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Abstract For a given 1-Lipschitz map u: R” — R™ we define a partition, up to
a set of Lebesgue measure zero, of R" into maximal closed convex sets such that
restriction of u is an isometry on these sets.

We consider a disintegration, with respect to this partition, of a log-concave
measure. We prove that for almost every set of the partition of dimension m, the
associated conditional measure is log-concave. This result is proven also in the
context of the curvature-dimension condition CD(x, N) for weighted Riemannian
manifolds. This partially confirms a conjecture of Klartag.

We provide a counterexample to another conjecture of Klartag that, given a
vector measure on R” with total mass zero, the conditional measures, with respect
to partition obtained from a certain 1-Lipschitz map, also have total mass zero.
We develop a theory of optimal transport for vector measures and use it to answer
the conjecture in the affirmative provided a certain condition is satisfied.
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1 Introduction

Localisation is a technique in geometry that allows to reduce n-dimensional prob-
lems to one-dimensional problems. It first appeared in works of Payne and Wein-
berger [30] and was developed in the context of convex geometry by Gromov
and Milman [2I], Lovdsz and Simonovits [28] and by Kannan, Lovdsz and Si-
monovits [23]. Later, Klartag [25] adapted the technique to the setting of weighted
Riemannian manifolds satisfying curvature-dimension condition in the sense of
Bakry and Emery [3]. Subsequently, Ohta [29] generalised these results to Finsler
manifolds and Cavalletti and Mondino [14}[15] generalised them to metric measure
spaces satisfying the curvature-dimension condition as defined by Sturm [36}[37]
and by Lott and Villani [27].

The purpose of this paper is to continue along the line of this research and
investigate multi-dimensional analogue of the localisation technique, as proposed
in [25, Chapter 6]. In [25] the Monge-Kantorovich transport problem is exploited
to provide a suitable partition of a given Riemannian manifold M. Let us mention
that these ideas for the norm cost function originate in the work of Sudakov [38].
They allowed Ambrosio [I] to conclude a proof of the existence of an optimal
transport map. Let u: M — R be a 1-Lipschitz that maximises the integral

], =) (1)

among all 1-Lipschitz maps v: M — R. Here u,v are two Borel probability mea-
sures on M. Then partition arises as geodesics of maximal growth of u, i.e. the
integral curves of the gradient of w.

In what follows, we consider finite dimensional linear spaces equipped with
Euclidean norm, unless specified otherwise, and 1-Lipschitz maps u: R” — R™,
m < n. We define a partition, up to Lebesgue measure zero, of R", associated
to such a map and prove its basic properties. The sets of the partition are the
maximal sets S such that the restriction of v to S is an isometry, i.e. preserves
the Euclidean distance. Each such set we shall call a leaf of u. We prove that each
leaf of u is closed and convex, hence it has a well-defined dimension. Suppose now
that (R™,d, 1) is a weighted Riemannian manifold, satisfying curvature-dimension
condition CD(k, N) for some k € R and N € (—o0,1)U|[n, o], see Section[d for defi-
nitions. Here d denotes the Euclidean metric on R™ and p is a Borel finite measure
on R™. We prove that for almost every leaf S of dimension m, the weighted Rie-
mannian manifold (intS,d, us) also satisfies CD(xk, N) condition. Here pus denote
the conditional measures of p with respect to the partition into leaves of w.

Below we denote by A the Lebesgue measure on R™ and CC(R") denotes the
set of non-empty closed, convex subsets of R, equipped with Wijsman topology,
see [42].

Theorem 1 Let u: R" — R" be a 1-Lipschitz map with respect to the Fuclidean
norms. Then there exists a map S: R™ — CC(R"™) such that for A-almost every z € R™
the set S(x) is a mazimal closed convezr set in R™ such that uls(z) is an isometry.
Suppose that p is a Borel finite measure on R™ such that (R",d,u) is a weighted
Riemannian manifold satisfying CD(k, N) for some k € R and N € (—o0,1) U [n, o0].
Then there exist a Borel measure on CC(R™) and Borel measures pugs such that

S — us(A) is v-measurable for any Borel set A C R"
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and for v-almost every S we have pus(S€) =0, and for any A C R™
b= [ ps)in(s).
CCo@®™)

Moreover, for v-almost every leaf S of dimension m, weighted Riemannian manifold
(intS, d, us) satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(k, N).

Here we denote by S the map and a set. This should not lead to any ambiguity,
as for A-almost every y € R" such that y € S(x) for some z € R” we have S(z) =
S(y), see Corollary Bl

The theorem provides a partial positive answer to a conjecture of Klartag posed
in [25] Chapter 6], where it is conjectured that the above theorem holds true also
for v-almost every leaf S of lower dimensions.

Note that the absolute continuity of the conditional measures with respect
to a partition into convex sets may fail to be true. Indeed, as proved in [2] and
in [26], there exists a measurable partition, up to a set of Lebesgue measure zero,
of the unit cube in R? into pairwise disjoint line segments such that the conditional
measures are Dirac measures.

The result enriches the knowledge of regularity properties of Lipschitz maps.
For m = 1 such regularity was necessary to prove the existence of optimal transport
map in the Monge-Kantorovich problem (see [38], [1], [11]). We refer the reader
to [40], [39] and [10] for an account on the optimal transport problem.

The possible applications of the result are in the localisation or dimensional
reduction arguments, where the disintegration is an effective tool. A similar result
to ours in case m = 1 has been used to derive new proofs and generalisations of
isoperimetric inequality, Poincaré’s inequality and others to the setting of metric
measure spaces satisfying curvature bounds. We refer the reader to [25], [15], [14],
[29].

The proof relies on the area formula and Fubini’s theorem and is based on
a previous work [II]. See also [I] and [19] for similar approach to the Monge-
Kantorovich problem. Another tool that we use is the Wijsman topology [42]
on the closed subsets of R™ which makes it a Polish space, so we may apply
disintegration theorem.

Let us note that there exists a different method of proving the absolute conti-
nuity of the conditional measures in the case m = 1. This method is present in this
context in [12]. It is also applied in [9] and in [13]. In [8], it was used to complete
the idea of a proof proposed by Sudakov in [38] of existence of an optimal Monge’s
map with norm cost. The Fubini’s theorem and a clever application of the Thales’s
theorem are the core of the idea. The absolute continuity of the conditional mea-
sures is not proved directly, but, instead, it is shown that the measures of the
orthogonal sections are absolutely continuous with respect to each other.

Suppose now that we are given a Borel probability measure u on R™ absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure such that

fdpu =0
RTL

for some integrable function f: R” — R™ such that

| 1r@lalinte) < .
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Let u: R® — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz map such that
{u, f)du = sup {/ (v7f>du|v: R™ - R™ is 1- Lipschitz}. (2)
R R
In [25, Chapter 6] it is conjectured that

fdus = 0 for v- almost every S € CC(R"), (3)
R'ﬂ

where {us|S € CC(R™)} is disintegration of y with respect to the leaves of u, and
v is the push forward of p with respect to the map S.

We provide a counterexample to this conjecture. Moreover we show that such
statement fails to be true even if we replace the set of 1-Lipschitz maps in (2) by
any locally uniformly closed subset of 1-Lipschitz maps with respect to any norm
on R"™ and any strictly convex norm on R™, unless the set of maps is trivial, i.e.
consisting only of isometries. Note that the outline of a proof of the conjecture
suggested in [25] has a gap, as follows by [17].

We develop a theory of optimal transport of vector measures and establish
its basic properties. We show, among others, that for a given vector measure,
there may be no optimal transport. However, if an optimal transport exists and
has certain absolute continuity properties, then we prove that the conjecture of
Klartag holds true.

Let us mention the existence of another approach to optimal transport of vector
measures that differs from ours developed by Chen, Georgiou, Tannenbaum, Tyu,
Li and Osher (see [16,[33]).

2 Outline of the article

Here we describe the structure of the paper. In Section Bl we provide a careful
definition of the partition associated to a 1-Lipschitz map. What will follow in
the latter sections is the existence of the map S: R" — CC(R") satisfying the
properties of Theorem [Il We prove that certain components of u are differentiable
on certain leaves. Moreover we investigate the regularity of the derivative on the
leaves of dimension m and provide an interesting strengthening of 1-Lipschitz
property of u, see Lemma[3 and Remark [l

In Section Ml we define a Lipschitz change of variables on certain sets, called
clusters, that will allow us to use area formula and then Fubini’s theorem to prove
the regularity properties of the conditional measures. Here we provide significantly
simpler proofs than the proofs in [I1], mainly thanks to Lemma [8] and Corollary

In Section[Blwe prove measurability properties of the partition, which will allow
us to show the map §: R” — CC(R") is measurable with respect to the Wijsman
topology on CC(R™). We also prove that the set of boundaries of leaves of maximal
dimension is a Borel set of the Lebsegue measure zero.

In Section [f] we provide a part of a proof of Theorem [

In Section [l we provide a definition of optimal transport of R”*-valued vector
measures on a metric space. We prove basic theorems about the optimal transport
of vector measures and show that it is a convex dual to the problem (2)). Using this
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theory we provide a positive answer the aforementioned conjecture, provided that
there exists an optimal transport such that the marginals of its total variation are
absolutely continuous, see Theorem

In Section [l we assume that m > 1 and we provide an aforementioned coun-
terexample which show that in general the so-called mass balance condition (B
does not hold true. Let F be any subset of 1-Lipschitz maps that is locally uni-
formly closed. We prove that ([B) fails to be true, when the maximisation problem
@) is replaced by

sup{/w(v,f)duh € .7-'}, (4)

unless F is trivial in the sense that any u that attains the above supremum is an
isometry. This is shown for any norm on R"™ and any strictly convex norm on R™.

