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Abstract. In this work, we establish the existence of solutions to stochastic differential equations on the
Wasserstein space over a closed Riemannian manifold, under suitable regularity assumptions on the driving
vector fields. Interpreting the diffeomorphism group D as a Riemannian submersion onto the smooth Wasserstein
space P∞, we further prove the existence and uniqueness of the stochastic parallel parallel transport along
diffusions on P∞. Finally, we show that equivariant diffusions on D endowed with a principal bundle structure
over P∞ admit a unique factorization into a horizontal diffusion and a vertical component expressed as a right
exponential of a process taking values in the Lie algebra g of the group G of volume preserving diffeomorphisms.
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1. Introduction

Over the past few years, optimal transport has enjoyed a significant resurgence in popularity, mainly due to
the diversity of application fields it covers such as data sciences or image processing. Among the main actors,
we can cite Brenier in [Bre91] with the proof of the fact that the optimal transport map solution to the Monge-
Kantorovich problem with quadratic distance in the euclidean case is given by the gradient of a convex function,
solution to a Monge-Ampère equation. Years later, this result is extended by McCann to the case of compact
Riemannian manifolds in [McC01] with the optimal transport map given by the Riemannian exponential of a
gradient of function. In [BB00], Benamou and Brenier introduce a variational formulation of the Wasserstein
distance, namely,
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W 2
2 (µ, ν) = inf

{∫ 1

0

∫
M

|Vt|2dµt : ∂tµt +∇ · (Vtµt) = 0

}
,

where the infimum is taken in the set of the measures (µt)t≥0 solution of the above equation in the sense of
distribution. In his seminal paper [Ott00], Otto introduces a Riemannian structure on the Wasserstein space
which will be formalized in the more general context of metric spaces by Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré in [AGS08].
In [Lot07], Lott introduces a lot of geometric material, including Levi-Civita connection, Riemann curvature
tensor and the parallel transport equation. The reader is refered to the reference book [Vil08] by Villani for
results about optimal transport and Otto’s calculus.

The study of stochastic differential equations on Wasserstein space can be motivated by mean field games
theory. Indeed, in the reference book [CD18] by Carmona and Delarue, we can see that such SDEs on Wasserstein
space can be seen as a limit of an interacting particles system with common noise, also known as non linear
stochastic Fokker-Planck equation. Still in [CD18], it is shown that a solution is given by taking the data of
a well chosen conditionnal McKean-Vlasov equation. In the article [GGLS23], Gassiat, Lions and Sougadinis
suggest the idea of looking at such stochastic partial differential equations with coefficients depending in a local
way on the density (ρt)t≥0 of the solution. In [DFdL23] the authors prove the existence of solutions to SDEs on
the Wasserstein space over a closed Riemannian manifold driven by constant vector fields, while, in [Wan21],
the existence of solutions to a general class of conditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs is done on the Wasserstein
space over the Euclidean space.

The origin of the manifold structure on the group of diffeomorphisms D over a compact manifold can be
traced back in the late ′60s. In [Omo70], Omori presents the topology of the latter as an Inverse Limit Hilbert
Lie group topology, i.e

D = ∩sDs

where Ds is the set of invertible maps in the sobolev space Hs(M,M) with inverse in Hs(M,M). Notice that
even if D is a Lie group, this is not the case of Ds since the left multiplication is not smooth, but this point of
view allows us to work on Hilbert manifolds. In [EM70], Ebin and Marsden use this formalism to find a solution
to the classical Euler equations for a perfect fluid and prove that D is diffeomorphic (for the above topology)
to G× P∞, where G is the subgroup of volume preserving diffeomorphisms.

Even if the Wasserstein space has a quasi-Riemannian structure, the lack of local coordinates is a huge
problem to construct stochastic parallel transport. Indeed, on a Riemannian manifold, it is sufficient to place
oneself in local coordinates and to solve a stochastic differential equation locally, see [Ito75], [IW81] for instance.
The question of stochastic parallel transport on the Wasserstein space has already been adressed in [DFdL23]
by Ding, Fang and Li. In the latter, the stochastic parallel transport is formulated by means of a covariant
SDE and existence and uniqueness are proved in the case of the smooth Wasserstein space over the torus along
a certain type of diffusion. In order to prove the existence of stochastic parallel transport along a diffusion on
P∞ over a closed manifold, one could consider the approach used to prove the existence of parallel transport
along regular curves in the reference work [Gig11] by Gigli. However, this method does not fit well with the
stochastic framework. The idea presented in the present article is to see the group of diffeomorphisms D as a
Riemannian submersion over P∞. The well-posedness of the stochastic parallel transport problem is a further
step towards a better understanding of Wasserstein’s stochastic differential structure, in particular, it might be
possible to study some processes coupling to obtain stability results about diffusions.

The fact that D can be seen as a principal bundle above P∞ endowed with a connection can be used to
study a specific type of diffusions on D , namely equivariant diffusions (see Subsection 2.3 and Section 6). We
prove that we can write any equivariant diffusions (Φt)t≥0 in the form

Φt = ht · gt, ∀t ≥ 0

with (ht)t≥0 a horizontal equivariant diffusion and (gt)t≥0 a right exponential on the group of volume preserving
diffeomorphisms G. Equivariant diffusions in the finite dimensional case have been studied by Elworthy, Le Jan
and Li in [KDE04] and [ELL08]. Note that the idea of looking at such diffusions is not new, for example, Itô
investigated the case of the orthonormal frame bundle over a Riemannian manifold in [Ito63]. The method used
in the present paper is essentially the same as in the finite dimensional case, even if Elworthy, Le Jan and Li
worked with the generators of the diffusions, whereas we tend to work directly on the SDEs. The advantage of
our case lies in the fact that D is a Lie Group and G is a subgroup of D . However, we write the proof and the
results using only the fact that D is a principal bundle over P∞ to stay as general as possible. Lastly, we use
the structure of Riemannian submersion to study Itô’s stochastic differential equation driven by vertical vector
fields on D .

The article is organized as follows: Section 2 is dedicated to the presentation of the arguments that will be
used later in Sections 5 and 6 in the simpler case of finite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds. In Section 3 we
present the geometry of the Wasserstein space, the one of the diffeomorphisms group as well as the Riemannian
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submersion structure that establish a link between these two spaces. Section 4 is about stochastic calculus on
the two infinite-dimensional manifolds presented above, in particular, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Informal version of Theorem 4.5). Let Z̄0, Z̄1, . . . , Z̄N be regular vector fields on P. Then, the
SDE

d̄∇̄µt =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt)dW
i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ ∈ P

admits a solution on P given by µt = (Xt)♯µ where (Xt)t≥0 is the solution to a conditional McKean-Vlasov
equation. Moreover, if µ ∈ P∞, (µt)t≥0 lies in P∞.

This theorem is an extension of [DFdL23, Proposition 3.10] to the setting where the diffusion is not driven
by constant vector fields, as well as a generalization of [Wan21, Theorem 2.1] to the context of closed manifolds.
In Section 5 we prove the main theorem of the present paper, namely:

Theorem 1.2 (Informal version of Theorem 5.4). Let (µt)t≥0 be a diffusion on P∞ and V ∈ T̄µ0P. Then,
there exists a unique stochastic parallel transport (see Definition 4.7) along (µt)t≥0.

This theorem extends the main result of [DFdL23] to the setting where the diffusion is not driven by constant
vector fields and the underlying manifold is an arbitrary closed manifold. Finally, in Section 6, we study some
decompositions of equivariant diffusions on D .

Notations. Throughout the paper we consider (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) a filtered probability space which supports a
N -dimensional Brownian motion W = (W 1,W 2, . . . ,WN ) in the canonical basis. Let k ∈ N∗ and E1,E2, . . . ,Ek
be some sets. The k-th symmetric product is defined as follows:

(1.1) SP k

 ∏
1≤j≤k

Ej

 =
⋃
σ∈Sk

 ∏
1≤j≤k

Eσ(j)

 .

Let (M, ⟨•, •⟩) be a smooth Riemannian manifold and (Xt)t≥0 be solution to

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = x ∈M,

where Ai is a smooth vector field for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Since Stratonovich’s differentials preserves the chain
rule, we can see Stratonovich’s differential of M -valued semimartingales as elements of the tangent bundle. We
will often write geometric expressions with Stratonovich’s differential, for example, let Ξ be a linear connection
or a (1, 2)-tensor and B ∈ Γ(M) a vector field, the following expression

Ξ(◦dXt, B(Xt))

has to be understood as

(1.2)
N∑
i=1

Ξ(Ai(Xt), B(Xt)) ◦ dW i
t + Ξ(A0, B(Xt))dt.

For instance, let C ∈ Γ(M), if Ξ is the Levi-Civita connection ∇, we have:

(1.3) ◦d⟨B(Xt), C(Xt)⟩Xt = ⟨∇◦dXtB(Xt), C(Xt)⟩Xt + ⟨B(Xt),∇◦dXtC(Xt)⟩Xt ,
in the usual sense, namely,

⟨B(Xt), C(Xt)⟩ − ⟨B(x), C(x)⟩ =
N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

(⟨∇AiB(Xs), C(Xs)⟩+ ⟨B(Xs),∇AiC(Xs)⟩) ◦ dW i
t

+

∫ t

0

(⟨∇A0
B(Xs), C(Xs)⟩+ ⟨B(Xs),∇A0

C(Xs)⟩) ds.

This is due to the fact that Stratonovich’s calculus behave as usual differential calculus. We will use this
convention on usual Riemannian manifolds but also on P and D (see Section 5 and 6). We will also use the
following notation to denote the quadratic variation:

Ξ(◦dXt, ◦dXt) =

N∑
i=1

Ξ(Ai(Xt), Ai(Xt))dt.
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Let f ∈ C∞(M,N) a smooth map between two manifolds. Let x ∈M and V ∈ TxM , we adopt the notation
Txf(V ) to denote the differential of f in the direction V . This choice is made to avoid confusions with the
Stratonovich’s or Itô’s differentials (respectively ◦d and d∇) or covariant differentials (respectively ◦Dt and
D∇
t ).
From Section 3, the reader will encounter both over-lined characters and bold characters. The former are

objects of the Wasserstein space when the latter belong to the Diffeomorphisms group.

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to his PhD advisors, Marc Arnaudon and Michel Bonnefont, for
their valuable support and insightful suggestions, which have been of great help throughout this work.

2. Finite-dimensional case

2.1. Stochastic differential equations on Riemannian manifolds. In this subsection we recall some results
about stochastic differential equations on Riemannian manifolds. The reader is refered to [Elw82], [Eme89],
[Hsu02], [IW81] or [Kun97] for a complete presentation of the theory of stochastic differential equations on
manifolds. Let A0, A1, . . . , AN be smooth vector fields on a smooth manifold M . We say that a continuous
M -valued stochastic process (Xt)t≥0 is solution to the following Stratonovich’s SDE

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = x ∈M,

if for all f ∈ C∞(M),

f(Xt) = f(x) +

∫ t

0

N∑
i=1

Aif(Xs) ◦ dW i
s +

∫ t

0

A0f(Xs)ds,

or, in an usual Itô formulation,

f(Xt) = f(x) +

∫ t

0

N∑
i=1

Aif(Xs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

(
A0f(Xs) +

1

2

N∑
i=1

A2
i f(Xs)

)
ds.

If one wants to study Itô’s stochastic differential equations on M , a connection on TM is required. For instance,
if M is a Riemannian manifold, one may consider the Levi-Civita connection ∇ induced by the metric. In this
case, a continuous M -valued stochastic process (Xt)t≥0 is solution to the following Itô’s SDE

d∇Xt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt)dW
i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = x ∈M,

if for all f ∈ C∞(M),

f(Xt) = f(x) +

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Aif(Xs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

(
A0f(Xs) +

1

2

N∑
i=1

Hf(Ai(Xs), Ai(Xs))

)
ds,

where Hf denotes the Hessian associated to ∇, namely:

Hf(A,B) = LALBf −∇ABf = ⟨∇A∇f,B⟩x, ∀A,B ∈ Γ(M).

Proposition 2.1. The Stratonovich’s SDE

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = x ∈M,

is equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

d∇Xt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt)dW
i
t +

(
A0(Xt) +

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇AiAi(Xt)

)
dt, X0 = x ∈M.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the definition of the Hessian H. □

Theorem 2.2 (Stochastic Cauchy-Lipschitz). Let A0, A1, . . . , AN be smooth vector fields on a compact manifold
M . Then, there exists a unique solution to the Itô’s SDE defined for all t ≥ 0:

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = x ∈M.

Proof. This result is classic and a proof can be found in [Hsu02] or [Kun97] for example. □
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2.2. Stochastic parallel transport and Riemannian submersion. In the case of a Riemannian submersion
p : N →M between two Riemannian manifolds, one can establish a link between the Levi-Civita connection on
M and the one on N for horizontal lift of vector fields on M , see Definition 2.2. As the Levi-Civita connection
is closely related to the parallel transport, it is natural to expect an analogous relation between the two parallel
transports. This link is presented in this section. None of these results are new and can be found in [CEA08,
Chapter 3] or in [O’N66] for example.

Definition-Proposition 2.1. Let M be a Riemannian manifold with ∇ the associated Levi-Civita connection
and (γt)t≥0 a smooth curve on M . There exists a unique solution to the following covariant equation:

(2.1) ∇γ̇tAt = 0, A0 ∈ Tγ0M.

This unique solution is called the parallel transport along (γt)t≥0 with initial condition A0 ∈ Tγ0M .

Remark 2.1. Since the covariant equation defining the parallel transport is linear, one may also see the parallel
transport along a smooth curve (γt)t≥0 as a flow of linear maps (τ0,t)t≥0 such that, τ0,t : Tγ0M → TγtM , for all
t ≥ 0, mapping each initial condition A0 ∈ Tγ0M to the associated solution to (2.1). We will rather adopt this
point of view throughout this paper.

Let N,M be smooth Riemannian manifolds and p : N → M be a Riemannian submersion with VuP being
kerTup, namely the vertical space and HuN = VuN⊥ the horizontal space for all u ∈ N .

Definition 2.2. The horizontal lift hu at the point u ∈ P is defined as the inverse of Tup|HuN . Let Ā ∈ Γ(M),
the horizontal lift of Ā is defined as h(Ā)(u) = hu(Ā(p(u))).

Definition 2.3. Two vector fields A, Ā respectively on N and M are said to be p-related if Tp(A(u)) = Ā(p(u))
for all u ∈ N .

For u ∈ N , let PVu and PHu denote respectively the orthogonal projection on the vertical and the horizontal
space. Moreover, let ∇, ∇̄ denote respectively the Levi-Civita connection on N and M . Note that A = h(Ā) if
and only if A and Ā are p-related and A is horizontal.

Remark 2.2. Notice that we have inverted the notations used in [CEA08]. The reason is that we want to apply
this theory to the context of the diffeomorphism group seen as a Riemannian submersion over Wasserstein space,
and overlined symbols are common in the literature of Wasserstein space.

Lemma 2.3. Let A,B ∈ Γ(N) and Ā, B̄ ∈ Γ(M) be p-related vector fields. Then, [Ā, B̄] and [A,B] are p-related.

Proof. Let f ∈ C∞(M). Observe that for all u ∈ N we have

A(f ◦ p)(u) = Tup(A)f(p(u)) = (Āf)(p(u)).

Hence, iterating it with the function Āf we get

B(Āf ◦ p)(u) = Tup(B)(Āf)(p(u)) = (B̄Āf)(p(u)).

Thus, we obtain the result :

[A,B](f ◦ p)(u) = Tup([A,B])f(p(u)) = ([Ā, B̄]f)(p(u)).

□

Proposition 2.4. Let Ā, B̄ ∈ Γ(M) and A,B their horizontal lifts. Then, ∇AB and ∇̄ĀB̄ are p-related.
Moreover, we have

(2.2) ∇AB(u) = hu
(
∇̄ĀB̄(p(u))

)
+

1

2
[A,B]V (u),

where [A,B]V (u) = PVu([A,B](u)) and [A,B]V (u) depends only on the values of A,B at u.

Proof. Let C̄ ∈ Γ(M) and C its horizontal lift. By using Koszul formula, Lemma (2.3) and the fact that p is a
Riemannian submersion we get

2 ⟨∇AB,C⟩ = A⟨B,C⟩+B⟨C,A⟩ − C⟨A,B⟩+ ⟨[A,B], C⟩ − ⟨[A,C], B⟩ − ⟨[B,C], A⟩
= A

(
⟨B̄, C̄⟩ ◦ p

)
+B

(
⟨C̄, Ā⟩ ◦ p

)
− C

(
⟨Ā, B̄⟩ ◦ p

)
+
〈
Tp([A,B]), C̄

〉
◦ p−

〈
Tp([A,C]), B̄

〉
◦ p−

〈
Tp([B,C]), Ā

〉
◦ p

= Ā⟨B̄, C̄⟩ ◦ p+ B̄⟨C̄, Ā⟩ ◦ p− C̄⟨Ā, B̄⟩ ◦ p+ ⟨[Ā, B̄], C̄⟩ ◦ p− ⟨[Ā, C̄], B̄⟩ ◦ p− ⟨[B̄, C̄], Ā⟩ ◦ p
= 2

〈
∇̄ĀB̄, C̄

〉
◦ p.
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Then, we obtain

(2.3) ∇AB(u) = hu
(
∇̄ĀB̄(p(u))

)
+ PVu(∇AB(u)).

Let W be a vertical vector field on N , using once again Koszul formula we have

2 ⟨∇AB,W ⟩ = A⟨B,W ⟩+B⟨W,A⟩ −W ⟨A,B⟩+ ⟨[A,B],W ⟩ − ⟨[A,W ], B⟩ − ⟨[B,W ], A⟩ .

The first two terms on the right hand-side are 0 by orthogonality. The third vanishes since ⟨A,B⟩ is constant
in vertical directions. Since W is p-related with the null vector field on M , the last two terms vanish using
Lemma 2.3. Thus we obtain

⟨∇AB,W ⟩ =
〈
1

2
[A,B],W

〉
.

To see that [A,B]V |u depends only on the values of A,B at u, notice that [A,B]V = PV (∇AB) which is
tensorial in the first component. Using the antisymmetry of the Lie bracket we get the announced property. □

We are now interested in the link between parallel transports on N and M . Let U ∈ ΓH (N) be a horizontal
vector field and B ∈ Γ(N). We define the O’Neill tensor as in [O’N66] to be:

(2.4) AU (B) = PV ((∇U) · PH (B)) .

One can easily check that its adjoint operator is given by:

(2.5) AT
U (B) = PH

(
(∇U)T · PV (B)

)
.

Moreover, by Proposition 2.4, if B ∈ HuN , then

AU (B) =
1

2
[U,B]V = −1

2
[B,U ]V = −AB(U).

Definition 2.4. Let p : N →M be a Riemannian submersion and (γ̄t)t≥0 be a smooth curve on M such that
γ̄0 = x ∈M . Then, for u ∈ p−1(x), the horizontal lift of γ̄ in u is the solution of the following ODE:

γ̇t = hγt( ˙̄γt), γ0 = u.

Let x ∈ M and u ∈ p−1(x). Suppose that (γ̄t)t≥0 is a smooth path on M with γ̄0 = x and let (γt)t≥0

be its horizontal lift starting from u. Let (τ0,t)t≥0 and (τ̄0,t)t≥0 be respectively parallel transports on N and
M along (γt)t≥0 and (γ̄t)t≥0 (with the point of view of Remark 2.1). The following proposition introduces
the (deterministic version of the) strategy for proving Theorem 5.4. The idea is that, when we consider a
Riemannian submersion p : N → M , we can construct the parallel transport on M by using only the parallel
transport on N and Proposition 2.4. We will also see that the horizontal lift of the parallel transport is the
parallel transport of the right-exponential of the (inverse parallel transport of the) O’Neill tensor.

Proposition 2.5. The parallel transport on M writes

τ̄0,t(Ū) = Tγtp(τ
h
0,t(hu(Ū)), ∀t ≥ 0,

where (τh0,t)t≥0 is the so-called horizontal transport, namely the horizontal lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0,

τh0,t(U) = hγt(u)(τ̄0,t(Tup(U))), ∀U ∈ HuN,

which is also the unique solution to

(2.6) Dtτ
h
0,t(U) = −Aγ̇s(τ

h
0,t(U)), τh0,0(U) = U, ∀U ∈ HuN.

Moreover, τh0,t(U) = τ0,t(Qt(U)) where

(2.7) Qt(U) = E
(∫ ·

0

τ−1
0,s (−Aγ̇s(τ0,s(U)))

)
t

,

with E the right-exponential map on GL(TuN).
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Proof. Let (τh0,t)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0 starting from u. By Proposition 2.4, we have

Dtτ
h
0,t(U) =

1

2

[
γ̇t, τ

h
0,t(U)

]V
= −Aγ̇s(τ

h
0,t(U)), ∀U ∈ HuN.

Let Lt(·) denote the linear map τ−1
0,t

(
1
2 [γ̇t, τ0,t(·)]

V
)

for all t ≥ 0. Then, letting (Qt)t≥0 = (τ−1
0,t τ

h
0,t)t≥0, the

above equation is equivalent to the following GL(TuN)-valued equation

Q̇t = Lt(Qt), Q0 = id.

Indeed,

(2.8) Q̇t =
d

dt
τ−1
0,t τ

h
0,t = τ−1

0,t∇γ̇tτ
h
0,t =

1

2
τ−1
0,t

[
γ̇t, τ0,t(τ

−1
0,t τ

h
0,t)
]V

= Lt(Qt).

There exists a unique solution given by the associated exponential map onGL(TuN), namely, Qt = E
(∫ ·

0
Ls(·)ds

)
t

for all t ≥ 0. Thus, the solution to (2.6) is unique and is given by (τh0,t)t≥0 = (τ0,tQt)t≥0. □

Remark 2.3. The first part of this theorem is trivial, it says that the projection of the horizontal lift of the
parallel transport is the parallel transport. The important point in this result is the fact that (τh0,t)t≥0 is entirely
characterized by equation (2.6). Thus, in order to obtain the parallel transport on M , one can solve (2.6) on N
and project onto M in order to obtain the solution.

Let us apply this reasoning to the stochastic setting.

Definition-Proposition 2.5 ([Ito75]). Let M be a Riemannian manifold with ∇ the associated Levi-Civita
connection, A0, A1, . . . , AN ∈ Γ(M). Let (Xt)t≥0 be the unique solution to:

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 ∈M.

There exists a unique solution to the following stochastic covariant equation

(2.9) ∇◦dXtAt = 0, A0 ∈ TX0
M,

in the following sense:

◦d⟨At, B(Xt)⟩Xt =
N∑
i=1

⟨At,∇Ai(Xt)B(Xt)⟩Xt ◦ dW i
t + ⟨At,∇A0(Xt)B(Xt)⟩Xtdt, ∀B ∈ Γ(M),

consistently with (1.3). This unique solution is called the stochastic parallel transport along (Xt)t≥0 with initial
condition A0 ∈ TX0M .

Definition-Proposition 2.6. A TM -valued stochastic process (Ut)t≥0 along a semimartingale (Xt)t≥0 is said
to be a semimartingale if (τ−1

0,t Ut)t≥0 is a semimartingale on TU0
M , where (τ0,t)t≥0 denotes the stochastic

parallel transport along (Xt)t≥0. The Stratonovich covariant derivative of Ut is defined as the following formal
element of TUtM :

(2.10) ◦DtUt = τ0,t ◦ dτ−1
0,t Ut.

Equivalently, ◦DtUt can be defined as the unique formal element of T̄XtM such that:

(2.11) ◦d⟨Ut, τ0,t(B)⟩Xt = ⟨◦DtUt, τ0,t(B)⟩Xt ,

for all B ∈ TX0
M .

