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MAP-COMPATIBLE DECOMPOSITION OF TRANSPORT PATHS.

QINGLAN XIA, HAOTIAN SUN

ABSTRACT. In the Monge-Kantorovich transport problem, the transport cost is expressed in terms of trans-
port maps or transport plans, which play crucial roles there. A variant of the Monge-Kantorovich problem
is the ramified (branching) transport problem that models branching transport systems via transport paths.
In this article, we showed that any cycle-free transport path between two atomic measures can be decom-
posed into the sum of a map-compatible path and a plan-compatible path. Moreover, we showed that each
stair-shaped transport path can be decomposed into the difference of two map-compatible transport paths.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this article is to provide a map-compatible decomposition of transport paths. In the well-known
Monge-Kantorovich transport problem (see [10} [I, [8] and references therein), the transport cost is expressed
in terms of transport maps or transport plans. The existence of optimal transport maps, especially the
Brenier map in the case of quadratic cost, leads to numerous applications of optimal transportation theory
in PDEs, Probability theory, Machine learning, etc. A variant of the Monge-Kantorovich transport problem
is ramified (also called branched) optimal transportation (see [11 2 [13] and references therein). Through
the lens of economy of scales, ramified optimal transportation aims at studying the branching structures that
appeared in many living or non-living transport systems. In contrast to the classical Monge-Kantorovich
transport problems, where the transport cost relies on transport maps and plans, the transport cost in the
ramified transport problem is assessed across the entire branching transport system, referred to as transport
paths.

Since transport maps/plans only utilize information from the initial/target measures, knowing only trans-
port maps/plans is insufficient for describing the transport cost that appears in ramified optimal transporta-
tion problem. In general, two transport paths (e.g. a “Y-shaped” and a “V-shaped” path) may have different
transportation costs while sharing the same transport map/plan. Nevertheless, motivated by the significance
of transport maps in the context of the Monge-Kantorovich problem, when a transport path is given, one
may wonder if there exists a hidden transport map or plan that is compatible with this specific transport
path. This compatible transport map/plan tells one how the initial measure is distributed to the target
measure via the given transport path. For simplicity, this article only considers the case of atomic measures,
deferring the exploration of other scenarios for future endeavors. We want to provide a decomposition of
transport paths such that each component in the decomposition is compatible with some transport map or
transport plan.

Roughly speaking, our main results are :

e Theorem 4.8 Every cycle-freeﬂ transport path 7" can be decomposed as a sum of subcurrents
T =1Ty+ Ty + -+ Ty such that each T1,T5,--- ,Tn has a single target and 7T has at most (1;)
sourced.

e Theorem Every cycle-free transport path 7" can be decomposed as a sum of subcurrents
T =T, + T such that T, is compatible with some transport map ¢ and T is compatible with some
transport plan .

e Theorem Every stair-shaped transport path 7' can be decomposed as a sum of subcurrents
T =Ty 4+ T5 such that both T7; and —75 are compatible with some transport maps.
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N transport path T is called cycle-free if there are no nonzero cycles on T. See Definition
2Here7 N is the number of targets in the target measure u™.
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This article is organized as follows: We first recall in §2 some related concepts in geometric measure the-
ory, the classical Monge-Kantorovich transport problem, and the ramified optimal transport problem. In
particular, the good decomposition (i.e., Smirnov decomposition) of acyclic normal 1-currents.

In general, the family of atoms (i.e., supporting curves) of a good decomposition is not necessarily linearly
independent. This fact brings a non-unique representation of vanishing currents and causes a technical
obstacle for the proof of Theorem To overcome this, we generalize the notion of “good decomposition”
to “better decomposition” (Definition B]) of transport paths in §3. A better decomposition 1 of a transport
path T prohibits combinations of any four supporting curves of 7 to form a non-trivial cycle on the support of
T. We showed in Theorem [3.3] that any good decomposition of a transport path has a better decomposition
that is absolutely continuous with respect to the original good decomposition.

In §4, we introduce the concept of cycle-free transport paths, which are transport paths with no non-trivial
cycles o them. Then, we use the “better decomposition” achieved in Theorem 3.3 to give a decomposition
of cycle-free transport paths, described in Theorem

In 85, we consider the concept of “compatibility” between transport paths and transport plans/maps.
This concept was first introduced in [I1l Definition 7.1] for cycle-free transport paths to describe whether
a given transport plan is practically possible for transportation along the given transport path. We first
generalize this concept, in a more general setting, to the compatibility between transport paths and transport
plans/maps. Then, using Theorem .8 we decompose a cycle-free transport path into the sum of a map-
compatible path and a plan-compatible path, which gives Theorem

In §6, we proceed to study stair-shaped transport paths. We first show in Theorem [6.4] that each matrixl
with non-negative entries can be transformed into a stair-shaped matrix, and in Algorithm [6.5] we provide
an algorithm for calculating the stair-shaped matrix. A transport path is called stair-shaped if it has a good
decomposition that is represented by a stair-shaped matrix. A stair-shaped transport path is not necessarily
cycle-free, but it still has a better decomposition. Our main result for the section is Theorem [6.8] which says
that any stair-shaped transport path can be decomposed into the difference of two map-compatible transport
paths. Note that some cycle-free transport paths are also stair-shaped. They can be decomposed not only as
the sum of a map-compatible path and a plan-compatible path by Theorem 5.5l but also as the sum of two
map-compatible transport paths by Theorem We further investigate some sufficient conditions under
which cycle-free transport paths are stair-shaped. An illustrating example is provided at the end.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic concepts in geometric measure theory.

We first recall some related terminologies from geometric measure theory [7, [5]. Suppose U is an open
set in R™ and k < m, the set of all C*° k-forms with compact support in U is denoted by D*(U). The dual
space of DF(U), Dy (U), is called the space of k-currents. The mass of T' € Dy (U) is defined by

M(T) = sup{T(w) : |jw| < 1,w € D*{U)}.
The boundary of a current T' € Dy (U), 0T € Dy_1(U) is defined by
T (w) = T(dw) for w € D*H(U).
A set M C R™ is said to be countably k-rectifiable if

McMyu | |JE®RY |,

j=1
where H¥(Mp) = 0 under the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure H*, and F; : R¥ — R™ are Lipschitz
functions for j = 1,2,--- . For any T € Dy (U), we say that T is a rectifiable k-current if for each w € D*(U),

T(w) = /M (w(), € (2))B(x) dH" (),

3The concept cycle-free is different to the concept “acyclic” defined using subcurrents. As in Definition ] a current S is
“on” another current 7" does not mean that S is a subcurrent of . When S is on T', unlike being a subcurrent, it is possible
that S has a reverse orientation with 7" on their intersections.

4The size of this matrix may be countably infinite.



where M is an H*-measurable countably k-rectifiable subset of U, 6(z) is a locally H*-integrable positive
function, and & : M — Ak(R™) is a H*-measurable function such that for H*-a.e. # € M, £(z) = 1 A. .. AT,
where 7y ...7; is an orthonormal basis for the approximate tangent space T, M. We will denote T by
7(M,0,£). When T is a rectifiable k-current, its mass

M(T) = / O(z) dH* (x).
M
A current T' € Dy (U) is said to be normal if M(T)+M(9T) < oo. In [6], Paolini and Stepanov introduced
the concept of subcurrents: For any T, .S € Dy (U), S is called a subcurrent of T if
M(T — S) +M(S) = M(T).

A normal current T' € Dy (R™) is acyclic if there is no non-trivial subcurrent S of T' such that 95 = 0.

In [9], Smirnov showed that every acyclic normal 1-current can be written as the weighted average of
simple Lipschitz curves in the following sense. Let T" be the space of 1-Lipschitz curves v : [0,00) — R™,
which are eventually constant. For v € I', we denote

to(7y) := sup{t : v is constant on [0,t]}, too(7y) := inf{t : v is constant on [t,c0)},

and po(y) := 7(0), peo(y) = Y(00) = limyoo¥(t). A curve v € T is simple if v(s) # () for every
to(7) < s <t < too(y). For each simple curve v € T, we may associate it with the following rectifiable
1-current,

(2.1) Iy=z <Im(7), % 1> ,

where I'm(v) denotes the image of v in R™.

Definition 2.1. Let 7" be a normal 1-current in R™ and let ) be a finite positive measure on I' such that
(2.2) T= / Ly dn(y)
r

in the sense that for every smooth compactly supported 1-form w € D'(R™), it holds that

(2.3) 7@) = [ 1))

We say that 7 is a good decomposition of T (see [3], [4], [9]) if 7 is supported on non-constant, simple curves
and satisﬁes the following equalitieS'

(a) fp = H ¥))dn();
(b) =M 31 dn )—277(F)

Moreover, if 7 is a good decomposition of T, the following statements hold [3| Proposition 3.6] :

(2.4) / S0y dn(y / 0(o00) ANy
o If T'=1(M,0,¢) is rectifiable, then

(2.5) O(z) =n({y el :z €Im(v)})

for H'-a.e. x € M.
e For every 71 < 7, the representation

T:/Flvdﬁﬁ)

is a good decomposition of T. Moreover, if T = 7 (M, 0,§) is rectifiable, then T can be written as
T = (M, 0,¢) with

(2.6) 6(x) < min{6(x),7(I)}
for H'-a.e. z € M.



In the following contexts, we adopt the notations: for any points x,y € R™ and subset A C R™, denote

(2.7) I,={yeTl:zelm(y)},
(2.8) Loy ={7v€T:po(7) =2, p(v) =9},
(2.9) Pay={v€T:po(7) € 4 ps(7) =y}

2.2. Basic concepts in optimal transportation theory.

We now recall some basic concepts in optimal transportation theory that are related to this article.
Suppose X is a convex compact subset of R™, the source 1~ and the target u™ are two measures supported
on X of equal mass.

e Amap ¢ : X — X is called a transport map from p~ to ™ if the push-forward measure puu~ = p't.

Let Map(u~, ") be the set of all transport maps from =~ to u™.

e A Borel measure 7 on X x X is called a transport plan from p~ to p® if (p1)gm = p~ and
(p2)gm = T, where p1, py are respectively the first and the second orthogonal projection maps from
X x X to X. Let Plan(p~, ut) be the set of all transport plans from p~ to ut.

e A rectifiable 1-current T is called a transport path from g~ to u™ if its boundary 0T = pu+ — pu~.
Let Path(pu~,p™) be the set of all transport paths from p~ to u™.

