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Abstract

We study the vanishing-regularization limit of entropically regularized optimal transport
(EOT) for the Euclidean distance cost ¢(x,y) = ||z — y|| in dimension d > 1. We develop a
comprehensive variational convergence framework that entails two main results. First, we resolve
the longstanding entropic selection problem: the EOT minimizer converges to a distinguished
optimal transport plan that is characterized explicitly as the solution of a constrained EOT
problem on each transport ray. Denoting by € > 0 the regularization parameter, this selection
holds for all o(e)-approximate minimizers, with sharp failure at the O(e) scale. Second, we
establish an explicit second-order expansion of the entropic transport cost. The second-order
term encodes the geometry of the regularization and reveals the optimal asymptotic tradeoff
between entropy and transport cost.
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1 Introduction

Given two compactly supported Borel probability measures p, v on R? and a continuous function
c:R? x R* = R, the Monge-Kantorovich optimal transport (OT) problem is

OT(uw)= it [ clep)idriz) (1.1)
yEl(p,v) JRA xR

where II(u,v) denotes the set of all transport plans or couplings between p and v, that is, all
Borel measures on R? x R? with marginals (u, ). Any optimizer v € II(u,v) of (1.1) is called an
optimal transport plan. For certain cases, for instance the quadratic cost c(z,y) = ||z — y||> and
absolutely continuous marginals (u,v), the optimizer is unique, but in general, the linear nature
of (1.1) entails that there can be many optimal transport plans. In the continuous setting, the most
important example with non-unique optimizers is the Euclidean distance cost ¢(x,y) = ||z —y||, also
called the Monge cost as it was used in Monge’s original formulation [44] of optimal transport. The
corresponding value of OT (u, v) is known as the 1-Wasserstein distance (or Earthmover’s distance,
or Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance) between u and v. See, e.g., [54, 58] for background on optimal
transport.



Given a regularization parameter ¢ > 0, the entropic optimal transport (EOT) problem adds
an entropic penalty to the transport objective and solves

EOT.(u,v) := inf C.(v), C-(7) 12/ c(z,y)dy(z,y) +eH(v|[p@v). (1.2)
yEI(p,v) RdxRd

Here pu®uv is the product of 4 and v while H(P|Q) denotes the relative entropy (or Kullback—Leibler
divergence) between two probability measures P and @ on the same space,

Jlog (95)dP, P <Q,
00, P &Q.

Thanks to the strict convexity of the penalty, the EOT problem (1.2) admits a unique minimizer
e € II(u, v) for each € > 0, whereas e = 0 recovers the OT problem (1.1).

EOT traces back to the Schrodinger bridge problem [55] on the most likely evolution of a
particle system (see [28, 38] for surveys). However, the recent explosion of the EOT literature
mainly stems from its utility as an approximation of OT (and hence of Wasserstein distances)
with convenient properties, including fast computation via Sinkhorn’s algorithm (e.g., [50]) and
parametric statistical sample complexity (e.g., [14]), among others.

Therefore, the limit e — 07 of vanishing regularization is of immediate interest. When the
OT problem has a unique solution, weak compactness of II(u, v) yields that the EOT optimizers .
converge weakly to that optimal transport plan. When the OT problem has more than one solution,
it merely follows that any cluster point of (7:) must be an optimal transport plan, hence one may
ask if . converges to some particular plan vg. From the construction of v, such a limit may carry
the intuition of having small relative entropy. Indeed, for discrete marginals (u, v), it is well known
that 7. converges to the optimal transport plan with minimal relative entropy [17], and that result
remains valid for general marginals as long as there exists some optimal transport plan with finite
relative entropy [45, Theorem 5.5]. On the other hand, when the marginals are continuous and
the dimension is d > 1, optimal plans are typically concentrated on lower-dimensional sets. Then,
optimal plans are not absolutely continuous wrt. u ® v and hence have infinite relative entropy. As
a result, it is unclear how to make sense of the aforementioned intuition. Nevertheless, one may
hope that . converges to some particular plan ~y. To the best of our knowledge, the first written
account of that conjecture appeared in [37] where the potential limit is called “a viscosity solution”
of (1.1); however, the conjecture is likely older. From an applied point of view, the relevant question
may require an even stronger theorem: Suppose that we have approzimate EOT solutions +. for
some sequence €, — 01, as one would obtain by sampling i.i.d. from (p, ) and running Sinkhorn’s
algorithm on the resulting discrete EOT problem for finitely many iterations. Then, we would like
to assert that . converges to that particular optimal transport plan 7o, if the number of samples
and iterations is sufficiently large. This problem falls in the broader category of selection problems
in optimal transport, which often must be solved on a case-by-case basis (e.g. [54, Section 3]).

As the Monge cost ¢(z,y) = || — y|| is by far the most important example with non-unique
optimal transport plans, it is the canonical setting for our investigation. We also assume throughout
that the dimension is d > 1. The case d = 1 is special as optimal transports can be absolutely
continuous; this case was solved in [20] and, as we will see, is fundamentally different from the
higher-dimensional case (d = 1 is more similar to the aforementioned case of discrete marginals).

In this work, we develop a variational (Gamma-type) convergence framework for the rescaled
EOT cost. This functional convergence, summarized in Theorems 1.6 and 1.7, leads to a detailed
description of the limit of EOT towards OT, for which we state two main results. The first
(Theorem 1.10) shows that o(e)-approximate optimizers 7. of the EOT problem converge to a

H(P|Q) := { (1.3)



particular optimal transport plan 7 which we call the entropic Monge plan (Definition 1.2). This
plan admits a fairly explicit local description as the solution of a constrained EOT problem on each
transport ray, with cost function &(z,y) = —%t log(||z — y||). The error tolerance o(e) is sharp in
that the convergence to 7 can fail at scale O(¢); cf. Remark 1.11. The second result (Theorem 1.9)
is an explicit second-order expansion of the optimal entropic transport cost EOT.(p, v) in e. While
the first-order term is the same for all non-overlapping marginals, the second-order term reflects
both the Monge cost and the marginals. It can be interpreted, in analogy with the renormalized
energy in the Ginzburg-Landau theory [53], as a variational quantity that captures the fine structure
of the transport problem.

Altogether, our variational framework provides a comprehensive picture of the vanishing regu-
larization limit of EOT towards Monge’s problem. The local description of the entropic Monge plan
and the second-order coefficient in the expansion of EOT.(u,v) are closely related. Both reflect
a tradeoff between the two terms in the EOT problem (1.2): transport cost versus entropy cost,
i.e., how far mass is transported versus how much relative entropy it causes. While transporting
along transport rays is optimal for the unregularized transport problem, that would cause infinite
entropy. The EOT optimizer 7. thus spreads mass away from the rays, and the expressions in our
main results reflect the optimal tradeoff for small € > 0. Our results show that the optimal tradeoff
depends on the precise details of the transport cost. This contrasts sharply with the existing results
for discrete marginals (and the continuous Monge problem in d = 1), where the limiting optimal
transport plan is simply the one with minimal relative entropy, regardless of the transport cost. To
wit, in those problems, the limit is the result of a two-stage optimization: find the minimizers of
the transport cost, then minimize entropy over that set. In the present setting, such a separation
does not happen. This insight may also suggest that a generic resolution of the entropic selection
conjecture for general costs c is difficult; arguably, it retroactively justifies our focus on the distance
cost.

1.1 Regularity assumptions and notation regarding transport rays

Let d > 2 and let £% denote Lebesgue measure on R%. We work with the Euclidean distance cost
c(z,y) = |lz — y|| and adopt the conventions 0log0 := 0 and log0 := —oo. Moreover, we impose
the following throughout the paper.

Assumption 1.1. The marginals o and v are Borel probability measures on R? that are absolutely
continuous with respect to £¢, with Lipschitz continuous densities f and g. Their supports X :=
supp(u) and Y := supp(v) are compact and disjoint.

See Remark 1.13 for the case of overlapping marginal supports. We fix a Kantorovich potential
u € Lip;(RY), the set of 1-Lipschitz functions on R?. That is, u is a maximizer of the dual OT
problem [58, Remark 6.5],

sup [ u(o)(#@) - g(a))dz = OT (1) (1.4)
Rd

u€Lip; (RY)

The formulation of our main results relies on the geometry of Monge’s problem which can be
described in terms of transport rays. Transport rays are maximal line segments in R? along which
the Kantorovich potential u decreases at rate one, and any two such rays have disjoint relative
interiors. A detailed account of transport rays and related notions is given in Section 2. Roughly
speaking, the connection between optimality and geometry is this: a measure v € II(u,v) is an
optimal transport plan if and only if it transports mass only along transport rays and, on each



ray, only in the direction where u decreases. This is made precise using the disintegration theorem
(e.g., [4, Theorem 9.1]) as follows. Denote by S the set of transport rays, equipped with the natural
metric introduced in Definition 2.1. Ambrosio [4] showed that the marginals can be disintegrated
along transport rays. Namely, there exist a Borel probability measure A on S, and, for each T' € S,
a finite (positive) Radon measure iz on R? that is concentrated on 7', such that

(a) for Md-a.e. T € S, fip is a probability measure;
(b) for any Borel set A C R%, u(A) = [ fir(A)dA(T);
(c) for any Borel set A C R%, the mapping T + fir(A) is Borel measurable on S.

We write this disintegration succinctly as © = A ® fir. Analogously, v = A ® vy for the second
marginal. It is further shown, in the proof of [4, Theorem 6.2], that any optimal transport plan
v € I(u,v) admits a disintegration along transport rays. Namely, for each T' € S, there exists a
finite (positive) Radon measure wy on R? x R? such that ¥ = A ® wy (meaning that the analogues
of (a)—(c) hold), and in addition,

(i) wp € Uy, vp) for l-a.e. T € S;
(ii) wr is monotone, i.e., concentrated on {(x,y) € T x T : u(x) > u(y)}, for all T € S.

Returning to the disintegrations of the marginals, Ambrosio [4, Theorem 6.1] further showed
that 7 and D are absolutely continuous with respect to the Hausdorff measure 7—[1|T, we denote
their densities on T by fT and §r, respectively. We can then construct Borel functions f and §
on R% such that f(z) = fr(x) and §(z) = §r(x) whenever z lies in the relative interior of a transport
ray T. While these abstract results were sufficient for the purposes of [4]—to construct an optimal
transport map for Monge’s problem—the present study requires a finer analysis. To that end, we
derive explicit formulas for A, fir, o, f,§ in Section 4 (see Definition 4.14 and Lemma 4.18).

1.2 Main results

With the assumptions and notation from Section 1.1 in place, we can now state our main results.
We begin by introducing the limiting optimal transport plan for our selection result. Recall the
disintegrations 4 = A ® jir and v = A ® Uy from Section 1.1.

Definition 1.2 (Entropic Monge plan 7). For each transport ray 7T, consider the constrained
EOT problem

. d—1 5 -

o T sl - slhavete) + Hoalar oo b 1)
XTGH(ﬂtT,VT)i T 2 TxT

XT 1S monotone on

We will show (in Theorem 5.2) that for A-a.e. T' € S, the minimization (1.5) is finite and admits a
unique solution kp € I(fr, 7). We set

Y0 = A® kp € (p,v) (1.6)
and call g the entropic Monge plan.

Remark 1.3. The monotonicity constraint in (1.5) is crucial to ensure that 7o is an optimal
transport plan, and hence for the validity of the main results below (see Section 6.2 for a simple
counterexample). The constraint makes (1.5) a nonstandard EOT problem; we will develop its
regularity properties from first principles.



Next, we define the limiting functional for our variational analysis. In addition to the disinte-
grations u = A ® fir and v = A ® Uy of the marginals, we recall that (f,g) are the L% densities of
(u,v), and (f, ) are the aggregated H!-densities of (jir, or).

Definition 1.4. Let v € II(y, v) be an optimal transport plan and v = A ® s/ its disintegration
along transport rays. We define

S(p, v5vp) = /

S

~ 5 [ F@ostr@dr — 5 | gt tostot)dy
1 - ~ 1 - ~
w5 @) [ Faoa(F@nir! @ + 5 [ ax) [ stosta)an o). 1.7

d—1 i i
< ~ 3 /. Tlog(27rHa? —yll)drp(z,y) + H(kp|ir @ VT)>d/\(T)
X

Lemma 1.5. The right-hand side of (1.7) is well-defined, S(p,v;~) € (—o0,00] for any optimal
transport plan ~j, and S(u,v;~o) < oo.

Proof. The assertions follow from Lemmas 4.20 and 5.17. 0

The next two theorems summarize our core technical results about the convergence of the
rescaled EOT functional. Weak convergence of probability measures is understood in the proba-
bilistic sense, i.e., relative to bounded continuous test functions.

Theorem 1.6. Consider ¢; — 07 and arbitrary couplings ’y;j € I(u,v) converging weakly to an
optimal transport plan ~( € II(p,v). Then

lim inf
Jj—00

{Cej (7,) =OT(u,v) d—1

loge; » > 8 ).
- +— ogq}_ (s v570)

Theorem 1.7. Let . € II(u,v) be the optimizer of the EOT problem (1.2) and vy € (u,v) the
entropic Monge plan. Then

lim sup
e—0t

{Cs (7e) = OT(u,v)

S < S(p,v570)
c 9 g = HsVi%0)-

Remark 1.8. The lower bound (Theorem 1.6) follows the usual definition of Gamma convergence.
The upper bound (Theorem 1.7) is stated only for the sequence . of optimizers, which is sufficient
for the consequences that we want to draw. In the usual definition of Gamma convergence, the
upper bound is stated for a recovery sequence of any point. Our proof uses delicate regularity
properties of vp; it is not clear if an analogous upper bound can be shown for other limiting points.

Combining Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 yields the explicit second-order expansion of the entropic
transport cost EOT.(u,v): the second-order coefficient is S(u, ;7o) of Definition 1.4, where ~y is
the entropic Monge plan. In particular, the second-order coefficient encodes information about
the Monge problem and (anticipating on Corollary 1.12 below) even the precise limit of the EOT
optimizers v.—in contrast to the leading-order coefficient % which is independent of u, v.

Theorem 1.9 (Second-order expansion of the EOT cost). We have

EOT:(u,v) = OT(u,v) — eloge +S(u,v;v0)e +o(e) ase— 0.



Next, we state our main result about convergence of the EOT couplings. It shows that o(e)-
approximate minimizers of the EOT problem (1.2) converge weakly to the entropic Monge plan .
More generally, the statement also allows for an approximation error in the marginals, to accommo-
date the practical scenario where EOT is computed based on statistical samples from the marginals
(see [30]).

Theorem 1.10 (Stable entropic selection). For each e > 0, consider probability measures . and v.
on R with 1-Wasserstein distance satisfying Wi (pe, 1) + Wi(ve,v) = o(e). Let 7L € T(pe,ve) be
o(e)-approzimate minimizers of the associated EOT problems, i.e.,

L o=yl ) + H (e ©v2) < EOT.(jae ) + ofe).
X

Then ~. converges weakly to the entropic Monge plan o € II(ju,v) as e — 0F.

Remark 1.11 (Sharpness of the o(¢) error tolerance). The error tolerance o(e) for the approximate
optimizers in Theorem 1.10 is sharp, even if u. = p and v. = v. Indeed, in Section 6.1, we construct
7L € T(u,v) which are O(g)-approximate minimizers for EOT.(u, ) but converge to an optimal
transport plan different from ~y.

Of course, Theorem 1.10 shows in particular that the exact EOT minimizer . € II(u,v) con-
verges to g, thereby resolving the entropic selection conjecture for the Euclidean distance cost.

Corollary 1.12 (Entropic selection). The EOT minimizer v. converges weakly to vy as e — 0F.

1.2.1 Deriving Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 from the variational framework

Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 are easily deduced from the variational framework in Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.

Proofs of Theorems 1.9 and 1.10. We first prove Theorem 1.10 in the special case (pe, ve) = (u, v).
Consider a sequence £; — 07 and o(e;)-approximate EOT optimizers Ve, € W(p,v). As I(p,v) is
weakly compact, a subsequence (still denoted €;) converges weakly to some limit v € II(x, v), and
it suffices to show that v, = 7o.

As EOT.,(u,v) — OT(p,v), it follows that ~; is an optimal transport plan. Consider its
disintegration 7, = A ® s/ along transport rays, where s/, € II(fir, or). By Theorem 1.6,

lim inf
Jj—00

Ce.(7L)—OT(u,v d—1
{ J(%J)e 7 )+ . 10g€j}ZS(N,V;’Y6)-
J

Conversely, noting that Ce;(7Z,) < EOT., (n,v) + o(g;) = Cc,(7e,) + o(e;), Theorem 1.7 yields

C.. ’yé —OT(u,v d—1
{ J( ]) ( )-|- logEj}SS(,uW;’Yo)-

lim su
p g j 2

Jj—00

Combining the two displays gives S(u, v;70) > S(u, ;7). Recall from Definition 1.4 that

d—1 _ -
suvinp) = [ (=95 [ tontznlle i) + Hishlar @ 90) )an(T) + €.
X

where C' is independent of 7(, and that k7 is the unique minimizer of the integrand on the right-
hand side, for A-a.e. T' € S. Thus, S(u, v;70) > S(, v;7) implies that . = kr for A-a.e. T € S and



hence that v, = 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.10 for the special case (pc,v:) = (i, v).
Moreover, Theorem 1.9 now follows immediately from Theorems 1.6 (taking v, := 7o) and 1.7.

In the general case of Theorem 1.10, we are given o(e)-approximate minimizers 7. € II(u., v:)
of EOT.(ue,ve). It suffices to show that there are o(e)-approximate minimizers 7/ € II(u,v) of
EOT.(u,v) with Wi(7L,~Y) = o(e), as the already established case then implies that v/ — 7o and
hence also 7. — 7.

Indeed, we can take 77 to be the “shadow” of 7. onto II(u, v) in the terminology of [22]. Roughly
speaking, the shadow is obtained by concatenating three couplings: a Wj-optimal coupling of p
and fie, then 7/, and finally a Wi-optimal coupling of v. and v. By [22, Lemma 3.2], the shadow
v/ € Il(u, v) satisfies

Wi(vo Y ) = Wilpe, p) + Wi(ve,v) and H(y!|p®@v) < H(y. pe @ ve).

Moreover, | EOT. (e, ve)—EOT. (1, v)| < Wi (e, ) +Wi(ve, v) by [22, Theorem 3.7]. As W1 (e, 1)+
Wi (ve,v) = o(e), it follows that 4” has the required properties. O

1.3 Proof strategy

In this subsection, we outline the proof strategy for the variational convergence framework presented
in Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.

1.3.1 Proof strategy for the lower bound

Regularity of Kantorovich potential and transport rays. Proving the lower bound in The-
orem 1.6 hinges on the fine regularity of the Kantorovich potential u. Specifically, we need to
estimate differences of the form u(y) — u(z). If x and y lie on the same transport ray, this differ-
ence is explicit: u(y) — u(z) = *||ly — z||, with the sign determined by their relative order along
the ray. The main challenge is to obtain sharp control in directions orthogonal to the ray, which
requires strengthening the qualitative results of [10, 4] into quantitative, second-order estimates.
Concretely, we develop second-order bounds for u(x) — u(z + w) when =z, z lie in the interior of a
common ray T and w € Op with small ||w||, where Op denotes the hyperplane orthogonal to T
The precise result is presented in Theorem 3.5. Roughly speaking, the main conclusion is that for
“most” w € Op in a small ball,

u(z +w) — u(@) ~ u(z) — u(@) + %wTF(z)w — | — | + %wTF(z)w, (1.8)

where the equality is due to z and z lying on T', there is no first-order term as w is orthogonal to
the ray and hence to Vu, and F(z) is a surrogate for the Hessian of u in a sense explained next.
Step 1: First-order expansion of V := Vu. Indeed, the first derivative V := Vu exists a.e.
due to the Lipschitz continuity of u. To obtain a second-order expansion as in (1.8), we would like
to show that V' admits a first-order expansion V(z +w) = V(z) + VV (z)w for w € Op with ||wl|
small. However, VV (z) typically does not exist. We leverage the “countable Lipschitz” property
of [10] to see that the approzimate derivative of V| denoted apV V, exists in the sense of geometric
measure theory [26]. The approximate derivative F' := apV V of the function V is defined via

lim +£%({y € Ba(e.t) : |[V(y) ~ V(@) ~ F@)(y — )| > 3|y —2l}) =0 (L9)

t—0t

for any 6 > 0, where By(z,t) := {y € R? : |[y — x| < t}. Off the shelf, this tool is not useful,
because our quantities of interest are averages over (d — 1)-dimensional balls in Op, not in R%. An



important insight of our analysis is that, due to the regularity of u in the ray direction, F' = apV V'
satisfies

Jim, @Y (Lw € Or « |w|| < 4 ||Vu(a + w) — Vu(z) — F(z)w| > §t}) =0 (1.10)
for a.e. x in the interior of a ray 7. This gives a notion of approximate second derivative of
w.r.t. averages in the orthogonal hyperplane Or of T, a key tool for our goal (1.8). To sharpen
the classical notion (1.9) of approximate derivative to our notion (1.10) involving averaging only
in orthogonal directions, we require control over the geometry of nearby transport rays: for a ray
T’ close to T' and two points z, z’ in the interior of T', we need to relate the point z + w where T’
intersects x + Op to the point 2/ + w’ where T” intersects 2’ + Op (cf. Figure 1). Specifically, we

x4+ Or z' + Or

| —

~w —ws =z, V(z))F(x)w

T/

I

CEN

Figure 1: Geometry of nearby transport rays. The ray T’ intersects the orthogonal hyperplanes
z+ Or and 2’ 4+ O at x + w and 2’ + W', respectively. We quantify the deviation w’ — w between
z' +w' and the translation of  + w in the direction of T

establish that w' ~ w + (&' — x,V(2))F(z)w for “most” w € Op in a small ball, cf. (3.78). A key
input for this relation is the Lipschitz regularity of the ray direction, first stated in [10, Lemma 16]
and slightly strengthened in Lemma 2.9 for our needs:

V() = V)l < Ly v )y = ¢ll, (1.11)

where L(y,y") depends on the distance of y,y’ to the ends of their transport rays 7,7’. Unfor-
tunately, L(y,y’) deteriorates when one of the points y, 3’ approaches an endpoint of its ray (and
a counterexample shows that this is unavoidable). Circumventing this difficulty necessitates an
additional stability result, stated in Theorem 3.2: the distance from x + w to the upper (lower)
end of its ray T” is close to the distance from x to the upper (lower) end of its ray T', for “most”
perturbations w € Orp.

These insights also yield regularity and structural properties of the approximate derivative F'.
In particular, for x, 2" in the interior of the same ray 7', we show a Lipschitz estimate

IF(z) = F(2')]| < Cla,2")||lz — 2, (1.12)

where C(x,2’) depends on the distances of z, 2z’ to the ends of T'. The main properties of V and F
are collected in Theorem 3.3; they are used in the proofs of both the lower and upper bounds.
Step 2: Second-order expansion of u. With the expansion V(z + w) =~ V(z) + F(x)w
established, we use a geometric argument to deduce the second-order expansion (1.8). The key
step is to control local increments of the form w(z + w) — u(x + w) for nearby w,w € Op. To this



end, we introduce a “good set” G;(z) C Or N B,(0,t) on which both the stability of distances to the
ray ends and the first-order expansion of V(x4 w) hold. We show in Lemma 3.7 that for w € G;(x),

u(z + ) —u(x + w) = (F(x)w, v — w), (1.13)

with an explicit error bound.

/ 2" 4+ Or / z+ Op / '+ Or

x// + w// T + 1:[}
Q=== ————————— == —— - -__|
T
————— — o

a x! X

e e e

Figure 2: Construction for bounding u(z + w) — u(x + w) in (1.13)

1:
S )

The underlying geometric idea is illustrated in Figure 2. Suppose z lies in the interior of the
ray T with upper end a and lower end b, and fix points z’, " in the interior of 7' with 2’ near b and
2" near a. For w € Gi(z) and t sufficiently small, the stability of distances to the ray ends ensures
that the ray through x + w intersects ' + O and x” + Op; we denote these intersection points by
' +w' and 2" + w”, respectively. Along the ray, we therefore have

w(@” +w") —u(r +w) = [[(@" + ") - (z+w)|, ul@+w)—ul@ +w)=|(x+w) - (2 +u)|.
Since u € Lip; (RY), a telescoping decomposition yields the upper bound

u(z + ) —u(z +w) = (u(z+ ) —ul@ +v')) — (u(z+w) —u(d +w'))
< (@ +w) - (@' + )| - [z +w) = (@ +u')|.

A lower bound follows by an analogous argument using z”” + w”. A detailed analysis, leveraging
the first-order expansion V(x + w) ~ V(x) + F(z)w, then yields (1.13).

To pass from the local estimate (1.13) to the global second-order expansion (1.8), we discretize
the segment from 0 to w by selecting 0 = 0y < 61 < -++ < 0, < 01 = 1 such that ;w € G(x)
and [|6;11w — O;w]| is small. Applying the local estimate to consecutive pairs gives

u(x + Oi1w) — u(z + O;w) = (F(z)(0;w), Oir1w — O;w) = 0;(0;41 — 0;)(F(x)w, w).

Summing over i = 0,1,...,m and invoking u(z+w)—u(z) = Y7 (u(z+0;11w) —u(z+0;w)) yields
the second-order expansion for u(z+w)—u(z), and by renaming the variable, also for u(z+w)—u(z).
The desired second-order expansion (1.8) now follows by adding u(z) — u(z) = £||z — z||.
Detachment and lower bound. On the strength of these regularity results for u, we then
proceed to prove Theorem 1.6. For simplicity of exposition, suppose that fy;j admits a density
be, (w,y) wrt. £4® £ that is sufficiently integrable. For z in the interior of a ray T and t € R, we
define the marginal density obtained by integrating out the component of y orthogonal to T,

Ve, (,t) = b, (w2 +tV (x) + w)dH (w).
Or
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Applying Jensen’s inequality, Theorem 1.6 can be reduced to two bounds. First, a lower bound on
lim inf Ve, (z,t) log (e, (z,t))dzdt, (1.14)
J7o0 JXxR

which is shown in Lemma 4.24 using the variational representation of entropy and properties of
Carathéodory functions. Second, a precise upper bound on

lim sup Ge,(z, v +tV(2))e, (x, t)dxdt, (1.15)
j—o0 X xR

where, for z, z in the interior of the same ray T,

Ge,;(z,2) = log </ eE(x’ZJr\/?jw)/Ejdel(w))
Or

and E(z,y) := ||z — y|| — u(z) + u(y) is the detachment of the potential u. (See Definition 4.2 for
the precise expression involving an additional truncation.) Using our second-order expansion (1.8),
we obtain, for z,z with (z — z,V(x)) > 0 and w € Or in a small ball, the following expansion of
the detachment:

E(z,z4+w) = |z — (z +w)| —u(z) + u(z + w)

2
1
HwH —}—§U)TF(Z)’U),

1
~ V= alP 4wl = 1z = 2l + guT FEw ~ o=

where the last step is by direct Taylor expansion. Combining this asymptotic description of E(z,y)
with complementary uniform estimates on F(z,y) detailed in Lemma 4.5, we show in Proposi-
tion 4.3 that G, (x, 2) — G(z, z), where

G(z, =) = log </OT exp ( T (Mld 4 F(z)>w> d?-(dl(w)>.

Finally, to bound (1.15), we write

/ Gz, (z, 0 +tV(2))e, (x, t)drdt < Gz, +tV(x))ie, (x,t)dxdl (1.16)
A xR A xR

+ / Ge; (z, 0 +tV(2)) — G(z, 7 +tV(2)) [, (z, t)dzdt.
X xR

The limit of the first term on the right-hand side is given in Lemma 4.25 using weak convergence
arguments exploiting the Lipschitz regularity (1.12) of F', whereas the second term converges to
zero by dominated convergence. (The arguments in the body of the text are more involved because
the “sufficient integrability” of 1., that we assumed for this sketch does not hold in general.)

1.3.2 Proof strategy for the upper bound

To show the upper bound in Theorem 1.7, we need to construct couplings 4. € II(u, ) such that

{Cs(ﬁs) _EOT(,U7 l/) + d; 1 loge} < S(/«%V;'YO)- (1.17)

lim sup
e—0+
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The claim then follows as Cc(7:) < Ce(5-). Heuristically, suppose that we have solved the con-
strained EOT problem (1.5), giving a kernel ko 7 (-|x) that transports mass from z along the trans-
port ray T to a random point z € T', in a way so that vy := p®ro r(:|z) is a coupling of (p, ). This
coupling is singular, hence has C.(79) = co. We create an absolutely continuous kernel . 7(-|x) by
diffusing ko 7 (-|x) orthogonally to T using a (d—1)-dimensional Gaussian distribution with variance
depending on ¢ and apV V (z), chosen to optimally trade off transport and entropy costs. Thus,
as illustrated in Figure 3, x is transported to z + w, where Or is the orthogonal complement of T’
and w € Orp is the Gaussian perturbation. A formal calculation of the optimal variance and the
resulting EOT cost C. suggests that (1.17) would hold if we take 4. to be p ® ke 7(-|z). But of
course, this is not a coupling of (u,v) for € > 0: its second marginal is some mixture of Gaussians
instead of v.

z+ Op

te,r (-] 2)

=6

Ko, (- )

Figure 3: Heuristic construction for the upper bound. The optimal transport kernel ko 7(-|z) sends
to a random point z € T. To obtain an absolutely continuous kernel, we diffuse orthogonally to T'
by adding w, drawn from a (d — 1)-dimensional Gaussian supported in Op.

For the rigorous proof, we need a bona fide coupling 7. of (u,v). Our strategy is to construct
Ve as a sum Yz = Y.,1 + Ye,2. The first part, 7.1, is a sub-probability measure whose marginals
are pointwise dominated by (and close to) u,v; we shall call this a sub-coupling for brevity. The
second part, 9. 2, is a measure with small total mass, designed so that the sum of the two parts is
exactly a coupling of (u1,r). The idea is that 4. ; accounts for most of the mass and approximately
satisfies (1.17). Then, we need 4. 2 so that the sum satisfies the marginal constraint and the upper
bound (1.17) still goes through. The next paragraphs sketch some of the high-level ideas for this
construction.

Step 1: An initial sub-coupling mimicking the diffusion heuristic. We start with a
density p1, defined rigorously in (5.54), whose disintegration along rays mimics a truncated version
of the kernel k. 7(-|x) from the heuristics above. The truncation serves to avoid the singularity of
certain functions near ray ends in the subsequent analysis; we do not enter such technicalities here.
The main point is that, by construction, the first marginal of p; is dominated by u, and moreover,
p1 transports mass in a way similar to the desired heuristics.

From this construction, only the first marginal is suitable for a sub-coupling: there is no reason
why the second marginal of p; should be dominated by v. To build a valid subcoupling 7. 1, our first
key idea is to reverse the roles of the marginals and then take a minimum. Indeed, we introduce a
second density po, obtained by applying the construction of p; with the roles of z and y reversed.
More precisely, as indicated in Figure 4, we consider the kernel x{ ;(-|y) from the constrained
EOT problem (1.5)—which transports mass from y along the ray T' to a random point z'—and
then diffuse x{ ;. (-|y) orthogonally to T" using another (d — 1)-dimensional Gaussian distribution
with carefully chosen variance (which may differ from the variance used in the construction of
p1) to obtain a second continuous kernel s p(-[y). Thus, under s 1 (-[y), y is transported to
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z' + W', where w' € Op is the Gaussian perturbation. See (5.55) for the rigorous definition, and
note that because the rays T, T’ need not be parallel, O is not parallel to O7 in general. The
disintegration of py then mimics a truncated version of x. ,,(-|y). Since the second marginal of ps
is dominated by v, and the first marginal of p; is dominated by u, the density min{p;, ps} yields a
valid sub-coupling; that is, its marginals (u1,v1) satisfy u1 < p and v; < v pointwise.

2+ Op
/ z+Or
v .
“o,T/( ly) y=z4w
U
T
z

Figure 4: Heuristic construction for the density pz. The “reverse” optimal transport kernel &{ 1 (-|y)
sends y to a random point 2/ € T'. We then diffuse orthogonally to 7" by adding w’, drawn from
a (d — 1)-dimensional Gaussian supported in O7s. The disintegration of ps mimics a truncated
version of this continuous kernel.

Step 2: Balancing the marginals of the sub-coupling on each ray. The density p :=
min{py,p2} from Step 1 yields a valid sub-coupling, meaning that its marginals (ug,vp) satisfy
o < poand vy < v pointwise. However, it seems difficult to now construct a remainder measure
that couples the missing marginals (u — po, v — 1) without invalidating the upper bound (1.17).
To prepare for the construction of the remainder in the Steps 4-5, we modify p by chipping away
some of its mass, with the goal of obtaining a measure whose marginals are balanced on each ray.
Specifically, we create a density ps such that the marginals (u1,v1) of 3¢ 1 := min{p, ps} have the
following property: for any transport ray 7', the “restrictions” of u; and v; to T have equal mass
(where restriction is made rigorous by disintegration). Note that 7. ; is necessarily a sub-coupling,
since we are removing further mass from the sub-coupling p. Of course, we must also proceed in a
way so that the total mass of 4.1 remains close to one (cf. Step 3).

To explain the construction, let us focus on a transport ray 7. Intuitively, p transports the
mass originating on 7" away from T, onto other transport rays. Consider one such ray 7”, and note
that p also transports some mass from 7”7 onto T. If for every pair (T,7"), the amount of mass
flowing from T to T were exactly the same as the amount from 7" to T', then the marginals of p
would be balanced on T'. The density p does not have that property, but if we can obtain sufficient
regularity, we may hope that the difference between the two directions is small. Hence, we aim
to construct a density ps such that min{p, ps} is (exactly) balanced on each ray 7. This is based
on the following geometric idea. Consider two rays T and T’, as well as points x in the interior
of T and y in the interior of T7”. In (5.58)—(5.60), we then define their “symmetry points” z’ € T”
and y' € T as illustrated in Figure 5: Consider the line L whose direction is the average of the
directions of T and T”, and let Oy, be its orthogonal complement. Then 2’ is the intersection point
of TV with x + Op, whereas 7/ is the intersection point of T' with y + Op,. Intuitively, if the rays T
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and T” are close, the mass p1(z,y) transported from z to y should be similar to the mass py(2/,y’)
transported from z’ to y/. To transport exactly the same amount, we want to remove the difference
from the larger value.

Intuitively, this is achieved by setting ps(z,y) := p(2’,y') and then taking min{p, ps}. That is
indeed valid when the rays T and T are perfectly parallel. In the general case, however, we must
account for the change in direction of the rays, which leads to different volume elements along rays
when expressed in Euclidean coordinates. To correct for this, ps(x,y) is defined as the product of
p(2’,y’) with an explicit Jacobian-type scaling factor. Since the change in direction corresponds to
the derivative of Vu, this term involves the function F' which proxies for the second derivative of u,
and the regularity of F' becomes crucial for the downstream analysis (see Step 3). Then min{p, p,}
is the density (w.r.t. £¢ ® £9) of a sub-coupling 7.1 that is balanced on each ray.

In the body of the text, we actually do not apply this idea to p directly. We apply it separately
to pe and pp, yielding the densities p3 and p4 defined rigorously in (5.62)—(5.63), and then take
min{p1, p2, p3,p4}. This is to work with simpler analytic expressions, but ultimately leads to the
same outcome.

Figure 5: Symmetry construction on a pair of transport rays. The symmetry points of x € T and
yeT arex’ = (x+O0p)NT and ¥ = (y + Or) N T, where Oy, is the orthogonal complement of
the average direction L of T and T".

Step 3: The mass of the sub-coupling is close to one. For our approach to work, we need
to show that the sub-coupling constructed so far transports almost all of the mass. This result,
stated more precisely in Proposition 5.19, boils down to proving

lim [ (pi(z,y) — pi(x,y))+dedy =0 for =23 4. (1.18)

e—0t

Consider first ¢ = 2 and recall that py is constructed in a similar way as p; but starting from
the second marginal. Our claim means that for x € T and y = z + w € T' as in Figure 4, the
values p1(z,y) and pa(x,y) are similar. This is surprising at first glance, since for non-parallel rays,
the vectors w and w’ may have substantially different length and direction. Remarkably, this can
be compensated by the difference in the chosen covariance matrices A1, Ao defining the Gaussian
perturbations in the constructions of pi, ps, albeit in a nontrivial way. Indeed, in the geometry of
Figure 4, the quadratic forms governing the Gaussians are w'Ajw and (w’) " Asw’. Neither the
perturbations w,w’ nor the covariances matrices A, Ay are close to one another. However, on the
strength of the structural relation (3.7) for F' = apV V established in Theorem 3.3,

Ay~ (g + [z — 2| F(2)) ™) Ay (T + ||l — 2[|F(2)) (1.19)

Using the approximate geometric relation in Figure 1, we further show w’ &~ —(Ig+ ||z — z||F(2))w.
Combining these two approximations yields the desired result that (w') " Agw’ ~ w ' Ajw; cf. (5.216)
for the precise statement.
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We do not detail the proofs of (1.18) for ¢ = 3,4 here, but confine ourselves to some general
remarks about the regularity issues that arise. Novel regularity results are needed for quantities
including F' = apV V and the density hp of kr (the ray-wise coupling in Definition 1.2) with respect
to fip @ bp. Along each transport ray, these functions enjoy strong regularity. For hr, Theorem 5.2
derives Lipschitz regularity from properties of the constrained EOT problem (1.5). For F', we have
the Lipschitz regularity mentioned in (1.12) above. Across different rays, however, continuity may
fail. To overcome this, a recurring tool in our proofs is the use of Lebesque points (in the sense
of geometric measure theory). To enable this tool, we develop a parametrization that explicitly
separates variation along rays from variation across rays. Specifically, we localize so that transport
rays can be parametrized by their intersection point ¢ with a fixed hyperplane. Any point x on
some ray is then described by ¢ together with the signed distance s from z to the hyperplane; note
how a change in ¢ formalizes the idea of variation across rays. When estimating a function ¢(z),
we reparametrize as ¢(z) = ®(q, s) and decompose

[p(x) — p(a")| = |®(g,5) — (¢, s")| < [®(g,5) — B(q',5)| + [®(d, 5) — (q', 5")|.

The first term captures the variation across rays, which we often address by invoking Lebesgue
points of ®(-, s) for fixed s. For the second term, we use the established regularity along rays. Such
decompositions, and variations thereof, are used in integral estimates throughout the paper.

Step 4: Transporting the remaining marginals on each ray. So far, we have constructed
a sub-coupling 7.1 whose marginals (p1,v1) are balanced on each transport ray, i.e., the marginals
(1,7, v1,1) induced on any ray T have the same mass. It remains to couple the remaining masses
(po,v2) == (u — pu1,v — 1) in a way that creates sufficiently small transport cost and entropy cost,
such as not to invalidate the upper bound (1.17) when combined with 4. ;. We start by focusing
on the transport cost and recall that this cost will be optimized if we transport mass only along
rays (and only downwards on each ray). Since both (u,v) and (u1,11) are balanced on each ray,
so are (u2,1v2), hence they can indeed be coupled by moving mass only along rays. For simplicity,
let us assume that po7 and vo 1 are concentrated on disjoint intervals, so that the directional
constraint can be ignored. (In the actual proof, the marginal supports X and ) are partitioned
into { A%}, and {Vp }5_ |, and we work separately on each pair (Xy, V). The construction is so
that, for each pair, either the disjointness assumption holds, or no mass needs to be transported at
all.) There are many choices to couple (ug 7, v2 1) for each T', and they are equivalent in terms of
transport cost. But with a view towards the entropy cost, a more diffuse choice is preferable. Since
an explicit formula will be helpful for the fine estimates needed, we choose the product coupling
of o 7 and vy 7—it turns out to be sufficiently close to optimal for the entropy cost. Call 4. 2 the
coupling of (g, 2) obtained by integrating these product measures over all transport rays.

Step 5: Transporting the remaining marginals with controlled entropy. In Step 4,
we have coupled the remainder marginals (u9,v2) in a way that is optimal for the transport cost,
but of course any transport concentrated on rays is singular and hence causes an infinite entropy
cost. By contrast, we require a tight control of the entropy to guarantee the desired upper bound
(1.17). Specifically, the density r. of e 2 w.r.t. £ ® L needs to satisfy

lim re(z,y) max {log(e(d_l)/zrs(:v, y)),0}dzdy = 0. (1.20)
e—=0t JRdxRd
To construct 7., the basic idea is to spread the mass of the ray-wise transport 7. 2 in the proximity
of each transport ray, without changing the marginals (u2,v2). The standard smoothing tool
for couplings is the block approzimation technique popularized by [11]; in general, this technique
approximates a given (often singular) coupling v € II(u,v) by an absolutely continuous one 4 as
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Level 1 Level 2

Figure 6: Two-level anisotropic block approximation. Level 1 partitions A and ) into squares
A;, Bj of side length /. For each fixed (i,7), level 2 slices A; and B; orthogonally to the line
joining their centers, producing slabs of thickness €. The line serves as a proxy for a transport ray.

follows. Partition A" into blocks (4;) and Y into blocks (B;). Next, replace each restriction v|,x 5,
by the product of its own marginals, and define 4 as the sum of these product measures. Then ¥
has the same marginals (p, V) as v and ¥ < p®v. Typically, A; and B; are squares with a common
side length s which is optimized to achieve a particular tradeoff.

However, such a block approximation is not sharp enough to achieve (1.20). To attain this tight
control, smoothening must be implemented at different scales in the direction of the ray and the
orthogonal ones (namely, ¢ and 1/g). Of course, different rays have different directions, putting
this outside the scope of the usual block approximation. Instead, we propose a bi-level, anisotropic
refinement of the block approximation technique: First, we partition X into squares (4;) and Y
into squares (Bj), all of sidelength /e. Next, for any fixed pair (4, j), we further partition both
A; and Bj into slices A;; and B, of thickness €, where the slices are cut orthogonally to the line
joining the centers of the squares A; and B; (see Figure 6). Now, we replace each 7| A; x By DY
the product of its own marginals. The idea behind this approximation is that the line joining the
centers acts as a proxy for a transport ray: since the initial kernel transports mass along rays, the
approximation roughly achieves our goal of diffusing at scale ¢ in the parallel direction and scale /¢
in the orthogonal direction, simultaneously for all rays and exactly preserving the marginals (g, v2).
The rigorous version of this construction can be found in Section 5.2.3 and the proof of (1.20) is
completed in Section 5.6.

Remark 1.13 (Overlapping marginals). We expect that adaptations of the techniques developed
here can also treat the case of overlapping marginal supports (i.e., X 1Y # () which we have
excluded in Assumption 1.1. This case gives rise to several new features. Most notably, transport
rays may degenerate to singletons, called zero-length rays, so that optimal transports do not move
the mass on those points. Hence, we define the entropic Monge coupling g as before on rays of
positive length, and as the identity map on rays of zero length. The cost asymptotics are changed,
even at the first order: for example, for y = v = Unif[0,1]¢, direct computation gives leading
coefficient d rather than (d — 1)/2. Heuristically, d — 1 arises from Gaussian fluctuations in the
(d — 1)-dimensional orthogonal hyperplane Op along a positive-length ray, while d corresponds
to full-space fluctuations around zero-length rays, and the missing factor 1/2 reflects the kink of
lt—yl|| at x = y. To extend our results to the overlapping case, we expect two additional ingredients
to be essential. First, a regularity theory describing the behavior of the Kantorovich potential u
near zero-length rays, in the spirit of (1.8); and second, a multi-level refinement of our current
bi-level block approximation, capable of handling the lack of a uniform lower bound on ||z — yl|
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when x € X and y € ). In view of these significant technical complications and the length of the
present document, we plan to address the overlapping case in future work.

1.4 Related literature

In view of the enormous literature on entropic optimal transport, our review focuses on studies
about the limit ¢ — 0 of vanishing regularization, as well as transport rays.

For discrete problems, the study of this limit goes back to [17]; see also [59] for a non-asymptotic
result and [3] for a semi-discrete problem. In those settings, EOT. —OT = O(e). This linear
rate is characteristic of problems that admit an optimal transport with finite relative entropy [23,
Proposition A.1]. Here, we are mainly interested in continuous problems, where no such optimal
transport exists and hence the rates are slower than linear. The link between EOT. and OT
goes back to [42, 43] in the Schrodinger bridge setting, which can be seen as a dynamic version
of entropic optimal transport with quadratic cost. Gamma convergence was shown in [37] and
early quantitative results for quadratic cost, from a large deviations viewpoint, are [1, 21, 24]. A
stochastic control viewpoint is presented in [13]. In a setting closer to ours, [11] showed Gamma
convergence using the now-standard block approximation technique.

Next, we review in more detail the existing first-order results for EOT. For C*! cost func-
tions satisfying a nondegeneracy condition (invertibility of the mixed derivative chyc(:c, v)), [12]
showed that EOT,. —OT = —%doge + O(e). A similar result, under different technical condi-
tions, was shown in [23]. The same rate was later found in [41], which additionally disentan-
gled the contributions of the transport and the divergence costs, and showed convergence at rate
/e of the optimal couplings in Wy metric. Clearly, the distance cost considered in the present
work does not satisfy the nondegeneracy condition. For general Lipschitz costs, [12, 23] showed
EOT. — OT < —deloge+ O(e). This rate is sharp for the distance cost when the two marginals are
identical (u = v). By contrast, the present work shows that the exact first-order term is —%5 loge
for the distance cost and non-overlapping marginals. Thus, the convergence is faster than in either
of the previously known cases. Given the previous results, a possible intuition for the factor %
is the following: On the one hand, the factor 1/2 relates to the regularity of ||z — y|| for x # y,
similarly to the C1! case in [12]. On the other hand, the factor d — 1 (instead of d) relates to the
fact that diffusing mass along the direction of a transport ray does not lead to additional transport
costs; additional costs only occur for the d — 1 orthogonal dimensions.

A second-order expansion of the optimal value was obtained in [18] for the Schrodinger bridge
setting. Building on that result, [16] provided a second-order expansion for EOT with quadratic
cost. Independently, [49] obtained a second-order expansion for EOT with a more general class of
cost functions modeled on the quadratic. In all these works, the optimal transport is unique (and
given by a map), so the question of selection is trivial. However, the proof idea in [49] is related to
the present work: the key step therein is that for small regularization parameter, the conditional
distribution of the optimal coupling is well approximated by a Gaussian distribution.

A related literature studied the convergence of the optimal dual potentials (which however play
a minor role in the present work). Based on compactness arguments, [32, 48] showed (subsequential)
convergence to Kantorovich potentials in the uniform and L' sense respectively, and [15] showed
the convergence of the gradients in L? for quadratic cost. Again for quadratic cost, quantitative
results for the convergence of the potentials and their gradients in L? were recently established in
[51, 12, 41], and a rate in L* was recently established by [40]. Closely related to the convergence
of the potentials is the large deviations principle of [7] describing the convergence of the optimal
couplings, again limited to situations where the optimal transport is unique.

Next, we review the previous literature on the entropic selection problem with distance cost,
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again focusing on continuous marginals. The first result is due to [20] and considers marginals
in dimension d = 1 with compact support and regular densities. A distinct feature of d = 1 is
that optimal transport plans, despite being concentrated on transport rays, can have support of
dimension d + d, meaning that they are not singular. The authors show that the domain can be
decomposed into components, and on each component, the limiting optimal transport plan behaves
like a product measure. In particular, the limit is not singular (and has finite relative entropy)
for non-overlapping marginal supports. When the marginals overlap, there can be mass which is
not moved by any optimal transport plan, and that mass will remain fixed also under the selected
limit (which is therefore singular). After removing this fixed mass, however, the remaining part
is nonsingular. The proof proceeds by gamma convergence arguments. Recently, [39] generalized
the result of [20] to less regular marginals, using a different approach based on stochastic orders, a
theorem of Kellerer, and geometric properties related to the cyclical invariance of EOT [7].

Turning to the present case d > 1, we mention that the ideas and results of the present work
have been disseminated for several years in increasing generality, for instance in [46] or [47]. More
recently, the preprint [6] took up the same problem of entropic selection that is solved in Corol-
lary 1.12. The result in [6] has similar assumptions and provides a (partial) local description of
the selected limit, which is however different from the one in Corollary 1.12. First, the local op-
timization problem in [6, Theorem 1.1] involves a cost function that has a factor ecllz=vll with an
unidentified constant ¢ > 0 that “depends on p,v and the transport ray” [6]. We observe that
the cost function would coincide with the one in Corollary 1.12 if ¢ = 0 for all rays. On the other
hand, it seems to be (implicitly) assumed in [6] that ¢ # 0 for all rays, for otherwise the key step
in the proof of [6, Theorem 1.1], namely the application of [6, Lemma 4.2], seems to fail. Second,
the optimization problem in [6, Theorem 1.1] is an unconstrained EOT problem over a transport
ray, in contrast to the constrained problem in Corollary 1.12. As seen in Section 6.2, the solution
of the unconstrained problem need not be an optimal transport, and that would preclude it from
being the limit of the EOT optimizers. In terms of arguments, [6] follows a substantially different
approach, working primarily with the dual potentials and appealing to the stability result of [31]
based on cyclical invariance.

Our work makes extensive use of transport rays, which originate in the existence theory for
optimal maps in Monge’s problem. The seminal work [56] outlined a strategy based on disintegrat-
ing p and v along the affine regions singled out by a Kantorovich potential, thus anticipating the
modern decomposition along transport rays. However, making this fully rigorous required further
advances; see [8] for a comprehensive and modern treatment. Using partial differential equations,
[25] proved existence of an optimal transport map assuming Lipschitz marginal densities with dis-
joint supports. Their analysis introduces the transport density and interprets transport rays as
characteristics for limiting PDEs obtained through p-Laplace-type approximations. Another ap-
proach is approximation of the cost function. Indeed, [10] constructed optimal maps for strictly
convex perturbations of the distance cost and passed to the limit, thereby producing an optimal
map for the original cost under minimal assumptions on the marginal densities. Independently, [57]
obtained a similar existence result via approximation and PDE methods. These works highlighted
a selection problem different from the one in the present work: the limiting Monge map can depend
on the chosen approximation. The lecture notes [4] (and the subsequent CIME notes [5]) provide
an alternative proof strategy emphasizing Gamma convergence and stability of minimizers together
with a detailed analysis of the measure-theoretic properties of transport rays. The latter results
are essential for the present work, which also contributes new regularity results where needed for
our construction of the EOT limit.
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1.5 Notation

We denote by (-, ) the inner product on R? and by eq,es, - - ,eq the standard basis of R¢. For any
v € RA\{0}, set O(v) := {x € R?: (z,v) = 0}. For any m € N*, g € R™, and r > 0, we define
B (zo,7) := {2 € R™: ||z — x| < 7}. For any A, B C R?, we define

d(A,B) := inf -9y 1.21
(4,B):= _inf o=yl (1.21)
For any z,2’ € RY we define [z,2/] := {tx + (1 —t)z’ : 0 < t < 1}. If 2 # 2/, we define

[z, 2) == {te + (1 —t)2’ : 0 < t < 1}, (z,2] := {tm+( )x 0 <t < 1}, and (z,2') :=
{tx + (1 —t)x’ : 0 <t < 1}; if x = 2/, we define [z,2') = (z,2'] = (z,2") := (). We also define
int([z, 2']) = int([z, 2")) = int((z, 2']) := (x,2').

We set [m] :={1,2,--- ,m} for any m € N* and [0] := ). For any m € N*, we denote by I,,, the
m x m identity matrix. For a matrix A, we denote by || A||2 the spectral norm of A. For any s € R,
we define s; := max{s,0} and s_ := max{—s,0}. For any s,t € R, we define s At := min{s, ¢}
and sVt := max{s,t}. For any z > 0, we define

®(z) :=xlogx, O(z) := z(log x)+. (1.22)

For any m € N*, we denote by H™ the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R%. For any two
measures (i1, b2 on the same measurable space, we write u; < po if g1 is absolutely continuous
with respect to us.

As X, are compact and disjoint, there exist D > 1 and dy € (0, 1] such that

X,V C By(0,D),  d(X,¥) > 10d. (1.23)

As f,g are Lipschitz functions with compact supports, there exists My > 0 such that for every
z, 2’ € RY,

fl@) < Mo, g(x) < Mo, |f(z) = f(2)] < Mollz — 2|, |g(x) — g()| < Mo|lw — 2| (1.24)

We denote by C,c positive constants that depend only on the dimension d and the fixed
marginals u, v. The values of these constants may change from line to line.

1.6 Organization of the paper

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews notation and background,
and introduces a decomposition of the domains X and ). Proofs for Section 2 are deferred to
Appendix A. In Section 3, we establish key properties of the Kantorovich potential and its transport
rays. Building on these results, we present the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 in Sections 4 and 5,
respectively. Section 6 concludes with counterexamples.

2 Background on transport rays and domain decomposition

This section has two parts. Section 2.1 collects notation and background on transport rays. Sec-
tion 2.2 introduces a decomposition of the domains X', ) that will be used in the proofs of the main
results and establishes several related technical lemmas. The proofs of all results in this section are
deferred to Appendix A.
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2.1 Background on transport rays

In this subsection, we review notation and background on transport rays, largely following [4, 10].
Let u € Lip; (R?) be the Kantorovich potential fixed in Section 1.1.

Definition 2.1 (Transport rays). A transport ray is a line segment with endpoints a,b € R? such
that the following properties hold:

(a) ae X, be Y, a#b.
(b) u(a) —u(b) = lla—b].

(¢) The segment [a, b] is maximal for properties (a) and (b), i.e., for any ¢ > 0 such that a+t(a —
b) € X, we have |u(a + t(a — b)) — u(b)| < ||a + t(a — b) — b|, and for any ¢ > 0 such that
b+t(b—a) €Y, we have [u(b+t(b—a)) —u(a)| < ||[b+t(b—a)—a.

We then call a the upper end of the transport ray and b the lower end of the transport ray. For
any transport ray T', we denote by ap,br the upper and lower ends of 7', by int(T") the relative
interior, and by Lt the line containing T'. The direction of T' and its orthogonal complement are

ar — by

Vpi= ———,
" lar —br]

Or = {iL' S Rd : <:B, VT> = 0}.
We denote by S the set of transport rays. For any two transport rays T, T, we define the distance
between T and T” to be \/|lar — ar/||2 + ||br — by||%. Hereafter, we equip S with this metric.

We denote by 77 the set of points that lie on some transport ray, by 7;* the set of points that
lie in the relative interior of some transport ray, and by & C 77 the set of endpoints of transport
rays. For z € T{*, we denote by T'(z) the (unique, by [10, Lemma 10]) transport ray containing x,
and by L(x) the line containing T'(x).

Definition 2.2 (Transport set). A set A C R? is called a transport set if for any 2 € AN T;¥, we
have int(7'(z)) C A.

Definition 2.3 (Rays of length zero). We define
To:={z€eXNY:|u(z)—ulz)| < |z — 7| for any 2 € XY UY,2" # 2},
and refer to this set as the “rays of length zero”.

By [10, Lemma 25| and the comments immediately following that lemma, the sets Ty, 71, and
& are Borel sets. Hence 7;* = 71\& is also a Borel set. Moreover, as we assume X' N) = (), we have
To = 0. Hence by [10, Lemmas 9 and 25],

XUYCToUT =T UE and L£4E)=0. (2.1)
Definition 2.4 (The functions o and /3). For any z € R%, we define
a(z) =sup{|z — zf| : v € X, u(z) — u(z) = ||z — =},

B(z) :=sup{llz —yll : y € YV, u(z) —u(y) = ||z = yll},

where sup () := —co. By [10, Lemma 24], o, 8 : R — R U {—00} are upper semicontinuous, hence
Borel measurable.
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By the discussion immediately following [10, Lemma 24] and the fact that 7o = 0, we have the
following interpretation of the functions a and f: for z € 7{*, a(z) and f(x) represent the distances
from x to the upper and lower ends of T'(x), respectively; for € £, we have a(z) = 0 or f(x) = 0;
for x € R\ T, we have a(x) = —oo or B(z) = —oo.

In the following definition, we use the notion of approzimate derivative as discussed in [26,
Section 6.1.3]. For a function ¢ : R? — R™ (where m € N*), we denote by apV ¢(z) the approximate
derivative of ¢ at z (if it exists).

Definition 2.5 (The functions V and F'). For any = € R?, we define

V(z) = Vu(x) if Vu(x) exists
0 otherwise.

By [10, Lemma 12| (see also [4, Proposition 4.2]), for any = € 77, Vu(x) exists and is equal to
the direction of the transport ray containing z (in particular, ||V (z)|| = 1). By the discussion
immediately above [4, Theorem 4.3], apV V () exists for £%-a.e. z € T;*. For any z € R, we define

Flz) = apV V(z) if apV V(x) exists
0 otherwise.
Both V : RY — R? and F : RY — R%*? are Borel measurable (see [19, p. 177]).

Definition 2.6 (The functions a and b). For any 2 € R?, we define

T otherwise, T otherwise.

o(z) = {x +a(@)V(z) ifzeT b(z) == {x —Ba)V(z) ifzeTy

Note that for = € 71", a(z) and b(z) are the upper and lower ends of T'(z). The functions a(-), b(-)
are Borel measurable as a(-), 3(-), V(-) are Borel measurable and 77" is a Borel set.

We record two straightforward measurability lemmas for ease of reference.
Lemma 2.7. The mapping T : T* — S is Borel measurable.

Lemma 2.8. DefineJ: S — R? x R? by J(T) = (ar,br). Then I(S) is a Borel subset of R x RY.
Consequently, S equipped with its Borel o-algebra is a standard Borel space.

The following lemma is a strengthening of [10, Lemma 16].
Lemma 2.9. For any x1,x2 € 7", we have

4f|xy — o|

min{a(z1), B(x1), a(z2), B(z2)}

The following result is from [25, Proposition 5.2].

IV (1) = V(x| <

Lemma 2.10. Let B C R? be Lebesque measurable with LY(B) = 0. Then for L%-a.e. 29 € T;¥, we
have HY(T(2) N B) = 0.
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2.2 Domain decomposition and related properties

In this subsection, we introduce a decomposition scheme for the domains X and ) and establish
several related lemmas. The main goal of the decomposition is to localize so that source and
target domains can be separated by a hyperplane. This enables a parametrization of any = € T
by the intersection point ¢ of the ray 1" with the hyperplane and the signed distance from x to
the hyperplane along the ray, which will allow us to decompose various quantities of interest into
transverse and parallel components.

Asinfiex yey [[z—yl| > 10dp by (1.23), there exist disjoint Borel sets { Xy }re(x) and {Vu }rer]
(where K, K' € N* are of constant order) as follows:

(a) There exist b € (0,dp/(10v/d)) (of constant order), and points x; = (g1, ,Xkd), Yh =
(Yer1, * »¥i.a) in RY, such that for every k € [K] and k' € [K'],

d d

Xk = H(Xk,f - hv X0 + h], yk/ = H(yk/’g — h, N + h] (22)
=1 =1

(b) We have X € UK | A and Y C UKL, .
(c) For every k € [K], X N X # 0; for every k' € [K'], Y NY # 0.
(d) For every k € [K], k' € [K'], Xx N Vi = 0, and there exists a hyperplane
Hyw = {2z €R: (z,2)0) =y} (2.3)
(where ay p € RY, |lag /|| = 1, and by s € R), such that

(z,apk) > b + 2dy, for every z € Xy; (2, a5 k) < bp i — 2do for every z € Y. (2.4)

We fix such a choice of { Xy }re(x), { Vi bre(r), and {Hy k' bre(r) ie[kx7) throughout the rest of this
paper. Note that by (1.23), the above conditions imply that for every k € [K], k' € [K'],

Xe, Viw € Bg(0,D+1), d(Xy, Hk,k’) > 2dy, AV, Hk,k’) > 2dy. (2.5)

For every k € [K], we denote by X the interior of Aj; for every k' € [K'], we denote by Yy,

the interior of Y. For each k € [K],k’ € [K'], we extend aj  to an orthonormal basis of R%:

1 d—-1) 4
{ak,k/, e/(al)f” e ,gk, } Note that any ¢ € Hy j satisfies ¢ = by prag i + th 1 (q, e](C L,)e,(g 2;, For

any q € Hy s, we set
1 d—1
Qk,k/ (q) = (<q7 e](i' ])g/> T <Q7 elE:,k;’ )>> . (26)

Note that €y, i/ : Hy o — R1 is a bijective mapping, with

d—1
Q;k,(ﬂj‘) = bkyk/ak’k/ + ngeg;g,, for all UAS Rd_l. (27)
=1

Now for every k € [K|, k' € [K'], we define

Tikw = {z € T/ 1 a(z) € X, b(x) € Y }, (2.8)
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where a(-),b(-),T(-) are as in Definitions 2.1 and 2.6. As a(-),b(-) are Borel measurable, 7;%, ;. is a
Borel set. Moreover,

{T% g Yre[i) we[i) are mutually disjoint, —and 77" = U Tiik - (2.9)
ke[K],k' €[K']

For every k € [K], k' € [K'], we define
Hk,k’ = Hk,k’mﬂtk,kz’? I:I/@k/ = {q c Hka/ﬂ'Tl* . <V(q), ak7k/> 75 O,min{a(q),ﬂ(q)} 2 d()}. (2.10)

Note that Hy s and lEIM/ are Borel subsets of Hy, ;/, and .F_Ik7k/ C ﬁk,k’ (using (2.5)). As X,) C
B4(0, D) (see (1.23)), from Definitions 2.1 and 2.4 we have

T1 € B4(0,D), and max{a(z),s(z)} <2D for every z € T;. (2.11)
Note that this implies Hy, j C I:Ik’k/ C By4(0, D), hence
HEY(Hy ) < H Y Hy ) < C. (2.12)

We record two measurability lemmas for later reference. Given a subset A of the separating
hyperplane, Lemma 2.11 states that the set of points on rays passing through A is measurable, and
Lemma 2.12 states that the set of rays themselves is measurable. Recall that all proofs are deferred
to Appendix A.

