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A cost on paths of measures

which induces the Fokker-Planck equation

Ugo Bessi*

Abstract
In [12], J. Feng and T. Nguyen define a cost on curves of measures which is finite exactly on the curves
which solve a Fokker-Planck equation with L? drift. In this paper, using ideas of D. Gomes and E. Valdinoci,

we give a different construction of the cost of [12].

Introduction

Let TP: = 1;—: denote the p-dimensional torus and let Mj(T?) be the space of Borel probability measures
on TP, with the 2-Wasserstein distance ds on it. There is a notion of absolute continuity for paths valued
in metric spaces such as M1 (TP); it turns out (see for instance theorem 8.3.1 of [2]) that a path p: (a,b) —
(M1(TP),ds) is absolutely continuous if and only if it is a weak solution of the continuity equation, i. e. iff
there is a vector field X € L?((a,b) x T?, L' @ j1;) (we shall always denote by LP the p-dimensional Lebesgue

measure) such that

b
/ at [ 0+ (XV0n() =0 Vo e () x T).

There is another way of defining the cost of a curve of measures in M;(T?), which doesn’t use metric spaces:
we explain the approach of [12] for the Fokker-Planck equation, which is similar. Let u: (a,b) — M7(TP) be
a curve of measures; the cost of [12] is the term on the left in the equality below; the term on the right is its

formal definition.
b1 1,
; §|Mt - EA/M 1At =

b b
— — ) : *((a P) an 2dus(z) < 1},
Sup{/a dt[rp( 06 — Ad)dyu(z) : ¢ € C2((a,b) x TP) and /adt[rp|v¢| du(@) <1}, (1)

If the sup above is finite, the Riesz representation theorem yields the existence of a vector field X € L?((a, b) x

T?, L' ® ;) such that the weak form of the Fokker-Planck equation holds:

/ dt/Tp (0 — —A¢ )y (z / dt/Tp (Vo, X)dp(z) Vo € C((a,b) x TP).
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Naturally, the cost (1) would be of little use if one did not prove that it is coercive and lower semicontinuous
for the uniform convergence of curves of measures. Lower semicontinuity is immediate since (1) defines the
cost as a sup of continuous functions. As for coercivity, in [12] it is deduced from the following formula: if
1+ has density p;, then

b b b 2
1. 1 1. 1|V
/ S1oe = 5Ap24 ptdt:/ _|pt|2—1ptdt+/ dt/ 1V dx+/ [py10g py — palog palda.
a 2 2 ’ a 2 ’ a TP 2 Pt TP

Vpr.
pt

”osmotic velocity”. Indeed, u; = p:LP solves both the transport equation and Fokker-Planck; vpf L is the

difference of the two drifts, i . e. is the component of the velocity due to osmosis. Being an integration by

This formula connects together the entropy and following [15], we could call this latter object the

parts, the formula above requires some delicate estimates on p;.

In this paper, we give an alternative definition of the cost (1) using the approximation scheme introduced
n [13]. Namely, if p € M;(TP), we define D,, as the set of the Borel functions v: T? x R? — [0, +00) such
that y(z,-) is a probability density on RP for u a. e. z; we interpret vy(z,v) as the probability of jumping
from x to « + v on the torus. If our particles are distributed with law p € M7 (TP), we define p x v as their
distribution after one jump (see section 1 below for the precise formula).

Let p1, po € TP; according to [13] the cost of diffusing from pq at time 0 to ps at time h is

, 1
EM(p1, p2) = inf {/ [—Ivl2 + 10g7(:r,v)] V(@ v)dpa(z)dv s vy € Dyyy pa %y = uz} -
TP xRP

2h
L\
I — . 2
o8 (M) 2)

If u; is a curve of measures defined on the interval (a, b), we define

o 1 b—h
Eapy(pe) = hgnigf E/ Eh(ﬂtvﬂwh)dt.

a
Heuristically, we are trying to replicate the fact that u € W12(a, b) iff

b—h 2
lim inf dt < 4o0.

u(t + h) — u(t)
h

The last step in the construction of the cost is dictated by the fact that we want lower semicontinuity for

free; thus, we shall set
Clap)(p1t) = inf nglfrlgg Eapy (1)

where the inf is taken over all the sequences { '} which converge to p; uniformly. The reader should compare
this with [12], where semicontinuity follows in a much more natural way.

We want to prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.  Let p: (a,b) = My (TP) be a Borel curve of measures. Let us suppose that the cost C(q p)(fi¢)
is finite. Then there is X € L?((a,b) x TP, L' ® p;) such that p, is a weak solution of

1
Orpie — EAut +div(Xp) =0 te€(a,b) (FP)x
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Moreover,
b
qwm»:/[;w@mmmw. (3)

Conversely, if pi; is a weak solution of (FP)x with X € L?((a,b) x TP, L* ® ), then

b
Cani) < [ dt [ X (t.0)Pdpi(a).
a TP

Theorem 2. Let us endow M;(TP) with the 2-Wasserstein distance, which we shall call dy in the
following. Then the two points below hold.
1) If pin: (a,b) = M7 (TP) is a sequence of Borel curves such that, for some M > 0,

C(a,b) (Nn) <M Vn >1

then py, is compact in C((a,b), M (TP)).
2) If pun: (a,b) — M1 (TP) is a sequence of Borel curves converging uniformly to u: (a,b) — M1(TP), then

C(a,b) (M) < lim inf C(a,b) (Mn)

n—-+oo

The paper is organized as follows: in section 1, we shall prove that, if the inf in (2) is finite, then it
is a minimum and the minimizer « is unique. This will allow us to define for y; a mean forward velocity
and correlation matrix on the interval [¢, ¢ + h]; in section 2 we shall prove, in a tedious but elementary way,
that cost, mean forward velocity and correlation matrix are Borel functions of ¢. In section 3, following [15],
we let h — 0 and define the instantaneous forward velocity and correlation matrix; we prove that, if a path
has finite cost, then the forward velocity is in L? and the correlation matrix is the identity. In section 4, we
prove that paths of finite cost satisfy the Fokker-Planck equation; the drift of Fokker-Planck turns out to be
the forward velocity defined in section 3. We also prove the > half of equality (3). In section 5, we prove
the converse: namely, we consider a semigroup Ps; on M;j(T?) induced by a Fokker-Planck equation with
a smooth drift and show that the cost of the path p:= P, o is finite. Together with an approximation
procedure, this will yield the < half of (3). Most of the proofs depend on a few elementary estimates on the
Gaussian; we have relegated them to the appendix.

The problem of finding solutions of the Fokker-Planck equation with irregular drift has been studied
intensively; we refer the reader to [7], [8] and the bibliography therein for different approaches; [4] treats a
problem strongly related to this. We also mention [1] and [14], two papers which connect the single step of

Otto’s scheme to large deviation theory.
Acknowledgement. I would like to thank the referees for the stimulating comments.
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Definition of the cost
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We begin with some notation, most of which is standard.
o) We define M;(TP) as the space of all Borel probability measures on TP.

o) We denote by m: RP — TP: = %—2 the natural projection; if ,y € TP, we set
[z —ylor = min{|Z —g| : 7(2) =2, =(y) =y}

e Let I" be a Borel probability measure on T? x TP whose first and second marginals are vy and v; respectively;
we shall say that I' is a transfer plan between vy and v;.
o) For A > 1, we define the A-Wasserstein distance dy on M;(T?) by

dx(vo, 1) = min/ |z — y|pwdD (2, y) (1.1)

T JrexTr

where the minimum is over all transfer plans between vy and v4. It is standard ([2], [16]) that the minimum
is attained and that dy induces on M7(TP) the weak* topology; in particular, M;(TP) is a compact metric
space. In this paper, we shall use only d; and do.
o) We denote by Den the set of the Borel probability densities on RP.
o) Let u € M;(TP); we say that a Borel function v: T? x R? — R belongs to D,, if y(x,-) € Den for p a.
e. x € TP,

o) If 1 € M (TP) and v € D, we define the measure p %y on TP by
FENE = [ fat on(e)dutads
TP T? xRP

for every f € C(TP). Equivalently, p *+ is the push-forward of the measure u ® vy(z,-)L? on T? x RP by
the action of R? on T?

;TP x RP — TP, (z,v) = (x4 0).

Heuristically, v(z,v) is the probability that a particle in 2 will jump to z + v; if initially the particles are
distributed with law pu, after the jump they have law p * .
o) If p1, o € My (T?), we define D,,, ,,, as the set of all v € D,,, such that p; * v = po.

Since Dy, ., could be empty, we need two lemmas.
Lemma 1.1. D, ,, # 0 iff po << LP.
Proof. Let~y € D, ,,; setting ¥(z,v) = y(z, —x + v) we easily check that
I'=mem(z,)Lr) (1.2)

is a transfer plan between p; and ug; conversely, if T' defined as in (1.2) is a transfer plan between p; and
2, then v € D, ,,,. Thus, it suffices to show that there is a transfer plan of the form (1.2) iff po << LP.
We begin with the if part. If uz = a(x)LP for some o € L' (TP), we set

V(@ v) = a(m(0)) 10,1y (V).
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Now it is easy to see that T' defined as in (1.2) is a transfer plan between uy and pus.
Conversely, if T' is a transfer plan from p; to uz and f € C(T?,R), we have the first equality below;
the second one holds if T has the form (1.2), while the third one follows by the periodicity of f.

[ @i = [ e = [ i o e -

P xRP

Y 9 k d d .
kgsz [rpx[o,l)p F) (2, v + k)dp (z)dv

By dominated convergence this means that po, considered as a measure on [0, 1)?, has density

S [ Ao+ B

keZr

ending the proof.

W\

Lemma 1.2. 1) Let uy € M;(T?). Then, the map
U:D,, — My (TP), Wiy — pn xy

is continuous from the weak topology of L*(T? x RP, 3 ® LP) to the weakx topology of My (TP).
2) Dy, s is convex and weakly closed in L (uy @ LP).

Proof. We prove point 1). Let f € C(T?); the formula below shows that ¥ sends a weak neighbourhood
of v into a weaks* neighbourhood of 1 * 7; the equality is the definition of uq * .

{V': <e}_

{7/ : /TPXRP fle+y)h(z,y) =+ (2,y9)]dm (w)dy‘ < e} ,

As for point 2), the fact that Dy, ,, is convex follows because the map :y — p 7 is linear. As for the

f@)d(pa =) (@) = [ fl@)d(m *y)(x)
TP TP

weak closure, we note that, by point 1), D,,, ,, is relatively closed in D,,, ; thus, it suffices to show that D,,,
is weakly closed. By the definition of D,,,, we have to to show that, if +y is in the weak closure of D,,,, then

~y is positive (which is standard) and

/ y(z,v)dv=1 for u; a. e. x€TP.
Rr

In turn, this is implied by
i) = [ e oa(dn @ (1.3)
TP xRP

for all Borel sets B C TP. Since the functional

iy — 1p(x)y(z,v)du (z)dv
TP xRP



is continuous for the weak topology of L (11 x £P), this follows from the fact that (1.3) holds for the functions
of D, .

W\

Our cost has been introduced in [13]: roughly, it is the kinetic energy minus the entropy: in dynamical

terms, the pressure of the kinetic energy.