Let C(x,y) be a non-negative Borel function, called the cost function, on X x X. For any transport map
@ € Map(pu=, ut), the transport C—cost of ¢ is

Iele) = [ Clop(@)du” @)
Similarly, for any transport plan 7 € Plan(u~, u™"), the transport C'—cost of 7 is

Jo () ::/X XC’(x,y)dﬂ'(:zr,y).

For any transport path T'= 7(M,0,§) € Path(p=, 1), and any 0 < a < 1, the transport M-cost of T' is

M, (T) := /M O(x)> dH".

The corresponding optimal transport problems are:

e Monge: Minimize I¢(p) among all transport maps ¢ € Map(u™, u*);
e Kantorovich: Minimize Jo(7) among all transport maps m € Plan(u™, u*);
e Ramified/Branched: Minimize M, (T") among all transport paths 7' € Path(u~, u™).

For theoretic results such as existence/regularity and their applications, we refer to [10, [ [8] for Monge-
Kantorovich transport theory and [111 2| [[3] for ramified /branched transportation.
In this article, we mainly focus on transportation between atomic measures. Let

M N M N
(2.10) noo= ngéxi and pt = ijéyj with Zm; = ij < 00
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

be two finite atomic measures on X of equal mass with M, N € NU {oo}. In this case, the above concepts
have simplified forms:

e A transport map ¢ € Map(p~, ™) corresponds to a map ¢ : {1,2,--- , M} — {1,2,--- N} such
that for each j =1,2,---, N,
m; = Z m.

i€~ ({7}

The corresponding transport cost is



e A transport plan 7 € Map(p~, ") corresponds to an M x N matrix m = [m;;] such that for each
1,7, it holds that
Zﬂij =my and Zﬂ'i]‘ = m;
i J

The corresponding transport cost is

M N
Jc(ﬂ) = chijﬂij
i=1 j=1

where ¢;; = C(x;,y;).
e A transport path T' € Path(p~, u™) corresponds to a weighted directed graph T consisting of a vertex
set V, a directed edge set E and a weight function w : E — (0, +00) such that {x1,x9,..., 25} U

{y1,92,...,yn} C V and for any vertex v € V| there is a balance equation:
m; ifv=ux;forsomei=1,..., M
Z w(e) = Z w(e) + —n; fv=y;forsomej=1,...,N
e€E,e~=v e€E,et=v 0 OthGI‘WiSG,

where ¢~ and et denote the starting and ending point of the edge e € E. The corresponding
transport M-cost of T is

M, (T) = Z w(e)*length(e)
ecE

where the length length(e) of the edge e equals to H!(e).

3. BETTER DECOMPOSITION OF ACYCLIC TRANSPORT PATHS

Let = and pT be two atomic measures as given in (2.I0Q), T be an acyclic transport path from = to
T, and let i be a good decomposition (i.e., Smirnov decomposition) of T. Observe that as shown in the
following example, with respect to the good decomposition 7, it is possible that the family

{L, : n({~v}) > 0}

is linearly dependent.

Example 3.1. Let T be a transport path from pu~ = 465, + 265, to pt = 38y, + 30,,, as shown in the

following figure
T n
4 3
T =
) <
2 3
T2 Y2

For each (i, j), let vz, 4, be the corresponding curve from x; to y; on T':
X1 Y1 X1 Y1
Y2 T2 T2 Y2
Y1,y Vz1,y2 REPRT Vaz,y2

Then

n= 26 + 25Vm11y2 + 5Vm2,y1 + 5Vm2,y2

Ya1,y1

is a good decomposition of T'. But

Voiy1 Ilewyz - Iszwyl + Iszvyz

1s the zero 1-current.



The linear dependence of the family {I, : n({~v}) > 0} brings a non-unique representation of vanishing
currents and causes an obstacle later for the proof of Theorem To overcome this, we introduce the
concept of “better decomposition” of T as follows.

For each i = 1,2,--- ,M, j = 1,2,--- N, as given in (2.8), let I';, ,, denote all 1-Lipschitz curves in T’
from x; to y;. Also, for any finite positive measure 7 on I', denote

Sij(n) = {ﬁ Jr, , Tydn, i n(Ta,y,) >0

Ti,Yj

(3.1)
0, if (T4, y,) = 0.

Definition 3.1. Let T be a transport path from p~ to u™ where p~ and p* are given in ([ZI0). Suppose n
is a good decomposition of T'. We say that 7 is a better decomposition of T' if for any pairs 1 < i3 <ias < M
and1§j1<j2§]\],

Sivgr (1) = Sy 2 (M) = Sia gy (M) + Siy 5o (n) = 0
implies that
Ty ) =1Ces ) = 10, ) = 1(Tay, y,,) = 0.
Example 3.2. In Example[3 1],

n= 25%1@1 + 25%11 + 5%2wy1 + 57@2@2

Y2

is a good but not better decomposition of T. Indeed,

5171(77) - 51,2(77) - 5271(77) + 52;2(77) = I’Yw11y1 - I’lewyz - I'szwm + I'szwyz =0,
but
n(FIhM) = 2777(leyy2) = 2777(Fm2,y1) =1, and n(rrz,w) =1

To realize T using n, all four transportation need to be used.
On the other hand,

ﬁ = 35%1@1 + 57@1@2 +20

is a better decomposition of T'. In this case,

S1.1(7) = S1,2(7) = S2,1(7) + S22(7) = Ly, ,, — Iy, oy T 1ysyy, 70

Yo,y

despite that
ﬁ(rwl,yl) = 3777(1—‘11,1/2) = 1777(1—‘12,1/1) = Oaﬁ(l—‘wz,yz) =2

Using this new decomposition, to realize the same T', one only needs to arrange three transportation.

Definition 3.2. For any two finite measures 7 and 7 on T', we say 7 << n if for each pair (i, j),

(32) / I»Ydf] = Q4,5 / I»YdT]
r r

Ti,Yj Ti,Yj
for some a; ; > 0.

Our main result for this section is the following theorem:

Theorem 3.3. Let T be a transport path from p~ to pu™ where p= and pt are given in (210). For any
good decomposition n of T, there exists a better decomposition 1. of T such that N << 1.

We first give an equivalent definition of 7; << 7 as follows.
Lemma 3.4. For any two finite measures 1 and 71 on I, 7 << n if and only if they satisfy the condition
(3.3) if (T, .y;) > 0 for some (i, ), then n(L'sz, ;) >0 and S; (1) = Si;(n).

Remark 3.5. By Lemma B4 it follows that 7(T'y, ,,) = 0 whenever n(I'y,,,) = 0. We use the notation
7 << 7 to mimic the absolute continuity notation < of measures.
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Proof. Suppose 7] << 1. By taking the boundary operator on both sides of ([3.2]), it follows that

/ ww—ﬁMMﬁ:wJ/ (6, — 6,.)dn.
T I

- -
That is,

ﬁ(r$17y1)(6y] - 6%) = aiJTI(]‘—‘wi;yj)((Syj - 511)7
which implies that 7(I';, ;) = ai 7L, ;). Thus, 7(I'y, ;) > 0 implies a;; > 0 and n(I'y, ;) > 0. Moreover,

1 1
S () = —— ILdi=————-a;; I,dn=2S;:(n).
J(W) W(in,yj)/r v a1 Gi,jﬁ(rmi,yj) a J/F ~yan ,3(77)

TirYj TiYj

On the other hand, suppose (B.3) holds. If 7(T'z, ;) = 0, then a;; = 0 will give B.2). If (', ,,;) > 0,
then B.3) implies 7(T'y,,y,) > 0 and S; () = S; ;(n). By setting

ﬁ(rwi,yj)
n(rwi,yj) ’

i j =
equation ([B.) gives that

/F Lydiy = 7Ty ;)8 () = (@i jn(Ca,y;))Si5(n) = am‘/r Ldn.

TisYj TiYj
|
Note that, by using the sign function
1, ifx>0
(3.4) sgn(z) =< 0, ifz=0
-1, ifxz<0,
equation ([B1) gives
. _ 5yj - 596“ if n(rmiyy]‘) > 0’ _
(3.5) a%w—{a ) 2y = om0y, — 82
For any pairs 1 <4y <is < M and 1 < j; < jo < N, define
(3.6) Cl(iv, 1), (2, g2),m] == Siy gy (1) = Sy g () = Sig gy () + Sy o (0)-

Direct calculation gives
aC[(ilujl)a (i2uj2)u 77] = (Sgn(n(l—‘mil 7yj2) - Sgn(n(rmil,yh )) 6@-1 + (Sgn(n(rmiwyh) - Sgn(n(l—‘miz,yjz )) 5112
+ (Sgn(n(l“ml,yh) - Sgn(n(rwiQ,yh )) 6yh + (Sgn(n(]‘—‘wiz,ng) - Sgn(n(l—‘wil 7yj2)) 5yj2-
Hence, it follows that dC|(i1, j1), (i, j2),n] = 0 if and only if
(3.7) Sgn(n(rwil,yh)) = Sgn(n(rwil,yjz)) = Sgn(n(l—‘wiz,yh)) = Sgn(n(]‘—‘wigxng)) =6
where ¢ = 0 or 1. We denote this common value, ¢, by s[(i1, 1), (42, j2),7]-

Definition 3.6. For any finite positive measure 7 on I', define
Ay (i%,5%) = {00, 7) : " <i < M,j* <j <N, C[(", %), (i, 5),m] = 0 and s[(i", j*), (4, 5),n] = 1}.
Using this definition, saying a good decomposition i of T is a better decomposition of 1" is equivalent to
A, (i, ) = 0 for all pairs (4, j).
We now consider the graded lexicographical order on N2, namely
(a,b) < (¢,d)ifa+b<c+dora=cbutb<d.

Under this order, N? is listed in the order of
(38) {(’an‘]n)}?zozl = {(17 1)5 (17 2)5 (27 1)5 (17 3)5 L) ('Ln,jn), (in+1’jn+1)’ . }

Lemma 3.7. For any good decomposition n of T, there exists a good decomposition 7 of T such that 1 << n
and Az(1,1) = 0.
7



Proof. When n(T'y, 4,) = 0, by &), the condition C[(1,1), (i,5),n] = 0 implies s[(1,1), (¢,7),n] = 0, and
hence A, (1,1) = (. Setting 7 := 7 gives us the desired results.