Lemma 2.11. For any k € [K], k' € [K'] and any Borel set A C Hy s, the set
Wi ia={q+tV(g) :q€ ANT,(V(q),apw) #0,-B(q) <t <alq)} ST (2.13)
is Borel measurable.
Lemma 2.12. For any k € [K],k’ € [K'] and any Borel set A C Hy, 1, the set
SkkriA = {T €S :ar € Xy,br € Yy, T intersects Hy,jy at some q € A} (2.14)
is a Borel subset of S (recall that the metric on S is given as in Definition 2.1).
Next, we fix k € [K],k’ € [K']. Define (recall (2.10) and Definition 2.1)
ﬁ?k,k’ = {x € T, : T(x) intersects Hy, ' at some g € ﬁk’,k’}- (2.15)
From the fact that f_]k,k’ C fIk,k/, we have
Tie S Tl (2.16)

Our next goal is a disintegration of the Lebesgue measure along transport rays. To that end,
some additional notation is necessary. As Hy, ;s is a Borel subset of Hy, js, by Lemma 2.11, T} ., =

W, g, 18 a Borel subset of R, Note that for any ¢ € ﬁk,k/, min{a(q), 8(q)} > dy. Hence by

k,k B
Lemma 2.9, for any ¢, ¢’ € Hy s, we have ||V (q) =V (¢')| < 4ElalHq—q/H. By Kirszbraun’s theorem,
V|ﬁk ., can be extended to Vi : Hgp — R? such that ||[Vi |lLip < 4dy" (where || - [|Lip is the

Lipschitz norm). Without loss of generality, we may assume that Hf/kkr(q)H <1 for all ¢ € Hy
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(since otherwise we can replace f/k’k/ by its composition with the projection onto the closed unit
ball without increasing the Lipschitz norm). Now for any ¢ € H j and t € R, we define

Uy (q,t) == q+ tViw (q). (2.17)
Note that for any ¢,¢' € Hyj and ¢,t' € R such that max{|t|, |t'|} < 8D,
1Pk (a,t) = Urp (7 )| < lla = || + [t Viwr (@) — Vi ()] + Ve ()1t — ¢
<(1432Ddg g — o'l + [t — '] < 2(1+32Ddy ")/ [l — ¢'|I? + (£ — /)2

Hence by Kirszbraun’s theorem, Wy, ;| H,, . x[-8D,8D] can be extended to a Lipschitz mapping v Rk
Hypr x R — R with || U p||ip < 2(1 +32Ddy') < C. For any € R*! and t € R, we set (recall
(2.6))

P(x,t) := \pk,k’ (Q];i,(l'), t). (2.18)
For any (q,t) € Hi i x R, we set
JP(Q pr t if JP(Qp t) exist
Rk7k1<q,t) — ( k.k (Q)a )7 1 ( .k,k (Q)a ) CX1S1S (219)
0 otherwise,

where JP(-) is the Jacobian of P(:) (see [26, Section 3.2.2]). Note that P : RY — R? is Lipschitz
continuous with ||P||Lip = | ¥k |lLip < C, which implies that for every (¢,t) € Hy pr x R,
0< Rew(g,t) <C. (2.20)
Moreover, by Rademacher’s theorem (see, e.g., 26, Theorem 3.2]), JP(Q 1/ (g), t) exists for H 1
Ll-ae. (q,t) € Hk,k’ x R.
With this notation in place, the following lemma gives a disintegration of the Lebesgue measure

restricted to 7~'ka w- An integral in R? can be performed by first integrating along each ray and
then summing over rays by integrating over the separating hyperplane.

Lemma 2.13. For any k € [K]|, k' € [K'] and any nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function
¢ : R —[0,00), we have

[ ewin= [ ant @) [ 1 s amOetat V@) Rt 221)
T Hy R

The next lemma shows that the marginals are balanced (induce the same mass) along each ray.
Lemma 2.14. For any k € [K], k' € [K'], the following holds. For H* '-a.e. ¢ € Hy s, we have

/R L(—p(g).a(q)) (0 f(a + V(@) Ry (g, t)dt = /R L (g).(a) (£)9(q + tV (@) Ry (g, t)dt.  (2.22)
In particular, for L%-a.e. zg € ﬂtk,k” if we set q to be the intersection point of T(z9) and Hy
(note that q € Hy s ), then (2.22) holds.

For future reference, we record the integrability of the log-distance to the ray end.
Lemma 2.15. We have

(2) log(a(x))da

f <c ' F(@) log(B(x))dz| < C,
T iy

and similarly for g instead of f.
Lastly, we also bound the left tail behavior of the distance to the ray end.

Lemma 2.16. For any s > 0, we have

LYz e T :alz) < s}) < Cs, Lz e T : B(x) < s}) <Cs.
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3 Properties of the Kantorovich potential and its transport rays

This section establishes differentiability properties of the Kantorovich potential u as well as con-
tinuity properties of the functions «, 8 which measure the distance of a point to the end of its
transport ray (Definition 2.4). We recall the functions V, F' which proxy for the first and second
derivatives of u (Definition 2.5). To state the results, we introduce the following sets capturing the
regularity of the functions «, 3,V in directions orthogonal to the transport ray containing z.

Definition 3.1. For any « € 7;" and ¢, > 0, we define
D(w;t,6) = {w € R : (w, V() = 0, ]| < t, max{ o + w) — a(@)], |8 +w) — B@)|} > 6},

D(a:t,6) == {w € RY: (1, V() = 0, ]l < t, max{lale + w) — a(2)], |8« + w) — B()]} < 6},
Wiait,6) = {w e BT : w, V(@) = 0, ]| < 1. [V(w + w) - Vi(x) - F(a)ul| > ot},
Wi(ast,6) == {w € RY: (w, V() = 0, |w]| < t, [V +w) = V() - F(x)w] < dt},

where the functions «, 3, V, F' are as in Definitions 2.4 and 2.5.

Intuitively, the set D’'(x;t,0) consists of the points in directions orthogonal to the transport
ray containing x where «, 8 are close to being continuous, and the set W' (x;t,0) consists of those
points where the first-order approximation V(z + w) = V(z) + F(z)w holds.

We also recall the standard notion of approximate continuity (see [26, Definition 1.29]). A
function ¢ : R4 — [—00,00) is said to be approzimately continuous at x € R? if for any § > 0,

i £ € Ba(a,0) s [o(w) = ()| = o)

=0.
t—0+ td

Our first theorem states two results. First, the distances « and [ to the ray ends are approx-
imately continuous at every interior point of a ray. The novelty here, which will be crucial in
subsequent proofs, is the validity at every point, rather than almost every point (which would be a
straightforward result). Second, the theorem establishes transverse approximate continuity in the
sense that the average is taken only over (d — 1)-dimensional balls orthogonal to the ray.

Theorem 3.2 (Continuity of a and 3). For L%-a.e. zg € T, the following holds for T = T(z):
for every x € int(T"), the functions o, B are approzimately continuous at x, and
M (D(x3t,9))

tl_1>%1+ s =0, forallé>0. (3.1)

The next theorem collects several key properties of the Kantorovich potential u and its (approx-
imate) derivatives at all points in the interior of a transport ray. Part (a) states the existence of the
approximate derivative F' of V' (corresponding to the second derivative of u) in the usual sense as
well as in the transverse sense. Part (b) derives a bound and Lipschitz regularity of F' along rays.
In addition, it contains two structural properties of F: orthogonality of its rows (and columns)
to the ray direction V, and the transformation formula (3.8) that will be crucial to derive (1.19).
Finally, (c) states the symmetry of F. (Symmetry will be derived as a by-product of the other
arguments as the applicability of standard results is not obvious.)

Theorem 3.3 (Properties of V and F). For L%-a.e. zy € T}, the following holds for T = T (z):

25



(a) For every x € int(T),

apV V(x) exists (hence F(x) = apV V (z)), (3.2)
tl_i)r(])nJr Hd_l(l/r_(f; £,9)) =0, foralld>D0. (3.3)
(b) For every x € int(T), A
1P@)l2 < e (3.4
F(z)V(z) = F(z)"V(z) = 0. (3.5)
For every z,z' € int(T),
e 1282 — /|
|F(z) — F(2)|]2 < min{a (@) o)} min{a (@) )] (3.6)
F(z") = (Ig— (2’ — 2, Vp)F(2)) F (). (3.7)
For every z, 2,z € int(T),
L — (2 — 20, Vi) F(2') = (Ig — (&' — 2, Vp)F(2')) (Ia — (& — 20, V) F(z)). (3.8)

(¢) For every x € int(T), F(z)" = F(z).
Remark 3.4. For ease of reference, we record the special case of (3.8) where zo = z':
(Ig— (@' — 2, V)F(2')) (Ta — (x — 2/, Vp)F(z)) =15 for all z, 2’ € int(T).

The last theorem is the approximate second-order expansion of u, making rigorous the heuris-
tic (1.8). It is a key ingredient for the proof of the variational lower bound in Section 4.

Theorem 3.5 (Second-order expansion of u). For L%-a.e. zy € T, the following holds for T =
T(z0): for every x € int(T),

HIT ({w e Op : Jw|| < ¢,

u(z 4+ w) — u(z) — 3w F(z)w| > 6t2})
td—1

lim
t—0t

=0, foralléd>D0.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proofs of the three theorems.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 3.2

For any transport ray T' € S, define A(T') to be the set of z € int(7') such that (3.1) holds. We
define &, 5 : R — R by
Blx) =

{a(m), ifx e 7T, ~ {5(%), if x €T, (3.9)

0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.

Since 7T is a Borel set and «, 8 are Borel measurable (see Definition 2.4), the functions &, B, 17(9)
are Borel measurable. Let A be the set of z € R? such that &, 3, 17, (-) are approximately continuous
at . By [26, Theorem 1.37], we have £4(R%\ A) = 0. Hence by Lemma 2.10, for L%-a.e. 29 € T,
T = T'(z9) satisfies

H(int(T) N (RN\A)) = HY(T N (RY\A)) = 0. (3.10)

In the following, we fix any 7' € S such that (3.10) holds.
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Step 1. We first show that int(7") N A C A(T), which by (3.10) implies that
H! (int(T)\A(T)) = 0. (3.11)

In the following, we consider any z € int(7) N A and § € (0, min{a(x), B(z),1}/100). As
&, 3, 17, (+) are approximately continuous at z, for any ¢ > 0, there exists ¢ty € (0,/10) depending
on x,4,d, such that for any t € (0, t),

£4(Ba(z, 2t) N (RN\TD)) < %5'#,

L (By(z,2t) N {y € R? : max{|a(y) — a(z)], |B(y) — Blx)|} > 6/2}) <
Consequently, noting (3.9), for any ¢ € (0,ty), we have
Ed(Bd(x, 2t) N {y € R : max{|a(y) — a(x)
< LYBy(z,2t) N {y € R : max{|a(y) — a(z)],
+ L4 By(x,2t) N (RN\T7)) < 8t

Below, we fix any t € (0,19) and take ¢ :== ¢+ Wt;ﬁ(x)} € [t, 2t] (note that t < ty < §/10). By

the above display, there exists s € [—t,t] such that

Hd—l({w € Op : |Jw|| < t,max{|a(z + sVp +w) — a(z)|,|8(x + sVp + w) — B(z)|} > 5/2})

< L'd(Bd(x,2t) N {y c R . max{|a(2yt) —a(x)],|8(y) — B(z)|} > 5/2}) < gL, (3.12)
Set 2’ := x + sV € int(T'). Note that
2" — x|l = |s] < t. (3.13)
As 5
maxe{|a(z’) — a(2)], |3(') ~ B} < |s| <+ < 3, (3.14)

by the above display and recalling Definition 3.1, we have HY~'(D(2';t,6)) < §'t?~1. Hence
HITY (D (2';1,6)) > H {w € Op : |Jw|| < t}) — 'td7?

(d-1)/2
= LY By_1(0,t)) — 8't41 = <F((d+1)/2) — 5’) a1, (3.15)

For any w € D'(z;t',20), ||w| <t <2t and
min{a(z + w), f(z + w)} > min{a(x), B(x)} — 26 > %min{a(x),ﬂ(m)} > 0. (3.16)

Note that this implies x + w € 7;*. Hence by Lemma 2.9, we have

8| w|| g 16t
min{a(z), 8(z)} ~ min{a(z), B(z)}

V2 =2V(z+w), V) = |V(z+w) —V(z)|] < < -, (3.17)

1
)

and V(x4 w), V) > (3.18)

1
2
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Now we define the mapping ¢ : D'(z;t',2§) — Op by setting

=z 11}—317’——<$_I/"/T> x+w
o(w) ==z + <V(x+w),VT>V( +w) (3.19)

for any w € D'(z;t',26). Note that for any w € D'(x;t',25), by (3.13), we have

min{a(z), 5()}
100 ’

(2" — =, V)|
(V(z+w), Vp)

(@' + p(w)) - (& + w)]| = <2fe/ —af <2 <5< (3.20)

hence by (3.16), min{a(x +w), B(z +w)} > |[(2’ + ¢(w)) — (x + w)||. Therefore, noting (3.19) and
the fact that p(w) € Or, we conclude that

7' + p(w) is the intersection of 2/ + Or and T'(z + w), for every w € D' (xz;t', 29). (3.21)
By the definition of D'(2/;t, ), for any w’ € D’'(2/;t, ), we have
min{o(z’ +w'), Bz’ + w)} = min{a(a’), B(a")} — 6

> min{a(z), B(x)} — ga > %min{a(z), B(z)} > 0, (3.22)

where we use (3.14) in the second inequality. Note that this implies 2/ +w" € 7;*. Hence by Lemma
2.9, (3.22), and the fact that min{a(2’), B(2’)} > min{a(x), 8(z)}/2 (by (3.14)), we have

8]|w’|| 8t 1
- " = ") - N < < < -
V2=V Vi) = IV ul) = VOO < S ey, 5 < mintata), A@) 5
(3.23)
and so ]
(V@ +u),Vr) = 5. (3.24)
Now we define v : D' (2/;¢,8) — Or by setting
’ / ’ <x/ -z, Vr) / /
= —_— —_— .2
Ppw') =2 +w -z <V(a:’+w’),VT>V(x +w') (3.25)
for any w’ € D'(a';t,0). Note that for any w’ € D'(2';¢,4), by (3.13), we have
. .
I+ o)) — (@ + )] = AT = o ) < 2t < 5 < D@L B@) o)

(V(z' +w'), Vp) 100

Hence by (3.22), min{a(z’ + '), B(z' + ')} > ||(z + Y (w')) — (2’ + w')||, and so z + ¥ (w’) is the
intersection of  + Or and T'(z' + w'). Using the fact that x, 2’ are on the same transport ray and
' +w',x +1p(w') are on the same transport ray, we obtain

max{la(z + ¥(w) — @), |8z + ) - A)])
< max{la(z’ +w') — aa)|, |8’ + ) — B} + [l @ + b(w) ~ @ + )] - [z — 2’|

1 e — 2/ [{V (@’ + o) — Vi, V)]
< —a'|||1 - =0 :
SOt lle =2l = ey vy =0T V(@ + ), Vi)
<AV ) = Vil = 6+ 26|V (@ + ') — V()]

2 2
<d—+ 16t <d+ 0 < 26,

- min{a(z), B(z)} — min{a(z), B(x)} ~
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where the second inequality follows from the fact that w’ € D'(a;¢,0) and the equality in (3.26),
and the first inequality in the last line uses (3.23). Moreover, using (3.25), we obtain

/
2V
¥ —x— (@' — 2, Vi) Vi(z'+w')

o (I < 'l + (V (2" +w'), Vr)

<t+

!/ VT>
/ _ V V _ <x x?
@ = VoV = v

)
(' —x, V) (@' =z, V)
V(e +w),Vp)y V(@ + '), Vr)
B 1 |{(z' — x, V)|
(V(z' +w'), Vp) (V(z' +w'), Vrp)
[(V (2" +w') = Vi, V)| V(2" + ') = Vr
(V(z' +w"), V) (V (2 +w'), V)

+ H V(' +w)

<t+ 2" —=z|||1

IV (2 +w') = Vi

<t+ |2’ — 2| + " — =]

N 32t2
min{a(z), 5(z)}

where the two inequalities in the last line use (3.13), (3.24), and (3.23). By the above two displays,
we have 1 (w') € D'(z;t',25). Consequently, by (3.21), 2’ + ¢(¢»(w’)) is the intersection of ' + Orp
and T(z + ¢p(w')) = T(2' + w') (as 2/ + w',x + ¥(w') are on the same transport ray), and so
w' = p(p(w')) € p(D'(x;t',20)). Therefore, we conclude that

<t+4t|V(a +0') = V|| =t +4t|V (2 + ') = V()| <t =t

D'(2';t,8) C (D' (z;t,26)). (3.27)
By (3.16) and Lemma 2.9, for any w,w’ € D/(z;t',26), we have

8

Hence
H V(z+w) V(z+w) ‘
Vie+w),Vr) (V(z+w),V;
H Vie+w) V(x+w H V(z+w') B V(z+w) ‘
V(iz4+w),Vp)y (V(iz+ V(z+w),Vr)y (V(z+w),Vr)
<HV (x +w) = V(z+u) ](V(a:—i—w V(z +w), Vr)|
- (V(x 4+ w), Vr) (V(z+w), Vp)(V(z+w'), Vp)

64
min{a(z), 5(z)

<8|V(z +w) - V(z+w)| < }Hw—w'\h

V(z 4+ w) V(z+w')

‘ V(z+w),Vr) (V(z+w), V)

where the second and third inequalities use (3.18). Consequently, by (3.19) and (3.13), we have
le(w) — e(w)]| <llw—w'|| + [{&" — 2, Vr)]
64t

\
min{e(z), 5(x)}

By Kirszbraun’s theorem (see, e.g., [27, Section 2.10.43]), there exists a Lipschitz mapping ¢ :

Or — Or such that p(w) = p(w) for all w € D'(x;t',20) and ||@||Lip < 1+ W. By [26,

< fw —w'l| +

lw — w'l].
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Theorem 2.8],

64t

d—1
Ty 0.

(3.28)

H (o (D (a5, 26)) = MO (B(D (', 25)) < (1 n

By (3.15), (3.27), and (3.28), we have

641t
min{a(x)

64t ~(d=1) m(d=1)/2 7\ ,d—1
<”min{a<x>,ﬁ<x>}> <r<<d+1>/2>5)t |

d—1)/2

HV(D! (w51, 26)) > <1 + >(dl)Hd_1(D’(a:’-t 5))
T , B(x)} o

Y

Hence

7l

HH(D(w;1,26)) < HOH(D(a; ', 26)) = L((d+1)/2)

(t/)d—l . Hd_l(D/(.’E; t/, 25))

A(d-1)/2

nd-1 _ 64¢ “@ml e pld-n/2 )1
SN CESOA <”min{a<x>,ﬁ<x>}> <r<<d+1>/2> ‘5)t |

As ¢’ > 0 can be arbitrarily small, by the above display, we get

lim HIY(D(w;t,20)) _
t—0+ td-1

Hence = € A(T). We conclude that int(7) N A C A(T), as desired.

Step 2. Next, we show that A(T) is a closed subset of int(7") under the subspace topology.

Let z, € A(T) for each n € N*, and suppose that =, — x for some x € int(7). Consider
any 0 € (0,min{a(x),5(z),1}/100) and &' € (0,9). Note that there exists ng € N* such that
|zn — x| < &' for all n > ng. Below we fix n > ng. As z,, € A(T), there exists ¢y € (0,6/10) such
that HI=Y(D(xp;t,0)) < 6't4! for all t € (0,ty). Following a similar argument as in Step 1 (with
x, playing the role of z’), we obtain that

HIY(D(x;t,20)) <HTY(D(;t",26))

o(d=1)/2 a1 645" —(d-1) (d=1)/2 N
S CESOAR <”min{a<x>,ﬁ<x>}> <r<<d+1>/2> 5>t !

where t" :=t + ﬁ% € [t,2t]. As ¢’ > 0 can be arbitrarily small, by the above display, we

get

d-1 )
i o (D(x3t,26))
t—0t td—1
Hence x € A(T). We conclude that A(T) is a closed subset of int(7") under the subspace topology.
By (3.11), int(T)\.A(T) is an open subset of int(7) (under the subspace topology) with zero H!
measure, which implies int(T)\A(T) = 0 and A(T") = int(T"). Therefore, for any z € int(T), (3.1)
holds.
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Step 3. Finally, we show that «, 5 are approximately continuous at every z € int(7").
Fix any = € int(T") and § € (0, min{a(z), 5(x),1}/100). From the result of Step 2, (3.1) holds
for z. Therefore, for any §' > 0, there exists to € (0,6/10) such that for all ¢ € (0, tp),

HITY(D(x;t,6)) < 8't?L (3.29)

Below we consider any ¢ € (0,ty). For any 2’ € int(7T") such that ||z’ —z|| < ¢, following a similar
argument as in Step 1 (with x playing the role of 2’ and 2’ playing the role of z), we can deduce
that

HIN(D(2';t,26))

(d—1)/2 (d-1) (d—1)/2
< _(¢)dl o (1 Lo ) <7r - 6’>td—1, (3.30)
I((d+1)/2) min{a(z), B(z)} I'((d+1)/2)
where ¢/ 1= t + —322___ Moreover, note that for any y € By(z,t) such that max{|a(y) —

min{a(z),8(x)}
a(x)],|8(y) — B(z)|} > 30, if y = 2’ + w (where 2’ € [x — tV(x),z + tV(x)] and w € Or), then

||lw| <t and

max{ja(e’ + w) — a2, |8 +w) - B(")]}
> max{la(y) - a(@)],|8(y) - A)]} - max{la(e’) - a(2)], |3(') - B(x)|}
> max{|a(y) — a(@)], |8(y) — B)|} —t > 30—t > 26. (3.31)

By (3.30) and (3.31), we have
£4(By(w,t) 0 {y € R": max{la(y) - a(z)], |8(y) ~ )]} > 3})

< HITND(a';t,28))dH («))

/[a:—tV(m),z—&-tV(zr)}

pld=1)/2 N1 64t ~@0 o gld-1)/2 YAV AST
S”(r«dﬂ)/m(” (”rnin{a(x),ﬁ(x)}) <r<<d+1>/2> ‘5>t |

Taking ¢t — 07, and then taking & — 07, we obtain that

o LBl 0 {y € BY max{lofy) 0w, 18() ~ B} > 3))
t—0+ td

Hence «, 8 are approximately continuous at x.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 3.3(a)—(b)
We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For any x € T;*, if apV V (z) exists and o, B are approzimately continuous at x, then
F(z)V(z) =0.

Proof. Let = € T;* be such that apV V(x) exists and «, 5 are approximately continuous at z. Fix
an arbitrary 0y € (0,1), and for any ¢ > 0 set

Usor :={z+sV(@)+w:t/2<s<t,we OV (x)), |w| < dot}.
Note that
Usot © Ba(,2t),  LNUsy) = cat?, (3.32)
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where ¢5, > 0 depends only on dy, d.

Now consider any § € (0, min{a(x), 5(z),1}/10). As apV V(z) exists (note that this implies
apV V(z) = F(z); see Definition 2.5) and «, 5 are approximately continuous at x, there exists
to € (0,6/10), such that for any ¢ € (0,y), we have

£4(Ba(,2t) N {y € R : max{la(y) — a(@)], [B(y) — B(2)[} = 5}) < esot?/4,

£ (Baa,26) 0 {y € R ¢ [V(y) - V(w) — Fla)(y - 0)|| > lly — ]} }) < esyt/4.

Below we fix any t € (0,%). By the above three displays, there exists yo = x + soV (x) + wo € Us, 4
(where t/2 < 5o <'t, wyp € O(V(x)), and |Jwo|| < dot) such that

max{|a(yo) — a(z)],[B8(yo) — B(@)[} <6, [V(yo) = V(x) — F(z)(yo — )|l < llyo —z[. (3.33)

As 0 < min{a(z),B(x),1}/10, (3.33) implies that min{a(yo), B(yo)} > min{«a(x),B(z)}/2 > 0,
and in particular, yo € 7;". Moreover, from sp < t < ¢y < §/10 < min{a(z), 8(x)}/100, we get
x4+ sV (x) € int(T(x)), and so V(z + soV(z)) = V(x) and

minfa(2), ()}

min{a(x + soV (z)), B(z + soV(x))} > min{a(z), B(z)} — so > 5

Hence by Lemma 2.9, we have

ol < =0
min{a(z), f(x)} " minfa(w), A2)}
By (3.33) and (3.34), noting that yo € By(z,2t) (by (3.32)), we have

1E (@) (yo — )| <[V (yo) = V(z) = F(z)(yo — )| + [[V(y0) = V(@)

8ot 8dot
<dllyo ==l + e 3@ = P mimfa) @]

1V (o) = V)l = [[V(yo) = V(z + soV ()] < (3.34)

Now note that
[1F(@)(yo — z)|| = [[F(x)(soV (2) + wo)|| = soll F'(z)V (@)]| — [ F(@)wol|

2%“F{@VK$H|—5MHFCWH%

where we recall that so > t/2 and ||wg|| < dot. Combining the above two displays, we obtain

1609
1@V @] < 260l F@)2+ 46 + e e
Therefore, taking first § — 07 and then dy — 0T, we conclude that F(z)V(z) = 0. O
Proof of Theorem 3.3(a)-(b). For any T' € S, we define
B(T) := {z € int(T) : (3.3) holds}. (3.35)

Let B be the set of € RY such that apV V (z) exists. Note that £¢(7;*\B) = 0 (see Definition 2.5).
By Lemma 2.10, for £%a.e. 29 € T;*, T = T(2) satisfies

H(int(T) N (R\B)) = HY(T'n (7T;°\B)) = 0. (3.36)

In the following, we consider any T € S such that (3.36) and the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 hold.
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Step 1. In this step, we will show that int(7") N B C B(T'), which by (3.36) implies that
H (int(T)\B(T)) = 0. (3.37)
In the following, we consider any
zeint(T)NB, ¢ € (0,min{a(z),s(x),1}/10). (3.38)

Since apV V (x) exists, we have apV V(z) = F(x), and for any ¢’ > 0, there exists ¢ty € (0,0/10)
such that for all ¢ € (0, tp),

L{y eR?: lly —z| <24, |[V(y) = V(&) = F(x)(y — 2)|| = dlly —«[|/10}) < 8"t

Below we fix any ¢t € (0,%9). By the above display and the fact that /s? + [|w]|? < 2t for any
s € [—t,t] and w € O with ||w|| < ¢, there exists s € [—t, ] such that

H ({w e O : wl| < t,|V(z + sVr +w) — V(z) — F(2)(sVr +w)| > 6t/5})
<HT ({w € Op: Jwl| <, |V (2 + sV +w) = V(x) — Fz)(sVr +w)|| = 6v/s* + [[w]|?/10})

LMy e RY: ly — =) <2t [V(y) = V(w) = F@)(y — )| > dlly — =[|/10})

< 51 .
> < (3.39)

Fix such an s € [—t,t], and set 2’ := x + sVp. As the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 holds for 7" and
x € int(T), the functions o and [ are approximately continuous at x. Moreover, since x € B, we
have that apV V(z) exists. Hence by Lemma 3.6, we have F(x)Vr = F(xz)V(z) = 0. Using this
and (3.39), we obtain

HT ({w e Op : |Jw| <t, V(2 +w) = V(z) — F(z)w| > dt/5}) < &t (3.40)
Below, we denote
&:={weOor:|uvw|<t|V(E@ +w)—V(z)— F(z)w| < dt/5}. (3.41)
Note that for any w € D'(x;t,0) (recall Definition 3.1), it follows from (3.38) that
min{a(z + w), f(z + w)} > min{a(z), B(x)} — 6 > min{«a(x), B(z)}/2 > 0. (3.42)
In particular, x +w € 7;*. Hence by Lemma 2.9, we have

8 &8t
min{a(@), f@] 1 = mnfe@), 5@) = 5 (3.43)

where the last inequality uses the fact that ¢ < top < §/10 < min{a(x), 8(x)}/100. Consequently,

—_

V(2 +w) = V(z)] <

[(V(z+w), Vr) = 1| = [(V(z +w) = V(z),V(2))|
8 8t

=Vt =Vl et a1 = mnfa(), 5@ 40
8t 4
(V(z+w),Vp)>1-— min{a(2). B@)] > £ > 0. (3.45)
Now for any w € D'(z;t,6), we define
pw)=z+w—2a"— z =2’ Vi) V(z 4+ w) € Or. (3.46)

(V(zx 4+ w), Vp)
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Note that for any w € D'(x;t,6), we have 2’ + p(w) € L(x + w). Moreover, by (3.45), we have

o= VOl s 5
Vit w),vg)] = 2 el <2<

@'+ pw)) — (o +w)l = .

Hence by (3.42) and (3.38), we have
min{a(z +w), Bz +w)} > min{a(z), B(z)} =8> 96 > (@' + p(w)) — (z+w),  (3.47)

and so 2’ + ¢(w) € int(T(x + w)). Moreover, by (3.43)—(3.46), we have

lotw) = ul = (o - V@) V(a) - I v o)
VO~ v V|

1((V ($+w) V(z )>—1)V( ) — (V(z+w) = V()|
(V(z+w), V()

<2z =2 ((V (2 +w), V(@) = 1] +[[V(z +w) = V(z)])

32|z — 2| 32t

=z — 2|

< it s S mta @y (3.48)
Take
;L 32t -1
t“‘@*mmmwmmﬁ & (3.49)

By (3.48) and the definition of D'(x;t',0), for any w € D'(x;t',9) C D'(x;t,0), we have

39t 32t o
et < (1+ e ot < (1 ety =

max{|a(z’ + p(w)) — a(z')],|B(z" + p(w)) — B(a")|}

< max{la(z + w) — a(z)|,|B(z + w) — B(2)[} + [ (2" + o(w)) — (z + w)|| — [z — /|
32t ol <6+ 3212

min{a(z), 8(x)} - min{a(z), B(x)}

<6+ [lp(w) — wl <5+ <95,

Hence we have
o(w) € D'(a';t,20), for every w € D'(z;t,9). (3.50)
For any w € D'(z;t',4), if p(w) € & (see (3.41)), then using the fact that V(z + w) = V (2’ +
o(w)) (as ' + p(w) € int(T(x + w))) and (3.48), we obtain

V(@ +w) = V(z) - Flz)w| = V(@' + ¢(w)) - V(z) — F(z)w]|
<[V +p(w) = V(z) = F(z)p(w)| + [|F(z)(¢(w) — w)|
5t 32t 5t 32t2||F(z)]|2
< — F(x .
=5 " minfa(e) p@y T OIS S @), 86
Hence, for ¢ sufficiently small (depending on z and ¢), which we assume for the rest of the proof,
for any w € D'(z;t',6) such that p(w) € &, we have ||V (z +w) — V(x) — F(z)w|| < dt. Therefore,
recalling Definition 3.1, we obtain

{w e D'(z;t,8) : p(w) € & S W' (2;¢,9),
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and so

W(xz;t,8) ={w € O : ||w| < t}\W(x;t,6)
C{weOr ¢ <|w| <t}U ({w € O : [Jw]| < I\W (;t,6))

C{w e Op : ' < |Jw|| <t}UD(x;t',8) U{w € D'(x;¢,8) : p(w) ¢ &} (3.51)

We now proceed to bound H ! ({w € D'(z;t,6) : p(w) & &}). For any w' € D'(2;t,26), we
define , -

pw') =2 +w —x— (@ =z, Vi) V(2 +w') € Op. (3.52)

(V(z"+w'),Vr)

For any w’ € D'(z2';t,26), using the definition of D’(2';¢,25) and the fact that min{a(z’), 5(z')} >
min{a(z), 5(z)} — ¢, we obtain

1
minfa(e’+'), B +u')} > min{o(x'), 8(a')} 26 > minfa(x), B(x)} 125 >  minfo(z), 6(x)}.
(3.53)
where the last inequality uses (3.38) and the fact that ¢ < ¢ty < §/10. Using (3.53) and arguing
similarly as in (3.43)—(3.47), we obtain that for any w’ € D'(a/;t,24),

(V' +w'), V) > =

3 x+ (') € int(T(2' +w')). (3.54)

Moreover, for any w € D'(x;t',0), noting (3.50), we have 1(p(w)) = w. Hence by (3.50), for any
w € D'(z;t',0) such that p(w) ¢ &, we have w = ¥(p(w)) € ¥(D'(2/;t,26)\&), and so

{weD(x;t,68) : p(w) ¢ &} CY(D'(2';t,26)\&). (3.55)
For any w}, w), € D'(2';t,25), by Lemma 2.9 and (3.53), we have
8

/ o ! I < T .
Consequently, using (3.54), we obtain
H V(a' + w1 V(2" 4+ wh) ‘
Ve +w)), V) (V(a' + wh), Vr)

H V(2" + w1 Vi(z' + w2 H Vi(z' + w2 V(z' + wh)
V(' +wi), V) V(@' +wy), V(' +w)),Vr) V(& +uwb), Vr)
WG wy) -V +wy)l |<V(93 +wy) = V(' +w), Vr)

ST V@ DV V), V(@ up), Vi)
<8IV + uh) ~ VI )] € e — (357)

and so

V(' +w) V(@ +wy)
(V(z"+w)), Vp) (V(a! +wh), Vr)

leb(wh) — b(wd) || < llwy —wy|l + [(2" — , V)|

|
<1+ ety ) 1ot ) (359
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By Kirszbraun’s theorem, there exists a Lipschitz mapping ¢ : Op — O such that ¥(w') = ¢ (w')

for all w' € D'(2/;t,25) and ||¢]|Lyp < 1+ W. Hence by (3.55) and [26, Theorem 2.8], we
have
H ({w e D' (a;t,6) t p(w) ¢ 6}) < HTH (D' (231,26)\&)) = HOH (@ (D' (231, 26)\&))

64t d L ., 64t G i
<(1+ Hﬁn{04x),ﬁ(x)}> WP 200 < (1 ety ) e @9

where the last inequality uses H4™(D/(2/;¢,26)\&) < H ({w € Op : |lw|| < t}H\E) < §"t%T (see
(3.40) and (3.41)).
By (3.51) and (3.59), we have (recall (3.49))

HEYW(x5t,0)) < del({weoT‘t’<\|wH<t}) HEYD(x; 1, 0))

e D) o £ )
(d=1)/2 32t TN
SHM+W®@‘O+mmmmM@Q )

d—1 ot 64t -1 1, d—1
tH ”XJ””+G+mmmmme o

Hence by Theorem 3.2, we have

HI (W (a3t,0))

lim su <4
t—>0+p =1 B
As ¢ > 0 can be arbitrarily small, we have
d—1
i, 0
i V)
t—0+ d-1

Hence z € B(T). We conclude that int(T") N B C B(T).

Step 2. In this step, we show that for any x € int(7") such that both (3.2) and (3.3) hold,

4
min{o(z), B(z)}
Fix any x € int(7T) such that both (3.2) and (3.3) hold. By (3.1) and (3.3), for any § > 0,

[F(@)]2 < (3.60)

HI7 ({w € Or : |Jw|| < t,max{|a(z + w) — a(z)|, |B(z + w) — B(z)|} > §})
td—l

lim =0,

t—0t

HIT {w € Or : Jw|| < ¢, |V (2 +w) — V(z) — F(z)w| > 6t}) _
$d—1

lim

t—0t
Below, we fix any wy € Op with ||wg|| = 1 and any ¢ € (0, min{a(z), 3(x),1}/10). By the above
two displays, there exist (£,)72; € (0,1) and (wy)52; € Or such that as n — oo,

tn =0, (1= 08)tn < lwnl < tn, — wo, (3.61)

[lwnll nH
max{|a(z +wn) — a(z)], [z +wn) — Bx)]} <6, (3.62)

36



V(x4 wy) — V(z) — F(z)w,| < 6ty. (3.63)
By (3.62), we have

min{a(z + wy), B(x + wy)} > min{a(z), (z)} — 6 > 0.

Hence by Lemma 2.9,

4

IV (z+wn) — V()] < min{a(z), B(z)} — 0

[[wn - (3.64)

Combining (3.61), (3.63), and (3.64), we obtain

IF@nl < el < (o o
Hence
”F(”“")“’O”SHF( \wnu‘JrH (]wnH )H
4
§<mMM@ﬁ@H %\N+H Dl o = 0]

4 1 )
S min{a(2), 8@} -0 1-0 " 1-5" HF(x)HQHywnH - on. (3.65)

First taking n — oo, and then taking 6 — 0, we obtain that for any wg € Or such that ||w|| = 1,
4
min{a(z), B(z)}

By Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.6, we have F(z)V(z) = 0 (note that (3.2) holds). Hence for any
w € R such that ||w| = 1, we have || F(z)w]| < m, and so

1 (x)wol| <

Step 3. In this step, we show that for any z, 2" € int(7) such that (3.2) and (3.3) hold, we have

2 — o 128z — 2/||
1F(@) = F@)llz < e 30 tmin{a (@), )} (3.66)
F(a') = (Ig— (2’ — 2, V) F (') F (). (3.67)
In the following, we fix any z, 2’ € int(T) such that (3.2) and (3.3) hold. We also fix
min{a(z), B(z), a(a’), B(2"), 1}
o€ (0’ 100 max{ ||z — 2'[|, 1} ) (3.68)

and assume that t € (0,53/10).
For any w € D'(x;t,0), define p(w) as in (3.46). Arguing similarly as in (3.42)-(3.45) and
(3.48), we obtain

IV +w) - V)l < :

min{a(x), ,B(x)} Hw”7 <V<1‘ + w) VT>
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32|z — [ ||w] 32|z — ||t
min{a(z), B(x)} ~ min{a(z), 5(z)}
where the last inequality in (3.70) follows from (3.68):

[+ (w))— (z+w) [ llz—2"ll] < [lp(w)—w|| <

<6, (3.70)

sle ot Be—of| 5 e minfal).8@) o
min{a(z), 5(z)} ~ min{a(z),S(z)} 10 — min{a(z),S(z)} 100max{|jz —2/||,1} 10

IN

0.

By (3.46), we have ((z' + ¢(w)) — (z + w),V(z + w)) = %, since (V(z +w), V) > 0 (by

(3.69)), (2’ +p(w)) — (x+w), V(z+w)) has the same sign as (x' —x, V). Hence by the definition
of D'(x;t,6) and (3.70), we have
min {a(z +w) — (2" + p(w)) = (z +w), V(z +w)), Bz +w) + (@ + p(w)) — (z +w),V(z +w))}
> min{a(z) — 0 — (z' —x,Vr), B(x) — 6 + (¢ — z, V) }
— (@ + p(w)) — (z 4+ w), V(z+w)) — (&' — =z, V)|
= min{a(z'), B(z')} = & — [[[(2" + p(w)) — (z + w)|| — [l — 2'[|| = min{a(z’), B(z")} =26 >0,  (3.71)

and so
'+ ¢(w) € int(T(x + w)). (3.72)
Moreover, by the definition of D'(z;t,d) and (3.70), we have

max{|a(z’ + p(w)) — a(@)], [z’ + ¢(w)) — B[}
< max{|a(z +w) — a(x)|,|B(z + w) — B(z)|} + H|($/ +o(w)) — (x+w)|| — ||z — x,H’ < 26,

(3.73)
o)l < il + lotw) ~ vl < (14 e =2l e (3.74)
Below, we denote i i
32||x —
M= 1t T (3.75)
By (3.73) and (3.74),
o(w) € D'(a'; Mt,25), for any w € D'(z;t,9). (3.76)
Moreover, for any w € D'(x;t,9), as ||V (z + w)| = ||V (z)| = 1, we have
|V (z+w)—V(z)]*=2-2(V(z+w),V(z)).
Hence by (3.69), we have
(V(z+w),V(z)) <[[V(z+w)l|V(z)] =1,
V(e +w) V) =1— Vetw) - VEPs1- 2l 1 (3.77)
’ 2 — (min{a(z),B(2)})? T 2
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where the last inequality uses ||w| <t < §/10 < min{«a(x), 5(z)}/100. Therefore, by (3.46),

lo(w) — w + (& — o/, V(@) Fla)u]
= x—$/_ <$_x/ V( )> X w x—$/ X T |w
_ ) V@ ) + (o - o V@) Flo) H

:|<x_x’,v(x)>}HV

B V(z 4+ w)
(V(z+w),V(z))

<o - x'u(nw:c) ~ V(e +w)+ Flayu] + ]1 -

+ F(x)wH

1

(V(z +w), V(z))
<|lz = 2| (|V(2) = V(z +w) + F(z)w|| + 2(V (2 + w), V(z)) — 1|)

)

w2
<l 211V~ Ve )+ Pl + e S,

(min{a(z
Now for any w' € D'(z'; Mt,26), define ¢(w’) as in (3.52). As
min{a(z’ + '), (z' + w')} > min{a(z'), B(z")} — 26 > min{a(z’), B(z")}/2,
by Lemma 2.9, we have

SMt
min{a(z’), B(z')}

V(' +u) - V()| < 5

= minfa(@) A@) |

< 8 < N 32|z — 2| >.53<1
~ min{a(z'), B(x')} min{a(x),8(z)} /) 10 = 5’

where the last two inequalities use (3.75) and (3.68), respectively. Consequently,

(V" +w), V(2) =1 = [(V(' +w) = V(2), V()| < [V(E + ') = V(@) <

ot =

By the above two displays, noting (3.68), we have

(@ + ) = (@ + )| = llz = 2| < [l (w’) — ']
(@' — 2, V()
V(@' +w'), V(a))

V(2 +w')
V(@' +w'), V("))
[V (2" + '), V(2)) = YV () = (V(2' + w') = V()|
V(@' +w), V("))
<2l — 2| ([(V (@ + ), V(@) = 1+ V(" + ') = V(2)])

<||{(z' — 2, V(2)V(z') — Viz' +w')

V(z') —

=z — 2|

<o~V +w) - Vel < ATy < IS
sle—of| (,, Sle-a] ) &
< minfa(@), B} (1 min{a(xm(x)}) 0=

Therefore, arguing similarly as in (3.71), we obtain

z+ (') € int(T(x" +w')), for any w' € D'(2'; Mt,26).
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Consequently, noting (3.76), we have
P(p(w)) =w, for any w € D'(x;t,6). (3.80)
We now define
G (x,a';t,6) == {w € D'(x;t,8) "W (x;t,6) : p(w) ¢ W' (2'; Mt,20)}, (3.81)
where M is as in (3.75). By (3.76) and (3.80), we have

G (x,2';t,6) ={w € D'(z;t,0) N W' (2;t,6) : p(w) € D'(a; Mt,26)\W'(z'; Mt,26) }
Cy(D'(2; Mt,26)\W' (/s Mt, 26)). (3.82)

Arguing similarly as in (3.56)—(3.58), we obtain v is (1—1—%)&1}%&1‘52 on D (z'; Mt, 26).

By Kirszbraun’s theorem, there exists a Lipschitz mapping ¢ : Or — O such that ¥ (w’) = ¢ (w')

for all w' € D'('; Mt,26) and [[Lip < 1+ marergiry- Hence by (3.82) and [26, Theorem 2.8],

HENG (x,2'5,0)) <HH (D' (a'; Mt, 26)\W' (¢; M, 26)))
< (1+ 64|z — 2|
- min{a(z'), B(z

64z — 'l N\ as e
§<1+min{a(aj’),ﬁ(:c’)}) HH(W(a'; Mt, 26)). (3.83)

M > d_lHd—l (D' (x'; M, 25)\W' (2'; M, 26))

Define
G (,2';t,0) = {w € D'(x;t,6) N W (;t,8) : p(w) € D'(2; Mt,26) N W' (a'; Mt,25)}.  (3.84)
By (3.76) and (3.81), we have

G (z,2';t,6) ={w € D'(x;t,6) N W' (2;¢,6) : p(w) € W (a'; Mt,26)}
= (D'(x;t,6) "W (x5, 6))\Z (2,25 t,0)
={w € Op : ||w|| < t}\(D(x;t,6) UW(z;t,8) UY (x,2';t,0)).

Hence by (3.83),

HT ({w € Op :« ||w]| < t})
>HENG (@, 45 t,6))
>H ({w € Or : Jw|| < 8}) = HTH(D(w;1,6) = HT W (;8,6)) = HH (G (2,231, 6))
>H ({w € O : Jw|| < t}) = HTH(D(;,6) = H (W (w51, 6))

. 64z — 2’| -t d—1 oy
(1 S se) 0w )

As the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 holds for 7" and (3.2)—(3.3) hold for z and ', we have

d—1 . d—1 . d—1 /.
po D@ e) L T W@t 8) L H (s M, 29))

= 0.
t—0T d-1 t—0T td—1 t—0T a1
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Combining the above two displays, we get

d—1 / /'t 5 d—1 : < t (d—l)/2
t—0+ td—1 t—0+ td—1 I'((d+1)/2)
By (3.85), for any wg € Or with ||wg|| = 1, there exist (¢,)22; C (0,1) and (wy,)52; € Or such
that w, € 4'(x,2';t,,d) for every n € N* and, as n — oo,

Wn

[

tn =0, tn/2 <|wyl| <tn, — Wp. (3.86)

In what follows, we assume n is sufficiently large so that t, < 63/10. As w, € D'(z;t,,d) N
W' (z;ty,,0) and p(wy,) € W (z'; Mt,,26), by (3.70) and (3.78), we have

32|z — a'|[[|wa|

lp(wy) — wy || < min{a(@). B@)} (3.87)
le(wn) = wn + (z — ', V() F(z)wy |
z—a z)—=V(z+w x)w 64 wn
<l = (V) = Vi wn) + Pl + 2ol
» 64
<=0+ ey ) (8.3
V(x4 wy) — V(x) — F(x)w,|| < dtp, (3.89)
V(@ + p(wn)) = V(a') = F@")p(wn)|| < 2Mot. (3.90)
By (3.72), we have
Vi(x +wy) = V(2 + o(wy,)). (3.91)
By (3.89)—(3.91) and the fact that V(z) = V(2), we have
| F(x)w, — F(z")o(w,)| < (2M + 1)6t,. (3.92)
Using (3.92), (3.86), and (3.87), we obtain that
[(t0) = Pl < VPl = PO holun)] + VP o) o)
[[wnl[ T [[wn]|
128||x — /||
S2EM A0 a@), B huinda(@), B} (3.93)
where the last inequality uses (3.60). Moreover, by (3.92), (3.86), and (3.88), we have
|(F@) = P) (1 - (&~ 2/, V(@) F(2))) ”%” |
_ F@wn = F(@)p(wa) || + [|F) (o(wn) = (T = (& = 2, V(@) F(z))wn) |
B [[wn|
<2(2M +1)0 + w . Hcp(wn) - (Ig— (z— 2/, V(az)}F(x))wnH
/ _ 64wy ||
<2(2M +1)0 + || F(2')||2||= [ (25 + (min{a(z). ﬁ($)})2> (3.94)
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In (3.93), taking n — oo, and then taking § — 0T, we obtain that for any wy € Or such that
[woll =1,
| < 128||x — /||
min{a(z), 3(x)} min{a(a’), B(z")}
By Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.6, we have F(x)V (z) = F(2')V(2') = 0, and so (F(x)—F(z2'))V(z) =
0 (note that V(z) = V(2)). Hence

3
&
|
T
—
R\
g
s

|

In (3.94), taking n — oo, we get
|(F(z) = F(a")(Iq — (z — ',V (2))F(2)))wo|| < 2(2M + 1) + 2| F(2')]|2]|z — 2’||4.
Taking § — 0T, we obtain that for any wy € Op with |lwo| = 1,
(F(z) = F(z')(Iq — (z — 2/, V(2))F(z)))wo = 0.
By Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.6, we have F(z)V(xz) = F(2')V(z) = 0. Hence
(F(z) = F(a")(Ig— (z — 2/, V(2))F(2)))V(2) = F(2)V(z) — F(2')V(z) = 0.

Therefore,
F(z) = F(z')(Ia — (z — 2', V(2)) F(2)),

and so
F(a') = (I — (2’ — 2, V) F(2')) F ().

Step 4. In this step, we will show that for any = € int(T), if for some Fy € R¥*? with FyVp = 0,
, HIT {w € O : Jw|| < 4, ||V (2 +w) — V(z) — Fyw|| > 6t})
im
t—0t+ td—1
holds for all § > 0, then apV V (z) exists and apV V(z) = F(x) = Fp.

In the following, we fix any § € (0, min{«(z), 5(z),1}/20). By (3.95), for any ¢ > 0, there
exists to € (0,9/10) such that for any ¢t € (0,¢9), we have

=0 (3.95)

HT ({w e Or : |Jw| <t,|V(z +w) — V(z) — Fyw|| > 5t/5}) < &'t (3.96)

Below, we consider any ¢ € (0,%9) and any z’ € int(T) such that ||2’ — z|| < ¢. Note that

min{a(z’), B(2')} > min{a(z), B(x)} —t > % min{a(x), 8(z)}, (3.97)

where the last inequality uses ¢t < typ < ¢ < min{«a(x), 5(x)}/20. Arguing similarly as in Step 1
(with z playing the role of 2/, 2’ playing the role of z, and Fy playing the role of F(x)) and using
(3.97), we obtain that for ¢ sufficiently small (depending on z, 4, d’, Fy),

HT {w € Op : |Jw|| < ||V (2 +w) — V(2') — Fow|| > 6t})

= M (1 - (1 * min{a?jf,m:c)}>_(d_1)>td_1

d-1 /. 70¢ L
+HEND( 1, 5)) + <1+ min{a(x)’ﬁ(m)}) 51, (3.98)
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Moreover, we have

H ({w € O+ wll < 4, |[V(@' + w) = V(') = Fowl| > V3||wl|})
<HT ({w € Or+ Jw| < Vot}) + 1 ({w € Or : [wl| <t |V (2" +w) — V(a') - Fowl| > 6t})

A(d-1)/2

__ T s(d-1)/24d—1 d—1 ) < / _ no_
rarn’ o AHT ({weOrwl <t V(' +w) = V(') = Fowl > 6t}).

(3.99)

Now note that for any y € Bg(x,t) such that |V (y) — V(z) — Fo(y — 2)|| > Vo|ly — =|, if
y =12’ +w (where 2’ € [x —tV(z),z + tV(z)] and w € Or), then ||w|| < |y — x| <t and

V(2" +w) = V() — Fow|| =[|V(2' + w) — V(z) — Fo(z' — 2 + w)|
=V(y) = V(2) = Foly — )| > Vlly — |l > V3|wl,  (3.100)
where the first equality uses FyV (z) = FoVr = 0. Combining (3.98)—(3.100), we obtain
£({y € Ba(z.t) : [|V(y) = V(2) = Foly — )l > Vlly — «||})

<

/ Hd_l({w € Op: |w|| <4, |V(2 +w)—V(z") — Fow| > \/SHwH})dHl(a:')
[x—tV (z),z+tV (z)]

or(d-1)/2 - a1
(d=1)/2,d
RCESY R “(“ min{a<x>,ﬂ<x>}>

o(d—1)/2 35¢ —=hyN
+ P((d+1)/2)<1 B (1 * min{a(a:),ﬁ(a:)}) )t

+ / HIZY(D(2';t,6))dH (o). (3.101)
[x—tV (z),z+tV (z)]

< 5t

For any y € R such that y = 2’/ + w with 2’ € [x — tV(z),z + tV(2)] and w € D(a';t,6), we
have [lw| <t, ||y — z| < v2t, and

max{|a(y) — a(z)|,|8(y) — B(2)[} = max{|a(z’ + w) — a(z)],[B(z" + w) — B(z)|}
> max{|a(z +w) — a(2)],[B(=" +w) - B@")|} —t > -t > g-
Hence we have

/ HIN(D (! ,6))dH (o)
[x—tV (z),z+tV (x)]

=L'({yeR":y=a'+w,2’ € [z —tV(x),z+1tV(2)],w € D(z';1,0)})
< L({y € Ba(x,V2t) : max{la(y) — a()|,[8(y) - B(=)[} = 6/2}). (3.102)

Since the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 holds for T, o and 3 are approximately continuous at x, hence

L4 ({y € Ba(x, v2t) : max{|a(y) — a(z)],|8(y) — B(=)[} > §/2})

Jlim, _ =0. (3.103)
By (3.102) and (3.103), we have
lim t_d/ HIYD(2';t,0))dH  (2) = 0. (3.104)
t—0*t [x—tV (z),a+tV (z)]
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By (3.101) and (3.104), taking first ¢ — 0" and then ¢’ — 0T, we obtain

or(d—=1)/2
timsupt=L%({y € Ba(w,) : [[V(y) - V(@) - Foly — )| > Vlly - 2l]}) < — 5D/2

10+ I((d+1)/2)
Hence for any dp > 0, when § € (0,62), we have

timsup t~L%({y € Ba(e.1) : [V(y) = V(2) — Foly — )] > solly — ] })

t—0t

< limsup =2 ({y € Ba(a.1) : |[V(y) = V(@) ~ Foly — 2)|| > V5lly — al]})
t—0
orld-D/2 2

<————0
“I((d+1)/2)
Taking § — 0T, we obtain that

lim ¢~7L7({y € Ba(z.t) : |V(y) = V(&) = Foly — )| > dolly — ] }) = 0.

t—0t

Hence apV V (z) exists and apV V (z) = F(z) = Fp.

Step 5. In this step, we will show that B(T') (recall (3.35)) is a closed subset of int(7") under the
subspace topology.

Suppose that (z,)72; C B(T), « € int(T), and x,, — x as n — oo. For any n € N*, if apV V()
does not exist, then F'(z,) = 0 by Definition 2.5, and so F(x,,)Vr = 0; since x,, € B(T"), (3.3) holds
for x,, and the result of Step 4 implies that apV V(x,,) exists, which is a contradiction. Therefore,
for every n € N*, apV V (z,,) exists and apV V(z,) = F(z,). By (3.66), {F(zy,)}2, is a Cauchy
sequence, hence F' () = limp 00 F'(zy,) exists.

Consider any 0 € (0, min{«a(x), 8(x),1}/50), and take ¢’ € (0,0/10) sufficiently small. There
exists ng € N*, such that for all n > ng, ||z, — z|| < & and ||F(x,) — F(z)||2 < §'. Below we fix
n > ng. As z, € B(T), there exists to € (0,6/10) such that for all t € (0,t), HI™ (W (zn;t,d)) <
§'t?=1. Following a similar argument as in Step 1 (with x, playing the role of '), we can deduce
that for ¢ € (0,t),

’Hd_l({w € Or: ||lw|| <t |V(z+w)—V(z) — F(z)w|| > 26t})

(d—1)/2 / —(d-1)
e (- ) )
D((d+1)/2) min{a(z), B(z)}
640’ -1
min{a(z), ﬁ(rv)}>
As the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 holds for T', we have
d—1 .
L KN (D@t 0))
t—0+ td-1

+ 1Y D (x5 t,0)) + (1 + 5'td=1t, (3.105)

=0. (3.106)

By (3.105) and (3.106), we have

H ({w € Or « |lw]| <t ||V (2 +w) = V() - F(a)w|| > 20t})
td—1

lim sup
t—0+

= W (1 - <1 * min{aﬁiﬂ(@})_(d_D) * <1 N min{cf(g: 5<x>}>d_15/'
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Taking &' — 01, we obtain that

o M ({w € Or: flull <4 V(@ + w) = Viw) - Fla)ul] > 25t})

Jim, p =0. (3.107)

For every n € N* using Lemma 3.6 and noting the fact that apV V(x,) exists and «a, 8 are
approximately continuous at x,, (since the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 holds for T'), we obtain that
F(x,)Vr = 0. As F(x) = lim, ;00 F(z,,), we have F(z)Vy = 0. Consequently, using (3.107) and
the result of Step 4, we conclude that apV V (z) exists and apV V(z) = F(z) = F(x). Using this
and noting (3.107), we conclude that (3.3) holds for z, and so « € B(T). Therefore, B(T) is a
closed subset of int(7") under the subspace topology.

Step 6. Using the results from Steps 1 and 5, we conclude that int(7)\B(T') is an open subset
of int(T") (under the subspace topology) with zero H! measure. Hence int(T)\B(T) =  and
B(T) = int(T'). Noting (3.35), we conclude that for every x € int(T), (3.3) holds.

Now for any x € int(T), if apV V (z) does not exist, then F'(z) = 0 by Definition 2.5, and so
F(z)Vr = 0; as (3.3) holds for x, the result of Step 4 implies that apV V(x) exists, which is a
contradiction. Hence apV V' (x) exists (and so F(z) = apV V(x)) for every = € int(7"). We have
established part (a).

By part (a) and the results from Steps 2 and 3, we obtain (3.4), (3.6), and (3.7). Now for any
x, 2, xg € int(T), using (3.7), we obtain

(Ig— (2 — 2o, Vi) F(2')) — (I — (&' — 2, V) F(2')) (Iq — (& — 20, V) F(z))
= — (z — 20, V) F(2") + (x — 20, V7Y F(z) — (2’ — 2, Vp)(z — 20, V) F(2") F ()
= — (& — 20, V) (F(2') — F(2) + (¢/ — 2, Vp)F(2')F (z)) = 0.
This establishes (3.8).

By part (a), Theorem 3.2, and Lemma 3.6, we have F(z)V(xz) = 0 for every = € int(T). Now
for any = € int(T), 6 € (0, min{a(x),8(x),1}/10), t € (0,82/10), and w € D'(z;t,6) N W' (x;t,6),
by (3.77) and Definition 3.1, we have
32||w|”

(Vi@ +w) = V(@) V()| = V(@ +w), V() 1| < e g

[V(z+w) - V(z)— F(x)w| < dt.

Hence

+ 6t. (3.108)

By Theorem 3.2 and part (a),

d—1 . .
L H (DG 1,6) UW (s 1, 6))

=0.
t—0+ td-1

Hence for any wg € O with ||wp|| = 1, there exist (£,)22; € (0,1) and (w,)52; € Or such that

n=1

wy, € D (x5tn,0) "W (25, ) for every n € N* and, as n — oo,

w.
th =0, tn/2 < ||lwnll < ta, HwnH — wp.
n
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By (3.108), for n sufficiently large, we have

N I SRR [ R
(min{a(z), B(x)})* * [lwall — (minfa(z), B(z)})*
Taking n — oo and noting (3.4), we obtain |(F(z)wg, V(z))| < 2§. Taking 6 — 0T, we conclude
that wq F(z) "V (z) = (F(x)wy, V(z)) = 0 for any wy € O with ||wg| = 1. Now for any z € R?,
we can write z = AV (x) + Aqwp for some Aj, A2 € R and wg € Or with ||wp|| = 1. Thus using the
fact that F'(z)V (z) = 0, we obtain

Wn,

’<F(z) V)| <

lwall”

2 F(x) Viz) = M(F)V(z) V(z) + dwl F(z)"V(z) =0.

Hence F(x)"V(z) = 0 for every = € int(7T'). This establishes (3.5). O

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.5

Recall Definition 3.1. For x in the interior of a transport ray T, the following lemma bounds the
difference u(x + w) — u(z + w) for w,w € Or.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz any transport ray T € S and any x € int(T'). For any § € (O, w) ,te
(0 min{a(z),5(x)} .min{l, m}>, and w, @ € Or such that ||w —w|| < : min{a(z), B(z)},

’ 16
if we D(x;t,8) N W (;t,0), then

| = w
min{o(z), 5(x)}
2] — wi®

min{a(z), 3(x)}

Proof. Step 1. We first derive an upper bound on u(z + @) —u(z+w). As w € D'(x;t,0), we have

lu(z + @) — u(z +w) — (F(2)w, @ — w)| <2/(F(z)w,d — w)| -

+ 26t — w|| +

min{a(z + w), B(z + w)} > min{a(z), f(x)} — 6 > %min{a(:ﬁ), B(x)}.

Hence by Lemma 2.9,

|V(z+w)—V(x)|| < min{a(i),ﬁ(x)}”w” < min{a(gxt),ﬁ(:z)} < %, (3.109)
which implies
V(o +w), V(z) =1 — |V (z —I—w)2— V@lI® % (3.110)
Now let 2’ := by + 36V (x) € int(T') (recall that by is the lower end of T'). Note that

(x —2',V(x)) = B(z) — 35 > %min{a(m),,@(m)} >0, so ||lz —2'|| = (x — 2/, V(x)). (3.111)

We define (note (3.110))

(x — o', V(x))
(V(z +w),V(z))

w'::a:—m/—i—w—

V(z +w). (3.112)
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Note that w’ € Op and 2’ + w" € L(z + w). Moreover, by (3.109)—(3.111),

(x — ',V (x)
(V(z+w),V(z))

(=o', V(@) [[{V(z +w), V(z)) = 1]
(V(z +w),V(z))

<28(x)||V(z +w) — V(2)|| <

e V()| =

165(x)t
min{a(z), B@)] =

Hence using (3.111) and the fact that w € D'(z;t, ), we obtain

(4 uf) = b ) Vi a)) =~ <,
(x — 2/, V(x)

Vit w), V(o))

> (8(2) — &) — (o — &', V(@) +6) = 5 > .

Bz +w) + (@' + ') = (z +w),V(z+w)) =Bz +w) -

Consequently, 2’ + w’ € int(T'(z + w)) and u(z + w) — u(z’ + w') = ||(z + w) — (2’ + w’)||. Hence

w(x +w) —u(xr +w) = (u(z +0) —u(z’ +w)) — (u(z + w) —u(z’ +w'))
< [l(z + ) — (&' + )| - [z + w) — (2" + ).

By (3.112) and (3.110), we have

[z — 2’|
(V(z+w),V(z))

|(z +w) — (2" +w')| = (3.113)

Moreover,

(x —a', V(x)) ’

T4+ w) — (' +w)|? =
[z +w) — (2" + w (V(z+w),V(z))

O P IR G 1
= | +<<V(az+w),V($)>> RUCEIORAG),

W — W+

V(z 4+ w)

V(x4 w),w —w).

Combining the above three displays and noting (3.111), we get

w(x +w) —ulex +w [(z +w) — (' +w')|> = [|(z + w) — (2 + )2
) =t o) < e S = @ ) e+ w) = @ + )

V(@ w), @~ w) + [ — wl?

T @t @) - @+ )+ @+ w) = @+ )

As w e W (x;t,8), we have ||V (x +w) — V(z) — F(z)w]|| < 6t; thus, noting that (V(z),w —w) =0
(as w,w € Or), we obtain
V(@ + ), & —w) — (F(z)w, @ — w)] = |(V(z+w) — V(z) - Fa)w, & — )
<|V(z+w)—V(z) = F(z)w|||lw —w| < dt]|w — wl|. (3.114)

By the above two displays, we obtain

2||lz—a’]]

u@+ @) —u(z +w) < [(x +w) — (' + )| + |[(z + w) — (&' + w')]|

(3.115)
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By the triangle inequality and (3.113),

(o4 @) — &+ )| {2 Iz w) = (& + )l =@ — ] = iy ~ 1@ -l
< (@ +w) = @ +w) + 10— wl = ey + 1@ —wl.

By (3.111), ||@ — w|| < § min{a(z), B(z)} < ||z — 2’||. Hence by the above display,

1
Iz + @) — (@ + w)ll + [[(z + w) — (&' + )]
1 :<V@+w%V@»Ofww—wWV@+w%V@»>1
B n— ] 2|z — 2| 2||z — 2|
V(a+w),V (=)

Vi +w) V) (o -]} _ (Vi+w), V() 2 —
S [ <”||:c—oc/||>S 2Nz — ] <”min{a<x>,ﬁ<x>})’

where the second to last inequality uses (1 —s)~! < 1+ 2s for s € [0,1/2]. Similarly,

1
[z + @) — (&' +w')|| + [ (z + w) — (2 + ')
1 :<V®+w%V@»O+Ww—wWV®+w%V@»>”
2l|lx—a’ ~ _ ol ol
Ty + o - wl 2|z — 2’| 2|z — |

Vi +w), V@) [, 6-wl\ . Vatw) V@) [/,  2i-uv]
S Py (1 ||a:—ac'||>Z 2w — o] (1 min{a(a:),ﬁ(x)})’

where the second to last inequality uses (1 +s)™! > 1 — s for s > 0. By (3.113) and (3.111),

2||z—a’]|

Tetmvay Ot —wl + [l — w]? el ot — wl| + [[@ — w]?
0) — (¢ + ' — @ +w)| = [a—o]
[(x + @) — (2" + )| + [[(z + w) — (2" + w)]] e
8 | — w||? 8 2||w — wl|?
<26t||w — w|| + ——— < 20t||w — w|| +
Il =wlh+ = < 20t =l @, sy

By (3.115) and the above three displays, we obtain

u(x 4+ w) —u(z +w) <(F(x)w,w —w) + 2|(F(z)w,w — w)| -

2 — wl|?

+ 20t — ol e BT

(3.116)

Step 2. Now we derive a lower bound on u(x + @) — u(z + w). Let 2" := ap — 36V (z) € int(T)

(recall that ap is the upper end of T'). Note that

(" — 2,V (2)) = a(z) — 35 > %min{a(m), B(x)} >0, so ||z —2"|| = (2" —z,V(z)). (3.117)

We define (note (3.110))

V(z + w). (3.118)



Note that w” € Op and 2" + w” € L(x + w). Arguing similarly as in Step 1, we can deduce that
2 +w” € int(T(z +w)) and u(z” +w") — u(x + w) = ||(2” + w") — (x + w)||. Hence

w(w +18) — u(x +w) = (u(a” + ") — u(z +w)) - (u(a” +w") - u(z + 1))
> @ + ) — (@ + w)| - |2 +w") = (z+ )]

By (3.118) and (3.110), we have

[z — 2"

Moreover,

2

I + ) — (@ + @) = H ‘r”8>vw+wwww—m

V(z+w),V(z))
lz == 2|z — 2"

2
—111—w2 —
=l ”'*va+w»vu»> V(e +w), V@)

//H

(V(z+w),w—w).

