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p-WASSERSTEIN BARYCENTERS
CAMILLA BRIZZI, GERO FRIESECKE, AND TOBIAS RIED

ABSTRACT. We study barycenters of N probability measures on R? with respect to the p-Wasserstein

metric (1 < p < o). We prove that

- p-Wasserstein barycenters of absolutely continuous measures are unique, and again absolutely
continuous

— p-Wasserstein barycenters admit a multi-marginal formulation

— the optimal multi-marginal plan is unique and of Monge form if the marginals are absolutely
continuous, and its support has an explicit parametrization as a graph over any marginal space.

This extends the Agueh-Carlier theory of Wasserstein barycenters [ ] to exponents p # 2.

A key ingredient is a quantitative injectivity estimate for the (highly non-injective) map from

N-point configurations to their p-barycenter on the support of an optimal multi-marginal plan.

We also discuss the statistical meaning of p-Wasserstein barycenters in one dimension.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Wasserstein barycenters are an important generalization of the classical notion of barycenters of
points in R? or on a Riemannian manifold to the space of probability measures. Their applications
include the interpolation of probability measures (by varying the weights) and the computation
of a representative summary of input datasets (by using equal weights). Wasserstein barycenters
are therefore a useful tool in data science, statistics, and image processing.

In this article we study the properties of p-Wasserstein barycenters, the natural generalization of
2-Wasserstein barycenters introduced by Agueh and Carlier [ ] to the p-Wasserstein distance
for 1 < p < co. These are weighted averages of probability measures on R? with respect to the
Wasserstein W, metric, defined for two probability measures p and p via

!
Wp) = min ([ - apin)”

nell(pp)
where II(y, p) denotes the set of transport plans from p to p, i.e.

(g, p) = {n € P(R™) : min = p, min = p} :
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There are two ways to define p-Wasserstein barycenters. Let
fh, ... N € Pp(RY) = {y e P(RY) : /d |x|P du(x) < oo}
R

be probability measures on R¢ with finite p'* moments.

(1) Most natural from the point of view of the metric structure that the Wasserstein distance
W), puts on P, (R9), is to define

N

bar, (5 Ai)iz1,.N) = argmin Zaiwg’(p,-, V), (1.1)
vePp(Rd) i=1

for weights A; > 0 such that ¥, A; = 1. This definition can be seen as a generalization of
the Fréchet mean of points in a geodesic space, see also [ ].

(2) Another way of defining the p-Wasserstein barycenter of the probability measures (y;);=1.. N
is by looking at a multi-marginal optimal transport problem with the measures y; as mar-
ginal constraints, and cost function c,, : RY x ---x R? — [0, c0) given by

N N
cp(xr, ..., xN) = rrel]iRr; Z Ailx; — z|P = Z Ailxi =% (1, .., xn) [P, (1.2)
S i=1

where the classical p-barycenter

N
Xp(X1,...,xN) = argmin Z Ailx; — z|P (1.3)
zeR4 o
of x = (x1,...,xn) is the unique' point where the minimum in (1.2) is attained. Then

consider the multi-marginal optimal transport (MMOT) problem
Cp-mm = min / cp(x1, .., xn) dy(xg, .. XN, (MM-p-bar)
YEI(p,...uN) JRNA
where
(s, ..., pn) = {y € PRNY) : ﬂéy =}
is the set of admissible transport plans between the marginals i, ..., uy. Note that
Cp-MM < 400 if,u1, ..., UN € Pp(Rd).z

Standard results in optimal transport theory, see for instance [ , ], which apply also to
the multi-marginal setting, guarantee the existence of an optimizer y,. For a recent overview of
the multi-marginal theory we refer to [ ], in particular Theorems 3.1 and 3.4 therein regarding
existence respectively Kantorovich duality.

Any optimizer y, has the property that (x,):y, is a minimizer of (1.1). In fact, define

N
Cp-coM '= min AWP (s, v C2M-p-bar
p-C2M ve Py (Rd) ; iWp (pi, v) ( P )

then the two problems are equivalent in the following sense:

'Existence and uniqueness of this point follows from strict convexity and coercivity of the function w +— |wl|P.
%Indeed, since min, cpa Z{il Ailxi —z|P < Zfil Ailxil? for all x € RNV, it follows that

N N
. |P — . 1P o
[ er@dreo <3 [ bl o D [l i) < o
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Proposition 1.1. Forany p,...,un € Pp (RY) we have that
Cp-mm = Cp-cam-

Moreover, v, is a minimizer for the problem (C2M-p-bar) if and only if v, = J_Cpﬁ)/p, for some
minimizery, of the problem (MM-p-bar).

In particular, the above equivalence result ensures existence for the problem (C2M-p-bar).
Alternatively, existence for such a problem, without relying on MMOT, can be found in [ . If
the measures i1, .. ., yin are compactly supported in R?, existence can also be obtained from the
Hopf-Rinow—-Cohn—-Vossen Theorem (see, e.g., [ , Theorem 2.5.28]) based on the fact that
the geodesic space (P (X), W,) is locally compact if X C RY compact, see [ ] for details. For
N =2, by varying the weight in the p-Wasserstein barycenter of two probability measures, the
resulting curve in the space of probability measures coincides with the p-Wasserstein geodesic
(displacement interpolation) between the two measures.

The notion of barycenters of measures can also be extended to allow for measures with unequal
masses by replacing the p-Wasserstein distance by the Hellinger-Kantorovich (HK) distance in
(C2M-p-bar). The resulting HK-barycenters can equivalently be characterized through a multi-
marginal optimal transport problem, see [ , ] for further details.

An advantage of the formulation as MMOT problem is that it is a linear programming problem,
albeit a high-dimensional one. An important question therefore concerns the dimension and
structure of the support of the optimal transport plan. Results in this direction have been obtained
in the following situations:

(1) Gangbo and Swiech [ ] proved sparsity of the support of the optimal coupling y, for a
pairwise quadratic cost, which is equivalent to (MM-p-bar) for p = 2, if all the marginals
/11, ..., jin are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R¢. More
precisely, they show that y, has Monge structure, i.e. there exist functions T; : X; — Xj,
i=2,...,N, such that

}/2 = (Id7 TZ: DR} TN)##]: (14)

which amounts to a dramatic decrease of dimensionality. The connection to 2-Wasserstein
barycenters was later made by Agueh and Carlier in [ ]. In view of the 2-marginal
optimal transport theory, the Gangbo-Swiech result can be viewed as a multi-marginal
version of Brenier’s theorem [ ].

Their sparsity result has been slightly extended by Heinich [ ] (to cost function of
the form c(x) = H (Zfil x;) with H : R? — R strictly concave) and Carlier [ ]d=1,
H strictly 2-monotone). For an extension to a large class of smooth cost functions which
satisfy strong conditions on the second derivatives of the cost function see Pass [ ]

(2) In our companion article [ ] we prove sparsity of minimizers of the MMOT problem
associated to h-Wasserstein barycenters for interactions h : R — [0, c0) that are strictly
convex C? functions with non-degenerate Hessian. The same result also follows from a
more abstract result by Pass [ ], whose approach relies on deep results regarding the
local dimension of the support of the optimal plan [ ]. More precisely, he shows that
a certain bilinear form depending on some (but not all) of the second derivatives of the
cost function ¢ in a point of the support of the optimal plan can be used to derive upper
bounds on the dimension of a Lipschitz manifold locally containing the support of the
optimal transport plan.

(3) Kim and Pass [ ] introduced the notion of ¢-splitting sets® and proved that if the cost
function c is semiconcave and twisted on splitting sets, then the optimal plan is of Monge
form provided that one of the marginals is absolutely continuous. However, the condition
of twistedness on c-splitting sets is in general not easy to verify.

3Since our results do not depend on this concept, we refer the reader to the original article for details.
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Here, we prove Monge structure and uniqueness of the optimal plan y, for (MM-p-bar). Our
results in [ ], together with the current article on p-Wasserstein barycenters, therefore
provide, at the same time, a multi-marginal version of the Gangbo-McCann theorem [ ]
and a general 1 < p < oo version of the Agueh-Carlier theory of Wasserstein barycenters [ ].
Our approach is different from that in [ ], being based on the multi-marginal rather than the
coupled two-marginal formulation.