When 1(I'z, 4, ) # 0, we inductively define a sequence of good decomposition {7, } of T with 7,,(T's, 4,) > 0,
and whose limit is our desired measure 7. Set 71 = 7.

If A,,(1,1) = 0 for some n > 1, set 1, = 1, for all m > n and set 7 = 7, as well.

If A,, (1,1) is non-empty for all n > 1, we construct 7 from {n,} via the following steps.

Step 1: Construct a sequence of good decomposition {7n,} of T.

For each n > 1, assume that 7, is a good decomposition of T with 1, (I's, 4, ) > 0. Let (in,j,) be the
minimum element in A, (1,1) which is a subset of N* with the graded lexicographical order. Define

Mn Lle,yl In Lle,yjn MIn Linn,yl M |1

Nn+1 = Mn + min{ﬁn(rw Win )7 Tn (]‘—‘winm )} - - + e .
vy ot Tn (le,yl) Tn (mey]‘n ) Tin (inn ,yl) Tn (inn Yin )

Here, the denominators in the above equation are positive because s[(1, 1), (in, jn), Mn] = 1. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that

0< Wn(le,yjn) < nn(inn,yl)-

Under this construction, we have for each 4, 7,

(3.9) Mntlr,, = (04 Anig)inlr,, ,,

for some real number A, ; ; > —1. In particular, it follows that

(3'10) n41 (le,m) > 7771(1—‘11,1/1) > 0, nn(rwl,yg‘n) > 77n+1(1—‘w1,yjn) =0,
(3'11) nn(l—‘mm,m) > 77n+1(rwin,y1) >0, 7771+1(I‘$in;yjn) > nn(l—‘wimym) >0,
and

(3.12) i1 (Taiy;) = Ma(Te,,y,;) for all other 4, 5.

Since 7, is a good decomposition of T', we have
T = / L, M(T) = / M(L,)d,(7) and M(OT) = / M(OL, )i ().
r r r

In particular, M(T') = [, M(Z,)dn,(v) implies that
M(S1,1(1n) + Sin g (1)) = M(S1,1(nn)) + M(S;, 5, (7)),
and
M(S1,j, (1) + Si,,,1(Mn)) = M(S1j, (1)) + M(Si,, 1(1))-
By assumption,
Cl(1,1), (ins Jn)s mn] = S1,1 (M) — S1,4, (7n) — Sin 1 (M) + S,y g (10) = 0,
i'e'7 Sl,l(n’ﬂ) + Sin;jn (nn) = Sl;jn (nn) + Sinxl(nn)' Thus7

M(S1,1(nn)) +M(Si, j, (7)) = M(S1.1(nn) + Si,, j, (70))
= M(S1,5, (M) + Si, ,1(0n)) = M(S1,5, (7n)) + M(S;,,,1 (7))

Now, by the construction of 7,1,
/I’ydnmrl - / I’ydnn = min{nn(rxlyy]‘n)vnn(rxin,yl)} ’ O[(l, l)a (invjn)vnn] =0,
r r
and

/M(Iw)dnnﬂ(v)—/M(Iw)dnn(v)
I I

= min{nn(Cay 5, ) 00 (L, )} (M(S11) = M(S1,5,) = M(S5, 1) + M(S,, 5,)) = 0.
8



Moreover,

[ M1~ [ M1, )

= min{nn (L, y;, ), M (Laiy, p0)} (M(9S11) = M(9S15,) — M(0Si,,.1) + M(95,, 5,))
= min{nn(rxl,y]‘n )7 nn(rxin,yl)} (2 —2-2+ 2) =0.
As a result, since 7, is a good decomposition of 7', 1,41 is a good decomposition of T" as well.

Step 2: Show that the sequence {7,} converges to a good decomposition 7j of T.
Note that for each 1 <i < M and 1 < j < N, the sequence {ny|r,, v 199, is a monotonic sequence of

measures with bounded mass. Indeed, by the construction above and by equations BI0), (311 and B12),
e ifi=1,7=1, then {n.|r,, v }5° , is monotone increasing;
e ifi=1,7>1, then {n,

| 1o, is monotone decreasing;
e ifi> 1,7 =1, then {n,|r,, }n 1 1s monotone decreasing;
I

Loiy;

e ifi>1,7>1, then {n, le v }°°_ is monotone increasing, and eventually constant.

As a result, the sequence, {1, Lp%yj }o° ., converges to some measure 7;; for each (7, 7). Define

M N
Ul :Zng‘-

i=1 j=1
Hence, as n — oo,
M N M N
=32 ke, = =33 i
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
Since each 7, is a good decomposition of T, it follows that

/Lydﬁ = lim Ldn, =T,
—ooJr

[ Mydi= tim [ M()an, = m@),

n— o0
/ M(OL,)dij = lim | M(8I,)dn, = M(3T).
F n— o0 F

As a result, 7 is also a good decomposition of 7T'.
Step 3: Show that 7 << 7 .
Suppose 7(T', ;) > 0 for some pair (i, ). Then, 7,(I'z,, ;) > 0 when n is large enough. By (.3),
n—1

Ml Te; = H(l + Akig)nlr,, . for some Ap;; > —1 for each k.
k=1

That is,

H 14+ Agij) )noaniﬁyj.
>

As a result, 1, (I'y, ;) > 0 implies n(I'y,, y]) O and S; ;(n,) = S;;(n). Since 7 is the limit of 7,

Si,g(0) = lim Si (1) = Si;(n).

This proves 77 =< 7.
Step 4: Show that A,, ., (1,1) S A,,(1,1) for each n.
Note that (i, jn) € Ay, (1,1) \ Ay, ., (1,1). Indeed, if (in,jn) € Ay,.., (1,1), then

C[(lv 1)7 (imjn)unn-i-l] =0 and S[(lv 1)7 (ijn)unn-i-l] =1L

This implies sgn(7n41(I'z, 4, )) = 1, which contradicts with 7,11(I'z, 4, ) = 0 as given in (B.I0).
We now show that A, (1,1) C Ay, (1,1). For any (ig,jo) € Ay, . (1, 1), by definition,

C[(la 1)7 (iOajO)a 77n+1] =0 and S[(la 1)7 (iO;jO); 77n+1] =1
9



The condition s[(1,1), (ig, jo), Mn+1] = 1 indicates that
7771+1(F961,y1) > Oa 7771+1(F961,yj0) > Oa 77"+1(F1i07’yl) > 077771+1(F1i07yj0) > 0.

By equations m7M5 and (iOajO) 3& (Zna.]n)a

nn(rwl,yl) >0, nn(rwl,ym) > 77n+1(rw1,yjo) >0,

nn(rwio,m) > 77n+1(1—‘w¢0,y1) >0, nn(rwioyym) = Tn+1 (]‘—‘11071/]'0) > 0.
By B.9), for each i, j, when both 7, (I'z, ;) > 0 and 7,,41(I'z, ;) > 0, then
Sij(Mn) = Sij(Mnt1)-

As a result,

C[(l 1) (7;07.7.0) 77n] = C[(lu 1)7 (7;07.7.0)7 nn-i-l] =0.
Therefore, (ig, jo) € Ay, (1,1) and hence A (1,1) C A, (1,1).

Step 5: Show that Aj;(1, 1)

Assume that there exists (i/, j ) Az (1,1), ie. C’[( 1), (7, ) 7] =0 and s[(1,1),(i',5'),7] = 1. For any
(i,7) € {(1,1), (1,5, (¢, 1), (Z/,j/)} since s[(l 1) (i’,4"),7) = 1, it follows that

Thus, there exists an Ng € N such that nn(l"%yj) > 0 for all n > Ny. By (B9), this implies that the
normalized current S; ; () is independent of n, and hence S; j(n,) = S;,;(7) for all n > Ny. As a result, for
each n > Ny,

Cl(L,1), (@",4),7n]

(i,J
This shows that (i/,j’) € A,, (1,1). On the other hand, since {4, (1,1)} is a sequence of nested subsets in
r

Cl(1,1), (", 4"),7] = 0 and s[(1,1), (', j"), ] = s[(1, 1), (', 5"), 7] = 1.

s S
N? with A, (1,1) G A, ( ) 1) for each n. When n is larger than the order of the fixed element (¢/,7), it
is not possible for (i, j') € Ay, (1,1). A contradiction.
|

We now extend Lemma [3.7] to a more general case:

Lemma 3.8. For any good decomposition 1 of T, there exists a sequence of good decomposition {nn,}5>—, of
T with no = 1 such that for each n > 1, Ny << N1 and Ay, (i, ji) = 0 for all 1 < k < n, where {(ix, jr)}
is given in [(Z8).

Proof. We will prove these results by induction. Lemma [B.7 provides the base case when n = 1. For each
n > 2, assume that there exists a good decomposition 7,1 of T'such that 7,1 << 7,2 and A,,, _, (ix,jx) =0
forall 1 <k <n-—1. Using n,_1, we construct 7, as follows.

Denote B
Tn=|J Teu,

in <1,Jn <J
Let 77,, be the measure 7] achieved in Lemma [3.7] with 1 being replaced by n,,_1 \-f‘n and T being replaced by
T := ff“n L,dny,—1. Define
Nn = Nn—1 LF\fn +7n-
We first claim that 7, is a good decomposition of T'. Indeed, since both 7,, and 7,_1 Lfn are good decompo-

[ rn = [ rans = [ rdi = [ s <o
I8

n

sitions of T,

/M )dny, (v /M Ydnn—1(v) = [ M(L,)di, — [ M(ILy)dn,—1 =0,
r I'n

and
/M (OL)dny (v /M (OLy)dnn—1( ):/M(@I,Y)dﬁn—/ M(91,)dn,—1 = 0.
T T

As a result, since 7,—1 is a good decomposition of T', n,, is also a good decomposition of T'.
10



We now show that 7, << 1,-1. Suppose 7, (I'z, ;) > 0 for some 1 <i < M,1 <j < N.
e When i < i, or j < j,, definition of n, gives n, Lp%yj =1 Lp%yj. Therefore,

anl(rri,yj) = nn(rri,y]‘) > 0 and S ; (Mn-1) = Si,j (M)
e When i > i, and j > j,, definition of n,, gives 7, Lp%yj =1n erivy]‘ , so that

ﬁn(riuyg‘) = nn(FIi7y;‘) > 0.
Since 7, << Np—1 Lf‘n by Lemma [B7 it follows that

Mn—1(La, ;) > 0 and S; j(nn—1) = Si,; (1) = Si;(1n)-
In both cases, 7,—1(I'z,y;) > 0 and S; j(n,—1) = Si j(nn). That is, 9, << 9p—1.

