arXiv:2402.04159v1 [math.AP] 6 Feb 2024
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ABSTRACT. This is our first paper on the extension of our recent work on the Lax-Oleinik com-
mutators and its applications to the intrinsic approach of propagation of singularities of the vis-
cosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. We reformulate Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality
theorem in the theory of optimal transport in terms of abstract Lax-Oleinik operators, and analyze
the relevant optimal transport problem in the case the cost function c(x, y) = h(t, 5, x, ) is the
fundamental solution of Hamilton-Jacobi equation. For further applications to the problem of cut
locus and propagation of singularities in optimal transport, we introduce corresponding random
Lax-Oleinik operators. We also study the problem of singularities for c-concave functions and its
dynamical implication when c is the fundamental solution with t, —#; < 1 and t, — #; < o0, and
c is the Peierls’ barrier respectively.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the first paper of further extension of our recent work on the Lax-Oleinik commutators
and its applications to the problem of propagation of singularities of the viscosity solutions of
Hamilton-Jacobi equations [17]. The relation of optimal transport and weak KAM theory was
first found by Bernard and Buffoni in the papers [8, 9, 10]. The readers can refer to [27] for a
systematic treatment of the optimal transport problem for the cost of Lagrangian action. For the
squared distance cost function and the associated Hopf-Lax semigroup, see, for instance [5, 3].
The purpose of this paper is to revisit the optimal transport problem for Lagrangian action. It is
motivated by our recent work on Lax-Oleinik commutators and its applications to the problem of
cut locus and singularities in optimal transport which is not essentially well understood before.
The applications of the main setting and results to this topic will be in our current papers in
preparation.

1.1. Singularities of c-concave functions. Let X and Y be two Polish spaces and ¢ : X X
Y — R. The function c is called cost function. We consider an abstract setting of Lax-Oleinik
operators. Forany ¢ : X - Randy : Y — R we define the abstract Lax-Oleinik operators

T ¢(y) := ilel}z{d)(X) +c(x, )}, THy(x) := Sug{llf(y) —c(x, M}, xeEX,yeY.
X ye
Recall that a function y : Y — [—o00, +00) is said to be c-concave if it is the infimum of a
family of functions c¢(x, -)+ a(x). Analogously, ¢ : X — (—o0, +00] is said to be c-convex if it is
the supreme of a family of functions f(y) — c(-,y). Giveny : Y — [—o0,+00) and y(y) > —o0
we define the c-superdifferential as

ow(y) :={x € X : y(-) — c(x, ) attains maximum at y}.
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For any c-concave functiony : Y — R, y € Y is called a singular point of y if 0°y(y) is not a
singleton. For any c-concave function y : Y — R, we denote by Sing‘(y) the set of all singular
points of .

By using this setting we first obtain the characterization of c-concavity via Lax-Oleinik com-
mutators: the following statements are equivalent (see Theorem 3.6).
(1) T~ oT*y = y.
2) o‘w(y) £ @ forall y € Y, where 0‘yw(y) = {x € X . w(-) — c(x, -) attains maximum at y}.
(3) There exists ¢ : X — R suchthaty =T ¢.
(4) y is c-concave.

The problem of singularities of semiconcave functions plays an important role in calculus of
variation and optimal control, PDE, Hamiltonian dynamical systems and geometry. For convex
Lagrangian on Euclidean space or finite dimensional manifold, the maximal regularity of the
associated value function is semiconcavity. More precisely, for any Tonelli Lagrangian L :
RxTM — R with M an d-dimensional smooth manifold and a function ¢ : M — R, let

t
u(t,x) :=inf {(j)(y(O)) + J L(s,y(s),7(s)) ds} , t>0,xe M,
14 0
where y : [0,7] — M is taken over the set of absolutely continuous curves such that y(¢) = x.
Then the function u is locally semiconcave on (0, +c0) X M. We say a point (¢, x) € (0, +c0) X M
a singular point of u if u is not differentiable at (¢, x). We denote by Sing (u) the set of all singular
points of u. If u is only a locally semiconcave function on M, we also denote the singular set of
u by Sing (u).

There is a large amount of literatures on the structure of Sing (1) from topological, measure
theoretic and even to dynamical aspects. For a survey the readers can refer to [14]. The recti-
fiability result of Sing (1) plays an important role in the solvability issue of Monge problem in
optimal transport problem, for cost function which is the squared distance on Euclidean space or
Riemannian manifold. However, for general cost functions, the relation between Sing(y) and
the solution of relevant Monge problem is much more complicated. In [7], the authors discuss
this problem under rather general conditions. However, invoking our recent work on the Lax-
Oleinik commutators with applications to the singularities in the context of weak KAM theory,
we realize it is useful to understand Sing‘(y) and their dynamical nature.

In the context of weak KAM theory, we suppose X = Y = M with M a compact and
connected manifold without boundary. Given any x,y € M, and ¢, < t,, we denote by F;{’ytz the
set of absolutely continuous curves y € AC([t,,1,], M) with y(¢,) = x and y(¢,) = y. Recall that
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h(t,,t,,x,y) := inf J L(s,y(s),7(s))ds, t<t, Xx,yEM,
VEFQ;Z 1

and h(x,y) = liminf, _, _  h(t;,1,,x,y) is the Peierls’ barrier with a time-independent La-

grangian L and the Mafié’s critical value is 0.

To study the singularities of c-concave functions, we will consider three types of cost functions
in different cases: c(x,y) = h(t,t,,x,y) with t, — t;, < 1, c(x,y) = h(t,,t,, x,y) with finite
t, <t,and c(x,y) = h(x, y).

A key observation for the first case is due to a theorem by Marie-Claude Arnaud ([6]) on the
evolution of the 1-graph of semiconcave functions under Hamiltonian flow for short time. In this



OPTIMAL TRANSPORT IN THE FRAME OF ABSTRACT LAX-OLEINIK OPERATOR REVISITED 3

case, we conclude Sing“(y) = Sing (y) (Proposition 3.12). In the case with finite #, < t,, one can
only have the inclusion Sing“(y) C Sing (y) (Proposition 3.14). For the case ¢(x, y) = h(x,y)
and u™ is a weak KAM solution, we prove for any y € M, there exists a static class A, C 0°u™(y)
(Proposition 3.15). Recall that the static class is the equivalence class determined by the pseudo-
distance d(x,y) = h(x,y) + h(y, x) on the Aubry set A ([25, 21]). As a consequence, if each
static class is not a singleton, then Sing“(u~) = M.

1.2. An alternative formulation of Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality. Let ¢ : X — R and
w 1Y = R Setey(x,y) 1= p(x) + e(x,y) and ¢¥(x,y) 1= w(y) — c(x,y). Forany p € P(X)
and v € P(Y), we try to find a function ¢ : X — R and a function y : Y — R such that

T ¢pdv= inf ,dm, K~
| e i, e ©
J T wdu= sup J c’(x,y)dn. (K*)
X z€l(u,v) J Xxy

In terms on abstract Lax-Oleinik operators, we also proved the equivalence of the problems (K™)
and (K™) and well known Rubinstein-Kantorovich duality (see Theorem 4.2). More precisely,

—if ¢ : X — R is a solution of (K7), then (¢, T~ ¢) is a solution of Kantorovich problem.
Conversely, if (¢, w) € I, is a solution of Kantorovich problem, then ¢ solves (K7);

—ify : Y — R is a solution of (K¥), then (T*"y,y) is a solution of Kantorovich problem.
Conversely, if (¢, w) € I, is a solution of Kantorovich problem, then y solves (K*),

where

I = {(d,w) : y(¥) —p(x) < clx,y) forallx € X,y e Y'}.

Invoking the equivalence above between problem (K™) (or (K*)) and the Rubinstein-Kantorovich
duality, it is useful to refine the analysis of the dynamical nature of the associated optimal trans-
port problem initiated by Bernard and Buffoni ([8, 9, 10]).