Theorem 1.2. Let iy, ..., un € Pp(RY). Then the following holds:

Part A Forany1 < p < oo, ifn, ..., jin < L%, then there exists a unique optimal plan Yp for the
problem (MM-p-bar), and there exist measurable maps T; : suppp; — suppy;, i = 2,..., N, such
that

Yp =4, T ..., TNy (15)

Moreover, if p > 2, the same result holds with the weaker assumption that j; < L4
Part B Foranyp > 1, if iy, ..., uny << L%, then there exist functions ¢; : suppy; — R such that

2—
T,=S7'0S, with S;:=1d—(pk) 77|Dgi|7 Dg; (1.6)
foranyi=2,...,N.

Remark 1.3. The functions ¢y, ..., ¢n are Kantorovich potentials, i.e. optimizers of the dual
problem (see Theorem 4.1) associated to (MM-p-bar), whose existence is proved in Theorem 4.1.
Moreover, as proved in Corollary 4.4, each ¢;, together with its A;| - |P-conjugate ¢, is a
Kantorovich potential for A; times the p-Wasserstein distance between the measure y; and the
p-Wasserstein barycenter v, = bar,, (g, Ai)i=1,..,~), i.e. for ;;W, (y;, vp). Therefore the functions
S; are nothing else than the optimal maps for that problem.

The existence of optimizers ¢; € L}li has been obtained by Kellerer [ ] for a large class of
cost functions, including the case of p-costs considered here. We give a more direct proof tailored to
the p-case (inspired by [ 1), which automatically yields the continuity and almost-everywhere
differentiability of the optimizers.

Other examples for the existence of optimal potentials in a multi-marginal optimal transport
problem with a cost function not included in the class considered by Kellerer are, for instance, the
pairwise Coulomb cost with equal marginals in [ ].

Our strategy for the proof of Theorem 1.2 is to prove absolute continuity of the p-Wasserstein
barycenter v, of the measures p, ..., uy if one, respectively all, the measures are absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure £¢ on R¥. In fact, absolute continuity does not
require optimality of the transport plan y, in the multi-marginal formulation, but it holds under
the weaker condition of c,-monotonicity of its support, see Definition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 for
details.

Theorem 1.4. Let1 < p < oo andy, € Il(py, ..., un) have c,-monotone support. Then under the
condition that pi, ..., Uy < L9 there holds

(fp)ﬁyp < L9

In particular, by Propostion 1.1 it follows that the p-Wasserstein barycenter v, = bar, ((p;, Ai)i=1,...N)
of the measures 1y, . . ., un with weights Ay, ..., Ay is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measure on RY,

Moreover, if p > 2 the same result holds with the weaker assumption that only one of the measures is
absoultely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R%.

4Clearly, one can choose any other marginal to be absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R
In this case spty, is parameterized as a graph over the support of that marginal.
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We therefore prove absolute continuity of p-Wasserstein barycenters for 1 < p < co under
natural assumptions on the marginals. In a different direction, Kim and Pass [ ] proved the
absolute continuity (with respect to volume measure) of Wasserstein barycenters of probability
measures on compact Riemannian manifolds (with respect to the squared Riemannian distance as
underlying cost function).

In our companion paper [ ] we treated the case of barycenters with respect to strictly
convex functions h € C? with non-degenerate Hessian. Unfortunately, this does not cover any
of the W), distances except p = 2. The main novelty in [ ] was to combine the optimality
of the multi-marginal coupling ¥ (in the weaker form of c-monotonicity of its support) with the
continuity and non-degeneracy of D?h to obtain an injectivity estimate for the map (xi, ..., xn)
argmin,_pa >, Aih(x; — z) on the support of ¥, which is a priori highly non-injective. This can
be seen as a local Lipschitz estimate on the inverse of that map and allowed us to prove absolute
continuity of the barycenter v. Loosely speaking, the idea is somewhat analogous to the equality
of the Hausdorff measure and the integralgeometric measure of a rectifiable set (generalized
Crofton formula), see [ , Theorem 3.3.13].

Our proofin [ ], however, very much hinges on the continuity of DA at all points and
on its non-degeneracy in a dense set of points® in the support of the optimal coupling y,. In the
article at hand we overcome this difficulty by making use of the following observations:

(i) For p > 2 the Hessian of z + |z|P degenerates only at z = 0 and thus, given the p-

barycenter X, of the points xi, ..., xn, the Hessian of | - | evaluated in x; — X, equals the
zero matrix if and only if X, (xy,...,xn) = x;, with i € {1,..., N}. In this case, we call
X = (x1,...,xN) a singular point. Similarly, for 1 < p < 2, the Hessian of | - |? is not defined

at these singular points. In both situations, however, we have additional information about
the barycenter.

(ii) The c-monotonicity estimate of | ] implies a local mononicity result around all regular
points (i.e., the complement of the set of singular points defined in (i)); this allows us to
define a countable cover of all the regular points of the support of a p-optimal coupling

where the inverse Lipschitz estimate of [ ] holds.
(iii) In order to get absolute continuity of the barycenter we make the following important
observation: we do not need the full inverse Lipschitz estimate a la [ ], but have to

estimate the injectivity of the barycenter only in terms of those coordinates for which the

respective marginals are absolutely continuous. In this weaker version, such an estimate

also holds on the set of singular points. We can then cover the full support of an optimal

Yp With measurable sets on which an injectivity estimate holds.

p > 2: In this case one needs only one marginal, say p;, to be absolutely continuous.
Then for all the points such that the p-barycenter is different from x;, we rewrite our
problem in a lower-dimensional setting, where the Hessian does not degenerate. This
allows us to get the required inverse Lipschitz estimate. For the other points, where
the p-barycenter is equal to x;, this already entails a control on the distance of the
barycenter.

1 < p < 2: By lack of regularity of | - |7 in this case, we cannot reduce the problem to a
lower dimensional one with non-degenerate Hessian. This is the reason why we need
all the marginals to be absolutely continuous in order to use the above observation.

One of the main advantages of our approach is that we study the properties of the support of an
optimal plan as a geometric set in a high-dimensional ambient space. This naturally brings in tools
from geometric measure theory, which allows us to obtain the structure theorem (Theorem 1.2).
The result we thereby obtain is new and we hope opens the door to the further study of properties
of Wasserstein barycenters. Finally we remark that in certain applications, it is natural to measure

SIndeed, even if not explicitly stated there, a careful inspection of the proof of Lemma 5.2 in [ ] shows that
what is really needed is that the union of any open neighbourhood of the points where D?h > 0 is an open covering of

Yp-
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distances in the 1-Wasserstein metric. While this limit case lies beyond the scope of the present
article, we believe that our current work is an important step forward.

Outline of the article. In Section 2 we first recall the notion of c-monotonicity for MMOT. We
then state and prove the equivalence between the multi-marginal and the coupled two-marginal
formulation of the p-Wasserstein barycenter problem and show some properties the map x,,.
Finally, we present the key lemma on h-Wasserstein barycenters from [ ], which is used
in the proof of our main results. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the Monge structure of
the optimal plan, i.e. Part A of Theorem 1.2. This is done by proving the absolute continuity
of the p-Wasserstein barycenter, first in a situation which covers the full range of 1 < p < o
(Theorem 3.5), but requires all the marginals to be absolutely continuous. For p > 2 we refine this
to the case of only one absolutely continuous marginal (Theorem 3.9). In Section 4 we prove Part
B of Theorem 1.2. To this end, we show the existence and a.e. differentiability of Kantorovich
potentials for the dual problem of (MM-p-bar) (Theorem 4.1). Finally, Section 5 discusses the
statistical interpretation of p-Wasserstein barycenters in one dimension.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We start by defining the natural generalization of the notion of c-monotonicity from 2-marginal
optimal transport to the multi-marginal setting.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ : RN — R. We say that a set I ¢ RN? is c-monotone if for every
x'=(x],...,x\), x* = (x%,...,x3) € T we have that

c(xf, .. xy) +e(xd, . x%) < c(xfl(l), .. .,x;N(l)) + c(xfl(z), .. .,xZIN(2>),
where 0; € S(2), with S(2) the set of permutations of two elements.