We now show that A, (ix,jr) = 0 for all 1 < k < n. When k = n, A, (in,jn) = 0 by Lemma B7
Suppose k < n, and for contradiction, we assume A,;, (ix,jx) # 0. Thus, there exists (i*,5*) € Ay, (ix, jr),
ie.,

C[(’Lka.]k)a (Z*a.]*)ann] =0 and S[(’Lk;jk)a (Z*a.]*);nn] =1
Now, for any (i,j) € {(ik,jr), (ix, %), (i, jk), (%, 57)}, since s(ix, jr), (i*,5%),ma] = 1, it follows that
nn(l"wi,yj) > 0. By the definition of 7, when 7 <, or j < jn, 9 = nn—1 on 'y, ;.. Thus,
(3.13) Mn—-1Tz;y,) = M (Ta, ;) > 0 and Si;(0n) = Si,j (1n—1).
When i > i, and j > j,,

ﬁn(rri,y]‘) = nn(rriyy]‘) > 0.
Since 7, << -1, , then equations in ([BI3) still hold. As a result,
C[(lkujk)u (i*uj*)unn—l] = C[(ikajkr)a (Z*aj*)ann] =0 and S[(ikajkr)a (i*aj*)ann—l] =1

Therefore, (i*,j*) € A, _, (ik, ji), which contradicts with A,,, . (ix, ji) = 0 whenever k <n — 1. O

We now give the proof of Theorem by showing that for any good decomposition 1 of T', there exists a
good decomposition 7). of T such that 7., << 1 and A, _(i,j) =0 forall1 <:<M,1<j<N.

Proof of Theorem [T Let {n,} be the sequence of good decomposition of T constructed in the proof of
Lemma [3.8 Observe that by the construction of the sequence {n,}, it follows that for any k € N,

(3.14) Mnlre, o, = Mlre, o
for all n > k. Define 1y : I' = R by setting
(3.15) Moo =1k only , ,VkeN.
We first show that {7,} converges to 7, with respect to the total variation distance || - ||. Indeed, by

B.14),

= 7ol = 1D =) e, oy, =10 D =)L,
k>1 k>n+1
< Z Wn(ink,yjk)+ Z Wk(ink,yj,c)
k>n+1 k>n+1
< Z nn(l—‘wz‘k7yjk) + Z nk(l—‘ﬂﬂik7yjk)
N M
D DD DL TR DI DL T R R DI (Y
ik:Z\/injn Jk:l jkzvinjn ik:l an-‘,—l
=2 mt D mat D (e,
k> Tnjn &>\ nn k>n+1
and
o0 n n
Moo (T) = ;mrwjg = lim ;mrm ) = lim ;mrm,yjk) < lim 7,(T) = () < co.
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Thus, since lim,, o 5 jn, = 00 and Zi\il m} = Zjvzl m; < 00, it follows that lim,— e ||7n — Neo|| = 0. Since
7, is a good decomposition for each n, it follows that its limit 7., is also a good decomposition of T
Moreover, if 7o (I'z;, ;) > 0 for some k, then (I, ,; ) > 0 by (B.IH). Thus, by Lemma and
transitivity of “<<”, we have n; << 1, which implies
n(rmikﬁyjk) >0 and S;, j, (Noo) = Sig,ji (M) = Siy,31, (0)-
Therefore, 1o << 7.
We now show that A,,__ (ix, jr) = 0 for each k. Assume that for some k, A,__ (ir, ji) contains an element
(in,jn). Then the definition of A, __ (ix, jr) implies n > k and
C[(’Lka.]k)a (vajn)vnoo] = 0 and S[(’Lka.]k)a (7’717.]71)77700] = 1
By BI4) and BI3), since (in,jn) has the largest order among the elements
{(ikujk)u (ikajn)a (inajk)a (Znujn)}u
it follows that 1. = 7, on I'y, 5, for each (i, j) of these four elements. Thus,
C[(ik7jk)7 (Znujn)u nn] =0 and S[(lkujk)u (Znajn)ann] =1
This shows (i, jn) € Ay, (ik, ji), a contradiction with A, (i, ji) = 0 due to Lemma 3.8 O

4. DECOMPOSITION OF CYCLE-FREE TRANSPORT PATHS

In this section, we will prove the decomposition theorem in Theorem [£.§ using the better decomposition
Nso achieved from Theorem
We first recall a concept that was introduced in [12, Definition 4.6].

Definition 4.1. Let T' = (M, 0,&) and S = (N, ¢, () be two real rectifiable k-currents. We say S is on T
if HF(N'\ M) =0, and ¢(z) < () for H* almost all x € N.

Note that when S = (N, ¢,¢) ison T = £(M, 6,£), then £(z) = £((x) for H* almost all z € N, since two
rectifiable sets have the same tangent almost everywhere on their intersection. Using it, we now introduce
the concept of “cycle-free” currents as follows:

Definition 4.2. Let T and S be two real rectifiable k-currents. S is called a cycle on T if S is on T and
0S5 = 0. Also, T is called cycle-free if except for the zero current, there is no other cycle on T'.

The zero current is called the trivial cycle on T'.

Remark 4.3. The concept of “cycle-free” is different from “acyclic”. A cycle-free current is automatically
acyclic, but not vice versa. For instance, let T' be a transport path (which is a 1-current) from = = 0., + 4,
to ut =0y, + &y, as shown below.

T2 Y2

1 Y1
T
Then T is acyclic but not cycle-free.

As an example, we first show that each optimal transport path is cycle-free. To do so, we start with an
analogous result to [12, Theorem 4.7] as follows.

Proposition 4.4. Let T € Path(u~,ut) with My (T) < oo for some 0 < a < 1. Suppose there ezists a
rectifiable 1-current S such that S is on T and S = 0, then for any e € [—1,1], T+ €S € Path(p=, p+) and

min {Ma(T + S), Mo(T — S)} < Ma(T)

with the equality holds only when S = 0.
12



Proof. The statements clearly hold if S = 0. Thus, in the following, we may assume that S is non-zero.
Since T' € Path(p~,put) and S = 0, it holds that O(T + €S) = 9T + €dS = 0T = pu™ — p~. That is,
T + €S € Path(p=, u™).
Let T = 1(M,0,¢) and S = 7(N, ¢, (). Since S is on T, we have H!(N \ M) = 0, and ¢(z) < 0(z) for H*
almost all z € N. One may assume that N = M by extending ¢(z) = 0 and ((x) = &(z) for z € M \ N.
For € € [—1, 1], we now consider the function

9(€) = My (T + €5) :/ (O(z) + e(@)(§(@), C(2))) " dH' (x).

M

Here, the value of the inner product is (£(x), ((x)) = £1 for #'—a.e. x € M. Since M(T) = [, 0*dH' < oo
and ¢(z) < O(x) for H! almost all z € M, we have for any € € (—1,1),

S0 =a [ (00) + @), Cw)* o e o @)
and
') = ala = 1) [ (0) + G e N o (@) <0,

because 0 < o < 1 and S is non-zero. This shows that g(e) is a strictly concave function on (—1,1). By the
lower semi-continuity of My, g(e€) is lower semi-continuous at € = +1. Thus, min{g(—1),g(1)} < g(0). That
is, min{M, (T + S), M, (T — S)} < My(T) whenever S is on T, nonzero and 95 = 0. O

Corollary 4.5. Suppose T is an a-optimal transport path from u~ to u* for 0 < a < 1. Then T is
cycle-free.

Proof. Since T is a-optimal, it is acyclic and hence it has a good decomposition. Suppose S is on T and
05 = 0. Assume S is non-zero, then min{M (T + S),Mq(T — S)} < My (T), which contradicts with the
M, optimality of T'. Therefore, S must be zero. Hence, T is cycle-free. g

To characterize cycle-free transport paths, we consider their better decomposition.
Proposition 4.6. Each cycle-free transport path T € Path(u=,u™) has at least a better decomposition.

Proof. By definition, each cycle-free transport path is acyclic and hence has a good decomposition. By
Theorem 3.3 it has a better decomposition. O

Proposition 4.7. Let T € Path(u=, ") be a cycle-free transport path, and let n be a better decomposition
of T. For each y; € {y1,¥2,...,yn}, denote

(4.1) X;() 1= {w € X : (T, y,) > O},
Then for each pair 1 < j1 < ja < N,
(4.2) X2 () N X ()] < 1,

i.e., the intersection X;, (n) N X;,(n) is either empty or a single point.

Proof. Assume |X;, (n) N X,,(n)| > 1. Then there exist two distinct points z;,,x;, € X;, (n) N X, (n) with
i1 < i9. Thus,

(4.3) 77(1"%14“1) > 0, 77(1"%1%.2) >0, n(ls,, »?/h) >0, and 77(1"%27%,2) > 0.
By ([B7), this implies that C[(i1, j1), (i, j2), n] defined in ([B.6]) is a cycle. Since 7 is a better decomposition
of T, by [3), it follows that C[(i1, 1), (i2, j2),n] is non-vanishing. Pick
I .
0<e < Z mln{ﬁ(rzil "Yi1 )a U(inl Yjo )7 ﬁ(ra% Yi1 )7 n(rmz,ym )}7

and observe that

S =€ - C[(i1, 1), (12, 2),m)
13



is a non-vanishing cycle on 7'. Indeed, assume T' = 7(M,0,§) and S = 7(N,¢,(), then N C M and for
Hl-ae. z,

nlr., ., nlr., ., nlr., ., nlr.. ..
¢(:L,) S 60 17771 11772 _"_ 127771 + 127772 ({’7 E I‘ s E Im(,y)})
W(inl,yh) n(rril,ym) W(in2,y]‘1) n(rriz,ym)
1 1 1 1
€0 + + + n({yeT:z€lm(y)})
(n(l—‘wil sYi1 ) n(FIil ,ng) 77(1—‘11'2 sYi1 ) n(PIig »Yjo ) )
< n({yeTl:zelm(y)}) =6(x),

by equation (Z3)). This shows that S is a non-vanishing cycle on T. A contradiction with 7" is cycle-free. O

Theorem 4.8. Let T be a cycle-free transport path from p~ to pu*, where u~ and p* are given in (210).
Then there exists a decomposition

N
(4.4) T=Y T,

7=0
such that
(a) The set {xy, 22, ,xn} can be expressed as the disjoint union of its subsets {B;}}_, with the
cardinality |Bo| < (g) ;
(b) For each j=1,2,---,N, T; is a single-target transport path from
i = sy to pf = mydy,

for some 0 < := p~(B;) <mj. Each Tj is a subcurrent of T.
(¢c) Ty is a transport path from

N
po =1 LBy to g =D (mj —1i;)dy,.
j=1
Ty is also a subcurrent of T.
Note that, by Theorem 4.8, it follows that
N N
(4.5) uoo= Zu]_ and ut = Zuj
§=0 §=0

Proof. Let n be a better decomposition of T', and X;(n) be the set as defined in (@I)). Denote
(1.6 Bo= U ()0 Xa)
1<51<j2<N
and for each 1 < j < N, denote
Bj = X;(n) \ Bo.
Then {B;}, are pairwise disjoint. Moreover, by #2)), |Bo| < ).

