arXiv:2212.09293v2 [math.AP] 15 Mar 2024

STABILITY ESTIMATES FOR THE VLASOV-POISSON SYSTEM IN p-KINETIC WASSERSTEIN DISTANCES

MIKAELA IACOBELLI AND JONATHAN JUNNÉ

Abstract. We extend Loeper’s L^2-estimate [13, Theorem 2.9] relating the force fields to the densities for the Vlasov-Poisson system to L^p, with 1 < p < +∞, based on the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition. This allows us to generalize both the classical Loeper’s 2-Wasserstein stability estimate [13, Theorem 1.2] and the recent stability estimate by the first author relying on the newly introduced kinetic Wasserstein distance [10, Theorem 3.1] to kinetic Wasserstein distances of order 1 < p < +∞.

1. Introduction

1.1. General overview. Monge-Kantorovich distances, also known as Wasserstein distances, are used extensively in kinetic theory, in particularly in the context of stability, convergence to equilibrium and mean-field limits. A first celebrated result for the 1-Monge-Kantorovich distance is due to Dobrushin [2, Theorem 1], who proved the well-posedness for Vlasov equations with C^{1,1} potentials. An explanation of Dobrushin’s stability estimate and its consequences on the mean-field limit for the Vlasov equation can be found in [5, Chapter 1] and [11, Chapter 3], and we refer to [7, Section 3] for a survey on well-posedness for the Vlasov-Poisson system.

Regarding the 2-Wasserstein distance, Loeper proved [13, Theorem 1.2] a uniqueness criterion for solutions with bounded density based on a 2-Wasserstein distance stability estimate using both a link between the Ḣ^{−1}-seminorm and the 2-Wasserstein distance, and the fact that the Coulomb kernel is generated by a potential solving the Poisson equation. In addition to the Vlasov-Poisson system, this criterion gives a new proof of uniqueness à la Yudovich for 2D Euler. Beyond bounded density, Loeper’s uniqueness criterion has been extended for some suitable Orlicz spaces using the 1-Monge-Kantorovich distance by Miot [16, Theorem 1.1] and Miot, Holding [9, Theorem 1.1].

On the Torus, Loeper’s criterion was improved by Han-Kwan, Iacobelli [8, Theorem 3.1] for the Vlasov-Poisson system, and more recently for the Vlasov-Poisson system with massless electrons by Griffin-Pickering, Iacobelli [6, Theorem 4.1].

The aim of this work is twofold. The first goal is to generalize Loeper’s 2-Wasserstein distance stability estimate to p-Wasserstein distances for 1 < p < +∞. The second goal is to extend the recent stability estimate [10, Theorem 3.1] by the first author relying on the newly introduced kinetic Wasserstein distance [10, Theorem 3.1] to kinetic Wasserstein distances of order 1 < p < +∞.

ETH Zürich, Department of Mathematics, Rämistrasse 101, 8092 Zürich, Switzerland TU Delft, Delft Institute of Applied Mathematics, Mekelweg 4, 2628 CD Delft, Netherlands E-mail addresses: mikaela.iacobelli@math.ethz.ch, j.junne@tudelft.nl. 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q83, 82C40, 82D10, 35B35.

1

1.2. Definitions and main results. We first recall the classical Wasserstein distance (see [21, Chapter 6]) on the product space X × R^d , with X denoting in the sequel either the d-dimensional torus T^d or the Euclidean space R^d :

Definition 1.1. Let μ, ν be two probability measures on X × R^d . The Wasserstein distance of order p, with p ≥ 1, between μ and ν is defined as W_p(μ, ν) := Ć inf π∈Π(μ,ν) ∫ (X ×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ(x, v, y, w) Ň_{1/p} , where Π(μ, ν) is the set of couplings; that is, the set of probability measures with marginals μ and ν. A coupling is said to be optimal if it minimizes the Wasserstein distance.

We consider two solutions f_1, f_2 of the Vlasov-Poisson system on X , with either gravitational or electrostatic interaction encoded by σ = ±1, namely, ∂_tf + v · ∂_xf − ∇U · ∇_vf = 0, σΔU := ρ_f − 1, ρ_f := ∫ R^d f dv (1.1)

on the torus, and ∂_tf + v · ∂_xf − ∇U · ∇_vf = 0, σΔU := ρ_f , ρ_f := ∫ R^d f dv (1.2)

on the whole space, with initial profiles f_1(0), f_2(0), and respective flows Z_1 := (X_1, V_1) and Z_2 := (X_2, V_2) satisfying the system of characteristics Ẋ = V, V̇ = −∇U, X(0, x, v) = x, V (0, x, v) = v. The flows yield solutions f_1(t) = Z_1(t, ·, ·)_#f_1(0) and f_2(t) = Z_2(t, ·, ·)_#f_2(0) as pushforwards of the initial data.

(1) A new L^p-estimate for the difference of force fields. Loeper estimates the L^2-norm [13, Theorem 2.9] of the difference of force fields with the Wasserstein distance between the densities. We extend the L^2-estimate to L^p for 1 < p < +∞ using the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition of L^p(X ) = G_p(X ) ⊕ H_p(X ) into its hydrodynamic space that we recall (see [3, Chapter III]):

Definition 1.2. The hydrodynamic spaces are the closed subspaces of L^p(X ) defined as

G_p(X ) := ę u ∈ L^p(X ); u = ∇w for some w ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (X ) ľ

and H_p(X ) := {u ∈ C^∞_c (X ); div u = 0 on X }.

Remark 1.3. Note that this decomposition breaks down for p = 1 or p = +∞ and does not hold for general domains in L^p. It is equivalent to the solvability of an Neumann problem (see [3, Lemma III.1.2]), while an orthogonal decomposition in L^2 is always possible, whatever the domain is.

