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SINGULARITIES AND THEIR PROPAGATION IN OPTIMAL TRANSPORT

PIERMARCO CANNARSA, WEI CHENG, TIANQI SHI AND WENXUE WEI

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the singularities of potential energy functionals φ(·) asso-

ciated with semiconcave functions φ in the Borel probability measure space and their propagation

properties. Our study covers two cases: when φ is a semiconcave function and when u is a weak

KAM solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation H(x,Du(x)) = c[0] on a smooth closed manifold.

By applying previous work on Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the Wasserstein space, we prove that

the singularities of u(·) will propagate globally when u is a weak KAM solution, and the dynamical

cost function C t is the associated fundamental solution. We also demonstrate the existence of solu-

tions evolving along the cut locus, governed by an irregular Lagrangian semiflow on the cut locus

of u.

1. Introduction

In principle, the formation and evolution of singularities in optimal control, partial differen-

tial equations (PDEs), and geometry arise from the crossing and focusing of underlying char-

acteristics or geodesics. Once formed, these singularities will propagate. This phenomenon

reflects a certain irreversibility in the evolution of Hamiltonian systems. In a series of papers

[2, 33, 3, 26, 27, 66, 79], the authors developed a theory to study the propagation of singularities

using the concept of generalized characteristics (see also [40] for this concept in the context of

hyperbolic conservation laws). Recently, various notions of generalized characteristics have been

clarified, and some refined regularity properties have been established in [29], using ideas from

abstract gradient flow theory. In this paper, we aim to study the problem of singularities propaga-

tion in optimal transport by applying the ideas from [29], along with the concept of singularities

of functionals in probability measure space.

Over the past 30 years, the vibrant development of optimal transport theory has been driven by

a series of geometric and dynamical perspectives. A pivotal advancement was made through the

work of Gangbo and McCann ([55]), and later by McCann ([72]), who introduced the concept of

displacement interpolation under a quadratic cost function in Euclidean space. Shortly thereafter,

Benamou and Brenier reformulated these findings as an action-minimization problem within the

space of measures ([13, 24]). Otto, in a series of pioneering papers ([76, 77, 78]), introduced the

notion of gradient flows in Wasserstein space and explicitly formulated geodesic equations in a

Riemannian geometric setting. Building on this foundation, Ambrosio, Gigli, and Savaré system-

atically developed the theory of gradient flows in metric spaces ([9]). At this stage, the close con-

nection between Hamiltonian systems and optimal transport became evident. Bernard and Buffoni

constructed displacement interpolation with cost functions determined by Tonelli Lagrangians,
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establishing a clear link between optimal transport and Aubry-Mather theory in Hamiltonian dy-

namical systems ([15, 16, 17]). Additionally, Ambrosio, Gangbo, and Tudorascu, utilizing the

geometry of the 2-Wasserstein space, considered Hamiltonians and flows within its phase space,

deriving continuity equations, Euler-Poisson equations, and energy conservation results ([7, 53]).

This work further contributed to the development of weak KAM theory in Wasserstein space by

Gangbo and Tudorascu ([54, 59]).

With the continued development of calculus theory on Wasserstein and metric spaces, there

has been growing interest in studying viscosity solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi equations on these

spaces. Gangbo, Nguyen, and Tudorascu were the first to define viscosity solutions for a class of

Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Wasserstein space using subdifferentials and superdifferentials, and

to investigate their well-posedness ([56, 60]). Additionally, using the concept of metric derivatives,

Ambrosio and Feng, Gangbo and Świȩch, as well as other researchers, have explored the well-

posedness of viscosity solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi equations in general metric spaces ([6, 58,

57, 61]). Building on these foundational results, some related dynamical aspects, such as the

asymptotic behavior of viscosity solutions and Hamilton-Jacobi equations with cohomological

terms, have been examined ([74, 18]). In the areas of calculus of variations and optimal (or mean-

field) control, we refer to [34, 20, 19, 21, 11, 64, 63, 39, 49], where some works provide variational

representations of viscosity solutions.

The study of the geometric aspects of optimal transport, with an emphasis on the cut locus, has

been the subject of numerous previous works. Under the assumption that the cost function is the

square of the distance, the existence of the optimal transport map from an absolutely continuous

(with respect to Lebesgue measure) measure was obtained in [23] in Euclidean case and [73] in

Riemannian case. The first-order properties of the cut locus, such as Lipschitz continuity and (n −
1)-rectifiability, have been investigated in [35, 65, 69, 71]. The authors in [70] study the second-

order characterization of the cut locus acting as a barrier to the regularity of optimal transport

maps, including the semiconvexity of the injectivity domain. By virtue of the Ma-Trudinger-

Wang (MTW) condition, for a Riemannian manifold M with a nonfocal cut locus satisfying the

strong MTW condition, the following results hold:

• For any two C∞ positive probability densities f and g on M, the optimal transport map

from µ(dx) = f (x) vol(dx) to ν(dy) = g(y) vol(dy) with cost function c = d2 is C∞;

• There exists a κ > 0 such that all injectivity domains are κ-uniformly convex.

Furthermore, by employing a slightly modified version of the MTW condition, a more delicate

characterization of the injectivity domains and the regularity of optimal transport maps is obtained

(see [70, Theorem 1.8]). If (M, g) is a surface, the authors in [50] prove that the injectivity domains

of M are semiconvex if M satisfies an appropriate signed curvature condition. In [52], the authors

demonstrated that any C4-deformation of the round sphere (S2, gcan) satisfies the transport continu-

ity property. In their subsequent work [51], they further showed that if (M, g) is a C4-deformation

of the round sphere (Sn, gcan), then all injectivity domains of M are uniformly convex. For the

verification of MTW condition on Riemannian surfaces, see also [42].

To address singularities and cut locus of functionals on Wasserstein spaces, we follow the

framework in [21]. For a metric space (X, d), we denote by P(X) the set of all probability Borel

measures on X, and by Pc(Rm) the subspace of P(Rm) consisting of measures with compact
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support. For any functional U : Pc(Rm) → R, we introduce ∂±U(µ), the localized Fréchet su-

perdifferential and subdifferential of U at µ (see Definition 3.1). A measure µ ∈Pc(Rm) is called

a regular point of U if U is locally differentiable at µ, i.e., both ∂+U(µ) and ∂−U(µ) are non-empty.

A measure µ ∈ Pc(Rm) is called a singular point of U if U is not locally differentiable at µ. We

denote by S (U) the set of all singular points of U. We also introduce the notions of semiconcavity

for a functional U : Pc(Rm)→ R (see Definition 3.3).

We concentrate to the potential energy functional (see [9]) induced by a function φ : Rm → R

Φ(µ) :=

∫

Rm
φ(x) dµ, ∀µ ∈P(Rm).

We denote Φ(·) by φ(·) for brevity. That is φ is real-valued function on Rm and φ(·) is also a

functional on P(Rm) if there is no confusion. If φ is a locally semiconcave function on Rm, its

associated potential energy functional φ(·) has the following properties:

(1) If φ is locally semiconcave, then potential energy functional φ(·) is locally strongly semi-

concave. (Proposition 3.3)

(2) If φ is locally semiconcave and µ ∈Pc(Rm), then α ∈ ∂+φ(µ) if and only if α(x) ∈ D+φ(x),

the superdifferential of φ at x, holds true for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm. (Theorem 3.1) Moreover,

∂+φ(µ) , ∅ and φ(·) is locally differentiable at µ if and only if ∂+φ(µ) is a singleton, and

α = ∂φ(µ) if and only if α(x) = Dφ(x) holds for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm. (Corollary 3.1)

(3) If φ is locally semiconcave and µ ∈Pc(Rm), then µ ∈ S (φ(·)) if and only if µ(Sing (φ)) >

0. (Theorem 3.2) Therefore, when µ ≪ L m, the Lebesgue measure on Rm, µ < S (φ(·)).

We aim to study the problem of propagation of singularities of the potential energy functional

u(·) with u a weak KAM solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(x,Du(x)) = c[0], x ∈ M, (1)

where M is a smooth closed manifold, H : T ∗M → R is a Tonelli Hamiltonian and c[0] is the

Mañé’s critical value.

Let L : T M → R be the Tonelli Lagrangian associated with H, and let At(x, y) = infη
∫ t

0
L(η, η̇) ds

be the fundamental solution, where the infimum is taken over all absolutely continuous curves

η : [0, t]→ M connecting x = η(0) to y = η(t). Set ct(x, y) = At(x, y) and recall the dynamical cost

functional

Ct(µ, ν) := inf
γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

M×M
ct(x, y) dγ.

Based on the regularity properties of the fundamental solution At(x, y), we have the following

regularity results for the dynamical cost functional Ct(µ, ν) (Theorem 3.3): Suppose t, a, b > 0

with a < b, and let K ⊂ Rm be a convex and compact subset. Then, there exists τ1 > 0 such that:

(1) Ct(µ, ·) and Ct(·, µ) are superlinear on Pc(Rm) endowed with the W1 metric, where µ ∈

Pc(Rm);

(2) (t, ν) 7→ Ct(µ, ν) ∈ Lip([a, b] ×P(K)), where µ ∈P(K);

(3) For t ∈ (0, τ1], there exists CK > 0 depending on K, such that for any µ ∈ P(K), Ct(µ, ·)

is locally strongly semiconcave on P(K) with constant CK
t .
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Moreover, if (t, ν) 7→ Ct(µ, ν) is locally differentiable, the dynamical cost functional satisfies the

Hamilton-Jacobi inequality

DtC
t(µ, ν) +

∫

Rm
H(y, ∂νC

t(µ, ν)) dν 6 0.

In general, a strict inequality can be obtained in the Hamilton-Jacobi inequality above.

By addressing the Rubinstein-Kantorovitch duality in terms of abstract Lax-Oleinik operators

([37]), we introduce the random Lax-Oleinik operators:

P+t φ(µ) := sup
ν∈P(Rm)

{

φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)
}

,

P−t φ(µ) := inf
ν∈P(Rm)

{

φ(ν) +Ct(ν, µ)
}

.

We consider the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

∂tU(t, µ) +

∫

Rm
H(x, ∂µU(t, µ)(x)) dµ = 0, (PHJe)

where (t, µ) ∈ R+×Pc(Rm). Then, if φ is lower semicontinuous and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large,

then U(t, µ) := P−t φ(µ) satisfies the following Cauchy problem for equation (PHJe) in the viscosity

sense (see Definition 4.2):














∂tU(t, µ) +
∫

Rm H
(

x, ∂µU(t, µ)
)

dµ = 0, (t, µ) ∈ R+ ×Pc(Rm),

U(0, µ) = φ(µ), µ ∈Pc(Rm).

Moreover, u is a weak KAM solution of (1) if and only if P−t u + c[0]t = u(·) for all t > 0.

Analogous to classic weak KAM theory ([44, 43]), an absolutely continuous curve {µs}s∈I ⊂

Pc(Rm) defined on some interval I ⊂ R is called a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve if for any a, b ∈ I,

with a 6 b, the following condition holds:

u(µb) − u(µa) = Cb−a(µa, µb) + c[0](b − a).

We say that µ ∈Pc(Rm) is a cut point of u(·), the potential energy functional induced by the weak

KAM solution u, if all (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curves ending at µ cannot be extended forward as

(u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curves. The set of all cut points of u(·) is denoted by C (u(·)), which is

called the cut locus of the functional u(·) (with respect to the dynamical cost functional Ct).

In general, it holds that S (u(·)) ⊂ C (u(·)), and µ ∈ S (u(·)) if and only if µ(Sing (u)) > 0,

where Sing (u) denotes the set of singularities of u.

Building on the work of the first two authors on intrinsic singular characteristics in [25] (see

also [26, 31, 27]), we consider the following result: for any φ ∈ Lip(Rm) ∩ SCLloc(Rm) and any

µ ∈Pc(Rm), there exists tφ,µ > 0 depending on φ and µ, such that the problem

arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{

φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)
}

, t ∈ (0, tφ,µ]

has a unique solution (singleton). We define the curve νφ,µ(t) as follows:

νφ,µ(t) :=















µ, t = 0,

arg maxν∈P(Rm)

{

φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)
}

, t ∈ (0, tφ,µ].
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Then, we have the following convergence result:

lim
t→0+

νφ,µ(t) = µ in the sense of the metric Wp, for any fixed p > 1. (Theorem 5.3)

However, the curve νφ,µ(·) does not generally possess a semi-group property. To address this, we

invoke the notion of a maximal slope curve from abstract gradient flow theory (see, for instance,

[9]). Using an EDI (energy dissipation inequality) framework, we derive a minimizing movement

for any given pair (φ,Ct) (see also [29] for the case in the calculus of variation).

Now, we formulate the following main results of this paper:

(1) Let u(·) be the potential energy functional induced by a weak KAM solution u of (1). If

µ ∈ C (u(·)), νu,µ(t) and tu,µ > 0 is mentioned above, then νu,µ(t) ∈ S (u(·)) for all t ∈ (0, tu,µ].

(Theorem 5.4)

(2) Suppose φ ∈ SCL (Tm), T > 0 and µ0 ∈ P(Tm). Then there exists a Lipschitz curve µ(·) :

[0, T ]→P(Tm), which satisfies the following continuity equation:










d
dtµ + div(Hp(·, p#

φ(·)) · µ) = 0,

µ(0) = µ0,
(2)

where p#
φ(x) := arg min{H(x, p) : p ∈ D+φ(x)} for any x ∈ Tm (Theorem 5.5). Moreover, if

φ = u in (2) is a weak KAM solution of (1),

• µ0(Sing (φ)) > 0 implies [µ(t)](Sing (φ)) > 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (Corollary 5.1)

• µ0 ∈ C (u(·)) implies µ(t) ∈ C (u(·)) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (Corollary 5.1)

(3) For such a Lipschitz curve satisfying (2) we have that for any f ∈ C∞(Tm), the map t 7→ f (µ(t))
is in Lip ([0, T ];R) and its right derivative exists such that

d+

dt
f (µ(t)) =

∫

Tm
〈D f (x),Hp(x, p#

φ(x))〉 dµ(t), ∀t ∈ (0, T ].

(Theorem 5.6)

We emphasize the following novel aspects of this work:

• Dynamics after the Formation of Singularities: In this paper, we study the dynamics that

arise after the formation of singularities in optimal transport. In this setting, the forward

dynamics is no longer governed by a regular Lagrangian flow, as discussed in [8]. This

makes the classical DiPerna-Lions theory (which is typically used in the regular case)

inapplicable to our case.

• Challenges from Non-Compactness: Due to the lack of local compactness in the space

of probability measures, our problem cannot be treated as a straightforward extension of

results from finite-dimensional settings. This lack of compactness introduces significant

technical challenges that distinguish our approach from previous treatments of similar

problems.
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Table 1: Notations

M smooth Riemannian manifold without boundary (also compact in certain

contexts)

Rm and Tm m-dimensional Euclidean space and torus

T M/T ∗M tangent/cotangent bundle of M
π the canonical projection from T ∗M to M
SCL (M) the set of semiconcave functions with linear modulus on M
SCL loc(Rm) the set of locally semiconcave functions with linear modulus on Rm

Lip (Rm) the set of Lipschitz functions on Rm

AC absolutely continuous

η = η(s) the absolutely continuous deterministic curve on M or Rm

φ a function on M or Rm (usually denoted as a semiconcave function)

u the viscosity solution of a stationary type HJ equation on M or Rm

D+φ(x) the superdifferential of a function φ

p#
φ(x) the minimal-energy element of D+φ(x) w.r.t. the Hamiltonian H

Sing (φ) the set of non-differentiability points of a function φ

Cut (u) the cut locus of viscosity solution u
τu(x) the cut time function of viscosity solution u
B(x,R) open ball with radius R
C1,1(M) the space of differentiable functions with Lipschitz differential on M
UC (M) the space of uniformly continuous real-valued functions on M
Φt

H the Hamiltonian flow associated to the Hamiltonian H
X, Y Polish space, i.e., complete and separable metric space

P(X) the set of all Borel probability measures on X
Γ(µ, ν) the set of transport plans between Borel probability measures µ and ν

L m Lebesgue measure on m-dimensional manifold

(Pp(X),Wp) p-Wasserstein space of X (p > 1)

Γp(µ, ν) the set of minimizers of Wp(µ, ν)

πi the canonical projection from a product space to its i-th component

πi, j the canonical projection from product space to another product space of

i-th and j-th component of the former

Pc(Rm) the set of all Borel probability measures on Rm with compact supports

U the functional on Pc(Rm)

∂±U(µ) the localized Fréchet super/sub-differential of U at µ

S (U) the set of singular points of U
φ(·) the potential energy functional induced by the function φ on M or Rm

Ct(µ, ν) the value of dynamical cost functional at µ, ν
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Γt
o(µ, ν) the set of minimizers of Ct(µ, ν)

(Ω,F , P) the probability space of sample space Ω

E the expectation of random variables on (Ω,F , P)

ξ = ξ(s) = ξ(s, ω) the absolutely continuous random curve of (Ω,F , P) on M or Rm

Tu(µ) the cut time function of measure associated to potential energy u(·)

C (u(·)) the cut locus of potential energy functional u(·)

2. Preliminaries

Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. dg is the metric induced by g on M. For any

x ∈ M, TxM and T ∗x M are denoted by the tangent and cotangent spaces of M at x, respectively.

T M and T ∗M are the tangent and cotangent bundle of M, respectively. Let π : T ∗M → M be the

canonical projection from T ∗M to M, defined as π(x, p) := x, for all (x, p) ∈ T ∗M.

2.1. Some aspects on semiconcave functions. Some basic relevant notions on semiconcavity are

listed below.