Define
N
Ty ::Z Z /F L, dn,

j=lx;€Bo " " ®iYj

and for each 1 < j < N, denote



Then each T} is a subcurrent of T for 0 < 7 < N and

Tzzz/ _ Z/ Idn+Z/

j=11i=1 Pajy; j=1 \z;€B; Loy z:€Bo =iy
s z/ LSS [
Jj= 1$z€Bg Loy, Y5 Jj=1lz;€Bo Do, Yj

- ZTj +Ty = ZTJ».
j=1 j=0

For each 1 < j < N, Tj is a single-target transport path with

8Tj = Z / (5743 _5Ii)d77: Z W(inyyﬂ 5y]‘ - Z n(rxiyy]‘)axi-

r,€B; in’yj r,€B; r,€B;

Note that when z; € By, since {Bj}’s are pairwise disjoint, it follows that n(I's, ,,) = 0 for all k£ # j. So,

Z 77(1“%%) = Z (Zn T4y ) z; = Z o ({i})oz = p~ \-Bj:uj_’

z;,€B; z;€B; z;€B;
and
Z N(Ca; ;) | 0y = 1 (Bj)dy, = ,uj_.
IiEBj

As a result, 0T = u;r — py -
Moreover, we have the result,

N
(4.7) oy = /F (8y; — 0z;) dn

J=lzi€Bo " " i¥j

- ﬁ:(Z” ry) y]—z zNjn Leiy,) | Oz

j=1 \z;€By vieBy \ i1
N
J=1 \z;€BoNX;(n) 2 e Bo
N

= Z Z n(in,yj) - Z n(l“mi)yj) 5% —u- |_Bo
J=1 \zi€X;(n) € B,
N M

= > A D@ain) = D 1(Tar,) | 6y, — 17 Lao
J=1 \i=l z;€EB;

5. TRANSPORT PATHS INDUCED TRANSPORT MAPS AND TRANSPORT PLANS

In this section, we will decompose a cycle-free transport path into the sum of two transport paths, the first
one is induced by a compatible transport map, while the second one is induced by a compatible transport
15



plan. We first recall the concept of compatibility introduced in [I1] Definition 7.1}, and rewrite it in terms
of our current contexts.

Suppose 1~ and pt are two atomic measures of equal finite mass as given in ([ZI0). Let Patho(p=, pu™)
denote the family of all cycle-free transport paths from p~ to u*.

Remark 5.1. In [I1] Definition 7.1], we used Patho(u~, ut) to denote the family of all “acyclic” transport
paths from p~ to p. In [II], a transport path G is called “acyclic” if it satisfies the following condition:
for any polyhedral 1-chain G with the support of G contained in the support of G, if G = 0 then G = 0. In
the current context, G is an “acyclic” transport path simply means that it is cycle-free. To avoid confusion
between the term “acyclic” used in [IT] and the acyclic concept defined using subcurrents in [6], we opt for
the term “cycle-free” to name the term “acyclic” used in [11].

Observe that for any G € Patho(p~, u") and for each z; and y;, there exists at most one directed poly-
hedral curve g;; from z; to y;, supported on the support of G. Thus, we associate each G € Patho(pu™, u™)
with a M x N polyhedral 1-chain valued matrix g = [I,,, ], such that I, = 0 when g;; does not exist.

Definition 5.2. ([I1} Definition 7.1]) Let G € Patho(u~, ) and ¢ € Plan(p™, u™) with associated matrices
[Igij} and [qij} respectively. The pair (G, q) is called compatible if q;; = 0 whenever I,,. = 0 and

M N M N
(51) G = Z ZQijIgij and q9= Z Z Qijé(mi,y]‘)
i=1j=1 i=1 j=1
as polyhedral 1-chains.

Example 5.1. For instance, let
_ 1 3 5 3
Hoo= Zéml + 16:627 M+ = gé’l/l + g(syza

and consider the following transport plan,

1 1 1 1 _
q= gé(mlyyl) + gé(mlyyz) + 55(121741) + 15(121742) S Plan(u ,/J,+).

Let Gy and G2 be two transport paths as illustrated in the following figure.
T To xr1 2

Y1 Y2 Y1 Y2
G1 GQ

Then (G1,q) is compatible but (Ga,q) is not, since q12 = % # 0 and there is no directed curve gio from
to ya on the support of Ga.

Now, we generalize the compatibility of atomic measures u~, u™ stated above to those of general measures.

Definition 5.3. Let x4 and v be two Radon measures on X of equal total mass. Given T € Path(u,v), and
m € Plan(p,v), we say the pair (T, ) is compatible if there exists a finite Borel measure n on I' such that

T= /F Iydn, and m = /F O(po(7),p0 (1)) -

Moreover, given 7' € Path(u,v) and ¢ € Map(u,v), we say the pair (T,¢) is compatible if (T, 7,) is
compatible, where 7, = (id X @) L.

The following Proposition says that Definition [5.3] is a generalization of Definition

Proposition 5.4. Let p~ and pt be two atomic measures of equal mass as gwen in (210). Let G €
Patho(p=,pu") and q € Plan(p~,u%). Then (G, q) is compatible in the sense of Definition [5.2 if and only
if (G, q) is compatible in the sense of Definition [.3

16



Proof. Suppose (G, g) is compatible in the sense of Definition By setting

M N
= ZZ qij&gij

i=1 j=1

over all {1 <i< M,1<j <N} with g;; exists, equation (5.I]) gives that

G= /Flvdn and ¢ = /F5<po<v>,poo<v>>d77-

Therefore, (G, q) is also compatible in the sense of Definition (.3
On the other hand, suppose (G, q) is compatible in the sense of Definition 53] then there exists a Borel
measure 7 on I' such that

G = /Flwdn and ¢ = /F5<po<v>,poo<v>>d77-

Since g € Plan(a,b), we may write
M N
=22 il
=1 j=1

for some g;; > 0. Denote

and
r:= U Taiys
(i.d)€Jq
Since
M N
/ O(po(7)poc (1)) A1 + / O(po(7),poc () A1 = / oo () pe N = 4= DY @0z = D, GiO(ziy)s
VY r r == G)eds

it follows that

O(po(7),pee (7))@ = 0 and / o) e (I = D @0 (arg)-
M- r (i.§) €74

Thus, n(I'\T') = 0 and

7= ) / Spo o)A = Y ijBai,):

(4,5)€Jq Paiy; (4,5)€Jq

Hence foreach 1 <i < M,1 <j <N,

N(Ts,.y,;) = @i if (i,5) € J; and (I, ;) = 0 if not.
Now, for each (i, j) € Jy, since n(T'y, ;) = ¢;; > 0 and

G = / I,dn = Z / 1,dn,
(i.g)edy " Teius
it follows that there exists a polyhedral 1-curve g;; supported on the support of G. Let
G = Z Qijlgij7
(,4)€Jq

then

AG-G)=0| > / Ldn— Y ayly, | = D> (1(Tary,) =) (85, = 62,) =0,
(4,§)€Jq Pajuj (i,4)€Jq (4,§)€Jq
17



so that G — G is a cycle supported on the support of G. Since G € Patho(p=, "), we have G — G =0.
Therefore,

G=G= ) Gijlg,, -

(i,4)€Jq
Note also that whenever I, = 0, it follows that (4, j) & J,, and thus g;; = 0. As a result, (G, ) is compatible
in the sense of Definition O

By Theorem .8, we now have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.5. Let T € Path(u=, u+) be a cycle-free transport path, where u~ and u* are given in (210).
Then there exist

(a) decomposition
W= g gy 1= g g, with pg (X)) = pg (X)), pg (X) = pf(X)

where p and pg have disjoint supports and |spt(uy )| < (g) with |A| denoting the cardinality of the
set A;

(b) T =Tr+T, for some Ty € Path (u;,pt) and T, € Path (,u;, u;g). Both Ty and T, are subcurrents
of T';

(¢) a transport map ¢ € Map (,u;, ,u;f) such that (T, ¢) is compatible;

(d) a transport plan © € Plan (u, , ut) such that (T, ) is compatible;

(e) For each x; with u ({x;}) > 0, there are at least two y;, ,y;,, such that

m({@i} x {yi}) > 0, m({zi} x {y;,}) > 0.