Combining the above three displays and noting (3.117) and (3.114), we get

Al ) — ety > 1@+ W) = @+ w)]? — (@ +w") — (2 + )]
(z + W) (r 4+ w) > (" +w") — (z +0)|| + [(@ + ") — (z+w)|

| Vi w), @ — w) - 6 - wl?
= H(x”—'_w”) (33—{—17])” + ||(:E”+’U)//) _ (CC-I—U))H
el (F(a)w, @ — w) — 8t — wl) — & — wl?

(@ +w") = (z + o) || + [(«" + w") = (z + w)|
Using this and arguing similarly as in Step 1, we obtain

[ — w

w(z +w) —u(z +w) = (F(z)w,w —w) = 2|(F(z)w, ® —w)] - min{a(z), B(x)}

_ 2| — wl|?
— 20t||w — wl|| — — . 3.119
| | min{a(x), 5(z)} ( )
The conclusion of the lemma follows from (3.116) and (3.119). O

Using Lemma 3.7, we derive the following lemma bounding the error in the approximation
u(z 4+ w) ~ u(z) + 3w’ F(z)w for z in the interior of a transport ray T and w € Or.

Lemma 3.8. Fiz any transport ray T € S and any x € int(T") such that |[F(x)|]2 < m.
For any 0 € (O,%W) t € (0,%6)’6(@} -min{l,m}» w € D'(x;t,0) N
W (x;t,6), and §' € (07 4) such that

L£1({0€[0,1] : bw € D(x;t,6) UW(x;t,6)}) < 7, (3.120)

we have

+ 26t w]]. (3.121)

—ulx) — le T)w 405,HwH2
u(z +w) — u(w) 5 F(z) ‘S min{a(z), (z)}
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Proof. Let Iy := [(20')7'] — 1. For each i € [Iy — 1], we set B; := [2(i — 1)¢’,2id"). We also
set By, = [2(Ip — 1)¢',1]. Note that £!(B;) € [26',46'] for every i € [Iy]. Consequently, by
(3.120), for every i € [Ip], there exists 6; € B; such that 6;w ¢ D(x;t,0) UW(x;t,9); as [|f;w] <
|lw|| < t, we have O;w € D'(x;¢t,8) N W (z;t,8). We also let 6y := 0 and 07,11 := 1; note that
O;w € D' (x;t,0) "W (2;t,0) for i € {0,1p + 1}. For any i € {0} U [Io], we have

1
16iw — Oisaw]| = 10; = i lllwl] < 85'||w]| < 85t < & min{a(z), B(z)}-
Hence by Lemma 3.7 (with w, @ replaced by 0w, 0;11w),
lu(z + bip1w) — u(z + O;w) — (F(z)(Bw), (Bit1 — 0;)w)|

<00, 1 — ) Lol

2”92‘+1w — 9{[1)”2

min{a(z), 5(x)}

+ 25t\|9i+1w — 9,’(1]” +

21F@l2llwl® ol (Gesr — 0, 2[wlf? 02
= mln{a(x),ﬂ(:n)} (91+1 91) + 25t|| H(QZJrl 92) + mln{a(x),ﬂ(:v)} (QlJrl 61)
3wlf?

(01— )2 wll(6rsr — B
= min{a(z), B(z)} (01 — 0:)" + 20t [|w||(6i1 — 65),

where the last inequality uses || F(z)||2]|w|| < W t < %. Using the above display along
0;

with the observation that 337 (6,11 — 6;)% < 85 3210 (041 — 6;) = 88, we get
Io
e +0) — ) = 3 (F@)60), (Bus1 ~ 6]
=0
Iy
<) ful@ + Oiaw) — ulx + iw) — (F(x)(Oiw), (Bi41 — 0;)w)|
=0
3le!2 240" |lw]|?
O; 2 0; ) < — 2 )

Since Efio(&-ﬂ +60,)0i41 —0;) = Zfio(@?ﬂ — 03) =1, we have

IO IO
1 1
Z(F(w)(eiwx (i1 — 0;)w) — 2wTF(w>w’ = [w T F(x)wl]| Y 0i(0is —0:) — 5
=0 1=0
18
<|IF(2)]l2] (Oir1 = 0:) = 5 > (Bi1 +6:) (i1 — 6;)
1=0
166" ||w)||?
—||F(x i - .
W@kl Z 1005 Sinfa(e). AG)
The conclusion of the lemma follows from the above two displays. O

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Consider T' € § for which the conclusions of Theorem 3.2 and Theo-
rem 3.3(a)—(b) hold (note that by Sections 3.1 and 3.2, this is the case for T = T'(z) for L%a.e.
20 € T{"). Fix any = € int(T). By (3.1) and (3.3), for any 6 > 0 and §' € (0,1), there exists
to € (0,1) such that for any t € (0,%),

HH(D(w3t,0) UW(a3t,6)) < 6"t (3.122)
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For any ¢ > 0, denote O := {w € Oy : |Jw|| < t}. For any ¢ € (0,%p) and dp € (0, 1), we have
HI @ L ({(w,0) € Ory x [0,1] : Ow € D(x;3t,6) UW(x5t,6) })

<H @ LY({(w,0) € Oy x (80,1] : w € D(x;t,8) UW(a;¢,8)}) + HEL @ LY(Or, x [0, 80)])
(d-1)/2
< HEL (9N (D(a:t,8) UW(a:t,8)))dO + ————§otd~1
O (Pl ) Uit )P+ o

(d-1)/2
T Sotd1, (3.123)

I'((d+1)/2)
where the last inequality uses the fact that for any 0 € (dg, 1], by (3.122),

S 50_(d_1)5,td_1 +

HEL (07D (;1,6) UW(;1,6))) = 0~ DU (D(w;t,8) UW(ast, 6)) < 5 T Ve'ed1,
Taking 0y = (8')"/% in (3.123), we obtain
H @ L ({(w,0) € Oy x [0,1] : Ow € D(x;t,5) UW(;t,8) }) < Ca(8")V 401,
where C,; depends only on d. Hence

HI @ L1 ({(w,0) € Ory x [0,1] : 6w € D(x;t,6) UW(a;5t,6)}) < Oy
d .

lim sup a1 <

t—0t

Taking ¢’ — 07, we conclude that for any § > 0,

i HIL @ LY ({(w,0) € Ory x [0,1] : w € D(x;t,0) UW(a3t,0)})
10+ -1

=0.

Below, we fix any § € <O, w) and ¢ € (07 %) For any t > 0, let 25 s, be the set of
w € Oy such that [,1({9 €10,1] : bw € D(z;t,0) U W(av;t,é)}) < ¢'. Note that

HETH O\ Zs5r0) < (6) " H @ L1 ({(w,0) € Oy x [0,1] : Gw € D(;t,5) UW(;3t,6) }).
Using the above two displays, along with (3.1) and (3.3), we obtain that

HI1 (OTt\Qg(slt) . HA-1 ('D(x;t, 9) UW(ﬂf;t,5))
: —= =0 lim =
td—1 T 0t td-1

lim
t—0t

Fix any 0” > 0. Using the above display and noting Definition 3.1, we obtain the existence of
tl S (0, % - min {1, m}) such that for any t e (O,tl),

H (OT,t\(Q(;v(;/,t ND'(z;t,8) N W' (z;t, 5))) < §M"pd-t

For any t € (0,¢1) and w € 255, ND'(x;t,6) N W (x;t,6), by Lemma 3.8, we have
1

wx +w) —u(z) — ~w' F(z)w 405/Hw”2 404’ 2
(hw) ule) = qu ) 'Smin{a(x),ﬁ(:v)} min{a(m),ﬁ(x)}+26)t'

Now for any &g > 0, take 4,4’ sufficiently small such that W‘M + 26 < §p. By the above

+ 26t ||w|| < <

two displays, for any t € (0,t1),
1
u(z + w) —u(x) — §wTF(x)w‘ > 5ot2}>

<H! (OTJ\(Q&(;/,t ND'(z;t,8) N W' (z;t, 5))) < ¢t

H‘H({w € Or: |lw|| < t,
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Hence

H ({w € Or : |lwl| < t, fu(e +w) —u(z) - jw F(z)w| > 5t*})

lim sup <.
t—0t td—1
Taking §” — 07, we conclude that
 HT ({w e O« wl <t fu(e + w) —u(z) — jw F(a)w] > 6t*})
lim =0. 0
t—0+ tdfl

3.4 Proof of Theorem 3.3(c)

We begin with the following lemma. For z in the interior of a transport ray T and w,w’ € Or, the
lemma bounds the error in the approximation u(z + w') — u(z + w) = 3 (F(z)(w + w'), w’ — w).

2
Lemma 3.9. Fiz any transport ray T € S and any x € int(T) such that || F(x)|]2 < m
For any § € (O, w) te (0, %(W . min{l, m}), w,w € D (z;t,5) N
W (x;t,6), and §' € (07 i) such that
LY({0€0,1]:w+ 0w —w) € D(x;t,6) UW(2;t,6)}) < &, (3.124)
we have

/ 1 / /
Proof. Let I := [(26')~] — 1. For each i € [Ip — 1], we set B; := [2(i — 1)§,2id"). We also set
By, := [2(Io—1)&",1]. Note that L}(B;) € [28",46'] for every i € [Io]. Consequently, by (3.124), for
every i € [Ip], there exists 6; € B; such that w+ 6;(w' —w) ¢ D(x;t,§) UW(x;t,d); as [|Jw+ 60;(w' —
w)|| = [[(1-0;)w+6;w' || < max{||w]|, [|w||} <t, we have w+6;(w'—w) € D'(x;t, )W (x;t,0). We
also let 0y := 0 and 07,41 := 1; note that w+0;(w' —w) € D'(x;t,6) "W/ (z;t,9) for i € {0,1p+ 1}.
For any i € {0} U [Iy], we have

+ 20t||w’ — w||.  (3.125)

' 404 ||w" — w]|?

1 .
[+ 0w’ — ) — a0+ Bia ! — )| = 16, — Brga [ — ] < (85) - (20) < 7 minfa(x), Bl)}.
Hence by Lemma 3.7 (with w, @ replaced by w + 0;(w’ — w),w + 6,11 (w' — w)),

’u(x +w+ 01 (W —w)) —ulz +w+ 0;(w —w))
— (F(z)(w + 0;(w’ —w)), (Bi41 — ;) (w' — w))]
[[(Bi1 — 65) (w" — w)|
min{o(z), B(z)}
2)| (051 — 0:) (w' — w)|]?
inn{oz(x),B(x)}
2||F'(z)]]2 max{|[w]], ||w'[[}]|w — w]| 2
: min{a(x). 3(x)} =00
2||w" — wl|?

+ 26t[|w’ = w|| (041 — 6:) + min{a(z), 8(z)}

(Bi1 — 0:)% + 20t][w’ — w]|(Bi41 — 62),

<2U(F(z)(w + 0;(w" — w)), (0i41 — 0;) (w' — w))| -

+ 20t[| (051 — 0:) (w' — w)|| +

(Oip1 — 0:)*

3w’ — wl?

~ minfa(z), B(z)}
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where the last inequality uses [|F(x)|l2 max{||w]|, ||w’||} < m t < ;. Using the above
0;

display along with the observation that Zfio(eiﬂ 6;)% < 8¢’ E o(big1 —60;) = 80', we get
Io
u(@ +w') = u(@ +w) = Y (F(@)(w+0;(w —w)), (Bip1 — 0:)(w' — w))
=0
1o
< Z lu(@ 4w+ i1 (W — w)) — u(@ + w+ (v — w))
i=0
— (F(z)(w + 9‘(“}' —w)), (Bi41 = 05)(w' — w))|
3w - w||2 S
7 - 4 —0;
= min{a(@), B@)} Z 1 — 0:)? + 26t w’ szZ; +1 — 0i)
/ _ 2
240 ”w w” + 26t |’ — w, (3.126)

~ min{a(z), B(z)}

Since 3200 (Bi1 + 0;) (Oi41 — 0;) = 3120 (07, — 67) = 1, we have

]0 IO
1 1
(0it1 —0:) ‘ = (0it1 — ~ 3 ;(9“1 +0:)(0it1 — 0;)] < 3 ;0(91‘-1-1 —6;)% <40’
Hence
Iy 1
S (F (@) (w -+ 5’ — ). (s — 8w’ —w)) — S (F(x)(w + ), - w>\
=0
Io 1
= Z(F(x)(w' —w),w —w)-0;(0ir1 —0;) — 5<F(x)(w' —w),w — w)‘
=0
Io 1
=[(F(2)(w' - w),w - w) Z_; 0i(0ir1 — 0i) — 5
160 ||w'" — w)|?
<4¢'|F f—w|? < . 12
O e (3.127
The conclusion of the lemma follows from (3.126) and (3.127). O

Proof of Theorem 3.3(c). Fix any T' € S for which the conclusions of Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.3(a)—
(b), and Theorem 3.5 hold (note that by Sections 3.1-3.3, this is the case for T' = T'(zg) for L%a.e.
20 € T{"). Fix any = € int(T). By (3.1) and (3.3), for any 6 > 0 and &' € (0,1), there exists
to € (0,1) such that for any t € (0,%o),

HT(D(x;t,8) UW(a3t,0)) < &'t (3.128)
For any t > 0, denote O := {w € O : ||w|| < t}. Define

&= {(w,w',0) € Ory x Opy x [0,1] : (1 — O)w + 6w’ € D(x;t,0) UW(x;¢,6) .
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For any t € (0,tg) and 8y € (0,1), we have
HT @ HIT @ L1 (654)

< de_l(w) / d ]l(1—9)w+9w’ED(x;t,(S)UW(ac;t,cS)de_l(w/)
Or, (60,1] Or

+ Hd_l ® Hd_l & ﬁl (OT,t X OT,t X [0, 50])
< / dH (w) o1 (9*1((1)(9;; £,8) UW(x:t,8)) — (1 — 6)w))d9
Ot (60,1]

d— 2 d— d—
<7ALV2> 50f4d—n < Agzﬁg;giigféa{d_lxyt%d_1)+-444E“i§9“§t%d_1%
T((d+1)/2) I'((d+1)/2) I'((d+1)/2)

where the last inequality uses the fact that by (3.128), for any w € Or; and 6 € (do, 1],

(3.129)

! (9-1 ((D(;t,8) UW(;t,6)) — (1 — 0)w)>
— 6~ (DY (D(at,6) UW (a3 t,8)) < 6, Va1

Taking §p = (&/)"/? in (3.129), we obtain that %' @ H¥! @ L1(&5,) < Cy(8)/ 424D where
Cy > 0 depends only on d. Hence

H @ 1 @ L1(E5y)
$2(d-1)

S Cd((s/)l/d-

lim sup
t—0t+

Taking 6’ — 0T, we conclude that for any § > 0,

i HI @ 1 © LY (85y)
Pt #2(d—1)

= 0. (3.130)

Below, we fix any 4 € <Oa w> and ¢ € ((), %) For any t > 0, let %55 4 be the set of

(w,w') € Oy X Ory such that £1({0 € [0,1] : (1 —0)w+ 6w’ € D(x;t,6) UW(z;t,6)}) < &'. Note
that
HI @ 1 (O x Ory)\Zs,54) < () "HET @ 1A @ £1(85y).

Define @5’5/’15 =Ry N {(w,w') € Opy x Oy s w,w' € D'(x;t,0) N W (z;¢,6)}. We have
/Hdil & ’Hdil((OTﬂg X OT,t)\e%?(;’5/7t)
<HTL@HT (01 x Ore)\Zs,54) + HOH @ HYH(Orye x (D(w3t,0) UW(a3t,6)))
+ 1L @ HTL(D(231,6) UW(a3t,8)) x Ory)

N—1qd—1 d—1 1 27r(d-1)/2
S((S) H QH ®£(£§¢)+W

Using (3.130) and (3.131), along with (3.1) and (3.3), we obtain that
HIL @ HE (O x Or)\%s 50 4)

0N (D (38, 8) UW (¢, 6)). (3.131)

et 72D =0
Fix any ¢” > 0. Using the above display, we obtain the existence of t; € (O, %ﬁ)ﬁ(m)} .

min {17 m}) such that for any t e (O,tl),

HIL @ HE (O x Ory)\Rsgry) < 0"t200D),
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For any t € (0,¢1) and (w,w’) € %7575@,5, by Lemma 3.9, we have

Naw' — w2
e ad) et ) = G -] <

= <mm{;?£)5,/ﬁ<w>} * 45) 2

Now for any &g > 0, take 4,0’ sufficiently small such that W + 46 < §p. By the above

+ 26t ||w" — w||

two displays, for any t € (0,t1),

1
1 @ 1 ({(w,w) € Oy x Org s ula +w') = (e + w) = S(F@)(w + w)w’ —w)| > 5t })
< del ® Hd*l((OTJ % OT,t)\'%?(S,(s’,t) < 6//t2(d71)'

Hence
Jim sup HIT @ HITH({(w,w') € Oy X Ogy : Ju(z +w') — u(z + w) — $(F(2)(w + w'), w — w)| > dot*}) <o
t—0+t t2(d=1)
Taking 6" — 07, we conclude that for any &y > 0,
i HI-1 del({(w,w’) € O0rpy X Opy |u(x +w') —u(z+w) — %(F(:c)(w +w'),w — w>| > 50t2}) 0
t%H(I)L $2(d—1) = U.
(3.132)

Now by Theorem 3.5, for any dg > 0,

p H ({w € Ony : Jute + w) — ula) — JuT F(a)w| > 6ot>/2})
t—1>1(§1+ td=1 N

Y

and an analogous equation with w replaced by w’ holds. Hence

HITP @ 7 ({(w,w') € Ory x Opy : |u(z + w') — u(z + w) — $(w')TF(z)w' + 3w F(z)w| > 6t })

s 2) =0
(3.133)
Combining (3.132) and (3.133), and noting that
(F(2)(w +w'),w' —w) = () Fla)w —w' F(z)w) = (F(z)w,w') = (F(z)w',w),
we get for any dy > 0,
HI @ HIL ,w') € Opy X Oy : |(F W) — (F(z)w', w)| > 46t
(010 O x O (P!~ (P > 502
t—0+ t2(d—1)
By (3.134), for any wp,w € Or such that |Jwo| = |Jwp]| = 1 and any dy > 0, there exist
(tn)o2; € (0,1) and (wy)524, (w),)se; C Op such that as n — oo,
w w)
tn =0, tn/2 <|lwpl, W || < tn, —— = wy, —2 — w),
n n/2 < [wall, [wy || <ty [wn]] 0 [, || 0

‘(F(x)wn,w@ - <F($)w%,wn>’ < 46ot2.

'<F(:z:)w" %>—<F(a;) Wy tn >' < Hola s

lwall” [Jwy, ] lwnll” lwnll /1 Nwnllllwy ]l —

Consequently,

Taking n — oo, we obtain (note (3.4)) |(F(z)wo, w) — (F(z)wp, wo)| < 168y Since §p > 0 is
arbitrary, we have (F(z)wo,w)) = (F(x)w),we). Combining this with (3.5) yields F(z)" = F(x)
for all € int(7"). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3(c). O
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we present the proof of the variational lower bound. Section 4.1 introduces the
detachment E(x,y) of the Kantorovich potential as well as the functions G. and G (cf. Sec-
tion 1.3.1), and establishes the main properties of G. and G. Section 4.2 derives explicit formulas
for A, ir, I, f , g (cf. Section 1.1) and analyzes their key properties. Finally, Section 4.3 completes
the proof of Theorem 1.6.

4.1 Convergence of G. to G

We introduce the detachment E(x,y) of the potential u and the functions G., G as follows.

Definition 4.1 (Detachment). For any z,y € RY, we define

E(@,y) = |z =yl — u(z) + u(y).
Since |u(z) — u(y)| < ||z — y|| for all z,y € R?, we have E(z,y) > 0.

Definition 4.2 (The functions G. and G). For any € > 0, € T;*, and z € L(x), we define
Ge(z,z) :=log (5_(d_1)/2/ e_E(x’Z+w)/5]l||w||<2Dd7-ld_1(w)>
OV (x)) B

= log </ €_E(I’Z+\/gw)/a]llleSzDa—l/Qde_l(U])) . (41)
OV (x))

For any x € 7;* and z € int(7T'(z)) such that (V(x),z — z) > 0, we define

e i=ton( [, o (= g0 (e F@ Jo ) w)

if Iy + ||z — z||F(z) is positive definite, and set G(z,z) := 0 if I; + ||x — z||F(z) is not positive
definite. For any x € 7;* and z € L(x), we set G(x,z) := —oo if z ¢ int(T'(x)), or if z € int(T'(x))
and (V(z),z —z) <0.

The main results of this subsection are summarized in the following two propositions. Propo-
sition 4.3 shows that G is the pointwise limit of G. as ¢ — 0" under suitable assumptions.

Proposition 4.3 (Convergence of G to G). For L%-a.e. x € T, the following holds:
(a) For any z € int(T'(x)) such that z # x, lim,_,o+ G:(x, z) = G(z, z).

(b) For any z € L(x)\T(z), if either (z —a(z),V(z)) > 0, or (z —b(z),V(z)) <0 and z € Y,
then lim,_,o+ Ge(z, 2) = G(z, 2).

Proposition 4.4 collects key properties of G, G that will be used later in the proof of Theo-
rem 1.6: part (a) provides uniform upper bounds on G., G in terms of the log-distance to the ray
end; part (b) gives an explicit formula for G; and part (c) describes continuity properties of G.

Proposition 4.4 (Properties of G. and G). For L%-a.e. x € T{*, the following holds:
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(a) For any e >0 and z € L(x) such that max{||x — z||, |z — a(z)||} < 2D, we have

d—1

Ge(x,2) < — log(a(x)) 4+ C;

for any z € L(x), we have

d—1

G(z,z) < —

log(a(x)) + C,

where C' > 0 is a constant that only depends on D, d.

(b) For any z € int(T'(z)) such that (x — z,V(x)) > 0, we have

G(z,z) = 5

1 1
log(27||lx — z]|) — 3 logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2)), (4.3)

where 1g + ||x — 2| F(2) is positive definite.

(¢) For any t € (—p(x),0), we have lims_y; G(z,z + sV (z)) = G(x,x + tV(z)). Moreover,
lim G(z,x +tV(x)) = —c0 and  lim  G(z,z +tV(z)) exists in [—00,00).
t—0~ t—(—B(x))*

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to the proofs of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4.

4.1.1 Proof of Proposition 4.3

We begin with uniform estimates on E(x,y).
Lemma 4.5. Let x € 7" and y € R?, and let a denote the upper end of T(x). Then
E(z,y) > ly — x| + [|l= — all = [ly — al. (4.4)

Moreover, let z € L(z) and w € Op(yy. If (V(x),a — z) <0, then E(x,z +w) > ||z — al|, whereas
if (V(x),a—2z) >0, then

|z — all[lw]?
E(x,z4+w) > :
A(max{[|z — all, |z — z([} + [Jw]])?

Proof. As [u(y) —u(a)| < |ly — all, we have u(y) > u(a) — |ly — a||. Using u(a) — u(z) = [la — =],
E(z,y) = lly — ll —u(z) + uly) = ly — 2l = ly — all + u(a) —u(z) = [ly — 2|l = ly — al| + [ —a].
This shows (4.4). If (V(x),x — z) > 0, by (4.4), we have
E(z,z+w) 2|z +w —z| + |z —al| = ||z +w —a
=Vlz =2l +[[wl? + o = all = V|2 = af® + [w]]?

|z — al[(llz = 2] + ||z = al])
Viz =2+ wll? + V12 = al + [Jwl

=z —all -

+ 1
=zt w2 +l—zl  v/Te—al>+wlP+]z—al |2 — alll|w]]?
VIE=2Z+ w2+ ]z — a2+ w2~ 4(lz —al + [lw]])?

=z - all|w]®
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If (V(z),z —2) <0and (V(x),a —2) >0, by (4.4), we have

Exz,z4+w) >||lz+w—=z| + ||z —al — ||z +w — a|
=z =zl + vl + |z — al| = ]|z — al]*> + [[w|]?
|z —all(]lz — | — ||z — a)
Viz =2+ Jwl? + ]z — al? + Jw[?

2
z—z|? 4+ |w|]* + ||z — =] + o
Vile = allP + Tl + 1z — =l + 7=

Viz =z + [wl? + /]lz — al? + [w]]?
- |22 — all[[w]® .
~ A(max{[|z — 2|, [|z = al[} + [Jw]])?

If (V(z),a—2z) <0, by (4.4), we have

=z —all +

= [z — al

E(x,z4+w) >|lz+w—z| + ||z —al — ||z + w — a
=Vlz =z + ]+ |z — all = V[|z — al]®> + |w]? > ||z — al|. O

The next lemma shows that if x and z lie in the interior of a common transport ray, then the
matrix I; 4+ (x — 2,V (x)) F(z) is positive definite.

Lemma 4.6. For L%a.c. 29 € T;*, the following holds for T = T(z): for any z,z € int(T),
I+ (x — 2, V(x))F(z) is a positive definite matriz.

Proof. We fix any T' € S for which the conclusions of Theorems 3.3 and 3.5 hold.

We first consider z, z € int(7") such that (V(z),z —z) > 0. From the conclusion of Theorem 3.5
(with z replaced by z), for any wg € Or such that ||wg|| = 1 and any § > 0, there exist (¢,)22; C
(0,1) and (wy)$2; € O such that as n — oo,

w 1
tn =0, t,/2 <||wy| < tn, m — wo, |u(z 4+ wp) —u(z) — iwIF(z)wn < 6t2.
n

By Lemma 4.5, we have
|z — all[lwn*
Allz = all + lwnl))*
Since E(x, z+wy) = ||z4+w, —z|| —u(x) +u(z+wy) and u(z) —u(z) = ||z —2z| (as (V(z),x—2z) > 0),
we have

E(x,z 4+ wy,) >

B,z +wa) = /o — 22+ Twall® — & — 2] + uz + wn) — u(2)
_ oo
VI — 2P+ wal? + [z — 2

+u(z 4+ wy) — u(z).

Hence

wn

I T
_ F 46 2
Vo= TP+ o=+ 2 ol
a2 1 )
> —w, F(z)w, + 6t
\/H$_2||2+||wnH2+H$—Z|| 9 n (2)wn n
[[wnl[*

~ Vllz =22+ flwnl? + |z — 2]

Iz — alll|wn
+u(z +wy) —u(z) = E(z, 2z +wy,) > .
! T Az — all + llwall)?
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Dividing both sides by ||wy||* and taking n — co (note (3.4)), we obtain

R J ~ al
—— 4+ —wy F 46> —— . 4.5
o Tt T O e )
As ¢ > 0 is arbitrary and |Jwp|| = 1, we conclude that
wg ! I+ F(z) Jwo > M. (4.6)
Iz — z]| ~ 2z —alf

Now for any y € R?, we can write y = 51V (x) + sawp, where s1, 59 € R, wy € Op, and |Jwgl|| = 1.
Then by (3.5), we have

yT (Lt Il — 2l F()y = st + s (Ta + [l — 2| F (=)o
3z — zlllz — all _ [z~ 2lllz -
Me—alP = 2lz-al?

a
> L2, (4.7)

where we note that [|y|? = s?+s2 and max{||z —z||, |z —a||} < ||z —al|. Hence for any z, z € int(T)
such that (V(z),z —2) >0, I+ (x — 2,V (z))F(z) = I + ||x — z||F(z) is positive definite.

Now if z = z € int(T"), then I+ (x — 2, V(x)) F(z) = 1, is positive definite. If z, z € int(T") and
(V(z),z — z) <0, then by Remark 3.4 (with 2/ = z2),

(Ig+ (x — 2, V(@) F(2)) Ta + (z — 2, V(2))F(z)) = 1.

As (V(2),z —x) = (V(x),z —z) >0, I+ (z — x,V(2))F(x) is positive definite, hence I + (x —
z,V(z))F(z) is also positive definite. O

We now complete the proof of Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3(a). Case 1. We first consider the case where x € T{*, z € int(T'(z)), and
(V(z),z — z) > 0. Note that in this case, u(z) — u(z) = ||z — 2|, and for any w € Op(y),
E(z,z4+w) =]z —z —w| —u(z) +u(z + w)
= V& = 2l + [wl? = llo = 2l + u(z + w) - u(z)
w]?

Ve =22+ [[w]? + [lz — 2|

+u(z +w) —u(z).

Hence y
w
< ey + e+ w) — u(z).

2fjz—z]|

Replacing w by /ew, we obtain that

2t yEw) | 2 T e VEW) ()
Ble,z+ Vew) ellwl? + u(z + ew) — u(z). (4.8)

2[|z—z|]

IN

Below, we assume that the conclusions of Theorems 3.3 and 3.5 hold for T' = T'(x) (note that
this is the case for L%a.e. x € T}).
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We fix any M > 1 and 6,0’ € (0,1). By Theorem 3.5 (with t = M+/e), for ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small, we have

u(z +w) —u(z) — leF(z)w‘ > (56M2}) < §'(M+/e)d!

”Hd_l({w € Org) >

Thus, denoting

9 .= {wEOT

u(z + Vew) —u(z) — %wTF(z)w‘ < 65M2},
we have

H ({w € Oy« |w|| < MI\2Z) < &M (4.9)
Hence by (4.8) and the definition of 2, for £ > 0 sufficiently small,

/ — (z,z+ﬁw)/sdﬂd71(w> S/ efE(z,z+\/Ew)/aded71(w)_'_5/Md71
weO(V(z)) IIUJ||<M} 7

wl|2
OM? /e T oAl ~ 20T P a1 () 4 57 g

2
llwll

o / e~ Mamslevarar ~2% P gad=1 0y 4 5 ppdt, (4.10)
{weO(V(z)):||lw||<M}

/ 67E($?Z+\/Ew)/s]]'||wH§2D871/2d%d71(w) > / efE(ac,z+\ﬁw)/5ded71(w)
O(V(x)) {weo(V(2)):[|lwl|<M}

w 2
> / e—E(x,z—‘rﬁw)/adsz—l(w) > e—JMQ/ 6_2”zﬂ2”_%wTF(Z)wd’Hd_l(w), (4'11)
9 9

By the dominated convergence theorem (note (3.4)), sending € — 0" and then 4,6’ — 0" in
(4.10) yields

e—E(x,z—l—ﬁw)/ad/Hd—l (w)

lim sup

0+ /{weo(V(w‘)):IIwIISM}

< eféw—r(nz Z”Id+F(Z)) de—l(w)

/{wEO(V(m))iwISM}
By (2.11), we have |z — z|| < a(z) < 2D. Hence by Lemma 4.5, for any w € Og(,) such that
|w|| < 2De™/?) we have E(z, z + /ew) > cea(z)||w||?, and so

/ e_E(%Z—hﬁw)/E]l||w||§2De—1/2de_1(w>
{weO(V(z)):||lwl|>M}

< / exp(—ca(z)|w][2)dH ™ (w).
{weo(V(z)):||w||>M}

Consequently, we have

lim sup / . R T RA e ()

e—0t

§/ e_%wT(Hf Tl F () w del(w)—i-/ exp(—ca(z)||w|/?)dH* (w).
O(V(z)) {weO(V(@)):[|w||>M}
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By the dominated convergence theorem, taking M — oo in the above display, we obtain

lim sup/ €_E(x’z+ﬁw)/a]l||w“§2D6—1/2d7'[d_1(w)
O(V(z))

e—0t

- / e_%wT(Hizizu1d+F(z))wd,Hd—1(w). (4.12)
O(V(x))

By (3.4) and (4.9),

e—%—%wTF(Z)wderfl(,w) < / e IFElzllwl g31d-1( )

— JweOr iy lwl<MN2
< 62M2/min{a(z),ﬂ(z)} . (S/Md_l.

/{WGOT(Z)¢|IWI|<M}\@

Sending € — 0" in (4.11) and noting the above display, we obtain that

e—0t

liminf/o(v( ; e_E(x’z+\/gw)/E]l”wHSQDEA/zd’Hd_l(w)

2
> o 0M? (/ e~ Fla —%wTF(z)wde—l(w) _ ¢2M?/min{a(2),8(2)} . 5/Md—1)_
{weO(V(x)):|lw||[<M}

Sending 4, — 0T, we obtain

lim inf /O(V( ) e_E($’Z+\/gw)/e]lllwIISQDs—l/?de_l(w)

e—0t

Il 1T Rw 41
2/ e 2Ma—2l 2 dH" (w).
{weO(V (x)):||lw|| <M}

Finally, taking M — oo and using the monotone convergence theorem, we get

hmlnf /(;(V( )) e_E(:C’Z—i_ﬁw)/g]l“wHSQDe—I/Zde_l(U})

e—0t

N / AT (m1d+p(z))wd7_[d—1(w)' (4.13)
O(V(z))

By (4.12) and (4.13), and noting Definition 4.2 and Lemma 4.6, for £%a.e. € T;* and any
z € int(T'(z)) such that (V(x),z — z) > 0, we have lim,_,g+ Gc(z,2) = G(z, 2).

Case 2. We now consider the case where x € 71", z € int(T'(z)), and (V(z),x — 2z) < 0. In this
case, we have u(z) — u(x) = ||z — z||, and for any w € O(V(z)),
Ex,z4+w)=|z—z—w| —u(x) +u(z + w)
=Vllz =22 + [l + [l — 2[| + u(z + w) — u(2)
> Ve — 2|2 + [w]? + llz = 2| — llw]| > [l — ], (4.14)

where we use the fact that |Ju||rip < 1. Hence
G.(z,z) = log (/ 6E(x,z+\/5w)/€]lw”<2D€1/2d7_ld1<w)) < log (Cgf(dfl)/2e*||zfz\\/s)_
OV (z)) B
Therefore, lim,_,o+ Go(z,2) = —00 = G(z, 2). O
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Proof of Proposition 4.3(b). Case 1. We first consider the case where (z — a(x),V(z)) > 0. By
Lemma 4.5,

/ 67E(I’ZJH/EM)/EIL||w||§2Da*1/2dedil(w)
O(V(z))

< / efa(x)/s11||w”<2D571/2d'Hd71(w) S C@ia(x)/sé'i(dil)/z.
OV (x)) -

As a(x) > 0, we have lim__,g+ Ge(x, 2) = —c0 = G(z, 2).
Case 2. Now consider the case where (z — b(z),V(x)) < 0 and z € Y. For any w € O(V (z)),
E(z,z4+w) =|z+w—z| —u(z) + u(z + w)
=V llz = | + [lwl|? + (u(z) — u(x)) + (u(z +w) —u(2))
> /2 =l + [l — [[w]| + u(z) — u(x)
> |z =zl + u(2) — u(z) — [lw|| = E(z, 2) — [[w]], (4.15)

where we use the fact that ||u||ri, < 1. By Definition 2.1 and the fact that z € ),
E(z,z) = ||z — z| + u(z) — u(z) > 0. (4.16)
Moreover, by Lemma 4.5, for any w € O(V (z)) such that ||w| < 2D,
E(z,z +w) > d|w|? (4.17)

where ¢ > 0 only depends on z, z, D. Now for any M > 1, by (4.15)-(4.17), we have

/ e—E(a:,z—‘r\/Ew)/a]lHwHS2D€_1/2ded—1(w)
O(V(x))

S/ €_E(x’z+\/gw)/€ﬂwSMd?‘[d_l(w)—l-/ e—E(m,z—l—\/Ew)/eﬂMSHwHSQDs_I/Qd/Hd—l(w)
O(V(x)) O(V(z))

S/ e—(E(m,z)—M\/E)/sHHwHSMde—l(w)+/ e_C/”wIPHM§||w||§2D€_1/2de_1(w)
O(V (x)) O(V(x))

< OMA1e—(B@a)-MVE)/e | / eI s d M (w).
OV (=)

Taking € — 0" and noting (4.16), we obtain

limsup/ e_E(x’z+‘/gw)/€ﬂHngzDs—lﬂde_l(w) §/ G_Cl”w”2ﬂHwHZMde_l(w)-
e=0t JO(V(x)) O(V(x))

Taking M — oo, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

hm €7E(x’z+\/gw)/s]lIleS2D671/2deil(U]) = 0
e=0% JO(V (2))

Hence lim, ¢+ G:(z, 2) = —oc0 = G(z, 2). O
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4.1.2 Proof of Proposition 4.4

Proof of Proposition 4.4(a). Fix any x € T;* and z € L(z) with max{||z — z||, ||z —a(x)| } < 2D. If
(V(z),a(x) — z) > 0, for any w € Op,) such that |lw|| < 2De~1/2 using Lemma 4.5 and the fact
that max{||z — 2|, ||z — a(z)||} < 2D, we obtain E(z, 2z +/zw) > cea(x)||w||?>. Hence for any ¢ > 0,

G.(r,z) = log (/ G_E(I’Z+\Ew)/€:ﬂ-|lw||<2DE1/2de_1(w)>
O(V(x))

< log (/ exp (— ca(:c)Hsz)de_l(w)) < _d-t log(a(z)) + C.
oV (@) 2

Now if (V(z),a(x) — z) < 0, by Lemma 4.5, we have
Ge(z,2) = log (/o(v(z)) e_E(z’Z+\/gw)/6]l||w||<2Dg1/2d7-[d_1(w)>

=l (/ e_a(gc)/elnwn@m1/2de‘1(w)> < log (Cem()/e=(4-1)/2)
O(V () =

alz) d-—1 d—1

e oA | < —
c p losetCU=——

For any x € T;* and z € L(x), if z ¢ int(T'(z)), or if z € int(T(x)) and (V(z),z — 2z) < 0, we
have G(x,z) = —oc. For L%a.e. v € T;* and any z € int(T(z))\{z}, by Proposition 4.3(a), we have
lim,_,op+ G<(z, z) = G(z,z). Hence using the established upper bound on G.(z,z), we obtain that
G(z,2) < =L log(a(x)) + C. O

log(a(x)) + C.

Proof of Proposition 4.4(b). By Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.6, for £L%-a.e. x € T and any z €
int(T(z)) such that (V(z),z — z) > 0, we have F(2)" = F(2), F(2)V(2) = F(2)'V(z) = 0, and
Ij+ (x — 2, V(2))F(2) =1+ ||z — 2| F(2) is positive definite. Hence by (4.2), we have

1

G(z,z) = log </ eéwT(mzlﬁF(Z))wded—l(w))
O(V(x))

U gl =y tog ([ T o) e
2 O(V(x))

d—1 1
= log(27||lx — =) — §logdet (Ig+ |z — 2| F(2)). O

Proof of Proposition 4.4(c). Fix any « € 7" such that the conclusions of Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.6
hold for "= T'(z) and the conclusion of Proposition 4.4(b) holds for z (note that this is the case
for L-a.e. x € T).

By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.6)) and Proposition 4.4(b), F(+) is continuous on int(7'(x)), and

d—1

Gla,z+ sV (@) = 2= L log(2r]s) — % logdet (I — sF(z + sV ()))

for any s € (—f8(x),0). Hence for any ¢t € (—3(z),0),
lil)r% (I — sF(z 4 sV(z))) =1y — tF(z + tV(z)).
By Lemma 4.6 (with z = z + tV(x)), det (I — tF(z + tV(x))) > 0. Hence

liir% logdet (Ig — sF(z + sV (z))) = logdet (I; — tF(z + tV(x))).
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We conclude that lims_,; G(x,z + sV (z)) = G(z,z + tV (x)).
By Proposition 4.4(b), for any ¢t € (—3(z),0),

G(z,z+tV(z)) =

1 1
log(27|t|) — 3 logdet (Ig — tF(z + tV(z))).

2
Hence lim G(z,z + tV(z)) = —oco. By Remark 3.4 (with 2’ = z + tV(z)), for any t € (—f(x),0),
t—0—
we have (I — tF(z +tV(x))) (I + tF(x)) = I4, hence
d—1 1
G(z,z +tV(z)) = 5 log(27|t|) + 5 logdet (I + tF(x)). (4.18)

By Lemma 4.6 (with z = z +tV(x)), for any ¢t € (—5(z),0), Iy — tF(z +tV(x)) is positive definite,
hence I; + tF(z) is positive definite. Thus I — B(z)F(z) = (lig(l - (I + tF(x)) is positive
t—(—B(z

semidefinite. Hence by (4.18), if det (I; — B(z)F(z)) = 0, then (liér(l - G(z,z +tV(x)) = —oc;
t—(—0B(x
if det (Ig — 8(x)F(z)) > 0, then

-1
im  Gloz+ V() = 2
b (Bl

log(275(x)) + %log det (Is — B(z)F(z)) € (—o0,00). O

4.2 Conditional marginal densities on transport rays

This subsection derives explicit formulas for A, fip, U, f , g (cf. Section 1.1) and establishes their
key properties.

The following lemma derives an explicit formula for the Jacobian Ry j/(q,t) defined in (2.19).
Recall the sets f_Ihk/, ﬁk,k/, and ’7~'1*kk, from (2.10) and (2.15).
Lemma 4.7. For any k € [K],k' € [K'], the following holds for L%-a.e. zy € 7~'1*kk, Let g be the
intersection point of T(z9) and Hy s (note that q € Hy ). Then for every t € (—f(q), a(q)),

Ry (q,t) = [(V(q), arr)| det(Ig + tF(q)), (4.19)
where ay p is as in (2.3).

Proof. Recall the discussion below (2.16). Note that by (2.17), for any = = (z1,--- ,z4_1) € R¥!
and t € R such that |t| < 2D, we have

P, 1) = W (Yo (1), 1) = Qo (@) + t(Viewr 0 Q1) ().

Note that
0P (z,t)
ot

and if Vi s o Q;}g, is differentiable at x, then for every ¢ € [d — 1], we have (by (2.7))

= (Vi o Q) (@), (4.20)

0P (z,1) ¢
Txe o eg{:}c/ —|— t

(Vip 0 e p) (@)

4.21
o, (4.21)

By [26, Theorem 1.35] and Rademacher’s theorem (note that Vk,k/oﬁgi, is Lipschitz continuous),
for H 1-a.e. g € -ﬁlk,k', we have

- HIY{qd € Hip : ||d —qll < s})
s=0t HI1({q € Hypr = |l — gl < s})

=1, Viwo Q,;i, is differentiable at Q /(q).  (4.22)
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By Lemmas 2.13 and 4.6 and Theorem 3.3, for £%a.e. zy € ;fffk w» if ¢ denotes the intersection
point of T'(z9) and Hj, s (note that ¢ € ﬁhk/, and so min{a(q), 8(q)} > do), then (4.22) holds, and

HI (W g, 9))

s =0 foralld >0,

[ E(q)]l2 < di, F(@)V(¢) =0, lim
0

s—0t

det(I; +tF(q)) >0 forallt e (—B(q),alq)). (4.23)

Below, we consider any g € Hy ;s such that (4.22) and (4.23) hold. Note that by the definition of
Hy, e in (2.10), (V(q),ag) # 0; without loss of generality, we assume that (V(g),ag ) > 0. We
denote xg := Qk,k’(g)'

In the following, we consider any 6 € (0,(V(q),ax)do/100). By (4.22) and (4.23), for any
8" € (0,1), there exists so € (0, (V(q), ax)d25/100) such that the following holds:

(a) for all s € (0, sp),
H ({d € Hyp\Hip < |la' —all < s}) <8'sT70 0 HITIOW(g;8,0)) < &'sT7 0 (4.24)
(b) for any ¢’ € Hy s with ||¢' — ¢ < so (which implies || 4/ (¢') — xol| = |¢’ — q| < s0), we have
1V(¢") = V(g) = V(Viw © Q1) (@0) - (e (q) = o)

= | (Vi © e 1) (et (@) = (Vi © g 1) (@0) = V(Varr 0 Q1) (o) - (R (') — o) |
<) (d') — ol = llg" — gll- (4.25)

Below, we fix any s € (0, s9/4). For any ¢’ € ﬁhk/ such that ||¢' — ¢|| < s, we define

N o d=aV() ., ,
U(d)=4d —q <V(q)7v(q,)>V(q)EO(V(Q)), (4.26)

where we note that by Lemma 2.9 and the fact that min{«a(q), 8(q), a(¢’), 8(¢’)} > dp (recall (2.10)),

: 4lg —qll _4s _4s0 _ 1 = 2= V(@) - V@I 1
V) = Vi@l < =5 < - =2 < 0 = (V(@), V(@) = > <in

Note that for any ¢’ € Hy,p with ||¢’ — ¢ < s,

(¢ —q,V(g)
(V(a),V(d))
hence [lq + ¥(¢) — ¢|| < min{a(q’), B(¢')}. Consequently,

do
lg + (") =4l :‘ ’§2qu—q|| <25 <280 < oo

q+9(d) € int(T(q)), V(¢)=V(g+¢(d)). (4.28)
Moreover,
min{a(q +(¢)), B(a + ¥(d))} 2 minfa(d), SV}~ g+ 0(d) ~ 1| 2 do — 50 > 2. (1.29)
By (4.26) and (4.27),
. o (¢ —q,V(g) N
Jo(6) - G- ViV @i - o) = [ B @) - @ - aviow)|
o V@) = V@I + (Vi) V() - 1
<llg" =4l GORAC)
<2l = al(IV(&) - Vo)l + [V (2), V{d) - V(@)
<4l — allllV (@) = V(@) < 16sdy"[ld" ~ qll, (4.30)
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which implies
(@)l < 1T = V9V (@) )@ =)l +16sdy " [ld' —all < (1+165dy")]ld' —all < 2s. (4.31)

Define 7, := {w € O(V(q)) : [|w|| < 2s,min{a(q + w), B(g + w)} > do/2}. By Lemma 2.9, for
any w € Y5, we have

4||lw| _ 16s
which implies
16s
(Vg +w), apw) — (V(),apw)| < [V(g+w) = V(g < &
16s 166 _ 1
= (V(g+w),apr) > (V(q), anp) — e > (V(q),akr) — & > §<V(Q)7ak,k’> >0, (4.32)
For any w € %, we define
brw — (¢ +w,ap ) (w, aj )

o(w) :=q+w+ V(ig+w)=q+w-— V(g+w), (4.33)

<V(q + w)v ak7/€’> <V(q + w)u ak,k/>

where we use (q,ax i) = by (recall (2.3)). Note that p(w) € Hy . Moreover, by (4.32),
<U}, ak7k/> 2||wH S0 <

<V(q + U)), ak,k’> N <V(Q)’ ak,k’> N <V(Q)7 ak,k/> — 10 1000

hence [|¢o(w) — (¢ + w)|| < dp/2 < min{a(q + w), B(¢ + w)}, and consequently,

o(w) € int(T(q + w)). (4.34)

By (4.29) and (4.31), for any ¢’ € Hy s such that ||¢’ — ¢ < s, we have 1(¢) € s, hence noting
(4.28) and (4.34), we get p(1(¢')) = ¢'. Consequently, taking

|
&~

lp(w) = (¢ +w)ll =

& ={qd € Hyp : |ld —qll < 5,0(d) ¢ W(g;2s,6)}, (4.35)
we have
& C (2:\W'(g;25,9)). (4.36)
For any wy,ws € Y5, by Lemma 2.9,
4 _
V(g +w) = V(g +ws)ll < - /2H’w1 wal| = 8dy lwi — wy,
hence by (4.32),
(w1, ak ) (wa, ag k)
V(g +wi) — : V(g +w
[ ) T T ) a4 )
<w1, aj k') (wa, ag k) (wa, ag k)

V(g +w2) — V(g +wi)

- ‘ (V(g+wi),apr) V(g + wa), ag k') ’ (V(g+w2),apr)
(w1, ag )|V (g +w2) — V(g +wi),ap )| + V(g +w1), ) |[{w1 — wa, ag i)

= (V(g+w1),app)(V(g + wa), apm)

[|w2]| 1
+ - 8dy lwr — we
(V(g+wa),app) ° | |
A([Jw || - 8y lwr — wal| + Jlwi — wal|) 2||wa|
- (V(q),apw)? (V(q), arr)
(1005(1!61 +4)||wy — wal| < 5||wy — wal|

(V(g),arm)? ~ (V(g),arp)?’

- 8dy ! |wy — wy|
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which implies
5|lwy — wa| 6wy — wa|

(V(g),are)? ~ (V(9),ann)?

By Kirszbraun’s theorem, there exists a Lipschitz mapping ¢ : O(V(q)) — Hj, i such that ¢(w) =
p(w) for all w € s and ||@]|Lip < %. Hence by (4.36), [26, Theorem 2.8], and (4.24), we

V(Q):ak,k’>
have (note that 2s € (0, sp))

l(wi) = p(wa)|| < [Jwr — wal +

HIT(E) <HTHo(2:\W (g5 25,0))) = HTH(B(2:\W (425, 6)))

6 -1 d—1 .
§<ww) KT WVlg:25,0)

6
<

(wamer) 0 = ()

Combining (4.24) and the above display, and noting (4.35), we get

HT ({d € Hepr : ld —qll < s3\{d' € Hip : ||d — all < s,9(q) € W(q;25,0)})

. 125 -1
<HYd € Hp N\NHp o - |ld — qll < d=lgy <2y —>==—" . 4.
<H ({q € k.k \ k.k ”q qH = S}) +H ( ) = <V(Q),ak7k’>2 ( 37)

Below, we consider any ¢’ € Hy s such that ||¢ — ¢|| < s and ¥(¢) € W/(¢;2s,6). By (4.28)
and the definition of W'(g¢; 2s, ) (recall Definition 3.1), we have

IV(d) = V(e) = F(@)¥(d)l = V(g +¥(d) = V(a) — Fla)v(d)] < 20s,
which combined with (4.25) implies
IV (Vi © Q) (o) - (e () — w0) = Fg)(d')]| < 3.
By (4.23) and (4.30), we have

IF ()¢ (d) — F(a)(d — @)l = |1F(@)v(d) — F(q)Ta — V(9)V(a) ") (d — )|
<[IF()ll2llv(¢d) — Tg = V(g)V(9) )¢ — @)l < ;0 +16sdy " lq' — gl < 64sdg>.

By the above two displays,
IV (Vi © Q5 1) (o) - (e (¢') — w0) = Fla)(d' — q)| < 38s + 6457dy < 4ds.
Hence

{¢' € Hep : d' = qll < s,9(') € W(g;25,06)}
C{d € Hiw : ¢ = all <5, 1IV(View © Q5 10)(x0) - (e (¢) — m0) — Flg) (¢ — )l < 485}

Noting (4.37), we thus have

H7 ({d' € Hip 2 4 —gll < 5,1V (Vi 0 Qi) (o) - (e (¢) — o) — F(@)(d' — q)|| > 40s})
< 25/<125 )dl
B V() akr)? '
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Consequently,

H ({d € Hiw : 1ld' = all <5, [V (Viw © Qi) (20) - (U (¢') — w0) — Fla)(g' — g)]| > 495})
gd—1

lim sup
s—07F

< 25’(<v<q>1,2ak,w>d_l'

Taking & — 07 in the above display, we conclude that for any § > 0,

H ({d € Hiw 2 llg = all < 5, IV (Vi 0 Qi) (@0) - (e (@) = 20) = Flg)(d' — q)l| > 495})

I _
s—1>r(r)1Jr sd—1
(4.38)

Let Agp R — {z € R?: (2,25 /) = 0} be such that
d—1
Ay g (z) == Z:cge,(ﬁ,, for all & = (zq,--- ,2q_1) € RS,
(=1

By (4.38), for any z* € R?~! such that ||z*| = 1 and any § > 0, there exist (s,)3%; C (0,1) and

(7,)%%; € R4! such that as n — oo,

In — ",
(|

Sp — 07 Sn/2 < ||an < 8p,

HV(V]C’]C/ (¢] Q];i,)(l'o).%‘n — F(q) . Ak,k’ (l'n)H S 4(58n
Note that the above implies that

~ _ Tn Tn 405,

=l
Taking n — oo, we get

IV (Vi © 3 ) (wo)z™ — Flg) - A ()| < 8.

Since § > 0 is arbitrary, we get V(Vj, 4 0 Q1) (wo)z* = F(q) - Mg (2%). Hence for any o* € R~
V (Vi © Q1) (o) = F(q) - Ag s (z*). Consequently, for any £ € [d — 1], we have

Q(Vk’k/ o lei,)(aﬁo) ¢
A : = F(q)eé}ﬁ,.

By (4.21), the above display implies that for any ¢ € (—8(q), a(q)) (note that by (2.11), |t| < 2D),

= (I + tF(g))el ) -

0P(xo,t) _ 0 n ta(f/k,k' o Q;;ir)(ﬂﬁo)
oxy k! oxy

Moreover, by (4.20), we have

dP(z0, t)

praie (View © Q1) (@0) = Vi (9) = V(g).-
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Hence by (2.19), noting that F'(¢)V(q) = 0 (recall (4.23)), we conclude that
Ry (q,1) = | det [V(q), (Lo + tF(@)efhr- - (La+ tF(@)efl, ]|
d—
= ’ det ((Id +tF(q)) [V(q), e,g,)f/, RN e,(ﬁk/l)D ‘
— | det(Ty + tF(q))] - | det [V (@), el - el ] | = det(La+ tF (@) (o, V@),

where for the last equality, we use (4.23) and the fact that

<a1(€,1;;/,V(q)> 0 -+ 0
1
d— d— (e Vig) 1 - 0
|:V(q)7 e]((:l’])c,, T ’el(c,k’l):| = [ak,k’a eél,])ﬂ/, cee e](g’kll)} k,k -
d—
e vy 0 1
<a€ai)«aV(Q)> 0 0 - 0
1
- e, .., V(q 1 0 --- 0
- ‘det [V(q),eg;ﬂ,,--- ’eg’f’l)” = |det i V(D) = [(apw, V(g)|. O
el V@) 0 0 1

The next lemma introduces Borel sets $; ) € Hy s for k € [K], k' € [K'] and ¥ C T;* with
certain desirable properties.

Lemma 4.8. For each k € [K|, k' € [K']|, there exists a Borel set $j iy C fIngl such that
/R L(_s(g).0(q) () Rew (¢, t)dt =0 for H' ' -a.e. q € Hypo\ D, (4.39)
and for every q € Ny 1, we have
[, f@ et (oo V@) F@)an' @) = [ o) det (Lot (=g, V(@) Fl@)aH @), (4.40)

T(q)

(4.19) holds for allt € (—f(q),a(q)), and the conclusions of Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6 hold
for all zo € int(T(q)). Define (recall (2.13))

T = U Qﬂk,k},;ﬁk’k/ﬂf’jk’k, g ,71*' (4.41)
kE[K],k €[K]

Then ¥ is a Borel transport set, and the conclusions of Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6 hold for
every zp € T.

Proof. Let Ty be the set of zp € 7" for which the conclusions of Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6
hold. Note that Ty is a transport set. By Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6, Ty is Lebesgue
measurable and £4(7;*\Tg) = 0. For each k € [K],k’ € [K'], let Ty be the set of zo € T;, 1
for which the conclusions of Lemmas 2.14 and 4.7 hold. Note that ;. ;s is a transport set. ’]éy
Lemmas 2.14 and 4.7, Ty, v is Lebesgue measurable and Ed(ﬁfk7k,\11;k7k/) =0.

Now for each k € [K], k' € [K'], by Lemma 2.13 and the fact that £9( ~1tk,k'\(50 NTipw)) =0,
there exists a Borel set f)k,k/ C fl;mk/, such that /Hd_l(fjfkk/\?)k,k/) = 0, and for every q € H ,

/R L-s(a)ata) O Lgrevi@ets, ,\SorTy, o ki (¢ 1)dE = 0. (4.42)
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* 3 - _ -
As T \(To N Ty k) 18 a transport set, we have ]lqﬂV(Q)ETI*;k,k/\(50051;k,k/) = ﬂqefﬁfkyk/\(‘foﬁfl;k,k/)

for any q € ﬁkyk/ and t € (—p(q),a(q)). Hence (4.42) implies that either ¢ € To N Ty p or
fR 1 8(q),a(q)) (t) Rk (¢, t)dt = 0. We define $y, ;s to be the set of ¢ € H s such that

/R L p(q).a(q)) () B i (g; t)dt > 0

(note that this implies ¢ € To N Ty 4). Note that Hy  C I:I;@kr is a Borel set and (4.39) holds. As
To N Ty is a transport set, we have int(7'(¢q)) € To N Ty for every ¢ € Hy . In particular,
(4.19) (for all t € (—p(q),(q))) and (4.40) hold for every ¢ € $j 4, and the conclusions of
Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6 hold for every zy € int(7'(q)) when g € 9y 1.

By Lemma 2.11, ¥ as defined in (4.41) is a Borel transport set. Note that from the previous
paragraph, for every zg € ¥, the conclusions of Theorems 3.2-3.3 and Lemma 4.6 hold. ]

The following lemma shows that the ratio (4.43) is independent of the choice of the base point
xg, and that the two marginal densities are balanced on each transport ray.

Lemma 4.9. Fiz any x € .
(a) The strict positivity of fT(a:) f(z)det (Ig+ (z — 0, V(2))F(z0))dH' () and the value of

det (Ig + (z — 20, V (2)) F(x0))
Jr) £(2) det (Ig+ (z — w0, V(2)) F(20))dH(2)

(4.43)

are independent of the choice of xy € int(T'(x)).

(b) For any x¢ € int(T(z)), we have

/ £(2) det(Ta+ (=0, V() F (o)) dH(2) = / 9(2) det (Tt (z— a0, V() F (o) ) dH ! (2).
T(z) T(z)

Proof. As x € T, for any x¢,x(, z € int(T(x)), by Theorem 3.3 (using (3.8) with z, 2/, z¢ replaced
by zo, z(, z), we have

det (Ig + (z — 2, V(2)) F(z()) = det (Ig + (o — 2, V(2)) F (x0)) det (Ig + (z — o, V(2)) F(20)).
Taking z = x, we obtain that
det (Ig + (z — 2, V(2)) F (x0)) = det (Ig + (zo — z0, V(2)) F(xp)) det (I + (x — 0, V(2)) F(20)).

Moreover,
/T( )f(z) det (I + (z — zf, V(2)) F(z() ) dH' (2)

= det (I + (w0 — z(, V(2)) F(()) ) (z)det (I + (z — xo, V(:U))F(aco))dHl(z).

By Lemma 4.6, det (I + (zo — a{, V(2))F(z()) > 0. Thus part (a) follows from the two displays.
We proceed to the proof of part (b). By (4.41), as x € T, there exist k € [K], k" € [K'] and
q € Hy N Ny such that = € int(T(g)). By (4.40), noting that T'(z) = T(g) and V(z) = V(g),

/ f(z)det (Tg+ (2 — q, V(2))F(q))dH' (z) = / g(z)det (Ig + (2 — ¢, V(2)) F(q))dH' (2).
T(z) T(x)
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For any z,z € int(T(z)), by Theorem 3.3 (using (3.8) with x,2’, z¢ replaced by ¢, ¢, z), we have
det (T + (= — , V() F()) = det (i + (20 — q, V() F()) det (s + (= — 0, V() F(x0)).

By Lemma 4.6, det (I + (zo — ¢, V(2))F(q)) > 0. Therefore, the claim follows by combining the
two displays. 0

Definition 4.10 (The sets T*, §* and the function §). We define T* to be the set of z € T such
that fT(x) f(z)det (Ig+ (2 — o, V(z))F(x0))dH' (z) > 0 for some (hence all) zg € int(T'(z)). Note
that T* is a transport set. We further write S* := {T'(x) : x € T*}.

For any = € T*, we define

det(Iq + (x — w0, V(2)) F(20))

g($) = fT(x) f(Z) det(Id + <Z — o, V(:U)>F(l‘[)))dH1(z) .

For any = € R?\T*, we define F(z) := 0. Note that by Lemma 4.9, T¢ and §(x) are independent of
the choice of x¢ € int(7T'(z)).

Remark 4.11. By Lemma 4.6, F(x) > 0 for z € T*, and §(x) = 0 for x € RN\ T*.

Definition 4.12. For any k € [K], k' € [K'] and € T%, .., we define qi s(x) € Hy s to be the
intersection point of T'(x) and Hj, . Note that by (2.3), for any « € ﬁfk’k,, we have

(z,ak k) — b
g,k (T) = X —
N (E PR
In particular, the mapping qy 5 : 7~'fjk w — Hp g is Borel measurable.

Lemma 4.13. T is a Borel subset of R and S* is a Borel subset of S. Moreover, the mapping
F:R? = [0,00) is Borel measurable.

Proof. Fix any k € [K],k' € [K']. For any q € Hy ' N ik, we define

T (q) = o (2)det (Ig+ (z — ¢, V() F(q))dH' (2)

= /]R ]l(_ﬁ(q),a(q))(t)f(q + tV(q)) det(Id + tF(q))dt.

As the function (¢,t) = 1(_g(g),a(q)(t)f(¢+tV (q)) det(Ig+tF(q)) on the domain (Hpp NOpp) xR
is Borel measurable, by Fubini’s theorem ([52, Section 8.8]), Jpx : Hip N Hppr — [0,00) is
Borel measurable. Hence {q € Hp N N : Trw(g) > 0} is a Borel set. By (4.41) (also note
Definition 4.10), we have

TN Tk = Wbt g€ iy, o000 3y ()0} (4.44)

Hence by Lemma 2.11, T* N 7%, ., is Borel measurable. By (2.9),

ke[K],k'€[K']
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Hence T* is Borel subset of R%. Moreover,

S ={T(z): 2T} = U Sk,k/;{qeljlk’kmf)hk/:Jk7k/(q)>0}'
ke[K],k'€[K']

Hence by Lemma 2.12, §* is a Borel subset of S.

For any k € [K], k' € [K'] and z € TN Tikr by (4.44), we have qj(x) € Hypr N Hy 1 and
Jpex (g () > 0 (recall Definition 4.12). As Ty g Hy g N $j s — [0, 00) is Borel measurable, the
function x +— T, 1 (qk 7 (2)) on the domain T* N 7%, ., is also Borel measurable. Note that for any
z € TN T s, we have (recall Definition 4.10) -

det(Tg + (x — qrp (), V(2)) F(qrp (2)))
Tk (ke ()

)

§(x) =

hence §l|g«n7+  is Borel measurable for every k € [K], k' € [K']. Moreover, by Definition 4.10,

F(x) = 0 for every x € RN\T*. Hence by (4.45), the mapping § : R? — [0, 00) is Borel measurable.
O

Definition 4.14 (The measures \, fip, 77 and the functions 1, g). With T': 7, — S as in Defini-
tion 2.1 (note that 7" is Borel measurable by Lemma 2.7), we define A to be the Borel measure on S
such that for any Borel set A C S, A(A) = u({z € T;* : T(x) € A}). Note that by (2.1), u(7*) =1
hence A(S) =1 and A is a probability measure.