We recall that also the notion of c-cyclical monotonicity can be defined in the multi-marginal
setting (see, for instance, Definition 2.2 in [ ]) and that c-cyclical monotonicity implies c-
monotonicity. If ¢ is continuous, then the support of any optimal plan y for the multi-marginal OT
problem associated to ¢ is ¢-cyclically monotone, see [ , Proposition 2.3]. Therefore we have

RN — R is continuous andy is optimal for

min / c(xy, ..., xN) dy,
yel(p,...pun) JRNA

Proposition 2.2. Ifc:

then spty is c-monotone.

2.1. Equivalence of multi-marginal and coupled two-marginal formulation. Even though
Proposition 1.1 and Corollary 2.3 were already proved in [ ]Jandin [ ], we give the proof
below, because we think that the simple argument provides a better insight into the relation
between the multi-marginal and coupled two-marginal formulations.

Proof. We first show that Cp-mm > Cp-com- Let ¥ be optimal for (MM-p-bar) and let v, = (Xp)y¥p-
Foranyi € {1,..., N} we define y; := (71;,X,)4¥p, Where m;(x1, ..., xn) = x;. Then y; € TI(p;, vp)
and

/ Aalxi — % () Py (x) = / Al (%) = %p () Py () = / Aulxi = 2lPdyi(xi,2)
RNd RNd de

> LW, (vp, phi). (2.1)
By summing over i we obtain the desired inequality.
For the converse inequality Cp-mm < Cpcom, let p € P (R) and y; be optimal for AWy (p, i)
Denote by {yl.(z) }zera the disintegration of y; with respect to the first marginal, i.e. yi(z) € P(RY)
for every z € R? and dy;(x;, 2) = dyl.(z) (x;)dp(2). If y is such that

i) = [ a0 endp(a) (2.2
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then
N N N
D AWolp) = ) A /R n—alfdy= ) A /R i = 2P dy (xi)dp(2)
i=1 i=1 i=1

N
= xs — P gy P Coq,(2)
/Wd;)“"" 2P dy™ () - dy ) Gen)dp(2)

N
> [ 2 =%yl [t o ad onde@ @)

> Cpmu. (2.4)
The claim follows by taking the infimum over all p.

We conclude by proving the equivalence of the minimizers. Let y, be optimal for (MM-p-bar).
Then by equality in (2.1), v, = (X,)4y has to be optimal for (1.3).
Vice versa, let v, be optimal for the problem (C2M-p-bar) and define y € IT(y, .. ., un, vp) via

dy(xy,...,xN,2) == dyl(z) (x;) - -+ dy](\f)(xN)dvp(z).

Clearly, by (2.2), we have that y = (71, ..., mn)y§. Since the inequalities (2.3) and (2.4) are in fact
equalities, y has to be optimal. But inequality (2.3) is an equality if and only if z = X, (x) on spt 7,
so that we also have that y = (x,,Id)yy and thus v, = (7m)g} = ()Y [ ]

Corollary 2.3. Let y, be optimal for the problem (MM-p-bar). Then y; := (7, Xn)yyp € (i, vp) is
optimal for Wy, (p;, vp), where vy, := (Xp)yYp is the p-Wasserstein barycenter.

Proof. The fact that y; := (7;, Xp)yyp € I(pi, vp) is straightforward from the definition. Moreover,
by Proposition 1.1,

N N N

AWy (pi- vp) < ‘/Aixi_zpdixi,lz / Ailmi(x) = %, (%) [Pdy, (x

D AWy vp) < 3 [ A= sl z) = 35 [ A0 = %p017 3
N

= > AWy (i, vp).
i=1

Since AW, (pi, vp) < A fde |x; — z|Pdy; for every i € {1,...,N}, the equality above yields
AWy (i, vp) = A fde |x; — z|Pdy;, and thus the optimality of y;. [ |

2.2. Some properties of the barycenter map x,,.

Proposition 2.4. Let1 < p < co. Then the p-barycenter X, (xi, ..., xn) of the points xi,...,xN €
R9 is contained in the convex hull of {xy, ..., xn}. More precisely, we have that
N
%p(x1,..xn) = ) 0i(%)x; (25)
i=1

; Aiplxi—Xp(x)|P7?
with n;(x) = .
7:(x) SN Aplxr—Xp (x) [P

Proof. Fix x = (x1,...,xn), then by optimality, X, (x) is the only solution

N
D iplxi = 2P (xi = 2) = 0. (2.6)
i=1
Rearranging the equation yields the conclusion. ]
Corollary 2.5. (Continuity of the barycenter map) Let 1 < p < co. Then the functions x, : RN

R? and Cp: RNd 5 R4 gre continuous.
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Proof. The continuity of (xi,...,xn) > Xp(x1, ..., xn) follows from the fact that it locally is the
minimum of a family of continuous functions {f, },cx over a compact set K, where®

N
fe(x1, .. xN) = Z/Mxi —z|P.
=1

As a composition of continuous functions, also ¢, is continuous. ]

Corollary 2.6. (Asymptotic behavior as p — 1 and p — oo) For any fixedx = (x1,...,xy) € RN?,
limit points of X,(x) asp — 1 or p — oo exist. Moreover, every limit point is a solution of

N
min Z/Mx,- —z| forp—1, and min max |x;—z| forp — oo.
zeR4 -1 zeRd i=1,..,.N

Proof. Given x € RN? Proposition 2.4 ensures that {*p(x) }1<p<co is contained in the convex hull
of {x1,...,xn}, yielding the existence of limit points as p — 1 or as p — oo. It is easy to verify
that the functions

Fy(z) = ( D Ailxi - z|f’)

converge (in the sense of I'-convergence) to

N
Fi(z) = Z/Mx,- —z|, asp—1,

i=1

and to
Fo = mi i — 2z, .
(2) ?gIer;' iﬂl,.a.l.),(N |x; —z|, asp — o
We conclude by observing that x,(x) minimizes Fj, for any 1 < p < co. ]
Remark 2.7. Ford=1and A, =--- = Ay = ﬁ one can prove that the functionals F; (for N odd)

and Fy, (for any N) admit a unique minimizer. It follows that the full sequence {X,(x)} converges
to X1(x) as p — 1, and to X (X) as p — oo, respectively. Moreover x;(x) is the only (for N odd)
solution of the equation

N

Z sign(x; — z) =0, (2.7)

i=1

and X (x) is the only solution of

(minx; — z) + (maxx; — z) = 0. (2.8)
1 1

Hence, equations (2.7) and (2.8), which can be formally obtained by passing to the limit p — 1
and p — oo in (2.6), provide a generalization of the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.6) of F, to the
non smooth cases p=1and p =00

6IfBl, ...,BNy C R4 are open balls, then for any (y1,...,yn) € B1 X -+ X By,

Xp(Y1, .- YN) = gglr(lﬁ(yl, < YN

where K is the closure of the convex hull of Ufi 1 Bi. Indeed, K contains the union of the convex hulls of {y1, ..., YN}
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2.3. Preliminary results for general strictly convex functions h. Let us now consider a
strictly convex function h € C! (Rd) with h > 0, and such that lim;|_,4c h(2) = +00. Given
x=(x1,...,XN) € RN we define 7

N
Xp(xy,...,xN) = argminz Aih(x — z),

zeR4 5

and
N N
cp(xt,...,xN) = ;Iel]g; ;Aih(x,- —-z)= ; Aih(x; — xp(x)).

The multi-marginal optimal transport problem associated to cy, is given by

Ch-MM = min / cp(xy, ..., xNn) dy. (MM-h-bar)
Yl (p1,.oopin) JgNa
Remark 2.8. Notice that the function h, := | - |P satisfies the above assumptions for any p > 1.

From (1.2), (1.3), and (MM-p-bar), we have that ¢, = Chy» Xp = Ehp, and Cp v = Chy,-MM-

As pointed out in the introduction, in the next section we will exploit a result of [ 1,
which we recall here (see Lemma 2.10 below).
Let us start with a remark about the differentiability of the function x > X, (x).