– Let Ω be an open convex subset of Rm. A continuous function φ : Ω → R is called a semicon-
cave function (of linear modulus) with constant C > 0 if for any x ∈ Ω there exists p ∈ Rm such

that

φ(y) 6 φ(x) + 〈p, y − x〉 +
C

2
|x − y|2, ∀y ∈ Ω, (3)

and we denote as φ ∈ SCL (Ω). The set of covectors p satisfying (3) is called the proximal
superdifferential of φ at x and we denote it by D+φ(x).

– Similarly, φ is semiconvex if −φ is semiconcave. The set of D−φ(x) = −D+(−φ)(x) is called the
proximal subdifferential of φ at x.

– For any φ ∈ SCL (Ω), the set D+φ(x) is a singleton if and only if φ is differentiable at x, and

D+φ(x) = {Dφ(x)}. A point x is called a singular point of a semiconcave function φ if D+φ(x)

is not a singleton. We denote by Sing (φ) the set of all singular points of φ.

– Given any φ ∈ SCL (Ω). We call p ∈ D∗φ(x), the set of reachable gradients, if there exists a

sequence xk → x as k → ∞, φ is differentiable at each xk and p = limk→∞ Dφ(xk). We have

D∗φ(x) ⊂ D+φ(x) and D+φ(x) = co D∗φ(x).

For more on the semiconcave functions in Euclid spaces, the readers can refer to [32].

Proposition 2.1. A function φ : Ω→ R is a semiconcave function with constant C > 0 if and only
if there exists a family of C2-functions {φi} with D2φi 6 CIm such that

φ = inf
i
φi.

Proposition 2.1 is an important and useful characterization of semiconcavity. Let S be a com-

pact topological space and F : S × Rm → R be a continuous function such that

(a) F(s, ·) is of class C2 for all s ∈ S and ‖F(s, ·)‖C2 is uniformly bounded by some constant C,

(b) DxF(s, x) is continuous on S × Rm,

(c) φ(x) = inf{F(s, x) : s ∈ S }.

We call such a function φ a marginal function of a family of C2-functions.
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Proposition 2.2. Let φ(x) = inf{F(s, x) : s ∈ S } be a marginal function of the family of C2-
functions {F(s, ·)}s∈S .

(1) φ is semiconcave with constant C.
(2) D∗φ(x) ⊂ {DxF(s, x) : x ∈ M(x)}, where M(x) := arg min{F(s, x) : s ∈ S }.
(3) For each x ∈ Rm,

D+φ(x) =















DxF(s, x), M(x) = {s} is a singleton;

co {DxF(s, x) : s ∈ M(x)}, otherwise.

Remark 2.1. A function φ : M → R, with M a manifold, is called a semiconcave function, if

there exists a family of C2-functions {φi} such that φ = infi φi, and the Hessians of φi’s is uniformly

bounded above. The readers can refer to [12, 47, 75] for more discussion on the semiconcavity of

functions on manifolds, including the equivalence of various definitions of semiconcave functions.

Thus, because of the local nature of our main discussion and for convenience, we will work on

Euclidean space instead, then get similar conclusions on manifolds.

2.2. Weak KAM theory. Let M be a smooth manifold without boundary. A function L = L(x, v) :

T M → R is a time-independent Tonelli Lagrangian, if L is of class C2 and satisfies the following

conditions:

(L1) The function v 7→ L(x, v) is strictly convex for all x ∈ M.

(L2) There exist convex, nondecreasing and superlinear functions θ0, θ1 : [0,+∞)→ [0,+∞) and

positive constants c0, c1, such that

θ0(|v|x) − c0 6 L(x, v) 6 θ1(|v|x) + c1, ∀(x, v) ∈ T M,

where |v|x =
√

gx(v, v).

We call H associated with the Lagrangian L a Tonelli Hamiltonian, defined by

H(x, p) = sup
v∈Tx M

{p(v) − L(x, v)}, (x, p) ∈ T ∗M.

Given any x, y ∈ M, and t > 0, we denote by Γt
x,y the set of absolutely continuous curves

η ∈ AC([0, t], M) with η(0) = x and η(t) = y. We call the function At(x, y) : R+ × M × M → R the

fundamental solution of the associated Hamilton-Jacobi equation, defined by

At(x, y) := inf
η∈Γt

x,y

∫ t

0

L(η(s), η̇(s)) ds, t > 0, x, y ∈ M.

For any φ : M → R, x ∈ M, and t > 0, we define

T−t φ(x) := inf
y∈M
{φ(y) + At(y, x)}, (4)

T+t φ(x) := sup
y∈M
{φ(y) − At(x, y)}. (5)

The families {T−t }t>0 and {T+t }t>0 of operators are called negative and positive Lax-Oleinik evo-
lution respectively.

Theorem 2.1 ([45]). Let H : T ∗M → R be a Tonelli Hamiltonian, then u(t, x) := T−t φ(x)

and ŭ(t, x) = T+t φ(x) are the unique viscosity solution to Cauchy problem of evolutionary type
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Hamilton-Jacobi equation
{

∂tu(t, x) + H(x, ∂xu(t, x)) = 0,

u(0, x) = φ(x).
(HJe−)

and
{

∂tŭ(t, x) − H(x, ∂xŭ(t, x)) = 0

ŭ(0, x) = φ(x),
(HJe+)

respectively.

Theorem 2.2 ([43, 48, 28]). Assume that M is compact and H : T ∗M → R is a Tonelli Hamilton-
ian, then there exists a unique c = c[0] ∈ R such that

H(x,Du(x)) = c, x ∈ M (HJs)

admits a viscosity solution, where c[0] is the Mañé critical value. Moreover, the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) u is the viscosity solution to (HJs);
(2) u = T−t u + c[0]t for any t > 0. We also call u a weak KAM solution of (HJs);
(3) T−t ◦ T+t u = u for any t > 0.

If M = Rm, then there exists c[0] ∈ R such that (HJs) admits a viscosity solution u ∈ Lip (Rm)∩

SCL (Rm) satisfying that T−t u + c[0]t = u for all t > 0. If c < c[0], there is no viscosity solution of
(HJs).

For more conclusions on the weak KAM theory and viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi

equations in Euclid space Rm or other non-compact manifold, readers can refer to [48, 46]. We

collect some regularity properties of Lax-Oleinik operators as follows.

Proposition 2.3 ([43, Proposition 4.6.6]). Suppose M is compact, φ ∈ C(M), t0 > 0 and c[0] = 0.

(1) {T−t }t>0 and {T+t }t>0 are the semigroups with respect to t ∈ (0,+∞);
(2) T−t , T

+
t : C(M)→ C(M);

(3) limt→0+ T−t φ = limt→0+ T+t φ = φ. Then we define T−
0
φ = T+

0
φ = φ;

(4) For any t > 0, T−t φ ∈ SCL (M) (resp. −T+t φ ∈ SCL (M)) and {T−t φ}t>t0 (resp. {−T+t φ}t>t0 ) are
semiconcave uniformly to t;

(5) t 7→ T−t φ (t 7→ T+t φ) is uniformly continuous on [0,+∞);
(6) (t, x) 7→ T−t φ(x) ((t, x) 7→ T+t φ(x)) is continuous on [0,+∞)×M, locally Lipschitz on (0,+∞)×

M and equi-Lipschitz on [t0,+∞) × M with respect to φ.

2.3. Cut locus. This subsection is inspired by [28]. For any weak KAM solution u of equation

(HJs), we define the function Bu : [0,+∞) × M → R as follows:

Bu(t, x) := u(x) − T+t u(x) + c[0]t, (t, x) ∈ [0,+∞) × M.

According to the definition of weak KAM solution, it is straightforward to verify that

Bu(t, x) = T−t ◦ T+t u(x) − T+t ◦ T−t u(x).
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We denote by Cut (u) the cut locus of u, which consists of points x ∈ M where any calibrated curve

ending at x cannot be extended further as a calibrated curve. More precisely, let τ : M → R be the

cut time function of u, defined for any x ∈ M as

τu(x) := sup{t > 0 : ∃ η ∈ C1([0, t]; M), u(η(t)) − u(x) = At(x, η(t)) + c[0]t}.

Thus Cut (u) = {x ∈ M : τu(x) = 0}.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose τu(x) > 0 and t ∈ (0, τu(x)). Then there exists a unique (u, L, c[0])-
calibrated curve ηx : [0, t]→ M with ηx(0) = x, and we have

ηx(s) = π ◦Φs
H(x,Du(x)) = π ◦ Φs−t

H (ηx(t),Du(ηx(t))), s ∈ [0, t]. (6)

Recall that the (projected) Aubry set of a weak KAM solution u of (HJs)

I(u) := {x ∈ M : ∃ u-calibrated curve η : [0,+∞)→ M, η(0) = x}.

Proposition 2.5 ([26, 27]). Suppose u is the weak KAM solution of (HJs).

(1) Given t > 0 and x ∈ M, then T+t u(x) − c[0]t = u(x) if and only if there exists a u-calibrated
curve η : [0, t]→ M such that η(0) = x;

(2) τu(x) = sup{t > 0 : Bu(t, x) = 0}. If t ∈ [0, τu(x)], then Bu(t, x) = 0;
(3) τu is upper semicontinuous and Cut (u) is a Gδ-set;
(4) I(u) = {x ∈ M : τu(x) = +∞}.

2.4. A priori estimates on fundamental solutions. The following estimates about At(x, y) are

well-known.

Proposition 2.6 ([30, Section 2.4]). Any least action curve of At(x, y) is class of C2. More-
over, there exists a monotone nondecreasing, superlinear and convex function of F : [0,+∞) →

[0,+∞), such that for any t,R > 0, when d(x, y) 6 R, the minimizer η of At(x, y) satisfies

|η̇(s)| 6 F
(R

t

)

, ∀s ∈ [0, t].

Definition 2.1 (Lipschitz in the large). Let κ1 > 0, κ2 > 0. We say φ is a (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the
large function in metric space (X, d), if for any x, y ∈ X,

|φ(x) − φ(y)| 6 κ1d(x, y) + κ2.

Recall that if (X, d) = (M, g), φ ∈ UC (M) if and only if for arbitrary ε > 0, there exists Kε > 0,

such that φ is (Kε, ε)-Lipschitz in the large.

Proposition 2.7 ([30, Lemma 3.1]). Assume that φ is lower semicontinuous and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz
in the large. Then for any x ∈ M, there exists y ∈ M, T−t φ(x) = φ(y) + At(y, x). Furthermore, there
exists λφ > 0, which only depends on L and κ1 > 0 satisfies that for such minimizer yt,x,

d(yt,x, x) 6 λφt + κ2.

More specifically, λφ := c0+θ1(0)+θ∗
0
(κ1+1)+c1, where θ∗

0
is the Fenchel-Legendre transformation

of θ0.
Similarly, If φ is upper semicontinuous and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large, then for any x ∈ M,

there exists z ∈ M, T+t φ(x) = φ(z) − At(x, z) and such maximizer zt,x safisfies

d(zt,x, x) 6 λφt + κ2.
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Proposition 2.8 ([36, 25]). Assume that K is a compact and convex subset of Rm and λ > 0. Then
there exist τ1 > τ2 > 0 and Cλ,C

′

λ
,C

′′

λ
> 0, such that x ∈ K1,

(1) Functions (t, y) 7→ At(x, y) and (t, y) 7→ At(y, x) are both semiconcave and semiconvex (thus
C1,1

loc
) on

S (x, λ, τ1) := {(t, y) ∈ R+ × K : t ∈ (0, τ1], d(y, x) 6 λt}

with constant Cλ/t and −C′
λ
/t respectively; In this case, for any (t, y) ∈ S (x, λφ, τ1),

DyAt(x, y) = p(t), DtAt(x, y) = −H(η(t), p(t)), DxAt(x, y) = −p(0),

where η ∈ Γt
x,y is the unique minimizer of At(x, y), and p(s) := Lv(η(s), η̇(s)), s ∈ [0, t] is the

dual arc of η;
(2) When t ∈ (0, τ2], At(x, ·) is strictly convex on B(x, λt) with constant C

′′

λ
/t.

In particlular, if φ ∈ SCL (K) and λ = λφ, then we can find τ1(φ) = τ1, τ2(φ) = τ2 and
Cλφ ,C

′

λφ
,C

′′

λφ
> 0 depend on λφ, which make (1) and (2) hold true, as well as φ(·) − At(x, ·) is

strictly convex on B(x, λφt), thus has a unique maximizer.

2.5. Lasry-Lions regularization, Arnaud’s theorem and intrinsic singular characteristic. In

the case of compact manifold M, the following Lasry-Lions regularization type result in the con-

text of weak KAM theory is due to Patrick Bernard.

Proposition 2.9 ([14]). Suppose M is compact and φ ∈ SCL (M). Then there exists 0 < τ3(φ) 6

τ2(φ), such that when t ∈ (0, τ3(φ)], T+t φ ∈ C1,1(M).

Since φ is semiconcave, D+φ(x) , ∅ holds for all x ∈ M. Now we recall the evolution of the

pseudo-graphs

graph (D+φ) := {(x, p) ∈ T ∗M : p ∈ D+φ(x), x ∈ M},

graph (DT+t φ) := {(x,DT+t φ(x)) : x ∈ M}, t ∈ (0, τ3(φ)].

under the Hamiltonian flow {Φt
H}t∈(0,τ3(φ)].

Proposition 2.10 ([10]). For any t ∈ (0, τ3(φ)], we have

Φt
H(graph (DT+t φ)) = graph (D+φ).

Suppose M is compact, for any fixed x ∈ M, we define curve yx(t) : [0, τ3(φ)]→ M,

yx(t) :=

{

x, t = 0,

arg max{φ(y) − At(x, y) : y ∈ M}, t ∈ (0, τ3(φ)].

We call yx an intrinsic singular characteristic from x.

Proposition 2.11 ([29]). Suppose φ ∈ SCL (M). Then

yx(t) = π ◦Φt
H(x,DT+t φ(x)), x ∈ M, t ∈ (0, τ3(φ)].

Let ηt,x ∈ Γ
t
x,yx(t) be the unique minimizer of At(x, yx(t)), then

ηt,x(s) = π ◦Φs
H(x,DT+t φ(x)) = π(ηt,x(s),DT+t−sφ(ηt,x(s))), ∀s ∈ [0, t).

1In general, τ1 and τ2 depend on x in non-compact case.
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In local coordinates, ηt,x satisfies differential equation
{

η̇t,x(s) = Hp(ηt,x(s),DT+t−sφ(ηt,x(s))), s ∈ [0, t],
ηt,x(0) = x.

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0, which is independent to x, such that

‖yx − ηt,x‖∞ 6 Ct.

In [25], authors show that if φ is the viscosity solution to (HJs), then x ∈ Sing (φ) implies

yx(t) ∈ Sing (φ) for t ∈ [0, τ3(φ)]. This is also true for φ ∈ SCL (M) only with

arg min
p∈D+φ(x)

{H(x, p)} < D∗φ(x),

where D∗φ(x) is the set of reachable gradients of φ at x.

2.6. Optimal transport. Suppose (X, d) is a metric space. We denote P(X) the set of all proba-

bility measures on X.

2.6.1. Monge-Kantorovich problem and Kantorovich duality. For two fixed Polish spaces X and

Y , the modern formulation of Monge’s problem has probability measures µ ∈ P(X), ν ∈ P(Y)

and a Borel cost function c(x, y) : X × Y → R, representing the cost of shipping a unit mass from

x to y. Given these data, the problem is

inf

{∫

X
c(x, T (x)) dµ : T : X → Y is Borel, T#µ = ν

}

, (M)

where T is called the transport map from µ to ν. Under certain conditions (for example, [80,

Theorem 10.28]), Monge’s problem (M) can have a solution. Brenier ([22, 23]) and Knott-Smith

([67]) proved that (M) has a solution when X = Y = Rm, c(x, y) = 1
2
|x − y|2 and µ≪ L m.

Remark 2.2. We remark that the conclusion due to Brenier and Knott-Smith provides us with

the existence of a probability space (Ω,F , P) such that for arbitrary µ ∈ P2(Rm) (see Definition

2.3), we can always find a random variable T : Ω → Rm, which satisfies law (T ) = µ. Indeed, we

choose Ω = Rm, F is the set of Lebesgue measurable subsets of Rm and P = L m|B(0,R), where

R > 0 makes L m(B(0,R)) = 1. If c(x, y) = 1
2
|x − y|2, for the corresponding Monge’s transport

problem, there exists an optimal map T : Rm → Rm, i.e., law (T ) = µ. By Example 10.36 of [80],

the argument for the case X = Y = M with M compact manifold and µ ∈P(M) is similar.

For Polish spaces X and Y , we call γ ∈ P(X × Y) the transport plan between µ ∈ P(X) and

ν ∈P(Y), if

(πX)#γ = µ, (πY)#γ = ν,

where πX and πY are the canonical projection maps from X×Y to X and Y respectively. We denote

Γ(µ, ν) the set of all transport plans between µ and ν. Obviously, µ × ν ∈ Γ(µ, ν).

Kantorovich’s problem asks to find

C(µ, ν) := inf

{∫

X×Y
c(x, y) dγ : γ ∈ Γ(µ, ν)

}

. (K)

The following is one of the most basic results of the theory of optimal transport, namely the

Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality theorem.
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Theorem 2.3 ([80, 5]). If c : X × Y → R is lower-semicontinuous, then

C(µ, ν) = sup
(φ,ψ)∈Ic

{∫

Y
ψ dν −

∫

X
φ dµ

}

= sup
(φ,ψ)∈Kc

{∫

Y
ψ dν −

∫

X
φ dµ

}

, (KR)

where

Ic := {(φ, ψ) : ψ(y) − φ(x) 6 c(x, y) ∀ x ∈ X, y ∈ Y},

Kc :=















(φ, ψ) ∈ Ic : ψ = inf
x∈X
{φ(x) + c(x, ·)}, φ = sup

y∈Y
{ψ(y) − c(·, y)}















.

