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A RELAXATION VIEWPOINT TO UNBALANCED OPTIMAL
TRANSPORT: DUALITY, OPTIMALITY AND MONGE FORMULATION

GIUSEPPE SAVARE AND GIACOMO ENRICO SODINI

ABSTRACT. We present a general convex relaxation approach to study a wide class of Un-
balanced Optimal Transport problems for finite non-negative measures with possibly different
masses. These are obtained as the lower semicontinuous and convex envelope of a cost for
non-negative Dirac masses. New general primal-dual formulations, optimality conditions, and
metric-topological properties are carefully studied and discussed.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries, measures and functions on the cone 7
3. Convexification and duality 16
4. Existence of a maximazing pair for the dual problem 31
5. Optimality conditions 36
Appendix A. Metric and topological properties 49
Appendix B. The case of a cost function finite on an open cone 52
References 55

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of extending Optimal Transport methods to pairs of unbalanced non-negative
measures has been considered in a large number of works with different techniques and different
aims.

For what concerns dynamical formulations, many models inspired by the Benamou-Brenier’s
[BB0O] fluid dynamic formulation of the classical Kantorovich-Rubinstein-Wasserstein Optimal
Transport metric have been proposed, see for example [KMV16; Maa+15; LM15; PR14; PR16;
Chi+18a; Chi+18b; LMS18; LM19]. In such works, the authors consider source terms in the
continuity equation, thus leading to gain/loss of mass during the evolution. The models proposed
differ in the kind of source or penalization. We refer to [Chi+18a] where a more detailed
description of these models is given.

Static formulations of the Unbalanced Optimal Transport problem were proposed already
by Kantorovich and Rubinstein [KR58] and subsequently extended by Hanin [Han99] (see also
the dual norm in [Han92]). These approaches can be thought as a classical Optimal Transport
problem where a fraction of the mass is allowed to go (or come from) a point at infinity (see also
[FG10; Gui02]). More recent approaches are given by the so called optimal partial transport
[CM10; Figl0], which was previously related to image retrieval [PW08; RGT97].

Optimal partial transport (see [Chi+18a]) is in turn also related to [PR14; PR16], since this
latter works also provide a dynamic formulation of optimal partial transport. We also mention
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that [PR14; PR16] are also connected to [Ben03] where it was proposed to change the marginal
constraints and to add a penalization term.

The important case of the Hellinger-Kantorovich metric (a.k.a. Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao), some-
how interpolating the Wasserstein and the Hellinger metrics, has been proposed independently
in [KMV16; Chi+18a; Chi+18b; LMS18], with different equivalent characterizations.

A very useful one [LMS18] involves an entropic relaxation of the marginal constraints in the
classical static formulation of Optimal Transport, it provides a paradigmatic example of the
wide class of Optimal Entropy-Transport problems, and suggests the crucial role of the so-called
cone geometry.

[Chi+18b] introduces a general class of Unbalanced Optimal Transport problems in compact
subsets of some Euclidean space induced by a sublinear cost function depending on positions and
masses, using a suitable static semi-coupling formulation and proving a general duality result,
with interesting applications to various dynamic problems.

It turns out that all these different viewpoints are specific examples of a general construction
based on convex relaxation, which we want to exploit in the present paper.

A convex relaxation viewpoint. Adopting the same approach of [SS22] used for the classical
Optimal Transport problem and extending some ideas already contained in [LMS18], the aim of
this work is to define a general class of Unbalanced Optimal Transport problems between non-
negative measures as the convex and lower semicontinuous envelope of a cost initially defined
only between weighted Dirac masses, and then to study the corresponding duality formulas,
optimality conditions and metric-topologial properties.

Let us briefly recall the result of [SS22] which is the starting point for the present work;
given a pair of completely regular spaces X; and X, every proper and lower semicontinuous
cost function ¢ : X; x Xg — [0, +00] can be naturally lifted to a singular cost functional F¢ :
M(X1) x M(Xg) — [0, +00], where M(X;) denote the space of signed and finite Radon measures
in X;. F¢ is finite only between balanced pairs of Dirac masses and can be defined as

n1 = Té:l?l’ M2 = T(Sfl'Q?
T1 € X1,29 € Xo, 7 > 0, (1.1)

+00 elsewhere.

rc(xy,x if
fc(,u'laMZ) = ( ! 2)

By [SS22, Theorem 4.4] the convex and lower semicontinuous (w.r.t. the product weak topology)
envelope of F¢ coincides with the Optimal Transport functional

OTc(p1, p2) := mf{ /C dy:ve F(M’MZ)} if i € My (Xi), m(X1) = p2(X2),

400 elsewhere,

(1.2)

where M (X;) denotes the cone of nonnegative (finite Radon) measures in M (X;) and T'(u1, u2)
is the subset of couplings between p1 and po, i.e. measures in M, (X; x Xg) with marginals u
and po respectively. Clearly T'(uq1, p2) is empty if u(Xy) # po(Xe).

In order to extend this construction to the case of non-negative measures with possibly differ-
ent masses, we represent weighted Dirac masses in X of the form rd,, » > 0, as points (z,7) of
the so called geometric cone €[X] := (X x [0,+00))/ ~ (see Section 2.1), where the equivalence
relation ~ identifies all the points of the form (x,0), z € X, which correspond to the null measure
in X. A cost on weighted Dirac masses can thus be expressed by a function

H: Q:[Xl] X @[Xg] — [0, +OO],

which we will assume to be proper, lower semicontinuous and radially 1-homogeneous, in the
sense that the map

R; > (7“1,7”2) — H([ml,rl], [562,7“2])
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is 1-homogeneous for every fixed (x1,22) € X; X Xo. While the properness and the lower
semicontinuity assumptions are natural, the 1-homogeneity assumption deserves a comment:
from a modeling point of view we are saying that moving mrid,, to mrad,, costs exactly m
times moving r10;, to r20,,. In analogy with (1.1) we can define the unbalanced singular cost
ht M(X1) x M(X2) — [0, 4+00] as

. H1 = T151'17 M2 = T261’2?
H(lwr i), [z, 7)) if 1 € X1,x2 € Xg, 11,72 > 0,

400 elsewhere,

T, po) =

and look for the largest convex and lower semicontinuous functional 244 on M(X1) x M(Xs)
dominated by 4. It turns out that such a functional admits an explicit characterization which
resembles (1.2) via the formula

Un(p, p2) = inf {/ Hda | o € 551(#1,/@)} ) (1.3)
C[X1]x€[Xa]

where $'(u1, 12) is the set of homogeneous couplings, i.e. measures a on €[X1] x €[Xy] with
1-homogeneous marginals p11 and po (see (2.12)): a belongs to $(uq, po) if

MI(AI) :/ 1 da(xlyrl;x2,r2)’
Arx[0,+00)xE[Xy] for every Borel subsets A; C X;.

MQ(AQ) = / T2 da(xlyrl;x2,r2)’
@[Xl]XAQX[OH’OO)

This choice has been inspired by [LMS18], where the authors prove that the class of Optimal
Entropy-Transport problems can be formulated precisely as in (1.3) for a suitable choice of the
function H (see in particular [LMS18, Definition 5.1]).

Structural properties of Unbalanced Optimal Transport problems. The following result
collects some of the fundamental properties of the unbalanced framework (see Theorems 3.4, 3.5
and 3.15), in parallel to similar results of the classical Optimal Transport theory.

Theorem 1.1. Let X1, Xy be completely regular spaces and let H : €[X;] x €[Xa] — [0, +00] be a
proper, radially 1-homogeneous and lower semicontinuous function.

(1) For every (ui,p2) € My (X1) x M4 (Xa) such that 2y (p1, ) < +00, there exists an
optimal homogeneous coupling o € $'(pu1, p2) such that

?/H(,ul,,ug) = / Hda.
C[X1]x€[X2]

(2) Uy is a lower semicontinuous convex function and satisfies
Uni(r105,,7205,) = €0 (H) ([z1,71], [22,72]) < H([z1,71], [22,72])

for every (z1,22) € X1 x Xo and every (r1,r2) € R%, where ¢o (H) is the Ls.c. convex
envelope of H([x1,], [x2,"]) with respect to the variables (r1,m2) € R%. If, in addition,
H is also radially convez (i.e. the map (r1,72) — H([z1,71], [x2,72]) is convex for every
fized (x1,x2) € X1 X Xg), then the above inequality is an equality.

(8) %y is the convex l.s.c. envelope of Sy and admits the dual formulation

Un (s p2) = Ueo(ry (11, p12) = T (L) (b, p2)

14
:SUP{/X% du1+/x ¢2du2’(¢1,¢2)€‘1’H} (1.4)
1 2
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for every (u1, pe) € M4 (X1) X M4 (Xe), where

Oy = {(@17<P2) € Cp(X1) x Cp(X2) : p1(z1)r1 + 2(x2)re < H([z1,71], [22,72]) (1.5)
1.5
for every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xg, 71,79 > 0}-

Notice that, if the cost function H is given by

rc(xy, ) ifri=ro=1r>0,

H([z1,71], [12,72]) == {+OO elsewhere,
for some proper and lower semicontinuous function ¢ : X; x Xo — [0, +0c], then %4 = OTy,
1 = Fe, and we recover precisely the analogous results for the classical Optimal Transport
theory (see in particular [SS22, Theorems 3.5 and 4.4]). The relaxation formula (1.4) extends
the corresponding one of [Chi+18b, Proposition 3.11], showing in particular that the primal
formulation (1.3) in terms of homogeneous couplings is equivalent to the semi-coupling approach
of [Chi+18b]. (1.4) has also nice applications to the structure of the Hellinger-Kantorovich
metric, see Remark 3.18.

Along the same lines of the classical Optimal Transport theory, it is natural to investigate the
existence of optimal potentials mazimizing (1.4) and thus solving the dual problem. We first focus
on the class of continuous functions, when X;, Xy are compact and metrizable and H is finite
and continuous on the whole product cone €[X;] x €[Xy], radially 1-homogeneous and convex.
In this case a sufficient condition relies on the singular behaviour of the normal derivative of H
at the boundary of the product cone as in the fundamental example

H([z1, 1], [22, 72]) := 71 + 19 — 2y/rirg e 117222 i e RY 1y > 0, (1.6)

We refer to Section 4 for a detailed discussion of these hypotheses and Appendix B for an
alternative set of assumptions (i.e. when H is finite and continuous on an open conical domain).
In both these situations it is possible to define the analogue of the celebrated c-transform for a

pair (p1,p2) € Py as

Plar) = inf int{H(lor.o. foo1) = aga(en) fo o2 €%

ot (z)) ;= inf inf{H([ml,l],[ﬂ:Q,a])—ago'{'(m)}, x1 € Xy,

r2EXe >0

and prove that the transformed potentials are equicontinuous so that the use of a compactness
argument in the space C(X1) x C(Xz) is possible. This will produce an optimal pair of potentials,
see Theorems 4.7 and B.3.

Optimality conditions and relaxed duality. In this unbalanced setting, general optimality
conditions still involve the notion of cyclical monotonicity: a subset I' C €[X;] x €[Xq] is H-
cyclically monotone if for every finite family of points {(y%,v3)}¥, C T and every permutation
oof {1,...,N} it holds

N

N
ST HME ) <Y HinsY).
i=1 =1

Similarly to the classical Optimal Transport case, every optimal homogeneous coupling is con-
centrated on a H-cyclically monotone set T' (see Proposition 5.2) which in addition is a radial
convex cone in the sense that

2 2
([xhrﬂ? [1’2,7"3]) € Fa )‘Z Z 07 1= 172 = ([xlaz)‘irzi]a [.%'Q,Z)\ﬂa%]) € I.
i=1 i=1
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This further property comes from the radial homogeneity and convexity assumption on H.

Formulating a converse statement to the above proposition, thus involving sufficient optimality
conditions, requires additional assumptions on the compatibility between the radial cone I', on
which an admissible homogeneous coupling a between measures p; € M, (X;) is concentrated,
and the cost function H: in Section 5.1 we study the natural directed graph structures induced
by H and I', similarly to what has been done in the classical Optimal Transport theory [Bei+09;
BC10] for possibly infinite costs. This leads to the notion of H-connectedness: I' is H-connected
if, whenever n1,y] € 7'(T") (the projection of I' on the first cone €[X;]), we can find a sequence
of points {n3, 2, v2 ..., 9] v2'} such that

(91,93), (0i,p5) €T, i=2,...,N, H(m,n),Hwi™ v)) < +o0,i=1,...,N -1

In other words, the sequence {n,n? v3 ... vY y2'} “connects” y; to v} keeping the cost finite
when moving from a point in €[Xs] to a point in €[X;] and imposing that the considered pair is in
I, when moving from a point in €[X;] to a point in €[Xs]. For example, if H is everywhere finite,
then any I' is H-connected (see Theorem 5.8 for simple conditions implying H-connectedness).

Upon assuming that I' is a H-cyclically monotone and H-connected subset of the effective
domain of H also intersecting the interior of such domain, it is possible to prove the existence
of relaxed optimal potentials: these are Borel functions ¢; : X; — R U {£o0} satisfying

©1(z1)r1 +o p2(x2)re < H([z1,71], [X2,72])  for every x; € X;, r; > 0, (1.7)

@1(.%’1)7”1 + @2(1'2)7“2 = H([.%'l, 7“1], [1‘2, 7“2]) if ([1‘1, 7“1], [.%'2, 7“2]) S P, (1.8)

where the inequality in (1.7) corresponds to the constraint as in (1.5) and the notation +, means
that, whenever an ambiguity +0o F oo arises, the sum is set equal to 0. This existence result,

together with some finiteness conditions relating y; and H (see (5.16)), imply that ¢; € £(X;, ;)
solve the dual problem

L/ @ldﬂl+ / wadpe = U(p, p2), (1.9)
X1 X2

and yields optimality for the homogeneous plan . We refer to Theorem 5.10 for the detailed
sufficiency result.

A Monge-like formulation via transport-growth maps. As in classical Optimal Transport
problems, Unbalanced Optimal Transport admits a more restrictive Monge-like formulation in
terms of transport-growth pairs [LMS23]: they are maps (T, g) from X; to Xg x [0, +00) acting
on measures (1 € M(X;) via the formula

(T.8)ets = Tylghn), 2= (T,g)uis & pa(B) = / g du for every Borel set B C X».

T-1(B)
(1.10)
Whenever g € L'(Xy, u1), a transport-growth pair induces a homogeneous coupling o € ' (ju1, p2),
po = (T,8),p1, via the formula

a = ([idx,, 1], [T, g])gp1, /H do Z/H([%l],[T(ﬂf),g(x)]) dpa(2), (1.11)
and one can study the corresponding Monge formulation of (1.3):
M1, 12) += inf { /X H(lz, 1), [T(2), g(@)]) dpn(@) s oz = (Toghapn }. (112)

Clearly, %y < .#y; notice also that, whenever an optimal plan « between p1 and uo charges
the set {1 = 01}, then it is impossible that such a can be induced by a transport-growth map
(T,g) asin (1.11). This corresponds to the fact that some of the mass of py does not come from
w1 but it is “created”. Under the same hypotheses of the classical balanced case [Pra07] (i.e. the
cost function is continuous and p is atomless),
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Theorem 1.2. Let X; be Polish spaces, let H : €[X;] x €[Xg] — [0,+00] be a proper, radially
1-homogeneous and continuous function, p; € My (X;) with py diffuse (i.e. pi({z}) = 0 for
every x € X1) and such that p1(Xy) > 0. Then

Un(, p2) = An(p, pi2).

In general, the infimum in the definition of .#}4(u1, p2) is not attained; however, as a conse-
quence of the existence of relaxed optimal potentials as in (1.9) and (1.7), when X; = Xy = R,
1 is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R? and the differential of
H satisfies suitable assumptions, we also obtain the existence of an optimal transport-growth
map attaining the minimum in (1.12). This is the case, for example, of the cost function in (1.6)
associated with the Gaussian Hellinger-Kantorovich metric.

Theorem 1.3. Let H : €[RY] x €[R?Y] — R be given by
H([.%'l,Tl], [.%'2,7“2]) =11+ 19 — 211719 ei|mlfx2|2/2, €; € Rd, r; > 0.

If ; € My (RY) with p;(RY) > 0 fori=1,2 and pu1 < L2, then there exists a transport-growth
map (T,g) : RY = R? x [0, +00) such that

pa = (T = Tolgr). [ W 11 [T) @) dis () = Ziain, ).

The above theorem holds also for large class of cost functions H, we refer to Theorem 5.13 for
the general result.

Metric and topological properties. Finally we frame in our general setting some of the
results of [LMS18; Chi+18b; De 20; DM22| concerning the metric properties of Unbalanced
Optimal Transport functionals. In particular, we prove that, in case H is (the p-th power of)
a distance on €[X], then the resulting cost %}y is itself (the p-th power of) a distance on an
appropriate subset of M (X) metrizing the weak convergence of measures (see Theorems A.4
and A.5), precisely as it is for the standard Optimal Transport problem [AGS08, Proposition
7.1.5].

Plan of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to establish the general setting and a few technical
tools that will be used in the sequel.

Section 3 contains the core of our results: the convexification approach, some structural
properties and the comparison with the semi-coupling approach of [Chi+18b], the duality, and
the Monge formulation.

Section 4 treats the dual attainment in spaces of continuous potentials under additional
regularity assumptions on H and on the spaces X;.

In Section 5 we present the general optimality conditions, the relaxed duality result and, as
a consequence of the latter, the existence of optimal transport-growth maps.

Appendix A contains a few remarks on the metric and topological properties of %y in case H
is (the p-th power of) a distance. Finally Appendix B reproduces the results of Section 4 under
a different set of additional assumptions on H.
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tive. G.S. has also been supported by IMATI-CNR, Pavia and by the MIUR-PRIN 202244A7YL
project Gradient Flows and Non-Smooth Geometric Structures with Applications to Optimiza-
tion and Machine Learning.
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2. PRELIMINARIES, MEASURES AND FUNCTIONS ON THE CONE

In this section, X is a completely regular space (i.e. it is Hausdorff and for every closed set
C and point z € X\ C there exists a continuous function f : X — [0,1] s.t. f(z) = 0 and
f(C) = {1}). We denote by A(X) the Borel o-algebra on X and by M(X) (resp. M (X))
the vector space of real valued (resp. the cone of non-negative) Radon measures on X i.e. the
countably additive set functions p: Z(X) — R (resp. p: B(X) — [0,+0)) s.t.

for every B € #(X) and every € > 0 there exists K C B compact s.t. |u| (X\ K) < e,

where || denotes the total variation measure of . We say that p € M (X) is concentrated on
a set I' C X if for every € > 0 there exists a Borel set I'. C T" such that u(X\ T':) < e. The
Radon property ensures that if p is concentrated on I' then it is concentrated on a o-compact
subset IV C T.

We denote by P(X) the set of probability measures on X i.e. the elements p of M (X) s.t.
u(X) = 1. When X is a Polish space (i.e. its topology is induced by a metric d such that (X,d)
is complete and separable), then every finite Borel measure is Radon so that M(X) coincides
with the space of real valued Borel measures.

The zero measure in X is denoted by Ox. We define the sets of non-negative discrete measures
and non-negative weighted Dirac masses respectively as

My g(X) = 0> by {e}iy C[0,400), {27 C X, meN 3,
j=1

AL (X):={rd, :r€]0,+00), z € X}.
Notice that M ¢(X), AL (X) C M (X). If X, Y are two completely regular spaces and f: X =Y
is a Borel function we denote by f; : M(X) — M(Y) the push forward operator defined, for
every pu € M(X), as

fi(B) = u(f~1(B)) for every B € B(Y).

