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ON A HAMILTON-JACOBI PDE THEORY FOR HYDRODYNAMIC
LIMIT OF ACTION MINIMIZING COLLECTIVE DYNAMICS

JIN FENG

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) : RY x R — R be a given function. We define an
associated Hamiltonian ODE system

¢ = V,H(q,p),
p=—VH(gp).
Such system describes movements of a single particle with position variable ¢ 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

(1) Hiv(a,p) = v 3 Hia ),

where the (q,p) := ((ql,pl), e (qN,pN)> € (R? x RY)N. We consider phase space (R? x
R?)Y as a normed vector space with a weighted norm

(1.2 (@ Pl = 0l + Inl)

Let Vnp, Vi q denote gradients for functions in the Hilbert space ((Rd x RON |- N). Note
that this is different than the V,V,, V, we just used a few lines earlier, which are gradients
when R? or (R? x R%)Y is endowed with the usual (un-weighted) Euclidean norm | - |. The
conversion relation is that (identified as vectors in (R? x R?)Y)

With these notations and relations clarified, we can write the N-particle level Hamiltonian
dynamic for the Hy as

The special case where H(g, p) := 3|p|* —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 € := ey — 0 as N — oo. We speed up time and scale down space
to introduce macroscopic variables:

Then

s =a(h), B =p(h)

and the Hamiltonian dynamic (1.4 can be re-written as a closed system

ii(t) = VoH(2, P,
(1.5) {pi(t) = —1ViH(2, p),

€

where V1H(q, p) :== V,H(q,p) and V2H(q,p) := V,H(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 € R? — R by replacing single
particle level Hamiltonian from H into Hy (¢, p) := H(q, p)—U(eq). We also introduce pairwise
weak interaction modeled through a smooth even function V' € C%(R% R) (hence VV (0) = 0
in particular): for given q := (qi,...,qn), we deﬁneEI

Huv (g, pia) :=H(q,p) — Uleq) — ;,Z V(e(q - qj)), V(g p) € R x RY.

Equivalently, we can also directly start with a rescaled Hamiltonian in the Hilbert space
(R RON; |- ) by

(1.6) Hy(x,P) := ;Z (H(x P) = Ulx:) - ]1[ S V(s - ;cj))

Letting € := ey — 0 at appropriate speed as N — co. A classical problem in this context
is to understand how point-particle level Hamiltonian dynamics given by the Hy(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 Hy 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

!Note that we are considering a (mathematically easier) scaling where the perturbative term U(z) := U (eq)
is small in the microscopic (g, 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 [I.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 € = 1 fixed while N — oco. To simplify, we even
take the U =0=1V.

Our problem has an obvious symmetry — the N-particle Hamiltonian Hy 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 Gy denote the permutation
group on N indices, it acts on q € (R?)Y by

Tq = (Gr(), - Grvy), V7 € Gy, q € (RD)Y.

We use quotient space (R?)Y /Gy as the physical space of observables with a quotient metric

(1.7) dy(q*,q") := inf*
acq

*

TeG

X . 1 X R
01—7T01\N = inf \INZ\%—%@)\Q-
159 N i=1
qeq

Note that such space is non-smooth. Singularities arise whenever particles collide (i.e.

4i, = Giy = - .. = 4, 3 217&227&7&1”)
This singular space can be identified with space of empirical probability measures
1 N
(1.8) Xy = {a(dq) = D 0u(dg) g € Rd}.
i=1

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

(1.9) d(0,6) = dy(q", G").

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

(110) PN ZXNHX.
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In summary, the quotient metric space ((Rd)N /Gn, d”jv> can be identified isometrically with

the (Xy,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

Hyf(a) == Hy(a, Vv f(a)).

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

(1'11) f(U) = ¢(<‘;5>U>) = ¢(<901a0>7""<901(70>)
1

=03 el Dpwla)) = fla), Vi CHRY;

i=1

and denote
S dw((@o)
5, I; k(& 0))¢r
We have
K B 5f
Vnaf(@) = NV fla) =Y ot ((F, o)) Veou(:) = Vs (@)
k=1
Therefore
)
(1.12) Hyf(o) = Hor(a, V(@) = [ H(a. V5L @)otda)
These Hys converges to
(1.13) Hf(o) = /RR H(q, P)v(dg, dP),
where the

v(dq,dP) = 5V§7f(q)(dP)a(dq) = grad, f € P(R? x R%).

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

Owu(t,o) = Hu(t,-)(o).

Informally, the u(t)s are canonical transformations of a Hamiltonian dynamics in P(R¢)

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(R?). E| Through dynamical programming argument, the
solution u(t) is given by an operator nonlinear semi-group which acts on functions on P(R?).
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

(1.14) f—aHf=h.

In the above, the H is a first order nonlinear differential operator in Wasserstein space (X, d),
h € Cy(X) and o > 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 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 - OéHNfN = hy.

We assume convergence of the hy to h in proper senses. Because that Hy converges to the
H, we expect the solutions f,s also converge to the f. Such result will bring convergence
of actions on measure-valued curves as N — oo. 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 Hy in such situation. For a nice class
of test functions f, we look for a sequence of test functions fy such that fy — f and
Hy fy — Hf for some operator H. That is, we verify that Hy — H in a properly defined
operator graph convergence sense. We also identify the limit H.

Let x;s be those in , we introduce some new coordinates

/,L(t, dl’, dQ> = % Zi\il 5a:i(t),e—1xi(t) (dﬂ?, dQ)
It follows that 7}, u(t) = p(t) and 75 u(t) = o(t). See Section [2.2| for the notation of 7* and
7r which are commonly used in optimal transport literature. For test functions of the form
(1.11)) with the o replaced by p and the ¢ replaced by x, we have
r _o0f

Huf () = Hy (%, Vauf) = [ (H(E, Vi, (@) = Ulx) =V » p(m))p(dm).
Next, we reveal a hidden separation of scale structure by splitting the coordinates x :=
(x, q(x)) = (x, 6*1X> according to different scales. We take ¢;s to be of the form

o(1) = pc(z) == d(z;e 'x), where ¢ = d(z,q) € C* (R x RY),V,0,V,06 € Cj,

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
8



and write

,u(dx, dQ) = p(d:ﬁ)éeﬂm(dq).

Note that (p, u) = (p, p). We re-write test functions

(1.16) Flp) = F(x) = (G, p)) = ©((6, 1) = f(n):
Then
(1.17) iﬁ(m) = o) enla) =3 00((2.00)n(2. )
(119 Vil (a) = S0 ((6.0) (Vatnte D) + 1 ¥0n(0, )
of x 1 of x

= (Vw@) (2. ) + E(v@) (+:2)
Consequently
w9 o) = [ (e Vit + vl o)

_U(z) -V p(x)},u(dq, dz) + ox(1).

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

(1.20) fn(p) = f(p) +eg(n),
where
(1.21) F(p) = o({p1,p), -, (oK. ), r = n(x) € CLRY), k=1,2,..., K;

(1.22) g(p) = 01((Pr, 1), (ks 1), bn = drl, q) € CZRT x RY).

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

9(1) = 1 (et )y (e ) pen() 1= u (e, 2).

Therefore,

Hysw(o) = [, (0950 @ + V.50 (00) + (Va5 (w.0)

—U(x) =V * p(x)},u(dq, dz) + on(1).

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

9(p) = (®e, p),
where
(1.23) pe(r) = o(z, V(;J;(x); %), bz, Piq) € CL (R x R x RY).
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Then
Hy fn(p)
of

_/ { (q,V —( )+e(Vm¢)(:v,Vx5*p(9€);q)

+¢(D2 f( )) -Vp¢(x,Vx§£(x);q)

“op
+ 9,00 Va5 (@0)0) ) = Ule) = V % ) (e, do) + ox(1)

= s (H (q, P+ V,é(z, P; q)) —U(z) =V« p(x))5vzgﬁ(x)(d]3)u(dx, dq) + on(1).

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

(1.24) H(g, P+ V,0(q)) = H(P).

By solution, we mean the pair (H,¢) € R x C(R?), where H := H(P) is a number and
¢ = ¢p := ¢(P;-) is a function, both are indexed by P € R?. Now, if we write

(1.25) H(z, P;p) := H(P) — U(z) — V * p(x),
then we can conclude that

In—=f, Hnfv—Hf
with
(1.26) Hf(p) = /RM H(z, P;p)ps(dr,dP), where pu¢(dw,dP) := 5VI%(dP)p(d:p)

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 [31H33]. There are also unpublished works of Mané, which were carried out further
in Contreras-Iturriaga-Paternain-Paternain |15]. See Chapter 9 of [38] for more on Mané’s
point of view, and related references. In general, we know that there is no smooth C! class
of ¢ satisfying at every ¢, but a generalized solution in the sense of viscosity solution
can be found. Moreover, the effective Hamiltonian H is always unique and it has several
variational representations. See Appendix [B| for details. Viscosity solution ¢ for 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 . For the
above hydrodynamic limit problem, we find a way to proceed rigorously without explicitly
using the ¢. 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 is inadequate for studying well-posedness for 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], f] 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 , 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 H 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 +oo and supremum over empty set is —oo. For a generic metric
space (X,d), we denote M(X), B(X),C(X), Cp(X) respectively the spaces of measurable,
bounded, continuous, bounded continuous functions. By USC(X;R) and LSC(X;R), we
mean upper-semicontinuous and lower-semicontinuous functions on X with value in extended
real R := RU {#o00}. Similarly, we define M (X;R), etc.

In (1.8), we use Xy to denote the space of N-particle empirical probability measures. It
can be used to identify with (R?)" /Gy. Such identification is unique up to an isometry. We
define a surjective projection map py : (RY)" — Xy by

1 N
o = pN(X) = NZ(SI’U VX = (1‘1,. . ,xN) - (Rd)N
=1

The Xy C 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(g,p) : RY x R? — 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 [5§].
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Condition 1.1.
(1) H:=H(q,p) € C(R4 x RY);
(2) for each p € R? fized, q — H(q, p) is periodic in the sense that

H(q + k,p) = H(q,p), Vk:= (ki,..., kq) € Z%

(3) for each q € R, p— H(q,p) is convex in RY;
(4) H is uniformly coercive in the p-variable

liminf inf H(g,p) = +o0.

[p|—+o00 geR?

(5) for each q € R? fized, p — H(q,p) is super-linear:

lim inf H(g. p) = +00
pl=oo 14 |p|

By a periodic function ¢ : R — R, we mean
pla+k)=p(q), Vk:= (k... . ki) € Z°.

We use notations Cpe(R?), USCper(R?) and LSCpe (R?) respectively for set of functions
which is continuous and periodic, upper semi-continuous and periodic, lower semicontinuous
and periodic, etc. We also denote T¢ := R?/Z.

We define
(1.27) L(g,€) := sup (&-p—H@p), V(g6 R xR

pe

Through properties of Legendre transform, we know that such L is convex and super-linear
in ¢ as well (provided p — H is), moreover, L € LSC(RY x R?) and

inf  L(¢,&) > —sup H(g,0) > —oc.

(q,6)eR4xRE qeRd
Therefore, (e.g. Theorem 12.2 on page 104 of Rockafellar [71]),
(1.28) H(g,p) = sup (p€ — L(q,€)).
£ERD

The following concept comes from Bangert [6]:

Definition 1.2. We call a probability measure p € P(R??) closed, if

(1) Jrixpa [€lp(dz, dg) < oo
(2) (i, Dyp - ) = 0, for every p € C (R?).

per

We define, for each v € R?,

(1.29) L(v) := inf {/ ) L(q, &)p(dg, d€) : Vi € P(R??) is closed with / ) Eu(dg,d§) = v}.
R R

Then, under Condition by Proposition in Appendix [B] we have

(1.30) H(P) := sup {vP — L(v)}

veERA
= inf supH(q,P+V,p)= sup inf H(q, P+ V).
PECE (RY) geRd ( ) peCs, (RY) 9€R? ( %)

13



The above implies another equivalent way of introducing the pair (L, H). We can first define

H(P) = i{})f supH(q, P+ V,0),
q

then the L 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(R% R,) has sub-linear growth at infinity. That is, there exists a
concave, increasing, sub-linear function B : Ry — Ry such that 0 < U(x) < B(|x|).

Condition 1.4. V € Lip(R%) N L*>°(RY).

For convenience, we also impose almost quadratic growth conditions (in p) on H.
Condition 1.5. There exists ¢,C > 0 such that
(1.31) —c+ C7p” <H(g,p) < e+ Clpl.

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

(1.32) —c+ 7!5l2 <L(g,§) <c+— |€|2-

Condition already implies the growth conditions p — H(g,p) in Tonelli type Condi-
tion [L.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 :=

(Qh e ,QN)f

Luwv(g,&q) = L(q, &) + Uleq) + V(elg—a). V(g.€) R xR

2]~
B

Il
—

J

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

N
Z uv Q17£luq

Z\H

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

1 X X
Ly(x,v) =+ ; ( Z)'
It follows that

Ly(x,v) = sup{(P,v)N — Hy(x,P):P € (]Rd)N}.
14



1.2.1. Actions and equations induced by finite particle collective Lagrangian dynamics. For
the collective dynamics in time interval [0, 7], action of a path z(-) := {z(t) : t € [0,T]} €
C([O, T]; (Rd)N) is defined as

Iy L (2(t),2(8))dt,  =(-) € AC([0, T]; (R)Y),

400, otherwise.

(1.33) An|z(+),T) := {
Minimal action with prescribed initial position xy and terminal position x; is written as
Anlxo, x1;T] := inf {AN[Z(.), 7] : 2(0) = x0.2(T) = x1.2(-) € C([0,T]; ®"") }
Let hy € C’((Rd)N) be such that supga~ by < 0o, the following quantity

Sn(t,x) == Sn(t,x;hy) == sup ([JN(Y) - AN[XQ’;t])-

ye(RI)N

is a viscosity solution to Cauchy problem

(1.34) {@tSNOf, x) = Hy (%, VSu(t,x))

Sn(0,x) = by (x).
It is also useful to consider another related quantity: for every a > 0, we write
(135) fN(X) = RN;abN(X>
_ * s (b - .
= sup {/0 e a (& (z(s)) - LN(Z(S),Z(S)>>d$ :
2(0) = x,2() € AC((0,00): (R)") 1 ([0, 00): (R)Y) |.

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

CN = {f) € C((Rd)N) :sup b < +o0o, lim b@@)l _ 0}.

(RA)N || ——+oo 1 + |:13| N

Suppose hy € @y, then it is known that the above fy € €y and it is the unique viscosity
solution to

(1.36) fn(x) —aHy (X, VNfN(X)) = bn(x).
Moreover, the Ry, : €5 — %n is a nonlinear contractive map and
(1.37) Sx(t,x;bx) = lim RYD by (x).

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

(1.38) L(v) = sup (Pv—H(P)).
PeR4
Let X := Py(R%) 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]).
15



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

(1.39) Loy (z,v;p) = ([(v) + U(.CE)) + (Vxp)(z), V(z,v)€R*xR:VpeX;
and write
(1.40) L(v) := Loy (z, v; muv)v(de, dv), Vv € P(R? x RY),

R2d

where (7hv)(dx) = v(dz;RY). See Section for more regarding optimal mass transport
theory and notations.

Let probability-measure-valued curve p(-) := {p(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 . Following Alexander, Kapovitch and Petrunin [4], we define 4p(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 Py(R? x RY) —
see Lemma and other related material in Section Then, we have

d
(1.41) ﬁp(t) = v(t) = v(t;dz,dv) € Tan, C Po(R*), ae. te0,7T).

We define action of the path p(-) by
Jy L(v(s))ds,  when p(-) € AC([0, T}; X),

400, otherwise;

(1.42) Alp();T] = {
and action with prescribed initial and terminal boundary conditions:
Alpo, pis T) = inf { Alo (5T o) € C0, T X),0 = po, o(T) = pu |.
For h € C(X) with supy h < +o0, we write
S(t,p) = S(t, i) i= sup (h(7) = Alp, i),

then we expect that the .S solves the following Cauchy problem in a proper viscosity solution
sense

(1.43) {ats (t,p) = H(p, grad,S(t, )

U(0,p) = h(p),

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 : for
every a > 0, we write

(1.44) R.,h(p) := sup { /OOO e o <h<0(s)) — L(U(s)))ds co() € AC’([O, 00); X)

«

d
with o(0) = p, £U(S) = v(s) € Tan,y 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 R, : € — % is a nonlinear
contractive map on some properly defined subset ¢ C C'(X). Moreover,

(1.45) S(t,pih) = lim RIh(p).

n—1

It is also expected that f := R,h is the unique viscosity solution to

(1.46) f(p) —aH f(p) = h(p),

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 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 — See Lemmas 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 ST as specified there. Let f € St US™>, by Lemma and
Remark [2.34] Lemma and Remark 2.51] d,,f exists and can be explicitly expressed. It
is tempting to introduce yet anther single-valued Hamiltonian operator

(1.47) H/(p) = sup {(dpf)(v) Lw):ve Tanp}, VieStTUST™,

and formulate the above PDE problems and using the operator H. However,
it is difficult to justify a rigorous asymptotic analysis about the limit from Hy 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 . In particular, let (Hy,H;) be
defined according to (6.36])) and ([6.37); respectively (Ho, H;) be defined according to (7.1)
and . By Lemma and display , then

Hfy <H,fo <Hofo, YfoeS"™, and Hf; > H,f; >H,f;, Yfi eS ™.

1.2.3. Main results. This paper consists of mainly two parts. Sections [2] 3] [] develop some
calculus and viscosity solution theories in general metric spaces. Sections [5] [0} [7], [§] 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[8.1T|and[0.16] See Section[I.4] however, for some comments concerning
abstract arguments in the first part of the paper.

We consider a sequence of functions

({bn}twens h) C C’((Rd)N) X ... x C(X),
and introduce a special class

C .= {({f) N }nen, h) satisfying those requirements in Definition }
17



In particular, ({hn}nen, h) € C implies convergence of hy — h in the following sense: for
each p € X and x := xy := (2, ..., 2¥) € (R} with

1 N

- Z 5xN dIB

Y i
satisfying limy_,o, d(pn, p) = 0, we have

lim b (xn) = h(p).

We say a bounded from above function h : X — RU {—o00} has at most sub-linear growth
to —oo, if the following holds:

h(p) > _ﬂ © d(p7 50)7 Vp < Xa

for some non-negative sub-linear function § € C(Ry). If ({hn}nen, k) € C, then the h has
at most sub-linear growth to —oo.

Theorem 1.6. [Limit theorem to Hamilton-Jacobi PDEs] Let o > 0 be arbitrary but fized.
Let h € C(X) with supx h < +00, and have at most sub-linear growth to —oo. 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 d,—;-upper semi-continuous in
the 2-Wasserstein metric space X (see Definition . Then there is at most one function
f € C(X), with supy f < +o0 and with sub-linearly growing to —oo, such that it is both a
sub-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense of Definition to equation

([ — OéHo)f S h,
as well as a super-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense, to equation

({ —aHy)f > h.

Moreover, such f = Rah as given by variational representation ([1.44)).
Furthermore, let Hy := Hn(x,P) be defined according to (1.6) with the € :== ey — 0 as

N — oco. Suppose that ({hn}nen, h) € C. Let fy = fn(x) := Ryobn be the value function
defined in (1.35)), which is also the unique viscosity solution to partial differential equation
(1.36). Then, for each p € X = Py(RY) and x := xp = (..., 2}) € (RN with

1 N
"N
satisfying limy o d(pn, p) = 0, we have limit
Jim fa(xw) = f(p),

with limiting function the one given by f = Ryh 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 Hy and H;. For

precise statement, see Theorem [7.1]
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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, Ay[-] defined in characterizes deterministic finite-particle-level action minimiz-
ing collective Lagrangian dynamic, and A[-] in describes a continuum-level effective
Lagrangian dynamic defined on probability-measure-valued curves. From convergence results
about fy = Ry.ubn — f := Ruoh (whenever hy — h), we expect convergence of solution
semigroups Sy(-) — S(-) defined in and (See Remark [9.17). By dynamical
programming principle, and by the arbitrariness of the h and hys, we conclude Ay[-] — 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|[] = AJ-] in the sense of I'-convergence.

Let p(-) be an A[]-action minimizing path. Following (L.41)), we write Lp(t) = v(t) €
Tan,). We define bulk velocity field

(1.48) ult, ) = / w(t; dojz).

R
Assuming VL is well defined, we also introduce an enhanced phase space measure
(1.49) w(t; dz, dv, dP) = dgp () (dP)v(t; dz, dv);

and momentum measure (which is a R%-valued signed-measure)

m(t,dzx) := Pu(t;dx,dv, dP);

/(u,P)eRded

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

(1.50) M(t,dz) = (v® P)u(t;dz,dv,dP),

/(U,P)eRded

where the v ® P := (UZF)]) _, , means a square matrix. Following the perturbative
=1L

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:

{@p + div,(pu) =0,

1.51
( ) om + div, M = pV (U + 2V % p).

In the above, by div,M we mean a vector whose i-th component is 2?21 0;M;; where the
M = (My;); j=1...a- Of course, P — H(P) may generally not be differentiable at some points,
so is the function v — L(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

1
d=1, H(gp) = 5\]0]2 —U(g), with min U(q) =0; and U =0,V = 0.

qE[O,l]

Let cu := [ep VUdg. When |P| > cy, we denote A := A(P) > 0 the unique solution to

Pl= [ W2+ U@)da

Lions, Papanicoulou and Varadhan [64] identified that

A(P) = 0 when |P| < ¢y,
I AP) when |P| > cy.

In particular, if we further simplify by taking U = 0, then H(P) = $|P|%. Suppose that we

introduce conditional variance of the v(¢; dv|x) as defining bulk temperature field
T(t,z) ::/ v — u(t, ) Pw(t; dvjz).
R
Then [g [v|*v(t; dv|z) = T(x) + v*(z) and (1.51)) becomes

Op + 0(pu) =0,
Oi(pu) + 0. (pu?) + dpp = 0, where p := pT

The pressure-temperature-specific-volume relation p = pT" verifies the ideal gas law.
Again, we remind readers that the above construction allows us to only infer properties
about action-minimizing path p(-).

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 . For weakly interacting Hamiltonians
given by , 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 € C?.
We also write H” := HF (¢, p) := H(q, P + p).

Let z(t) := x;(t), P.(t) := Pi(t) be those in (L.5)), where the i can be any. Sections 3.2
and 3.3 in [31] reveals that, at least along subsequences € := ¢, with k — oo if necessary, the
following weak convergence (in t) occurs to a limiting measure-valued process {m(t)}:>o:

@(q(e),p(i)) L0 B, = (@, m(), VD € O (R,

Morover,
Te(t) = Q. Pe(t) =" P,
with
{Q € OpH(P),
P =0.

where the dpH means sub-gradient for the convex (possibly non-smooth) H.

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 .#y, projected Mather Measure My, Mather set My, projected Mather
set My, and projected Aubry set Ay, for definitions as well as their relations.

The measures m(t) € .#yr 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 ¢ 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 € Myr (See Appendix for definition). Moreover, there exists finite constant C' > 0
such that

Vo —Veo| <Clg—¢|, Yq,¢ € Myep.

In fact, the above also holds for ¢,¢' € Ayr 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, m¥ := m?(¢) has the structure

mp(dq7 dp) = (5vq¢(dp)0’(dq) = 5{(q,p): s.t.HP(q,p):Fl}mP(dq7 dp)?

for some o € Myr (the set of projected Mather measures). Note that, for all of the above
quantities, the H(P) is unique (by a comparison principle type argument) and H = (H, m(t)).
However, ¢ can be non-unique, and the ¢ can be non-unique.

On the surface, the above arguments seem to give us a type of ergodic result for the
Hamiltonian dynamics , at least along subsequences € := ¢, — 0. Such view point is
correct, however, only for those trajectories which are global (in time) action minimizers
that satisfy . Nothing is said for all trajectories with arbitrary initial position-velocity
vectors. Conceptually, the m”(¢) 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 x(7) := 1jo 400)(7), We define
D(E; @) == / (¢, p)dqdp
H(g.p)<E

= X(E —H(g,p))e(g,p)dgdp, Vo € Cy(R? x RY).

(g,p)ERIXR4

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

(@,P) jq/2d—1
o (Bg) = OpT(E;p)  Juap=r i dH

m.c. QD T - _1
Ol(E:1)  Jugp— ﬁd%?d 1

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 o) are not unique. There are also examples where projected Mather mea-
sures have non-smooth singular support. Consequently, in general,

m?(dg, dp) # m"'' (H; 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

m Yo € C.(R? x RY),

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

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

(3) reduction techniques for averaging of infinite-particle-Hamiltonian to that of single-
particle-level (Sections . 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 and E[), 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 [§] (Lemmas [8.2] and [8.6]), which relied upon optimal transport Lemmas 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)2.282.43] [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(k) the collection of Alexandrov metric spaces with curvature
bounded from below by x € R. For each = € X, we introduce tangent cone Tan, := Tan,X
as a Euclidean cone over the space of directions (defined below, e.g. [4]), endowed with a
cone metric d,. We recall the following basic definitions, concepts and properties. Given
x,y € X, a constant speed connecting geodesic is a parameterized path u : [0,7] C R — X
such that d(u(t),u(s)) = @d(w,y}. In particular, when we take T := d(z,y), the metric
derivative of this curve (e.g. Chapter 1, [3]) is one, we call it unit speed geodesic. Let G,
be the set of all constant speed geodesics starting from z. For each u,v € G, we define the
following notion of angle (mimicking the cosin law of Euclidean space)

) + (). ) — (). ()
c0s &5 (u, v) :=lim inf 2d(u(t), 2)d(v(s), 2) '

Then £, is a pseudo-metric on the space G,. We define an equivalent relation that u ~ v if

&(u,v) =0. Let
(2.1) ¥:= {unit speed geodesics from z to y}.

The space of geodesic directions at x is defined by a quotient space
X, = Uyex 1 /[ ~.
y#T

We define space of directions (X, £,) as completion of the (3, £,). We also define the
tangent cone (Tan,, d,) as Euclidean cone of the space of directions (X,, £,,) (e.g. Definition
5.6 on page 59 of [12]). We denote apex of the cone by o := o, and write |u|, := d.(u, 0;).
Then, for every u,v € Tan,,

(2.2) d2(u,v) = |ul® + [v|? — 2|ul.|v], cos Lo (u, v).

A scalar product on Tan, can be introduced by setting
1
(2.3) (U, v), == §<\u|i + )2 — di(u,v)) = |u|z|v]; cos £, (u,v), Vu,v € Tan,.

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

(2.4) ,0) = (Jim LULLON

t—0+ t
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In general, (Tan,, d,) 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 (X', £,) to arrive at the space of
directions (X, £,), then took (Tan,,d,) as the Euclidean cone of (X, £,). If, instead of the
above, we take Euclidean cone of the (X', £,) as (Tan/,d,), then metric completion of the
Tan!, we arrive at the same tangent cone (Tan,,d,). The set Tan/, can be identified with

x?

geodesics starting at  with arbitrary speed modulo equivalent class given by relation
u~wv ifand only if d(u(t),v(t)) = o(t), ast — 0.

[4] calls such Tan!, space of geodesic tangent vectors at .

We again recall the definition of }¥, the set of unit speed geodesics connecting x and v,
as given in . To emphasize explicit parameter dependence of an element geod, ., €11Y,
we write geody, ,,(t) for t € [0,d(z,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 eff¥C X! C
Y, 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 ¢ - u such that
|t - ul, :==t. We denote t- f¥C 3’ the set of such re-parametrized curves. If a metric space
X has the property that {}¥ is non-empty for every z,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(k) 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 E]

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

Dom|[f] :={x € X : |f(z)] < oo}.

There are versions of semi-convexity -concavity relative to a curvature bound (above or
below) £ € 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(k = 0) case, such simplification is good enough for our purpose.

Definition 2.1 (Semi-concavity / convexity). A lower semi-continuous function f : X — RU
{—0o0} is A-concave for some \ € R if: for every unit speed geodesic z := {z(t)}; C Dom][f],
t2
e F=(0) A
is concave. We also call f to be A-convex if —f is A-concave.
0-convex (resp. 0O-concave) functions are called convex (resp. concave) functions respec-
tively.

4Such notation dx should be distinguished from the d, — 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 A € R such that the restriction
of f to this neighborhood is A-concave (resp. A-convex), then f is called semi-concave (resp.
semi-convex). We denote SCC(X;R) 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(-) : [0,00) — X with z(0) = z5. We say that
v € Tan,, is the right derivative of the curve z(t) at t = 0, denoted

_4

© dtli—os

if the following holds: For some (and therefore any) sequence of geodesic tangent vectors
v, € Tan] with corresponding geodesics {2, (-)};, such that v, — v € (Tan,,,d,,), we have

x7(0) : z(t) = v,

1
lim sup lim sup —d(z(€), z,,(¢)) = 0.

n—o0 e—0 €

Definition 2.3 (Differential). Suppose that f : X — R. Let 2y € Dom[f]. We define a map
dy, f : Tan,, — R as differential of f at z(, provided this map satisfies the following: for every

v € Tan,, and every curve z(-) : [0,00) = X with z(0) = z and % t:0+x(0) = v € Tan,,,
we have
d
dt

F(2(6) = (dug f) (v)-

Lemma 2.4 (Proposition 6.16 of [4]). Suppose that f : X +— R is locally Lipschitz and
semi-concave, then d, f is uniquely defined for each x € Dom|f].

t=0+

The following Lemma 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” X 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 x,,z,y,,y € X with lim, . d(z,,z) + d(y,,y) = 0, and ev-
ery u, €My, there exists a subsequence n(k) such that w,py = {unw)(t)}: as a unit speed
parametrized curve converge uniformly in t (as k — 0o0) to another unit speed parametrized
curve ug := {up(t)}s with ug Y.

Example 2.6. In Section 2.2 we will consider order-2 Wasserstein space (X := Py(R%), d).
This is a metrically complete geodesic CBB(0) space. It is non-locally compact but Condi-
tion 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(p,, p) + d(7,,7y) = 0 implies relative compactness
in order-2 Wasserstein metric topology in Py (R?*¢) of any sequence of optimal plans m,, €
TP (p,, ). By an explicit geodesic characterization result using maps from the m,s —

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(k) for some k € R. We also assume that it is a geodesic
metric space and metrically complete. Then for every y # x,

dydist, ) (v) < inf —(£,v),, Vo € Tan,.
( |sy>(v)_§1€r}Tg (€, v) v € Tan

If furthermore, Condition [2.5 holds, then
(dxdisty) (v) = 5ienﬂfg —(&,v)z, Vv € Tan,.

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 z — V. f 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 x € 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 — R
is locally Lipschitz and \-concave, and that any geodesic segment between x,y € X belongs
to Dom|[f]. Then

(1)
(2.5) (def)(v) >
(2)

fly) — flx) = 5d*(z,y)
d(z,y) ’

Yv ef?

(dof)(E) + (dyf)(n) = =Ad(2,y), VE i, nely.

In particular,

dist? dist?
Yy z _d? z
<d$7>(u) + (dy 5 )(U) > —d*(z,y), Yuenyvefy .

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. [J

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

(fw) — f@)vo

|DT f| := limsup
y—x

v d(z,y) ’
o (f@-rw)vo
D, f| = lim sup i) ,

yF

Duf| = ngljypw — |DF £V |D; {1,
Yy#T 7

Lemma 2.10. Let (X,d) € CBB(0). Suppose that f : X + R is locally Lipschitz and
semi-concave, then

(1) d.f is uniquely defined for each x € Dom][f];
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(2) the map v+ (d.f)(v) : Tan, — R is Lipschitz;
(3) Lipschitz constant of the map d,f is no bigger than |D,f|:

sup |(da:f) (u) — (d:c.f) (U)|
ustv d.(u,v)

u,v€Tany

< |D,fl;

(4) the following hold
sup ((duf)(€)) vO=DE S,

£€Tang,,
€lz=1

%ﬁ? ((dx(—f))(é)) VO =1|D;fl,

sup |d. f(§)] = [Daf].

£€Tang,

Proof. For the first three parts, see Proposition 6.16 of [4]. We only prove the fourth property.
Take y € X and let £ eff¥. First,

(@ f)(€) = Tim LE%en) = /(@)

t—0+ t
z—T d($,Z)

Hence sup(d, f)(€) < | D f]. Second, by (2.5)),
fly) = f(z) = 58z, y)

Ry(r,y) = < (dof ) (€) < sup(da f)(E).
() o (125 (€) < sup(de 1))
Hence, when |D; f| > 0,
lim sup Ry(z,y)> lim sup Ry(z,y) = |D} f].
=0 yd(y,z)<e =0 Lo d(y,z)<edn{y:f(¥)> f(z)}

However, when | D f| = 0, we cannot show that the set {y : d(y,z) < e}nN{y: f(y) > f(z)}
is non-empty for some € > 0 sufficiently small. But, we can still conclude the trivial inequality
D f| =0 < sup(d..f)(§) V0. [

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

sup (dof)(€) = [Vafls-
£€Tany,
‘glle
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

|Didist,| <1, |D_dist,| =1, Vz#uy.
In general, it can happen that |D;}dist,| < 1. In fact, if [D}dist,| = 1, then z is called y-

straight by Definition 8.10 of Alexander, Kapovitch and Petrunin [4], and denoted = € Str[y].

With additional assumption X € CBB, it is proved (e.g. Theorem 8.11 in [4]) that the set
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Str[y] is a dense G set for every y € X. Moreover, for every z € 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 — R is locally Lipschitz and semi-concave.
Let x € Dom|[f]. We define the gradient of f at x as an element V,f € Tan,, such that

(1) (dxf) (v) < (V.f,v)., for every v € Tan,;
2) (dof ) (Vaf) = [Vaf

Lemma 2.14 (Direction of steppest ascend). Let f : X — R be locally Lipschitz and semi-
concave. Then, for every x € X, there exists a unique gradient V, f € Tan,. Moreover, when

Ve fle >0,
(1) there exists a unique maximizer & of
§:= sup{(dwf)(f) : £ € Tan, with ||, = 1},

which is given by

Vaf
Vafla

€ Tan,.

(2)
Ve fle = sup {(dof)(€) : § € Tan, with |¢], = 1}.
Proof. See Section 13.E and Lemma 13.20 of [4]. O

Lemma 2.15 (Monotonicity of gradient on semi-concave functions). Let U : X — R be
semi-concave and locally Lipschitz, x,y € X, and v €ff¥ . Then (v,V,U), > (d,U)(v) and

(2.6) (v, V,U)y + (u, V,U), > —Xd(z,y), Vr,y € X,v ey, u efy, .

In Alexandrov spaces, the tangent cone can be singular. In particular, suppose u € Tan,,
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 € Tan, are called polar if
(u,w), + (v,w), >0, Vw € Tan,.
More generally, u € Tan, is called polar to a set V C Tan, if

(u,w), +sup{v,w), >0, VYw € Tan,.
veV

We denote the collection of such u as V°.
The explicit expression in the first variation Lemma gives us the following.
Lemma 2.17. Let x # y, then
(dydist,)(u) + (d.dist,)(v) <0,

for every u,v € Tan, 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 € Tan,, an extremal polar vector is
defined to be an element u* € Tan, which is polar to v and additionally satisfies

(U u), + (u*,u), = 0.

Lemma 2.19. For each u € Tan,, there exists a unique extremal polar u* € Tan,. In
particular, |u*|; < |ul,.

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

It follows from the above that, if Tan, and v € Tan, are such that £,(u,v) < 7/2 for
every v € Tan,, then the unique u* = o,.

Note that z — dist’(z) 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(k) with
keR).

Lemma 2.20. Let x # y and Condition [2.5 holds. Then
(1) V,dist, € (1¥)°.
(2) if we additionally assume that the set \¥:= {1} consists of a singleton EL then
V.dist, = (1%)* is the extremal polar to the 1Y.

Proof. V,dist, € (1%)° because of Lemma 2.7}
(Vodisty, ), > (d.disty)(n) = _éir%f (€M
S

If #¥= {1¥} is a singleton, then V,dist, is polar to the 1¥. Moreover, from the second
defining property of gradient, it follows that

V. dist, |? = —(V.,dist,, 1Y),
Hence it is the extremal polar. O

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 Tan,.

Lemma 2.21. Let u € Tan, be such that |u*|, > 0. Then

*

u *
sup —(u = — (U, —— )z = |u"|,.
geTa]iz (u, &)z ( ,|U*|x>x "2
l€la=1

That is, for every u € Tan, with |u|, =1 and |u*|, > 0,
sup L (u, &) = £,(u, ——) = arccos ( — |u*|$)
E|€"I‘anz IU*‘I
la=1

By Theorem 8.11 of [4], this assumption holds if 2 € Str[y]. Namely, | D} dist, | = 1.
29



Proof. First of all, by definition of polarity,

sup  —(u, &), < sup  (u',§)e < [ul[[€]r cos Ly(ut, §) < [uts
£eTang,|é|.=1 §€Tang, |¢|»=1

Second, by definition of extremal polar vector,

*

(N
— > I — ...
gETaInan?])gII:l (u,@x = <u, ‘u*’>w |u |z

O
In general, £, (u,u*) # m unless they becomes opposite.

