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A DYNAMIC MODEL OF CONGESTION

HECTOR A. CHANG-LARA AND SERGIO D. ZAPETA-TZUL

ABSTRACT. We revisit the classic problem of determining optimal routes in a graph for
transporting two given distributions defined on its nodes, originally studied by Wardrop and
Beckmann in the 1950s. The global congestion profile at any given time defines a dynamic
metric on the graph, for which the routes must be geodesics. Our first contribution is
the introduction of a dynamic version of the Beckmann problem, for which we derive the
corresponding discrete partial differential equations governing the evolution of the system.
These equations enable us to estimate the size of the support of the edge flow. Finally,
we present some numerical simulations to illustrate the behavior of efficient equilibria in a
dynamic setting with non-local interactions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We address the problem of transporting two given distributions, defined over the nodes
of a given graph, within a finite and discrete time horizon. The primary objective is to
model the behavior of rational agents who aim to minimize their individual travel costs.
The congestion profile at any given moment determines the cost of traversing each edge of
the graph. This notion, originally formalized by Wardrop in the 1950s and published in
[34], is known as Wardrop equilibria. Additionally, the model aims to satisfy an efficiency
assumption by minimizing the expected distance for the given transport plan, as measured
by a Kantorovich functional. All these concepts will be carefully revisited in the preliminary
section of this article, immediately after this introduction.

Once we establish the precise definitions of the problem outlined in the previous para-
graph, two main challenges become apparent about how to compute the equilibria in practice.
First, this is a problem rooted in game theory, with a much weaker existence theory as com-
pared with classical optimization. Each agent seeks to minimize their own travel cost, but
their collective choices influence the metric used to measure those costs. Second, the natural
variable of the model—probability distributions over the set of paths on the graph—resides
in a space of large dimension, usually out of reach for numerical implementations.

Following Wardrop’s work, Beckmann, McGuire, and Winsten presented in [3] an equiva-
lent characterization of the long-term congestion problem in terms of an optimization problem
over edge flows—functions defined on the edges of the graph—finding a way around the two
main challenges in the previous paragraph. This problem, now known as the Beckmann prob-
lem, is recognized as an important tool in the theory of optimal transport. For a detailed
discussion on this connection, we recommend Chapter 4 in the book by Santambrogio [31].
For the reader’s convenience, most of our notation and concepts align with those established
in this reference.
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FIGURE 1. A graph modelling the intersection of two roads. In order to
describe the congestion effects of this intersection, one should consider that
the cost of crossing the edge (a1, b;) should depend on the flows over the edges
(al, bl) and (CZQ, bg)

Section 4.4.1 of Santambrogio’s book discusses the static version of the problem relevant
to this article, also referred to as the long-term problem. In the aforementioned treatment,
agents constantly move with a given flow on the graph. In our dynamic perspective, as
time progresses, the agents adjust their routes to complete the transportation task under
equilibrium and efficiency assumptions. Moreover, we also allow for non-local interactions,
meaning that the cost in a given edge is not only determined by the edge flow in such edge,
but also by the global edge flow. These non-local assumption becomes relevant in practice
if we want to model the influence of flows in opposite directions over the same edge; or the
intersection of two roads, as the one illustrated in Figure 1.

One of the main contribution of this work is to introduce a dynamic version of the Beck-
mann problem and derive the corresponding (discrete) partial differential equations (PDESs)
that govern the equilibria. These equations consist of a conservation law or divergence con-
strains, and what we identify as a constitutive relation that results from the critical equation
of the Beckmann functional with a corresponding Lagrange multiplier. Details are given
in Section 3.2, while a connection with very degenerate and non-local elliptic equation is
discussed in Section 3.6.

To reach this PDE formulation of the problem we provide a detailed discussion of the
construction in a very general setup in Section 2 and 3. While much of this may be already
available in the literature, with perhaps only minor modifications from our part, we include
it in this work for the sake of completeness and pedagogical clarity. A comprehensive review
of the literature can be found in [18], see also [15] for the continuous counterpart.

The main idea behind the dynamic formulation is to extend the model into a phase
space that includes the time dimension. This approach is discussed in Section 4. The
challenge of the dynamic problem arises from the fact that extending the long-term problem
does not preserve the structure of a long-term problem in the extended graph. We present
two ways to formulate this model as a Beckmann-type optimization problem and derive
the corresponding set of equations. The first approach involves generalizing the notion of
the Beckmann problem, for which we devote the Section 3. The second strategy requires



A DYNAMIC MODEL OF CONGESTION 3

introducing a further extension of the graph, along with a corresponding long-term problem
that turns out to be equivalent to the dynamic model, as discussed in Section 4.2.

As an application of the general theory developed in Section 3, we are able to estimate
the size of the support of an edge flow minimizing the Beckmann functional, see Theorem
3.14 and Corollary 3.15 for the static case, and Theorem 4.9 for the dynamic one. From the
PDE perspective, this result guarantees the existence of free boundaries in the solutions of
our equations. Moreover, we provide in Theorem 4.10 and Corollary 4.11, a criterion that
allows to check whenever a solution of the dynamic Beckmann problem is allowed to be
extended in time by zero or not.

To the best of our knowledge, this article may be the first one to establish bounds on
the support of the edge flow. The method of proof is inspired from techniques in optimal
transport that we detail in the Section 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5. In the Section 3.3, we show that
paths supported in the positivity set of any solution of the constitutive relation must be
geodesics. We use this result in Section 3.4 to give an estimate on the size of the support
of the flow in terms of the support of its divergence. In Section 3.5, we find necessary and
sufficient geometric conditions for the edge flow to satisfy the constitutive relation.

To illustrate the theory, we analyze several examples all along the paper. In particular,
Section 5.2 examines one of the simplest scenarios: the intersection of two roads, as shown
in Figure 1. The task is to transport an initial amount of masses m; and my from a; and
as respectively to by and by within T' time steps. A surprising finding from our analysis is
that the equations governing the edge flow are equivalent to a system of discrete obstacle
problems. We provide as well the results of some numerical experiments that illustrate the
behavior of the solutions (see Figure 5).

1.1. Related work. The algorithmic and computational treatment of discrete congestion
problems is a matured discipline, with numerous contributions from game theory, operation
research, and optimization. Some books on the subject include [35, 27, 30, 29]. In contrast,
the continuous counterpart of the theory had to wait for the development of an appropriate
analytical framework, which was provided by the theory of optimal transport in the 1990s
(see [12, 4]) and mean field games in the 2000s (see [21, 22, 23] and [24, 25, 26]).

Some of the first works treating the continuous and stationary congestion models are
those by Carlier, Jimenez and Santambrogio [14], followed by [6] for the short-term problem,
and [10] for the long-term problem. A discrete-to-continuous limit was established by Baillon
and Carlier in [2], and the augmented Lagrangian numerical implementation by Benamou
and Carlier is presented in [5]. In the dynamic setting we find some more recent develop-
ments such as the work by Gangbo, Li, and Mou [19], Graber, Mészaros, Silva, and Tonon
[20], Mazanti and Santambrogio [28], and Cabrera [13]. Interesting connections with free
boundary problems, such as the Hele-Shaw flow, are discussed in the survey [32].

Similar to the present work, all of the articles mentioned in the previous paragraph
share the common feature of formulating a PDE that governs equilibrium configurations.
The regularity theory for non-local and very degenerate equations, in both stationary and
dynamic contexts, is a growing field of research (see for instance [17, 9, 33, 8]). We hope this
contribution helps to further disseminate the connections between these non-local and very
degenerate equations and encourages additional analysis within the community.
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A distinguishing feature of our model, compared to the dynamic models recently studied
in [19, 20, 13], is that in our case, the corresponding continuity equation does not transport
i to v exactly at the end of the given time interval, say [0,T]. In the continuous setting, we
find that in [20, 13] the continuity equation for the density p: R"™ x [0,7] — [0, 0), being
transported by the vector field v: R™ x [0, T] — R™ is given by

op + div(pv) = 0, pli=0 = 1, pli—r = v.

This is also the continuity equation that one considers for the Benamou-Brenier approach
to optimal transport [4, 5], or [19] in the discrete setting.

In our case, the analogue situation would be instead

T

op + div(pv) <0, pli=o = 1, pli=r =0, J div(pv)dt = p — v.
0
(Actually, pli=r = 0 can be deduced from the other conditions and p > 0 at every time).
In other words, the vector field v takes the initial distribution g to v but is allowed to
progressively finish this job at any intermediate time. This is rigorously explained for the
discrete setting in Section 4 through the construction of the set of transport plans IT(u, )"
over the extended graph.

In both cases, the pair (p, v) (or (p, pv)) serves as the variable of an optimization problem.
In our model, by progressively removing the density that has reached its target, the cost
distinguishes two densities: p, representing the portion still in transit, and
t

0E) i= = plt) — | divipv)ds,
0
representing the portion that has completed the transportation task and complements the

conservation law of p
O = —op — div(pv) = 0.

The work by Gangbo, Li, and Mou [19] is closely related to ours, as it is also formulated
on a graph (over continuous time). A key distinction is that their model considers not
only the flows along the edges at each moment in time but also the mass at the nodes. In
[19], the cost associated with any given edge is determined by the mass at the endpoints of
that edge. An intriguing question arises regarding how these models could be related at the
discrete level, in a manner similar to the connections between the Benamou-Brenier problem,
congestion, and optimal transport, which are known in the continuous models.

The work by Mazanti and Santambrogio [28] can be seen as the continuous analogue of
a particular case in our article. Their goal is to model a population attempting to escape
a given domain through its boundary. The resulting equations can be seen as a non-local
analogue of a dynamic eikonal equation. In our approach, we avoid the delicate aspects
of analysis in infinite-dimensional spaces, allowing us to present more general models and
features that, in the discrete setup, include those in [28]. Our first reference to this connection
appears in Remark 2.2.

The work by Brasco and Petrache [11] focuses on extending classical equivalences between
total variation minimization, Kantorovich duality, and path-based transports to broader
functional spaces (namely, the dual of Sobolev spaces). Our work introduces a dynamic



A DYNAMIC MODEL OF CONGESTION 5

Beckmann problem on graphs, where the agents’ routing choices under time-dependent con-
gestion are governed by Wardrop equilibria. Both contributions emphasize the deep con-
nections between optimization, duality, and PDE-like structures; Brasco and Petrache by
generalizing continuous models and our work by proving similar dualities for a dynamic
discrete model.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank Ryan Hynd, Edgard Pimentel, and Daniel
Hernéndez for their helpful feedback on S. Zapeta-Tzul’s thesis. S. Zapeta-Tzul was sup-
ported by the CONAHCyT-MEXICO scholarship 797093. H. Chang-Lara was supported by
the CONAHCyT-MEXICO grant A1-S-48577.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Stochastic geodesic problem. The standard (deterministic) geodesic problem con-
sists of computing the distance and paths of minimum length between two points on a given
graph. Its stochastic counterpart posses a similar question between probability distributions
on the nodes. An efficient solution of the geodesic problem aims to find probability distribu-
tions on the set of geodesics that also minimizes the Kantorovich functional. In this section
we give precise notions of these problems.

A directed graph is a pair G = (N, E), where N is the set of nodes and £ € N x N
is the set of edges that connect these nodes. For an edge e = (z,y) € N x N, we denote
e =z, et ==y, and —e = (y,z). We say that G is undirected or symmetric if and only if
E=—-FE:={-eeNxN|eecE}.

We will always assume in this work that NV is a finite set.

A path on G is a finite ordered list of consecutive nodes w = (zg,...,zy), such that
e; = (vj_1,x;) € E forie{l,...,¢}. We denote by w™ := xy and w" := x, the starting and
final nodes of the path. A path with with (¢ + 1) nodes, allowing repetitions, is said to have

length ¢. This definition allows the trivial paths of the form w = (x) with zero length. For
a path of length ¢ > 1, we can also refer it by listing its consecutive edges w = (e, ..., ep).

We denote by Path(G) the set of all paths in GG, and for any z,y € N

Path,,(G) := {w € Path(GQ) | w™ = z,w™ = y}.

A loop is a path of length ¢ > 1 such that w, = w_. A simple path is one that does not
repeat any node, in other words it does not contain a loop. We denote by SPath(G) the set

of simple paths, and SPath,,(G) = Path,,(G) n SPath(G). Notice that set of paths is in
general infinitely countable meanwhile the set of simple paths is finite.

We say that a node x € w if x appears in the list of nodes of w. Similarly, we say that
the edge e € w, if e appears in the list of edges of w. Given A € F, we say that w < A if for
every e € w, one has that e € A.

Given £: E — [0,00), we define the length L : Path(G) — [0, 0) by

Le(w) := Y &(e).

ecw
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If e € E appears multiple times in w, then £(e) appears with the same multiplicity in the
sum above. In the case that w = (z) is a trivial path, L¢(w) = 0 by default. We may also
refer to £ as a metric on the graph G.

For a pair of nodes x,y € N, the (directed) distance d¢(z,y) between them is defined as
the minimum of the lengths of all paths from x to y:

de(z,y) := min{L¢(w) | w € Path,,(G)}.

A path w that realizes the distance between its end points is called a geodesic. We denote
the sets of geodesics as Geod (G, €). The set of geodesics between two given nodes x,y € N
is denoted by Geod,, (G, &) := Geod(G, &) n Path,,(G).

If Path,,(G) = & we just say that d¢(z,y) = +00. Given that the graphs in consideration
are finite, we have that Geod,,(G,&) = ¢ is equivalent to Path,,(G) = &.

A well studied problem consists on computing Geod,,,(G,&) between two given nodes
m,n € N. A standard approach consists on solving the dynamic programming equation
(usually implemented by iterative methods)

u(r) = min{¢(e) +u(e”)} if z # n,
u(n) = 0.
As a result we obtain the distance function to the target node n as u(x) = d¢(z,n). The

geodesics can then be computed from u using the Pontryagin principle: w € Path,,,(G) is a
geodesic if and only if it satisfies that:

o w =m,w" =n,

e For all € € w, it holds that u(e™) = £(e) + u(e™).

Given two probability distributions® over the set of nodes, y, v € P(IN), a natural question
would be to find a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) that connects u to v, and is supported on
geodesics. This is a generalization of the previous case which arises when? © = 1,, and
v=1,

Given pu,v € P(N), we say that a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) connects p to v if and
only if for every x,y € N

Pyw™ =2)= ) qw)=nlx), Py =y)= ) qw)=v(y).

wT=x wt=y

In a similar way that a geodesic satisfies L¢(w) = de(w™,w™), there is a simple criterion
that determines if a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) is supported on geodesics. For it we need
to introduce the transport plan.

LGiven a countable set X we let
P(X):={p: X = [0,1] | X exp(x) =1}.

These define all the probabilities over the sigma-algebra of all the subsets of X.
2Given F < X, we denote the indicator function of E by 15: X — R such that

lifzxeF
1g(x) = ’
5(®) {0 otherwise.