We denote by Cp(X) the vector space of continuous and bounded real functions. There is a
natural duality pairing (-,-) between M (X) and Cy(X)

(u, @) = / edp  for every p € M(X), ¢ € Cp(X). (2.1)
X

(2.1) defines a real nondegenerate bilinear form in M(X) x Cy(X), for if a Radon measure
p € M(X) satisfies [y odp = 0 for every ¢ € Cy(X), then |u|(B) = 0 for every B € A(X)
(e.g. by the approximation result [Bog06, Lemma 7.2.8]) so that p is the null measure. Hence
we can endow M (X) with the weak Hausdorff topology o(M(X), Cy(X)): the coarsest topology
on M(X) for which the maps p+— [y ¢ dp are continuous for every ¢ € Cy(X). Since in general
M(X) is not first-countable (but M (X) is Polish, thus metrizable, if X is Polish), we will mostly
deal with general nets (fi))xeL, i.e. maps A — u defined in a directed set L with values in M (X),
see e.g. [Fol99, §4.3]. By definition, a net (p),op, € M(X) converges to p € M(X) in the weak
topology if

lim [ oduy = / edp  for every ¢ € Cy(X).

Aell Jx X
If f: X — (—o0,+00] is a function, we denote by D(f) its effective domain, defined as

D(f) = {x e X]| f(x) < 400}

and by f its lower semicontinuous envelope i.e.

f(x) = inf {lim)\inff(xA) S(@a) e X, 1y — x} , TEX; (2.2)
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f is the largest lower semicontinuous function below f. If X is also a topological vector space
and A C X, we denote by co (A) (resp. by €o (A)) the convex (resp. closed and convex) envelope
of A. If g : X — (—00,+0o0] is a function, we denote its convex envelope and its closed convex
envelope by co (g) and €06 (g), defined by

co(g) (x) := inf {Z aig(a)  {wi}isy CX, {ailfey € Sp, > iw; =z, n > 1} , TEX (2.3)

i=1 =1
co (g) = CO—(g)v (2'4)

where
Sy, = {{ai}?l tay €0,1], Zai = 1} .
1=1

co (g) is the largest convex function below g and @0 (g) is the largest lower semicontinuous and
convex function below g. The following proposition is a simple density result whose proof easily
follows adapting [Bog06, Example 8.1.6].

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a completely reqular space. Then for every ¢ > 0 we have

{n € Myi(X): p(X) = c} = {p € Mo(X): u(X) =}, My (X) = My (X).
Remark 2.2. It holds

0 (A1 (X)) = M4 (X).
This is an immediate consequence of the fact that co (A4 (X)) = M ¢(X) and Proposition 2.1.

The following Lemma is a refinement of Proposition 2.1 showing that, given a Borel function f
and a non-negative measure «, we can construct an approximating sequence of discrete measures
for which we have convergence also of the integral of f.

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a completely regular space and let o« € M (X). Let f : X — [0,+0o0] be
a Borel function. Then there exists a net (yx)yep, C {1 € My t(X) : p(X) = a(X)} s.t.

lim~y =«, lim d~y, = da.
lim ) lim /x Jdva /Xf
Proof. By Lusin’s theorem, we can find an increasing sequence of compact sets such that

1
Xip C Xpgp1  forevery k>1, a(X\Xg) < o f’xk is bounded and continuous.

Consider now the family of measures {ag }r>1 C {1 € My (X) : p(X) = (X)} defined as
a(X)
%)

Q= for every k > 1.
We can easily observe that

Iim o =«
k—+o00

indeed, if ¢ € Cy(X), we have

. LX)
1 dag = 1 da = d
kﬂlrfoo X p ok kﬂlrfoo Oé(Xk) /X PXx Ao /X poa

by monotone convergence. The same argument shows that we also have

kgrfoo/xfdak:/xfda. (2.5)

By Proposition 2.1, for every k > 1, we can find a net {v§}rer, € My 1(Xg) N {n € M (X) :
w(X) = a(X)}, such that

lim ~¥ = Q.
ey, TA
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Moreover, since f|, is bounded and continuous, it holds
k

li dvk =1 d~t = day, = d
Agfk/xfw Agnk/f% /fak /fak

This allows us to find, for every k > 1, some m(k) € Ly s.t.

[ ra= [ rae <

Hence we can consider, for every k > 1, the directed sets Ep := {\ € Lg : Ay > m(k)} and the
corresponding new sequence of nets {'yA} aeE,- Obviously it holds

1
/ fdvy - / fday,
X X
Define now the directed set

< z for every A € Ey. (2.6)
N®Ey := {(k,\) : A € Ex} with order (k,\) < (K',)N) <= k<K or (k=K AX<N).
By the diagonal principle for nets, we can find a directed set B and a monotone final function

h:B—=N®E, h(B)=(h(B),h2(B)) with ha(B) € Ep, 5y for every S € B

1
Z for every A > m(k).

lim = qy
AEE, 7)\ )

such that the diagonal net {vs}gep := {7221((5)) e € My s(X) N {p € My(X) : u(X) = a(X)}
converges to . We only need to prove that also the integral of f converges:

/de’Yﬁ—/deOZ < /dew—/fd%(m T /fdahl(m—/fda
:'/de i) _ fdahl ‘ '/fdahl /dea

§h1(5)+ /deahl(ﬁ)—/xfda,

where we have used (2.6). Now it is enough to observe that h; : B — N is a final monotone
function i.e. it is an increasing monotone sequence converging to +00. Passing to limgep and
using (2.5), we conclude. O

2.1. The cone construction. It will be natural to state some definitions and results in the
context of the so called geometric cone: we introduce on X x Ry the equivalence relation

(x,r) ~ (y,s) « [t=yr=s#0 V r=s=0] (2.7)
and the corresponding geometric cone €[X] := (X xR )/ ~, whose points are denoted by gothic
letters as . We denote by p the quotient map p : X x Ry — €[X] sending a point (z,r) to its
equivalence class [z, r]. Notice that p is just the identity map except for those points with r = 0,
which are all sent to the same equivalence class, the so called vertex of the cone, that we denote
with 0. We will consider the natural product operation on the cone given by

Mz, r] =[x, r] for every \,7 >0, x € X.

In certain cases it is useful to add a further isolated point o (which plays the role of a source
or a sink) to X and to consider the spaces X, := XU {0} and Y, := (X x Ry) U {(0,0)} C
Xo x Ry. We can identify X (resp. X x Ry ) with a (closed) subset of X, (resp. Y,) and M, (X)
(resp. M (XxR,)) with the (closed) subset of M (X,) (resp. M (Y,)) given by all the measures
not charging {o} (resp. {(0,0)}). Notice that €[X] =Y,/ ~ and we can trivially extend p to Y,.

On the cone we introduce the projections on Ry and X, simply defined as r([z,7]) = r and
X([z,r]) =z if r > 0 and x([z,r]) = x(0) =0 if r = 0.
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We can define a right inverse of p : Y, — €[X] as

q(lz, r]) = (x([z,r]), r(lz, 7])).
Notice that also that q(€[X]\ {o}) = X x (0, +0c0).

On €[X] we consider the following topology, weaker then the quotient one: a local system of
neighbourhoods of a point [z, 7] is just the image trough p of the local system of neighbourhoods
given by the product topology at (x,r) € X x Ry, if » > 0. A local system of neighbourhoods
at o is given by

Hlz,r] e €X]:0<r <e}}op- (2.8)
If the topology of X is induced by a metric d, then the topology of €[X] is induced by the metric
de : €[X] x €[X] — [0, +00) defined as

de([z, 7], [y, s]) = (r2 + 52— 2rs cos(d(x,y) A W))% sz, [y, s] € €X]. (2.9)

With the above topology, €[X] is completely regular and it is the right object to consider when
one wants to represent elements in A (X); in particular we have the following result.

Lemma 2.4. Let X be a completely reqular space. Then Ay (X) is homeomorphic to €[X].
Proof. The homeomorphism is given by the map ¢ : €[X] — A, (X) defined as

(2.7]) = 70, if r >0,
PULTI =9 0y i r=0.

O

Remark 2.5. Let us point out an obvious but useful fact that we will extensively use in the
following without having to recall it further: if a measure 8 € My (€[X]) does not charge {o}
then x33 does not charge {o} and therefore we will identify it with a measure in M (X). In
particular, this construction does not depend on the choice of the point o and the map x takes
value in X (3-a.e.

If R > 0, we define
Cr[X] :={[z,r] € €[X]: 0 <r < R} (2.10)
and we will often identify measures on €[X] with support contained in €x[X] with elements of
M(€R[X]). For every p > 1, we introduce moreover the set

¢[X]

ME (C[X]) := {a € M4 (€[X]) : / P da < —i—oo} )

and the map (see the above Remark 2.5)
B+ M (€[X]) — M (X),  Bla) = xy(Pa).

We stress the fact that the map hP does not depend on the point o occuring in the definition
of x.

We introduce now the product cone: given X; and Xy completely regular spaces, we define
C[X1, Xa] := €[X1] x €[Xg] endowed with the product topology. Points in the product cone are
denoted by bold gothic letters as y = (91, 92) = ([x1,71], [2,72]). We denote with o; (resp. 0;) the
vertex of €[X;] (resp. isolated points added to X; and forming the disjoint union X; , := X;U{0;}),
i =1,2 and we set 0 := (01,02), 0:= (01,02), €a[X1, Xa] := €[Xy, X2] \ {0}.

On the product cone we can consider the projections on the two components 7¢ : €[X1, Xa] —
¢[X;] sending ([z1,7r1], [x2,72]) to [x;,7;] and the projections on R; and X; simply defined as
ri:=ror’ and x; ;= xo 7! (x; maps €[Xy, Xz into X;,). In analogy with (2.9), if the topologies
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of X1 and Xy are induced by distances di and do respectively, the topology of the product cone
is induced by the distance

NI

(d1 ®e d2)((h1,92), (01,10,)) == (d] ¢(91,101) + d5 ¢(92,102)) 2, (91,92), (101, 103) € E[X1,Xo].
(2.11)
As in (2.10), given R > 0, we define

QR[Xl,XQ] = Q:R[Xl] X QR[XQ] = {l) S Q:[Xl,XQ] :0< I’Z(l)) <R,i= 1,2}

and we will identify measures on €[X;, Xo] with support contained in €x[X;, Xs] with elements
of M(€r[X1,X3]). For every p > 1, we introduce the set

M (C[X 1, X)) := {a € M (€[Xq,Xa]) : /¢[x .

(! + ) da < +oo} ,

and the maps (see the above Remark 2.5)
7+ M (€[X0, Xal) = Mo (), BE() = (x)s(rfa) i =1,2.
Finally we define, for every (p1,p2) € M4 (X1) x M (X2) and every p > 1, the set
9P (p1, po) = {o € ME(C[Xy, Xa)) = bF (@) = pui, i = 1,2} . (2.12)

If a € HP(p1, p2), we say that ug and ps are the p-homogeneous marginals of v and that « is
a p-homogeneous plan/coupling between 1 and ps. Notice that if a € HP(puq, p2) then also the
restriction of a to €4[X1, Xa], @y := aLL €,[X1, Xo], belongs to HP (1, p2).

Remark 2.6 (Trivial cases). If u;(X;) = 0 for i« = 1,2 (p; are the null measures in X;), then
7 (pa, p2) = {Ado : A = 0}

If 1 (X1) > pa(Xo) = 0 then HP (g, po) = {a ® 0y, : € M4 (€[X1]), HP(a) = p1}. A similar
characterization holds when 0 = 11 (X1) < pa(Xs).

We say that (p1, p2) is a non-trivial pair if p;(X;) > 0 for i =1, 2.

Remark 2.7. The class $P(u1, j12) satisfies a natural invariance property with respect to inclusion
of the ambient spaces X;. First of all, if X; are subsets of completely regular spaces X; (and
the topology of X; coincides with the relative topology induced by the inclusion in )~(Z) there is
a natural identification between (pair of) Radon measures p; € M, (X;) and (pair of) Radon
measures [i; € ./\/l+()~(l) concentrated on X; (i.e. such that X; \ X; is pi-negligible). Since €[Xy, Xs]
can be considered as a subset of €[X;, Xo] (with identification of the corresponding vertexes o0; and
0;) every homogeneous coupling & € $(u1, u2) can be considered as a measure in ./\/l+(¢[)~(1, )~(2])
which belongs to $”(ji1, fiz). Conversely, if fi; € M (X;) are concentrated in X; then every plan
& € HP (11, f12) is concentrated in €[Xy, Xo] and its restriction to €[X;, Xa] belongs to $HP(u1, o).
In particular, recalling the construction of the spaces X;, at the beginning of Section 2.1, for

every pair of measures u; € M4 (X;) the set $HP(u1, p2) can also be considered as a subset of
M+(¢[X1707X270])-

The following renormalization result comes from [LMS18].

Lemma 2.8. Let X; for i = 1,2 be completely reqular spaces and let p > 1. Given a €
M (C[Xq, X2]) and 9 : €[X1,Xa] — (0,400) Borel measurable in LP(€[Xy, Xa], ) we can define

prdy(n) := (9(9) v, 9(9) 'n2) . h € Xy, Xy, dily p() == (prdy); (V).
Then we have

bi(dily p(a)) = b(ar), i=1,2.
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In particular, if we define

Vap(y) == . {

(@)

r(9) + r5(v) if v # (01,02)
1 if 9= (01,02)

where 7*(av) is a normalization constant s.t. fG[XLXg} Vo pda =1 given by

ﬁmy:/ (" + %) da + a({ (o1, 09)}),
@[Xl,XQ}

we have that dily,, , ,(a) € P(€[X1,Xa]), it has the same p-homogeneous marginals of o and its
support is contained in €« (q)[X1, Xa].

The following Lemma is a compactness result for homogeneous marginals (the corresponding
statement for classical marginals is [SS22, Theorem 3.1]).

Lemma 2.9. Letp>1, R > 0 and let X, X;, © = 1,2 be completely reqular spaces. Then:

(1) if (ax)yer s @ net in P(CR[X]) such that py = hP(ay) € M (X), X € L, converges
to some p € M (X), then there exists a subnet (aj3)pen of (an) gy, convergent to some
a € P(Cr[X]) with bP(a) = u;

(2) if () er, s a net in P(Cg[Xy, X)) such that p; » == b () € ML (X;), i =1,2, X e L,
converge to some ji; in M(X;), then there exists a subnet (og)gen of (ar) ey, convergent
to some o € HP(pu1, p2).

Proof. Thanks to [SS22, Theorem 3.1}, it is enough to prove only the first claim. Define, for
every A € L,

9y = qﬁ(rpoo\) S M+(X X [O,R]).
Notice that this definition does not depend on the point z w.r.t. q is defined. Observe that
ﬂéO’R]ﬂ)\ € M, ([0, R]) with mass bounded by RP and Wg(q%\ = py. Then we can apply [SS22,

Theorem 3.1] to (¥)),cr, and obtain that, up to passing to a subnet, there exists ¥ € M (X x
[0, R]) s.t. limyep ¥\ = ¥. Now we define

0, =dwreex:0<r<il n>1
{mneex }

and, for every n > 1, the nets of real numbers
m)\,n = a)\(On).

Observe that 0 < my , < 1 for every n > 1 and X € L then, up to passing to a subnet (the same
for every n € N), they converge in A € L to some m,, € [0,1]. Define then m := inf, >, m,. We
claim then that

. 1
%\gﬁ = r_PpW +md, =: .

Take any Q C €[X] open; if 0 ¢ ), we have

o o 1
III)]\TIGEIf a)(Q) = hgleglf/)(x[QR} (Xq o q)(w,r)m didx(z,r)

1
: /XX[O,R] (a0 @)@, ) G 1)
= a().
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If, on the other hand, o € 2, we have that Oy C Q for some N > 1; calling €2, := Q\ O,, (which
is an open set), we have, for every n > N, that
lim inf Q) > lim inf @) lim inf Q
im inf v, (€2) > liminf ox (On) + lim inf o, ()
> a(Qy) + my,.
Now we pass to the limit as n — 400 and, using the monotone convergence theorem and the
fact that €, 1 Q\ {0}, we obtain

lir/{ae%]flf a)(2) > a2\ {o}) + m = a(Q),

and this concludes the proof thanks to Portmanteau theorem (see e.g. [Bog06, Corollary 8.2.10]).
U

2.2. Functions on the product cone. We describe a few properties of functions defined on
the product cone that will be useful in the sequel. In this subsection X; and Xs are completely
regular spaces. Recall that the indicator function lg : X — R U {+o0} associated with a subset
G of a set X is defined by

lg(z) == {0 ifzed z e X.

. )
+00 otherwise

Definition 2.10. Consider a function H : €[X;, Xa] — [0, +00] and a subset I' C €[X;, Xs]. For
every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xg we define

Hep o Ri — [0, +o0] : (ri,72) = H([x1, 7], [22, 72]),

Paras = { (r1,7) € RS : (fan, mi] 2, m2)) € T,
We say that

e H is radially p-homogeneous, p € [1,400), if Hy, , is positively p-homogeneous for every
(1‘1,1‘2) € X1 x Xg i.e.
Hayzo (A1, A1) = ANPHy, 40 (r1,72)  for every A > 0, (r1,72) € Ri;

e H is radially convex if Hy, ;, is convex for every (z1,z2) € X1 x Xa.
We say that I' C €[Xy, Xs] is a radial cone (resp. radial convex set) if its indicator function is
radially 1-homogeneous (resp. radially convex). Notice that we do not assume that a radially
p-homogenoeus function vanishes at (01,02) (or, similarly, that a radial cone contains (01, 02));
however such a property follows immediately under lower semicontinuity and properness condi-

tions, see Remark 2.11 below.

We define the (radially) 1-homogeneous, convex, and closed convex envelopes hom (H) ,co (H),co6 (H) :
€[X1, Xa] = [0, 4+00] of H as (recall (2.2,2.3,2.4))

hom (H) ([x1,71], [z2,72]) := )i\g%H([ml,)\rl], [x2, Ara]),

co (H) ([z1, 1], [z2,72]) == co (Hgy o) (11,72)  for every (z1,z2) € Xi x X, (r1,72) € Ri,
¢o (H) := co (H).

Similarly, in the case of I' C €[X{, X3], we define hom (T') , co (I'), and € (I') so that lomr) =
hom (Ir), leo(ry := co (Ir) and lgr) := €0 (Ir) respectively.

Remark 2.11. We added the terms radial and radially just to avoid ambiguities in the case
when X1, Xy are linear spaces and the notions of 1-homogeneity and convexity could also refer
to the joint behaviour of H w.r.t. all the variables x;,r;. In this paper, we will always interpret
convexity and 1-homogeneity w.r.t. the radial variables ;.

Notice that hom (T") (resp. co(I"),co (I')) is the set whose sections hom (T") are the cone

1,22
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(resp. convex, closed convex) envelopes of the corresponding sections I'y, ,, of I'. In particular,
racalling Carathéodory Theorem in R?, we have

bom (1) i= | J { (fz1, Al [w2, Ara)) : (w1, 7], [e2,72]) € T},
A>0

2 2 2
co(l) := U{([:ﬂl,Zairﬂ, [xQ,ZairéD : ([:cl,rll'], [xg,ré]) el’, a; >0, Zai = 1}.
i=0 =0 1=0

We also note that if H is proper (i.e. not identically 4+00), lower semicontinuous, and radially
1-homogeneous, then H(o1,02) = 0.

The following result is a simple consequence of the 1-homogeneity property.

