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Abstract

This paper is the second in a series by the author and collaborators devoted to the study of geometric and analytic
properties of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, that is, LP spaces of mappings taking values in arbitrary metric spaces. The
present article formalizes the pointwise description of their geometric properties—their length structure, bounds on
their Alexandrov curvature as well as the definition of a speed for absolutely continuous curves despite the lack of
differential structure. To obtain this pointwise description, we first prove a nonlinear analogue of the Fubini—Lebesgue
theorem, which yields an identification of L” curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces to mappings taking values in the
space of L? curves. This identification of L” curves then enables a similar identification for absolutely continuous
curves, from which the pointwise description of the geometric properties of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces follows.
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1. Introduction

Physical phenomena inherently involve noncontinuous signals with values in nonlinear spaces. For instance, in
medical imaging the images cannot be assumed continuous due to the multiphase nature of anatomy and can be valued
in non-Euclidean spaces, such as the space of symmetric positive definite matrices (as in diffusion tensor imaging,
to measure the diffusion of water in tissues [BML94]), the probability simplex (to account for uncertainty in the
identification of the nature of tissues [AF05] or to construct probabilistic atlases of organs [MTE*95]) or the space of
probability measures on the sphere (as encountered in Q-ball imaging [Tuc04] or constrained spherical deconvolution
[TCGCO04]). When working with this type of data, be it for reconstruction or statistical analysis purposes, there is a
stake on the choice of a meaningful metric on the space of values, which usually makes it nonlinear. In addition, while
images are signals supported on flat spaces, signals supported on curved spaces such as functional shapes [Chal3,
Definition 2.1.1.] are also commonly encountered. For all those reasons, studying merely measurable mappings
defined on measurable spaces with values in arbitrary metric spaces is of importance from an applicative viewpoint.

From a more theoretical perspective, L” spaces of measurable mappings taking values in arbitrary metric spaces,
which we call nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, first emerged in the study of Sobolev spaces of measurable mappings
taking values in arbitrary metric spaces and, in particular, of harmonic mappings, starting with the seminal work
of N. J. Korevaar and R. M. Schoen [KS93] followed by the works of K.-T. Sturm [StuO1, Stu02] and J. Jost
[Jos94, Jos97a, Jos97b]. Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces typically model the space of transport maps in optimal trans-
port theory [AGSO0S5, Section 5.4], but are also useful to study curves in arbitrary metric spaces such as Wasserstein
spaces, as studied by S. Lisini [Lis07, Section 2.3], and recently emerged in a generalization, proposed by M. Bauer,
F. Mémoli, T. Needham and M. Nishino [BMNN25, Section 2.1.3], of the Gromov—Wasserstein metric to measure
spaces equipped with a kernel taking values in an arbitrary metric space instead of a standard metric. The analytical
properties of these spaces derived in particular cases in the mentioned works—the characterizations of their complete-
ness and separability, as well as the density of the spaces of simple, continuous, and smooth mappings—are gathered
and generalized under a unified exposition in a recent work by the author and A. Trouvé [ST25]. The main behaviour
of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces that emerge from these previous studies is the fact that their properties are essentially
pointwise in nature, in the sense that they are mostly determined by the properties of the space of values and vice
versa. This is particularly true for their geometric properties, as first highlighted by K.-T. Sturm [StuO1, Stu02] and
J. Jost [J0s94, Jos97a, Jos97b], who derived curvature properties when the target space is nonpositively curved (in the
sense of Alexandrov, see [BBI22, Chapter 4] for a definition) through the construction of geodesics using geodesics
in the space of values. Yet, this pointwise behaviour is, to the best of our knowledge, not rigorously formalized, so
that the study of the geometry of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces is limited by a lack of a proper characterization of their
curves. In fact, one would expect a behaviour that is analogous to that of curves in Wasserstein spaces, studied by
S. Lisini [Lis06, Lis07], who exhibited a superposition principle for absolutely continuous curves (i.e., any such curve
can be identified to a probability measure on absolutely continuous curves in the space supporting the measures). Let
us conclude with a note on terminology. As highlighted in [Boul3, TVS V.86], L” spaces of real-valued mappings
were first introduced by F. Riesz in [Riel0]. Yet, they are commonly referred to as “Lebesgue” spaces [DS88, Chapter
III, Section 3] or “Bochner” spaces when mappings are valued in a Banach space [HVNVW16, Section 1.2.b]. For
consistency with the literature, we use the terminology of “nonlinear Lebesgue spaces” to designate L” spaces of
mappings taking values in arbitrary metric spaces, terminology that was first used by M. Ba¢dk in [Bac14, p. 18].
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In this article, we formalize the pointwise description of the geometric properties of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces
resulting from a characterization of absolutely continuous (a.c.) curves, thus providing a complementary perspective
to the analytic properties of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces studied in [ST25]. To do so, we first prove a nonlinear ana-
logue of the Fubini—Lebesgue theorem (Theorem 3.9) that allows for the characterization of L” curves in nonlinear
Lebesgue spaces through the identification of a canonical isometry (Theorem 3.13). Using Theorem 3.13, we char-
acterize a.c. curves (Theorem 3.19) as well as cadlag curves of bounded variation (Theorem 3.23), depending on the
value of the parameter p of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces. The characterization of a.c. curves given by Theorem 3.19
notably allows for the pointwise description of the length structure of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces (Theorem 4.9), for
the definition of a notion of speed for a.c. curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces despite the lack of a differential struc-
ture (Theorem 4.44), and for the identification of geodesics as mappings into the space of geodesics (Theorem 4.2).
This particular characterization of geodesics then enables the pointwise description of the curvature, in the sense of
Alexandrov, of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces (Theorem 4.15). To put it visually:

Theorem 3.9 Theorem 3.13  p>1 _ Theorem 3.19 Theorem 4.2
(Fubini-Lebesgue) (LP curves) (a.c. curves) (geodesics)
lp =1 l \ \
Theorem 3.23 Theorem 4.44 Theorem 4.9 Theorem 4.15
(cadlag curves of b.v.) (speed of a.c. curves) (length structure) (curvature bounds)

The paper is structured as follows:

e Section 2 introduces the basic setting of this article regarding minimal assumptions and introduces the core
definitions and results needed to construct and study nonlinear Lebesgue spaces (Section 2.1) as well as Sobolev
curves and curves of bounded variation in metric spaces (Section 2.2).

e Section 3 gathers the main results of this article, including the characterization of L? curves in nonlinear
Lebesgue spaces (Section 3.1) and its consequence for the characterization of a.c. curves (Section 3.2) and
cadlag curves of bounded variation (Section 3.3) in these spaces.

e Section 4 exposes applications of the main results established in Section 3, including the consequences of
Section 3.2 for the pointwise characterization of the geometry of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces (Section 4.1) as
well as the definition of a notion of speed for a.c. curves in these spaces (Section 4.2.1).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces

This section introduces notations, definitions and results that were presented in the paper [ST25] by the author and
A. Trouvé, only keeping the ones that will be needed in the present article. The reader already familiar with [ST25]
may skip to Section 2.2.

2.1.1. Basic assumptions
Let us first introduce the basic assumptions of this article.

Assumption 2.1 (Basic assumptions). Throughout this article, we consider mappings from a nonempty set M, called
the base space, to a nonempty set N, called the target space. M and N are assumed to carry the following structures:
(1) (M,Zp, upm) is a measure space, that is, the set M is paired with a o-algebra X3, on M and a measure py :
2y — [0,00] on (M, Zy).
(i) (N, dy) is a metric space with finite metric dy : N> — [0, ).

Throughout this article, we shall not recall these basic assumptions in the statements of the results; yet, any
additional assumption relative to Assumption 2.1 will be specified.

Notation and terminology are progressively introduced throughout the article and are also gathered in a dedicated
section (p. 42) at the end of this article.



2.1.2. Measurable mappings
In this section, we introduce several classes of mappings that will serve as core ingredients in the construction of
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, namely, the set of measurable mappings and its variant.

Definition 2.2 (Measurable mappings). Define:
(i) L°(M, N) the set of measurable mappings, that is, all mappings f : M — N such that for all set B in B(N), the
Borel o-algebra of N, it satisfies f~'(B) € Z.
(i) LE(M, N) the set of separably valued measurable mappings, that is, all mappings f € LO(M, N) such that its
range, denoted by f(M), is separable.

Remark 2.3 (“Borel measurable” mappings). When M is a topological space with ), = B(M), the Borel o-algebra
of M, a mapping belonging to £L°(M, N) is usually called “Borel measurable”.

A first well-known result on this class of mappings is that the pointwise limit of measurable and separably valued
mappings, when it exists, is itself measurable and separably valued [ST25, Proposition 2.6].

Proposition 2.4 (Lg(M, N) is closed under pointwise limit). Let (f,).en be a sequence in Lg(M, N) and assume that
f(x) = 1lim, e fu(x) exists in N for all x € M. Then, f € LY(M, N).

In particular, Proposition 2.4 holds for sequences of simple mappings, that is, measurable mappings with a finite
range.

Definition 2.5 (Simple mappings). Define E(M, N) the set of simple mappings, that is, all mappings f € L°(M, N)
such that | f(M)|, the cardinality of the range of f, is finite.

Showing that a mapping belongs to L2(M, N) thus usually comes down to verifying that it is the pointwise limit
of a sequence of simple mappings.
Now, one can define an equivalence relation on the set of measurable mappings.

Proposition 2.6 (Equivalence relation on L%(M, N)). The relation f ~ f' if and only if f(x) = f'(x) holds for
Up-a.e. x € M is an equivalence relation on LM, N).

Using this equivalence relation, one can define the sets of equivalences classes of measurable and simple mappings.

Definition 2.7 (Equivalence classes of measurable mappings). Define:
i) L°(M,N) = LS(M, N) / ~ the set of equivalence classes of separably valued measurable mappings, that is, all
[f1:={f € LM, N): f ~ f'} with f € LUM, N).
(i) E(M,N) := &M, N) / ~ the set of equivalence classes of simple mappings.

From these first building blocks, we move on to the construction of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

2.1.3. Lebesgue mappings
Before defining nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, let us first define the £7 semi-metrics (see [BBI22, Definition 1.1.4]
for a definition of the notion of semi-metric).

Definition 2.8 (£ semi-metrics). Let p € [1, oo]. Then, define the mapping D, : L2(M,N)* — [0, 0] as D,(f, f’) =
dn(fs S » Where dy(f, f)(x) := dy(f(x), f(x)). Precisely, for p € [1, c0),

1/p

Dy(f. f) = ( fM Ay (£, /() (1)

and, for p = oo,
Doo(f, ') = um-ess sup dn(f(x), f'(x))

with the uy-essential supremum defined as
y-esssupdy(f(x), f(x)) == inf {C € R : dy(f(x), ' (x)) < C for uy-a.e. x € M}.
xeM

4



At this point, D, satisfies the symmetry and triangle inequality axioms of a metric on L%(M, N) thanks to the
symmetry of dy and the fact that both dy and ||-]|,,,,, satisfy the triangle inequality for p € [1, co]. However, D,, is not
necessarily finite and cannot distinguish two distinct measurable mappings that agree 1y/-almost everywhere. In fact,
D, separates equivalence classes in L(M, N).

Proposition 2.9 (£” semi-metrics separate equivalence classes). Let p € [1,00] and (f, f') € L2AM,N). Then,

Dy(f.f") = 0if and only if f ~ f'.

Remark 2.10 (£” semi-metrics metrize L°(M, N)). Note that L°(M, N) equipped with D, for any choice of p €
[1, o0], satisfies all the axioms of a metric space, but with a metric D, that might be infinite.

First, to make D, finite, consider its restriction to .L? mappings, which are defined as mappings at a finite D,,-
distance from a base mapping h in L°(M, N).

Definition 2.11 (£” spaces). Let 4 € L°(M, N) (recall that & has a representative with separable range by Defini-
tion 2.2) and p € [1, oo]. Then, define the set of measurable mappings at a finite D ,-distance from £ as

LYM,N) = (f € LAM,N) : Dp(f, h) < ).

Remark 2.12 (Choice of the base mapping in the linear case). When N is a normed vector space, the base mapping
h is usually taken as & = Oy, with Oy the identity element of N.

Then, (LZ(M’ N), D,,) satisfies all axioms of a metric space, except separation: it is a semi-metric space (see
[BBI22, Definition 1.1.4] for a definition). We will often write LZ (M, N) instead of (sz (M, N), D).

Now, to make it a metric space, uy-a.e. identical mappings should be identified through the equivalence relation
defined in Proposition 2.6.

Definition 2.13 (Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let i € L%(M, N) and p € [1, co]. Then, the nonlinear p-Lebesgue
space Lﬁ (M, N) is defined as the quotient space

LI(M,N) = L} (M,N) ] ~,

where we recall that f ~ f” if and only if D,(f, f’) = 0 (Proposition 2.9). Also, we will usually omit p when referring
to nonlinear p-Lebesgue spaces and call “Lebesgue mappings” the elements of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

Remark 2.14 (Extension to x)/-measurable mappings). Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces can equivalently be defined
using uy-measurable mappings, that is, mappings f satisfying for all B in B(N) that f~'(B) belongs to X, the
completion of the o-algebra X, under w1, [ST25, Proposition 2.22].

The construction of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces developed above eventually yields that they are metric spaces
[ST25, Proposition 2.25].

Proposition 2.15 (Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces are metric spaces). Let p € [1,00]. When equipped with D),
LZ(M, N) becomes a metric space with finite metric. Also, we will usually only write LZ(M, N) when referring to
the metric space (LZ(M, N), Dy).

‘We highlight the fact that we will frequently not distinguish representatives from their associated equivalence class,
so that we can write f € Lz’ (M, N) while treating f as a £” mapping when it is clear from the context. Also, to ensure
that our notation remains consistent with the literature on linear Lebesgue spaces, we denote L7(M, N) = Lﬁ (M,N)
and LP(M,N) = LZ(M, N) when N is a normed vector space and the base mapping is set to & = Oy with Oy the identity
element of N.

An important matter to know about nonlinear Lebesgue spaces is whether they are reduced to the equivalence class
of their base mapping, that is, LZ(M, N) = {h)} for h € L°(M, N). In such cases, nonlinear Lebesgue spaces are called
trivial. Nonlinear Lebesgue spaces are then called nontrivial when they are strictly bigger, in the sense of inclusion,
than the equivalence class of the base mapping. This is the case if and only if yy, is not purely infinite, that is, the
range of 1y is not reduced to {0, oo}, and |N| > 1 [ST25, Proposition 3.3].
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Proposition 2.16 (Nontrivial nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € LY%M,N) and p € [1, ). Then, the following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) wu is not purely infinite and |N| > 1.

(ii) L} (M,N) is nontrivial.

Also, nonlinear Lebesgue spaces inherit completeness from their target space (see [ST25, Proposition 4.1] or
[Stu01, Proposition 3.3]).

Proposition 2.17 (Completeness of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°(M, N) and p € [1, oo]. Suppose that N
is complete. Then, LZ (M, N) is complete.

A subsidiary result of the proof of Proposition 2.17 is that the set of equivalence classes of measurable mappings
also inherits completeness from the target space.

Corollary 2.18 (Completeness of the space of measurable mappings). Let p € [1, oo]. Suppose that N is complete.
Then, (L°(M, N), D)) is complete.

In addition, when 1, is not purely infinite, the target space is isometric to a closed subset of nonlinear Lebesgue
spaces [ST25, Corollary 3.8].

Proposition 2.19 (Closed isometric image of the target space into nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°(M, N)
and p € [1, o). Suppose that uyy is not purely infinite. Then, there exists an isometric (up to a scaling factor) mapping
t:N— LZ(M, N) such that «(N) is closed in LZ(M, N) and there exists a measurable set A with upy(A) € (0, 0o) for
which «(y)la =y and v(y)|ma = hlaa forall y € N.

Remark 2.20 (On a stronger conclusion when (i, is finite and / is bounded). When it is additionally assumed that
My 1s finite and that 4 is bounded, we can actually choose A = M, so that «((y) = y for all y € N [ST25, Proposition
3.7].

Finally, a class of mappings that will play an important role in propagating properties to nonlinear Lebesgue spaces
through density arguments is the set of almost simple mappings, that is, measurable mappings that are simple on a
measurable set of finite uy/-measure and (uy-a.e.) equal to the base mapping otherwise.

Definition 2.21 (Almost simple mappings). Let 4 € L°(M, N). Then, define:
(1) &M, N) the set of almost simple mappings, that is, all mappings f € LS(M, N) such that there exists B € F,,,
that is, a measurable set of finite yy-measure, for which f satisfies f|z € E(B, N) and flyns ~ hlmns.
(i) En(M,N) := E,(M, N) [ ~ the set of equivalence classes of almost simple mappings.

Indeed, almost simple mappings are dense in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1 [ST25, Proposition 3.10].

Proposition 2.22 (Density of almost simple mappings for p > 1). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € [1,). Then,
E,(M,N)N Lfl(M, N) is a dense subspace ofLZ(M, N).

‘We now move to a reminder on curves in metric spaces.
2.2. Curves in metric spaces

2.2.1. Basic assumptions
Before delving into the study of curves in metric spaces, we clarify the assumptions on the set representing time.

Assumption 2.23 (Time interval). In the rest of the article, the nonempty set /, representing time, is such that
I = [a, b] with (a, b) € R? satisfying a < b.

We also clarify the assumptions on the generic metric space used in this section.

Assumption 2.24 (Generic metric space). In this section only, the generic nonempty set X is assumed to carry the
structure of a metric space with finite metric dy : X> — [0, ).

Throughout this article and this section, we shall not recall these assumptions in the statements of the results; yet,
any additional assumption relative to Assumption 2.23 or Assumption 2.24 will be specified.
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2.2.2. Sobolev curves and continuous representations
This section follows [Lis07, Section 2.4], but with slight relaxations on the assumptions of the results that are used
in the present article. A first important class of curves in metric spaces is the set of Sobolev curves.

Definition 2.25 (Sobolev curves). Let p € (1, o). Then, the set of Sobolev curves is defined as

b—T
WP (I, X) = {c e LP(I,X): sup f (Ax-c(®)P dt < oo} ,
O<t<b-a Ja

where Ax ;c(?) := dx(c(t), c(t + 7))/7. Also, define the finite metric d,, : LP(1, X)? - [0, ) as

1/p
dy(c,c’) = (fdx(c(t),c’(t))” dt) .
I

Remark 2.26 (On the definition of L”(/, X)). Note that unlike in [Lis07, Section 2.4], the definition of L”(I, X) used
in Definition 2.25 is the one of Definition 2.13, so that we can always pick a separably valued representative instead
of assuming that X is separable in most proofs. Also, the base mapping is a mapping constant equal to some zp € N
and thus any y € N, since I has finite .#!-measure.

Remark 2.27 (W'P(1, X) is a Borel subset of L”(I, X)). Let p € (1, ). As a direct consequence of Definition 2.25
and the fact that the functional ¢ — supy.,,_, fa bfT(Ax,Tc(t))” dr is lower semi-continuous from L?(/, X) to [0, oo],
WLP(], X) is a Borel subset of LP(1, X).

