 >0, |11 — 29| > w\/W}) =0, (2.11)

(cf. ([9], Lem. 7.19)).

Finally, we show how to construct geodesics in (€, d¢ o x) (cf. Sect. 8.1 in [9]) as they will
play an important role in our analysis of (L3]). We suppose that |x; —z5| < my/A/X, r1,r9 > 0,
and search for functions R : [0, 1] — [0,400) and 6 : [0, 1] — [0, 1] so that the curven : [0,1] — €
defined as n(s) := [z1 + 0(s)(x2 — x1), R(s)] is a (constant speed) geodesic connecting [z, 7]
and [xg, 73], which means d¢a x(1(s),n(t)) = |s — t|deax([z1,71], [x2,r2]) for all s, € [0,1]. If
r1 = x9, we set 0 = 0. We note that

deas(n(s),n(t))* = [z(s) — 2B, (2.12)

where z : [0,1] — C is the curve in the complex plane C defined as

2 )
(s) = = R(s) e (29(3)\/2/4/\ 2y — m), (2.13)

and |-|c denotes the absolute value for complex numbers. Thus, if z is a geodesic in the complex

plane between z; := %rl and zo 1= 7”2 exp ( VEJAN |z — xﬂ)
2(s) =21+ $(zg — 2z1) forall s €[0,1], (2.14)

then 7 is a geodesic in (€, d¢ a x) between [z1,71] and [z3,75]. This condition yields an appro-
priate choice for R : [0,1] — [0,400) and € : [0,1] — [0,1], and it is not difficult to see that
they are both smooth functions, their first derivatives satisfy

4 / 2 1 2/n/ 2 2 2
S(R(5)? + TR(E($) a1 — a2 = deaslon, ], [r2,m2))? forall s € (0,1), (2.15)

and they are right differentiable at s = 0. We obtain a geodesic from [zq,7;] to the vertex o
by setting § = 0 and R(s) := (1 — s)r; and identifying o with [z, 0]. Also in this case, (2.15)
holds good.

1

according to Lem. 2.3 in [9], there exist Borel functions p; : R? — [0, +00) and nonnegative finite Radon
measures p; € M(RY), uit Lv;, so that (1) holds good
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3 Differentiability results

We fix A, ¥ > 0 and examine the behaviour of the Hellinger-Kantorovich distance HK, 5, along
absolutely continuous curves.

Let (f1t)teo1) be an absolutely continuous curve in (M(R?), H, ;) with square-integrable
metric derivative, i.e. the limit

- HKA s (fgn, 1)
A ) )

exists for Z1-a.e. t € (0,1), the function ¢ + |u}| which is called metric derivative of (i),
belongs to L2((0,1)) and

t
H A s (s, ) < / || dr forall 0 <s<t<1 (3.2)

(cf. Def. 1.1.1 and Thm. 1.1.2 in [I]). According to Thms. 8.16 and 8.17 in [9], there exists a
Borel vector field (v, w) : (0,1) x R? — R¢ x R so that the continuity equation with reaction

Oypte = —Adiv(vgpey) + Xwypy (3.3)

(ve :==0(t,+), wy ;== w(t,-)) holds good, in duality with C*-functions with compact support in

(0,1) x R (see (7)), and
/ (A|ve]? + Slwy|*) dpy = |pf]*  for L -ae. t € (0,1). (3.4)
Rd

For every ¢t € (0,1) and h € (—t,1 —t), there exists a plan S, € M(€ x €) which is optimal
in the definition of HKx s (¢, fir4r)? according to (2.7), 2.4)) and whose first marginal 7 B ¢4
satisfies

ot dtmhsien) = [ offe ) dc+ 1o (35)

for all ¢ € CY(€) (cf. Thm. 7.6 and Lem. 7.10 in [9]).
We fix v € M(R?). Tt follows from (B.2]) that

t— Ha s (e, v) (3.6)

is an absolutely continuous mapping from [0, 1] to [0, +0c) and thus Z'-a.e. differentiable.
The plan of this section is as follows. First, Prop. Bl will identify (v;, w;) as belonging to
a particular class of functions. Second, the push-forwards of 3, ;. through mappings