In Section[@ we prove that the conditional measures us have densities such that
the weighted Riemannian manifolds (intS,d, ps) satisfy the curvature-dimension
condition.

3 Partition and its regularity

If A C R" let us denote by Conv(A) the convez hull of A, i.e. the set

k k
{Z)\ix”keN,/\l,...,)\k >0, A =11, 2 eA}.

i=1 i=1
We define the affine hull Aff(A) of a set A C R” to be

k k
{Z)\ixi|k€N,)\174“7>\kGR,Z)\i:17$17444,$k€A}.
=1

= =1
Lemma 1 Let z1,...,2z; € R". Let z € R" and y € Conv(z1,...,2;). Suppose that
lz =zl < lly — 2l
fori=1,... k. Then z =y.

Proof Denote
Conv(z1,...,2,) = Z.

We have
lll? + 1z l1* = 20z, 20) < yll® + llzill® = 2y, 22)
for all i =1,...,k. Hence, for these ¢’s, we have
el =yl < 2(z -y, 2).

Thus, adding up these inequalities multiplied by non-negative coefficients that sum
up to one, we get
2 2
)™ = llyll” < 2(x —y,2)

for all z € Z. Then, putting z = y, we obtain
lzll* = llyl* < 2(z,y) - 2lly)1*,

ie. |lz—yl* <o.



6 Krzysztof J. Ciosmak

Definition 1 Let u: R™ — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz function. A set S ¢ R” is called
a leaf of u if ulg is an isometry and for any y ¢ S there exists € S such that
lu(y) — w(@)ll < lly — =

In other words, S is a leaf if it is a maximal set, with respect to the order
induced by inclusion, such that u|s is an isometry.

Definition 2 If C ¢ R" is a convex set, then we shall call the tangent space of C
the linear space Aff(C') — Aff(C). We shall call the relative interior of C the relative
interior with respect to the topology of Aff(C).

Lemma 2 Let S C R" be an arbitrary subset. Let u: S — R™ be an isometry. Then
there exists a unique 1-Lipschitz function @: Conv(S) — R™ such that ils = wu.
Moreover u is an isometry.

Proof Take any point z € S such that

k
z = Z tizi
i=1

for some non-negative real numbers t1, ..., ¢, that sum up to one and some points
21,...,2 € S. We claim that

k
u(z) = thu(zl) (5)

We have
lu(z) —u(z)| = [z — 2]

Moreover, by polarisation formula, u preserves the scalar product, i.e. for all points
rs,teS

(u(r) — u(s), u(t) - u(s)) =
= 2 (lu(r) = u(s)|> + u(t) — u(3)]> ~ Ju(r) — u(®I?) = (r — 5,1~ 5)

Hence

H itiu(zi) - U(Zl)H2 = H iti(u(zi) - u(zl))H2 -

k k

= Z titj<u(zi) — u(zl),u(zj) — u(zl)> = Z titj<zi — 21,25 — Zl> = (6)
=1 ij=1

k
= H Ztizi — Z]
=1

Thus, by Lemma [T equation (B holds true. We may now extend u to Conv(S)
by affinity. That is, if z1,...,2» € S are any points in general position, i.e. vectors

2
= ||z = all.
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(z; — w1)j_, are linearly independent, and si,...,s, are any non-negative real
numbers that sum up to 1, we set

($oom) = St

i=1 =1

Function @ defined in such a way is affine. Hence, there exist a linear map 7: V —
R™ defined on the tangent space V of Conv(S) and a vector b € R™ such that

a(y) =T(y —yo) +b

for any y € Conv(S) and some yo € Conv(S). We claim that @ is an isometry.
For this, it is enough to check that T is isometric on a set (r; — ro)l_,, where
ro,...,r; € S are such that

span(r; — r0)§=1 =V

The latter follows from the assumption that u is isometric on S.

Suppose now that we have another 1-Lipschitz extension v: Conv(S) — R™.
To prove that v = @ it is enough to show that v is affine. Choose non-negative
real numbers s1,..., s, summing up to 1 and any points z1,...,zr € S. Then, by
1-Lipschitzness and by the fact that v is isometric on S, we get, as in (@),

v(zlsixi) fv(xj)H < H ;sixi f:ij = H ;siv(:ﬂi) fv(xj)H.

1=

By Lemma [I] we see that

<

(S o) = ot

=1 1=1

Any point in Conv(S) is a convex combination of points S, so the condition of
affinity of v also holds for any convex combination of points in Conv(S).

Corollary 1 Any leaf S of u is a closed convex set and u|s is an affine isometry.

Let S be a leaf of u. Let P denote the orthogonal projection of R™ onto the
tangent space V of S. Let

T:V R™

be a linear isometry such that

u(y) =T(y —yo) +b

for any y € S, some yo € S and some b € R™. Let Q denote the orthogonal
projection of R™ onto T'(V).

Below by intS, clS, S we understand the relative interior, the relative closure
and the relative boundary of S respectively.
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Lemma 3 Let u: R” — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz map. Let S1,S2 be two leaves of u. Let
Vi1, Va be their respective tangent spaces and let Py, Pa be orthogonal projections onto
Vi, Va respectively. Let T, T2 be isometric maps such that

u(z) —uly) = Ty(x —y) for all z,y € S;,i =1,2.
Let z; € S; and o; = dist(x;, 0S;) fori=1,2. Then
20102 PLP2 = PITY To Po| < ||y — @2® — [Ju(1) — u(=2)||?,

and fori=1,2

20| P,T; (u(z1) — u(w2)) — Py(1 — w2)[| < [|lon — 22]|® — [Ju(z1) — ulw2)[|*.
Proof Let y; € S; for i = 1,2. Let v; = y; — x; for : = 1,2. Then we may write

u(y1) —u(y2) = uw(z1) — u(z2) + Tive — Tavs.

Hence [Ju(y1) — u(y2)|? is equal to
lu(zr) = u(@)|® + flor|* + flo2|* + 2u(z1) — u(wz), Trvr = Tava) — 2(Thvr, Tova).

We also have
Y1 — Y2 =1 — T2 + U1 — v2,

yielding
Iy — y2ll® = llw1 — z2|® + vill® + [lv2)l® 4+ 2(z1 — 22,01 — v2) — 2(v1,v2).

As u is 1-Lipschitz, ||u(y1) — u(y2)|| < |ly1 — y2|. By the two identities above we
get therefore that

2(v1,v2) — 2(Thv1, Teva) + 2{u(z1) — u(w2), T1v1 — Tova) — 2(x1 — T2,v1 — V2)

is bounded above by
1 = 2]® = u(w1) = u(z2)|®

Suppose that 01,09 are positive. As y1,y2 were arbitrary points of S1,Sa2 respec-
tively, the above inequality holds true for any v; € V4 and vs € V4 of norm at
most o1 and o2 respectively. If we add two such inequalities with vy, v2 changed
to —v1, —v2 then we get that

2(v1,v2) — 2(Thor1, Tavz) < [lo1 — 22| — u(z1) — u(z2)|*.
Equivalently for any wi, w2 € R™ of norm at most one we have
0102<w1, (Plpg — PlTl*TQPQ)'LU2> S ||:L'1 — l’QHQ — Hu(xl) — u(l’g)HQ

Taking supremum over all w1, w2 € R™ of norm at most one yields the first desired
inequality. For the next inequalities, we assume that o2 > 0 and we put v; =0 to
get that

—2(u(w1) — u(w2), Tava) + 2(x1 — w2,v2) < |lz1 — 22|* — [lu(z1) — u(w2)|>.
Analogously for v =0 and o1 > 0

2(u(@1) — u(z2), Tivr) — 2(w1 — @2,v1) < [le1 — 22]|* — lu(z1) — u(=2)|*.
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Hence

o (AT (uton) = u(aa)) = Palon = ). a ) < flr = 2ol = (o) aa)
and

o (PTF i) = (o) = Piar = a2)) w1 ) < lln =l = i) = (o)l

Taking suprema over wi, w2 in the unit ball of R™ yields the desired results.
Remark 1 Lemmal[3ltells us that if 21, z2 belong to relative interiors of leaves 81, So

respectively, then the 1-Lipschitzness of map u: R™ — R™ is strengthened to the
condition that

[u(z1) = u(@2) | + 20102 PL P2 — PITE T2 Po|| < [l — w2,

Corollary 2 Let u: R®™ — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz map. Let x; € intS; belong to the
relative interior of leaf S; of u of dimension m, for i =1,2. Then

IDu(z1) — Du(w2)|| < \/ 21 = w2l = Jlu(w1) = u(w2)]?

201092
Here o; = dist(9S;, z;) fori=1,2.
Proof As the dimensions of leaves are equal to m, the respective projections Q;
onto the images of T; are identities and Du(z;) = T;P;, for i = 1,2. Note that
Q; = Ty P;(T;P;)* for i = 1,2. Inferring as in Lemma [3 we get that

a1 — 2 = Jlu(z1) — u(z2)|?
20102

|| Proy — Pova||? — [Ty Proy — TaPavs|?| <

for all vi,v2 € R™ of norm at most one. Taking vi = (T1P1)*v and va = (T2 P2)*v
for some unit vector v € R™ yields

||(T P. )* _ (T P )*”2 < ||x1 . xQHQ . Hu(xl) — u(l’g)HQ
1P1 2% < Y0109
since @1 = Q2. Taking the square root concludes the proof.