Remark 2.9. Define the function F : RN? x R — R? by

N
F(x,z) = Z AiDh(x; — z). (2.9)
i=1
Due to its optimality, for any x = (x1,...,xN) € RN4 the point Xp(x1, ..., xn) is the only solution
f
© N
Z AiDh(x; —z) = 0. (2.10)
i=1

Letx = (x1,...,xn) € RN 4 be such that there exist r,§ > 0, with the property that F is continu-
ously differentiable® on B(x, r) x B(Xp(x), ) and such that det(D?h(x;, — X4(x))) # 0 for some
ip € {1,..., N}. We point out that, since h is convex, D*h > 0 and

det(D?*h(x; — xp(x))) # 0 = D*h(x; — Xn(x)) > 0.

Then D,F(x,x,(x)) exists and is invertible, and the Implicit Function Theorem (IFT) implies
that there exists an open neighborhood Uy of x, such that z = X, (y) satisfies (2.10) for every
y = (y1,...,yn) € Ux and X, € C!(Uy). Moreover c, € C!(Uy), and one can easily verify that for
everyy € Uy

Dy;cn(y) = Dh(yi = Xp(y)).
For brevity, we define

N
H(x) = Z MeD?h(xp = xp(x)), and M;(x) == D?h(x; — xx(x)), forie {1,...,N}.
k=1

Lemma 2.10. Assume that there exists X = (x1,...,xn) € RN? with the property that there exist

r,8 > 0 such that the function F defined in (2.9) is continuously differentiable on B(x, r) X B(x,(x), 6),
and that for some iy € {1,..., N}, det D*h(x;, — Xp(x)) # 0.

If spty is cp-monotone (see Defintion 2.1), then for every ¢ > 0 there exists r > 0 such that for
everyy,y € spty N B(x,r),

(Yio = Tip) " (D*h(xi, = Xn(x))) (Xn(y) = Xn(F)) = Ay lys, — G |* = eN(1+ M, () Dy - §1°, (2.12)

"Note that X}, is well-defined thanks to the strict convexity and coercivity of h.
8Therefore, h € C? (ﬂf\il 7 (B(x,r)) — B(xp (%), 5))
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where A;, > 0 is the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix D*h(x;, — X, (x))H(x) "' D*h(x;, — Xp(x)).

Remark 2.11. For the proof of Lemma 2.10 we refer the reader to [ , Lemma 5.2]. We remark
that it was stated for h € C?(R?) there. However, a closer inspection of the proof shows that,
in addition to y being c,-monotone and to det D*h(x;, — X,(x)) # 0 for some ip, the only other
necessary condition is that, given a point x € RN?, there exists an open neighbourhood Uy of x,
such that X, ¢, € C1(Uy). As pointed out in Remark 2.9, since F is continuously differentiable on
B(x,1) X B(xp(x), 8) and det D*h(x;, — x5(x)) # 0, we may use the IFT to conclude regularity of
Xy, and ¢, around x.

3. SPARSITY OF THE OPTIMAL PLAN

In this section, we give the proof of Part A of Theorem 1.2. From now on, for any 1 < p < oo,
let by, := | - |P. As pointed out in Remark 2.8, h,, satisfies all the assumptions of Section 2.3.

Remark 3.1. Forany z € R9, one has
Dhy(2) = plzlP~2z,

and, whenever Dzhp exists at a point z € R4, there holds

D?h,(z2) = plz|P~2 —2i®i+1
p(2) = plz] (p )Izl P

In particular:

o if 1 < p < 2, Dh,, is not differentiable at 0, but h € C3(R%\ {0});
o ifp > 2, h e C*(RY);

oifp=2, Dzhp =1d, and thus Dzhp > 0 everywhere;
oifl<p<2orp>2D*h,>00nR?\ {0}

Therefore, given x := (x1,...,xXN) € RN and x Xp(x) defined asin (1.3), forany i =1,...,N,
the following holds:
o forany 1 < p < oo,
Dhy(x; —Xp(x)) =0 ifand only if x; = X, (x); (3.1)
oifl1<p<2,
Dzhp (x; —xp(x)) existsifand only if x; # X, (x); (3.2)

o forany 1 < p < oo,
det(Dth (xi =xp(x))) #0 ifand only if x; # x,(x), (3-3)

since det(1 + u ® v) = 1+ u - v by the matrix determinant lemma.

Motivated by the previous remark, we now construct a partition of RN% based on the observa-

tions (3.2) and (3.3). For every S C {1,..., N}, we thus define
RN . Xp(x) = x; for everyi € S, and X, (x) # x; for everyi ¢ S}.
(3.4)
Then, clearly, RNd = \UDs. Moreover, we notice that if p = 2, Ds = 0 for every S # 0, hence
S

Ds :={x=(x1,...,xN) €

Dy = RNd,
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3.1. Absolute continuity of the W,-barycenter.

Proposition 3.2. Let spty, be c,-monotone. Then there exists a countable cover {Up, } men of the
set Do N spty, with the following property: For every m € N there exists Ly, > 0 such that

%p(y) = Xp(¥)| = Limly - ¥
foranyy = (y1,...,yn), ¥y = (§1,. .., Jn) € Do N spty, N Up,.
Proof. Let x = (x1,...,xn) € Dg and take r small enough such that B(x,r) € Dy and such

that x,(x) does not lie in the closure of 7; (B(x,7(x))) for any i € {1,...,N}. Such a r ex-
ists because the set Dy is open by continuity of the map X, (see Corollary 2.5); indeed, Dy =

NN (*p = m) ™' (RN )\ {0})). Now take § > 0 such that 7; (B(x, r(x))) N B(X,(x),8) = 0 for
every i = 1,..., N. Then the function

N
F(x,2z) = Z Dhy,(x; = z),
i=1

defined as in (2.9), is C! on B(x, r(x)) X B(X,(x), §). This is trivially true for p > 2 and holds
true for 1 < p < 2 thanks to (3.2) in Remark 3.1. Moreover, by definition of Dy and by (3.3),
det(D?h,(x; —Xp(x))) # 0 forevery i € {1,..., N}. We can therefore apply Lemma 2.10, for every
i=1,...,N and summing (2.11) over i, one gets that for every ¢ > 0 there exists r > 0, possibly
smaller than the previous one, such that

N N N
D Wi =G D hy(xi = %p(0)) (% (y) = %p(7) = D Adlyi =G> = eN D (1+ Mi(x))ly - 71
i=1 i=1

i=1

for every y,y € B(x,r) N sptyp, and therefore

NM)ly = §11%p(y) = %p ()] = (Am — eN*(1+M(x))) ly - 317,
where M(x) := max; M;(x) and A, := min; A;. By choosing ¢ > 0 such that A, —eN?(1+M(x)) >
0 and a suitable r(x) > 0, we get
% (y) = %p(¥| = L(x)ly - ¥,
for every y,y € B(x,7(x)) Nspty,. Clearly Dg N spty, C Uxep, B(X,7(x)). As every subset of
R¢ is second countable, we can extract countably many points {x,,} such that Dy N spt Yp C

Umen BXms Fm)- [ ]

Lemma 3.3. Let spty, be c,-monotone, and let {U,,} men be the countable cover of Dy N spty,
defined in Proposition 3.2.
IfE c R? is such that diam(E) < & for some § > 0, then®

)
diam(yr,-(f;,l(E) N Dy N Uy Nsptyy)) < T (3-5)
m
foreveryi=1,...,N and for everym € N.
In particular, if E c RY is such that L%(E) = 0, then
LY(m(x," (E) N Do N Up N spty,)) = H(mi(x," (E) N Do N U N'spty,)) =0 (3.6)
foreveryi=1,...,N.

Proof. Let us fix Uy, and set E := E;l (E) N Dy N'spty, NUy,. For any w, w € E, there exist z,Z € E
such that w € E;l ({z})NDgNspty,NU, and w € 3?;1 ({z}) NDg Nspt y, NUp,. By Proposition 3.2,
we have that

% p(w) — Xp ()] = —|z 7] <

~ 1 6
. — T < - —
7i(w) = ()] < o o .

N :
Z |7 (w) — m(w) <

9Here and in the following, we set diam @) = 0, as commonly done in the context of Hausdorff measure.
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Now, if E ¢ R? is such that L4(E) = 0, let {E, }, be a countable cover of E, such that diam(E,,) < &
for every n, for some § > 0. Then {1 (f;l(E,,) N Dy N Up, N'sptyp)}na is a cover of (f;l(E) N
Do N Uy, Nspt yp) such that by inequality (3.5), diam(s; (J_C;l(En) N Dy NUpNsptyy)) < % with
Ly, > 0. By the definition of Hausdorff measure this implies (3.6).

