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STOCHASTIC MONGE-KANTOROVICH PROBLEM AND ITS DUALITY *
XICHENG ZHANG

AsstracT. In this article we prove the existence of a stochastic ogitinransference plan for a
stochastic Monge-Kantorovich problem by measurable seletheorem. A stochastic version
of Kantorovich duality and the characterization of stoticagptimal transference plan are also
established. Moreover, Wasserstein distance betweenrtt@pility kernels are discussed too.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let X be a Polish space arf(X) the total of probability measures o (#4(X)), where
A(X) is the Borelo-field. It is well known thatP(X) is a Polish space with respect to the weak
convergence topology. LeB(P(X)) be the associated Boretfield. LetY be another Polish
space andt : X x Y — [0, o0] be a lower semicontinuous function called cost functioor F
u € P(X) andv € P(Y), consider the classical Monge-Kantorovich problem

Cdeter(c,'u’ V) = Ir?(,t )f C(X, y)JT(dX, dY)’ (1)
relly) Jxxy

wherell(u, v) denotes the set of all joint probability measuresfor Y with marginal distribu-
tionsu andv. The history and the background of Monge-Kantorovich peabhre refereed to
[4),16] etc. The element ibl(u, v) is called transference plan; those achieving the infimuen ar
called optimal transference plan. We remark that the exigt®f optimal transference plan is
easily obtained by the compactness$igf, v) in P(XxY). Moreover, the following Kantorovich
duality formula holds (cf.[[4] or [6, Theorem 5.10])

celc, u,v) = sup ( L p(y)v(dy) - L l/’(x)ﬂ(dx))- (2)

(. P)eL (XL (v)ip—y<c

We now turn to the description of stochastic versions of Me#@ntorovich problem and its
duality. Let Q, .7, P) be a probability space anda probability kernel fronf2 to X. Here, by
a probability kernel: from Q to X, we mean that a mapping: Q x #(X) — [0, 1] satisfies

(i) for eachw € Q, u,, € P(X); (ii) for eachB € A(X), w — u,(B) is .%#-measurable.

LetY be another Polish space and probability kernel fronf2to Y. Letc : QxXXY — [0, o0]
be a measurable function called stochastic cost functioonsider the following stochastic
Monge-Kantorovich problem:

Cstoch(c, W,v) = nejlp(fz V)]E fx , C(w, X, Y)r,(dx, dy), (3)

whereK(u, v) is the set of all probability kernels frof2 to X x Y with marginal probability
kernelsu andv, i.e., for ar,, € K(u, v),
ﬂ'a)("Y) = Hw, ﬂw(X’ ) =Vo-
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If 7% € K(u,v) attains the infimum for the minimization problefd (3), weléah stochastic
optimal transference plan. Unlike the deterministic peob[1), it seems to be hard to prove the
existence of a stochastic optimal transference plan byextdoompactness argument. In fact,
when the cost function is deterministic, the existence of” has been obtained by Zharg [7]
(see also |6, Corollary 5.22]). On the other hand, one may&tpect the following stochastic
Kantorovich duality formula holds:

CooG 1, v) = sup B ( [ soypaian - [ vie X)uw(dx)) Y
(¥,0)eL (uy, xP)XL(v,xP);p—y<C Y X
wherelL!(u,, x P) denotes the set of all measurable functignsith E fx [ (w, X) |, (dX) < +oo,
and¢ — ¢ < c means thap(w, y) — ¥(w, X) < c(w, X, y) for all w, x,y.
Our first result is about the existence of stochastic optinaalsference plans.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that for each, (x,y) — c(w, X,Y) is continuous, and for eadx, y) €
X XY, w c(w,XY)is.#-measurable and satisfies

E fX y C(w, X, Y)u, (dX)v,,(dy) < +oo. (5)
Then there exists a stochasti: optimal transference pt&re K (u, v) such that
o) =5 [ oo xyrided) < +eo ©)
Moreover,w — C%e(c(w), iy, v,,) is .7 -measurable and we have
Cs°Ne, u,v) = E ( ni&f,vw) fx By c(w, X, y)r(dx, dy)) = B(C™*(C(®). tan Vo)) (7)