For any = € R?, we define

f@) = f@)F(@),  §x) = g(@)(x). (4.46)

Note that by Lemma 4.13, f, G : R — [0,00) are Borel measurable. For any T' € S, we define fir
and D7 to be Borel measures on R? such that for any Borel set A C R,

= / f@)la(z)dH (),  ip(A) = / §(z)La(z)dH (2). (4.47)
T T
The following lemma derives explicit formulas for A.
Lemma 4.15. For any Borel set A C S, we have

MA) =v({z e T : T(x) € A})

:iK

—1k'=1 /I;I k/ﬂfjk k/ﬂT (A)

M

Vo))l ) | e (i (e = V(@) Fla)aH' @

-
Z /H V(). 3 ) |dH () / o) det (I + {x — ¢, V(0)) F(g))dH (2),

k=1 " Hi p N9 o T L(A) T(q)

)_l

(4.48)

where ay g, Hy pr, Orpr are as in (2.3), (2.10), and Lemma 4.8, respectively. Moreover, for any
k€ [K], k' € [K'] and any Borel set A C S such that T1(A) C T s we have

A(A) = / [(V(9), 2k 1) [dHT (q) f(a)det (g + (& —q,V(0))F(q))dH' (z).
D NT1H(A) T(q)
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Proof. By (2.9) and Lemma 2.13, for any Borel set A C S, we have

K K’

M) =p({z e T T)e A=) Y nl{z € Ty : T(z) € A})

k=1k'=1

/* (@)eaf(@)dx

1;k,k/

TTMN wa
I MW I MW

/ dH(q )/ 1(—(g).a(a) (£ F (@ + tV (@) R (g, t)dt.
Hk k/ﬂT A) R
For any k € [K], k' € [K'], with ), j» as defined in Lemma 4.8, we have

/ del((l)/ L(—a(q),a(q) (O) f(a + 1V (q)) Rip (g, t)dt
Hk k/lﬁlT*l(A) R

/ de_l(Q)/ L(—g(q).al) () f (@ + tV (@) Ry (g, t)dt
Hy, 1009, oNT—1(A) R

/ 1V (0), ) |dH () / 1 ptoraton (05 (@ + V(@) det(L + tF(q))dt
Hk’k/ﬂfjk’kllﬁlel(A) R

/ V(). 3} [dH (q) / F(2)det (Ty + (x — ¢, V(g))F(q))dH ! (z), (4.49)
Hy, o109y, NT—1(A) T(q)

where we use (4.39) and (4.19) in the first and second equalities, respectively. Hence we have

/ |V (@), 2} [dH (q) / f(@)det (s + (z — 4, V(@) F(q))dH ().
=1 k=1 " Hi i 09y, iy NT 1 (A) T(q)

Similarly, we can deduce that
v({x e T : T(z) € A})

K K’

-y / |V (@), 2} [dH (q) / g(z) det (I + {z — ¢, V(g))F(q))dH (x).

i 1 Hy g N, 0T 1(A) T(q)

As (4.40) holds for any k 6 [K], "€ [K'] and q € H , (4.48) follows from the above two displays.
Now for any k € [K],k’ € [K'] and any Borel set A such that T71(A4) C 7%, ,/, by Lemma 2.13
and arguing similarly as in (4.49), we obtain that

MA) =p({z € T{" : T(x) € A}) = p({z € T : T(z) € A})
- / . Ir@eaf(@)de = /Hk i) dH"(q) /R L(~8(g)a(e)) (1).f (¢ + tV(a)) Ry s (g, t)dt

1;k,k/

- / V(@ o) ldH " (q) [ Fle)det (T + & — ¢, V(@) F(@)dH (@). O
Ny NT7H(A) T(q)

Next, we show that the marginals ;1 and v are concentrated on the set T*.

Lemma 4.16. We have un(RN\T*) = 0 and v(RN\T*) = 0.
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Proof. By (2.1), p(RN\T*) = u(7;\T*). Hence by (2.9), we have

K K’

PRAT) =30 (T \T). (4.50)

k=1k=1
Now consider any k € [K], k" € [K’]. By Lemma 2.13,

WT\T) = [ L fa)do

1;k,k/

= /H dH*(q) /R L(—a(q),a(q) (D) Lgiev(gyesf(q + 1V (q)) Ry (g, t)dl
k, k!
= / dH 1 (q) / L(—a(q),a(q) (D) Lgiev(gyes-f(q + tV(q)) Ry (g, t)dt
Hy, N9y R
= / [(V (), 2k )| dH(q) / L(—8(¢),0(q)) () Vgpev (g g+ f (q + 1V (q)) det(Iy + tF'(q))dt
Hy, 09, 1 R
-/ V(@ 2u)dH @) | ygaefla) det (Lot (o 0.V (@) F@) 4 (o)
Hk k/ﬂka K/ T(q)

where we use (4.39) and (4.19) in the third and fourth equalities, respectively. Now noting (4.41),
for any ¢ € Hyr N Ny and x € int(7T'(q)), we have ¢,z € T, and x ¢ T* if and only if ¢ ¢ T*.
Hence for any q € Hy, 3y N g it

/T L ) det L+ (2 =, V@) F(@) M @)

= Lggz- ) f(a)det (1o + {x — ¢, V(9))F(q))dH' (z) = 0,

where we use the definition of T* in the last equality. Combining the above two displays, we get
(T 1 \T*) = 0 for every k € [K], k' € [K']. Hence by (4.50), we conclude that p(RHNT*) = 0. As
RY\T* is a Borel transport set, by [10, Lemma 27], we have v(RN\T*) = u(RN\T*) = 0. O

We record the following measurability lemma for later use.

Lemma 4.17. For any nonnegative Borel measurable function ¢ : R? — [0,00), the mapping
ST+ [ o(x)dH () is Borel measurable.

Proof. For any T' € S, with ar,br as defined in Definition 2.1, we have
[ @@ = lor—onll | elar +t(or —ar)at
T

As the mapping (a,b,t) + ||b — alle(a + t(b — a)) (where (a,b,t) € R x R? x [0,1]) is Borel
measurable, by Fubini’s theorem and noting the metric on § as given in Definition 2.1, the mapping
T — ||br — a7 f[o 1 o(ar + t(by — ar))dt (where T € S) is Borel measurable. O

The following lemma gives the disintegration of the marginals p and v along transport rays,
expressed in terms of A, fip, Up (cf. Section 1.1).
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Lemma 4.18. For any Borel set A C R, the mappings T + fir(A) and T — vp(A) (where T € S)
are Borel measurable, and

u(A) = /3 Fr(A)INT),  v(A) = /3 Pr(A)IN(T).

Moreover, A\(S\S*) = 0, and for any T € S*, jir and vy are Borel probability measures on R?. For
any T € S, we have fip(RN\int(T)) = op(R4\int(T)) = 0.

Proof. Fix any Borel set A C R? By (4.47) and Lemma 4.17, the mappings T+ fir(A) and
T — 0r(A) (where T' € S) are Borel measurable. By (2.1), (2.9), and Lemma 2.13, we have

/f d:c—/f 114 (x d:c—ZZ/ z)dx

k=1k'=1 1klc’

K K’
3 /H " / 1oyt (D F (@ + V(@) Lalg + 1V (@) R (g, £)dt

/ dH" (g )/ L—a(q),a(q) () fla+tV(q)Lalg +tV(q)) Ri (g, )dt
Ay N9 4 R

/ V(q), anw)|dH " (q)
Hy, 0%y, k’

/R L—g(q),a(q) () fla +tV(q)1alg +tV(q)) det(Ly + tF(q))dt

/ V(@) ara)ldH ) | F(e)La(e) det (T + (x — ¢, V(g)) F(q))dH: (x),
Hy, 1089y o T(q)

(4.51)

where we use (4.39) and (4.19) in the third and fourth lines, respectively. Moreover, by Lemma 4.15,
we have

(4.52)
Note that for any k € [K], k" € [K'] and q € Hg j N $Hy s, by Definitions 4.10 and 4.14, we have

_ /T @R L@ @
L, Jqy [ (@) det(Ty+ (x =, V() F (@) La(z)dH' (x)
o f@ et ema VN EBE T ) @) det(Ta + (o — g, Vo) F(@)dH (@)

hence

( [ s@aet 1+ o —a v<q>>F<q>>dH1<x>)ﬂT<q> (4)
T(q)

= /T( ) f(z)det (Ig+ (z — ¢, V(q))F(q)) La(x)dH (). (4.53)
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By (4.52) and (4.53), we have

/ ir(A)AN(T)
K K’

>y /H V(g)ar) i q) [ F(@)det (L + (@ — 0, V(@) F(0)) La(a)dH (2).

1k'=1 k, k/ﬂf)k k’ T(q)
(4.54)

Combining (4.51) and (4.54), we get u(A) = [ fir(A)dA(T). Similarly, we can deduce that v(A) =

Js rr(A)dX(T).
By (4.47), for every T € S, we have fir (R\int(T)) = o7 (R%\int(T)) = 0. By Lemmas 4.13
and 4.16, S* is a Borel subset of S, and (recall Definitions 4.10 and 4.14)

MS\S") = MST(@) 12 € TY) = p({z € Ty : T(2) ¢ {T(w) s w € T})) < p(T7\T) = 0
Now for any T' € §*, by Definitions 4.10 and 4.14, we have

Jp (@) det(Ig + (z — 20, V) F(20))dH! ()
r(RY) = /f JH'( /f d#! (z) = f; f(2)det(Ig+ (z — xo, Vo) F(x0))dH1(2) 1,

J 9(x) det(Ig + (& — o, V) F(z0))dH! (2) _
) )

Jr [(2) det(Iq + (z — o, Vi) F(20))dH (2

where ¢ is an arbitrary point in int(7"), and we use Lemma 4.9(b) in the second display. Hence
for any T € S*, jir and D are Borel probability measures on R%. O

% dy — g(x Lg) = x)§(x 1
uT<R>—/Tg<>dH<> /Tg<>s<>cm<>

The next lemma provides a disintegration of the Lebesgue measure restricted to T*.

Lemma 4.19. For any Borel measurable function ¢ : R? — [0, 00), we have

p(z)de = | dNT) | p(2)§(x)dH ().
Joeterie = Jxen) |

Proof. By (2.9) and Lemma 2.13, noting (4.41) and the fact that T C T, we have

K K’

/ dx_ZZ/

k=1 k=17 0T

/

/ dH*(q) / L—g(q),a(q) (D) p(q + tV(q)) L1+ (g + tV(q)) Rk g (g, t)dt
Hk k/ﬁfjk K R

/ V(). 3l a)
Hy p 09y, k’

/R L(—8(q).a(q) (D)p(q +tV(q)) s (g + tV(q)) det(Iy + tF(q))dt

?

K K
kz > / (V@) ari) L1, f@) det(Tutto—a,V (@) Fla))dH ! (2)>0

Hk k/ﬁﬁ’)k B

’ </T(q) oo} det (Lo + z =g, V(Q)>F(Q))d7-l1($)> a1 (),
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where we use (4.19) in the second to last equality. Using Lemma 4.15, the partition of the domain,
and Definition 4.10,

/ IN(T) / o(@)F () dH ()
S T

=> > / )@k k)L p o f(0) det (Lt (o—q,V (0)) F(@) M (2)>0

k=1 k'=1" Hrx Mg, k/
X </T( )SO(«T) det (Id + <.’B —q, V(q))F(q))del<$)> d,Hd_l(q)’

The conclusion of the lemma follows from the above two displays. O

We close this subsection with the following integrability result.

Lemma 4.20. We have
/ IN(T / F()log(f(2))|dH (z) < C. [5 IN(T) /T 3(2) log(3(x))|aH! (z) < C.

Proof. By Definitions 4.10 and 4.14, for any k € [K], k" € [K'], ¢ € Hip NNy 1, and z € int(T(q)),
we have

F f( ) det(Ig + (z — ¢, V(q)) F(a))
f(z) = I () det(Ta+(2—q,V(q)) F(q))dH* (2)>0 fT( ) (z)det(Ig + (z — q, V(q)) F(q))dH1(2)
q M

Hence if fT(q) f(z)det (Ig+ (2 — ¢,V (q))F(q))dH'(z) > 0, then

) qu>\<I>( 2)det(Ty+ (= — g, V(0)) F(9)))|dH ()
g BN @) < e T+ . Vi) P i)

; 1og< [ ey de (Id+<z—q,v<q>>F<q>)dH1<z>),

where ®(-) is as in (1.22). If fT z)det (Ig+ (z — q,V(q))F(q))dH'(z) = 0, then

/ F() log(F()) | (z) =

Therefore, by Lemma 4.15,

/dA /f ) log(F(2))[dH! (2)
K

— 1 T
kz Z /Hk W ‘(V(Q),ak,k’H( (@ f(iU) det (Id+ <$ q’V(q»F(q))de ( )>

( / F)oa(f \d%())cm“(q)

([, Jrtrede s o varF@) @) e o)

( / et (ot (o= v<q>>F<q>)dH1<x>) \d%“(q), (4.55)
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where we use [(V(q),arr)| < [V(@)|l||lakk || = 1 in the fourth line.

For any k € [K],k' € [K'] and q € Hg jr N9k pr, by (2. 5) we have min{a(q), 5(q)} > 2dy. Hence
by Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)), we have ||F(q)|2 < m < 2dy' < C. Using Hadamard’s
inequality (see, e.g., [33, Lemma 2.5]), for any = € int(7'(q)), we obtain

d d
| det (Ig+ (2 = ¢, V(@) F(@)| < [La+ (& = ¢, V(@) F@)[y < (1 + llz = glll F(@)]|2)
<(1+2D-C) <,
where we use (2.11) in the second line. Hence noting (1.24) and (2.11), we get
0 < f(z)det (Ig+ (z — ¢,V (q))F(q)) <C, forall z € int(T(q)),

0< () det (Ig+ (x — q,V(9)) F(q))dH' (x) < C.
T(q)
Therefore, we have

/T [P e (Tt o= V@) P@) [0 @) < ©

‘cp(/ f(z)det (Is + (z — g, V(q))F(q))d’Hl(x)> ‘ <C.

Combining these with (4.55), we obtain that

K K’

/dA /f Ylog(F@)ldH! (z) < €S 3" HI N (Hypo 1 $xp) <

k=1k'=1

where we use (2.12) in the second inequality. Similarly, noting (4.40), we deduce the claim for g. [

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this subsection, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. Throughout, we fix ¢; — 01 and
arbitrary couplings 7., € II(u,v) that converge weakly to an optimal transport plan v, € I(u,v).
Let 75 = A ® K/ be the disintegration of +(, along transport rays. Note that, for each j € N*, if
'yéj is not absolutely continuous with respect to £¢ @ £¢, then Ce; ('y;j) = oco. Hence, without loss
of generality, we assume hereafter that ’yéj is absolutely continuous with respect to £¢ @ £ for all
jeN~

For each j € N*, we denote by ¢, (-,-) the density of ’yéj with respect to £¢ ® £%, and define

b (0.1) 1= Loy $ei (@2 + 8V (@) +w)dHT (W), for 2 €711 ER, (4.56)
SRR 1) for x € RI\T;, t € R. '
Since ’y;j € II(u, v), we may assume without loss of generality that
¢e,(z,y) =0, for any (z,y) € (R x R)\(X x V). (4.57)

Note that by (2.1), for any Lebesgue measurable set A C R?, we have

/ @Z’sj(xvt)ﬂA(fﬂ)dwdt:/ d:c/dt/ e, (z, 2 + 1V (2) + w)dH' ™ (w)
R anry e Jowia)

-/ L [ oeaman= [ A= @5

We begin with the following elementary lemma.
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Lemma 4.21. Assume that € X NT*, z € L(z), w € O(V(x)), and z+w € Y. Let a be the
upper end of T(x). Then we have max{|z — z||, ||z — al|, |w||} < 2D.

Proof. As a,xz,z+w € X UY C By(0,D), we have

Iz = all < V/l[wl? + Iz — al® = [|(z +w) - all < 2D,

max{||z — z[|, Jw|[} < V]wl?+[lz — [ = [|(z + w) — 2| < 2D. O
Remark 4.22. By (4.56)-(4.57) and Lemma 4.21, and noting (1.23), we have
{(z,t) e R 1y (2,t) > 0} C (X NTy) x [-2D,2D] C By(0,D) x [-2D,2D]. (4.59)
The following result was proved in [34] (see also [36, Lemma A.3] for a reference in English).

Lemma 4.23. Suppose that X,Y are complete separable metric spaces. Let ¢ : X XY — R be a
bounded function such that

(a) ©(-,y) is Borel measurable for each y €Y,
(b) o(z,-) is continuous for each x € X.

Then, for any Borel probability measures (Pp)nen, P on X XY such that P,(- xY) = P(- xY) for
every n € N and P,, converges weakly to P as n — oo, we have fX><Y wdP, — fX><Y pdP.

The following lemma bounds the entropy of the marginal density 1, (=, 1).

Lemma 4.24. We have

lim inf / e, (1) log(0, o ) dlt
(T xR

J—00

> [ #shlir @ )axT) + [ fa)loa(r@)de + [ axT) [ st toxtatu)ar ).
Proof. Step 1. Denote by C(R%*1) the set of continuous functions on R%*! and by Cy(R¥+1) the

set of continuous bounded functions on R**!. Following the proof of [45, Lemma 1.3] and noting
(4.59), we obtain that for each j € N*,

/ ¢8j (fE,t) IOg(ng (l‘,t))dl‘dt
(XNTF)xR

sup { / @(x,t)Ye; (z,t)dzdt — log </ e‘p(x’t)dxdt> } (4.60)
PEC(RIH1)Y: (XNTF)XR RA+1

Jrd+1 e (®) drdi< oo

For any ¢ € C(R!) such that [pay, e?@Hdzdt < oo, there exists ¢ € Cp(R*!) such that
Pl B4(0,0)x[=2D,2D] = P|B,(0,0)x[~2D,2p]- Using (2.1) and (4.59), we obtain

/ (P(.T,t)l/}aj («T,t)dﬂl‘dt = / 95(1"7t)w8j (Z‘,t)dl‘dt

(XNT) (T

N / Pla, t)dudt / Ge, (@, + tV (@) + w)dH (w)
(X077 O(V ()

- / Bz, (y — 2, V(@) e, (. y)dady.
(XNT7*)xR4
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For any x,y € R?, define ¥(x,y) := ¢(z, (y — =, V(z)))1xn7s(2). Note that W(:,-) is bounded and
Borel measurable, and for each € R? W(x,-) is continuous. Hence by Lemma 4.23 (recall that
¢e, is the density of 7. € II(y,v)) and the fact that p(X N7Ty") =1 (see (2.1)),

lim o(x,t)Ye; (2, t)dzdt = lim o(x, (y — z,V(2)))de, (x, y)dwdy
IO J(xNT¥)xR J700 J(xNT) xR

~ lim Wo.9)or, (e )dady = [ e p)d(e)
IO JRAx R4 Rd xR

= / Gz, (y — z,V(2)))dyo(z,y) = / oz, (y — =, V(2)))dvo(z,y).
(XNT)xR4 Rd xRd

Hence by (4.60),

lim inf / e, (@, ) log (e, (z, 1)) dodt
(XNT#)xR

Jj—00

> sy { [ e v@aies) -t [ et won
PEC(RIHLY; R4 xR Rd+1
fRd+1 e? (@) dedi< oo

Step 2. For any (z,y) € R? x R, we define t(x,y) := (z, (y — z,V(x))) € R x R. Define Q to
be the pushforward of 7} by t. Note that Q is a Borel probability measure on R? x R whose first
marginal is given by p. By Lemma 4.16, Q is concentrated on T x R. For any ¢ € C(R%!) such
that [pai e?@t) dydt < oo, we have

/ pd2 = ol (y — 2, V(@) dr(x, y).
Rd-+1 Rd xR

Arguing similarly as in the proof of [45, Lemma 1.3], we can deduce that if Q & £, then

sup { / p(z, (y — z,V(2)))dvy(z, y) — log (/ e“’(x’t)d:cdt> } = 0.
pEC(RIFT) R4 xR Rd+1

fRd+1 e? (@) drdi<oco

Combined with (4.61), this completes the proof of the lemma when Q & £+,

Throughout the rest of the proof, we assume that Q < £9*!, and denote by h(-,-) the density
of Q with respect to £+, Arguing similarly as in the proof of [45, Lemma 1.3] and noting that Q
is concentrated on T* x R, we get

sup { / o(z, (y — x, V(a:)>)d’yé(:z, y) — log (/ e@(x’t)dxdt> }
PEC(RIH1Y: R xRd RA+1

Jpa+1 @D drdt<co

= / h(z,t)log(b(z,t))dxdt = / h(z,t)log(h(z,t))dzdt. (4.62)
Ré+1 T*xR
Now note that for any Borel set A C R+,
Q(A) =Q(AN(T* xR)) = / dw/ Lz peab(z,t)dt
* R

_ 1 _ 1
- /3 IN(T) /T §(2)aH () /R L yeab(e, £)dt = /S IN(T) /T ea (e 0K (@)
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where we use Lemma 4.19 in the third equality. As 75 = A ® £/, we have
Q(A) =70( 1 (4) = 1w ({(z,y) e R X R?: (2, (y — =,V (2))) € A})

_ /SH'T({(:C,@/) ETXT: (2, ly— o, V(z)) € ADANT).

Using the above two displays and arguing similarly as in the proof of [4, Theorem 9.2], we get for
Mae. T €S,

| eneas@hte am @it = sy (@) €T Ts (e Viahy—ah) € 4) (463

for every Borel set A C R4*1,
Now consider any 7' € S such that (4.63) holds and any Borel set B C T' x T. Take A =
{(z,t) € T xR : (x,2 +tV(z)) € B}, and note that A is a Borel subset of R4*!. We have

k(B) = kp({(z,y) € T X T: (2,(V(2),y — x)) € A}) (4.64)

and

/T Rl(x,t)eAg(x)b(xat)dHl(x)dt = / (o attv(a))end (@)b(z, )dH (z)dt

TxR

_ /B @b,y — o, V@) ()dH (y).  (465)

By (4.63)—(4.65), for M\-a.e. T € S and any Borel set B C T' x T', we have
$o(B) = [ Saia - o,V @) @)K o)

Hence for A-a.e. T € S, kfp < HYr @ HY|r, and the density of /. with respect to H'|r @ H!|r is
given by §(z)bh(z, (y —x,V(z))) for (z,y) € T x T. Further, for l-a.e. T € S, as k» € II(fir, o), for

H!@H-ae. (z,y) € TXT,if f(x) = 0or g(y) = 0, then F(z)h(z, (y—=z,V(x))) = 0. Consequently,

L B S (v -, V)
[ el oryaxr) = [ ax) [ XTlog( L )dmx,w

- /3 IN(T) /T g0y — V@) ) - /S IN(T) /T Tog(f(a))dry(z.)
- / IN(T) / log(3(y))drr (z, )
S TxT

- / dN(T) / log(B(, (y — 2, V(@)))F(@)b(x, (y — x, V(@) )dH (2)dH (y)
S TxT
- [ st ~ [ aN@) [ gl log(au)an w)
Rd x R4 S T
_ / dN(T) ()b (x, 1) log (b, £))dH (x)dt
S TxR

- /X £ () log(f (2))da — /5 IN(T) /T 3(y) log(3(y))dH (v),
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where we use the fact that 7, = A ® £/, in the third equality. Note that by Lemma 4.19,

/d)\(T) S(z)h(z,t) log(f)(x,t))d’}-[l(x)dt:/ h(z,t)log(h(z,t))dzdt.
S TxR T*xR

Combining the above two displays, we obtain
/ h(z,t)log(b(z,t))dxdt = /H Kip| i @ D) dN(T / f(z)log(f(x))dx
T*xR
+ [ ax) [ o) ostaw)an w). (4.66)

The conclusion of the lemma follows from (4.61), (4.62), and (4.66). O

The next lemma will be used to bound the first term of the decomposition (1.16) discussed in
the proof overview.

Lemma 4.25. For any M >0, 6§ € (0,1), and Borel measurable set Xy C {x € R?: a(z) > 6},
lim sup/ (Gz,z +tV(x)) V (—M)) e, (2, t)dadt < / G(z,y) V (=M)dy,(z,y).
j—oo JAxR Xp xIRd

Proof. Let 2" C T;* be the set of x € T;* for which the conclusion of Proposition 4.4 holds. Note
that LI(7T;\Z") = 0. For any = € R? and ¢ € R, we define

G(z,z+tV(x)) VvV (—M) ifee 2,t>—-pF(x),
Gz, t) == ( (l_igr(l:m))+ G(z,z + sV(a:))) V(=M) ifzxe 2, t<—-p(x),
0 if € RN\ 2.

Note that by Proposition 4.4(a) and the fact that Xy C {2 € R? : a(z) > 4}, for any z € Xy
and t € R, we have —M < Gy(z,t) < Llog(671) + C, where C > 0 only depends on D,d.
By Proposition 4.4(c), for any = € R, G M( -) is continuous. Consequently, for any = € R?, the
function R 3 y Lxynxntyne (z )GM( (y —z,V(x))) is continuous. By (4.59), for any j € N*¥,

/ (Gla,x + V() V (= M), (a t)dadt
XoxR

/ (Gla, x4+ tV (@) V (—M)) e, (. £)ddt
(XoNXNTF) xR

_ / (Gla,x+ V(@) V (= M), () dadt.
(XoNXNTN2) xR

Moreover, for any x € 2 and t < —f(x), by definition, G(x,z + tV(z)) = —o0, hence G(z,x +
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tV(z)) V (=M) = =M < Gpr(x,t). Hence by Lemma 4.23, we have

lim sup/ (Gz,z +tV(x)) V (—M)) e, (x, t)ddt
Jj—00 XoxR

= lim sup/ (Gz,z +tV(x)) V (—M)) e, (x, t)dxdt

j=oo  J(XoNXNTF N ) xR

< limsup/ GM(x,t)¢€j (x,t)dzdt

j—oo  J(XoNXNTFNZ ) xR

— timsup [ Carle,ly — 2,V (@), (2. y)dady

Jj=oo  J(XoNXNTFNZ ) xR

- / Gtz {y — 2,V (@)))drl) ()
(XoNXNTFNZ ) xRE

- / (Glary) v (—M))dry() = / (Gla,9) V (—M))dnl ().
(XoNXNTFNZ ) xRe XoxR4

where the last equality uses (2.1) and the fact that the first marginal of v is u < £9. O
The next lemma bounds and computes certain integrals that will appear in the main proof.

Lemma 4.26. We have

/d)\(T)/ ‘logdet (Id—I-Hx—yHF )’d/iT x,y) < C,
S Tx

/ dN(T) / log(§(x))| f(x)dH ' (z) < C,

S* T

/ IN(T) /T XTlogdet (Lo + 1z — Y| F () dir (. y)
/ F(2)log(f(x))dz + / o(y) Jog(g(v))dy

n /S IN(T) /T F(a) log(F () dH () — /S IN(T) /T 3(y) log(3(y))dH' (),
/*cu(T) /T log(§(2)) f(x)d /f ) log(f (z))da + / IN(T / F () log(f () dH (2).

Proof. Recall from Lemmas 4.13 and 4.18 that S* is a Borel subset of S and A(S\S*) = 0. Now
fix any T € 8" and zp € int(7). By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.8); also note Lemma 4.8), for any
x,y € int(7T),

as well as the identities

det (T4 + (& — 30, Vi) F(w0)) = det (T + {y — 20, Vi) F(0)) det (T4 — {y — o, Vi) F ().
By Lemma 4.6, we have

det (Id + <1’ — X, VT>F(£U0)),det (Id + <y — X0, VT>F(x0)),det (Id — (y -, VT>F(y)) > 0.
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Hence noting Definition 4.10, we have (note that §(z),§(y) > 0)

log det (Id —(y — =z, VT>F(y))
= logdet (I 4+ (z — o, V) F(z0)) — logdet (Ig + (y — o, V) F(z0))
= log(§(z)) —10g(F(y)) = Lg(x)>0108(F(2)) — Lg(y)>0 log(F(y))-

Therefore, we have
/ d/\(T)/ |logdet (Ig + ||z — y[|F(y))|ds7(x, y)
S T x
< /S dN(T) /T (g0l 05(3()] + 50/ loz(§(w)] ) (. v) (4.67)
and
/ dN(T) / log det (Iy + |z — yllF () drin(e,y)
S TxT
- / IN(T) / (Lyay20108(3(2)) — Ly l0g(3(w)))difp(z, ). (4.68)
S TxT

Since k!, € I(fip, y) for A-a.e. T € S, we have

/S IN(T) /T  Tgopsol log( (o) d ) = /S IN(T) A Ly(oy-0| 10g(3(2)) djir(x)
= | ool 0BE @Dl @)de = [ Tyayzol loa(F(e) ~ log(f(@))|(a)do
/f ) log(F rda:+/f ) log(f(x))|dz

/d)\ /f Y og(F ()| dH (z /f ) log( f(z))|dz < C,

where we use Lemma 4.18 in the second and fourth lines, and use (1.23), (1.24), and Lemma 4.20
in the last inequality. Note that by Remark 4.11, the above display implies

| ax®) [ oI f@ant@) = [ 1) [ 150l lox@a)ldin() < C.

Similarly, we can deduce that [ dA(T) [f, 7 15@)>0l10g(§(y))|dr7p(x,y) < C. Hence by (4.67) and
(4.68), we have

/dA(T)/ log det (I + [l — || F(y)) |di(z,9) < C,
S
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/ IN(T) / log et (I + [ — y| F(y))drfp(x, )
TxT

/ IN(T / L 050 108(3 () iz, y) — /S IN(T) /T g0 oB(E()dr 2. )
- /S IN(T) /T L (250 log(3(2))diir (z) — /3 dN(T) /T Ly(y150 108(3 (1)) dr ()
- / L (250 log(3(2)) £ (2)dr — / L4120 108(3 ()9 (4)dy

R4 Rd
= /R Ly(a)=o0(log(f(x)) — log(f(x))) f(z)dz — /R ) L3()>0(log(g(y)) — log(g(y)))g(y)dy
- / (log(F(x)) — log(f(x))) f(x)dz — /R (108(3(v)) ~ los(o(u))g(y)dy
= /f ) log(f dfﬂ+/ 9(y)log(g(y))dy

" /S IN(T) /T F () log (F () dM () — /S IN(T) /T 3(y) log(3(y)dH (y),

where in the second display, we use Lemma 4.18 in the fourth and seventh lines, and use Remark 4.11
and Lemma 4.16 in the sixth line. Moreover, we have

| ax®) [ ox@@nFaant@ = [ anT) [ 1o los3)dr(a)
= [ S0 log(E@) ) = / Ls(a0(08(f(x)) — log(£(2))) f(2)d
R4 R4

:/Rd(log(f(a:))—log(f( /f )log(f dx+/d)\ /f )log(f(x))dH' (z).
O

Lastly, we introduce and bound a variant of the function G introduced in Definition 4.2.

Definition 4.27 (The function G¢). For any € > 0, x € T;*, and z € L(x), we define
Ge(x,2) = log (s‘(d‘”/ 2 / e Plozte)/ 61||w||§2D,z+w€ded_l(w)> :
O(V ()

Remark 4.28. Note that G.(x,2) < Ge(z,2) for all e > 0, z € T*, and z € L(x).
Lemma 4.29. For any x € T and z € L(x) such that (z — b(z),V(x)) < 0 and z ¢ ), we have

lim,_,o+ G-(z,2) = —oo0.
Proof. By Lemma 4.5, for any w € O(V (z)) such that ||w| < 2D,
Iz — a(@)|l||w]?
E(z,z 4+ w) >
A(max{||z — a(z)[], |z — =[|} +2D)?

where ¢ > 0 only depends on z, 2z, D. As ) is a closed set and z ¢ ), there exists g € (0,1) such
that Bgy(z,00) N Y = 0. Hence for any w € O(V(z)) such that ||w| < oy, we have z +w ¢ V.
Consequently,

/ e Bloztw)/eq cop yweydHTH(w) <
O(V(x))

> ],

/ efE(z,z+w)/sdsz71(w)
{weO(V ()60 <|lwl| <2D}

< efc’||w||2/sd%dfl(w) < 0670’58/5’

/{we0<v<x>>:5o<||w||<w}
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which implies G.(z,2) < log (CE_(d_l)ﬂe_C"sg/a). Therefore, lim,_,¢+ G<(z,2) = —oo. O
We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We denote X° := {z € R?: f(x) > 0} and V° := {y € R%: g(y) > 0}. For
every j € N* by (1.4), we have

€)= OTw) = [ o= yln,(op)dody — [ al@)(7(o) - gl

+¢gj /Xoxyo ¢e; (z,y) log <W>dmdy.

Hence, noting that 7, € Il(x,v) and E(z,y) = ||z — y|| — u(z) + u(y) for all z,y € R¢, we obtain

C.,(+.,) = OT(u,v)

- / (=] = ula) + () o)y + &5 [ c, () 06 (o, ddy

Xox)ye°

-<; / Fo)og(f())dz ~ =5 [ glu)log(alu))dy

= Qbs] (z,y) (E(m y)+¢g; 10g(¢8 (z, y)))dxdy
XxY

—63/ f(x)log(f dfﬂ—ej/yg(y) log(g(y))dy. (4.69)

In the following, we lower bound fXXygbgj (z,9)(E(z,y) + £j1og(¢e, (x,y)))dzdy. With &(-)
defined as in (1.22), using (2.1), we have

e, (@,y) (E(z,y) + €5 log(pe; (2, y))) dedy
X xY

- / b, (2,9) (B2, ) + ¢ 10g(6c, (2,9))) ddy
(XNTF)xY

/ dzx / d?-[
xnTy

/ ]lz-i—wéy d)E (:L' z+ ’U)) (E(-'L', zZ + ’U)) + €5 log(ngj ($’ z+ w)))d%d—l(w)

=¢; / d;v/ dH( / Totwey e_E(:”’ZJ““’)/EJ'(I)(qﬁEj (x,z + w)eE(x’”w)/ef)de_l(w).
xXNT* L(x) O(V(x))
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Hence by Jensen’s inequality and the convexity of ®(-) on [0, c0),

/ ¢5j($,y)(E($,y) +5j log(qbaj(x’y)))dxdy
Xx)Y

25]'/ dx/ (/ ]lerwey ’ B_E(m’z—’—w)/Ejd/Hd_l(w))
XOT; L(z) \JOV (x))

X q)<fo(v(x)) ﬂerwE)? : ¢6j (337 z+ U))de_l( ))dHl(Z)
Jow () Letwey - e F@tw)/e did=1 (w)

:e’;‘j/ dac/ </ ¢5j(x,z+w)d7-[d_1(w)>
xXnTy L(z) \JO(V(x))

x 1 < Jow (ay) b2 (2 + w)dH ™ (w)
fO(V(:p))e E(z,z+ )/EJHHw||S2D7Z+weded l(w)
dJEj(a’:, t)

=g e (x,t) log< ~ >dxdt
]/(mme K TV exp (G, (w0 + 1V (2)))

J
d—1
=5 € loge; —i—ej/ Ve, (1) log(e, (2, 1))dxdt
(XNT7)xR

—gj / Ge,(z, 2+ tV(2))e, (z, t)dxdt, (4.70)
(XNT#)xR

S

>d?—[1(z)

where the first equality uses (4.57) and Lemma 4.21, and the second equality uses the definitions
of 1, (-,-) and G.,(-,-) as in (4.56) and Definition 4.27.

Note that by (4.56), for any (z,t) € R x R, if Ye;(z,t) > 0, then x € T7*, and there exists
w € O(V(x)) such that ¢, (z, v+tV (z)+w) > 0. Hence by (4.57), z € XNT" and x+tV (z)+w € V),
which by Lemma 4.21 (with z = 24tV (z)) implies max{|t|, ||[(z+tV (z)) —a(x)||} < 2D. Therefore,
for any (z,t) € R? x R,

Ye; (1) > 0 = max{[t], |(z +tV(z)) —a(x)|} < 2D. (4.71)

Let & denote the set of x € 7;* such that the conclusions of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 hold for
x. Note that £(7;\¥) = 0. In the following, we fix any M, M’ > 10 and 6 € (0,1), and set
As = {x eRY: alz) > 5} N%Y. By (4.58), we have

/ Ge (2.2 + 1V (@), (x, t)dadt
(XNTFNAs) xR

<

/ (Ge,(z, 2 +tV(2) V (=M)) e, (x, t)dxdt
(XNT#NAs)XR

(Ge,(z,2 +tV(2) V (=M) 4+ M), (z, t)dedt — Mp(X N T N As).  (4.72)

/(Xﬂ'Tl*ﬁA(;) xR

For any (z,t) € (XYNT;"N.As) xR such that ., (,t) > 0, by (4.71), max{[t], | (z+tV (z)) —a(z)|} <
2D. Hence by Remark 4.28 and Proposition 4.4(a) (note that a(z) > 4), we have

Ge,(z,x+1tV(2)) < Ge,(z, 2 +1V (2)) < _d-d log(a(x))+C < d—1

log(671) +C < Clog(es™),
(4.73)
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max {ng (z,t)log (e, (7, 1)), 0}

1;[}6]' (l‘, t) ﬂng (z,t)y>M’ <

log(M’)
wz-:j (I‘, t) log(wi':j (ZL‘, t)) +1 o ¢5j (-% t) log(waj (xa t)) + ]1|t|§2D
log(M") N log(M") ’ (4.74)

where the second inequality in (4.74) uses slogs > —e™! for any s > 0, and the equality uses
It| < 2D. By (4.73) and (4.74),

/ (G, (a2 + V() V (= M) + M) (0, 0) Ly, (nyonprdrdt
(XNTFNAs) xR ’
< (Clog(es™) + M) [ e, (2, ) Ly, (oayoaredadt

(XNTFNAs) xR J

C'log (65_1) + M
log(M") /(XmTl*mA(;)xR
- C(log (ed™1) + M) /
log(M’) (XNT7NAs)XR

(wéj (x7 t) log<w€j (.T}, t)) + ]l\t|§2D)dxdt

C(log(ed™) + M) LX)

Ve, (z,t) log (e, (2, t))dadt +

log(M’)
C(log (e571) + M) C(log (e571) + M)
< Tog (M) /( U te; (@, 1) log (e, (. t))dwdt + log(31) , (4.75)

where the last inequality uses (note (4.71))

/ Ue (@, 0) log(tbe, (2, t))dadt > —e~' L% @ L1(X x [~2D,2D]) > —C.
(KT )\ As)

Combining (4.70), (4.72), and (4.75), we obtain

d_
e [ by (B, ) + 5 1og(e, (2, ) dudy +
XxY

loge;

Ge,(z, 2 +tV (2))e; (v, t)dzdt —

Ge,(z, 2 +tV (2)) e, (x, t)dzdt

Y

- /(Xﬁ'rl*ﬂAa)XR /((XﬁTl*)\Aa)XR

+ / e, (2, ) log (e, (x £) )dadt
(XNT7)xR

v

_ /(mwx - (Gey (w3 + V(@) V (M) + M), (2, )1y, (opy<ardadt
1 9

B C(log (e6™1) + M) e i )
i <1 log (M) >/<;mﬂ*)XR Ve, (@, 1) log(Ve, (@, 1)) dzdt

— sup {/ Ge, (2, x —i—tV(m))z/Jej(a:,t)da:dt}
((XNT)\As) xR

JEN*
C(log(ed~1) + M)
log(M")

+ Mupu(XNTFNAs) —

(4.76)

Sequentially applying Remark 4.28, (4.71), Proposition 4.4(a), and (4.58), we obtain that for
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any j € N*,

GQ(x¢E+tVKx»¢gAx,ﬂdxdt§l/m Ge, (2,2 + V(@) (z, t)dadt

/((Xﬂﬂ*)\Aa)XR ((XNT)\As) xR

< C’/ log(e max{a(z) ™!, 1}) e, (x, t)dadt
Xﬂ'rl* \As)

<C log(emax{a(z)™ !, 1}) f(z)dz. (4.77)
(XNT)\As

By Lemma 2.15,
/ log(e max{a(z) ™1, 1}) f(z)dx < oco. (4.78)
xnTy
Let A; :={z e R?: a(z) > 6}. As L4UX) < oo and
lim 77\ As = 4.79
Jim T\As =0, (4.79)

we have limg_,g+ L4((X N T;7)\As) = 0. Noting As = As N and L4(T;\¥) = 0, we thus have
lim £%((X N7 = lim £LY(X NT7)\As) = 0. 4.
Jim £ NT\AS) = im £((X 0 T\As) =0 (450
By (4.78) and (4.80), we have

lim log(e max{a(x)~ 1, 1}) f(x)dx = 0.
=0 ST\,

Hence by (4.77),

lim sup sup { / Ge,(z,x +tV(x))Ye, (a:,t)d:z:dt} <0. (4.81)
d—0t jeN* ((XNT)\As)

By Lemma 4.24, we obtain

lim inf { / waj (z,t)log (e, (m, t))d:cdt}
(XNT)xR

J—00

/H Wplfir ® or)dN(T /f Jlog(f d:c+/d/\ / y) log(G(y)dH (y).  (4.82)

Let Tg := {t < —B(x) : z + tV(x) ¢ Y}. By (4.71) and Proposition 4.3, for £%a.e. € T;* and
Ll-a.e. t € R\Ty, as j — oo we have

‘ng (x,z+tV(x))V(-M) — G(x,z+tV(x)) V (—M)Wsj (:U,t)]lng(xyt)SM/
<M'|G.j(z, x4+ tV(2) V (—M) — Gz, 2 + tV () V (= M) | Linasfjt], || (s-+4V (2))—a(2) |} <2D — O-
Similarly, using Lemma 4.29, we obtain that for any € 7" and t € Ty, as j — oo,
‘st (x,z+tV(z))V(-M) - G(z,z +tV(x))V (—M)‘ng (wvt)]lwaj(x,t)SM/ — 0.
By Proposition 4.4 and Remark 4.28, for any x € X N 7" N As, if t € R\Ty, then
|G5j(:c, z+tV(z))V(-M) — G(z,z+tV(z)) V (—M)Wej (xvt)]lng(x,t)gM’
< Cmax{log (e5™ 1), M}YM'1y<op;
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if t € Ty, then

|GE]‘ (ZL‘, T+ tV(ﬂ?)) v (_M) - G(ZL‘, x+ tV(l’)) v (_M)Wa] (x7t):ﬂ-w5j(x,t)§M’
< C'max{log (66*1),M}M’11|t‘§2,3.

Hence by the dominated convergence theorem, as j — oo,

/ G, (&, 21V (@) (— M)~ G, 24V () (M) |, (21, 8) L,y <npeddt — 0,

(XNTFNAs) x (R\To) J -

/ ‘C_?Ej (x,z+tV(x))V(-M) - G(x,z+tV(x))V (—M) ‘1/15], (z, t)ﬂaﬁg _ (z7t)<M/da:dt — 0.
(XNTNAs)xTo 7T

Therefore, by Remark 4.28, (4.58), and Lemma 4.25, we have

lim Sup/ (Ge, (@, x +tV(x) V (=M) + M)t (2, t) Ly, (zp<prrdadt
j—oo J(XNTFNAs) xR ;@<

< lim Sup/ (G, z +tV(x)) V (=M) + M), (x, )1y, (5 p<rrdedt
j—oo  J(XNTFNAs)xR J -

< lim sup/ (G(z,z +tV(2)) V (—M) + M), (@, t)dadt
Jj—oo  J(XNTFNAs) xR :

(Gz,x +tV(2)) V (—M)) e, (z, t)dadt + Mp(X N TN As)

= lim sup/
jooo J(XNTFNAs) xR

< G(x,y)\/(—M)d’y(’)(x,y)—l—Mp(XﬂTl*ﬂAg)

/(Xﬂ'Tl* NAs) xR

= [T [ tanmnn, (@) (Glaan) v (=MD) ik (o9) + Mu(EOT N As). (489)
TxT
For any x € 7 and y € L(x), we denote
GJr(:I:? y) = maX{G(:n, y)a 0}7 G- ($7 y) = max{—G(a:, y)7 O}
By Lemma 2.15 and Proposition 4.4, we have

[ @) [ v @G ) (o,
S TxT

< /Sd)\(T) /TXT Lyn7> (x)( _d ; ! log(a(z)) + C) dr’p(x,y)

= [T [ tarr o) = G 0sa@) + €) flaan @)

— /)mT* ( - d; 1 log(a(x)) + C)f(f’?)dl"

<4t () log(a(@))dz + C < . (4.84)
PR -
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By (4.76) and (4.83), for M’ sufficiently large (depending on M, ), we have

j—00 2

lim inf {5j1 /X N e, (z,y) (E(x,y) + £510g(¢e, (x,y)))dudy + d—1 log 5j}

> /3 dN(T) /% g (2)G(e.w) Y (MR (x,y)

B C(log (66_1) + M)
i (1 log(M’) )

lim inf { / Ve, (x,t) log (e, (z, t))dazdt}
(X¥NT7) xR

Jj—00

A C(log(ed™1) + M)
— sup Ge (x,x +tV(x w.:z:,td:cdt}— .
J'EN*{/((XOTI*)\A(;)XR el (), (1) log(M")

Taking M’ — oo, we get

J]—00

lim inf {efl 6o @) (EGaw) + 25 log(o (o, 9)dedy + © log e]}
J Xxy J J 9
> = [ D) [ treroa @Gl v (<M (e.)
S TxT

+ lim inf { / Ve, (z, 1) log (e, (z, t))d:z:dt}
(XNT7)xR

j—00
— sup {/ C:’sj (w2 +tV(2))Ye, (x,t)dacdt}. (4.85)
JeN* LJ((XNT)\As) xR

Note that for any z € XYNT*NAs and y € L(z), (—G(z,y))AM > —Clog (e671), and (—G(z,y)) A
M is monotonically non-decreasing in M. Taking M — oo in (4.85) and using the monotone
convergence theorem, we obtain

d—1
hminf{ejl / Oc, (2,9) (B(z,y) + <jlog(dc, (2, ) dedy + — 1ogej}
XxY

J—00

v

- / d\(T) / Lanrrnas (2)G (2, y)drp(z, y)
S TXT

} lim inf { / e, (@, ) log (e, (x, t))dxdt}
(XNT#)xR

Jj—o0

— sup {/ Ge, (@, 2+ tV (x))Y, (x,t)dxdt}
JEN* ((XNT)\As) xR

v

_ /8 dA(T) /T e (0G4 (o) (o) + /S AA(T) /T Loy ()G (2, y)drlp(z, )

xT

+ lim inf { / e, (@, ) log (e, (x, t))d:cdt}
(XNT7) xR

J—00

— sup {/ Ge,(z,x + tV(x))ij(x,t)dxdt}. (4.86)
JEN* LJ((ANT)\As) xR ‘

Note that by (4.84), the first term on the right-hand side of (4.86) is not —oco. By the monotone
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convergence theorem and noting (4.79), we have

lim d\(T) / LxnTrnas (2)G_(z,y)dr(x,y)
S TXT

d—0+

= Jim [ D) [ Ly @G- )

— / IN(T) / Lnores ()G — (2, y)drip (2, ) = / dN(T) / Lyrr (2)G— (2, y)drp (2, y),
S TxT S TxT

(4.87)
where the last equality uses the facts that £(7;\%4) = 0 and v}, € II(u,v). By (4.86), (4.87),

(4.82), and (4.81), taking § — 0T, we obtain that
-1
log sj}
> [x@) [ Gl + [ Bl s N
TxT

+ [ faoar@yd+ [ ax) [ ozt ) (4.88)
By (4.69) and (4.88), we have
Ce. (L) —OT(p, v _
{ 5 (%) (w,v) d 110g€j}

j—0o0

lim inf {ejl [, e e (Bl 9) + < 10g(6n, ) dndy + ©

_l’_

lim inf
j gj 2

J]—00

- /S IN(T) /T Gl () + /5 H(w iz  57)aN(T)

— / 9(y) log(g(y))dy + / d\(T) / 3(y) log(3(y))dH' (y)
% S T

d—1

- / < - log (2|l — y||)drp (2, y) + H (k7| e ® 17T)>d)\(T)
S TxT

1
+1 / IN(T) / log det (Iq + [l — yl| F(y)) drir(x, )
2 S TxT

- / 9(y) log(g(y))dy + / dN(T) / 3(y) log(3(y))dH (y)
% S T

- / < _ E log(2m ||z — yl)drp (2, y) + H(kplir ® I/T))d)\(T)
TxT

/ () log(f dz/yg(y) log(g(y))dy

1 - -
+3 o) [ FwostFanant@ + 5 [ axm) [ ) oata)in' )

=S(p, v;70),

where the first and second equalities use Proposition 4.4(b) and Lemma 4.26, respectively. ]

5 Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section, we present the proof of the variational upper bound. We begin by establishing
several properties of the constrained EOT problem (1.5) in Section 5.1. Then, recalling the domain
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decomposition { Xy }re(x], { Vi ek introduced in Section 2.2, we construct in Section 5.2 the
measures .., i whose sum will yield the coupling 4. € II(u,r) announced in (1.17) of the proof
overview. Section 5.3 reduces the proof of Theorem 1.7 to a local estimate for each k € [K], k' € [K'],
formulated as Proposition 5.16. This local estimate is then deduced in Section 5.4 from two key
ingredients: a total mass estimate (Proposition 5.19) and an entropy estimate (Proposition 5.20).
Those estimates, in turn, are proved in Section 5.5 and 5.6, respectively.

5.1 Properties of the constrained EOT problem (1.5)

In this subsection, we establish existence, uniqueness, and regularity properties of the constrained
EOT problem (1.5). We begin by defining a set of “good” rays on which the induced marginals
admit a monotone coupling.

Definition 5.1 (The set §*). From the proof of [4, Theorem 6.2], for \-a.e. T € S, there exists
Cr € I(fr, or) such that

CT((]Rd x RO\{(z,y) € T x T : u(z) > u(y)}) =0. (5.1)

As A(S\8*) = 0 (recall Definition 4.10 and Lemma 4.18), there exists a Borel set S* C S*, such
that A(S\S*) = 0, and for every T' € S*, there exists (7 € II(fir, o) such that (5.1) holds.

Recall the definitions of { X }re(x), { Vi we[xn)> ar, br, Vr from (2.2) and Definition 2.1. The
following theorem establishes the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of the solution x7 to the
constrained EOT problem (1.5).

Theorem 5.2. For every T € S8*, the following holds:

(a) There exists /@(TO) € (arp, or), such that mgg))((Rd x RO\{(z,y) € T x T : u(z) > u(y)}) =0
and H(ﬁ&%[@ ® ﬂT) < 0.

(b) The minimization problem (1.5) admits a unique solution kr, and

d—1 - -
—2/ log(llz — yl)drr(z, y) + H(kr|fir @ ip) < oo.
TxT

(¢) kr is absolutely continuous with respect to HY|p@H!|p. Moreover, kr admits a density hr(-,-)
with respect to H'|r @ H|r on T x T, such that hy(x,y) € [0,00) for every (x,y) € T x T,
hr(-,-) is continuous on int(T) x int(7T'), and hp(z,y) = 0 for any (z,y) € T x T such that
x =ap ory =bp oru(x) <u(y). (Note that hp(-,-) is uniquely determined by these criteria.)

(d) There exists a nonnegative function hp(-,-) on T x T, such that hr(z,y) = f(x)§(y)hr(x,y)
for all z,y € T, and for any k € [K],k' € [K'] and x,2",y,y" € T such that (recall (1.21))
max{d(z, &), d(z’, Xy), d(y, Viw), d(y', Viw)} < do, we have

hp(z,y)e CU==I+1y=v'D) < by (2!, o) < hp(z, y)eC U= IHly=y'I) (5.2)

Proof. Throughout the proof, we fix an arbitrary 7' € S*. Note that ap € X and by € Y. By (2.5),
for every k € [K], k" € [K'], we have d(Xy, Vi) > 4do. Moreover, { Xy NT'}eix) and { Vi NT } e[
are intervals (including the degenerate case of a single point or the empty set). Hence there exist
points 0 = tg < t] < to < -+ < ton = ||bp — ar|| (where N € N*) that define a partition of T into
2N disjoint intervals {Ty}ejon], where Ty := [ar — ty 1V, ar — t,Vr) for every £ € [2N — 1] and
Ton := [ap — ton—1 Vi, ap — tox'Vir] = lar — ton—1Vr, br], such that the following properties hold:
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(i) Forevery k € [K], XxNT is contained in Thy_1 for some ¢ € [N]. Moreover, d(ar—toe—1Vp, XxN
T) > 2dy, and if £ # 1, then d(ap — top_oVp, X NT) > 2dy.

(ii) Forevery k' € [K'], YrNT is contained in Ty for some ¢ € [N]. Moreover, d(ap—tor—1Vr, VirN
T) > 2dg, and if ¢ # N, then d(CLT — toe Vi, Vi N T) > 2dy.
(iii) For every £ € [N, Tor—y N (U, Vi) = 0 and Toe 0 (U, X4) = 0.
Note that property (iii) above implies that

Either TyNX =0 or T,NnY =0, for every £ € [2N]. (5.3)

Let {7 € II(fir, or) be such that (5.1) holds. For any =,y € T, we define

) (4 ) = T xTe) N Fy -
hy (2, y) = lgg;gm (Lo Ty @ @), (1)3(). (5.4)

fir (Te)>0,07 (Ty ) >0

Let /{9 ) be the Borel measure on R? x R? with density hg? )(‘, yon T x T (and 0 outside) with
respect to H!|r @ Hl|r. By (5.3), ¢r(Ty x Ty) = 0 for every £ € [2N]. Moreover, for any £, ¢’ € [2N]
such that ¢ < ¢, we have u(z) < u(y) for every z € Ty,y € Ty, and so (r(Ty x Ty) = 0 by (5.1).
Therefore, for any Borel set A C R%, we have (recall (4.47))

Ty x Ty - ~
PR~ S ey TN AT
1<ecp<an.  HTUHOVTHL
ﬁT(T[)>0,l~/T(Tl/)>O

- Z fr(TenA) Z Cr(Ty x Tp)

tepNan(m)>0 r(T) oo

= > ArTr0A). > (T x Ti)

£e[2N]: i (T;)>0 '[LT(TZ) £'e[2N]
ﬂT(Tg N A) N N ~
= s 27 Ty = T,NA) = A). 5.5
> 2 (T)) ir(Ty) = Y fir(Ty N A) = jir(A) (5.5)

Le2N]: i (Ty)>0 Le2N]

Similarly, we can deduce that mg)) (R4 x A) = ip(A) for any Borel set A C R? Hence ng)) €
(jiz, or). By (5.4), i3 (RY x RO\{(z,y) € T x T : u(z) > u(y)}) = 0. Moreover,

> Cr(Ty x Ty) log < Cr(Te x T) )

K(O) ~ o) =
H (kp’ |iir ® ir) e (Ty) o (Tyr) fir (Te)or(Te)

1<0<t/ <2N:
B (Te)>0,07 (Tyr)>0

« / Ly, () f(2) Lz, (1)) dH (2)dH ()
TxT

= Z Cr(Ty x Ty) log <W> < o0, (5.6)

1<<l/ <ON: fir(Te)or (1)
A (Te)>0,07 (T )>0

where we note that (r(Ty x Ty) < 1 for every £,¢ € [2N] in the last inequality. This establishes
part (a) of the theorem.
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Now we proceed to the proofs of parts (b)—(d). By Definition 4.14,
fir(RN\(T N X)) = ip(RN\(TNY)) = 0. (5.7)
For any (x,y) € T x T, we define

(5.8)

er(z,y) == {_dgllog(||$ —yl), if u(z) > u(y),
| oo, if u(z) < u(y).

Note that by (5.7) and (1.23),

/ @ dfig © br(z,y) = / ¢7 osle=vdjip o (x,y)
TXT {(z,y)e(TNX) X (TNY):u(x)>u(y)}

< (2D)(d-1)/2 f{(w,y)e(TﬂX)X(Tﬂy):U(:B)>u(y)} diiy ® vp(z,y) < (2D)4-1/2 < C,
> d\" 2 @ op({(2,y) € (TN X) x (TNY) : u(z) > u(y)}).

We have shown previously that K,gg) ) ¢ II(fir, or); in particular, /-@59 ) (T xT)=1 and by (5.4), there
exist ¢, ¢ € [2N] such that £ < ¢ and ar(Ty) > 0, 0p(Ty) > 0, hence

fir @ or({(z,9) € (TN X) x (TNY) :u(x) > u(y)}) = fir ® or(Ty x To) = i (T)or(Ty) > 0.

Therefore, [, e~ @Y djir ® vp(x,y) € (0,00). Define My to be the Borel probability measure
e—c(+)
Now we consider any Borel set A C R? x R%. By (5.7) and (1.23),

on R? x R? with density [ on T x T (and 0 outside) with respect to fir ® Dr.
TxT

/ ]lA(xvy)eicT(Ly)dlaT & I;T(x7y)
TxT

ez 18Ule=v) g1 @ (0, y)

/Aﬂ{(x,y)E(TﬂX)X(Tﬁ)i):u(a:)>u(y)}
>d\ V00 @ op(AN{(z,y) € (TNX) x (TNY):ulx) > uly)})
—d\ VP fir @ b (AN {(z,y) € T X T : u(z) > uly)})

="V N fr@or(An (T x Tw)), (5.9)
1<0<l/ <2N

where we use (5.3) in the last line. If M7 (A) = 0, then [, 1a(z,y)e~ @V djp @ ip(x,y) = 0,
and by (5.9), for every 1 < ¢ < ¢ < 2N, we have fip @ vp(AN (Ty x Ty)) = 0. Hence noting (5.4),
we have

Ty x Ty ~ _
K,g?)(A) - Z qu@VT(Am(Tg XTZ’)) =0.
1<t<r<an.  HTUEOVT\LL

fr (Tp)>0,07 (T )>0

(0)

Therefore, k" is absolutely continuous with respect to My.
Now note that for any x7 € I(ar, or), if x7((R? x R)\{(z,y) € T x T : u(x)
x

( :
u(z) > u(y)}) = 0), hence H(xr|Mr) = oo; if x7 (R x R)\{(z,y) € T x T : u(z) > u(y)}) =0,
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then

H<XT\MT>:1og( / e-CT@vwdﬂT@ﬁT(x,y)% [ ertwyinete.o) + Hoxalir o
TxT TxT

=log ( / e~ TN djig @ ip(x, y))
TXT

d—1 - -
=550 [ toulle = () + Hxrlir @ o). (5.10)
TxXT

Hence the minimization problem (1.5) is equivalent to the minimization problem

min  H(xr|Mr). (5.11)
xr€ll(fir, o)

Note that by (1.23),

/ er(z, y)dnT x,y) /
T><T {(z y YE(TNX) X (TNY):u(z)>u(y)}
d

d—1
—log(|l — yl)drf (. )

< —

log dy < 0.

Hence by part (a) and (5.10), we have H(m§9)|MT) < 00. By [45, Theorem 2.1], the minimization
problem (5.11) admits a unique solution kr and H(kp|Mg) < co. Hence the minimization problem
(1.5) also admits a unique solution (which is x7), and

d—1 - N
=2 / log(||z — yll)dsr(z, y) + H(sp|fir ® br) < 00
TxT

This establishes part (b). In particular, H(kr|iir ® Dr) < oo and kr is absolutely continuous
with respect to fir ® Up. As fir ® Dr is absolutely continuous with respect to H!|7 @ H!|r (see
Definition 4.14), we conclude that x7 is absolutely continuous with respect to H!|r ® H?|7.

We define L1 to be the set of (£,¢") such that 1 < ¢ < ¢ < 2N and kp(Ty X Tyr) > 0. Note that
for any (¢,¢') € Lp, ¢ is odd and ¢ is even (otherwise fip(Ty) = 0 or op(Ty) = 0, which implies
kr(Ty x Tp) = 0). For any (z,y) € T x T, we define

(5.12)

o (any) = 2 log(lz —yl), i (2,9) € Uppyer, (Te x To),
’ +00 otherwise.

Note that ¢p(x,y) > cer(x,y) for every (x,y) € T x T. Hence for any xp € II(fir, 7r) such that
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X1 ((REx RO\{(z,y) € T x T : u(z) > u(y)}) = 0, we have

/ ér(z,y)dxr(z,y) + H(xr|pir @ vr) > / cr(x,y)dxr(z,y) + H(xr|ir ® ir)
TxT TxT

d—1 - -
== log(||z — y|)dxr(z,y) + H(xr|pr ® Ur)
TxT
d—1 - -
z -5 log(||lz — y||)dkr(x,y) + H(kr|fir @ Dr)
TxT
d—1
S / log(||z — yll)drr(z, y) + H(wr|fir  or)
2 Ty xT,
1<l<l/ <2N £ o

—1
= > / log |z — y|)drr(x,y) + H (k7| @ i7)
(e,eesy ” Tex

- / e, y)drr (. y) + H(srlfir © o),
TxT

where we use the fact that k7 is the solution of (1.5) in the third line and the definition of L7 in
the fifth line. Hence k7 is the solution to the following minimization problem:

min _ { / r(z, y)dxr(z,y) + H(xr|fir ® ’7T)}- (5.13)
xT €U(fir,or): TXT
x1 (R XRO\{(2,y) €T xT:u(x) >u(y)})=0
Note that by (5.7) and (1.23),

ez slle=vl) i @ Dp(, y)

(00)elr /(TZQX)X (TpyNY)

/ TV dfip © br(e,y) =
TxT
(2D) D2 Y e, fir @ Pr (TN X) x (Tp 1Y) < (D)2 < €,
4=V Nereey ir ®@ (TN X) x (Te NY)) = {2 > weyecr Pr(Te)or(Ty).

By (5.3), we have 1 = kp(T" x T') = 3 4 pyegy 7(Te X Tp). Hence Lr # 0. For any (¢, () € L,
as kr € (fr, or), we have

(AVARVAN

min{ﬁT(Tg), ﬂT(Tg/)} > KT(Tg X Tg/) > 0. (514)
Therefore, we have [, . e @Y dfir @ bp(z,y) € (0,00). Now define My to be the Borel probabil-

e ()
e 7@V dir@ir(,y)
to fir ® p. It can be checked that (5.13) is equivalent to the following minimization problem:

ity measure on R% x R? with density 7 on T x T (and 0 outside) with respect
T X

min  H(x7|Mr). (5.15)

xT€U(fT,or)

Hence kr is the solution to (5.15).
For any x,y € T, we define (note (5.14))

- EACIESU DRy ;
Hy(z,y) = (MX)E:LT o (T o7 (Te) Ir,(z) f(z) 11, (¥)3(y)- (5.16)

Let &7 be the Borel measure on R? x R? with density Hz(-,-) on T' x T (and 0 outside) with

respect to H|lr @ Hl|r. Arguing similarly as in (5.5) and (5.6), we get &r € I(ir,vr) and
H(kr|pr ® vp) < 0o, from which we can deduce that H (kp|Myp) < oo.
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Now consider any Borel set A C R? x R?. By (5.7) and (1.23),

/ La(z, y)e @V djir © br(z, y)
TxT

_ / La(z,y)e T 18Uy 47 @ 5 (z, y)
(E,W)ELT (TgﬂX)X(T[/ﬂy)
< @2D) VY ey i @ (AN (T; x Tp)), (5.17)
> dédil)/Q 2o eyesy Br @ vr(AN (T x Ty)).
Moreover,
- wkr(Ty x Ty ~ ~
KT(A) = Z M UT X VT(A N (Tg X Tg/)) (518)

winecy Pr(T)or(Te)

If Mz (A) = 0, then Jrer 1a(z,y)e T @V djp @ ip(x,y) = 0, and by (5.17), for every (£,¢) € L,

fr @ vp(AN(Ty x Tyr)) = 0. Hence by (5.18), fir(A) = 0. Now if ip(A) = 0, as % >0
for every (¢,0') € Lp, we have fip @ op(AN (Ty x Tp)) = 0 for every (¢,£') € Lp. Hence by (5.17),
MT(A) = 0. Therefore, the measures k7 and MT are equivalent.

As rr is the solution to (5.15), by [29, Equation (3.4) and Theorem 3.43] (note that &y €
(ar,or), H (HT\MT) < oo, kr and My are equivalent, and My is absolutely continuous with
respect to fir ® Ur), the measures kp and MT are equivalent, and there exist Borel measurable
functions @7, ¢ : T — [0,00), such that ;J";ETT (z,y) = or(x)r(y) for kp-a.e. (hence Mrp-a.e.)

