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Abstract. We establish multi-scale convergence theory for a class of Hamilton-Jacobi
PDEs in space of probability measures. They arise from context of hydrodynamic limit
of N -particle deterministic action minimizing (global) Lagrangian dynamics.

From a Lagrangian point of view, this can also be viewed as a limit result on two scale
convergence of action minimizing probability-measure-valued paths. However, we focus on
the Hamiltonian formulation here mostly. We derive and study convergence of the associated
abstract but scalar Hamilton-Jacobi equations, defined in space of probability measures.
There is an infinite dimensional singular averaging structure within these equations. We
develop an indirect variational approach to apply finite dimensional weak K.A.M. theory to
such infinite dimensional setting here. With a weakly interacting particle assumption, the
averaging step only involves that of individual particles, which is implicitly but rigorously
treated using the weak K.A.M. theory. Consequently, we can close the above mentioned
averaging step by identifying limiting Hamiltonian, and arrive at a rigorous convergence
result on solutions of the nonlinear PDEs in space of probability measures.

In technical development parts of the paper, we devise new viscosity solution techniques
regarding projection of equations with a submetry structure in state space, multi-scale con-
vergence for certain abstract Hamilton-Jacobi equations in metric spaces, as well as com-
parison principles for equations in space of probability measures. The space of probability
measure we consider is a special case of Alexandrov metric space with curvature bounded
from below. Since some results are better explained in such metric space setting, we also
develop some techniques in the general settings which are of independent interests.
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1. Introduction

In a 2020 Oberwalfach online workshop, jointly with Toshio Mikami, the author informally
presented a multi-scale convergence theory for a class of Hamilton-Jacobi PDEs in space of
probability measures [47]. We proposed using such a theory to understand hydrodynamic
limit behaviors of certain deterministic global action minimizing collective dynamics. Such
an approach is variational by nature. The purpose of this work is to provide details of
this program. In order to highlight main ideas by addressing difficult issues one step at a
time, in this paper, we only consider situations where the microscopic Hamiltonian particles
are weakly interacting through a mean field. Strongly interacting cases are of course more
interesting. But they will involve additional thermodynamic type variables, such as various
forms of free energies. Hence additional ideas and techniques are needed, we leave them for
future explorations.

1.1. Models of collective dynamics and their limits, formal derivations. We give an
overview on our program at the heuristic level. First, we go through some direct and formal
calculations. Then, we describe the program and its relation with existing approaches.

1.1.1. A particle model. Let H := H(q, p) : Rd × Rd 7→ R be a given function. We define an
associated Hamiltonian ODE systemq̇ = ∇pH(q, p),

ṗ = −∇qH(q, p).
Such system describes movements of a single particle with position variable q and generalized
momentum variable p. We are interested in collective behaviors of N such independently
acting particles. For such purpose, we introduce another Hamiltonian function

HN(q,p) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

H(qi, pi),(1.1)

where the (q,p) :=
(
(q1, p1), . . . , (qN , pN)

)
∈ (Rd × Rd)N . We consider phase space (Rd ×

Rd)N as a normed vector space with a weighted norm

|(q,p)|2N := 1
N

N∑
i=1

(|qi|2 + |pi|2).(1.2)

Let ∇N,p,∇N,q denote gradients for functions in the Hilbert space
(
(Rd ×Rd)N , | · |N

)
. Note

that this is different than the ∇,∇p,∇q we just used a few lines earlier, which are gradients
when Rd or (Rd × Rd)N is endowed with the usual (un-weighted) Euclidean norm | · |. The
conversion relation is that (identified as vectors in (Rd × Rd)N)

∇Nf(q,p) = N∇f(q,p).(1.3)
With these notations and relations clarified, we can write the N -particle level Hamiltonian
dynamic for the HN as q̇i = ∇N,pi

HN(q,p) = ∇pi
H(qi, pi),

ṗi = −∇N,qi
HN(q,p) = −∇qi

H(qi, pi).
(1.4)

The special case where H(q, p) := 1
2 |p|2 −U(q) deserves particular mention as the correspond-

ing dynamic describes Newton’s law in classical mechanics.
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If we introduce additional pair-wise interaction terms, then with proper rescaling on the
time-space variables, one can, in a certain regime, derive the Boltzmann equation in physi-
cist’s hand-waving ways (e.g. Chapters 3.3 and 3.4 in Kardar [59]). Such derivation requires
a physical ansatz (molecular chaos) whose rigorous derivation does not exist so far, and has
been a ground for controversies. We skip the Boltzmann’s kinetic limit and go directly to
the next one – a hydrodynamic limit. In addition to the particle number, we also introduce
anther scaling parameter ϵ := ϵN → 0 as N → ∞. We speed up time and scale down space
to introduce macroscopic variables:

x(t) := xϵ(t) = ϵq( t
ϵ
), P(t) := Pϵ(t) = p( t

ϵ
).

Then

ẋ(t) = q̇( t
ϵ
), Ṗ(t) = 1

ϵ
ṗ( t
ϵ
),

and the Hamiltonian dynamic (1.4) can be re-written as a closed systemẋi(t) = ∇2H
(
xi

ϵ
, Pi

)
,

Ṗi(t) = −1
ϵ
∇1H

(
xi

ϵ
, Pi

)
,

(1.5)

where ∇1H(q, p) := ∇qH(q, p) and ∇2H(q, p) := ∇pH(q, p). A singular perturbation structure
now emerges.

We consider a situation where macro-scale particles don’t escape to infinity too quickly
in the macroscopic scale. We add a confinement potential U ∈ Rd 7→ R by replacing single
particle level Hamiltonian from H into HU(q, p) := H(q, p)−U(ϵq). We also introduce pairwise
weak interaction modeled through a smooth even function V ∈ C2(Rd;R) (hence ∇V (0) = 0
in particular): for given q := (q1, . . . , qN), we define 1

HU,V (q, p; q) := H(q, p) − U(ϵq) − 1
N

N∑
j=1

V
(
ϵ(q − qj)

)
, ∀(q, p) ∈ Rd × Rd.

Equivalently, we can also directly start with a rescaled Hamiltonian in the Hilbert space(
(Rd × Rd)N ; | · |N

)
by

HN

(
x,P

)
:= 1

N

N∑
i=1

(
H

(xi
ϵ
, Pi

)
− U(xi) − 1

N

N∑
j=1

V (xi − xj)
)

(1.6)

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

HU,V (xi
ϵ
, Pi;

x
ϵ

).

Letting ϵ := ϵN → 0 at appropriate speed as N → ∞. A classical problem in this context
is to understand how point-particle level Hamiltonian dynamics given by the HN(x,P) con-
verge to a continuum level dynamic modeled by conservation laws in continuum mechanics.
We approach this issue from an indirect manner. Instead of considering solution to Hamil-
tonian ODE given by the HN converges to system of partial differential equations of the Euler
equation type, we consider convergence of respective Lagrangian actions. Actions are scalar
quantities. In continuum, the Lagrangian action is defined over probability-measure-valued

1Note that we are considering a (mathematically easier) scaling where the perturbative term U(x) := U(ϵq)
is small in the microscopic (q,p)-level but non-ignorable in the macroscopic (x,P)-level, similarly for the
interaction terms V .
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curves. In classical particle mechanics, the method of generating functions characterizes
this action using Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equations. In continuum level, these
equations become defined in space of probability measures. In summary, we are lead to a
mathematical problem on convergence of a class of multi-scale Hamilton-Jacobi PDEs in
space of probability measures. Within the class of (global) action minimizing Lagrangian
dynamics, the associated Hamiltonian operators giving the PDEs enjoy a nonlinear version
of the maximum principle. We can devise abstract (derivative free) viscosity solution tech-
niques, based upon maximum principle, to study such type of Hamilton-Jacobi equations in
space of probability measure, including convergence of solutions. This is precisely what we
do in this paper. We summarize main results and explain some of the new technical tools
we develop for achieving these results in Section 1.2.

1.1.2. One scale mean-field limit. We explain why Hamilton-Jacobi equations in space of
probability measures are natural in our context. To simplify, we do not yet consider the
multi-scale hydrodynamic limit in this subsection. We step back to consider a single scale
mean-field limit for now. That is, we choose ϵ = 1 fixed while N → ∞. To simplify, we even
take the U = 0 = V .

Our problem has an obvious symmetry – the N -particle Hamiltonian HN is invariant under
permutation on particle indices. We consider the position vector q modulo permutation of
particle index as a physical observable variable. To formalize, let GN denote the permutation
group on N indices, it acts on q ∈ (Rd)N by

πq := (qπ(1), . . . , qπ(N)), ∀π ∈ GN , q ∈ (Rd)N .

We use quotient space (Rd)N/GN as the physical space of observables with a quotient metric

d∗
N(q∗, q̂∗) := inf

q∈q∗

q̂∈q̂∗

|q − πq̂|N := inf
π∈GN

√√√√ 1
N

N∑
i=1

|qi − q̂π(i)|2.(1.7)

Note that such space is non-smooth. Singularities arise whenever particles collide (i.e.
qi1 = qi2 = . . . = qil , ∃ i1 ̸= i2 ̸= . . . ̸= iil).

This singular space can be identified with space of empirical probability measures

XN :=
{
σ(dq) := 1

N

N∑
i=1

δqi
(dq) : qi ∈ Rd

}
.(1.8)

Let X := P2(Rd) be the space of all probability measures on Rd with finite second mo-
ment. We denote d the Wasserstein order-2 metric on this space (e.g. Ambrosio, Gigli
and Saváre [3]). Then XN is a closed subspace in the Wasserstein metric space (X, d). If
we identify q∗, q̂∗ with empirical probability measures σ, σ̂ respectively, then by a result
on optimization of linear functional over convex set, and by Birkhoff’s theorem on doubly
stochastic matrix, we have

d(σ, σ̂) = d∗
N(q∗, q̂∗).(1.9)

For a short proof, see for instance the second example on page 5 of Villani [76]. The identity
map of N -point empirical probability measure to the Wasserstein space, therefore, is an
isometric embedding map

pN : XN 7→ X.(1.10)
6



In summary, the quotient metric space
(
(Rd)N/GN , d∗

N

)
can be identified isometrically with

the (XN , d) which is isometrically embedded into (X, d). It is useful to keep the follow-
ing facts in mind: the space (X, d) is a complete separable metric space, it is a geodesic
Alexandrov space with curvature bound below by zero (e.g. Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]
and Villani [77]), we have in current literature a well-developed modern theory on optimal
mass transport ([3,77]) and more generally, a first order calculus theory on Alexandrov met-
ric space[4]. We recall that the d topologizes a version of weak convergence of probability
measures which is narrow convergence plus convergences of moments up to the second order.

We introduce Hamiltonian operator

HNf(q) := HN

(
q,∇Nf(q)

)
.

Next, we shall rewrite Hamiltonian operators in the σ-coordinate. We consider a class of
smooth test functions

f(σ) := ψ(⟨φ⃗, σ⟩) := ψ(⟨φ1, σ⟩, . . . , ⟨φK , σ⟩)(1.11)

= ψ
( 1
N

N∑
i=1

φ1(qi), . . . ,
1
N

N∑
i=1

φK(qi)
)

=: f(q), ∀φi ∈ C1(Rd);

and denote
δf

δσ
=

K∑
k=1

∂kψ(⟨φ⃗, σ⟩)φk.

We have

∇N,qi
f(q) = N∇qi

f(q) =
K∑
k=1

∂kψ
(
⟨φ⃗, σ⟩

)
∇φk(qi) = ∇δf

δσ
(qi).

Therefore

HNf(σ) := HN

(
q,∇Nf(q)

)
=

∫
Rd

H
(
q,∇δf

δσ
(q)

)
σ(dq).(1.12)

These HNs converges to

Hf(σ) :=
∫
Rd×Rd

H(q, P )ν(dq, dP ),(1.13)

where the
ν(dq, dP ) := δ∇ δf

δσ
(q)(dP )σ(dq) = gradσf ∈ P(Rd × Rd).

The last equality above follows by abstract first order calculus result in Alexandrov spaces
(e.g. Lemma 2.44).

At least formally, the above H generates a Lagrangian dynamics given by probability
measure-valued curves. As in the well-known finite dimensional setting, with reasonable
convexity assumptions on the H, Lagrangian actions can be introduced as a dual problem
and evolution of a corresponding global action minimization problem be studied here. Such
minimal action can be described by a Cauchy problem

∂tu(t, σ) = Hu(t, ·)(σ).

Informally, the u(t)s are canonical transformations of a Hamiltonian dynamics in P(Rd)
generated by the H. We will consider such u through an abstraction viscosity solution theory
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for Hamilton-Jacobi equations in P(Rd). 2 Through dynamical programming argument, the
solution u(t) is given by an operator nonlinear semi-group which acts on functions on P(Rd).
Through an adaptation of the Crandall-Liggett theory to the viscosity context (e.g. Feng
and Kurtz [46]), we may simply consider a resolvent version of the operator equation

f − αHf = h.(1.14)

In the above, the H is a first order nonlinear differential operator in Wasserstein space (X, d),
h ∈ Cb(X) and α > 0 are given, f is considered as a solution. Section 4 of Ambrosio and
Feng [1] explains a critical role played by a metric geometry nature of the space (X, d), for
equations of such type. It is known that the class of test functions (1.11) is not sufficiently
large for making sense of the equation. We leave this point for more discussions in later
parts of this introduction section.

Let
fN − αHNfN = hN .

We assume convergence of the hN to h in proper senses. Because that HN converges to the
H, we expect the solutions fns also converge to the f . Such result will bring convergence
of actions on measure-valued curves as N → ∞. Within a probability context, Feng and
Kurtz [46] has generalized the Barles-Perthame techniques to abstract viscosity solution
theory in general metric spaces. Combined with [1], those techniques can be directly applied
to study convergence of a large class of canonical transforms (or actions of minimizer type)
in a single-scale mean-field limit context.

1.1.3. Hydrodynamic limit. In this paper, we consider the hydrodynamic limit problem which
is more complex than the above, because it involves more than one scales. Next, we explain
how to obtain convergence of Hamiltonian operators HN in such situation. For a nice class
of test functions f , we look for a sequence of test functions fN such that fN → f and
HNfN → Hf for some operator H. That is, we verify that HN → H in a properly defined
operator graph convergence sense. We also identify the limit H.

Let xis be those in (1.5), we introduce some new coordinates ρ(t; dx) := 1
N

∑N
i=1 δxi(t)(dx), σ(t; dq) := 1

N

∑N
i=1 δϵ−1xi(t)(dq),

µ(t; dx, dq) := 1
N

∑N
i=1 δxi(t),ϵ−1xi(t)(dx, dq).

(1.15)

It follows that π1
#µ(t) = ρ(t) and π2

#µ(t) = σ(t). See Section 2.2 for the notation of πi and
πi# which are commonly used in optimal transport literature. For test functions of the form
(1.11) with the σ replaced by ρ and the q replaced by x, we have

HNf(ρ) := HN

(
x,∇N,xf

)
=

∫
Rd

(
H

(x
ϵ
,∇δf

δρ
(x)

)
− U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)

)
ρ(dx).

Next, we reveal a hidden separation of scale structure by splitting the coordinates x :=(
x,q(x)

)
:=

(
x, ϵ−1x

)
according to different scales. We take φis to be of the form

φ(x) := φϵ(x) := ϕ(x; ϵ−1x), where ϕ := ϕ(x, q) ∈ C1(Rd × Rd),∇xϕ,∇qϕ ∈ Cb,

2When action critical point instead of global minimizer is considered, the issue of what notion of solution
to use becomes much more subtle. In these cases, the viscosity solution may not always be correct for the
context. See further discussions in Section 1.1.4.
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and write

µ(dx, dq) := ρ(dx)δϵ−1x(dq).

Note that ⟨φ, µ⟩ = ⟨φ, ρ⟩. We re-write test functions

f(ρ) := f(x) := ψ(⟨φ⃗, ρ⟩) = ψ(⟨ϕ⃗, µ⟩) =: f(µ).(1.16)

Then
δf

δρ
(x) =

∑
k

∂kψ
(
⟨φ⃗, ρ⟩

)
φk(x) =

∑
k

∂kψ
(
⟨φ⃗, ρ⟩

)
ϕk

(
x,
x

ϵ

)
(1.17)

∇δf

δρ
(x) =

∑
k

∂kψ
(
⟨φ⃗, ρ⟩

)(
∇xϕk(x,

x

ϵ
) + 1

ϵ
∇qϕk(x,

x

ϵ
)
)

(1.18)

=
(
∇x

δf

δµ

)(
x,
x

ϵ

)
+ 1
ϵ

(
∇q

δf

δµ

)(
x,
x

ϵ

)
.

Consequently

HNf(ρ) =
∫
Rd

{
H

(
q,∇x

δf

δµ
(x, q) + 1

ϵ
∇q

δf

δµ
(x, q)

)
(1.19)

− U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)
}
µ(dq, dx) + oN(1).

The above calculation suggests that we should take a class of perturbed test functions

fN(ρ) := f(ρ) + ϵg(µ),(1.20)

where

f(ρ) := ψ0(⟨φ1, ρ⟩, . . . , ⟨φK , ρ⟩), φk := φk(x) ∈ C1
c (Rd), k = 1, 2, . . . , K;(1.21)

g(µ) := ψ1(⟨ϕ1, µ⟩, . . . , ⟨ϕK , µ⟩), ϕk := ϕk(x, q) ∈ C2
c (Rd × Rd).(1.22)

Note that the g can be understood as both a function of the µ-variable, or a function of the
ρ-variable:

g(µ) = ψ1(⟨φϵ,1, ρ⟩, . . . , ⟨φϵ,K , ρ⟩), φϵ,k(x) := ϕk
(
x,
x

ϵ

)
.

Therefore,

HNfN(ρ) =
∫
R2d

{
H

(
q,∇x

δf

δρ
(x) + ϵ(∇x

δg

δµ
)
(
x, q

)
+ (∇q

δg

δµ
)
(
x, q

))
− U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)

}
µ(dq, dx) + oN(1).

In fact, it is sufficient to consider a special sub-class of the gs in the following forms

g(ρ) = ⟨φϵ, ρ⟩,

where

φϵ(x) = ϕ
(
x,∇δf

δρ
(x); x

ϵ

)
, ϕ(x, P ; q) ∈ C1(Rd × Rd × Rd).(1.23)
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Then
HNfN(ρ)

=
∫
Rd

{
H

(
q,∇x

δf

δρ
(x) + ϵ(∇xϕ)

(
x,∇x

δf

δρ
(x); q

)
+ ϵ

(
D2
x

δf

δρ
(x)

)
· ∇Pϕ

(
x,∇x

δf

δρ
(x); q

)
+ ∇qϕ

(
x,∇x

δf

δρ
(x); q

))
− U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)

}
µ(dx, dq) + oN(1)

=
∫
Rd×Rd

(
H

(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
− U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)

)
δ∇x

δf
δρ

(x)(dP )µ(dx, dq) + oN(1).

Suppose that we can solve an auxiliary PDE problem (where the q is considered as a variable
and the P as a parameter)

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(q)

)
= H̄(P ).(1.24)

By solution, we mean the pair (H̄, ϕ) ∈ R × C(Rd), where H̄ := H̄(P ) is a number and
ϕ := ϕP := ϕ(P ; ·) is a function, both are indexed by P ∈ Rd. Now, if we write

H̄(x, P ; ρ) := H̄(P ) − U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x),(1.25)
then we can conclude that

fN → f, HNfN → Hf

with
Hf(ρ) =

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)µf (dx, dP ), where µf (dx, dP ) := δ∇x
δf
δρ

(dP )ρ(dx)(1.26)

The auxiliary PDE (1.24) is known as a “cell equation”. It is at center of homogenization
theory for Hamilton-Jacobi equations and weak KAM theory for Hamiltonian dynamical
systems in finite dimensions. There is extensive literature on these topics. See, for instance,
Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan [64], Fathi [34–38], E [26, 27], as well as Evans and
Gomez [31–33]. There are also unpublished works of Mañé, which were carried out further
in Contreras-Iturriaga-Paternain-Paternain [15]. See Chapter 9 of [38] for more on Mañé’s
point of view, and related references. In general, we know that there is no smooth C1 class
of ϕ satisfying (1.24) at every q, but a generalized solution in the sense of viscosity solution
can be found. Moreover, the effective Hamiltonian H̄ is always unique and it has several
variational representations. See Appendix B for details. Viscosity solution ϕ for (1.24) can
be non-unique. However, the largest critical sub-solution satisfying certain inequalities can
be characterized explicitly through some dynamical system quantities. See Proposition 1.3 of
Davini, Fathi, Iturriaga and Zavidovique [25], which is summarized in Lemma B.4. For the
above hydrodynamic limit problem, we find a way to proceed rigorously without explicitly
using the ϕ. There are situations where higher order hydrodynamic limits are relevant. In
those cases, knowing the form of such particular solution becomes important. We do not
pursue higher order hydrodynamics in this paper.

To proceed rigorously, we will discover that the above derivation looks nicer than it really
is. The class of f as defined in (1.16) is inadequate for studying well-posedness for (1.14) as
a Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space of probability measures. We need to consider a broader
class of functions f and re-run the above asymptotic in a roundabout way in order to make
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such things rigorous. This is because that the space of probability measures has a singular
nature – it is an Alexandrov metric space with non-negative synthetic curvature. We will
make use of a set of well developed first order calculus by Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré [3], which
is related to a theory of analysis in Alexandrov space as described by recent publication
Alexander, Kapovitch and Petrunin [4]. Due to its importance and technical nature, we
devote a whole Section 2 to recall and refine some existing results which are needed later in
the paper. Ambrosio and Feng [1] uses metric geometry perspective to formulate and prove
well-posedness of Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space of probability measures. See Section 4
of that paper for a closely related Hamilton-Jacobi equation from continuum mechanics.

Consideration of viscosity solution for Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space of probability
measures appeared at least as early as in the late 90s, where Feng [41] derived a specific
PDE model, and called for a need for corresponding comparison principle in order to under-
stand probabilistic large deviation theory for Fleming-Viot stochastic processes. However, a
successful comparison principle for similar type of equations did not appear until later. In
Feng and Katsoulakis [44], 3 the authors realized that Otto-calculus in modern mass trans-
port theory was sufficient for putting many estimates in the right order for comparison of
solutions. The published form of that work did not appear until years later [45]. In be-
tween, more extensive version of the results (including convergence theories) were developed
in context of probabilistic large deviation theory by Feng and Kurtz [46] in a book form —
see Chapters 6,7, 9, and 13.3 there. See also related publications of Feng and Nguyen [49],
Feng and Swiech [50], Feng, Mikami and Zimmer [48] and references therein. The type of
equations with Hamiltonian operator (1.26), however, is a somewhat different story. Even
though the abstract convergence theories still apply, the comparison principle cannot be
directly obtained from above mentioned method. A missing component, in such context,
was found by Ambrosio and Feng [1] using metric-geometry inspired techniques. This lead
to comparison principle for a new class of equations – see Section 4 of that paper. In com-
ing sections of this paper, we will further develop key observations and techniques made in
the above references. Regarding different attempts of defining viscosity solution suited for
equations in space of probability measures, also see Gangbo, Nguyen and Tadurascu [53].
This definition does not lead to uniqueness. Later improvements were made by Gangbo and
collaborators. See in particular Gangbo and Swiech [54] for the use of metric space analysis,
which appeared in the same time as [1], although the explicit use of tangent cone techniques
in Wasserstein space is absent in [54].

1.1.4. Relations with other approaches of hydrodynamic limit. It is important to emphasize
that, as the title reflects, we are not treating hydrodynamic limits for Hamiltonian dynamics
of all initial values. Implicitly, we only consider those paths which correspond to global action
minimizing Lagrangian dynamics. Such restriction has to do with the viscosity solution
techniques we will use, and the finite dimensional weak K.A.M.(Kolomogrov-Arnold-Moser)
results that we will invoke. We also need to emphasize that our approach differs from the
traditional program in that we focus on convergence of actions. It is useful to investigate
other notion(s) of solution for Hamilton-Jacobi equation which is (are) proper for the general
hydrodynamic limit problem. There has been a history on alternative notions of solution
studied in Hamiltonian dynamical system literature. We do not digress the topic further

3See Reference [66] in the first edition of Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré [3] and [78] in the second edition.
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in this article to pursue that direction. We mention that, the formal verification of multi-
scale Hamiltonian convergence that we described above remains valid, no matter we deal
with action minimizers or critical points. Once a new notion of solution is developed in
general canonical transform context, we expect to repeat the procedures developed here
with new techniques to treat those Hamiltonian dynamics involving critical actions that are
not minimal ones.

With the above points in mind, we introduce relevant Hamilton-Jacobi equations in space
of probability measures and study their convergence through an enhanced notion of viscosity
solution, in main text of this paper.

Regarding the 2-scale convergence as mentioned above, we explore physical structure of
the problem to reduce such seemingly infinite-dimensional/infinite-particle averaging prob-
lem to that of only one-particle/finite dimensional problem. As a result, we could invoke
well-developed finite dimensional weak K.A.M. averaging theories to replace the classical er-
godic theory step. For connecting the PDE averaging theories with trajectory based ergodic
type arguments, see Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 4.1 in Evans and Gomes [31] for brief dis-
cussions. From a physical point of view, it is interesting to note that only “micro-canonical
ensemble” given by the effective Hamiltonian H̄ is used here, and that this suffices to char-
acterize the limiting problem. It is perhaps important to point out that this feature has to
do with our initial model assumptions on treating weakly interacting models. Hamiltonian
particle models with strong interaction are of course more physically interesting. It is a
natural next step to consider.

1.2. Notations, assumptions and main results. Throughout, infimum of a function
over empty set is considered +∞ and supremum over empty set is −∞. For a generic metric
space (X, d), we denote M(X), B(X),C(X), Cb(X) respectively the spaces of measurable,
bounded, continuous, bounded continuous functions. By USC(X; R̄) and LSC(X; R̄), we
mean upper-semicontinuous and lower-semicontinuous functions on X with value in extended
real R̄ := R ∪ {±∞}. Similarly, we define M(X; R̄), etc.

In (1.8), we use XN to denote the space of N -particle empirical probability measures. It
can be used to identify with (Rd)N/GN . Such identification is unique up to an isometry. We
define a surjective projection map pN : (Rd)N 7→ XN by

σ := pN(x) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
, ∀x := (x1, . . . , xN) ∈ (Rd)N .

The XN ⊂ X, with the Wasserstein order-2 space (X, d) a separable, metrically complete;
and geodesic and non-negatively curved Alexandrov space. For introduction to Alexandrov
spaces in general, see Burago, Burago and Ivanov [13], and Bridson and Haefliger [12].
For first order calculus and analysis on Alexandrov spaces, see Alexander, Kapovitch and
Petrunin [4]. For specific properties and analysis of the space (X, d) as an Alexandrov space
of non-negative curvature, see Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3] and the thesis of Gigli [55].
In Section 2, we give a very brief review on selected techniques for analysis in these spaces,
which we also use in later sections.

Let H := H(q, p) : Rd × Rd 7→ R. We assume the following structural conditions. Gen-
eralities are not pursued in these conditions, to avoid being side tracked by non-essential
issues. For instance, periodicity assumption in the following Tonelli type condition can be
eliminated under some technical conditions along the lines of Ishii and Siconolfi [58].
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Condition 1.1.
(1) H := H(q, p) ∈ C(Rd × Rd);
(2) for each p ∈ Rd fixed, q 7→ H(q, p) is periodic in the sense that

H(q + k, p) = H(q, p), ∀k := (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd;

(3) for each q ∈ Rd, p 7→ H(q, p) is convex in Rd;
(4) H is uniformly coercive in the p-variable

lim inf
|p|→+∞

inf
q∈Rd

H(q, p) = +∞.

(5) for each q ∈ Rd fixed, p 7→ H(q, p) is super-linear:

lim inf
|p|→∞

H(q, p)
1 + |p|

= +∞.

By a periodic function φ : Rd 7→ R, we mean
φ(q + k) = φ(q), ∀k := (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd.

We use notations Cper(Rd), USCper(Rd) and LSCper(Rd) respectively for set of functions
which is continuous and periodic, upper semi-continuous and periodic, lower semicontinuous
and periodic, etc. We also denote Td := Rd/Zd.

We define
L(q, ξ) := sup

p∈Rd

(
ξ · p− H(q, p)

)
, ∀(q, ξ) ∈ Rd × Rd.(1.27)

Through properties of Legendre transform, we know that such L is convex and super-linear
in ξ as well (provided p 7→ H is), moreover, L ∈ LSC(Rd × Rd) and

inf
(q,ξ)∈Rd×Rd

L(q, ξ) ≥ − sup
q∈Rd

H(q, 0) > −∞.

Therefore, (e.g. Theorem 12.2 on page 104 of Rockafellar [71]),

H(q, p) = sup
ξ∈Rd

(
pξ − L(q, ξ)

)
.(1.28)

The following concept comes from Bangert [6]:

Definition 1.2. We call a probability measure µ ∈ P(R2d) closed, if
(1)

∫
Rd×Rd |ξ|µ(dx, dq) < ∞

(2) ⟨µ,Dqφ · ξ⟩ = 0, for every φ ∈ C∞
per(Rd).

We define, for each v ∈ Rd,

L̄(v) := inf
{ ∫

R2d
L(q, ξ)µ(dq, dξ) : ∀µ ∈ P(R2d) is closed with

∫
R2d

ξµ(dq, dξ) = v
}
.(1.29)

Then, under Condition 1.1, by Proposition B.1 in Appendix B, we have

H̄(P ) := sup
v∈Rd

{
vP − L̄(v)

}
(1.30)

= inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
sup
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ) = sup
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
inf
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ).
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The above implies another equivalent way of introducing the pair (L̄, H̄). We can first define

H̄(P ) = inf
ϕ

sup
q

H(q, P + ∇qϕ),

then the L̄ with expression (1.29) follows through Legendre transform.
There are U and V in the model (1.19). Without pursuing generality, we impose the

following requirements on them.

Condition 1.3. U ∈ Lip(Rd;R+) has sub-linear growth at infinity. That is, there exists a
concave, increasing, sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R+ such that 0 ≤ U(x) ≤ β(|x|).

Condition 1.4. V ∈ Lip(Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd).

For convenience, we also impose almost quadratic growth conditions (in p) on H.

Condition 1.5. There exists c, C > 0 such that

−c+ C−1|p|2 ≤ H(q, p) ≤ c+ C|p|2.(1.31)

Through Legendre transform, the above condition implies an almost quadratic growth
estimate for the Lagrangian as well:

−c+ 1
4C |ξ|2 ≤ L(q, ξ) ≤ c+ C

4 |ξ|2.(1.32)

Condition 1.5 already implies the growth conditions p 7→ H(q, p) in Tonelli type Condi-
tion 1.1. We use it here to confine some technical arguments within the framework of
2-Wasserstein space. In principle, one can relax it if needed by using multiple Wasserstein
metrics with mixed orders.

We define one-particle level Lagrangian in an environment given by all particles q :=
(q1, . . . , qN):

LU,V (q, ξ; q) := L(q, ξ) + U(ϵq) + 1
N

N∑
j=1

V
(
ϵ(q − qj)

)
, ∀(q, ξ) ∈ Rd × Rd.

We also define N -particle level Lagrangian for collective dynamic in the (q, q̇) coordinate

LN(q, ξ) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

LU,V (qi, ξi; q);

or equivalently, in the (x, ẋ)-coordinate:

LN(x,v) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

LU,V
(xi
ϵ
, vi;

x
ϵ

)
.

It follows that

LN(x,v) = sup
{
⟨P,v⟩N −HN(x,P) : P ∈ (Rd)N

}
.
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1.2.1. Actions and equations induced by finite particle collective Lagrangian dynamics. For
the collective dynamics in time interval [0, T ], action of a path z(·) := {z(t) : t ∈ [0, T ]} ∈
C

(
[0, T ]; (Rd)N

)
is defined as

AN [z(·), T ] :=


∫ T

0 LN
(
z(t), ż(t)

)
dt, z(·) ∈ AC

(
[0, T ]; (Rd)N

)
,

+∞, otherwise.
(1.33)

Minimal action with prescribed initial position x0 and terminal position x1 is written as

AN [x0,x1;T ] := inf
{
AN [z(·), T ] : z(0) = x0, z(T ) = x1, z(·) ∈ C

(
[0, T ]; (Rd)N

)}
.

Let hN ∈ C
(
(Rd)N) be such that sup(Rd)N hN < ∞, the following quantity

SN(t,x) := SN(t,x; hN) := sup
y∈(Rd)N

(
hN(y) − AN [x,y; t]

)
.

is a viscosity solution to Cauchy problem∂tSN(t,x) = HN

(
x,∇NSN(t,x)

)
SN(0,x) = hN(x).

(1.34)

It is also useful to consider another related quantity: for every α > 0, we write
fN(x) := RN ;αhN(x)(1.35)

:= sup
{ ∫ ∞

0
e− s

α

(
hN
α

(
z(s)

)
− LN

(
z(s), ż(s)

))
ds :

z(0) = x, z(·) ∈ AC
(
(0,∞); (Rd)N

)
∩ C

(
[0,∞); (Rd)N

)}
.

We denote class of continuous functions with sub-linear growth at infinity and bounded from
above:

CN :=
{
h ∈ C

(
(Rd)N

)
: sup

(Rd)N

h < +∞, lim
|x|→+∞

|h(x)|
1 + |x|

= 0
}
.

Suppose hN ∈ CN , then it is known that the above fN ∈ CN and it is the unique viscosity
solution to

fN(x) − αHN

(
x,∇N fN(x)

)
= hN(x).(1.36)

Moreover, the RN ;α : CN 7→ CN is a nonlinear contractive map and

SN(t,x; hN) = lim
n→∞

R[nt]
N ;n−1hN(x).(1.37)

1.2.2. Actions and equations by effective collective dynamics of infinite particles. We recall
the definition of L̄ as in (1.29), and its Legendre transform H̄ given thereafter. By convexity
arguments, we also have

L̄(v) = sup
P∈Rd

(
Pv − H̄(P )

)
.(1.38)

Let X := P2(Rd) be the space of probability measures with finite second moments, and d
be the Wasserstein order-2 metric on X (see Chapter 7.1 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]).
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The (X, d) ∈ CBB(0) is an Alexandrov space with a notion of synthetic curvature bounded
from below by 0 – See Section 2 for more. With a slight abuse of notation, we also write

L̄U,V (x, v; ρ) :=
(
L̄(v) + U(x)

)
+ (V ∗ ρ)(x), ∀(x, v) ∈ Rd × Rd, ∀ρ ∈ X;(1.39)

and write

L(ν) :=
∫
R2d

L̄U,V (x, v; π1
#ν)ν(dx, dv), ∀ν ∈ P(Rd × Rd),(1.40)

where (π1
#ν)(dx) = ν(dx;Rd). See Section 2.2 for more regarding optimal mass transport

theory and notations.
Let probability-measure-valued curve ρ(·) := {ρ(t) : t ∈ [0, T ]} ∈ AC([0, T ]; X). See

Chapter 1 of [3] for definition of absolute continuous curves in such metric space setting.
Following analysis in Alexandrov space literature, we introduce tangent cones (see beginning
part of Section 2). Following Alexander, Kapovitch and Petrunin [4], we define d

dt
ρ(t) as an

element in this cone (see Definition 2.2 in Section 2 in this paper). Following Ambrosio, Gigli
and Savaré [3], we explicitly identify the tangent cone of the X as a subset of P2(Rd ×Rd) –
see Lemma 2.35) and other related material in Section 2.2. Then, we have

d

dt
ρ(t) = ν(t) := ν(t; dx, dv) ∈ Tanρ(t) ⊂ P2(R2d), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].(1.41)

We define action of the path ρ(·) by

A[ρ(·);T ] :=


∫ T

0 L
(
ν(s)

)
ds, when ρ(·) ∈ AC([0, T ]; X),

+∞, otherwise;
(1.42)

and action with prescribed initial and terminal boundary conditions:

A[ρ0, ρ1;T ] := inf
{
A[σ(·);T ] : σ(·) ∈ C([0, T ]; X), σ = ρ0, σ(T ) = ρ1

}
.

For h ∈ C(X) with supX h < +∞, we write

S(t, ρ) := S(t, ρ;h) := sup
γ∈X

(
h(γ) − A[ρ, γ; t]

)
,

then we expect that the S solves the following Cauchy problem in a proper viscosity solution
sense ∂tS(t, ρ) = H

(
ρ, gradρS(t, ρ)

)
U(0, ρ) = h(ρ),

(1.43)

where the H is some kind of duality to the above given L. Indeed, there is problem here and
we will come back to this point, in a bit.

It is also useful to consider another quantity which is related to the action in (1.42): for
every α > 0, we write

Rαh(ρ) := sup
{ ∫ ∞

0
e− s

α

(
h

α

(
σ(s)

)
− L

(
ν(s)

))
ds : σ(·) ∈ AC

(
[0,∞); X

)
(1.44)

with σ(0) = ρ,
d

ds
σ(s) = ν(s) ∈ Tanσ(s) a.e. s

}
.
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Using well known optimal control arguments, boosted by abstractions to a metric space
setup here (see Lemma 8.18 in [46] for instance), we have that Rα : C 7→ C is a nonlinear
contractive map on some properly defined subset C ⊂ C(X). Moreover,

S(t, ρ;h) = lim
n→∞

R[nt]
n−1h(ρ).(1.45)

It is also expected that f := Rαh is the unique viscosity solution to

f(ρ) − αHf(ρ) = h(ρ),(1.46)

for some properly defined Hamiltonian operator H.
It is a non-trivial issue to rigorously define a PDE in singular Alexandrov spaces. By

singular, we mean space with tangent cone at certain points possibly become not a linear
space. That is, a vector in the tangent cone may not have an opposite in the same cone. See
Lemmas 2.23 and 2.24 for more. It turns out, compared with using differential of a function
(Definition 2.3) in such cases, we will lose information if we use the notion of gradient
(Definition 2.13) – See Lemmas 2.7 and 2.20, see also Lemmas 2.30 , 2.28 and 2.29. The
class of test functions which we can develop calculus also needs to be specified. We will choose
distance-squared functions as building blocks – see Section 2.1.3 and in particular, classes of
simple functions S± and S±,∞ as specified there. Let f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞, by Lemma 2.33 and
Remark 2.34, Lemma 2.48 and Remark 2.51, dρf exists and can be explicitly expressed. It
is tempting to introduce yet anther single-valued Hamiltonian operator

Hf(ρ) := sup
{

(dρf)(ν) − L̄(ν) : ν ∈ Tanρ
}
, ∀f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞,(1.47)

and formulate the above PDE problems (1.43) and (1.46) using the operator H. However,
it is difficult to justify a rigorous asymptotic analysis about the limit from HN to H. For
this reason, we actually use some estimate of the Hf from above and below by introducing
several pairs of Hamiltonian operators, see Section 7.2.2. In particular, let (H0,H1) be
defined according to (6.36)) and (6.37); respectively (H0,H1) be defined according to (7.1)
and (7.3). By Lemma 7.11 and display (7.26), then

Hf0 ≤ H0f0 ≤ H0f0, ∀f0 ∈ S+,∞, and Hf1 ≥ H1f1 ≥ H1f1, ∀f1 ∈ S−,∞.

1.2.3. Main results. This paper consists of mainly two parts. Sections 2, 3, 4 develop some
calculus and viscosity solution theories in general metric spaces. Sections 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9
apply these theories to the hydrodynamic limit problem presented in this introduction. To
highlight our main goal, we only summarize next the two scale hydrodynamic limit results
obtained in Theorems 8.11 and 9.16. See Section 1.4, however, for some comments concerning
abstract arguments in the first part of the paper.

We consider a sequence of functions

({hN}N∈N, h) ⊂ C
(
(Rd)N

)
× . . .× C(X),

and introduce a special class

C :=
{
({hN}N∈N, h) satisfying those requirements in Definition 8.9

}
.
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In particular, ({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C implies convergence of hN → h in the following sense: for
each ρ ∈ X and x := xN := (xN1 , . . . , xNN) ∈ (Rd)N with

ρN(dx) := 1
N

N∑
j=1

δxN
j

(dx)

satisfying limN→∞ d(ρN , ρ) = 0, we have

lim
N

hN(xN) = h(ρ).

We say a bounded from above function h : X 7→ R∪ {−∞} has at most sub-linear growth
to −∞, if the following holds:

h(ρ) ≥ −β ◦ d(ρ, δ0), ∀ρ ∈ X,

for some non-negative sub-linear function β ∈ C(R+). If ({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C, then the h has
at most sub-linear growth to −∞.

Theorem 1.6. [Limit theorem to Hamilton-Jacobi PDEs] Let α > 0 be arbitrary but fixed.
Let h ∈ C(X) with supX h < +∞, and have at most sub-linear growth to −∞. Moreover, we
assume that the h has a modulus of continuity with respect to the d-metric, on every d-metric
balls with finite radius; and that the h is 1-Wasserstein metric dp=1-upper semi-continuous in
the 2-Wasserstein metric space X (see Definition 6.18). Then there is at most one function
f ∈ C(X), with supX f < +∞ and with sub-linearly growing to −∞, such that it is both a
sub-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense of Definition 3.2, to equation

(I − αH0)f ≤ h,

as well as a super-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense, to equation

(I − αH1)f ≥ h.

Moreover, such f = Rαh as given by variational representation (1.44).
Furthermore, let HN := HN(x,P) be defined according to (1.6) with the ϵ := ϵN → 0 as

N → ∞. Suppose that ({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C. Let fN := fN(x) := RN,αhN be the value function
defined in (1.35), which is also the unique viscosity solution to partial differential equation
(1.36). Then, for each ρ ∈ X = P2(Rd) and x := xN := (xN1 , . . . , xNN) ∈ (Rd)N with

ρN(dx) := 1
N

N∑
j=1

δxN
j

(dx)

satisfying limN→∞ d(ρN , ρ) = 0, we have limit

lim
N→∞

fN(xN) = f(ρ),

with limiting function the one given by f = Rαh in the above.

As an important step of proving the above result, we also prove a comparison principle
for sub- and super- solutions of respective equations given by the operators H0 and H1. For
precise statement, see Theorem 7.1.

18



1.3. Comments on physical interests of the main results. A physical significance
of the above result is that it implies convergence of actions. In the hydrodynamic limit
scale, AN [·] defined in (1.33) characterizes deterministic finite-particle-level action minimiz-
ing collective Lagrangian dynamic, and A[·] in (1.42) describes a continuum-level effective
Lagrangian dynamic defined on probability-measure-valued curves. From convergence results
about fN = RN ;αhN → f := Rαh (whenever hN → h), we expect convergence of solution
semigroups SN(·) → S(·) defined in (1.37) and (1.45) (See Remark 9.17). By dynamical
programming principle, and by the arbitrariness of the h and hNs, we conclude AN [·] → A[·].
Since justification for the above arguments are more or less standard, given that the paper
is already long, we do not provide details of these proof, but merely state informally the
following expected result:

AN [·] → A[·] in the sense of Γ-convergence.

Let ρ(·) be an A[·]-action minimizing path. Following (1.41), we write d
dt
ρ(t) = ν(t) ∈

Tanρ(t). We define bulk velocity field

u(t, x) :=
∫
R
vν(t; dv|x).(1.48)

Assuming ∇L̄ is well defined, we also introduce an enhanced phase space measure
µ(t; dx, dv, dP ) := δ∇L̄(v)(dP )ν(t; dx, dv);(1.49)

and momentum measure (which is a Rd-valued signed-measure)

m(t, dx) :=
∫

(v,P )∈Rd×Rd
Pµ(t; dx, dv, dP );

and momentum-flux measure (which is a d× d matrix-valued signed measure):

M(t, dx) :=
∫

(v,P )∈Rd×Rd
(v ⊗ P )µ(t; dx, dv, dP ),(1.50)

where the v ⊗ P :=
(
viPj

)
i,j=1,...,d

means a square matrix. Following the perturbative
computations in Section 3.2 of Feng and Nguyen [49], at least formally, minimizer of the
action A[·] satisfy hyperbolic system of partial differential equations:∂tρ+ divx(ρu) = 0,

∂tm + divxM = ρ∇x(U + 2V ∗ ρ).
(1.51)

In the above, by divxM we mean a vector whose i-th component is ∑d
j=1 ∂jMij where the

M = (Mij)i,j=1,...,d. Of course, P 7→ H̄(P ) may generally not be differentiable at some points,
so is the function v 7→ L̄(v). Such situation corresponds to phase transition.

In this paper, we only considered globally action minimizing dynamics. This is because
of the use of viscosity solution theory. A challenging task for the future is to generalize the
arguments here to those Hamiltonian dynamics which are not global action minimizing, but
rather just critical points of the action functional. This requires a new notion of solution
for Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Even in the context of finite dimension, this is an important
but under-developed field at current time. Once such a PDE theory is ready, the principal
ideas of this paper (namely, multi-scale Hamiltonian convergence implies action convergence,
hence corresponding dynamical trajectories), shall still apply.
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In this paper, we also only considered weakly interacting particles. When we take multi-
scale strong interacting particles into consideration, non-trivial pressure term in (1.51) will
appear. More importantly, we expect the microscopic mechanical energy will be partitioned
into two parts – a slowly varying part which remains to be energy of mechanical nature
(described by particle density and pressure), and another highly oscillating part of the energy
which will become heat. This disorganized form of energy is expected to naturally introduce
the notions of entropy, temperature, and other forms of free energies etc, into such derivation.
Challenging works are still needed for clarifying our understanding on such a picture. For
instance, how mathematically rigorous arguments such as weak KAM type averaging on
more complicated Hamiltonian operators can be used to justify formal physical arguments
historically made using micro-canonical, canonical and grand-canonical ensembles. We hope
the framework proposed in this article provides a testing ground for pursuit of these very
interesting directions in the future.

1.3.1. A toy example of one dimensional ideal gas. In the context of our main result, we
take the special case of

d = 1, H(q, p) = 1
2 |p|2 − U(q), with min

q∈[0,1]
U(q) = 0; and U = 0, V = 0.

Let cU :=
∫
q∈[0,1]

√
Udq. When |P | > cU, we denote λ := λ(P ) > 0 the unique solution to

|P | =
∫
q∈[0,1]

√
2(λ+ U(q))dq.

Lions, Papanicoulou and Varadhan [64] identified that

H̄(P ) =

0 when |P | ≤ cU,

λ(P ) when |P | > cU.

In particular, if we further simplify by taking U ≡ 0, then H̄(P ) = 1
2 |P |2. Suppose that we

introduce conditional variance of the ν(t; dv|x) as defining bulk temperature field

T (t, x) :=
∫
R

|v − u(t, x)|2ν(t; dv|x).

Then
∫
R |v|2ν(t; dv|x) = T (x) + u2(x) and (1.51) becomes ∂tρ+ ∂x(ρu) = 0,

∂t(ρu) + ∂x(ρu2) + ∂xp = 0, where p := ρT

The pressure-temperature-specific-volume relation p = ρT verifies the ideal gas law.
Again, we remind readers that the above construction allows us to only infer properties

about action-minimizing path ρ(·).

1.3.2. Relation to micro-canonical ensemble in statistical mechanics. Our paper here is built
upon PDE analysis for Hamiltonian asymptotic. There is no explicitly use of ergodic argu-
ments on Lagrangian paths. However, some form of ergodicity is hidden in the background
through cell problem (1.24). We illustrate this next from the point of view of one-particle
dynamic in the non-interacting particle model (1.4). For weakly interacting Hamiltonians
given by (1.6), by particle permutation symmetry, the one particle argument can be trans-
ferred to the infinite particle setting through mass transport techniques. This gives some
heuristics on the form of effective Hamiltonian (1.26) through informal classical arguments
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concerning statistical mechanics for particles. For simplicity, we assume that the H ∈ C2.
We also write HP := HP (q, p) := H(q, P + p).

Let xϵ(t) := xi,ϵ(t), Pϵ(t) := Pi,ϵ(t) be those in (1.5), where the i can be any. Sections 3.2
and 3.3 in [31] reveals that, at least along subsequences ϵ := ϵk with k → ∞ if necessary, the
following weak convergence (in t) occurs to a limiting measure-valued process {m(t)}t≥0:

Φ
(
q( t
ϵ
), p( t

ϵ
)
)

⇒w Φ̄t := ⟨Φ,m(t)⟩, ∀Φ ∈ Cc(R2d).

Morover,
xϵ(t) → Qt, Pϵ(t) ⇒w Pt

with Q̇ ∈ ∂P H̄(P ),
Ṗ = 0.

where the ∂P H̄ means sub-gradient for the convex (possibly non-smooth) H̄.
For a given Hamiltonian H, the weak K.A.M. theory offers a number of concepts that

characterize large time asymptotic sets, in different senses, for global action minimizing
dynamics. See Fathi [38] for instance. In Appendix B.2, we give a highly condensed summary
on Mather Measure MH, projected Mather Measure MH, Mather set MH, projected Mather
set MH, and projected Aubry set AH, for definitions as well as their relations.

The measures m(t) ∈ MHP have interesting structures. To clarify, we follow Sections 4.1
and 6 of Evans and Gomez [31] by invoking the Lipschitz graph theorem which originally ap-
peared in Mather [67]. Such theorem has been further developed by Fathi and Siconolfi [39],
[40], Fathi [38], among others. Let ϕ be any viscosity solution to the cell equation (1.24).
Then it is differentiable in the classical sense for every point in the projected Mather set
q ∈ MHP (See Appendix B.2 for definition). Moreover, there exists finite constant C > 0
such that

|∇qϕ− ∇q′ϕ| ≤ C|q − q′|, ∀q, q′ ∈ MHP .

In fact, the above also holds for q, q′ ∈ AHP the projected Aubry set [39]. The projected
Aubry set is a larger set than the projected Mather set – Lemma B.3. The Lipschitz graph
theorem implies that, for a.e. each t fixed, mP := mP (t) has the structure

mP (dq, dp) := δ∇qϕ(dp)σ(dq) = δ{(q,p): s.t.HP (q,p)=H̄}mP (dq, dp),

for some σ ∈ MHP (the set of projected Mather measures). Note that, for all of the above
quantities, the H̄(P ) is unique (by a comparison principle type argument) and H̄ = ⟨H,m(t)⟩.
However, ϕ can be non-unique, and the σ can be non-unique.

On the surface, the above arguments seem to give us a type of ergodic result for the
Hamiltonian dynamics (1.4), at least along subsequences ϵ := ϵk → 0. Such view point is
correct, however, only for those trajectories which are global (in time) action minimizers
that satisfy (1.4). Nothing is said for all trajectories with arbitrary initial position-velocity
vectors. Conceptually, the mP (t) is a kind of micro-canonical measure used in classical
statistical mechanics arguments. However, there are subtleties that can destroy some classical
informal arguments used in hydrodynamic limit derivations. We explain this point next.

Typical physics textbooks define the micro-canonical ensemble as a uniform measure on
the energy shell. First, we introduce a family of phase-volume measures indexed by energy
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levels E: with χ(r) := 1[0,+∞)(r), we define

Γ(E;φ) :=
∫

H(q,p)≤E
φ(q, p)dqdp

=
∫

(q,p)∈Rd×Rd
χ(E − H(q, p))φ(q, p)dqdp, ∀φ ∈ Cb(Rd × Rd).

Second, denoting Hs the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure, the micro-canonical measure for
Hamiltonian H at energy level E is introduced as

mH
m.c.(E;φ) := ∂EΓ(E;φ)

∂EΓ(E; 1) =
∫

H(q,p)=E
φ(q,p)
|∇H| dH

2d−1∫
H(q,p)=E

1
|∇H|dH2d−1 , ∀φ ∈ Cc(Rd × Rd),

where the last identity follows from the co-area formula (e.g. Proposition 3 on pages 118-119
of Evans and Gariepy [30]). In general, minimizing Mather measures (and the projected
Mather measure σ) are not unique. There are also examples where projected Mather mea-
sures have non-smooth singular support. Consequently, in general,

mP (dq, dp) ̸= mHP

m.c.(H̄; dq, dp).

1.4. Comments on technical developments. In the process of establishing a Hamilton-
Jacobi theory for hydrodynamic limit in this paper, we also develop abstract mathematical
techniques which can be of independent interests on their own. They include

(1) projections of Hamilton-Jacobi equations given by metric foliation structures/submetry
maps (see results with varying levels of generalities in Sections 3.2 and 3.3 and 3.4);

(2) generalized Barles-Perthame half-relaxed limit arguments [8, 9] for Hamilton-Jacobi
equations in metric spaces (Theorem 4.17 and Lemma 4.26 in Section 4);

(3) reduction techniques for averaging of infinite-particle-Hamiltonian to that of single-
particle-level (Sections 5,6). This compliments a method formally introduced in Sec-
tion 4 in Feng, Mikami and Zimmer [48], which was illustrated in a stochastic model
context.

(4) comparison principles for a new class of Hamilton-Jacobi equations in space of prob-
ability measures by critical use of Alexandrov space tangent cone structures (see
Sections 7, 8 and 9), as well as clarification on relations among different definitions
of Hamiltonian operators in such context.

The first two items on the above list are developed in a general metric space context, which is
free of curvature assumptions. The notion of viscosity solution for Hamilton-Jacobi theory is
a derivative-free one. In the parts of this paper involving Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space
of probability measure, we try to explain everything through an Alexandrov-metric-space
perspective. We hope this clarified many issues. However, in a few places, we have to go
back relying upon techniques specific to optimal transport theory. We are uncertain if the key
properties used, in these places, can still be extracted into abstract arguments with metric-
geometry nature. One such instance is the viscosity regularization-extension techniques in
Section 8 (Lemmas 8.2 and 8.6), which relied upon optimal transport Lemmas 2.62 and 2.64.
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2. First order calculus in Wasserstein space as an Alexandrov metric space

The discussions in previous section highlight a need in understanding first order calculus on
functions defined on Wasserstein space of probability measures. Therefore, before engaging
in an averaging theory for Hamilton-Jacobi equations in such space, we take a detour to
recall and improve some results in such direction. In fact, the Wasserstein space is a special
case of Alexandrov metric spaces with a notion of synthetic curvature bounded from below
by zero. Some of our results in this paper are best presented as properties of Alexandrov
spaces to reveal their true natures. In addition, we couldn’t find some needed technical
tools from existing literature to rigorously realize our above outlined program. Hence, we
develop them here, for instance Lemmas 2.21,2.28,2.43, 2.52, 2.62 etc. Consequently, in the
following, we start with Alexandrov metric spaces first, then we focus on Wasserstein spaces.
For expositions on Alexandrov spaces, we follow presentations of Bridson and Haefliger [12],
Burago, Burago and Ivanov [13], Petrunin [70], Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3], Alexander,
Kapovitch and Petrunin [4]. For Wasserstein spaces, we follow Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]
and Gigli [55], Villani [76, 77].

Following [4], we denote CBB(κ) the collection of Alexandrov metric spaces with curvature
bounded from below by κ ∈ R. For each x ∈ X, we introduce tangent cone Tanx := TanxX
as a Euclidean cone over the space of directions (defined below, e.g. [4]), endowed with a
cone metric dx. We recall the following basic definitions, concepts and properties. Given
x, y ∈ X, a constant speed connecting geodesic is a parameterized path u : [0, T ] ⊂ R 7→ X
such that d(u(t), u(s)) = |t−s|

T
d(x, y). In particular, when we take T := d(x, y), the metric

derivative of this curve (e.g. Chapter 1, [3]) is one, we call it unit speed geodesic. Let Gx

be the set of all constant speed geodesics starting from x. For each u, v ∈ Gx, we define the
following notion of angle (mimicking the cosin law of Euclidean space)

cos∡x(u, v) := lim inf
s,t→0+

d2(u(t), x) + d2(v(s), x) − d2(u(t), v(s))
2d(u(t), x)d(v(s), x) .

Then ∡x is a pseudo-metric on the space Gx. We define an equivalent relation that u ∼ v if
∡x(u, v) = 0. Let

⇑yx:= {unit speed geodesics from x to y}.(2.1)
The space of geodesic directions at x is defined by a quotient space

Σ′
x := ∪y∈X

y ̸=x
⇑yx / ∼ .

We define space of directions (Σx,∡x) as completion of the (Σ′
x,∡x). We also define the

tangent cone (Tanx, dx) as Euclidean cone of the space of directions (Σx,∡x) (e.g. Definition
5.6 on page 59 of [12]). We denote apex of the cone by o := ox and write |u|x := dx(u, ox).
Then, for every u, v ∈ Tanx,

d2
x(u, v) = |u|2x + |v|2x − 2|u|x|v|x cos∡x(u, v).(2.2)

A scalar product on Tanx can be introduced by setting

⟨u, v⟩x := 1
2

(
|u|2x + |v|2x − d2

x(u, v)
)

= |u|x|v|x cos∡x(u, v), ∀u, v ∈ Tanx.(2.3)

For u, v which are constant speed geodesics, the above defining relations also give us

d2
x(u, v) =

(
lim
t→0+

d(u(t), v(t))
t

)2
.(2.4)
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In general, (Tanx, dx) may not even be a length metric space (e.g. Halbeisen [56]) even if the
X is. However, Corollary 5.11 on page 62 of [12] gives a characterization of Euclidean cone
to be geodesic under a geodesic space assumption on the space of directions generating the
cone.