Remark 1.2. For fixedw € Q, let X, c I(u,,, v.,) be the set of all optimal transference plans for
deterministic probleni{1). It is well known thaf, 36 a nonempty compact subsetR{ x Y).
For proving Theorerfi ]1, we have to carefully choose a medeifunctionw — 72" so that

for eachw, 7°"" € X,,. This seems not to be trivial as showr{Ti.
Our second result is about the stochastic Kantorovich tyuali

Theorem 1.3. Keeping the same assumptions as in Theérem 1.1, we furtirer ha

CONe ,y) = sup E( [ ey - [ v X)uw(dx))

(¥, 0)eL (X P)XL(v,xP);p—w<C

s ([t [ven@). @
(W.p)eLipy (OxLip (¥):¢—y<c Y X

where Ligg(X) is the space of all bounded measurable functig(s, x) on Q x X which is
Lipschitz continuous in x for eaeh, similarly for Lipy (Y).

Our third result is about the characterization of stocleagptimal transference plan, which
corresponds to [6, Theorem 5.10 (ii)] (see alsa [1, 5]).

Theorem 1.4. In the situation of Theorein 1.1, for amye K(u, v), the following statements
are equivalent:
(a) 7 is a stochastic optimal transference plan;

(b) for almost allw € Q, the support of,, is a dw)-cyclically monotone set;
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(c) there exist a pair of measurable functiq@sy) onQ x Y andQ x X such that
d(w,Y) — Y(w, X) < c(w, X,Y), Y(w,XYy) e QAxXxY,
and for eachw € Q, ¥(w) is w)-convex and
Ly i={(%Y) : plw,y) — ¢¥(w, X) = c(w, X Y)} C Ocy(w)

hasr,,-full measure, wheré.y(w) denotes the(w)-subdfferential ofy(w, -).

Moreover, the measurable set= {(w, X, y) : (X,y) € I',,} defined from (c) may be indepen-
dent of the choice of optimal plan More precisely, lefr be another stochastic optimal plan,
thenr,, is concentrated ol for almost allw.

Remark 1.5. In these theorems, if we assume that c is lower semi-contgnaad approxi-
mate it by the usual Lipscitz continuous functions (geé fe&w), then we shall encounter a
very subtle issue about the measurability of an uncountafilmum of lower semi-continuous
functions (cf[6, p.70-72).

These three theorems will be proved in Section 3 by measissbbction theorem. For this
aim, we give some necessary preliminaries in Section 2. tti@&e4, we shall give a defi-
nition of Wasserstein distance between two probabilitywkts and discuss the corresponding
properties. It is hoped that the results of the present pegoebe used to the study of Markov
processes.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let ¢ be the total of all nonnegative continuous cost functionX x Y — [0, ), which is
endowed with a metric as follows:

de(C1, &) = ) 2"“(1 A osup fe(Xy) - G, y)l),
m=1 (xy)eBZ(x0)xBF(Yo)

where Ko, Yo) € X X Y is fixed and

BY(%0) = {x € X : dx(X ) <m}, BY(yo) :={ye Y :dy(y,Yo) <mj.
It is easy to see tha¥{(, d,) is a complete metric space. Ligtbe defined by

M := {(C,,u, v) e E XPX) X P(Y) : f c(x, y)u(dx)v(dy) < +oo}.
XXY
Then it is a metric space (maybe not complete and separaiudie)y u

Ahi((Ca, g1, v1), (Co, 2, v2)) = di(Cy1, C2) + Uiy (1, 2) + Aoy (v, v2),
wheredpx) anddyy) are weak convergence metrich{X) and#(Y) respectively. We have:

Lemma 2.1. Let{(Cp, un, vn) € M, n € N} satisfy that

sup Cn(X, Y)un(dX)va(dy) < M.

neN JXxY
Assume thafc,, un, vn) converges tdc, u, v) in M. Then

f e(x Yu(dv(dy) < M.
XxY
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Proof. By Urysohn’s lemma, there exist continuous functidifs: X — [0,1] and f}" : ¥ —
[0, 1] such that

(709 =1, xeBi(x), () =0, x¢ By (x)
and

f7(y) = 1, ye BX(yo), f7'(y) =0, y¢& BY™(yo).
Thus, by the monotone convergence theorem, we have

[ etxyu@onen) = fim [ ey Am- PRIEOMEIM)
XXY XXY

m—oo

lim lim f ek y) A M- OO T n(Aa(a).

m—oo0 N—o0

Sincec, — cin %, we have
lim sup lc(%,Y) = (X Y)I = 0.

n—
% (xy)eBT(x0)xBT*(yo)

Hence,

[ txyutegne) = fim fm [ cy(ey) Ame OO n(cbnlch) < M
XXY xY

o0 N—00

The proof is complete. O

We recall the following definitions of cyclical monotonigiandc-convexity (cf. [6, Defini-
tions 5.1, 5.2]).