Definition 2.22 (Opposite). We say that u,v € Tan, are opposite to each other (symboli-
cally written u + v = 0) in either of the following situations
(1) |ule = |v]e = 0;
(2) Lp(u,v) =m and |u|, = |v|,.
By definition, (u*,u), = —|u*|? always holds. If the u,u* are opposite, we also get the
extra property

(W u)e = —|ulz,  Jule = |u's.
Lemma 2.23 (Proposition 13.37 of [4]). For u,v € Tan, to be opposite is equivalent to
(u,w), + (v, w), =0 for every w € Tan,

Lemma 2.24. Let u € Tan,. Then the following are equivalent
(1) the u* and u are opposite.

(2) (u)" = u.

(3) |ule = |ule-
Proof. Suppose that u* and u are opposite, by Lemma taking w = u,
(2.7) lul? 4+ (u*, u), = 0.

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

(2.8) Jul; = =", u)e = |u"[3.
Suppose that |u|, = |u*|,. By definition of u*, holds. By the cosin law,
cos £ (u,u*) = —1.
Therefore u* and u are opposite. U

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 — R with f(z) € R. We
respectively denote super-, sub-gradients of f at x by 87 f, 8, f. These are subsets of Tan,
satisfying the following properties.
We say u € 8, f C Tan,, if there exists a modulus of continuity w, such that
fly) = flx) < sup  (w,v), +d(z,y)wa(d(z,y)), VyeX
ved(z,y) e
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If v € Tan, satisfies that, there exists modulus of continuity w, with

fly) = fla) = _inf  (u,0); +d(z,y)wud(z,y)), VyeX,
ved(z,y) iz

then we say u belongs to a strong super-gradient 8% f. It follows then 85" f C 8% f.
Analogously, we say u € 8, f C Tan,, if there exists a modulus of continuity w,, such that

fly) = f(z) = inf  (u,v), —d(z,y)wu(d(z,y)), VyeX.

o Ued(l‘,y) ﬁz

and v € 87" f C Tan,, if there exists a modulus of continuity w, with

fly)—flx)> sup (u,v), —d(z,y)w,(d(z,y)), VYyeX

ved(z,y) iz
It follows that 8" f C 0, f.
Lemma 2.26. Let f € Lip,.(X) N SCC(X), then
V.f €8y f.

Proof. This follows from (2.5)) and the first defining property of gradient of a semi-concave
function. 0

Lemma 2.27. Let f € SCC(X) N Lip,.(X) and x € X. Then
D} f| < inf {Juls : u € Bf f}.
Note that, by convention, inf over empty set is +oc.

Proof. Let u € 8] f. Then there exists a modulus of continuity w such that
T =) < up ), + wld(a,2) < ul, +w(d(@.2) vz X,
d($7 Z) nens
Therefore the conclusion follows. OJ

Lemma 2.28. Let z,y € X, x # y and Condition[2.5 holds. Then
(1)

(2.9) fu ruept}t c (n) = (9ytdist,).
(2)

(2.10) |Vadist,|o = [Dfdist,| = sup ((dydist,)(v)) V0= inf |wl|,
lvlo=1, wedT disty
veTany

= inf |wl,= inf |w|, < inf |u*|,.
we(ft¥)e wed T dist, ueNy

(3) V.dist, is a minimal element in 8} dist, (as well as a minimal element in 8% dist,)
in the sense that

V.dist, € 8fdist, and |V.dist)|, = inf |w|,.
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Proof. 1t follows from definitions that {u*: u ef¥} C ( 1Y )O.
Denote f := dist,, 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 dist,, by selecting a large enough
A € Ry which may depend on y, through the results in (2.5)) and Lemma we have that

F(2) = fl2) < (inf —(u,€),)d(z, 2) + ;‘d2(g;,z),

ueNy
< (dnf (0.€)d(m) + 5w, W etz ex

Hence (1¥)° € 827 f. Next, let w € 857 f, then in view of Lemma and the defining
inequalities of super-gradients of f at z,

(2.11) it (= (,€)2) = (daf)(€) < (W, VEER V2 EX

That is, w € ( 1Y )O. Hence 83" f C ( 1Y )O. Therefore, (2.9)) is verified.
Next, we prove (2.10)). First,
inf Jwl, < |Vofle < sup (dof)(v) V0 =D fl.
eyt s

[v|=1,
vETan,

In the above, the first inequality follows because of V,f € 83" 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 |V, f|, > 0. From Lemma [2.14]

Vaf
(|fo|x) |v|=1,
vETany
Second, in view of Lemma and (2.9), we have that
|IDffl < inf |w|, < inf |w|,= inf |w], < inf |u*],.
wed; f weddtf we(ft¥)e uef

Combine the above first and second points, we conclude that (2.10)) holds.
Finally, in view of Lemma and the identities in (2.10)), V,f € 85" f C 8] f exists as
a minimal element in 8, f (also in 837" f). O

Lemma 2.29. If the following minimax equality holds

(2.12) sup inf —(u,v), = inf sup —(u,v),.
lo|=1 u€ns UENT |o|=1
vETan, vETang

Then all quantities in (2.10]) are equal.

Proof. To show that (2.12) implies all quantities are equal in (2.10f), we notice

inf |u*|, = inf sup —(u,v), = sup inf —(u,v), = sup (d.dist,)(v).
uefy uENE  |uj=1 lo|=1 u€nz lv|=1
vETany vETany vETany

O

The inclusion relation (2.9) makes us wonder if the minimal element in 83" dist,, which
gives the gradient, can also be selected from the subset {u* : u €ff¥}. We have the following

result.
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Lemma 2.30. Let x,y € X, x # y and Condition hold. Then there exists a minimizer
ug €Y solving the minimization problem

’u3h7:ZJQEIU*H'

Assume that all the quantities in (2.10) are equal. Suppose furthermore that minimal element
in either 85t dist, or 8} dist, is unique, then

(2.13) V. dist, = ug.
Proof. We take a sequence u,, €ft¥ such that
Ao lenle = I, ol

By Condition [2.5] there exists another unit speed curve uy €1}¥ such that, up to selection
of a subsequence (still denoted using the n), the u,s 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,

lirrgiolgf—(un,wx = lim inf — cos L(tp,v) > —cos L(ug,v) = —(ug,v)s, Vv € Xl.

Therefore, by Lemma [2.21

lim inf lur |, = lim inf E}l‘l_pl —(Up, )y > \il|l—p1 —(ug, V), = |ug)e-
uegg vegg
Hence inf,cqv [u*], = |uf|.
By (2.9), the uj € 83" dist, C 87 dist,. If all quantities in are equal, then the ug is
a minimal element in 8" dist, as well as a minimal element in 8 dist,. Since the V ,dist, is
also a minimal element in 8; dist, and in 83" dist, (Lemma[2.28)), the uniqueness assumption

on minimal element implies (2.20)). O

Remark 2.31. Combining all the above results, we discover that differential d,dist, could
contain strictly more information than gradient V,dist,, when the z becomes a singular
point in the sense that |D[dist,| # 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 H f(z) := H(x,d,f).

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

(2.14) Wy = {1/1 € C*(R¥) : ¢ > 0,1 semi-concave, Optp > 0,Vk = 1,2, ..., K}.

We write

(215) ST i={f = f(2) == ¥(dist? (2),....dist], (1)), V€ X, € U, K €N},
(216) S :={g:=g(y) = —v(dist (y),....dist2 (y)), Var€X, ¢ € g, K €N},
If situation warrants, we may also write Sy and Sy to emphasize the underlying space X.

Lemma 2.32. Every function in ST is locally semi-concave in (X,d). Respectively, every

function in S~ s locally semi-convex.
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Proof. We only verify the claim regarding f € S, the other can be similarly proved.

Let z,z € X and z(t) be a unit speed connecting geodesic with z(0) = z and z(1) = 2.
Since X € CBB, t — distz(q:(t)) is semi-concave. That is, Dfdisti(:c(t)) < k for t almost
everywhere. We note that for a A-concave v,

K K
S (@y0)nmy <A mil? Y, ... k) € RE.
Q=1 i=1

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

2_: O (disty, (x(1)), ..., dist?, (x(t)) ) Didist;, (x(t))

+ Z Oy (dist? (x(t)), ..., dist} (x(t))) Didist?, (x(t)) Didist;, (x(t))

<k Z O (disty, (x(1)), . .. dist], (x())) + 4A Z | Dodist?, (x(t))*.

Hence f is locally semi-concave. We note that the D,dist,(z(¢)) has an explicit expression
given by the first variation formula. U

From Lemma [2.7, we have the following.
Lemma 2.33. Let f € 8T, then

(dyf)(v) =2 klenﬂfz kzakw(d.styl( 7). dist; (x))dist,, ()( = (&, v)z), Vo € Tan,.

.....

Let g € 57, then

(dyg)(w) = —(dy(—9)) (u)

K
=2 sup Y Oy (distfc1 (y), ... dist2 (y))distx,c (y) ((nk, u>y), Vu € Tan,,.

neENY® k=1
k=1,...K

We also introduce two slightly larger classes of test functions than the ST and S~. Let
R*> be countable infinite product space of R with the usual product topology. For r :=
(r1,..., Tk, ...) € R® we denote the usual sequence space norm |r|p for p € [1,+00], in
particular, |r|. 1= sup,ey |7x|- For a function ¢ : R*® — R, with dyyp € C(R>), we denote
Vi = (01, ..., 0k, ...). Let
(217) W= {¢ 1, O, By € C(R™),

@ZJK = ZZJK(Tl,...,TK) = ’l/](’l"l,...,’l“K,0,0,...) € \IIK,
and sup (|V@/J(r)|l1 + |V¢(r)|lz) < 400,YC € Ry,

TEROO7‘T|ZOO <C

and klim U(ry,...,1,0,0,...) = w(rl,...,rk,rk+1,...)},
—00
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we write
(2.18) ST = {f = f(2) = (dist, (2), ... dist) (z),...),

Yy, € X with supdist,, (yx) < 00,9 € \Il},
k

(2.19) %= {g = gy) == —¢(dist?, (y), ... dist], (1), ),
Vg, € X with supdist,, (zx) < 00,9 € \I’}
k

Remark 2.34. The conclusions of Lemma can be extended for f € ST and g € S
as well.

2.2. First order calculus in Wasserstein space of probability measures. Next, we
study a situation where X := Po(R?) is the space of probability measures over R? 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 (Py(R%),d) € CBB(0), and it is a geodesic and complete separable
metric space. Moreover, tangent cone Tan, 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 st :
RHE — (R?)! be a projection
J

gt (L w) = (Tiyy Tigs - Ty, Y € R
For p,v € Po(R?) and m € Po(R??),
(1) T(p, ) = {p € P(R¥) : whpu = p, n%p = 7 };
(2) T(p,7) := {p € P(R¥) : d*(p,7) = faza |7 — y[Ppa(dz, dy) };
(3) T (m,y) = {p € P(R¥) : 7Py = m, w*n € T (whym, ) )

Throughout this section, we write a regular conditional probability decomposition (also
known as slicing measure decomposition) for any « € P(R? x R?) with 7l = p as

7 (dx, dy) = w(dy|z)p(dx).

In the mass transport context, we write grad,f for gradient of a semi-concave function f
instead of V, f because the notation V¢ is reserved for gradient of a function on Euclidean
space ¢ : RY — R.

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

We define

G(p) :== {1/ = v(dz,d¢) € Po(R*), : myv = p, (7', 7+ en?)yr € T(p,v),

for some v € X, e > 0}.
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For each v; € Py(R?) with TV = p, i = 1,2, we define a metric

(2.20) d, (1, v2) = int { /de € — 2M (da; de, dn) : M € Py(R*)
T M = v, 7w M =},

and a scalar product

(2.21) (v1,vs), = max {/ (€ - )M (du; d€, dy) = M € Py(R>),

R x R4 xR?
1,2 1,2
M = vy, mP M = vy},

In particular, when v; = vy =: v, the above maximum is attained at
M (dz; d€, dn) = 5§(d77)v(dx, d¢);
and
VI = ), = [ 16Pv(da, dS).
We now define

Tan, := G(p)dp("% Tan := | | Tan,.
peX

Lemma 2.35 (Proposition 12.4.2 of [3], Theorem 4.12 of [55]). The tangent space (Tan,,d,)
defined above coincides (up to isometry) with the tangent cone introduced in abstract Alexan-
drov metric space setting at the beginning of Section@ 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 p € X, we
denote

Py(R??), = {l/ = v(dz,d§) € Po(R*) : mhw = p},
D2 (11, 1) = /R ¢ (vi([2), val[2) ) p(da), Vo, € Po(RX),

where the v;(-|x)s are the disintegrations of the v;s with respect to p(dz) —i.e. v;(dz,d§) =
vi(d¢|x)p(dz). Tt follows then

Tan, C Po(R*), C Po(R*™).
Lemma 2.36 (Proposition 12.4.6 of 3] or Proposition 4.2 in [55]). We have
dp(yv l-‘l’) = Dp(’/v I-‘l’)a \V/V, K € P?(RQd),D'

Lemma 2.37 (Theorem 4.5. in [55]). For each p € Po(R?), the (P2(R??),,D,) is a complete
metric space.

Definition 2.38. For any ¢ € R and p, v € P»(R?*?),, we define
tepo=(r i) e,
pov:={(@" 7 +71°)uM:3IM € Py(R*), )’ M = p,m;’ M = v},

Lemma 2.39 (Proposition 4.25 of [55]). For p,v € Tan,, we have p & v C Tan,,.
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Lemma 2.40 (Proposition 4.27 of [55]). For every a > 0 and p,v,v; € Po(R*), with
1=1,2,3, we have

<a'V7l'l’>P: <V,Oé'[,l,>p :a<V7M>P7
(V1,v3), + (V2,v3), = max(V, @ Vs, V3)),

where the max is over the set v D vs.

Lemma 2.41. Let v € Tan,. Then

(1) (=1)-v € Tan, is polar to v (Definition [2.16]).
@) (=D -, =¥,

Proof. The fact that (—1)-v € Tan, was proved in Proposition 4.29 of [55]. Take p € Tan,,
then

v, 1) +((=1) - v, p),
> max {66+ 6 &)M(dnidé, dg, dg))

MeP,(R4)
W;ZM:}L,W:L’BM:V

1,4
Ty M=(-1)v

- max {/]R3d (51 RSRESE (—52)>M(d95;d§1,d52)}

McPs(R3?),
7T;1¢E'2M=[L,7T;3M:V

= 0.

In the above, the inequality follows from ([2.21)), the equality follows from the definition
(—=1)-v.

Therefore, (—1) - v and v are polar.

|(=1) - v||, = ||lv]|, follows from definition. O

In general, (v)* # (—1) - v in the sense of Definition [2.18 Otherwise, with the property
1(=1) - v||, = ||v]|,, the two tangent elements become opposite (Lemma [2.24). However, as
Remark 4.28 in Gigli [55] pointed out,

D vy i (6 €)M (dr;dey d),
ﬂ#QMZV,W;ZSM:/L
o= max [ (6 €)M d: dey, dsy)

1,2 1,3
T MZV,TK'# M=p

The above two quantities are not the same for a generic g € Tan,( Lemma [2.23)).

Lemma 2.42 (Proposition 4.25 of [55]). For everyv, p € Tan,, v@p € Tan, andt-v € Tan,
forallt e R,.

Lemma 2.43. Let v € Tan,. Then its extremal polar is given by

(v)*(dx, dv) = d_yz)(dv)p(dx), where v(z) = /Rd wy(dw|z).
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Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 12.4.4 in [3] that v* € Tan,. Therefore, conclusion of the
lemma follows from two more observations. One, we always have

o), + W2 = [ w( = v@)vldef)pdn) + [ o@)Pod)

= [ (=@ + o)) pdz) = 0.

Two, let pu € Tan,, we define a 3-variable probability measure using conditional indepen-
dence:

M (dz; dv, du) = v(dv|z)pu(du|z)p(dr) = v(dv|z)p(dz, du) € Py(R3?).
Then 7r3¢’2M =v and 71'343M = p, and
W)+ W'y 2 [ vuM(deydv.du) = [ o(@)up(de, du

= [ (L o) upste,d) — [ ofaups(az, du) = 0

2.2.3. Differentials and gradients.

Lemma 2.44. Let f be as in (L.11):
f((T) = ¢(<‘;0170>a SRR <‘:0K70>)7 V%’ € Cl(Rd)’¢ € Cz(RK)

Then
grad, f = v(dz,du) := 5V§i(m)(du)p(dx),
where the
of K
5, > ok, p), - - (@K, P)) Pk
P k=1

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

of
2d (

v - V$—)u(dx, dv), Vp € Tan,.

() w) = [ 5

R

Consequently,

ey = [, (0 Vo5 @)t dv) = (d,1) (), Vo € T,

In particular,
2 _
Iwig= /v

Next, following Chapter 12.4 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3|, we define a concept of
exponential map at least on G(p), 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
exp,(v) == {(x' +7)yr}, W eEG(),
and for every v € X,
exp, ! (7) = {v € Glp) 17 = exp,(v) } = {v € Glp) : (', 7" +7°) v € TP (p,7) .

From abstract results in Lemma m we see that gradpdisti € Tan, 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.
1 2 1 . Fopt as,Jr ld 2
{(7T ATT =T ) )pp i € (p,'y)} C 9, (5 |stv>,
8,— 1 .
{5 = ) p e T (0, )} € 857 (= Jdist?).

Next, noting d(p,7)- )= exp;l(v), we consider a minimization problem

si=inf { "l : 1 € exp; ()}
For every w € T'°P*(p, v), making a change of variable
2

(2.22) wo= (771, (% — 71'1))#71' € exp,'(y) C Tan,.

By Lemma [2.43}

W= b (d)plda), o) i= [ vpldola) = ([ ymldyla)) - a.

Consequently,
s=min{ [ | [ ym(dyla) — aPpldo) s m e TP (p,0)}
Re JRA

= min { /d lv]?dp : (p,v) given as above}.
R

Following Definition [2.13] gradient of every semi-concave locally Lipschitz function f is
well defined. In such mass transport situation, we use grad,, f for such notation, to distinguish
the V notation which could appear as in V,p. 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 € ST US>,

Lemma 2.47 (Identification of Gradient). It holds that

1 1
(2.23) 5= ‘D;Qd.sti = llgrad, S dist?],

1 1
_ inf {||u||p e a;zdisti} — inf {||u||p e 82’+2dist§}.
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Moreover, there exists g € T°P*(p,~y) which is the unique minimizer
(2.24) L1 [ ymoldyla) = ofp(da)
_ min{/d !/ ym(dy|z) — x?p(dx) - m € T (p, )},

and the above quantity equal to s*. From my we define py according to - then

grad, (5017 = (p1g)" = -y (@0)p(de), wo(a) = [ vpag(dfo).

Proof. By Theorem 10.4.12 of [3] and Lemma for identification of v* below, we have
that

2
= s’ = inf [V \
vet)

‘D* dlst

and that the minimizer 7y in (2.24) is unique. Therefore, identity (2.23)) holds because of

Lemma 2.28[
By Theorem 10.3.11 of [3], minimal selection of Bjédisti is unique . Hence, by Lemma|2.30],

1. .
gradpidlst?/ = Wp-
O

2.2.4. Simple smooth test functions. We recall the deﬁnition of several classes of simple

smooth test functions ST in - and ST in - We adapted them to

the Wasserstein situation, in partlcular
(2.25) St 5 = flp) = (dist?, (p), ..., dist2, (p)),
(2.26) 8”3 g:=g(7) = —(dist) (), dist}, (7).

By the semi-concavity and local Lipschitzness of f (Lemma E d,f is well defined, and
p = grad, f exists uniquely in Tan, (Lemma [2.14] E We identify these quantities expllcltly
next.

Lemma 2.48. Let f € ST as in (2.25)), or more generally f € ST°° which can be considered
notation-wise as K := +o00. We denote

(2.27) ag = ar(p; V1, VE) = 0kw<dist31(p), . ,distfm (p)) > 0.
Then (allowing the case K = 4+00)

K

d,f)(v) = inf / (X e —ye) - 0) M(de, dy, ..., dys; dv
(d,f)(w) U SRR SN O DLTCEST) (dz,dyy, ..., dyi; dv)
L MErePt (o) h=1,... K
P M=y
6Note that, in the notations of that lemma, inf,cqv [u*] = |Dfdist,|, implying equalities for all the

quantities.
"Note 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 v € Tan,. In particular,
2.28 d,dist?)(v) =2 inf —(u,v),), YvedGp).
(2.28) (d,dist?) (v) o (= (mv)) ()

Proof. We look at the case of f € ST first. Apply Lemma to the special case of
Wasserstein space, and take into account of results in Lemmas and [2.40| then
K

(d,)w)=2 inf > —a(m.v),
Br€exp, (Vi) p—1
k=1,2,.. K

=2 11’l£ - Sup<@§:1ak * M V>P7 ’

=2 inf —(u,v), Vv € Tan,.

HED_y aug-puy,

This gives the conclusion.
The general case of f € ST (by taking K = oo in the above expressions) follows from
Remark [2.34] O

To help with presentation, we also introduce notation for a particular type of optimal
multi-plans.

Definition 2.49. Let p, v, € Po(R?), k= 1,2,..., K where the K € NU{+o00}. We denote
L (piv1, ..., YK) = {M = M (dz;dy,, . ..,dyk) € Py (R(1+K)d> such that

ﬂ_;l“rkMeFOpt(p’fyk)’ k:l,...,K}-

For the f € ST, and M € T°""(p; 1, ...,7k), we write
(2.29) VM (dz, dP) := /

(Y1, yrc ) ERKA 621?:1 QO"f(x_yk)(

where the ays are defined according to (2.27)). In the case of f € ST (K = +00), at least

when sup, d(7x, p) < oo, by those uniform summability requirements on Vi(r) € I N>

zh(;ick élere again in the definition of test functions ¥ in (2.17), v} € Po(R? x R?) is well
efined.

Lemma 2.50. For f € S*, v} € 857 f.

Remark 2.51. Using d(—f) = —df, we have that for every ¢ € S~ as in (2.26) and for
every v € Tan, X,

K

d v)=2 su / rr—y) - v)M(dy,dxq, ..., drg;dv),

(d29) () et im0 Bk ) o) My s )
w g T METP (v, pp) k=1, K

1,K+2 55
T M=v

dP)M (dx,dy,, . .., dyk),

where the
(2.30) B = B3 prs - pic) = Ot (dist2, (7). ... dist?, (7)) > 0.

In the same way, the above expression also holds (by setting K = +o0) for g € S7°.
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For the g € 8~ as in (2.25) and M € T°P*(v; p1, ..., px), we write
(2.31) vM(dy, dP) := / (AP)M (dy, dzy,. .., der),

(21, 21 ) ERED 62::1 Br2(zr—y)

where the (s are defined according to (2.30). It follows then VéVI € 077 g. Analogous
expression and result also hold for g € S by setting K = +o0.

We also have the following

Lemma 2.52. In the context of Lemma let mo . € T°PY(p, i) denote the unique mini-
mizer (Lemma(2.47) of

(2:32) sti= [ 1] ymondyle) — xfp(de)
R4 R4
_ 2 . opt
= mf{/Rd \ /Rd ym(dy|x) — z|*p(dx) : ™ € TP(p, fyk)}
We define
vg(x) = /Rd(y —x)mo(dylx), k=1,2,....
where the ags are defined as in (2.27). Then

(2.33) grad,f =9_ Z£<:1Qowk(gﬁ)(du)p(dx), VfeSt.
Proof. For convenience, we denote
K
(2.34) vo(de, du) == 0y, @) (du)p(de), us(x):= = 2o04(x).
k=1
Then

K
voll, < 3 20 /]R log[2dp < oo.
k=1

By Lemma for every v € Tan,,

(d,f)(v) =2 inf /R - ((éak(x — ) - v) dM

MeP,(RUE+2)4)
" HIMEToP (o),

AR,
K
< Z/Rd <v- <k§1ak /Rd(x - yk)ﬂ'ovk(dykm)))u(dx,dv)
= (v, V)p-

Next, we show that (d,f)(vo) = [[voll?.
Let smooth vector field £ = &(x) € CHR%RY). We consider the following continuity
equation in a weak (Schwartz distributional) solution sense:
0,0 + div,(c€) =0, VY(t,z) € (0,1) x R?,
a(0) = p.

8We could use Lemma 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 ¢ := ¢ (t) := o(t, dx) where the curve
[0,7] 3t o(t) € P2(RY) is continuous in ¢ € [0, 7] for any T > 0. Moreover, by a special
property of the Wasserstein space (Proposition 7.3.6 of [3]),

dist?, (o(0)) = (=2) [ | (v~ 2)(@)m(de,dy), Vm € T (p, %),

R2d

dt
Writing v4(dz, dv) := d¢(z)(dv)p(dzx), then we arrive in particular

(dpist2 ) (v) = (=2) [ &) ( [ = o)morldyla))plda) = (-2) [ (€(@) - vula)) pld).

Using Lipschitz continuity of v +— (d,dist,, )(v) in Tan, (see Lemma [2.10)), we approximate
the vg in (2.34) by those vs (equivalently, approximate the u; by &s), giving

(dpdist?yk)(uo) = (-2) /Rd (uf(x) : vk(a:))p(d:z:), where  us(z) == — kz_: 205 ()

Consequently,

t=0+

K

(@) o) =3 (a2, o) = [ (- (5 (~200m) Yo = [ o = ol

k=1 k=1
U

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

(2.35)
L2
LY, = L% (RERY) :={V,p: 0 € CRY)} ¥ C L2 := L2(R%RY),  Vp € Py(RY).
Note that the L2V7 , should be thought of as equivalent class of functions especially when the p

becomes singular (e.g. without full support on R? or becomes non-diffusive on R? etc etc...)
This LQV , 1s a special linear subspace of the cone structure Tan,,.

Lemma 2.53. Let p € Py(R?Y). For every v € L2(R%RY), there is a unique I1,(v) € LY,
such that

/]Rd (U — Hp(v)) (Vgp)dp =0, Ve COXRY.
In addition, the map of I1, : v — I1,(v) is a linear projection operator in L%(Rd; R%).
Proof. This is a restatement of Lemma 8.4.2 in [3]. See also Lemma D.49 of [46]. O

The above result implies a probabilistic representation of the II, as follow. Let X be a
random variable defined in some ambient probability space (€2, F, P) such that its probability
distribution is equal to p. That is, P(X € dz) = p(dz). We have F[|X|*] < co. Let sub-
sigma field

g .= O'{VQO(X) Vo € Cfo(Rd)} C F.
Then the following conditional expectation representation holds

(2.36) 1,(v)(X) = Ep(X)|G], as.

More generally, we introduce the next concept.
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Definition 2.54 (Barrycentric projection). For each p := p(dz, dv) € Pi(R?*?) admitting
the disintegration p(dz,dv) = u(dv|x)p(dz), we denote its Barrycentric projection (with
respect to the first marginal p := 71';# W) as

(Bu)(w) = /d vp(dv|z), for p - a.e. in x € R
R
In the above, the disintegration is chosen so that (Bu) is measurable in .
It follows from Lemma [2.52 then
(Bgradpf) (z) = uy(x), VfeS", with the us given by (2.34).

Lemma 2.55. For every p € Py(R?), B(Tan,) = L3 ,. That is, the LY, is image of
Tan, through barycentric projection. In particular, when p(dx) = p(x)dz admits a Lebesque
density, the LQV’p and Tan, are identical up to an isometry.

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

Lemma 2.56. Suppose that L : R xR? — R, and that v — L(x,v) is lower-semicontinuous
and convex for each x € R? fized. Let p € Po(R?) and v :=v(z) € L2(R%RY). Then

/Rdx]Rd L(:E,Hp<v)($)>0(dw) < /Rdx]Rd L(:L‘,’U(:E))p(d;p)_

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

Lemma 2.57. Let H be defined as in (1.25), and L by (1.39) and (1.40). For every p :=
p(dz,dP) =: p(dP|z)p(dz) € Tan, C P2(R*), we have

/Rd H (x, (Bu)(:x); p)p(dm) < sup {(u, v),—Lv):ve Tanp}
</ (x, P; p)p(dz; dP).

In particular, if p(dP|x) := 6y@) (dP) for some measurable function u, then all the above
inequalities become equalities.

Proof. We denote, for every v, u € Tan,,
I[p, V] :=sup { /de (U -P— [U’V>M(dx; dP,dv): M € Pg(]Rgd),W;gzM = [,L,?T;;?’M = V},
I[p) := sup I[p,v] = sup ((u,v>p—L(u)).
veTan, veTan,

Then
Ip,v] < sup{/R3 H(x, P; p) M (dx;dP,dv) : M € PQ(RM),W;;zM = u,W;?’M = 1/}

—/ H(z, P; p)u(dz; dP).

To finish the proof, we only need to show that

(2:37) Ilul > [ H(z, (Bu)(@); p)o(da).



For every ¢ € C>(R?), we take v (dz,dv) := dv,,(dv)p(dr). Then by Chapter 4.4 of
Gigli [55] or Theorem 12.4.4 of [3], v, € Tan,. Consequently, we have

Ilu] > sup I[p,v,|= sup {/R?d (P Vg — [U,V(x,V<p(a;))>u(dx,dP)}

peCe (RY) peC (RY)

= s { [ (Br)@) Vo~ Lo (2, 99(@)) ) oln)}.

peCe (RY)

On the other hand, for each € > 0, there exits measurable function wu, := u.(z) such that
H(z, (Bu)(x);p) < €+ (Bu)(2)uc(r) — Luy (2, ul@); p).
We recall the space L2V7 , defined in (2.35), and the projection operator II, in Lemma .

By Lemma , Bp € LQV’ ,- In view of Lemma
[, ((Bw)@ue) = Luy (2, ucw)s ) )l

< /Rd ((Bu)(aﬁ)ﬂp(ue)(az) ~Lyv (x,Hp<u6)<x>;p))p(dx)_
Combine the last three inequalities, we arrive at ([2.37)). ]

2.2.6. Projection of P2(R??), onto tangent cone Tan,. We take some results from Section 6
of Gigli’s thesis [55].

Lemma 2.58. Let m € Py(R*),. Then there exists a unique p, € Tan,X which is a
minimizer in the following sense

Dy(m,p,) = int  Dy(m, ).

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

Definition 2.59 (Projection onto the tangent space). We call the above 1, the projection
of m onto the tangent space Tan,X, and denote it as &Z,m = p,,.

Lemma 2.60. For each m := m(dz; d§) € P»(R?%), there is a unique o = o (dx;d¢, dv) €
Po(R3) such that

(2.38) D,(m, Z,m) = ( /(

x,&,v)ER3

€ — v|*o(dz; dE, dv)) 1/2.

Moreover, such o is given by a map in the following sense: there exists a Borel map p :=
po(x,€) : RT x R = R? such that

o (dx; dE, dv) = dp.e) (dv)m(dz, dE).
Proof. This is an adaptation of Proposition 4.32 in [55]. O
Lemma 2.61. Given p = p(dz) € X = Py(R?), p := p(dr,dP) € Tan,X and m :=
m(dz;d§) € Pa(RY),. Let o := o(dw;dE, dv) € Po(R3?) be the lifted probability measure of
m uniquely defined in Lemma [2.60, Then for any T := 7(dz;d¢,dv,dP) € Pa(R) (which
is a further lift of the o) satisfying
(1) 7@’2’37’ =0,

(2) 7@’47' = p € Tan,X,
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it holds that
(2.39) / (€ - P)r(de; d€, dv, dP) = / (v- P)r(da; d€, dv, dP).
R4d R4d
Proof. This is an adaptation of Proposition 4.33 in [55]. O

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 functionsh 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 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 H The following results offer a key step for
relating these two statements — see the proof of Lemma [8.2]

Lemma 2.62. Let p.,7. € Po(RY), € >0, and f := f,,. ... € ST be a simple function
as defined in (2.25)) with K = 400 (see also the general notations in (2.18))). Suppose that
Pe s a local maximizer of

d*(p, e
(2.40) prs ~ S0 gy
and that p := p(dr,dy) € T°P(pe,v.). Then for every N := N (dz,dy;dy,...,dyx) €

Po(REH2D) which is a lz’ft of the p in the sense that
(2.41) W;E’QN =, and ﬂ#kHN e I (pe, ), fork=1,...

we have
r—y
€

=2 Z ar(pe; 71y - - - ,ny)(yk — 9:), IN- almost everywhere,
k

with the ay == ag(pe; 71, - -, Vi)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 = oo (i.e. countable ays), as long
as we have an extra property

o0
sup » az(p;v,...) < 0o,
P k=1

9Such special notion can be generally different than the notion of gradient defined using Alexandrov space
analysis techniques.
10Gych subtleties were already noted in numerous statements and formulation of concepts and theorems
in [3].
HThe collection of such N is non-empty, since we can at least use conditionally independent random
variables to construct such coupling.
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where the sup, above is over metric-balls of arbitrary but finite radius in X := Py (RY).

Proof. The maximizing property in ([2.40|) implies that
(2.42) (dp.f) () = (d ( dist,
' pe =\ 2e

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

))(u), Vv € Tan, X.

K
(2.43) /R(M)d (2> anle = yr) - &,y v1, - yk) )N (d, dy, dys, ..., dyxc)
k=1
— T
Z ((y ) 'é-(I)yayla"'7yK>>N(dx7dy7dyl)'"7dyK)7
R(K+2)d €

VE = E(x,y, 01, yk) € CX(REHOL RY),

Next, by arbitrariness of the &, the above inequality holds with & replaced by —¢& as well.
Hence the inequality is indeed an equality, giving

€

K
y—x
/R<K+2>d ((kalak(‘x - yk) - ) 'g(‘r7y7y17 <. 7yK))N<dx7dy7dy17 R 7dyK) =0.

Consequently

/R(K+2)d

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

o~

N (dz,dy,dy, . ..,dyg;dE,dP)
= Setaaneno) (AE)05s (o (PIN (dady, dy, ... dyic) € Po(RU).
Its projection into the (x,&)-variable gives
m = m(dz, df) = (r" TN N)(da, dg) € Po(R*),, C Py(R™).

In general m ¢ Tan, X, but we may consider its projection to the tangent cone as given by

Definition 2.59t

K — 2
(ZZak(a: —Yr) — yT’ N(dz,dy,dy, . ..,dyx) =0,
k=1

(2.44) v :=v, (dr,dv) = £, m e Tan, X.
We also introduce notations for other projected marginal measures
(2.45) p = p(dr,dP) == 7" N,

and

l'l'k(d'rudp) :/ 5$*yk(dP)N<dx7dy177dyK)
Since W;;kHN € TP (p,vx) (see (2.41))), by the first part of Lemma , we have

= (—1) - / 8p—o(dP)N(dz, dyy, . .., dyx) € Tan, X.
Y1 YK

.....
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Consequently, by Lemmas [2.39, [2.41| and [2.42]

pE B (ozk . uk) C Tan, X.

Second, we identify structure of the v in (2.44)) more explicitly. By Lemma [2.60, there
exists a Borel map p :=p,_(z,£) : R? x R? — R? such that

o (dx; d§, dv) == Op(ze) (dv)m(da, d§).

We also have 7@1#’30' = P, m = v. With such p, we further lift the N by attaching one more
variable v:

ﬁ(dm, dy, dyy, . ..,dyg;d&, dP, dv) == 5p(m75)(dv)]/\\f(dx, dy, dyy, . . .,dyg;dE, dP)
€ PQ(R(5+K)d).

Let

Me = Me(d'xa dy17 s 7dyK7 d’l)) = W#?”“.’K+27K+5j\\r.
Then
(2.46) " M = 1PN e T (o, ), k=1.2,... K,
and
(2.47) W;QKHMG = W#K+5N = W;?’a' =v.

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 (2, 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

T = 1(dz;dE, dv, dP) == m OO N
then
7r71§;2’37' =0, 7r71%’4‘r = p € Tan, X.

where the p is defined in (2.45)). By Lemma [2.61] the following holds
/ (€ - P)r(de; d€, dv, dP) = / (v - P)r(da; d€, dv, dP).
R4d R4d
Next, we note that, on one hand,

—
—

/4d(P )7 (dr; €, dv, dP) = / (P - v)N(da,dy, dy,, . . ., dyx; d€, dP, dv)
R

R(G+EK)d

RE+K)d

K
= (2Zak(:c—yk) ~v)M€(dx,dy1,...,dyK,dv).
k=1
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L*(Q, F,P)

[1]

Rd
Po(RY) Pe Ve N - VK TLMTLP TLO

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 (€, F,P) := ([0, 1], By}, Leb) and random vari-
ables = := ¢ (X, Yo, Y1,...,Yk), P:=>, ap(Xc—Yy) and V := p(X,Z). The

measure N is the joint distribution of (X, Y, Yy, ..., Yk, =, P, V), which can
be viewed as a “section” in the graph.

On the other hand,
[P ©)7(da;dg, dv,aP)
R4d

= [ (P ON(da, dy,dys....dyics S, dP, dv)

K

= /R(2+K)d (2kglak(x - yk) : g(xvya Tiyenn ,[L’K))N(dl', dya dyh CIE adyK>
Consequently
K
(2.48) /R(2+K)d (2 Z ap(r — yg) - ’U)Me(da?, dxy, ..., drg,dv)

RE+K)d ( Zak T — yk 5(3373/7%7 B 7yK))N(dx7dy7dy17 s 7d3/K)

In fourth step, we have

K
(dp‘ f) (V) - Mepzl(%(fKH)d) /]R(K+2)d 2(}; Ozk(CL’ o yk) ' U)M(d:c, dyl’ U ’dyK; dv)’
ﬂ;kJrlMEFOpt(pe,'y;c),k:l ..... K
#K“M:u

/R(K+2)d (Zak $_yk’ ) E(dmadylv'--adyl(;dv)

_/(2+K)d ZOék x_yk £(x7y7y177yK>)N(dx7dy7dy17udyK>
k=1
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In the above, the first equality follows from by Lemma the first inequality follows from
and , and the last equality follows from .