In the above construction, we took completion of the (Σ′,∡x) to arrive at the space of
directions (Σ,∡x), then took (Tanx, dx) as the Euclidean cone of (Σ,∡x). If, instead of the
above, we take Euclidean cone of the (Σ′,∡x) as (Tan′

x, dx), then metric completion of the
Tan′

x, we arrive at the same tangent cone (Tanx, dx). The set Tan′
x can be identified with

geodesics starting at x with arbitrary speed modulo equivalent class given by relation

u ∼ v if and only if d(u(t), v(t)) = o(t), as t → 0+.

[4] calls such Tan′
x space of geodesic tangent vectors at x.

We again recall the definition of ⇑yx, the set of unit speed geodesics connecting x and y,
as given in (2.1). To emphasize explicit parameter dependence of an element geod[x,y] ∈⇑yx,
we write geod[x,y](t) for t ∈ [0, d(x, y)]. Geodesics do not split in Alexandrov space with
curvature bounded from below (e.g. Section 8.37 on page 81 of [4]). For each u ∈⇑yx⊂ Σ′

x ⊂
Σx with y ̸= x, we may re-parametrize the curve so that it becomes an arbitrary positive
constant speed curve. For t > 0, we denote such re-parametrized curve t · u such that
|t · u|x := t. We denote t· ⇑yx⊂ Σ′

x the set of such re-parametrized curves. If a metric space
X has the property that ⇑yx is non-empty for every x, y ∈ X, then such X is called a geodesic
space. Within context of this section, to simplify, we assume without further mentioning
that the space (X, d) ∈ CBB(κ) is geodesic, and also that it is a complete metric space. A
number of different definitions on Alexandrov spaces relying on properties involving angles,
triangles, short maps, concavity/convexity, etc etc, become equivalent under such assumption
(see Chapter 8 of [4]). When multiple spaces are involved, we may introduce subindex on
the metric d := dX to emphasize dependency on the space X 4.

2.1. First order calculus in Alexandrov metric space. For a function f : X 7→ R̄, we
denote its domain

Dom[f ] := {x ∈ X : |f(x)| < ∞}.

There are versions of semi-convexity -concavity relative to a curvature bound (above or
below) κ ∈ R that one can introduce – see Definition 3.17 in [4]. However, for simplicity,
we use only the following version. Since all concrete examples that we care about at in the
CBB(κ = 0) case, such simplification is good enough for our purpose.

Definition 2.1 (Semi-concavity / convexity). A lower semi-continuous function f : X 7→ R∪
{−∞} is λ-concave for some λ ∈ R if: for every unit speed geodesic z := {z(t)}t ⊂ Dom[f ],

t 7→ f(z(t)) − λ
t2

2
is concave. We also call f to be λ-convex if −f is λ-concave.

0-convex (resp. 0-concave) functions are called convex (resp. concave) functions respec-
tively.

4Such notation dX should be distinguished from the dx – the latter means a metric on the tangent cone
at point x.
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If for every x ∈ Dom[f ], there exists a neighborhood and a λ ∈ R such that the restriction
of f to this neighborhood is λ-concave (resp. λ-convex), then f is called semi-concave (resp.
semi-convex). We denote SCC(X; R̄) the collections of semi-concave functions over X.

2.1.1. Notions of differentials. This subsection follows [4] and

Definition 2.2 (Velocity of curve). Let x(·) : [0,∞) 7→ X with x(0) = x0. We say that
v ∈ Tanx0 is the right derivative of the curve x(t) at t = 0, denoted

x+(0) := d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0+

x(t) = v,

if the following holds: For some (and therefore any) sequence of geodesic tangent vectors
vn ∈ Tan′

x0 with corresponding geodesics {xn(·)}t, such that vn → v ∈ (Tanx0 , dx0), we have

lim sup
n→∞

lim sup
ϵ→0

1
ϵ
d(x(ϵ), xn(ϵ)) = 0.

Definition 2.3 (Differential). Suppose that f : X 7→ R̄. Let x0 ∈ Dom[f ]. We define a map
dx0f : Tanx0 7→ R as differential of f at x0, provided this map satisfies the following: for every
v ∈ Tanx0 and every curve x(·) : [0,∞) 7→ X with x(0) = x0 and d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0+

x(0) = v ∈ Tanx0 ,
we have

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0+

f
(
x(t)

)
=

(
dx0f

)
(v).

Lemma 2.4 (Proposition 6.16 of [4]). Suppose that f : X 7→ R̄ is locally Lipschitz and
semi-concave, then dxf is uniquely defined for each x ∈ Dom[f ].

The following Lemma 2.7 is a metric space analysis version of the first variation formula.
See for instance, Section 8.42 on page 84 of [4] or Chapter 4.5 of [13]. The version in [4] is the
most general and clean. However, to state results in such way requires introducing a concept
called “ultra-power” Xω of the metric space X, which can be quite involved. We extract a
useful property in the proof and formulate it as a condition. Such condition always holds
when the X is locally compact (see proof of Corollary 4.5.7 in [13]). In general, it follows
if a multiple weak-strong topology argument work, which is indeed the case in Wasserstein
order-2 metric space example.

Condition 2.5. For every xn, x, yn, y ∈ X with limn→∞ d(xn, x) + d(yn, y) = 0, and ev-
ery un ∈⇑yn

xn
, there exists a subsequence n(k) such that un(k) := {un(k)(t)}t as a unit speed

parametrized curve converge uniformly in t (as k → ∞) to another unit speed parametrized
curve u0 := {u0(t)}t with u0 ∈⇑yx.

Example 2.6. In Section 2.2, we will consider order-2 Wasserstein space (X := P2(Rd), d).
This is a metrically complete geodesic CBB(0) space. It is non-locally compact but Condi-
tion 2.5 is still satisfied. Verification of the condition goes as follow. We refer to the next
section for definition of notations and basic results on Wasserstein spaces.

Convergence of geodesic end points d(ρn, ρ) + d(γn, γ) = 0 implies relative compactness
in order-2 Wasserstein metric topology in P2(R2d) of any sequence of optimal plans mn ∈
Γopt(ρn, γn). By an explicit geodesic characterization result using maps from the mns –
See Theorem 7.2.2 of [3], we conclude convergence along subsequence of geodesic curves as
required by Condition 2.5.
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Lemma 2.7. Let (X, d) ∈ CBB(κ) for some κ ∈ R. We also assume that it is a geodesic
metric space and metrically complete. Then for every y ̸= x,(

dxdisty
)
(v) ≤ inf

ξ∈⇑y
x

−⟨ξ, v⟩x, ∀v ∈ Tanx.

If furthermore, Condition 2.5 holds, then(
dxdisty

)
(v) = inf

ξ∈⇑y
x

−⟨ξ, v⟩x, ∀v ∈ Tanx.

Proof. With some notational changes, the proof in Theorem 4.5.6. in [13] can be adapted
here. □

In Hilbert space situation, if f is semi-concave, then x 7→ ∇xf is an semi-accretive opera-
tor. This brings up a host of related variational inequalities. Next, we state a result of this
kind in CBB space situation. For simplicity and direct relevance to this article, we assume
(X, d) ∈ CBB(0). However, general result also hold for any κ ∈ R by using special functions.
See Section E of Chapter 13 in [4] for details.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose (X, d) ∈ CBB(0). Let x, y ∈ X with x ̸= y. Suppose that f : X 7→ R
is locally Lipschitz and λ-concave, and that any geodesic segment between x, y ∈ X belongs
to Dom[f ]. Then

(1)

(dxf)
(
v

)
≥
f(y) − f(x) − λ

2 d2(x, y)
d(x, y) , ∀v ∈⇑yx(2.5)

(2)
(dxf)(ξ) + (dyf)(η) ≥ −λd(x, y), ∀ξ ∈⇑yx, η ∈⇑xy .

In particular,(
dx

dist2
y

2
)
(u) +

(
dy

dist2
x

2
)
(v) ≥ −d2(x, y), ∀u ∈⇑yx, v ∈⇑xy .

Proof. The proof of Lemma 13.24 in [4] works for the differential inequalities here as well,
although the statement of that lemma was a weaker one involving gradient estimate only. □

Definition 2.9. We also define several versions of local Lipschitz constant which measure
respectively upward- downward- and overall- slopes of a function:

|D+
x f | := lim sup

y→x
y ̸=x

(
f(y) − f(x)

)
∨ 0

d(x, y) ,

|D−
x f | := lim sup

y→x
y ̸=x

(
f(x) − f(y)

)
∨ 0

d(x, y) ,

|Dxf | := lim sup
y→x
y ̸=x

|f(y) − f(x)|
d(x, y) = |D+

x f | ∨ |D−
x f |.

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, d) ∈ CBB(0). Suppose that f : X 7→ R̄ is locally Lipschitz and
semi-concave, then

(1) dxf is uniquely defined for each x ∈ Dom[f ];
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(2) the map v 7→ (dxf)(v) : Tanx 7→ R is Lipschitz;
(3) Lipschitz constant of the map dxf is no bigger than |Dxf |:

sup
u̸=v

u,v∈Tanx

|(dxf)(u) − (dxf)(v)|
dx(u, v)

≤ |Dxf |;

(4) the following hold

sup
ξ∈Tanx,
|ξ|x=1

((
dxf

)
(ξ)

)
∨ 0 = |D+

x f |,

sup
ξ∈Tanx,
|ξ|x=1

((
dx(−f)

)
(ξ)

)
∨ 0 = |D−

x f |,

sup
ξ∈Tanx,
|ξ|x=1

|dxf(ξ)| = |Dxf |.

Proof. For the first three parts, see Proposition 6.16 of [4]. We only prove the fourth property.
Take y ∈ X and let ξ ∈⇑yx. First,

(dxf)(ξ) = lim
t→0+

f(geod[x,y](t)) − f(x)
t

≤ lim sup
z→x

(f(z) − f(x)) ∨ 0
d(x, z) = |D+

x f |.

Hence supξ(dxf)(ξ) ≤ |D+
x f |. Second, by (2.5),

Rf (x, y) :=
f(y) − f(x) − λ

2 d2(x, y)
d(x, y) ≤

(
dxf

)
(ξ) ≤ sup

ξ
(dxf)(ξ).

Hence, when |D+
x f | > 0,

lim
ϵ→0+

sup
y:d(y,x)<ϵ

Rf (x, y) ≥ lim
ϵ→0+

sup
{y:d(y,x)<ϵ}∩{y:f(y)≥f(x)}

Rf (x, y) = |D+
x f |.

However, when |D+
x f | = 0, we cannot show that the set {y : d(y, x) < ϵ} ∩ {y : f(y) ≥ f(x)}

is non-empty for some ϵ > 0 sufficiently small. But, we can still conclude the trivial inequality
|D+

x f | = 0 ≤ supξ(dxf)(ξ) ∨ 0. □

Remark 2.11. We note here that, a notion of gradient ∇xf can be defined for semi-concave
function f in CBB spaces, see Definition 2.13 next. In particular (Lemma 2.14), when
|∇xf |x > 0, it holds that

sup
ξ∈Tanx,
|ξ|x=1

(
dxf

)
(ξ) = |∇xf |x.

Example 2.12. Let (X, d) be a general complete length metric space (no curvature bound
assumption needed). Lemma 2.1 in Ambrosio and Feng [1] shows the following

|D+
x disty| ≤ 1, |D−

x disty| = 1, ∀x ̸= y.

In general, it can happen that |D+
x disty| < 1. In fact, if |D+

x disty| = 1, then x is called y-
straight by Definition 8.10 of Alexander, Kapovitch and Petrunin [4], and denoted x ∈ Str[y].
With additional assumption X ∈ CBB, it is proved (e.g. Theorem 8.11 in [4]) that the set

27



Str[y] is a dense Gδ set for every y ∈ X. Moreover, for every x ∈ Str[y], there is a unique
constant speed connecting geodesic between x and y.

2.1.2. Gradient calculus.

Definition 2.13 (Gradient). Suppose that f : X 7→ R̄ is locally Lipschitz and semi-concave.
Let x ∈ Dom[f ]. We define the gradient of f at x as an element ∇xf ∈ Tanx, such that

(1)
(
dxf

)
(v) ≤ ⟨∇xf, v⟩x, for every v ∈ Tanx;

(2)
(
dxf

)
(∇xf) = |∇xf |2x.

Lemma 2.14 (Direction of steppest ascend). Let f : X 7→ R be locally Lipschitz and semi-
concave. Then, for every x ∈ X, there exists a unique gradient ∇xf ∈ Tanx. Moreover, when
|∇xf |x > 0,

(1) there exists a unique maximizer ξ∗ of

s := sup
{
(dxf)(ξ) : ξ ∈ Tanx with |ξ|x = 1

}
,

which is given by
∇xf

|∇xf |x
∈ Tanx.

(2)

|∇xf |x = sup
{
(dxf)(ξ) : ξ ∈ Tanx with |ξ|x = 1

}
.

Proof. See Section 13.E and Lemma 13.20 of [4]. □

Lemma 2.15 (Monotonicity of gradient on semi-concave functions). Let U : X 7→ R be
semi-concave and locally Lipschitz, x, y ∈ X, and v ∈⇑yx . Then ⟨v,∇xU⟩x ≥ (dxU)(v) and

⟨v,∇xU⟩x + ⟨u,∇yU⟩y ≥ −λd(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ X, v ∈⇑yx, u ∈⇑xy .(2.6)

In Alexandrov spaces, the tangent cone can be singular. In particular, suppose u ∈ Tanx,
there maybe no notion of opposite direction of u in the tangent cone. The concept of polar
helps to clarify such situations.

Definition 2.16 (Polar vector). Two elements u, v ∈ Tanx are called polar if

⟨u,w⟩x + ⟨v, w⟩x ≥ 0, ∀w ∈ Tanx.

More generally, u ∈ Tanx is called polar to a set V ⊂ Tanx if

⟨u,w⟩x + sup
v∈V

⟨v, w⟩x ≥ 0, ∀w ∈ Tanx.

We denote the collection of such u as V ◦.

The explicit expression in the first variation Lemma 2.7 gives us the following.

Lemma 2.17. Let x ̸= y, then

(dxdisty)(u) + (dxdisty)(v) ≤ 0,

for every u, v ∈ Tanx which are polar with respect to each other.
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Given any element in a tangent cone, we want to find another element in the tangent cone
that makes angle between the two elements as wide as possible. Moreover, we want size of
the new element to measure the size projected along direction of the original element. These
considerations motivate the following concept. If the tangent cone is Hilbertian, we expect
the new element to coincide with notion of opposite to the original element.

Definition 2.18 (Extremal polar vector u∗). Given a u ∈ Tanx, an extremal polar vector is
defined to be an element u∗ ∈ Tanx which is polar to u and additionally satisfies

⟨u∗, u∗⟩x + ⟨u∗, u⟩x = 0.

Lemma 2.19. For each u ∈ Tanx, there exists a unique extremal polar u∗ ∈ Tanx. In
particular, |u∗|x ≤ |u|x.

Proof. The result follow as a special case of the anti-sum lemma in Section F in Chapter 13
of [4]. □

It follows from the above that, if Tanx and u ∈ Tanx are such that ∡x(u, v) ≤ π/2 for
every v ∈ Tanx, then the unique u∗ = ox.

Note that x 7→ dist2
y(x) is a 2-concave function in CBB(0) space (see Corollary 8.24 in [4]

for this, as well as Section D in Chapter 8 of that book for general case of CBB(κ) with
κ ∈ R ).

Lemma 2.20. Let x ̸= y and Condition 2.5 holds. Then
(1) ∇xdisty ∈ (⇑yx)◦.
(2) if we additionally assume that the set ⇑yx:= {↑yx} consists of a singleton 5, then

∇xdisty = (↑yx)∗ is the extremal polar to the ↑yx.

Proof. ∇xdisty ∈ (⇑yx)◦ because of Lemma 2.7:
⟨∇xdisty, η⟩x ≥ (dxdisty)(η) = − inf

ξ∈⇑y
x

⟨ξ, η⟩x.

If ⇑yx= {↑yx} is a singleton, then ∇xdisty is polar to the ↑yx. Moreover, from the second
defining property of gradient, it follows that

|∇xdisty|2 = −⟨∇xdisty, ↑yx⟩x.
Hence it is the extremal polar. □

The following property made it clear that the “extremal” in the definition of u∗ means
“maximal angle” that u∗ can open with respect to u, within the tangent cone Tanx.

Lemma 2.21. Let u ∈ Tanx be such that |u∗|x > 0. Then

sup
ξ∈Tanx

|ξ|x=1

−⟨u, ξ⟩x = −⟨u, u∗

|u∗|x
⟩x = |u∗|x.

That is, for every u ∈ Tanx with |u|x = 1 and |u∗|x > 0,

sup
ξ∈Tanx

|ξ|x=1

∡x(u, ξ) = ∡x(u,
u∗

|u∗|x
) = arccos

(
− |u∗|x

)
.

5By Theorem 8.11 of [4], this assumption holds if x ∈ Str[y]. Namely, |D+
x disty| = 1.
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Proof. First of all, by definition of polarity,
sup

ξ∈Tanx,|ξ|x=1
−⟨u, ξ⟩x ≤ sup

ξ∈Tanx,|ξ|x=1
⟨u∗, ξ⟩x ≤ |u∗|x|ξ|x cos∡x(u∗, ξ) ≤ |u∗|x.

Second, by definition of extremal polar vector,

max
ξ∈Tanx,|ξ|x=1

−⟨u, ξ⟩x ≥ −⟨u, u
∗

|u∗|
⟩x = |u∗|x.

□

In general, ∡x(u, u∗) ̸= π unless they becomes opposite.
Definition 2.22 (Opposite). We say that u, v ∈ Tanx are opposite to each other (symboli-
cally written u+ v = 0) in either of the following situations

(1) |u|x = |v|x = 0;
(2) ∡x(u, v) = π and |u|x = |v|x.

By definition, ⟨u∗, u⟩x = −|u∗|2x always holds. If the u, u∗ are opposite, we also get the
extra property

⟨u∗, u⟩x = −|u|2x, |u|x = |u∗|x.

Lemma 2.23 (Proposition 13.37 of [4]). For u, v ∈ Tanx to be opposite is equivalent to
⟨u,w⟩x + ⟨v, w⟩x = 0 for every w ∈ Tanx
Lemma 2.24. Let u ∈ Tanx. Then the following are equivalent

(1) the u∗ and u are opposite.
(2) (u∗)∗ = u.
(3) |u∗|x = |u|x.

Proof. Suppose that u∗ and u are opposite, by Lemma 2.23, taking w = u,
|u|2x + ⟨u∗, u⟩x = 0.(2.7)

Hence (u∗)∗ = u (in view of the uniqueness result in Lemma 2.19). Suppose that (u∗)∗ = u,
then (2.7) holds. Combined with the defining relation of u∗, we have

|u|2x = −⟨u∗, u⟩x = |u∗|2x.(2.8)
Suppose that |u|x = |u∗|x. By definition of u∗, (2.8) holds. By the cosin law,

cos∡x(u, u∗) = −1.
Therefore u∗ and u are opposite. □

In the following, we develop a set of new results illustrating relation among the earlier
introduced notions of differential, sub- super- gradient as well as gradient of a Lipschitz
semi-concave function. In particular, their relations with polar of certain geodesics when the
function becomes a distance.
Definition 2.25 (Fréchet super- and sub-gradients). Let f : X 7→ R̄ with f(x) ∈ R. We
respectively denote super-, sub-gradients of f at x by ∂+

x f,∂
−
x f . These are subsets of Tanx

satisfying the following properties.
We say u ∈ ∂+

x f ⊂ Tanx, if there exists a modulus of continuity ωu such that
f(y) − f(x) ≤ sup

v∈d(x,y)·⇑y
x

⟨u, v⟩x + d(x, y)ωu(d(x, y)), ∀y ∈ X.
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If u ∈ Tanx satisfies that, there exists modulus of continuity ωu with

f(y) − f(x) ≤ inf
v∈d(x,y)·⇑y

x

⟨u, v⟩x + d(x, y)ωu(d(x, y)), ∀y ∈ X,

then we say u belongs to a strong super-gradient ∂s,+
x f . It follows then ∂s,+

x f ⊂ ∂s
xf .

Analogously, we say u ∈ ∂−
x f ⊂ Tanx, if there exists a modulus of continuity ωu such that

f(y) − f(x) ≥ inf
v∈d(x,y)·⇑y

x

⟨u, v⟩x − d(x, y)ωu(d(x, y)), ∀y ∈ X.

and u ∈ ∂s,−
x f ⊂ Tanx, if there exists a modulus of continuity ωu with

f(y) − f(x) ≥ sup
v∈d(x,y)·⇑y

x

⟨u, v⟩x − d(x, y)ωu(d(x, y)), ∀y ∈ X.

It follows that ∂s,−
x f ⊂ ∂−

x f .

Lemma 2.26. Let f ∈ Liploc(X) ∩ SCC(X), then

∇xf ∈ ∂s,+
x f.

Proof. This follows from (2.5) and the first defining property of gradient of a semi-concave
function. □

Lemma 2.27. Let f ∈ SCC(X) ∩ Liploc(X) and x ∈ X. Then

|D+
x f | ≤ inf

{
|u|x : u ∈ ∂+

x f
}
.

Note that, by convention, inf over empty set is +∞.

Proof. Let u ∈ ∂+
x f . Then there exists a modulus of continuity ω such that

f(z) − f(x)
d(x, z) ≤ sup

η∈⇑z
x

⟨u, η⟩x + ω(d(x, z)) ≤ |u|x + ω(d(x, z)) ∀z ∈ X.

Therefore the conclusion follows. □

Lemma 2.28. Let x, y ∈ X, x ̸= y and Condition 2.5 holds. Then
(1)

{u∗ : u ∈⇑yx} ⊂
(

⇑yx
)◦

=
(
∂s,+
x disty

)
.(2.9)

(2)

|∇xdisty|x = |D+
x disty| = sup

|v|x=1,
v∈Tanx

(
(dxdisty)(v)

)
∨ 0 = inf

w∈∂+
x disty

|w|x(2.10)

= inf
w∈(⇑y

x)◦
|w|x = inf

w∈∂s,+
x disty

|w|x ≤ inf
u∈⇑y

x

|u∗|x.

(3) ∇xdisty is a minimal element in ∂+
x disty (as well as a minimal element in ∂s,+

x disty)
in the sense that

∇xdisty ∈ ∂+
x disty and |∇xdisty|x = inf

w∈∂s,+
x disty

|w|x.
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Proof. It follows from definitions that {u∗ : u ∈⇑yx} ⊂
(

⇑yx
)◦

.
Denote f := disty, then f is locally concave when bounded away from the point y. Since

the f is at most linearly growing with respect to the metric disty, by selecting a large enough
λ ∈ R+ which may depend on y, through the results in (2.5) and Lemma 2.7, we have that

f(z) − f(x) ≤
(

inf
u∈⇑y

x

−⟨u, ξ⟩x
)
d(x, z) + λ

2 d2(x, z),

≤
(

inf
v∈(⇑y

x)◦
⟨v, ξ⟩x

)
d(x, z) + λ

2 d2(x, z), ∀ξ ∈⇑zx, z ∈ X.

Hence (⇑yx)◦ ⊂ ∂s,+
x f . Next, let w ∈ ∂s,+

x f , then in view of Lemma 2.7 and the defining
inequalities of super-gradients of f at x,

inf
u∈⇑y

x

(
− ⟨u, ξ⟩x

)
= (dxf)(ξ) ≤ ⟨w, ξ⟩x, ∀ξ ∈⇑zx, ∀z ∈ X.(2.11)

That is, w ∈
(

⇑yx
)◦

. Hence ∂s,+
x f ⊂

(
⇑yx

)◦
. Therefore, (2.9) is verified.

Next, we prove (2.10). First,
inf

w∈∂s,+
x f

|w|x ≤ |∇xf |x ≤ sup
|v|=1,
v∈Tanx

(dxf)(v) ∨ 0 = |D+
x f |.

In the above, the first inequality follows because of ∇xf ∈ ∂s,+
x f (Lemma 2.26), the last

equality holds because of Lemma 2.10. To verify the second inequality, we only need to
verify the non-trivial case when |∇xf |x > 0. From Lemma 2.14,

|∇xf |x = (dxf)
( ∇xf

|∇xf |x

)
= sup

|v|=1,
v∈Tanx

(dxf)(v).

Second, in view of Lemma 2.27 and (2.9), we have that
|D+

x f | ≤ inf
w∈∂+

x f
|w|x ≤ inf

w∈∂s,+
x f

|w|x = inf
w∈(⇑y

x)◦
|w|x ≤ inf

u∈⇑y
x

|u∗|x.

Combine the above first and second points, we conclude that (2.10) holds.
Finally, in view of Lemma 2.26 and the identities in (2.10), ∇xf ∈ ∂s,+

x f ⊂ ∂+
x f exists as

a minimal element in ∂+
x f (also in ∂s,+

x f). □

Lemma 2.29. If the following minimax equality holds
sup
|v|=1
v∈Tanx

inf
u∈⇑y

x

−⟨u, v⟩x = inf
u∈⇑y

x

sup
|v|=1
v∈Tanx

−⟨u, v⟩x.(2.12)

Then all quantities in (2.10) are equal.

Proof. To show that (2.12) implies all quantities are equal in (2.10), we notice
inf
u∈⇑y

x

|u∗|x = inf
u∈⇑y

x

sup
|v|=1
v∈Tanx

−⟨u, v⟩x = sup
|v|=1
v∈Tanx

inf
u∈⇑y

x

−⟨u, v⟩x = sup
|v|=1
v∈Tanx

(dxdisty)(v).

□

The inclusion relation (2.9) makes us wonder if the minimal element in ∂s,+
x disty, which

gives the gradient, can also be selected from the subset {u∗ : u ∈⇑yx}. We have the following
result.

32



Lemma 2.30. Let x, y ∈ X, x ̸= y and Condition 2.5 hold. Then there exists a minimizer
u0 ∈⇑yx solving the minimization problem

|u∗
0|x = inf

u∈⇑y
x

|u∗|x.

Assume that all the quantities in (2.10) are equal. Suppose furthermore that minimal element
in either ∂s,+

x disty or ∂+
x disty is unique, then

∇xdisty = u∗
0.(2.13)

Proof. We take a sequence un ∈⇑yx such that
lim
n→∞

|u∗
n|x = inf

u∈⇑y
x

|u∗|x.

By Condition 2.5, there exists another unit speed curve u0 ∈⇑yx such that, up to selection
of a subsequence (still denoted using the n), the uns as curves converges uniformly in time
along subsequences. For CBB spaces, angle between hinges is lower semicontinuous with
respect to convergence of hinges (e.g. Section 8.40 on page 82 of [4] or Theorem 4.3.11 of
[13]). Consequently,

lim inf
n→∞

−⟨un, v⟩x = lim inf
n→∞

− cos∡(un, v) ≥ − cos∡(u0, v) = −⟨u0, v⟩x, ∀v ∈ Σ′
x.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.21,
lim inf
n→∞

|u∗
n|x = lim inf

n→∞
sup
|v|=1
v∈Σ′

x

−⟨un, v⟩x ≥ sup
|v|=1
v∈Σ′

x

−⟨u0, v⟩x = |u∗
0|x.

Hence infu∈⇑y
x

|u∗|x = |u∗
0|.

By (2.9), the u∗
0 ∈ ∂s,+

x disty ⊂ ∂+
x disty. If all quantities in (2.10) are equal, then the u∗

0 is
a minimal element in ∂s,+

x disty as well as a minimal element in ∂+
x disty. Since the ∇xdisty is

also a minimal element in ∂+
x disty and in ∂s,+

x disty (Lemma 2.28), the uniqueness assumption
on minimal element implies (2.20). □

Remark 2.31. Combining all the above results, we discover that differential dxdisty could
contain strictly more information than gradient ∇xdisty, when the x becomes a singular
point in the sense that |D+

x disty| ̸= 1. Because of this, it makes sense for us to work mostly
differentials when formulating first order Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equations in
terms of Hamiltonian operators Hf(x) := H(x, dxf).

2.1.3. Simple functions. Following Petrunin [70], we consider some classes of simple smooth
test functions in (X, d) and their differential properties.

Let
ΨK :=

{
ψ ∈ C2(RK) : ψ ≥ 0, ψ semi-concave, ∂kψ > 0, ∀k = 1, 2, . . . , K

}
.(2.14)

We write
S+ :=

{
f := f(x) := ψ

(
dist2

y1(x), . . . , dist2
yK

(x)
)
, ∀yk ∈ X, ψ ∈ ΨK , K ∈ N

}
,(2.15)

S− :=
{
g := g(y) := −ψ

(
dist2

x1(y), . . . , dist2
xK

(y)
)
, ∀xk ∈ X, ψ ∈ ΨK , K ∈ N}.(2.16)

If situation warrants, we may also write S+
X and S−

X to emphasize the underlying space X.

Lemma 2.32. Every function in S+ is locally semi-concave in (X, d). Respectively, every
function in S− is locally semi-convex.
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Proof. We only verify the claim regarding f ∈ S+, the other can be similarly proved.
Let x, z ∈ X and x(t) be a unit speed connecting geodesic with x(0) = x and x(1) = z.

Since X ∈ CBB, t 7→ dist2
y(x(t)) is semi-concave. That is, D2

t dist2
y(x(t)) ≤ κ for t almost

everywhere. We note that for a λ-concave ψ,
K∑

i,j=1
(∂ijψ)ηiηj ≤ λ

K∑
i=1

|ηi|2, ∀(η1, . . . , ηK) ∈ RK .

Through regularization and approximation, therefore the following holds for t almost every-
where,

D2
t f(x(t)) =

K∑
k=1

∂kψ
(
dist2

y1(x(t)), . . . , dist2
yK

(x(t))
)
D2
t dist2

yk
(x(t))

+
K∑

i,j=1
∂ijψ

(
dist2

y1(x(t)), . . . , dist2
yK

(x(t))
)
Dtdist2

yi
(x(t))Dtdist2

yj
(x(t))

≤ κ
K∑
k=1

∂kψ
(
dist2

y1(x(t)), . . . , dist2
yK

(x(t))
)

+ 4λ
K∑
k=1

|Dtdist2
yk

(x(t))|2.

Hence f is locally semi-concave. We note that the Dtdisty(x(t)) has an explicit expression
given by the first variation formula. □

From Lemma 2.7, we have the following.

Lemma 2.33. Let f ∈ S+, then

(dxf)(v) = 2 inf
ξk∈⇑yk

x
k=1,...,K

K∑
k=1

∂kψ
(
dist2

y1(x), . . . , dist2
yK

(x)
)
distyk

(x)
(

− ⟨ξk, v⟩x
)
, ∀v ∈ Tanx.

Let g ∈ S−, then

(dyg)(u) = −
(
dy(−g)

)
(u)

= 2 sup
ηk∈⇑xk

y

k=1,...,K

K∑
k=1

∂kψ
(
dist2

x1(y), . . . , dist2
xK

(y)
)
distxk

(y)
(
⟨ηk, u⟩y

)
, ∀u ∈ Tany.

We also introduce two slightly larger classes of test functions than the S+ and S−. Let
R∞ be countable infinite product space of R with the usual product topology. For r :=
(r1, . . . , rk, . . .) ∈ R∞, we denote the usual sequence space norm |r|lp for p ∈ [1,+∞], in
particular, |r|l∞ := supk∈N |rk|. For a function ψ : R∞ 7→ R+ with ∂kψ ∈ C(R∞), we denote
∇ψ := (∂1ψ, . . . , ∂kψ, . . .). Let

Ψ :=
{
ψ : ψ, ∂kψ, ∂ijψ ∈ C(R∞),(2.17)

ψK := ψK(r1, . . . , rK) := ψ(r1, . . . , rK , 0, 0, . . .) ∈ ΨK ,

and sup
r∈R∞,|r|l∞ ≤C

(
|∇ψ(r)|l1 + |∇ψ(r)|l2

)
< +∞,∀C ∈ R+,

and lim
k→∞

ψ(r1, . . . , rk, 0, 0, . . .) = ψ(r1, . . . , rk, rk+1, . . .)
}
,
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we write

S+,∞ :=
{
f := f(x) := ψ

(
dist2

y1(x), . . . , dist2
yk

(x), . . .
)
,(2.18)

∀yk ∈ X with sup
k

disty1(yk) < ∞, ψ ∈ Ψ
}
,

S−,∞ :=
{
g := g(y) := −ψ

(
dist2

x1(y), . . . , dist2
xk

(y), . . .
)
,(2.19)

∀xk ∈ X with sup
k

distx1(xk) < ∞, ψ ∈ Ψ
}
.

Remark 2.34. The conclusions of Lemma 2.33 can be extended for f ∈ S+,∞ and g ∈ S−,∞

as well.

2.2. First order calculus in Wasserstein space of probability measures. Next, we
study a situation where X := P2(Rd) is the space of probability measures over Rd with
finite second moments, and d is the Wasserstein order-2 metric (e.g. Chapter 7.1 of [3]).
We call such metric space order-2 Wasserstein space. By Theorem 7.3.2 in Ambrosio-Gigli-
Savaré [3], the space (P2(Rd), d) ∈ CBB(0), and it is a geodesic and complete separable
metric space. Moreover, tangent cone Tanρ of this space can be identified explicitly using
probability-measure-coupling techniques. This also leads to more probability-measure based
representation of differentials and gradients for simple smooth test functions given in (2.15)
and (2.16).

We introduce a few additional mass transport notations in the following: Let πi1,i2,...,il :
(Rd)K 7→ (Rd)l be a projection

πi1,i2,...,il(x1, . . . , xK) = (xi1 , xi2 , . . . xil), ∀xi ∈ Rd.

For ρ, γ ∈ P2(Rd) and m ∈ P2(R2d),
(1) Γ(ρ, γ) :=

{
µ ∈ P(R2d) : π1

#µ = ρ, π2
#µ = γ

}
;

(2) Γopt(ρ, γ) :=
{
µ ∈ P(R2d) : d2(ρ, γ) =

∫
R2d |x− y|2µ(dx, dy)

}
;

(3) Γopt(m, γ) :=
{
µ ∈ P(R3d) : π1,2

# µ = m, π1,3
# µ ∈ Γopt(π1

#m, γ)
}
;

Throughout this section, we write a regular conditional probability decomposition (also
known as slicing measure decomposition) for any π ∈ P(Rd × Rd) with π1

#π = ρ as

π(dx, dy) := π(dy|x)ρ(dx).

In the mass transport context, we write gradρf for gradient of a semi-concave function f
instead of ∇ρf because the notation ∇xφ is reserved for gradient of a function on Euclidean
space φ : Rd 7→ R.

2.2.1. Tangent cone identification. In this section, following original arguments in [3, 55],
we identify the tangent cones Tanρ as defined in general abstract sense at the beginning of
Section 2.

We define

G(ρ) :=
{
ν := ν(dx, dξ) ∈ P2(R2d)ρ : π1

#ν = ρ, (π1, π1 + ϵπ2)#ν ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ),

for some γ ∈ X, ϵ > 0
}
.
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For each νi ∈ P2(R2d) with π1
#νi = ρ, i = 1, 2, we define a metric

dρ(ν1,ν2) := inf
{ ∫

R3d
|ξ − η|2M(dx; dξ, dη) : M ∈ P2(R3d)(2.20)

π1,2
# M = ν1, π

1,3
# M = ν2

}
,

and a scalar product

⟨ν1,ν2⟩ρ := max
{ ∫

Rd×Rd×Rd
(ξ · η)M (dx; dξ, dη) : M ∈ P2(R2d),(2.21)

π1,2
# M = ν1, π

1,2
# M = ν2

}
.

In particular, when ν1 = ν2 =: ν, the above maximum is attained at
M(dx; dξ, dη) := δξ(dη)ν(dx, dξ);

and

∥ν∥2
ρ := ⟨ν,ν⟩ρ =

∫
R2d

|ξ|2ν(dx, dξ).

We now define

Tanρ := G(ρ)dρ(·,·)
, Tan :=

⊔
ρ∈X

Tanρ.

Lemma 2.35 (Proposition 12.4.2 of [3], Theorem 4.12 of [55]). The tangent space (Tanρ, dρ)
defined above coincides (up to isometry) with the tangent cone introduced in abstract Alexan-
drov metric space setting at the beginning of Section 2, where the (X, d) is viewed as a geodesic
CBB(0) space with complete metric d.

2.2.2. Identification of tangent cones, polar and extremal polar vectors. For each ρ ∈ X, we
denote

P2(R2d)ρ :=
{
ν := ν(dx, dξ) ∈ P2(R2d) : π1

#ν = ρ
}
,

D2
ρ(ν1,ν2) :=

∫
Rd

d2
(
ν1(·|x),ν2(·|x)

)
ρ(dx), ∀νi ∈ P2(R2d)ρ,

where the νi(·|x)s are the disintegrations of the νis with respect to ρ(dx) – i.e. νi(dx, dξ) =
νi(dξ|x)ρ(dx). It follows then

Tanρ ⊂ P2(R2d)ρ ⊂ P2(R2d).

Lemma 2.36 (Proposition 12.4.6 of [3] or Proposition 4.2 in [55]). We have

dρ(ν,µ) = Dρ(ν,µ), ∀ν,µ ∈ P2(R2d)ρ.

Lemma 2.37 (Theorem 4.5. in [55]). For each ρ ∈ P2(Rd), the (P2(R2d)ρ,Dρ) is a complete
metric space.

Definition 2.38. For any t ∈ R and µ,ν ∈ P2(R2d)ρ, we define

t · µ := (π1, tπ2)#µ,

µ ⊕ ν :=
{
(π1, π2 + π3)#M : ∃M ∈ P2(R3d), π1,2

# M = µ, π1,3
# M = ν

}
.

Lemma 2.39 (Proposition 4.25 of [55]). For µ,ν ∈ Tanρ, we have µ ⊕ ν ⊂ Tanρ.
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Lemma 2.40 (Proposition 4.27 of [55]). For every α ≥ 0 and µ,ν,νi ∈ P2(R2d)ρ with
i = 1, 2, 3, we have

⟨α · ν,µ⟩ρ = ⟨ν, α · µ⟩ρ = α⟨ν,µ⟩ρ,
⟨ν1,ν3⟩ρ + ⟨ν2,ν3⟩ρ = max⟨ν1 ⊕ ν2,ν3⟩ρ,

where the max is over the set ν1 ⊕ ν2.

Lemma 2.41. Let ν ∈ Tanρ. Then
(1) (−1) · ν ∈ Tanρ is polar to ν (Definition 2.16).
(2) ∥(−1) · ν∥ρ = ∥ν∥ρ.

Proof. The fact that (−1) · ν ∈ Tanρ was proved in Proposition 4.29 of [55]. Take µ ∈ Tanρ,
then

⟨ν,µ⟩ρ + ⟨(−1) · ν,µ⟩ρ

≥ max
M∈P2(R4d),

π1,2
# M=µ,π1,3

# M=ν

π1,4
# M=(−1)·ν

{ ∫
R3d

(ξ1 · ξ2 + ξ1 · ξ3)M(dx; dξ1, dξ2, dξ3)
}

= max
M∈P2(R3d),

π1,2
# M=µ,π1,3

# M=ν

{ ∫
R3d

(
ξ1 · ξ2 + ξ1 · (−ξ2)

)
M(dx; dξ1, dξ2)

}

= 0.

In the above, the inequality follows from (2.21), the equality follows from the definition
(−1) · ν.

Therefore, (−1) · ν and ν are polar.
∥(−1) · ν∥ρ = ∥ν∥ρ follows from definition. □

In general, (ν)∗ ̸= (−1) · ν in the sense of Definition 2.18. Otherwise, with the property
∥(−1) · ν∥ρ = ∥ν∥ρ, the two tangent elements become opposite (Lemma 2.24). However, as
Remark 4.28 in Gigli [55] pointed out,

−⟨(−1) · ν,µ⟩ρ = min
M∈P2(R3d),

π1,2
# M=ν,π1,3

# M=µ

∫
R3d

(ξ1 · ξ2)M(dx; dξ1, dξ2),

⟨ν,µ⟩ρ = max
M∈P2(R3d),

π1,2
# M=ν,π1,3

# M=µ

∫
R3d

(ξ1 · ξ2)M(dx; dξ1, dξ2).

The above two quantities are not the same for a generic µ ∈ Tanρ( Lemma 2.23).

Lemma 2.42 (Proposition 4.25 of [55]). For every ν,µ ∈ Tanρ, ν⊕µ ∈ Tanρ and t·ν ∈ Tanρ
for all t ∈ R+.

Lemma 2.43. Let ν ∈ Tanρ. Then its extremal polar is given by

(ν)∗(dx, dv) = δ−v(x)(dv)ρ(dx), where v(x) :=
∫
Rd
wν(dw|x).
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Proof. It follows from Theorem 12.4.4 in [3] that ν∗ ∈ Tanρ. Therefore, conclusion of the
lemma follows from two more observations. One, we always have

⟨ν,ν∗⟩ρ + ∥ν∗∥2
ρ =

∫
R2d

w
(

− v(x)
)
ν(dw|x)ρ(dx) +

∫
Rd

|v(x)|2ρ(dx)

=
∫
Rd

(
− |v(x)|2 + |v(x)|2

)
ρ(dx) = 0.

Two, let µ ∈ Tanρ, we define a 3-variable probability measure using conditional indepen-
dence:

M(dx; dv, du) := ν(dv|x)µ(du|x)ρ(dx) = ν(dv|x)µ(dx, du) ∈ P2(R3d).

Then π1,2
# M = ν and π1,3

# M = µ, and

⟨ν,µ⟩ρ + ⟨ν∗,µ⟩ρ ≥
∫
R3d

vuM(dx, dv, du) −
∫
R2d

v(x)uµ(dx, du)

=
∫
R2d

( ∫
Rd
vν(dv|x)

)
uµ(dx, du) −

∫
R2d

v(x)uµ(dx, du) = 0.

□

2.2.3. Differentials and gradients.

Lemma 2.44. Let f be as in (1.11):

f(σ) := ψ(⟨φ1, σ⟩, . . . , ⟨φK , σ⟩), ∀φi ∈ C1(Rd), ψ ∈ C2(RK).
Then

gradρf = ν(dx, du) := δ∇ δf
δρ

(x)(du)ρ(dx),

where the
δf

δρ
:=

K∑
k=1

∂kψ(⟨φ1, ρ⟩, . . . , ⟨φK , ρ⟩)φk.

Proof. We note that f is semi-concave in the Wasserstein space (X, d). Direct calculation
gives

(dρf)(µ) =
∫
R2d

(
v · ∇x

δf

δρ

)
µ(dx, dv), ∀µ ∈ Tanρ.

Consequently,

⟨ν,µ⟩ρ =
∫
R2d

(
v · ∇x

δf

δρ
(x)

)
µ(dx, dv) =

(
dρf

)
(µ), ∀µ ∈ Tanρ.

In particular,

∥ν∥2
ρ =

∫
R2d

∣∣∣∣∇x
δf

δρ

∣∣∣∣2ρ(dx) =
(
dρf

)
(ν).

□

Next, following Chapter 12.4 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3], we define a concept of
exponential map at least on G(ρ), a dense subset of the tangent cone. In a similar way, we
also define a notion of (right) inverse exponential maps.
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Definition 2.45 (Exponential, inverse exponential maps). We define

expρ(ν) :=
{
(π1 + π2)#ν

}
, ∀ν ∈ G(ρ),

and for every γ ∈ X,

exp−1
ρ (γ) :=

{
ν ∈ G(ρ) : γ = expρ(ν)

}
=

{
ν ∈ G(ρ) : (π1, π1 + π2)#ν ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ)

}
.

From abstract results in Lemma 2.14, we see that gradρdist2
γ ∈ Tanρ exists uniquely.

Next, we find a probability-measure representation of such quantity. We also elaborate on
an explicit selection criteria of it from the sets of super-, sub-differentials.

By Theorem 10.2.2 of [3], we have

Lemma 2.46. {
(π1, (π2 − π1))#µ : µ ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ)

}
⊂ ∂s,+

ρ

(1
2dist2

γ

)
,{

(π2, (π1 − π2))#µ : µ ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ)
}

⊂ ∂s,−
γ

(
− 1

2dist2
ρ

)
.

Next, noting d(ρ, γ)· ⇑γρ= exp−1
ρ (γ), we consider a minimization problem

s := inf
{

∥µ∗∥ρ : µ ∈ exp−1
ρ (γ)

}
.

For every π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ), making a change of variable

µ :=
(
π1, (π2 − π1)

)
#

π ∈ exp−1
ρ (γ) ⊂ Tanρ.(2.22)

By Lemma 2.43,

µ∗ = δ−v(x)(dv)ρ(dx), v(x) :=
∫
Rd
vµ(dv|x) =

( ∫
Rd
yπ(dy|x)

)
− x.

Consequently,

s2 = min
{ ∫

Rd
|
∫
Rd
yπ(dy|x) − x|2ρ(dx) : π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ)

}
= min

{ ∫
Rd

|v|2dρ : (ρ, v) given as above
}
.

Following Definition 2.13, gradient of every semi-concave locally Lipschitz function f is
well defined. In such mass transport situation, we use gradρf for such notation, to distinguish
the ∇ notation which could appear as in ∇xρ. For semi-convex locally Lipschitz function
g, we define gradg = −grad(−g) as the −g is semi-concave. Therefore, the notion gradf is
well defined for f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞.

Lemma 2.47 (Identification of Gradient). It holds that

s =
∣∣∣∣D+

ρ

1
2dist2

γ

∣∣∣∣ = ∥gradρ
1
2dist2

γ∥ρ(2.23)

= inf
{

∥µ∥ρ : µ ∈ ∂+
ρ

1
2dist2

γ

}
= inf

{
∥µ∥ρ : µ ∈ ∂s,+

ρ

1
2dist2

γ

}
.
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Moreover, there exists π0 ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ) which is the unique minimizer∫
Rd

|
∫
Rd
yπ0(dy|x) − x|2ρ(dx)(2.24)

= min
{ ∫

Rd
|
∫
Rd
yπ(dy|x) − x|2ρ(dx) : π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ)

}
,

and the above quantity equal to s2. From π0 we define µ0 according to (2.22), then

gradρ
(1

2dist2
γ

)
= (µ0)∗ = δ−v0(x)(dv)ρ(dx), v0(x) :=

∫
Rd
vµ0(dv|x).

Proof. By Theorem 10.4.12 of [3] and Lemma 2.43 for identification of ν∗ below, we have
that ∣∣∣∣D+

ρ

1
2dist2

γ

∣∣∣∣2 = s2 = inf
ν∈⇑γ

ρ

|ν∗|2ρ,

and that the minimizer π0 in (2.24) is unique. Therefore, identity (2.23) holds because of
Lemma 2.28 6.

By Theorem 10.3.11 of [3], minimal selection of ∂+
ρ

1
2dist2

γ is unique 7. Hence, by Lemma 2.30,

gradρ
1
2dist2

γ = µ∗
0.

□

2.2.4. Simple smooth test functions. We recall the definition of several classes of simple
smooth test functions S± in (2.15), (2.16) and S±,∞ in (2.18), (2.19). We adapted them to
the Wasserstein situation, in particular,

S+ ∋ f := f(ρ) := ψ
(
dist2

γ1(ρ), . . . , dist2
γK

(ρ)
)
,(2.25)

S− ∋ g := g(γ) := −ψ
(
dist2

ρ1(γ), . . . , dist2
ρK

(γ)
)
.(2.26)

By the semi-concavity and local Lipschitzness of f (Lemma 2.32), dρf is well defined, and
µ = gradρf exists uniquely in Tanρ (Lemma 2.14). We identify these quantities explicitly
next.

Lemma 2.48. Let f ∈ S+ as in (2.25), or more generally f ∈ S+,∞ which can be considered
notation-wise as K := +∞. We denote

αk := αk(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) := ∂kψ
(
dist2

γ1(ρ), . . . , dist2
γK

(ρ)
)

≥ 0.(2.27)

Then (allowing the case K = +∞)
(
dρf

)
(ν) = 2 inf

M∈P2(R(K+2)d)
π1,k+1

# M∈Γopt(ρ,γk),k=1,...,K
π1,K+2

# M=ν

∫
R(K+2)d

( K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · v
)
M(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dv)

6Note that, in the notations of that lemma, infu∈⇑y
x

|u∗| = |D+
x disty|, implying equalities for all the

quantities.
7Note that the theorem in [3] is applied to negative distance squared function, which is stated for sub-

differentials. We converted the results to super-differentials by getting rid of the negative sign.
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holds for every ν ∈ Tanρ. In particular,(
dρdist2

γ

)
(ν) = 2 inf

µ∈exp−1
ρ (γ)

(
− ⟨µ,ν⟩ρ

)
, ∀ν ∈ G(ρ).(2.28)

Proof. We look at the case of f ∈ S+ first. Apply Lemma 2.33 to the special case of
Wasserstein space, and take into account of results in Lemmas 2.39 and 2.40, then(

dρf
)
(ν) = 2 inf

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

k=1,2,...,K

K∑
k=1

−αk⟨µk,ν⟩ρ,

= 2 inf
µk∈exp−1

ρ (γk)
k=1,2,...,K

− sup⟨⊕K
k=1αk · µk,ν⟩ρ, ,

= 2 inf
µk∈exp−1

ρ (γk)
k=1,2,...,K

µ∈⊕K
k=1αk·µk

−⟨µ,ν⟩ρ, ∀ν ∈ Tanρ.

This gives the conclusion.
The general case of f ∈ S+,∞ (by taking K = ∞ in the above expressions) follows from

Remark 2.34. □

To help with presentation, we also introduce notation for a particular type of optimal
multi-plans.
Definition 2.49. Let ρ, γk ∈ P2(Rd), k = 1, 2, . . . , K where the K ∈ N∪ {+∞}. We denote

Γopt(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) :=
{

M := M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ P2
(
R(1+K)d

)
such that

π1,1+k
# M ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk), k = 1, . . . , K

}
.

For the f ∈ S+, and M ∈ Γopt(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK), we write

νM
f (dx, dP ) :=

∫
(y1,...,yK)∈RKd

δ∑K

k=1 2αk(x−yk)(dP )M(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK),(2.29)

where the αks are defined according to (2.27). In the case of f ∈ S+,∞ (K = +∞), at least
when supk d(γk, ρ) < ∞, by those uniform summability requirements on ∇ψ(r) ∈ l1 ∩ l∞

check here again in the definition of test functions Ψ in (2.17), νM
f ∈ P2(Rd × Rd) is well

defined.
Lemma 2.50. For f ∈ S+, νM

f ∈ ∂s,+
γ f .

Remark 2.51. Using d(−f) = −df , we have that for every g ∈ S− as in (2.26) and for
every ν ∈ TanγX,(
dγg

)
(ν) = 2 sup

M∈P2(R(K+2)d)
π1,k+1

# M∈Γopt(γ,ρk),k=1,...,K
π1,K+2

# M=ν

∫
R(K+2)d

( K∑
k=1

βk(xk − y) · v
)
M(dy, dx1, . . . , dxK ; dv),

where the
βk := βk(γ; ρ1, . . . , ρK) := ∂kψ

(
dist2

ρ1(γ), . . . , dist2
ρK

(γ)
)

≥ 0.(2.30)

In the same way, the above expression also holds (by setting K = +∞) for g ∈ S−,∞.
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For the g ∈ S− as in (2.25) and M ∈ Γopt(γ; ρ1, . . . , ρK), we write

νM
g (dy, dP ) :=

∫
(x1,...,xK)∈RKd

δ∑K

k=1 βk2(xk−y)(dP )M(dy, dx1, . . . , dxK),(2.31)

where the βks are defined according to (2.30). It follows then νM
g ∈ ∂s,−

γ g. Analogous
expression and result also hold for g ∈ S−,∞ by setting K = +∞.

We also have the following.8

Lemma 2.52. In the context of Lemma 2.48, let π0,k ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk) denote the unique mini-
mizer (Lemma 2.47) of

s2
k :=

∫
Rd

|
∫
Rd
yπ0,k(dy|x) − x|2ρ(dx)(2.32)

= inf
{ ∫

Rd
|
∫
Rd
yπ(dy|x) − x|2ρ(dx) : π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk)

}
.

We define

vk(x) :=
∫
Rd

(y − x)π0,k(dy|x), k = 1, 2, . . . .

where the αks are defined as in (2.27). Then
gradρf = δ−

∑K

k=1 2αkvk(x)(du)ρ(dx), ∀f ∈ S+.(2.33)

Proof. For convenience, we denote

ν0(dx, du) := δuf (x)(du)ρ(dx), uf (x) := −
K∑
k=1

2αkvk(x).(2.34)

Then

∥ν0∥ρ ≤
K∑
k=1

2αk
√∫

Rd
|vk|2dρ < ∞.

By Lemma 2.48, for every ν ∈ Tanρ,

(dρf)(ν) = 2 inf
M∈P2(R(K+2)d)

π1,k+1
# M∈Γopt(ρ,γk),

k=1,...,K
π1,K+2

# M=ν

∫
R(K+1)d

(( K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk)
)

· v
)
dM

≤ 2
∫
Rd

(
v ·

( K∑
k=1

αk

∫
Rd

(x− yk)π0,k(dyk|x)
))

ν(dx, dv)

= ⟨ν0,ν⟩ρ.
Next, we show that (dρf)(ν0) = ∥ν0∥2

ρ.
Let smooth vector field ξ := ξ(x) ∈ C1

c (Rd;Rd). We consider the following continuity
equation in a weak (Schwartz distributional) solution sense:

∂tσ + divx(σξ) = 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ (0, 1) × Rd,

σ(0) = ρ.

8We could use Lemma 2.47 to give a proof, but we choose to give a different one based upon direct
calculations.
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By classical PDE theory, there exists a unique solution σ := σ(t) := σ(t, dx) where the curve
[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ σ(t) ∈ P2(Rd) is continuous in t ∈ [0, T ] for any T > 0. Moreover, by a special
property of the Wasserstein space (Proposition 7.3.6 of [3]),

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0+

dist2
γk

(σ(t)) = (−2)
∫
R2d

(y − x)ξ(x)π(dx, dy), ∀π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk).

Writing νξ(dx, dv) := δξ(x)(dv)ρ(dx), then we arrive in particular

(dρdist2
γk

)(νξ) = (−2)
∫
Rd
ξ(x) ·

( ∫
Rd

(y − x)π0,k(dy|x)
)
ρ(dx) = (−2)

∫
Rd

(
ξ(x) · vk(x)

)
ρ(dx).

Using Lipschitz continuity of ν 7→ (dρdistγk
)(ν) in Tanρ (see Lemma 2.10), we approximate

the ν0 in (2.34) by those νξs (equivalently, approximate the uf by ξs), giving

(dρdist2
γk

)(ν0) = (−2)
∫
Rd

(
uf (x) · vk(x)

)
ρ(dx), where uf (x) := −

K∑
k=1

2αkvk(x).

Consequently,

(dρf)(ν0) =
K∑
k=1

αk
(
dρdist2

γk

)
(ν0) =

∫
Rd

(
uf · (

K∑
k=1

(
− 2αk)vk

))
dρ =

∫
Rd

|uf |2dρ = ∥ν0∥2
ρ.

□

2.2.5. A special linear subspace of the tangent cone Tanρ. Following Ambrosio, Gigli and
Savaré [3] (see also Appendix D.5 of Feng and Kurtz [46]), we define

L2
∇,ρ := L2

∇,ρ(Rd;Rd) := {∇xφ : φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd)}L

2
ρ ⊂ L2

ρ := L2
ρ(Rd;Rd), ∀ρ ∈ P2(Rd).

(2.35)

Note that the L2
∇,ρ should be thought of as equivalent class of functions especially when the ρ

becomes singular (e.g. without full support on Rd or becomes non-diffusive on Rd etc etc...)
This L2

∇,ρ is a special linear subspace of the cone structure Tanρ.

Lemma 2.53. Let ρ ∈ P2(Rd). For every v ∈ L2
ρ(Rd;Rd), there is a unique Πρ(v) ∈ L2

∇,ρ
such that ∫

Rd

(
v − Πρ(v)

)(
∇φ

)
dρ = 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞

c (Rd).

In addition, the map of Πρ : v → Πρ(v) is a linear projection operator in L2
ρ(Rd;Rd).

Proof. This is a restatement of Lemma 8.4.2 in [3]. See also Lemma D.49 of [46]. □

The above result implies a probabilistic representation of the Πρ as follow. Let X be a
random variable defined in some ambient probability space (Ω,F , P ) such that its probability
distribution is equal to ρ. That is, P (X ∈ dx) = ρ(dx). We have E[|X|2] < ∞. Let sub-
sigma field

G := σ
{
∇φ(X) : ∀φ ∈ C∞

c (Rd)
}

⊂ F .

Then the following conditional expectation representation holds

Πρ

(
v

)
(X) = E[v(X)|G], a.s.(2.36)

More generally, we introduce the next concept.
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Definition 2.54 (Barrycentric projection). For each µ := µ(dx, dv) ∈ P1(R2d) admitting
the disintegration µ(dx, dv) = µ(dv|x)ρ(dx), we denote its Barrycentric projection (with
respect to the first marginal ρ := π1

#µ) as(
Bµ

)
(x) :=

∫
Rd
vµ(dv|x), for ρ - a.e. in x ∈ Rd.

In the above, the disintegration is chosen so that
(
Bµ

)
is measurable in x.

It follows from Lemma 2.52, then(
Bgradρf

)
(x) = uf (x), ∀f ∈ S+, with the uf given by (2.34).

Lemma 2.55. For every ρ ∈ P2(Rd), B(Tanρ) = L2
∇,ρ. That is, the L2

∇,ρ is image of
Tanρ through barycentric projection. In particular, when ρ(dx) = ρ(x)dx admits a Lebesgue
density, the L2

∇,ρ and Tanρ are identical up to an isometry.