We will see that Sobolev curves are related to another important class of curves in metric spaces, namely the set
of absolutely continuous curves, whose definition is recalled below and borrowed from [AGS05, Definition 1.1.1].

Definition 2.28 (Absolutely continuous curves). A curve ¢ : I — X belongs to AC(I, X), for p € [1, oo], if and

only if there exists m € LP(I) such that for all (s, ) € I? such that s < f we have

dx(c(s),c(t)) < f m(r)dr. @))]

Absolutely continuous curves have the nice property of being almost everywhere differentiable in the metric sense
[AGSO05, Theorem 1.1.2].

Theorem 2.29 (Metric derivative). Let p € [1, ). Then, if c € ACP(I, X), the limit
dx(c(s), c(1)

Ic’x(#) = lim
s—t |S — tl

exists for L'-a.e. t € I. In addition, the mapping t — |c’|x(?) belongs to LP(I), is an admissible integrand for the
right-hand side of Equation (1) and is minimal in the sense that for all m € LP(I) verifying Equation (1) it satisfies

Ic'|x(t) < m(t) for L -ae. tel

Now, when p € (1, o0) and X is complete, the set of absolutely continuous curves is isometric to the set of Sobolev
curves for the metric d,,.

Proposition 2.30 (Absolutely continuous representations of Sobolev curves). Let p € (1,0). Suppose that X is
complete. Then, the restriction of the quotient mapping

. { L,X) — LX)

c —  [c]
to ACP (1, X), denoted by qp, is an isometry between (ACP(1, X), d,,) and whr, X), dp).
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Proof. Let p € [1,00).

Step 1: Definition of q,. Note that g, is well-defined since any curve in ACP(I, X) has separable range as the
continuous image of a separable set and since Borel measurability follows from continuity. Also, the fact that
qp(ACP, X)) C W'P(I, X) follows from the first part of the proof of [Lis07, Lemma 1].

Step 2: Bijectivity of q,. The bijectivity of g, from AC? (I, X) to W' (1, X) follows from the second part of the proof of
[LisO7, Lemma 1] which shows that to each element ¢ € W'-P(I, X) we can associate a unique element ¢ € ACP (I, X)
such that ¢,(¢) = c. The only variation in our case is that, instead of assuming that X is separable, the proof can
be carried out the same way by using the fact that elements of W'”(I, X) have separably valued representatives
(Remark 2.26).

Step 3: Isometric property of q,. The isometric property of g, for d, follows from the invariance of d, to variations
on .Z!'-null sets. O

Proposition 2.30 and Definition 2.25 yield an equivalent definition of the set of absolutely continuous curves, when
p € (1,00) and X is complete.

Corollary 2.31 (Equivalent definition of absolutely continous curves for p > 1). Let p € (1, o). Suppose that X is
complete. Then, the set of absolutely continuous is equivalently defined as

b—T
ACP(I, X) = {c €C,X): sup f (Axrc(t)P dt < oo}.

0<7t<b-a

Remark 2.32 (AC”(I, X) is a Borel subset of C(/, X)). Let p € (1, 0). As a direct consequence of Corollary 2.31

and the fact that the functional ¢ — supy.,,_, fa b_T(AX,Tc(t))” dr is lower semi-continuous from C(/, X) to [0, oo],
ACP (I, X) is a Borel subset of C(/, X).

Finally, note that the evaluation mapping is measurable on the set of absolutely continuous curves equipped with
the metric d,, as soon as p € (1, c0) and X is complete and separable.

Proposition 2.33 (Measurability of the evaluation mapping for d,). Let p € (1,00). Suppose that X is complete
and separable. Then, for all t € I, the restriction of the evaluation mapping

. _{C(I,X) — X

c — (1)
to ACP (1, X), denoted by e, p, is Borel measurable from (ACP(1,X), d,) to X.

Proof. Let p € [1,00].

Step 1: Borel measurability of e, , for dw. Since e, is continuous, its restriction to AC? (I, X), denoted by e, p,, is Borel
measurable from (ACP(I, X), d) to X forall ¢t € I.

Step 2: Coincidence of the Borel sets of (ACF(I,X),d,) and (ACF(I, X), d). Recall that Wbr(1,X) and ACP(I, X)
are Borel sets of L”(I, X) and C(/, X), respectively (see Remarks 2.27 and 2.32). As such, they are Lusin sets, hence
Suslin sets as soon as X is Polish (i.e., complete and separable), since, under such assumptions on X, L”(I, X) and
C(1, X) become Polish (see [Sch73, Theorem 2, p. 95] for the proof that a Borel subset of a Lusin space is Lusin).
Furthermore, (AC” (1, X), d,,) being isometric to Whr(1,X), dp) by g, (Proposition 2.30), it is also Suslin. Hence, the
conclusion follows from the fact that d,, induces on AC” (I, X) a Suslin topology that is weaker than the one induced
by dw [Sch73, Corollary 2, p. 101]. O

We now continue with another important class of curves in metric spaces beyond continuous curves, namely the
curves of bounded variation.

2.2.3. Curves of bounded variation and cadlag representations
This section follows [ALS24, Section 2.2], but with slight relaxations on the assumptions of the results that are
used in the present article. First, let us recall the definition of the variation of curves.



Definition 2.34 (Variation of curves). The variation of a curve ¢ : I — X on any subset J C [ is defined as

Varx(c; J) = sup {Z dx(c(t), c(tiv1)) : {tifo<i<nr1 CJand 1o < ... < tn+1}
i=0

and its essential variation is defined as
ess Vary(c; J) == inf{Varx(¢) : ¢ = ¢ ¥ -ae.).
Using Definition 2.34, the set of curves of bounded variation can be defined.

Definition 2.35 (Curves of bounded variation). The set of curves of bounded variation, which we call BV-curves
for short, is defined as
BV(I.X) = {c € L'(1.X) : ess Var(c) < .

Also, define the finite metric d, : L' (I, X)?> — [0, c0) as
di(c,c) = f dx(c(t), (1)) dt.
1

Remark 2.36 (On the definition of L'(/, X)). Note that unlike in [ALS24, Section 2.2], the definition of L'(Z, X)
used in Definition 2.35 is the one of Definition 2.13, so that we can always pick a separably valued representative
instead of assuming that X is separable in most proofs. Also, the base mapping is a mapping constant equal to some
Z0 € N and thus any y € N, since I has finite .#'-measure.

Remark 2.37 (BV(I, X) is a Borel subset of L' (1, X)). As a direct consequence of Definition 2.35 and the fact that the
essential variation is lower semi-continuous from L!(Z, X) to [0, co] [ALS24, Lemma 2.7], BV(I, X) is a Borel subset
of L'(1,X).

Using the definition of the essential variation of a curve, one can define the variation measure associated to a
BV-curve.

Definition 2.38 (Variation measure). The variation measure of a BV-curve ¢ € BV(I, X) is defined as the Lebesgue—
Stieltjes measure |Dc|x on I induced by the non-decreasing function V : I — R defined as V(¢) := ess Varx(u; (0, 1))
(see [SS09, Chapter 6, Section 3.3] for the construction of |Dcly), that is, |Dc|x is the unique measure on / satisfying
for all (s, 7) € I” with s < ¢ that

[Delx((s, 1) = 1i_{If} V(w) - lim V(u).

Now, when X is complete, we have an equivalent definition of the set of BV-curves.

Proposition 2.39 (Equivalent definition of BV (1, X)). Suppose that X is complete. Then, the set of curves of bounded
variation is equivalently defined as

b—1
BV(I,X) = {c e L/I,X): sup f Axrc(t)dt < oo}
O<r<b-a Ja
and for all ¢ € BV(I, X) we have for all (s, ) € I? with s < t that
=T
|Dclx((s, 1)) = ess Varx(c; (s,1)) = sup f Ax .c(t)dt.

O<r<t—s

Proof. The only variation with respect to the proof of [ALS24, Theorem 2.17] is the fact that, instead of assuming that
X is separable, we can use the fact that elements of BV(/, X) have separably valued representatives (Remark 2.36), so
that, rather than taking a dense set in X in the proof that (4) = (1), it is sufficient to take a dense set in the range of a
separably valued representative. O



We will see that BV-curves are related to another important class of curves in metric spaces, namely the set of
cadlag curves of bounded variation. Let us first recall the definition of cadlag curves.

Definition 2.40 (Cadlag curves). A curve ¢ : I — X belongs to D(I, X) if it is right continuous with left limits,
that is, for all ¢ € [ it satisfies c(f) = lim;_+ c(s) and limy_,;- c(s) exists in X. This set becomes a metric space when
equipped with the Skorokhod metric dsy : D(I, X)? — [0, o) defined as

ds(c, ') = inf max{||Allp, du(c, ¢ o D},

where the infimum is taken over all increasing homeomorphisms A : I — I and

(/l(t) - /l(s))
log| ———

il = sup
t—s

(s,1)el?,s<t

Then, one can define the set of cadlag curves of bounded variation.

Definition 2.41 (Cadlag curves of bounded variation). A curve ¢ : I — X belongs to B8V(I, X) if it is cadlag,
continuous on the left at # = b and has finite variation, that is, ¢ € D(I, X), c¢(b) = lim,_,,- ¢(¢) and Varx(c) < oo.

Remark 2.42 (On the condition of left-continuity at r = b). Note that unlike [ALS24, p. 16] we define BV(I, X)
by adding the condition of left-continuity at # = b. Indeed, for notational consistency, we argue that it makes more
sense for BV(I, X) to denote the set that is in bijection with BV(I, X) via the quotient mapping on Lg(l, X) (Proposi-
tion 2.44), rather than a strictly larger set. In addition, using the definition of 8V(I, X) from Definition 2.41 instead
of the one from [ALS24, p. 16] does not affect the exposition of this section since the definition of 8V(/, X) from
Definition 2.41 is closed under limits for the Skorokhod metric, so that the results on the set of all cadlag curves of
finite variation mentioned in [ALS24] all hold for this definition.

Remark 2.43 (BV(I, X) is a Borel subset of (7, X)). As a direct consequence of Definition 2.41 and the fact that
the variation is lower semi-continuous from D(/, X) to [0, co] [ALS24, Lemma 2.13], BV(I, X) is a Borel subset of
D, X).

When X is complete, the set of BV-curves is isometric to the set of cadlag curves of bounded variation for the
metric d; [ALS24, Lemma 2.5].

Proposition 2.44 (Cadlag representations of BV-curves). Suppose that X is complete. Then, the following asser-
tions hold:
(i) forall c € D, X) and all (s,1) € 1% we have

|Delx((s, 1)) = ess Varx(c; (s, 1)) = Varx(c; (s, 1)).
(ii) the restriction of the quotient mapping

q,{ L£50,X) — I%1,X)

c —  [c]
to BV, X), denoted by q, is an isometry between (BV(I, X),d,) and (BV(1, X), d}).

Finally, note that the evaluation mapping is measurable on the set of cadlag curves of bounded variation equipped
with the metric d; as soon as X is complete and separable.

Proposition 2.45 (Measurability of the evaluation mapping for d;). Suppose that X is complete and separable.
For all t € I, the restriction of the evaluation mapping

(DULX) — X
e c —  c(f)

to BYV(I, X), denoted by e, 1, is Borel measurable from (BYV(I,X),d,) to X.
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Proof. Step 1: Borel measurability of e, for dsi. The mapping e, being Borel measurable from (D(/, X), dsi) to
X for all ¢+ € I [ALS24, Proposition 2.15], its restriction to 8V(/, X), denoted by e,;, is Borel measurable from
(BYVU,X),dsy) to X forall t € 1.

Step 2: Coincidence of the Borel sets of (BV(I,X), d,) and (BV(I, X), dsr). Recall that BV(I, X) and BV(I, X) are
Borel sets of L'(I, X) and D(I, X), respectively (see Remarks 2.37 and 2.43). As such, they are Lusin sets, hence
Suslin sets as soon as X is Polish (i.e., complete and separable), since, under such assumptions on X, L' (1, X) and
D1, X) become Polish (see [Sch73, Theorem 2, p. 95] for the proof that a Borel subset of a Lusin space is Lusin and
[ALS24, Theorem 2.10] for the proof that D(I, X) is Polish when X is). Furthermore, (BV(I, X), d;) being isometric
to (BV(1, X), d;) by q; (Proposition 2.44), it is also Suslin. Hence, the conclusion follows from the fact that d; induces
on BYV(I, X) a Suslin topology that is weaker than the one induced by d., [Sch73, Corollary 2, p. 101]. O

To characterize the behaviours of all the classes of curves presented in Section 2.2 for the particular case of
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, we will need to characterize L” curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces since Sobolev and BV
curves are defined using L” curves (Definitions 2.25 and 2.35). The next section thus present such a characterization of
L? curves and its consequence for the characterization of absolutely continuous curves and cadlag curves of bounded
variation in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

3. Main results

3.1. Characterization of LP curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces

We first clarify some recurrent notation used in this section and thereafter.

Notation 3.1. Let & € L%(M, N), p € [l,00) and & ! ®up be the product measure obtained using Carathéodory’s
process [DiB02, Chapter II]. From thereon:
(i) h denotes the mapping from I to L} (M, N) defined as i = h.
(i1) h denotes the mapping from M to LP(I, N) defined as & := ¢ o h, which is measurable from M to LP(I, N) as the
composition of the measurable mapping /4 and the isometric mapping ¢ defined in Remark 2.20. The mapping &
is also measurable from M to (E(I, N), d,) since the range of ¢ is closed in L”(I, N) and included in E(I, N).
(iii) & denotes the mapping from / X M to N defined as h(z, x) = h(x) for £ Qup-a.e. (t,x) € [ X M.
(iv) LP(I,L?(M, N)) denotes the nonlinear Lebesgue space with base mapping set as h.
(v) d, , denotes the finite metric on LP(/, LP(M, N)) defined as

I/p
dpp(c,c’) = (po(c(t), d05)i4 dt) .
I

(vi) D,,, denotes the finite metric on Lg (M, LP(I, N)) defined as

1/p
Dpp(fo f') = ( fM dp(f(x),f,(x))pdﬂM(x)) :

(vii) ﬁp denotes the finite metric on LZ (I x M, N) defined as

1/p
Dy, &) = ( f; MdN(é(t, x), & (1, %) d L Quu(t, x)) .

Establishing a characterization of L” curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces essentially consists in the identification
of a canonical isometry of spaces of simple mappings that extends to nonlinear Lebesgue spaces through a density
argument. To identify such a canonical isometry, a core ingredient is the set of rectangular almost simple mappings
defined below.

Definition 3.2 (Rectangular almost simple mappings). Let / € L°(M, N). Then, define:
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(1) &;,,U X M, N) the set of rectangular almost simple mappings, that is, all mappings ¢ € L0(I x M, N) such that
there exist a finite collection (y;) jc; of elements of N and a finite collection (/; X M) jc; of disjoint measurable
rectangles of finite K74 ®u-measure such that 6|,7,fo = y; forall j € J and ¢lgxmpr ~ EI(,XM)\R with R =
UjEJIj X Mj.

(i) Ej,(IxM,N):=8&; (I X M,N)\ ~ the set of equivalence classes of rectangular almost simple mappings.
Note that, by definition, Ej, (I X M, N) C E;,(I X M, N).

On the set of rectangular almost simple mappings, the section mappings on I and M define isometries.

Proposition 3.3 (Isometries induced by the section mappings on I and M). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € [1, ).
Then, the following assertions hold:
(i) the section mapping on I

[ EioUXM.N)NLJI X M,N) —  E(I,E(M.N) N Lj(M,N))
SeCrp : [é] — [t [, )]]

is an isometry between those sets equipped with the metrics l§,, and d,, ,, respectively.
(ii) the section mapping on M

[ By UXMN)NLIXMN) —  Ey(M.E(I.N) 0 Li(M. L/(I.N))
SeCpp { [¢] —  [x e [2¢, 0] )

is an isometry between those sets equipped with the metrics l§,, and D, ,, respectively.

Remark 3.4 (On the choice of product measure .2 ®u,,). The choice of product measure .#! ®u,; does not matter,
since we can always reduce to integration over measurable rectangles on which all product measures coincide.

Proof. Leth € L°(M,N) and p € [1, c0).
() Step 1: Definition of secy . Let ¢ € Ej, .(IXM, N)nLgJ(IxM, N). Then, there is ¢ € &;, . (IXM, N)ﬂLg(IxM, N)

such that D,,(&, ¢) = 0. By definition of &, there exists n € N, a collection (y;)o<i<, Of elements of N and a
collection (I; X M;)o<i<» of disjoint measurable rectangles of finite uy-measure such that &|;xy, = y; for all
0 <i<nand&lgxmpr = Maxmng with R :== U (I; X M;). Then, t - [&(z, -)] is simple from I to (E,(M, N), D))

and, since ¢ € Lg (I x M,N) and R is the finite union of measurable rectangles of finite .Z ! ®uy-measure,

we have, by the Fubini-Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that D,(&(t,-), h) < oo for £'-ae. t € I,
hence [&(¢,-)] € E,(M,N) N LZ(M, N) for #'-a.e. t € I. This shows that secy,(C) = [t = [&(z,-)] belongs to
E(I,Ex(M,N) N L) (M, N)).

Step 2: Isometric property of secy,. Let (¢,¢") € (Ej (I X M,N)) N Lg(l x M, N))?. Since ¢ and ¢ differ on
the finite union of measurable rectangles of finite .#’! ®yuy,-measure, we have, by the Fubini—Tonelli theorem
[Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that

A AL

dy p(secy p(2), secs (&) = Dy(E, ).

Step 3: Surjectivity of secy . Let ¢ € E(I, E,(M,N) N LZ(M, N)). Then, there is ¢ € &I, E,(M,N) N Lﬁ(M, N))
such that d,, ,(C, ¢) = 0. By definition of ¢, there exists a finite indexing set /. such that (/) = {3; € E,(M,N) N
.EZ(M, N) :iel.). Also, define I; := ¢ '({5;}) for all i € I... In addition, there exist B; € ¥, on which §; differs
from £ and a finite indexing set J; such that §;(B;) == {y; ; € N : j € J;} and §ils\p, = hlanp,- Then, define B; ; :=
E;l({yi, i) € B; forall j € J;. Thus, assuming without loss of generality that the J;’s are disjoint and defining the
finite set J := Uj¢;, J;, we observe that (I; X B, j)i, jer.xs 1 a finite collection of disjoint measurable rectangles of
finite .Z! ®uy-measure and we can define the mapping ¢ : I x M — N as Clixp,; = yijforall (i, j) € I. X J
and (¢, x) = h(x) for all (¢, x) € (I x M) \ P with P := U je;.xs1; X Bj j. By construction, D,(¢(z, ), c(z)) = 0
for £'-a.e. t € I and ¢ differs from / on the finite union of measurable rectangles of finite ! ®uy,-measure,
hence, by the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], D,,(é, iz) =d,p(c, h) < oo. Thus, up to the
identification with its equivalence class, ¢ belongs to E;w(l X M,N)N LZ(I X M, N) and ¢ = sec; ,(C), that s, ¢
belongs to the range of secy .
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(i) The proof follows from the same arguments as the proof of (i), but using almost simple mappings. O

Remark 3.5 (On relaxing the assumptions on /). Note that the proof of Proposition 3.3 does not rely on any
specific property of I other than the finiteness of the measure on it to ensure that E,(M, E(I, N)) N Lﬁ (M, LP(I,N)) is
nonempty. Hence, Proposition 3.3 holds for a measure space (I, Z;, ;) such that y; is finite. Alternaﬁively, to ensure
that E,(M, E(I, N)) N Lp(M LP(I, N)) is nonempty, we can replace the finiteness assumption on y; by the assumption
thath € E(M, N). In that case, Ey(M, E(I, N))ﬂL (M, LP(1, N)) should be replaced by E,(M, E(I, N))ﬂL (M, L°(1,N))
in assertion (ii) of Proposition 3.3, with Lz' (M, LO(I ,N)) denoting the set of equivalence classes of separably valued
measurable mappings from M to (L°(M, N), D,) at a finite D), ,-distance from h. If & is not only simple, but constant,
the assertion (ii) of Proposition 3.3 holds as is. The assertion (i) of Proposition 3.3 even holds when (7, X, 1) is just a
measure space, with no further assumptions, by reasoning with almost simple mappings instead of simple mappings.