(z,y) € T x T Therefore, for fir @ vr-a.e. (2,y) € Uy pmesy (Te X Trr), we have

dk 1 —1)/2 - D
T (o) = W @i ) = o~ YD @ ),

where @7, 17 : T — [0, 00) are Borel measurable functions. As kp is concentrated on Uweyec, (Tex
Ty), for i @ vr-a.e. (xz,y) € T x T, we have

dHT

W(%Z/) = ]lU(N/)EL.T(TexTZ,)(%3/)”5'3 - 3/||(d D/ pr(@)Pr(y). (5.19)

As kp € U(jir, vr), for every £ € [N], we have

/U & =yl 2 () dr(y)g(y)dH (y) = 1, for fir-ae. x € Tor—1, (5.20)

0 E[N]:(20—1,20"YeLp Topr

/ lz =yl P or(2)dr(y) f(x)dH (x) = 1, for Dr-a.e. y € Top. (5.21)
Ue e 2e—1,200ecp Taer—1

Recall that Ty = [ar — ty—1Vr,ar — t,Vr) for every ¢ € 2N — 1] and Tox = [ar — tan—1 V7, br).
Also recall the properties satisfied by {77}sc[2n). Note that by (5.7) and (1.23), for any ¢ € [N],
er/ Ty Y (y)dor(y) > 0 if and only if

E[N]:(2¢—1,2¢")eLp

/U o — D20 () dir (y)

0 e[N]:(2¢—1,2¢")eLp Ty

/ o = 94D 2 () (3) > 0
(Ue'em];(zzq,w)eaT Tu')ﬁy
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for all z € [ap — tog—o Vi, ar —top—1 V7], or(z)dir(z) > 0 if and only if

and
fUZ’G[N]:(QZ’—l,QZ)GLT Topr

/U e — 1@V 20 (2)djir (2)

o e [N]: (20! —1,20) €L L2071

lz =yl =Y 25r (2)dfir () > 0

/( Uremn:2er—1,200ep Tze/—1) nx

for all Yy < [aT —top_ 1 Vp,ap — thVT].
For any ¢ € [N] and x € [ap — tog_oVp, ar — tay_1Vp|, we define

if denominator > 0,

1
or(z) == fUz’e[NJ:(u—l,w)eLT Toer lz=yll4=072 (y)dir (v)*

0, otherwise.
Moreover, we define @ (br) := 0. For any ¢ € [N] and x € (ap — tor—1Vr, ar — t2eVr), we define

r(z) = |z — (a7 — togVr)||pr(aT — toe—1Vr) + ||z — (ar — toe_1V7)||Gr(ar — tayVT)
. toe — tog—1 .

For any ¢ € [N] and y € [ar — tor—1Vr, ar — to/Vr], we define

1

— s = if denominator > 0
dr(y) = fUz,e[N]:(%,_LweLT Tyyr 4 2=y @ D725 (2)dfir (2)’ ;

0, otherwise.
Moreover, we define ﬂT(aT) :=0. For any ¢ € [N] and y € (ap — tor—2Vp,ar — tap_1Vr), we define

- _ ly — (a7 — tar_1 V) [ (ar — tae—aVir) + ||y — (ar — tor—oVi)|[¥r(ar — tor—1 Vi)

Yr(y) :
) log—1 — l20—2
For any ¢ € | er’e[N Loty Toe Yr(y)dir(y) = 0, then we have
/ & = g9V ()35} dH () = 0, for every @ € Top1.
Uremni:2e—1,2¢yecq Tour

Hence by (5.20), we get 0 = 1 for jp-a.e. x € Tyy_q1, which implies fip(To—1) = 0. Similarly,
if fuelem:(%ulﬂ)e% Ty, or(x)diar(z) = 0, then vp(Ty) = 0. Moreover, for every ¢ € [N], as

Ty 1 NY=TyNX = 0, by (5.7), we have ,uT(ng) = vp(Th—1) = 0. Hence by (5.20)-(5.21) and
the definitions of ¢, U7, we have @p(z) = @r(z) for jip-a.e. € T and ¢p(y) = Pr(y) for ip-a.e.
y € T. Therefore, by (5.19), for fir ® I?T—a.e. (z,y) € T x T, we have

dr
m«c,w = 1Y,y e, @oxtn) @ )l =y D2 Gr (@)dr (y). (5.22)

Now for any (z,y) € T x T, we define
() = 1, o, (oxn (@ 9)lle = 91O 2 (@) ), (5.23)

he(w,y) = f(@)g(y)hr(z,y) = VW e, @t (@ 9) |2 = IR er(2)dr(y) f(2)3(y). (5.24)
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Note that hp(x,y) € [0,00) for any (z,y) € T xT. By (5.22), hy(-,-) is a density of k1 with respect
to H|7 @ H'|7 on T x T'. For any x,y € T such that u(z) < u(y), by the definition of L7, we have
(,9) ¢ Uoyeer (Te x Trr) and hence hr(z,y) = hr(z,y) = 0.

Below, we consider any ¢ € [N]. For any z,2’ € [ar — topoVr,ar — toy_1Vr] and y €
(Urepg:e-1.20)ecr Tor) N Y, we have min{||z — y|, [|2" — y[[} > 2do, hence

’_ _ r_ ;o o ,
N )
le =yl "= le =yl "=yl 2,

Consequently, using the definition of @r(-), we obtain that
eI Gr(2) < Gr(a') < eV pr(a), for any v,2" € [ar — tar-2Vir, ar — tar1 V. (5.25)
Similarly, we can deduce that
e~ W ljr(y) < r(y') < el lgp(y), for any y,y' € lar — tar1 Vi, ar — tadVr].  (5.26)

The above two displays, combined with the definitions of @r(-) and @T(-), imply that ¢r(-) and
() are continuous on 7.

Note that by Definitions 4.10 and 4.14, f(ar) = §(br) = 0, hence hp(z,y) = 0 for any (z,y) €
T x T such that = ap or y = by. Below we show that hp(-,-) is continuous on int(7") x int(7).
By Definition 4.10, §(-) is continuous on int(T), hence f(-) and §(-) are continuous on int(T).
Now for any (z,y) € int(T) x int(T), if x € int(Ty) and y € int(Ty) for some £,¢ € [2N], then
]lU(e,e')ecT(TZXTz')(" -) is continuous at (z,y), hence hr(-,-) is continuous at (x,y); otherwise, for any
(z',y") € int(T) x int(T') that are sufficiently close to (z,y), by the properties satisfied by {7} sc[an],
either 2/ ¢ X or i ¢ Y (which implies f(z') = 0 or §(3/) = 0), hence hr(z',4/) = 0, and hp(-,-) is
continuous at (z,y). Therefore, hp(-,-) is continuous on int(7") x int(7"). This completes the proof
of part (c).

Proceeding to the proof of part (d), we consider any k € [K], k" € [K'] and x,2',y,y € T such
that max{d(x, Xy),d(2’, X),d(y, Vi), d(y', Vir)} < dp. Note that by the properties satisfied by
{T¢}ecpany, there exist £1,02 € [N] such that z, 2’ € Ty, —1(C [ar — tag,—2Vr, ar — tag,—1Vr]) and
Y,y € Top, (C [ar — tog,—1 Vi, ap — top, Vr]). Moreover, we have min{||x — y||, ||z’ — /|| } > do, hence

/ /
(=l Je=u

1 1
, s1+«Wﬂ—wu+ny—ymnmx{ | }
ux—y\nw—yw} EErINEET

! !/ , ,
<1yl xH;; ly" = yll ol sl /o (5.27)

If (201 — 1,205) ¢ L, by (5.23), we haveNIN"LT(:L", y') = hop(z,y) = 0. If (201 —1,209) € Lr, by (5.23),
we have h(z,y) = o —y[|“"D2pr(2)dr(y) and he(2',y') = ||l2" =/ | “"D2@r(a")yr(y). Hence
using (5.25)—(5.27), we obtain (5.2). This completes the proof of part (d). O

With hp as in Theorem 5.2(c), we define h : R? x RY — [0, 00) as follows.

Definition 5.3 (The function h). For any T € S* and z,y € int(T), we define h(z,y) := hr(z,y).
For any (z,y) € (R? x RY)\ ( Ureg(int(T) x int(T))), we define h(z,y) := 0.

The following lemma establishes the Borel measurability of h, which, roughly speaking, follows
by combining the measurability of the mappings from (z,y) to the ray 7' containing (x,y), from T'
to the marginals (fr, 7r), and from those marginals to the solution Az of the associated EOT
problem.
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Lemma 5.4. The function h: R x R — [0, 00) is Borel measurable.

Proof. For any Polish space X, we denote by P(X) the space of Borel probability measures on X
equipped with the weak convergence topology. Note that P(X) is a Polish space (see, e.g., [35,
Theorem 17.23]). We also recall the definitions of ar, by, Vr for T' € S from Definition 2.1. For any
T € 8*, let fip, op € P([0,1]) be such that for any Borel set A C [0, 1],

ﬁT(A):ﬁT<{xeT:MeA}>, ﬂT(A):ﬂT<{meT:MeA}>.

Note that by Definition 4.14,

ir(A) = / f(@)aH (@) = |br — az| / F(tar + (1 — t)by)dt.
{tar+(1—t)br:tcA} A

vr(A) = g(z)dH' (z) = |br — ar| /AQ(MT + (1 = t)br)dt.

/{'taT-‘r(l—t)bT:tGA}

Using the above two displays, the Borel measurability of f »g, and Fubini’s theorem, we conclude
that for any Borel set A C [0,1], the mappings T +— fr(A) and T' — vp(A) (where T € S*) are
Borel measurable. Hence by [35, Theorem 17.24],

the mappings T+ fir and T — o from S* to P([0, 1]) are Borel measurable. (5.28)

For any T € S*, with k7, hy(-,-) defined as in Theorem 5.2, we define pr € P([0,1]?) such that
for any Borel set A C [0, 1],

pr(4) = mT<{<x,y> eTXT: ( lw =brll v = brl ) c A})

lar —br|]” lar — br||

and define the function At : [0,1]2 — [0, c0) such that for every (s,t) € [0, 1]?,
BT(S,t) = HbT — aT\|2hT(saT + (1 — S)bT,tCLT + (1 — t)bT).

Note that for any (z,y) € int(T) x int(T),

1 = (lz=brl ly—brl )
hp(z,y) = h , . 5.29
O e (e = (5:29)
As hr(-,-) is the density of k7 with respect to H!|r @ HY|7 on T x T,
hy(-,-) is the density of pr with respect to £2. (5.30)
By Theorem 5.2(b), pr is the unique solution to the following minimization problem:
: d—1 _ _
inf -— log(|s — t|)dx(s,t) + H(x|ar ® vp) ¢, (5.31)
x€l(fr,or): 2 [0,1]2
x({(s,t)€[0,1]*:5<t})=0
with Jo1
5 ) log(|s — t|)dpr (s, t) + H(pr|ar ® vr) < oo. (5.32)
0,1]
By Theorem 5.2(c), we have
hr(s,t)=0if s=1ort=0or s <t, and hy(-,-) is continuous on (0, 1)2. (5.33)
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Step 1. In this step, we show that the mapping 7'+ pr from S* to P([0,1]?) is Borel measurable.
As &* is a Borel subset of the standard Borel space S (recall Lemma 2.8 and Definition 5.1),
by [35, Corollary 13.4], S* is a standard Borel space. For any T € §* and x € P([0,1]?), we define

d—1
O, = =5 [ toalls —than(s,) + X ©vr) € (ool (39)
We also define

G:={(T,x) € S* x P([0,1]?) : x € U(fir, or), x({(s5,t) € [0,1]* : s < t}) = 0}. (5.35)

Consider any fixed T € S*. Note that the mapping x — H(x|ir ® o) (where x € P([0,1]?))

is lower semicontinuous (see, e.g., [45, Lemma 1.3]). Moreover, for any M > 0, the function

(s,t) = min { — %L log(|s —t|), M } is bounded and continuous on [0, 1]2. Hence for any sequence

(xn)n>1 in P([0,1]?) such that y,, converges weakly to x € P([0,1]?) as n — oo, we have

d—1
liminf{ -y log(|s — t)dxn(s,t)}

n—oo [0,1]2

d—1
>t { [ min { = £ os(ls . M a0}

= / min{ — d_llog(\s—t\),M}dx(s,t).
[071]2 2

Taking M — oo in the above display and using the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain that

d—1 d—1
liminf{ -— log(|s — t|)dxn(s,t)} > ——5 log(|s — t|)dx(s, ).

noe 2 Joap 0,1)2
Hence the mapping x +— —% f[OJ]Q log(|s~— t|)dx(s,t) is lower semicontinuous. Thus, recalling
(5.34), we conclude that for any fixed T' € S*,

the mapping x — O(T, x) is lower semicontinuous. (5.36)

Using (5.28) and the continuity of the mapping (x1,Xx2) — X1 ® x2 (where x1,x2 € P([0,1]);
see, e.g., [9, Theorem 2.8(ii)]), we obtain the Borel measurability of the mapping T+ jir ® vp
from S* to P([0,1]?). Consequently, the mapping (T,x) — (x,fir ® or) from S* x P([0,1]?)
to P([0,1]?) x P(]0,1]?) is Borel measurable. Using this and the joint lower semicontinuity of the
mapping (x, x") = H(x|x’) (where x, X" € P([0,1]%); see, e.g., [45, Lemma 1.3]), we obtain the Borel
measurability of the mapping (T, x) — H (x| ® vr). Moreover, using the lower semicontinuity of
the mapping y — —% f[0,1]2 log(|s —t|)dx(s,t), we obtain the Borel measurability of the mapping

(T, x) —~ —%2 f[o,lP log(|s — t|)dx(s,t). Therefore,
the mapping (T, x) — O(T, x) is Borel measurable. (5.37)
Now we show that G as defined in (5.35) is a Borel subset of S* x P([0,1]?). Note that

G={(T.x) € 8" x P([0,1]%) : x € W(ir, i)}
N(S* x {x € P([0,1]%) : x({(s,) € [0,1]* : s < t}) = 0}).
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By [35, Theorem 17.24], {x € P([0,1]?) : x({(s,t) € [0,1]? : s < t}) = 0} is a Borel subset of
P([0,1]%). Hence S* x {x € P([0,1]?) : x({(s,t) € [0,1]?> : s < t}) = 0} is a Borel subset of
S* x P([0,1]%). For any x € P([0,1]?), we define P;(x) and Py(x) to be the two marginals of x;
note that the mappings P1, Py : P([0,1]2) — P([0,1]) are continuous. Hence by (5.28), the mapping
¢ : S*xP([0,1]?) = P([0, 1])* with &(T, x) = (,uT, o7, P1(x), Pa(x)) for every (T, x) € S*xP([0,1]?)
is Borel measurable. As Ag := {(x1, X2, X1, X2) : X1, X2 € P([0,1])} is a closed subset of P ([0, 1])4,
we conclude that {(T,x) € &* x P([0,1]?) : x € I(ar,vr)} = € 1(Ag) is a Borel subset of
S* x P([0,1]?). Therefore, G is a Borel subset of §* x P([0,1]2).

Define the projection map projg. : &* x P([0,1]2) — S* with projs.(T,x) = T for every
(T, x) € S* x P([0,1]?). For any T € S*, we define

F(T) = inf {O(T, x)}
x€ll(pr,vr):
x({(s,t)€[0,1]%:5<t})=0

Note that by (5.32), F(T') € (—o0,00). Below we consider any ap € R. As the minimization
problem (5.31) admits the solution pr that satisfies (5.32), for any T € S*, F(T) < ag if and only
if there exists x € II(jir, or) such that x({(s,t) € [0,1]2 : s < t}) = 0 and O(T,x) < ag. Hence
with G as in (5.35), we have

{T €8 :F(T) < ap} =projs.({(T,x) €G: O(T,x) < ap}). (5.38)
Note that by (5.37) and the Borel measurability of G,
{(T,x) € G:0O(T,x) < ap} is a Borel subset of S* x P([0,1]?). (5.39)

Let Ay :={(T,x) € G : O(T, x) < ap}. For any T € S*, we have
{x e P([0,1]%) : (T,x) € Ao} ={x € P((0,1]*) : x({(s,1) € [0, 1]* : s < t}) = 0}

N{x € Iz, r) : O(T, x) < ao}- (5.40)
By (5.36), the set {x € P([0,1]?) : O(T, x) < ag} is closed. As II(jir,or) is compact (hence closed),
{x € U(fir,vr) : O(T,x) < ao} = U(jir, vr) N {x € P([0,1]%) : O(T,x) < ag} is closed. Moreover,
as {(s,t) € [0,1]2 : s < t} is an open subset of [0, 1]?, for any (xn)n>1,X in P([0,1]?) such that
xn({(s,t) €10,1]? : s <t}) = 0 for all n € N* and Y, converges weakly to x as n — oo, we have

X({(5:8) € 0.1 s 5 < £)) < liminf x({(s.8) € (0.1 s s < £}) = 0,

hence x({(s,t) € [0,1]* : s < t}) = 0. Consequently, {x € P([0,1]?) : x({(s,t) € [0,1]?

s < t}) = 0} is closed. Therefore, by (5.40), {x € P([0,1]%) : (T,x) € Ao} is closed. As
{x € P([0,1]?) : (T, x) € Ag} is a subset of the compact set II(fiz, r), we conclude that
for any T € S*, the set {x € P([0,1]%) : (T, x) € Ap} is compact. (5.41)

As S* is a standard Borel space and P([0,1]2) is a Polish space, by the Arsenin-Kunugui theorem
([35, Theorem 18.18]), noting (5.38), (5.39), and (5.41), we conclude that {T' € §* : F(T') < ag} is
a Borel subset of S*. As ag € R is arbitrary, the mapping F : S* — R is Borel measurable.

As pp (where T € §*) is the unique solution to the minimization problem (5.31) and satisfies
(5.32), we have

{(T,x) € 8" x P([0,1]%) : x = pr} = {(T,x) € S* x P([0,1]*) : O(T. x) = F(T)} NG,

which is a Borel subset of $* x P([0,1]?) by (5.37) and the Borel measurability of F and G. Hence
by [35, Theorem 14.12],

the mapping T — pr from S* to P([0, 1]?) is Borel measurable. (5.42)
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Step 2. In this step, we complete the proof of the Borel measurability of h.
By the continuity of hr(-,-) on (0,1)2 (see (5.33)) and (5.30), for any T' € S* and (s,t) € (0,1)?,

- Jisr 9 e(0.0) 215/ —s| <n—1. | <n—1} hr(s',t')ds'dt!

hT(s7t) = nh—>Holo 4TL_2
2
= limsup{ — - pr({(s,) € (0,1)2: |s' —s| <n~ L, |t/ —t| <n~1}) b (5.43)
n—o0 4

By (5.42) and [35, Theorem 17.24], for any n € N* and (s,t) € (0,1)%, the mapping T +
pr({(s',t) € (0,1)2: | —s| <n~ L |t/ —t| < n~'}) (where T € S§*) is Borel measurable. Hence by
(5.43), for any (s,t) € (0,1)2, the mapping T — hr(s,t) (where T' € S*) is Borel measurable. Com-
bined with the continuity of Az (-, -) on (0,1)2, this implies that the mapping H : $* x (0,1)% — [0, 00)
with H(T, s,t) = hp(s,t) for every (T,s,t) € S* x (0,1)? is a Carathéodory function and hence is
Borel measurable (see [2, Theorem 4.51]).

Let Z := Upcg.(int(T) x int(T)). Below we show that Z is a Borel set. Define the mapping
W T x T — 8 x S such that W(x,y) = (T'(z),T(y)) for every (x,y) € T, x T;*. By Lemma 2.7,
W is Borel measurable. Moreover, Ag := {(T,7) € S x § : T = T'} is a Borel subset of S x S.
Now note that

2={(z,y) €Ty x Ty T(x) € §*T(x) =T(y)} = W((S* x S)NAg).

As §* is a Borel subset of S, (S* x 8) N Ag is a Borel subset of S x S, and so Z is a Borel set.
Now note that by (5.29), for any (z,y) € Z, we have

o o eb@] v b@)]

i@ ) = hr(@.9) Hb(:c>—a(w)lPhT(”’(Ha(:c)—b(:r)H’IIa(x)—b(x)!>
o k@] b
NG a(x)HQH(T( ! Tala) — 6@ Ta(a) - b(w)l!)’

where a(-),b(-) are as in Definition 2.6. For any (z,y) € (R? x R9)\Z, we have h(z,y) = 0. Recall
that a(-),b(:),T(-) are Borel measurable (see Definition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7). Consequently, using
the Borel measurability of Z and H, we conclude that h is Borel measurable. O

5.2 Construction of the measure ..

In this subsection, we construct Borel measures 7., 1 on R x R? for each k € [K], k" € [K']. These
measures will later be used (see (5.97)) to construct the coupling 4. € II(u, v) announced in (1.17)
of the proof overview in Section 1.3.2.

Section 5.2.1 introduces preliminary notation and definitions. In Sections 5.2.2 and 5.2.3, we
introduce two functions p(-,-) and 7(-,-) on R? x R, corresponding to Steps 1-2 and Steps 4-5 of
the proof overview, respectively. Section 5.2.4 then defines 4..x s in terms of p(-,-) and (-, -).

5.2.1 Preliminary notation and definitions

Recall the domain decomposition scheme as described in Section 2.2. For any k € [K|,k’ € [K']
and = € RY, with h as in Definition 5.3, we define

Jrg (@) = ﬂx;ms*mﬁjk,k,

()5 ()" / Wz, 2)dH(2), (5.44)
int(T/(2)) %,
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it (2) = ﬂyo NTNT

(:U)S(:L“)_l/t( - h(z,z)dH (2), (5.45)

where 77, .., ¥, and F(-) are as in (2.15) and Definition 4.10, and we recall from Remark 4.11
that §(x) > 0 for every & € T*. Define i, v i to be the Borel measures on R? with densities
Jrk's G i (respectively) with respect to £4, and

OT i (1) = /R () () ~ /R () o (). (5.46)

Note that by Theorem 5.2 and Definition 5. 3 for any T 6 S* and any Borel set A C T,
Ju frop ()T (@)dHY (2) < [ p W@, 2)dH (2)dH (2) = [, f(2)F(z)dH! (z). Hence for any T' € S*,
we have fip (2)F(z) < f(2)F(x) for H'-ae. z € T Sumlarly, gk’k/( 1§ (2) < g(x)F(x) for Hi-a.e.
x € T. Moreover, for any T € S\S* and z € int(T), fru () = gp s (z) = 0. Hence for any T € S,

Jew () (x) < f(@)F(@),  grp(@)F(x) < g(2)F(x), for Hl-ae z € T. (5.47)

The following lemma provides a decomposition of the marginals u, v and of the optimal cost
OT(u,v) in terms of puig g/, Vi, and OTy g (1, v).

Lemma 5.5. We have = Y1, Zk, L and v =S, Zk, 1| V- Moreover,

K K’

V) =33 OTpw(p,v)
k=1k'=1
Proof. Note that by Lemma 4.19,
K
0= £d<(X\HX,§) m:*) - /8 dN(T) A L Ui, g (DS (@AM @), (5.48)

Hence for M-a.e. T € S and H'-a.e. z € T, we have ]l(X\Uf:IX,g)mI* (x)§(z) = 0. Moreover, by
Remark 4.11, if € (X' Ur, X2) NT*, then F(z) > 0. Hence

K
x ¢ (X\ U X,S) Ng*, for ae. T €S, Hl-ae zeT. (5.49)
k=1
Similarly,
K/
x ¢ (J)\ U y;;) NZ*, for »ae. T eS8, Hh-ae xzeT. (5.50)
k'=1
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For any Borel set A C R, by (5.44) and Lemma 4.19, we have

K K’ K K’ K K
/ f l :1:_ f /
K K’
- ’ 1
— ];k,zl/sd)\(T)/T]lA(x)fk’k ()3 (z)dH ()

1;k,k/

/ dA(T) / 1 an- (2)h(x, y)dH (2)dH (y)
Py (TNXR)x(TNY?,)

- / IN(T) / L e ()b (2, y)dH (2)dH ()
15 (TNX)x (TNY)

jy Lueersge, (@), y)dH (@)dH (y)
S (TNXR)x(TNY?,)

_ / ax(T) /T L (@) @) (@) = / La\(T) /T L @) @) @) )

_ /3 AN(T) /T 1 e (2) ()3 (2)dH () = /A  faye = /A F(z)dz, (5.51)

where in the fourth line we note that A(S\S*) = 0 (by Definition 5.1) and int(7T) C 7~'1*kk, for any
T € S such that TNAL, TNV # 0. Moreover, we use (5.49)—(5.50) and Definition 5.3 in the fifth
line, kp € II(fip, Ur) in the sixth line, and Lemmas 4.19 and 4.16 in the last two equalities. Hence

Zszl 25;1 pi i = p. Similarly, we can deduce that 25:1 25;1 Vg = v. By (5.46) and (1.4),

KK K K
Z Z OTg (12, v) Z Z / o) dpg o (T Z Z / ) dv o ()
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 e
= [ u@i@yte~ [ u@g(erdr = OT(uv). .
R4 Rd

Throughout the rest of this subsection, we fix k € [K],k’ € [K']. We also fix M; > 10 and
g,01,092,d03 € (0,1/100) such that d24/c < h/10, where h is as defined in (2.2) (note that h is of
constant order).

5.2.2 Definition of p(-,)

For any z,y € R%, we define

z(z,y) =2+ (y -z, V(@)V(z),  w(zy)=y—z—(y—zV@)V(), (5.52)

Z(z,y) =y+(@—y, V)V, V(oy) =z-y—(-yVE)V(y). (5.53)
Note that for any x,y € R, z(x,y) +w(z,y) = y and 2'(z,y) + v (x,y) = x. Moreover, if z € T/,

then w(z,y) € O(V(z)); if y € T, then W' (z,y) € O(V(y)). For any z,y € R?, with ﬁfk’k,,f* CTS
and §(-) as in (2.15) and Definition 4.10, we define (recall from Remark 4.11 that §(x) > 0 for any
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x € TY)

pi(z,y) = Locxernsnis , Lminfa(z)8(2)} 26 La(ey)ent(T(2)nye, Lia—z(zy).V(2)>0

1;k,k/
X Linin{a(z(e.)),8(z(z.y)} =68 (@) Rz, z(2, y))
x (2n]) — z(x,y)[le)” @D/ fdet (g + ||z — z(z,y) | F(z(x.9))

()T (g Lt F (@) ) u(z.y) | 1,

_L
X e 2

(z,y) | <M1v/Es (5.54)

p2(2,y) = Dyeyo nzene  Dminfa(y), 81261 La/ (2 ) inu(T(w)ng Ly—2(2.9). (@) <0

1;k,k/
X Linin{a(z! (2.9)),8(/ (.9)} 26 S ¥) T h(Z (z,1), 1)
x (2nlly — 2 (. y)]le)" @V fdet (s — ly — 2'(z,9) | F (< (x.9)))

v o2V @) (gl FE (@a)v @) (5.55)

Note that by Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8, pi(z,), p2(z,y) > 0 for every (z,y) € R? x RY,

Recall the definition of q(-) from Definition 4.12. For any x € 77 ;,, we define

G (@) :=det (Ig + (x — qp (), V() F(qiw (x))). (5.56)

As qpp ’7~'ffk, w — Hpp is Borel measurable, the mapping &y : 7~'1fk w — R is also Borel
measurable. Note that by Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8,

Gpw(x) >0, forallzeTNT . (5.57)

For any z,y € T{*, if V(x) + V(y) # 0, we define

/ R V(z)+V(y))
X (2,y) =y V) Vo) TV W) V(y), (5.58)
e n V@ V)
Y= v v (5:59
if V(z) 4+ V(y) =0, we define
X (z,y) =y, ¥ (2,y) == x. (5.60)

Note that for any z,y € T;* such that V(z) + V(y) # 0, ¥'(z,y) € int(T(y)), y'(z,y) € int(T(x)),
we have V(x'(z,y)) = V(y) and V(y'(x,y)) = V(x), hence

2o (2).y (o) =y = (o =, VW) + SN W v
0 03 (@) = == (@ = n VOV )+ s I (Vo) = (V@ V)V (),
22,9,y (00) =~ (o = V)V (o) + LT TONTEL T )
WO )y 0) == 2 = (g = V)V (@) + BT (1) = V(). V)V ()
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For any (z,y) € (Tﬂ’f‘ﬁ‘k’k,) X (Tﬂ’i‘l’%k/), by (5.57), we have &, 1y (x), &, 1 (y) > 0; moreover,
if we further assume that x'(z,y) € int(T(y)) and y'(x,y) € int(T(z)), then x'(z,y),y (z,y) € TN
7~'1*kk, (recall (2.15) and Lemma 4.8), which via (5.57) implies that & i (x'(2,v)), Sp (¥ (2, y)) >
0. Now for any (z,y) € (X NETN ’7~'1fk7k,) x (Vg NEN ’7~'1fk7k,), we define

P3(2,9) = Ly (ag)emt(T(y)nxp Ly (o) eint(1(2)ne, 1v @)+ (m)£0
Sy (X' (2,9))Gr 1 (¥ (2, )

x po(x'(z,9),y (x, , 5.62
p2(x'(z,9),y (z,y)) o (0)Br 1 (1) (5.62)
Pa(,y) = Loz ) eint(T(m)nxp Ly (2,9)€int ()2, 1v () +V ()0
QS /X/ flf, QS / /aj',
X p1(¥(z,y), ¥ (2, y)) R E 0Ok 7 (2:9)) (5.63)

B ()G (v)

For any (z,y) € (R% x Rd)\((Xl;’ﬁfﬁﬁfk’k,) X (Vo ﬁiﬂﬂfhk,)), we define p3(z,y) = ps(x,y) := 0.
Note that p3(z,y), pa(z,y) > 0 for every (z,y) € R x RY,
Finally, for any =,y € R%, we define

p(x,y) == (p1 Ap2 Aps Apa)(z,y) > 0. (5.64)
Note that by (5.54) and (5.55), we have
{(z,y) e R x RY: p(z,) > 0} C (X2 NT*) x (Vo NT). (5.65)

The following lemma shows that p(z,y) and p(x'(z,v),y (z,y)) coincide up to multiplicative
factors.

Lemma 5.6. For any z,y € T, ., such that ¥'(z,y) € int(T(y)) and y'(v,y) € int(T(x)) (which
implies x'(x,y),y'(z,y) € lfffk w ), we have

P, )Gk ()G (y) = p(x'(2,9), ¥ (2, 9) G (¥ (2,9)) Bp e (v (2, 9)).- (5.66)

Proof. If (x'(x,y),y'(z,y)) ¢ (XZNTN 7~'1*kk/) x (Yo NEN ’7~'1*kk,), by (5.54) and (5.55), we have
(p1 Ap2)(x'(2,9), ¥ (z,y)) = 0. Hence by (5.62)-(5.64), we have p(z,y) = p(x'(z,y),y'(2,y)) =0,
which establishes (5.66).

Below we assume that (x'(z,y),y'(z,y)) € (X, NTN ﬁ*kk,) X (Vo NEN ﬁ*kk/) As x'(x,y) €
int(7T'(y)) and y'(z,y) € int(T(x)), we have V(x'(z,y)) = V(y) and V(y'(x,y)) = V(z). If V(z) +
V(y) = 0, then V(x'(z,y)) + V(y'(z,y)) = 0, hence by (5.62) and (5.63), (ps A ps)(z,y) = (p3 A
1) (X (z,v), ¥y (z,y)) = 0, and so p(x,y) = p(x'(z,y),y'(z,y)) = 0. This yields (5.66). Below we
assume that V(z) + V(y) # 0. This implies V(x'(z,y)) + V(y'(z,y)) # 0, hence by (5.58) and

(5.59),
W) ¥ o) =y ) - LD <,y>,V<> V) iy
I, / — ¥ (z <Y (z, y) ( y),V(:C) V(y)) _

We first consider the case where (z,y) ¢ (X NTN ﬂfkk,) X (y;;, NTN 7~'1*kk,) By (5.54)
and (5.55), (p1 A p2)(z,y) = 0, hence p(z,y) = 0. By (5.62)-(5.63) and (5.67)—(5.68), we have
(p3 A pa)(*'(z,y),¥ (z,y)) = 0, hence p(x'(z,y),y'(z,y)) = 0. Thus (5.66) holds.
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Now we consider the case where (z,y) € (A2 N TN T ) x (Vo NTNTE ). By (5.62) and
(5.63), we have

®k,k’ (X/(.’L', y))®k,k’ (y/(x7 y)) )

(ps Apa)(@,y) = (1 Ap2) (' (2,9),¥ (2, 1)) S ()8 () (5.69)
Moreover, by (5.62)(5.63) and (5.67)—(5.68), we have
(3 1) ). 9) = (o1 o) o)y O
o) (A0 O T (s
Combining (5.69) and (5.70), we obtain that
pla.9) = Dl (5,9).y (o) LG T )
which yields (5.66). O

5.2.3 Definition of r(-,-)
Recall the definitions of fx /() and gi s (-) from (5.44) and (5.45). For any = € RY, we define

fi(z) :== (1 —683) /Rd p(z,2)dz, gi(x):=(1—63) /Rd p(z, x)dz, (5.71)
fo(@) = fup (@) = fi(z),  Go(@) = gpp (@) — Gi(2). (5.72)

The following lemma provides a lower bound on fo and g» in terms of Jrw and gy i, respectively.

Lemma 5.7. For every x € R4, we have fi(z) < (1—03) fer (z) and gi(z) < (1—03) gk (). Note
that this implies fo(z) > 83 frw () and G2(x) > 391k (z) for every x € R™.

Proof. By (5.54), for any x € X7 NT* N ﬁtk,k'v we have

Fi(x) = (1 - 53) /

p(z,y)dy < (1 — 53)/ pi(z,y)dy
Rd Rd

<(1—63 / 27|z — z[|e) V2 (@) T h(z, 2)dH (2)
{zeint(T(x))ﬁyz,:(:cfz,V(:r)>>0}

/ \/det (Id + H$ — Z”F(z))e_iw-r(”aciizuld'f‘F(z))wdefl(w)
O(V(z))

<(1-943 / F(x)  h(x, 2)dH(2)
{z€int(T'(2))NYy, (x—2,V (2)) >0}

<(1-63)F(x)"! / W, 2)dH (2) = (1 — 63) fu (2),

int(T(2))NY?,

where we use Lemma 4.6 (note the definition of T in Lemma 4.8) in the third inequality. For any
€ R\\(ANT*N Tigs)s by (5.54), we have pi(z,y) = 0 for every y € R, hence

fiz) < /Rd p1(z,y)dy =0 < (1 = 03) fro ().

Similarly, using (5.55) we can deduce that gi(x) < (1 — 83)gx 4 (z) for every z € R% O
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For any T,T" € S such that Vp+ Vv # 0 and any « € T, we define R(x; T,T") to be the unique
point on Ly (recall Definition 2.1) such that

<IR(3:; T, TI) —x,Vpr+ VT/> =0. (5.73)

For any T € S and z € int(T) N &Y,y € int(T") N Yy, with F(-) as in Definition 4.10, we define

ér(e,y) = 5(0) | P, Ry T, TSR (s T, T))AAT). (5.74)
{T’ES:VT+VT/760,R(y;T,T’)€int(T’)ﬂy;,}

Now we define 7. 1 and 7.2 to be (positive) Borel measures on R? x R? such that for any Borel
set A C RY x ]Rd,

Fea(A) = (1 - bs) / dN(T) / Lz, y)er(z, y)dH ()dH (5),  (5.75)
S (int(T)NX2) x (int (T)NY?,)

Ve2(A) = /Sﬂfintmnx; F2(2)3(2)dH ()50
f(int(T)mX,j)x(int(T)myo Alz, )f (7)g2(y)8 (w)%’(y)dHl(aj)dHl(y)
Suweryne F2(2)8(2)dH (2)

X

dN(T).  (5.76)

The next lemma shows that 4. 1 and 7. 2 only transport mass in the direction where u decreases.

Lemma 5.8. We have

Fea{(@,y) eRT xR - u(e) <u(y)}) =0, Fea({(z,y) € R x R () < u(y)}) =0.

Proof. Suppose that there exists T' € S, such that there exist x € TN Xy and y € T'N )Y satisfying
u(z) < u(y). As z,y € T and d(Xg, Vi) > 2dy, we have u(y) — u(z) = |y — z|| > 2dy. As
u € Lip;(R%), for any 2/ € &} and 3y € Yy, we have (recall (2.2))

u(y'’) = u(a) Zuly) — u(@) = |uly’) = u(y)| - Ju(z’) - u(aj)| > u(y) —u(@) =y —yll = |2’ — =]

>9dy — 2vVdh — 2Vdh > 2dy — 4Vd - —— - > dy,

where we use the fact that h < dy/(10v/d). Hence by Theorem 5.2(c) and Definition 5.3, for any
' € Xy and 3 € Yy, we have h(2’,y’) = 0. Therefore, by (5.72) and (5.44), for any 2’ € X}, we
have fa(z') < frw(2') = 0. By (5.76), this implies 4. o(R? x R?) = 0. Moreover, by (5.54), for
any z,y € R, we have p(z,y) < p1(z,y) = 0 (in order for p;(x,y) > 0, we must have z € Ay and
z(z,y) € Yy, but then h(x,z(z,y)) = 0 yielding pi(x,y) = 0). Hence by (5.74), &p(x,y) = 0 for
any T € S and z € int(T) N &g,y € int(T) N YVy,. By (5.75), this implies 7. 1 (R? x RY) = 0.

Below we assume that for any 7' € S and any © € TN &g,y € T N Yy, we have u(z) > u(y).
Let A:={(z,y) € R? x R?: u(x) < u(y)}. Note that for any T € S,

/ 1a(z, y)er(z, y)dH (z)dH (y)
(int(T)NAXY) x (int(T)ﬂy]:,)

- / , Lu(a) <u(y)r (2, y)dH' (2)dH' (y) = 0,
(int(T)NAXR) % (int (T)NYY))
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/ 14 (2, 9) Fo (2)52 ()3 (2) 3 (0) M (2)dH (y)
(int (T)NAR) x (int(T)NY?,)

- / Ly <u(o) P2 (2)52 (1) 3 ()3 () dH () dH () = 0
(int(T)NX) x (int(T)NY?,)

Hence by (5.75) and (5.76), 7:,1(A) = ¥.2(A) = 0. O
The following lemma shows that the marginal densities of 7.1 are given by f1 and g;.

Lemma 5.9. For any Borel set A C R?, we have

Tealdx B = [ e, a® x4 = [ a)dy
Proof. For any T € S and any Borel set A C R%, we have

/ 14(2)ex(z, y)dH (2)dH (y)
(Int(T)NXR) x (int(T)NYY))

/ d/\(TI)/ La(@) Ly eine(rnye, P(@, R(y; T, T")
T €8:Vip+ Vi #0} (int(T)NX2) x (int(T)NY2,)
x F(@)F(R(y; T, T"))dH (z)dH (y)

AT’ / L (2)p(e, 4 )5 (2)F () )aH (2)dH (o)
{T7€8:Vp+ Vi #0} (int(T)NAR) x (int (T7)NVy, )

- / )3 (z)dH (z) / dA(T") / pla,y )3 )dH (y)
int(T ﬂXo {T"eS:Vr+V#0} 1nt(T’)ﬂy;§,

_ / Y / 1,1

= [ gy TSI @) LX) /mwm;,p( IE)IH ()

= x i €T ! ! 1 €T

a /int(T)ﬁX]j La(@)$( )</y;,m$* o ,y)dy>d7-l (@)

N /int(T)ﬁX;g> ﬂA@)S(@(/Rd p(x,y)dy> dHl(x)7 70

where the second equality uses the fact that for any 7,7" € S such that Vr + Vv # 0 and any
zeint(T)NAL, Y €int(T")NYy, if y'(z,y') ¢ int(T) N Yy, then by (5.62), p(z,y’) < ps(z,y’) = 0.
Moreover, the fourth equality uses the fact that for any 7,7 € S and = € int(T) N XY,y €
int(T") N Yy, if Vp + Vpr = 0, then p(z,y’) = 0 (by (5.62)); the last two equalities use Lemma 4.19
and (5.65). Hence by Lemma 4.19 and (5.65), for any Borel set A C RY,

Fe1(A x RY) = (1 — 63) / dX(T) / La(2)ér(z, y)dH' (z)dH' (y)
S int(T)NAXL) x (int (T)NY?°,)

=(1-63) /S d\(T) /im(T)Mko 1 A@)g@;)( /]R ) p(x,y)dy)d’Hl(x)

=00 [ @ ( [ pevdr)ie=-t) [ g = [ e

Consider any T, T" € S such that Vp + Vpr # 0 and any = € int(7') N &,y € int(T) N Yy,. Note
that the existence of x,y implies that int(7") N A, int(T") N Vg, # 0, hence int(T") C 7% ;. (recall
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(2.15)) and z,y € ;fl*k.k, First consider the case where R(x;T,T") € int(T") N &2, R(y; T,T") €
int(7") N Vy,. Note that this implies int(7") N AZ,int(7”) N Yy, # 0, hence int(T”") C ’7~'1’fk w and
R(x; T, T, R(y; T, T") € ﬁ*kk/ Hence by Lemma 5.6, we have

P, R(y; T,T7)) G ()G (R(y; T, T7)) = p(R(2: T, T'), ) S (R(a; T, T7)) S e (). (5.78)

Now if T, T" € 8*, then by Definition 4.10 and (5.56), we have (note that qg i (z) = qix(y) and
Qe (R(2; T, T')) = app (R(y; T, T7)))

a) = B i ()
Jp f(2) det(Ta + (2 — qi g (), Vi) F(qr i (2)))dH (2)
$(y) = Bix )
Jp f(2) det(Ta + (2 — Qi (), V) F(qr 1 (2)))dH! (2)
. ' S i (R(; T, 1")
ST = 1 LT G~ awa BT I, Vo) gy R T TG
/ k (R(y; T, T/))
SR T L) = ey detta (= — an k/(iR(w T 1)), Vo) F(aoge (R T D)) (2) )
Combining (5.78) and (5.79), we get
p(z, R(y; T, T)F(@)F(R(y; T, T')) = p(R(2; T, T'), y)F(R(; T, T')) S (y)- (5.80)

If at least one of T and 7" is not in S*, then by Remark 4.11, either §(z) = F(y) = 0 or
FR(z; T,T")) = F(R(y; T,T')) = 0, hence (5.80) also holds. If R(z;T,T") € int(T") N &Y and
R(y; T, T") ¢ int(T") N Yy, then by (5.62), we have

p(R(z; T, T'),y) < p3(R(x; T, T"),y) = 0. (5.81)
If R(z;T,T") ¢ int(T") N XY and R(y; T, T") € int(T") N Yy, then by (5.62), we have

p(z, R(y; T, T")) < p3(z, R(y; T, T')) = 0. (5.82)

By (5.80)—(5.82), noting (5.74), for any 7' € S and = € int(T) N X2,y € int(T) N V5, we get

fmm:mm/ p(R(x: T, T), )3 (R(w; T, T'))dA(T).
{T"€S:Vr+V5#0,R(2;T,T")€int (T )NXL }
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Hence for any T € S and any Borel set A C R, following a similar argument as in (5.77), we get

/ L4 (4)6r (. y)dH () dH (3)
(int(T)NXE) x (int(T)NYY))

d\(T" / La(y) Lg@sr,ryemsrnxe PRz T, 1), y)
{T"eS:Vr+ V5 #0} (int(T)NXE) x (int(T)NYY))

X F()F(R(x; T, T"))dH (x)dH (y)

INT’ / La(y)p(e', 9)3 ()3 (@) dH (@)K ()
{T"eS:Vr+ Vi #0} (int(T")NXL) x (int(T)NYy,)

-/ S)aH ) [ ) | pla, )3 (! )aH ')
int(T) myo {T"eS: V4V #0} int(T")NXL

o / w/ x/ 1 x/

/. s, OB L [ R @),

_ x/ x/ 1

“ Lo 1A<y>s<y>( [ oot ')

= | La)SW)( [ pley)de |dH (y). (5.83)
/mt(T)my", (/Rd )

Consequently, by Lemma 4.19 and (5.65), for any Borel set A C R?, we have

Jea (R x A) = (1 — 63) / d\(T) / 1a(y)er(z, y)dH (z)dH (y)
S int(T)NAR) x (int(T)NY2,)

—a=a) [y [ s ( [ s ')

—(1—63)/3)0/01* ﬂA(y)<Adp(x,y)dx>dy— (1 &) /RdXAp(m,y)dxdy—/Agl(m)dx. m

k

The next lemma shows that the pairs of densities (f1,g1) and (f2,g2), weighted by §, are
balanced along each transport ray.

Lemma 5.10. For any T € S, we have

/T Fi(@)F(@)dH (@) = /T 51(2)3 (x)dH (x), /T Fol)§(@)dH (@) = /T Go(2)3(2)dH ().

Proof. Recall Definition 4.10. For any 7' € S\S* and z € T, we have x ¢ T, hence by Remark
4.11, §(x) = 0. Therefore for any T' € S\S*, [, f1(z)F(z )d?—[l = [ra(z S(x)d?—[l(a:) =0 and

fT fo(2)F (z)dH( fT Go(2)F (z)dH  (z) = 0.
Below, we con51der any T € §*. Note that int(7") C T*. By (5.44) and (5.45), we have

1 _ 1 1
[ fw@s@at e = [t @@ /im(my;, e, 2)dH (2)

:/ Ly (2)h(z,2)dH! (x)dH (=),
(int(T)NXL)x (int(T)NYe,) ~ LkH
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/T e (2)F

o xd?-llx/ h(z, z)dH (=
9= [ Bper @@ [ G

/ 1. (2)h(z,z)dH (z)dH'(2).
T)NXR ) x (int(T)NY?,)

15k, k!

As T, is a transport set (vecall (2.15)), for any z,z € int(T), we have Ly () =17 (2).
sy 1;k,k’
Hence

/ S (2)3 (2)dH () = / G ()5 () dH (2). (5.84)
T T

By (5.77) and (5.83) (taking A = R?), and noting (5.71), we have

[r@swan@ =a-s) [ 5o [ pwna)o

05 [ s [ peva)ode

(1 83) / Er(a, y)dH (2)dH (y)
(int(T)NA2) x (int(T)NY?,)

SUELTY I § R T
=) [ s6)( [ )it = [ @i, 65)

where we use (5.65) in the second and fifth equalities. The conclusion of the lemma now follows
from (5.72), (5.84), and (5.85). O

The following lemma shows that the marginal densities of 4. 2 are given by f2 and ga.

Lemma 5.11. For any Borel set A C R?, we have
TeaAxRY = [ f@)ds,  3ea®x 4) = [ ga(a)da,
A A

Proof. By Lemma 5.7, for any x € RY, max{fi(z), f2(z)} < frw(z) and max{gi(z),g2(z)} <
gk (x). Hence by (5.44) and (5.45),

{zeR?: fo(x) >0} C &,  {zeR:gy(x) >0} CVp. (5.86)
By Lemmas 4.16 and 5.5,

ukyk/(Rd\‘I*) < M(Rd\‘z*) = 0, ykvk/(Rd\i*) < V(Rd\‘z*) =0. (5.87)
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y (5.76), for any Borel set A C R?, we have

_ d _ _
VE,Q(R X A) = /S ﬂfint(T)mX,g f2(2)F(z)dH1 (2)>0
f(lnt(T)ﬂXo)X(mt(T)ﬁyZ,) ]]'A(y)fQ (x)QQ(y)g(x)g(y)d}Ll(x)dHl(y)

X b = d\(T
fint(T)mX,g f2(2)8(2)dH! () @)
- [1 : 1()=0dN (T 14(y)g dH!
/ fns(ryng P2(2)8(2)dH (2)>0 (T) /int - AW G2(Y)F(y)dH (y)

= [a@ [ Lmw@sm b
int(7T) my;;,
= [ 0@ [ 1awmwsmat o) = [ awd= [ wwo.

where in the third equality we note that by (5.86) and Lemma 5.10, for any T' € S,
/ f2(2)F(2)dH (2) :/ G2(2)F(2)dH (). (5.88)
int(T)NAL int(T)NY?

Moreover, in the last two equalities we use Lemma 4.19 and (5.87). Similarly, using (5.76) and
(5.88), we obtain that

5/5,2(14 X Rd) = /S]lfint(T)mX]S F2(2)F(2)dH (2)>0
f(int(T)mX,g)x(int( T)Y2,) 1a(x) fo(2)g2(y) (@) T (y)dH! (z)dH (y)
X
fmt(T)mXo f2( ) ( )dHl( )

d\(T)

- /S ]lfint(T)ﬂXlg Ff2(2)F(2)dH(2)>0
f(int(T)ﬂX,j)x(int(T)mylj,) La(x) f2(2) G2 () F ()T (y)dH (z)dH  (y)
X
Jine(rynye, 82(2)8(2)dH(2)

— _ 1
- [Sﬂﬁnt<T>mxg Fa(2)3(2)d71 ()09 (T) /im(T)mIS La(z) fo(@)T(x)dH (x)

_ / AN(T) / La(2) ()3 (@)dH (x)
S int(T)NXL

= /Sd/\(T)/T]lA(x)fg(x)s(x)dHl(x)—/Amg* fg(x)d.’L‘—/AfQ(CU)d{L'. O

Recall from (2.2) that X = T4, (xr¢ — h, %0 +h) and Yo = ngl(}’k’,f —h,yw ¢ +h), where
h is of constant order. We now partition A&} into the union of smaller, disjoint d-dimensional cubes
{Li}ij:1 (each cube is formed by the product of d open or half-open intervals), requiring that the
number of such cubes is of order (621/2)~% and the side lengths of each cube are constrained to be
within [02v/2/2, §2+/€]. Thus X2 = |JL_, L;. We do the same for Yy, so that Yy, = szl R;, where
{Rj}fj]:1 are the corresponding (disjoint) cubes.

d\(T)

For every ¢ € [I] and j € [J], we denote by ¢; = (cj1, - ,¢ciq) the center of L; and c; =
(cf1s- ¢ 4) the center of R;. Let
/
C; — C
Up i = —_. 5.89
Y el (559
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Note that for any z € L; and y € R;,

1
[(Uijow = i)l < Usjllllz = cill = llz = cill < 562V,

1
(Uigw = i)l < M1Usjllly = <l = lly = 5l < 502Vde.
Let Ny := [2V/ds~"/2]. For every ¢ € [Ny], we define

Li’j;g = {x eL;: <Ui,j7x — Ci> S ( — 52\/6784— (f — 1)525, —52\/@ + E(Sgé‘] }, (5.90)
R; j.o = {y €R;:(Uij,y— CQ) € ( — 52\/%—1- (€ —1)dge, —(52\/6764— 5(526] } (5.91)

Note that L; = UéV:Ol Lo and R; = UéV:Ol R; j.o. Moreover,
c(0av/E) "4 < 1,7 < C(6av/E) 74, ce V2 < Ny < Ce71/2. (5.92)

For any j € [J] and = € R?, we define
Jinr@nnye,nr, B2(2)(2)dH (=)

() e Lo () Fo ()1 ] . 5.93
f3(@) xre (2) f2(2) Jinsr@nvg, 92(2)8(2)dH1(2)>0 fint(T(x))my,‘;/ 92(2)F(2)dH! (2) (5.98)
For any i € [I] and 2 € R?, we define
Jwter@ynzent, F2(2)3(2)dH’ (2)
i(2) 1= 1yo e« (2)ga(2)1 7 (N (x 250 k7 5.94
9i(@) = Tye, o= (@)G22) e BEFEEH ()50 Sz ayae P2()F(2)dH1 () (589

1
Then, f; and g; are convenient versions of the densities of 7. o(- x R;) and 7. 2(L; X -), respectively.

Lemma 5.12. For any i € [I],j € [J], f; is a density of 3z 2(- x R;) with respect to L%, and g; is
a density of ¥z 2(L; x -) with respect to L2

Proof. Fix any Borel set A C R%. By (5.76), (5.88), and Lemma 4.19, for any j € [J], we have

Ye,2(A X Rj) = /S ]lfinmmx,g Fa(2)3(2)dH (2)>0
fint(T)mX,g La(z) f2(2)§(x)dH (z) fint(T)myg,ij G2(v)F(y)dH  (y)

. . d\(T)
fint(T)m)(Ig f2(2)§(2)dH!(2)
= /Sd)\(T) /int(T) ]]-AﬁXko (SU)JFQ(-T)S(-T)]].fint(T(m)mX]g F2(2)(2)dH(2)>0
fint(T(x))ﬂyZ/ij G2(2)F(2)dH (2) (o)
r T
fint(T(g;))kaO f2(2)3(2)dH(2)
N /S IAT) /int(T) ]lAﬁX’S (x)ﬁ (x)g(m)lﬁm(nx)my,‘;/ G2(2)F(2)dH(2)>0
fint(T(z)my;i,ﬂRj 92(2)3(2)dH ' (2) dH (z)
T
fint(T(m))ﬂy;zl 92(2)F(z)dH ()
= 1 ()1 fint(T(gc))my;,ij §2(2)3(z)d7-[1(z)d
- / A (£)/2() St (ranyp, 2(2)8()dH!(2)>07 fint(T(x))my;;’/ G2(2)F(2)dH (2) v

:Aﬁmm.
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Similarly, for any ¢ € [I], we have

775,2(14 X A) = /S ]]_fint(T)ﬁX]S F2(2)F(2)dH1 (2)>0

Sz, @S @)AHN @) finyirynye, LaW)g2()F (W) dH ()
fint(T)ﬁXlg fo(2)8(2)dH! ()

= /S dA(T) /int(T) Larwg, WG2WSWIL 1) e RS E)>0

Jutraynazn, F2(2)8(2)dH (2)
Sawerynag F2(2)8(2)dH! ()

X

d\(T)

H (y)

in onp. F2(2)F(2)dH (2)
- / ]lAmyO,(y)gg(y)]lf o f2(2)F(2)dH1(2)>0 J HTWINKENL: - dy
T k int(T'(y))NXp fint(T(y))ﬂXﬁ fQ(Z)S(Z)dH (2,’)

= /A 9i(y)dy. O

For any z,y € R?, we define

7“(.%‘, y) — Z Z Z '76,2(Lz,]§£ X Rz,];f ) ) . fj(x)gdy)]lLi’j;g (x)]lRi‘j;Z,(y).
=1 j=1

v Z,EIE[N()]: ,76’2('[/1"]'%@ X R]):YE,Q(LZ X Ri,j;[’
WE,Q(Li,j;EXRi,j;g/)>O
(5.95)

5.2.4 Definition of 7. i/
With the functions p(-,-) and r(-,-) in hand (see (5.64) and (5.95)), we are ready to define ..j 5’
Definition 5.13. For any z,y € R?%, we define
Peitpr (1, y) = (1= 83)p(@, y) + (@, y).
We define 4.; 1 to be the Borel measure on R? x R? with density (Z)e;k,k/ (-,-) with respect to £L® LY.

The following lemma shows that 7. i has marginals p, 1 and vy, 3/, and is concentrated on the
set X x Vp,.

Lemma 5.14. We have e g € I(pag 7, Vi ). Moreover, for any (x,y) € (RE x RO\ (X2 x Vi),
we have ¢ 1 (z,y) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 5.11 and (5.86), we have

T2 (RAAT) x RY) = / Paa)de =0, 7ea(RYx (RAYR)) = / ga(x)dz = 0. (5.96)
RI\AY RA\)?,
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By Lemma 5.12, for any Borel set A C R?, we have

Ye,2(Lijso % Ry jer)

r(x y d.’L'dy — — 5 sJ — 3J s

/Ade ;; “,%;V Ve2(Ligie X Rj)Ve2(Li X Rijr)
e, Q(L,LJ gXRZ 3 é/)>0

x / 1@ 08 o (@) 1n,, (y)dady
AxRd ”

I J - B
-y 3 Ye2(Lijio X Rijor)Ve2((AN L; j0) X Rj)

i=1j=1 £,/ €[No: Ye2(Lijie X Rj)
7572(Li,j;2XRi’j;gl)>0

- z[:i: Z Z?fozl :ys’2<Li’j;£ X Ri,j%’)ﬁ&,?((A N Li,j;é) X Rj)
i=1 Ye2(Lijie X Rj)

i=1 EE[No]:
Ve,2(Li j;0 X Rj)>0
I I J Ny
:ZZ > Ye2(ANLij) x B)) => Y > Fea((AN Lijy) x Ry)
i=1 j= 1 KE[NO] i=1 j=1 ¢=1

I J
:ZZ (AN L) x R) = Fea((ANXY) x Vi) = Fea(A x RY),

where we use (5.96) in the last equality. Similarly, we can deduce that [pq, 4 7(2,y)dzdy = Fe.2(RYx
A). Hence by Lemma 5.11, the marginal densities of 7(-,-) are given by f, and gs. Therefore, on
noting (5.71), (5.72), and Lemma 5.9, we conclude that .., € H(upp,vier). By (5.65) and
(5.95), we have ¢, p(x,y) = 0 for any (z,y) € (R? x RY)\ (AP x Vi) O

5.3 Reduction to a local estimate

In this subsection, we reduce Theorem 1.7 to a local estimate, stated as Proposition 5.16 below,
for each k € [K], k" € [K']. We begin with the following definition.

Definition 5.15. For each k € [K], k" € [K'], we define

Skk (14, V570)

/Xoﬂf* N7

1;k,k/

-1
@ [ ) hta,2) 1o (3(0) (e 2) = 5 ozl — 1)
int(T'(z))NY;,
1
+3 logdet (I + ||z — zHF(z)))d’Hl(z).
With 4..; 5 and qgg;,ﬁk/ as in Definition 5.13, we can now state the local estimate.

Proposition 5.16 (Local cost estimate). For any k € [K|, k" € [K'], Sg (1, v;70) is well-defined
and finite. Moreover, for any k € [K|, k' € [K'] and d2 € (0,1/100), we have

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup {6_1 / |z — ylld¥ep 1 (2, y) — gt OTk (s, v)
03—0t 61 =0t Mi—oo e—0* X,Sxy]:/

+ / Cgs;k,k‘/ (.Z‘, y) IOg (E(d_l)/2§55;k,k/ (.TL‘, y))dwdy} < Sk,k’ (,ua v '70)'
chylz,
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The proof of Proposition 5.16 will be given in Sections 5.4-5.6. In the remainder of this sub-
section, we show how Theorem 1.7 follows from Proposition 5.16. We begin with the following
integrability lemma.

Lemma 5.17. We have
d-1
/Sd)\(T) /TXT (2\ log(2nl|z — [))| Rz, 2) + | (e, ) log(h(:v,z))‘)d?—[l(x)d”l-[l(z) <c

Proof. By Lemma 4.26,

r 1
/Sd)\(T) /TXT h(z, z)|log(§(x))|dH (z)dH' (2) /Sd)\(T)/Tf(a:)\log(S(x))\dH (z) < C.

By (5.49) and (5.50), noting that A(S\S*) = 0 (recall Definition 5.1) and int(T") C T;* L for any
T € S such that int(T) N XY # 0,int(T) N Y5, # 0, we obtain that

Jax) [ e (45 toutanle = 21)| + 1og (36) " hie. )| )ar (@)ar' (2
d/\( )/TXTh(a?,z) <d;1| log(2 ||z — z||)| + | log (g(x)1h(g:,z))‘>d7—[1(x)d’}-[1(z)

i: [, Buners, L AND)

WMN c,,,\

IN

d—1
/ h(z, z) <2’ log(27||z — z[|)| + |log (§(z) ' h(z, 2)) })d’l—[l(z)d?{l(z)
(int (T)NXE) x (int(T)NY?,)

/

K
d
Z Z /X mT*mTl*k o !

:L'—l X,z EO Tllx — 2 o $—1 . IZ
/mtmwwﬁ” bl 2) (45 gzl — 21D+ 1og (5(0) htz. )] ) ')
<C,

where we use Lemma 4.19 and the estimate (5.138) (derived independently in Section 5.4 below)
in the second and third inequalities, respectively. The conclusion of the lemma follows from the
above two displays. O

The next lemma expresses S(f, ;7o) in terms of Sy (14, 75 70).
Lemma 5.18. With S(u,v;v0) as in Definition 1.4, we have

K K’

S(k,viv0) = D Y Sk (1, v57%0) / f () log(f )d:r—/yg(y) log(g(y))dy.

k=1k'=1

119



Proof. By Lemma 4.19, for any k € [K], k" € [K'], we have

Sk.k (14, V5 70)

= / 4NT) / 17 (2)h(z,2)
S (int(T)NX2) X (int(T)NYY,) 15k, k!

X (log (F(@) " h(x,2)) —

- / dA(T) / h(z, 2)
* (int(T)ﬁX]:)x(int(T)ﬂyZ,)

X (log (F(z) " h(z,2)) —

—1 log(27||z — z||) + %log det (Ig + ||z — zHF(z)))d?—ll(x)dﬂl(z)

-1 1
log(27||z — z]|) + 5 logdet (I + ||z — zHF(z)))dHl(:U)d”;’-[l(z),

where in the second equality, we use the facts that AMS\S*) = 0 (recall Definition 5.1) and that
int(T') C Ty 4 for any T € S such that int(7) N AR # 0,int(7) N Yy, # 0. Hence by (5.49)—(5.50)
and the facts that A(S\S*) = 0 and §* C §* C S, we have

K K’

SO S vin0) = /S dA(T)/TXT h(m,z)(log (3(2)" h(z, 2)) —

k=1k'=1

-1
log(2m ||z — z])

+ %logdet (Ig+ ||z — z||F(z))>dH1(x)dH1(z)

= —d_lo TN — 2 X,z X, ZzZ)I10 X,z II 12
=[x [ (=95 ogtenlle = 2Dne,) + o, ox(hta, ) ) ab ) )
= [ ax@) [ ) tos(E)an )
S* T

+ ;/sd)\(T) /TXTlogdet (Lg + ||z — 2| F(2)) bz, 2)dH" (x)dH (=)

Lot (55

43 [ f@ogr@)ds + 5 /<>1og<<>>dy

_/dA /f ) log(f(z))dH( —/dA / y) log(g(y))dH' (y)

=S, vi70) + /X F(2)log(f(x))dz + /y 9(y) log(g(4))dy,

log(2m||z — yl)h(z,y) + h(x, y)log(h(z, y))>dﬂl(fv)d7i1(y)

where the second to last equality uses Lemma 4.26. O
We now give the proof of Theorem 1.7, assuming Proposition 5.16.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We define

K K
=2 2 T (5.97)
k=1k/'=1



where 7. i is as in Definition 5.13. By Lemmas 5.5 and 5.14, 4. € II(u, ). Hence

Co(e) <C-(3e) = /R o= yldiCeg) + eH Gl v
><

—ZZ</ IIfU—yIId%k/«(w ?J)—i—e/

qgf;’%k/ (.ZE, y) IOg (q;s;k,k’ ($, y))dwdy)
k=1k'=1 Xlgxyzl

—6/ f(x)log(f )dw—e/yg(y) log(g(y))dy,

where we use Lemma 5.14 in the second line. Moreover,

K K K K
SN[ ey los () dedy = ) loge 30 D R (R X RY)
k=1 k'=1" X% *Vp k=1k'=1
L —1 d—1
1Og€;k,§:1'uk (R = loge - M(Rd) = Tlogé‘.

Combining the above two displays and noting Lemma 5.5, we get

Ce(7e) —EOT(M V) n d ; 1 log e

K’

K
<SS (e vt = OTaen
X,;’xy;c’,

k=1k'=1

+ / Gga;k,k’ (fUa y) log (5(d_1)/2¢36;k7k/ (m, y))dxdy)
X"Xyo

/ £()log(f (x))dzx — / 9(y) log(g(y))dy.