Definition 2.2. Let X, Y be two arbitrary set and ¢ X x Y — (—o0, 0] be a function. A
subsetl’ ¢ X x Y is said to be c-cyclically monotone if for any N N and any family
(X1, Y1), - - -, (Xn, Yn) Of points inl, the following inequality holds:

N N
c(X, ¥i) < Z c(X, Yi+1)s Yn+1 = Y1
i—1 i—1

A functiony : X — (-0, +00] is said to be c-convex if it is not identicalyo, and there exists
Y — [0, +o0] such that

Y(X) = %F(é(y) -c(xy), Vxe X.

Then its c-transform is defined by
UE) = Inf() + ), Yy e Y,
and its c-subdjerential defined by
Oy = {(xY) € XXV 1 y(y) —¢(X) = c(x. )}
is a c-cyclically monotone set.
We first prove the following slight extension of [5, Theorefra8d [6, Theorem 5.20].

Theorem 2.3. Assume thafc,, un, vn) — (C,u,v) in M. Letr, be an optimal transference
plan for problem[(ll) associated with,g,, v,. Then there exists a subsequence still denoted
by n such thatr, weakly converges to somec I1(u, v) andx is an optimal transference plan
associated with g, v.
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Proof. First of all, by [6, Lemma 4.4],7,)x IS tight, and so there exists a subsequence still
denoted byh weakly converging to some € I1(u, v).

By [6, Theorem 5.10}Jx, is concentrated on sontg-cyclically monotone sdi,,. ForN € N,
let Co(N) c (X x Y)®N be defined by

Z C(%, 1) Z Ca(X Yist)s Yner = Vi,

where &, y), € (X x Y)®N. Thenn®N is concentrated oheN c Ch(N).
For anye € [0, 1], letC.(N) c (X x Y)*N be defined by
N

N
e W) < ) X Yir) + & Ynar = Vi,

= i=1
where &, yi); € (X x Y)®N. Sincec, — cin %, for anye € (0, 1] andN, m € N, there exists a
Ny € N such that for alh >

Cn(N) N (Bm(XO) X B"‘(yo))®N C C+(N) N (BF(x0) X BY(Y0))™™ =: AT(N).
Sincec is continuousAT(N) is closed. Hence,
7*N(AT(N)) > @ﬂﬁN(AI;”(N)) > @ﬂﬁ”(cn(N) N (BR(Xo) X BY(Y0))™™).

In view thatn®N is concentrated 06,(N), by lettinge | 0, we further have

N
7*N(AF(N)) > nlL_rQO[ﬂn(BQ(Xo) x BR(Yo)I™ > |1 - lim (un((BR(%0))°) + va((BY(Y))))| - (9)
Noticing that fin)nenr @and (n)nar are tight, we have
lim supun((B3(%0))°) = 0, lim ﬁngvn((B%o))") = 0.

® neN
Therefore, lettingn — oo for both sides of[(9), we obtain that

a*N(Co(N)) =1, YN €N,

which leads to
(support ofr)®N = support ofr®N c Co(N), VN € N,
So the support af is c-cyclically monotone. Sincec(u, v) € M, we have

C(epn) < [ cleyulv(dy) < +eo
XxY
By [6, Theorem 5.10] agaim, is an optimal transference plan associated wiih v. O
The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorém]1.3.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that EX x Y) > ¢, T c in the sense of pointwise. Then
Cdeter(c,ﬂ’ V) < “_m Cdeter(cn’ﬂ’ V).

n—oo

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that
a = lim C%®®Y(c,, u,v) < +c0.

n—oo

In particular, there exists a subsequence still denotedduch that
lim C%®(c,, w1, v) = a.
n—oo
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Let mr, € II(u, v) be the optimal transference plan associated withu, v. SinceIl(u,v) is
weakly compact, there exists another subsequepsech thatr, weakly converges to some
no € (u, v). By the monotonicity ot,, we have for eacime N,

f Cm(X, Y)mo(dx, dy) l!imf Cm(X, Y)7n, (dX, dy)
XxY 0 JXXY

N

k— oo

im f o (% V) (X, cl)
XxY

— i!'_)_n(}o Cdeter(an,/l, V) = .