In many literatures, elements in Kc are referred to as Kantorovich admissible pairs.

Definition 2.2 ([37]). For any φ : X → R, ψ : Y → R, the positive and negative type of abstract
Lax-Oleinik operators are defined as

T+ψ(x) := sup
y∈Y
{ψ(y) − c(x, y)}, T−φ(y) := inf

x∈X
{φ(x) + c(x, y)}.

Let φ : X → R and ψ : Y → R. For any µ ∈ P(X) and ν ∈ P(Y), we try to find a function

φ : X → R and a function ψ : Y → R such that
∫

Y
T−φ dν = inf

γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

X×Y
φ(x) + c(x, y) dγ, (K−)

∫

X
T+ψ dµ = sup

γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

X×Y
ψ(y) − c(x, y) dγ. (K+)

In terms of abstract Lax-Oleinik operators, the equivalence of the problems (K−) and (K+) and

well known Rubinstein-Kantorovich duality can be showed as follows.

Theorem 2.4 ([37]).

(1) If φ : X → R is a solution of (K−), then (φ, T−φ) ∈ Ic is a solution of (KR). Conversely, if
(φ, ψ) ∈ Ic is a solution of (KR), then φ solves (K−).

(2) If ψ : Y → R is a solution of (K+), then (T+ψ, ψ) ∈ Ic is a solution of (KR). Conversely, if
(φ, ψ) ∈ Ic is a solution of (KR), then ψ solves (K+).

Invoking the equivalence above, it is useful to refine the analysis of the dynamical nature of the

associated optimal transport problem, as initiated by Bernard and Buffoni ([15, 16, 17]), which

also forms the basis of the main content in this paper.

2.6.2. Wasserstein space.

Definition 2.3 (Wasserstein space). Let X be a Polish space. For p ∈ [1,+∞), set

Pp(X) :=

{

µ ∈P(X) :

∫

X
dp(x, x0) dµ < +∞

}

, ∃x0 ∈ X,

We call

Wp(µ, ν) :=

{

inf
γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

X2

dp(x, y) dγ

}
1
p

.

For all p > 1, we denote Γp(µ, ν) is the set of all optimal plans of Wp(µ, ν). The set Pp(X)

endowed the Wasserstein distance Wp is called p-Wasserstein space.



14 PIERMARCO CANNARSA, WEI CHENG, TIANQI SHI AND WENXUE WEI

Remark 2.3. If X is a Polish space, then so is Pp(X). If X is compact, Pp(X) is tight in the

sense of Prokhorov. However, when X is only locally compact, (Pp(X),Wp) may not be. See, for

instance, [80, 9].

Given µ-measurable maps r, s : (X,µ) → X, a very useful inequality giving an estimate from

above of the Wasserstein distance is

Wp(r#µ, s#µ) 6 d(r, s)Lp(µ,X) =

{

∫

dp(x1, x2)dγ
}1/p

(7)

where γ = (r, s)#µ ∈ Γ(r#µ, s#µ).

A constant speed geodesic of a metric space (X, d) is a curve η : [0, 1]→ X, which satisfies that

for any 0 6 s 6 t 6 1,

d(η(s), η(t)) = (t − s)d(η(0), η(1)). (8)

By triangle inequality, if the equality is replaced by “6” in (8) for any 0 6 s 6 t 6 1, then η is a

constant speed geodesic equivalently.

For µi ∈ P(Xi), i = 1, · · · ,N, we call µ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2, · · · , µN), if (πi)#µ = µi, where πi is the

canonical projection from X1 × · · · × XN to Xi. In the case Xi = X, a Hilbert space, i = 1, · · · ,N.
and µ ∈P(XN), N > 2, 1 6 i, j, k 6 N and λ ∈ [0, 1], set

πλi→ j := (1 − λ)πi + λπ j : XN → X, (9)

πλi→ j,k := (1 − λ)πi,k + λπ j,k : XN → X2, (10)

πλk,i→ j := (1 − λ)πk,i + λπk, j : XN → X2, (11)

µ
λ
i→ j := (πλi→ j)#µ ∈P(X), (12)

µ
λ
i→ j,k := (πλi→ j,k)#µ ∈P(X2), (13)

µ
λ
k,i→ j := (πλk,i→ j)#µ ∈P(X2), (14)

where πi is the canonical projection from XN to the i-th X, and πi, j is the canonical projection from

XN to the product space of i-th and j-th X.

The following theorem implies that, when X is a Hilbert space, (Pp(X),Wp) is a geodesic

space, and geodesics are determined by the optimal plans between the two prescribed measures.

Theorem 2.5 ([9, Lemma 7.2.1 & Theorem 7.2.2]). Assume that (X, 〈·, ·〉) is a Hilbert space, and
p > 1. If µ1, µ2 ∈Pp(X) and µ ∈ Γp(µ1, µ2), then the curve of Pp(X), η(t) := µt

1→2
is a constant

speed geodesic connecting µ1 and µ2.
Conversely, for each constant speed geodesic γ : [0, 1] → Pp(X) connecting µ1 and µ2, there

exists µ ∈ Γp(µ1, µ2) such that γ(t) = µt
1→2

, Γp(µ1, γ(t)) = {µt
1,1→2

} and Γp(γ(t), µ2) = {µt
1→2,2

},
t ∈ (0, 1).

Theorem 2.6 ([9, Theorem 7.3.2]). For arbitrary µ1, µ2, ν ∈P2(X) and µ1→2 ∈ Γ2(µ1, µ2),

(1 − λ)W2(µ1, ν) + λW2(µ2, ν) −W2(µλ1→2, ν) 6 λ(1 − λ)W2
2 (µ1, µ2),

i.e., (P2(X),W2) is a positively curved space (see [8, Definition 3.19]).

It can be shown that when (X, d) is a positively curved space, so is (P2(X),W2); However,

it is worth noting that if (X, d) is a non-positively curved space, (P2(X),W2) is not necessarily

non-positively curved ([8, Example 3.21]).
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3. Generalized differential and semiconcavity of functionals ofPc(Rm)

In the section, we assume M = Rm and we work on the space

Pc(Rm) :=
{

µ ∈P(Rm) : supp (µ) is a compact subset of Rm}

.

It is obvious that Pc(Rm) ⊂Pp(Rm) for all p > 1. If M is a compact manifold, Pc(M) =P(M).

It is worth noting that for any p > 1, (Pc(Rm),Wp) as a metric space, is not locally compact. See,

for instance, the example in [9, Remark 7.1.9].

3.1. Generalized differential and semiconcavity. To deal with singularities of the functionals

on Wasserstein spaces, we need some notions of P2-subdifferential calculus in the setting of

compact supported measures, developed in [9, Section 9.1, 9.2 & 10.3] (see also the seminal

work [72]). We follow the setting in [21]. We write a functional U : Pc(Rm) → R to mean

the restriction of an extended real-valued functional U : P2(Rm) → R ∪ {±∞} such that U is

finite valued on Pc(Rm). Given µ ∈ Pc(Rm) and R > 0, we call BR(µ) := ∪x∈supp (µ)B(x,R) the

R-fattening of supp (µ).

Definition 3.1 (Localized Fréchet generalized differential). Assume that U : Pc(Rm) → R,

µ ∈ Pc(Rm), we say α ∈ L2(Rm; µ) belongs to ∂+U(µ) = ∂+
loc

U(µ), the set of localized Fréchet
superdifferential of U at µ, if for any R > 0 and any ν ∈P(BR(µ)),

U(ν) − U(µ) 6 sup
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+ oR(W2(µ, ν)), (15)

where oR(W2(µ, ν)), depending on R, represents the high order infinitesimal of W2(µ, ν).

Similarly, β ∈ L2(Rm; µ) belongs to ∂−U(µ) = ∂−
loc

U(µ), the set of localized Fréchet subdiffer-
ential of U at µ, if for any R > 0 and any ν ∈P(BR(µ)),

U(ν) − U(µ) > inf
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈β(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+ oR(W2(µ, ν)). (16)

For a time dependent functional U : R × Pc(Rm) → R, we say (q, α) ∈ R × L2(Rm; µ) ∈

∂+U(t, µ), if for any R > 0 and a, b ∈ R satisfying t ∈ (a, b) and (s, ν) ∈ [a, b] ×P(BR(µ)),

U(s, ν) − U(t, µ) 6 sup
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+ q(s − t) + oR(W2(µ, ν) + |t − s|).

The definition of ∂−U(t, µ) is similar.

Remark 3.1. We regard two elements in ∂±U(µ) to be the same if they coincide up to a µ-

negligible set.

Proposition 3.1. Assume functionals U,V : Pc(Rm)→ R and U 6 V. If there exists µ ∈Pc(Rm)

such that U(µ) = V(µ), we have ∂+V(µ) ⊂ ∂+U(µ) and ∂−U(µ) ⊂ ∂−V(µ).

Proof. For any α ∈ ∂+V(µ), due to (15) and the relation U 6 V , we get

U(ν) − U(µ) 6 V(ν) − V(µ)

6 sup
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+ oR(W2(µ, ν)).

This implies that α ∈ ∂+U(µ). One can show that ∂−U(µ) ⊂ ∂−V(µ) in a similar way. �
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Definition 3.2 (Singularity of functional in Pc(Rm)). Let U : Pc(Rm)→ R and µ ∈Pc(Rm).

(1) µ is called a regular point of U if both ∂+U(µ) and ∂−U(µ) are non-empty. We also say U is

locally differentiable at µ.

(2) µ is called a singular point of U if U is not locally differentiable at µ. We denote by S (U) the

set of all singular points of U.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose µ ∈ Pc(Rm), f ∈ C∞c (Rm) and R > 0. There exists δ f ,R > 0 such that
νt := (id + tD f )#µ ∈P(BR(µ)) and

Γ2(µ, νt) =
{[

id × (id + tD f )
]

# µ
}

, ∀t ∈ [0, δ f ,R].

Proposition 3.2. Suppose U : Pc(Rm)→ R is locally differentiable at µ, then ∂+U(µ) and ∂−U(µ)

are singleton. In this case, we denote

∂+U(µ) = ∂−U(µ) = {∂U(µ)}.

We provide proofs of Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 in the appendix.

Definition 3.3 ([21], Semiconcavity of functionals in Pc(Rm)). U : Pc(Rm) → R is locally
(geodesically) semiconcave with constant CR, if for any fixed R > 0, there exists CR > 0, such that

for all µ1, µ2 ∈P(B(0,R)) and γ ∈ Γ2(µ1, µ2) and t ∈ [0, 1],

(1 − t)U(µ1) + tU(µ2) − U(γt
1→2) 6 CRt(1 − t)W2

2 (µ1, µ2),

where γt
1→2

is given by (12). We say U : Pc(Rm)→ R is locally strongly semiconcave, if for any

µ1, µ2 ∈P(B(0,R)) and γ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2),

(1 − t)U(µ1) + tU(µ2) − U(γt
1→2) 6 CRt(1 − t)W2

2,γ(µ1, µ2)

for each t ∈ [0, 1], where γt
1→2

is defined in (12), W2
2,γ

(µ1, µ2) :=
∫

R2m d2(x, y) dγ.

Theorem 2.6 implies 2-Wasserstein metric W2 is globally semiconcave in P2(Rm).

Remark 3.2. For time-dependent functional U : R ×Pc(Rm) → R, we only need to restrict to

[a, b]×B(0,R), where a, b ∈ R and R > 0. We can similarly define the semiconcavity of functionals

of R ×Pc(Rm).

3.2. Potential energy functional.

Definition 3.4 ([9], potential energy). Given a Borel measurable function φ : Rm → [−∞,+∞]. A

functional of P(Rm) induced by φ

Φ(µ) :=

∫

Rm
φ(x) dµ (µ ∈P(Rm))

is called potential energy functional of φ. We denote Φ(·) by φ(·) for brevity if there is no confu-

sion.

The following properties on generalized differential and semiconcavity for potential energy

functional are useful.

Proposition 3.3. If φ ∈ SCL loc(Rm), then the potential energy functional φ(·) : Pc(Rm) → R is
locally strongly semiconcave.
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Proof. Let R > 0, µ1, µ2 ∈P(B(0,R)) and γ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2). Then

(1 − t)φ(µ1) + tφ(µ2) − φ(γt
1→2)

=

∫

R2m
(1 − t)φ(x) + tφ(y) − φ((1 − t)x + ty)dγ

6

∫

R2m
CRt(1 − t)|x − y|2 dµ = CRt(1 − t)W2

2,γ(µ1, µ2).

Thus, φ(·) is locally strongly semiconcave by Definition 3.3. �

The following proposition is firstly claimed in [7], which discussed analogous conclusions on

convex analysis in P2(Rm). We afford a proof in the appendix.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose µ ∈Pc(Rm), φ ∈ SCL loc(Rm) and α ∈ L2(Rm; µ). Then for the potential
energy functional φ(·), the following statements are equivalent:

(1) α ∈ ∂+φ(µ);
(2) For arbitrary R > 0 and ν ∈P(BR(µ)),

φ(ν) − φ(µ) 6 inf
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+ oR(W2(µ, ν)); (17)

(3) For any R > 0 and ν ∈P(B(0,R)), there exists CR > 0, such that

φ(ν) − φ(µ) 6 inf
γ∈Γ2(µ,ν)

{∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ

}

+CRW2
2 (µ, ν). (18)

Generalized differential of functionals in Pp(X) was studied in literature [9, 8]. We restate the

relevant conclusions in Pc(Rm) and give a proof for the sake of rigorousness and completeness.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose φ ∈ SCL loc(Rm) and µ ∈ Pc(Rm). Then α ∈ ∂+φ(µ) if and only if
α(x) ∈ D+φ(x) holds true for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm.

See the appendix for the proof of Theorem 3.1. For the potential energy functional φ(·) (i.e.,

Φ(·)) with φ a semiconcave function, Theorem 3.1 clarifies the relation between ∂+φ and D+φ.

This is a key point allowing us to study the singularities of potential energy functional φ(·) by

means of the singularities of the semiconcave function φ.

Corollary 3.1. Let φ ∈ SCL loc(Rm) and µ ∈ Pc(Rm). Then ∂+φ(µ) , ∅ and φ(·) is locally
differentiable at µ if and only if ∂+φ(µ) is a singleton. Furthermore, α = ∂φ(µ) if and only if
α(x) = Dφ(x) holds for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm.

Proof. For the first assertion, we note that D+φ(x) , ∅ for all x ∈ Rm. If φ(·) is locally differen-

tiable at µ, by Proposition 3.2, ∂+φ(µ) is a singleton. Conversely, if ∂+φ(µ) is a singleton, we can

find a µ-full-measure set E such that for x ∈ E, D+φ(x) = {α(x)}. This implies φ is differentiable at

x, D−φ(x) = {α(x)} and α ∈ ∂−φ(µ). Then Proposition 3.2 shows that φ(·) is localized differeniable

at µ. The rest of proof is obvious. �

Theorem 3.2. Let φ ∈ SCL loc(Rm). Then µ ∈ S (φ(·)), i.e., µ is a singular point of φ(·) :

Pc(Rm) → R, if and only if µ(Sing (φ)) > 0, where Sing (φ) denotes the set of singularities of φ.
Consequently, µ < S (φ(·)) if µ ≪ L m, meaning that µ is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure L m.
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Proof. If µ(Sing (φ)) = 0, there exists E with µ(E) = 1 such that φ is differentiable at x for

all x ∈ E. In other words, Dφ ∈ ∂+φ(µ) ∩ ∂−φ(µ) and φ(·) is locallly differentiable at µ. If

µ(Sing (φ)) > 0, then one can find α1, α2 ∈ ∂
+φ(µ) which are distinct by removing a µ-null set. It

yields µ is the singular point of φ(·).

Finally, recall that Sing (φ) is an (m − 1)-countably rectifiable set (see [32, Corollary 4.1.13])

and L m(Sing (φ)) = 0. If µ ≪ L m, then µ(Sing (φ)) = 0 and this implies µ is a regular point of

φ(·). �

We need also consider the time-dependent potential energy functionals. Suppose φ : R×Rm →

[−∞,+∞] is Borel measurable. The potential energy functional of Pc(Rm) induced by φ is

Φ(t, µ) :=

∫

Rm
φ(t, x) dµ =

∫

Rm+1

φ(r, x) d(δt × µ), ∀(t, µ) ∈ R ×Pc(Rm).

Again, we write Φ(t, µ) = φ(t, µ) for the sake of brevity if without confusion.

Remark 3.3. Assume that φ ∈ SCL loc(R × Rm) and µ ∈Pc(Rm).

(1) According to Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.1, (q, α) ∈ ∂+φ(t, µ) if and only if (q, α(x)) ∈

D+φ(t, x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm;

(2) Similar to Corollary 3.1, ∂+φ(t, µ) , ∅, and φ(·, ·) is locally differentiable at (t, µ) if and only

if ∂+φ(t, µ) is a singleton, and (q, α) = ∂φ(t, µ) if and only if (q, α(x)) = (Dtφ(t, x),Dxφ(t, x))

for µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm.

3.3. Dynamical cost functionals.

Definition 3.5 (Dynamical cost functional). The dynamical cost functional of ct(·, ·) is defined as

Ct(µ, ν) := inf
γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

M×M
ct(x, y) dγ

We denote by Γt
o(µ, ν) the set of minimizers of Ct(µ, ν).

Now we consider the case that L is a Tonelli Lagrangian and the time-dependent cost function

ct(x, y) = At(x, y) is the fundamental solution with respect to L. In this context, a connection from

optimal transportation to Mather theory and weak KAM theory is firstly studied by Bernard and

Buffoni in [16].