To study the singularities in the optimal transport, we have to introduce some ‘“Random” Lax-
Oleinik operators (Definition 4.21). However, if X =Y = M, a connected closed manifold, c is
the fundamental solution of the associated Hamilton-Jacobi equation and the terminal marginal
measure v is Dirac. The usual deterministic optimal transport problem can be understood well
in terms of the associated Hamiltonian flow. Our main result (Proposition 4.7) in this case is: let
Yo€M,v=356,,¢ e Lip,(M) and {@ZIZ}II’IZE[R is the associated Hamiltonian flow from ¢, to
t,.

(1) For any p € P(R?) with supp (p) C D*T‘(,b(yo)], there exists u, := (pXoCIfI;?)#(éy0 X p),
which makes (K™) holds true;

(2) For each y € (M) which satisfies (K7), there exists p, € P(R?) with supp (p) C
D*T~d(y,). such that p = (p,o®})),(5, X p,).

In the case that v is a general probability measure, we also have the following result. Let v €

P (M) and ¢ € Lip (M). Then, there exists some y € P(M) solving (K™) and satisfying

supp (u) C lim inf {x€M :0,6(x)NC, # D},
for some a,-net C,, of supp (v), where g, \, 0 as k = oo.

IFor a semiconcave function u, D*u(x) is the set of reachable gradients.



4 WEI CHENG, JIAHUI HONG AND TIANQI SHI

1.3. Random Lax-Oleinik operators. The introduction of random Lax-Oleinik operators is a
key step for the problem of cut locus and propagation of singularities in optimal transport. We
use the word “random” to clarify the essential difference of the stochastic setting of this problem,
where sample paths of the relevant processes is not absolutely continuos.

For a metric space (X, d), let (%,(X), W) be the p-Wasserstein space for p € [1, +o0), where
W, is the p-order Wasserstein metric. Let s,7 € R with s <7, p € P(X) and v € P(Y). We
follow the setting of [27]. The dynamical cost functional associated to ¢ is

C*(u,v) := inf J c(x,y)drn = inf E(c™(x,Y)),
7€l'(u,v) XxY law(x)=u

law(y)=v

where x(w) and y(w) in the last term are X-valued and Y-valued random variables of some
probability space (2, F, P) respectively.

Given ¢ € L°(X; (=00, +0o0]) which is bounded from below, associated with ¢ we define a
functional of %(X ), called the potential energy associated to ¢ (see [4, Definition 4.30] or [5,
Example 9.3.1)),

P(u) 1= J ddu, n € P (X).

X

Let X =Y = M and ¢*'(x,y) := h(s,t,x,y), the fundamental solution from weak KAM
theory. For any function ¢ : R? — [0, +00], > 0, u € A(R?), we define

P ¢(u) = Veiggl(fRd){fl)(V) + C%(v, W)},
Pro(u) := sup {$(v) — C¥(u,v)}.

Ve (RY)

We call P*¢ the positive and negative random Lax-Oleinik operator.
Our main result is: suppose ¢ is a uniformly continuous function on M, ¢t > 0. Then, for any
v € A (M) the operator P~¢(v) is finite-valued, there exist u € (M) and £ € Lg’v such that

P p(v) = d(p) + C¥(u, v)

= J $(£(0, ) +J L(&(s, ), &(s, w)) dsdP
Q

0

t
= J J ¢(x)+ L(x,v)djds,
0Jrre
where fi, 1= law (&(s, -), &(s,+)) is determined by the associated Euler-Lagrangian flow. More-
over, P~¢p(v) = T, ¢(v) for any v € S (M), i.e., for any v € F (M), there exists u € S (M)
solving (K7).

We remark finally if the Lagrangian L is a Riemannian metric, the associated “Random”
Hopf-Lax semigroup has already been widely used in the community of optimal transport (see,
for instance, [3]). However, we emphasize the abstract and random Lax-Oleinik operators for
general Lagrangian is useful for our program to deal with the problem of propagation of singu-

larities based on our intrinsic approach of this problem in the context of calculus of variation
([15, 13, 16]).
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some necessary facts from weak
KAM theory, calculus of variation and optimal transport. In Section 3, we define the abstract
negative and positive Lax-Oleinik operators T* and characterize the conditions T~ oT* = Id and
T+oT~ = Id. We also discuss the relations between the singular set of semiconcave functions
and c-concave function in the context of weak KAM theory when c is the fundamental solutions
and Peierls’ barrier. Section 4 is composed of three parts. We obtain an equivalent form of the
Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality using the Lax-Oleinik operators T=. We also discuss some basic
problems of optimal transport in the frame of Lax-Oleinik operators T*. In the last subsection,
we introduce the random Lax-Oleinik operators and discuss some fundamental properties of
these operators in frame of abstract Lax-Oleinik operators. We give the proof of a possible
known lemma in the appendix.

Acknowledgements. Wei Cheng is partly supported by National Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant No. 12231010). Jiahui Hong is partly supported by Super Postdoctoral Incentive
Plan of Shanghai “Singularity problems of Hamilton-Jacobi equations”.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Semiconcave functions. We first recall some basic relevant notions on semiconcavity.

— Let Q be an open convex subset of R?. A function ¢ : Q — R is called a semiconcave
function (of linear modulus) with constant C > 0 if for any x € Q there exists p € R such
that

¢<y)<¢<x)+<p,y—x>+§|x—y|2, vy € RY. 2.1)

— The set of covectors p satisfying (2.1) is called the proximal superdifferential of ¢ at x and we
denote it by D*¢(x).

— Similarly, ¢ is semiconvex if —¢ is semiconcave. The set of D~ ¢(x) = —D*(—¢)(x) is called
the proximal subdifferential of ¢ at x.

— The set D*¢(x) is a singleton if and only if ¢ is differentiable at x, and D*¢(x) = { D¢p(x)}.
A point x is called a singular point of a semiconcave function ¢ if D*¢(x) is not a singleton.
We denote by Sing (¢) the set of all singular points of ¢.

— We call p € D*¢(x), the set of reachable gradients, if there exists a sequence x, — x as
k — oo, ¢ is differentiable at each x, and p = lim,__ D¢(x,). We have D*¢(x) C D*¢p(x)
and D*¢(x) = co D*¢p(x).

For more on the semiconcave functions, the readers can refer to [19].

Proposition 2.1. A function ¢ : Q — R is a semiconcave function with constant C > 0 if and
only if there exists a family of C*-functions {¢p,} with D*¢, < CI such that

¢ = inf ¢,.
]
Proposition 2.1 is an important and useful characterization of semiconcavity. Let .S be a

compact topological space and F : .S X RY — R be a continuous function such that

(a) F(s,-)is of class C* for all s € S and || F(s, -)|| 2 is uniformly bounded by some constant C,
(b) D_F(s,x) is continuous on S X R?,
(c) p(x) =inf{F(s,x) . s € S}.

We call such a function ¢ a marginal function of a family of C?-functions.



6 WEI CHENG, JIAHUI HONG AND TIANQI SHI

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢(x) = inf{F(s,x) : s € S} be a marginal functions of the family of
C?-functions { F(s, )} ,cg- Let M(x) = argmin{ F(s,x) : s € S}.

(1) ¢ is semiconcave with constant C.

(2) D*¢p(x) CY(x) ={D,F(s,x) : s € M(x)}.

(3) For each x

Dt ¢p(x) = {DXF(S’ X), M (x) = {s} is a singleton;
co{D,F(s,x):s€ M(x)}, otherwise.

Remark 2.3. If M is a connected and compact smooth manifold without boundary, a function
¢ : M — R is called semiconcave if there exists a family of C>-functions {¢,} such that
¢ = inf, ¢;, and the Hessians of ¢,’s are uniformly bounded above. The readers can refer to
the appendix of the paper [23] for more discussion of the semiconcavity of functions on (even
noncompact) manifold. However, because of the local nature of our main discussion, we will
work on Euclidean space instead.