Definition. For h > 0 and v: T? x R? — [0, +00), we define
L2
Ah(77 ({E, ’U)) = %|’U| ’Y(Ia 1)) + V(xv ’U) log*y(:z:, 1)).
If v depends only on v, we shall write Ap (v, v).
We recall a few facts from [6] about the functional of Gomes and Valdinoci.

Lemma 1.3.  Let h > 0 and let uy € M;(T?). Then, the following points hold.
1) The functional

I:D,, - RU {400}, Iy — Ap(y, (z,0))dps (z)do
TP xRP

is well defined.
2) The functional I is I. s. c. for the weak topology of L*(u1 ® LP).
3) If M € R, the set

Eyx ={y €Dy, : I(y) < M}

is uniformly integrable for the measure u; ® LP.

4) There is an increasing function B: R — [0, 4+00), independent of i, such that, if v € Eys, then

/Tp . S0P, ) (@)dv < BOM). (L4)

5) The set Eyy is weakly compact in L*(u; ® LP).
6) Let pio € M1(TP) be such that Dy, ,., is not empty. Then, the functional I has a unique minimum ~,,, ,,
inD

K102

Proof. We only sketch the proof of this lemma and refer the reader to [6] for details. We begin with point
1). Note that

|2y +ylogy > —e~ el Yy >0

! |
2h"
and thus

‘ 2

Ap(y, (z,v)) > —e~lemmmlY (1.5)

Since the term on the right belongs to L' (u® LP), we get that the integral of the negative part of Ay (v, (z,v))
is finite; thus the integral of A, (7, (z,v)) is well defined, though possibly +oo.

6



We prove point 2). Since [ is convex, it suffices to prove that I is l. s. c. for the strong topology of
L'(p ® LP); as in lemma 1.3 of [6], this follows from Fatou’s lemma and (1.5).

As for point 3), it follows as in lemma 1.2 of [6]: grossly, uniform integrability follows since ~log~y is
superlinear.

Again referring to lemma 1.2 of [6] for details, we derive (1.4) from lemma A.1 of the appendix in the

following way. We set

a(z) = %/Rp vy(z,v)dv, o(x) = %/Rp |v — ha(z)|*y(x, v)dv.

It is easy to see that point 4) follows if we prove that there is a function C(M) such that

h

5 /rp la(z)[*du (z) + (2)dp (z) < C(M) (1.6)

1)
Tp
for all v € Epr. Let us set

F={zeT?: i) >2}.

The first inequality below comes since v € Fjy, the second one comes from lemma A.1, the third one from

formula (A.10) of the appendix and the definition of T'(a, §).

M2 [l g 00 (0100 2 [ 7000500 =

/ T(a(z), 6(x)) — T(a(z), 1)]dpu (z) + / T(a(z), )dp (z) >
TP

TP

2 h 2 1 %
/FDl(é(ar) —Ddpi(z) + [ Di|é(x) =1 dul(x)+/Tp Fla(@)Pdus () + log <ﬁ> ,

By Hélder’s inequality, this implies (1.6).

Fc

To prove point 5), we note that Ej; is weakly closed by point 2) of this lemma. Thus, it suffices to prove
that it is relatively compact; this follows by point 3) of this lemma and the fact that the set of measures
{1 ® YLP} ek, is tight by point 4).

As for point 6), we note that the set

{Y €Dy 1) £ M}

is weakly compact because of point 5) of this lemma and point 2) of lemma 1.2. Together with point 2) above,
this implies the existence of a minimum. The minimizer is unique since [ is a strictly convex functional on

the convex set D, ,,.

W

Definitions. e) Let 1, u2 € My (T?) and let h > 0; the first equality below is the definition of £, in the

second one we recall the definition of I from lemma 1.3.

1 \?
h = 1 — _— =
E"(u1,p2) = min  I(y) —log (27rh>

YEDpy ,pg



. 1 5 1\?
min /TPXRP [%M +log v(x,v) | v(z,v)dus (z)dv — log (ﬂ) . (1.7)

VED 1 o
Conventionally, we shall say that the minimum is +oo if D,,, ,, is empty; if it is not, the minimum in (1.7) is
justified by point 6) of lemma 1.3. Let v be in the class Trace(a, d) defined in the appendix; formula (A.1)
of the appendix implies the first inequality below, while the second one follows from the definition of T'(a, d)

and the third one from point 1) of lemma A.3.

p
2

1?2 1
/ Ap(y,v)dv —log | — | >T(a,8)—log| =— | >T(a,d)—T(a,1)>0.
Rp 2mh 2mh
Together with Fubini and (1.7), this implies that
EMp,p2) >0 Yy, pa € My (TP). (1.8)

In the inequality above, an explicit calculation shows that 0 is reached when ps = pq * N (0, hId) where

2
1 2
N(0, hId)(v) = (%) e~ vl

e As noted by one of the referees, one can express the cost using relative entropy with respect to the normal

distribution N (0, hId); indeed, it is easy to see that, if y(z,v) = N(0,hId)(v) - p(z,v), then

100~ (57) = [, o) log oo N 0,01 )i ().

See also the connection with the Feynman-Kac formula in section 5 of [6].

e) As in point 6) of lemma 1.3, we shall call 7,,, ,, the unique v on which " (u1, u2) is attained.

o) Let us suppose that E"(u1, ) < +o0; then 1 € LY (1 ® Yy, s (2, ) LP) by the definition of D, ,,,, while
[v]?2 € L' (1 @ Yy o (z,-)LP) by (1.4). By Hélder’s inequality, this implies that v € L' (u @ vy, (@, 1) LP);

following [15], we define the h-forward velocity vl . as
. 1
Uiy ua (T) = 7 Ja VYpur 2 (T, 0)dv. (1.9)
P

o) Since |v]? € L' (4 ® Yy, o (2, -)LP), we can define the h-covariance matrix D"#1:#2 whose entries dﬁ’j”l’”z

are given by
1
A @) = 1 [ 0= DA 03 = (0 () s 0
P

If w, is a Borel curve in M7 (TP), we define its h-forward velocity as

vh(t, x) = vﬁhmﬁ (z)

and its h-covariance matrix as

D (t,x) = Dbtbetn (z).

§2



Measurability
We want to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let p:(a,b) — M1(TP) be a Borel curve of measures and let us suppose that
EM(ue, psn) < +oo for LY a. e. t € (a,b—h). Then, the maps : (t,r) — v"(t,z) and : (t,z) — D"(t,z)
(which we defined at the end of the last section) are Borel, up to redefining them on a set of null £ ® p
measure.

We shall need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let h > 0 and let v" DMtz he defined as at the end of the last section. Let us set

K127

E = {(p1, p2) € Ma(T?) x My(TP) : E"(p1, p2) < +00}.

Then, the three maps
(I)vel: E — R7 (I)'Uel: (/1417 /1*2) — / ’Uﬁl”ug (:E)dﬂl (1’)7
TP

B2 E SR, @ (i pma) /T W (@)Pd (),

(I)cov: E— Rn2; (I)cov: (,UJI; ,UQ) — Dh7M1)H2 (I)d,ul (I)
TP

are Borel, while the map

EM: M1 (TP) x M1 (TP) — [0, +00)

is lower semicontinuous.

The idea of the proof is the following. In lemma 2.3 below by inf-convolution we are going to find
Lipschitz functions cy(u1, i2) such that, for all couples (1, p2), ex(p1,p2) 7 EM(p1, po) as A 7 +oc.
Clearly, this will yield that " is 1. s. c.. Next, we are going to see that the function 721;#2 on which
ex(p1, p2) is attained depends continuously on (1, u2) (lemma 2.5) and that it converges to the minimizer
of EM(uy, ) as A 7 +o0; this will imply that the minima depend in a Borel way on the parameters (j1, p2)
(corollary 2.6). We begin with a few definitions.

Definitions. e) This was introduced in [3], where it is called ”push-forward by plans”. Let 1, 11 € M7 (T?)
and let I' be a transfer plan from p; to fi1, minimal for the 1-Wasserstein distance d;; we disintegrate I' as
I' =Ty, ®fi;. In the following, we shall reserve the variables  and y for integration in p; and fi; respectively.

Let v € D, ; we define
300 = [ 2@o)dry (o) (2.1)
TP
This is just a generalized way of composing with a map: indeed, if I" is induced by an invertible map g, then

Yy, v) =(g7(®),v)-
We refer the reader to [6] for the easy proof that ¥ € Dy, .
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o) We define Den’ as the set of all the Borel functions v: T? x R? — [0, +00) such that y(z, -) is a probability
density on RP? for all x € TP.
o) For A > 0 we define the map

\I/kiMl(Tp) X Ml(Tp) x Den/ - R

W (g1, p2,7) :/

1 2
A (2 0))dpn (2)dv + Ads (pn 7, 1z) — < ) |
TP xRP

21th
o) We define
CX(MI ) /142) = 'VGigEn’ \I])\(Nla M2, 7)

Lemma 2.3. 1) The inf in the definition of ¢, is attained on a function 7;)11#2 € Den/; this function is
unique up to p1 ® LP-null sets.

2) Let v € Dy, and let 4 be defined as in (2.1); then, ¥ € Dy, and there is a constant L = L(X\) > 0 such
that

W (fin, 2, 5) < Wa(pa, p2,v) + L(A)d1 (pa, i)

3) The function cy is Lipschitz in both arguments for the 1-Wasserstein distance; the Lipschitz constant is

max(L(A), A).

4) ex(pr, pa) < E"(ua,pa) Vi, po € My(TP).
5) Jmex(p, p2) = EMpa p2) Vi, pa € My(TP).

6) Let E" (1, pa) < +o0 and let v, 4, be as in point 6) of lemma 1.3; then,
H1 ® ”yﬁlmﬁp — 1 @ Yy u LP narrowly as A — +oo.

7) For any fixed A > 0,
sup{[[7p, Lo (uuocr) © k1, p2 € Mi(TP)} < 4o00.

Proof. We note that :y — Wy (1, 2,7) has the form

Y = An (7, (2, v))dpn (x)dv + U(pr * ) (2.2)
T? xRP

and that U is a Lipschitz function for the 1-Wasserstein distance; namely, for us fixed,

U(p) = Adi(p, p2) — <%> "

Since U is Lipschitz, proposition 1.4 of [6] holds, yielding existence in point 1). As for the uniqueness, it
suffices to note that the functional of (2.2) is the sum of two terms, the integral and U; both are convex in

v, the first one strictly.
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Point 2) is proven in proposition 2.3 of [6].

As for point 3), from point 2) of this lemma it is easy to deduce (see [6] for the complete argument)
that ¢y is L(A)-Lipschitz in the first variable. It is A-Lipschitz in the second one because of the special form
of the final condition U.

We prove point 4). Let v, ., minimize in the definition of £ h(u1, pe); the inequality below comes from
the definition of cx (g1, p2) as an inf, the first equality from the fact that 7y, ., € Dy, ., the second one
from the fact that £"(u1, p2) is attained on 7y, .

