arXiv:2108.07531v1 [math.DG] 17 Aug 2021

PARALLEL TRANSPORT ON NON-COLLAPSED RCD(K, N) SPACES

EMANUELE CAPUTO, NICOLA GIGLI, AND ENRICO PASQUALETTO

Abstract. We provide a general theory for parallel transport on non-collapsed RCD spaces obtaining both existence and uniqueness results. Our theory covers the case of geodesics and, more generally, of curves obtained via the flow of sufficiently regular time dependent vector fields: the price that we pay for this generality is that we cannot study parallel transport along a single such curve, but only along almost all of these (in a sense related to the notions of Sobolev vector calculus and Regular Lagrangian Flow in the nonsmooth setting).

The class of ncRCD spaces contains finite dimensional Alexandrov spaces with curvature bounded from below, thus our construction provides a way of speaking about parallel transport in this latter setting alternative to the one proposed by Petrunin in [38]. The precise relation between the two approaches is yet to be understood.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 5 2.1. Differential calculus on metric measure spaces 5 2.2. Regular Lagrangian flows on RCD(K, ∞) spaces 6 3. Functional analytic tools 10 3.1. Differential of Lusin–Lipschitz maps 10 3.2. Weighted Hajłasz–Sobolev space 14 3.3. Integration of module-valued maps and related topics 16 4. An existence and uniqueness theory in ncRCD(K, N) spaces 26 4.1. The setting 26 4.2. Time dependent vector fields at ‘fixed’ and ‘variable’ points 28 4.3. Calculus with the convective derivative 36 4.4. Existence and uniqueness of Parallel Transport 43 4.5. W^{1,2}_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) as intermediate space between H^{1,2}(π) and W^{1,2}(π) 46 Appendix A. Existence of the parallel transport in W^{1,2}(π) 52 References 55

1. Introduction

A basic and fundamental notion in Riemannian geometry is that of parallel transport. In the classical smooth framework existence and uniqueness of such object are typically obtained working in coordinates and using standard results in ODE’s with smooth coefficients. When working in non-smooth environment, one of the challenges one faces is that of understanding up to what extent standard objects existing in the smooth category have a natural counterpart: in this paper we are concerned with parallel transport on non-collapsed RCD spaces.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C23, 49J52, 46G12. Key words and phrases. Parallel transport, RCD space, Regular Lagrangian flow. 1

To put things into context, let us mention that in the setting of finite dimensional spaces with sectional curvature bounded from below, an existence theory for parallel transport has been provided in [38] - we shall comment on the relation between such notion and ours toward the end of the introduction. Another non-smooth setting where parallel transport has been investigated is Otto’s ‘manifold’ made of probability measures equipped with the Wasserstein W_2 distance, see [18] and [35].

On RCD spaces ([4], [19]) it has been shown in [21] that there is a well defined notion of covariant derivative: this should be intended in an appropriate Sobolev sense, i.e. it makes sense to define the concept of vector field with covariant derivative in L^2. ‘Covariant derivative’ and ‘parallel transport’ are two extremely close concepts, and thus it is natural to expect that the latter also exists in the same generality, provided one pays due attention to the way to formulate the concept in relation with distributional notions of covariant differentiation. An attempt in this direction has been made in [26]: there the problem of parallel transport is formulated not along a single given curve - as it is customary in the smooth setting - but rather along a ‘test plan’. These are probability measures on the space of curves (that should be thought of as measures on ‘well distributed smooth curves’) that are tightly linked to Sobolev calculus on metric measure spaces ([3], [21]). Perhaps surprisingly, the well-posedness of covariant differentiation on RCD spaces seems not sufficient to derive well-posedness of parallel transport and the main result in [26] can be roughly summarized as follows:

i) it makes sense to define what is ‘covariant differentiation along a test plan π’, ii) to such differentiation operator, one can associate the ‘W’ and ‘H’ Sobolev spaces W^{1,2}(π) and H^{1,2}(π), defined respectively in duality or as closure of ‘smooth’ vector fields, iii) in the Sobolev space H^{1,2}(π) uniqueness of parallel transport can be proved (but not existence).

On top of these results, we shall see in the appendix of this manuscript that in W^{1,2}(π), by a general argument based on approximation by viscosity, existence of parallel transport can be established (but not uniqueness).

It is therefore natural to look for some sort of intermediate space between H^{1,2}(π) and W^{1,2}(π) where both existence and uniqueness of parallel transport can be obtained. Alternatively, one might try to impose additional regularity on either the space or the test plan involved to get a better theory. In this manuscript we pursue both directions: we shall in fact work with only certain types of test plans on a relevant subclass of RCD spaces, obtain

existence and uniqueness of parallel transport

in this setting, and finally (in Section 4.5) compare our construction to those in [26] and prove that, in a very natural sense, the relevant space involved sits between H^{1,2}(π) and W^{1,2}(π). The actual statement of our main result requires a bit of terminology, so we postpone it to Theorem 4.16.

Let us give more details about our setting. Rather than investigating ‘generic collections of smooth curves’, as test plans can be thought of, we focus on flows of ‘smooth’ vector fields. Specifically, in the RCD setting the concept of Regular Lagrangian Flow ([5], see also [1], [15]) provides a reasonable counterpart for the classical Cauchy–Lipschitz theory and it gives meaning to the flow (F^s_t ) of a family (w_t) of Sobolev vector fields with uniformly bounded divergence (see Theorem 2.2 for the precise statement). A non-trivial regularity result - established in [7] (see also [6]) - concerning such flows in the finite-dimensional case is that they are uniformly Lusin– Lipschitz, i.e. there is a Borel partition (E_i) of a.a. the space such that the restriction of F^t_0 to E_i is uniformly Lipschitz in t. In the smooth setting a vector field t → V_t ∈ T_F t_{0 (x)}M is a parallel transport along t → F^t_0 (x) if and only if for v_t := dF^0_t (V_t) ∈ T_xM we have

(1.1) v̇_t = −dF^0_t (∇_{dF} t_{0 (vt )}w_t), for a.e. t.

In other words, the quantity dF^0_t (∇_{dF} t_{0 (vt )}w_t) takes into account the time derivative of the distortion given by the differential of the flow. The advantage of working with the vectors v_t is that they all belong to the same tangent space, so that it is clear what the derivative v̇_t is and this advantage is particularly felt in our non-smooth setting, where it is unclear how to define the covariant derivative of a vector field of the form t → V_t ∈ T_F t_{0 (x)}M.

We thus choose this approach and are able to make it work in the class of non-collapsed RCD spaces (introduced in [22] as a counterpart to non-collapsed Ricci-limit spaces introduced in [9], [10], [11]). The reason for this further restriction is in the better regularity estimates available in this setting, that in particular allow to say that the norm of the differential of F^s_t is of order |s − t| (see Proposition 2.3 for the precise statement - in general RCD(K, N) spaces we only know that such differential is uniformly bounded in t, s). This key regularity property, obtained in the recent [6], is needed if one wants to differentiate in time the differential of the flow and recover the covariant derivative of the underlying vector field w_t as in (1.1).

To actually make this plan work a few non-trivial technical obstacles have to be dealt with, in particular in relation with the need of interchanging differentiation in time and differentiation of functions/vector fields. Usually, this sort of issues are managed through closure properties of the differentiation operator considered in conjunction with Hille’s theorem about swapping (Bochner) integration and a closed operator. We do not deviate from this general plan, but have to rework some crucial steps.

The first is about the definition of differentiation and the closure of such operator. We shall indeed need to work with functions of the kind f ∘F^s_t for f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) and (F^s_t ) Regular Lagrangian Flow as discussed above. It is well known that one should not expect Sobolev regularity for this kind of functions, but at least a notion of differentiation can naturally be given using the Lusin– Lipschitz property of F^s_t , that in turn ensures that also f ∘ F^s_t is Lusin–Lipschitz. The problem with the concept of differential defined by locality for Lusin–Lipschitz maps is that is by no means a closed operator: what we need to do to get closure is to properly restrict the domain of the operator. The idea we use takes inspiration from the original work of Hajłasz [30] about Sobolev maps in metric measure spaces and the estimates by Crippa–De Lellis [13], revisited by Brué–Semola [7]: for given ϕ ∈ L^0(X) non-negative and R > 0, we can quantify Lusin–Lipschitz regularity by considering the space H_{ϕ,R}(X) ⊂ L^0(X) of functions f such that for some non-negative G ∈ L^2(X) we have |f(y) − f(x)| ≤ d(x, y)(G(x) + G(y))e^{ϕ(x)+ϕ(y)} for every x, y outside some negligible subset of X and whose mutual distance does not exceed R. We shall denote by A_{ϕ,R}(f) ⊂ L^2(X) the set of G’s as above and endow H_{ϕ,R}(X) with the natural norm ‖f‖_{Hϕ,R(X)} := √ ‖f‖^2_{L2(m)} + inf_{G∈Aϕ,R(f )} ‖G‖^2_{L2(m)} for every f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X)

(see Definition 3.6 for the precise definition). It it clear that functions in H_{ϕ,R}(X) are Lusin– Lipschitz, moreover, crucially, the differential restricted to bounded subsets of H_{ϕ,R}(X) is a closed operator on L^2 (see Proposition 3.10). Here the role of the estimates in [6] is to ensure that for f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) the functions f ∘ F^t_0 are uniformly bounded in H_{ϕ,R}(X) for some properly chosen ϕ, see Lemma 4.8.

The second technical ingredient we need is about the very formulation of Hille’s theorem and the underlying concept of integration used. Due to the low integrability properties of the differential of the flow, it is not natural to work with vector fields in L^p for p ≥ 1, but rather it is better to deal with L^0 vector fields. In turn, since L^0(T X) is not a Banach space (in fact, it is not even locally convex) this creates the need of defining what the integral of a map t → v_t ∈ L^0(T X) is, or more generally of a map t → v_t ∈ H with H some L^0-Hilbert module: we do this in Section 3.3 and the approach that we choose might be described as a sort of ‘pointwise Pettis integral’. More in detail, we first declare t → f_t ∈ L^0(X) to be integrable provided so is the map t → f_t(x) ∈ R for m-a.e. x, and then we say that t → v_t ∈ H is integrable provided so is the function t → |v_t| ∈ L^0(X). In this case, its integral can be defined noticing that for any z ∈ H the function t → ⟨z, v_t⟩ ∈ L^0(X) is integrable and its integral depends L^0-linearly and continuously on z, so that Riesz’s theorem for L^0-Hilbert modules gives the desired notion.

To this concept of integration we need to attach a form of Hille’s theorem. Its standard proof for closed operators L : E → F , with E, F Banach spaces, uses integration in the product space and concludes using the fact that Bochner integral commutes with projections. In turn, this latter property follows from the more general fact that Bochner integration commutes with linear and continuous operators, a fact that trivially follows from the definition of Bochner integral. This exact line of thought does not work in our setting, partly because we cannot work with ‘pointwise integration’ as we are not assuming the closed operator L to be L^0-linear. Still, the general approach does, our idea being to first prove that our notion of integration can be realized as limit of Riemann sums in analogy with a classical statement by Hahn, so that its commutation with projections into factors can trivially be established. To the best of our knowledge, previous results in this direction required the additional assumptions on the operator L to be continuous, L^0-linear, and with uniformly bounded pointwise norm (see [17]).

It is worth to point out that our assumptions cover the case of geodesics in the following sense. Let (μ_t) be a W_2-geodesic so that μ_0, μ_1 have bounded support and bounded density. Also, let ε ∈ (0,^1_2 ) and consider the restricted geodesic ν_t := μ_{(1−t)ε+t(1−ε)}. Then there are vector fields (w_t) satisfying our regularity assumptions (see Proposition 2.3 for the precise set of those) such that the associated flow (F^s_t ) satisfy (F^s_t )_∗ν_t = ν_s for every t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover, for ν_0-a.e. x ∈ X the curve t → F^t_0 (x) is a geodesic and the map F^1_0 is the only optimal map from ν_0 to ν_1. The fact that these (w_t) exist is a consequence of the abstract Lewy–Stampacchia inequality [23] and the estimates in [21] (just let w_t := ∇η_t with η_t obtained from Kantorovich potentials via the double obstacle problem, see [23, Theorem 3.13]). In particular, considering the (only, by [5]) lifting π of (ν_t), we have that π = (F^·_t )_∗ν_t for every t ∈ [0, 1], where F^·_t : X → C([0, 1], X) is the map given by x → ( s → F^s_t (x) ) . Therefore our results can be read as existence and uniqueness of parallel transport along π-a.e. geodesic. It is unclear to us whether the initial restriction from (μ_t) to (ν_t) is truly necessary, but let us point out that it is well known in geometric analysis and metric geometry that this sort of restriction of geodesics are much more regular than ‘full’ geodesics (see e.g. [12] and [38]).

Let us conclude this introduction noticing that the class of non-collapsed RCD spaces contains that of finite dimensional Alexandrov spaces with curvature bounded from below equipped with the appropriate Hausdorff measure, thus our construction provides a notion of parallel transport alternative to that in [38]. We obtain existence and uniqueness - in place of ‘only’ existence (plus a related second order differentiation formula that we do not explore) - at the price of describing parallel transport not along a single geodesic, but rather along a.e. geodesic, in a sense. It is certainly natural to try to compare the two notions, and while we expect them to agree, we do not investigate in this direction. Let us just point out that a key difficulty in doing so is in the different set of techniques involved in the process, which can be summarized in Sobolev vs convex calculus.

Acknowledgements. The second named author thanks Prof. G.R. Mingione for some interesting conversations on topics relevant for this work. The third named author acknowledges the support by the Academy of Finland (project number 314789) and by the Balzan project led by Prof. L. Ambrosio.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Differential calculus on metric measure spaces. We assume the reader to be familiar with first order Sobolev calculus on metric measure spaces (see e.g. [8], [32], [33], [3]) and second order calculus on RCD spaces (see [21], [20], [25]) as well as with the notion of non-collapsed RCD space, ncRCD space in short (see [22] and the earlier [19], [4], [36], [41, 42]).

Here we only recall those notions that will most frequently be used in the manuscript.

All metric measure spaces (X, d, m) are assumed to be complete and separable as metric spaces and with the measure m to be Borel, non-negative, non-zero, and finite on balls. Such a space is called locally doubling provided for any x ∈ X and R > 0 there is a constant C > 0 such that

(2.1) m(B_{2r}(x)) ≤ Cm(B_r(x)) ∀r ∈ (0, R)

and locally uniformly doubling provided C can be chosen independent of x.

Locally uniformly doubling spaces are regular enough to allow for estimates for the (restricted) maximal functions similar to those available in the Euclidean setting. We recall that given f ∈ L^1_{loc}(X, m) and λ > 0 one defines M_λf(x) := sup_{0<r<λ} 1 m(B_r(x)) � B_r (x) |f| dm. Then on a locally uniformly doubling space we have that: for every 1 < p ≤ ∞ and λ > 0 there exists a constant C_{p,λ} such that (2.2) ‖M_λf‖_Lp ≤ C_{p,λ}‖f‖_Lp for every f ∈ L^p(X, m). See e.g. [33, Theorem 3.5.6] for a proof (notice that in such reference the measure is assumed to be doubling, i.e. with the constant in (2.1) to be independent of both x and R, however as the argument in the proof shows, since we are considering the restricted maximal function, this is not really an issue).

We shall denote by lip(f) : X → [0, ∞] the ‘local Lipschitz constant’ of the function f : X → R defined as lip(f)(x) := lim_{y→x} |f(y) − f(x)| d(y, x) if x is not isolated, 0 otherwise. We say that (X, d, m) satisfies a weak local (1, 1) Poincaré inequality, provided for every R > 0 there exists C_P (R) and λ ≥ 1 such that for every f : X → R Lipschitz, x ∈ X, 0 < r < R we have 1 m(B_r(x)) � B_r (x) | f − f_{Br (x)} | dm ≤ C_P r 1 m(B_{λr}(x)) � B_{λr} (x) lip(f) dm,

where f_{Br (x)} :=^1_{m(Br (x))} � B_r (x) f dm.

We say that (X, d, m) is a PI space if it is locally uniformly doubling and satisfies a weak local (1, 1) Poincaré inequality. For us, this class of spaces is relevant because the results in [8] apply and because finite dimensional RCD spaces are PI spaces (see [39]). On PI spaces, the following maximal estimate holds (see [31, Theorem 3.2]): given f ∈ W^{1,2}(X), there exists a m-null set N such that (2.3) |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ C ( M_{4R}(|Df|)(x) + M_{4R}(|Df|)(y) ) d(x, y) ∀x, y ∈ X \ N, d(x, y) ≤ R. As for what concerns Sobolev differential calculus, we shall rely on the theory of L^0-normed modules as developed in [21]. A crucial feature of the differentiation operator d : W^{1,2}(X) → L^0(T^∗X) that will be frequently used is the locality, i.e. df = dg, m − a.e. on {f = g}, ∀f, g ∈ W^{1,2}(X).

On RCD spaces, we shall consider the following notion of ’test functions’ (first introduced in [40]):

Test(X) := { f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) : f, |df| ∈ L^∞(X), f ∈ D(Δ), Δf ∈ W^{1,2}(X) } A crucial regularity result concerning these functions is

f ∈ Test(X), w ∈ L^∞ ∩ W^{1,2}_C (T X) ⇒ df(w) ∈ W^{1,2}(X) with d(df(w)) = Hess(f)(w, ·) + ⟨∇_·w, ∇f⟩, (2.4)

where in the above, following [21], we say that w ∈ W^{1,2}_C (T X) provided there is ∇w ∈ L^2(T^{⊗2}X), which is easily seen to be unique, such that: � h ∇w : (∇g_1 ⊗ ∇g_2) dm = � −⟨w, ∇g_2⟩ div(h∇g_1) − h Hess(g_2)(w, ∇g_1) dm,

for every g_1, g_2, h ∈ Test(X).

2.2. Regular Lagrangian flows on RCD(K, ∞) spaces. We recall in this section the basics of the theory of Regular Lagrangian Flows on RCD spaces as developed in [5] (and modelled upon the analogous theory on Euclidean setting proposed in [1], see also the original work [15]). The concept of Regular Lagrangian Flow provides a counterpart to the one of ‘flow of a vector field’, as made rigorous in the following definition:

Definition 2.1 (Regular Lagrangian Flow). Let (X, d, m) be a RCD(K, ∞) space, for some K ∈ R and (w_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], L^2(T X)). Then F : [0, 1]^2 × X → X is said to be a Regular Lagrangian Flow for w provided it is Borel and the following properties are verified:

i) For some C > 0 we have

(2.5) (F^s_t )_∗m ≤ Cm ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1].

ii) For every x ∈ X, t ∈ [0, 1] the curve [0, 1] ∋ s → F^s_t (x) ∈ X is continuous and satisfies F^t_t (x) = x.

iii) Given f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) and t ∈ [0, 1], one has that for m-a.e. x ∈ X the map [0, 1] ∋ s → (f ∘ F^s_t )(x) ∈ R belongs to W^{1,1}(0, 1) and satisfies

(2.6) d ds (f ∘ F^s_t )(x) = df(w_s) ( F^s_t (x) ) for L^1-a.e. s ∈ [0, 1].

We shall typically write (F^s_t ) in place of F for Regular Lagrangian Flows. The following crucial result establishes existence and uniqueness of RLF’s (the assumptions are a bit suboptimal, but sufficient for our purposes):

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d, m) be a RCD(K, ∞) space. Let (w_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], W^{1,2}_C (T X)) be such that w_t ∈ D(div) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] and |w_t|, div(w_t) ∈ L^∞([0, 1] × X).

Then there exists a unique regular Lagrangian flow (F^s_t ) of w. Uniqueness has to be intended as: if (F̃^s_t ) is another Regular Lagrangian Flow, then for every t ∈ [0, 1] we have that for m-a.e. point x ∈ X it holds F̃^s_t (x) = F^s_t (x) for every s ∈ [0, 1].

Notice that the uniqueness statement and the very definition of RLF, imply the following group(oid) property:

(2.7) for every t, s, r ∈ [0, 1] we have F^s_r ∘ F^r_t = F^s_t m − a.e.. It can be proved that for m-a.e. x the metric speed of the curve s → F^s_t (x) is exactly |w_s|(F^s_t (x)), in particular, we have the uniform Lipschitz estimate: for every t, s_1, s_2 ∈ [0, 1] we have (2.8) d(F^{s2}_t (x), F^{s1}_t (x)) ≤ |s_2 − s_1|‖w‖_L∞ , m − a.e. x ∈ X. A consequence of the continuity of s → F^s_t (x) and of the bounded compression property (2.5) is that (2.9) f ∈ L^p(X) ⇒ [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → f ∘ F^s_t ∈ L^p(X) is continuous, ∀p ∈ [1, ∞). Indeed, the bounded compression property gives the uniform estimate (2.10) ‖f ∘ F^s_t ‖^p_Lp ≤ C‖f‖^p_Lp ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], and the continuity of s → F^s_t (x) ensures that for f Lipschitz with bounded support s → f ∘F^s_t ∈ L^p is continuous for every t ∈ [0, 1]. From the density of such Lipschitz functions in L^p and (2.10) we deduce that s → f ∘ F^s_t ∈ L^p is continuous for every t ∈ [0, 1] and f ∈ L^p(X). Now notice that ‖f ∘ F^{s′}_t′ − f ∘ F^s_t ‖_Lp ≤ ‖f ∘ F^{s′}_t′ − f ∘ F^s_t′ ‖_Lp + ‖f ∘ F^s_t′ − f ∘ F^s_t ‖_Lp (by (2.10), (2.7)) ≤ C^{1p} ‖f ∘ F^{s′}_s − f‖_Lp + ‖(f ∘ F^s_t ) ∘ F^t_t′ − f ∘ F^s_t ‖_Lp (by (2.10), (2.7)) ≤ C^{1p} ‖f ∘ F^{s′}_s − f‖_Lp + C^{1p} ‖f ∘ F^s_t − (f ∘ F^s_t ) ∘ F^{t′}_t ‖_Lp so that the claim (2.9) follows from what already proved.

In a similar way, if for some bounded set B ⊂ X we have that supp(w_t) ⊂ B for a.e. t we have that (2.11) f ∈ L^0(X) ⇒ [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → f ∘ F^s_t ∈ L^0(X) is continuous. Indeed, recall that the topology of L^0(X) is metrized by the distance d_L0 (f, g) := � 1 ∧ |f − g| dm^′, where m^′ is any Borel probability measure with m ≪ m^′ ≪ m. We thus pick m^′ so that m^′|_B = cm|_B for some c > 0 and notice that the assumption on w_t ensures that F^s_t is the identity outside B for every t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Hence the bounded compression property gives (F^s_t )_∗m^′ ≤ Cm^′ for any t, s and therefore, in analogy with (2.10), we have d_L0 (f ∘F^s_t , g∘F^s_t ) = � 1∧|f −g|∘F^s_t dm^′ = � 1∧|f −g| d(F^s_t )_∗m^′ ≤ C � 1∧|f −g| dm^′ = Cd_L0 (f, g) and the claim (2.11) follows along the same lines as (2.9).

From (2.9) for p = 2 and by integrating (2.6) we see that (2.12) f ∘ F^{s2}_t − f ∘ F^{s1}_t =

�_{s2}

s_1 df(w_r) ∘ F^r_t dr m − a.e., ∀f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) for any t, s_1, s_2 ∈ [0, 1] with s_1 < s_2, where the integral is intended in the pointwise a.e. sense (or, equivalently, in the Bochner sense). It is then also clear that for a.e. s ∈ [0, 1] we have

(2.13) lim_{h→0} f ∘ F^{s+h}_t − f ∘ F^s_t h = df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t , m − a.e., ∀f ∈ W^{1,2}(X), the limit being in L^2(X) and by usual maximal-type arguments it is not hard to see that the exceptional set of times may be chosen independent of f ∈ W^{1,2}(X) (see e.g. the arguments in Proposition 4.9).

We now turn to the main regularity estimates on Regular Lagrangian Flows as established in [6] (see also the earlier [7]). In order to state the result, let us recall a few definitions: given f : X → R ∪ {±∞} Borel and x ∈ X we define the approximate limsup of f at x as

ap - lim y→x f(y) := inf { λ ∈ R ∪ {±∞} : x is a density point of {f ≤ λ} }

and analogously we define the approximate liminf ap - lim_{y→x} f(y). Then the approximate Lipschitz constant at x of a Borel function F : X → Y with (Y, d_Y) metric space is defined as

ap -lip F (x) := ap - lim_{y→x} d_Y(F (y), F (x)) d(y, x) . Finally, we recall that a Borel map F : X → Y is said Lusin–Lipschitz provided there exists a sequence (E_i) of Borel sets in X such that m ( X \ ⋃ i E_i ) = 0 and F |_{Ei} is Lipschitz for all i ∈ N.

We then have the following result (extracted mainly from [6, Theorem 1.6, Proposition 3.3]):

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, d, m) be a ncRCD(K, N) space with K ∈ R, N < ∞, and (w_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], W^{1,2}_C (T X)) be such that |w_t|, div(w_t) ∈ L^∞([0, 1] × X) and for some x̄ ∈ X and R > 0 we have supp(w_t) ⊂ B_R(x̄) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

Then there exists a nonnegative function (g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(X, m)) such that for any t, s ∈ [0, 1] we have

(2.14) ap -lip F^s_t (x) ≤ e^{� t∨s}t∧s^{gr (F rt (x)) dr} m − a.e. x ∈ X

and, for every t ∈ [0, 1], a nonnegative function ḡ_t ∈ L^2_{loc}(X, m) such that for any s ∈ [0, 1] we have

(2.15) d(F^s_t (x), F^s_t (y)) d(x, y) ≤ e^{ḡt (x)+ḡt(y)}, ∀x, y ∈ X. Proof. The estimate (2.15) for t ≤ s is the content of [6, Proposition 3.3], the case t ≥ s then also follows noticing that s → F^{1−s}_t is the Regular Lagrangian Flow of (−w_t).

We pass to (2.14) and notice that [6, Theorem 1.6] states that for t, s ∈ [0, 1], t ≤ s, for m-a.e. x ∈ X we have

(2.16) e^{− � st gr (F rt (x)) dr} ≤ ap - lim_{y→x} d(F^s_t (y), F^s_t (x)) d(y, x) ≤ ap - lim y→x d(F^s_t (y), F^s_t (x)) d(y, x) ≤ e^{� st gr (F rt (x)) dr}, where the functions g_r satisfy the bound ‖g_r‖_L2 ≤ C(K, N, R)(‖|∇w_r|‖_L2 + ‖div(w_r)‖_L∞ ) (thus from the integrability assumptions on (w_t) the integrability of (g_t) as in the statement follows). In particular, this gives (2.14) for t ≤ s. For the case t ≥ s we assume for the moment that for m-a.e. x we can establish the ‘change of variable formula’ marked with a star in the following computation

ap - lim y→x d(F^t_s (y), F^t_s (x)) d(y, x) ∗= ap - lim w→F^t_s (x) d(w, F^t_s (x)) d(F^s_t (w), x) = 1 ap - lim_{w→F} t_{s (x)}^{d(F st (w),x)}

d(w,F^t_s (x)) .