Definition 3.6 (Random curves). For a given probability space (Ω,F , P) and T > 0, An absolutely

continuous random curve on [0, T ] refers to a measurable map ξ : [0, T ]×Ω→ M, which satisfies

for any fixed ω ∈ Ω, sample path ξ(·, ω) is absolutely continuous curve on M. Moreover, ξ = ξ(s)

can also be treated as a random process for s ∈ [0, T ].

For the setting on work space Pc(Rm), We select the probability measure space (Ω,F , P) for

the random curves according to Remark 2.2. In the subsequent discussion, we usually omit the

component ω ∈ Ω of the random curves and denote the expectation of a random variable (or

vector) on (Ω,F , P) by E for simplicity when no confusion arises.

Definition 3.7 (Dynamical coupling). We say an absolutely continuous random curve ξ is a dy-
namical coupling of µ and ν for t > 0, if law (ξ(0)) = µ and law (ξ(t)) = ν. The set of all dynamical

couplings of µ and ν for t > 0 is denoted by Lt
µ,ν.
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Proposition 3.5 ([16, 80]). For any ν1, ν2 ∈P(Rm) such that Ct(ν1, ν2) is finite,

Ct(ν1, ν2) = min
ξ∈Lt

ν1 ,ν2

E

(∫ t

0

L(ξ(s), ξ̇(s)) ds

)

.

The minimizer of the last term is called dynamical optimal coupling of ν1 and ν2 for t > 0.
µs := law (ξ∗(s)) (s ∈ [0, t]) as the law of a dynamical optimal coupling ξ∗ is called a displacement
interpolation of Ct(ν1, ν2). In this case, we have

• ξ∗ is a random solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation;
• the path {µs}s∈[0,t] is a minimizing curve for the action functional defined on P(Rm) by

A
t({µs}s∈[0,t]) := min

ξ
E

(∫ t

0

L(ξ(s), ξ̇(s)) ds

)

,

where the last minimum is over all random curves ξ such that law (ξ(s)) = µs for s ∈ [0, t].

For more discussions on dynamical optimal coupling and displacement interpolation, readers

can refer to Chapter 7 in [80].

Corollary 3.2. Suppose µ, ν ∈Pc(Rm) and t > 0.

(1) There exists a compact set Kµ,ν,t ⊂ R
m depending on µ, ν and t, such that for any displacement

interpolation {µs}s∈[0,t] of Ct(µ, ν), supp (µs) ⊂ Kµ,ν,t for all s ∈ [0, t]. Thus, {µs}s∈[0,t] ⊂

Pc(Rm);
(2) {µs}s∈[0,t] ∈ Lip ([0, t]; Pc(Rm)).

Proof. Every displacement interpolation {µs}s∈[0,t] of Ct(µ, ν) is the law of some random action-

minimizing curve ξ at times s. Invoking Proposition 2.6, we have that {ξ(·, ω)}ω∈Ω is equi-

Lipschitz, and for each ω ∈ Ω, Lip (ξ(·, ω)) 6 F(|ξ(0, ω) − ξ(t, ω)|/t), where F is a non-decreasing

function given in Proposition 2.6. Since µ = law (ξ(0)) and ν = law (ξ(t)), the equi-Lipschitz con-

stant Lip (ξ) of {ξ(·, ω)}ω∈Ω is determined by µ, ν and t > 0. Due to the compactness of supp (µ)

and supp (ν), supp (µs) ⊂ BLip (ξ)t(µ) =: Kµ,ν,t for all s ∈ [0, t].
Now we turn to show the Lipschitz property of {µs}s∈[0,t]. Since µs = law (ξ(s)) for s ∈ [0, t],

we have

W2(µs, µs′) 6 E(d2(ξ(s), ξ(s′)))1/2
6 Lip (ξ)|s − s′|, ∀s, s′ ∈ [0, t].

It means {µs}s∈[0,t] is a Lipschitz curve in Pc(Rm) ⊂P2(Rm). �

The following essentially known results are the technical support of the study of dynamical cost

functionals.

Proposition 3.6 ([5, Theorem 2.4], disintegration of measures). Let X, Y be polish spaces, µ ∈
P(X) and f : X → Y be a Borel function. Then there exists a family {µy}y∈Y ⊂P(X) such that

(1) y 7→ µy is Borel, i.e. y 7→ µy(A) is Borel for any Borel set A ⊂ X;
(2) µ =

∫

Y
µyd( f#µ), i.e. for any Borel subset A ⊂ X, µ(A) =

∫

Y
µy(A)d( f#µ);

(3) µy is concentrated on f −1(y) for ( f#µ)-a.e. y ∈ Y.

Any other family {µ′y}y∈Y ⊂P(X) with these properties satisfies µ′y = µy for ( f#µ)-a.e. y ∈ Y.
Particularly, let X = X1 × X2, Y = Xi and f = πi, i = 1, 2. For µ ∈ P(X1 × X2), we say

µ =
∫

X1
µx1

d(π1)#µ and µ =
∫

X2
µx2

d(π2)#µ are the disintegrations of µ with respect to (π1)#µ and
(π2)#µ (or X1 and X2), respectively.
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Definition 3.8 (Gluing measure). Let µi ∈ P(Xi) for i = 1, 2, 3. Set γ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2) and γ′ ∈

Γ(µ1, µ3). Then we denote

γ ∗ γ′ :=

∫

X1

γx1
× γ′x1

dµ1 ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2, µ3) ⊂P(X1 × X2 × X3)

as the gluing measure of γ and γ′ (with respect to µ1), where γ =
∫

X1
γx1

dµ1 and γ′ =
∫

X1
γ′x1

dµ1

are the disintegration of γ and γ′ with respect to µ1 respectively.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose t > 0, K ⊂ Rm is a convex and compact subset.

(1) Ct(µ, ·) and Ct(·, µ) are superlinear on Pc(Rm) endowed with W1 metric, where µ ∈Pc(Rm);
(2) (t, ν) 7→ Ct(µ, ν) ∈ Lip([a, b] ×P(K)), where µ ∈P(K);
(3) for t ∈ (0, 1), there exists CK > 0 depends on K, such that for any µ ∈P(K), Ct(µ, ·) is locally

strongly semiconcave on P(K) with constant CK
t ;

See the appendix for the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 3.4 (Generalized superdifferential of Ct(µ, ν)). Define µ, ν ∈ Pc(Rm), t > 0 and γ ∈

Γt
o(µ, ν), as well as γ =

∫

Rm γx dµ(x) =
∫

Rm γy dν(y) are the disintegrations of γ with respect to µ
and ν respectively. Moreover, we choose ηx,y ∈ Γ

t
x,y, the minimizer of At(x, y), which is measurable

with respect to (x, y) ∈ supp (µ) × supp (ν)2. Then

pν(y) :=

∫

Rm
px,y(t) dγy ∈ ∂

+
νCt(µ, ν),

−pµ(x) :=

∫

Rm
−px,y(0) dγx ∈ ∂

+
µCt(µ, ν),

−

∫

R2m
H(y, px,y(t)) dγ ∈ D+t Ct(µ, ν),

where px,y(s) := Lv(ηx,y(s), η̇x,y(s)), s ∈ [0, t].

For the proof of Theorem 3.4, see the appendix.

Corollary 3.3. If (t, ν) 7→ Ct(µ, ν) is locally differentiable, we have

DtC
t(µ, ν) +

∫

Rm
H(y, ∂νC

t(µ, ν)) dν 6 0.

The strict inequality holds in general.

Proof. If (t, ν) 7→ Ct(µ, ν) is localized differentiable, according to Theorem 3.4,

DtC
t(µ, ν) = −

∫

R2m
H(y, px,y(t)) dγ, ∂νC

t(µ, ν) =

∫

Rm
px,y(t) dγy.

Due to the fact that H(x, ·) is strictly convex, Jensen’s inequality implies

DtC
t(µ, ν) +

∫

Rm
H(y, ∂νC

t(µ, ν)) dν

= −

∫

R2m
H(y, px,y(t)) dγ +

∫

Rm
H

(

y,

∫

Rm
px,y(t) dγy

)

dν

6 −

∫

R2m
H(y, px,y(t)) dγ +

∫

Rm

∫

Rm
H

(

y, px,y(t)
)

dγydν = 0.

2This can be guaranteed by standard measurable selection theorem (see [38]).
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In general, the inequality above is strict if µ and ν are not Dirac measures. �

Theorem 3.5. Given µ1 ∈Pc(Rm). Suppose λ,R > 0 with supp (µ1) ⊂ B(0,R) and let t ∈ (0, tλ,R),
where tλ,R is determined by Proposition 2.8. Then for all µ2, µ3 ∈ P(B(0,R)) those satisfy the
following condition: one can find γ1,i ∈ Γ

t
o(µ1, µi), i = 2, 3 such that |x1 − xi| 6 λt holds true for

γ1,i-a.e. (x1, xi), we have

(1 − s)Ct(µ1, µ2) + sCt(µ1, µ3) −Ct(µ1, γ
s
2→3) >

Cλ,R

t
s(1 − s)W2

2,γ(µ2, µ3),

where γ := γ1,2 ∗ γ1,3 ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2, µ3) and W2
2,γ

(µ2, µ3) :=
∫

R3m |x2 − x3|
2 dγ. In this case, we call

Ct(µ1, ·) locally generalized semiconvex with constant Cλ,R

t .

Proof. Taking µ2, µ3 ∈ P(B(0,R)) satisfying the condition in the theorem above, then for all

s ∈ [0, 1], γs
1,2→3

∈ Γ(µ1, γ
s
2→3

) and

(1 − s)Ct(µ1, µ2) + sCt(µ1, µ3) −Ct(µ1, γ
s
2→3)

>

∫

R2m
(1 − s)At(x, y) dγ1,2 +

∫

R2m
sAt(x, y) dγ1,3 −

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dγs

1,2→3

>

∫

R3m
(1 − s)At(x1, x2) + sAt(x1, x3) − At(x1, (1 − s)x2 + sx3) dγ

>

∫

R3m

Cλ,R

t
s(1 − s)|x2 − x3|

2 dγ

=
Cλ,R

t
s(1 − s)W2

2,γ(µ2, µ3).

Here we used the semiconvexity result of fundamental solutions in Proposition 2.8. �

4. Random Lax-Oleinik operators and viscosity solutions

In this section, we define Lax-Oleinik operators in P(Rm) and investigate its properties in

Pc(Rm). It can be seen that they inherit many characteristics of the classical Lax-Oleinik oper-

ators, so it can be proved that they are viscosity solutions of the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi

equation in Pc(Rm). We highlight the approach of using the Hopf-Lax semigroup, as developed

in previous works [68, 62], within the context of optimal transport.

4.1. Definitions and properties on Random Lax-Oleinik operators.

Definition 4.1 (Random Lax-Oleinik operators). For any Borel measurable function φ : Rm →

[−∞,+∞], t > 0 and µ ∈P(Rm), we define

P+t φ(µ) := sup
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)}, (19)

P−t φ(µ) := inf
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(ν) +Ct(ν, µ)}. (20)

P+t and P−t are called positive and negative type Lax-Oleinik operators respectively.

The following theorem and corollary show that Pc(Rm) is a suitable working space for the

operator P±t . Before proceeding, we introduce a lemma necessary for later discussion.

Lemma 4.1 ([37, Lemma 4.3]). Assume that X and Y are two Polish spaces and γ ∈P(X × Y).
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(1) πX(supp (γ)) ⊂ supp ((πX)#γ);
(2) πX(supp (γ)) = supp ((πX)#γ) if Y is compact.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that t > 0, φ is lower semicontinuous on Rm and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the
large. Then the followings hold.

(1) For any ν ∈Pc(Rm), there exists a minimizer µ = µ(t, ν) ∈Pc(Rm) such that

P−t φ(ν) = φ(µ) +Ct(µ, ν).

(2) P−t φ(ν) = T−t φ(ν) is finite for all ν ∈ Pc(Rm). That is P−t φ is the potential energy functional
induced by T−t φ on Pc(Rm).

(3) For ν ∈Pc(Rm), each minimizer µ(t, ν) is contained in Pc(Rm) and makes (K−) hold true.
(4) For any minimizer µ(t, ν), there exist constants C1,C2 > 0 such that

W1(µ(t, ν), ν) 6 C1t +C2,

where C1 = c0 + θ
∗
0
(κ1 + 1) + θ1(0) + c1 and C2 = κ2, with θ∗

0
the convex conjugate function of

θ0.

Proof. Firstly, to prove part (1), we begin by noting that there exists a probability space (Ω,F , P)

and a random variable yν : Ω → Rm such that the law of yν is ν, by Remark 2.2. Leveraging the

a priori estimates on the minimizer of T−t φ (refer to Lemma 2.7), we can express the marginal

function as:

T−t φ(yν(ω)) = min
x∈B(yν(ω),λφt+κ2)

{φ(x) + At(x, yν(ω))}, ∀ω ∈ Ω,

where λφ > 0 depends only on L and κ1. It’s straightforward to verify that the map ω 7→

B(yν(ω), λφt + κ2) is a measurable and compact set-valued map. By invoking Theorem 18.19

from [4], we can admit a measurable selection xt,ν

ω 7→ xt,ν(ω) ∈ arg min
x∈B(yν(ω),λφt+κ2)

{φ(x) + At(x, yν(ω))} ⊂ B(yν(ω), λφt + κ2).

Consequently, defining µ(t, ν) := law (xt,ν), we derive the inequality:
∫

Rm
T−t φ(y) dν = E(T−t φ(yν))

= E(φ(xt,ν) + At(xt,ν, yν))

> φ(µ(t, ν)) +Ct(µ(t, ν), ν) > P−t φ(ν).

(21)

On the other hand, since T−t φ(y) 6 φ(x) + At(x, y) for all x, y ∈ Rm, then given ν ∈ Pc(Rm), for

arbitrary µ ∈Pc(Rm) and γ ∈ Γ(µ, ν), we have
∫

Rm
T−t φ(y) dν =

∫

R2m
T−t φ(y) dγ 6

∫

R2m
φ(x) + At(x, y) dγ.

This implies that

T−t φ(ν) =

∫

Rm
T−t φ(y) dν 6 inf

µ∈P(Rm)
inf

γ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

R2m
φ(x) + At(x, y) dγ = P−t φ(ν). (22)

Combining (21) and (22) we find that

P−t φ(ν) = φ(µ(t, ν)) +Ct(µ(t, ν), ν).
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Additionally, we claim that µ(t, ν) ∈ Pc(Rm). Indeed, by Corollary 5.22 from [80] and the exis-

tence of random curves, we can find a dynamical optimal coupling ξ ∈ Lt
µ,ν such that

T−t φ(yν) = φ(xt,ν) +

∫ t

0

L(ξ(s), ξ̇(s)) ds

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.6, for any ω ∈ Ω, ξ(·, ω) ∈ Lip ([0, t];Rm) with a Lipschitz

constant dependent only on t, L, and (κ1, κ2). Therefore, setting the uniform Lipschitz constant as

Lip (ξ), we have that

supp (µ(t, ν)) = supp (law (ξ(0)))

⊂
⋃

ω∈Ω

B(ξ(t, ω),Lip (ξ)t) =
⋃

y∈supp (ν)

B(y,Lip (ξ)t),

Conclusion (2) follows directly from (21) and (22).

Now, we turn to prove part (3). Let µ ∈ arg minP(Rm){φ(·) +Ct(·, ν)} and let γ ∈ Γt
o(µ, ν). From

part (2), it follows that
∫

Rm
T−t φ(y) dν = P−t φ(ν) = φ(µ) +Ct(µ, ν) =

∫

R2m
φ(x) + At(x, y) dγ

We also have that

T−t φ(y) = φ(x) + At(x, y), γ − a.e. (x, y) ∈ R2m. (23)

This implies that the minimizer µ satisfies equation (K−). Furthermore, we can deduce that

T−t φ(y) = φ(x) + At(x, y), ∀(x, y) ∈ supp (γ). (24)

In fact, by combining the lower semicontinuity of φ with the properties of T−t φ, we can define the

function

Fφ(x, y) := φ(x) + At(x, y) − T−t φ(y)

which is a non-negative and lower semicontinuous function on R2m. If there were some (x0, y0) ∈

supp (γ) such that Fφ(x0, y0) > 0, then we could find some R0 > 0 such that Fφ(x, y) is posi-

tive on the ball B((x0, y0),R0) with γ(B((x0, y0),R0)) > 0, which would contradict equation (23).

According to part (1) of Lemma 4.1, we know that

π2(supp (γ)) ⊂ supp ((π2)#γ) = supp (ν), (25)

For any fixed y ∈ Rm satisfying equation (23), by Lemma 2.7, when x satisfies the same equation,

x must be in B(y, λφt + κ2). Due to the compact projection, we have:

supp (γ) ⊂
⋃

y∈supp (ν)

{(z, y) : z ∈ B(y, λφt + κ2)}.

Additionally, from the compact projection, there exists a compact set K ⊂ Rm such that supp (γ) ⊂

Rm × K. Following from part (2) of Lemma 4.1, we get:

supp (µ) = supp ((π1)#γ)

= π1(supp (γ))

⊂ π1



















⋃

y∈supp (ν)

{(z, y) : z ∈ B(y, λφt + κ2)}



















=
⋃

y∈supp (ν)

B(y, λφt + κ2),

(26)
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which means that supp (µ) is compact and every minimizer of P−t φ(ν) is contained in Pc(Rm).

Finally, we aim to prove part (4). Since µ is the minimizer, we have φ(µ) + Ct(µ, ν) 6 φ(ν) +

Ct(ν, ν). Moreover, by Theorem 3.3 and the superlinearity of Ct, for any k ∈ R:

Ct(µ, ν) > kW1(µ, ν) − (c0 + θ
∗
0(k))t.