< R
C,\(u17M2) _/ omh

1 2
A1 O 1, 0)) i ()00 + Ad (111 % Y s fi2) — ( ) -
TP xRP

L\ ¢
L G oo = () = ).
TP xRP 7T

Having thus proven point 4), point 5) reduces to show that

liminf ey (p1, p2) > E"(p1, p12).
A— 400

Let us suppose by contradiction that this is not the case; in other words, there are ¢ > 0 (or M > 0), a

sequence \, " +0o and minima 721"#2 of Uy, (p1, p2,-) such that

1 2
L A (oD ()0 + A 58 )~ (577 )
T? xRP ™

EMprypo) —e if EM(u1, pa) < +o0
(2.3)

M  otherwise.

Now we can apply point 5) of lemma 1.3 and get that, up to subsequences, vﬁ‘ﬁw — 7y in L'(u ® LP); by
point 2) of lemma 1.3,

1\? EM(py, po) —e if  EM(p1, po) < +00
[ oo () < 2.4)
TP xRP ™ M  otherwise.

Since A\, 400, (1.5) and (2.3) imply that di(u1 * Yn, u2) — 0; by point 1) of lemma 1.2, we get that
p1*y = po. Thus, v € D, ., and satisfies (2.4): we have reached a contradiction with the definition of
EM(py, po) as a minimum.

We prove point 6). Since narrow convergence is metric (see for instance [2], remark 5.1.1), it suffices to
prove that, for any \,, * 400 there is a subsequence \,,; such that p; ®’yﬁ{ﬂ'ﬂ2ﬁp — 1 @ Ypup e LP narrowly.
Let \, — +oo; using the fact that £"(u1,u2) < 400, we can see as in the proof of point 5) that, for a
subsequence {n'}, ”yfj’ff#z — v in L'(py ® LP), that v € Dy, i, and that

L eoane - (55 ) < )

11



By the uniqueness of point 6) of lemma 1.3, we get that v = ~,, ,,. Thus, 73{‘7'#2 = Ve 0 L (1 @ LP);

in particular, if f: TP x RP — R is a bounded continuos function, we see that

/ f(x,v)w;}ln:m (x,v)dpy (x)dv — F(@, )Yy e (z,0)dp (z)dv
TP xRP TP xRP

implying point 6).
As for point 7), this is proposition 2.8 of [6].

W\

Points 3), 4) and 5) of the last lemma imply the last assertion of proposition 2.1; we state it as a separate

corollary.
Corollary 2.4.  The function

EM: M1 (TP) x M1 (TP) = [0, 400)
is lower semicontinuous.

Lemma 2.5. Let A > 0 be fixed and let 721;#2 be the unique minimizer in the definition of ¢y (1, p2).
Let M1(T? x RP) be the space of the Borel probability measures on TP x RP with the topology of narrow
convergence. Then, the map from M;(T?) x M;(TP) to M;(T? x RP) given by

DN (p1, p2) = 1 @, () £P
is continuous.

Proof. Let u} — u1, pf — pe; we must prove that the sequence uj ® 7;)?1 un (x,-)LP converges narrowly

A

to 1 ®”yﬁ‘17m (z,-)LP. Since ¢* is continuous, we can as well suppose that ¢*(uf, u%) < M’ for some M’ > 0.

Together with the definition of ¥y this implies that

/ Ah(%’)%“g, (x,v))dpt(x)dv < M Vn > 1. (2.5)
TP xRP

Let I'" be a plan from pf to u; optimal for the 1-Wasserstein distance; let us disintegrate it as I'" = I'j @ 1

and let us define 4, € D, as in (2.1), i. e.
o) = [ @ 0)dr o)

Step 1. We begin to prove that pu; ® 3, (x,-)LP converges narrowly to p ® 721#2 (x,-)LP.
The inequality below follows by point 2) of lemma 2.3 and by the special form of the final condition.

Point 3) of lemma 2.3 implies the limit, while the equality follows because 72‘7117 un is minimal.

W (11, 12, 3n) < OA(T s 155 Ypn pup ) + L (1, ) + Ada (15, p2) =

12



ex(pf, py) + LN dy (' pa) + Ada(py, p2) — ex(pr, p2).
In other words, ¥, is a minimizing sequence for ¢y (1, u2); this implies (proposition 1.4 of [6]) that 4, —
”yﬁ‘w& in L'(j1 ® £P). As we have seen at the end of the proof of lemma 2.3, this implies that 1 ® 7, (z, -) £LP
converges narrowly to p1 ® 7317;12 (x,-)LP.
Step 2. By step 1 it suffices to prove that, if f: T? x R? — R is a bounded continuous function, then

/ F @, 0) 7 o (2, 0) g (2)do — / £y, 0)Fn (2, 0)dps (y)dv — . (2.6)
TP xRP TP xRP

Note that ui ® %’)?7“3 LP is tight by (1.4) and (2.5); using this, we easily see that it suffices to consider a
uniformly continuous f.

The first equality below is the definition of 7, the second one comes from the fact that I'* = I'} ®
and the fact that the first marginal of I'" is pf.

[ reomseodd@d = [ 05 edn i =
TP xXRP TP xRP

[t sleosi@ao [ faodnme | o) -
PxRP P

TP xRP

Lo 1) = S0 g o )T ) )
TP XT? xRP
Since f is uniformly continuous, for all € > 0 we can find § > 0 such that

if |z—y[<d then [[f(z,))—f(y, )llcomr) <e (2.8)

We set
As ={(z,y) € TP x TP : |z — y|1» < d}.

Formula (2.7) implies the first inequality below; the second one follows by (2.8), the fact that f is bounded
and the fact that 72‘?7 u (z,) is a probability density.

[ faon s odid@do = [ ). odin ()] <
TPxRP TP xRP

[ U @) = 10 o) o+ [ 1F0) = £ o) o) (o) <
As xRp ASxRP

[ @y 42l [ i)
As Ag

In other words, (2.6) follows if we prove that I'""(A$) — 0; but this comes from the Chebyshev inequality

below.

5T (45) < / & — ylord[™ (2, y) <
A

5
/ & — yloedT" (2, ) = dy (4 1) — 0.
TP x TP
W

13



Corollary 2.6. Let
E = {(m, p2) € Mi(TP) x My (T?) : " (1, p2) < +oc}.

Then, the map
b: E — M;(T? x RP) b: (1, p2) = p1 @ Yy o (, ) LP

is Borel; we have endowed M (TP) with the weak+ and M1(T? x RP) with the narrow topology.

Proof. By lemma 2.5, the map b* is continuous. Thus, it suffices to show that, for all ji, us such that

EM(p1, p2) < 400, we have that

P ® 721-#2 (@, )LP = p1 @ Yy s (, ) LP

narrowly as A — 4o00. But this is the content of point 6) of lemma 2.3.

W

Proof of lemma 2.2. The map £" is L. s. c. by corollary 2.4. We want to prove that ®,.;, ¢3el and Do,
are Borel. We prove that ®2_, is Borel, since the other cases are analogous. This follows easily by corollary
2.6 and the fact that the map
CHL O Yy o (I’ ')‘Cp - |'U|2FY#17#2 (xvv)dvdﬂl (I)
T? xRP

isl. s. c..

W

Proof of proposition 2.1. Let +; be the unique (up to ps;null sets) minimizer in the definition of
EM(ue, ey n); we are going to prove that +; has a Borel version.

By corollary 2.6, we can define a measure ¢ on (a,b) x TP x RP by

b
/ F(t 2, 0)d6(t, 7, v) = / at / £t 2, o)y (2, v)dpe (@)do
(a,b) x TP xRP a TP xRP

for all continuous, compactly supported functions f. Cearly, § << £! ® p; ® LP; by the Radon-Nikodym
theorem, we can write 6 = £ ® p; ® 74 (x, v)LP; now 7, is a Borel version of ;.

For simplicity, from now on we shall drop the tilde from 4;, as if v, were already Borel. We prove that
v"(t, z) is Borel, up to modifying it on a set of null £! ® p; measure. We shall forego the proof that D" (¢, z)
is Borel, which is similar.

First of all, it suffices to find Borel sets A,, C (a,b) such that
1) £((a,b) \ A,) — 0 and
2) v" is Borel on A,, x TP.

Since



Fubini’s theorem implies that (up to redefining it on a set of null £! ® y1; measure) v" is Borel on A, x T? ifv €
LY(A, xT? xRP, L' @ p; @y¢(, -) LP); actually, we shall show that v € L?(A,, x TP x R?, L' @ p; @y, (x, -) LP).
We set
Ap = {t € (a,b) : E (s, progn) <}

This is a Borel set by corollary 2.4; the sets A,, invade (a,b) since E"(uy, pyn) < +oo for a. e. t € (a,b)
by hypothesis. This yields point 1) above; point 2) follows since point 4) of lemma 1.3 implies the first

inequality below.
1
/ %|v|2”yt(:zr, v)dp(z)dv < / B(n)dt < B(n)(b — a).
ApxTPxRP An

W

63

Forward velocity and diffusion matrix

In this section, we define the cost of a curve of measures p;; in proposition 3.1 below we shall see that,
if the cost of y; is finite, the h-forward velocity we defined in section 1 is bounded in L?; taking limits, we
shall get an instantaneous forward velocity. A similar argument will yield (proposition 3.2 below) that the

h-diffusion matrix converges to the identity.

Definition. Let u:(a,b) = M1(TP) be Borel and let h € (0,b — a). We define

L pbh
Elpny (1) = E/ EM (e, preqn)dt

where the function € (ju, j14+5) has been defined in (1.7). We note that this integral is well defined, though
possibly +oo, because the map :¢ — E"(u, pern) non negative by (1.8); it is Borel because it is the

composition of £, which is 1. s. ¢. by lemma 2.2, with the Borel function ;. We also set

R TI h
Eap) (1) = Hminf EG 5 p) (p)-

Instead of proving that &£ ) is lower semicontinuous, we are going to relax it, so that semicontinuity

will be automatic. We define
Clap) (1) = inf lim inf £, p) (1)
where the inf is over all sequences py: (a,b) — M7(T?) converging uniformly to p for the 2-Wasserstein
distance ds.
Our aim is to study the relaxed cost C(, p); to do this, we need some preliminary knowledge on &4 );

this will take all of this section and some of the next one.

15



Proposition 3.1.  Let u: (a,b) — M;(TP) be a Borel curve of measures and let the h-forward velocity
v"(t,x) be as in the definition at the end of section 1. Then, the following two points hold.
1) Ifé’(haybfh)(u) < +o0, then v"(t,-) is defined for L' a. e. t € (a,b— h) and

b—h
1
[ [t P < ey (3.1)
2) Let E(q 1) (1) < +00; then, there is a subsequence hy, N\, 0 and X € L?((a,b) x T?, L' ® p;) such that
o'~ X in L%((a,b) x TP, L' ® ).