Proposition 2.6 (Theorem 2.4, [Kun81]). Let B ∈ Γ(M) and (Xt)t≥0 be a semimartingale solution to

◦dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 ∈M.

Then,

(2.12) ◦dτ−1
0,t B(Xt) =

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t (∇Ai(Xt)B(Xt)) ◦ dW i

t + τ−1
0,t (∇A0(Xt)B(Xt))dt.
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From now on, we will write either ◦DtB(Xt) or ∇◦dXtB(Xt) to denote the Stratonovich covariant derivative
of B along (Xt)t≥0, consistently with (1.3).

Let Ā0, Ā1, . . . , ĀN ∈ Γ(M) and A0, A1, . . . , AN ∈ Γ(N) their horizontal lifts. Consider a diffusion (X̄t)t≥0

on M starting from x ∈M solution to

◦dX̄t =

N∑
i=1

Āi(X̄t) ◦ dW i
t + Ā0(X̄t)dt, X̄0 = x.

Let us define the horizontal lift of (X̄t)t≥0 starting from u ∈ p−1(x) similarly as in the deterministic case (see
Definition 2.4) as the process (Xt)t≥0 given by:

(2.13) ◦dXt = hXt(◦dtX̄t) =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt)dt, X0 = u

Let (τ̄0,t)t≥0 and (τ0,t)t≥0 be the stochastic parallel transports respectively on M and N along (X̄t)t≥0, (Xt)t≥0

(once again with the point of view of Remark 2.1 but with stochastic flows) and (τh0,t)t≥0 the horizontal lift of
(τ̄0,t)t≥0. As in the deterministic case, the horizontal lift of the stochastic parallel transport is the stochastic
parallel transport of the right-exponential of the (inverse stochastic parallel transport of the) O’Neill tensor.

Theorem 2.7. The stochastic parallel transport on M writes

τ̄0,t(Ū) = TXtp(τ
h
0,t(hu(Ū)), ∀t ≥ 0,

with (τh0,t)t≥0 the so-called horizontal stochastic transport, namely the horizontal lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0,

τh0,t(U) = hXt(u)(τ̄0,t(Tup(U))), ∀U ∈ HuN,

which is also the unique solution to

(2.14) ◦Dtτ
h
0,t(U) = −A◦dXt(u)(τ

h
0,t(U)), τh0,0(U) = U, ∀U ∈ HuN.

Moreover, τh0,t = τ0,t(Qt) where

(2.15) Qt(U) = E

(
−

N∑
i=1

∫ ·

0

τ−1
0,s

(
AAi(Xs(u))(τ0,t(U))

)
◦ dW i

s +

∫ ·

0

τ−1
0,s

(
AA0(Xs(u))(τ0,t(U))

)
ds

)
t

,

with E the so-called stochastic right-exponential map on GL(TuN) (see [HDL86]).

Proof. Let (τh0,t)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0 starting from u. By Proposition 2.4, we have

∇◦dXtτ
h
0,t(U) =

1

2

[
◦dXt, τ

h
0,t(U)

]V
, ∀U ∈ HuN.

Let Lit denote the linear map τ−1
0,t

(
1
2 [Ai(Xt), τ0,t(·)]V

)
for all t ≥ 0 and i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Proceeding as in the

proof of Proposition 2.5, we study the following equivalent GL(TuN)-valued stochastic differential equation

◦dQt = −
N∑
i=1

AAi(Xt(u))(τ0,tQt(·)) ◦ dW
i
t −AA0(Xt(u))(τ0,tQt(·))dt.

There exists a unique solution, this is the so-called stochastic exponential map on GL(TuN),

Qt = E

(
−

N∑
i=1

AAi(Xs(u))(τ0,s(·)) ◦ dW
i
s −

∫ ·

0

AA0(Xs(u))(τ0,s(·))ds

)
s

.

Finally (τh0,t)t≥0 is the unique solution to (2.14) and is given by τh0,t = τ0,tQt for all t ≥ 0 and we get the
stochastic parallel transport on M by taking the projection. □

As already mentioned in Remark 2.3, the important point of this proposition lies in the fact that (τh0,t)t≥0 is
characterized by Equation (2.14). We will use this reasoning in Section 5 to prove the existence and uniqueness
of the stochastic parallel transport on P∞.

Remark 2.4 (The stochastic horizontal transport is horizontal). Let Ut = τh0,t(U) denote the solution to (2.6)
with initial condition U ∈ HuN . By construction, the horizontal transport preserves horizontality. Nevertheless,
this property can in fact be deduced directly from (2.6). Indeed, let B ∈ ΓH (N) be a smooth horizontal vector
field and (Vt)t≥0 be a semimartingale along (Xt(u))t≥0, we have:
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◦d⟨V H
t , B(Xt(u))⟩ = ◦d⟨Vt, B(Xt(u))⟩

= ⟨PH (◦DtVt), B(Xt(u))⟩+
〈
V V
t ,∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

〉
Xt(u)

+
〈
V H
t ,∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

〉
Xt(u)

= ⟨PH (◦DtVt), B(Xt(u))⟩+
〈
Vt, PV

(
∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

)〉
Xt(u)

+
〈
V H
t ,∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

〉
Xt(u)

= ⟨PH (◦DtVt), B(Xt(u))⟩ −
〈
Vt,A◦dXt(u)(B(Xt(u)))

〉
Xt(u)

+
〈
V H
t ,∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

〉
Xt(u)

=
〈
PH (◦DtVt)−AT

◦dXt(u)(Vt), B(Xt(u))
〉
Xt(u)

+
〈
V H
t ,∇◦dXt(u)B(Xt(u))

〉
Xt(u)

.

Thus, we obtained the following:

(2.16) PH (◦DtV
H
t ) = PH (◦DtVt)−AT

◦dXt(u)(Vt)

Now, let C ∈ Γ(N) be a smooth vector field. Applying (2.16) yields:

◦d⟨V H
t , C(Xt(u))⟩Xt(u) = ◦d⟨V H

t , CH (Xt(u))⟩Xt(u)
= ⟨PH (◦DtV

H
t ), C(Xt(u))⟩Xt(u) + ⟨Vt, PH (◦DtC

H (Xt(u))⟩Xt(u)
= ⟨PH (◦DtVt)−AT

◦dXt(u)(Vt), C(Xt(u))⟩Xt(u)
+ ⟨Vt, PH (◦DtC(Xt(u)))−AT

◦dXt(u)(C(Xt(u)))

= ⟨PH (◦DtVt)−AT
◦dXt(u)(Vt)−A◦dXt(u)(Vt), C(Xt(u))⟩Xt(u)

+ ⟨V H
t , ◦DtC(Xt(u))⟩Xt(u).

Thus, we obtained

(2.17) ◦DtV
H
t = PH (◦DtVt)−AT

◦dXt(u)(Vt)−A◦dXt(u)(Vt).

By using the fact that V V
t = Vt − V H

t we also get

(2.18) ◦DtV
V
t = PV (◦DtVt) +AT

◦dXt(u)(Vt) +A◦dXt(u)(Vt).

Thus, the horizontality of Ut follows from the fact that UV
0 = 0 and the following consequence of (2.18):

◦d∥UV
t ∥2 = 2⟨AT

◦dXt(u)(Ut), U
V
t ⟩Xt(u) = 0.

2.3. Equivariant diffusions on principal bundles. In this subsection we leave the context of Riemannian
submersions to study principal bundles. Note that these notions are not decorrelated, see Remark 2.6 and
Subsection 2.4 below. For instance, we will see in Section 3 that the group of diffeomorphisms D can be seen
as a Riemannian submersion over P∞ but also as a principal bundle over the latter.

Let G be a Lie group with identity element e. In this subsection we first introduce some definitions and
basic results about G-principal bundles, and then we show that any equivariant diffusion on a principal bundle
admits a decomposition as a product of a horizontal equivariant diffusion (ht)t≥0 and a vertical process (gt)t≥0

given by a right exponential of a stochastic process in the Lie algebra g of G.
Let p : P →M be a G-principal bundle over a smooth manifold M . Let g ∈ G and let us denote Rg : P → P

the right action by g on P and also the right multiplication by g in G. The notation Lg will be used for the
left multiplication by g in G. As before, we define VuP = kerTup. A vector field A on P is said to be G-right
invariant if for all u ∈ P and for all g ∈ G we have

A(u · g) = TRg(A(u)).

Let u ∈ G, we define the map ιu : G→ P to be ιu(g) = u · g. A vector field B on P is said to be a vertical left
invariant vector field if there exists B̃ ∈ g such that for all u ∈ P

B(u) = TιuB̃.

One can easily prove that a vertical left invariant vector field is vertical. The reader is referred to [Son15] for a
detailed presentation of principal bundles.
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Definition 2.7. Let g ∈ G, the adjoint representation Ad(g) : g → g is the differential of the inner automor-
phism h ∈ G 7→ g · h · g−1 in h = e.

Definition 2.8. An Ehresmann connection on P is a subbundle H P of TP such that
(1) For all u ∈ P , HuP ⊕ VuP = TuP .
(2) For all u ∈ P , Tup is an isomorphism between HuP and Tp(u)M , the inverse is the horizontal lift

hu : Tp(u)M → HuP .
(3) For all g ∈ G and u ∈ P , H P is G-invariant i.e

TRg(HuP ) = Hu·gP.

Remark 2.5. Note that points (2) and (3) in Definition 2.8 gives that

hu·g(v) = TRg(hu(v)), ∀v ∈ Tp(u)M.

Moreover, one can check that TRg(VuP ) = Vu·gP . In particular, if a vector A ∈ TuP admits the following
unique decomposition A = AH +AV ∈ HuP ⊕ VuP , then, TRg(A) admits the following one

TRg(A) = TRg(A
H ) + TRg(A

V ) ∈ Hu·gP ⊕ Vu·gP.

Remark 2.6. Suppose that P is endowed with a Riemannian metric which is right invariant for the action of G.
Then, P admits an Ehresmann connection given by the horizontal space H P = V P⊥. In this case, p : P →M
defines a Riemannian submersion. Conversely, let p : N → M be a Riemannian submersion, if there exists a
Lie group G acting freely and transitively on the fibers, N defines a principal bundle over M .

Suppose that P is provided with an Ehresmann connection H P , and let A ∈ Γ(P ). Since for all u ∈ P ,
TuP = HuP ⊕ VuP , we have a unique decomposition A = AH ⊕ AV ∈ HP ⊕ V P . We say that AH (resp.
AV ) is the horizontal (resp. vertical) part of A.

In this context, we have a one-to-one correspondence between vertical left invariant vector fields and elements
of the lie algebra g being given by

A ∈ g 7−→ Tιu(A) ∈ VuP.

The inverse is given by the so called connection form ϖ which is characterized by the following conditions.
(1) For all g ∈ G, u ∈ P , ϖ(Tιu(U)) = U for all U ∈ g.
(2) The connection form ϖ vanishes on H P .

Proposition 2.8. Let A ∈ Γ(P ). Then, for all g ∈ G, ϖ(TRgA) = Ad(g−1)ϖ(A).

Proof. Let A = AH ⊕AV ∈ H P ⊕ V P and u ∈ P . Since ϖ(AH (u)) = 0 we have:

ϖ(TRgA(u)) = ϖ(TRgA
V (u)) = ϖ(TιuTRgϖ(AV (u))) = ϖ(TιuTLgTLg−1TRgϖ(AV (u))).

Since TιuTLg = Tιu·g and TLg−1TRg = Ad(g), we obtain:

ϖ(TιuTLgTLg−1TRgϖ(AV (u))) = ϖ(Tιu·gAd(g−1)ϖ(AV (u))) = Ad(g−1)ϖ(AV (u)).

□

Remark 2.7. In the case where P is a Lie Group and G is a sub-Lie group of P one can check that ιu = TLu
and the connection form is just given by ϖ(u) = TLu−1 ◦ PVu .

Definition 2.9. A map U : P → P is said to be equivariant if

U(u · g) = U(u) · g, ∀u ∈ P,∀g ∈ G.

A flow of maps (Ut)t≥0 such that Ut : P → P for all t ≥ 0 is said to be equivariant if Ut is equivariant for all
t ≥ 0.

Definition 2.10. A smooth path (γt)t≥0 on P is said to be horizontal (resp. vertical) if for all t ≥ 0, γ̇t ∈ HγtP
(resp. γ̇t ∈ VγtP ).

We define the horizontal lift of a path (γ̄t)t≥0 on M as in Definition 2.4 with h the horizontal lift associated
to the considered Ehresmann connection.

Example 2.1 (The horizontal lift is equivariant). Let Ā ∈ Γ(M) and (γ̄t)t≥0 be solution to

˙̄γt(x) = Ā(γ̄t(x)), γ̄0(x) ∈M.

Then, for all u ∈ Pγ̄0(x), the horizontal lift (γt)t≥0 is, by definition, solution to
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γ̇t(u) = A(γt(u)), γ0(u) = u,

where A = h(Ā). In particular, this is the simplest example of equivariant diffusion that one could think of. To
see that (γt)t≥0 is equivariant, let g ∈ G. We have

d

dt
γt(u) · g =

d

dt
Rg(γt(u)) = TRg(γ̇t(u)) = TRg(A(γt(u))) = A(γt(u) · g),

where the last equality is due to the fact that A is G-right invariant (see Remark 2.5). In particular, (γt(u)·g)t≥0

is solution to

γ̇t(u · g) = A(γt(u) · g), γ0(u · g) = u · g,
and, by uniqueness of the solution, γt(u · g) = γt(u) · g.

Remark 2.8. Notice that a vertical path (γt)t≥0 starting in γ0 = u stays in the fiber p−1(p(u)). In particular,
since G acts freely and transitively on the fibers, (γt)t≥0 can always be written as γt = γ0 · gt, and then it
may be identified as the path (gt)t≥0 in G. In the remainder of this subsection we will identify Pγ0 and G and
consequently vertical paths starting at γ0 with paths in G.

Let (γt)t≥0 be a smooth path on P , (γ̄t)t≥0 = (p(γt))t≥0 the projected path and (ht)t≥0 the horizontal lift of
γ̄ defined as in Definition 2.4 with h the horizontal lift associated to the Ehresmann connection. Since G acts
freely and transitively on the fibers of P , it is clear that (γt)t≥0 decomposes itself in a unique way as a product

(2.19) γt = ht · gt,
where (gt)t≥0 is a path on G with g0 = e. In the case of equivariant flow of maps, this decomposition has more
properties.

Proposition 2.9. Let A be a smooth right invariant vector field on P with A = AH +AV ∈ H P ⊕ V P . Let
(Ut)t≥0 be the solution to

(2.20) U̇t(u) = A(Ut(u)), U0(u) ∈ P,

with U0 an equivariant map and let (Xt)t≥0 = (p(Ut))t≥0. Then, (Xt)t≥0 is solution to the following autonomous
equation

(2.21) Ẋt(x) = ĀH (Xt(x)), X0(x) = p(U0(u)), u ∈ p−1(x),

where ĀH = Tp(AH ). Moreover, the flow (Ut)t≥0 is equivariant and the decomposition (2.19) takes the form
Ut = ht · gt where (ht)t≥0 is the horizontal lift of (Xt)t≥0 and (gt)t≥0 is a G-valued path such that

(2.22) ḣt(u) = hht(u)(Ẋt(p(u))) = AH(ht(u)), h0(u) = U0(u),

and

(2.23) ġt(u) = TRgt(u)ϖ
(
AV (ht(u))

)
, g0(u) = e.

In particular, (ht)t≥0 is a horizontal equivariant autonomous flow and gt(u · g) = g−1 · gt(u) · g and is a right
exponential of a path in the Lie algebra g of G, namely:

(2.24) gt(u) = ER
(∫ ·

0

ϖ
(
AV (hs(u))

)
ds

)
t

.

Proof. The fact that (Xt)t≥0 is solution to (2.21) is due to the fact that

d

dt
p(Ut(u)) = TUt(u)p

(
AH (Ut(u)) +AV (Ut(u))

)
= ĀH (p(Ut(u))),

where the first equality is an application of the chain rule and the second is due to the fact that kerTp = V P .
The fact that Equation (2.21) is autonomous is due to the fact that AH is G-right invariant since A is G-right
invariant.

Let u ∈ P , g ∈ G. We have:

d

dt
(Ut(u) · g) = TRg(U̇t(u)) = TRg(A(Ut(u))) = A(Ut(u) · g).

In particular, (Ut(u) · g)t≥0 is solution to
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U̇t(u · g) = A(Ut(u · g)), U0(u · g) ∈ P,

by uniqueness of the solution to (2.20), we obtain that Ut(u) · g = Ut(u · g) which is the equivariance property.
Let (ht)t≥0 be the unique solution to

ḣt(u) = hht(u)(Ẋt(p(u))), h0(u) = U0(u).

As noticed before, the projected flow (Xt)t≥0 is autonomous, consequently, (ht)t≥0 is a horizontal equivariant
autonomous flow as a horizontal lift of an autonomous flow (see Example 2.1). Set gt such that Ut = ht · gt (it
exists and is unique since G acts freely and transitively on the fibers of P ). Since (Ut)t≥0 is equivariant, we
have Ut(u · g)) = Ut(u) · g and, by construction, it is clear that (ht)≥0 is equivariant. In particular:

Ut(u · g) = ht(u · g) · gt(u · g) = ht(u) · g · gt(u · g) and Ut(u · g) = Ut(u) · g = ht(u) · gt(u) · g.
Then, since G acts freely on the fibers of P we get gt(u · g) = g−1 · gt(u) · g. To get the equation of (gt)t≥0, let
A = AH ⊕AV ∈ H P ⊕ V P be the direct sum decomposition. By uniqueness of this decomposition we have

(2.25) U̇t = AH (Ut) +AV (Ut) = TRgt(ḣt) + Tιht(ġt).

By identifying the horizontal and vertical parts, it is clear that TRgt(ḣt) = AH (Ut) and Tιht(ġt) = AV (Ut).
Moreover, we have

AV (Ut) = Tιht·gt
(
ϖ
(
AV (ht · gt)

))
= TιhtTLgtAd(g

−1
t )

(
ϖ
(
AV (ht)

))
= Tιht

(
TRgtϖ

(
AV (ht)

))
.

By identification we obtain

ġt = TRgtϖ
(
AV (ht)

)
.

Formula (2.24) is a direct consequence of Equation (2.23).
□

Let us introduce the notion of equivariant diffusions, the stochastic analogous of equivariant flows defined in
Definition 2.9.

Definition 2.11. A solution to a Stratonovich’s SDE of the following form:

◦dUt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(Ut) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Ut)dt, U0(u) ∈ P,

is said to be an equivariant diffusion if for all g ∈ G, Ut(u · g) = Ut(u) · g for all t ≥ 0.

The following theorem is the stochastic analogous of Proposition 2.9. This result is proved in [ELL08],
[KDE04] by considering the associated infinitesimal generators.

Proposition 2.10. Let A0, A1, . . . , AN be smooth right invariant vector fields on P with Ai = AH
i + AV

i ∈
H P ⊕ V P for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Let (Ut)t≥0 be the diffusion solution to

(2.26) ◦dUt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(Ut) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Ut)dt, U0(u) ∈ P,

with U0 an equivariant map and let (Xt)t≥0 = (p(Ut))t≥0. Then, (Xt)t≥0 is a diffusion solution to the following
Stratonovich’s SDE

(2.27) ◦dXt(x) =

N∑
i=1

ĀH
i (Xt(x)) ◦ dW i

t + ĀH
0 (Xt(x))dt, X0(x) = p(U0(u)), u ∈ p−1(x),

where ĀH
i = Tp(AH

i ) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Moreover, the stochastic flow (Ut)t≥0 is equivariant and the
decomposition (2.19) takes the form Ut = ht · gt where (ht)t≥0 is the horizontal lift of (Xt)t≥0 and (gt)t≥0 is a
G-valued path such that for all u ∈ P :

(2.28) ◦dht(u) = hht(u)(◦dXt(p(u))) =

N∑
i=1

AH
i (ht(u)) ◦ dW i

t +AH
0 (ht(u))dt, h0(u) = U0(u)

and
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(2.29) ◦dgt(u) =
N∑
i=1

TRgt(u)ϖ
(
AV
i (ht(u))

)
◦ dW i

t + TRgt(u)ϖ
(
AV

0 (ht(u))
)
dt, g0(u) = e.

In particular, (ht)t≥0 is a horizontal equivariant diffusion and gt(u · g) = g−1 · gt(u) · g for all g ∈ G and is a
right stochastic exponential of a stochastic process in the Lie algebra g of G, namely:

(2.30) gt(u) = ER
(∫ ·

0

N∑
i=1

ϖ
(
AV
i (hs(u))

)
◦ dW i

s +ϖ
(
AV

0 (hs(u))
)
ds

)
t

.

Proof. The proof can be performed exactly in the same way as the proof of Proposition 2.9 by replacing time
derivative by Stratonovich’s derivative. See also [ELL08], [KDE04] for another proof. □

Remark 2.9. As seen in Example 2.1, the horizontal lift of a diffusion on M is an equivariant diffusion. In
particular, the vertical part in the decomposition (2.19) is given by gt = e.

2.4. Principal bundle with a Riemannian submersion structure. As mentioned in Remark 2.6, a G-
principal bundle p : N →M endowed with a Riemannian metric which is right invariant for the action of G on
N has a canonical Ehresmann connection given by the horizontal space H N = V N⊥. This is not uncommon
for these two structures to coexist, the (infinite-dimensional) example of the group of diffeomorphisms will be
studied in Section 3. We still denote by ∇ the Levi-Civita connection on N and by ∇̄ the one on M . In this
case, the results presented in Subsections 2.2 and 2.3 obviously apply, but we also obtain specific results to this
context.

This subsection is divided into two paragraphs: We show in the first one that the horizontal stochastic
transport is right invariant (see Proposition 2.13). We will see that this property may be interpreted as an
equivariance property on a well chosen principal bundle, see Remark 2.10. In Proposition 2.14, we will show
that this lift extends to an equivariant one on the G ⋊ g-principal bundle TN . The second paragraph is the
continuation of Subsection 2.3. More precisely, we study decomposition (2.19) of Itô’s equivariant diffusions
driven by respectively horizontal (Proposition 2.15) and vertical (Proposition 2.16) vector fields.

Right invariance of the horizontal stochastic transport.

Lemma 2.11. Let A,B ∈ Γ(N), then

(2.31) TRg(∇BA) = ∇TRg(B)TRg(A), ∀g ∈ G.

In particular, if A,B ∈ Γ(N) are G-right invariant vector fields, ∇AB is a G-right invariant vector field.

Proof. One can check this result by using Koszul’s formula and the fact that Rg is an isometry from N to
N . □

Lemma 2.12. Let (Xt)t≥0 be an equivariant diffusion driven by G-right invariant vector fields on N and let
τ0,t(u) denote the stochastic parallel transport along (Xt(u))t≥0 for all u ∈ N . Let u ∈ N and (At)t≥0 be a
vector field along (Xt(u))t≥0. Then:

(1) The stochastic parallel transport along Xt is G-right invariant, namely,

(2.32) TRg(τ0,t(u)(V )) = τ0,t(u · g)(TRg(V )), ∀V ∈ TX0(u)N.

(2) The following identity holds:

(2.33) ◦DtTRg(At) = TRg(◦DtAt), ∀g ∈ G.