In our setting; that is either on the torus or on the Euclidean space, the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition holds [3, Theorem III.1.1 & Theorem III.1.2];

Theorem 1.4 (Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition). The Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition holds for L^p(X ), for any 1 < p < +∞; that is, L^p(X ) = G_p(X ) ⊕ H_p(X ).

Moreover, when p = 2, this decomposition is orthogonal.

The validity of the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition implies the existence of an Helmholtz-Weyl bounded linear projection operator (see [3, Remark III.1.1]) P_p : L^p(X ) → H_p(X ) with range H_p(X ) and with G_p(X ) as null space. More precisely, there is a constant C_{Pp} > 0 that only depends on p and X such that for all u ∈ L^p(X ), it holds ‖P_p(u)‖_{Lp(X )} ≤ C_{Pp} ‖u‖_Lp_{(X )}. (1.3) Using optimal transport techniques, Loeper manages to link the strong dual homogeneous Sobolev norm and Wasserstein distances between densities, and we recall those notions: Definition 1.5. Let 1 < p < +∞. The homogeneous Sobolev space is the space Ẇ^{1,p}(X ) := ę [g]; g ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (X ), ∇g ∈ L^p(X ) ľ , where [·] := {· + c; c ∈ R} denotes the equivalence class of functions up to a constant, together with the norm ‖[g]‖_{Ẇ 1,p(X )} := ‖∇g‖_Lp_{(X )}. This is a Banach space for which the equivalence classes of test functions Ḋ(X ) := {[ϕ]; ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (X )} are dense in it (see [17, Theorem 2.1]).

Definition 1.6. We define the dual homogeneous Sobolev space Ẇ^{−1,p}(X ) to be the topological dual of Ẇ 1,p^′ (X ) equipped with the strong dual homogeneous Sobolev norm. For a function h with ∫ h = 0, by density, ‖h‖_{Ẇ −1,p(X )} := sup ğ∫ X h [g] dx; g ∈ Ẇ^{1,p′} (X ), ‖[g]‖_{Ẇ 1,p}′_{(X )} ≤ 1 ł

= sup ğ∫ X h [ϕ] dx; ϕ ∈ Ḋ(X ), ‖[ϕ]‖_{Ẇ 1,p}′_{(X )≤1} ł . First, we extend this connection for densities to L^p. Using the machinery of Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition, we generalize [13, Lemma 2.10] into the following:

Lemma 1.7. Let ρ_1, ρ_2 ∈ L^∞(X ) be two probability measures, and let U_i satisfy σΔU_i = ρ_i for X = R^d , or σΔU_i = ρ_i − 1 for X = T^d, with i = 1, 2, σ = ±1, in the distributional sense. Let 1 < p < +∞. Then there is a constant C_{HW} > 0 that only depends on p and X such that ‖∇U_1 − ∇U_2‖_Lp_{(X )} ≤ C_{HW}‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖_{Ẇ −1,p(X )}. (1.4)

Second, we adapt Loeper’s argument of the L^2-estimate [13, Theorem 2.9](see also [20, Proposition 1.1] in bounded convex domains) relating negative homogeneous Sobolev norms to Wasserstein distances with this new link on force fields to get the new L^p-estimate allowing us to generalize stability estimates;

Proposition 1.8. Let ρ_1, ρ_2 ∈ L^∞(X ) be two probability measures, and let U_i satisfy σΔU_i = ρ_i for X = R^d , or σΔU_i = ρ_i − 1 for X = T^d, with i = 1, 2, σ = ±1, in the distributional sense. Let 1 < p < +∞. Then there is a constant C_{HW} > 0 that only depends on p and X such that

‖∇U_1 − ∇U_2‖_Lp_{(X )} ≤ C_{HW} max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2). (1.5)

(2) Loeper’s stability estimate in W_p. Loeper noted [13, Lemma 3.6] that both the Wasserstein distance of order two of the solutions and of the associated densities are bounded by a flow quantity Q given by Q(t) := ∫ R^d ×R^d |X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, x, v)|^2 + |V_1(t, x, v) − V_2(t, x, v)|^2 df^0(x, v), and the bounds read as

W^2_2 (f_1(t), f_2(t)) ≤ Q(t), W^2_2 (ρ_{f1} (t), ρ_{f2} (t)) ≤ Q(t). (1.6)

Loeper uses the quantity Q(t) together with the L^2-estimate on the force fields to prove the stability estimate [13, Theorem 1.2] leading to the uniqueness of weak solutions. By modifying the quantity Q(t) to Q_p(t) := ∫ (X ×R^d )^2 |X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, y, w)|^p + |V_1(t, x, v) − V_2(t, y, w)|^p dπ_0(x, v, y, w) = ∫ (X ×R^d )^2 |x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ_t(x, v, y, w), where π_t ∈ Π(f_1(t), f_2(t)) and π_0 is an optimal W_p coupling (see [6, Section 4] for a construction of π_t), we are able to generalise Loeper’s stability estimate [13, Theorem 1.2], and [8, Theorem 3.1] both on the torus T^d and on the whole space R^d , to any Wasserstein distance of order p, with 1 < p < +∞;

Theorem 1.9. Let f_1, f_2 be two weak solutions to the Vlasov-Poisson system on X with respective densities ρ_{f1} := ∫ R^d f_1 dv, ρ_{f2} := ∫ R^d f_2 dv. Let 1 < p < +∞, and set