Lemma 4 Let S be a leaf of a 1-Lipschitz map u: R™ — R™. Then Qu is differentiable
in the relative interior of S. Moreover, if zo belongs to the relative interior of S, then

DQu(z0) = TP.
If u is differentiable in zo for some zg € S, then

QDu(z9) = TP.
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Proof By Lemma [B we see that
20(|Q(u(z1) — u(20)) = TP(21 — 20)l| < ll21 — 20/|* = [Ju(z1) — u(z0)||.
for all zp € S and 21 € R™. Here o = dist(z0,8S). Hence if o > 0 we obtain that

limsup HQ(“(Zl) — u(ZO) — TP(Zl — ZO)H < limsup

lz1 = 20l _
Z1—20 Hzl - ZOH 21— 20

This yields the asserted differentiability. Now, suppose that u is differentiable at
20 € S. Inferring as in the proof of Lemma [3] we see that for all zo € S we have

2(T™ (u(21) — u(20)) — (21 — 20), (22 — 20)) < ll21 — 20l1* = [lu(21) — u(20)]*.

Take any w € R" and let 21 = zp+tw. Let ¢ tend to zero. Then the above inequality
implies that
(T* Du(z0)w — w, 22 — z9) < 0.

As this holds true for any w € R", applying this inequality to —w, we infer that
the above inequality is an equality, i.e.

(T* Du(z0)w — w, 22 — ) = 0.
If follows that for all v € span{zs — z0l22 € S} =V
(T* Du(z0)w — w,v) = 0,
and consequently (QDu(zo)w — T Pw,Tv) = 0. The assertion follows.

Corollary 3 Suppose that S is of dimension m. Then u is differentiable in the relative
interior of S.

Lemma 5 Let 81,82 be two distinct leaves of a 1-Lipschitz map u: R™ — R™. Then,
S1NS2 C 981 NOS,.

Proof We shall first show that there is no point belonging to intS; N Sa. For this,
suppose that zg € intS; N Sa. Let 1 € S1 and x2 € Sa. There exists isometries T
and T» on the tangent spaces V7 and Vs of S; and Sa respectively such that

u(z1) — u(zo) = T1(z1 — zo) and u(z2) — u(zo) = To(z2 — o).
We may write
lz1 = zol| + llz2 — wol® — 2(T1 (x1 — w0), Ta (w2 — x0)) = [[u(z1) — ulz2)]® <
< lzy —@2))? = o1 — wol® + w2 — @0l — 2(x1 — w0, w2 — z0).
Hence
(x1 — mo, 22 — 20) < (T1(x1 — 20), T2(T2 — 20))-

As zp € intS; and the inequality holds true for all z1 € 81, we actually have
equality above for z; sufficiently close to zg. It follows that for all v; € V3 and
v € Vo,

(v1,v2) = (T1ve, Tove). (7)



Leaves decompositions and optimal transport 11

Hence there exists an isometry S: Vi + Vo — R"" that extends both Ty and Tb.
Indeed, define a linear map
S:Vi+ Ve —»R™

by the formula
S(Ul + v2 + Ug) = Tl(m) + TQ(UQ)

where
vy € V1N V2l7v2 e VinNWs.

We claim that S is a well-defined isometry. Indeed, by (7)) and by orthogonality
we see that if vo € V3 N V4, then

HU2||2 = <T1U2,T2U2>, so Thvo = Thvs.
We have
[S(v1 +v2)[[* = floa[|? + llv2]|* + 2(Trv1, Tova) = [Jor + va .

Moreover, by definition S is an extension of both T} and T&.
Define an affine map v: zg + V1 + Vo2 — R™ by the formula

v(z) = S(z —x0) + .

Then v|s, = u and vl|s, = u.
Choose any points z € S; and y € So. Then

[u(z) —u()ll = lv(z) o) = Sz - y)ll = [z =yl

Thus u is isometric on §; U S2. By maximality S;1 = S1 U Sa = Sa, contradicting
the distinctness of the two leaves. Hence

S1NS2 C IS NSs.
Repeating the above argument with S; and Sz interchanged, we see that
S§1NSy C (0851 NS2) N (082N S1) = 081 N DSz,

Remark 2 We may proceed in the first part of the above proof alternatively. Namely,
let g € 81 N Sz. Then Lemma [ implies that Q1w is differentiable at xg with the
derivative given by

DQuu(zo) =T1 P,

where T is an isometry such that u(xz) = Ti(z — zo) + b for all z € S1, P; is the
orthogonal projection onto the tangent space Vi of S1 and @i is the orthogonal
projection onto imT3;. In other words

lim Q@) = Quu(wo) = T1Pr(z —z0) _

T |z — zol|

0. (8)

For z € So we may write
u(z) =To(zx —x0) + b

for an isometry Ty. Let V5 be the tangent space of Sa. If € S, then

Qlu(:v) — Qlu(l'o) — T1P1(1' - xO) — (Q1T2 _ Tlpl) (ﬂ) (9)

[l = ol [l — ol
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Observe that if 1 € intSe, then, as z —z1 =z — z¢ — (x1 — 70),
Vo = span{z — z1|z € Sa} C span{z — z¢|z € S2} C Va. (10)
Let z € Sz. For t € [0,1] let
xt = x0 + t(z — x0).
By convexity of leaves, x4 € S3. Observe also that
}i_I}I(l] Tt = T0.
It follows by (&), @) and by ([IQ) that
Q1Tov =Ty Pyv for all v € V. (11)
It follows that for v1 € V7 and v2 € V2
(Thv1, Tove) = (Thv, Qi1 Tov2) = (T1v1, T1 Piva) = (v1, v2).
We complete the proof as before.

Corollary 4 Ifzg € R" belongs to at least two distinct leaves of a 1-Lipschitz mapping
u: R™ — R™ then u is not differentiable at zg.

Proof Clearly, any zero dimensional leaf does not intersect any other leaf. Hence,
zo belongs to two distinct leaves S1,S2 of non-empty relative interiors. Suppose
that v is differentiable at zg. Lemma [ tells us that

QDu(z0) = TP,

where T is an isometry such u(z) —u(z0) = T(z — 20) for all z € &1, P is the orthog-
onal projection onto the tangent space of S; and @ is the orthogonal projection
onto imT. Arguing as in Lemma [Bl we infer that S; = S;. This contradiction
completes the proof.

Definition 3 The set of points belonging to at least two distinct leaves of a 1-
Lipschitz function w: R™ — R™ we shall denote by B(u).

Corollary 5 For any 1-Lipschitz function u: R™ — R™ the set B(u) is of Lebesgue
measure zero.

Proof Corollary [ implies that B(u) is contained in the set of non-differentiability
of u. Rademacher’s theorem (see e.g. [I8]) states that the latter is of Lebesgue
measure zero.
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4 Lipschitz change of variables

Let us recall a lemma taken from [I8] §3.2.9].
Lemma 6 Let u: R" — R™ be a continuous function. Then the set
{z € R"|u is differentiable at x and Du(x) has mazimal rank}

admits a countable Borel covering (G;)i2, such that for any i € N there exist an
orthogonal projection p: R™ — R"™™ and Lipschitz maps

w:R" 2 R xR v: R xR"™™ - R"”
such that
w(z) = (u(z),p(z)) and v(w(x)) =z for all z € G;.
Lemma 7 Let u: R" — R" be a Lipschitz function, p € R™ and let
Sp = {z € R"|u(z) = p}
be the level set. Then the set
Sp N {x € R"|u is differentiable at x and Du(zx) has mazimal rank}

has a countable Borel covering (S},);—’il of bounded sets such that for all i € N there
exist Lipschitz functions w: R™ — R"™™ and v: R"™™ — R" satisfying
v(w(z)) =z for all z € S

Proof We apply the above lemma and obtain a countable covering consisting of
Borel sets G;, orthogonal projections 7;: R™ — R"™"™ and Lipschitz maps

wi: R = R™ xR"™™ v;: R x R"™™ - R"
such that
w;i(z) = (u(z), m(z)) and v;(w;(z)) = z for all z € G;.
The sets G; NSy form a countable Borel covering of Sp. For any ¢ € N define
w:R" - R" ™ and v: R"™™ - R"

by w = mo w;, where 7: R™ x R"™™ — R™™"™ is the projection on the second
variable, and v(x) = v;(p,z) for z € R"™™.

Choose a countable dense set @ in R™.
Definition 4 Let p € Q. Let u: R™ — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz function and let (S5)52,
be the Borel cover of Lemma [7] associated to the level set

Sp ={z € R"|u(z) = p}.
For each i,j € N let the cluster
Tpij

denote the union of all m-dimensional leaves S of w which intersect S}, and for

which the point of intersection 2z € S}; is separated from the boundary of the leaf
by distance at least 1/j. Denote by

intTpij

the union of the interiors of all m-dimensional leaves S of u as above.
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Lemma 8 The union of all m-dimensional leaves is covered by the clusters
(Tpij)peq,ijen-
Moreover for each m-dimensional leaf S and each cluster Ty;; either
intS N Ty = 0 or intS C Tpy;.

Proof Let S be a m-dimensional leaf of . Then u, if restricted to S, is an isometry
onto a subset of R™ with non-empty interior. Thus, there exists p € QNintu(S). In
particular SN.S, # 0. The point z in the intersection belongs to one of the covering
sets S}; of Lemma[7] and lies in a positive distance from the boundary of the leaf,
so 8 C Tp;; for some j € N. If the interior of some other leaf intS intersects one of
the leaves comprising the cluster Tj;;, then Lemma [l implies that they are equal
and hence S C Tj,;;. This completes the proof.