Lemma 2.12. Let X;, i = 1,2 be completely regular spaces, let H : €[X1,Xs] — [0,+00] be a
radially 1-homogeneous Borel function and let (py, po) € My (X1) X My (Xg2). Then

inf{/Hda e eﬁl(ul,;@)} = inf{/Hda ca € 9 (s p2) OP(QR(M17M2)[X1,X2])},

where
R(pa, p2) == pa(Xa) + p2(Xa). (2.13)

Proof. Tt is of course enough to prove the > inequality. If a € (1, u2) we can assume that
a({(01,02)}) = 0 (if not, we can replace a with a, = a L &,[X;,Xs] which has the same
homogeneous marginals and a lower H-cost, since H(01,02) > 0). By Lemma 2.8, we have that

Q= dﬂﬁa,l,l(a) S .61(,u1,,u2) N P(@R(mﬂug)[xl,XQ])

and

/ Hdo — / Hdé.
€[X1,Xz2] C[X1,X2]

This concludes the proof. [

Remark 2.13 (1-homogeneity and g-homogeneity). Given ¢ € [1,+00), we define the map Ty :
Q:[XI,XQ] — Q:[XI,XQ] as

1/Q],[

To([z1,71], [2,72)) = ([w1, 7179, [22, 759]). (2.14)

It is easy to check that (T,); is a bijective transformation from $'(u1,p2) to $H9(u1, o) for
any pair (p1,p2) € M4 (Xq) x M4 (Xz). Moreover, if H, : €[X1,X3] — [0,00] is radially g¢-
homogeneous, then H := H, o T, is radially 1-homogeneous and

inf / H,day - oy € H7(p1, p2) p = inf / Hda:a € 9 (p1, po) ¢ . (2.15)
€[X1,Xa] €[X1,Xa]

As an immediate consequence of the above formula, many of the results of this work can also be
stated in the case of a g-homogeneous cost function H,, provided that the unbalanced optimal
transport functional is defined by using the g-homogeneous marginals h? and the corresponding
set 97 as in (2.15). For this reason, in order to keep a simpler notation we will limit our analysis
to the 1-homogeneous case.
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2.3. Examples of cost functions. In this subsection we present some examples of functions
H: €[X1, Xa] — [0, +00], where X; and Xq are completely regular spaces, satisfying (some of) the
hypotheses we will assume throughout the paper. See also the examples of [Chi+18b, Section5].

Notice that given two radially 1-homogeneous, convex, lower semicontinuous and proper
functions Hy,Hs : €[X;,X3] — [0,400), and two lower semicontinuous and proper functions
c1,C2 : X1 X Xg — [0,400) also the function

H([ml,n], [.%'2,7“2]) = cl(xl,xg)Hl([ml,n], [.%'2,7“2]) + C2(1‘1,1‘2)H2([$1,T1], [1‘2,7“2])

is radially 1-homogeneous, convex, lower semicontinuous and proper. In this way, many other ex-
amples can be obtained starting from the ones presented below. Notice moreover that the radial
behavior of a 1-homogeneous convex function Hy, », : Ry x Ry — [0, +00] can be characterized
by the reduced function and its recession slope

h(xlax%g) = hxl,m(g) = Hxl,x2(179)7 h;?,l‘g = lim g_lhm,m(g)? (2'16)
g—+0o0
since
7“1h$17$2 (7“2/7“1) if re > O,
Hm,m(n,m) = r2h§017$2 if r = 0, ro >0, (2.17)
0 if Tn =T = 0.

2.3.1. Mass-space product costs. We consider cost functions of the form

H([x1,71], [z2,72]) := Hy(r1,ro) + Ho(r1,m2)c(x1, ),  ([x1,71], [22, 12]) € €[X1, X2],

where H_ JH_ : Ri — R are convex, 1-homogeneous and lower semicontinuous and ¢ : X; x Xy —
[0, +00] is a lower semicontinuous function satisfying

Hi(r1,re) + Ho(ry, ro)c(z1,22) > 0 for every (z1,x2) € X1 x Xa, 11,72 > 0.
Possible choices of H; and H_ (to be then coupled with a suitable cost c) are given by e.g.

1
(1) mp(ri,re) == (Y +rh)p, pel,+o0),
(2) mp(rlﬂa?) = _mp(rhTQ)a p S (_0070) U (07 1)7
(3) moo(r1,72) =11V e, Mm_oo(r1,re) = —(r1 Ara), mo= —/rir2,
(4

r1 — ro|®
) malrire) = g mm e a2
5 Ta_ral/a’ _T,a+7,al/0f O0<a<l.
1 2 1 2 ’

In the various examples we are adopting standard conventions when the expressions are not
defined. In particular, for p < 0 we set mp(r1,72) = 0 if 179 = 0, n4(0,0) = 0.

2.3.2. Homogeneous marginal perspective functional. Following [LMS18, Section 5] we can build
H starting from two entropy functions F; : X; — [0,4+00], ¢ = 1,2 and a proper and lower
semicontinuous cost function ¢ : X; x Xg — [0, 400]. Assuming that each F;, i = 1,2 is convex,
lower semicontinuous and finite in at least one positive point, we can define, for every number
¢ € [0, +o0], the function H. : R2 — [0, +00], as the lower semicontinuous envelope of

~ inf F F if

Aoy ra) infgso {r1F1(0/r1) + raF2(0/r2) + bc}, 1 c € [0,400) ri,rs € R2.
Fi(0)ry + F>(0)ro if ¢ = oo,

The function H : €[Xy, Xa] — [0, +00] is then defined as

H([z1, 7], [22,72]) := He(ay00) (11572),  ([21, 7], [22,72]) € €[X1, X2].

Such function H is radially convex and 1-homogeneous (see [LMS18, Lemma 5.3]). Possible
choices (see e.g. [LMS16; De 20]) for F; are given by:
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(1) power like entropies: for p € R we define
sy (P —pls—1) = 1) ifp#0,1,
Up(s) == { slogs —s+1, ifp=1, for 5 > 0,
s—1—logs, if p=0,

with U,(0) = 1/p if p > 0 and U,(0) = +o0 if p < 0;
(2) indicator functions: for numbers 0 < a <1 < b < 400 we define

if s € [a,b],
Tl if 5 ¢ [a,0];

(3) x* divergences: for a parameter o > 1 we define
X(s):=|s—1|% seR.
Some of the corresponding expression for H are for example
(1) In case of power like entropies with F; = F) = Up:

(
(ri+mr) — nra

_p_
- 2 —(p—1c(z1,22)) 27" |, if p#£0,1,
» (”_1+r§_1)ﬁ( (p — De(@1, 22)) } ] #

H([z1,m1]s [22,m2]) = § (/i1 — /r)? + 2/rira (1 — e~c@1e2)/2y, if p=1,

r+Tr .
r1log(ri) + relog(re) — (11 + r2) log <m> , if p=0.
In particular, in case p = 1, for X; = Xy = R% we can chose as cost functions c
—log(cos?(|z1 — x if |[z1 — x| < 7w/2,
cohk (21, 22) = |21 — 22|, chk (w1, 22) = {+OO (cos™(jo1 = z2l)) els|e 1o </

The resulting cost functions H are thus given respectively by

Honk ([21,71], [22, 7)) = r1 + 1o — 2¢/rrrge 11722/2, (2.18)
Huk ([z1,71], [x2,72]) = 71 4+ ro — 2¢/rirg cos(|zy — xa| A 7/2). (2.19)

(2.18) and (2.19) are metrics on €[R%], inducing the same canonical cone topology. In
particular, Hyk is related to (2.9) via the transformation in Remark 2.13 with ¢ = 2
(apart from the specific value of the truncation constant). Both functions are considered
in [LMS18] and they generate the Gaussian Hellinger-Kantorovich and the Hellinger-
Kantorovich metrics on non-negative measures, respectively.

(2) In case of indicator functions with I} = Fy = Iy

0 ife <<l
H([z1, 1], [x2,72]) = { b—rm —a
400 else,

Where§:+ooifa:0and%:(Jifb:—l—oo.
(3) In case of the x! divergence with Fy = I = \!

H([ml,n], [.%'2,7“2]) = ‘7“2 — 7“1‘ + (c(ml,mg) N 2)(7“1 A\ 7“2).

3. CONVEXIFICATION AND DUALITY

This section presents the main convexification and duality results. In this section X; and Xo
are completely regular spaces.
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3.1. Unbalanced Optimal Transport as convex relaxation of singular cost on Dirac
masses.

Definition 3.1 (Homogeneous conical formulation of Unbalanced Optimal Transport problems).
Let H : €[Xq,X3] — [0, 400] be a proper (i.e. not identically equal to +00) Borel function. We
define the singular cost and the Unbalanced Optimal Transport cost Ay, 2 : M(X1)x M (Xg) —
[0, 400] respectively as:

7 ( ) . H([ml,rl], [CEQ,T’Q]) if H1 = 7‘1(511, Mo = 7‘2(512, ($1,$2) € Xy X Xg, (7’1,7“2) S R%—’
HUL, H2) == 400 elsewhere.
inf / Hda : a € 9 (11, p2) if (11, p2) € M4 (X1) x My (X),
Un (1, p2) = €[X1,Xo]

+00 elsewhere.

The aim of this section is to study the relation between %4 and %4y; in particular we are
interested in studying the lower semicontinuous and convex envelope of ..
Let us first recall two simple properties in the following remarks.

Remark 3.2. The value of Zy(u1, Hg) does not depend on the ambient spaces Xi~ (recall the
discussion of Remark 2.7)~: if X; C X;, H is the restriction to €[X;, Xs] of a function H defined in
C[X1,Xg], and fi; € M (X;) are the canonical extensions of ;, then Remark 2.7 yields

Un(p, p2) = Uy (fis fi2)- (3.1)
In particular, we can always “embed” Unbalanced Optimal Transport problems in X; , or, equiv-
alently, suppose that there is at least one p;-negligible point o; in each space X;.
Remark 3.3. If H : €[Xy,Xs] — [0, +00] is a proper Borel function, then
Indeed, both are equal to +o0o outside the closed set A;(X1) x Ay(X2) and the equality on
A4 (X1) x Ay (Xg) follows by Lemma 2.4.
For this reason and to exploit Lemma 2.12, we will usually assume that
H: €[Xq, X3] — [0,400] is a proper, radially 1-homogeneous and l.s.c. function. (3.2)

In the following result we prove that the Unbalanced Optimal Transport cost %4 is a lower
semicontinuous convex functional in M (X1) x M, (Xz2) and the infimum in the Definition of
Yy is attained, when the problem is feasible.

Theorem 3.4 (Existence of solutions to the Unbalanced Optimal Transport problem). Let H
be as in (3.2) and let %y be as in Definition 3.1.
(1) For every (ui,p2) € My (X1) x M4 (Xa) such that 2y (p1, ) < +00, there exists an
optimal 1-homogeneous coupling cc € $H' (1, pa) N P(Cr( X1, X2]) not charging o =
(01,02) such that

m,m)[

U (s p2) :/ Hda,

¢[X1,X2]
where R(p1, p2) s as in (2.13).
(2) 2 is a lower semicontinuous convex functional in My (X1) X My (Xz2) and satisfies
Un(1102,,7202,) < H([w1,71], [72,72]) (3.3)
for every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xo and every (ri,72) € Ri.
(8) If, in addition, H is also radially convez, then (3.3) is an equality:

%H(Tlélvla’r?ém) = H([xl’rl]’ [562,’1“2]).
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Proof. (1) Let (u1,p2) € M4 (X1) x M4 (X2); by Lemma 2.12, it holds

U (i, p2) = inf {/ Hda: o€ 9' (1, o) mP(Q:R(MhMQ)[Xl’XQ])} :
€[X1Xo]

Thanks to Lemma 2.9, we have that $'(p1, p2) N P(€R(u, ) X1, Xa]) is compact and the lower
semicontinuity of H gives that the functional

o — Hda (3.4)
€[X1,X2]

is lower semicontinuous. We can thus conclude that a minimizer exists by the direct method
in Calculus of Variations. Possibly replacing a by o, = L €4[X;, X2] we obtain an optimal
homogeneous coupling not charging (01, 02).

(2) The convexity of %y follows by the convexity of the constraints and the linearity of the
objective function characterizing %y: if (ui, ud), (ud, u2) € My (X1) x M, (X2) and t € [0,1],
we can take, thanks to point (1), a; € H(ui, u3) and ag € H'(u3, p3) such that

Tha(pit, ) = /

Hday, (i, p3) :/ Hdas.
¢[X1,X2]

C[X1,X2]

It is then enough to observe that o := (1 — t)ay +tag € HY((1 — t)ud +tp2, (1 — t)pd + tul).

The lower semicontinuity of %4 is a consequence of Lemma 2.12: if {(u7, 13) }aer, € My (X1) %
M (X3) is a net converging to (u1,p2) € M4 (X1) x My (X2), we can set R := supy R(u3, 13)
(see (2.13)) and consider, for every A € L, some ay € H'(uy, 13) N P(ER[X1,Xz]) such that

UGi) = [ Hdan,
¢[X1,X2]

We can thus use Lemma 2.9 to extract a convergent subnet of (), with limit o € $1 (1, p2).
Using again the lower semicontinuity of the functional in (3.4), we can conclude that %4 is lower
semicontinuous.

(3.3) follows by the fact that

Q& = O([z1,r1] [w2,m])
is an element of H!(r16,,, 7204, ).

(3) Let us assume that H is radially convex and let o € $§'(r19,,,720,) be such that

?/H(méml,mém) = / H da;
¢[X1,X2]

we observe that o is concentrated on
{ Mz, 1], Moo, 1]+ A, A2 > 0}

with

/ r da:rl, / ro da:rg.
C[X1,X2] ¢[X1,X2]
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Hence, using Jensen’s inequality and the convexity of H,, ,,, we have
g q y y 1,%2

%H(’I“l(sml,rg(st) :/ Hdo
€[X1,X2]

= /RQ Hml,JBQ d(rl,rg)ﬁa

+

> Hz\ 2, (/2
R

(rl,rg) da)
= Hml,mg (7’1,7“2)
= H([Cﬂl,’l“l], [$2,T’2]). U

Thanks to Theorem 3.4, given (u1, p2) € My (X1) x M4 (Xg) such that 2y (p1, p2) < +oo, the
set

olpr, po) = {a € 5 (1, p2) : /

Hda = %H(Ml,ug)} (3.5)
€[X1,Xs]
is not empty.

In the following we give a direct proof that the Unbalanced Optimal Transport cost %y is the
lower semicontinuous convex envelope of the singular cost .#4. This result will also be obtained
in Theorem 3.15 as a simple consequence of the dual characterization of %4. However, the
following proof highlights the role played by the discrete 1-homogeneous marginals, which is not

evident in the proof of Theorem 3.15.

Theorem 3.5 (Convex l.s.c. envelope). Let H be as in (3.2) and let Sy and 2y be as in
Definition 3.1. Then
%(yH) = %H m M(Xl) X M(Xg)

Proof. We only need to prove equality on M4 (X;) x M4 (X2), being both functions equal to
+o00 outside it. First of all let us compute co () on co (AL (X1) x Ay (Xg)) = co (AL (Xy)) x
co (A4 (Xg)) (outside this set co () is equal to +o00). We take (u1,p2) € co(Ay(Xy)) x
co (A4 (Xg)) and we observe that any finite set in Ay (Xy) x Ay (Xg) is always contained in the
cartesian product of two finite sets M; = {,ul = Tlémi ci=1,---,I} and My = {,u2 = r{6 ]

j=1,---,J}, so that
co (Sn) (n1, p2) = inf{Z%‘j«VH(T%%g,T%%JQ‘) : <7"§,332L7‘§,€Uj2,%j>ij € A(Ml,uz)},
ij

A(Mlnu'Q) = {(7”1,.7]1,7"2,%'2,’}/2]) :u'17M2 Zf}/lj Tl zi 7T2 ZVZ] - 1771] > O}

ij
In particular it holds that

p1 = Z’Yijﬁfsg;g’ p2 = Z%’j@%g
ij ij
for some ¢, 7 € R, and some z¢ € X 7 e X9 not necessarily distinct points. Settin,
1>72 + 1 ] y p g

o= ZWU(;([m'l,rﬂ,[:v%,r%]) € Pf(t[xl’xﬂ) (36)
one immediately checks that

a € H (1, p2), Z%J‘%" rlém ,r%é ):/H da. (3.7

]
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Conversely, every a € P(€[X1,Xa]) N H' (11, p2) can be written as in (3.6) with coefficients
(rt, @b, rd, ad, vii)i; in A(ur, p2); the integral identity of (3.7) eventually shows that co (#44) can
be written as

co () (11, p2) = inf {/@[ Hda : o € 5 (1, po) ﬂPf(Q:[Xl,XQ])} .

X1,X2]

Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 2.12; we have that

co () (11, o) = inf {/€ Hda : o € 9 (pg, p2) N Pf(Q*)} ,

[X1,X2]

where €, 1= €, o) X1, X2], with R(u1, p2) as in (2.13). Thus

1,12
Un(pa, p2) < co(Fn) (p1, p2)  for every (p1, p2) € co (Ap(Xq)) x co (Ap(X2)).
Moreover %4 is lower semicontinuous and convex hence, by definition of @ (), it must hold
0 (Sh) (1, p2) = Un(pa, p2)  for every (p, pa) € My (Xq) x M (Xq).

Then, in order to prove equality, we only need to prove the other inequality. To do so, fixed
(w1, p2) € My (Xq) x My (X2), we prove that there exists a net {(u], 13)}ner C co (A4 (X)) x
co (A4 (X)) s.t. limy, (1], pd) = (p1, p2) and a net

{m}tnee C M1 (€) NP(L)

s.t. vy € 9 (u], ud) for every n € E satisfying

lim Hdy, = / Hda™
neE @[thﬂ Q[lexﬂ

where a* € 9! (1, u2) N P(€,) (see (3.5)). To do so, we use Lemma 2.3 with X := &,, f :=H,
a = o and we find {7y, }ner C My (€,) NP(C,) s.t.

limy, =a*, lim [ Hdy,= [ Hda"

Finally we can define

pl = 0i(w), w3 :="bi(y,) for every n€E.
Obviously v, € 91 (u7, pd) and p; = lim,eg 4], indeed if p; € Cyp(X;), then
li cdpl] = i ;db} () = lim ox;)r;d
nler% X o nIEI]IEI /XZ & hl (’777) nleE @[XhXﬂ(‘p Z) T

=lim | (piox)ridy, = / (pi o x;)r; da*
nek ¢,

*

:/ (i ox;)rydac” :/ ¢; db} (a®)
€[X1,Xo] X;

:/ i dps,
X.

7
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where we have used that (¢ ox;)r; € Cy(€,) and the convergence of v, to o* in P(&,). Notice
that, in general, it is not true that (¢ o x;)r; € Cp(€[X1, X2]). Finally

o () (1, p2) = inf{lim/\inf co (A1) (1, 13) = {(11s 13) Faer, € co (AL (X1) x Ay (Xa)),
(i1, p12) = 1i§n(u%,/z%)}

< liminf co () (1], pd) < lim inf/ Hd~,
n n C[X1,X2]

:/ Hda™ = %, p2)- U
C[X1 , Xo]

Theorem 3.5 immediately yields the following useful property.

Theorem 3.6 (Sublinearity of %y). The functional %y is sublinear (i.e. convex and positively
1-homogeneous) in M4 (X1) x My (Xe): for every pl, p! € My (X;) and every N, X" € [0, +00)

Ua(N iy + X' pf s Ny + X' pay) < N Uha(py s pn) + Ny s i) (3.8)

3.2. Disintegration, barycentric projection and decomposition of homogeneous cou-
plings. Every plan e € M (€[X1,X3]) can be expressed as a superposition of a Borel family
of probability measures (g ), in ]Ri, x = (x1,72) € X1,0 X Xg,. It is sufficient to consider the
map X = (x1,x2) : €[X1,Xa] = Xi, X Xg,, where x; : €[X;,Xs] = X;, are defined in Section
2.1, and the plan v := (x1,x2)sa¢ € M (X1, X Xg,,). The disintegration of o w.r.t. y yields the
Borel family (ag)z C P(R?) satisfying

o= / gy wp dY(T1,22), 7= X300 (3.9)
X1,0><X2,0

Notice that if a({o}) = 0 then ~ is concentrated on Xi, x Xa, \ {o}. If moreover a €
ML (€[X},Xs]) then we can define

0= (01,02), oi(z1,22) 1= /2 ri Aoy 2y (r1,72), 08 € LN(X1,0 X X2,0,%), 0 > 0. (3.10)
R+
Definition 3.7 (Barycentric projection and reduced couplings). The barycentric projection of
a nontrivial plan a € M? (€[Xy, Xy]) is the plan ay, € M (€[X1,Xs]) defined by
ap == Tlolyy, where Tlo](z) := ([z1, 01(@)], [z2, 02(x)]), @ € X1, X Xop0. (3.11)

When a(€[X1,Xz]) =0 (i.e. a is the null measure) we set oy, := .
We say that a is a reduced plan if @ = «, or, equivalently, if oy is a Dirac mass () for
y-a.e. T € X1 X Xo .