In the fifth step, invoking (or Remark and proceed with similar derivations
as the above four steps, we conclude the following. For the v constructed in , in view

of (2.28) and (2.21]), we have
dist? y—x
(dps( — 7))(1/) = sup /]R3d << ) -v)M(dx,dy;dv)

2e P MEr (5,0
ﬂ';’SM:V

— X
= (Cyfz)'f(x,y,yh...,yK)>JV(dx,dy,dyh‘~~adyK)'

T JR(K+2)d

In the sixth step, we combine estimates in the fourth and fifth steps with (2.42)) to conclude
(2.43). 0J

In a similar way, we can prove the following.

Lemma 2.64. Let p.,. € P2(R?), € >0, and g := g,y p,... € ST be the simple function

defined in (2.26]) with K = 400 (see (2.19)) for more general situation). Suppose that 7 is a
local mazximizer of

(2.49) VHMW—yﬁﬂX

and that p := p(dr,dy) € T°P(p,v.). Then for any N = N(dz,dy;dzy,...,dxgk) €
Po(REF2D) which is a lift of the p in the sense that

W#zN = pu, and WikJ“zN eI (v, pp), k=1,..., K,
we have

(y — )

K
=2 Z Be(Ve; P15 - - -5 PK) (mk — y), N- almost everywhere.
k=1

where the By == Bk(Ve; p1, - - -, prc) are defined as in (2.30)).

Remark 2.65. In the above two lemmas, we used ST instead of just S*. This is because
that, using Borwein-Preiss smooth perturbed optimization principle (Lemma , we are
guaranteed to have extremal points p. in Lemma and 7, in Lemma for a large
sub-class of functions in S,

50



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. For such purpose, we develop abstract results concerning projection of viscosity
solutions through submetry maps. This is done in Sections and after we introduce
(generalized) notions of viscosity solution for equations in metric spaces in Section

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

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

(3.1) f—aHf <h,
(3:2) f

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) T € M(X:R); )

(2) for every (fo,g0) € H with supx(f — fo) < 0o, there ezists {x,}n=12,. C X satisfying

(3.3) Jim (f = fo) (@) = sup(f — fo)
and
(3.4) lim inf (7 —h— agg> (z,) <0.

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 (fo, go) € H with supx(f—fo) < 0o, and for every {z, }n=12.. C X satisfying

(3.3), we have (3.4)).

We call f a viscosity super-solution to (3.2)) in the sequential sense, if

(1) feMXR);
(2) for every (f1,91) € H with supx(fi1 — f) < oo, there ezists {z,}n=12,. C X satisfying

lim (f; — f)(zn) = SliP(fl - f)

n—oo -

and

lim inf (i —h— agl)(xn) > 0.

n—oo

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) € MO R); )

(2) for every (fo,g0) € H with supx(f — fo) < oo, there exists xo € X satisfying

(3.5) (? — fo)(zo) = Slip(f — fo)

and

(3.6) F(wo) = h(wo) < ago(wo).
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 (fo,g0) € H with supy(f — fo) < oo, and for every xy € X satisfying
(f = fo)(wo) = SI;P(Y — fo)

we have

f(zo) — h(zo) < ago(zo).
We call f a super-solution to (3.2)) in the point-wise definition sense, if

(1) f € M(X;R)
(2) for every (f1,01) € H with supx(fi1 — f) < oo, there exists x; € X satisfying

(fl - f)(ilfl) = Sl)l(p(fl - f)

and
f(x1) = h(z1) > agi(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 {x, },—12 . approximating
supremum or infimum, there is no guarantee that we can always find a point zy 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 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 (fo,90) € H and every C € R, the following sub-level is compact:
{reX: (fo - agg)(x) <(C}ccX

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that H C LSC(X;R) x USC(X;R), that h € C(X) and is bounded
from above, and that Condition [3.4) holds.

Then for every f € USC(X;R) 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 (fy, go) € H, there exists
{z,} € X such that

= i (7 = fo)(an) = sup(F = fo), - imeup (7 — h — ago) () <0

n—oo

Hence limsup,,_, . ( fo— agg) (x,) < limsup,,_,. h(x,) —c. By Condition , there exists
rg € X with (relabeliilg a sequence if necessary) limy, 00 Zn, = Zo.
In addition, since f € USC(X;R) and f; € LSC(X;R),

nhanolo(? — Jo)(xn) = Sl;(p(f — fo) = (f — fo)(zo)-

This further implies that

giving limy, o0 f(25) = f(20). Similarly, we can derive limsup,, ., fo(zs) < fo(zo), hence
lim,, o fo(xn) = fo(zo). Since go € USC(X;R) and h € C'(X),

flzo) — h(zo) = hgljogp (7(%) - h(xn)) < Oéligl_}Sng go(wn) < ago(wo).

That is, f is a sub-solution in the point-wise definition sense. 0
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In a similar vein, we can prove the following.

Condition 3.6. For every (f1,91) € H and every C € R, the following sup-level is compact
{z eX: (fl — agl)(x) >(C}ccX

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that H C USC(X;R) x LSC(X;R), that h € C(X) and is bounded
from below, and that Condition [3.4 holds.

Then for every f € LSC(X;R) 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 C LSC(X) x USC(X;R).

Condition 3.8. For each fy € D(H),

(1) there exists a sub-linear function 3 := Bs, : R+ R such that f < Bo fy;
(2) fo has compact finite sub-levels.

Lemma 3.9. Let f € USC(X;R) be a point-wise strong wviscosity sub-solution to (3.1)).
Suppose that f and H satisfies Condition . Then the f 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 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;R), fo € D(H) and zo € X satisfy (f—fo)(zo) = supx(f—fo).
We introduce a perturbation of the fo by

fo(z) = fo(x) + 0d*(z, z0), VO > 0.

Then the following properties hold:
(1) (f = fo)(zo) > (f = fo) () for every x # wo.
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(2) for every {x, o} C X satisfying
(3.7) lim (f — fo)(2n0) = Sup(f fo),

n—o0
we have lim,, o d(zy, 9, 29) = 0, and
nh_{go?(ﬂ?ne) = f(wo), dim fo(zne) = fo(xo).

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

(f = fo)(@o) = (f = fo)(xo) < Sup(f fo) = Jim (f = fo)(xn)

n—o0

= lim ((F = fo)(@ns) = 06 (0. 20))
< lim (f — fo)($n9)<SUP(f fo) = (f = fo) (o).

Consequently,
(f - fe)(xo)—sup(f fo) = Jim (f = fo)(wne) = lim (f — fo)(wnp) = (f = fo)(x0),
giving

lim 0d2(xn79, xg) = nhﬁnolo ((f — fo) (Tn ) — (? - fe)(xn,e)) =0.

n—oo

From the above, we also conclude that lim, ,oo(f — fo)(znse) = (f — fo)(xo). By lower
semicontinuity of f, and upper-semicontinuity of f, therefore we have

7(%) > hfln_)sogpf(xnﬁ) = hfln_?og-p ((7 - fO)(xnﬂ) + fO(xn,G))
> (f = fo)(xo) + folwo) = f(o).

The above also holds with lim sup,, replaced by liminf,. Hence we conclude. 0
Lemma 3.11. Let f € USC(X;R) be a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.1]) with h €

C(X). Suppose that for each (fo, g0) € H and every 6 € (0,6y) for some 0y > 0, there exists
go € H fp, such that in context of Lemma([3.10, for the lim,, o Tn9 — o, we have

(3.8) lim sup lim sup go(2,.0) < go(zo)

9—0+ n—oo

Then f is also a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution.
If, in addition, we assume that C’ondz’tz’oll holds, then for each fo € D(H) at least one
mazimizer xo € X in (f — fo)(xo) = supx(f — fo) is guaranteed to exist.

Proof. Let fo € D(H) and let zy € X be such that (f — fo)(z0) = supx(f — fo). We introduce
fo as in the previous lemma. By the defining property of sequential viscosity sub-solution,

there exists z,, 9 € X such that (3.7)) holds and that
lim sup ((? —h) - 0499)(%,9) <0.
n—0o0

By Lemma and (3.8)), then
(f — h) (zo) = limsup limsup(f — h)(z,6) < ago(zo).

9—0+ n—00
We conclude that f is a strong point-wise viscosity solution.

With Condition [3.4], the existence of maximizer zg is a consequence of Lemma 3.5 OJ
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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 A be an index set such that (fy,gx) € H for every A\ € A. For each z € X fixed,
considering A — fy(x) as a function of the A\, we define set of extremal parameters:

(3.9) Exlf (@)= {a€A: fule) = inf fu(2)} C A,

(3.10) EXIf(2)] = {a e AN: fu(xr) =sup fA(a:)} C A
AEA

Note that these sets can be empty in general.

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

Ho:=HU{(f,9): f = inf fr,g(x) :i= inf gx(x); where the (fr,9,) € H}.
AEA XEEL [f-(2)]

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

Hy:=HU{(f.g): f=sup fr,g(x) = sup g(a)}.
AEA AEEL[f.(2)]
Then f is also a strong point-wise super-solution with the operator H replaced by H,.

In the above, we follow the convention that inf over empty set is considered 400, and sup
over empty set is —oo.

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution property. The super-solution case is similar.
Let f :=infyep f) and zy € X be such that supy(f — f) = (f — f)(zo). Next, we verify
that

(f =h)(@wo) <a inf  gr(zo).
AeE; [f-(20)]

With the convention that inf over empty set is +00, we only need to prove the case when
Ex[f-(xo)] # 0. First, we note that

sup(f — f) = supsup(f — fo) = sup(f — fr), VAEX.
X XA X X
Second, for each \g € €, [f.(zo)] (that is, f,(x0) = f(xo) holds), the above implies that
(7 = o) = (F = P)aw) = sup(F = ) = sup(F — f).
By the point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution property,

(f = h)(0) < aga, (o).

By arbitrariness of the Ay within the set £, [f.(x¢)], we conclude. O
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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

n

X

T x

In such context, the natural projection map p : Y — X is a submetry (see Definition
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~!(z), 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~!(z). Thus we are lead to
consider perturbed test functions (e.g. Sections . 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 — X is a submetry (Definition [A.5]). We start with a pair of operators in Y:

Ho C M(Y;R) x M(Y;R), and H; € M(Y;R) x M(Y;R);
and consider respectively sub- super-solutions to

(3.11) f — aHof < ho,
(3.12) f— aHif > by

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

(3.13) f—aHyf < ho,
(3.14) S —aH f > h,

defined with a new set of Hamiltonians
(3.15) Hy € M(X;R) x M(X;R), and H; € M(X;R) x M(X;R).

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

Definition 3.14 (Inf- and sup- projections). Let p : Y = X be a submetry and §: Y — R .
The inf-projection of the § is a function on X defined by

(3.16) punef(2) := inf{f(y) : y € p~'(2)}.
Similarly, we define the sup-projection of the f by
(3.17) Psupf(z) == sup{f(y) : y € p'(2)}.
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Let p: Y = X be a submetry. For test functions fo(y) := 8d2(y,2) with 3 > 0,y,z € Y,
we have

pPuclol(z) = 8_inf  dy(y,2) = AdY(p" (), 2) = 5k (v, p(2)),

where the last equality follows from equi-distant property of metric foliation (see Lemmal|A.7)).
Similarly, for f,(z) := —3d2(y, z) with 8 > 0,y,z € Y, we have

paupf1 () = —Bdi (p(y), 7).
For general test functions, we have the following regularity result.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that § € LSC(Y; RU{+00}) and every finite sub-level set is compact,
then f := pmef € LSC(X; R U {+00}). Similarly, if f € USC(Y;R U {—o0}) with —f having
compact finite sub-levels, then f = pg,pf € USC(X;RU {—00}).

Proof. We prove the lower semicontinuity case. Let x,,zq € X be dx(x,, o) — 0. We only
need to show that liminf, ., f(x,) > f(zo) in the special case when left hand side is finite.

By the definition in (3.16]), there exists y, € p~'(z,) with f(z,) > f(y») — =. By the
compact finite sub-level assumption, up to selection of subsequence, there exists a yp € Y
with limy o dy (Yn(k), ¥0) = 0. By the equi-distant property of metric foliation induced by
the p (Lemma [A.7)), we also have lim,, dv(y,, p~(z)) = 0. Since the leaf p~!(z0) is closed,
we have yo € p~ (), giving

liminf f(z,) > lim inf f(y,) > §(y0) > f(z0).
O

3.2.1. Projected Hamiltonian operators and viscosity solutions - Multi-valued operators. We
recall the convention that inf over an empty set is 400, and sup over an empty set is —oc.

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 . and - in Subsection [3.1.4 u for every f: Y = R, z € X
and € > 0, we define

(3.18) B lfzal = {y € o7 (0) 1 f(y) — e < inf i},
(3.19) EXff;a) = {y €p(x) : f(y) + € > sup f}.

p~1i(z)

If f € LSC(Y;R), then E[f; ] is a closed set. Similarly, if f € USC(Y;R), then EX[f;z] is a
closed set. We define two multi-valued operators in X, through their graphs, by

(3.20) Hy = {(fv 9): f = pumtf, 9 = g.(x) = Su]? }g(y),V(f, g) € Ho, Ve > 0},
yeke [fz
(321) Hl = {(fa g) : f = psupfag = gﬁ(x) = yejg‘l’fﬁx]g(y)’v“’g) € Hl,VE > O}

Lemma 3.16. Let h; € M(Y) be bounded for i =0,1. Suppose that
(1) fe M(Y;R) is a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.11)),
(2) § is invariant over p~(x) for every x € X fized. That is,

(3.22) f(y) = constant =: f(x), Vy € p (x).
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Then Hy € M(X;R) x M(X;R) and the f € M(X;R) in is a sequential viscosity
sub-solution to (3.13) with the hy := psupho. Moreover, if the f € USC(Y;R) and the p is a
strong submetry (see Appendix , then f € USC(X;R).
Similarly, suppose that
(1) f € M(Y;R) is a sequential viscosity super-solution to (B-12).
(2) § is invariant over p~*(z) for every x € X fived:

§(y) = constant =: f(z), Vye€p '(z).

Then Hy C M(X;R) x M(X;R) and the f € M(X;R) is a sequential viscosity super-solution
to (3.14) with the hy := pingh1. Moreover, if the f € LSC(Y; R) and the p is a strong submetry,
then f € LSC(X;R).

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution case. The super-solution case is similar.

Let € > 0 and (f,g) € Hy be such that f = pwef and g(z) = g.(¥) = sup,cp-ji..y 9(y)
with the (f, g) € Ho. Since the | is a sequential viscosity sub-solution to (3.11]), there exists
Yn = y-® € Y such that

(3.23) M (7 = £)(yn) = sup(F — ),
(3.24) lim sup(f — ho — ag)(ya) < 0.

We define z,, := 2% := p(y,) € X. Then

sup(fF—f) =sup sup (f(y) — f(v)) = sup (f(x) — (Puf)(x)) = sup(f — f),

Y zeX yep—1(z) zeX X

and

erlpG— f) = lim (F = )(ya) < lim (f = f)(zn),

n—o0 n—oo

implying lim,_.o(f — f)(x,) = supx(f — f). Moreover, because of (3.23)), for the ¢ > 0,
there exists N := N(e) large enough so that, for n > N, we have

Flaa) = om) = (= P)om) = sup(F—) -

> sup (F—f) —e= f(x,) — inf §f—e

p~t(an) P~ (@)

Therefore y,, € E[f; x,]. Consequently, (3.24) gives

lim sup (7(35") — ho(z,) — age(a;n)> < lizrisolip(f —bo—ag)(y,) <0.

n—oo

Now we put the additional assumptions that the f € USC(Y;R) and that the p : Y — X
is a strong submetry. Let x,, 1o € X be dx(z,,,¢) — 0. Take a yo € p~ (), by the 2-point
lifting property (Lemma [A.9)), there exists y,, € Y with dy(y,, yo) = dx(z,, zo). Hence

lim sup f(z,) = limsupf(ya) < f(yo) = (o).
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One can view H; as projected operators from the H;s, 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 Hy and H; as follow. H First, we
define domains of the operators

(3.25)  D(Ho):={f =puwf: I € D(Ho)}, D(Hy):={f = papf: 3 € D(H1)}.

Second, we define the operators

(3.26) Hof(z) := inf lim sup g¢(y), Vfe€ D(Hy),
(f.g)€Ho -0 €E [f:a]
with f€(piar) 7 (f) 0 YT
(3.27) Hi f(z) = sup lim inf g(y), VYfeD(H).
(F.9)EH1 2 veE [l
with fe(Psup)il(f)
Noting
(3.28) EX[f;2) € EE[fy0], Y0 <€ <e,
we have

lim sup g =inf sup g, lim inf g=sup inf g
Bl VB [fal OB el 0 B[l

e>0
Lemma 3.17. Let h; € M(Y) be bounded for i = 0,1. Suppose that

(1) EG M(Y;R) is a sequential strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11)).
(2) § is invariant over p~(x) for every x € X fized:

(3.29) §(y) = constant =: f(x), Yy € p (x).

Then Hy : D(Hy) — M(X;R), and the f € M(X;R) is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-
solution to (3.13) with hy := psupho-
Similarly, suppose that
(1) f € M(Y;R) is a sequential strong viscosity super-solution to .
(2) § is invariant over p~*(z) for every x € X fized:

f(y) = constant =: f(x), Vye€ p(z).

Then Hy : D(Hy) — M(X;R) and the f € M(X;R) is a strong point-wise viscosity super-
solution to (3.14) with hy := puh1.

Proof. Again, we only prove the sub-solution case.

Let f € D(Hp) and zy € X be such that supy(f — f) < oo and that (f — f)(zo) =
supy(f — f). From the definition of Hyf(z) in (3.26)), we can select (f,,g,) € Ho with
Pintfn = f and €, > 0, lim,,_, €, = 0, such that

1
(3.30) sup g, < Hof(xo) + —.
B, [fniwo) n

2For notational simplicity, we slightly abuse notation by using the same notations Hy, H; as in the
previous sub-section.
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Next, we select {Ynm}m=12... C p~'(xo) such that

goes

(3.31) %l_rgo(f - fn)<yn,m) = SUP (f — fn)-

P~ (zo
Because that f is constant on p~'(z) for each z fixed, we have that for every n,

sgp(f — fn) = sup sup (Fy) = falw)) = Sl)l(p(f— b))

reX yep
= (= N(xo) = sup (F = Fn) = lim (F — 1) (Ynm)-
p~(zo
Since f is a sequential strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11]),
(332) lim sup (f - bO - agn) (yn,m) S 0.
m—0o0

From (3.31)) and the assumption in (3.29) (implying §f(yn.m) = f(20)), we arrive at Y, €
E_ [fn; 0] for m sufficiently large while n is fixed. Consequently,

(f(%) — ho(z9) —a  sup gn) < lim sup G —bho — Oégn) (Ynm) < 0.

B¢, [fn;wo] oo
In view of ((3.30)),

f(zo) — ho(zo) < aHyf(xo).
O

Note again that, the above lemma and its proof does not guarantee the existence of the
2. 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 x( exists. Therefore,
when applying the above results, we need to explicitly construct the z( first.

Lemma 3.18. Assume that Ho C LSC(X;R)xUSC(X; R) and H, C USC(X; R)xLSC(X;R).
In addition, assuming each §f € D(Ho) has compact finite sub-levels on p~*(z), then the
Hy in (3.26)) admit simpler representation

Hyf(x) = inf sup g,
of () (fg)eHo O[fpx]g

fe(pmf) (f)

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

Hif(z)=  sup inf g
(o)eH: By [fia]
f€(Psup) "1 (f)

Proof. We note that, by inclusions Ef[f; 2] C EX[f;z] (see (3.28)), it always holds that

hm sup g—lnf sup g > sup g, lim inf g=sup inf g< inf g.
0 Elal TVEClal Byl S0 B lal - 0 Elffal - B [fa]

Hence we only need to verify the opposite sides of the inequalties. We only show the case
for the first one. For € > 0, there exists y. € E_[f; 2] C p~!(z) with

sup g < €+ g(ye).
E¢ [f;x]
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By the compact finite sub-levels assumption, we can find a subsequence so that y. — yo €
p~![z]. By the lower semi-continuity of f, we have yo € E; [f; z]. By upper-semicontinuity of
the g,

inf sup g <liminfg(y.) < g(yo) < sup g.
0 B[] 0" E; [j:a)

We conclude. 0

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 Hy, H; in (3.26]) and (3.27), we can replace the
lim,_,o+ SUP - [j.z I Hy by inf 7 [fa]’ and lim._,g+ inf B[] I H, by SUD - ] Note that,
regardless of any condition, by (3.28)), we always have

lim inf g=sup inf g< inf g, lim sup g =inf sup g > sup g.

€20 Ee lisa] >0 Ec[fjiz] Eq el 20 B[l >0 gt ffia) Ef [fia]

We define yet another set of Hy, H; operators by
(3.33) Hof(x) :=  inf inf g(y), Vfe€ D(Hy),

(F9)eHo  yeEy [f;a]
fe(pint) "1 (f)

(3.34) Hif(z):= sup sup ¢(y), Vfe D(H).
(f.9)EH1 yeES [f;7]
f€ (Psup) ™ (f)

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

Lemma 3.19. Assume that Ho, H1 C M(X;R) x M(X;R), and that b; € M(Y) is bounded,
fori=20,1.
Suppose that
(1) € M(Y;R) is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to (3.11).
(2) § is invariant over p~t(x) for every x € X fized:

f(y) = constant =: f(z), Yy e p ‘().
(3) each f € D(Ho) has compact finite-sub-levels over p~!(x).

Then the Hy defined in (3.33) makes the f € M(X;R) a point-wise strong viscosity sub-

solution to (3.13|) with ho := psupho-
Similarly, suppose that

(1) f € M(Y;R) is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (3.12).
(2) § is invariant over p~*(x) for every x € X fized:
§(y) = constant =: f(z), Vye€p '(z).
(3) for each § € D(H,), —f has compact finite-sub-levels over p~*(z).
Then the H,y defined in (3.34) makes the above [ € M(X;R) is strong point-wise viscosity
super-solution to (3.14)) with hy := pinth1.

Proof. We only prove the sub-solution case, which is similar to that of Lemma [3.17]
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Let f € D(Hp) and zp € X be such that supy(f — f) < oo and that (f — f)(zo) =
supx (f — f). By the definition of Hyf(zo) in (3.33]), we can select a sequence (f,, g,.) € Ho
with pief, = f, such that

1
E(;[fn§x0] n

Without lose of generality, we assume Hyf(zg) < +oo. This implies that Ey [f.;zo] # 0,
hence there exists y, € Eq [fn; zo] with

1
gn(yn) S inf In + —.
Eq [fnszo] n

Because that f is constant over p~*(z) for each z fixed, we have that
(f = Fa) () = sup (F—fu),
P~ (7o)

and that

sup(f — ) = sup sup (§(y) — fu(y)) = sup(f — /)
Y X

zeX yep—1(x)

= (F = Do) = sup (F—Fu) = () wa):

p~1(z0)

Since f is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to ([3.11)), the above implies that
(f - hO) (yn) S Oégn(iUn)'

Therefore
—-1(7 ~1(3 . 1 2
o (f - ho)(fco) S« (f - hO)(yn) < gnlyn) < inf g+ — < Hof(zo) + —
Eq [fnswo] n n
We conclude by letting n — oc. O

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 — X a submetry map (see
Appendix [A.6). Throughout this subsection, we will make extensive use of simple smooth

functions Sy and S 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 &§ USy C D(H). We write

(3.36) Fosge, e (1) = (B, ), - (v, ux) ) € S,

(3.37) Foswr, i (1) = V(A% (2, 21), .. I (2, 2x0) ) € SF,

where K € NJop € Wi, yy,...,yx € Y and xy,..., 25 € X (see for definition of W).
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 . For every yp € Y and zy =
P(yo), by the 2-point lifting property (Lemma in Appendix), there exists y, € p~'(z)
for k=1,..., K such that

dy (yr, o) = dx(z, 7o), k=1,...,K.
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Therefore, the following definition of a section is non-empty at least in that case
(3.38) S(zo;x1,...,2K) = {(yOa Y1, yk) € IGLop™ (zp) -

such that dvy(yg, yo) = dx(zx, o),k =1,. .. ,K}.

See the following graph.

<

X

L Lo -+ TK

When the yo € p~ () is held fixed, we also write

dY(ykay(J) = dx(l’k,l’o), where z¢ = P(yo), kE=1,... >K}-

Lemma 3.20. We define, for x;, € X,
(3.40) Foparc(y) = inf ) foun,.ux(¥), VyeY.

y1€p~ (a1
yxep Hzk)

With reference to the context and notations of Lemma we introduce index set

(3.41) A=Ay, 2x) =T p o) CY x...xY,
then
(3'42) Fxl ~~~~~ TK (y) = inf f0§y1 ~~~~~ YK <y>
(Y1 yK)
eEA(z1,.TK)

Assume that p is a strong submetry map. Then the following holds:
(1) for every (yi,...,Yk) € Sur,..2x(y) and x = p(y), we have

(3'43) fO;:c1 ..... xK(:E) :fO;y1 ..... yK(y) = inf )fO;y1 ..... yK(Z)7

zep~(z

(2) the Fy,. 4, is constant along each fiber p~*(z) for every x € X. Indeed,
(3'44) Fy TE (y) = f0;$1 ~~~~~ IK(p(y))>
which implies that
(3'45) fO;m ,,,,, E7% (:C) = 11}1f FIBl ~~~~~ Tx <y> = inf fo;yl ~~~~~ YK (y>
yep~1(z) (Yy1,-YK)

eS(z;x1,...,TK)

(3.46) Extar,iare) For ()] = Sy i (9);
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(4) With reference to the notation in (3.18)),
(3.47) Ey[Fuy.onp; 7] =p H(2).
Proof. The fo.y, ...y @0d fo.z,,.. 2, are both defined in terms of a function ¢ € ¥, in (3.36))-

To see (3.46)) holds, we notice that for y, € p~!(zy) to satisfy

fO;yh---,yK (y) = ll}lf fO;zl,...,zK (y)
zL€EP™ (zk)
k=1,...K
is equivalent to
dy(y,yx) = dx(z,z), Vk=1,... K.

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

d
Recall the fo.., . 2,s in (3.37)), we define
(3.48) Ho fo.ey,. ax (z) = inf Hfown,..ux (%0).
(Y0,y1,-Yk)

eS(z;x1,..TK)

In the following result, without pursuing generality, we assume that p~!(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~Y(z) is compact in Y, and that

f(y) = constant, Yy € p_l(a:).

We define f(z) = f(y), Yy € p~Y(x). Then f € M(X) is a strong point-wise viscosity
sub-solution to (3.13) with the operator Hy in (3.48), and with the hy := psupho-

Proof. Under the assumption that p~!(z) being compact for each z € X, the submetry
p:Y — X becomes a strong submetry.
Let z1,...,2x € X, Y1, -,y €Y, foyr.ux € Sy and Fy, .. (y) be defined as above.

By viscosity extension Lemma and in view of (3.42)) and ([3.46)), we define operator

HEpr () = inf Moy ®) = i Hiognn (),
(ylv'“vyK)e (y17“'7yK)
g;(zl ,,,,, zK)[foy(y)] eSCL’l ,,,,, T (y)

then f is a strong point-wise sub-solution to
f— a?ftf < bo.
Next, we apply the projected viscosity solution Lemma . We have by and ,
fO;x1,...,1K = pianxl,...,xK-
In addition, in view of ,
inf HE,, . 2p(y) = inf inf  Hfow,...un (y) = Hofo(z).

YEEY [Fuy ...z g 5] yep~i(z)  (y1,-YK)

Hence the conclusion follows. O
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In the same vein, we consider
f1<y) = fl;y1,~~.,y1< (y) = _w(d$<y7 y1)7 s 7d$(y7 yK)) € S;7
fl(x) = fl;a:l,...,:vK(x) = —¢(d§(($,$1), cee ,d)Q((ZE, xK)) S S)Z:

and define operator
(3.49) Hlfl(x) = sup Hiry,..ux (yO)'

(Y0,Y15--Yk)
€S(z;x1,-,TK)

Then the following super-solution result holds.

Lemma 3.22. Let §f € M(Y;R) be a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to .
Suppose that p~(z) is compact in' Y for each x € X, and that the § is constant along each
fiber p~l(x), v € X. We define f(x) := f(y), Yy € p~'(x). Then this f € M(X;R) is a point-
wise strong viscosity super-solution to 7 with the above defined single-valued operator
Hl, and with hl = pinfbl'

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

(3.50) fawn e = Townwre + By, € D(H)
with
fo;ylw-»yl{ = foiylw-,yl( (y) = w<d$(y7 yl), cee >d3((y7 yK)) € S\—(i_a

and a perturbative term
9:= Oyr,ue € 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 fo.y, . 4., the perturbative term g := gy, 4. n (3.50) can only
depend on the parameters y, ...,y through xy = p(y1),...,xx = p(yx) € X. That is,

gm,...,xx(y) . 1Plf Gy1,.yk (y) = sup y1, oy (y)’ vy €vy.
yrep~(zk), yrep ' (2k),
k=1,..K k=1,...K

A trivial case satisfying the above is when the perturbative term has no dependence on
the y1,...,yx at all.
Each of the g := g4y, 2k = Oy © Y — R satisfying Condition induces a g =
Gz1...ax - X — R defined by
9(2) 1= oy, (2) o= I0f Go 0 (9):
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introduce test functions on X of the form

o1 2oz (X) = Inf inf o
fow1,w2,0 (T) vep1(z) yrcpe (xk),fg,yh v ()
k=1,..,K
= yeér_lf(x) (Fxl ..... T (y) + G2y, 2k (y))

:fO;xl ----- wK( )+g£l?1 ----- (ZL‘)

In the above, the second equality follows from Condition 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

(350 Hofyen, (@)= _ nf inf M ()
yEE() [gl‘l ,,,,, :”K;x] (yl 7777 yk)( )
TYyeeny xKy

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

f(y) = constant, Vy € p '(x).
We define

fx) =F(y), VYyep(a)
We consider a class of functions g satisfying Condition and use this class to define test
functions of the form fgy.z, . 2., and then define operator Hy according to .
Then f € M(X) and it is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to with the Hy
defined by and with the hy := psupho-

Proof. We make two observations: First, we recall definitions of £, in (3.9) and of A :=
A(z1,...,zk) in (3.41)). Since g satisfies Condition [3.23] we have the first identity below; by
(3.46)), the second equality also holds:

(3.52) Entarr)Jor D] = Exa, gy For (W)] = Sr o (1)
Second, we introduce a new test function Fy,, .. :Y — R by
Fg;wl ~~~~~ TK (y) = H_lf f9§y1 ~~~~~ YK (y) = le ,,,,, TK (y) + Oz, 2k (y)v
ylep.__l(rl)
yrep~ ' (zK)
where the F, ., is defined in (3.42)). In view of (3.44)), we have
(3.53) B [Fyay,.we; ] = Eg 821,05 T
Consequently, by (3.52)),
ﬂFgm ..... e (Y) = inf Higy,ic (¥) = inf Higw,urc (V)
(Y1, yk)€E (Y1, YK)
SX(Il 7777 IK)[fg ()] SEETR ()
and by (353),
inf ﬂFg;m ..... xK(y) = HOfg;xl ..... :cK(x)

yGEa [Fg;zl ,,,,, IK;I]
Next, as in the proof of Lemma [3.21] we apply Lemmas and to conclude. 0
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Next, we consider the super-solution case. We define
(3.54) fosn, e = Ty T Byrye € D(H),
with
fl;yl ..... YK (y) = _dj(d%(ya yl)? re e 7d%(y> yK)) € SY_7

and g € M(Y). We assume the g satisfies Condition Note that there is a slight abuse
of notation as the above fg.,, is different than the one in the sub-solution case ([3.50)).
Denoting

7777 YK

=

=

&

=

=
Il

—w(di(:v, x1), ... ,d2(z, :EK)) € Sy,

and

91, xx (.ZTJ) = Ssup gy1 ----- yK(y)7 Vp(yk) = Tk, k= 17 ey K7

fg;xl ..... TK ($) = fl;:cl ,,,,, xK(x) + Gz, xx (l’),

and introduce a Hamiltonian operator for functions on X by

(355) Hlfg;a:1 ..... xK(x) = sup sup (Hfgwl ..... yK)(y)'

YEE 82y, opit] Wi yk)(

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

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

1111

(3.54) only depend on (y1,...yx) through (z1,...,Tx)

gxl ..... T = gy1 ..... YK S M(Y)a vyl € pil(xl)a e YK € Pil(QTK)-

In addition, these gy, .y S appearing in Lemmas [3.2]] and[3.25 are constant along fibers

p~(z), for every x € X:

(3.56) Ou1,..2x (Y) = constanty, ., Vy € p_l(a:).

Ey [@or,oic3 8) = B [@or, 03 2) = P (2),

and that
Joryan (@) = Inf @y o () = SUD oy akc (Y)
vep~ (@) yep~1(x)
Lemma 3.27. Suppose that Condition [3.26 holds. Replacing the Hy defined in (3.51) by
Hofg Ty, TK (ZE) = .inf Higy,... yK(y)>
(Yo3y15--YK )



then the conclusions of Lemma still holds. Similarly, replacing the Hy in (3.55) by
H1f9;$1,~~~,$1< (m) = sup Hf gy, ux (y>7

(Y0;y1,-YK)
eS(z;x1,..,T K )

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 gy, 4. = Gy, (¥) I depending upon differential dyfo.,. .y,
which makes Condition [3.23] not satisfied. Next, we develop versions of Lemmas and
[3.25) which are still applicable to such general situation, by using notions of d-Sections. These
approximate versions of the S and S are defined in and .

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 [6l

We consider perturbed test functions on Y taking the form

(3.57) fucawn,mwn = <f0;y1w,y1< + u) + €0y, € D(H), >0,
where
(3.58) Four e = Fownie @) = V(A5 (w,0), . (4, yx)) € S,

with the u € M(Y) does not having dependence on any of the parameters 4, ..., yx; and
being constant along p~!(z) for each z € X. H We also require the perturbative term
9= 0y,...ux € Ob(Y)

The above assumptions on the u implies in particular that, for every x, € X with k& =
1,..., K,

u(z) := inf inf  u(y)= inf u(y)= sup u(y)= sup sup  u(y)
yep~H(@) yiep~!(w1) yep~H(@) yep~!(x) yep~(z) yrep~!(z1)
v ep ! (x) yrep ! (ax)

is independent of the (x1,...,2k). It defines a function u € M (X). Next, we define
(3.59) fuegar,..ox(®) == inf inf  fuegyn (Y)

yep~(z) yiep~!(z1)

yrep Hzk)

= inf o inf (o (8) + By () + (@),

yep~i(z) yiep~t(z1)
yrep (oK)

We have estimate

SUD | Fucgirr, () = (fos, e () + (@))| < €lg]oo-

zeX

Here and below, we use notation

lgllec :=sup  sup |gy,...yx (W)
yeY y1,.., Yy €Y

To simplify, we impose the following.

I3Hence Condition (13.26]) is satisfied with the g replaced by u
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Condition 3.28. The map (y,y1,...,Yk) > Gyr,..yx (Y) 5 continuous.

-----

Next, we introduce notions of d-approximate sections, and relate them with extremal
parameter set defined in ((3.9)).

Let zg,x1,...,2x € X and K € N be given. We define, for each 6 > 0, a notion of
d-approximate section

(3.60) S(zo; 21, ..., 2K) = {(yo, Y1, ..., yx) € i p~*(zx) : such that
|dY<yk7y0) - dX(Ika l’(])' < 57 k= ]-7 SRR K}
When yo € p~!(z9) C Y is held fixed, we also write

(3.61) S2,

-----

|y (Yk, Yo) — dx (g, x0)| < 0, where zo = p(yo),k=1,..., K}.

See the following graph.

<

x

Ty  Xo -+ TK

We have the following.

Lemma 3.29. Let fo., 4. be as in (3.58) with the 1 € Ui. For each € > 0, there exists
d:=0(¢ [|9]|c0s ) > 0, such that

EX(II a:K)[fu&g#(y)]CS:(Zl ..... zK(y)7

-----

and both sets are non-empty. Moreover, lim o+ d(€; ||g]|c0, ) = 0.

Proof. Let y € Y. By assumption on the u,

777777777

Hence we only need to prove the claim by setting u = 0. Also, by Condition [3.28/and earlier
assumption that p~!(x;) is compact in Y, the above set is non-empty.
Let

(W1 UK) € Entan.wpey[For () + €@ (y)] TP~ H(w1) X ... x pH(zk).

.....