(19 = (x), 700), (75 R () (9)x0) — x)), 1R n())) (BT)



from (Qﬁx@)\{([wl,ﬁ], (29, 79]) € €XC: 71,7 > 0, |w1—ao| > 7 A/E} to (RYxR) x (R?xR)
will be considered, for s € (0,1), with y; := [z;,7], X, r as in (2.6]), and

[07 1] S8 (‘9[11,7‘1},[%27%](8)7 R[mmﬂ,[m,rz](s)) < [07 1] X [07 +OO)
being constructed according to Sect. 2 (cf. (2.12)-(2.I5)) so that
s = [xl + 9[961,7’1]7[502,7’2}(S> (x2 - xl)v R[:ﬂ,rﬂ,[zz,rz](‘g)] is a geOdeSiC from [flfl, Tl] to [x27 712]’ (38>

Please recall (2.I1) in this context and note that, by (2153, the mappings ([B.17) are Borel
measurable. Their second components may be interpreted as blow-ups of tangent vectors to
geodesics in (€, d¢ o x) and Prop. B3l will provide information on the limits of the corresponding
push-forwards of 3 ;1 as h — 0, linking them to (v, w;). That result will be helpful in studying
the Z1-a.e.-differentiability of the mapping (3.6) and finally, in Thm. B4l we will determine
the derivatives by computing

d
EI'KA,Z(,UU v)? (3.9)

at Ll-ae. t€(0,1).

The above notation holds good throughout this section.

Proposition 3.1. For £'-a.e. t € (0,1), the Borel function (v, w;) belongs to the closure in
L2(us, R? x R) of the subspace {(V(,¢): ¢ € CP(R?)}.

Here (L2(ju, R X R), || |[1.2(4,rexR)) denotes the normed space of all fi-measurable functions
(7, w) from R? to R? x R satisfying

1/2
10 0oy = ([ QI+ Sl d) " < o (3.10)
R

Proof. We construct a Borel vector field (9, w) : (0,1) x R? — R¢ x R satisfying (3.3)) so that,
for #t-a.e. t € (0,1), the function (%, w;) belongs to the closure in L2(u;, R? x R) of the
subspace {(V(,¢): ¢ € C(R?)} and

1 B0 B s cmy = / (A5 + Sanf?) dur < |2 (3.11)

Rd
We begin the proof with some estimations. Let ¢ € C°(R?). It follows from the construction
of Rizy v wa,ra] A0 Oz, 1] [20,ro] according to (2.12)-(2ZI5) that

2 d )

E@R[ml,rl],[mz,rﬂ (8 = d@,A,z([%, 7”1], [$27 7”2])27

)
f;17r1]7[m2,r2}(S)R[Il,rﬂ,[xgﬂ“z](S>2(x2 - I1) < Cz,Ade,A,z([Il, 7”1], [I2, 7’2])27
12601, 1)) () Rirs ) (3R e () (2 = 20)| < Cmaden (o, il [z, o))
‘% [gb(‘”l + e[wl,rl},[wwz](s)(iﬂz - xl))y[wl,rﬂ,[xg,rz](s)Z < Cquz,Ad@,A,z([iEl, ], [x2, 7’2])2,
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for s € (0,1), with Cy > 0 only depending on ¢ and Cy p = 2X + 4A; we refer the reader
to the proof of Prop. 2.5 in [5] for details. With (2.I5]) and these estimations on hand, it is
straightforward to prove that there exists a constant Cy 5 » > 0 only depending on ¢, A and X
so that

01,95 (3) = P ()] < Cons deas(yr, yo)?, (3.12)
4,0;1@2( 5)= (V(b(xl), Y1 92(8)(:62_@»9{91’3’2( ) +2¢(x1> y1 y2(s>jzy1792(8)‘ < Cpax de,A,E(yl,y2)2
(3.13)

and
<<v¢(gj1)’ o (8) (2= 22)) Ry o (5) 20 (21) R, (5 )) <:Ry1,y2(3) —7°1> ’ < Cyaz deas(yr, v2)?
(3.14)

for all s,5 € (0,1), with y; := [, 73], ©yy.40(5) = O(@1 4Oy 1] ] () (@2 = 21)) Ry 1] ara) ()
Now, let t € (0,1) so that the limit (3] exists and €, := €\ {o}. By applying (Z.I1)),