We also have:

kW1(µ, ν) − (c0 + θ
∗
0(k))t −Ct(ν, ν) 6 Ct(µ, ν) −Ct(ν, ν) 6 φ(ν) − φ(µ). (27)

Suppose γ ∈ Γ1(µ, ν). Because φ is (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large, (27) yields:

kW1(µ, ν) − (c0 + θ
∗
0(k))t −Ct(ν, ν) 6

∫

R2m
φ(y) − φ(x) dγ

6

∫

R2m
κ1|x − y| + κ2 dγ

= κ1W1(µ, ν) + κ2.

Taking k = κ1 + 1, we obtain from property (L2) of L:

W1(µ, ν) 6 (c0 + θ
∗
0(κ1 + 1))t +Ct(ν, ν) + κ2

6 (c0 + θ
∗
0(κ1 + 1))t +

∫

Rm
At(y, y) dν + κ2

6 (c0 + θ
∗
0(κ1 + 1))t +

∫

Rm

∫ t

0

L(y, 0) ds dν + κ2

6 (c0 + θ
∗
0(κ1 + 1) + θ1(0) + c1)t + κ2.

This completes the proof. �

By similar reasoning, we can also derive the corresponding conclusions for the positive random

Lax-Oleinik operator P+t .

Corollary 4.1. Suppose t > 0, φ is upper semicontinuous on Rm and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large.
Then the followings hold.

(1) For any µ ∈Pc(Rm), there exists a maximizer ν = ν(t, µ) ∈Pc(Rm) such that

P+t φ(µ) = φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν).

(2) P+t φ(µ) = T+t φ(µ) is finite for all µ ∈ Pc(Rm). That is P+t φ is the potential energy functional
induced by T+t φ on Pc(Rm).

(3) For µ ∈Pc(Rm), each maximizer ν(t, µ) is contained in Pc(Rm) and makes (K+) hold true.
(4) For any maximizer ν(t, µ), there exist constants C1,C2 > 0 such that

W1(ν(t, µ), µ) 6 C1t +C2, (28)

where C1 = c0 + θ
∗
0
(κ1 + 1) + θ1(0) + c1 and C2 = κ2.

Proposition 4.1. Let φ ∈ UC (Rm), t0 > 0 and c[0] = 0. Random Lax-Oleinik operators have the
following properties:

(1) {P−t }t>0 and {P+t }t>0 are semigroups with respect to t ∈ (0,+∞);
(2) limt→0+ P−t φ = limt→0+ P+t φ = φ, thus we can define P−

0
φ = P+

0
φ = φ;

(3) for arbitrary t, s > 0, P−t ◦ P+s φ = T−t ◦ T+s φ(·); P+t ◦ P−s φ = T−t ◦ T−s φ(·);
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(4) for any t > 0, P−t φ (resp. −P+t φ) is locally (resp. strongly) semiconcave and {P−t φ}t>t0 (resp.
{−P+t φ}t>t0 ) uniformly localized (resp. strongly) semiconcave;

(5) t 7→ P−t φ (t 7→ P+t φ) uniformly continuous on [0,+∞);
(6) suppose K ⊂ Rm is compact set. (t, µ) 7→ P−t φ(µ) ((t, x) 7→ P+t φ(x)) is continuous on [0,+∞)×

P(K), locally Lipschitz on (0,+∞) × P(K) and equi-Lipschitz on [t0,+∞) × P(K) with
respect to φ.

Proof. It should be noted that the operators P±t represent the potential energies of the functionals

induced by T±t on the space of compactly supported probability measures Pc(Rm), as established

in Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.1. Consequently, by drawing an analogy with the results presented

in Proposition 2.3, we can readily deduce the aforementioned conclusions. �

Proposition 4.2. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) φ is the subsolution to (HJs);
(2) φ(ν) − φ(µ) 6 Ct(µ, ν) + c[0]t for all t > 0 and µ, ν ∈Pc(Rm);
(3) For any µ ∈Pc(Rm), [0,+∞) ∋ t 7→ P−t φ(µ) + c[0]t is non-decreasing;
(4) For any µ ∈Pc(Rm), [0,+∞) ∋ t 7→ P+t φ(µ) − c[0]t is non-increasing.

Proof. According to [43], φ is a subsolution to equation (HJs) if and only if for any x, y ∈ Rm and

t > 0, the inequality φ(y) − φ(x) 6 At(x, y) + c[0]t holds. Then, for any fixed µ, ν ∈ Pc(Rm) and

γ ∈ Γo(µ, ν), integrating both sides of this inequality over (x, y) with respect to γ yields equation

(2). Conversely, if equation (2) holds, setting µ = δx and ν = δy implies that inequality (1)

is satisfied. The equivalence among equations (2), (3), and (4) can be derived from Definition

4.1. �

Building on Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.1, the following statement is a direct corollary of [28,

Lemma 3.1].

Proposition 4.3. Suppose φ ∈ UC (Rm) and µ ∈Pc(Rm).

(1) For any t > 0, P−t ◦ P+t φ > φ(·) and P−t ◦ P+t φ(µ) = φ(µ) if and only if there exists ν ∈Pc(Rm)

such that P+t φ(ν) = φ(µ) −Ct(ν, µ).
(2) For any t > 0, P+t ◦ P−t φ 6 φ(·) and P+t ◦ P−t φ(µ) = φ(µ) if and only if there exists ν ∈Pc(Rm)

such that P−t φ(ν) = φ(µ) +Ct(µ, ν);
(3) For any t > 0, P+t ◦ P−t ◦ P+t φ = P+t φ and P−t ◦ P+t ◦ P−t φ = P−t φ.

4.2. Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Pc(Rm). Let φ ∈ C(Rm) be a function (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz

in the large. According to Theorem 2.1, as the value function of the Bolza problem, u(t, x) :=

T−t φ(x) is the viscosity solution to equation (HJe−) with the initial condition φ. A natural question

arises: whether U(t, µ) := P−t φ(µ) will be the viscosity solution to some corresponding form of the

Hamilton-Jacobi equations.

Assume that H ∈ C(Rm × Rm) is a Tonelli Hamiltonian. We consider the following Hamilton-

Jacobi equation:

∂tU(t, µ) +

∫

Rm
H(x, ∂µU(t, µ)(x)) dµ = 0, (PHJe)

where (t, µ) ∈ R+ ×Pc(Rm).
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Definition 4.2 (Viscosity solution of (PHJe)). We call the functional U : R+ ×Pc(Rm) a viscosity
subsolution of (PHJe), if for every (t, µ) ∈ R+ ×Pc(Rm),

q +

∫

Rm
H(x, α(x)) dµ 6 0, ∀(q, α) ∈ ∂+U(t, µ); (29)

Similarly, U : R+ ×Pc(Rm) is called a viscosity supersolution of (PHJe), if for every (t, µ) ∈

R+ ×Pc(Rm),

p +

∫

Rm
H(x, β(x)) dµ > 0, ∀(p, β) ∈ ∂−U(t, µ). (30)

If U is both a subsolution and supersolution to (PHJe), we say U is a viscosity solution of (PHJe).

In a more general and abstract frame, Gangbo, Nguyen and Tudorascu introduced concept of

Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Wasserstein spaces in [56], which is further studied in [60] later by

Gangbo and Tudorascu. Although, (PHJe) can be regarded as a special case of their work, it is

closely related to main contents of this paper.

Theorem 4.2. Let φ be lower semicontinuous and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large. Then U(t, µ) :=

P−t φ(µ) is a viscosity solution of the following Cauchy problem of (PHJe)














∂tU(t, µ) +
∫

Rm H
(

x, ∂µU(t, µ)
)

dµ = 0, (t, µ) ∈ R+ ×Pc(Rm),

U(0, µ) = φ(µ), µ ∈Pc(Rm).

Corollary 3.3 indicates that, unlike the fundamental solution At(x, y), the dynamical cost func-

tional Ct(µ, ν) can only possibly be a (strict) viscosity subsolution in general. This is because it

can be regarded as a convex combination of At(x, y) based on measures µ and ν. However, under

the action of the random Lax-Oleinik operators, which corresponds to the convolution with the

potential energy functional, it becomes a viscosity solution.

Proof. Following Theorem 4.1, we can express U(t, µ) as follows:

U(t, µ) := P−t φ(µ) =

∫

Rm
T−t φ(x) dµ =

∫

R+×Rm
u(r, x) d(δt × µ).

It should be noted that for any fixed R > 0, u(t, x) := T−t φ(x) is a semiconcave function on the do-

main (0,+∞) × B(0,R). When µ ∈P(B(0,R)), according to Remark 3.3, (q, α) ∈ ∂+U(t, µ) if and

only if (q, α(x)) ∈ D+u(t, x) for almost every x ∈ Rm with respect to the measure µ. Furthermore,

since u(t, x) is the viscosity solution to equation (HJe−), we have

q + H(x, α(x)) 6 0, µ − a.e. x ∈ Rm.

By integrating over µ, we derive equation (29). Given the arbitrariness of (q, α) ∈ ∂+U(t, µ), it

follows that U(t, µ) is a viscosity subsolution to equation (PHJe).

If (p, β) ∈ ∂−U(t, µ), then according to Remark 3.3, since ∂+U(t, µ) ∩ ∂−U(t, µ) , ∅, u is

differentiable on a set of full measure with respect to µ × δt, and we have

D+u(t, x) ∩ D−u(t, x) = {(p, β(x))}, µ − a.e. x ∈ Rm.

Given that u(t, x) is the viscosity supersolution, it follows that

p + H(x, β(x)) > 0, µ − a.e. x ∈ Rm.
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By integrating over µ, we obtain equation (30), which implies that U(t, µ) is the viscosity super-

solution to (PHJe). Consequently, U(t, µ) is the viscosity solution to (PHJe). Furthermore, by

Proposition 4.1, U(0, ·) = φ(·), thus U is the solution to the Cauchy problem for (PHJe). �

Remark 4.1. If φ is upper semicontinuous and (κ1, κ2)-Lipschitz in the large, V(t, µ) := P+t φ(µ) is

the viscosity solution to the following Cauchy problem














∂tV(t, µ) −
∫

Rm H
(

x, ∂µV(t, µ)
)

dµ = 0, (t, µ) ∈ R+ ×Pc(Rm),

V(0, µ) = φ(µ), µ ∈Pc(Rm).

Proposition 4.4. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) u is a weak KAM solution (viscosity solution) of (HJs) on Tm;
(2) For any t > 0, T−t u + c[0]t = u;
(3) For any t > 0, P−t u + c[0]t = u(·);
(4) For any t > 0, P−t ◦ P+t u = u(·).

In this case, u(·) is the viscosity solution of the corresponding stationary type of Hamilton-Jacobi
equation

∫

Tm
H(x, ∂µu(µ)(x)) dµ = c[0], µ ∈P(Tm). (PHJs)

Proof. The equivalence of conditions (1) and (2) is discussed in [28]. If condition (2) holds, for

any µ ∈P(Tm), we have

P−t u(µ) + c[0]t =

∫

Tm
T−t u + c[0]t dµ =

∫

Tm
u dµ = u(µ),

which implies condition (3). On the other hand, let t > 0 and µ ∈ P(Tm), then P−t u(µ) + c[0]t =
u(µ). By choosing µ = δx, we get T−t u(x) + c[0]t = u(x). The arbitrariness of x ∈ Tm confirms that

condition (2) is satisfied. Due to Theorem 2.2 and condition (4) of Proposition 4.1, condition (4)

is equivalent to conditions (1)-(3).

For the final part of this proposition, we observe that P−t u(µ) + c[0]t = u(µ) and since P−t u(µ)

is the viscosity solution to equation (PHJe), it follows that u(·) is the viscosity solution to equation

(PHJs). �

A simple fact is: if u satisfies u = T−t u + c[0]t for some t > 0, then u = T−t ◦ T+t u for such t. As

a direct consequence of this fact, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Assume that u ∈ Lip (Rm) ∩ SCL (Rm) is a viscosity solution of (HJs). Then for
such u, we can also get T−t ◦ T+t u = u for arbitrary t > 0. As a direct consequence,

P−t u + c[0]t = u(·), P−t ◦ P+t u = u(·), ∀t > 0.

5. Cut locus and singularity propagation

In Section 3.2, we identified an equivalent statement regarding the singular points of potential

energy functionals induced by semiconcave functions. Subsequently, we introduce the concept

of the cut locus of potential energy functionals induced by viscosity solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi

equations in Pc(Rm), drawing inspiration from the definition of the cut locus of viscosity solu-

tions. We then investigate the propagation of its singularities in the context of mass transport.
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5.1. Cut locus and cut time function. In this subsection, we let H : R2m → R be a Tonelli

Hamiltonian and u ∈ Lip (Rm) ∩ SCL (Rm) be a viscosity solution of (HJs)

H(x,Du(x)) = c[0].

Theorem 2.2 provides the existence of such solutions.

Definition 5.1 (Calibrated curve). An absolutely continuous curve3 {µs}s∈I ⊂Pc(Rm) defined on

some interval I ⊂ R is called a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve, if for any a, b ∈ I, a 6 b, we have

u(µb) − u(µa) = Cb−a(µa, µb) + c[0](b − a).

Remark 5.1. Suppose u is a viscosity solution. For µ ∈Pc(Rm), there is a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated

curve ending at µ. This is a direct consequence of the following fact mentioned in [43]: for each

x ∈ Rm, there exists a (u, L, c[0])-calibrated curve η ∈ C2((−∞, 0],Rm) with η(0) = x in Rm. In

other words, for any a 6 b 6 0,

u(η(b)) − u(η(a)) =

∫ b

a
L(η(s), η̇(s)) ds.

Define µ = law (x(·)). Then there exists a random curve ξ = ξ(t) = ξ(t, ω) such that ξ(0, ω) = x(ω)

and ξ(·, ω) ∈ C2((−∞, 0],Rm) is a calibrated curve for each ω ∈ Ω. Suppose µs := law (ξ(s)), then

{µs}s∈(−∞,0] is we need.

Proposition 5.1. Given a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve {µs}s∈[a,b] ⊂Pc(Rm).

(1) {µs}s∈[a,b] is a displacement interpolation of Cb−a(µa, µb);
(2) for any subinterval I′ ⊂ [a, b], {µs}s∈I′ is also a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve.

Proof. According to Definition 5.1, for any a 6 t1 < t2 < t3 6 b, we have that

u(µt2 ) − u(µt1 ) = Ct2−t1(µt1 , µt2) + c[0](t2 − t1),

u(µt3 ) − u(µt2 ) = Ct3−t2(µt2 , µt3) + c[0](t3 − t2),

u(µt3 ) − u(µt1 ) = Ct3−t1(µt1 , µt3) + c[0](t3 − t1),

then Ct3−t1 (µt1 , µt3) = Ct2−t1 (µt1 , µt2 ) + Ct3−t2 (µt2 , µt3). Due to the arbitrariness of t1, t2 and t3,

{µs}s∈[a,b] is a displacement interpolation of Cb−a(µa, µb). The rest of proposition is an immediate

consequence of Definition 5.1. �

Definition 5.2 (Cut point). We call µ ∈Pc(Rm) a cut point of u(·), the potential energy functional

induced by viscosity solution u, if all (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curves ending at µ are unable to

extend forward still as (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curves. The set of all cut points of u(·) is denoted

by C (u(·)), which is called the cut locus of functional u(·).

Lemma 5.1. u(·) is locally differentiable on the interior of (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve. Fur-
thermore, S (u(·)) ⊂ C (u(·)).

Proof. Let I = [a, b] and {µs}s∈I ⊂ Pc(Rm) be a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve, where −∞ 6 a <
b < +∞. Then for any c, d ∈ [a, b] with c 6 d, we have

u(µd) − u(µc) = Cd−c(µc, µd) + c[0](d − c). (31)

3For the definition on absolutely continuous curves of metric space, readers can see [9, Definition 1.1.1].
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According to Corollary 3.1, ∂+u , ∅ on Pc(Rm). Thus, we only need to prove ∂−u(µs) , ∅ for

all s ∈ (a, b).

Note that u is obviously a subsolution, which means

u(y) 6 u(x) + At(x, y) + c[0]t, ∀x, y ∈ Rm, t > 0.

Integrating the inequality above by γ ∈ Γb−s
o (µ, µb) for any fixed µ ∈Pc(Rm), we obtain

u(µb) − u(µ) 6 Cb−s(µ, µb) + c[0](b − s). (32)

We set d = b and c = s in (31), then

u(µb) − u(µs) = Cb−s(µs, µb) + c[0](b − s). (33)

By combining equations (32) and (33), we derive

U(µ) := u(µs) − u(µ) 6 Cb−s(µ, µb) −Cb−s(µs, µb) =: V(µ),

with equality when µ = µs. Using Proposition 3.1, we find that ∂+V(µs) ⊂ ∂
+U(µs), which implies

∂+Cb−s(µ, µb)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ=µs

⊂ ∂+(−u(µs)) = −∂
−u(µs).

According to Theorem 3.4, −pµs ∈ ∂
+Cb−s(µs, µb) ⊂ −∂−u(µs), hence ∂−u(µs) , ∅. Since s ∈

(a, b) is arbitrary, u(·) is locally differentiable on the interior of the (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve.