Proof. We continue with the same notations used in Theorem [L.8 Part (a),(b) follows from [@4) and (€3]
by setting

N N N
P =g fg = Y s =g pd =Yl Teo=To, Tpo= > T
Jj=1 j=1 j=1
For part (c), we define
N
P = ZijBj)
j=1

where B;’s are subsets of {1, 2, -+ ,xam} given in Theorem L8 Since w; =p By, u;' = m;d,,, and Bj’s
are pairwise disjoint for j =1,2,..., N, we get

N N N N
erng) =eu | Domy | =ex [ Donln, | =D n (Bdy, = midy, = .
j=1 j=1 j=1 =1

Therefore, ¢ is a transport map from g, to ,u;f.
We now show that (T, ) is compatible. Since

N
(5.2) Mo = (idx @)= =Y / O(po(7).peo (1)) 411-

j=lz;€ i TiyYj



Indeed, for any measurable rectangle @ x R in X x X,

Te(@X R) = (idxp)pp (@xR)=p ({z:2€Q,p(z) € R})
N N
= > w{r:zeQ o) =yy € RY) =D xr)n ({r:z€Q,p() =1y}
j_l j=1

= Zny] “{zx:zeQ,xeB;}) = ZXR?J] (@NB;)

N

= ZXR y;) ((po)#n) (Q N By) = ZXR(yj)n(pal(Qﬁ B;))

j=1 Jj=1 T, €EB; TisYj
N N

= > > / XePo()) - xr(y;)dn =Y / XQ(Po(7)) - Xr (Do (7))dn
j=1z;€B; ’ Toiy; j=1=z;€B; ” Tziv;
N N

= > > Opo(n) * Opoc (el = ) / Fpo(v).poc () AN(Q X R).
j=1xz;€B; in’yj 2 €Q.y;ER j=1lxz;€B; in,yj

Therefore, (5.2)) holds and hence (T, ¢) is compatible.
For part (d), we define

N
= Z Zn (thyi)(s(mivy]‘)'
x;€Bg j=1

As shown in ({@7)),

N N
/J‘jr_ — P = M(JJr — Mo = Z ( Z n(FIi7yj)> 6yj - Z Zn(rimyg‘) 6%

j=1 \z;€Bo x;€Bp \Jj=1

This shows that 7 is a transport plan from g to uf. Note that since

Ny [

j=1lxz;€Bg sz Y5

and

N
™= Z Z?? (Fmiyy]‘) 5(%‘;% Z Z / 5(170(’7);1700@)) dn,

z;E€EBg j=1 j=1z;,€B ’ Fi.v;

we have (T, ) is compatible.
For part (e), by definition of u,, #; € By which is defined in Theorem L8 The result in (e) then follows
from the definition of By given in (£.0). O

6. STAIR-SHAPED MATRICES AND DECOMPOSITION OF STAIR-SHAPED TRANSPORT PATHS

In Theorem 5.5 we decomposed a cycle-free transport path as the sum of a map-compatible path and a
plan-compatible path. In this section, we aim to decompose some transport paths as the difference of two
map-compatible paths. The family of transport paths that we are interested in are stair-shaped transport
paths. To do this, we start with the study of stair-shaped matrices.

19



6.1. Stair-shaped matrices.
Given M, N € NU{oo}, let Apr, v denote the collection of all M x N matrices with non-negative entries.

Definition 6.1. A matrix A € Ay v is called stair-shaped if there exists two non-decreasing sequences
of natural numbers {ry,r9, - ,raryn—1} and {c1,¢o, - ,epren—1} With 7, + ¢ = k + 1 for each k =
1,2,---,M + N — 2, and entries of A that are not located in the positions {(r, c) ,JCVQIN_l equal to zero.

Note that when A € Ay is stair-shaped, then (r1,¢1) = (1,1) and (rpyn—1,cm+n-1) = (M, N).
Definition 6.2. For each k =1,2,--- ,M + N — 1, a matrix A € Ay is called k-stairable if it is in the

form of

ai a1,e—1 ai,c 0 0
Ar—1,1 Ar—1,c—1 QAr—1,c 0 0
A Ay 1 Qr c—1 Qr.c Qr c+1 Ay j
- 0 0 Ar4l,c  Gr41,c+1 Ar41,5
0 aE 0 Qic R
where the leading (i.e., upper left corner) sub-matrix
aiil te aic—1 ai.c
Ar—-1,1 Ari—1,c—1 Qr—1,c
Ay 1 e Ar.c—1 Ay c

is stair-shaped and k =r + ¢ — 1.

In particular, each matrix A € Ay n is at least 1-stairable, and each stair-shaped matrix A € Ay v is
(M 4+ N — 1)-stairable.

For each 1 < iy < is < M and 1 < j; < jo < N, denote E[(i1, j1), (i2,72)] as the M x N matrix with
1 at (i1,71) and (i2,j2) entries, with —1 at (i1,j2) and (iz,j1) entries, and 0 at all other entries. Each
E[(i1,41), (i2, 42)] is called an elementary matrix.
Definition 6.3. For any two matrices A, B € Ap; n, we say A = B if there exists a list of real numbers
{t;}< | and a list of elementary matrices { Ej}X_, such that B = A + Zszl tiEy, for some K € N U {oo}.
Theorem 6.4. For any matriz A € Ay, N, there exists a stair-shaped matric B € Ay, n such that A= B.
Proof. Step 1: Let

ai;r a2 a1y
a21 a2 a2y

A - : 9
a1 @2 A5

and
M N
Uy = E (4751 and v = E aij-.
=2 Jj=2

If u; = 0, and since all entries in A are non-negative, then we get

ain a2 Qi

0 agp -+ ag
Al = A =

0 a -+ ag
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If uy # 0, and u; > v; then we do the following transformation and denote

A=A+ TRIE[(1,1), ()]

i=2 j=2
This implies

M o0 o0 Qirdij N\ aaar SN0 Giaay
a1+ -y Ej:2 w1 a1z = ) iy ™ aj =D izo w1
oo a21a1; azi1a a21a1;
ag — Do s aze + T2 azj + =
A = : : :
0o a;j1aij ai1a ai1a1;
ai = s Tt aip + = aij + =
a1l + U1 O PN O ]
—_u a21a12 . 821015
( ul) dz1 Az U1 azj + u1
( ul) @i @iz T @ij +

If uy; # 0, and uy < vy, we consider the following transformation:

A=A+ 303 L E(LD), 6 ),

i=2 j=2
and
- 00 §moo aipnai; N apain oo aiian;
a1l + Zi:Q Zj:Q 1 a2 Zi:Q o aij Zizz 1
oo a21a1; an1a12 . a21a1;
a2 = 3l S G+ MR g S
Ay = : : :
Qi1 Zj:Q U1 a2 + l,Ul Qi + o1
_ . . ;
ain +uy ( —v—i)au ( _v_i)alj
a21a1;4
0 (gy + LU .. gy 4 BAL
i a;10a1j4
0 Qip + WLH2 . gy 210

Hence, A = A, where A; is of the form:

a’ll a12 DY a’lj DY a’ll O DY O

0 ap -+ ag a1 a2 a2;
: or

0 @2 Qi5 - a1 A2 (227

and (r1,c1) = (1,1). Here and in the following steps, for simplicity of notations, we continue using the same
notation, a;;’s, to denote non-negative entries.
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Step 2: Set A; = f(A), note that A; = A is 1-stairable. For each k € N, if A; = A is k-stairable, we
construct a (k + 1)-stairable matrix Ag41 = A as follows. Given

ainr ot lg-1 ai, e, 0 0
a’rk—l,l a/’l‘k—l,ck—l a/’l‘k—l,C]c 0 0
A Gry1 T QArye—1 Qrycy, Qrp,cp+1 T Qry,j
k= 0 T 0 Arp+l,c Arp+lc+1 70 Qr41,5 ")
0 - 0 Gic, Gieptl Qi

where the upper left corner sub-matrix

a/ll e a/l,ck—l al,ck
S =
a’rk—l,l e a/’l‘k—l,ck—l a/’l‘k—l,C]c
Qry1 T QArycy Qryey,

is stair-shaped (which implies that r, + ¢, — 1 =k), S € A, .., and let

Qrycy, Qrycp+1 t Qry,j T kaCk ka7Ck+1 t bTme'
Arygtlep  Qrgtlopl 00 Grggly oo brot+1,er brgttopt1 o0 bt
B . . . _ . . .
A ¢y, A cp+1 ce Qi ce bi,ck bi,ck+1 ce bij

Then we define

a’ll DRI a’l,ck*l a’l.,ck O DY O DRI
a’l"kfl.rl e a’l"kfl,ckfl a/kal,Ck O e O
A Qrp1 T QArycp—1 kaCk b"'k>ck+1 T ka-,j
k+1 = 0 ce 0 bri+1,ce brp+lece+1 oo berl-,j
0 T 0 bi,cy bici+1 T bij

By definition of f, two sequences (r;)52; and (cx)72; can be constructed as follows:
(1) If

Brierntt oo bry -] #[0 .. 0 ],
then (rg41,ck+1) = (Tk, ek + 1);
(2) If
Brocnttl oo brj - ]=1[0 ... 0 ..]
and
brovien - biee - )T#[0 o0 ],
then (rgs+1,cer1) = (re + 1, cx);
(3) If
Brocitt oo bry - ]=1[0 ... 0 ..]
and
[brk+l,ck oo bie, }TZ[O 0 }T,

then (rgp41,ck+1) = (Tk, ek + 1).
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This gives (rk)zozl, (ck)zozl are non-decreasing sequences with ry41 + cxy1 =1 + ¢ + 1 = k+ 2. By doing
so, we get a (k 4 1)-stairable matrix Ag41 with A = Ay = Aj41. Note that in this construction we have

(61) Ak+1(i,j) = Ak(i,j), for i < rg or j < cg.
Moreover,
A1 = A + Ztk,lEk,l

1=1
for some t;; € R, and Ejy;’s are elementary matrices. Set

Ag = Ay + Z Ztk,lEk,la

k=11=1
then
Ao =2 A = A

Note that for each i =1,...,M and j = 1,..., N, by (@I and rx + ¢ — 1 = k, the sequence Ag(7,J) is
eventually constant when k is large enough. Thus, A (7,7) = limg— oo Ak (i, 7) is well defined, stair-shaped,
with non-negative entries. O

After knowing the existence of the stair-shaped matrix B using Theorem [6.4] one may use the following
algorithm to recursively find its entries.

Algorithm 6.5.
Input: A matrix A = [a;;] € Au,N.
Output: A stair-shaped matrix B = [b;;] € Ay,n with B = A.
Algorithm: One may recursively calculate the entries of B as follows:

e Step 1: Start with g = 1,jg = 1, set

N M
R= Zalj and C = Zail.
j=1 i=1
If R<C, then b1y = R, by; =0 for all j > 1. Otherwise, b;; = C and b;; =0 for all ¢ > 1.

e Step 2: For each (ig, jo) with b;, j, unknown and b;; is known for all ¢ < ig and j < jo, let

N M
R= Z“W - Z big,j, C = Zai-jo - Z bi,jo-
=1 =1

J<Jjo i i<ig
If R<C, set
big.jo = R, bi,,; = 0 for all j > jo.
Otherwise, when R > C, set
big.jo = C, bij, =0 for all i > ig.