2.2. Fundamental solutions and Lax-Oleinik representation. A function L = L(t,x,v) :
R xTM — R is called time-dependent Tonelli Lagrangian, if it is a function of class C? and
satisfies the following conditions:

(L1) The function v — L(t, x, v) is strictly convex for all (#,x) € R X M.
(L2) There exist a superlinear function 6 : [0,+0c0) — [0,+0c0) and L;° function ¢, : R —
[0, +00], such that

L(t,x,v) = 0(|v|,) — ¢y, V(t,x,0) ERXTM.
(L3) There exist C;, C, > 0, such that
|L,(t,x,0)| < C,+ C,L(t,x,0), V(t,x,v) ERXTM.
We call the Lagrangian H associated with L a Tonelli Hamiltonian, defined by

H(, x,p)= sup {p(v) - L(t,x,v)}, (&, x,p) ERXT"M.
velT M

Given any x,y € M, and ¢, < t,, we denote by I ;‘;2 the set of absolutely continuous curves
y € AC([t,,1,], M) with y(¢,) = x and y(t,) = .

Definition 2.4. Given a Tonelli Hamiltonian H with L the associated Tonelli Lagrangian. We
call the function h = h(t,1,,x,y) : RXR X M X M — R the fundamental solution of the
associated Hamilton-Jacobi equation, defined by

153
h(t,,ty,x,y) := inf J L(s,y(s),7(s))ds, <t x,yEM.
yeril’;z 1

Definition 2.5. Given a Tonelli Hamiltonian H with L the associated Tonelli Lagrangian. For
any¢p : M - R, x € M, and t, <t,, we define

T i= nf {$O) + hlty, 1, 3, 0},

Tl p(x) 1= sup{d(y) — Aty 1. x. )}

yeM
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The families {Tttf} and {T;}z} of operators are called negative and positive Lax-Oleinik evolution
respectively.

Remark 2.6. If ¢ € BUC (M), the set of (bounded) uniformly continuous functions on M, both
{T:lz} and {T:lz} satisfy Markov property. Moreover, if L is independent of ¢, then both of them
are semigroups on BUC (M). We denote 7™ :=T, and T* := T , for brevity.

3. OPTIMAL TRANSPORT AND SINGULARITIES OF ¢c-CONCAVE FUNCTION

Let X and Y be two Polish spaces and ¢ : X XY — R. The function c is called cost function.
The problem when ¢ = h(t,,1,, -, ) for some fixed #;, < 7, has very natural feature. The basic
relation among optimal transport, Hamilton-Jacobi equations, Mather theory and weak KAM
theory in this context has been understood by many authors ([9, 10, 23]). Main part of this
section is motivated by our recent work on the Lax-Oleinik commutators and singularities. We
begin with the analysis without touching the measure theoretic aspect of the theory at first.

3.1. Abstract Lax-Oleinik commutators.

Definition 3.1. Forany ¢ : X — Rand v : Y — R we define the abstract Lax-Oleinik
operators

T ¢(y) := ilel)f({¢(X) +c(x, )}, Thy(x) := Sug{v/(y) —c(x, 1)}, xeX,yey.
ye

We always assume the infimum and supremum in the definitions of T~ ¢(y) and Ty (x) can
be achieved respectively.

Definition 3.2. A functiony : Y — [—o00, 4+00) is said to be c-concave if it is the infimum of a
family of functions c(x, -) + a(x). Analogously, ¢ : X — (—o0,+0o0] is said to be c-convex if it
is the supreme of a family of functions f(y) — c(-, ).

It is clear that T~ ¢ is c-concave and Tty is c-convex.

Definition 3.3. Given ¢ : X — (—o0, +00] and ¢p(x) < +oco we define the c-subdifferential as
0.p(x) :={y €Y : ¢()+ c(-, y) attains minimum at x }.
Analogously, given y : Y — [—o0,+00) and y(y) > —oo we define the c-superdifferential as
y(y) :={x € X : w(-)— c(x,-) attains maximum at y}.
Now, we will concentrate on the Lax-Oleinik commutators T~ o7 and T oT .
Lemma34. let¢p : X > Randy : Y - R
(1) T oT 'y 2w and T*oT ¢ < ¢.

2) T oT*o T ¢p =T ¢pand T*oT oT y = T y. In particular, both T~oT* and T~ oT* are
idempotent.

Proof. From the definition we have

T oT y(y) = ilel)f({sup(w(Z) —c(x,z2) te(x, )} 2 ;rel)f({t//(y) —c(x,y) +c(x, ¥} = w(y),

zeY

T*oT"(x) = sup{inf ((z) + ¢(z,y)) — ¢(x, )} < sup{P(x) + ¢(x, ) = c(x, »)} = (),

yey * yey
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and (1) follows. By (1) we observe

T ¢ <T oT T ¢p < T ¢.
Thus, the inequalities above are equalities and this completes the proof of the first equality in (2).
The proof of the rest of (2) is similar. ]
Lemma 3.5.
(1) Foranyy € Y, T~oT*y(y) = w(y) if and only if 0°y (y) # @.
(2) Forany x € X, T*oT~¢(x) = ¢(x) if and only if 0.¢(x) # @.

Proof. We only prove (1) since the proof of (2) is similar. If 0w (y) # @, then there exists x € X
such that THy (x) = w(y) — c(x, y). Thus,

v =T w(x)+c(x,y) = T oT y(y),

and we have T-oT y(y) = w(y) since the converse inequality holds automatically by Lemma
3.4. Now, suppose T~ oT*y(y) = w(y), then there exists x € X such that w(y) =T oT y(y) =
Ty (x) + c(x, y). This implies 0°y(y) # @. O

Theorem 3.6. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) T-oT*y =y (resp. TToT ¢ = ¢).

(2) o°w(y) # @ (resp. 0,p(x) # @) forally €Y (resp. x € X).

(3) There existsp : X — R (resp. w : Y = R) such thaty =T~ ¢ (resp. ¢ =T y).
(4) y (resp. @) is c-concave (resp. c-conconvex).

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (2) is immediately from Lemma 3.5. The equivalence
between (1) and (3) can be obtained by Lemma 3.4 (2).

If T-oT*y = y then y is c-concave by definition. Now, suppose y is c-concave which is
the infimum of a family of c-affine functions c(x, -) + f(x). That means y = T~ f. This leads to
T~ oT*y = y by the equivalence of (1) and (4). O

3.2. Singularities of c-concave functions.

Definition 3.7. For any c-concave function v : Y — R, y € Y is called a regular point of y
if 0w (y) is a singleton and is called singular point of y if 0w (y) is not a singleton. For any
c-concave function y : Y — R, we denote by Sing‘(y) the set of all singular points of y.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose c is continuous. Then for any continuous c-concave functiony . Y — R,
the set-valued map y — 0w (y) is upper-semicontinuous.

Proof. Suppose {y,} C Y is asequence such that lim,_, _ y, = y. Let x, € 0°y(y,), kK € N, such
that x, - x as k - oo, i.e.,

T+1l/(xk) =y (y) — (X i), k e N.

Since Ty is lower-semicontinuous we have
Ty (x) 2 y(y) = e(x, y) = liminf Ty (x,) > Ty ().

Thus THyw(x) = w(y) — c(x, y) and this implies x € 0w (y). 0
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Definition 3.9. A point x € Jd°w(y) is called a c-reachable gradient of y at y if there exists
Vi = yas k = oo, each 0°y(y,) is a singleton, say o‘y(y,) = {x,}, and lim, | x, = x. We
denote by 07w (y) C 0°w(y) the set of c-reachable gradients of y at y.

For the application of the singularities of c-concave functions to optimal transport, we need
clarify the difference of the singularities between usual semiconcave function and c-concave
function, even when c is semiconcave. For the rectifiability property of the singular set 0y of a
c-concave function under more general assumptions, the readers can refer to [7]. We will discuss
this problem for three types of specific cost functions from weak KAM theory:

1. e(x,y) = h(t,,t,,x,y) with t, — 1, < 1;
2. c(x,y) = h(t,,t,,x,y) with finite t, — ¢,;
3. ¢(x,y) = h(x, y) with h the Peierls’ barrier.
Let M be a connected and closed manifold and SCL (M) be the set of semiconcave functions

on M. Now let us consider the case on the time-independent Lagrangian L and Hamiltonian H.
For any ¢ € SCL (M), set

1, 1=sup{t>0:T'¢peC" (M)},
where T* ¢ := Té(,b. Moreover, we denote by
graph (D) :={(x,p) €T*M : x € M,p € D*p(x)},
graph (DT"¢) :={(x, DT '¢p(x)) €T*M : x € M}.