Therefore, by Proposition 5.16 and Lemma 5.18, we have

lim sup {CE(%) — 0T v) + d; ! loga}

e—0t €
K K’

<Y suwrin) - [ f)los(Fa)ds - /y g og(g(y)dy = S vin). O
k=1k'=1

5.4 Mass and entropy estimates, and proof of the local estimate

Throughout the rest of this section, we fix k € [K],k’ € [K']. Recall the definitions of p(-,-) and
r(-,-) from (5.64) and (5.95), respectively. We now state two key propositions that play a central
role in the proof of the desired local estimate, Proposition 5.16. The first one shows that the mass
of the sub-coupling with density p(-,-) is close to iy 1 (R?) (cf. Step 3 in Section 1.3.2).

Proposition 5.19 (Mass estimate). For any fized 02,03 € (0,1/100), we have
lim inf lim inf lim inf/ p(z,y)dedy = py e (RY).
R xRd

§1—0tT Mi—o0 =0T

The second proposition provides tight control on the entropy of (-, -) (cf. Step 5 in Section 1.3.2).
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Proposition 5.20 (Entropy estimate). For any fized d3 € (0,1/100), we have

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup/ r(x,y) max { log (E(dfl)ﬂr(x, y)),O}dxdy <0.
Rd xRd

63—0t 6 —0t Mi—oo e—0*F

The proofs of Propositions 5.19 and 5.20 will be presented in Sections 5.5 and 5.6, respectively.

In the remainder of this subsection, we detail the proof of Proposition 5.16, assuming Proposi-
tions 5.19 and 5.20. We begin with the following three lemmas. The first lemma provides an upper
bound on the transport cost of ..x 5 (recall Definition 5.13).

Lemma 5.21. For any fized d2 € (0,1/100), we have

63—0t 6 —0t Mi—oo e—07F

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup e ! </ |z — yl|d¥e i (2, y) — OT g (12, y))
X,jxyg,

—1
< a-1 dm/ F(x) th(z, 2)dH ().
2 JxpneaTy, int(T(2))NY?,

Proof. By (5.62), for any (z,y) € R? x RY, if V() + V(y) = 0, then p(z,y) = 0. Hence by (5.65),

| le i) = [ o= ylda (e sy

XX Y2, X0 xV°,

=(1-133) / Ly (@) +v(y)2ollz — yllp(z, y)dzdy + / |z — yllr(z,y)dzdy
(XpNT*)x (Y, NT*) PR

<(1—0d3) / Ly @y+vo(lz =yl = llz — ¥ (z,9)|)p(z, y)dzdy
(X2NT*)x (Y2, NT*)

(1) / Ly @ysvingolle — ¥/ (@) Ip(, y)dedy
(XENT*)x (VE,NT)
+ / e — ylir(z, y)dzdy, (5.98)
RI x R4
where y'(-,-) is as in (5.59).

Step 1: Bounding f(X,gm‘I*)x(y;,m‘I*) Ly @)+vzolllz =yl = llz =y (@, 9))p(z, y)dxdy. We have

/ Ly sy so(le = yll = le =¥ @ y)Dp(, y)drdy

(XNTH) x (V2,NT*)

= / . Lninfa(@) p)}>5 4% / Linin{a(2),6(:)} 261 Lz (@)y>00H ' (2)
AZNT* mTltk,k’ 1nt(T(a:))ﬁyZ,

/O(V(m)) ]Lerweyz,ﬂi*ﬂi’l*;k’k/ lV(m)+V(z+w)5£0lmin{a(z+w),ﬁ(z+w)}2§1 ]l||w||§M1ﬁ
X (|l = (z 4+ w)|| = |z = y' (2, 2+ w) | )p(z, 2 + w)dH" (w), (5.99)

where we note (5.54)—(5.55) and (5.64).
Below, we fix any x € Xy NT* N7 1, and z € int(T'(z)) N Yy such that min{a(z), B(z)} > é1,
min{a(z), 8(z)} > 1, and (x — 2,V (z)) > 0. We also fix any § € (0,1), and assume that ¢ > 0 is
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sufficiently small (depending on M, 61,0 and d, pu,v). Let
Wola, ;) = {w € OV (@) : [wl| < Mivz, 2 +w € Vg AT N T V(@) + V(2 +w) £0,

min{a(z + w), f(z + w)} > 51}7

W (x,z;0,¢e) = {w € Wo(x,z;¢) :w € W (z; Miv/e, 5)},

where W/ (z; M1+/z,0) is as in Definition 3.1. Note that #4(x, z;e)\# (x, 2;0,&) € W(z; M11/€,0).
As z € T and T is a transport set (recall Lemma 4.8), we have z € T. Hence by Theorem 3.3,

HITL(W(z; M1v/E,6)) HIZL(Ho(z, z6)\ W (2, 230, €))

lim o =0 = lim = =0 (5.100)
For any w € #y(x, z;€), noting that z — z = —||z — z||V(z) (as (x — 2,V (z)) > 0), we have

, _ (z—x4+w,V(z)+V(z+w)) .
yiwztw) = v+ = i Ve tw)y @)

(w, V() +V(z+w))

= z—||z—2z|V . 5.101
p— e =2V (@) + s V@ (5.101)
Moreover,
Jw]”
lz = (z + w)ll = Vi = 22 + vl < flo = 2]l + 57 —— (5.102)
[ — =]
As min{a(z), f(z)} > §; and min{a(z + w), B(z +w)} > §1, by Lemma 2.9,
IV (z+w) = V()| = [V(z +w) = V(2)|| < 4]jwl|/8i < 40167 Ve,
Hence noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have
V() - V(z+w)]? <1,
v v =1- 5.103

(w,V(z) +V(z+w))| =[w,V(z+w) = V()| < lw]|V(z+w) - V()
< Mz - 4My 67 e = 4MEST e,

where we note that (w, V(z)) = 0 in the second display. Therefore, for any w € #4(z, z;€), we have

(w,V(z) +V(z+w))

V@) V@) + Ve tw)y| = [(w, V(2) + V(2 +w))| < AM{; e, (5.104)

which combined with (5.101) and the fact that ||z — z|| > 2dy > 4M?5; e (since z € XY, z € Vg,
and ¢ is sufficiently small) yields

(w,V(z)+V(z+w))
(V(x),V(z)+V(z+w))’

lz —y'(z, 2 + w)|| = |z — 2| - (5.105)

Moreover, by Theorem 3.3 (as z € ¥ and min{a(z), 8(2)} > 1), we have |[F(z)|]2 < 46, ', hence

w" F(2)w| < [|F(2)|2]lw]|* < 4M767 e, (5.106)
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Now note that for any w € # (x, z;d,¢), we have ||V (z 4+ w) — V(z) — F(z)w|| < §Mi+/e, hence

{w, V(z)+V(z+w)) —w Fz)w| = |(w,V(z+w)—V(z) — F(z)w)|
<[wll|V(z 4+ w) = V(2) = F(2)w|| < Mive - 6M1v/e = 6 M7e. (5.107)

By (5. 103) and (5.107), for any w € # (x, z; 4, €), we have

(w,V(z) +V(z+w)) 1
‘ V(). V )+V(z+w)> 2wTF<Z)w‘
(w,V(z) +V(z+w)) 1 1
‘ V) )+V(z+w)> i(w V(a:)—l—V(z—l—w»‘ —I—i(w,V(m) +V(z+w)) —wTF(z)w]
HwIIIIV( ) +V(z+w)|[[(V(e),V(z) +V(z+w) -2
= 2<V(:U) V(@) 1Vt ) + 5M1
< Myve - 8MP6 % + 5M15 — 8MPo72%? + %51\4125 < dM?Ze, (5.108)

where we note that ¢ is sufficiently small in the last inequality. By (5.102), (5.104)-(5.106), and
(5.108),

/O(V(x)) ]]‘erwe)JO NTNT Ly @)+v (e +w)£0 Lmin{a(z+w) fe+w)} 26 Ljw|<ai v
X (llr = (2 + w) = llz = ¥'(2, 2 + w) Dp(, 2 + w)dH* " (w)

=/ (lz = (z + w)|| = llz — ¥ (2, 2 + w) | )p(x, 2 + w)dH" (w)
#o(x,z;€)

= / (lz = (z + w)|| — |z — ¥ (2, 2 + w)|)p(x, 2 + w)dH (w)
W (x,2;0,€)
+ (e = (z+ w)]| - & — /(2,2 + w) ple, 2 + w)dHe (w)

Wo(z,z;8)\ W (z,2;0,€)

21
( Il + -w' F(z)w + (5M125>p(:c, 2+ w)dH H(w)
W (z,2;0,€) 2||$ - H 2

2
/ (||w| + 1w F(z)w+ 6M1261_15>p(a:, 2+ w)dH ! (w)
Wo(x,z;€)\W (x,2;0,€)

2|z — 2|

2
< e/ _wll™ + leF(z)w +0M2 )9V 2p(2, 2 + \Jew)dHT (w)

e~ 129 (2,2;0,€) 2||.T—ZH 2
Jw]®

e~ 12y (z,2;6)\ W (,2;0,¢)) 2l|z — 2|l
2 1
:5/ <Hw|| + z F(z)w> 5(d_1)/2p($, z + Vew)dHH (w)
=129 (x,2;¢)

2||z — 2|

1
+ QW TF(2)w+ 6M1251_1>5(d_1)/2p(x, z + Vew)dH T (w)

- 55M12/ eld=D2p(2, 2 + Jew)dH* ™ (w)
—1/29 (x,2;0,€)

+6eM257! eld=D2p(2, 2 + Jew)dH¥ (w). (5.109)

/e—1/2(%(1,2;5)\7/(1,2';6,5))
By Lemma 4.6 (as z € T), I;+ ||z — 2|/ F(2) is positive definite, hence for any w € O(V (z)),

1

.
——w (Igj+ ||z — 2| F(2))w > 0. (5.110)
oo

+-w! F(2)w =
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Consequently, using (5.54), we obtain that

2
/ (HU)H + 1wTF( Yw ) =172z, 2 + ew)dH ™ (w)
e~ 1294 (x,2;¢)

2||lz — 2|

2
< / (HWH + 1wTF(z)w) eld=V2p (2, 2 + ew)dH T (w)
O(V(x))

< @2rllz — 2[) "2 (@) " h(a, Z)\/det (Lo + |z — 2] F(2))

2
X/ (HwH+1wTF(2)w)e;wT(“z zHIdJFF(Z)) d/Hd—l(w)
o) \2llz —=2[| 2

= 5@l — =)D/ 25(w) b, 2)y et (Lo + 1z — 2] F(2))

X / <wT< ! I+ F(z))w) e_%wT(llz 2] Id+F(Z)) df;.[dfl(w)
oV (x)) |z — 2|

= %g(x)_lh(x, z). (5.111)

By (5.54) and (5.110), for any w € O(V(x)), we have
eld=D2p(x, 2 + ew) < @ V2p (2, 2 + Jew)
< (2m||z — 2||) @Y 2F ()" 1h(ac,z)\/det (Ig+ ||z — 2| F(2)) < C61_d/2§(x)*1h(x,z),

where in the last inequality we note that ||z — z|| > 2dp and that by Hadamard’s inequality (see,
e.g., 33, Lemma 2.5]) and Theorem 3.3 (note that min{a(z), 5(z)} > d1),

|det (Li+llo— 2| F(2))| < [l e — 2l )| < (14 2= 2l F(2)2)* < (14+2D-4677)" < Co7e
Hence we have

/ ed=N2p(z, 2 + Jew)dH (w)
=129 (x,2;6,€)

< 0oy 5 () (e, U ({w € OV (@) : lwl < Mi}) < CM{0, () h(r, 2), (5.112)

/ eld=D2p(z, 2 + Jew)dH (w)
8,1/2(%(%Z;E)\W(x,z;é,a))

< Céfd/gg(m)_lh(x, z) - g (d=/2qyd-1 (Ho(z, z;e)\# (z, 2;6,€)), (5.113)

where the second display uses
HE (V2 (A (0, 26\ (0, 2;0,€))) = e V20 (W (2, 2\ H (0, 236, €)).
Combining (5.109) and (5.111)—(5.113), we get
et /O(V(I)) ﬂz+wey,j,m‘£*n7‘ljk,k,lv(w)+V(Z+w)¢01min{0¢(Z+w)76(z+w)}251HHwHSMlx/E
% (|l = (z + w)| = llz — y'(2, 2 + w) | )p(x, 2 + w)dH (w)
< <d2 + COMEoT Y2 4 oMoy P DRy (2 e\ (2, 25 5,@))3(@%@:, 2)
(5.114)

< (dg 1 . CM1d+1($1(d/2+1)>3(l‘)_1h(:€7 Z). (5115)
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Note that by (5.114), for any z € AZ N T* N lek, and z € int(T(x)) N Y, such that
min{a(z), f(z)} > 01, min{a(z), B(z)} > (51, and (x — z, V( )) >0 and any ¢ € (0, 1), we have

1i -1 1 o o 1y 1, 1
1;1_1)?)&p {5 /O(V(I)) ZHweY?, nT mlek’ V(z)+V (z+w)#0 {a(z4+w),B(z4+w)} >61 *|w|| <M1/

< (lz = (z + w)ll = llz — y'(2, 2 + w))p(z, 2 + w)d”?"ld_l(w)}

<F(x) " h(z, 2) <d21 + C(SMd+1(5_d/2 + CMEs, (@/241) iy sup

e—0t

HIL (Wi, 22 )\ (2, :6,))
5(d—1)/2

=3F(x) " h(z, 2) <d21 + CcSMd“cS_d/Z) (5.116)

where we use (5.100) in the last line. Moreover, note that

]lmin alz T dzx
/XW*QT* {a(e),8(x)} 281

1;k,k/

d—1

—(d _
/ 1min{a<z),ﬁ(z>}>61]1<x—z,v<x>>>o( +CMitts Y 2“))3(95) 'h(z, 2)dH ()
int(T'(z))NYy,

d—1 .
< 5=+ oM, (@241 oo, (5.117)

By (5.99) and the reverse Fatou lemma (noting (5.115) and (5.117)), we have

lim sup { / Ly vz — ll — lle — (2 9) (e, y)dwdy}
(XPNT*)x (¥2,NT*)

e—0t
= limsup { / ﬂmin{a(x),,@(z)paldﬂf/ Linin{a(2),8(2)} 26 La—z,V (@)y>00H ' (2)
e—0t X°m$*m7’1*k W int(T(x))NYy,

et / L vweye,neende, W @)+vetw)#0 bmin{a(+w) (+w)} 26 Ljw| <an v
oV (x)) Lk, ’ B N

% (2 — (z 4 w)] - [lz — ¥'(@ 2 + w)[)p(a. = +w>de1<w>}

</ min{a(x)ﬁ(a:)}z(sldﬂ?/ Linin{a(2),8(:)} 26 Lia—z.v(2))>0dH ' (2)
Xoﬂ‘l'*ﬂTl*k W int(T(x))NYy,

. -1
hEH_lf)lip {6 /O(V(z)) ﬂz+wey0 m‘:*m']’l*k o (1’)+V(z+w);£0]lmin{oc(z+w),ﬁ(z+w)}251 HHwHSMl\/E

< (o= (z +w)l = |z = y'(2, 2 + w)p(z, 2 + W)de_l(W)}

d—1 —d)2
<|—+ C(SMd+15 > / :ﬂ-min a(zx x dx
< 2 XOOT*QT* { ( )7/8( )}251

1;k,k/

/ Linin{a(2),8(2)} 28 La—z,v () 08 (€) " h(z, 2)dH ! (2)
int (T ()N,

< <d_1 + C(SMf“dl_d/Q) /
2 xenTH AT

1;k,k/

dw/ F(x) th(z, 2)dH (2),
int(T(2))NY?,
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where we use (5.116) in the second to last inequality. Taking § — 0%, we conclude that

e—0t

lim sup { / Ly oy sveo(llz — ol — lle — (2 9) (e, y)dxdy}
(AX2NT*) X (V2,NT*)

< a-1 da:/ F(x) th(x, 2)dH (). (5.118)
int(T'(z))NYy,

2 o T
XenTeNTr,

Step 2: Bounding f(X,gm‘I*)x(yg,m‘I*) Ly ()+vy)zollz — ¥ (z,y)p(x, y)dxdy. By Lemma 4.19,

/ Ly @)+ vm)zolle = ¥ (@, 9)llp(z, y)dedy

(XPNT*) x (Y2,NT*)

— [ [ s@ate) [ el Y@l 6.9)
S int(T)NxL °,NT*

Moreover, by Lemma 4.19, for any T' € S and z € int(7) N &}, we have
| Wenvemle - y@o)lpedy
ye,nT
= [y [ vl - Vel 50 w)
S int(T")NY?,

- / IN(T") / e — ¥/ (2, ) Ip(, )3 () dH (9)
{T'€8:Vp+Vy #0} nt(T")NY?,

:/ dAN(T')
{T"eS:Vr+V5 1 #0}

/ y Ly eins(rynye, |12 = ¥ o, R(y5 T T)F(RS T, T))dH (), (5.120)
int(T)N ;3,

where in the last line R(-;T,7T") is as defined in (5.73), and we use the fact that for any 7,7’ € S
such that Vp + Vv # 0 and any x € int(T) N XY,y € int(T") N Yy, if y'(x,y) ¢ int(T) N Yy, then
by (5.62), p(x,y) < p3(z,y) = 0. Combining (5.119) and (5.120), we get

/ Ly eyavigsolz — ¥ (@ 9)Ip(e, y)dedy
(XpNT*)x (V2,NT*)

g/wm/ 3@%%”1 AN(T")
S int(T)NAP {T7€8:Vp+ Vi £0}

/ ]]-.'R(y’;T,T’)Eint(T’)ﬂy;, ”1’ - y'Hp(:U, R(y,a Ta T/))S(:R(y,a T7 T/))dHl (y,)
int(T)ﬂyz,

~ [y [ o = o/ (2)aH o)
S (int (T)NA2) x (int(T)NY?,)

3@ / p(e, Ry T, T)F (RS T, T'))dNT)
{1"€8:Vr+Vp#0,R(y T, 1) €int(T)NYY, }

~ [ [ & — yllér (e, y)dH (@)dH (y), (5.121)
s (int (T)NAL) x (int(T)NY?,)
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where in the last line we use the definition of &7 (+,-) as in (5.74). By (5.121) and the definition of
Ye,1 (see (5.75)), we have

|z —ylldYe(z,y). (5.122)
R4

X

(1-53) / Ly oyv o 2ollz—y (@ ) p(e, y)dedy < /
(XPNT*)x (V2,NT*) Rd

By (5.75) and Lemma 5.8, for 4. 1-a.e. (z,y) € R? x R%, z and y lie on the same transport ray and
|z — y|| = u(z) — u(y). Hence by (5.122) and Lemma 5.9, we have

(1- 53)/ Ly (@)+vzollz — v (z, y)llp(z, y)dzdy
(XNT*) X (Y2, NT*)

< / (u() = u(y))dYen (2, y) = / u(z) fi(x)da — / w(y)g1(y)dy. (5.123)

R xR? R R4
Step 3: Bounding [p4, pa ||z — yl|r(z,y)dzdy. By (5.76) and Lemma 5.8, for 4. s-a.e. (z,y) €
R? x R?, z and y lie on the same transport ray and u(z) — u(y) = ||z — y||. Hence by Lemma 5.11,

/Rded & = ylldAz 2(x, y) = /RdXRd(u(x) — u(y))dFen(z,y) = /

R4

u(a) fola)di — / u(y)g2(4)dy.

R4
(5.124)
By the definition of 7(-,-) as in (5.95) and noting that 7 2((R? x R\ (X2 x V5,)) = 0 (by
(5.76)), we have

/ e — yllr(e, y)dady — / e — ylldiea(z, )
R4 x R4 R4 xRd

I J
5> SHED DI (A o e ey Bt )
Lin';@XRi,j;Z’ Li,j;éXRi,j;gl

=1 j—1 0,0/ €[No):
Ye,2(Li jie X R; j,0r)>0

(5.125)

For any i € [I],j € [J] and 0,0 e [Np] such that 7)/572(112'7]';@ X Ri,j;f’) > 0, let Tfm‘;g?gl be the Borel
measure on L; j.¢ X R; j.or X Lj j,p X R; j.p such that for any Borel sets A, A" C L; j.o X R; j.or,

Ve2(A") [4 fi(x)gi(y)dady
Ye2(Lijie X Rj)¥e2(Li X Rijor)

Note that by Lemma 5.12, for any Borel sets A, A" C L; .y X R; j.rr,

Ti’j;é’el(A X A/) =

Yi e (Lijie X Rijr) X A') = 3z 2(A'), Yijiee (A X (Lije X Rij)) = /AT(%y)dxdy-
Hence

/ e - ylir(e,y)dedy / Iz — yldFea(z.y)
LijieX Ry jor

Li g0 X Ry .o

N / (Il =yl = ll2" = ¥/ IDdYLsjiee (=, 2", 1)) (5.126)
Li,j;EXRi,j;Z’ XLi’j;gXRi’j;Z/

Now note that by (5.90) and (5.91), for any (x,v), (z/,¥’) € L; j.¢ X R; j.r, we have

Ui,z —a)| < d2e,  [Uijy —y)| < 02e. (5.127)
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As z,2' € L;, y,y' € Rj, d(L;i, R;) > 2dy, and L;, R; € B4(0,D + 1) (by (2.5)), we have
max{||lz — 2’|, |y = ¥/[|} < 62Vde, do < |z —y], 2" —¢/|| < 2(D+1). (5.128)
Moreover, by the definition of U; ; as in (5.89), we have
=y —(z-yU;)U;=(z—c) = (y—cj) = ((z—ci) = (y = ¢}), Ui;) Ui,
hence
lz —y — (2 — v, Uij)Usjll < 2(I|z — cill + |y — €jll) < 462V/de. (5.129)
Similarly, we have
2" — o — (&' — ¢/, Ui; Ui, < 462V de. (5.130)
By (5.127)—(5.130), we have
H r—y, ,]>|2_|<:L‘/_y/7Ui,j>|2’
=z =y, Ui )| = (&' = ", Ui)l|([{z — y, Ui)| + {2’ =y, Uiz)])
<2/{(z —y) = (@ =), Uz = yll + [l2" = ¥'l])
<2([{z — 2" Ui)l + [y = v, Ui))(lz =yl + [l = ¢'[]) < Coze, (5.131)

|z —y — (z =y, Ui)Us |I> — |2’ — o/ — (' — o/, Ui j)Us ||
=|llz —y — (z =y, Ui)Uijll = 2" — ¢/ — (@’ =/, Ui ;)Uill|

X ([lx =y —(x—y, Ui j Ul + |l2" — ¢ = (&' — ¢, Ui ;j)Ui )
<86yVde||(x —y) — (' —y/) — (( —y) — (2 = ¥/), Ui ;)Ui|

<166Vde(||lz — 2| + |ly — ') < Co2e. (5.132)
Asz—y = (x—vy, Ui,j>U7;j—|—(a:—y—<:U—y, Ui, -)Ui,j) and <<:B—y, Uij)Uij,a—y—(x—y, U ”> =0,
e = yll = /& =5, Ui ) Ui 12 + 1l =y = (& — , Ui ) Us 11
:Vﬂx—yihﬁ\+Hx—y—@—yi&ﬁwﬂﬂ
Similarly,
o = o/l = /I =, Ui} 2+ 127 = o' — (' = 4/, Ui Ui 1%
Hence

2 / /12

;o |z — ylI? — [l — ¢/[1?|
x—yll =z =¢|| =

e ===V = P = )
Nz =y =z =y, UiV = o' =y = &' =/, Ui)Us,
- 2dg

N [z =y, Ui j)]> = (' = ¢/, Ui )|

2d

where we use (5.128) in the first inequality and (5.131)—(5.132) in the second inequality. Combining
(5.126) and (5.133), we get

‘/135XR2J21

< CdQE’TZ’J‘;[’gl(Li’j;g X Ri,j;f’ X Li,j;f X Rivj?£’) = 0(528/ T(Z‘,y)dﬂ?dy
L; j (X R; s

’|

< Cdqe, (5.133)

oyl ity - [ W—yW%ﬂ%w'
L; ; gXRZJ o
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Hence by (5.125), we have

' [ = slirteyiiy - [ ||x—yud%,2<x,y>\
R4 x R4 R xRd

I J
SCCSQEZZ Z /L r(x,y)dxdy

i=1 j=1£,0'c[No) ” Fisie* Rigier

<Chue [ rloadedy = Core(mup®) - (1=6) [ plededy), (5130)
R4 x R4 R

dyRd

where we note Lemma 5.14 in the last equality.

Step 4: Conclusion. Combining (5.98), (5.123), (5.124), and (5.134), we obtain

/ e = ylldFen ()
XP %Yy,

<(1—43) / Ly y4vo(lz =yl = llz — ¥ (z,9)|)p(z, y)dzdy
(X2NT*)x (Y2, NT*)

+ [ i@ [ wntdn+ [ u@h@de= [ usod

R4

+ e (uk,k, (RY) — (1 — 53) /

R xR4

p(x, y)dxdy) .
By (5.72), recalling (5.46), we have
| u@i@ds— [ aaids+ [ a@h@ds- [ agmd
= [ @ ie)da = [ ulaoay = OTuw (ev).

Rd

Combining the above two displays, we get
[ eyl () - OTuasen))
X<V,
<-amet [ Wevimrolle =yl = o = ¥, p) (e, ydady
(X NT*)x (Y2, NT*)

+ Cd <Nk,k/ (RY) —(1- 53)/

p(, y)dxdy> :
R xRA

Hence by (5.118) and Proposition 5.19, we get (note that uy x (R?) < 1 by Lemma 5.5)

61—0T Mi—oo e—0*

< (1—43)(d—1) /
- 2 XeNT*NT*

k 1;k,k/

lim sup lim sup lim sup e~ </ |z — y||d¥ee ik (2, y) — OT g g (1,5 1/))
X];)Xy,:/

dz / F(x) " h(x, 2)dH (2) + C8203.
int(T'(z))NYy,
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Taking d3 — 0T in the above display, we conclude that

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup e </ |z — yl|d¥ee i (2, y) — OT g o (12, 1/)>
03—0t 51 —=0t Mi—oco e—0t Xkox:)]z,
d—1
<— dx/ F(x)  h(z, 2)dH (). O
int(T'(x))NYy,

2 oTH
anmlek,

For any =,y € R we define

D1 ($, y) = ]l;pgxomfz*m’]‘ 1 z(z,y)€int(T'(z))NYVY, ]l(ax z(z,y),V(z >03( ) (l’, Z(x’ y))

1;k, k!
x (2llx = 2(z, y)lle) @I/ fdet (Ta + & — (2, 1) | F (=, )))
o o 3:%@) " (=stegr et F((z.9) ) u(zy) (5.135)

Note that pi(x,y) < pi(x,y) (recall the definition of p; in (5.54)). The next lemma computes
several integrals involving p; for later reference.

Lemma 5.22. We have

[ sty < [ pieg)dedy = o (2, (5.136)
R4 x R4 R4 x R4

L prletog (41725 (a,) dody
X

[

1;k,k/

-1
log(2me]z — =)

dx F(x)  h(x, 2)| log (F(x) *h(z, 2)) —
L. o, T ) (108 (360) btz 2)

+ %log det (Ig + |jz — zHF(z)))dHl(z), (5.137)

/)'('E’OT* N7

1;k,k’

d—1
dx/ §(x)~ 1h (x, 2 <‘ log( )_1h(x,z))‘ + T‘ log(27||z — z”)’
int(T'(2))NYy,

+ %} logdet (I + ||z — 2||F(2)) |>d7-[1(z) <C.
(5.138)

Moreover, for any M > 0, we have

/Rd n p1(z,y) max { log (5(‘1/*1)/ pi(z,y)), —M }dzdy
X

/XO NT*NT

1;k,k’

/ max{log (3’(x)_1h(:n,z)) _d-
O(V(x))

1 1 “lw _
- 50" (et P fe 3T (R gyt azo)

d:c/ F(x) " th(x, 2) 27z — z||)_(d_1)/2\/det (g + [lz — 2||[F(2))dH (2)
int(T'(x))NY?,

1 1
log(27||x — z||) + B logdet (I;+ ||lz — z||F(2))
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Proof. For any x € X}. N T* N '7~1*k w and z € int(T'(x)) N Yy, such that (x — 2z, V(x)) > 0 (which is
the case if h(z,z) > 0), Tyl + F(z) is positive definite (by Lemma 4.6), hence

Iﬂc 2|

(27TH$_Z||)—(d—1)/2\/det (Id+ HQS—ZHF(Z)) /O(V( ; e*%w—r(”z zHIdJrF(Z)) ded 1( ) (5 140)

(2l — 2[)~ /2 fdet (Ig + ||le — 2] F(2))

X / L T( S F(z))w- e ho T (Elat F@)wgga-1y ~ I21 5 14y
OV (z)) 2 |z — 2| 2
By (5.44) and (5.140), we have
/ (z,y)dzdy < / p1(z, y)dzdy
R4 ><]Rd R x R4
/ / F(2) " h(x, 2) (2@ — 2|)"@V/2 \/det (L + ||z — 2||F(2))dH (2)
e ﬂT*ﬂT int(7T'(x))NYe,
/ 6_%wT(HT El Id+F( )) de*].(w)
O(V(z))
-/ i | o) o A (2) = [ oo = (B,
xenT Ty, int(T(2))NY?,

which establishes (5.136). Moreover,

[ prletog (20 25 (a,) dady
X

_ / ~ d;r/ §(0) " (e, 2)(2r ]z — =)~ D2, fdet (L + o — 2| F(2))aH (2)
X2NT*NT* int(T'(z))NY?

—1 1
/O(V( . <log (S(x)_lh(x, z)) — log(27||x — z||) + 5 logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2))
1T 2T (A LA F () w g d1
oW (|’$_ZHId+F(Z))w)e o1 YdH (w). (5.142)

Similarly, for any M > 0, (5.139) holds. By (5.140)—(5.142), we obtain (5.137).
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Now note that by Lemma 4.19, we have

_ _ d—1
/ _ dx / F(x) 1h<x,z><|log(3<x> (@, 2))| + ——|log(2n ||z — 2|
XeNTOT int(T'(z))NYg,

1
+ 5‘ logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(z)) ‘)d?—[l(z)
B d—1
= [ d\(T) L7 h(z,2) |log (§(x) " h(x,2))| + T' log(27||z — zH)’
s (int(T)NXQ) % (int (T)NY?,) Lik,k
1
+ 5‘ logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2)) ‘)d?—[l(:n)d”;’-ll(z)

<

_ d—1
d\(T) / h(z, z) (‘ log (§(x) Yh(x, Z))’ + Tl log(27||z — zH)’
S* (int(T)NXE) X (int(T)NYY,)
1
+ 5‘ logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2)) ‘)d?—[l(x)d”;’-[l(z),

(5.143)

where we use the fact that A(S\S*) = 0 (recall Definition 5.1) in the last inequality.
Fix any T € 8*. If h(z,z) = 0 for H' @ H'-a.e. (z,2) € (int(T) N XY) x (int(T) N Y},), we have

/ h(z, z)| log (§(z) " h(z, 2)) ‘d%l(fv)d?ll(z) =0. (5.144)
(int(T)NAP) x (it (T)NV?,)

Otherwise, we have

/ h(x, 2)dH' (z)dH'(z) € (0,1]. (5.145)
(int(T)NX2) x (int(T)NYV2,)

This implies the existence of some (x9, 20) € (int(7) N AY) x (int(T) N YVy) with hp(xo,20) > 0
(recall Definition 5.3). By Theorem 5.2(d) and (2.11), for any (z, ) € (int(T)NAXY) x (int(T)NVy,),
we have chp(zg, z0) < hp(z, z) < Chp(xo, 20), hence

/ Fa')dm (') / () dHA ()
int(T)NAL int(T)NYy,

- Cf(int(T)ﬂX,f)X(int(T)ﬁy,g/) f(ﬂf’)g(zl)iLT(x’, z’)d'f—[l(z/)d%l(zl)

hr (o, 20)

_ ¢ Jim(r)nxe) < e (mynye,) M Z)dH! (2 dH (2) .
hr (o, 20)

_ Fla)am ('), / G )dH () > 0,
int(T)NXL int(T)NYY,

where we note that hp(xo,29) > 0 implies }NZT(mo,Zo) > (0. Moreover, noting that z € T* and
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§(x) > 0 (by Remark 4.11), we have

§(x) " h(z, 2)
f(int(T)nx,g)x(int(T)my;,) h(x', 2 )dH (2 dH ()

S(@) "' f(2)g(2)hr(z, 2)

f(int(T)”XE) x (int(T)NY?, ) f(@g(2"hp (2!, 2")dH (2" )dH (2')
> i} cf(x)g(z)
o int(T)NXE f(a")dH! (') fint(T)ﬁyZ, g(z")dH(z")’
_ Cf(x)g(2)
N fint<T>ﬂX,‘§ f(a"dH! (z') fint(T)my,‘j/ g(z")dH (2")"

(5.146)

Hence, with ®(-) as in (1.22), we have

/ h(z,z)|log (S(m)_lh(x,z))‘d?-[l(x)d?’-ll(z)
(int(T)NX2) x (int (T)NV?,)

s ( 3(2) h(z, 2)
f(int(T)ﬂX,S)X(int(T)ﬂy;z,) h(l‘/, Z/)dHl (x/)d/}'ll(z/)

h(z, z)dH (z)dH* (z))

<

h(z, z)

/ ) ’d?-[l(x)d")’-ll(z)
(int(T)NX2) x (int (T)NV?,)

+

o/
(int(T)NAL) % (int(T)NYP,)

<

h(z, z)

f(@)g(z) 1 1
lo = dH" (x)dH (=
° <fint(T)ﬂX£ f@)dH () fint(T)ﬁyZ, g(zl)dHl(Z/)> ‘ (R)aH )

+C h(x, 2)dH (x)dH () + C
(int(T)NX) x (int(T)NY?, )

/(int(T)ﬂX;:) x (int(T)NY}))

<

/ Bz, )| log(f (x))|dH () dH (=)
(int(T)NAL) x (int(T)NY?,)

T / (. 2)|log(3(=))|dH (z)dH" (2)
(int(T)NAE) x (int(T)NY?,)

+ log< / f(x’)cml(x')ﬂ / | h(w, 2)dH () dH (=)
int(T)NAY (int(T)NAR) x (int(T)NY}))
+ | log (/ g(z’)d?-[l(z')> ’ / ‘ h(zx, 2)dH (z)dH' (2) + C
int(T)NYy, (int(T)NXR) % (int (T)NYY))
<[ @@ @) + [ g<z>|1og<g<z>>|dﬂl<z>+\@( / f@’)d%l@’))\
int(T)NXP 1nt(T)ﬂy}‘;/ int(T)NXE
+ <I></ g(z')d?-[l(z’)>'—l—0
nt(T)N?,
S/ f($)|10g(f($))\d7il(fﬂ)+/ 3(2)|log(g(2))|dH (=) + C, (5.147)
int(T)NAY int(T)NYy,

where we use (5.145) and (5.146) in the second and third inequalities, note the fact that hp(-,-)
is the density of ky € II(fir,vr) on T x T in the fourth inequality, and use the facts that
fint(T)mX,g f(z")dH (z') < 1 and fint(T)myg, G(z")dH(2') < 1 in the last inequality. By (5.144)
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and (5.147), we have

/ d)\(T)/ Wz, z)|log (§(z) 'h(z, 2))|dH (z)dH (2)
* (int(T)NXL) x (int (T)NY?, )

i 1 N -
/M(MQWWNQMUMWHW+Lﬁﬁw?m%mwmw@wﬂ@+C
/f ) 1og(f (x))|dx + C < C, (5.148)

where we use Lemmas 4.19 and 4.20 in the second inequality and (1.24) in the third inequality.
By (2.5), for any x € X}, and z € Yy, we have 2dy < ||l — z|| < 2(D + 1), hence

[ d)\(T)/ h(z, z)|log(2r ||z — z||)|dH' (z)dH' (2)
* (int(T)NAXP)  (int (T)NY?,)
<C [ d\T) / h(zx, 2)dH (z)dH (z) < CA(S*) < C. (5.149)
S* (Int(T)NXZ) x (int (T)NYY))
By Lemma 4.26, we have
/~ d)\(T)/ h(z, 2)|logdet (I + ||z — 2| F(2))|dH" (z)dH' (=)
* (int(T)NX)  (int (T)NY?,)
< /d)\(T)/ h(z,z)|logdet (I + ||z — z[|F(2))|dH (z)dH' (z) < C. (5.150)
S TxT

By (5.143) and (5.148)—(5.150), we obtain (5.138). O

The last lemma provides an upper bound on the entropy of .,z .

Lemma 5.23. For any fized 65 € (0,1/100), we have

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup /]Rd y qgg;k’k/(x,y) log (E(dfl)/Qggg;kvk/(x,y))da;dy
X

63—0t §—=0t Mi—oo e—0Tt

g /
XOHT*FT'T

1;k,k/

-1
log(2m|[x — z]|)

T z) " h(z, 2)( lo ) h(x,2)) —
d%&mmmM)hh)og@U . 2)

1 d—1
+3 logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2)) — )d?—[l(z).
Proof. We fix any M > 1 and ¢ € (0,1). With p;i(-,-) as in (5.135), we define
95 = {(xay) € Rd X Rd : r(:z:,y) < 5(1 - 53)ﬁ1($,y)},
5 = {(z,y) € R? x R : r(z,y) > 6(1 — 83)p1(z,y)}. (5.151)

For any (z,y) € %5, we have

Ger () = (1= 03)p(x, y) + r(z,y) < (1= ds)p1(z,y) +r(a,y) < (146 r(z,y),

hence

Gee (2, y) log (9720 (2, 9)) < bepp (x,y) max { log (99264 1 (2,y)),0}
< (1467 Y)r(, y) max { log (1 + 1) =D/ (z,y)),0}
<146 YHlog(l+ 6 r(z,y) + (146 Y)r (x,y max { log (s(d_l)/Qr(x, y)),0}.
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Consequently, we have

/@/ Geprr (z,y) log (€97 V2 4 o (2, y) ) dady
5

<(1+0Hlog(l+6h / r(z,y)dedy + (1 4+671) / r(z, y) max { log (E(d_l)/gr(ac, y)),0}dzdy
@/ !

) @5

§(1+(51)log(1+(51)/ r(x,y)dxdy
R xR4

+(1467h / r(x,y) max { log (5(d_1)/2r(:c, y)),0}dzdy. (5.152)
RYx R4
For any (x,y) € %5, we have
Beakr () = (1= 8a)p(, ) +(y) < (1 +8)(1 - 89)fn (2, ),
hence
Pk (2, ) log (€920 4 (2, y))
= beyo e (,) (log (e 20 (2, y ), — Getee (2,y) (log (V20w (2,y)))
< és;k,k'(% y)(log (€(d_1)/2<5 dek (T,Y ))) - ¢s ko (T,Y mm{(log ( (d_l)/zqge;k,k'(xay)))_? M}
< (1+6)(1 = d3)pr (2, y) (log (1 + 8)(1 — 83)e "V 2py (1)),
— ey () min { (log (1 + 8)(1 — 83) @ D/25, (z,y)))_, M}
=(1+46)(1 — d3)p1(z,y) max { log ((1 + §)(1 — 83)e\ V25, (2, ) ), =M}
+ (14 0)(1 = 83)p1(2,y) — dee (2, y)) min { (log (1 +8)(1 = 8)e "V 2p (), M}
< (1+6)(1 = d3)pn (2, y) max { log ((1 + 6)e“"V/?py (2, y)), =M }
+ M ((1+6)(1 = 63)p1(w, ) — bep (,1))
< (14 8)log(1 + 8)(1 — )fa(w, ) + (1 + 8)(1 — 83)71 () max { log (4-V/251 (), — M}
+M(1L—03)((1+8)pr(z,y) — p(z,y)),
where the last inequality uses the fact that ¢.pp(x,y) > (1 — 03)p(z,y) and p(z,y) < p1(z,y) <
(14 6)py1(x,y) for any z,y € RY. Therefore, we have

/9 bet () log (E(d_l)/%e;k,k'(% y))dzdy
Z]

<(1+0)log(L+0)(1 - 0) [

[ a(espdody+M(1 =8 / (14 8)fr(.y) — pla,y)) dedy

Ds

+(1+9)(1— 53)/ p1(z, y) max { log (g(dfl)/ p1(z,y)), —M }dzdy

Ds

< (U+8)log(l +8)(1 = d) + M=) [ ((1+8)r(,y) = pla.)dady

+(1+0)(1- (53)/ p1(x,y) max { log (e(d_l)/ p1(z,y)), —M }dady
Ds

§(1+5)10g(1+5)+M((1+6)uk7k/(Rd)— /R p(x,y)dxdy)

dwRd

1+ 8)(1 - &) /j 51 () max { log (£9-D/25, (2, ), ~ M}y dudy,
Ds
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where we use (5.136) in the last two inequalities. Moreover, note that
(180 | alary) max {log (112 (2.)), ~ M Ydady
Ds
—(1=d) [ pa(oy)max {log (/% 2, y)), M }dody
Rd x R4

— (1 —03) /9/ pi(z,y) max{log (5( 1)/2 pi(z,y ) M}d:ndy

)

ol

<(1 —53)/d dﬁl(ﬂc,y) max{log( (d— 1)/2p1(a: Y) ) M}d:cdy+M(1 —63)/ p1(z, y)dzdy
R xR

<(1—d3) / p1(z,y) max { log (e“"V/%p (2,y)), —M }dwdy + M5™" / r(z,y)dady,
R xR4 @é
where we use the definition of &5 in the last inequality. Combining the above two displays, we get

(Z)e;k,k’ (.%', y) log (E(d_l)ﬂés;k,k’ (l’, y))d:vdy

Ds
<48 =8) [ oy max {log (<4 % (v, ), M }dody
R4 xR4
a5 [ rtgdady M (4 @ [ plagdady
R4 x R4 R4 xR4
+ (14 6)log(1 +9). (5.153)

Note that by Lemma 5.14,

/ r(x,y)drdy = ppp (RY) — (1 — 83) / p(x,y)dxdy.
Rex R4 Rd xR

Moreover, denoting by Jas the right-hand side of (5.139) (note that Jys is independent of €), by
(5.139) we have

/Rd Rdﬁl(l’vy) max { log (E(dfl)/ p1(z,y)), —M pdady = I
X

Hence by (5.152) and (5.153), we have
/ Geer (2, ) log (972 1 (2, y) ) dxdy
Rex R4

<(L+6)(1—03)3n + (M +log(1+671))(1+67) (uk,k/ (RY) — (1 - d3) /R p(w)dmdy)

dXRd
+(1+ 5_1) / r(x,y) max { log (6(d_1)/2r(ac, y)),O}dxdy
R4 xR4

+ M((l + 0) g it (Rd) - /}R p(:c,y)da:dy) + (14 0)log(1+0).

dwRd

Sequentially taking e — 0%, My — 0o, d; — 01,83 — 0T in the above display and using Propositions
5.19 and 5.20, we obtain that

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup/ gﬁa;;@k/ (z,y)log ( (d—1) /2¢5 Jo e (2, y))da:dy
d3—0t 510t Mi—oo e—0t JRIXRI

<(1+6)In + M6+ (14 0)log(1 +6).
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Taking § — 0T, we get

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup/ qgg;k,k/(:v,y) log (& (d=1) /zqﬁg g (T,y))dedy < Jnr. (5.154)
63—0t 61 —0t Mi—oo e—0+ JRIXRA
For any z € A, NT" N ﬁ*kk, and z € int(T'(x)) N Yy, such that (x — 2,V (z)) >0 (note that if
(x — 2,V (x)) <0, then by Theorem 5.2(c), h(z,z) = 0) and any w € O(V(x)), as I+ F(z)
is positive definite (by Lemma 4.6), we have

IIfL“ 2|l

max { log (§(z) 'h(z, 2)) — d—1 log(27||lx — =) + %log det (Ig + ||z — 2[|F(2))

(e

< |log (3(2) h(z, 2)) — L= L 1og(2nlie — 2|) + %log det (I, + Iz — || F(2))
1 1
-3 (] —z|rId+F<Z))w‘
< ‘ log (S(x)_lh (x, 2 )‘ + 7’ log(27||x — z]|) ’ + f} logdet (I + ||z — 2||F (2 ))|
+ 1wT(II lat PG ))

Note that by (5.140), (5.141), and (5.138), we have

[

1;k,k/

d—1 1
/ <‘ log (§(z) " 'h(z,2))| + ——|log(2n ||z — 2||)| + =|log det (14 + ||z — 2| F'(2))|
OV () 2 2

Loy 1 — T (g Lat F(2)w g d-1
- L +F 2% o=z
+ 5 (Hx—ZH a+ (z))w)e YAH (w)

dx/ F(x) iz, 2) (2 ||z — zu)—<d—1>/2\/det (Io+ ||z — 2| F(2))dH  (2)
int(T(x))NY

< /
XOO‘I*OT

1;k,k/

—1
dw/ §(2) " h(x, 2 <\1og () h(z, 2))] + 2= log(2 ]z — 2|
int(T(x))NY? 2

1 d—1
+ §| logdet (I + ||z — 2[|F(2)) !)d?—[l(z) +g < C.
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By the above two displays and the dominated convergence theorem, we get

lim I
M—o0

/){Omfz*mf*

k 1;k, k!

/O(V(x)) (10g (F(2) " h(z, 2)) —

- %WT <;Id + F(z))w) 2w’ ( Te—=1 Id+F(z))wde—1(w)
a /XOOS*W‘*

[z — 2|
k 1;k,k/

dm/ §(2) " h(z, 2) 27|z — z||) (@12 \/det (Lo + ||z — 2| F(2))dH (2)
int(7 ()Y,

1
log(2r||x — z||) + 5 log det (Id + ||z — z||F(z))

d—1
d:n/ S(x)_lh(:ﬂ, 2) (log (S(az)_lh(x, z)) - log(2m||z — z||)
int(T'(2))NYy,

1 d—1
+3 logdet (I + ||z — 2| F(z)) — 2>d7—[1(z),

where the last equality uses (5.140) and (5.141). Therefore, taking M — oo in (5.154), we conclude
that

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup /]Rd y qzs;k,k/(:c,y) log (E(d_l)/nge;kyk/(m,y))d:):dy
X

63—0t §1—=0t Mi—oco e—0t

S /
xoNT*NT*

k 1;k,k/

@ [ 3(@) " h(z, 2) (log (8() " h(a ) — T log(2r — )
int (7)Y,

1 d—1
+ 5 logdet (I + ||z — 2||F(2)) — 2>d7—[1(2). ]

We can now complete the proof of Proposition 5.16.

Proof of Proposition 5.16. By (5.138), Si (i, v;70) is well-defined and finite. By Lemmas 5.21
and 5.23, and noting Lemma 5.14, for any d2 € (0,1/100), we have

63—0t 6—0t Mi—oo e—0Tt

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup {51 / 2 — ylldFegpr (2, y) — € OT s (1, 1)
XXV,
+ / qga;k,k’ (.I, y) log (5(d_1)/2§55;k,k” (.T, y))dl’dy}
29X V2,

< lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup {5_1 / |z — yl|d¥epe i (2, y) — gt OTg i (1, 1/)}
XP XYy,

63—0t 51 —=0t Mi—oco e—0t

+ lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup { /X . &s;hk/(:c,y) log (5(d1)/2&€;k7k/(m,y))da;dy}
K XYy

63—0t 6—=0t Mi—oo e—07F

< Sk,k' (/’La v 70)7

as desired. ]

5.5 Proof of the mass estimate (Proposition 5.19)
In this subsection, we give the proof of Proposition 5.19. Recall that we have fixed k € [K], k' € [K'].
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5.5.1 Preparatory results
We begin by introducing several functions and sets.

Definition 5.24 (The functions .%,%, #). For any q € Hy,po (rvecall (2.10)) and t € R, we define

Flat) — {ﬂqﬂv(q», if ¢ € (—B(a), alq)),
’ 0, ift ¢ (—=B(a), alq)),
Flat) i {g(Q+tV(Q))» if t € (~B(q), ale)),
’ 0, ift & (—B(q),x(q))-

For any ¢ € ﬁk,k/ and s,t € R, we define

hg+sV(g),q+tV(qg), if (s,t) € (—B(q),x(q))?,
0, if (s,t) ¢ (—=B(q), alq))?.

For any ¢ € Hk7k/\I:Ik7k/ and s,t € R, we define ﬂ;(q,t) = Eé(q,t) = J(q,s,t) := 0. Note that by
Definition 4.14 and Lemma 5.4, the functions .%,%, % are Borel measurable.

H(q, s,t) ::{

Definition 5.25 (The sets I'g,I' and the functions .%,.#1). Recall Lemma 4.8. We define I'y to
be the set of (¢, s,t) € Hi X R x R such that s,t € (=8(q),a(q)), s —t > 2do, ¢ + sV (q) € XY,
and ¢ +tV(q) € V. For q € $ 1, we define

Io(q) == /T @ et (Lt (@ 0. V@) F@)a' (2).

For ¢ € Hy, 1\ 1, we define #(q) := 0. For any (q, s,t) € I'g, we define

F1(g,5,8) 1= Lyex (2m(s — 1))@/ [det (s + (s — ) F(q + 1V (9)) F(a + sV (@) A (q, 1),

where we note that ¢ € T* implies ¢ + sV (q) € T and F(¢ + sV (g)) > 0 (see Remark 4.11).
For any (¢,s,t) € (Hpp x R x R)\I'g, we define #(q,s,t) := 0. We define I' to be the set of
(g, s,t) € I'g such that the functions S (-), A1(-,s,t), F'(-), F(-+sV()), F(- +tV (")), Leng, ., (),
and ]lT,l( 8)() on Hy, ;s are approximately continuous at g.

The following lemma shows that T has full %! ® £! ® £!-measure in Ty.
Lemma 5.26. We have H* ' @ L' @ LY(To\I') = 0.
Proof. We have

H o £ @ LYTO\T) = /R s /H Lo (. 5, AT (g).
X Kk’

For any fixed (s,t) € R?, as the functions % (), #1(-,s,t), F(-), F(- + sV (), F(- +tV ("),
lgng, (), and 1y .y (+) (on Hy ) are Borel measurable, by [26, Theorem 1.37], these functions
are approximately continuous at H? '-a.e. ¢ € Hy 4. Hence for any fixed (s,t) € R?,

H ({g € Hyp : (¢,5,1) € To\T'}) = 0.

Combining the above two displays yields the desired conclusion. O
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We next isolate the region where f(z) or g(z(z,y)) (recall (5.52)) is small.

Definition 5.27 (The set Ms). For any § > 0, we define R to be the set of (z,y) € R? x R? such
that f(z) <0 or g(z(x,y)) < 9.

The following lemma shows that the p;-mass of this region is small.
Lemma 5.28. For any § > 0, we have f% pi(z,y)dzdy < C9.

Proof. By (5.54) and Lemma 4.19, we have
/ pi(x, y)dzdy
Rs
< /E* ﬂmin{a(z),,@(x)}ZélS(x)_ldin

/ riy TV @0 Lmintat). 0020 (Lywyss + Loty za)h(@, ) (2)

(2rlz — 2lle) @D/ fdet (g + ||z — 2] F(2)) / o0 (et F@)w g a1,
OV (@)

- /; Lin{a(z) 3(@)} 2 §(7) ' do
/t(T( ) Il(9[:—,271/(96))>0]111{1i]r1{0¢(z),ﬁ(z)}251(]lf(a:)gS 4 ﬂg(z)gs)h(x, Z)d’Hl(z)
S TxT

< / F(2)1 g0y sl + / 9(2)1 <oz < S(L2(X) + LAD)) < €6,
X Yy

where the last line uses Lemma 4.18. O

The next lemma bounds the contribution to the total mass of pi(z,z + w) coming from the
region where z and z lie on the same transport ray and w € O(V (z)) satisfies ||w| > M/e.

Lemma 5.29. For any M > 0, define

By = / ) dw/ F(2) 7 h(@, 2) L (a0 (2rllz — 2])) 797D 2an (2)
XROTOT, int(T'(x))

/o(v( ) ydet (La-+ lo - AFE))e T (Ea @ ey ani ). (5.155)

Then for any M > 0, we have

/X,g NT*NT*

15k, k!

do [ a0E) [ il )i W) < Bar
T(z) OV (x)) B

Moreover, limp;_soo Bpr = 0.
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Proof. By (5.54), for any M > 0,

/ i dx/ d?—[l(z)/ pl(x,z+w)Ile”>Mﬁd’Hd_l(w)
xpnwaTy, o JTG) OV () =

:/ d:c/ d?—[l(z)/ 5(d_1)/2p1(x,z+\/Ew)]leHZMde_l(w)
X OEe AT T(x) oV ()

1;k,k/

S /
X°ml*ﬁ7’

1;k,k/

/O(V( ) \/det (Id + H.%' - Z"F(Z))e_%wT(HxleId+F(z))w]1HwH2Md’Hd_1(w) =By.

dx/ (T()) 3($)_1h($,2)ﬂ(x—z,v( )>>0(27r‘|m_zH) (d=1)/2 341 ()
int xT

Note that

/.;(O NT*NT*

1;k,k’

/ \/det (Id + ||$ — ZHF(Z))ei%wT(Hz 21 IdJFF(Z)) de_l(w)
O(V(x))

do [ @) b2 L vieso2le - 2l) 7D anl )
int(T(x))

As limps 00 L= = 0 for any fixed w € O(V(z)) (where x € &7 N T* N ﬁ*kk/)7 by the above
display and the dominated convergence theorem, we have limy; o, By = 0. O

The next lemma bounds the total mass of py(z,y) over the set of (x,y) for which both x and
z(x,y) stay a positive distance away from the ray ends.

Lemma 5.30. The value of
/ P1(%, Y) Lnin{a(e),8(2)} >261 Lmin{a(z(z.y)),8(z(z,))}>26, 4TdY
R4 xRd
is independent of €, and
lim lim P1(, Y) Lininfa(2), 8(2)) 261 Lnin{a(z(e.)),6(z(w)) 26, 4Ty = i (RY).

51 =0+ Mi1—00 JpdyRd

Proof. We have
/ P1(%, Y) Liinfa(e),8(2))>261 Imin{a(z(ey)),8(z(z.y))}>26, 4TdY
Rd x R4

= I[min alx T d.%'/ ]lmin az z dHl z / pi(x,z +w d'Hdil w
/XOWW | mile@ @) L) min{al) )220 (2) o) ( ) (w)

:/ i ﬂmin{a(x),,@(a:)}>261dm/ Linin{a(2),8(=)} 226, Lia—z,v (2)) 08 () " h(z, 2)dH' ()
XeNTHOT ,k’ int(7T'(x))NY?,

27|z — ZHE)*(d—l)/Q\/det (Id + ||z — ZHF(Z)) /O( e—g%wT(Hx 2 Id+F(Z)) ]lllwllﬁMl\/Ed,Hdil(w)

(=)

—/ ﬂmin{a(x),,@(m)}>251dx/ Linin{a(2),8(:)}>260 Lig—z,v7(2))>08 () h(x, 2)dH (2)
XOQT*I’TT*

Lk, k/ int(T'(x))NYy,

_ 1,7 2 _
(2rlz — 2[) @72 det (g + ||z — 2| F(2)) /O v’ (b @)y i (w),
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which is independent of . By the monotone convergence theorem, we have

lim P1(Z, Y) Lnin{a(z),8(2)}>261 Lmin{a(z(z.y)),8(z(z.))}>26, 4TdY

My —o00 RdxRd

= / ]lmin{a(:c),ﬂ(x)}2261 d.%'/ ﬂmin{a(z),,@(z)}k&hH(x—z,V(r))>Og($)_1h(x7 Z)dHl(z)
XoNT*NT int(T(x))NYy,

1;k,k/

(27er N ZH)_ d_l)/2\/det (Id + Hx _ ZHF(Z)) / 6_%7111—(”’1‘ ZHICH-F(Z)) de—1<w)
O(V(z))

:/ j dx/ Linin{a(e),8(x)}>25: Lmin{a(2),5()} 25, 8 () " h(z, 2)dH' (2). (5.156)
XoNT*NT* int(T'(x))NYy,

Note that by (5.44), we have

/ ) dﬂf/ S(z) " h(x, 2)dH (2 / o ()de = pug o (RY).
Xgﬁ‘f*ﬁTﬁk’k, int(T(m))ﬁyZ,

Moreover, for any o € X2 N T* N T, . and z € int(T(z)) N Vg, we have

5111_{10 Linin{a(z),8(x)}>26, Lmin{a(z),8(z)}>26, = 1-

Hence by (5.156) and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim lim P1(Z, Y) Lnin{a(e),8(2)} >261 Lmin{a(z(z.y)),8(z(z.))}>26, 4TdY

01—01 Mi—00 JpdyRd

= lim dx Linfala) 8(x Loninfal).8(~ z) h(x, 2)dH (2
0t Jyorssend /mt( oy, @) @)2281 Lminta(a) 5(e)) 220 B(2)h(@, 2)dH(2)

1;k,k/
d
= Wk, k' (R ) ]
The next two definitions introduce sets encoding the continuity properties of several functions.

Definition 5.31 (The set Q(q, s,t;d,n)). For any (g, s,t) € I" and §,n > 0, we define Q(q, s,t;0,n)
to be the set of ¢’ € Hy, ;s such that ||¢’ — ¢|| < n and the following conditions hold:

) ‘fO(q/) - <%0((])‘ < 5; |j1(q/757t) - jl(%svt)’ < 5;
(b) [F(¢)=F(a)ll2 < 6, [[F(¢'+sV ()= F(g+sV(a)ll2 < 6, [|F(¢'+tV (")) = F(q+tV(q)) ]2 < 6;
(C) H‘I*mﬁk,k,(q/) = ﬂf*mfak,k/ (Q)v ﬂTfl(g*)(q/) = ﬂTfl(g*)(Q)-

Definition 5.32 (The set %4(q, s,t;0,n)). For any (q,s,t) € T and §,n > 0, we define PB(q,s,t;0,m)
to be the set of w € O(V(g)) such that ||w|| <n, ¢+tV(¢)+w € Ty} 4, and the following conditions
hold with ¢'(w) := qx i (¢ + tV(q) + w) (recall Definition 4.12):

(a) max {|a(g+tV(q) +w) — alg +tV(g)|,|6(qg +tV(g) +w) — Blg +tV(9))|} < 6;
(b) V(g +tV(g) +w) — V(g +tV(g)) — F(q+tV(g))wl| < n;

(©) [Ao(d' (w)) = Fo(a)] <8, [A1(d (w),s,1) — Fi(q,s,1)| < 6;

(d) [[F(d'(w)) = F(g)ll2 < 6, |1F(d'(w) + sV (¢'(w))) — Flg+ sV(q))ll2 <9,

1F(q' (w) + V(¢ (w))) = Flg+tV(g))ll2 < 6;
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(€) Lseng, . (@' (w)) = Le=ng, . (@), Lp-1(g (@' (W) = L1 54(0)-
The following lemma shows that “most” points of Hj ;s in a small ball around ¢ belong to
Q(Q? 37 tv (57 77)

Lemma 5.33. For any (q,s,t) € ' and 6 > 0, we have

HI({q € Hyp : |4 — qll < n3\Q(q,5,t;8,1m))

li = 0.
r]i%l‘* Udil
Proof. This follows from the definition of I' (see Definition 5.25). O

Using Lemma 5.33, we derive the following result, which shows that “most” w € O(V(q)) in a
small ball belong to %(q, s,t;d,n).

Lemma 5.34. For any (q,s,t) € ' and 6 > 0, we have

H ({w € O(V(9))  [|lw]| < n}\B(g, ,t;,m))
d—1

=0.

lim
n—0t Ui
Proof. We denote z := q+ sV (q) and z := ¢ +tV(q). As (¢,s,t) € I', we have ¢ € Hppr, s > t,
x e T NAZ, and z € 77" N}, Note that this implies (V' (q),ar) # 0 and min{a(q), 8(q)} > 2do
(recall the setup at the beginning of Section 2.2). Without loss of generality, we assume that
(V(q),arw) > 0. As B(q,s,t;0,n) C AB(q,s,t;0',n) for any (q,s,t) € I and §,0’,n > 0 with § < &',
we assume, without loss of generality, that ¢ € (0, min{«(z),5(2),dp}/10]. We also assume that
0 (V(9).ay, )8 do
n € (0, Too9 )
Below, we consider any w € O(V(q)) such that

Jwl]f <7, max{la(z +w) —a(2)],[6(z + w) = B(2)|} < 6. (5.157)
As min{a(z + w), f(z + w)} > min{a(z),8(z)} —d > § > 0, we have z + w € T;*. Hence by
Lemma 2.9,

o 4] 4n
IViz+w) =Vl < T w), B+ w), a2, B0} = 5
1%

Note that this implies [(V (z +w), apr) — (V(2), ap )| < [|[V(z24+w) =V (2)]] < 4n/6. Consequently,
4n

IN

(5.158)

dn

1
<V(Z + ’U)), ak,k/> > <V(Z), ak’k/> - F (V(q), ak’k/> — ? > §<V(q), ak7k/> > 0. (5.159)
Note that L(z 4+ w) intersects Hy, s at (recall (2.3))
/ - b /
q(w) i =z4+w-— (2 + W akk) — bk V(z+w)

(V(z+w),apw)
(q+tV(g) +w,app) — g
=z+w-— : —V(z+w

Vit wae) T
<tV(z) —l—w,ak,k/)

<V(z + 'IU), ak,k:')
where we note that (g, ay i) = by (as ¢ € Hi ) in the third equality. By (5.158)-(5.159),

V(z 4+ w), (5.160)

=z+w—

i V) twas) | V() = V4 w) v age)]
&+ w = a(w), Vet w)) —t = |y ey Y = V(= + ), )]
P 20D 5
< Tlarary EPIVGE+0) = VEI +ul) < grret— < 2 (5.161)
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Hence by (5.157) and the fact that min{a(q), 5(q)} > 2dy > 206, we get G(w) € int(T(z + w)) and

max{|a(q(w)) — a(q)l],18(q(w)) — B(a)I}
< ‘(z +w — G(w),V(z +w)) — t‘ + max{|a(z + w) — a(2)|,|f(z + w) — B(2)|} < %5 < dp.