Proof. This is Theorem 12.4.4 of [3]. □

Lemma 2.56. Suppose that L : Rd×Rd 7→ R+ and that v 7→ L(x, v) is lower-semicontinuous
and convex for each x ∈ Rd fixed. Let ρ ∈ P2(Rd) and v := v(x) ∈ L2

ρ(Rd;Rd). Then∫
Rd×Rd

L
(
x,Πρ

(
v

)
(x)

)
ρ(dx) ≤

∫
Rd×Rd

L
(
x, v(x)

)
ρ(dx).

Proof. Using the probabilistic representation (2.36), this lemma follows from Jensen’s in-
equality. □

Lemma 2.57. Let H̄ be defined as in (1.25), and L by (1.39) and (1.40). For every µ :=
µ(dx, dP ) =: µ(dP |x)ρ(dx) ∈ Tanρ ⊂ P2(R2d), we have∫

Rd
H̄

(
x,

(
Bµ

)
(x); ρ

)
ρ(dx) ≤ sup

{
⟨µ,ν⟩ρ − L(ν) : ν ∈ Tanρ

}
≤

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)µ(dx; dP ).

In particular, if µ(dP |x) := δu(x)(dP ) for some measurable function u, then all the above
inequalities become equalities.

Proof. We denote, for every ν,µ ∈ Tanρ,

I[µ,ν] := sup
{ ∫

R3d

(
v · P − L̄U,V

)
M(dx; dP, dv) : M ∈ P2(R3d), π1,2

# M = µ, π1,3
# M = ν

}
,

I[µ] := sup
ν∈Tanρ

I[µ,ν] = sup
ν∈Tanρ

(
⟨µ,ν⟩ρ − L(ν)

)
.

Then

I[µ,ν] ≤ sup
{ ∫

R3d
H̄(x, P ; ρ)M (dx; dP, dv) : M ∈ P2(R3d), π1,2

# M = µ, π1,3
# M = ν

}
=

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)µ(dx; dP ).

To finish the proof, we only need to show that

I[µ] ≥
∫
Rd

H
(
x, (Bµ)(x); ρ

)
ρ(dx).(2.37)
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For every φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), we take νφ(dx, dv) := δ∇xφ(dv)ρ(dx). Then by Chapter 4.4 of

Gigli [55] or Theorem 12.4.4 of [3], νφ ∈ Tanρ. Consequently, we have

I[µ] ≥ sup
φ∈C∞

c (Rd)
I[µ,νφ] = sup

φ∈C∞
c (Rd)

{ ∫
R2d

(
P · ∇xφ− L̄U,V

(
x,∇φ(x)

))
µ(dx, dP )

}
= sup

φ∈C∞
c (Rd)

{ ∫
R2d

(
(Bµ)(x) · ∇xφ− L̄U,V

(
x,∇φ(x)

))
ρ(dx)

}
.

On the other hand, for each ϵ > 0, there exits measurable function uϵ := uϵ(x) such that

H̄
(
x, (Bµ)(x); ρ

)
≤ ϵ+ (Bµ)(x)uϵ(x) − L̄U,V

(
x, uϵ(x); ρ

)
.

We recall the space L2
∇,ρ defined in (2.35), and the projection operator Πρ in Lemma 2.53.

By Lemma 2.55, Bµ ∈ L2
∇,ρ. In view of Lemma 2.56,∫

Rd

(
(Bµ)(x)uϵ(x) − L̄U,V

(
x, uϵ(x); ρ

))
ρ(dx)

≤
∫
Rd

(
(Bµ)(x)Πρ(uϵ)(x) − L̄U,V

(
x,Πρ(uϵ)(x); ρ

))
ρ(dx).

Combine the last three inequalities, we arrive at (2.37). □

2.2.6. Projection of P2(R2d)ρ onto tangent cone Tanρ. We take some results from Section 6
of Gigli’s thesis [55].

Lemma 2.58. Let m ∈ P2(R2d)ρ. Then there exists a unique µρ ∈ TanρX which is a
minimizer in the following sense

Dρ(m,µρ) = inf
µ∈TanρX

Dρ(m,µ).

Proof. This is Propositions 4.30 in [55]. □

Definition 2.59 (Projection onto the tangent space). We call the above µρ the projection
of m onto the tangent space TanρX, and denote it as Pρm := µρ.

Lemma 2.60. For each m := m(dx; dξ) ∈ P2(R2d), there is a unique σ := σ(dx; dξ, dv) ∈
P2(R3d) such that

Dρ(m,Pρm) =
( ∫

(x,ξ,v)∈R3d
|ξ − v|2σ(dx; dξ, dv)

)1/2
.(2.38)

Moreover, such σ is given by a map in the following sense: there exists a Borel map p :=
pρ(x, ξ) : Rd × Rd 7→ Rd such that

σ(dx; dξ, dv) = δp(x,ξ)(dv)m(dx, dξ).

Proof. This is an adaptation of Proposition 4.32 in [55]. □

Lemma 2.61. Given ρ := ρ(dx) ∈ X := P2(Rd), µ := µ(dx, dP ) ∈ TanρX and m :=
m(dx; dξ) ∈ P2(Rd)ρ. Let σ := σ(dx; dξ, dv) ∈ P2(R3d) be the lifted probability measure of
m uniquely defined in Lemma 2.60. Then for any τ := τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ) ∈ P2(R4d) (which
is a further lift of the σ) satisfying

(1) π1,2,3
# τ = σ ,

(2) π1,4
# τ = µ ∈ TanρX,
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it holds that ∫
R4d

(ξ · P )τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ) =
∫
R4d

(v · P )τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ).(2.39)

Proof. This is an adaptation of Proposition 4.33 in [55]. □

2.2.7. Inferring first order derivative of simple functions through touching by distance-squared
functions. We strengthen a result stated in Lemma D.55 on page 401 of Feng and Kurtz [46].
First, Feng and Kurtz used a special notion of gradient for semi-continuous functions 9 in
the Wasserstein space setting. Second, the result showed that such gradient can be identified
using another “smoother” function touching from the semi-continuous function from either
above or below. In earlier part of this section, we recalled and developed certain aspects of
first order calculus in Alexandrov space. In particular, we concluded that differentials can
give more information than gradients in Remark 2.31. Next, we generalize Lemma D.55 of
[46] using the language of Alexandrov space differentials. Differentials are determined by
their actions on geodesic directions. These directions are generated by geodesic curves con-
necting two given points. However, such geodesics are generally non-unique (i.e. multiple
optimal plans may exist for the Kantorovich formulation of optimal transport problems).
Therefore, within the scope of applications of this paper, we need to recognize a subtle
distinction between “along some geodesic direction” vs “along every geodesic direction” gen-
erated by “straight” path connecting two points 10. The following results offer a key step for
relating these two statements – see the proof of Lemma 8.2.
Lemma 2.62. Let ρϵ, γϵ ∈ P2(Rd), ϵ > 0, and f := fγ1,...,γk,... ∈ S+,∞ be a simple function
as defined in (2.25) with K = +∞ (see also the general notations in (2.18)). Suppose that
ρϵ is a local maximizer of

ρ 7→ −d2(ρ, γϵ)
2ϵ − f(ρ).(2.40)

and that µ := µ(dx, dy) ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γϵ). Then for every N := N(dx, dy; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈
P2(R(K+2)d) which is a lift 11 of the µ in the sense that

π1,2
# N = µ, and π1,k+2

# N ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γk), for k = 1, . . .(2.41)
we have

x− y

ϵ
= 2

∑
k

αk(ρϵ; γ1, . . . , γK)
(
yk − x

)
, N - almost everywhere,

with the αk := αk(ρϵ; γ1, . . . , γK)s defined as in (2.27).
Remark 2.63. To streamline main arguments in the proof, we present the case as if K is
finite. There is no essential changes in the case when K = ∞ (i.e. countable αks), as long
as we have an extra property

sup
ρ

∞∑
k=1

α2
k(ρ; γ1, . . .) < ∞,

9Such special notion can be generally different than the notion of gradient defined using Alexandrov space
analysis techniques.

10Such subtleties were already noted in numerous statements and formulation of concepts and theorems
in [3].

11The collection of such Ns is non-empty, since we can at least use conditionally independent random
variables to construct such coupling.
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where the supρ above is over metric-balls of arbitrary but finite radius in X := P2(Rd).

Proof. The maximizing property in (2.40) implies that(
dρϵf

)
(ν) ≥

(
dρϵ

(
−

dist2
γϵ

2ϵ
))

(ν), ∀ν ∈ TanρϵX.(2.42)

We claim that this further implies that, for each N satisfying (2.41), the following must
holds: ∫

R(K+2)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)
)
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK)(2.43)

≥
∫
R(K+2)d

((y − x)
ϵ

· ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)
)

N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK),

∀ξ := ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK) ∈ C∞
c (R(2+K)d;Rd).

Next, by arbitrariness of the ξ, the above inequality holds with ξ replaced by −ξ as well.
Hence the inequality is indeed an equality, giving∫

R(K+2)d

((
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) − y − x

ϵ

)
· ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)

)
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK) = 0.

Consequently ∫
R(K+2)d

∣∣∣∣(2
K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) − y − x

ϵ

∣∣∣2N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK) = 0,

giving conclusion of the lemma.
Next, we verify the claim (2.43) in six steps.
First, we define a lift of the N by attaching two more variables ξ and P :

N̂(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dξ, dP )
:= δξ(x,y,y1,...,yK)(dξ)δ∑K

k=1 αk(x−yk)(dP )N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ P2(R(4+K)d).

Its projection into the (x, ξ)-variable gives

m := m(dx, dξ) := (π1,3+K
# N̂)(dx, dξ) ∈ P2(R2d)ρϵ ⊂ P2(R2d).

In general m ̸∈ TanρϵX, but we may consider its projection to the tangent cone as given by
Definition 2.59:

ν := νρϵ(dx, dv) := Pρϵm ∈ TanρϵX.(2.44)
We also introduce notations for other projected marginal measures

µ := µ(dx, dP ) := π1,K+4
# N̂ ,(2.45)

and

µk(dx, dP ) :=
∫
y1,...,yK

δx−yk
(dP )N(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK).

Since π1,k+2
# N ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γk) (see (2.41)), by the first part of Lemma 2.41, we have

µk = (−1) ·
∫
y1,...,yK

δyk−x(dP )N(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ TanρϵX.
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Consequently, by Lemmas 2.39, 2.41 and 2.42,

µ ∈ ⊕k

(
αk · µk

)
⊂ TanρϵX.

Second, we identify structure of the ν in (2.44) more explicitly. By Lemma 2.60, there
exists a Borel map p := pρϵ(x, ξ) : Rd × Rd 7→ Rd such that

σ(dx; dξ, dv) := δp(x,ξ)(dv)m(dx, dξ).

We also have π1,3
# σ = Pρϵm = ν. With such p, we further lift the N̂ by attaching one more

variable v:̂̂
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dξ, dP, dv) := δp(x,ξ)(dv)N̂(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dξ, dP )

∈ P2(R(5+K)d).
Let

M ϵ := M ϵ(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK , dv) := π1,3,...,K+2,K+5
#

̂̂
N .

Then

π1,k+1
# M ϵ = π1,k+2

#
̂̂
N ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γk), k = 1, 2, . . . , K,(2.46)

and

π1,K+2
# M ϵ = π1,K+5

#
̂̂
N = π1,3

# σ = ν.(2.47)
Relationship among the above various marginal probability measures is rather involved.
However, the intuition is simple: We are merely introducing more and more random variables
living in a same probability space whose joint-distributions is compatible with the various
marginal measures. We do this so that integrations with respect to these measures can be
viewed as expectations in a fixed ambient probability space. Such probabilistic coupling
techniques can be graphically represented using Figure 2.2.7. Readers are invited to re-write
our proof using expectations of random variables in the lifted probability space (Ω,F ,P),
and verify that the measure-theoretic arguments here have an alternative presentation using
submetry projection arguments from the lifted probabilistic formulation.

Third, denoting

τ := τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ) := π1,3+K,5+K,4+K
#

̂̂
N ,

then
π1,2,3

# τ = σ, π1,4
# τ = µ ∈ TanρϵX.

where the µ is defined in (2.45). By Lemma 2.61, the following holds∫
R4d

(ξ · P )τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ) =
∫
R4d

(v · P )τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ).

Next, we note that, on one hand,∫
R4d

(P · v)τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP ) =
∫
R(5+K)d

(P · v)̂̂
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dξ, dP, dv)

=
∫
R(2+K)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · v
)
M ϵ(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK , dv).
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Xϵ Yϵ Y1 . . . YK

Ξ
P

V

ρϵ γϵ γ1 . . . γK π2
#m π2

#µ π3
#σ

L2(Ω,F ,P)

P2(Rd)

p

Figure 1. A graphical representation of marginal probability measures as
projection, through a submetry map p, of square integrable random variables,
where the probability space (Ω,F ,P) := ([0, 1],B[0,1],Leb) and random vari-
ables Ξ := ξ(Xϵ, Yϵ, Y1, . . . , YK), P := ∑

k αk(Xϵ − Yk) and V := p(Xϵ,Ξ). The
measure ̂̂

N is the joint distribution of (Xϵ, Yϵ, Y1, . . . , YK ,Ξ, P, V ), which can
be viewed as a “section” in the graph.

On the other hand,∫
R4d

(P · ξ)τ (dx; dξ, dv, dP )

=
∫
R(5+K)d

(P · ξ)̂̂
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dξ, dP, dv)

=
∫
R(2+K)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · ξ(x, y, x1, . . . , xK)
)
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK).

Consequently∫
R(2+K)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · v
)
M ϵ(dx, dx1, . . . , dxK , dv)(2.48)

=
∫
R(2+K)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)
)
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK).

In fourth step, we have
(
dρϵf

)
(ν) = inf

M∈P2(R(K+2)d)
π1,k+1

# M∈Γopt(ρϵ,γk),k=1,...,K
π1,K+2

# M=ν

∫
R(K+2)d

2
( K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · v
)
M(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dv),

≤
∫
R(K+2)d

2
( K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · v
)
M ϵ(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dv)

=
∫
R(2+K)d

(
2

K∑
k=1

αk(x− yk) · ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)
)
N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK).
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In the above, the first equality follows from by Lemma 2.48, the first inequality follows from
(2.46) and (2.47), and the last equality follows from (2.48).

In the fifth step, invoking (2.28) (or Remark 2.51) and proceed with similar derivations
as the above four steps, we conclude the following. For the ν constructed in (2.44), in view
of (2.28) and (2.21), we have(

dρϵ

(
−

dist2
γϵ

2ϵ
))

(ν) = sup
π1,2

# M∈Γopt(ρϵ,γϵ)
π1,3

# M=ν

∫
R3d

((y − x)
ϵ

· v
)

M(dx, dy; dv)

≥
∫
R(K+2)d

((y − x)
ϵ

· ξ(x, y, y1, . . . , yK)
)

N(dx, dy, dy1, . . . , dyK).

In the sixth step, we combine estimates in the fourth and fifth steps with (2.42) to conclude
(2.43). □

In a similar way, we can prove the following.

Lemma 2.64. Let ρϵ, γϵ ∈ P2(Rd), ϵ > 0, and g := gρ1,...,ρk,... ∈ S−,∞ be the simple function
defined in (2.26) with K = +∞ (see (2.19) for more general situation). Suppose that γϵ is a
local maximizer of

γ 7→ g(γ) − d2(ρϵ, γ)
2ϵ ,(2.49)

and that µ := µ(dx, dy) ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γϵ). Then for any N := N(dx, dy; dx1, . . . , dxK) ∈
P2(R(K+2)d) which is a lift of the µ in the sense that

π1,2
# N = µ, and π2,k+2

# N ∈ Γopt(γϵ, ρk), k = 1, . . . , K,
we have

(y − x)
ϵ

= 2
K∑
k=1

βk(γϵ; ρ1, . . . , ρK)
(
xk − y

)
, N - almost everywhere.

where the βk := βk(γϵ; ρ1, . . . , ρK) are defined as in (2.30).

Remark 2.65. In the above two lemmas, we used S±,∞ instead of just S±. This is because
that, using Borwein-Preiss smooth perturbed optimization principle (Lemma A.4), we are
guaranteed to have extremal points ρϵ in Lemma 2.62 and γϵ in Lemma 2.64 for a large
sub-class of functions in S±,∞.
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3. Viscosity solution theory in metric spaces, and projection of equations
from metrically foliated spaces

We are interested in viscosity solutions in quotient metric spaces (see heuristic discussions
in Section 1). For such purpose, we develop abstract results concerning projection of viscosity
solutions through submetry maps. This is done in Sections 3.2 and 3.3, after we introduce
(generalized) notions of viscosity solution for equations in metric spaces in Section 3.1.

For a quick introduction on the concept and properties of submetry, see Appendix A.5.

3.1. Definitions of viscosity solution. Let (X, d) be a metric space, α > 0 and h ∈ B(X).
We allow operators be multivalued and identify them with their graphs. We consider an
operator H ⊂ M(X; R̄) × M(X; R̄), and sub-solution f and super-solution f respectively to
equations formally written as inequalities

f − αHf ≤ h,(3.1)
f − αHf ≥ h.(3.2)

Next, we introduce versions of viscosity solution in this context. The following is an adap-
tation of Definition 7.1 of Feng and Kurtz [46]. Motivations for such definition came from
representation theorems on dissipative operators in function spaces (see Sato [72] for details
and Appendix A.3 of [46] for a summary).

Definition 3.1 (Sequential definition of viscosity solution). We call f a viscosity sub-solution
to (3.1) in the sequential sense, if

(1) f ∈ M(X; R̄);
(2) for every (f0, g0) ∈ H with supX(f − f0) < ∞, there exists {xn}n=1,2,... ⊂ X satisfying

lim
n→∞

(f − f0)(xn) = sup
X

(f − f0)(3.3)

and
lim inf
n→∞

(
f − h− αg0

)
(xn) ≤ 0.(3.4)

In the above definition, if the (2) is replaced by the following (2a), then we call f a strong
viscosity sub-solution in the sequential sense:

(2a) for every (f0, g0) ∈ H with supX(f−f0) < ∞, and for every {xn}n=1,2,... ⊂ X satisfying
(3.3), we have (3.4).

We call f a viscosity super-solution to (3.2) in the sequential sense, if
(1) f ∈ M(X; R̄) ;
(2) for every (f1, g1) ∈ H with supX(f1 − f) < ∞, there exists {xn}n=1,2,... ⊂ X satisfying

lim
n→∞

(f1 − f)(xn) = sup
X

(f1 − f)

and
lim inf
n→∞

(
f − h− αg1

)
(xn) ≥ 0.

Similarly, we define strong viscosity super-solution in the sequential sense.
If a function is both a sub-solution and a super-solution in the sequential sense, it is called

a solution in the sequential sense. Similarly, we define strong solution in the sequential sense.
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Given their connections to dissipative and strongly dissipative operators in the Banach
space of bounded functions (see Appendix A.3 of [46] for references), the above definitions
are natural and more convenient to use, when the underlying metric space X is non-locally
compact. In particular, we recall that strong (in norm) infinitesimal generator of a possibly
nonlinear contraction operator semigroup in Banach space is strongly dissipative. If, however,
the X is locally compact, definitions and techniques can simplify. We are therefore led to the
following concepts, which are most frequently used in partial differential equation literature.

Definition 3.2 (Pointwise definition of viscosity solution). We call f a viscosity sub-solution
to (3.1) in the point-wise definition sense, if

(1) f ∈ M(X; R̄);
(2) for every (f0, g0) ∈ H with supX(f − f0) < ∞, there exists x0 ∈ X satisfying

(f − f0)(x0) = sup
X

(f − f0)(3.5)

and
f(x0) − h(x0) ≤ αg0(x0).(3.6)

In the above definition, if the second point is replaced by the following (2A), then we call f
a strong viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise definition sense:

(2A) for every (f0, g0) ∈ H with supX(f − f0) < ∞, and for every x0 ∈ X satisfying
(f − f0)(x0) = sup

X
(f − f0)

we have
f(x0) − h(x0) ≤ αg0(x0).

We call f a super-solution to (3.2) in the point-wise definition sense, if
(1) f ∈ M(X; R̄)
(2) for every (f1, g1) ∈ H with supX(f1 − f) < ∞, there exists x1 ∈ X satisfying

(f1 − f)(x1) = sup
X

(f1 − f)

and
f(x1) − h(x1) ≥ αg1(x1).

Strong viscosity super-solution in the point-wise definition sense is defined similarly.
In the above point-wise definitions of viscosity solutions, if a function is both a sub-solution

and a super-solution, it is called a solution. Similarly, being both strong sub-solution and
strong super-solution defines a strong solution.

Remark 3.3. We will frequently work with upper semicontinuous sub-solution and lower
semicontinuous super-solution. When that is the case, we will make these restrictions explicit
in respective statements.

Given a function, while we can always find a sequence of points {xn}n=1,2,... approximating
supremum or infimum, there is no guarantee that we can always find a point x0 that attains
the extreme. Hence the above notion of point-wise viscosity definition has the risk of being
vacuous. Note also that the defining property for strong point-wise solution only needs to
hold when extremizing point exists. Therefore, strong sub- (super-) solution in the point-
wise sense does not necessarily imply sub- (super-) solution in the point-wise sense. However,
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with careful construction of test functions, one can frequently guarantee existence of extremal
point(s). One possibility is that we require test functions to have compact finite level sets
and proper semicontinuity properties. Note that this means that, in the case of non-locally
compact X, we are forced to consider test functions which are not continuous but merely
semi-continuous. Feng and Katsoulakis [45], Feng and Kurtz [46], Feng and Nguyen [49] give
examples of this kind. Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7 next illustrate some basic properties. There is
another approach to guarantee existence of extremal points. It has the benefit of allowing
us to use continuous test functions in non-locally compact metric state space settings. Such
approach has a longer history. Starting from 1985, Crandall and Lions [17–23] published a
series of works developing viscosity solution in Banach (mostly Hilbert) spaces. The first two
papers in that series introduced a perturbative method for constructing test functions by
adding small perturbation of a distance function (e.g. Ekeland’s principle [28]). In fact, one
can also use a smooth version of perturbation by adding combinations of distance-squared
functions (e.g. Borwein-Preiss [11]). See Feng and Swiech [50] and Ambrosio and Feng [1]
for illustrations.

3.1.1. Sequential solution versus point-wise solution. From the defining relations of viscosity
solutions, sub- (resp. super-)solution in the point-wise viscosity sense always implies sub-
(resp. super-) viscosity solution property in the sequential sense. Under the following extra
conditions, a type of converse also holds. We show this next.

Condition 3.4. For every (f0, g0) ∈ H and every C ∈ R, the following sub-level is compact:

{x ∈ X :
(
f0 − αg0

)
(x) ≤ C} ⊂⊂ X.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that H ⊂ LSC(X; R̄) × USC(X; R̄), that h ∈ C(X) and is bounded
from above, and that Condition 3.4 holds.

Then for every f ∈ USC(X; R̄) which is a sequential viscosity sub-solution, it is also a
point-wise viscosity sub-solution (with guaranteed existence of the extremal points).

Proof. Suppose that f is a sequential sub-solution. Then for every (f0, g0) ∈ H, there exists
{xn} ⊂ X such that

c := lim
n→∞

(f − f0)(xn) = sup
X

(f − f0), lim sup
n→∞

(
f − h− αg0

)
(xn) ≤ 0.

Hence lim supn→∞

(
f0 − αg0

)
(xn) ≤ lim supn→∞ h(xn) − c. By Condition 3.4, there exists

x0 ∈ X with (relabeling a sequence if necessary) limn→∞ xn = x0.
In addition, since f ∈ USC(X; R̄) and f0 ∈ LSC(X; R̄),

lim
n→∞

(f − f0)(xn) = sup
X

(f − f0) = (f − f0)(x0).

This further implies that
lim inf
n→∞

f(xn) = lim
n→∞

(f − f0)(xn) + lim inf
n→∞

f0(xn) ≥ (f − f0)(x0) + f0(x0) = f(x0),

giving limn→∞ f(xn) = f(x0). Similarly, we can derive lim supn→∞ f0(xn) ≤ f0(x0), hence
limn→∞ f0(xn) = f0(x0). Since g0 ∈ USC(X; R̄) and h ∈ C(X),

f(x0) − h(x0) = lim sup
n→∞

(
f(xn) − h(xn)

)
≤ α lim sup

n→∞
g0(xn) ≤ αg0(x0).

That is, f is a sub-solution in the point-wise definition sense. □
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In a similar vein, we can prove the following.

Condition 3.6. For every (f1, g1) ∈ H and every C ∈ R, the following sup-level is compact

{x ∈ X :
(
f1 − αg1

)
(x) ≥ C} ⊂⊂ X.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that H ⊂ USC(X; R̄) × LSC(X; R̄), that h ∈ C(X) and is bounded
from below, and that Condition 3.6 holds.

Then for every f ∈ LSC(X; R̄) which is a sequential viscosity super-solution, it is also a
point-wise viscosity super-solution (with guaranteed existence of extremal points).

3.1.2. Point-wise strong solution implies point-wise solution. The relationship between point-
wise strong solution vs. point-wise solution is a bit subtle. Note that, in our definitions, the
strongness of point-wise solution does not require a priori extremizing point always exist.
It merely requires relevant inequalities to hold at those extremizing points, once they exist.
In contrast, the definition of point-wise viscosity solution requires existence of extremizing
point, always. In other words, verifying a function is a point-wise viscosity solution requires
construction of the extremizing point(s) first. However, if we assume that domain of the
Hamiltonian operator is chosen so that there will always be extremizing point, then strong
point-wise sub- (resp. super-) solution imply point-wise sub- (resp. super-) solution. Next,
we give a condition so that such assumption can be readily verified.

We consider the case of sub-solutions. Let (X, d) be a metric space, H is a possibly
multi-valued operator with its graph H ⊂ LSC(X) × USC(X; R̄).

Condition 3.8. For each f0 ∈ D(H),
(1) there exists a sub-linear function β := βf0 : R 7→ R such that f̄ ≤ β ◦ f0;
(2) f0 has compact finite sub-levels.

Lemma 3.9. Let f̄ ∈ USC(X; R̄) be a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.1).
Suppose that f̄ and H satisfies Condition 3.8. Then the f̄ is also a point-wise viscosity
sub-solution.

Similarly, one can state a result for the super-solution case.

3.1.3. Sequential viscosity solution implies strong point-wise solution, for local Hamiltonian
operators. Next, we prove that point-wise solution can become strong point-wise solution in
a wide variety of situations. Without pursuing generality, we only consider scenarios where
the Hamiltonian operator has a special property (3.8) which is natural for local operators
such as differential operators. In fact, we will prove a stronger result that, with such special
property, sequential viscosity solution becomes strong point-wise viscosity solution.

The following is an adaptation of Lemma 3.6 in Feng [42].

Lemma 3.10. Let f ∈ USC(X; R̄), f0 ∈ D(H) and x0 ∈ X satisfy (f−f0)(x0) = supX(f−f0).
We introduce a perturbation of the f0 by

fθ(x) := f0(x) + θd2(x, x0), ∀θ > 0.

Then the following properties hold:
(1) (f − fθ)(x0) > (f − fθ)(x) for every x ̸= x0.
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(2) for every {xn,θ} ⊂ X satisfying
lim
n→∞

(f − fθ)(xn,θ) = sup
X

(f − fθ),(3.7)

we have limn→∞ d(xn,θ, x0) = 0, and
lim
n→∞

f(xn,θ) = f(x0), lim
n→∞

f0(xn,θ) = f0(x0).

Proof. We only need to prove the second property.
By the assumptions,

(f − f0)(x0) = (f − fθ)(x0) ≤ sup
X

(f − fθ) = lim
n→∞

(f − fθ)(xn,θ)

= lim
n→∞

(
(f − f0)(xn,θ) − θd2(xn,θ, x0)

)
≤ lim

n→∞
(f − f0)(xn,θ) ≤ sup

X
(f − f0) = (f − f0)(x0).

Consequently,
(f − fθ)(x0) = sup

X
(f − fθ) = lim

n→∞
(f − fθ)(xn,θ) = lim

n→∞
(f − f0)(xn,θ) = (f − f0)(x0),

giving

lim
n→∞

θd2(xn,θ, x0) = lim
n→∞

((
f − f0

)
(xn,θ) −

(
f − fθ

)
(xn,θ)

)
= 0.

From the above, we also conclude that limn→∞(f − f0)(xn,θ) = (f − f0)(x0). By lower
semicontinuity of f0 and upper-semicontinuity of f , therefore we have

f(x0) ≥ lim sup
n→∞

f(xn,θ) = lim sup
n→∞

(
(f − f0)(xn,θ) + f0(xn,θ)

)
≥ (f − f0)(x0) + f0(x0) = f(x0).

The above also holds with lim supn replaced by lim infn. Hence we conclude. □

Lemma 3.11. Let f̄ ∈ USC(X; R̄) be a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.1) with h ∈
C(X). Suppose that for each (f0, g0) ∈ H and every θ ∈ (0, θ0) for some θ0 > 0, there exists
gθ ∈ Hfθ, such that in context of Lemma 3.10, for the limn→∞ xn,θ → x0, we have

lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
n→∞

gθ(xn,θ) ≤ g0(x0)(3.8)

Then f̄ is also a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution.
If, in addition, we assume that Condition 3.4 holds, then for each f0 ∈ D(H) at least one

maximizer x0 ∈ X in (f − f0)(x0) = supX(f − f0) is guaranteed to exist.
Proof. Let f0 ∈ D(H) and let x0 ∈ X be such that (f−f0)(x0) = supX(f−f0). We introduce
fθ as in the previous lemma. By the defining property of sequential viscosity sub-solution,
there exists xn,θ ∈ X such that (3.7) holds and that

lim sup
n→∞

(
(f − h) − αgθ

)
(xn,θ) ≤ 0.

By Lemma 3.10 and (3.8), then(
f − h

)
(x0) = lim sup

θ→0+
lim sup
n→∞

(f − h)(xn,θ) ≤ αg0(x0).

We conclude that f is a strong point-wise viscosity solution.
With Condition 3.4, the existence of maximizer x0 is a consequence of Lemma 3.5. □
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Remark 3.12. Again, in a similarly way, we have corresponding result for the case of
super-solution.

3.1.4. Viscosity extension for test functions which are sup- inf- envelop of simpler test func-
tions. The notions of viscosity sub- super- solutions are stable under certain (possibly) non-
smooth variational extensions of the Hamiltonians. Lemmas 7.7 and 13.21 in Feng and
Kurtz [46] presented one such type of situation. Next, we consider situation of a related but
different type.

Let Λ be an index set such that (fλ, gλ) ∈ H for every λ ∈ Λ. For each x ∈ X fixed,
considering λ 7→ fλ(x) as a function of the λ, we define set of extremal parameters:

E−
Λ [f·(x)] :=

{
α ∈ Λ : fα(x) = inf

λ∈Λ
fλ(x)

}
⊂ Λ,(3.9)

E+
Λ [f·(x)] :=

{
α ∈ Λ : fα(x) = sup

λ∈Λ
fλ(x)

}
⊂ Λ.(3.10)

Note that these sets can be empty in general.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that f ∈ M(X; R̄) is a strong point-wise sub-solution to (3.1). We
define an extension of H by

H0 := H ∪
{
(f, g) : f = inf

λ∈Λ
fλ, g(x) := inf

λ∈E−
Λ [f·(x)]

gλ(x); where the (fλ, gλ) ∈ H
}
.

Then f is also a strong pointwise sub-solution with the operator H replaced by H0.
Suppose that f ∈ M(X; R̄) is a strong point-wise super-solution to (3.2). We define

H1 := H ∪
{
(f, g) : f = sup

λ∈Λ
fλ, g(x) := sup

λ∈E+
Λ [f·(x)]

gλ(x)
}
.

Then f is also a strong point-wise super-solution with the operator H replaced by H1.

In the above, we follow the convention that inf over empty set is considered +∞, and sup
over empty set is −∞.

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution property. The super-solution case is similar.
Let f := infλ∈Λ fλ and x0 ∈ X be such that supX(f − f) = (f − f)(x0). Next, we verify

that
(f − h)(x0) ≤ α inf

λ∈E−
Λ [f·(x0)]

gλ(x0).

With the convention that inf over empty set is +∞, we only need to prove the case when
E−

Λ [f·(x0)] ̸= ∅. First, we note that
sup

X
(f − f) = sup

λ∈Λ
sup

X
(f − fλ) ≥ sup

X
(f − fλ), ∀λ ∈ X.

Second, for each λ0 ∈ E−
Λ [f·(x0)] (that is, fλ0(x0) = f(x0) holds), the above implies that

(f − fλ0)(x0) = (f − f)(x0) = sup
X

(f − f) ≥ sup
X

(f − fλ0).

By the point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution property,
(f − h)(x0) ≤ αgλ0(x0).

By arbitrariness of the λ0 within the set E−
Λ [f·(x0)], we conclude. □
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3.2. Projection by submetry of viscosity solutions. In many situations, we are inter-
ested in Hamilton-Jacobi equation in a metric space (X, dX), where the X is base space from
a metrically foliated space (Y, dY) (e.g. Definition A.6). We discuss such issue in the next
two subsections.

Y

X

y1

y

. . . x1 x . . .

p

In such context, the natural projection map p : Y 7→ X is a submetry (see Definition A.5
and Lemma A.7). Usually, we can write down a Hamilton-Jacobi equation in Y which repre-
sents physical model defined with finer details. If the physical situation suggests invariance
or symmetry along each p−1(x), then we expect a projected equation exists at the reduced
level state space X. Next, we proceed more generally by working with a setup where only
approximate versions of invariance or symmetry exist along p−1(x). Thus we are lead to
consider perturbed test functions (e.g. Sections 3.4). We also separately discuss the sub-
super-solution cases by using possibly different Hamiltonians.

Throughout this subsection, let (Y, dY) and (X, dX) be generic metric spaces. We assume
that p : Y 7→ X is a submetry (Definition A.5). We start with a pair of operators in Y:

H0 ⊂ M(Y; R̄) ×M(Y; R̄), and H1 ⊂ M(Y; R̄) ×M(Y; R̄);

and consider respectively sub- super-solutions to

f̄ − αH0f̄ ≤ h0,(3.11)
f − αH1f ≥ h1.(3.12)

We are interested in projecting these equations and solutions in Y to sub- and super-solutions
to equations in X

f̄ − αH0f̄ ≤ h0,(3.13)
f − αH1f ≥ h1,(3.14)

defined with a new set of Hamiltonians

H0 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄), and H1 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄).(3.15)

A natural question is getting sharp estimates motivating definitions of H0 and H1.
The following notion of projections are useful in our context.

Definition 3.14 (Inf- and sup- projections). Let p : Y 7→ X be a submetry and f : Y 7→ R̄ .
The inf-projection of the f is a function on X defined by

pinff(x) := inf{f(y) : y ∈ p−1(x)}.(3.16)

Similarly, we define the sup-projection of the f by

psupf(x) := sup{f(y) : y ∈ p−1(x)}.(3.17)
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Let p : Y 7→ X be a submetry. For test functions f0(y) := βd2
Y(y, z) with β > 0, y, z ∈ Y,

we have

pinff0(x) = β inf
y∈p−1(x)

d2
Y(y, z) = βd2

Y(p−1(x), z) = βd2
X

(
x, p(z)

)
,

where the last equality follows from equi-distant property of metric foliation (see Lemma A.7).
Similarly, for f1(z) := −βd2

Y(y, z) with β > 0, y, z ∈ Y, we have

psupf1(x) = −βd2
X

(
p(y), x

)
.

For general test functions, we have the following regularity result.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that f ∈ LSC(Y;R∪{+∞}) and every finite sub-level set is compact,
then f := pinff ∈ LSC(X;R ∪ {+∞}). Similarly, if f ∈ USC(Y;R ∪ {−∞}) with −f having
compact finite sub-levels, then f := psupf ∈ USC(X;R ∪ {−∞}).

Proof. We prove the lower semicontinuity case. Let xn, x0 ∈ X be dX(xn, x0) → 0. We only
need to show that lim infn→∞ f(xn) ≥ f(x0) in the special case when left hand side is finite.

By the definition in (3.16), there exists yn ∈ p−1(xn) with f(xn) ≥ f(yn) − 1
n
. By the

compact finite sub-level assumption, up to selection of subsequence, there exists a y0 ∈ Y
with limk→∞ dY(yn(k), y0) = 0. By the equi-distant property of metric foliation induced by
the p (Lemma A.7), we also have limn dY(yn, p−1(x0)) = 0. Since the leaf p−1(x0) is closed,
we have y0 ∈ p−1(x0), giving

lim inf
n→∞

f(xn) ≥ lim inf
n→∞

f(yn) ≥ f(y0) ≥ f(x0).

□

3.2.1. Projected Hamiltonian operators and viscosity solutions - Multi-valued operators. We
recall the convention that inf over an empty set is +∞, and sup over an empty set is −∞.

In the context of X = p(Y) where the p is a submetry, we define another type of extremal
sets similar to the use of (3.9) and (3.10) in Subsection 3.1.4: for every f : Y 7→ R̄, x ∈ X
and ϵ ≥ 0, we define

E−
ϵ [f;x] :=

{
y ∈ p−1(x) : f(y) − ϵ ≤ inf

p−1(x)
f
}
,(3.18)

E+
ϵ [f;x] :=

{
y ∈ p−1(x) : f(y) + ϵ ≥ sup

p−1(x)
f
}
.(3.19)

If f ∈ LSC(Y; R̄), then E−
ϵ [f;x] is a closed set. Similarly, if f ∈ USC(Y; R̄), then E+

ϵ [f;x] is a
closed set. We define two multi-valued operators in X, through their graphs, by

H0 :=
{
(f, g) : f = pinff, g = gϵ(x) = sup

y∈E−
ϵ [f;x]

g(y), ∀(f, g) ∈ H0, ∀ϵ > 0
}
,(3.20)

H1 :=
{
(f, g) : f = psupf, g = gϵ(x) = inf

y∈E+
ϵ [f;x]

g(y),∀(f, g) ∈ H1, ∀ϵ > 0
}
.(3.21)

Lemma 3.16. Let hi ∈ M(Y) be bounded for i = 0, 1. Suppose that
(1) f̄ ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.11),
(2) f̄ is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed. That is,

f̄(y) = constant =: f̄(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).(3.22)
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Then H0 ⊂ M(X; R̄) × M(X; R̄) and the f̄ ∈ M(X; R̄) in (3.22) is a sequential viscosity
sub-solution to (3.13) with the h0 := psuph0. Moreover, if the f̄ ∈ USC(Y; R̄) and the p is a
strong submetry (see Appendix A.5), then f ∈ USC(X; R̄).

Similarly, suppose that
(1) f ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a sequential viscosity super-solution to (3.12).
(2) f is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed:

f(y) = constant =: f(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).

Then H1 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄) and the f ∈ M(X; R̄) is a sequential viscosity super-solution
to (3.14) with the h1 := pinfh1. Moreover, if the f ∈ LSC(Y; R̄) and the p is a strong submetry,
then f ∈ LSC(X; R̄).

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution case. The super-solution case is similar.
Let ϵ > 0 and (f, g) ∈ H0 be such that f = pinff and g(x) = gϵ(x) = supy∈E−

ϵ [f;x] g(y)
with the (f, g) ∈ H0. Since the f̄ is a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.11), there exists
yn := yf,gn ∈ Y such that

lim
n→∞

(f − f)(yn) = sup
Y

(f − f),(3.23)

lim sup
n→∞

(f − h0 − αg)(yn) ≤ 0.(3.24)

We define xn := xf,gn := p(yn) ∈ X. Then

sup
Y

(̄f − f) = sup
x∈X

sup
y∈p−1(x)

(̄
f(y) − f(y)

)
= sup

x∈X

(
f̄(x) − (pinff)(x)

)
= sup

X
(f̄ − f),

and

sup
Y

(̄f − f) = lim
n→∞

(̄f − f)(yn) ≤ lim
n→∞

(f̄ − f)(xn),

implying limn→∞(f̄ − f)(xn) = supX(f̄ − f). Moreover, because of (3.23), for the ϵ > 0,
there exists N := N(ϵ) large enough so that, for n > N , we have

f̄(xn) − f(yn) = (̄f − f)(yn) ≥ sup
Y

(̄f − f) − ϵ

≥ sup
p−1(xn)

(̄f − f) − ϵ = f̄(xn) − inf
p−1(xn)

f − ϵ.

Therefore yn ∈ E−
ϵ [f;xn]. Consequently, (3.24) gives

lim sup
n→∞

(
f(xn) − h0(xn) − αgϵ(xn)

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞
(f − h0 − αg)(yn) ≤ 0.

Now we put the additional assumptions that the f̄ ∈ USC(Y; R̄) and that the p : Y 7→ X
is a strong submetry. Let xn, x0 ∈ X be dX(xn, x0) → 0. Take a y0 ∈ p−1(x0), by the 2-point
lifting property (Lemma A.9), there exists yn ∈ Y with dY(yn, y0) = dX(xn, x0). Hence

lim sup
n→∞

f(xn) = lim sup
n→∞

f(yn) ≤ f(y0) = f(x0).

□
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One can view Hi as projected operators from the His, i = 0, 1. If we strengthen some
assumptions in Lemma 3.16, we will arrive at simpler and stronger versions of the above
projective type result. In the following, among all possibilities, we only present two versions
of such extensions.

3.2.2. Projected Hamiltonian operators and viscosity solutions - Single-valued operators I.
We introduce two single-valued Hamiltonian operators H0 and H1 as follow. 12 First, we
define domains of the operators

D(H0) :=
{
f = pinff : ∃f ∈ D(H0)

}
, D(H1) :=

{
f = psupf : ∃f ∈ D(H1)

}
.(3.25)

Second, we define the operators
H0f(x) := inf

(f,g)∈H0
with f∈(pinf)−1(f)

lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

sup
y∈E−

ϵ [f;x]
g(y), ∀f ∈ D(H0),(3.26)

H1f(x) := sup
(f,g)∈H1

with f∈(psup)−1(f)

lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

inf
y∈E+

ϵ [f;x]
g(y), ∀f ∈ D(H1).(3.27)

Noting
E±
ϵ′ [f;x] ⊂ E±

ϵ [f;x], ∀0 ≤ ϵ′ < ϵ,(3.28)
we have

lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g = inf

ϵ>0
sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g, lim

ϵ→0
ϵ>0

inf
E+

ϵ [f;x]
g = sup

ϵ>0
inf

E+
ϵ [f;x]

g.

Lemma 3.17. Let hi ∈ M(Y) be bounded for i = 0, 1. Suppose that
(1) f̄ ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a sequential strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11).
(2) f̄ is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed:

f̄(y) = constant =: f̄(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).(3.29)

Then H0 : D(H0) 7→ M(X; R̄), and the f̄ ∈ M(X; R̄) is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-
solution to (3.13) with h0 := psuph0.

Similarly, suppose that
(1) f ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a sequential strong viscosity super-solution to (3.12).
(2) f is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed:

f(y) = constant =: f(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).

Then H1 : D(H1) 7→ M(X; R̄) and the f ∈ M(X; R̄) is a strong point-wise viscosity super-
solution to (3.14) with h1 := pinfh1.

Proof. Again, we only prove the sub-solution case.
Let f ∈ D(H0) and x0 ∈ X be such that supX(f̄ − f) < ∞ and that (f̄ − f)(x0) =

supX(f̄ − f). From the definition of H0f(x0) in (3.26), we can select (fn, gn) ∈ H0 with
pinffn = f and ϵn > 0, limn→∞ ϵn = 0, such that

sup
E−

ϵn [fn;x0]
gn ≤ H0f(x0) + 1

n
.(3.30)

12For notational simplicity, we slightly abuse notation by using the same notations H0, H1 as in the
previous sub-section.
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Next, we select {yn,m}m=1,2,... ⊂ p−1(x0) such that

lim
m→∞

(̄f − fn)(yn,m) = sup
p−1(x0)

(̄f − fn).(3.31)

Because that f̄ is constant on p−1(x) for each x fixed, we have that for every n,

sup
Y

(̄f − fn) = sup
x∈X

sup
y∈p−1(x)

(̄
f(y) − fn(y)

)
= sup

X
(f̄ − f)

= (f̄ − f)(x0) = sup
p−1(x0)

(̄f − fn) = lim
m→∞

(̄f − fn)(yn,m).

Since f̄ is a sequential strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11),

lim sup
m→∞

(̄
f − h0 − αgn

)
(yn,m) ≤ 0.(3.32)

From (3.31) and the assumption in (3.29) (implying f̄(yn,m) = f̄(x0)), we arrive at yn,m ∈
E−
ϵn [fn; x0] for m sufficiently large while n is fixed. Consequently,(

f̄(x0) − h0(x0) − α sup
E−

ϵn [fn;x0]
gn

)
≤ lim sup

m→∞

(̄
f − h0 − αgn

)
(yn,m) ≤ 0.

In view of (3.30),

f̄(x0) − h0(x0) ≤ αH0f(x0).
□

Note again that, the above lemma and its proof does not guarantee the existence of the
x0. This is because that, in the definition of strong point-wise sub- super- solution, we only
required the defining inequalities to hold when such extremal point x0 exists. Therefore,
when applying the above results, we need to explicitly construct the x0 first.

Lemma 3.18. Assume that H0 ⊂ LSC(X; R̄)×USC(X; R̄) and H1 ⊂ USC(X; R̄)×LSC(X; R̄).
In addition, assuming each f ∈ D(H0) has compact finite sub-levels on p−1(x), then the

H0 in (3.26) admit simpler representation
H0f(x) = inf

(f,g)∈H0
f∈(pinf)−1(f)

sup
E−

0 [f;x]
g,

Similarly, assuming additionally that, for each f ∈ D(H1), −f has compact finite sub-levels
on p−1(x), then the H1 in (3.27) admit simpler representation

H1f(x) = sup
(f,g)∈H1

f∈(psup)−1(f)

inf
E+

0 [f;x]
g.

Proof. We note that, by inclusions E±
0 [f;x] ⊂ E±

ϵ [f;x] (see (3.28)), it always holds that
lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g = inf

ϵ>0
sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g ≥ sup

E−
0 [f;x]

g, lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

inf
E+

ϵ [f;x]
g = sup

ϵ>0
inf

E+
ϵ [f;x]

g ≤ inf
E+

0 [f;x]
g.

Hence we only need to verify the opposite sides of the inequalties. We only show the case
for the first one. For ϵ > 0, there exists yϵ ∈ E−

ϵ [f;x] ⊂ p−1(x) with
sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g < ϵ+ g(yϵ).
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By the compact finite sub-levels assumption, we can find a subsequence so that yϵ → y0 ∈
p−1[x]. By the lower semi-continuity of f, we have y0 ∈ E−

0 [f;x]. By upper-semicontinuity of
the g,

inf
ϵ>0

sup
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g ≤ lim inf

ϵ→0+
g(yϵ) ≤ g(y0) ≤ sup

E−
0 [f;x]

g.

We conclude. □

3.2.3. Projected Hamiltonian operators and viscosity solutions - Single-valued operators II.
In fact, if we assume the conditions in Lemma 3.18, we can have a much stronger result.
Specifically, compared to the definitions of H0, H1 in (3.26) and (3.27), we can replace the
limϵ→0+ supE−

ϵ [f;x] in H0 by infE−
0 [f;x], and limϵ→0+ infE−

ϵ [f;x] in H1 by supE−
0 [f;x]. Note that,

regardless of any condition, by (3.28), we always have

lim
ϵ→0
ϵ>0

inf
E−

ϵ [f;x]
g = sup

ϵ>0
inf

E−
ϵ [f;x]

g ≤ inf
E−

0 [f;x]
g, lim

ϵ→0
ϵ>0

sup
E+

ϵ [f;x]
g = inf

ϵ>0
sup
E+

ϵ [f;x]
g ≥ sup

E+
0 [f;x]

g.

We define yet another set of H0, H1 operators by

H0f(x) := inf
(f,g)∈H0

f∈(pinf)−1(f)

inf
y∈E−

0 [f;x]
g(y), ∀f ∈ D(H0),(3.33)

H1f(x) := sup
(f,g)∈H1

f∈(psup)−1(f)

sup
y∈E+

0 [f;x]
g(y), ∀f ∈ D(H1).(3.34)

where the domains D(H0), D(H1) are still defined as in (3.25).

Lemma 3.19. Assume that H0,H1 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄), and that hi ∈ M(Y) is bounded,
for i = 0, 1.

Suppose that
(1) f̄ ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11).
(2) f̄ is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed:

f̄(y) = constant =: f̄(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).

(3) each f ∈ D(H0) has compact finite-sub-levels over p−1(x).
Then the H0 defined in (3.33) makes the f̄ ∈ M(X; R̄) a point-wise strong viscosity sub-
solution to (3.13) with h0 := psuph0.

Similarly, suppose that
(1) f ∈ M(Y; R̄) is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (3.12).
(2) f is invariant over p−1(x) for every x ∈ X fixed:

f(y) = constant =: f(x), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).

(3) for each f ∈ D(H1), −f has compact finite-sub-levels over p−1(x).
Then the H1 defined in (3.34) makes the above f ∈ M(X; R̄) is strong point-wise viscosity
super-solution to (3.14) with h1 := pinfh1.

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution case, which is similar to that of Lemma 3.17.
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Let f ∈ D(H0) and x0 ∈ X be such that supX(f̄ − f) < ∞ and that (f̄ − f)(x0) =
supX(f̄ − f). By the definition of H0f(x0) in (3.33), we can select a sequence (fn, gn) ∈ H0
with pinffn = f , such that

inf
E−

0 [fn;x0]
gn ≤ H0f(x0) + 1

n
.(3.35)

Without lose of generality, we assume H0f(x0) < +∞. This implies that E−
0 [fn; x0] ̸= ∅,

hence there exists yn ∈ E−
0 [fn; x0] with

gn(yn) ≤ inf
E−

0 [fn;x0]
gn + 1

n
.

Because that f̄ is constant over p−1(x) for each x fixed, we have that
(̄f − fn)(yn) = sup

p−1(x0)
(̄f − fn),

and that
sup

Y
(̄f − fn) = sup

x∈X
sup

y∈p−1(x)

(̄
f(y) − fn(y)

)
= sup

X
(f̄ − f)

= (f̄ − f)(x0) = sup
p−1(x0)

(̄f − fn) = (̄f − fn)(yn).

Since f̄ is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11), the above implies that(̄
f − h0

)
(yn) ≤ αgn(yn).

Therefore

α−1
(
f̄ − h0

)
(x0) ≤ α−1

(̄
f − h0

)
(yn) ≤ gn(yn) ≤ inf

E−
0 [fn;x0]

gn + 1
n

≤ H0f(x0) + 2
n
.

We conclude by letting n → ∞. □

3.3. Projection of Hamiltonians defined with special test functions. We continue
by assuming (X, dX) and (Y, dY) are metric spaces, and p : Y 7→ X a submetry map (see
Appendix A.6). Throughout this subsection, we will make extensive use of simple smooth
functions S±

X and S±
Y as defined in (2.15) and (2.16). Here, subscripts X,Y are added to

emphasize the metric space dependencies.

3.3.1. Composition of distance functions as test functions. We consider operator H whose
domain D(H) is a subset of functions satisfying in particular S+

Y ∪ S−
Y ⊂ D(H). We write

f0;y1,...,yK
(y) := ψ

(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
∈ S+

Y ,(3.36)

f0;x1,...,xK
(x) := ψ

(
d2

X(x, x1), . . . , d2
X(x, xK)

)
∈ S+

X ,(3.37)

where K ∈ N, ψ ∈ ΨK , y1, . . . , yK ∈ Y and x1, . . . , xK ∈ X (see (2.14) for definition of ΨK).
Note that, for separable metric spaces, the collection of distance functions introduces a nice
system of local coordinates.

We assume that p is a strong submetry map (Definition A.5). For every y0 ∈ Y and x0 =
p(y0), by the 2-point lifting property (Lemma A.9 in Appendix), there exists yk ∈ p−1(xk)
for k = 1, . . . , K such that

dY(yk, y0) = dX(xk, x0), k = 1, . . . , K.
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Therefore, the following definition of a section is non-empty at least in that case

S(x0; x1, . . . , xK) :=
{

(y0, y1, . . . , yK) ∈ ΠK
k=0p−1(xk) :(3.38)

such that dY(yk, y0) = dX(xk, x0), k = 1, . . . , K
}
.

See the following graph.

Y

X

yk y0 yK

. . . xk x0 . . . xK

p

When the y0 ∈ p−1(x0) is held fixed, we also write

Sx1,...,xK
(y0) :=

{
(y1, . . . , yK) ∈ ΠK

k=1p−1(xk) : such that(3.39)

dY(yk, y0) = dX(xk, x0), where x0 = p(y0), k = 1, . . . , K
}
.

Lemma 3.20. We define, for xk ∈ X,
Fx1,...,xK

(y) := inf
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

f0;y1,...,yK
(y), ∀y ∈ Y.(3.40)

With reference to the context and notations of Lemma 3.13, we introduce index set
Λ := Λ(x1, . . . , xK) := ΠK

k=1p−1(xk) ⊂ Y × . . .× Y,(3.41)
then

Fx1,...,xK
(y) = inf

(y1,...,yK)
∈Λ(x1,...,xK)

f0;y1,...,yK
(y).(3.42)

Assume that p is a strong submetry map. Then the following holds:
(1) for every (y1, . . . , yK) ∈ Sx1,...,xK

(y) and x = p(y), we have
f0;x1,...,xK

(x) = f0;y1,...,yK
(y) = inf

z∈p−1(x)
f0;y1,...,yK

(z),(3.43)

where the f0;x1,...,xK
defined by (3.37).

(2) the Fx1,...,xK
is constant along each fiber p−1(x) for every x ∈ X. Indeed,

Fx1,...,xK
(y) = f0;x1,...,xK

(p(y)),(3.44)
which implies that

f0;x1,...,xK
(x) = inf

y∈p−1(x)
Fx1,...,xK

(y) = inf
(y,y1,...,yK)

∈S(x;x1,...,xK)

f0;y1,...,yK
(y).(3.45)

(3) With reference to the notation in (3.9) appearing in Lemma 3.13,
E−

Λ(x1,...,xK)[f0;·(y)] = Sx1,...,xK
(y);(3.46)
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(4) With reference to the notation in (3.18),
E−

0 [Fx1,...,xK
; x] = p−1(x).(3.47)

Proof. The f0;y1,...,yK
and f0;x1,...,xK

are both defined in terms of a function ψ ∈ ΨK in (3.36)-
(3.37). By non-emptiness of the Sx1,...,xK

(y) and by component-wise monotonicity in the
ψ, (3.43) follows. Taking inf(y1,...,yK)∈Λ(x1,...,xK) over both sides of (3.43) gives (3.44), hence
(3.45).

To see (3.46) holds, we notice that for yk ∈ p−1(xk) to satisfy
f0;y1,...,yK

(y) = inf
zk∈p−1(xk)
k=1,...,K

f0;z1,...,zK
(y)

is equivalent to
dY(y, yk) = dX(x, xk), ∀k = 1, . . . , K.

(3.47) follows directly from the constant along fiber property (3.44).
□

Recall the f0;x1,...,xK
s in (3.37), we define
H0f0;x1,...,xK

(x) := inf
(y0,y1,...,yk)

∈S(x;x1,...,xK)

Hf0;y1,...,yK
(y0).(3.48)

In the following result, without pursuing generality, we assume that p−1(x) is compact for
every x ∈ X. There are a number of ways to relax this assumption.

Lemma 3.21. Let f ∈ M(Y;R) be a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11). Sup-
pose that, for every x ∈ X, p−1(x) is compact in Y, and that

f(y) = constant, ∀y ∈ p−1(x).

We define f(x) := f(y), ∀y ∈ p−1(x). Then f ∈ M(X) is a strong point-wise viscosity
sub-solution to (3.13) with the operator H0 in (3.48), and with the h0 := psuph0.

Proof. Under the assumption that p−1(x) being compact for each x ∈ X, the submetry
p : Y 7→ X becomes a strong submetry.

Let x1, . . . , xK ∈ X, y1, . . . , yK ∈ Y, f0;y1,...,yK
∈ S+

Y and Fx1,...,xK
(y) be defined as above.

By viscosity extension Lemma 3.13 and in view of (3.42) and (3.46), we define operator
H̃Fx1,...,xK

(y) := inf
(y1,...,yK)∈

E−
Λ(x1,...,xK )[f0;·(y)]

Hf0;y1,...,yK
(y) = inf

(y1,...,yK)
∈Sx1,...,xK

(y)

Hf0;y1,...,yK
(y),

then f is a strong point-wise sub-solution to
f − αH̃f ≤ h0.

Next, we apply the projected viscosity solution Lemma 3.19. We have by (3.44) and (3.45),
f0;x1,...,xK

= pinfFx1,...,xK
.

In addition, in view of (3.47),
inf

y∈E−
0 [Fx1,...,xK

;x]
H̃Fx1,...,xK

(y) = inf
y∈p−1(x)

inf
(y1,...,yK)

∈Sx1,...,xK
(y)

Hf0;y1,...,yK
(y) = H0f0(x).