As a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3, we can define an isometry between the target spaces of sec;;, and
SECpp-

Corollary 3.6 (Isometry between the target spaces of sec;, and secy; ). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € [1,0). Then,
the isometries secy , and secy, defined in Proposition 3.3 induce the isometry

ip = SeCpp O sec,j‘p : E(I,Ey(M,N) N L} (M,N)) = E,(M,E(I,N)) 0 L) (M, L”(I, N)).
Let us now identify the closures of the target and base spaces of sec; , and secy,,.

Proposition 3.7 (Closures of the base and target spaces of sec;, and secy; ). Let h € L°%(M,N) and p € [1, ).
Then, the following assertions hold:
(i) the closure of the base space of sec;, and secy,, is

b,
Ej, (I X M,N) N LI(I X M, N) = LI X M, N).

(ii) the closure of the target space of secy p is

E(I, Ex(M,N) N LY (M, N))d”"’ = LP(I, L’ (M, N)).

>“h

(iii) the closure of the target space of secy,, is

PP

E (M, E(I,N))N LZ(M, Lr(l, N))D = Lg(M, LP(1,N)).

Proof. Leth e Lg(M, N),p €[l,o)and ¢ > 0.
(i) Letc e Lg(l X M, N). Then, ¢ differs from & on a measurable set P of o-finite . ®u-measure, that is, there
exists a sequence (P,)qen of measurable sets, which can be assumed increasing, such that P = Upen Py
Step 1: Approximation by a Lebesgue mapping such that the set where it differs from h is contained in a
measurable set where I is bounded. Let zo € Nand H, = {x € M : dy(z0,h(x)) < n} forall n € N, so that, dy
being assumed finite, M = U,enH,,. Also, define the mapping ¢, : I X M — N as

2.t %) ¢(t,x), ifxeH,
Cu(t, x) =1 4 .
h(t, x), otherwise

Then, since (H,)qen 1s an increasing sequence of sets in M, we have for all (¢, x) € I X M that ¢,(t, x) — ¢(t, x)
as n — oo and dy(é,(t, x), é(t, x)) < dy(h(t, x), ¢(t, x)) for all n € N. Since ¢ € L”(I X M, N), we have, by

Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.5], that D,,(c,,, ¢) — 0 as n — oo. Hence,
there exists ny € N such that Dp(cno, ¢) < g/4. In addition, ¢,, differs from  on a measurable set contained in
the measurable rectangle I X H,,.
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(i)

Step 2: Approximation by a Lebesgue mapping such that the set where it differs from h is contained in a
measurable set of finite L' @uy-measure. For all n € N, define the mapping &/, : I x M — N as

O

fz(t, X), otherwise

Then, since (P,)xeN 1S an increasing sequence of sets in P, we have for all (t,x) € I x M that ¢,,(t, x) — Cp,(t, X)
as n — oo and dn(C;,(t, x), Cpy (2, X)) < dy(h(t, x), Cny(t, x)) for all n € N. Since ¢, € LZ(I X M, N), we have, by
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.5], that Dp( ,Cn,) — 0 as n — oo. Hence,
there exists n; € N such that Dp(c »Cny) < /4. In addition, &, differs from h on a measurable set contained in
P, = P, N (I x H,,), which has finite . ®py-measure.

Step 3: Approximation by an almost simple mapping such that the set where it differs from h is contained in a
measurable set of finite £ ®uy-measure. Using Proposition 2.22, we can construct § € E;(I X M, N) such that
it differs from / on a measurable set S contained in P,’“ and IA)p(é,’“ ,8) < g/4. Hence, we can assume that there
exists a finite indexing set J such that 38) = {yj€ N:jeJ}andlet §j = §|1’31({yj}) for all j € J. Also, define

C = max {max dn(yi,y;), max{dn(y;, z0) + no}} .
i£j jeJ

Step 4: Approximation by a rectangular almost simple mapping. For all j € J, Sj has finite 2! ®u,,-measure,
hence, by construction of .Z ! ®uu, there exists a countable collection of measurable rectangles (f in X M n)neN
such that, defining R; = Unen(I; X Mj,)nen, it satisfies §; ¢ R; and £ @uu(R; \ §;) < & [(21J|CP4P)
[DiB02, Chapter II, Proposition 10.2]. In addition, since S cix H,,, it can be assumed that M, in C Hy, for
all (j,n) € J x N since the intersection of measurable rectangles remains a measurable rectangle. Then, define
Rjn = Uk 0(I r X Mj ), SO that (Ujijjn)nEN is an increasing sequence of sets in UJEJR Hence, J being finite,
there exists n, € N such that Z]E,Z ®/1M(R \ R/,ng) < gP/(2CP47). Since (Rj’nz)jej is a finite collection of
finite unions of measurable rectangles and since the set of all measurable rectangles is a semi-algebra [DiB02,

Chapter III, Section 12], the R in, S can be assumed disjoint, up to replacing them with the collection (IA?' jed

such that, assuming that J = {0, 1, ..., m} for some m € N, R’ =Ry n, and R n = Rin, \ (Uk oRk n,)> Which
can be decomposed in the finite union of measurable rectangles for all 0 < J < m. Now, define the mapping
Sp, tIXM — N as snzIRm2 = yjforall j € J and 8, jxpmz = hl(,xM)\R with R := UjesR;,,. Since R is the finite
union of measurable rectangles, it can be decomposed into the finite union of disjoint measurable rectangles.
Hence, by construction, §,, belongs to 8,;’0(1 X M, N) and satisfies

Dp(3,30,)P < CP Y L' @uu(S jAR;,)

jeJ
< Cp( 2L R\ Ry) + ) 2" @un (R \ Sj)) </
jel JjeJ

Finally, we have, by the triangle inequality, that

Dp(2,8") < Dp(&,8n,) + Dp(ny» &) + Dp(E,,8) + Dp(S8, 5p,) < &

np?
Let ¢ € LP(1, L} (M, N)).
Step 1: Approximation by a simple mapping. By Proposition 2.22, there exists s € E(I, Lﬁ(M, N)) such that
dy p(c,s) < &/2. Up to its identification with an appropriate representative, we can assume that s is a simple
mapping, hence there exists a finite indexing set I; such that s(/) = {s; € Lfl(M, N) : i € I} and define
I = g (s,
Step 2: Approximation of the values of the simple mapping by almost simple mappings. For each i € I, still
using Proposition 2.22, there exists §; € E,(M,N) N L (M, N) such that D,(s;, §;) < &/(2°|I,| £'(I;))"/?. Then,
define the mapping §: I — E,(M,N) N LZ(M, N) as §|;, = s; for all i € I, so that we get

dp (5,57 = D Dylsi, 5 L' (1) < (8/2)".

i€l
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Finally, we have, by the triangle inequality, that
dyp(c,5) <dpp(c,s)+d,,(s,5) <e.
(iii)) The proof follows from the same arguments as the proof of (ii), but using almost simple mappings. O

Remark 3.8 (On relaxing the assumptions on /). Note that, similarly to what was highlighted in Remark 3.5 for
Proposition 3.3, the proof of Proposition 3.7 does not rely on any specific property of I other than the finiteness of the
measure on it to ensure that E;,(M, E(I, N))N LZ(M, LP(I, N)) is nonempty. Hence, the result holds for a measure space
(I, %7, u7) such that g is finite. The assumption of finiteness of u; can be replaced by the assumption that 4 € E(M, N).
In that case, the assertion (iii) of Proposition 3.7 should be replaced by Proposition A.1. If & is not only simple, but
constant, the assertion (iii) of Proposition 3.7 holds as is. The assertions (i) and (ii) of Proposition 3.7 even hold when
(1,Z, uy) is just a measure space, with no further assumptions, by reasoning with almost simple mappings instead of
simple mappings.

Using Proposition 3.7, the isometries defined in Proposition 3.3 can be uniquely extended to nonlinear Lebesgue
spaces as soon as N is complete. The latter statement actually yields a nonlinear analogue of the Fubini—Lebesgue
theorem (see Remark 3.12 for a further discussion on that matter).

Theorem 3.9 (Extension of sec;, and secy,,). Leth € L%(M, N) and p € [1,00). Suppose that N is complete. Then,
the following assertions hold:
(i) the isometry secy , defined in (i) of Proposition 3.3 extends uniquely to the isometry

_ LP(Ix M,N) — LP(I,LI(M,N))
secyp - he N
P [¢] [t [2(, )]

(ii) the isometry secy,, defined in (ii) of Proposition 3.3 extends uniquely to the isometry

LIIxM,N) — Ly(M,L’(I,N))

ﬁM,p : { [6.] — [_x = [6‘(,)&')]]

Remark 3.10 (On relaxing the finiteness assumption on dy). Theorem 3.9 extends to the case where dy might take
infinite values (see Assumption 2.1 for the assumption on dy) by assuming that / is constant equal to some zyg € N. In
that case, we can define the open set, hence Borel set, Ny := {y € N : dy(z0,y) < oo} in N on which dy is finite. Then,
any mapping in Lg(lx M, N) takes its values .%"' ®uy-a.e. in Ny and Lg(lx M, N) can be identified with Lg(lx M, Np).
Hence, when £ is constant, the extension to the case where dy might take infinite values reduces to Theorem 3.9 by
replacing N with Ny.

Proof. Leth e L%(M,N) and p € [1, 00).

(i) Step 1: Extension of sec;p. Recall that secy ), is an isometry from (Ej (I X M,N) N Lg(l X M, N),Dp) to
(E(I,Ep (M, N)ﬂLZ(M, N)).d, ). Now, L:(IXM, N) being the completion of Ej, . (IXM, N)ﬂLg(IxM, N), by (i)
of Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 2.17, and L”(I, LZ(M, N)) being the completion of E(I, E;(M, N)ﬂLﬁ(M, N)),
by (ii) of Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 2.17, we get that sec;, extends uniquely to an isometry sec; , from
Lg(] x M,N) to LP(I, L?(M, N)) by setting secy ,(¢) = secy ,(¢) forall ¢ € Eiw(l X M,N) N Lg(l X M, N) and
secy () = lim,_e secy p(E,) for all & € LZ(I X M,N)\ (Ej, ,(I X M,N) N LZ(I X M, N)) with (¢,)qen being
any sequence in Ej; ,(IX M,N)N Lg (I X M, N) converging to ¢, since, secy, being an isometry, the choice of
sequence does not matter.
Step 2: Explicit expression of the extension of secy,. Let ¢ € LZ(I x M, N). Then, there is ¢ € LZ(I x M, N)
such that ﬁp(é, ¢’) = 0. By (i) of Proposition 3.7, there is a sequence (¢;)nen in &, (I X M, N) N Lg(l X M, N)
such that ﬁp(é'n, ¢’) = 0as n — oo and define ¢, := [¢;,] as well as ¢, := secy ,(¢,). By definition of the ¢;,’s
(Definition 3.2), the union of the sets on which the ¢,’s differ from h is contained in the countable union of a
collection (I, X M) men of measurable rectangles of finite .Z 1 ®uy-measure. Thus, the set M = UnenM,, has

A) A2

o-finite uy-measure. In addition, since ﬁp(cn, ¢’) — 0 asn — oo, we get that

f dy(h(t, ), & (1, X))’ d L @uu(t, x) = 0,
IX(M\M)
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so that, up to the modification on a %' ®uy-null set, we can assume that &'(¢, x) = iz(t, x) for all (t,x) €
Ix (M \ M). Now, define ¢ : t — &(t,-) for which we know that c(f) € LY%M, N) for all t € 1. Then, since
I has finite #'-measure and M has o-finite uy-measure, we have, by the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Cohl3,
Proposition 5.2.1], that d), ,(c,, ¢) = ﬁp(é'n, ¢’) = 0 as n — oo, so that, up the extraction of a subsequence, we
can assume for .Z!-a.e. t € I that D, (cy(t), c(t)) — 0 as n — oo. Finally, using the triangle inequality and the
definition of sec; ,, we get that for PLlae.tel

Dy (secyp(&)(1), &' (1, ) < Dp(secy p(e)(1), secrp(En) (1)) + Dyp(cn(D), c(1))

holds for all n € N. Thus, using the definition of sec;, and up to the further extraction of subsequence to obtain
for #!-ae.t eI that D, (secy ,(C)(1), sec p(¢,)(1)) — 0 as n — oo, we get that

D, (5ec; (&), [¢'(,)]) =0 for £'-ae.t€l.

(i) The proof follows from the same arguments as the proof of (i), but using (iii) of Proposition 3.7 instead of (ii)
of Proposition 3.7. O

Remark 3.11 (On relaxing the assumptions on /). Since the proof of Theorem 3.9 only relies on the additional use
of Proposition 3.7 relatively to Proposition 3.3 and we can define, if necessary, / := U,yenl,y to use the Fubini—Tonelli
theorem in step 2 of the proof of assertion (i) of Theorem 3.9, the relaxations of Propositions 3.3 and 3.7 given by
Remarks 3.5 and 3.8 ensure that Proposition 3.7 holds when (I, %, ) is just a measure space and either y; is finite
or h is simple while replacing Lﬁ (M, LP(I, N)) with Lﬁ (M, L°(1, N)) (see Remark 3.5 for a definition of this space) in
assertion (ii) of Theorem 3.9 for that last case and recalling that (L%, N),d ) is complete when N is (Corollary 2.18).
If & is not only simple, but constant, the assertion (ii) of Theorem 3.9 holds as is. The assertion (i) of Theorem 3.9
even holds when (1, Xy, yy) is just a measure space, with no further assumptions.

Remark 3.12 (Related results in the literature). Theorem 3.9 is a well-known result for linear Lebesgue spaces in
the case where N is a Banach space, £ is constant, and both y; (see Remark 3.11 for the definition of this measure) and
pyr are assumed o-finite [HVNVW 16, Proposition 1.2.24]. When (1, Xy, yy) is just a measure space, with no further
assumptions, dy is non-finite and # is constant (Remarks 3.10 and 3.11), Theorem 3.9 is actually a nonlinear version
of the Fubini-Lebesgue theorem that requires neither that y; and py, are both o-finite [Coh13, Theorem 5.2.2], nor
that they are both complete [DiB02, Chapter II, Theorem 14.1].

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.9, the isometry defined in Corollary 3.6 extends uniquely to an isometry
yielding a characterization of L” curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

Theorem 3.13 (Characterization of L” curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € [1, o).
Suppose that N is complete. Then, the isometry i, defined in Corollary 3.6 extends uniquely to the isometry

iy = S€Cy,p 0 SeC ), : LP(I, LY (M, N)) — LI(M, L”(I, N)).

Remark 3.14 (On relaxing the finiteness assumption on dy). Thanks to Remark 3.10, the conclusion of Theo-
rem 3.13 holds when dy is not assumed finite (see Assumption 2.1 for the assumption dy), but requires /4 being
constant in that case.

Remark 3.15 (On relaxing the assumptions on /). Thanks to Remark 3.11, the conclusion of Theorem 3.13 holds
when (7, %, uy) is just a measure space such that either y; is finite or £ is simple while replacing LZ (M, LP(1,N)) with

LZ (M, L°(I, N)) (see Remark 3.5 for a definition of this space) in that last case. If / is not only simple, but constant,
the conclusion of Theorem 3.13 holds as is.

Remark 3.16 (Related results in the literature). This result is well-known in the context of linear Lebesgue spaces
where N is a Banach space and /4 is constant [HVNVW 16, Corollary 1.2.23].

Let us end this section with a discussion on a edge case to better understand the scope of application of Theo-
rems 3.9 and 3.13.
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Example 3.17 (Edge case for Theorems 3.9 and 3.13). One sometimes encounters the claim that the Fubini—
Lebesgue theorem, like the Fubini—Tonelli theorem, requires the measures to be o-finite. In this context, the indi-
cator function of the diagonal with the Lebesgue and counting measures is frequently mentioned as an edge case
[HVNVW16, Remark 1.2.8]. In fact, this example contradicts neither Theorem 3.9 nor Theorem 3.13, but remains
an interesting edge case to better understand the scope of application of Theorems 3.9 and 3.13. Indeed, suppose that
I = M = [0, 1] with its standard topology and its Borel o-algebra, that y; = .Z 1, that uy = #, that N = R with its
standard topology and that 4 = 0. Also, let D = {(x,x) : x € [0, 1]} be the diagonal, which is a Borel set, and let
f = 1p. Then, we have

f(f 1p(t, x) d,uM(X)) dus(t) = f(f 1iy(x) dﬂM(X)) du(2) =f #ihd L (=1
I\IUM I1\IM [0,1]
f ( f 11D<r,x)dm<r))dyM<x)= f ( f ﬂ{.x:(t)dﬂz(t))dﬂM(X)= f 21 () d# () = 0.
M \JI M\JI [0,1]
Hence, we get
f(f 1p(t, x) d,uM(x)) duy(t) # f (f]lp(t, X) d,u/(t)) dup(x).
1\Jm M \Jr

However, the above conclusion contradicts neither Theorem 3.9 nor Theorem 3.13. Indeed, the diagonal D, which is
uncountable, has infinite u; ® uy-measure, as, otherwise, D would be contained in the countable union of measurable
rectangles of finite 1y ® py-measure [DiB02, Chapter II, Proposition 10.2]; hence, it would be countable since
is the counting measure, which yields a contradiction. Thus, the equivalence class of the indicator function of D
does not belong to L'(I x M,R) and neither secy, nor secy,, are defined on f (Theorem 3.9). Furthermore, f; :
t = f(t,-) = 1y, does not have a separable range in L'(M, R) since the familly {1, : ¢ € [0, 1]} is uncountable and
fM|]lm(x) — 15(x)l dup(x) =2 > 0 as soon as s # ¢, so that 1, and 15 cannot belong to the same equivalence class.
Also, f; does not admit an equivalent mapping with separable range in L' (M, R) since the counting measure imposes
a pointwise equality on M for the values of fj, so it cannot be approximated by simple mappings and ﬁ;; is actually
not defined on the equivalence class of f; (Theorem 3.9). On the contrary, fi : x = f(-,x) = 1y does satisfy the
conditions of Theorems 3.9 and 3.13. Indeed, D, ,(fi,h) = 0, so that fj, is assimilitated to the equivalence class
of h whose image by ﬁ;)’p is the equivalence class of the mapping constant equal to 0 on / X M and by f;l is the
equivalence class of the mapping constant equal to z on /. The mappings f and f; are thus in fact not related to fi,
through the sections mappings on I and M defined in Theorem 3.9.

and

We now continue with the characterization of curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces using the isometry defined in
Theorem 3.13.