Using Step 2 recursively, one can calculate all entries of the stair-shaped matrix B.

6.2. Stair-shaped good decomposition.

Definition 6.6. Let n be a finite measure on I' with (po)xn = p~ and (peo)#n = put. The representing
matrix of 7 is the matrix A = [a;;] € An,n such that a;; = n(I'y, ;) for each i,j. We say that 7 is stair-
shaped if its representing matrix A is stair-shaped. A transport path T' € Path(u~, ut) is called stair-shaped
if there exists a good decomposition n of T" such that 7 is stair-shaped.

Proposition 6.7. Any stair-shaped good decomposition n of T is a better decomposition of T.
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Proof. By Definition Bl suppose there exist 1 < iy <is < M and 1 < j; < jo < N, with

Si17j1 (77) - Sil,jz (77) - Si27j1 (77) + Siz,jz (77) =0,
then direct calculation from ([B.7) gives either

T](F’L'lyjl) = U(Fil,jz) = n(rimjl) = U(Fiz,jz) =0,
or

n(rihjl) > 0777(1—‘1'17]‘2) > 0777(1—‘1'2,]‘1) >0, n(riz,jz) > 0.
The latter case cannot appear since 7 is stair-shaped and there is no way to align the indexes
(i1, 51), (i1, j2), (32, J1), (i2, j2),

such that both two coordinates are non-decreasing sequences. As a result, 7 is a better decomposition.

O

A stair-shaped path is not necessarily cycle-free. For instance, the transport path 7' given in Remark
is stair-shaped because n = 4., =+, is a stair-shaped good decomposition of 7. However, T is not
cycle-free.

Y1

Example 6.1. Let T be a transport path from
W =96z, + 9u, + 9y, + 2705, + 270,, to ut = 368,, + 96, + 183y, + 95, + 93,

given as shown in the following figure.

T Y1
0 36

Z9 45/ 9Ny,
9 N8

63
xg‘g\A 63\ 81 > 18 e y3
54
T4 57 18\{?}4
9

27

Ts 9 Ys

T

For each (i,7), let 7z, €' be the unique polyhedral curve from x; to y; on T, and a;; be the (i,7)-entry
of the matrix

4
4
A= |4

W W~ = =
SO
LW W~ = =

1

1

1
12 3
12 3
Then

5
NA == Z aij(s%i,yj

i,j=1
1s a good but not a better decomposition of T'. Using Algorithm[6.0, the corresponding stair-shaped matriz of
A is given by

Sy

I
o ©w©©©
cwvwooo
© oo oo
©Coo oo
oo oo

The corresponding measure

5
nB ‘= g bijé,yzi,yj
i,j=1



on T is a stair-shaped good decomposition of T, which is automatically a better decomposition of T'.

The following theorem says that any stair-shaped transport path can be decomposed as the sum of two
subcurrents generated by two transport maps.

Theorem 6.8. Let T € Path(u™, u") be a stair-shaped transport path, where p~ and p+ are given in (210).
Then there exist decomposition

po=py A pg pt =y g, and T =T+ Ty
such that

(a) for each i =1,2, T; is a subcurrent of T and T; € Path(u; ,u}),
b) there exists transport maps ¢ € Map(u;, 1) and v € Map(pd, puy ) such that both (T4, and
P My My Ha 5 Ho P
(—T5, %) are compatible.

Proof. Since T is stair-shaped, there exists a good decomposition 1 whose representing matrix A = [a;;] is
a stair-shaped matrix. We now write A as the sum of B = [b;;] and C' = [¢;;] as follows. For each ¢ and j, if
ai; = 0, set b;; = 0 and ¢;; = 0. When a;; > 0,
e if a;; is the last non-zero entry in the i-th row of A, (i.e., a;» = 0 for all j' > j +1,) we set b;; = aj;
and Cij = O,
e if a;; is not the last non-zero entry in the i-th row of A, since A is stair-shaped, a;; is the last
non-zero entry in the j-th column of A. In this case, we set b;; = 0 and ¢;; = as;.

By doing so, we write A = B + C such that each row of B = [b;;] and each column of C' = [¢;;] contain at
most one non-zero entry. Note that for each (4, j), a;; = bi; + ¢;; and a;; > 0 means either b;; > 0 or ¢;; > 0
but not both. Define

RS DO ERVEES 310 St ERVERS 910 9Pt ESVEESD o1 0 o2 1
i J J i i J J i

Then = = py +py and pt = pf + pg. Let

Ty :=/ I, dn, and Ty := / L, dn.
{v€Ta;,y;: bi; >0} {v€la;,y;: ci;>0}

Both T} and T are subcurrents of T', and

T, :/ (0y, _5wi)dnzzbij(6y;‘ —0y,) = pf — i,
{'yel"zi,yj: bi]‘ >0} ij

8T2:/ (6y; _51i)dnzzcij(5yj —5mi):M§r—M57
{v€la;,y;: ci>0} i,j
which gives T; € Path(p; , uj) for i = 1,2. Then,

T:/umz/ gm:/ gm+/ Ldy=T, +Ts.
r {'yEin,yj: a;; >0} {’Yerzi’yj: b;; >0} {’yGin,yj: c;; >0}

Denote

X1 = {2 € X s py ({2}) > 0}, Y1 ={y; € X : puf ({y;}) > 0},

Xo= {2 € X : py ({wi}) > 0}, Ya={y; € Y : u3 ({y;}) > O}
Observe that since A is stair-shaped, by the construction of b;;, for each ¢, there exists at most one j (i.e.
the largest j with a;; > 0) such that b;; > 0. This leads to a map: ¢ : X; — Y; given by

go(:vz) =Y; if bij > 0.

Similarly, for each j, there exists at most one i (i.e. the largest ¢ with a;; > 0) such that ¢;; > 0. This leads
to a map: ¥ : Yo — Xs given by

P(y;) = x; if ¢;5 > 0.
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By definition of ¢, for each y; € Y7,
exnr {u ) = 7 (071 (Y)) = 17 ({mi by > 0}) = Z py ({w}) = > bij = ni ()

Therefore, pup; = uf, and similarly, u; = gb#/ﬁ. Also, direct calculation gives

= (id X QD)#;J,; = / 6(mi,yj) dn, and Ty = (id X w)#ug = / 5(%1%) dn
{7€T e, y; bi; >0} {v€Ta;,y;: ci; >0}
Hence, (T1, ) and (—T», 1) are compatible. O

We now provide an example to illustrate Theorem

Example 6.2. Let T, pn=, u*, A, B, na, ng be the same values as defined in Example [6.1. By Theorem
6.8, we have

B, = , DBy=

[e=iNeNe N
o o oo
© O oo
o O oo
o o oo
© O oo
© O oo
© O o oo
© O o oo
o o o oo

000 09 0
so that B = B1 4+ Bs. By matriz By, we get a transport path Ty, with

(Y = 96z, + 96z, + 900y + 904, + 905, i = 276, + 96,; + 90y,
and ¢ : {x1, 22,23, 24,5} — {Y1, Y3, Y5}, such that
p(r1) = p(r2) = p(r3) = Y1, w(r4) = Y3, P(5) = Y5
A Y1

9

T2e—

9 \
€z S —_ * Y3
3 9 ————
Ty e 9 / \
P
&5

Ty

o

e

By matriz B, we get a transport path Ts, with
g = 1864, + 1884, pg = 93y, + 96, + 95y, + 93y,
and ¥ : {y1,92, Y3, ya} — {x4, 25}, such that
V(Y1) = Y(y2) = 24, Y(ys) = ¥(ya) = x5

Y1
)

/9-y2

T /\ "
ST

X5
T

Then, T is decomposed as the sum of Ty and Ts.
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6.3. Cycle-free stair-shaped transport paths.

To use Theorem [6.8] for a given transport path, one may want to find a stair-shaped good decomposition
of it. However, the stair-shaped matrix generated by Algorithm does not necessarily correspond to a
good decomposition, even if we start with a good decomposition, as demonstrated by the following example.

Example 6.3. Let T' be the graph given in the following figure, and ~y; ; be the curve on T from x; to y; for
each i,j.
T2 T

1 2

Y1 Y2
T

Then,
n= 5’)’1,1 + 5’71,2 =+ 5’)’2,1
is a good decomposition of T with the representing matriz

Aﬂ%zﬁé}

Algorithm gives the stair-shaped matriz

BﬂM:Bg}

However, the corresponding measure,
nB ‘= 2571,1 + 572,2
is mot a good decomposition of T anymore.

To overcome this issue, we introduce the following concepts:

Definition 6.9. Given A € Ay, an elementary matrix F[(i1, j1), (i2, j2)] is called admissible to A if
aij > 0 for all (i,7) € {(i1, 1), (i2, j2), (i1, j2), (i2, 1) }. For any two matrices A, B € Ay n, we say A £ B if
there exists a list of real numbers {t;}5_, and a list of elementary matrices {Ej }X_, admissible to A such
that B= A+ Zszl tyE) for some K € NU {oo}.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose A is the representing matriz of a finite measure na on I' satisfying (po)una = u~
and (poo)#na = p+. For any matriz B = [b;;] with A £ B, define
b
(62) nB = Z iT]A eri’yj.
. Qi
0.
with a;;>0
Then ng is a finite measure on T with (po)ynp = 1~ and (pso)gnp = 1. Moreover, B is the representing
matriz of ng and N << NA.
Proof. The condition A £ B gives
B=A+ Z tiEr,
k
for some real numbers ¢, and elementary matrices E = E[(ix, ji), (i}, j;.)] that are admissible to A.
Note that

b..
ne(l) = > aalr,,, M= Y Lpaey) = Y. by

— ;5 J — Qg5 —
2,7 ,] ]

with a;; >0 with a;; >0 with a;;>0

= E (aij + tk(Ek)ij) = E a;j = na(l') < 0.

@, ]

with aij >0 with (27 >0
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Moreover,

(po)gne = > bL_J:ﬁA(Fwi,yj)5wi= S bl =) > (aij+sz(Ek)ij> Oz,
j k

oy Y g i 7
with a;;>0 with a;;>0 with a;;>0
= E E aij | 0x; = E ij0z, = (Po)gna = p~ -
i J ]
with a;; >0 with a;; >0

Similarly, (peo)yns = pt.