Hence the conclusion follows. □
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In the same vein, we consider
f1(y) := f1;y1,...,yK

(y) := −ψ
(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
∈ S−

Y ,

f1(x) := f1;x1,...,xK
(x) := −ψ

(
d2

X(x, x1), . . . , d2
X(x, xK)

)
∈ S−

X ,

and define operator
H1f1(x) := sup

(y0,y1,...,yk)
∈S(x;x1,...,xK)

Hf1;y1,...,yK
(y0).(3.49)

Then the following super-solution result holds.

Lemma 3.22. Let f ∈ M(Y;R) be a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (3.12).
Suppose that p−1(x) is compact in Y for each x ∈ X, and that the f is constant along each
fiber p−1(x), x ∈ X. We define f(x) := f(y), ∀y ∈ p−1(x). Then this f ∈ M(X;R) is a point-
wise strong viscosity super-solution to (3.14) with the above defined single-valued operator
H1, and with h1 := pinfh1.

3.4. Projected Hamiltonian with perturbed test functions. In multi-scale conver-
gence applications, we usually need to introduce an extra perturbative term g relative to
those test functions appearing in Lemmas 3.21 and 3.22. For instance, in the sub-solution
case, we consider test functions on Y taking the form

fg;y1,...,yK
:= f0;y1,...,yK

+ gy1,...,yK
∈ D(H)(3.50)

with
f0;y1,...,yK

= f0;y1,...,yK
(y) = ψ

(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
∈ S+

Y ,

and a perturbative term
g := gy1,...,yK

∈ M(Y).
In certain class of asymptotic problems concerning sequence of Hamiltonian PDEs, there

could be a separation of scale phenomenon. The perturbative term g can be used to sepa-
rate micro-scale structural information in the Hamiltonians from those of macro-scale. The
following projective abstract viscosity solution theory are developed with such context in
mind.

3.4.1. Simple perturbations. In this subsection, we consider a relatively simple scenario where
the term g can always be chosen to satisfy the following.

Condition 3.23. For each f0;y1,...,yK
, the perturbative term g := gy1,...,yK

in (3.50) can only
depend on the parameters y1, . . . , yK through x1 = p(y1), . . . , xK = p(yK) ∈ X. That is,

gx1,...,xK
(y) := inf

yk∈p−1(xk),
k=1,...,K

gy1,...,yK
(y) = sup

yk∈p−1(xk),
k=1,...,K

gy1,...,yK
(y), ∀y ∈ Y.

A trivial case satisfying the above is when the perturbative term has no dependence on
the y1, . . . , yK at all.

Each of the g := gx1,...,xK
:= gy1,...,yK

: Y 7→ R satisfying Condition 3.23 induces a g :=
gx1,...,xK

: X 7→ R defined by
g(x) := gx1,...,xK

(x) := inf
y∈p−1(x)

gx1,...,xK
(y).
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We recall the notations fg;y1,...,yK
, which is defined in (3.50) and Fx1,...,xk

in (3.42). We
introduce test functions on X of the form

fg;x1,x2,...,xK
(x) := inf

y∈p−1(x)
inf

yk∈p−1(xk),
k=1,...,K

fg;y1,...,yK
(y)

= inf
y∈p−1(x)

(
Fx1,...,xK

(y) + gx1,...,xK
(y)

)
= f0;x1,...,xK

(x) + gx1,...,xK
(x).

In the above, the second equality follows from Condition 3.23 and the defining identity (3.40),
the third equality follows from (3.44). Next, we define a Hamiltonian operator on this class
of test functions by

H0fg;x1,...,xK
(x) := inf

y∈E−
0 [gx1,...,xK

;x]
inf

(y1,...,yk)
∈Sx1,...,xK

(y)

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y).(3.51)

Lemma 3.24. [Projecting sub-solutions] Let f ∈ M(Y;R) be a point-wise strong viscosity
sub-solution to (3.11). Suppose that p−1(x) is compact in Y for every x ∈ X, and that the f
satisfies the following for every x:

f(y) = constant, ∀y ∈ p−1(x).
We define

f(x) := f(y), ∀y ∈ p−1(x).
We consider a class of functions g satisfying Condition 3.23, and use this class to define test
functions of the form fg;x1,...,xK

, and then define operator H0 according to (3.51).
Then f ∈ M(X) and it is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.13) with the H0

defined by (3.51) and with the h0 := psuph0.

Proof. We make two observations: First, we recall definitions of E−
Λ in (3.9) and of Λ :=

Λ(x1, . . . , xK) in (3.41). Since g satisfies Condition 3.23, we have the first identity below; by
(3.46), the second equality also holds:

E−
Λ(x1,...,xK)[fg;·(y)] = E−

Λ(x1,...,xK)[f0;·(y)] = Sx1,...,xK
(y).(3.52)

Second, we introduce a new test function Fg;x1,...,xK
: Y 7→ R by

Fg;x1,...,xK
(y) := inf

y1∈p−1(x1)
...

yK∈p−1(xK)

fg;y1,...,yK
(y) = Fx1,...,xK

(y) + gx1,...,xK
(y),

where the Fx1,...,xK
is defined in (3.42). In view of (3.44), we have

E−
0 [Fg;x1,...,xK

; x] = E−
0 [gx1,...,xK

; x].(3.53)
Consequently, by (3.52),

H̃Fg;x1,...,xK
(y) := inf

(y1,...,yk)∈
E−

Λ(x1,...,xK )[fg;·(y)]

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y) = inf

(y1,...,yK)
∈Sx1,...,xK

(y)

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y),

and by (3.53),
inf

y∈E−
0 [Fg;x1,...,xK

;x]
H̃Fg;x1,...,xK

(y) = H0fg;x1,...,xK
(x).

Next, as in the proof of Lemma 3.21, we apply Lemmas 3.13 and 3.19 to conclude. □
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Next, we consider the super-solution case. We define

fg;y1,...,yK
:= f1;y1,...,yK

+ gy1,...,yK
∈ D(H),(3.54)

with

f1;y1,...,yK
(y) := −ψ

(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
∈ S−

Y ,

and g ∈ M(Y). We assume the g satisfies Condition 3.23. Note that there is a slight abuse
of notation as the above fg;y1,...,yK

is different than the one in the sub-solution case (3.50).
Denoting

f1;x1,...,xK
(x) := −ψ

(
d2

X(x, x1), . . . , d2
X(x, xK)

)
∈ S−

X ,

and

gx1,...,xK
(x) := sup

y∈p−1(x)
gy1,...,yK

(y), ∀p(yk) = xk, k = 1, . . . , K;

we construct a new class of test functions on X by

fg;x1,...,xK
(x) := f1;x1,...,xK

(x) + gx1,...,xK
(x),

and introduce a Hamiltonian operator for functions on X by

H1fg;x1,...,xK
(x) := sup

y∈E+
0 [gx1,...,xK

;x]
sup

(y1,...,yk)
∈Sx1,...,xK

(y)

(
Hfg;y1,...,yK

)
(y).(3.55)

Lemma 3.25. [Projecting super-solutions] The statements in Lemma 3.22 still holds, when
we replace the H1 by a new one defined according to (3.55).

3.4.2. A further simplifying situation. Lemmas 3.24 and 3.25 simplify significantly under the
following.

Condition 3.26. Condition 3.23 holds, hence those gy1,...,yK
s only appearing in (3.50) and

(3.54) only depend on (y1, . . . yK) through (x1, . . . , xK)

gx1,...,xK
:= gy1,...,yK

∈ M(Y), ∀y1 ∈ p−1(x1), . . . , yK ∈ p−1(xK).

In addition, these gy1,...,yK
s appearing in Lemmas 3.24 and 3.25 are constant along fibers

p−1(x), for every x ∈ X:

gx1,...,xK
(y) = constantx1,...,xK

, ∀y ∈ p−1(x).(3.56)

The above condition implies that

E−
0 [gx1,...,xK

; x] = E+
0 [gx1,...,xK

; x] = p−1(x),

and that

gx1,...,xK
(x) := inf

y∈p−1(x)
gx1,...,xK

(y) = sup
y∈p−1(x)

gx1,...,xK
(y).

Lemma 3.27. Suppose that Condition 3.26 holds. Replacing the H0 defined in (3.51) by

H0fg;x1,...,xK
(x) := inf

(y0;y1,...,yK)
∈S(x;x1,...,xK)

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y),
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then the conclusions of Lemma 3.24 still holds. Similarly, replacing the H1 in (3.55) by
H1fg;x1,...,xK

(x) := sup
(y0;y1,...,yK)

∈S(x;x1,...,xK)

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y),

the conclusions of Lemma 3.25 holds as well.

3.4.3. Parameter dependent perturbations, beyond simple situations. Our hydrodynamic limit
application has a multi-scale averaging nature. In such setting, we will need to select the
perturbative term gy1,...,yK

:= gy1,...,yK
(y) in (3.50) depending upon differential dyf0;y1,...,yk

,
which makes Condition 3.23 not satisfied. Next, we develop versions of Lemmas 3.24 and
3.25 which are still applicable to such general situation, by using notions of δ-Sections. These
approximate versions of the S and S are defined in (3.60) and (3.61).

We will also introduce an extra term u in the test functions below, for a purpose different
than mentioned above. Its usefulness will be clear once we combine results next with a
Hamiltonian operator convergence theory in Section 4 to verify convergence for sequence of
solutions in Section 6.

We consider perturbed test functions on Y taking the form

fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
:=

(
f0;y1,...,yK

+ u
)

+ ϵgy1,...,yK
∈ D(H), ϵ > 0,(3.57)

where
f0;y1,...,yK

= f0;y1,...,yK
(y) = ψ

(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
∈ S+

Y ,(3.58)

with the u ∈ M(Y) does not having dependence on any of the parameters y1, . . . , yK ; and
being constant along p−1(x) for each x ∈ X. 13 We also require the perturbative term
g := gy1,...,yK

∈ Cb(Y).
The above assumptions on the u implies in particular that, for every xk ∈ X with k =

1, . . . , K,
u(x) := inf

y∈p−1(x)
inf

y1∈p−1(x1)
...

yK∈p−1(xK)

u(y) = inf
y∈p−1(x)

u(y) = sup
y∈p−1(x)

u(y) = sup
y∈p−1(x)

sup
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

u(y)

is independent of the (x1, . . . , xK). It defines a function u ∈ M(X). Next, we define
fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK

(x) := inf
y∈p−1(x)

inf
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
(y)(3.59)

= inf
y∈p−1(x)

inf
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

(
f0;y1,...,yK

(y) + ϵgy1,...,yK
(y)

)
+ u(x).

We have estimate
sup
x∈X

∣∣∣fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
(x) −

(
f0;x1,...,xK

(x) + u(x)
)∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ∥g∥∞.

Here and below, we use notation
∥g∥∞ := sup

y∈Y
sup

y1,...,yK∈Y
|gy1,...,yK

(y)|.

To simplify, we impose the following.
13Hence Condition (3.26) is satisfied with the g replaced by u

69



Condition 3.28. The map (y, y1, . . . , yK) 7→ gy1,...,yK
(y) is continuous.

Next, we introduce notions of δ-approximate sections, and relate them with extremal
parameter set defined in (3.9).

Let x0, x1, . . . , xK ∈ X and K ∈ N be given. We define, for each δ > 0, a notion of
δ-approximate section

Sδ(x0; x1, . . . , xK) :=
{

(y0, y1, . . . , yK) ∈ ΠK
k=0p−1(xk) : such that(3.60)

|dY(yk, y0) − dX(xk, x0)| < δ, k = 1, . . . , K
}
.

When y0 ∈ p−1(x0) ⊂ Y is held fixed, we also write

Sδx1,...,xK
(y0) :=

{
(y1, . . . , yK) ∈ ΠK

k=1p−1(xk) : such that(3.61)

|dY(yk, y0) − dX(xk, x0)| < δ, where x0 = p(y0), k = 1, . . . , K
}
.

See the following graph.

Y

X

yk y0 yK

. . . xk x0 . . . xK

p

We have the following.

Lemma 3.29. Let f0;y1,...,yK
be as in (3.58) with the ψ ∈ ΨK. For each ϵ > 0, there exists

δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) > 0, such that
E−

Λ(x1,...,xK)[fu,ϵg;·(y)] ⊂ Sδx1,...,xK
(y),

and both sets are non-empty. Moreover, limϵ→0+ δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) = 0.

Proof. Let y ∈ Y. By assumption on the u,
E−

Λ(x1,...,xK)[fu,ϵg;·(y)] = E−
Λ(x1,...,xK)[f0;·(y) + ϵg·(y)].

Hence we only need to prove the claim by setting u = 0. Also, by Condition 3.28 and earlier
assumption that p−1(xk) is compact in Y, the above set is non-empty.

Let
(y1, . . . , yK) ∈ E−

Λ(x1,...,xK)[f0;·(y) + ϵg·(y)] ⊂ p−1(x1) × . . .× p−1(xK).

Then
f0;y1,...,yK

(y) + ϵgy1,...,yK
(y) = inf

y′
k∈p−1(xk),
k=1,...,K

(
f0;y′

1,...,y
′
K

(y) + ϵgy′
1,...,y

′
K

(y)
)

≤ inf
y′

k∈p−1(xk),
k=1,...,K

(
f0;y′

1,...,y
′
K

(y)
)

+ ϵ∥g∥∞ = f0;x1,...,xK
(x) + ϵ∥g∥∞,
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where the x = p(y). Consequently,∣∣∣ψ(
d2

Y(y, y1), . . . , d2
Y(y, yK)

)
− ψ

(
d2

X(x, x1), . . . , d2
X(x, xK)

)∣∣∣ < 2ϵ∥g∥∞.

Since ∂kψ > 0 for k = 1, . . . , K, we can find δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) with desired property and

sup
k=1,...,K

|dY(y, yk) − dX(x, xk)| < δ.

Therefore (y1, . . . , yK) ∈ Sδx1,...,xK
. □

Lemma 3.30. In the context of Lemmas 3.24, the conclusion still holds if we replace Con-
dition 3.23 by Condition 3.28, and replace the H0 in (3.51) by

H0fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
(x) := sup

(y;y1,...,yK)
∈Sδ(x;x1,...,xK)

Hfu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
(y),

for fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
given by (3.59). The δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) above can be any choice that is given

by Lemma 3.29.

Proof. Again, as in the proof of Lemma 3.21, we apply Lemma 3.13 and then Lemma 3.19
to conclude. Key details are given below.

Let a test function from Y 7→ R be defined as

F̃x1,...,xK
(y) := inf

y1∈p−1(x1)
...

yK∈p−1(xK)

fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
(y) = inf

y1∈p−1(x1)
...

yK∈p−1(xK)

(
f0;y1,...,yK

(y) + ϵgy1,...,yK
(y)

)
+ u(x).

Let a new Hamiltonian operator H̃ be defined on all such test functions by

H̃F̃x1,...,xK
(y) := sup

(y1,...,yK)∈Sδ
x1,...,xK

(y)
Hfu,ϵg;y1,...,yK

(y)

≥ inf
(y1,...,yK)∈E−

Λ(x1,...,xK )[fu,ϵg;·(y)]
Hfu,ϵg;y1,...,yK

(y),

where the δ > 0 is the one selected in Lemma 3.29, and the above inequality follows by that
lemma. Apply Lemma 3.13, f is a strong point-wise sub-solution to f − αH̃f ≤ h0.

We have shown that fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
(x) = infy∈p−1(x) F̃x1,...,xK

(y) in (3.59). Next, we note⋃
y∈E−

0 [F̃x1,...,xK
;x0]

⊂p−1(x0)

(
{y} ×

( ⋃
y∈p−1(x0)

Sδx1,...,xK
(y)

))
⊂ Sδ(x0; x1, . . . , xK).

Therefore

inf
y∈E−

0 [F̃x1,...,xK
;x]

H̃F̃x1,...,xK
(y) ≤ sup

(y;y1,...,yK)
∈Sδ(x;x1,...,xK)

Hfu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
(y).

Apply Lemma 3.19 and we conclude. □

In the same vein, a super-solution version of the result holds as well: We consider test
functions in Y with the form

fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
:=

(
f1;y1,...,yK

+ u
)

+ ϵgy1,...,yK
∈ D(H).

71



Similar to (3.59), we have
fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK

(x) := sup
y∈p−1(x)

sup
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK
(y)(3.62)

= sup
y∈p−1(x)

sup
y1∈p−1(x1)

...
yK∈p−1(xK)

(
f1;y1,...,yK

(y) + ϵgy1,...,yK
(y)

)
+ u(x);

with estimate
sup
x∈X

∣∣∣fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
(x) −

(
f1;x1,...,xK

(x) + u(x)
)∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ∥g∥∞.

Moreover, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.31. For each ϵ > 0, there exists δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) > 0 where the ψ ∈ ΨK is the
one defining f1;y1,...,yK

, such that
E+

Λ(x1,...,xK)[fu,ϵg;·(y)] ⊂ Sδx1,...,xK
(y).

Moreover, limϵ→0+ δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) = 0.

Lemma 3.32. In the context of Lemmas 3.25, the conclusions still hold, if we replace Con-
dition 3.23 by Condition 3.28, and replace the H1 in (3.55) by

H1fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
(x) := inf

(y;y1,...,yK)
∈Sδ(x;x1,...,xK)

Hfg;y1,...,yK
(y),

where the δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) is the one from Lemma 3.31.
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4. A viscosity convergence theory in metric spaces

To rigorously handle the hydrodynamic limit problem in our introduction, we need a
convergence theory for viscosity solutions in space of probability measures. In this section,
we build such a theory by generalizing the Barles-Perthame convergence scheme [8, 9] for
Hamilton-Jacobi equations to a general metric space setting. To a large extent, such work
was developed in Feng and Kurtz [46]. The primary goal there was to apply the result to
probabilistic large deviation theory, hence some estimates were formulated probabilistically.
Next, we adapt the same ideas and translate the arguments using only the language of
classical analysis. There are more than one way to achieve this, here we choose an approach
by formulating conditions on special test functions. Such formualtion is better suited for
PDE applications with minimal structural assumptions on the equations or solutions.

Throughout this section, α > 0 is a fixed number, (Xn, dXn) and (X, dX) are complete
metric spaces. We are given Hamiltonian operators

Hn,0 ⊂ M(Xn;R) ×M(Xn;R), Hn,1 ⊂ M(Xn;R) ×M(Xn,R),

and functions hn,0, hn,1 : Xn 7→ R, with fn, fn : Xn 7→ R̄ respectively viscosity sub- and
super-solutions in the sequential sense to

fn − αHn,0fn ≤ hn,0,(4.1)
f
n

− αHn,1fn ≥ hn,1.(4.2)
We are also given two operators

H0 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄),
H1 ⊂ M(X; R̄) ×M(X; R̄).

Throughout this paper, we implicit assume that domains D(H0) and D(H1) of the operators
consist of non-trivial functions (that is, f ̸≡ ±∞). One can think of them as playing roles
of upper- and lower- bounds on limits of the Hn,is, in a sense to be made precise next. We
will define a kind of upper limit to the fns by f in (4.10), and a kind of lower limit to the
f
n
s by f in (4.11). We then show that (see Theorem 4.17) they are respectively sub- and

super-solutions to equations
f − αH0f ≤ h0,(4.3)
f − αH1f ≥ h1.(4.4)

In the special case when fn := fn = f
n
, assuming a comparison principle holds between

the above two equations, we can conclude that f := f = f and fn convergences to f in
appropriately defined senses.

The main technical difficulty here is that we need to handle convergence of functions
(and operators acting on such functions) in possibly non-locally compact metric spaces.
There were three key ingredients introduced in Feng and Kurtz [46]. One, it used the
sequential definition of viscosity solution (Definition 3.1) which was motivated by maximum
principle considerations. 14 Two, it relied on uniform estimates on sequence of certain
probability measures on compact sets. These are occupation measures arising from integral

14Throughout this section, we don’t explicitly assume our Hamilton-Jacobi operator satisfies a nonlinear
maximum principle (e.g. Appendix A.3 in [46]). However, from a functional analytic point of view, the
whole generalized viscosity method is only natural when this is true.
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kernel representation for resolvents of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. In context of stochastic
optimization problems, such representations always exist. See Lemma 5.9 and estimate (7.38)
of [46] which are consequences from a probabilistically formulated Condition 2.8 in that book.
See also a special property in Lemma A.11 in the appendix of [46]. Third, the book [46]
also introduced a multi-valued viscosity operator approach to handle technical difficulties
arising from multi-scale convergence of Hamiltonians using a variational approach. In the
following, we will present a purely analytic and somewhat different approach to the similar
ideas mentioned above. In a much simpler setting involving only PDE in Euclidean spaces,
Feng, Fouque and Kumar described yet another similar approach in Section 4 of [43].

We mention that the second ingredient in [46] mentioned above, regardless of what lan-
guage is used, requires a property that does not hold in our hydrodynamic limit example
here. We could alter the growth condition on external potential term U to enforce such
property. But that will create complication involving semi-continuities for functions and
operators which becomes difficult to handle. In this paper, we introduce another way to
solve the issue by using multiple topologies. In addition to the abstract developments in
this section, we also refer to concrete calculations and estimates in Section 6 for details of
applying this new technique.

4.1. Convergence of metric spaces – generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.
Building on earlier works in semigroup convergence theory, Feng and Kurtz [46] introduced a
notion of topological convergence of spaces to space, and subsequently, notion on convergence
of functions on these spaces to functions in the limiting space. The idea can be traced back
at least to Trotter [75] with generalizations by Kurtz [60,61]. These formulations emphasize
on almost isomorphisms of the approximating spaces. Next, we strengthen these notions by
requiring a kind of metric convergence, placing emphasize on approximate isometry (e.g. [77]).
It is meaningful to do this because that, for the applications we have in mind, the test
functions are basically compositions of distance squared functions. See S+ and S− defined
in (2.15) and (2.16). Such development can be more useful when applying to equations
defined with a metric geometry nature. Additionally, using such more restrictive notion of
convergence simplifies the method of [46], making the results more accessible.

Consequently, we are lead to generalize the notion of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence to
(possibly) non-locally compact metric spaces

{(Xn, dXn)}n∈N
gGH−→Q (X, dX)

with respect to some pre-chosen index set Q. See Definition 4.2 next.
Let closed subsets An ⊂ Xn and A ⊂ X. We recall several equivalent definitions and prop-

erties of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of An GH→ A. For definitions and generic properties,
we refer to Chapter 27 of Villani [77], Chapter 7 of Burago, Burago and Ivanov [13], and
pages 70-77 in Bridson and Haeflinger [12]. In particular, we can define a metric dGH(K1, K2)
as in (27.1) and (27.2) in [77] to measure the distance between two metric spaces K1, K2.
In fact, when the background metric spaces where these K1, K2s live in are compact, the
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence is given by this metric topology. For non-compact cases,
modifications are needed. Villani [77] gave several alternative definitions on pages 755-758.
In the following, we adapt one of them into Definition 4.2. For simplicity, we will use only the
ϵn-isometry version of definition of the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence as introduced through
properties (a’) and (b’) on top part of page 750 of [77]. We will make explicit reference to
these approximate isometries in our formulation next.
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Our point of departure is the following basic setup:
(1) (X, dX) and (Xn, dXn), n = 1, 2, . . ., are metric spaces;
(2) Q is a given index set, with {Kq

n ⊂ Xn : q ∈ Q} a family of closed subsets in (Xn, dXn)
and {Kq ⊂ X : q ∈ Q} a family of closed subsets in (X, dX);

(3) there is a family of maps {ηqn : n = 1, 2, . . .}q∈Q, such that each ηqn : Kq
n 7→ Kq is an

ϵn-isometry with ϵn → 0;
(4) for every q1, q2 ∈ Q, there exists q3 ∈ Q such that Kq1 ∪ Kq2 ⊂ Kq3 and that the

approximate isometries are consistent in the sense that

ηq3
n

∣∣∣
K

q1
n

= ηq1
n , ηq3

n

∣∣∣
K

q2
n

= ηq2
n .

Remark 4.1. The last consistency condition is automatically satisfied, if there exists ηn :
Xn 7→ X and the choice ηqn := ηn

∣∣∣
Kq

n

forms sequences of approximate isometries.

Definition 4.2 (Generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence). The sequence of spaces (Xn, dXn)
is said to converge to (X, dX) in sense of generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence with re-
spect to Q and by means of approximate isometries {ηqn : n ∈ N}q∈Q, denoted by

(Xn, dXn) gGH−→Q (X, dX),
if the followings are satisfied

(1) X0 := ∪q∈QK
q is dense in (X, dX);

(2) for each q ∈ Q, Kq ⊂ X is compact in (X, dX);
(3) for each q ∈ Q,

lim
n→∞

dGH(Kq
n, K

q) = 0(4.5)

by means of the approximate isometries {ηqn}n∈N as given above in the basic setup.

Unlike Villani’s Definition 27.11 in [77], the above definition does not require the Kq
ns to be

compact in Xn. However, they are necessarily “asymptotically compact” by the requirement
in (4.5). For instance, even in the case when Xn = X, we can choose the Kq

ns to be closure
of δn-fattenings of some compact sets Kqs, with δn → 0.

From now on, we require the following.

Condition 4.3. For the given Q and {ηqn}n∈N,q∈Q, we have

(Xn, dXn) gGH−→Q (X, dX).(4.6)

It can be useful to identify a special point within each space Xn playing the role of “origin”
of the space. We introduce the following notation.

Condition 4.4. [Pointed metric spaces] There exists x0 ∈ Kq0 ⊂ X for some q0 ∈ Q, and
xn,0 ∈ Kq0

n with ηq0
n (xn,0) → x0.

4.2. A metric space version of the half-relaxed limit theory. Let f : Kq 7→ R̄ and
ηqn : Kq

n 7→ Kq, we denote (ηqnf) := f ◦ ηqn : Kq
n 7→ R̄.

Definition 4.5 (Generalized Γ-convergence). Let fn : Xn 7→ R̄ and f : X 7→ R̄. We say that
fn Gamma-converges to f over sets indexed by Q, denoted by fn Γ−→Q f , if for every q ∈ Q,
Kq and Kq

n with approximate isometry ηqn : Kq
n 7→ Kq, the following properties hold:
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(1) (Liminf property:) for every x0 ∈ Kq and xn ∈ Kq
n satisfying ηqn(xn) → x0, we have

lim inf
n→∞

fn(xn) ≥ f(x0);

(2) (Existence of recovering sequence:) for each x0 ∈ Kq, there exists q′ ∈ Q such that
x ∈ Kq′ , xn ∈ Kq′

n , and ηq
′
n (xn) → x0, and that

lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn) ≤ f(x0).

4.2.1. Conditions on convergence of functions and operators.

Condition 4.6. [Convergence of the hn,0 and hn,1] The hn,i : Xn 7→ R and hi ∈ C(X),
i = 0, 1, n ∈ N have following property: for every q ∈ Q and the associated Kq

n, K
q with

approximate isometry ηqn : Kq
n 7→ Kq, we have

lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq

n

(hn,0 − ηqnh0) ≤ 0, and lim inf
n→∞

inf
Kq

n

(hn,1 − ηqnh1) ≥ 0.

Recall that, at this point, f0 ∈ D(H0) and f1 ∈ D(H1) may be discontinuous functions.
Indeed, the f0, f1 ∈ M(X; R̄) may not even be finite on the whole X.

Condition 4.7. [Convergence of Hamiltonian operators, sub-solution case] Every f0 ∈
D(H0) has the following property: for every x ∈ X, there exists xn ∈ X0 such that limn→∞ dX(xn, x0) =
0 and lim supn→∞ f0(xn) ≤ f0(x0).

For each (f0, g0) ∈ H0, there exists (fn,0, gn,0) ∈ Hn,0 satisfying the following:
(1) [Operator convergence]

fn,0
Γ−→Q f0;

and for every q ∈ Q with Kq
n

GH→ Kq by means of the approximate isometries ηqn, we
have

lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq

n

(
gn,0 − ηng0

)
≤ 0;

(2) [Solution growth properties] there exists a non-decreasing ζ ∈ C(R;R) with super-
linear growth at +∞, and sub-linear growth at −∞:

i.e. lim inf
r→+∞

r−1ζ(r) = +∞, and lim inf
r→−∞

|r|−1ζ(r) = 0,

such that
ζ

(
fn(x)

)
≤ fn,0(x), ζ

(
hn,0(x)

)
≤ fn,0(x), ∀x ∈ Xn, n ∈ N;(4.7)

(3) [Almost compactness properties] for each L > 0, there exists q := q(L) ∈ Q, such
that

{x ∈ Xn : fn,0(x) ≤ L} ∩ {x ∈ Xn : gn,0(x) ≥ −L} ⊂ Kq
n.

Remark 4.8. Condition 4.7.2 is trivially satisfied, if
sup
n

(sup
Xn

fn + sup
Xn

hn,0) < +∞, inf
n

inf
Xn

fn,0 > −∞.

Condition 4.9. [Convergence of Hamiltonian operators, super-solution case] Every f1 ∈
D(H1) has the following property: for each x ∈ X, there exists xn ∈ X0 such that limn→∞ dX(xn, x) =
0 and that lim infn→∞ f1(xn) ≥ f0(x).

For each (f1, g1) ∈ H1, there exists a sequence of (fn,1, gn,1) ∈ Hn,1 satisfying the following:
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(1)

−fn,1
Γ−→Q (−f1);

for every q ∈ Q with Kq
n

GH→ Kq by means of the approximate isometries ηqn, we have
lim inf
n→∞

inf
Kq

n

(
gn,1 − g1

)
≥ 0;

(2) there exists a non-decreasing function ζ ∈ C(R;R) with super-linear growth at +∞
and sub-linear growth at −∞, just as in Condition 4.7.2, such that

−ζ
(

− f
n
(x)

)
≥ fn,1(x), −ζ

(
− hn,1(x)

)
≥ fn,1(x), ∀x ∈ Xn, n ∈ N;

(3) For each L > 0, there exists q := q(L) ∈ Q, such that
{x ∈ Xn : fn,1(x) ≥ −L} ∩ {x ∈ Xn : gn,1(x) ≤ L} ⊂ Kq

n.

4.2.2. Construction of limiting sub- super-solutions. First, we introduce two functions de-
fined on the X0 = ∪q∈QK

q. Assuming Condition 4.3, let x0 ∈ X0, for each q ∈ Q such that
x0 ∈ Kq and corresponding Kq

n ⊂ Xn, we have limn→∞ dGH(Kq
n, K

q) = 0 by means of ϵn-
isometries ηqn : Kq

n 7→ Kq with some ϵn → 0. In particular, because of the almost surjective
property of ϵn-isometry (property (b’) on page 750 in [77]), there exists xn ∈ Kq

n such that
dX(ηqn(xn), x0) ≤ ϵn → 0. We define, for x0 ∈ X0,

f̂(x0) := sup
q∈Q

s.t.x0∈Kq

sup
{

lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn) : ∃xn ∈ Kq
n s.t. lim

n→∞
dX(ηqn(xn), x0) = 0

}
,(4.8)

ˆ̂
f(x0) := inf

q∈Q,
s.t.x0∈Kq

inf
{

lim inf
n→∞

f
n
(xn) : ∃xn ∈ Kq

n s.t. lim
n→∞

dX(ηqn(xn), x0) = 0
}
.(4.9)

Second, we extend definitions of f̂ and ˆ̂
f from domain X0 to X: for each x ∈ X, we define

f(x) := lim
ϵ→0

sup
{
f̂(x0) : x0 ∈ X0, dX(x0, x) < ϵ

}
,(4.10)

f(x) := lim
ϵ→0

inf
{ ˆ̂
f(x0) : x0 ∈ X0, dX(x0, x) < ϵ

}
.(4.11)

Lemma 4.10. The above defined f, f : X 7→ R have the following properties:
(1) f ∈ USC(X; R̄) and f ∈ LSC(X; R̄);
(2) Suppose that f

n
≤ fn, then f ≤ f in X.

(3) Let q ∈ Q and Kq
n

GH→ Kq by means of the ϵn-isometry ηqn. Suppose that xn ∈ Kq
n

and x0 ∈ Kq are such that limk→∞ dX
(
ηqnk

(xnk
), x0

)
= 0 along some subsequence

{nk : k = 1, 2, . . .}. Then

lim sup
k→∞

fnk
(xnk

) ≤ f̂(x0) ≤ f(x0), lim sup
k→∞

f
nk

(xnk
) ≥ ˆ̂

f(x0) ≥ f(x0).

Proof. First, the semi-continuities of f, f are consequences of their definitions. Specifically,
let xn → x ∈ X in (X, dX). By (4.10), there exists xn,0 ∈ X0 := ∪q∈QK

q such that
limn→∞ dX(xn, xn,0) = 0 and that lim supn→∞ f(xn) ≤ lim supn→∞ f̂(xn,0). On the other
hand, by (4.10), we also have

lim sup
n→∞

f̂(xn,0) ≤ f(x).
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Combine the above together gives f ∈ USC(X; R̄). The case f ∈ LSC(X; R̄) is similar.
Second, suppose that f

n
≤ fn, then ˆ̂

f ≤ f̂ in X0, consequently, f ≤ f in X.
Third, the last property of the Lemma follows from (4.8)-(4.10) and (4.9)-(4.11). □

Frequently, we can find a priori modulus of continuity estimates for the {fn, fn}n∈N.

Condition 4.11. [Uniform modulus of continuity estimates] For every q ∈ Q, there exists
ωq ∈ C(R+;R+) with ωq(0) = 0 such that

|fn(x) − fn(y)| + |f
n
(x) − f

n
(y)| ≤ ωq ◦ dX

(
ηqn(x), ηqn(y)

)
, ∀x, y ∈ Kq

n.(4.12)

The above estimates usually hold in stronger forms.

Condition 4.12. [A strengthened form of modulus of continuity estimates] Condition 4.11
holds. Moreover, either one of the following holds:

(1) for each compact K ⊂ X in (X, d), there exists a q ∈ Q such that K ⊂ Kq;
(2) for each x ∈ X, there exists a sufficiently small δ := δ(x) > 0, and a modulus

ωx,δ := ωx,δ(r) ∈ C(R+;R+) with ωx,δ(0) = 0 such that

|fn(x) − fn(y)| + |f
n
(x) − f

n
(y)| ≤ ωx,δ ◦ dX

(
ηqn(x), ηqn(y)

)
,

∀x, y ∈ Kq
n ∩ B̄(x; δ), ∀q ∈ Q.

where the B̄(x, δ) denotes a closed d-metric ball of size δ with center x.

Lemma 4.13. Under Condition 4.12, f, f ∈ C(X).

Proof. We only verify f ∈ C(X) next. The case of f can be handled similarly.
First, we assume Condition 4.11. Let ϵ > 0 be given. For every x′, y′ ∈ X0, by definition

of f̂ , there exists q := qϵ ∈ Q and xn ∈ Kq
n with limn→∞ d(ηn(xn), x′) = 0 such that

f̂(x′) < ϵ + lim supn→∞ fn(xn). Next, we can re-choose the q if necessary to make certain
y′ ∈ Kq as well. Therefore, for every yn ∈ Kq

n with limn→∞ d(ηqn(yn), y′) = 0, we have

f̂(x′) − f̂(y′) < ϵ+ lim sup
n→∞

(
fn(xn) − fn(yn)

)
≤ ϵ+ lim sup

n→∞
ωq ◦ d(ηqn(xn), ηqn(yn))

≤ ϵ+ ωq ◦ d(x′, y′),

for some q ∈ Q that only depends on x′, y′.
Second, let x, xn ∈ X with limn→∞ d(xn, x) = 0. Condition 4.12 enables us to conclude,

using the above estimate,
lim inf
n→∞

f(xn) ≥ f(x).

In view of Lemma 4.10, we conclude.
□

Lemma 4.14. Suppose Condition 4.11 holds.
(1) Let f0 : X 7→ R̄ and fn,0 : Xn 7→ R be such that

fn,0
Γ−→Q f0.

78



Then for every δ > 0 and Kq with q ∈ Q, there exists another q′ := q′(δ, q) ∈ Q such
that

sup
Kq

(f̂ − f0) ≤ δ + lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq′

n

(fn − fn,0).

Moreover, if Condition 4.12 holds, then

sup
X

(f − f0) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0).(4.13)

(2) Similarly, let f1 : X 7→ R̄ and fn,1 : Xn 7→ R̄ be such that

(−fn,1) Γ−→Q (−f1).

Then for every δ > 0 and Kq with q ∈ Q, there exists another q′ := q′(δ, q) such that

sup
Kq

(f1 − f) ≤ δ + lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq′

n

(fn,1 − f
n
);

and, if Condition 4.12 holds, then

sup
X

(f1 − f) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn,1 − f
n
).(4.14)

Proof. For the given δ and Kq, there exists a x0 ∈ Kq such that

sup
Kq

(f̂ − f0) ≤ δ/2 + (f̂ − f0)(x0).

We assume without loss of generality that f0(x0) < +∞. By the definition of f̂ in (4.8),
there exists q′ ∈ Q with the x0 ∈ Kq′ and xn ∈ Kq′

n
GH→ Kq′ by means of an approximate

isometry ηq′
n , such that limn→∞ dX(ηq′

n (xn), x0) = 0, and that

f̂(x0) <
δ

2 + lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn).

By fn,0 Γ−→Q f0, there exists x̂n ∈ Kq
n such that (re-choose the q′ ∈ Q if necessary) ηq′

n (x̂n) →
x0 and that fn,0(x̂n) → f0(x0). Therefore,

sup
Kq

(
f̂ − f0

)
< δ + lim sup

n→∞

(
fn(xn) − fn,0(x̂n)

)
< δ + lim sup

n→∞

(
fn(xn) − fn(x̂n)

)
+ lim sup

n→∞
sup
Kq′

n

(fn − fn,0)

≤ δ + lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq′

n

(fn − fn,0),

where we used Condition 4.11 to get the last inequality.
Next, by density of X0 in X, by f ∈ C(X) (Lemma 4.13), and by the property listed in the

beginning of Condition 4.7 for f0, it follows that

sup
X

(f − f0) = sup
q∈Q

sup
Kq

(f̂ − f0),

hence (4.13) follows.
The case of (4.14) is verified similarly. □
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Remark 4.15. With simple modifications in the proof, the above results still hold if we
remove the uniform modulus Conditions 4.11 and 4.12, but strengthen the assumption
fn,0

Γ−→Q f0 by stronger conditions that f0 ∈ C(X) and that limn→∞ supKq
n

|fn,0 − ηnf0| = 0
for every q ∈ Q. Similar remark applies also to the case involving f and fn,1 and f1.

4.2.3. A half-relaxed limit theorem.

Definition 4.16 (Comparison principle for a pair of Hamilton-Jacobi equations). We say
that comparison principle holds between sequential (resp. point-wise, etc) sub-solutions of
(4.3) and sequential (resp. point-wise, etc) super-solutions of (4.4), if for every such sub-
solution f ∗ ∈ USC(X;R) and every such super-solution f∗ ∈ LSC(X;R), we have

sup
X

(f ∗ − f∗) ≤ sup
X

(h0 − h1).

Theorem 4.17. Let f and f be defined by (4.10) and (4.11). Assume both of them are finite
functions (i.e. f, f : X 7→ R). Suppose that Conditions 4.3, 4.6, 4.7 and 4.9 hold, and that
D(H0) ⊂ LSC(X;R∪ {+∞}) and D(H1) ⊂ USC(X;R∪ {−∞}). We also assume that either
Condition 4.12 holds, or the modified requirements in Remark 4.15 holds. Then

(1) f ∈ USC(X;R) is a sub-solution to (4.3) in the sequential viscosity solution sense.
Similarly, f ∈ LSC(X;R) is a super-solution to (4.4) in the sequential viscosity solu-
tion sense.

(2) in the special case where fn := fn = f
n

and h = h0 = h1, if, in addition, we
assume that the comparison principle holds between sequential sub-solutions of (4.3)
and sequential super-solutions of (4.4). Then

f := f = f ∈ C(X)

and

lim
n→∞

sup
Kq

n

|fn − ηqnf | = 0,(4.15)

for every q ∈ Q and the associated Kq
n, K

q with approximate isometries ηqn : Kq
n 7→

Kq.
(3) In the above, if we strengthen requirements on limiting operator that H0 ⊂ LSC(X; R̄)×

USC(X; R̄), then the f is a point-wise viscosity sub-solution. Similarly, assuming
H1 ⊂ USC(X; R̄) × LSC(X; R̄), then the f is a point-wise viscosity super-solution.

Proof. We only show that the f is a sub-solution, the proof for f being a super-solution can
be done similarly.

Let (f0, g0) ∈ H0 be such that supX(f − f0) < ∞. Then there exists (fn,0, gn,0) ∈ Hn,0
satisfying Condition 4.7. Since fn is a viscosity sub-solution in the sequential sense, we can
find ϵn → 0 and xn ∈ Xn such that

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0) ≤ ϵn + (fn − fn,0)(xn), and (fn − hn,0 − αgn,0)(xn) ≤ ϵn.(4.16)

By first part of the above estimates, and in view of (4.7) and (4.13) (see also Remark 4.15),

−∞ < sup
X

(f − f0) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

(fn − ζ ◦ fn)(xn).
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Since limr→+∞ r−1ζ(r) = +∞, selecting sub-sequence if necessary,
sup
n
fn(xn) < +∞.

Reapply the above estimate back to the first part of (4.16),
lim sup
n→∞

fn,0(xn) ≤ − sup
X

(f − f0) + sup
n∈N

fn(xn) < +∞.

Next, from the second part of (4.16), again invoking (4.13) and growth estimate (4.7),
lim inf
n→∞

αgn,0(xn) ≥ lim inf
n→∞

(fn − fn,0)(xn) + lim inf
n→∞

(fn,0 − hn,0)(xn)

≥ sup
X

(f − f0) + lim inf
n→∞

(ζ ◦ hn,0 − hn,0)(xn)

≥ sup
X

(f − f0) + inf
r∈R

(
ζ(r) − r

)
> −∞.

In summary, selecting subsequence if necessary, there is a large enough but finite L > 0 such
that

sup
n
fn,0(xn) ≤ L, and inf

n
gn,0(xn) ≥ −L.

In view of Condition 4.7.3, there exists q ∈ Q such that xn ∈ Kq
n for all n. Since Kq ⊂ X

is compact and Kq
n

GH→ Kq by means of approximate isometry ηqn : Kq
n 7→ Kq, we can find a

subsequence nk and a point x0 ∈ Kq such that
lim
k→∞

dX(ηqnk
(xnk

), x0) = 0, and lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn) = lim
k→∞

fnk
(xnk

).

Therefore,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0) = lim sup
n→∞

(fn − fn,0)(xn) ≤ f̂(x0) − f0(x0) ≤ f(x0) − f0(x0).

In the above, the first inequality follows from the lim inf property of fn,0 Γ−→Q f0, the second
inequality from part 3 of Lemma 4.10. Combined with (4.13), we arrive at (f − f0)(x0) =
supX(f − f0). Since fnk,0(xnk

) → f0(x0), the above also implies that

lim
k→∞

fnk
(xnk

) = f(x0).(4.17)

Since f ∈ USC(X;R) (Lemma 4.10),
lim sup
k→∞

(ηnk
f − fnk

)(xnk
) ≤ f(x0) − lim

k→∞
fnk

(xnk
) = 0.

Consequently, noting xn ∈ Kq
n and in view of the convergence assumptions in Conditions 4.6

and 4.7,
lim sup
k→∞

ηqnk
(f − h0 − αg0)(xnk

) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

(fnk
− hnk,0 − αgnk,0)(xnk

)

+ lim sup
k→∞

(ηqnk
f − fnk

)(xnk
)

+ lim sup
n→∞

(
sup
Kq

n

(hn,0 − ηqnh0) + α sup
Kq

n

(gn,0 − ηqng0)
)

≤ 0.

That is, the f is a sub-solution to (4.3) in the sequential viscosity sense.
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Next, we assume that the comparison principle holds. In view of Lemma 4.10, f := f =
f ∈ C(X). Especially, selecting subsequence if necessary and apply item 3 in that lemma
give (4.15).

Finally, suppose g0 ∈ USC(X), then by (4.17) and the sequential viscosity sub-solution
property,

f(x0) = lim
k→∞

fnk
(xnk

) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

(
αgnk,0(xnk

) + hnk,0(xnk
)
)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

(
αηqnk

g0(xnk
) + ηqnk

h0(xnk
)
)

≤ αg0(x0) + h0(x0).

That is, the f is a sub-solution to (4.3) in the point-wise viscosity sense. □

4.3. Another version of the half-relaxed limit theory - generalizations. While The-
orem 4.17 is readily applicable to the super-solution case of our hydrodynamic limit example,
it does not apply to the sub-solution case directly. This is because that, provided we work
with order 2-Wasserstein space alone, we cannot construct test functions so that the al-
most compactness requirements in Condition 4.7.3, and the convergence requirements in
Condition 4.7.1 are satisfied simultaneously. Next, we introduce a variant of the previous
arguments by using multiple topologies through embedding the original space (X, dX) into a
larger space (X′, dX′). The topology generated by dX′ is a weaker one, giving a larger family
of neighborhood sets, hence helping some of the limit arguments. 15

4.3.1. Basic setup on spaces. We now work with the following:
(1) (Xn, dXn), (X, dX) and (X′, dX′) are metric spaces;
(2) X is a closed subset in (X′, dX′), where the topology generated by dX′ is weaker than

that by dX;
(3) Q is a prescribed index set; {Kq

n ⊂ Xn : q ∈ Q} is a family of closed subsets in
(Xn, dXn), and {Kq ⊂ X ⊂ X′ : q ∈ Q} is a family of closed subsets in (X, dX), and
compact subsets in (X′, dX′);

(4) X = X0
d-closure where the X0 := ∪q∈QK

q;
(5) there is a family of maps {ηqn : n = 1, 2, . . .}q∈Q such that ηqn : Kq

n 7→ Kq is an
ϵn-isometry, when the Kq is considered as a compact set in metric space (X′, dX′), for
some ϵn → 0+.

(6) for every q1, q2 ∈ Q, there exists q3 ∈ Q such that Kq1 ∪ Kq2 ⊂ Kq3 and that the
following consistency holds:

ηq3
n |Kq1

n
= ηq1

n , ηq3
n |Kq2

n
= ηq2

n .

The following is a counterpart of Condition 4.3 in current setup:
Condition 4.18. The following holds:

(Xn, dXn) gGH−→Q (X′, dX′),
where the Q here means that the approximate isometries in the convergence is given by the
family of maps {ηqn}n∈N, q ∈ Q in item 5 above.

15This is inspired by the B-continuous solution idea introduced in Crandall and Lions [21]. The settings
and structural properties we explore are very different though. As the example in Section 6.2 shows, the
Hamiltonian operator has no obvious “coercive” term as critically used in [21]. However, we will explore
a perturbative argument (6.13), and a type of growth estimates on Hamiltonian operators acting on such
perturbation, in the applications of this paper.
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Note that the above implies in particular X′ = X0
d′-closure.

Example 4.19. The result of this subsection is largely designed for the application in later
Section 6.2. For that example, we will take X := P2(Rd) with dX := d the 2-Wasserstein
metric, and X′ := Pp0(Rd) a p0-Wasserstein space with p0 ∈ (1, 2) fixed, and p0-Wasserstein
metric dX′ := dp0 . The Xn will be taken to be space of n-points equally weighted empirical
probability measures, with possibility of multiple identical points. We take dXn := dp0

∣∣∣
Xn

.
Let ηn(ρ) = ρ be the identity embedding map of Xn into X′. Q := R+ and Kq := {ρ ∈ X′ :
d(ρ, ρ0) ≤ q} and Kq

n := Kq ∩ Xn; ηqn := ηn
∣∣∣
Kq

n

.
One can verify that the above setup fits this situation and Condition 4.18 is satisfied.

4.3.2. Upper limit gives a sub-solution. Similar to the introduction of f̂ and f in (4.8) and
(4.10), we define, for each x0 ∈ X0,

f̃(x0) := sup
q∈Q

s.t.x0∈Kq

sup
{

lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn) : ∃xn ∈ Kq
n s.t. lim

n→∞
dX′(ηqn(xn), x0) = 0

}
;(4.18)

and for every x ∈ X,
f ∗(x) := lim

ϵ→0+
sup

{
f̃(x0) : x0 ∈ X0, dX(x0, x) < ϵ

}
.(4.19)

It follows then f̃ ≤ f ∗. The f̂ and f defined in (4.8) and (4.10) are all smaller than f ∗.

Lemma 4.20. The f ∗ ∈ USC(X; R̄). f̂ ≤ f̃ on X0 and f ≤ f ∗ on X.

Lemma 4.21. Suppose that f0 ∈ C((X, dX)). In addition, we assume that the f0 is dX′-
continuous in Kq ⊂ X, for each q ∈ Q fixed: that is, for every xn, x0 ∈ Kq with dX′(xn, x0) →
0, we have f0(xn) → f0(x0). Let fn,0 : Xn 7→ R be such that

lim sup
n→∞

sup
Kq

n

|fn,0 − ηqnf0| = 0, ∀q ∈ Q.

Then
sup

X
(f ∗ − f0) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0).

Proof. We use arguments similar in the proof of Lemma 4.14. For each q ∈ Q and δ > 0,
by the defining relation (4.18), there exists q′ ∈ Q, x0 ∈ Kq ⊂ Kq′ and xn ∈ Kq′

n with
limn→∞ dX′

(
ηq

′
n (xn), x0

)
= 0 such that

sup
Kq

(f̃ − f0) <
δ

2 + (f̃ − f0)(x0)

< δ + lim sup
n→∞

(
fn(xn) − fn,0(xn)

)
+ lim sup

n→∞

(
fn,0(xn) − ηq

′

n f0(xn)
)

+ lim sup
n→∞

(
ηq

′

n f0(xn) − f0(x0)
)
.

In the above, the second inequality follows from the definition of f̃ in (4.18). By assumption
on the convergence of fn,0 to f0, and by dX′-continuity of the f0 in Kq′ , the last two limits
on the right hand side above are both zero. In summary,

sup
X0

(f̃ − f0) = sup
q∈Q

sup
Kq

(f̃ − f0) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0).
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We note that f0 ∈ C((X, dX)). In view of (4.19), by a density argument,
sup

X
(f ∗ − f0) = sup

X0

(f̃ − f0).

Hence we conclude. □

Condition 4.22.
(1) fn : Xn 7→ R̄ is viscosity solution to (4.1) in the sequential sense;
(2) for each q ∈ Q, D(H0) consists of functions f0s which are dX′-continuous in Kq ⊂ X:

Namely, for every xn, x0 ∈ Kq such that limn→∞ dX′(xn, x0) = 0, we have
lim
n→∞

f0(xn) = f0(x0);

(3) each f0 ∈ D(H0) is dX-continuous in X;
(4) for each (f0, g0) ∈ H0, there exists (fn,0, gn,0) ∈ Hn,0 satisfying the following

(a) for every q ∈ Q,
lim
n→∞

sup
Kq

n

|fn,0 − ηqnf0| = 0;

(b) there exists ϵ0 > 0 and q ∈ Q such that

E+
ϵ0 [fn − fn,0] :=

{
x ∈ Xn : sup

Xn

(fn − fn,0) ≤ ϵ0 + (fn − fn,0)(x)
}

⊂ Kq
n.

(c) for each q ∈ Q and every xn ∈ E+
ϵ0 [fn − fn,0] ⊂ Kq

n and x0 ∈ Kq with
limn→∞ dX′(ηqn(xn), x0) = 0, we have

lim sup
n→∞

gn,0(xn) ≤ g0(x0).

Remark 4.23. In non-locally compact metric space (X, dX) situation, we usually need a
coercive term in the fn, in order to verify Condition 4.22.(4b). This sometimes can be
achieved through another perturbation to original sub-solution to equation (I − αHn)fn ≤
hn,0. See the arguments in Section 6.2.

Definition 4.24 (Property PN). A sequence of functions {fn : XN 7→ R}n∈N and f : X ⊂
X′ 7→ R is said to satisfy Property PN if the following holds:

For each q ∈ Q and every xn ∈ Kq
n and x0 ∈ Kq with limn→∞ dX′(ηqn(xn), x0) = 0, we have

lim supn→∞ fn(xn) ≤ f(x0).

Condition 4.25. The sequence {hn,0 : n ∈ N} and h0 satisfies Property PN .

Lemma 4.26. Suppose that Conditions 4.22 and 4.25 hold. Then the f ∗ ∈ USC(X;R) is a
sub-solution to (4.3) in the point-wise viscosity sense.

Moreover, the sequence of functions {fn : n ∈ N} and f ∗ satisfy the Property PN (see
Definition 4.24) as well.

Proof. We only need to slightly modify arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.17. By the
sequential viscosity solution assumption, we can find ϵn → 0+ with xn ∈ Xn such that (4.16)
still holds. By Condition 4.22.4b, there exists q ∈ Q with xn ∈ Kq

n. Moreover, selecting
subsequence if necessary, limn→∞ dX′

(
ηqn(xn), x0

)
= 0 for some x0 ∈ Kq ⊂ X0. We claim that

lim
n→∞

sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0) = (f ∗ − f0)(x0) = sup
X

(f ∗ − f0).
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This is because that
(f ∗ − f0)(x0) ≤ sup

X
(f ∗ − f0) ≤ lim sup

n→∞
sup
Xn

(fn − fn,0)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

(fn − fn,0)(xn)(4.20)

≤ (f̃ − f0)(x0) ≤ (f ∗ − f0)(x0),
where the second inequality follows from Lemma 4.21, the third inequality from the first part
of (4.16), the fourth inequality from (4.18) and Condition 4.22.4a, and the last inequality
from the definition of f ∗ in (4.19).

From Conditions 4.22.2 and 4.22.4a, limn→∞ fn,0(xn) = f0(x0). Therefore, we conclude
limn→∞ fn(xn) = f ∗(x0) from the above sequence of inequalities. Consequently, the second
part of (4.16) gives

f ∗(x0) ≤ αg0(x0) + h0(x0).
Finally, to verify Property PN , let xn ∈ Kq

n, x0 ∈ Kq be such that dX′(ηn(xn), x0) → 0,
then it follows from (4.8) that

lim sup
n→∞

fn(xn) ≤ f̂(x0) ≤ f(x0).

□

Following arguments similar to the above, there is a super-solution version to Lemma 4.26.
We have no use of such result in this paper, hence will not write down details here.
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5. Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space of empirical probability measures
with finite number of point masses

In Section 1.1.3, we described a hydrodynamic limit problem at a formal level. In this
section, we apply the abstract viscosity solution theories developed in Section 3 to that
problem and identify corresponding Hamiltonians defined in space of empirical probability
measures with a fixed finite number of particles. We also prepare some estimates which will
be useful in later sections. The issue of passing particle numbers to infinity will be discussed
in detail in Section 6.

5.1. Basic setup. We recall the setup and notations of Section 1.1.2. We endow YN :=
(Rd)N with the usual Euclidean metric dYN

, and call this “ordered-particle space”. Let GN

denote discrete permutation group on N -indices, it acts on the YN through relation

τx := (xτ(1), . . . , xτ(N)), ∀τ ∈ GN ,x := (x1, . . . , xN) ∈ YN .

It follows then Condition A.10 is satisfied, and for each N fixed, YN is metrically foliated
by GN with a quotient structure XN := YN/ GN . See Appendix A.5 and A.6 for details.
We denote the corresponding metric quotient space (XN , dXN

). This XN models the “space
of un-ordered particles”, we identify it with the space of empirical probability measures for
N -particles (5.1). Because of such identification, we denote a typical element in XN by
ρ := ρ(dy) and introduce a projection map pN : YN 7→ XN by

ρN = pN(x) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
, x := (x1, . . . , xN) ∈ (Rd)N .(5.1)

Since the group action x 7→ τx is an isometric one, the above defined pN is a submetry
from Y to X (Lemma A.11). Indeed, because that the GN is a finite group, pN is a strong
submetry.

We denote X := P2(Rd) with the Wasserstein order-2 metric d. The identity map IdN :
XN 7→ X induces a natural isometric embedding (1.9):

Lemma 5.1. For x,y ∈ YN , we denote corresponding equivalence classes x∗,y∗ ∈ XN , and
identify them with

ρ(dx) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
(dx), γ(dy) := 1

N

N∑
i=1

δyi
(dy).

Then

d2
XN

(x∗,y∗) := inf
x∈x∗,y∈y∗

d2
YN

(x,y) = inf
π∈GN

d2
YN

(x, πy) = inf
π∈GN

1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − yπ(i)|2 = d2(ρ, γ).

In particular, one can also see the last identity as a direct consequence of Choquet’s
theorem on extremal points and Birkhoff theorem on stochastic matrices (see the end of
page 5 in Villani [76]).

5.2. Hamilton-Jacobi equations in YN . We recall that, in the introduction section, a
single particle level Hamiltonian function is defined as

H := H(q, p) : Rd × Rd 7→ R.
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A corresponding Lagrangian L := L(q, ξ) is defined in (1.27) through the Legendre transform.
We assume that Condition 1.1 is satisfied. Following Section 1.1.3, we consider the hydro-
dynamically rescaled N -particle Hamiltonian function HN : (Rd ×Rd)N 7→ R given by (1.6):

HN(x,P) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

(
H(xi

ϵ
, Pi) − U(xi) − 1

N

N∑
i=1

V ( xi
ϵN

− xj
ϵN

)
)
.