Consequently, if u(·) is singular at µ, µ is not in the interior of the (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve,

indicating that the (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve ending at µ cannot be extended further forward;

that is, µ is the cut point of u(·). �

Inspired by the concept of cut time function, we introduce the cut time function of measure with

respect to the potential energy induced by viscosity solution u:

Tu(µ) := sup{t > 0 : ∃ν(·) ∈ AC([0, t]; Pc(Rm)),

such that u(ν(t)) = u(µ) +Ct(µ, ν(t)) + c[0]t}.
(34)

Then µ ∈ C (u(·)) if and only if Tu(µ) = 0.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that u is the viscosity solution to (HJs) on Rm and µ ∈Pc(Rm). Then

Tu(µ) = sup{t > 0 : P−t ◦ P+t u(µ) = P+t ◦ P−t u(µ)} (35)

= sup{t > 0 : µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(t, x) = 0}) = 1} (36)

= inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)}. (37)

Proof. We first define the set on the right-hand side of equation (34) as S (u, µ). Note that u is a

viscosity solution. Corollary 4.2 states that P−t ◦ P+t u = u and u = P−t u+ c[0]t for any t > 0. Thus,

t satisfies P−t ◦ P+t u(µ) = P+t ◦ P−t u(µ) if and only if

0 = P−t ◦ P+t u(µ) − P+t ◦ P−t u(µ) = u(µ) − P+t u(µ) + c[0]t. (38)

According to the definition of P+t , the Lipschitz property of displacement interpolation (Corollary

3.2) and Corollary 4.1, there exists a function ν(·) ∈ AC([0, t]; Pc(Rm)) such that

0 = u(µ) − u(ν(t)) +Ct(µ, ν(t)) + c[0]t,

which implies that equation (38) is equivalent to t ∈ S (u, µ), i.e., equality (35) holds.
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Recall that the equality P−t ◦ P+t u(µ) − P+t ◦ P−t u(µ) = 0 can be expressed as
∫

Rm
T−t ◦ T+t u(x) − T+t ◦ T−t u(x) dµ = 0. (39)

According to [28, Lemma 3.1], for any t > 0, we have T−t ◦ T+t u > u > T+t ◦ T−t u. This implies

that equation (39) holds if and only if for almost every x ∈ Rm with respect to µ, Bu(t, x) = 0. In

other words, equality (36) is satisfied.

We now proceed to the proof of equation (37). When t0 < Tu(µ), we have

µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(t0, x) = 0}) = 1.

We assert that for any x0 ∈ supp (µ), Bu(t0, x0) = 0. Indeed, if Bu(t0, x0) > 0, the lower semiconti-

nuity of Bu(t0, ·) implies that there exists R0 > 0 such that Bu(t0, x) > 0 for all x ∈ B(x0,R0). Since

x0 ∈ supp (µ), we have µ(B(x0,R0)) > 0, which contradicts µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(t0, x) = 0}) = 1. This

assertion implies that t0 6 inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)}. By the arbitrariness of t0, we conclude that

Tu(µ) 6 inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)}.

On the other hand, if Tu(µ) < inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)}, there exists some t ∈ R such that

Tu(µ) < t < inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)}. (40)

For all x ∈ supp (µ), we have t < τu(x), which implies Bu(t, x) = 0. Therefore,

supp (µ) ⊂ {x ∈ Rm : Bu(t, x) = 0},

and it follows that

1 = µ(supp (µ)) 6 µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(t, x) = 0}),

i.e., Tu(µ) > t, but this contradicts equation (40). In conclusion, we have Tu(µ) = inf{τu(x) : x ∈
supp (µ)}. �

Following the concept of the Aubry set as discussed in Section 2.3, the Aubry set of the po-

tential energy function u(·) is defined as the collection of all measures µ for which there exists

a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve ν(·) : [0,+∞) → P(Tm) such that ν(0) = µ. Consequently, a

measure µ is in the Aubry set of u(·) if and only if Tu(µ) = +∞.

Corollary 5.1. Under the assumptions in Theorem 5.1,

(1) if supp (µ) ∩ Cut (u) , ∅, then µ ∈ C (u(·));
(2) if τu is continuous, then supp (µ) ∩ Cut (u) , ∅ if and only if µ ∈ C (u(·));
(3) µ is in the Aubry set of u(·) if and only if supp (µ) ⊂ I(u);
(4) if µ = law (Z) is the distribution of an Rm-valued random variable Z : Ω → Rm, then µ ∈

C (u(·)) if and only if, for any ε > 0,

P ({ω ∈ Ω : τu(Z(ω)) < ε}) > 0.

Proof. If the support of µ intersects the cut locus of u, i.e., supp (µ) ∩ Cut (u) , ∅, then there

exists an x ∈ supp (µ) such that τu(x) = 0. This implies that Tu(µ) = 0 by equation (37), and thus

µ ∈ C (u(·)). For the proof of part (2), we only need to consider the “if” direction. Since µ is a cut

point of u(·), equation (37) gives us

Tu(µ) = inf{τu(x) : x ∈ supp (µ)} = 0.
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Together with the continuity of τu, there exists an x0 ∈ supp (µ) such that τu(x0) = 0, which means

x0 ∈ supp (µ) ∩ Cut (u).

By using Tu, µ is in the Aubry set of u(·) if and only if Tu(µ) = +∞. Then (3) is a direct

consequence.

We now turn to prove (4). Given any fixed ε > 0, we first note that τu(Z(ω)) < ε if and only if

Bu(ε, Z(ω)) > 0 for ω ∈ Ω. Due to this fact, we have

P({ω : Bu(ε, Z(ω)) > 0}) = P({ω : τu(Z(ω)) < ε}) > 0.

Therefore, we can deduce the following:

µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(ε, x) = 0}) = 1 − µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(ε, x) > 0})

6 1 − µ({x ∈ Rm : ∃ω ∈ Ω, Z(ω) = x, Bu(ε, x) > 0})

= 1 − P({ω ∈ Ω : τu(Z(ω)) < ε}) < 1.

This implies Tu(µ) 6 ε by (36). Since ε is arbitrary, we conclude that Tu(µ) = 0. On the other

hand, if there exists some ε0 > 0 such that P({ω ∈ Ω : τu(Z(ω)) < ε0}) = 0, i.e., Bu(ε0, Z(ω)) = 0

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, then we have

µ({x ∈ Rm : Bu(ε0, x) = 0}) > P({ω ∈ Ω : Bu(ε0, Z(ω)) = 0}) = 1,

which means Tu(µ) > ε0 > 0. This contradicts the assumption that µ ∈ C (u(·)). This completes

the proof. �

Lemma 5.2. Suppose X, Y are Polish spaces, µ ∈ P(X) and f : X → Y be a homeomorphism.
Then supp ( f#µ) = f (supp (µ)).

Proof. We denote the ball with radius R > 0 and center x ∈ X (resp. y ∈ Y) in X (resp. Y) as

BX(x,R) (resp. BY(y,R)). Given y ∈ f (supp (µ)), there exists a unique x ∈ supp (µ) such that

y = f (x). Moreover, for any R > 0, we can choose some r > 0 such that f −1(BY(y,R)), as a

neighborhood of x, contains BX(x, r). In this case,

f#µ(BY(y,R)) = µ( f −1(BY(y,R))) > µ(BX(x, r)) > 0,

which implies that y ∈ supp ( f#µ).

Conversely, let y ∈ supp ( f#µ). There exists a unique x ∈ X such that y = f (x). We need to

verify that x ∈ supp (µ). For any R > 0, there exists some r > 0 such that f (BX(x,R)) ⊃ BY(y, r),

which means BX( f −1(y),R) ⊃ f −1(BY(y, r)). This implies

µ(BX(x,R)) = µ(BX( f −1(y),R)) > µ( f −1(BY(y, r))) = f#µ(BY(y, r)) > 0.

By the arbitrariness of R > 0, it follows that x ∈ supp (µ) and y = f (x) ∈ f (supp (µ)). �

Theorem 5.2. Given a viscosity solution u of (HJs) on Rm. Suppose µ ∈ Pc(Rm) and Tu(µ) > 0.
Let µt := [π ◦Φt

H(·,Du(·))]#µ for t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)].

(1) {µt}t∈[0,Tu(µ)] is a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve;
(2) µ = [π ◦Φ−t

H (·,Du(·))]#µt for t ∈ [0, Tu(µ));
(3) If t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)) and µ ≪ L m, then µt ≪ L m.
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In this case, the expression π ◦ Φt
H(·,Du(·)) : Rm → R should be interpreted as follows: there

exists a measurable set A with µ(A) = 1 such that u is differentiable at each x ∈ A and π ◦

Φt
H(·,Du(·)) is defined on A. One can extend the map π◦Φt

H(·,Du(·)) to Rm as a map ϕt(·) such that

ϕt|Rm\A = 0. Since the set-valued map x D+u is upper semicontinuous, π ◦Φt
H(·,Du(·)) ∈ C(A)

and ϕt(·) is measurable. Therefore, [ϕt]#µ is well-defined. Similarly, [π ◦ Φ−t
H (·,Du(·))]#µt is also

well-defined.

Proof. Assume Tu(µ) > 0. According to Theorem 5.1, for any x ∈ supp (µ), we have τu(x) >

Tu(µ) > 0. By Proposition 2.4, for each x ∈ supp (µ), there exists a unique calibrated curve

starting from x:

ϕt(x) = π ◦ Φt
H(x,Du(x)), t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)], x ∈ supp (µ).

For any fixed t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)], the map

ϕt(·) : supp (µ)→ Rm

x 7→ π ◦Φt
H(x,Du(x))

is well-defined on supp (µ). Moreover, since u is of class C1,1 on the interior of the (u, L, c[0])-

calibrated curve, ϕt(·) ∈ Lip(supp (µ);Rm). Then, for any 0 6 s < t 6 Tu(µ), combining with

Proposition 4.2, we obtain

Ct−s(µs, µt) + c[0](t − s) > u(µt) − u(µs)

=

∫

Tm
u(ϕt(x)) − u(ϕs(x)) dµ

=

∫

Tm
At−s(ϕs(x), ϕt(x)) dµ + c[0](t − s)

> Ct−s(µs, µt) + c[0](t − s),

which implies that {µt}t∈[0,Tu(µ)] is a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve.

Furthermore, by invoking Proposition 2.4, for any fixed t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)), we have

π ◦Φ−t
H (π ◦Φt

H(x,Du(x)),Du(π ◦Φt
H(x,Du(x)))) = π ◦Φ−t

H (ϕt(x),Du(ϕt(x))) = x.

The map ϕt(·) is continuous and injective, and thus a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism from supp (µ)

onto its image for each t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)), by the compactness of supp (µ). That is, π ◦ Φ−t
H (·,Du(·)) is

the Lipschitz inverse of ϕt(·) on supp (µt) due to Lemma 5.2. It follows that

[π ◦ Φ−t
H (·,Du(·))]#µt = [π ◦ Φ−t

H (·,Du(·))]#[π ◦Φt
H(·,Du(·))]#µ = µ, t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)).

This proves part (2). Note that π ◦ Φ−t
H (·,Du(·)) is Lipschitz and maps Lebesgue zero measure

sets into Lebesgue zero measure sets. Consequently, if µ = [π ◦ Φ−t
H (·,Du(·))]#µt ≪ L m, then

µt ≪ L m for t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)). This completes the proof of part (3). �

5.2. Propagation of singularities.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that φ ∈ Lip (Rm) ∩ SCL loc(Rm). Then for any µ ∈ Pc(Rm), there exists
tφ,µ > 0, depending on φ and µ, such that

arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)},
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is a singleton for all t ∈ (0, tφ,µ]. Define

νφ,µ(t) :=



















µ, t = 0,

arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(·) −Ct(µ, ·)}, t ∈ (0, tφ,µ],

then limt→0+ νφ,µ(t) = µ in the sense of metric Wp for any fixed p > 1.

Remark 5.2. When considering the case of a compact manifold, for example, M = Tm, the time

tφ = tφ,µ mentioned in Theorem 5.3 can be independent of µ, being determined only by φ.

Proof. First, Theorem 4.1 asserts that if µ ∈Pc(Rm),

∅ , arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)} ⊂Pc(Rm).

Then, for any ν ∈ arg maxν∈P(Rm){φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)} and γ ∈ Γt
o(µ, ν),

P+t φ(µ) =

∫

Rm
T+t φ(x) dµ =

∫

R2m
T+t φ(x) dγ =

∫

R2m
φ(y) − At(x, y) dγ.

Moreover, for arbitrary x, y ∈ Rm, T+t φ(x) > φ(y) − At(x, y). Thus, T+t φ(x) = φ(y) − At(x, y) holds

for γ-a.e. (x, y) ∈ R2m. According to Lemma 2.7, |x − y| ≤ λφt for γ-a.e. (x, y) ∈ R2m. In addition,

there exists R > 0 such that supp (µ) ⊂ B(0,R) (determined by µ), and we can find some tR > 0

such that when t ∈ (0, tR),

supp (ν) ⊂ Bλφt(µ) ⊂ B(0,R).

We denote CR > 0 as the semiconcave constant of φ on B(0,R). Let t ∈ (0, tR) and assume that

ν1, ν2 ∈Pc(Rm) satisfy

ν1, ν2 ∈ arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{φ(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)}.

Then, ν1, ν2 ∈ P(B(0,R)). We have two optimal plans γi ∈ Γ
t
o(µ, νi), such that |x − yi| 6 λφt for

γi-a.e. (x, yi) ∈ R
2m, i = 1, 2. For s ∈ [0, 1], we define

γs
x,1→2 := ((1 − s)πx,y1

+ sπx,y2
)#γ,

γs
1→2 := ((1 − s)πy1

+ sπy2
)#γ,

where we reset γ ∈ Γ(µ, ν1, ν2) and (πx,y1
)#γ = γ1, (πx,y2

)#γ = γ2. In this case, γs
1→2

is the

generalized geodesic from ν1 to ν2 with µ as the base point, and γs
x,1→2

∈ Γ(µ, γs
1→2

). Furthermore,

Theorem 3.5 implies the existence of tλφ,R > 0 and Cφ,µ > 0 such that when t ∈ (0, tλφ ,R],

(1 − s)Ct(µ, ν1) + sCt(µ, ν2) −Ct(µ, γs
1→2) >

Cφ,µ

t
s(1 − s)W2

2,γ(ν1, ν2). (41)

On the other hand, φ is semiconcave on B(0,R) with constant CR. Invoking Proposition 3.3, we

obtain

(1 − s)φ(ν1) + sφ(ν2) − φ(γs
1→2) 6 CRs(1 − s)W2

2,γ(ν1, ν2). (42)

We set tφ,µ := min
{

tλφ,R,
Cφ,µ

CR

}

. Combining this with equations (41) and (42), when t ∈ (0, tφ,µ],

(1 − s)[φ(ν1) −Ct(µ, ν1)] + s[φ(ν2) −Ct(µ, ν2)] − [φ(γs
1→2) −Ct(µ, γs

1→2)]

6

(

CR −
Cφ,µ

t

)

s(1 − s)W2
2,γ(ν1, ν2) < 0.
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This implies that the function s 7→ φ(γs
1→2

) − Ct(µ, γs
1→2

) is strictly concave on [0, 1], and thus

has a unique maximizer. Therefore, ν1 = ν2, which means that arg maxν∈P(Rm){φ(ν) − Ct(µ, ν)} is

a singleton.

For φ ∈ Lip(Rm), we have (κ1, κ2) = (Lip(φ), 0). Equation (28) states

lim
t→0+

W1(µ, νφ,µ(t)) = lim
t→0+

λφt = 0.

Note that by Theorem 4.1, the support of νφ,µ(t) is contained in the union of balls ∪x∈supp (µ)B(x, λφt).
For all t ∈ [0, tφ,µ], the supports supp (νφ,µ(t)) are contained within the same compact subset K,

which implies that the Wp-distances for all p > 1 are equivalent on K. Consequently, for any fixed

Wp-metric, we have that limt→0+ νφ,µ(t) = µ. This completes the proof. �

Remark 5.3. When considering a compact manifold, such as Tm, the singularity curve νφ,µ(t)
mentioned in Theorem 5.4 below can be more precisely characterized. In fact, by the application

of Propositions 2.10 and 2.11, we have

νφ,µ(t) = [π ◦Φt
H(·,DT+t φ(·))]#µ, t ∈ (0, tφ,µ].

Lemma 5.3. Suppose t > 0. Given µ ∈Pc(Rm), a locally differentiable point of u(·), we define

ψs(x) :=

{

π ◦Φs−t
H (x,Du(x)), x ∈ A,

0, x ∈ Rm \ A,

where A is a measurable set with µ(A) = 1 such that u is differentiable at each x ∈ A. Let {µs}s∈[0,t]

be a subset of Pc(Rm), defined as µs = (ψs)#µ. Then for any s ∈ [0, t],

u(µt) = u(µs) +Ct−s(µs, µt) + c[0](t − s). (43)

Thus, {µs}s∈[0,t] is a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve.

Proof. For any t > 0, we first note that µt = µ and

u(µt) − u(µ0) 6 Ct(µ0, µt) + c[0]t.

Then, there exists a random curve ξ such that law (ξ(s)) = µs for s ∈ [0, t]. This allows us to

analyze the problem by considering individual points. For a differentiable point x of u, there exists

a unique (u, L, c[0])-calibrated curve ηx ∈ C2((−∞, t];Rm) satisfying ηx(t) = x. For all t > 0, ηx is

the minimizer of the following Bolza problem:

min
η∈AC([0,t];Rm)

{

u(η(0)) +

∫ t

0

L(η(s), η̇(s)) ds : η(t) = x

}

.

Simultaneously, for s ∈ [0, t],

u(ηx(t)) − u(ηx(s)) = At−s(ηx(s), ηx(t)) + c[0](t − s). (44)

Therefore, px(t) := Lv(ηx(t), η̇x(t)) = Du(x) and ηx solves the Euler-Lagrange equation. By in-

voking the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for ODEs, we claim that ηs(x) = ψs(x) holds

for any s ∈ [0, t] and µ-almost every x ∈ Rm. Then, (ψs)#µt = law (ξ(s)) is the displacement

interpolation of Ct(µ0, µt) and µs = (ψs)#µt. Finally, integrating (44) by µt, we obtain (43). �

Theorem 5.4. Assume that µ ∈ C (u(·)). Let νu,µ(t) and tu,µ > 0 be as mentioned in Theorem 5.3,
where u(·) is the potential energy functional induced by the viscosity solution u of equation (HJs).
Then, νu,µ(t) ∈ S (u(·)) for all t ∈ (0, tu,µ].
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Proof. We prove this argument by contradiction: for any fixed t ∈ (0, tu,µ], we assume that u(·) is

locally differentiable at νu,µ(t). By Corollary 4.1, there exists γt ∈ Γ
t
o(µ, νu,µ(t)) such that

P+t u(µ) =

∫

Rm
T+t u(x) dµ =

∫

R2m
[u(y) − At(x, y)] dγt .