Then
fo;yl,...,yK(y)+69y1,...,yK(y):y,epifllf( )(fo;y'l ..... v W) + €8yt W)
k Tk ),
k=1,...K
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where the z = p(y). Consequently,

Since Ogtp > 0 for k =1,..., K, we can find 0 := 0(¢; ||g||00, 2) with desired property and

sup dv (y, yr) — dx(z, x)| < 0.

Ly

Therefore (y,...,yx) € 521,...,”- -

Lemma 3.30. In the context of Lemmas the conclusion still holds if we replace Con-
dition[3.23 by Condition [3.28, and replace the Hy in (3.51)) by

Hof%EG?xlw-,zK (:U> = Sup Hfuvﬁg;ylw“yyk' <y>7
(Y5y1,-UK)
ES‘S(LB;zl ..... TK)

for fucgzr...or given by (3.59). The ¢ := d(€;]|8]|o0, ) 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 — R be defined as

Foprowe @)= i0f Fugnae @) = inf (o (0) + €81 () + u(2).
y1ep”t(z1) y1€p~(z1)
ykEp (k) ykep~ Hak)

Let a new Hamiltonian operator H be defined on all such test functions by

ﬁﬁ’xl,...,xK (y) = Sup Hfu,eg;yl,..,,yx (y)
(Y1, YK)ESS o pe (W)
Z inf Hfu,fg;y1,~~~7y1< (y)v

(y1,-..,yK)€5X(ll fueqs- (¥)]

where the § > 0 is the one selected in Lemma .29, and the above inequality follows by that
lemma. Apply Lemma [3.13] f is a strong point-wise sub-solution to f — aHf < .

We have shown that fu gz, ...ox () = infyep-1() Fop,.oni (¥) in (3.59). Next, we note

U (o U Shan®) e S o)

cp~Hwo)
Therefore
N inf ﬁﬁmh---,xK(iy) < sSup Hfuegn,.., yK(fU)'
YEE [Fiq ...z g 3] (YY1, YK)
655(x;x1,...,x1()
Apply Lemma and we conclude. O

In the same vein, a super-solution version of the result holds as well: We consider test
functions in Y with the form

Fucgyn,myr °= (fl;yl,u-,yx + u) + €@y, € D(H).
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Similar to (3.59), we have
(3'62) fu769§$17--~7xK (:L‘) = sup sSup fu769§yl,--~7y1( (y)
yep~i(z) yiep~i(z1)
yxep H(zk)
= sup  sup(Frnnc(®) + By (9)) + ule);
yep~1(z) yiep~ (1)
yrep~(zk)

with estimate

Fucgarare () = (Frien, o (@) + 0(@))] < €llg]loo-

Moreover, we have the following estimate.

sup
zeX

Lemma 3.31. For each € > 0, there exists § := 0(¢; ||g|o0, ¥) > 0 where the 1p € Vi is the
one defining fi,y, . such that

g/—\i_(ml,...,zK)[fuuﬁg?(y)] - S:(E;l,...,xK (y)
Moreover, lim. o+ 6(€; ||8||00, ¥) = 0.

Lemma 3.32. In the context of Lemmas the conclusions still hold, if we replace Con-
dition[3.23 by Condition [3.28, and replace the Hy in (3.55)) by

H fueger,.ax (T) 1= inf Higun,uxc (Y),
(Y391, YK)
ES‘S(x;ml,l..,xK)

where the § := 6(€; ||glloc, ) is the one from Lemmal3.31]

YK
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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, a > 0 is a fixed number, (X,,dx,) and (X,dx) are complete
metric spaces. We are given Hamiltonian operators

H,o C M(X,;R) x M(X,;R), H,1 C M(X,;R) x M(X,,R),

and functions h,g,hn1 @ X, — R, with s in X, = R respectively viscosity sub- and
super-solutions in the sequential sense to
(4'1) ?n - aHn,O?n < hn,Oa
(42) in - aHn,lin Z hn,l-
We are also given two operators

Hy C M(X;R) x M(X;R),

H, € M(X;R) x M(X;R).
Throughout this paper, we implicit assume that domains D(Hy) and D(H;) of the operators
consist of non-trivial functions (that is, f #Z +00). One can think of them as playing roles
of upper- and lower- bounds on limits of the H, s, in a sense to be made precise next. We
will define a kind of upper limit to the f,s by f in (4.10]), and a kind of lower limit to the

f,sby fin (4.11). We then show that (see Theorem [4.17) they are respectively sub- and
super-solutions to equations

(4.3) f—aHyf < he,
(44) i - OzHli Z hl.
In the special case when f, = f, = /,» assuming a comparison principle holds between
the above two equations, we can conclude that f := f = f and f, 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 which was motivated by maximum
principle considerations. E Two, it relied on uniform estimates on sequence of certain
probability measures on compact sets. These are occupation measures arising from integral

14Th1r0ugh0ut 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 approzimate 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 ST and S~ defined
in 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, d, ) bnert 256 (X, dx)

with respect to some pre-chosen index set Q. See Definition [4.2] next.
Let closed subsets A,, C X,, and A C X. We recall several equivalent definitions and prop-

erties of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of A, & 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 dgu (K7, Ks)
as in (27.1) and (27.2) in [77] to measure the distance between two metric spaces K, Ks.
In fact, when the background metric spaces where these K7, Kss 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 4.2l For simplicity, we will use only the
en-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 (X,,dx,), n =1,2,..., are metric spaces;

(2) Qs a given index set, with { K¢ C X,, : ¢ € Q} a family of closed subsets in (X, dx,,)
and {K? C X: g € Q} a family of closed subsets in (X, dx);

(3) there is a family of maps {n? : n = 1,2,...},cq0, such that each n¢ : K — K9 is an
€p-isometry with €, — 0;

(4) for every ¢1,q2 € Q, there exists g3 € Q such that K U K% C K% and that the
approximate isometries are consistent in the sense that

g3 — 11 q3 — 92

Kh K2

Remark 4.1. The last consistency condition is automatically satisfied, if there exists n, :
X, — X and the choice 1l := 7,

K forms sequences of approximate isometries.
n

Definition 4.2 (Generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence). The sequence of spaces (X,,, dx,, )
is said to converge to (X, dx) in sense of generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence with re-
spect to Q and by means of approzimate isometries {n? : n € N},co, denoted by

(X, dx,,) S84 (X, dx),

if the followings are satisfied
(1) Xo := UgeoK? is dense in (X, dx);
(2) for each ¢ € Q, K C X is compact in (X, dx);
(3) for each ¢ € Q,
(4.5) nh_}r{.lo deu(KL, K1) =0
by means of the approximate isometries {n?},cn as given above in the basic setup.
Unlike Villani’s Definition 27.11 in [77], the above definition does not require the KZs to be
compact in X,,. However, they are necessarily “asymptotically compact” by the requirement
in (4.5)). For instance, even in the case when X,, = X, we can choose the KIs to be closure
of J,,-fattenings of some compact sets K%, with 9,, — 0.
From now on, we require the following.

Condition 4.3. For the given Q and {n?},enq4eco, we have
(4.6) (X, dx,,) 2% (X, dx).

It can be useful to identify a special point within each space X,, playing the role of “origin”
of the space. We introduce the following notation.

Condition 4.4. [Pointed metric spaces|] There exists vq € K% C X for some qy € Q, and
Tno € KO with nP(x,0) — zo.

4.2. A metric space version of the half-relaxed limit theory. Let f : K — R and
nd : K9 +— K7 we denote (nif):= fonl: KI— R.

Definition 4.5 (Generalized I-convergence). Let f, : X, — R and f : X — R. We say that

fn Gamma-converges to f over sets indexed by Q, denoted by f,, LQ f, if for every q € Q,

K9 and K? with approximate isometry n? : K¢ — K9, the following properties hold:
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(1) (Liminf property:) for every zy € K9 and z,, € K¢ satisfying nl(x,) — xo, we have
liminf () > f(x0);

(2) (Existence of recovering sequence:) for each xy € K9, there exists ¢ € Q such that
v e K9 z, € K9, and n? (x,) — 20, and that

lim sup fn(xn> < f(ﬂ:o)
n—oo
4.2.1. Conditions on convergence of functions and operators.

Condition 4.6. [Convergence of the h,o and hy1] The hy; @ X, — R and h; € C(X),
1 = 0,1, n € N have following property: for every q € Q and the associated K1, K9 with
approximate isometry ni : K1 +— K9, we have

lim sup sup(hno — niho) <0, and liminfinf(h, —nihy) > 0.
n—oo K n—oo Kl
Recall that, at this point, fo € D(Hp) and f; € D(H;) may be discontinuous functions.
Indeed, the fy, fi € M(X;R) may not even be finite on the whole X.

Condition 4.7. [Convergence of Hamiltonian operators, sub-solution case/ Every fy €
D(H,) has the following property: for every x € X, there ezists x,, € Xo such that lim,,_,o dx(x,, xo) =

0 and limsup,, ., fo(x,) < folo).
For each (fo, g0) € Hy, there exists (fno, gno) € Hno satisfying the following:

(1) [Operator convergence]

Iy
fn,O —0Q fO;

and for every q € Q with K EL by means of the approzimate isometries ni, we
have

lim sup sup (gn,o — 77n90> < 0;

n—oo Kﬂ

(2) [Solution growth properties| there exists a non-decreasing ( € C(R;R) with super-
linear growth at +o00, and sub-linear growth at —oo:

. .. -1 . .. —1 -
i.e. l;gﬁg}fr ¢(r) =400, and lir_r}_%f ||~ ¢(r) =0,
such that
(4.7) C(Fo@) < fao@), C(hno(@)) < fan(x), Vo€ XnneN;
(3) [Almost compactness properties| for each L > 0, there ezists q := q(L) € Q, such

that
{r e Xy fuolx) < L}N{zx € X, : gnolx) > —-L} C K.
Remark 4.8. Condition [4.7)2] is trivially satisfied, if
sgp(s)lgp fo+ S)l(lp hno) < 400, i%f i)1(1nf fro > —o0.
Condition 4.9. [Convergence of Hamiltonian operators, super-solution case] Every f; €
D(H,) has the following property: for each x € X, there exists x,, € Xo such that lim,, o dx(z,, ) =

0 and that liminf, . fi(z,) > fo(x).

For each (f1,91) € Hy, there exists a sequence of (fn1,gn1) € Hn 1 satisfying the following:
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(1)
r
_fn,l —Q <_f1);
for every q € Q with K¢ S K by means of the approzrimate isometries nl, we have

lim inf lir(lf (gn,l - 91) > 0;
(2) there exists a non-decreasing function ¢ € C(R;R) with super-linear growth at +o0o
and sub-linear growth at —oo, just as in Condition [{.7]3, such that

_<< - in(x)) > fai(x), —C( - hnl(ﬂi)) > fai(z), VYreX,,neN;
(3) For each L > 0, there exists q := q(L) € Q, such that
{r eX,: fur(x) > —-L}n{r e X, :gn1(x) <L} C K.

4.2.2. Construction of limiting sub- super-solutions. First, we introduce two functions de-
fined on the Xy = UyeoK?. Assuming Condition let xy € Xp, for each ¢ € Q such that
xog € K7 and corresponding K¢ C X, we have lim, o deu(KZ, K9) = 0 by means of €,-
isometries nd : K — K7 with some €, — 0. In particular, because of the almost surjective
property of €,-isometry (property (b’) on page 750 in [77]), there exists x,, € KZ such that
dx(n4(xy), o) < €, — 0. We define, for 2 € Xy,

(4.8) f(xo) == sup sup { limsup f, (z,) : v, € K s.t. lim dx(nZ(zy,), z0) = O},
q€0 Nn—00 n—o00
s.t.xge K9
(4.9)  flzo) = inf inf { liminf £ (a,) : o, € K7 s.t. lim dx(n (), 70) = 0}
s.t.xge K4

Second, we extend definitions of f and f from domain X, to X: for each z € X, we define

(4.10) fz) = 11_1}1(1) sup {f(:vg) cxg € Xo, dx(x0, ) < e},
(4.11) f(@):=lim inf { f(x0) : 20 € Xo, dx(z0,7) < €}.

Lemma 4.10. The above defined f,i : X = R have the following properties:
(1) f € USC(X;R) and f € LSC(X;R);
(2) Suppose that f < f,, then f < f in X.
(3) Let ¢ € Q and K1 N Ka by means of the €,-isometry ni. Suppose that x, € KJ

and o € K79 are such that limy_ . dx (ngk(xnk),xg) = 0 along some subsequence
{nk: k=1,2,...}. Then

limsup £, (7,) < f(x0) < Flxo), limsup £, (2s,) > flao) > f(x0).

k—o00 k—o00

Proof. First, the semi-continuities of f, [ are consequences of their definitions. Specifically,
let z, — = € X in (X,dx). By (4.10)), there exists z,9 € Xy := UgeoK? such that

A

limy, 00 dx (Zn, Tno) = 0 and that limsup,_, f(z,) < limsup,_,. f(Zno). On the other

hand, by (4.10)), we also have
tim sup f(z0) < ().

n—oo
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Combine the above together gives f € USC(X;R). The case f € LSC(X;R) is similar.
Second, suppose that f < f.., then f < f in Xo, consequently, f < f in X.

Third, the last property of the Lemma follows from (4.8))-(4.10)) “and (14.9)-(4.11]). O

Frequently, we can find a priori modulus of continuity estimates for the {f,,, L,,}REN'

Condition 4.11. [Uniform modulus of continuity estimates] For every q € Q, there exists
wy € C(Ry;Ry) with wy(0) =0 such that

(4.12) [F(@) = Fu@) + I£, (@) = £, )] < wgodx(ni(z),n8(y)), Va,y € K.

The above estimates usually hold in stronger forms.
Condition 4.12. [A strengthened form of modulus of continuity estimates] Condition
holds. Moreover, either one of the following holds:

(1) for each compact K C X in (X,d), there exists a q € Q such that K C K9;
(2) for each x € X, there exists a sufficiently small 6 := 6(x) > 0, and a modulus
Wes 1= wys(r) € C(Ry;Ry) with w, 5(0) =0 such that

Fu(@) = Fa@) + £, (@) = £,0)] < wag 0 dx(n(2), (1)),
Va,y € KYN B(x;6), Vg€ Q.

where the B(x,8) denotes a closed d-metric ball of size § with center x.
Lemma 4.13. Under Condition f.f e 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 € > 0 be given. For every 2/,13 € Xy, by definition
of f, there exists ¢ := ¢. € Q and x, € K with lim, o d(7,(z,),2") = 0 such that

f(2") < e+ limsup,,_, f,(x,). Next, we can re-choose the ¢ if necessary to make certain
y' € K7 as well. Therefore, for every y,, € K¢ with lim,, . d(n(y,),y’) = 0, we have

fa) = f(y) < e+ lim sup (Falwn) = Fulym)
< e+ limsupwg o (17 (2n), 77 (4n))
<e4w,od(@,y),

for some g € Q that only depends on 2/, /.
Second, let z,z, € X with lim,_, d(z,,z) = 0. Condition enables us to conclude,
using the above estimate,

liminf f(x,) > f(z).

n—oo

In view of Lemma [4.10, we conclude.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose Condition [{.11] holds.
(1) Let fo : X+ R and foo: X, — R be such that

r
frno —>2 fo-
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Then for every 6 > 0 and K9 with q € Q, there exists another ¢’ := ¢'(6,q) € Q such

that
sup(f — fo) < 8+ limsupsup(f,, — fuo).
Ka n—00 Kf’;
Moreover, if Condition holds, then
(4.13) sup(f — fo) < limsupsup(f, — fno).
X n—o0 Xn

(2) Similarly, let f : X +— R and f,1 : X, +— R be such that

(= fn1) —o (—f)-
Then for every 6 > 0 and K? with q € Q, there exists another ¢' := ¢'(d,q) such that

s;?(fl — f) <0+ limsupsup(fp1 — [ );

- n—o00 K?Ll
and, if Condition [4.19 holds, then
(4.14) sup(f1 — f) < limsupsup(fn1— [ ).
X n—o0 Xn

Proof. For the given § and K, there exists a o € K9 such that
S}{{P(f — fo) <6/2+ (f = fo)(xo).

We assume without loss of generality that fy(zo) < +o0o. By the definition of f in (@.8),

there exists ¢ € Q with the z, € K¢ and z, € K;{ N g by means of an approximate
isometry n? , such that lim,, . dx(n? (z,,), 2¢) = 0, and that

R 5 _
Fzo) < 2+ limsup T, ().
2 n—oo
By fno L46 fo, there exists &, € K such that (re-choose the ¢’ € Q if necessary) n? (2,,) —
xo and that f, 0(2,) — fo(zo). Therefore,

sup (f - fo) <0+ lim sup (ﬂ(%) - fn,o(fi“n))

< 0 limsup (7, (22) = F(#n)) + limsupsup(F, — fup)

n—oo n—oo !
K3

< 0 + limsupsup(f,, — fno),

n—o00 Kg/
where we used Condition to get the last inequality.
Next, by density of Xq in X, by f € C(X) (Lemma [4.13), and by the property listed in the
beginning of Condition [4.7] for fy, it follows that
sup(f — fo) = sup sup(f — fo),

qeQ K4

hence (4.13)) follows.
The case of (4.14)) is verified similarly. O
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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 and but strengthen the assumption
fno L>Q fo by stronger conditions that fo € C'(X) and that limy, o SUpga | fno — M fol =0
for every ¢ € Q. Similar remark applies also to the case involving f and f,; and f.

4.2.3. A half-relazed 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 , if for every such sub-
solution f* € USC(X;R) and every such super-solution f, € LSC(X;R), we have

sup(f* — f.) < sup(ho — ).
X X

Theorem 4.17. Let f and [ be defined by (4.10) and (4.11] - Assume both of them are finite

functions (i.e. f, [ X—=R). Suppose that Condztzons 4 . and. hold and that
D(H,) C LSC(X RU{+00}) and D(H;) C USC(X;RU We also assume that either

Condition [{.19 holds, or the modified reqmrements in Remark- [{.15] holds. Then

(1) f € USC(X;R) s a sub-solution to in the sequential viscosity solution sense.
Stmilarly, f € LSC(X;R) is a super-solution to in the sequential viscosity solu-
tion sense.

(2) in the special case where f, = f, = f, and h = ho = hy, 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=feCX
and
(4.15) lim sup |f, —ndf| =0,

for every q € Q and the associated K1, K9 with approximate isometries nd : K1 —
K1,

(3) In the above, if we strengthen requirements on limiting operator that Hy C LSC(X; R) x
USC(X;R), then the fis a point-wise viscosity sub-solution. Similarly, assuming
Hy Cc USC(X;R) x LSC(X;R), 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 (fo,90) € Hp be such that supy(f — fo) < oo. Then there exists (fn.0,9n0) € Hno
satisfying Condition [4.7l Since f, is a viscosity sub-solution in the sequential sense, we can
find ¢, — 0 and z,, € X such that

(4.16) S)Elp(fn — fro) <€+ (?n — fn0)(xn), and (?n — hpo — gno0)(Tn) < é€n.

n

By first part of the above estimates, and in view of (4.7) and (4.13)) (see also Remark [4.15]),
—oo < sup(f — fo) < limsupsup(f,, — fuo) < limsup(f, —Co f,)(z,).
X n—oo X, n—00
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Since lim, _, | 77 ((r) = 400, selecting sub-sequence if necessary,

sup f,,(z,) < +o0.
Reapply the above estimate back to the first part of (4.16)),

limsup f,0(xn) < —sup(f — fo) +sup f,(x,) < +o0.
n—oo X neN

Next, from the second part of (4.16]), again invoking (4.13)) and growth estimate (4.7)),

lim inf oy, o(2) = Hminf(f,, — fo)(@n) + Iminf(fr0 — hno)(@n)
> S?(P(? — fo) + im inf (¢ 0 hpo — hao)(@n)
> sup(f — fo) + inf (¢(r) = r) > —o0.
In summary, selecting subsequence if necessary, there is a large enough but finite L > 0 such
that
Sup fao(zn) < L, and inf g, 0(2n) > —L.

In view of Condition [4.7]3] there exists ¢ € Q such that z, € K¢ for all n. Since K? C X

is compact and K! E K by means of approximate isometry n? : K — K9 we can find a
subsequence ny and a point xg € K9 such that

M dx (5, (wn,), 0) = 0, and limsup f, (2,) = lim f,, (2n,).

Therefore,
lim sup sup(f,, — fno) = hglj;}p(?n — Fo)(@n) < fl@o) — folwo) < Flxo) — folwo).

n

In the above, the first inequality follows from the lim inf property of f, o L}Q fo, the second

inequality from part [3] of Lemma [4.10, Combined with (4.13), we arrive at (f — fo)(zo) =
supy (f — fo). Since fn, o(xn,) — fo(zo), the above also implies that

Since f € USC(X;R) (Lemma ,

k—o0

Consequently, noting z,, € K¢ and in view of the convergence assumptions in Conditions

and
limsup g, (f —ho — ago)(xn,) < limsup(f,, — hn,0 = AGn,.0)(Tn;)

k—o0 k—roo
+limsup(n?, f — f,,.)(@n,)
k—o0
+ lim sup (sup(hn,o — nho) + asup(gno — nggo))
n—o00 Kg K%
< 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 , f=f=
[ € C(X). Especially, selecting subsequence if necessary and apply item [3[ in that lemma
give (4.15)).

Finally, suppose go € USC(X), then by and the sequential viscosity sub-solution
property,

o) = lim T, (2n,) < limsup (agno(zn,) + hng o(wn,))

k—o0

< lim sup (om,%kgo(xnk) + Uﬁkho(ian)) < ago(zo) + ho(wo)-

k—o0

That is, the f is a sub-solution to (4.3) in the point-wise viscosity sense. O

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 and the convergence requirements in
Condition 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.

4.3.1. Basic setup on spaces. We now work with the following:

(1) (Xu,dx, ), (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; {K? C X, : ¢ € Q} is a family of closed subsets in
(Xn,dx, ), and {K? C X C X' : g € Q} is a family of closed subsets in (X, dx), and
compact subsets in (X', dx/);

(4) X = Xo " where the X := Ugeo K1,

(5) there is a family of maps {nZ : n = 1,2,...},e0 such that n? : K¢ — K9 is an
en-isometry, when the K7 is considered as a compact set in metric space (X', dx), for
some €, — 0T.

(6) for every qi,q2 € Q, there exists g3 € Q such that K U K% C K% and that the
following consistency holds:

Ml =ty 0|z = 0
The following is a counterpart of Condition in current setup:
Condition 4.18. The following holds:
(X dx,) o (X dx),

where the Q here means that the approximate isometries in the convergence is given by the
family of maps {n?}nen, q € Q in item @ 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 , 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’ = TOdI_CIOSure
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 := Py(R?) with dx := d the 2-Wasserstein
metric, and X' := P, (R?) a po-Wasserstein space with py € (1,2) fixed, and py-Wasserstein
metric dyxs := d,,. The X,, will be taken to be space of n-points equally weighted empirical

probability measures, with possibility of multiple identical points. We take dx, := d, o
Let n,(p) = p be the identity embedding map of X,, into X'. Q := R, and K9 :={p € X":
d(p,po) < ¢} and K2 := KINX,; nd :=n, o

One can verify that the above setup fits this situation and Condition [L.18]is satisfied.

4.3.2. Upper limit gives a sub-solution. Similar to the introduction of f and f in (4.8) and
(4.10[), we define, for each zy € X,

(4.18)  f(zo):= sup sup { limsup [, (x,) : 3z, € K s.t. lim dx (nl(z,), z0) = 0};
qc0 n—00 n—o00
s.t.xge K9
and for every x € X,
(4.19) f*(z) := lim sup {f(xo) : gy € Xo, dx (g, x) < e}.
e—0t

It follows then f < f*. The f and f defined in (4.8) and (4.10]) are all smaller than f*.
Lemma 4.20. The f* € USC(X;R). f < f onXo and f < f* on X.

Lemma 4.21. Suppose that fo € C((X,dx)). In addition, we assume that the fy is dx-
continuous in K C X, for each q € Q fixed: that is, for every x,,xo € K9 with dx (z,,z¢) —
0, we have fo(z,) — fo(xo). Let fno: X, — R be such that

limsupsup |fno0 — i fol =0, Vg€ Q.

n—oo K

Then

sup(f* — fo) < limsupsup(f,, — fno)-
X n—oo X,

Proof. We use arguments similar in the proof of Lemma For each ¢ € Q and § > 0,
by the defining relation (4.18), there exists ¢ € Q, 2o € K? C K¢ and 2, € K¢ with

lim,, o dx/ (ng'(xn), xo) = 0 such that

sup(F — fo) < 24 (F = fo) (o)

K4 2
< 0 + limsup (?n(mn) — fng(mn)) + h?f;jp (fn0($n> - n%/fo(xn))

n—oo

+ lim sup (ﬁf{fo(aﬁn) - fo(l't)))-

In the above, the second inequality follows from the definition of f in (#.18). By assumption
on the convergence of f, to fo, and by dx,-continuity of the f; in K7, the last two limits
on the right hand side above are both zero. In summary,

sup(f — fo) = supsup(f — fo) < limsupsup(f,, — fno)-
Xo qeQ K1 n—=00 X,
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We note that fy € C((X,dx)). In view of (4.19), by a density argument,
sup(f* — fo) = sup(f — fo).
X Xo
Hence we conclude. O

Condition 4.22.

(1) f, : X, = R is viscosity solution to (&.1]) in the sequential sense;
(2) for each q € Q, D(H,) consists of functions fos which are dx -continuous in K9 C X:
Namely, for every x,,xy € K9 such that lim,,_,o, dx/(z,, x¢) = 0, we have

nhj{)lo fo(zn) = fo(wo);
(3) each fo € D(Hy) is dx-continuous in X;

(4) for each (fo,90) € Hy, there exists (fn0, gno) € Hno satisfying the following
(a) for every q € Q,

Jim sup [ fn,0 — i fol = 0;
K3
(b) there exists g > 0 and q € Q such that
Ejo [?n - fn,O] = {iL‘ € Xn : S)l(lp<fn - fn,O) S €0+ (?n - fn,O)(x)} C K;»IL

(c) for each ¢ € Q and every x, € EZX[f, — fuol C K and zy € K7 with
lim,, o0 dx/ (N2 (2,), o) = 0, we have

limﬁsup gn,o(l‘n) < go(xo)-

Remark 4.23. In non-locally compact metric space (X, dx) situation, we usually need a
coercive term in the f,, in order to verify Condition .. This sometimes can be
achieved through another perturbation to original sub-solution to equation (I — aH,)f, <
hpno. See the arguments in Section .

Definition 4.24 (Property &y). A sequence of functions {f,, : Xy — R},ey and f: X C
X" — R is said to satisfy Property &y if the following holds:

For each ¢ € Q and every z,, € K¢ and zp € K? with lim,,_,o dx (9 (), z0) = 0, we have
limsup,, oo fu(2n) < f(0).

Condition 4.25. The sequence {h,o:n € N} and hy satisfies Property Py .

Lemma 4.26. Suppose that Conditions cmd 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 {f, : n € N} and f* satisfy the Property &Pn (see

Definition 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 ¢, — 0% with z,, € X,, such that (4.16))
still holds. By Condition [£.22[b] there exists ¢ € Q with z,, € KZ. Moreover, selecting

subsequence if necessary, lim,,_,,, dx (ng(xn), xo) = 0 for some g € K9 C Xo. We claim that

Tim S)l(lp(fn — fao) = (f* = fo)(wo) = Sgl(P(f* = fo)-
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This is because that
(f* = fo)(zo) < Sl)l(p(f* — fo) < limsup s)l(lp(?n — fno)

(4.20) < limsup(f,, — fno)(xn)

< (f = fo)(mo) < (f* — fo) (o),
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 [4.22l4al and the last inequality
from the definition of f* in (4.19)).

From Conditions 4.22 and 4.22, limy, oo fro0(zn) = fo(zo). Therefore, we conclude

lim, o0 f,,(zn) = f*(x) from the above sequence of inequalities. Consequently, the second

part of (4.16) gives

[ (w0) < ago(wo) + ho(zo).

Finally, to verify Property &y, let x,, € K2, 2y € K9 be such that dx/(n,(z,),zo) — 0,
then it follows from (4.8 that

limsup f,(zn) < f(20) < F(x0).

n—oo

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 [6l

5.1. Basic setup. We recall the setup and notations of Section [1.1.2. We endow Yy :=
(RY)N with the usual Euclidean metric dy,, and call this “ordered-particle space”. Let Gy
denote discrete permutation group on N-indices, it acts on the Yy through relation

X = (Zr(1),-- -, Tr(n)), VT € Gy, X 1= (21,...,2N) € Yn.

It follows then Condition is satisfied, and for each N fixed, Y is metrically foliated
by Gy with a quotient structure Xy := Yy/ Gy. See Appendix and for details.
We denote the corresponding metric quotient space (Xy,dx, ). This Xy models the “space
of un-ordered particles”, we identify it with the space of empirical probability measures for
N-particles . Because of such identification, we denote a typical element in Xy by
p := p(dy) and introduce a projection map py : Yy +— Xy by

(51) PN = pN *Z(le, X 1= (271, R ,ZEN) € (Rd)N

Since the group action x — 7x is an isometric one, the above defined py is a submetry
from Y to X (Lemma . Indeed, because that the Gy is a finite group, py is a strong
submetry.

We denote X := Py(R?) with the Wasserstein order-2 metric d. The identity map Idy :
Xy — X induces a natural isometric embedding :

Lemma 5.1. For x,y € Yy, we denote corresponding equivalence classes X*,y* € Xy, and
identify them with

1 X 1 X
Z‘sz (dx), Z‘Syz dy).
z:l 221
Then
diy (X y") = _inf dy (x,y) = nf dy, (x,my) = inf *Zm x| = d*(p, 7).

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 Yy. We recall that, in the introduction section, a
single particle level Hamiltonian function is defined as

H:=H(g,p) : R x R = R.
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A corresponding Lagrangian L := L(q, £) is defined in ((1.27]) through the Legendre transform.
We assume that Condition is satisfied. Following Section [1.1.3] we consider the hydro-
dynamically rescaled N —partlcle Hamiltonian function Hy : (R? x R?)N — R given by (1.6):

Hy(x,P) = ; (HCE P = U — 5 S VEE - 20)),

i=1 6N €N
We define differential operator
Hnf(x) = Hy(x, Vaf(x)), Ve C'((RDY);
and consider equation

(5.2) fv — aHnfn = by,

where the hy € C’((Rd)N) and a > 0 are given. When supy, by < +00, by classical PDE
results, a candidate solution to ((5.2)) is given through the dynamical programming principle

by
(5.3)  fn(x):=sup { /OOO e a (b(iv (z(s)) — £N(z(s), i(s)))ds :
2(0) = x,2(-) € AC((0,00); (B)) 1 C([0, 00): (Rd)N)}, x € (RY)V,

where an N-particle level Lagrangian function Ly : (R?)Y x (R?)Y s RU{+o00} is introduced
as

(5.4) Ly(x,v):= sup ((P,v)y— Hy(x,P))

Pe(RY)N

—Z( —vl—l—le—i- ZV )

with the L given in . We observe a very rough estimate holds under Conditions ,
L3 and [L.4

Ly > inf L—|—1nfU—|—1an > —sup H(q,0) +inf U +inf V > —o0.
Rd xRd geRd Rd Rd

Hence an upper bound for the fy follows from :
(5.5) fnv < sup f)N—i—a(Sup H(qﬁ)—infU—ian) < +00.
(RA)N q€Rd R Rd
Next, we give a rough estimate of the fy from below. Taking a special path of “resting”
particles z(t) = x for ¢ > 0, then
(5.6) fn(x) 2 by (x) — aly(x,0) = by (x) + ainfH(g, p) — a(U, p) — a(V * p, p)

where p =+ 32| 6.
We also note the following invariant property holds

EN(TZ, (T.Z)) =Ln(z,2), V7 €Gy

for every admissible curve z := z(-) with finite action in the definition of fy.
Given these observations, and in view of Lemmas 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 Condztzonsu 1 cmd 4 hold; and that by € C’(( ) ) with
suphy < o0o. Then fy € C((]Rd ﬂ Lipy,. ( (RY)Y wzth upper bound (5.5). Moreover,

(1) the fy is a point-wise strong viscosity solutwn to (5.2). It also satisfies estimate ([5.6)
from below, hence

(5.7) () — b (x) = —3(d(p, b)), p = }V.za

for some concave, increasing and sub-linear function 5 : R, — R.
(2) The §x satisfies dynamic programming principle

t S

(5.8) fn(x) = sup { /0 e @ (h(z&(s)) — Ly (z, Z))ds + e_éfN(z(t)) :
z(-) € AC([0,1]; (R)™), 2(0) = x}.

(3) If additionally the by is Gy-invariant in that hn(Tx) = by (x) for every T € Gy,
then the fn is Gy-invariant as well:

(5.9) fn(Tx) = fy(x), V7 € Gy.
That is, the fy(x) is constant for x € p~X(p), for each p € Xy fized.

5.3. Submetry projection of Hamiltonians (from configuration spaces Yy to Xy)
- I, the sub-solution case. Equation is defined in Yy := (RY)Y. Next, using the
abstract arguments in Section , we derive sub-solution to a new equation defined
in Xpn. 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

YN = (Rd)N
Y1
Yk
PN X
Yk
Y2
X
N VK - M P

In this section, we denote typical elements in Yy by
(5.10) X = (z1,...,2x5), Yri=@h. ) eYn=RHY k=12 ... K,
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and typical elements in Xy by

N
S b = pnlye) = 25 « € Xy

i=1

We recall the isometric embedding (Xy,dx,) C (X := Py(R?),d), where dx, is the natural
quotient metric (as abstractly defined in Appendix [A.6 and explicitly identified in (L.7))).
The d is order-2 Wasserstein metric.

We will apply Lemma m The test functions 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)“(—LN two classes of simple smooth

functions on Xy. In particular, each fy € S{N can be written as

(512) fo(P) = fO;Vl ----- ’YK(p) = ¢(d2(p7 ’71)a s ,dQ(p, 7]())7 8k¢ > 07VK €N,

where 1) € Wi (see (2.14) for definition). For each such fy, we approximate it with another
simple test function on Yy by

ooy, yae (%) = (45, (%, 31), - B (%, yK>)
1 N
12
zw(ﬁlei—m i *ZWZ Yi ) €Sy,
i=1
The fo.y,,..yx a0d fo := foy,.. 4 are related in the same way as the relation between (3.36))

and (3.37)) in the abstract setting.
Second, we take

1
5.11 = p —
(5.11) p =

(5.13) U(x) = () - zle;C 12:]2),

where the ¢ € C*(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

(5.14)

L

]—“0:—{¢ d(x, P;q) Z (z, P)yi(q ) 0<a € CF(R xRY), IGCng(Rd)}

For each ¢ := ¢(z, P;q) € Fy, we introduce

=1 €
(5.15) with Py, yk(X) == Ve foys.... = NV foyi,..yx
= Z 2051 (%) (z; — yf') € RY,
k=1
(5.16) where the (%) := (d%N (x,¥1), .., dy  (x, yK)).
The term Py, v, (%) dependson yy,...,yk as well as on the ¢ (which defines the fo.y,, . yx)-

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 Yy:

fuegiyr,yx = (fO;yl ,,,,, yk T u) + €9¢,3y1, YK -

The u has no dependence on the parameters yi, ..., yk. It has invariance u(rx) = u(x) for
7 € Gy. Hence, defining u : Xy — R by
(5.17) ulp) = [ C(a)p(de),

the function in (3.59) becomes

fuegn e (P)
(5.18) = inf inf ... inf (fo;yl 77777 vk T U+ €060y, YK) (x)

xepy'(p) y1€py' (11)  yxeEPN (k)

= inf inf ... inf (fo;yl ,,,,, vk €960y, yK)(x) + u(p).

xepy'(p) y1€py' (1) yxeEPN (k)

Consequently, we have a quantitative estimate on what the f, gy, looks like in the
N — oo asymptotics:

SUD SUD |Fucqirs, e () = (forn,ue + 1) (0)] < ell -

N peXny

-----

(5.19) n® :=n?(z, P) := sup H(q, P+ V,¢(z, P; q)), Vo = ¢(x, P;q) € Fo.

qcR4

Note that, in particular,

n(x, P) :=n"="(x, P) = n=°(P) = sup H(q, P).

qeR4
We define
MEY1rYK . — 1 N(; P RdN
'_N; o) € P(RDY).
and

(5.20)  pX¥ie¥s(dg, dP)

.....

That is,
/(x g 2L PUE 2l AP) = ;w(;pz,gyl 77777 (X)), Vi € CL(R x RY),

.....

Lemma 5.3.

HodTucaysosn ) < [ {1 (2 P 20¢ () = U @)

90



where the O(e) satisfies: for each M > 0 finite, ¥ € Vi and ¢ € Fy fized,
O(e)

sup sup — < 4+
N xepy'(p) €
Jpa lz?p(dz) <M

Proof. To simplify notations, we only prove the case V' = 0. The general case only differs
slightly notationally.