Proof. (1) Let V ∈ TU0
N , B ∈ Γ(N). By G-right invariance of the metric, Proposition 2.6 and Lemma

2.12 and equivariance of (Xt)t≥0, it follows:

◦d⟨TRg(τ0,t(u)(V )), B(Xt(u · g))⟩Xt(u·g) = ◦d⟨τ0,t(u)(V ), TR−1
g (V (Xt(u · g))⟩Xt(u)

= ⟨τ0,t(u)(V ),∇◦dXt(u)TR
−1
g (B(Xt(u · g))⟩Xt(u)

= ⟨TRg(τ0,t(u)(V )), TRg(∇◦dXt(u)TR
−1
g (B(Xt(u · g)))⟩Xt(u·g)

= ⟨TRg(τ0,t(u)(V )),∇◦dXt(u·g)(B(Xt(u · g)))⟩Xt(u·g).
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(2) Let B ∈ Γ(N). By G-right invariance of the metric and τ0,t we have:

◦d⟨TRg(At), τ0,t(u · g)(B)⟩Xt(u·g) = ◦d⟨At, τ0,t(u)(B)⟩Xt(u)
= ⟨◦DtAt, τ0,t(u)(B)⟩Xt(u) = ⟨◦TRg(DtAt), TRg(τ0,t(u)(B))⟩Xt(u·g).

□

The next proposition is about the right invariance property of the horizontal stochastic transport. Note that
this proposition is trivial since, by Theorem 2.7, we know that τh0,t = h(τ0,t). Here, our goal is to recover this
right invariance property directly from (2.36). The same arguments will be used in the proof of Proposition 5.3.

Proposition 2.13. Let Ā0, Ā1, . . . , ĀN ∈ Γ(M), and (X̄t)t≥0 be a stochastic process on M solution to

(2.34) ◦dX̄t =

N∑
i=1

Āi(X̄t) ◦ dW i
t + Ā0(X̄t)dt, X̄0 = x

and consider its horizontal lift:

(2.35) ◦dXt(u) = hXt(u)(◦dtX̄t(u)) =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Xt(u)) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Xt(u))dt, X0(u) = u,

with Ai = h(Āi) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Then, for U ∈ HuN , the process (τh0,t(u, U))t≥0 solution to

(2.36) ◦Dtτ
h
0,t(u, U) =

1

2

[
◦dXt(u), τ

h
0,t(u, U)

]V
, τh0,0(u, U) = U

is G-right invariant on N , namely,

(2.37) TRg(τ
h
0,t(u, U)) = τh0,t(u · g, TRg(U)), ∀g ∈ G.

Proof. Let u ∈ N , U ∈ TuN and Ut = τh0,t(u, U). By applying (2.33), for any vector field (At)t≥0 along the
equivariant diffusion (Xt(u))t≥0 (see Remark 2.9) we have:

(2.38) ◦DtTRg(At) = TRg(◦DtAt) =
1

2
TRg

(
[◦dXt(u · g), TRg(At)]V

)
.

By Lemma 2.11, the fact that

1

2
[◦dXt(u), Ut]

V
= −PVXt(u)

(∇Ut ◦ dXt(u)) ,

and since TRg commutes with the vertical projection, we obtain:

1

2
TRg

(
[◦dXt(u), At]

V
)
=

1

2
[TRg(◦dXt(u)), TRg(At)]

V =
1

2
[◦dXt(u · g), TRg(At)]V .

By uniqueness of the solution to the horizontal transport equation (see Theorem 2.7), we obtain that

τh0,t(u · g, TRg(U)) = TRg(τ
h
0,t(u, U)).

□

Remark 2.10 (Equivariance of the horizontal stochastic parallel transport). The map Tp|H N : H N → TM
can be seen as a G-principal bundle where the action of G on H N is given by the differential of the right
multiplication TRg for g ∈ G. Indeed, it can be easily seen that this action is free and transitive on the fibers
Tup|−1

H N (A) where A ∈ Tp(u)M . In particular, the result of Proposition 2.13 can be interpreted as follows: the
process (τh0,t)t≥0 is equivariant on the principal bundle H N .

Note that there exists a natural group acting on the whole tangent space TN , this is the semidirect product
group G⋊ g. The action of G⋊ g on TN is given by the differential of the action of G on N , namely:

(2.39) (u,A) · (g, Y ) = (u · g, TRg(A) + TRgTιu(Y )) ,

for u ∈ N , A ∈ TuN , g ∈ G and Y ∈ g. This action provides the tangent bundle TN with a principal bundle
structure above TM . One can construct an equivariant process on this principal bundle which coincides with
τh0,t on H P , this is the subject of the next proposition.
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Proposition 2.14 (Equivariant lift of the stochastic parallel transport). Let (Ut)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of
a M -valued diffusion (Xt)t≥0. For all u ∈ PX0

, we define τ̃0,t(u, •) to be the stochastic flow of linear maps
τ̃0,t(u, •) : TU0(u)P → TUt(u)P such that

(2.40)
τ̃0,t(u,A

H ) = τh0,t(u,A
H ) and τ̃0,t(u,AV ) = TιUt(u)(ϖ(AV )), ∀AH ∈ HuP, ∀AV ∈ VuP, τ̃0,0(u, ·) = idTU0(u)P .

This process is equivariant on TP seen as a G⋊ g principal bundle, namely,

(2.41) τ̃0,t(u,A) · (g, Y ) = τ̃0,t((u,A) · (g, Y )), ∀A ∈ TU0(u)P, ∀(g, Y ) ∈ G⋊ g.

Moreover, (τ̃0,t)t≥0 is a lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0, i.e. for any Ā ∈ TX0
M :

(2.42) Tp(τ̃0,t(u,A)) = τ̄0,t(Ā), ∀A ∈ Tp−1(Ā)

Proof. Let u ∈ PX0
, A ∈ TuP and (g, Y ) ∈ G× g. We have to show that

(2.43) τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A) + TRg(Tιu(Y ))) = TRg(τ̃0,t(u,A)) + TRgTιUt(u)(Y ).

By linearity of τ̃0,t(u · g, •) we have:

τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A) + TRg(Tιu(Y ))) = τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A)) + τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(Tιu(Y )))

= τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A)) + TιUt(u·g)(ϖ(TRg(TιuY )))

= τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A)) + TιUt(u·g)(Ad(g−1)(Y ))(2.44)

= τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A)) + TιUt(u)TLg(Ad(g−1)(Y ))(2.45)
= τ̃0,t(u · g, TRg(A)) + TRgTιUt(u)(Y ),

where (2.44) comes from Proposition 2.8 and (2.45) comes from the fact that (Ut)t≥0 is equivariant. Let AH

and AV be respectively the horizontal and the vertical part of A. The fact that (τ̃0,t)t≥0 is a lift of (τ̄0,t)t≥0

comes from:

Tp(τ̃0,t(u,A)) = Tp
(
τ̃0,t(u,A

H )
)
+ Tp

(
τ̃0,t(u,A

V )
)

(2.46)

= Tp
(
τ̃0,t(u,A

H )
)

(2.47)

= Tp(τh0,t(u, hU0(u)(Ā))) = τ̄0,t(Ā),(2.48)

where (2.46) is due to the linearity of τ̃0,t, (2.47) is due to the fact that τ̃0,t(u,AV ) is a vertical vector and
(2.48) comes by definition of (τh0,t)t≥0. □

Decompositions of Itô’s equivariant diffusions.

Proposition 2.15. Let (Ut)t≥0 be a diffusion on N such that

(2.49) d∇Ut =

N∑
i=1

AH
i (Ut)dW

i
t +AH

0 (Ut)dt, U0(u) ∈ N,

where AH
i is horizontal and right invariant for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N with U0 an equivariant map and let (Xt)t≥0 =

(p(Ut))t≥0. Then, (Xt)t≥0 is a diffusion solution to the following Itô’s SDE

(2.50) d∇̄Xt(x) =

N∑
i=1

ĀH
i (Xt(x))dW

i
t + ĀH

0 (Xt(x))dt, X0(x) = p(U0(u)), u ∈ p−1(x),

where ĀH
i = Tp(AH

i ) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Moreover, the stochastic flow (Ut)t≥0 is an equivariant horizontal
diffusion. In particular, decomposition (2.19) writes Ut = ht.

Proof. By applying Proposition 2.1 we have

◦dUt =
N∑
i=1

AH
i (Ut) ◦ dW i

t +AH
0 (Ut)dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇AH
i
AH
i (Ut)dt.

Since AH
i is G-right invariant for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N , this is also the case for ∇AH

i
AH
i by Lemma 2.11. Thus,

we can apply Proposition 2.10. By using the fact that ϖ(H N) = {0} and the fact that PV (∇AH
i
AH
i ) =
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1
2 [A

H
i , AH

i ] = 0 (see Proposition 2.4) we obtain that the vertical process (gt)t≥0 in the decomposition (2.19) is
gt = e for all t ≥ 0. We obtained the result. □

As seen in Proposition 2.15, the decomposition 2.19 in the case of Itô’s horizontal diffusions is trivial. This
is not the case for Itô’s vertical diffusions and this is the subject of the next proposition.

We denote by ∇Px(u) = PVu(∇(u)) the induced Levi-Civita connection at the point u of the fiber Px. We
also define the second fundamental form as:

IIPx(A1, A2)(u) = PHuP (∇A1
A2(u)) , ∀u ∈ Px, A1, A2 ∈ Γ(Px).

Note that the second fundamental form is actually a tensor, see for example [Lee97].

Proposition 2.16. Let (Ut)t≥0 be a diffusion on N such that

(2.51) d∇Ut =

N∑
i=1

AV
i (Ut)dW

i
t +AV

0 (Ut)dt, U0(u) ∈ P,

where AV
i is vertical and G-right invariant for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N with U0 an equivariant map. Then, (Ut)t≥0

is an equivariant diffusion. Moreover, the decomposition (2.19) is given by a finite variation process (ht)t≥0

solution to:

(2.52) dht = −1

2

N∑
i=1

IIPp(ht)(AV
i , A

V
i )(ht)dt, h0(u) = U0(u) ∈ N,

and a G-valued process process (gt)t≥0 solution to:

(2.53)

◦dgt =
N∑
i=1

TRgt(ϖ(AV
i (ht))) ◦ dW i

t + TRgt(ϖ(AV
0 (Φt)))dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

TRgt

(
ϖ
(
∇Np(ht)
Ai

Ai(ht)
))

dt, g0(u) = e.

Proof. By using Itô-Stratonovich equivalence on N (see Proposition 2.1), (Ut)t≥0 is solution to the following
Itô’s SDE:

◦dUt =
N∑
i=1

AV
i (Ut) ◦ dW i

t +AV
0 (Ut)dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇AV
i
AV
i (Ut)dt.

Since AV
i is right invariant for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N , it is also the case for ∇AV

i
AV
i by Lemma 2.11. In particular,

we can apply Proposition 2.10 and we deduce directly the equation for (ht)t≥0 since AV
i is vertical for all

i = 0, 1, . . . , N . For (gt)t≥0 we obtain the following Stratonovich’s SDE:

◦dgt =
N∑
i=1

TRgt(ϖ(AV
i (ht)))dW

i
t + TRgt(ϖ(AV

0 (ht)))dt−
1

2

N∑
i=1

TRgt

(
ϖ
(
∇Np(ht)

AV
i

AV
i (ht)

))
dt.

The proof is done. □

Remark 2.11. Proposition 2.16 tells us that an Itô’s diffusion on N driven by vertical vector fields is vertical if
the second fundamental form vanishes on each fiber Nx. Note that, for A1, A2 vertical vector fields and u ∈ Nx:

∇A1
A2(u) = ∇Nx

A1
A2(u) + IINx(A1, A2)(u).

In particular, the second fundamental form vanishes if and only if ∇Nx = ∇|Nx . This is the case if and only if
Nx is a totally geodesic submanifold of N .

3. Infinite-dimensional geometric setting

Let M be a connected closed Riemannian manifold with dimension m, π : TM →M its tangent bundle with a
Riemannian metric denoted by ⟨•, •⟩. Let dM denotes the Riemannian distance and vol the renormalized volume
measure. This section is devoted to the study of the infinite-dimensional manifolds that will play a central role
in this work. In Subsection 3.1, we recall some geometric tools on the Wasserstein space P. Subsection 3.2
is concerned with the geometric structure of the diffeomorphism group D . Finally, in Subsection 3.3, we show
that D can be viewed as a Riemannian submersion onto P∞, and we derive a few simple consequences of this
observation.
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3.1. The Wasserstein space. In this subsection we present the geometric structure on P introduced by Otto
in [Ott00]; see [Lot07] and [Gig11] for further details. Let P denote the Wasserstein space over M i.e. the
space of probability measures endowed with the Wasserstein distance W2:

(3.1) W 2
2 (µ, ν) = inf

{∫
M×M

d2M (x, y)dπ(x, y) : π ∈ C(µ, ν)
}
,

where C(µ, ν) denotes the set of transport plans between µ and ν. Let P∞ ⊂ P denote the smooth Wasserstein
space over M , namely:

P∞ =

{
µ ∈ P :

dµ

dvol
= ρ ∈ C∞(M), ρ > 0

}
equipped with the same distance. Additionally, let us mention the following fact which is proved using topological
arguments in probability spaces (see for example [Vil08, Remark 6.19]).

Proposition 3.1. If M is a compact metric space, the associated Wasserstein space is compact too.

The tangent space of P in µ is defined to be:

T̄µP = {∇ϕ : ϕ ∈ C∞(M)}
L2(µ)

,

and the tangent bundle is T̄P = Π
µ∈P

T̄µP.

The Otto’s metric on P is defined to be

⟨Z1, Z2⟩µ =

∫
M

⟨Z1(x), Z2(x)⟩dµ,

for all Z1, Z2 ∈ T̄µP. We will often consider the following dense subspace

TµP = {∇ϕ : ϕ ∈ C∞(M)} .
In the case where µ ∈ P∞, TµP can be seen as the tangent space of P∞ in µ as in [Lot07].

Definition 3.1. A vector field on P is a map Z̄ : P → T̄P such that Z̄(µ) ∈ T̄µP.

Example 3.1. Let f ∈ C∞(M). Let Vf denotes the vector field such that for all µ ∈ P, Vf (µ) = ∇f seen as
an element of T̄µP. Such vector fields are often called constant vector fields even if, as we will see later, their
covariant derivatives do not vanish in general.

Lie derivative. Let µ ∈ P, we define the Lie derivative of a functional F in the direction Vϕ ∈ TµP to be

L̄ZF (µ) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

F (µt),

where (µt)t≥0 = (Ut)t≥0 with

(3.2) ∂tUt(x) = ∇ϕ(Ut(x)), U0(x) = x.

In particular, (µt)t≥0 satisfies

(3.3)
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

µt = Vϕ, µ0 = µ,

in the sense of distribution, i.e.

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∫
M

f(x)dµt(x) =

∫
M

⟨∇f(x),∇ϕ(x)⟩dµ(x), ∀f ∈ C∞(M).

A functional F is said to be differentiable in µ if the map

TµP −→ R
Vϕ 7−→ L̄VϕF (µ)

is a bounded linear functional. In this case, this map extends by density to a unique bounded linear functional:

T̄µP −→ R
Z 7−→ L̄ZF (µ)
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The gradient of a differentiable functional in µ ∈ P is the unique vector ∇̄F (µ) (the existence and uniqueness
being guaranteed by Riesz representation theorem) such that for all Z̄ ∈ T̄µP:

L̄ZF (µ) = ⟨∇̄F (µ), Z⟩µ.
We say that F ∈ C1

w(P) (weakly-C1) whenever F is differentiable, the map

µ ∈ P 7−→ L̄Z̄F (µ),
is continuous for all Z̄ = ∇ϕ with ϕ ∈ C∞,0(M × P) and supµ∈P |∇̄F (µ)|µ < ∞ (consistently with the
compactness of P). These notions extend immediately to the case F : P → E with E a real vector space.

A map F ∈ C0(M × P) is said to belong to C∞,1
w (M × P) if:

(1) The map F belongs to C∞,0(M × P) and for all x ∈M , F (x, ·) is of class C1
w.

(2) For all x ∈M , T kxF (·, ·) : P → Symk(T ∗
xM) is of class C1

w for any k ≥ 1.
(3) For all Z̄ = ∇ϕ with ϕ ∈ C∞,0(M × P), the map (x, µ) 7→ L̄Z̄F (x, µ) is C∞,0(M × P) and

L̄Z̄T kF (x, µ) = T kL̄Z̄F (x, µ), ∀k ≥ 1.

Observables. Let f ∈ C∞(M), and let Ff : P → R be the so called potential energy functional, namely

(3.4) Ff (µ) =

∫
M

f(x)dµ(x).

One can easily check that Ff ∈ C1
w(P). In this article, we will consider only such functionals, but we present

two more functionals which are intensively studied. The first one is the H-functional of Boltzmann:

(3.5) H(µ) =

{∫
M
ρ log(ρ)dvol if dµ = ρdvol

+∞ else,

and the second one is the interaction energy functional:

(3.6) W(µ) =

∫
M×M

E(x, y)dµ(x)dµ(y),

where E is C∞(M ×M). Note that the latter is also of class C1
w since

L̄VϕW(µ) =

∫
M

⟨∇e(x, µ),∇ϕ(x)⟩dµ(x), ∀ϕ ∈ C∞(M),

with

e(x, µ) =

∫
M

E(x, y) + E(y, x)dµ(y).

One of the conclusion of the Otto’s formalism is the fact that, by considering the density ρt = dµt/dvol of
the measure µt evolving according to the H-gradient flow on the Wasserstein space, namely

d

dt
µt = ∇̄H(µt), µ0 = µ ∈ P∞,

one recovers the heat equation

d

dt
ρt = −∆ρt.

This result follows directly from the identity ∇̄H(µt) = Vlog ρt . Otto extended this result in [Ott00] by solving
the porous medium equation

d

dt
ρt = −∆ρmt

with gradient flows on Wasserstein. For more details about gradient flows in the Wasserstein space, the reader
is refered to [Vil08], [AGS08] and references therein.

Example 3.2. Let f ∈ C∞(M), we have for all ϕ ∈ C∞(M):

L̄VϕFf (µ) =
∫
M

⟨∇f,∇ϕ⟩dµ.

In particular,
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∇̄Ff = Vf .

We define the set of C1
w vector fields on P to be:

(3.7) Γ1
w(P) =

{
∇ϕ(·) : ϕ ∈ C∞,1

w (M × P)
}
.

Throughout this article we will consider such vector fields rather than general vector fields. This choice makes
simpler the introduction of essential geometric objects such as Levi-Civita connection or Lie bracket. We will
also consider C1 vector fields on P∞, namely,

(3.8) Γ1
w(P∞) =

{
∇ϕ(·) : ϕ ∈ C∞,1

w (M × P∞)
}
.

Levi-Civita connection. Let Z̄ = ∇ϕ(·) ∈ Γ1
w(P) and v ∈ T̄µP. The Levi-Civita connection ∇̄ on P is

defined as in [Lot07] in the following way:

(3.9) ∇̄vZ̄(µ) = Πµ (∇v∇ϕ(µ)) +∇L̄vϕ(µ),
where Πµ is the orthogonal projection from L2(M,TM,µ) to T̄µP. The Levi-Civita connection is obviously
tensor in the first component and it defines a metric connection, i.e. for Z̄1 = ∇ϕ1(·), Z̄2 = ∇ϕ2(·) ∈ Γ1

w(P ):

L̄v⟨Z̄1(µ), Z̄2(µ)⟩µ = ⟨∇̄vZ̄1(µ), Z̄2(µ)⟩µ + ⟨Z̄1(µ), ∇̄vZ̄2(µ)⟩µ.
Indeed, let f ∈ C∞(M), U̇t = ∇f(Ut), U0 = id and µt = (Ut)♯µ, we have

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∫
M

⟨∇ϕ1(µt)(x),∇ϕ2(µt)(x)⟩ dµt(x) =
∫
M

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

⟨∇ϕ1(µt)(Ut(x)),∇ϕ2(µt)(Ut(x))⟩ dµ(x)

=

∫
M

〈
∇∇f∇ϕ1(µ)(x) +∇L̄Vfϕ1(µ)(x),∇ϕ2(µ)(x)

〉
dµ(x)

+

∫
M

〈
∇ϕ1(µ)(x),∇∇f∇ϕ2(µ)(x) +∇L̄Vfϕ2(µ)(x)

〉
dµ(x)

=

∫
M

〈
Πµ (∇∇f∇ϕ1(µ)) (x) +∇L̄Vfϕ1(µ)(x),∇ϕ2(µ)(x)

〉
dµ(x)

+

∫
M

〈
∇ϕ1(µ)(x),Πµ (∇∇f∇ϕ2(µ)) (x) +∇L̄Vfϕ2(µ)(x)

〉
dµ(x).

Since this property is true for all f ∈ C∞(M), we can extend it to general vectors v ∈ T̄µP by density.

Definition 3.2. A vector field Z̄ is said to belong to Γ2
w(P) if, for every Z̄1 ∈ Γ1

w(P), the covariant derivative
∇̄Z̄1

Z̄ exists and lies in Γ1
w(P). Higher regularity classes Γkw(P) are defined recursively according to the same

principle.

Remark 3.1 (Hodge decomposition). Note that for µ = ρvol ∈ P∞, by Hodge decomposition (see Appendix
A.1), any smooth vector field A onM can be written in a unique way as A = ∇ϕ(µ)+Y (µ), where ϕ(µ) ∈ C∞(M)
and Y (µ) is a free µ-divergence smooth vector field for all µ ∈ P∞. In particular, for Z̄1, Z̄2 ∈ Γ1

w(P ), the
covariant derivative ∇̄Z̄1

Z̄2(µ) is in TµP. This decomposition also holds for L2 vector fields, see for example
[Sch95].

Lie Bracket. Let Z̄1 = ∇ϕ1(·), Z̄2 = ∇ϕ2(·) ∈ Γ1
w(P). We then have

L̄Z̄1
L̄Z̄2

Ff (µ) = L̄Z̄1
⟨∇̄Ff (µ), Z̄2⟩µ.

By setting U̇t = ∇ϕ1(µ)(Ut) with U0 = id, we have:

L̄Z̄1
⟨∇̄Ff (µ), Z̄2⟩µ =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∫
M

⟨∇f(x),∇ϕ2(µt)(x)⟩dµt(x)

=

∫
M

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

⟨∇f(Ut(x)),∇ϕ2(µt)(Ut(x))⟩dµ(x)

=

∫
M

〈
∇f(x),∇L̄Z̄1

ϕ2(µ)(x)
〉
+
〈
∇f(x),∇∇ϕ1(µ)(x)∇ϕ2(µ)(x)

〉
dµ(x)

+

∫
M

Hf(∇ϕ1(µ),∇ϕ2(µ))dµ(x),
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where Hf is the Riemannian Hessian of f . Thus, using the fact that Hf is symmetric, we obtain

[Z̄1, Z̄2]Ff (µ) =
(
L̄Z̄1

L̄Z̄2
− L̄Z̄2

L̄Z̄1

)
Ff (µ) =

〈
∇̄Z̄1

Z̄2(µ)− ∇̄Z̄2
Z̄1(µ), ∇̄Ff (µ)

〉
µ
.

In particular, ∇̄ is torsion-free. We then obtain the Koszul formula for the Levi-Civita connection on P:

2⟨∇̄Z̄1
Z̄2, Z̄3⟩ = L̄Z̄1

⟨Z̄2, Z̄3⟩+ L̄Z̄2
⟨Z̄3, Z̄1⟩ − L̄Z̄3

⟨Z̄1, Z̄2⟩
+ ⟨Z̄3, [Z̄1, Z̄2]⟩ − ⟨Z̄2, [Z̄1, Z̄3]⟩ − ⟨Z̄1, [Z̄2, Z̄3]⟩.