The interest in the barycentric projection and in reduced couplings is justified by the following
result.

Proposition 3.8 (Reduced homogeneous couplings and minimizers). If u; € M (X;), o €
9 (1, po) then also o € H (11, u2). If H satisfies (3.2) and it is radially convex then

/ Hday < / H do. (3.12)
¢[X1,X2] ¢[X1,X2]

In particular, if a(p1, p2) < 400, then the minimum of the Unbalanced Optimal Transport
problem 3.1 is attained at a reduced coupling.
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Proof. We can assume that « is nontrivial. Let us first check that oy preserves homogeneous
marginals. For every (; € Cy(X;), we have

/(Cioxi)ri doy, = /Cz‘(%)@i(ﬂ?l,m) dy(z1,22) = /Ci(%)(/n‘ daxl,xg(rlar2)> dy(z1, x2)

- /(Q ox;)r da = /Cz‘ dpss.

By radial convexity, using Jensen’s inequality, we have

/ Hdo :/ </ Hdaml,mg(rlar2)> dry(xl’xQ)
€[X1,X2] X1,0%X2,0 ~JRY
2/ H([$1,Q1(3€1,3€2)],[902792(9017902)])d7(9517952):/ Hdoy. O
X1.0%XX2 o G[XLXQ}

We can now show that it is possible to improve the previous representation by decomposing
the measures y; in two parts, corresponding to complete or partial distruction/creation of mass.
We introduce the partition €', &Y, €] of €4[Xq, Xz], where

¢ o= (€Xa]\ {o1}) x (€[X2] \ {o2}), € == (€[Xa]\{o1}) x {02}, €5 = {o1} x (€[X2]\ {02}).
Every homogeneous plan a € ./\/l+( [X1,X2]) not charging o = (01, 02) can be decomposed into
the corresponding sum o = o’ —i—al +afy, where o' = alL¢’ and o := alL €. Correspondingly
we can write v =~/ + '71 + 72

v i=xg0’ € My(Xy x Xa), ! =xaf € My(Xy x {o2}), 5 = x5 € My ({01} x X2).
(3.13)

Theorem 3.9 (Distinguished optimal couplings). Let us suppose that H satisfies (3.2) and it is
radially conver and let p; € M4 (X;) non trivial such that 2q(p1, 1) < +oo.

There exist Borel partitions {S},S!'} of X; and an optimal homogeneous and reduced coupling
o € 9 (1, p2) not charging o such that setting

= LS pi(S)) >0, ul = LS (3.14)
and keeping the above notation for p;, o, ,~v,~",~! we have
1 :pﬁ(:ul ®61)®602’ ag:(sﬂl Xpﬁ(ug®61)a (315)
¥ = 1] ® oy, vy = o, @ iy, (3.16)
bi(a') = pis A =L (S] x Sh), (3.17)
a=Tlelyy, o =Tlely, Tlol(z1,22) = ([z1, 01(w1,22)], [w2, 02(21, 72)]) (3.18)
and
0i>00nS] xS, 01=00nS]xXs, 02=0o0nX xS, (3.19)
o1(z1,02) =1 0on Sy, o2(o1,22) =1 on S§ ~-a.e.. (3.20)
Proof. Let & = &' + &/ + &4 be an optimal reduced coupling in $!(u1, p2) not chargmg 0.
In the degenerate case when & vanishes, then setting pu; = m;v;, v; € P(X;), m; = ui(X;) > 0,
we have
U (i, p2) =/ H([z1,m1], 02) dV1+/ H(o1, [v2, m2]) dva > / H([z1, m1], [x2, m2]) d(11®@v2)
X1 Xo X1 xXo

so that the reduced coupling o = ([x1, m1], [x2, m2])s(11 ® 1) satisfies all the assumptions with
Si=X;.

We can therefore suppose that o’ is nontrivial and we set

i = bi (&), [ =hi(a)), 7= xza, 7 :=xa’ =FL (X1 x Xa),
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and we can write & = T[g]y as in (3.11).
The optimal cost %y (p1, p2) can be decomposed as

/H da — /XX H(lz1, 61], [0, 62]) d:/+/Xl H(lz1, 1], 02) du’1’+/XQ H(os, [12,1]) dul. (3.21)

Since h}(&4) = 0x, and b (& ) = Ox, we have p; = fi,+/i: we call ], 6/ Borel representatives
of the Lebesgue densities of p, i w.r.t. p; and we call

S = {xz € X : 0! (z;) = 1}, Si=X;\ S,

Since 0 + 0 = 1 pj-a.e. in X;, we clearly have 0, = 0 p;-a.e. in S/ and 6 > 0 p;-a.e. in S..
We also have 1 (S7) = bi(a')(SY) = 0 and since bi(a&') = (xl)ﬁ(éﬁ/) we deduce that g, = 0
7'-a.e. in S] x Xo. With a similar argument, we deduce that go = 0 4’-a.e. in X; x SY.

We define p, ui/ according to (3.14). Notice that u = (0])~Ljil < jil, whereas p/ = g/ LS.
The quotients g;(x;) := 0/ /0, are well defined p;-a.e. in S} and we have

M;, = (1 + ql)ﬂgn ﬂ;l = :u'l 0// :u'l + qle

We set
Jo(l4q1) in S} x Xy, Joe(l4¢q2) in Xy xS,
270 S’ x X, 2o in X x SY,

and we define o as in (3.15). Finally
V=Y L(SIx8), o =Ty =Tlely, a=a +af+asj.
Let us check (3.17); since v = xja, the equality 4" = v L (S; x S5) is immediate, so that we

have to prove that hl(a’) = u.. We just consider the case i = 1 since the calculations in the
case i = 2 are completely analogous. For every test function ¢ € Cp(X1) we get

/(COXl)fl da’ :/x » C(x1)o1 (w1, w2) dY' (21, 22)
= / C(wl)él(ﬂﬁlaw)(l + Q1(901)> Ay (@1, z2)
S x Xz

Clz1)(1 4 quer)) din(xr) = [ ¢ dpy.
St X1

Let us now compute the H-cost of a:

/H do’ = /H([w1,§1 + q101], [%2, 02 + q202]) dF

H(fer, 61), [22, 2]) 4 + / a181H([e1, 1], 00) 45/ + / 4202H (01, 2, 1])

< [n
- [Haa+ [
o o
/H da'+/H([m1,1],02) du’1’+/H(01,[x2,1]) dul
fraa+ |
fraa+

(21, 1], 02) djf} + / (01, 22, 1]) dji,

Hdo/{—k/H dady

H([z1,1], 02) d(qih + p7) / H(o1, [x2,1]) d(gafiy + p3)

T
[N
R
_|_

H((z1, 1], 02) dﬂ’{+/H(017[w2,1]) d/?c’z’=/H A6 = Z(jur, o).
]
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As an application of the previous properties, we compare the formulation 3.1 of Unbalanced
Optimal Transport via homogeneous couplings with the formulation based on the notion of semi-
couplings introduced by [Chi+18b] in a compact Euclidean setting. We obtain a considerable
extension of the semi-coupling approach to a general, possibly non-compact, setting.

Given p; € M (X;), i = 1,2, we can consider the set

A

D1, 12) 1= { (11.92) € (M (1 x Xa))? s () = s 0 = 1,2} (3.22)

Every radially 1-homogeneous cost function H as in (3.2) induces a functional on T'(j1, p2) given

by

H([% ﬂ}’ [902’ ﬂ]) dy, 7€M (X1 xXg), v <v.  (3.23)

Jn(71,72) = / dy dry

X1 ><X2

Since H is radially 1-homogeneous, (3.23) does not depend on the choice of the dominating
measure 7 and one can consider the problem of minimizing Jy in I'(pq, p2) :

Uir(p1, j2) = inf{JH(’Yl,’YQ) t(1,72) € f(m,m)}- (3.24)

When %(,ul,,ug) < 00, H satisfies (3.2) and it is also radially convex, and X;, Xo are compact,
it is not difficult to prove the existence of an optimal pair (v1,72) € f(ul, (2) attaining the
infimum in (3.24) (see [Chi+18b, Prop. 3.4]). The direct approach when X; are not compact is
less clear, but existence of an optimal pair can be obtained as a consequence of the argument
we are going to detail below in Theorem 3.11.

Remark 3.10. The formulation (3.24) also allows for more general (1.s.c., radially 1-homogeneous
and convex) functions H defined in (X; x [0, +00)) % (X2 X [0, +00)) which are not compatible with
the equivalence relation (2.7) inducing the topological cone €[X;, Xz]. This definition, however,
may not satisfy the invariance property stated in Remark 3.2: consider, e.g., the case when
X1 =Xg =1[0,a], a >0, p1 = 6y, pz = 0, and H((z1,71), (22,0)) = rie” #1722l We clearly have
?//El(ul, p2) = e~ . In order to have an intrinsic formulation, we will assume that H is compatible
with the cone structure.

Theorem 3.11. If H satisfies (3.2) then for every pu; € M (X;) non trivial we have

U1, j12) < U 12).- (3.25)
If, in addition to (3.2), H is also radially convez, then
Un(pa, 112) = Ui, i2)- (3.26)

and the infimum in (3.24) is attained.

Proof. We first observe that every triple (v,71,72) € My (X1 x Xa) x T'(ju1, o) with ~; <

induces a homogeneous coupling a € H' (11, j12) via the formula

_ dy
dvy’

a:=Gyy, G(x1,x2) := <[361791(961,962)], [362,92(9617962)]>, 0 : (3.27)

such that

/ Hdo = JH(’)/l,’)/Q). (328)
€[X1,X2]

Therefore we immediately get (3.25).
Let us now assume that H is also radially convex and let a be a distinguished optimal coupling
as in Theorem 3.9. Keeping the same notation of that Theorem let us set p;(S]) = m; > 0 and let
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us set v; 1= m[lué- We define v := '+ pf @ua+ 1@ pg, 11 2= 01y + 4] @va, 72 1= 027 +11@ p3,
obtaining y; = W+ pl! = p; so that (v1,72) € I'(p1, p2). Moreover

Ju(1,72) :/H([x1,91]7[962792]) d~'
+/H<[w1,1],[x2,on d<u3’®u2>+/H<[w1,01,[w2,1]> Ay ® i)

:/H da:%H(,ul,,ug). U

3.3. The dual problem. In the next results we study the dual definition of the Unbalanced
Optimal Transport cost %4, for which we need the following definitions.

Definition 3.12. Let H : €[X;,X2] — [0, 4+00] be a function; we define the set of continuous
functions

— Cpr(m1)r1 + pa(w2)re < H([21,71], [12,72])
Py = {(301,@2) € Gp(X1) x Cp(Xa) = ¢ every (z1,29) € X1 x Xo, (r1.72) € R2 (3.29)

and, for every (i1, p2) € My (X1) X My (Xs), the fanctional D( a1, iz) : Cp(X1) x Cy(Xa) = R
given by

D(p1, 923 f1, 1h2) ::/

©1 dpy +/ wadpuz, (p1,92) € Cp(X1) x Cp(Xa).
X1 X2

Before stating the main duality result, let us briefly recall the Fenchel-Moreau Theorem in
the framework of a pair of vector spaces F, F' placed in duality by a nondegenerate bilinear map
(-,+,), see e.g. [ET87]. We endow E with the weak topology o(F, F), the coarsest topology for
which all the functions e — (e, f), f € F, are continuous.

Definition 3.13. Let # : E — (—o00, +00] be not identically +oo and satisfying
F(e) > (e, f) —c forsome f € F, ceR and every e € E. (3.30)
The polar (or conjugate) function of .# is the function .#* : F' — (—o0, +00] defined by
F*(f) :=suple, f) — F(e) forevery f € F.

ecE

Theorem 3.14 (Fenchel-Moreau). Let E and F be vector spaces placed in duality by a nonde-
generate bilinear map (-,-,) and let F : E — (—o0,+00] be satisfying (3.30) and not identically
+oo. Then the lower semicontinuous (w.r.t. the topology o(E,F)) and convex envelope of F is
given by the dual formula

co (F) =7"(e) :=suple, f) — F*(f) for everyec€ E.
fer

In particular,

if F is convex and lower semicontinuous then F = .F**.

The following is the main duality result and it gives also an independent proof of Theorem
3.5.

Theorem 3.15 (Duality). Let H be as in (3.2) and let %y and %y be as in Definition 3.1. Then

Ui (1, p2) = €0 () (1, p2) = sup {D(@1, w2; 1, 12) = (p1,902) € Py} (3.31)
for every (1, p2) € My (X1) x My (Xg).
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Proof. Set E := M(X1) x M(Xz2) and F' := Cp(X1) x Cp(Xz) with the bilinear form

() ExF =R, (11, p2), (@1, 02)) = D(p1, p2; p1, p2)-

This is a well defined nondegenerate bilinear form. We endow then E with the topology o(E, F)
which coincides exactly with the product weak topology.
Consider then the function Ay : E +— (—o00, +00] defined as in Definition 3.1. Then we have

Hip1,92) = sup  {{(11, p2), (1, 92)) — Fulpr, p2)}
(11,m2)EE

= sup {((M17M2)7(@17¢2)> _yH(,UhMQ)}
(M17M2)6A+(X1)XA+(X2)

= sup {p1(z1)r1 + pa(w2)ra — H([z1,71], [22,72])}

Z1,71,22,72

0 if ((pl,tpg) c (I>|_|
+o00 elsewhere ’

Hence by Theorem 3.14 we have
o () (1, p2) = A" (1, p2) = sup {D(p1, a; pi1, pi2) | (1, 02) € Pu}. (3.32)

By Theorem 3.4 we know that %4 is convex and lower semicontinuous and stays below .74 so
that we clearly have %4 < @0 (.-#4). The other inequality is immediate: take any c € $! (1, o)
and any (@1, p2) € ®y; then

/ 1 dpg +/ padus = / ((p1ox1)r1 + (w2 0x2)r2) dae < / Hdox.
X, X5 €[X1,Xa] €[X1,Xa]

Passing to the supremum in ®y and to the infimum in $' (1, po) and using (3.32), we conclude
that 24 Z@(yH) U

Remark 3.16. If H has the form

H([xl”rl]’ [$2,T’2]) = {

7“1C(1‘1,1‘2) if r =179 Z 0

+00 elsewhere

for some ¢ : X; X Xg — [0, +00] lower semicontinuous function, we have that %H"P(Xl)X'P(XQ) is

exactly the classical Optimal Transport cost induced by c. This was indeed exploited in [SS22].

In Definition 2.10 we have introduced the closed and convex envelope of H which is obtained
first convexifying H “slice by slice” and then closing its graph globally in €[X;,Xs]. One could
also compute first the closed convex envelope “slice by slice” and then glue together the resulting
functions (see the definition of ¢o (H) below). In the following result we show, making use of
Theorem 3.15, that the two procedures give raise to same object.

We also show that, even if H is not convex, taking the closed and convex envelope of the
singular cost .7y is sufficient to also recover the Unbalanced Optimal Transport cost induced by
the closed and convex envelope of H.

Corollary 3.17. Let H be as in (3.2) and let €6 (H) be as in Definition 2.10. Let us define
¢o (H) : €[Xq,Xa] = [0, 400] as

co (H) ([z1, r1], [z2,72]) == 0 (Hgy o) (11,72)  for every (z1,x2) € X1 x Xg, (r1,72) € Ri.
Then

0 (H) ([z1, ], [z, m2]) = ¢o (H) ([z1, 7], [z2, m2]) = sup {p(@1)r1 + @a(@2)r2 : (¢1,92) € Pu}
for every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xg and every (ri,12) € ]R%_. Moreover

@(yH) =Co («ym(H)) = Uy = %E(H) m M(Xl) X M(Xg). (3.33)
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Proof. We denote by Uy : €[X1, Xa] — [0,+00] the restriction of %4 to AL (X1) x Ap(Xg) =
€[X1, X2 (see Lemma 2.4).
It is clear that o (H) < ¢o (H) < H so that
Ussy < Uy < U
and
@(H) = U@(H) < &)(H) = UcAo(H) < Uy <H,
where we used Theorem 3.4 and the radial convexity of ¢ (H) and ¢o (H). Moreover, since Uy
is, lower semicontinuous, convex and stays below H, we have that Uy < ¢o (H). This gives that
@0 (H) = Ugs(n) = €0 (H) = Ugny = Un

and in particular, using Theorem 3.15, that

0 (H) ([z1, 7], [w2,72]) = ¢o (H) ([w1, 1], [w2, m2]) = sup{p(z1)r1 + @a(w2)r2 : (01, 02) € PH} .
The fact that ¢ (H) = Uy gives that %y < ey so that %y < E(&”@(H)). However, by
Theorem 3.4, we know that %y = ©0 () so that @ () < @ (Fsm)). Since, obviously, the
other inequality holds, we have o (#y4) = o (y@(H)). Applying again Theorem 3.4 to ©o (H)
we conclude that

@ (Fh) = T (Fean)) = Ut = Ueo (). -

Remark 3.18. As an interesting application of the previous Corollary, we obtain a clarifying
justification of two equivalent characterizations of the Hellinger-Kantorovich metric (see (7.23)
and (7.54) of [LMS18]) in a (complete, separable) metric space (X, d), namely the formula

HK2(u1, o) =  min /dea: min /d2 dBs, 3.34
(1, p2) wpeiin [ dedaz= min o drse B2 (3.34)

where dg is the canonical cone metric introduced in (2.9) and d, /5 ¢ is the cone metric obtained
by trucating the argument of the cos function at m/2:

1
2

d7r/2,€([m7 TL [ya S]) = (7"2 + 82 —2rs COS(d(.%'7 y) A 7'('/2)) ’ [1’, TL [ya S] € Q:[X] (335)

By Remark 2.13, the identity (3.34) is equivalent to
H<2(p1, 12) =  min /d2oT da= min /d2 0Ty dS3, 3.36
(b1, 12) a€f! (p1,p2) ¢ BEN (n1,p2) m/2e " 12 & ( )

where Ty is defined in (2.14); it is then not difficult to check that
d2yeoTy =00 (dgoTs). (3.37)

Therefore, the constant 7/2 in (3.34) appears as a natural effect of the convexification of the
cost function d% o T and the identity (3.33).

3.4. The Monge formulation. We define the Monge formulation of the Unbalanced Optimal
Transport problem.

Definition 3.19 (Transport-growth maps and Monge formulation). Given p; € M4 (X;) and
Borel maps (T,g) : X; — X x [0, +00) with g € L' (X{, 1), we denote by (T,g)p1 the measure

(T, g)wt1 == Tylgr1) € My (Xa).

We say that (T, g) is a transport-growth map connecting pq to po. If H : €[X1, Xo] — [0, 4+00] is a
proper Borel function, we define the Monge formulation of the Unbalanced Optimal Transport
problem as

M, p2) == inf{/ H([z, 1], [T(z), g(z)]) dua(z) [ p2 = (T7g)*u1}-

X1
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While in this section we only study the relation between the Kantorovich (i.e. the primal) and
the Monge fofmulation of the Unbalanced Optimal Transport problem, in Theorem 5.13 we will
provide sufficient conditions for the existence of an optimal transport-growth map realizing the
infimum above. Clearly we have

Ui, p2) < dtu(pa, p2), i € My(X;)

as a consequence of the fact that any transport-growth map (T,g) induces an admissible a €
$ (1, p2) via the formula

o= ([idxl7 1]7 [T7g])ﬁﬂl-
Recalling the definition (2.16) of the reduced cost function h, we also have

[ Hda= [ (e [T g@) din@) = | b T@)igl) da).
¢[X1,X2] X1 X1

We derive the main result of this subsection from the analogous one [Pra07] in the classical
Optimal Transport theory. To do that we need the following definition.