3) Let X be as in point 2) above. Then,

b
[t [P < .
a TP

Proof. We begin with point 1); let us show that the integral defining v"(¢,-) converges. We recall that,
by definition,

vh(t, x) = vﬁhmﬁ (x)

h
Mttt h

if EM(pe, presn) < +oo. Thus, it suffices to show that E(uy, pesn) < +oo for LY a. e. t € (a,b — h); since

and that the integral defining v converges if v,, .., has finite second moment; by (1.4), this is true

EM(g, pre1n) > 0, this follows from the formula below, where the inequality is our hypothesis and the equality
is the definition of E(h(lybfh)(u).

b—h
/ EM(pats pren) At = Ef gy (1) < 00

> =

To prove (3.1), we set
Vet = Ve petn
where v, u,,, has been defined in point 6) of lemma 1.3. We recall that 7 (z,-) € Mean(v"(¢t,z)) by the

definition of v" (¢, z) in section 1 and of Mean(v"(¢,z)) in the appendix. We define the trace of the variance

as in the appendix

1
po(t.) = 5 [ o= bt (t,) ol o, o).
Rpr

The inequality below follows by (A.1) of the appendix and the definition of T'(v" (¢, ), §(x)); the equality is
(1.7).

1 [bh 1 [bh 1 z
[ et = [t [ auo) | [ anb oo -tog ()| 2
h a h a TP RP 27Th

b—h ) — 2
%/ dt[rp lpL;l + g|vh(t,gc)|2 + log (5(tla:)) 1 dpe ().
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Since

NS

0—1 1
[ — >
P +log<6) >0 V&> 0,

formula (3.1) follows.

We prove point 2). Since £, 3y (1) < 400, we can find h, \ 0 and M > 0 such that

Eryny (W) <M Yn>1. (3.2)
y (3.1), this implies that
b—h,
/ dt/ o (t, 2) )2 dpg (2) < M Vn > 1.
TP

In other words, v~ is bounded in L?((a,b) x T?, L' ® u;); thus, it is weakly compact and point 2) follows.
Point 3) follows immediately from points 1) and 2) and the lower semicontinuity of the L? norm under

weak convergence.

W

This calls for a definition.
Definition. Let X be as in point 2) of proposition 3.1; we say that X is a forward velocity of the curve pu.

Note that there is no uniqueness for the forward velocity: different sequences h,, \, 0 may yield different

forward velocities.

Proposition 3.2.  Let p:(a,b) — M1(T?) be Borel with £ (1) < 400; let the h-correlation matrix
Dh(t,z) = (dh (t,z));; be defined as in section 1. Let hy, \, 0 be the sequence of proposition 3.1; then,

D" — Id in L'((a,b) x T?, L' ® ). (3.3)

Proof. We begin to show that any term on the diagonal, say d" tends to 1. Since {hn} is the sequence

lZ’

of proposition 3.1, (3.2) holds and this yields the first inequality below; the equality is (1.7); the second

inequality comes from (A.4) and the last one comes from the definition of By;ag in the appendix.

1 b—h
M= _/ EM (ugy pagn,, )dt =

hn,
h 1 %
Ahn (FYt " ({E, ')7 v)dv - log >
Rp 2mh,

1 b_hn
— dt du(z
[ dn)
p

h—ln/b " dt/Tp Baiag(v"" (t, ), d7 (t,2)) —log (2 1h )E] dpe () >

1 b—h,
i [t [ (B (o 4.0, 4.0 = B0 1.2, 1)] (). (3.4)
n TP

17



As in lemma A.3, we shall denote by D; a constant independent of everything. The last formula and (A.11)

imply the first inequality below, while the second one comes from Holder.

b—h,
h M>D1/ dt/ (¢, ) — 1P dpg () +
{meTr : d) (t,2)<2}
b—h,
Dy / at | dl (1, ) — 1ldp(x) >
{zeTP : dh”(tz )>2}

b—hn 2
=i A 4% (4, 2) — Lldue(z) | +
—a {zeTr : d' (t,2)<2}

b—hn
Dl/ dt/ |dn () — 1) dpe ().
a {zeTP : d}.”?(t,z)>2} ’

This clearly implies that d — 1in LY(L£' ® pt). Now we tackle the terms off the diagonal.

With the same argument we used for (3.4) we get that, for i # j,

b_hn
it = [t [ B0 (0,2). 25 (6:2)) = Bogy-aiag (0" (8, 2). O} dp (o).
a TP

By (A.12), this implies the first inequality below, while the second one is Holder.

b—hn b—hy,
mazpy [ [ atolau@ 0 [ 5 () ) =
a {zeTr : di" (t,2)<1} {zeTP : d" (t,2)>1}

b—h, b—h,
- / / (d (¢, 2)|dpe(2) |+ Dy / / 0 (£, ) dae ().
a {zeTr : d" (t,2)<1} {zeTr . d! (t,2)>1}

The formula above implies that df; — 0 in L (L' @ ut), and we are done.

W\

We shall use the estimates above in the Taylor developments of the next section; we shall also need the

third-order estimate below. First of all, we define a function

lo]? if v <1
I:R? - R, lv) = (3.5)
1t > L

Lemma 3.3.  Let the curve u; and the sequence h,, "\, 0 be as in proposition 3.1; then,

1 [o—ha
h_/ dt/ dut(:v)/ Iy (z,v)dv = 0 as n— 400 (3.6)
n Ja TP RP

and

1 [bha
—/ dt/ d,ut(x)/ )24l (2, v)dv — 0 as 1 — +o0. (3.7)
hi Jq > B(0,1)¢

Proof. We begin with (3.6); for v"» defined as in section 1, we define &, (¢, ) by

1
pon(t,x) = h_/ v — hpo™ (t,a:)|2’yth” (z,v)dv.

18



We are going to split the innermost integral of (3.6) between B(0,r) and B¢(0, r); for the integral on B(0, r)
we shall use the fact that on this set I is small, if 7 is small; for the integral on B¢(0,r) we shall prove that
the "tail” of 4" tends to zero.

We note that, for r € (0,1),

b—hy,
hi/ dt/ dut(x)/ l(v)yP (@, v)dv <
n Ja TP RP

1 [b—ha
h_/ dt/ dut(:v)/ |2y (2, v)dv+ (3.8)
n Ja TP B(0,r)

b—hn,
—/ dt/ dps (x / A (2, v)dw. (3.8)p
TP B(0,r)c

The second equality below comes from the the definition of v"~, the third one from the definition of d%.

b—hy,
(3.8)s < hL/ dt/ dut(:v)/ o]~ (2, v)dv <
n Ja TP B(0,r)
, [o—hn
—/ dt/ dut(x)/ v 2P (2, v)do =
hn a Tp Rp

b—h,
L/ a / e / [Jo = o™ (8,2)[2 = B2 [0 (1, )2 + 2{,0" ) o)y (2, v)do =
hn a TP RpP

b—hy, b—hy,
hn’l”/ dt/ [ol (t, ) [Pdp () + —/ dt/ dp(z Z/ nol Pyl (2, 0)do =
a Tp TP RP
b—hn, b—hy,
nr/ dt/ [oln (t, ) [Pd e (z —i—r/ dt/ Zd (t, 2)dp ().
TP T?

By (3.1) and proposition 3.2, this implies that there is no(r) > 0 such that
(3.8)q <2pr for n > mno(r). (3.9)
We tackle (3.8),. Let us set

1 1
en(t,I) = _/ ’an(xvv)dva 5n(tax) = —/ |v|2”yf"(x,v)dv.
hn JB(0,7)e 2hn J (o,

Clearly,
2
en(t,z) < r—zén(t,:v) for (t,z) € (a,b) x TP. (3.10)

For dp(r, h) as in lemma A.4 we define

2
AP ={x € T?: e,(t,z) € (0, T_QéO(ru hn))},

CP ={z e TP: e(t,x) > %50(7"7 hy)}-
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By the definition of €, this implies that

b—hn,
(3.8), = / dt/ en(t, x)dp(z). (3.11)
a Arucn

The definition of A} implies the first inequality below; for the limit, we know by lemma A.4 that §o(r, h,,) — 0.

b—hy, 2 b—hn,
/ dt/ en(t, 2)dp(z) < —2/ do(r, hy)dt — 0. (3.12)

a + r a
Note that, if z € C}, then by (3.10) d,(¢,z) > do(r, hy); by lemma A.4 this implies that
Oon(t,x
EM (g, preyn,) > (2 )-

This implies the second inequality below, while the first one follows from (3.10).The last inequality below
follows from the definition of E&fbfhn)(u), while the limit follows from (3.2).

b—hn 2 b_hn
/ dt/ en(t, 2)dp(z) < —2/ dt O (t, x)dpe () <
a W r a oy

4 [ohn 4
EM (s e, )t < r—ghng(a’fb,hn)(ﬂ) — 0.

By (3.11), (3.12) and the last formula we get that

(38)y =0 as n — +oo.

Let € > 0 be given; by (3.9) we can find 7 > 0 so small that (3.8), < §; by the last formula, we can choose
n so large that (3.8), < §; by (3.8), this implies (3.6).
We prove (3.7). We set

en(t,x) = v~ (2, v)dw.

2hy, B(0,1)¢
For dp(1,h) as in lemma A.4, we define

A} ={z € T?: e, (t,x) < 0o(1, hy)}, Cl ={z e T?: e,(t,x) > do(1,h,)}

These definitions yield the first two equalities below; the inequality follows from lemma A.4.

1 [b—hn b—hy,
h_/ dt/ dut(x)/ |v|2”yf"(x,v)dv:2/ dt/ en(t, x)dp(x) =
nJa > B(0,1)¢ a T>
b—h, b—hn
2/ dt/ en(t, v)dps(x) +2/ dt/ en(t, x)dus(z) <

b—hy, b—hy,
20(tha) [ At a [t [ G i, (o).
a a TP

Now (3.2) implies the inequality below

b_hn
4/ 5}1” (‘ut,lut+hn)dt < h,nM — 0.

20



Since (1, hy,) — 0 by lemma A.4, the last two formulas imply (3.7).

W

84
Curves of finite energy satisfy the Fokker-Planck equation

We are going to use the results of section 3 to prove the following proposition, which is the direct part

of theorem 1.

Proposition 4.1.  Let p: (a,b) = My (TP) be Borel and let C(q ) (1) < +00; then there is a vector field
X € L*((a,b) x TP, L' @ ) such that p; is a weak solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with drift X. In

other words,

/ at [ aott.)du(z) =

b
—%/ dt Ap(t, z)dp (z / dt (Vo(t,z), X (t,z)ydp(z) Yo € CZ((a,b) x TP). (4.1)
a TP TP
Moreover, we have that

b
[t [P < o), (12)
a TP

Proof. Step 1. We begin with the (apparently) stronger hypothesis £, ) < +00; we shall come to the
case C(q,p) < +00 in step 2 below.

Let ¢ € C5°((a,b) x T?), let the sequence h,, \, 0 be as in proposition 3.2 and let us set /' = 'th")HHh .

The first equality below comes from dominated convergence, the third one from the fact that v/ € Dy opisin,,

and the last one from the definition of i; * ;'

b b
/ dt 6t¢(tu$)dﬂt($):_n£r_’r_loo dt (b(t—hm;f)_(b(t,l')dut(x):
a Tr a Tr n
b
~dm [at | o <“t+h"(“2n‘ “t("’”)> _
b R
[ f d)(t,x)d((ut*% )}E:)—m(@) _

b
. ¢(t7 T+ U) — (b(tv 1’) n
_ ngrfoo ) dt /rp dps(x) - > v (2, v)dw.