Then (2.16) (that we apply with t, s swapped) gives

ap - lim w→F^t_s (x) d(F^s_t (w), x) d(w, F^t_s (x)) ≤ e^{� ts gr (F rs (x)) dr} m − a.e. x. Writing x = F^s_t (z) and keeping in mind the bounded compression property (2.5) and the group property (2.7) we deduce that

ap - lim w→z d(F^s_t (w), F^s_t (z)) d(w, z) ≤ e^{� ts gr (F rt (z)) dr} m − a.e. z, which is (2.14) in the case t ≥ s. Thus it remains to prove that the starred identity in the above holds for m-a.e. x ∈ X. By the very definition of ap - lim, this will follow if we show that for m-a.e. x ∈ X we have that: for any A ⊂ X Borel we have that F^t_s (x) is a Lebesgue point of A if and only if x is a Lebesgue point of (F^t_s )^{−1}(A). Since (2.15) ensures that F^s_t and F^t_s are Lusin–Lipschitz, (2.7) that they are one the essential inverse of the other and recalling (2.5), the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.4 below. □

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, d, m) be a locally doubling space, T, S : X → X Borel maps, Lusin–Lipschitz, such that T ∘ S = Id and S ∘ T = Id m-a.e. and finally so that T_∗m ≤ Cm and S_∗m ≤ Cm for some C > 0.

Then for m-a.e. x ∈ X the following holds: for any A ⊂ X Borel we have that T (x) is a Lebesgue point of A if and only if x is a Lebesgue point of T^{−1}(A).

Proof. The assumptions about essential invertibility and bounded compression give the existence of X_1, X_2 ⊂ X Borel of full measure such that T, S are invertible bijections from X_1 to X_2 and vice versa, respectively. Also, from the Lusin–Lipschitz regularity we see that m-a.a. X_1 can be covered by a countable number of Borel sets B such that T |_B is Lipschitz and S|_{T (B)} is also Lipschitz. Fix such B, let L be a bound on the Lipschitz constants of T |_B and S|_{T (B)} and let B^′ ⊂ B be the set of x’s such that x is a Lebesgue point of B and T (x) is a Lebesgue point of T (B) = S^{−1}(B) ∩ X_2. Clearly, m(B\B^′) = 0, so the conclusion will follow if we show that any x ∈ B^′ satisfies the required conditions. Thus fix x ∈ B^′, let A ⊂ X be Borel and r ∈ (0, 1). Assume that x is a Lebesgue point of T^{−1}(A). Since T |_B is L-Lipschitz, we have that T (B_{r/L}(x) ∩ B) ⊂ B_r(T (x)) ∩ T (B) and therefore m ( B_r(T (x)) ) ≥ m ( B_r(T (x)) ∩ T (B) ) ≥ m ( T (B_{r/L}(x) ∩ B) ) = m ( S^{−1}(B_{r/L}(x) ∩ B) ) = S_∗m ( B_{r/L}(x) ∩ B ) ≥ C^{−1}m ( B_{r/L}(x) ∩ B ) ≥ C^{−1}D^{−(2 log2(L)+1)}m ( B_{rL}(x) ∩ B ) ,

(2.17)

where D is the local doubling constant at x and we used the bound S_∗m ≥ C^{−1}m (which follows taking S_∗ on both sides of T_∗m ≤ Cm). On the other hand we have m ( B_r(T (x)) \ A ) ≤ m ( B_r(T (x)) \ (A ∩ T (B)) ) = m ( B_r(T (x)) \ T (B) ) + m|_{T (B)} ( B_r(T (x)) \ A ) and since we assumed T (x) to be a Lebesgue point for T (B), when we divide the first addend in the rightmost side by m(B_r(T (x))) and let r ↓ 0 it converges to 0. For the other addend we have the estimate m|_{T (B)} ( B_r(T (x)) \ A ) ≤ C(T_∗m)|_{T (B)} ( B_r(T (x)) \ A ) = Cm ( T^{−1} ( T (B) ∩ B_r(T (x)) ) \ T^{−1}(A) ) = Cm ( S ( T (B) ∩ B_r(T (x)) ) \ T^{−1}(A) ) ≤ Cm ( B_{Lr}(x) \ T^{−1}(A) ) .

Thus recalling (2.17) we get

lim_{r↓0} m ( B_r(T (x)) \ A ) m ( B_r(T (x))

) ≤ C^2D^{2 log2(L)+1} lim_{r↓0} m ( B_{Lr}(x) \ T^{−1}(A) ) m(B_{Lr}(x)) m(B_{Lr}(x)) m ( B_{Lr}(x) ∩ B ) = 0, having used the assumption that x is a Lebesgue point of B and T^{−1}(A). This proves that T (x) is a Lebesgue point of A. The converse implication is proved analogously. □

Remark 2.5. The results in [6] are based on the slightly less stringent assumption that there is an L^2 control over only the symmetric part of the covariant derivative. We phrased the result in this weaker formulation because in any case we will need a control on the full covariant derivative later on (when discussing the properties of the convective derivative introduced in Definition 4.6).

Notice also that in Proposition 2.3 one needs to assume L^2 integrability in time, rather than the L^1 integrability which is sufficient in Theorem 2.2. We shall therefore make this assumption throughout the manuscript. In any case, notice that by a simple reparametrization argument one can always reduce to the case of vector fields bounded in W^{1,2}_C at the only price of reparametrizing the flow in time. ■

It is clear from (2.15) that (2.18) for any c > 0 and t ∈ [0, 1] the restriction of F^s_t to {ḡ_t ≤ c} is Lipschitz, uniformly in s ∈ [0, 1].

3. Functional analytic tools

3.1. Differential of Lusin–Lipschitz maps. In this section, inspired by some discussions in [21], [24] we develop a language for the differential of a Lusin–Lipschitz and invertible map φ: X → X of bounded compression. The results will be applied to the flow maps (F^s_t ).

We start noticing that if f : X → R is Lusin–Lipschitz and (E_j ) is a Borel partition of m_X-a.a. X such that f|_{Ej} is Lipschitz for every j, then the formula

df := ∑ j∈N χ_{Ej} dg_j , where g_j ∈ LIP(X) is equal to f on E_j for every j

defines an element of L^0(T X) that, by locality of the differential, is independent of the particular functions g_j and Borel sets E_j as above. We shall refer to df as the differential of f and notice that this definition poses no ambiguity as, again by locality, for f Sobolev and Lusin–Lipschitz the definition above produces the same differential of f as defined in [21].

We then notice the following simple lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, d, m) be locally uniformly doubling. Let (Y, d_Y ) be a complete space and φ : X → Y a Lusin–Lipschitz map. Let (E_i)_{i∈N} be a Borel partition of X up to m-null sets such that φ|_{Ei} is a Lipschitz map for every i ∈ N. Then

(3.1) ap -lip φ = ∞∑ i=1 χ_{Ei} lip(φ|_{Ei} ) m − a.e.. Proof. Let i ∈ N be fixed. Let x ∈ E_i be a density point of E_i; recall that m-a.e. point of E_i has this property. As observed, e.g., in the paragraph following [28, Eq. (2.6)], the quantity ap -lip φ(x) is independent of the behaviour of φ outside E_i. Therefore, [28, Proposition 2.5] grants that ap -lip φ(x) = lip(φ|_{Ei} )(x), whence (3.1) follows. □

We come to the definition of differential of a Lusin–Lipschitz map. In what follows, it will be useful to notice that if φ : X → Y is Lusin–Lipschitz with φ_∗m_X ≪ m_Y and f : Y → R is also Lusin–Lipschitz, then f ∘ φ : X → R is Lusin–Lipschitz as well. Indeed, let (F_i) (resp. (E_j )) be a

Borel partition of m_Y-a.a. Y (resp. m_X-a.a. X) such that f|_{Fi} (resp. φ|_{Ej} ) is Lipschitz for every i (resp. j). Then since φ_∗m_X ≪ m_Y, we have that (E_j ∩ φ^{−1}(F_i)) is a Borel partition of m_X-a.a. X such that f ∘ φ|_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)} is Lipschitz for every i, j.

In particular, the right hand side in formula (3.2) below makes sense.

Theorem 3.2 (Differential of a Lusin–Lipschitz map). Let (X, d_X, m_X), (Y, d_Y, m_Y) be metric measure spaces. Suppose (X, d_X) is geodesic, m_X is locally uniformly doubling, and (Y, d_Y, m_Y) is a PI space. Let φ: X → Y be an essentially invertible Lusin–Lipschitz map such that φ_∗m_X ≪ m_Y and φ^{−1}_∗ m_Y ≪ m_X, where φ^{−1} is an essential inverse of φ (that is uniquely defined up to m_Ynegligible sets).

Then there exists a unique linear and continuous operator dφ: L^0(T X) → L^0(T Y) such that

(3.2) df ( dφ(v) ) ∘ φ = d(f ∘ φ)(v) holds m_X-a.e. on X,

for every v ∈ L^0(T X) and f : Y → R Lusin–Lipschitz.

Moreover, it holds that

(3.3) | |dφ(v) | | ∘ φ ≤ ap -lip φ |v| m_X-a.e. on X, for every v ∈ L^0(T X).

Proof. For f : Y → R Lusin–Lipschitz and v ∈ L^0(T X) we define T_v(f) ∈ L^0(T Y) as

T_v(f) := ( d(f ∘ φ)(v) ) ∘ φ^{−1} (notice that d(f ∘ φ)(v) is in L^0(X), so the above defines a function in L^0(Y) thanks to the assumption φ^{−1}_∗ m_Y ≪ m_X). Notice that since, as previously remarked, f ∘ φ is Lusin–Lipschitz, the right hand side of the above is well defined. We claim that for any Borel partition (E_j )_j of m_X-a.a. X such that φ|_{Ej} is Lipschitz for all j ∈ N we have

(3.4) |T_v(f)| ≤ ( |v| ∑ j∈N lip(φ|_{Ej} )χ_{Ej} ) ∘ φ^{−1}|df| m_X − a.e.. To see this we start noticing that |T_v(f)| ≤ |v| ∘ φ^{−1}|d(f ∘ φ)| ∘ φ^{−1}, so the claim will follow if we show that (3.5) |d(f ∘ φ)| ≤ |df| ∘ φ ( ∑ j∈N lip(φ|_{Ej} )χ_{Ej} ) . To see this, let (F_i) be a Borel partition of m_Y-a.a. Y such that f|_{Fi} is Lipschitz for every i and recall that (E_j ∩ φ^{−1}(F_i)) is a Borel partition of m_X-a.a. X such that f ∘ φ|_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)} is Lipschitz for every i, j. For every i, j ∈ N let h_i : Y → R be Lipschitz and equal to f on F_i and g_{i,j} : X → R be Lipschitz and equal to f ∘ φ on E_j ∩ φ^{−1}(F_i).

Note that since m_X is locally doubling we have lip(g_{i,j} ) = lip(g_{i,j} |_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)}) m_X-a.e. on E_j ∩ φ^{−1}(F_i) (see e.g. [28]) and since (Y, d_Y, m_Y) is PI we have lip(h_i) = |dh_i| m_Y-a.e. on Y (see [8]). Then m_X-a.e. on E_j ∩ φ^{−1}(F_i) we have |d(f ∘ φ)| = |dg_{i,j} | ≤ lip(g_{i,j} ) = lip(g_{i,j} |_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)}) = lip ( (f ∘ φ)|_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)} ) ≤ lip(φ|_{Ej ∩φ−1(Fi)})lip(f|_{φ(Ej ∩φ−1(Fi ))}) ∘ φ ≤ lip(φ|_{Ej} )lip(f|_{Fi} ) ∘ φ ≤ lip(φ|_{Ej} )lip(h_i) ∘ φ = lip(φ|_{Ej} )|dh_i| ∘ φ = lip(φ|_{Ej} )|df| ∘ φ

whence (3.5) - and thus also (3.4) - follows. From (3.4) and the linearity of T_v it follows that if df = df^′ on some Borel set E ⊂ X, then T_v(f) = T_v(f^′) on E as well. Therefore the operator L_v : {differentials of Lusin–Lipschitz functions on Y} → L^0(Y) defined by

L_v(df) := T_v(f) is well defined and satisfies L_v(χ_E df) = χ_E L_v(df). Also, since (3.4) holds for any partition (E_j ) as above, from (3.1) we see that

(3.6) |L_v(df)| ≤ ( |v| ap -lip φ ) ∘ φ^{−1} |df|. Now notice that W^{1,2}(Y) is reflexive (see [8]), thus LIP(Y) ∩ W^{1,2}(Y) is strongly dense in W^{1,2}(Y) (see [2]), therefore L^0(T^∗Y) is generated by { df : f ∈ LIP(Y) } and so the set {differentials of Lusin–Lipschitz functions on Y} is dense in L^0(T^∗Y). Also, from (3.6) it is easy to see (see also the arguments in Section 4.1 that lead to (4.4)) that L_v is uniformly continuous, hence it can be uniquely extended to a continuous map, still denoted L_v, from L^0(T^∗Y) to L^0(Y) and this extension satisfies

(3.7) |L_v(ω)| ≤ ( |v| ap -lip φ ) ∘ φ^{−1} |ω| m_Y − a.e., ∀ω ∈ L^0(T^∗Y). It is clear from the previous considerations that L_v is also L^0(Y)-linear, and thus an element of L^0(T^∗Y)^∗. We denote by dφ(v) the element of L^0(T Y) corresponding to L_v ∈ L^0(T^∗Y)^∗.

It is clear that the map L^0(T X) ∋ v → dφ(v) ∈ L^0(T Y) is linear and that this assignment is the only one satisfying (3.2). Finally, (3.3) follows from (3.7). □

The pointwise norm |dφ| ∈ L^0(X) of the differential dφ introduced in Theorem 3.2 is defined as follows:

(3.8) |dφ| := m − ess sup_{v∈L0(T X):}

|v|≤1 m_X-a.e. | |dφ(v) | | ∘ φ.

Proposition 3.3 (Basic properties of the differential). With the same assumptions on X, Y, φ as in Theorem 3.2 the following holds.

We have

(3.9) |dφ| ≤ ap -lip φ m_X − a.e.

and for v ∈ L^0(T X) the bound (3.10) |dφ(v)| ∘ φ ≤ |dφ||v| m_X − a.e.. Moreover, for f : Y → R Lusin–Lipschitz, the function f ∘ φ is also Lusin–Lipschitz and we have

(3.11) | |d(f ∘ φ) | | ≤ |df| ∘ φ |dφ|, m_X − a.e.. Also, for v ∈ L^0(T X) and h ∈ L^0(X) we have the identity

(3.12) dφ(hv) = h ∘ φ^{−1} dφ(v).

Finally, if (Z, d_Z, m_Z) is another PI space and ψ : Y → Z is Lusin–Lipschitz, essentially invertible and such that ψ_∗m_Y ≪ m_Z, ψ^{−1}_∗ m_Z ≪ m_Y, then ψ ∘ φ: X → Z is Lusin–Lipschitz and satisfies the identity

(3.13) d(ψ ∘ φ) = dψ ∘ dφ

and the bound

(3.14) | d(ψ ∘ φ) | ≤ |dψ| ∘ φ |dφ| m_X − a.e.. Proof. The bound (3.9) follows directly from the definition and the estimate (3.3), while (3.12) is a direct consequence of the defining property (3.2). For (3.10) we put v^′ := |v|^{−1}v, where |v|^{−1} is intended to be 0 on {v = 0}, notice that |v^′| ≤ 1 m_X-a.e. and v = |v|v^′, thus taking (3.12) into account we get |dφ(v)| ∘ φ = | |dφ(|v|v^′) | | ∘ φ = |v| |dφ(v^′)| ∘ φ ≤ |v| |dφ| m_X − a.e., having used the definition of |dφ| in the last inequality.

To prove (3.11) we notice that the Lusin–Lipschitz regularity of f∘φ has already been established before Theorem 3.2, then for every v ∈ L^0(T X) we have |d(f ∘ φ)(v)|^{(3.2)}= |df(dφ(v))| ∘ φ ≤ |df| ∘ φ|dφ(v)| ∘ φ^{(3.10)}≤ |df| ∘ φ |dφ| |v| and (3.11) follows from the arbitrariness of v.

For the last claim, we notice that the fact that ψ ∘ φ is Lusin–Lipschitz can be proved as we did for the function f ∘ φ before Theorem 3.2. Now notice that for f : Z → R Lusin–Lipschitz, the maps f ∘ ψ and f ∘ ψ ∘ φ are Lusin–Lipschitz, therefore for any v ∈ L^0(T X) we have

df(dψ(dφ(v))) ∘ (ψ ∘ φ)^{(3.2)}= d(f ∘ ψ)(dφ(v)) ∘ φ^{(3.2)}= d(f ∘ ψ ∘ φ)(v).

According to Theorem 3.2, this is sufficient to prove (3.13). Finally, let v ∈ L^0(T X) and notice that

|d(ψ ∘ φ)(v)| ∘ ψ ∘ φ^{(3.13)}= |dψ(dφ(v))| ∘ ψ ∘ φ^{(3.10)}≤ ( |dψ||dφ(v)| ) ∘ φ^{(3.10)}≤ |dψ| ∘ φ|dφ||v|, thus (3.14) follows from the very definition (3.8). □

Remark 3.4. In [21] the concept of differential for a map φ between metric measure spaces has been introduced under the assumptions that φ is Lipschitz, essentially invertible and such that φ_∗m_X ≤ Cm_Y and φ^{−1}_∗ m_Y ≤ Cm_X for some C > 0 (in fact, the existence of the inverse was not really needed in [21], but in the general case one has to work with pullback modules ). In this case, dφ : L^2(T X) → L^2(T Y) was defined as the only linear continuous operator such that

(3.15) df ( dφ(v) ) = d(f ∘ φ)(v) ∘ φ^{−1} m_Y-a.e., for every f ∈ W^{1,2}(Y) and v ∈ L^2(T X).

Then under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 it is clear that the above defines the same object as the one given by (3.2). Indeed, from (3.15) and the fact that Lipschitz functions are locally Sobolev we see that (3.2) holds for f Lipschitz, and then by locality for f Lusin–Lipschitz. Conversely, once we know (3.2) we have that (3.15) holds at least for f Lipschitz, and the fact that it holds for f Sobolev follows from the same density arguments used in proving Theorem 3.2.

Finally, the fact that under the current assumptions dφ maps L^2(T X) to L^2(T Y) follows from the bound (3.3) and φ_∗m_X ≤ Cm_Y. ■

Notice that under the assumptions of Proposition 2.3, we know from (2.18) that F^s_t is Lusin– Lipschitz, from (2.7) that it is essentially invertible, so that keeping into account the bounded compression property (2.5) we see by Theorem 3.2 that the differential dF^s_t of F^s_t is a well defined map from L^0(T X) into itself.

For us, the following estimate is of crucial importance:

Proposition 3.5. With the same assumptions and notation as in Proposition 2.3, we have

(3.16) |dF^s_t | ∘ F^t_t′ ≤ exp ( � t∨s t∧s g_r ∘ F^r_t′ dr ) , m − a.e. ∀t^′, t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Proof. We have

|dF^s_t |(F^t_t′ (x))^{(3.3)}≤ (ap -lip F^s_t )(F^t_t′ (x))^{(2.14)}≤ e^{� t∨st∧s gr ∘F rt dr}(F^t_t′ (x))^{(2.7)}= e^{� t∨st∧s gr (F rt′ (x)) dr}

for m-a.e. x ∈ X, having used the fact that (F^t_t′ )_∗m ≪ m to justify the post-composition with F^t_t′ in the above. □

3.2. Weighted Hajłasz–Sobolev space. In [30], a notion of Sobolev function defined over a metric measure space (in fact the first one) was studied. We study here, with a similar approach, a space of functions which satisfy a weaker condition.

Definition 3.6 (The space H_{ϕ,R}(X)). Let (X, d, m) be a metric measure space, R > 0 and ϕ ∈ L^0(X, m) non-negative be fixed. Put for brevity F_ϕ(x, y) := e^{ϕ(x)+ϕ(y)}. Given any f ∈ L^2(X), we say that a function G ∈ L^2(X), G ≥ 0 is admissible for f provided there exists a m-negligible Borel set N ⊆ X such that

(3.17) | |f(x) − f(y) | | ≤ F_ϕ(x, y)(G(x) + G(y))d(x, y) for every x, y ∈ X \ N, d(x, y) ≤ R. We call A_{ϕ,R}(f) the family of all admissible functions for f. Then the space H_{ϕ,R}(X) is given by

H_{ϕ,R}(X) := { f ∈ L^2(X) | A_{ϕ,R}(f) ≠ ∅ } . We say that H_{ϕ,R}(X) is the ϕ-weighted Hajłasz–Sobolev space on X at scale R and we endow it with the norm

(3.18) ‖f‖_{Hϕ,R(X)} := √ ‖f‖^2_{L2} + inf G∈A_{ϕ,R}(f ) ‖G‖^2_{L2} for every f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X).

Given any function f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X), it is easy to see that A_{ϕ,R}(f) is convex and closed in L^2(X), thus it admits a unique element of minimal L^2-norm, that we call the optimal function for f.

Proposition 3.7. (H_{ϕ,R}(X), ‖ · ‖_{Hϕ,R(X)}) is a Banach space. Moreover, if f_n ⇀ f, G_n ⇀ G in L^2(X) and G_n ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f_n) for every n ∈ N, then G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f). Finally, we have (3.19) f_n^{L2}⇀ f ⇒ ‖f‖_{Hϕ,R} ≤ lim_{n→∞} ‖f_n‖_{Hϕ,R} (where as customary ‖f‖_{Hϕ,R} is set to be +∞ if f /∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X)).

Proof. The triangle inequality follows from the implication ‘F ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f), G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(g) imply F + G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f + g)’, which is easy to prove. The other properties of the norm are trivial.

We turn to the second statement and start noticing that by Mazur’s lemma we can find, for every n ∈ N, non-negative coefficients {α^n_k }^{N(n)}_{k=n} with ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k = 1 such that f̃_n := ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k f_k → f and G̃_n := ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k G_k → G strongly in L^2(X). It is clear from our first claim that ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k G_k ∈ A_{ϕ,R} ( ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k f_k ) for all n ∈ N. Possibly taking a further subsequence, we also have that f̃_n → f and G̃_n → G pointwise m-a.e. respectively, whence by letting n → ∞ for every x, y outside of a m-null set in the inequality | |f̃_n(x)−f̃_n(y) | | ≤ F_ϕ(x, y)(G̃_n(x)+G̃_n(y))d(x, y), we get G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f), as claimed.

Now the L^2-lower semicontinuity of the H_{ϕ,R}-norm stated in (3.19) is clear: we can assume that the lim is a finite limit, then we pick G_n ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f_n) such that ‖f_n‖^2_{L2} + ‖G_n‖^2_{L2} ≤ ‖f_n‖^2_{Hϕ,R} +^1_n and observe that up to passing to a subsequence, we have G_n ⇀ G in L^2 for some G ∈ L^2. Then (3.19) follows by what already proved.

Finally, the completeness of H_{ϕ,R}(X) is now a standard consequence of (3.19): let (f_n) be H_{ϕ,R}(X)-Cauchy and f its L^2-limit (which exists because the H_{ϕ,R}-norm is bigger than the L^2- norm and L^2(m) is complete). Then we have

lim_{n→∞} ‖f − f_n‖_{Hϕ,R(X)}^{(3.19)}≤ lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} ‖f_m − f_n‖_{Hϕ,R(X)} = 0,

where in the last step we used the fact that (f_n) is H_{ϕ,R}(X)-Cauchy. □

The following is easily verified:

Proposition 3.8. Every f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X) has the Lusin–Lipschitz property and (3.20) |df| ≤ 2e^{2ϕ}G m − a.e.. Proof. Let f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X) and G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f) be fixed. Pick any m-null set N satisfying (3.17). Given any a, b ∈ Q ∩ (0, ∞), we define E_{a,b} := {ϕ ≤ a} ∩ {G ≤ b} \ N. Then from (3.17) we see that | |f(x) − f(y) | | ≤ 2be^{2a}d(x, y) for every x, y ∈ E_{a,b} with d(x, y) ≤ R, proving that f|_{Ea,b} is locally Lipschitz and that |df| ≤ 2be^{2a} m-a.e. on E_{a,b}. The conclusion follows by the arbitrariness of a, b. □

Remark 3.9 (Weighted normed modules). Fix a Radon measure μ on (X, d) such that μ ≪ m. Denote by π_μ : L^0(m) → L^0(μ) the the canonical projection map sending the m-a.e. equivalence class of a Borel function to its μ-a.e. equivalence class. Given a L^0(m)-normed L^0(m)-module M^0, we define

(3.21) M^0_μ := M^0/ ∼_μ, where v ∼_μ w if and only if π_μ(|v − w|) = 0 holds μ-a.e. on X.

The resulting set M^0_μ can be endowed with a natural structure of L^0(μ)-normed L^0(μ)-module.

Moreover, given a L^2(m)-normed L^∞(m)-module M , we define

M_μ := { v ∈ M^0_μ : |v| ∈ L^2(μ) } , where M^0 stands for the L^0(m)-completion of M . The space M_μ inherits a natural structure of L^2(μ)-normed L^∞(μ)-module. One can readily check that

(3.22) M is Hilbert =⇒ M_μ is Hilbert.

When M is the cotangent module L^2(T^∗X), we write L^2(T^∗X, μ) in place of L^2(T^∗X)_μ. ■

The following technical proposition will be of crucial importance in the study of the regularity properties of s → f ∘ F^s_t that will be performed in Section 4.3:

Proposition 3.10 (Closure of d on bounded subsets of H_{ϕ,R}(X)). Let (X, d, m) be an infinitesimally Hilbertian metric measure space, ϕ ∈ L^0(X) non-negative, and R > 0. Let (f_n)_n ⊂ H_{ϕ,R}(X) be a bounded sequence such that f_n → f in L^2(X) and df_n → ω in L^0(T^∗X), for some f ∈ L^2(X) and ω ∈ L^0(T^∗X) respectively.

Then f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X) and ω = df.

Proof. The fact that f ∈ H_{ϕ,R}(X) (with ‖f‖_{Hϕ,R(X)} ≤ lim_n ‖f_n‖_{Hϕ,R(X)}) follows from Proposition 3.7. To prove that ω = df, we start picking (G_n)_n in L^2(X) such that G_n ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f_n) and ‖f_n‖^2_{L2(X)} + ‖G_n‖^2_{L2(X)} ≤ ‖f_n‖^2_{Hϕ,R(X)} + 1/n for every n ∈ N. Then up to a not relabeled subsequence, we have that G_n ⇀ G weakly in L^2(m), for some G ∈ L^2(X). We apply Mazur’s lemma once again to find, for every n ∈ N, non-negative coefficients {α^n_k }^{N(n)}_{k=n} with ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k = 1 such that G̃_n := ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k G_k → G strongly in L^2(X). Putting f̃_n := ∑_{N(n)} k=n α^n_k f_k it is clear that f̃_n → f in L2(X) and G̃_n ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f̃_n) for all n ∈ N. We claim that df̃_n ⇀ ω in L2(T ∗X, m̃), where m̃ := e^{−4ϕ}m. To see this observe that (3.20) tells that

‖df‖_L2_{(T} ∗_{X,m̃)} ≤ 2‖G‖_L2_{(X,m)} if G ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f).