Hessian. Let F ∈ C2
w(P) and let Z̄1, Z̄2 ∈ Γ1(P), the quantity

H̄F (Z̄1, Z̄2) = L̄Z̄1
L̄Z̄2

F − ∇̄Z̄1
Z̄2F

exists. We call this quantity the Hessian of F . Note that, as in the finite-dimensional case, we have the following
identity:

H̄F (µ)(Z̄1, Z̄2) =
〈
∇̄Z̄1(µ)∇̄F (µ), Z̄2(µ)

〉
µ
.

Moreover, since

H̄F (Z̄1, Z̄2)− H̄F (Z̄2, Z̄1) = [Z̄1, Z̄2]− [Z̄1, Z̄2] = 0,

H̄F is cleary symmetric. Furthermore, since H̄F is tensorial in the first component and symmetric, we deduce
that it is tensorial in both components. In particular, since ∇̄Ff = Vf for f ∈ C∞(M), it is easy to see that

(3.10)

H̄Ff (µ)(Z̄1(µ), Z̄2(µ)) =
〈
∇̄Z̄1(µ)Vf , Z̄2(µ)

〉
µ
=

∫
M

⟨∇Z1∇f, Z2⟩ dµ(x) =
∫
M

Hf(Z1(µ)(x), Z2(µ)(x))dµ(x).

Optimal transport maps. The Monge problem concerns the existence an optimal transport map between
two probability measure µ, ν ∈ P. On a compact manifold, McCann showed in [McC01] that such a map exists
and is unique provided that µ is absolutely continuous with respect to the volume measure. In this case, the
transport map is given by exp(∇ϕ) for a suitable function ϕ. When both µ and ν are absolutely continuous with
respect to the volume measure, the function ϕ is the unique solution to the so called Monge-Ampère equation.
Moreover, the curve t ∈ [0, 1] 7→ (exp(t∇ϕ))♯ µ defines the unique minimizing geodesic joining µ and ν. Since
both M and P are compact spaces, we get easily the following result:

Proposition 3.2. Let Φ ∈ C1
w(P). Then, the functional Φ is Lipschitz:

|Φ(µ)− Φ(ν)| ≤ |∇̄Φ|∞W2(µ, ν), ∀µ, ν ∈ P,

where |∇̄Φ|∞ = supµ∈P |∇̄Φ(µ)|µ.

Proof. Let µ, ν ∈ P∞ and (µt)t be the unique minimizing geodesic from µ to ν. By the Benamou-Brenier
formulation of the Wasserstein distance we have the equality

W 2
2 (µ, ν) =

∫ 1

0

|µ̇t|2dt.

Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

|Φ(µ)− Φ(ν)| =
∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

⟨∇̄Φ(µt), µ̇t⟩µtdt
∣∣∣∣ ≤ |∇̄Φ|∞

∫ 1

0

|µ̇t|µtdt ≤ |∇̄Φ|∞
(∫ 1

0

|µ̇t|2µtdt
)1/2

= |∇̄Φ|∞W2(µ, ν).

Since P∞ is dense in P, we obtain the result on P. □

Corollary 3.3. Let A ∈ C∞,1
w (M×P, TM) such that for all µ ∈ P, A(·, µ) is a vector field. Then A is globally

Lipschitz in µ, i.e. there exist a constant L ≥ 0, independent of x ∈M such that:

|A(x, µ)−A(x, ν)|x ≤ LW2(µ, ν), ∀µ, ν ∈ P, ∀x ∈M.

Proof. Let (µt)t be the minimizing geodesic from µ to ν. Let (e1, . . . , en) be an orthonormal basis of TxM , we
denote Ai the i-th coordinate in this basis. Then we have by Proposition 3.2:

|Ai(x, µ)−Ai(x, ν)|x ≤ |∇̄Ai(x, ·)|∞W2(µ, ν).

Then,
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|A(x, µ)−A(x, ν)|2x =

n∑
i=1

|Ai(x, µ)−Ai(x, ν)|2x ≤W 2
2 (µ, ν)

n∑
i=1

|∇̄Ai(x, ·)|2∞.

We conclude by taking the supremum over all x ∈M in the right-hand side term. □

Remark 3.2 (On the smoothness of geodesics). It is important to be careful when handling geodesics on P.
Indeed, if we take µ, ν ∈ P∞, we are not guaranteed that the minimizing geodesic (µt)t joining µ to ν stays in
P∞. A necessary condition for the smoothness of optimal transport map is the so called MTW (standing for
Ma-Trudinger-Wang) condition introduced in [MW05]. The reader is referred for instance to [Fig10], [KM08],
[Loe06], [LV10] for sufficient conditions to the smoothness of the optimal transport map.

Ordinary differential equations. The notion of ordinary differential equation is well understood on P,
indeed, we have the following result:

Proposition 3.4. Let Z̄ = ∇ϕ(·) ∈ Γ1
w(P) and µ ∈ P. Then, the ordinary differential equation

(3.11) Ṁt(µ) = Z̄(Mt(µ)), M0(µ) = µ

admits a solution given by Mt(µ) = (Ut)♯µ, where (Ut)t≥0 is the solution flow to:

U̇t(x) = ∇ϕ(Mt(µ), Ut(x)), U0(x) = x, and Mt(µ) = (Ut)♯µ.

Moreover, if µ ∈ P∞, then (Mt(µ))t≥0 lies in P∞.

Proof. See for example Theorem 2.2 in [DF21] or adapt the proof of Theorem 4.5 to the easier framework of
ODEs. □

3.2. The group of diffeomorphisms. Let D = Diff(M) denote the group of (orientation-preserving) C∞-
diffeomorphisms. It is well known that D has a structure of "infinite-dimension Lie group", see for example
[ABP19], [Ebi68], [EM70] and references therein.

Let φ ∈ D , we define the right multiplication Rφ : D → D (resp. left multiplication Lφ : D → D) to be
Rφ(ψ) = ψ · φ (resp. Lφ(ψ) = φ · ψ) for all ψ ∈ D , where the notation φ · ψ stands for the composition φ ◦ ψ.

In the following we will consider the inverse limit topology on D obtained by considering D as ∩s>m/2Ds where
Ds is the Hilbert manifold of inversible functions in the Sobolev space Hs(M,M) with inverse in Hs(M,M).
The group of diffeomorphisms D is seen as an Inverse Limit Hilbert (ILH) Lie group, see [EM70] for a detailed
presentation of this structure.

Definition 3.3. Let N be a (finite-dimensional or Hilbert) manifold, k ∈ N. A map Ψ : D → N is said to be
of class Ck(D , N) if for all s > m/2 there exists an integer j(s) ≥ s and a Ck extension Ψs : Dj(s) → N of Ψ.

We start this section by establishing the surjection property of the projection

p : (D , d) −→ (P∞,W2)

φ 7−→ (φ)♯vol,

namely the map which sends a diffeomorphism to the pushforward of the volume measure by this diffeomorphism.
In [Mos65], J. Moser proves the so-called Moser’s trick. The following result is a direct corollary of the latter.

Proposition 3.5. Let α, β be two volume forms (i.e. positive top degree differential forms) on a compact
manifold M . Then, there exists a diffeomorphism φ :M →M such that

(φ)♯α = β.

Since the product of a nowhere vanishing function with a volume form is still a volume form and vol is a
volume form, we get the following proposition:

Proposition 3.6. The projection p : D → P∞ is surjective and continuous.

Proof. The first point is just a consquence of the Moser’s trick. To prove the second point, let s > m/2, and
let (φn)n≥0 be a sequence of elements of Ds converging toward φ ∈ Ds. Then, we have:

(3.12) W 2
2 (p(φn), p(φ)) =W 2

2 ((φn)♯vol, (φ)♯vol) ≤
∫
M

d2M (φn(x), φ(x))dvol(x) ≤ sup
x∈M

d2M (φn(x), φ(x)),

and, since (φn)n converges toward φ in Hs, by Sobolev inclusion, (φn)n converges toward φ in C0. Consequently,
the right hand-side of (3.12) goes to 0 when n → +∞. Since this result is true for all s > m/2, the projection
p : D → P is continuous. □
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Throughout the rest of the article we will let Dµ denotes the fiber above µ, i.e Dµ = p−1(µ).

Riemannian structure on D. The tangent space of D in φ ∈ D is defined to be:

TφD := {A ◦ φ : A ∈ Γ(M)} ,
and the tangent space of Ds in φ ∈ Ds is defined to be:

TφDs := {A ◦ φ : A ∈ Hs(M,TM), π(A) = id} ,
In particular, for φ ∈ D , TφD = ∩s>m/2TφDs. Moreover, TidD = Γ(M) and TφD ∼= TidD , the isomorphism
being given by TRφ : A 7→ A ◦ φ or TLφ. Let TD = ∪

φ∈D
TφD denote the tangent bundle of D . We also

introduce the following extended tangent space:

T̄φD := {A ◦ φ : A ∈ Γ(M)}
L2(p(φ))

.

Definition 3.4. A vector field on D is a map A : D → TD such that A(φ) = A(φ) ◦ φ with A(φ) ∈ Γ(M) for
all φ ∈ D .

We can build right invariant vector fields on D similarly as on Lie groups by setting Ǎ(φ) = A ◦ φ for
A ∈ TidD . As in the Wasserstein case, we will consider the class Γk(D) of vector fields on D given by

(3.13) Γk(D) =
{
A ∈ C∞,k(M × D , TD)

}
, k ∈ N.

We consider the Riemannian metric on D induced by the metric on M namely

(3.14) ⟨A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ⟩φ =

∫
M

⟨A(φ(x)), B(φ(x))⟩dvol(x).

Remark 3.3 (On the different structures on D). Note that the topology induced by the Riemannian metric on
D is strictly weaker than the ILH Lie group topology mentioned in the introduction of this subsection. On
the one hand, the ILH Lie group structure is useful to prove results of existence and uniqueness. In particular,
this point of view is especially powerful since it allows us to check that solutions to both ordinary differential
equations (Proposition 3.8) and to stochastic differential equations (Proposition 4.2) lie in D . We will use this
structure mainly in Sections 3 and 4. On the other hand, the Riemannian structure, although weaker, is useful
since it allows us to consider D as a (quasi) Riemannian manifold and as a Riemannian submersion onto P∞,
see Subsection 3.3. This structure will be central in Sections 5 and 6.

Structure of principal bundle. Let us define

G := {g ∈ D : p(g) = vol} = Dvol.

The group D has a structure of G-principal bundle over P∞. Indeed, since for all g ∈ G and φ ∈ D we have
p(φ◦ g) = p(φ) it is clear that the right action of G preserves the fiber. The fact that G acts freely on the fibers
is clear. To see that G acts transitively, let φ1, φ2 ∈ D be such that p(φ1) = p(φ2) = µ. The diffeomorphism
given by φ−1

1 · φ2 is in G since

p(φ−1
1 · φ2) = (φ−1

1 )♯µ = vol

and we clearly have φ2 = φ1 · (φ−1
1 · φ2).

With this principal bundle structure, we may define the counterpart of Definition 2.9 in the setting of
diffeomorphisms.

Definition 3.5. A map Φ : D → D is said to be equivariant if

Φ(φ · g) = Φ(φ) · g, ∀φ ∈ D , ∀g ∈ G.

A flow of maps (Φt)t≥0 such that Φt : D → D for all t ≥ 0 is said to be equivariant if Φt is equivariant for all
t ≥ 0.

Remark 3.4. Note that the Riemannian metric (3.14) is G-right invariant, namely, for all g ∈ G and all φ ∈ D ,

(3.15) ⟨TRg(A ◦ φ), TRg(B ◦ φ)⟩φ·g = ⟨A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ⟩φ, ∀A,B ∈ T̄φD .

Indeed, let A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD , we have:
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⟨TRg(A ◦ φ), TRg(B ◦ φ)⟩φ·g =
∫
M

⟨A(φ(g(x))), B(φ(g(x)))⟩dvol(x)

=

∫
M

⟨A(φ(x)), B(φ(x))⟩dvol(x)(3.16)

= ⟨A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ⟩φ,
where (3.16) is due to the fact that (g)♯vol = vol.

Lie derivative. Let F ∈ C1(D) be a functional on D , φ ∈ D and A ◦ φ ∈ TφD . We say that a path (φt)t on
D with φ0 = φ satisfies ∂t|t=0φt = A ◦ φ if for all x ∈ M , ∂t|t=0φt(x) = A(φ(x)). Then, we can define the Lie
derivative of F to be

LD
A◦φF (φ) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

F (φt).

By density, as in the Wasserstein case, we can extend the Lie derivative to directions in the closure T̄φD . The
gradient of a differentiable functional in φ ∈ D is the unique vector ∇F (φ) (the existence and uniqueness being
guaranteed by Riesz’s representation theorem) such that

LD
A◦φF (φ) = ⟨∇F (φ), A ◦ φ⟩φ, ∀A ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD .

The notions of Lie derivatives and gradients of functions F ∈ C1(D , E) with E a vector space are defined in the
same way.

Example 3.3. Let f ∈ C∞(M ×M). Let Ff be the functional on D defined by

Ff (φ) =

∫
M

f(φ(x), x)dvol(x).

Let A ◦ φ ∈ TφD , we have

LD
A◦φFf (φ) =

∫
M

⟨∇1f(φ(x), x), A(φ(x))⟩dvol(x).

In particular, we have:

∇Ff (φ) = ∇1f(φ(·), ·).

We also define the Lie bracket between two vector fields A,B ∈ Γk(D) to be the unique vector field satisfying:

[A,B]F (φ) = LD
ALD

BF (φ)− LD
BLD

AF (φ).

Note that [A,B] ∈ Γk−1(D) since it lies in Γk−1(Ds) for all s > m/2.

Levi-Civita connection. The Levi-Civita connection ∇ on D is defined to be the unique linear connection
on TD such that it is torsion free, namely

(3.17) ∇A1
A2 −∇A2

A1 = [A1,A2]

and is compatible with the Riemannian metric, i.e.

(3.18) LD
C◦φ⟨A1(φ),A2(φ)⟩φ = ⟨∇C◦φA1(φ),A2(φ)⟩φ + ⟨A1(φ),∇C◦φB2(φ)⟩φ.

The Levi-Civita connection is defined in a unique way by the Koszul formula:

2⟨∇A1
A2,A3⟩ = LD

A1
⟨A2,A3⟩+ LD

A2
⟨A3,A1⟩ − LD

A3
⟨A1,A2⟩(3.19)

+ ⟨A3, [A1,A2]⟩ − ⟨A2, [A1,A3]⟩ − ⟨A1, [A2,A3]⟩.

Let Ǎ be a right invariant vector field on D , i.e. a vector field defined as Ǎ(φ) = A ◦ φ with A ∈ Γ(M). One
can easily check by applying (3.18) that

(3.20) ∇C◦φǍ(φ) = (∇CA) ◦ φ.
Let A(φ) = ∇ϕ(φ) ◦ φ for all φ ∈ D . One can, by applying once again (3.18), show that

(3.21) ∇C◦φA(φ) = (∇C∇ϕ(φ)) ◦ φ+
(
∇LD

C◦φϕ(φ)
)
◦ φ.
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Note that the Levi-Civita connection easily extend to a connection on T̄D × Γ1(D).

Parallel transport. The parallel transport on D is quite easy to define (unlike that on P∞). Indeed, for
(φt)t≥0 a smooth path on D where φ0 = φ and A ◦ φ ∈ TφD , we define the map

τ0,t : A ◦ φ 7→ �0,t(A ◦ φ),
where for all x ∈M , �0,t(x) is the parallel transport along (φs(x))0≤s≤t. One can check that it is an isometry
between TφD and TφtD and easily extend it to an isometry between T̄φD and T̄φtD .

Definition 3.6. Let (φt)t≥0 be a smooth curve on D and (τ0,t)t≥0 the parallel transport along (φt)t≥0. A
vector field (At)t≥0 along (φt)t≥0 is said to be derivable if t 7→ τ−1

0,tAt is derivable on T̄φ0D . The covariant
derivative of (At)t≥0 is defined to be

(3.22) DtAt = τ0,t
d

dt
τ−1
0,t (At).

Proposition 3.7. Let A ∈ Γ1(D) and C ◦ φ ∈ TφD , the following holds:

∇C◦φA(φ) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

τ−1
0,tA(φt),

with (τ0,t)t≥0 the parallel transport along a smooth path (φt)t≥0 such that ∂t|t=0φt = C ◦ φ and φ0 = φ.

Proof. Let A(φ) = A(φ) ◦ φ for all φ ∈ D , (φt)t≥0 as in the statement of the proposition and x ∈M . Then,

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(τ−1
0,tA(φt))(x) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(�−1
0,tA(φt)(φt(x)))

= �−1
0,t ((∂tA(φt))(φt(x)) + �−1

0,tDtA(φt)(φt(x))
∣∣
t=0

=
(
(LD

C◦φA(φ))(φ(x))
)
+ ((∇CA)(φ(x)))

= (∇C◦φA(φ)) (x).

The desired identity now follows. □

In the remainder of the article, we will write either DtA or ∇φ̇tA to denote the covariant derivative of A
along (φt)t≥0.

Hessian. Let F be a function such that for A,B ∈ Γ1(D) the quantity

HF (A,B) = LD
ALD

BF −∇ABF

exists. We call this quantity the Hessian of F and it is easy to see that, as in the finite dimensional case, we
have the following identity:

HF (φ)(A(φ),B(φ)) = ⟨∇A(φ)∇F (φ),B(φ)⟩φ.
The operator H is a symmetric tensor since, by (3.17), ∇AB −∇BA = [A,B].

Ordinary differential equations.

Proposition 3.8. Let A ∈ Γ1(D) and φ ∈ D . Then, the ordinary differential equation

(3.23) Φ̇t(φ) = A(Φt(φ)), Φ0(φ) = φ

admits a unique solution.

Proof. This result is well known, it is sufficient to apply Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem on each Ds for s > m/2. □

3.3. D as a Riemannian submersion onto P∞. This subsection is devoted to the presentation of the
Riemannian submersion structure of D onto P∞. The tools introduced here will be used intensively in Sections
5 and 6.
Submersion. The projection p : D → P∞ is a submersion in the following sense: for all φ ∈ D , the map
Tp : TφD → Tp(µ)P is surjective. Indeed, let µ ∈ P∞ and Vϕ ∈ TµP, it is clear that for all φ ∈ Dµ, ∇ϕ ◦ φ is
in TφD . Let φ̇t = ∇ϕ ◦ φt with φ0 = φ, we get (in the sense of distribution):

Tφp(∇ϕ ◦ φ) = ∂t|t=0p(φt) = Vϕ

since for all f ∈ C∞(M):
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d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(∫
M

f(φt(x))dvol(x)

)
=

∫
M

⟨∇f(φ(x)),∇ϕ(φ(x))⟩dvol(x) =
∫
M

⟨∇f,∇ϕ⟩dµ = ⟨Vf , Vϕ⟩µ .

Extension of Tp. Since the linear projection Tp : TφD → Tp(φ)P is continuous, we can extend it by density to
Tp : T̄φD → T̄p(φ)P. Then, it is once again a surjection, since for Z ∈ TµP, we can find a sequence ∇ϕn → Z

in L2(µ) where for all n ≥ 0, ϕn ∈ C∞(M). Then, letting φ ∈ Dµ, it is clear that ∇ϕn ◦ φ → Z ◦ φ in L2(vol).
Consequently we have

Tφp(Z ◦ φ) = lim
n→∞

Tφp(∇ϕn ◦ φ) = lim
n→∞

Vϕn = Z

Horizontal and vertical bundles. Let us define the vertical tangent space in φ ∈ D to be

(3.24) VφD = kerTφp.

Since p is a submersion, the fiber Dp(φ) can be seen as a submanifold of D where VφTD is the tangent space at
φ. Given that D is equipped with a Riemannian metric we can define the horizontal tangent space in φ to be

(3.25) HφD = VφD⊥ ∩ TφD ,

where VφD is seen as a subset of the Hilbert space T̄φD . This construction defines a right inverse to Tφp :
HφD → Tp(φ)P, called the horizontal lift, we denote it by hφ. In particular, hφ(Vϕ) = ∇ϕ ◦ φ. To see that p
is a Riemannian submersion, just notice that

|Vϕ|2µ =

∫
M

|∇ϕ(x)|2dµ(x) =
∫
M

|∇ϕ(φ(x))|2dvol = |hφ(Vϕ)|2φ.

Note that the vertical component of the tangent space TφD is

VφD =
{
Y ◦ φ : Y ∈ Γ(M), divp(φ)(Y ) = 0

}
while the horizontal one is

HφD = {∇ϕ ◦ φ : ϕ ∈ C∞(M)} .

Notation. Let k ∈ N. The horizontal (resp. vertical) vector fields of class Ck on D will be denoted by ΓkH (D)
(resp. ΓkV (D)).

Extensions of horizontal and vertical bundles. By taking the closure, we obtain that T̄φD = V̄φD ⊕H̄φD
(here ⊕ denotes the orthogonal sum) where

V̄φD =
{
Y ◦ φ : Y ∈ Γ(M), divp(φ)(Y ) = 0

}L2(p(φ))

and

H̄φD = {∇ϕ ◦ φ : ϕ ∈ C∞(M)}
L2(p(φ))

.

Moreover, we can extend the horizontal lift map to a linear continuous map hφ : T̄p(φ)P → H̄φD .

Proposition 3.9. The horizontal and vertical bundles enjoy the following properties:
(1) The map TRψ is an isomorphism between H̄φD and H̄φ·ψD for all φ,ψ ∈ D .
(2) The map TRg is an isomorphism between V̄φD and V̄φ·gD for all φ ∈ D and g ∈ G.
(3) The map TRg is an isometric isomorphism between T̄φD and T̄φ·gD for all φ ∈ D and g ∈ G.
(4) The map TLψ is an isomorphism between V̄φD and V̄ψ·φD for all φ,ψ ∈ D .

Proof. (1) Let φ,ψ ∈ D and Z ◦φ ∈ H̄φD . We have TRψ(Z ◦φ) = Z ◦ (φ ·ψ) ∈ H̄φ·ψD . The inverse map
is given by TRψ−1 .

(2) Let φ ∈ D , g ∈ G, Y ◦ φ ∈ V̄φD . We have TRg(Z ◦ φ) = Z ◦ (φ · g) ∈ V̄φ·gD . The inverse map is given
by TRg−1 .

(3) This is a direct consequence of the fact that the Riemannian metric is G-right invariant, see Remark
3.4.
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Let Y ◦ φ ∈ VφD . Let (φt)t≥0 such that φ0 = φ and φ̇t = Y̌ (φt), where Y̌ is the right invariant vector
field associated to Y . Since divp(φ)(Y ) = 0 and the flow associated to a divergence free vector field is volume
preserving, we have

Tp(TLψ(Y ◦ φ)) = d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

p(ψ · φt) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

p(ψ) = 0.

Consequently, TLψ(Y ◦ φ) ∈ Vψ·φD . The inverse map is given by TLψ−1 .
□

Definition 3.7. The vertical projection is defined to be the orthogonal projection on the vertical space PVφ :

T̄φD → V̄φD for all φ ∈ D . In the same way, the horizontal projection is defined to be the orthogonal projection
on the horizontal space PHφ

: T̄φD → H̄φD for all φ ∈ D .

Remark 3.5. Note that, by Hodge decomposition (see Appendix A.1), given µ ∈ P∞, any smooth vector field
A ∈ Γ(M) decomposes itself in a unique way as

A = ∇ϕ(µ) + Y (µ),

where ϕ(µ) is a smooth function and Y (µ) is a µ-divergence free smooth vector field. In particular, for all
φ ∈ D , one can decompose A such that:

A ◦ φ = ∇ϕ(p(φ)) ◦ φ+ Y (p(φ)) ◦ φ,
which is the decomposition in HφD ⊕ VφD . In particular, the horizontal and vertical projections preserve the
regularity, i.e.