A(t) := ‖ρ_{f2} (t)‖_{L∞(X )} + ‖ρ_{f1} (t)‖^{1/p}_{L∞(X )} max ę ‖ρ_{f1} (t)‖_{L∞(X )}, ‖ρ_{f2} (t)‖_{L∞(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ , (1.7)

which is assumed to be in L^1([0, T )) for some T > 0. Then there is a constant C_L > 0 that only depends on p and d such that if W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) is sufficiently small so that W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p and | | | | log Ď W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ă 4 √ d Ł_p Ő| | | | ≥ p exp Ć −C_L ∫_T 0 A(s) ds Ň (1.8)

then

W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t)) ≤ Ă 4 √ d Ł_p exp log Ď W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ă 4 √ d Ł_p Ő exp Ą C_L ∫_t 0 A(s) ds Ń . (1.9)

(3) An improved W_p stability estimate via kinetic Wasserstein distance. Due to the anisotropy between position and momentum variables, we use an adapted Wasserstein distance designed for kinetic problems taking this into account as introduced in [10, Section 4]:

Definition 1.10. Let μ, ν be two probability measures on X × R^d . The kinetic Wasserstein distance of order p, with p ≥ 1, between μ and ν is defined as W_{λ,p}(μ, ν) := Ą inf π∈Π(μ,ν) D_p(π, λ) Ń_{1/p} , where D_p(π, λ) is the unique number s such that s − λ(s) ∫ (X ×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p dπ(x, y, v, w) = ∫ (X ×R^d )^2 |v − w|^p dπ(x, y, v, w), with λ : R^+ → R^+ a decreasing function.

We consider the quantity D_p(t) for π_t and λ(t) = |log D_p(t)|^{p/2} (see [10, Lemma 3.7] for the proof of existence) given by

D_p(t) := 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d)^2 λ(t)|X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, y, w)|^p + |V_1(t, x, v) − V_2(t, y, w)|^p dπ_0(x, v, y, w) = 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d )^2 λ(t)|x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ_t(x, v, y, w). This quantity also compares to the usual Wasserstein distance W_p as does Q_p(t), and this allows us to generalize the recent Iacobelli’s stability estimate [10, Theorem 3.1] to the following:

Theorem 1.11. Let f_1, f_2 be two weak solutions to the Vlasov-Poisson system on X (1.2) with respective densities ρ_{f1} := ∫ R^d f_1 dv, ρ_{f2} := ∫ R^d f_2 dv. Let 1 < p < +∞, and set

A(t) := ‖ρ_{f2} (t)‖_{L∞(X )} + ‖ρ_{f1} (t)‖^{1/p}_{L∞(X )} max ę ‖ρ_{f1} (t)‖_{L∞(X )}, ‖ρ_{f2} (t)‖_{L∞(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ , (1.10)

which is assumed to be in L^1([0, T )) for some T > 0. Then there is a universal constant c_0 > 0 and a constant C_{KW} > 0 that depends only on p and d such that if W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) is sufficiently small so that W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) ≤ pc_0 and Ì| | | | log { W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) | | |log Ą 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ń| | | }| | | ≥ C_{KW} ∫_T 0 A(s) ds + 1, (1.11)

then

W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t))

≤ p exp { − ĎÌ| | |log { W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) | | |log Ą 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ń| | | }| | | − CKW ∫_t 0 A(s) ds Ő_2 }

. (1.12)

The improvement of this stability estimate (1.12) of Theorem 1.11 via p-kinetic Wasserstein distance compared to Loeper’s stability estimate in W_p (1.9) of Theorem 1.9 lies in the order of magnitude of the time interval in which the two solutions are close to each other in Wasserstein distance. Indeed, if W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) = δ ≪ 1, then Loeper’s stability estimate yields W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t)) ≲ 1 for t ∈ [0, log(|log δ|)] while the kinetic stability estimates yields a better control of the time interval; W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t)) ≲ 1 for t ∈ [0, √ |log δ|]. 2. A new L^p-estimate via the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition for 1 < p < +∞

2.1. Proof of the L^p-estimate.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. Let [ϕ] ∈ Ḋ(X ) be a quotient test function. Note that ∫ ρ_1 − ρ_2 = 0 as both ρ_1 and ρ_2 are probability measures, an integration by parts yields ∫ X [ϕ] (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx = ∫ X ϕ (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx = −σ ∫ X ∇ϕ · (∇U_1 − ∇U_2) dx. First, we consider the torus case X = T^d: We use the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition given by Theorem 1.4 to write any R^d -valued test function Φ ∈ C^∞_c (T^d) as Φ = ∇ϕ+g, where ∇ϕ ∈ G_p′ (T^d) and g ∈ H_p′ (T^d) with 1/p + 1/p^′ = 1. By definition, there is a divergence-free sequence of test functions (g_k)_{k∈N} whose L^{p′} -limit is g. By continuity of the force fields (see [8, Lemma 3.2]), ∇U_1 − ∇U_2 ∈ L^∞(T^d), and in particular ∇U_1 − ∇U_2 ∈ L^p(T^d). An integration by parts yields

‖∇U_1 − ∇U_2‖_Lp_{(T}d_) = sup_{‖Φ‖} Lp′ (Td)≤1 ğ∫ T^d Φ · (∇U_1 − ∇U_2) dx ł

= sup ‖Φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}≤1 ğ∫ T^d ∇ϕ · (∇U_1 − ∇U_2) dx − lim_{k→∞} ∫ T^d div g_k (U_1 − U_2) dx ł

= sup ϕ; ‖Φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}≤1 ğ∫ T^d ∇ϕ · (∇U_1 − ∇U_2) dx ł .