We call the set graph (D" ¢) the pseudo-graph of D¢ or I-graph of ¢. Now, we recall a result by
Marie-Claude Arnaud ([6]) at first.

Proposition 3.10. Let ¢ € SCL(M). Then ty, > 0, and when 0 < t < t,, T*¢p € C"'(M).
Furthermore, for such t € (0, td>]’

graph (DT, ¢) = @ (graph (D" ¢)), (3.1
where { @3, } g is the Hamiltonian flow with respect to any Tonelli Hamiltonian H : T*M — R.

Remark 3.11. The original proof of Arnaud’s theorem is based on some approximation in the
sense of Hausdorff distance of the graph for time-independent Lagrangian (see also [26] for
the case of time dependent Lagrangian). The relation (3.1) defines a diffeomorphism and bi-
Lipschitz homeomorphism between graph (D*¢) and graph (DT;*¢) by the Hamiltonian flow.
This allows us to understand the singularities of ¢ by means of the latter Lipschitz graph. Except
for some finer results obtain in [1], this idea also leads to more topological results of the singular
set of semiconcave functions and c-concave functions from the theory of optimal transport ([26]).

Since Proposition 3.10 only holds for short time 7, — 7, << 1, we have to consider our problem
for c(x, y) = h(t,,1,, x, y) in the following three cases: t,—t; < 1, t,—¢, is finite and 1, —#; — 0.

3.2.1. c(x,y) = h(t,, t,,x,y)witht, —t; < 1.

Proposition 3.12. Let M be a connected closed manifold and w : M — R be a c-concave
function. Then y be semiconcave in usual sense. For the cost function c(x,y) = h(t,,t,, X, ),
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x,y € M, withQ < t,—t, <t,, asin Proposition 3.10, there exists a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism
between 0y (y) and DYy (y) forall y € M. In particular,

Sing“(y) = Sing (y),
where Sing (y) is the set of the points of non-differentiability of y.

Proof. By Proposition 3.10 (see also [26, Theorem 3.14]), we have
@' (graph (DT;y)) = graph (D*y),

where {CD;;’”} is the non-autonomous Hamiltonian flow from ¢, to #,. Given y € M, and
Vp € D*y(y) we denote by (y(-), p(-)) the Hamiltonian trajectory determined by endpoint con-

dition (y(t,), p(t,)) = (y,p). Recalling that p(t,) = L (t,,y(t,),7(t,)) € D*w(y), it follows
0 € D*(w(y) — h(t,,t,,7(t,),y)) by Fermat rule, or equivalently that y is a maximizer of the

function ¢(-) — h(t,,t,, y(t,), -). Therefore, for x = y(¢,) we have T:lzlp(x) =yw(y)—h(t,,1,,x,)
which implies x € 0°y(y) since DT,y (x) = p(t,) = L,(t,,7(t,),7(1,)). The converse direction
can be handled in a similar way. For any y € M, set
T(y) :={(x,p) : x € Oy (y),p= DT’y (x)} C graph (DT,*y).
Then, this leads to the relation
0 DTy () = (MG,  yeM.

Notice that graph (DT;IZU/) is the graph of a Lipschitz function. This shows there is a bi-Lipschitz
homeomorphism between 0y (y) and DTy (y) foreach y € M. 0
3.2.2. e(x,y) = h(t,,t,,x,y) with finite t, — t,.

Lemma 3.13. Let S be a compact topological space and F : S X R — R. Suppose F is
continuous and F (s, +) is uniformly semiconcave with constant C > 0 for s € S. Setu : R? - R,
u(x) =inf{F(s,x) : s € S}, x € RY.

Forany x € R4, let M(x) = {s € S : F(s,x) = u(x)}. Then u is semiconcave with constant C

and D*u(x) = co { DI F(s,x) : s € M(x)}.
Lemma 3.13 is a refinement of Proposition 2.2. We give a proof in the appendix.

Proposition 3.14. Under the same assumption of Proposition 3.12 except for that 0 < t,—t, <1,
Then the following statements hold.
(1) DYy (y) is a singleton implies 0y (y) is a singleton. Consequently,
Sing“(y) C Sing (y).
(2) There exists a Lipschitz map from D*y (y) to 5w ().

Proof. Let y € M. We suppose y is a point of differentiability of y. Since T,’fof‘t’fq/ =y, then

h(t,,t,, x,-) is differentiable at y and D, h(t,,1),x, ) coincides for any x € arg min{Tflzl//(-) +
h(t,1,,-,y)} by Lemma 3.13. Recall that each D h(t,, 1), x,y) = L, (15, 7,(1,), 7,(t,)) with y, €
F;l”ytz the unique minimizer for h(t, 7,, x, y). Since each y, satisfies the same endpoint condition

yx(tZ) = y’ yx(tZ) = Hp(tz’ y’ Dyh'(tl’tz’ X, Y)),
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we conclude that there exists a unique x € M such that
w(y) =T,20T"w(y) = T,y (x) + (1), 15, x, y)

and Dy/(y) = D h(t,1,,x, y). The first part of (1) implies Sing“(y) C Sing (). This completes
the proof of (1).

Now, suppose p € D*y/(y). Then there exists a sequence y, — y as k — oo, y is differentiable
at each y, and p = lim,_ Dy (y,). From the first part of the proof, for each k there exists a
unique x, such that 0°y(y,) = {x, }. Asin the proof of the first part, let Yy, € F;‘k’f;k be the unique
minimal curve for h(t,, t,, x,, y,). Applying Ascoli-Arzela theorem, any convergent subsequence
of {y,, } has alimiting curve y € F;{’y” under C2-topology satisfying the same endpoint condition
y(t,) = yand L (t,,7(,),7(t,)) = p. This implies the sequence {ry } converges a curve y :
[#,,2,] = M connecting x to y. By continuity, we have

1)

w(y) =Ty 0) + J L(s,y(s),7(s)) ds.

I
This implies lim,_, , x, = x and x € 9 y/(y). Let i be the inclusion from D*y(y) to the graph

{(y,p) : p € D*yw(y)}. We finish the proof by observing that nxotbtﬁ’%i defines a Lipschitz map
from D*y(y) to Xy (). [

3.2.3. ¢(x,y) = h(x,y) with h the Peierls’ barrier. Now, consider the case when L is time-
independent and the cost function ¢(x, y) = h(x, y), where h(x, y) = liminf,_ __ A(0,¢, x, y)+c[0]¢
is the Peierls’ barrier ([22]). In [25], Mather introduced a pseudo-distance on the Aubry set. We
suppose c[0] = 0 and let

d(x,y) = h(x,y) + h(y, x), Vx,y € A.

Mather proved d is a pseudo-distance on .A and each equivalence class of the relation d(x, y) = 0
is called a static class (see more details in [21]).

Proposition 3.15. Let L be a time-independent Tonelli Lagrangian, u~ be a weak KAM solution
and and ¢ = h with h the Peierls’ barrier. Then, for any y € M, there exists a static class
A, C U (y)

Proof. Recall that u™ = T oT*u~ for all t > 0 ([17]), where T ¢ := T ¢. Fix y € M and

t

let p € D*u(y) = D*T‘oTIJru‘(y). Then there exists y, : [-#,0] — M with y,(0) = y and

t

L,(7,(0),7,(0)) = p such that

0
u () =T, T u (y) =T u (r,(-1) + J L(y,(s), 7,(s)) ds = T u” (r,(=1) + h(=1,0, (1), ).