Thus from our assumptions it follows that (df_n) is a bounded sequence in L^2(T^∗X, m̃), hence up to a non-relabeled subsequence it converges weakly in such space to some ω̃; here, we are using the fact that L^2(T^∗X, m̃) is Hilbert and thus reflexive, cf. (3.22).

Since we also have df_n → ω in L^0(T^∗X) it is clear that ω̃ = ω, showing in particular that the weak limit ω̃ does not depend on the subsequence chosen. To get the claim notice that since the sequence (df̃_n) is made of convex combinations of the df_n’s, we also have that

(3.23) df̃_n ⇀ ω in L^2(T^∗X, m̃).

Possibly taking a further subsequence, we also have that ∑_∞ n=1 ‖G̃_{n+1} − G̃_n‖_L2_{(X)} < ∞, whence H := G̃_1 + ∑_∞ n=1 |G̃_{n+1} − G̃_n| belongs to L^2(X, m). Since clearly G̃_n ≤ H m-a.e. for any n ∈ N, we deduce that H ∈ A_{ϕ,R}(f̃_n) for every n ∈ N and thus we can find a m-null Borel set N ⊂ X such that (3.24) | |f̃_n(x)−f̃_n(y) | | ≤ F_ϕ(x, y)(H(x)+H(y))d(x, y) for all n ∈ N and x, y ∈ X\N, with d(x, y) ≤ R. Let (x_j ) ⊂ X be countable and dense and for j, k ∈ N let E_{j,k} := ( B_{R/2}(x_j ) ∩ {H ≤ k} ∩ {ϕ ≤ k} ) \ N. Fix j, k ∈ N and notice that the bound (3.24) ensures that the functions f̃_n are uniformly Lipschitz on the bounded set E_{j,k}. Therefore, we can find a sequence (g^{j,k}_n ) ⊂ LIP(X) made of functions with uniformly bounded support such that g^{j,k}_n = f̃_n|_{Ej,k} for every n ∈ N, and sup_n Lip(g^{j,k}_n ) < +∞. This grants that (g^{j,k}_n ) is bounded in W^{1,2}(X, d, m), so that (up to a not relabeled subsequence) by the continuity of d : W^{1,2}(X) → L^2(T^∗X, m) → L^2(T^∗X, m̃) we have g^{j,k}_n ⇀ g^{j,k} weakly in L^2(X, m) and dg^{j,k}_n ⇀ dg^{j,k} weakly in L^2(T^∗X, m̃), for some g^{j,k} ∈ W^{1,2}(X, d, m). In particular, χ_{Ej,k} dg^{j,k}_n ⇀ χ_{Ej,k} dg^{j,k} weakly in L^2(T^∗X, m̃) and since the construction ensures that g^{j,k} = f m-a.e. on E_{j,k}, we also know that dg^{j,k} = df on E_{j,k} and, similarly, that dg^{j,k}_n = df̃_n on E_{j,k} for every n ∈ N. We thus proved that χ_{Ej,k} df̃_n ⇀ χ_{Ej,k} df weakly in L^2(T^∗X, m̃), which coupled with (3.23) implies χ_{Ej,k} df = χ_{Ej,k} ω. Since the sets E_{j,k} cover m-a.a. X, by the arbitrariness of j, k this is sufficient to conclude that df = ω, as desired. □

3.3. Integration of module-valued maps and related topics. The goal of this section is to study integration (and differentiation) of maps with values in a Hilbert module H . We shall mostly apply this theory to the case H = L^0(T X) in order to study the module W^{1,2}_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (see Definition 4.5). From the conceptual point of view, the most important result here is perhaps the Hille-like Theorem 3.19 below, that we will use in conjunction with the closure result for the differential of functions in H_{ϕ,R}(X) in Proposition 3.10.

We shall work with maps on [0, 1] with values in Hilbert modules, but several parts of the discussion below can be adapted to more general settings.

Before coming to general module-valued maps, we consider the case of maps taking values into L^0(X). Recall that the topology of L^0(X) is metrized by the complete and separable distance

d_L0 (f, g) := � 1 ∧ |f − g| dm^′, where m^′ ∈ P(X) is any Borel probability measure having the same negligible sets of m. Let us fix such m^′, and thus the distance d_L0 : the actual choice of m^′ does not matter, but in establishing some inequalities it is useful to have it fixed (and for convenience we shall add some further requirement to m^′ in Section 4.1).

Definition 3.11 (Some spaces of functions). We shall consider:

i) For p ∈ [1, ∞] the space L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⊂ L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) is the collection of functions (f_t) such that for m-a.e. x the function t → f_t(x) is in L^p(0, 1).

ii) The space W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⊂ L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) is the collection of functions (f_t) such that for m-a.e. x the function t → f_t(x) is in W^{1,2}(0, 1).

iii) The space AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⊂ C([0, 1], L^0(X)) is the collection of functions (f_t) such that for m-a.e. x the function t → f_t(x) is in W^{1,2}(0, 1).

Remark 3.12 (Comments on the notation). The notation L^0(X, L^p([0, 1])) and L^0(X, W^{1,2}([0, 1])) would be more in line, as opposed to L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) and W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)), with the standard notation for Banach-valued maps: our choice is motivated by convenience in dealing with modulevalued curves, where we will speak of L^p([0, 1], H ) and W^{1,2}([0, 1], H ).

Also, notice that the way we defined it makes AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) different from the usual space of absolutely continuous curves with values in the metric space L^0(X) (and the same holds for the space AC^2([0, 1], H ) defined below).

Finally, let us stress that by C([0, 1], L^0(X)) (and C([0, 1], H ) below) we intend the standard space of continuous curves from [0, 1] to L^0(X) equipped with the usual ‘sup’ distance. In particular, C([0, 1], L^0(X)) has nothing to do with Borel collections of continuous functions t → f_t(x) and is not contained in L^∞([0, 1], L^0(X)). ■

For (f_t) ∈ L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) and p ∈ [1, ∞] we define (up to equality for m-a.e. x) the map

|(f_t)|_Lp (x) := ‖f_·(x)‖_Lp_{(0,1)}

and similarly |(f_t)|_W 1,2 (x) := ‖f_·(x)‖_W 1,2_{(0,1)}.

Then clearly L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) (resp. W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X))) is the subspace of L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) made of those functions for which |(f_t)|_Lp (resp. |(f_t)|_W 1,2 ) is finite m-a.e.. In particular, the distances

d_Lp ( (f_t), (g_t) ) := d_L0 ( |(f_t − g_t)|_Lp , 0 ) and d_W 1,2 ( (f_t), (g_t) ) := d_L0 ( |(f_t − g_t)|_W 1,2 , 0 ) are well defined on L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) and W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) respectively. It is then easy to see that L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) and W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) are L^0(X)-normed modules when equipped with the above pointwise norms and with the product g(t → f_t) := (t → gf_t). Here the only possibly non-trivial claim is completeness: this follows from the completeness of L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) ∼ L^0([0, 1] × X) and the lower semicontinuity of L^p/W^{1,2}-norms w.r.t. convergence a.e.. Indeed, the inequality �_1 0 |f_t − g_t|(x) ∧ 1 dt dm(x) = � 1 ∧ ( �^1 0 1 ∧ |f_t − g_t|(x) dt ) dm(x) ≤ � 1 ∧ |(f_t − g_t)|_Lp dm

shows that if (f^n_t ) ⊂ L^p([0, 1], L^0(X)) is d_Lp -Cauchy, then it is also Cauchy in L^0([0, 1] × X) and thus converges to some (f_t) in such space. Thus some subsequence (f^{nk}_t ) converges (m × L^1)-a.e., and thus for m-a.e. x ∈ X we have that f^{nk}_t (x) → f_t(x) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Then Fatou’s theorem implies that |(f^m − f)|_Lp ≤ lim_k |(f^m − f^{nk} )|_Lp m-a.e. and thus

d_Lp ( (f_t), (f^m_t ) ) = � 1∧|(f_t −f^m_t )|_Lp dm ≤ lim_{k→∞} � 1∧|(f^{nk}_t −f^m_t )|_Lp dm = lim_{k→∞} d_Lp ( (f^{nk}_t ), (f^m_t ) ) , so that completeness follows letting m → ∞ and recalling that (f^n_t ) is d_Lp -Cauchy. The argument for W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) is analogous.

The space AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) is complete w.r.t. the distance

d_{AC}2 ( (f_t), (g_t) ) := d_W 1,2 ( (f_t), (g_t) ) + sup_{t∈[0,1]} d_L0 (f_t, g_t),

as it is trivial to check. It is an algebraic module over L^0(X) with respect to the operation g(t → f_t) = t → gf_t, but it does not have the structure of a normed L^0(X) module. The same holds for C([0, 1], L^0(X)).

For (f_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], L^0(X)) and A ⊂ [0, 1] Borel, Fubini’s theorem ensures that the function ( � A f_t dt ) (x) := � A f_t(x) dt is a well-defined element of L^0(X) and it is clear that | | � A f_t dt | | ≤ � A |f_t| dt m − a.e.. In particular, for any (f_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], L^0(X)) and t, s ∈ [0, 1], t < s we have | | �_s 0 f_r dr − �_t 0 f_r dr | | ≤ �_s t |f_r| dr, m − a.e., showing that t →

�_t 0 f_r dr is continuous w.r.t. m-a.e. convergence and thus also w.r.t. L^0(X)- convergence.

Now notice that since the map assigning to a function in the classical space W^{1,2}(0, 1) its distributional derivative in L^2([0, 1]) is continuous, we have that for (f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) the pointwisely defined distributional derivative, that we shall denote by (ḟ_t), is an element of L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)). It is also clear by comparison with the classical case that

(f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⇔ ∃(g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) such that ∀h ∈ (0, 1) we have

f_{t+h} − f_t =

�_{t+h} t g_r dr for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1 − h] and in this case ḟ_t = g_t, a.e. t, (3.25)

where the identity between functions are intended m-a.e.. Similarly, the continuity in t, s of

�_s t g_r dr gives (f_t) ∈ AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⇔ ∃(g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) such that

f_s − f_t =

�_s t g_r dr ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], t < s and in this case ḟ_t = g_t, a.e. t.

(3.26)

Also, still by looking at the classical one dimensional case, we have the following characterization of functions in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)):

(f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⇔ ∃(g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) such that |f_s − f_t| ≤ �_s t g_r dr for a.e. t, s ∈ [0, 1], t < s and in this case |ḟ_t| ≤ g_t, a.e. t, (3.27)

where again the inequalities between functions are intended m-a.e.. We also notice the existence of a unique continuous representative of elements in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)): for any (f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) there is a unique (f̄_t) ∈ AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) such that f_t = f̄_t for a.e. t, m − a.e..

(3.28)

Indeed, uniqueness is clear. For existence, we simply pick for m-a.e. x the continuous representative f̄_·(x) of f_·(x) ∈ W 1,2(0, 1): the fact that x → f̄_t(x) is Borel can be proved by building upon the fact that the map from W^{1,2}(0, 1) to C([0, 1]) sending a Sobolev function to its continuous representative is continuous. Then it is clear that t → f̄_t ∈ L^0(X) is continuous w.r.t. a.e. convergence, and thus w.r.t. the L^0-topology.

The existence of such representatives that are absolutely continuous for m-a.e. x can also be used to prove that

(3.29) (f_t) ∈ AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) ⇒ lim_{h→0} f_{t+h} − f_t h = ḟ_t, in L^0(X), for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed, for f̄_t as in the proof of (3.28), the differentiability of functions in AC^2([0, 1], R) and Fubini’s theorem ensure that^{f̄t+h −f̄t}_h → ḟ_t m-a.e. for a.e. t. Also, again Fubini’s theorem grants that f̄_t = f_t m-a.e. for a.e. t, and since (f_t), (f̄_t) are both in C([0, 1], L^0(X)) (the first by assumption, the second because by construction it is continuous w.r.t. m-a.e. convergence), we deduce that f̄_t = f_t m-a.e. for every t ∈ [0, 1], thus (3.29) follows.

We conclude the discussion about the space W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) with two simple results: the first concerns stability property and the second is a sort of density criterion.

Proposition 3.13. Let (f^n_t ) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)), n ∈ N, be such that (f^n_t ) → (f_t) and (ḟ^n_t ) → (g_t) in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)) for some (f_t), (g_t) ∈ L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)). Assume that

(3.30) lim_{C→+∞} m(C) = 0, where m(C) := sup_{n∈N} m^′ ( {|(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 ≥ C} ) . Then (f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) and ḟ_t = g_t m-a.e. for a.e. t.

Notice that in particular, condition (3.30) holds provided |(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 ≤ g_n m-a.e. for some sequence (g_n) having a limit in L^0(X).

Proof. Up to pass to a non-relabeled subsequence we have that for m-a.e. x ∈ X the functions t → f^n_t (x), ḟ^n_t (x) converge to t → f_t(x), g_t(x) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. By standard, and easy, results about Sobolev functions on (0, 1), to conclude that t → f_t(x) belongs to W^{1,2}(0, 1) with derivative t → g_t(x) it is sufficient to prove that lim_{n→∞} |(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 (x) < ∞. The fact that this holds for m-a.e. x is a consequence of Borel–Cantelli’s lemma and the assumption (3.30). Indeed lim_{n→∞} |(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 (x) < C if and only if x ∈ ∩_{n∈N} ∪_{i≥n} {|(f^i_t )|_W 1,2 < C} and since the sequence of sets n → ∪_{i≥n}{|(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 < C} is decreasing we have

m^′ ( ⋂ n∈N ⋃ i≥n { |(f^i_t )|_W 1,2 < C }) = inf_{n∈N} m^′ ( ⋃ i≥n { |(f^i_t )|_W 1,2 < C })

≥ inf_{n∈N} m^′ ({ |(f^n_t )|_W 1,2 < C }) ≥ 1 − m(C). Thus (3.30) ensures a.e. finiteness of the lim, as claimed.

For the last statement observe that condition (3.30) is satisfied by the sequence (g_n) (rather trivially by the definition of local convergence in measure and/or of distance d_L0 ). □

Proposition 3.14. Let A ⊂ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)). Assume that A:

o) is a vector space, i) is stable by the ‘restriction’ operation, i.e. (f_t) ∈ A and E ⊂ X Borel imply that t → χ_E f_t is in A, ii) is stable by multiplication by a C^1 function, i.e. (f_t) ∈ A and φ ∈ C^1([0, 1]) imply that t → φ(t)f_t is in A, iii) is closed in the W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X))-topology, iv) contains the constant functions, i.e. for any f ∈ L^0(X) the map t → f is in A.

Then A = W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)).

Proof. Let (φ_n) ⊂ C^1([0, 1]) be countable and dense in W^{1,2}(0, 1). Fix ε > 0 and let T : W^{1,2}(0, 1) → W^{1,2}(0, 1) be the map sending f to φ_n, where n ∈ N is the least index j ∈ N such that ‖f − φ_j ‖_W 1,2 ≤ ε. It is clear that T is well defined and Borel. Thus for (f_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) the curve t → T (f)_t defined by T (f)_t(x) := T (f_·(x))(t) is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) and, by construction, its d_W 1,2 -distance from (f_t) is ≤ ε. As ε > 0 is arbitrary, by the closure property (iii) to conclude it is sufficient to show that (T (f)_t) ∈ A. To see this, for every n ∈ N let E_n ⊂ X be the set of x’s such that T (f_·)(x) = φ_n. Then we have T (f)_t = ∑ n χ_{En} φ_n(t) (where the convergence of the partial sums is intended in the W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X))-topology) and the properties (o), (i), (ii), (iv) trivially ensure that (T (f)_t) ∈ A, as desired. □

We pass to the vector case. Fix a separable, Hilbertian L^0-module H . Recall that the space L^0([0, 1], H ), that we shall sometimes abbreviate in L^0_H , is the space of Borel maps from [0, 1] to H identified up to equality for a.e. t. The space L^0_H is complete w.r.t. the distance

d_L0_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := �_1 0 1 ∧ d_L0 (|v_t − z_t|, 0) dt.

The space C([0, 1], H ) denotes, as usual, the space of continuous curves with values in H equipped with the ‘sup’ distance.

We pass to the ‘vector versions’ of the spaces introduced in Definition 3.11:

Definition 3.15 (Some spaces of vectors). We shall denote by:

i) For p ∈ [1, ∞] the space L^p([0, 1], H ) ⊂ L^0([0, 1], H ), that we shall abbreviate in L^p_H , is the collection of vector fields (v_t) such that the quantity |(v_t)|_L^p_H (x) := |(|v_t|)|_Lp (x) = ‖|v_·|(x)‖_Lp_{(0,1)} (which is well defined up to equality m-a.e.) is finite m-a.e..

ii) The space W^{1,2}([0, 1], H ) ⊂ L^0([0, 1], H ) is the collection of vector fields (v_t) for which there is (v̇_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], H ) such that for any z ∈ H the curve t → ⟨v_t, z⟩ is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) with ∂_t⟨v_t, z⟩ = ⟨v̇_t, z⟩ m − a.e., a.e. t. For (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], H ) we define

|(v_t)|^2_W 1,2_H := |(v_t)|^2_L2_H + |(v̇_t)|^2_L2_H ∈ L^0(X).

iii) The space AC^2([0, 1], H ) ⊂ C([0, 1], H ) is the collection of vector fields (v_t) for which there is (v̇_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], H ) such that for any z ∈ H the curve t → ⟨v_t, z⟩ is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) (and thus in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X))) with ∂_t⟨v_t, z⟩ = ⟨v̇_t, z⟩ m − a.e., a.e. t. The three spaces defined above are naturally endowed with the respective distances d_L^p_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_L^p_H , 0), d_W 1,2_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_W 1,2_H , 0), d_{AC}2_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_W 1,2_H , 0) + sup_{t∈[0,1]} d_H (v_t, z_t).

These are complete distances, as can be seen arguing as for the respective spaces of functions (to show that the derivative of the limit is the limit of the derivative in considering the spaces W^{1,2}_H and AC^2_H we use Proposition 3.13).

The spaces L^p_H , W^{1,2}_H , AC^2_H are also endowed with the product with L^0(X) functions defined as g(t → v_t) := (t → gv_t) and it is clear that L^p_H , W^{1,2}_H are L^0-normed modules.

Let us turn to the definition of integral of a vector field (v_t) in L^1_H : for A ⊂ [0, 1] Borel we want to define � A v_t dt as element of H . To this aim, notice that for any z ∈ H the function ⟨z, v_t⟩ satisfies |⟨z, v_t⟩| ≤ |z||v_t| (m × L^1)-a.e., thus for m-a.e. x ∈ X we have that t → ⟨z, v_t⟩(x) is in L^1(0, 1). Hence � A ⟨z, v_t⟩ dt is a well defined function in L^0(X) and it is clear that the assignment z → � A ⟨z, v_t⟩ dt is linear and satisfies

(3.31) | | � A ⟨z, v_t⟩ dt | | ≤ � A |⟨z, v_t⟩| dt ≤ |z| � A |v_t| dt ≤ |z||(v_t)|_L1_H .

This is sufficient to establish that H ∋ z → � A ⟨z, v_t⟩ dt ∈ L^0(X) is L^0(X)-linear and continuous and thus represented by - thanks to Riesz’s theorem for modules - an element of H that we shall denote by � A v_t dt. Notice that the bound (3.31) gives

(3.32) | | � A v_t dt | | ≤ � A |v_t| dt, m − a.e.. This bound is sufficient to prove that

(3.33) for (v_t) ∈ L^1_H the map t →

�_t 0 v_s ds ∈ H is in C([0, 1], H )

(because |

�_s 0 v_r dr −

�_t 0 v_r dr| ≤ �_s t |v_r| dr → 0 m-a.e. as s → t).

Observe that a direct consequence of the definitions and of (3.25) is that for (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_H and h ∈ (0, 1) it holds

(3.34) v_{t+h} − v_t =

�_{t+h} t v̇_r dr, m − a.e., a.e. t ∈ [0, 1 − h], and thus by (3.32) that |v_t| ≤ |v_s| +

�_1 0 |v̇_r| dr is valid m-a.e. for a.e. t, s. Integrating this in s we deduce that

(3.35) |(v_t)|_L∞_H ≤ |(v_t)|_L2_H + |(v̇_t)|_L1_H ≤ √ 2|(v_t)|_W 1,2_H m − a.e., showing in particular that W^{1,2}_H ⊂ L^∞_H . Notice that by Fubini’s theorem, an equivalent way of stating this bound is by saying that for a.e. s ∈ [0, 1] we have |v_s| ≤ 2|(v_t)|_W 1,2_H m-a.e.. Now observe that if (v_t) ∈ AC^2_H , from the continuity of the pointwise norm as map from H to L^0(X) we see that t → |v_t| ∈ L^0(X) is continuous, and thus

(3.36) (v_t) ∈ AC^2_H ⇒ |v_t| ≤ √ 2|(v_s)|_W 1,2_H m − a.e., ∀t ∈ [0, 1]. Another direct consequence of the definitions and of (3.26) is

(v_t) ∈ AC^2([0, 1], H ) ⇔ ∃(z_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], H ) such that

v_s − v_t =

�_s t z_r dr ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], t < s and in this case v̇_t = z_t, m − a.e., a.e. t. (3.37)

To further investigate the properties of W^{1,2}_H it will be convenient to notice the following fact (reminiscent of the classical statement ‘weak convergence+convergence of norms ⇒ strong convergence’):

(3.38) ⟨v^n_t , z⟩ → ⟨v_t, z⟩, in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)), ∀z ∈ H |(v^n_t )|_L2_H ≤ |(v_t)|_L2_H < ∞, m − a.e. } ⇒ (v^n_t )^{L2H}→ (v_t).

To see this, notice that for t → z_t ∈ H piecewise constant, i.e. of the form z_t = ∑_N i=1 χ_{Ai} (t)z^i with A_i ⊆ [0, 1] Borel and z^i ∈ H , the first in (3.38) easily gives ⟨v^n_t , z_t⟩ → ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)). Moreover, the second in (3.38) gives |⟨v^n_t , z_t⟩|_L2 ≤ |(v_t)|_L2_H |(z_t)|_L∞_H m-a.e. for every n ∈ N. Notice that if f^n(t) → f(t) for a.e. t and sup_n ‖f^n‖_L2 < ∞, then we have

�_1 0 f^n(t) dt →

�_1 0 f(t) dt: thanks to the reflexivity of L^2(0, 1), we have that (f^n)_n has a L^2(0, 1)-weakly converging subsequence, with limit g; the pointwise a.e. convergence f^n → f ensures that g = f, thus the original sequence converges to f weakly in L^2(0, 1); in particular (by testing against the constant function 1 ∈ L^2(0, 1)) we conclude that

�_1 0 f^n(t) dt →

�_1 0 f(t) dt, as desired.

Using this fact in conjunction with what already mentioned and recalling that a sequence converges in L^0 if and only if any subsequence has a further sub-subsequence converging a.e., we deduce that

�_1 0 ⟨v^n_t , z_t⟩ dt → �_1 0 ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ dt in L^0(X). Hence

lim_{n→∞} d_L2_H ( (v^n_t ), (z_t) ) = lim_{n→∞} d_L0 (√ |(v^n_t )|^2_{L2H} + |(z_t)|^2_{L2H} − 2

�_1 0 ⟨v^n_t , z_t⟩ dt, 0 )

≤ lim_{n→∞} d_L0 (√ |(v_t)|^2_{L2H} + |(z_t)|^2_{L2H} − 2

�_1 0 ⟨v^n_t , z_t⟩ dt, 0 )

= d_L0 (√ |(v_t)|^2_{L2H} + |(z_t)|^2_{L2H} − 2

�_1 0 ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ dt, 0 )

= d_L2_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) . Now notice that the set of (z_t)’s considered is dense in L^2_H (as it is easy to establish from the definition), thus from

lim_{n→∞} d_L2_H ( (v^n_t ), (v_t) ) ≤ lim_{n→∞} d_L2_H ( (v^n_t ), (z_t) ) + d_L2_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) ≤ 2d_L2_H ( (v_t), (z_t) ) we conclude letting (z_t) → (v_t) in L^2_H .

Now let (v_t) ∈ L^2_H and for t, ε ∈ (0, 1) define v^ε_t := ε^{−1}

�_{t+ε} t v_s ds, where v_s is intended to be 0 if s > 1. We claim that

(3.39) (v^ε_t ) → (v_t) in L^2_H , as ε ↓ 0

and we shall prove this using (3.38). Let z ∈ H and for m-a.e. x ∈ X apply Lebesgue’s theorem to the L^1(0, 1)-function t → ⟨z, v_t⟩(x) to conclude that for a.e. t we have ⟨z, v^ε_t ⟩(x) → ⟨z, v_t⟩(x): this proves the first condition in (3.38). The second follows from the inequality |v^ε_t | ≤ ε^{−1}

�_{t+ε} t |v_s| ds as it implies |(v^ε_t )|_L2_H ≤ |(v_t)|_L2_H m-a.e. for every ε, so the conclusion follows from (3.38).

We also claim that

(3.40) (v^ε_t ) ∈ W^{1,2}_H with v̇^ε_t = v_{t+ε} − v_t ε , a.e. t, where again v_{t+ε} is intended to be 0 if t + ε > 1. To prove this, just notice that by the very definition of W^{1,2}_H and of the corresponding notion of derivative, it is sufficient to consider the scalar case H = L^0(X). In turn, in this setting the conclusion is a direct consequence of the analogous well-known result for real valued functions on [0, 1]. Notice that, in particular, from (3.40) and (3.39) we deduce that

(3.41) W^{1,2}_H is dense in L^2_H .

Applying (3.39) to the derivative of a vector field in W^{1,2}_H by keeping (3.34) in mind we obtain that

(3.42) v_{t+h} − v_t h → v̇_t in L^2_H as h → 0,

where^{vt+h −vt}_h is intended to be 0 if t + h /∈ [0, 1].

A further consequence is that

(v_t), (z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_H (resp. AC^2_H ) ⇒

(⟨v_t, z_t⟩) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) (resp. AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X))) with^d_{dt} ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ = ⟨v̇_t, z_t⟩ + ⟨v_t, ż_t⟩.