Lemma 9 FEach cluster Tp;; C R" admits a map
G: intTpij SR x R™

and its inverse
F: G(ll’ltpr) — mtpr

such that:

i) for each A > 0 and p > 0, G is a Lipschitz map on the set

T;‘i’f = {x € intT}; |dist(z, 08 () > A, lu(z) — u(2)|| < p};
here S(x) is the unique leaf of u such that x € S(z) and z € S(x) is the unique
point in S(z) such that u(z) = p,

it) for each p >0 F is Lipschitz on the set G(Tl?sz),

i) F(G(z)) =z for each x € intTy;;,

i) if a leaf S C Ty intersects Sy at a point z, then each interior point x € intS of
the leaf satisfies

G(z) = (w(z), u(z) — u(2)), (12)

where w: R™ — R™"™™ is the map from Lemma[7}
Proof Lemmalblshows that the relative interiors of leaves do not intersect any other
leaf. Moreover « is an isometry on each leaf. Therefore, every point z € intT;;

belongs to a unique leaf and each leaf intersects the level set Sp in a single point
z € Sp. It follows that (I2) defines a map

G: mtpr — R"T™ x Rm7
on the cluster intT);;. Let (a,b) € G(intT};;) and let v be the map parametrising
Sy from Lemmalfl Then v(a) € Sp, belongs to a relative interior of some leaf S and

lies in a distance at least 1/j from the relative boundary of the leaf. Define

F(a,b) = v(a) + Du(v(a))*(b).
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Let x € intT};; belong to a leaf S that intersects S, at a point z. Then

v(w(z)) =2

and there exists an isometry T such that u(s1)—u(s2) = T'(s1—s2) for all 51,52 € S
and Du(z) = TP, where P is the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of
S. We infer that

F(G(z)) = F(w(2),u(z) —u(z)) = 2+ PT*"T(x — z) = z.

We shall now prove that for p > 0, the mapping F' is Lipschitz on G(ng.’j’?). Define

A={aeR""|(a,0) € G(T1)}. (13)
We first claim that
A3 aw Du(v(a))* € R™™

is a Lipschitz function. Recall that v(a) € S}, is in a distance at least 1/j from the
relative boundary of a leaf S that contains v(a). Thus, by Corollary[2l and Lemma
[l we infer that for a,a’ € A

|Du(v(a))” = Du(v(a'))"|| < jllv(a) — v(a)|| < Cjlla—d|.

If (a,b) € G(T;i’]’-’)7 then ||b]| < p. Thus F is Lipschitz on G(T}?i’]’.’).

It remains to prove assertion[l) of the lemma. Let A > 0 and p > 0. We shall
first show that the derivative Du is Lipschitz on T];\Z-’jp . This immediately follows
by Corollary 21

Let now z,2’ € TI;\Z.’JP belong to the leaves S and S’ respectively. By the definition
([@2)) to prove 1-Lipschitzness of G it is enough to show that

lw(z) = w(z)| < Clla - 2|

for some constant C. As w is Lipschitz map it is enought to prove that ||z — 2/|| is
bounded by a constant times ||z — z’||. Note that

z =z + Du(z)*(u(z) — u(z)) and 2’ = 2’ + Du(z')* (u(z") — u(z")).
Thus

Iz = 211 < llz = &'l + | Du@)" (u(z) = u(@)) = Du(a')* (u(=') - u(=)||

Now, taking into account that u(z) = u(z’) = p and writing the latter summand
as

H (Du(z)* — Du(z')*) (u(z) — u(x)) + Du(a’)* (u(z') — u()) H

we may bound it by
Ll =2’ + [l — ']l

This concludes the proof that G is Lipschitz on T;;\if and completes the proof of
the theorem.
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5 Measurability

Below G, i, denotes the space of all k-dimensional subspaces of R". For V € G,, 1,
and W € Gy, j we denote by O(V, W) the set of all isometries on V with values
in W and by Py:R"™ — R" the orthogonal projection onto V. Then G,, ; is a
compact if equipped with the metric given by

d(V,V') = ||Py — Py ||,

for V,V' € G,, x.. Here ||-|| denotes the operator norm with respect to the Euclidean
norm on R™.

Definition 5 For k € {1,...,m} define a: R — RU {co} by the formula

ay(z) = sup {6 > 0|3vea, . IWeG ., ITco(v,w) Vye(@+V)NB(z,e)
u(z) —uly) =T(x — y)}7

where B(z,¢) = {y € R"|||z — y|| < €}. Define am41: R™ = R by am+1(xz) =0 for
all z € R™.

Lemma 10 For any k € {1,...,m} the functions ai: R" — R U {co} are upper
semicontinuous.

Proof Choose a sequence (z;)72; that converges to zo such that there exists a limit
ap = lim Oék(:El).
l—o0

We need to show that ap < ag(zo). Suppose first that ap < co. We may assume
that ay(z;) € R for each [ € N. From the definition of ay(z;) it follows that there
exist

Vi€ Gy, Wi € Gy i and T) € O(Vy, W)

such that for all y € (z; +V;) N B(xy, (1 — 7)oy (z;)) we have
u(zy) — u(y) = Ti(z — y).

By compactness of G,, , and of G,,, , we may assume that the sequences of V; and
W, are convergent to some Vp € Gy, j, and Wp € G, ;, and that

T, Py, converges to To Py,

where Ty € O(Vo, Wo). Indeed, let S; = T;Py;, and R, = T, 'Py,. Choosing a
convergent subsequences from (5;);2; and from (R;);2,, we may assume that there
exists Sp, Ro such that

RoSo = PVQ and S()RO = PW()'

Hence
SoPy, = Pw,So and RoPyw, = Py, Ro.

It follows that So: Vo — Wy and Rg: Wp — Vp are mutual reciprocals. Moreover,
they are isometric. Indeed, for any v,w € R", we have

<S()PVOU, S()P\/nw> = ll_i>I{.lo<SlPVlv7 SZPVlw> = ll_i}élQ(PVlv, Pvlw> = <PVOU, PWOU)>
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Thus, putting Tp to be Sp restricted to Vp, we have proven the claim.
Choose any vg € Vp of norm |jvg|| < ag. Then, by the definition of metric on
Gy i, the sequence Py, vg converges to vo Moreover, for sufficiently large [,

z; + Pyvo € (2 + V) ﬂB(ml7 (l - 1/l)o¢k(acl)).

Thus
u(zy) — u(z; + Pyvo) = =T Py, vo.

Passing to the limits we obtain
u(zo) — u(xo + vo) = —Tovo.

It follows that ag(xo) > ag. The proof is complete if «y is finite. Suppose now
that a4, is infinite. Assume again that oy (z;) € R for each I € N and that ay(x;)
converges to infinity monotonically. Then there exist V;, W; and T} as before, such
that V; converges to Vo, W; converges to W and T} Py, converges to 1o Py, . Taking
any vg € Vp of norm at most I € N we may show that

u(zo) — u(zo + vo) = —Tovo.
Hence ay(zo) > [ for each | € N and thus ay(z¢) = co.
Below we shall denote the unit ball by B" = {x € R"|||z| < 1}.

Definition 6 For k € {1,...,m} define 8;: R" — R by the formula

Br(x) = sup {6 > 0|3cec, () IWEGm . ITEOVe,W) Yy (3+C)NB(w,6)
u@) —u(y) =T —y) },

where B(z,¢) = {y € R"|[|lz — y|| < ¢} and V¢ = span(C) and C,, x(¢) is the set of
all convex cones C in R" of dimension k such that

A (Cn ST > R
Here )\ is the Lebesgue measure on the k-dimensional ball
Ve n{z € R"[[lz]| <1}
Define Bm+1: R™ = R by Bm+1(z) =0 for all z € R™.

Lemma 11 For any k € {1,...,m} the function By: R™ — R is upper semicontinu-
ous.

Proof Choose a sequence (z;);2, that converges to zo and such that there exists a
limit
B, = lim By (2y).
=0

We need to show that 8;, < B (z0). Observe that 8, < 0o, as A is a finite measure.
It follows from the definition of B (z;) that there exist

Cr € Cpp((1=1/1)Br(2)), W, € Gy i, and Ty € O(Ve,, W)
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such that for all y € (z; +C;) N B(zy, (1 — 1/18k(z7))

u(zy) —u(y) = Ti(z; — y).

Consider the sets K; = C; N B™. These are compact, convex sets. Taking a subse-
quence, we may assume that there is a compact, convex set Ko C B" such that K;
converges to Ko in the Hausdorff metric. Moreover (see [5]),

Ak(Ko) > B
Let
Co={ze ]R"|m = Ay for some A >0,y € Ko}.

Then Co € C,, 1;(By). Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that V¢, converges
to some Vg € G, .. We claim now that V¢, converges to V¢,. Choose any vg € V¢, .
Then there exist real numbers A\1,...,A; and ci,...,¢, € Ko such that

k
vy — Z )\jcj-
j=1

By the convergence in the Hausdorff metric we infer that there exist (¢;;)72,
¢;1 € K, such that

lim ¢;; = c¢;.
Soo J

Let
k
v = Z )‘jcj,l~
j=1

Then lim;_, ., v; = vo and v; € V¢,. Hence

Vo = lim v = lim PVc v = PVOUO-
=00 l—00 L

Hence Vo = V¢, and we have proven the claim. Passing again to a subsequence,
we assume that (W;);2, converges to Wo € Gy, ;- As in Lemma [I0] we show that
there exists Tp € O(V¢,, Wo) such that

TkPVcl converges to TOPVCO~
Choose now any yo € (zo + Co) N B(zo, Bx). Then

Yo — o

———— € Kp.
llyo — zoll

Hence, there exists a sequence (z;)j2; of elements in K; such that

lim z = 220
l—o0 lyo — zol|
Set
Y1 = o + |lyo — zoll2-
Thus

lim Y = Yo-
=0
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For sufficiently large I,

y1 € (1 +C) N Bz, (1= 1/1) B (1))
For | as above, we have
w(zy) — u(y) = Ti(z — ).
Passing to the limit, it follows that
u(zo) — u(yo) = To(zo — yo).
That is, Bg(xo) > Bi. The proof is complete.
Lemma 12 A point x € R"™ belongs to a leaf S of u of dimension at least k if and
only if Br(x) > 0. A point x € R™ belongs to a leaf S of u of dimension exactly k if
and only if B (x) > 0 and Pyyq1(xz) = 0.
Proof Suppose that g € R" belongs to a leaf S of u of dimension [ € {k,...,m}.
Let V' denote the tangent space of S. Choose a point 1 € intS and ¢p > 0 so that
B(z1,60) NV C 8. For € € (0,€0) let
C = {z € R"|z = A(z2 — x0) for some A > 0,x2 € B(z1,¢) NV},
Then C is a convex cone containing 0, of dimension ! and such that
N(CNBY) > €,
provided that € is sufficiently small. Moreover, by convexity of S, u is isometric on
(zo 4+ C) N B(=o, €), if € > 0 is sufficiently small. Hence 8;(z9) > € > 0. Conversely,
suppose that Bx(zo) > 0. Then there exist
€ >0, acone C € Cp ;(€), a subspace W € Gy, 1, an isometry T € O(V¢, W)
such that
u(zo) —u(y) = T(z —y) for all y € (zo + C) N B(zo,¢).
With use of the Kuratowski-Zorn lemma choose a leaf S of u containing

(zo + C) N B(zo, €).