Thus, (4.1) follows if we prove that

b
9 - tu
ngr-ir-loo a a /I‘p dpue(2) Rr o« x+1})l)n A x)%?n(xvv)dv =
b
[t [ 1580+ (X V0o (4.3)
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We show (4.3). Let the function I be as in (3.5); by a Taylor development, we get that there is Dy > 0 for
which the inequality below holds; the limit at the end follows from (3.6) and (3.7) of lemma 3.3.

t,x +v) —ot,x
dn() / lqb( h) ot 7) _
Tr B(0,1)uB(0,1)¢ n

1 1 h
h_n<v¢(t,x),v>_m¢ (tvx)(vav)] Tt (xvv)dv <

Dg/ dt/ dpe(z / —l( Yyhn (z, U)dU+D2/ dt/ dp(z / |’U| (2, 0)do — 0.
> B(0,1) In > B(0,1)c In

Thus, (4.3) follows if we show that

b
dt

b
lim h_ln/a dt/rp dp(x) /RPKV(b(t,x),w + %(b”(t,a:)(v,v)]”yth"(x,v)dv:

n—-+o0o

b
/ at [ (526 + (X, V6)ldu(x). (4.4)
a TP

We begin with the gradient term; the equality below comes from the definition of v in section 1, while the

limit comes from point 2) of proposition 3.1.

/dt/r dpe(2)(Vo(t, x), /R vy (2, v) dv—/ dt . (Vo(t,x),v" (t,2))dus (x) —

b
[t [ Vot X (t)du(o) (4.5)
a Tp

As for the Laplacian term, let 7,5 € (1,...,p); the inequality below comes from Holder and the fact that
81-2) ;6(t, ) is bounded; the limit comes from point 1) of proposition 3.1.

<

b
% / dt /T ) 02,6(t, ) - (hnv™ (t, 7)) - (hnv™ (¢, 2))dpue ()

B B
Dahy||v; ||L2(£1®M) ’ ||Uj ||L2(£1®Mt) — 0.

Together with proposition 3.2, this implies the limit in the formula below, while the second equality comes

from the definition of v/ and the third one comes from the definition of the covariance matrix D"» = (dh )ij-

1
TR dt [I‘p dps(x - o (t,2) (v, v (2, v)dv =

Z / d / o(t,2)dpn () - - / vivyi™ (2, v)dv =
2 Jrs
Z/ dt/ o(t, z)dps (x) - L / (Vi = hp ) (vj — B )y (2, v)do+
2hn Rr J
S / [ 02,6(0.0) - (hol) - (oY) =
> 2hn u Tr »J J
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Z%/ﬂbdt/rp 02,(t,x) - A7 (t, x)dpu(x) Z/ dt/ (hnv!™) - (hovli™)dpue () —

b
%/a dt - AP(t, x)dp ().
Now (4.4) follows from (4.5) and the last formula.
Step 2. Let now C(, ) (1) < +oo and let € > 0. By the definition of C(q) (1), we can find a sequence of
paths {u,} converging uniformly to u such that, for all n,

1
E(ap)(Hn) < Clapy (1) + —

By step 1, there are vector fields X,, such that u,, is a weak solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with
drift X,,; by point 3) of proposition 3.1 and the last formula we have that, for n large,

1
/ [ 31Xt a(o) < Clay 1) + - (16)
T» 2 n
Note that X,, and p, induce a one-dimensional current 7T, on [a,b] x T?. Indeed, if
w = wodt + widz1 + ... + wpdz, = wedt + '
is a continuous one-form on [a, b] x TP, we can define

b
= [t [ et + & (t.0) Xt )]s (o).
a Tp

Using (4.6) it is easy to see that the mass norm of T;, is bounded; thus, up to subsequences, T;, converges
weakly to a current T'. In [5] and [10] it is shown how one can define the ”kinetic energy” ¢(S) of a current
S. Actually, they concentrate on closed currents, but the facts we need work even if the current is not closed.

If S is induced by a vector field X and a measure p as in the formula above, then ¢(S) has the expression

of (4.6), 1. e
b 1
:/ dt/ 1 (6 2) P ()
a TP

Now ¢ (see again [5] and [10]) is 1. s. c. for the weak convergence of currents; thus, (4.6) and the last formula
imply that
¢(T) S C(a,b) (/’L)

By lemma 3.1 of [10], this implies that T is induced by a vector field X and the measure p; by the last two

b
1
[t [ Sx) i < Can (o)
a TP 2
This proves (4.2).

We prove (4.1). Let ¢ € C§°((a,b) x TP); the first equality below follows from the fact (which we saw

formulas we have that

at the beginning of this step) that p, is a weak solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with drift X,,; the

limit comes from the fact that 7,, — 7.
b b
0= [t [ 180 (V6. X)lduna() > [ dt [ 186 (T0. ) dpula).
a TP a TP
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In other words, u; is a solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with drift X and we are done.

W

85
Curves which satisfy Fokker-Planck have finite energy

In this section we are going to end the proof of theorems 1 and 2. We state the converse statement of

theorem 1 as a separate proposition.

Proposition 5.1.  Let p; be a weak solution of (F P) x and let us suppose that X € L?((a,b)x TP, L ® ;).
Then,

b
Clampie) < / at [_r X () o). (5.1)

In lemma 5.2 below, we are going to see that proposition 5.1 holds when the drift is C*°; the general
case will follow by the semicontinuity of lemma 5.3.
In order to state lemma 5.2 below, we define the cost and forward velocity of a semigroup Ps; on

M1 (TP) induced by a Fokker-Planck equation with a sufficiently regular drift.
Definitions. e) Let v € D, ., and 72 € Dy, u,; We define 71 © 72 as
MO 12(2,y) = / Y2z +w,y — w)n(z, w)dw. (5:2)
Rr

Let the operation * be defined as in section 1; an easy calculation shows that

px (71 ©92) = (1 *71) * 72

and that, consequently, 1 © v2 € Dy -

o) Let {7, ta<p<r<p be a family of Borel functions on T? x R?; let € M7 (TP) and let us set py = p*yo4.
We say that p; is an orbit of the semigroup {7, - ta<p<r<p starting at p if

1) vs,e(z,) € Dy, p, foralla <s <t <band

2) if a < s1 < 89 < 83 <b, then

Vs1,s3 = Vs1,52 O Vsn,ss-
o) If 11 is an orbit of the semigroup {7, ta<p<r<p starting at p, we can define as in section 1

1
Us,s-}-h(x) = E ,/R U’Ys,s-ﬁ-h(xuv)dva

A (s (2 0)) g () — (i) |

gh(ﬂs7us+h7 {’7;),7’}) = / 27Th

TP xRP

1 b—h
s ) =5 [ & nasn (D
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and
E(ab) (s {7p,r}) = Hminf Eo oy (1, {7p,7})-
e) We can see as in proposition 3.1 that, if £ p) (1, {7p,r}) < 400, then there is a sequence h, \, 0 and

X € L? such that
Vssrn, — X in L*((a,b) x TP, L' @ ).

We shall say that X is a forward velocity of (u, {7, })-
o) We say that the orbit p; of the semigroup {~, -} solves (F'P)x if the function p(t,y): = vs,+(x,y — ) from
(s,b) x R? to R is a weak solution of (F'P)x for us a. e. € T? and for all ¢ > s.

We shall need several lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let X € C*([a,b] x TP,RP), let u € M1(TP) and let p; solve the Fokker-Planck equation
with drift X and initial condition p, = p. Let {7, +} be the semigroup associated with this equation. Then,
1) X is a forward velocity of (u,{v,}); actually, the vector field vs s;, defined at the beginning of this

section converges to X uniformly.

b
1
2) Conu) < [ at [ 31X(00) P

Proof. Point 1) could be proven in a simpler way, but we shall need one of the estimates below for point

2). Let us consider the following stochastic differential equation.

{ dvps 1 (z) = X (¢, 9s,e(x))dt + dw(t) for t>s
s s(x) = .

Since {7,-(z,-)} is the semigroup associated with Fokker-Planck, we easily that -, ,(z,-) is the law of
p,r(x) — x; together with the definition of push-forward, this implies the last equality below; the expectation

E,, is for the Wiener measure. The first equality below is the definition of v ¢4

1 1
Vs, s4h(T) = 7 /Rp VYs,s+h (T, v)dv = EEwW)s,erh(I) — . (5.3)
We recall that
s+h
Vs s+n(T) =2 + / X (1,5 - (x))dT + w(s + h) —w(s). (5.4)

On the other side, the Gaussian N (hX (s,z), hId) is the law of 1, o n () — 2, where by o4 n(2) satisfies

s+h
Geenle) =+ [ X(s.0)dr+ s + ) = (o) (5.5)

By well-known properties of the Gaussian, we get the first equality below, while the second one follows by

the fact that the Gaussian is the law of z/;s7s+h () — x.

X(s,x) = %/R vN(hX (s, ), hld)(v)dv = %EM[JJMM — .
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Comparing the last formula and (5.3), we see that point 1) follows if we prove that

1 -
FEulsstn = Vssin| 20 as h—0 (5.6)

uniformly in s and . To show this, we subtract (5.5) from (5.4), getting the first inequality below; the third
one follows by the fact that X is Lipschitz.

5 s+h
(@) — Dossn(@)] < / X (7, 4b0 1 (2)) — X (s, 2)]dr <

s+h B s+h B
/ X (7, ) — X (7, 0.0 )|d7 + / X (r, §s ) — X (s, 2)|dr <

s+h _ s+h B
Dg/ |57 — Vs r|lTedT + / | X (1,¢s,7) — X (s,z)|dT. (5.7)

Let us consider the subset of the Wiener space
A=A{w: s (x) —x| >V6 forsome 7€ [s,s+ h]}

where we take the distance in RP, not in T?. The first inequality below is Chebyshev, the second one is
the standard martingale inequality (see for instance [9], proposition C.5 of the appendix). The equality
follows from the fact that the law of 155,,5 — z is the Gaussian, while the third inequality comes from standard
properties of the Gaussian and the fact that X is bounded.

1 1 ~ 4 ~
_Ewl < _Ew s, T 2 < _Ew s,h — 2 -
pEula < o= {th[gl?h] s, r — }_ 55 Bwl¥sn —

4
hé Jrn
The first inequality below comes from (5.7), the fact that T? has diameter ,/p and the fact that X is bounded;

[v]2N (X (s, z)h, hId)(v)dv < %.

the last one comes from the formula above.

T [[4(2) = B (2) e 1] <

Ds 1
—E, —-E,
h + h

s+h
D7h
1A/ 2||X||wdT] < DgE, 14 < = (5.8)

s+h
14 / \/pdr 3

If w¢ A, (5.7) and the fact that X is Lipschitz imply that, for A € (0, ),

[1hs, 507 (%) — D5 542 ()| < D3 /:JFA [ths.r — Vs |dT + Dgh /3.
Since s () = 15 ¢(z) = x, the Gronwall lemma implies that
Vs, 540 () — "Z]S,s-l-h(x”TP < DghV/3.
As a consequence,
LB heen(2) = Bri @) o - Lac] < Bl DaVBLac) < DoV,

h
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By the last formula and (5.8), we get that

1 - D-h
EEw[st,erh(w) — s srn(w)|Tr] < T7 + Dy V.