Observe that since all the curves y, are extremals with the same endpoint condition. Thus, there
exists y : (—00,0] -» M with y(0) = y and L (y(0),7(0)) = p such that y, = y|,_, ;- From clas-
sical weak KAM theory we know that T'"u~ converges uniformly to u*, the conjugate function
of u=, as t = +o00. Then, for any limiting point x of y(—7) as t — 4+oc0, we have

u™(y) = ut(x) + h(x, y).
Such points x € A, the projected Aubry set.
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For any x, x’ € A belonging in the same static class we have
h(x,x") + h(x',x) =0,
and
ut(x') —ut(x) = h(x, x").
Therefore, if x € A is given in the first part of the proof, which satisfies u*(x) = u=(y) — h(x, y),
then for any x’ € A belonging in the same static class as x we have
ut (X" = ut(x) + h(x, x") = u=(y) — h(x, y) — h(x', x).
By the property of Peierls’ barrier
h(x',y) < h(x', x) + h(x, y).
It follows
w(x)<w () -h,y, or  w(y-ut(x)=h,y).

The second inequality is indeed an equality because (u~, u*) is an admissible Kantorovich pair.
This completes the proof. U

The following corollary is immediate by Proposition 3.15 and the definition of Sing‘(u™).

Corollary 3.16. If each static class is not a singleton, then Sing“(u™) = M.

4. APPLICATION OF ABSTRACT LAX-OLEINIK OPERATORS TO OPTIMAL TRANSPORT

4.1. An alternative formulation of Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality. For any Polish space X
let (X)) be the space of Borel probability measures on X. Given two Polish spaces X and Y,
we call 7 € P (X X Y) a transport plan between y € P(X) and v € LP(X) if

(pX)#ﬂ. =H, (py)#ﬂ- =V

where p, and p, are the projection from X X Y to X and Y respectively. We denote by I'(y, v)
the set of all transport plans between u and v.

For any Borel cost functionc : X XY — R uniformly bounded below, we consider the
following problem of Kantorovich

Clu,v) = inf{ J

XXY

c.y)dr :n € F(,u,v)} (K)

We denote by I' (¢, v) the set of optimal transport plans.
To formulate the important theorem of Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality, we introduce

I, :={(d, ) w() —p(x) S c(x,y) forall x € X,y €Y},
K, :={pw) eIl y=T ¢, p=T"y]}.
It is obvious that
I.={(v):w<T ¢, 2Ty} DK..

In the literature, the elements in K, is called admissible Kantorovich pair.
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Theorem 4.1 (Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality).

Clu,v) = sup {J wdv—J (]')dﬂ} = sup {J t//d\/—J (}')dﬂ}. (KR)
(pw)el, Y X (Pw)EK, Y X
For our purpose, we try to reformulate Theorem 4.1 and connect it directly to the Lax-Oleinik
operators T*. Let ¢ : X —» Randy @ Y — R. Set cy(x,y) := ¢(x) + c(x,y) and ¢¥(x,y) =
v(y) —c(x,y). Forany y € (X)) and v € P(Y), we try to find a function¢ : X — Randa
function y : Y — R such that

J T ¢pdv= inf J cp(x,y) dm, (K7

Y 7€l WY) J xxy

J T 'wdu= sup J c¥(x,y)dn. (K*)
Y m€l(u,v) J XxY

Theorem 4.2.

(1) If ¢ : X = Ris a solution of (K7), then (¢, T-¢) € 1, is a solution of (KR). Conversely, if
(¢, w) € 1, is a solution of (KR), then ¢ solves (K™).

(2) If w 1 Y — Ris a solution of (K*), then (T*y,y) € 1. is a solution of (KR). Conversely,
if (p,w) € 1, is a solution of (KR), then y solves (K*).

Proof. For any ¢ : X — R we observe that

J T ¢pdv < inf J cp(x,y) dm, “4.1)
Y XxY

z€l(u,v)

since for any 7 € I'(u, v),

J T ¢ dv=J T ¢dr < J d(x)+ c(x,y) dﬂ(x,y):J q')du+J c(x,y)dr.
Y Y XXY X X

XY

Thus inequality (4.1) reads

J T‘d)dv—J ddu<Clu,v).
Y X

Since ¢ is a solution of (K™), then the inequality above is indeed an equality. Notice (¢, T~ ¢) €
1, since T~ ¢p(y) — ¢p(x) < c(x, y). This implies (¢, T~¢) is a solution of (KR) by Theorem 4.1.
Conversely, suppose (¢, y) € 1, is a solution of (KR). Then

J t//dVZJ ¢d,u+J c(x,y)d:er cp(x,y) dm.
Y X XxY XxY

Since y < T~ ¢, then (¢, T~ ¢) is also a solution of (KR). Together with (4.1), ¢ is a solution of
(K7). This completes the proof of (1). The proof (2) is similar. [

4.2. Mass transport aspects of Lax-Oleinik operator.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 1 € P(X X Y), then

(1) py(supp () C supp ((p,)y7);
(2) p,(supp () = supp ((p,)7) if Y is compact.
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Remark 4.4. The compactness of Y in Lemma 4.3 (2) is essential. Assume that X =Y =R
and 7 = 52761, € P(R?), then

)

supp (7) = {(%,1) i€ N}, p,(supp (7)) = {% i€ N}.

However,
(D) = 2;“:;’2"'51_, supp ((p,)47r) = {% ri e N} U {0}.
Lemma 4.5. Suppose y € P(X)andv € P(Y). Then ¢ € Lip,(X) is a solution of (K7) if and
only if forall m € I' (u, v),
supp(7) C {(x,y) € X XY : x = argmin{¢p(-) +c(,»}} ={(x,y) 1 y€0.0(x)}. (4.2)
Proof. For ¢ € Lip,(X) let

Fy(x,y) = p(x) + c(x, ) = T (), (x, ) € X XY

By the definition of T~ ¢, Fy(x,y) 2 0 for all (x,y) € X X Y. T ¢ is upper semi-continuous,
and then Fy(x, y) is a lower semi-continuous.
If (K7) holds true, then for any optimal plan 7 € ' )(u, v),

J Fy(x,y)dz =0. 4.3)
XXY

Let # € I',(u,v) and (x,, y,) € supp(x) \ {(x, )|y € 0.¢(x)}. Thus Fy(xg,y9) > 0. Due to
the lower semi-continuity of F,, for arbitrary € € (0, F¢(x0, ¥o)), there exists 6 > O such that if
(X, y) € B((x()’ yO)’ 6) then

Since w(B((x,, ¥y), 6)) > 0, it follows
J Fy(x,y)dn > J
XXY

B((x0,50)-6)

B((x0,Y0),6)

which contradicts to (4.3).
Conversely, suppose (4.2) holds true for all # € I' (4, v). According to the disintegration of

the measure 7 = [, 7, dv, we obtain

J P(x) +c(x,y)dr = J [p(x) + c(x, »)] - 1{(x,y):yeac¢(x)}(x’ ydn
XXY

XxXY

= J J [p(x) + c(x, p)]dz dv.
Y J{(x,y):y€0,.(x)}
Recall that T~¢(y) = ¢(x) + c(x, y) for all (x, y) such that y € d.¢(x). Thus,
J o(x)+c(x,y)dn = J J P(x)+c(x,y)dm,dv = J T ¢(y)dv,
XXY Y J{(x.p):y€0,.4(x)} Y

which means ¢ is a solution of (K™). ]
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From now, we assume that X = Y = M, a connected and closed manifold of dimen-
sion d. For technical reason we suppose that TM and T*M, the associated tangent space
and cotangent space of M respectively, has a trivialization. We consider the cost function as
c(x,y) = h(0,1, x, y) for some fixed t > 0. Recall that T~ = Té and T+ = Té.

Proposition 4.6. Ler y, € M, ¢ € Lip(M) and v = 6, , then (4.2) holds if and only if
supp (u) C {x : yy € d.¢p(x)}. (4.4)
In particular, if ¢ is c-convex, then {x : y, € 0.¢p(x)} = 0T~ Pp(y,).