PVφ(TφD) = VφD and PHφ
(TφD) = HφD .

Stronger notions of regularity on P. Let us introduce additional notions of regularity on the Wasserstein
space:

(1) A functional F : P∞ → R is said to be C1(P∞) if F ◦ p ∈ C1(D).
(2) A functional F ∈ C1

w(P) is said to be C1(P) if F |P∞ ∈ C1(P∞).
(3) Let k = 0, 1, 2. A vector field Z̄ = ∇ϕ(·) ∈ Γkw(P) is said to belong to Γk(P) if Z = h(Z̄) ∈ Γk(D).

Remark 3.6. One can check that both the potential energy functional (3.4) and the interaction energy functional
(3.6) are of class C1(P).

Example 3.4. A representative example of a subspace of Γ∞(P) is the following:

(3.26)

{
l∑
i=1

FiVϕi , Fi ∈ A , ϕi ∈ C∞(M), l ∈ N∗

}
,

where A is the algebra of polynomial functions on P, namely,

(3.27) A :=

{
F =

k∏
i=1

Ffi : fi ∈ C∞(M), k ∈ N∗

}
.

Remark 3.7. It should be emphasized that the present definitions of Ck functions and vector fields are weaker
than the standard ones on a Riemannian manifold. This difference arises from the fact that equipping the tangent
bundle T̄P with a topology suitably compatible with the Riemannian metric ⟨•, •⟩ is a delicate problem.

Normal tensor. We introduce the normal tensor (almost) in the same way as in [Gig11, Section 5]. It
plays a role analogous to the opposite of the O’Neill tensor appearing in Proposition 2.4 in the context of the
diffeomorphisms group. In particular, it will be the main tool for the proof of the existence of the stochastic
parallel transport.

Definition 3.8. Let A ◦ φ,U ◦ φ ∈ TφD . We define the normal operator Nφ : TφD × TφD → VφD to be

Nφ(U ◦ φ,A ◦ φ) = PVφ

(
((∇U)T ·A) ◦ φ

)
,

where (∇U)T is the adjoint of the linear operator ∇U : A 7→ (∇U) · A = ∇AU for the Riemannian metric on
M .

The reader is referred to (1.1) for the definition of the symmetric product SPk.



STOCHASTIC PARALLEL TRANSPORT ON THE WASSERSTEIN SPACE 27

Proposition 3.10. The operator Nφ extends in a unique way to an antisymmetric bilinear operator:

Nφ : SP2
(
TφD × T̄φD

)
→ V̄φD .

Proof. The bilinearity is clear by definition. Let A ◦φ,U ◦φ ∈ TφD . For all Z ◦φ ∈ TφD we have the following
equality:

LD
Z◦φ⟨A ◦ φ,U ◦ φ⟩φ = ⟨∇Z◦φA ◦ φ,U ◦ φ⟩φ + ⟨A ◦ φ,∇Z◦φU ◦ φ⟩φ.

It follows:

⟨∇Z◦φA ◦ φ,U ◦ φ⟩φ + ⟨A ◦ φ,∇Z◦φU ◦ φ⟩φ

=

∫
M

⟨∇Z◦φ(x)A ◦ φ(x), U ◦ φ(x)⟩φ(x) + ⟨A ◦ φ(x),∇Z◦φ(x)U ◦ φ(x)⟩φ(x)dvol(x)

=

∫
M

⟨Z ◦ φ(x), ((∇A)T · U + (∇U)T ·A) ◦ φ(x)⟩φ(x)dvol(x)

=

∫
M

⟨Z ◦ φ(x),∇⟨A,U⟩ ◦ φ(x)⟩φ(x)dvol(x),

which lead us to the following equality:

∇⟨A ◦ φ,U ◦ φ⟩φ = (∇⟨A,U⟩) ◦ φ =
(
(∇A)T · U + (∇U)T ·A

)
◦ φ.

Since the vertical projection of the left hand term vanishes, we obtain the antisymmetry property:

Nφ(U,A) = −Nφ(A,U).

Since TφD is dense in T̄φD and Nφ(A◦φ, ·) is a continuous linear application for all A◦φ ∈ TφD , we can extend
Nφ in a unique way to a bilinear operator Nφ : TφD × T̄φD → V̄φD . We naturally extend Nφ by antisymmetry
to SP2

(
TφD × T̄φD

)
. □

Proposition 3.11. Let Z ∈ Γ1(D) be a horizontal vector field and A ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD . Then, for all φ ∈ D , we
have

(3.28) PVφ (∇A◦φZ(φ)) = Nφ(Z(φ), A ◦ φ).
As a consequence, the map

SP2(Γ1
H (D)× Γ1(D)) −→ Γ0

V (D)

(Z,A) 7−→ PV (∇AZ)

is a tensor. In particular, for Z1,Z2 horizontal C1 vector fields on D , we have

(3.29) PVφ (∇Z1Z2(φ)) = Nφ(Z1(φ),Z2(φ)) = −Nφ(Z2(φ),Z1(φ)) = −PVφ (∇Z2Z1(φ)) .

Proof. Let Z be the horizontal vector field defined as Z(φ) = ∇ϕ(φ) ◦ φ for all φ ∈ D . We have

∇A◦φZ(φ) = ∇A◦φ∇ϕ(φ) ◦ φ+
(
∇LD

A◦φϕ(φ)
)
◦ φ.

Since the second term on the right hand side is horizontal, we get

PVφ (∇A◦φZ) (φ) = PVφ (∇A◦φ∇ϕ(φ) ◦ φ) = PVφ ((∇∇ϕ(φ)) ·A) ◦ φ) .
We conclude by using the fact that the Hessian on M is symmetric. Note that (3.29) is a direct consequence of
(3.28) and of the antisymmetry of the normal tensor.

□

The following result will be the cornerstone of the proof of the existence of the stochastic parallel transport.
This is the infinite-dimensional analogous of Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 3.12. Let φ ∈ D and µ := p(φ). Let Z̄1, Z̄1 ∈ Γ1(P∞(M)), and let Z1,Z2 denote their horizontal
lift. The following identity holds:

(3.30) ∇Z2(φ)Z1(φ) = hφ
(
∇̄Z̄2(µ)Z̄1(µ)

)
+Nφ(Z1(φ),Z2(φ)).

Proof. The proof is identical to that of the finite-dimensional case (see Proposition 2.4). More precisely, we
apply Koszul’s formula (3.19) to obtain the infinite-dimensional counterpart of (2.3) and the conclusion follows
by Proposition 3.11. □
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Second fundamental form on G. As mentioned before, G can be seen as a Riemannian submanifold of D ,
we denote by LG the Lie derivative on G. Let Y1,Y2 be vertical vector fields on D . Then, using orthogonal
decomposition, we have

∇Y1
Y2(g) = PHg

(∇Y1
Y2(g)) + PVg (∇Y1

Y2(g)), ∀g ∈ G.

We define the map (Y1,Y2) ∈ (Γ1(G))2 7→ IIG(Y1,Y2) = PHg (∇Y1Y2) ∈ Γ0
H (D) to be the second fundamental

form on G (as a submanifold of D). Notice that for all φ ∈ D , the set φ ·G is the fiber above p(φ). We define
in a similar way the second fundamental form on any fiber, namely IIφ·G(Y1,Y2).

We also define the induced Levi-Civita connection on G as ∇G
Y1
Y2 = PVg (∇Y1

Y2(g)). It can be easily checked
that this connection is actually the Levi-Civita connection on G for the Riemannian metric on D restricted to
G. In particular ∇G is torsion free, compatible with the metric and the Koszul’s formula holds. The Hessian
of F ∈ C∞(G) in φ ∈ G is defined as

HGF (Y1(φ),Y2(φ)) = LGY1
LGY2

F (φ)−∇G
Y1
Y2F (φ),

for Y1,Y2 vector fields on G.

Proposition 3.13. The second fundamental form IIφ·G is a symmetric tensor on G for all φ ∈ D .

Proof. We show the result for φ = id, the proof is the same for any fiber φ · G. Let Y1,Y2 be vertical vector
fields on D . The fact that IIG(Y1,Y2) = IIG(Y2,Y1) is equivalent to the fact that [Y1,Y2] is vertical. Let g ∈ G
and f ∈ C∞(M), we have

⟨[Y1,Y2](g),∇f ◦ g⟩g = ⟨∇Y1
Y2(g),∇f ◦ g⟩g − ⟨∇Y2

Y1(g),∇f ◦ g⟩g
= LDY1(g)

⟨Y2(g),∇f ◦ g⟩g − LDY2(g)
⟨Y1(g),∇f ◦ g⟩g

− ⟨Y2(g),∇Y1∇f ◦ g⟩g + ⟨Y1(g),∇Y2∇f ◦ g⟩g .

The first two terms in the last equality are 0 since Yi(g) ⊥ ∇f ◦ g for i = 1, 2. Using the fact that

⟨Y2(g),∇Y1∇f ◦ g⟩g = ⟨Y1(g),∇Y2∇f ◦ g⟩g = HFf (g)(Y1, Y2)

and the fact that HFf (g) is a symmetric tensor we get

⟨[Y1,Y2](g),∇f ◦ g⟩g = 0,

and thus, [Y1,Y2] is vertical. Since the second fundamental form is tensorial in the first coordinate and sym-
metric, it is tensorial in both components.

□

G-Right invariant vector fields. A vector field A on D is said to be G-right invariant if for all φ ∈ D and
all g ∈ G,

(3.31) TRg(A(φ)) = A(φ · g).

In this case, we can always write A(φ) as A(p(φ)) ◦ φ, where A(µ) ∈ Γ(M) for all µ ∈ P∞.

Remark 3.8. Let Z̄ ∈ Γk(P∞). Then, by definition, Z = h(Z̄) ∈ Γk(D) and is a G-right invariant vector field
on D .

Proposition 3.14. (1) Let A,B be G-right invariant vector fields on D . Then, ∇AB is a G-right invari-
ant vector field.

(2) A vector field A on D is G-right invariant vector field if and only if PH (A) and PV (A) are G-right
invariant vector fields.

(3) Let A be a right invariant vector field for the action of G. Then we have

∇Y ◦φA(φ) = (∇YA(p(φ))) ◦ φ, ∀Y ◦ φ ∈ Vφ.

(4) Assume that Y1,Y2 are right invariant vertical vector fields for the action of G on D , then, IIG(Y1,Y2)
is a right invariant vector field.

Proof. (1) This result can be proved by using the same arguments as in Lemma 2.11, namely, by using
Koszul’s formula and the fact Rg is an isometry from D to D .

(2) This is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.9 together with the uniqueness of the decomposition in
H D ⊕ V D .
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(3) Let (φt)t≥0 be such that ∂t|t=0φt = Y ◦ φ. Since divp(φ)(Y ) = 0, we have p(φt) = p(φ). Then, by
Proposition 3.7, we have

∇Y ◦φA(φ)(x) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

τt,0A(p(φ))(φt)(x) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

�t,0 A(p(φ))(φt(x)) = (∇YA(p(φ)) ◦ φ(x).

(4) This is a direct consequence of the first two points together.
□

4. Infinite-dimensional stochastic calculus

4.1. Stochastic differential equations on D. Let A0,A1, . . . ,AN be vector fields on D . A Ds-valued
stochastic process (φt)t≥0 adapted to (Ft)t≥0 is a solution to the SDE

(4.1) d∇φt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(φt)dW
i
t +A0(φt)dt, φ0 = φ ∈ D

if for all F ∈ C∞(Ds), (φt)t≥0 satisfies

F (φt)− F (φ) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

LD
Ai

F (φs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

LD
A0

F (φs)ds+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

HF (Ai,Ai)ds.

In particular, if (φt)t≥0 is solution to (4.1) in Ds for all s > m/2, then we say that (φt)t≥0 is a solution in D .
In the same way, we say that (φt)t≥0 is a solution to the Stratonovich’s SDE in Ds

(4.2) ◦dφt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(φt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(φt)dt, φ0 = φ

if for all F ∈ C∞(Ds), (φt)t≥0 satisfies

F (φt)− F (φ) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

LD
Ai

F (φs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

LD
A0

F (φs)ds+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

LD
Ai

LD
Ai

F (φs)ds.

A process (φt)t≥0 is said to be a solution in D of (4.1) if it is a solution in all Ds for s > m/2.

Remark 4.1. Note that this notion of solution is meaningful since, by Proposition A.3, the evaluation map
Ex0 : φ 7→ φ(x0) is smooth for all x0 ∈ M . As a consequence, if Ai(ψ) = Ai ◦ ψ for all ψ ∈ D and for all
i = 0, 1, . . . , N , then:

◦dφt(x0) =
N∑
i=1

Ai(φt(x0)) ◦ dW i
t +A0(φt(x0))dt.

This is in fact the approach used by Elworthy to show that a stochastic differential system on a compact manifold
with smooth driving vector fields admits a unique solution flow, and that this flow is indeed a stochastic flow
of diffeomorphisms, see [Elw82, Chapter VIII, Corollary 1C.2].

Proposition 4.1. Let A0,A1, . . . ,AN ∈ Γ2(D). The Stratonovich’s SDE

◦dφt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(φt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(φt)dt, φ0 = φ

is equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

d∇φt =

N∑
i=1

Ai(φt)dW
i
t +A0(φt)dt+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇AiAi(φt)dt, φ0 = φ.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the definition of the Hessian H. □

Definition 4.1. A continuous D-valued process (φt)t≥0 is said to be a semimartingale if for all F ∈ C∞(D),
the process (F (φt))t≥0 is a real semimartingale.

Theorem 4.2 (Elworthy, [Elw82]). Let A0,A1, . . . ,AN ∈ Γ1(D). The Itô’s SDE

d∇Φt(φ) =

N∑
i=1

Ai(Φt(φ))dW
i
t +A0(Φt(φ))dt, Φ0(φ) = φ,

admits a unique solution in D .
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Proof. It is sufficient to prove the result on Ds for all s > m/2 since D = ∩s>m/2Ds. This result can be found
in [Elw82, Chapter VII, Theorem 2E and Corollary 6.1]. More precisely, the existence and uniqueness is given
by the first result and the completeness of the solution is given by the second one, since, as detailed in [Elw82,
Chapter VIII, (C)], Ds admits a uniform cover for all s > m/2. □

Remark 4.2 (SDEs on G). The notion of SDE on G can be formalized exactly in the same way as on D by
replacing LD by LG, ∇ by ∇G and H by HG. In particular, the following G-valued Stratonovich’s SDE

◦dgt =
N∑
i=1

Yi(gt) ◦ dW i
t + Y0(gt)dt, g0 = g

is equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

d∇G

gt =

N∑
i=1

Yi(gt)dW
i
t + Y0(gt)dt+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇G
YiYi(gt)dt, g0 = g.

Definition 4.2. Let (φt)t≥0 be a semimartingale on D where φ0 = φ and A◦φ ∈ TφD . The stochastic parallel
transport along (φt)t≥0 is defined to be:

τ0,t : A ◦ φ 7→ �0,t(A ◦ φ),

where for all x ∈M , �0,t(x) is the stochastic parallel transport along (φs(x))0≤s≤t.

As in the deterministic case, one can check that (τ0,t)t≥0 is an isometry between TφD and TφtD and easily
extend it to an isometry between T̄φD and T̄φt .D .

Definition-Proposition 4.3. A T̄D-valued stochastic process (Ut)t≥0 along a semimartingale (φt)t≥0 is said
to be a semimartingale if (τ−1

0,t Ut)t≥0 is a semimartingale on T̄φ0
D where (τ0,t)t≥0 denote the stochastic parallel

transport along (φt)t≥0. The Stratonovich covariant derivative ◦DtUt is defined (formally) as the following
element of T̄φtD :

(4.3) ◦DtUt = τ0,t ◦ dτ−1
0,t Ut.

Equivalently, ◦DtUt may be defined as the unique formal element of T̄φtD such that:

(4.4) ◦d⟨Ut, τ0,t(B ◦ φ)⟩φt = ⟨◦DtUt, τ0,t(B ◦ φ)⟩φt

for all B ◦ φ ∈ T̄φ0
D .

Proof. The fact that these two definitions are equivalent is a straightforward consequence of the definition of
the stochastic parallel transport on D . □

Proposition 4.3. Let A ∈ Γ2(D) and (φt)t≥0 be solution to (4.2). Then, the T̄φ0
D-valued process (τ−1

0,tA(φt))t≥0

is solution to the following SDE:

◦dτ−1
0,tA(φt) =

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t ((∇ZiA) (φt)) ◦ dW i

t + τ−1
0,t ((∇Z0

A) (φt)) dt.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the one of Proposition 3.7, with the differential calculus replaced by
its Stratonovich counterpart. □

From now on, we will write either ◦DtA(φt) or ∇◦dφtA(φt) to denote the Stratonovich covariant derivative
of A along (φt)t≥0, consistently with (1.3).

Definition 4.4. A solution to a Stratonovich’s SDE of the following form:

◦dΦt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(Φt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Φt)dt, Φ0(φ) ∈ D ,

is said to be an equivariant diffusion if for all g ∈ G, Φt(φ · g) = Φt(φ) · g for all t ≥ 0.
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4.2. Stochastic differential equations on P. We say that a stochastic process (µt)t≥0 adapted to (Ft)t≥0

is a solution to the following Itô’s SDE on P

(4.5) d̄∇̄µt =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt)dW
i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ

if for all f ∈ C∞(M), (µt)t satisfies

Ff (µt)− Ff (µ) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄iFf (µs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄0
Ff (µs)ds+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

HFf (µs)(Z̄i, Z̄i)ds.

In the same way, we say that (µt)t≥0 is a solution to the Stratonovich’s SDE on P

(4.6) ◦d̄µt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ

if for all f ∈ C∞(M), (µt)t≥0 satisfies

Ff (µt)− Ff (µ) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄iFf (µs)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄0
Ff (µs)ds+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

L̄2
Z̄i
Ff (µs)ds.

Proposition 4.4. Let Z̄0, Z̄1, . . . , Z̄N ∈ Γ2(P). The Stratonovich’s SDE

◦d̄µt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ

is equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

d̄∇̄µt =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt)dW
i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇̄Z̄iZ̄i(µt)dt, µ0 = µ.

Proof. This is, as in the diffeomorphisms case, a direct consequence of the definition of the Hessian H̄. □

Definition 4.5. A continuous P-valued process (µt)t≥0 is said to be a semimartingale if for all f ∈ C∞(M),
the process (Ff (µt))t≥0 is a real semimartingale.

In particular, solutions to SDEs on Wasserstein space are semimartingale on P. We now state the main
theorem of this section, whose proof will be given in Subsection 4.4.

Theorem 4.5. Let Z̄0, Z̄1, . . . , Z̄N ∈ Γ1(P) defined by Z̄i = ∇ϕi(·) for i = 0, 1, . . . , N . The SDE

(4.7) d̄∇̄Mt(µ) =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(Mt(µ))dW
i
t + Z̄0(Mt(µ))dt, M0(µ) = µ,

admits a solution (Mt(µ))t≥0. Moreover, if µ ∈ P∞, for all t ≥ 0, Mt(µ) ∈ P∞.

Remark 4.3 (SPDE aspect of P∞-valued SDEs). Let µ ∈ P∞ and (µt)t≥0 = (Mt(µ))t≥0 be solution to

◦dµt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ.

Then, the family of density (ρt)t≥0 of (µt)t≥0 relative to vol is solution to the following SPDE :

dρt = −
N∑
i=1

div(ρtZi(µt))dW
i
t − div(ρtZ0(µt))dt+

1

2

N∑
i=1

div (div(ρtZi(µt))Zi(µt)) dt,

for a proof of a similar result see [DFdL23, Proposition 3.3].

Let (µt)t≥0 be a solution to

(4.8) ◦d̄µt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ ∈ P∞,

with Z̄i ∈ Γ2(P) for i = 0, 1, . . . , N . We emphasize that, from this point on and throughout the remainder of
the subsection, the initial condition will always be assumed to lie in P∞.
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Definition 4.6. Let (µt)t≥0 be solution to (4.8). We define the horizontal lift of (µt)t≥0 in φ ∈ Dµ to be the
unique solution to the following D-valued SDE:

(4.9) ◦dΦt(φ) =
N∑
i=1

Zi(Φt(φ)) ◦ dW i
t +Z0(Φt(φ))dt, Φ0(φ) = φ,

where Zi(ψ) = hψ(Z̄i(µ)) is the horizontal lift of Z̄i for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N .

Proposition 4.6. The horizontal lift of (µt)t≥0 is an equivariant diffusion.

Proof. Since Zi is G-right invariant for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N , we have:

◦d(Φt(φ) · g) = TRg(◦dΦt(φ)) =
N∑
i=1

Zi(Φt(φ) · g) ◦ dW i
t +Z0(Φt(φ) · g)dt.

The conclusion follows by uniqueness of the solution to (4.9). □

Definition-Proposition 4.7. Let (µt)t≥0 be a diffusion on P∞ solution (4.8) and let (Φt)t≥0 be the horizontal
lift of (µt)t≥0. A T̄P-valued stochastic process (Ūt)t≥0 along (µt)t≥0 is said to be a semimartingale if for all
φ ∈ Dµ, (hΦt(φ)(Ūt))t≥0 is a semimartingale on T̄D . The Stratonovich covariant derivative ◦D̄tŪt is defined
(formally) as the following element of T̄µtP∞:

(4.10) ◦D̄tŪt = TΦt(φ)p
(
◦DthΦt(φ)(Ūt)

)
,

and this definition is independent of the choice of φ ∈ Dµ.

Proof. It suffices to prove that ◦DthΦt(φ)(Ūt) is G-right invariant. This is a direct consequence of Lemma A.10
together with the equivariance of (Φt)t≥0 and the right invariance of hΦt(·)(Ūt). □

Proposition 4.7. Let Ā ∈ Γ2(P) and (µt)t≥0 be solution to (4.8). Then,

(4.11) ◦D̄tĀ(µt) =

N∑
i=1

(∇̄Z̄iĀ)(µt) ◦ dW
i
t + (∇̄Z̄0

Ā)(µt)dt.

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 4.3 together with Proposition 3.12. □

As in the diffeomorphism setting, we will either write ∇̄◦d̄µtĀ(µt) (see once again (1.3)) or ◦D̄tĀ(µt) to denote
the Stratonovich covariant derivative of Ā(µt). Note that (4.10) is the stochastic analogous of the projection of
the deterministic identity in Proposition 3.12.

4.3. Preliminaries. To prove Theorem 4.5, we use the isometric embedding theorem of Nash in order to reduce
ourselves to the case of a Riemannian submanifold of the Euclidean space.

Theorem 4.8 (Isometric embedding, Nash [Nas56]). Let M be a smooth Riemannian manifold. Then, there
exists d ∈ N and an isometric embedding f :M → Rd. For x ∈M and u, v ∈ TxM we have:

⟨u, v⟩x = ⟨Dxf(u), Dxf(v)⟩R
d

,

where ⟨·, ·⟩Rd denotes the usual scalar product on Rd.

In the following, we consider M to be a closed Riemannian sub-manifold Rd with dimension dim(M) = m
for the sake of simplicity. Let | · | denotes the Euclidean norm on Rd. This subsection is mainly devoted to the
proof of the fact that we can extend the vector fields Zi(µ)(·) on Rd in a way that preserves the regularity in
the parameter µ.