We define differential operator
HN f(x) := HN

(
x,∇N f(x)

)
, ∀f ∈ C1

(
(Rd)N

)
;

and consider equation
fN − αHN fN = hN ,(5.2)

where the hN ∈ C
(
(Rd)N

)
and α > 0 are given. When supXN

hN < +∞, by classical PDE
results, a candidate solution to (5.2) is given through the dynamical programming principle
by

fN(x) := sup
{ ∫ ∞

0
e− s

α

(
hN
α

(
z(s)

)
− LN

(
z(s), ż(s)

))
ds :(5.3)

z(0) = x, z(·) ∈ AC
(
(0,∞); (Rd)N

)
∩ C

(
[0,∞); (Rd)N

)}
, x ∈ (Rd)N ,

where an N -particle level Lagrangian function LN : (Rd)N×(Rd)N 7→ R∪{+∞} is introduced
as

LN(x,v) := sup
P∈(Rd)N

(
⟨P,v⟩N −HN(x,P)

)
(5.4)

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

(
L(xi
ϵ
, vi) + U(xi) + 1

N

N∑
j=1

V (xi − xj)
)
,

with the L given in (1.27). We observe a very rough estimate holds under Conditions 1.1,
1.3 and 1.4:

LN ≥ inf
Rd×Rd

L + inf
Rd
U + inf

Rd
V ≥ − sup

q∈Rd

H(q, 0) + inf
Rd
U + inf

Rd
V > −∞.

Hence an upper bound for the fN follows from (5.3):

fN ≤ sup
(Rd)N

hN + α
(

sup
q∈Rd

H(q, 0) − inf
Rd
U − inf

Rd
V

)
< +∞.(5.5)

Next, we give a rough estimate of the fN from below. Taking a special path of “resting”
particles z(t) = x for t ≥ 0, then

fN(x) ≥ hN(x) − αLN(x, 0) ≥ hN(x) + α inf
q,p

H(q, p) − α⟨U, ρ⟩ − α⟨V ∗ ρ, ρ⟩(5.6)

where ρ := 1
N

∑N
i=1 δxi

.
We also note the following invariant property holds

LN

(
τz, ˙(τz)

)
= LN(z, ż), ∀τ ∈ GN

for every admissible curve z := z(·) with finite action in the definition of fN .
Given these observations, and in view of Lemmas 3.5, 3.11 and their super-solution coun-

terparts, we summarize some well know PDE results regarding Hamilton-Jacobi equation in
Euclidean spaces into the following.
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Lemma 5.2. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4 hold; and that hN ∈ C
(
(Rd)N

)
with

sup hN < ∞. Then fN ∈ C
(
(Rd)N

)
∩ Liploc

(
(Rd)N

)
with upper bound (5.5). Moreover,

(1) the fN is a point-wise strong viscosity solution to (5.2). It also satisfies estimate (5.6)
from below, hence

fN(x) − hN(x) ≥ −β
(
d(ρ, δ0)

)
, ρ = 1

N

N∑
i=1

δxi
,(5.7)

for some concave, increasing and sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R.
(2) The fN satisfies dynamic programming principle

fN(x) = sup
{ ∫ t

0
e− s

α

(h(z(s))
α

− LN(z, ż)
)
ds+ e− t

α fN(z(t)) :(5.8)

z(·) ∈ AC
(
[0, t]; (Rd)N

)
, z(0) = x

}
.

(3) If additionally the hN is GN -invariant in that hN(τx) = hN(x) for every τ ∈ GN ,
then the fN is GN -invariant as well:

fN(τx) = fN(x), ∀τ ∈ GN .(5.9)

That is, the fN(x) is constant for x ∈ p−1(ρ), for each ρ ∈ XN fixed.

5.3. Submetry projection of Hamiltonians (from configuration spaces YN to XN)
- I, the sub-solution case. Equation (5.2) is defined in YN := (Rd)N . Next, using the
abstract arguments in Section 3.4, we derive sub-solution to a new equation (5.27) defined
in XN . The result is summarized in Lemma 5.6.

There is a slight abuse of notations between this section and the abstract results in earlier
sections. This is because that there are inconsistencies between established notations in
optimal transport theory which we use for the hydrodynamic example, and notations in
metric space analysis which we used earlier for abstract development. To establish a clear
notational correspondence, we begin with a graphical illustration in the current context. The
translation of notations becomes apparent when one compare this graph with the one given
in Section 3.2.

yK

y1

x
yk

y2

γK . . . γ1 ρ γk γ2 . . .

YN := (Rd)N

XN

pN

In this section, we denote typical elements in YN by

x := (x1, . . . , xN), yk := (yk1 , . . . , ykN) ∈ YN = (Rd)N , k = 1, 2, . . . , K,(5.10)
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and typical elements in XN by

ρ := pN(x) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
, γk := pN(yk) = 1

N

N∑
i=1

δyk
i

∈ XN .(5.11)

We recall the isometric embedding (XN , dXN
) ⊂ (X := P2(Rd), d), where dXN

is the natural
quotient metric (as abstractly defined in Appendix A.6, and explicitly identified in (1.7)).
The d is order-2 Wasserstein metric.

We will apply Lemma 3.30. The test functions (3.57) used there has three terms, we write
them explicitly in current context, one by one, next.

First, as in (2.25), (2.26) and (3.36), (3.37), we denote S±
XN

two classes of simple smooth
functions on XN . In particular, each f0 ∈ S+

XN
can be written as

f0(ρ) := f0;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) := ψ

(
d2(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2(ρ, γK)

)
, ∂kψ ≥ 0, ∀K ∈ N,(5.12)

where ψ ∈ ΨK (see (2.14) for definition). For each such f0, we approximate it with another
simple test function on YN by

f0;y1,...,yK
(x) := ψ

(
d2

YN
(x,y1), . . . , d2

YN
(x,yK)

)
= ψ

( 1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − y1
i |2, . . . ,

1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − yKi |2
)

∈ S+
YN
.

The f0;y1,...,yK
and f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK

are related in the same way as the relation between (3.36)
and (3.37) in the abstract setting.

Second, we take

u(x) := uζ(x) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

ζ(|xi|2),(5.13)

where the ζ ∈ C2(R;R+) is an arbitrary non-negative smooth function in this section.
Third, we specify perturbative test functions g as appeared in (3.57). We denote

F0 :=
{
ϕ := ϕ(x, P ; q) :=

L∑
l=1

αl(x, P )φl(q)
∣∣∣ 0 ≤ αl ∈ C∞

c (Rd × Rd), φl ∈ C∞
per(Rd)

}
.

(5.14)

For each ϕ := ϕ(x, P ; q) ∈ F0, we introduce

g(x) := gϕ,ψ;y1,...,yK(x) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

ϕ
(
xi, Pi;y1,...,yK(x); xi

ϵ

)
,

with Pi;y1,...,yK(x) := ∇N,xi
f0;y1,...,yK = N∇xi

f0;y1,...,yK(5.15)

=
K∑
k=1

2∂kψ(⋆)(xi − yki ) ∈ Rd,

where the (⋆) :=
(
d2

YN
(x,y1), . . . , d2

YN
(x,yK)

)
.(5.16)

The term Pi;y1,...,yK(x) depends on y1, . . . ,yK as well as on the ψ (which defines the f0;y1,...,yK
).

Such perturbed test function does not have the kind of symmetry required by Condition 3.23.
Hence we turn to the relaxed version of results developed in Section 3.4.3.
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Finally, we assemble all the above components to get a class of test functions on YN :
fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK := (f0;y1,...,yK + u) + ϵgϕ,ψ;y1,...,yK .

The u has no dependence on the parameters y1, . . . ,yK. It has invariance u(τx) = u(x) for
τ ∈ GN . Hence, defining u : XN 7→ R by

u(ρ) :=
∫
Rd
ζ(|x|2)ρ(dx),(5.17)

the function in (3.59) becomes
fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

(ρ)

:= inf
x∈p−1

N (ρ)
inf

y1∈p−1
N (γ1)

. . . inf
yK∈p−1

N (γK)

(
f0;y1,...,yK + u + ϵgϕ,ψ;y1,...,yK

)
(x)(5.18)

= inf
x∈p−1

N (ρ)
inf

y1∈p−1
N (γ1)

. . . inf
yK∈p−1

N (γK)

(
f0;y1,...,yK + ϵgϕ,ψ;y1,...,yK

)
(x) + u(ρ).

Consequently, we have a quantitative estimate on what the fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
looks like in the

N → ∞ asymptotics:

sup
N

sup
ρ∈XN

∣∣∣fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) −

(
f0;γ1,...,γK

+ u
)
(ρ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ∥ϕ∥∞.

To apply Lemma 3.30, we also need a good estimate on HN fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK . We denote

ηϕ := ηϕ(x, P ) := sup
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
, ∀ϕ := ϕ(x, P ; q) ∈ F0.(5.19)

Note that, in particular,
η(x, P ) := ηϕ=0(x, P ) = ηϕ=0(P ) = sup

q∈Rd

H(q, P ).

We define

Mx;y1,...,yK := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δ(xi;y1
i ,...,y

K
i ) ∈ P

(
(Rd)N

)
.

and
µx;y1,...,yK(dx, dP )(5.20)

:=
∫

(y1,...,yK)∈(Rd)K
δ∑K

k=1 2∂kψ(⋆)(x−yk)(dP )Mx;y1,...,yK(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK).

That is,∫
(x,P )∈R2d

φ(x, P )µx;y1,...,yK(dx, dP ) = 1
N

N∑
i=1

φ
(
xi, Pi;y1,...,yK(x)

)
, ∀φ ∈ Cc(Rd × Rd),

where the Pi;y1,...,yK(x) is defined according to (5.15).

Lemma 5.3.

HN fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK(x) ≤
∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
x, P + 2xζ ′(|x|2)

)
− U(x)

−
(
V ∗ ρ

)
(x)

}
µx;y1,...,yK(dx, dP ) +O(ϵ),
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where the O(ϵ) satisfies: for each M > 0 finite, ψ ∈ ΨK and ϕ ∈ F0 fixed,

sup
N

sup
x∈p−1

N (ρ)∫
Rd |x|2ρ(dx)≤M

O(ϵ)
ϵ

< +∞.

Proof. To simplify notations, we only prove the case V = 0. The general case only differs
slightly notationally.

We identify ∇N,xi
fϵg;y1,...,yK first. For such purpose, we compute d× d-matrix

Dxi
Pj;y1,...,yK(x) = 2

K∑
k=1

(
∂kψ(⋆)δijId×d +

K∑
l=1

∂2
klψ(⋆) 1

N
2(xi − yli) ⊗ (xj − ykj )

)
,

where the shorthand notation ⋆ was defined in (5.16). We also write

(∇1ϕ)(x, P ; q) := ∇xϕ(x, P ; q), (∇2ϕ)(x, P ; q) := ∇Pϕ(x, P ; q),
(∇3ϕ)(x, P ; q) := ∇qϕ(x, P ; q),

and introduce another shorthand notation

(∗j) :=
(
xj, Pj;y1,...,yK(x); xj

ϵ

)
.(5.21)

Then

∇N,xi
fϵg;y1,...,yK := Pi;y1,...,yK(x) + ϵ(∇1ϕ)(∗i) + (∇3ϕ)(∗i) + ϵpi(x) ∈ Rd,

where the

pi(x) :=
N∑
j=1

(
Dxi

Pj;y1,...,yK(x)
)
(∇2ϕ)(∗j)

= 2
K∑
k=1

(∂kψ)(⋆)∇2ϕ(∗i) + 4
K∑

k,l=1
∂2
klψ(⋆)

( 1
N

N∑
j=1

(
(xj − ykj ) · ∇2ϕ(∗j)

))
(xi − yli).

Consequently,

HN fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK(x) = HN

(
x,∇N fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK(x)

)
= 1
N

N∑
i=1

{
H

(xi
ϵ
,∇N,xi

fu,g;y1,...,yK

)
− U(xi)

}

≤ 1
N

N∑
i=1

{
H

(xi
ϵ
, Pi;y1,...,yK(x) + 2xiζ ′(|xi|2) + ∇qϕ(xi, Pi;y1,...,yK(x); xi

ϵ
)
)

− U(xi)
}

+O(ϵ)

≤
∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
x, P + 2xζ ′(|x|2)

)
− U(x)

}
µx;y1,...,yK(dx, dP ) +O(ϵ).

□

We now define operator HN,0 acting on test functions fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
. Recall that, in Defini-

tion 2.49 and equation (2.29), we respectively introduced the notions of optimal multi-plans
91



Γopt(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) and the measure νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

for a given test function f0;γ1,...,γK
. Next, we

define δ-approximate versions of both concepts. We write

Γopt
δ (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) :=

{
M := M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ P2(R(1+K)d) such that

π1+k
# M = γk, k = 1, . . . , K; and( ∫

Rd×Rd
|x− yk|2

(
π1,1+k

# M
)
(dx, dyk)

)1/2
≤ d(ρ, γk) + δ

}
.

We still denote νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

in the same way as (2.29), but with the above M . With these
notations, we define

HN,0fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) := sup

M∈Γopt
δ

(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
x, P + 2xζ ′(|x|2)

)
(5.22)

− U(x) −
(
V ∗ ρ

)
(x)

}
νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) +O(ϵ),

where the O(ϵ) term is the same as in Lemma 5.3.

Remark 5.4. In particular, considering a special case of the test functions f0;γ1,...,γK
with

K = 1, ψ(r) := α

2 r, α > 0,

then have above expression reduces to

HN,0fu,ϵg;γ1(ρ) = sup
π∈Γopt

δ
(ρ,γ1)

∫
R2d

{
sup
q∈Rd

ηϕ
(
q, 2α(x− y) + 2xζ ′(|x|2)

)
(5.23)

− U(x) −
(
V ∗ ρ

)
(x)

}
π(dx, dy) +O(ϵ).

Lemma 5.5. For each ϵ > 0 and fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
, there exists a δ := δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) > 0 such that

16

lim
ϵ→0+

δ(ϵ; ∥g∥∞, ψ) = 0,(5.24)

and that
sup

(x;y1,...,yK)∈Sδ(ρ;γ1,...,γK)
HN fu,ϵg;y1,...,yK(x) ≤ HN,0fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

(ρ).

Recall that the notion of a δ-section Sδ is defined in (3.60).

Proof. The existence of δ > 0 satisfying (5.24) follows from Lemma 3.29. For the selected
δ > 0, when (x; y1, . . . ,yK) ∈ Sδ(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK), we have (by definitions)

Ksup
k=1

|dYN
(x,yk) − d(ρ, γk)| < δ, and Mx;y1,...,yK ∈ Γopt

δ (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK),

and
µx;y1,...,yK(dx, dP ) = νMx;y1,...,yK

f0;γ1,...,γK
(dx, dP )(5.25)

where the left hand side notation refers to the one defined by (5.20) and the right hand side
refers to the one defined by (2.29).

Therefore, the conclusion is just a re-statement of the result in Lemma 5.3. □
16Note that the ψ is the one appearing in definition of f0;γ1,...,γK

.
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Lemma 5.6. In the context of Lemma 5.2, additionally assume that
hN(τx) = hN(x), ∀τ ∈ GN .(5.26)

That is,
hN,0(ρ) := sup

(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

hN(x1, . . . , xN) = inf
(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

hN(x1, . . . , xN).

Then
(1) the function fN defined in (5.3) is bounded from above and continuous. It is also

GN -invariant
fN(ρ) := sup

(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

fN(x1, . . . , xN) = inf
(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

fN(x1, . . . , xN);

and is a point-wise strong viscosity solution to (5.2).
(2) fN ∈ C(XN) is bounded from above and is a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution

to
(I − αHN,0)fN ≤ hN,0.(5.27)

In particular, the δ appearing in Γopt
δ (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) in (5.22) has the property (5.24).

Proof. The first part of conclusion follows from Lemma 5.2. The second part follows from
the estimate in Lemma 5.5 applied to the abstract results in Lemma 3.30. □

5.4. Submetry-projection of Hamiltonians - II, the super-solution case. The main
result of this section is Lemma 5.7. As in the sub-solution case, the following diagram
translates notations in this sub-section into those in Section 3.4 in a graphical way.

xK

x1

y
xk

x2

ρK . . . ρ1 γ ρk ρ2 . . .

YN := (Rd)N

XN

pN

We denote
y := (y1, . . . , yN), xk := (xk1, . . . , xkN) ∈ (Rd)N , k = 1, 2, . . . , K,

with ρk := pN(xk) and γ := pN(y). We consider test function f1 ∈ S−
XN

written as

f1;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ) := −ψ

(
d2(γ, ρ1), . . . , d2(γ, ρK)

)
,(5.28)

and its counterpart defined on YN
f1;x1,...,xK

(y) := −ψ
(
d2

YN
(y,x1), . . . , d2

YN
(y,xK)

)
.

We also introduce the u in (5.13), as in the sub-solution case.
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For each ϕ := ϕ(y, P ; q) ∈ F0 (recall definition in (5.14)), we define

g(y) := gϕ,ψ;x1,...,xK
(y) = 1

N

N∑
i=1

ϕ(yi, Pi;x1,...,xK
(y); yi

ϵ
);(5.29)

where the
Pi;x1,...,xK

(y) := ∇N,yi
f1;x1,...,xK

= N∇yi
f1;x1,...,xK

.

We also take

u(y) := u−ζ(y) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

(−ζ)(yi).(5.30)

where the ζ ∈ C2(R;R+) is bounded from below.
We now consider perturbed test function on YN :

fu,ϵg;x1,...,xK
:= (f1;x1,...,xK

+ u) + ϵgϕ,ψ;x1,...,xK
.(5.31)

As in the sub-solution case, its counterpart on XN is

fu,ϵg;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ) := sup

y∈p−1
N (γ)

sup
x1∈p−1

N (ρ1)
. . . sup

xK∈p−1
N (ρK)

(
f1;x1,...,xK

(y) + ϵgϕ,ψ;x1,...,xK
(y)

)
+ u(γ).

(5.32)

We have
sup
N

sup
γ∈XN

|fu,ϵg;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ) − (f1;ρ1,...,ρK

+ u)(γ)| ≤ ϵ∥ϕ∥∞.(5.33)

For each given M ∈ Γopt
δ (γ; ρ1, . . . , ρK) and ψ (defining the f1 and appearing in the

expression of the βks in (2.30)), we denote

νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK

(dy, dP ) :=
∫

(x1,...,xK)∈RKd
δ∑K

k=1 βk2(xk−y)(dP )M(dy, dx1, . . . , dxK);(5.34)

and define

HN,1fu,ϵg;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ) := inf

M∈Γopt
δ

(γ;ρ1,...,ρK)

∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
y, P − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
(5.35)

− U(y) −
(
V ∗ γ

)
(y)

}
νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK

(dy, dP ) +O(ϵ),

where the
ηϕ := ηϕ(y, P ) := inf

q∈Rd
H

(
q, P + ∇qϕ(y, P ; q)

)
.(5.36)

The δ is chosen to satisfy Lemma 3.31 applied in such context. In particular, it satisfies
(5.24). Like in the sub-solution case, the O(ϵ) is meant to satisfy the estimate in Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.7. In the context of Lemma 5.2, assume that Condition 1.1 holds and that hN
satisfies (5.26). Consequently,

hN,1(ρ) := inf
{(x1,...,xN ):ρ= 1

N

∑N

i=1 δxi }
hN(x1, . . . , xN)(5.37)

= sup
{(x1,...,xN ):ρ= 1

N

∑N

i=1 δxi }
hN(x1, . . . , xN).

Then
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(1) the solution fN(x) for (5.2) defined in (5.3) is GN invariant
f
N

(ρ) := inf
{(x1,...,xN ):ρ= 1

N

∑N

i=1 δxi }
fN(x1, . . . , xN)(5.38)

= sup
{(x1,...,xN ):ρ= 1

N

∑N

i=1 δxi }
fN(x1, . . . , xN).

(2) The f
N

∈ C(XN) with growth estimate
f
N

(ρ) ≥ hN,1(ρ) − β ◦ d(ρ, δ0)
for some concave, increasing and sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R. There is a choice
of the O(ϵ) in (5.35) such that the f

N
is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution

to
(I − αHN,1)fN ≥ hN,1.(5.39)

Proof. The proof follows from symmetric arguments as in the sub-solution case in Lemma 5.6.
The growth estimate comes from (5.7). □

Remark 5.8. Note that in the special case of K = 1, ψ(r) = α
2 r with α > 0,

HN,1fu,ϵg;ρ1(γ) = inf
π∈Γopt

δ
(ρ1,γ)

∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
y, α(x− y) − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
− U(y) − V ∗ γ(y)

}
π(dx, dy).

5.5. Uniform modulus of continuity estimate. Let fN : (Rd)N 7→ R be defined accord-
ing to (5.3). We suppose that the hN ∈ C

(
(Rd)N

)
always has the invariance property in

(5.26). Then, by Lemma 5.2, the fN is GN -invariant as well. Hence it can be identified with
a function in XN := (Rd)N/GN . We note that, on one hand, XN is a finite dimensional space;
on the other, it can be identified with space of empirical probability measures with N unit
point masses. Denoting a typical element in XN using empirical probability measure ρ, we
write

fN(ρ) := fN(x), ∀ρ := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
.

Next, we provide an estimate regarding modulus of continuity for fN . We begin with a
technical lemma.
Lemma 5.9. Let Cδ > 0 for each δ > 0. We define ω(r) := infδ>0(δ + Cδr). Then such
defined ω is a concave modulus in the sense that ω ∈ C(R+;R+) is non-decreasing, with
ω(0) = 0 and r 7→ ω(r) is concave.

We now state the main result of this subsection. In the following, d is the 2-Wasserstein
metric.
Lemma 5.10. Suppose that hN is uniformly (in N) bounded from below in d-balls of finite
radius:

inf
N

inf
σ∈XN

d(σ,δ0)≤R

hN(σ) > −∞, ∀R ∈ R+.

Then for each R > 0, there exists a modulus ωR ∈ C(R+;R+) such that
fN(ρ) − fN(γ) ≤ ωR(d(ρ, γ)), ∀ρ, γ ∈ XN and d(ρ, δ0) + d(γ, δ0) ≤ R,

holds uniformly for all N ∈ N.
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Proof. Again, to save space and notation, we only prove the case V = 0.
For every ρ, γ ∈ XN , there exists

π := πN(dx, dy) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δ(xi,yi)∈Rd×Rd(dx, dy) ∈ P2(R2d)

such that d2(ρ, γ) =
∫
Rd×Rd |x− y|2π(dx, dy). For any δ > 0, we define

zi(t) := xi + t
yi − xi
δ

∈ C1([0, δ];Rd), and σ(t) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δzi(t) ∈ AC([0, δ]; XN).

Such σ(0) = ρ, σ(δ) = γ and the curve t 7→ σ(t) has constant speed with velocity

ν(t) := νN(t; dx, dv) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δ
zi(t),

yi−xi
δ

(dx, dv) = σ̇(t) ∈ Tanρ(t)XN , ∀t ∈ [0, δ].

Therefore, d(σ(t), σ(0)) = (t/δ)d(ρ, γ) ≤ R for t ∈ [0, δ].
According to the dynamical programming principle identity (5.8) and in view of (5.4), the

following holds

fN(ρ) ≥
∫ δ

0
α−1e− r

αhN(σ(r))dr −
∫ δ

0
e− r

α

( ∫
R2d

(
L(x
ϵ
, v) + U(x)

)
ν(r; dx, dv)

)
dr

+ e− δ
αfN(γ).

Therefore,

fN(γ) − fN(ρ) ≤ (1 − e− δ
α )fN(γ) +

∫ δ

0

( ∫
R2d

(
L(x
ϵ
, v) + U(x)

)
ν(r; dx, dv)

)
dr

+ (e− δ
α − 1) inf

σ∈XN
d(σ,δ0)≤2R

hN(σ)

≤ (1 − e− δ
α ) sup

XN

fN + C0δ + C1

δ
d2(ρ, γ) + C2δ

(
1 + d(ρ, δ0) + d(ρ, γ)

)
+ (e− δ

α − 1) inf
σ∈XN

d(σ,δ0)≤2R

hN(σ).

For the above estimates, we used the facts that (recall (1.32))

L(q, v) ≤ C0 + C1|v|2 for some C1 > 0, C0 ∈ R;

and that (by Condition 1.3)

⟨U, σ(r)⟩ ≤ C2

∫
Rd

(
1 + |z|)σ(r, dz) ≤ C2

(
1 +

∫
Rd

|x|ρ(dx) + t

δ
d(ρ, γ)

)
, r ∈ [0, δ]

for some C2 > 0.
The conclusion now follows from Lemma 5.9. □

5.6. Submetry projection of Hamiltonians - III, revisiting the sub-solution case.
For reasons which will be clear when we develop limit theorems in Section 6.2, we need
to generalize the result of Lemma 5.6. We still take YN := (Rd)N , but with a new metric
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dYN
corresponding to p-norm (p ∈ (1,∞)) when the (Rd)N is viewed as a Banach space.

Specifically, instead of using

dYN
(x,y) :=

( 1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − yi|2
)1/2

,

we now use a new one

dYN
(x,y) :=

( 1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − yi|p
)1/p

.

The corresponding quotient (with respect the to permutation group GN) space XN is still
the space of empirical probability measures for N equally weighted particles. However, the
quotient metric now can be identified with the p-Wasserstein metric dp as follows:

dpXN
(ρ, γ) := inf

π∈GN

1
N

N∑
i=1

|xi − yπ(i)|p = inf
m∈Γ(ρ,γ)

∫
Rd×Rd

|x− y|pm(dx, dy) =: (dp)p(ρ, γ)

for

ρ(dx) := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
(dx), γ(dy) := 1

N

N∑
i=1

δyi
(dy).

Since all the arguments are completely in parallel with those in Section 5.3, we only
highlight differing details.

5.6.1. A p-Wasserstein version of the sub-solution Lemma 5.6. We revisit the arguments in
Section 5.3.

First of all, we replace the 2-Wasserstein metric d that were used everywhere, with the
p-Wasserstein metric dp. In particular, the f0 ∈ S+

XN
in (5.12) now becomes

f0(ρ) := f0;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) := ψ

(
d2
p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2

p(ρ, γK)
)
;(5.40)

and

f0;y1,...,yK(x) := ψ
( 1
N

(
N∑
i=1

|xi − y1
i |p)

2
p , . . . ,

1
N

(
N∑
i=1

|xi − yKi |p)
2
p

)
.

The new version of Pi;y1,...,yK
in (5.15) becomes 17

Pi;y1,...,yK
(x) := N∇xi

f0;y1,...,yK(5.41)

=
K∑
k=1

2
(

|xi − yki |p−1 xi − yki
|xi − yki |

)
d2−p
p (ρ, γk)∂kψ

(
d2
p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2

p(ρ, γK)
)
.

We also introduce p-Wasserstein version of the collection of optimal transport measure

Γopt
p (ρ; γ) :=

{
µ := µ(dx; dy) ∈ Pp(R2d) such that π1

#µ = ρ, π2
#µ = γ

and
∫
Rd×Rd

|x− y|pµ(dx, dy) = dpp(ρ, γ),
}

;

17We take convention |z|p−1 z
|z| = 0 when z = 0, p > 1.
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and its multi-marginal analogue:

Γopt
p (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) :=

{
M := M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ Pp(R(1+K)d) such that(5.42)

π1,1+k
# M ∈ Γopt

p (ρ, γk)
}
.

For the above f0 and M ∈ Γopt
p (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK), we now extend the measure in (2.29) to the

p-Wasserstein setting by

νM
f0 (dx, dP )(5.43)

:=
∫

(y1,...,yk)∈RKd
δ∑K

k=1 2d2−p
p (ρ,γk)|x−yk|p−1 x−yk

|x−yk|αk
(dP )M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK),

with

αk := αk(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) := ∂kψ
(
d2
p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2

p(ρ, γK)
)
.

Secondly, we introduce a p-Wasserstein version of the operator HN,0 in (5.22). By replacing
the 2-Wasserstein distance d by the p-Wasserstein version dp, we define a counterpart for the
Γopt
δ which we denote Γopt

δ,p . For the f0 in (5.40) and any given ϕ := ϕ(x, P ; q) ∈ F0 in (5.14),
we define a perturbative function g just as in (5.15) but with the new Pi;y1,...,yKs as given
by (5.41), and with the ⋆ in (5.16) replaced by squares of p-Wasserstein distance functions.
For each ζ ∈ C2, we define u in (5.17) and then fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

according to (5.18), and

HN,0fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) := sup

M∈Γopt
δ,p

(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

{
ηϕ

(
x, P + 2xζ ′(|x|2)

)
(5.44)

− U(x) −
(
V ∗ ρ

)
(x)

}
νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) +O(ϵ).

Lemma 5.11. With the above notational changes, the statements in Lemma 5.6 still hold
when the space of empirical probability measures with N equal mass particles, still denoted
XN , is identified as a closed sub-space of the p-Wasserstein space with metric dp, p > 1.

5.6.2. A perturbative version of the p-Wasserstein formulation. In this subsection, we estab-
lish a perturbative variant of Lemma 5.11. See Remark 5.14 for necessity of considering such
perturbation.

Let fN(ρ) be defined according to Lemma 5.6, and θ > 0. We take ζ(r) := θ(r/2) in
(5.17), hence u(ρ) := uθ(ρ) :=

∫
Rd ζ(|x|2)ρ(dx). We denote

fN,θ(ρ) := fN(ρ) − uθ(ρ).(5.45)

With reference to the fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
given by (5.18), we write

f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
:= fu=0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

.(5.46)
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Next, recall the constants c, C in Condition 1.5 for the H, we define
Hθ
N,0f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

(ρ) := HN,0f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
(ρ)(5.47)

+ (1 − 1
λ

)
{
c− inf H + 4C sup

q,P,x
|∇qϕ|2

+ 4C sup
M∈Γopt

δ,p
(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )
}

+ 2Cλ
λ− 1θ

2
∫

|x|2ρ(dx).

The Hθ
N,0f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

should be viewed as multi-valued, with a free varying parameter λ > 1.
Note that for fixed finite N , (XN , dp>1) and (XN , dp=2) are topologically and metrically

equivalent. Moreover, the above constructed fN and fN,θ are independent of the p > 1.
D(Hθ

N,0) consists of test functions of the form (5.46) with every p ∈ (1, 2).

Lemma 5.12. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.6, for each θ > 0, the above fN,θ ∈ C(XN)
is bounded from above and is a strong viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense to

(I − αHθ
N,0)fN,θ ≤ hN,0.(5.48)

Proof. The proof is based upon one observation: We may consider fN as a viscosity sub-
solution with u(·) as part of the test functions for the Hamiltonian operator HN,0 in (5.44);
we may also consider fN,θ as a viscosity sub-solution with another Hamiltonian operator
Hθ
N,0. With proper error estimates, the first one implies the second.
We establish some estimates regarding the ηϕ in (5.19) in Lemma 5.13 next. In particular,

estimate (5.52) implies that
HN,0fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

(ρ) ≤ Hθ
N,0f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

(ρ).
Here, the fu,ϵg;γ1,...,γK

= f0,ϵg;γ1,...,γK
+ u. Again, the right hand side above means a multi-

valued function with free varying parameter λ > 1.
The conclusion now follows from Lemma 5.11. □

We establish some estimates which will be useful in Section 6.2. One of them was also
used in the proof of previous lemma.

Lemma 5.13. Suppose Conditions 1.1 and 1.5 hold. For each ϕ ∈ F0 fixed,
(1) the map in (5.19) is continuous ηϕ := ηϕ(x, P ) ∈ C(R2d).
(2) there exists a finite constant Cϕ > 0 such that

∇qϕ(x, P ; q) = 0, ∀|x| > Cϕ, P, q ∈ Rd.

Hence
ηϕ(x, P ) = ηϕ=0(P ), ∀P ∈ Rd, whenver |x| > Cϕ.

By (1.31), the ηϕ has no more than quadratic growth in P at infinity uniformly in x:
ηϕ(x, P ) ≤ cϕ(1 + |P |2), ∃cϕ > 0.(5.49)

(3) for each 0 < p < 2 fixed, the map (see definition of νM
f0 in (5.43))

Pp(R(1+K)d) ∋ M 7→
∫
R2d

ηϕ(x, P )νM
f0 (dx, dP ),
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is continuous in the topology given by p-Wasserstein metric on Pp(R(1+K)d).
(4) let c, C > 0 be the constants in (1.31), and Lϕ be defined as in

Lϕ := sup
q,P

sup
x̸=y

|∇qϕ(y, P ; q) − ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)|
|x− y|

.(5.50)

Then for every λ > 1,

ληϕ(y, P
λ

) − ηϕ(x, P ) ≤ c(λ− 1) +
CL2

ϕ

λ− 1 |x− y|2.(5.51)

(5) we have

ηϕ(x, P + ξ) ≤ ηϕ(x, P ) + (1 − 1
λ

)
(
c− inf H + 4C sup

q,P,x
|∇qϕ|2 + 4C|P |2

)
(5.52)

+ 2Cλ
λ− 1 |ξ|2.

Proof. We begin by recalling ηϕ(x, P ) = supq∈Td H(q, P +∇qϕ(x, P ; q)), and that (q, x, P ) 7→
H(q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)) is continuous. Continuity of the ηϕ follows from Lemma A.1 in Ap-
pendix: First, by first part of that lemma, we have ηϕ ∈ LSC(R2d). Second, by compactness
of Td, the second part of the lemma implies ηϕ ∈ USC(R2d).

From convexity of p 7→ H(q, p) and by Condition 1.5, we have

λH(q, p
λ

) − H(q, p′) ≤ (λ− 1)H
(
q,
p− p′

λ− 1
)

≤ c(λ− 1) + C

λ− 1 |p− p′|2.(5.53)

Therefore, by definition of ηϕ in (5.19),

ληϕ(y, P
λ

) − ηϕ(x, P ) ≤ sup
q∈Rd

(
λH

(
q,
P + ∇qϕ(y, P ; q)

λ

)
− H

(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

))

≤ c(λ− 1) + C

λ− 1 |∇qϕ(y, P ; q) − ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)|2,

giving (5.51).
Given p′′ ∈ Rd, take p = λp′′ in (5.53), using the at most quadratic growth of p 7→ H

requirement in Condition (1.31), we also get

H(q, p′′) ≤ 1
λ

H(q, p′) + c(1 − 1
λ

) + C

λ(λ− 1)

(
λ|p′′ − p′| + (λ− 1)|p′|

)2

≤
(

H(q, p′) − (1 − 1
λ

) inf H
)

+ c(1 − 1
λ

) + 2Cλ
λ− 1 |p′′ − p′|2 + 2C(λ− 1)

λ
|p′|2

= H(q, p′) + (1 − 1
λ

)
(
c− inf H + 2C|p′|2

)
+ 2Cλ
λ− 1 |p′′ − p′|2.

Therefore,

ηϕ(x, P + ξ) − ηϕ(x, P ) ≤ sup
q∈Rd

(
H

(
q, P + ξ + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
− H

(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

))

≤ (1 − 1
λ

)
(
c− inf H + 4C|P |2 + 4C sup

q,P,x
|∇qϕ|2

)
+ 2Cλ
λ− 1 |ξ|2.

□
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Remark 5.14. In Section 4, we extended the Barles-Perthame half relaxed limit theory to
metric space settings. There are two versions of such extension: a “simpler-minded” version
was given as Theorem 4.17, a more subtler version was also developed in Section 4.3.

We would like to apply these abstract results to establish limiting behaviors for the sub-
super- solutions from HN,0 and the HN,1 respectively. In the case of HN,0, we have a sub-
solution result from Lemma 5.11 (namely, the fN in Lemma 5.6 is a viscosity sub-solution
to (5.27)). However, such result is not compatible with the “simpler-minded” metric space
version of the half-relaxed limit theory in Theorem 4.17, for the purpose of deriving limit.
This is because that the conditions required are not satisfied. To apply the subtler version,
we need to consider the perturbed problem in Lemma 5.12. For more detailed explanation,
see opening paragraph in Section 6.2.

We note that, because of the uθ (with θ > 0) term, the fN,θ has a compact sub-levels in p-
Wasserstein space with 0 < p < 2. Moreover, test functions (5.46) are continuous in Pp(Rd).
These properties will play important roles in Section 6.2, when we derive limit properties for
sub-solutions of (5.48) as N → ∞.

101



6. Convergence of Hamiltonians in the hydrodynamic limit for infinite
particles

In this section, we apply the abstract viscosity solution theories developed in Section 4
and the explicit estimates of finite particle Hamiltonians in Section 5 to our hydrodynamic
limit problem. We introduce a pair of Hamiltonian operators H0, H1 and show that they are
respectively upper- and lower- limits of the HN,0 and HN,1 in (5.22), (5.35) in proper senses.
We only discuss convergence of the Hamiltonian operators in this section. We leave for later
sections about comparison principle and issues on convergence of solutions to associated
Hamilton-Jacobi equations.

6.1. Convergence of Hamiltonians, the super-solution case. Unlike other parts of
the paper, we discuss the super-solution case first. This is because that, in this case, Condi-
tion 4.9.3 in the abstract viscosity convergence Theorem 4.17 can be readily verified through
constructing relatively simple test functions. The case of sub-solution does not follow by
symmetric arguments. More complicated arguments are needed to verify the counterpart
Condition 4.7.3. Hence we delay its developments until the super-solution case is cleared.

Recall that we assumed both U, V have sub-linear growth at infinity (Conditions 1.3 and
1.4).

6.1.1. Convergence of spaces. Let metric spaces (XN , dXN
) and (X, d) be as in Section 5.1.

That is, X := P2(Rd) and d are the order-2 Wasserstein space and metric respectively, and
the XN is identified as space of empirical measures for N number of points with equal mass.
We denote ηN := Id the identity map that embeds XN into X. Namely, the ηN maps empirical
probability measure to itself identified as a probability measure with finite second moment.
We introduce index set

Q := {q = (ζ,M) : ζ ∈ C1(R;R+) such that lim
C→+∞

inf
|r|≥C

ζ(r)
1 + |r|

= +∞,M ∈ R+}.(6.1)

This Q induces a family of compact subsets in X (e.g. Proposition 7.1.5 in [3])

Kq := Kζ,M :=
{
ρ ∈ X :

∫
Rd
ζ(|x|2)ρ(dx) ≤ M

}
, q := (ζ,M) ∈ Q,

and similarly, a family of compact subset in XN

Kq
N := Kζ,M

N :=
{
ρ ∈ XN :

∫
Rd
ζ(|x|2)ρ(dx) ≤ M

}
, q := (φ,M) ∈ Q.

We choose ηqN := ηN
∣∣∣
Kq

N

: Kq
N 7→ Kq.

We recall that, by a uniform integrability characterization of compact set of Wasserstein
order-2 space (e.g. Proposition 7.1.5 in [3]), every Kζ,M is a compact sets in X. Moreover,
by proper choice of the ζ, every compact set K ⊂⊂ X can be contained in one of the Kζ,Ms.
By a density argument of empirical probability measures in space of probability measures,
we have

lim
N→∞

dGH(Kζ,M
N , Kζ,M) = 0.

Therefore, the following holds.
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Lemma 6.1. XN converges to X in the sense of generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence
with respect to index set Q:

(XN , dXN
) gGH−→Q (X, d).

In Section 5, we established results projecting sub- and super-solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations in ordered-particle space YN := (Rd)N to un-ordered particle space XN := YN/GN .
We note that definition of the projected Hamiltonian operators HN,1fϕ,ϵ in (5.35) involves
a parameter ϕ := ϕ(y, P ; q) ∈ F0 (defined in (5.14)). This ϕ records information regarding
highly oscillating microstructures of the dynamic through the variable q. It also records
dependency between highly oscillating structure and slowly oscillating macrostructures of
the dynamic through the (y, P ) variable. In the N → ∞ limit, this parameter ϕ disappears
in the limiting test function f1. However, it remains in the multi-valued H1f1 as an extra
index. Then, through the defining inequality property of viscosity super-solution, we can
optimize over such ϕ to tighten up the estimates, giving a variational structure of the limiting
effective Hamiltonian. While implementing this procedure, there are subtle technical twists,
we develop these details next.

6.1.2. Limiting Hamiltonian operator. We consider a special class of the ζs as appeared in
(6.1). Following (5.17), the ζ ∈ C1(R;R+) needs to have super-linear growth at infinity.
Indeed, we require something even more: the ζ is non-decreasing and

lim inf
r→+∞

ζ ′(r) = +∞.(6.2)

We write
u(γ) := u−ζ(γ) := −

∫
Rd
ζ(|y|2)γ(dy), ∀γ ∈ X.

Such class of ζs is large enough to have the following property: for each γ0 ∈ X, we can find
a ζ with the above property and satisfying

∫
Rd ζ(|y|2)dγ0(dy) < +∞.

Let ρk ∈ X for k = 1, 2, . . . , K. Following (5.28), we write a class of simple test functions

f1(γ) := f1;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ) = −ψ

(
dist2

ρ1(γ), . . . , dist2
ρK

(γ)
)

∈ S−,

and perturbed test functions
fu;ρ1,...,ρK

:= f1;ρ1,...,ρK
+ u−ζ .(6.3)

We denote Ŝ− the collection of perturbed test functions defined in the last line. With ηϕ
introduced in (5.36):

ηϕ := ηϕ(y, P ) := inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(y, P ; q)

)
, ∀ϕ := ϕ(y, P ; q) ∈ F0,

we write
Gϕ
fu;ρ1,...,ρK

(γ) := inf
M∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK)

∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
y, P − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK

(dy, dP )(6.4)

− ⟨U, γ⟩ − ⟨V ∗ γ, γ⟩,

where the νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK

is defined just as in (2.31), and the notation Γopt(γ; ρ1, . . . , ρK) defined
in (2.49).

We now define an operator H1, identified through its graph, by

H1 :=
{

(fu;ρ1,...,ρK
, Gϕ

fu;ρ1,...,ρK
) : fu,ρ1,...,ρK

∈ Ŝ−, ϕ ∈ F0

}
.(6.5)
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Remark 6.2. Expression for the above operator becomes more explicit when it acts on a
special class of the test functions. Namely, for those fu;ρ1 = (f1,ρ1 + u−ζ) ∈ D(H1) with

f1;ρ1(γ) = −α

2 d2(ρ1, γ), α > 0, ρ1 ∈ X,

we have
Gϕ
fu;ρ1

(γ) = inf
π∈Γopt(ρ1;γ)

∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
y, α(x− y) − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
π(dx, dy) − ⟨(U + V ∗ γ), γ⟩.(6.6)

It is easier to see this by following a notational convention which we practice throughout
this paper. We always write dγ := γ(dy) and dρ = ρ(dx) to associate the x with the ρ, and
y with the γ.

Next, in two steps, we show that this H1 is a lower limit to the HN,1s in (5.35) in the sense
as required by Condition 4.9.
Lemma 6.3. Assuming Condition 1.1, then for each ϕ ∈ F0,

(1) the map ηϕ := ηϕ(y, P ) ∈ C(R2d).
(2) there exists a finite constant Cϕ > 0 such that

∇qϕ(y, P ; q) = 0, ∀|y| > Cϕ, P, q ∈ Rd.

Hence
ηϕ(y, P ) = ηϕ=0(P ), ∀P ∈ Rd, whenver |y| > Cϕ.

By (1.31), the ηϕ has exactly quadratic growth in P at infinity uniformly in y:
−cϕ + C−1

ϕ |P |2 ≤ ηϕ(y, P ) ≤ cϕ + Cϕ|P |2, ∃cϕ, Cϕ > 0.(6.7)
Proof. We prove the continuity of ηϕ only. The other properties follow directly. We note
that (q, y, P ) 7→ H

(
q, P + ∇qϕ(y, P ; q)

)
is continuous. By second part of Lemma A.1,

ηϕ ∈ USC(R2d). Next, by compactness of Td (noting periodicity of q 7→ ϕ(y, P ; q) and
q 7→ H(q, p)), the first part of Lemma A.1 gives ηϕ ∈ LSC(R2d). □

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5 hold. Then function γ 7→
Gϕ
fu;ρ1,...,ρK

(γ) is lower semicontinuous in (X, d). Indeed, every finite sub-level set of the
function is compact in (X, d).

Proof. From the estimate (6.7), (y, P ) 7→ ηϕ
(
y;P −2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
is bounded below by constant

−cϕ; moreover, from (6.2), the dominating term of growth estimate from above is |P |2 +
|y|2(ζ ′)2(|y|2). Consequently, the dominating term in Gϕ

fu;ρ1,...,ρK
(γ), as it blows up, is γ 7→

⟨|y|2
(
ζ ′(|y|2)

)2
, γ⟩. Therefore, for every finite L > 0,

{γ ∈ X : Gϕ
fu;ρ1,...,ρK

(γ) ≤ L}

is a relatively compact subset in (X, d).
Next, we verify that Gϕ

fu;ρ1,...,ρK
∈ LSC(X;R ∪ {+∞}) to conclude. To simplify, we only

treat the case of special test functions in Remark 6.2. Proof in the general situation only
requires notational changes. We recall the expression of Gϕ

fu;ρ1
in (6.6). Let γn → γ0 in d

and choose a πn ∈ Γopt(ρ1; γn) to be such that

Gϕ
fu;ρ1

(γn) ≥
∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
x, α(x− y) − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
πn(dx, dy) − ⟨U, γn⟩ − ⟨V ∗ γn, γn⟩ − 1

n
.
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Then by a variant of tightness argument, 18 at least along subsequence, πn → π0 for some
π0 ∈ Γopt(ρ1; γ0) in order-2 Wasserstein metric in P2(R2d). Hence, by a version of the Fatou’s
lemma,

lim inf
n→∞

Gϕ
fu;ρ1

(γn) ≥
∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
y, α(x− y) − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
π0(dx, dy) − ⟨U, γ0⟩ − ⟨V ∗ γ0, γ0⟩

≥ Gϕ
fu;ρ1

(γ0).
We conclude. □

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3 and 1.5 hold. Then the HN,1s in (5.35) and
H1 satisfy Condition 4.9.

Proof. Again, we only write out details for the case when fu;ρ1 ∈ D(H1) is the special test
function in Remark 6.2. Proof for general case only requires notational changes.

First, we approximate the fu;ρ1 . For the given ρ1, we construct empirical probability
measures ρN1 := 1

N

∑N
i=1 δxN

i
satisfying

lim
N→∞

d(ρN1 , ρ1) = 0,

with the xNi ∈ Rd. We denote xN1 := (xN1 , . . . , xNN). As in (5.29) -(5.32), we introduce

f1;xN
1

(y) := −α

2
1
N

N∑
i=1

|yi − xNi |2,

and u := u−ζ . For every ϕ := ϕ(y, P ; q) ∈ F0, we define g := gϕ;xN
1

and
fu,ϵg;xN

1
:= (f1;xN

1
+ u) + ϵg,

and

fN(γ) := sup
{
fu,ϵg;xN

1
(y) : y = (y1, . . . , yN) ∈ (Rd)Nsuch that γ = 1

N

N∑
i=1

δyi

}
,

Then according to (5.33), as ϵ := ϵN → 0, we have 19

lim
N→∞

sup
Kq

N

|fN − ηNfu;ρ1| = 0, ∀q ∈ Q.

Since fu;ρ1 ∈ USC(X; R̄), we have (−fN) Γ−→Q (−fu;ρ1).
Second, we show that, for each q ∈ Q fixed and γN ∈ Kq

N , γ0 ∈ Kq such that d(γN , γ0) → 0,
we have

lim inf
N→∞

(
HN,1fN

)
(γN) ≥ Gϕ

fu,ρ1
(γ0).

Following Remark 5.8 for the expression of HN,1fN , we can find πN ∈ Γopt
δ (ρN1 ; γN) with δ

satisfying property (5.24), and some π0 ∈ Γopt(ρ1; γ0) such that πN ⇒ π0 in the narrow
convergence sense, and such that (by Fatou’s lemma)

lim inf
N→∞

HN,1fN(γN) ≥ lim inf
N→∞

∫
R2d

(
ηϕ(⋆⋆) − U(y) − V ∗ γN(y)

)
πN(dx, dy)

≥
∫
R2d

(
ηϕ(⋆⋆) − U(y) − V ∗ γ0(y)

)
π0(dx, dy) ≥ Gϕ

fu;ρ1
(γ0),

18The proof of Lemma 6.8 will use such argument again. See there for more explanation.
19Note that ηN : XN 7→ X is the identity embedding map, we may simply ignore it in the expression.
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where the notation
(⋆⋆) :=

(
y, α(x− y) − 2yζ ′(|y|2)

)
.

Finally, we note that Condition 4.9.3 is already verified in Lemma 6.4. □

6.1.3. A lower limit estimate using super-solution for a limiting equation. Invoking Theo-
rem 4.17, we obtain the following one-sided limit result regarding the solution fN to (5.2).

Let the hN satisfy invariance (5.26) and hN,1 be defined according to (5.37).
Condition 6.6. h1 ∈ C(X) satisfies the following properties:

(1) for every ρN := 1
N

∑N
k=1 δxN

k
∈ XN and ρ0 ∈ X with d(ρN , ρ0) = 0, we have

lim inf
N→∞

hN,1(ρN) ≥ h1(ρ0);

(2) moreover, there exists an increasing sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R such that
inf
N
hN,1(ρ) ≥ −β ◦ d(ρ, δ0), ∀ρ ∈ XN , and sup

N
sup
XN

hN,1 < +∞.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3 and 1.5 hold. Let fN : (Rd)N 7→ R and
f
N

: XN 7→ R be defined according to (5.3) and (5.38) respectively. We also introduce
f : X 7→ R as in (4.9)-(4.11).

We assume that the hN,1s and h1 are related by Condition 6.6. Then the f is a super-
solution to

(I − αH1)f ≥ h1,(6.8)
in the point-wise viscosity solution sense.
Proof. The results from Lemmas 5.7, 5.10 and 6.5 verify conditions required for applying
Theorem 4.17, hence the conclusion follows. □

Up to this point, our definition of the H1 in (6.5) always has a non-zero ζ term – see the
fu;ρ1,...,ρK

in (6.3) which is the origin of the hat on notation Ŝ−. The ζ played a significant
role in producing compactness type arguments in previous proofs (e.g. Lemma 6.4). Next,
we get rid of this term. We explore localness of the operator H1, and conclude by a variant
of Lemma 3.11. To reduce an already long list of notations, with a slight abuse of notation,
we still use H1 to denote such reduction. That is, the new H1 is notationally defined as the
old one by setting ζ = 0, hence the the fu;ρ1,...,ρK

= f1;ρ1,...,ρK
∈ D(H1) for the new one.

Lemma 6.8. Let f ∈ LSC(X) be an at most linear growth super solution to (6.8) in the
point-wise viscosity sense, with the H1 defined as in (6.5) with non-zero ζ term. Then it is
also a super-solution in the strong point-wise viscosity sense, with the ζ term removed from
both the test functions and the operator H1.
Proof. Let f1 := f1,ρ1,...,ρK

∈ D(H1) for the new H1, and let γ0 ∈ X be such that
(f1 − f)(γ0) = sup

X
(f1 − f).

Then by adding an extra term as in Lemma 3.10
f1,θ := f1;θ;ρ1,...,ρK ,γ0 := f1;ρ1,...,ρK

− θd2(·, γ0),
the γ0 becomes a strict global maxima of f1,θ − f . Let Y0 be a Rd-valued random variable
with probability distribution γ0, then E[|Y0|2] < ∞. By a uniform integrability result due
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to La Vallée Poussin (e.g. see the constructive proof of (1) implies (2) for Theorem T22 in
Chapter II, on page 19 of Meyer [68]), there exists a non-negative ζ ∈ C1 in the class of test
functions that we considered earlier, such that∫

Rd
ζ(|y|2)γ0(dy) = E[ζ(|Y0|2)] < +∞.

We introduce

f1,θ,n := f1,θ,n(γ) := f1,θ(γ) −
∫
Rd

1
n
ζ(|y|2)γ(dy) ∈ Ŝ−.

By point-wise viscosity super-solution property for (6.8), there exists γn := γθ,n ∈ X with

(f1,θ,n − f)(γn) = sup
X

(f1,θ,n − f),

and

α−1(f − h1)(γn) ≥ inf
M∈Γopt(γn;ρ1,...,ρK ,γ0)

∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
y, P − 2

n
yζ ′(|y|2)

)
νM
f1,θ;ρ1,...,ρK ;γ0

(dy, dP )(6.9)

− ⟨(U + V ∗ γn), γn⟩.

Summarizing the above, we have

(f1,θ − f)(γn) ≥ (f1,θ,n − f)(γn) = sup
X

(f1,θ,n − f)

≥ (f1,θ,n − f)(γ0) = sup
X

(f1,θ − f) − 1
n

∫
Rd
ζ(|y|2)γ0(dy).

That is, the γn := γθ,n has a super-solution version of the property as in (3.7). Hence by a
super-solution version of Lemma 3.10, we have (for every fixed θ)

lim
n→∞

d(γn, γ0) = 0, lim
n→∞

f(γn) = f(γ0), lim
n→∞

f1,θ(γn) = f1,θ(γ0).

By Fatou’s lemma, passing n → ∞ in (6.9) gives

α−1(f − h1)(γ0) ≥ (H1f1,θ)(γ0).

Invoking similar arguments as in Lemma 3.11, we send θ → 0+ and conclude. □

6.2. Convergence of Hamiltonians - the sub-solution case. As mentioned in the open-
ing paragraph of Section 4.3, we cannot directly apply the half-relaxed-limit Theorem 4.17 to
the fNs and HN,0s in Lemma 5.6, in the sub-solution case. We will apply the generalized ver-
sion of results given by Lemma 4.26 to those perturbed Hamilton-Jacobi equations (5.48) in
Lemma 5.12. In this step, the Hamiltonians act on test functions defined using p-Wasserstein
distance for 1 < p < 2. We use sequence of sub-solutions which are those perturbed ones
given by (5.45) with a small parameter θ > 0. Upon getting limiting equation using the ab-
stract results of Lemma 4.26, we will then let the p → 2, followed by letting the θ → 0+, to
arrive at another limiting Hamiltonian defined on functions over 2-Wasserstein space. This
last step relies upon a type of viscosity extension method which was first introduced in Feng
and Kurtz [46].

We present details of the above procedure step by step next.
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6.2.1. Convergence of spaces. Let p0 ∈ (1, 2) be arbitrary but fixed. We take X := P2(Rd)
with dX := d the 2-Wasserstein metric, and X′ := Pp0(Rd) with dX′ := dp0 the p0-Wasserstein
metric. The space (XN , dXN

) is taken according to the definition in Section 5.6. In particular,
we use dXN

here the p0-Wasserstein metric restricted to the space of empirical probability
measures with N equally-weighted point masses.

We take Q := R+ and for each q ∈ Q,

Kq
N := {ρ ∈ XN :

∫
Rd

|x|2ρ(dx) ≤ q}, Kq := {ρ ∈ X :
∫
Rd

|x|2ρ(dx) ≤ q}.

Let ηN : XN 7→ X ⊂ X′ be the identity map and ηqN := ηN
∣∣∣
Kq

N

: Kq
N 7→ Kq. The Kq is

compact in (X′, dX′) for each q ∈ Q; ∪q∈QK
q = X and

X = ∪q∈QKqdX−closure = ∪q∈QK
q, XdX′ −closure = X′.

Moreover, for each ρN ∈ Kq
N and ρ0 ∈ Kq with limN→∞ dX′(ρN , ρ0) = 0, by uniformly

bounded second moments property of the ρNs, we have indeed a stronger convergence

lim
N→∞

dp(ρN , ρ0) = 0, ∀p ∈ [1, 2).

Lemma 6.9.

(XN , dXN
) gGH−→Q (X′, dX′).

6.2.2. A limiting Hamiltonian operator and a limiting sub-solution. Take p ∈ [p0, 2), and let
test functions f0 : X 7→ R be defined according to

f0(ρ) := f0;γ1,...,γK
(ρ) := f0,p;γ1,...,γK

(ρ) := ψ
(
d2
p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2

p(ρ, γK)
)
,(6.10)

just as in (5.40). We also define measure νM
f0 := νM

f0;γ1,...,γK
by (5.43), representing a type of

differential of the f0. Let ϕ := ϕ(x, P ; q) ∈ F0. We recall the ηϕ defined in (5.19):

ηϕ(x, P ) := sup
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
,

and the collection of optimal multi-plans Γopt
p (ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) in (5.42). With all these nota-

tions, we denote

G
f0;γ1,...,γK
ϕ (ρ) := sup

M∈Γopt
p (ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

ηϕ(x, P )νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )(6.11)

− ⟨U, ρ⟩ − ⟨V ∗ ρ, ρ⟩.

Next, we introduce a multi-valued Hamiltonian operator H0 ⊂ C
(
(X, d);R

)
×M

(
(X, d); R̄

)
identified through its graph by

H0 :=
{(
f0, G

f0
ϕ

)
: f0 := f0,p;γ1,...,γK

as above, p ∈ [p0, 2), ϕ ∈ F0

}
.(6.12)

Expression of the H0 in the following special situation simplifies: let K = 1 and ψ(r) := α
2 r

with α > 0, then

f0 := f0;γ1(ρ) = α

2 d2
p(ρ, γ1).
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and

Gf0
ϕ (ρ) = sup

π∈Γopt
p (ρ;γ1)

∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
x, αd2−p

p (ρ, γ1)|x− y|p−1 x− y

|x− y|

)
π(dx, dy)

− ⟨(U + V ∗ ρ), ρ⟩.

That is, for each fixed f0 of the above type, H0f0 is a set of functions {Gf0
ϕ : ϕ ∈ F0}.

We recall regularity estimates for the ηϕ in Lemma 5.13, which give the following.