Since the projection operator P_p′ : Φ → g is bounded from L^{p′} (T^d) to H_p′ (T^d), we have that ‖∇ϕ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)} = ‖g − Φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)} ≤ Ă 1 + C_{Pp′} Ł ‖Φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}, where C_{Pp′} is the constant from (1.3), and we set C_{HW} := 1 + C_{Pp′} . Consider the larger set ę ‖∇ϕ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}/C_{HW} ≤ 1 ľ ⊃ ę ϕ; ‖∇ϕ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}/C_{HW} ≤ ‖Φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)} ≤ 1 ľ that does not depend on Φ anymore. By replacing the supremum over this set, we obtain

‖∇U_1 − ∇U_2‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ≤ C_{HW} sup_{‖∇ϕ‖} Lp′ (Td)≤1 ğ∫ T^d ∇ϕ · (∇U_1 − ∇U_2) dx ł

= C_{HW} sup ‖∇[ϕ]‖_{Lp}′_{(Td)}≤1 ğ∫ T^d [ϕ] (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx ł .

We conclude by density of quotient test functions Ḋ(T^d) in Ẇ^{1,p}(T^d) and by the definition of the strong dual homogeneous Sobolev norm.

Second, we consider the whole space case X = R^d : Let φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^d ) be a test function and set 1/p + 1/p^′ = 1. We have that U_1 − U_2 = σG_d ∗ (ρ_1 − ρ_2) a.e., where G_d is the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation. Then, by symmetry of the convolution, ‖ ‖∂_{xj} U_1 − ∂_{xj} U_2 ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rd )} = sup ‖φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd)}≤1 ğ∫ R^d φ ∂_{xj} G_d ∗ (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx ł

= sup ‖φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd)}≤1 ğ∫ R^d (ρ_1 − ρ_2) ∂_{xj} G_d ∗ φ dx ł . We denote ϕ = ∂_{xj} G_d ∗ φ, and Calderon-Zygmund’s inequality [3, Theorem II.11.4] yields ‖∇ϕ‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd)} ≤ C_{HW}‖φ‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd )} for some constant C_{HW} > 0 which only depends on d and p, so that the supremum can be replaced by the larger set ę ϕ ∈ Ẇ^{1,p′} (R^d ); ‖∇ϕ‖_Lp′_{(R}d_)/C_{HW} ≤ 1 ľ ⊃ ę φ; ‖ ‖∂_{xj} G_d ∗ φ ‖ ‖_{Lp′ (Rd )}/C_{HW} ≤ ‖φ‖_{Lp′ (Rd)} ≤ 1 ľ independent of φ. We obtain ‖ ‖∂_{xj} U_1 − ∂_{xj} U_2 ‖ ‖_{Lp′ (Rd )} ≤ C_{HW} sup ‖∇ϕ‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd)}≤1 ğ∫ R^d ϕ (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx ł

= C_{HW} sup ‖∇[ϕ]‖_{Lp}′_{(Rd)}≤1 ğ∫ R^d [ϕ] (ρ_1 − ρ_2) dx ł , and we conclude by definition of the strong dual homogeneous Sobolev norm. □

Before proving our new L^p-estimate, we first state the existence of an optimal transport map adapted to our context;

Theorem 2.1 (Gangbo-McCann [4, Theorem 1.2]). Let ρ_1, ρ_2 be two probability measures on X that are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Then

W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2) = Ą inf T_#ρ_1=ρ_2 ğ ∫ X |x − T (x)|^p dρ_1(x) łŃ_{1/p} , where the infimum runs over all measurable mappings T : X → X that push forward ρ_1 onto ρ_2. Moreover, the infimum is reached by a ρ_1(dx)-almost surely unique mapping T , and there is a |·|^p-convex function ψ such that T = Id_X − (∇|·|^p)^{−1} ∘ ∇ψ, where we denote (∇h^∗) by (∇h)^{−1} for a function h with h^∗ its Legendre transform.

Proof of Proposition 1.8. Let us denote by

ρ_θ := [(θ − 1) T + (2 − θ) Id_X ]_# ρ_1

the interpolant measure between ρ_1 and ρ_2, where T is the optimal transport map of Theorem 2.1. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (X ) be a test function. By the properties of pushforwards of measures, it follows immediately that ∫ X ϕ(x) dρ_θ(x) = ∫ X ϕ ((θ − 1)T (x) + (2 − θ)x) dρ_1(x).

Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields d dθ ∫ X ϕ(x) dρ_θ(x) = ∫ X ∇ϕ ((θ − 1)T (x) + (2 − θ)x) · (T (x) − x) dρ_1(x). Now, by using Hölder inequality with respect to the measure ρ_1, we get d dθ ∫ X ϕ(x)ρ_θ(x) dx ≤ Ą∫ X |∇ϕ ((θ − 1)T (x) + (2 − θ)x)|^{p′} dρ_1(x) Ń_{1/p}′ Ą∫ X |x − T (x)|^p dρ_1(x) Ń_{1/p}

= Ą∫ X |∇ϕ(x)|^{p′} dρ_θ(x) Ń_{1/p}′ Ą∫ X |x − T (x)|^p dρ_1(x) Ń_{1/p} . The second term in the product is exactly W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2) by Theorem 2.1. For the first one, thanks to [18, Remark 8], the L^∞-norm of the interpolant is controlled by the one of the two measures;

‖ρ_θ‖_L∞_{(X )} ≤ max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ . Therefore, d dθ ∫ X ϕ(x)ρ_θ(x) dx ≤ max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ Ą∫ X |∇ϕ(x)|^{p′} dx Ń_{1/p}′ W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2).

Combining the above estimate with the fact that ∫ ρ_2 − ρ_1 = 0 and Fubini’s theorem yields ∫ X [ϕ](x) (ρ_2(x) − ρ_1(x)) dx = ∫ X ϕ(x) (ρ_2(x) − ρ_1(x)) dx = ∫_2 1 Ą d dθ ∫ X ϕ(x)ρ_θ(x) dx Ń dθ ≤ max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ Ą∫ X |∇[ϕ](x)|^{p′} dx Ń_{1/p}′ W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2).