3.2. Characterization of absolutely continuous curves for p > 1

We first clarify some recurrent notation used in this section and thereafter.

Notation 3.18. Let # € L°%(M, N) and p € (1, c0). From thereon:
@) LZ (M, ACP(1, N)) denotes the set of equivalence classes of separably valued measurable mapping from M to

(ile (I,N),d,) at a finite D), ,-distance from & (see Notation 3.1 for the definition of /).
(i) |’y = Ic’| LI (M.N) denotes the metric derivative of the curve ¢ € ACP(I, L’ (M, N)) (Theorem 2.29).

(iii) Q, denotes the restriction to AC? (1, L’(M, N)) of the quotient mapping

0: { LY, L)(M,N)) — L%I,L)(M,N)) _
c —  [c]

Then, the isometry given by Theorem 3.13 yields a characterization of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear
Lebesgue spaces for p > 1.
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Theorem 3.19 (Characterization of absolutely continuous curves for p > 1). Let h € L%(M,N) and p € (1, o).
Suppose that N is complete. Then, the isometry 7p defined in Theorem 3.13 induces the isometric mapping

;P = (q;I)* °© ;[7 o QP : (ﬂcp(l’ LP(M’ N))7 d[?,[?) - (Lg(M’ ﬂcp(17 N))’ Dp,p)
whose inverse mapping on its range is ;;1 = Q;l o f;l o (gp)« and satisfies
Z;] (O = (erp)s(f) forallteland f €i,(AC', Lfl(M, N))). 2)

In addition, 7p satisfies for all c € ACP (I, LY (M, N)) that
Ic'h (1) = fﬁ,,(c)(x)’lg(t) duy(x) for L -aetel ?3)
M

and its range is the set of all f € LZ(M, ACP (1, N)) such that

f ﬁf(x)’m(f) drdup(x) < oo.
mJr

Remark 3.20 (On the definition of pushforwards for equivalence classes). The pushforward of an equivalence
class by a mapping is meant as the equivalence class of the composition of the given mapping with a compatible
representative of the input equivalence class.

Remark 3.21 (On relaxing the finiteness assumption on dy). The conclusion of Theorem 3.19 holds when dy is not
assumed finite (see Assumption 2.1 for the assumption on dy) by assuming that / is constant equal to some zp € N. In
that case, we can define the open set, hence Borel set, Ny := {y € N : dy(z0,y) < oo} in N on which dy is finite. Then,
any mapping in Lﬁ (M, N) takes its values uy-a.e. in Ny and LZ (M, N) can be identified with Lﬁ (M, Ny). Hence, when
h is constant, the extension to the case where dy might take infinite values reduces to Theorem 3.19 by replacing N
with N.

Proof. The proof follows the same approach used in [Lis07, Theorems 4 and 5] for Wasserstein spaces, which consists
in using piecewise constant approximations of absolutely continuous curves to prove inequalities and propagate the
results to absolutely continuous curves by passing to the limit.

Leth € L2M,N), p € (1, ).

Step 1: Reduction to the case where N is separable. Let us first reduce the proof to the case where N is separable.
Indeed, when ¢ € ACP(I, L (M, N)), the set Ny = Uregnic(t)(M) is separable as the closure of the countable union
of separable sets. Then, since ¢ is continuous, we have for all ¢ € I that c(#) = lim,_,; segns ¢(s) in LZ(M, N), hence,
up to the extraction of a subsequence, c(f)(x) = limy_; segns c(s)(x) in N for uy-a.e. x € M, that is, c(¢)(x) € Ny for
Uy-a.e. x € M. Thus, we can replace N with Ny in the rest of the proof, so that LOM,N) = LE(M, N).

Step 2: Definition offp. Let ¢ € ACP(, Lﬁ(M, N)). Then, Q,(c) belongs to whr(], Lﬁ(M, N)), by Proposition 2.30,
hence (f,, o Q,)(c) belongs to LZ(M, LP(I,N)), by Theorem 3.13. Define for all n € N* the set I, := {0, 1,...,2"}
and the sequence (#;);c;, such that #,; = a + ZLYDi2™". Also, define the simple mapping ¢, : [ — LZ(M, N) as
Cultty itz = C(tn,) for all i € I,y and ¢,(b) = c(b). Since the set of dyadic rationals (scaled by & (I and translated
by a) is dense in I and ¢ is continuous on [a, b) and .Z'({b}) = 0, we have for .Z'-a.e. t € I that c,(t) — c(f) in
L)(M,N) as n — co. In addition, if € [f,, tni+1),

D, (cu(t), c()) = Dp(c(ty), c(®) < | 1¢/]p(u)du < fIC'Ip(u) du.
thi 1

Hence, we get, using Holder’s inequality, that

Dy(cp(D), c(@))’ < LY ﬁc’lﬁ(u) du forall (z,n) € I x N*.
I
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Since I has finite .#’!-measure, the mapping constant equal to .’ ()P~ fllc’ll’;(u) du < oo on [ is integrable, so that, by
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.5], we have d,, ,(¢,,¢) — 0 as n — oo. In addition,
foralln e N* and alli € I, thereis ¢, € LZ(M, N) such that D, (c,, c(t,;)) = 0, so we can define ¢, : I — Lﬁ(M, N)
as Cplis i) = Cni forall i € I,y and c¢;,(b) := ¢, 2, which satisfies D,(c,(?), ¢, (1)) = 0 for all ¢ € 1. Thus, we can
define 6;1 2 IXM — N as &n(t, x) = c,(t)(x), which belongs to Lg(l X M, N) (simple on I and by definition of the
cn,i’s) and satisfies D, (C,(t,-), co(t)) = O for all + € 1. Hence, sec;, being an isometry (Theorem 3.9), we get that
D,,(@;,ﬁ,_’},(cn)) = 0. Now, defining the mapping_f,: M — LP(,N) as f,(x) = ¢, (-, x) and recalling that Secyy,
is an isometry (Theorem 3.9), we get that D, ,(f;,i,(c,)) = 0, hence that d,(f, (x),i,(c,)(x)) = 0 for uy-a.e. x € M.
Then, define for all n € N* the functional ,, : LP(I, N) — [0, o] as

b—1
Yn(m) = sup f (Anm(0)" dt,

L2 <r<b-a Ja
so that ¢,,(i7) < ¥,+1(n) for all (n,n) € N* X LP(I, N) and let Yo (1) := lim, ¥,(17), which is lower-semicontinuous.

Now, observe that for all (m, n) € (N*)? such that m > n we have for Um-a.e. x € M that

b—1
lpm(;p(cn)(x)) = sup f (AN,T;p(Cn)(x)(t))p dr

LI "m<r<b-a

b—T
< sup f (Anip(cn)(X)(D) dt

LI "<1<b-a

b—1
= sup f (e fL OO dr.

LI "<1<b-a

Then, take the integer k > 1 such that k. Z'(I)27" < 7 < (k + 1) £ (1)27" and define u,,;(f) := t + L' (1)i2™", so that,
using the triangle inequality, we get

k
dy(f ()@, (0 + 1)) < Z Ay (f ()i (1)), f ()t i1 (1))
i=0

k
= D (€ (i), ¢ atn 1 (D)()).
i=0
Hence, Hodler’s discrete inequality yields that

k
dn(f (@), ()& + )P < (k+ P! Z dn (€, (un i (D)(x), €5 i1 (D))

i=0

Thus, we get
b—1 b—k:fl(l)Z’"
f Avaf DO dt < 77 f Ay (£, £ + D) di

a+(2"—k) L2 k
<77? f (e P71 dn (€t i) (), €1t i1 (D)) dt
a i=0

k 2"—k—1
=P+ 1) Y LR dulenin /), Cne 1 (X))
i=0 =0

Since dy(cp,iy j(X), Cp i+ j+1(x))P is counted at most k + 1 times, we get

2"—1

b—T
[ @raioor s (27 21027 Y vt )
a i=0
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The latter inequality together with the fact that ()27 < (ZL'(I)27™")' P T T” = yields that
2]

k+
u/m(z,,(cn)(x))<( ) (L (12" "ZdN(cm<x) Cnint (D))

2"-1

< 2L D2 dn(nilx), it ()
i=0

2"-1

=22 D2 Y dileni(x), Cnis1 (X))

i=0

Then, passing to the limit when m — oo and integrating over M, we get for all n € N* that

2"-1
f Yoo ip(cn)(x)) dug(x) < 2°(L1 (D277 f D dn(eni(0), nit () dup(x)
M M izp

-1

= 22(LND2'P Y Dyleltn), cltnin)”

2"—1

Tni+1 p
<o 2’y ( f I'1,(2) dt)

i=0

fru+l
f ) dr
t/ll
=2r f|c'|§(t)dt,
1

where Holder’s inequality was used in the second to last inequality. Now, i, being isometric and using the definition
of Q, (Notation 3.18), we also have D, ,(i,(cn), (i, © Q,)(c)) — 0 as n — oo. Then, up to the extraction of a
subsequence, we can assume for py-a.e. x € M that i,(c,)(x) = (i, o Q,)(c)(x) in LP(I,N) as n — oo, so that, by
lower-semicontinuity of ., and using Fatou’s lemma [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.4], we get

2”]

fM Yeo(ip © @p)(€)(X)) dup(x) < fM 1irggg1fwm(?p(cn)(x))dﬂM(x)
g]iminff Woolip(cn)(x)) diepr(x)
n—oo M
<2 ﬁc’|§(t) dr < oo.
1

This yields that for puy-a.e. x € M

b—1
Yeol(ip © Op)(c)(x)) = sup f (A (ip © Qp)()(X)(D)F dt < o0,

0<7t<b-a

which implies that (f,, o 0,)(c)(x) belongs to WP(I, N) (Definition 2.25). Hence, W'-?(I, N) being a Borel subset of
LP(1, N) (Remark 2.27), (i, o Q,)(c) belongs to Lﬁ(M, WUP(1, N)). Therefore, the isometric mapping

ip = (g,")s 01y 0 Qp : ACPU, L)(M, N)) — L2<M, ACP(I,N))

is well-defined and its inverse mapping on its range is 7 =0, o z o (gp)s.
Step 3: Proof of Equation (2). Let f be in the range of i,. Then, there is a unique ¢ € ACP(I, Lﬁ(M, N)) such that
f =1,(c) and define

f=Gecr, 00, 0 (gp)(f) = (eCyyy, © (9))(f)-
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Also, note that f = (ﬁl_]p o Q,)(c) since i, = (q,"). 01y 0 Q,. Now, there is /7 € L} (M, ACP(I,N)) such that

D, ,(f’,f) = 0, which implies that f'(x) = f(x) in C(I,N) for uy-ae. x € M (Proposmon 2.30). Thus, we can
define the mapping f : I x M — N as f(t,x) = f’(x)(t) = (erp © f')(x). To show that f is measurable, consider
for all n € N* the mapping fn I X M — N defined as fn(t x) = (e, po fHX)if t € [ty tyiv1) With i € I, and
fulb, x) = (ep,p © f')(x), so that f. belongs to LI x M, N) since epof € L9%(M, N) for all ¢ € I (Proposition 2.33).
Then, the set of dyadic rationals (scaled by .Z'(I) and translated by a) being dense in I and f’(x) being continuous on
[a, b) for all x € M, we have f(t, x) = limy, 0 fn(t, x) for all (¢, x) € I x M. Therefore, f is measurable as the pointwise
limit of measurable mappings (Proposition 2.4). In addition, Dp(f(t, -), (e p)«(f)) = O forall # € I since f(-,x) = f(x)
in C({, N) for Hp-a.e. x € M. Then, using the definitions of f secCy,, (Theorem 3.9) and ap (Proposition 2.30), we
have d (f( X), f( x)) = 0 for uy-a.e. x € M. Hence, secy,, being an isometry, we get Dp(f f) = 0. Thus, using
the definitions off secy, (Theorem 3.9) and Q,, (Notation 3.18), we get Dp(f(t ,c(0) = 0for L'-ae. t € I, which
yields z"(f)(t) = (ep)«(f) in L”(M N) for £'-a.e. t € I. It remains to prove the equality for all ¢ € I. To do so,
define the set

A={IXM: |fp(c)(x)'|N(t) does not exist}
= (I X M : 1im sup |g-(2, i,(c)(x)) = &= (1, I,(c)(x))| > O},

7,7—0
which is measurable since 7p(c) is measurable from M to (AC?(I, N), d) and the mappings

| IXACPU,N) — [0,00)
T (t,u) —  Ayu(?)

are continuous, hence Borel measurable, for all 7 > 0, so that (¢, x) — If,,(c)(x)’l ~(?) is measurable from I X M to N,
as the pointwise limit of compositions of measurable mappings. In addition, ZL1(A¥) = 0 since fp(c)(x) € ACP(I,N)
for uy-a.e. x € M. Then, recalling that d, separates elements of AC?(I, N) (Proposition 2.30) and defining the
measurable set

M, ={xeM: dp(fp(c)(x),@(x)) >0l={xeM: dw(fp(c)(x),@(x)) > 0}

of o-finite yy-measure, we have If,,(c)(x)'IN(t) = 0 forall (x,7) € (M \ M.) x I since h(x) is constant over I. Thus, A is
a subset of the measurable rectangle / X M, and, M, having o-finite uy-measure and / having finite .Z I_measure, we
get, by the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that Z! ®up(A) = 0and uy(A;) = 0 for FLlae.tel
Hence, for all (s, 7) € I? such that s < ¢, we have

Dp((e5,p)ip(€)); (e1,p)(Ep(c))) = f dn(ip (X)), (D) dum(x)
M

! p
< f ( f ﬁp(c)(x)'m(r)dt) dup(x)
M K}

< |t — s f f [i,(c)(x)' 15 () dt dupr(x)
=|t— s f f [i,(e)(x)'[2 (2) dt dppr(x)
=t — s f f [i,(c) () IR (1) dpap(x) dt

= lr— s f fM lip()()' I} () dpar (%) dit,

where the second to last equality follows from the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1]. The lat-
ter inequality yields that 1 — (e;,).(i,(c)) belongs to ACP(I, Lﬁ(M, N)), hence, d,, separating the elements of
ACP(I, LP(M, N)) (Proposition 2.30), we get ?;1(f)(t) = (e1p)«(f) in LZ(M, N) for all ¢+ € I, which ends the proof
of Equation (2).
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Step 4: Proof of Equation (3). Let ¢ € ACP(I, Lz (M, N)). Using Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem [DiB02, Theorem
11.1] in the previous inequality, we obtain that

le’lp(0) < f lip() ) I3 (6) dpe(x)  for £ -ae.tel. 4)
M

In addition, using Fatou’s lemma [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.4] and recalling that c(¢) = f[‘,](fp(c))(t) = (e,,p)*(fp(c)) in
L)(M, N) for all 1 € I, we have for all (s, 1) € I such that s < ¢

f fM lip(e)(x)' 15 () dpang (x) due = f fM 1iITILiglf(AN,r7p(C)(X)(M))p dum(x) du
Sflimiglff(AN,Tip(c)(x)(u))”dyM(x) du
s T M
=flimiglff(AN,TC(u)(x))pd,uM(x) du
s T M

!
= f Ic'[5 (u) du.

Therefore, using Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem [DiB02, Theorem 11.1], we get that

f [i, ()XY 12(0) dup (%) < |'5(r) for L' -ae.t€ 1.
M

Together with Equation (4), this yields the equality

') = f i, (O (1) dum(x) for L'-ae.tel,
M

so that Equation (3) is proved.
Step 5: Characterization of the range of i,. By the previous step and the Fubini-Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Theorem
2.4.4], we have for all ¢ € ACP(I, L (M, N) that

f fﬁ,,(c)(x)wg(u) du duy(x) < ﬁc'|§(u)du< 0.
MJII 1

Hence, the range of 7p is contained in the set of all f € LZ(M, ACP (I, N)) such that

f ﬁf(x)'m(t) dt duy(x) < .
mJr

Let us now prove the reverse inclusion. Thus, let f € LZ (M, ACP(I, N)) such that

f ﬁf(x)/m(f) drdupy(x) < oo.
mJr

We already know that f;' o (gp)(f) € L7, Lﬁ(M, N)), by Proposition 2.30 and Theorem 3.13, and, by Theorem 3.9,
that

f=ecr), 0 o (gp))(f) = (5eCiy, © (gp))(f)
belongs to LZ(I X M, N). Also, by the definitions of secyp, sec;, and g, (Theorem 3.9 and Proposition 2.30), we have
f(-,x) = f(x)in LP(I,N) for uy-a.e. x € M and f(t, )= (7;1 0 (gp): (@) in LZ(M, N) for Z'-a.e. t € I. However, f
differs from & on a measurable set M, of o-finite up-measure, so that f differs from 4 on a measurable set contained
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in the measurable rectangle I X M. Hence, we get, using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1] and
Holder’s inequality, that

b—7 b—T
sup f (ApelG' 0 (g (N du = sup f f (A 1, X)) dptyg () d

0<tr<b-a O<t<b-aJa My

b—1
sup f f (An~f (u, x))P du dpapg(x)
Mf a

O<tr<b-a

b—T
sup fM f (AN f(x)(w))? du dpape(x)

O<tr<b-a

b—1
f sup f (A£G it g ()
M a

O<tr<b-a

b—1 U+T 14
Sf sup f 7 (f |f(x)’|N(9)d9) du dugy(x)
M 0<t<b-a Ja
b—T U+T
<[ s [t [ @ dodudun
M 0<t<b-a Ja

= f sup flf '@ ( f Lju<o<us+r)(6) du) d6 dup(x)
M 0<t<b-a a

f sup flf I} @) ( f Lip-r<usay(u) du) d6dup(x),
M 0<t<b-a

where the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1] was used to interchange the order of integration over u
and 6. Now, we have the following

IA

bt 0—a, fa<O<a+rt
f ]lle—rsusé)l(“)d“: T, ifa+7<0<b-1.
¢ b-6, ifb-t<6<b

In any case, we get that 71 L b Lig—r<u<ey(u)du < 1 for all T € (0,5 — a) and € € I, so that we eventually get the
following inequality

b—T
sp [ @yl o g dus [0 @ ) < .
a MJII

O<7t<b-a

Thus, (i, © (g,).)(f) belongs to W'P(I, L} (M, N)) (Definition 2.25) and we can define ¢ := (Q,' o ;' o (g,).)(f),
which belongs to ACP(I, LZ(M, N)) and satisfies f = ?,,(c). Hence, f belongs to the range of 7p. We thus proved that
the range of f,, is the set of all f € LZ(M, ACP (I, N)) such that

fﬁf(x),m(t)dtdﬂM(x)<°°- a
MJII

In the next section, we show that, when p = 1, the appropriate class of curves is the set of cadlag curves of
bounded variation.

3.3. Characterization of cadlag curves of bounded variation for p = 1

We first clarify some recurrent notation used in this section and thereafter.