Definition 3.20. Let H : €[X;,Xs] — [0. 4+ o] be a proper and lower semicontinuous function.
We define

OTh(a1, a2) := min / Hdy:y el(a,a2) p, o € My (C[X]),
X1 Xa]

where I'(a, ag) is the set of transport plans from «; to o defined as
Do, a2) == {7 € M(€[Xq,X3]) : 7Tﬁl'7 = oy, 7Tﬁ2’7 =as}.

Notice that I'(a1, a2) is not-empty if and only if aq(€[X1]) = a2(€[X2]). The following is an
immediate consequence of [Pra07, Proof of Theorem B].

Theorem 3.21. Let X; be Polish spaces, let H : €[X1,Xa] — [0,400] be continuous and let
a; € M4 (C[X;]) be such that vy is diffuse and oy (€[X1]) > 0. Then for every v € I'(a1, az) such
that fG[Xl x,) Hdy < 400 and every e > 0 there exists a Borel map F : C[X1] = €[Xg] such that

Fr=as [ HiwFoo)daon) < [ Hayee
¢[X1] ¢[X1,X2]

Choosing in particular an optimal -+ realizing the minimum in the definition of OTy one
can prove the equivalence between the Monge and Kantorovich formulations of the Optimal
Transport problem. The connection between balanced and unbalanced Optimal Transport is of
course given by the fact that if & € H' (1, po) for measures pu; € My (X;), then o € T'(ay, ),
where a; := Wéa. A stronger connection actually holds, as reported in the following result which
is the analogue of [LMS18, Corollary 7.7, Corollary 7.13]; the proof of the second statement is
identical and thus omitted, the proof of the first statement follows immediately by Lemma 2.12.

Proposition 3.22. Let H be as in (3.2). Then for every p; € My (X;) with R = R(p1, p12) as
in (2.13), it holds

Un(pr, p2) = min {OTh (a1, a2) : a; € P(ER[X:]), bl (ey) = py, i =1,2}.

In particular we have 2y (p1, p2) = OTH(ﬂﬁla,ﬂga) for every optimal & € 9L (1, p2) (cf. (3.5)).
If X =Xy = Xg and (p;).; € M4 (X) with N > 2, then there exist ()Y, C P(€[X]) such that

' (i) = pi,  U(pio1, 1) = OTh(eui1,05)  for everyi € {2,...,N}.

We first show that the cost of any coupling o € $' (1, po), jt; € M (X;), can be approximated
by the cost of couplings with the same homogeneous marginals not charging the vertex of the
first cone.
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Proposition 3.23. Let H : €[X{,Xo] — [0,400] be a proper, radially 1-homogeneous and
continuous function, and let p; € My (X;) be such that p1(X1) > 0. Then for every ¢ > 0
and every a € H'(u1,p2) such that qul x,) Hda < 400 there exists a. € (1, p2) with

a:({v1 =o01}) = 0 such that

/ Hda, < / Hda + €.
€[X1,Xz] C[X1,X2]

Proof. We define the measures

ol = al {y £o}, o =al{pn=o}, ulf=ba?), u3=0bla?);
it is not restrictive to assume that u$(X2) > 0 so that a®(€[Xy,Xz]) > 0. For a bounded Borel
map ¢ : €[X1, X3] = (0,00) and a measure 3 € M (€[X1,Xq]) we set
prdy o (1, 92) := (01,92/9(01,92)), i € E[X]],
dily 2(8) := (prdy,2)s(V B).
Notice that h3(dily2(3)) = h3(8) and

/ H d(dily2(8)) = / H(@(91,92)91,92) dB(91,92). (3.38)
€[X1,X2]

€[X1,Xa]
We fix € > 0 and we set

AL(91,92) := sup {A € [0,1/2] : H(ry1,92) < H(o1,92) + g0 for every r € [0,)\]},

N (h1,192) := sup {)\ €[0,1/2] : H(ry1,92) < H(91,92) + & for every r € [1 — A, 1]},
where ¢ is given by
1 €
g0 = = .
U 2 (X)) + ad9(€X1, Xs))

Since H is continuous, it is not difficult to check that \., \” define strictly positive upper semi-
continuous maps (thus Borel) from €[X;,Xz] to (0,1/2]. Now we set ¢ := pu3(Xz)/u1(X1) and
we consider any v € I'(u1,c 'ug). We “lift” 4 to a plan B := lyy € H'(u1,p$) using the
map £(z1,22) := ([x1, 1], [2,¢]) and we consider the rescaled plan 8. and its first homogeneous
marginal

Ba{: - dil)\/E,Q(IB)7 M/l,e = h%(ﬁé)

Since AL < 1/2 we easily get 1} . < 21 < pqp and we call ¢ . the Lebesgue density of z/ _ with
5 y g :u’l,a 21u’ 2 l.e lu’l,a
respect to pp, i.e.

fy. = 01041, 0. isa Borel map with values in (0,1/2]. (3.39)
In a similar way we define the homogeneous plan 37 and its first homogeneous marginal
:8{2, = dil(l—)\’s’),Q(atg)’ lulll,e = b%( g)’ /“1'/1,,8 = Qlll,eiul'

We can select a Borel representative of ¢f . such that (1 — of ) takes values in (0,1/2]. We
eventually consider

4% Y
Qe = Qll,a A1 - 9,1/76)7 79/5 = /5 ) 19;/ = 1 _6// ) (3.40)
91,5 91,5
ol ==L\, ol =921 — )+ (1 —97), (3.41)
ag = dﬂa’E,Z(:@)a a? = dilag,g(atg). (342)

Since the dil. » dialations preserve the second homogeneous marginals, we easily get

by(al) = p3,  bi(al) = py. (3.43)
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Concerning the first marginals, for every test function ¢ € Cy(X1) we have

/ (C o X1)F1 dag = / (C o Xl)rlﬁé)\; dB = (C Oxl)rlﬁé dﬁé
€[X1,X2] Q[XI,XQ] €[)(17)(2]
[ o au. / ol dim = [ Cpe dm.
1 1
/ (Coxq)ry dald = / (Coxq)rio? datd
€[X1,X2] ¢[X1,X2]

= / (C [¢] xl)rlﬁg(l — )\g) datg —|—/ (C o Xl)l’l(l — 19‘/5/) dOétg
C[X1,X2] C[X1,X2]

= / (Coxq)rivZ dBY + C(l —97) duy
€[X1,Xa]

/’w” L/Cl—ﬁ”dm
:/ch( Yo+ (1 01) dua

C(1— o) dus
X1

so that
bi(ad) = oepn,  bi(ad) = (1 o).
We deduce that the plan
a. = a9+ a? belongs to H'(u1, pa).

By linearity, the H-cost associated with c. is the sum of the corresponding costs associated with
ol and af; using (3.38) and observing that 0 < of < X., 1 — )\’ < ¢/ < 1 we obtain

/ Hdo? = / H(ot1,92) dB(n1,92) < / (H(01,02> +€0) dB(v1,2)
€[X1 Xl X1 Xa] X1 Xa]

= / Hda’ + cou1(X1) < / Hda’ +¢/2,
¢[X1,X2] €[X1,X2]

/ Hdaég = / H(O'gljl,ljz)datg(ljl,ljz) < / (H +€) datd
€[X1,Xa] €[X1,Xa] €[X1,Xa]
= / Hda + ea¥(€[Xy, Xs]) < / Hda' +¢/2. a
¢[X1,X2] ¢[X1,X2]

Theorem 3.24. Let X; be Polish spaces, let H : €[X1,Xs] — [0,4+00] be a proper, radially 1-
homogeneous and continuous function, and let p; € My (X;) be such that py is a diffuse measure
and p11(X1) > 0. Then for every ¢ > 0 and every o € $H (1, po) such that f@[xl,xg] Hda < 400
there exists a transport-growth map (T,g) connecting puy to pa such that

/ muhufwm»ymnymmm>g/' Hdor + =.
X1 €[X1,X2]

In particular

Un(, p2) = An(p, pi2).
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Proof. Let a € $'(pu1, o) with fQ[X1 X5 Hda < +o0o0 and € > 0 be fixed. By Proposition 3.23
we can find a. € H'(u1, po) with a. ({91 = 01}) = 0 such that

/ Hdagg/ Hda +¢/2.
€[X1,X2] €[X1,X2]

Using Lemma 2.8 applied to a. and ¢ defined as

1 if re > 0,

V([x1, 1], [12,72]) = {1 ifry =0

we can assume that o is concentrated on {r; = 1}. Since u; is non atomic, we deduce that also

al = ﬂéag is non atomic so that, also observing that H is continuous, we can find thanks to

Theorem 3.21 a Borel map F : €[X;] — €[X,] such that Fyal = a2 := W§a€ and

e -

/ H(o1, F(n1)) dal () — /2 < / Hda. (3.44)
C[X4] €[X1,X2]

We define the Borel maps
T(z1) == (xo F)([z1,1]), glz1) = (roF)([z1,1]), 21 €Xy,

and we notice that (T,g)su1 = p2 and

X1

/ H(py, F(o1)) do () = / H (e, 1 [T, g(e)]) don (a1).
¢[Xq]

This concludes the proof. O

4. EXISTENCE OF A MAXIMAZING PAIR FOR THE DUAL PROBLEM

In this section we provide sufficent conditions for the existence of a maximizing pair (o1, p2) €
Py (see Definition 3.12) i.e. such that (¢1,¢2) € Cp(X1) x Cp(X2) and

o1(z1)r1 + p2(x2)ry < H([x1,71], [12,72]) for every ([z1,71], [22,72]) € €[X1, X2,

/ e1dun +/ P2 dp = U(p, p2)-
X1 Xo

A somehow complementary set of assumptions for which the same conclusion holds is presented
in Appendix B. The following result is a simple consequence of compactness.

Lemma 4.1. Let (X;,d;) be compact metric spaces and assume that Q C Xy x Xg is an open
set such that ©(2) = X;, i = 1,2. Then there evists a finite set U = {z, 25,7}, C
X1 X Xg x (0,400) such that

UBn.G)) =X, i=12 |JB. (=) x B, (15) Cc Q. (4.1)

If i € My (X;) is such that supp (i) = X;, then

m(U, p1, p2) = min min g (B, (27)) > 0. (4.2)

yeeey
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In order to use this result, in this section, we are going to assume without mentioning it again
that X; and Xy are compact and metrizable spaces. We also assume that

H: €[Xy, Xa] = [0,400) is continuous, radially 1-homogeneous and convex
and that there exists an open set Qy C X1 x Xy with Wi(QH) = X; such that
H([xl”rl]’ [an 1]) _ H([ol’ [562, 1])

lim = —oo for every (z1,x2) € Qp, (4.3)
r1J0 71
H(z1,1 — H([z1,1
lim ([, 1], [22, 7)) ([z1,1],00) = —o0 for every (z1,23) € Qn.
r2l0 79

To simplify the notation, we set
Hl(ml) = H([xl, 1],02), HQ(.%'Q) = H(Ol, [1‘2, 1]) xr1 € Xl, To € X2
and

K1 = / Hidpy < 400, ko= / Ha dpg < +o0. (4.4)
X1 X2

Clearly H < H;j + Hg; we remark that the meaning of (4.3) is to impose a control on the
derivatives of H at the boundary of Ri for a sufficiently large set of points (z1, z3).

Ezample 4.2. Both the functions in (2.19) and (2.18) satisfy (4.3) with Qu,, = R? x R? and
Onpy = {(z1,22) €RI X R : |3y — 29| < 7/2}.

We start with a few preliminary lemmas that provide bounds on pairs in ®y.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that H is as in (4.3) and let U = {27, 25,7, }_; be as in Lemma 4.1 for
distances d; metrizing X;, i = 1,2 and Q = Qu. If p; € M4 (X;) are such that supp (u;) = X;,
then any pair (o1, p2) € Py such that

/801dM1+/ padp2 >0
X4 Xs

K1+ Ko+ 1
max_ @; > —

Bry (27) m(U, p1, p12)

where k; are as in (4.4) and m(U, 1, p2) is as in (4.2).

satisfies also

for everyn e {l,...,N} and i = 1,2,

Proof. We claim that
/ p1du > —(k1+ K2 + 1), / padus > —(k1+kK2+1) n=1,...,N. (4.5
Br, (z7) Br;(z3)
Indeed, if there exists i € {1,2} (say i = 1) and n € {1,..., N} such that
/ prdu; < —(Iﬂ +l€2+1),
BTn(xil)

then

/ <p1du1:/
X1 B

Thus

<P1du1+/ o1dur < —(k1 + K1+ 1)+ K1 = —(k2 + 1).
(z1) X1\ Bry, (z7)

™

H22/ 302(1#22—/ prdps > ke +1,
X2 Xl

a contradiction. By (4.5) we have, for every i = 1,2 and n =1,..., N, that

pi (By, (x})) sup ¢; > / @i dp; > — (k1 + Ko + 1),
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hence

K1+ Ko+ 1
sup g >~ T2t
Brp (27) mU, p, pi2)

O

Lemma 4.4. Assume that H is as in (4.3) and that p; € M4 (X;) are such that supp (u;) = X;.
Then there exists a constant € > 0 such that any pair (v1,¢2) € Py such that

/¢1du1+/ o2 dpug >0
X1 X

vi(z;) < Hi(x;) —e  for every z; € X;, i=1,2.

satisfies also

Proof. We prove the statement for ¢ = 1, being the other case completely analogous. Suppose by
contradiction that there exists (¢1,5); C @y with [y ¢ dur + [y, w3 dus > 0 and (z5); C X;
such that

Hi(z;) — ¢1(2j) = 0

as 7 — +oo. Up to passing to a subsequence, we can assume that
; 1
0 < Hi(zj) —¢l(z) <= forevery j €N
J

and, by compactness of Xj, the existence of z € X; such that z; — 2. Let U = {27, 2%, 7, }Y
be as in Lemma 4.1 for distances d; metrizing X;, i = 1,2 and 2 = Qy; let

K1t ket 1

. m(u7 M1, MZ) .
Since z € By, (z7) (see (4.1)) for some n € {1,..., N}, we can assume, up to passing again to a
subsequence, that z; € B, («7) for every j € N. By Lemma 4.3, we can find, y; € B, (z%) such
that ¢} (y;) > —C. By compactness of Xy, we can assume that y; — y € B, (z%). We have thus
proven the existence of (z;,y;) € € such that (zj,y;) — (z,y) € Q with

. 1 , ‘
0 < Hi(zj) — ¢l (z) < 5 y(y;) = —C  for every j € N,

We have
1 , ,
1 <H1(Zj) - ;) — Cry < @l(zj)r1 + @y(yj)re < H([z5, 1], [yj,7m2])  for every ri,79 > 0.
Choosing 1 = 1, we get

H(lz;, 1], [y;, 2] — Hi(z 1
(25,11, [9, 2] 1(ZJ)Z—C—f for every 7 € N, r9 > 0.
T2 Jr2

Passing first to the limit as j — +oo and then to the limit as ro | 0, we obtain

lim H([Za 1]5 [y,r2] - Hl(xoo)
r210 9

> —C > —o0,
a contradiction with (4.3). O

The following definition is simply the analogue of the classical c-transform (see e.g. [AGS08,
Definition 6.1.2]).
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Definition 4.5. Let (¢1,¢2) € ®y. We define the Borel functions golH : X9 — R, gleH Xy =R
as

ot(22) ;= inf inf{H([ml,a], [x2,1]) — agol(xl)}, T9 € Xa,

r1EX] a>0

T2EXe >0

oMM (z1) ;= inf inf{H([ml,l],[xg,a])—agolH(xg)}, z1 € X;.

Using the previous lemmas, in the following proposition we prove that the H-transform of a
pair in ®y can be computed restricting the minimization to a compact set. As a consequence,
we obtain uniform bounds and uniform continuity for the admissible pair, as it happens in the
classical case (see e.g. the discussion after [Sanl5, Definition 1.10]).

Proposition 4.6. Assume that H is as in (4.3) and that p; € M4 (X;) are such that supp (u;) =
X;. Then there exists constants R > 1 and M > 0 such that, if (¢1,p2) € Py are such that

/ 801d,u1+/ padus >0,
X1 X2

then || lo, 0 ]loc < M and

P = int int Tl oo 1) - aa(on) b o €%, (1.6)

oMM (z)) = inf inf {H([xl,l],[xg,a])—agp'{'(xg)}, x1 € X;. (4.7

x2€X2 0<a<R

In particular, (gleH,gle) € Py, gleH > 1, go'l" > po. Finally, if d; are distances metrizing X;,
1=1,2, then gleH is d1-uniformly continuous and gle 1s do-uniformly continuous, both with the
same (uniform) di ®¢ do-modulus of continuity of H on €r[Xq, Xz (cf. (2.10)).

Proof. Let (¢1,¢2) be as in the statement. By Lemma 4.4 we know that there exists ¢ > 0 (not
depending on the pair) such that

v1(z1) < Hji(z1) —e  for every z7 € X;.
Then, by uniform continuity of H on &;[X;, Xs], we can find 0 < § < 1 such that

[H([x1,1], [x2,72]) — Hi(z1)]| < g for every 0 < ry < 0.

If we define R :=1+ % + % (maxx, Ha + maxx, Hy + 1), then, for every o > R, we have

H([z1, o], [2,1]) — api(z1) = H([z1, al, [z2,1]) — Hi(z1)a + a (Hi(21) — ¢1(21))
= a (H([z1,1], [#2,1/a]) — Hi(z1)) + a (Hi(z1) — p1(21))

v
OO

[0
H2($2) + 1.

Y

Thus, for every xo € Xo, we get

inf inf {H([z1,a],[z2,1]) — api(x1)} > Ha(xa) + 1
z1€X1 a>R

> !L'irel)f(l OglgiR{H([xl7a]’ [.%'2, 1]) - ag@l(l'l)}

and this proves (4.6). The proof of (4.7) is analogous.
The fact that o} > @9, M > and

gp'{'H(azl)rl + golH(xg)rg < H([z1, 7], [z2,72]) for every (z1,x2) € X1 X Xg, 11,72 >0
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follows by the definition of ! and M. Tt is then clear that ¢! (resp. ¢t") is bounded from
below by min,,ex, @2 (resp. min,, ex, ¢1) and by above by max,,ex, Ha (resp. max,, ex, Hi).
Let d; be distances metrizing X;, i = 1,2; let now x9, 2, € Xa, then, recalling (2.11), we have

801H($2)—801H($'2)‘§ sup sup [H([z1,a], [x2,1]) — H([z1, ], [3,1])|
z1€X1 0<a<R

< Wﬁ ((dl Re d2) (([.’El,a], [x2= 1])7 ([xha]v [x,27 1]))) (4.8)
= wii(do,e([z2,1], [75,1]))
< wif(do (w2, 75)),

where wif is the (uniform) modulus of continuity of H on €g[Xy,X2] and we have used that
do.¢([z2,1], [25,1])) < da(xe,xh) (see (2.9), (2.11) and formula (7.5) in [LMS18]). The analogous
statement for gleH follows by the same strategy. This proves that golH and go'l"H are uniformly
continuous with the same (uniform) modulus of continuity of H on €g[X;, Xs] and concludes the
proof that (o o) € @y, Let U = {a}, 25, r,})_; be as in Lemma 4.1 for the distances d;
and = Qp; we define (recalling Lemma 4.3)

1
M = fn et + wif(diam X1 ) 4+ wif (diam X5) + max H; + max Ho,
m(U, p1, p2) z1€X1 22€X2

we have that o' < Hy < M and, by (4.8), we get

1
ot (xa) > ot (xh) — wili(da(z, b)) > _fmtkptl wl(diam Xy) > —M  for every x5 € Xo,
m(ua M1, /’LQ)
where 2/, € Xy is some point where cle is larger than —% (whose existence is given by
Lemma 4.3). The proof for ¢t is the same. g

With the result of Proposition 4.6 it is straightforward to obtain the existence of a maximizing
pair.