BI13), B.14), (3.5), Holder’s inequality and (2.I5), we obtain

1
‘/ ¢d,ut+h—/ ¢dp| = ‘/ ¢(xo)r (Il)Tl dﬁtt—i—h’ </ / |90;1,y2(8)\d5dﬁt,t+h <
Rd exe exe

[ 090608~ 200 R 6) 4 260, 8] A5
Cox€ JO

+ 20, sHKA (1, pern)’ <

( /¢ <A|v¢|2+z¢2) d(w;,gﬁt,m))l/z( /¢ . /0 1 (%9{2(9')% —x1|2+%(32’)2) dsdﬁtm)” i

+2C5 A sHa s (e, prrn)® <
< (V. )|z raxry s (b, trisn) 4 2Cp 4 sHK A s (1, prsn)?

and thus,

< ||(V¢, ¢)||L2(ut,RdXR)|p’1’t|‘ (3-15)

At this point, we may follow the proof of Thm. 8.3.1 in [I]. Therein, a similar characterization
of absolutely continuous curves in the space of Borel probability measures with finite second
order moments, endowed with the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance, was given by solving a
suitable minimum problem. We adapt that approach. Let u € M((0,1) x R?) be defined by

, 1
lim sup —— ) ddpren — [ @ dpu
h—0 |h| Rd Rd

[ s dutes) / $(t,2) dpu()
(0,1)xRd R4

for all ¢ € C{((0,1) x R?), and let (L*(u,R? X R), || - ||12(uraxr)) denote the normed space of
all p-measurable vector fields (9, 0) from (0,1) x R? to R? x R satisfying

1/2
H(’Ut,'wt)HLQ ,uRdXR / / A‘Ut‘ + E|wt| )d/,l/t dt) < +00. (316)



An application of (3.13]), Fatou’s Lemma, Hélder’s inequality and Hahn-Banach Theorem shows
that there exists a unique bounded linear functional L defined on the closure V in L?(p, R¢ x R)
of the subspace {(V(,¢): ¢ € C2((0,1) x R%)}, satisfying

L((V¢,0)) = —/0 /R BiC(t, ) dpp dt for all ¢ € C2((0,1) x RY). (3.17)

We consider the minimum problem

min { 5110, 0) 22 maney — L0 0)) - (0,10) €V} (3.18)

The same argument as in the proof of Thm. 8.3.1 in [I] proves that the unique solution (0, w)
to ([BI8) (which clearly exists) satisfies ([B.3) and, for Z'-a.e. t € (0,1), the function (o, wy)
belongs to the closure in L?(y;, R? x R) of the subspace {(V(, () : ¢ € C®(RY)} and B.II)
holds good. By Thm. 8.17 in [9], for every Borel vector field (9,w) € L?(u, R x R) satisfying
the continuity equation with reaction (3.3) the opposite inequality holds good, i.e.

/ (A|og)? + Z||?) dpy > |ps)* for L-aet € (0,1).
Rd

It follows from this and from the strict convexity of || - |75, ga, g that the Borel vector field
(0,w) solves (([B.3), (34)) and that it coincides .#!-a.e. with any other vector field solving
(B3), (B4)). This completes the proof of Prop. Bl 0O

Definition 3.2. Let D(R?) be a countable subset of C°(R%) so that every function in C°(R%)
can be approximated in the C'-norm by a sequence of functions in D(R?).
We define N as the set of points ¢ € (0,1) at which the following holds good:

(i) the limit (B1)) exists,

(i) (v, w;) belongs to the closure in L2(p;, R? x R) of the subspace {(V(, () : ¢ € C®(RY)}
and satisfies (3.4]),

(iii) the mapping

1
t s 5I-KAZ(% v)? (3.19)

is differentiable at t,

(iv) and, for all ¢ € D(RY),

tim - ( /R g - /R ) = /R (YY) + S . (3:20)

h—0 h



Please note that (0,1) \ N is an .Z'-negligible set; it follows from (I7) that, for fixed
Y € C®(RY), the mapping t — Jga ¥ dpe is absolutely continuous from [0, 1] to R and (3.20)
holds good at Z'-a.e. t € (0,1).