(3.43)

Indeed, the inequality | ⟨v_{t+h}, z_{t+h}⟩ − ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ | ≤ | ⟨v_{t+h}, z_{t+h} − z_t⟩ | − | ⟨v_{t+h} − v_t, z_t⟩ |

(by (3.32), (3.34), (3.35)) ≤ |(v_s)|_L∞_H

�_{t+h} t |ż_r| dr + |(z_s)|_L∞_H �_{t+h} t |v̇_r| dr m − a.e., valid for every h ∈ (0, 1) and a.e. t ∈ [0, 1 − h], shows that (⟨v_t, z_t⟩) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) (recall (3.27)). Then letting h → 0 in ⟨v_{t+h}, z_{t+h}⟩ − ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ h = ⟨v_t,^{zt+h−zt}_h ⟩ + ⟨^{vt+h −vt}_h , z_t⟩ + h⟨^{vt+h −vt}_h ,^{zt+h −zt}_h ⟩ and using (3.42) we see that the right-hand side goes to (⟨v̇_t, z_t⟩ + ⟨v_t, ż_t⟩) in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)). On the other hand, applying (3.42) with H := L^0(X) and (⟨v_t, z_t⟩) in place of (v_t) we see that the left-hand side converges to (∂_t⟨v_t, z_t⟩) in L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)), thus also in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)), so that (3.43) is proved.

Arguing along the same lines one uses to prove that W^{1,2}(0, 1) → C([0, 1]), we can get existence of continuous representatives of elements of W^{1,2}_H :

Proposition 3.16. Let (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_H . Then there is a unique (v̄_t) ∈ C([0, 1], H ) with v̄_t = v_t for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. For ε ∈ (0, 1) we define v^ε_t := ε^{−1}

�_{t+ε} t v_s ds as before (here v_s is intended to be 0 if s > 1).

Notice that v̇^ε_t^{(3.40)}= v_{t+ε} − v_t ε (3.34)

= ε^{−1}

�_{t+ε} t v̇_s ds, therefore by (3.39) we deduce that (v^ε_t ), (v̇^ε_t ) converge to (v_t), (v̇_t) respectively in L^2_H as ε ↓ 0. In other words, (v^ε_t ) → (v_t) in W^{1,2}_H as ε ↓ 0.

Now we claim that for every ε ∈ (0, 1) the curve t → v^ε_t ∈ H is continuous. Indeed, for any t, s ∈ [0, 1] with 0 ≤ s − t ≤ ε, it is clear that we have |v^ε_s − v^ε_t | = ε^{−1} | | �_{s+ε} t+ε v_r dr +

�_s t v_r dr | | ≤ ε^{−1}( �_{s+ε} t+ε |v_r| dr + �_s t |v_r| dr ) m − a.e., and that the right-hand side goes to 0 m-a.e. both as t ↑ s and as s ↓ t. Hence |v^ε_s − v^ε_t | → 0 in the m-a.e. sense as s → t, and thus a fortiori v^ε_s → v^ε_t in H .

We now claim that the family of curves {(v^ε_t )}_{ε∈(0,1)} is Cauchy in C([0, 1], H ) as ε ↓ 0. Indeed, for ε, η ∈ (0, 1) we have sup t∈[0,1] d_H (v^ε_t , v^η_t ) = sup_{t∈[0,1]} d_L0 (|v^ε_t − v^η_t |, 0)^{(3.36)}≤ d_L0 ( |(v^ε_t − v^η_t )|_W 1,2_H , 0 ) = d_W 1,2_H ( (v^ε_t ), (v^η_t ) ) .

Since we proved that (v^ε_t )^W 1,2 H→ (v_t), we know that the right-hand side of the above goes to 0 as ε, η ↓ 0, hence our claim is proved. Let (v̄_t) be the limit of (v^ε_t ) in C([0, 1], H ) as ε ↓ 0: since we also know that (v^ε_t )^{L2H}→ (v_t) and it is clear that C([0, 1], H ) continuously embeds in L^2_H , we conclude that (v̄_t) and (v_t) agree as elements of L^2_H , i.e. that v̄_t = v_t for a.e. t, as desired. □

We shall make use of the following simple density-like result:

Proposition 3.17. Let A ⊂ W^{1,2}([0, 1], H ). Assume that A:

o) is a vector space, i) is stable under ‘restriction’, i.e. if (v_t) ∈ A and E ⊂ X is Borel, then t → χ_E v_t belongs to A, ii) is stable under multiplication by functions in C^1([0, 1]), i.e. if (v_t) ∈ A and φ ∈ C^1([0, 1]) the map t → φ(t)v_t belongs to A, iii) is closed in the W^{1,2}_H topology, iv) contains the constant vector fields t → v̄ for any given v̄ ∈ H .

Then A = W^{1,2}([0, 1], H ).

Proof. Let (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_H be arbitrary, (e^n) ⊂ H be a local Hilbert base (see [21, Theorem 1.4.11]) and for every N ∈ N let v^N_t := ∑ n≤N ⟨v_t, e^n⟩e^n and v̇^N_t := ∑ n≤N ⟨v̇_t, e^n⟩e^n for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

By the properties of local Hilbert bases we have that |v^N_t | ≤ |v_t| m-a.e. and v^N_t → v_t in H as N → ∞ for a.e. t and similarly for v̇^N_t . By (3.38) this is sufficient to deduce that (v^N_t )^{L2H}→ (v_t) and (v̇^N_t )^{L2H}→ (v̇_t) as N → ∞. Also, from the definition of W^{1,2}_H it is clear that (v^N_t ) ∈ W^{1,2}_H with

derivative (v̇^N_t ) for every N ∈ N, thus (v^N_t )^W 1,2 H→ (v_t). Therefore to conclude that (v_t) ∈ A it is sufficient to prove that (v^N_t ) ∈ A for every N ∈ N.

Since we assumed A to be a vector space, to prove this it is sufficient to show that for any v ∈ H , the collection of those (f_t)’s in W^{1,2}_{L0} such that t → f_tv is in A coincides with the whole W^{1,2}_{L0} . This is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.14 and our assumptions. □

Our last goal for the section is the study of an analogue of Hille’s theorem in this context. The classical proof of this fact for Bochner integral of Banach-valued maps uses the fact that if v_t belongs to some convex closed set for a.e. t, then so does its integral over [0, 1]. In our setting, this is also true and the proof is based on the possibility of obtaining integration as limit of properly chosen Riemann sums. For real valued functions on [0, 1], this last property is a classical statement of Hahn [29] (see also [34]); the proof we give is closely related to the ones in [16, Theorem I-2.8] and [37, Lemma 4.4]. In the course of the proof we shall use properties like additivity of the integral over disjoint sets and change-of-variable formulas that can be trivially obtained from the very definition of integration.

Proposition 3.18. Let (v_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], H ). Then for every sequence τ_k ↓ 0 there is a subsequence, not relabeled, such that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have

lim_{k→∞} τ_k [τ^{−1}_k ]−1 ∑ i=0 v_{τk (t+i)} = �_1 0 v_s ds in H ,

where [·] denotes the integer part.

In particular, if C ⊂ H is convex and closed and v_t ∈ C for a.e. t, then

�_1 0 v_t dt ∈ C as well.

Proof. Fix a Borel representative of (v_t) such that v_t ∈ C for every t ∈ [0, 1] and notice that 1 [τ^{−1}]

∑_{[τ} −1_{]−1} i=0 v_{τ (t+i)} is a convex combination of the v_t’s, and thus belongs to C. Since τ[τ^{−1}] → 1 as τ ↓ 0, it is clear that the second statement is a consequence of the first one, so we focus on this.

Put v_t = 0 for t > 1 and notice that (3.33) gives that

�_{1+τ t} τ t v_s ds → �_1 0 v_s ds in H as τ ↓ 0 for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Thus to conclude it is sufficient to prove that

(3.44) lim_{τ ↓0}

�_1 0 d_H (z_{τ,t}, 0) dt = 0, where z_{τ,t} := τ

[τ^{−1}]−1 ∑ i=0 v_{τ (t+i)} − �_{1+τ t} τ t v_s ds.

To this aim we start claiming that

(3.45) lim_{τ ↓0}

�_1 0 �_1 0 | |v_t − v_{t+τ s} | | dt ds → 0, in L^0(X) as τ ↓ 0.

To prove this, we first notice that the truncations t → χ_{{|vt |≤n}}v_t = φ_n(|v_t|)v_t, where φ_n : R → R is given by φ_n := χ_{[0,n]}, belong to L^∞_H ⊂ L^2_H and trivially converge to (v_t) in L^1_H . Thus recalling (3.41) we can find (w^n_t ) ⊂ W^{1,2}_H converging to (v_t) in L^1_H . Now for every n ∈ N put w^n_t = 0 for t > 1 and notice that �_1 0 �_1 0 | |v_t − v_{t+τ s} | | dt ds ≤ �_1 0 �_1 0 | |w^n_t − w^n_{t+τ s} | | dt ds + �_1 0 �_1 0 | |v_t − w^n_t | | + | |v_{t+τ s} − w^n_{t+τ s} | | dt ds ≤ �_1 0 �_1 0 �_{t+τ s} t |ẇ_r| dr dt ds →0 m−a.e. as τ ↓0 +2|(v_t − w^n_t )|_L1_H .

Thus (3.45) follows by first letting τ ↓ 0 and then n → ∞ in the above (in fact the argument easily gives that there is convergence m-a.e. in (3.45)).

Now recall that z_{τ,t} is defined in (3.44) and notice that

�_1 0 |z_{τ,t}| dt = �_1 0 | |τ [τ^{−1}]−1 ∑ i=0 ( v_{τ (t+i)} − τ^{−1} �_{τ (t+i+1)} τ (t+i) v_s ds )| | dt ( s = τ(t + i + s^′) ) = �_1 0 | |τ^{[τ} −1]−1 ∑ i=0 ( v_{τ (t+i)} − �_1 0 v_{τ (t+s}′_{+i)} ds^′ )| | dt ( by (3.32) ) ≤ �_1 0 �_1 0 τ [τ^{−1}]−1 ∑ i=0 | |v_{τ (t+i)} − v_{τ (t+s′ +i)} | | dt ds^′ ( t^′ = τ(t + i) ) = �_1 0 �_1 0 | |v_{t′} − v_{t′+τ s′} | | dt^′ ds^′ m − a.e..

(3.46)

Therefore

�_1 0 d_L0 (|z_{τ,t}|, 0) dt =

�_1 0 � 1 ∧ |z_{τ,t}| dm^′ dt ≤ � 1 ∧ ( � 1 0 |z_{τ,t}| dt ) dm^{′ (3.45),(3.46)}→ 0,

which is (3.44). □

It is now easy to establish the desired version of Hille’s theorem:

Theorem 3.19 (A Hille-type result). Let H_1, H_2 be separable Hilbert L^0(m)-modules, V ⊂ H_1 a vector subspace, ‖ · ‖_V : V → R^+ a norm on V and L : V → H_2 a linear map. Let (v_t) ∈ L^1([0, 1], H_1) and assume that:

i) v_t ∈ V for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] and t → L(v_t) is in L^1([0, 1], H_2), ii) for any C > 0 the set Graph(L) ∩ ({v ∈ V : ‖v‖_V ≤ C} × H_2) ⊂ H_1 × H_2 is closed, iii)

�_1 0 ‖v_t‖_V dt < ∞. Then

�_1 0 v_t dt ∈ V and L(

�_1 0 v_t dt) =

�_1 0 L(v_t) dt.

Proof. Start noticing that for any C > 0 we have {t : ‖v_t‖_V ≤ C} = { t : (v_t, L(v_t)) ∈ Graph(L) ∩ ({v ∈ V : ‖v‖_V ≤ C} × H_2) } , thus from (ii) and the assumed Borel regularity of t → v_t, L(v_t) we deduce that t → ‖v_t‖_V is Borel, hence assumption (iii) makes sense.

Let H := H_1 × H_2 be equipped with the pointwise norm |(v, z)|^2 := |v|^2 + |z|^2 m-a.e. for every v ∈ H_1, z ∈ H_2. It is clear that H is a Hilbert L^0(X)-normed module, when equipped with the obvious distance and product with L^0(X) functions defined componentwise. Also, directly by definition of integral, testing with elements of the form (v, 0) and (0, z) we see that

�_1 0 (v_t, z_t) dt = ( �_1 0 v_t dt, �_1 0 z_t dt).

Now observe that the assumptions (v_t) ∈ L^1_{H1} and (L(v_t)) ∈ L^1_{H2} together with the trivial bound |(v, z)| ≤ |v| + |z| show that t → (v_t, L(v_t)) is in L^1_H . We can therefore apply Proposition

3.18 above to t → (v_t, L(v_t)) ∈ H to find τ_k ↓ 0 so that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have

(3.47) lim_{k→∞} τ_k

[τ^{−1}_k ]−1 ∑ i=0 ( v_{τk (t+i)}, L(v_{τk (t+i)}) ) = ( � 1 0 v_s ds, �_1 0 L(v_s) ds ) in H . By the original result of Hahn (or, which is the same, by Proposition 3.18 with H := R, that is a L^0-normed module over a Dirac mass) we also know that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖τk [τ^{−1}_k ]−1 ∑ i=0 v_{τk (t+i)} ‖ ‖_V ≤ lim_{k→∞} τk [τ^{−1}_k ]−1 ∑ i=0 ‖v_{τk (t+i)}‖_V = �_1 0 ‖v_s‖_V ds.

Hence there is t ∈ [0, 1] such that C := sup_k ‖ ‖τk ∑_{[τ}^{−1}_{k ]−1} i=0 v_{τk (t+i)} ‖ ‖_V < ∞ and (3.47) holds. Thus the argument of the limit in the left-hand side of (3.47) is in Graph(L)∩({v ∈ V : ‖v‖_V ≤ C}×H_2), and since by assumption this set is closed, it contains also the limit. In particular, this means that the right-hand side is in Graph(L), which is the conclusion. □

4. An existence and uniqueness theory in ncRCD(K, N) spaces

4.1. The setting. Let us fix once and for all the assumptions and the notations that we shall use in the next sections: unless otherwise specified, our theorems will all be based on these:

- (X, d, m) is a ncRCD(K, N) space, K ∈ R, N ∈ N.

- (w_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], W^{1,2}_C (T X)) is such that |w_t|, |div(w_t)| ∈ L^∞([0, 1]×X) and for some x̄ ∈ X and R > 0 we have supp(w_t) ⊂ B_R(x̄) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

- (F^s_t ) is the Regular Lagrangian Flow of (w_t).

- (g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(X)) is the function associated to (w_t) as in Proposition 2.3. - m^′ is a Borel probability measure on X such that m ≪ m^′ ≪ m and coinciding with cm on B_R(x̄) for some c > 0.

- The distance d_L0 on the space L^0(X) is given by

d_L0 (f, g) := � 1 ∧ |f − g| dm^′, ∀f, g ∈ L^0(X). Similarly the distance d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)} on L^0(T^∗X) is defined as

d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(ω, η) := � 1 ∧ |ω − η| dm^′, ∀ω, η ∈ L^0(T^∗X) and analogously for the distance d_L0_{(T X)} on L^0(T X).

- G is a non-negative function in L^0(X) acting as ‘generic constant’. Its actual value may change in the various instances where it appears, but it depends only on the structural data (i.e. the space and the vector field (w_t)), but not on the specific vector fields (v_t), (V_t) we shall work with later on.

Occasionally, we will need to work with such ‘generic function’ depending on some additional parameter (often a time variable). In this case we shall write G_i, i ∈ I, to emphasize such dependence. In any case, whenever we do so we tacitly (or explicitly) assume that the G_i’s are ‘uniformly small in L^0’, i.e. it will always be intended that they satisfy

(4.1) lim_{C→+∞} sup_{i∈I} m^′ ( {|G_i| ≥ C} ) = 0.

- Ω : R^+ → R^+ is a generic modulus of continuity, i.e. a non-decreasing continuous function such that Ω(z) ↓ 0 as z ↓ 0. Much like for the function G its actual value may change in the various instances where it appears, but it depends only on the structural data of the problem.

Notice that the choice of m^′, the fact that the flow (F^s_t ) has bounded compression, and the fact that F^s_t is the identity on the complement of supp(w), ensure that

(4.2) (F^s_t )_∗m^′ ≤ Cm^′, ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1],

for some C > 0. In particular, this implies

(4.3) C^{−1}d_L0 (f, g) ≤ d_L0 (f ∘ F^s_t , g ∘ F^s_t ) ≤ Cd_L0 (f, g), ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], ∀f, g ∈ L^0(X).

More generally, the topological vector spaces we are dealing with are metrized by translation invariant distances, therefore linear and continuous operators are uniformly continuous. To see this, let d_1, d_2 be the distances on two such spaces V_1, V_2 and T : V_1 → V_2 be the linear operator, then if d_1(v_n, z_n) → 0 we have d_1(v_n − z_n, 0) → 0 and thus d_2(T (v_n) − T (z_n), 0) = d_2(T (v_n − z_n), 0) → 0 and therefore d_2(T (v_n), T (z_n)) → 0 (in fact this is not really due to distances, but to the fact that topological vector spaces, much like topological groups, are uniform spaces).

We can apply this general principle to the product by a given function G ∈ L^0(X), which is a linear continuous map from L^0(X) to itself, to deduce

(4.4) d_L0 (Gf, Gg) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (f, g) ) , ∀f, g ∈ L^0(X). The same principle applied to the linear and continuous embedding of L^p(X) into L^0(X) gives

(4.5) d_L0 (f, g) ≤ Ω ( ‖f − g‖_Lp ) , ∀f, g ∈ L^p(X). Clearly, the map Ω appearing in these depends on the fixed function G and the chosen exponent p, but since such dependence is not important in our discussion, to keep the notation simpler we will not emphasize this fact.

It will be useful to notice that for (f_s) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(X)), from the bounded compression property of the flow we deduce that (f_s ∘ F^s_t ) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(X)) as well for any t ∈ [0, 1]. Thus from Fubini’s theorem we deduce that

(4.6) (f_s) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(X)) ⇒

�_1 0 |f_r|^2 ∘ F^r_t dr < ∞, m − a.e., ∀t ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, applying this to f_s := |∇w_s| we deduce that

(4.7)

�_1 0 |∇w_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 dt ≤ G m − a.e., according to our convention on G described above. Similarly, from (4.6) applied to (g_s), the trivial inequality e^a ≤ 1 + ae^b valid for any 0 ≤ a ≤ b, and the estimate (3.16), we deduce the key bound

(4.8) |dF^s_t | ∘ F^t_t′ ≤ 1 + G_t′ �_{t∨s} t∧s g_r ∘ F^r_t′ dr m − a.e., ∀t^′, t, s ∈ [0, 1], where G_t′ := e^{� 1}0^{gr ∘F r}t^{′ dr}. We claim that the functions G_t′ so defined satisfy the uniform bound (4.1), so that our notation is justified according to what we declared at the beginning of the section. To see this, notice that we have the uniform estimate � | | | �_1 0 g_r ∘ F^r_t′ dr | | |^2 dm ≤

�_1 0 � |g_r|^2 ∘ F^r_t′ dm dr^{(2.5)}≤ C

�_1 0 |g_r|^2 dr dm, ∀t^′ ∈ [0, 1],

where C is the compressibility constant of F^s_t ; thus Chebyshev’s inequality gives for every M > 0 m({G_t′ > M}) = m ({| | �_1 0 g_r ∘ F^r_t′ dr | |^2 > | log M|^2 }) ≤ C �_1 0 |g_r|^2 dr dm | log M|^2 , ∀t^′ ∈ [0, 1] and by the absolute continuity of the integral it follows that (4.9) lim_{M→+∞} sup_{t′∈[0,1]} m^′ ( {G_t′ ≥ M} ) = 0.

Notice that (4.8) trivially implies the weaker, but still useful, bound (4.10) |dF^s_t | ∘ F^t_t′ ≤ G_t′ m − a.e., ∀t^′, t, s ∈ [0, 1], for some G_t′ ’s that still satisfy (4.1).

We shall often use the bound (4.1) in conjunction with the following simple lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let G_i ∈ L^0(X), i ∈ I, be such that

(4.11) lim_{C→+∞} sup_{i∈I} m^′ ( {|G_i| ≥ C} ) = 0.

Then the operators L^0(X) ∋ f → G_if ∈ L^0(X) are uniformly continuous, i.e. for some modulus of continuity Ω independent of i ∈ I we have

(4.12) d_L0 (G_if, G_ig) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (f, g) ) , ∀f, g ∈ L^0(X), i ∈ I. Proof. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1), let C_ε > 1 be such that m^′ ( {|G_i| ≥ C_ε} ) ≤ ε for every i ∈ I and put δ :=^{ε2}_{Cε} .

We shall prove that (4.13) d_L0 (f_1, f_2) ≤ δ ⇒ d_L0 (G_if_1, G_if_2) ≤ 3ε, ∀i ∈ I, that, by the arbitrariness of ε, gives the claim. Put for brevity f := |f_1 − f_2| and use Cavalieri’s formula to get

(4.14) δ ≥ d_L0 (f_1, f_2) =

�_1 0 m^′({f > t}) dt ≥ � δ_ε 0 m^′({f > t}) dt ≥^δ_ε m^′ ({ f >^δ_ε }) . On the other hand, the trivial bound

�_1 0 m^′({|G_i|f > t}) dt ≤ m^′({|G_i|f > ε}) + �_ε 0 m^′({|G_i|f > t}) dt ≤ m^′({|G_i|f > ε}) + ε and the inclusion {|G_i|f > ε} ⊂ {|G_i| > C_ε} ∪ {f >^ε_{Cε} } give d_L0 (G_if_1, G_if_2) =

�_1 0 m^′({|G_i|f > t}) dt ≤ m^′({|G_i| > C_ε}) + m^′({f >^ε_{Cε} }) + ε. Since^ε_{Cε} =^δ_ε , the choice of C_ε and (4.14) give the claim (4.13) and thus (4.12). □

4.2. Time dependent vector fields at ‘fixed’ and ‘variable’ points. We have seen in Section 3.1 that for every t ∈ R the map F^t_0 admits a differential dF^t_0 : L^0(T X) → L^0(T X). We now want to consider all these maps as t varies in [0, 1].

In dealing with composition with the flow maps, the following simple lemma will be useful:

Lemma 4.2. [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → f^s_t ∈ L^0(X) is continuous if and only if [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → f^s_t ∘ F^s_t ∈ L^0(X) is continuous.

Proof. Since (F^s_t )^{−1} = F^t_s , it is sufficient to prove the ‘only if’. Thus suppose that t, s → f^s_t is continuous in L^0(X) and notice that d_L0 ( f^{s′}_t′ ∘ F^{s′}_t′ , f^s_t ∘ F^s_t ) ≤ d_L0 ( f^{s′}_t′ ∘ F^{s′}_t′ , f^s_t ∘ F^{s′}_t′ ) + d_L0 ( f^s_t ∘ F^{s′}_t′ , f^s_t ∘ F^s_t ) ≤ C d_L0 ( f^{s′}_t′ , f^s_t ) + d_L0 ( f^s_t ∘ F^{s′}_t′ , f^s_t ∘ F^s_t ) having used the uniform bound (4.3). The conclusion follows recalling (2.11). □

The regularity in time of dF^s_t will be obtained by duality starting from the following result:

Lemma 4.3. Let f : X → R be Lusin–Lipschitz. Then [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → d(f ∘ F^s_t ) ∈ L^0(T^∗X) is continuous.

Proof. We start claiming that for any f Lusin–Lipschitz we have

(4.15) lim_{s′ →s} d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s )(v) = df(v) = lim_{t′ →t} d(f ∘ F^t_t′ )(v), in L^0(X), ∀v ∈ L^0(T X), ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1].

We start with the first limit and notice that by definition of differential for Lusin–Lipschitz maps we have d((χ_E f) ∘ F^{s′}_s ) = χ_E ∘ F^{s′}_s d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ), thus taking into account (2.11) and using the fact that the flow is the identity outside a bounded set, it is easy to see that the first in (4.15) will follow in the general case if we prove it just for f Lipschitz. Thus let this be the case and recall from (2.18) that there is a Borel partition (E_i) of m-a.a. X made of bounded sets such that sup_s′_{∈[0,1]} Lip(F^{s′}_s |_{Ei} ) < ∞ for every i ∈ N. Thus sup_s′_{∈[0,1]} Lip((f ∘ F^{s′}_s )|_{Ei} ) < ∞ and by L^0-linearity and continuity, the first in (4.15) will follow if we show that for any i ∈ N we have χ_{Ei} d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) ⇀ df in the weak topology of L^2(T^∗X) as s^′ → s.

Let (s^′_n) ⊂ [0, 1] be converging to s and, for every n ∈ N ∪ {∞}, let g_n be uniformly Lipschitz with uniformly bounded support such that g_n|_{Ei} = (f ∘ F^{s′n}_s )|_{Ei} (it is easy to see that they can be found). Then (g_n) is a bounded sequence in W^{1,2}(X), hence up to pass to a non-relabeled subsequence we can assume that it weakly converges to some g ∈ W^{1,2}(X). Clearly, g = f on E_i, thus from the locality of the differential we see that χ_{Ei} d(f ∘ F^{s′n}_s ) = χ_{Ei} dg_n^{L2(T ∗X)}⇀ χ_{Ei} dg = χ_{Ei} df. As this result does not depend on the subsequence chosen, the first in (4.15) follows.

We turn to the second and start noticing that arguing as for Lemma 4.2 above it is sufficient to prove that

(4.16) d(f ∘ F^t_t′ )(v) ∘ F^{t′}_t → df(v) in L^0(X), ∀v ∈ L^0(T X), ∀t ∈ [0, 1].

Then taking into account the uniform bound |d(f ∘ F^t_t′ )(v) ∘ F^{t′}_t |^{(3.11)}≤ |v| ∘ F^{t′}_t |df||dF^t_t′ | ∘ F^{t′}_t^{(4.10)}≤ G_t|v| ∘ F^{t′}_t |df|, the fact that |v| ∘ F^{t′}_t → |v| in L^0(X) as t^′ → t (recall (2.11)), and the density of differentials of Lusin–Lipschitz functions in L^0(T^∗X) (already noticed in the proof of Theorem 3.2), we see that to prove (4.16), and thus the second in (4.15), it is sufficient to prove that

(4.17) ⟨d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), dh⟩ ∘ F^{t′}_t → ⟨df, dh⟩ in L^0(X), ∀h : X → R Lusin–Lipschitz, ∀t ∈ [0, 1].

Now we put for brevity ĝ^{t′}_t := �_{t∧t}′ t∨t^′ gr ∘ F r t dr ∈ L^0(X) and notice that, rather trivially, we have

(4.18) lim_{t′ →t} ĝ^{t′}_t = 0, in L^0(X)

(as for any sequence t^′_n → t we have m-a.e. convergence). The fact that (1 + a)^{−2} ≥ (1 − a)^2 for any a ∈ R grants, together with (4.8), that

(4.19) − |dF^{t′}_t |^{−2} ≤ −(1 + G_tĝ^{t′}_t )^{−2} ≤ −(1 − G_tĝ^{t′}_t )^2.

