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TRANPORT ESTIMATES FOR RANDOM MEASURES IN DIMENSION ONE

MARTIN HUESMANN

AsstracT. We show that there is a sharp threshold in dimension onééotransport cost
between the Lebesgue measurand an invariant random measwef unit intensity to
be finite. We show that faany such random measure thé cost are infinite provided that
the first central momentg[|n — ([0, n))|] diverge. Furthermore, we establish simple and
sharp criteria, based on the variance:(D, n)], for the LP cost to be finite for < p < 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In [B] [4] it was shown that there is a unique optimal couplirgween the Lebesgue
measureld onR? and an invariant random measwrenR® of unit intensityprovidedthat
theasymptotic mean transportation cost

1.1) (o = liminf  inf %E[f (X —VYI) gu(dx dy)
n—eo geCpl(9,u) N RIx[0,n)d

is finite, whereCpl(19, 1) denotes the set of all couplings betwe¥randu andd : R, —

R, is a strictly increasing and diverging function. Moreowas,the optimal coupling i5

concentrated on the graph of a random rigp.e. § = (id, T).4%, a posteriori it can be

shown that

(1.2) Coo = s,si%:,, E[9(10- S(O))]-

In principle, these results give a blackbox constructiomltdcations and invariant cou-
plings suitable for applications, e.g. modelling of cedlustructure via Laguerre tessella-
tion [10] (and references therein) or the recent conswaatif unbiased shift$ [9]. How-
ever, both conditiond(1.1) and_(1..2) arefidult to verify, mainly, because optimal cou-
plings are highly non-local objects. For instance, cornside optimal semicoupling (cf.
Sectior2) between® and a Poisson point process Bp= [0, n)?. It is an open problem
to estimate the amount of mass that is transported fromdrdsdfB, into B, for fixedn
as well as aysmptotically astends toco.

The aim of this note is to give in dimension one sharp andakiéckable conditions
for the asymptotic mean transportation cost to be finite.e@ase of exposition, in this note
we focus orLP cost, i.e. we considefy(r) := rP for p > 0, and put

w(P) = Sigfj:ﬂ E[9(0 - SO0 = ¢ Sigfj:ﬂ E[IS(0)I"].

We denote by Vai) the variance of a random varialife We say that a random mea-

sureu satisfies a CLT if the sequen(:@z([o, n)) — E[u([0, n))])/ vVar(u([0, n))))n weakly
converges to a standard normal distribution. We say a randeasureu has a regular
variance iff (n) := Var(u([0, n))) satisfies

flan) _

. _an .
Mn =0 = Ngm =°
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Our first result states

Theorem 1.1. Fix 0 < p < 1 and letu be an invariant random measure of unit intensity.

i) If limsup, . vVar@([0,n))) - nP~1 = 0, thenc,,(q) < o forall 0 < g < p.
i) Assume thai has a regular variance and satisfies a CLTirtf sup,_,., +/Var(u([0, n)))-
nP~1 > 0, thenc,(p) = .

For the question of finiteness qf(p) or otherwise only the tail of, is relevant. There-
fore, co(p) = oo impliesc(p’) = oo for all p’ > p (see alsd [, Lemma 5.1]).

Remarkl.2 u has aregular variance, if for examglés convex (recalf (n) = Var(u([0, n))))
orif f is concave and there s> 0 such thaff P is convex. Indeed, assume tHas convex
and assume for contradiction that1lim inf % > ¢ > 0. Then, we have (denoting
by g the concave inverse function ¢f i.e.go f = f o g = Id, with f(0) = g(0) = 0) for
largenand some’ <c<1

an 2 g(c'f(m) = g(c’f(n) + (1 - ¢)0) = c'g(f(n)) = c'n,

which is a contradiction ta, € o(n). In the second case we can use the same argument by
consideringf = (fP)Y/P and using the monotonicity of — x/P.

Formally takingp = 1 in Theoren{_111 ii) indicates that,(1) might be infinite if
limsup,_. vVar(u([0,n))) = c. Unfortunately, the proof of Theorem 1.1 breaks down
atp = 1. However, following Liggett[11, Section 3] and combinitigs with [8, Proposi-
tion 4.5] we get

Theorem 1.3. Letu be an invariant random measure of unit intensityinfsup,_,., E[In—
#([0, M)I] = co, thence(1) = co.