Proof. Given € Lip(M) and = € I' (4, v) such that (4.2) holds. Since v = 5y0, by Lemma 4.3 we
have
py(supp (7)) C supp ((p,)y7) = supp (6, ) = {y}-

Together with Lemma 4.5, supp () C {(x,,) : ¥, € 0.¢(x)}. Then, owing to the compactness
of M, Lemma 4.3 (2) implies that

supp (1) = supp ((p,)y7) C p,({(x,¥p) : ¥y € 0.p(X)}) = {x : yy € 9.¢(x)}.
Conversely, if (4.4) holds, according to Lemma 4.3,

px(supp (7)) C supp ((p,)y7) = supp (1) C {x : y; € 0.9(x)},
which implies that

supp (7) C p,'({x 1 yy € 0,6(x)}) = {x 1 y, € 9,p(x)} X M.
On the other hand,

p,(supp (7)) C supp ((p,)47) = supp (6, ) = {y,}.
Thus, from the analysis above,
supp () C {(x, ) : Yo € 0.¢(x)} C {(x,y) : y € d.p(x)}

and this completes the proof together with Lemma 4.5. U

Proposition 4.7. Assume that y, € M, v =6, , ¢ € Lip(M) and {<I);‘I’t2 }i,.,er 1S the associated
Hamiltonian flow from t, to t,.

(1) Then for any p € P(R?) with supp (p) C D*T~¢(y,), there exists M, 1= (pxoq);’?)#@yo X p),
which makes (K™) holds true;

(2) For each p € SP(M) which satisfies (K™), there exists p, € P(RY) with supp (p) C
D*T~d(yy), such that p = (po®',),(8, X p,,).

Proof. Note that there exists K > 0, such that CDII’;)(M x [—=Lip (¢p), Lip(¢p)]¥) ¢ M x [-K, K]“.
Since [-K, K]? is compact, by Lemma 4.3, we only need to check

supp (4,) = P, (supp (P))4(8, X p))) C {x : y, € 0,P(x)},

where p. : M X [-K,K)Y CT*M - M, p(x,p) = x.
Suppose x, € supp ((ﬁxodb’l;f)i.ﬁ(éy0 X p)). Then, there exists some p, € [-K, K]? such that
(xg> Py) € supp ((CDII’;))#(éyO X p)), which means for any r > 0 and B((x,, p,),r) C T*M,

0 < [(@})4(8,, X P (B((xg, po), 7)) = (8,, X p) (D} (B(Xg, py) 1)- (4.5)
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We claim that CD(;;’ (xg> Do) € {¥o} X D*T~¢(y,). Otherwise, by the fact supp (5y0 X p) C {y,} X
D*T~p(y,), CI)(I);’(xO, Do) & supp (5y0 X p). This contradicts to (4.5). Thus, there exists a unique
p* € DT=¢(y,), D) (x4, py) = (V. p*). By Theorem 6.4.9 in [19], if we let 5, 0@}’ (x,, py) =
&(s), s € [0, 1], then

t

Ty, = inf {¢(y(0>>+J
Y=y,

0

L(s,y(s),7(s)) dS}

= ¢(xo) + J L(s, &(5),&(s)) d's
0
= ¢(‘x0) + C(.XO, J’o)’

which means y, € d,.¢(x,). In summary, p, = (1))60613}"?),1&(6y0 X p) satisfies (4.4) and (K™) holds
by Lemma 4.5 and Proposition 4.6. This completes the proof of (1).
For the second part of the proof, we consider the following set-valued map
':{x:y,€0.¢(x)} >T"M
x ~ (x, P(x)),

where P(x) := {p : (x,p) € CD;?(yo, D*T~¢(y,))}. Due to the closedness of D*T~¢(y,)), it
is easy to check that P(x) is a non-empty closed set for any x. Moreover, for each open subset
U C R?,

{x 1 P)NU #@}={x:3peU,(x,p) €Dy, DT ¢(y,)}
= (@) (o, DT~ P(y) N (U X {x : yy € 0.$(x)}))

is a measurable subset of M. By a standard measurable selection theorem (see, for example,
[20]), there exists a measurable selection ['(x) : = (x, P(x)) € (x, P(x)). Set v := (CI)(;;’of")#u.

We claim that supp (V) C (g, DYT~¢(y,)). If not, we assume that (y,,p,) € supp (V) \
Vo, D*T~¢(y,)). Then there exists r, > 0 such that B((y,, p,).ry) N (V. DT~ P(y,y)) = O,
which means

@ (B((y,. p.). o) N @ (g, DT (3y)) = @.

Since CI)LO is a diffeomorphism, according to the definition of T, f"‘l((D’I’f (B((3,,P.): 1) = D.
Moreover, V(B((y,, p.), ) > 0, because (y,, p,) € supp (V). However,

0 < UB((Y,s P Fo)) = (@ oDy (B, ), 7)) = (T (@ (B((y., ), 7)) = u(@) = 0.

This leads to a contradiction and it means supp (V) C (yy, D*T~¢(y,)).

In addition, (p,)4V = 6, ,. Invoking the disintegration theorem, we assert that there ex-
ists v, € PR with v = 5{y0} X V. Thus, supp (\7y0) C D*T~¢(y,) since supp (V) C
(¥o» D¥T~p(y,)). We complete the proof by choosing p, 1= 7, . 0

Lemma 4.8. Let {y,}Y C M, ¢ € Lip(M)andv =Y, 1,6, where A, € [0,11and ¥\ 1, =
I, NeN. Then u = Zfil Aip; solves (K™), where {Mi}fil C P(M), and each y; satisfies (4.4)
for y, = y,. Moreover supp (u) C Uf\il{x 1y, €0,9(x)}.
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Proof. We first suppose y = 21111 Ap;. Consider the formula (K7) in the case of v, = §,,
i=12,-,N:

J T-¢()dv, = inf j $(x) + c(x, y) d,.

M €L Wivi) ) prscm

It holds true if and only if supp (i;) C {x : y, € d.¢(x)}. Proposition 4.7 guarantees the
existence of such ;. For z; € I',(4;, 6, ),

J T-¢p(»)dv = J T ¢(y)ds,
M M

N
Ai
i=1
N
DA J G(x) + c(x, y) dx,
i=1 MXxM

= J $(x) +c(x,y)dm,
MxM

where 7 := 2,111 A Thus 7 € T' (4, v) and p satisfies (K™). For the rest of the proof, we only
need to recall that supp (4, + u,) = supp (#,) U supp (u,) for arbitrary u,, u, € P (M). L]

Corollary 4.9. Under the assumptions in Lemma 4.8, we have

(1) for any 11 € P(T*M), with supp (II) C Ufil(yi,D*T‘(,b(yi)) and (p,),I1 = v, there exists
pyy 2= (po®IL which holds (K™);

(2) for any p € P(M) satisfies (K7), there exists I, € P(T*M) with (p,)sIl, = v and
supp (I1,) € UY (v, D*T~¢(3), such that y = (p,o®)),I1,.

Proof. By disintegration theorem, there exist measures {II, }f‘i , With IT = Zfil AL, X6, . Asa

direct consequence of Lemma 4.8 there exist y; satisfies (4.4), then py = Zfil u; solves (K7).
Conversely, if u € P(M) satisfies (K™), due to Proposition 4.7, there exists p, € P(R?) such
that, for each i, the support of which contains in D*T~¢(y,), u = (pxod)’}f)#(éyi X p;). Defining

I, := Zfil 4;6, X p; we obtain

N N
(P oD,IL, = (p 0@, (2 A, X p,.) = ) A(po®)), (8, X p;) = p.
i=1 i=1

In addition, it is easy to check that supp (I1,,) C Ufil(yi, DT~¢(y;) and (p, )11, = v. U

Lemma 4.10. Ler (X, d) be a metric space, {p,, u}r., C P(X).
(1) (Portmanteau) y, A u if and only if liminf,_  u,(G) > u(G) for any open subset G C X;
(2) supp (p) C liminf,_ supp (u,), if u, = .

Proof. The reader can refer [11, Theorem 2.1] for the proof of (1). (2) is a direct consequence
of (1). Actually, for any x € supp (u) and any neighborhood U, of x in X with u (U,) > 0.
Portmanteau’s theorem implies that for all sequences p, Ao,

liminf pu,(U,) > u(U,) > 0.

By the definition of limit inferior of sets, x € liminf,_, _ supp (u,,). U



18 WEI CHENG, JIAHUI HONG AND TIANQI SHI
Theorem 4.11. Suppose v € P(M) and ¢ € Lip(M). Then there exists some uy € P(M)
solving (K™) and satisfying
supp () C lim inf {(x€M :0.(x)NC, + B},
for some a,-net C, of supp (v), where a, \, 0 as k — oo.