Also notice that (3.11) with f ∘ F^t_t′ in place of f and F^{t′}_t in place of φ gives |d(f ∘ F^t_t′ )| ∘ F^{t′}_t ≥ |df||dF^{t′}_t |^{−1}. Similarly, one can show that |dh| ∘ F^{t′}_t ≥ |d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )||dF^{t′}_t |^{−1}. Using these bound in conjunction with (3.11) gives

⟨d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), dh⟩ ∘ F^{t′}_t =^1_2 [ |d(f ∘ F^t_t′ + h)|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t − (|d(f ∘ F^t_t′ )|^2 + |dh|^2) ∘ F^{t′}_t ]

≤^1_2 [ |d(f + h ∘ F^{t′}_t )|^2 |dF^t_t′ |^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t − |dF^{t′}_t |^{−2}(|df|^2 + |d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )|^2) ]

(by (4.8) and (4.19)) ≤^1_2 [( 1 + G_tĝ^{t′}_t

)_2

|d(f + h ∘ F^{t′}_t )|^2 − (1 − G_tĝ^{t′}_t )^2(|df|^2 + |d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )|^2) ]

= ( 1 + G_tĝ^{t′}_t

)_2 ⟨df, d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )⟩ + 2(|df|^2 + |d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )|^2) G_tĝ^{t′}_t ≤ ( 1 + G_tĝ^{t′}_t

)_2 ⟨df, d(h ∘ F^{t′}_t )⟩ + 2(|df|^2 + |dh|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t G^2_t ) G_tĝ^{t′}_t .

Now notice that since we already proved the first in (4.15), as t^′ → t we have that ⟨df, d(h∘F^{t′}_t )⟩ → ⟨df, dh⟩ in L^0(X). Moreover, from (2.11), we have that |dh|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t → |dh|^2 in L^0(X) as t^′ → t. Thus taking (4.18) into account we just proved that ( ⟨d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), dh⟩ ∘ F^{t′}_t − ⟨df, dh⟩ )_+ → 0 in L^0(X).

A very similar argument gives that the negative part of the same quantity as above goes to 0 in L^0(X), hence the claim (4.17), and thus the second in (4.15), follows.

Now we claim that (4.20) lim_{s′ →s} d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) = df = lim_{t′→t} d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), in L^0(T^∗X), ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed |d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ) − df|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t ≤ |df|^2|dF^t_t′ |^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t + |df|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t − 2⟨d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), df⟩ ∘ F^{t′}_t (by (4.8)) ≤ |df|^2 ( 1 + G_t ĝ^{t′}_t

)_2 + |df|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t − 2⟨d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ), df⟩ ∘ F^{t′}_t (by Lemma 4.2, (4.17), and (4.18)) → |df|^2 + |df|^2 − 2|df|^2 = 0, the convergence being in L^0(X) as t^′ → t. The second in (4.20) follows using again Lemma 4.2 to conclude that |d(f ∘ F^t_t′ ) − df|^2 → 0 in L^0(X). The first in (4.20) is proved analogously.

Now observe that from the group property (2.7) and the chain rule (3.13) we get |d(f ∘ F^{s′}_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )| ≤ |d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ∘ F^s_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t′ )| + |d(f ∘ F^s_t ∘ F^t_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )| ≤ |d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) − df| ∘ F^s_t′ |dF^s_t′ | + |d(f ∘ F^s_t ∘ F^t_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )| (by (4.10)) ≤ G_t′ |d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) − df| ∘ F^s_t′ + |d(f ∘ F^s_t ∘ F^t_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )|.

Hence d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(d(f ∘ F^{s′}_t′ ), d(f ∘ F^s_t )) = d_L0 (|d(f ∘ F^{s′}_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )|, 0) ≤ d_L0 (G_t′ |d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) − df| ∘ F^s_t′ , 0) + d_L0 (|d(f ∘ F^s_t ∘ F^t_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )|, 0) (by (4.9), Lemma 4.1 and (4.3)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (|d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ) − df|, 0) ) + d_L0 (|d(f ∘ F^s_t ∘ F^t_t′ ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t )|, 0) = Ω ( d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(d(f ∘ F^{s′}_s ), df) ) + d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(d((f ∘ F^s_t ) ∘ F^t_t′ ), d(f ∘ F^s_t )) and the conclusion follows from (4.20) and the fact that f ∘ F^s_t is Lusin–Lipschitz. □ We then have the following basic regularity result:

Proposition 4.4. Let (v_t) ∈ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)). Then t → V_t := dF^t_0 (v_t) ∈ L^0(T X) is also continuous. Moreover, the assignment (v_t) → (V_t) from C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) to itself is continuous, invertible, with continuous inverse.

Similarly, if (v_t) ∈ L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)) the map t → V_t := dF^t_0 (v_t) ∈ L^0(T X) is an element of L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)) and the assignment (v_t) → (V_t) from L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)) to itself is continuous, invertible, with continuous inverse.

Proof.

Step 1. We claim that (4.21) ∀v ∈ L^0(T X) the map [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → dF^s_t (v) ∈ L^0(T X) is continuous and we shall prove this by arguing as in Lemma 4.3 above. Fix v ∈ L^0(T X). From Lemma 4.3 we see that for f Lusin–Lipschitz the map [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → d(f ∘ F^s_t )(v) = df(dF^s_t (v)) ∘ F^s_t ∈ L^0(X) is continuous. Taking into account Lemma 4.2 we deduce that also [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → df(dF^s_t (v)) ∈ L^0(X) is continuous. We now claim that (4.22) [0, 1]^2 ∋ (t, s) → ⟨dF^s_t (v), z⟩ ∈ L^0(X) is continuous for every z ∈ L^0(T X) and since differentials of Lusin–Lipschitz maps are dense in L^0(T^∗X), this follows by what already established and the uniform estimate d_L0 ( ⟨dF^s_t (v), z⟩ , ⟨dF^s_t (v), z^′⟩ ) ≤ d_L0 ( |dF^s_t (v)||z − z^′|, 0 ) (by (3.10),(4.10)) ≤ d_L0 ( G_t|v| ∘ F^t_s |z − z^′|, 0 ) (by Lemma 4.1 and (4.9)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 ( |v| ∘ F^t_s |z − z^′|, 0 )) (by Lemma 4.1) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 ( |z − z^′|, 0 )) , valid for any t, s ∈ [0, 1] (the resulting modulus of continuity will depend on |v|, but this is not an issue to get (4.22) - notice also that in applying Lemma 4.1 in the last step we used the fact that {|v| ∘ F^t_s > c} = (F^t_s )^{−1}({|v| > c}) and (4.2)). Now we claim that (4.23) lim_{s′ →s} dF^{s′}_s (v) = lim_{t′ →t} dF^t_t′ (v) = v in L^0(T X).

For t, t^′ ∈ [0, 1] we put, as in Lemma 4.3 above, ĝ^{t′}_t := �_{t∧t}′ t∨t^′ gr ∘ F r t dr ∈ L^0(X) and recall that (4.18) holds. Thus |dF^t_t′ (v) − v|^2 ≤ ( |v| |dF^t_t′ | )_2 ∘ F^{t′}_t + |v|^2 − 2⟨v, dF^t_t′ (v)⟩ (by (4.8)) ≤ |v|^2 ∘ F^{t′}_t (1 + G_tĝ^{t′}_t )^2 + |v|^2 − 2⟨v, dF^t_t′ (v)⟩ (by Lemma 4.2 and (4.18), (4.22)) → |v|^2 + |v|^2 − 2|v|^2 = 0.

This proves the second in (4.23). The first follows by similar arguments.

Now recall the chain rule (3.13) to get that

|dF^{s′}_t′ (v) − dF^s_t (v)| ≤ |dF^{s′}_t (dF^t_t′ (v) − v)| + |dF^{s′}_s (dF^s_t (v)) − dF^s_t (v)|

(by (3.10),(4.10)) ≤ ( G_t|dF^t_t′ (v) − v| ) ∘ F^t_s′ + |dF^{s′}_s (dF^s_t (v)) − dF^s_t (v)|.

Therefore

d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(dF^{s′}_t′ (v), dF^s_t (v)) = d_L0 (|dF^{s′}_t′ (v) − dF^s_t (v)|, 0)

≤ d_L0 (( G_t|dF^t_t′ (v) − v| ) ∘ F^t_s′ , 0 ) + d_L0 ( |dF^{s′}_s (dF^s_t (v)) − dF^s_t (v)|, 0 ) (by (4.9), Lemma 4.1 and (4.3)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (|dF^t_t′ (v) − v|, 0) ) + d_L0 ( |dF^{s′}_s (dF^s_t (v)) − dF^s_t (v)|, 0 ) = Ω ( d_L0_{(T X)}(dF^t_t′ (v), v) ) + d_L0_{(T X)} ( dF^{s′}_s (dF^s_t (v)), dF^s_t (v) ) . Thus our claim (4.21) follows from (4.23).

Step 2. Let (v_t) ∈ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) and notice that

|dF^s_0 (v_s) − dF^t_0 (v_t)| ≤ |dF^s_0 (v_s − v_t)| + |dF^s_0 (v_t) − dF^t_0 (v_t)| (by (4.10)) ≤ (G|v_s − v_t|) ∘ F^0_s + |dF^s_0 (v_t) − dF^t_0 (v_t)|, m − a.e.

for every t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Thus, as before, (4.3), (4.4), and the continuity of (v_t) yield (G|v_s −v_t|)∘F^0_s → 0 in L^0(X) as s → t, hence recalling (4.21) the continuity of t → dF^t_0 (v_t) ∈ L^0(T X) follows.

The continuity of the assignment (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)) will follow if we show that for some modulus of continuity Ω we have (4.24) d_L0_{(T X)} ( dF^t_0 (v), dF^t_0 (z) ) ≤ Ω ( d_L0_{(T X)}(v, z) ) , ∀t ∈ [0, 1], v, z ∈ L^0(T X). To see this, notice that (4.3) and (4.10) give d_L0_{(T X)}(dF^t_0 (v), dF^t_0 (z)) = d_L0 (|dF^t_0 (v − z)|, 0) ≤ d_L0 ((G|v − z|) ∘ F^0_t , 0) (by (4.3),(4.4)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (|v − z|, 0) ) = Ω ( d_L0_{(T X)}(v, z) ) . Observe now that the estimate (4.24) also tells that the map (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)) is uniformly continuous as a map from C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) with the L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X))-topology to L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)). By the density of C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) in L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)) we deduce that (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)) can be (uniquely) extended to a linear and continuous map from L^0([0, 1], L^0(T X)) to itself, and again (4.24) also ensures that such extension is still given by (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)).

Using the result (4.21) obtained in Step 1, we can prove that (V_t) → (dF^0_t (V_t)) has the same continuity properties we established for (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)) and since these two maps are one the inverse of the other (by the chain rule (3.13)), the proof is finished. □

The source and target spaces of the map (v_t) → (dF^t_0 (v_t)), albeit formally equal, have different roles in the theory and will be treated differently: we shall think at the source space as a family of vector fields defined at fixed base points, i.e. (v_t) in the source space will be thought of as a collection of maps of the form t → v_t(x)“ ∈ T_xX”. On the other hand, we shall think at elements (V_t) of the target space as a family of vector fields defined along flow lines, i.e. (V_t) in the target space will be thought of as a collection of maps of the form t → V_t(F^t_0 (x))“ ∈ T_F t_{0 (x)}X”.

This distinction is particularly relevant in the case of the spaces L^0 and to help keeping this in mind we shall denote the source space as L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (in short L^0_{f ix}) and the target as L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (in short L^0_{var}). The spaces L^0_{f ix} and L^0_{var} are equipped with two different structures as modules over L^0(X):

(4.25) for (v_t) ∈ L^0_{f ix} and f ∈ L^0(X) we define f(v_t) ∈ L^0_{f ix} as t → fv_t and (4.26) for (V_t) ∈ L^0_{var} and f ∈ L^0(X) we define f × (V_t) ∈ L^0_{var} as t → f ∘ F^0_t V_t.

Notice that by (3.12) we see that these two products are conjugated via dF (here intended as the map sending t → v_t to t → dF^t_0 (v_t)), i.e. dF ( f(v_t) ) = f × dF ( (v_t) ) . Notice also that L^0_{f ix} and L^0_{var} are not L^0(X)-normed modules, as there is not really a L^0(X)- valued pointwise norm on them (they could be endowed with the structure of L^0([0, 1]×X)-normed modules, but we are not interested in doing this).

In what follows we shall typically use lowercase letters (v_t) to denote an element of L^0_{f ix} and uppercase ones (V_t) for elements of L^0_{var}. Also, typically (v_t) and (V_t) are related by

(4.27) V_t = dF^t_0 (v_t) and equivalently v_t = dF^0_t (V_t).

We are now ready to discuss time integrability/regularity for vector fields in L^0_{f ix} and the related concept of derivative in time. In fact, given the discussion made in Section 3.3, and in particular Definition 3.15, the following definitions are quite natural:

Definition 4.5 (Some spaces of vectors at ‘fixed points’). We shall denote by i) L^p_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply L^p_{f ix}), p ∈ [1, ∞], the space L^p_H for H := L^0(T X).

ii) W^{1,2}_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply W^{1,2}_{f ix}) the space W^{1,2}_H for H := L^0(T X).

iii) AC^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply AC^2_{f ix}) the space AC^2_H for H := L^0(T X).

Recall from Section 3.3 that the elements (v_t) of W^{1,2}_{f ix} come with a natural notion of derivative (v̇_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}, that the space L^p_{f ix} can be characterized as the subspace of L^0_{f ix} of those (v_t)’s for which the pointwise norm |(v_t)|_L^p_{f ix} (x) := |(|v_t|)|_Lp (x) = ‖|v_·|(x)‖_Lp_{(0,1)} is finite m-a.e., and that W^{1,2}_{f ix} comes with the pointwise norm

|(v_t)|^2_W 1,2_{f ix} := |(v_t)|^2_L2_{f ix} + |(v̇_t)|^2_L2_{f ix} .

Also, L^p_{f ix}, W^{1,2}_{f ix}, AC^2_{f ix} are all complete w.r.t. the corresponding distances d_L^p_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_L^p_{f ix} , 0), d_W 1,2_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_W 1,2_{f ix} , 0), d_{AC}2_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(v_t − z_t)|_W 1,2_{f ix} , 0) + sup_{t∈[0,1]} d_L0_{(T X)}(v_t, z_t).

Finally, it is clear that the product defined in (4.25) gives L^p_{f ix}, W^{1,2}_{f ix}, AC^2_{f ix} the structure of module over L^0(X) and that with the pointwise norms defined above the spaces L^p_{f ix} and W^{1,2}_{f ix} are L^0(X)-normed modules.

We now turn to the corresponding notions for vector fields in L^0_{var}. In order to justify the definitions we are going to give in a moment, let us illustrate the situation in the case of a smooth manifold M and flow of a smooth vector field. In this case, a vector field (v_t) ∈ L^0_{f ix} belongs to L^p_{f ix} if and only if for a.e. x the curve t → v_t(x) ∈ T_xM ∼ R^d is in L^p([0, 1], R^d ). Equivalently, this is the same as to ask that t → |v_t|(x) ∈ R is in L^p(0, 1).

Now, we have said that we want to think of elements (V_t) ∈ L^0_{var} as collections of vector fields defined along the flow lines, i.e. as the collection, for a.e. x ∈ M, of the vector fields t → V_t(F^t_0 (x)) ∈ T_F t_{0 (x)}M. Therefore, and by analogy with the ‘fixed’ case, their natural pointwise L^p-norm should be given by the L^p norm of t → |V_t|(F_t(x)).

For the case of Sobolev vector fields, the derivative v̇_t(x), which is computed in the fixed tangent space T_xM, should be replaced by the covariant derivative of the vector field t → V_t(F^t_0 (x)) ∈ T_{Ft(x)}M along the curve t → F_t(x). By direct computation, if (t, x) → v_t(x) is smooth in t, x and V_t(x) := dF^t_0 (v_t)(x) it is not hard to check that such covariant derivative is given by

∇_Ḟ t_{0 (x)}V_t(F^t_0 (x)) = (dF^t_0 (v̇_t) + ∇_{Vt} w_t)(F^t_0 (x)).

Notice also that when dealing with vector fields defined on the whole manifold (rather than along a single flow line) one typically speaks of ‘convective’ derivative, rather than ‘covariant’ one (think e.g. to the setting of fluid dynamics).

We now turn to the actual definitions; the subsequent discussion will make clear the link with what just said.

Definition 4.6 (Some spaces of vectors at ‘variable points’). We shall denote by i) L^p_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply L^p_{var}), p ∈ [1, ∞], the space of vector fields (V_t) of the form V_t = dF^t_0 (v_t) for a.e. t for some (v_t) ∈ L^p_{f ix}. We also define m-a.e. the quantity |(V_t)|_L^p_{var} := ‖|V_t| ∘ F^t_0 ‖_Lp_{(0,1)}.

ii) W^{1,2}_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply W^{1,2}_{var} ) the space of vector fields (V_t) of the form V_t = dF^t_0 (v_t) for a.e. t for some (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix}. In this case we also define the convective derivative (D_tV_t) ∈ L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) as

(4.28) D_tV_t := dF^t_0 (v̇_t) + ∇_{Vt} w_t, a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

Also, we consider the m-a.e. defined quantity

|(V_t)|^2_W 1,2_{var} := |(V_t)|^2_L2_{var} + |(D_tV_t)|^2_L2_{var} =

�_1 0 |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 + |D_tV_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 dt.

iii) AC^2_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (or simply AC^2_{var} ) the space of vector fields (V_t) of the form V_t = dF^t_0 (v_t) for every t ∈ [0, 1] for some (v_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix}.

Notice that Proposition 4.4 above ensures that (D_tV_t) is indeed an element of L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) and that if (v_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix} ⊂ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)), then t → dF^t_0 (v_t) is also an element of C([0, 1], L^0(T X)), so that AC^2_{var} is actually a subset of C([0, 1], L^0(T X)). It is also clear that the spaces defined above are vector spaces and that (V_t) → (D_tV_t) is linear.

Let us remark that by (3.10), (4.10) it follows that for any v ∈ L^0(T X) and t ∈ [0, 1], putting V := dF^t_0 (v) ∈ L^0(T X), so that v = dF^0_t (V ) by the group property (2.7) and the chain rule (3.13), we have (4.29) |v| ≤ G|V | ∘ F^t_0 and |V | ∘ F^t_0 ≤ G|v| m − a.e., for some non-negative function G ∈ L^0(X) depending only on X and (w_t) (and in particular independent of v, t). It follows that (V_t) ∈ L^0_{var} belongs to L^p_{var} if and only if the quantity |(V_t)|_L^p_{var} is finite m-a.e.. Then arguing as in the ‘fixed’ case, it is easy to see that the distance d_L^p_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(V_t − Z_t)|_L^p_{var} , 0)

is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. L^0_{var}-convergence and thus - by the completeness of L^0_{var} - that it is a complete distance on L^p_{var}. Alternatively, completeness of L^p_{var} can be established noticing that for (v_t) and (V_t) as in (4.27), the uniform bound (4.29) gives (4.30) |(v_t)|_L^p_{f ix} ≤ G|(V_t)|_L^p_{var} and |(V_t)|_L^p_{var} ≤ G|(v_t)|_L^p_{f ix} m-a.e.. Thus for (v_t), (z_t) ∈ L^p_{f ix} and the corresponding (V_t), (Z_t) ∈ L^p_{var} as in (4.27) we have d_L^p_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) ) = d_L0 ( |(v_t − z_t)|_L^p_{f ix} , 0 ) (by (4.30)) ≤ d_L0 ( G|(V_t − Z_t)|_L^p_{var} , 0 ) (by (4.4)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 ( |(V_t − Z_t)|_L^p_{var} , 0 )) = Ω ( d_L^p_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) )) (4.31)

and analogously it holds d_L^p_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) ) ≤ Ω ( d_L^p_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) )) . This proves that (v^n_t ) ⊂ L^p_{f ix} is Cauchy if and only if the corresponding sequence (V^n_t ) ⊂ L^p_{var} is Cauchy, thus the completeness of L^p_{var} follows from that of L^p_{f ix}.

Analogous considerations are in place for W^{1,2}_{var} , but are a bit harder to prove. The key point is an analogue of (4.30) in the Sobolev case, which is established in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. Let (v_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix} and (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} be as in (4.27). Then |(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} ≤ G|(v_t)|_W 1,2_{f ix} and |(v_t)|_W 1,2_{f ix} ≤ G|(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} m − a.e. (4.32) and (4.33) |(V_t)|_L∞_{var} ≤ G|(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} m − a.e.. Proof. From the very definition (4.28) we see that m-a.e. and for a.e. t it holds

|D_tV_t|∘F^t_0^{(4.10)}≤ G|v̇_t|+|∇w_t|∘F^t_0 |V_t|^{(4.29)}≤ G ( |v̇_t|+|∇w_t|∘F^t_0 |v_t|)^{(3.35)}≤ G(|v̇_t|+|∇w_t|∘F^t_0 |(v_s)|_W 1,2_{f ix} ). Squaring and integrating in t we obtain |(D_tV_t)|^2_L2_{var} ≤ G ( |(v̇_t)|^2_L2_{f ix} + |(v_t)|^2_W 1,2_{f ix} |(|∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 )|^2_L2

)_{(4.7)} ≤ G|(v_t)|^2_W 1,2_{f ix} , so that the first in (4.32) follows taking also (4.30) into account.

For the second in (4.32) we notice that (4.28) gives v̇_t = dF^0_t (D_tV_t − ∇_{Vt} w_t), thus

(4.34) |v̇_t|^{(3.10)}≤ ( |dF^0_t | ( |D_tV_t| + |V_t| |∇w_t| )) ∘ F^t_0^{(4.10)}≤ G ( |D_tV_t| ∘ F^t_0 + |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 |∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 )

m-a.e. for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Integrating in t we deduce that m-a.e. we have |(v̇_t)|_L1_{f ix} ≤ G ( |(D_tV_t)|_L2_{var} + |(V_t)|_L2_{var} |(|∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 )|_L2

)_{(4.7)} ≤ G|(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} . Using this bound in conjunction with the first inequality in (3.35) and (4.30) we obtain |(V_t)|_L∞_{var} ≤ G|(v_t)|_L∞_{f ix} ≤ G ( |(V_t)|_L2_{var} + |(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} ) ≤ G|(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} m − a.e., which is (4.33). Plugging this inequality in (4.34) we see that |v̇_t| ≤ G ( |D_tV_t| ∘ F^t_0 + |(V_s)|_W 1,2_{var} |∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 ) m-a.e. for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

Squaring, integrating in t and recalling (4.7) we see that |(v̇_t)|^2_{L2f ix} ≤ G|(V_t)|^2_{W 1,2var} holds m-a.e.. Then the second in (4.32) follows taking (4.30) into account. □

This lemma ensures in particular that |(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} < ∞ m-a.e. for any (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} . Hence the following is a well defined distance on W^{1,2}_{var}: d_W 1,2_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) ) := d_L0 (|(V_t − Z_t)|_W 1,2_{var} , 0).

Then starting from (4.32), arguing as we did in (4.31) from (4.30), we see that for (v_t), (z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix} and the corresponding (V_t), (Z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} as in (4.27) we have

d_W 1,2_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) ) ≤ Ω ( d_W 1,2_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) )) and d_W 1,2_{var} ( (V_t), (Z_t) ) ≤ Ω ( d_W 1,2_{f ix} ( (v_t), (z_t) )) . Therefore, much like in the L^p case, (v^n_t ) ⊂ W^{1,2}_{f ix} is Cauchy if and only if the corresponding sequence (V^n_t ) ⊂ W^{1,2}_{var} is Cauchy. Hence completeness of W^{1,2}_{var} follows from that of W^{1,2}_{f ix}.

It is then clear that AC^2_{var} is also a complete space.

4.3. Calculus with the convective derivative. The main goal of this section is to establish appropriate calculus rules for the convective derivative that mimic those available in the smooth setting.

In particular, we shall ultimately prove that for (V_t), (W_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} we have ( ⟨V_t, W_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ) ∈ AC^2_{L0 (X)} with derivative ⟨D_tV_t, W_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨V_t, D_tW_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 . This can be read as compatibility with the metric of our convective/covariant derivative and will be crucial to obtain uniqueness of parallel transport and preservation of norm.

The proof of this fact will be obtained following roughly the ideas in [14], but due to much lower regularity we have at disposal now, things are now more involved. The idea is to establish regularity for t → ⟨V_t, W_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 by duality, i.e. we first study the regularity of t → d(f ∘ F^t_0 ) (Proposition 4.9) and later that of t → ⟨V_t, W_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 (Theorem 4.11).

To pursue this program, and in particular in the first step, we shall use the closure of the differential on bounded subsets of the Hajłasz–Sobolev space as discussed in Proposition 3.10. In turn, this will be possible thanks to the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let ḡ := ḡ_0 ∈ L^2_{loc}(X) be given by Proposition 2.3 for t = 0, f ∈ W^{1,2}(X), and R > 0. Then f ∘ F^t_0 ∈ H_{ḡ,R}(X) for every t ∈ [0, 1] and there is C > 0 such that (4.35) ‖f ∘ F^t_0 ‖_{Hḡ,R} ≤ C‖f‖_W 1,2 , ∀t ∈ [0, 1]. Proof. Since RCD(K, N) spaces are PI spaces, we know from (2.3) that for every R^′ > 0 there exists a m-negligible set N and C > 0 such that (4.36) |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ C ( M_{4R}′ (|Df|)(x) + M_{4R}′ (|Df|)(y) ) d(x, y) holds for every x, y ∈ X \ N with d(x, y) ≤ R^′.

Also, recalling (2.8) we see that possibly enlarging N, keeping it m-negligible, for L := ‖w_t‖_L∞_{t,x} we have d(F^t_0 (x), F^t_0 (y)) ≤ d(x, y) + 2tL, ∀x, y ∈ X \ N, ∀t ∈ [0, 1]. Put R^′ := R + 2L and H := M_{4R}′ (|Df|) (notice that H ∈ L^2(X, m) by (2.2)). Then for every x, y ∈ X \ (F^t_0 )^{−1}(N) with d(x, y) ≤ R, from (4.36) and (2.15) we have that

|f(F^t_0 (x)) − f(F^t_0 (y))| ≤ C ( H(F^t_0 (x)) + H(F^t_0 (y)) ) d(F^t_0 (x), F^t_0 (y)) ≤ C ( H(F^t_0 (x)) + H(F^t_0 (y)) ) e^{ḡ(x)+ḡ(y)}d(x, y) holds for any t ∈ [0, 1]. In other words, since (F^t_0 )^{−1}(N) is m-negligible, we proved that H ∘ F^t_0 ∈ A_{ḡ,R}(f). Then the conclusion follows recalling that since (F^t_0 ) has bounded compression, we have that ‖H ∘ F^t_0 ‖_L2 ≤ C^′‖H‖_L2 for some C^′ > 0 and every t ∈ [0, 1]. □

We can now study the regularity of t → d(f ∘ F^t_0 ):

Proposition 4.9. Let f ∈ Test(X). Then for every t ∈ [0, 1] the map s → d(f ∘ F^s_t ) is in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(T^∗X)) and there is a Borel negligible set N ⊂ [0, 1], independent of f and t ∈ [0, 1], such that for every s ∈ [0, 1] \ N we have

(4.37) lim_{h→0} d(f ∘ F^{s+h}_t ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t ) h = d(df(w_t) ∘ F^s_t ) in L^0(T^∗X).