Theorem 4.7 (Existence of optimal continuous potentials). Assume that H is as in (4.3) and
that p; € My (X;) are such that supp (p;) = X;. Then there exists (o1, p2) € Py such that

/ e1dun +/ P2 dpa = U(p, p2)-
X1 Xo

Proof. If %y(u1, pu2) = 0, we can take p; and @9 to be the null functions. We thus assume that

Uiy (1, p2) > 0. If this is the case, we can find a maximizing sequence (], @%)j C &y for the
dual problem (3.31) with

/ gp{d,ul +/ go%d,ug >0 forevery j € N.
X1 Xa

If we consider distances d; metrizing X;, by Proposition 4.6 we have that (gp{’HH,go{’H)j C

®y is a maximizing sequence of equi-uniformly continuous and equi-bounded functions. By
Arzela—Ascoli theorem, we can assume, up to passing to a subsequence, that there exists a pair
(¢1,p2) € Py such that (gojl’HH,gp{’H) — (¢1, p2) uniformly on the compact space X; x Xy. By
dominated convergence, we have

/ ©1dp +/ @2 dpg = lim (/ et A +/ o duz) = U1, 12)- g
X1 X2 J X1 X2
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5. OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS

In this section we provide sufficient and necessary conditions for a plan o € $H'(ju1, p2) to be
optimal. In the following X; and Xs are completely regular spaces and we will often assume that

H: €[Xy, Xa] = [0,400] is a proper, radially 1-homogeneous, convex and l.s.c. function. (5.1)

The cyclical monotonicity of the support of an admissible plan plays a crucial role also in the
unbalanced setting. We recall here the important definition of cyclical monotonicity of a given
set with respect to a cost H.

Definition 5.1 (H-cyclical monotonicity). Let I' C €[Xy,Xz] and let H : €[Xy,X2] — [0, +00];
we say that I' is H-cyclically monotone if for every finite family of points {(?,v3) ?;1 C I' and
every permutation o of {1,..., N} it holds

S Hi,0h) < ST H ).
=1 =1

The following result shows that optimal 1-homogeneous couplings are concentrated on a H-
cyclically monotone set I' which is also a radial convex cone. It extends to the unbalanced
optimal transport setting the classical [AGS08, Necessity part of Theorem 6.14].

Proposition 5.2 (Necessity of cyclical monotonicity). Let H be as in (5.1), let p; € M (X;)
fori = 1,2, let a € H (1, p2) be optimal and suppose that fQ[Xth} Hda < +o0o. Then a is
concentrated on a o-compact (thus Borel) radial convex cone I' C €[Xy, Xa] which is H-cyclically
monotone.

Proof. Let {(¢¥,05)}1>1 C @y be a maximizing sequence for the dual problem (3.31) and let
us define

Hio([z1, m1], [22,72)) == H([z1, 71, [w2, 7)) — @ (@1)ry — @5 (2)ra,  ([21,71], [w2, 72]) € €[Xq, Xo].
Since

lim [ Hg([x1,7], [22,72]) dae =0,
k—o00
there exist a subsequence m +— k(m) and a o-compact (thus Borel) subset G C €[Xq,Xg]

on which e is concentrated s.t. Hy,) — 0 on G as m — +oo. Since Hy, is a radially
convex and 1-homogeneous function, this convergence takes place also on the radial convex cone

I' := hom (co (G)) generated by G:

2 2
I':= {([35172)\1'7{]7 [1'2,2)\1‘7”%]) | ([z1, 78], [0, 78]) € T, A; > O>} .
i=0 i=0

Writing G as a countable union of an increasing sequence of compact sets K,, C €[Xy, Xo], it is
easy to see that I' = UpenK,,, where K,, := hom (co (K,)) and it is not restrictive to assume
that (01,02) € K, . Since each co(K,) is clearly compact in €[X;,Xz] and hom (co (K,)) =
Umen{ (mn1,mn2) : (91,92) € co(Ky) } is the union of a countable family of compact sets, we
conclude that T is o-compact as well. Let now {(yi,95)}Y; C T be a finite family of points and
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let o be a permutation of {1,...,N}. Then
o(i) k o(i
ZH 1)1,1)2 >Z<r14p1 )+ 75 @y ( )(%())>

(riet ™ (@h) + i ™ (25))

I
M=1I

1

<.
Il

(H(n%,v5) — Hyomy (01, 95)) -

I
,MZ

1

(2

Letting m — +o00, we obtain the sought H-cyclical monotonicity of I'. O

Remark 5.3. The previous proof shows that the radial convex cone hom (co (G)) generated
by a o-compact set G C €[X1,Xg] is o-compact. In particular, for a finite Radon measure
a € M (€[Xy,Xs]) the following properties are equivalent:

(i) aisconcentrated on a Borel set G such that the generated radial convex cone hom (co (G))
is H-cyclically monotone;
(ii) a is concentrated on a o-compact radial convex cone I' which is H-cyclically monotone.

We devote the remaining part of this section to formulate a converse statement to Proposition
5.2. We first introduce a few notions related to the natural directed graph structures induced
by H and subsets I' of €[X;,Xs]. A similar approach has already been considered when dealing
with optimality conditions for possibly infinite costs in the classical Optimal Transport theory

[Bei+09; BC10].

5.1. Simple directed graphs and oriented walks. Recall that a directed graph G in a set
Z is an ordered pair (V, A) where V' C Z and A is a set of ordered pairs in V' x V. A (oriented)
A-walk P in V is just a sequence of elements (n°,--- , ™) in VN1 N € N, | such that each pair
of consecutive elements (n"~' y") belongs to A, h = 1,--- , N. We denote by P(y’ — n"|V, A)
the collections of A-walks in V' whose first and last elements are ' and v” respectively. We will
omit to write V when V = Z and we will also omit to write A if the set of arcs is clear from the
context. When t/ =" then we say that P is a cycle.

If P € P(y! — p2) and P" € P(y? — p3) we can construct a new walk P = P’ + P" €
P(y' — v3) by joining P’ with P”.

We say that a (ordered) pair of points (n',y"”) € Z is A-connected if P(y’ — n”) is not empty.
A directed graph (V,.A) is connected if every pair of points in V' is A-connected.

Given a function H : €[X;, Xa] — [0,+00] and a set I' C D(H) C €[X1,Xs], we construct a
directed (bipartite) graph Gy whose vertices belong to

Z =7[X1,Xg] := €[X1]UC€[Xy], the disjoint union of €[X;] and €[Xs].

We first consider the set of arcs Ay consisting of all the (ordered) pairs (92,91) € Z x Z such
that y; € €[X;] and H(p1,92) < +00. We can also easily identify I" with a set of arcs, i.e. all the
(ordered) pairs (91, 2) € Z x Z such that (n1,92) € I' (notice that I" can be canonically identified
with a subset of Z x Z).

We eventually set

-AH,F =Aq Ul
When H is the null function 0 (or any finite function) we have A4y = €[Xy] x €[X;] and

AO,F = (Q:[XQ] X @[Xl]) Uur.
Recalling that 7 : €[X1, Xs] — €[X;] are the canonical projections, we also consider the subsets

T ( ) - Q[X ], Vr=T1ulyCZ (52)



38 GIUSEPPE SAVARE AND GIACOMO ENRICO SODINI

Vr is the collection of all the vertices obtained by applying to I' the two projections on €[X,],
1 = 1,2, canonically identified with the corresponding subsets of Z. We set

Anr = Aurn (Vo x Vp).
Notice that if the initial and final points 1%, y" of a Ap p-walk P belong to €[X;] we will have
N = 2n even, l)lf =2k e C[Xq] for 0 <k <mn, US = p?htl ¢ C[Xg] for 0 <k < mn,
(0, 9% ) = (0, 05) € T, H™ 2, 9™ 1) = H(pi ™, n5) < +oc, (5.3)

2k+1

g%:nlfel“l,n :Ugefg for every k=0,--- ,n— 1.

In particular, if also ™V belongs to I'; then P € P(y° — 9N |Vp, Ay r). More generally, if the
initial and final points of a Ay p-walk P belong to Vi then all the points of P belong to Vr.

Definition 5.4 (H-connectedness). We say that a set I' C D(H) is H-connected if the graph
(Vr, Anr) is connected or, equivalently, if every pair of points of I'y is An p-connected.

Let us now define the “oriented” cost function H : Z x Z — R starting from a cost function H
as in (5.1):
—H(y',y") ify" € C[Xy], v" € Xy],
H(y',y") == ¢ +H(",0) it y” € €[Xi], v’ € €[X],
0 otherwise.

The cost O(P) of a walk P = (y°,--- ,9") in (Z, Ao r) with I' € D(H) is defined by

N
O(P):=> Hy" ' v");
h=1

notice that © is well defined and takes values in RU {400} since I' € D(H), so that the negative
contributions of the arcs to ©(P) are always finite. It is also easy to check that

O(P) is finite if and only if P is a Ay p-walk. (5.4)

In the case of (5.3) we can equivalently write
n—1
O(P) = 3" (Ht,n§) — Hivb,nb)).
k=0
Clearly, I' € D(H) is H-cyclically monotone according to Definition 5.1 if and only if
for every cycle P € P(y — v) in (Z, Aor) we have O(P) > 0. (5.5)

Recalling (5.4) it is immediate to see that it is sufficient to check condition (5.5) on Ay p-cycles
in V. We are going to use the following notation: if P = (y°,--- ,p") and A = (y*,p**1) is an
internal arc for some 0 < k < N — 1, we can “remove” the arc A from P obtaining a new walk
P~ by setting P7F := (y°, ..., pF=1 phtl yN),

Lemma 5.5 (The effect of removing the vertex (o01,02)). Let H be satisfying the standard
assumption (5.1) and let T' C D(H) be a radial cone.
If P is a An r-walk and P, is the walk obtained removing from P all the internal arcs of the
form (01, 02), then
P, is a Anr-walk and ©(P,) < O(P). (5.6)

Proof. Let P = (y°,--- ,9™) be a Ay p-walk. The proof follows by a simple induction argument
if we show that © decreases if we remove an internal arc of the form (o01,02). We can thus
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assume that y* = oy,9**1 = 0y for some 0 < k < N and we set P’ := P~ We notice that
pi=l = [2F=1 k1) € €[Xy] and yF+2 = [2F+2 rFH+2] € €[Xy] so that

@(P) - @(P/) = H(Uk71701) + H(027Uk+2) - H(Uk7170k+2)
= H(o1,9* 1) + H(n* ™2, 05) — H(y* 2, y*71)

= ka+27$k71(0,7"k_1) + H$k+2’xk71(7ﬂk+2,0) — H$k+2’xk—1('l"k+2,7'k_1) >0

thanks to the subadditivity of H x+2 yx-1. The same argument shows that (nF=1 pF+2) € Ay so
that P’ is an Ay p-walk.
O

Corollary 5.6. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 5.5, if I is H-connected then also
[y :=T\{(01,02)} is H-connected and if Ty is H-cyclically monotone then also T' is H-cyclically
monotone (i.e. the arc (01,02) is irrelevant for H-connectedness and H cyclical monotonicity).

Proof. Let T'y; := 7¢(T,) and let v/, 9" € T, 1. If both are different from o0y, since I" is H-connected
and v',v"” € T', we can find a Ay p-walk P € P(y’ — v”) and, by the previous Lemma 5.5 we can
remove from P all the internal arcs of the form (01, 02) obtaining a Ay p,-walk P, € P(y’ — v”).

If y =01 # 9", since 07 € 71(T,), we can find v}, € €[Xy]\ {02} such that (01,95) € T and, by
the same argument above, a Ay -walk P’ € P(y, — v”). It follows that P := (01,15) + P’ is
a Ap r,-walk connecting o; to n”.

If y# # 01 = v”, we can find v € €[X3] \ {02} such that (01,p5) € I' € D(H), so that
in particular H(o1,9%) < oo and (95,01) € Ay. By the same argument above, we can find
P" € P(y — v4) which is a Ay p,-walk so that P := P” + (95,01) € P(y — 01) is a Ay p,-walk
as well.

If y = v” = 01, the two arguments above show that we can find p),n5 € €[Xs] \ {02}
such that (o1,v5) € T and (v5,01) € Ay. Since both ph,p5 € Ty are different from o9, we
can apply again Lemma 5.5 and obtain a Ay -walk P” € P(y), — p3). We can thus define
P = (01,95) + P" 4+ (95,01) € P(y — v”) which is a Ay r,-walk.

Let us now suppose that I, is H-cyclically monotone and let P be a Ay p-cycle in Vr. It is not
restrictive to suppose that P contains at least an element y € Vr\ {01, 02} (otherwise O(P) = 0).
By a cyclic permutation of the arcs of P we can assume that the initial and final point of P is
. By Lemma 5.5 we can construct a cycle P, in (Vr,, A r,) obtained by removing all the arcs
(01,09) from P with the same initial and final point. Since I, is H-cyclically monotone, we have
©(F,) > 0. The inequality (5.6) shows that ©(P) > 0 as well. O

The next Proposition shows how H-cyclical monotonicity reflects on walks that are not pre-
cisely a cycle (cf. (5.5)) but are of the form P € P(y — Apy) for some A > 0.

Given (91,92) = ([x1, 1], [z2,2]) € D(H), we denote by 0H(11,92) the subdifferential of Hy, 4,
at the point (r1,72) € R%, defined as

| Ha 2o (51,52) — Hay 2o (11,72) > a(sy — 1) + b(sg — 12) } .

yp— 2 N
OH(v1,92) := {(a, b) eR” | 0 every (s1,s2) € R%

Notice that dH(Ap1, Apa) = OH(91,92) for every A > 0. As usual, the proper domain of the
subdifferential is denoted by D(9H) := {(v1,92) € €[X1, X2 | OH(91,92) # 0}. It is well known
that D(OH) contains the radial interior

rad-int (D(H)) = {(1)1,02) S Q:[X1,X2] : (""1,7'2) € int (D(Hxl,xg)) }a

where the interior of D(H,, ,) refers to the usual topology of R?; in particular, if (n1,92) €
rad-int (D(H)), then r; > 0,75 > 0.
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For every (91,92) € rad-int (D(H)) we can consider the quantity

(1, n2) = sup {Jal : (a,b) € HM(n1, o) }: (5.7)
notice that
a(An1, An2) = a(y1,92) for every A > 0,
—a(n1,92)[b] < ab < a(n1,n2)|b| for every (a,b) € OH(n1,12).

If yo = 09 and (91, 02) € D(H) we also set
3(1)1,02) = H([Z’l,l],ﬂg) = Tle(Ul,Og) where N = [1‘1,7“1].

Proposition 5.7. Let H be as in (5.1), let I' C D(H) be a H-cyclically monotone radial cone,
and let (n1,92) = ([x1,71], [v2,72]) € To =T\ {(01,02)}, such that (v1,92) € rad-int (D(H)) (and
therefore r; > 0) or vo = 09 (and therefore 1y > 0). Let v} = [x1,r]] € €[X;] with r] > 0; then:

(1) for every e > 0 there exists a An r,-walk P. € P(n] — v1) with

O(F:) < a(yi,2)lry — 1] +&; (5.8)
(2) if P € P(y1 — 1)) is any Anp-walk, then
O(P) = —a(y1,92)lry — 71l- (5.9)

Proof. Notice that y1,1v] € €[X1]\ {o1}; if n2 # 02 we set H := Hy, 4, ¢ := 2> 0;

Claim (1). The case yo = o9 is simple: since (§1,02) € T' € D(H) we have a(yy,09) =
' H(p1,09) < oo; since T is a radial cone and (v}, 02) = 7} /r1(91,02) we have (y],00) € T

with H(p},02) = r{a(y1,02). The walk P = (v}, 02,91) belongs to (Vr,, Anr,) and
O(P) = H(n1,02) — H(v},02) = (r1 — r1)a(vn.92) < a(91,92)|rs — 7.

Let us now consider the case ys # 05. For every n € N, we define

1/n
Wy = <:—}> and we consider the points
1
of = |21l 0] 08 = |aa g )], k=0, =1 o} = fanr] =,
inducing a walk P,, connecting v} to n1 according to (5.3), since

U(l) = [mlarll] = U/l’ (Ulf,‘)g) = (pn,k[xlaTl]’pmk[x?”r?]) el, k= 0,...,n—1,

where p,, j, = n (vﬂn)k We have

T1

O(P) = > (H(y*,v5) — Hivf, o))
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where (an,b,) € OH (0,,q) # 0 for n sufficiently large, since (6,,¢) — (1,¢) as n — 400 and
OH(1,q) = OH(r1,72) with (r1,72) € int (D(8H)) = int (D(H)). This proves that P, is a walk in
Anr, and, passing to the limsup as n — oo we have

limsup an(r] —r1) < a(hi, n2)|r] — 71
n—roo

which yields (5.8).
Claim (2). If P € P(9; — v}) is any Apn p-walk connecting n; to v}, we can consider the cycle
P. = P + P. starting and ending in y; obtained by joining P with the walk P. given by the
previous claim. (5.5) and the H-cyclycal monotonicity of T" yield

0<O(P.)=0(P)+0O(F)
which immediately gives (5.9). O

We can now give sufficient conditions for the H-connectedness of a set I' € D(H), with

H: €[X1, Xa] = [0,400] as in (5.1). We set

Hing(91,92) := inf {H()\1\)17)\2'J2) DAL A > 0}, (n1,92) € €[X1] x €[Xa].
Notice that we have
if y; = [z;, 7] # 0; then Hine(n1,92) < oo < Js; > 0: H([zy, s1], [x2,82]) < 00 (5.10)

whereas

Hint(D1,02) < oo < H(y1,02) < o0, (5.11)
Hing(01,92) < 0o < H(o1,92) < oco. ’

We can also easily see that Hi,e(91,92) < oo if and only if it is possibile to connect 11 (resp. b2)
to a multiple of ng (resp. of y1) with finite H-cost:
Hinf(ljl,UQ) <0 & 3)\2 >0: H(Ul,)\QUQ) < 0
=Pl >01H()\11)1,l)2)<00.
Theorem 5.8 (Sufficient conditions for H-connectedness). If H is as in (5.1) and I' C D(H) is
a H-cyclically monotone radial cone satisfying at least one of the following conditions:
(1) T is Hipe-connected and T\ <{01} x €[Xg] U €[Xq] x {02}) C rad-int (D(H)),
(2) Hint is finite on Ty x Ty (recall (5.2)) and
I' Nrad-int (D(H)) # 0, (5.12)
(8) Hing is finite on Ty x T'y and
there exist points B; € €[X;]\ {0;} such that (91,02) € I' and (01,2) €T, (5.13)
then I' is H-connected.

Proof. We divide the proof in claims.

Claim (1). It is sufficient to prove that if a pair of points (y2,91) € I's x I'y satisfies Hiy(91,92) <
+00 then we can find a Ay walk P € P(y2 — 91). If y; = 01 or n2 = 02 we have H(p1,92) < 400
thanks to (5.11), so that the arc (y2,91) belongs to Ay.

We can thus suppose that v; = [z;,r;] with 7, > 0. Recalling (5.10) and using the 1-
homogeneity of H we can find r; > 0 such that, setting v} = [x1,7]], we get H(p],n2) < +o0.
On the other hand, since y; € I'; we can also find p}, such that (y1,v5) € T

If v, = oy then (p},02) € T" as well, since I' is a radial cone, and H(py,02) < +oo since
I' € D(H). We conclude that P = (92,19}, 09,91) is an admissible walk in (VI‘,.ZHI).
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If v, # oy then (91,v5) € ' Nrad-int (D(H)) and we can apply the first claim of Proposition
5.7 to find a walk P € P(n} — 1) in (V, Aur). Joining (ye,n}) with P we obtain a connection
from 1o to vy.

Claim (2). Let us pick (91,92) € I' Nrad-int (D(H)), v; = [%;, 7] with 7 > 0 and q := 7o/7. It
is sufficient to show that for every §; € I'y we can find a walk P” € P(H; — v1) and a walk
P c Py — 91) in (VF,AH,F).