We identify Vi g, fegiys,....yx first. For such purpose, we compute d x d-matrix

-----

K K 1
Dr Pryne®) = 23 (0008 Laa + Y. O ()20 = 9) @ (2 = 1))
k=1 =1

where the shorthand notation x was defined in ([5.16). We also write

(V1¢)($,P; Q) = vz¢(I7P;Q>7 (VQ(b)(;U,P, Q) = Vp¢($,P; Q)v
(ngb)(l‘,P,q) = qub(l’, P; Q),

and introduce another shorthand notation

(5.21) (1) = (25, Pryaronc ¥); 2):
Then
VN afeayn i = Piyroyic (%) + €(V10) (1) + (V30) (%) + epi(x) € RY,
where the
pi(x) =Zl(Dx,-Pj;y1 ..... yic (%)) (V20) ()
=23 (09 V2oL +4MZ 0500) (3 22 (@ 38) - Vaot) ) = o).
Consequently,

HNFuegyiryx (x) = Hy (X7 V Nfuegy vk (X))

= ;7; {H( VN,xifu,g;m ..... yK) — U(xl)}
N
S;;{H(%ﬁyl ,,,,, (%) + 22;¢ (|2:]*) + Vo@(2i, Piy,,.., yK(x),%))

= /R {"¢(“fap +22¢(|2])) - U(:c)}u’“yl ’’’’’ YK (dx, dP) + O(e).
0

We now define operator Hy acting on test functions fy g,y Recall that, in Defini-

tion and equation (12.29), we respectively introduced the notions of optimal multi-plans
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P (p;v1,...,7k) and the measure 1/%{71 o for a given test function fo.,,, .. Next, we

,,,,,,,,,

define d-approximate versions of both concepts. We write
T {M — M(da: dys, .. ., dysc) € Po(RO) such that

T "M =y, k=1,...,K; and

1/2
(/RdXRd ’l’ B yk‘2(ﬂ-;’zl+kM) (d:lj‘, dyk)> < d<:07 716) + 5}

We still denote I/%Im . in the same way as (2.29)), but with the above M. With these

notations, we define

(522 Hyofoamecuclp) = swp [ do?(e, P 20¢(a)

MEeTS (piy1,.-7K)

.....

—Ulx) — (V * p) (x)}u%’w ,, (dx, dP) 4 O(e),

......

where the O(e) term is the same as in Lemma [5.3]

Remark 5.4. In particular, considering a special case of the test functions fq.,,

K=1, () ;:%

----- TK
r, a>0,

then have above expression reduces to

(5.23) HN,Ofu,sgﬂ’l (,0) = sup /Qd {
) R

sup (g, 20(x — y) + 22¢'(|2]?))
el (p, 11

—Ulx) — (V * ,0) (x)}ﬂ'(dx, dy) + O(e).

Lemma 5.5. For each € > 0 and fy eqr, ... vy, there exists a 6 := 0(€;||g]|, ) > 0 such that

[

(5.21) lim 6(6: gl ) = 0,
e—0t
and that
sup ,HNfU,ﬁQ;yl 77777 YK (X) < HN,OfU,fQ%’Yl,m:’YK (P)

(%5515, YK)ES® (0571, 7K)

Recall that the notion of a d-section S° is defined in (3.60)).

Proof. The existence of § > 0 satisfying (5.24)) follows from Lemma For the selected
§ >0, when (X;y1,...,¥k) € S°(p; 71, - .-, VK), we have (by definitions)

and
(5.25) YLK (da, dP) = v (d, dP)
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] 0

Note that the 1 is the one appearing in definition of foim
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Lemma 5.6. In the context of Lemma|5.4, additionally assume that

(526) bN(TX) = hN(X), V7 € Gy.
That 1is,
hN,O(p) = sup hN(Ila"’v'TN) = lnf hN(x17"'7'rN)'
(z1,....x5)E(RDN (xl,...,xN)e(]Rd]g[N
such that p:% Zf\rzl Oz, such that p=% Zi:l Oz
Then

(1) the function fy defined in (5.3)) is bounded from above and continuous. It is also

Gy -invariant

f(p) = sup fv(ry,... on) = inf o vz, aw);
(z1,..,xn)E(RDN ($17---va)E(R]3/
such that p:% Zivzl b, such that p:% Zi:l Oz

and is a point-wise strong viscosity solution to (15.2)).
(2) fn € C(Xyn) is bounded from above and is a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution
to

(527) (I - OéHN70)7N S hN,O-
In particular, the § appearing in TS (p; 1, ..., vx) 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 U

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 in a graphical way.

YN = (Rd>N

X1

Xk
PN

XK
X9

XN P - P Y Pr P2

We denote
yi=(y,...,yn), Xp:= (% . . 2%)e RHY, k=1,2,.. . K,
with py, 1= pny(xx) and v := py(y). We consider test function f; € Sy, written as
(528) fl;pl,...,pK (7) = _1/} (d2<77 pl)a s 7d2(77 pK))u
and its counterpart defined on Yy
fl;xl,...,xK (y) = —w(d\%N (ya X1)7 L 7d$N (Y7 XK))

We also introduce the u in (5.13)), as in the sub-solution case.
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For each ¢ := ¢(y, P;q) € Fo (recall definition in ([5.14))), we define

1 X Yi
(5.29) 9(Y) = Gppxr, xic (¥) = N > (Ui Pixy o (¥); . );
i=1
where the
H;xl ..... XK (Y) — VN yiflgxl ,,,,, XK valfl X1, XK

We also take

1N
(5.30) uly) =u_c(y) := N D> (=) (wi)-

i=1

where the ¢ € C?(R; R, ) is bounded from below.
We now consider perturbed test function on Y y:

(5.31) Fuegicrmmic 7= (Flixroomic -+ W) + €8s, -
As in the sub-solution case, its counterpart on Xy is
(5.32)
fuegprrprc (V) 1= sUP sup ... Sup (fl;xl ..... i (Y) + €061 xxc (y)) + u(7).
yepy' (V) xiepyt(p1)  xkepy (o)
We have
(5.33) Sup sup |fu,eg;p1,...,pK (v) — (fl;m ,,,,, px T u)(’Y)l < €||¢||oo

N ~eXy

For each given M € I'S*"(y;py,...,px) and 1) (defining the f; and appearing in the
expression of the ;s in (2.30])), we denote

(5.30)  w¥  (dy.dP) ;:/

O~k
----- (x1,...,zx )ERKD Zk:l Br2(zk—y

and define
63)  Hyafumen)i= b [ (P - 20Col)
U = (V) b, (dy,dP)+O(e),
where the
(5.36) N = Ne(y, P) := qiggd H (q, P+ V,é(y, P; q))-

The ¢ is chosen to satisfy Lemma [3.31] applied in such context. In particular, it satisfies

(524). Like in the sub-solution case, the O(e) is meant to satisfy the estimate in Lemma 5.3

Lemma 5.7. In the context of Lemma |5.4, assume that Condition holds and that by
satisfies ((5.26]). Consequently,

(5.37) hna(p) == inf bn(z1,. .o, 2N)
{@1,n) =5 Zi:l Sz}
= sup by (w1, .. 2N).

Then



(1) the solution fn(x) for (5.2)) defined in (5.3) is Gy invariant

(538) iN(p> = inf N fN(xla"'va)
(@rrar)ip= TN 80
= sup fn(xy, ..., zN).

{@1mon)io=3 3501, 001
(2) The f, € C(Xy) with growth estimate

In(p) = hya(p) — B od(p, do)
for some concave, increasing and sub-linear function 5 : Ry — R. There is a choice
of the O(e) in (5.35)) such that the f, is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution
to

(539) (] - O‘HNJ)LV Z hN,l‘

Proof. The proof follows from symmetric arguments as in the sub-solution case in Lemma [5.6,
The growth estimate comes from (5.7)). O

Remark 5.8. Note that in the special case of K = 1, ¢(r) = §r with o > 0,

HNj fuegp(7) = inf / {nqs (v, 0z —y) = 20 (yP)) = U(y) = V v(y)}w(dx, dy).
TET (py ) JR24

5.5. Uniform modulus of continuity estimate. Let fy : (RY)" — R be defined accord-

ing to (5.3). We suppose that the hy € C’((Rd)N ) always has the invariance property in

(5.26)). Then, by Lemma, the fy is Gy-invariant as well. Hence it can be identified with
a function in Xy := (R%)"™/Gy. We note that, on one hand, Xy 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 Xy using empirical probability measure p, we
write

1 N
fN(p) = fN(X)’ Vp = Nzém

Next, we provide an estimate regarding modulus of continuity for fy. We begin with a
technical lemma.

Lemma 5.9. Let Cs > 0 for each 6 > 0. We define w(r) := infs~(0 + Csr). Then such
defined w is a concave modulus in the sense that w € C(Ry;R,) is non-decreasing, with
w(0) =0 and r — w(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 hy is uniformly (in N ) bounded from below in d-balls of finite

radius:
111\1[f UIEI)I(fN hn(o) > —oc0, VR eRy.
d(o,00)<R

Then for each R > 0, there exists a modulus wr € C(Ry;R) such that

In(p) = fn(v) Swr(d(p, 7)),  Vp,v € Xy and d(p,dy) +d(7,00) < 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 p,v € Xy, there exists

=

1
7= wy(dz, dy) : Zé (w191 erdxre (AT, dy) € Py (R24)

2:1

such that d*(p,7) = [gaxga |z — y|*w(dz, dy). For any 6 > 0, we define

Yi —

5(t) =+t 5

Le C'([0,6;RY), and o(t) := —Zazl € AC([0,9]; Xn).
Such o(0) = p, 0(d) = v and the curve t — o(t) has constant speed with velocity
1 N
v(t) .= vy(t;de,dv) = ¥ ;6%(07%((11:@@) =0(t) € Tan,yXy, Vt € [0,0].

Therefore, d(o(t),o(0)) = (¢t/6)d(p,v) < R for t € [0, 4].
According to the dynamical programming principle identity (5.8)) and in view of (5.4, the
following holds

>/ Le=ahy(o(r ))dr—/oée_(:(/RQd (L(f,v)+U(a:))u(r;dx,dv))dr
+ e fn (7).
Therefore,

fv) =it < 0=+ [ (L

+ (e~ i—l) inf  hy(o)

oEXN

%, v) + U(a:))u(r; dx, dv))dr

2d

d(O’,(S())SQR
s Ci o
<(l-e a)sxup v+ Cod + —=d(p,7) + Cod(1+d(p, 6o) +d(p, 7))
N
s :
+(e7a —1) UIEI%(fN hn (o).
d(0760)§2R

For the above estimates, we used the facts that (recall ((1.32))
L(g,v) < Co + Ci|v|*  for some C; > 0,Cy € R;
and that (by Condition [1.3])

Uo) < Cs [ (1+]2Do(rd) < Co(1+ [ lolp(de) + £d(,7)), 7€ 0,8

for some Cy > 0.
The conclusion now follows from Lemma [5.9] 0

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 we need

to generalize the result of Lemma We still take Yy := (R, but with a new metric
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dy, corresponding to p-norm (p € (1,00)) when the (R%)" is viewed as a Banach space.
Specifically, instead of using

1 X 1/2
dvy (x,y) == <N > lwi - yi|2> ;
i=1

Wwe IIOW use a new one

dv, (x,y) ( Z |z; — )1/p.

The corresponding quotient (with respect the to permutation group Gy) space Xy 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 d, as follows:

de(IO v) = inf *Z |z; — Yriy|’ = inf /Rded |z — y|Pm(dx, dy) =: (d,)P(p,7)

meGy mel(p,y)

for
1 X 1 X

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 Lemmal[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 d,. In particular, the f, € S;{N in ((5.12)) now becomes

(540) fﬂ(p) = f0;717~--7’YK(p) = ¢(d2(p7 '71)7 s 7d12;(p7 ’VK)>;

and
o) = 9( (3 = 0P = (s — %)
05y1,-- YK : N — ? 3 )t N ~ ? % .

The new version of Py, v, in (5.15) becomes [

(541) Piy,yi (%) == NV foys,..yx
= -1 Y 2 2
k=1

We also introduce p-Wasserstein version of the collection of optimal transport measure
P (p; ) = {u = p(dz; dy) € P,(R*) such that ﬂi#[l, = p, ﬂip, =

—ylP — dP .
and /leXRd "T y’ [,l,(d.fl?,dy) - dp(p7 7)7 }a

1"We take convention |z\p_1|—z| =0 when z=0,p > 1.
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and its multi-marginal analogue:

(5.42) TP (0571 - - k) = {M = M (dx; dyy, ..., dyx) € Py(RUTE) such that

TGEM T () .

For the above fo and M € I')P"(p;v1,...,7k), we now extend the measure in (2.29) to the
p-Wasserstein setting by

(5.43) v} (dz,dP)

S ak(dP)M(dm; dyi, ..., dyr),

6 K 2—p
- _ -1
yk)ERKd Zk:1 2dp (pyve) [T~y |P [T—yp]

with
R . . 2 2
Qg = ak’(pv RITRER 7’7K) T 8/€,’7Z}(dp(pa 71)? - >dp(p7 P}/K))

Secondly, we introduce a p-Wasserstein version of the operator Hy o in (0.22). By replacing
the 2-Wasserstein distance d by the p-Wasserstein version d,,, we define a counterpart for the

%" which we denote Fgf;. For the fy in (5.40) and any given ¢ := ¢(x, P;q) € Fo in (.14)),
we define a perturbative function g just as in (5.15) but with the new Py, ..s as given

.....

by (5.41)), and with the % in (5.16|) replaced by squares of p-Wasserstein distance functions.
(517

For each ¢ € C?, we define u in (5.17) and then f, 4.y~ according to (5.18)), and

K

GA) Hyofsamecclp) = s [ (o, P 20¢/(a))

MGF;?(P;’H ~~~~~ VK

—Ulx) — (V * p) (x)}l/%f7 , (dz, dP) 4 O(e).

,,,,,,

Lemma 5.11. With the above notational changes, the statements in Lemma 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 d,, 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 fy(p) be defined according to Lemma , and 6 > 0. We take ((r) := 6(r/2) in

(6-17), hence u(p) := ug(p) := Jra C(|z|*)p(dz). We denote
(5.45) Inolp) = fnlp) = uo(p).

With reference to the fy egy.,..v given by (5.18), we write

(5.46) Joegm, i = Ju=0,eg:m1,. vk -
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Next, recall the constants ¢, C' in Condition for the H, we define
(5.47) H?V,Ofo,eg%’Yla---,’YK (p) = Hy o fo.egm,nx ()

1
+(1-— )\){C —inf H + 4C sup | V0|

q,I,x
wac s [ PR (da, dP)}
MET (piy1 e VK R2d Jon,woaxc
20\
+ ﬁ‘ﬂ/lﬂ?p(dw)-

The HY; o fo.cgim,...vsc Should be viewed as multi-valued, with a free varying parameter A > 1.

Note that for fixed finite N, (Xn,dp>1) and (Xy,d,—2) are topologically and metrically
equivalent. Moreover, the above constructed f and 7N79 are independent of the p > 1.
D(HY;,) consists of test functions of the form with every p € (1,2).

Lemma 5.12. Under the assumptions of Lemma for each 6 > 0, the above fy, € C(Xy)
is bounded from above and is a strong viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense to
(5.48) (I — aHp o) [ xg < hro-
Proof. The proof is based upon one observation: We may consider f, as a viscosity sub-
solution with wu(-) as part of the test functions for the Hamiltonian operator Hy in (5.44));
we may also consider fy, as a viscosity sub-solution with another Hamiltonian operator
HY o With proper error estimates, the first one implies the second.

We establish some estimates regarding the ¢ in (5.19) in Lemma next. In particular,
estimate (5.52)) implies that

0
Hn o fucgm,..oxc (p) < HN,0f0,59§’Ylv---7'YK (p)-

Here, the fu gy, ..vx = Joegm,..ye T w. Again, the right hand side above means a multi-
valued function with free varying parameter A\ > 1.
The conclusion now follows from Lemma B.111 O

We establish some estimates which will be useful in Section [6.21 One of them was also
used in the proof of previous lemma.

Lemma 5.13. Suppose Conditions and[1.9 hold. For each ¢ € Fy fized,
(1) the map in (5.19)) is continuous n® = n?(x, P) € C(R?).
(2) there exists a finite constant Cy > 0 such that

Vo(x, Piq) =0, Vl|z|>Cy4 PgeR’
Hence
n?(x, P) = n®=(P), VP €R" whenver |z| > Cj.
By (1.31)), the n® has no more than quadratic growth in P at infinity uniformly in
(5.49) n°(x, P) < cy(1+|P|?), Fcy > 0.
(3) for each 0 < p < 2 fized, the map (see definition of V%I in (5.43))
P, (RO 5 M /R (e, PYw3 (dx, dP),
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is continuous in the topology given by p-Wasserstein metric on Pp(R(HK)d).
(4) let ¢,C > 0 be the constants in (1.31)), and L, be defined as in
P;q) — P:
(5.50) Ly := supsup V@ (y, Py q) — Veo(z, ,q)|'
a.P z#y [z — |

Then for every A > 1,
P cr?

(5.51) MP(y, 5) = 0@, P) < e(A = 1) + s—Tle =y,
(5) we have
1
(5.52) n®(x, P+ &) < n(x, P)+ (1 — X) (c — infH +4C sup |V,¢|* + 4C'|P|2>
q,Px

20\
+ "

Proof. We begin by recalling n®(z, P) = sup,era H(q, P+ V,0(z, P; q)), and that (¢, v, P)
H(q, P + V,¢(z, P;q)) is continuous. Continuity of the ¢ follows from Lemma in Ap-
pendix: First, by first part of that lemma, we have n? € LSC(R??). Second, by compactness
of T4, the second part of the lemma implies n¢ € USC(R?).

From convexity of p — H(g, p) and by Condition , we have

p , p—7r c "2
. AH(¢,~) —H <A-—DH(¢,—5) <=1+ ——|p—p
(5.53) (.3) —H@.p) < A= DH(e. T—7) e =1+ 5—lp 7
Therefore, by definition of ¢ in ((5.19),
P P+ V. o(y, P;q
M 5 = (e P) < sup (g, VST (g p 9000, Pi)
q€R?

C

)
giving (5.51)).

Given p” € R?, take p = \p” in (5.53)), using the at most quadratic growth of p — H
requirement in Condition ((1.31]), we also get

M. 1") < S + L= )+ 55 (A = o1+ = Dl)
§( 1—;\)1an>—|—6(1—;\)+§0>\ - |2+2C();\_1)|10/|2
=H(q,p') + ( —i\)(c—ian+20\p’\2)+f(i)\1|p”—p’]2.
Therefore,
(@, P+&) —n’(x, P) < sup (H(q, P+ &+ V,6(x, Piq)) —H(q, P+ Vyo(, P; q)))
< (1- i\)(c — infH +4C| P> + 403;1)2 |Vq¢|2) + /\20)\|§|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 Hy and the Hy ; respectively. In the case of Hy, we have a sub-
solution result from Lemma m (namely, the f in Lemma is a viscosity sub-solution
to ) However, such result is not compatible with the “simpler-minded” metric space
version of the half-relaxed limit theory in Theorem [£.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 uy (with # > 0) term, the TN,& has a compact sub-levels in p-
Wasserstein space with 0 < p < 2. Moreover, test functions are continuous in P,(RY).
These properties will play important roles in Section [6.2] when we derive limit properties for
sub-solutions of as N — oo.
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6. CONVERGENCE OF HAMILTONIANS IN THE HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT FOR INFINITE
PARTICLES

In this section, we apply the abstract viscosity solution theories developed in Section
and the explicit estimates of finite particle Hamiltonians in Section |5| to our hydrodynamic
limit problem. We introduce a pair of Hamiltonian operators Hy, H; and show that they are
respectively upper- and lower- limits of the Hy and Hy; in , 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 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 [£.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 and

T9).

6.1.1. Convergence of spaces. Let metric spaces (Xn,dx, ) and (X,d) be as in Section .
That is, X := P»(R?) and d are the order-2 Wasserstein space and metric respectively, and
the Xy is identified as space of empirical measures for N number of points with equal mass.
We denote ny := Id the identity map that embeds Xy into X. Namely, the 1y maps empirical
probability measure to itself identified as a probability measure with finite second moment.
We introduce index set

[, : 1. e C)
(6.1) Q:={qg=((,M):¢e€C(R;R;) such that CE}}}OO |T1|r§fC T o0, M € R, }.

This Q induces a family of compact subsets in X (e.g. Proposition 7.1.5 in [3])
K% = KM = {peX: /Rd((|x|2)p(dx) <M}, q=(M)eQ,
and similarly, a family of compact subset in Xy

K = KM = {pGXN : /Rd C(|z]*)p(dz) < M}, q:=(p,M) € Q.

We choose n}, :=ny o K — K1

N

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 K¢ is a compact sets in X. Moreover,
by proper choice of the ¢, every compact set K CC X can be contained in one of the K¢s.
By a density argument of empirical probability measures in space of probability measures,

we have
; CM g (MY
A}l_r}n den(Ky™, K9Y) = 0.

Therefore, the following holds.
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Lemma 6.1. Xy converges to X in the sense of generalized Gromov-Hausdorff convergence
with respect to index set Q:

(Xn, dxy) E584 (X, d).

In Section [5], we established results projecting sub- and super-solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations in ordered-particle space Yy := (R%)? to un-ordered particle space Xy := Y /Gy.
We note that definition of the projected Hamiltonian operators Hyfs. in involves
a parameter ¢ := ¢(y, P;q) € Fy (defined in (5.14))). This ¢ 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 — oo limit, this parameter ¢ disappears
in the limiting test function f;. However, it remains in the multi-valued H;f; as an extra
index. Then, through the defining inequality property of viscosity super-solution, we can
optimize over such ¢ 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 (s as appeared in
(6.1). Following (5.17)), the ¢ € C'(R;R,) needs to have super-linear growth at infinity.
Indeed, we require something even more: the ( is non-decreasing and

(6.2) 1;r_r>1+11&f ¢'(r) = +oc.
We write
u(y) =) == [ CUyPhdy). vy ex.

Such class of (s is large enough to have the following property: for each vy € X, we can find
a ¢ with the above property and satisfying [pa C(|y|?)dryo(dy) < +oo.
Let pr. € X for k=1,2,..., K. Following ([5.28]), we write a class of simple test functions

1) = Friprepe (1) = —(dist? (3), ... dist?,_(7)) € S7,

and perturbed test functions
(63) fu;pl,...,pK = fl;p1,...,pK + U*C'

We denote S~ the collection of perturbed test functions defined in the last line. With N
introduced in (|5.36)):

no = Ms(y, P) = inf H(g, P+ V,06(y, Pia)), Vo :=oly, Piq) € Fo,

we write

(6.4) G%

Juspy ..., PK

I : 2 M
() : inf /]R no(y, P = 2yC([y))) v} (dy,dP)

o MeT°P (v;p1,...,0K )
— <U,’)/> - <V*777>7

where the V%pl is defined just as in (2.31)), and the notation T'°P*(v; p1, ..., px) defined

,,,,,

in (2.49).
We now define an operator Hy, identified through its graph, by
(6.5) Hy = {( Fummoics G ) fuprr €80 € fo}.
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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 f,.,, = (f1,, +u—¢) € D(H,) with

o
fl;Pl(V) = _§d2(p17ry)7 o > 07p1 € XJ
we have

66) G, 00 =__inf [ ns(y.ale—y) = 2 (u))mlde,dy) — (U +V 59),9).

wEOP (p157)

It is easier to see this by following a notational convention which we practice throughout
this paper. We always write dvy := y(dy) and dp = p(dzx) to associate the x with the p, and
y with the ~.

Next, in two steps, we show that this H; is a lower limit to the Hy 1s in (5.35]) in the sense
as required by Condition [4.9]

Lemma 6.3. Assuming Condition then for each ¢ € Fy,

(1) the map ny := ny(y, P) € C(R?).
(2) there ezists a finite constant Cy, > 0 such that

V.0, P;q) =0, V|yl > Cy, P qcR™
Hence
N6(y, P) = ny=o(P), VP € R whenver |y| > C,.
By , the ng has exactly quadratic growth in P at infinity uniformly in y:
(6.7) —cy+ O PP <myly, P) < co+ Cy| P>, Ty, Cy > 0.
Proof. We prove the continuity of 7, only. The other properties follow directly. We note

that (¢,y, P) — H(q,P + V,o(y, P; q)) is continuous. By second part of Lemma |A.1]

ny € USC(R?*@). Next, by compactness of T¢ (noting periodicity of ¢ — ¢(y, P;q) and
q — H(q,p)), the first part of Lemma gives ng € LSC(R*). O

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that Conditions and hold. Then function v
G?u»mw . (7) 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) — (y; P— 2y§’(!y\2)> is bounded below by constant
—cg; moreover, from (6.2)), the dominating term of growth estimate from above is |P|* +
ly|?(¢")?(Jy|?). Consequently, the dominating term in Gd)w .. (7); as it blows up, is v —

,,,,,,,
(|y|2(<"(|y|2))2,7>. Therefore, for every finite L > 0,

L
{7 € X: Gfu;pl ..... PK (,}/) S L}

is a relatively compact subset in (X, d).
Next, we verify that G?Wl YYYY e € LSC(X;R U {+00}) to conclude. To simplify, we only

treat the case of special test functions in Remark Proof in the general situation only
requires notational changes. We recall the expression of G?u,pl in . Let v, — v in d

and choose a ,, € T'°P"(p1;,) to be such that
GY,,, () = /de no(, alx —y) = 2y¢ (Iy[*) ) wa(de, dy) — (U, ) = (V5 Yy ) = —

fu;pl
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Then by a variant of tightness argument, ﬁ at least along subsequence, 7, — 7 for some
wo € T°PY(py;70) in order-2 Wasserstein metric in P, (IR?*?). Hence, by a version of the Fatou’s
lemma,

liminf G}, () > /de no (> ol — ) = 29¢([y]*) ) wo(dz, dy) — (U, 50) = (V %70, %)
> G?Wl (70)-
We conclude. 0

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that Conditions cmd hold. Then the Hy s in (5.35)) and
H, satisfy Condition[{.9

Proof. Again, we only write out details for the case when f,,, € D(H;) is the special test
function in Remark [6.2] Proof for general case only requires notational changes.
First, we approximate the f,,, . For the given p;, we construct empirical probability
measures pl 1= % SN 6.~ satisfying
lim d(p =
Jim d(py’, p1) = 0,
with the z& € R?. We denote xV := (2, ..., 2¥). Asin (5.29) -(5.32), we introduce

al X
fl;xN(y) = _772 |yl - $£V|27
' 2N =

and u :=u_¢. For every ¢ := ¢(y, P; q) € Fo, we define g := gy,x and
fu,eg;xf’ = (fl;xf’ + u) + €9,

and

1 N
fn(y) = sup {fuvgg;xiv (v) 1y = (v, yn) € (RY)Vsuch that v = ; 5yi},

Then according to (5.33)), as € := e — 0, we have H
J\P_IPOOSI?}%)UCN_anu;mlzov VQE Q.

Since fy.,, € USC(X;R), we have (—fy) =0 (—fuip)-
Second, we show that, for each ¢ € Q fixed and vy € K, 7 € K7 such that d(yx,70) — 0,
we have

1%Vfrii£f (HN,lfN>(”YN) > GY (70)-

fuoy

Following Remark |5.8| for the expression of Hy fy, we can find wy € IS (pl;vy) with &
satisfying property (5.24]), and some my € I'°P*(py; ) such that wy = 7y in the narrow
convergence sense, and such that (by Fatou’s lemma)

R2d (neox) = U(y) = V = 1w (y)) wv(d, dy)

> [ (nelx) = Uly) = V 5 70(y) ) mo(da, dy) > G, (70),

- JRr2d

o T
thnJo%f Hyifn(yw) > h]\frri)lo%f

BThe proof of Lemma will use such argument again. See there for more explanation.
9Note that nn : Xy — X is the identity embedding map, we may simply ignore it in the expression.
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where the notation
(ex) o= (1l = y) = 20 ().

Finally, we note that Condition is already verified in Lemma [6.4] O
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 fy to ([5.2)).

Let the by satisfy invariance (5.26) and hy; be defined according to ((5.37)).

Condition 6.6. h; € C(X) satisfies the following properties:
(1) for every pn := % N 59&{: € Xy and pg € X with d(pn, po) = 0, we have

liminf oy 1 (pn) 2 ha(po);

(2) moreover, there exists an increasing sub-linear function 5 : Ry — R such that

inf hn1(p) > —Bod(p,dy), Vpe Xy, and supsuphy; < +o0.
N N Xn

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that Conditions and |1.5 hold. Let fx : (RY)Y — R and
B3 33

[y @ Xy = R be defined according to ) and (b respectively.  We also introduce

f:X =R asin ([&9)-(E11).
We assume that the hy1s and hy are related by Condition . Then the f is a super-
solution to

(68) (I — OéHl)i Z hl,
in the point-wise viscosity solution sense.

Proof. The results from Lemmas [5.7] and verify conditions required for applying
Theorem [4.17, hence the conclusion follows. ([l

Up to this point, our definition of the H; in always has a non-zero ( term — see the
fupropr D which is the origin of the hat on notation S—. The ¢ played a significant
role in producing compactness type arguments in previous proofs (e.g. Lemma . Next,
we get rid of this term. We explore localness of the operator Hy, 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 H; to denote such reduction. That is, the new H; is notationally defined as the
old one by setting ¢ = 0, hence the the fy.,,,  ,x = fip1,..px € D(H1) for the new one.

Lemma 6.8. Let f € LSC(X) be an at most linear growth super solution to in the
point-wise viscosity sense, with the Hy defined as in with non-zero ¢ term. Then it is
also a super-solution in the strong point-wise viscosity sense, with the ( term removed from
both the test functions and the operator H;.

Proof. Let fi:= fip...p € D(Hy) for the new Hy, and let 7y € X be such that
(fr = ) = sg(p(fl —f)-

Then by adding an extra term as in Lemma
f1,0 = fl;@;pl,...,pK,'yo = fl;pl,...,pK - 0d2('770)7

the o becomes a strict global maxima of f; 9 — f. Let Y be a R%-valued random variable

with probability distribution o, then E[|Yy|?] < 00. 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 ¢ € C! in the class of test
functions that we considered earlier, such that

[ CuProtdy) = BICI%)] < +oo.

We introduce

1 5_
from = from(7) == fr0(7) — /Rd ~C(lyl*)r(dy) € 57
By point-wise viscosity super-solution property for , there exists v, := 79, € X with
(.fl,ﬁ,n - f) (771) = Slip(fl,a,n - i)a

and

69) o (F=h)ow > by P 2y,

T METOP (yn;p1,.,0K Y0)

— (U +V *7),7m)-

Summarizing the above, we have

(fro = F)m) = (from — )m) = Sgp(fwm —f)

(dy,dP)

<P K0

> (fuam = D) =suplfio — 1) = 1 [ C(yPhaldy)

That is, the 7, := 7., has a super-solution version of the property as in (3.7). Hence by a
super-solution version of Lemma we have (for every fixed 6)

Jim d(Yn,7) =0, T}lj{}oﬂ%) = f(%), Jim fr0(m) = f1.0(70)-
By Fatou’s lemma, passing n — oo in gives
a™H(f = h)(v) > (Hifre)(h0)-

Invoking similar arguments as in Lemma we send § — 07 and conclude. O

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 to
the f s and Hy s in Lemma 5.6} in the sub-solution case. We will apply the generalized ver-
sion of results given by Lemma to those perturbed Hamilton-Jacobi equations in
Lemmal5.12 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 with a small parameter 6 > 0. Upon getting limiting equation using the ab-
stract results of Lemma we will then let the p — 2, followed by letting the § — 07, 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 py € (1,2) be arbitrary but fixed. We take X := Py(R%)
with dx := d the 2-Wasserstein metric, and X' := P, (R?) with dx := d,,, the py-Wasserstein
metric. The space (Xy,dx,, ) is taken according to the definition in Section In particular,
we use dx, here the po-Wasserstein metric restricted to the space of empirical probability
measures with N equally-weighted point masses.

We take Q := R, and for each ¢ € Q,
Ki={peXy: [ [afpldn) <q}, K':={peX: [ |oPpldn) < q}.

Let ny : Xy — X C X' be the identity map and n} := ny : Ki — K9 The K1 is

Ky
compact in (X', dx:) for each ¢ € Q; UyeoK? = X and

————dx —closure

X — quQKq _ quQKq, de/—closure — X

Moreover, for each py € K% and py € K9 with limy_,o dx/(pn, po) = 0, by uniformly
bounded second moments property of the pys, we have indeed a stronger convergence

]\}I—I}loo dp(pNa PO) = 07 Vp S [17 2)
Lemma 6.9.
gGH /
(X, dxy) =0 (X, dx).

6.2.2. A limiting Hamiltonian operator and a limiting sub-solution. Take p € [po,2), and let
test functions fp : X — R be defined according to

(610) fO(IO) = fO;"/l ----- YK (10) = fO,p;’ﬂ,...KYK (p) = ¢(d,§(ﬂ, '71>a s 7d;(p’ 7K))7

just as in ([5.40). We also define measure V%I = V%Im 7777 e Dy (5.43), representing a type of
differential of the fy. Let ¢ := ¢(z, P;q) € Fo. We recall the n? defined in ([5.19)):

n’(x, P) = sup H(q, P + V,6(z, P;q)),

qER4
and the collection of optimal multi-plans I')P*(p; 1, ..., 7x) in (5.42). With all these nota-

tions, we denote

Jovg oy
(6.11) Gy K(p) = sup /R% 17¢’(95,P)1/§¢‘0/IWl . (dx,dP)

MEeTP (pi71,.7K)

— (U, p) =V *p,p).

Next, we introduce a multi-valued Hamiltonian operator Hy C C ((X, d); ]R) x M ((X, d); ]R)
identified through its graph by

(6.12) Hy:= {(fO,G£°> : fo = fopn,..yx @s above,p € [pg,2), ¢ € ]:0}.

Expression of the Hy in the following special situation simplifies: let K = 1 and ¢(r) :=
with a > 0, then

[

fO = fO;'yl (p) = %di(p, 71)
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and

)= swp [ o (zad (ool — ol T (e dy)
w€lP (pyy1) R24 |I—y|

—{((U+V*p),p).

That is, for each fixed fy of the above type, Hyfy is a set of functions {G’é0 c ¢ € Fo}.
We recall regularity estimates for the 7 in Lemma which give the following.

Lemma 6.10. p — Gé‘) (p) is upper semi-continuous in the topology given by p-Wasserstein
metric, for each p € (1,2).

Let f, be those constructed in Lemma [5.60 They solve (5.27)) in sub-solution sense as
have been made precise in that lemma. Let § > 0 be fixed. Recall that, through (5.45)), we
defined

(6.13) Taalo) = Tu(o) — 5 [ lof?plde).

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 Hzev,m defined in that
lemma. Following the notations there about the constants ¢,C > 0, we denote for every
A>1,

(6.14)
. 1 .
G ") = G+ 0= {emmiH+aC s [ PR (dedP)

MEeTP (317K )

4C\ —
+ 4C sup |Vq¢|2} + 0{ supsup fy — (0,...,0)+ 1
g.:z.P A=1 UN xy

— i%ffN(do) + f0(50)}
=: G (p) + Erroryx(p) + Errora g ».

We introduce a perturbed operator (multi-valued)

(6.15) HY = {(fo,Gg;m@vA) 2 fo = fopmnmes D € (1,2),6 € Fo, A > 1}‘
Lemma 6.11. For every finite L > 0, we have
li E =0 lim lim E =0.
Jim sup rrory \(p) , Jim lim Errorze,

PEX, [oa 2|2 p(dz) <L

We recall that the by : (RY)Y — R and the hyg : Xy — R are defined as in Lemma .
We assume the following sub-solution counterpart of the Condition [6.6]

Condition 6.12. hg € C(X) and hyg : Xy — X satisfy the following:

(1) the hyos are uniformly bounded:

sup sup hyp < +00.
N Xy
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(2) the sequence {hno : N € N} and the hy satisfies Property Pn (Deﬁm'tz'on [4-24)).
Specifically in current context, this becomes: for every pn = NZk 1 xN e Xy
and py € X with dy—1(pn, po) = 0, and with supy [ga|z)?pn(dz) < 400, we have
Hm supyy 0 hvo(pn) < ho(po)-

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that Conditions and hold. Then Condition is
satisfied for the operators Hg,’O and HY.

Proof. Since the K7 is 2-Wasserstein closed balls of radius ¢ € R, it is compact in the
p-Wasserstein space for any p € (1,2). Recall that n% : K% — K7 is simply the identity
embedding map from Xy to X. Therefore, if py € K%, po € K9 and limy_,o dx/ (pn, po) = 0,
then py — po in any p-Wasserstein metric with 1 < p < 2. In particular, this implies that
each fy € D(HY) is dx-continuous in the closed subset K7 C X, verifying Condition

Let (fo,Gf;(’;e’)‘) € HY, where the fo := fopm...~x for some p € [pg,2) as in (6.10). We can
find v := % >N 5yll_c € Xy such that limy . dx(72Y,v) = 0 for k= 1,..., K. We define g
according to (5.15) and fo n 1= fO,eNgw{V,-.wﬁ according to (|5.46]).

Take ¢y € (0,1). If, additionally, we assume that py € EZ[fny — fon] C Kj as in

Condition [4.22] -- [4b] then
2 [ JaPoxtdz) < (Fy — fo) o) +1 = (Fava — fo) (60
< (supsup?N —(0,...,0) — eNinf¢> +1
N Xy

- i%ffN((So) + (fo(éo) + en sup gb) < +o00,

where the 1 is the one appearing in definition of the fy. The above estimate implies {py }n
is relatively compact in any topology given by r-Wasserstein metric with r € (1,2).