Proof.

Step 1: basic integrability estimates. We know from Lemma 4.3 that s → d(f ∘ F^s_t ) ∈ L^0(T^∗X) is continuous for any t ∈ [0, 1] and since df(w) ∈ W^{1,2}(X) for any w ∈ L^∞ ∩ W^{1,2}_C (T X) (recall (2.4)), the same lemma ensures that for any such w we have that s → d(df(w) ∘ F^s_t ) ∈

L^0(T^∗X) is continuous. Then a simple approximation argument shows that s → d(df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t ) is Borel.

Now observe that the bound |df(w_t)| ≤ ‖df‖_L∞ |w_t|, the assumption (w_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^2(T X)) and (4.6) ensure that s → df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t is in L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)). Similarly, (3.11) and (4.10) give

(4.38) |d(df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t )| ≤ G_t |d(df(w_s))| ∘ F^s_t^{(2.4)}≤ G_t ( |Hess(f)|‖w_s‖_L∞ + |∇w_s||df| ) ∘ F^s_t , m-a.e. for every t, s ∈ [0, 1]. It is clear from our assumptions on (w_t) and f that s → (|Hess(f)|‖w_s‖_L∞ + |∇w_s||df|) is in L^2([0, 1], L^2(X)), thus from (4.6) and the above we see that s → d(df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t ) is in L^2([0, 1], L^0(T^∗X)).

Step 2: Sobolev regularity and computation of the derivative. We now claim that for any s_1, s_2 ∈ [0, 1], s_1 < s_2 we have

(4.39) d(f ∘ F^{s2}_t ) − d(f ∘ F^{s1}_t ) =

�_{s2}

s_1

d(df(w_r) ∘ F^r_t ) dr.

Notice that by (3.26) this proves that s → d(f ∘ F^s_t ) is in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(T^∗X)) with derivative given by d(df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t ). Recalling (2.12), we see that (4.39) above will follow if we show that for any s_1, s_2 as before it holds

(4.40) d ( � s2 s_1

df(w_r) ∘ F^r_t dr ) = �_{s2}

s_1

d(df(w_r) ∘ F^r_t ) dr.

To prove this latter identity we apply Theorem 3.19 with H_1 := L^0(X), H_2 := L^0(T^∗X), V := H_{ḡ,1}(X) equipped with its norm as defined in (3.18) (here ḡ = ḡ_0 is given by Proposition 2.3), L := d, and v_s := df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t . We already observed that (v_s) ∈ L^2([0, 1], H_1) and (L(v_s)) ∈ L^2([0, 1], H_2). Also, the trivial bound ‖df(w_s)‖_L2 ≤ ‖w_s‖_L∞_{s,x} ‖df‖_L2 , the inequality ‖d(df(w_s))‖_L2 ≤ ‖w_s‖_L∞_{s,x} ‖Hess(f)‖_L2 + ‖df‖_L∞ ‖|∇w_s|‖_L2 , and again the assumption (w_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], W^{1,2}_C (T X)) with |w_t| ∈ L^∞([0, 1] × X), give that s → df(w_s) is in L^1([0, 1], W^{1,2}(X)). Therefore by Lemma 4.8 above we deduce that

�_1 0 ‖v_s‖_{Hḡ,1} ds < ∞. Finally, Proposition 3.10 ensures that assumption (ii) in Theorem 3.19 is satisfied, thus we can apply this proposition and deduce that (4.40), and thus (4.39), holds.

Now for f ∈ Test(X) and t ∈ [0, 1] let N(f, t) ⊂ [0, 1] be the set of s ∈ [0, 1] for which the limiting relation

lim_{h→0} d(f ∘ F^{s+h}_t ) − d(f ∘ F^s_t ) h = d(df(w_s) ∘ F^s_t ), in L^0(T^∗X)

does not hold. We claim that N(f, t) does not depend on t. To see this, let t, t^′ ∈ [0, 1] and observe that from the bound |d(g ∘ F^{t′}_t )| ≤ G_t|dg| ∘ F^{t′}_t (which follows from (4.10)) and Lemma 4.1 we deduce

d_L0 (|d(g ∘ F^{t′}_t )|, 0) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (|dg| ∘ F^{t′}_t , 0)

) (4.3) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 (|dg|, 0) ) . Applying this to g :=^{f ∘F s+ht′ −f ∘F st′ −df (ws)∘F st′} h we deduce that N(f, t^′) ⊃ N(f, t) and the claim follows by the arbitrariness of t, t^′.

We shall put N(f) := N(f, 0) = N(f, t) for any t ∈ [0, 1]. Notice that N(f) is a Borel negligible subset of [0, 1] and that for every t /∈ N(f) we have t /∈ N(f, t) and thus (4.37) holds.

Step 3: the exceptional set can be chosen independent of f. To conclude it is sufficient to prove that for some N ⊂ [0, 1] Borel and negligible we have N(f) ⊂ N for every f ∈ Test(X). To this aim we employ a standard idea based on uniform continuity of difference quotients; specifically, we start claiming that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] the linear operators T^s_t : Test(X) → L^0(T^∗X) defined as

T^s_t (f) := 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s d(df(w_r ) ∘ F^r_0 ) dr

are uniformly continuous in s ∈ [0, 1] \ {t} if we equip Test(X) with the W^{2,2}-norm. To see this notice that |T^s_t (f)| ≤ 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s |d(df(w_r) ∘ F^r_0 )| dr

(by (4.38)) ≤ G 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |Hess(f)|‖w_r‖_L∞ + |∇w_r||df| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr m − a.e. (4.41)

and that

d_L0 ( 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |Hess(f)|‖w_r‖_L∞ + |∇w_r||df| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr, 0 )

≤ d_L0 ( ‖w_r‖_{L∞r,x} |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s |Hess(f)| ∘ F^r_0 dr, 0 ) + d_L0 ( 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |∇w_r||df| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr, 0 )

∗ ≤ Ω (‖ ‖ ‖w_r‖_L∞_{r,x} |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s |Hess(f)| ∘ F^r_0 dr ‖ ‖ L^2 + ‖ ‖ 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |∇w_r ||df| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr ‖ ‖ L^1 )

∗∗ ≤ Ω (‖w_r‖_{L∞r,x} |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ‖ ‖|Hess(f)| ‖ ‖_{L2} dr + 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ‖ ‖|∇w_r||df| ‖ ‖_{L1} dr )

≤ Ω ( ‖w_r‖_L∞_{r,x} ‖|Hess(f)|‖_L2 + ‖|df|‖_L2 √ 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ‖|∇w_r|‖^2_{L2} dr ) , having used (4.5) in ∗ and (2.10) in ∗∗.

Now observe that since by assumption we have that t → ‖|∇w_t|‖_L2 is in L^2(0, 1), the Hardy–

Littlewood maximal inequality grants that M(t) := sup_{s≠t}

√_1 |s−t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ‖|∇w_r|‖^2_{L2} dr < ∞ for a.e. t, therefore for f, f^′ ∈ Test(X), putting for brevity g := f − f^′ the above gives

d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)}(T^s_t (f), T^s_t (f^′)) = d_L0 (|T^s_t (g)|, 0)

(by (4.41)) ≤ d_L0 ( G 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |Hess(g)|‖w_r‖_L∞ + |∇w_r||dg| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr, 0 )

(by (4.4)) ≤ Ω ( d_L0 ( 1 |s − t| �_{t∨s} t∧s ( |Hess(g)|‖w_r‖_L∞ + |∇w_r ||dg| ) ∘ F^r_0 dr, 0 ))

≤ Ω ( ‖w_r‖_L∞_{r,x} ‖|Hess(g)|‖_L2 + ‖|dg|‖_L2 M(t) )

≤ Ω (( M(t) + 1 ) ‖f − f^′‖_W 2,2 ) ,

(4.42)

proving the desired uniform continuity for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Similarly, for f, f^′ ∈ Test(X) and t ∈ [0, 1] such that w_t ∈ L^∞ ∩ W^{1,2}_C (T X), starting from

|d(df(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) − d(df^′(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 )| = |d(d(f − f^′)(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 )| ≤ G ( |Hess(f − f^′)|‖w_t‖_L∞ + |∇w_t| |d(f − f^′)| ) , and arguing as in (4.42), we get

d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)} ( d(df(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ), d(df^′(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) ) ≤ Ω (( ‖w_t‖_L∞ + ‖w_t‖_W 1,2_C ) ‖f − f^′‖_W 2,2 ) . (4.43)

Now let (f_n) ⊂ Test(X) be dense in Test(X) with respect to the separable norm of W^{2,2}(X). Define N ⊂ [0, 1] as N := ⋃ n N(f_n) ∪ { t : M(t) = +∞ or w_t /∈ L^∞ ∩ W^{1,2}_C (T X) }

and notice that it is Borel and negligible. Let t /∈ N, f ∈ Test(X) and notice that (4.42) and (4.43) ensure that for any n ∈ N we have

d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)} ( T^s_t (f), d(df(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) ) ≤ Ω (( M(t) + 1 + ‖w_t‖_L∞ + ‖w_t‖_W 1,2_C ) ‖f − f_n‖_W 2,2 ) + d_L0_{(T} ∗_{X)} ( T^s_t (f_n), d(df_n(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) ) , thus letting first s → t and then taking the infimum over n ∈ N we conclude that

lim_{s→t} T^s_t (f) = d(df(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 ), in L^0(T^∗X).

By the definition of T^s_t (f) and (4.39), this proves that t /∈ N(f, t) = N(f), i.e. concludes the proof. □

Before coming to the main result of the section, we need the following statement about equicontinuity of quadratic forms on L^0(T X):

Proposition 4.10. Let B_i : L^0(T X)^2 → L^0(X) be a family of L^0(X)-bilinear, symmetric, and continuous maps indexed by i ∈ I, and let Q_i : L^0(T X) → L^0(X) be the associated quadratic forms, i.e. Q_i(v) := B_i(v, v). Let (G_i)_{i∈I} ⊂ L^0(X) be a family of non-negative functions satisfying (4.11) and assume that |Q_i(v)| ≤ G_i|v|^2, m − a.e., ∀v ∈ L^0(T X), ∀i ∈ I. Then the Q_i’s are locally equicontinuous, i.e. lim v^{′ L0}→v sup_{i∈I} d_L0 (Q_i(v^′), Q_i(v)) = 0, ∀v ∈ L^0(T X).

Proof. Let B̃_i(v, z) := B_i(v, z) + G_i⟨v, z⟩ and Q̃_i(v) := B̃_i(v, v). Then 0 ≤ Q̃_i(v, v) ≤ 2G_i|v|^2, m − a.e., ∀v ∈ L^0(T X), ∀i ∈ I. By the pointwise Cauchy–Schwarz inequality (that is easily seen to hold also in this setting), we deduce |B_i(v, z)| ≤ √ Q_i(v)Q_i(z) m-a.e. for every v, z ∈ L^0(T X) and i ∈ I. Thus for arbitrary v, v^′ ∈ L^0(T X), putting z := v^′ − v we have |Q_i(v^′) − Q_i(v)| = |Q_i(z) + 2B_i(z, v)| ≤ 2G_i(|z|^2 + |z||v|), m − a.e., ∀i ∈ I and therefore, recalling that we are in a position to apply Lemma 4.1, we get

d_L0 (Q_i(v^′), Q_i(v)) ≤ d_L0 ( 2G_i(|z|^2 + |z||v|) )^{(4.12)} ≤ Ω ( d_L0 ( |z|^2 + |z||v| )) . To conclude, notice that 1 ∧ |z|^2 ≤ 1 ∧ |z| and thus

d_L0 ( |z|^2 + |z||v|, 0 ) ≤ d_L0 (|z|^2, 0) + d_L0 (|z||v|, 0) ≤ d_L0 (|z|, 0) + Ω(d_L0 (|z|, 0)) = Ω(d_L0_{(T X)}(v^′, v)),

where the Ω appearing here depends on v (it is the one in (4.4) for G := |v|), but does not depend on v^′, z, i. The conclusion follows. □

Theorem 4.11. Let (V_t), (Z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} ([0, 1], L^0(T X)). Then t → ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 belongs to W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) and for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have

(4.44) d dt ( ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ) = ⟨D_tV_t, Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨V_t, D_tZ_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 , m − a.e.. If moreover (V_t), (Z_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} ([0, 1], L^0(T X)), then t → ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩∘F^t_0 belongs to AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)).

Proof.

Step 1: structure of the proof. The case of absolutely continuous vector fields follows from the Sobolev one provided we show that for (V_t), (Z_t) ∈ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) the map t → ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩∘F^t_0 ∈ L^0(X) is continuous. This follows noticing that, rather trivially, the map t → ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ ∈ L^0(X) is continuous, then recalling Lemma 4.2. We thus focus on the Sobolev case.

For (z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix} denote by A_{(zt )} ⊂ W^{1,2}_{f ix} the collection of those (v_t)’s for which the conclusion of the theorem holds for V_t := dF^t_0 (v_t) and Z_t := dF^t_0 (z_t). Our goal is to prove that A_{(zt )} = W^{1,2}_{f ix} for any (z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix} and we shall do so by applying Proposition 3.17.

It is clear that A_{(zt)} is a vector space, i.e. (o) holds, and - recalling (3.12) - that the ‘restriction’ property (i) holds as well. Also, by direct computation we can verify that (ii) holds. We pass to

the stability property (iii), thus let (v^n_t )^W 1,2 f ix→ (v∞ t ), and assume that the conclusion of the theorem holds for n < ∞ and the choices V_t = V^n_t := dF^t_0 (v^n_t ) and Z_t := dF^t_0 (z_t). Our goal is to prove that the conclusion also holds for V_t = V^∞_t := dF^t_0 (v^∞_t ).

Since (v^n_t ) → (v^∞_t ) and (v̇^n_t ) → (v̇^∞_t ) in L^2_{f ix} → L^0_{f ix}, Proposition 4.4 and the very definition (4.28) tell that (V^n_t ) → (V^∞_t ) and (D_tV^n_t ) → (D_tV^∞_t ) in L^0_{var}. It follows that

(4.45) ⟨V^n_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 → ⟨V^∞_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ⟨D_tV^n_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨V^n_t , D_tZ_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 → ⟨D_tV^∞_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨V^∞_t , D_tZ_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0

in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)). Now notice that

|(⟨V^n_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )|_L2 ≤ |(V^n_t )|_L2_{var} |(Z_t)|_L∞_{var}^{(4.33)}≤ G|(V^n_t )|_W 1,2_{var} |(Z_t)|_W 1,2_{var} , m − a.e. and |(⟨D_tV^n_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨V^n_t , D_tZ_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )|_L2 ≤ |(D_tV^n_t )|_L2_{var} |(Z_t)|_L∞_{var} + |(V^n_t )|_L∞_{var} |(D_tZ_t)|_L2_{var} (by (4.33)) ≤ G|(V^n_t )|_W 1,2_{var} |(Z_t)|_W 1,2_{var} , m − a.e.,

i.e., recalling also (4.32), we have |(⟨V^n_t , Z_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )|_W 1,2 ≤ G|(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} |(Z_t)|_W 1,2_{var} , m − a.e.. Since |(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} → |(v^∞_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} (as a simple consequence of (v^n_t )^W 1,2 f ix→ (v∞ t )), thanks to Proposition 3.13 the conclusion follows from this latter estimate and (4.45).

It remains to prove that A_{(zt)} has property (iv) in Proposition 3.17. Suppose that we know that this is the case for (z_t) constant. Then the argument above shows that for (z_t) constant we have A_{(zt)} = W^{1,2}_{f ix}. Therefore - by the symmetry in (V_t), (Z_t) of the statement - we know that for (z_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix} arbitrary, the set A_{(zt)} contains the constant vector fields. Hence again the argument above shows that A_{(zt )} = W^{1,2}_{f ix}, which is the conclusion.

We thus showed that it is sufficient to prove that for v, z ∈ L^0(T X), the conclusion of the theorem holds for V_t := dF^t_0 (v) and Z_t := dF^t_0 (z). By polarization, it is actually sufficient to consider the case v = z.

Step 2: key point. To conclude the proof we need to prove that for v ∈ L^0(T X), putting V_t := dF^t_0 (v) we have that t → |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) and for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have

(4.46) d dt 1 2 |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 = ⟨V_t, D_tV_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 , m − a.e.. Step 2a: Sobolev regularity. For the Sobolev regularity we start recalling from (4.30) that |(V_t)|_L∞_{var} < ∞ m-a.e. and that the group property (2.7) and the chain rule (3.13) give V_s = dF^s_t (V_t) for any t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Then for any t, s ∈ [0, 1] we have |V_s|^2 ∘ F^s_0 − |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 = (|V_s| ∘ F^s_0 + |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 )(|V_s| ∘ F^s_0 − |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 ) ≤ 2|(V_r)|_L∞_{var} ( |dF^s_t (V_t)| ∘ F^s_0 − |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 )

(by (3.10), (4.8)) ≤ 2|(V_r)|^2_L∞_{var} G �_{t∨s} t∧s g_r ∘ F^r_0 dr

m-a.e.. Swapping the roles of t, s and recalling (4.30) we get

(4.47) | ||V_s|^2 ∘ F^s_0 − |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 | | ≤ |v|^2G �_s t g_r ∘ F^r_0 dr, m − a.e., ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], t ≤ s. Since (t → g_t ∘ F^t_0 ) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) as a consequence of the fact that (g_t) ∈ L^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) (by Proposition 2.3) and (4.6), this last estimate, thanks to the characterization in (3.27), is sufficient to deduce that t → |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)).

Now recall that (3.29) gives that^{|Vt+h |2∘F t+h0 −|Vt |2∘F t0}_h →^d_{dt} (|V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 ) in L^0(X) as h → 0 for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore to conclude that (4.46) holds it is sufficient to prove that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have

lim_{h↓0} d_L0 ((|V_{t+h}|2 ∘ F t+h_0 − |V_t|2 ∘ F t_0 2h − ⟨D_tV_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )_− , 0 ) = 0,

lim_{h↑0} d_L0 ((|V_{t+h}|2 ∘ F t+h_0 − |V_t|2 ∘ F t_0 2h − ⟨D_tV_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )_+ , 0 ) = 0,

(4.48)

as these would imply that for a.e. t we have d_L0 ((_d dt (^1_2 |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 ) − ⟨D_tV_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 )_∓ , 0 ) = 0, i.e.

that^d_{dt} (^1_2 |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 ) = ⟨D_tV_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 .

Now define Q^s_t (v) :=

|dF^s_t (v)|^2 ∘ F^s_t − |v|^2 2(s − t) and observe that the identity V_s = dF^s_t (V_t) that we already noticed gives Q^s_t (V_t) =^{|Vs|2∘F st −|Vt|2}_{2(s−t)} . Moreover, since D_tV_t = ∇_{Vt} w_t by the very definition (4.28) of convective derivative, we have ⟨D_tV_t, V_t⟩ = ⟨∇w_t, V_t ⊗ V_t⟩. Therefore recalling also (4.3), the claim (4.48) will follow if we show that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have that for any v ∈ L^0(T X) it holds

lim_{s↑t} d_L0 (( Q^s_t (v) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ )_+ , 0 ) = 0 = lim_{s↓t} d_L0 (( Q^s_t (v) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ )_− , 0 ) . (4.49)

Step 2b: convergence properties on a dense set. Let N ⊂ [0, 1] be the Borel negligible set given by Proposition 4.9 and up to enlarge it, by keeping it negligible, assume that it contains the exceptional set of s’s for which (2.13) does not hold. We claim that there is a dense set D ⊂ L^0(T X) for which the claim (4.49) holds for any v ∈ D and t ∈ [0, 1] \ N.

Fix t ∈ [0, 1] \ N and let v = ∇f for f ∈ Test(X). Then, since for any s ∈ [0, 1] we have 1 2 |dF^s_t (∇f)|^2 ∘ F^s_t ≥ df(dF^s_t (∇f)) ∘ F^s_t −^1_2 |df|^2 ∘ F^s_t , m − a.e.

with equality for s = t, we deduce that Q^s_t (∇f) ≥ df(dF^s_t (∇f)) ∘ F^s_t − |df|^2 s − t − 1 2 |df|^2 ∘ F^s_t −^1_2 |df|^2 s − t =:RHS(s) , m − a.e. for s > t,

with opposite inequality for s < t. Using the identity df(dF^s_t (∇f)) ∘ F^s_t = d(f ∘ F^s_t )(∇f) and Proposition 4.9 to handle the first addend, and (2.13) and the fact that |df|^2 ∈ W^{1,2}(X) (recall (2.4)) for the second, we see that

lim_{s→t} RHS(s) = d(df(w_t))(∇f) − d(^1_2 |df|^2)(w_t) = ⟨∇w_t, ∇f ⊗ ∇f⟩, in L^0(X).

Thus from the trivial implication a ≥ b ⇒ (a − c)^− ≤ |b − c| valid for real numbers a, b, c, we get

lim_{s↓t} d_L0 (( Q^s_t (v) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ )_− , 0 ) ≤ lim_{s↓t} d_L0 (| RHS(s) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ | |, 0) = 0, which is the second in (4.49). The first follows from the same arguments starting from the impli- cation a ≤ b ⇒ (a − c)^+ ≤ |b − c|. Now observe that if (E_i) is a finite Borel partition of X and (v_i) ⊂ L^0(T X), for v := ∑ i χ_{Ei} v_i we have Q^s_t (v) = ∑ i χ_{Ei} Q^s_t (v_i) (recall (3.12)). Similarly, ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ = ∑ i χ_{Ei} ⟨∇w_t, v_i ⊗ v_i⟩. Thus if v_i = ∇f_i for f_i ∈ Test(X) and every i, using what already established we get

lim_{s↓t} d_L0 (( Q^s_t (v) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ )_− , 0 ) = lim_{s↓t} d_L0 ( ∑ i χ_{Ei} ( Q^s_t (∇f_i) − ⟨∇w_t, ∇f_i ⊗ ∇f_i⟩ )_− , 0 )

≤ ∑ i lim_{s↓t} d_L0 ( χ_{Ei} ( Q^s_t (∇f_i) − ⟨∇w_t, ∇f_i ⊗ ∇f_i⟩ )_− , 0 )

≤ ∑ i lim_{s↓t} d_L0 (( Q^s_t (∇f_i) − ⟨∇w_t, ∇f_i ⊗ ∇f_i⟩ )_− , 0 ) = 0,

which is the second in (4.49). The first follows along similar lines.

In summary, we proved that (4.49) holds for any v in the dense set D ⊂ L^0(T X) made of those vectors of the form v := ∑ i χ_{Ei} ∇f_i, where the sum is finite and E_i, f_i are as above.

Step 2c: equicontinuity and conclusion. Put for brevity Q̃^s_t (v) := Q^s_t (v) − ⟨∇w_t, v ⊗ v⟩ ∀v ∈ L^0(T X), t, s ∈ [0, 1], t ≠ s. We claim that for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we have that for any given v ∈ L^0(T X) the Q̃^s_t ’s are equicontinuous at v, i.e. that

(4.50) lim v^{′ L0}→v sup s∈[0,1]\{t} d_L0 (~ Q^s_t (v^′), Q̃^s_t (v) ) = 0,

and to prove this we are going to apply Proposition 4.10 above. Start observing that arguing as for (4.47) we get

(4.51) |Q^s_t (v)| ≤ |v|^2G_t �_{t∨s} t∧s g_r ∘ F^r_t dr, m − a.e., ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], s ≠ t, v ∈ L^0(T X), then notice that for any s ∈ [0, 1] \ {t}, Q̃^s_t is a quadratic form induced by a bilinear form that we shall denote by B^s_t : L^0(T X)^2 → L^0(X). By (3.12) we see that B^s_t is L^0(X)-bilinear and (4.51) tells that (4.52) |Q̃^s_t (v)| ≤ |∇w_t||v|^2 +G_t|v|^2 1 |s − t| �_{s∨t} s∧t g_r ∘ F^r_t dr

=:ĝ^s_t , m−a.e., ∀t, s ∈ [0, 1], s ≠ t, v ∈ L^0(T X).

Now put

M(t) := sup s∈[0,1]\{t} 1 |s − t| �_{s∨t} s∧t ‖g^2_r ‖^2_L2 dr

and notice that since

�_1 0 ‖g^2_r ‖^2_{L2} dr < ∞ (by Proposition 2.3), the Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality ensures that M(t) < ∞ for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Then for every s ∈ [0, 1] \ {t} we have

(4.53) ‖ĝ^s_t ‖^2_L2 ≤ 1 |s − t| �_{s∨t} s∧t � g^2_r ∘ F^r_t dm dr^{(2.5)}≤ C |s − t| �_{s∨t} s∧t � g^2_r dm dr ≤ CM(t), thus Chebyshev’s inequality gives the uniform control

(4.54) m({|ĝ^s_t | ≥ c}) = m({|ĝ^s_t |^2 ≥ c^2}) ≤

‖ĝ^s_t ‖^2_{L2} c^2 ≤ CM(t) c^2 ∀s ∈ [0, 1] \ {t}.

Now notice that the set N^′ := N ∪ {t : M(t) = ∞} ∪ {t : w_t /∈ W^{1,2}_C (T X)} is Borel and negligible and fix t ∈ [0, 1] \ N^′. From (4.54), m^′ ≪ m, and the absolute continuity of the integral, we see that the functions G^s_t := |∇w_t| + G_tĝ^s_t , parametrized by s ∈ [0, 1] \ {t}, satisfy (4.11) (with i = s). Thus the claim (4.50) follows from Proposition 4.10 and the bound (4.52).