If £ = {xo} we just let 1., := I}, and if E' = X we let 1 := 1x.
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Definition 2.1 (Transport plan). The transport plan v[q] € P(N x N) of a path profile
q € P(Path(G)) is given by

Mz, y) =Pylw” =zw" =y) = 3 qw)

wePathgy (G)

Lemma 2.1 (Characterization of path profiles supported on geodesics). Given £: E —
[0,00), a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) satisfies {qg > 0} < Geod(G,€) if and only if E,(L¢) =
E,q(de), or equivalently

(2.1) Y Lewaw) = Y} delzy)lal(z,y).

wePath(G) z,yeN

Proof. Notice that the left-hand side of (2.1) is always bigger or equal than the right-hand

side. Indeed
D Lew)gw) = D) de(w,w)g(w).

wePath(G) wePath(G)
By partitioning the paths according to their initial and final pomts

Z de(w™,w)g(w) = Z Z de(x,y)q Z de(x,y)Yy Y)-
wePath(G) z,yEN wePathgy (G) z,ye€N

The rest of the proof focuses on showing the equivalence with the reverse inequality.

On one hand, if ¢ is supported on geodesics, then
Y Lewyw) = Y dewwhg(w).
wePath(G) wePath(G)
We already noticed that the right-hand side above is just the right-hand side in (2.1).
Now we prove the other implication by contradiction. Assume that ¢ satisfies (2.1), but
it is not supported on geodesics. That means that there must exists some w € Path(G) such

that ¢(w) > 0 and L¢(w) > de(w™,w™). Given that for every w € Path(G) it always holds
that L¢(w) = de(w™, w™) we must have that

D Lew)glw) > )] dgw whglw) = > de(z,y)vlal(z,y),
wePath(G) wePath(G z,yeN
which contradicts (2.1). O

Given I' € P(N x N), a more general geodesic problem can be posed by looking for path
profiles ¢ € P(Path(G)), supported on geodesics, that also satisfy the assumption y[q] € T.
We will denote the feasible set as

Q(I') := {q € P(Path(G)) | 7[q] € I'}.

For instance, given u,v € P(N), the geodesic problem from g to v, which is referred to
as the long-term problem, arises when

D =1(p,v) = {y e PN x N) [ 7" [7] = 7" [7] = v},
where 7% : P(N x N) — P(N) denote the marginals

(22) ) = Y vwy), W) = ) (@),

yeN zeN
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Whenever I' = {7}, then it is known as the short-term problem. These names have been
borrowed from [31, Chapter 4].

Remark 2.2. Another example can be given whenever the goal is to transport y € P(N)
inside a region S < N, then one should consider

P={yePWNxN) |7 []=pm{rtH]>0=st= |] M)
{vr>0}cS

This related with the model presented in [28], in a discrete and stationary setting.

Remark 2.3. One may also want to connect two distributions that are constrained only in
their support. Given S* < N, we have in mind

D= {7eP(NxN) | {r []>0cS x>0 cs)= | M)

{p>0}cS~—
{v>0}cS™

For x,y € N, we have that Path,,(G) # & represents a connectivity condition from z to
y. A natural way to extend this notion for v € P(N x N) would be to say that there exists
a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) such that v[q]| = 7.

The equivalence between (1) and (4) in the following lemma is the generalization of the
equivalence between Path,, (G) # & and d¢(z,y) < oo already noticed for the deterministic
case.

Lemma 2.4. The following are equivalent for v € P(N x N) and &: E — [0,00):

(1) v € y[P(Path(G))],

(2) Path,,(G) # & for every (z,y) € {y > 0},
(3) de(z,y) < o for every (z,y) € { > 0},
(4) Zx,yEN dg(l", y)’y(x, y) < 0.

Proof. The implications (1) = (2) < (3) < (4) are straightforward, so we focus this proof
on (2) = (1). The argument follows by induction on the size of {v > 0}.

If v = Luyy,, then by hypothesis we must have a path wy € Path,,,(G) # . In this case
we can take ¢ = 1, € P(Path(G)) such that y[L,,] = Lugy,-

Consider now the case where k := #{v > 0} > 1, and assume that (1) holds for any
transport plan supported in a set of size (k — 1), and under the hypothesis (2).

Let zg,y0o € N such that v := v(zo,y0) € (0,1), and wy € Pathgy,,(G). Let then
71 € P(N x N) such that

1
M (7 = Y0 Lagyo) -

o L=

Then {v; > 0} = {y > 0}\{(z0,%0)} such that #{~; > 0} = k—1 and ~; satisfies (2). By the
inductive hypothesis there exists ¢; € P(Path(G)) such that 7, = v[¢]. Letting

q:=(1—v)qa + Ll € P(Path(G)),

we get that v[q] = 7. d
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In a similar way as Path,,(G) # & is equivalent to Geod,,(G,§{) # &, we present in
the next lemma a stochastic extension of this fact. The proof follows the same inductive
argument as in the previous lemma with slight modifications.

Lemma 2.5 (Existence of geodesic profiles). Given £: E — [0,00) and v € v[P(Path(G))],
there exists g € Q({7}) such that {q > 0} < Geod(G,¢).

Proof. We proceed by induction on the size of the set {y > 0}. If y(x0, yo) = Lugy,, We must
have that Path,,, (G) # & and there must exists some wy € Geody,,, (G, §). In this case we
can take ¢ = 1.

Consider now the general case where k := #{y > 0} > 1, and assume that the result
holds for any transport plan in v[P(Path(G))], but supported in a set of size (k — 1).

By Lemma 2.4, we can find ¢o € Q({7}). Let o, yo € N such that o := v(zo, y0) € (0, 1),
and let ¢; € P(Path(G)) such that

1
Gi= T qo — Z qo(w) e
o wePathgy, (G)

Then
1

7[(]1] = 1_ Y (7 - 70]1900?;0) )
so that {7[q1] > 0} = { > 0}\{(x0, y0)}-

By the inductive hypothesis, there exists g2 € Q({v[q1]}) supported on geodesics. Letting
wo € Geody,y, (G, &) we finally construct

g :=(1—")g2 + 701, € P(Path(G)).
It verifies that v[q] = v, and is supported on geodesics. ]

The following observation follows by applying the previous lemma to & = 1. Recall that
SPath(G) denotes the set of simple paths in G, i.e., paths without loops.

Corollary 2.6. Given v € v|P(Path(G))], there exists ¢ € Q({v}) such that {q > 0} <
SPath(G).

The stochastic geodesic problem can also be coupled with a minimization on the transport
plan known as the Kantorovich problem.
Definition 2.2 (Efficient profile). Given : E — [0,0), we say that a path profile g € Q(T)
is efficient with respect to I' € P(N x N) if and only if

ylg] € argmin Y de(w,y)y(,y).

ver z,yeN

Due to the characterization provided in Lemma 2.1, we get that a path profile ¢ € Q(T")
is supported on geodesics and efficient with respect to I', if and only if

> Lelwlglw) =inf 3 de(w,y)1(z,y).

wePath(G) z,yeN

Due to Lemma 2.4 we are able to establish the following existence result.
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Corollary 2.7 (Existence of efficient geodesic profiles). Let I' € P(N x N) be closed such
that T' n~(Path(G)) # &. Then there exists ¢* € Q(T') such that {¢* > 0} < Geod(G, &) and

y[g*] € argmin Y de(w, y)y(w,y).

Vel z,yeN

Proof. By the equivalence of the first and fourth items in Lemma 2.4, we have that the
minimum of y € I' = > v de(x, y)y(w, y) must be restricted to the set I' n [P (Path(G))].
Given that P(N x N) is compact, we get that I' n v[P(Path(G))] is also compact, and there
exists a minimizer

v e arirrrlin Z de(z,y)v(x,y) < v[P(Path(G))].

z,yeN
Given that v* € y[P(Path(G))], we use Lemma 2.5 to find a profile ¢* € Q({7*}) supported
on geodesics. This profile ¢* is by construction an efficient geodesic profile. 0

2.2. Congestion. The phenomenon of congestion appears when the metric £ depends on
the path profile via the flow that it imposes on each one of its edges.

Definition 2.3 (Edge flow). The edge flowi|q]: E — [0,0) of a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G))
15 given by

ilq](e) == Pylw 3€) =} q(w).

w3e

Starting in this section, we will use YX to denote the set of functions f: X — Y. In this
sense, f(x) is the value of the z-coordinate of f and may also be denoted by f,. Usually
we will have that Y € R, then YX inherits the corresponding structures from the Euclidean
space. We also denote by R the interval [0, c0).

We are given for each edge e € E a cost function g.: RE; — [0,00). We may also
denote the whole set of costs by g = (g.): RZ, — RZ,. The idea is that the path profile
q € P(Path(G)) now determines the metric £: E — [0, 00) according to

&(e) = geli[q]) for each e € E.

We say that the cost is local at some given edge e € E if and only if we have that
ge(i) = ge(ie), meaning that g. depends exclusively on the value i, and not the whole vector
i € RE). Otherwise and in general, we say that the cost is non-local.

We use the following notations for the length and distance depending on a given path
profile
Lq := Ly(ifq)), dq 2= dg(ifq))-
We hope that the context will make clear this abuse of notation.
Definition 2.4 (Wardrop equilibrium). Given g: RE) — RZ,, a path profile ¢ € P(Path(G))
1s a Wardrop equilibrium iof and only if

{q > 0} = Geod(G, g(ilq])).
We say that the equilibrium is efficient in I' € P(N x N) if and only if
v[g] € argmin > dy(z, y)y(x, y).

Vel z,yeN
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We denote the set of efficient Wardrop equilibria in T' as WE(G, T, g).

As a consequence of the characterization given by Lemma 2.1, we may use the following
identities to verify whether a path profile is a Wardrop equilibrium or not.

Corollary 2.8. The path profile ¢ € P(Path(G)) is a Wardrop equilibrium if and only if

Y Lw)gw) = Y. de(x,y)vlal(z,y).

wePath(G) z,yeN

Given T' € P(N x N), a path profile ¢ € Q(T') is an efficient equilibrium in T if and only if
> Lewlglw) =inf 3 dy(z,y)1(,y).

wePath(G) z,yeN

The existence of a Wardrop equilibrium ¢ € Q(I') is non-trivial, in contrast with the
proof of Lemma 2.5 or Corollary 2.7 addressing the existence of efficient geodesic profiles.
The challenge is that this is a problem in game theory, rather than a classical optimization.
Each geodesic could be understood as the rational choices of the agents looking to minimize
the costs of their respective paths, meanwhile their collective decision imposes the metric.

In precise terms one can approach the problem from the perspective of a fixed point
statement. Given I' € P(N x N) and £: E — [0,0), let T[¢] be the set of solutions to the
efficient geodesic problem with the given data:

T[] == {qe Q) | {g > 0} = Geod(G, £)}.

By Lemma 2.5 we know that T[¢] # & if and only if Q(T') # &. A Wardrop equilibrium is
a fixed point for the equation

q € Tlg(elq])].

It is not immediate that such equilibria should exist or that the iterations of T'ogoi converge
in an appropriated sense.

We will include in the next section a hypothesis that will allow us to reformulate the
problems in terms of an optimization one, for which we have available a much more robust
theory for the existence of optimal configurations.

2.3. The potential. We say that the congestion model is of potential type if there exists
a continuously differentiable function H : ]Rgo — R such that VH = g, which means that
for every e € E we get that the partial derivative of H in the e-coordinate, which will be
denoted by d.H, equals g.. Potential models are characterized by the symmetry condition
provided by Poincaré’s lemma.

Lemma 2.9 (Poincaré). Let g: Rgo — R¥ be continuously differentiable. There exists
H:RE; — R twice continuously differentiable satisfying VH = g if and only if for any pair
of edges eq1,e3 € E we have the symmetry condition O, ey = OcyGe, -

From the modelling point of view, we may interpret the equality 0., ge, = Oc,Ge, Saying
that for any i € RE fixed, an infinitesimal increment of di on the edge e; has the same effect
on the cost for the edge es, as the effect of an infinitesimal increment of §i on the edge e; on
the cost for the edge e;.
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Under the assumptions of the previous lemma we obtain that the following integral
provides a potential for ¢

H(z’):f zdt_f > gelit)icdt.

0 eeE

In the local case (ge(i) = ge(i.)) the symmetry condition is always satisfied. Under this
assumption, we have that if G, is a primitive of g., then H (i) = > Ge(i.) is a potential
for g.

Here is the main result of this section. Namely the equivalence of efficient Wardrop
equilibria for a potential type model, with an optimization problem in P(Path(G)). The
following theorem can be compared to its continuous analogue, which is the main result in
[14], or with the Section 4.4.1 the book [31]. The particular case for the short term problem

= {7} and local monotone cost is given by the Theorem 4.28 in [31].

Theorem 2.10. Let I' € P(N x N) be a convex set, and let H € C*(RE) be a potential for
the cost g = VH = 0. Then,
argmin H (i[q]) € WE(G, T, g).

v[qleT

Moreover, the sets are equal if H is conver.

Proof. The proof consists on computing the variational inequality for the minimization of Hoq
under the restriction ¢ € Q(I'). For ¢* € P(Path(G)), we have that ¢* € argmin, ;. H(i[q])
implies that

(2.3 Y L@ @) =min Y dpep)(ey)
wePath(G) e JYeEN

Moreover, if H is convex we also have that (2.3) implies ¢* € argmin ,.r H (i[q]).

Once this claim is proved, we just have to notice that (2.3) is exactly the second identity
found in Corollary 2.8. This then would settle the proof.

Notice that (2.3) is equivalent to the inequality
(2.4) Z Ly (w)g*(w) < mm Z dgx(x,y)y(z,y).
wePath(G) z,yeN

The opposite inequality is always true by definition.
Assume first that ¢* € argmin, ;. H(i[¢]) and v € I'. Our goal is to show that
Y LepWatw) < ) dgs(z,y)(a,y).
wePath(G) z,yeN

If v ¢ y[P(Path(G))], then the right hand side is infinite due to Lemma 2.4. Assume
then that v € y[P(Path(G))]. By Lemma 2.5 with £* := g(i[¢*]), there exists ¢ € Q({7})
supported on geodesics of £*.

For t € [0, 1] we consider the convex combination ¢ = (1 — t)¢* + tq € Q(I") such that
ilg:] = (1 —t)ilg*] + ti[q]. Given that H(i[q:]) = H(i[¢*]) and using the Taylor expansion
of H at i[¢*] we obtain that

0 <tVH(ilg"]) - (ilg] = ilg*]) + o(t).
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Dividing by ¢ € (0,1) and taking the limit as ¢t — 0%,
0< ), H(i[g*])(ilg](e) — i[g*](e)),

= >, 0.(i[a"]) D J(a(w) — ¢*(w)),
= D (4w) = ¢* (W) Lyx(w).
wePath(G)

Using that Ly« (w) = dg=(w™,w™) over the support of ¢, and v[q] = v
D LWt w) < ) dp(wwh)gw) = ) dgr(ay)y(z,y).
wePath(G) wePath(G) z,yeN
Then we obtain (2.4) by minimizing over «y € I'.

Assume now that H is convex and ¢* € Q(I') satisfies the inequality (2.4). For any
competitor ¢ € Q(T") we have that

D Lyt (w) < Y. de(zylal@y) < ). L (w)g(w).
wePath(G) z,yeN wePath(G)
By the convexity of H
H(i[q)) - H(ilg*]) = VH(i[g"]) - (i[d] = i[a*]) = D, Lex(w)(g(w) — ¢*(w)) = 0.
wePath(G)

This shows that ¢* minimizes H o+ and concludes the proof. U

The advantage of having a potential is that we now reduce the problem of finding efficient
equilibria (game theory), to an optimization problem.