We turn to the push-forward Ay, . € M((RYxR) x (RExR)) of B; 4,1, through B.71), defined
by

/ D(y) A,
(RexR)x (RExR)

1 2
- / 200D, (g Riewrsteard(Whaym o258 = 20)s 35 % () ) B

for all ® € C((R? x R) x (R? x R)).
Proposition 3.3. The following holds good for all t € N.
(i) Let s € (0,1). Then

lim B(y)dA, s = / O((2,1), (), wi(2)) dpee (3.21)

h=0 J(RdxR)x (RExR) Rd

for all continuous functions ® : (RY x R) x (R? x R) — R satisfying the growth condition
[D((wr,m1), (22,m2))| < C(1+ [zl + Iral?) (3:22)

for some C' > 0.

(ii) Define €, := {[:)3,7’] e\ {o}: |n(2)] < - and |w,(z)] < —2 } and 2,5, € — €,

Vi VI
=) = {E ;Ahvt(:c),r(l + Zhwy(x))] Zs[j,r] € Cin, (3.23)

Let x5 = (Etvh)#(ﬂéﬁuﬁh) be the push-forward of the first marginal of Byiyn through
Et,h; Ze

/¢ o[z, 7]) dxun = /¢ SEen([z, 7)) d(ThBrisn)

for all ¢ € CY(€). Then
lim H s 5 (Letns BXe0)?

lim = = 0. (3.24)

Proof. We set Y := R? x R.
(i) Let t € N and s € (0,1). We note that, by (2.15]) and Def. B2(i),

I_KA,Z(:Uta Mt+h)2
B2

/ (Alzal + Sfraf?) dApo((21,71), (22,72)) = — i[> ash— 0. (3.25)
Y XY

10



We may apply Prokhorov’s Theorem to any sequence (A, s)ken, i — 0, of measures from
the family (A¢ps)ne(—t,1-1) C€ M(Y x Y), since such sequence is bounded and equally tight by
(B.5) and (3.25), and we obtain a subsequence hy, — 0 and a measure A € M(Y x Y') so that
(At py, s )1en converges to A in the weak topology on M(Y xY), in duality with continuous and

bounded functions. So let (A;p, s)ien (ki — 0) be a convergent sequence with limit measure
AeMY xY), ie

lim O(y)dAsp,s = / O(y)dA (3.26)
Y XY

=0 YXY

for all ® € CY(Y x V). We want to identify A as ((z,1), (vi(z), wi(x))) . It is not difficult
to infer from (B.3) that the first marginal 7, A of A coincides with (z, 1)upu, i.e.

/gb 7)) d(rhA /¢ ((z,1)) dp (3.27)

for all ¢ € CY(Y). Let ¢p € D(RY). Then (B.26) also holds good for ®((zy,71), (z9,72)) =
A(NVY(xy), xa) + Ew(xl)m] r1: Indeed, we have

lim ((I)N) dAt,hl,s = / ((I)N) dA
Y XY

=00 YXY

for all N > 0, with &y := (P AN) V (=N). Setting Yy :={(z,7) € Y : |z|+|r| > N}, Cy =

sup,cra{| VY (2)| + [¢(z)|}, and applying (8.25),(B.5) and (B.27), we conclude that for every
€ > 0 there exists N, > 0 so that

/ (|£L’2|+|T2|)dAt7hl7s+/ (|$2|+|T2|)dA SE fOI‘ aHNZNE, ZGN,
Y XYy Y XYy

and

limsup‘ / O A, p s — / <I>dA‘
l—00 YxY Y XY

< limsup}/ (®C¢(A+E)Ne)dAt,hl,s_/ P, (armn, dA
Y XY Y XY

=0

+ Cy(A + X) lim sup/ (|za] + |re|) d(A¢p,s + A)
YXYNe

l—00

< COy(A+Y)e.