Now let v ∈ L^0(T X) be arbitrary and v^′ ∈ D. Using the trivial bound a^− ≤ b^− + |a − b| valid for any a, b ∈ R, we get lim_{s↓t} d_L0 ( (Q̃^s_t (v))^−, 0 ) ≤ lim_{s↓t} d_L0 ( (Q̃^s_t (v^′))^−, 0 ) + lim_{s↓t} d_L0 ( |Q̃^s_t (v) − Q̃^s_t (v^′)|, 0 ) (by Step 2b and v^′ ∈ D) ≤ sup_{s∈[0,1]\{t}} d_L0 (~ Q^s_t (v), Q̃^s_t (v^′) ) . Taking the limit as v^′ → v, v^′ ∈ D and using (4.50), we get the second in (4.49). The first is proved analogously, by exploiting the fact that, for every a, b ∈ R, a^+ ≤ b^+ + |a − b|. □

Remark 4.12. In the last step of the proof we showed that the functions ĝ^s_t defined in (4.52) satisfy the bound (4.53). Although not needed for our purposes, it is worth to point out that in fact the stronger estimate

(4.55)

�_1 0 H^2_t dt dm ≤ C

�_1 0 g^2_t dt dm for H_t := sup_{s≠t} ĝ^s_t ,

holds, for some universal constant C depending only on the constant in (2.5). Indeed, putting H^′_t := sup_{s≠t} ĝ^s_t ∘ F^t_0 = H_t ∘ F^t_0 , from (2.5) we have

�_1 0 H^2_t dt dm ≤ C

�_1 0 H^{′2}_t dt dm. Now observe that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality gives �_1 0 H^{′2}_t dt =

�_1 0 | | | sup_{s≠t} 1 |s − t| �_{s∨t} s∧t g_r ∘ F^r_0 dr | | |^2 dt ≤ C

�_1 0 g^2_t ∘ F^t_0 dt

so that the claim follows by integration in m and using again (2.5). ■

4.4. Existence and uniqueness of Parallel Transport. We introduce the notion of parallel transport for what concerns our setting.

Definition 4.13 (Parallel Transport). A Parallel Transport along the flow (F^s_t ) of the vector field (w_t) is a vector field (V_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} ([0, 1], L^0(T X)) such that D_tV_t = 0, m − a.e., for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. We say that the Parallel Transport (V_t) starts from V̄ ∈ L^0(T X) provided V_0 = V̄ .

The linearity of the condition of being a Parallel Transport together with the Leibniz rule (4.44) easily gives:

Proposition 4.14 (Uniqueness and preservation of norm). Let (V_t) be a Parallel Transport. Then the map t → |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 ∈ L^0(X) is constant.

Moreover, for any V̄ ∈ L^0(T X) there exists at most one Parallel Transport starting from V̄ .

Proof. By Theorem 4.11, if (V_t) is a Parallel Transport then t → |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 ∈ L^0(X) is in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)) with null derivative. By (3.26) such map is constant.

Now let (V^1_t ), (V^2_t ) be two Parallel Transports starting from V̄ . Then t → V_t := V^1_t − V^2_t is a Parallel Transport starting from 0. By what already proved we deduce that |V_t| ∘ F^t_0 = |V_0| = 0 m-a.e. for every t ∈ [0, 1], i.e. V^1_t = V^2_t for every t ∈ [0, 1], as claimed. □

We turn to the problem of existence, that will be addressed by transforming it into an appropriate ODE-like problem in L^2_{f ix}. Let us fix some terminology. A family (ℓ_t)_{t∈[0,1]} of L^0-linear and continuous maps from L^0(T X) into itself is said Borel provided t → ℓ_t(v_t) is in L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) for any (v_t) ∈ L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) (arguing as in the proof of Proposition 4.4 this is equivalent to asking that t → ℓ_t(v) is in L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) for any v ∈ L^0(T X)). Recalling that for any L^0-linear and continuous map ℓ : L^0(T X) → L^0(T X) we have |ℓ| = sup_n ℓ(v_n) m-a.e. for an appropriate choice of the countable set {v_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ L^0(T X), if (ℓ_t) is a Borel family then the map t → |ℓ_t| ∈ L^0(X) is also Borel.

Assume now that the Borel family (ℓ_t) satisfies

(4.56)

�_1 0 |ℓ_t|^2 dt < ∞, m − a.e. and notice that in this case for any (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) we have

(4.57)

�_1 0 |ℓ_t(v_t)| dt ≤ �_1 0 |ℓ_t| |v_t| dt ≤ |(v_t)|_L2_{f ix} √�_1 0 |ℓ_t|^2 dt m − a.e. and thus (ℓ_t(v_t)) ∈ L^1_{f ix}. Hence, recalling the concept of integral of elements in L^1_{f ix} discussed in Section 3.3, for any t ∈ [0, 1] we can define

(4.58) L_t((v_r )) :=

�_t 0 ℓ_r(v_r ) dr ∈ L^0(T X)

and it is clear that L_t : L^2_{f ix} → L^0(T X) is L^0(X)-linear and continuous. We shall write L_t := �_t 0 ℓ_r dr for the operator defined by the above formula. Notice that from

|L_s((v_r )) − L_t((v_r))| = | | �_s t ℓ_r(v_r) dr | | ≤ �_s t |ℓ_r(v_r )| dr m − a.e. it follows that t → L_t((v_r )) ∈ L^0(T X) is continuous w.r.t. the L^0(T X)-topology.

We call L : L^2_{f ix} → C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) ⊂ L^0_{f ix} the resulting map, i.e.

(4.59) L((v_r))_t := L_t((v_r )), ∀t ∈ [0, 1].

Notice that (4.57) ensures that L((v_r)) ∈ L^∞_{f ix} ⊂ L^2_{f ix} for any (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}. Below, to simplify the notation, we shall write L(v) in place of L((v_t)), as well as L_t(v) in place of L_t((v_r)).

Proposition 4.15. Let ℓ_t : L^0(T X) → L^0(T X) be a Borel family of L^0-linear and continuous maps from L^0(T X) into itself satisfying (4.56) and define L : L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) → L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) as in (4.59), (4.58). Then:

i) for every (z_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) there is a unique (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) such that (4.60) v_t = L_t(v) + z_t, a.e. t, m − a.e.. ii) if (z_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)), then the unique (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) solving (4.60) admits a continuous representative in AC^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) for which (4.60) holds for every t ∈ [0, 1] and moreover

(4.61) { v̇_t = ℓ_t(v_t) + ż_t, a.e. t, v_0 = z_0.

Proof.

(i) For (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix} and s ∈ [0, 1] we shall define |(v_t)|_L2_{f ix ([0,s])} ∈ L^0(X) as

|(v_t)|^2_L2_{f ix([0,s])} :=

�_s 0 |v_r|^2 dr, so that |(v_t)|_L2_{f ix([0,1])} = |(v_t)|_L2_{f ix} . We claim that for every n ∈ N and (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix} we have

(4.62) |L^n(v)|^2_L2_{f ix ([0,t])} ≤ t^nḠ^n n! |(v_t)|^2_L2_{f ix([0,t])}.

where Ḡ :=

�_1 0 |l_t|^2 dt. The case n = 0 is obvious. Assume we proved the claim for n and let us prove it for n + 1. We have

|L^{n+1}(v)|^2_L2_{f ix ([0,t])} =

�_t 0 |L_s(L^n(v))|^2 ds =

�_t 0 | �^s 0 ℓ_r(L^n(v)_r ) dr |_2 ds ≤ �_t 0 ( �^s 0 |ℓ_r|^2 dr ) |L^n(v)|^2_L2_{f ix([0,s])} ds ∗ ≤ Ḡn+1 n! �_t 0 s^n|(v_t)|^2_L2_{f ix ([0,s])} ds ≤ t^{n+1}Ḡ^{n+1} (n + 1)!

|(v_t)|^2_L2_{f ix([0,t])},

where in the starred inequality we used (4.56) and the induction assumption. From (4.62) it follows that ∑ n |L^n(v)|_L2_{f ix} < ∞ m-a.e., hence the series ∑ n∈N L^n(v) is a well defined element of L^2_{f ix} (meaning that the partial sums form a Cauchy sequence in L^2_{f ix}). It is clear that the operator (v_t) → ∑ n∈N L^n(v) is the inverse of Id − L, indeed

(Id − L) ∑ n∈N L^n(v) = lim_N (Id − L) N∑ n=0 L^n(v) = lim_N v − L^{N+1}(v) = v

and similarly ∑ n∈N L^n((Id − L)(v)) = v. Thus (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix} solves (4.60) if and only if v = ∑ n∈N L^n(z), proving existence and uniqueness.

(ii) By (3.37) we know that L(v) ∈ AC^2_{f ix} for any (v_t) ∈ L^2_{f ix}, thus if (z_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix} as well, we have that the right-hand side of (4.60) is in AC^2_{f ix}. By the previous step, such right-hand side is the required representative of (v_t) in AC^2_{f ix} for which (4.60) holds for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Then (4.61) follows from the identity L_t(v) + z_t = z_0 +

�_t 0 ℓ_s(v_s) + ż_s ds (recall (3.34)) and the general property (3.37). □

Theorem 4.16 (Existence and uniqueness of Parallel Transport). Let V̄ ∈ L^0(T X) and (Z_t) ∈ L^2_{var}. Then there is a unique (V_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} such that

(4.63) { D_tV_t = Z_t a.e. t ∈ [0, 1], V_0 = V̄ .

In particular, there is a unique Parallel Transport (V_t) starting from V̄ .

Proof. Recalling the definition of AC^2_{var} ([0, 1], L^0(T X)) and that of convective derivative, we see that (V_t) satisfies (4.63) if and only if for v_t := dF^0_t (V_t) we have (v_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) with

(4.64) { v̇_t = dF^0_t (Z_t − ∇_{dF} t_{0 (vt )}w_t) a.e. t ∈ [0, 1], v_0 = V̄ .

Thus for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1] we define ℓ_t : L^0(T X) → L^0(T X) as

ℓ_t(v) := −dF^0_t (∇_{dF} t_{0 (v)}w_t)

and notice that the bound

|ℓ_t(v)|^{(3.10)}≤ ( |dF^0_t | |∇_{dF} t_{0 (v)}w_t| ) ∘ F^t_0 ≤ ( |dF^0_t | |dF^t_0 (v)| |∇w_t| ) ∘ F^t_0^{(3.10),(4.10)}≤ G|v| |∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 ,

valid m-a.e. for every v ∈ L^0(T X), yields |ℓ_t| ≤ G|∇w_t| ∘ F^t_0 , so that (4.7) ensures that the bound (4.56) holds. Also, we put

z_t := V̄ +

�_t 0 dF^0_r (Z_r) dr.

Notice that the bound |dF^0_t (Z_t)| ≤ (|dF^0_t | |Z_t|) ∘ F^t_0 ≤ G|Z_t| ∘ F^t_0 (having used (4.10)) ensures that the definition is well-posed. It is then clear from (3.37) that (z_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix}.

We can therefore apply (ii) of Proposition 4.15 above with this choice of (ℓ_t) and (z_t): we thus obtain the existence of (v_t) ∈ AC^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) satisfying (4.64), so that t → V_t := dF^t_0 (v_t) is the only solution of (4.63), as desired. □

4.5. W^{1,2}_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) as intermediate space between H^{1,2}(π) and W^{1,2}(π). In this section we compare the main definitions given in this manuscript with those provided in the earlier paper [26]: we shall prove that in a very natural sense - see (4.75) below - the space W^{1,2}_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) lies between the spaces H^{1,2}(π) and W^{1,2}(π) for relevant π’s.

In order to properly formulate this, some definitions are due. Let μ ∈ P(X) be such that μ ≤ Cm for some C > 0. Let F be the regular lagrangian flow associated to w satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.2. Define π_μ := (F^·_0)_∗μ ∈ P(C([0, 1], X)), where F^·_0 : X → C([0, 1], X) is the m-a.e. defined Borel map sending x to t → F^t_0 (x). It is clear from the bounded compression property of the flow and (2.8) that π_μ is a test plan, whose speed is given by (π_μ)^′_t = e^∗_t w_t ∈ e^∗_t L^2(T X) for L^1-a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover, since |w_t| ∈ L^∞([0, 1] × X), π_μ is a Lipschitz test plan, so the full theory developed in [26] applies (indeed, the test plan π_μ has to be Lipschitz in order to define the functional spaces H^{1,2}(π_μ) and W^{1,2}(π_μ)). In [26], in order to speak of vector fields along a test plan, it has been necessary to use the concept of pullback. This was due to the fact that the evaluation maps e_t are in general not π-essentially injective for π test plan. The situation is different now: from the uniqueness of Regular Lagrangian Flows it easily follows that e_t is π_μ-essentially injective for any t ∈ [0, 1], the left inverse being F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t . It is clear that for any t ∈ [0, 1] we have (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t ) ∘ e_t = Id_{C([0,1],X)} π_μ − a.e., e_t ∘ (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t ) = Id_X (e_t)_∗π_μ − a.e..

(4.65)

Now notice that since (e_t)_∗π_μ ≪ m, we have a well-defined pullback map e^∗_t : L^0(T X) → e^∗_t L^0(T X); we shall often denote this map Ψ_t rather than e^∗_t , i.e.

Ψ_t : L^0(T X) → e^∗_t L^0(T X) V → e^∗_t (V ). Similarly, defining up to m-negligible sets the Borel set A_t := {^{d(et)∗πμ}_{dm} > 0}, we have that (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t )_∗m|_{At} ≪ (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t )_∗(e_t)_∗π_μ = π_μ and therefore we have a natural pullback map (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t )^∗ : e^∗_t L^0(T X) → M , where for brevity we denoted by M the L^0(X, m|_{At} )-normed module (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t )^∗e^∗_t L^0(T X, π_μ). Then from (4.65) and the functoriality of the pullback we see that M can, and will, be canonically identified with the restriction L^0(T X)|_{At} of L^0(T X) to the set A_t. In turn, such restriction can naturally be seen as the subset of L^0(T X) made of vector fields which are m-a.e. 0 on the complement of A_t: we shall denote by M ∋ v → χ_{At} v ∈ L^0(T X) the inclusion map of M in L^0(T X) (a similar construction can be made using the ‘extension’ functor defined in [27]). In summary, we have a natural map Φ_t from the L^0(π_μ)-normed module e^∗_t L^0(T X) to the L^0(m)-normed module L^0(T X) defined as

Φ_t : e^∗_t L^0(T X) → L^0(T X) v → χ_{At} (F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t )^∗(v).

From (4.65) and the functoriality of the pullback we see that Ψ_t(Φ_t(v)) = v, ∀v ∈ e^∗_t L^0(T X), Φ_t(Ψ_t(V )) = χ_{At} V, ∀V ∈ L^0(T X).

(4.66)

Now recall that the space VF(π_μ) of vector fields along π has been defined in [26] as

VF(π_μ) := ∏ t∈[0,1] e^∗_t L^0(T X)

(actually in [26] the pullbacks of L^2(T X) are considered, but we aligned the definition to the framework used here). Notice that the product of (v_t) ∈ VF(π_μ) by a function in L^0(π_μ) can be defined componentwise and similarly for (v_t), (z_t) ∈ VF(π_μ) the function ⟨(v_t), (z_t)⟩ is defined as t → ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ ∈ L^0(π_μ).

The maps Ψ_t, Φ_t naturally induce maps Ψ, Φ by acting componentwise: Ψ : ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) → VF(π_μ) Φ : VF(π_μ) → ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) (t → V_t) → (t → Ψ_t(V_t)), (t → v_t) → (t → Φ_t(v_t)). We have already noticed that VF(π_μ) comes with a natural structure of module over L^0(π_μ) (but not of L^0(π_μ)-normed module) given by componentwise product. We also define a structure of L^0(X) module on ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) by putting, in analogy with (4.26):

f × (V_t) := (f ∘ F^0_t V_t) ∀f ∈ L^0(X), (V_t) ∈ ∏ t∈[0,1] L^0(T X).

These two module structures are related, indeed for f, (V_t) as above, the identity F^0_t ∘ e_t = e_0 valid π_μ-a.e. gives e^∗_t (f ∘ F^0_t V_t) = f ∘ F^0_t ∘ e_t e^∗_t (V_t) = f ∘ e_0 e^∗_t (V_t) and therefore

(4.67) Ψ(f × (V_t)) = f ∘ e_0 Ψ(V_·).

Elements of VF(π_μ) and ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) come without any time-regularity. For the latter space this can easily be defined using the fact that ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) is the set of maps from [0, 1] to L^0(T X), but in the former space this is a bit trickier due to the fact that the factors e^∗_t L^0(T X) change with t. We shall ‘test’ regularity against a properly chosen family of ‘test objects’ (in analogy with the typical construction for direct sums of Hilbert spaces).

We thus define the subspace TestVF(π_μ) ⊂ VF(π_μ) of test vector fields along π_μ as the collection of vector fields of the form t → ∑_n i=0 φ_i(t)χ_{Γi} e^∗_t (v_i) for generic n ∈ N, Γ_i ⊂ C([0, 1], X) Borel, φ_i ∈ LIP([0, 1]), and v_i ∈ TestV(X). Now notice that for Γ ⊂ C([0, 1], X) Borel, the set Γ_0 := (F^·_0)^{−1}(Γ) ⊂ X satisfies χ_{Γ0} ∘ e_0 = χ_Γ π_μ-a.e., therefore (4.67) gives

(4.68) Ψ ( χ_{Γ0} × (V_t) ) = χ_Γ Ψ(V_·)

and thus TestVF(π_μ) = Ψ ( TestΠ ) , where TestΠ ⊂ ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) is the set of maps of the form t → ∑_n i=0 χ_{Ai} × (φ_i(t)V_i) for n ∈ N, A^i ⊂ X Borel, V_i ∈ TestV(X), and φ_i ∈ LIP([0, 1]).

In [26], an element (v_t) of VF(π_μ) has been said Borel (we are slightly changing the terminology, but not the core point) provided t → ⟨v_t, z_t⟩ ∈ L^0(π_μ) is Borel for every (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ). Notice that arguing as in Proposition 4.4 it is easy to check that (V_t) ∈ ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) is Borel (as a map from [0, 1] to L^0(T X)) if and only if t → ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ ∈ L^0(X) is Borel for every (Z_t) ∈ TestΠ. Then keeping in mind the simple identity ⟨Ψ_t(V ), Ψ_t(Z)⟩ = ⟨V, Z⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ∘ e_0 valid π_μ-a.e. for every V, Z ∈ L^0(T X) and the fact that e_0 is π_μ-essentially injective, it is easy to see that (v_t) ∈ VF(π_μ) is Borel if and only if it is of the form Ψ(V_·) for some (V_t) ∈ ∏ t∈[0,1] L 0(T X) Borel.

It is not hard to check that for (v_t) ∈ VF(π_μ) Borel the map

[0, 1] ∋ t → ‖(v_s)‖_t := ‖v_t‖_e∗_{t L}2_{(T X)} = ‖|v_t|‖_L2_{(πμ)} = √� |v_t|^2 dπ_μ ∈ [0, +∞]

is Borel. To see this, consider φ_n(y) = (y∧n)∨0 for y ∈ R, notice L^0(π_μ) ∋ f → T_n(f) ∈ [0, +∞) is Borel where T_n(f) = � φ_n(f)^2 dπ_μ and that for every t e^∗_t L^0(T X) ∋ v → � |v|^2 dπ_μ = sup_n T_n(|v|).

Thus we can define L^2(π_μ) ⊂ VF(π_μ) as the space of those (v_t)’s Borel such that

‖(v_t)‖^2_L 2_{(πμ)} :=

�_1 0 ‖(v_s)‖^2_t dt < ∞,

with the usual identification up to equality for a.e. t. It is then clear that

L^2(π_μ) = Ψ ({ (V_t) ∈ L^0_{var} :

�_1 0 |V_t|^2 ∘ F^t_0 dt dμ =

�_1 0 � |V_t|^2 ∘ e_t dπ_μ dt < ∞ }) . To define the spaces W^{1,2}(π_μ), H^{1,2}(π_μ) we need first to describe differentiation of test vector fields along π_μ. We start defining D̃_t : TestΠ → L^0_{var} as the linear extension of

(4.69) D̃_t(χ_A × (φ(t)V )) := χ_A × (φ^′(t)V + φ(t)∇_{wt} V ), a.e. t ∈ [0, 1],

for A ⊂ X Borel, φ ∈ LIP([0, 1]), and V ∈ TestV(X), and then defining the convective derivative D_t : TestVF(π_μ) → L^2(π_μ) as

(4.70) D_tΨ(V_·) := Ψ(D̃_tV_·) ∀(V_t) ∈ TestΠ.

From (4.68) and the identity (π_μ)^′_t = e^∗_t (w_t) for a.e. t (that is a simple consequence of the definitions, see (2.13) and [21, Theorem 2.3.18]) this definition of convective derivative coincides with the one given in [26].

Then W^{1,2}(π_μ) ⊂ L^2(π_μ) is defined as the collection of (v_t)’s for which there is (v^′_t) such that

(4.71)

�_1 0 � ⟨v_t, D_tz_t⟩ dπ_μ dt = −

�_1 0 � ⟨v^′_t, z_t⟩ dπ_μ dt

holds for any (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ) with ‘compact support’, i.e. such that

(4.72) z_t = 0 for every t in a neighbourhood of 0 and 1.

The vector field (v^′_t) is uniquely defined by the above, called convective derivative of (v_t) along π_μ and denoted (D_tv_t). Then W^{1,2}(π_μ) is endowed with the norm

‖(v_t)‖^2_W 1,2 := ‖(v_t)‖^2_L 2 + ‖(D_tv_t)‖^2_L 2

and can - easily - be proved to be a Hilbert space.

It turns out that this latter definition of D_t is compatible with the previous one, i.e. TestVF(π_μ) ⊂ W^{1,2}(π_μ) and for a vector field in TestVF(π_μ) the convective derivative defined by formula (4.70) coincides with the one defined by (4.71).

In particular, it makes sense to define H^{1,2}(π_μ) as the closure of TestVF(π_μ) in W^{1,2}(π_μ). An important property of vector fields in H^{1,2}(π_μ) is that they admit a continuous representative. A way to phrase this property is by saying that for every (v_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) there is a unique (ṽ_t) ∈ VF(π_μ) with v_t = ṽ_t for a.e. t such that Φ(ṽ_·) is in C([0, 1], L^0(T X))

(4.73)

(from Proposition 4.4 it is easy to see that the statement [26, Theorem 3.23] implies this property). In what follows we shall systematically identify elements of H^{1,2}(π_μ) with their continuous representatives. Another crucial property of elements of H^{1,2}(π_μ) is the absolute continuity of the norms: (4.74) (v_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) ⇒ (t → |v_t|^2) ∈ AC^2([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)) with d dt |v_t|^2 = 2⟨v_t, D_tv_t⟩, a.e. t.

As mentioned, our goal in this section is to prove that the space W^{1,2}_{var} is ‘intermediate’ between H^{1,2}(π_μ) and W^{1,2}(π_μ). To make this statement rigorous we should actually consider Ψ(W^{1,2}_{var} ) and enforce L^2-integrability of both the vector field into consideration and its convective derivative. We are therefore led to define the ‘intermediate’ space

Interm(π_μ) := { Ψ(V_·) : (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} and Ψ(V_·), Ψ(D_·V_·) ∈ L^2(π_μ) } , so that the main result of the section can be stated as

(4.75) H^{1,2}(π_μ) ⊂ Interm(π_μ) ⊂ W^{1,2}(π_μ)

with compatible convective derivatives, see Proposition 4.19 below for the precise statement. It is worth to point out that once these inclusions are proved, from the completeness of W^{1,2}_{var} it is not hard to prove that Interm(π_μ) equipped with the W^{1,2}(π_μ)-norm is a Hilbert space.

The proof of (4.75) is based on the following lemma:

Lemma 4.17. Let (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) and f ∈ Test(X). Then t → df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 belongs to W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) and

(4.76) d dt ( df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) = df(D_tV_t) ∘ F^t_0 + Hessf(V_t, w_t) ∘ F^t_0 , a.e. t, m − a.e.. If moreover (V_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} ([0, 1], L^0(T X)), then we also have that t → df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 belongs to AC^2([0, 1], L^0(X)).

Proof. It is clear that for (V_t) ∈ C([0, 1], L^0(T X)) the map t → df(V_t) ∈ L^0(X) is continuous, so that by Lemma 4.2 also t → df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 is continuous. Thus the statement for absolutely continuous vector fields follows from the Sobolev case and in what follows we focus on the latter.

Let A ⊂ W^{1,2}_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) be the collection of vector fields (v_t) for which the conclusion holds for V_t := dF^t_0 (v_t). We shall prove that A has the properties (o), · · · , (iv) in Proposition 3.17, so that such proposition gives the conclusion.

By the linearity in (V_t) of the claim and of dF^t_0 , it is clear that A is a vector space, i.e. (o) holds. (i) follows from property (3.12) of the differential dF^t_0 and (ii) by direct computation based on the identity D_t(φ(t)V_t) = φ^′(t)V_t + φ(t)D_tV_t, which in turn is a direct consequence of the definition.

For (iii), let (v^n_t ) ⊂ A be W^{1,2}_{f ix}-converging to some (v^∞_t ) ∈ W^{1,2}_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)). Put V^n_t := dF^t_0 (v^n_t ) for every n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, 1]. We want to prove that V^∞_t := dF^t_0 (v^∞_t ) satisfies the conclusions in the statement. Since (v^n_t ) → (v^∞_t ) and (v̇^n_t ) → (v̇^∞_t ) in L^2_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)) → L^0_{f ix}([0, 1], L^0(T X)), Proposition 4.4 and the very definition (4.28) tell that (V^n_t ) → (V^∞_t ) and (D_tV^n_t ) → (D_tV^∞_t ) in L^0_{var}([0, 1], L^0(T X)). It follows that

df(V^n_t ) ∘ F^t_0 → df(V^∞_t ) ∘ F^t_0 df(D_tV^n_t ) ∘ F^t_0 + Hessf(V^n_t , w_t) ∘ F^t_0 → df(D_tV^∞_t ) ∘ F^t_0 + Hessf(V^∞_t , w_t) ∘ F^t_0

in L^0([0, 1], L^0(X)). Since (4.76) holds for (V^n_t ) and |(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} → |(v^∞_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} in L^0(X), by Proposition 3.13 the claim will be proved if we show that

(4.77) |(df(V^n_t ) ∘ F^t_0 )|_W 1,2 ≤ G|(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} , m − a.e.

for every n ∈ N for some G ∈ L^0(X) possibly depending also on f. Since |df| ∈ L^∞(X) we have

|df(V^n_t ) ∘ F^t_0 |_L2 ≤ C|(V^n_t )|_L2_{var}^{(4.30)}≤ G|(v^n_t )|_L2_{f ix} , m − a.e.

and since also |w_t| ∈ L^∞(X × [0, 1]) we also have

|df(D_tV^n_t ) ∘ F^t_0 + Hessf(V^n_t , w_t) ∘ F^t_0 |_L2 ≤ C|(D_tV^n_t )|_L2_{var} + C|(V^n_t )|_L∞_{var} |(|Hessf| ∘ F^t_0 )|_L2 (by (4.33), (4.32)) ≤ G|(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} (1 + |(|Hessf| ∘ F^t_0 )|_L2 ) (by (4.6) for |Hessf| ∈ L^2(X)) ≤ G|(v^n_t )|_W 1,2_{f ix} , m − a.e..

The claim (4.77) follows.