On the other hand, by the monotone convergence theorem, e ha

cwwqﬂm)gf“ qum«mdw:nm‘f Cm(X, Y)7ro(dx, dy).
m—oo

XxXY XxXY

The result now follows. O

We also recall the following measurability theorem for rnifutictions (cf. [2] or [3, p.26,
Theorem 2.3)).

Theorem 2.5. Let (W, #') be a measurable space aikda Polish space. Let XW — ¥ be a
multifunctions, wheré is the total of all closed sets iii. Consider the following statements:
(1) for any closed AC X.

w: XW)NA£0eW,
(2) for any open set & X
wW: XWNA+0} e,
(3) there exists a sequen®)n.w Of measurable selections of X such that for eachW
X(W) = {€n(W), n € N).
Then it holds that (B> (2)=(3).
The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 2.6. The Borelo-field Z(P(X)) coincides with ther-field generated by the mapping
u — u(B), where Be #A(X).

Proof. Let F be a closed set ii{. Define

L 1
" T aeRy

Thenf,(X) | 1r(X). So, for anyr € [0, 1]
{uePX) : u(F) <r} = Unanfp € PX) @ p(fr) <1} € BPX)).

The result now follows by a monotone class argument. O
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3. Proors orF MAIN THEOREMS

In this section we give the proofs of Theorelms [.1] 1.3[andMir4t, we prove Theorem1.1.
Proof of Theorerh 111Define a multi-valued map:
M3 (C,u,v) = ®(c,u,v) C P(X X Y),

whered(c, i, v) is the total of all optimal transference plan associatat wiu, v.
By Theoreni 2.B, for eacle(u, v) € M, ®(c, i, v) is a nonempty compact subsetRfX x Y),
and for any closed sét c P(X x Y)

{(c,u,v) € Mp, : ®(c,u,v) N A+ 0}is aclosed subset o,

whereM, := {(c,,u, v)eM: fxw c(x, y)u(dx)v(dy) < m}. Indeed, let¢,, un, vn) € M, cOnverge
to (c,u,v). By LemmaZ.1L, we havec(u, v) € My, Letn, € ®(Cy, un, va) weakly converge to
somer € II(u, v). By Theoren 2.3z € ®(c, 1, v). SinceAis closedsr also belongs té\.

Note that

{(c,u,v) e M : ®(c, i1, v) N A # 0} = Upentf{(C, 1, v) € My, : O(C, 1, v) N A # 0}.

By Theoreni 2.6, there exists@d(M)/Z(P(X x Y))-measurable selectiow,, v) — n(c, u,v)
such that for eachc(u, v) e M

n(C, p, v) € O(C, 1, v) C Iy, v).
We now define
7P = (W), fhs Ve)-
Sincew — (C(w), e, Vo) IS F | B(M)-measurable by Lemnia 2.6, we thus have

w - 1is Z | B(P(X x Y))-measurable (10)
In particular,

©r f c(w, %, Yoy (dx dy) = C™(c(w). to» V)
XxY

is .#-measurable and
CStOCh(C,/,l, V) < E(Cdeter(C(a)),,uw, Vw))-
The opposite inequality is clear. Thus, we complete thefpwb(g) and (7). O

We now prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorerh 113We divide the proof into three steps.
(Step 1): First of all, for anyr € K(u, v), we have

sup E( [ ot~ [ v, X)uw(dx))
(¥,0)eL M (uy, XP)XL1(v,xP);p—w<C Y X
- sup E( ($(ry) - wlw. ) dy))
(¥.9)eL (o xP) XL (v, xP);¢p—y<c XxY
< E( f C(w, X, Y)m,(dx, dy)). 11
XxY
Thus, we obtain one side inequality:
sup E( [ sty [ wio, X)uw(dx)) < CN e ).
(¥,0)eL M (uyxP)XL1(v,xP);¢—w<C Y X
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(Step 2):In this step, we assume thgtw, X, y) is bounded and Lipschitz continuous x y)
for eachw.
Let 7°" be the stochastic optimal transference plan constructddhéoreni 1. Lef,, be

the support of>™, ac(w)-cyclically monotone set. Note that for any openAet X x Y,

{w:T,NA#0}={w: n,(A) >0} e.Z.