Lemma 6.10. ρ 7→ Gf0
ϕ (ρ) is upper semi-continuous in the topology given by p-Wasserstein

metric, for each p ∈ (1, 2).

Let fN be those constructed in Lemma 5.6. They solve (5.27) in sub-solution sense as
have been made precise in that lemma. Let θ > 0 be fixed. Recall that, through (5.45), we
defined

fN,θ(ρ) := fN(ρ) − θ

2

∫
Rd

|x|2ρ(dx).(6.13)

By Lemma 5.12, the above function is a strong viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense
to an equation (5.48) given by the perturbed Hamiltonian operator Hθ

N,0, defined in that
lemma. Following the notations there about the constants c, C > 0, we denote for every
λ > 1,

Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ) := Gf0

ϕ (ρ) + (1 − 1
λ

)
{
c− inf H + 4C sup

M∈Γopt
p (ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )

(6.14)

+ 4C sup
q,x,P

|∇qϕ|2
}

+ 4Cλ
λ− 1θ

{
sup
N

sup
XN

fN − ψ(0, . . . , 0) + 1

− inf
N
fN(δ0) + f0(δ0)

}
=: Gf0

ϕ (ρ) + Error1,λ(ρ) + Error2,θ,λ.

We introduce a perturbed operator (multi-valued)

Hθ
0 :=

{(
f0, G

f0;θ,λ
ϕ

)
: f0 := f0,p;γ1,...,γK

, p ∈ (1, 2), ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1
}
.(6.15)

Lemma 6.11. For every finite L > 0, we have

lim
λ→1+

sup
ρ∈X,

∫
Rd |x|2ρ(dx)≤L

Error1,λ(ρ) = 0, lim
λ→1+

lim
θ→0+

Error2,θ,λ = 0.

We recall that the hN : (Rd)N 7→ R and the hN,0 : XN 7→ R are defined as in Lemma 5.6.
We assume the following sub-solution counterpart of the Condition 6.6.

Condition 6.12. h0 ∈ C(X) and hN,0 : XN 7→ X satisfy the following:
(1) the hN,0s are uniformly bounded:

sup
N

sup
XN

hN,0 < +∞.
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(2) the sequence {hN,0 : N ∈ N} and the h0 satisfies Property PN (Definition 4.24).
Specifically in current context, this becomes: for every ρN := 1

N

∑N
k=1 δxN

k
∈ XN

and ρ0 ∈ X with dp=1(ρN , ρ0) = 0, and with supN
∫
Rd |x|2ρN(dx) < +∞, we have

lim supN→∞ hN,0(ρN) ≤ h0(ρ0).
Lemma 6.13. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3 and 6.12 hold. Then Condition 4.22 is
satisfied for the operators Hθ

N,0 and Hθ
0 .

Proof. Since the Kq is 2-Wasserstein closed balls of radius q ∈ R+, it is compact in the
p-Wasserstein space for any p ∈ (1, 2). Recall that ηqN : Kq

N 7→ Kq is simply the identity
embedding map from XN to X. Therefore, if ρN ∈ Kq

N , ρ0 ∈ Kq and limN→∞ dX′(ρN , ρ0) = 0,
then ρN → ρ0 in any p-Wasserstein metric with 1 < p < 2. In particular, this implies that
each f0 ∈ D(Hθ

0 ) is dX′-continuous in the closed subset Kq ⊂ X, verifying Condition 4.22.2.
Let (f0, G

f0;θ,λ
ϕ ) ∈ Hθ

0 , where the f0 := f0,p;γ1,...,γK
for some p ∈ [p0, 2) as in (6.10). We can

find γNk := 1
N

∑N
i=1 δyk

i
∈ XN such that limN→∞ dX(γNk , γk) = 0 for k = 1, . . . , K. We define g

according to (5.15) and f0,N := f0,ϵNg;γN
1 ,...,γN

K
according to (5.46).

Take ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1). If, additionally, we assume that ρN ∈ E+
ϵ0 [fN,θ − f0,N ] ⊂ Kq

N as in
Condition 4.22.4b, then

θ

2

∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx) ≤ (fN − f0,N)(ρN) + 1 − (fN,θ − f0,N)(δ0)

≤
(

sup
N

sup
XN

fN − ψ(0, . . . , 0) − ϵN inf ϕ
)

+ 1

− inf
N
fN(δ0) +

(
f0(δ0) + ϵN supϕ

)
< +∞,

where the ψ is the one appearing in definition of the f0. The above estimate implies {ρN}N
is relatively compact in any topology given by r-Wasserstein metric with r ∈ (1, 2).

Recall the definition of Hθ
N,0f0,N in (5.47), we have

lim sup
N→∞

Hθ
N,0f0,N(ρN) ≤ G

f0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ0).

□

We recall the definition of fN,θ in (5.45) and the result of Lemma 5.12. Following (4.18)
in Section 4.3, we define, for each θ > 0 and ρ0 ∈ X = ∪q∈QKqdX−closure = ∪q∈QK

q,

f̃θ(ρ0) := sup
L>0

sup
{

lim sup
N→∞

fN,θ(ρN) : ∃ρN ∈ XN ,
∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx) ≤ L, lim
N→∞

dX′(ρN , ρ0) = 0
}

= sup
L>0

sup
{

lim sup
N→∞

(
fN(ρN) − θ

2

∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx)
)

: ∃ρN ∈ XN ,∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx) ≤ L, lim
N→∞

dX′(ρN , ρ0) = 0
}
,

and for every ρ ∈ X,
f ∗
θ (ρ) := lim

ϵ→0+
sup{f̃θ(ρ0) : ρ0 ∈ P2(Rd), dX(ρ0, ρ) < ϵ}.(6.16)

Then f ∗
θ ∈ USC

(
(X, d);R

)
is bounded from above 20. A little thinking reveals an even

stronger result: the map (ρ, θ) 7→ f ∗
θ (ρ) belongs to USC

(
X × [0, θ0];R

)
for every θ0 > 0.

20We note that the fN is bounded from above by Lemma 5.2
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Also, f ∗
θ ≤ f ∗

θ′ for every 0 < θ′ < θ. Let

f ∗(ρ) := lim sup
θ→0+

f ∗
θ (ρ) = sup

θ∈[0,θ0]
f ∗
θ (ρ), ∀ρ ∈ X, θ0 > 0.(6.17)

Then by Lemma A.1, f ∗ ∈ USC
(
(X, d);R

)
with the following property. We will use this

property in proof of Theorem 8.11 later.

Lemma 6.14. For every ρN ∈ XN and ρ0 ∈ X such that limN→∞ dX(ηN(ρN), ρ0) = 0, we
have

lim sup
N→∞

fN(ρN) ≤ f ∗(ρ0).

In fact, the following stronger result holds: The sequence {fN}N∈N and f ∗ satisfy Property
PN in Definition 4.24.

Proof. Suppose the ρN , ρ0 are such that

sup
N

∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx) < +∞, lim
N→∞

dX′(ηN(ρN), ρ0) = 0.

Then

lim sup
N→∞

fN(ρN) = lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
N→∞

(
fN(ρN) − θ

2

∫
Rd

|x|2ρN(dx)
)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

fN(ρN) ≤ f̃(ρ0) ≤ f ∗(ρ0).

□

An application of Lemma 4.26, to the sub-solution result of Lemma 5.12, gives the next
result.

Lemma 6.15. Suppose that Conditions 1.1, 1.3 and 6.12 hold. Then the above defined f ∗
θ

is a sub-solution to

(I − αHθ
0 )f ∗

θ ≤ h0,(6.18)

in the point-wise viscosity solution sense, in the 2-Wasserstein space (X, d). The h0 is the
one in Condition 6.12.

The f ∗
θ is more than just dX-upper semi-continuous in the X. In fact, the following dX′-

upper semi-continuity in X property holds.

Lemma 6.16. For every ρN , ρ0 ∈ X with limN→∞ dX′(ρN , ρ0) = 0, we have

lim sup
N→∞

f ∗
θ (ρN) ≤ f ∗

θ (ρ0).

Proof. For the ρN , ρ0, by definition of f ∗
θ , we can always find ρ′

N ∈ X with limN→∞ dX(ρ′
N , ρN) =

0 and f ∗
θ (ρN) ≤ f̃θ(ρ′

N) + 1
N

. Consequently, limN→∞ dX′(ρ′
N , ρ0) = 0, supN

∫
Rd |x|2ρ′

N(dx) <
+∞ and

lim sup
N→∞

f ∗
θ (ρN) ≤ lim sup

N→∞
f̃θ(ρ′

N) ≤ f̃θ(ρ0) ≤ f ∗
θ (ρ0).

□
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6.2.3. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - I. We
established, in Lemma 6.15, that f ∗

θ is a sub-solution to (6.18), for test functions in D(Hθ
0 ).

Next, we enlarge the domain of test functions to include those of following type:

f ϵ0(ρ) := f0(ρ) + ϵd2(ρ, γ0), f0 ∈ D(Hθ
0 ), ϵ > 0, γ0 ∈ X,(6.19)

= ψ(d2
p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2

p(ρ, γK)) + ϵd2(ρ, γ0), ∀p ∈ (1, 2).

We want to show that f ∗
θ is still a sub-solution, by correspondingly extending the Hamil-

tonian operator. We note that, in this and subsequent subsections, d := dX denotes the
2-Wasserstein metric. The γ1, . . . , γK , γ0 ∈ X all have finite second moment.

The function f ϵ0 can be approximated in monotone point-wise convergence sense, in the
pn → 2− limit (assuming 1 < pn < pn+1 < 2), by

f ϵn := f ϵn(ρ) := f0(ρ) + ϵd2
pn

(ρ, γ0)(6.20)
= ψ(d2

p(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2
p(ρ, γK)) + ϵd2

pn
(ρ, γ0) ∈ D(Hθ

0 ).

Let c, C be the constants in (1.31). Next, we define a perturbative version of the Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ in

(6.14). For each θ > 0, λ > 1 and ϕ ∈ F0, ϵ > 0, we define

G̃
fϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ) := Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ) + (1 − 1
λ

)
{
c− inf H(6.21)

+ 4C sup
M∈Γopt

p (ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )

+ 4C sup
x,P,q

|∇qϕ|2
}

+ 2Cλ
λ− 14ϵ2d2(ρ, γ0).

We also define operator

H̃θ
0 := Hθ

0 ∪
{

(f ϵ0, G̃
fϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ ) : ∀f ϵ0 as above with p ∈ [p0, 2), ϵ > 0, λ > 1, ϕ ∈ F0

}
.

Our main result for this subsection is Lemma 6.19. Before stating it, let us quote the
following property regarding a special type of Γ-convergence. 21

Lemma 6.17. Let X′ be a general metric space and Fn : X′ 7→ R be such that {Fn}n∈N is a
non-increasing sequence of upper semi-continuous functions with limit function F (in point-
wise convergence sense). Let xn, x0 ∈ X′ and ϵn > 0 be such that supX′ Fn ≤ Fn(xn) + ϵn,
ϵn → 0+ and xn → x0. Then

lim
n→∞

sup
X′
Fn = lim

n→∞
Fn(xn) = F (x0) = sup

X′
F.

Proof. See Lemma A.4 of Feng and Kurtz [46], or more generally, Proposition 2.42 of At-
touch [5]. □

Definition 6.18. Let r ∈ [1, 2). A function h : X 7→ R is said to be dr-upper semi-continuous
in X if the following holds: for every ρn, ρ0 ∈ X with limn→∞ dr(ρn, ρ0) = 0, we have

lim sup
n→∞

h(ρn) ≤ h(ρ0).

21The type referred to here is monotone pointwise convergence.
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Lemma 6.19. Let h0 ∈ C(X) be obtained as in Lemma 6.15, and is dp=1 upper semicon-
tinuous in X (see Definition 6.18). Then the f ∗

θ is a sub-solution in the point-wise viscosity
sense to

(I − αH̃θ
0 )f ∗

θ ≤ h0.

Proof. The proof follows from a variational convergence method introduced in Lemmas 7.7
and 13.21 in Feng and Kurtz [46]. Some modifications are needed in order to be adapted
here.

Fix a f ϵ0 in (6.19), we construct f ϵn as in (6.20). By Lemma 6.15, there exists ρn ∈ X such
that

(f ∗
θ − f ϵn)(ρn) = sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f ϵn)(6.22)

and that
α−1(f ∗

θ − h0)(ρn) ≤ G
fϵ

n;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn), ∀θ > 0, λ > 1, ϕ ∈ F0.(6.23)

Since supX f
∗
θ < ∞ and the ϵ > 0 is fixed, we have

sup
n

∫
|x|pnρn(dx) < ∞.(6.24)

Hence {ρn}n∈N is relatively compact in topology given by r-Wasserstein metric, for every
r ∈ (1, 2) fixed. We take one satisfying 0 < 2(p− 1) < r < 2 (this p is the fixed parameter in
the f ϵ0), and label convergence subsequence still using {ρn}n∈N. By Fatou’s lemma applied
to estimate (6.24), then there exists ρ0 ∈ X such that

lim
n→∞

dr(ρn, ρ0) = 0.

Note that
f ϵn ≤ f ϵn+1 ≤ . . . ≤ f ϵ0, lim

n→∞
f ϵn(ρ) = f ϵ0(ρ).

Applying Lemmas 6.16 and 6.17 to finite upper-level sets of Fn := f ∗
θ − f ϵn, we obtain

lim
n→∞

sup
X

(f ∗
θ − f ϵn) = lim

n→∞
(f ∗
θ − f ϵn)(ρn) = (f ∗

θ − f ϵ0)(ρ0) = sup
X

(f ∗
θ − f ϵ0).(6.25)

Therefore,
lim sup
n→∞

ϵd2
pn

(ρn, γ0) = lim sup
n→∞

(
(f ∗
θ − f0)(ρn) − sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f ϵn)

)
(6.26)

≤ (f ∗
θ − f0)(ρ0) − sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f ϵ0) = ϵd2(ρ0, γ0),

where the first identity above follows from (6.22) and the inequality from (6.25) and Lemma 6.16.
A little thinking also reveals that the above implies

lim
n→∞

f ∗
θ (ρn) = f ∗

θ (ρ0), lim
n→∞

f ϵn(ρn) = f ϵ0(ρ0).(6.27)

From the estimate of ηϕ in (5.52), recall quantities Gf0
ϕ and G

fϵ
n
ϕ as defined by (6.11), the

f ϵn and f0 as appeared in (6.20), as well as the expression in (5.43), we have

G
fϵ

n
ϕ (ρ) ≤ Gf0

ϕ (ρ) + (1 − 1
λ

)
{
c− inf H + 4C

(
sup

M∈Γopt
p (ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )

+ sup
q,x,P

|∇qϕ|2
)}

+ 2Cλ
λ− 14ϵ2

(
d2(2−pn)
pn

(ρ, γ0)
)(

d2(pn−1)
2(pn−1)(ρ, γ0)

)
, ∀ρ ∈ X.
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Note that the f0 has dependency on the parameter p, and so are the Gf0
ϕ (ρ) and νM

f0;γ1,...,γK
.

Furthermore, in view of (6.26),
lim sup
n→∞

d2
pn

(ρn, γ0) ≤ d2(ρ0, γ0).

Hence
lim sup
n→∞

(
d2(2−pn)
pn

× d2(pn−1)
2(pn−1)

)
(ρn, γ0) ≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
d2(2−pn)

2 × d2(pn−1)
2

)
(ρn, γ0)

= lim sup
n→∞

d2
2(ρn, γ0) ≤ d2(ρ0, γ0).

We note that convergence in the r-Wasserstein metric implies convergence in 2(p − 1)-
Wasserstein metric. In fact, since the convergence holds for arbitrary r ∈ (1, 2), the p-
Wasserstein convergence holds and

lim sup
n→∞

G
fϵ

n
ϕ (ρn)

≤ Gf0
ϕ (ρ0) + (1 − 1

λ
)
{
c− inf H + 4C sup

M∈Γopt
p (ρ0;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )

+ 4C sup
x,P,q

|∇qϕ|2
}

+ 2Cλ
λ− 14ϵ2d2(ρ0, γ0).

Through (6.14), we see that the Gfϵ
n;θ,λ
ϕ and Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ are respectively perturbative versions
of the Gfϵ

n
ϕ and Gf0

ϕ . Consequently, the above estimate also gives

lim sup
n→∞

G
fϵ

n;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn) ≤ G̃

fϵ
0 ;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ0),

with the last quantity defined by (6.21).
We now conclude the lemma by applying the above estimate and (6.27) to (6.23), and

by noting lim supn→∞ h0(ρn) ≤ h0(ρ0) (we assumed that h0 satisfies the property in Defini-
tion 6.18). □

6.2.4. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - II.
Next, we extend the H̃θ

0 to another slightly simplified new operator: 22

˜̃Hθ
0 := H̃θ

0 ∪
{(
f0,

˜̃Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ

)
: f0 := f0,p=2 := f0;γ1,...,γK

∈ S+
X , ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1

}
,

where the
˜̃Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ) := Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ) + (1 − 1
λ

)
{
c− inf H + 4C sup

x,P,q
|∇qϕ|2(6.28)

+ 4C sup
M∈Γopt

p (ρ0;γ1,...,γK)

∫
R2d

|P |2νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP )
}
.

Lemma 6.20. In context of Lemma 6.19, the above constructed f ∗
θ ∈ USC

(
(X, d);R

)
is a

sub-solution to
(I − α ˜̃Hθ

0 )f ∗
θ ≤ h0

in the point-wise viscosity sense.
22We eliminated the ϵ-dependence in the test functions (6.19) in this step.
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Proof. Again, the proof follows lines of the method introduced in Lemmas 7.7 and 13.21
in [46]. There is an added twist. Using a variant of the argument in Lemma 3.10, we will
improve convergence in a weaker sense (in r-Wasserstein with 1 < r < 2) of extremal points
(in definition of the viscosity sub-solutions) to a stronger convergence (in 2-Wasserstein
metric).

Let
f0 := f0(ρ) = ψ

(
d2(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2(ρ, γK)

)
∈ S+

X = D( ˜̃Hθ
0 ).

Let 1 < . . . < pn < pn+1 < . . . < 2 be such that limn→∞ pn = 2. We approximate the above
f0 by

fn,0 := fn,0(ρ) = ψ
(
d2
pn

(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2
pn

(ρ, γK)
)

∈ D(Hθ
0 ) ⊂ D(H̃θ

0 ).

It follows that,
fn,0 ≤ fn+1,0 ≤ . . . ≤ f0, lim

n→∞
fn,0(ρ) = f0(ρ), ∀ρ ∈ X.

By Lemma 6.15, there exists ρn ∈ X such that (f ∗
θ − fn,0)(ρn) = supX(f ∗

θ − fn,0) and that

α−1(f ∗
θ − h0)(ρn) ≤ G

fn,0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn), ∀θ > 0, λ > 1, ϕ ∈ F0.

Part A: To simplify, we first consider cases where the ψ := ψ(r1, . . . , rK) satisfies
lim

rk→+∞
ψ(r1, . . . , rk, . . . , rK) = +∞, ∃k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}.(6.29)

Since supX f
∗
θ < ∞, we conclude supn

∫
Rd |x|pndρn(dx) < ∞. By Lemmas 6.16 and 6.17,

there exists a ρ0 := ρ0,θ ∈ X ⊂ X′ 23 with dX′(ρn, ρ0) → 0 at least along subsequences, and
(f ∗
θ − f0)(ρ0) = sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f0).

If we can also derive that
lim inf
n→∞

G
fn,0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn) ≤ Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ0),

and that
f ∗
θ (ρn) → f ∗

θ (ρ0), and f0(ρn) → f0(ρ0),
then we can conclude. However, the convergence of ρn to ρ0 in dX′ is too weak for us to achieve
these directly. Next, we introduce yet another perturbation to the above test functions, for
such purpose.

As in Lemma 3.10, we introduce
f ϵ0(ρ) := f0(ρ) + ϵd2(ρ, ρ0), f ϵn,0(ρ) := fn,0(ρ) + ϵd2(ρ, ρ0) ∈ D(H̃θ

0 ).
This makes ρ0 the unique global strict maximizer of f ∗

θ − f ϵ0. By Lemma 6.19, there exists
ρn,ϵ ∈ X with

(f ∗
θ − f ϵn,0)(ρn,ϵ) = sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f ϵn,0),

and
α−1(f ∗

θ − h0)(ρn,ϵ) ≤ G̃
fϵ

n,0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn,ϵ), ∀ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1, θ > 0,(6.30)

23The ρ0 ∈ X because that, by Fatou’s lemma,
∫
Rd |x|2dρ0 ≤ lim infn

∫
Rd |x|pndρn(dx) < ∞.
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with the G̃fϵ
n,0;θ,λ
ϕ defined in (6.21). Again, from monotone point-wise convergence of f ϵn,0 to

f ϵ0 in the n → ∞ limit, using properties of Gamma convergence (Lemma 6.17), we have (at
least along a subsequence)

lim
n→∞

dX′(ρn,ϵ, ρ0,ϵ) = 0, ∃ρ0,ϵ ∈ X;

and

lim
n→∞

sup
X

(f ∗
θ − f ϵn,0) = lim

n→∞
(f ∗
θ − f ϵn,0)(ρn,ϵ) = (f ∗

θ − f ϵ0)(ρ0,ϵ) = sup
X

(f ∗
θ − f ϵ0).

Since ρ0 is the only one global maximizer of (f ∗
θ − f ϵ0), we conclude that ρ0,ϵ = ρ0. Indeed,

from the above equalities, it follows that

sup
X

(f ∗
θ − f0) = (f ∗

θ − f0)(ρ0) = (f ∗
θ − f ϵ0)(ρ0) = sup

X
(f ∗
θ − f ϵ0)(6.31)

= lim
n→∞

(f ∗
θ − f ϵn,0)(ρn,ϵ)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

(f ∗
θ − fn,0)(ρn,ϵ) − lim inf

n→∞
ϵd2(ρn,ϵ, ρ0)

≤ (f ∗
θ − f0)(ρ0) − lim inf

p→2−
ϵd2(ρn,ϵ, ρ0),

(recall that d := dX here). Hence, the ϵ-perturbation created a strong enough coercive effect,
we have improved convergence result to

lim
n→∞

dX(ρn,ϵ, ρ0) = 0, ∀ϵ > 0.

We have now, for every fixed ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1, θ > 0, that

lim
n→∞

G̃
fϵ

n,0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρn,ϵ) ≤ G̃

fϵ
0 ;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ0).

Moreover, note that the ρ0 is chosen independent of the ϵ > 0, we also have

lim sup
ϵ→0+

G̃
fϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ0) ≤ ˜̃Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ0).

From (6.31), we also obtain

lim
n→∞

f ∗
θ (ρn,ϵ) = f ∗

θ (ρ0), lim
n→∞

f ϵn,0(ρn,ϵ) = f0(ρ0),

at least along subsequences. Taking limit on (6.30), consequently

α−1(f ∗
θ − h0)(ρ0) ≤ ˜̃Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ0).

We conclude.
Part B: Next, we consider the case of general ψ in the test function f0. We note that the

definition of ˜̃Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρ) only involves localness of the f0 at ρ0, in neighborhood induced by

the d-metric. Hence, standard localization arguments can reduce current situation to that
of Part A. □
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6.2.5. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - III.
Next, in the context of Lemma 6.20, we would like to take θ → 0, so that the f ∗

θ can be
replaced by the f ∗, and the Hamiltonian operator gets further simplified.

We recall the definitions of f0,p := f0 in (6.10) and Gf0;p
ϕ := Gf0

ϕ in (6.11) – we added
the parameter p here to emphasize its explicit dependency. We introduced an operator H0
in (6.12) which is defined on those test functions f0,p with 1 < p < 2. Next, we consider
the p = 2 case. To reduce the amount of (already many) notations, with a slight abuse of
notation, we will still use the H0 by writing

H0 :=
{
(f0, G

f0;p=2
ϕ ) : f0 := f0,p=2 ∈ S+

X , ϕ ∈ F0
}
.(6.32)

Lemma 6.21. Following the context of Lemma 6.19, the f ∗ ∈ USC(X;R) defined in (6.17)
is a viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense to

(I − αH0)f ∗ ≤ h0,

with the H0 given by (6.32).

Proof. Let

f0 := f0(ρ) = ψ
(
d2(ρ, γ1), . . . , d2(ρ, γK)

)
∈ D(H0).

As in Part B of the proof of Lemma 6.20, by localization argument if needed, we proceed
next by assuming (6.29) holds.

By Lemma 6.20, there exists ρθ ∈ X with (f ∗
θ − f0)(ρθ) = supX(f ∗

θ − f0), and

α−1(f ∗
θ − h)(ρθ) ≤ ˜̃Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρθ), ∀ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1,(6.33)

with the ˜̃GfK,0;p;θ,λ
ϕ defined by (6.28).

Since supθ supX f
∗
θ < +∞, following arguments in the proof of Lemma 6.20, we may assume

without loss of generality that {ρθ}θ is relatively compact in X′. Selecting sub-sequence if
necessary, there exists ρ0 ∈ X (note that (6.29) holds) with limθ→0+ dp0(ρθ, ρ0) = 0. We note
that the f ∗

θ is dX′-upper semi-continuous in X (Lemma 6.16). Also, the definitions of f ∗
θ and

f ∗ implies that

f ∗
θ (ρ) ≤ f ∗

θ′(ρ) whenever 0 < θ′ < θ, lim
θ→0+

f ∗
θ (ρ) = f ∗(ρ), ∀ρ ∈ X.

Invoking Lemma 6.17, therefore

lim
θ→0+

(f ∗
θ − f0)(ρθ) = (f ∗ − f0)(ρ0) = sup

X
(f ∗ − f0).

The above also implies f ∗
θ (ρK) → f ∗(ρ0) and f0(ρθ) → f0(ρ0).

We would be able to conclude the proof if

lim sup
θ→0+

˜̃Gf0;θ,λ
ϕ (ρθ) ≤ ˜̃Gf0;θ,λ

ϕ (ρ0).

However, we only have ρθ → ρ0 in dX′ , which is too weak for the above to hold. Again, we
go through the perturbative arguments as in Lemma 6.20 to improve the convergence.

Let

f ϵ0(ρ) := f0(ρ) + ϵd2(ρ, ρ0).
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Invoking Lemma 3.10, the above derived ρ0 is also a global strict maximizer of f ∗
θ −f ϵ0 and all

of the following hold as consequences: There exists ρϵθ ∈ X with (f ∗
θ −f ϵ0)(ρϵθ) = supX(f ∗

θ −f ϵ0),
and

α−1(f ∗
θ − h)(ρϵθ) ≤ ˜̃Gfϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ (ρϵθ), ∀ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1;

The sequence {ρϵθ}θ is relatively compact in the dX′ metric topology, with limiting point
has to be the ρ0. Consequently, using similar arguments in the proof of Lemma 6.20 (after
estimates in (6.31)), we have

lim
θ→0+

d(ρϵθ, ρ0) = 0, ∀ϵ > 0,

and (f ∗ − f0)(ρ0) = supX(f ∗ − f0).
We recall definitions of Gfϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ in (6.14), ˜̃Gfϵ

0 ;θ,λ
ϕ in (6.28), and the estimates in Lemma 6.11.

Next, taking lim supλ→1+ lim supϵ→0+ lim supθ→0+ on both sides of the ϵ-perturbed version of
(6.33) (when the f0 is replaced by f ϵ0), we arrive at

α−1(f ∗ − h)(ρ0) ≤ Gf0;p=2
ϕ (ρ0), ∀ϕ ∈ F0, λ > 1.

We note that the ρ0 is independent of the λ > 1 during the above process.
We conclude. □

6.2.6. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - A sum-
mary. The operator H0 in (6.32) can be viewed as a (multi-valued) first order differential
operator acting on S+

X . In that sense, the H0 is a local operator. Because of this, together
with upper semi-continuity regularity of ρ 7→ Gf0

ϕ (ρ) in the 2-Wasserstein metric, we can ver-
ify (3.8) in Lemma 3.11. This leads to further strengthening on the notation of sub-solution
as obtained in Lemma 6.21, to become strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution.

The key to such strengthening is verification of the following property.

Lemma 6.22. Let f0 ∈ S+
X and ρ0 ∈ X satisfies (f − f0)(ρ0) = supX(f − f0). We introduce

a perturbation of the f0 by

f ϵ0(ρ) := f0(ρ) + ϵd2(ρ, ρ0), ∀ϵ > 0.

Then f ϵ0 ∈ S+
X , and for each ϵ > 0, ϕ ∈ F0 and ρn,ϵ → ρ0 in d as n → ∞, we have

lim sup
n→0+

G
fϵ

0
ϕ (ρn,ϵ) ≤ Gf0

ϕ (ρ0).(6.34)

In the above, the Gfϵ
0
ϕ is defined by (6.11).

Proof. To fix notations, we denote f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK
∈ S+

X . Then

G
fϵ

0
ϕ (ρ) = sup

{ ∫ (
ηϕ

(
x,

∑
k

αk(x− yk) + 2ϵ(x− x0)
)

− U(x) − (V ∗ ρ)(x)
)

M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK ; dx0) : M ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk);

π1,1+k
# M ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk), k = 1, . . . , K;π1,K+2

# M ∈ Γopt(ρ, ρ0)
}
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where the αk := αk(ρ, γ1, . . . , γK)s are defined as in (2.27). In particular,

G
fϵ

0
ϕ (ρ0) = sup

{ ∫ (
ηϕ

(
x,

∑
k

αk(x− yk)
)

− U(x) − (V ∗ ρ)(x)
)

M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) :

M ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk); π1,1+k
# M ∈ Γopt(ρ, γk), k = 1, . . . , K

}
= G

fϵ
0
ϕ (ρ0).

We note the following property of optimal mass transport: for every ρn, γn ∈ X and
πn(dx, dy) ∈ Γopt(ρn, γn) with

lim
n→∞

d(ρn, ρ0) + d(γn, γ0) = 0,

the sequence {πn : n = 1, 2, . . .} is relatively compact in P2(R2d) in the 2-Wasserstein
topology and any limiting point satisfies π0 ∈ Γopt(ρ0, γ0). In a similarly way, selecting
subsequence and relabel if necessary, there exists Mn ∈ Γ(ρn; γ1, . . . , γK ; ρ0) such that
Mn → M 0 ∈ Γ(ρ0; γ1, . . . , γK ; ρ0) in the sense of convergence of joint distributions in the
order-2 Wasserstein topology in P2(R(K+2)d). Moreover, we can choose the Mn such that

G
fϵ

0
ϕ (ρn) ≤ 1

n
+

∫ (
ηϕ

(
x,

∑
k

αk(x− yk) + 2ϵ(x− x0)
)

− U(x) − (V ∗ ρ)(x)
)

Mn(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK ; dx0).

By Lemma 5.13, ηϕ := ηϕ(x, P ) ∈ C(R2d) and has at most quadratic growth at infinity.
Consequently, by Fatou’s lemma, we have

lim sup
n→∞

G
fϵ

0
ϕ (ρn) ≤ G

fϵ
0
ϕ (ρ0) = Gf0

ϕ (ρ0).

□

We conclude, in view of all the above extension results for sub-solutions, with the following
consolidated result, which we will use later.

Lemma 6.23. The f ∗ in (6.17) is bounded above and f ∗ ∈ USC(X;R). Let the h0 satisfy
Condition 6.12 and the requirement in Lemma 6.19, and has at most d-sub-quadratic growth
in X. Then the f ∗ is a sub-solution to

(I − αH0)f ∗ ≤ h0(6.35)
in the point-wise strong viscosity solution sense, with an extra property that: for each f0 ∈
D(H0), at least one maximizer ρ0 ∈ X is guaranteed to exist (f ∗ − f0)(ρ0) = supX(f ∗ − f0).

Moreover, the sequence {fN}N∈N and f ∗ satisfy Property PN in Definition 4.24.

Proof. The result follows by combining Lemmas 6.15, 6.19, 6.20, 6.21, and by applying the
property verified in Lemma 6.22 to Lemma 3.11.

The Property PN for {fN}N∈N and f ∗ follows from Lemma 6.14. □

6.3. From multi-valued Hamiltonian operators H0 and H1 to single-valued ones
H0 and H1. We recall the H̄(x, P ; ρ) defined in (1.25):

H̄(x, P ; ρ) := H̄(P ) − U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x).
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Next, we introduce Hamiltonian operators (noting νM
f0 is defined as in (2.29))

H0f0(ρ) := sup
M∈Γopt(ρ;γ1,...,γK ,...)

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)νM
f0;γ1,...,γK ,...

(dx, dP ),(6.36)

∀f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK ,... ∈ S+,∞ as defined in (2.18),

and (noting νM
f1 is defined as in (2.31))

H1f1(γ) := inf
M∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK ,...)

∫
R2d

H̄(y, P ; γ)νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK ,...

(dy, dP ),(6.37)

∀f1 := f1;ρ1,...,ρK ,... ∈ S−,∞ as defined in (2.19).

Both the H0 and H1 are single valued operators. By Lemma 2.32, S+,∞ ⊂ SCC(X;R). Us-
ing notations and results in Section 2.2.4, these operators can also be equivalently expressed
as follow. Introducing the notation ⊕ as in Definition 2.38, and βk as in (2.30), for each
µk ∈ exp−1

γ (ρk), we have ⊕∞
k=1(2βk) · µk ⊂ ∂s,−

γ f1. Note that (by Definition 2.45) we have
representation

µk(dy, dP ) :=
∫
x∈Rd

δx−y(dP )π1,k(dx, dy), ∃π1,k ∈ Γopt(ρk, γ).(6.38)

Also, conversely, each optimal plan π1,k defines an inverse exponential map µk through such
identity. Therefore

H1f1(γ) = inf
µ∈⊕∞

k=12βk·µk

µk∈exp−1
γ (ρk)

{ ∫
R2d

(
H̄(y, P ; γ)

)
µ(dy, dP )

}
.(6.39)

For the case of H0f0, we introduce αks according to (2.27), then the νM
f0 ∈ ∂s,+

γ f0 (Lemma 2.50)
and

H0f0(ρ) = sup
µ∈⊕∞

k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
R2d

H̄(x,−P ; ρ)µ(dx, dP )(6.40)

= sup
µ∈⊕∞

k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)
(
(−1) · µ

)
(dx, dP ).

See Definition 2.38 for definition of (−1) · µ and Lemma 2.41 for some of its properties.

Lemma 6.24. Let h0 ∈ C(X). Suppose that bounded above function f ∈ USC(X;R) is a
viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise (respectively, strong) sense to

(I − αH0)f ≤ h0,(6.41)

with the multi-valued operator H0 defined in (6.32). Then such f is also a viscosity sub-
solution in the point-wise (respectively, strong) sense to

(I − αH0)f ≤ h0.(6.42)

Proof. We only prove the point-wise viscosity sub-solution sense. The case of strong point-
wise viscosity sense can be done in a parallel way.

Let f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK
∈ S+,∞. By definition of viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense

for (6.41), there exists a ρ0 ∈ X (by definition of H0, such ρ0 is chosen independently of the
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ϕ below) with
(f − f0)(ρ0) = sup

X
(f − f0), (f − h0)(ρ0) ≤ inf

ϕ∈F0
Gf0
ϕ (ρ0);

where the Gf0
ϕ is defined in (6.11) but with the p = 2. Then by Lemma B.13 in Appendix,

inf
ϕ∈F0

Gf0
ϕ (ρ) = inf

ϕ∈F0
sup

µ∈⊕∞
k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
Rd×Rd

(
ηϕ(x, P ) − U(x) − V ∗ ρ(x)

)(
(−1) · µ

)
(dx, dP )

= sup
µ∈⊕∞

k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄(x, P ; ρ)
(
(−1) · µ

)
(dx, dP ) = H0f0(ρ).

Let
N :=

{
µ ∈ ⊕∞

k=12αk · µk,µk ∈ exp−1
ρ (γk)

}
.

When applying Lemma B.13, we need to show compactness of the N as a subset in P2(R2d).
It is sufficient to show compactness of exp−1

ρ (γk) for each k fixed, which is verified as follow.
Since the ρ, γk ∈ X are fixed, for each k, we can find an increasing and convex β ∈ C(R+;R+)
with super-linear growth at infinity (e.g. Theorem T22 on page 19 of Meyer [68]) such that∫

Rd
β(|x|2)ρ(dx) +

∫
Rd
β(|y|2)γk(dy) < ∞,

hence
sup

µ∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
Rd×Rd

(
β(|x|2) + β(|P |2)

)
µ(dx, dP ) < ∞,

verifying compactness of the exp−1
ρ (γk). □

Next, we consider the super-solution case.

Lemma 6.25. Suppose that f ∈ LSC(X;R) is a viscosity super-solution in the point-wise
sense to

(I − αH1)f ≥ h1,(6.43)
with the multi-valued operator H1 defined in (6.5), and h1 ∈ C(X). Then such f is also a
strong viscosity super-solution in the point-wise sense to

(I − αH1)f ≥ h1.(6.44)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of the sub-solution case in Lemma 6.24, with the minimax
part having some subtle differences.

By Lemma 6.8, such f is a point-wise strong super-solution to (6.43) with the H1 defined
without those ζs. Following (5.28), we write

f1 := f1;ρ1,...,ρK
∈ S−,∞.

Then for every γ ∈ X such that
(f1;ρ1,...,ρK

− f)(γ) = sup
X

(f1;ρ1,...,ρK
− f),

we have
(f − h1)(γ) ≥ sup

ϕ∈F0

Gϕ
f1;ρ1,...,ρK

(γ),
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where the Gϕ
f1 is defined in (6.4) by setting the ζ = 0.

Next, by Lemma B.14 in Appendix,

sup
ϕ∈F0

Gϕ
f1(γ) = sup

ϕ∈F0

inf
µ∈⊕∞

k=12βk·µk

µk∈exp−1
γ (ρk)

∫
R2d

ηϕ
(
y, P

)
µ(dy, dP ) − ⟨(U + V ∗ γ), γ⟩

= inf
µ∈⊕∞

k=12βk·µk

µk∈exp−1
γ (ρk)

∫
R2d

H(y, P ; γ)µ(dy, dP ) = H1f1(γ).

Hence we conclude the lemma. □

We close this section by stating the following result.

Lemma 6.26. In the context of Lemma 6.23, the f ∗ is also a point-wise strong viscosity
sub-solution to (6.42). The f in Lemma 6.7 is also a point-wise strong super-solution to
(6.44).

Proof. The sub-solution case follows by combining results of Lemmas 6.23 and 6.24. The
super-solution case follows by Lemmas 6.7 and 6.25. □
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7. Comparison principles for Hamilton-Jacobi equations in space of
probability measures

As in the previous section, we denote X := P2(Rd) and d the Wasserstein order-2 metric
on X. The map ρ 7→ d2(ρ, γ) is a semi-concave function in the sense of Definition 2.1 (see
Theorem 7.3.2 of [3]). The pair (X, d) forms an Alexandrov metric space with non-negative
curvature. Following (1.29), we define L̄(v) and introduce H̄(P ) as Legendre transform of the
convex function v 7→ L̄(v) (see (1.30)). By Proposition B.1, under Condition 1.1, we have

H̄(P ) = inf
φ∈C∞

c (Rd)
sup
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ) = sup
φ∈C∞

c (Rd)
inf
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ).

We also recall that, with a slight abuse of notation, we introduced yet another H̄-notation
through (1.25),

H̄(x, P ; ρ) := H̄(P ) − U(x) − (V ∗ ρ)(x).
Next, similar to the H0 and H1 in Section 6.3, we introduce yet another pair of single

valued Hamiltonian operators (noting νM
f0 is defined as in (2.29)):

H0f0(ρ) := inf
M∈Γopt(ρ;γ1,...,γK ,...)

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)νM
f0;γ1,...,γK ,...

(dx, dP ),(7.1)

= inf
µ∈⊕∞

k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
R2d

H̄(x,−P ; ρ)µ(dx, dP )(7.2)

= inf
µ∈⊕∞

k=12αk·µk

µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)
(
(−1) · µ

)
(dx, dP ).

∀f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK ,... ∈ S+,∞ as defined in (2.18),

and (noting νM
f1 is defined as in (2.31))

H1f1(γ) := sup
M∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK ,...)

∫
R2d

H̄(y, P ; γ)νM
f1;ρ1,...,ρK ,...

(dy, dP ),(7.3)

= sup
µ∈⊕∞

k=12βk·µk

µk∈exp−1
γ (ρk)

{ ∫
R2d

(
H̄(y, P ; γ)

)
µ(dy, dP )

}
(7.4)

∀f1 := f1;ρ1,...,ρK ,... ∈ S−,∞ as defined in (2.19).
We have two main results in this section. First, we prove the following comparison prin-

ciple. Then, in subsection 7.2.2, we relate H0 and H1 with a variety of other pairs of
Hamiltonian operators (including the H0 and H1 introduced in Section 6.3).

Theorem 7.1. Let α > 0, h0, h1 ∈ C(X) satisfy
sup
ρ∈X,

d(ρ,δ0)<R

h0(ρ) + sup
ρ∈X,

d(ρ,δ0)<R

h1(ρ) < +∞, ∀R ∈ R+.

Moreover, we assume that at least one of the h0 and h1 has modulus of continuity on each
d-balls of finite radius. That is, in the case of h0, it holds that, for each R ∈ R+, there exists
a modulus of continuity ωh0;R such that

h0(ρ) − h0(γ) ≤ ωh0;R(d(ρ, γ)), ∀ρ, γ satisfying d(ρ, δ0) + d(γ, δ0) ≤ R.(7.5)
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Suppose that both f and f has sub-linear growth with respect to the metric d, and that
Conditions 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 hold. Let f be a sub-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity
sense, to equation

f − αH0f ≤ h0,(7.6)
and let f be a super-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense, to equation

f − αH1f ≥ h1.(7.7)
Then, allowing possibility on right hand side of the following to be +∞, we have

sup
X

(f − f) ≤ sup
X

(h0 − h1).(7.8)

7.1. The comparison principle for H0 and H1. We divide proof of Theorem 7.1 into
several parts in this section.

7.1.1. A two variable barrier function and its estimates. Let ρ̄ be a fixed probability measure
with bounded support (for instance, take ρ̄ := δ0). Let ϵ, κ, δ ∈ (0, 1), and ζ(r) :=

√
1 + r.

We note supr∈R+ r(ζ ′(r))2 < ∞. We define a function on X × X by

Ψδ(ρ, γ) := Ψϵ,κ,δ(ρ, γ) := 1
1 − ϵ− κ

f(ρ) − 1
1 + ϵ

f(γ) − 1
2δd2(ρ, γ) − κ

1 − ϵ− κ

(
ζ ◦ d2(ρ, ρ̄)

)
.

(7.9)

By the sub-linear growth condition on f and f , supX×X Ψδ < ∞. Let ρδ, γδ ∈ X be such that
Ψδ(ρδ, γδ) > sup

X×X
Ψδ − δ.(7.10)

Invoke the Borwein-Preiss perturbed optimization principle (Lemma A.4 in Appendix), and
noting the semi-continuity assumptions on the f ∈ USC(X;R) and f ∈ LSC(X;R), we have
the following.

Lemma 7.2. There exists (ρ̂δ,k, γ̂δ,k) and (ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) in the product space X × X such that

lim
k→∞

(
d(ρ̂δ,k, ρ̂δ) + d(γ̂δ,k, γ̂δ)

)
= 0;

and that the following hold: If we denote

∆δ(ρ, γ) :=
∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 (d2(ρ, ρ̂δ,k) + d2(γ, γ̂δ,k)),(7.11)

Ψδ,∆(ρ, γ) := Ψδ(ρ, γ) −
√
δ∆δ(ρ, γ),(7.12)

then
Ψδ,∆(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) = sup

X×X
Ψδ,∆,(7.13) (

d2(ρδ, ρ̂δ) + d2(γδ, ρ̂δ)
) ∨

sup
k

(
d2(ρ̂δ, ρ̂δ,k) + d2(γ̂δ, γ̂δ,k)

)
≤

√
δ,(7.14)

∆δ(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) ≤
√
δ,(7.15)

|Dρ̂δ
∆δ(·, γ̂δ)| = |

∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1Dρ̂δ

d2(·, ρ̂δ,k)| ≤ 2
∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 d(ρ̂δ, ρ̂δ,k) ≤ 2δ1/4.(7.16)

The following is an approximate version of Proposition 3.7 in Crandall, Ishii and Lions [24].
See also Lemma 9.2 of Feng and Kurtz [46].
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Lemma 7.3. For each ϵ, κ > 0 fixed, we have

lim
δ→0+

1
δ

d2(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) = 0.(7.17)

Combine the above with the definition of Ψδ,∆ and sub-linear growth assumption on the
f and f , for κ ∈ (0, 1) fixed, we have

lim sup
ϵ→0+

lim sup
δ→0+

(
d(ρ̂δ, ρ̄) + d(γ̂δ, ρ̄)

)
< +∞.(7.18)

Using convexity and at most quadratic growth of P 7→ H̄(P ), we observe the following
useful estimates.

Lemma 7.4. There exists a finite constant C := CH > 0, such that
(1) for f0,1(ρ) := ζ(d2(ρ, γ)) and every M ∈ Γopt(ρ; γ),∫
R2d

H̄(P )νM
f0,1(dx, dP ) ≤ C(1 + |Dρf0,1|2) ≤ C

(
1 + 4d2(ρ, γ)

(
ζ ′ ◦ d2(ρ, γ)

)2
)
)

≤ 2C;

(2) for f0,2(ρ) := 1−ϵ−κ
ϵ

√
δ∆δ(ρ, γ) and every M ∈ Γopt(ρ; ρ̂δ,1, . . . , ρ̂δ,k, . . .), we have∫

R2d
H̄(P )νM

f0,2(dx, dP ) ≤ C(1 + |Dρf0,2|2) ≤ C
(

1 +
∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 (1 − ϵ− κ

ϵ
)2δ4d2(ρ, ρ̂δ,k)

)
.

7.1.2. Estimate on a coupling between H0 and H1. We construct the Ψδ according to (7.9),
then the Ψδ,∆ as in (7.12). We take

f0(ρ) := (1 − ϵ− κ)d2(ρ, γ̂δ)
2δ + κζ ◦ d2(ρ, ρ̄) + ϵ

(1 − ϵ− κ

ϵ

√
δ∆δ(ρ, γ̂δ)

)
.

Then (7.13) implies that
(f − f0)(ρ̂δ) = sup

X
(f − f0).(7.19)

By convexity of P 7→ H̄(P ) and the estimates in Lemma 7.4 (combined with (7.14)), we have

H0f0(ρ̂δ) ≤ (1 − ϵ− κ)
∫
Rd×Rd

H̄
(
x− y

δ

)
π(dx; dy) + κ(2C)

+ ϵC
(

1 + (1 − ϵ− κ

ϵ
)24δ 3

2

)
− ⟨U + V ∗ ρ̂δ, ρ̂δ⟩

∀π ∈ Γopt(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ).
Similarly, we consider

f1(γ) := (1 + ϵ)
(

− d2(ρ̂δ, γ)
2δ

)
+ ϵ

(
− 1 + ϵ

ϵ

√
δ∆δ(ρ̂δ, γ)

)
= (1 + ϵ)

(
− d2(ρ̂δ, γ)

2δ
)

+ ϵ
(

− 1 + ϵ

ϵ

√
δ

∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 d2(γ̂δ,k, γ) + Constant)

)
.

Then
(f1 − f)(γ̂δ) = sup

X
(f1 − f).(7.20)

Denoting
ρ1 := ρ̂δ, ρ2+k := γ̂δ,k, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,
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we consider each given choice of

M := M(dy; dx1, . . . , dxk, . . .) ∈ Γopt(γ; ρ1, . . . , ρk, . . .) := Γopt(γ; ρ̂δ, γ̂δ,0, γ̂δ,1, . . . , γ̂δ,k, . . .).

Then optimal plans πj := πj(dxj, dy) := π1+j,1
# M ∈ Γopt(ρj, γ) for j = 1, 2, . . ., and

µk(dy, dP ) :=
∫
xk∈Rd

δ(xk−y)(dP )πk(dxk, dy) ∈ exp−1
γ (ρk).

Moreover, letting (Lemma 2.46)

µ̃(dy, dP ) :=
∫

(x1,...,xk,...)∈Rd×...×Rd×...
δ∑∞

k=0
1

2k+1 2(xk+2−y)(dP )M(dy; dx1, . . . , dxk, . . .)

∈ ⊕∞
k=0

1
2k+1 2 · µk+2 ⊂ ∂s,−

γ̂δ
(−∆δ)(ρ̂δ, ·),

by Remark 2.51 and (2.5) in Lemma 2.8 (see Definition 2.25), we have(
(1 + ϵ)1

δ
· µ1

)
⊕

(
ϵ(1 + ϵ

ϵ

√
δ) · µ̃

)
⊂ ∂s,−

γ f1.

Also note that, by convexity of H̄,

H̄(P ) ≤ 1
1 + ϵ

H̄
(

(1 + ϵ)P + ϵQ
)

+ ϵ

1 + ϵ
H̄

(
−Q

)
, ∀P,Q ∈ Rd.

Taking

P := x1 − y

δ
, Q := (1 + ϵ)

√
δ

ϵ

∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 2(xk+2 − y),

therefore,

H1f1(γ̂δ) ≥
∫

H̄
(
(1 + ϵ)P + ϵQ)

)
dM(dy; dx1, . . . , dxk, . . .) − ⟨U + V ∗ γ̂δ, γ̂δ⟩

≥ (1 + ϵ)
∫
R2d

H̄(P )
(1
δ

· µ1

)
(dy, dP ) − ϵ

∫
R2d

H̄(Q)
(
(1 + ϵ

ϵ

√
δ) · µ̃

)
(dy, dQ)

− ⟨U + V ∗ γ̂δ, γ̂δ⟩

≥ (1 + ϵ)
∫
R2d

H̄
(x− y

δ

)
π(dx, dy) − ϵC

(
1 + (1 + ϵ

ϵ
)2δ3/2

)
− ⟨U + V ∗ γ̂δ, γ̂δ⟩

∀π ∈ Γopt(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ),

where, in the last step above, we used estimate (7.14).
Consequently, the following estimate follows

Lemma 7.5.
1

1 − ϵ− κ
H0f0(ρ̂δ) − 1

1 + ϵ
H1f1(γ̂δ)

≤ 2Cκ
1 − ϵ− κ

+ ϵ
( 1

1 − ϵ− κ
+ 1

1 + ϵ

)
C

(
1 + 4(1 + ϵ

ϵ
)2δ3/2

)
+ 1

1 + ϵ
⟨U + V ∗ γ̂δ, γ̂δ⟩ − 1

1 − ϵ− κ
⟨U + V ∗ ρ̂δ, ρ̂δ⟩.
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7.1.3. The comparison principle.

Lemma 7.6. The comparison principle stated in Theorem 7.1 holds.

Proof. Following the above constructions, because of (7.19), by the strong viscosity sub-
solution property (in the point-wise sense),

α−1
(
f − h0

)
(ρ̂δ) ≤ H0f0(ρ̂δ).

Similarly, because of (7.20),

α−1
(
f − h1

)
(γ̂δ) ≥ H1f1(γ̂δ).

Consequently

I := 1
1 − ϵ− κ

f(ρ̂δ) − 1
1 + ϵ

f(γ̂δ) ≤ α
( 1

1 − ϵ− κ
(H0f0)(ρ̂δ) − 1

1 + ϵ
(H1f1)(γ̂δ)

)
+

( 1
1 − ϵ− κ

h0(ρ̂δ) − 1
1 + ϵ

h1(γ̂δ)
)

=: II + III.
We note that right hand side above can be estimated by Lemma 7.5.

On one hand, by definition of the Ψδ,∆ and (7.13), for every ρ ∈ X fixed,
1

1 − ϵ− κ
f(ρ) − 1

1 + ϵ
f(ρ) − κ

1 − ϵ− κ
ζ ◦ d2(ρ, ρ̄) −

√
δ∆δ(ρ, ρ)

≤ Ψδ,∆(ρ, ρ) ≤ Ψδ,∆(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) ≤ Ψδ(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ) ≤ I.
On the other hand, in view of (7.18), (7.5) and (7.17), there exists R := R(κ) ∈ R+ such
that

III ≤ 1
1 − κ

lim sup
ϵ→0+

lim sup
δ→0+

(
h0(ρ̂δ) − h1(γ̂δ)

)
≤ 1

1 − κ

(
lim sup
ϵ→0+

lim sup
δ→0+

ωh0;R
(
d(ρ̂δ, γ̂δ)

)
+ sup

γ∈X:d(γ,δ0)≤R
(h0 − h1)(γ)

)

≤ 1
1 − κ

sup
X

(h0 − h1).

In deriving the second inequality above, we used (7.5). If the modulus of continuity assump-
tion was on the h1, similar proof still holds, giving the third inequality. Next, we estimate
the term II. Again, in view of (7.18) and (7.17), there exists a limiting point ρ̃κ ∈ X such
that

ρ̂δ := ρ̂δ,ϵ,κ → ρ̃, γ̂δ := γ̂δ,ϵ,κ → ρ̃κ, in r-Wasserstein metric, with any r ∈ (0, 2).
Invoking the estimate in Lemma 7.5,

lim sup
ϵ→0+

lim sup
δ→0+

II ≤ (1 − 1
1 − κ

)⟨U + V ∗ ρ̃κ, ρ̃κ⟩ ≤ (1 − 1
1 − κ

)(inf
Rd
U + inf

Rd
V ).

Combine the above estimates on I, II and III together,
1

1 − κ
f(ρ) − f(ρ) − κ

1 − κ
ζ ◦ d2(ρ, ρ̄) ≤ (1 − 1

1 − κ
)(inf

Rd
U + inf

Rd
V ) + 1

1 − κ
sup

X
(h0 − h1).

We take limκ→0+ and conclude by the arbitrariness of ρ ∈ X. □
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7.2. Other forms of Hamiltonians. It will be useful to introduce several other related
Hamiltonian operators and study their relations.

7.2.1. Hamiltonians as dual from effective Lagrangians. We recall the definitions of L̄ and H̄
as in (1.29) and (1.30). By duality of the Legendre transforms, we also have (1.38). With a
slight abuse of notation, we wrote in (1.39) and (1.40):

L̄(x, v; ρ) := L̄U,V (x, v; ρ) := L̄(v) + U(x) + (V ∗ ρ)(x), ∀v ∈ Rd, ρ ∈ X,
and

L(ν) :=
∫
R2d

L̄U,V (x, v;π1
#ν)ν(dx, dv), ∀ν ∈ P2(Rd × Rd).

From Lemma B.11, it follows that the L̄ has at most quadratic growth at infinity. Conse-
quently, L(ν) is always finite for the above choice of ν. Let f ∈ S+,∞ ∪S−,∞, by Lemma 2.33
and Remark 2.34, Lemma 2.48 and Remark 2.51, dρf exists and can be explicitly expressed.
With these in mind, we introduce yet anther single-valued Hamiltonian operator in (1.47):

Hf(ρ) := sup
{

(dρf)(ν) − L(ν) : ν ∈ Tanρ
}
, ∀f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞.(7.21)

Following Section 2.2, we recall the definition of G(ρ) and that Tanρ := G(ρ)dρ . We have
the following.

Lemma 7.7. For every f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞,

Hf(ρ) = sup
{(
dρf

)
(µ) − L(µ) : µ ∈ G(ρ)

}
, ∀ρ ∈ X.

Proof. We note that, by Lemma B.11, L̄ ∈ C(Rd) and has at most quadratic growth at
infinity. Hence, for each ρ := π1

#µ fixed,

Tanρ ∋ µ 7→
∫
Rd×Rd

L̄(v)µ(dx, dv)

is continuous under topology generated by the tangent cone metric dρ(·, ·).
Therefore, the map µ 7→ L(µ) is continuous in the cone space Tanρ. Moreover, by

Lemma 2.10, µ 7→ (dρf1)(µ) is also continuous in Tanρ. Therefore, the conclusion follows
by density of the G(ρ) in Tanρ. □

In the following proofs, to simplify notation, we only write the operators as if the test
functions are in S+ ∪ S−. The general cases follow by notationally allowing the K = +∞.

Lemma 7.8. We have
Hf0 ≤ H0f0, ∀f0 ∈ S+,∞.

Proof. Let f0 be as in (2.25), we recall the expression of H0f0 in (7.2) with notation αk
defined in (2.27),

H0f0(ρ) := inf
µ∈⊕K

k=12αk·µk

with µk∈exp−1
ρ (γk)

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄(x,−P ; ρ)µ(dx, dP )(7.22)

= inf
M0∈Γopt(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄
(
x,

K∑
k=1

2αk(x− yk); ρ
)

M 0(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK).
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Writing

Admν :=
{

M ∈ P2(R(K+2)d) : π1,2,...,K+1
# M ∈ Γopt(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK), π1,K+2

# M = ν
}
.

Then, by Lemma 2.48,

Hf0(ρ)

= sup
ν∈Tanρ

inf
M∈Admν

∫
R(K+2)d

( K∑
k=1

2αk(x− yk) · v − L̄U,V (x, v; ρ)
)

M(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK ; dv)

≤ inf
M0=π1,2,...,K+1

# M ,

M∈Admν

{ ∫
R(K+2)d

H̄
(
x,

K∑
k=1

2αk(x− yk); ρ
)

M 0(dx, dy1, . . . , dyK)
}

= H0f0(ρ).

□

Lemma 7.9. We have

Hf1 ≥ H1f1, ∀f1 ∈ S−,∞.