Thus, we have for γt-almost every (x, y) ∈ R2m,

u(x) − At(x, y) = T+t u(x).

Moreover, because u(·) is locally differentiable at νu,µ(t) by our assumption, u is differentiable at

νu,µ(t)-almost every y ∈ Rm. Fermat’s rule implies

0 ∈ D+y (u(y) − At(x, y)) = Du(y) − D−y At(x, y), γt-almost every (x, y) ∈ R2m.

Therefore, DyAt(x, y) = Du(y) for γt-almost every (x, y) ∈ R2m. According to Lemma 5.3, x =
ψt(y), (ψt)#(νu,µ(t)) = µ and

[0, t] ∋ s 7→ (ψs)#νu,µ(t)

is a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve starting from µ. That is, a (u(·),C, c[0])-calibrated curve ending

with µ can be extended further (for the existence of such a curve, see Remark 5.1). This conclusion

contradicts the assumption that µ ∈ C (u(·)). �

Remark 5.4. Although when t > tu,µ, the set arg maxν∈P(Rm){φ(ν) − Ct(µ, ν)} is not necessarily a

singleton, we can still establish that

arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{u(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)} ⊂ S (u(·)).

Remark 5.5. Suppose u is a viscosity solution of (HJs) on Rm and µ ≪ L m.

(1) Let 0 < Tu(µ) 6 +∞. For t ∈ [0, Tu(µ)), we have

µt := [π ◦Φt
H(·,Du(·))]#µ = arg max

ν∈P(Rm)

{u(ν) −Ct(µ, ν)} ≪ L
m.

In fact, this case is consistent with the DiPerna-Lions theory ([41]). More precisely, µt is

driven by the flow X1(t, x) := π ◦Φt
H(x,Du(x)) with the vector field

b1(t, x) = Hp(x,Du(x)),

where it is defined. Since u is of class C1,1 on the interior of the (u, L, c[0])-calibrated curve,

b1 satisfies certain regularity conditions.

(a) Lip (b1(t, ·)) ∈ L1([0, t]);
(b) b1 ∈ L1([0, t]; Lip (Rm;Rm));

(c) div(b1(t, ·)) ∈ L1([0, t]; L∞(Rm));

(d)
|b1 |

1+|x| ∈ L1([0, t]; L∞(Rm)).

According to the DiPerna-Lions theory, there exists a unique regular Lagrangian flow associ-

ated with the vector field b1.

(2) Given Tu(µ) = 0, it follows that µ ∈ C (u(·)) and there exists a positive time tu,µ determined by

Theorem 5.3. For t ∈ (0, tu,µ],

νu,µ(t) = arg max
ν∈P(Rm)

{u(ν) − Ct(µ, ν)} 6≪ L
m
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are the singular points of u(·). Specifically, for the case of P(Tm), due to Arnaud’s theorem,

νu,µ is driven by the local Lipschitz flow on t ∈ (0, tu] × Tm

X2(t, x) := π ◦Φt
H(x,DT+t u(x)),

which can be extended to [0,∞) × Tm, for instance, as a tu-periodic vector field b2(t, x). Note

that Lip (DT+t u) 6 C
t (see [29]). Therefore, b2 does not generally satisfy conditions (a)-(d)

when the time step tu → 0+, implying that the DiPerna-Lions theory is not applicable directly

in this case.

In other words, the transportation of an absolutely continuous measure (with respect to the Lebesgue

measure) along the characteristics before the cut time can ensure absolute continuity. However,

after the cut time, it loses this absolute continuity and becomes a singular measure.

5.3. Variational construction of strict generalized measure singular characteristics. In the

last subsection, we constructed a Lipschitz curve νu,µ(·) on [0, tu) (Remark 5.2), which can be

extended to [0,+∞) and propagates singularities globally, provided the initial data is singular.

However, this construction depends critically on the time step tu. To obtain a semiflow evolution

(at least for dynamical cost induced by mechanical Lagrangian) on the cut locus, we need to let

tu → 0+. This idea is inspired by the concept of minimizing movements, which is widely used in

the theory of abstract gradient flows.

Lemma 5.4 ([29]). Suppose M is a Riemannian manifold, φ ∈ SCL loc(M) and η : R → M is a
locally absolutely continuous curve, then

d

dt
φ(η(t)) = p(η̇(t)), a.e. t ∈ R, ∀p ∈ D+φ(η(t)).

Theorem 5.5. Suppose φ ∈ SCL (Tm), T > 0, and µ0 ∈ P(Tm). Then there exists a Lipschitz
curve µ(·) : [0, T ]→P(Tm) satisfying the following continuity equation:











d
dtµ + div(Hp(·, p#

φ(·)) · µ) = 0,

µ(0) = µ0,
(45)

where p#
φ(x) := arg min{H(x, p) : p ∈ D+φ(x)} for any x ∈ Tm.

Proof. Given T > 0 and µ0 ∈P(Tm), let

∆ : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN−1 < tN = T

be a partition of the interval [0, T ] with ‖∆‖ < tφ, where tφ is as determined in Remark 5.2. For

N ∈ N and k = 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1, we define µk+1 inductively as

µk+1 := arg max{φ(ν) −Ctk+1−tk (µk, ν) : ν ∈P(Tm)}.

More precisely,

P+tk+1−tkφ(µk) = φ(µk+1) −Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1), k = 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1.
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In this case, by Corollary 4.1, we have the following sequence of equalities:

φ(µk+1) − φ(µk) = P+tk+1−tkφ(µk) − φ(µk) +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1)

=

∫

Tm
[T+tk+1−tkφ(x) − φ(x)] dµk +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1)

=

∫

Tm

∫ tk+1

tk

d

ds
T+s−tkφ(x) ds dµk +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1)

=

∫

Tm

∫ tk+1

tk
H(x,DT+s−tkφ(x)) ds dµk +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1)

=

∫ tk+1

tk

∫

Tm
H(x,DT+s−tkφ(x)) dµk ds +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1).

(46)

Summing this equation from k = 0 to k = N − 1, we obtain

φ(µN) − φ(µ0) =

N−1
∑

k=0

[∫ tk+1

tk

∫

Tm
H(x,DT+s−tkφ(x)) dµk ds +Ctk+1−tk (µk, µk+1)

]

. (47)

It is noteworthy that for each k, Remark 5.3 gives us

µk+1 = [π ◦ Φ
tk+1−tk
H (·,DT+tk+1−tkφ(·))]#µk.

In this framework, we define

µ∆(s) := [π ◦Φ
s−tk
H (·,DT+tk+1−tkφ(·))]#µk, s ∈ [tk, tk+1) (48)

for k = 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1 with µ∆(0) := µ0. Then {µ∆(s)}s∈[tk,tk+1] is a displacement interpolation of

Ctk,tk+1(µk, µk+1) by Proposition 2.11. Moreover, the family {µ∆ : ‖∆‖ ≪ 1} is equi-Lipschitz (with

a constant depending only on L and φ) in the sense of W1 metric (and Wp metric for all p > 1). If

we set τ∆(·) : [0, T ] → [0, T ] as τ∆(s) = tk for s ∈ [tk, tk+1) , k = 0, 1, . . . ,N − 1 , and τ∆(T ) = T ,

then (47) can be rewritten as

φ(µN) − φ(µ0) =

∫ T

0

∫

Tm
H(x,DT+s−τ∆(s)φ(x)) dµ∆(τ∆(s)) ds +

N−1
∑

k=0

A
tk+1−tk (µ∆)

=

∫ T

0

∫

Tm
H(x,DT+s−τ∆(s)φ(x)) dµ∆(τ∆(s)) ds + AT (µ∆).

(49)

Now, consider a sequence of partitions {∆n}n>1 such that limn→∞ ‖∆n‖ = 0 . By invoking the

Arzelà-Ascoli theorem ([5, Theorem 10.3 & 10.4]), we assume that µ∆n → µ ∈ Lip([0, T ]; P(Tm))

uniformly. Also, since τ∆n(t) → t as ‖∆n‖ → 0 , µ∆n(τ∆n(t)) ⇀
∗
µ(t) for any t ∈ [0, T ] . Further-

more, from ([29, Proposition 4.2]), we recall that for any x ∈ Tm,

lim
t→0+

DT+t φ(x) = arg min
p∈D+φ(x)

{H(x, p)} =: p#
φ(x). (50)
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Equation (49) and (50), along with Fatou’s lemma, imply that

φ(µ(T )) − φ(µ(0)) = lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Tm
H(x,DT+s−τ∆n (s)φ(x)) dµ∆n (τ∆n(s)) ds + AT (µ∆n)

>

∫ T

0

∫

Tm
H(x, p#

φ(x)) dµ(s) ds + AT (µ)

=

∫ T

0

∫

Tm
H(x, p#

φ(x)) dµ(s) ds +min
ξ
E

(∫ T

0

L(ξ(s), ξ̇(s)) ds

)

(51)

where the last minimum is over all absolutely continuous random curves ξ : [0, T ]×Ω→ M such

that µ(s) = law (ξ(s)) for s ∈ [0, T ]. We choose one of such minimizers and denote it by ξ∗. Now

we can obtain from (51) that

E(φ(ξ(T )) − φ(ξ(0))) > E

(∫ T

0

[H(ξ∗(s), p#
φ(ξ∗(s))) + L(ξ∗(s), ξ̇∗(s))] ds

)

(52)

by Fubini’s theorem. Due to Lemma 5.4 and Fenchel’s inequality, (52) is actually an equality.

Furthermore, µ(t) is the law at time t of a random solution ξ∗ of the following equation:

ẋ(t) = Hp(x(t), p#
φ(x(t))).

In other words, ξ∗ satisfies

ξ̇∗(t, ω) = Hp(ξ∗(t, ω), p#
φ(ξ∗(t, ω))), L

1-a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω.

Consequently, µ(·) : [0, T ]→P(Tm) satisfies (45). This completes the proof. �

Corollary 5.2. Assume that φ = u in (45) is a viscosity solution to (HJs), , and µ(·) : [0, T ] → Tm

is the solution of (45).

(1) If µ0(Sing (u)) > 0, then [µ(t)](Sing (u)) > 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ].
(2) If µ0 ∈ C (u(·)), then µ(t) ∈ C (u(·)) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. For the proof of (1), recall Theorem 1.2 in [1]. If ξ(0, ω) ∈ Sing (u) for a fixed ω ∈ Ω,

then ξ∗(t, ω) ∈ Sing (u) for all t ∈ [0, T ], where ξ∗ is the minimizer as in the proof of Theorem 5.5.

Thus,

{ω ∈ Ω : ξ∗(0, ω) ∈ Sing (u)} ⊂ {ω ∈ Ω : ξ∗(t, ω) ∈ Sing (u)}, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Since µ0(Sing (u)) > 0, for any t ∈ [0, T ], we have

[µ(t)](Sing (u)) = P({ω ∈ Ω : ξ∗(t, ω) ∈ Sing (u)})

> P({ω ∈ Ω : ξ∗(0, ω) ∈ Sing (u)})

= µ0(Sing (u)) > 0.

Now we turn to the proof of (2). Since µ(·) : [0, T ] → Tm is the solution of (45), we know that

µ(t) is a law at time t of a random solution ξ∗ of the equation

ξ̇∗(t, ω) = Hp(ξ∗(t, ω), p#
φ(ξ∗(t, ω))) ∈ co Hp(ξ∗(t, ω),D+φ(ξ∗(t, ω)))

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] and P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Since µ0 ∈ C (φ(·)), Corollary 5.1 implies that

P({ω ∈ Ω : τu(ξ(0, ω)) < ε}) > 0, ∀ε > 0.
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Moreover, according to [29, Theorem 5.7], τu(ξ∗(t, ω)) 6 τu(ξ∗(0, ω)) for all t ∈ [0, T ] and P-a.e.

ω ∈ Ω. Hence, for any ε > 0,

P({ω ∈ Ω : τu(ξ∗(t, ω)) < ε}) > P({ω ∈ Ω : τu(ξ∗(0, ω)) < ε}) > 0.

This shows that µ(t) ∈ C (u(·)) by Corollary 5.1. �

Remark 5.6. Given φ ∈ SCL (Tm), we define4

S (φ(·)) :=
{

µ ∈P(Tm) : µ(Sing (φ)) > 0
}

.

(1) S (φ(·)) is an Fσ-set in the sense of weak-∗ topology. In fact, we can consider the sets

Ak :=

{

µ ∈P(Tm) : µ(Sing (φ)) >
1

k

}

, k ∈ N.

By the Portmanteau theorem, for any sequence {µn}n∈N ⊂ Ak with µn ⇀
∗
µ,

µn(Sing (φ)) >
1

k
⇒ µ(Sing (φ)) > lim sup

n→∞
µn(Sing (φ)) >

1

k
,

i.e., µ ∈ Ak. Therefore, each Ak is a closed subset, and S (φ(·)) =
⋃∞

k=1 Ak is an Fσ-set.

(2) Suppose u is a viscosity solution of (HJs). Then Sing (u) ⊂ Cut (u) ⊂ Sing (u) (see [29]).

However, C (u(·)) and S (u(·)) are not mutually contained in general, and we have S (u(·)) (

C (u(·)) ∩S (u(·)).

Lemma 5.5 ([29]). Given T > 0. Let M be a closed manifold, φ ∈ SCL (M), and H ∈ C2(T ∗M)

be a Tonelli Hamiltonian. If η : [0, T ] → M is a strict singular characteristic, i.e., η satisfies the
equality in the following variational inequality

φ(η(t2)) − φ(η(t1)) 6

∫ t2

t1
L(η(s), η̇(s)) + H(η(s), p#

φ(η(s))) ds, ∀t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ], t1 < t2,

or equivalently,

φ(η(T )) − φ(η(0)) 6

∫ T

0

L(η(s), η̇(s)) + H(η(s), p#
φ(η(s))) ds,

then

η̇+(t) = Hp(η(t), p#
φ(η(t))), ∀t ∈ [0, T ).

Theorem 5.6. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.5, the Lipschitz curve mentioned in
Theorem 5.5 that satisfies equation (45) also has the following property: for any f ∈ C∞(Tm), the
map t 7→ f (µ(t)) is in Lip ([0, T ];R) and its right derivative

d+

dt
f (µ(t)) =

∫

Tm
〈D f (x),Hp(x, p#

φ(x))〉 dµ(t)

exists for all t ∈ [0, T ).

4This definition can be extended similarly to the case of Euclidean space Rm.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.5, we can deduce from the proof of Theorem 5.5 that

ξ̇+∗ (t, ω) = Hp(ξ∗(t, ω), p#
φ(ξ∗(t, ω))), ∀t ∈ [0, T ), P − a.e.ω ∈ Ω.

Now, for an arbitrary fixed f ∈ C∞(Tm), consider the map F(t) := f (µ(t)) with t ∈ [0, T ]. Accord-

ing to Proposition 16.3 in [5] and Theorem 5.5, F ∈ Lip([0, T ];R). Moreover,

lim
τ↓t

F(τ) − F(t)

τ − t
= lim

τ↓t

1

τ − t

{∫

Tm
f (x) d[µ(τ)] −

∫

Tm
f (x) d[µ(t)]

}

= lim
τ↓t

1

τ − t
E ( f (ξ∗(τ)) − f (ξ∗(t)) )

= E

(

lim
τ↓t

f (ξ∗(τ)) − f (ξ∗(t))

τ − t

)

= E
(

〈D f (ξ∗(t)), ξ̇
+
∗ (t)〉

)

= E
(

〈D f (ξ∗(t)),Hp(ξ∗(t), p
#
φ(ξ∗(t)))〉

)

=

∫

Tm
〈D f (x),Hp(x, p#

φ(x))〉 d[µ(t)].

That is, Ḟ+(t) =
∫

Tm〈D f (x),Hp(x, p#
φ(x))〉 d[µ(t)] for any t ∈ [0, T ). Since the argument above

holds for any f ∈ C∞(Tm), we have completed the proof. �

Appendix A. Proofs of some statements

Proof of Proposition 2.4. According to the definition of the cut time function, for x ∈ M with

τu(x) > 0, there exists a curve ηx : [0, τu(x)]→ M such that

u(ηx(τu(x))) − u(x) = Aτu(x)(x, ηx(τu(x))) + c[0]τu(x).

This implies that

T+τu(x)u(x) − c[0]τu(x) > u(ηx(τu(x))) − Aτu(x)(x, ηx(τu(x))) − c[0]τu(x) = u(x)

> T+τu(x)u(x) − c[0]τu(x).

Thus, we have

T+τu(x)u(x) − c[0]τu(x) = u(x)

and

DT+τu(x)u(x) = Du(x).

The term Aτu(x)(x, ηx(τu(x))) has a unique minimizer, which we denote by ηx. Therefore, ηx is a

(u, L, c[0])-calibrated curve starting from x. Additionally, ηx is also a (u, L, c[0])-calibrated curve

on any subinterval [0, t] of [0, τu(x)].