Then the dimension of S is at least k. The second assertion is a trivial consequence
of the first assertion.

Lemma 13 A point x € R" belongs to relative interior of a leaf S of u of dimension
Ek if and only if ap(z) > 0 and Bry1(xz) = 0.
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Proof Suppose that xg belongs to the relative interior of a leaf S of u of dimension
k. By the previous lemma S (zo) > 0 and B11(z0) = 0. Let V denote the tangent
space of S. Then, as zq is in the relative interior, there exist ¢ > 0, W € G, ;, and
T € O(V,W) such that

u(zo) —u(y) = T(zo — y) for all y € B(zo,€).

That is ag(zo) > € > 0.
Conversely, suppose that ag(zo) > 0 and B 1(zo) = 0. Then there exist
VeGuiWeG,,and T € O(V,W) such that

u(zo) — u(y) = T(zo — y) for all y € B(zo,e) NV.

It follows from the Kuratowski-Zorn lemma that x¢ belongs to a leaf S of u. As
Bk+1(z0) = 0, this leaf is of dimension k and zg belongs to the relative interior of
S.

Corollary 6 Let k € {0,...,m}. Then the union of all leaves of u of dimension k
is Borel measurable. Moreover, the union of all relative interiors of leaves of u of
dimension k is a Borel set and so is the union of all relative boundaries of leaves of u
of dimension k.

Below we adapt a convention that inf () = co.

Definition 7 Let k € {0,...,m}. For p > 0, define v ,: R" x R™ — R U {oo} by
the formula

quj(x,y) = inf {t > O}y € t(u(é‘m) - u(:v)) and ||y|| < tp}
for z € R™ such that ag(z) > 0 and Bk (z) =0 and
Vi,p(,y) = oo otherwise.
Here S; is the unique leaf of u such that = € S;.
Lemma 14 For any k € {0,...,m} and p > 0, the function vy, , is Borel measurable.

Proof As oy, and B, are Borel measurable, it is enough to show that -, , is Borel
measurable on

A = {(2,y) € R” x R™|ay(2) > 0 and Br11(z) = 0}.

We claim that v, , is lower-semicontinuous on Ay,.
Indeed let (x;,y;);i2, be a sequence in Ay such that there exists (zo,y0) € Ag
and

zo = lim z; and yo = lim y; and such that there exists lim i ,(x7,4) = Vi
=0 l—o0 l—o0

We shall show that

Vi, p(20,v0) < V-
We know that there exists sequence (z;);2; in R™ and a sequence (¢;)72; in R such
that

v =t (u(z) — u(zy)), where z € S, and 0 < t; < v, p(xg, y) + 1/1. (14)
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Moreover, as

20 = @il = llulz) — w(@)]| = llye — (@) < tp + [ll]

passing possibly to a subsequence, we may assume that (z;)72; converges to some
20 € Sz,. Again passing to a subsequence, we may assume that (¢;)j°; converges
to some to > 0. Taking limits in (I4) we see that

yo = to (u(zo) — u(l’o)) with zg € Sz, and 0 < tp < .

Hence
Yo € to(u(Sz,) — u(zo)) and [yo|l < top.
It follows that
Vi, p(z0,y0) < to < Y

The proof is complete.

Definition 8 For a convex set K C R™, such that 0 € intK, define Minkowski
Sfunctional of K

Il - R™ — R U {oo}

by the formula
Iyl = inf {t > O]y € tK'}.

Proposition 1 Let K C R™ be a convez set such that 0 € intK. A point y € R™
belongs to the relative interior of K if and only if ||y||x < 1.

Moreover, if K is compact, then a point y € R belongs to the boundary of K if
and only if ||yl = 1.

Proof If y € intK, then, as 0 +y = y € intK, it follows by continuity of addition,
that y+w C intK provided that ||w|| < ¢, for € > 0 sufficiently small. Observe that
lly/s|l < eif s > ||y||/e and thus for large s > 0

(1+1/s)ye K.

Hence |y|x < 557 < 1.
Conversely, suppose that ||y||x < 1. Then y € tK for some ¢t < 1. As 0 € intK,
there exists € > 0 such that if ||w|| <€, then w € K. Hence, if ||w|| < (1 —t), then

y+wetK+(1-t)K =K,

by convexity of K.

Assume that K is compact. Suppose that y € 9K. Then clearly ||y|| 5 < 1 and,
by the above ||y||x > 1.

Conversely, let |ly||, = 1. Then there exists a sequence of positive numbers
(t1);2; converging to 0 and a sequence (z;){2; in K such that

y=(1+t)z.

Taking a convergent subsequence from (z;)j2; we see that y = z¢ for some z € K.
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Lemma 15 If x € R" belongs to relative interior of a leaf S of u of dimension at k,
then fykﬁp(x, -) is Minkowski functional a closed, convez set

Ky = (u(S) — u(2)) N {y € R™[Jyl| < p} C R™.
If x € R™ does not belong to relative interior of any leaf of dimension k, then

’)/k,p(m7 ) = ©o0.

Proof Suppose that z € R™ does not belong to relative interior of a leaf of u of
dimension at least k. Then Lemma [[3] and Definition [ tells us that v ,(z) = occ.

Let now z € intS, where S is a k-dimensional leaf. By Lemma [ = belongs to
a unique leaf. The assertion of the lemma follows readily from definitions.

Definition 9 Let k € {0, ..., m}. We shall denote by T}, union of all k-dimensional
leaves of wu, by intT} union of all relative interiors of all k-dimensional leaves of u
and by 9T}, union of all relative boundaries of all k-dimensional leaves of w.

Lemma 16 For each p € Q and each i,j € N the cluster intTp;; and its image
G(intTy;5) are Borel sets. Moreover 8T, is a Borel set of Lebesque measure zero.

Proof Fix p € Q and ¢,j € N. Recall the Borel set S}; C R™ and Lipschitz mapping
w: R" — R"™™ from Lemma [ Since w is injective on Sy, it follows from [I8]
§2.2.10] that w(Sp) is a Borel subset of R"™"™. Moreover, the set A, defined in

[@3), is given by |
A= {a € w(Sh)|am(w ™ (a)) > 1/;} (15)

as follows by the definition (I2) and Lemmal[7l Let p > 0. Definition of the cluster

0,p 5 i
T, implies that

(TP = {(a,b) ER"™ xR™|a € A,b € u(intSy(q)) — u(v(a)), |[b]| < p}.

pij

Here S, (q) is the unique m-dimensional leaf of u containing v(a). Note that Propo-
sition [[l and Lemma, [I5] tells us that if a € A, then

b belongs to interior of u(S, ) — u(v(a)) N {y € R"||ly| < p}

if and only if
Ym,p(v(a),b) < 1.

This is to say,

QT = {(a, b) € R"™™ x R™|a € A, vm.p(v(a),b) < 1}. (16)

As vm,p is Borel measurable, it follows that G(Tgi’f) is a Borel set. As

intTpij = U T;z?z,]p (17)
peEN

we conclude that G(intT;;) is Borel as well.
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Clearly, A is also a Borel set. Lemma [0 shows that F', the inverse of G on its
image, is well-defined and injective on G(intTy;;). On the sets G(T;-’j’?), p €N,
function F is Lipschitz and

0,0 __ 0,p
TR = F(G(T)).

Using [18} §2.2.10], we see that T;i’]’-’ is a Borel set. Using (7)) again, we see that
intT),;; is a Borel set.

We shall show that 8Ty, has Lebesque measure zero. Recall, that Corollary [@]
tells us that 9T}, is a Borel set. Consider the set

gp = {(a, b) €R™™ x R™[a € clA, ym,p(v(a),b) = 1}'

By Fubini’s theorem, A(G,) = 0, as boundaries of convex sets have Lebesgue mea-
sure zero.
Recall that F' is a Lipschitz map on G(TI?Z.’;). Using the Kirszbraun theorem

(see e.g [241134]) we extend the restriction of F to G(T}?i’]’-’) to a Lipschitz map F),
on R"™™ x R™.

Now, for any such extension,
Fyp(Gp) D 0Tm N {x € Tpij|||u(x) —pll < p}.

Indeed, let
z € 0Tm N {x € Tpij|||u(x) —p|l < p}-

Choose a sequence (z;)72; in Tz?i’f converging to x. The sequence (G(z;))i2; is
bounded by ([I8) and by (I&]). Hence, passing to a subsequence we may assume
that it converges to some

(a,b) € R™™™ x R™.