Note that if satisfies a CLT in_! the expression in the last Theorem behaves like

lim sup,_,., v/Var(([0, n))).
Here are a few examples to which our results apply:

i) The Poisson point process has finite transport dbgi k 1/2. In particular, we
recover the second part of Theorem 3.10of [11].

ii) Invariant determinantal random point fields [13] yieldaéde and well studied
class of random measures to which our results apply. Manyerhtsatisfy a
central limit theoreni[14]. The behaviour of Va([0, n))) can be expressed nicely
viathe integral kernel[13, Lemma 6]. For instance the deieantal random point
field associated to the sine kernel

K(x.y) = sin(r(x —y))
n(X-Y)
satisfies Van(([0, n))) ~ log(n). Hence, the transport cost are finitep < 1
(see next point for the only if statement). This behaviouthef variance is not
prototypical for determinantal point processes; for eack @ < 1 there is a
determinantal point process with Va([0,n))) ~ n?, see the last paragraph of
Section 3in[[13].

iii) The Sineg point processes introduced in [17] appear as the limit oftihi& of
eigenvalues of-ensemblesSine; are translation invariant, satisfy a central limit
theorem[[6] and Var(([0, n))) ~ 1/Blog(n). From the large deviation resulil[3]
it is possible to deduce that the assumption of Thedrein 1satisfied. Hence,
the transport cost are finité ip < 1. Note thatSine; is the determinantal process
associated to the sine kernel.

A natural interpretation of the results is to thinkpf := sufp, c.(p) < oo} as a mea-
sure of regularity of the random measure. For example indBe of the sine kernel process
the repulsion of the particles causes a rigid behaviourateitein the logarithmic growth of
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the variance, and hence in the transport cost estimatedaBestimates in higher dimen-
sions could be very useful to detect possible phase transite.g. a phase transition in the
parametep for the equilibrium measures of the infinite dimensionategsof interacting
SDEs studied by Osada12] (in dimension one these measw@resmjectured to be - and
proven to be fop = 1,2, 4 - theSineg processes). Therefore we end the introduction with
the following open problem:

Open problem. Is it possible to establish similar results in higher dimiens e.g. re-
ducing the finiteness of transportation cost or otherwistheoquestion of aysmptotics of
moments?

2. PRELIMINARIES

We write ' = 1 and denote by, 7, P) a generic probability space on which our
random elements are defined. Given a rfSaand a measurewe denote the push-forward
of p by Sby S.p = p o S71. The set of alb-- finite measure on a spadewill be denoted
by M(X). For a Polish spack¥ we denote byB(X) its Borelo- algebra. FoX = X; x X;
we denote the projection oX by proj.

2.1. Random measures.Let 4 be a randona- finite measure oR, i.e. a measurable map
u:Q— M(R). We assume thét acts on 2, ¥) via ameasurable flow; : Q —» Q,t e R,
i.e. the mappingd,t) — 6w is F @ B(R) —F measurable withy = Id andé; o5 = 6, ¢ for
s,t € R. Arandom measurg onR is then callednvariant (sometimes alsequivarian)

if for A € B(R),t € R andw € Q it holds that

uw, A=1t) = p(w, A).

A random measurg onR x R will be called invariant if for allA, B € 8(R),t € R and
w € Qit holds that

(6w, A—t,B-1) = q(w, A, B).

For an invariant measugewe sometimes writé;u(w) = p(6iw).

The intensityof an invariant random measugeon R is defined a€[u([0, 1))]; x4 has
unit intensity ifE[u([0, 1))] = 1.

A measureP on (Q, ¥) is calledstationaryif it is invariant under the action of, i.e.
Pob =PforallteR.

Remark2.1 We can think ofw asw shifted by—t, see Example 2.1 in[8].

From now on we will always assume to be in the setting desdrib®ve.

So, letP be a stationary measure aadbe an invariant random measure. Bt B(R)
with 0 < A(B) < co. ThePalm measur@, of u (with respect t) is the measure o), 7)
defined by

1
Pu(A) = mEfBlA(Gtw) u(w, dt).

As this is independent 0B, we can deduce by a monotone class argumentetfieed
Campbell theorem

(2.1) E f f (G, t) pu(w, dt) = fg fR f(n. ) dsB,(dn)

for bounded and measuralfie Q x R — R. We refer to[[16, Chapter 8] and|[7] for more
details on Palm theory.

Last and Thorisson [8, Propostion 4.5] show the followingiagkable result which is
crucial for the proof of Theorefn1.3.
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Theorem 2.2. Consider two invariant random measuesndnp andlet T: QxR — R
be measurable and satisfy

T(Ow,s-1) =T(w,9) -t SteR, we.
ThenP-a.s. T.& =niffforall Ae 7
Pe(brow € A) = Py(A).
Any mapT as in the theorem will be callegllocation ruleor invariant transport map.