Corollary 2.11 (Existence of efficient Wardrop equilibium). Let I' € P(N x N) be a closed
conver set such that Q(T') # &, and let H € C'(RE) be a potential for the cost g = VH = 0.
Then,

WE(G, T, g) # &.

Proof. By Theorem 2.10 it suffices to show that argmin, ,cr H(i[q]) # . Let
S:={qe Q) | {¢g > 0} < SPath(G)}.

We will show that
& # argmin H (i[q]) < argmin H (i[q]).
qeS qeQ(T)

Let ¢ € Q(I'). By Corollary 2.6, there exists ¢ € Q({7y[¢]}) such that {¢ > 0} <
SPath(G). This means that S # . We now use that S < P(SPath(G)), with SPath(G) a
finite set, to get that S is a compact set. By continuity, argmin s H(i[q]) # .

Assume now by contradiction that there exists some ¢* € Q(I") such that

(2.5) H{(ilg™]) < min H(ilq])-



14 H. A. CHANG-LARA AND S. D. ZAPETA-TZUL

For each path w € {¢* > 0}, we construct the simple path S(w) € SPath(G) by erasing
all the loops in w. Then we let Sxq* € P(SPath(G)) be the push-forward of ¢* such that for
any w € SPath(G)

Spd*(w) =Pu({S=w}) = > ¢W)
w'eS—1(w)
The profile Sxq* can also be extended to P(Path(G)) by setting ¢ = 0 outside SPath(G).
This results in Sx¢* being a member of S such that i[Sxq*] < i[¢*]. By the monotonicity of
H, we obtain that H(i[Sxq¢*]) < H(i[¢*]). Therefore we get a contradiction with (2.5) and
complete the proof. 0

Even for this optimization problem, we still face the challenge that the configuration
space, given by Q(I') nP(SPath(()), has a dimension too large for any practical implementa-
tions. However, for the long-term problem with I' = II(y, v) such that {y > 0}n{r > 0} = &,
we can reformulate the problem as an equivalent optimization in R¥, a space with drastically
smaller dimension.

3. THE BECKMANN PROBLEM

The Beckmann problem is a minimization problem posed over flows i € Rgo with a
restriction on the divergence. The divergence div: R — R¥ is the linear transformation

given by
divi(z) == Y] i(e) = > i(e).

e =z et=zx

Definition 3.1 (Beckmann problem). Given M < RY and H: RE; — R, the Beckmann
problem consists of minimizing H (i) under the constraint that divi e M. We denote its set
of solutions by
BP(G, M, H) := argmin H (i).
divieM

We will see shortly that the the Beckmann problem is closely related with the Wardrop
problem for a particular type of feasible set of transport plans.

Definition 3.2. Given M < RY, let
(G, M) :={yeP(N x N) | 77 [7] =7"[y] € M}.
The construction of II(G, M) generalizes the one for II(x,v). In particular, TI(u,v) <

(G, {x — v}), and the sets are equal if {u > 0} N {vr > 0} = . This claims follows from
the following general lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Given M < RY, the following inclusion holds®
| T, ) e (G, M.
fem
Furthermore, equality holds if and only if M < {f e RN | f* € P(N)}.

3Given a € R, we denote its positive and negative parts respectively as at = max{a,0} and a= =
max{—a, 0}, such that a = a* —a™.
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Proof. Let f € M. From the definitions we have that v € II(f*, f7) if and only if 7*[y] = f7.
This implies that
T =t =T =feM,
thus ~ € II(G, M).
Let us now assume M < {f € RY | f£ € P(N)}. Given v € II(G, M) and f :
7 [y] — 7T[7] € M we get that f* < 77 [y] and f~ < 7*[y]. Since both f* and 7*|
belong to P(N), these inequalities must actually be equalities. Therefore, v € TI(f*, f7).

O=

The main ingredient to connect the Beckmann and Wardrop problems is given by the
following identity.

Lemma 3.2. For q € P(Path(G))
divilq] = 7~ [v[ql] — 7" [v[d]].

Proof. We start with the definitions of the divergence and the edge flow. For any x € N

divi[q](z) = Z ilq](e) — Z ilg](e)

e~ =x et=zx

= ) W) = ) Y aw)

e~ =x wde et =x w3e

=1 D W) (L —ay — Ljer—a) Lecwy-

e€eE wePath(G)
By Fubini and a cancellation identity

diVi[Q](x) = Z Q<w)(ﬂ{w—::c} - ﬂ{w*':x})'
wePath(G)

From the definition of the transport plan and the marginal 7~
YAl = > Y aw) = D Al y) = 7 [Yall().
wePath(G) yeN wePathyy (G) yeN
In a similar way for the the marginal 7+
DA lpi—ay =Y, Y aw) = ) Adly,x) = 7 [l ().
wePath(G) yeN wePathy, (G) yeN

This concludes the desired identity. O

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we obtain that
v[q] € TI(G, M) < divi[q] € M.
Hence we can immediately compare the two optimization problems

3. inf H(i) < inf H(ilql).
( 6) di\lllileM (Z> 'y[q]ehn(G,/\/l) <Z[Q])

The following theorem states that both problems are indeed equivalent. A discussion of
the Beckmann formulation in the local case can also be found on pages 159-161 of [31]. Our
statement allows a broader class of cost and gives more precise description on the relation
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between the sets BP(G, M, H) and argmin, ,ierieu H(i[g]), however all these ideas can
also be found in [31].

Theorem 3.3. Let M < {f e RN | f* € P(N)} be a closed set such that {i € RE, | divie
M} # &, and let H € CY(RE)) such that VH = 0. Then,

BP(G, M, H) # & and argmin H(i[q]) # &,
YlgleT (G, M)
and
(3.7) min H(i) = i (ila])-
Moreover,
argmin H(i[g)) = ) {¢" € QUG M)) | i[¢"] <i*}.
Ylalell(G, M) i*eBP(G,M,H)

The following proof relies on a technical lemma, which we will state now and prove in
the next section

Lemma 3.4 (Smirnov Decomposition). Let i € RE, such that
p:= (divi)* and v := (divi)~ belong to P(N).
Then there exists ¢ € Q(I1(u,v)) such that i[q] < i.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. The hypotheses guarantee that I' = II(G,M) < P(N x N) is a
compact set. Let us now show that Q(I') # &. Let i € RE such that divi € M. By the
assumption on M, we have that y = (divi)*,v = (divi)~ € P(N). Then by the Smirnov
decomposition there exists g € P(Path(G)) such that v[q] € (i, v) < (G, M).

From the proof of the Corollary 2.11 applied to I" = II(G, M), we get that

argmin  H(i[q]) # &.
Y[glell(G M)

(Notice that this statement does not require I' to be convex, but only compact with Q(I") #
).

For every ¢* € argmin, jcrpe ) H(i[g]) one must also have that
il¢*] € BP(G, M, H).
Otherwise, there exists i € RZ, with divi € M such that H(i) < H(i[¢*]). Once again
by the Smirnov decomposition, there exists ¢ € P(Path(G)) such that v[q] € TI(G, M) and
i[q] < i. Given that VH > 0, we get that H(i[q]) < H(i) and the following contradiction
H(i < H(i) < H(i[¢*]) = min  H(ilq]),
(laD) < 716) < HGl') = min - HGLq)
This previous argument not only shows that BP(G, M, H) # J, but also says that the
two minima must be equal. Indeed, for i* € BP(G, M, H) and ¢ € Q(TI(G, M)), such that

i[q] < i*, we get that

in H(i) = H(i*) > H(i[g]) > min H(i[q]).
i HG) = H() > Hilg]) > min | H(ilq])
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Given that the opposite inequality also holds, as was already pointed out in (3.6), we obtain
the desired equality.

Moreover, and once again by the previous argument using the Smirnov decomposition

argmin  H(i[q]) < {¢* € Q(II(G, M)) | i[¢*] € BP(G, M, H)}
Ylglell(G,M)

c U f{ereomua m))|ilg] < i
i*eBP(G,M,H)

On the other hand, if ¢ € Q(II(G, M)) is such that i[¢q] < ¢* for some i* € BP(G, M, H),
then

H(ilg]) < H(@") = min H(i) = W[Q];g}g’M)H(Z[qD-

In conclusion, q € argmin,jjerq v H (i[g]), which settles the last claim in the theorem. [

A natural question arises: Given I' € P(N x N), does there exists M < R such that
I' = II(G, M)?

Lemma 3.5. Let ' < P(N x N). There exists M € RN such that T = T1(G, M) if and only
if
(3.8) (v +ker(m™ — 7)) A P(N x N) < T for every yeT.

Proof. Let v € TI(G, M) and
ye (y+ker(n™ —7")) nP(N x N).
Then 7~ [y] — 7t [7] = 7~ [y] — 7 *[v] € M, so that 7 € [I(G, M).

Assume now that (3.8) holds for every v € I" and let us show that I' = II(G, M) for
M = (7= —7")(T). Clearly I < II(G, M) by construction. For ¥ € II(G, M) we get that
7 [7] — 7t [7] = 7 [y] — 7" [7y] for some v € I". Then k =% — v € ker(n~ — n") shows that

Yy=v+ke(y+ker(n” —7"))nP(N x N)cT,
which concludes the proof. O

3.1. The Smirnov decomposition. The proof of Lemma 3.4 is constructive and can be
used to find the efficient equilibria from the optimal flow. The idea is closely related with
the inductive argument in the proof of the Lemma 2.4 and the proof of the Lemma 2.5. First
we show an preliminary lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Giveni: E'— [0,90) and z € {divi > 0}, there exists w € | J,c(giy i<0y Pathey (G)
such that i(e) > 0 for every e € w.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the size of {i > 0} < E, the case where #{i > 0} =1
being trivial. Assume then that k := #{i > 0} > 1 and the result holds for any edge flow
j: E —[0,00) with #{j > 0} < k.

For z € {divi > 0} there is at least one edge ey with e; = z # e and i := i(eg) > 0.
If y .= ef € {divi < 0} we just take the path w = () to conclude. Otherwise, we assume
that divi(y) = 0 and consider j = i — igl,, € R¥ with #{j > 0} = k — 1.
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We check that

{divi > 0} U {y} if divi(z) > i,

{divj >0} = {({dm > 0} u {y})\{z} if divi(z) < o,

{divj <0} — {leZ < 0} if div?(m)?.io, |
{divi < 0} u {z} if divi(z) < .

Then we use the inductive hypothesis to find a path wy from y € {divj > 0} to {divj < 0}
such that j(e) = i(e) > 0 for any e € wp. If this path ends at {divi < 0}, the concatenation
w that starts with e and then follows wy gives the desired path from x to {divi < 0}.

The remaining possibility is that wi = z, in this case we still consider for the concatena-
tion w as in the previous paragraph, which in this case becomes a loop. Let m := minee, i(e)
and j' € R” such that

§=i—mi[ly] =i—m) 1,

ecw

such that div j' = divi. Given that #{j’ > 0} < k we obtain by the inductive hypothesis a
path from z € {div j’ > 0} to {divj’ < 0} = {divi < 0} and conclude the proof. O

Remark 3.7. The same argument shows that for every y € {divi < 0} there exists w €
Usetaivi=0) Pathey (G) such that i(e) > 0 for every e € w.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We proceed by induction and begin by introducing a few constructions
for an arbitrary function i: £ — R. For the positive and negative parts of the divergence
we denote pfi] := (divi)™ and v[i] = (divi)~. For the paths in the support of the edge flow,
connecting the support of the positive and negative of the divergence

Path(i) := {w € Path(G) | we {i > 0},w™ € {u[i] > 0},w™ € {v[i] > 0}}.
Finally, we consider the edges that are used by some path in the previous set

Edge(i) := {e € FE | e € w for some w € Path(7)}.

The induction proceeds on the size of the set
S(i) := Edge(i) u {u[i] > 0} u {v[i] > 0}.
The base case is the one where {u[i] > 0} = {zo}, {v[i] > 0} = {yo}, and Edge(i) = {(xo,y0)}-
Whenever this happens, we just let wy = (29, yo) and g = 1.

Assume now that k := #5S(i) > 3 and the conclusion holds for any j: £ — [0, 00) with
#85(j) < k and under the hypothesis of the lemma. Let

m :=min<{ min %(e), min t|(z), min v[i e (0,1].
{GEEdge(i) ©) xe{u[i]>0}u[]( ) ye{v[i]>0} [](y)} (0.1]

If m = 1 we have that necessarily {u[i] > 0} = {zo}, {v[i] > 0} = {yo}, and i = 1 over
Edge(i). By Lemma 3.6 there exists wy € Path,,,,(G) n Path(i). Then once again, ¢ = 1,
gives the desired profile.
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Let us assume that m € (0,1). By construction there must exists wy € Path(i) such that

o = win i) i) ) 1) |

Let 1
] = 1_ m (Z - mi[ﬂwo])a
such that
nlil = ﬁ (#li =1z ) € PO), - wlj] = 5 —1m (1] =i ) € PN

By its construction #S(j) < k.

By the inductive hypothesis there exists gy € Q(II(u[j], »[j])) such that i[g] < j. Let
finally ¢ = (1 —m)qo + m1,,. By the linearity of the map ¢ we get that

ilg] = (1 —m)i[qo] + mi[1,,] <.
Also by linearity
Vgl = (1 = m)v[qo] + my[Lu ] = (1 = m)y[go] + mI -+
For the marginals we obtain
7 [ld] = (L =m)ulj] +ml - = plil, 7 [y[q]] = (1= m)v[j] + mlz = v[i].
Hence g € Q(II(p[i], v[i])), which concludes the proof. O

3.2. The constitutive relations. The next lemma presents the variational inequalities for
the Beckmann problem in terms of the Lagrange multiplier for the divergence constrain.
Such multiplier will be usually denoted by u € RY. The discrete gradient D : RV — R¥,
transpose to — div, is defined by

Du(e) := u(e™) —u(e™).
Lemma 3.8. Let for ke {1,2}, my e N, Ay: RY — R™ linear, by € R™, and
M = {f e RN | Ai[f] = by, Ao[f] = b}

Given H € C'(RE)), we have that for every i* € BP(G, M, H) there exist uf € R™ such
that for u* = AT[u¥] — AT[u}] e RY

min{:*, VH(i*) — Du*} = 0 in E,
(3.9) min{As[divi*] — by, ui} = 0,

Al [le Z*] = bl.

Moreover, if H is convex, then for any (i,u;,us) € RE x R™ x R™ and u = AT [uy] — AT [us]
that satisfies the previous equations it must hold that i € BP(G, M, H).