By restricting to quotient test functions [ϕ] such that ‖∇[ϕ]‖_{Lp}′_{(X )} ≤ 1, we get the strong dual homogeneous norm so that

‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖_{Ẇ −1,p(X )} ≤ max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ_{1/p}′ W_p(ρ_1, ρ_2),

and we conclude by Lemma 1.7. □

Remark 2.2. Loeper uses extensively that the optimal transport map T is convex to rely on the gas internal energy theory developed by McCann (see [15, Section 2]) to estimate the L^∞-norm of the interpolant. Here, we only have | · |^p-convexity instead, while still the L^∞-estimate on the interpolant is valid as showed, for instance, by Santambrogio [18, Remark 8]. Loeper gives also an alternative proof [12, Proposition 3.1] using the Benamou-Brenier formula [1, Proposition 1.1]. The interpolant measure satisfies the continuity equation ∂_θρ_θ + div_x(ρ_θv_θ) = 0 for a vector field v_θ related to the Wasserstein distance through ∫ X |v_θ(x)|^2 dρ_θ(x) = W^2_2 (ρ_1, ρ_2).

Differentiating both sides of Poisson’s equation gives

Δ∂_θU_θ = −∂_θρ_θ = div_x(ρ_θv_θ), and integrating by parts against ∂_θU_θ itself as test function yields ∫ X |∂_θ∇U_θ|^2 dx = ∫ X ρ_θv_θ · ∂_θ∇U_θ dx so that

‖∂_θ∇U_θ‖_L2_{(X )} ≤ ‖ρ_θ‖^{1/2}_{L∞(X )}W_2(ρ_1, ρ_2) ≤ max ę ‖ρ_1‖_L∞_{(X )}, ‖ρ_2‖_L∞_{(X )} ľ_{1/2} W_2(ρ_1, ρ_2),

and the conclusion follows after integrating over θ ∈ [1, 2].

Even though there is a W_p version of Benamou-Brenier formula [19, Theorem 5.28], there is no analog test function that allows to mimic this proof for L^p.

3. Stability estimates revisited for Wasserstein-like distances 3.1. Loeper’s estimate revisited. The proof of Loeper’s stability estimate in W_p on the torus T^d is similar to [8, Theorem 3.1] using the new L^p-estimate (1.5) from Proposition 1.8. It relies on the modified quantity (see [6, Section 4])

Q_p(t) := ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, y, w)|^p + |V_1(t, x, v) − V_2(t, y, w)|^p dπ_0(x, v, y, w) = ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ_t(x, v, y, w), where π_t ∈ Π(f_1(t), f_2(t)) and π_0 is an optimal coupling that satisfies the marginal property; ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 ϕ(x, v, y, w) dπ_t(x, v, y, w) = ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 ϕ (Z_1(t, x, v), Z_2(t, y, w)) dπ_0(x, v, y, w), ∀ϕ ∈ C_b((T^d × R^d )^2). (3.1) The last ingredients are the following estimates analog to (1.6) relying on the definition of Wasserstein distance (see [13, Lemma 3.6]):

W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t)) ≤ Q_p(t), W^p_p (ρ_{f1} (t), ρ_{f2} (t)) ≤ Q_p(t). (3.2)

3.2. Kinetic Wasserstein distance revisited. We prove the recent Iacobelli’s stability estimate in W_p both on the torus and on the whole space adapting the proof of [10, Theorem 3.1].

The proof relies on the modified quantity from the kinetic Wasserstein distance (see [10, Section 4])

D_p(t) := 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d)^2 λ(t)|X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, y, w)|^p + |V_1(t, x, v) − V_2(t, y, w)|^p dπ_0(x, v, y, w) = 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d )^2 λ(t)|x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ_t(x, v, y, w), where λ(t) = |log D_p(t)|^{p/2}, whose specific choice of comes from optimisation considerations that will become apparent in the proof. One is able to bound Ḋ_p(t) ≲ λ̇(t) λ D_p(t) + D_p(t) Ą λ^{1/p}(t) + λ^{−1/p}(t) log Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) ŃŃ which can be rewritten as Ḋ_p(t) ≲ D_p(t) [ λ^{1/p}(t) + λ^{−1/p}(t) log (D_p(t)) ] recalling that λ is a decreasing function and assuming that |log(pD_p(t)/λ(t))| ≲ |log D_p(t)| in some regime. The term inside the square brackets is now optimised considering D_p(t) as a function of λ(t).

We recall the Log-Lipschitz estimate on the force fields [8, Lemma 3.2], see also [6, Lemma 3.3] and [14, Lemma 8.1]:

Lemma 3.1. Let U_i satisfy σΔU_i = ρ_{fi} − 1, i = 1, 2, σ = ±1, on T^d in the distributional sense. Then there is a constant C > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ T^d, i = 1, 2, it holds |∇U_i(x) − ∇U_i(y)| ≤ C|x − y| log Ć 4 √ d |x − y| Ň ‖ρ_{fi} − 1‖_{L∞(Td)}. (3.3) Lemma 3.2. Let U_i satisfy σΔU_i = ρ_{fi} , i = 1, 2, σ = ±1, on R^d in the distributional sense. Then there is a constant C_d > 0 such that ‖∇U_i‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ C_d Ă ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L1(Rd )} + ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L∞(Rd)} Ł , and for all x, y ∈ R^d with |x − y| < 1/e, i = 1, 2, it holds |∇U_i(x) − ∇U_i(y)| ≤ C_d|x − y| log Ą 1 |x − y| Ń Ă ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L1(Rd)} + ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L∞(Rd )} Ł . (3.4)

In particular, for all x, y ∈ R^d , |∇U_i(x) − ∇U_i(y)| ≤ C_d|x − y| ( 1 + log^−(|x − y|) ) Ă ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L1(Rd)} + ‖ρ_{fi} ‖_{L∞(Rd )} Ł , (3.5) with log^−(s) := max{− log(s), 0}. Proof of Theorem 1.11. Ḋ_p(t) = 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d )^2

λ̇(t)|X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0 + ∫ (X ×R^d )^2

λ(t)|X_1 − X_2|^{p−2}(X_1 − X_2) · (V_1 − V_2) dπ_0 + ∫ (X ×R^d )^2

|V_1 − V_2|^{p−2}(V_1 − V_2) · (∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_1(t, X_1)) dπ_0.