For completeness we include the details: note that

H (m1 (%, (E) 0 Dy 0 Up 0 U (5Pt y,)) < cq ) diam(rm; (X, (E) N Do 0 Uy O spty))*
L

1 . d
< cdﬁ Z diam(E,)“.

By taking the infimum over all the countable covers {E,}, with diameter less than J,
— 1
Wg(nl (x,"(E) N Dy N U Nspty,)) < E(Hg’ (E),

and, passing to the limit for § — 0, H%(m (f;l(E) N Dy NUp, Nspty,)) < L%ﬂ-(d(E) =0. [
We now turn to the case S # 0, where the following holds:

Lemma 3.4. LetS C {1,...,N} be such that S + 0.
IfE ¢ R? is such that diam(E) < & for some § > 0, then

diam(ﬁi(fgl(E) NDg)) <& forevery i€S.
In particular, if E C R? is such that Ld(E) =0, then
L%(mi(x, (E) N Ds)) = H*(mi(X, (E) N\ Ds)) =0 forevery i€S.

Note that this result does not depend on the plan y,, but only on properties of the function X,
on the set Dg.

Proof. Let E := E;,l(E) and take w, w € E. Then there exist z,Z € E such that w € 3?;1({2}) N Dg
and w € 3?;1 ({z}) N Ds. By definition (3.4) of Ds, it follows that

|mi(w) —mi(w)| =]z—2] <5 forevery ie€S.
The proof of the second part is analogous to the one of Lemma 3.3. ]
Theorem 3.5. Assume that iy, ..., uny < L% Then, if spt Yp is cp-monotone,
vp = (Xp)pyp < Lé

Proof. Let us consider a set E such that £(E) = 0. Then, given the countable cover {Up, }men of
Dy Ny, defined in Proposition 3.2,

®p)avp(E) =1 | %, (E) nspty, 0 (] Ds

<Y (f;,l(E) Nspty, N D@) + Z Yp (f;,l(E) N spty, N Ds)
S#0

+ Z Yp (igl(E) Nspty, N Ds)

<¥p (E;l(E) Nspty, N Dy N | ) Un
S#0

meN

< Z yp(fz_,l(E) N Do N Unm Nsptyy) + Z Yp (f;l(E) Nspty, N DS)

meN S#0
< Zﬂl(”l (%, (E) Nsptyp N Un)) + Z His (ﬂis (x,'(E) Nspty, N DS)) ,
m S#0

where is € S for every S # (. The last inequality is due to the marginal constraint on the transport
plan y,,. Thanks to Lemma 3.3, L (E;l (E)Nspty,NUp)) = H(my (J_C;,I (E)Nspty,NUp)) =0
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for every m € N, and by Lemma 3.4, £%(7;q (f;l(E) Nspty, N Ds)) = H (4 (f;l(E) Nspty, N
Dgs)) = 0 for every is € S and for every S C {1,..., N}, S # 0. We conclude thanks to the absolute
continuity of yy, ..., un. ]

3.2. Absolute continuity of the W,-barycenter: the case p > 2. As pointed out in Remark 3.1,
h, € C* (R9) if p > 2. This observation allows us to study a reduced barycenter problem on each
set Ds with S # {1,..., N}, where Dzhp does not degenerate and thus an injectivity estimate
analogous to the one of Proposition 3.2 holds.

Lemma 3.6. Letp >2andS C {1,...,N},S # {1,...,N}. Then for everyx = (x1,...,xn) € Ds,
x; is a solution of the variational problem

EPSC (xs5¢) := argminZ Ajlxj —z|P forevery ie€S, (3.7)
zeR?  Tag

where, if |S| = K < N, xgc € RN j5 the vector with components xj, j&S.

Proof. By optimality, the unique solution of (3.7) is the unique point z € R such that

Z A;Dhy(x; - z) = 0. (3.8)
Jj&S
Moreover, by optimality of X, (x),
N
D AiDhy(x; = %,(x)) = 0. (3.9)
j=1

By definition of Ds and by (3.1), Dh,(x; — X,(x)) = 0 for every i € S. Thus, (3.9) becomes

Z A;Dhy,(x; — X,(x)) = 0,

JjgS
and thus X, (x) = fpsc. We conclude by recalling that x; = X, (x) for every i € S by definition of
Dg. |

Proposition 3.7. Letp > 2, let spty, be c,-monotone andS C {1,...,N},S # {1,...,N}. Then
there exists a countable cover {Up, } men of the set Ds N spty, with the following property: For every
m € N, there exists L, > 0 such that

1
%5 (y) = %p ()] 2 L (Z ly; - W) (3:10)
jes
foreveryy = (y1,...,yn),y = (§1,...,Un) € Ds N spty, N Up,.
Proof. Let x = (x1,...,xN) € Ds. For any fixed j, ¢ S, we can apply Lemma 2.10, which implies

that for any given ¢ > 0 there exists r > 0 such that inequality (2.11) holds, i.e. for every
y,¥ € B(x,7) Nspty,

(Yo = U5) T (D?hp(xj, = Xp(x))) (Xp(y) = %5 () = Ajylyj, — 75l* — eCjily = 31 (3.11)
Now, by Lemma 3.6 we know that for every i € S, x; = _ic (xs¢c), where EIS)C is defined in (3.7),
and that the function EISJC : RWV-K)d _, Rd with K := |S| < N, is the only solution of (3.8).
Moreover for any j ¢ S, by (3.3) in Remark 3.1, det(Dzhp (xj —Xp(x))) # 0. Thus we can use the
IFT (see Remark 2.9) to obtain the existence of an open neighborhood Uy, C RN-K) of o
where EISJC € C! and therefore locally Lipschitz. Thus for 7 > 0, such that B(xsc, 7) € Uy,

%y (yse) =%y (Fse)* < Ls > ly; - Gyl
Jj&s
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for every ys, ¥s € B(xs, 7), where Lg is the Lipschitz constant of Egc on B(xs, 7). This implies that
if one chooses r > 0 (possibly smaller) such that 7s.(B(x,r)) C B(xs, 7),"

N
ly =517 = D> 1y =3 = Dy~ G + ) lyy = Gl (312)
=1

jés jes
= DMy =GP+ DI (yse) =% (Fs)lF < (1+KL) Y ly; - G
Jjgs Jes Jj&s

for every y, v € B(x,7) N Dg, where the third equality follows from Lemma 3.6.
By plugging equation (3.12) into equation (3.11), we get
(yjo _%O)TDth(xjo _EP (X)) (fp(Y) - ?p(y)) 2 Ajo |yjo _yjo IZ —é’CjO (1+KLS) Z |yj _gjl2 (3'13)
Jj#S
for every y,y € B(x,r) N Ds, where Cj, = N(1+ M;,(x)) > 0.
Applying the same reasoning to every j ¢ S and summing (3.13) over all j ¢ S, we obtain
3wy~ 7Dy (s~ Fp(30) (Bp(y) =% () 2 > Aslys ~ G — eC1+KL) > Jy; ~ Tl
Jj&S JjgS Jj&S

where C = (N — K) max jgs C;. Therefore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Dty =gl

Jj#S

1
2
1 _ — —~ _
K M[%,(y) =%, ()] = Y Asly; = Fjl* = eC(1+KLg) D ly; — il

Jj¢S JjéS

where M = max g |D*h,(x; — X,(x)| and As := minjgs A;. Choosing ¢ small enough and a
suitable r(x) > 0, we conclude the existence of L(x) > 0 such that
1% (y) =% ()] = L(x) ) ly; — T}l
JgS
for every y,y € B(x,r(x)) N Ds N spty,. Clearly, spty, N Ds C Uyeps B(X,7(X)). As every
subset of RN is second countable, we can extract countably many points {x,,} C Ds such that
Ds Nsptyp C Umen B(Xm, 'm). The claim then follows with Uy, := B(Xm, 'm)- [ |

Lemma 3.8. Let spty, bec,-monotone, let S C {1,...,N} be such thatS # {1,...,N}, and let
{Um}men be the countable cover of Ds N spty, defined in Proposition 3.7.
IfE c RY is such that diam(E) < & for some § > 0, then

6
diam(nj(a_c;l(E) N Ds NUp Nspty,)) < T

m

forevery j ¢ S and for everym € N.
In particular, if E ¢ R? is such that L(E) = 0, then

Ld(ﬂ']’(fgl(E) N Ds N Uy Nsptyy)) = Wd(nj(fgl(E) N Ds N Uy, Nspty,)) =0,
forevery j ¢ S and for everym € N.