If (a,b) € G(T;i’]’.’)7 then there would exist 2’ € TSZ-’]’-J with G(2') = (a,b) and thus
!/ _ _ . _ . _
x' = Fp(a,b) = lgn;o F(G(z)) = nILrIgO x| = .

This would contradict the fact that z € 8Ty,. Hence (a,b) ¢ G(TS{J‘J). It follows
that (a,b) belongs to the boundary of G(Tz?i’f), which is contained in G,.
Therefore we can use A(G,) = 0 and the fact that images under Lipschitz maps

of sets of Lebesgue measure zero have Lebesgue measure zero (see e.g. [18, §3.2.3]),
to conclude that

X0Tm N {x € Ty |llu(z) — pl| < p}) =0,

and hence is Lebesgue measurable. By Lemma [§ the sets T),;; form a countable
covering of Tp,. It follows that A(8Tm) = 0. This concludes the proof.

Corollary 7 For anyp € Q, i,j € N, the set Ty;; is Lebesque measurable.

Proof T;; is a union of a Borel set intT),;; and a set 0Tm NT};; of Lebesgue measure
Z€ro.
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Remark 3 The clusters Tp;; may be taken to be disjoint. Indeed, let (T%)52; be a
renumbering of the set of clusters. Set for | € N

-1
=1\ J Tn
n=1

and
-1
int7] = int7y \ U intTh.
n=1
Note that the structure of the clusters Tzln'j remains the same. For each T),;; there
exists a Borel subset Sy;; = Tpi; N S}', of S}, C R"™ on which there are Lipschitz
maps

w:R" > R" ™ and v: R" ™ - R"
such that
v(w(z)) =z for all z € Sp;;.

Indeed, the new cluster is a subset of the old one, so the former maps suffice. From
the modification procedure it follows also that Lemma [lstill holds true. Moreover,
the leaf S corresponding to a point z € Sp N .Sy,;; satisfies

dist(z,8S) > 1/5.

Also the assertions of Lemma [0 hold true with the old maps and so does the
assertions of Lemma [I6] as follows from the modification procedure.

6 Disintegration of measure

The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Let u: R" — R" be a 1-Lipschitz map with respect to the Fuclidean
norms. Then there exists a map S: R™ — CC(R"™) such that for A-almost every z € R™
the set S(x) is a mazimal closed convezr set in R™ such that uls(z) is an isometry.
Moreover, there exist a Borel measure on CC(R™) and Borel measures A\s such that

S — As(A) is v-measurable for any Borel set A C R"

and for v-almost every S we have Ag(S¢) = 0, and for any A C R"
AA) = / As(A)dv(S).
cCo@®m)

Moreover, for v-almost every leaf S of dimension m, the measure \g is equivalent to
the restriction to S of the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
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Before the we provide a proof let us define necessary tools and note its several
properties.

Let CL(R™) denote the space of closed non-empty sets in R™. On CL(R™) we
introduce the Wijsman topology (see [42]). It is the weakest topology such that
the mappings

A s dist(z, A)

are continuous for all x € R™. By a result of Beer (see [6]), the set CL(R™)
equipped with this topology is a Polish space. Let CC(R™) denote the set of all
closed convex, non-empty sets in R™. Then CC(R™) is a closed subset of CL(R™),
hence also a Polish space. Let X be a measurable space. In [22] (see also [7]) it is
proved that a function f: X — CL(R™) is measurable if and only if it is measurable
as a multifunction. The latter is defined by the condition that for any open set
U C R™ the set

{z e X|f(z)nU # 0}

is measurable in X.

Let X,Y be two Polish spaces. Let n be a non-negative Borel probability mea-
sure on X, T: X — Y be a Borel measurable map and let v be the push-forward
of n by T, that is a Borel probability measure on Y such that for a Borel set A in
Y we have

v(A) = n(T7(4)).

A disintegration of n with respect to T is a collection of Borel probability measures
{nyly € Y} on X, such that if y € T(X), then 5, (T (y)) = 1 for v-almost every
y € Y, if f is an integrable function with respect to n, then for v-almost every
y €Y, f is integrable with respect to 1y, the function

y+—>/ Jdny
X

is v-measurable, and moreover

[ gan=[ [ sanyav.
X Y JX

We shall also say that {ny|y € Y} are conditional measures.
We shall use the following theorem (see e.g. [20]). We refer also to [31] for a
more general approach.

Theorem 3 Suppose that X,Y are Polish spaces and 1 is a Borel probability measure
on X and T: X — Y is a Borel map. Then a disintegration of n with respect to T
exists and moreover it is essentially unique, that is if {nyly € Y} and {nyly € Y} are
two disintegrations of n then ny = n; for v-almost every y € Y.

Proof (Proof of Theorem [3) In the previous sections we have defined leaves S of
u. We have proved that for almost every z € R" there is a unique leaf S that
contains xz and that the set of non-uniqueness B(u) is contained in a Borel set
N(u) of non-differentiability of u, which is of measure zero, see Corollary [5

We have a well-defined map S: R" — CC(R") that assigns to any z € R"\N(u)
a unique leaf S(z) that contains z and on N(u) we set S(z) = {z}.
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Note that for any compact set K C R™ the set {z € R"|S(z) N K # 0} is equal
to

m

U {z € R" \ N(u)|B(z) > 0,sup {W =1lye K} U (KN N(u)).
k=0

Therefore by, Lemma[I2] and the fact that the map

Iute) =)l _ 1, )

o sup { Iz =y}

is lower-semicontinuous, and that any open set U C R" is a countable union of
compact sets, the map S is Borel measurable.

We shall use this to obtain the disintegration of measures. Recall that CC(R"™)
and R™ are Polish spaces and that S is a Borel measurable map.

Let us now consider a Borel probability measure A, which is the normalised
restriction of the Lebesgue measure to a Borel set R of finite positive Lebesgue
measure. Applying the Theorem [ to the spaces R" and CC(R™) and map S we
obtain a disintegration {Ag|S € CC(R"} such that for v-almost every leaf S of u
we have

As(8) =1,

i.e. As is concentrated on S, as the preimages of every leaf S € CC(R") are exactly
sets S C R™, and for any set A C R" the function

S )\S(A)
is v-measurable and

Mr(A) = /C o A

If we let R vary and take a countable partition of R™ into pairwise disjoint sets
of finite and positive Lebesgue measure, then adding up the above conditional
measures, we obtain the conditional measures for the full Lebesgue measure.

We shall use the notation from previous sections. Fix p € Q and 4,5 € N and
consider the cluster intT},;;. Let

Apij = AlintT; -

By Lemma[@ the map F is a bijection of G(intT};;) and intT);;. As for any p > 0,
F is Lipschitz on T;){g/') and these sets are a covering of the cluster intT);; we

may apply the area formula (see e.g. [I8] §3.2.5]) to infer that for any integrable
¢o:R" - R

[ srenr@ae = [ sEne), (15)
G(intTypijz)

int Ty
Here J, F denotes the n-dimensional Jacobian of F. Define a function
FRTTTXxR™ 5 R
by the formula

f(z) = JnF(z) if € G(intT};;) and f(z) = 0 otherwise.
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Observe that f is non-negative and Borel measurable, as G(intT};;) is a Borel set
by Lemma [l Putting ¢ = 1i,¢7 .. in (I8]) shows that f is integrable.

pij
By Fubini’s theorem, the functions f(z,-) are integrable for almost every point
z € R"™™ and we have

w/R"*mem o(F(2))f(2)d\(z) = /%m /Rm o(F(a,b))f(a,b)d\(b)d\(a).

Observe now that (a,b) € G(intT);;) if and only if there exists an m-dimensional
leaf So C T);; intersecting T);; at a point z and a point x € S, such that

a=w(z) and b = u(z) — u(z).
Note that F' on G(intSs) is an isometry. Therefore by a linear change of variables
/ (F(a,b)) f(a, b)dA(b) = / 6f o GdHom.
G(intS,) intS,
Here H.n is the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R"™. Let
A= {aeR""™|(a,0) € G(intTp;;)}.
Note that the map

Ada— of o GdHm
intS,

is Borel measurable and that for any integrable Borel measurable function ¢ we
have

/]Rn pdApij = /A (/imsa ¢f0Gde)d)\(a) =/A(/S d)fd)\iga)m(a)d)\(a)’

as the boundaries of convex sets have Hausdorff measures of appropriate dimension
zero. Here

dVe — foGls, dHm
Sa —
fSa foGls, dHm

and m(a) = fS foGls,dHm. Clearly )\:Sa is equivalent to the Hausdorff measure
on Sg. Define a map H: A — CC(R™)

a— Sa
that sends a point a € A to the unique leaf
Sa, = ClF(G(ll’ltpr) N {a} X Rm))

such that a = w(z) for a point z € intSs N Tp;. Then H is Borel measurable with
respect to the Wijsman topology on CC(R™). Indeed, as noted before, the Borel
measurability with respect to the Wijsman topology is equivalent to that for any
open set U C R™ the set

{o € AU N elF(GintTyi5) 0 {a} x R™)) # 0}
is Borel measurable. Let m denote the projection on the first coordinate

R x R™ - R"™ ™.
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As U is open the above set is equal to
{a€ A (0) N GlintTyi) N FTH(U) £ 0,

which is Borel measurable, by the measurability of the map a — 7! (a). Moreover,
H is an injection.
By the above considerations we see that

A;wyﬁA(AymﬁwmmwwwwAmwx/;w&WM&,

where p is the push forward of the measure m(a)d\(a) by the map H. Hence
{Ns|S € H(A)} constitutes a disintegration of A,;; with respect to the map S.
Indeed, it follows by taking ¢ to be the indicator function of S™'(C) for C' C
CC(R™) that p=v.

Applying the above result to each cluster separately we infer that for v-almost
every S the conditional measures A5 are equivalent to the restriction of the m-
dimensional Hausdorff measure to S.