Notation 3.22. Let 4 € L°(M, N). From thereon, it is assumed that:
@) LL(M, BV(I,N)) denotes the set of equivalence classes of separably valued measurable mapping from M to
(@‘V(l, N),d)) at a finite D, ;-distance from & (see Notation 3.1 for the definition of ).
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(i1) Vary = VaILL m.ny denotes the variation of curves in L}l(M, N) (Definition 2.34).
(i) |Dc|y = |DC|L,‘1(M,N) denotes the variation measure of the curve ¢ € BV(I, L,L(M, N)) (Definition 2.38)

(iv) Qg denotes the restriction to BV(I, L}l(M, N)) of the quotient mapping Q (see Notation 3.18 for the definition
of Q).

Then, the isometry given by Theorem 3.13 yields a characterization of cadlag curves of bounded variation in
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p = 1.

Theorem 3.23 (Characterization of cadlag curves of bounded variation for p = 1). Let h € L°(M, N). Suppose
that N is complete. Then, the isometry 1, defined in Theorem 3.13 induces the isometric mapping

i1 = (qy e 0 h1 0 Q1 (BVU,L(M, N)), di 1) = (Ly(M, BV, N)), Dy 1)

. . . vl =1 51 .
whose inverse mapping on its range is i, = Q7 oi; o(q1)« and satisfies

f,’l(f)(t) = (e,1):(f) forallt€land f €i,(BVU, L,ll(M, N))). 4)

In addition, T, satisfies for all c € BV, L}l(M, N)) that

\Dely = f DT () () duaar () ©)
M

and its range is the set of all f € L}l(M, BYV(I, N)) such that

f DT (OGO duapa(x) < .
M

Remark 3.24 (On the definition of pushforwards for equivalence classes). The pushforward of an equivalence
class by a mapping is meant as the equivalence class of the compositions of the given mapping with a compatible
representative of the input equivalence class.

Remark 3.25 (On relaxing the finiteness assumption on dy). Using the same arguments as Remark 3.21, the
conclusion of Theorem 3.23 holds when dy is not assumed finite (see Assumption 2.1 for the assumption dy), but
requires £ being constant in that case.

Proof. The proof follows the same approach used in [ALS24, Theorems 3.1 and 3.3] for Wasserstein spaces, which
itself follows the approach of [LisO7, Theorems 4 and 5]. It consists in using piecewise constant approximations
of cadlag curves of bounded variation to prove inequalities and propagate the results to cadlag curves of bounded
variation by passing to the limit.

Let h € L°(M,N) and let ¢ € BV(I, L,(M, N)).

Step 1: Reduction to the case where N is separable. Let us first reduce the proof to the case where N is separable.
Indeed, when ¢ € BV, L,ll(M, N)), the set Ny = Uieqnic(f)(M) is separable as the closure of the countable union
of separable sets. Then, since ¢ is right-continuous on [a, b) and left-continuous at ¢+ = b, we have for all r € [
that ¢(f) = limy_,/+ seqns c(s) and c(b) = limy_,j- seqnr ¢(s) in Lﬁ (M, N), hence, up to the extraction of a subsequence
c(@®)(x) = limg_p+ seqnr c(s)(x) and c(b)(x) = lims_p- seqnr c(s)(x) in N for uy-a.e. x € M, that is, c(£)(x) € Ny and
c(b)(x) € Ny for up-a.e. x € M. Thus, we can replace N with Ny in the rest of the proof, so that LO(M, N) = LS(M, N).
Step 2: Definition offl. Let ¢ € BV, L,ll(M, N)). Then, Q;(c) belongs to BV(I, L,ll(M, N)), by Proposition 2.44,
hence (i; o Q;)(c) belongs to LZ(M, LP(I,N)), by Theorem 3.13. Define for all n € N* the set [, := {0,1,...,2"}

and the sequence (%,)ic;, such that ¢,; = a + ZLNDi2™". Also, define the simple mapping ¢, : [ — L,ll(M, N) as
Caltiyitnin) = (o) forall i € I,y and c,(b) := c(b). Since the set of dyadic rationals (scaled by . (1) and translated
by a) is dense in I and c is right-continuous on [a, b) and 2'({b)) = 0, we have for all Z'-a.e. t € I that c,(t) = c(f)
in L)(M,N) as n — co. In addition, if 7 € [, fn,is1),

Dy(cn(1), c(1)) = Di(c(tn,), c(1) < Vari(c; ).
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Hence, we get that D,(c,(t), c(?))? < Vari(c; 1) for all (t,n) € I x N*. Since [ has finite Z'-measure, the mapping
constant equal to Var;(c;I) < oo on [ is integrable, so that, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem [Cohl3,
Theorem 2.4.5], we have d, i(c,,c) — 0 as n — co. In addition, for all n € N* and all i € I, there is ¢,; € L;(M, N)
such that D (cp,i, c(ty)) = 0, so we can define ¢}, : I — L] (M, N) as ¢, 1., = Cn,i forall i € I,_y and cj(b) := ¢, 2,
which satisfies Dj(c,(f),c,(t)) = 0 for all + € I. Thus, we can define ¢, : I X M — N as ¢,(t,x) = c,(H)(x),
which belongs to .13}1(1 X M, N) (simple on I and by definition of the ¢,;’s) and satisfies D;(¢&)(t,-), c,(t)) = O for

all + € I. Hence, sec;; being an isometry (Theorem 3.9), we get that ﬁl(ég,@Z}(cn)) = 0. Now, defining the
mapping f, : M — L(I,N) as fI(x) := &/(-, x) and recalling that Secy;; is an isometry (Theorem 3.9), we get that
D1.1(f2,i1(cy)) = 0, hence that d;(f(x), i1(c,)(x)) = O for py-a.e. x € M. Then, let (s, ) € I? such that £ (I)27" < t—s
and define k, := max{k € N : a + L' (I)k < s}, k; := min{k € N : a + Z'(I)k > t} as well as the mapping

{—T
Yss iy > sup f Any(u)du.

O<r<t-—s

Then, we have

f Y (T1(cn)(x)) dpp(x) = f Y1 (f (X)) dpp(x)
M M

- fM sup f A £ du dpay ()

O<r< ()2

k-1
=fZdN(f,f(x)(ln,i)»frf(x)(ln,m))d,UM(X)
M ik,
ko1
=Zf dn(cp(tn,)(X), € (tn,is1)(X)) dppr(x)
i=k, Y M
k-1

= Z D1 (ci(tni), cn(tnis1))
ik,

ki—1

= Z DI(C(tn,[), C(tn,iJrl))

i=ks
< Vari(c; (s, 1)) = |Dcli((s, 1)) < oo,

where the second equality follows from [ALS24, Lemma 2.18] and the last equality follows from assertion (i) of
Proposition 2.44. When #!(I)2™" > t — s, there is nothing to prove since

fM s a(i1(ea)(x)) dpp(x) = fM Ys(f () duae(x) = 0 < |Dely ((s, 1))

The mapping 1 being isometric, we also have Dl,l(fl(cn), (i1 © 01)(c)) = 0 as n — co. Hence, up to the extraction of
a subsequence, we can assume for py-a.e. x € M that ij(c,)(x) = (i1 o Q1)(c)(x) in L' (I, N) as n — oo. Therefore,
recalling that i, is lower-semicontinuous on L'(I,N) and using Fatou’s lemma [Coh13, Theorem 2.4.4], the latter
inequality yields that

fM Wsu((ir 0 Q)(O)(X)) dum(x) < fM 1i£gg1fl//s,t(?1(cn)(X))d#M(X)

< lim i“ff W (11 (cn)(x)) dppr(x)
n—oo M
< IDcli((s, 1)) < o0,

This yields that for py-a.e. x € M

b—1
Yap((i1 0 Q1)(C)(x)) = sup f An=(i 0 Q1)(e)(x)(2) dr < oo,

O<t<b-a
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which implies that (7; o Q;)(c)(x) belongs to BV(I, N) (Proposition 2.39). Hence, BV(I, X) being a Borel subset of
L'(I,X) (Remark 2.37), (i; o Q1)(c) belongs to L}L(M, BV(1, N)). Therefore, the isometric mapping

i1 = (g; e 010 Q1 : BV, L(M, N)) = Ly(M,BV(,N))

is well-defined and its inverse mapping on its range is f;l = Q]’1 o fl’l o (q1)«. In addition, the last inequality yields

that
f D11 (0)|y duar(x) < |Dcly. @)
M

Step 3: Characterization of the range of i. By Equation (7), we know that the range of i; is contained in the set of all
fe L,ll(M, BYV(I, N)) such that

fMIDf(X)IN(I) dup(x) < oo.

Let us now prove that the reverse inclusion. Thus, let f € L}l(M, BYV(I, N)) such that

[ 17D ) < o0
M
We already know that i;' o (¢1).(f) € L' (I, L,(M, N)) and, by Theorem 3.9, we know that

f=Gecr) o1 o (q)(f) = Ge6yt,y © (qn))(f)
belongs LZ(I X M, N). Also, by the definitons of secy;, secy; and g; (Theorem 3.9 and Proposition 2.44), it satisfies
f¢,x) = f(x) in L'(I, N) for py-a.e. x € M and f(t,) = (i7" o (¢1).)(f)(?) in L}(M, N) for £'-a.e. t € I. However, f
differs from /& on a measurable set M, of o-finite uy-measure, so that f differs from / on a measurable set contained

in the measurable rectangle I X M. Hence, we get, using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that
for all (s,7) € I such that s < ¢

O<7<t—s O<r<t-—s

sup f 7 Ar (7" o () )(Hw)du = sup f 7 f Anfu, x) dup(x) du
s J My

(—T
= sup f f AN,Tf(u, x) du dpp(x)
My Js

0<7<t-—s

< sup f Ay f(0)(u) du dpepg(x)

M O<t<t-s
= [ DO ) < .
M
This yields that (fl’l o (q1):)(f) € BV(, L}l(M, N)) (Proposition 2.39) and we can define ¢ := (Ql’1 o ?1’1 0 (q1))(f),

which belongs to BYV(I, L}l(M, N)) and satisfies f = 7;(c). Hence, f belongs to the range of i;. We thus proved that
the range of 1) is the set of all fe L,L(M, BYV(I,N)) such that

fM Dy () (0)lw (1) dpr(x) < oo
In addition, we get, from the previous inequality, that for all c € BV(I, L}l(M, N))

|Dcly < fM IDi; ()0l A (). (3)
Step 4: Proof of Equation (6). As a consequence of Equations (7) and (8), we get that for all ¢ € BV(I, L,L(M, N))

iDely = [ DRy du
M
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Step 5: Proof of Equation (5). Let f be in the range of 1. Then, let ¢ € BV, L}l(M, N)) be the unique curve such
that f = 1,(c) and define
f=Gecry 0Byt o (g))(f) = (e, © (g))(f)-

Also, note that f = ﬁl_} o Qi(c) since i} = (¢;").0i10 Q1. Now, there s f” € L,(M, BV, N)) such that Dy, (f", f) =
0, which implies that f'(x) = f(x) in D(I, N) for uy-a.e. x € M (Proposition 2.44). Thus, we can define the mapping
FfiIxM — Nas f(t,x) == f'(x)(®) = (e, o f')(x). To show that f is measurable, consider for all n € N* the mapping
fn i IX M — N defined as f,(t,x) == (.1 © f')(x) if € [tnis tnir1) With i € L,_; and f,(b, x) = (ep1 © f')(x), 50
that f, belongs to L£°(I x M, N) since e;; o f* € LO(M, N) for all ¢ € I (Proposition 2.45). Then, the set of dyadic
rationals (scaled by Z'(I) and translated by a) being dense in I and f’(x) belng right-continuous on [a, b) for all
x € M, we have f(t x) = lim, e fn(t x) for all (t,x) € I X M. Therefore, f is measurable as the p01ntW1se limit
of measurable mappings (Proposition 2.4). In addition, D;(f(t,-), (e;1)-(f)) = O for all ¢ € I since f(-,x) = f(x) in
Z)(I N) for [ [p-a.e. X € M. Then, using the definitions of f, secys1 (Theorem 3.9) and 9 (Proposition 2.44), we have
di(f(-, %), f(., x)) = 0 for uy-a.e. x € M. Hence, secy; being an 1sometry, we get D;(f, ) = 0. Thus, using the
deﬁnltlons off secy,; (Theorem 3.9) and Q; (Notation 3.22), we get Dl(f(t ,c(®) = 0 for Z'-ae. t € I, which
yields zl 'O = (er1)+(f) in L (M, N) for Z'-ae.t € I. Together with the equality of Equation (6), this implies
that the curve = (e.1)«(f) belongs to BV, Lh(M N)) and since d, ; separates BV(I, L »(M, N)) (Proposition 2.44),
(@) = (e).(f) in L)(M, N) for all t € I, which ends the proof of Equation (5). O

To better understand why Theorem 3.19 fails when p = 1, we provide a simple counter-example.

Example 3.26 (Counter-example to Theorem 3.19 when p = 1). Let/ = M = (0,1) with Z; = Z); = B((0, 1))
and y; = py = Z"o1), let N = R with the standard topology, and let &~ = 0. Then, define f = 0 and f’ = 1
which both belong to L!((0, 1),R). Also, ¢ : (0,1) — L'((0,1),R) as c(t) := 1oy. Then, for any (s,7) € (0, 1)?,
Di(c(s),c(?)) = Ifts dx| = |s — D (f, f"), since Dy (f, ') = 1, so that ¢ € AC'((0, 1), L'((0, 1), R)). However, it holds
for £'-a.e. x € (0, 1) that 7, (c)(x) = 1(x,1), which is clearly not a continuous curve.

In the next section, we show that Theorem 3.19 allows for the pointwise characterization of the geometry of
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1 and that, in these spaces, a notion of speed can be defined for absolutely
continuous curves despite the lack of differential structure outside the case where the target space N is linear.

4. Applications

4.1. Geometry of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1

4.1.1. Characterization of geodesics
Let us first recall the definition of constant speed geodesics.

Definition 4.1 (Geodesics). Let X be a metric space with metric dy : X? - [0,00]. Acurvec : I — X is called a
constant speed geodesic if and only if it satisfies dx(c(a), c(b)) < oo and for all (s, 7) € I?

dx(c(a), c(D)).

dy(c(s), () = '

The set of all such curves is denoted by G(I, X) and is a subset of AC”(I, N) for all p € [1, co].
Then, Theorem 3.19 yields a characterization of constant speed geodesics in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1.

Theorem 4.2 (Characterization of geodesics for p > 1). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € (1,). Suppose that N is
complete. Then, the isometric mapping f,, defined in Theorem 3.19 satisfies

ipy(GU, L) (M, N))) € Lj (M, G(I, N)).

Remark 4.3 (On relaxing the finiteness assumption on dy). As highlighted in Remark 3.21, Theorem 3.19 holds
when dy is not assumed finite, but % is assumed constant. In that case, Theorem 4.2 also holds.
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Proof. Leth € LY(M,N)and p € (1,). Letc € G, Lz(M, N)). By Theorem 3.19, fp(c) belongs to LZ(M, ACP(I,N))
since G(I, L (M, N)) is a subset of AC” (I, L (M, N)). Then, defining the measurable set

M. ={xeM: dp(zp(c)(x),@(x)) >0l={xeM: dw(zp(c)(x),@(x)) > 0}

of o-finite wy-measure, we have that pr(c)(x)'IN(t) = 0 for all (x,7) € (M \ M,) x I since h(x) is constant over I.
Therefore, using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], we get that for all (s, ¢) € I 2 such that s < ¢

fM Ay (NS, T OO A () = Dy(e(s), e(t))”

~i-spt [ 12 du

= |t P! f t fM [ip() ()1, (ut) dpapa (x) du

~ - s f t fM (00000 ) di

~ - st fM | f (€000 du ()

~ - st fM f 7€)’ 1) du ().
Therefore, together with the triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality, this yields that for uy-a.c. x € M

dyp ()@, Tp(O)(B) = f "y () dr = b ap™ f OG0 dt < o

Thus, for Z'-ae.t el

dn(ip()(2)(@), 1p()(X)(D))
b - al '

Hence, for uy-a.e. x € M we have that for all (s,7) € (Q N I)? such that s < ¢

lip()()I(2) =

dn(ip()(X)(s), Ep(O)(X)(D) = '% dn(ip()(x)(@), ip(C)(x)(D)).

By uniform continuity of ?p(c)(x) and density of Q N I in I, this holds for all (s,7) € I? such that s < 7, hence
7p(c)(x) € G, N) for uy-a.e. x € M and 7p(c) € LZ(M, G(I,N)). O

In the next two sections, we show that Theorem 4.2 allows for the pointwise characterization of the geometry of
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1.

4.1.2. Characterization of the length structure
Before delving into the length structure of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, let us point out that a reminder on length
spaces is provided in Appendix Appendix B.1. Now, for p € [1, o], denote by L, the length induced by the metric
D, on LZ (M, N) (Definition B.1). Thus, the intrinsic metric induced by D, (Definition B.2) is defined, for all (f, /") €
LI(M,N)?, as
Dy(f. f) = inf{L,(c) : ¢ € ACU, LI(M, N)). c(a) = f.c(b) = f'}.

A first notable result on the length structure (see Definition B.3 for a definition of length spaces) of nonlinear
Lebesgue spaces is that it is induced by the length structure of the target space.

Proposition 4.4 (Length structure of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°%(M,N) and p € [1,00]. Suppose
that Lﬁ (M, N) is trivial (Proposition 2.16) or that N is a complete and separable length (resp. geodesic) space. Then,
LZ (M, N) is a length (resp. geodesic) space.
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Proof. The proof follows the same approach used in [LisO7, Proposition 1] for Wasserstein spaces, which essentially
consists in constructing a curve whose length is controlled by the distance between its endpoints from the measurable
selection of pointwise curves satisfying such a constraint.

Let p € [1,00], h € LAM,N), (f,f)) € L)(M,N)* and « > 1. In addition, let h*(x) = (h(x), h(x)) and define the
mapping 7 : M — N? as n(x) := (f(x), f(x)) which belongs to L, (M, N?)since (f, ') € L}(M,N)*. When L} (M, N)
is trivial, that is, LZ (M, N) = {[h]}, it is also a geodesic space as it contains a single element. Therefore, assume that
LZ (M, N) is nontrivial and that N is a complete and separable length space.

Step 1: Reduction to the case where yy is o-finite. The mappings f and f” both differ from 4 on a measurable set of
o-finite uy-measure [ST25, Proposition 3.4]. Hence, f and f’ differ on a set of o-finite uy,-measure, so that we can
assume that p is o-finite in the rest of the proof. Now, since py is assumed o-finite, there exists a finite measure
which has the same null sets, for instance, vy; : A = 3,y 27" a A’; (Ml;ﬁl] where (Bp)qen 1s a sequence of measurable sets
of finite yy-measure such that M = U,en B,

Step 2: Construction of a Borel measurable selection of curves connecting pairs of points in N. Then, define the
multi-valued application T’y : N2> — 264V a5 follows

I«(y,y) ={y € CU,N) : y(a) = y,y(b) = ¥',Lip(y)Ib — a| < kdu(y,y")}.