Proposition 4.9 (Uniform extension lemma for vector fields). Let A ∈ C∞,k(M × P, TM) such that for all
µ ∈ P, A(·, µ) ∈ Γ(M). Then, there exists an extension Ã ∈ C∞,k(Rd × P,Rd) with compact support.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and let Mε be a tubular neighborhood of M such that Pε is smooth (see Proposition A.5) .
Moreover, let χ ∈ C∞(R) be a bump function such that χ(0) = 1 with support [−ε/2, ε/2]. Then, the vector
field defined as Ã(x, µ) = χ(d(x,M))A(Pε(x), µ) when x ∈ Mε and 0 elsewhere satisfies the conditions of the
proposition. □

In the following, let ε > 0 and let Z̃i denotes a Mε-supported C∞,1 extension of Zi for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N with
Mε a neighborhood of M as in Proposition A.5. We emphasize the fact that even if we extend the vector fields
on Rd, µ is still in P = P(M).
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Proposition 4.10. For i = 0, 1 . . . , N there exists Ki > 0 such that for all (x, µ), (y, ν) ∈ Rd × P:

|Z̃i(x, µ)− Z̃i(y, ν)|2 ≤ Ki(|x− y|2 +W 2
2 (µ, ν)).

Proof. Using the fact that for all i = 0, . . . , N , Z̃i ∈ C∞,1(Rd ×P) and the same arguments as in Corollary 3.3
we get that Z̃i(x, ·) is Lipschitz for all x ∈ M̃ with Lipschitz constant Li independent of x.

|Z̃i(x, µ)− Z̃i(y, ν)| ≤ |Z̃i(x, µ)− Z̃i(y, µ)|+ |Z̃i(y, µ)− Z̃i(y, ν)| ≤ Ci(|x− y|+W2(µ, ν)),

where Ci = max
(
sup{|DZ̃i(z,m)| : z ∈ M̄ε, m ∈ P}, Li

)
. Note that this quantity is well defined by compact-

ness of both M̄ε and P and by continuity of DZ̃i.
By using the basic inequality (a+ b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2) we get

C2
i (|x− y|+W2(µ, ν))

2 ≤ 2C2
i (|x− y|2 +W 2

2 (µ, ν)).

□

For a Riemannian submanifold M of Rd, let Ã, B̃ be smooth extensions of vector fields A,B ∈ Γ(M). The
second fundamental form in Ã, B̃ is

(4.12) II(Ã, B̃) = PTM⊥

(
∇Rd
Ã
B̃
)
.

This operator is in particular a symmetric tensor and its value on Γ(M) does not depend on the extensions
chosen. We define Z̃ ′

0 to be:

(4.13) Z̃ ′
0(µ) = Z̃0(µ)−

1

2

N∑
i=1

II(Z̃i(µ), Z̃i(µ)).

In particular, II(Z̃i, Z̃i) is of class C∞,1 by definition and Proposition 4.9. Until the end of the section we will
set K0,K > 0 such that:

|Z̃ ′
0(x, µ)− Z̃ ′

0(y, ν)|2 ≤ K0(|x− y|2 +W 2
2 (µ, ν)),(4.14)

2
∣∣∣⟨Z̃ ′

0(x, µ)− Z̃ ′
0(y, ν), x− y⟩

∣∣∣+ N∑
i=1

|Z̃i(x, µ)− Z̃i(y, ν)|2 ≤ K(|x− y|2 +W 2
2 (µ, ν)).(4.15)

Remark 4.4. To get the second inequality, notice that

2
∣∣∣⟨Z̃ ′

0(x, µ)− Z̃ ′
0(y, ν), x− y⟩

∣∣∣ ≤ |Z̃ ′
0(x, µ)− Z̃ ′

0(y, ν)|2 + |x− y|2

and we conclude by applying (4.14) and Proposition 4.10.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.5. To get a solution to (4.7), it is known (see for example [CD18], [Wan21]) that it
is enough to solve a conditionnal Mckean-Vlasov SDE on M . In our case, this is the following:

(4.16) d∇Xt(x) =

N∑
i=1

Zi(Xt(x),Mt(µ))dW
i
t + Z0(Xt(x),Mt(µ))dt, X0(x) = x, Mt(µ) = (Xt)♯µ.

We present the definition of the solutions of such conditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs as in [Wan21].

Definition 4.8. A family of adapted processes {(t, x) ∈ R+ ×M → Xt(x) ∈ M} is called a solution of (4.16)
if the following conditions hold a.s:

(1) X is continuous in t and measurable in x ∈M .
(2) The map t 7→Mt(µ) = (Xt)♯µ is continuous.
(3) For all f ∈ C∞(M),

f(Xt(x))− f(x) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

Z0(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Hf(Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)), Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)))ds.
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Remark 4.5 (Itô-Stratonovich conversion for conditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs). The Stratonovich’s equivalent
of Equation (4.16) can be obtained as follows. Let (Xt)t≥0 be solution to (4.16), then, for all f ∈ C∞(M), we
have:

f(Xt(x))− f(x) =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Hf(Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)), Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)))ds

− 1

2

N∑
i=1

[
Zi(·,M·(µ))f(X·(x)),W

i
]
t
.

We have

Zi(·,Mt(µ))f(Xt(x)) = ⟨Zi(Xt(x),Mt(µ)),∇f(Xt(x))⟩

(4.17)

=

∫ t

0

◦d⟨Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)),∇f(Xs(x))⟩

=

∫ t

0

⟨∇◦dXs(x)Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)),∇f(Xs(x))⟩+ ⟨Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)),∇◦dXs(x)∇f(Xs(x))⟩

+

∫ t

0

⟨∇L̄◦dMs(µ)ϕi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)),∇f(Xs(x))⟩.(4.18)

Since the sum of the first two terms in the last equality of (4.17) is
∫ t
0
L◦dXs(x)LZi(Xs(x),Ms(µ))f(Xs(x)), we

obtain that

[
Zi(·,M·(µ))f(X·(x)),W

i
]
t
=

∫ t

0

L2
Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ))

f(Xs(x)) + L∇L̄Z̄i(Mt(µ))ϕi(Xs(x),Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))ds.

Thus, by using the definition of Hf , Equation (4.16) is equivalent to

◦dXt(x) =

N∑
i=1

Zi(Xt(x),Mt(µ)) ◦ dW i
t +

(
Z0(Xt(x),Mt(µ))−

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇Zi(·,Ms(µ))Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ))

)
dt

− 1

2

N∑
i=1

∇L̄Z̄i(Mt(µ))ϕi(Xt(x),Mt(µ))dt, X0(x) = x, Mt(µ) = (Xt)♯µ.

Theorem 4.11. The conditional McKean-Vlasov equation

(4.19) d∇Xt(x) =

N∑
i=1

Zi(Mt(µ), Xt(x))dW
i
t + Z0(Mt(µ), Xt(x))dt, X0(x) = x, Mt(µ) = (Xt)♯µ,

admits a unique solution for initial conditions x ∈ M and µ ∈ P, where µ can be a random variable on P.
Moreover, if µ ∈ P∞, the solution flow (Xt)t≥0 is a stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms.

The proof will be done below. Throughout the proof we will use the following results.

Proposition 4.12. Let M be a compact Riemannian submanifold of Rd and let A0, A1, . . . An be random time-
dependent vector fields being almost surely C0,∞(R+,M) on M , such that Ai(t, ·) is Ft-measurable for all t ≥ 0

and all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Let Ã0, Ã1, . . . , ÃN be C0,∞(R+,Rd) extensions on Rd. There exists a unique solution
to

(4.20) dXt =

N∑
i=1

Ãi(t,Xt(x))dW
i
t +

(
Ã0(t,Xt(x))−

1

2

N∑
i=1

II(Ãi(t,Xt(x)), Ãi(t,Xt(x)))

)
dt, X0(x) = x ∈M.

Moreover, (Xt)t≥0 remains in M and is the unique solution to

(4.21) d∇Xt(x) =

N∑
i=1

Ai(t,Xt(x))dW
i
t +A0(t,Xt(x))dt.
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Proof. For the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (4.20), the reader is refered to [Kun97, Section 3.4].
The fact that Xt(x) stays in M for all x ∈ M can be found, for example, in [Hsu02, Section 1.2]. The fact
that the solution of (4.20) is actually the solution to (4.21) is clear since the second fundamental form term is
exactly what we need to remove in order to obtain the Hessian on M . □

Proposition 4.13. Let (Xt)t≥0 be a stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms. For all µ ∈ P∞, the stochastic process
defined by (Xt)♯µ lies in P∞.

Proof. Note that, since for all t ≥ 0, Xt is a diffeomorphism, we have for all f ∈ C∞(M) :∫
M

f(x)dµt(x) =

∫
M

f(Xt(x))dµ(x) =

∫
M

f(Xt(x))ρ(x)dvol =

∫
M

f(x)ρ(X−1
t (x))|Det(TxX−1

t )|dvol(x).

Therefore, the assertion holds. □

We now prove Theorem 4.11 by adapting the proof of [Wan21, Theorem 2.1].

Proof of Theorem 4.11. Existence: Let X0(x) = x and µ0 = µ. We define a sequence (Xn
t (x),M

n
t (µ)) by

induction. Let n ∈ N such that (Mn
t (µ))t≥0 is continuous in the time variable, we consider the following

stochastic differential system (SDS) in Rd:

dXn+1
t (x) =

N∑
i=1

Z̃i(X
n+1
t (x),Mn

t (µ))dW
t
i + Z̃ ′

0(X
n+1
t (x),Mn

t (µ))dt, Xn+1
0 (x) = x, Mn

t (µ) = (Xn
t )♯µ,

with Z̃ ′
0 defined by (4.13). By Proposition 4.12 there exists a unique solution (Xn+1

t )t≥0 to this SDS. Moreover,
for an initial condition x ∈M , the solution remains in M and is solution to the following M -valued SDE:

(4.22) d∇Xn+1
t (x) =

N∑
i=1

Zi(X
n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ))dW
i
t + Z0(X

n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ))dt.

In particular, we have:

f(Xn+1
t (x))− f(x) =

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Mn
s (µ))f(X

n+1
s (x))dW i

s +

∫ t

0

Z0(·,Mn
s (µ))f(X

n+1
s (x))ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Hf(Zi(X
n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ)), Zi(X
n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ)))ds, ∀f ∈ C∞(M).(4.23)

On Rd, it takes the following form:

(4.24) Xn+1
t (x) = x+

∫ t

0

N∑
i=1

Z̃i(X
n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ))dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

Z̃ ′
0(X

n+1
s (x),Mn

s (µ))ds.

Now, if we let Mn+1
t (µ) denotes (Xn+1

t )♯µ, using Lemma A.4 we get

E
[
W 2

2 (M
n+1
s (µ),Mn+1

t (µ))
]
≤ E

[∫
M

|Xn+1
s (x)−Xn+1

t (x)|2dµ(x)
]
.

Thus, when s→ t, the right-hand side goes to 0 because of the (a.s.) time continuity of (Xn+1
t )t. The proof of

the following lemma can be found in Appendix A.3.

Lemma 4.14. There exists t0 > 0 such that

lim
n,l→∞

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

d2M (Xn
t (x), X

l
t(x))

]1/2
= 0.

Moreover, t0 depends only on the vector fields Z̃i and may be chosen independently of the initial condition (x, µ).

End of the proof of Theorem 4.11. Using the fact that L2(Ω, C([0, t0],M)) is a complete space, there exists a
unique limit

(Xt)t∈[0,t0] = lim
n→∞

(Xn
t )t∈[0,t0]

which is measurable in x. Let (Mt(µ))0≤t≤t0 = ((Xt)♯µ)0≤t≤t0 , this process inherits the time continuity of
(Xt)0≤t≤t0 by lemma A.4. Moreover, it is the limit of the sequence (Mn

t (µ))0≤t≤t0 since
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E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

W 2
2 (Mn

t (µ),Mt(µ))

]
≤ E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

d2M (Xn
t (x), Xt(x))

]
−→
n→∞

0.

By taking the limit in (4.23), we get that for all f ∈ C∞(M), (Xt)0≤t≤t0 satisfies

f(Xt(x))− f(x) =

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

Z0(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Hf(Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)), Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)))ds.

Now, to extend (Xt)0≤t≤t0 to the interval [0, 2t0] we can choose initial conditions x̄ = Xt0(x) and µ̄ =Mt0(µ).
Since (W i

t−W i
t0)t≥t0 is again a Brownian motion, and t0 is independent of the initial conditions, we can construct

as above a solution (Xt(x̄),Mt(µ̄)) for t0 ≤ t ≤ 2t0 and it is easy to see that the process defined by

Xt(x) := Xt(x̄), Mt(µ) :=Mt(µ̄), ∀t ∈ [t0, 2t0]

solves the condtionnal McKean-Vlasov SDE (4.19). We can iterate this argument to get the solution on any
interval [0, T ].

Uniqueness : Let X,Y be two solutions of the conditional McKean-Vlasov SDE (4.19). Then, X and Y are
also solutions to the extended McKean-Vlasov SDE on Rd. Using Itô’s formula on the quantity |Xt(x)−Yt(x)|2,
taking the expectation, using Lipschitz hypothesis and Grönwall’s lemma we get the uniqueness by standard
arguments of stochastic calculus, see for example [Wan21, Theorem 2.1].

Diffeomorphism property. Now, let µ ∈ P∞. For all i = 0, 1, . . . , N we denote by Zi(ψ) the horizontal
lift hψ(Z̄i). We consider the following SDE on D :

(4.25) ◦dφt =
N∑
i=1

Zi(φt) ◦ dW i
t +Z ′

0(φt)dt, φ0 = id.

where Z ′
0 = Z0 − 1

2

N∑
i=1

∇ZiZi. Note that Zi ∈ Γ1(D) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N . In particular, by using the

Itô-Stratonovich conversion (Proposition 4.1), the above Stratonovich’s SDE is equivalent to the following Itô’s
one:

d∇φt =

N∑
i=1

Zi(φt)dW
i
t +Z0(φt)dt, φ0 = id.

By Theorem 4.2, we obtain that there exists a unique solution to this SDE on D . Let Ex0 : ψ 7→ ψ(x0) denote
the evaluation map for x0 ∈ M . This map is smooth (see Proposition A.3) and one can easily check that
TφEx0

(Zi(φ)) = Zi(φ) ◦ φ(x0) for all ψ ∈ D . By applying the chain rule, we obtain that

(4.26) ◦dφt(x0) = ◦dEx0
(φt) = TφtEx0

(◦dφt) =
N∑
i=1

Zi(p(φt)) ◦ φt(x0) ◦ dW i
t + Z ′

0(p(φt)) ◦ φt(x0)dt.

Thus, (φt)t≥0 is the solution flow to (4.16). By using the uniqueness of the solution, (Xt)t≥0 is a stochastic flow
of diffeomorphisms. □

Now that the proof of Theorem 4.11 is complete, we can prove Theorem 4.5.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. We have to show that the P-valued process (Mt(µ))t≥0 obtained in 4.11 is solution to:

(4.27) d̄∇̄Mt(µ) =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(Mt(µ))dW
i
t + Z̄0(Mt(µ))dt, M0(µ) = µ.

It is the case since, by Theorem 4.11,
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Ff (Mt(µ)) =

∫
M

f(Xt(x))dµ(x)

=

∫
M

f(x)dµ(x) +

∫
M

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dW
i
sdµ(x) +

∫
M

∫ t

0

Z0(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dsdµ(x)

+

∫
M

1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

Hf(Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)), Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)))dsdµ(x)

=

∫
M

f(x)dµ(x) +

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

∫
M

Zi(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dµ(x)dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

∫
M

Z0(·,Ms(µ))f(Xs(x))dµ(x)ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

∫
M

Hf(Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)), Zi(Xs(x),Ms(µ)))dµ(x)ds

= Ff (µ) +

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄iFf (Ms(µ))dW
i
s +

∫ t

0

L̄Z̄0
Ff (Ms(µ))ds+

1

2

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

H̄Ff (Z̄i(Ms(µ)), Z̄i(Ms(µ)))ds,

where the last equality comes from (3.10) and the fact that Ms(µ) = (Xs)♯µ. If µ ∈ P∞, the fact that
(Mt(µ))t≥0 lies in P∞ follows from Proposition 4.13. □

Remark 4.6. As noticed in the proof of Theorem 4.11, it appears that the unique solution to the horizontal lift
equation is the flow (Xt ◦φ)t≥0 where (Xt)t≥0 is solution to the following conditional McKean-Vlasov equation:

(4.28) ◦dXt(x) =

N∑
i=1

Zi(Xt(x), µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z0(Xt(x), µt)dt, X0(x) = x, µt = (Xt)♯µ.

5. Stochastic parallel transport on P∞

This section is devoted to the proof of the existence and uniqueness of the stochastic parallel transport along
diffusions on P∞. Since the main idea of the proof is to adapt Theorem 2.7 in our infinite-dimensional setting.
The reader is referred to Subsections 2.2 and 2.4 for an idea of the proof in the finite-dimensional case.

We want to construct a process (T h
0,t)t≥0 which plays the same role as (τh0,t)t≥0 in Subsection 2.2. The starting

point of the proof lies in the fact that, in the finite dimensional case, (τh0,t)t≥0 is characterized by Equation
(2.14), as mentioned in Remark 2.3.

We begin by providing a precise definition of the stochastic parallel transport on P∞ together with some
preliminary material that will be used to establish existence and uniqueness for the infinite-dimensional analogue
of (2.14). We then derive the equation satisfied by (T h

0,t)t≥0 from Proposition 3.12. Proceeding as in (2.8) we
obtain a Hilbert space-valued Stratonovich SDE which is solved in Proposition 5.2. In the same proposition,
we also show that if the initial condition is horizontal, the solution remains horizontal. This is a crucial point
since Proposition 3.12 would otherwise fail to hold.

Let (µt)t≥0 be a solution to a P∞-valued SDE. In Theorem 5.3 we consider the horizontal lift (Φt(φ))t≥0

of the process (µt)t≥0 on D with initial condition φ ∈ Dµ (see Definition 4.6) and we show that the associated
horizontal transport, (T h

0,t(φ, ·))t≥0, is G-right invariant. In Theorem 5.4, we show that the process given by
Tp(T h

0,t) is the stochastic parallel transport along (µt)t≥0. Finally, we construct a lift of the stochastic parallel
transport on P∞ which is equivariant on the G⋊ g-principal bundle TD in Proposition 5.5.

5.1. Definitions and properties. In this subsection we introduce the definition of a stochastic parallel trans-
port and we discuss some easy properties such as the uniqueness and the isometry property which are direct
consequences of the definition. Then, we introduce two operators, the linear counterpart of the normal tensor
and the Riemann curvature operator on D and present some of their properties. The reader is referred to
Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 for definitions and properties about semimartingales on T̄D or T̄P∞.

Definition 5.1. Let (µt)t≥0 be a diffusion on P∞ solution to

◦d̄µt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ.

A T̄P-valued semimartingale (Āt)t≥0 along (µt)t≥0 is said to be a stochastic parallel transport if

(5.1) ◦D̄tĀt = 0.



38 AYMERIC MARTIN

Remark 5.1. The notion of stochastic parallel transport employed in this work corresponds to the strong
stochastic parallel transport introduced in [DFdL23].

Remark 5.2 (Uniqueness and isometry property of the stochastic parallel transport). Note that a stochastic
parallel transport along a diffusion (µt)t≥0 is an isometry and is necessarily unique. Indeed, the property
of isometry is trivial since, for two stochastic parallel transports (Āt)t≥0, (B̄t)t≥0 along (µt)t≥0 with initial
conditions Ā0 = A and B̄0 = B, the following holds:

◦d⟨Āt, B̄t⟩µt =
〈
◦D̄tĀt, B̄t

〉
µt

+
〈
Āt, ◦D̄tB̄t

〉
µt

= 0.

To prove the uniqueness, suppose that there exists two parallel transports Āt and Ā′
t with Ā0 = Ā′

0 = A. By
linearity of the covariant SDE (5.1), Āt − Ā′

t is also a parallel transport. Thus, its norm is constant and we
then have

∥Āt − Ā′
t∥µt = ∥A−A∥µ = 0.

Let us recall the definition of the normal tensor:

(5.2) Nφ(U ◦ φ,A ◦ φ) = PVφ

((
∇U)T ·A

)
◦ φ
)
,

where U ◦ φ ∈ TφD and A ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD . For more properties of this tensor, the reader is referred to Subsection
3.3.

Remark 5.3. Let U ◦ φ ∈ HφD , we also have

Nφ(U ◦ φ,A ◦ φ) = PVφ (((∇U) ·A) ◦ φ) .
Indeed, this is just a consequence of the fact that the Hessian of a function is symmetric. This fact will be used
many times throughout this section.

In the following definition we introduce the linear counterpart of the normal tensor together with its adjoint,
following [Gig11, Definition 5.11].

Definition 5.2. Let U ◦ φ ∈ TφD . We define the linear operator OU◦φ to be

OU◦φ(A ◦ φ) = Nφ(U ◦ φ,A ◦ φ), ∀A ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD .

We also define O∗
U◦φ to be the adjoint of OU◦φ for the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩φ.

Remark 5.4. Let U ◦ φ ∈ HφD , A ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD . The following identity holds:

(5.3) O∗
U◦φ(A ◦ φ) = O∗

U◦φ
(
PVφ (A ◦ φ)

)
.

Indeed, let B ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD , we have:

⟨O∗
U◦φ(A ◦ φ), B ◦ φ⟩φ = ⟨A ◦ φ,OU◦φ(B ◦ φ)⟩φ

= ⟨PVφ(A ◦ φ),OU◦φ(B ◦ φ)⟩φ
= ⟨O∗

U◦φ(PVφ(A ◦ φ)), B ◦ φ⟩φ

Definition 5.3. The Riemann curvature operator on D evaluated in φ ∈ D is defined as

R : (TφD)3 −→ TφD

(A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ,C ◦ φ) 7−→ R(A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ)C ◦ φ = (R(A,B)C) ◦ φ,

where R is the Riemann curvature tensor on M .

Proposition 5.1. The Riemann curvature operator R can be extended in a unique way to a multilinear operator

R : SP3
(
T̄φD × (TφD)2

)
−→ T̄φD

(A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ,C ◦ φ) 7−→ R(A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ)C ◦ φ = (R(A,B)C) ◦ φ.

Moreover, R admit the same symmetries than R.
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Proof. The fact that R is multilinear and has the same symmetries as R are direct consequences of the definition.
Let B ◦ φ,C ◦ φ ∈ TφD , the map R(·, B ◦ φ)C ◦ φ : TφD → TφD is continuous since for all A ◦ φTφD we have

|R(A ◦ φ,B ◦ φ)C ◦ φ|2φ =

∫
M

|(R(A,B)C) ◦ φ(x)|2xdvol(x) ≤ sup
x∈M

|Rx(·, B(x))C(x)|2op |A ◦ φ|2φ .

We conclude by using the fact that TφD is dense in T̄φD .
□

Remark 5.5 (Comparison with the usual definition of the Riemann curvature operator.). On a Riemannian
manifold, the Riemann curvature operator is defined by a formula involving covariant derivatives of vectors
fields. It can then be shown that this operator is indeed a tensor and thus admits a pointwise definition.
Actually, one can check that R writes

R(A(φ),B(φ))C(φ) = ∇A∇BC(φ)−∇B∇AC(φ)−∇[A,B]C(φ),

for A,B,C ∈ Γ2(D). Hence, because of the symmetries, R is tensorial. In particular, we recover the usual
definition of the curvature operator on a Riemannian manifold.