The uniqueness part of Theorem[3and the fact that 9T}, has Lebesgue measure
zero, see Lemma [I6, implies that the conditional measures \g are v-almost surely
equivalent to the restriction of H., to S.

Corollary 8 Let u: R” — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz map with respect to the Euclidean
norms. Let u be a Borel measure on R™ that is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesque measure. Then there exists a map S: R" — CC(R™) such that for -
almost every x € R™ the set S(z) is a mazimal closed convex set in R™ such that
u|s(z) i an isometry. Moreover, there exist a Borel measure on CC(R™) and Borel
measures ps such that

8 — ps(A) is v-measurable for any Borel set A C R"

and for v-almost every 8 we have us(S) =0, and for any A C R"
W= [ psl)an(s).
CCR™)

Moreover, for v-almost every leaf S of dimension m, the measure pug is absolutely
continuous with respect to the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Proof Follows directly from Theorem

7 Optimal transport for vector measures

In this section we study the following variational problem. Let p be a Borel, R™-
valued measure such that p(R™) = 0. We consider

sup {/ (u,dp)|u: R™ — R™ is 1—Lipschitz}. (19)
RTL
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Suppose that u is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. It
was conjectured in [25] that if u attains the above supremum, then the disintegra-
tion

{lullsls € COR™)}

of ||u|| with respect to the partition formed by the leaves of u satisfy

dp
2 Jlulle = 0.
/Rn s

We provide a counterexample to this conjecture.
We also develop theory of optimal transport for vector measures, which pro-
vides a dual problem for (I9).

Definition 10 Let 2 be a topological space and let 7: B(£2) — R™ be a vector
measure on the o-algebra B(£2) of Borel subsets of 2. We define its total variation
I7]|: B(£2) = R by

Iml(4) = sup { Slim(An) |4 = | 4i, Ai € B®), Ain4; = 0,5, €N} (20)
=1 i=1

for all A € B(92).

It can be shown (see [32]) that total variation of a vector measure is a non-
negative finite measure.

Let X be a metric space with metric d. Let u be R™-valued measure on Borel
o-algebra B(X) of X. If 7 is a R™-valued measure on Borel o-algebra B(X x X),
we write Py7 for the first marginal of «, i.e. the measure given by

Pin(A) =7(A x X),
for all A € B(X), and Par for the second marginal of ,
Pon(B) = m(X x B),

for all B € B(X). We shall consider an optimization problem

T(n) = inf { [ty e rw} (21)

Here I'(p) is the set of all R™-valued measures = on B(X x X) such that
o= P17T — P27T.

To check whether (2I)) defines a meaningful quantity, we have to check if I'(p) is
non-empty.
We shall need the following definition.

Definition 11 Let F,G be two o-algebras on X,Y respectively. Let o: F — R™
and let : G — R be two measures. An unique measure c ® 0: F ® G — R" such
that

(c®6,v) = (o,v)®0

for all v € R™ we shall call the product measure. Here (o, v) ® 0 is the usual product
measure of R-valued measures.
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Remark 4 It is clear that the product measure exists. The product measure 6 ® o
for measures o: F — R" and 6: G — R is defined analogously.

Proposition 2 I'(y) is non-empty if and only if
u(X)=0. (22)
Proof Clearly, if there exists m € I'(11), then
w(X)=Pim(X) —Por(X)=m(X x X) — (X x X) =0,

so the condition ([22)) is satisfied. Conversely, assume that (22) holds true. If p is
equal to zero, then m = 0 belongs to I'(). Let v be any Borel probability measure
on X. Set

™= U.

Here p ® v is the product measure, see Definition [[1l Then for any A € B(X), we
have
m(AX X)—m(X x A) = u(A).

This is to say, P1m — Pomr = p.

The quantity defined by (2I)) we shall call the Kantorovich-Rubinstein norm of
w (see e.g. [10,[39,[40] for references regarding the Monge-Kantorovich problem).

Proposition 3 Assume that 1(R™) = 0. Then Z(u) < oo provided that

[ dten)alule) < (23)
RTL
for some (equivalently: any) xo € X.

Proof Define
T=pQ dzq-

Here 6z, is a probability measure such that dz,({zo}) = 1. Then 7 € I'() and
@iy < [ e, (24)
XxX X

This shows that Z(u) < oo, provided that (23] is satisfied. The equivalence of
finiteness of

[ d i) <

for any y € X follows by triangle inequality.

Definition 12 We define the Wasserstein space Wi (X, R™) of all Borel measures
pon X with values in R™ such that

4(X) = 0 and /X (e, z0)dl|(x) < oo

for some zo € X. We endow it with a norm ||ull,y, x gm) =Z(k).

Before we proceed let us recall some definitions.
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Definition 13 Let X be a Hausdorff topological space. We say that a non-negative
measure p: B(X) — R is inner regular if for any Borel set B € B(X) we have

w(B) = sup{u(K)|K C B, K is a compact set}.

We say that p is locally finite if for any x € X there exists a neighbourhood U of
x such that

w(U) < oo.

We say that p is a Radon measure if it is inner regular and locally finite. We say that
X is a Radon space if every Borel probability measure on X is a Radon measure.

Lemma 17 Suppose that X is a Radon space. Let p: B(X) — R™ be a Borel measure.
Suppose that for any Lipschitz function u: X — R™

/X (u, dps) = 0.

Then p = 0.
Proof We may assume that m = 1. Let 4 = pu4+ — pu— be the Hahn-Jordan decom-
position of . There exists two disjoint Borel sets A, B C X with u4+(A4°) =0 and

pu—(B¢) = 0. Choose any Borel set E C A. As any finite measure on X is inner
regular, for any € > 0, there exists a compact set K C E such that

p(E) < py (K) + e
Define a function u. by the formula
ue(z) = (1 — %dist(:v, K))VvO0.
Then we is Lipschitz, equal to 1 on K and equal to 0 on the complement of
Ke = {z € X|dist(z,K) < €}.

Thus

0= [ wedu=pa()+ [ uedn,
X KA\K

Therefore, by the above,
4 (E) < €4 py (K) < €+ py (Ke \ K).

Letting € — 0, we get u4 (E) = 0. It follows that py = 0. By symmetry, u— = 0.
This is to say, u = 0.

Remark 5 In what follows, we shall always assume that underlying space X is a
Radon space.

Proposition 4 The function Wi (X,R™) 3 u lellw, (x,rm) € R is a norm.



32 Krzysztof J. Ciosmak

Proof Let us first check that
lellyw, (x,gmy = 0 if and only if 1 = 0. (25)

If p =0, then m = 0 belongs to I'(u), so ||k, (x rm) = 0. Conversely, assume
that ||ullyy, (x,gm) = 0. Choose any L-Lipschitz function

u: X - R™.

Then for any 7 € I'() we have

[ wan|=| [ e —ut)in@on| <[ ey,

Therefore if ||pllyy, (x gmy =0, then

/X (u, dps) = 0.

It follows by Lemma [I7, that 1 = 0. Homogeneity of |||y, (x gm) is clear. Let us
show that the triangle inequality holds. For this choose measures p, v € Wi (X, R™)
and any measures m € I'(u) and p € I'(v). Then

p+v="Pi(r+p) - Pa(r+p),

so that 7+ p € I'(u + v). It follows that
I+ v,y < [ dlo)aln+ play) <
XxX
< / d(z,y)dlx(z.y) + / d(z.y)d] ol (z,9).
XxX R™ xXR™

Taking infimum over all 7, p we see that the triangle inequality holds.

Proposition 5 The linear space F of measures of the form

n
§ Oa; V5
1=1

forxz; € X andv; € R™,i=1,...,n, such that Y ;- v; = 0, is dense in W1 (X,R™).

Proof Choose any measure p € Wi (X,R™). Choose any € > 0. Choose any point
zo € X and a compact set K such that

| dteao)dlul@) <
Ke

Choose pairwise disjoint Borel sets A1, Aa,..., A C K such that the diameter of
each is at most ¢ and
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Consider the restrictions p; = u|4, of the measure p to the sets 4;,i=1,2,...

Choose any points z; € A;. Then, as
T = i @0z, € I'(ps — pi (X)),
we have
i = i (X) 0z, (x oy < /Xd(ywz')dHuiH(y) < ellull(Aq).-
Let up = p|ge and Ag = K€. Then

mo = po ® Oz € I'(po — po(X)day),

SO
110 — 110 (X)bsalyy, ) < /X d(z, zo)d|luol () < .

Set
k
v= Z 1(A;i) oz, .
=0

Then v € F. By triangle inequality
k
e = v, (x,zmy < ZHM = pi(X) 0z lyy, (xrm) <
=0

k
<€ lnA0 + € < el () + 1.

This concludes the proof.

Corollary 9 If X is separable, then so is the Wasserstein space W1 (X, R™).

Proof Choose a countable dense subset A C X and a countable dense set B C R™.