We call the first equation in (3.9) the constitutive relation. Notice that it can also be
written in terms of ¢ = VH as

min{i, g(i) — Du} =0 in E.
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Proof. The proof consists on computing the Karush-Kuhn—Tucker conditions on a non nec-
essarily convex problem with affine constrains. The transpose of the divergence is computed
using the integration by parts formula in Lemma 6.1 in the appendix section: For every
ue RN and i e R¥

u-divi = 2 u(z)divi(x) = — Z Du(e)i(e) = —Du - 1.

zeN ecE

In this case we must consider the Lagrangian L: R¥ x R™ x RZZ x RE) — R given by

L(i;uy,ug, \) = H(1) +uy - Ay[divi] — ug - Ag[divi] — A -1
— H(i) — (D(AT[ur] — A[us)) + A) i

By [7, Proposition 3.3.7], we get that for i* € BP(G, M, H) there exists (uf,ul, \*) €
R™ x RZZ x RE such that

VH(i*) — D(AT[ui] — DAT[uz]) — A* =0 (stationarity),
min{i*, \*} =0 (feasibility and complementary slackness),

min{Ag[divi*] — by, ui} =0 (feasibility and complementary slackness),

Ay [divi*] = by (feasibility).
Then we replace u* = AT [uf] — Al'[u}] and \* = VH(i*) — Du* in the second equation to
get the constitutive relation.

Assume now that H is convex and (i, uy, up) satisfies (3.9). Let j € RE; with divj e M
be a competitor. By the convexity of H

H(j) = H(i) = VH(i) - (j — ).
From the constitutive relation we get that VH (i) = Du + X for some XA € R¥ such that
min{i, A} = 0. By integrating by parts
H()—H(@i)=(Du+X)-(j—i)=X-(j—1) —u-div(j — 7).
If we further assume that v = AT [u;] — AT[us] with A;[div(j —i)] = 0, we get that
H(j)—H(i) = X (J — 1) + ug - Ag[div(j — 7)].

Let e € F and let us recall that min{i, A\} = 0. If 7. > j. then 7, > 0 and A\, = 0. If
instead j. > i, we get that both factors in A\.(j. — i.) are non-negative. In this way we get
that A- (j —7) = 0.

Similarly, one can also show that if min{As[divi] — bg,us} = 0 and As[div j] = be hold,
then wug - Ao[div(j —¢)] = 0. In conclusion, ¢ must minimize H. O

3.2.1. The long-term problem. If M = {f} for some fixed f € RY, we get that A; can be
taken as the identity map in RY, by = f, and we can ignore the inequalities constrains (or
just set Ay = 0, by = 0, and get some redundant equations). Notice as well that divi = f
requires that > _ f(z) = 0.
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The resulting equations in this case turn out to be

(3.10)

min{i, VH (i) — Du} =0 in E,
divi = f in N.

Recall that this Beckmann problem is the one related with the long-term Wardrop prob-
lem for I' = II(p, v) when {u > 0} n{vr >0} = Jand f = pu—v.

3.2.2. The stationary minimal-time mean field game. Consider the scenario presented in
Remark 2.2, with p € P(N) and S € N\{u > 0} the given data. Let us recall that the
goal is to transport p inside S. Then we have that the feasible set is described by affine
constrains on the divergence

(3.11) M={feRY| f=pin N\S,f <0in S}
= {f € RN ’ ﬂN\Sf = ,ua_ILSf = 0}7
which leads to the following equations for v = Iy\gu; + Lguy
min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E,
(3.12) min{—divi,us} = 0 in S,
divi = p in N\S.

Given that w consists of the contribution of two functions with disjoint supports we can
simplify the multiplier to considering just u and reduce the second equation to

min{—divi,u} =0in S.

3.2.3. The general capacity problem. As a final example let us now consider S* < N with
S~ n ST = . In the Remark 2.3 we considered

P={yeP(NxN)|[{x [y]>00cS {z*[1] >0 =S} =[] M),
{n>0}cS—
{v>0}cS*

The Beckmann problem is then a generalization of the capacity of S~ with respect to N\S™,
see for instance [1, Chapter 2] for the continuous analogue. In this case we also have that
I' = II(G, M) for

M:{feRN

f>oms,f:omN\(SUS+),f<01ns+,Zf(x)=1},

xeS—
After some simplifications, we get the equations

(min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E,

min{divi, —u} =0in S™,

(3.13) {divi=01in N\(S™ u ST),

min{—divi,u} = 0 in ST,

\erS* diVi(l‘) =1
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Remark 3.9. It is possible to deduce the sets of equations in (3.12), and also in (3.13), from
(3.10). In the case of (3.12) we consider a new (sink) node Q2 ¢ N, and the graph

G .= (N EY), N?:= N u{Q}, E%:=E U (S x{Q)).

The Beckmann problem for 11(G, M), with M as in (3.11), becomes equivalent to a long-
term problem in G** for W(u, lq), where p is extended by zero at Q). The cost function

H:RF® — R is also an extension of H: RF — R, such that for i € RE" | we have that
H(i) = H(/'), where i’ € R denote the E-coordinates of i:

il =i, for everye€ E.

Hence, we get the equations
min{i, VH (i) — Dv} = 0 in E%,
divi = p— 1g in N
Using that 0. H = 0 for any e € S x {Q}, and letting u(x) = v(x) — v(Q) we deduce (3.12).

For the case of (3.13) the idea is very similar, we have to consider not only a sink node
connected to ST, but also a source node connected to S—. This strategy will play a central
role in the Section 4.2.

3.3. From the constitutive relation to Wardrop equilibria. The following lemma
brings us back to the geodesic problem, offering sufficient conditions to ensure that any
path in {7 > 0} is necessarily a geodesic.

Lemma 3.10. Let (i,&,u) € RE) x RE) x RN such that min{i,§ — Du} = 0. Then, for each
w < {i > 0} we have that w € Geod(G, &) and

de(w™,w") = Le(w) = uw") — u(w).

Proof. Consider w € {i > 0} and let z :=w™ and y :=w™. fx =y

0< Zf(e) = ZDu(e) =0.

ecw eEw
Hence L¢(w) = 0 and w must be a geodesic and de(w™,w*) = Le(w) = u(w’) —u(w™) = 0.

Assume otherwise that x # y, and let @ < Path,,(G) be an arbitrary competitor for the
distance. By the given hypothesis

&(e) = Du(e) for any e € w,
&(e) = Du(e) for any e € w.

Then, due to the telescopic identity

Le(w) = Y &(e) = ) Dule) = uly) —u(x) = ) Dule) < Y £(e) = Le(®).

eEw ecw eEW eEw
Given that w € Path,,(G) was arbitrary, this means that w must be a geodesic between x
and y. Moreover, de¢(z,y) = Le(w) = u(y) — u(x). O

The following corollary can be used to recover Wardrop equilibria from solutions of the
constitutive relation and the construction in the Smirnov decomposition (Lemma 3.4).
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Corollary 3.11. Let H € C'(R%) be a potential for the cost g = VH = 0. Consider
(i,u) € RE) x RN be such that min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0, and let ¢ € P(Path(G)) be such that
ilq] <i. Then q is a Wardrop equilibrium with respect to g.

3.4. A bound on the support of the edge flow. Lemma 3.10 can be used to obtain an
upper bound on the inner diameter of {¢ > 0} whenever ¢ is bounded away from zero. We
define the inner diameter of a set A € E as

in-diamg(A) := max{L¢(w) | w € A and w € Geod(G, §)}.
We also define the diameter from A < N to B < N as

diame (A, B) := max de(z,y).
vel

Corollary 3.12. Let (i,&,u) € RE) x RE) x RY such that mineep &(e) > 0, and min{i, & —
Du} = 0. Then,

in-diame ({7 > 0}) < diam¢({divi > 0}, {divi < 0}).
Proof. Let w < {i > 0}, by Lemma 3.10 we already know that w must be necessarily a
geodesic, our goal is to show that
Le¢(w) < diamg({divi > 0}, {divi < 0}).

Due to the constitutive relation and the lower bound on &, w can not be a loop. Otherwise
we get the contradiction

0= u(w®) —u(w") = >, Dule) = Y &(e) > 0.

ecw ecw

Now let us extend w to some path w 2 w such that @ < {i > 0}, @~ € {divi > 0} and
wt e {divi < 0}. Then

Le(w) < Le(w) = de(w™,w™") < diamg({divi > 0}, {divi < 0}),
which concludes the proof. 0

Remark 3.13. If we let m := mineegé(e) > 0 and M := max.gé(e), then we get that
under the same assumptions as in the previous result

in-diam; ({i > 0}) < Mm ™' diam; ({divi > 0}, {divi < 0}).
Indeed

m in-diam; ({7 > 0}) < in-diam¢({7 > 0})
< diamg ({divi > 0}, {divi < 0})
< M diam ({divi > 0}, {divi < 0}).

When we apply these results to the constitutive relation, we recover a bound on the
support of the edge flow.
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Theorem 3.14. Let H € C'(RE) be such that VH = ml > 0. Then there exists a constant
C' > 0 such that for any p,v € P(N) with {n > 0} n {v > 0} = &, and any solution
(i,u) € RE; x RY of

(3.14) *mM%VH@—JM}zq

divi=p—v
it holds that
in-diamy ({7 > 0}) < C'diamy ({g > 0}, {v > 0}).

Proof. Let
S := {i e RL | For some u € RY, the pair (i,u) satisfies (3.14)}.

Our goal is to show that S is contained in a compact set, independent of y and v. Given
that S is clearly closed, we would get that
M :=supd.H (i) < .
ecl)
€S
This will allow us to apply the Remark 3.13 and set C = Mm ™! to conclude.

Let i € §. By the Smirnov decomposition (Lemma 3.4), there is some ¢ € II(p, v) such
that i[¢] <. Let us show that i[¢] = ¢ and {¢ > 0} < SPath(G).

Let j = i—1i[q] and notice that div j = 0. If j is non trivial there must be a loop w € {j >
0} < {i > 0}. However, this contradicts Lemma 3.10, and we necessarily have that i[q] = i.
The same argument by contradiction with Lemma 3.10 shows that {¢ > 0} < SPath(G).
Hence, S is contained in the image by i of the compact set of [0, 1]5P2th (&), O

Corollary 3.15. Let H € C'(RY) be such that VH = ml > 0. There exists a constant
C > 0, such that the following holds: Given ST < N non-trivial and such that S~ NSt = ¢,
Mc{feRY | {ft >0} =S ,{f >0} < ST}, then for every i € BP(G, M, H) it holds
that

in-diam; ({i > 0}) < C'diam; (S~, S™).

3.5. Existence of the multiplier. Let (¢,£) € RE; x RE). In this section we analyze
whether there exists u € RY such that min{i,& — Du} = 0. The first thing we notice is that
the actual values of i are irrelevant, what it is important is instead the set {i > 0}. The goal
is then to characterize when there exist solutions of

{Dugng,

(3.15) Du = ¢ in {1 > 0}.

Notice that if both edges +e € {i > 0}, then {(e) = Du(e) = —Du(—e) = —&(—e),
given that £(£e) > 0 we necessarily have that £(+e) = 0. So this gives the first necessary
hypothesis:

(3.16) teefi>0) =  £(+e)=0.

Definition 3.3. Given a directed graph G = (N, E), a set S € E, and £: E — R, we say
that & is odd over S if £(—e) = —&(e) whenever both edges +e € S.
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Note that (i,€) € RE, x RE, satisfies (3.16) if and only if ¢ is odd over {i > 0}.

We can also restate (3.15) in terms of the first inequality in such display. To do so, we
first introduce the symmetrizations of G and & over the set {i > 0}.

Definition 3.4. Given a directed graph G = (N, E) and a set S < E, we define the sym-
metrization Symg(G) = (N, Symg(F)) such that

Symg(F):=Eu{—e|ee S}

Definition 3.5. Given a directed graph G = (N, E), a set S € E, and £: E — R odd over
S, we define the (odd) symmetrization Symg[&]: Symg(E) — R such that

_J&e) ifeeE,
Symg[&](e) := {_5(_6) if e € Symg(F)\E.

From the assumption that £ is odd over S we get that Symg[€£] is odd over S U —S <
Symg(E).
Let £&: E — [0,00) odd over {i > 0}. We observe that u € RY satisfies min{i, & — Du} = 0
if and only if it satisfies
Du < Symy;.y[€] in Symy;. oy (E).
Indeed, if e € {i > 0} we have that Sym,_q,[{](—€) = —&(e) such that we get the desired
equality from the inequalities

§(e) = = Symy. gy [€](—e) < =Du(—¢) = Dufe) < Symy;.qy[€](e) = (e).

Let G = (N, E) be a directed graph and £: E — R unsigned. From now on we focus
on the problem of finding v € RY such that Du < &. We define as before the length and
distance for the unsigned metric ¢ € R¥

Le(w) = Z{(e), de(x,y) := inf L¢(w).

w =T

ecw wh=y

By default d¢(z,y) = +o0 if Path,,(G) = &.
We can guarantee that the lengths between two given points is bounded from below if

the lengths of the loops are non-negative.

Definition 3.6. Given a directed graph G = (N, E) we say that §: E — R salisfies the
non-negative loop condition if for every loop w, Le¢(w) = 0.

Under the non-negative loop condition we obtain that if there exists a geodesic between
two given nodes, then there also must exists a geodesic which is a simple path. Given that
the simple paths form a finite set, the infimum can then be replaced by a minimum. Also the
triangle inequality can be easily checked from the definition of d¢, under the non-negative
loop condition.

The following lemma is a discrete version of Poincaré’s lemma.

Lemma 3.16. The following are equivalent for & € R¥:

(1) There exists u € RY such that Du < €.
(2) € has the non-negative loop condition.
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Proof. The implication (1) = (2) follows from the telescopic identity. Given a loop w €
Path(G), we have that

Zf(e) > Z Du(e) = u(w™) —u(w™) = 0.

ecw ecw

Assume now that (2) holds. Let u € RY such that

u(x) = min de (o, x).

Given e = (z,y) € E and zp € N such that u(z) = d¢(zo, z) we obtain that
Du(e) = u(y) — u(z) < de(zo,y) — de(zo, 2) < de(z,y) < E&(e).
This settles the desired identity for Du. 0

Lemma 3.17 (1-Lipschitz type estimate). Given (&,u) € RF x RY such that Du < &, we
obtain the following upper bound on the differences of u for any r,y € N

—de(y, z) < uly) —u(z) < de(z,y).
Proof. If w € Path,, (G), then
uly) —u(w) = ) Dule) < Y &(e) = Le(w).

ecEw eEw

The right inequality now follows by taking the minimum over w € Path,,(G). The left
inequality follows by the same argument changing the roles of x and y. 0

In general we can not deduce that |u(y) — u(z)| < d¢(z,y), because it is not necessarily
always true that de(x,y) = de(y, x).

As a consequence of Lemma 3.16 we obtain the following characterization for the existence
of u € RY satisfying min{i, & — Du} = 0.

Corollary 3.18. The following are equivalent for (i,§) € RE) x RZ:

(1) There exists u € RY such that min{i, & — Du} = 0.
(2) The metric £ is odd over {i > 0} and Symy;.[£] has the non-negative loop condition
on the symmetrized graph Symy,. q(G).

To conclude, we state a final characterization that brings us back to the Beckmann
problem. Notice that the second formulation is independent of the multiplier.