Proof. Let us fix Uy, and call E = J_C;,I(E) N Ds N spty, N Uy,. Take w,w € E, then there exist
z,Z € E such that w € f;,l({z}) N Ds N spty, N Uy and w € E;l({f}) N Ds N spty, N Upy. By
Proposition 3.7, we have that for every j ¢ S

1
Z
— ~ 1 _ o~ 1 19}
7y (w) = ()| < (,;* 7 (w) - nj(w>|2) < TR (W) =W = =7 <
The proof of the second part is analogous to the one of Lemma 3.3. [ ]

19Here mge : RN4 — RIN-K)d gych that for y € RN 7 (y) is the vector with components y;, j ¢ S.
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Theorem 3.9. Assume that ji; < L%, Then, if spt Yp is cp-monotone,
Vp = Xpplp < re
Notice that by Proposition 1.1, v, is a solution of (C2M-p-bar).

Proof. Let us consider a set E such that £%(E) = 0, and define the family 77 of subsets of {1,..., N}
that contain 1, i.e.

Fi={Sc{1,...,.N} : 1S} (3.14)
Then,

&perp(E) =1, |5, (B) nspty, 0 | ] Ds
Sc{1,...N}

< Z Yp (f;l(E) Nspty, N Ds) + Z Yp (ygl(E) Nspty, N Ds)
S¢F1 SeF

< > (m E) Nspty, N Ds)) + > (m(F (B) O spty, 0 D))
S¢F Sef

< Z Z 1 (ﬂl(fljl(E) Nspty, N Ds N U,fl)) + Z I (ﬂl(fgl(E) Nspty, N DS)),
S¢F1 meN Sef

where for each S ¢ F1, {U3} is the countable cover of Ds N spt ¥p defined in Proposition 3.7.
Notice that the second inequality is due to the marginal constraint JT; Yp = 1. By Lemma 3.8,

Ld(m()_c;l(E) Nspty, N DsN Us)) = Wd(ﬂ'l(f‘;l(E) Nspty, N DsN U3)) = 0 for every S ¢ 7,
and every m € N. Lemma 3.4 then gives £%(rm (f;l (E)Nspty,NDs)) = H (o, (E;l (E)Nspty,N
Ds)) = 0 for every S € F7. We conclude thanks to the absolute continuity of y;. ]

3.3. Proof of Part A of Theorem 1.2. Let y, be an optimal coupling for the problem (MM-p-bar),
then by Corollary 2.3, the couplings y; := (7, Xp,)yy are optimal for W, (p;, vp),i=1,...,N. As the
cost function c,, is continuous (see Corollary 2.5), Proposition 2.2 yields that y, is c,-monotone.
Thus, by Theorem 3.9, v, = (Xp)4y, is absolutely continuous. The Gangbo-McCann Theorem
[ » Theorem 1.2] then ensures that there exist unique maps f; such that y; = (f;)yv, and
Yi = (fi,Id)yvp for every i = 1,..., N. This implies that

Yo = (fioo s fn)gv.

Now, as j1; < L%, by the same result of Gangbo-McCann we know that there exists an optimal
map g; such that y; = (Id, g1)441, and g; is the a.e.-inverse of f;. Hence,

Yo = (fi- s g9y = (Id fo 0 g1, .o, fv 0 g)gin.

Once the Monge structure of the optimal transport plan has been established, the almost-
everywhere uniqueness of the maps T; = f; o g; then follows from a standard argument: the
convex combination of two different optimal plans is still optimal, but cannot be Monge, which
contradicts what we just showed. ]

4. OPTIMALITY SYSTEM

It is well-known that, as in the two-marginal case, multi-marginal OT admits a dual formulation.
The attainment of dual optimizers (Kantorovich potentials) in the space of integrable (w.r.t. the
marginal measure ;) is a classical result [ ]. Contrary to Kellerer’s proof, which relies
on weak compactness in L}ll_, we extend the strategy of [ ] from the case p = 2 to general
1 < p < oo by use of the p-transform and its regularizing properties, see Lemma 4.2 below. This
gives us compactness and allows us to choose optimal potentials that are in addition continuous
and almost everywhere differentiable on the convex hull of their supports, which will be needed
in the proof of Part B of Theorem 1.2.
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We therefore state the Kantorovich duality specifically for our problem (MM-p-bar). For this
purpose, we introduce the space

Y, = (1+]- P)Cy(R?) := {(p eCRY:(1+]-17)lpis bounded}
of continuous functions of at most p-growth and we define the Ah,-conjugate of a function
¢ :R? = Rvia
™ (x) = inf {Alx —z|” — ¢(2)} = inf {Ah,(x —2) —p(2)} forxe RY. (4.2)
zeR4 zeR4

Theorem 4.1 (MMOT Duality). There holds
N

Cp-mm = sup Z / pidy;, (D-p-bar)
(Pl:"wg”NEﬂ(cp) i=1 R4
where
Alep) = {(pr.....on) €LY (RY) XX L (RY) : g1 @+ @ gn < ¢}
Moreover, there exists a maximizer ® = (¢1,...,¢on) € B(cp), where

N
B(cp) = {((pl, .o oN) € Alcp) : @i = 1%1""0 with {; € Y, for every i, and Z Wi = O} :

i=1
In particular, ¢; is L%-a.e. differentiable on the convex hull of the support of yi; for everyi=1,...,N.

Existence of a maximizer ® in (D-p-bar) relies on the following quantitative version of a classical
regularity result on the Ah,-conjugate of a function based on the convexity of h, (see [ ,
Corollary C.5]):

Lemma 4.2. Let1 < p < co and F be a family of functions ¢ : R? — R such that the Ahy-conjugates
{p*P} e satisfy, for any R > 0,

sup [p*P| < Mg, (4.2)
Bar
with a constant Mg depending only on d, A, p, and R. Then the family {go’l’p}(per,r is equi-Lipschitz on
Bg.

Remark 4.3. For p = 2, the equi-Lipschitzianity of the family {(pl’z}q)e? in Lemma 4.2 follows

more easily from the observation that the functions A| - |? — ¢*?

Indeed,

are convex, as used in [ ].

Az|* - (p’l’z(z) = sup {2/1x sz = Ax|® + (p(z)},
xeRd
where the right hand side is convex as the supremum of linear (in z) functions indexed by x € R?.
The equi-Lipschitzianity then follows from the fact that a family of convex functions on By is
equi-Lipschitz on Bg, see e.g. [ , Theorem 6.7].

Before giving the proof of Lemma 4.2 at the end of this section, let us show how it implies the
duality Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Since iy, ..., uN € Pp (R9), we have that Cp-mm < +oo (see Footnote 2). The
equivalence (D-p-bar) of the two problems is standard, see e.g. [ , Theorem 2.21] or [ ,
Theorem 3.4].

For the existence of a maximizer we will show that any maximizing sequence (®) ey =
((pf, ceo (Plli,)keN C A(cp) can be chosen in such a way that it lies in 8(c,). Next, we establish
the uniform bound (4.2) for {¥* = (lﬁ{‘, ces %ﬁ,)}keN and apply Lemma 4.2 to obtain compactness
of the sequence {¥*},ci by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. The result then follows from a simple
argument based on Fatou’s Lemma.
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Step 1. Let us consider an N-tuple (¢, ..., ¢n) € A(cy). Note that since the cost function c, is
non-negative, the function (0,. .., 0) is a competitor for the problem (4.1), so that we can assume

without loss of generality that
N
2 / pidpi 2 0. (43)
i=1 /R

We show that there exists (¢, ..., ¢n) € B(cp), such that

1O OONZP1 D - DN < Cp.