Proof. Because of the closedness of supp (v) for v € (M) and the compactness of M, supp (v)
is a compact subset of M. Thus supp (v) has a finite 1/n-net C, := { yl(")}fi"l for each n € N*.

Now we have supp (v) C Ufi"lB(yE"), 1/n).
Choose {ri}fi”l C QF satisfying Zfil r, =1 and 21111 r,—v (B(y?”), 1/n)| < 1/n. Letv, :=

ZnNz"l r;6 NO According to the argument in [11, Section 6], v, Aoyie.,

J T ¢p(y)dv = limJ T ¢(y)dv,.
M "M

By Proposition 4.8, we can find some u, € (M) and n, € I' (u,, v,,), such that

J T ¢(y)dv, = J ¢(x) +c(x,y)dmr,.
M MxM

and
N’l
supp (1) € | J {x Y e ch’)(x)} = (x: 0.0(x)NC, # B). 4.6)
i=1

Note that the sequence {x,}* | is tight on (M). Invoking Prokhorov theorem, we can get a

convergent subsequence of { Hy, }re > such that Hy, Ay e PM). The stability of the transport

plan implies there exists some subsequence {ﬂ'nk Yoo, and T, A zrwithz € I',(u,v). Thus,

J T ¢(y)dv = l}imJ T ¢(»dv,
M — 00

M

= lim J d(x) + c(x,y) dﬂ'nk
MxM

k— o0

= J P(x) +c(x,y)dm,
MxM
i.e., u solves (K7). By Lemma 4.10 and (4.6) we have
supp (u) C likminf supp (”nk) C likminf{x 2 0.9(x)N an + D}
This completes the proof by choosing a, = 1/n,. 0

Corollary 4.12. Under the assumptions in Theorem 4.11, there exists uy € P (M) solving (K™)
and satisfying

supp (u) C p,o®}; (graph (D*T~¢(supp ()))).
Proof. Following the notations in the proof of Theorem 4.11, for each v, we can pick some
I, € P(T*M) whose support is contained in Ufi”l(yl("),D*T‘(j)(yE"))). U, = (pxocI);?)#Hn
solves (K™) by Corollary 4.9. Since v, A vand {IT,} is tight, {II, } admits a subsequence {an}
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converging to some I1 € P(T*M). In addition, Mo, A u with y solving (K7) and (p,),I1 = v.
Consequently, by Lemma 4.10,

o Ny s o (1) -
supp (I1) C lim inf U, <y,.,D T ¢ <y,. )) C graph (D*T~¢(supp (V))).
Combining with Lemma 4.3 and the fact that <I>(;’I' is a diffeomorphism, we get

supp (1) = supp ((p,o®})),I1)
= p,o®’;)(supp (1))
C p,o®’;] (graph (D*T~¢(supp (v)))).
This completes the proof. [
Finally, we discuss the Monge problem. We suppose X and Y are both Polish spaces.
Proposition 4.13. Assume that y € P(X), v € P(Y)and p has no atom. T : X =Y, Tyu = v.

Then the followings are equivalent.

(1) T is an optimal transport map;
(2) There exists ¢ € Lip,(X), such that IX T-p(T(x))du = IX d(x) + c(x, T(x))d u;
(3) There exists ¢ € Lip,(X), such that T (x) € d,.¢(x) holds for u-a.e. x € X.

Proof. (1) = (2). Since u has no atom, according to Pratelli theorem (See [3, Theorem 2.2]), if
T is an optimal map,

Jc(x,T(x))d,u= inf " c(x,y)dr.
X

7€l (u,v) Jxxy
Thus for any ¢ € Lip,(X), we have

J d(x)+c(x, T(x))du = inf " p(x) + c(x,y)dr.
X

7€l (u,v) Jxxy

Choose some ¢ solving (K7), then

J () + c(x, T(x)) dy = J
X

Y

T ¢(y)dv = J T~ (T(x)dp,

X
with T,u = v.

(2) = (3). We only need to observe that for any x € X, T~ (T (x)) < ¢(x) + c¢(x, T(x)). By
the equality in (2), x = argmin{¢(-) + c(-, T(x))} for y-a.e. x € X.

(3) = (1). Given ¢ € Lip,(X). We have

J T ¢(T(x)du =J T ¢(y)dv
X

Y

< inf J d(x)+c(x,y)dr
XxY

z€l(u,v)

< J $(x) + c(x, y) d(id X Ty
XXY

= J d(x)+c(x, T(x))dpu.
X
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If (3) holds, then

J T (T (x))du = J ¢(x)+ c(x,T(x))du = inf J d(x)+c(x,y)dr. 4.7
X € XxY

X 7€l (u,v
It is well known that the infimum of Monge’s problem is not less than the minimum of the
associated Kantorovich’s problem, thus 7" in (4.7) is the optimal transport map. U

Remark 4.14. The function ¢ in (2) or (3) of Proposition 4.13 satisfies (K™).

4.3. Random Lax-Oleinik operators. Suppose (X, d) is a metric space. Let (%,(X), W,) be
the p-Wasserstein space for p € [1, +o0), where VVP is the p-order Wasserstein metric, defined as

Wp(u,v):={ inf J d”(x,y)d)/};.
XZ

y€l(n,v)
If X is a Polish space, then so is (A,(X), W)).

Set ky,k, = 0. A function ¢ : X — [—00,+00] is said to be (x,, k,)-Lipschitz in the large, if
for any x, y € X, we have

|p(x) — )| < k1d(x,y) + K.
Remark 4.15. For any function ¢ : X — R, we have:
(1) ¢ € Lip(X) implies ¢ is (Lip (¢), 0)-Lipschitz in the large;
(2) if X is compact, ¢ is (k;, k,)-Lipschitz in the large if and only if ¢ is bounded;
(3) if X is a geodesic space, ¢ € UC (X) if and only for any € > 0, there exists K, > 0, such
that ¢ is (g, K,)-Lipschitz in the large.

Lemma 4.16. Assume that ¢ is (i, k,)-Lipchitz in the large, y € P (R?). Then ¢ € L'(p).
Particularly, if ¢ € UC(RY) and u € P (R?), then ¢ € L' ().

Proof. The proof is directly from the definition of Lipschitz in the large. Indeed, for arbitrary
Xy € X,

J |p(x) — Pp(xp)| du < J (k1 d(x, X)) + Kp) dp < +o0.
R Rd
Thus, this completes the proof with Remark 4.15. U

Definition 4.17 ([4, 5], Potential energy). Given ¢p € L°(X; (—o0, +co]) which is bounded from
below. Associated with ¢» we define a functional of %,(X), called the potential energy associated

to ¢,

() :=J pdu. € PX).

X
We denote this functional by ¢(u) for short without getting confused.

Definition 4.18 (Dynamical cost functional). Let s, € Rwiths <7, y € P(X)and v € LP(Y).
The dynamical cost functional associated to ¢*' is

C*'(u,v) := inf J c(x,y)dn =
XXY

inf E(c*(x,V)),
7€l’(u,v) law(x)=u ( ( y))

law(y)=v
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where x(w) and y(w) in the last term are X-valued and Y-valued random variables of some
probability space (€2, F, P) respectively.

We remark that Brenier [12] and Knott-Smith [24] proved the existence of a probability
space (2, F,[P) such that for arbitrary u € %(Rd ), we can always find a random variable
T € L°%Q;RY), which satisfies law (T") = u. Indeed, we choose Q = R?, F is the set of
Lebesgue measurable subsets of R? and P = Z“| 5, ), where R > 0 makes Z“(B(0, R)) = 1.
Ife(x,y) = %lx — y|?, for the corresponding Monge’s transport problem, there exists an optimal
map T € L%(R?,R?) of C(P, ) such that T,PP = u, i.e., law (T)) = u. By Theorem 10.28 and
Example 10.36 of [27], the argument for the case X = Y = M with M compact manifold and
U € P(M) is similar.