Since Hing(91,92) < oo, we can find vy = [To,79] with ro > 0 such that H(p1,n2) < 400, so
that (92,91) € Anr. Since I' is a radial cone, setting v} = [Z1,72/q] we have (n},92) € T}
moreover (ry/q,re) = r2/T2(71,72) € int (D(Hz, z,)) so that (v},92) € rad-int (D(H)). By Claim
(1) of Proposition 5.7 we can eventually find a walk P € P(§; — v}) in (Vi, Aur). Thus joining
P with (1},92,11) we obtain a walk P” connecting §; to ;.

In order to find the second walk connecting vy to By, we first select y2 = [z2,72] so that
(h1,92) € T' (using the fact that y; € T'y). Since Hiye(D1,h2) < oo we find A\ > 0 such that
H(A\1B1,2) < co. By Proposition 5.7 we can eventually join A19; to §; by a walk P in (V, Ay ).
The walk P’ obtained by joining (91,92, A191) with P provides the requested connection from
p1 to 1 in (Vr, Anr)-

Claim (3). The proof is quite similar to the previous claim. We show that, for every y; € 'y, we
can connect yy to 0y and o0y to H; with a Ay p-walk. Let y; € I'y be fixed. Since Hin(91,92) < o0,
we can find n2 = A2b2, Ao > 0, such that H(p1,92) < 400, so that (92,91) € A p. The Ay p-walk
(01,92,91) connects 01 to 9.

In order to find the second walk connecting n; to 07 we first select yo = [x9,73] so that
(h1,92) € T (using the fact that y; € T';). Since Hin(91,92) < oo we find A > 0 such that
H(A191,92) < oco. Since I is a radial cone, (Ay1,02) € T' so that the walk P’ = (91,12, AD1, 02,01)
connects 91 to 07 and belongs to (VF,XH,F). O

Remark 5.9. If there is a common vector (r1,72) # (0,0) in the intersection N D(Hz, 2)
(z1,22)€X1 X X2

of all the domains of the functions Hy, ,,, then Hjy is finite in (€[X] \ {01}) % (€[Xa] \ {02}).

Then, if ' C (€[Xq] \ {01}) x (€[X2] \ {02}) and I C rad-int (D(H)), condition (1) of Theorem

5.8 is satisfied and I' is H-connected. If H is finite then it is immediate to check that any

I' C €[X;] x €[Xs] is H-connected.

5.2. Sufficient conditions for optimality. The next result provides sufficient conditions in
order to guarantee the optimality of a 1-homogeneous coupling concentrated on a H-cyclically
monotone radial cone I'. The main assumptions concern H-connectedness of I' (see the previous
Theorem 5.8 for simple conditions guaranteeing this property), the fact that I' has nonempty
intersection with the radial interior rad-int (D(H)) of D(H) (or, alternatively, that (5.13) holds)
and an integrability condition (5.16) which minimic the usual condition stated in the framework
of balanced OT. To avoid trivial cases, we will assume that the measures j; have strictly positive
mass. We also mention that the result below provides the existence of a relaxed solution for the
dual problem, i.e. a pair of optimal potentials that are only Borel measurable.
In order to treat potentials that may take infinite values, we use the notation

(1)1 +o Ca(zo)re := lim (—nV (G (z1)r1 An) + (—=n V (i(z1)re An)
n—-+0o
for functions ¢; : X; — RU{+o00}, with the convention that +00-0 = 0. In particular {;(z1)r1 +,
Ca(x2)re = 0 in case (1(x1) = £00, (2(x2) = Foo and 71,79 > 0.

Theorem 5.10 (Sufficiency of H-cyclical monotonicity). Let H be as in (5.1), let p; € M4 (X;)
with p;(X;) > 0 for i = 1,2, and let o € $' (1, p2) be an admissible 1-homogeneous coupling
concentrated on a o-compact radial cone I' C D(H) such that T' is H-cyclically monotone and



A RELAXATION VIEWPOINT TO UNBALANCED OPTIMAL TRANSPORT 43

H-connected. We set '
Ly:=7a(T), S;:=x(T;\{o;}).
(1) If T satisfies one of the two conditions (5.12) or (5.13) then the measures j; are con-

centrated on the sets S; (in particular S; # () and there exist Borel functions p; : X; —
R U {+£oo} which are real valued on S; and such that

e1(x1)r1 +o p2(w2)r2 < H([z1, 1], [22,12])  for every z; € X;, 1; >0, (5.14)
@1(.7]1)7"1 + @2(1’2)7"2 - H([.%'l,?“l], [1’2,7"2]) Zf ([.%'1,7“1], [1’2,7"2]) erl. (515)
(2) If moreover there exist nonnegative Borel functions g; € L (X;, ju;) such that

p ({331 eXi| [ H(z1, 02(22)]; [2,1]) dpa(22) < +OO}> > 0,
X2 (5.16)

2 ({ eXo | [ H(for, 11, [o2, 01(o0)]) dyus (1) < +oo}) >0,

X1
then « is optimal, / Hda < 400, the functions @; belong to LY(X;, ;) and provide a
¢[X1,Xz]

relazed solution for the dual problem (3.31) i.e.
v1(x1)r1 +o p2(z2)re < H([x1,71], [22,72])  for every x; € Xy, r; >0,

/ ¢1dun +/ P2 dps = U(p, p2)-
X1 X2

Proof. We set
[o:=T\{(01,02)}, &[X1,Xz] :=C[Xy,Xo] \ {(01,02)}.
We first construct a candidate function ® : €[X;] — R inducing a potential {; via the identity
O([z1,m]) = G(z1)r1-
Step 1 (Definition of ® in I';). We pick a point (91,92) = ([Z1,71], [T2,72]) € T’y such that
(91, b2) € rad-int (D(H)) (condition (5.12)) or Ha = 0y (condition (5.13)). We set (see (5.7))
a:=a(n,n2).
We define @ : €[X;] — [—o0, +0] as

(t)l) = inf {@(P) + 5’7“1 — )\771’ P e P()\ﬁl — 1)1),)\ > 0}, v = [.%'1,7“1] S Q:[Xl]. (5.17)

Since I is H-connected and Aj; € I'q, for every vy € I'; we can find P € P(Ap; — y1) with finite
cost O(P) so that

®(y;) < +oo for every y; € I'y.
In particular, choosing vy := [Z1,7] = apy, r > 0, with « := r /71, A\ = «, and P = (a1, abj2, abq)
we have ©(P) = 0 and we immediately get

®([Z1,7]) <0 for every r > 0. (5.18)
By Proposition 5.7, every walk P € P(Ah; — 91), A > 0 satisfies
O(P) > —a(h1,02)|A\r1 — 71| for every A > 0,
so that (5.17) yields ®(p1) > 0; combining with (5.18) we obtain
®(91) =0
Since for every y; € €[Xy], A >0, P = (Apg,p',--- 9V "1 p1) € P(Ap; — v1) and every o > 0
we have P, := (a\d,an’,--- ,an™ =1 any) € P(aAhy, ay;) with

O(Py) +alary — aiy| = a(O(P) +alr — A
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(since T is a radial cone and H is positively 1-homogeneous) we get that
D(any) = ad®(y;) for every n1 € €[Xq], a > 0.

If now y; € I'y and A > 0, we use the H-connectedness of I" to find a Ay p-walk P e P — 1)
If P € P(A); — 91), P+ P is a walk in P(Aj; — §1) so that (5.9) and the identity a(Aj1, Aj2) =
a(ﬁl, 62) = 3 yield

—al]A =1/ <O(P+ P)=0(P)+6(P)
so that

(1) > —O(P) —a|r; — 71| > —oo0.

Arguing as in [AGS08, Step 1 of Therem 6.14] and using the fact that I" is a o-compact set, we
can see that ® is a Borel function.

Let us now consider 91, 9] € I'1, 92 € €[Xo] such that (y1,92) € T', and any walk P € P(Ap —
n1); if we consider the walk P' = P + (91,12,9}), P’ is an admissible walk joining Ah; to n} so
that

®(y1) < H(n,92) — H(h1,m2) + O(P) +afry — A .
Passing then to the infimum among all the walks P € P(Ap1,91), A > 0, we deduce that

®(n]) < ®(n1) + H(nl,92) — H(n1,92) for every vy € Ty, (91,02) €T

Restricting ® to I'; (notice that I'; is Borel since I' is o-compact) we have proven that there
exists a Borel function @ : I'y — R such that

O([z1,71]) =0 for every r; > 0, (5.19)
O(An1) = AP(n1) for every 1 € I'y, A >0, (5.20)
©(}) < ®(1) + H01,m2) —H(p1,92)  for every y) € 'y, (n1,92) €T (5.21)

Step 2 (Definition of ¥). We define ¥ : 'y — [—00, +00] as
U(ne) := inf {H(p1,92) — 2(n1)}, v2 €a.
niel
It is clear from the definition that

®(n1) + ¥(n2) < H(yi,n2) for every (91,92) € I'y x I'a.

Since @ is real valued on I'; and for every ny € I'y there exists y; € I'; such that (n1,n2) € I" so
that H(h1,n2) < oo, we immediately get ¥(y2) < oo for every ny € I's. By the definition of ¥,
the fact that I" is a radial cone, the radial 1-homogeneity of H and of ® given by (5.20), it also
easily follows that

U(Ang) = AW(yg) for every yo € Ty, A > 0.
The inequality in (5.21) immediately yields

U(h2) + ®(n1) = H(p1,p2)  for every (91,92) €T

and also gives that ¥(yy) € R for every no € I'y. The Borel measurability of ¥ can be checked
as in [AGS08, Step 2 of Theorem 6.14].
Summarizing the second step, we have proven that there exists a Borel function ¥ : I's — R
such that
®(n1) + ¥(h2) < H(y1,92) on I'y x I'y, (5.22)
U(An2) = A¥(n2) for every o € 'y, A >0, (5.23)

®(91) + ¥(n2) = H(n1,92) for every (91,92) €T (5.24)
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Step 3 (Definition of ¢; and ¢9). First of all notice that S; is Borel since I' is o-compact.
The following chain of inequalities shows that p; is concentrated on S;:

pi (Xi\ Si) =h ‘1( ) (X '\Xi(r\{‘)z‘zﬂ‘}))

= (rie) (x; " (Xi \ g F\{Uz—ﬂ})))

= (fza) (¢ X17X2 \ %' (6 (0 \ {; = 0:})))
< (rie) (X1, X2 \ (I'\ {; = 0;}))

< (rie) (CX1, X \ T) + (rix) (I' N0 {y; = 0;})
< S ridoa + /{riO} r; da

=0.

Since we have assumed that the two measures p; are positive, this also shows that S; # 0,
1 =1,2. Let us define (; : S; — R as

Gz1) = O([z1,1]),  Calw2) == ¥([w,1]), x5 € S =x(I's \ {oi}).

Notice that (1, (o are Borel functions. We claim that
G (z1)r1 + CGo(z2)re < H([x1, 7], [22,72])  for every z; € S;, 1 > 0, (5.25)
CG(z1)r1 + Co(xo)re = H([x1, 71, [X2,72])  if ([1,71], [22,72]) € T. (5.26)

Notice that the product (z;)r; in (5.26) has to be intended equal to 0 in case x; ¢ S; and r; = 0.
We distinguish four cases:
(i) if 71 = ro = 0, both sides in (5.25) and (5.26) are equal to 0;

(ii) if 71,79 # 0, then ®([z1,7r1]) = ¢ (z1) and Y([za,r2]) = r22(x2) by (5.20) and (5.23),
so that (5.25) corresponds to (5.22) and (5.26) corresponds to (5.24);

(iii) if 7y > 0 = 79, then [z2,79] = 0 and (a(x2)re = 0: for (5.25) we can just pass to the limit
as 72 J 0 in the same inequality, using the fact that ro — H([z1,71], [x2,72]) is continuous
at 0. Regarding (5.26), observe that saying that ([x1,71],02) € I" gives in particular that
02 € T'9 so that (5.23) forces ¥(02) = 0. Then (5.26), is exactly (5.24) with ya = o09;

(iv) the case . = 0 < 1y is completely analogous to the previous one also using (5.19).

Now we can use the H-transform (compare also with Definition 4.5) to extend the potentials
(C1,C2) to the whole spaces X; while keeping intact the relations in (5.25) and (5.26): we define
i : X; = RU{£o0} as

wa(ze) :=  inf  {H([x1,71], [x2,1]) — G (z1)r}, a2 € Xy, (5.27)
z1€51,71>0
©1 (1‘1) = inf {H([.%’l, 1], [.%'2, 7“2]) — @2(%2)7“2} , I € X1, (5.28)
22€X2,12>0
with the convention that +00-0 = 0 and H([x1, 1], [x2, 72]) —p2(z2)r2 = +o0 if H([x1, 1], [x2,72]) =

+00, pa(x9)ry = +o00. It is not difficult to check that ¢; are Borel function, ¢;(z ) 6 Rif z; € S;
and

p1(x1)r1 +o pa(w2)res < H([z1,71], [22,72]) for every z; € X;, r; >0, (5.29)
@1(.%’1)7”1 + (,02(.%'2)7“2 = H([xl, 7“1], [.%'2, 7“2]) if ([.%'1, 7“1], [1‘2, 7“2]) cT. (5.30)

Notice that on I' there is no need to use +, since either x; € S; (hence p(x;) € R) or r; =0
(hence ¢(z;)r; = 0).

Step 4 (Conclusion). Since p; is concentrated on Si, using (5.16), we can find some z; € S
such that f52 H([z1, 02(x2)z], [z2, 1]) dua(z2) < +o0; by (5.29) we get that

o1(z1)02(w2) + @a(x2) < H([21, 02(22)], [12,1])  for every z2 € Sy
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so that
03 (22) < H([z1, 02(22)], [12,1]) + @1(x1) " 02(x2)  for every x5 € S,

where we denoted by u™ and u~ the positive and negative part respectively of a real number .
This gives that ¢f € £1(Xa, pa). The argument for ¢; is the same. We can thus conclude that

/ Hda = / Hdo
€[X1,Xo] r

- /F (o1(@1)r1 + ga(wa)rs) deu([s, 1], [o2, 7))

:/ 801dM1+/ w2 dpa,
X, Xs

showing that o; € L1(X;, it;). Moreover, if & € $'(uy, po), setting &; := Wéd, we have
/ (pir)* d :/ prrday =/ ¢Fdu; € R = pirday; :/ @i dp;
¢[Xi] ¢[Xi] X; ¢[Xi] X;

so that (p; o x;)r; € LY(€[X1,Xs], &) and thus (¢ 0 x1)r1 + (2 0 x9)ra € LY(€[X1,Xs], &). We
deduce that the everywhere defined function

([z1,71], [w2,m2]) = @1(21)r1 +0 P2(T2)72

is a representative of the L'(€[X1, Xa], &)-equivalence class (@1 o x1)r1 + (2 0 x2)ry (notice that
the set where the sum would be undefined has null &-measure). Hence, for every & € ' (1, it2),
we have

/ Hda > / (p1(x1)r1 +o p2(x2)r2) da([z1, 1], 22, 72])
€[X1,Xe] €[X1,Xo]

= /((@1 ox1)r1 + (p2 0 x2)rz) déx

Z/ 801fdd1+/ par dav
¢[X1] ¢[X1]

=/ s01dm+/ o dpto
X1 X2

= /F(<P1(951)7°1 + pa(x2)r2) da([z1, r1], [22, r2))

= / Hda,
€[X1,Xa]

showing both that a is optimal and that
/ 1 d,u1+/ o dpg = U (p1, p2). U
X1 X2

Remark 5.11 (supp (p1;) and S;). In the same setting of Theorem 5.10, since y; is concentrated
on S;, we clearly have that supp (u;) C S;. Moreover, we can assume that S; C supp (u;) since,
up to defining

I :=T'Nhom (supp (o)),

we see that a is still concentrated on IV and I is also a o-compact radial cone contained in D(H)
which is H-cyclically monotone and H-connected. It is also easy to check that x(I'; \ {0;}) C
supp (p;). In this case we thus have S; C supp (1;) = S;.
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Remark 5.12 (The case of H finite). In the same setting of Theorem 5.10, in case the cost function
H does not attain the value 400, it is easy to check that the potentials (1, p2) defined via the
H-transform of the pair ({1, (2) as in (5.27) and (5.28) cannot attain the value 4+o0o so that the
use of +, is not needed in (5.14).

We conclude this section showing that, under suitable additional assumptions on H, an optimal
plan @ must me induced by a transport-growth map as in Definition 3.19 in the sense that

o = ([ide’ 1]’ [T, g])ﬁ:ula H2 = (Ta g)*:ul'

The proof is based on the classical approach to the existence of optimal transport maps (see
e.g. [AGS08, Theorem 6.2.4]): one shows via the existence of optimal potentials as in Theorem
5.10 that the set on which e is concentrated is a graph. Condition (1) below is used to guarantee
that the optimal potential ¢ is approximately differentiable at a.e. point, while condition (3) is
the analogue of the classical twist condition (see e.g. [CD14]). On the other hand condition (2)
(cp. with the condition in (4.3)) is used to prevent that o7 belongs to the first projection of the
support of an optimal plan a: this corresponds to the fact that some of the mass of s does not
come from p; but it is created: clearly in this case there cannot be any transport-growth map
connecting p; to po.

Theorem 5.13 (Existence of an optimal transport-growth map). Let X; = Xo = R%, H be as
in (5.1) and finite, p; € M (R?) with p;(RY) > 0 fori=1,2. Assume that condition (5.16) is
satisfied, p1 < L% and that Yy (1, po) < +00. Assume in addition that:
(1) H is partially differentiable w.r.t. 1,71 in (€(RY)\ {o1}) x (€(RH)\ {02}) with continuous
partial derivatives;
(2) for every xo € supp (u2) there exist x1 € supp (1) and € > 0 such that B(z1,¢) x {x2} C
An where

H 1])—H 1
Ay = {(x’y) e Rd % Rd : 8T1H(1',0; y71) _ hrf(l] ([.%',7"1], [y7 ]2 (017 [ya ]) _ —OO};
r1 1

(3) for every x1 € R? the map
Oz H([z1,1], [y (ﬂ))
, — 1 ) 9 9
b= (G 4
18 injective.
Then there exist Borel maps (T,g) : RY — RY x [0, +00) with g € L*(Xy, p1) such that

p2 = (T, 8)wpn = Ty(gpa), /Rd H([z1, 1], [T(21), g(21)]) dpn (21) = i (pas p2)
given by the formula

(T,g)(x1) = (Doy ., H) (Vo1 (1), 01(x1))  for pi-a.e. x1 € RY,

where ((9:,317T1H)_1 denotes the inverse of the map in item 3 and V stands for the approzimate
differential.

Proof. Since (1, p2) < 400 by assumption, Theorem 3.4 gives the existence of an optimal 1-
homogeneous coupling v € H1(y11, p2) concentrated on €[X1,Xa]\ {(01,02)}. On the other hand,
using Proposition 5.2 we get that a is concentrated on a o-compact and H-cyclically monotone
radial convex cone I'. As in Remark 5.11, we can define

I := (hom (supp (er)) N D(H) NT)\ {(01,02)}

and we obtain that I is still a o-compact radial cone which is H-cyclically monotone, contained
in D(H) and such that (01,02) ¢ I'. Clearly v is concentrated on I' and by Remark 5.11 we also
have that S; := x(I'; \ {0;}) is such that S; C supp (u;) = S;. We want to apply Theorem 5.10



48 GIUSEPPE SAVARE AND GIACOMO ENRICO SODINI

to deduce the existence of optimal potentials. To do so, we need to check that I' is H-connected
and that at least one of the two conditions (5.12) or (5.13) is satisfied: since H is everywhere
finite and radially convex, then

rad-int (D(H)) = €,[RY] x €,[RY] = {(v1,92) € €[RY] x €[RY] : v; # 0;}.

This in particular gives that at least one of the conditions (5.12) or (5.13) must be satisfied by
I’ (otherwise at least one between p; and po must be the null measure, which is not allowed).
Moreover, I is clearly H-connected since H is everywhere finite.