5.2. Existence and uniqueness of the stochastic parallel transport on P∞. Let µ ∈ P∞ and (µt)t≥0

be a diffusion on P∞ solution to

(5.4) ◦dµt =
N∑
i=1

Z̄i(µt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(µt)dt, µ0 = µ,

where for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N , Z̄i ∈ Γ2(P). Let (Φt)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of (µt)t≥0, namely the solution to

(5.5) ◦dΦt(φ) =
N∑
i=1

Zi(Φt(φ)) ◦ dW i
t +Z0(Φt(φ))dt, Φ0(φ) = φ ∈ Dµ,

where Zi ∈ Γ2(D) is the horizontal lift of Z̄i for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . We will also denote by (φt)t≥0 the process
(Φt(φ))t≥0

To prove the existence of the stochastic parallel transport on P∞, we aim to replicate the argument of
Subsection 2.2 in the context of our infinite dimensional Riemannian submersion p : D → P∞. To this end, the
infinite-dimensional equivalent of (2.14) is needed. The comparison between Proposition 2.4 and Proposition
3.12 leads us to the idea that the normal tensor N plays the same role as the opposite of the O’Neill tensor.
Consequently, the infinite dimensional counterpart of (2.14) is given by:

(5.6) ◦DtT h
0,t(U ◦ φ) = Nφt(T h

0,t(U ◦ φ), ◦dφt), T h
0,0(U ◦ φ) = U ◦ φ, ∀U ◦ φ ∈ HφD .

Let (τ0,t)t≥0 denote the parallel transport on D along (φt)t≥0 and let Qt(U ◦ φ) = τ−1
0,t T h

0,t(U ◦ φ). Then, by
using the same reasoning as in (2.8), to solve (5.6) we have to solve the following:

(5.7) ◦dQt(U) = τ−1
0,t Nφt(τ0,tQt(U), ◦dφt), Q0(U) = U

on the Hilbert space T̄φD .

Proposition 5.2. The T̄φD-valued SDE

(5.8)

◦dQt(U ◦φ) =
N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t Nφt (τ0,tQt(U ◦ φ),Zi(φt))◦dW i

t +τ
−1
0,t Nφt (τ0,tQt(U ◦ φ),Z0(φt)) dt, Q0(U ◦φ) = U ◦φ

admits a unique solution. As a consequence, there exists a unique solution to

(5.9) ◦DtT h
0,t(U ◦ φ) = Nφt(T h

0,t(U ◦ φ), ◦dφt), T h
0,0(U ◦ φ) = U ◦ φ, ∀U ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD ,

given by T h
0,t(U ◦ φ) = τ0,tQt(U ◦ φ). Moreover, if U ◦ φ ∈ H̄φD , T h

0,t(U ◦ φ) remains horizontal for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let U = Ũ ◦ φ ∈ T̄φD . A T̄φD-valued process (Qt(U))t≥0 is said to be solution to (5.8) if

Qt(U)− U =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

τ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs)) ◦ dW i

s +

∫ t

0

τ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U), Z0(φs)) ds.

Using the Stratonovich-Itô conversion for the stochastic integral, this is equivalent to:
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Qt(U)− U =

N∑
i=1

∫ t

0

τ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs)) dW

i
s +

∫ t

0

τ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U), Z0(φs)) ds

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

[τ−1
0,· Nφ· (τ0,·Q·(U),Zi(φ·)) ,W

i
· ]t,

where [·, ·] denotes the quadratic variation. By using the fact that for all t ≥ 0 we have

τ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs))−Nφ(U,Zi(φ)) =

∫ t

0

◦dsτ−1
0,sNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs))

=

∫ t

0

τ−1
0,s ◦DsNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs)) ,

and Lemma A.8, we obtain that

[τ−1
0,· Nφ· (τ0,·Q·(U),Zi(φ·)) ,W

i
· ]t =

[∫ ·

0

τ−1
0,s ◦DsNφs (τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs)) ,W

i

]
t

=

∫ t

0

Nφt

(
τ0,sQs(U),∇Zi(φs)Zi(φs)

)
+ PVφs (R(τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs))Zi(φs)) ds

+

∫ t

0

PHφs

(
O∗

Zi(φs)
(Nφs(τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs))

)
+ 2Nφs(Nφs(τ0,sQs(U),Zi(φs)),Zi(φs))ds.

Consequently, the Stratonovich’s SDE (5.8) is equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

dtQt(U) =

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t Nφt (τ0,tQt(U),Zi(φt)) dW

i
t + τ−1

0,t Nφt (τ0,tQt(U), Z0(φt)) dt

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t Nφt

(
τ0,tQt(U),∇Zi(φt)Zi(φt)

)
dt+

1

2

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t PVφt

((R(τ0,tQt(U),Zi(φt))Zi(φt))) dt

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t PHφt

(
O∗

Zi(φt)
(Nφt(τ0,tQt(U),Zi(φt))

)
dt+

N∑
i=1

τ−1
0,t Nφt(Nφt(τ0,tQt(U),Zi(φt),Zi(φt))dt.(5.10)

It is sufficient to show that all these vector fields are Lipschitz. This comes from the fact that Zi(φ) = ∇ϕi(p(φ))◦
φ where ϕi ∈ C∞,1(M × P) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Indeed, let A ◦ φ,∈ H̄φ, and let At = At ◦ φt = τ0,t(A ◦ φ)
with At ∈ Γ(M) for all t ≥ 0. Using the fact that any projection is a contraction we have

|τ−1
0,t Nφt (τ0,t(A ◦ φ),Zi(φt)) |φ = |PVφt

((
(∇Zi(φt))T ·At

)
◦ φt

)
|φt

≤ |
(
(∇Zi(φt))T ·At

)
◦ φt|φt

≤ |∇Zi|∞ · |τ0,t(A ◦ φ)|φt
≤ |∇Zi|∞ · |A ◦ φ|φ,(5.11)

where

|∇B|∞ = sup
µ∈P

sup
x∈M

|∇xB(·, µ)|op,

with ∇xB(·, µ) : TxM → TxM,v 7→ ∇vB(x, µ) for B ∈ C∞,1(M × P, TM). Moreover, we have

∇Zi(φt)Zi(φt) =
(
∇Zi(φt)Zi(φt)

)
◦ φt +∇L̄Ziϕi(p(φt)) ◦ φt.

Since ϕi ∈ C∞,1(M × P) we have∣∣∣(∇ (∇ZiZi))
T
∣∣∣
∞
< +∞ and

∣∣∇2L̄Ziϕi
∣∣
∞ < +∞,

then

(5.12)
∣∣τ−1

0,t Nφt

(
τ0,t(A ◦ φ),∇Zi(φt)Zi(φt)

)∣∣
φ
≤
∣∣∇ ((∇ZiZi) +∇L̄Ziϕi

)∣∣
∞ · |A ◦ φ|φ.

In the same way, for the fourth term of (5.10),
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(5.13)
∣∣τ−1

0,t PVφt
(R(τ0,t(A ◦ φ),Zi(φt))Zi(φt))

∣∣
φ
≤ sup
µ∈P

sup
x∈M

|Rx(·, Zi(µ))Zi(µ)|op · |A ◦ φ|φ,

where Rx is the tensor R evaluated in x ∈M . For the fifth term we have,

(5.14)
∣∣∣τ−1

0,t PHφt

(
O∗

Zi(φt)
(Nφt(τ0,t(A ◦ φ),Zi(φt))

)∣∣∣
φ
≤ |∇Zi|2∞ · |A ◦ φ|φ,

and finally for the sixth :

(5.15)
∣∣τ−1

0,t Nφt(Zi(φt),Nφt(τ0,t(A ◦ φ),Zi(φt)))
∣∣
φ
≤ |∇Zi|2∞ · |A ◦ φ|φ

Then, using stochastic Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem in Hilbert spaces, we get existence and uniqueness of the
solution to both (5.8) and (5.9).

Let us show that for a horizontal initial condition, the horizontal transport is actually a horizontal process.
Let U ◦ φ ∈ HφD be a horizontal vector, let Ut = T h

0,t(U) = Ut ◦ φt and Y ∈ VIdD . We aim to show the
following:

(5.16) ⟨Ut, TLφt(Y )⟩φt = 0.

Note that, by verticality of TLφ(Y ), ⟨U0, TLφ(Y )⟩φ = 0. Moreover, one can show that TLφt(Y ) = Tφt(Y ).
we have:

◦d⟨Ut, TLφt(Y )⟩φt = ⟨Nφt(Ut, ◦dφt), TLφt(Y )⟩φt + ⟨Ut, ◦DtTLφt(Y )⟩φt .
On the one hand, it follows by symmetry of the Hessian:

⟨Nφt(Ut, ◦dφt), TLφt(Y )⟩φt = −
N∑
i=1

∫
M

⟨(∇UtZi(φt))(φt(x)), Txφt(Y (x))⟩φt(x)dvol ◦ dW
i
t

−
∫
M

⟨(∇UtZ0(φt))(φt(x)), Txφt(Y (x))⟩φt(x)dvol dt

= −
N∑
i=1

∫
M

⟨(∇Txφt(Y (x))Zi(φt, φt(x))), Ut(φt(x))⟩φt(x)dvol ◦ dW
i
t

−
∫
M

⟨(∇Txφt(Y (x))Z0(φt, φt(x))), Ut(φt(x))⟩φt(x)dvol dt.

On the other hand, using the stochastic counterpart of the Schwarz’s theorem (see e.g. [Elw88, §8A]) yields:

⟨Ut, ◦DtTLφt(Y )⟩φt =
N∑
i=1

∫
M

⟨Ut(φt(x)), (∇Txφt(Y (x))Zi(φt, φt(x)))⟩φt(x)dvol ◦ dW
i
t∫

M

⟨Ut(φt(x)), (∇Txφt(Y (x))Z0(φt, φt(x)))⟩φt(x)dvol dt.

Thus, (5.16) follows.
□

Remark 5.6. We were unable to establish an infinite-dimensional analogue of identities (2.17) and (2.18). Never-
theless, the diffeomorphism group enjoys structural properties sufficiently strong to guarantee that the horizontal
transport associated with a horizontal initial condition remains horizontal along the evolution. To the best of
our knowledge, deriving counterparts of (2.17) and (2.18) in this infinite-dimensional setting appears to be a
nontrivial task.

The following proposition is the infinite-dimensional analogous of Proposition 2.13.

Proposition 5.3. Let (T h
0,t(φ, ·))t≥0 be the unique solution to

(5.17) ◦DtT h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ) = NΦt(φ)(T

h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ), ◦dΦt(φ)), T h

0,0(A ◦ φ) = A ◦ φ, ∀A ◦ φ ∈ H̄φD ,

along (Φt(φ))t≥0 given by Proposition 5.2. Then, (T h
0,t)t≥0 is G-right invariant, namely:

(5.18) TRg
(
T h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)

)
= T h

0,t(φ · g,A ◦ (φ · g)), ∀A ◦ φ ∈ H̄φD , ∀g ∈ G.
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Proof. Let φ ∈ D and A ◦ φ ∈ H̄φD . First, notice that by Lemma A.10 we have:

(5.19) ◦DtTRg(T h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)) = TRg(◦DtT h

0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)).
Then, since

◦DtT h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ) = NΦt(φ)(T

h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ), ◦dΦt(φ)),

and since, for all horizontal vector field (Ut)t≥0 along (Φt(φ))t≥0 we have:

TRg(NΦt(φ)(Ut, ◦dΦt(φ))) = −TRg
(
PVΦt(φ)

(∇Ut ◦ dΦt(φ))
)

= −PVΦt(φ·g) (TRg (∇Ut ◦ dΦt(φ)))(5.20)

= −PVΦt(φ·g)

(
∇TRg(Ut)TRg(◦dΦt(φ))

)
(5.21)

= NΦt(φ·g) (TRg(Ut), ◦dΦt(φ · g))
where (5.20) is due to the equivariance of (Φt)t≥0 and to the fact that TRg(PVψ ) = PVψ·g (TRg) for all ψ ∈ D

(see Proposition 3.9) and (5.21) is due to Lemma A.9. Since (T h
0,t(φ,A ◦φ))t≥0 is horizontal by Proposition 5.2,

we obtained that:

(5.22) ◦DtTRg(T h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)) = NΦt(φ)

(
TRg(T h

0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)), ◦dΦt(φ · g)
)
.

The conclusion follows by uniqueness of the solution to (5.17) (see Proposition 5.2). □

Now we can prove the main theorem of this section (the infinite-dimensional analogous of Theorem 2.7),
namely, the existence and uniqueness of the stochastic parallel transport along a diffusion on P∞.

Theorem 5.4. Let (µt)t≥0 be solution to (5.4) and (Φt)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of (µt)t≥0, namely the unique
solution to (5.5). Let (T h

0,t(φ, ·))t≥0 be the solution to

(5.23) ◦DtT h
0,t(φ,U) = NΦt(φ)(T

h
0,t(φ,U), ◦dΦt(φ)), T h

0,0(U) = U, U ∈ H̄φD ,

along (Φt(φ))t≥0 given by Proposition 5.2. Then, the process (T0,t)t≥0 defined by

(5.24) T0,t(v) = Tφtp
(
T h
0,t(φ, hφ(v))

)
, v ∈ T̄µP, φ ∈ Dµ

does not depend on the element of the fiber φ and is the parallel transport along (µt)t≥0.

Proof. Let (Φt(φ))t be solution to (5.5) with φ ∈ D . To prove that the quantity defined by (5.24) is well defined,
notice that, by Proposition 5.3, we have

T h
0,t(φ · g,A ◦ (φ · g)) = TRg

(
T h
0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)

)
.

In particular, since hφ·g(v) = hφ(v) ◦ g, we have

TΦt(φ·g)p
(
T h
0,t(φ · g, hφ·g(v))

)
= TΦt(φ·g)p

(
TRg

(
T h
0,t(φ, hφ(v)

))
= TΦt(φ)p(T

h
0,t(φ, hφ(v)).

In particular, the process (T0,t(v))t≥0 defined by (5.24) does not depend on the element of the fiber φ ∈ Dµ we
chose. The stochastic parallel transport property of (T0,t)t≥0 follows directly from its construction.

□

Remark 5.7 (On the smoothness of the stochastic parallel transport). Even when the diffusion considered lies in
P∞ and the initial vector belongs to TµP, our proof does not guarantee that the stochastic parallel transport
remains in TP, it only ensures that it lies in T̄P. This kind of property seems to be strongly dependent of
the geometry of the underlying manifold and of the driving vector fields. For example, in the Euclidean setting,
this kind of smooth parallel transport of constant vector fields is straightforward and has been carried out in
the deterministic framework in [AG08, Example 5.17]. The stochastic counterpart can be treated in exactly the
same manner.

Remark 5.8 (Parallel transport along flows of purely atomic measures). In [Gig11, Example 4.16], the author
observes that the limit of a (deterministic) parallel transport may fail to be a parallel transport. This is
essentially due to the fact that, for a purely atomic measure ν, the tangent space takes the form

(5.25) T̄νP = L2(M,TM, ν).

More precisely, let (φt)t≥0 be a smooth path in D , µ ∈ P∞ and (µn)n a sequence of purely atomic measures
converging to µ. Let also µt := (φt)♯µ and µnt := (φt)♯µ

n for all n ≥ 0. For all v ∈ T̄µP, we can always
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find a sequence (vn)n≥0 such that vn ∈ T̄µnP for all n ≥ 0 strongly converging (see [Gig11, Definition 1.8])
to v. Because of (5.25), it is easy to see that the parallel transport of vn along (µnt )t≥0 is given by T0,t(vn) =
�0,tvn ◦ φ−1

t , where �0,t is the parallel transport along (φt)t≥0. Consequently, when letting n → +∞, it can
be easily seen that �0,t(vn) strongly converges to �0,t(v) but not to T0,t(v). The same result is also true in the
stochastic case.

Equivariant lift of the stochastic parallel transport. We finish this section by stating the infinite-
dimensional equivalent of Proposition 2.14. The Lie algebra g of G is defined to be

(5.26) g = VidD .

We will also consider the extended Lie algebra, namely, g = V̄idD .

Definition 5.4. Let g ∈ G, the adjoint action of g is the map Ad(g) : g → g is the differential of the inner
automorphism φ 7→ g · φ · g−1 in φ = id. We also denote Ad(g) the unique linear extension Ad(g) : ḡ → ḡ.

Let ϖ denote the connection form on D , namely, ϖ(A ◦ φ) = TLφ−1(PVφ(A ◦ φ)) for all A ◦ φ ∈ TφD . One
can easily check that

(5.27) ϖ(TRg(A ◦ φ)) = Ad(g−1)ϖ(A ◦ φ).

As in the finite-dimensional case (see Remark 2.10), Tp|H D : H̄ D → T̄P∞ can be seen as a G-principal
bundle where the action of G on H̄ D is given by the differential of the right multiplication TRg for g ∈ G.
In particular, the result of Proposition 5.3 can be interpreted as follows: the process (T h

0,t)t≥0 is equivariant
on the principal bundle H̄ D . Note that we can also consider the group G ⋊ ḡ and its action on T̄D (the
infinite-dimensional equivalent of (2.39)) given by

(5.28) (φ,A ◦ φ) · (g,Y) = (φ · g,A ◦ (φ · g) + TRgTLφ (Adg(Y))) ,

for φ ∈ D , A◦φ ∈ T̄φD , g ∈ G and Y ∈ ḡ. This action provides the tangent bundle T̄D with a natural principal
bundle structure above T̄P∞. We can, as in Proposition 2.14, construct a lift of the horizontal transport which
is equivariant on the principal bundle (T̄D , G⋊ ḡ).

Proposition 5.5 (Equivariant lift of the stochastic parallel transport). Let (Φt)t≥0 be the horizontal lift of
a P∞-valued diffusion (µt)t≥0. For all φ ∈ Dµ0

we define T̃0,t(φ, ·) to be the stochastic flow of linear maps
T̃0,t(φ, ·) : T̄Φ0(φ)D → T̄Φt(φ)D such that{

T̃0,t(u, Z ◦ φ) = T h
0,t(φ,Z ◦ φ) and T̃0,t(φ, Y ◦ φ) = TLΦt(φ)(ϖ(Y ◦ φ)), ∀Z ◦ φ ∈ H̄φD , ∀Y ◦ φ ∈ V̄φD ,

T̃0,0(u, ·) = idT̄Φ0(φ)D
.

This process is equivariant on T̄D seen as a G⋊ ḡ principal bundle, namely,

(5.29) T̃0,t(φ,A ◦ φ) · (g,Y) = T̃0,t((φ,A ◦ φ) · (g,Y)), ∀A ◦ φ ∈ T̄D , ∀(g,Y) ∈ G⋊ ḡ.

Moreover, (T̃0,t)t≥0 is a lift of (T̄0,t)t≥0, i.e. for any Z ∈ T̄µ0
P:

(5.30) Tp(T̃0,t(φ,A ◦ φ)) = T0,t(Z), ∀A ◦ φ ∈ Tp−1(Z).

Proof. The proof can be performed in the exact same way as in the finite-dimensional case, see the proof of
Proposition 2.14. □

6. Decomposition of equivariant diffusions on D

In this section we consider equivariant diffusions on D , namely diffusions (Φt)t≥0 satisfying the following
property:

Φt(φ · g) = Φt(φ) · g, ∀φ ∈ D , ∀g ∈ G, ∀t ≥ 0

where · denotes the composition of diffeomorphisms. These diffusions are quite interesting since they project in
a good way on P∞. For example, let us consider

◦dΦt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(Φt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Φt)dt, Φ0 = idD
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where Ai ∈ Γ1(D) is assumed to be right-invariant for the action of G such that Ai = Zi+Yi ∈ HD ⊕V D for
all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Hence, letting (Mt)t≥0 = (p(Φt))t≥0, one can check that:

◦d̄Mt =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(Mt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(Mt)dt, M0 = idP

where Z̄i = Tp(Zi) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . In particular, the projected equation is driven by autonomous vector
fields, thus, the projected process (Mt)t≥0 is a diffusion. Conversely, a horizontal lift of a P∞-valued diffusion
(Mt)t≥0 is an equivariant diffusion on D , see Proposition 4.6.

A diffusion (Φt)t≥0 is said to be horizontal (resp. vertical) if ◦dΦt is horizontal (resp. vertical) for all t ≥ 0.
In particular, if (Φt)t≥0 is vertical, it lies in the same fiber as the initial condition. Note that the choice to write
the considered SDE in Stratonovich’s form is not insignificant since a Stratonovich’s derivative of a process
holds, at least formally, in the tangent space, which is not the case of the Itô’s derivative because of the Hessian
term.

Since D has a structure of G-principal bundle over P∞, a path (φt)t≥0 writes in a unique way as

(6.1) φt = ht · gt,
where (ht)t≥0 is the horizontal lift of the projection (p(φt))t≥0 and (gt)t≥0 is a path in G with g0 = id.

We show that, in the case of an equivariant diffusion (Φt)t≥0, the decomposition (6.1) enjoys good properties.
More precisely, the process (ht)t≥0 is an equivariant horizontal diffusion and the horizontal lift of a diffusion
on P∞ and (gt)t≥0 is the right exponential of a stochastic process in the Lie Algebra g of G. We prove this
result for (Φt)t≥0 being solution to an ODE on D , the proof being exactly the same when one comes to consider
Stratonovich’s SDEs. In the beginning of this section we will restrict ourselves to the case where D is a principal
bundle over P∞. In particular, for all φ ∈ D we denote by ιφ : G → D the left multiplication ιφ(g) = φ · g
for all g ∈ G. There also exist a connection form (given by ϖ(A ◦ φ) = TLφ−1(PVφ(A ◦ φ)) for A ◦ φ ∈ TφD).
Recall that, in this case, for all φ ∈ D , g ∈ G and Y right invariant vector fields we have

ϖ(TRg(Y ◦ φ)) = Ad(g−1) (ϖ(Y ◦ φ)) ,
where Ad is defined in Definition 5.4.

The choice to see D merely as a principal bundle over P∞ emphasize the fact that these results are not
specific to the group of diffeomorphisms over P∞ setting, but can be readily extended to any setting where a
structure of principal bundle is involved.

At the end of the section, we will come back to the case of D seen as a Riemannian submersion onto P∞
to study a specific case of Itô’s equivariant equations. As in the previous section, the finite-dimensional case is
treated in Subsections 2.3 and 2.4.

The following proposition is the infinite-dimensional equivalent of Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 6.1. Let A ∈ Γ1(D) with A = Z ⊕Y ∈ HD ⊕V D be a right invariant vector field for the action
of G on D . Let (Φt)t≥0 be the flow of maps solution to

(6.2) Φ̇t(φ) = A(Φt(φ)), Φ0(φ) ∈ D ,

with Φ0 an equivariant map and let Mt = p(Φt) for all t ≥ 0. Then, (Mt)t≥0 is solution to the following
autonomous equation

(6.3) Ṁt(µ) = Z̄(Mt(µ)), M0(µ) = p(Φ0(φ)), ∀φ ∈ Dµ,

with Z̄ = Tp(Z). Moreover, the flow (Φt)t≥0 is equivariant and the decomposition (6.1) takes the form Φt =
ht · gt, where (ht)t≥0 is the horizontal lift of (Mt)t≥0 and (gt)t≥0 is vertical such that

(6.4) ḣt(φ) = hht(φ)

(
Ṁt(p(φ))

)
= Z(ht(φ)), h0(φ) = Φ0(φ)

and

(6.5) ġt(φ) = TRgt(φ)ϖ(Y (ht(φ))), g0(φ) = id.