By Theoreni 2.5, there exists a sequenGéu), 7,(w))new Of Measurable selections Bf such
that for eachw € Q

[y = {(én(w), mn(w)), n € N}. (12)
Define for eachd, x) € Q x X,

Y, = sup  sup {[c(w,1(w), m(w)) - Cw, X, m(w))]

MeN (X1,y1),,(Xm,Ym)€l
o, X1, Y1) = (@, Xo y1)] + -+ + [€(w, Xm, Vo) = C(@, X Y]} (13)
Arguing as in[[6, p.65, Step 3], we know that
Y(w,é1(w), m(w)) =0
and
Y(w) is c(w)-convex.
Sincec(w, X, y) is continuous with respect to(y), by (12) we may write

Y(w.X) = sup sup {[c(, £1(w). m(@)) - clw, X1, 71(w))]
MeN (X1,Y1),,(Xm,Ym)E{(én(w),1n(w)),NEN}

+[C(w’ X1, yl) - C(w’ X2, yl)] +oeeet [C(w’ Xm, Ym) - C(w’ X, Ym)]} (14)

Hence, for eaclkx € X, w — ¥(w, X) is .%-measurable. Moreover, sinceas Lipschitz continu-
ous in ), itis easy to see that for eache Q, x — ¥(w, X) is also Lipschitz continuous. Let
Y¢(w,Y) be thec-transform ofy defined by

Yo(w.y) = nf (¥(w. ¥) + (. xY)).

Then for eacly € Y, w — ¢y%(w, y) is also.#-measurable, and for eache Q,y — y(w,y) is
Lipschitz continuous. Sinceis bounded, as in [6, p.66, Step 4f, andy are bounded. Note
that (cf. [6, p.65, Step 3])

U(w,y) — ¥(w, X) = c(w, X, y) onT,. (15)
So
f (. Y)valdy) - f (e, X)p(dX) = f (. %, Y)rPi(lx, ),
X Y XxY

which then gives that

e ) =2 [ (0. a@) - [ v (@).
(Step 3): For generat(w, X, Y), define fom e N
Ca(w, x.y) = inf {min(c(w, X, y),n) + n[dx(x X) + dy(y, y)]}. (16)

(X ,y)exXxY
It is easy to see that, is Lipschitz continuous, and

Cn(w, X, y) < min(c(w, X, Y), N)
8



and for each), X,y) e Q x X x Y
Cn(w, X, Y) T c(w, X,y) N — co.

Thus, by [7), Lemma 2.4 and Fatou’s lemma, we have

CStOCh(C, A, v) = E(Cdeter(c(w), Hes vw))

E (“_m Cdeter(cn(w), Hes Vw))

n—oo

N

N

lim E (C™®(Cy(w). o ver))

n—oo

- lmE ( [ onto @) - [ vnto X),uw(dx)), (17)
n—oo X Y
whereg, = y;, € Lipy(Y) andy, € Lipy (X) constructed in Step 2 satisfy
¢n(w’ y) - wn(w’ X) < Cﬂ(w’ X, y) < C(w’ X, y) (18)
The proof is thus complete by combining with Step 1. O

Lastly, we prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorerh 1]4(a)=(b): Letx € K(u,v) be a stochastic optimal transference plan, and
let (én, Yn)new be as in[(1l7). ByL(11) and (17), we have

im E( fx 1600 %) = 0n(09) + Uil Wm0 dy)) _o0.

n—oo

If necessary, by extracting a subsequence and By (18), ithan€), € .7 with P(Qo) = 1 such
that for eachw € Qy,

im f ol X3) = ¢n(03) + (e Y ) = O

n—oo

Fix such anw. Up to choosing a subsequence (possibly depending)pwe can assume that
for m,-almost all &, y) e X X Y,

r'][‘l ¢n(w’ y) - wﬂ(w’ X) = C(w’ X, y)
ForN € N, by passing to the limit in the inequality

N N N
Cw, %, Yis1) > ) [¢n(@, Yie1) = (@, X)] = D [0, Y1) = nlw, X)),
=1 i=1 i=1

we find thatr® is concentrated on the closed set

N N
Cu(N) = {(m,yi N XX YN Y ew, %, Yi) > ) olw, m,yi)}.
i=1 i=1
So the support of,, is c(w)-cyclically monotone.