Example2.3. If P is stationary, the constant invariant random measuras Palm measure
P, = P. In particular, given an invariant random measureith unit intensity and an
invariant transport map from to 4 which is measurably dependent only on thalgebra
generated by Theoreni 2P yields shift-coupling seel[1] and[15], betwedhandP,, i.e.
forall A € it holds thatP[6ryw € A] = P,[A]. By considering the image meastirey*
we can assume w.l.0.g. th&(F) is the canonical probability spacsA(R), B(M(R)) and
u the identity map. Then, TheordmP.2 can be read as a shiftliogtbetween: andP,,:

Plérou € -] = P[]

2.2. Optimal transport between random measures.A semicouplindetween two mea-
suresy andp onR is a measurg onR x R such that (prq).q < v and (proj).q = 7. It
is calledcouplingif additionally (proj).q = v. A semicoupling between and a random
measure: is a random measucg: Q — M(R x R) such that for allu € Q the measurg,,
is a semicoupling betweehandy,,. It is called coupling if additionally,, is a coupling
betweem andy, for all w € Q. We denote the set of all couplings (resp. semicouplings)
betweem andu by Cpl(4, u) (resp.SCpl(2, w)).

Considering theost-function g(x,y) = [x - Y|P for 0 < p < 1 we will be interested in
the cost functional

= _ P
Wo(v,m) qeslcrg(v’n)Eflx yIP q(dx dy).

By standard results in optimal transport, e[g] [18, SecTidh, W, constitutes a metric as
soon a®[v(R) = n(R) < o] = 1.

Letu be an invariant random measure with unit intensity. ¢rarSCpl(4, u) we set

1
€(g) = sup= Ix - yiPq(dx, dy).

n=1 N Jrx[o.n)
By [4l, Corollary 6.5], we have

s

=lim inf} inf f Ix — yiPg(dx, dy)
Rx[O,n)

n—eo N qeSCpl(A.u)

= inf liminf }f X = yIPg(dx, dy) =: ce.
Rx[O,n)

qeSCpl(dp) N—ee N

We sometimes write,,(p) to stress the dependencejan

Definition 2.4. Letu be an invariant random measure with unit intensity. A (semipling
g between andy is called

e asymptotically optimaif €(q) = ¢w.

e optimalif it is asymptotically optimal and invariant.

The main results of]%,]4] show that there is a unique optirapting between andu
providedthatc,, < co. In particular, eventhough there are arbitrarily many asiytigally
optimal couplings there is a unique invariant one. Moreptlez optimal couplingy’is
concentrated on an invariant transport nigp.e. § = (Id, T).4, which is measurably only
dependent on the-algebra generated by the random meagure
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3. Proor oF THEOREM[T.]

3.1. Proof of Theorem[1.] i). The strategy is to construct a coupling betweaeand u
which is not optimal but whose cost can be controlled nicély.this end, we sez,, :=
([0, 2") and put

& 1= 27"Wp(Tj0,z,)4, Lo.2nu).
By invariance oft andy this equalss (cn + ¢,) with Z;, = u([2", 2™1)) = Zy.1 — Z, and
?n = 2_an(]l[2ny2n+zr/1)/l, ]l[znyzml),u).

By the triangle inquality foitV, we have

— - — 1 5
tne1 = @ = tnes = 5 (e + )
=2~(mD) (WD(JL[O,ZM)A, Lo 21yt) = Wp(LpozpyAd, Lio.mit) = Wp(Lpan sz A, ]1[2n,2n+1)y))
< 2_(n+1)Wp(]l[o,zn+l)/l, ]l[o’zn)/l + l[zn’zn_,_z'[l)/l).
The last expression can be estimated as followsr AsrP is concave (recall & p < 1)
the optimal coupling does not transport the common masscéjém case that, < 2" we
have to transport mass of amoufit2Z, at most distance™2- Z, + Z/.. In case thak, > 2"
we have to transport mass of amodpt- 2" at most distancé&, — 2" + Z;,. Therefore, we
can estimate using Holder’s inequality
Wo(L.z,1)4 Toz)A + Lpn 2047)4)
<E[1Zn - 2"(1Zn - 2" + Z})P]
<E[1Zo - 2P + 124 - 27(Z5)")
< Var(Zo) P2 + Var(Z,) " 2E[(Z7)*°) 2
< Var(Z,) P2 + Var(z,)2(Var(Z,) + E[Z,]?)"'
< Var(Z,)P/2 4 Var(z,) P2 4 Var(z,)Y/?2",

where we used the identity Vat{ = E[Z?] — E[Z]? in the second to last step and the
inequality k + y)P < xP + yP in the second as well as in the last step. Therefore, we get

— — 1
thit — tn < 27" Var(Z,) P2 4 > Var(z,)Y/22ne-b,
which readily implies
Lemma 3.1. If 3.1 27" Var(Z,) P72 + 1 Var(Z,)22"P~1) < co thence(p) < co.