Hence, taking (B.27) into account, we obtain

lim |:A<V1/J(£L’1), To) + 21?@1)7”2} r1dAp,s = /

l=0oo Jyxy Y XY

[A(W(xl), 22) + St )re| dA.
(3.28)
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It holds that
[ vt = [ wap= [ - vl dde
R Rd exe
|
= / / E [1/}(‘751 + 9[x1,r1]7[:c2,7’2}(5> (I2 - x1>>jz[x1,r1]7[xz,rz}(S>2} ds dﬁt,t-l-hz
exe Jo
so that (3.20), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)), Def. B.2(i) and (3.28)) yield
) 1
[ v+ s = Jim o ([ vdin,— [ vaw)
Rd Rd Rd

=00 h’l

= lim [ AT (). ma) + Se)ra|r dAg, . = / (A1), 22) + ()] dA,

l=0oo Jyxy YxY

According to the Disintegration Theorem (see e.g. Thm. 5.3.1 in [1]) and ([B.27), there exists
a Borel family of probability measures (A,,),,ere C M(Y), A, (Y) =1, so that

/ny Pda = /Rd </Y(I)((x1’ 1), (22,72)) dAml((@ﬂb))) dpe(z1)

for all A-integrable maps ® : Y x Y — R. We infer from ([B.25)) that, for p-a.e. z; € RY, the
measure A,, has finite second order moment and we define the function (va,wa) : R — R4 R
by
va (D) = / A, (,72)), wa(zr) = / radA,, ((22,72)  for p-ace. 71 € RY.  (3.20)
Y Y

The function (va,wa) is Borel measurable (cf. (5.3.1) and Def. 5.4.2 in [I]), and
/ [A(T(a1), ) + D)o dA
Y XY
= [ (] [MT0te)) + S0w0r] e () diar)
Rd Ny
= [ (A(T008) + Sws) di
R
All in all, we have found that

/R AV, ) + D) dy = / (A4, va) + Swa) da (3.30)

R4

for all ¢ € D(RY). Since every function in C*°(R?) can be approximated in the Cl-norm by
a sequence of functions in D(R?) (cf. Def. B.2) and, by ([3.25) and Def. B.2(ii), the functions
VA, WA, Vg, Wy are square-integrable w.r.t. p,;, [3.30) holds good for all ¢» € C(R?) and for all

12



pairs in the L2(pus, R? x R)-closure of {(V(, () : ¢ € C(RY)}. It follows from this and from
Def. 3.2(ii) that

H(Uta wt)“%;z(ut,RdXR) = /Rd (A(Ut, 'UA) + Eth)A) d,ut (331)

Applying Hélder’s inequality to (B.31]), taking the definition (3.:29]) of va, wa, Jensen’s inequal-
ity, (3:26)), (3:25) and Def. B.2[(ii) into account, we obtain

1/2
[ (ve, W)l L2 (ue rixry < [ (Vas WA |2 rixr) < (/ (A|zo|? +2\T2|2)dﬁ> < (3.32)

Y XY

. 1/2
< lim (/ (Alwa]? + Blro|?) dAt,hz,s) = [1(ve, wi)l L2, raxmy — (3-33)
YxY

—00

so that, in fact, equality holds good everywhere in (3.32) and (3:33)). We infer from this and

from (331)) that

(v, we) = (v, wa)llL2u rixr) = 0

which means
vy(x) = va(x) and wy(x) = wa(z) for p-a.e. x € RY. (3.34)

Moreover, the fact that the second inequality in ([8.32)), resulting from Jensen’s inequality, is in
fact an equality and (3:34) yield Ay, = 8y, (21) @ Gy (21 for pe-a.e. z1 € R? (cf. a canonical proof
of Jensen’s inequality), i.e.

/Y O((2, 1)) dAg, = Blun(x), wi(z)) (3.35)

for all ¢ € CY(Y), for p-a.e. z; € RY.
Altogether, we may conclude that A = ((z, 1), (ve(z), wi()))xpie,

/ (Alzaf? + 2o dA = 2 = lim [ (Mool + Slro?) dByse (3.36)
Y XY

X Jyxy

and that (321]) holds good for all ® € CY(Y x Y'). A similar argument as in the proof of (3.28),
making use of (3.30]), will show (B.:21)) for all continuous functions ® : Y x Y — R satisfying
the growth condition ([8:22]) (c¢f. Thm. 7.12 in [10] where the space of Borel probability mea-
sures with finite second order moments is considered and the equivalence between convergence
in the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance and convergence in duality with continuous functions
satisfying a suitable growth condition is proved). This completes the proof of Prop. B3(i).