(b)=(c): Fixm € K(u,v) and sef’,, := suppf.,). Since we can redefineon aP-negligible
set, without loss of generality, we can assume that fav &lQ, I',, is ¢(w)-cyclically monotone.
Define ac(w)-convex functiony(w, X) as in [13) in terms of ,. From [14), we know that is
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an.# x #(X)-measurable function and for each x — ¥(w, X) is lower semicontinuous. Let
Y¢(w) be thec(w)-transform ofy(w), i.e.,

Yo(w.y) = inf (U@, ¥ + c(w. xY)

SinceyC is the infimum of uncountably many measurable functionss itot known whether
Ytis F x #A(Y)-measurable. As in[1, p.133, Step 2] of [6, p.72], we can ifgogl® on a
v,(dy)P(dw)-negligible set so that it becomes measurable. First, siateigrater,,(dx, dy)P(dw)
asr,, (dxly)v,,(dy)P(dw) and define ar¥ x Z(Y)-measurable function

Hwy) = f (@, %) + Sw. %, Y)] - 1. (. V) (Xly).

Sincer,(I',,) = 1 andl’,, ¢ 4. (w) (seel(db)), there exists a measurablefsetZ x Z(Y) with
fAvw(dy)P(dw) = 1 such that for alld), y) € A,

wy) = v0y) [ 15, Pml) = )
Let us define an” x Z(Y)-measurable function by
Sony) = {ci(w, Y) = v@.y). (@) €A,
P — 00, (w,y) ¢ A

Then, it is easy to check thag,(/) has the desired properties.

(c)=(a): Arguing as in[[5, Theorem 2] or[6, p.72, )a)], we can prove it by a truncation
argument.

Moreover, letr be another stochastic optimal plan, as in [6, p.73>(@&)], we can prove that

B [efox ) = 80.y) + vl )l &) = O
Hence, for almost alb, 7, is concentrated on
[, ={(Xy) e XXY: ¢(w,Y) - ¢¥(w,X) = c(w, X Y)}.
The whole proof is finished. |
4. \NASSERSTEIN METRIC BETWEEN WO PROBABILITY KERNELS

In this section, we define the Wasserstein metric in the sphea#l probability kernels and
discuss its properties. LeK(dx) be a metric space. Far> 1, let.7,(X) be the space of all
probability kernels fronf2 to X with

E f e (X, %) Pt (0X) < 40
X

for somex, € X (hence for allx, € X). Let us define fop, v € J7,(X)
1/p
Wplu,v) = ( inf E f dx(X, )P, (dX, dy)) :
neK(1,v) XXX
which is calledp-Wasserstein distance. By Theoreml 1.1, we have

(Wp(/’l’ V) = (EWP(:uw, Vw)p)l/p ’ (19)

whereW,(u,, v,,) = C®e(d®, u,,v,)YP is the usual Wasserstein distance between probability

measureg,, andv,,.
10



The following result is a direct consequencelofl (19) and fiedrem 6.18].

Theorem 4.1.Let(X, dx) be a complete and separable metric space, @d7, P) a separable
probability space. Then for any p 1, (#,(X), W,) is also a complete and separable metric
space.

We now consider the case @f = 1. In this case, Wasserstein distance is usually called
Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance. We have:

Theorem 4.2. For anyu, v € #1(X),

Wiu) = sup E( [t m @9~ [ vl X),uw(dx)),

Il (w)llLip<1

where
(@)l = sup WX = W@ X)|

XX eX dX(X, X’)

Proof. By Theoreni 1., it only needs to prove that

 sup E( [ sty - [ v X)Mw(dx)) (20)
(¥.¢)eLipy (X)xLipy (X);¢p—y<dx Y X
- sup E( f (0, X)vo(d) - f o, X),uw(dx))- (21)
[l (w)llLip<1 X X

Assume that(w, y) — ¥ (w, X) < dx(x,y). Then
B, Y) <IN (e, X + dx(x ) = ()
and
Y(w, X) > igxwd (@,Y) = dx(%.¥)) = ¥*(w, X).
Thus,

@< sup E( f W) - [

yelip?(x) X

(0,09
On the other hand, it is easy to verify

I (w)llip < 1,

and so,
(@, ¥) = ™ (w, %).
Hence, [(20x(21). Moreover,[(203(21) is obvious. The proof is complete. |
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