Proof. Put

= inf 2”~E[f IX=VyIP g, (dx dy)|.
Rx[0,2")

qesCpl(.u)
Then, we have, < ¢, and hence,, = liminf,_. ¢y < liminf,_. ¢y =: ¢o. Therefore, it is
sufficient to show that,, < . However, this follows from
- 1
liminf ¢, <oy + Z 27 %Var(z)™P/2 4 5 Var(z,)Y/22<P-1)
k>N

which is finite by assumption. O

Proof of Theoreri 111 i)Assume that lim sup, ., +/Var(u([0,n))) - "1 = 0. We have to
verify the condition of Lemm&a=3l1. By our assumption ther&li€ N such that for all
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n> N we have VaiZ,) = Var(u([0, 2")) < 22"-P) Hence, for 0< q < p we have

Z 27 % Var(z,)+9/2 & % Var(z,)Y/22<a-1
k>N

< Y papee Loa-n-kp-1)
k>N 2

= 3 Ha-nea-D %zk(qu) < o,
k>N

because (+ p)(1+0q) < (1-p)(1+ p) =1- p? < 1andq < p. Hence.(q) < . O

Remark3.2 Note that we just showed that an equivalent condition in Lexi3ad would

be that¥.; 3 Var(z)¥22<P- < co. It is also not hard to see that the convergence of
ke 3 Var(Z) 22K is strictly stronger than the convergencesif y 27 Var(z,)++9/2

in the sense that the convergence of the second sum doespigtira convergence of the
first.

3.2. Proof of Theorem[1.] ii). Denote byq, the optimal semicoupling betweenand
Tionmu. By Proposition 4.2 in[[4], there is a transport mBpand a density, such that
On = (id, Tn)«(ond). Putly = inf{x : pn(X) > 0} andr, := sugx : pn(X) > O} If I, < O
(resp.n < ry) it follows by optimality thato, = 1 on [I,, 0] (resp. h,rq]). In that case, we
put

an :=Tn(ln/2), (resp.by:=Th(n+ %(rn -ny).
If I, > 0 (resp.r, < n) we puta, = 0 (resp.b, = n).
We claim that there exists a sequence of evefuth(s.t.
a) liminf,.. P[As] > C> 0.

b) onA, either|l,| > 2/Var(u([0, n)) or |r, — n| > 2/Var(u([0, n))
c) onA,there exists  « > 0 such that for larga eithera, > knorc, := n—b, > «n,
i.e. liminfp_.(ay + Cn)/n = .
As a consequence of concavity of— rP we haveTy(X) > Tp(y) foralll, < x <y <0
(resp.Tn(X) < Ta(y) foralln <y < x < rp), e.g9. se€l]2]. Hence, assuming a),b) and c), we
can argue

\%

Coo
n—oo

Iim)iogf %Kpnp v/ Var(u([0, n))P[An]
lim inf kPP~ \WVar(u([0, n)) - ¢ = oo,

by assumption. Hence, it remains to establish the claim.
We putY,, := ([0, n)) and set

An = {Yh = n+4+Var(Yy)}.

By the CLT, it follows that liminf,.., P[A;] > € > 0 so that a) holds. OA,, we have to
transport mass of amount at leas{Mar(Y,) into the interval [On]. Hence, eithefl,| >
2+Var(Yy,) or |r, — n| > 2+/Var(Y,) so that b) holds also. It remains to show c). We will
show that or, it is not possible that bottag)y € o(k) and i)k € o(K). PutY,, = u([0, an))
andY( = u([by,n)). Then, we have

P[An, (@) € 0(K), (G)k € o(K)]
< P[Ya, + Y¢, = a@n + Gy + 2/ Var(Yn), (ax)k € o(K), (Ci)k € o(K)],

A |
liminf —E{]lAnf X = Tn(x)|PA(dX)
[ln,lfn]U[nJr%,rn]

\%

\%
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since onA, there is no transport from outside AF(I), Tn(rn)) into (Tn(ln), Ta(rn)), by
concavity of the cost function, and at most half of the Lelesgass that is transported
from outside of [Qn] (the total excess is at leastyVar(u([0, n))) is transported into
(Bn, T(I)] U[T(rn), bn) (Whered,, = a, if a, > 0 anddy, = T(l,,) otherwise and similarly for
bn). Hence,