Since N is a length space (Definition B.3), T'.(y,y’) is non-empty for each (y,y’) € N%. Now, using the lower semi-
continuity of the Lipschitz constant, we can show that the graph of I', defined as

G = {(,¥,7) € N> XCU,N) : y € %(3,Y)

is closed. Indeed, taking a sequence ((Yu,Y,.¥n))nen in G(I'y) that converges to (y,y’,y) € G(Iy), we have that
dn(yn,y) = 0, dn(y,,,y) = 0 and dw(ys,y) as n — co. Hence, by uniqueness of the limit, y(a) = y and y(b) = y’
and, by lower semi-continuity of the Lipschitz constant [BBI22, Proposition 2.3.4. (iv)], we can pass to the limit in
Lip(y)Ib — al < dyn(yn,y,), so that Lip(y)lb — al < dy(y,y’), which yields that y € I',(y,y’) and thus that (y,y’,y) €
G(Ty). Since (C(I,N),d) is complete and separable and G(I',) is closed, we have, by Aummann’s measurable
selection theorem (Theorem B.9), that there exists a m,vy-measurable mapping (see Remark 2.14 for a definition)
S« : NXN — C(,N) such that S «(y,y") € T«(y,y) for all (y,y’) € N>. Since, C(I,N) is separable and 7, has
the same null sets as m.vy, there exists a Borel measurable mapping S, such that § «O,Y) = S«(y,y) for mupy-a.e.
(y,y") € N* [ST25, Proposition 2.12].

Step 3: Construction of a curve in Lfl(M, N) from the Borel measurable selection. Define c(f) = ¢, o S, on for all
t € I. Since we have (7, S,, ¢;) € LO%(M, N*) x LO%(N?,C(I, N)) x L°(C(I, N), N) with the Borel o-algebras on N? and
C(I, N), we get, by composition, that c(f) € LO%(M, N) for all ¢ € I. Now, recalling that S ,(f(x), f'(x)) € T(f(x), f'(x))
for py-a.e. x € M, we have, for all (s,1) € 12, that

Dy(c(s), ()’ = fM dn (S (f (), [ (0)(), S (fx), f' o)D) dpapa (x)

stwﬁuvamm—Mwmm
M

s—1

b-a

< [ W av. ey
M

s—t '”
b—al
Since c(a) = f € L;(M,N), this yields that c(r) € £, (M, N) for all 7 € I and that, up to the identification with an
equivalence class for each ¢ € I, ¢ determines a curve in AC(I, L (M, N)) such that L,(c) < « D,(f, f*). Since we can

construct such a curve for an arbitrary « > 1, this yields that Bp(f, f)=D,(f, f"), that is, Lﬁ(M, N) is a length space.
When N is a geodesic space, the proof works with « = 1. o

p
' dup(x)

=k’ Dp(f, )"

Remark 4.5 (On the separability assumption on N). Note that the proof of Proposition 4.4 only requires the
completeness and separability assumptions on /N to ensure that the pointwise selection of curves is measurable. When
N is uniquely geodesic and dy is jointly convex, for instance, when N is a global NPC space (Definition 4.10), N need
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not be separable for the conclusion of Proposition 4.4 to hold since there is no measurable selection of geodesics to
construct as any pair of points in N is joined by a unique geodesic and geodesics in N are continuous with respect
to their endpoints thanks to the joint convexity of dy. The question of whether the assumptions of completeness and
separability on N remains open.

Remark 4.6 (Related results in the literature). We emphasize that while the conclusion of Proposition 4.4 in the
geodesic case already appeared in a work (under the assumption that /4 is constant) by J. Jost [Jos97b, Lemma 4.1.2],
the proof seemed incomplete as it selected pointwise geodesics without checking the measurability with respect to
endpoints, which is precisely what is done in the proof of Proposition 4.4, hence missing the key assumptions of
completeness and separability on N. As highlighted in Remark 4.5, the question of whether the completeness and
separability assumptions on N could be relaxed remains open.

The reverse implication holds when restricting to p € (1, c0) and a measure y, that is not purely infinite, but does
not require N being separable.

Proposition 4.7 (Length structure of the target space). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € (1, 0). Suppose that uy; is not
purely infinite and that N is complete. Then, szZ(M, N) is a length (resp. geodesic) space, so is N.

Remark 4.8 (Why it fails when p,, is purely infinite). When [N| = 1, LZ (M, N) is trivial (Proposition 2.16), hence
a geodesic space, but so is N (since it contains a single element). Thus, the conclusion of Proposition 4.7 holds in
that case. However, when uy, is purely infinite and |[N| > 1, we know that LZ(M, N) remains trivial (Proposition 2.16),
hence a geodesic space, regardless of the nature of the target space N.

Proof. Let (y,y’) € N? and suppose there exists « > 1 such that for all y € ACP(I, N) such that y(a) = y and y(b) = ¥
we have

LY ! ﬁy’m(t) dr > kdn(y,y)’.
I

Since the measure 1, is not purely infinite, we have, by Proposition 2.19, that there exists an isometric mapping
t: N — LZ (M, N), so that «(y) and «(y") belong to Lﬁ(M, N). In addition, there exists a measurable set A with
um(A) € (0, o) such that «(z)|4 = z and t|yna = hlpa for all z € N. Now, since Lﬁ(M, N) is a length space, there exists
c € ACP(I, LY (M, N)) such that c(a) = «(y), ¢(b) = «(y') and L' (I)~! fllc’ll’j(t) dt < k D, (u(y), u(y’"))? (Proposition B.7).
Then, by Theorem 3.19, 7p(c) € LZ(M, ACP (I, N)) with 7p(c)(a) = (y) and ?,,(c)(b) = 1(y’), so that for yy-a.e. x € A
the curve i,(c)(x) € ACP(I, N) is such that i,(c)(x)(a) = y and i,(c)(x)(b) = y'. Hence, by assumption, we have that
for uy-a.e. x € A

e ﬁi,,(cxx)'m(r) dt > kdy ()0, )W)
I

Integrating over A and using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1] since A has finite u,/-measure,
we get that

LN ! f, fA li,(e)(x)' |5 () dup(x) dt = 2 (1P fA f,ﬁp(c)(x)’m(r)dtduM(x)
>k fA Ay ()0, 10D dpayg ().

Thus, recalling that |c’|(r) = flep(c)(x)'Ix(t) dup(x) and that «(y)|sna = t(")lma, we have that
AU ﬁc'|§<r> d > k D), 1Y),
!

hence a contradiction. The conclusion that dy coincides with the induced intrinsic metric ZZ\N (Definition B.2), that
is, that N is a length space, then follows from the fact that the intrinsic metric can be equivalently defined as the
infimum over the p-energy of curves (Proposition B.7). When N is a geodesic space, the above proof works with
k = 1. Alternatively, the geodesic space case can be proved using Theorem 4.2 since, if Lﬁ (M, N) is a geodesic space,
«(y) and «(y") can be connected by a geodesic ¢ in Lﬁ(M, N), so that, by Theorem 4.2, the curve fp(c)(x) is a geodesic
connecting y and y’ for yy-a.e. x € A. Also, note that the proof does not require the separability assumptionon N. [
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As a direct consequence of Propositions 4.4 and 4.7, the length structure of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces is charac-
terized by the length structure of the target space.

Theorem 4.9 (Characterization of the length structure). Let h € LY%M,N) and p € (1, 00). Suppose that MU is not
purely infinite and that N is complete and separable. Then, the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) Lfl(M, N) is a length (resp. geodesic) space.

(ii) N length (resp. geodesic) space.

In the next section, we prove that the geodesic case of Theorem 4.9 has some implications on the characterization
of curvature bounds in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces using curvature bounds in the target space.

4.1.3. Characterization of curvature bounds for p = 2

A notable consequence of Theorems 4.2 and 4.9 is that the curvature of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces, in the sense of
Alexandrov (see [BBI22, Chapter 4] for a definition), depends solely on the Alexandrov curvature of the target space
for p = 2. Before stating the result, recall that in a complete metric space, the local and global Alexandrov curvatures
are equivalent, so that we can evaluate it through triangle comparisons.

Definition 4.10 (Alexandrov curvature). Let X be a complete geodesic space (Definition B.5). X is said to be of
global nonnegative curvature (NNC), respectively of global nonpositive curvature (NPC), in the sense of Alexandrov
if and only if, for any point z € X and constant speed geodesic y : I — X (Definition 4.1), the inequality (see [LP10]
or [Stu23, Theorem 4.4] for global NNC)

dx(z,7()* = (1 = D) dx(z,¥(@))* + tdx(z, ¥(b))* = (1 — Dt dx(y(a), y(b))*

holds for all # € I and the converse inequality in the NPC case (see [Stu99, Corollary 1.5] for global NPC). A complete
geodesic space of global NNC (resp. NPC) in the sense of Alexandrov is thus called a global NNC (resp. NPC) space.

Then, the Alexandrov curvature of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p = 2 is determined by the Alexandrov curvature
of the target space.

Proposition 4.11 (Alexandrov curvature of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°(M, N). Then, either Li(M, N)
is trivial (Proposition 2.16), hence is trivially both a global NNC space and a global NPC space, or the following
assertions hold:

(i) if N is a separable and global NNC space, Li(M, N) is also a global NNC space.

(ii) if N is a global NPC space, Li(M, N) is also a global NPC space.

Proof. Leth € L°(M,N). When Li(M, N) is trivial, that is, Lz(M, N) = {[h]}, it is both a global NNC space and a
global NPC space as it contains a single element. Therefore, assume that Li(M, N) is nontrivial.
(1) Step 1: Lfl(M, N) is complete and geodesic. First note that, N being complete, separable and geodesic, we have,

by Proposition 4.4, that LfL(M, N) is complete and, by Proposition 4.4, that it is geodesic. The proof then comes
down to verifying that every geodesic triangle satisfies the condition of NNC (Definition 4.10).
Step 2: NNC triangle comparison. Let ¢ € G(I, Lz(M, N))and f € Lz(M, N). Then, by Theorem 4.2, 7p(c)(x)
belongs to G(I, N) for uy-a.e. x € M and, since N is a global NNC space, we get for yy-a.e. x € M that the
inequality

dn(f(x), Tp())(0) 2(1 = Hdn(f(x), T, (c)(x)(@)* + tdy (f(x), Ip(c)(x) (b))
— (1 = Dtdn(ip(e)(x)(@), T,(c)(x)(D))

holds for all ¢ € 1. Hence, integrating over M and recalling that c(¢) = (6‘[,2)*(;,,(6‘)) for all ¢ € I (Theorem 3.19),
we get that the inequality

D (f, c(0))* = (1 = 1) Da(f, c(a))* + t Da(f, c(b))* — (1 — 1)t Da(c(a), c(b))>

holds for all ¢ € 1. We thus proved that Li(M, N) is a global NNC space.
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(ii)) The NPC case follows from the same arguments as (i), but with reverse inequalities. In that case, the proof
does not require the use of Proposition 4.4, so that the conclusion holds without assuming that N is separable
(Remark 4.5). o

Remark 4.12 (Related results in the literature). We emphasize that while assertion (ii) of Proposition 4.11 already
appeared in works (under the assumption that % is constant for some) by J. Jost (see [Jos94, Section 2] and [Jos97b,
Corollary 4.1.1]), K.-T. Sturm (see [StuO1, Proposition 3.3.]) and M. Bacédk (see [Bac14, Proposition 1.2.18]), their
proofs seemed incomplete as they lacked a result stating that all geodesics are, up to an identification, pointwise
geodesics, that is, mappings from M to the space of geodesics in N, which is precisely the statement of Theorem 4.2.
Indeed, all mentioned works construct geodesics in Lz(M, N) from pointwise geodesics to prove the NPC inequality
in Li(M, N), but this inequality should be satisfied for every geodesic, so that it remains to show that every geodesic
in Li(M, N) can be identified to a pointwise geodesic, as done in Theorem 4.2.

The reverse implication holds when restricting to a measure s that is not purely infinite, but does not require N
being separable.

Proposition 4.13 (Alexandrov curvature of the target space). Let h € LO(M,N). Suppose that iy is not purely
infinite. Then, ifLi(M, N) is a global NNC (resp. NPC) space, so is N.

Remark 4.14 (Why it fails when y,, is purely infinite). When [N| = 1, Li(M, N) is trivial (Proposition 2.16),
hence both a global NNC and NPC space, but so is N (since it contains a single element). Thus, the conclusion of
Proposition 4.13 holds in that case. However, when i is purely infinite and |N| > 1, we know that Li(M, N) remains
trivial (Proposition 2.16), hence both a global NNC and NPC space, regardless of the nature of the target space N.

Proof. We only prove the NNC case since the NPC case follows from the same arguments, but with reversed inequal-
ities.

Step 1: N is complete and geodesic. First note that, LZ(M, N) being geodesic and wy, not being purely infinite, we
have, by Proposition 4.7, that N is geodesic. In addition, since LZ(M, N) is complete and , is not purely infinite, N
is complete, by [ST25, Proposition 4.2]. The proof then comes down to verifying that every geodesic triangle satisfies
the condition of NNC (Definition 4.10).

Step 2: NNC triangle comparison. Lety € G(I, N) and z € N. By Proposition 2.19, there exists an isometric mapping
t: N - Lfl(M, N), so that the curve ¢ : t — (y(?)) belongs to G(I, LZ(M, N))and f = «(2) € Lfl(M, N). Since,
L;(M,N) is NNC, we have for all 7 € I that

Ds(f, c(0)* = (1 = 1) Da(f, c(a))* + t Da(f, c(b))* — (1 — 1)t Da(c(a), c(b))*.

Hence, ¢ being isometric,

dn(z,y(®)* = (1 = 1) dy(z, (@) + tdy(z, y(b))* = (1 = Dt dy(y(a), y(b))*.
We thus proved that N is a global NNC space. o

As a direct consequence of Propositions 4.11 and 4.13, the Alexandrov curvature of nonlinear Lebesgue spaces
for p = 2 is characterized by the Alexandrov curvature of the target space.

Theorem 4.15 (Characterization of the Alexandrov curvature). Let h € L°(M, N). Suppose that iy is not purely
infinite and that N is separable. Then, the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) LZ(M, N) is a global NNC (resp. NPC) space.

(ii) N is a global NNC (resp. NPC) space.

Remark 4.16 (On the separability assumption on N). Note that, in the NPC case, the conclusion of Theorem 4.15
holds without the separability assumption on N (Proposition 4.11).

In the next section, we prove that, when the target space has a differential structure satisfying appropriate condi-
tions, a notion of speed can be defined for absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces despite the lack
of differential structure.
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4.2. Speed of absolutely continuous curves for p > 1

4.2.1. Measurable and Lebesgue sections
First, recall the definition of a section of a surjective mapping.

Definition 4.17 (Sections). Let E and B be sets and g : E — B be a surjective mapping. Then, a mapping s : B = E
is called a section of ng if mg o s = idg. The set of all sections of 7g is denoted by S(7g).

Asking for a metric on E might be a bit restrictive, so we only require it to be a topological space in the following
sections and try to exploit its fibered structure. One can then define the set of measurable sections.

Definition 4.18 (Measurable sections). Suppose that E is a topological space, that (B, Xp) is a measurable space and
that g : E — B is a surjective mapping. Then, a mapping s : B — E is called a measurable section of ng, if it belongs
to S(g) N LO(B, E). Then, define:

(i) S%(xr) the set of all measurable sections of 7z with separable range.

(i) S°(ng) the set of all equivalence classes of measurable sections of 7y with separable range.

Remark 4.19 (On the definition of measurability). Note that the definition of measurable mappings given in Def-
inition 2.2 holds when the target space is just a topological space, so that £°(B, E) makes sense in Definition 4.18
despite E being only a topological space.

Similarly, we can define Lebesgue sections given that we only have a fibered metric on the topological space E,
that is, a Borel measurable mapping mg : E? — [0, o) such that its restriction m, := mElnil({x’)z, for some x € B, is a

metric on the fiber ﬂgl ({x}) which induces the topology of the fiber.

Definition 4.20 (Lebesgue sections). Let 4 € S%(rz) and p € [1,]. Suppose that E is a topological space, that
(B, Zp, up) is a measure space, that 7y : E — B is a surjective mapping and that m,, is a fibered metric on E. Then, a
mapping s : B — E is called p-Lebesgue section if it belongs to S%(r) and D)z, (s, h) < oo with

(J;, ma(s0. A duas(0) ", it p € [1,00)
[p-esssup g mo(s(x), h(x)), ifp=oc0

Dy, (s, h) = {

Then, define:
@) sz (ng) the set of all p-Lebesgue sections of g with / as base mapping.
@G S Z (ng) the set of all equivalence classes of p-Lebesgue sections of wz with & as base mapping.

Hence, D, r, induces a finite metric on § z (mg). When mg is a metric on E which induces its topology, S Z (mg)isa
subset of LZ(B, E) (Definition 2.13) and D, ;, = D,, (Definition 2.8).

Remark 4.21 (On the choice of / for vector bundles). When 7z : E — B is a vector bundle, that is, the fibers
(ﬁgl({x}))xeg are vector spaces, & is usually taken as the zero section (if it is measurable) of g, that is, 2 maps to each
x € B the identity element of 77, ({x}). In that case, we denote S” (1) := S} (ng) and S¥(ng) := S} (nE).

In the next section, we show that the speed of absolutely continuous curves in differentiable manifolds satisfying
suitable conditions can be defined as Lebesgue sections.

4.2.2. Speed of absolutely continuous curves in Finsler manifolds

Let us first recall the definition of Finsler manifolds introduced by R. S. Palais [Pal66, Definition 2.1] (see
[JSSG11, Definition 2.1] for a more recent exposition and a comparison with other existing definitions of Finsler
manifolds).

Definition 4.22 (Finsler manifolds). Let k € N* U {co}. A C* manifold X modelled on a banach space (B, ||||z)
(Definition B.12) is called Finsler when it is equipped with a mapping by : TX — [0, co) such that:
(1) forevery x € X, the restriction by := bx|r.x : T,X — [0, o) is a norm on the tangent space T,X which induces
the manifold topology, that is, for every chart (U, ¢) such that x € U, the norm b, (d¢~!(¢(x))(-)) is equivalent
to [|-|/s.
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(i1) for every xop € X, € > 0 and chart (U, ¢) such that xy € U, there is an open neighborhood V c U of x( such that
ifxeVandv e B

1
1+e&

Remark 4.23 (On the continuity of by). Note that, when (X, by) is a Finsler manifold as defined in Definition 4.22,
the mapping by : TX — [0, o0) is continuous [Pal66, Theorem 2.7].

by (g™ (9(x0))(M) < b(dg™ (P(R)() < (1 +8) by, (de™ (9(x0))(V)).

A Finsler structure induces a metric space structure [Pal66, Theorem 3.3].

Proposition 4.24 (Metric space structure of Finsler manifolds). Suppose that (X, bx) is a C' Finsler manifold.
Then, X is metric space when equipped with the metric dx : X*> — [0, o] defined as

dx(x, x") := inf {fbx(é(t)) dr:ceC'(I,X), c(a) = x,c(b) = x’}.
I

In addition, the induced metric is locally equivalent to the norm [JISSG14, Lemma 1.3].