Recall the definition of Hjovo fon in , we have

lim sup HNofo ~N(pn) < Gfo”(po).

N—oo

O
We recall the definition of fy, in (5.45)) and the result of Lemma [5.12 Following (4.18)

in Section E we define, for each # > 0 and py € X = ququdx_dosure = Ugeo K1,

fo(po) := supsup { limsup fy4(pn) : Ipn € Xn, /Rd [2*px(dz) < L, lim dx:(py, po) = 0}

L>0 N—oo

0
= sup sup { lim sup (fN(pN) -5 |x|2pzv(dw)) : 3pn € Xy,
L>0 N—00 2

[ lePox(dn) < L.l dx(px. ) =0},

and for every p € X,
(6.16) Ji(p) = lim_sup{fy(po) : po € Pa(R"), dx(p0, p) < €}.

Then f; € USC( (X,d); ) is bounded from above I A little thinking reveals an even
stronger result: the map (p,0) — f;(p) belongs to USC(X x [0, 6o); ) for every 6y > 0.

20We note that the f is bounded from above by Lemma
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Also, f; < fg for every 0 < 6 < 6. Let
(6.17) fr(p) = lim sup fo(p) = sup f5(p), Vp€X 0> 0.
_>

6€[0,60]

Then by Lemma [A.1] f* € USC((X,d); R) with the following property. We will use this
property in proof of Theorem later.

Lemma 6.14. For every pny € Xy and py € X such that limy_,« dx(nx(pn), po) = 0, we
have

limsup f (o) < f*(po).

N—o0

In fact, the following stronger result holds: The sequence {fy}nen and f* satisfy Property
Py in Definition [{.24)

Proof. Suppose the py, po are such that

sup/ |z|*pn(dx) < +oo,  lim dw (nn(pn), po) = 0.
N JRd N—oo

Then
limsup fx(pn) = lim sup lim sup ( |l’| pN(da:)>
N—oo 0—0+ N—oo
< limsup fv(pv) < flpo) < f (Po)

0

An application of Lemma to the sub-solution result of Lemma [5.12] gives the next
result.

Lemma 6.15. Suppose that Conditions and [0.19 hold. Then the above defined f;

18 a sub-solution to
(6.18) (I — aHY) f5 < ho,

in the point-wise viscosity solution sense, in the 2-Wasserstein space (X,d). The hq is the

one in Condition [6.12.

The f; 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 py, po € X with limy_,o dx'(pn, po) = 0, we have
limsup fg (pn) < f5(po)-
N—o0

Proof. For the py, po, by definition of fg, we can always find pfy € X with limy . dx(ply, pn) =

0 and fj(pn) < folply) + 4. Consequently, limy o do(ply. po) = 0, supy Jys |22 () <
+00 and

limsup f;(pn) < limsup fo(ply) < fo(po) < fi (po).

N—oo N—oo
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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; is a sub-solution to ([6.18)), for test functions in D(HY).
Next, we enlarge the domain of test functions to include those of following type:
(619) fS(P) = fo(p)+€d2(p,’}/0), fO ED(H3)75> 0770 GXJ

= ¥(dy(p, 1), -, dp(p, i) +ed®(p,70), VP € (1,2).

We want to show that f; 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 v1,...,7k,7 € X all have finite second moment.

The function f§ can be approximated in monotone point-wise convergence sense, in the
P — 27 limit (assuming 1 < p, < puy1 < 2), by

(6.20) fr = Falp) = folp) + ed3 (p,%0)
= 1/)(d;2)(Pa '71)7 s ,di(p, '7K)) + Edin(p, ’70> S D(Hg)

Let ¢,C be the constants in (1.31]). Next, we define a perturbative version of the Gf;‘”e”\ in
(6.14). For each 8 > 0,\ > 1 and ¢ € Fy, € > 0, we define

(6.21) G2 () = GI® () 4 (1 - i\){c ~infH

2 M
+4C sup /de |Pl*vy, ., (dz, dP)

METYP (pv1,ee7K)

20\
+ 4C sup |Vq¢|2} + 4e2d*(p, vo)-
z,P.q A—1

We also define operator
HS = H U {(fg, @f;g;e’)‘) : V[ as above with p € [pg,2),e > 0,A > 1,¢ € ]:0}.

Our main result for this subsection is Lemma [6.19] Before stating it, let us quote the
following property regarding a special type of I'-convergence.

Lemma 6.17. Let X' be a general metric space and F, : X' +— R be such that {F, },en s a
non-increasing sequence of upper semi-continuous functions with limit function F (in point-
wise convergence sense). Let x,,xo € X' and €, > 0 be such that supy, F,, < F,(z,) + €n,
€, — 07 and x,, — x9. Then

Jim S}(l/p F, = lim Fo(x,) = F(xy) = sglp F.

Proof. See Lemma A.4 of Feng and Kurtz [46], or more generally, Proposition 2.42 of At-
touch [5]. O

Definition 6.18. Let r € [1,2). A function h : X — R is said to be d,-upper semi-continuous
in X if the following holds: for every p,, po € X with lim,,_,, d,(pn, po) = 0, we have

limsup h(pn) < h(po).
n—oo

2IThe type referred to here is monotone pointwise convergence.
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Lemma 6.19. Let hg € C(X) be obtained as in Lemma and is dp,—1 upper semicon-
tinuous in X (see Definition . Then the fg; is a sub-solution in the point-wise viscosity
sense to

(I — aHY) f5 < ho.

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§ in (6.19)), we construct f¢ as in (6.20). By Lemma there exists p,, € X such
that

(6:22) (5 = £2)(pa) = sup S5 = £

and that

(6.23) o (fy = ho)(pa) < GLMNpy), VO >0,0>1,6 € F.
Since supy f; < oo and the € > 0 is fixed, we have

(6.24) sgp/ |z [P pp(dz) < o0.

Hence {py }nen 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§), and label convergence subsequence still using {p, }nen. By Fatou’s lemma applied
to estimate (6.24)), then there exists py € X such that

dim dr(pn, po) = 0.
Note that
i < <S5 im fi(p) = fo(p).
Applying Lemmas and to finite upper-level sets of F), := f; — fr, we obtain

(6.25) M sup(fg = fu) = Jim (5 = f2)(on) = (f5 = fo)(po) = sup(fy — fo).
Therefore,
(6.26) lim sup edy, (pn, 70) = lim sup ((f5 = £o)(pa) — sup(fy — )

< (fy = fo)(po) — Sl)l(p(fé* — f5) = ed*(po, 70,

where the first identity above follows from ((6.22)) and the inequality from (6.25)) and Lemmal6.16]
A little thinking also reveals that the above implies

(6.27) dim fg(pn) = fg(po),  lim f7(pn) = f5(po)-

From the estimate of n? in (5.52)), recall quantities G£0 and G*e” as defined by ([6.11]), the
fc and fy as appeared in (6.20)), as well as the expression in (5.43)), we have

€ ]_ .
GEp=chip)+ - le—mtrac(  sp [ PR ()

A METP (piy1,.-7K)

20\ _
2 2( 12(2—pn 2(pn—1)
+sup V49| )} +y e (2277 (p,70)) (501} (0 %0)),  VpEX.
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Note that the fy has dependency on the parameter p, and so are the Gf;o (p) and v}
Furthermore, in view of

llmSUpd (Pn,0) < d*(p0, 70)-

n—oo

Hence

lim sup (2277 5 d5"~ 1) (pn, 70) < limsup (d3° 77 5 d5™ ") (p, 70)
n—o0

n—o0 2pn—t
= limﬁsup d3(n,70) < d*(po, 0)-
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

hinjogp Gé" (pn)

1 .
<GR+ (= e-nttac  ap [P, (dnaP)

MEeTPP (poivt,.. V)

20\
+4C sup IV, 0| } o 14€2d2(P0, Y0)-
7 7q

Througﬁh (6.14])), we see that the Gé";e”\ and Gf;o;a’A are respectively perturbative versions
of the Gf;” and Gf;o. Consequently, the above estimate also gives

lim sup Gf M(pn) < Gfo’ " (po),

n—oo

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 sup,,_, .. ho(pn) < ho(po) (we assumed that hg satisfies the property in Defini-

tion [6.18)). O

6.2.4. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - IL
Next, we extend the HY to another slightly simplified new operator:

8 = B O { (10, GE™) : fo 1= Jomz = foom. € SE,0 € Fos X > 1),
where the

z . 1
(6.28)  GI(p) =GN p) + (1 - )\){c — inf H + 4C sup | V6|
z,P,q

+4C sup /R PP (dx,dP)}.

METYP (poivt,e V)

Lemma 6.20. In context of Lemma |6.19, the above constructed f, € USC((X,d);R) is a
sub-solution to

(I — aHg) fs < ho
in the point-wise viscosity sense.

22We eliminated the e-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

fo = folp) = & (d*(p, ), - d*(p,710)) € S = D(HY).

Let 1 < ... <pn < ppr1 < ...<2besuch that lim, ., p, = 2. We approximate the above
Jo by

Jno = fap(p) = w(dzn(/% Y1)s - 7d;27n</97 ’YK)) € D(H{) C D(ﬁ[g).
It follows that,
foo < forro <o < fo, Hm fuo(p) = folp), VpeX
By Lemma [6.15] there exists p, € X such that (f; — f,.0)(pn) = supx(fj — fno) and that
a " (fy = ho)(pa) < G pa), YO > 0,0 > 1,6 € F.

Part A: To simplify, we first consider cases where the 1 :=1(rq,..., rg) satisfies
(6.29) IEE (ry, .o Ty, Tr) =400, Jke{l,2,...,K}.
Tk 0o

Since supy fy < 0o, we conclude sup,, [ga |2|P"dp,(dz) < co. By Lemmas and [6.17],
there exists a py 1= ppg € X C X’ E with dx: (pn, po) — 0 at least along subsequences, and

(fo — fo)(po) = Slip(f; — fo)-

If we can also derive that

. . fn’ ;Q,A ;07>‘
lim inf G4 (p,) < Géo (p0),

n—oo

and that
fo(pn) = fo(po), and folpn) — folpo),

then we can conclude. However, the convergence of p, to pg in dyx 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

f5(0) = folp) +ed*(p,p0),  Fro(p) = fao(p) + ed*(p, po) € D(Hp).
This makes py the unique global strict maximizer of f; — f§. By Lemma there exists
Pn,e € X with
(fo = fao)(pne) = Sl)l(p(fg = fro)s

and

(6.30) @M (f7 = ho)(pne) < GE " pae), Vo€ Fo A > 1,0 >0,

23The py € X because that, by Fatou’s lemma, Jga lz|?dpo < liminf, [L, |z|P"dp, (dz) < oco.
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~fr 0:0A . . . .
with the Gf"’o defined in (6.21)). Again, from monotone point-wise convergence of f¢, to
10} g g n,0
f§ in the n — oo limit, using properties of Gamma convergence (Lemma [6.17)), we have (at
least along a subsequence)

lim dX/<pn,67 pO,e) = 07 Elp(],e € X7

n—o0

and

lim sup(fy — fo) = Jim (f5 = fr0)(pne) = (f5 = fo)(po.c) = sup(fy — fo)-

n—oo X

Since pyp is the only one global maximizer of (f; — f§), we conclude that pg . = py. Indeed,
from the above equalities, it follows that

(6.31) Sl)l(p(fé‘ — fo) = (fg — fo)(po) = (fs — f5)(po) = Sl)l(p(fé‘ - fo)
= lim (fg - ;,0>(pn,e)

n—oo

< limsup(f§ = fuo) (pn.c) = liminf ed®(pn.c, po)

< (f5 — fo)(po) — liprg;r_lf ed*(pn.c, Po),

(recall that d := dx here). Hence, the e-perturbation created a strong enough coercive effect,
we have improved convergence result to

lim dx(pn.e, po) =0, Ve>0.

n—oo

We have now, for every fixed ¢ € Fy, A > 1,0 > 0, that

. =S 010\ =~ f&:0,\
lim Gy (pne) < GE™ (o).

n—o0

Moreover, note that the py is chosen independent of the € > 0, we also have

lim sup éié;a’/\(po) < C:?io;o”\(po).

e—0t

From ([6.31]), we also obtain

lim f5(pne) = f5(po),  Hm f76(pne) = folpo),

n—oo

at least along subsequences. Taking limit on (6.30)), consequently

@™ (f5 = ho)(po) < GE (py).

We conclude.
Part B: Next, we consider the case of general ¢ in the test function f;. We note that the

definition of C?f;‘”e”\(p) only involves localness of the fy at pg, in neighborhood induced by
the d-metric. Hence, standard localization arguments can reduce current situation to that

of Part A. 0
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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 # — 0, so that the f; can be
replaced by the f*, and the Hamiltonian operator gets further simplified.

We recall the definitions of fy, = fo in and Gf;“p = G(J;O in (6.11) — we added
the parameter p here to emphasize its explicit dependency. We introduced an operator Hy
in (6.12)) which is defined on those test functions fy, 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 Hy by writing

(632) Ho = {(f(), G(Jgo;pZZ) : f() = f()’ng € S)—é_, Qb € fo}
Lemma 6.21. Following the context of Lemma the f* € USC(X;R) defined in (|6.17))

s a viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense to
([ — OéHo)f* S ho,

with the Hy given by (6.32)).
Proof. Let

fo:= folp) = w(dz(P, M), - - 7d2(Pa 7K>) € D(Hy).

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 there exists py € X with (f5 — fo)(ps) = supx(fy — fo), and

(6.33) o (fy = W) (po) < GINpg), Vo€ Fo A > 1,

with the G7°7* defined by (6:28).

Since supy supy f; < 400, following arguments in the proof of Lemmal6.20, we may assume
without loss of generality that {pg}e is relatively compact in X'. Selecting sub-sequence if
necessary, there exists py € X (note that holds) with limy o+ d,, (ps, po) = 0. We note
that the f; is dx-upper semi-continuous in X (Lemma . Also, the definitions of f; and
f* implies that

f5(p) < fg(p) whenever 0 < 6" <6, lim f5(p) = [*(p), ~ VpeX.
Invoking Lemma therefore
lim (f5 — fo)(ps) = (J" = fo)(po) = Sl)l(p(f* — fo)-

0—0+t

The above also implies f3(pxc) — /*(po) and fo(ps) = folpo).
We would be able to conclude the proof if

lim sup éf;o;e’)‘(pg) < ég;o;e’/\(po).
0—0+t

However, we only have py — pg in dx:, which is too weak for the above to hold. Again, we
go through the perturbative arguments as in Lemma to improve the convergence.
Let

f5(p) == folp) + ed*(p, po).
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Invoking Lemma [3.10} the above derived p, is also a global strict maximizer of fy — f§ and all
of the following hold as consequences: There exists pj € X with (f5 — f§)(p5) = supx(fs —f§).
and

a M (fy = m)(p5) < GIONpg), Vo e Fo A > 1,

The sequence {pj}g is relatively compact in the dy, metric topology, with limiting point
has to be the py. Consequently, using similar arguments in the proof of Lemma m (after

estimates in (6.31])), we have
lim d(pg, po) =0, Ve >0,

0—0+

and (f* = fo)(po) =supe(f* — fo)-

We recall definitions of Gf;o;e”\ in , C??;O;e’/\ in 7 and the estimates in Lemma/|6.11]
Next, taking lim sup,_,;+ limsup__,+ limsup,_,o+ on both sides of the e-perturbed version of
(6.33) (when the fy is replaced by f§), we arrive at

@ (f* = h)(po) < G (po), Vo € Fo,A> 1.
We note that the pg is independent of the A > 1 during the above process.
We conclude. 0

6.2.6. Viscosity extension for limiting Hamiltonian operators, the sub-solution case - A sum-
mary. The operator Hy in can be viewed as a (multi-valued) first order differential
operator acting on S¢. In that sense, the Hy is a local operator. Because of this, together
with upper semi-continuity regularity of p — Gf;o (p) in the 2-Wasserstein metric, we can ver-
ify in Lemma [3.11] This leads to further strengthening on the notation of sub-solution
as obtained in Lemma to become strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution.

The key to such strengthening is verification of the following property.

Lemma 6.22. Let fy € S and py € X satisfies (f — fo)(po) = supx(f — fo). We introduce
a perturbation of the fy by

fe(p) = folp) + ed*(p, po), Ve > 0.

Then f§ € S, and for each € >0, ¢ € Fy and p,. — po in d as n — oo, we have

(6.34) limsup G2 (pn.c) < G2 (po).

n—0+
In the above, the Gf is defined by .
Proof. To fix notations, we denote fo := fo.,.. ~x € Sx. Then
Gf(,o) = sup { / (n¢(x, zk: ag(r — yr) + 2¢(z — x0)>
—U(x) = (V= p)(w))M(dﬂf; dy, . .., dyx; dzo) : M € T (p, y);

wifijM eT®(p,w),k=1,...,K; W#KHM € P (p, PO)}
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where the oy := ax(p, 7, ..., 7K)s are defined as in (2.27). In particular,
Gf(ﬁo) = sup { / (n¢(x, Zak(x — yk)) —U(x) — (V% p)(x))M(dx;dyl, oo dyg)
k
M € FOpt(p7 7/6)7 ﬂ-‘flﬁél_'_kM € I“Opt(p’ 719)7 k= L..., K}

= Gy (po).
We note the following property of optimal mass transport: for every p,,7, € X and
. (dz, dy) € TP (p,,v,) with
dim d(pn, po) + d(7n:70) = 0,

the sequence {m, : n = 1,2,...} is relatively compact in Py(R?*?) in the 2-Wasserstein
topology and any limiting point satisfies wg € T°P*(pg,70). In a similarly way, selecting
subsequence and relabel if necessary, there exists M, € T'(pn;7,...,7k;po) such that
M, — M, € I'(po; 71, ---,7K; po) in the sense of convergence of joint distributions in the
order-2 Wasserstein topology in Py(RE+29). Moreover, we can choose the M, such that

Gl < o f (3 et =) + 2o — )

= U@) = (V5 p)(@) ) Mo(daidys, .. dyrc o).

By Lemma [5.13, 7 := n?(x, P) € C(R??) and has at most quadratic growth at infinity.
Consequently, by Fatou’s lemma, we have

limsup G (pu) < G (p0) = G ().
O

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 hy satisfy
Condition[6.19 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

(6.35) (I — aHy)f* < ho

in the point-wise strong viscosity solution sense, with an extra property that: for each fy €
D(Hy), at least one mazimizer py € X is guaranteed to exist (f* — fo)(po) = supx (f* — fo)-
Moreover, the sequence {fx}nen and f* satisfy Property Py 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 to Lemma |3.11}
The Property &y for {fx}nen and f* follows from Lemma m O

6.3. From multi-valued Hamiltonian operators H;, and H; to single-valued ones

Hy and H,;. We recall the H(x, P; p) defined in (T.25)):

H(z, P;p) :=H(P) —U(z) =V x p(x).
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Next, we introduce Hamiltonian operators (noting I/%I is defined as in ([2.29)))

(6.36) Ho fo(p) := sup /R?d H(z, P; ,o)uﬁc‘o/"m . (dz,dP),

METOPY (piy1,e YK -0
Vfo = form ... € ST as defined in (2.18)),

and (noting v}/ is defined as in (2.31))

(6.37) Hifi(y) =, oinf [ R Pl (dy.dP),

METOPY (501,00 K o)

Vi = fipr,pr,.. €S as defined in (2.19).

Both the Hj and H; are single valued operators. By Lemma[2.32, ST ¢ 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 , and fj as in ([2.30]), for each
py, € exp;t(pr), we have @2 (26%) - py C 057 f1. Note that (by Deﬁnitio we have
representation

(6.38) w,.(dy, dP) == /

zeR

) 0p—y(dP)myx(dz,dy), Fmix € TP (pr, 7).

Also, conversely, each optimal plan 7, ;, defines an inverse exponential map p,;, through such
identity. Therefore

(6.39) BaG) =, it [ (R Py ap)).

HEDT 2Bk 1y,
mrexpy (o)

For the case of Hy fo, we introduce ays according to (2.27)), then the V%I € 8§’+ fo (Lemma )
and

(6.40) Ho fo(p) = sup /Rw H(x, —P; p)p(dz, dP)

HEDR 20k,
mr€exp) (1)

= sup /]R?d H(x, P; p) ((—1) : p,)(da:, dpP).

BEDL 20 py,
—1
p€exp, (Vi)

See Definition for definition of (—1) -  and Lemma for some of its properties.

Lemma 6.24. Let hg € C(X). Suppose that bounded above function f € USC(X;R) is a
viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise (respectively, strong) sense to

(6.41) (I — aHy)f < ho,

with the multi-valued operator Hy defined in (6.32)). Then such f is also a viscosity sub-
solution in the point-wise (respectively, strong) sense to

(6.42) (I — aHy)F < ho.

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 fo := fon,..nc € ST°°. By definition of viscosity sub-solution in the point-wise sense

for (6.41)), there exists a py € X (by definition of Hy, such pg is chosen independently of the
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¢ below) with
(f = fo)(po) =sup(f — fo), (f = ho)(po) < inf GP(po);
X PEF0
where the Gf;o is defined in (6.11]) but with the p = 2. Then by Lemma in Appendix,

inf Gf;o (p) = inf sup /Rded (n‘b(:p, P)—U(x) -V x p(x)) ((—1) : N) (dx,dP)

PEFo PEF0 BEDPZ 200 py,
mr€exp), (1)

= sup /]Rded H(z, P; p) ((—1) : u)(dx, dP) = Hy fo(p).

}Le@zO:12Ock M
mr€exp, (1)

Let
N = {u € Dp_ 20 - py,, Uy, € eXp;I(%)}‘

When applying Lemma , we need to show compactness of the A/ as a subset in Py(IR??).
It is sufficient to show compactness of exp;l('yk) for each k fixed, which is verified as follow.
Since the p, v, € X are fixed, for each k, we can find an increasing and convex 5 € C(Ry;R.)
with super-linear growth at infinity (e.g. Theorem T22 on page 19 of Meyer [68]) such that

[, 30eP)otdr) + [ 5P e(dy) < oo,

hence
o / C(BUP) + B(PP) ) p(de, dP) < oo,
neexp, (i) ReXR
verifying compactness of the exp;l(%)_ .

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

(6.43) (I —aHy)f > hy,

with the multi-valued operator Hy defined in (6.9), and hy € C(X). Then such f is also a
strong viscosity super-solution in the point-wise sense to

(6.44) (I—aHy)f > hy.

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 , such f is a point-wise strong super-solution to (6.43)) with the H; defined
without those (s. Following , we write

fl = fl;pl ,,,,, PK €S,
Then for every v € X such that

(fl;pl ----- PE i)(r}/) = Sl;p(fl;m ----- PE i)a

we have



where the G?l is defined in (|6.4]) by setting the ¢ = 0.
Next, by Lemma in Appendix,
sup G}.(y) =sup __inf /de no (v, P) pa(dy, dP) — (U +V %7),7)
€0

HEFo HEDRZ 128k 1y,
pr€expy (pr)

= [ H(y, Piyuldy,dP) = Hifi(7).

HEDE2 1 2Bk 1y,
prEexpy  (pr)

Hence we conclude the lemma. O

We close this section by stating the following result.

Lemma 6.26. In the context of Lemma the f* is also a point-wise strong viscosity

sub-solution to (6.42). The f in Lemma s also a point-wise strong super-solution to
(6.44).

Proof. The sub-solution case follows by combining results of Lemmas and [6.24, The
super-solution case follows by Lemmas [6.7] and [6.25] O
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7. COMPARISON PRINCIPLES FOR HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS IN SPACE OF
PROBABILITY MEASURES

As in the previous section, we denote X := Py(R?) and d the Wasserstein order-2 metric
on X. The map p — d*(p,7) is a semi-concave function in the sense of Definition (see
Theorem 7.3.2 of [3]). The pair (X, d) forms an Alexandrov metric space with non-negative
curvature. Following (T:29)), we define L(v) and introduce H(P) as Legendre transform of the
convex function v — L(v) (see (1.30)). By Proposition 7 under Condition , we have

H(P)= inf supH(q,P+V,0)= sup inf H(g, P+ V).

€0 (RY) 4eRrd pECe (Rd) ¢ER?

We also recall that, with a slight abuse of notation, we introduced yet another H-notation

through ,
H(z, P;p) == H(P) = U(x) — (V * p)(x).

Next, similar to the Hy and H; in Section [6.3, we introduce yet another pair of single
valued Hamiltonian operators (noting V%I is defined as in (2.29)):

— . _ ‘ y
(71) HOfO(p) B MEFOPt(;?E """ 'YK,-~.) ~/de H(ZL', P’ p)VfO;’u ..... VI (dl‘7 dP)7

—1
py€exp, (Vi)

—  inf /R H(z, P;p)((~1) - u)(dz, dP).

HEDTZ  2ak-py,
mrexp, ()

Vo = form, .. € ST as defined in (2.18)),
and (noting v}’ is defined as in (2.31))

(7.3) Hifi(y) = sup / H(y, P;y)v) (dy,dP),
R2d PLse s PK S

MET P (y;p1,yprcyen) JRES T

(7.4) = sup {/de (H(y,P;v))u(dy,dP)}

/J'E@ko.;l 26]{: Mg
nx€expy ! (pr)

V= fipr,px... €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 Hy and H; with a variety of other pairs of
Hamiltonian operators (including the Hy and H; introduced in Section |6.3)).

Theorem 7.1. Let o > 0, ho, hy € C(X) satisfy

sup ho(p) + sup hi(p) < o0, VR ER,.
PEX, PEX,
d(p,90)<R d(p,90)<R

Moreover, we assume that at least one of the hg and hy has modulus of continuity on each
d-balls of finite radius. That is, in the case of hy, it holds that, for each R € R, there exists
a modulus of continuity wp,.r such that

(7.5) ho(p) — ho(v) < whir(d(p, 7)), Vp,v satisfying d(p, do) + d(7,do) < R.
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Suppose that both f and f has sub-linear growth with respect to the metric d, and that

Conditions hold. Let | be a sub-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity
sense, to equation

(7.6) f—aHof < hy,

and let f be a super-solution, in the point-wise strong viscosity sense, to equation
(7.7) f—aHyf > hy.

Then, allowing possibility on right hand side of the following to be 400, we have
(7.8) sup(f — f) < sup(ho — hu).

7.1. The comparison principle for Hy, and H,. We divide proof of Theorem into
several parts in this section.

7.1.1. A two variable barrier function and its estimates. Let p be a fixed probability measure
with bounded support (for instance, take p := dg). Let €, k,0 € (0,1), and ((r) := V1 + 7.
We note sup,.cp, r(¢'(r))* < co. We define a function on X x X by

(7.9)

Us(p,7) = Vepslp,7) =

F0) ~ 1af0) = 558(07) — o (Co (0. ).

By the sub-linear growth condition on f and f, supy,x U5 < co. Let ps,75 € X be such that
(7.10) Ws(ps,75) > sup Us — 4.
XxX

l—e—k

Invoke the Borwein-Preiss perturbed optimization principle (Lemma 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 (psi,Ysk) and (ps,s) in the product space X x X such that
Jim (d(ﬁa,k7ﬁ5) + d(%,k,%)) = 0;
—00

and that the following hold: If we denote

00 1 . A
(711) A5<p7 7) = Z ok+1 (d2(p7 p5,k) + d2(77 75,]4))7

k=0
(7.12) Usalp,y) == Ws(p,7) — VAs(p,7),
then
(7.13) Usa(ps:s) = sup Ysa,

XxX
(7.14) (dQ(P& ps) + d*(7s, ﬁa)) \/Sllip (d2(ﬁ57 Psk) + d*(3s, %,k)) <V,
(7.15) As(psAs) < V3,
. = 1 . - 1 ... .

(7.16) [Dps8s (5 A0)l = 122 5 Dosd” (o o) < 23 5 d (D o) < 261/,

k=0 k=0

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 €,k > 0 fized, we have

1
1 1 - 2(5 4 = .
(7.17) Jim <d*(75,%95) =0
Combine the above with the definition of W5 and sub-linear growth assumption on the
fand f, for k € (0,1) fixed, we have

(7.18) lim sup lim sup (d(ﬁg, p) + d(9s, ﬁ)) < +00.

e—0t 6—0t

Using convexity and at most quadratic growth of P +— H(P), we observe the following
useful estimates.

Lemma 7.4. There exists a finite constant C':= Cy > 0, such that
(1) for foi(p) == ((d*(p.,7)) and every M € TP (p; ),
_ 2
[ AP (de,dP) < C(L+ D, foa?) < € (1+4dp ) (¢ 0 (p7) ) ) < 25

<2> fOT f0,2(p) = 1*27H\/5A5<p, fy) and every M e FOPt(IO; 165 1y--- 7/35,k7 . ')7 we have

_ 1 —€—K A
fo AP e, dP) < €O+ D foaf) < €143 50 (010, )

7.1.2. Estimate on a coupling between Hg and Hy. We construct the Ws according to ([7.9)),
then the W5 as in (7.12)). We take

fole) i= (1= e~ ) T I 4o 7) 1 (LT VA0, 4).

20
Then implies that
(7.19) (f = Jo)(ps) = sup(f = fo).

By convexity of P — H(P) and the estimates in Lemma [7.4| (combined with (7.14), we have

(
Hofo(ps) < (1—e =) [ A(*52 )m(doidy) + w(20)
l—€e—x

(14 P48%) = (U +V % s, )
Ve FOpt(ﬁg, ’3/5)

Similarly, we consider

fin = (- Py (] “mm,w)

26
=(1 +e)(— (12(,25(;77)> +e ( Lt 6\/_z: 2k+1 *(BsmsY) +Constant))
Then
(7.20) (fi =) = Sl)l(p(fl -0
Denoting

P1 = /3(57 P2o+k = /7(5,197 k:Oa]-aQ)"'v
125



we consider each given choice of

M = M(d’y,d&?l, c. ,dil?k, .. ) € FOpt<’)/;p1, ey PEy e ) = FOpt(’}/;ﬁ(g,ﬁ/&O,’A}/&l, . ,’A}/(;’k, N

Then optimal plans 7, := 7;(dx;, dy) = W;:j’lM e I'°P*(p;,v) for j=1,2,..., and
uildy, dP) i= [ by (AP)mi(dre,dy) € expy (o).
Ty
Moreover, letting (Lemma [2.46])

fu(dy, dP) = / dPYM (dy; dz1, ..., day, . .)

Tpye ) ERIX . XRIX... 62:020 ﬁ2(1k+2_y)<
oo 1 S,— A
€ @k:OWQ Mo C 05 (—A6)(Ps, ),

by Remark and ([2.5) in Lemma (see Definition [2.25)), we have

(45 m) @ (- VE) - ) C 2 fr

Also note that, by convexity of H,

_ 1 - _
< — d
AP) < 1+6H<(1+€)P+6Q> +1A(-Q). vPQeR
Taking
=y I+ egve X 1
P = 5 R Q = . kz:%) 2k+12(xk+2 — y),
therefore,

H; f1(5s) >/ 1—1—5 P—i—eQ))dM(dy;dxl,...,dxk,...)—<U—|—V>|<%,%>

> (140 [ AP (5 )y dP) —c [ RQ)((VE) - ) (dy. @)
— (U +V *4%,9s)

> (1+e) /R?d H(ajd;y)ﬂ'(dm,dy) — 60(1 (1 T 6) 53/2> — (U +V 45,9)

V€ FOPt(ﬁéaﬁA)/é)a
where, in the last step above, we used estimate ([7.14)).

Consequently, the following estimate follows

Lemma 7.5.

1 1

mHOfO(ﬁ ) - ?Hlfl( )

2C 1 1 1
Sha+e( + >C<L+M+€Vﬁ”>
l—e—=k l—e—Kk 1+4c¢ €
1

— (U +V % ps, ps).
1_€_ﬁ< + V% ps, Ps)

1
U4V %45 A) —
+1+€< + V%95, 95)
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7.1.3. The comparison principle.
Lemma 7.6. The comparison principle stated in Theorem holds.

Proof. Following the above constructions, because of (7.19), by the strong viscosity sub-
solution property (in the point-wise sense),

o™ (T = ho)(ps) < Hofo(ps).
Similarly, because of ([7.20)),
04_1(i — h1>(%) > Hi f1(95).

Consequently
1 — 1 1 1
1 1
+ (T —holts) = 1))

=: [I 4+ IIL.

We note that right hand side above can be estimated by Lemma [7.5]
On one hand, by definition of the W5 and (7.13)), for every p € X fixed,

1 — 1 K 2, _
— ()= ——f(p) = —— — VoA
=) = L) — =G d (e, p) VoAs(p, p)
< Usalp,p) < Vsa(ps,¥s) < Vs(ps,¥s) < 1.

On the other hand, in view of (7.18)), (7.5) and (7.17)), there exists R := R(k) € Ry such
that

1
HI < ——— lim suplimsup (ho(ps) — h1(3s))

— KR es0t 50t

1 : : A
< (hm sup lim sup wp,.r (d(pg, 75)) +  sup  (ho— hl)(fy))
1=K\ ot 50t ~EX:d(7,80)<R

1
< - Sl)l(p(ho — hy).

In deriving the second inequality above, we used ((7.5)). If the modulus of continuity assump-
tion was on the Ay, 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 p, € X such
that

Ps = Pser — Py Vs = sen — Pr, in r-Wasserstein metric, with any r € (0, 2).
Invoking the estimate in Lemma [7.5]

1
i i <(1--—— s ) < (1 — inf U + inf V).
lim sup lim sup I < (=7 HU+Vxpw, pe) < ( —)(fU +infV)

Combine the above estimates on I, IT and III together,

1 1
20, 5V < (1 _ . :
HCOd (p,p) < (1 1_/{)(1&1de+1&1de)+ 7

1 - K

Flp) = fp) = 1—

We take lim,_,o+ and conclude by the arbitrariness of p € X. O
127

sup(hg — hq).
— K X

11—k



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 L and H

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)):

L(z,v;p) == Luyv(z,v;p) := L(v) + U(z) + (V xp)(z), VoeR% peX,
and

L(v) = /RM Loy (z, v; muv)v(de, dv), Vv € Pa(R? x RY).

From Lemma , it follows that the L has at most quadratic growth at infinity. Conse-
quently, L(v) is always finite for the above choice of v. Let f € ST*US™*°, by Lemma
and Remark Lemma and Remark [2.51] d, f exists and can be explicitly expressed.
With these in mind, we introduce yet anther single-valued Hamiltonian operator in :

(7.21)  Hf(p) == sup {(dpf)(u) L) :ve Tanp}, Vi e ST UST,

Following Section , we recall the definition of G(p) and that Tan, := G(p)dp. We have
the following.

Lemma 7.7. For every f € ST US>,
Hf(p) = sup { (d,f) () ~ L) : € Glp) | VpeX.

Proof. We note that, by Lemma [B.11} L € C(RY) and has at most quadratic growth at
infinity. Hence, for each p := mjp fixed,
Tan, > pt L(v)p(de, d
any > pi— [ L)p(dz, dv)

is continuous under topology generated by the tangent cone metric d, (-, -).

Therefore, the map p — L(p) is continuous in the cone space Tan,. Moreover, by
Lemma [2.10, g — (d,f1)(p) is also continuous in Tan,. Therefore, the conclusion follows
by density of the G(p) in Tan,,. O

In the following proofs, to simplify notation, we only write the operators as if the test
functions are in ST U S~. The general cases follow by notationally allowing the K = +oo0.

Lemma 7.8. We have
Hf, < Hyfo, Vo e 8T.
Proof. Let fy be as in (2.25)), we recall the expression of Hyfy in ((7.2) with notation oy

defined in ([2.27)),
(7:22) Hofylp):= inf [ H(z,~Pip)u(dr,dP)
RIxR4

HEDL | 2008y,
with py€exp, ' (k)

B K
= inf / H($7Z2ak($—yk);P)Mo(diU; dys, .. dyx).
R4 xRd =1

Mo€eloPt (piy1,e YK )
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Writing
Adm,, = {M c pQ(R(KJrQ)d) : 71_?1#,2 ..... V= Fopt<p; Y, ’,YK)’W:,I%,K-HM _ V}'
Then, by Lemma [2.48]

H fo(p)

K
= sup inf /R(K+2)d (kz::l 2ap(x —yi) - v — Ly (x,v; p))M(dx, dyi, .. .,dyk; dv)

veTan, MeAdm,

K
< Mozﬂ;gr}foM’ { /R(Kﬁ)d H (ac, ;;1 20 (T — yg); p) M(dx,dy, . .. ,dyK)}
MeAdm,
= Ho fo(p)-
O
Lemma 7.9. We have
Hf, > H, fi, Vfie S
Proof. For the given fi := fi(y) (see the ¢ in (2.26]) and the fis in (2.30)), we denote
K
P = P<yax17' - TR Py - 7PK) = Zﬁk2(xk - y)
k=1
For every e > 0, there exists a measurable v, 1= v(y,T1,...,TK;7Y, P15 ---,pK) € RY with
proper integrability as needed below, such that
H(y,P,’j/) S €+PU6 - [(y7U67’Y)
By definition of H; in ([7.3), therefore
H, fi(7)
= MOeFOP?EJj;I ..... oxc) /R(2+K)d H(y7 P(ya Tiyeee sy Tl Vs P1y - - 7PK)77)M0(dy7 dxl) cee 7de)
Set s [ (Poo= Ly, van)) Mo(dyiday, . doe).