(ii) Let t € N. According to (2.7)), (2.4]), we have

HK , 2 1 —
asltens Ol [ ey s@aen ) oo vl A (337)
Ex¢C
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We will prove that the right-hand side of ([3.37) converges to 0 as h — 0.
First we note that, by Prokhorov’s Theorem, Def. B.2](ii) and the proof of Prop. B.3(i), every

sequence (((vt(xl),wt(xl)), (2, 72)) ¢ hy s e h; — 0, is relatively compact w.r.t. the weak

topology in M(Y xY') and in duality with continuous functions ® : Y xY — R satisfying (3.22),
and the second marginals of the corresponding limit measures coincide with (v (z), wy()) 4.
It follows from this and from an application of the Dominated Convergence Theorem that

1
lim thUP—Q/ deas([z1,71], [£2,72))* dBrssn = 0,
(Q\&,1/n)

N—=oo  p0

which implies
1

T / denss([w1, 1], [2,72])> dBrran = O. (3.38)
=0 W2 Jieve, e

Next we consider - - f& hxchA,E(Et,h([ﬂfl, 1)), [2,72])? dBs4sn. According to ([2], Sect. 3.6)
and (9], Sect. 8.1), the geometric cone (€, deax) is a length space and it holds that any curve
n = [x,r] : [0,1] = € for Cl-functions z : [0,1] — R? and r : [0,1] — [0, +00) is absolutely
continuous in (&, d¢ 4 ) and

deasn).0)* < [ (FO/F + 52 ()F) ds

(cf. ([9], Lem. 8.1)). We define, for y; := [z1,71] € Cpp, Y2 1= [22,72] € €, with |z, — 25| <
my/A/¥ if v, > 0, an absolutely continuous curve Cj =)y, : [0,1] — € connecting Z(y;) =
(21 4+ Ahvg(21), 71(1 + Shw(x1)/2)] and yo by setting Cpzy1).me = [Xhzw1) e Rozw) w2

Tnsnan(s) = 1+ O (52— 21) + AL 5)hun(), (3.39)
Rnztman(s) = Ryaa(s) (1450 = s)hu(an) /2) (3.40)

(cf. B8), @II)). The functions Xp =)y ¢ [0,1] = R and Ry =gy : [0,1] — [0, +00) are
continuously differentiable with

(R = (SR ()L Yhuwy()/2 + Ry 4, (5) = Ry, )Py (21)/2)
< 2\h|S denn(yr, yo)? +2<3z;1 e )—zrlhwt(gglm)?
and

Rz (510 20010 () S ARy (5)210), 4, (5) (2 — 1) = Ay
sm&m@%m@m—m>AmMmW+Mw%m rl?)

< 8(1Ryr0a()8),,,(5) (22 — 1) — Arihun(e) 2+ A2SIRI/4 den sl 12)°)
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where we have made use of (3.8), (Z.I5) and the fact that y; = [z1,71] € €. It follows from
the above estimations and an application of Fubini’s Theorem that

1 —_
7 / dens(En([z1, 1)), [2,72]) ABr i
Q:tyhXQt

1 La 1
= _2/ / <§(R2,5(y1),y2(5))2 + KRh,E(yl)y?&(8)2|x;175(y1),y2(s)|2> ds dBy tn
Ct’hXC 0

1
< / / <22(r2 — rywy(21))? + 8A|xy — 7’1%(%1)\2) dApn,s((w1,71), (12,72)) ds
0o Jyxy
I_KA,Z(:uta Mt+h)2
Al

with Cj y only depending on A and ¥. According to Def. B.2(ii), there exists a sequence of
functions ¢, € C(R?) (n € N) so that ((V(,, (n))nen converges to (vs, wy) in L2 (g, R? x R),
which means

lim (2 (Galan) = we(@))? + 13V Gu(21) = v (@)) dBopsl(@1,71), (22,72)) = 0 (3.41)

n—oo YxY

uniformly in h € (—t,1 —t) and s € (0,1). Moreover, Prop. B.3(i) and (3.5)) yield