Definition 3.7. Given a directed graph G = (N, E) and H € C'(E), we say thati € RY, is a
solution of the constitutive relation for the potential H if any of the following two equivalent
conditions holds:

(1) There exists u € RY such that min{i, VH(i) — Du} = 0.
(2) The metric £ = VH (i) is odd over {i > 0} and Symy,_q,[£] has the non-negative loop
condition on the symmetrized graph Symg,.q,(G).
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3.6. Discrete elliptic equations. When H is convex, the constitutive relation can also be
understood in terms of the Legendre transform of H denoted by H*: RF — (—o0, 0] and
given by:

H*(€) := sup (£ i — H(1)).

ieRE,
One may also define H in R” by setting H = 40 outside ]Rgo and use the standard definition

of the Legendre transform (taking the supremum over R). In general, given H: RF —
(—o0, 0] we denote Dom(H) := {H < oo}.

Young’s inequality states that for every £ € R¥ and i € RE
H* &)+ H(i) = € -i.

Equality holds if and only if £ € 0H (7). The set 0H (i) is the sub-differential of H at i and
is defined as

OH(i) := {¢ e R" | H(j) = H(i) + £ - (j — i) for all j € REy}.

The equality case in Young’s inequality also implies that i € 0H* (), and is an equivalence
when H is convex.

Lemma 3.19. Let H € C*(RY)) be conver and i € RE;. Then
(3.17) min{s, VH (i) = &} =0

is equivalent to i € OH*(£). Moreover, if H is strictly convezx we have that H* € C'(Dom H*)
and (3.17) is equivalent to

i = VH*(£).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that (3.17) is equivalent to £ € dH (i), which in turn is equivalent
to i € 0H*(€) since H is convex. The equivalence between the C'-regularity of H* and the
strict convexity of H is a well known property of the Legendre transform.

By convexity, VH (i) € 0H(i). If £ satisfies (3.17), then £ = VH (i) — X for some A > 0,
where A(e) > 0 only if i(e) = 0. This gives A - (j —4) = 0 for all j € RZ,. Hence
H(G) = H@i) =& (G- =HG) - H@) =VH@) -G -9)+A-(G—1) =0,
and thus £ € 0H (i).
Now assume that £ € 0H(i). Given ¢y € E, let j =i + €1, for some £ > 0. Then
e€(eo) = (j(eo) —ilen))é(e0) = &+ (F — i) < H(j) — H(i) = 0, H (i) + o(e).

Dividing by ¢ and taking the limit £ — 0%, we find {(ey) < 0., H (7). Since ey was arbitrary,
we conclude £ < VH (7).

If i(eg) > 0, we can still choose j =i — el,, € RE) for € > 0 small enough. The same
argument shows &(eg) = 0., H (i), which forces the equality. Thus, { satisfies (3.17) for the
given 1. 0

We already pointed out the existence of solutions of the Beckmann problem in the The-
orem 3.3. The following corollary addresses the uniqueness of solutions and characterizes
them in the case that H is strictly convex.
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Corollary 3.20. Let k € {1,2}, m € N, Ap: RY — R™ be linear, and by € R™. Assume
that

M= {feRY [ Ai[f] = b1, Ao[f] = b} = {f e RY | f* e P(N)}

and {i € RE, | divi e M} # . Let H € CY(RE)) be strictly conver. Then, the unique
minimizer i* € BP(G, M, H) can be computed as i* = VH*(Du), where u = AT uy] —
ATuy] € RN and uy € R™ satisfy the system

(318) {Al[div(VH*(Du))] = b,
' min{ Ay [div(VH*(Du))] — be,us} = 0.

It should be noted that, in general, there is no uniqueness for u. We will present specific
examples in the next section. Neither we can guarantee the uniqueness of minimizers for H o1
over the feasible set Q(II(p, v)), even if H is strictly convex. The mapping g € P(Path(G)) —
ilq] € RE, may not be injective.

We say that the leading operator in (3.18), namely div(VH*(Du)), is said to be elliptic
because H* is convex. If for each e € E, we get that d.H*(Du) only depends on Duf(e),
then we say that the operator is of local type. In general, however, we may have that
div(VH*(Du)) is non-local.

If H* satisfies that for some 0 < A < A, the functions H*(&) — 3|¢[* and 2[¢|* — H*(¢)
are convex, then we say that div(VH*(Du)) is uniformly elliptic, otherwise we say that the
operator is degenerate elliptic.

Notice that H*(&) — 3|¢|? is convex if and only if H(i) — 5-|i|* is concave. This is not
the case because H = 400 outside the positive quadrant. For instance, it is not possible to
fit any paraboloid on top of H over the boundary of Rgo. Nevertheless, in the next section,
we will see examples where the symmetry of the graph allows to reduce the problem to a
uniformly elliptic equation.

3.6.1. Local and strictly convex problems. For each e € F, consider the local cost ¢.: [0,0) —
[0,00), which is continuous, strictly increasing, and has inverse h.: [g.(0), g.(o0)) — [0, ),
where g.(00) := lim,_, ge(z). These costs arise from the strictly convex function

T

H(i) = 3 Guli(e)) where G.(a) = | .(5)dy

eeFE 0

Let us show that in this case d.H*(§) = h} (&) where h}: (=00, g.(0)) — [0,0) is
defined by

0 if z < g.(0).

One can verify that the general case for this computation follows from the one-dimensional
case. S0, let us fix e € E' and show that 0.G*(z) = h} (z).

If € [9.(0), ge(0)), we have g.(hf(z)) = x. From the convexity of G, it follows that
for any y > 0

Ge(y) = Ge(hd () + ge(h (2)(y = he (2)) = Ge(hS (2)) + 2y — b (x)).

() = {he<a:> if 2 € [9:(0), g (0)).
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Thus, in this case, we obtain x € 0G.(h} (z)), which means that VGZ(z) = b} (x).

If instead = < g.(0), we get that h}(z) = 0. Once again using the convexity of G., we
get that for any y > 0

Ge(y) = Ge(0) + ge(0)(y — 0) = Ge(h/ (x)) + x(y — bl (2)).
From this, we conclude again that VG*(z) = hf ().

3.6.2. The p-Laplacian. If g.(x) = 2971 for ¢ > 1, we get a discrete analogue of the p-
Laplacian, where p = ¢/(¢ — 1) is the conjugate of g,

div(VH*(Du))(x) = Ayu(z) := div(max{Du, 0}"1).

In this case, if we further assume that G is undirected (E = —FE), we obtain
Ayu(e) = Y fuly) —u(@)P2(uly) — u(x)),
Yy~

where y ~ x means that (z,y) € E. When p = ¢ = 2 one obtains the classical discrete
Laplacian

Au(x) = Agu(x) = > (u(y) — u(x)).

y~z

3.6.3. The infinity-Laplacian and the 1-Laplacian. An extreme case for the p-Laplacian oc-
curs when ¢ = 1, so that p = co. This case is obtained when g = 1 and H(i) = ) g %.
However, this potential is not strictly convex, so we are not able to give a straightforward
constitutive relation of the form i = VH*(Du) as before. In a more general setting we can
also consider the constitutive relations that arise when g = £, a cost independent of the edge
flow and perhaps with a different value over each edge.

Here we get the equation min{i,& — Du} = 0, which was thoroughly discussed in the
Sections 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5, and it is closely related with the stochastic geodesic problem for
the metric &. If u € R is such that Du < 1, the mapping

u— {divi e RY | min{i, 1 — Du} = 0},
could be interpreted as a discrete version of the co-Laplacian of w.

On the other extreme, we get that as ¢ — oo, then p — 17 and we limiting operator
could be defined as the 1-Laplacian

Alu = div (]l{Du>0}) .

3.6.4. Very degenerate operators. From the modelling point of view, any local cost g. such
that g.(0) = 0 is unrealistic, as there should be a positive cost to cross even an empty road.
Following the p-Laplacian model discussed before, an alternative could be to consider for
£ eRE, and ¢ > 1 the cost g.(z) := & + 277!, The corresponding operator is then

div(VH*(Du))(z) = div(max{Du — &,0}"71).

If G is undirected and ¢ is even ({(—e) = &(e)), we recover a very degenerate equation
of the form

div(VH*(Du))(z) = div(L{pu=e|Du — [P~ (Du — €)).
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The degeneracy of the equation is manifested in the fact that any function u such that
|Du| < € is a solution of the homogeneous problem. This provides a further example on the
lack of uniqueness.

3.6.5. Non-local operators. Assume that G is an undirected graph. We now aim to model
the congestion that occurs when traffic flows in both directions between two adjacent nodes.

Let ge = Ge(le,i—c): RZy — [0,00) the cost over the edge e, when the flow over such edge
is 4., and the flow on the opposite direction in i_.. We will assume that g.(R%,) < (0, ),
so there is a positive cost when both flows are positive.

The constitutive relations in this case are coupled in the following form. In the next
identity we fix e € E and let ¢ = ¢ge, h = g, @ = i, and j = i_.. Also notice that
Du(—e) = —Du(e)

min{j, h(j,7) + Du(e)} = 0.

This implies that ¢ and j can not be simultaneously positive. Otherwise we get the contra-
diction

{mm{i,gw — Du(e)} = 0,

0 < g(i,j) = Du(e) = —h(j,i) <O.

If i > 0 (and hence j = 0), we must have that ¢g(i,0) = Du(e). If j > 0 (and ¢ = 0)
we have instead that Du(e) = —h(4,0). Finally, if i = j = 0 we obtain ¢(0,0) > Du(e) =
—1(0,0).

3.6.6. A quadratic and non-local potential. Let us now examine a specific case from the
previous example, still with G undirected. For «,v,& € RE, with v even, the cost
ge(ieu 7;76) = aeie + ’Yeife + 567

arises from the potential

H() = Y (G + Fieioe + &)
eeF

Assuming that a > 0, we deduce from the previous general analysis, the constitutive relation
1
i = —max{Du — &, 0}.
a

Surprisingly, this identity is local and independent of the parameter v. For « = 1 and £ = 0,
the resulting operator is the discrete Laplacian.

We will find a truly non-local model in our discussion of dynamic examples in Section 5.

4. DYNAMIC PROBLEMS

We consider in this section the dynamic analogue of efficient equilibria. The idea is that
the agents move on the graph at discrete units of time. Their configuration at a given time
provides an edge flow that determines the metric over the graph at that time.
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Graph G

Extended graph G*

N x {0} N x {t—1} N x {t} N x {T}

FIGURE 2. For the construction of the extended graph G from the graph G
we consider 7"+ 1 copies of the nodes and join two nodes (z,t — 1) and (y, t)
if and only if e = (z,y) is an edge of G.

To be precise, we consider a finite time horizon given by a positive integer 7. From the
original graph G' = (N, E) we construct the time extended graph G = (N7, ET) such that
NT:= N x{0,1,...,T}. The edges are defined from E using

ET = {(e,t) :== ((x,t —1),(y,1)) | e = (x,y) e B, t e {1,...,T}}.
Given e = (z,y) € E and t € {1,...,T}, we may also denote the edge (e,t) by (x,y,t). See
Figure 2.
Given a feasible set for the transport plan I' € P(N x N), we consider the extended plan
I'":={yeP(N" x N") |[{z"[7] > 0} = N x {0},
{r"[v] >0} = N x {1,...,T},
mlyl e T},

where the marginals 7+ are defined as in (2.2) (but for the graph G7), and 7: P(NTx NT) —
P(N x N) is given by
T
Tz y) = D (@, 1), (1, 9)).
t,s=0

The restriction {7~ [y] > 0} € N x {0} serves as an initial condition, indicating that all
the mass required for transport is present at time ¢ = 0. On the other hand, {7*[y] >
0} € N x {1,...,T} means that the transport can be finished at any time between 1 and
T. Finally, the condition 7] € T fixes the transport that has to be completed in the given
interval of time.

To formulate the dynamic Wardrop equilibrium problem as a Beckmann problem (The-
orem 3.3), we require that T7 = II(G”, M) for some M < RN" (Definition 3.2). This is
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possible for instance, for the long-term problem or the the minimal-time mean field game
(Remark 2.2).

In general, for S € P(N) x P(N) and I' = |, ,)es [I(11; ¥) we have from the definition
of the extension that

= J nurm,

feM™T(S)
where
(4.19) Aﬂwy:p@RW‘f 0in N x {0},
f<0in N x {1 T},
([T xlf 7] e 5},
and 7: RY" — RY is given by
T
=, fla1)
=0

As a corollary from Lemma 3.1 we obtain the following result:

Corollary 4.1. Given S < P(N) x P(N) and I = J, II(u, v), we have that

(p,v)es

— TI(GT, M7 (S)).

Additionally, if M < {f e RY | f* € P(N)}, we obtain the follwing corollary.

Corollary 4.2. For M < {f e RN | f* € P(N)} and T = TI(G, M), it holds that TT =
I(GT, MT) where

,MT:{feRN‘f 0 in N x {0},
f<0in N x{l,...,T},
w[f] e M}.

Assume that S € P(N)xP(N) can be presented in terms of affine equality and inequality
constrains. Namely, for k € {1,2}, m;, € N, A 4 : RN — R™* linear, and b, € R™*

S = {(,U, V) S RN X RN ‘ Al,,,u + A1’+y = bl,A27,ILL + A27+l/ = bg}
Then we obtain that

wﬂwy:{femw

f=0in N x {0},

F<0in Nx{1,....T},

Ay 7 [ Aoy f1] = Ar (7 [Ivcq,..my f]] = b,
Az,f[ﬂ[ﬂjvx{o}f]] - A2,+[7T[]1N><{1 ..... T}f]] = bz},
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This leads to the following equations for u € RN" | uy, € R™ and uy := AT, [uy] — AL, [us] €
RN - -
(min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E7T,
min{divi, 77 [u_] —u} = 0in N x {0},
(4.20) Smin{—divi,u+ 77 [uy]} =0in N x {1,...,T},

.....

.....

The linear operator 77: RY — RN" is the transpose of m: RY" — R which is given by
7l [v](z,t) = v(x) for every (x,t) € NT.

The derivation of these equations follows as in the proof of the Lemma 3.8 from the
computation of the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions. We omit the details in this derivation,
as an alternative approach in the Sections 4.2 and 4.3, with the computations outlined in
Theorem 4.8.

4.1. Some dynamic equations. Let us present some examples to illustrate the previous
computation. Additionally, we hope that the alternative approach introduced in the next
section will further elucidate their meaning.

4.1.1. The dynamic long-term problem. Let p,v € P(N). If ' = II(u, v), we get that I'T =
(G*, M) for
f=0in N x {0},
f<0in N x{1,...,T},
T Inxqoyf] = n,
T Anxq,..mpf] = —V}-
Hence, we obtain the following variational equations for u € RYN", uy € RN
(min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E7,
min{divé, 77 [u_] —u} = 0 in N x {0},

Mz{feRNT

(4.21) Smin{—divi,u+ 7 [uy]} =0in N x {1,...,T},
divi = pin N x {0},
(T[Inxq,.mydivi] = —v

4.1.2. The minimal-time mean field game. For the dynamic version of the problem presented
in Remark 2.2, which is a discrete analogue of [28], we consider u € P(N), S € N, and
I'=Up=oes (g, v). Then I = TI(GT, M) for

f=0in N x {0},

f<0in N x{1,...,T},

T[Anxgorf] = 1,
F—0in (N\S) x {1,....T}}.