Given € > 0, we can fix § so small that DV < 5; taking h so small that DT”I < §, formula (5.6) follows.

We prove point 2). We begin to fix € > 0. For s,s+h € [a+ ke, g+ (k+ 1)e) we define 5 41, as the law
of 7,/3575+h — x, where 7,/3575+h is the solution of (5.5) with drift X (a + ke, z). We saw above that 4, s1n(x, ) is
a Gaussian. For the a < s <t < b we define

’7;1& = ﬁ/s,a-l-lﬁe S ﬁ/a+kle,a+(k1+1)e ©...0 ﬁ/a—i-kle,t

where

s<a+hke<at(ki+De<...<a+ke<t,

a + kie is the smallest element in a + Ne larger than s, and a + kje the largest one smaller than ¢. It is
clear that ~¢, defines a semigroup. Said differently, a Dirac delta J, placed at = at time a + ke has drift
X(a+ke,x) fort € [a+ke,a+ (k+1)e]. Though the drift is discontinuous in time, it is easy to see that ug
is continuous.

Setting pf = p * 75, it is easy to see (the proof is similar to the one of point 1)) that g converges

uniformly to p; as € — 0. Thus, by the definition of Cq (gt ), it suffices to show that

b
i o1 105, 1) < [ dt [ X (0) (o) (5.9)
e—0 a Tp
To show this, we recall that

€ € 1 bh € € €
i o) =5 [ E s (. s
Let us consider h < € and let us suppose that (s, s +h) C [ki€, kir1€]; then 75 (1 (2,v) = N(hX (kie, ), h1d)
(actually, it is a convex combination of Gaussians, but we can forget about this by convexity) and an explicit

calculation analogous to the ones in the appendix shows that

€ € € h €
i 95,1 = 5 [ 1X e )P o) (5.10)
If kie € (s,s+h), then Ys.s+n 18 the convolution of two Gaussians; namely, if kie = s+hy and s+h = kije+ha,
then the Gaussians are N(h1 X ((k; — 1)e, ), h1Id) and N (haX (ks€,y), hold). Since by our hypotheses X is
bounded, another explicit calculation shows that there is M > 0, independent of h and e, such that

h

EM (WS, e pns {1 < §M-

Since in the interval (a,b) there are at most (b;ea) numbers of the form k;e, the last formula implies that

kie
i1 h_ b—a
E/ Egh(ﬂguﬂg+hv{7;,t})d5§§M :
h

€
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We recall that h < ¢; the first sum below is the contribution of the intervals [s, s + h] which do not straddle
the points k;e; the second sum is the contribution of the intervals [s, s + h] straddling some k;e¢; the inequality

comes from the last formula and (5.10).

1 b—h N
[ e ) =

(ki+De=h 1
/k —5 (15 Bssn {757} ds—|—Z/k n h (s, 1y {77 P)ds <

(ki+1)e h b—a
>3 L e [ e Panie + S
ke TP €

Letting h — 0, we get that

k—i—l)e
SUAERIEDS / at [ 1. (a).

Letting € — 0 and recalling that X is continuous and u§ — p; uniformly, we get (5.9); we saw above that

7

(5.9) implies the thesis.

W

Lemma 5.3.  The function C(q ) is I. s. c. for uniform convergence. In other words, if p, — p uniformly

on (a,b) with respect to the 2-Wasserstein distance, then

Cap) (1) < liminf Cia p) (1in)- (5.11)

Proof. We recall the stock proof of this fact. By the definition of C(44)(tn), we can find curves fi,, such
that

||M7l - ﬁn”sup S (512)

S|

and

- 1
Etap) (fin) < Clap)(pin) + o (5.13)

Since ft,, — p uniformly, (5.12) shows that ji,, — p uniformly; now the definition of C(, ) () implies the first
inequality below and (5.13) the second one.

C(a,b)( ) < lim inf g(a b) (Mn) < lim 1nfC (a,b) (Mn)

n—-+4oo n—

Since this is (5.11), we are done.

W\

Proof of proposition 5.1. Let us define

pg = pe x N (0, eld)
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and let us call p§ the density of u. Here the Gaussian N (0, eld) is in RP1; since we want a drift of class
C® in all variables, we are convoluting also in the time variable.

Note that, since N(0,eld) > 0, also p§ is strictly positive. Let us consider the vector-valued measure
(Xtpe) * N(0,eld).

Since this measure is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue, we call it Ef LP, with Ef a vector field

on T?. We set

E6
X;=—L.
Pt

Let ~5, be the semigroup associated with the Fokker-Planck equation of drift Xf; let vy be its forward
velocity as defined at the beginning of this section. Since X¢ € C*°, we can apply lemma 5.2 and get that

vy = X5, (5.14)

In step 2 of proposition 4.1 we have defined the functional ¢, the ”kinetic energy” of a current; since ¢ is
convex and FE. is a mean of translates of F, the inequality below follows from Jensen, while the equalities

follow as in step 2 of proposition 4.1.

b b
/a at /T X @) P (@) = 9(E) < () = / dt /T X)) (5.15)

The first inequality below is lemma 5.3, the second one follows from the definition of C(, p); the equality is

lemma 5.2 while the third inequality comes from the formula above.
< T ) < Tim € [ e _
Capy(pe) < Hminf Crap) (py) < lim inf Ea p) (115, {75,7})

lim inf |X§($)|2du§dt§/ | X ()2 dpus (2)dt.
€0 J(a,b)xTr (a,b)xT?

But this is the thesis.

W
Lemma 5.4. Let M > 0, and let p™: [a,b] — M1(T?) be curves such that
Eapy(W™) <M Vn>1. (5.16)

Then, {u"} is compact in C([a,b], M1(TP)).

Proof. We want to use Ascoli-Arzela; since M1 (T?) is compact, it suffices to find a modulus of continuity

w such that
da(pit, pre4n) < w(h) Yt € (a,b) (5.17)
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for all curves p such that &g p)(u) < M. Let y4 440 € D We recall from lemma 1.1 that y; ®

Mt ht+h®
7§ (V40 (2, —x + v)LP) is a transfer plan between p; and peyp; by the definition of ds, this implies the
inequality below; the equality follows by the change of variables :y = v = —x + y.

1
2

da(pues pgn) < [/ |z — y|*yt 04 (2, —7 + y)dut(x)dy} =
TP xRP

1
3
[ (o))
TP xRP
Thus, (5.17) follows if we prove that, if (u,{vs.}) is a weak solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with
drift X, then

b
/ [0 Ve 00 (2, v)dpag () dv < 2h/ dT/ |X (1, x)|*dpr () 4 2. (5.18)
T? xRP a TP

To prove this, let us begin to suppose that X € C*°([a,b] x TP); then for ¢ > s the measure p; is the law of
the solution z(t) of
dz(t) = X (¢, 2(¢t))dt + dw(t) (5.19)

where the initial condition z(s) has law ps and w(¢) is a Brownian motion on (a,400). In other words,

z(t) = z(s) + / X (7, z(r))dr + w(t) — w(s)

where z(s) has law ps and is independent from p; for ¢t > s. Let us denote as usual by E,, the expectation
with respect to the Wiener measure. The first equality below comes from the fact that ~,; is the semigroup
induced by (5.19), the first inequality comes by the formula above and Hélder, the second one is Holder and

the last equality comes from well-known properties of the Brownian motion.

/ |v|275,t(x,v)dus(x)dv = Ey|x(t, w) — x(s, w)|2 <
TP xRP

2
+ 2B, |w(t) — w(s)|* <

2E,, /St X (r,z(r))dr

2(t — S)Ew/ |X (7, 2(7))2dr 4 2B, |w(t) — w(s)]? =

t
2(t — s)/ dT/ |X (1, 2)|dpr (z) + 2(¢ — 5).
s TP
But this is (5.18) for the smooth drift X.
We prove the general case. Let us approximate X with smooth vector fields X, as in the proof of
proposition 5.1; let us call {75} the semigroup of the Fokker-Planck equation with drift X.. The first
inequality below follows from the lower semicontinuity of the functional

V= |v2dv(z, v)
TP xRP
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under weak convergence. The second one is (5.18) for the smooth drift X, and the third one follows as in

(5.15).

[ oPcenoo)du @ < i [ oo o) dui (@)do <
TP xRP =0 JrrxRr ’

b
< 2h/ dT/ |X (1, 2)|?dpr (z) + 2h.
a TP

e—0

b
lim [2h/ dT/ | X (7, ) Pdpus () + 2h
a TP

Since this is (5.18), for the drift X, we are done.

W\

Remark. By the last lemma, if £4,4) (1) < 400, then the curve of measures y is continuous. This allows us

to embed the initial condition in the definition of weak solution of Fokker-Planck; namely, i satisfies

b
/ dt - O (t, z)dpe (x) + d(a, z)dp, (x) =

TP

b b
_%/a dt o Ap(t, z)dp (x) —/a dt/Tp (Vo(t,z), X(t,2))dus(z) Vo € CZ([a,b) x TP).

We omit the proof of this, since it follows in a standard way from (4.1) and the continuity of .

End of the proof of theorem 1. Let y; be a curve of measures as in the hypotheses of theorem 1. By
proposition 4.1 p solves (FP)x, while (4.2) proves half of equality (3). The converse, and the opposite
inequality of (4.2), follows by proposition 5.1.

End of the proof of theorem 2. Point 1) is lemma 5.4, while point 2) is lemma 5.3.

Appendix

Estimates on the Gaussian

In this appendix, we prove the estimates on the Gaussian we use throughout the paper. For starters,

we fix h > 0 and give some definitions.

Definitions. e) First of all, we settle the notation for the Gaussian: if @) is a symmetric, positive-definite

matrix and a € R?, we denote the Gaussian of mean a and variance @ by

1 2 1/0-1
V@@ = (Grparg) <O

e) In section 1, we have defined Den as the set of all Borel probability densities on RP?; here, we further
define Dens as the set of all the Borel probability densities on RP whose second moments are finite.

o) Let a € RP; we group in a set Mean(a) the functions v € Dens such that

1
— vy(v)dv = a.
P [
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Note that the integral converges, i. e. v € L'(yLP): this follows by Holder’s inequality since 1 € L*(vLP) (v
is a probability density) and |v|*> € L*(v£P) (v has finite second moment).
o) For i,j € (1,...,p), a € RP and 6 > 0, we define Corr; ;(a,d) as the set of the functions v € Mean(a)

such that

1
7 /Rp (v; — ha;)(v; — haj)y(v)dv = 0

o) For a € R? and ¢ > 0, we define Trace(a, d) as the set of the v € Mean(a) such that

1
7 /R |v — ah|*y(v)dv = pé.

o) For a € R? and ¢ > 0, we define

1
2

—1+V1+46%2 h —14+ V1 +402
Bosy-tiog(0,0) = =5+ 3lel" +log | =g |

1
5—1 h 1 \? 1\=
Buia = Pt log (o ) 4 log
diag(a,0) = —5 =+ 5lal" + 0g(27rh6> + Og(%h)
and

5—1 1\?*
T(a, ) =p—— §|a|2 + log (W) :

Our first lemma is an estimate on the trace.