Define the functions

lﬁi::(p?i’P for i=1,...,N—-1, and lﬁN::—Z%,

and set R
gi=y;"", i=1...,N. (4-4)

For any (x1,...,xn) € RV? using that Zﬁl ¥; = 0, the definition (4.4) of the functions ¢; implies
that

N N N N

Z ?i(x;) = Z oi(x;) + Z Vi(z) < Z/Mx,- — z|P, for every z € RY,

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
hence

N N
Z ¢i(x;) < infd Z Ailxi = 2P = cp(x1,..., xN).
i=1 A=

Moreover for everyi =1,...,N — 1, ¢; = (qo?i’p)Ai’P and thus ¢; > ¢. When i = N, we have

N-1
on(xN) = ziergd {AleN —z|P + ; l//i(Z)}

N-1
inf < An|xn —z|P + inf Aixl-—zp— i (X
ZERd{m v el e ) it b =21~ o )}}

N-1
inf inf Anlen = 2P+ " (Ailxi = 21 = gi(x;
zeR9 x,,..., lee]R(NUd{ - ( A Qi l))

N-1
inf inf Z,lx_ZP_Z x
X1,eXN—1 ERIN-Dd zeRd{ [xi | @i(x;)

Il
A
=
Z
m
a
b4
=
—_—
S
—
=
=
Z
~
|
EMI
S
—~
&
—_———
\%
S
Z
5
Z
SN

.....

where the equality in the last line follows by the definition of ¢, and the final inequality by the
duality constraint ; @ --- @ ¢n < ¢pin A(cp) . Thus 1 & - SN < 91 @ -+~ © O < Cp.

By subtracting ¢,(0) from /;, we may assume that 1/;(0) = 0 for every i = 1,..., N. Indeed,
since (; — a)P = v NPy = (pl + a, we have ¢; = (;)*? and, using that Y, ;(0) = 0, there
stillholds o1 ® - @ oN < Q1 ® - O oN = 91 +11(0) © - - - @ on + YN (0) < cp.

Evaluating A;|x; — z|P — ¢i(z) in z = 0, we therefore get

Pi(xi) < Ai|xi|P, foreveryx; e R%i=1,...,N. (4.5)
Moreover, we observe that by (4.7), using that y; € P, (RY),

N N N
@;idy; < / Ailil? dpi (x;) = AiK; < +00,
DY RETEDWRIILTEEDY
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where K; == ||| - |P||L}1>(Rd). Consequently, by (4.3) it follows that
/ @idp; > Z/ ¢jdu; = - Z’l K. (4.6)
J#i J#i

By integrating the inequality ¥;(z) < A;|x; — z|? — @;(x;), which follows from the definition (4.4)
of ¢;, with respect to dy;(x;), we obtain

Yi(z) 5/ Ailxi = z|P dpi(x;) —/ @i dy;
Rd Rd

N
< max{1,2°7!} Z AiK; +2P714)z|P < C(1 +|z|P),  for every z € RY. (4.7)
i=1
Using that >N /; = 0, we may also bound

U2 ==Y g2 F = c1+ fz1P) = C1+ J21),

J#i J#i
hence there exists a constant M depending only on d, N, 4;, K; such that
[Yi(z)| < M(1+|z|P) forall z € RY. (3.8)

Lemma 4.2 then implies that the functions /; are continuous by for i = 1,..., N — 1, and therefore
also Y = — XN, ' 4, which yields the claim (g1, ..., ¢n) € B(cp).

Step 2. Let (@)een C B (cp) be a maximizing sequence as constructed in Step 1. Then the
sequence (¥¥)gcy lies in a precompact subset of C(R%)N by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. Indeed,
by Lemma 4.2 and the bound (4.8), the sequences {l,bf}keN are equi-Lipschitz on any ball Bg(0),
R>0,fori=1,...,N —1, and therefore also {lﬁllf, =- Zﬁfl ¢f}k€N. We may hence extract a
subsequence {¥"* };cn that converges uniformly on compact subsets to some ¥ = (¢, ..., ¥n)
withi); € Y, foranyi=1,...,N.

Define ® = (@1, ..., ¢n) via @; := (;)P fori =1,...,N. By (4.5), we know that ¢;(x;) < +co
for every x; and by (4.6) that ¢;(x;) > —oo for every x; € spt ;. Being the A;h,-conjugate of some
function, by [ , Proposition C.3] the function ¢; is locally bounded in the interior of the
convex hull of spt y;. Appealing again to Lemma 4.2, it follows that the functions ¢; are locally
Lipschitz continuous in the interior of the convex hull of spt y;, in particular differrentiable at
L%-almost every x; in the interior of the convex hull of spt y; by Rademacher’s Theorem.

Step 3. Note that for x; € RY,
5 (x:) = i Ay — 2|2 — iy = i i A — 7P —
0i(x;) = 1nfd {/11|x, Z| ¢,(z)} = 1nfd lim {)Lllx, z|P = (z)}
e e\ Aip (4.9)
> lim sup 1nf {Ailx; — zIf =y (=)} = lim sup (¥;)™F (1),
k—oo zER k—

which implies with Fatou’s Lemma (recall that .[Rd @ dp; < LiK; < oo for all n € N) that

N
sup Z/ @idy; = sup Z /d @idy; > Z/Rd(%)/liﬁ dy;

e A(cp) 131 deB(cp) i=1
H Z/ lim sup (97" )% dy; >hmsupZ / (W) dp;
i=1 —00 —00
N
:limsupZ/ ¢;*dp; = sup Z/ ¢ dy;.
k—oo =7 JRY DeB(cy) =1 YRY

It follows that ® € B(cp) is a maximizer for (D-p-bar). ]
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Corollary 4.4. Foreveryi=1,...,N, the functions (¢;, ;), defined as in Theorem 4.1, are optimal

Proof. We recall that by construction, for every i = 1,..., N, ¢; is the Ah,-conjugate of ¢/;, and
thus

9i(x;) +¥;(2) < Ailx; — z|P for every (x;,z) € R¥ (4.10)
and that 3N, ;(z) = 0, for every z € R%.
If y,, is the optimal plan for (MM-p-bar), ¢1, . .., ¢n are the Kantorovich potentials in (D-p-bar), if
and only if the nonnegative function ¢, — ¢; @ - - - ® ¢ is equal 0 on spt y,. It follows that for
every X € spty,,

N N N N
DGl + Y hi(®(0) = D Filxi) = > Ailxi =% ()P (41)

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
By Proposition 1.1 there holds v, = )_cpﬂyp, and by Corollary 2.3 we know that the unique optimal
plan y; € II(p;, vp) for LWy (i, vp) is given by y; = (73, Xp)yyp. This implies that (x;, z) € spty;
iff z = X, (x), where the points x1,..., xi_1, Xi41,..., xn are such that x = (x1,...,xn) € spty,.
Thus, thanks to (4.11), inequality (4.10) is actually an equality on the support of y;. ]
Proposition 4.5. Let us assume that pny,...,uy < L% Then, given the optimal plan Yp for
(MM-h-bar), the first order optimality system

A1Dhy(x1 = Xp(x)) = D1 (x1),

: (4.12)
ANDhy(xn = %) (%)) = DN (xN),
holds for y,-a.e. x, where @1, . .., o are the Kantorovich potentials from Theorem 4.1.