As min{a(q), B(q)} > 2dy, we have min{a(G(w)), 8(q(w))} > do; by (5.159), (V(G(w)),ar k) =
(V(2+w),agr) > 0. Therefore, noting (2.10) and (2.15), we have (recall Definition 4.12)

G(w) € Hyw,  z2+w€ T  Gew(z+w) =qw). (5.162)
Further, by (5.160), (5.158), (5.161), and the fact that |[(V(q),ar )| < ||V (@)l||arw] = 1,

(tV(2) + w,ap )
V(= + ), )
(tV(2) + w, a )
<V(Z + w)7 ak,k’>
4n 20Dn 30Dn
2D —+ 50—+
5 oV(@are) T 3(V(g) aw)

D
Below we denote 1/ := W;}’M/). By (5.162) and (5.163),

1dw) — gl <1V (=) — V(= +w)l| + HtV<z+w> - V<z+w>H T ol

S!t!HV(Zer)—V(Z)HJr’ — 1] + [Jwll

(5.163)

{weoV(g) : w| <nmax{|a(z +w) - a( )1 18(= +w) —B(2)[} < o}
CH{w e O(V(9)) : wll < nmax{|a(z +w) — a(z)],|8(z + w) ( )!} <9,
24w € T Qe (2 +w) = G(w) € {¢' € Hypo = [ld —all <n'}}. (5.164)
Let
9 :={w e O(V(q) : lw]| < n,max{|a(z +w) —a(2)],[B(z +w) - B(2)[} <4,
d(w) € {¢' € Hep : ld — all < n'N\Qlg, 5,8:6,1)}
By (5.164), recalling Definition 3.1, we have
{weoWV(g):|lwl| <n}\B(q,s,t;6,1) C D(z;n,6) UW(2;n,6) U 2. (5.165)
As q € 9y, i, by Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 and noting Lemma 4.8, we have

HI (D(2:1,6)) MOV Gi,9))

lim S TS =0, dm SO — 0. (5.166)
For any ¢/, ¢" € Hj, s such that max{||¢' — ¢|, |l¢" — ql|} <1/, we have
min{a(q'),ﬁ(q'), a(q”)w@(q”)} > d07
hence by Lemma 2.9,
4l — 4" Al —q"|| _ 81’ 240Dn
V() — V(gD < — < < L= . (5.167
WD = VOIS St @ B ol BT = d = do  dalV(@ane) O
I : / T / ’ : (V(q),a 41)8%do
n particular, for any ¢ € Hy s such that |l¢' — q|| < 7', noting that n < ~—555—, We have
240D 1
V(@) V() =1+{V(=V(q),V(g) >1—-||[V({)=V(g)|| >1— > —. (5.168
W)V @) = 1+ (V) =V V(a) = 1= V() =V(a)] = 1= gl > 2 (5.168)
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Now for any ¢’ € Hy s such that ||¢ — g|| <1/, we define

N o <q’—z,V(q))
PO =4 =2 W) Vi)

Note that 90((]/) € O(V(q)). By (5.167) and (5.168), for any q,q" € f{k,k’ such that HlaX{Hq, .
qll, lg" — qll} <1', we have

(d—2V(@) (¢"—2V()

V(g),V(g) (V(¢"),V(g)

(d' = 2, V(@) = (¢" — 2, V() I[(V(¢"), V()| + {V(¢") = V(d),V(a)I{¢" — 2,V (q))]
(V(d),V(e)V(d"),V(a)

<4(ld = " +llg" = 2V (¢") = V(¢)II) < (4+32Ddy")[lg’ — "I,

where we note that ||¢” — z|| < 2D (note that ¢”, z € T;*) in the last inequality. Hence

lo(d) —p(d")ll

(d —2V(@) (¢"—2V()
V(d),V(g) (V(¢"),V(a)
<(5+32Ddy M)l — "l +2ll¢" — 2V () = V(¢")|| < (5+48Ddy ")l — |-

V(d).

IN

<|l¢"—q"|| +

V@I + V) - V(g ||'q‘”q)>\

V(q))

By Kirszbraun’s theorem, there exists a Lipschitz mapping ¢ : Hy x — O(V(g)) such that [|3]|Lip <
5+48Ddy " and ¢(q') = ¢(q) for every ¢’ € Hy s such that ||¢ — q|| < 7'.
Note that for any w € O(V (q)) such that |w|| <7 and max{|a(z+w)—a(z)|, |B(z+w)—F(z)|} <
J, by (5.160), we have ¢(¢(w)) = w. Hence
7 Co({d € Hyw = |ld —al < n'N\Q(a,s.t:6,1))
=o({d € Hp + ld — all < '\, 5.4:6,7')).
By [26, Theorem 2.8],

del (9)
77d_1

(5+48Ddy )4 YHI N ({q € Hyp : ld — all < 'H\Q(q, 5,:6,1))
nd—l
30D >d VIV € Hig s |ld — all <07 \Q(g, s, 156, 77))
NV (q),arw) (/)41

<

=5+ 480d51)d1<

Hence by Lemma 5.33,
—==0. (5.169)

Combining (5.165), (5.166), and (5.169), we conclude that

HI ({w e O(V(q)) : lw]| < n}\B(q.s,t:6,1))

=0. O
nd—1

lim
n—0t

5.5.2 Proof of Proposition 5.19
We fix any dp € (0,1), and let R, be defined as in Definition 5.27. We also define

Gs, :={(z,y) € RYxRY: 2z € X2 NT* N 'ﬁfhk/,z(x,y) € int(T(x)) NV,
min{a(z), B(z)} > 261, min{a(z(z,y)), B(z(z,y))} > 26, }.  (5.170)
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By Lemma 5.28, we have

| ey —ployody < [

[ i dody+ / (12, y) — pla,y))dedy
G51

50 Gsy \Rs

4

< +Z (p1(z,y) — pi(z,y))+dzdy, (5.171)
G
=2 51\9%0

where we note p;(x,y)—p(z,y) < Z?:z (p1(x,y)—pi(z,y)) for every x,y € R in the last inequality.
Consider any i € {2,3,4}. Define

IT; := / (P1(z,y) — Pi(T,Y)+ L jju(a,y) || <My 2 202dY.
Gsy \Rs,
With 9B, /o defined as in Lemma 5.29, we have
| o) i) dody
Gs; \ N5,

S/ - pl(l‘ay)]lw(Ly)>M1ﬁ/2d$dy+/ (P1(2,y) = Pi(T, )+ Ljju(a,y) | <My vz /202dYy
Gsy \ sy

Gs; \ s,
S /
AeNT*NT*

1;k,k/

< By, 0 + 1L, (5.172)

dx/ dH!(2) / pi(z,z + w)IleH>M1\@/2de_1(w) +1I1;
T(x) O(V ()

where we use Lemma 5.29 in the last inequality.

Let &y be the set of T € S* such that T intersects Hj jy at some g € I:Ihkr. Note that
T1(&) C 7~’1*kk, and A\(S\S*) = 0 (recall Definition 5.1). Moreover, for any T € S*\&g, we have
int(7) N ﬁtk,k' = (). Hence by Lemmas 4.19 and 4.15, noting Definition 4.10, for any i € {2,3,4},

IL; = fi ﬂ:cEX,Sﬂ‘I*ﬂ'f"f dz

15k, k!

/Rd ﬂ(w,y)EGgl\mgo (p1(z,y) — pz‘(IEay))+]luw(x,y)u§Mlﬁ/2dy
= / d)\(T)/ </ L(z,y) €65, \9%, (P1(2,Y) _pi(xay))Jr]l|w(a;,y)|§M1ﬁ/2dy>
Sy T Rd
X ﬂxEX,?ﬂT*ﬂi’l’:k’k,g(x)dHl($)

< / V@), ) [ A (q)
ﬁk,k/ﬂT_l(S*)

A( ) </]Rd ]l(x,y)Ecél\mao (pl(a:, y) — pz‘(l', y))+]1|w(z,y)<M1\E/2dy>
q

X ﬂxexgms*mttk,k’ det (Iy + (z — ¢, V(q)) F(q))dH' (z).
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Recalling Definition 5.27 and (5.170), we deduce

I < c@-1)/2 / V@), apw)ldH Q)
fjk’k/ﬂTfl(S*)

/T et EERETE 0T T2V Lminte) ) 2281 minfa(2).6()} 2200 min @) g () 20
x det (Id + (x —q, V(q))F(q))dHl(x)d%I(z)
/ (p1(z, 2 + Vew) — pi(z, 2 + Vew)) 1+ 1y <an 2dH (w).
Oo(V(q)

Note that by (5.54) and Definition 5.25, for any (g,s,t) € (g x R x R)\I'g such that s,

t €
(—=B(q), a(q)), we have p1(q+sV (q), g+tV (q)++/cw) = 0 for every w € O(V (q)) (using d(Xg, Vi) >
2dyp). Hence by Lemma 5.26, we have

I, < c@-1)/2 / 1V (@), app A (g)
f)k’k/ﬂTfl(S*)

Linin{a(g+sV(q)).8(g+sV (q)}>201, det(Iq + sF(q))dsdt
min{a(q+tV (q)),8(q+tV(q))}>241,
min{ f(q+sV(q)),9(qg+tV (q))}>do

]]. :[]- o * T %
/RX]R (¢:8,t)€T0 *q+5V (q)€X2NT T

/O(V( ))(pl(q +5V(q), g+ tV(q) + vew) — pi(g + sV (q), ¢ + tV(q) + vew)) 4
X Lju<as 2dH ™ (w)

- / V() an) [ M (g)
.thk/ﬂT_l(S*)

Linin{a(g+sV(9)),8(a+sV(g))}>25,, det(La + sF'(q))dsdt
min{a(g+tV (q)),8(q+tV ()} >261,
min{ f(q+sV(q)),9(q+tV(q))}>d0

1 1 T
/]RX]R (@Dl q+sV(q)eX£ ﬂ‘I*ﬁTkk’k,

=172 /O(V( ))(pl(q +5V(q),q+tV(q) + Vew) — pilg + sV(g), g + 1V (q) + Vew)) ¢
q
X Ljf<ar, 2dH ™ (w). (5.173)

Note that for any (¢,s,t) € I', ¢ + sV (q) € T* implies ¢ € T*. Below, we fix any (g,s,t) € I
such that g € Hp NTH(S*), ¢ € TF, and

min{a(q+ sV (q)), B(g + sV (q))} > 201, min{a(q+tV(q)),B(q+1tV(q))} > 201, (5.174)

min{f(¢q +sV(q)),9(q +tV(q))} > do. (5.175)

We also fix any ¢ € (0, min{dp, 61}/10), and set = := g + sV (q),z := g +tV(q). As (¢,s,t) € ' and
q € N NI, we have v = g+ sV (q) € XX NT NT o and 2z = g +tV(g) € int(T'(z)) N V.
Hence by (5.54), for any w € O(V (q)), we have (recall Definition 5.25)

6(d—1)/2p1($’z+ Vew) = fl(%57t)e*%wT(sitId+F(q+tV(q)))w]1”w”§M1. (5.176)
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By (5.176), recalling Definition 5.25, we have for any i € {2, 3,4},

=172 / (pr(g+ sV (q),q+tV(q) + Vew) — pilg + sV (g). q +tV(q) + Vew)) 4
O(V()

X < 2dH (w)

< gld=1)/2

/ pi(a+sV(q),q +tV(q) + Vew)dH' ™! (w)
{weO(V (@) wll <My /2)

< / ]l”w”<M1/2fl(q78’t)ef%uﬁ(éICrFF(qutV(‘I)))wder—l(w). (5177)
O(V(q)) B

As g+ sV (q) € T*, by Remark 4.11, F(q + sV (q)) > 0. Consequently,

/ (g, s,t)e*%“(éld+F<q+tV@>)wcmd—1(w) < F(q+sV(9) *h(g+sV(q), g+tV(q)) < oo.
O(V(9))

(5.178)
For each i € {2,3,4}, the following lemma provides a lower bound on p;(z,z + w) for w €
B(q, s,t;0, M1+/2/2) (recall Definition 5.32).

Lemma 5.35. Suppose that § is sufficiently small (depending on d, p,v) and € is sufficiently small
(depending on d, u,v and x, z, 0, 00,01, M1). Then, for any w € B(q, s,t;0, M1+/c/2), we have

(a) 6(d_1)/2p2(x,z +w) > 6_05M1261_2(f1(q,5,t) - 5)+e—2—15wT(sitId+F(z))w.

)

(b) €(d_1)/2p3(x,z T w) > e—C(SMf(Sl_Q(l + C55fd)_2,ﬂ1(q, Sjt)e—%w—r(ﬁld—i—F(z))w.

)

(C) E(dfl)/2p4(x’z + U)) > 6706M1261_2(1 + Céél_d)iQ(jl(q,S,t) N 5)+€—2—15wT(S£tId+F(z))w.

The proof of the lemma is deferred to Section 5.5.3.

Continuing with the proof of Proposition 5.19, we assume that § is sufficiently small (depend-
ing on d, u,v) and ¢ is sufficiently small (depending on d, u,v and =z, z, 0, dg, 91, M), so that the
conclusions of Lemma 5.35 hold. Consider any i € {2,3,4}. By Lemma 5.35 and (5.176), we have

£(d=1)/2 /O(V( ))(pl(q +5V(q),q +tV(q) + Vew) — pi(g + sV (q), g + 1V (q) + Vew))+
q
X L /2dH ™ (w)

(@12 a1
<002 [ otz PO SV @+ V(@) + VE)dH w)
VEwg B (a.5.58.001 2 /2)}
__—CsM2sT? —d\—2 _
+/ weow @<, (#1050 = T+ 085 (A1) - 0
\/gwegg(qzsvt;é’Ml \/5/2)}

e 2w ($1d+F(q+tv(q)))wdef1 (w)
H1(q, s, t)e’%wT (éIﬁF(qHV(q)))wdﬂdq (w)

<
= / {weO(V(g))llwl <M /2,
Vewg B(q,s,t;6,M1/€/2)}

+ / (ﬂl(q, 5,t) — e"COMPOT® (1 4 08672 ( A (g, 5,1) — 5)+)
{weO(V (@):ul| <M1 /2}

x o 30T (FTat FlattV @) w gapd=1(). (5.179)
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By (5.178), the function w — .#(q, s,t)eiéwT(ildJrF(qHV(q)))w is H integrable on O(V(q)).
Moreover, by Lemma 5.34 (note that (g, s,t) € I'), we have

lim H ! ({w € O(V(q)) : |Jw]| < M1/2,Vew ¢ B(q,s,t;6, Miy/E/2)})

e—0t
 HT ({w e O(V(g) : |wll < MiyE/2,w ¢ B(g,s,t;0, M1y/E[2)})
= lim =0.
e 0+ gld—1)/2
Hence
. —le(s%Id—i-F(q-l—tV(q)))w d—1 _
i, / fweov(@)lul<an /e, Z1G S e 2T A dH (w) = 0. (5.180)

VEwg A (q,s,t:6,M1+/2/2)}
y (5.179) and (5.180), we have

lim sup {8“‘””/ (p1(g+ sV (q),q+tV(q) + Vew) — pi(g + sV (q), ¢ + tV (q) + Vew)) 4
O(V(q))

e—0t
X ]l||w||§M1/2de_l ('UJ) }

<

/ (fl ((L S, t) - e_C(SM%(Sl_Q(l + Cééfd)_2(fl (Qa S, t) - 5)+)
{weO(V(q)):llwl|<M1/2}

X eféwT( = (qutV(‘I)))wded—l(w)'

Taking § — 0T in the above display, using the dominated convergence theorem (note (5.178) and
the fact that 0 < .#1(q, s,t) — 6_05M125f2(1 + C807Y (A, 5,t) — 8) 4 < Ai(q, s, 1)), we get

e—0t

lim {e(d‘lw / (p1(q + sV (q). g+ tV(q) + Vew) — pilq + sV (q), g + tV(q) + vew))+
O(V(9))

X 1||w||<M1/2de‘1(w)} =0. (5.181)

Note that for any ¢ € 9y 5/, with #(q) as in Definition 5.25, by Hadamard’s inequality (see,
e.g., [33, Lemma 2.5]) and (2.11) we have

1 2(q)| <C sup {|det (Ig+ (z — ¢, V(9))F(q))|} < C sup {|Ta+ (z—q,V(a)F(q)||"}

z€T(q) z€T(q)

SC(””' min{aé),ﬂ(q)})dgc( e 24do>dgc’

where we use Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)) in the second line. Hence by Definition 4.10, we have

/ V(g), anw ) ldH (g)
Ny 1 OT 1(8*)

/ ﬂ(q737t)er1q+sV(q)€X°ﬂ‘I*ﬂ7'1*k k,ﬂmin{a(q+sV( ).Bla+sV (q)}>20,, det(Ta + sF(q))
RxR min{a(g+tV (q)),8(q+tV(q))}>261,
min{ f(q+sV(¢)),9(¢+tV (q))}>do

X F(q+sV(@) " hlg+ sV (q), g+ tV(q))dsdt

/ C {(V(q), aps)|dH () / Fo(Q)h(x, z)dH" (z)dH' (2)
N, NT—1(S*) int(T'(q)) xint(7T(q))

IN

IN

/ - A(Q)dHTq) < OHT (S ) < OHTN(Hy ) < C, (5.182)
Nt NT=H(S*)
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where we use (2.12) in the last inequality. By (5.173), (5.177), (5.178), (5.182), and (5.181), using
the dominated convergence theorem, we get for any i € {2,3,4},

lim sup I1;

e—0t

< / V@), aw ) ldH 1 (g)
S’Jkyk/ﬂTfl(S*)

1 1 o * T *
/RX]R (g:50)€l 2 q+5V (g)exenT T

Linin{a(q+sV(0)),B(a+sV (@)} >261, det(La + sF(q))dsdt
min{a(q+tV(q)),8(q+tV (q)) } >261,
min{ f(g+sV(q)),9(q+tV (q))}>do

lim {s(dl)/Q / (p1(q+sV(q),q+tV(q) + Vew) — pi(q+ sV (q),q +tV(q) + Vew))+
O(V(q9))

e—0t
d—1 _
X ILHwHSMl/?dH (’w)} =0.

Hence
lim II; =0, for every i € {2,3,4}. (5.183)

e—0t

Sequentially taking ¢ — 0%, M7 — oo in (5.172), and noting Lemma 5.29 (with M = M;/2)
and (5.183), we get for every i € {2,3,4},

Mj—o0  eg—0+

lim sup lim sup / (p1(z,y) — pi(z,y))+dzdy = 0.
Gs; \ Qs
Combining this with (5.171), we get

lim sup lim sup / (p1(x,y) — p(x,y))dzdy < Cdy.

Mi—oo  e—0+ JGs,

Taking 6y — 0T, we obtain that

lim sup lim Sup/ (p1(z,y) — p(z,y))dzdy = 0.

Mi—oo e—=0t JaGg,
By Lemma 5.30 (recall the definition of G5, as in (5.170), and note that by (5.54), pi(x,y) > 0
implies x € X NT* NT 1hz(x,y) € int(T(x)) N Y5)), f% p1(x,y)dzdy is independent of €, and
1Yy 1

lim lim x,y)drdy = (R,
61 —=0+ Myj—o00 Gs, pl( y) Y HkJC( )

Hence

liminfliminf/ p(x,y)dzxdy > liminfliminf/ p(z,y)dzdy
R4 xRd

Mi—00 =0t Mi—00 =0t Gs,

> lim inf lim inf/ p1(x,y)dzdy — lim sup lim sup/ (p1(x,y) — p(z,y))dzdy
G51

Mi—oo e—0t Mi—oo =0+ Jag,

M1—>OO

= liminf/ p1(z,y)dzdy.
Gs,
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Taking §; — 0T in the above display, we get

lim inf lim inf lim inf/ p(z,y)dedy > g (RY).
R xR4

61—0t Mi—o0 e—01

By (5.136), we have

lim inf lim inf lim inf/ p(z,y)dxdy < liminf lim inf lim inf/ p1(z,y)dedy < pugp (RY).
R xR4 RIxR4

51—0t Mi—o0 e—0+ 61—0t Mi—o00 -0t

Therefore, we conclude that

lim inf lim inf lim inf/ p(x,y)dedy = pg e (RY),
RIxR4

01—0t Mi—o0 e—07t
as desired. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.19, modulo the proof of Lemma 5.35 which
is given next.
5.5.3 Proof of Lemma 5.35

Throughout the proof, we assume that ¢§ is sufficiently small (depending on d, u,v) and ¢ is suf-
ficiently small (depending on d, u,v and z, 2,9, 00,01, M1). We fix any w € HB(q, s, t;d, M1//2),
and denote y := z+w. Note that y € 7~’1*kk, (recall Definition 5.32). We define ¢’ := g 1 (y) (recall
Definition 4.12). By Definition 5.32, we have (recall that ¢ € T* N $, and T(q) € S*)

max{la(y) — a(2)],[8(y) = B} <6, [V(y) = V(2) = F(z)w| < %5M1\/§, (5.184)

max{[|F(¢') = F(q)ll2, |F(¢" + sV (d) = Fg+ sV (q))l2, | F(d' +tV(d)) — F(q + tV(q))HQ(} < 6,)
5.185
¢ €T N, T()eS, |A(d)— A <6, |A(d,st)— Algst)| <6 (5.186)

By (5.174) and (5.184), recalling that 6 € (0,d1/10), we have
o(y) > a(z) =6 > b1, Bly) > Alz) 5> 6. (5.187)
Note that by Lemma 2.9, (5.174), and (5.187),

Ally — 2|
min{a(z), 8(z), a(y), B(y)}

V(y) = V() < < 4fwl67t < 2M767 Ve (5.188)

Proof of (a). We define (recall (5.53))
z=2(xy) =y+ -y, V)V, wo=v(ny)=rz-y—(2-y,V{y)V(y), (5.189)

so=(20—d V), to:=(—d, V() (5.190)

Note that V(¢') = V(y), 20 = ¢’ +50V(¢'), y = ¢ +toV(q'), and ||y — 2zo|| = |so —to|. As (g,s,t) €T
and min{f(q¢+ sV (q)),g(q¢ +tV(q))} > o, we have

rxeX,, z€Vy, min{f(z),g9(z)} > do. (5.191)
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As |ly — 2|l = |lw|| < M1+/e/2 is sufficiently small, we have y € );,. Combining this with the facts
that ¢’ € T* (see (5.186)) and y € Ty, ,, implies that y € Vg, NT* N 7% ;. Hence by (5.55) and
(5.187), we have

€(d71)/2p2 (377 y) = ]]-zoeint(T(y)) X ]]-So>to ILmin{oz(zo) B(z0)}>61 S"(y)ilh(z()a y)

27THy_ZOH) (d— 1)/2\/det Id_ ”y_ZOHF(ZO))B 320 (”y To—zonLa— F(ZO))wO.
(5.192)

Next, we establish three claims which together will imply (a).
Claim 1. We have z € int(T'(y)) N X, so > to, and min{a(zp), B(20)} > 01.
Proof. By (5.189) and (5.190), we have
so—to=(20—y V) =(z-y V) =(-2VQy)— (wV(y).
Asw € O(V(q)), by the above display, (2.11), and (5.188), we have (note that (z—z,V (z)) = s—t)
[(so=t0) = (s =) = [(& =4, V(y)) = (s = )| < [z = 2, V(y)) — (& = 2, V()| + [{w, V(1))
1
<|lz—2|IV(y) = V(2)| + |w| <2D-2M16; /e + §M1\/§ < OMy6; e, (5.193)
As s —t > 2dj (recall Definition 5.25) and ¢ is sufficiently small, we have
sg —tog > dog = sg > to. (5.194)
By (5.184) and (5.193), noting that ¢ € (0,9;/10) and ¢ is sufficiently small, we have
(y) = (20 =4, V() — @) = |ea(y) — (x —y,V(y)) — ()]
<la(y) —a(2)| +la(z) — alz) = (s =) + [{(z — 5, V(y)) — (s = 1)]
<64+ CMyo; e < 6y, (5.195)

1B(y) + (20 =y, V(y)) — B(@)| = B(y) + {x —y,V(y)) — B(x)]
<[B8(y) = B(2)| +18(2) = B(x) + (s = )| + [{z —y, V(y)) — (s — 1)
<4+ CMl(Sl \/E < 4. (5.196)

By (5.174) and the above two displays, we get
min{a(y) — (20 — ¥, V(¥)), B(y) + (20 — v, V(y))} = min{a(z), B(2)} — 01 > 61 > 0.

Hence zg € int(T'(y)), which implies a(zp) = a(y) — (zo—y, V(y)) and B(z0) = B(y) + (20—, V (y)).
Hence min{a(zp), 8(z0)} > §1. Now note that by (5.189), (2.11), (5.193), and (5.188), we have

Jwoll =llz0 — 2]l = lly — 2 + (= =y, V) V()
<flwll +llz =2+ (s =)V )l + | ((z =y, V(y)) = (s =) V(y)|l

1
< 5M1\£+ s =t[[V(y) = V() + Kz =y, V(y) — (s = 1)
1
< 5Ml\/g +2D - 2M1 67 e + C Mo e < CMysT Ve, (5.197)

As x € & (recall (5.191)) and ¢ is sufficiently small, we have zg € AY. O
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Claim 2. We have

§(y) ™ hlz0, ) @nlly — zoll) "2 [det (T — ly — 20l F(20)) 2 e M09 VE (g (g, ,0) — 6)..

Proof. Note that by Claim 1, 2o,y € int(7(¢")). By Definitions 4.10 and 5.25, we have

5(20) \/det Id— lly — 2ol F'( zo))
_ det(lut (o— ¢\ V@NF(@))
Jr( /)f (0) det(Ig+ (0 — ¢/, V(d)F(q'))dH ()

=(q \/det Id + (20 — ¢, V(q’)>F(q’))
X \/det (Li+ (20 — ¢, V() F(¢')) det (Ia + (y — 20, V(¢')) F(20))

= S(q \/det (Ig+ (20— ¢, V() F()) - \/det (La+ (y— ¢, V() F(d))

\Jdet (Lo + (y — 20,V (¢) F(=0))

where we use the fact that sp > ¢y (see Claim 1) in the first equality and use Theorem 3.3 (see
(3.8); note that ¢’ € T* by (5.186)) in the third equality. Hence by Definitions 4.14 and 5.3,

§(5)" h(z0.9) 2rlly — zol)) /2 Jdet (L — 1y — 20| F (20))
=)~ F(20)3()hag) (20, y) 2rlly — Z‘o\l)f(d*lm\/det (Ta = lly — 20l F'(20))
= [ (20)9(W) () (20, 9) (27 ly = 20[1) " /?F(=0) \/det (Ta = lly — 20l F'(20))
= 20(q) " £(20) 9 (W) hr() (20, ) (27lly — 2ol) =@/
x \/det (s + (20 — . V(@) F(¢) - y/det (I + (y — . V(&) F(2). (5.198)

Note that by Claim 1, ||y — z0|| = |so — to] = so — to. Hence by (5.193) and the fact that
s —t > 2dy,

ly — 20|l <8 —t 4+ CM67 Ve < (1+CM6T Ve (s —t),

which implies
(2r|ly — 20]))"V/2 > (1 + OMy 67 E) D2 (27 (s — t)) (D72, (5.199)

As V(2) = (2220, by (5.191), (2.4), and (2.11), we have (V(2), app) = Tt > 4o > ¢ A

e is sufficiently small, by (5.188), (V(y),ar i) > c. Consequently, noting that ¢ € Hj, 3y, we have

‘t B <y, ak7k/> — bk,k’ _ ‘t B (q + tV(q) + w, ak,k/> — b/ﬁk/ _ ’t B (tV(q) + w, ak7k/>
(V(y), akw) (V(y), aki) (V(y), akw)

V)~ V(E) ~ w, 2w R

- M = 0200 < (v - Vel + ol

1
< C<2D 2M 67 E + 2M1\/E> < CMi6; Ve,
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where we use (5.188) in the last line. By Definition 4.12 and (5.188), we thus have

(Y, apr) — Orpr _
v~
(Y, ap ) — O
o)
(Y, akr) — Orpr
<V(y)7 ak,k’>

16 = all = l9ex () — all = Hy -

< ol + V(@) — V()| + Htwy) -

< < OMy67 e, (5.200)

N

Mz + IV () - V()] + ]t -

By (5.190), (5.188), and (5.200), we have

lto =t =|(y =", V() — (z — ¢,V (2))]
<z+w—¢ V@) - (z—a, V) + 1z — ¢, V(y) — V(2))|
<[wll +l¢" = qll + ]z = alllV(y) = V(2)|l

1
< §M1\£ + COMy67 e +2D - 2M 67 e < C M6 e, (5.201)

By (5.193) and (5.201), we get
|so — s| < OMy67 Ve (5.202)

By (5.187) and Claim 1, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have
q +sV(d),d +tV(d) € nt(T(q)), (5.203)

minfa(q' + sV(g), B + V(@) = 2, minfa(g + V(@) B + V(g = L (5.200

By (5.197), (5.201), and (5.202),

lg" +sV(d) =zl < ld +sV(¢) = z0ll + |20 — @ll = |s — so| + |20 — x|l < CM167 ' Ve, (5.205)

lg" +tV(d) = 2|l < llg" +tV(d) = yll + [Jw]| < |t — to] + %Mn@ < CM6; Ve (5.206)
By (5.191), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get
q+sV(d)exy, ¢ +tV(gd)eVn. (5.207)
As T(q') € §* (see (5.186)), by Theorem 5.2 and (5.201)—(5.202),

gy (20.y) = hon (@ + 50V (@), d + toV (q)) = e Clsomsllo=thp 0 (d' + sV ('), d +tV ()
> e—CMléflﬁkT(q,) (d +sV(d),d +tV(d)). (5.208)

By (1.24) and (5.197),
[f(20) = f(2)] < Mollzo — 2|l < CMoT' Ve, 1g(y) — 9(2)| < Mo||w]| < CMyve.

As ¢ is sufficiently small, noting (5.191), we get min{f(z0),g(y)} > do/2. Hence by (5.197) and
(5.205)—(5.206),

1F(d +sV(d)) = f(20)] < Mollq' + sV(q') = 20l < CMid7 Ve < CMioy o5 Vef (z0),

19(d +tV(d)) — g()| < Mollg' +tV(d) — y|| < CM1o7 Ve < CM167 65 eg(y),
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which yields

f(z0) = (1+COMi67 6, Ve) T f(d +sV(d)s gly) = (1+CMi67'65 " VE) " gld + 1V (d))).
(5.200)
For any 0,6’ € int(T(¢’)), by Theorem 3.3 (see (3.8); with z, 2, z¢ replaced by 0, ¢, ¢),

det (Ig+(0'—¢', V(¢')F(q")) = det (Ig+(0—¢,V(¢))F (")) det (Ia+(0' =6,V (¢"))F(6)). (5.210)

By Lemma 4.6, we have det (Ig + (6" — ¢/, V(¢'))F(¢')) > 0, det (Ig+ (8 — ¢, V(¢'))F(¢')) > 0,
and det (Ip+ (¢’ — 6,V (¢))F(#)) > 0. Now by Hadamard’s inequality (see, e.g., [33, Lemma 2.5]),
(2.11), and Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)),

| det (Tg+ (6" =6, V(¢)) F(6))| < |[La+ (8" — 6.V (¢))F(6)|I5

— / d
< (L+ 16" = Oll[|IF(0)]12)* < (1 + mni!ve(&),eﬁ’(’@Q

Hence

Cllo — o'
min{c(6), 5(
Taking 6 = 29,0 = ¢’ + sV(¢’) in (5.211) and noting (5.203), Claim 1 and (5.202), we obtain

—d
det (I + (0 —¢,V(d)F(d)) > (1+ 9)}> det (I + (¢ — ¢, V(¢))F(d)). (5.211)

—d
det (T + o = £ VD F) = (14 5=1) dentta 4 57 (0)

> (1+ CMy673/e) " det(Iy + sF(q')). (5.212)

Taking 6 = y,0' = ¢’ + ¢V (¢') in (5.211), and noting (5.203), (5.187), and (5.201), we obtain

—d
det (T + (y — ¢, V(d))F({)) > (1 + C’tgl_t) det(I; +tF(q))
> (1+ CM;67% /)4 det(Iy + tF(q')). (5.213)

By (5.198), (5.199), (5.208), (5.209), (5.212), and (5.213), we have

F(y) " h(z0,y) (27 |ly — zoll)‘<d‘”/2\/det (Ta = lly — 20l F(20))
> (14 C M6 55 ' /E) "2 M0 VE(L 4 OMy 67 e) ™D/ (1 4 O My 672 E)
x So(q) T F(d + sVI(d)g(d + V() hry(d +sV(d),d +tV(d))
x (2m(s — t))"@D/2 /det(Iy + sF(¢)) - \/det(Ig + tF(q'))
> e OMI3 0 VER(q/ + 5V (¢) T h(d +sv< .4 +tV(())
x A0(¢) ' F(d +1V(¢) T 2 (s — 1) T2 det(Ty + sF(q)) - V/det(Ty + tF(¢)),

where we use Definitions 4.14 and 5.3 in the second inequality. By (5.203), Definitions 4.10 and
5.25, and Theorem 3.3 (see (3.8), with z, a’, z¢ replaced by ¢’ +tV(¢'), ¢, ¢ + sV (q')), we have

To(d)1F(q +tV(¢) 1/ det(Iy + sF(¢')) - \/det(I; + tF(q'))
_ \/det(Id + sF(q))

det(Id + tF(q’))

= \Jdet Iy + (s — ) F (¢ +1V (1)) (5.214)
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Combining the above two displays and using Definition 5.25 (note that by (5.186), (5.203), and
(5.207), (¢, s,t) € Ty), we have

§(y) " hlz0,9) 2nlly — z0])~ /2 Jdet (i — |ly — 20/ F(z0))
> "M VE (o (s — )" (V/ fdet (L + (s — O)F g/ +1V(¢')
X §(q +sV(¢) " h(d + sV(q).q +tV(q) = e MO0 VE 7y (¢/ 5. 1).

As w € B(q, s,t;0, M1+/e/2) (recall Definition 5.32), we have

|jl(q/75’t) _jl(q’sut)’ < J. (5215)
Hence
—2¢-1

§(y) " hlz0, ) @nlly — z0ll) "2 [det (T — ly — 20l F(20)) 2 e V079 VE (g (g, 5,0) — 6)..
O

Claim 3. We have
wy LId — F(z) Jwo —w' le + F(2) Jw| < COMES 2. (5.216)

ly — 2ol s—t

Proof. As w € %(q, s,t;0, M1+//2) (recall Definition 5.32), we have
1
IV(y) = V(z) = F2)wl < 50Mive. (5.217)

As w € O(V(q)) and F(2)"V(2) = 0 (see (3.5) in Theorem 3.3), we have
(z—y, V() +FRw) = (s —t)V(z) —w,V(2) + F2)w) =5 —t —w ' F(2)w.
By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)) and (5.174),

4 4
min{a(z), 5(z)} min{a(z), B(2)}

By the above three displays, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get

[1F(z)]2 < <207%, |IF(2)]l2 < <267 (5.218)

[z =y, V() = (s =) <[(z =y, V(y) = V(2) = FRw)| + [{x =y, V(2) + F(2)w) — (s = )]
< (lz = 2l + [lw DIV (y) = V(2) = F()w] + |w F(2)w]

1 1
< (2D + §M1\/E) SOMIVE + [ F(2) o] < COMIVE + 87 ' Me < COMVE. (5.219)

Consequently, by (5.189) and (5.217), we have

Jwo + g+ (s =) F())w| = llz —y — (@ -y, V)V (y) + Ta+ (s — ) F(2))w]|
=z -2z~ (z -y, V) V(y) + (s =) F(2)w]|
<llz—2=(s =)V (y) + (s =) F(2)w|| + [(z =y, V(y)) — (s — )|
<z —2— (s =t)(V(2) + F(2)w) + (s = ) F(2)w[| + [s = t||[V(y) = V(2) = F(2)wl|| + CoM1v/e

<9D. %5M1\/§ + CEMyE < COMyE. (5.220)
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By (5.220) and (5.218),

max{||woll, [[(Ia + (s = ) F(2))w(} < [[(Ta + (s = ) F(2))w|| + CoM1/e
1

<1+ |s —t|||F(2)||l2)||w] + CoMiv/e < (142D -2571) - 5Ml\/zE + COMy\/2 < Co7 My /e
(5.221)
As s —t > 2dy and s — tg > do (recall (5.194)), by (5.201) and (5.202), we have
1 1 1 1 ’80 — 8‘ + ‘to — t‘ 1
- L = — < < CM;6 5.222
So—tod S—td So—to S—t‘ (80—t0)<3—t> - 171 \/g’ ( )
1
HId — F(x)|| < T |F(2)]2 < C67Y, (5.223)
) _

where we use (5.218) in the second display. By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.6)), noting Claim 1 and
(5.202)—(5.204), we get

v 1282 — (¢ + sV ()]
10 = Ha = VDl = o), B0y minfae’ + V(). A+ sV i)}
< O87 %50 — s| < CM63/E.

As w € B(q, s,t;0, Mi+/e/2) (recall Definition 5.32), we have
IF(q + V(@) - F@)ls = |F(d + sV(d) — Fla+sV(@)]l2 < 6
Combining the above two displays, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get
|F(20) — F(x)||la < CM1673z + 6 < 2. (5.224)
By Remark 3.4 (with x, 2’ replaced by z = ¢ +tV (q),z = q + sV (q)), we have
(L= (s = HF @)L+ (s — F(2)) = L,
which implies (note that F(z)" = F(z) by Theorem 3.3(c))

(= (@g+ (s — ) F(2)w) T (sitld - F(:@) (= (Ig+ (s — ) F(2))w)

—w (I + (s — )F(2))T (8115151 _ F@)) (I + (s — ) F(2))w

:wT<SitId+F(z)>w. (5.225)
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Hence by (5.220)—(5.224), noting that ||y — 20| = so — to and ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

1 1
wg <Id - F(zo))wo —w' <Id + F(z))w‘
o=l s
1
= ’LU(—)r <Id - F(Z()))tUO

sg —to

—(—Ta+(s— t)F(z))w)T <sId - F(x)) (—(@g+(s— t)F(z))w)‘

1 1
T T
Wy <80 ' d (zo))wo Wy <s el (m))wo

—1i- F(x))wo

IN

- ’(wo + (Ig+ (s = t)F(2))w)

T \( S T T Rl (i F<x>) (o + (L + (5 — t)F(z))w)]

(

+ 2max{fuoll, [T + (5~ PNl |1 - £

1 1
I, — I
So—to s—1

IN

1P (o) F(fE)Hz) oo

2

[[wo + (Ig + (s — 1) F(2))w]|
2
<O6- (67 MyVE)2 + Co7 Mye - 671 - SMye < COMES 2e. O

Combining (5.192) and Claims 1-3, noting that e is sufficiently small, we conclude that

e@=1/2p) (3 ) > e M0 VE (g7 (¢, 5,t) — 8) - o~ COMZ57% = kT (14 F(2))w
- 1
>6—C§M1261 2(f1(q,s,t) _ 5)+6—2—15w—r (;Id-i-F(z))w‘

This completes the proof of (a).
Proof of (b) and (c). By (5.188), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

V) +VEI? =4~ V(y) = V(2)|* > 4 - 4MF51 % > 0,

hence V(z) + V(y) = V(z) + V(y) # 0. We define (recall (5.58) and (5.59))

" . V(z)+ V(y))

N (R B M (5:220)
. < _337V(z)+v(y)>

y =y(y =z+ Qe ,V(z)+V(y)>V(Z)' (5.227)

By (5.188), we have

V), V(2) + V() =2/ = [(V(y),V(z) = V)l < V(y) = V()| < 2M167 'V,
[(V(2),V(2) + V() =2l = [(V(2), V() = V()] < [V (y) = V(2)]| < 2M167 " Ve

Hence noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get

min{(V(y), V(2) + V(y)), (V(2), V(z) + V(y))} = 1. (5.228)
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By (5.188) and (5.228), we get

‘ (y —2,V(2) +V(y))

(V(y),V(2) +V(y))

_ ‘ (=(s =V (2),V(2) + V(y)) + (s = t){(V(y), V(2) + V(y)) + (w,V(2) + V(y)) '
V), V(z) +V(y))

<|s=t[|[V(z) + VIV (y) = V() + [[wll[V(2) + V(»)ll

+(s—1)

1
<2D-2-2My 67 /e + §M1\/E -2 < CMyo7 e, (5.229)

By (5.184) and the above display, noting that ¢ € (0,01/10) and ¢ is sufficiently small, we get
(e W V) V()

o)~ a0+ e vy

(y—=,V(z) +V(y))

(V(),V(z) +V(y))

la(y) — (' =y, V(y)) — a(z)| =

< lay) - a(2)] + |o(2) - alz) - <s—t>|+\ +<s—t>'

<6+ CM6; ' Ve < by,

80) + &' = .V () — ) = |B0) — 8(o) — =AU
<180 = B +13(:) — ) 45—t + | SO 4 gy

<64 CM67 Ve < 6y.
By (5.174) and the above two displays, we get

min{a(y) — (' =y, V(y)), B(y) + (=’ =y, V(y))} > min{a(z), B(x)} — 61 > b1

Hence 2’ € int(T'(y)), which implies a(z') = a(y) — (' —y, V(y)) and B(z') = B(y) + (2’ —y, V(y)).
Consequently, we have
2 €int(T(y)), min{a(z'),B(x")} > 4. (5.230)

Now by (5.228), we get

(y—z,V(z) + V(y)) V(z)+V(y)

s—1)| = w, w z
(V(2),V(z) +V(y)) +( t)‘ ’ V(2),V(z) + V(y)) < w[IV(z) + V(y)ll
=< %Mn@ $2 < Miy/e. (5.231)

Hence noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get

() =y = 2,V (2)) — a2)] = |a(z) — a(z) -

_ ‘ (y—z,V(2) +V(y))
(V(2),V(2) + V(y))

+(s—t)’ < Myye < 4y,




By (5.174) and the above two displays, we get
min{a(z) = (y' — 2,V (2)), B(z) + (¥ — 2,V (2))} > min{a(z), B(2)} — 01 > d1.

Hence ' € int(T(z)), which implies a(y’) = a(z) — (¢ —x,V(2)) and B(y') = B(x) + (¥ —x,V(2)).
Consequently, we have

y €imt(T(x). minfa(y)),B/)} = b1 (5.252)
Noting (5.230)(5.232) and (5.61), we define
= aley) = y— (g — 2, V) V() + x<1‘;((z));l(/z()y33 <VV(§/Z))> YWlly ),
w = u(ey) = -y~ o - g V) + S TEET () - (v, vV )
=2 ) = (o g V() + LT Iy
wr =) =y —a = (- VEVE) + O ) v vy

We also define (recall that ¢’ = qi 1/ (y) and V(¢') = V(y))
spi={2' — ¢, V(y)), t1:={(a1—0,V(y), s2:=1{(20—qV(2)), to:={ —q,V(2)). (5.234)

Note that 2/ = ¢' + $1V(¢'), 21 = ¢ + 1V ('), 22 = ¢+ 2V (q), and v/ = q + 2V (q).
By (5.188), (5.226)—(5.229), and (5.231), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

bl |y V) V(Y))
o~ Hy GORLEERATIAL

ez VE V)N
G t+<vwwi»+vw»>v()

<flwlf+llz =z + (s =)V(2)] +

SLORLEER, <»| v -Vl

< yMvE+ s =t ST (s a4 V() + VOV G) - VO

é e + CMyoT f+(2 %Ml e) 2. 2My 7 VE < CM6T Ve, (5.235)
L e VO V@Y ], e V) V) .
==l T Ve V) P L V() Vi) | S Mave (5:236)

Similarly, using (5.188) and (5.233) we can deduce that
|21 — 2|| < OM67 Ve, |20 — x| < CMy8; e (5.237)
By the above displays, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small and = € X,z € Vy, (see (5.191)), we get
220 € XY, Y, 21 € V. (5.238)

Moreover, by (5.237), [|z1 — y|| < ||z1 — 2|| + |w| < CM16; v/ < 61/10 and ||z — z|| < §;/10 (as
¢ is sufficiently small); by (5.174) and (5.184), we have min{«(z), 5(z), a(y), B(y)} > 1.901 (where
we use 6 € (0,01/10)). Consequently,

z1 €int(T(y)), 22 € int(T(x)), min{a(z1),B(z1)} > 61, min{a(z2),B(z2)} > 6. (5.239)
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By (5.234), (5.188), (5.200), and (5.235)~(5.237) we have

[s1 = sl =[{(2' =) = (= 0), V(¥)) + (& — ¢, V(y) = V(2))|
<’ =zl +lg' —qll +2D[V(y) = V(2)|| < OMid7 ' Ve, (5.240)

1=t =[{(z1 = ¢) = (2 = @), V(W) + (z = ¢, V() = V(2))]

<|lz1 — 2l + 1l — all + 2D|[V(y) - V(2)I| < CM18T Ve, (5.241)
52— 5 = (20— @) — (& = ), V()| < [lz2 — 2| < CML6TVE, (5.242)
[t —t] = (' — ) — (z— @), V()| < Iy — 2]l < M. (5.243)

As s —t > 2dy (recall Definition 5.25) and ¢ is sufficiently small, we have
s1—t1 >dy, 89— ts > do. (5.244)
By (5.54)—(5.55) and (5.62)—(5.63), we have (recall that y = ¢’ + toV(¢'))
det(Iq + s1F(¢')) det(Iq + t2F'(q))
det(I; + toF(q")) det(Iz + sF(q))
= (1) he, o) 2n(s2 — 1))@V Jdet (Ty — (52— 1) F(22))

w o203 (g Te—F(2))uwe | det(ly + 51F(¢')) det(Ia + t2F(Q))’
det(Ig+ toF(q')) det(Is + sF(q))

e 2y (@, y) =D Ppa (! )

(5.245)

~det(Ig + 51F(q')) det(Iq + t2F(q))
det(Ig + toF(¢')) det(I; + sF(q))
=) h(a', 21) (27 (s1 — tl))_(d_lw\/det (Ta+ (s1 = 1)) F(21)) - Ly <any o2
w o0l (lerF))uwr | det(ly + s1F(¢")) det(Ly + 12F'(q))
det(I; + toF(¢')) det(Iy + sF(q)) |

where we use (5.230), (5.232), (5.238), (5.239), and (5.244).
Next, we prove three further claims which together will imply (b) and (c).

eld=D2p (2, y) =V 2p (2 o))

(5.246)

Claim 4. We have
§(a') ha, za) (@ (s — 1)@/ fdet (Lo + (51— 1) F(21) = e OO0 V(7 (g, ,1) — 6)..

W) Th(ze,y)(2m(s2 — tz))_(d_l)/Z\/det (Ig — (s2 — t2)F(22)) > e~ COMIST 00 VE 7, (g, 5, ).

Proof. By Definitions 4.10 and 5.25, noting (5.232) and (5.239), we have

§(z2)y/det Ty — (52 — t2)F(z2))
= (@) det (Ty+ (22 — 0. V(@) F(@)\/det (T + (y/ — 22. V(@) F(=2)
= fo(t})_l\/det (Ta+ (22 — ¢, V() F(q))
x \Jdet (L4 + {22 — 4, V(9) F(q)) det (L + (4 — 22,V (@) F(z2))

= Ao(a) " \det (Lo + (2 — 4, V(a) F(@)) - \/det (T + (¢ — 0, V() F(0)),

162



where we use (3.8) in Theorem 3.3 (with x, 2/, zo replaced by 22, ¢,4’) in the last equality. Similarly,

5(z1) \/det Id + (s1 — tl)F(zl))
= Jo(g) " det (T + (21 — ¢, V(d) \/det (Lg+ (' — 21, V() F(21))
=%(q \/det Id +(z1—¢,V(¢))F( . \/det Id + (2" — ¢, V(q’))F(q’)).

Hence by Definitions 4.14 and 5.3,

S hiz2, ) (27 (s2 — t2))7(d71)/2\/d€t (o — (52 — t2) F(22))
=3() " F(22)3(y V() (22,) (2 (52 — t2))_(d_1)/2\/det (Ta — (s2 = t2) F(22))
= f(22)9(y ) () (22, ¥ ) (27 (s2 — tz))_(d_l)/gg(zz)\/det (Ig — (s2 — t2) F(22))
= 20(q) " F(22)9(y (g (22,4') (2 (52 — 12)) "D/
x \/det (Ta+ (22— ¢,V (9)F(q)) - \/det (Ta+ (' — ¢, V(29)F(a)), (5.247)

§(a) h(a!, 1) 2m(s1 — 1))@/ fdet (g + (51— 1) F(21))
=§(@)  f(@)g(21)hpgn (2, 21) 2m(s1 — 1))~ 1/2\/det (Ta+ (s1 — t1)F(21))
= F(@)g(z20) (g (@, 21) 27 (s1 — 1)) 2F(2) \/det (T + (51— t1) F(21))
= 20(d) " F(2)g(20) by (@, 21) (2 (51 — 1)) =D/
x \Jdet (I + {21 — ¢ V(@) F(¢) - \Jdet (Lo + (' — ¢, V(&) F(q). (5.248)
As s —t > 2dg, by (5.240)—(5.243), we have
max{s; —t1,80 —ta} < s —t+ CM 6 Ve < (1+CMo;7 /eE) (s —t).

Hence

min{(2m(s1 — 1))~ CV/2 (27 (s2 — t2)) "I} > (1 + CMyoTVE) T2 (2m(s — 1))~ (@02,
(5.249)
By (1.24) and (5.235), we have |f(2') — f(z)| < Mo|ja’ — z|| < CM67 /e, As ¢ is sufficiently
small, noting (5.191), we get f(z') > dp/2. Similarly, we can deduce that f(z2),g(v'), g(z1) > do/2.
Now by (5.205)—(5.206) and (5.235)—(5.237), we have

@) = (¢ + sV (@)] < Mo(lle’ = all + ¢ + sV (¢) — al)) < CM13T'VE < CMdy o5 ' VES (@),
l9(21) = 9(d + V(&) < Mol = 2l| + 1 + V() = 2])) < CM6T Ve < O 63 Veg(a),
|f(22) = f(@)] < Mo|lz2 — x| < CM6y Ve < CMi6; 6, Ve f(22),
9(y") — 9(2)| < Molly' — 2| < CM6y Ve < CM6; 6, ' Veg(y).
Hence
f@') > (1 +CMi6 6 Ve T f(d + sVI(d),  g(z1) > (1+CM6; 6y VeE) ald +tV(d),
f(z2) > 1+ CMST 0 We) T f(2), g(y) > (1+CMo o, WeE) g(2). (5.250)
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As T(¢') € §* (see (5.186)), by Theorem 5.2 and noting (5.191), (5.207), and (5.238), we get

hry (@', 21) =hyy(d + 1V (). q + 1V (g)) = e CUs=F =t (¢ + sV (), d +tV(d))
> e OMOT Ve (d 4 sV (), g + V() (5.251)

hrg)(22,Y)) = h(g) (a + 52V (0), g + 62V (q)) = e Cls2msIHl2mt (g 4 5V (q), g + £V (q))
> e OMIT Ve (g 4 sV (q), g + 1V (g) = e OV Vo R (2, 2), (5.252)

where we use (5.240)—(5.243).
By (5.211) (taking (0,6") = (2/,¢' + sV (¢')) or (0,0") = (21,4 +tV(¢'))), noting (5.230) and
(5.239)—(5.241), we get

—d
det (Ig+ (' = ¢, V(¢))F(d)) = <1 + C\s;;s]) det(Iy + sF(q))

> (14 CM;672z) " det(Iy + sF(q)), (5.253)

—d
det (I + {21 — ¢ V()N F(d) > (1 n C't{s‘t') det(L, + tF(¢))

> (14 CM672V/E) "4 det(Iy + tF(q)). (5.254)

Similarly, we can deduce that
det (Io+ (22 — ¢. V(@) F(q)) > (1 + CM;6;2v/2) " det(Iy + sF(q)), (5.255)
det (I + (¥ — ¢, V(@))F(q)) > (1 + CM;1672/2) " det(I; + tF(q)). (5.256)

Combining (5.247)—(5.256), we obtain that

§(a) " h(a!, z) 2m(s1 — 1))@/ fdet (g + (51— 1) F(=1))
> (1+ OMyo7 65 v/E) "2 OMITVE (L M, 67 VE)~D2(1 4+ oMy 2 E)
X Jo(d) L (d + sV (@))ald +tV(d)Dhrgy(d + sV (d).d +tV(d))
x (2m(s — )@ D2 /det(Iy + sF(¢)) - /det(Ig + tF(q))
> e OMOT0 VER (g 1 sV () T (e +sV( Nd +tV(q))
X ,ﬂo(q')flg(q'#—ﬂ/(q )~ (271(3— )) (d— 1/2\/det I+ sF(q \/det (Ig+tF(q"))
> e=OMS*0 VR (7 (g, 5,8) — 64, (5.257)

where we use Definitions 4.14 and 5.3 in the second inequality and use (5.214)—(5.215) in the third
inequality. Similarly, we have

W) h(z, ) (27 (52 —t2))_(d_1)/2\/d€t (Ig — (52 — t2)F(22))

> (14 CMy 6755 1 /E) "2 M0 VE(1 4 O My o7 /e) (0 1/2(1+CM16 2 /e)¢

< Io(q) 7 f(2)g(2)hp(g) (2, 2) (2m (s — £)) " ED/2 /det (I, + sF(q)) - /det(I; + tF(q))
Ze_CM151_25()_1‘/gf1(q,s,t), (5.258)
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where in the last inequality, we note that by Definitions 4.10, 4.14, 5.3, and 5.25 as well as Theo-
rem 3.3 (see (3.8), with z, 2’, x¢ replaced by ¢+ tV(q),q,q + sV (q)),

I0(@) " f(@)g(2) ) (2, 2) (2 (s — 1)) "D /det(Ty + sF(g \/det (T +tF(q))
= 2(q) ' ¥(x) 15 (2) " h(x, 2) (2m (s — t)) " 1/2 /det( Id+sF ) - V/det(Ig + tF(q))

) ) - et(Is+ sF(q))
=5(2) 1h(;p,z)(2ﬂ'(8—t)) (@=0/ \/ det(I; + tF(q))

=3(2) " "h(z, 2)(2n(s — t))_(d_l)/2\/det (Is+ (s = )F(2)) = A(q, s, 1). O
Claim 5. We have

det(Ig + s1F(¢)) det(Tg + t2F(q)) _ _cnns2yz o
> 1 € 1 66
det(Ig + toF(q")) det(Ig + sF(q)) — € L VE(1 4 C6617)

Proof. By (5.211) (taking 0 = 2/ = ¢ + s1V(¢') and ' = ¢’ + sV (¢)), noting (5.230) and (5.240),
we have

det(TIy 4+ s1F(¢')) > (14 C7 sy — s|) @ det(Iy + sF(¢)) > (1 + CM;6,2/e) " det(Iy + sF()).
Similarly, by (5.232), (5.243), (5.204), and (5.201),
det(Ig 4 taF(q)) > (1 + Co7 ta — t]) " det(Iy + tF(q)) > (1 + C M6, 2/e) " det(Iy + tF(q)),

det(Ig 4+ tF(¢)) > (14 O3 to — t)) "4 det(Ig + toF(¢')) > (1 4+ CM67%Ve) " det(Iy + toF ().
Hence noting Lemma 4.6, we have

det(Ig+ s1F(q')) det(Iz + t2F(q)) S —CM6T2E | det(Ig+ sF(q")) det(Iy + tF(q))
det(Iy+toF(q')) det(Iy + sF(q)) — det(I; +tF(q")) det(Is + sF(q))

(5.259)

As w € %(q,s,t;0, M11/2/2) (recall Definition 5.32), we have [|F(q') — F(q)ll2 < ¢. By (3.4),
noting that ¢,¢' € Hpr C Hypr, we have max{||F(q)|l2, |F(¢)|l2} < C. Hence by [33, Theorem
2.12],

‘ det(Iy + sF(q")) — det(Iy + SF(Q)){

<d||s(F(q") = F())ll2 max{|[Tg + sF(¢) |2, |[Ta + sF (9|2}~ < C|F(¢) = F(g)]2 < C3.
(5.260)

By Remark 3.4 (with z, 2’ replaced by ¢,q + sV (q)),
det (Ig — sF(q + sV (q))) det(Iq + sF(q)) = 1.

By Lemma 4.6, det (I;— sF(q+ 5V (q))),det(Iq+sF(q)) > 0. By (3.4) in Theorem 3.3 and (5.174),
|F(q+ sV (g))|l2 < Co7, hence by Hadamard’s inequality, we have

|det (Ig — sF(q+ sV (q)))| < (1+2D||F(q+ sV (q) N2)d < Core.

Combining the above two displays, we get det(I; + sF(q)) > cé{l. Similarly, we can deduce that
det(I; + sF(q")) > 6. Noting (5.260), we get

| det(I; + sF(¢")) — det(Ig + sF(q))| < Co67 min { det(Iy + sF(q)), det(I; + sF(q'))}.
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Similarly, we can deduce that
} det(I;+tF(q") — det(Iq + tF(q))| < 667 % min { det(Iy + tF(q)),det(Is + tF(q))}.
The above two displays imply that

det(Iy 4 sF(¢')) > (14 C367%) " det(I; + sF(q)),
det(Ig 4 tF(q)) > (14 C367%) "  det(Iy + tF(d)). (5.261)

Combining (5.259) and (5.261), we conclude that

det(Iy + s1F(q")) det(Ia + 12 F(q))  _cans2yz o
> 1 5 '
det(Ty + toF(q)) det(I; + sF(q)) — LVE(L+ OO 0

Claim 6. We have ||w1|| < M/ and

1
wér( ; Id—F(22)>w2 —wT<Id+F )w < COMES %e.
53 — t2

1
w{ (S I+ F(21)>w1 —w' (Id + F(z )w‘ < CSMEo; e,
1—t

Proof. By (5.188), as ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

V(o) Vi) = 2 IVE VI { =1 (5.262)

2 >1-CM6 % > L.

Hence
[(V(2),V(2) + V() = 2| = [(V(y),V(2) + V(1)) = 2| = [(V(2),V(y)) — 1| < OM76; %, (5.263)

Using (5.188) and (5.263), noting that (w, V' (2)) = 0, we get

!<$—y, ) = (s =8| =[{z —y,V(y) — <$—Z,V(2)>!
’( )|+‘x—zV —V(2)) ‘:‘(w z)|—|—‘<x—z,V(y)—V(z))‘
<||“LUH||V( )=V +llz—2ll{V(2), V(y) - ( )|
= [wll|V(y) = V() + llz = [V (2), V(y)) — 1] £ CMP6; %, (5.264)
(x —y,V(2))=(x—2,V(2)) — (w,V(z2)) = s —t. (5.265)

By (5.217) and (5.263), as ¢ is sufficiently small, we get

V() = (V) V) V() + Full < V() + Fz0w - V)l + 10— (VE), V) V)
< SIMWVE |1~ (V(2), V()| < 56MiVE + OMIST % < SM1VE, (5.266)

V() — (V). V)V (2) - Ful < [V(y) - V(2) = F(wll + (1 (V(), V) V()]
< SOMWVE + 1= (V(2), V(y))| < 56MiVE + OMEST % < SM1VE. (5.267)
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By (5.262)—(5.267), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

- VE VO s e 0FCe
T V) = V. VWV ) - (s~ OF G| < CoME,
=y VE VO s e pt
T VW) - V@IV E) - (- 0F (| < ConvE

| =2 = (z =y, VW)V (y) + (s = ) F(2)w]|
—|[(s = OV (2) = (@ — 5, V)V (1) + (s — ) F ()
<(s=DIV() = Viy) + umw+us—t (@ =y, V)V
—{

<2D. —5M1\f+} s—t)— (@ —y, V()| < C6M e

Using (5.233) and the above three displays, we get

(y—z,V(z) + V(y))
(V(2),V(2) +V(y))
<z —z—=(z -y, V(y)V(y) + (s — ) F(z)w|
H -z, V(z) + V(y)>(
), V(z) +V(y))

r—z—(x—y, V(y)V(y) +

[wr 4wl =

V(2) = (V(2),Vy))V(y) — (s - t)F(z)wH < COMyv/e, (5.268)

[wg = (Tg + (s = ) F(2))w|

=l|lz—x+(s— z (z—y, V(2) + Vy)) —(V(z 2)) — (s — 2)w

= o - v + S ETEEII ) - ). v - tW()H
VO VO e I
T VW) - WO VEVE) - (- 0F G| < CoinvE, (5209)

where in the second display we note (5.265). By (5.268), noting that § is sufficiently small, we get

1
|wi]| < fJw]| + [Jwr +w]| < 5Ml\/§+ CoMiv/e < Myy/e. (5.270)
By (5.269) and (5.218),

max{||wa], [[(Ia + (s = ) F(2))w|} < [[(Ta + (s = ) F(2))w]| + CoM1v/e

1
< (L4 [s =t F)llo)llw]| + COMIVE < (142D -267Y) - SMVE + CoMiVE < Co; M.
(5.271)

As s —t > 2dp and min{s; — t1, s2 — ta} > dp (recall (5.244)), by (5.240)—(5.243), we have

1 1

L |31—3|+‘t1—t| _1
Li——L| = < < CM,;s 5.272
st S*tdz si—ti s—t| T (si—t)(s—t) ~ 10 VEs ( )
1 1 1 1 |52 — s| + |t2 — ¢ 1
- —L| = — < < CMy6 VG 5.273
52— 15" S*tdg sg — 2 St‘_ (sg —ta)(s—t) — 107 Ve ( )
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Moreover, by (5.218) we have

1 1
HS — L+ F2)| < — +|F@)]2<Co (5.274)

2
By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.6)), noting (5.204), (5.239), and (5.241), we get
1F(z1) = F(¢' +tV(@)ll2 = IF(¢" + t.V(¢) = F(d' +tV(d))]2

C'|t1 - t| -2 -3
= infaz), B} mn{a( + V@), B V@] = O 1S ChorvE

As w € H(q, s,t; 0, M1/2/2) (recall Definition 5.32), we have

I1F(d +tV(d)) = F(2)|2 = [|[F(d +tV(d") — Fla+tV(g))ll2 < 0.
Combining the above two displays, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we get
|F(21) — F(2)|l2 < OMy1673/e + 6 < 26. (5.275)
By Theorem 3.3 (see (3.6)), noting (5.174), (5.239), and (5.242), we get
1 (22) = F(2)ll2 = [|1F'(q + 52V (q)) = Fq+ sV (q))l2

S S Ao T ) S O S CMENE

By (5.268), (5.270), (5.272), (5.274), and (5.275), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

T 1 ([ 1
— -
wy <81 tlld + F(21)>w1 w <5 tId + F(z))UJ'

<

1 1
w{ (Id + F(z1)>w1 —w, (s—tId + F(z))w1

s1— 1t

+ ‘(wl +w)" (Sitld + F(z)>w1

«

1
 2max{ o] ol | T+ P2

+ ‘(—w>T<81_tId + F(z)) (wr + w>’

1 1
I; - I
Sl—tld S—td

IF() F<z>uz) oo 2
2

w1 + wl|
2

<O - Mie+ CMyye- 67" - dMye < COMPS) te.

By (5.223), (5.225), (5.269), (5.271), (5.273), and (5.276), noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we
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have

Wo

I, — z2)>w2 —w' <51tId + F(z))w'

89 — 19

(o

2 (32—t21d_ ))wQ
L 1
(&

L+ (5= 0F @) (71l = P ) W+ (5 - DF (D

<|wy

et ))w2 —wy <81_tId - F(x)>w2
+ ‘(wz — (Ig+(s— t)F(z))w)T (sitld — F(x))w2

+ ‘((Id +(s—t)F(2)w)’ (1101 - F(l‘)> (w2 — (T + (s — t)F(Z))w)‘

| .

 2max{fual (L + (s = )l |1~ Flo)|

1 1
I; - I
SQ—th S—td

1P () F<x>uz> oo ?

2

(I + (s = ) F(2))w]|

<06 -0 Mie + Co7 My/e - 671 - SMy /e < COMES, 2e. O
Combining (5.245)—(5.246) and Claims 4-6, noting that ¢ is sufficiently small, we conclude that

D2y (2, y) > e OV 0 VE 7 (g, 5, 1) - e OMISTVE(L 4 05742
(2))w

>6706M126172(1 + C’&Sl_d)djﬂq, Sat)e—iw—r(ﬁld—l—F(z))w’

— 1 1
o o COMES2 o~k (L

D2y (2,) > e M0 VE (A (g 5,8) = 8)4 - emOMITVE(L 4 Coo )
o oM o~ (Lt F(2) )w

),

> e*C5M125172(1 + Co07 YA (g, 5,t) — (5)+e_in(sit

This completes the proof of (b) and (c), and hence of Lemma 5.35.