Furthermore, we have

T−τu(x)u(ηx(τu(x))) + c[0]τu(x) = u(ηx(τu(x)))

= u(x) + Aτu(x)(x, ηx(τu(x))) + c[0]τu(x),

which implies that x ∈ arg min{u(·) + Aτu(x)(·, η(τu(x)))}. By Fermat’s rule,

Du(x) = DxAτu(x)(x, ηx(τu(x))) = Lv(ηx(0), η̇x(0)).
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Thus, the first equality in (6) is satisfied. Note that u is differentiable at the interior points of

calibrated curves. Consequently, for t ∈ (0, τu(x)),

T−t u(ηx(t)) + c[0]t = u(ηx(t)) = u(x) + At(x, ηx(t)) + c[0]t,

and

DT−t u(ηx(t)) = Du(ηx(t)) = DyAt(x, ηx(t)) = Lv(ηx(t), η̇x(t)),

which confirms that the second equality in (6) holds true. �

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Without loss of generality we suppose f . 0. Observe that there exists

δ f > 0 depending on f such that Im + tD2 f is positively definite for t ∈ [0, δ f ], i.e., id + tD f is the

gradient of smooth convex function ψt := 1
2
| · |2 + t f (·). It is easy to check that

Γ := {(x,Dψt(x)) : x ∈ Rm}

is a c-cyclically monotone closed graph with c(x, y) = 1
2
|x − y|2. Then for t ∈ [0, δ f ], the map

id + tD f is optimal and

[id × (id + tD f )]#µ ∈ Γ2(µ, νt).

By inequality (7) for any s, t ∈ [0, δ f ],

W2(νt, νs) =W2((id + tD f )#µ, (id + sD f )#µ)

6

{∫

Rm
(t − s)2|D f |2dµ

} 1
2

6 |t − s|δ−1
f W2(µ, νδ f ),

it follows {(id + tD f )#µ}06t6δ f is a constant speed geodesic in P2(Rm). Invoking Theorem 2.5,

Γ2(µ, νt) contains a unique transport plan for t ∈ [0, δ f ]. That is

Γ2(µ, νt) =
{[

id × (id + tD f )
]

# µ
}

, ∀t ∈ [0, δ f ].

Since µ is compactly supported and f ∈ C∞c (Rm), we claim that for any R > 0, there exists a

δ f ,R > 0 such that

(id + tD f )(supp (µ)) ⊂ BR(µ), t ∈ [0, δ f ,R]. (53)

Indeed, we take δ f ,R = min{δ f ,R/‖ f ‖C1 }. Thus

|(id + tD f ) (x) − x| = |tD f (x)| 6 t‖ f ‖C1 6 R, ∀x ∈ Rm

and (53) follows. By (53) we obtain

νt(R
m \ BR(µ)) = µ

(

[

id + tD f
]−1

(Rm \ BR(µ))
)

6 µ(Rm \ supp (µ)) = 0.

This implies that νt ∈P(BR(µ)) ⊂Pc(Rm). �

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Given α ∈ ∂+U(µ) and β ∈ ∂−U(µ). Then for any R > 0, ν ∈P(BR(µ)),

both (15) and (16) hold true. Invoking Lemma 3.1, for any f ∈ C∞c (Rm) and R > 0, νt = (id +

tD f )#µ ∈P(BR(µ)) and

Γ2(µ, νt) =
{[

id × (id + tD f )
]

# µ
}

,

for any t ∈ [0, δ f ,R]. Thus
∫

Rm
〈β(x), tD f 〉 dµ + oR

(

t‖D f ‖L2(µ)

)

6

∫

Rm
〈α(x), tD f 〉 dµ + oR

(

t‖D f ‖L2(µ)

)
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and it follows
∫

Rm
〈α(x) − β(x),D f 〉 dµ > 0.

Therefore, α = β, µ-a.e. since f ∈ C∞c (Rm) is arbitrary. �

Proof of Proposition 3.4. It is easy to check that (3) implies (2) and (2) implies (1). Thus, it is

sufficient to prove (1) implies (3).

Given R > 0, we assume ν ∈ P(B(0,R)) and let γ ∈ Γ2(µ, ν). We define γt
1→2

for γ by

(12). Theorem 2.5 implies Γ2(µ, γt
1→2

) = {γt
1,1→2

} (defined in (14)) and γt
1→2

is the constant speed

geodesic. Thus W2(µ, γt
1,1→2

) = tW2(µ, ν) for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Now suppose α ∈ ∂+φ(µ). We obtain

φ(γt
1→2) − φ(µ) 6

∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγt

1,1→2 + oR(W2(µ, γt
1→2))

=

∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγt

1,1→2 + oR(tW2(µ, ν))

=

∫

R2m
〈α(x), (1 − t)x + ty − x〉 dγ + oR(t)

=

∫

R2m
〈α(x), t(y − x)〉 dγ + oR(t).

Since φ(·) is locally semiconcave, there exists CR > 0 such that

(1 − t)φ(µ) + tφ(ν) − φ(γt
1→2) 6 CRt(1 − t) +W2

2 (µ, ν).

It follows

φ(ν) − φ(µ) −CR(1 − t)W2
2 (µ, ν) 6

φ(γt
1→2

) − φ(µ)

t
,

and

φ(ν) − φ(µ) −CRW2
2 (µ, ν) 6 lim sup

t→0+

φ(γt
1→2

) − φ(µ)

t
6

∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ.

Assertion (3) holds by taking the infimum over all γ ∈ Γ2(µ, ν) on the righthand side of the

inequality above. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since µ ∈ Pc(Rm), there exists R > 0, such that supp (µ) ⊂ B(0,R). By

local semiconcavity of φ, there exists CR > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ B(0,R) and any t ∈ [0, 1],

(1 − t)φ(x) + tφ(y) − φ(tx + (1 − t)y) 6 CRt(1 − t)|x − y|2.

We begin with necessity and we will prove by contradiction. Suppose there exists A ⊂ B(0,R)

with µ(A) > 0 such that α(x) < D+φ(x) for all x ∈ A. We define a set-valued map

G : A⇒ B(0,R)

x 7→ G(x) := arg max
y∈B(0,R)

{

φ(y) − φ(x) − 〈α(x), y − x〉 −CR|y − x|2
}

.
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By a standard measurable selection theorem (see, for example [4, Theorem 18.19]), there is a

Borel measurable selection g : A → B(0,R) of G, i.e. x ∈ A, g(x) ∈ G(x). Due to our assumption,

α(x) < D+φ(x) and g(x) is positive on A. The map h : Rm → Rm,

h(x) =















x, x < A

g(x), x ∈ A

is measurable. Set ν := h#µ. Since h(B(0,R)) ⊂ B(0,R), we have

h#µ(Rm \ B(0,R)) = µ(h−1[Rm \ B(0,R)]) = µ(Rm \ [h−1(B(0,R)]) 6 µ(Rm \ B(0,R)) = 0.

That is ν ∈P(B(0,R)). By Proposition 3.4 we conclude that if α ∈ ∂+φ(µ) then

φ(ν) − φ(µ) −

∫

Rm
〈α(x), y − x〉 d(id × h)#µ 6 CRW2

2,(id×h)#µ
(µ, ν). (54)

However, the definition of h and the fact that g > 0 on A imply

φ(ν) − φ(µ) −

∫

Rm
〈α(x), y − x〉 d(id × h)#µ

=

∫

Rm
φ(h(x)) − φ(x) − 〈α(x), h(x) − x〉 dµ

=

∫

A
φ(g(x)) − φ(x) − 〈α(x), g(x) − x〉 dµ

>

∫

A
CR|g(x) − x|2 dµ =

∫

Rm
CR|h(x) − x|2 dµ

=CRW2
2,(id×h)#µ

(µ, ν).

This leads to a contradiction to (54).

Now we turn to prove the sufficiency part. Suppose φ ∈ Lip loc(Rm), α(x) ∈ D+φ(x) for µ-a.e.

x. Then α ∈ L∞(Rm; µ) and

φ(y) − φ(x) 6 〈α(x), y − x〉 +CR|y − x|2,

for every y ∈ B(0,R) and µ-a.e. x ∈ Rm. Thus, for any ν ∈P(B(0,R)) and γ ∈ Γ2(µ, ν), integrating

both sides of the inequality above, we get

φ(ν) − φ(µ) 6

∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 +CR|y − x|2 dγ

=

∫

R2m
〈α(x), y − x〉 dγ +CRW2

2 (µ, ν).

Taking the infimum over all γ ∈ Γ2(µ, ν), we have (18). This implies α ∈ ∂+φ(µ). �

Lemma A.1 ([9, Lemma 5.3.2]). Let Xi (i = 1, 2, 3) be Polish spaces, γ1,2 ∈ P(X1 × X2) and
γ1,3 ∈P(X1 × X3) with (π1)#γ

1,2 = (π1)#γ
1,3 = µ1. Then there exists µ ∈P(X1 × X2 × X3), which

satisfies
(π1,2)#µ = γ

1,2, (π1,3)#µ = γ
1,3. (55)

Moreover, if γ1,2 =
∫

γ
1,2
x1

dµ1, γ1,3 =
∫

γ
1,3
x1

dµ1 and µ =
∫

µx1
dµ1 are the disintegrations of γ1,2,

γ1,3 and µ with respect to µ1 respectively, then (55) is equivalent to

µx1
∈ Γ(γ1,2

x1
, γ1,3

x1
) ⊂P(X2 × X3) for µ1 − a.e. x1 ∈ X1.
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Lemma A.2. Suppose µi ∈P(Rm) with i = 1, 2, 3 and γ ∈ Γ(µ2, µ3). For any fixed λ ∈ [0, 1] and
t > 0, let µλ ∈ Γt

o(µ1, γ
λ
2→3

). Then there exists γλ ∈ Γ(µ1, γ) such that (γλ)λ
1,2→3

= µλ.

Proof. The following is inspired by the proof of [9, Proposition 7.3.1]. Observe that maps

Σλ : R2m → R2m

(x2, x3) 7→ (x2, (1 − λ)x2 + λx3)
and

Λλ : R3m → R3m

(x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x1, x2, (1 − λ)x2 + λx3)

are homeomorphisms for any fixed λ ∈ (0, 1]. Thus, γλ ∈ Γ(µ1, γ) satisfies (γλ)λ
1,2→3

= µλ if and

only if for νλ := (Λλ)#γλ,

(π1,3)#νλ = µλ, (π2,3)#νλ = (Σλ)#γ. (56)

Then Lemma A.1 implies the existence of νλ and this ensures (56) hold true. This guarantees the

existence of γλ since Λλ is invertible.

For the case of λ = 0, we only need to check that the existence of γ0 ∈ Γ(µ1, γ) satisfying

(π1,2)#γ0 = ν for each ν ∈ Γt
o(µ1, µ2). This can be guaranteed by Lemma A.1 as well. �

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Note that for any v ∈ Rm, L(x, v) > θ0(|v|)− c0, where θ0 is convex, increas-

ing and superlinear function in R+. We assume that ξ ∈ Lt
µ,ν is the dynamical optimal coupling of

Ct(µ, ν), then by Jensen’s inequality and the monotonicity of θ0, for µ, ν ∈Pc(Rm),

Ct(µ, ν) = E

(∫ t

0

L(ξ(s), ξ̇(s)) ds

)

> E

(∫ t

0

θ0(|ξ̇(s)|) − c0 ds

)

> tE

(

θ0

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

t

∫ t

0

ξ̇(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

− c0

)

= tE

(

θ0

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ(t) − ξ(0)

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

− c0

)

> tθ0

(

E

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ(t) − ξ(0)

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

))

− c0t

> tθ0

(

1

t
W1(µ, ν)

)

− c0t.

Thus, for any k ∈ R,

Ct(µ, ν) > tθ0

(

1

t
W1(µ, ν)

)

− c0t > kW1(µ, ν) − (c0 + θ
∗
0(k))t,

where θ∗
0

is Fenchel-Legendre duality of θ0, which implies Ct(µ, ·) is superlinear on P1(Rm). The

proof of superlinearity of Ct(·, µ) on Pc(Rm) is similar.

Given µ, ν1, ν2 ∈ P(K) and t1, t2 ∈ [a, b], we assume γ2 ∈ Γ
t2
o (µ, ν2) and γ1,2 ∈ Γ1(ν1, ν2).

Lemma A.1 provides γ2 ∗ γ1,2 ∈ Γ(ν1, ν2, µ) ∈ P(R3m) with (π3,1)#(γ2 ∗ γ1,2) ∈ Γ(µ, ν1) and
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(π3,2)#(γ2 ∗ γ1,2) = γ2. Therefore,

Ct1 (µ, ν1) −Ct2(µ, ν2)

6

∫

R2m
At1 (x, y1) d(π3,1)#(γ2 ∗ γ1,2) −

∫

R2m
At2 (x, y2) dγ2

=

∫

R3m
At1 (x, y1) − At2 (x, y2) d(γ2 ∗ γ1,2)

6

∫

R3m
lK,a,b(d(y1, y2) + |t1 − t2|) d(γ2 ∗ γ1,2)

= lK,a,b(W1(ν1, ν2) + |t1 − t2|).

where lK,a,b denotes the Lipschitz constant of function (t, y) 7→ At(x, y) depending on K, a and b.

Suppose µi ∈P(K), i = 1, 2, 3, γ ∈ Γ(µ2, µ3) and t ∈ (0, τ1] fixed. By Lemma A.2 we have that

for any γ ∈ Γ(µ2, µ3) and µλ ∈ Γ
t
o(µ1, γ

λ
2→3

), there exists γλ ∈ Γ(µ1, γ) satisfying (γλ)λ
1,2→3

= µλ.

We also have (π1,2)#γλ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ2) and (π1,3)#γλ ∈ Γ(µ1, µ3). In addition, for fixed t ∈ (0, τ1],

there exists some λK > 0 such that K ⊂ B(x, λKt) for all x ∈ K. Now we denote CK := CλK in

Proposition 2.8, then

(1 − λ)Ct(µ1, µ2) + λCt(µ1, µ3) −Ct(µ1, γ
λ
2→3)

= (1 − λ) inf
µ∈Γ(µ1,µ2)

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµ + λ inf

µ∈Γ(µ1,µ3)

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµ (57)

− inf
µ∈Γ(µ1,γ

λ
2→3

)

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµ

6

∫

R2m
(1 − λ)At(x, y) d(π1,2)#γλ +

∫

R2m
λAt(x, y) d(π1,3)#γλ −

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµλ

=

∫

R3m
[(1 − λ)At(x1, x2) + λAt(x1, x3) − At(x1, (1 − λ)x2 + λx3)] dγλ

6 λ(1 − λ)

∫

R3m

CK

t
|x2 − x3|

2dγλ

= λ(1 − λ)

∫

R2m

CK

t
|x2 − x3|

2dγ =
CK

t
λ(1 − λ)W2

2,γ(µ2, µ3). (58)

Consequently, (58) implies Ct(µ, ·) is locally strongly semiconcave on P(K) with constant CK/t.
�

Proof of Theorem 3.4. For ν, ν′ ∈ Pc(Rm), γ′ ∈ Γ2(ν, ν′) and γ ∈ Γt
o(µ, ν), we know (π2)#γ =

(π2)#γ
′ = ν. Following from Lemma A.1, γ ∗ γ′ ∈ Γ(µ, ν, ν′) with (π2,3)#(γ ∗ γ′) = γ′ and
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(π1,2)#(γ ∗ γ′) = γ. Simultaneously, (π1,3)#(γ ∗ γ′) ∈ Γ(µ, ν′). Here we can get

Ct(µ, ν′) −Ct(µ, ν)

= inf
µ∈Γ(µ,ν′)

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµ − inf

µ∈Γ(µ,ν)

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dµ

6

∫

R2m
At(x, y) d(π1,3)#(γ ∗ γ′) −

∫

R2m
At(x, y) d(π1,2)#(γ ∗ γ′)

=

∫

R3m
At(x1, x3) − At(x1, x2) d(γ ∗ γ′)

6

∫

R3m

(

〈Lv(ηx1 ,x2
(t), η̇x1 ,x2

(t)), x3 − x2〉 +
Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
|x3 − x2|

2

)

d(γ ∗ γ′),

where Csupp (γ∗γ′) is a constant depending on supp (γ ∗ γ′). Recall the construction of γ ∗ γ′ men-

tioned in the proof of Lemma A.1, γ ∗ γ′ =
∫

Rm γx2
× γ′x2

dν(x2), where γ =
∫

Rm γx2
dν(x2) and

γ′ =
∫

Rm γ
′
x2

dν(x2). It follows

Ct(µ, ν′) −Ct(µ, ν)

6

∫

R3m

(

〈px1 ,x2
(t), x3 − x2〉 +

Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
|x3 − x2|

2

)

d(γ ∗ γ′)

=

∫

Rm

∫

R2m

(

〈px1 ,x2
(t), x3 − x2〉 +

Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
|x3 − x2|

2

)

d(γx2
× γ′x2

)dν

=

∫

Rm

∫

Rm

(

〈

∫

Rm
px1 ,x2

(t) dγx2
, x3 − x2〉 +

Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
|x3 − x2|

2

)

dγ′x2
dν

=

∫

R2m
〈pν(x2), x3 − x2〉 +

Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
|x3 − x2|

2 dγ′

=

∫

R2m
〈pν(x2), x3 − x2〉 dγ

′ +
Csupp (γ∗γ′)

2t
W2

2 (ν, ν′),

where px,y(t) := Lv(ηx,y(t), η̇x,y(t)). Since our choice of γ′ ∈ Γ2(µ, ν) is arbitrary, Definition 3.1

shows that pν(x2) ∈ ∂+νCt(µ, ν). −pµ(x1) ∈ ∂+µCt(µ, ν) can be obtained by a similar argument. For

the rest of the proof, we assume that γ ∈ Γt
o(µ, ν) and t′ ∈ (t − ε, t + ε) with ε > 0,

Ct′(µ, ν) −Ct(µ, ν) 6

∫

R2m
At′(x, y) dγ −

∫

R2m
At(x, y) dγ

6 −(t′ − t)
∫

R2m
H(ηx,y(t), px,y(t)) dγ +

CK,t,ε

2
|t′ − t|2,

where K = supp µ × supp ν is a compact subset. This estimate completes the proof. �
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