Proposition 4.25 (Local equivalence of the norm and the metric). Let (X, bx) be a C! Finsler manifold. Then, for
every xo € X, € > 0 and chart (U, ¢) such that xo € U, there exists an open neighborhood V C U of xqy such that for
all (x,x") € V we have
1
l+¢

dx(x, x') < by (dg™ (p(x0))(@(x) — p(x'))) < (1 + &) dx(x, X').

We will see that Proposition 4.25 is usefull to show that the norm of the speed and the metric derivative coincide
for absolutely continuous curves. To define a notion of speed, let us first recall a definition of absolutely continuous
curves in Banach spaces that is stronger than Definition 2.28.

Definition 4.26 (Strongly absolutely continuous curves in Banach spaces). Let p € [1,c]. When B is a Banach
space, define the set ACY (I, B) of strongly absolutely continuous curves, that is, the of all continuous curvesc : I — B
such that there is € L? (I, B) satisfying

!
c(t)—c(s):fn(u)du foralla<s<t<bh,

where the latter integral is meant in the sense of Bochner (see [HVNVW16, Section 1.2.a] for a complete exposition).
Definition 4.26 extends to Banach manifolds through the use of local charts [Sch16, Definition 1.2].

Definition 4.27 (Strongly absolutely continuous curves in Banach manifolds). Let p € [1,00]. When X is a C!
Banach manifold (Definition B.12), define the set ACL(I, X) of all continuous curves ¢ : I — X such that there
is a partition a = fp < t; < ... < t, = b and charts (U;,¢;) of X for 1 < i < n such that ¢([t;-1,%]) € U; and
@i o clyi1 € ACL([tim1, 1;], @i(Uy).

Remark 4.28 (On the invariance to the choice of partition and charts). As pointed out in [Glo15, Lemma 3.21],
once a curve satisfies the conditions of Definition 4.27 for a partition of I and a collection of charts, the conditions are
also satisfied for every other partitiona =ty < t; < ... < t, = b of I and collection of charts (U, ¢;)1<i<, of X such
that c([t;-1,;]) c U; forall 1 <i < n.

One can then define a Banach bundle of L? speeds over the set of strongly absolutely continuous curves in Finsler
manifolds.

Proposition 4.29 (Vector bundle over AC’ (I, X) in Finsler manifolds). Let p € [1, c]. Suppose that (X, by) is a
C! Finsler manifold. Then, the set LP(I, TX) := Ueesacr xS P (erx) forms a Banach bundle

arx) = (rx)s : P, TX) > ACY(1, X),

where ¢*TX = {(t,v) € I X TX : nrx(v) = c(t)} is the pullback by c of the tangent bundle TX and the projection
nerx  ¢'TX — I is given by the canonical projection on the first coordinate nrx = proj;.

34



Remark 4.30 (On the structure of L7 (1, 7X)). We emphasize that this result says nothing about a potential differen-
tiable structure of L”(I, TX). This question is left open for now and will be further investigated in future work. Calling
ma,rx) @ “Banach bundle” is thus a slight abuse of notation since it is only a surjective mapping having Banach fibers.

Proof. Let p € [1, ). For each ¢ € ACY(I, X), the zero section of 7.7y is continuous, hence Borel measurable, as it
is given by the composition of the zero section of w7y, which is C!, and of ¢, which is continuous. Hence, SP(rerx)
is defined without ambiguity using the norm b, 5., : SP(nrx) — [0, 00) defined as

b e (f bewvprar)”, it pell oo
Pt Pl ess Sup,e; bey(V(1), if p =0

In addition, S?(n~rx) is a Banach space. Indeed, m.-rx being a Banach bundle, S”(x.-7x) inherits its vector space
structure from the pointwise operations of addition and scalar multiplication and is complete by performing the same
proof as Proposition 2.17. Then, we can define

LP(I, TX) = Upeacrax)SF (Terx).

Furthermore, the mapping
marx) = (rx)s s P, TX) = ACY(, X)

is surjective and its fibers are given by ﬂ;}(l’TX)({c}) = SP(werx) for all ¢ € ACP(I, X). Hence, 7rrarx) 18 a Banach
bundle. O

The mapping that associates its speed to each strongly absolutely continuous curve in a Finsler manifold is then
defined as a section of the Banach bundle given by Proposition 4.29.

Proposition 4.31 (Speed of strongly absolutely continuous curves in Finsler manifolds). Lez p € [1, oo]. Suppose
that (X, by) is a C' Finsler manifold modelled. Then, the mapping

{ﬂCf(I,X) —  LP(1,TX)
axi

c — = 6Xc
is a section of Ty (1.7x)-

Proof. Let p € [1,00] and ¢ € ACF(I, X). Thus, there exists a partitiona = fo < t; < ... < t, = b and charts (U;, ¢;)
of X for 1 < i < n such that c([t;-1,%]) € U; and ¢; o cl;,_, 11 € ACL([t;i-1, 1], :(U;)). Hence, denoting B the Banach
space on which X is modelled, there exists 1; € LP([t;_1,t],B) such that for all (s,f) € [t;_1,#]* satisfying s < t we
have

(gi o)) = (pioc)(s) = f ni(u) du.

Then, we can define for £'-a.e.t e[
&) = ) g (0 dgT (@icON1D) € Tep X,
i=1

which does not depend on the choice of charts. Therefore, ¢ is measurable with separable range as the sum of
measurable mappings with separable ranges and is a section of m.rx. Thus, up to the identification with its class of
equivalence, ¢ belongs to S (e 7x). O

Remark 4.32 (Related results in the literature). Proposition 4.31 was proved by W. P. A. Klingenberg [K1i95,
Proposition 2.3.16] in the case of finite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and by A. Schmeding [Sch16, Proposition
2.8] in the case of (strong) infinite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds. Both results are corollaries of Proposition 4.31
since any Hilbert manifold with a (strong) continuous Riemannian metric is a Finsler manifold [Pal66, Theorem 2.12].
However, we emphasize that, unlike [K1i95, Proposition 2.3.16] and [Sch16, Proposition 2.8], Proposition 4.31 tells
nothing about the regularity of the section which maps any absolutely continuous curve to its L” speed. This question
is left open for now and will be further investigated in future work as it is related to Remark 4.30.
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Now, one could ask under which conditions on X can the above construction transpose to absolutely continuous
curves in the sense of Definition 2.28. To answer this question, let us first recall that, when X is a Banach space satisfy-
ing the Radon—Nikodym property (see [Lis06, Section 1.6.2] for a definition), the set of absolutely continuous curves
defined in Definition 2.28 coincides with the set of strongly absolutely continuous curves defined in Definition 4.26
[Lis06, Theorem 1.16].

Proposition 4.33 (Coincidence of AC” (1, X) and ACY (I, X) in RNP Banach spaces). Let p € [1, o0]. Suppose that
X is a Banach space satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property. Then, ACP (I, X) = AC (I, X).

Then, Proposition 4.33 extends to Finsler manifolds modelled on a Banach space satisfying the Radon—Nikodym
property trough the use of local charts, so that the notion of strongly absolutely continuous curves given by Defini-
tion 4.27 and the notion of absolutely continuous curves given by Definition 2.28 also coincide.

Proposition 4.34 (Coincidence of AC” (I, X) and ACY (1, X) in RNP Finsler manifolds). Let p € [1, c0]. Suppose
that (X, byx) is a C' Finsler manifold modeled on a Banach space B satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property. Then,
ACP(I1,X) = ACY U, X).

Proof. Let p € [1,00]. The inclusion ACY(I,X) c ACP(I,X) follows from Proposition 4.25. Let us prove the
reverse inclusion. Let ¢ € ACP(I,X). Since I is compact and c¢ is continuous, there exist a partition a = #; <
t] < ... <t, =band charts (U;,¢;) of X for 1 < i < n such that ¢([t,-1,%]) € U;. By Proposition 4.25, the fact

that ¢ € ACP(I, X) implies that ¢; o c|[,Il 11 € ACP([ti-1, ti], 9i(U;)) and, since B has the Radon—Nikodym property,
@i o Ch’h 1 € ACL([ti-1, t:), @i(U;)), by Proposition 4.33. Hence, ¢ € ACL(I, X). O

As a consequence of Propositions 4.25 and 4.34, the mapping that associates its speed to each absolutely contin-
uous curves is defined as in Proposition 4.31 and the norm of the speed coincide with the metric derivative, when X
has a Finsler structure and is modelled on a Banach space satisfying the Radon—-Nikodym property.

Theorem 4.35 (Speed of absolutely continuous curves in RNP Finsler manifolds). Ler p € [1, o). Suppose that
(X, bx) is a C' Finsler manifold modelled on a Banach space satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property. Then, the
mapping

5y - { ACP(1,X) — LPU,TX)

c — ¢ = 0xc

is a section of wpy1.7x) and satisfies for all ¢ € ACP(I, X) that
I/ |x (1) = bey(C(®)  for L'-ae tel, )

Proof. The proof follows by identifying absolutely continuous curves and strongly absolutely continuous curves using
Proposition 4.34, repeating the arguments in the proof of Proposition 4.31 to construct the speed and using Proposi-
tion 4.25 to show that the norm of the speed and the metric derivative coincide.

Step 1: Construction of the speed. Let p € [1,00] and ¢ € AC’(I,X). By Proposition 4.34, ¢ € AC(I, X). Hence,
there exists a partitiona =ty < f; < ... < t, = b and charts (U}, ¢;) of X for 1 < i < n such that c([t;—1,t]) € U;
and ¢; o cl;_, 1 € ACL([ti-1, 1], ¢i(U;)). Thus, denoting B the Banach space on which X is modelled, there exists
ni € LP([t;i_1, t;], B) such that for all (s, ) € [t,_1, ;] satisfying s < ¢ we have

(gi o)) = (pi o c)(s) = f ni(u) du.

Then, we can define for £'-ae.t el
&0 = 3 L0 g (@cOND) € Tep X,
i=1

which does not depend on the choice of charts. Therefore, ¢ is measurable with separable range as the sum of
measurable mappings with separable ranges and is a section of m-rx. Thus, up to the identification with its class of
equivalence, ¢ belongs to S? (7).
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Step 2: Proof of Equation (9). Finally, thanks to Proposition 4.25, we get that for #!-a.e. ¢ € I it holds for all & > 0
that

r ., ) ,
s 8|C [x(®) < bepy(€(D) < (1 + &) x(D).
Hence, we have
I’ |x(t) = bey(c(®) for L'-ae.tel O

Remark 4.36 (Related results in the literature). Theorem 4.35 was proved by A. Burtscher [Burl5, Theorem 2.2.,
Proposition 4.10] in the case of finite-dimensional manifolds equipped with continuous Riemannian metrics. This
result is a corollary of Theorem 4.35 since any Hilbert manifold with a continuous Riemannian metric is a Finsler
manifold [Pal66, Theorem 2.12]. Also, since every Banach space is trivially a Finsler manifold, we get back from
Theorem 4.35 the well-known fact that the norm of the speed of an absolutely continuous curves in a Banach space
satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property coincides with its metric derivative (see [Lis07, Theorem 1.16] or [AGSO05,
Remark 1.1.3]).

In the next section, we define the speed of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces in a similar
manner as Theorem 4.35, when the target space is a Finsler manifold and despite the lack of differential structure on
nonlinear Lebesgue spaces outside the linear case.

4.2.3. Speed of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces
Let us first define a notion of tangent bundles over nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

Proposition 4.37 (Tangent bundles on nonlinear Lebesgue spaces). Let h € L°(M, N) and p € [1, o). When (N, by)
is a C! Finsler manifold, define the tangent bundle ofLZ(M, N) as the disjoint union

TL)(M,N) = UserzoumS P prn),s

where f*TN = {(x,v) € M X TN : nrny(v) = f(x)} is the pullback by f € Lfl(M, N) of the tangent bundle TN and the
projection sty : f*TN — M is given by the canonical projection on the first coordinate sy = proj,. In addition,
the mapping

Trirany = (Trn)s TL)(M,N) — L](M,N)

forms a Banach bundle over LZ(M, N) and we can define the mapping B, : TLZ(M, N) — [0, 00) such that for all
f € L)(M,N) it induces a norm on the tangent space T¢L) (M, N) := S?(np-ry) defined as

(o roo ) duass) " . i p € T1,00)

Bylr,iruny (@) = .
i M- €8S SUP,yy bpn(2(x),  if p =0

which we also denote by By = B,,|Tfo(M,N) for short and refer as L fibered norm.

Remark 4.38 (On the structure of TLZ (M, N)). Recall that LZ (M, N) does not have a differential structure despite N
having one. Similarly, 7L} (M, N) has a priori no differential structure, so that calling it a “tangent bundle” is a slight
abuse of notation since it is only the disjoint union of Banach spaces and AL (M) is just a surjective mapping with
Banach fibers.

Proof. Leth € L°%(M, N) and p € [1,00]. For each f € LZ(M, N), the zero section of .7y is measurable as it is
given by the composition of the zero section of w7y, which is C', and of f, which is measurable. Hence, S”(rp-7y) is

defined without ambiguity using the norm By SP(mprn) — [0, c0) defined as

1/ )
— (fM by (2(x)? dllM(x)) P it pell, o)
Bp’”f*TN(Z) L ] .
HMm- €SS SUP e py bf(x)(Z(x)), if p=oo
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In addition, S ?(rs-7x) is a Banach space. Indeed, 77y being a Banach bundle, S7(rs-ry) inherits its vector space
structure from the pointwise operations of addition and scalar multiplication and is complete by performing the same
proof as Proposition 2.17. Then, we can define

TLZ(M, N) = UfELZ(M,N)Sp(ﬂ-f*TN)'

Furthermore, the mapping
TNy = (TN« TL)(M,N) — L](M,N)

is surjective and its fibers are given by n;lL,,(MN)({f}) = S§P(npry) for all f € LZ(M, N). Hence, 7L (M.N) is a
h i ' ?

Banach bundle. Furthermore, the mapping B), : TLfl(M, N) — [0, ) is defined as Bp|Tfo(M,N) = Bp sy for all

f €L (MN). O

There is a priori no guarantee that the mapping B, defined in Proposition 4.37 is measurable in any sense, hence
we might not be able to integrate functionals over TLZ (M, N) involving B,,. To define a topology on TLZ (M,N) and
make B, continuous on it, we will need a metric on TN, which will also be required to apply Theorem 3.19 in order
to define the speed of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces. Such a metric can be defined as
soon as N is equipped with a spray or, equivalently, with a connection (see [Lan12, Chapter IV, §3] for the definitions
of the notions of sprays and connections).

Proposition 4.39 (Splitting norm on TN). Suppose that (N, by) is a C* Finsler manifold with a spray Sy (o,
equivalently, a connection). Then, if Ky denotes the connector associated to Sy (see [Lanl2, Lemma 4.4] for a
definition) and Trry the tangent map of nry (see [Lanl2, Chapter I11,§2] for a definition), the C' Banach manifold
TN can be equipped with the splitting norm mry : TTN — [0, oo) defined for allv € TN and ¢ € T,TN as

MmNz, (€)= b (TN (E))* + bapyin (Kn())%, (10)

so that TN becomes a metric space when equipped with the induced metric dry : TN> — [0, co] defined as

dry(v,V") = inf {fmTNmTN(L’t) dr:ueCl(, TN),u(a) =v,u(b) = v'}.
I

Proof. The result is a consequence of Dombrowski’s splitting theorem [Lan12, Theorem 4.5], which states that the
mapping

(mrn, Trrn, Ky) : TTN > TN®@TN@® TN
is an isomorphism of fiber bundles over N. Indeed, the conclusion of Proposition 4.39 follows from the same ar-
guments exposed at the end of [Lan12, Chapter V, §4] or in [Sch16, Section 2.1], but defining the splitting norm as
in Equation (10) using by instead of a Riemannian metric. In addition, the induced metric is compatible with the
topology of TN. O

Remark 4.40 (Borel measurability of the zero section of L2, ~)- When T'N is equipped with the splitting norm,
its zero section sg is isometric from N to TN, so that the zero section of L (M.N) defined as so, = (son)« 1S

isometric from L} (M, N) to TL} (M, N)

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.39, the tangent bundles over nonlinear Lebesgue spaces defined in
Proposition 4.37 become metric spaces as soon as N is equipped with a spray or, equivalently, a connection.

Corollary 4.41 (Metric on TL’(M,N)). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € [1,c0]. Suppose that (N,by) is a C* Finsler
manifold with a spray (or, equivalently, a connection). Then, TLZ (M, N) is a metric space when equipped with the
finite metric D, 7y : TLz(M, N)? > [0, c0) defined as

(w00, 2 O dun0)) " ifpe1,00)
Hum-esssup,cy dry(z(x),7/(x)),  ifp=o0

Dyrn(z,7) = {
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Similarly to Proposition 4.29 and using both Proposition 4.37 and Corollary 4.41, one can define a Banach bundle
of L speeds over the set of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces.

Proposition 4.42 (Vector bundle over AC?(I, L? (M, N))). Let h € L°(M, N) and p € [1, co]. Suppose that (N, by) is
a C? Finsler manifold with a spray (or, equivalently, a connection). Then, the set

LP(I, TLZ(M, N)) = UCEﬂC”(’,LZ(M,N))Sp(ﬂC*TLZ(M,N))
forms a Banach bundle
Tpa TNy = A oan)« LP(I,TL)(M,N)) — AC’(I, L] (M, N)),

where c*TLfl(M, N) = {(t,z) € I X TLfl(M, N) : ”TLZ(M,N)(Z) = c(t)} is the pullback by c of the tangent bundle
TLZ(M, N) and the projection TeTr(MN) C*TLZ(M, N) — M is given by the canonical projection on the first
coordinate T TL(MN) = proj;.

Remark 4.43 (On the structure of L” (1, TLﬁ (M, N))). Asin Remark 4.30, we emphasize that this result says nothing
about a potential topological manifold structure of L”(/, TLz (M, N)). This question is left open for now and will be
further investigated in future work. Calling T rLl Ny @ “Banach bundle” is thus a slight abuse of notation since it
is only a surjective mapping having Banach fibers.

Proof. Leth e Lo%(M, N) and p € [1, o). For each ¢ € ACP(I, L (M, N)). The zero section Ofﬂc*TL;’(M,N) is continuous,
hence Borel measurable, as the composition of the zero section of 75 L (M.N)» which is continuous (Remark 4.40), and

of ¢, which is also continuous. Hence, S” (nC*TLZ(M,N)) is defined without ambiguity using the norm BP»’R»*TL;;(M,N) :

SP(merrrmny) — [0, 00) defined as

(f By ), itpert,o)

Bpx. (2) =
PR Py {f ' _esssup,.; Be(z(1), if p=oco

In addition, S”(7..71¢)) 1s @ Banach space. Indeed, 7777y being a Banach bundle, S”( .7y n,) inherits
its vector space structure from the pointwise operations of addition and scalar multiplication and is complete by
performing the same proof as Proposition 2.17. Then, we can define

LP(I,TL)(M,N)) := Ueeacra.2annS " Terryann)-
Furthermore, the mapping
Toarrony = @roam)s - LA TL(M,N)) — ACU, L (M, N))
;J}(I,TLZ(M,N))({C}) = Sp(”c*TL{;(M,N)) for all ¢ € ACP(I,LP(M,N)). Hence,
ﬂL”(l,TLZ(M,N)) is a Banach bundle. O

is surjective and its fibers are given by &

Then, similarly to Theorem 4.35, the mapping that associates its speed to each absolutely continuous curve in a
nonlinear Lebesgue space is defined as a section of the Banach bundle given by Proposition 4.42 and the norm of the
speed coincide with the metric derivative.