The last two terms are estimated using Hölder’s inequality with respect to the measure π_0, and we have

Ḋ_p(t) ≤ 1 p ∫ (X ×R^d)^2

λ̇(t)|X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0

+ λ^{1/p}(t) (pD_p(t)) + (pD_p(t))^{1/p′} Ć∫ (X ×R^d)^2

|∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_1(t, X_1)|^p dπ_0 Ň_{1/p} . (3.6)

Recall the separation of the difference of force fields;

|∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_1(t, X_1)| ≤ |∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_2(t, X_1)| + |∇_xU_1(t, X_1) − ∇_xU_2(t, X_2)|, whence Ć∫

(X ×R^d)^2

|∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_1(t, X_1)|^p dπ_0 Ň_{1/p} ≤ T_1(t) + T_2(t), (3.7) where

T_1(t) := Ć∫ (X ×R^d )^2

|∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_2(t, X_1)|^p dπ_0 Ň_{1/p} ,

T_2(t) := Ć∫ (X ×R^d)^2

|∇_xU_1(t, X_1) − ∇_xU_2(t, X_1)|^p dπ_0 Ň_{1/p} . (3.8)

First, consider the torus case X = T^d: We estimate T_1 (3.8) using the non-decreasing concave function on [0, +∞) given by

Φ_p(s) := s log^p

(_{(4}√_{d)p} s ) if s ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p, (_{4p}√_d e )_p if s > (4 √ d/e)^p, together with the Log-Lipschitz estimate (3.3) from Lemma 3.1 and (1.10) to get^1 T_1(t) ≤ CA(t) Ć∫ (T^d×R^d)^2

Φ_p (|X_1 − X_2|^p) dπ_0 Ň_{1/p}

provided that |X_1 − X_2|^p ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p, but this is always the case since the distance between points in the torus cannot exceed √ d. Thus by Jensen’s inequality we have T_1(t) ≤ CA(t) [ Φ_p Ć∫ (T^d×R^d)^2

|X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0 Ň ]1/p ≤ CA(t) [ Φ_p Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń ]1/p . Now, the considered regime becomes pD_p(t) λ(t) ≤ Ă 4 √ d/e Ł_p , (3.9)

so that T_1(t) ≤ CA(t) Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń_{1/p} [| |log Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń| | + p log Ă 4 √ d Ł ] . (3.10)

We replace λ(t) = |log D_p(t)|^{p/2}, and consider yet another regime, now dictated by D_p(t) ≤ 1 e , (3.11)

so that |log D_p(t)| ≥ 1. Note that this regime is compatible with the regime (3.9) needed for the function Φ_p in the sense that if pD_p(t) ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p holds, then pD_p(t)/|log D_p(t)|^{p/2} ≤ pD_p(t) ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p, and since p/e ≤ (4 √ d/e)^p, we can only consider the regime (3.11). We estimate the logarithms in (3.10) in this new regime (3.11) using an elementary inequality valid within this regime; | | | log Ć pD_p(t) |log D_p(t)|^{p/2} Ň| | | ≤ 2 ( 1 + log p + p 2 ) |log D_p(t)|, (3.12)

and set C_p := 2(1 + log p + p/2). Hence (3.10) becomes T_1(t) ≤ CA(t) Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń_{1/p} [

C_p|log D_p(t)| + p log Ă 4 √ d Ł ] . (3.13)

We move to the estimation of T_2 (3.8). The L^p-estimate (1.5) from Proposition 1.8 yields

T_2(t) ≤ C_{HW}A(t)W_p(ρ_{f1} (t), ρ_{f2} (t)) (3.14)

1Note that, since ρ_{fi} (t) ≥ 0 and ‖ρ_{fi} (t)‖_{L∞(Td)} ≥ 1, then ‖ρ_{fi} (t) − 1‖_{L∞(Td)} ≤ ‖ρ_{fi} (t)‖_{L∞(Td)} ≤ A(t) for i = 1, 2.

recalling (1.10). Since (X_1(t), X_2(t))_#π_0 has marginals ρ_{f1} (t) and ρ_{f2} (t), we can estimate the Wasserstein distance between the densities by D_p (see [13, Lemma 3.6]). More precisely, by the definition of the Wasserstein distance, we have

W^p_p (ρ_{f1} (t), ρ_{f2} (t)) = inf

γ∈Π(ρ_{f1} (t),ρ_{f2} (t)) ∫ T^d×T^d |x − y|^p dγ(x, y) ≤ ∫ T^d×T^d |x − y|^p d [ (X_1(t), X_2(t))_# π_0 ] (x, y) = ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |X_1(t, x, v) − X_2(t, y, w)|^p dπ_0(x, v, y, w) ≤ pD_p(t) λ(t) . We replace λ(t) = |log D_p(t)|^{p/2} and the above estimate in (3.14) to get

T_2(t) ≤ C_{HW}A(t) Ć pD_p(t) |log D_p(t)|^{p/2} Ň_{1/p} . (3.15)

Putting altogether estimates (3.6, 3.7, 3.13, 3.15) gives in the considered regime (3.11) that

Ḋ_p(t) ≤ 1 p ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 −Ḋ_p(t) D_p(t) |log D_p(t)|^{p/2−1}|X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0

+ (pD_p(t)) [ È |log D_p(t)| + CA(t) Ď C_p È |log D_p(t)|(t) + p log Ă 4 √ d Ł √ |log D_p(t)| Ő + C_{HW}A(t) √ |log D_p(t)| ] . If Ḋ_p ≤ 0, then we do not do anything. Otherwise, then the first term in the above estimate is negative, and therefore

Ḋ_p(t) ≤ (pD_p(t)) [ È |log D_p(t)| + CA(t) Ď C_p È |log D_p(t)|(t) + p log Ă 4 √ d Ł √ |log D_p(t)| Ő + C_{HW}A(t) √ |log D_p(t)| ] .