5.6 Proof of the entropy estimate (Proposition 5.20)

In this subsection, we give the proof of Proposition 5.20. Recall that we have fixed k € [K], k' € [K'].
For any i € [I],j € [J] and £,¢ € [Ny], we define (recall (5.76) and note that A(S\S*) = 0 from
Definition 5.1)

Mi i =Ye,2(Lijio X R o)
= /s 1 Fasimynag F2(2)5(2)dH1 ()20

" flnt(T NL; ; fQ( )3 (= )dHl(Z> fint(T)nRM;l, §2(Z)3(Z)d7'[1(z)
fint(T)mX]g fa(2)F(2)dH ()

ANT).  (5.277)
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We begin with an upper bound on [p4, pa 7(2,) max{log (a(d_l)/Qr(a:,y)),O}dxdy. By the
definition of r(-,-) in (5.95), we have

/ r(z,y) max { log (€(d_1)/27“(.7}, y)),0}dzdy
Rd xRd

~/ -0 X L) A - X ..
i=1 j=1 £0'e[Ny): Ve (Ligie X i) 3e2(Li % Rijor)
Mi,j;e,l’>0

(d=1)/2 Ag. . ‘ .

5 igsee f3(7)9i(y)

x [i(z)gi(y (10g (_ L dxdy
/Li,j;ZXRi,j;e' ]( ) ( ) 75,2(Li,j;€ X Rj)’VE,?(Li X Ri,j;f/) +

53

i=1j

J
(Mi,j;w(log (e PM ), + Mg (log (677 3e2(Li e x Ry)))

1 £,/€[No)]

+ Mi,j;g,zf(log (6_d/2_1”_yg,2(Li X Rz’,j;é’)))_)
I J

M e / oy
+ — »J 3% f(g;) log € / f(m) dr
;; fve’ez[;\fo]: Ve Ligie X Bj) S50 (@) (los J ))+

Mi,j;e,zl>0
I J
Mi i g / 1
' 1 i 1 g; dy,
L Yea(Li % Rige) Jn,,, " () (log (7 ai(v))) , dy

i=1 j=1 0,0'€[No]:
M jse,0r>0

i,5;0"
where for the inequality, we use that (by Lemma 5.12)

/ £3(2)gi (y)ddy = 7o o(Li juo % B;)7en(Li X R )
Li,j;ZXRiJ‘;Z/

and

log < a(dfl)ﬂ/\/li,j;f,wfj(x)gz‘(y) >
Ye,2(Lijio X Rj)Ve2(Li X Ry joar)
= log (7“2 M; s 0) +1og (712 f5(w)) +log (=72 gi(y))
—log (67> e a(Lijue x R;)) —log (™71 5.9(Li x Rijur)).
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Rewriting the right-hand side of the initial display using (5.277), we arrive at

/ r(x,y) max { log (a(dfl)/zr(:c, y)),0}dzdy
RIxR4

I J Ng No

< Z Z Z Z M joe (log (Ei(dJrg)/QMi,j;M’))nL

i=1 j—l =1 ¢'=1
J No

+ZZZ%2 igie X Ry) (log (e 71 9. 2(Li e x Ry))) _
i=1 j=1 (=1
I J No
+ 33 " Aea(Li x Rijir) (log (7715 o(Li x Rijer)))
=1 j=1/¢'=1
—i—ZZ/ fi(z)(log (e 2 dm—l—ZZ/ 9i(y) (log (& —1/2 ())) dy.  (5.278)
=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Next, we state and prove three lemmas bounding each term appearing on the right-hand side
of (5.278).

Lemma 5.36. For any Ko € N* such that 250 > 4d51, we have

J N
Lijo x Rj)(log (e7* 3. 2(Liju x R;)))_

M-
M

1
(1og(5;1) + K0)Fe2(R? x RY) — 4. 5(RY x R log (e 2(R? x RY)) + CKp27 %0, (5.279)

N

I J
> 0D AealLi x Rijy)(log (7?2 2(Li x Riji)))

i=1 j=1 4=
<C(log(05 ") + Ko)7e2(R? x RY) — 7. o(R? x RY) log (e 2(R? x RY)) + CKo2 750, (5.280)

o

)
I
—

Proof. For any i € [I] and j € [J], we define

q%J' me{%Q Lijie X Rj), € d/2+1}7 qw Zmln{%zL X Riji),€ d/2+1}
=1 —1

and set ¢; j := ¥-,2(L; x R;). Note that

L _
qz(,j) <Y FealLije x Ry) = a5, q” Z’Yaz Li x R i) = qij- (5.281)
=1 =1
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By Jensen’s inequality and the convexity of ®(-) on [0, 00) (recall (1.22)), for any i € [I] and j € [J],

0
=D Fea(Lige x Rj)(log (6™ Fea(Lige x Ry)))

No
=211y min {e”? 7150 (Lije x Ry), 1} log (min {e™"* 715, 2(Lij x R;),1})
=1
1
/2 %;cb(min {72 e (Lo % Ry),1})

No
1 . —d/2—1~
ZEd/2+1N0<D (]\],0 ZZE min {5 d/2 175,2(Li7j§£ x Rj)’ 1}>

d/2—1
_ (D) € (L) (L) d+1)/2 (L)
=q; ; log <qu ) > q; ; log (ce (d+1)/ 4 ; ), (5.282)
where we use (5.92) in the last inequality. Similarly, we have
No
_ R - R
=3 Aea(Li % Rig)(log (72 0 a(Li ¢ Ry ) _ = af 10g (ee=@ D20 (5.283)
/=1

Let Zyp be the set of i € [I] such that L; N T # (. For any i € Iy, we take x; € L; N T{* such

that min{a(z;), B(z;)} > 3 sup min{a(z), B(z)}. For any i € Ty and ¢ > 0, we define
IELZ'I'TTI*

Dy ={x € LinT : |V(z) = V()| > tVde}, Fiy:={x € L;NT : minf{a(z),B(z)} <t '}.
If 2 € L; N T;* satisfies min{a(z), B(z)} > ¢~1, then min{a(z;), B(z;)} > L min{a(), B(z)} > %,
hence by Lemma 2.9 (note that x,x; € L; N 7" and d2 € (0,1/100)),
4H1‘ — .%'ZH 452\/6%
v — V()| < < = 8tdoVde < tVde.
V@) =Vl < S e ae, By = rijp - eVl <tV
Hence %;; C #;;. Thus, by Lemma 2.16 and the fact that {Li}iI:1 are disjoint, for any t > 0,

Y LYD) < Y LUF) < LY e T min{a(x), Bx)} <t7'})

€Ly 1€Zo
Lz e Ty o) <t ')+ L{z e Ty : B(x) <t71}) < Ct7h (5.284)
Recall the definition of U; ; for i € [I],j € [J] from (5.89). For every i € Zy, we define

0:={j €[] : Ui = V()| < Vide},

Eip={j€J]: 2" Wde < ||Uij — V()| <2°Vde}, forall £ € N*.

Fix any i € Zyp, £ € N, and j € & . For any x € L; and y € Rj, we have ||z — y|| > do (as
d(Li, Rj) > do), |z — ¢;l| < daVde, and |ly — c’|| < d2v/de. Hence (note that 02 € (0,1/100))

IN

r—y T—y c,-—c; ci—c; ci—c;»
—0 = U || < — - 7
|z -yl |z =yl llz—yll |z =yl llei =<l
[ —y) = (ci—=<HI Ml —yll = [lei — <l
= |z — yl| 2 —yll
2(|z = ci| + |ly — ¢/
¢ Aozl tly = 5 i1 va < act v (5.285)

=y

172



Therefore, using the fact that ||U; ; — V(z;)| < 2°V/de (as j € &), we obtain

Ty
[l = yll

T —y
|z =y
Taking x = z; in the above display, we obtain that for any y € |
o
FiTY V(x;)

’ i —yll
As L“Uje&-,g R; € B4(0,D + 1) (by (2.5)), for any i € Zy and ¢ € N, using the above display, we
get L£4( Uje&-,e R;) < C- 2(d=Dl(d=1)/2 " Ag {Rj}jzl are disjoint and L4(R;) > (521/2/2)? for every
j € [J], we have

— Vi(z;) il + Ui = V)| < (dg* + 29)Vde.

]681[ )

< (dg' +29Vde < C - 2% /e

£d( UjG&;y@ R])
(02v/2/2)
Now fix any ¢ € Zg and ¢ € N*. For any x € L; N7T{", if there exists j € &y and y € R; such
that y € T'(z) and u(x) > u(y), then ﬁ =V (z), and

il < < oy VE=12 0 for every i € Ty, € N. (5.286)

r—-Yy
[z = yll

T—y
— V()
lz =yl

V@) - Vil = S (2 W

zrmg—vmawﬂ

]
where we use the definition of &, and (5.285) in the last inequality. Hence if 2/=1 > dy*, then

{a: eLiNT: {y = ( U Rj) NT(z) : ulz) > u(y)} ” @} C Dy ey (5.287)

J€E

Note that by (5.72) and Lemma 5.5, for L%a.e. z € R fo(z) < frp(z) < f(x). Hence if
201 > dy*t, then by (5.76) and Lemma 5.8, we have

> gij= > Feallix Ry) %2( ( J))

J€€iy J€E 0 J€E ¢
=e2({(e.9) € T x T (@) 2 wly)w € Ly ( |J By) nT()})
JEEiy
gm({x ennT {ve (U R)NTE):u@) > uly)} # @} X ]Rd)
JEEi e
Fo(z)d
/{xEL NT;*: {yE Jes Z ) T(x):u(x)zu(y)}#@} f2(x) !
f(x)dx

N /{xeL,ﬂTl*:{yE ( UJESi,e Rj) ﬂT(J:):u(x)Zu(y)};é@}

SC’Ed<{x e LiNTy: {y € ( U Rj) NT(x) : u(z) > u(y)} + @}) < CLY D,y )

J€E.

where we use Lemma 5.11 in the fourth line and (5.287) in the last inequality. By the above display
and (5.284), if 2671 > dg!, then

C
DD i SCY LUy g ) S ST (5.288)
0

i€Zo j€E; 0 1€Zo
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Now note that for any i € [I|\Zy, L; N 7;* = (). Hence by Lemma 5.11,

5 A dy _ £, — £ _ £, —
Ve2(L; x RY) = /Ll fo(z)dx = /me fo(z)dx = /LimeTl* fo(x)dx =0,

where the second equality uses fo(z) < f(x) for L%-a.e. r € RY and the third equality uses (2.1).

Consequently, for any i € [I|\Zy and j € [J], q” < qij < Aeo(Li x RY) = 0 (recall (5.281)). Hence
L& o L L L
3l b (sl = 3 3l o )
=1 j=1 i€Ty j=1

- i S Y ¢Pog <ce—(d+1>/ 2q§§)). (5.289)

=0 1i€ZLp jE&; ¢

In the following, we fix any Ky € N* such that 250 > 4dal. For any ¢ € N* such that ¢ > Kg+1
and Y ;.7 [€;¢| > 0, by Jensen’s inequality, we have

5 (172, (D)
S ¢ og <cs*(d“>/2qz(§)> = <cle(d+ DRy !&-,A) ety Zfegi’f@( . ”J>

i€To jEE ¢ i€To > ety |€idl
—(d+1)/2 (L)
> (C_lg(d+1)/2 Z ’g é’) . d ce ZiEIO Zjegi’g qz,]
- 1€Zp 7 ZiEI@ |87J Z’
_ L
(L) ce(d+1)/2 ZieIo Zje& ¢ q@(,j)
= (2 > @y )l .
— b S et |Eil
€10 ]Egi’g i€Zg y

By (5.286) and (5.92),

Z Eid] < C(sz—dg(dfl)fgflﬂj < 052—2d2(d71)€€—(d+1)/2.
i€Zp

By the above two displays, we have

Z Z 1 ( (d+1)/2.( ZiEIo ZjE&;,z ql(g) 5.290
qz] og(ce 4,5 ) Z Z qZ] C§;2d2(d_1)£ ' (5. )

i€Zp ngz Vi i€Zp ]651 ¢

By (5.281) and (5.288), noting that 2¢=1 > 250 > 44, we have

> 2 ‘Jw <D D4 o ?d <Cp-27, (5.291)

i€To jEE; i€o jEE; ¢ 0

where (7 is a positive constant that depends only on d,u,v. Note that for any o > 0, the
function g,(t) := tlog (%) is monotonically decreasing on [0,e~'a] and monotonically increasing

174



on [e~1a, 00). Hence by (5.290) and (5.291),

Z Z qi(,?) log (CE—(d-&-l)/?qz(ﬁ))

1€To JEE; ¢
(L)
- log(6_10011522d)<z > Q§§)> + (Z > %(5)) log (Z e sziz&fw ) >
i€T0 €€, 4 i€To jE€i g el
>(2dlog d; — C) ( > q§j>> +Cp 27 og (e 127%)
1€Zo jEE; ¢
>(2dlog 65 — <Z > q” > —C-n (5.292)
i€Zo jEE; ¢

Note that (5.292) also holds if } ;.7 || =0
By Jensen’s inequality, if Zf:oo > iez, |€iel > 0, then

Ko
>3 3 aiftog (e )

{=01i€Zly jE&; p

Ko
_ (C1E(d+1)/z 33 e

) Zzezo Z]ea . ( (dH)/Zqz(,J))
K
0=0 ieTy o i€Ty &,
Ko —(d+1)/2
><c—1€(d+1)/22 Z |5l£’> ( Z Z’LEIO Z]egleq@ )
(=0 ic Ty S iez 1€l
l ce” (D2 Z z:1610 Zje& ¢ qz,]
(XX X ) =
=0 1€Zp je& ¢ €Ty 1€0,L

5 S ez, Yiee, , 4L
(L) 1€Ty L4j€E; ¢ 115
B < Z Z Z qu > log ( 052 2d2(d 1)Ko ) ! (5.293)

=0 1i€Zp je&; ¢

where for the last inequality, we note that by (5.286) and (5.92),

KO KO
Z Z ‘E’L €| < C Z Z 55d2(d—1)65—1/2 < Cé‘;dQ(d—l)Kog—l/QI < 0552d2(d—1)K0€—(d+1)/2‘
=0 i€y =0 i€Zp

Moreover, by (5.281),

D IPICEI N I

=014y jE&; ¢

\ /\

I J
EZ Gij < Fea(RYx RY) < 1. (5.294)
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y (5.293) and (5.294), we have

K
iz 3 o log (65 (d+1)/qu(5>)

(=0 i€Ty jEE; 4

25(00 dieTy 2ojes q(L‘)
= [AS¥ ] Jecie 11,
> o= (35 3 o)+ (L5050 ) o (ZEZ )
=014y jE&; ¢ =014y jE&; ¢
_ _ Fe 2(RY x RY)
> (2dlog 6y — C)Fe (R x RY) + 4. 5(R? x R) log (ZQ(dl)Ko
> (2dlog b — CKo)Te2(R? x RY) + 7. 5(R? x R log (7..2(R? x RY). (5.205)

Note that (5.295) also holds if Zﬁo iezy [€iel =0
Combining (5.282), (5.289), (5.292), and (5.295), we obtain that

I J No
= D0 Aea(Lige x Ry)(log (e e (L x Ry)))
=1 j—=1 (=1

I J
> Z Zqi(g) log (CE—(dH /2%(5 ) Z Z Z q” ) log ( d+1)/2ql(7j))
i=1 j=1

(=0 €Ty jE€&; 4
>(2dlog 62 — CKo)Fe2(R? x RY) + 4. 2(R? x RY) log (7-,2(R? x RY))
| (2d10gds c>< Y Y Y qu) oY ot
(=Ko+11i€Zy jegi,[ {=Kp+1
>(4dlog 62 — CKo)¥ep(R? x RY) + 7. 2(R? x RY) log (7-,2(R? x RY)) — C K27,

where we use Z€ Ko+1 ZZGIO Z]ngg Qz(,j = Zz 1 Z] 1 qz,] — Zz 1 Z] 1 q%] = ’YE Q(Rd X Rd) m
the last inequality. This establishes (5.279). The bound (5.280) can be similarly deduced. O

Lemma 5.37. For any § € (0,e7!], we have

J No No

1
2200 Migee(log (7 Mg 0))
i=1 j=1¢

i=1 j=1 ¢=1 ¢'=1
<(Clog(67") +1log(65 1)) 7= 2(R? x R?) 4 Cdlog(6~1).

Proof. For any i € [I],j € [J], we define &;; :== {T € 8* : TNL; # 0,7 NR; # 0}. For any
e[Il,j €], ¢t €[Ng], and T € S*, we define

——— Jonsiyn,y PSR (2) foiryor, ,, 52(2)8(2)dH! (2)
Mot = Joncarnag REOSDBEE fint(T)rw,g fo(2)F(2)dH () '

(5.296)
Note that by (5.277), M j¢ = me’ m; j.o0 (T)dA(T). Hence by Jensen’s inequality, with ®(-) as
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n (1.22), we have

No No

I J
DD DD M (log (7 PM ),

=1 j=1/¢=10=1
No No

>3 ( / e (D)NT) ) (Tog (@72 | i’jm,-,j;e,ef<T>dA<T>))+

1/¢=10=1
Z (/ mi7j;g7[/ (T)dA(T)) IOg (E(d+3)/2/ mi’j;g’gl(T)d)\(T)>
Gi,j Gi,j

! 2,0/ €[No):
fei,j M4, j:¢,0/ (T)dAN(T)>el(d+3)/2

I J
1 _
=YY > ‘I’(Mem /6 : <d+3)/2A<6@-,j>mi,j;w<T>dA<T>)

i=1 j=1 0,0/ [No): i
fGi,j m; .o o (T)AN(T)>e(@+3)/2

I J
@923 3 3 A(elam /6 @ (=7 DN(S ) mi s (T) ) AN(T)

i=1 j=1 Z,ZIE[NQ]: .
Jo. M 0.0 (T)AN(T)>e(@+3)/2
2,3

Z]:ZJ: Z / mygiear(T) (log (=49 PA(S1)mei (1)) ) dA(T)
1
vy > /

i=1 j= 1£€, f)kk/ﬂT

MN
MK

A

1j

M-
Mk

i=1

<.
Il

[V (@), 2} g (T (0)) (og (/2N )mi s (T(0)) ) |

Y ( [ fa)den (Lt (o = V@) F@)ar: @) ) at o), (5207
T(q)
where the last equality uses Lemma 4.15 (note that by (2.15), T71(&; ;) C ﬁ*kk,)

Below, we consider any i € [I],j € [J], £,¢' € [Ny}, and T' € &, j. Note that int(7") C T*ﬂ’f-l";hk/.
Let q € ﬁhk/ be the intersection point of 7" and Hy . By (5.44) and (5.45), we have

/ Fo ()5 (2)aH (2) = / W, y)dH (@) dH (),
int(T)N A (int(T)NAP) X (it (T)NVE,)

/ Fow ()3 (2)dH (2) = / W, y)dH (2)dH (y),
int(T)NL; ;e (int(T)NL; j¢) % (int (T)NYS, )

/ g (2)3(2)dH (2) = / W, y)dH (2)dH (y).
int(T)NR,; ;. ¢ int(T

)X (int(T)NR; j.01)
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Consequently, by Lemma 5.7 and Definition 5.3,

mi,j;é,f’(T)
<05 LY e e (ISR ()50 Jiscrynn o Sk CISCHNE) fwryom, ,, 9t (25 (2)AH ()
int(T)nx2 ik fint(T)mX,j Jrg (2)F(2)dH(2)
=0y - ]lf(int(T)mX]S)x(int(T)ﬁyz,) hor (2y)dM (2)dH (y)>0

y f(int(T)ﬂLi,j;z)X(int(T)ﬂy]:,) hr(x, y)dH (z)dH' (y) f(int(T)ﬁXlg)x(int(T)ﬂRi’j;e,) hr(z,y)dH (z)dH' (y)
f(int(T)mX,g)x(mt(:r)my}g,) hr(z,y)dH (z)dH (y)

<5_1~]l h dH () dHL
=3 f(int(T)ﬂX}S)x(int(T)ﬁy]‘z/) r(zy)dH (z)dH! (y)>0

f(int(T)mLi,j;g)x(int(T)my;;/) hep (2, y)dH () dH (1) Jimmynxe) < msmng, 0 (@ y)dH! (x)dH (y)

X
2
(Jmeerynae) (ins(r)ne,) I (@, y)dH (2)dH (¥))

)

(5.298)

where we use f(int(T)nXg)x(int(T)my,j,) hr(z,y)dH (z)dH (y) < [, 7 hr(z,y)dH (z)dH (y) < 1in
the last inequality. Note that by Theorem 5.2(d) and (2.11), for any z,z¢ € int(7) N Ay and
y,yo € int(T) N Yy, we have chr(zo,y0) < hr(x,y) < Chr(zo,y0). Hence by (5.298),

mijie.e (1)

1 )
SC(SS ’ ]]_fint(T)ﬁX;; f(z)dH1($)>0]]'fint(T)my;/ G(y)dH! (y)>0

F(z)a 1 1 Flo\e 1 1
y f(mt(T)mLi,j;g)x(mt(:r)my;;/)f(x)g(y)‘m (x)dH (y) f(int(T)ﬂX;j)X(int(T)ﬁRi’j;e/)f(x)g(y)dH (x)dH (y)

Ty 2
(f(int(T)mx,g)x(mt(T)my;,) f(@)g(y)dH! (x)dH (1))

w(rynacg F(@)dH (@)>0 ]lfianmy,j, §(2)dH ()0

i

% fint(T)ﬂLi,j;e f(x)d’]—[l(x) fint(T)mRiyj;e, g(x)d%l(x)

fiﬂt(T)ﬂX,S flx)dH!(x) fint(T)my}:, g(z)dH! ()
=0t ]lfT(q)MIS /@ det(Ide*q’V(q»F(q))cml(m)>oﬂfT(q)my,‘g, 9(x) det(La+(z—q,V (q)) F(q))dH (2)>0
 Jr@nn, S@ detla+ (@ = 0,V (@) F(@)dH! ()
Jri@ng £() detla + (o =, V(@) F())dH' ()
Jrnr, ., 9) det(la+ (z — ¢, V(@) Fg)dH (x)
Jriay, 9@) det(Ta+ (= 4. V(@) F(g) dH (x)
where the last equality uses Definition 4.10 and (4.46). If int(7") N L; j,c = 0 or int(T) N R, j.pr = 0,
then by (5.299) (note that T = T'(q)), m; j.o,¢ (T) = 0. Below we assume that int(7) N L; j,» # 0 and
int(T)NR; ;. # 0. Suppose that zg € int(T) N L; j,0 and yo € int(T)NR; ;.. If u(zo) < u(yo), then

uw(yo) — u(zo) = ||zo — wol| > do (as d(Ls, Rj) > d(Xy, Vi) > do), and so for any = € int(T) N A
and y € int(T) N Yy,

(5.299)

u(y) — uw(w) > u(yo) — u(xo) — [u(x) — w(wo)| — [u(y) — ul(yo)| = do — |lz — zoll — ly — voll >0,

where the last inequality uses max{||z — x|, ||y — o} < 2Vdh < do/5 (recall (2.2)); consequently,
by Theorem 5.2(c), hy(x,y) = 0 for all z € int(T) N AL,y € int(T)N Yy, and so m; j.p ¢ (T) =0 (by
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(5.298)). Below we further assume that u(zg) > u(yo), which implies V(q) = ”58:28”. Thus, with
Ui ; as in (5.89), we have

o — Yo i — ¢} (o —wo) — (ci =PIl |llwo — woll — llei — <]
1V(q) — Uiyl = T
lzo —yoll e — | lzo — yol| lzo — oll
2([|lzo — il + [lyo — ¢ 469V/d
< ([lwo — cill + llyo — <5l < Y0avde N (5.300)
lzo — yol| do

where the second to last inequality uses max{||zo — c;|,[lyo — ¢}[I} < SoV/de (as xo,c; € L; and
Yo, ¢; € R;) and min{||zo — yol|,[[c; — ¢}[|} > do. By the definitions of L; j;, and R; j as in (5.90)
and (5.91), for any = € T'(q) N L;j;¢ and y € T'(q) N R; j,ir, we have [(U;;,x — xo)| < e and
|(Uij,y — yo)| < d2e, hence by (5.300),

(V(g),z —z0)| < Uij, o —x0)| + [V (q) — Uij,x — wo)| < d2e + [|[V(q) — Uijlll|z — o]

< Oge + Ogv/e - 6Vde < Chae, (5.301)
[(V(2),;y —yo)l < [Uij,y—yo)|l + [V (q) = Usj,y —yo)| < d2e+ |[V(q) — Uijlllly — ol

< bge 4 Cdyy/e - 63V de < Cdae, (5.302)

where we use the fact that max{||z — zol|, ||y — vol} < d2v/de (as z,29 € L; and y,yo € R;). By
(5.301) and (5.302),

HY(T(q) N Lijp) < Cdae, HYT(q) N Ry jr) < Cooe. (5.303)

For any = € T(q), as min{a(q), B(q)} > do (recall that ¢ € Hyy and (2.10)), by Hadamard’s
inequality (see, e.g., [33, Lemma 2.5]), (2.11), and Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)), we have

|det (Ig+ (2 — ¢,V (q))F(q))| < |La+ (z — ¢,V ||2 (1+2D||F(q)|l2)* < C.  (5.304)
By (5.299) and (5.303)(5.304), we have

L onace @) det(Lu+{z-a,V (@) Fla) i (2)>0
Trayree £(@) ety + (& — 4. V() F(q))dH (z)
L e, 9(2) det(Tat(o=a.V (@) F(a)dH! (2)>0

fT(q)myO g(x) det(Lg + (z — ¢, V(q)) F(q))dH! ()’

Next we bound A(6; ;). By Lemma 4.15 (note that T-1(&; ;) C T;%, /), we have

my jieo(T) SC6365 '€

(5.305)

A(Si) —/ \<V(q),ak,k'>ldﬂd_1(q)/ f(w)det (Ly + (z — ¢, V(@) F(q))dH' (x).
9o (T~ (S4) T(q)

Consequently, noting (5.304), we get
A(Gij) < CH (S NTH(S5y)). (5.306)

Let ¢; j € Hy i be the intersection point of [c;, c;] and Hy . For any q € O NT (S, ;), there

exist # € T'(q)NL; and y € T(q)NR;. Note that [z —c;|| < d2v/de and [ly—c|| < d2v/de. Moreover,
by elementary computation, we have

<Ci) ak,k’>c;' - <C;‘7 ak,k’>ci + bk,k’(ci - C;) . (ZL‘, ak’k/>y — <y7 ak7k1>$ + b]f’k/(fE — y)

4ij = q=
" (ci — ¢ app) ’ ( =y, apw)
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Hence on noting (c; — ¢, apx), (v — y,apr) > ¢ (by (2.4)), we get |lg — g 5] < Cdavde < Cy/e.
Consequently, H¥ 1 (H;p N T7H(S;5)) < Cel@=1/2 which combined with (5.306) yields

MGi,) < Ce@ /2, (5.307)

For any q € $g 1 N T-Y(S*), we define
= z)de x— Y
0= [ S (s =g V)@ )
X (/ g(z)det (Ig + (z — g, V(q))F(q))d’Hl(az)> > 0. (5.308)
T(g)nyy

By (5.297), (5.305), and (5.307), noting that &, ; C S*, we get

ZZZZMW@/ log (™92 M, )

I J No
i=1 j=1 (=1 ¢'=

I J
i G0l x)de x — Lig
N S [ mener@)( [ @ oo ViR )

i=1 j=1£,0'[No]
x [(V(q), 2w )| ((log(Co51) 4 + (log 3(q)) - )dH ' (q).  (5.309)

Note that by (5.296) and (5.88), for any q € $ N T~1(S*), we have

I J

_ = 1
ZZ Z m” eo(T _ﬂfT(Q)ﬂXIS F2(2)F(2)dH1(2)>0 /T(q)my;, G2(2)(2)dH ()

i=1 j=1¢,0¢c
= [ REEEH )
T(q)NXy

hence by Definition 4.10 and (5.88),

(i > msae (@) ([ et L+ e Vi) F(@)ir' )

i=1 j=1 £,'€[No]

= fo(2)F(z)dH (= x)de T — Yz
=( [, Bes@new ) ([ et oV Fo) )
=/ Fa(w) det (Ig + (z — ¢,V (9)) F(q))dH (x) (5.310)
T(g)NAP
=/( - Go(z) det (I + (z — ¢, V(q))F(q))dH' (). (5.311)
By (5.47) and the fact that fa(z) < fr(2) and go(x) < g () for every z € R? (see (5.72)),
/ Fa(@) det (Ta + (z — 4,V (@) F(q))dH (x) < / f(@)det (Ia + (& — q, V() F(q))dH' (),
T(g)nxg T(g)NX?

/ go(z) det (Ig+ (z — ¢, V(q)) F(q))dH (z) < / g(z)det (I + (z — ¢, V(q)) F(q))dH (z).
T(q)ﬂy,j, T()nYy,

(5.312)
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Combining (5.308)—(5.312), we get
I J No Np
DD DD Mijuw(log (P M i),
i=1 j=1 f=1 /=1
</ ~ [(V(q), agw)| min {H(q)”z,/ fa(x) det (I + (z — g, V(q)>F(Q))dH1(w)}
D NT7H(S*) T(q)NXP
x ((log(Cd51))+ + (logd(q))—)dH ' (q).

For any § € (0,e7!] and ¢ € $Hp N T~(S*) such that J(q) < 62, as zloga is monotonically
decreasing on [0, e~1], we have J(q )1/2(10g 3(q))— = —23(q)"/?log(d(q)"/?) < 261og(6~"). Hence for
any § € (0,e7!] and ¢ € Hp NTH(S*),

min {3(q)1/ ? /T _— folx) det (g + (z — q, V(q))F(q))dHl(x)}((log(C531))+ + (log 3(q))-)

§(log(C’(53_1))+ /T( - fo(x) det (Id + (z —q, V(q))F(q))dHl(x) +20log(671)

200807 [ ) det (Lo (o 0. V() F(@)dH! )
T(q)NXy
<(Clog(6~") +log(d51)) /T( - fo(z)det (I + (x — q, V(q)) F(q))dH' (z) + 26 log(6 ).

By the above two displays, we conclude that for any 6 € (0,e™1],

J No No

I
ZZZZMMN’ log (™2 M),

i=1 j=1¢=1 /0=
<(Clog(6™ 1) +1og( M)

X / i !<V(Q)7ak,k'>\d7id_l(®/ fa(x) det (Iy + (z — ¢,V (q)) F(q))dH' (z)
N, NTH(S*) T(q)NX?
+25log(6 " HYH (S NT™HSY))
g(clog(6—1)+1og(531))/dA(T)/ o) (w)dH (x) + 201og (6~ YH ™ (Hy )

TnxY
<(Clog(6~") + log(d5 / fo(z)dz + Clog(671)
=(Clog(67") +1og(55")) 7 2(R? x RY) + Célog(671),

where we use Lemma 4.15 in the second inequality, Lemma 4.19 and (2.12) in the third inequality,
and Lemma 5.11 in the last line. O

Lemma 5.38. For any 6 € (0,e7!], we have

> Z/L fi(@)(log (712 f(2))) , dw < Clog(6")7e 2(R? x RY) + Colog(671),  (5.313)

Z > / gi(y) (log (e 2gi(1))) , dy < Clog(6™})7e2(R? x R + C5log(571). (5.314)
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Proof. By (5.93), recalling the definition of ®(-) from (1.22), we have

Sns(r @y, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2)
Jint(r@pnye, 92(2)(2)dH (2)

(k)g( (0. Jmann, 2EFEHE) )) N
)

lfint(T(x))ﬁyz/ G2(2)5(:)aH1 (:)>0./2(2) -

)
\[flnt z)NYe, 92(2)8(2)dH (2)

' Sns(r ey, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2) o
fint(T(a:))myg, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2)

_ - fmt( T(x))NR; G2(2)F(2)dH (2)
+ZZ/an* fsironye, 2) (z)dw(z)>0\/5f2($)'@< ) .

I J
= Z ]Z:/L - e— B (2)3(z)dm1 (z)>0/2(x) (log fa(z)) 1
I

\[fmt NNV, G2(2)F(z)dH!

/Xﬁﬂs* ﬂfmt(T(z))nyz, 52(5)3(Z)d?'11(2)>0f2(x) (log fao(x))4dx

>

7j=1

ﬂfint(T(z))ﬂyzl G2(2)§(2)dH! (2 >0\[f2( ) (

OOT*

Sns(r ey, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2) o
VE Jint(r@pnye, 92(2)8(2)dH! ()
(5.315)

By (5.72), Lemma 5.5, and (1.24), fo(x) < frw(z) < f(z) < My for L%a.e. z € R% Hence by
Lemma 5.11,

/Xgrﬂ* ﬂfin:(T(z))my;/ §2(2)3(2)d7‘11(2)>0f2 (x)(log fa(x))+dx

S/ fa(x)(log f(x))+dz < log(max{ Moy, 1})/ fo(z)dr < CFe (R x RY). (5.316)
T -
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By Lemma 4.19 and (5.88), noting that A(S\S*) = 0 (see Definition 5.1

)
_ - fmt(T(w) AR 92(2)F(2) Hl('z)

1 . 1 X . d

/XW Juncrennye, RFEH (2>0VEL(?) (f ey, REFEIIE) )

=ve /S ﬂfint(T)myzl gz<z>3(z>dﬂl<z>>o< / - fa (@) (z)dH! (x)>

| Juwirng, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2)
x @ (\ﬁfim(T)ﬁy,‘j, g2(z)3(z)d7-[l(z)>d>\(T)

— — 1
=ve /5 ﬂfiwmg, 92(Z)3(z)d7-11(2)>0< /int(:r)my;;, 92(2)§(2)dH (Z)>

= fmt(T)mR G2(2)F(2)dH ()
(I)(\[fmt(T e, 92(Z)S(Z)d7-[1(z)>d/\(T)

= 1, G ()% (2 . / gz&zd’le>
g Sy, B2ASEAH )>0( int(T)NYV2,NR; AR ()

fint(T)ﬂRj 92(2)§(2)dH' (2)
: (10g (ﬁfim(my;, m(z)&(@d%l(z)))f”) | o310

for any j € [J], we get

We denote by & the set of T € S* such that TN XY # 0, TNV, # 0. Note that T-(&) C 7; kA
and for any T' € S*\&, by (5.45),

/ 72(2)3(2)dM’ (2) < / i (2)F(2)dH' ()
int(T)NYp, int(T)NY?,

<

/ W, y)dH (@) dH (y) =
(int(T)NA2) x (int(T)NY2,)

Hence by (5.317) and Lemma 4.15, and noting Definition 4.10, we get

z N 92(2)F(2)dH! (2)
1 ] % )
/Xz?ﬂ‘z* fint(T(:c))ﬁyz/ 92(2)3(2)d?'11(z)>0\/5f2($) (\[fmt - g2(z)g(z)d}[1(2) ~

:/6 ]lfint(T)nyZ, gQ(Z)S(Z)d’Hl(Z)>O(/int(T)ﬁy;,ij QQ(Z)S(Z)dH (Z)>
fmt(T) R; G2(2)F(2)dH' ()
’ ( (f = oy, 22 >%<z>d%1(z>)>+dw)

= /j6 ey VD BRI e 5a(0) der(Le (e V(@) PlaDH 20
k,k’

X (/T( I, g2(x) det (Ig+ (x — g, V(Q)>F(q))d7—[1(5p)>

" Jronn, 82(0) det(Ta + (x — ¢,V () F(q))dH () .
NG fm s, 92(@) det(Ly + (@ = 4, V(@) F(q))dH () v

(5.318)
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For any q € H NT~H&) and = € T(q), as min{a(q), B(q)} > do (recall that $ s C Hy s and
(2.10)), by Hadamard’s inequality (see, e.g., [33, Lemma 2.5]), (2.11), and Theorem 3.3 (see (3.4)),
we have

| det (I + (z — ¢, V(0))F(@))| < |La+ (z — ¢, V(@) F(g)||5 < (1 + 2D||F(q)]2)" < C.
Hence by (5.72) and (5.47), for any q € $;» N T 1(S),
/T( - Go(z)det (I + (z — ¢, V(q))F(q))dH' (z) < CH'(T(q9) N R;) < Cdav/e < Cy/e. (5.319)

For any ¢ € $y NT71(S), define C(q) := fT(q)my,j, g2(z) det (Ig + (x — ¢, V(q))F(q))dH*(x). By
(5.318) and (5.319), we have

4 J 92(2)§(2)dH! (2)
= = int(7T'(x))NR;
Z /Xom‘f* ]lfint(T(ac))ﬁyz/ G2(2)3(:)aH1 (:)>0VEf2(2) ®< o ’
7=1 k

\/gfint(T(x))ﬂyg/ 92(2)§(2)dH ()
g 1
: /ﬁk,kal(@ @2 </T<q>my,:, go(w) det (Ia + (x — ¢, V(@) F(g))dH (93)>

¢ d-1
X <10g <fT(q)my;;, go(x) det(Ig + (x — ¢, V() F(q))dH! () >+d’H (q)

< / (V(q), a0} [€(q) (C + (10g €(g)) ) dH* (g).
HpwNT~H(S)

For any § € (0,e™!] and q € )y NT (&) such that C(q) < §, as x log z is monotonically decreasing
on [0, e~ 1], we have €(q)(log €(q))— = —€(q)log(€(q)) < dlog(d~1). Hence for any § € (0,e~!] and
q € Hpw NTH(S),

C(q)(C + (log €(q))-) < (C +log(d~"))€(q) + dlog(8™") < Clog(d~")€(q) + dlog(d~").

By the above two displays, and noting that $j ,» C Flhk/, we obtain that for any & € (0,e7!],

Sns(r ey, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2) N
VE fint(r@ynys, 92(2)8(2)dH! (2)

<Clog(6™") / (V(0), ) |€(@)dH ™ (g) + 6 1og(6~ YHO ()
Ay NT~H(S)

J
]Z:; /g‘ylgmg* ]]_j‘int(T<z>>myZ/ §2(z)3(z)d7{1(z)>0\/5f2($) . @(

<Clog(6™) /S ANT) | ala)(e)H! (@) + Colog(5™)
SClog(é_l)/ Go(x)dz + Cdlog(671) = Clog(6~ 1) 2(RY x RY) 4 Clog(57 1), (5.320)
Rd

where we use Lemma 4.15 and (2.12) in the second inequality, and Lemmas 4.19 and 5.11 in the
last line. Combining (5.315), (5.316), and (5.320), we obtain (5.313). The bound (5.314) can be
similarly deduced. 0

We now complete the proof of Proposition 5.20.
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Proof of Proposition 5.20. We fix any Ky € N* such that 250 > 4dy! and any § € (0,e7']. By
(5.278) and Lemmas 5.36-5.38, we have

/ r(z,y) max { log (E(dfl)/Qr(a:,y)),O}dxdy
R xR4

< C(log(67") +1log(d5") +log (05 ") + Ko) 7= 2(R? x R?) 4 Cdlog(6~ 1)
~27:2(R* x R log (7 2(R? x R?)) + CK(2~ 0. (5.321)
Note that by Lemma 5.11 and (5.71)—(5.72),
Toa xR = [ flado= [ frato)n— [ F@de = @) -(1-8) [ plo.gdsdy,
R4 R4 R4 R x R4

Hence by Proposition 5.19,
lim sup lim sup lim sup 7. 2 (R? x R?) = O3k k! (R%). (5.322)

61—=0T Mi—oo =0t
Sending ¢ — 07, M; — oo, and d; — 0T sequentially in (5.321), and using (5.322), we obtain that

lim sup lim sup lim sup/ r(x,y) max { log (E(dfl)/zr(x, y)) ) O}da;dy
R4 x R4

01—0t Mi—oco e—0t
<C(log(d7") +1log(95) +log(0; ) + Ko) dapus pr (R7) + Colog(d7")
— 28311, 1 (R?) log (8311, 4 (R?)) + C K270,
Sending 63 — 07, § — 0T, and Ky — oo sequentially in the above display, we conclude that

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup/ r(z, y) max { log (E(dfl)ﬂr(x, y)),0}dzdy < 0. O
Rdx R4

03—0tT 61 —0+ Mi—oo e—0Tt

6 Counterexamples

6.1 Sharpness of the error tolerance in Theorem 1.10

In this section, we demonstrate the sharpness of the error tolerance o(¢) in Theorem 1.10. Assuming
that the marginal supports X and ) are strictly separated by a hyperplane, we show that there
exist O(e)-optimal couplings 7. € II(u, ) which converge to an optimal transport plan -, different
from the entropic Monge plan ~p.

We say that X and Y are strictly separated by a hyperplane if there exist ag € R and by € R
with |lag]| = 1 such that (x,ag) > b for all x € X and (y,ag) < by for all y € Y.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that X and Y are strictly separated by a hyperplane. Then there exist
7L € I(p,v) such that as € — 07, we have Cc(y.) < EOT.(u,v) + O(e) and ~. converges weakly to
Y = A® K, where Kl := fir ® Ur for each transport ray T'. In particular, . does not converge to
the entropic Monge plan .

Proof. Since X and ) are strictly separated by a hyperplane, we can take K = K’ = 1 in the
domain decomposition in Section 2.2. Let 4. be the Borel measure on R? x R? with density

1 (l‘, y) = ﬂmeX;ﬂT*ﬂ'f—f y I[z(w,y)eint(T(a:))ﬁ)JO I[(b"zf,‘—z(a:,y) V(x)) >OS(ZL‘)_1']F(ZL‘)§(Z(LII, y))

x (2l|lz — z(x,y)]le) " 1/2\/det (Lo + [lz = z(z, y) [ F(z(2. 9)))

w(2.) T (e Tat F (@) ) w(e.y) (6.1)

X 6’7%
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with respect to £¢® L4, where k = k' = 1. Note that pi(z,y) is obtained from p;(z,y) in (5.135)
by replacing h(z,z(x,y)) with f(2)g(z(x,y)). Thus, replacing hr(x,y) by f(x)j(y) for T € S* and
(z,y) € T x T (cf. Definition 5.1 and Theorem 5.2) in the arguments of Section 5 (cf. Theorem 1.7,
Proposition 5.19, and Lemma 5.22), we obtain couplings 7. € II(u, v) for every € > 0 such that

{Ca(ﬁy\é) — OT(M7 V) d—1
+
€ 2

lim sup loge} <S(u,v57), (6.2)

e—0t

drv(7L,4:) =0 ase— 07, (6.3)

where drvy (-, -) is the total variation distance. Using Definition 1.4, the assumption of the theorem,
and Lemma 4.20, we obtain that S(u,v;7)) < co. Hence by (6.2) and the fact that C.(y.) >

Jraxga 17 = ylldyL(z,y) > OT(u,v), we have
lim C.(vz) = OT(p,v). (6.4)
e—0t

Consider any sequence ; — 07. As II(u,v) is weakly compact, a subsequence of (véj) (still
denoted ('yéj)) converges weakly to some limit v € II(u,v). By (6.4), 7 is an optimal transport
plan. Below we show that 7/ = /. For any (z,y) € R? x R, we define t(z,y) := (, (y —z, V(z))).
Let B, B”, B. be the pushforward measures of v}, 7Y, 4= (respectively) by t. By (6.3), 4. ; converges
weakly to 7. For any continuous bounded function ¢ on R and & > 0, we have

/ gm%f3/ (@, y — 2,V (@) dAe ().
Rd-+1 Rd xR

Define ¥(xz,y) := ¢(z, (y — x,V(x))) for any 2,y € R%. Note that ¥(-,-) is bounded and Borel
measurable, and for each z € RY, U(z,-) is continuous. Hence by the above display and Lemma 4.23,
and noting that the first marginals of 4. and ~( are all given by p, we get

im [ pdB. — lim wmwﬁdﬁwz/

j—oo JRd+1 7 jooo Jpaypd R x R4

‘I’(w,y)dvé'(x,y)z/ pdB".
Rd+1
Consequently, P, converges weakly to B”. From (6.1), B., = P’ for all j, and so PB"” = P’. This
combined with the fact that ~(),~{ are both optimal transport plans yields v = 7.

Therefore, 7. converges weakly to 7. By (6.2) and Theorem 1.9, C.(7.) < EOT.(u,v) 4+ O(e).
From Lemma 6.2 below, we have 7, # 7. O

Lemma 6.2. For A\-a.e. T € S, the solution k1 of the constrained EOT problem (1.5) cannot be

fr ® .

Proof. Consider any T € S* (note from Definition 5.1 that A(S\S*) = 0). If fir ® iy is not

monotone on 7', then it does not satisfy the constraint in (1.5) and hence cannot be a solution.
Below we assume that ji7 ® Uy is monotone on 7. Note that this, together with Assumption 1.1,

implies the existence of closed intervals A, B C T such that AN B = (), iy is concentrated on A,

vy is concentrated on B, and u(z) > u(y) for all z € A,y € B. In particular, any xr € (a7, or)
is monotone on 7. Hence (1.5) is equivalent to

. d—1 - -
inf { — log(lwyl!)dXT(w,y)+H(XTIMT®VT)}-
xT € (fir,0r) 2 TXT
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It follows that kr satisfies (see, e.g., [45, Theorem 4.2])

ART(T,Y) @)+t og(layl)

p- = for i ® Ur-a.e. (x,y) € T x T,
d(iir ® ir) fir @ vp-a.e. (z,y)

where ¢, : T'— R are Borel measurable.
If Kk = b & vy, then

p(z) +¥(y) + log(|lz —yll) =0 for ir ® Dp-ace. (z,y) € T x T,

Recall from Section 1.1 that fiz and D are absolutely continuous with respect to H!|r. By Fubini’s
theorem, there exists a Borel set Ag C A with fip(Ag) = 1 such that for every z € Ap, the identity
o(x) +(y) + % log(||z — y||) = 0 holds for pp-a.e. y € B. Since fip is absolutely continuous with
respect to H!|p, Ag must contain at least two distinct points; we pick 7 # a9 in Ag. For each
i€ {1,2}, let

B = {y € B p(er) + o) + =L log(lles — y) = o}.

Then vy (B;) = 1 for each ¢ € {1, 2}, hence op(B; N By) = 1. Since vy is absolutely continuous with
respect to 7—[1|T, it follows that By N By contains at least two distinct points. We choose y; # y2 in
B N By. Note that for all 7,5 € {1,2}, we have

1
_—log(llzi — ;) = 0.

e(xi) +¢(y;) +
Consequently, we have

log([lz1 = y1ll) + log([lz2 — yall) — log([lz1 — ) —log(l|lz2 — will) = 0,
=z —willlze — goll = llz1 — v2llllz2 — - (6.5)

Suppose that z; = by + s;Vp and y; = by + t;Vp for every i € {1,2}, where by and Vp are as in
Definition 2.1. As u(z) > u(y) for all x € A,y € B and z1 # x2,y1 # y2, we have s; > t; for all
1, € {1,2} and s 75 S9,t1 75 to. Hence by (65), we have (81 — t1)(82 — tz) = (81 — tz)(SQ — tl),
and therefore (s1 — s2)(t1 — t2) = 0. This contradicts the fact that s; # s9,t1 # to. Therefore, we
conclude that kp # fip ® Up. O

6.2 Necessity of the directional constraint to define 7,

We construct a counterexample to show that the directional constraint in (1.5) cannot be omitted.
That is, if a coupling = is defined by the unconstrained analogue of (1.5), then ~ is not the limit
of the EOT optimizers 7.. In fact, it is not even an optimal transport plan.

Let d > 2 and

Ay :=10,2] x [0,1]%7Y, Ay :=[5,6] x [0,1]97L, By :=1[3,4] x [0,1]*"!, By :=[7,9] x [0,1]¢" L.
For every = € R, let

]132(26)
3 g o @)=

f(ac) — 1A1(x) ]lAz(x) (l’) _ ]131 (:E)

Let p and v be Borel probability measures on R? with densities f and g, respectively, with respect
to L.
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Theorem 6.3. Consider any Kantorovich potential u € Lip;(R?) for (u,v) and its associated
transport rays. For each transport ray T, define k! as the solution of the following problem:

. d—1 o
wr LT gl - ybdaten) + Hoaliren [ 69
xr€U(fT,or) 2 TXT

that is, the problem obtained from (1.5) by removing the directional constraint. Set ) := A ® K/p.
Then ~( is not an optimal transport plan.

Proof. Note that X = supp(p) = ([0,2] U [5,6]) x [0,1]! and Y = supp(v) = ([3,4] U [7,9]) x

[0,1]971. We first show that for any Kantorovich potential u and (z2,- - - ,z4) € [0,1]97!, we have
w(0, 9, - ,xq) —u(9,22, -+ ,xq) = 9. (6.7)
For any = = (21, -+ ,x4) € RY, define ug(z) := —x1 and
(1 + 3,29, ,2q) if 2y €[0,1] and (x9,--- ,24) € [0,1]%!
(2) (z1+ 6,29, - ,24) ifzy € (1,2] and (wa,--- ,x4) € [0,1]971
s(x) ==
(z1+ 3,29, -+ ,24) ifz1 €[5,6] and (w2, -+ ,x4) € [0,1]971
0 if 21 ¢ [0,2] U[5,6] or (x9,--- ,xq) ¢ [0,1]47L.

It is easy to check that s pushes p forward to v and ug(x) —ug(s(z)) = || — s(x)|| for p-a.e. z € X.
Hence by [10, Lemma 6], s is an optimal transport map and ug is a Kantorovich potential. Now
for any Kantorovich potential u € Lip;(R?), using [10, Lemma 6] again, we obtain that for any
($27 T 7xd) S [07 1]d_17

u(zy + 3,29, ,xq) — u(xy, 22, -+ ,24) = —3 for all 1 € [0,1], (6.8)

u(xy + 6,9, ,xq) —u(x1, 22, -+ ,24) = —6 for all 1 € [1,2], )

w(zy + 3,2, -+ ,xq) —u(xy, x2, - ,xq) = —3 for all z; € [5,6]. (6.10)
Fix any (29, -- ,2q) and let @(zy) := u(xy, 2, -+ ,24) for any 21 € [0,9]. As u € Lip;(RY), @ is

1-Lipschitz on [0,9]. From (6.8), for any z; € [0,1], we have @(z1 + 3) — @(z1) = —3. Since @
is 1-Lipschitz on [0, 9], it follows that @ is linear with slope —1 on [z1,21 + 3]. As z; € [0,1] is
arbitrary, we conclude that 4 is linear with slope —1 on [0,4]. Similarly, using (6.9) and (6.10), we
deduce that u is linear with slope —1 on [1, 8] and [5,9]. Combining these facts, we conclude that
@ is linear with slope —1 on [0, 9]. Therefore, u(0,x2, -+ ,x4) — u(9,z2, -+ ,x4) = u(0) —a(9) =9,
establishing (6.7).

By (6.7) and Definition 2.1, the family of transport rays is

{Tosea Yo apyciorjits Loowa = {(@1, 22, 24) 1 21 €[0,9]},

where Ty, . 5, has upper end (0,2, ...,z4) and lower end (9, z2,...,24). Now fix (zg,--- ,z4) €
(0,19 and set T := T, .,. Disintegrating p and v along the transport rays, we obtain iz and
U, which are the uniform measures on

{(z1,22,...,2q) 21 €[0,2]U[5,6]} and {(x1,z2,...,2q): 21 € [3,4]U[7,9]},

respectively. By [45, Theorem 4.2], the measures x/. and fir ® Dp are equivalent, and so x/. is not
monotone on T'. Therefore, 7, = A ® £/ is not an optimal transport plan. O
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A Proofs for Section 2

This section collects the proofs of the results in Section 2.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. Each transport ray T' € S is represented by its ends (ar,br) € R? x RY, and
then the topology on S (as introduced in Definition 2.1) is the same as the subspace topology on S
induced from R? x R%. As a(-),b(-) are Borel measurable, T : T — S is also Borel measurable. [

Proof of Lemma 2.8. As «a(-), B(-) are Borel measurable and u(-) is continuous,

IS) ={(.y) € X x V2 £y, u(@) —uly) = |z —yl,a(x) = 0,8(x) > 0,a(y) > 0,8(y) = 0}

is a Borel subset of R? x RY. As R? x R? is a Polish space, [35, Corollary 13.4] then yields that S
is a standard Borel space when equipped with its Borel o-algebra. ]

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We denote o := min{a(x1), B(x1), a(z2), B(x2)}. Let T1, Ts be the transport
rays that contain 1, x9, respectively. We denote by ai, b, the upper and lower ends of 77, and by
as, bo the upper and lower ends of T5.

First consider the case where ||z; — 22| < /2. As |u(z1) — u(z2)| < ||x1 — 22| < /2, there

exists x5, € int(7) such that u(z1) = u(ah). Note that ||zf, — xa| = |u(z1) — u(x2)| < [|z1 — 22]|.
Hence

25 = az|| > [|z2 — ao|| = [lw2 — 23]l > 0 = [Jz1 — 22| > 0/2,

2 = ball = [lwz = ball = [lw2 — 23] = 0 = [lo1 — 2] = 0/2. (A1)

By [10, Lemma 16] and (A.1), we have

21 — 5]

IV (@1) = V@)l = |V (1) = V(@h)[| < —
207 min{fler — anll, [lzy = ball, [l — azll, |25 — bal}

e =gl _ ey = ol + i — ol _ Al — o]
- o/2 /2 - o
Now consider the case where ||z1 — z2|| > 0/2. We have
4|1 — 22|
IV (z1) = V(z2)ll < V()| + IV (z2)] = 2 £ ———,
completing the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 2.11. As «(-), 3(+) are upper semicontinuous, for any n € N* the sets {(q,t) €
Hpp xR :t < alg) —n'} and {(¢,t) € Hppr x R :t > —pB(q) + n~ '} are closed in Hyp x R.
Hence

I
(@

{(g,t) e Hppwy xR :t < a(q)} {(g,t) € Hppr x R:t < afq) —n '},

3
Il
—

{(q,t) € Hio x R:t > —pg) +n '}

I
(@

{(g,;t) € Hyp xR :t > —f(q)}

3
Il
_

are Borel measurable. Consequently, noting that {¢ € Hy  : (V(q),ak ) # 0} is a Borel subset of
ch,k’, we have
{(a.t) € Hpw xR:qe ANT,(V(a), apw) # 0, —B(q) <t < afq)}
=(({g € Hip : (V(9),arp) #0}NANT) X R)
N{(g:t) € Hpp x Rt <a(g)}N{(qt) € Hppr x R:t>—5(q)}
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is Borel measurable.
Now we define b : {(q,t) € Hppr x R : q € T, (V(q),apn) # 0,—B(q) <t < a(q)} — R? by
setting h(q,t) :== ¢+ tV(q) € T;*. By [10, Lemma 10], b is injective. For any n € N* we set

mk,k/;A;n = {q + tV(Q) /S AN 7-1*7 <V(Q)a ak,k’> 7& 07 _B(Q) <t< a(Q)v min{a(Q)a B(q)} > n—l}’

gjﬂlﬁk’;A;” = {(q’t) € Hlmk’ xR:ge AN ’TI*? <V(Q)a ak,k’> # 0,
— B(q) < t < a(q),min{a(q),B(q)} >n""}.
From the previous paragraph, it follows that for any n € N*, fﬂk k' Am is a Borel subset of Hy, . x R.

Moreover, for any (g¢,t),(¢',t') € ?Zi]hk/;Am, by Lemma 2.9 and (2.11), we have |V (¢) — V()] <
4n|lqg — ¢'|| and max{|t|, |t'|} < 2D, hence

@+ tV(a) — (@ + V()| < lNla—dll + IV = V(@) +1t=¢[|[V(d)]
< (148nD)|lqg—d||+ 1t =1

Hence h|@k a is Lipschitz continuous. By Kirszbraun’s theorem, h|ink o, can be extended to a
. Lo L / d S o e
Lipschitz continuous mapping b : Hy iy x R — R®. Note that f)]wk’kmm = b|wk,k’;A;n is 1?Ject1ve (as
b is injective). Consequently, using [27, Section 2.2.10] we conclude that 20y, 1. 4. = (W 4 4:n) =
h(Wi k7.4:n) is a Borel set. Therefore, Wi, k7.4 = Up | Wi k7,4 is a Borel set. O

Proof of Lemma 2.12. For any ap € Xk, by € Vi, let ¢(ar,br) be the (unique) intersection point
of [ar,br] and H gr. As 9 : Xy X Vg — Hp g is continuous, 91 (A) is a Borel subset of Xj X V.
Hence Sy x4 = {T € S : (ar,br) € v~(A)} is a Borel subset of S. O

Proof of Lemma 2.13. By the area formula ([26, Theorem 3.9]; note that the result holds for any
nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function g, as shown in Case 1 of the proof of this result), for
any nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function ¢ : R? — [0, 00), we have

Rdw(x)JT(x)da::/Rd( > 1/1(x)>dy. (A.2)
2P~ ({y})

Below, for any z € R, we take

= - 7 > 0. .
V(@) (p(fp(x))ﬂﬂk}c/(rlv'”’Idfl)GHk,k/1*5(9;2/(11,---,%71)) <Id<a(Q};}c/(z17'“al'dfl)) =0 (A-3)

As P(-) is Lipschitz continuous and ﬁk,k/ is a Borel subset of Hj, s, ¥(-) is Lebesgue measurable.
We have

Y(x)JP(x)dx
R4

= /Rd PN 1 a0 (070 1, 20 ) <raca(0 ] @120 1)

= [ @) [ AP (000, U stapota (TP s a), )
k,k!

JP(z)dx

= /H de_l(Q)/R]l(,B(q),oz(q))(t)(P(T(Qk,k’(CI)vt)>Rk,k’(q7t>dtv
T, k!
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where we use (2.19) in the last line. Now note that for any (¢,t) € Hy o x R such that t €

(—B(q), a(q)), we have P(Qw(q),1) = Uyp(q,t) = Viw(g,t) = g+ Vi (q) = ¢ + 1V (g) (where
we note that by (2.11), |t| < 2D). Hence

[ (@) 7@ - /

i dH " (q) /R L(_g(q),a(q) (t)e(q +tV(q)) Rk (g, t)dt. (A.4)
k, k!

Now consider any y € R? for which there exists some x = (x1,---,24) € P~'({y}) such
that ¢ (z) # 0. Setting ¢ = Q;i,(azl,-~ ,xq—1) and t = x4, by (A.3), we have q € fIM/ and
t € (=6(q),a(q)) (note that by (2.11), [t| < 2D). Thus y = P(z) = \i/kyk/(q,t) = U w(g,t) =
g+ tViw(q) = g +tV(q), which implies that y € 71 ;,. Moreover, ¥ (z) = ¢(P(z)) = »(y).

From the previous paragraph, for any y € Rd\ﬂfk’k,, we have erfp—l({y}) Y(z) = 0. Now we
consider any y € T, 1. Note that there exist ¢ € Hy, s and ¢ € (=5(q), a(q)) such that y = q+tV (q)
(note that by (2.11), [t| < 2D). For any = = (w1, ,z4) € P71({y}) such that ¢(z) # 0,
setting ¢ = Q;}g/ (21, -+ ,2q_1) and t' = x4, we have (from the previous paragraph) ¢’ € Hy,
t"e (=B(d),a(d)), and y = ¢’ +'V(¢'). By [10, Lemma 10], this implies that ¢ = ¢ and ¢’ = ¢,
hence z = (U xr(q),t). As P(Qei(9),t) = Vi (q,t) = Y (a,t) = ¢+ tVew(q) =g +tV(g) =y,
we have 37 o1 ¥(2) = ¥(Quw(q),t) = ¢(y). Therefore,

/( 2. w(x))dy: | e (A5)

zeP~1({y}) Tl;k,k’
The desired conclusion (2.21) follows from (A.2), (A.4), and (A.5). O

Proof of Lemma 2.14. Consider any Borel set A C I~{k7k/. By Lemma 2.11, the set 2y, 3+, 4 is Borel
measurable. By the definition of Hy, ;s as in (2.10), we have 20y, 1.4 = {q +tV(q) :q€ A, —pB(q) <
t < a(q)}. Note that 2y 4,4 is a transport set (recall Definition 2.2). Hence by [10, Lemma 27],

we have
/ f(z)dx = / g(x)dx < 1.
W 1. W

k,k/;A

By Lemma 2.13, we have

[ tede= [t @f @
W, 14 T

15k, k!

:/ﬁ de_l(Q)/RH(—ﬁ(q),a(q))(t)]lﬁﬂk,k/%(q+tV(Q))f(q+tV(Q))Rk,k’(Q7t)dt
ko, k!

:/de_l(q)/H(—ﬁ(q),a(q))(t)f(q+tV(Q))Rk,k’(q7t)dt-
A R

Similarly,
[ stwrds = [ a8 @) [ 10 s0am©la+ V@) Rl Ot
W, ia A R
Combining the above three displays, we obtain that for any Borel set A C H ke k!
[ 1@ [ 1o a0+ V(@) R (a0

= /Ad'Hd_l(Q)/R]l(—ﬁ(q),a(q))(t)g(q+tV(Q))Rk,k/(q,t)dtS 1.
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Hence for H4 -a.e. ¢ € I:—'Tk,k’a (2.22) holds. By Lemma 2.13, this implies that for £%-a.e. 2y € ’Nfl’fk s
if we set ¢ to be the intersection point of T'(z9) and Hy, s, then (2.22) holds.

Proof of Lemma 2.15. We only present the proof of ‘ fT* x) log (o d:L" < C. The proofs for

the other results are similar. First note that from (2.11) and the fact that 0 < fT* x)dx <1, we
have

- f(x)log(a(z))dr < log(2D) . f(z)dz <log(2D) < C. (A.6)

Moreover,
) o(2) o(a)
. f(z)log(a(z))dx = log(2D) - f(x)dx + - f(z)log ( )dac > f( ) log (ﬁ)dw

By (2.9), we have

a(m)
- f(z)log ( ZZ/ log 5D )dm. (A.8)
Now for any k € [K], k" € [K'], taking

{ f(z)log (%) for every x € 'Tf;k’k/,
0

xTr) =
#le) for every x € RA\T, ,/

in Lemma 2.13 (note that ¢(x) > 0 by (2.11)), we get

/T* () log (O;(g)>dx

1;k,k/

_ a(g+tVi(q
= / dH? 1((1)/ L p(g).a(q)) (t) f(a + 1V (q)) log <(2D())> Lysevigers, , Brw (g, t)dt
Hy, 1 R ik,

= /H dH"(q) /R L(_g(g),0(q)) () f(a +tV(q))log <a(g)D_t)Rk,k’(Qvt)dt

_ alqg) —1
>-C [ dH? 1(Q)/ 1 5(q).0(g)) (t) | l0g <(2)D)’dt > —C, (A.9)
Hy R

where we use (2.16) and (2.10) in the first two equalities, (1.24) and (2.20) in the first inequality,
and (2 12) in the last inequality. By (A.7)-(A.9), noting that K, K’ are of constant order, we get
fT* x)log(a(z))dr > —C'. Combining this with (A.6) yields UT* ) log(av(z))dz| < C. O

Proof of Lemma 2.16. By (2.9), for any s > 0,

K
oz e T a(z) <s}) = /T Lag<sdr = >

T k=1k'=1 1;k, K/
By Lemma 2.13, for each k € [K], k' € [K'], we have

/ oc(:v)gsdaj = /
* H

1;k,k/ k, k!

< CS/Hd_l(Hk’k/) < CS,

de_l(Q)/R]l(—ﬁ(q),a(q))(t)]la(q+tV(q))§st,k/(‘Lt)dt
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where we use (2.20) and (2.12) in the last two inequalities. Combining the above two displays,
noting that K, K’ are of constant order, we get L¥({z € T : a(x) < s}) < Cs. The second

conclusion £LI({x € T;* : B(x) < s}) < Cs can be similarly deduced. O
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