Proof. For the given f1 := f1(γ) (see the g in (2.26) and the βks in (2.30)), we denote

P := P (y, x1, . . . , xK ; γ, ρ1, . . . , ρK) :=
K∑
k=1

βk2(xk − y).

For every ϵ > 0, there exists a measurable vϵ := vϵ(y, x1, . . . , xK ; γ, ρ1, . . . , ρK) ∈ Rd, with
proper integrability as needed below, such that

H̄
(
y, P ; γ

)
≤ ϵ+ Pvϵ − L̄(y, vϵ; γ).

By definition of H1 in (7.3), therefore

H1f1(γ)

= sup
M0∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK)

∫
R(2+K)d

H̄
(
y, P (y, x1, . . . , xk; γ, ρ1, . . . , ρK); γ

)
M 0(dy; dx1, . . . , dxK)

≤ ϵ+ sup
M0∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK)

∫
R(2+K)d

(
Pvϵ − L̄(y, vϵ; γ)

)
M 0(dy; dx1, . . . , dxK).

Let ξϵ := ξϵ(y, x1, . . . , xK ; γ, ρ1, . . . , ρK) := Πγ(vϵ) (which as a function of y belongs to
L2

∇,γ(Rd)) be the projected vector field as obtained from Lemma 2.53. Then by Lemmas 2.55
and 2.61, for each M 0 ∈ Γopt(γ; ρ1, . . . , ρK), we have∫

PvϵdM 0 =
∫
PξϵdM 0

Moreover, by Lemma 2.56, ∫
L̄(y, ξϵ; γ)dM 0 ≤

∫
L̄(y, vϵ; γ)dM 0.

Consequently, defining

M(dy; dx1, . . . dxK ; dξ) := M 0(dy; dx1, . . . , dxK)δξϵ(y,x1,...,xK ;γ,ρ1,...,ρK)(dξ).
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Then νϵ := π1,K+2
# M ∈ Tanγ according to Lemma 2.55, and by Remark 2.51,

(dγf1)(νϵ) ≥
∫
PvϵdM 0 =

∫
PξϵdM 0,

∫
L̄(y, ξϵ; γ)dM 0 = L̄(νϵ).

Combine the above, we have
H1f1(γ)

≤ ϵ+ sup
M0∈Γopt(γ;ρ1,...,ρK)

∫
R(2+K)d

(
Pξϵ − L̄(y, ξϵ; γ)

)
M 0(dy; dx1, . . . , dxK)

≤ ϵ+ (dγf1)(νϵ) − L̄(νϵ) ≤ ϵ+ Hf1(γ).
□

Lemma 7.10. In the context of Theorem 7.1, let f be a sub-solution, in the strong point-
wise sense, for (7.6) with the H0 replaced by H with domain consisting of only test functions
in S+,∞. Let f be a super-solution, in the strong point-wise sense, for (7.7) with the H1
replaced by H with domain consisting of only test functions in S−,∞. Then the comparison
principle (7.8) still holds.

Proof. Conclusion follows from combining results in Lemmas 7.8, 7.9 and Theorem 7.1. □

7.2.2. Hamiltonian operators expressed using gradients. Let f0 ∈ S+,∞, by Lemma 2.14,
µ := gradρf0 ∈ Tanρ in the sense of Definition 2.13 exists and is unique, it can be explicitly
identified through Lemma 2.52. We define

H◦
0f0(ρ) :=

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρ)µ(dx, dP ), where µ = gradρf0;(7.23)

and

H◦◦
0 f0(ρ) := sup

{
⟨gradρf0,ν⟩ρ − L(ν) : ν ∈ Tanρ

}
.(7.24)

Noting gradρf0 admits representation (2.33), it follows from Lemma 2.57 that H◦
0 = H◦◦

0 .
More generally, we have the following.

Lemma 7.11.
Hf0 ≤ H0f0 ≤ H◦◦

0 f0 = H◦
0f0 ≤ H0f0, ∀f0 ∈ S+,∞.

Proof. The inequality Hf0 ≤ H0f0 was already established in Lemma 7.8. Next, we prove
H0f0 ≤ H◦

0f0 ≤ H0f0,

which is a consequence of (2.34).
For the given f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK

, let π0,k ∈ Γopt(ρ; γk) be those minimizers uniquely defined
by (2.32). We denote

M 0(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) := π0,1(dy1|x) × . . .× π0,K(dyK |x)ρ(dx) ∈ Γopt(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK),
(7.25)

and following (2.29), we also denote

νM0
f0 (dx, dP ) :=

∫
(y1,...,yK)∈(Rd)K

δ∑K

k=1 2αk(x−yk)(dP )M 0(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK)

= δuf0 (x)(dP )ρ(dx),
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with

uf0 := uf0(x) := −
K∑
k=1

2αkvk(x), where vk(x) :=
∫
Rd

(y − x)π0,k(dy|x).

Then, by (2.34) in Lemma 2.52, we identify
gradρf0 = νM0

f0 .

Consequently,

H◦
0f0(ρ) =

∫
Rd

H̄
(
x, P ; ρ

)
νM0
f0 (dx, dP )

≤ sup
M∈Γopt(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄
(
x, P ; ρ

)
νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) = H0f0(ρ).

and
H◦

0f0(ρ) ≥ inf
M∈Γopt(ρ;γ1,...,γK)

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄
(
x, P ; ρ

)
νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) = H0f0(ρ).

□

Next, we consider the super-solution case. Recall that the definition of gradf0 is based
upon semi-concavity of the function f0. However, f1 ∈ S−,∞ is semi-convex. Hence, if we
were to use properties that come out of Definition 2.13, we may use a different definition

gradγf1 := (−1) ·
(
gradγ(−f1)

)
.

See Definition 2.38 for (−1) · M for M ∈ P2(R2d). Then(
gradγf1

)
(dy, dv) = δ∑∞

k=1 2βkuk(y)(dv)γ(dy), uk(y) :=
∫
Rd

(x− y)π0,k(dx|y),

where the π0,k ∈ Γopt(ρk, γ) is the unique minimizer to

s̃2
k :=

∫
Rd

|
∫
Rd
xπ0,k(dx|y) − y|2γ(dy)

= inf
{ ∫

Rd
|
∫
Rd
xπ(dx|y) − y|2γ(dy) : π ∈ Γopt(ρk, γ)

}
.

We see that there is an asymmetry between the expressions of gradf0 and so defined gradf1.
Similar to (7.23) and (7.24), for f1 ∈ S−,∞, we introduce

H◦
1f1(γ) :=

∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; γ)µ(dx, dP ), µ = gradγf1,

and
H◦◦

1 f1(γ) := sup
{

(⟨gradγf1,µ⟩γ − L(µ) : µ ∈ Tanγ
}
.

Then H◦
1 = H◦◦

1 by Lemma 2.57. We also have
Hf1 ≥ H1f1 ≥ H◦◦

1 f1 = H◦
1f1 ≥ H1f1.(7.26)

7.2.3. Further generalized notions of Hamiltonian using sub- super-gradients. In a similar
vein to the above arguments in this section, one can introduce even more Hamiltonians
defined through Fréchet super- and sub-gradients (Definition 2.25). Lemmas 2.28, 2.46 and
2.47 etc offer insights as to how to relate these definitions together. We do not pursue these
anymore in this paper.
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8. Convergence of solutions for Hamilton-Jacobi equations arising from
the hydrodynamic limit

In Section 5, we considered value functions of minimal action finite particle Lagrangian
dynamics, with particle permutation symmetry. They are solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi
PDEs in finite dimensions. In Section 6, we derived hydrodynamic limit of the corresponding
Hamiltonian operators (on functions defined over space of probability measures). We proved
that upper- and lower-limits of the value functions as sub- and super-solutions of PDE in
space of probability measures given by a pair of Hamiltonian operators H0, H1 (and by
another pair H0,H1). The operators are defined by (6.32) and (6.5) (respectively, by (6.36)
and (6.37)). For summary of these results, see Lemmas 6.23, 6.26, and 6.7. In Section 7,
we proved comparison principle for sub- and super- solutions of respective equations (7.6)
and (7.7) with a different, yet another, pair of Hamiltonian operators H0 and H1. See also
comparison result on the operator H in Lemma 7.10. In Section 7.2.2, we introduced even
more pairs of Hamiltonian operators which are natural in such context, and compared with
the above ones.

We note that, however, these results do not allow us to conclude any comparison between
viscosity solutions for equations given by the pair of operators H0 and H1. In this section,
we develop a technique on viscosity extension (first introduced in [46]) for such purpose.

8.1. A technical problem, intuitively explained. To explain the intricacies among the
above mentioned operators, we take a look at the H0f0(ρ) with a simple choice of test
function f0(ρ) := α

2 d2(ρ, γ), where the γ ∈ P2(Rd) and α > 0 are fixed. H0f0 is a set
consisting of Gf0

ϕ as elements, with arbitrary ϕ ∈ F0, as defined in (6.11) and (6.32). The
Gf0
ϕ involves a term supπ∈Γopt(ρ,γ) (as given by (6.11) with the p = 2). In a similar way, the

H1f1(γ), for f1(γ) := −α
2 d2(ρ, γ), involves a term infπ∈Γopt(ρ,γ). If we were directly to prove

comparison principle using the H0 and H1, these terms are the source of difficulties, unless
the set Γopt(ρ, γ) consists of a single element only. We recall that, when ρ := ρ(dx) (or the γ)
does not give mass to “small” sets, then the Γopt(ρ, γ) contains only a single element, which
is given by the Brenier optimal transport map. See Theorem 2.12 in Villani [76] for details
and precise statements. However, when the ρ concentrates positive mass on a small set, such
ρ becomes a “singular” point in the X ∈ CBB(0). Then multiple connecting geodesics may
appear, no matter how small the distance d(ρ, γ) is. That is, the set Γopt(ρ, γ) may contain
more than one element. If we want to infer defining inequalities of sub-solutions for H0f0
from those for H0f0, we need to improve some inequalities from

. . . ≤ sup
π∈Γopt(ρ,γ)

. . .

into something like
. . . ≤ inf

π∈Γopt(ρ,γ)
. . . .

Through a regularization method, we will show that (Lemma 8.2) the above is indeed possible
in a perturbative sense, for those ρs appearing as maximizers of certain functions in definition
of viscosity sub-solution. We will be using special properties of the Wasserstein space, as
stated in Lemma 2.62, to prove this.

Before we begin, it is also useful to trace origin of the supπ∈Γopt(ρ,γ) term in the H0f0(ρ),
and explain why we couldn’t derive the infπ∈Γopt(ρ,γ) term directly through our works on the
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hydrodynamic limit equations. This is because that, during the hydrodynamic limit, we lost
ability to be precise at recording which geodesic direction is relevant giving the viscosity
sub-solution property, when making sense of relevant cotangent elements corresponding to
derivatives of test functions in the Hamiltonian operator. Note that the sup in H0f0 simply
means that “there exists some geodesic direction” such that the defining inequality for vis-
cosity sub-solution holds, while the inf in H0f0 means the inequality needs to hold for “for
every geodesic direction”.

We mentioned the loss of ability to track relevant geodesic directions. This happened
during each of the following two steps in earlier derivations:

(1) the submetry projection of Hamiltonian operator with general non-symmetric per-
turbative term (compare the H0 in Lemma 3.30 with that in Lemma 3.24 where the
Hamiltonian is given by (3.51)).

(2) the passage of limit in derivation of a limit Hamiltonian for the sub-solution case.

8.2. Viscosity extensions – the sub-solution case, extensions from H0 to H0. We
revisit equation (6.42). We recall that the U, V satisfying Conditions 1.3 and 1.4 are globally
Lipschitz. Therefore, there exists finite constant CU,V > 0 such that∫

R2d

((
U(x) − U(y)

)
+

(
V ∗ ρ(x) − V ∗ γ(y)

))
π(dx, dy)(8.1)

≤ CU,V d(ρ, γ), ∀π ∈ Γopt(ρ, γ).
Motivated by the estimate in Lemma 5.2, we also consider the following.

Condition 8.1.

f(ρ) ≥ −β ◦ d(ρ, δ0), ∀ρ ∈ X,(8.2)

for some concave, increasing β := β(r) : R+ 7→ R+ growing at sub-linear rate to infinity as
r → +∞.

Lemma 8.2. Let f ∈ USC(X;R) with supX f < +∞ and Condition 8.1 be satisfied. Suppose
that f is a sub-solution to (6.42) in the point-wise viscosity solution sense, with the operator
H0 defined in (6.36). We define

f ϵ(ρ) := sup
γ∈X

(
f(γ) − d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ
)
, ∀ϵ > 0, ρ ∈ X.

We assume that h0 ∈ C(X). Let C := CU,V > 0 be the constant in (8.1). We introduce
another function

h0;ϵ := h0;ϵ(ρ)

:=
αC2

U,V

2 ϵ+ sup
{
h0(γ) : ∀γ ∈ X s.t. d(γ, ρ) ≤

√
2ϵ

(
sup

X
f + β(d(ρ, δ0))

)}
.

Then
(1) f ϵ ∈ Liploc(X;R), and f ≤ f ϵ′ ≤ f ϵ for every 0 < ϵ′ < ϵ with limϵ→0+ f ϵ(ρ) = f(ρ)

for each ρ ∈ X fixed.
(2) for each ϵ > 0 fixed, the f ϵ is a strong point wise viscosity sub-solution to

(I − αH0)f ϵ ≤ h0;ϵ.(8.3)
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Proof. The local Lipschitz and other regularity properties of the f ϵ follow from its definition.
See for instance, Chapter 3 in [3]. Next, we prove the strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution
property. To simplify notations, we only verify this for f0 ∈ S+. The general f0 ∈ S+,∞ case
only requires notational modification by allowing K = +∞. To summarize, for each given
f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK

∈ S+ and ρϵ ∈ X satisfying

(f ϵ − f0)(ρϵ) = sup
X

(f ϵ − f0),

we only need to prove that (
f ϵ − h0,ϵ

)
(ρϵ) ≤ αH0f0(ρϵ).

The proof is divided into several steps.
Step one: We assumed that the f is a point-wise viscosity sub-solution to (6.42). Noting

an equivalent expression of H0 in (6.40), for the above ρϵ, there exists a maximizer γϵ :=
γϵ(dy) ∈ X in the definition of f ϵ such that

f ϵ(ρϵ) = f(γϵ) − d2(ρϵ, γϵ)
2ϵ ,(8.4)

and that 24

α−1
(
f − h0

)
(γϵ) ≤ H0

(d2(ρϵ, ·)
2ϵ

)
(γϵ)(8.5)

= sup
π∈Γopt(ρϵ,γϵ)

∫
R2d

H̄
(
y,
y − x

ϵ
; γϵ

)
π(dx, dy),

=
∫
R2d

H̄
(
y,
y − x

ϵ
; γϵ

)
πϵ(dx, dy),

for some probability measure πϵ ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γϵ).
Existence of the above ρϵ, γϵ is equivalent to

f(γϵ) − d2(ρϵ, γϵ)
2ϵ − f0(ρϵ) =

(
f ϵ − f0

)
(ρϵ) = sup

ρ,γ∈X

(
f(γ) − d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ − f0(ρ)
)
.(8.6)

We note, from definition of the f ϵ, that

f(ρϵ) ≤ f ϵ(ρϵ) = f(γϵ) − d2(ρϵ, γϵ)
2ϵ ≤ f(γϵ).(8.7)

In addition, from (8.6), we also get

f0(ρϵ) ≤ f(γϵ) − sup
X

(f − f0) ≤ sup
X
f − sup

X
(f − f0) < +∞.

The f0 is defined in terms of ψ ∈ Ψ in (2.17). Since limrk→∞ ψ(r1, . . . , rk, . . .) = +∞ for at
least one of the variables rk, we conclude that

lim sup
ϵ→0+

d(ρϵ, δ0) < +∞.

24Comparing here with the definition of H0 in (6.36), we note that the roles of ρ := ρ(dx), γ := γ(dy)
(hence the x, y) are reversed.
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Step two: Taking an arbitrary M ∈ Γopt(ρϵ; γ1, . . . , γK) ⊂ P2(R(1+K)d) (See Defini-
tion 2.49), for the f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK

∈ S+, we define

νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

:= νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) :=
∫

(y1,...,yK)∈RKd
δ∑

k
2αk(x−yk)(dP )M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK),

as in (2.29), where the αk := αk(ρ; γ1, . . . , γK) are defined according to (2.27). The πϵ ∈
Γopt(ρϵ, γϵ) in (8.5) admits a measurable slicing decomposition

πϵ(dx, dy) = πϵ(dy|x)ρϵ(dx).
This allows us to construct a lifting of the M by introducing

N(dx, dy; dy1, . . . , dyK) := πϵ(dy|x)M(dx; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ P2(Rd(2+K)),
and a further lifting of the N by introducing

N̂(dx, dy; dy1, . . . , dyK , dP ) := δ∑
k

2αk(x−yk)(dP )N(dx, dy; dy1, . . . , dyK) ∈ P2(Rd(3+K)).

In particular, N and M can be obtained as projections from the N̂ :
π1,...,K+2

# N̂ = N , π1,3,...,K+2
# N̂ = π1,3,...,K+2

# N = M , π1,K+3
# N̂ = νM .

Moreover,
π1,2

# N = πϵ ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γϵ), π2,k+2
# N = π1,k+1

# M ∈ Γopt(ρϵ, γk), k = 1, . . . , K.
Using standard probability arguments, one can even construct random variables making the
above probability measures as respective joint distributions. This is illustrated below using
a graph:

An informal graphical representation of the marginal probability measures γ, ρϵ, γ1, . . . , γK as submetry projections
of random variables Y, X, Y1, . . . , YK defined in one canonical probability space ([0, 1], B[0,1], Leb):

Y X Y1 Y2 YK

γϵ ρϵ γ1 γ2 . . . γK

Step three: From (8.6), we see that ρϵ is a maximizer of function

ρ 7→ −d2(ρ, γϵ)
2ϵ − f0(ρ).

In view of the results in Lemma 2.62, we have
x− y

ϵ
=

∑
k

2αk(ρϵ; γ1, . . . , γK)(yk − x), N - almost everywhere.

Consequently, (
y,
y − x

ϵ

)
= (y, P ), N̂ - almost everywhere.(8.8)
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Therefore, ∫
R2d

H̄
(
y,
y − x

ϵ
; γϵ

)
πϵ(dx, dy)

=
∫
R(3+K)d

H̄
(
y,
y − x

ϵ
; γϵ

)
N̂(dx, dy; dy1, . . . , dyK ; dP )

=
∫
R(3+K)d

H̄
(
y, P ; γϵ

)
dN̂

=
∫
R2d

H̄
(
x, P ; ρϵ

)
νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) +
∫
R2d

(
U(x) − U(y)

)
πϵ(dx, dy)

+
∫
R2d

(
V ∗ ρϵ(x) − V ∗ γϵ(y)

)
πϵ(dx, dy).

In the above, the first equality follows because πϵ = π1,2
# N = π1,2

# N̂ , the second equality
follows from (8.8).

Combining the above with (8.5) and the equality part of (8.7), and in view of estimate
(8.1), we have

α−1
(
f ϵ(ρϵ) + d2(ρϵ, γϵ)

2ϵ − h0(γϵ)
)

≤
∫
R2d

H̄(x, P ; ρϵ)νM
f0;γ1,...,γK

(dx, dP ) + CU,V d(ρϵ, γϵ).

By arbitrariness of the M , and in view of (7.1), we have

f ϵ(ρϵ) ≤ αH0f0(ρϵ) +
(
CU,V αd(ρϵ, γϵ) − d2(ρϵ, γϵ)

2ϵ

)
+ h0(γϵ)

≤ αH0f0(ρϵ) +
αC2

U,V

2 ϵ+ h0(γϵ).

From (8.6),
d2(ρϵ, γϵ)

2ϵ ≤ f(γϵ) − f(ρϵ) ≤ sup
X
f + β

(
d(ρϵ, δ0)

)
.

Consequently

h0(γϵ) ≤ sup
γ∈X

{
h0(γ) : d2(γ, ρϵ) ≤ 2ϵ

(
sup

X
f + β(d(ρϵ, δ0))

)}

= h0;ϵ(ρϵ) −
αC2

U,V

2 ϵ.

Therefore,
f ϵ(ρϵ) ≤ αH0f0(ρϵ) + h0;ϵ(ρϵ).

We conclude. □

Remark 8.3. At beginning of the above lemma, we required that f is a sub-solution to
(6.42) in the point-wise viscosity sense. In particular, this implicitly means that maximum
of f − f0 always exists for each f0 ∈ D(H0). This guaranteed the existence of γϵ in (8.4)
in the above proof. We recall that the combined results of Lemmas 6.23 and 6.24 ensured
such assumption is not vacuous, and is useful in our context. However, later application of
a super-solution version of above result (proof of Lemma 9.13) will not have such property a
priori. Consequently, we would like a version of the above lemma by not assuming existence
of such extremal point. Indeed, because of the whole development in Section 6 with results
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summarized in Lemma 6.26, we only need to work with strong viscosity solutions. We have
the following results.

Lemma 8.4. In the context of Lemma 8.2, if the f is a sub-solution to (6.42) in the point-
wise strong- viscosity solution sense, then conclusions of the lemma still hold the same.

Proof. In the proof of comparison principle in Lemma 7.1, we used a perturbation method
by invoking the Borwein-Preiss Lemma to produce maximum point. We use that argument
here in similar ways to create maximizer satisfying a perturbed version of (8.4).

We note that operator H0 has the following property. Let δ > 0 be a small parameter,
and let a convergent sequence of {γδ,k}k∈N ⊂ X with limiting point γδ ∈ X such that

sup
δ>0

d(γδ, ρ̄) < +∞, ∃ρ̄ ∈ X.

We define

∆(γ) := ∆δ(γ) :=
∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 d2(γ, γk,δ)

Since
lim
δ→0+

√
δ|D+

γδ
∆| = 0,

we have
lim
δ→0+

|H0
(
f0 +

√
δ∆δ

)
(γδ) − H0f0(γδ)| = 0.

The conclusion follows by adding such additional layer of approximation. □

We see that the result in Lemma 8.2 is not perfect. There is a parameter R in the definition
of h0;ϵ,R. When such R is fixed, and the d(ρ, δ0) becomes larger than the R, it is not apparent
how to get useful information from the equation. Next, we introduce a technique to recover
such information by exploring two features: one, such R can be chosen arbitrarily; two,
sub-solution is stable with respect to another type of perturbation that reflects the growth
estimates of the sub-solution.

Let
fλ,θ(ρ) := λf(ρ) − θ

√
1 + d2(ρ, δ0), ∀θ > 0, λ > 1.

Let c, C ∈ R+ be the constants in Lemma B.11. We define

Errλ,θ(ρ) := (λ− 1)c+ C
θ2

λ− 1 − (λ− 1)(⟨U + V ∗ ρ, ρ⟩).(8.9)

Lemma 8.5. Let h0 : X 7→ R with supX h0 < +∞, and f be a strong point-wise viscosity
sub-solution to

(I − αH0)f ≤ h0.

We define

h0,λ,θ(ρ) := λh0(ρ) − θ
√

1 + d2(ρ, δ0) + αErrλ,θ(ρ).

Then the fλ,θ is a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution to

(I − αH0)fλ,θ ≤ h0,λ,θ.
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Proof. Let f0 := f0;γ1,...,γK ,... ∈ S+,∞ and ρ0 ∈ X be such that
(fλ,θ − f0)(ρ0) = sup

X
(fλ,θ − f0).

We write

f0;λ,θ := 1
λ

(
f0 + θ

√
1 + d2(·, δ0)

)
∈ S+,∞.

Then
(f − f0;λ,θ)(ρ0) = sup

X
(f − f0;λ,θ).

By the strong point-wise sub-solution assumption,
f(ρ0) ≤ αH0f0;λ,θ(ρ0) + h0(ρ0);

or, equivalently,

fλ,θ(ρ0) ≤ αλH0f0;λ,θ(ρ0) +
(
λh0(ρ0) − θ

√
1 + d2(ρ0, δ0)

)
.

Next, we have estimates

λ
(
H0f0;λ,θ

)
(ρ0) = λH0

( 1
λ
f0 + (1 − 1

λ
) θ

λ− 1
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
)
(ρ0)

≤ H0f0(ρ0) + (λ− 1)H0
( θ

λ− 1
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
)
(ρ0)

≤ H0f0(ρ0) + (λ− 1)
(
c+ C

∣∣∣D+
ρ0

θ

λ− 1
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
∣∣∣2

− (⟨U + V ∗ ρ0, ρ0⟩)
)

≤ H0f0(ρ0) + (λ− 1)c+ C
θ2

λ− 1 − (λ− 1)(⟨U + V ∗ ρ0, ρ0⟩).

In the second inequality above, we used an estimate on H̄ in Lemma B.11. The constants
c, C ∈ R+ are the ones there.

Hence we conclude. □

8.3. Viscosity extensions – the super-solution case, extension from H1 to H1. Next,
we revisit equation (6.44). Similar to arguments used in the proof of Lemma 8.2, we establish
the following.

Lemma 8.6. Let f ∈ LSC(X;R) be such that supX f < +∞ and f(γ) ≥ −β ◦ d(γ, δ0)
for some concave, increasing β := β(r) : R+ 7→ R growing at sub-linear rate to infinity as
r → +∞. Suppose that the f is a super-solution to (6.44) in the point-wise viscosity solution
sense. We define

f
ϵ
(γ) := inf

ρ∈X

(
f(ρ) + d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ
)
.

We assume h1 ∈ C(X). Let C := CU,V > 0 be the constant in (8.1). We introduce, for
every ϵ > 0,

h1;ϵ := h1;ϵ(γ) := −
αC2

U,V

2 ϵ+ inf
{
h1(ρ) : ρ ∈ Nϵ(γ)

}
,(8.10)
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with
Nϵ(γ) :=

{
ρ ∈ X : d2(ρ, γ) ≤ 2ϵ

(
sup

X
f + β(d(ρ, δ0))

)}
(8.11)

Note that, because of the sub-linear growth of limr→+∞ β(r) = +∞, the set Nϵ(γ) is a d-
bounded set in X.

Then
(1) f

ϵ
∈ Liploc(X;R), and f ≥ f

ϵ′
≥ f

ϵ
for every 0 < ϵ′ < ϵ, with limϵ→0+ f

ϵ
(γ) = f(γ)

for each γ ∈ X fixed.
(2) for each ϵ > 0, the f

ϵ
is a strong point-wise super-solution to

(I − αH1)f ϵ ≥ h1;ϵ.(8.12)
Proof. We only highlight steps which are different than the sub-solution proof. Let γϵ ∈ X
be such that

(f1 − f
ϵ
)(γϵ) = sup

X
(f1 − f

ϵ
).

That is,

sup
ρ∈X

(
f1(γϵ) − d2(ρ, γϵ)

2ϵ − f(ρ)
)

≥ f1(γ) − d2(ρ, γϵ)
2ϵ − f(γ), ∀ρ, γ ∈ X.

By point-wise viscosity solution property of the f , there exists ρϵ ∈ X attaining the maximum
on left of the above inequality. Moreover,

f(ρϵ) ≥ αH1

(
− d2(·, γϵ)

2ϵ

)
(ρϵ) + h1(ρϵ).

From the above, we obtain estimate

d2(ρϵ, γϵ) ≤ 2ϵ
(

sup
X
f + β

(
d2(ρϵ, δ0)

))
.

Hence

h1(ρϵ) ≥ inf{h1(ρ) : ρ ∈ Nϵ(γϵ)} = h1;ϵ(γϵ) +
αC2

U,V

2 ϵ.

□

Similar to Lemma 8.4, by introducing an additional layer of approximation using the
Borwein-Preiss perturbed optimization lemma, we have the following super-solution version.
Lemma 8.7. In the context of Lemma 8.6, if the f is a super-solution to (6.44) in the
point-wise strong- viscosity sense (instead of point-wise viscosity sense), then the conclusion
of that Lemma still holds the same.

Similar to Lemma 8.5, we have the following. Given f : X 7→ R, we introduce

f
λ,θ

(γ) := λ−1f + θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0), ∀θ > 0, λ > 1.

Lemma 8.8. Let h1 : X 7→ R, and f be a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution to
(I − αH1)f ≥ h1.

We define

h1,λ,θ(γ) := λ−1h1(γ) + θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0) − αErrλ,θ(γ).
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where the Errλ,θ term is defined in (8.9).
Then the f

λ,θ
is a strong point-wise viscosity super-solution to

(I − αH1)fλ,θ ≥ h1,λ,θ.

Proof. We only highlight changes in some of the key estimates. First, by a convexity argu-
ment and in view of Lemma B.11, for every f1 ∈ S−,∞, λ > 1 and θ > 0,

H1

(
λ

(
f1 + θ

√
1 + d2(·, δ0)

))
(γ)

= H1

(
λf1 − (λ− 1) θ

λ− 1
(

−
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
))

(γ)

≥ λ(H1f1)(γ) − (λ− 1)H1
(

− θ

λ− 1
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
)
(γ)

≥ λ(H1f1)(γ) − (λ− 1)
{
c+ C

∣∣∣Dγ

(
− θ

λ− 1
√

1 + d2(·, δ0)
)∣∣∣2 − ⟨U + V ∗ γ, γ⟩

}
.

Second, for γ0 ∈ X such that
(f1 − f

λ,θ
)(γ0) = sup

X
(f1 − f

λ,θ
),

we have

f
λ
(γ0) ≥ αλ−1H1

(
λ

(
f1 + θ

√
1 + d2(·, δ0)

))
(γ0) + λ−1h1(γ0) + θ

√
1 + d2(γ, δ0)

≥ αH1f1(γ0) + h1,λ,θ(γ0).

The conclusion follows. □

8.4. Convergence of viscosity solutions, from particle to continuum. Let an appro-
priate sequence of hN ∈ C

(
(Rd)N

)
be given. We define fN through (5.3). By Lemma 5.2,

such fN ∈ C
(
(Rd)N

)
is the unique viscosity solution to Hamilton-Jacobi equation (5.2).

Next, we study convergence of the fNs and characterize the limit f as viscosity solution
of Hamilton-Jacobi equation in space of probability measures in proper senses – See The-
orem 8.11. Later, in Theorem 9.16, we will further improve the characterization of limit
solution f .

Definition 8.9 (Class C). For sequence of functions with hN ∈ C((Rd)N) and h ∈ C(X), we
define a special collection:

C :=
{
({hN}N∈N, h) satisfy the following properties

}
⊂ C

(
(Rd)N

)
× . . .× C(X),

with
(1) hN(τx) = hN(x) for every τ ∈ GN ;
(2) for every ρN := 1

N

∑N
i=1 δxi

and every ρ0 ∈ X such that d(ρN , ρ0) → 0, we have

lim
N→∞

hN(x1, . . . , xN) = h(ρ0);

(3) uniform growth estimates for hN and h:
sup
N

sup
(Rd)N

hN + sup
X
h < +∞,
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and there exists a concave, increasing and sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R such that

hN(x1, . . . , xN) ≥ −β
(
d(ρN , δ0)

)
, ∀ρN := 1

N

N∑
i=1

δxi
;

(4) for every ρN := 1
N

∑N
i=1 δxi

and every ρ0 ∈ X such that dr=1(ρN , ρ0) → 0 and
supN

∫
Rd |x|2ρN(dx) < ∞, we have

lim
N→∞

hN(x1, . . . , xN) ≤ h(ρ0);

(i.e. Property PN as given by Definition 4.24 is satisfied);
(5) the h is dp=1-upper semicontinuous in X (see Definition 6.18);
(6) the h has modulus of continuity with respect to d := dp=2-metric, on every d-balls

with finite radius.
Example 8.10. Let h ∈ S−, and hN be the empirical measure versions of the h. Then the
({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C. Such class of functions can be used to identify closed sets A ⊂ X by
approximating the function:

χA(x) :=

0, when x ∈ A;
−∞, when x ̸∈ A.

Theorem 8.11. Suppose that ({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C. We define fN according to (5.3). By
Lemma 5.2, such fN ∈ C

(
(Rd)N

)
is the unique viscosity solution to Hamilton-Jacobi equation

(5.2) with at most linear growth. We define
fN(ρ) := sup

(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

fN(x1, . . . , xN) = inf
(x1,...,xN )∈(Rd)N

such that ρ= 1
N

∑N

i=1 δxi

fN(x1, . . . , xN).

See Lemma 5.6 for validity of the above definition. As in (5.45), we introduce small pertur-
bation

fN,θ(ρ) := fN(ρ) − θ
∫
Rd

|x|2ρ(dx), θ > 0,

and define f ∗
θ according to (6.16) and f ∗ as in (6.17). We also define f as in the context of

Lemma 6.7.
Then
(1) we have relation

f := f ∗ = f ∈ C(X).
(2) the f is both a viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise strong sense to (6.42), as well

as a super-solution in the point-wise strong sense to (6.44), with the h0 = h1 = h.
(3) The sequence ({fN}N∈N, f) satisfies all the properties of being in class C, except (5)

and (6) regarding f being dp=1-upper semicontinuous in X, and with dp=2-modulus of
continuities in dp=2-balls of finite radius. In particular, we have that

lim
N→∞

fN(x1, . . . , xN) = f(ρ0), ∀ρN := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi
, ρ0 ∈ X with d(ρN , ρ0) → 0.(8.13)

Remark 8.12. Indeed, properties (5) and (6) in Definition 8.9 also hold. That is, we have
({fN}N∈N, f) ∈ C. However, we won’t prove this claim until Theorem 9.16, after introducing
additional variational characterization for the f .
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Proof. By Lemma 6.23, the f ∗ ∈ USC(X) is a viscosity sub-solution in point-wise strong
sense to (6.35) given by Hamiltonian operator H0. By Lemma 6.24, it is also a point-wise
strong sub-solution to (6.42) with Hamiltonian operator H0. By Lemma 8.4, its Yosida
regularization (

f ∗
)
ϵ
(ρ) := sup

γ∈X

(
f ∗(γ) − d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ

)
,

is a strong point-wise sub-solution to (8.3) given by Hamiltonian H0. By Lemma 8.5,(
f ∗

)
ϵ;λ,θ

:=
(
f ∗

)
ϵ;λ,θ

(ρ) := λ
(
f ∗

)
ϵ
(ρ) − θ

√
1 + d2(ρ, δ0) ∈ C(X), λ > 1, θ > 0,

is a strong point-wise sub-solution to
(I − αH0)

(
f ∗

)
ϵ;λ,θ

≤ h0;ϵ,λ,θ

with

h0;ϵ,λ,θ(ρ) := sup
{
λh(γ) : γ ∈ X s.t. d2(γ, ρ) ≤ 2ϵ

(
sup

X
f + β(d(ρ, δ0))

)}
+ λα

2 C2
U,V ϵ− θ

√
1 + d2(ρ, δ0) + αErrλ,θ(ρ),

where the function Errλ,θ is defined in (8.9).
In a similar way, we define Yosida approximation of the f ∈ LSC(X) by(

f
)
ϵ
(γ) := inf

ρ∈X

(
f(ρ) + d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ

)
.

Then, by Lemma 6.8, f is a super-solution in the point-wise strong sense to (6.8) given
by Hamiltonian operator H1. By Lemma 6.25, it is a strong point-wise super-solution to
(6.44) given by Hamiltonian H1. By Lemma 8.6, the (f)ϵ is a super-solution in the strong
point-wise sense to (8.12) with operator H1. By Lemma 8.8,(

f
)
ϵ,λ,θ

:=
(
f

)
ϵ,λ,θ

(γ) := λ−1
(
f

)
ϵ
(γ) + θ

√
1 + d2(γ, δ0) ∈ C(X), λ > 1, θ > 0,

is a strong point-wise viscosity solution to
(I − αH1)

(
f

)
ϵ,λ,θ

≥ h1;ϵ,λ,θ,

with

h1;ϵ,λ,θ(γ) := inf
{
λ−1h(ρ) : ρ ∈ Nϵ(γ)

}
−
αC2

U,V

2λ ϵ+ θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0) − αErrλ,θ(γ),

where the d-bounded neighborhood Nϵ(γ) is defined in (8.11).
Next, we apply the comparison principle established in Theorem 7.1 to arrive at

LHS := lim sup
λ→1+

lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
X

((
f ∗

)
ϵ;λ,θ

−
(
f

)
ϵ,λ,θ

)
≤ lim sup

λ→1+
lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
X

(
h0;ϵ,λ,θ − h1;ϵ,λ,θ

)
=: RHS.

For every ρ ∈ X fixed, by Lemmas 8.2 and 8.6, we have

(f ∗ − f)(ρ) ≤ lim sup
ϵ→0+

((
f ∗

)
ϵ
−

(
f

)
ϵ

)
(ρ) ≤ LHS.

142



To evaluate the right hand side, first, by Conditions 1.3, 1.4, we have
−⟨U + V ∗ ρ, ρ⟩ ≤ − inf

X
U − inf

X
V < +∞.

Consequently,
lim sup
λ→1+

lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
ρ∈X

Errλ,θ(ρ) ≤ 0.

Therefore, recall definition of neighborhood Nϵ(σ) in (8.11), we also introduce another neigh-
borhood

N̂ϵ(σ) :=
{
γ ∈ X : d2(γ, σ) ≤ 2ϵ

(
sup

X
f + β ◦ d(σ, δ0)

)}
.

Writing

Fθ,ϵ(ρ, γ, σ) =
(
h(γ) − h(ρ)

)
∨ 0 − 2θ

√
1 + d2(σ, δ0),

then,
RHS = lim sup

λ→1+
lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
X

(
h0;ϵ,λ,θ − h1;ϵ,λ,θ

)
= lim sup

λ→1+
lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
σ∈X

(
sup
γ∈X

{
λh(γ) : γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ)

}
− inf

ρ∈X

{
λ−1h(ρ) : ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ)

}
− 2θ

√
1 + d2(σ, δ0)

)
≤ lim sup

θ→0+
lim sup
ϵ→0+

{
sup

(ρ,γ,σ)∈X×X×X

{
Fθ,ϵ(ρ, γ, σ) : ∀γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ),∀ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ)

}}
.

Next, we claim that for each θ > 0 fixed, there exists a finite Mθ > 0 which is independent
of the ϵ > 0, such that

sup
(ρ,γ,σ)∈X×X×X

{
Fθ,ϵ(ρ, γ, σ) : γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ), ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ), d(ρ, δ0) > Mθ

}
≤ 0, ∀ϵ ∈ (0, 1].(8.14)

Then the above implies
sup

(ρ,γ,σ)∈X×X×X

{
Fθ,ϵ(ρ, γ, σ) : γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ), ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ)

}
≤ sup

σ∈X

{(
h(γ) − h(ρ)

)
∨ 0 : γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ), ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ), d(ρ, δ0) ≤ Mθ

}
∨ 0

≤ sup
σ∈X

{(
h(γ) − h(ρ)

)
∨ 0 : d2(ρ, γ) ≤ 2ϵ[sup

X
f + β(Mθ)], d(ρ, δ0) ≤ Mθ

}
∨ 0

≤ ωh;Mθ

(√
2ϵ[sup

X
f + β(Mθ)]

)
;

where the last step above follows from assumption of h having a modulus of continuity ωh;M in
bounded d-balls with finite radius M > 0 (See Definition 8.9.6 about class C). Consequently

RHS ≤ 0.
We prove (8.14) next. First, by sub-linear growth at +∞ assumption on the β, there

exists finite Cβ > 0 such that β(r) ≤ Cβ + r. Therefore, from ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ), we can find finite
Cf,β > 0 such that d2(ρ, σ) ≤ 2ϵ[Cf,β + d(ρ, σ) + d(σ, δ0)], implying

d(ρ, σ) ≤ ϵ+
√
ϵ2 + 2ϵ

(
Cf,β + d(σ, δ0)

)
.(8.15)
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Second, it follows then the following holds for every ρ ∈ Nϵ(σ), γ ∈ N̂ϵ(σ), and ϵ ∈ (0, 1]:

Fθ,ϵ(ρ, γ, σ) ≤ sup
X
f + β ◦ d(ρ, δ0) − 2θ

√
1 + d2(σ, δ0)

≤ sup
X
f + β

(
d(ρ, σ) + d(σ, δ0)

)
− 2θ

√
1 + d2(σ, δ0)

≤ sup
X
f + β

(
1 +

√
1 + 2[Cf,β + d(σ, δ0)] + d(σ, δ0)

)
− 2θ

√
1 + d2(σ, δ0).

By the sub-linear growth assumption of s 7→ β(s) as s → +∞, and the linear growth of
r 7→

√
1 + r2, there exists a finite Nθ > 0 which is independent of the ϵ > 0, such that

right hand side of the above becomes negative when d(σ, δ0) > Nθ. Third, from (8.15)
and d(ρ, δ0) ≤ d(ρ, σ) + d(σ, δ0), we have existence of Mθ such that d(ρ, δ0) > Mθ implies
d(σ, δ0) > Nθ. Combine the above three steps, we verified (8.14).

In summary, we have
f ∗ − f ≤ LHS ≤ RHS ≤ 0.

But by construction, and noting Lemma 6.14, f ≤ f ∗. Consequently f ∗ = f ∈ C(X), and
(8.13) follows.

The sequence ({fN}N∈N, f) satisfies various properties of being in class C: property 1 in
Definition 8.9 follows from Lemma 5.6; property 2 from Lemma 6.14, the definition of f
and the fact that f ∗ = f as proved above; property 3 from Lemma 5.2 and estimate (5.5);
property 4 from Lemma 6.14 (the part regarding PN property). □

In the next section (Theorem 9.16), we construct an explicit variational representation for
the limiting f in above theorem.
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9. Lagrangian dynamics in space of probability measures

Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré [3] discussed concept and properties of absolute continuous curves
in metric spaces. The space X := P2(Rd), with Wasserstein order-2 metric d, is an Alexandrov
metric space. Following Definition 2.2, we we introduce velocity of a curve. We also recall
identification of tangent cones in Lemma 2.35.

Lemma 9.1. Let σ(·) ∈ AC([0,∞); X) be defined as in Chapter 1 of [3]. Then, for Lebesgue
a.e. t ≥ 0 the following holds:

(1) there exists v(t) := Πσ(t)
(
v(t)

)
∈ L2

∇,σ(t) ⊂ Tanσ(t) such that in the sense of distribu-
tion

∂tσ + div(vσ) = 0 in Rd × [0,∞);(9.1)

(2) the following derivative exists in the sense of Definition 2.2

σ̇(t) := d

dt+
σ(t) = ν(t) = ν(t; dx, dξ) = δv(t,x)(dξ)σ(t, dx) ∈ Tanσ(t).

Proof. See Theorem 8.3.1, Propositions 8.4.5 and 8.4.6 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]. □

Let L : P2(Rd×Rd) 7→ R∪{+∞} be defined as in (1.40) with the L̄U,V given by (1.39) and
L̄ by (1.38). We also introduce action functional A for continuous curve σ(·) ∈ C([0,∞); X)
as in (1.42):

A := AT [σ(·)] :=


∫ T

0 L(ν(t))dt, when σ ∈ AC([0, T ]; X),
+∞, otherwise.

Let α > 0 and h ∈ C(X) with supX h < +∞, we define value function f := Rαh : X 7→ R by

Rαh(ρ) := sup
{ ∫ ∞

0
e−α−1s

(h(
σ(s)

)
α

− L
(
ν(s)

))
ds : σ ∈ AC, σ(0) = ρ

}
(9.2)

= sup
{ ∫ ∞

0

e−α−1s

α

(
h

(
σ(s)

)
−

∫ s

0
L

(
ν(r)

)
dr

)
ds : σ ∈ AC, σ(0) = ρ

}
,

where the last equality follows by Fubini theorem.

9.1. Convexity. Following Definition 2.54 and Lemma 2.55, each ν ∈ Tanσ for some σ ∈ X
induces a Barrycentric projected curve onto special subsets L2

∇,σ (see (2.35)) of the tangent
cones:

uν := uν(x) :=
∫
Rd
vν(dv|x) ∈ L2

∇,σ ⊂ Tanσ.

The space L2
∇,σ has a linear structure. Since the following is convex

v 7→ L̄U,V (x, v; ρ),
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by Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 2.56,
Rαh(ρ)

= sup
σ∈AC,σ(0)=ρ

{ ∫ ∞

s=0
e−α−1s

(h(
σ(s)

)
α

−
∫
x∈Rd

L̄U,V
(
x, uν(s, x);σ(s)

)
σ(s, dx)

)
ds

}

= sup
σ∈AC,σ(0)=ρ

{ ∫ ∞

s=0

e−α−1s

α

(
h

(
σ(s)

)
−

∫
(r,x)∈[0,s]×Rd

L̄U,V
(
x, uν(r, x); σ(r)

)
σ(r, dx)dr

)
ds

}
.

9.2. Some properties of the value function and viscosity solutions.

9.2.1. Some useful estimates. We begin this subsection by recalling those mass transport
theory notations in Section 2.2. Our main goal is to prove Lemma 9.6. However, for such
purpose, we need some preparatory results first.

Lemma 9.2. For each f1 ∈ S−,∞, H1f1 ∈ LSC(X;R). In fact, assume that γn, γ0, ρ0 ∈ X
satisfy γn ⇒ γ0 in the narrow (i.e. weak) convergence of probability sense; also assume that

sup
n

d(γn, ρ0) < +∞

(recall that d is the 2-Wasserstein metric); then we have
lim inf
n→∞

H1f1(γn) ≥ H1f1(γ0).

Proof. The H1f1 is defined in (6.37) with an equivalent expression in (6.39).
Let ρ1, . . . , ρK be those in the expression of f1 (see (2.26)). We note the following property:

µk,n ∈ exp−1
γn

(ρk) implies that {µk,n : n ∈ N} is relatively compact in P(Rd × Rd) in
the narrow topology. Moreover, at least along subsequences, µk,n ⇒ µk ∈ exp−1

γ0 (ρk) as
n → ∞. The above observation, together with Fatou’s lemma, imply conclusion of the
above lemma. □

Lemma 9.3. Let ρ0, γ0 ∈ X and ν ∈ G(γ0) ⊂ Tanγ0. We define a curve

σ(t) :=
(
π1 + tπ2

)
#

ν, t ∈ [0, 1].

Then
(1) the map

t 7→ d2
(
σ(t), ρ0

)
− t2

∫
R2d

|v|2ν(dy, dv)

is concave in t ∈ [0, 1];
(2) for Lebesgue a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] where the σ̇(t) exits (Lemma 9.1),

d

dt+
d2(σ(t), ρ0) = inf

M
(−2)

∫
R3d

(
(x− y) · v

)
M(dy; dx, dv),

where the M ∈ P2(R3d) is over all those with π1,2
# M = Γopt(σ(t), ρ0) and π1,3

# M =
σ̇(t). We note that ∥σ̇(t)∥σ(t) ≤ ∥ν∥σ(0).

Remark 9.4. Note that, because of ν ∈ G(γ0), σ is a geodesic curve for t ∈ [0, δ] for some
δ > 0. However, this may fail to hold for t ≥ δ.

Proof. The first claim is a part of Theorems 7.3.2 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]. The
second calim is just a special case of Remark 2.51. □

146



Lemma 9.5. Let f1 ∈ S−,∞ and the βks be defined according to (2.30) (the g there is the f1
here). We define ν and σ(t) according to Lemma 9.3. Then the following holds:

(1) σ̇(0) = ν;
(2) σ̇(t) exists a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] (see Lemma 9.1);
(3) there exists a finite constant Cf1 > 0 which only depends on f1, and a modulus of

continuity ωf1 which depends on f1 and C := supt∈[0,1]
∫

|y|2σ(t; dy) < ∞, such that
for those t ∈ [0, 1] that σ̇(t) exists, we have(
dσ(0)f1

)(
σ̇(0)

)
≤

(
dσ(t)f1

)(
σ̇(t)

)
+ Cf1t∥ν∥2

σ(0) + ωf1

(
d(σ(t), σ(0)

)
∥ν∥σ(0).

Proof. The first claim follows because that σ is a constant speed geodesic for short time.
We prove the third claim next. By the concavity result in Lemma 9.3,

[0, 1] ∋ t 7→ d

dt+

(
d2

(
σ(t), ρ0

)
− t2

∫
R2d

|v|2ν(dy, dv)
)

= d

dt+
d2

(
σ(t), ρ0

)
− 2t∥ν∥2

σ(0)

is a non-increasing function. Note that βk ≥ 0. Consequently, for every t > 0 such that σ̇(t)
exists, we have

(
dσ(0)f1

)(
σ̇(0)

)
=

K∑
k=1

−βk
(
σ(0); ρ1, . . . , ρK

) d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0+

d2(σ(0), ρk)

≤
K∑
k=1

−βk
(
σ(0); ρ1, . . . , ρK

)( d

dt+
d2(σ(t), ρk) + 2t∥ν∥2

σ(0)

)

≤
K∑
k=1

−βk
(
σ(t); ρ1, . . . , ρK

) d

dt+
d2(σ(t), ρk)

+ Cf1t∥ν∥2
σ(0) + ωf1

(
d(σ(t), σ(0)

)
∥ν∥σ(0)

=
(
dσ(t)f1

)(
σ̇(t)

)
+ Cf1t∥ν∥2

σ(0) + ωf1

(
d(σ(t), σ(0)

)
∥ν∥σ(0).

The last inequality above follows from estimate on d
dt+

d2(σ(t), ρk), which can be obtained
from the second part of Lemma 9.3. □

With the above preparations, we give the main result of this subsection.

Lemma 9.6. For each f1 ∈ S−,∞ and γ ∈ X, there exists a σ(·) ∈ AC([0,∞); X) with
σ(0) = γ and (in sense of Definition 2.2)

ν(t) := σ̇(t) ∈ Tanσ(t), t a.e.,

such that ∫ t

0
(H1f1)

(
σ(r)

)
dr ≤ f1

(
σ(t)

)
− f1

(
σ(0)

)
−

∫ t

0
L

(
ν(r)

)
dr

=
∫ t

0

((
dσ(r)f1

)(
ν(r)

)
− L

(
ν(r)

))
dr, ∀t > 0.

Proof. It is sufficient to construct such a curve σ(·) ∈ AC([0, 1]; X).
Step one: Constructing approximate curves. For each n ∈ N, we partition the [0, 1]

into equally sized intervals 0 := t0 < t1 < . . . , tn := 1. We define a curve σn(·) ∈ C([0, 1]; X)
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through iteration: Let σn(t0) = γ. For each ti, let νn(ti) ∈ G(σn(ti)) be such that (see
Lemma 7.7)

Hf1(σn(ti)) ≤ 1
n

+ (dσn(ti)f1)(νn(ti)) − L(νn(ti)).(9.3)

We construct curves:
νn(t) :=

(
π1 + (t− ti)π2, π2

)
#

νn(ti), ∀t ∈ [ti, ti+1]; σn(t) := π1
#νn(t).

Recall that such σn is geodesic only for t ∈ [ti, ti + δi] for some δi > 0, which may not be big
enough to cover [ti, ti+1). Nevertheless, the above construction gives estimate

d
(
σn(t), σn(s)

)
≤ ∥νn(ti)∥σn(ti)(t− s), s, t ∈ [ti, ti+1].(9.4)

In particular,
∥σ̇n(t)∥σn(t) ≤ ∥νn(ti)∥σn(ti), a.e. t ∈ [ti, ti+1].

See Section 2.2 for notations regarding mass transport theory.
Next, we verify that

sup
n∈N

sup
i=1,...,n

∥νn(ti)∥σn(ti) < ∞.(9.5)

On one hand, by the estimate in Lemma (B.11) about L̄, there exists finite constants c, C̃, C >
0 such that for n sufficiently large, there exists an ϵ0 > 0,

Hf1(σn(ti)) ≤ C̃ + |D+
σn(ti)f1|∥νn(ti)∥σn(ti) − c∥νn(ti)∥2

σn(ti) − ⟨U + V ∗ σn(ti), σn(ti)⟩
≤ C − ϵ0∥νn(ti)∥2

σn(ti) − ⟨U + V ∗ σn(ti), σn(ti)⟩.
On the other hand, taking νn,0(ti) := νn,0(dy, dv; ti) := δ0(dv)σn(dy; ti), we also have

Hf1
(
σn(ti)

)
≥ (dγn(ti)f1)

(
νn,0(ti)

)
− L

(
νn,0(ti)

)
= 0 − L̄(0) − ⟨U + V ∗ σn(ti), σn(ti)⟩.

Consequently, (9.5) holds.
From (9.4) and (9.5), we conclude

sup
n∈N

sup
t∈[0,1]

∫
Rd

|y|2σn(t; dy) < ∞.

Choosing any metric that gives the narrow convergence on P(Rd), by a version of Arzelà-
Ascoli theorem, σn(·) converges to a limiting trajectory σ(·) ∈ C

(
[0, 1]; P(Rd)

)
. By Fatou’s

lemma and the estimate (9.4), one further conclude that σ(·) ∈ AC([0, 1]; X).
Since

sup
n∈N

∫
(t,x,v)∈[0,1]×Rd×Rd

(
|t|2 + |x|2 + |v|2

)(
νn(t; dy, dv)dt

)
< ∞,

the measure νn(t; dy, dv)dt is tight in P([0, 1] × Rd × Rd), hence relatively compact in the
narrow convergence topology. Since the marginal measure of the time-variable is always dt,
we have that any limiting measure has to be of the form ν(t; dy, dv)dt ∈ P([0, 1] ×Rd ×Rd).
By Fatou’s lemma, ν(t) ∈ P2(Rd × Rd) for Lebesgue a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Choose a convergent
subsequence and relabel if necessary, we write

νn(t; dy, dv)dt ⇒ ν(t; dy, dv)dt.
We note that π1

#ν(t) = σ(t) Lebesgue a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].
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Step two: Limiting curve satisfies continuity equation. We want to show that

ν(t) = σ̇(t), Lebesgue a.e. in t ∈ [0, 1],

We write, for each t ∈ [0, 1],

u(t, x) :=
∫
v∈Rd

vν(t; dv|x), a.e. σ(t; dx).

In view of Lemma 9.1, it is sufficient to show that

∂tσ + divx(σu) = 0 ∈ D′((0, 1) × Rd).

Take an arbitrary φ := φ(t, x) ∈ C∞
c ((0, 1) × Rd). By construction of the νn,

0 = lim
n→∞

∫
(t,x,v)∈(0,1)×Rd×Rd

(
(∂t − v · ∇x)φ(t, x)

)
νn(t, dx, dv)dt

=
∫

(t,x)∈(0,1)×Rd×Rd

(
(∂t − v · ∇x)φ(t, x)

)
ν(t, dx, dv)dt

=
∫

(t,x)∈(0,1)×Rd

(
∂tφ(t, x) − ∇xφ(t, x) · u(t, x)

)
σ(t; dx)dt.

Step three: Another class of approximating curves and some limiting inequal-
ities. We also consider measure-valued piece-wise constant curves

ν̂n(t) := νn(ti), σ̂n(t) := π1
#ν̂n(t) = σn(ti), ∀t ∈ [ti, ti+1).

Two Wasserstein distance estimates follow

d(σn(t), σ̂n(t)) ≤ d(νn(t), ν̂n(t)) ≤ |t− ti|∥νn(ti)∥σn(ti), t ∈ [ti, ti+1).(9.6)

Using similar arguments for the measures νn, we have that {ν̂n(t; dy, dv)dt}n is tight in
P([0, 1] ×Rd ×Rd), hence relatively compact in the narrow convergence topology. In view of
(9.6), a limiting measure can be chosen to be of the form ν̂(r; dy, dv)dt ∈ P([0, 1] ×Rd ×Rd)
with ν̂(t) = ν(t) a.e. in t. That is

ν̂n(t; dy, dv)dt ⇒ ν(t; dy, dv)dt.

By Fatou’s lemma,

lim inf
n→∞

∑
s≤...<ti<...≤t

L
(
νn(ti)

)
(ti+1 − ti)

= lim inf
n→∞

∫ t

s

∫
R2d

L̄U,V
(
x, v; σ̂n(r)

)
ν̂n(r; dx, dv)dr

≥
∫ t

s

∫
R2d

L̄U,V
(
x, v; σ̂n(r)

)
ν(r; dx, dv)dr =

∫ t

s
L

(
ν(r)

)
dr.

Noting Hf1 ≥ H1f1 (see (7.26)), by Lemma 9.2 and by Fatou’s lemma (in view of (9.6)),

lim inf
n→∞

∑
s≤...<ti<...≤t

Hf1
(
σn(ti)

)
(ti+1 − ti) ≥ lim inf

n→∞

∫ t

s
H1f1

(
σ̂n(r)

)
dr ≥

∫ t

s
H1f1

(
σ(r)

)
dr.

By Lemma 9.5 and estimates (9.4) and (9.5), there exists a modulus ω (uniform with
respect to n) such that

(dσn(ti)f1)(νn(ti)) − (dσn(t)f1)(σ̇n(t)) ≤ ω(|ti+1 − ti|), t ∈ [ti, ti+1).
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Consequently,

lim sup
n→∞

∑
s≤...<ti<...≤t

(
dσn(ti)f1

)(
νn(ti)

)
(ti+1 − ti)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

∫ t

s

(
dσn(r)f1

)(
σ̇n(r)

)
dr ≤ lim sup

n→∞
f1(σn(t)) − lim inf

n→∞
f1(σn(s)).