/\/lz{fe]RNT
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We obtain the following equations for u, u, € RY T u_eRY
(min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E7T,
min{divi, 77 [u_] —u} =0 in S x {0},
(4.22) {min{—divi,u+uy} =0in S x {1,...,T},
divi=0in (N\S) x {1,...,T},
(divi = pin N x {0}.

4.2. An auxiliary construction. Both systems of equations (4.21) and (4.22) in the pre-
vious examples can be simplified, though it may not be immediately obvious from the al-
gebraic expressions. The following geometric construction offers the advantage of deducing
and equivalent set of equations simpler than those given above.

Let GT := (N ET) such that N7 := NT U N® and ET% = ET U E. Here  is
just a symbol N = N x {Q}, and new edges are given by

D= {(2,t,9Q) := (2, 1), (2,Q) e N x N® | ze N, te{l,...,T}}.
The idea is to use N as a final deposit at the end of the transport.
Let o: RY x RY — RN x RN™ be the inclusion given b
g Y

ZMNLW@J»:{%%wﬁWQZ@ﬂ%

0 otherwise.
Given I' € P(N x N), we define the extension
I = {i[y] e P(NT? x N | 4y e T}

As an example let us compute I'""? for I' = Uumes IL(p, v). In the following computa-

. . . T,Q
tions we define the inclusions g, tq: RY — RN by

me%w;{”@ﬁtza mmwﬁw:{

0 otherwise,
Lemma 4.3. Given ye P(N x N),
Ll =l and  7Lfy]] = wlnT [V
Proof. Let = 7~ [7]. For t # 0 we have that

w @) = ) Al 0), (v, s) = 0= wolul(x, ).

(y,8)eNT:2

v(y) if s = Q,
0 otherwise.

Meanwhile, for ¢t = 0,

m [ly]l(#,0) = 7= [7](2) = p(@) = wlpul(z,0).

A similar computation shows that 7%[y] = tq[u], which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.4. For S< P(N) x P(N) and I' = U, ,es (1, V)
I = Meolp], talr]) = G, MO(S)),

(w,v)es
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where

(4.23) MES) = {feR

NT,Q

| f = wlp] — talv] for some (u,v) € S}.

The costs that we will consider over GT* will always be extensions of costs over GT.
Given i € RE; “ let us denote by i € RE, the ET-coordinates of i. In other words

il =i, for any e € E* < ET%,

A cost g: Rgé — RQOT can then be extended to a cost ¢g: RgOT’Q — Rgg’ﬂ (denoted the same)

such that
, ge.(i") if ee ET,
g@@) = ( ) .
0 otherwise.

In other words, it has no cost, and effect on the cost of other edges, to impose any flow
towards the deposits. In a similar way we may extend a potential H : RgOT — R to a
potential H : Rgg’n — R, namely H (i) = H(7).

Next we show the equivalence between the sets of efficient equilibria WE(GT,T'T, g)
and WE(GT, T'T¥ g). This is the content of Theorem 4.7 ahead. Before proceeding, we

introduce some necessary constructions.

Any w' € Path(GT) can be extended in a unique way to a Q(w') € Path(GT%), with just
one additional edge ending the path in N. Let us say that (z,t) = (w')" is the final node
of W', then (z,t,2) € E is the only edge we can add to w’ in order to end Q(w’) at N. On
the other hand, if w € Path(GT%) is a path (of length at least one) that ends at N, then
there exists a unique path w’ € Path(GT) such that Q(w') = w. In this case we say that '
is the restriction of w to GT.

Given a path profile ¢’ € P(Path(GT)) we construct the extension Q[¢'] € P(Path(GT*))
such that
§() it w0 = Q)
0 otherwise.

Qq'](w) := {

In other words, Q[q'] is supported on paths that end at N, and for each of these paths assigns
the same weight that ¢’ gives to their corresponding restriction. Also, if ¢ € P(Path(GT*))
is supported on paths of length at least one that end at N®, there exists a unique ¢ €
P(Path(GT)) such that Q[¢'] = ¢. We say in this case that ¢’ is the restriction of g.

Lemma 4.5. Let ¢’ € P(Path(G7)) be supported on paths that start on N x {0}. Then
dr[y[g 1] = ~[2ld]]-
Proof. We have to show that for any (z,t), (y,s) € NT:® we have that

m[v[¢]](z, y) if (¢, 5) = (0,9),
0 otherwise.

AL, 1), (y, 5)) = {

From the definition of the transport plan

QAL (1), (y, 5)) = >, Qg (w).

wePath(z,t)(y,S) (GT4)
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The extension [¢] is supported on paths that start at N x {0} (by hypothesis) and end at N*
(by definition of the map §2). Hence, we automatically have that y[Q[¢']]((z, 1), (y,s)) = 0
if (¢,s) # (0,9).

In the case (t,s) = (0,9), we have that any w € Path 0,0 (G"?) has a restriction
w’ € Path, o). (GT) for some t € {1,...,T}. Then

Q[ ]1((2,0), (y,€)) = > Qlg'](w)
wePath g, 0)(y,0)(GT-$)
= > q ()

t=1 w'ePath(g,0)(y,t) (GT)

> 1d1((,0), (y, 1))

my[d1](z, y),
which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.6. Let T' < P(N x N) and ¢' € P(Path(GT)). Then, ¢ € Q(T'T) if and only if
Qg e QTT2).

Proof. For ¢’ € P(Path(G7T)), either of the conditions, ¢’ € Q(T'T) or Q[¢'] € Q(I'"), requires
that ¢’ is supported on paths that start at N x {0}.

Let us assume first v[¢'] € T'7. This means that v := w[y[¢]] € T and then by the
previous lemma v[Q[¢']] = ¢[v] € [T

Assume now that v[Q[¢']] € TT2. Observing that the map v € P(N x N) — 1[v] €
P(NTE x NT*) is injective, we get once again by the previous lemma that 7[v[¢']] € T.
The other conditions that define T'Z' hold automatically for v[¢'], given that ¢ is supported
on paths that start at N x {0}. O

The following theorem follows from the previous corollary.

Theorem 4.7. Let I' € P(N x N), g: RE; — RE;, and ¢ € P(Path(GT)). Then ¢ €
WE(GT,T'T, g) if and only if Q[¢'] € WE(GT, TT g).

Proof. The previous corollary states that ¢’ € Q(I'T) if and only if Q[¢'] € Q(TT*). Equilibria
means in either case that the expected length equals the expected distance. In both graphs
these computations coincide given that the metric vanishes on E. 0

4.3. The constitutive relations for the dynamic Beckmann problem. Let us fix in
this section S = P(N) x P(N) and I' = |, ,es (1, ).

As a consequence of Corollary 4.1, we demonstrated that the dynamic Wardrop problem
for I'"" as above can be formulated as a Beckmann problem over GT. The key observation
is that I'7 = II(GT, MT(S)), where MT(S) is given by (4.19). This allows us to apply the
general equivalence results from Theorem 2.10 and Theorem 3.3 in this context.

Furthermore, by Theorem 4.7, the dynamic Wardrop problem also has an equivalent
formulation over GT*. From Corollary 4.4, we know that T = TI(GT:¢, M®(S)), where
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ME(S) is given by (4.23). Following a similar approach as in Section 4.1, we now present
the equations that arise from the Beckmann problem for I'"® = IT1(GT**, M%(9)).

Theorem 4.8. Let for k€ {1,2}, my € N, Ay 4 : RY — R™ linear, by € R™, and
S = {(1v) € RY x RY | Ay _[u] + Ay y[v] = by, As_[] + Ao [¥] = b} € P(N) x PN).

Given H € CY(RE"), we have that for any i € BP(GT2, M%(S), H), there exist u € RN
and uy € R™ such that of [u] = AT _[w] — AJ_[uz], th[u] = AT [ua] — A3 [uz], and

min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in ET,

divi=01in N x{1,...,T},

min{ Ay _[¢f[divi]] — Ag [e§[divi]] — by, ug} = 0,

Ay _[Edivi]] — Ay 4 [ed[divi]] = by.

Moreover, if H is convex, then the previous equations imply that i € BP(GT*, M(S), H).

(4.24)

We will refer to the first two equations in (4.24) as the dynamic Beckmann equations
over GT!, These are the ones that will be common to this general family of problems. In
the next section we will see how they can be used to obtain bounds on the support of the
edge flow, and also to determine whether the flow can be extended by zero or not.

Comparing (4.20) with (4.24), we observe that (4.24) is a simplification of the system
(4.20), which has more multipliers and equations. Nevertheless, since both systems describe
the critical points of equivalent Beckmann problems, they are ultimately equivalent.

For reference, let us mention that the adjoint transformations 7 : RY " RN and
WL RN 5 RN are given by

o [fl@) = f(2,0),  [fl@) = f(z, Q).
Proof. Under the given assumptions, we can express M(S) in terms of affine constraints
as follows:
f=0in Nx{1,...,T}
Ar-[wo [F1] = A [eo[f1] = b
Ao Lo [F1] = Az [ f1] = b}

By computing the critical equations resulting from the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions, as
we already did in the proof of Lemma 3.8, we derive the system equations in the theorem. [J

MEY(S) = {f e RNV

We can separate the constitutive relations min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in the two sets of
edges ET and E®. Using that VH = 0 over E, we get that

min{i, —Du} = 0 in B

If (z,t1),(x,t) € NT are such that i(z,t;,Q) and i(x,t, ) are both positive, then we
necessarily have that

u(z,ty) = —u(z, Q) — Duletr,€0) = —u(z, Q) — Dulet57€0) = u(x, ts).

In other words, u(x,-) has to be constant on the times when z sends mass towards N*.
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In the case of the dynamic long-term problem given by S = (u, v), we get that M(S) =
{3'[1] — (&[v]}. The corresponding equations become
min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in ET%,
divi = to[p] — to[v] in NT.

For the minimal-time mean field game problem we have that M?(S) = {{Z[u]—4[v] | v =

0 in N\S}. The equations in this case are
min{i, VH (i) — Du} = 0 in E7T,
divi = p[p] in NT\(S x {Q}).

In both cases, these equations are a simplification of those displayed at (4.21) and (4.22)
respectively.

4.4. Finite propagation for the edge flow. For the following result we consider a time
dependent potential H : Rgo xZ=1 — R. For each T' > 1 we construct the extended potential

HT:RZ) — R by
T

H"(i) = > H(i(t), ).

t=1
Notice that gy = OenyH' = 0. H(-,t) gives a cost that is local in time.

The following result states sufficient hypotheses on a potential H” in order to obtain a
bound on the support of any solution of the dynamic Beckmann equation in G”.

Theorem 4.9. Let H: Rgo x Z=1 — R be a time dependent potential such that

m = inf{d.H(i,t) | t = 1,i€[0,1]%,ee E} > 0,

M :=sup{0.H(i,t) | t > 1,i € [0,1]",e € E} < 0.
For T = diam, (G), HT (i) = Y1, H(i(t),t), p,v € P(N), and any solution i € REy™ of the
equations

{min{z’, VHT(i) — Du} = 0 in ET9,
divi = o] — talv] in NT<
it happens that
Ty :=max{te {1,...,T} | i(t) # 0} < Mm~'diam; ({u > 0}, {v > 0}),

Proof. Given i a solution of the dynamic Beckmann equations, let ¢ = VH?(i). By the

divergence conditions we get that t — > _,i(e,t) is a decreasing function with ), (e, 1) =
> oen i(x) = 1. Therefore, we must have that i(¢) € [0, 1]¥, and from the hypotheses on H

From mlgr < £ and the construction of Ty
mTy = min-diam, , ({i > 0}) < in-diamg({i > 0}).
By Corollary 3.12
in-diamg ({¢ > 0}) < diamg({eo[pe] > 0}, {ta[r] > 0}).
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From £ < M1gr
diame ({eo[pe] > 0}, {sa[v] > 0}) < M diamy . ({eo[p] > 0}, {ealv] > 0}).

To finish the proof we will show that if 7" > diamy(G), then
diamy . ({eo[pt] > 0}, {ta[v] > 0}) = diamy ({ > 0}, {v > 0}).
Let f: {w e Path(G) | Li(w) < T} — {w € Path(G™?) | w™ € N x {0},wt € N} such that
for w = (zg,...,x)
f(w) = ((l’o, 0)7 SR (x€7€>7 ($g, Q))
This map is actually a bijection and satisfies Ly ;. (f(w)) = Li(w). Then it also establishes

a bijection between Geod(G, 1) and Geod(GT**, 15r), from where we finish the last step of
the proof. 0

Now we would like to analyze when it is possible to extend a given solution of the dynamic
constitutive relation by zero.

Theorem 4.10. Let H: RE) x Zz1 — R be a time dependent potential and let H” (i) =
S H(i(t),t). Letie RES™ be such that for some ue RN

min{i, VHT (i) — Du} = 0 in ET%,
divi=04in N x{1,...,T}.

Let j = ilgra € Rgg“ be the extension of i by zero, and & = VHT(j). Then, there exists
ve RN such that

min{j, VH*(j) — Dv} = 0 in T4
if and only if for every e; = (x1,vy1),-..,ex = (T, Yr), €x+1 = €1 € E one has that

k
Z éJffjll[(o’ T+1)+ dSym{i>o)[§]((yj’ ), (zj4+1,T)) = 0.

J=1

Proof. By Corollary 3.18, we have to check that Symy;. [£] has the non-negative loop con-
dition. We notice first that {j > 0} = {i > 0} = ET%, hence for any loop w contained in
Symy;.oy(G™) we obtain that Lsym,,_q[e1(w) = 0, because i is by hypothesis a solution to
the dynamic Beckmann equations. So, we must focus on loops that are not contained in
Sym{j>0}(GT’Q)-

For every loop w € Path(Symy;. o, (G"*1)) that is not contained in Symy;_ o, (G™?), let
er = (z1,y1), ..., ex = (Tg, yx) € E such that each one of the edges (e;, T+ 1),..., (ex, T+ 1)
appears in w in this given order.

Let us assume without loss of generality that w™ = (z1,T) and w is the concatenation of
wi, W1, ..., Wk, 0, Where

Wi = ((‘Tja T>7 (yj7 T + 1)7 (yj7 Q))7 w] € PaJth(yj J(zj41,T (Sym{]>0} G ) Lkt1 = T1-

The non-negative loop condition then means that

Lsym{J>0} Z <LSym{ i>0} wJ) + LSym{po}( )) = 0.
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FIGURE 3. A graph modelling a simple road.

The first term in the sum is just Lgym,_, (wj) = 0, H(0,T + 1), meanwhile that for the
second the lowest possible value is given by the distance

LSym{j>0} (wj) = dSym{i>0}[€]((yja Q)7 (xj+1a T))

This shows that the criteria stated in the theorem is true. O

The previous theorem may be unpractical as we have to compute the symmetrizations
and distances. The following lemma gives an easier positive criteria for the extension in
terms of a multiplier for the solution.

Corollary 4.11. Let H: RE; x Z>; — R be a time dependent potential and let H' (i) =
S H(i(t),1). Let (i,u) € RE; x RN be such that
min{i, VHT (i) — Du} = 0 in ET%,
divi=0iin N x {1,...,T}.
Let j = ilgra € ]Rgg“’ﬂ be the extension of i by zero. Then there exists v € RV such
that
min{j, VH*(j) — Dv} = 0 in ET T4
if for every e = (x,y) € E
0HO0,T+1)+u(z,T) —u(y, ) = 0.