We now show that B is the representing matrix of npg, i.e., nB(Fmi/,yj,) = by for each pair (7/,5'). If
ayj =0, then np (Friuyj/) = 0 since the sum is over all a;; > 0. Also, since E}’s are admissible to A, this
gives (Ey)y;» = 0 for all k, so that by jy =0 = nB(Fmi“yj,). If @y j» > 0, then since nA(in/,yj/) = ayj,

b,,
773 (in/,yj/) = Z ﬁTIA eri!yj (F:Ei/,yj/) = bi,j"
Withlgij>0

Therefore, B is the representing matrix of np.
In the end, we show ng =< ma by using Lemma B4l Suppose UB(in/,yj,) = byj» > 0, then previous
argument gives a; ;v > 0. Also, by definition of 7p,

bir o 1 1
/ I,dnpg = J / I,dna, and hence / L,dnp = / I,dna.
T ai’j’ T s bi’j’ T a”i’j’ T

TitsYg0 Tyt Y 1Y

As a result, Sy (ng) = Sirjr(na) as desired. O

Proposition 6.11. Let T be a cycle-free transport path from p~ to u*. Suppose na is a good decomposition
of T, then for any matriz B = [b;;] with A= B, np given in ([6.2) is also a good decomposition of T.

Proof. Let A = [a;;] € Am.n, B = [bij] € Au.n, then A £ B gives
B=A+)_ t,E,
k

for some real numbers t; and elementary matrices Ey = E[(ig, jk), (¢}, j%.)] that are admissible to A. Using
S;.;(n) defined in (B.1]), we have

b;
/Flwd(nB—nA) /Ffwd > ialr.,., ZWALFIZ »

i

bij—aij
—_ I,d
5o i

i,j K Loy

- Z((r—aw Sij(na) kaZEk 75,5 (114)
4,7

= Ztk ( e (4) — Sik,j,;(nA)_Sifc,jk(nA)_FSifc,j,;(nA))'

Since Ej’s are admissible to A, then a;; > 0 for (2,7) € {(ix, jr)), (ik, J)), (&% k), (€% %)) }- Since
Sige(Ma) = Siy g1 (na) — Sir_ . (na) + Siz_jr (na)
is on T" and a;; > 0, direct calculation gives
0 (Si5u(14) = Suysy (1) = Sig 30 (na) + iy (na) ) = 0.
By Definition 420 T is a cycle-free transport path implies

Sigr(na) = iy (na) = Sir_j (na) + S 51 (na) = 0.
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Hence,

/I,Ydmg :/I.deA.
r r

By using an analogous argument as in the proof of Step 1 in Lemma [3.7] it follows that np is also a good
decomposition of T'. O

Given a matrix A with non-negative entries, Theorem [6.4] gives a stair-shaped matrix B, such that A = B,
which by definition says B = A+ >, t; E} for some elementary matrices Ej. In general, A = B does not
imply A £ B, since it is possible that some E}’s are not admissible to A. However, when each entries of
A is positive (as illustrated in Example B.1)), A = B implies A £ B. In general, when A satisfies certain
conditions as stated in the following corollary, we have both A = B and A £ B, so that the g in (2] is a
stair-shaped good decomposition.

Suppose A = [a;;], let A[(i0, Jo), (30, jo)] be the “sub-matrix” of A with entries a;;’s such that ig < ¢ < g,
Jo <7 < Jpo-

Corollary 6.12. Let T be a cycle-free transport path from p~ to ut. Let A = [a;;] be the representing
matriz of a good decomposition na of T. If there exist a list of sub-matrices Ay = Al(ik, jr), (¢, 35)] of A
such that

(a) (i1,51) = (1,1) and @), < ipqp1 <@+ 1, j1. < jr1 < jp + 1 for each k,

(b) all elements of the sub-matriz Ay, are positive for each k,

(¢c) all elements of A not in any of the sub-matrices are 0,

then there exists a stair-shaped good decomposition ng of T with ng << na. Hence, T is stair-shaped.

Proof. We construct the desired stair-shaped matrix by using induction. We first apply Theorem to the
sub-matrix

Ay = A[(in, 1), (i1, 51)]
and get a stair-shaped A}. Then replace entries in A with entries in A} in their corresponding original

positions in A, and denote this new matrix as B;. Inductively, for each £ > 1, apply Theorem to the
sub-matrix

Biel (i1, r+1)s (Tt 1))
of By and get a stair-shaped Aj_ ;. Then replace entries in By, with entries in A} in their corresponding
original positions in By, and denote this matrix as Byii. Note that for each k, by condition (a), the
sub-matrix By[(i1, j1), (¢}, j;,)] is stair-shaped and

(6.3) Bxkl(i1,71), (i%, 3% )] = Bkl(i1,71), (i), j%)], for each K >k + 2.

As a result, for each (i, ), the limit limy_ o0 By (4,7) exists and equals the value of By(4,j) when k is large
enough.

Let B be the limit matrix of { By} whose (i, j)-entry B(i,j) = limg_,o Bi(7,J) for each (¢,7). By (@3],
Bl(i1,71), (3%, J1.)] = Bx[(i1,41), (i%, j;.)] for each k. Since Bg[(i1,71), (¢}, 7%)] is stair-shaped, B is also stair-
shaped. Since B is a stair-shaped matrix, its corresponding measure np as defined in ([G.2) is stair-shaped.
By (b) and definition of admissible matrices, we have A = B. Therefore, Proposition .11 gives 15 is a good
decomposition with ng << 4. ]

In the end, we provide a typical matrix of finite size satisfying conditions (a), (b), (¢) in Corollary [6.12]
and see how to decompose the corresponding cycle-free stair-shaped transport path into the difference of
two map-compatible paths.

Example 6.4. Let
W =40z, + 1165, + 1405, + 1165, + 176, + 1064, + 304, + 6054 + 205 + 62y + 50244,

W= 46y, + 30y, + 146, + 116, + 126y, + 76, + 6y, + 96,5 + 30y, + 36,10 + 116,,,,

and T be a cycle-free transport path from p~ to u* illustrated by the following diagram:
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Transport Path T

Let

N

I
SO O OO OO OO W
SO O OO OO OO N
OO DO OO OO UTO N
S OO OO OO NNNO
S OO OO WH ik HFH WO
SO OD OO WO O oo
DO DD DO OO OO
S OO OO NJO O oo
S OO N OOOOoO oo
S OO INOOOOOoOOo
TN WOOoOOoOOoO o oo

Then, A = [a;;] is the corresponding matriz of a good decomposition na of T, namely
na ‘= Z aijé%ri,yj .
N

Here, A satisfies conditions (a), (b), (¢) in Corollary [612 with

o
1 2 3
1 1 2 1 3 6 7 1 2 2
A1—|:3 9 1:|,A2— 6 7 1 ,A3—|:3 4 1 2:|,A4—|:2 1],andA5— 1
5 2 4
_5_
Using algorithm [6.3, we have
o
8 0 0
, 4 00 , 4760 , [30 .2
T NOPO O B (O NI O [
0 3 8 5

By Corollary [6.12,



is a stair-shaped good decomposition of T with np << na, where the matriz

40000000000
03800000000
00680000000
00038000000
00004760000

B=byl=]00000019000
00000000300
0000000GO0GO0 33
0000000O0O0O0 2
0000000O0GO0O0 1

L0 00000O0O0O0O0 5|

is stair-shaped.
Now, by the proof of Theorem[G.8, one may decompose the stair-shaped matriz B into B = By + Bo where

0

S
ja]
(@)
(@)
a]
o
ja]
(@)
(@)
jan]
(@)
(@)
ja]
ja]
ja]

B = and By =

OO O OO OO oo
OO OO OO OO OO 0O
SO ODODO OO OO o

OO O OO O 0o o

OO OO OO OO 0o
S OO DO DOV OoO OO oOo

OO OO OO OO W
SO O DODOO O WO oo

SO O OO NOoO oo
OO OO OO OO O OO

OO WO OO OO oo

OO O OO OO oo

TN WOOOoO oo o

OO DODDODOO OO Oo

SO OO0 OO OO
SO OO OO OO
OO OO WO oo oo
(el el ol en J e M e M e M e M e Bl ]
SO OO O OO OO
DO DODDODO R OO OO
OO OO OO O OO Oo

s}
s}
s}
s}
s}
s}
s}

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
h

From matrix By and the transport pat
Path(py , uf) illustrated below, where

T, we may construct the corresponding transport path Ty &€

1y =40z, + 8z, + 805, + 805, + 605, + 9644 + 304, + 3025 + 205 + 91y + 50244,

and
pi =46y, + 80y, + 83y, + 83y, + 68y, + 98y, + 30y, + 118, .

g

il I5

>

T2 e——

Y1

/
/g/) %‘-
& Y7
Ys

Transport Path Ty
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Note that from the non-zero entries of By, there exists a transport map

©1: {51017562,963,!E4,!E5,!E6,$7,5€8,!E9,!E10,$11} — {yluy37y4uy57y77y87y97y11}7

where

e1(x1) =y1, p1(22) =ys3, @1(23) = ys, v1(24) =ys, p1(5) = yr, P1(26) = ys,
e1(z7) = Yo, w1(x8) =11, P1(9) = Y11, Y1(T10) = Y11, V1(T11) = Y11
Here, p14py = i, and (T1,¢1) is compatible.
Similarly, using matrix Bs and transport path T, we may construct the corresponding transport path
Ty € Path(uy ,p13) as illustrated below, where
fy =30z, + 635 + 305, + 1104, + 0z + 3044,

and
3 = 38y, + 60y, + 30y, + 46y, + T0ys + 0y, + 30y,,.

Ya
I3 e 3/ J 3
Y3
3
Ty
Y2 -‘{ T .
1%
Yr

Transport Path Ty
Again, using the non-zero entries of Ba, there exists a transport map

P2 - {342793,94795796,3477910} — {I27$35I45I57$67$8}7
with

02(y2) = T2, P2(y3) = x3, Y2(ya) = x4, @2(ys) = x5, Y2(ys) = 5, Y2(y7) = 6, P2(y10) = Ts,

Here, p, = gpg#,uf, and (—Ta, p2) is compatible.
As a result, we decompose the cycle-free stair-shaped transport path T =Ty — T as the difference of two
map-compatible paths T and Ts.
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