To prove (iv) we use Proposition 4.9: let v̄ ∈ L^0(T X) and put V_t := dF^t_0 (v̄) for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then it is clear from Proposition 4.9 that t → df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 = d(f ∘ F^t_0 )(v̄) belongs to W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) with d dt (df(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 ) = d(df(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 )(v̄) = d(df(w_t))(V_t) ∘ F^t_0 = ( Hessf(V_t, w_t) + df(D_tV_t) ) ∘ F^t_0 ,

for a.e. t, having used the definition of D_t in the last step. This proves (iv) and gives the conclusion. □

From this lemma and the language recalled in this section we easily obtain the following:

Corollary 4.18. Let (z_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) and (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var}. Put v_t := Ψ_t(V_t). Then t → ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ ∈ L^0(π_μ) belongs to W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)) with d dt ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ = ⟨D_tz_t, v_t⟩ + ⟨z_t, Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩, π_μ − a.e., a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. If (z_t) is identified with its continuous representative and (V_t) ∈ AC^2_{var}, then t → ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ ∈ L^0(π_μ) belongs to AC^2([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)).

Proof.

Step 0. We prove the last statement assuming the first claim. Notice that

⟨z_t, Ψ_t(V_t)⟩^{(4.66)}= ⟨Ψ_t(Φ_t(z_t)), Ψ_t(V_t)⟩ = ⟨Φ_t(z_t), V_t⟩ ∘ e_t = ⟨Φ_t(z_t), V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ∘ e_0 π_μ − a.e..

Hence if (z_t) is continuous (recall (4.73)) and so is (V_t), Lemma 4.2 ensures that t → ⟨Φ_t(z_t), V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ∈ L^0(X) is continuous, thus the above shows that so is t → ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ ∈ L^0(π_μ). Step 1. We assume that (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ), say (z_t) = Ψ(Z_·) for (Z_t) := ∑_n i=0 χ_{Ai} × (φ_i(t)g_i∇f_i) ∈ TestΠ, with A_i Borel, φ_i Lipschitz and f_i, g_i ∈ Test(X). Notice that by the very definition (4.26) we have

(4.78) ⟨Z_t, V ⟩ ∘ F^t_0 = n∑ i=0 χ_{Ai} φ_i(t) g_i ∘ F^t_0 ⟨∇f_i, V ⟩ ∘ F^t_0 , ∀t ∈ [0, 1], V ∈ L^0(T X). Noticing that (t → g_i ∘ F^t_0 ) ∈ W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) with derivative^d_{dt} g_i ∘ F^t_0 = dg_i(w_t) ∘ F^t_0 and using Lemma 4.17 above, it follows, by the very definition of W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)), that t → ⟨Z_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 ∈ L^0(X) is in W^{1,2}([0, 1], L^0(X)) with d dt ⟨Z_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 = n∑ i=0 χ_{Ai} ( φ_i(t) g_i (⟨∇f_i, D_tV_t⟩ + Hessf(V_t, w_t)) + φ^′_i(t) g_i ⟨∇f_i, V_t⟩ + φ_i(t)dg_i(w_t)⟨∇f_i, V_t⟩ ) ∘ F^t_0

(by (4.69)) = ⟨Z_t, D_tV_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 + ⟨D̃_tZ_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 and thus (recall also (3.25)) for (L^1)^2-a.e. t, s ∈ [0, 1] with t < s we have

(4.79) ⟨Z_s, V_s⟩ ∘ F^s_0 − ⟨Z_t, V_t⟩ ∘ F^t_0 =

�_s t ⟨Z_r, D_rV_r ⟩ ∘ F^r_0 + ⟨D̃_rZ_r, V_r⟩ ∘ F^r_0 dr, m − a.e.. Now observe that pre-composing the defining identity |Ψ_t(V )| = |V | ∘ e_t valid π_μ-a.e. by F^·_0 and using the second in (4.65) we get (4.80) |Ψ_t(V )| ∘ F^·_0 = |V | ∘ F^t_0 , m − a.e. on A_0, ∀V ∈ L^0(T X) (recall that A_t := {^{d(et)∗πμ}_{dm} > 0}). We thus multiply (4.79) by χ_{A0} and pre-compose it by e_0, then use (4.80) and the first in (4.65) for t = 0 and observe that χ_{A0} ∘ e_0 = 1 π_μ-a.e. to get that for (L^1)^2-a.e. t, s ∈ [0, 1] with t < s we have

(4.81) ⟨z_s, v_s⟩ − ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ =

�_s t ⟨z_r, Ψ_r(D_rV_r)⟩ + ⟨D_rz_r, v_r⟩ dr, π_μ − a.e., having recalled (4.70). By (3.27), this proves our claim in the case (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ). Step 2. For the general case, we start claiming that for (z_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) we have (4.82) |(z_t)|_L∞ ≤ 2 ( |(z_t)|_L2 + |(D_tz_t)|_L2 ) , where here and below we adopt the notation | · |_Lp introduced in Section 3.3, referring this time to the space L^0(π_μ) in place of L^0(m). Indeed, from (4.74) we see that |^d_{dt} |z_t|^2| ≤ |z_t|^2 + |D_tz_t|^2 for a.e. t and thus after integration we obtain

|z_t|^2 ≤ |z_s|^2 + �_{t∨s} t∧s |z_r|^2 + |D_rz_r|^2 dr ≤ |z_s|^2 +

�_1 0 |z_r|^2 + |D_rz_r|^2 dr π_μ − a.e.,

for (L^1)^2-a.e. t, s ∈ [0, 1]. Integrating in s we deduce (4.82).

We shall use (4.82) in conjunction with Proposition 3.13 to conclude. Thus let (z_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) and (z^n_t ) ⊂ TestVF(π_μ) be W^{1,2}(π_μ)-converging to it. From the definition of W^{1,2}(π_μ)-norm it is clear that ⟨z^n_t , v_t⟩ → ⟨z_t, v_t⟩ ⟨z^n_t , Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩ + ⟨D_tz^n_t , v_t⟩ → ⟨z_t, Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩ + ⟨D_tz_t, v_t⟩ in L^0([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)) and that |(z^n_t )|_L2 → |(z_t)|_L2 , |(D_tz^n_t )|_L2 → |(D_tz_t)|_L2 in L^0(π_μ). Also, from the definition of Ψ we have that |(Ψ(V_·))|_Lp = |(V_t)|_L^p_{var} ∘ e_0, thus |⟨z^n_t , v_t⟩|_L2 ≤ |(z^n_t )|_L2 |(v_t)|_L∞ = |(z^n_t )|_L2 |(V_t)|_L∞_{var} ∘ e_0 (by (4.33)) ≤ G|(z^n_t )|_L2 |(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} ∘ e_0, and |⟨z^n_t , Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩ + ⟨D_tz^n_t , v_t⟩|_L2 ≤ |(z^n_t )|_L∞ |(Ψ_t(D_tV_t))|_L2 + |(D_tz^n_t )|_L2 |(v_t)|_L∞ (by (4.33)) ≤ G |(V_t)|_W 1,2_{var} ∘ e_0 ( |(z^n_t )|_L2 + |(D_tz^n_t )|_L2 ) . Hence Proposition 3.13 gives the conclusion. □ The main result of the section can now be proved rather easily:

Proposition 4.19. The inclusions in (4.75) hold and the underlying notions of convective derivatives agree, i.e. for (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var} such that v_· := Ψ(V_·) ∈ L^2(π_μ) we have Ψ_t(D_tV_t) = D_tv_t for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof.

Step 1. We prove the second inclusion in (4.75) and the identification of convective derivatives. Let (v_t) ∈ Interm(π_μ), say (v_t) = Ψ(V_·) for (V_t) ∈ W^{1,2}_{var}. Also, let (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ) be with compact support in time in the sense of (4.72). Then from Corollary 4.18 above, since TestVF(π_μ) ⊆ H^{1,2}(π_μ), we obtain that �_1 0 ⟨z_r, Ψ_r(D_rV_r)⟩ + ⟨D_rz_r, v_r⟩ dr = 0 π_μ − a.e..

The integrability assumptions coming from the hypothesis Ψ(V_·) ∈ Interm(π_μ) and (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ) ensure that the left-hand side of the above is in L^1(π_μ), thus upon integration we see that (4.71) holds with v^′_t = Ψ_t(D_tV_t) for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. By the arbitrariness of (z_t) ∈ TestVF(π_μ), this is the claim.

Step 2. We prove the first inclusion in (4.75). Let (z_t) ∈ H^{1,2}(π_μ) be identified with its continuous representative as in (4.73). Put Z_t := Φ_t(D_tz_t) and V̄ := Φ_0(z_0) and notice that the identity |Φ_t(z)| = χ_{At} |z| ∘ F^·_0 ∘ F^0_t gives |Φ_t(z)| ∘ F^t_0 = χ_{A0} |z| ∘ F^·_0, which in turn implies, thanks to (D_tz_t) ∈ L^2(π_μ), that (Z_t) ∈ L^2_{var}.

By Theorem 4.16 there is (a unique) (V_t) ∈ AC^2_{var} satisfying (4.63) with these choices of (Z_t), V̄ . To conclude the proof it is therefore sufficient to show that Ψ_t(V_t) = z_t for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Notice that the identity |Ψ_t(V )| = |V | ∘ e_t gives that t → |Ψ_t(V_t)|^2 is in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)) with 1 2 d dt |Ψ_t(V_t)|^2 = ⟨Ψ_t(V_t), Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩. Thus taking into account (4.74), Corollary 4.18, and Theorem 4.11, we see that t → |z_t − Ψ_t(V_t)|^2 = |z_t|^2 + |Ψ_t(V_t)|^2 − 2⟨z_t, Ψ_t(V_t)⟩ is in AC^2([0, 1], L^0(π_μ)) with derivative given by 1 2 d dt |z_t − Ψ_t(V_t)|^2 = ⟨z_t, D_tz_t⟩ + ⟨Ψ_t(V_t), Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩ − ⟨z_t, Ψ_t(D_tV_t)⟩ − ⟨D_tz_t, Ψ_t(V_t)⟩ = 0, a.e. t

having used the fact that Ψ_t(D_tV_t) = Ψ_t(Φ_t(D_tz_t)) = D_tz_t. Since Ψ_0(V_0) = Ψ_0(Φ_0(z_0)) = z_0, the conclusion follows. □

Appendix A. Existence of the parallel transport in W^{1,2}(π)

In this section, we show an existence result of the parallel transport of an initial vector field along a Lipschitz test plan in the class W^{1,2}(π). In particular, we can show, by an abstract argument of functional analysis, that for a given initial vector field V̄ ∈ e^∗_0L^2(T X) we can find a Borel vector field t → V_t along a Lipschitz test plan π such that V ∈ W^{1,2}(π), (D_π V )_t = 0 for a.e. t, and satisfies the initial condition in an appropriate sense. We use in this section a vanishing viscosity approach: we approximate our problem with a sequence of problems that are coercive; on this class of problems we can apply a variant of Lax–Milgram lemma; thanks to compactness, we can pass to the limit and obtain a solution to our problem. More precisely, the variant of Lax–Milgram lemma is the following and it is taken from [5].

Lemma A.1 (Lions). Let E and H be a normed and a Hilbert space, respectively. Assume that E is continuously embedded in H, with ‖v‖_H ≤ ‖v‖_E for every v ∈ E. Let B : H × E → R be a bilinear form such that B(·, v) is continuous for every v ∈ E. If B is coercive, namely there exists c > 0 such that B(v, v) ≥ c‖v‖^2_E for every v ∈ E, then for all l ∈ E^′ there exists h ∈ H such that

B(h, v) = l(v) for every v ∈ E and (A.1) ‖h‖_H ≤ ‖l‖_V ′ c .

We introduce the following class of approximations. For a given ε, we solve in a distributional sense the partial differential equation:

(A.2) (D_π V )_t = ε(−V_t + (D^2_π V )_t),

looking for a solution in H^{1,2}(π).

Definition A.2 (Parallel transport in W^{1,2}(π)). Let (X, d, m) be an RCD(K, ∞) space and π a Lipschitz test plan on X. Given V̄ ∈ e^∗_0L^2(T X) we say that V ∈ W^{1,2}(π) is a parallel transport in W^{1,2}(π) of V̄ along π if D_πV = 0 and for every Z ∈ TestVF(π)

(A.3) R(Z)_0 = � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ, where we denote by t → R(Z)_t the absolutely continuous representative of t → � ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ dπ. Theorem A.3 (Existence of PT in W^{1,2}(π)). Let (X, d, m) be an RCD(K, ∞) space and π a Lipschitz test plan on X. Let V̄ ∈ e^∗_0L^2(T X) be given. Then there exists V ∈ W^{1,2}(π) that is a parallel transport in W^{1,2}(π) of V̄ along π.

Proof. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1/2). Consider the Hilbert space H := ( H^{1,2}(π), ‖ · ‖_H 1,2_{(π)} ) . Define also E := { Z ∈ TestVF(π) | | spt(Z) ⊆ [0, 1)} ⊆ H^{1,2}(π), ‖Z‖_E := ( ‖Z_0‖^2_e∗_{0 L}2_{(T X)} + ‖Z‖^2_H )_{1/2} for every Z ∈ E.

Clearly, ‖Z‖_H ≤ ‖Z‖_E for every Z ∈ E. Now let us define B : H × E → R and ℓ: E → R as B(V, Z) := �_1 0 � −⟨V_t, D_π Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V_t, D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt, ℓ(Z) := � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ, respectively. The map B is bilinear by construction. Moreover, for some constant C > 0 we have that | B(V, Z) | ≤ C ‖V ‖_H ‖Z‖_H for every V ∈ H and Z ∈ E, thus in particular B(·, Z) is continuous for any Z ∈ E. The Leibniz rule grants that −2

�_1 0 � ⟨Z_t, D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt = � |Z_0|^2 dπ holds for every Z ∈ E, whence coercivity of the map B follows: given any Z ∈ E, we have B(Z, Z) = 1 2 � |Z_0|^2 dπ + ε

�_1 0 � |Z_t|^2 + |D_π Z_t|^2 dπ dt ≥ ε ‖Z‖^2_E.

Furthermore, it holds that ℓ ∈ E^′ and ‖ℓ‖_E′ ≤ ‖V̄ ‖_e∗_{0 L}2_{(T X)}. Therefore, Lemma A.1 yields the existence of an element V^ε ∈ H such that ‖V^ε‖_H ≤ ‖V̄ ‖_e∗_{0 L}2_{(T X)}/ε and B(V^ε, Z) = ℓ(Z) for every Z ∈ E, which explicitly reads as

(A.4)

�_1 0 � −⟨V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt = � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ for every Z ∈ E. Given any Z ∈ TestVF(π) and φ ∈ LIP([0, 1]) with spt(φ) ⊆ [0, 1), it holds that t → φ(t)Z_t belongs to E and D_π (φZ)_t = φ^′(t)Z_t + φ(t) D_π Z_t for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1]. Then

φ(0) � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ = �_1 0 φ(t) � −⟨V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt + �_1 0 φ^′(t) � −⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ dπ dt. (A.5)

Fix a Lebesgue point s ∈ (0, 1) of t → � −⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ dπ. Define φ_n as

φ_n(t) := 1 −n(t − s) + 1 0 if t ∈ [0, s), if t ∈ [s, s + 1/n), if t ∈ [s + 1/n, 1], for all n ∈ N, n > 1/(1 − s). Note that (φ_n)_n ⊆ LIP([0, 1]) is a bounded sequence in L^∞(0, 1), spt(φ_n) ⊆ [0, 1) for all n, and φ_n → χ_{[0,s]} pointwise as n → ∞. Moreover, it holds that �_1 0 φ^′_n(t) � −⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ dπ dt =n �_{s+1/n} s � ⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ dπ dt → � ⟨V^ε_s , Z_s⟩ − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , Z_s⟩ dπ as n → ∞. Therefore, by plugging φ = φ_n into (A.5) and letting n → ∞, we deduce that � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ = �_s 0 � −⟨V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨V^ε_t , Z_t⟩ + ε ⟨D_π V^ε_t , D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt + � ⟨V^ε_s , Z_s⟩ − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , Z_s⟩ dπ. (A.6)

Given that V^ε ∈ H^{1,2}(π), we can find a sequence (Z^n)_n ⊆ TestVF(π) that W^{1,2}(π)-converges to V^ε. We start noticing that from [26, Theorem 3.23] there exists a continuous injection i : H^{1,2}(π) → C (π) such that ‖V^ε − Z^n‖_{C (π)} ≤ √ 2‖V^ε − Z^n‖_W 1,2_{(π)}, which grants that lim_{n→∞} ‖V^ε_0 − Z^n_0 ‖_e∗_{0 L}2_{(T X)} = 0. Therefore, it follows that lim_{n→∞} � ⟨V̄ , Z^n_0 ⟩ dπ = � ⟨V̄ , V^ε_0 ⟩ dπ. By plugging Z = Z^n into (A.6), letting n → ∞, and using the Leibniz rule in H^{1,2}(π), we get � ⟨V̄ , V^ε_0 ⟩ dπ =

�_s 0 � −⟨V^ε_t , D_π V^ε_t ⟩ + ε |V^ε_t |^2 + ε |D_π V^ε_t |^2 dπ dt + � |V^ε_s |^2 − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ ≥ �_s 0 � −⟨V^ε_t , D_π V^ε_t ⟩ dπ dt + � |V^ε_s |^2 − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ = − 1 2 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ + 1 2 � |V^ε_0 |^2 dπ + � |V^ε_s |^2 − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ = 1 2 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ + 1 2 � |V^ε_0 |^2 dπ − ε ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ.

Since^1_2 � |V^ε_0 |^2 dπ − � ⟨V̄ , V^ε_0 ⟩ dπ =^1_2 � |V̄ − V^ε_0 |^2 dπ −^1_2 � |V̄ |^2 dπ, we can rewrite the former expression as 1 2 � |V̄ − V^ε_0 |^2 dπ − 1 2 � |V̄ |^2 dπ ≤ ε � ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ − 1 2 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ.

Therefore, we obtain that 1 2 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ ≤ 1 2 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ + 1 2 � |V̄ − V^ε_0 |^2 dπ ≤ 1 2 � |V̄ |^2 dπ + ε � ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ.

By integrating the above inequality over the interval [0, 1], multiplying by 2, and then applying Young’s inequality ab ≤ εa^2 +^{b2}_{4ε} , we infer that

�_1 0 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ ds ≤ � |V̄ |^2 dπ + 2ε

�_1 0 � ⟨D_π V^ε_s , V^ε_s ⟩ dπ ds ≤ � |V̄ |^2 dπ + 2ε^2

�_1 0 � |D_π V^ε_s |^2 dπ ds + 1 2 �_1 0 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ ds,

whence accordingly^1_2

�_1 0 � |V^ε_s |^2 dπ ds ≤ � |V̄ |^2 dπ + 2ε^2

�_1 0 � |D_π V^ε_s |^2 dπ ds ≤ 3 ‖V̄ ‖^2_e∗_{0 L2(T X)}. Observe also that {εV^ε}_{ε∈(0,1/2)} is bounded in H. Therefore, there exist V ∈ L^2(π), W ∈ H, and a sequence ε_n ↘ 0, such that V^{εn} ⇀ V weakly in L^2(π) and ε_nV^{εn} ⇀ W weakly in H. In particular, it must hold that W = 0. Hence, by letting n → ∞ in the identity

�_1 0 � −⟨V^{εn}_t , D_π Z_t⟩ + ⟨ε_nV^{εn}_t , Z_t⟩ + ⟨D_π (ε_nV^{εn} )_t, D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt = � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ, which holds for every n ∈ N and Z ∈ TestVF_c(π) by (A.4), we can finally conclude that �_1 0 � ⟨V_t, D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt = 0 is satisfied for every Z ∈ TestVF_c(π). This grants that V ∈ W^{1,2}(π) and D_π V = 0. Finally, let us prove (A.3). Fix any Z ∈ TestVF(π) and denote by t → R(Z)_t the absolutely continuous representative of t → � ⟨V_t, Z_t⟩ dπ (that belongs to W^{1,1}(0, 1)). Write (A.6) with ε = ε_n, integrate over s ∈ [0, 1], and then let n → ∞: by exploiting the weak convergence V^{εn} ⇀ V in L^2(π) (and by using the dominated convergence theorem), we obtain that � ⟨V̄ , Z_0⟩ dπ = − �_1 0 �_s 0 � ⟨V_t, D_π Z_t⟩ dπ dt ds +

�_1 0 � ⟨V_s, Z_s⟩ dπ ds = − �_1 0 �_s 0 ( d dt R(Z)_t ) dt ds +

�_1 0 R(Z)_s ds = − �_1 0 R(Z)_s − R(Z)_0 ds +

�_1 0 R(Z)_s ds = R(Z)_0,

where we applied the Leibniz rule with one vector field in H^{1,2}(π) and the other in W^{1,2}(π). Hence, the statement is achieved. □

References

[1] L. Ambrosio. Transport equation and Cauchy problem for BV vector fields. Invent. Math., 158(2):227–260, 2004.

[2] L. Ambrosio, M. Colombo, and S. Di Marino. Sobolev spaces in metric measure spaces: reflexivity and lower semicontinuity of slope. Variational methods for evolving objects, pages 1–58, 2015.

[3] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré. Calculus and heat flow in metric measure spaces and applications to spaces with Ricci bounds from below. Invent. Math., 195(2):289–391, 2014.

[4] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré. Metric measure spaces with Riemannian Ricci curvature bounded from below. Duke Math. J., 163(7):1405–1490, 2014.

[5] L. Ambrosio and D. Trevisan. Well posedness of Lagrangian flows and continuity equations in metric measure spaces. Anal. PDE, 7(5):1179–1234, 2014.

[6] E. Brué, Q. Deng, and D. Semola. Improved regularity estimates for Lagrangian flows on RCD(K, N) spaces.

Preprint, arXiv:2104.03744.

[7] E. Brué and D. Semola. Constancy of the dimension for RCD^∗(K, N) spaces via regularity of lagrangian flows.

Comm. Pure and Appl. Math., 73:1141–1204, 2020.

[8] J. Cheeger. Differentiability of Lipschitz functions on metric measure spaces. Geom. Funct. Anal., 9(3):428–517, 1999.

[9] J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. I. J. Differential Geom., 46(3):406–480, 1997.

[10] J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. II. J. Differential Geom., 54(1):13–35, 2000.

[11] J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. III. J. Differential Geom., 54(1):37–74, 2000.

[12] T. H. Colding and A. Naber. Sharp Hölder continuity of tangent cones for spaces with a lower Ricci curvature bound and applications. Ann. of Math. (2), 176(2):1173–1229, 2012.

[13] G. Crippa and C. De Lellis. Estimates and regularity results for the DiPerna-Lions flow. J. Reine Angew.

Math., 616:15–46, 2008.

[14] G. De Philippis and N. Gigli. From volume cone to metric cone in the nonsmooth setting. Geom. Funct. Anal., 26(6):1526–1587, 2016.

[15] R. J. DiPerna and P.-L. Lions. Ordinary differential equations, transport theory and Sobolev spaces. Invent.

Math., 98(3):511–547, 1989.

[16] J. L. Doob. Stochastic processes. Wiley Classics Library. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1990. Reprint of the 1953 original, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[17] I. Ganiev and G. S. Mahmuod. The Bochner integral for measurable sections and its properties. Ann. Funct.

Anal., 4(1):1–10, 2013.

[18] N. Gigli. Second order analysis on (P_2(M), W_2). Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 216(1018):xii+154, 2012. [19] N. Gigli. On the differential structure of metric measure spaces and applications. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 236(1113):vi+91, 2015.

[20] N. Gigli. Lecture notes on differential calculus on RCD spaces. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 54(4):855–918, 2018. [21] N. Gigli. Nonsmooth differential geometry—an approach tailored for spaces with Ricci curvature bounded from below. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 251(1196):v+161, 2018.

[22] N. Gigli and G. De Philippis. Non-collapsed spaces with Ricci curvature bounded from below. J. Éc. polytech.

Math., 5:613–650, 2018.

[23] N. Gigli and S. Mosconi. The abstract Lewy-Stampacchia inequality and applications. J. Math. Pures Appl.

(9), 104(2):258–275, 2014.

[24] N. Gigli and E. Pasqualetto. Equivalence of two different notions of tangent bundle on rectifiable metric measure spaces. To appear in Comm. An. Geom. arXiv:1611.09645, 2016.

[25] N. Gigli and E. Pasqualetto. Lectures on Nonsmooth Differential Geometry. SISSA Springer Series. Springer, 2020.

[26] N. Gigli and E. Pasqualetto. On the notion of parallel transport on RCD spaces. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 36(2):571– 609, 2020.

[27] N. Gigli, E. Pasqualetto, and E. Soultanis. Differential of metric valued Sobolev maps. J. Funct. Anal., 278(6):108403, 2020.

[28] N. Gigli and A. Tyulenev. Korevaar-Schoen’s energy on strongly rectifiable spaces. Preprint, arXiv:2002.07440. [29] H. Hahn. Über Annäherung an Lebesgue’sche Integrale durch Riemann’sche Summen. Sitzungsber. Math. Phys.

Kl. K. Akad. Wiss. Wien, 123:713–743, 1914.

[30] P. Hajłasz. Sobolev spaces on an arbitrary metric space. Potential Anal., 5(4):403–415, 1996. [31] P. Hajłasz and P. Koskela. Sobolev met Poincaré. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 145(688):x+101, 2000. [32] J. Heinonen. Nonsmooth calculus. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 44(2):163–232, 2007. [33] J. Heinonen, P. Koskela, N. Shanmugalingam, and J. T. Tyson. Sobolev spaces on metric measure spaces. An approach based on upper gradients, volume 27 of New Mathematical Monographs. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015.

[34] R. Henstock. A Riemann-type integral of Lebesgue power. Canadian J. Math., 20:79–87, 1968. [35] J. Lott. An intrinsic parallel transport in Wasserstein space. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 145(12):5329–5340, 2017. [36] J. Lott and C. Villani. Ricci curvature for metric-measure spaces via optimal transport. Ann. of Math. (2), 169(3):903–991, 2009.

[37] M. Muratori and G. Savaré. Gradient flows and evolution variational inequalities in metric spaces. I: Structural properties. J. Funct. Anal., 278(4):108347, 67, 2020.

[38] A. Petrunin. Parallel transportation for Alexandrov space with curvature bounded below. Geom. Funct. Anal., 8(1):123–148, 1998.

[39] T. Rajala. Local Poincaré inequalities from stable curvature conditions on metric spaces. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 44(3-4):477–494, 2012.

[40] G. Savaré. Self-improvement of the Bakry-Émery condition and Wasserstein contraction of the heat flow in RCD(K, ∞) metric measure spaces. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 34(4):1641–1661, 2014.

[41] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. I. Acta Math., 196(1):65–131, 2006. [42] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. II. Acta Math., 196(1):133–177, 2006.

(Emanuele Caputo) SISSA, Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy. Email address: ecaputo@sissa.it

(Nicola Gigli) SISSA, Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy. Email address: ngigli@sissa.it

(Enrico Pasqualetto) Scuola Normale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri, 7, 56126 Pisa, Italy. Email address: enrico.pasqualetto@sns.it