Lemma A.1. Leta € RP?,§ >0 and let v € Trace(a, ). Let Ay, be defined as in section 1. Then,
Ap(y,v)dv > T(a,d). (A.1)
Rr
Moreover, if v € Den \ Dens, then
Ap(y,v)dv = +o0. (A.2)
Rp
Proof. We begin with (A.1). Our plan is to consider the functional
Iiy — Ap(7y,v)dv
RP
and minimize it over Trace(a,d); we shall show that the minimal 7 exists and that I(v) = T'(a, ).
We begin to note that, since T is strictly convex and the set Trace(a,d) is convex, there is at most one
minimizer. It is standard ([13] or proposition I, 5.6 of [11]) that, if we find v € L*((1 + $[v[*)LP), b € R?
and n, A € R which solve the Lagrange multiplier problem

L2 _ n 2
2h|v| +1+10g7(v)—/\+<b,v>+2h|v ah|

/ yw)dv =1
R (A.3)




then + is the unique minimizer of I on T'race(a,d). From the first equation of (A.3) we get the first equality

below.

1
~y(v) = e Lexp <—ﬁ|v|2 + 277—h|v - ah|2 + <b,v>> =

2
e Y e (e P
exp ()\ 1+ 5 |al +2(1—77)|b nal® | - exp Tl T —— (b —mna)| .

This is a Gaussian multiplied by a complicated coefficient; the second equation of (A.3) makes short work

1—79 5 1—79 h 2
= (=" L b .
7(v) (%h) eXP( Tk 1—77( na)

Together with the third formula of (A.3), this implies that

of it.

h
m(b — ’I](l) = ah.

Substituting this into the expression for v, we get that

p
_(1-n)\2 -1 2
~v(v) = ( 57 > exp( 57 |v — ah| ) .

Together with the fourth formula of (A.3), this implies that

h
p—— = phd
1-mn

which plugged into the expression for ~y yields

1 \?
0= (5255) o (gl - o)

Substituting, we get the fourth equality below, while the third and the last one come from (A.3).

1
1) = [ | ggloP + o) (o)aw =
R?
24 h o po 2
2h|v—ah| (a,v) — §|a| +logv(v)| y(v)dv = ?+§|a| + ~v(v)log~y(v)dv =
RP
5 h / 1 \¢ 1 )
5 tglal”+ 108\ s s~ ahl”| v(v)dv

p5 h 2 1 2 p
5+ |a| —|—10g<2 % 5

We prove (A.2). Let v € Den \ Deng; since the function

Since this is (A.1), we are done.

1
it — <%|v|2 +logt> t
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is convex, its graph is above its tangent at t = e_ﬁ|”‘2, i. e. the inequality below holds.

1 1 1
—v|* +logt|t > —|v e~ an 2—|— —v|"+1f- t—e | =
2h ‘1 4h i . 4h ‘1 v

BN IR RSN
e n —|—{4h|v| + .

This implies the inequality below.

/RP [2_1h|v|2 + IOg”Y(U)} y(v)dv >

/Rp [—eﬁlv2 + ($|v|2 + 1) 7(1))] do.

Let us suppose by contradiction that I(y) < 4o0; if in the formula above we get rid of the terms which are

obviously finite, we get that

1
/R E|v|2”y(v)dv < 400
p

contradicting the fact that v € Den \ Dena.

W

We also need an estimate on each single element of the covariance matrix.

Lemma A.2. Leti,j€ (1,...,p). Then,
Bdmg(a,(S) if i=j

min{/ Ap(y,v)dv: vy € C’orri,j(a,d)} > { (A.4)
R Boff—diag(a,d) if i # j.

Proof. We begin with the case in which ¢ = j; without loss of generality we can suppose that i = j = 1.
As in lemma A.1, we are going to write down explicitly the minimal for the left hand side of (A.4); we look

for v € L'((1 + |v|?)£P) and Lagrange multipliers b € R?, A\,n € R which solve

1
570 + 14+ 10g7(v) = A S-for — arhf” + (b, v)

/ y(w)dv =1
RP
l/ vy(v)dv = a
B g VYT
1

E/ lv1 — arh[*y(v)
Rr

From the first equation of (A.5) we get the first equality below; for the second one, we have set v/ =

|
gl

(v2y ..., Up).

1
v(v) = e* texp <—%|U|2 + %|U1 —arh|* + <buv>> =

1 1
M lexp (—%|vl|2 + %h}l - a1h|2 + b101> - exp (—%|v’|2 + <b/,v’>) =
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h h
exp </\— 1+ %|a1|2+ 5

(1-mn)
1—n
exp — 2h

2 1
X I P /12
) exp( 2h|v hb'| )

This is a Gaussian multiplied by a complicated expression; the second formula of (A.5) makes short work of

p_1 2
- 1-—n 1 2 1-—n 1., 2
V() = ( orh ) (%h) P ( oh AL B

As in the last lemma, this formula and the third one of (A.5) give us two different expressions for the mean

h
|b1 _na1|2 4 §|b/|2) .

h
1—

vy — b1 — nay
77( )

it.

Nl=

’1}1—1

h
— (b1 — na
—77(1 1)

of :

(%(bl —nay), hb’) = (hay, ha').

Substituting into the expression for v, we get that

1 p—1
1—n\2 Ly 2 1—n 2 1 "2
= R (qe— . - —arh|” — =v' = h .
7(v) ( onh ) (27Th) eXP< oh |v1 — a1h] 2h|v a'l

By this formula and the fourth one of (A.5), we can write in two different ways the variance of v in the z;

direction:

Substituting into the expression for v, we get that

1 p—1
(LT el — i — ha?
7(”)_(27%) (%h) exP( 2 (0L~ ahl = gp v = hal7 )

We use this to get the fourth equality below; the third and the last one come from (A.5).

10 = [ [l + 10870 (oo =

1 1 h h
[ [apton =+ gl = b v+ (') = B = o' + o (0)] 4 () =

5 p-1 h
S+ Py P +/ 7(v) log y(v)dv =
3T 3 T3 -
5 1 & 1 1 1 \? 1\=
p— 2 2 / 1712 2 2
o p—2 0 o —ah]? — — o — dhP +log [ ——— ) +log [ — dv =
yt g gl +/R[ e YA L Og(%hé) * Og(zm) ]7(”) !

u+ﬁ| |2+1 L %_;’_1 L T
9 Tl TR s 6\ 27n '

By the definition of Bgiag, this is the first inequality of (A.4).

35



Now we tackle the off-diagonal case, i # j. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that i = 1 and

j = 2. As before, we have to find v € L*((1+ 3[v|?)£P) and Lagrange multipliers A, n € R, b € R? such that

1
57 0 + 1+ 1ogy(v) = A+ %(vl — a1h)(v2 — azh) + (b,v)

/RP y(v)dv =1

1 / . (A.6)
— vy(v)dv = a
h Jre
1
E/ (v1 — a1h)(ve — agh)y(v)dv = 4.
R
From the first equation of (A.6) we get the first equality below.
1
0) = exp (=g l? + 2o = ) — ash) + (1)) =
h o 1 2, N
exp [ A—1+4+ =la]* ) -exp | —==|v — ah|* + =(v1 — a1h)(v2 — azh) + (b —a,v) | .
2 2h h
Now we set
Q_l =Id—n(e ®62+€2®€1) (A7)

where Id is the identity matrix and {e;} is the standard basis of R?; the last formula becomes

h 1
~v(v) = exp <)\ -1+ §|a|2 + {ah,b— a>) - exp <—ﬁ<Ql(v —ah),v—ah)+ (b —a,v— ah)) .
Naturally, at the end we shall have to check that € (—1,1), since () must be positive-definite if we want -

to be integrable. Setting
b=Qb—a)
we can write

~v(v) = exp ()\ -1+ g|a|2 + (ah,b—a) + ﬁ(Q‘llfj, b)) - exp (—%(Q‘l(v —(a+0b)h),v — (a+ b)h)) )

[\]

The second formula of (A.6) settles the constant before the Gaussian:

() = (W) : exp (_%@1@ —(a+B)h),v— (a4 b)h>> .

Since (A.7) implies that
detQ ' =1—-1n?

the last formula becomes

Y(v) = (é;:;) " (_%@1(@ (@ + D) (a+ b)h>> .

As in the first part of this lemma, this and the third formula of (A.6) give two different expressions for the

mean of v:

(a + b)h = ah.
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Thus,

200 (A2 e (@ 00— (48)

This is a Gaussian whose covariance matrix is hQ); the last one of (A.6) implies that Q12 = §. Inverting

(A.7) is another way of calculating Q1 2; a quick calculation now yields

or, equivalently,

p 1 VI+48 e 1y = SLE V1448

55 : 557 (A.9)

Solving the second degree equation for n we have chosen the positive square root because with this choice
n € (—1,1) and Q is positive-definite, as we wanted.
With « defined as in (A.9), (A.8) becomes

«

() = {(%h)p] : exp (—%@—1(0 —ah),v— ah>) .

Together with the third formula of (A.6), this yields the third equality below; the fourth one comes from the

definition of Q7! in (A.7) and the last equality comes from (A.6).

1) = [ | galoP + o) (o)aw =

1 h
[ |l b + @) = Ga? + logr ()] ~(o)ae
RP

h 1 :
§|a|2—|—/Rp{ﬁ|v—ah|2+1og{(2:h)p} —ﬁ<Q1(v—ah),v—ah>}~y(v)dv_

g|a|2 + /Rp {%(vl — agh)(ve — agh) + log {ﬁ} ’ } y(v)dv =

M

h, !
§|a| +6n+10g[(27rh)?]

By (A.9) and the definition of Boff_diag at the beginning of this section, this implies the second inequality
of (A4).
W\

Lemma A.3.  There is D1 > 0, independent of a € RP and h > 0, such that the following holds.

1) The function : 6 — T(a, ) from (0,+00) to R reaches its minimum at § = 1; moreover,

Dy|§ =17 if §<2
T(a,8) —T(a,1) > (A.10)
Dy(§—1) if §>2.
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2) The function : 6 — Bgiag(a,d) from (0,+00) to R reaches its minimum for § = 1 and

Dy —1)* if §<2
Buiag(a,8) — Baiag(a,1) > (A.11)
Di(6 —1) if 6> 2.

3) The function : 6 — Boff—diag(a,d) from [0,400) to R reaches its minimum for § = 0; moreover,

D6% if §<1

Boff—diag(a,0) — Boff—diag(a,0) > (A.12)
D6 if 6> 1.

Proof. Since the proof of (A.10) is analogous to that of (A.11), we prove the former. We set

o—1 p
9(0) = p—5— — logd

and note that, by the definition of T'(a, 9),
T(a,d0) —T(a,1) = g(9).

Thus, it suffices to show that the minimum of g is in § = 1, that g(1) = 0 and that g satisfies (A.10). These

assertions follow from freshman analysis; we prove the last one. Since

we get that g: (0, +00) — R is strictly convex; we also get that g (§) > B if 6 € (0,2), so that the first
inequality of (A.10) holds; the second one follows recalling that, since g is convex, its derivative in [2, +00)
is larger than ¢’(2), which is positive.