P[An. (a)k € 0(K), (G € o(K)]
< P[Ya, 2 an + yVar(Yn), (@) € o(K)] + P[Y{ > cn + vVar(Yn), (G € o(K)]

We consider these two terms seperately and start with theffies We puPj := (an).(1(a)ecomP)
and sef, := supx : x € supp?)} € o(n). Then, we have

P[Ya, = an + yVar(Yn), (&) € o(K)]

< \/a%m)E[(Ya" — an)2. (2 € o(K)]
1 a
= Var(Yy) f varti) Fa(d

_ Var(a,) _ f(a)
T Var(Yn)  f(n)’
which goes to zero by the assumption thdtas a regular variance.
The termP[Y. > ¢, + VVar(Yy), (ck)k € o(K)] can be treated analogously. Hence,

P[An, (a)x € 0(K), (G € o(K)] — O.

By making the seté\, slightly smaller yielding set#, we can therefore assume that for
largen, sayn > N, on A}, either @)k € O(K) or (c)k € O(K) (sinceay, ¢, < n), property b)
holds and liminfP[A]] > €/2 = ¢’. This means that for any € A, there is«’(w) > 0 such
that for largen we have eithea,(w) > «’(w)n or cy(w) = «’(w)n. In particular{x’ > 0} 2

A, foralln > N. Takex > 0 such thaP[«’ < ] < &/2 and set, := A, N {«’ > «}. Then
(An)n=N satisfy the required properties a),b) and c).

4. ProoF oF THEOREM[L.3

As indicated in the introduction the proof follows from theasoning as in Section 3 of
[11] together with Proposition 4.5 of[8]. L&t be some stationary measure @nX be
some real valued random variable d@id= 6xP, i.e.P andP’ areshift-coupledoy X (cf.
[1,[16]). Then we have foranf: Q — [-1,1]

1 )
. fo f(w)(6-s).P(dw) — (6_s).P (dw))d%

1

t
= |7 fo E[f(a_sw)—f(G—swuxw)]d%

- 2| [ 10010009 - 100xa(9)e

< %E [le]l[o,t](S) - ]l[X,Xth](S)ldS]

= %E[le At).

Hence, we have derived tlsaift-coupling inequality

1 )
: fo ((6-2).B) - (6-o).F )d{

where|| - || denotes the total variation distance.

2
< YE[IXI At
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By Theorenl 2.R, any invariant transport mBgpalancingt andy, i.e. transporting to
1, induces a shift-coupling df with its Palm-measurg,. By (I.2), cx = infr 1,42, E[ITI]
and, by the results of 4], the infimum is attained by a uniqag which is measurably
dependent only on the- algebra generated hy Hence X := T(0) shift-couple andP,
and, by [1.R), we need to show tHEtX|] = co.

By stationarity ofP we have% fot(a_s)*Pds = P and by the refined Campbell theorem
(Z0) it follows that for any bounded and non-negative fiorcf : Q@ —» R andg(w, ) :=
1o,q(9) f(A-sw) we have

fg fo () (0.9, Pu(de)ds = fQ fo £ (0.w) Bu(da)ds
:\Etgg@LQwawMSzyff@w%qqﬂ)wa)

Hence, we havqot (6-5):P,(dw)ds = ([0, t])P(dw). Putting everything together, we get
(recall||fdv — gdvl| = [|f — gldv)

1 _ (0. 1)
1 [@ap-@.05aq -5 2000

By assumption, we have lim sup, E [|t — 1, ([0, t])|] = co. This implies

2
< f15,1[|X| A

E[IX|] > lim supE[|X| A t] > lim sup%E [It = po ([0, t])]] = oo,
t—ooo t—oo

which proves the result.

Remarld.1 Following the argumentationif[l1, Section 3] we can rective assertion of
Theoreni L1 ii) in the setting of Theorém1l.3 assuming aatutiily thatE,,[|t -« ([0, t))I] ~

v/ Var(u([0, t))) for larget. Indeed, we have witl; = u([0, 1))
2 1 1
YEH“X' A t] > YEﬂ[lt — Ztl] ~ Y vVar(Zt).
By assumption, we have limsup, VVar(Z)t*1 > C > 0. Therefore, we have fdrlarge

enough
YVar(z,) > C't¥ P,
This implies
, IX| At
0<C <B| = | <EIX,

since‘%t < IX|P. AssumingE[|X|P] < oo implies by the dominated convergence theorem

that
IX| At

0<C <E|——
tl-p

— 0 ast— oo,

which is a contradiction.
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