+ CA;;

lim | (S0 = r1Gu(@0))* + Alwa = 11V Gu@n)I?) dAus = (10 00) = (VG Gl B oy

h—0 V<Y

(3.42)
for all n € N and s € (0,1). Altogether, by applying Def. B.2(i), (3.41]), (8.42) and Fatou’s
Lemma to the above estimation of ;5 f€t hquQA,g(Et,h([zl, 1)), [2, 7)) dBs 1n, We obtain

.1 -
fim s [ deas(Guallon i) e dBen = 0 (3.43)
h—0 h, Qt,hX€

which completes the proof of Prop. B.3(ii). O

We are now in a position to compute the derivative ([3.9) at every ¢ € N.

Theorem 3.4. If t € N and B, € M(C€ x €) is optimal in the definition of Hx s (p, v)?
according to (2.8), (24), with first marginal oy € My(€), by < py, and second marginal
o, € Ma(€), ha, < v, then the derivative -[EHKx (e, v)?] of BI9) at t coincides with

Fie + 2 /Rd wy(x) d(pe — how) (3.44)

where Fy . is defined as

2/€ . [wat(xl) — rirwy (1) cos(\/ B /4N 21 — xa|) — r1ra/A/S (Sas (1, 22), ve(21)) | Bt s,
(3.45)
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with

sin(\/M\xl—x2|) . .
San(ry, 29) 1= [o1—a2] (72 — 1) Z'f T 7 T2, (3.46)
0 Zf Tr1 = Ta.

Proof. Let t € N. Then (3.19)) is differentiable at ¢ and, by (3.24),

~ m sH s (bxen, v)? — 5HK L s (1, v)?

h—0 h ’ (347)

il

- 2
2I_KA,Z(,US> V) :|

s=t

with x5 defined as in Prop. B3(ii). Let x¢n := (E¢n)xaq be the push-forward of oy through
the mapping =, , defined as in (3.23). We have

6 d(B¥en) = / () dxon = / (1 + Shw(x)/2)°$(x + Ahwn(x) dag + / 2(x) oy
R4 ¢ [y A&

_ /(€ )(1+Zhwt(z)/2)2¢(x+Ahvt(x))dbat+ / o) dbas

x(€\&¢,p)

< / (m)(umwt(z)m) ¢(x + Ahvy(x)) dp + / ¢(z)dpy = /R 6d(hxun)

(E\& 1)

for all nonnegative bounded Borel functions ¢ : R? — R (cf. (ZH), ([Z0)), from which we infer
that

bxXern < bxin,
(Bxen — bYn)®Y = (e — har) (RY) + /

x(€4. 1)

(Ehwt(x) + Ezzzﬂwt(x)?) d(r — hay).

We obtain

N =

1
5 ("KA,Z(UXt,m v)? — K = (e, V)2> < = (WQ,A,E(Xt,h, )? — Wen s (a, Oé*)2>

+ 2 / o (hwt(x) + %mwt(x)?) d(r — hay).

The same argument as in the proof of Lem. 2.2 in [5] yields

. IWeas(Xen )? = $Weas(ay, a)?
lim sup <
h10 h

2/ . [T%wt(zl) — rrowy (1) cos(v/ X /4M|x1 — x3]) — rira/ A/E (San(T1, 2), ve(21)) | APy

< lim inf TWens(Xens ax)? — 3Wea s (o, o)’

h10 h

)
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with Sj x defined as in (3.40). Since the limit (3.47) exists and

lim (wt(z) + %hw&x)) d(pe — bay) = / wy () d(pe — bay),

h=0 Jx(@.n) Rd

it follows from the above computations that

lH’( 2 lH’( 2
hrn 2 A,Z(hXt,h? V) 2 A7Z(/J“t7 V) _ ?t* + 2/ wt(fﬁ) d(ﬂt - bOét)
h—0 h ’ Rd
The proof of Thm. B4 is complete. a

We would like to remark that the derivatives of (3.19) at t € N can be expressed equally in

terms of the Logarithmic Entropy-Transport characterization (IL1]) of the Hellinger-Kantorovich
distance HK, 1, by applying (2.I0) to the above representation (3.44)), (3.45) of the derivatives.
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gramme “Optimal Transport”.
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