Proof. Given £ = VHTT(j), we apply the 1-Lipschitz type estimate in Lemma 3.17

dSym{Do} [E]((ya Q)v (J}, T)) = u(a:, T) - u(y, Q)
Therefore, the hypothesis implies the assumptions in Theorem 4.10. U

5. ANALYSIS OF SOME DYNAMIC PROBLEMS

In this final section, we address the dynamic Beckmann problem for one of the simplest
graphs with non-local interactions, specifically the intersection of two roads, as outlined in
the introduction and illustrated in Figure 5. As a preliminary exercise, we will analyze the
case of a single independent road in the first part of this section.

5.1. One road. Consider the very simple graph G = (N, E) with N = {a,b} and E =
{(a,a), (a,b)}, illustrated by the Figure 3. The transport plan consists on sending one unit
of mass from the node a to the node b, so we fix I' = II(u, v) where

(5.25) p(a) =v(b) =1, wu(b) =v(a) = 0.

We may also consider the graph with a loop at the node b or an edge from b to a.
However, it is not difficult to realize that in many cases of interest we can restrict the

problem to equilibria that do not increase its cost by avoiding the loop (b,b) or the edge
(b,a).
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Let i: ET — [0,00) such that divi = to[u] — to[v]. Our first observation is that the
values of i over the edges of the form (a, a,t) determine the rest of the values of i. Let

Jj(t) :=i(a,a,t).

If we declare j(0) = 1 and j(7T) = 0, then we get that the divergence equations are
equivalent to setting for ¢t > 1

i(aa b7 t) = Z(bv t Q) = j(t - 1) - j(t) =: _D_j(t)7 i((l, t Q) = 0.
Notice that j must be non-increasing.

Let H = H(iqq,lap,t): Rgo x Z=1 — R be a time dependent potential. We then construct

the potential HT (i) = Zthl H(i(t),t). Due to the previous considerations, we obtain that
the Beckmann optimization problem is equivalent to

min {Z H(j(t),—D7j(t),t) | j=0,D"5<0,j(0)=1,4(T) = 0}-

5.1.1. The obstacle problem. In this section we show that the dynamic Beckmann problem
is equivalent to an obstacle problem for j under mild assumptions on the potential.

Definition 5.1. Let L = L(j,0j,t): Ryg x R x Zz1 — R. Given T > 1, and jo, jr = 0, the
obstacle problem consists on computing

OP” (jo, jr, L) := argmin {Z L(j(t),D7j(t),t) | j = 0,5(0) = jo, j(T) = jT} :

t=1

An immediate observation is that if we let L(j,d7,t) = H(j,|07],t) then

mm{g LG(t), Dj(8),1) | j = 0,4(0) = 1,§(T) = o}

<min{ H(j(t),~D7j(t),t) | j = 0,D75 < 0,5(0) = 1,§(T) = 0} .

The following results gives sufficient conditions for the equivalence of these two problems.

Lemma 5.1. Let G = (N, E) with N = {a,b} and E = {(a,a), (a,b)}. Let p,v: N — [0, 1]
as defined in (5.25). Consider H = H(iqq,lqp,t): Rgo X Z=1 — R be a time dependent
potential such that for each t =1 and i,h € RE, with hy, > 0, it holds that H(i+ h) > H(i).

Then, for HT (i) = Y. H(i(t),t) and L(j,64,t) = H(j,|0j],t), we have

{(j = i(a,a,) | i€ BPT(G, v, HT)} = OPT(1,0, L)
Proof. 1t suffices to show that if j* € OP*(1,0, L), then D5 < 0. Assume then by contra-
diction that to € {1,...,T} is such that D~j*(¢y) > 0.

We can not have ¢ty = 7', otherwise j*(7"— 1) < j*(T") = 0. Let us now assume without
loss of generality that D~ j*(ty + 1) < 0. In other words, ty is a strict local maximum of j*.
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For e = j*(t9)/2 > 0, we get that j := j* — el,, is an admissible competitor for the
obstacle problem, so that
L(5*(to), D™ j*(t0), to) + L(j*(to + 1), D™j*(to + 1), 10 + 1) <
L(j(to), D™ j(to), to) + L(j(to + 1), D™ j(to + 1), to + 1).

By the strict monotonicity of H we get the contradiction

0> L(j(to), D™ j(to), o) — L(5*(t0), D~ j*(t0) to)
> L(j*(to+ 1), D j*(to + 1), to+ 1) — L(j(to + 1), D" j(to + 1),to + 1)
> 0,

so we conclude the proof. O

If each L(-,-,t) is also differentiable, minimizers of the obstacle problem satisfy the fol-
lowing variational equation?

min{j, _D+[65jL] + @L} = 0.

If each L(-,-,t) is in addition convex, we also obtain that the minimizers are exactly the
solutions of the variational equation.

For example, if H = $i2, + 440, then L(j,87,t) = 3|0j]> + j and one obtains the classical

obstacle problem?®
min{j, —Aj + 1} = 0.

In our case, L(j,dj,t) = H(j,|dj|,t) may not be differentiable at {6j = 0}. However,
under the hypotheses of Lemma 5.1, over {07 = 0} we only need to consider variations of L
towards {07 < 0} where

L(j,—e,t) — L(7,0,t
05, L(j,0,1) := lim U, =&,t) = L0, 0,1) — —0uH(j,0,1).

e—0+ —£

Whenever we write d5;L we should keep in mind that for 65 = 0 this derivative is actually
the Dini derivative from the left.

In Lemma 5.3 we show the equivalence between the variational equations for the obstacle
problem and the constitutive relations for the dynamic Beckmann problem. First we have
the following technical result, closely related with Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let L = L(j,07,t): RagxRxZs1 — R be such that L(j,—7j,t) = L(j,07,t), the
restriction of L(-,-,t) to the (closed) positive quadrant is differentiable, satisfies VL(-,-,t) =
0, and moreover

0;L + 05;L > 0 in {65 > 0}.
Then, for any j: {0,...,T} — R such that
min{j, —D"[ds;L] + 0;L} = 0, J(T) = 0.
we have that D~j <0 n {1,...,T}.
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Proof. Assume by contradiction that ¢y € {1,...,T} is such that D~ j(to) > 0.

We can not have tq = T, otherwise j(T'—1) < j(T') = 0. Let us now assume without loss
of generality that D~ j(ty + 1) < 0. By evaluating the variational equation for the obstacle
problem at t = ¢y we get that (note that j(to) > 0)

05 L(j(to + 1), D™ j(to + 1)) — 05; L(j(t0), D™ j(to)) = &5 L(j(to), D™ j(to))-
By the odd symmetry and the monotonicity hypotheses on L we get that
Os; L(j(to+1), D j(to+ 1),t0 + 1) = —05;L(j(to + 1), =D j(to + 1), ¢+ 1) < 0.
This turns out to be a contradiction, because
> 05 L(j(to + 1), D" j(to +1),t0 + 1)

= 0;L(j(to), D™ j(to), to) + Is;L(j(to), D~ j(to), o)
> 0.

So we conclude the proof. O
Lemma 5.3. Let G = (N, E) with N = {a,b} and E = {(a,a), (a,b)}. Let
H = H(igq,lap, t): Rgo X Z=1 — R
be a time dependent potential such that
OacH + Oy H > 0 in {iy > 0},
and let L(j,67,t) = H(j,|6j],t). Given j: {0,...,T} — R andie RE"" such that
i(a,a,t) =j(t), ila,a,T)=75(T)=0, i(a,b,t)=1i(bt,Q)=—-D"jt), i(a,t,Q)=0.

We have that j satisfies
min{j, —D+[§5jL] + @L} =0

if and only if © satisfies the constitutive relations for the dynamic Beckmann problem.

Proof. By using the given relations between H and L, as well as the relation between ¢ and
7, we verify that the equations for the obstacle problem follow from the constitutive relations
over the edges of the form (a, a,t). Let us then assume that j satisfies the equations for the
obstacle problem. Our goal is to see that ¢ satisfies the constitutive relations by constructing
an appropriated multiplier.

To ease the notation let us denote £ = VH? (i) and
At) =&(a, bt + 1) —E&(a,b,t) +&(a,a,t) =0,
such that min{j, \} = 0.
Starting from u(a,0) = 0, define u: N7 — R such that
(u(a,t + 1) = u(a,t) + &(a,a,t + 1) = Nt + 1),
u(b,t +1) =u(a,t) +&(a, bt + 1),

(
(b,
u(b,0) = u(b, 1),
(
(

A

u(b, ) = u(b,t),
a,) = min{u(a,t) | t €{0,...,T}}.

\ U
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To see that this function is well defined at (b, 2) we need to check that u(b, ) is independent
of t. This follows because for ¢ > 1
u(b,t +1) = u(a,t) +&(a,b,t + 1)
a,t) + &(a,b,t) — &(a,a,t) + (L)
t—1)+&(a,b,t)

By Lemma 5.2 and the relation between ¢ and j, we get that ¢ > 0 over every edge
of G, From the construction of u we obtain that VHT > Du also over every edge of
GT$. Moreover, we have the equality VH? = Du over edges of the form (a,b,t), (b,t,),
and (a,t,Q). To conclude we notice that over edges of the form (a,a,t) we have that if
i(a,a,t) = j(t) > 0, then from the obstacle equation A(t) = 0 and

VH”(i(a,a,t),i(a,b,t),t) = &(a,a,t) = u(a,t) — u(a,t — 1) = Du(a,a,t).
So we also have over these edges that min{i, VH? — Du} = 0. U

Given a solution j: {0,...,7} — R such that
min{j7 _D+[a5jL] + aJL} =0, ](T) =0,
we have that the extension by zero given by J = jly<ry, solves similar equations over
{1,...,T} if and only if
—(%jL(O, 0,7+ 1) = aJL(Oa _D_j(T)a T) - a5jL(07 _D_j(T)a T)
Due to the equivalence given by Lemma 5.3, we obtain the following result stating the
possibility of extending by zero a solution of the dynamic Beckmann equations. Notice

that, when we apply the construction of the multiplier u in the proof of Lemma 5.3, to the
Corollary 4.11, we get exactly the same criteria.

Corollary 5.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.3, we have that [ = ilgr is a solution
to the dynamic Beckmann equations in G if and only if

0w H(0,0,T + 1) = 0wy H(0,(a, b, T),T) — duaH(0,i(a, b, T), T).

5.1.2. Quadratic potential. Consider for a« > 0 and 3,¢ > 0 the stationary potential

s .
Ho (i) = Ezab +35 5 Za + Elaa-
For T > 1, we define then the extended potential H! Be: REO — R such that

Hgﬁs . ZH0¢5€

Notice that H, g, is strictly increasing because a > 0. The case a = 0 is a trivial one, a
solution would be to send all the mass through the edge (a,b) at the first opportunity and
without cost.

We could have considered as well a linear term in ¢,,. However, for the given divergence
constrain set by (5.25), this terms ends up adding to a constant term in the extended
potential HT.
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We also notice that it suffices to analyze the problem for @ = 1 to understand all the
other possible cases. This due to the identity H, 5. = aHi g/ac/a-

Assume from now on a = 1. By Lemma 5.1, we can compute j(t) = i(a,a,t) from the
obstacle problem
min{j, —Aj+ Bj+¢e} =0in {1,..., (T — 1)},
3(0) =1,
J(T) = 0.

Let p:= 1+ /2 and r := p+ +/p> —1 = 1 be the largest root of the characteristic

polynomial 22 — 2px + 1. Note that the other root is r~! < 1, and we have a double root if
and only if # = 0. For T' > 1, we get that the solution of the free problem

AJ—pBJ—e=0in{l,...,(T -1},

J(0) = 1,
J(T) =0,
is given by
1+ §) Bt 4 SHr — 5 i 8> 0,
(5.26) Jr(t) i= ( B) riorTh L Brth B

T2\ ¢ 2
1= (1+eL) f+eb it g0,
By the maximum principle, or by just checking the corresponding signs by hand, we can
verify that Jr also satisfies the obstacle problem if ¢ = 0.

Let us now focus on the case ¢ > 0. Keep in mind that, due to the Theorem 4.9, we know
that any solution of the dynamic Beckmann problem has a finite support, independent of 7.

Lemma 5.5. Let ¢ > 0 and Jr as in (5.26). Then there exists Ty = To(B,¢) such that
Jr(t) =0 for allt €{0,...,T} if and only if T < Tp.

Proof. Let
T() = mln{T >1 ’ JT+1(T) < O}
We will show that T is well defined and Jp(t) = 0 for all t € {1,...,T} if and only if T < Tj,.
We can verify by a computation that
(e/B)(r~t = 1) if B >0,
—o0 if B =0.
Given that » > 1 if § > 0, we get that for T sufficiently large Jp(T — 1) < 0, hence Tj is a
well defined finite number.

Let us show by induction that Jy1(7) < 0 for any 7" > Ty. Assume that 7T is such that
Jri1(T) < 0, let us show then that also Jpio(T +1) < 0. Let J:[0,T + 2] nZ — R such
that J(t) = Jpryi(t) for t <T + 1, and J(T + 2) = 0. Then

AJ—BJ—e<0in{1,...,T +1}.
Indeed, the equality holds for ¢ € {1,...,T} by construction. For ¢t = T + 1 we have that
AJ(T +1) = BJ(T +1) — & = Jp1(T) — £ < 0.

T—o0

lim Jp(T — 1) = {
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By the maximum principle (Lemma 6.2) we then have that J > Jpr,o in {1,... (T + 1)}.
Moreover, the inequality has to be strict at t = T+ 1, otherwise we get that Jr,1 = J = Jrio
in {1,...,(T + 1)}, due to the strong maximum principle. This contradiction implies that
0=J(T+1)> Jro(T+1).

Let us now show that for any 7' < Tj one has that Jr = 0 in {1,...,7}. We already
know by construction that Jr(7 —1) > 0. If we assume by contradiction that Jr(ty) < 0 for

some tg € {1,...,T —2}, we would get a contradiction with the maximum principle over the
interval {to,...,T}. O

Corollary 5.6. Let ¢ > 0, Jr as in (5.26), and Ty as in Lemma 5.5. Then the solution
i e BPT(G, p, v, HY ) is given by

i(a,a,t) = Jmingrr} (0 Lg<min{r, 0} i(a,b,t) =i(a,a,t — 1) —i(a,a,t).

Another property that can be deduced from the maximum principle is the monotonicity of
Ty with respect to € and 3. Let us denote Lg.(j,07) := Hy p:(j, —67). For any 0 < 8; < fa,
0 < &1 < ey, we have that if j € OPT(l,O, Lg, ), then j is also a super-solution of the
obstacle problem with respect to the parameters B and &9
min{j, —Aj + f1j + &1} =0 = min{j, —Aj + faj + &2} = 0.

The solution of the obstacle problem with respect to 8, and 5, and with the same boundary
values as j, must therefore be smaller than or equal to j. In consequence,

To(Ba,€2) < To(Prs€1).

In order to further analyze the value Tj let us consider the function

prtl ,r,—(ac+1) T

fs(x) 1= -

r—r—

It arises when we solve for 7" in Jp.1 (7)) = 0 such that
To(B,e) = 1f5 (1 + B/e)] + 1.
For z » 1 we get that fz(xz) ~ Cr*. Then for ¢ « § we get that
To(B,€) ~ log,(1 + B/e).