Step four: Conclusion. Combine the above estimates together (and in view of (9.3)),∫ t

0
H1f1

(
σ(r)

)
dr ≤ lim sup

n→∞
f1(σn(t)) − lim inf

n→∞
f1(σn(0)) −

∫ t

0
L

(
ν(r)

)
dr.

Noting lim supn→∞ f1(σn(t)) ≤ f1(σ(t)) and that σn(0) = γ is fixed, we conclude. □

9.2.2. Resolvent estimates lead to viscosity solution property.

Lemma 9.7.
Rα(f0 − αHf0) ≤ f0, f0 ∈ S+,∞;

Rα(f1 − αH1f1) ≥ f1, f1 ∈ S−,∞.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 8.19 in Feng and Kurtz [46] works here: Lemma 9.6 verifies the
required Condition 8.11 in [46]. We also note that for every σ(·) ∈ AC([0,∞); X),

f(σ(t)) − f(σ(s)) =
∫ t

s

(
dσ(r)f

)
(σ̇(r))dr, ∀f ∈ S+,∞ ∪ S−,∞.

□

Remark 9.8. We point out that equation (8.15) in Condition 8.11 in [46] involves time
integrals of the form

∫ t2
t1
. . . for every 0 ≤ t1 < t2. However, we indeed only need a slightly

weaker version of that condition involving integrals of the form
∫ t

0 . . . for t ≥ 0. See the proof
of Lemma 8.19 in middle of page 147 in [46], which is the only place that condition is used.
Lemma 9.6 in this paper verified this weaker version, which is good enough for Lemma 9.7.

Lemma 9.9. [Growth and modulus estimate] Suppose that h : X 7→ R is such that supX h <
+∞. Then

(1) the f := Rαh is bounded from above supX f < +∞;
(2) there exists a non-decreasing sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R such that

f(ρ) − h(ρ) ≥ −β ◦ d(ρ, δ0);
(3) if the h is bounded below in d-balls of finite radius

inf
σ∈X

d(σ,δ0)≤R

h(σ) > −∞, R ∈ R+,

then for each R ∈ R+, there exists a modulus of continuity ωR ∈ C(R+;R+) such
that

f(ρ) − f(γ) ≤ ωR
(
d(ρ, γ)

)
, ∀ρ, γ ∈ X, with d(ρ, δ0) + d(γ, δ0) ≤ R.

Proof. From the definition in (9.2) and Conditions 1.3, 1.4, we know that supX f < +∞.
The existence of sub-linear function β can be proved using same method as in the first part
of Lemma 5.2.

The modulus of continuity part follows from essentially the same proof of Lemma 5.10. □
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Lemma 9.10. For each h : X 7→ R with supX h < +∞, we have

Rαh = Rβ

(
Rαh− β

Rαh− h

α

)
, ∀α > β > 0.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 8.20 in [46] works here. □

Lemma 9.11. Suppose hi : X 7→ R for i = 1, 2 is such that supX h1 < +∞ and h2 ≥
−β ◦ d(·, δ0) for some non-decreasing, sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R+. Then

sup
X

(
Rαh1 − Rαh2

)
≤ sup

X
(h1 − h2), ∀α > 0.

Proof. The same proof of Lemma 8.21 in [46] works here. □

Lemma 9.12. Let α > 0, h ∈ C(X) with supX h < +∞ and h ≥ −β ◦ d(·, δ0) for some
non-decreasing sub-linear function β : R+ 7→ R+. Then f := Rαh is a sub-solution in the
sequential viscosity solution sense to

f − αHf ≤ h;(9.7)
and a super-solution in the sequential viscosity solution sense to

f − αH1f ≥ h.(9.8)

Proof. Combining Lemmas 9.7 9.10 and 9.11, the same method of proof in Theorem 8.27 in
[46] gives the sequential viscosity sub- and super- solution properties. □

9.3. Continuity of the f = Rαh. We can obtain such continuity through direct estimates
as in the proof of Lemma 9.9. We can also obtain the continuity indirectly through the
following comparison arguments.

Let
f∗ := f∗(γ) := lim

ϵ→0+
inf{f(ρ) : d(ρ, γ) < ϵ}

be a lower semicontinuous regularization of the f , with respect to the metric d.

Lemma 9.13. Let h satisfy the same condition as in Lemma 9.12. Moreover, we assume that
the h has modulus of continuity in every bounded d-metric balls as assumed in Theorem 7.1.
Then

(1) f ∈ USC(X), and is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution for (9.7), and for
equation

f − αH0f ≤ h.(9.9)
(2) f∗ ∈ LSC(X) is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution for (9.8).
(3) Indeed, f = f∗ ∈ C(X).

Proof. First, since ν 7→ L(ν) is lower-semicontinuous in the weak convergence of probability
measure (i.e. narrow convergence) topology, using the method of proof in Lemma 8.17 in
[46], we can conclude that f ∈ USC(X). It can be verified that H is a local operator satisfying
the property described in (3.8) in Lemma 3.11. In view of the sequential sub-solution result
in Lemma 9.12, apply Lemma 3.11, the f is also a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution
for (9.7), and for (9.9) (see Lemma 7.11).

Second, by Lemma 9.12, we know that the f is sequential viscosity super-solution to (9.8).
We note that domain D(H1) ⊂ C(X) and each H1f1 ∈ LSC(X) (Lemma 9.2). Using the
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method of proof in Theorem 8.27 in the last line on page 153 of [46] (which uses Lemma A.3
– see the first line on page 154 of [46]), we can verify that the f∗ is a sequential viscosity
super-solution for (9.8) as well. The H1 verifies also a super-solution version of (3.8). By
Remark 3.12, the f∗ is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (9.8).

Third, we define Yosida regularization of the f∗ as

f∗,ϵ(γ) := inf
ρ∈X

(
f∗(ρ) + d2(ρ, γ)

2ϵ

)
≤ f∗(γ).

From Lemma 8.7, it follows that the f∗,ϵ is a strong point-wise super-solution to
f∗,ϵ − αH1f∗,ϵ ≥ hϵ,

where the hϵ is defined as in (8.10) with the h1 replaced by h. Next, we introduce perturba-
tions

f∗;ϵ,λ,θ(γ) := λ−1f∗,ϵ(γ) + θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0),

hϵ,λ,θ(γ) := λ−1hϵ(γ) + θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0) − αErrλ,θ(γ), ∀θ > 0, λ > 1.

See (8.9) for the definition of Errλ,θ term. Then, according to Lemma 8.8, the f∗;ϵ,λ,θ is a
strong point-wise super-solution to

(I − αH1)f∗;ϵ,λ,θ ≥ hϵ,λ,θ.

Finally, we now are in a position to apply the comparison principle in Theorem 7.1 to
obtain

f(γ) − λ−1f∗(γ) − θ
√

1 + d2(γ, δ0) ≤ sup
X

(f − f∗;ϵ,λ,θ) ≤ sup
X

(h− hϵ,λ,θ), ∀γ ∈ X.

We note that supX h < ∞ and that, for each θ > 0 fixed, γ 7→ hϵ,λ,θ(γ) grows to +∞ at a
rate which is linear with respect to size of d-metric balls. There exists finite constant Cθ > 0
such that

sup
X

(h− hϵ,λ,θ) ≤ sup
γ∈X

d(γ,δ0)≤Cθ

(
h(γ) − hϵ,λ,θ(γ)

)
∨ 0.

The above gives
lim sup
λ→1+

lim sup
θ→0+

lim sup
ϵ→0+

sup
X

(h− hϵ,λ,θ) ≤ 0.

Consequently
f(γ) − f∗(γ) ≤ 0, ∀γ ∈ X.

Hence f = f∗ ∈ C(X). □

9.4. Weak upper semicontinuity of the f = Rαh in X.

Lemma 9.14. Let h : X 7→ R be such that supX h < +∞, and that dp=1-upper semi-
continuous in X (See Definition 6.18), then the f := Rαh is dp=1-upper semi-continuous in
X.

Proof. The proof in Lemma 8.17 on page 145 of Feng and Kurtz [46] (which also uses the
proof of Proposition 8.13 in [46]) can be adapted here. □
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9.5. Lagrangian representation.

Lemma 9.15. The f = Rαh in Lemma 9.12 is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to
(6.42), and a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (6.44), with the h0 = h1 = h.

Proof. We recall the inequalities in Lemma 7.11, when considering operator H0 in place
of H0. The sub-solution property in Lemma 9.13 implies that the f is also a point-wise
strong sub-solution to (6.42). The case of super-solution is just the super-solution part of
Lemma 9.13. □

Theorem 9.16. There is a unique f ∈ C(X), which has at most sub-linear growth with
respect to the 2-Wasserstein metric d, such that it is a sub-solution to (6.42) and super-
solution to (6.44), both in the point-wise strong viscosity sense.

Moreover,
(1) such f = Rαh;
(2) such f is the same one as arising from limit (8.13) in Theorem 8.11.
(3) in the context of Theorem 8.11, the convergent sequence ({fN}N∈N, f) ∈ C.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 8.11, through upper- and lower- Yosida approximations
and proper perturbation arguments, we can apply the comparison principle in Theorem 7.1
to conclude uniqueness for a function which is both sub-solution to (6.42) and super-solution
to (6.44), both in the point-wise strong viscosity sense.

The existence (hence representation of the solution) follows from Lemma 9.15.
The rest of the conclusion follows by combining the above result with that of Theorem 8.11,

and the properties we proved for Rαh in Lemma 9.9 and in Lemma 9.14. □

Remark 9.17. Theorem 9.16. 3 is a result on convergence for viscosity-solutions of “resol-
vent” type problems. Indeed, such result also implies convergence of associated Cauchy (or
nonlinear operator semigroup) type problems – namely, convergence of SN(t) 7→ S(t) with
the SN , S defined respectively by (1.37) and (1.45), solving (1.34) and (1.43) .

In 1958, Trotter [75] introduced an interesting method on semigroup convergence. Sub-
sequently, Kurtz [60–62] generalized the method to more applicable settings. Through this
type of techniques, convergence of semigroups follows from semigroup generation theorems
on a sequence space. See Proposition (1-8) in [61] or Section 2 in [62] for quick introductions.
Although developed with linear operator semigroup setting in mind at the beginning, this
method is readily adapted to nonlinear semigroup settings after Crandall and Liggett [16]
discovered a nonlinear semigroup generation theorem. In fact, the result of [62] is formu-
lated on (possibly-) nonlinear semigroups. Using modern viscosity solution language and
techniques, the Crandall-Liggett semigroup generation theorem can be replaced by existence
and uniqueness (through the comparison principle) and convergence of viscosity solutions.
Assemble all these steps together, Feng and Kurtz [46] adapted the above strategy to de-
velop a viscosity solution convergence approach to the theory of large deviation for Markov
processes in metric spaces. See Proposition 5.5 in [46] for convergence posed in nonlinear
semigroup language, and then Theorem 7.17 there for a translation in viscosity solution
language, in that book. Here, we can re-adapt the procedure to extend the resolvent conver-
gence result in Theorem 9.16 to semigroup convergence of the SNs. Since such development
is expected to be lengthy but relatively routine, we do not pursue details anymore.
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We informally summarize the ingredients for showing semigroup convergence: We intro-
duce operator (see VI.3. of Crandall and Lions [17] and the proof of Theorem 7.17 in [46])

Ĥ := ∪α>0

{(
Rαh,

Rαh− h

α

)
: h ∈ C(X), sup

X
h < +∞, and h satisfies

requirements (5) and (6) in Condition C in Definition 8.9
}
.

Such Ĥ satisfies range condition in semigroup theory:
D(Ĥ) ⊂ R(I − αĤ).

With the semigroups SN(t) and S(t) defined in (1.37) and (1.45), resolvents RN ;α and Rα

in (1.35) and (1.44), we also introduce
S(t)

(
{fN}N∈N, f

)
:=

(
{SN(t)fN}N∈N, S(t)f

)
,

Rα

(
{fN}N∈N, f

)
:=

(
{RN ;αfN}N∈N,Rαf

)
.

The results (Theorems 8.11, 9.16) in this paper allow us to apply the convergence method
of Trotter-Kurtz, we obtain

SN(t)fN → S(t)f, whenever fN → f ;
with a notion of convergence properly defined. Moreover,

S(t) = lim
n→∞

R[nt]
n−1 .

In particular, from Theorem 9.16, we see that, in context of Theorem 8.11, ({hN}N∈N, h) ∈ C
implies that ({fN}N∈N, f) ∈ C. This implies that the C is an invariant set under the map
Rα; hence the S(t) for every t ≥ 0.
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Appendix A. Miscellaneous results on metric space

We list some abstract concepts and results that we invoked in the main text regarding
analysis in metric spaces.

A.1. Semi-continuity. Let (X, d) be a metric space and Λ be an index set.

Lemma A.1. If fα ∈ LSC(X; R̄) for every α ∈ Λ, then supα∈Λ fα ∈ LSC(X; R̄). Suppose
additionally that Λ is a finite set, then minα∈Λ fα ∈ LSC(X; R̄). More generally, suppose
that (Λ, r) is a compact metric space and (x, α) 7→ fα(x) ∈ LSC(X × Λ; R̄). Then F :=
infα∈Λ fα ∈ LSC(X; R̄).

Similarly, if fα ∈ USC(X; R̄) for every α ∈ Λ, then infα∈Λ fα ∈ USC(X; R̄). Suppose
additionally that Λ is a finite set, then maxα∈Λ fα ∈ USC(X; R̄). More generally, suppose
that (Λ, r) is a compact metric space and (x, α) 7→ fα(x) ∈ USC(X × Λ; R̄). Then F :=
supα∈Λ fα ∈ USC(X; R̄).

Proof. We only verify the lower semi-continuous properties. The upper semi-continuous
situation follows by replacing the fαs by −fαs and applying the lower semi-continuous results.

The first two claims follow by definition. We verify the last one which assume that Λ
is compact. Let xn, x0 ∈ X be such that limn→∞ d(xn, x0) = 0. Then there exists αn :=
αn(xn) ∈ Λ such that

F (xn) ≥ fαn(xn) − 1
n
.

By compactness of Λ and through extracting subsequence {n(k) : k = 1, 2, . . .} if necessary,
we have αn(k) → α0 ∈ Λ for some α0 and

lim inf
n→∞

F (xn) ≥ lim inf
k→∞

fαn(k)(xn(k)) ≥ fα0(x0) ≥ F (x0).

□

A.2. A slope estimate. The following is a direct consequence of the definition of slopes in
Definition 2.9.

Lemma A.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space and f, f0 : X 7→ R. Suppose x0 ∈ X is such that
f(x0) − f0(x0) = sup

X
(f − f0).

Then the following estimate for downward slopes hold
|D−

x0f0| ≤ |D−
x0f |.

A.3. Dissipativity in function spaces. Let (X, d) be a metric space. The following is
Lemma 7.8 of Feng and Kurtz [46]. The original proof contains an error because it implicitly
used a condition which was not assumed. However, the results remain true in the way
originally stated. Below, we provide a new proof taken from Errata of [46] for completeness.

Lemma A.3. Let f, g : X 7→ R̄ and f − ϵg ∈ M(X; R̄) 25 for every ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0). Suppose that
−∞ < sup

X
f ≤ sup

X
(f − ϵg) < ∞, ∀ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0).

25This means in particular that ∞ − ∞ or −∞ + ∞ won’t occur for the f − ϵg.
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Then there exists xn ∈ X such that
lim
n→∞

f(xn) = sup
X
f, and lim sup

n→∞
g(xn) ≤ 0.

Proof. Let (0, ϵ0) ∈ ϵn → 0, we can choose xn ∈ X such that
sup

X
f ≤ sup

X
(f − ϵng) < f(xn) − ϵng(xn) + ϵ2

n.(A.1)

From the above, we have
g(xn) < ϵ−1

n

(
f(xn) − sup

X
f

)
+ ϵn ≤ ϵn.

To conclude the lemma, we only need to show lim supn→∞ f(xn) ≥ supX f , which also follows
from (A.1) provided we can establish estimate lim infn→∞ g(xn) > −∞.

Let φn(ϵ) := f(xn) − ϵg(xn) + ϵ2 − supX f . We observe that φn(0) < 0 and φn(ϵn) > 0. By
continuity of φn, there exists ϵ′

n ∈ (0, ϵn) such that φn(ϵ′
n) = 0, which gives

lim
n→∞

(
f(xn) − ϵ′

ng(xn)
)

= sup
X
f.

Take a fixed ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0), when ϵ′
n < ϵ,

sup
X

(f − ϵg) ≥ f(xn) − ϵg(xn) =
(
f(xn) − ϵ′

ng(xn)
)

− (ϵ− ϵ′
n)g(xn).

Taking n → ∞ gives the estimate
lim inf
n→∞

g(xn) ≥ ϵ−1
(

sup
X
f − sup

X
(f − ϵg)

)
> −∞.

□

A.4. Perturbed optimization principle. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space. Let
F ∈ USC(X;R ∪ {−∞}), F ̸≡ −∞ and supX F < +∞. We state a special version of the
Borwein-Preiss [11] generalization on the Ekeland’s perturbed optimization principle [28].

Lemma A.4 (Borwein-Preiss). Let ϵ > 0 and x0 ∈ X be such that
F (x0) > sup

X
F − ϵ.

Then there exists a convergence sequence of {xϵ,k}k∈N ⊂ X with limit point xϵ ∈ X that has
the following properties: By introducing a barrier function ∆ : X 7→ R given by

∆(x) := ∆ϵ,x0(x) :=
∞∑
k=0

1
2k+1 d2(x, xϵ,k),(A.2)

and a perturbed function
Fϵ := F −

√
ϵ∆,

we have
(1) Fϵ(xϵ) = supX Fϵ;
(2) F (xϵ) > supX Fϵ − ϵ;
(3) limk→∞ d(xϵ,k, xϵ) = 0, supk∈N d(xϵ,k, xϵ) < ϵ1/4 and d(xϵ, x0) < ϵ1/4;
(4) |∆(xϵ)| <

√
ϵ;

(5) the following estimate on local Lipschitz constant holds

|Dxϵ∆| := lim sup
y→xϵ

|∆(y) − ∆(xϵ)|
d(y, xϵ)

≤ 2ϵ1/4.
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Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 2.6 in [11], we take g := −F : X 7→ R∪ {+∞}, p = 2,
λ = ϵ1/4 and ϵ1 = ϵ

3 , and select µ = 1
2 , then the conclusions follow. □

A.5. Submetry and metric foliations. We denote (X, dX) and (Y, dY) two metric spaces.

Definition A.5 (Submetry and Strong Submetry). A map p : Y 7→ X is called a submetry,
if

p
(
BY(y, r)

)
= BX

(
p(y), r

)
, ∀y ∈ Y, r ≥ 0.

In the above, B(y, r) is an open ball with radius r. We call p a strong submetry, if the open
balls above are replaced by closed balls

p
(
B̄Y(y, r)

)
= B̄X

(
p(y), r

)
, ∀y ∈ Y, r ≥ 0.

The closed ball formulation was the original one that Berestovskii used, when first intro-
ducing the concept of submetry. It follows from definition that, a submetry is a continuous
and open, surjective map. In particular, p−1(x) is a closed subset in Y for every x ∈ X. It
also follows that, if p−1(x) is proper in Y (i.e. ball compact for every finite radius balls) for
every x ∈ X, then p being a submetry implies that it is a strong submetry.

Submetry is a generalization of submersion to metric space setting. Therefore, we expect
the structure of submetry can be viewed from a different perspective using foliations. A
result from Galaz-Garćıa, Kell, Mondino and Sosa [52] confirms this.

Definition A.6 (Foliation in metric spaces). A partition F of a metric space (Y, dY ) into a
family of closed disjoint subsets

Y :=
⊔

Fα∈F
Fα,

is called a foliation. Each Fα is called a leaf.
If, in addition, the foliation F satisfies the following equi-distant property

dY(Fα,Fα′) = dY(y,Fα′), ∀y ∈ Fα,

then we call the foliation F as a metric foliation, and the Y is metrically foliated by F .

Note that distance between two subsets is defined, as always, as d(A,B) := infx∈A,y∈B d(x, y).
Let (Y, dY; F) be a metric foliation. If we denote F[y] the leaf containing y, then this

induces an equivalent relation ∼

y1 ∼ y2 if and only if F[y1] = F[y2],

Quotient space X := Y/∼ is the set of equivalence classes. If we denote p : Y 7→ X the
projection onto the quotient space. Then for each x ∈ X, there is a canonical association of
leaf Fx := p−1(x) ∈ F , and it follows that F = {Fx : x ∈ X}. Moreover, it can be directly
verified that the following defines a metric

dX(x1, x2) := inf{dY(y1, y2) : y1 ∈ p−1(x1), y2 ∈ p−1(x2)};(A.3)

and that (X, dX) is a metric space.
There is a 1-1 correspondence, up to an isometry, between submetry and metric foliations.
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Lemma A.7. Suppose that metric space Y is metrically foliated into X := Y/ ∼ with the
natural projection map p. Then the p : Y 7→ X is a submetry.

Suppose that X,Y are two metric spaces and f : Y 7→ X is a submetry. Then the foliation
given by ⊔

x∈X f
−1(x) is a metric foliation. Moreover, let Y∗ := Y/ ∼ denote the quotient

space induced by the foliation and p : Y 7→ Y∗ the natural projection. Then there is an
isometry ιf : X 7→ Y∗ such that

ιf ◦ f = p.

Proof. This is Lemma 8.4 of Galaz-Garćıa, Kell, Mondino and Sosa [52]. □

The notion of strong submetry can be equivalently viewed through the following 2-point
property.

Definition A.8 (2-point lifting property). A map p : Y 7→ X is said to have 2-point lifting
property, if for each x1, x2 ∈ X and y1 ∈ p−1(x1) ⊂ Y, there exists y2 ∈ p−1(x2) such that
dY(y1, y2) = dX(x1, x2).

Lemma A.9. A strong submetry p : Y 7→ X has the 2-point lifting property. In addition,
within the class of 1-Lipschitz maps, 2-point lifting property implies strong submetry.

Proof. First, we assume the 2-point lifting property. Let xi ∈ X, i = 1, 2 and R > 0 be such
that dX(x1, x2) ≤ R. By the 2-point lifting property, there exists yi ∈ Y with p(yi) = xi,
i = 1, 2, such that dY(y1, y2) = dX(x1, x2) ≤ R. Therefore

B̄X(p(y1);R) ⊂ p(B̄Y(y1, R)).

In addition, the 1-Lipschitz property implies a reversed inclusion relation holds in the above
as well. Consequently, p is a strong submetry.

Second, we assume that p is a strong submetry. For xi ∈ X and y1 ∈ Y with p(y1) = x1,
let dX(x1, x2) = R. One one hand, from x2 ∈ B̄(p(y1);R) ⊂ p(B̄Y(y1, R)), we can find y2 ∈ Y
with x2 = p(y2) and dY(y1, y2) ≤ R = dX(x1, x2). On the other hand, p : Y 7→ X being
1-Lipschitz map means dX(x1, x2) ≤ dY(y1, y2). Hence the two are equal, giving the 2-point
lifting property. □

A.6. Quotient given by isometric actions of groups. A large class of metric folia-
tions/submetries are given by isometric group actions on metric spaces.

Let G be a group and denote G × Y 7→ Y by (g, y) 7→ gy an action by isometry of the
group G on the metric space (Y, dY). We assume that the group orbit G(y) := {gy : g ∈ G}
is closed. We summarize the above requirements into the following condition.

Condition A.10.
(1) (gh)y = g(hy) for every y ∈ Y and g, h ∈ G;
(2) ey = y for every y ∈ Y and where e is the unit element of the group G;
(3) for every g ∈ G, the map τg : Y 7→ Y by y 7→ τg(y) := gy is an isometry

dY
(
τg(y1), τg(y2)

)
= dY(y1, y2).

(4) for every y ∈ Y, the orbit G(y) is a closed subset of Y.
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Being in the same orbit defines an equivalence relation ∼. We define X := Y/ ∼:= Y/G
and

dX(x1, x2) := inf{
k∑
i=1

dY(pi, qi) : ∀pi, qi ∈ Y

such that p1 ∈ x1, qk ∈ x2, qi ∈ G(pi+1) and k ∈ N},

and denote p : Y 7→ X the quotient projection. Then the following holds.

Lemma A.11. The (X, dX) is a metric quotient space, p is a submetry, and the Y is metri-
cally foliated by

Y =
⊔
x∈X

Fx, Fx := p−1(x).

If (Y, dY) is complete (respectively, length space), then (X, dX) is complete (respectively, length
space).

We mention that, while quotients by isometric group actions give metric foliation, the
concept of metric foliation can be more general than that.

Appendix B. Variational formulae for an effective Hamiltonian H̄(P )

Our approach to hydrodynamic limit relies upon equation (1.24). To recapitulate, let
H : Rd × Rd 7→ R and write

HP (q, p) := H(q, P + p), ∀(q, p) ∈ Rd × Rd, P ∈ Rd,

we are concerned with solution (φ, c) to the following (cell) PDE problem in the viscosity
solution sense

HP (q,∇qφ
)

= c, ∀q ∈ Rd,(B.1)

where φ := φ(q) is a function and c is a finite constant. We call c := cP := H̄(P ) the one parti-
cle level effective Hamiltonian. In this section, we presents its variational representations and
a few regularity estimates for H̄(P ) as a function. To simply presentation and highlight our
main concern about hydrodynamic limits in this paper, we only work under the assumption
that the H has a periodic structure in q (see Condition 1.1). With exception of Section B.4,
results in this appendix can be found in exiting literature on nonlinear-homogenization and
weak KAM theory. For references, see Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan [64], Fathi [34–37],
[38], E [26,27], unpublished works of Mañé (see Contreras-Iturriaga-Paternain-Paternain [15]
for summary and references), as well as Evans and Gomez [31–33]. For various weak KAM
results without periodic (or more generally without compact state state space) assumption,
we mention Ishii [57], Barles and Roquejoffre [10], and Ishii and Siconolfi [58]. At least one
approach to extend our hydrodynamic limit problem to such setting seems possible. It in-
volves additional technical steps by introducing space of probability measures for q-variable
with a weakened topology. We don’t pursue it in this paper. Finally, there is an interesting
parallel between results here and those arising from homogenization and averaging on large
deviation of Markov processes. See Chapters 11, 12 and Appendix B of Feng and Kurtz [46].
This should be not be a surprise, since these seemingly different topics are indeed identical
in nature once formulated using two-scale Hamiltonian convergence.
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As in (1.27), we define L the Legendre transform of H in the p-variable. We also define L̄
according to (1.29) and introduce its Legendre transform

H̄(P ) := sup
v∈Rd

(
vP − L̄(v)

)
.(B.2)

The main purpose of this part of the Appendix is to establish the following.

Proposition B.1. Assume that Condition 1.1 holds. Then there is a unique c := cP ∈ R
such that (B.1) admits a viscosity solution φ ∈ Cper(Rd) ∩ Lip(Rd) in the sense of Defini-
tion B.2. Furthermore,

cP = inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
sup
q∈Rd

HP (q,∇qφ) = sup
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
inf
q∈Rd

HP (q,∇qφ) = H̄(P ).

B.1. Definition of viscosity solution in current context. For u ∈ USC(Rd) and v ∈
LSC(Rd), we define

D+u :=
{

(q, p) : p = ∇ϕ(q),∃(q, ϕ) ∈ Rd × C1(Rd), s.t.(u− ϕ)(q) = sup
Rd

(u− ϕ)
}
,

D−v :=
{

(q, p) : p = ∇ϕ(q),∃(q, ϕ) ∈ Rd × C1(Rd), s.t.(ϕ− v)(q) = sup
Rd

(ϕ− v)
}
.

Definition B.2 (Viscosity solution). We say that u ∈ USC(Rd) is a viscosity sub-solution
to (B.1) (formally written H(q,∇qu) ≤ c), if it holds that

H(q, p) ≤ c, ∀(q, p) ∈ D+u.

Similarly, we say that v ∈ LSC(Rd) is a viscosity super-solution to (B.1) (formally written
H(q,∇qv) ≥ c), if it holds that

H(q, p) ≥ c, ∀(q, p) ∈ D−v.

If a function is both a sub-solution as well as super-solution, then it is called a solution.

In the context of equation (B.1), there are a number of equivalent definitions of viscosity
solution, we will use them interchangeably without further mentioning. For their relations
and properties, see expository text such as Crandall, Ishii and Lions [24], Bardi and Capuzzo-
Dolcetta [7], Cannarsa and Sinestrari [14]. In particular, we recall that locally Lipschitz
viscosity solution are almost everywhere solutions when the gradient is interpreted in the
sense of Rademacher theorem (e.g. Proposition 1.9 of [7]).

B.2. A few concepts in Lagrangian dynamic of Hamiltonian systems. Let

LP (q, ξ) := sup
p∈Rd

(
p · ξ − HP (q, p)

)
= L(q, ξ) − P · ξ.

We define a two-fixed-time-point action by

APT [q′, q] := inf
{ ∫ T

0
LP

(
ζ(s), ζ̇(s)

)
ds : ζ ∈ AC([0, T ];Rd) with ζ(0) = q′, ζ(T ) = q

}
,

where the AC stands for absolute continuous curves. Let c+
P ∈ R be the largest constant

that admits a viscosity sub-solution to (B.1). We define critical Mañé potential as

dHP (q′, q) := inf
{
APt [q′, q] + c+

P t : t > 0
}
;
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and projected Aubry set
AHP :=

{
q′ ∈ Rd : q 7→ dHP (q′, q) is a viscosity solution to (B.1)

}
,(B.3)

and Peierls’ barrier
PHP (q′, q) := inf

q′′∈AHP

{
dHP (q′, q′′) + dHP (q′′, q)

}
, ∀q, q′ ∈ Rd.(B.4)

Recall the notion of closed probability measure in Definition 1.2. We define set of Mather
measures (where the c+

P is defined a few lines below),

MHP :=
{
µ := µ(dq, dξ) ∈ P(R2d) : ⟨µ, LP ⟩ + c+

P = 0, µ is closed
}
.(B.5)

By set of projected Mather measures, we mean

MHP :=
{

m := π1
#µ : µ ∈ MHP

}
.

We also define Mather set
MHP :=

⋃
µ∈MHP

supp[µ],

and projected Mather set
MHP :=

⋃
σ∈MHP

supp[σ].

Lemma B.3. Suppose that Condition 1.1 holds and P ∈ Rd. Then
(1) AHP is non-empty,
(2) MHP is non-empty,
(3) MHP ⊂ AHP .

Proof. See Proposition 3.6 of [25], and Theorem 5.2.8 of [38]. □

B.3. Variational representations, the infφ supq case. Let

c+ := c+
P := inf

{
a ∈ R : ∃ϕ ∈ Cper(Rd),HP

(
q,∇qϕ

)
≤ a in viscosity sense

}
= inf

u∈USCper(Rd)
sup

(q,p)∈D+u
HP (q, p),

c− := c−
P := sup

{
a ∈ R : ∃ϕ ∈ Cper(Rd),HP

(
q,∇qϕ

)
≥ a in viscosity sense

}
= sup

v∈LSCper(Rd)
inf

(q,p)∈D−v
HP (q, p).

Suppose that there is a viscosity solution (φ, c) ∈ Cper(Rd) × R of (B.1), then c+ ≤ c ≤ c−

by definition.

Lemma B.4. Under Condition 1.1, for each P ∈ Rd, there exists a viscosity solution
(c, φ) := (cP , φP ) for (B.1) with c = c+ ∈ R and φ ∈ Lipper(Rd). In particular, the fol-
lowing is a special solution

φ := φP (q) := min
{ ∫

Rd
PHP (q′, q)m(dq′) : m ∈ MHP

}
,(B.6)

where the PHP is Peierls’ barrier and MHP is the set of projected Mather measures for
Hamiltonian HP .
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Proof. Existence of a solution (φ, c) has been constructed by Lions, Papanicolaou and Varad-
han[64]. The particular solution φ in (B.6) is constructed as a limit problem in Theorem 4.3
of Davini, Fathi, Iturriaga and Zavidovique [25]. □

Lemma B.5. We assume Condition 1.1. Then, for each P ∈ Rd,

(1) the constant c is unique in the sense that if (c′, φ′) ∈ R×Cper(Rd) is another solution,
then c = c′.

(2) the following holds

c = c+ = c− = inf
φ∈Lipper

sup
(q,p)∈D+φ

HP (q, p) = sup
φ∈Lipper

inf
(q,p)∈D−φ

HP (q, p).(B.7)

(3) it also holds that

c+ = c∗ := c∗
P := inf

φ∈C∞
per(Rd)

sup
q∈Rd

HP
(
q,∇qφ

)
.(B.8)

Proof. Since a Lipschitz viscosity solution for (B.1) exists,

c+ ≤ inf
φ∈Lipper

sup
(q,p)∈D+φ

HP (q, p) ≤ c ≤ sup
φ∈Lipper

inf
(q,p)∈D−φ

HP (q, p) ≤ c−.

The reverse inequality c− ≤ c+ and uniqueness of c follows from well-known comparison
arguments for ergodic type Hamilton-Jacobi equation first appeared in [64]. See also com-
parison principle Theorem 8.2.4 of Fathi [38]. (B.8) is a well-known result in the weak KAM
literature and can be found in, for instance, Theorem 2.5 (proof follows from Proposition
3.3) of Nakayasu [69]. □

The cP also admits another variational representation from a Lagrangian perspective. In-
stead of studying minimal orbits of Hamiltonian systems, Mather [67] focused on occupation
measures associated with these orbits. He gave a minimizing invariant measure interpreta-
tion of the variational constants c+ that we studied earlier. See also Chapter 3 of Mañé [66]
and Evans and Gomes [33]. In control theory literature, the idea of using measure-based
linear programming to study trajectory-based optimal controls has an even earlier history.
See Manne [65], Vinter and Lewis [78, 79], Fleming and Vermes [51] and Stockbridge [74],
etc.

Lemma B.6. Under Condition 1.1, c∗
P = H̄(P ).
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Proof. First of all, the following sequence of relations hold by definition

c∗
P = inf

φ∈C∞
per(Rd)

sup
q∈Rd

HP (q,∇qφ)

= inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
sup

(q,ξ)∈R2d

(
ξ · (P + ∇qφ) − L(q, ξ)

)

= inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
sup

µ∈P(R2d)

∫
R2d

(
ξ · (P + ∇qφ) − L(q, ξ)

)
µ(dq, dξ)

≥ sup
µ∈P(R2d)

inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)

∫
R2d

(
ξ · (P + ∇qφ) − L(q, ξ)

)
µ(dq, dξ)

= sup
µ∈P(R2d)

{ ∫
R2d

(
ξP − L(q, ξ)

)
µ(dq, dξ) :

∫
R2d

(ξ∇qφ)µ(dq, dξ) = 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞
per(Rd)

}

= sup
µ∈P(R2d)

{
vP −

∫
R2d

L(q, ξ)µ(dq, dξ) : where v =
∫

(q,ξ)∈R2d
ξµ(dq, dξ), µ is closed

}

= sup
v∈Rd

{
vP − L̄(v)

}
.

Therefore, our conclusion follows if the inequality above is an equality by a minimax theorem
type argument. In the following, we present a more streamlined alternative proof.

Secondly, since MHP is non-empty, for each µ0 ∈ MHP ,

sup
µ∈P(R2d)

{ ∫
R2d

(
ξP − L(q, ξ)

)
µ(dq, dξ) :

∫
R2d

(ξ∇qφ)µ(dq, dξ) = 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd)

}
≥ ⟨−LP , µ0⟩ = c+

P .

Since c∗
P = c+

P by Lemma B.8, we conclude. □

B.4. Variational representations, the supφ infq case. In the presence of convexity of
p 7→ H(q, p) and Lipschitz regularity on a viscosity solution, the sub-solution property is ap-
proximately stable under the usual mollification by convolution technique. This is how (B.8)
is proved. However, such approximation procedure becomes unstable for the super-solution
property. In Lasry and Lions [63], the authors introduced a nonlinear Moreau-Yosida type
regularization procedure, for approximating a continuous function in Rd by C1,1

loc (Rd) func-
tions. Both sub- and super-solution viscosity solution properties are approximately stable.
Next, we adapt such technique to our context for yet another variational representation of
the critical constant cP .

Let w ∈ C(Rd) be such that

|w(q)| ≤ Cw(1 + |q|2), ∃Cw ∈ R+.(B.9)

For 0 < ϵ < 1
2Cw

, we introduce non-linear mollifications

wϵ(q′) := inf
q′′∈Rd

(
w(q′′) + 1

2ϵ |q
′ − q′′|2

)
,(B.10)

vϵ(q) := sup
q′∈Rd

(
wϵ(q′) − 1

ϵ
|q − q′|2

)
.(B.11)
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We note that if w is periodic, then wϵ is periodic:

wϵ(q′ + k) = inf
q′′

(
w(q′′) + 1

2ϵ |q
′ + k − q′′|2

)
= inf

q′′

(
w(q′′ − k) + 1

2ϵ |q
′ − (q′′ − k)|2

)
= wϵ(q′).

In the same way, vϵ becomes periodic too.

Lemma B.7. We have
(1) wϵ ≤ w, wϵ(q′) − 1

2ϵ |q
′|2 is concave, and

wϵ(q′) ≤ 1
2ϵ |q

′|2 + w(0), ∀q ∈ Rd.(B.12)

(2) For every q′
0 ∈ Rd, minimizer q′′

0 ∈ Rd in the definition of wϵ(q′
0) exists. Moreover,

any such minimizer satisfies
|q′

0 − q′′
0 |2 ≤ 2ϵ

(
w(q′

0) − w(q′′
0)

)
,(B.13)

and
q′

0 − q′′
0

ϵ
∈ D−

q′′
0
w.(B.14)

(3) If (q′
0, p

′
0) ∈ D−wϵ, then ∇q′

0
wϵ exists in the classical sense, with

1
ϵ
(q′

0 − q′′
0) = p′

0 = ∇q′
0
wϵ ∈ D−

q′′
0
w.(B.15)

Proof. The concavity of q′ 7→ wϵ(q′) − 1
2ϵ |q

′|2 follows from representation

wϵ(q′) − 1
2ϵ |q

′|2 = − sup
q′′∈Rd

(1
ϵ
q′q′′ −

(
w(q′′) + 1

2ϵ |q
′′|2

))
.

The existence of minimizer q′′
0 , in the definition of wϵ(q′

0), follows from (B.9). The mini-
mizing property in the definition of wϵ(q′

0) gives

w(q′′
0) + 1

2ϵ |q
′
0 − q′′

0 |2 ≤ w(q′′) + 1
2ϵ |q

′
0 − q′′|2, ∀q′′ ∈ Rd.

Consequently,
q′

0 − q′′
0

ϵ
∈ D−

q′′
0
w.

We already proved that wϵ ∈ SCCloc(Rd). Hence for (q′
0, p

′
0) ∈ D−wϵ, ∇q′

0
wϵ exists (e.g.

part b of Proposition 4.7 in [7]). Therefore, there exists a φ ∈ C1(Rd) with p′
0 = ∇q′

0
wϵ =

∇q′
0
φ such that wϵ − φ attains a local minimum at q′

0. That is, by definitions of the wϵ and
the q′′

0 ,

w(q′′
0) + 1

2ϵ |q
′
0 − q′′

0 |2 − φ(q′
0) = wϵ(q′

0) − φ(q′
0)

≤ wϵ(q′) − φ(q′) ≤ w(q′′) + 1
2ϵ |q

′ − q′′|2 − φ(q′), ∀q′, q′′ ∈ Rd.

Take q′′ = q′′
0 , then

1
ϵ
(q′

0 − q′′
0) = ∇q′

0
φ.

164



Summarizing all the above, we arrive at (B.15). □

Lemma B.8. We have
(1) vϵ ≥ wϵ and vϵ(q) + 1

ϵ
|q|2 is convex.

(2) vϵ(q) − 1
t
|q|2 is concave for every 0 < t < ϵ.

(3) vϵ ∈ C1,1
loc (Rd).

(4) For each q0 ∈ Rd, there exists a unique maximizer q′
0 ∈ Rd in the variational definition

of vϵ(q0). Moreover,

∇q0vϵ = 2(q′
0 − q0)
ϵ

,(B.16)

and for any minimizer q̃0 in the definition of wϵ(q0),

|q′
0 − q0|2 ≤ 8ϵ

(
w(q0) − w(q̃0)

)
.(B.17)

(5) for every q̃0 ∈ Rd which is a minimizer in the definition of wϵ(q0), we have

|∇q0vϵ| ≤ 4 inf
{
|p̃0| : p̃0 ∈ D−

q̃0w
}
.(B.18)

Proof. Similar to the arguments verifying concavity of the q′ 7→ wϵ(q′)− 1
2ϵ |q

′|2 in Lemma B.7,
we have that vϵ(q) + 1

ϵ
|q|2 is convex.

We note that

vϵ(q) − |q|2

t
= sup

q′∈Rd

(
wϵ(q′) − |q′|2

2ϵ + |q′|2

2ϵ − |q − q′|2

ϵ
− |q|2

t

)
=: sup

q′∈Rd

G(q, q′).

Since wϵ(q′) − 1
2ϵ |q

′|2 is concave, the above G : Rd × Rd 7→ R is concave. By the lemma on
page 265 of Lasry and Lions [63], we conclude vϵ(q) − 1

t
|q|2 is concave for every 0 < t < ϵ.

Hence vϵ ∈ C1,1
loc (Rd) by Lemma 3.3.8 of Cannarsa and Sinestrari [14].

Next, we take an arbitrary but fixed q0 ∈ Rd. Because of estimate (B.12), there exists
maximizer q′

0 ∈ Rd of the vϵ(q0). The uniqueness follows from strict convexity of

q′ 7→ wϵ(q′) − |q − q′|2

ϵ
=

(
wϵ(q′) − |q′|2

2ϵ
)

+
( |q′|2

2ϵ − |q − q′|2

ϵ

)
.

Since vϵ ∈ C1(Rd), we can find a φ ∈ C1(Rd) such that the q0 is a local maximum for vϵ −φ
with ∇q0vϵ = ∇q0φ. Therefore, there exists a neighborhood of the q0, for every q in this
neighborhood and for every q′ ∈ Rd, we have

wϵ(q′
0) − 1

ϵ
|q0 − q′

0|2 − φ(q0) ≥ wϵ(q′) − 1
ϵ
|q − q′|2 − φ(q).(B.19)

Taking q′ = q′
0, we obtain 2

ϵ
(q′

0 − q0) = ∇q0φ, giving (B.16).
Next, we verify (B.17). From the maximizing property,

|q′
0 − q0|2 ≤ ϵ

(
wϵ(q′

0) − wϵ(q0)
)
.(B.20)

We further estimate right hand side of the above inequality through concavity property
(Lemma B.7) of g(q) := gϵ(q) := wϵ(q) − 1

2ϵ |q|
2. Let q̃0 be a minimizer in the definition of

wϵ(q0). First, by concavity,

g(q′
0) − g(q0) ≤ g(q′

t) − g(q0)
t

, ∀q′
t := (1 − t)q0 + tq′

0, t ∈ (0, 1).
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Second, following the definition of wϵ,

wϵ(q′
t) − wϵ(q0) ≤ wϵ(q̃0) + |q̃0 − q′

t|2

2ϵ − wϵ(q̃0) − |q̃0 − q0|2

2ϵ = t
q0 + q′

t − 2q̃0

2ϵ (q′
0 − q0).

By definition of g,

g(q′
t) − g(q0) ≤ t

(q0 + q′
t − 2q̃0 − 2q0)

2ϵ (q′
0 − q0).

Therefore

g(q′
0) − g(q0) ≤ lim sup

t→0+

g(q′
t) − g(q0)
t

≤ −q̃0

ϵ
(q′

0 − q0),

implying

wϵ(q′
0) − wϵ(q0) ≤ (q0 − q̃0)

ϵ
(q′

0 − q0) + |q′
0 − q0|2

2ϵ .

Combined with (B.20), we arrive at

|q′
0 − q0| ≤ 2|q0 − q̃0|.(B.21)

In the current context, (B.13) in Lemma B.7 becomes |q0 − q̃0|2 ≤ 2ϵ
(
w(q0) −w(q̃0)

)
. Com-

bined with (B.21), we have (B.17).
Finally, (B.18) follows from combing (B.16) with (B.21) and (B.14).

□

Lemma B.9. Let H ∈ C(Rd×Rd). Suppose that w ∈ Liploc(Rd) is a viscosity super-solution
to

HP (q,∇qw) ≥ c.(B.22)

Then for each q0 ∈ Rd and the unique (Lemma B.8) maximizer q′
0 ∈ Rd in the variational

definition of vϵ(q0), there exists a minimizer q′′
0 ∈ Rd in the variational definition of wϵ(q′

0),
such that

HP (q′′
0 ,∇q0vϵ) ≥ c.(B.23)

Proof. Following notations in the proof of Lemma B.8, we take q = q0 in inequality (B.19).
Then, for every q′ ∈ Rd and each q′′

q′ which is a minimizer in the variational definition of the
wϵ(q′

0), we have
1
ϵ
|q′ − q0|2 − 1

ϵ
|q′

0 − q0|2 ≥ wϵ(q′) − wϵ(q′
0)

= sup
q′′′∈Rd

inf
q′′∈Rd

(
w(q′′) + |q′ − q′′|2

2ϵ − w(q′′′) − |q′
0 − q′′′|2

2ϵ
)

≥
|q′ − q′′

q′ |2

2ϵ −
|q′

0 − q′′
q′|2

2ϵ ≥ (q′ − q′
0)
q′

0 − q′′
q′

ϵ
.

By (B.14),

p′′
q′′

q′
:=

q′
0 − q′′

q′

ϵ
∈ D−

q′′
q′
w.(B.24)

166



Combined with (B.16), we conclude
|q′ − q′

0|2

ϵ
+ (q′ − q′

0)∇q0vϵ ≥ (q′ − q′
0)p′′

qq′ , ∀q′ ∈ Rd.(B.25)

Let q′ → q′
0. In view of the growth estimate (B.9), we have at least along subsequence that

q′′
q′ → q′′

0 where the limiting point q′′
0 is a minimizer of wϵ(q′

0). Therefore

lim
q′→q′

0

p′′
q′′

q′
= q′

0 − q′′
0

ϵ
=: p′

0.

We claim that
p′

0 = ∇q0vϵ.

To verify the claim, we take a particular choice of q′ = q′
0 + tn in (B.25), where n ∈ Rd

with |n| = 1 and t ∈ (0, 1) are arbitrary. Then
|p′

0 − ∇q0vϵ| = sup
n∈Rd,
|n|=1

n(p′
0 − ∇q0vϵ) = sup

n∈Rd,
|n|=1

n(p′
0 − p′′

q′′
q′

+ p′′
q′′

q′
− ∇q0vϵ)

≤ sup
q′=tn,

n∈Rd,|n|=1

|p′
0 − p′′

q′′
q′

| + t

ϵ
,

where the last inequality follows from (B.25). Taking limt→0+ limq′→q′
0

verifies the claim.
Finally, by viscosity super-solution property for (B.22) and (B.24), for every q′ ∈ Rd,

HP (q′′
q′ , p′′

q′′
q′

) ≥ c.

Consequently, by continuity of the (q, p) 7→ H(q, p),

HP (q′′
0 ,∇q0vϵ) = lim

q′→q′
0

HP
(
q′′
q′ , p′′

q′′
q′

) ≥ c.

□

Lemma B.10. Under Condition 1.1,
c∗ := c∗,P := sup

φ∈C∞
per(Rd)

inf
q∈Rd

HP (q,∇qφ) ≥ c.

Proof. By another approximation step, we only need to verify the above when the C∞
per(Rd)

is replaced by C1,1
loc (Rd) ∩ Cper(Rd).

Take w := φP as defined in (B.6). Then (w, c) solve is a viscosity solution to (B.1) and
w ∈ Liploc(Rd) ∩ Cper(Rd). We mollify this w through (B.10) and (B.11) to arrive at the
vϵ ∈ C1,1

loc (Rd) ∩ Cper(Rd) where the periodicity follows from periodicity of the w. Moreover,
let L be a Lipschitz constant for w, by (B.18), then supq |∇qvϵ| ≤ 4L. By the periodicity
assumption on q 7→ H(q, p) and continuity of H, there exists a modulus ωL ∈ C(R+;R+)
with ωL(0) = 0, such that

|H(q0,∇q0vϵ) − H(q′′
0 ,∇q0vϵ)| ≤ ωL(|q0 − q′′

0 |) ≤ ωL(6
√
ϵ∥w∥L∞),

where the last inequality follows from (B.13) and (B.17).
Combine the above estimate with (B.23), the conclusion follows. □

From definitions, c∗ ≤ c−. On the other hand, combine the above result with (B.7),
c∗ ≥ c = c+ = c−. Hence c∗ = c+ = c−.
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B.5. Some variational properties on Hamiltonians for infinite particles. In this
section, we first recall the definition of effective Hamiltonian H̄ := H̄(P ) in (B.2) and its
many equivalent representations (e.g. Lemma B.1) under Condition 1.1. We also recall
notation H̄(x, P ) := H̄(P ) − U0(x) defined in (1.25).

Lemma B.11. Under Condition 1.1, H̄ : Rd 7→ R is convex and locally Lipschitz. Further-
more, if we additionally assume that Condition 1.5 holds, then

−c+ C−1|P |2 ≤ H̄(P ) ≤ c+ C|P |2,

with c, C the same constants in Condition 1.5. Also, same type estimate for L̄ holds by
convexity argument.

Proof. Since H̄ is Legendre transform of the L̄, it is convex. Such H̄ is finite everywhere,
because that

−∞ < inf
q∈Rd

H(q, P ) ≤ sup
φ

inf
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ)

= H̄(P ) = inf
φ

sup
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ) ≤ sup
q∈Rd

H(q, P ) < ∞.

Hence it is locally Lipschitz.
With Condition 1.5,

−c+ C−1|P |2 ≤ inf
q

H(q, P ) ≤ H̄(P ) ≤ sup
q

H(q, P ) ≤ c+ C|P |2.

□

We recall the definition of F0 in (5.14).

Lemma B.12. For ν ∈ P2(Rd × Rd), we have

inf
ϕ∈F0

∫
Rd×Rd

sup
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
ν(dx, dP )

= sup
ϕ∈F0

∫
Rd×Rd

inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
ν(dx, dP ) =

∫
Rd×Rd

H̄(P )ν(dx, dP ).

Proof. Part one: We establish identity

LHS := sup
ϕ∈F0

∫
R2d

inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
ν(dx, dP )

=
∫
R2d

sup
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qφ(q)

)
ν(dx, dP ) =: RHS.

It is sufficient to verify that LHS ≥ RHS. For notational convenience, we denote
h(x, P ;φ) := inf

q∈Rd
H(q, P + ∇qφ(q)), φ ∈ C1(Rd).

Noting inf(q,P )∈R2d H(q, P ) > −∞, we assume with no loss of generality that h ≥ 0 in the
following proof. By a density argument, we can find a countable set of {φi ∈ C∞

per(Rd) : i =
1, 2, . . .} such that

RHS =
∫
R2d

sup
i∈N

h(x, P ;φi)ν(dx, dP ).
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By Lemma 2.35 of Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [2],∫
R2d

sup
i∈N

h(x, P ;φi)ν(dx, dP ) = sup
( ∑
i∈I

∫
Ai

h(x, P ;φi)ν(dx, dP )
)

(B.26)

where the supremum ranges over all finite sets I ⊂ N and all families {Ai : i ∈ I} of pairwise
disjoint open sets with compact closure in Rd × Rd. Let {αi : n = 1, 2, . . .} be a smooth
partition of unity with

αi(x, P ) =

1, ∀(x, P ) ∈ Ai,

0, ∀(x, P ) ∈ Aj, when j ̸= i.

Then letting ϕ(x, P ; q) := ∑
j∈I αj(x, P )φj(q) ∈ F0, we have h(x, P ;φi) = h

(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
for (x, P ) ∈ Ai. Consequently for every finite index set I ⊂ N, and every family {Ai : i ∈ I}
of pairwise disjoint open sets with compact closure in Rd × Rd, we have∑

i∈I

∫
Ai

h(x, P ;φi)ν(dx, dP ) =
∑
i∈I

∫
Ai

h
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP )

≤
∫
R2d

h
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP )

≤ sup
ϕ∈F0

∫
R2d

h
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP ) = LHS.

Combined with (B.26), we conclude that LHS ≥ RHS.
Part two: Denoting

g(x, P ;φ) := sup
q∈Rd

H(q, P + ∇qφ), ∀φ ∈ C1(Rd),

we prove that

L := inf
ϕ∈F0

∫
R2d

g
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP ) =

∫
R2d

inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
g(x, P ;φ)ν(dx, dP ) =: R.

We only need to prove L ≤ R. It follows from Part one of the proof that

inf
ϕ∈F0

∫
R2d

(g ∧ k)
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP ) =

∫
R2d

inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
(g ∧ k)(x, P ;φ)ν(dx, dP ),

≤
∫
R2d

inf
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
g(x, P ;φ)ν(dx, dP ). ∀k ∈ R+.

Therefore, denoting

F (k, ϕ) :=
∫
R2d

(g ∧ k)
(
x, P ;ϕ(x, P ; ·)

)
ν(dx, dP ), ∀ϕ ∈ F0, k ∈ R̄+ := R̄+ ∪ {+∞},

we only need to show that
sup
k∈R̄+

inf
ϕ∈F0

F (k, ϕ) = inf
ϕ∈F0

sup
k∈R̄+

F (k, ϕ).(B.27)

The map R̄+ ∋ k 7→ F is concave, and ϕ 7→ F is convex. The R̄+ is endowed with one-point
compactification topology of R+. R̄+ ∋ k 7→ F is continuous by monotone convergence
theorem. Consequently (B.27) follows from a version of minimax Theorem 4.2 in Sion [73].

We now conclude the lemma in view of variational representations of the H by Proposi-
tion B.1. □
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For purpose of proving viscosity extension Lemmas 6.24 and 6.25 in the main text, we
need strengthened versions of the above result.

Lemma B.13. Let N ⊂⊂ P2(R2d) be a compact subset with respect to the topology given by
2-Wasserstein metric. Then

inf
ϕ∈F0

sup
ν∈N

∫
R2d

sup
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
ν(dx, dP ) = sup

ν∈N

∫
R2d

H̄(P )ν(dx, dP ).

Proof. First, letting

f(ν, ϕ) :=
∫
Rd×Rd

sup
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ(x, P ; q)

)
ν(dx, dP ),

then (ν, ϕ) 7→ f(ν, ϕ) is concave-convex-like in the sense of Sion [73], and ν 7→ f(ν, ϕ) is
continuous with each ϕ fixed. Consequently, by Theorem 4.2 in [73],

inf
ϕ∈F0

sup
ν∈N

f(ν, ϕ) = sup
ν∈N

inf
ϕ∈F0

f(ν, ϕ).

Second, by Lemma B.12, infϕ∈F0 f(ν, ϕ) =
∫
R2d H̄(P )ν(dy, dP ). Hence we conclude. □

Lemma B.14. Let N ⊂⊂ P2(R2d) be a compact subset with respect to the topology given by
2-Wasserstein metric. Then

sup
ϕ:=ϕ(x,P ;q)∈F0

inf
ν∈N

∫
R2d

inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qϕ

(
y, P ; q

))
ν(dy, dP )

= inf
ν∈N

∫
R2d

H̄(P )ν(dy, dP ).

Proof. We denote the left (and right) hand side of the above identity by LHS (respectively
RHS). Then by Proposition B.1, we only need to show LHS ≥ RHS.

Let ϵ > 0 be arbitrarily given by fixed.
First of all, by Lemma B.10, for each P ∈ Rd, there exists P -parametrized functions

φϵ := φϵ(P ; ·) ∈ C∞
per(Rd) such that

inf
q∈Rd

H
(
q, P + ∇qφϵ(q, P )

)
≥ H̄(P ) − ϵ

2 .

The above implies the existence of P -parametrized vector fields ξϵ := ξϵ(P ; ·) : Rd 7→ Rd,
which is continuous in both P, q variables, such that

inf
q∈Rd

((
P + ∇qφϵ(P ; q)

)
ξϵ(P ; q) − L

(
q, ξϵ(P ; q)

))
≥ H̄(P ) − ϵ.

Secondly, writting

g(ϕ,ν) :=
∫
R2d

inf
q∈Rd

((
P + ∇qϕ(y, P ; q)

)
ξϵ(P ; q) − L

(
q, ξϵ(P ; q)

))
ν(dy, dP ),

then (ϕ,ν) 7→ g is concave-convex-like in the sense of [73], and ν 7→ g is lower semi-continuous
with each ϕ fixed. Sion’s minimax Theorem 4.2′ in [73] applies. We arrive at

LHS ≥ sup
ϕ∈F0

inf
ν∈N

g(ϕ,ν) = inf
ν∈N

sup
ϕ∈F0

g(ϕ,ν),
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where the inequality follows from H being Legendre transform of L, and the equality fol-
lows from the minimax theorem. Third, applying the same arguments as in the proof of
Lemma B.12, we have that

sup
ϕ∈F0

g(ϕ,ν) =
∫
R2d

sup
φ∈C∞

per(Rd)
inf
q∈Rd

((
P + ∇qφ(q)

)
ξϵ(P ; q) − L

(
q, ξϵ(P ; q)

))
ν(dy, dP ).

Combine the above three steps together,

LHS ≥ inf
ν∈N

∫
R2d

H̄(P )ν(dy, dP ) − ϵ.

By arbitrariness of the ϵ > 0, we conclude. □
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