Let us recall some classical results on measurable selection in the field of measure theory,
infinite dimensional analysis and optimal transport.

Lemma 4.19 ([2, Theorem 18.19]). Let X be a separable metrizable space and (S,X) a mea-
surable space. Let ¢ . S v~ X be a weakly measurable (see [2, Section 17]) nonempty compact
set-valued map, and suppose F . S X X — R is a Carathéodory function. Define the marginal
functions f . S = R by

f(s) := max F(s,x),
XE@(s)

and the correspondence A : S ~ X of maximizers by A(s) := argmax, ., { F(s, x)}, then
(1) f is measurable;
(2) A(s) is a nonempty compact set for each s € S and exists a measurable selection A(s).

Lemma 4.20 ([27, Corollary 5.22]). Let X and Y be Polish spaces and letc : X XY — R be a
continuous cost function with a lower bound. Suppose the map

Q- PX)XPY)
a) = (l’la)’ Va))
is measurable. Then there is a measurable selection w — 1, such that for each w, r, is an

optimal plan between u, and v,

In the sequel, we consider the case of X = Y = M, a connected and closed manifold of
dimension d. and ¢*'(x, y) := h(s, 1, x, y), the fundamental solution from weak KAM theory.

Definition 4.21 (Random Lax-Oleinik operator). For any function ¢ : M — [—o0,+00], t > O,
u € P(M), we define

PRy 1= inf (9() +CV(v ).

Prou) i= sup {$(v) = C%(u,v)).
VEP(M)
Proposition 4.22 ([27, Theorem 7.21]). Let s,t € R and u,v € P(M) such that C*'(u,v) is
finite. Then

J J L(E®r, w), E(r, ) drdP,
Q

N

C*(u,v) = min J h(s,t,x,y)dz = min
e ’

x€l(u,v) geLy,

where L' = (& € LYQ; AC([s,1]; M) : law (&(s, ) = p. law (£(t, ")) = v}.
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Theorem 4.23. Suppose ¢ € C(M) andt > 0. Then, for any v € P(M) the operator P ¢(v)
is finite-valued. There exist y € (M) and & € L?[,tv such that

P p(v) = d(p) + C¥(u, v)

= J $(£(0, w)) +J L(&(s, ), &(s, w)) dsdP
Q

0

t
= J J ¢(X)+L(X, U)dﬁsds,
0Jrm

where ji; 1= law (&(s, -), E(s,)) € P(TM) is determined by the associated Euler-Lagrangian

flow.
Moreover, P~¢p(v) = T p(v) for any v € P (M), i.e., for any v € P(M), there exists

u € PM) solving (K7).

Proof. 1t is worth noting that for arbitrary x,y € M, T, ¢(y) < ¢(x) + h(0,1, x, y). Thus, given
ve PM), forall y € P(M)and r € I'(u, v),

J T ¢(y)dv = J T ¢p(y)dr < J $(x) + h(0,1,x,y)dr,
M MxM

MxM

which means

HEP (M) nel'(u,v)

T ¢(v) = J T ¢p(y)dv< inf  inf J d(x) + h(0,1,x,y)dm = P”p(v). (4.8)
M MxM

On the other hand, we can find a M -valued random variable y(w) € L°(Q; M) of (Q, F, P) with
law (y) = v. Recall that, due to a priori estimates on the minimizer (for example, see [18, Lemma
3.1]), the marginal function can be rewritten as

I7 (@) = _min  {(x)+ h(0,1, x, y(w))}, Vo € Q,

x€B(y(w),At)

where 4 > 0 only depends on the Lagrangian and Lipschitz in the large constant of ¢. It is easy to
check that w — B(y(w), At) is a measurable and set-valued map with compact value. According
to Lemma 4.19, it admits a measurable selection

o — x(w) € argmin {¢p(x) + h(0, 1, x, y(w))} C B(y(w), Ar).
x€B(y(w),At)

Therefore, define y := x,P, then y € (M) and

J I 9o dv=| T ¢(¥(w))dP
M

JQ

= | ¢&x(@))+ 10,1, x(w), y(@)) dP
JQ

= P(x) + (0,1, X, y) d(x, ),P > Pp(p) + C* (i, v).

JMxM
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Since ® — (x(w), y(w)) is measurable, invoking Lemma 4.20 and the existence of random

curves, we can find some &(w) € o , which satisfies
x(w),y(w)

I p(y(w)) = dp(x(w)) + J L(&(s, ), &(s, w)) ds
0
and & € L°(Q;Lip ([0,¢]; M)). As a consequence we obtain

J T ¢pdv > ¢p(u) + C¥(u,v) > P d(v).
R4

Together with (4.8),

J T ¢pdv = d(u) + C*(u,v) = P7p(v) = J $(£0, w)) + J L(&(s, ), &(s, @) dsdP.
R4 Q

0
Finally we remark that if L(x, -) is strictly convex, then &(-, w) € C*([0, t]; M) for any o € Q,
and (¢(-, ), &(-, w)) € T M solves the Euler-Lagrange equation. L]

An similar reasoning of the proof of Theorem 4.23 leads to

Theorem 4.24. Suppose ¢ € C(M), t > 0. Then, for any y € P (M), P*p(u) is finite-valued
and there exists v € P(M) and & € L?[,Iv such that

Prp(v) = ¢(v) = C*(u, v)

=J $(E(t, ) —J L(&(s, @), &(s, ) dsdP
Q

0
= J J $(x) — L(x,v)dv.ds,
0JTM

where V, = law (&(s, -), E(s,+)) € P(TM) is determined by the associated Euler-Lagrangian

Sflow.
Moreover, P*¢p(u) = T P(u) for any u € P (M), i.e., for any p € P(M) there exists

v e P(M) solving (K¥).
APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF SOME LEMMATA

Proof of Lemma 3.13. By some basic results from the theory of semiconcave functions, for any
s €S, x € R"and p € DI F(s,x), define ¢(s,x,-) = F(t,x) + (p,- — x) + %l - —x|?. Then,
¢(s, x, -) touches F(s,-) from above at x and p = D¢(s, x, x). Thus

F(s,x) = inf ¢(s, x, x), u(x) = inf ¢(s, x, x).
xeR4 €S, xeR4

Then, our conclusion is a direct consequence of the property of a standard marginal function
(see, for instance, [19, Theorem 3.4.4]). O

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Let x, € p (supp (7)), then there exists y, € Y, (x,,¥,) € supp (7), i.e.
for any neighborhood U, , of (xy, ) in X XY, z (U, , ) > 0. Let U, be any neighborhood of
xo € X. Since U, XY is also a neighborhood of (x, y,), we have

(ps7 (U, ) = 7 (p7'(U, ) = 7 (U, X ¥) >0, (A.1)
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which implies x,, € supp ((p,)y7).

Now, we turn to the proof of (2). We only need to prove the inclusion supp ((p,)47) C
p,.(supp (7)). Let x, € supp ((p,)47), then (A.1) holds true for any neighborhood UX0 of x, € X.
Thus, it suffices to prove that there exists y, € Y such that z (U, , ) > Oforany U, , C X XY.

X0-Y0
We prove by contradiction. Assume that for any y € Y there exists an open set V., con-

taining (x,, y) such that zr(VxO’y) = 0. More precisely, for each y, there exist Rf , R;/ > 0
with B(x,, Rf) X B(y, Ri) C V. and 7 (B(x,, Rf) X B(y, Ri)) = 0. Due to the compact-
ness of Y, the open cover {B(xO,R;‘ ) X B(y, Rf)} yey Of {xo} X Y admits a finite subcover
{B(xO,Rf) X B(yi,Ri)}fL. Set R, := mm1<i<N{Rf’ Ri_} > (. Then

N
{x} XY C B(xy, R, )XY C U {B(xo,ij) X B(yi,Rf,_)} :
i=1
It follows that

7w (B(xg, RXO) XY)< @

-

{ Beo, RN x B, R |

i=1

N
<Y 7 (B, RY) % B, RY)) = 0.
i=1

Therefore, B(x,, RxO), as a neighborhood of x, does not satisfy (A.1). This leads to a contradic-
tion. ]
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