5.2. The intersection of two roads. Consider the graph G = (N, E) with N = N; U Ny,
E = E, U Es, such that for k € {1,2}

Ny := {ay, b}, By = {(ax, ar), (ax, by)}.
This graph was illustrated in the Figure 1.

We would like to send m; € [0, 1] units of mass from a; to by, and ms := 1 — my units of
mass from as to be. So we fix I' = II(u, v) with

plar) = v(br) = mi,  pby) = viay) = 0.

Even thought the graph has two disjoint components, the interesting feature of this model
is that the cost should reflect some interaction between the edges (a, b;) and (az, be).
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As in the previous section, we obtain that under the divergence constrains, the function
given by
jk(t) = i(ak, ag, t)
determines the rest of the edge flow together with the boundary conditions jx(0) = my and
Jk(T) = 0. As before, we set for t > 1

i(ak,bk,t) = ’i(bk,t,Q) = —D_jk(t), i(ak,t, Q) = 0.

Let H = H(iayays tasass farbr» tashy) | REy — R be a stationary potential and let H” (i) =
Zt L H(i(t)). We get that the Beckmann problem can then be written in terms of j; and j,

(5.27) min {Z H(ji(t), j2(t), =D~ ja(t), =D~ ja(t)) | D*jk < 0,(0) = my, jin(T) = O}-

Notice that the restriction j; = 0 is a consequence of ji(T) = 0 and D*j, < 0.

In order to present the variational equation in this case, we let
L(j1, jo, D™ j1, D™ ja) := H(j1,j2, =D~ j1, =D ja).
We will also use multipliers defined over the half integers in the interval [0, T']. In other words,
a:{1/2,3/2,...,T —1/2} - R. We denote gradient of such function at ¢t € {1,..., (7T — 1)}
as
Da(t) := a(t +1/2) — a(t — 1/2).
Similarly, for j: {0,..., T} we denote
Dj(t+1/2):=D j(t+1)=D"j(t) =jt +1)—j(t).
The optimization problem in (5.27) then leads to the boundary value problem
_D+[55jkL] + 5]kL = DO&k forte {1, ceey (T — 1)},
(5.28) min{—Dj,ar} =0 for t € {1/2,..., (T — 1/2)},
Jr(0) = my 1, for t € {0,T}.
Indeed, the Lagrangian is given by
LT (j1, j2; u1, uz)

T
= 2 L(j1(t), j2(t), D™ ji1(t), D™ ja(t)) + a1 - Djy + - Dj
=1
T
= > L(ji(t), j2(t), D" ji(t), D" ja(t)) — Day - ji — Dag - jo + C
=1

The term C' depends on a1, as, and the boundary values, and is independent of j;(¢) and
Jo(t) for t € {1,..., (T —1)}. Then the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions give us the equations
n (5.28). Notice that the first set of equations in (5.28) give 2(7" — 1) scalar equations,
meanwhile the second one give 2T scalar equations.

To illustrate a concrete example, we now assume that H follows this structure

H = H, (ia1a1v ia1b1) + HQ(iazazv iasz) + ](ia1b17ia2b2)'
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In this form, the interaction between the two components of G is restricted to the edges
Tayp, and 74,5, In the following section, we further assume that H is a quadratic function,
enabling us to perform numerical computations.

5.2.1. Quadratic potential. Given €,y = 0, consider the following expression for H

H(Zalanzazazv Laiby s Zazbz> = §Zalbl + €lya; | T+ §Za2b2 + €lgas | T Vb lasbs-

This formulation implies that the cost of keeping mass on ay is given by €. The cost of
sending 7 units of mass across the edge agby is i +i’, where ¢’ represents the amount of mass
being transferred over the crossing edge.

In terms of j; and js

. . _. _. 1, . . 1, . . .
L(ji(t), j2(t), D™ j1(t), D™ j1(t)) = (§(D i) +€]1> - (§(D ja)? +5J2) + D™ 1D jo.
As usual

T(j1,42) = D LU ), D™ j1(t), D51 (1)).

The corresponding equations take then the form

(=A)jy +y(=A)jo +ej1 = Doy for te {1,...,(T — 1)},
(—A)ja +y(—A)j1 +ejo = Doy for t € {1,..., (T — 1)},
min{—Djy,ax} =0 for t € {1/2,... (T — 1/2)},

J&(0) = my 1, for t € {0, T}.

(5.29)

By Corollary 3.11, any solution of (5.29) allows for the construction of an efficient
Wardrop equilibrium over GT for the cost given by ¢ = VH” and the transport plan

I(x, V)T’Q = {m11(a1,0),00.2) + M2l (a3,0).(0.9) }-
If (j§,7%) satisfies (5.29), then j} minimizes j; — L7 (j1, ji) under the given constrains for
j1. This holds because, after fixing jo = j5, the functional becomes strictly convex in the
variable j;. A similar statement applies to ji with respect to the functional jo — LT (55, jo).

The problem is strictly convex in both variables if and only if v € (0,1). This can be

checked for example by computing the Hessian of L or just completing the square
1 . L. L .. y 1 _.
§(D_J1)2 + §(D j2)? + D™ 1D jy = §(D J1+D7ja)? + 5(1 — ¥ )(D™j2)*.

Recall that in this case, the solution of (5.29) is the unique minimizer of the dynamic
Beckmann problem.

We use an iterative method to compute a solution of (5.29). Given ji € R for k € {1,2},
let

E(j1,j2) = K1(j1) + K2(j2) + 1(j1, j2),
) 1 1. . )
Ky (j) = 50 — i) +ej,

§(j — i)+
I(j1,j2) == v — J1 ) U2 — Ja ) + v — 41) (G2 — 3 )-
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F1GURE 4. Illustration of the minimization of the quadratic function E over
the rectangle [5;", ji ] x [j3, Js |-

Let us assume that at any given step we have that D*j, < 0 and consider some t, €
{1,...,(T —1)}. We update the values of j;(to) and ja(to) such that for ji := ju(to £ 1)

(41(t0), j2(to)) € argmin{ E(jr, j2) | (j1,J2) € [51°, 50 1 % [52 42 1}

The constrains in this problem ensure that at subsequent steps we still have D*j, < 0. In
the following lemma, we demonstrate that, once ty is chosen, this step is uniquely defined
under certain assumptions.

Lemma 5.7. Let j;© < ji for k € {1,2} such that {; := (j7 — j) < ly := (j5 — j5). For
v € [0,1) u (1,00) and € > 0, there exists a unique minimizer of E under the constrain
(jl?jQ) € []fa.]l_] . [];»jQ_]

Proof. We have that the feasible set is compact, hence we only need to focus on the uniqueness
of the minimizer. If v € [0,1) we have a strictly convex function being minimized over a
convex set, so the claim is immediate. Let us assume from now on that v > 1.

The function E has a unique critical point, which is of saddle type. As a result, the
minimizers must lie on the boundary of the rectangle 557, 77| x [j5,j5 |- We consider now
two cases based on the location of the critical point of E. This critical point, denoted by
(75,75), is computed as follows

€ 0. _ e+

ko 0
Ji = Jk —2(7+1), Jk - B

See Figure 4.
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Notice that

. o . 1, 1. . .
E(j + 1,05 + J2) = 5J1 + 52 + vije + B(T J3).
The positive and negative eigenspaces of this quadratic form are parallel to the lines j; — 75 =

0 and 7; + j2 = 0 respectively.

Case 1: Assume that (57,7%) € R2\((j;,71) % (jJ,75)). In this scenario, for any
J1 € 41,41 ], the function j, — E(ji,j2) is increasing over the interval [j5,75 |, and the
same also holds if we fix j; € [j5, j; | and vary j; € [j7, ;| instead. This implies that the
bottom-left corner (57,75 ) is the only minimizer in this case.

Case 2: Assume that (jF,75) € (ji7,77) % (J5 , 75 ). In this case we have that
B #{E < E(T, 33} 0 o501 % [z 42 1) € Av B,
A=} < 3, 2 1o [ v < s )
B =[x {dz y v i} < [, 551
We will show first that there can not be minimizers on the upper-left set A.
Notice that F has an even symmetry over the line j; — jo = ji — j5
E(jo + 1 — Ja:J1 + J3 — d1) = E(j1, J2)-
Using that {1 < (o, we get that if (j1, j2) € {ji"} x (j3 —€1/2, j; ), then (2 +jf —j3, j1 +75 — )

is in the interior of the rectangle. As a consequence, minimizers can not intersect this segment
which covers the left side of A.

Let Q(J1,J2) := E(j1,72) — €(j1 + J2). Notice that (57, 79) is the critical point of @ and
. o . 1, 1. o 0 -
QUY + 1. J2 + Jo) = 5t + 5z + irda + QU J2)-
Then we have the following symmetry around (59, j9)
E(5) = ji,dz = j2) = QUY = ju. g2 — j2) + e((57 — 1) + (J2 — J2))
= QU + J1, g2 + o) + () — 1) + (2 — 52))
= E(5) + j1, Js + J2) — 2¢(j1 + Ja)-
The pOint (]?_]1738—]2) € a([jfa‘]l—] X [J;vj;]) if and Only if (]?+]17j8+]2) € a([]f_ajl_] X
[757, 75 ])- So, by the previous identity, and using that € > 0, we get that the minimizers have

to be contained over the intersection of o([j7, j1 | % [J5 ,j5 ]) with the half space {j; + jo <
79 + 49}, This implies that there are not minimizers on the top side of the rectangle.

Let m be the minimum of E over [j;7,77] x [75, 73 |- To conclude the proof we use that
the set {(j1,J2) € R? | E(j1,j2) < m} is bounded by two hyperbolas. Only one of them is
inside the quadrant {(j1,j2) € R?* | j1 = j, j2 < j9} and can touch B at a unique point (by
a convexity argument). O

Remark 5.8. If {1 = {5y and v > 1 we have two minimizers if the critical point of E belongs
to (17, 77) x (43, 73 ). This happens because of the symmetry around the line j; —jo = j5—ji.

If € = 0 we have that the critical point of E is the center of [5,737] x 45,75 ]. Also in
this case we find two symmetric minimizers around the line j1 — jo = J7 — 75.
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Finally, if v = 1 we get that the set of minimizers of E over R? is the line j; + jo =
J¥ 4 g5, If this line intercepts (31, j1 ) % (J5 , j5 ) we obtain an infinite number of minimizers.
Otherwise we only get one minimizer at the bottom-left corner.

We apply Algorithm 1 to compute an approximate solution of (5.29) for some given
input parameters 1T', my, ma, €, v, j1, and jp with the boundary conditions jr = m; 1o 7y}.
The main step consists on minimizing E for some given rectangle, referred to as the local
minimization. According to Lemma 5.7 the result of this local minimization is unique, under
certain assumptions.

When v < 1 the problem is strictly convex and easy to solve. For v > 1 the minimizer
is restricted to a one dimensional set then it is can also be solved efficiently. To break the
ties in the exceptional cases—specifically, when v = 1, € = 0, or ¢; = {y,—we approximate
the minimizer by considering solutions obtained under conditions where v > 1, ¢ > 0, and
{1 < {y. In this way we guarantee a unique selection from the set:

argmin{E(jlaj2) | <j17j2) € [.];rvjl_] X [j;_’];]}

Algorithm 1 Particular solutions of (5.29)
HT HT 0.0

prev? curr

while HL # HT do

prev curr

T T
Hp — H

rev curr

for t=1to7T -1 do
J1(t), ja(t) < argmin{ E(j1, j2) | (j1,J2) € [Ji> 41 ] % [Ja»Ja 1}
end for
Hc?lrr < HT(jlva)
end while

A python implementation is given in [16]
https://github.com/hchanglara/2roads.

The Figure 5 shows 16 plots for j; and j, with 7" = 10, m; = 2, ms = 3, € = 0.1 and
v = kéy for k € {0,...,15} and 0y = 2/15 ~ 0.1333. We compute first the case v = 2
starting with j, = mply, (r—1)}. In every subsequent case we decreased v by v and used
the previous solution as initial value in the iteration.

We appreciate some interesting phenomena in these plots. The qualitative behavior of
the solutions changes at v = 1, this is expected as the functional H? changes from being
strictly convex for v € (0,1), to being a quadratic function with negative eigenvalues for
v > 1.

We also notice that for v > 1, max{Dj;, Djs} = 0 happens almost all the time. Indeed,
in the proof of Lemma 5.7 we observed that for v > 1, the minimizer of £ must lie on the
boundary of the rectangle [j;, j; ] x [j3,j5 |- Specifically, it will be located on either the
bottom or right side if /; < ¢5. Whenever we get the bottom side we have that D j, = 0,
meanwhile on the right side we get D~j; = 0. This behavior is also expected when v — o0,
given that if max{Dj;, Djs} < 0 then we get an interaction term D~ j; D~ jy arbitrarily
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large. On the other hand, even for ' = 2 one may have that max{Dj;, Djs} = 0 does not
hold for every ¢, as it can be checked by hand as in the proof of the Lemma 5.7.
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FIGURE 5. Solutions of the dynamic problem computed by

method for the graph in Figure 1, T" = 10, m; = 2, my = 3, €

~ decreasing uniformly from 2 to 0.
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6. APPENDIX

Lemma 6.1 (Integration by parts). For every u e RY and i e RE

Z u(z)divi(x) = — Z i(e)Du(e).

zeN eeE

Proof. Follows by a computation

> u(z) divi(z) = (Z i(e)u(z) — ) i(e)u(x))

- - X ;Z_;u(x)(ﬂe ) 1)
_ ZE eeNz<e>u<x><ne- (@) - 1-(@))
— BEE ;Cze)(u(e_) —u(e"))
_ e_eeeZEi(e)Du(e)

O

Lemma 6.2 (Strong maximum principle). Let b > 1 be a real number, and ty < t; be two
integers. If u: {to,...,t1} — R is such that

w(t+1) —2bu(t) +u(t—1) =0 forte{(to +1),...,(t1 — 1)},
u(t) <0 forte {tg,t1}.

then u(t) < 0 forte {ty,...,t1}. Moreover, if u(t) = 0 for some t € {(ty —1),...,(t1 + 1)},
then u = 0 for every t € {to,...,t1}.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that M := max, u(t) > 0. Let t* := min{t > ¢, | u(t) = M}.
This number is well defined unless t; = £y + 1 in which case the theorem is void.

Then we get the following contradiction when we evaluate the equation at t*
0<u(t*+1)—2bu(t") +u(t* —1)
= (u(t*+1) —u(t") + (u(t* — 1) —u(t*)) —2(b— u(t*) < 0.

For the second part of the lemma let t5 € {(to—1),..., (t;+1)} such that u(ty) = 0. Let us
assume that t5 > ¢+ 1 and show that « = 0 in {t¢,...,t;—1}. Assume by contradiction that
u < 0 somewhere in {t¢, ..., to—1}, then define t* := 14+max{t € {to+1,...,ta—1} | u(t) < 0}.
By the same computation as in the first part we get a contradiction. The same reasoning
over {ts + 1,...,t1} allow us to finish the proof. d
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