In particular, (ht)t≥0 is a horizontal equivariant autonomous flow and (gt)t≥0 satisfies gt(φ · g) = g−1gt(φ) · g
for all g ∈ G and is a right exponential of a path in the Lie algebra g of G, namely:

(6.6) gt(φ) = ER
(∫ ·

0

ϖ(Y (hs(φ)))ds

)
t

.
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Proof. Let f ∈ C∞(M). Since A is right invariant, this is also the case for Z and Y . In particular, Z(ψ) writes
as Z(p(ψ)) ◦ ψ. Then, since ∇Ff (φ) = ∇f ◦ φ, we obtain by orthogonality:

Ff (Mt(µ))− Ff (µ) =

∫ t

0

⟨∇Ff (Φt(φ)),A(Φt(φ))⟩Φt(φ)

=

∫ t

0

⟨∇Ff (Φt(φ)),Z(Φt(φ))⟩Φt(φ)

=

∫ t

0

∫
M

⟨∇f ◦ Φs(φ), Z(Ms(p(φ)) ◦ Φs(φ)⟩dvol ds

=

∫ t

0

∫
M

⟨∇f(x), Z(Ms(p(φ)))(x)⟩dMs(p(φ)) ds

In particular, (Mt)t≥0 is solution to the following autonomous equation:

Ṁt(p(φ)) = Z̄(Mt(p(φ))), M0(p(φ)) = p(φ).

To see that (Φt)t≥0 is equivariant, note that, by G-right invariance of A, we have:

d

dt
(Φt(φ) · g) = TRg(Φ̇t(φ)) = A(Φt(φ) · g).

By uniqueness of the solution to (6.2), we obtain that Φt(φ · g) = Φt(φ) · g.
Let (ht)t≥0 be the unique solution to

ḣt(φ) = hht(φ)

(
Ṁt(p(φ))

)
= Z(ht(φ)), h0(φ) = Φ0(φ).

Since (Mt)t≥0 is autonomous, it is clear that (ht)t≥0 is an equivariant autonomous horizontal flow. Moreover,
since Φt and ht are on the same fibers and that G acts freely and transitively on the fibers, there exists a
stochastic process (gt)t≥0 such that

Φt = ht · gt.
Observe that (ht)t≥0 is equivariant as a horizontal lift of a flow on P∞ (see Proposition 4.6). Then, we have

Φt(φ · g) = ht(φ · g) · gt(φ · g) and Φt(φ · g) = Φt(φ) · g = ht(φ) · gt(φ) · g.
Hence, since G acts freely on the fibers of D we get gt(φ · g) = g−1 · gt(φ) · g for all t ≥ 0. Since A is right
invariant for the action of G, it is also the case for its horizontal and vertical parts. Taking the time derivative
yields

Φ̇t = TRgt(ḣt) + Tιht(ġt).

Identifying the horizontal and vertical parts we obtain that TRgt(ḣt) = Z(Φt) and

Tιht ġt = Y (Φt) = TιΦtϖ(Y (Φt)).

Using the properties of the connection form, this yields:

Tιht ġt = Tιht·gtϖ(TRgt(Y (ht))) = TιhtTLgtAd(g−1
t )ϖ(Y (ht)) = TιhtTRgtϖ(Y (ht)).

Formula (6.6) is a direct consequence of (6.5).
□

Following the exact same arguments in the case of Stratonovich’s SDEs we get the following proposition,
which is the infinite-dimensional equivalent of Proposition 2.10.

Proposition 6.2. Let A0,A1, . . . ,AN ∈ Γ2(D) be right invariant vector fields with Ai = Zi+Yi ∈ H D ⊕V D
for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Let (Φt)t≥0 be the diffusion on D solution to

◦dΦt =
N∑
i=1

Ai(Φt) ◦ dW i
t +A0(Φt)dt, Φ0(φ) ∈ D

with Φ0 an equivariant map and let Mt = p(Φt) for all t ≥ 0. Then, (Mt)t≥0 is a diffusion solution to the
following Stratonovich’s SDE

(6.7) ◦d̄Mt =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(Mt) ◦ dW i
t + Z̄0(Mt)dt, M0(µ) = p(Φ0(φ)), ∀φ ∈ Dµ
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Moreover, the stochastic flow (Φt)t≥0 is equivariant and the decomposition (6.1) takes the form Φt = ht · gt
where (ht)t≥0 is the horizontal lift of (Mt)t≥0 and (gt)t≥0 is a vertical process such that for all φ ∈ D :

(6.8) ◦dht(φ) = hht(φ)(◦dMt(p(φ))) = Z(ht(φ)), h0(φ) = Φ0(φ),

and

(6.9) ◦dgt(φ) =
N∑
i=1

TRgt(φ)ϖ(Yi(ht(φ))) ◦ dW i
t + TRgt(φ)ϖ(Y0(ht(φ)))dt, g0(φ) = id.

In particular, (ht)t≥0 is a horizontal equivariant diffusion and (gt)t≥0 satisfies gt(φ · g) = g−1gt(φ) · g for all
g ∈ G and is a right stochastic exponential of a diffusion in the Lie algebra g of G, namely:

(6.10) gt(φ) = ER
(

N∑
i=1

∫ ·

0

ϖYi(hs(φ))) ◦ dW i
s +ϖ(Y0(hs(φ)))ds

)
t

.

We now return to the case where D is endowed with the Riemannian structure we already presented in
Section 4. Each fiber is seen as a submanifold of D fitted with the induced Riemannian structure. The
following propositions are respectively the infinite-dimensional analogous of Proposition 2.15 and Proposition
2.16.

Proposition 6.3. Let (Φt)t≥0 be a diffusion on D such that

(6.11) d∇Φt =

N∑
i=1

Zi(Φt)dW
i
t +Z0(Φt)dt, Φ0(φ) ∈ D ,

where Zi ∈ Γ2
H (D) is a horizontal right invariant vector field for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N with Φ0 an equivariant map

and let (Mt)t≥0 = (p(Φt))t≥0. Then, (Mt)t≥0 is a diffusion solution to the following Itô’s SDE

(6.12) d̄∇̄Mt(µ) =

N∑
i=1

Z̄i(Mt(µ))dW
i
t + Z̄0(Mt(µ))dt, M0(µ) = p(Φ0(φ)), φ ∈ Dµ,

where Z̄i = Tp(Zi) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N . Moreover, the stochastic flow (Φt)t≥0 is equivariant and (Φt)t≥0 is
horizontal. In particular, decomposition (2.19) writes Φt = ht.

Proof. By using the Itô-Stratonovich equivalence on D (Proposition 4.1), we have:

(6.13) ◦dΦt =
N∑
i=1

Zi(Φt) ◦ dW i
t +Z0(Φt)dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇ZiZi(Φt)dt, Φ0(φ) ∈ D .

Since Zi is G-right invariant for i = 0, 1, . . . , N , it is also the case for ∇ZiZi by Proposition 3.14. Thus, we can
apply Proposition 6.2. Since ϖ(H D) = {0} and PV (∇ZiZi) = Nφ(Zi,Zi) = 0 the conclusion follows from
Proposition 3.11. □

Proposition 6.4. Let (Φt)t≥0 be a diffusion on D such that

(6.14) d∇Φt =

N∑
i=1

Yi(Φt)dW
i
t + Y0(Φt)dt, Φ0(φ) ∈ D ,

where Φ0 is an equivariant map and Yi ∈ Γ2
V (D) is a vertical right invariant vector field for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N .

Then, (Φt)t≥0 is an equivariant diffusion. Moreover, the decomposition (6.1) is given by a finite variation
process (ht)t≥0 solution to:

(6.15) dht = −1

2

N∑
i=1

IIht·G(Yi,Yi)(ht)dt, h0(φ) = Φ0(φ)

and



STOCHASTIC PARALLEL TRANSPORT ON THE WASSERSTEIN SPACE 47

d∇G

gt =

N∑
i=1

TRgtϖ (Yi(ht)) ◦ dW i
t + TRgtϖ (Y0(ht)) dt(6.16)

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

(
TRgt

(
∇G
ϖ(Yi(ht))

ϖ(Yi(ht))−ϖ
(
∇G·ht

Yi
Yi(ht)

)))
dt, g0(φ) = id.

Proof. Using the Itô-Stratonovich equivalence on D (Proposition 4.1), it follows that

◦dΦt =
N∑
i=1

Yi(Φt) ◦ dW i
t + Y0(Φt)dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

∇YiYi(Φt)dt.

Since for all i = 0, 1, . . . , N , Yi is right invariant, this is also the case for ∇YiYi and IIG(Yi,Yi) by Proposition
3.14. Thus, we can apply Proposition 6.2. Using the fact that

PHΦt
(◦dΦt) = −1

2

N∑
i=1

IIht·G(Yi,Yi)(Φt)dt = TRgt(◦dtht),

we deduce the equation for (ht)t≥0. The equation of (gt)t≥0 is given by

◦dgt =
N∑
i=1

TRgtϖ (Yi(ht)) ◦ dW i
t + TRgtϖ (Y0(ht)) dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

TRgt
(
ϖ
(
PVgt

(∇YiYi(ht))
))

=

N∑
i=1

TRgtϖ (Yi(ht)) ◦ dW i
t + TRgtϖ (Y0(ht)) dt−

1

2

N∑
i=1

TRgt

(
ϖ
(
∇G·ht

Yi
Yi(ht)

))
.

Applying Itô-Stratonovich conversion on G (see Remark 4.2), we obtain that the above Stratonovich’s SDE is
equivalent to the following Itô’s one:

d∇G

gt =

N∑
i=1

TRgtϖ (Yi(ht)) ◦ dW i
t + TRgtϖ (Y0(ht)) dt

+
1

2

N∑
i=1

(
∇G
TR·ϖ(Yi(ht))

TR·ϖ(Yi(ht))(gt)− TRgt

(
ϖ
(
∇G·ht

Yi
Yi(ht)

)))
dt.

We conclude by applying Proposition [3.14, (1)] to ∇G. □

Remark 6.1. Note that Proposition 6.4 is slightly different from Proposition 2.16 since (gt)t≥0 is presented as
a solution of a Itô’s SDE rather than a Stratonovich’s one. Actually, this is due to the fact that G is both the
group acting on D and the fiber Dvol. Consequently, we can endow G with a canonical Riemannian structure,
which is the one inherited of D . In particular, the term

(
∇G
ϖ(Yi(ht))

ϖ(Yi(ht))−ϖ
(
∇G·ht

Yi
Yi(ht)

))
,

in (6.16) can be interpreted as a difference of volume between the fibers Dvol and Dp(ht).

Remark 6.2. As in the finite dimensional case, the process (Φt)t is vertical if the second fundamental form
vanishes. This is the case if and only if the fibers are totally geodesic (see Remark 2.11), which is not the case in
general. It is due to the fact that the Riemannian exponential depends on the geometry of the variety induced
by the metric and is not, in general, the flow of the considered vector field. In [EM70], the authors show that
geodesic in fibers Dµ are solutions to incompressible Euler equations. The questions of regularity and existence
of solutions for all time t ≥ 0 to these equations for general manifolds are still open.

Remark 6.3. Such decompositions could also be interesting in the context of stochastic partial differential
equations since, as said in [EM70], the group G is the appropriate configuration space for the hydrodynamics
of an incompressible fluid, while SDEs with values on P∞ give rise to mass-preserving SPDEs by considering
the associated densities.
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Appendix A. Technical results

A.1. Hodge decomposition.

Proposition A.1. Let (M, ⟨•, •⟩) be an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold and µ ∈ P∞. Then, the exterior
derivative d admits a unique adjoint d∗µ in L2(M,T ∗M,µ). Moreover, any differential form α ∈ Ωk(M) with
k ≥ 1 decomposes as

(A.1) α = dω1 + d∗µω2 + ω3,

where ω1 ∈ Ωk−1(M), ω2 ∈ Ωk+1(M) and ω3 ∈ Ωk(M) is a harmonic form.

Proof. Let ρ = dµ/dvol and ξ ∈ C∞(M) such that ξ2+m = ρ. The volume measure of the Riemannian manifold
(M, ξ2⟨•, •⟩) is given by ξmdvol. Consequently, d∗µ can be constructed in the usual way as the adjoint of d on
the Riemannian manifold (M, ξ2⟨•, •⟩). In particular, the Hodge decomposition on a Riemannian manifold (see
[Pet16, Theorem 9.1.2]) gives us (A.1). □

Let µ ∈ P∞ and ♯ : ΛkT ∗M → ΛkTM the musical isomorphism, we define the operator divµ : Ωk(M) →
Ωk−1(M) for k ≥ 1 as follows:

♯
(
d∗µα

)
= divµ (♯α) , ∀α ∈ Ωk(M)

In particular, one can check that for A ∈ Γ(M), divµ satisfies:

divµ(A) = div(A) + ⟨∇ log ρ,A⟩.

Corollary A.2. Let A ∈ Γ(M) and µ ∈ P∞. Then, A decomposes in a unique way as

(A.2) A = ∇ϕ+ Y,

where ϕ ∈ C∞(M) and Y ∈ Γ(M) with divµ(Y ) = 0.

Proof. Let A ∈ Γ(M), by applying (A.1) to ♯−1(A) we obtain:

♯−1(A) = df + d∗µω2 + ω3,

where f ∈ C∞(M), ω2 ∈ Ω2(M) and ω3 ∈ Ω1(M) is an harmonic form. Hence,

A = ∇f + divµ(♯ω2) + ♯ω3.

Since the space of harmonic forms is included in ker(d∗µ) (see [Pet16, Lemma 9.1.1]) and (d∗µ)
2 = 0, the vector

field Y = divµ(♯ω2) + ♯ω3 satisfies divµ(Y ) = 0.
□

A.2. Smoothness of the evaluation map. We recall that we consider D as the following Inverse Limit
Hilbert Lie group:

D = ∩s>m/2Ds,

and that, for all s > m/2, the tangent space is given by:

TφDs = {A ◦ φ : A ∈ Γ(M), A ◦ φ ∈ Hs(M,TM)} .
In particular, the map

expφ : TφDs −→ Ds

A ◦ φ 7−→ expφ(A ◦ φ) = exp·(A(·)) ◦ φ,
defines a chart on some neighbourhood of the zero vector in TφDs. Let us define the map

Ex0
: Ds −→M

φ 7−→ φ(x0),

for s > m/2.
We have the following property:

Proposition A.3. Let x0 ∈ M . The map Ex0
: Ds → M is of class C∞ for all s > m/2. In particular,

Ex0
: D →M belongs to C∞(D ,M).
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Proof. Let s > m/2, x0 ∈ M and φ ∈ Ds. Let (U0, exp
−1
φ ) be a chart of φ ∈ Ds with Ũ0 = exp−1

φ (U0) and
(U1, θ) be a chart of x0 ∈M with Ũ1 = θ(U1). The induced map

Ẽx0
: Ũ0 −→ Ũ1,

defined to make the following diagram commutative

U0 U1

Ũ0 Ũ1

Ex0

expφ

Ẽx0

θ

writes

Ẽx0
(A ◦ φ) = θ

(
expφ(x0)(A(φ(x0)))

)
= θ

(
expφ(x0)(E

′
x0
(A ◦ φ))

)
,

where

E′
x0

: TφDs −→ Tφ(x0)M

A ◦ φ 7−→ A(φ(x0)).

The map E′
x0

is obviously linear and by Sobolev inclusion, we have:

|E′
x0
(A ◦ φ)|φ(x0) = |A(φ(x0))|φ(x0) ≤ sup

x∈M
|A(φ(x0))| ≤ C|A ◦ φ|Hs .

Consequently, E′
x0

is smooth as a continuous linear map, thus, so is Ẽx0
as a composition of smooth maps.

Hence, Ex0
is smooth. □

A.3. Lemmas related to Section 4.

Lemma A.4. Let (Ut)t≥0 be a family of measurable maps from M to M . Then,

(A.3) W 2
2 (µt, µs) ≤

∫
M

dM (Us(x), Ut(x))
2dµ(x),

where µt = (Ut)♯µ.

Proposition A.5. Let M be a compact submanifold M of Rd. Then, there exists ε > 0 and a tubular neigh-
borhood Mε := {x ∈ Rd : d(x,M) < ε} such that the projection Pε :Mε →M which minimize the distance, i.e.
|P (x)− x| = infy∈M |y − x| for all x ∈Mε, is smooth.

Proof. This is a classical result in differential geometry, see for example [Lee97]. □

Lemma A.6. Let M be a closed Riemannian submanifold of Rd. There exists a constant κ > 0 such that

|x− y| ≤ dM (x, y) ≤ κ|x− y|, ∀x, y ∈M.

Proof. The left inequality is clear. For the second one, let ε > 0 and Mε := {x ∈ Rd : d(x,M) < ε} such that
Pε is smooth (see Proposition A.5). If x, y ∈M are such that |x− y| ≥ ε, then the quantity

κ1 := sup

{
dM (x, y)

|x− y|
: |x− y| ≥ ε

}
is finite by continuity and compactness. Suppose that |x− y| < ε. Let γt(x, y) := (1− t)x+ ty, it is clear that

dM (x, y) ≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ddtPε(γt(x, y))
∣∣∣∣ dt.

But, ∣∣∣∣ ddtPε(γt(x, y))
∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣TPεγt(x,y)(y − x)

∣∣ ≤ |TPε|∞|x− y|.

By denoting κ2 = |TPε|∞ we obtain the inequality by choosing κ = max(κ1, κ2). □

We include a proof of Lemma 4.14 in this appendix.
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Lemma A.7 (= Lemma 4.14). There exists t0 > 0 such that

lim
n,l→∞

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

d2M (Xn
t (x), X

l
t(x))

]1/2
= 0.

Moreover, t0 depends only on the vector fields Z̃i and may be chosen independently of the initial condition (x, µ).

Proof of Lemma 4.14. Let n ≥ 0. Let Xn
t denote Xn

t (x) and Mn
t denote Mn

t (µ). Using Itô’s formula and
inequalities (4.14), (4.15) we get

d|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2 = 2⟨d(Xn+1
t −Xn

t ), X
n+1
t −Xn

t ⟩+ |d(Xn+1
t −Xn

t )|2

≤ K
(
|Xn+1

t −Xn
t |2 +W 2

2 (M
n
t ,M

n−1
t )

)
dt+ 2

N∑
i=1

〈
Z̃i(X

n+1
t ,Mn

t )− Z̃i(X
n
t ,M

n−1
t ), Xn+1

t −Xn
t

〉
dW i

t .

Now, by using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.15) and the fact that 2ab ≤
a2 + b2, we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

2

N∑
i=1

〈
Z̃i(X

n+1
s ,Mn

s )− Z̃i(X
n
s ,M

n−1
s ), Xn+1

s −Xn
s

〉
dW i

s

∣∣∣∣∣
]

≤ c1E

(∫ t0

0

N∑
i=1

〈
Z̃i(X

n+1
s ,Mn

s )− Z̃i(X
n
s ,M

n−1
s ), Xn+1

s −Xn
s

〉2
dt

) 1
2


≤ c1E

(∫ t0

0

N∑
i=1

∣∣∣Z̃i(Xn+1
s ,Mn

s )− Z̃i(X
n
s ,M

n−1
s )

∣∣∣2 ∣∣Xn+1
s −Xn

s

∣∣2 dt) 1
2


≤ E

( sup
t∈[0,t0]

∣∣Xn+1
t −Xn

t

∣∣2 ∫ t0

0

c1K
(
|Xn+1

s −Xn
s |2 +W 2

2 (M
n
s ,M

n−1
s )

)
ds

) 1
2


≤ 1

2
E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

∣∣Xn+1
t −Xn

t

∣∣2]+ c1
2
E
[∫ t0

0

K
(
|Xn+1

s −Xn
s |2 +W 2

2 (M
n
s ,M

n−1
s )

)
ds

]
,(A.4)

where c1 is the constant in the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. Thus, using Lemmas A.4 and A.6 there
exists κ > 0 such that:

W 2
2 (M

n
s ,M

n−1
s ) ≤

∫
M

d2M (Xn
s (x), X

n−1
s (x))dµ(x) ≤ κ

∫
Rd

|Xn
s (x)−Xn−1

s (x)|2dµ(x).

Hence, by implementing this inequality in (A.4), we get

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2
]
≤ c2E

[∫ t0

0

K

(
|Xn+1

s −Xn
s |2 + κ

∫
Rd

|Xn
s −Xn−1

s |2dµ
)
ds

]

≤
∫ t0

0

c2KE

[
sup
r∈[0,s]

|Xn+1
r −Xn

r |2
]
ds+ c2Kκ

∫ t0

0

E
[∫

Rd
|Xn

s −Xn−1
s |2dµ

]
ds,

where c2 = c1 + 1. By using Grönwall’s lemma, we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2
]
≤ c2Kκe

t0c2K

∫ t0

0

E
[∫

Rd
|Xn

s −Xn−1
s |2dµ

]
ds

≤ c(t0) sup
t∈[0,t0]

E
[∫

Rd
|Xn

t −Xn−1
t |2dµ

]
,(A.5)

where c(t0) = t0c2Kκe
t0c2K . Notice that c(t0) depends only on t0 because the constants in BDG inequality are

independent of the martingales, is continuous in t0, is increasing and c(0) = 0. Note that

(A.6) sup
t∈[0,t0]

E
[
|Xn+1

t −Xn
t |2
]
≤ E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2
]

By implementing (A.6) in (A.5) and integrating with respect to µ, we obtain
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sup
t∈[0,t0]

E
[∫

Rd
|Xn+1

t −Xn
t |2dµ

]
≤ c(t0) sup

t∈[0,t0]

E
[∫

Rd
|Xn

t −Xn−1
t |2dµ

]
.

Iterating this inequality n-times and implementing it in (A.5) leads us to

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2
]
≤ c(t0)

n sup
t∈[0,t0]

E
[∫

Rd
|X1

t − x|2dµ
]
.

By choosing t0 > 0 such that c(t0) < 1 (we can always do it because of the properties of the function c mentioned
above), we obtain that the series with general term

E

[
sup

t∈[0,t0]

∫
Rd

|Xn+1
t −Xn

t |2dµ

]1/2
is convergent. The conclusion follows from Lemma A.6.

□

A.4. Lemmas related to Section 5. Let (φt)t≥0 be a diffusion solution to

(A.7) ◦dφt =
N∑
i=1

Zi(φt) ◦ dW i
t +Z0(φt)dt, φ0 = φ,

with Z0,Z1, . . . ,ZN ∈ Γ2(D) horizontal vector fields. The two following lemmas are just the stochastic analo-
gous of results that can be found in [Gig11, Section 5.3].

Lemma A.8. Let (Ut)t≥0 be a semimartingale along (φt)t≥0 and A ∈ Γ2(D). Then, the following identity
holds:

◦DtNφt (Ut, ◦dφt) = Nφt (Ut,∇◦dφt ◦ dφt) + PVφt
(R(Ut, ◦dφt) ◦ dφt)(A.8)

+Nφt(∇◦dφtUt, ◦dφt) + PHφt

(
O∗

◦dφt(Nφt(Ut, ◦dφt)
)

+Nφt(Nφt(Ut, ◦dφt), ◦dφt).

Proof. Since we are computing quadratic variation, this result is a straightforward corollary of the deterministic
version of this result, see [Gig11, Theorem 5.21].

□

Lemma A.9. Let A,B ∈ Γ(D), then

(A.9) TRg(∇BA) = ∇TRg(B)TRg(A), ∀g ∈ G.

In particular, if A,B ∈ Γ(N) are G-right invariant vector fields, ∇AB is a G-right invariant vector field.

Lemma A.10. Let (Φt)t≥0 be an equivariant diffusion driven by G-right invariant vector fields on D . Let
φ ∈ D and (At)t≥0 be a semimartingale along (Φt(φ))t≥0. Then, we have the following identity:

(A.10) ◦DtTRg(At) = TRg(◦DtAt), ∀g ∈ G,

Proof. The proof is the same as in Lemma 2.12.
□
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