Proof. Thanks to their optimality, the functions ¢y, .. ., ¢n satisfy (4.11). In particular, for every
fixed x = (x1,...,xn) € spty, with z = X, (x), x; is a minimum of the nonnegative function

N
(X1 Xy 2N, 2) 1 il = 2l = Gi(x]) + ) Ayl = 2P = ) (x;)

J#i J#i

N N
= ditp (] = 2) = Bix)) + ) Aihp(x = 2) = > Fi(x),
Jj#i Jj#i
for every i = 1,..., N. The conclusion then follows from the differentiability of 4, and the Li-ae.
differentiability of ¢; on the interior of the convex hull of spt y; for every i = 1,..., N. Indeed,
since the Lebesgue measure of the interior of a convex set is equal to the Lebesgue measure of
the set and, since p; < L4 we have that ¢; is differentiable y;-a.e. [ ]

Proof of part Part B of Theorem 1.2. . Since the measures y, . .., un are all absolutely continuous
w.rt. £9, the Kantorovich potentials @1, ..., on (given by Theorem 4.1) satisfy the first-order
optimality system by Proposition 4.5. In particular, appealing to (4.12), if x € spty,,
Dhy(x; = %p(x)) = plxi = Xp(X) [P (x; = %p(x)) = A; ' Depi(x),

hence

- — - __1 2-p

Xp(X) = x; — thl (Ai 1D(Pz'(xi)) =x; — (pAi) P71 |Dei(x;)|P7 " Dei(x;) =: gi(x;) (4.13)
for every i = 1,..., N, where g; is the optimal transport map (in the two-marginal sense) from p;
to v,. With the same argument as the one in the proof of Part A of Theorem 1.2, we get that the

functions g; are invertible for i = 1,..., N (with an a.e.-inverse that we called f; in that proof),
since v, = (X, )Y, is absolutely continuous by Theorem 3.9. Then

X = gi_l(a_cp(x)) =9;'(g1(x1)), foreveryi=2,...,N,
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which, together with (4.13), proves (1.6). [

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let z € Bg(0). We claim that there exists a radius R < co (depending only on
R, Mg, p, A) such that

o) = nf (Ax -zl - p(x)) (414)
x€Bg(0)
for any ¢ € ¥. Assuming the validity of (4.14), the claim then follows from the the fact that
z > Alx — z|P is Lipschitz on Bg(0) with Lipschitz constant bounded by Lg := pA(RP~! + RP™1),
independent of x € B(0). Hence, (4.14) implies that {phP }pe is a family of Lipschitz continuous
fuinctions on Bg(0) with Lipschitz constant bounded by Lg.
It remains to prove (4.14). To this end, take a minimizing sequence for p#*(z), that is

o™ (2) = lim (A — 2I? ~ (xn)

If there exists N € N such that |z — x,| < Rforalln > N, then |x,| < |z| + R < 2R. Hence we may
take R = 2R in this case. Let us therefore treat the case that along a subsequence (still denoted by
xy) there holds |z — x,,| > R. Set

R z—x,
Zp=z— — .
" 2 |z — x|
Then z, — x, = (1 - ﬁ)(z —xp)and z — z, = Igl:i"l, in particular z,, € Br(z) C Bag(0). By
n n 2

assumption (4.2) it follows that
lp*? (z,)] < Mg foralln € N.

Since {x,}nen is a minimizing sequence, we may assume (by passing to a further subsequence if
necessary) that for all n € N we have

Az = xnl? = 9(oxn) < ¢™(2) + Mg < 2Mp.
Moreover, by definition of the Ah,-conjugate and the bound (4.2) there holds
Alzn = xal’ = @(xn) 2 9™ (20) 2 ~Mp.
We conclude that
|z = xp|? = |z — x,|P < % for all z € Bg(0) and n € N. (4.15)
Convexity of b, = | - |’ now implies that

|z - xnlp —|zn - xnlp 2 th(zn —xn)(z—2z4) = Plzn - xnlp_z(zn —Xn) * (2= zn)

R 'R _pR
_ ptf A T
=plzy, — X 1 = zZ—X )
plan = (1= 2] 5 2 Bl
where in the last estimate we used that |z —x,,| > R, and therefore 1— ﬁ > % Hence, together
with (4.15) we obtain
1
3. 2P Mp\P-1
Z—xp| £ |——— ,
=l < (2]
o\ S
. -1 g .
in particular |x,| < R+ (%)p =: R, which proves (4.14). [
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5. p-WASSERSTEIN BARYCENTERS IN ONE DIMENSION

Here we provide a more detailed description of p-Wasserstein barycenters of probability
measures on the line. In particular, we explain the statistical meaning of p-Wasserstein barycenters,
give illustrative examples highlighting the role of the parameter p, and discuss the two natural
limits p — 1 and p — oo.

p=1.1 p=2 p=10

k

FIGURE 1. p-Wasserstein barycenter of five Gaussians, four of them similar and one very different,
for different values of p. Note that for p ~ 1 the p-barycenter is insensitive to the very different
Gaussian, whereas for p > 1 it is a half-and-half transport average between the two types of
Gaussians which is insensitive to the fact that there is only one copy of the very different Gaussian.

Recall that for any probability measure on the line, i.e. p € P (R), the cumulative distribution
function F : R — [0, 1] is defined by

F(x) = p((—00,x]),
and its generalized inverse F~! : (0,1) — R (the inverse distribution function) is defined by
F7l(t) =inf{y e R : F(y) > t}, te€(0,1).

Recall also the statistical meaning of Q = F~!(y): Q is the y-quantile of y, that is, the threshold
point such that the y™ part of the mass of y lies to the left of Q and the (1 — y)'" part lies to the
right of Q. In particular, F~!(3}) is the median of p.

It is well knwon that in one dimension the p-Wasserstein distance between two probability
measures p and v agrees with the L? distance between their inverse distribution functions,

1
Wy (1) = /0 F () -G ()P dy, 1< p <o (51)

This, together with Proposition 1.1, readily yields the following characterization of the p-Wasserstein
barycenter:

Theorem 5.1. Let p € (1,00). For any absolutely continuous probability measures j, ..., IN €
P (R), their p-Wassderstein barycenter is characterized by the property that

N
G, (y) =%p (F (1), . Fy' () = argrﬁinz AilFT (y) — 217 vy € (0,1), (5-2)
z€ i=1
that is to say its inverse distribution function at any point y is the classical p-barycenter of the values
of the inverse distribution functions of the y; at y.

Proof. By Proposition 1.1 the inverse distribution function G, ! of the p-barycenter minimizes the
integral

1 N
[ 2w - 65wy
0 %=1

But the minimum over arbitrary measureable functions (not required to be any inverse distribution
function) is obviously achieved by minimizing the integrand pointwise, and a straightforward
adaptation of the argument in [ ] for p = 2 shows that the pointwise minimizer is in fact the
inverse distribution function of some probability measure on R. ]
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From now on let us assume A; = ... = Ay = % It is clear that the following limits of the
function in (5.2) exist:

Gi'(y) = lim1 G;l(y) = Fn_nld(y) when N is odd (5.3)
PA)
_ . Frax () + Fp (v)
Gol(y) = lim G'(y) = > : (5-4)

Here for any N real numbers zi, ..., zny, When z5(1) < Z5(2) £ ... £ Zg(n) is their monotone
ordering, Zmin = z(1) denotes their minimum, zyax = z5(n) denotes their maximum, and, for N
odd, zpiq = 2 (N1, denotes their median.

o(NFL

As in the case p € (1, 00), one can show that the functions in (5.3), (5.4) are inverse distribution
functions of unique probability measures v; respectively Ve, providing us with a unique definition
of the 1-Wasserstein barycenter and the co-Wasserstein barycenter,

bar; ((pi)i=1,..,N) = V1, (5:5)
bare ((fi)i=1,.,N) = Veo. (5.6)

Equations (5.2), (5.3), (5.4) provide us with the following statistical meaning of p-Wasserstein
barycenters of a given collection i, ..., un of probability measures.

o The quantile of the p-barycenter is the Euclidean p-barycenter of the quantiles of the ;.

e For p = 2, the quantile of the p-barycenter is the average of the quantiles of the y;. In
particular, the p-barycenter shows some sensitivity to outliers.

o In the limit p — 1, and for N odd, the quantile of the p-barycenter approaches the median
of the quantiles of the y;. Thus the p-barycenter becomes less and less sensitive to outliers,
instead reflecting the behaviour of ‘typical’ y;’s.

o In the limit p — oo the quantile of the p-barycenter approaches the arithmetic mean of
the largest and smallest quantile of the y;. Thus the p-barycenter becomes more and more
indicative of outliers, consisting of a transport interpolation between them.

These properties of the p-Wasserstein barycenter are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2.

-10 5 0 5 10 -10 5 0 5 10 -10 5 0 5 10

Inverse di fuctions Inverse i fuctions Inverse distribution fuctions

FIGURE 2. p-Wasserstein barycenter of three general Gaussians, for different values of p. In
terms of inverse distribution functions, for p = 1.1 the barycenter closely corresponds to taking
the median, whereas for p = 10 it is close to the arithmetic mean of the outer inverse distribution
functions, confirming the asymptotic formulae (5.3) and (5.4).
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In summary, when p is increased, the p-barycenter crosses over from representing ‘typical’
data (and ignoring outliers) to representing a transport average between outliers (and ignoring
‘typical’ data).
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