Mo€l°Pt(y;p1,....pK)

Let & = &(y, 21, ... Tk, p1s - -+, pi) = 11, (ve) (which as a function of y belongs to
L3, (R?)) be the projected vector field as obtained from Lemma[2.53] Then by Lemmas
and [2.61] for each M € T°P*(v; py, ..., pr), we have

/ Pu.dM, — / P¢.dM,

Moreover, by Lemma [2.56

/[(y,&;v)dMo < /[(y,ve;fy)dMo.
Consequently, defining

M (dy;dx,,...drg;dS) == Mo(dy;dxy, ..., dek)de (yar,..awciypr,pr) (dE)-
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Then v, := W#K+2M € Tan, according to Lemma , and by Remark ,

(d7f1)<’/e> Z /P’UedMo = /PfedMo, /[(y,gg;’}/)dMo = [(Ve)'
Combine the above, we have
H, fi(7)

Ser wp [ (e —L(y.6a7)) Moldy: da, . do)

Mo€eT P (v;p1,....0K )
<e+(dyfi)(ve) —L(ve) <e+Hfi(7).
OJ

Lemma 7.10. In the context of Theorem let f be a sub-solution, in the strong point-
wise sense, for with the Hy replaced by H with domain consisting of only test functions
in ST, Let f be a super-solution, in the strong point-wise sense, for with the Hy
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] and Theorem [7.1] O

7.2.2. Hamiltonian operators expressed using gradients. Let f, € ST, by Lemma [2.14]
p = grad, fo € Tan, in the sense of Definition exists and is unique, it can be explicitly
identified through Lemma [2.52] We define

(7.23) H; fo(p) == /R2d H(x, P; p)p(dzx, dP), where p = grad,, fo;
and
(7.24) H{° fo(p) := sup {(gradpfo, v),— Lv):ve Tanp}.

Noting grad, fo admits representation (2.33), it follows from Lemma that Hy = Hg°.
More generally, we have the following.

Lemma 7.11.
Hf, <Hofo < H fo = Hyfo <Hofo, VfoeSH™.
Proof. The inequality Hfy < Hj fy was already established in Lemma Next, we prove
Ho fo < Hgfo < Ho fo,

which is a consequence of ([2.34]).
For the given fo := fo.y... 4k, let wor € T'P(p; ;) be those minimizers uniquely defined

by (2.32)). We denote
(7.25)
Mo(dl’, dyla s 7dyK) = 7r071(dy1|x) XX 7r07K(dyK|x>p(dx) € I“Opt<p; Y1, a7K)7

and following ([2.29)), we also denote
v (dx,dP) ::/

)
(Y1, Y ) E(RI K 22112%(90*%)

= 5Uf0($)(dp)p(dw)7
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with

up = ug(x Z 200k (T where vg(x) = /Rd(y — z)mok(dy|x).
Then, by in Lemma [2 n, we identify
grad, fo = l/fo .
Consequently,
Hifo(p) = [ H(i. Pip )it (da.ap)
< s [ R Pip)viL, L (de.dP) = Hofolp).

METP (piy1,..s7K)

and

o : ] . M _
Hifop) > ot [ R(e Prp)uil, (e dP) = Hoflp)

O

Next, we consider the super-solution case. Recall that the definition of gradf, is based
upon semi-concavity of the function fy,. However, f; € S is semi-convex. Hence, if we
were to use properties that come out of Definition [2.13] we may use a different definition

grad, fi := (=1) - (grad, (= f1)).
See Definition for (—1) - M for M € Py(R??). Then

(810, /1) Ay dv) = O~ s, (@011(Ay), wily) 1= [ (@ = y)mou(daly),

where the 7 € I'P*(pg, ) is the unique minimizer to
Sk = dl/Rd wmox(dely) — yl*y(dy)

— inf { /Rd !/Rd ew(dely) — y[y(dy) - 7w € FOpt(ﬁhV)}‘

We see that there is an asymmetry between the expressions of grad fy and so defined gradf.

Similar to and , for fi € $7°°, we introduce
Hifi(y) = /de H(z, P;y)p(dz, dP), p = grad, fi,
and
H° f1(7) := sup {((gradvfl, By — L(p):p € Tanv}.
Then H{ = H{° by Lemma [2.57, We also have
(7.26) Hfi >H,fi >H"fi =Hfi > H, fi.

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 . Lemmas 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 Hy, H; (and by
another pair Hy, H;). The operators are defined by and (6.5 (respectively, by (6.36))
and (6.37)). For summary of these results, see Lemmas 6.26], and In Section
we proved comparison principle for sub- and super- solutions of respective equations (7.6])
and with a different, yet another, pair of Hamiltonian operators Hy and H;. 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 Hy and H;. 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 Hjfo(p) with a simple choice of test
function fo(p) := $d%(p,7), where the v € Pr(R?) and a > 0 are fixed. Hyfp is a set
consisting of Gé‘) as elements, with arbitrary ¢ € Fy, as defined in and . The
G involves a term SUDrcront(,) (a5 given by with the p = 2). In a similar way, the
H, f1(7), for fi(7y) := —5d*(p,7), involves a term infrcropi(,). If we were directly to prove
comparison principle using the Hy and H;, these terms are the source of difficulties, unless
the set T'°P*(p, ) consists of a single element only. We recall that, when p := p(dx) (or the 7)
does not give mass to “small” sets, then the I'°P*(p, ) 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 p concentrates positive mass on a small set, such
p becomes a “singular” point in the X € CBB(0). Then multiple connecting geodesics may
appear, no matter how small the distance d(p, ) is. That is, the set ['°P*(p, ) may contain
more than one element. If we want to infer defining inequalities of sub-solutions for Hy fj
from those for Hy fy, we need to improve some inequalities from

. < sup
wel°Pt(p,y)

into something like

. < inf ....
welP (p,y)
Through a regularization method, we will show that (Lemma the above is indeed possible
in a perturbative sense, for those ps 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 sup cropt(,,) term in the Hy fo(p),

and explain why we couldn’t derive the inf cpopt(, ,) 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 Hyfy simply
means that “there exists some geodesic direction” such that the defining inequality for vis-
cosity sub-solution holds, while the inf in Hy fy 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 Hy in Lemma with that in Lemma 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 H, to Hy,. We
revisit equation (6.42)). We recall that the U, V satisfying Conditions and are globally
Lipschitz. Therefore, there exists finite constant Cyy > 0 such that

(5.1) L (0@ - U@) + (Vo) = V (w) ) (o, dy)
R2d
< Cyvd(p,7), YmeT®(p7).
Motivated by the estimate in Lemma [5.2 we also consider the following.

Condition 8.1.
(8.2) flp) > —=Bod(p,d), VpeX,

for some concave, increasing  := B(r) : Ry — Ry growing at sub-linear rate to infinity as
T — +00.

Lemma 8.2. Let f € USC(X;R) with supy f < +oo and Condz’tz’on be satisfied. Suppose
that f is a sub-solution to (6.42) in the point-wise viscosity solution sense, with the operator

Hy defined in (6.36). We define
2 oy oy
fe(p) ‘= sup (f(’)/)_”>7 ve>07pex'
yeX 2¢
We assume that hy € C(X). Let C' := Cyy > 0 be the constant in (8.1). We introduce
another function
hoe := hoe(p)

2
= Oéc’l]"/e_i_sup{ho(’y) V'Y - X s.t. d(’}/,p) S \/26(Supf+ﬁ(d(Pa 50)))}
2 X

Then

(1) f. € Lip(X;R), and f < fo < f. for every 0 < € < e with lim._o+ f.(p) = f(p)
for each p € X fized. B
(2) for each € > 0 fized, the f, is a strong point wise viscosity sub-solution to

(83) ([ - OZH0>7E S ho;e.
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Proof. The local Lipschitz and other regularity properties of the f, 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 fy € ST. The general f; € ST case
only requires notational modification by allowing K = +o0o. To summarize, for each given
fo = form....ic € ST and p, € X satisfying

(?e - fO)(pe) - Sl)l(p(fe - f0)7
we only need to prove that

(?e - hO,e) <p€> S aHOfO(pE)'

The proof is divided into several steps.

Step one: We assumed that the f is a point-wise viscosity sub-solution to . Noting
an equivalent expression of H in , for the above p., there exists a maximizer 7, :=
Y.(dy) € X in the definition of f, such that

(5.4 Tu(pd = T — S
and that 24
(8.5) o (F = ho) (7e) < Ho(dg);")> (%)

= sup / H(y, ) (de, dy),
) JR2d €

wETP (pe,ve

_ q(, %,
—/RMH(y’ € 776)7r€<dx7dy)7
for some probability measure 7. € T°P*(p,, 7. ).

Existence of the above p., 7. is equivalent to

— d®(pe; 7e)

86) Tl — &(p.7)

2 fo(P)).

— folpe) = (F. = fo)(pc) = sup (f(v) -

2e pryEX

We note, from definition of the f., that

(87) 7(:06) < ?e(pﬁ) = 7(76) Y
In addition, from ({8.6)), we also get
folpe) < J(7e) =sup(f — fo) < sup f —sup(f — fo) < +oo.

The fy is defined in terms of ¢ € ¥ in (2.17). Since lim,, o ¢ (71,...,7%,...) = F00 for at
least one of the variables 7, we conclude that

lim sup d(p., dp) < +00.

e—0t

24Comparing here with the definition of Hy in (6.36)), we note that the roles of p := p(dz),~ = ~(dy)
(hence the x,y) are reversed.
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Step two: Taking an arbitrary M € T (p; v, ...,7x) C Pa(RUFEID) (See Defini-
tion [2.49)), for the fo := fo.ry,..h € ST, we define

I/%Im """" = u%n . (dz,dP) := / .y 5Zk v (o—yp) ([AP) M (dx; dys, . . ., dyre),

""" (Y1,YK)

as in (2.29)), where the oy := ax(p;71,-..,7k) are defined according to (2.27). The m. €
P (p,, ) in (8.5) admits a measurable slicing decomposition

7w (dz, dy) = m(dy|z)pe(dz).
This allows us to construct a lifting of the M by introducing
N(dz, dy;dyy, . .., dy) = wc(dyle) M (da; dys, . .., dyx) € Po(RCTH),
and a further lifting of the N by introducing
J/\\T(dx, dy; dyy, . ..,dyk,dP) := 5Zk vay(o—y) [AP)IN (dx, dy; dyy, . . . dyk) € Py (RIGHE))

In particular, IN and M can be obtained as projections from the N:

1., K+2 7T 1,3,... K+2 N7 1,3,....K+2 1,K+3 7T
;PN =N, ap ot PN =a PN =M, nyt PN =0M

Moreover,

W#QN =m. € I (pe, 7o), WikHN = W?l%’k—HM el (p, ), 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 v, pe,v1,...,VK as submetry projections

of random variables Y, X,Y1,...,Yx defined in one canonical probability space ([0, 1], Bjo 1], Leb):

Ve Pe 94! Y2 - UK

Step three: From , we see that p. is a maximizer of function

07 fo(p).

pro T T
In view of the results in Lemma [2.62] we have
TV _ Z 20 (pe; Y15+ - Vi) (Ye — ),  IN- almost everywhere.
€
e
Consequently,
(8.8) (y, v x) = (y, P), N- almost everywhere.

€
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Therefore,

/de H(y, 7)o (da, dy)

_ X y—x ) ‘
n /]R(3+K)d H (y’ ’%)N(dx’ dy; dyy, . . ., dyx; dP)

€

- /]R(3+K)d H (y’ P; 76) dN

= Fl(m, P; pe)u%71 o (dz, dP) + (U(x) — U(y))ﬂe(dx, dy)

R2d N 0/ ST R2d

In the above, the first equality follows because . = W#QN = ﬂ;f]/\\f , 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
(8.1f), we have

— T dz(peu’}/e) ]
o l(fe(pE) + T - h0(7€)> < /de H(L P; pE)V%I;’Yl ,,,,, YK (d‘x’ dP) + CU,Vd(pev%)'

By arbitrariness of the M, and in view of (7.1]), we have

d2 € €
F.p) < aHofolp) + (Cuwad(pe ) — T oo

aC?
< oaHy fo(pe) + QU’VE + ho(e)-

From (83),
Ppor) - _
. =S = flpe) s sup f+ B(d(pe, ).
€ X
Consequently
o) < sup {ho(”V) d*(v, pe) < 2¢(sup f + B(d(pe, 50)))}
gl
aC?
— hO;e(pe) - 2U7V€
Therefore,
?e(p€> < aHy fo(pe) + hoe(pe)-
We conclude. 0

Remark 8.3. At beginning of the above lemma, we required that f is a sub-solution to
in the point-wise viscosity sense. In particular, this implicitly means that maximum
of f — fo always exists for each fy; € D(Hy). This guaranteed the existence of 7, in
in the above proof. We recall that the combined results of Lemmas [6.23] and 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 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 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 .

We note that operator Hy has the following property. Let 6 > 0 be a small parameter,
and let a convergent sequence of {75 }ren C X with limiting point s € X such that

supd(vs, ) < +o0, 3p e X,
6>0

We define
> 1
A(fy) = Ag(’}/) = kz_%) 9k+1 d2(77 7k,5>
Since
lim v§|DE Al =0,
=0t
we have
lim " |THo (fo + \/SA(s)(%) — Hofo(7s)| = 0.
6—0t+
The conclusion follows by adding such additional layer of approximation. U

We see that the result in Lemmal8.2]is not perfect. There is a parameter R in the definition
of ho.. g. When such R is fixed, and the d(p, dp) 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
Tro(p) = M (p) — 04/1 + d2(p,d0), VO >0,A> 1.

Let ¢,C € Ry be the constants in Lemma [B.11} We define

2

A—1

(8.9) Erryo(p) =(A—1)c+C —A=1)(U+V*p,p)).

Lemma 8.5. Let hy : X — R with supy hg < +00, and f be a strong point-wise viscosity
sub-solution to

([ — OéH())? S ho.

hoxe(p) == Aho(p) — 04/1 +d?(p, do) + aErry 6(p).

Then the 7/\79 s a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution to

(I —aHo)frg < hoxe-
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Proof. Let fo:= for..hx... € ST and py € X be such that
(?/\,9 — fo)(po) = S?(P(?A,e — fo).

We write

Jore == i(fo + 9\/m> c St

(f - fore)(po) = Sl)ip(f — foxe)-
By the strong point-wise sub-solution assumption,

F(po) < aHo foxe(po) + ho(po);

Fao(po) < aXHg fone(po) + ()\ho(po) - 9\/H—d2—(p0,50)>.

Next, we have estimates
)\(Hofo;x,e)(Po) = /\Ho( Jo+(1- /1\)>\0 L+ d2(',50)>(Po)
< Hofo(p) + (A~ DHo( 51 (0 (o)

< Ho o) + = 1)(e+ C|Df oy 1+ .50

— (U +V * po, o))

2
A—1

In the second inequality above, we used an estimate on H in Lemma The constants
c,C € R, are the ones there.
Hence we conclude. O

Then

or, equivalently,

< Hofo(po) + (A =1)c+C — (A =1D{U +V = po, po))-

8.3. Viscosity extensions — the super-solution case, extension from H; to H;. Next,
we revisit equation (6.44)). Similar to arguments used in the proof of Lemma , we establish
the following.

Lemma 8.6. Let f € LSC(X;R) be such that supy f < +oo and f(y) > —B o d(7,d)
for some concave, increasing 5 := B(r) : Ry — R growing at sub-linear rate to infinity as
r — +o00. Suppose that the f is a super-solution to in the point-wise viscosity solution
sense. We define B

d?(p,7)
F.) = inf (£() + ﬁ”)

pEX

We assume hy € C(X). Let C := Cyy > 0 be the constant in (8.1). We introduce, for
every € > 0,
2

C
S int {hi(p) 1 p € N},
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with
(5.11) N) = {p € X d(p,) < 2e(sup £ + Bl )

Note that, because of the sub-linear growth of lim,_, ., 5(r) = +oo, the set N.(v) is a d-
bounded set in X.
Then
(1) f. € Lip,,.(X;R), and f > f. = f, for every 0 < € < e, with lim,_o+ L(v) = f(7)
for each v € X fized.

(2) for each € > 0, the [, is a strong point-wise super-solution to
(812) (I - O[H1>i6 Z hl;e-

Proof. We only highlight steps which are different than the sub-solution proof. Let 7, € X
be such that

(fi = £)(0e) =sup(fr = £ ).
That is,

1) 2 70 - T ) vpyex

By point-wise viscosity solution property of the f, there exists p. € X attaining the maximum
on left of the above inequality. Moreover,

f(pe) = 04H1( — d2<2’€%)> (pe) + hi(pe).

d*(p, 7e)
sup (fi(ve) = 5

From the above, we obtain estimate

d*(pe, 7o) < 2e<s§pf + B(d*(pe, 60)))
Hence
aC&V
2

hi(pe) = inf{h1(p) : p € Ne(7e)} = hre(e) + €.

O

Similar to Lemma 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 if the [ 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 Lemmoa still holds the same.

Similar to Lemma [8.5 we have the following. Given f : X = R, we introduce

Frg@) = X401+ d2(7,60), VO >0,A> 1.

Lemma 8.8. Let hy : X — R, and f be a strong point-wise viscosity sub-solution to
([ — OéHl)i Z hl.

haipe(Y) == A"hi(7) + 04/1 + d?(v,00) — aErry (7).
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where the Erry ¢ term is defined in .

Then the f, , is a strong point-wise viscosity super-solution to
(I — aHl)i)\ﬁ Z h17)\79.

Proof. We only highlight changes in some of the key estimates. First, by a convexity argu-
ment and in view of Lemma for every fi € S7®°, A >1and 0 > 0,

H(A(f + 0T+ 2(,00)) ) ()

_ H1<)\f1 (- 1)A0i1( - M))m

> AHLA)() ~ (= DE (= 12T () ()

> MELA) () — O D] 0JD, (= 12T @, 8) [ = 04 V7)),

Second, for vy € X such that
(f1 = fy0)(0) = Slip(fl —[ao)

we have

£,60) 2 axH (A + 015 8(,00)) ) (0) + A ha(0) + 04/ 1+ €2(3,0)
> aH; fi(v0) + hixe(70)-

The conclusion follows. ]

U

8.4. Convergence of viscosity solutions, from particle to continuum. Let an appro-
priate sequence of hy € C ((Rd)N ) be given. We define fy through (5.3). By Lemma
such fy € C ((Rd)N ) is the unique viscosity solution to Hamilton-Jacobi equation (5.2)).
Next, we study convergence of the fys 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 h € C((RY)Y) and h € C(X), we
define a special collection:

C = {({bN}NeN, h) satisfy the following properties } C C’((Rd)N) X ... x C(X),
with

(1) hn(7x) = hy(x) for every 7 € Gy;
(2) for every py := + >N, 4,, and every py € X such that d(py, pg) — 0, we have

]\}1_13(1)0 b (21, .. 2n) = hlpo);
(3) uniform growth estimates for hy and h:
sup sup hy +suph < +o0,
N (RN X
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and there exists a concave, increasing and sub-linear function 3 : R, +— R such that

1 N
by (w1, 2n) > —B(d(pn, o)), Vo = 20

(4) for every py = %Zf\il d., and every po € X such that d.—i(pn,po) — 0 and
supy Jra |Z)?pn(dz) < 00, we have

A}me bn(z,...,zNn) < h(po);

(i.e. Property &y as given by Definition is satisfied);

(5) the h is d,—-upper semicontinuous in X (see Definition [6.18));

(6) the h has modulus of continuity with respect to d := d,_s-metric, on every d-balls
with finite radius.

Example 8.10. Let h € §7, and hy be the empirical measure versions of the h. Then the
({bn}tnen, h) € C. Such class of functions can be used to identify closed sets A C X by

approximating the function:
0, when = € A;
xal(x) =

—o00, when z & A.

Theorem 8.11. Suppose that ({bn}nen,h) € C. We define fx according to (5.3)). By
Lemma such fy € C((Rd)N) is the unique viscosity solution to Hamilton-Jacobi equation
(5.2) with at most linear growth. We define

falp) = sup fv(xy,...,zN) = inf . fn(xr, ..., zN).
(z1,zN)ERNYN (T acN)E(lRJ)v
such that p:% Zil O such that p=% Zi:l dz;

See Lemmafor validity of the above definition. As in (5.45)), we introduce small pertur-
bation

Trolp) = Fnlp) =0 [ lafpldz), 0> 0,
and define f according to (6.16) and f* as in (6.17). We also define f as in the context of

Lemma [6.77.
Then

(1) we have relation
f=[f=feCX).
(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 hg = hy = h.
(3) The sequence ({fn}nen, f) satisfies all the properties of being in class C, except

and @ regarding [ being d,—1-upper semicontinuous in X, and with d,—o-modulus of
continuities in d,—o-balls of finite radius. In particular, we have that

. 1 Y ,
(8.13) A}l_{n fv(z1,...,2n) = flpo), Von = N Z%,Po € X with d(pn, po) — 0.
o i=1
Remark 8.12. Indeed, properties and @ in Definition also hold. That is, we have
({f~}wen, 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 , the f* € USC(X) is a viscosity sub-solution in point-wise strong
sense to given by Hamiltonian operator Hy. By Lemma m, it is also a point-wise
strong sub-solution to (6.42) with Hamiltonian operator Hy. By Lemma , its Yosida
regularization

. . d*(p,y
(£), 0 = sup (1) — S22,
¢ ~yeEX €
is a strong point-wise sub-solution to (8.3)) given by Hamiltonian Hy. By Lemma

(f*)e;,\,e = (f*)e;A,G(P) =Mf) (0) - 01+ d2(p,50) € C(X), A >1,0>0,

is a strong point-wise sub-solution to

(I - aHo)(f*LM < hosens

with
hose6(p) := sup {Ah(v) 1y EX st d(y,p) < 2e(s1)1<p?+ Bd(p, 50)))}

A
aC’UVe 0\/1 4 d?(p, o) + aErry g(p),

where the function Err) ¢ is defined in .
In a similar way, we define Yosida approximation of the f € LSC(X) by

(). = g (s05) + 27),

Then, by Lemma , [ is a super-solution in the point-wise strong sense to (6.8)) given
by Hamiltonian operator H;. By Lemma [6.25] it is a strong point-wise super-solution to
(6.44]) given by Hamiltonian H;. By Lemma , the (f). is a super-solution in the strong

point-wise sense to (8.12) with operator H;. By Lemma [8.8]

(i)e,w = (i)evw(v) = A_l(i)e(v) + WW e C(X), A>1,0>0,

is a strong point-wise viscosity solution to

(I - CVHl)(f)

)\ezhle)\%

with

aC?
hero(7) = inf {Ah(p) : p € N} = S50 e 0T+ d2(,30) — aBrnna(9),

where the d-bounded neighborhood N () is defined in (8.11]).
Next, we apply the comparison principle established in Theorem to arrive at

LHS := lim sup lim sup lim sup Sup ((f ) exd (i)e A 9)

A—1t 0—0+t e—0t
< lim sup lim sup lim sup sup (ho;e,A,e — hl;g,\,g) =: RHS.
A1t 0—0t e—0Tt X

For every p € X fixed, by Lemmas [8.2] and [8.6] we have
(5 = D) < timsup (1), = (£) ) (o) < LHS.

e—0t
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To evaluate the right hand side, first, by Conditions we have
—(U+Vxp,p) < —igl(fU—iI;fV<—|—oo.
Consequently,

lim sup lim sup lim sup sup Err) 4(p) < 0.
A—=1t =07t e—0t peX

Therefore, recall definition of neighborhood N (o) in (8.11]), we also introduce another neigh-
borhood

A

N (o) = {’y e X:d*(v,0) < 26(supf+5 od(o, (50)>}.
X
Writing

FG,e(ﬂa’% U) = (h(V) - h(p)) VO— 29\/%7

then,

RHS = lim sup lim sup lim sup sup (ho;ﬁ,,\,g — h1;e,,\,9)

A—1t 0—0+t e—0t X

= lim sup lim sup lim sup sup (sup {/\h(v) CyE ./\A/;(O')}

A—=1+ 6—0t e—0t o0eX \ veX

_ [i)g;{)\_lh(p) ip € M(a)} - 20\/1-|—d2—®,50))

< lim sup lim sup{ sup {F97€(p, v,0) : ¥y e No(0),¥p € M(U)}}
(o0

0—0t e—07F )EXXX %X
Next, we claim that for each € > 0 fixed, there exists a finite My > 0 which is independent
of the € > 0, such that

(8.14) sup {Fg,e(p,'y,a) vy e No(o), p e Ne(o0),d(p, 6g) > Mg} <0, Vee(0,1].
(pyy,0) EXX XXX
Then the above implies

sup {F97E(p,fy, o)y €E M(a), pE Ne(a)}
(pyY,0) EXX XXX

< sup {(h(x) = h(p) v 0 7 € Ne(o), p € Ne(0), d(p,60) < My} v 0

oeX

< sup { (A7) = h(p)) V 0= *(p,) < 2elsup £ + B(My)], d(p, 80) < My} v 0

oeX
< Wiy <\/26[Sl)1(Pf + B(My)));
where the last step above follows from assumption of 4 having a modulus of continuity wp, s 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 400 assumption on the 3, there
exists finite C3 > 0 such that §(r) < Cs + r. Therefore, from p € N.(0), we can find finite
Cr,p > 0 such that d*(p,0) < 2¢[Cy g+ d(p, o) +d(0, )], implying

(8.15) d(p,o) < e+ \/62 +2¢(Cyp + d(0,60).
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Second, it follows then the following holds for every p € N.(c), v € N.(o), and € € (0, 1]:
Foe(p,v,0) < Sl)l(pf + 5 0d(p,09) — 20y/1+ d2(0, 69)
< sup [+ 5(d(p.0) +d(0,d0)) — 201 + d(0:.))
<supf+ B(1+ 1+ 2[Cps + d(0,80)] + d(0.d0)) — 204/1 + d(0, &y).

By the sub-linear growth assumption of s — ((s) as s — 400, and the linear growth of
r +— 1+ r2, there exists a finite Ny > 0 which is independent of the ¢ > 0, such that
right hand side of the above becomes negative when d(o,d9) > Ny. Third, from (8.15)
and d(p,dy) < d(p, o) + d(o,dp), we have existence of My such that d(p,dy) > My implies
d(c,d9) > Ny. 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}nen, f) satisfies various properties of being in class C: property |1] in

Definition 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 and estimate (/5.5));

property || from Lemma (the part regarding &2y property). OJ

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 := P,(R%), 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 o(-) € AC([0,00); X) be defined as in Chapter 1 of [3]. Then, for Lebesgue
a.e. t >0 the following holds:

(1) there exists v(t) := Il (v(t)) € LY 4y C Tang() such that in the sense of distribu-
tion

(9.1) 0,0 + div(ve) = 0 in R? x [0, 00);
(2) the following derivative ezists in the sense of Deﬁm’tion

o(t) := dia(t) =v(t) =v(t;dr,df) = Oppe)(dE)o(t, dr) € Tan, .

Proof. See Theorem 8.3.1, Propositions 8.4.5 and 8.4.6 of Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré [3]. O

~ Let L : Py(R*xR?) = RU{+o00} be defined as in (1.40) with the Ly given by (1.39) and
L by (1.38]). We also introduce action functional A for continuous curve o(-) € C([0, 00); X)
TD)

as in (|

JT L(v(t))dt, when o € AC([0,T);X),

~+00, otherwise.

A:=Arlo())] == {

Let o > 0 and h € C'(X) with supy h < +00, we define value function f := R,h : X — R by

(9.2) R.h(p) := sup { /OOO e_a_ls<h(a(5)) - L(V(s)))ds co0 € AC,0(0) = p}

Q

~ sup { /000 e—(;ls (h(o’(s)) - /OS L(u(r))dr)ds co € AC,0(0) = p},

where the last equality follows by Fubini theorem.

9.1. Convexity. Following Definition and Lemma [2.55] each v € Tan, for some o € X
induces a Barrycentric projected curve onto special subsets LZVJ (see (2.35))) of the tangent
cones:

Uy = uy(x) = /d vv(dv|z) € L% C Tan,.
R :
The space LQVJ has a linear structure. Since the following is convex

v [va(x, v; p),
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by Jensen’s inequality and Lemma [2.56],

Rah(p)
o rh(o(s)) _
= su ot (AT Lov(x,u,(s,x);0(s))o(s,dx )ds}
UEAC,O‘I?O):p{/L;:O ( o /a:eRd U’V( ( ) ( )) ( )
0 efa_ls _
" cacs ho(s _/ Loy (@, w (7, 2); 0 (r ar,dazdr)ds}.
UGAC,G’p(O):p{/S‘O (0] ( ( ( )) (r,z)€0,s] x R4 U’V( ( ) ( )) ( )

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 Our main goal is to prove Lemma However, for such
purpose, we need some preparatory results first.

Lemma 9.2. For each f; € S, H, f; € LSC(X;R). In fact, assume that v, 7o, po € X
satisfy v, = 7o in the narrow (i.e. weak) convergence of probability sense; also assume that

sup d(Yn, po) < 00

(recall that d is the 2-Wasserstein metric); then we have
lirlggiol.}f Hi f1(vn) > Hi f1(70).

Proof. The Hj f; is defined in (6.37)) with an equivalent expression in .

Let p1, ..., px be those in the expression of f; (see ) We note the following property:
Ky, € exp;!(py) implies that {p,, : n € N} is relatively compact in P(R? x R?) in
the narrow topology. Moreover, at least along subsequences, p; , = p; € exp;ol(pk) as
n — oo. The above observation, together with Fatou’s lemma, imply conclusion of the
above lemma. U

Lemma 9.3. Let py, v € X and v € G(y) C Tan,,. We define a curve
o(t) == (7?1 + t7r2)#1/, t € 0,1].
Then
(1) the map
t s &(a(t), po) — 1 /R 0|20 (dy, dv)

is concave in t € [0,1];
(2) for Lebesgue a.e. t € [0,1] where the 6(t) exits (Lemmal9.1),

d ) '
g 400, p0) = inf(=2) /R N@=y)-v)M(dy; de, dv),
where the M € Py(R3?) is over all those with F;QM = TP'(o(t), po) and ﬂ;f’M =
o(t). We note that ||6(t)]|ow) < [[¥]lo)-

Remark 9.4. Note that, because of v € G(7), o is a geodesic curve for ¢ € [0, ] for some
0 > 0. However, this may fail to hold for ¢t > 4.

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] 0]
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Lemma 9.5. Let f; € S and the Bys be defined according to (the g there is the fy
here). We define v and o(t) according to Lemma[9.5. Then the following holds:
(1) 0(0) = v;
(2) o(t) exists a.e. t € [0,1] (see Lemma[9.1);
(3) there exists a finite constant C'y, > 0 which only depends on fi, and a modulus of
continuity wy, which depends on fi and C' := sup,¢jo ) [ ly|?c(t; dy) < oo, such that
for those t € [0,1] that 6(t) exists, we have

(da(o)ﬁ) (d(())) < (da(t)fl) (d(t)> + Cptlvlle) +wn (d(U(t)a 0(0)) 1V [lo(0)

Proof. The first claim follows because that o is a constant speed geodesic for short time.
We prove the third claim next. By the concavity result in Lemma (9.3

d 2 2 2 _ d 2 2
0,15 ¢ dt+(d (o) 0) = [, 1o V(dy,dv)> = (o0 00) =211

is a non-increasing function. Note that f; > 0. Consequently, for every ¢ > 0 such that ()
exists, we have

(40,5 (0)) = 3= =5 (o0 . ,pK)j\t d(o(0), 1)
< Z_6k<0(0)§p17---7pK)( (8), pr) + 2t[1[13(0))
SZ_Bk<U(t);p1>"'apK> )

e
Il
—

+Crtlvl2 +wf1(d<a<t>,a<o>)||u||a<o>
= (dot 1) (6(8)) + Crtlw 50y +wp (d(0 (1), 0(0)) [Vl

The last inequality above follows from estimate on ﬁdz(a(t), pr), which can be obtained
from the second part of Lemma 9.3| O

With the above preparations, we give the main result of this subsection.

Lemma 9.6. For each fi € S and v € X, there exists a o(-) € AC(]0,00);X) with
c(0) = v and (in sense of Definition [2.9)

v(t) :=0(t) € Tanyy, t a.e.,

such that
t

/Ot(H1f1)<U(7’))d7“ < (a(t)) —h (0(0)) —/0 L(V(T))dr
_/ ( "(”fl v(r )) —L(V(T)))dr, vt > 0.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to construct such a curve o(-) € AC([0, 1]; X).
Step one: Constructing approximate curves. For each n € N, we partition the [0, 1]

into equally sized intervals 0 :=ty < t; < ...,t, := 1. We define a curve o,(-) € C(]0, 1];X)
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through iteration: Let o,(ty) = 7. For each t;, let v, (t;) € G(o,(t;)) be such that (see

Lemma

(9.3) Hfi(on(t) < i + (ot 1) Wn(ti)) — L(va(ti))-
We construct curves:
vn(t) = (' + (t = to)n?, 7#)#,,"(@), V€ [titin];  oalt) = Thua(t).

Recall that such o, is geodesic only for t € [t;,t; + J;] for some 6; > 0, which may not be big
enough to cover [t;,t;1). Nevertheless, the above construction gives estimate

(94) d(0n(t), 7a(5)) < [0nlt)loep (£ = 5)s 5. € [titina].
In particular,
160 llony < NVnlti)llony, ae t € [t tin].

See Section for notations regarding mass transport theory.
Next, we verify that

(9.5) sup sup || (ti) g, ) < o0

neN i=1,...,n

On one hand, by the estimate in Lemma (B.11]) about L, there exists finite constants ¢, C', C' >
0 such that for n sufficiently large, there exists an ¢, > 0,

Hfi(0u(t:) < C+ D7 ) filllvn(t)llowey — cllvn(t)l?, ) — (U +V % outs), ou(ts))
<C- EOHVN( ’L)Han(ti) - <U + V% Un(ti)v Un(ti)>'
On the other hand, taking v, o(t;) := v, o(dy, dv; t;) == do(dv)o,(dy; t;), we also have
Hf1 (on(t:) > (e f1) (Vno(t:) = L(vnolts)) = 0= L(0) = (U + V x ou(ts), oult:))-

Consequently, . ) holds.
From ((9.4) and (9.5)), we conclude

sup sup |y| on(t; dy) <

neN te(0,1]
Choosing any metric that gives the narrow convergence on P(Rd by a version of Arzela-
Ascoli theorem, o, (+) converges to a limiting trajectory o( ( 1]; ) By Fatou’s

lemma and the estimate ((9.4)), one further conclude that 0( ) € AC [0 1] X)
Since

sup

D /(txv)G[O - (|t\2 + |z|? + \v\z) (Vn(t;dy,dv)dt) < 00

the measure v, (t; dy, dv)dt is tight in P([0,1] x R? x RY), 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 v(¢; dy, dv)dt € P([0,1] x R? x R?).
By Fatou’s lemma, v(t) € Po(R? x R?) for Lebesgue a.e. t € [0,1]. Choose a convergent
subsequence and relabel if necessary, we write

v, (t; dy, dv)dt = v(t; dy, dv)dt.

We note that miv(t) = o(t) Lebesgue a.e. t € [0,1].
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Step two: Limiting curve satisfies continuity equation. We want to show that
v(t) =0o(t), Lebesguea.e. int € [0,1],
We write, for each t € [0, 1],
u(t, z) = /veRd v (t;dvlx), a.e. o(t;dx).
In view of Lemma [9.1} it is sufficient to show that
0,0 + div,(ou) =0 € D'((0,1) x R).
Take an arbitrary ¢ := p(t,z) € C>((0,1) x RY). By construction of the v,
0= lim () e(01) ((@ —v - V,)e(t, x))un(t, dx,dv)dt

= ((@ —v-V)p(t, x))u(t, dx, dv)dt

(t,£)€(0,1)x R4 x R

Ovp(t,x) — Vap(t, z) - ult, x))a(t; dx)dt.

(t,x)€(0,1) xRd (

Step three: Another class of approximating curves and some limiting inequal-
ities. We also consider measure-valued piece-wise constant curves

Do(t) = vy(ts),  6n(t) = muln(t) = on(ts), Vit E [ti i)
Two Wasserstein distance estimates follow
(9.6) d(on(t), 00 (t) < d(wn(t), Dn(t) <[t —tilllvnt)llonew), T € [t tiv)

Using similar arguments for the measures v,,, we have that {,(¢; dy, dv)dt}, is tight in
P([0,1] x R? x RY), hence relatively compact in the narrow convergence topology. In view of
(9.6)), a limiting measure can be chosen to be of the form (r; dy, dv)dt € P([0,1] x R? x RY)
with ©(t) = v(t) a.e. in t. That is

U, (t; dy, dv)dt = v(t; dy, dv)dt.

By Fatou’s lemma,

lim inf Z L('M(Q’)) (tip1 —ts)
TR e St <t

¢ _
= lim inf/ / Loy (x, v; 6n(r)>19n(7“; dzx, dv)dr
s R2d

n—oo

> /st » [Uy (x,v; 6n(r)>1/(r; dx, dv)dr = /t L(V(T))dr.