Since the right-hand side is non-negative, independently of the sign of Ḋ_p, this bound is always valid in the regime, and using that |log D_p(t)| ≥ 1, together with A(t) ≥ 1, we get Ḋ_p(t) ≤ C̃_{KW}A(t)D_p(t) È |log D_p(t)|, where C̃_{KW} := p × Ť 1 + C × Ă C_p + p log Ă 4 √ d ŁŁ + C_{HW} Ů . Therefore,

D_p(t) ≤ exp ĺ − ĄÈ |log D_p(0)| − C_{KW} ∫_t 0 A(s) ds Ń_2ń , (3.16)

where C_{KW} := C̃_{KW}/2 depends only on p and d. This implies in particular that (3.11) holds if È |log D_p(0)| ≥ C_{KW} ∫_T 0 A(s) ds + 1. (3.17)

It remains to compare D_p to the Wasserstein distance between the solutions in the regime (3.11). By the definition of the Wasserstein distance, since (Z_1(t), Z_2(t))_#π_0 has marginals f_1(t) and f_2(t), we have that

W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t)) = inf

γ∈Π(f_1(t),f_2(t)) ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p dγ(x, v, y, w)

≤ ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p + |v − w|^p d [ (Z_1(t), Z_2(t))_# π_0 ] (x, v, y, w) = ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2

|X_1 − X_2|^p + |V_1 − V_2|^p dπ_0 ≤ pD_p(t).

For the initial Wasserstein distance, since π_0 is optimal, we get

D_p(0) ≤ 1 p |log D_p(0)| ∫ (T^d×R^d)^2 |x − y|^p + |v − w|^p dπ_0 = 1 p |log D_p(0)|W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)),

which we rewrite as D_p(0) |log D_p(0)| ≤ 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)).

Note that, near the origin, the inverse of the function s → s/|log s| behaves like τ → τ|log τ|. In particular, there is a universal constant c_0 > 0 such that s |log s| ≤ τ for some 0 ≤ τ ≤ c_0 =⇒ s ≤ pτ|log τ|. Hence for sufficiently small initial distance such that W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) ≤ pc_0, then

D_p(0) ≤ W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) | | |log Ą 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ń| | |. Combining these bounds with (3.16), and recalling (3.17), this implies

W^p_p (f_1(t), f_2(t))

≤ p exp { − ĎÌ| | |log { W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) | | |log Ą 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ń| | }| | | − CKW ∫_t 0 A(s) ds Ő2 }

provided W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) ≤ pc_0 and Ì| | | | log { W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) | | |log Ą 1 p W^p_p (f_1(0), f_2(0)) Ń| | | }| | | ≥ C_{KW} ∫_T 0 A(s) ds + 1. We conclude the proof of the torus case by [10, Lemma 3.7 & Remark 3.8].

Second, we consider the whole space case X = R^d : The only difference lies in the the separation of force fields. We have to estimate T_1 and T_2 defined in (3.8). We split T_1 in two integrals;

T_1(t)^p = Ć∫ |X_1−X_2|<1/e dπ_0 + ∫ |X_1−X_2|≥1/e dπ_0 Ň [ |∇_xU_2(t, X_2) − ∇_xU_2(t, X_1)|^p ] := I_1(t) + I_2(t).

On one hand, for I_1, using the Log-Lipschitz estimate (3.4) from Lemma 3.2 and (1.10), we get

I_1(t) ≤ C^p_d A^p(t) ∫ |X_1−X_2|<1/e |X_1 − X_2|^p log^p Ą 1 |X_1 − X_2|^p Ń dπ_0 ≤ C^p_d A^p(t) ∫ |X_1−X_2|<1/e Φ_p(|X_1 − X_2|^p) dπ_0.

Applying Jensen’s inequality, we have

I_1(t) ≤ C^p_d A^p(t)Φ_p Ć∫ |X_1−X_2|<1/e |X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0 Ň ≤ C^p_d A^p(t)Φ_p Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń .

On the other hand, for I_2, the estimate (3.5) from Lemma 3.2 yields

I_2(t) ≤ C^p_d A^p(t) ∫ |X_1−X_2|≥1/e |X_1 − X_2|^p dπ_0 ≤ C^p_d A^p(t) Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń . Again, we impose the regime D_p(t) ≤ 1/e, with λ(t) = |log D_p(t)|^{p/2}, so that

T_1(t) ≤ (I_1(t) + I_2(t))^{1/p} ≤ 2^{1/p}C_dA(t) Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń_{1/p} | |log Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń + p log Ă 4 √ d Ł| | becomes T_1(t) ≤ 2^{1/p}C_dA(t) Ą pD_p(t) λ(t) Ń_{1/p} Ť

C_p|log D_p(t)| + p log Ă 4 √ d ŁŮ after using the elementary inequality (3.12) valid within the considered regime. The estimation of T_2 (3.8) is again a direct consequence of the L^p-estimate (1.5) from Proposition 1.8;

T_2(t) ≤ C_{HW}A(t)W_p(ρ_{f1} (t), ρ_{f2} (t)).