By Theorem 5.10 and Remark 5.12, we can find Borel functions ¢; : X; — [—00, +00) such that
©i € LYRY, 1), gi(z;) € Rif ; € S; and

©1(x1)r1 + po(x2)ry < H([z1,7r1], [2,72]) for every x; € ]Rd, r; >0, (5.31)
ng(xl)T‘l + @2($2)T2 = H([,Il,’l“l], [$2,’I“2]) lf ([ml,rl], [232,7“2]) € F (532)

We want to show that ¢ defined as above is approximately differential p1-a.e. in R%. Let us
define, for every R > 0, the functions

of (z1) = {H([z1, 1], [z2,72]) — @a(22)ra}, 1 € RE

= inf

(z2,r2)€B(0,R) X [0,R]
By assumption 1 we deduce that ¢f is locally Lipschitz and therefore differentiable £%-a.e. for
R sufficiently large. Moreover, by definition of S; and since I' is a radial cone, for every x; € Sy,
we can find [z2,72] € €[RY] such that ([x1, 1], [12,72]) € T so that (5.32) holds for ([x1, 1], [x2, 72]).
This, together with (5.31), implies that for jj-a.e. #1 € S; the decreasing family of sets {¢ < ¥}
has a pi-negligible intersection, i.e. ui-a.e. x1 € S1 belongs to {1 = cp{%} for R large enough. It
follows that for pi-a.e. 1 € Sy the following two conditions are satisfied: xy is a point of density
1 of {¢1 = ¥} for some R and ¢f is differentiable at z1. We deduce that 7 is approximately
differentiable at x; and @gpl(:cl) = Vpli(z1). Let us denote by A; C S; the full yq-measure set
where this happens.

Let now ([z1,7r1], [x2,72]) € ' with z; € A;. Notice that the map
(xllvrll) = H([xllv 1]7 [vaTZ]) - (pl(xll)ri
attains its minimum at (z1,71). Let us show that it must be that 7 > 0: if, by contradiction
r1 = 0, then we get
H([z}, 7], [x2,72]) — @1(ah)r] > H(oy, [w2, 72]) for every (2),77) € R? x [0,+00).

Since [z2,79] # 02 then xo € So; by assumption 2 and since supp (p1) cannot contain isolated
points, we can find some | € Sy such that (z7,22) € Ay. We can divide this expression by
r9 > 0 so that
H([z!, 7} /ra], [12,1]) — H(01, [22,1 1
oo — 1 1 1/2][21]) (01, [x2,1]) /
r’ILO Tl T9

a contradiction with the fact that ¢;(2)) € R.

By differentiation we get that

Ver(z1)rr = 0p H([z1,71], [22,72]),
e1(z1) = O H([m1,71], [2, 72]).
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Using the radial 1-homogeneity of H and the radial 0-homogeneity of its subdifferential in rq,
we deduce that

Vi (1) = 0z, H([z1, 1], [22,72/m1]),
p1(z1) = O H([w1, 1], [22,72/71]).

By the invertibility assumption 3, we deduce that
(22, 72/71] = (O H) "1 (Vepr(21), 01 (1))

Since the set T'N x;'(A1) has full a measure (this follows by the fact that 0 ¢ ri(T')), this
concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 5.14. Theorem 5.13 could also be proven under a different set of hypotheses, namely
dropping the assumption that H is finite everywhere and substituting condition 2 by imposing
that H is finite on an open cone (cp. with (B.1)): there exists numbers ¢; > 0 such that, setting

Uggo = {([1,71], [22,72]) € €[X1,Xo] [ 72 > 7141, 71 > 1202},

we have D(H) = Uy,4,. Clearly in this case the partial differentiability condition in 1 and the
map in 3 should be restricted to {x; € R? : H([x1,1], [x2,72]) < +oo} and {[y,q] € €[RY] :
([x1,1], [y, q]) € D(H)}, respectively. The proof stays unchanged and we only have to observe
that in this case:
(1) rad-int (D(H)) = D(H) = Uy,4, so that I' C rad-int (D(H)), hence condition (5.12) is
satisfied. By Remark 5.9 I" is also H-connected;
(2) whenever ([z1,r1],[z2,72]) € T, since I' C Uy, 4,, we have 1 > 0.

Ezample 5.15. The function Hgpk in (2.18) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.13: Hguk is a
finite, radially 1-homogeneous, convex and continuous function and condition (5.16) is satisfied
with g; = 1. Condition (1) is clearly satisfied. Condition (3) follows by

Henk (21,7, [22,1]) — Henk (01, [22,1]) _ 2 _poimanprre oo L0

1 VT

for every x1, x5 € R% Condition (2) is easily seen to be satisfied since, if

<5m1HGHK([$1=1]a [?/#1])) _ <\/§€xly2/2(901 —y)) _ <vo>

O Henk ([71, 1], [y, q]) 1— /geler—vl/2 co

for some (vg, cg) € R? x R, then

ly,q] = [331 —vp(1—co) ™t (1~ 00)26‘%'2(1_60)_2] ifco#1, [y,q) =o02ifcg=1

APPENDIX A. METRIC AND TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES

In this section we study a few metric and topological properties of the Unbalanced Optimal
Transport functional assuming that the cost function is related to a metric on the cone. As
usual we fix a completely regular space X and an exponent p € [1,+00). We consider a function

o0: €[X,X] — [0, +00] such that
0 is an extended metric on €[X] such that ¢” is radially 1-homogeneous, proper and Isc. (A.1)

We consider the Unbalanced Optimal Transport functional induced by ¢” on M, (X) and the
(extended) Wasserstein p-metric [Vil09; AGS08] induced by ¢ on P(C[X]).
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Definition A.1. Let ¢ be as in (A.1). We define D,, : M (X) x M4 (X) — [0,+00] and
Wop : P(CIX]) x P(C[X]) — [0, +00] as

1/p
Dy, p12) = %yl (11, 1) = <min{ dda:ac le(MLMz)}) s, 2 € My (X),

E[X,X]

1/p
[ ]de'yzvef(al,QQ)}> , a1, as € P(CX]),
X, X

Wop(an, ag) == OTZ,z{p(,uh,uz) = (min {/
¢

where OT v is as in Definition 3.20. Finally we set

0" (n,0) da(y) < +oo} ,

Pop(CX]) := {a € P(€[X] : e

My (X) i= {u e M ()5 [ 2(01),0)du(o) < +oo}.

Remark A.2. If u € M,,(X) then every a € P(€[X]) such that h!(a) = u is an element of
Pop(€[X]).

Remark A.3. As explained in Remark 2.13, we limit our analysis to the case in which o” is
radially 1-homogeneous. In case ¢P is radially g-homogeneous, ¢ € (1,4+00), we can argue as in
Remark 2.13 and consider its composition with T,, which is a radially 1-homogeneous metric,
obtaining

Wopot, (1, p2) = inf {/ da:ac 5‘1(#1,#2)} .
X, X]

As a relevant example, the case o = d¢ (see (2.9)) and p = ¢ = 2 fits into this setting and the
resulting functional D, ), is the Helliger-Kantorovich metric on non-negative measures introduced
in [LMS18].

The next two theorems are generalizations of [LMS18, Corollary 7.14, Theorem 7.15] and,
although the proofs are similar, there are some modifications to be taken into account so that
we report them. Similar results are also treated in [De 20; DM22]. First of all we show that
D, is indeed a metric.

Theorem A.4. Let o be as in (A.1). Then (M4 (X),D,p) is an extended metric space and
(Myp(X), Dy yp) is a metric space.
Proof. Define T : €[X,X] — €[X,X] as
T(Ula‘JQ) - (027‘)1)7 (01702) € Q:[X7X]
Then, for every p1, uo € My (X), Ty : 9 (1, p2) = H'(po, 1) is a bijection satisfying
o’ da = o’ dTha
€X.X] €X.X]
by the symmetry of p. This gives that D, (1, p2) = Dy p(p2, p1) for every puq, o € My (X).
If p € My (X) and we define
o = ((idex), idex)) o p)s(p ® 61) € 9 (p, ),

we obtain that

DY (o) < / Fda= [ o(n,9)d(ps(s®61))(b) = 0.
¢[X,X] ¢[X,X]

If, on the other hand, iy, po € M4 (X) are s.t. Dy, (11, o) = 0 and a0 € HY (1, p2) is optimal, we
get that « is concentrated on the diagonal {(y,9) : v € €[X]}, so that u; = hi(a) = bi(a) = po.
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This proves that D, p(p1, 2) = 0 if and only if pi1 = po.
Finally if uq, po, ps € M4 (X), we can find, thanks to Proposition 3.22, oy, ae, ag € P(€[X]) such
that

b' (o) = pi»  Dop(pio1, i) = Woploi1,0q) i =2,3.
Using again Proposition 3.22, we have
Dyp(p1, 13) < Wop(ar, az) < Wop(ar, az) + Wop(as, as) = Dop(p, t2) + Dop(p2, 3).

This proves that D, ,, satisfies the triangle inequality and concludes the proof that (M (X), D, )
is an extended metric space.

If p € My,(X) and a € P(€[X]) is s.t. hl(a) = p, then

#.0)daly) = [ rer((o.1).0)da(la,r]) = [ o(lo.1).0) due) < +oc,
] ¢[X] X

¢[X

so that a € P, ,(€[X]). Then, again from Proposition 3.22, if p1, 2 € M, ,(X) we can find
a1,a9 € Py p(€X]) s.t. b (ay) = p; for i = 1,2 so that

Dy p(p1, p2) < Wy plan, az) < +o0.
O

The following theorem extends to the unbalanced setting the well known result for the Wasser-
stein distance (see e.g. [AGS08, Remark 7.1.11]).

Theorem A.5. Let o be a metric in €[X] inducing the topology of €[X| such that P is radially
1-homogeneous. If (fin)n C Myp(X) and p € M, ,(X), then

) - Hn — [
Jm Doy (pn, p) =0 {fx o ([2,1],0) dpn(z) — [y 0P ([, 1], 0) dp(x)

In particular if X is separable, also (M p(X),D,,p) is separable.
Proof. Let us first observe that (2.8) yields
there exists a > 0 such that ¢”([x,1],0) > a for every x € X. (A.2)

We first prove the = implication. Notice that, denoting by Ox the null measure in X, we have
D,y p(v,0x) = /Xgp([x, 1],0)dv(z) for every v € M, ,(X) (A.3)
so that, by triangle inequality, we get
[ & 11.0) () = D100, 030 = DLy, 000 = [ (1), 0) dfo).

We show that u, — p by contradiction: assume that there exist £ € Cp(X) and a (unrelabeled)

subsequence s.t.
/gd,un — / £d,u‘ > 0. (A4)
X X

;MMSEAfWMMMM@%EAfWﬂMMMM<Hm

so that R := (sup, pun(X) + (X)) < 4+00. By Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 2.12, we can find
(an)n C P(CR[X,X]) such that o, € $H!(pn, ) is optimal for every n € N. Let us define
2 .
2=

al = Wéan, Q@ ﬂ'gan, n € N. Since h'(a2) = p for every n € N, we obtain by Lemma

inf
n

Observe that
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2.9 the existence of a subsequence k + n(k) and as € P(€g[X]) with h(ag) = u such that
O‘i(k) — 9. Moreover

o’ (n,0)da? = / 0P([xz,1],0)du(z) for every n € N,
e[ X

giving that (see e.g. [AGS08, Proposition 7.1.5]) WQ,P(O‘i(k)’O‘Q) — 0. Then

Won(@nrys @2) < Wo (s @ ry) + Wop(@2 4y, @2) = Dop(tin iy, 12) + Wop(ar, az) = 0,

where we used Proposition 3.22. Thus ng(arll(k),ag) — 0 and, in particular, ayll(k) — @y S0
that

[ €t = [ s@rdalglerh > [ c@rdaor) = [cde 9
X ¢X] ¢X] X
where we used that the map
[z, 7] = ré(2)
belongs to Cy(€r[X]) and ozyll(k) is concentrated on €g[X] for every £k € N. Since (A.5) is a

contradiction with (A.4), this concludes the proof of the = implication.

Let us prove the < implication. If u = Ox, we have already by (A.3) that D, (i, 1) — 0. Let
us then assume that m := pu(X) > 0. Up to passing to a (unrelabeled) subsequence, we can
assume that my, := u,(X) > m/2 > 0 for every n € N. Let us define a,,, a € P(€[X]) as

Q= Py (mflu @ 0m), o =Py (mglun ® Opm,) mneN.

It is easy to check that h'(ay,) = pin, n € N, h'(a) = p and a,, — a. To conclude is then
sufficient to show that W, ,(ay,, @) — 0 and then apply Lemma 3.22. The 1-homogeneity of oP
yields

/ & (9,0) da (1) = / mi g ([, my), 0) ity ()
¢[X] X
= [ @10 (@) "= [ (i) anto
X X
_ /X m=o"([z, m], 0) dpu(x) =

and we get that W, ,(a,, ) — 0 applying [AGS08, Proposition 7.1.5]. O

| 0" (v, 0) da(y),

¢[x

APPENDIX B. THE CASE OF A COST FUNCTION FINITE ON AN OPEN CONE

In this appendix we repeat the constructions of Section 4 under different assumptions on H.
As in Section 4, we assume that X; and Xy are compact and metrizable spaces. Given non
negative numbers ¢;, ¢ = 1,2, we define the open cone

Ugig = {([x1,71], [12,72]) € €[X1, X2] | 72 > 7191, 71 > 12G2} -

Using this notation, we assume that

H :€[X1,Xz] — [0, +0o0] is continuous, radially 1-homogeneous and convex and

that there exists non-negative numbers ¢, g2 such that D(H) = Uy, 4, and (B.1)
lim inf H([z1, 7], [22,1]) = lim inf H([z1, 1], [z2,72]) = +00.
ridqz (x1,22)EX1 XX ([ ! 1] [ 2 ]) r2dq1 (z1,2)EX1 X X2 ([ ! ] [ 2 2])

Notice that, if g1 = ¢o = 0, we are simply assuming that H is finite on the whole open cone.
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Proposition B.1. Assume that H is as in (B.1) and that p; € M (X;) are such that

p2(X2) i (X1)
) < p2(X2)’

where g; are as in (B.1). Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for every (o1, p2) € Py

with
/ o1 dpy +/ w2 dus > 0,
X, X5

p1(z1) < C,  pa(x2) <O for every (z1,22) € Xy X X2
and there exists (T1,Z2) € X1 x Xg such that ¢1(Z1) > —C, ¢2(Z2) > —C.

supp (lUJZ) = Xia 1= 1,25 q1 <

it holds

Proof. We start from the last claim for ¢;. Assume by contradiction that there exists a sequence
(¢1:93); C Pn with [y @ dpn + [y 5 dpe > 0 such that max,, ex, ¢1(21) — —oo. Let (27); C
X1 be the sequence of points where the maxima are attained. We thus have

o (@) 1 (X1) +/ @y duy >0 for every j €N
X2

so that we can find (x%)] C Xz such that

gp%(a:%) > — for every j € N.

Since (go{,gp%) € ®y, we have

Atel) (n = 2528 ) < el + el(ed) < el il fedora))  for every rira >0
2(X2
We can assume, up to passing to a subsequence, that (x]l,:v%) — (x1,x2) € Xy X Xg. Thanks to
(B.1) and the assumptions on p;, we can find 71,79 > 0 such that
X
L L R,
p2(X2)

H([ml,ﬁ], [562,772]) < 400,

We thus have that
+00 < H([z1, 7], [#2,72],
a contradiction with (B.1). The proof for ¢ is the same; we have thus proven that there exists
a constant D > 0 independent of (1, p2) and a point (Z1,Z2) € X; X Xg such that
e1(21) = =D,  @2(Z2) = —D.

Thus, if we set

C: =D+ max H([z1,71], [x2, 2]),
(z1,22)EX1 X X2

where 71 and 79 are as above, we get that
1
p1(z1) < " (H([z1,71], [T2,71]) — Tapa(T2)) < O for every z1 € X4
and the corresponding statement for ,. (]

In the following result, which is the analogue of Proposition 4.6, we use the notation of
Definition 4.5.
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Proposition B.2. Assume that H is as in (B.1) and that p; € M (X;) are such that

f2(X2) 1 (X1)
p1(X1)’ & p2(X2)’

where q; are as in (B.1). Then there exist constants a;,as,b;, bs, M > 0 such that, if (p1,p2) €

®dy are such that
/ <P1d,u1+/ padpg >0,
X1 X2

supp (//JZ) = Xia 1= 1,25 q1 <

then [} [loo, [l¢7" [loc < M and

gle(xg) = inf inf {H([xl,a], [x2,1]) — agpl(azl)}, T9 € Xo, (B.2)
r1€X1 a;<a<as
M) = it int {H(en, 1 o)) - ol p @ X (B.3)

Moreover the sets
¢l = {(v1,02) € €[X1,Xa] | a;i < r(n1) < ag, r(va) = 1},
€5 == {(n1,02) € €[X1, Xo] | b < r(n2) < bs, r(p1) =1}

are compact subset of Uy, 4, and (go'l"H, gle) € oy, gleH > 1, gle > 9. Finally, if d; are distances
metrizing X;, 1 = 1,2, then go'l"H is dy-uniformly continuous with the same (uniform) d; ®¢ do-
modulus of continuity of H on €3 and ot is dy-uniformly continuous with the same (uniform)
d; ®¢ da-modulus of continuity of H on 6(1].

Proof. Let (1, ¢2) be as in the statement. Let us set
_ 1 1-q1g
S 214 @it
so that, for every 0 < & < 6, we have go + ¢ < (q1 +¢)~'. Let us fix a point & € (ga + 9, q1—£r¢5)

and let us define

m = max H([z1, @], [x2,1]) < 400,
(z1,x2)EX1 X X2

since ([x1, @], [x2,1]) € Uy, g, for every (z1,z2) € X; x Xs.
By (B.1), we know that for every L > 0, there exists e, > 0 such that
H([x1,71], [z2,1] > L  for every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xo, 0 <1 < g2 + €1,
H([x1,1], [ze,72] > L  for every (x1,x2) € X1 X Xo, 0 <19 < q1 +£1.
Let
L :=max{m+ C(a+q2+90),(q1 +6)(m +aC) + C},
where C' comes from Proposition B.1, and let us take any a;,as > 0 such that

1
< —,

<a;<q+er Ny, ——<a
q2 7 q2 L ) q1+5L/\5 s a

so that 0 < a; < as, Qé CUjq and a; < & < a,.
If @ > ag, then, for every (z1,z2) € X1 X Xg, we have

H([z1, ], [22,1]) — api(z1) = a (H([z1, 1], [22,1/a]) — 1(z1))

>a(L—-0)
>as(L—C)
>m—+aC

> H([i'l?@])v [va 1] - 6‘901(%1)7
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where Z; comes from Proposition B.1. If a < a;, then, for every (x1,x2) € X; X X, we have
H([z1, o], [x2,1]) — ar(z1) > L — aC
> L—Ca;
>m—+aC
> H([z1, al, [x2,1]) — ap1(71).
Thus, for every xo € Xo, we get
inf inf {H([z1, o], [x2,1]) — ap1(z1)} > H([Z1,al, [22,1]) — ap1(Z1)

r1€X] 0<a<a; Va>as
> inf inf {H([z1,q], [x2,1]) — api(z1)}
r1€X1 a;<a<as

and this proves (B.2). The proof of (B.3) is analogous.
The remaining part of the proof is identical to the one of Proposition 4.6. U

By Proposition B.2 we obtain the analogue of Theorem 4.7 also in this setting with exactly
the same proof.

Theorem B.3. Assume that H is as in (B.1) and that p; € M (X;) are such that

p2(Xa) p(X1)

X)) BT (X’
where q; are as in (B.1). Then there exists (p1,p2) € Py such that

/ ¢1dun +/ P2 dps = U(p, p2)-
X1 X2

supp (lUJZ) = Xia 1= 1,25 q1 <
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