S

Noting Hf; > H; f; (see (7.26])), by Lemma and by Fatou’s lemma (in view of (9.6)),
t t
liminf > HA(0n(t))(tipr — 1) > lim inf / H f1 (6(r) ) dr > / H £, (o(r))dr.
oo s< <t <. <t nee Js s
By Lemma and estimates (9.4) and (9.5, there exists a modulus w (uniform with
respect to n) such that

(Ao i) [1)(Wn(ti) = (o, f1)(0n(t) S w([tiva —t]), T € [ti, tin).
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Consequently,
limsup > (do'n(ti)fl) (Vn(tz)> (tiv1 — i)

N0 < <ti<. <t

< timsup [ (dy, o)1) (6(r))dr < limsup fi(o (1)) — imnt fi(0a(s)).

n—o0 S n—oo

Step four: Conclusion. Combine the above estimates together (and in view of (9.3)),

t t
/ H, f (U(T))d?“ < limsup fi(o,(t)) — liminf f,(0,(0)) — / L(V(r))dr.
0 n—00 n—00 0
Noting limsup,,_, ., fi(0n(t)) < fi(o(t)) and that 0, (0) = v is fixed, we conclude. O
9.2.2. Resolvent estimates lead to viscosity solution property.
Lemma 9.7.
Ro(fo —aHfy) < fo, fo€ ST,
Ro(fi —aHifi) > fi, freS.

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 o(-) € AC([0,00);X),

Fo(t) ~ fo() = [ (doind)@r))dr, Vf € ST US>,
O

Remark 9.8. We point out that equation (8.15) in Condition 8.11 in [46] involves time
integrals of the form fttf ... for every 0 < t; < t5. However, we indeed only need a slightly
weaker version of that condition involving integrals of the form [7 ... for ¢ > 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 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 — R is such that supyx h <
+00. Then

(1) the f:=Ruh is bounded from above supy f < +o00;
(2) there exists a non-decreasing sub-linear function B : Ry — R such that

f(p) = h(p) = =B od(p,do);
(3) if the h is bounded below in d-balls of finite radius

Hel>f< h(o) > —oo, R e R4,
d(c200)<R

then for each R € R, there exists a modulus of continuity wgp € C(R,;R,) such

that

f(p) - f(’y) S wR(d(p> ’7))7 vﬂ,’)/ € X7 with d<p7 50) + d(7750) S R.

Proof. From the definition in (9.2) and Conditions [I.3} [1.4 we know that supy f < +o0.
The existence of sub-linear function 3 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 Lemmal5.10, [J
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Lemma 9.10. For each h : X — R with supyx h < +00, we have

R.h — h)
«

Ruh:I%<Ruh—6 . Ya>B8>0

Proof. The proof of Lemma 8.20 in [46] works here. O

Lemma 9.11. Suppose h; : X — R for i = 1,2 is such that supy hy < 400 and hy >
—Bod(-,d9) for some non-decreasing, sub-linear function B : R, — Ry. Then

sup (Rahl - Rahg) < sup(hy — hs), Yo > 0.
X X

Proof. The same proof of Lemma 8.21 in [46] works here. O

Lemma 9.12. Let a > 0, h € C(X) with supx h < 400 and h > —p o d(-,dy) for some
non-decreasing sub-linear function f : Ry — R,. Then f := Ryh is a sub-solution in the
sequential viscosity solution sense to

(9.7) f—aHf <h;
and a super-solution in the sequential viscosity solution sense to
(9.8) f—aHyf > h.

Proof. Combining Lemmas and the same method of proof in Theorem 8.27 in
[46] gives the sequential viscosity sub- and super- solution properties. 0

9.3. Continuity of the f = R,h. 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

fei= fely) = lim inf{f(p) : d(p,7) < ¢}
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[9.13. 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 , and for
equation

(9.9) f—aHyf < h.

(2) f« € LSC(X) is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution for (9.8]).
(3) Indeed, f = f. € C(X).

Proof. First, since v +— L(v) 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 in Lemma 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 we know that the f is sequential viscosity super-solution to ((9.8)).

We note that domain D(H;) € C(X) and each H; f; € 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
— see the first line on page 154 of [46]), we can verify that the f, is a sequential viscosity
super-solution for as well. The H; verifies also a super-solution version of . By
Remark , the f, is a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to .

Third, we define Yosida regularization of the f, as

d*(p,7)
*,€ = inf * i ) < J« .
fed) = g (£.00) + =2 ) < 1.9)
From Lemma , it follows that the f. . is a strong point-wise super-solution to
f*,e - aHlf*,e 2 hea

where the h, is defined as in (8.10) with the h; replaced by h. Next, we introduce perturba-

tions
Faero(7) = A7 foc(3) + 031+ d2(7, 80),
hepo(7) = A" he() + 9\/1—|—d2—(7,50) — aErryg(y), VO >0, > 1.
See for the definition of Erryy term. Then, according to Lemma , the fiero is a
strong point-wise super-solution to
(I — aHy) fuero > hero.

Finally, we now are in a position to apply the comparison principle in Theorem to
obtain

f) =AM f(y) - 01+ d?(v,00) < Sl)l(p(f — frero) < Sl;(p(h — hepg), VyeX

We note that supy h < oo and that, for each § > 0 fixed, 7 — he () grows to 400 at a
rate which is linear with respect to size of d-metric balls. There exists finite constant Cy > 0
such that

sup(h — hepo) < sup  (h(7) = hero(7)) V0.
X yeX
d(7,00)<Ch
The above gives

lim sup lim sup lim sup sup(h — h r9) < 0.
A=l 6—=07t e—0t X

Consequently

fO) = f(1) <0, YyeX
Hence f = f, € C(X). 0O

9.4. Weak upper semicontinuity of the f = R,h in X.

Lemma 9.14. Let h : X = R be such that supy h < 400, and that d,—;-upper semi-
continuous in X (See Definition , then the f := Ryh 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. O
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9.5. Lagrangian representation.

Lemma 9.15. The f = R,h in Lemma is a point-wise strong viscosity sub-solution to
(6.42), and a point-wise strong viscosity super-solution to (6.44)), with the hy = hy = h.

Proof. We recall the inequalities in Lemma [7.11] when considering operator Hj, in place
of Hy. The sub-solution property in Lemma [9.13| implies that the f is also a point-wise
strong sub-solution to . The case of super-solution is just the super-solution part of
Lemma 013 O

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 and super-
solution to , both in the point-wise strong viscosity sense.

Moreover,

(1) such f = Ruh;
(2) such f is the same one as arising from limit (8.13) in Theorem [8.11]
(3) in the context of Theorem the convergent sequence ({fn}nen, 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
to conclude uniqueness for a function which is both sub-solution to and super-solution
to , 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 R,h in Lemma and in Lemma (9.14] 0

Remark 9.17. Theorem 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 semlgroup) type problems — namely, convergence of Sy(t) — S(t) with
the Sy, .S defined respectively by ((1.37) and ( , solving ([1.34)) and ( -

In 1958, Trotter [75] 1ntroduced an mterestlng 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 to semigroup convergence of the Sys. 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])

A R.h—h
H = Ua>0{(Rah, 7) che C(X),sgl(ph < +o00, and h satisfies

requirements and @ in Condition C in Definition }

Such H satisfies range condition in semigroup theory:
D(H) C R(I — aH).
With the semigroups Sy(t) and S(t) defined in (1.37) and (1.45)), resolvents Ry, and R,
in and , we also introduce
S(t) ({intwen, f) = ({Sn(t)fintwen, SO)S),
Ra({fN}NeN, f) = ({RN;afN}NeN, Raf)~

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 fy — f;
with a notion of convergence properly defined. Moreover,
S(t) = lim R,
In particular, from Theorem[9.16] we see that, in context of Theorem ({bn}nen, h) €C

implies that ({fx}wen, f) € C. This implies that the C is an invariant set under the map
Ra; 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 A be an index set.

Lemma A.1. If f, € LSC(X;R) for every a € A, then sup,cs fo € LSC(X;R). Suppose
additionally that A is a finite set, then mingen fo € LSC(X;R). More generally, suppose
that (A,r) is a compact metric space and (z,a) — fo(z) € LSC(X x A;R). Then F :=
infaen fo € LSC(X;R).

Similarly, if f. € USC(X;R) for every a € A, then infuep fo € USC(X;R). Suppose
additionally that A is a finite set, then max,cp fo € USC(X;R). More generally, suppose
that (A,r) is a compact metric space and (z,) — fo(z) € USC(X x A;R). Then F :=
SUP,en fo € USC(X;R).

Proof. We only verify the lower semi-continuous properties. The upper semi-continuous
situation follows by replacing the f,s by — f,s and applying the lower semi-continuous results.

The first two claims follow by definition. We verify the last one which assume that A
is compact. Let z,,zy € X be such that lim, . d(z,,29) = 0. Then there exists a, =
an(x,) € A such that

F(x,) > fa,(2n) — :L

By compactness of A and through extracting subsequence {n(k) : k = 1,2,...} if necessary,
we have a,y) — g € A for some o and

h%gg}f F(mn) Z h]gg(l)lgf fan(k)(xn(k)) Z fao (370) 2 F(ﬁo)
U

A.2. A slope estimate. The following is a direct consequence of the definition of slopes in
Definition 2.9l

Lemma A.2. Let (X,d) be a metric space and f, fo : X — R. Suppose xq € X is such that
f(xo) = folzo) = Slip(f = fo)-
Then the following estimate for downward slopes hold
1Dz fol < D5, f-

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 — R and f —eg € M(X;R) for every € € (0,¢y). Suppose that
—oo < sup f <sup(f —eg) < oo, Vee (0,€).
X X

25This means in particular that co — 0o or —oo + 0o won’t occur for the f — eg.
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Then there exists x,, € X such that
hm flz,) = sup f, and limsup g(z,) <0.

n—oo

Proof. Let (0,¢y) € €, — 0, we can choose x,, € X such that

(A1) sup f <sup(f — €,9) < f(z,) — eng(an) + €.
X X

From the above, we have

g(z,) < egl(f(xn) — sup f) + €, < €.
X

To conclude the lemma, we only need to show limsup,,_, . f(z,) > supyx f, which also follows
from provided we can establish estimate liminf,, ., g(x,) > —c0.

Let p,(€) := f(z,) —€g(x,) + € —supy f. We observe that ¢, (0) < 0 and ¢, (e,) > 0. By
continuity of ¢, there exists €/, € (0,¢,) such that ¢, (e,) = 0, which gives

lim (f(xn) - elng(xn)) = Sl)ip I

n—oo

Take a fixed € € (0,¢€p), when €, < €,
Sup(f = eg) > f(wn) = eg(wn) = (f(2n) = 9(wn)) = (€ = € )g(wn).
Taking n — oo gives the estimate
ligrl}%rolfg(xn) > 6_1<s§pf — 31)1(p(f — eg)) > —00.
O

A.4. Perturbed optimization principle. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space. Let
F € USC(X;RU{—o0}), F # —o0o and supy F' < 4+00. 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 € > 0 and xo € X be such that
F(zg) >sup F —e.
X

Then there exists a convergence sequence of {Textren C X with limit point x. € X that has
the following properties: By introducing a barrier function A : X — R given by

> 1
(A.2) A(z) == Ay () = ’;) 2k+1d2($,$e,k)a
and a perturbed function
F. = F — /e,

we have

(1) F.(x.) = supy F;
(2) F(zc) > supy Fe — €
(3) limp o0 d(Tep, 7)) = 0, SUPgen d(Tep, 7o) < €/* and d(w, 7o) < €'/4;
(4) [A(zd)] < Ve
(5) the following estimate on local Lipschitz constant holds

|D,, Al := limsup [A() = Alw)

Y—Te d(y, xe)
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Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 2.6 in [11], we take g := —F : X = RU{+o0}, p = 2,
A =€/ and ¢ = £, and select p = £, then the conclusions follow. O
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 — X is called a submetry,
if

P(BY(?/,T)) = Bx(p(y),r), YyeY,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(Bv(y.r)) = Bx(p().7), Wy eY,r=o.

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~'(z) is a closed subset in Y for every z € X. Tt
also follows that, if p~'(z) 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-Garcia, 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 = |_| Fa,

FoaEF

is called a foliation. Each F, is called a leaf.
If, in addition, the foliation F satisfies the following equi-distant property

dy(fa,fa/) = dy(y,./—"a/), Vy € Fa,
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) := inf,ca yep d(z,y).
Let (Y,dy;F) be a metric foliation. If we denote F,; the leaf containing y, then this
induces an equivalent relation ~

y1 ~ y2 if and only if Fp,;; = Fly.,

Quotient space X := Y/~ is the set of equivalence classes. If we denote p : Y +— X the
projection onto the quotient space. Then for each x € X, there is a canonical association of
leaf F, := p~!(z) € F, and it follows that F = {F, : z € X}. Moreover, it can be directly
verified that the following defines a metric

(A.3) dx (21, 72) = inf{dy(y1,92) 1 y1 € p~ ' (1), 92 € P (22) };

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 — X is a submetry.

Suppose that X,Y are two metric spaces and f :Y — X is a submetry. Then the foliation
given by yex f71(x) is a metric foliation. Moreover, let Y* := Y/ ~ denote the quotient
space induced by the foliation and p : Y +— Y* the natural projection. Then there is an
isometry vy : X+ Y* such that

tyo f=p.
Proof. This is Lemma 8.4 of Galaz-Garcia, Kell, Mondino and Sosa [52]. O

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 +— X is said to have 2-point lifting
property, if for each x1, 25 € X and y; € p~*(x1) C Y, there exists y, € p~!(z2) such that

dv (y1,y2) = dx(z1, x2).

Lemma A.9. A strong submetry p : Y +— 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 x; € X, ¢ = 1,2 and R > 0 be such
that dx(x1,22) < R. By the 2-point lifting property, there exists y; € Y with p(y;) = x;,
i = 1,2, such that dy(y1, y2) = dx(z1,22) < R. Therefore

Bx(p(y1); R) C p(By(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 z; € X and y; € Y with p(y;) = =1,
let dx (21, 22) = R. One one hand, from 25 € B(p(y1); R) C p(By(y1, R)), we can find y € Y
with xo = p(y2) and dv(y1,92) < R = dx(z1,22). On the other hand, p : Y +— X being
1-Lipschitz map means dx(x1, 22) < dv(y1,y2). Hence the two are equal, giving the 2-point
lifting property. 0

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 X Y — Y by (g,y) — 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 everyy € 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 7,: Y — Y by y — 7,(y) := gy is an isomelry

dv (7,(11): 7 (92)) = dv (1, 12).

(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

k
dx (@1, x2) := inf{>_dv(pi, @) : Vpi,qs € Y

=1

such that p; € x1, qx € x2,¢; € G(p;y1) and k € N},
and denote p : Y +— 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=|]|F F.=p ().
reX
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 H(P)

Our approach to hydrodynamic limit relies upon equation ([1.24]). To recapitulate, let
H:R? x R? — R and write

H”(g,p) == H(q, P +p), V(g,p) € R* xR P eR?

we are concerned with solution (g, c) to the following (cell) PDE problem in the viscosity
solution sense

(B.1) HP(q,ng0> =c¢, VgeRY

where ¢ := ¢(q) is a function and ¢ is a finite constant. We call ¢ := cp := H(P) the one parti-
cle level effective Hamiltonian. In this section, we presents its variational representations and
a few regularity estimates for H(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 ¢ (see Condition . With exception of Section ,
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 Mané (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 g-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 L
according to (|1.29) and introduce its Legendre transform

(B.2) H(P) := sup (vP — L(v)).
vERY
The main purpose of this part of the Appendix is to establish the following.
Proposition B.1. Assume that Condition holds. Then there is a unique c := cp € R

such that (B.1)) admits a viscosity solution ¢ € Cper(RY) N Lip(R?) in the sense of Defini-
tion [B.3. Furthermore,

cp= inf  sup HP(q, V,p)= sup inf H” (q, Vep) = H(P).

p€CEe (RY) 4eRd peCS, (RY) qeR?

B.1. Definition of viscosity solution in current context. For u € USC(R?) and v €
LSC(R?), we define

Dtu = {(q,p) :p=V0(q),3(q,¢) € R x CH(RY), s.t.(u— ¢)(q) = sup(u — ¢)},

Rd

D= {(a.p) : p = Vo(@). Hg,0) € R x CU(RY), 5..(6 — 0)(0) = sup(6 — v) }.

Ra

Definition B.2 (Viscosity solution). We say that u € USC(R?) is a viscosity sub-solution
to (B.1)) (formally written H(q, V,u) < ¢), if it holds that

H(g,p) <¢, Y(g,p) € D" u.

Similarly, we say that v € LSC(R?) is a viscosity super-solution to (B.1]) (formally written
H(gq, V,v) > ¢), if it holds that

H(g,p) > ¢, V(q,p) € D .
If a function is both a sub-solution as well as super-solution, then it is called a solution.

In the context of equation , 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

L7(¢,€) = sup (p- € —H (g,p)) = L(9,&) = P- &

pERL

We define a two-fixed-time-point action by

Aflg.q) = nt{ | TL7(¢(),¢(5))ds < ¢ € AC(D, T RY) with {(0) = ¢/.{(T) = g,

where the AC stands for absolute continuous curves. Let ¢ € R be the largest constant
that admits a viscosity sub-solution to (B.1]). We define critical Mané potential as

dur(q,q) = inf {A[q",q] + cft : t > 0};
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and projected Aubry set

(B.3) Ayr = {q’ € R?: g dyr(¢,q) is a viscosity solution to (B.1)) },
and Peierls’ barrier
(B.4) Pur(q,q) == inf {dHP(q/7 q") +dur(q", q)}, Vg, ¢ € R

q GAHP

Recall the notion of closed probability measure in Definition [1.2] We define set of Mather
measures (where the ¢} is defined a few lines below),

(B.5) Myp = {u = p(dg,d¢) € PR« (u, LYY + b =0, p is closed}.
By set of projected Mather measures, we mean

Myp = {m = W#M tpE .//Hp}.
We also define Mather set

and projected Mather set
Myr := | J supplo].

oceMyp

Lemma B.3. Suppose that Condz'tz'on holds and P € R?. Then
(1) Ayp is non-empty,
(2) Ayr is non-empty,
(3) Myr C Aye.

Proof. See Proposition 3.6 of |25, and Theorem 5.2.8 of [38]. O

B.3. Variational representations, the inf,sup, case. Let
ct = ch = inf {a €R: 34 € Cpur(RY), HP(q, qub) < a in viscosity sense}

= inf sup HP q,p),
’MGUSCpcr(Rd) (q7p)eD+u ( )

¢ = Cp:=sup {a €R: 3¢ € Cher(RY), HP<q, ngzﬁ) > a in viscosity sense}
= sup . inf HY(¢p).
VELSCper (RY) (4:P)ED ™V
Suppose that there is a viscosity solution (¢, c) € Cper(RY) x R of (B.1]), then ¢t < ¢ < ™
by definition.

Lemma B.4. Under Condition for each P € R?, there exists a viscosity solution
(¢, p) == (cp,pp) for (BA) with ¢ = ¢" € R and ¢ € Lip,,(R?). In particular, the fol-
lowing is a special solution

(B.6) ¢ = pp(q) i=min{ [ Pur(q.gm(dg) :m € My},

where the Pyr is Peierls’ barrier and Myr is the set of projected Mather measures for
Hamiltonian HY .
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Proof. Existence of a solution (¢, ¢) has been constructed by Lions, Papanicolaou and Varad-
han|[64]. The particular solution ¢ in is constructed as a limit problem in Theorem 4.3
of Davini, Fathi, Iturriaga and Zavidovique [25]. O

Lemma B.5. We assume Condition[1.1. Then, for each P € R%,

(1) the constant c is unique in the sense that if (¢, ') € Rx Cper(RY) is another solution,
then ¢ = ¢'.

(2) the following holds

(B.7) c=ct=c = inf sup HP(q,p) = sup inf  H(q, p).
P€Lippe (g,p)EDT @ PELIPp e (g,p)ED~

(3) it also holds that

(B.8) ct=c":=cp:= inf sup HP(q, ngo).

PECEe (RY) gerd

Proof. Since a Lipschitz viscosity solution for (B.1]) exists,

ct< inf  sup HP(g,p)<c< sup  inf HP(gp) <.
PELIPLer (¢,p)eDt o @€ELip,,, (4:P)ED™¢

The reverse inequality ¢~ < ¢* and uniqueness of ¢ 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]. 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]. O

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 ¢ that we studied earlier. See also Chapter 3 of Mané [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 Condz'tion ¢ = H(P).
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Proof. First of all, the following sequence of relations hold by definition

c¢h= inf supHY(¢, V.o
P e ) gepa (@ Vi)

= inf sup <§ (P +Vgp) — L(%f))

PECE(RY) (¢.6)eR2

= inf sup /RM (6 (P +Vgp) — L<Q7§)>M<dQ7d€)

goecggr (]Rd) HE'P(RQd)

> swp b (6P Vap) < L(0€) Jaldg. dE)

peP(R24) PECES (RY)

= su — : = > (RY
— sup ){ L. (6P = La.©))nlda,de) : [ (€9 ohutda,dg) = 0,¥p € Oz, (RY) |

peP(R2d

~ vP—/ L(q. )pu(dg. d€) : where v dq. d€). isclosed}
ueP(Ig?d){ oo L@ ©)nilda, dE) B LCU S

= sup {UP — [(v)}.
vER4

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 .#yr is non-empty, for each py € #yp,

e { L (6P =L(0.9))u(da,dg) : [ | (€,0)n(da, d) = 0.%p € cgo<Rd)}

peP(R24)
2 <_meu0> = CJIg'

Since ¢} = cp by Lemma [B.8| we conclude. O

B.4. Variational representations, the sup,inf, case. In the presence of convexity of
p — H(g, 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
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 R? by Cfo’j (R?) 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(RY) be such that

(B.9) jw(q)| < Cu(1+gf*), 3Cw € Ry
For 0 <e < ﬁ, we introduce non-linear mollifications
1
N s " 2
(B.10) wdle)i= it (wle)+ 5l —d'7)
1
(B.11) vla) = swp (wla) = g — ).
¢ ERY €
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We note that if w is periodic, then w, is periodic:

1
we(q' + k) = inf (w(Q”) ol + k- q”|2>
q" €

: 1
—inf (w(g" = B)+ ol — (" = W) = welg).
q 2e
In the same way, v. becomes periodic too.

Lemma B.7. We have

(1) we < w, we(q') — £ |¢'|? is concave, and
1
(B.12) we(q) < %|q’|2 +w(0), VYqecR%

(2) For every q € RY, minimizer q) € RY in the definition of w.(q}) exists. Moreover,
any such minimizer satisfies

(B.13) ) — ay|* < 2¢(w(qh) — w(gh)),
and
% — 40
(B.14) — € Dow.
(3) If (9, pp) € D™ we, then Vyw. exists in the classical sense, with
1 _
(B.15) E(% — ) = 1o = Vgwe € Dyw.
Proof. The concavity of ¢’ — w(q') — 5|¢'|?* follows from representation
1 1 1
N2 — Lo 7 “1d"12) )

) = g i = = sup (aa” — (wd) + 5 1a'))

The existence of minimizer ¢j, in the definition of w.(q(), follows from (B.9). The mini-
mizing property in the definition of w(q;) gives

1 1
w(gy) + o -ldo — ap* < wld”) + o e — P, Vg € R
Consequently,

rn
=% ¢ p- .
€ do

We already proved that w. € SCCi(R?). Hence for (gj,p) € D~ we, Vg w, exists (e.g.
part b of Proposition 4.7 in [7]). Therefore, there exists a ¢ € C*(R?) with pf = Vg w, =
V¢ such that w. — ¢ attains a local minimum at g;. That is, by definitions of the w. and
the qp,

1
w(gg) + 5-lao — a 1> — p(qh) = welqh) — »(qp)

1
—ld' = ¢"?—e(d), V¢,¢" R

<we(q) —(q) <w(q") + 5

Take ¢" = ¢, then

1
(@ —a0) = V.
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Summarizing all the above, we arrive at (B.15)). O

Lemma B.8. We have
(1) ve > we and ve(q) + 2|g|? is conve.
2) ve(q) — 1lq|? is concave for every 0 <t <.
) Ve 1103(Rd)
)

For each qo € RY, there exists a unique maximizer gy € R in the variational definition
of ve(qo). Moreover,

(
(3
(4

2(qh —
(B16> vqove - M7

€

and for any minimizer Gy in the definition of we(qo),
(B.17) 95— qof* < 8e(w(gn) — w(d)).
(5) for every Go € RY which is a minimizer in the definition of w(qo), we have
(B.18) |Vgovel < 4inf {|po| : o € Dyw}.

Proof. Similar to the arguments verifying concavity of the ¢’ — w.(q")— 2% |¢'|? in Lemma ,
we have that v(q) + ]g|? is convex.
We note that

la? N A e e ,
S(g) — 2 = Aq) — - ~ 1) = sup G(g, q).
ve(q) sup (we(q') 5 T o0 - ; ) sup (¢,4)

Since we(q') — 5-|¢|* is concave, the above G : R? x R? — R is concave. By the lemma on
page 265 of Lasry and Lions [63], we conclude v(q) — 1g|? is concave for every 0 < ¢ < e.
Hence v, € Cpt(RY) by Lemma 3.3.8 of Cannarsa and Sinestrari [14].
Next, we take an arbitrary but fixed gy € R? Because of estimate (B.12)), there exists
maximizer g € R? of the v.(qo). The uniqueness follows from strict convexity of
2 /12 P | . /|2
/HE/_\Q QIZE,_IQI 7 la—dFy
¢ = wdg) = = (wld) - o)+ (g )
Since v. € C*(R?), we can find a ¢ € C(R?) such that the qq is a local maximum for v, — ¢

with Vg,ve = V. Therefore, there exists a neighborhood of the g, for every ¢ in this
neighborhood and for every ¢’ € R¢, we have

1 1
(B.19) we(gp) = —lao — a6 = p(a0) > weld) = “la — " = (a).

Taking ¢’ = ¢, we obtain (q0 — qo) = Vg, giving (B.16]).
Next, we verify - From the maximizing property,

(B.20) 6 — qof* < €(welgh) — we(qo))-

We further estimate right hand side of the above inequality through concavity property
(Lemma [B.7) of g(q) := ge(q) := we(q) — 5|q/>. Let Go be a minimizer in the definition of
we(qo). First, by concavity,

9(a1) — 9(q)

; , Vg, = (1—1)q +tq),t € (0,1).
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Second, following the definition of w.,

~ 12
+ G0 — q; .
2¢

~ qo — 4o qo +q; — 2qo
w (i) — =0l _ 04 =20

wﬁ(qg) —we(q0) < we(Go) % %

By definition of g,
+q, —2Go — 2
(90 + g — 2o QO)( ' o).

9(q;) — g(qo) <'t 5 4
Therefore
: 9(qr) — 9(q) _ —d
9(qh) — 9(qo) < limsup (@) ~9la0) “(g6 — o),
t—0+t t
implying

qo — Gi 4 — ql?
(0 0)(Q6_QO)+|O 0|.

we(Qé}) - we(QO) < p %

Combined with (B.20)), we arrive at
(B.21) |9 — g0l < 2]q0 — Gol-

In the current context, (B.13]) in Lemma [B.7| becomes |qo — Go|* < 2e<w(q0) — w(cjo)>. Com-
bined with (B.21]), we have (B.17)).
Finally, (B.18) follows from combing (B.16]) with (B.21)) and (B.14]).

0
Lemma B.9. Let H € C(R?x RY). Suppose that w € Lip,..(RY) is a viscosity super-solution
to
(B.22) HF (¢, V,w) > c.

Then for each qy € R and the unique (Lemma mazimizer qy € R in the variational
definition of v.(qo), there exists a minimizer q) € R in the variational definition of w.(q}),
such that

(B.23) HP (g, V) > c.

Proof. Following notations in the proof of Lemma [B.8] we take ¢ = go in inequality (B.19).
Then, for every ¢ € R? and each gy which is a minimizer in the variational definition of the
we(qp), we have

1~ aol? — e — a0l > wele’) — wela)
- o, ot (ot T - BT
S le —26(1;’/|2 ao ;Eq;’/\z’ > (f _qé)M.
By (B.14),
(B.24) p;’;/l = qé—eq’q'/ € D;(,I,/w.



Combined with (B.16]), we conclude
4 — gl
€

(B.25) +(¢ = a)Vave = (d — qo)ry,, V4 €RC

Let ¢ — ¢(. In view of the growth estimate , we have at least along subsequence that
¢y — qp where the limiting point ¢q is a minimizer of w.(qy). Therefore

rn
lim/ p;/u/ D% =: pg.
q %qo q €
We claim that
p6 = V‘]OUE'

To verify the claim, we take a particular choice of ¢/ = ¢f, + tn in (B.25)), where n € R?
with [n| =1 and ¢t € (0,1) are arbitrary. Then

/ / / /! /!
[Py — Vgove| = sup n(py — Vgve) = sup n(py — pyr + Py — Vgove)
neR?, neR?, a a
In|=1 [n|=1

/ // t
< sup |py—pgr |+ -,
q'=tn, a €
n€R?,|n|=1

where the last inequality follows from (B.25). Taking lim; o+ limgy_,, verifies the claim.

Finally, by viscosity super-solution property for (B.22) and (B.24)), for every ¢’ € R,

P o n
H (qq/,pq;//) Z C.

Consequently, by continuity of the (¢, p) — H(q, p),

V) = Jim W (i) =
q — q

90
0
Lemma B.10. Under Condition [1.1],
co:=c.p:= sup inf H'(q, V) > c.
peCg, (R) 7€R?

Proof. By another approximation step, we only need to verify the above when the ngr(Rd)
is replaced by Ciul(R%) N Cper(RY).

loc

Take w := ¢p as defined in (B.6). Then (w,c) solve is a viscosity solution to (B.1) and

w € Lip,.(RY) N Cper(RY). We mollify this w through and to arrive at the
ve € Ct(RY) N Cher(RY) where the periodicity follows from periodicity of the w. Moreover,
let L be a Lipschitz constant for w, by , then sup, |V, ve| < 4L. By the periodicity
assumption on g — H(g,p) and continuity of H, there exists a modulus w;, € C(R;R,)

with wr,(0) = 0, such that
H(g0, Vaove) = H(gg, Vigove)| < willgo — ggl) < wr(6velwllz),

where the last inequality follows from (B.13)) and (B.17).
Combine the above estimate with (B.23]), the conclusion follows. O

From definitions, ¢, < ¢~. On the other hand, combine the above result with (B.7)),
¢ >c=c"=c . Hence ¢* =ct =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 H := H(P) in and its
many equivalent representations (e.g. Lemma under Condition We also recall
notation H(z, P) := H(P) — Uy(z) defined in (L.25).

Lemma B.11. Under Condition H:R?— R is convex and locally Lipschitz. Further-
more, if we additionally assume that Condition [1.5 holds, then
—c+ C7YP|? <H(P) < c+C|PJ?

with ¢,C' the same constants in Condition . Also, same type estimate for L holds by
convexity argument.

Proof. Since H is Legendre transform of the L, it is convex. Such H is finite everywhere,
because that

—oo < inf H(g, P) <sup inf H(g, P+ V,9)
qER4 @ q€eRd

= H(P) = inf sup H(q, P + V) < sup H(q, P) < c0.

¥ geRrd gER4

Hence it is locally Lipschitz.
With Condition [1.5]

—c+C PP < irqlfH(q, P) < H(P) < supH(q, P) < c+ C|P|.
q

We recall the definition of Fy in ((5.14)).
Lemma B.12. For v € Po(R? x R?), we have

Y A
=sup [t H(q. P+ V,é(x, P;q) )v(dr,dP) = /R . A(PIv(dz,aP)

Proof. Part one: We establish identity

LHS := sup inf H(q7 P+ V,¢(z, P; q))u(daz, dP)

¢€]:0 RQd qeRd

= sup inf H(q, P+ ngo(q)>1/(d:v, dP) =: RHS.

R* peCgs, (RY) 4€R?
It is sufficient to verify that LHS > RHS. For notational convenience, we denote

Wz, Pip) = inf Hig, P+ Vyp(q)), ¢ € C'(RY).

Noting inf, pyerea H(q, P) > —o0, we assume with no loss of generality that A > 0 in the

following proof. By a density argument, we can find a countable set of {p; € Coo.(R?) : i =
1,2,...} such that

RHS:/ sup h(x, P;p;)v(dx,dP).
R2d jeN
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By Lemma 2.35 of Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [2],
(B.26) / ,sup h(z, P;@;)v(dz,dP) = sup <Z/ (x, P; p;)v(dx, dP)>
R>¢ ieN el

where the supremum ranges over all finite sets I C N and all families {4; : i € I} of pairwise
disjoint open sets with compact closure in R? x R%. Let {a; : n = 1,2,...} be a smooth
partition of unity with

Oz-([E P) . 1, V(I,P) S Ai’
' 10, V(z,P) € A, when j #i.

Then letting ¢(x, P;q) := ¥;e; (x, P)g;(q) € Fo, we have h(z, Pi ;) = h(x, P;é(x, P;-))
for (z, P) € A;. Consequently for every finite index set I C N, and every family {A; : i € I}
of pairwise disjoint open sets with compact closure in R? x R?, we have

Z/ (x, P;p;)v(dx,dP) Z/ x, P; ¢(x, P; ))I/(dx,dP)

el
</ (. P o(a, P; ) )w(de, dP)
< sup (m, P; ¢(z, P; -))V(dm, dP) = LHS.
¢€]‘—0 RQd
Combined with (B.26]), we conclude that LHS > RHS.

Part two: Denoting
g(x, P;¢) := sup H(q, P + V,p), Vg € C'(RY),

qER4

we prove that

L := inf g(x,P; ¢(z, P; '))V(dx,dP) = / inf  g(x, P;p)v(dx,dP) =: R.

$EFo Jr2d R24 peCss, (RY)

We only need to prove L < R. It follows from Part one of the proof that
inf | (gAk)(z, P;o(z, P;))v(de,dP) = / inf (g Ak)(z, Pip)v(dz,dP),

pEFo JR2d R2d goEC‘X’ (R4)

< inf  g(x, P;p)v(de,dP). Yk eR,.

— JR2 peCge, (RY)

Therefore, denoting
F(k7¢) = /R2d(g/\k)(x7 Pa ¢(x7P7 ))V(dl‘7dp), \VIQb S f07'l€ S R-F = R-ﬁ- U {+OO}7

we only need to show that

(B.27) sup inf F(k,¢) = inf sup F'(k, ).

keR, $€70 PEF0 peR,

The map Ry 3 k — F is concave, and ¢ — F is convex. The R, is endowed with one-point
compactification topology of R.. R, 3 k +— F is continuous by monotone convergence
theorem. Consequently 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 Bl 0
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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 CC Po(R??) be a compact subset with respect to the topology given by
2-Wasserstein metric. Then

inf sup sup H(q, P+V,o(z, P; q))l/(d:v, dP) = sup H(P)v(dx,dP).

PEF0 pe N JR2d g€Rd veN JR2d

Proof. First, letting

fw,0):= [ suwH(q, P+ Vo, P;a))v(de,dP),
R xR4 g€Rd

then (v,¢) — f(v,¢) is concave-convex-like in the sense of Sion [73], and v — f(v,¢) is

continuous with each ¢ fixed. Consequently, by Theorem 4.2 in [73],

Jnf sup fv,0) = sup Jf f (v, ).

Second, by Lemma [B.12} infyc 7, f(v, #) = [pea H(P)v(dy, dP). Hence we conclude. O

Lemma B.14. Let N CC Py(R??) be a compact subset with respect to the topology given by
2-Wasserstein metric. Then

sup inf inf H (q, P+ ngb(y, P; q))u(dy, dP)

=0, Piq)eFo VEN JR2 g€RY
= Vlg{/ o H(P)v(dy,dP).
Proof. We denote the left (and right) hand side of the above identity by LHS (respectively
RHS). Then by Proposition , we only need to show LHS > RHS.
Let € > 0 be arbitrarily given by fixed.
First of all, by Lemma [B.10, for each P € RY, there exists P-parametrized functions
@ = pc(P;+) € C2.(R?) such that

inf H(q, P+ V.0, P)) = A(P) = .

geRY

The above implies the existence of P-parametrized vector fields & := &.(P;-) : R? — R4,
which is continuous in both P, q variables, such that

inf ((P + Ve (P;0))&(Psq) = L(g, &(P; q))> > H(P) — e

qeR4

Secondly, writting

9(6.0) = [, inf, ((P+ V(s Pi))&(Pia) ~ L(0.6.(Pi0)) Jv(dy. aP)
then (¢, v) — g is concave-convex-like in the sense of [73], and v — ¢ is lower semi-continuous
with each ¢ fixed. Sion’s minimax Theorem 4.2’ in |73] applies. We arrive at
LHS > sup inf ,v) = inf su V),
- ¢€]% ue./\/'g(qb ) VE./\/'¢€]% g(¢ )
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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 we have that
sup 9(o,v) = /R sup  inf ((P + Vap(9))c(P; ) — L(g, &(P; Q)))V<dl/7 dP).

* peCgs, () 4ER!

Combine the above three steps together,
LHS > l}gj{/ o H(P)v(dy,dP) — e.

By arbitrariness of the € > 0, we conclude. OJ
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