From now on, the proof is the same as in the torus case X = T^d with C_{KW} := p × Ť 1 + 2^{1/p}C_d × Ă C_p + p log Ă 4 √ d ŁŁ + C_{HW} Ů . □ Acknowledgement: The authors would like to thank the anonymous referees for their useful and detailed comments, which improved the presentation of the paper. The second author also acknowledges partial financial support from the Dutch Research Council (NWO): project number OCENW.M20.251.

References

[1] Jean Benamou and Yann Brenier. “A computational fluid mechanics solution to the Monge-Kantorovich mass transfer problem”. In: Numerische Mathematik 84.3 (Jan. 1, 2000), pp. 375–393. issn: 0029-599X, 0945-3245. doi: 10.1007/s002110050002. url:

http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s002110050002.

[2] Roland L. Dobrushin. “Vlasov Equations”. In: Funktsional Anal.i Prilozhen. 13 (1979), pp. 48–58. [3] Giovanni P. Galdi. An Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier- Stokes Equations. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. New York, NY: Springer New York, 2011. isbn: 978-0-387-09619-3. doi: 10.1007/978-0-387-09620-9. url:

http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-0-387-09620-9.

[4] Wilfrid Gangbo and Robert J. McCann. “The geometry of optimal transportation”. In:

Acta Math. 177.2 (1996), pp. 113–161. issn: 0001-5962. doi: 10.1007/BF02392620. url:

http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.acta/1485890981.

[5] F Golse. “On the dynamics of large particle systems in the mean field limit”. In: Macroscopic and Large Scale Phenomena: Coarse Graining, Mean Field Limits and Ergodicity. Ed. by Adrian Muntean, Jens Rademacher, and Antonios Zagaris. Vol. 3. Lect. Notes Appl. Math. Mech. Springer, 2016, pp. 1–144.

[6] Megan Griffin-Pickering and Mikaela Iacobelli. “Global well-posedness for the Vlasov- Poisson system with massless electrons in the 3-dimensional torus”. Preprint. 2020. arXiv:

1810.06928 [math.AP].

[7] Megan Griffin-Pickering and Mikaela Iacobelli. “Recent developments on the well-posedness theory for Vlasov-type equations”. In: Proceedings of the conference Particle Systems and Partial Differential Equations editions VI, VII and VIII. (2021). Preprint.

[8] Daniel Han-Kwan and Mikaela Iacobelli. “Quasineutral limit for Vlasov-Poisson via Wasserstein stability estimates in higher dimension”. In: J. Differential Equations 263.1 (2017), pp. 1–25.

[9] Thomas Holding and Evelyne Miot. “Uniqueness and stability for the Vlasov-Poisson system with spatial density in Orlicz spaces”. In: Mathematical analysis in fluid mechanics—selected recent results. Vol. 710. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2018, pp. 145–162. doi:

10.1090/conm/710/14368. url: https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/710/14368.

[10] Mikaela Iacobelli. “A New Perspective on Wasserstein Distances for Kinetic Problems”. In: Arch Rational Mech Anal 244.1 (Apr. 2022), pp. 27– 50. issn: 0003-9527, 1432-0673. doi: 10.1007/s00205-021-01705-9. url:

https://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00205-021-01705-9.

[11] Pierre-Emmanuel Jabin. “A review of the mean field limits for Vlasov equations”. In: Kinet.

Relat. Models 7.4 (2014), pp. 661–711. issn: 1937-5093. doi: 10.3934/krm.2014.7.661. url:

https://doi.org/10.3934/krm.2014.7.661.

[12] Grégoire Loeper. Uniqueness of the solution to the Vlasov-Poisson system with bounded density.

Apr. 7, 2005. arXiv: math/0504140. url: http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0504140. [13] Grégoire Loeper. “Uniqueness of the solution to the Vlasov-Poisson system with bounded density”.

In: J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 86.1 (2006), pp. 68–79.

[14] Andrew J. Majda and Andrea L. Bertozzi. Vorticity and Incompressible Flow. Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2001.

[15] Robert J. McCann. “A Convexity Principle for Interacting Gases”. In: Advances in Mathematics 128.1 (June 1997), pp. 153–179. issn: 00018708. doi: 10.1006/aima.1997.1634. url:

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0001870897916340.

[16] Evelyne Miot. “A uniqueness criterion for unbounded solutions to the Vlasov-Poisson system”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 346.2 (2016), pp. 469–482. issn: 0010-3616. doi:

10.1007/s00220-016-2707-7. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-016-2707-7.

[17] Christoph Ortner and Endre Suli. A Note on Linear Elliptic Systems on R^d . Apr. 13, 2012. arXiv:

1202.3970[math]. url: http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.3970.

[18] Filippo Santambrogio. “Absolute continuity and summability of transport densities: simpler proofs and new estimates”. In: Calc. Var. 36.3 (Nov. 2009), pp. 343–354. issn: 0944-2669, 1432-0835. doi:

10.1007/s00526-009-0231-8. url: http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00526-009-0231-8.

[19] Filippo Santambrogio. Optimal Transport for Applied Mathematicians. Vol. 87. Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and Their Applications. Springer International Publishing, 2015. isbn: 978-3-319-20827-5. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-20828-2.

[20] Filippo Santambrogio. “Sharp Wasserstein estimates for integral sampling and Lorentz summability of transport densities”. In: Journal of Functional Analysis 284.4 (2023), p. 109783. issn: 0022-1236. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2022.109783. url:

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022123622004037.

[21] Cédric Villani. Optimal transport. Vol. 338. Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Old and new. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009, pp. xxii+973. isbn: 978-3-540-71049-3. doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-71050-9. url:

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-71050-9.