Theorem 4.44 (Speed of absolutely continuous curves in nonlinear Lebesgue spaces for p > 1). Let h € L°(M, N)
and p € (1,0). Suppose that (N, by) is a connected and complete C* Finsler manifold with a spray (or, equivalently,
a connection) and that N is modelled on a Banach space satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property. Then, the mapping

5 { ACPU,L/(M,N)) —> L’(I, TL!(M,N))
p - .

c > Ci=0,c
is a section of Ty 12 .y and satisfies for all ¢ € ACP(I, LY(M, N)) that

Ic’l,,(t) = Bewy(c(t))  for L'-ae. tel, (11)
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Remark 4.45 (On relaxing the connectedness assumption on N). The assumption that N is connected in The-
orem 4.44 is solely made to ensure that both dy and dry are finite in order to apply Theorem 3.19. However, as
remarked in Remark 3.21, the conclusion of Theorem 3.19 holds when dy is not assumed finite as long as & is as-
sumed constant. Hence, Theorem 4.44 holds without assuming that N is connected, but requires / being constant in
that case.

Proof. Leth e L2%(M,N) and p € (1, ).
Step 1: Construction of the speed. Letc € ACP(I, L} (M, N)). Then, by Theorem 3.19, i,(c) belongs to L)(M, AC’(I, N))
and is such that -

f fﬁ,,(c)(x)wg(t) dr dupy(x) < oo.
M Il

Also, the measurable set M, :={x € M : dw(fp(c)(x), h(x)) > 0} has o-finite uy/-measure and there is ¢ € Lg(lx M, N)
such that &(¢,-) = c(¢) in LZ(M, N) for all t € I and ¢(-, x) = f,,(c)(x) in C(I, N) for upy-a.e. x € M (Theorems 3.9
and 3.19). Now, define the set

A={IXM: (6N?p(c)(x))(t) does not exist}
= {I X M : 1im sup dry(g:(1, ip(c)(x)), g (2, 1,(c)(x)) > O}

7,70
which is measurable since 7p(c) is measurable from M to (AC?(I, N), d-) and the mappings

[ IxACPU,N) — TN
& (t,u) — do ! (@u))(@(u(t + 1)) — @(u(1))/T

are continuous, hence Borel measurable, for some (thus for any) chart (U, ¢) such that u(t) € U and all T > 0 such that
u(t+7) € U. In addition, £ (A*) = 0 for pp-a.e. x € M since i,(c)(x) € ACP(I, N). Now, since 1,(c)laa, = hlanu,, A
is a subset of the measurable rectangle /X M, and, M, having o-finite uy-measure and / having finite .#!-measure, we
get, by the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that Z! ®up(A) = 0and uy(A;) = 0 for FLlae.tel
Thus, for 2! Quy-a.e. (¢, x) € I x M, we can define

1(t, x) 1= (@ONip()0)) = (OnEC, X))D) € Torw,

which is measurable and has separable range as the pointwise limit of such mappings. Then, by Theorem 4.35, we
get that for £ @uy-ae. (t,x) € [ x M

[i,()(x) In(t) = b (1(t, X))
Finally, integrating over / and M and using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1] yields that

f beo (1, X))’ d 2" @up(t, x) = f lip()x)' 17(1)d " @up(t, x)
IxM IxM

- f li,()(x)' 15 (1) d 2" @un(t, x)
IxXM,

= f fl?p(C)(X)’lil(t)dtdﬂM(X)
M. JI
= f fﬁp(c)(x)’%(t) dedpy(x) < oo,
M II
Since N is equipped with a spray (or a connection), this even yields that
[ drvate. 0. o o 0607 4.2 @0 < o0
IxM

with 5oy the zero section of nry. Thus, defining ¢*soy = son © ¢, we have that 7 € LQ*SON(I X M, TN) and we can
define ¢ : t +— n(t,-). Then, ¢(f) belongs to L(M, TN) for a £'-a.e. t € 1. To prove the measurability of ¢ from I to
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(L°(M,TN), D), rv), note that, by density of Ez-, ,(IXM, TN) ng*SON(IX M,TN)in Lg*SON(IX M, TN) (see assertion
(i) of Proposition 3.7), there exists a sequence (£,)nen in Epg o (I X M,TN) N Lg*SON(I X M,TN) such that g, — n
in L;SON(I X M,TN) as n — oo. Thus, define g, : t — 2,(¢,), which is measurable as an almost simple mapping

from I to (L°(M, TN), D, rn) with base mapping given by the mapping ¢ — ¢&*son(t, ), which is Borel measurable
from I to (L°(M, TN), Dy, ) since D, rn(E"son(t, ), ¢*50,,(¢)) = O for all t € I with ¢*sp, := 50, o c the zero section
of T TL) (M) which is continuous, hence Borel measurable, as the composition of s, = (son)«, the zero section
of TTL(MN)» which is continuous (Remark 4.40), and of ¢, which is also continuous. Then, noticing that the union

of the sets on which the g,’s and 7 differ from ¢*sg y is contained in a measurable rectangle I X M such that M has
o-finite p1y-measure (see step 2 in the proof of assertion (i) of Theorem 3.9), we get, using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem
[Coh13, Proposition 5.2.1], that

dp,p(gn» ¢) = lA)p(gn» n — 0

as n — oo, so that, up to the extraction of a subsequence, we can assume for Llae. t €I that D,(gu(1),¢() — 0
as n — co. Hence, ¢ is measurable as the pointwise limit of measurable mappings. In addition, since p(A;) = 0 for
Llae.t €1, we have for Z'-ae. t € I that ¢(t)(x) = n(t,x) € TouyN = TenN and son(8(t, x)) = son(c(£)(x))
for upy-a.e. x € M. Thus, ¢(t) € TC(,)LZ(M, N) for #'-ae. t € I and, using the Fubini—Tonelli theorem [Cohl3,
Proposition 5.2.1], we have ¢ € Lf*xo\”(l, TLZ(M, N)). Hence, ¢ belongs to SP(AerLr0aN))-

Step 2: Proof of Equation (11). Since uy(A;) = 0 for £'-a.e. t € I, we get that for #'-a.e. t € I the equality

[ip(©)(X) N () = be(in (E(D)(X))
holds for py-a.e. x € M. Hence, integrating over M, we have

1/p
|c’|p(t) = (f by (€()(x))? dupr(x) = B(¢(r)) for Plaetel. O
M

Finally, combining Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.44 shows that the metric D, on nonlinear Lebesgue spaces
coincides with the metric induced by the infimum of the energy functional associated with the fibered norm B,
(Proposition 4.37) over absolutely continuous curves. This is analogous to the situation on standard Finsler manifolds
(Proposition 4.24); the only difference being the class of curves over which the infimum is taken, since nonlinear
Lebesgue spaces lack a differential structure.

Corollary 4.46 (L£” metrics are induced by £” fibered norms). Let h € L°(M,N) and p € (1, ). Suppose that
(N, by) is a connected, complete and separable C* Finsler manifold with a spray (or, equivalently, a connection)
and that N is modelled on a Banach space satisfying the Radon—Nikodym property. Then, we have for all (f, f) €
LI(M, N)? that

1/p
Dy(f, f) = inf{Zl(I)”/” ( f B (¢’ dt) i c e ACPU, LY (M, N)), c(a) = f,c(b) = f’}.
1
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Notation and terminology

This section clarifies some recurrent notions and notation used in the present article:

Spaces

N denotes the set of nonnegative integers (including 0).

N* denotes the set of positive integers (excluding 0).

R denotes the set of real numbers also referred to as real line.
R, denotes the set of nonnegative real numbers (including 0).
R* denotes the set of nonzero real numbers (excluding 0).

Q denotes the set of rational numbers.

Topology

f(X) :={f(x) : x € X} denotes the range of a mapping f : X — Y between sets X and Y.

A denotes the closure of the subset A C X in the topological space X, that is, the intersection of all closed

s_tbbsets of X that include A.

e A " denotes the closure of the subset A C X in the metric space (X, dx).

e A set X is called countable if there exists a bijective mapping ¢ : N — X.

e Assubset S of a (semi-)metric space (X, dx) is called dense when for each element x of X and real number £ > 0
there exists an element s of S such that dy(x, s) < €.

e A metric space (X, dx) is called separable when it has a countable dense subset.

A sequence (x,),eN in a metric space (X, dx) is called Cauchy when for all real £ > 0 there exists an integer N

such that for alln > N and m > N, dy(x,, X)) < €.

A metric space (X, dx) is called complete when every Cauchy sequence converges to an element of X.

A€ denotes the complement of a subset A of a set X, thatis, A :={xe X : x ¢ A}.

A\ B := AN B¢ denotes the set difference between two subsets A and B of a set X.

AAA’ = (A\ A") U (A" \ A) denotes the symmetric set difference between two subsets A and A’ of a set X.

Measure theory

#? denotes the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

# denotes the counting measure.

A measure (3 on a measurable set (M, X)) is called purely infinite if its range is reduced to {0, co}.

0 (C) denotes the smallest o-algebra that contains a familly C of subsets of a set M.

A subset of measurable space (M, Zy) is called measurable when it belongs to Z .

¥, denotes the set of measurable subsets of a measure space (M, Xy, 1) with finite uy-measure.

2uls = {BNA:A € Xy} denotes the restriction of a o-algebra X, on a set M to subsets of B € Z),.

Umlp denotes the restriction of a measure (), on a measurable space (M, ) to Xy|p for some B € ;.

B(M) denotes the Borel o-algebra on a topological space M.

A measure ) on a topological space M is called Borel when it is defined on B(M).

A subset Z of a measure space (M, Zys, uy) is called wp-null if there exists A € Xy, such that Z C A and

um(A) = 0.

Z,.,, denotes the set of all uy-null sets of a measure space (M, Zpy, tin).

e A property P that depends on the choice of point x of a measure space (M, Zyy, t1r) is said to hold py-almost
everywhere (uy-a.e. for short) if {x € M : P(x)} is a py-null set.

e In a measure space (M, Zy, um), EM denotes the completion of the o-algebra Xy with respect to uy and is
defined as Ty i= 0(Zy U Z,) = {AUZ : (A, Z) € Ty X Zoy, )

e In a measure space (M, Zy, (p), 1Ly, denotes the completion of the measure iy and is defined as the mapping

A Iy — [0, 00] such that fiy(A U Z) = up(A) for all (A, Z) € Ty X Z,,- Itis itself a measure on (M, Zy).
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Appendix A. Omitted results

Appendix A.l. Omitted results of Section 3.1
Let us provide a proof of the alternative density result mentioned in Remark 3.8.

Proposition A.1 (Relaxation of the assumptions in (iii) of Proposition 3.7). Let h € E(M,N) and p € [1, ).
Suppose that (I,%;, u) is a measure space, with no further assumptions. Then, the closure of the target space of
SeCp,p is

Dy,
Ey(M,E(I,N)) 0 L}(M,L(I,N)) " = L}(M,L(I, N)).
Proof. Leth € &M, N) and p e [l, 00) Then, we can assume that there exists a finite indexing set J such that k(M) =
{y; € N : j € J} and define B; := h™'({y;}), so that M = Ujc;B; and we have L}(M, L°(I, N)) = [] ¢, LP(B,,LO(I N))

since J is finite (othherw1se the gluing map may produce non integrable mappmgs) However on each B; j» we get that
L”(B], L°(I,N)) = L”(B], y (I, N)) with h; = y; and the density of E;(B;, E(/, N))mL”(B,, h (1, N)) follows from the

same arguments as the proof of Proposition 3.7. Hence, we get that [];c; Ex(B;, E(I, N)) N LP(BJ-, (I N)) is dense
in []ies Lp(B], 0y (Mo, N)) by [Eng77, Corollary 2.3.5]. Finally, by noticing that E,(M, E(I, N)) N L”(M L°(I,N)) =
[1jes Ex(Bj, EUI,N)) N L (B s Lp (I, N)) since J is finite (otherwise the gluing map may produce mappings that are not
almost simle), we get that EQ(M E(I,N))N L”(M L°(1, N)) is a dense subspace of (LP(M L°(I,N)), D, p). o

Appendix B. Reminders

Appendix B.1. Length spaces

This section introduces the basic notions of metric geometry on length spaces (see [BBI22, Chapter 2] for a
complete exposition on that matter).

In a metric space X with metric dy : X> — [0, o), the length of an absolutely continuous curve (Definition 2.28)
is defined as

Definition B.1 (Length of a curve). The length of a curve ¢ € AC(I, X) induced by d is defined as

Lx(c) = ﬁc'lx(t) dr.
I
Taking the infimum over curves connecting two points happens to induce a metric, potentially infinite-valued,
when there is no absolutely continuous curve connecting the two points.

Definition B.2 (Intrinsic metric). The intrinsic metric, dAX : X% - [0, co], induced by dy is defined as
dy(x, x') = inf{Lx(c) : ¢ € ACU, X), c(a) = x, c(b) = x'}.

A natural question arising from this construction is whether the intrinsic metric coincides with the original metric.
This is exactly the notion of length space.

Definition B.3 (Length spaces). X is called a length space if and only if dx = dy.

Remark B.4 (On showing that a metric space is a length spaces). Note that, by the triangle inequality, dxy < dy.
Hence, showing that a metric space is a length space usually comes down to showing that, for all (x, x’) € X* and
all € > 0 (resp. k > 1), there exists a curve ¢ € AC(, X) connecting x and x" such that Lx(c) < dx(x,x’) + ¢
(resp. Lx(c) < kdx(x, x")).
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If the infimum is a minimum, X is called a geodesic space.

Definition B.5 (Geodesic spaces). X is called geodesic space if and only if for all (x,x’) € X? there exists ¢ €
AC(, X) connecting x and x” such that dx(x, x") = Lx(c).

Curves minimizing the length between their endpoints are called minimizing geodesics of X and can be reparametrized
as constant speed geodesic, that is, as curves ¢ : I — X satisfying for all (s, ) € I? that

s—1

dy(c(s), c()) = 'E dy(c(a), c(b).

Note that a constant speed geodesic is necessarily a minimizing geodesic for its endpoints. Now, let us recall the
definition of the p-energy of a curve.

Definition B.6 (Energy of a curve). Let p € [1, o). Then, the p-energy of a curve ¢ € ACP(I, X) is defined as

E,x(c) = ﬁc’|§(t) dr.
1

The 1-energy being the length, that is, Lx(c) = E| x(c).

Then, the infimum of the length over AC(I, X) can be shown to be equal to the infimum over AC”(I, X) of the
p-th root of the p-energy forall p > 1.

Proposition B.7 (Energy minimizing distance). Let p € [1, ) and (x, x') € X°. Then,
dx(x,x') = inf (L' (D)7 E, x(0)''7 : ¢ € ACP(I, X), c(a) = x,c(b) = X'}

Proof. The proof follows the same approach as the proof of (i) in [Tro95, Theorem 3.7] or [PT24, Proposition 3.8],
which consists in finding a constant-speed approximation for each absolutely continuous curve.
Let (x, x') € X? be such that there exists ¢ € AC(I, X) connecting x and x’, and & > 0. Then, define s, : I — I as

' fatlc'lx(u) du+ (t — a)e LV ()7}

2.
Jle/lx(w) du + & )

5¢(0)

Its inverse map . is & I_a.e. differentiable, with derivative given, for & Lae.sel, by

LN )Ic1x(w) du + &)
¢’ Ix(t:(5)) + & 2 (1)

fe(s) =

Now, setting ¢ := ¢ o t,, we have, for PLlae sel,

dx(c o 15(s), ¢ 0 15(1)) |ts(s) — 1:(1)]
|ts(s) - ts(t)l |S - t|

&]x(s) = 1tim
= | |x(t:(5)) te(s) < LN} (ﬁc’lx(u) du + s).
I

Therefore, for all p € [1, ), ¢ € AC™(I, X) c ACP(I, X) and, by Holder’s inequality,
Lx(c) = Lx(©) < LY (D"VPE, x(©)'P < Ly(c) + .
Since ¢ is arbitrary, this yields the conclusion of Proposition B.7. O

Remark B.8 (On showing that a metic space is length space with the energy). Thus, showing that X is a length
space also comes down to showing that, for all (x,x’) € X2 andalle > 0 (resp. k > 1), there exists a curve ¢ €
ACP (1, X) connecting x and x’ such that L (1P Ex ,(c) < dx(x, x')? + & (resp. L (1P Ex ,(c) < kdx(x, x')P).

An important consequence of this result is that, when X is a geodesic space, a curve minimizes the p-energy,
p € [1, 00), if and only if it is a constant speed geodesic.
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Appendix B.2. Measurable multifonctions

We recall below the statement of Aummann’s measurable selection theorem [CVCV77, 111-§4-28-2)] (see [ABO6,
Corollary 18.27] for a more recent exposition).

Theorem B.9 (Aummann’s measurable selection theorem). Let (O, Xp) be a measurable space, (X, dx) be complete
and separable metric space. Let I be a multifunction from P to non-empty subsets of X, whose graph G belongs to
20 ® B(X). Then, there exists a (flo, B(X))-measurable mapping S such that S (o) € I'(0) for all o € O, where flo
denotes the intersection of all completions of Lo with respect to each finite measure on (O, Xp). Such mapping S is
called (3¢, B(X))-measurable selection.

Appendix B.3. Differentiable manifolds

This section briefly recalls the construction of differentiable manifolds modelled on Banach spaces (see [Lan12,
Chapter II] for a complete exposition on that matter).
Let us first recall a definition of atlases by paraphrasing [Lan12, Chapter IL,§1].

Definition B.10 (Atlases). Let r € N U {co}. An atlas of class C" on a set X is a family of pairs {(Uy, @4 )}eeca indexed
by a set A satisfying the following conditions:
(i) each U, is a subset of X and the U,’s cover X.
(ii) each g, is a bijection from U, onto an open subset ¢,(U,) of some Banach space B, and for all (e, @’) € A?
the set ¢, (U, N Uy ) is open in B,.

(iii) the mapping ¢, o <p;,1 @ (Ug NUy) = @o(Uy NU, ) is a C" isomorphism for each pair of indices (@, a’) € A%
Two atlases {(V3, ¥p)}gep and {(Uy, ©o)}aea on X indexed by some sets A and B are said to be compatible if each pair
(Vp, ¥p) is such that the mapping ¢, o %}' 2 Yp(Ua NVp) = po(Uy N Vp) is a C” isomorphism for all pair (U, ¢,) and
conversely. This relation defines an equivalence relation between atlases on X.

Remark B.11 (On topologies induced by atlases). Note that an atlas uniquely defines a topology in which the charts
{(Uq, ¢a)}aca are such that the U,’s are open sets and the ¢,’s are topological isomorphisms. This induced topology
is not required to be Hausdorft.

Using the equivalence relation of compatibility between atlases, Banach manifolds are then defined as follows:

Definition B.12 (Banach manifolds). Let r € NU{co}. A C" Banach manifold is a set X together with an equivalence
class of atlases of class C” (Definition B.10) on this set.
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