We prove (A.12). We begin to set
[(0%) = Bogf-diag(a; 8) = Bogf—diag(a, 0)

so that

—1+V1+4 1 1 1
It) = — 5 + Elog(\/l +4t—1)— ilog(t) - 510g2.

Instead of studying [ for t € (0, 400), we set

s=+v1+4t
and study
=1 1 - Mg M ioga = S a5 1) 4 Slog2
m(s): = = — s—1)—= - = = - = S —
s 1 2 2% 2 8Ty 2 8 2 2% it
for s € (1,400). We get that
(5) = 5—
m =
YT o+ 1)



which shows that m is monotone increasing in [1, +00); going back to the variable ¢, we get that [ is monotone

increasing on [0, +00). By the formula above, m is convex and m/(1) = 1; since m(1) = 0, this implies that

m(s) > —-(s—1) for s>1.

| =

Recalling that s = /1 + 4t, we get that

l(t)z%(\/1+4t_1) for t>0
i. e. that
1(62)23(\/1%52—1) for 6>0

which immediately implies (A.12).

W

We need a lemma to estimate the contribution of v|g(g)e to the second moment; we begin with two

definitions.

Definitions. o) For r,d > 0 we define Out(r,d) as the subset of the v € Den such that

1

— [v*y(v)dv = 6.
2h B(O,T‘)C

o We define

2

Fp(r,6) = inf {/Rp Ap (v, v)dv — log (ﬁ) v € Out(r, 5)} . (A.13)

Lemma A.4. 1) Let r > 0; then there is 6o(r,h) — 0 as h — 0 such that

N |

Fn(r,0) > it § > 8o(r,h).

Proof. Asinlemmas A.1 and A.2, the function v which minimizes in (A.13) is the solution of the following

Lagrange multiplier problem.

1 n
ﬁlvl2 +1+logy(v) = A~ ﬁ|v|213(0,r)c(v)

/R Y(v)dv =1 (A.14)
P

1 / 9

o7 [v"y(v)dv = 6

2h B(O,’I‘)C

From the first equation of (A.14) we get that

_ 1
Vg = M lexp (—%|v|2 - %|U|QIB(O7T)C(U)) . (A.15)
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Step 1. We assert that there are Lagrange multipliers (A, 7) such that the function vy, of (A.15) satisfies
the second and third equations of (A.14). Before proving existence, we note that (A7) will be unique,
because of the strict convexity of the functional.

As for existence, let us note that for all n > —1 there is A(7) € R for which the second equation of
(A.14) holds: by (A.15) it suffices to take

B 1
el= A — /I;p exp (—%|v|2 - %|U|213(0,r)0(v)> dv. (4.16)

It remains to show that we can find 7(d) such that v(,s)),5(s) satisfies the third equation of (A.14). To

prove this, we define the function

< 1
o — —/ |02 (). (V) dv.
21 J 5 o.)e (mm

This is clearly a continuous function of n; we want to use the intermediate value theorem to show that the
equation §(n) = ¢ has a solution 1. We begin to see that dominated convergence and (A.16) yield the first

equality below, while the second one is the definition of a(h).

n—+o0

lim '~ = / e~z vl qy: = (2rh)%[1 — a(h)). (A.17)
B(0,r)

Note that, by well-known properties of the Gaussian,

0<a(h)<e 7 for hel(01]. (A.18)
Here and in the following we denote by D; a constant depending only on r > 0 and we forget the dependence
of a(h) on r; we can do this because r is fixed throughout the lemma.
The first equality below follows from the definition of the function § and (A.15), the second one comes
from (A.17) and the last one is dominated convergence.

. SN 1 2 A(m)—1, -5 w2
i 3= g [ oty =

. 2 1 71+77"U|2
lim — |v] - e 2h
w=rtoe 20 Jp.0e " @nh)FIL = a(h)]
On the other side, the definition of § implies the first equality below, while (A.15) and (A.16) imply the

dv = 0.

second one; the third one follows by the change of variables y = 4/ H'T"v. As for the last equality, note that

oy |
the three integrals in the expression on the left tend to a positive limit as n \, —1, but (%) ’ goes to

P

2

+o00 faster that (%)
< 1
lim ¢ = lim _/ 'U2 v)do =

N1 (n) -1 2h B(O_’T)J "m0 ()

1 fB(O rye |v|26*1;—h"\vl2dv
lim :

™—12h pr exp [—%M2 - %|v|213(07r)c(v)] dv
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(1-}& )TH fBo /TEn C|y|267%|y|2dy
im — - ! O L ) = +o0. (A.19)
n™—12h 2 g ho\Z2 —1lyl2g

[ UL p—

Since the function § is continuous, the last two formulas imply step 1.
Step 2. We refine step 1. Namely, we want to show that there are 3 > 0 and hg(r, §) > 0 such that, if (A, n)
is the couple of step 1 and h € (0, ho(r,0)), then

1
~1+hlog g <1 < 1+ Vh. (A.20)

To show this, we let

a,(h):hloghiﬂ, ay(h) = Vh,
n-(z) =—-1+a-(h), nu(z)=-1+ax(h)

As in step 1, the assertion follows by the intermediate value theorem if we show that, for h small, the function

§ of step 1 satisfies
8(ny(h)) <6 < 8(n—(h)). (4.21)

Actually, we are going to show that that §(n.(h)) — 0 and 6(n_(h)) — 4oo for h — 0. To show this, we
rewrite §(n) as in (A.19).

o(~1+ax(h) =

2,-3lul°gq
= cly|te 2 Y
LN g T o y/mm)
(a ) P

h

) —Lyl2 % —_Lliyl2 '
fB(O,r)e ey dv+(m) fB(o,rW)ce 21yl dy

(A.22)

Note that

/ ylPe3 1 dy = / JylPetay < .
B(o,m/‘”T“”) B(O,Ll)

h
By the last two formulas, the definition of a4 and the right hand side of (A.17) we get the inequality below,
while (A.18) implies the limit.

_ D4
e Vh
. —0 as h—0.

1
Vi (2h)EL = a(h)]

IS

-h

N | =

This yields the left half of (A.21).

Now we show the other half of (A.21), i. e. that §(n_(h)) — +oc for h — 0. The first equality below
comes from the definition of a_(h), the second one from spherical coordinates; if € > 0 is given, the first and
last inequalities hold if A is small enough.

—+oo

/ . 67%|y|2dy = / e*%‘y‘zdy = C’/
B(O,T D(7(’1)) B(O,T1 /log h%)c T A /logh%

B

+oo 2 +oo T

C/ 672p_“dp§0/ efr\/logh_ﬂd_ﬂdp:
r,/logh% r,/logh%
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1 oo

2 74/ 108 75 2 1 2

L2 ol VR :iexp{__log_}glbh@zue'
2+e ry/log 2 h?

T g 75

r,/logh—ﬂ

r2
r4/log h—15 2+e
Setting Dg = ﬁ, this yields the second inequality below; the second one is analogous; it is easy to check

that Dg > D7 and that Dg — D7 — 0 as ¢ — 0.

woe < [ ety [ CeTHay <R (423)
B(o,m/afTW) B(o,m/afTW)
It may look a little strange that, in the formula above, D; < Dg but recall that :z — h* is monotone

decreasing if h € (0,1) and that the first integral is larger than the second one.
The last formula, (A.22), (A.17) and the definition of a_ yield

- 1 1 : 1 hP78
S-lta M)z (=t ] = — (4.24)
2 \logys log 75 » . 3
(2mh)2 + 5 | PP
log(%)

We choose 5 > 0 so that
DgfB > g and D78 < g. (A.25)

This is possible since D7 < Dg. By the first one of these formulas, the last term of the product on the right
in (A.24) goes like hP7#~%: this, the second one of (A.25) and (A.24) imply that

5(=1+a_(h)) = +oo as h—0 (A.26)
ending the proof of (A.21).
Step 3. Let us call n(d, h) the solution of 6(n) = J. We assert that the thesis follows if we show that

(An(6,h)) = 1) —n(d,h) - 6 —log (ﬁlh) ’ > g for § > dp(r, h). (A.27)

Indeed, (A.15) implies the second equality below, while (A.14) implies the third one.
Lo
An(YA@(8.h))m(5,1), v)dv = =707 + 108 YA (6.1)).n(5.0) (V) | YA@(6.1))in(s.m) (V) AV =
Rr RP 2h
1 1 5. h
/RP [ﬁw'z + (o, h) ~1) - %'UP B n(2h )|”|213<0=T>‘:(“)} YA((,h)),m(6,n) (V)dv =

(A3, h)) = 1) = n(d,h) - 4.

The thesis follows from this, (A.27) and the definition of F}, in (A.13).
Step 4. We prove (A.27). We begin with the case in which 7 satisfies (A.20); we have seen in the steps
above that this covers all §’s from &(n(h)) (which from now on we shall call §y(r, h); we have seen that it
tends to zero as h — 0) to a large § (i. e. 6(n—(h))) which tends to infinity as h — 0.

do(r, h) (which tends to zero as h — 0) to a large ¢ which tends to infinity as h — 0.
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The first equality below comes from our choice of A(n), the second one is (A.15), the third one is the

change of variables y = /0.
= / Van)n(v)dv = X7 / e o +/ e~ 10 qy | =
! B(0,r) B(0,r)c

e_%y2dy] .

4
2

_h

erm—1 / el Py + (
B(0,r) L+n

>§ /B(O,TW)C

) /B(O,M/HT”)C
b(n, h): = (i e 3l dy
T 27 '

We define
We define a(h) as in (A.17) and choose n = 1(d, h); the last two formulas yield
1 P
b(n,h)] =1. (A.28)

A= (27h)2 [1 —a(h) + <m> i

The first equality below is the definition of b(n, h); the inequality follows from (A.20) and (A.23); the limit

comes from the first one of (A.25).
1)\? L[ h \2[(1)\"
() 03 ) () [y
1+7n hz \1+7 2m B(OJ@)C
g z
L L) e,
ht \ log }% 27

From this and (A.28) we get
‘eM"(“))*l (1= a(h))(2rh)% — 1‘ S0 as h—0.

(NS}

e(h).

)

Taking logarithms in the last formula and using (A.18), we get that there is ¢(h) — 0 as h — 0 such that
2mh

A(n(6,h)) — 1 —log (

This implies the first inequality below; the second one follows from two facts: first, —n(d, h) > %; this is true

for h small by the right hand side of (A.20). The second one is €(h) < %; since €(h) — 0 for h — 0, this is

N |

>§2—w@h%5—dm2

true if & < dg(r, h) with do(r,h) — 0 as h — 0.
2mh

<Mm&m>—n—nwmw6—mg(

This is (A.26) when (A.20) holds; we saw in (A.26) that §(n~(h)) — +o0o when h — 0.
We only sketch the case in which —1 < 1 < n_(h), i. e. the case in which §(7) is really large. The proof

is divided into two cases: —1+h <n < —1+ hlog hl—ﬂ and —1 < n < —1+4 h. We sketch the second one.
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In this case we use again (A.19) and we see that

(k)

On the other hand, the denominator of (A.19) is e~ taking logarithms, we see that

as we wanted.

W
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