Consider a measure p given by

n
H= Z Oa;vi
=1

for z; € X and v; € R", i = 1,...,n, such that .1  v; = 0. Choose ¢ > 0 and

T; € Aand v; € B,i=1,...,n, such that

n
d(z;,%;) < e and [Jv; — 5] < e and > ¥ = 0.
=1
Set
n
= 0z,
=1
Then
n n
HM — M'lWl(X,Rm) S H 1:21511 (Ui - Ui) ’Wl(X,]Rm) + H lzzl((sz@ - 621)111 Wr(X,R™)
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Choose any zg € X. Taking

n

n
= 00 ®0ue(vi — ;) and p =Y (dz; ® 0z, )v;

i=1 i=1

we see that

n
H D Sa,(vi = W)
=1

n
<e d(x;,x
oy, e >l a0
and

n
<e Vi ||
WI(XJRWL) - ZH ZH

i=1

H i(é”“ ~63,)vi

The conclusion follows now from Proposition Bl

Definition 14 Choose any zg € X. Define
L(X,R™) = {u: X —» R™|u is Lipschitz and u(z¢) = 0},

i.e. the Banach space of R"-valued Lipschitz functions on R"™ taking 0 value at
0, with norm

llu(z) — u(y)ll }
U my = Su z,yeE X, x £ yo.
I ||L(X,R ) p{ (z,y) ) Y

Proposition 6 Define
T: L(X,R™) - Wy (X,R™)"

and
S: Wi (X,R™)" = L£(X,R™)
by
T(u) (1) = /X (u, dp) (26)
and

(S(N)(@),w) = A((02 — dzo)w), (27)

for any w € R™. Then S,T are mutual reciprocals and establish an isometric isomor-
phism of L(X,R™) and W1 (X,R™)*.

Proof Choose any 7 € I'(u). Then P17 — Por = p. Thus, if u is a Lipschitz map,
then

[ twd| = | [ )~ wdntei| < Hulam, [ dten)dinlon,
X X X
Taking infimum over all = € I'(i), we see that

‘ /X<u7 dp)

The above calculation shows that the formula (26]) defines a continuous functional
of norm at most |Jul[z(x gmy- If w € R™ if of norm 1 and =,y € X, = # y, then for

< lullzxmmy lElb, (x mm)-

0z — Jy
= 2
W,y w d@.y) w (28)




Leaves decompositions and optimal transport 35

we have ||pz.ywlly, (x gy < 1 and

_ (wu(@) —uly))
/ (s dp ) d(z,y)

Thus
lull 2 x,mmy = IT(W)]-

We shall now show that 7 o S = Id. Take any functional A € Wy (X, R™)*. Set
ozw = (0z — Oz )w.
Then S(\): X — R™ is defined by the formula
(SO (@), ) = Aoaw).

It is clear that the above formula defines S(\) uniquely. Then we claim that map
v = S(}) is ||A||-Lipschitz. Indeed

[v(z) = v(Y)|l = sup{(v(z) — v(y), w)|w € R™, [Jw|| = 1},

and as

(v(z) —v(y),w) = Nozw — oyw) < [A[lozw — UywHWI(X,Rm)

we see that

lo(x) = v()]| < [Mld(z,y), since [loz,w = oywlly, (x pm) < d,y)-
Suppose that v = (62 — dy)z. We compute

T(v)(v) = / (v,dv) = / (v,2)d(8z — 8y) = Moz,z — 0y,2) = A(v).

X X

We see that T(S()\)) and X are equal on the set spanned by (6z — dy)z, where
z,y € X, z € R™. By Proposition B we see that T(S()\)) and X are equal on
Wi (X, R™).

Let us show also that S oT = Id. Choose any w € R™ and any map u €
L(X,R™). Then

(S(T(w)),w) = T(w)((Jz — dao)w) = /){(uvd(&c = bazoJw) = (u(z), w),
as u(zo) = 0. Therefore S(T'(u)) = u.

Proposition 7 For any p € Wi (X,R™)

sup {/ (u,dp)lu: X — R™ is l—Lipschitz} = llellw, (x,zm)- (29)
X

Moreover, there exists 1-Lipschitz function ug such that

sup {/ (uydp)|u: X — R™ is l-Lipschitz} :/ (uo, du). (30)
b'e b'e
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Proof Notice first that the left-hand side of ([29) is clearly at most the right-hand
side of (29). Take any p € Wi (X,R™). Then by the Hahn-Banach theorem there
exists a continuous linear functional A of norm 1 such that

Ap) = HHHWI(XRmy

By Proposition [6, we know that A is of the form

Ap) = / (uo, dps)
X
for some Lipschitz map ug. The Lipschitz constant of ug is equal to one, as
luoll £ x zmy = Al = 1.
This completes the proof.

Definition 15 Any 1-Lipschitz function u: X — R™ such that (B0) holds we shall
call an optimal potential of measure .

Definition 16 A measure m € I'(u) such that

T ——— / d(z,y)d]x|(z.)
XxX

we shall call an optimal transport for p.

Theorem 4 Let p be a Borel measure such that p(X) = 0. Let uw € L(X,R™) be a
1-Lipschitz map. Let w € I'(1). The following conditions are equivalent:

i
/ (u, du) = / de, )@, y) = Iy, cxmmys
X XxX

/ (u(z) — uly), dn(z,y)) = / d(z,y)d|l|(z, )
A A

for any Borel set A C X x X,

i)
/X (u, dpt) = /X @)l ),

w) u is an optimal potential for p and 7 is an optimal transport for .

Moreover, if the above conditions hold, then

u(z) —u(y)| = d(z,y)

||7r||-almost everywhere.
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Proof Assume that [l holds. Observe that

l/;<u7du>::‘/;»«X<u<x>—-u<y>7dw<x,y>»

/wmswwmwﬁ/ d(@ y)dlrl(.y),
X XxX

then by [0I) we see that in the above inequalities we have equalities. Suppose that
[) holds. Clearly

/@W@—M@dﬂ%@)ﬁ/dWWMWW%wA
A A

If we had strict inequality in [l for some Borel set A C X x X, then the above
computations shows that we would get strict inequality in [i). Condition [¥) is
reformulation of ). The last part of the theorem follows readily from [i).

Definition 17 We say that a Borel set A C R" is a transport set associated with
w if it is a Borel set enjoying the following property: if z € A\ B(u) and y € R" is
such that

[u(z) —u(y)ll = llz - yll,
then y € A.

We say that a measure p € M(Z,R™) is concentrated on a subset X C Z if there
is l(Z\ X) = 0

Lemma 18 Let p € W1(R™,R™) be concentrated on a set X C R™. Then

||H||w1(Rn,Rm) = ||HHW1(X,]Rm)~

Proof The assertion is that
sup {/ (u,dp)|u: R™ — R™ is l—LipSChitz}
Rn
is equal to
sup {/ (u,dp)|u: X — R™ is 1—Lipschitz}.
X

By the Kirszbraun theorem any 1-Lipschitz function u: X — R" extends to a
1-Lipschitz function @: R™ — R™. Clearly, for any such extension

(i) = [ ()
R™ X
The assertion follows.

Suppose that p € Wi (R™,R™) is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. The following theorem shows that if there exists an optimal
transport for p such that its total variation has absolutely continuous marginals,
then the conjecture of Klartag holds true. Note that such existence is clear for
m=1.
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Theorem 5 Suppose that p € Wi (R™,R™) is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure on R™. Let u be an optimal potential for u. Then each of the
following conditions implies the subsequent one:

i) there exists an optimal transport m of u such that
Pi||7|| is absolutely continuous with respect to ||ull, (31)

it) for any transport set A associated with w:
a) mlaxa € I'(u|a) is an optimal transport of pu|a; in particular p(A) =0,
b) u is an optimal potential of |-

iii) if {||pllg|S € CC(R™)} is a disintegration of ||u|| with respect to S: R™ — CC(R"™),
then for v-almost every S € CC(R™) we have

dp
M lllle = 0
/Rn a1 ls

. . . d,
and u 1s an optimal potential of WZ”dH“HS'
Proof By Corollary Bl it follows that
[ ll(B(u)) = 0.
Suppose that [) holds true. Then
7]l (B(u) x R™) = 0.

Let
I={(z,y) € R" x R"|[Ju(z) —u(y)|| = llz -y }.
By Theorem @ ||7||(I¢) = 0. Thus 7 is concentrated on the set

C=1nBu)xR".
Suppose that (x,y) € C. Then, as A is a transport set, by the definition of B(u),
z € A if and only if y € A. (32)

Let 7 = 7| 4xa. To prove[a)), it is enough to show that n is an optimal transport
and that

n € I'(ula)-

For this, let D C R™ be any Borel set. Using the fact that = € I'(¢) and the fact
that |||(C°) = 0 and ([B2)), we have

u(AﬂD)=/

o (1AmD(x) - 1AﬁD(y))d7T(-’E,y) =

= [ ) (1p@) ~ 10) )ar(ay) =

[ (10~ 1500 )an(e.) = Pan(D) - Pan(D).
R™ xXR™
It follows that molaxa € I'(p]4). Then

Jwan = [ ) (1a@ule) - 1a)ut)drlen). (3)
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Therefore, by (32),

[ = [ tiat@n(uw) - u(w).dn(e)

By condition ) of Theorem [l we see that

/A (u, dis) = /A e = ldil@.p).

Theorem [l condition [l), tells us that m|4 4 is an optimal transport and u is an
optimal potential.
Condition [ii) follows from [il) readily.

8 Counterexample

We shall now provide necessary tools for the aforementioned counterexample.

Lemma 19 Let X C R" be a compact set. Suppose that (ug)ie; C Wi(X,R™)
converges weakly® to a measure po € Wi (X,R™), i.e. for any continuous function
g: X = R™ we have

lim <97dﬂk>:/ (g,dpo)-
X X

k—o0

oo

Suppose that (ug)3e; € L(X,R™) are optimal potentials of py, respectively and that
uy, converge uniformly to ug: X — R™. Then o is an optimal potential of po.

Proof By the assumption, for any continuous map g: X — R™ we have

lim / (9,dpx — po)) = 0.
k—o0 X

By the Banach-Steinhaus theorem, the sequence (ug)3e; is bounded in the total
variation norm. Hence, by uniform convergence,

lim / (ug — uo, dug) = 0.
X

k—o0

It follows that

/){(Ukyduw=/X<u07duk>+/x<uk*%,duk>

converges to fX(uo, dpo). Thefefore for any 1-Lipschitz map h: X — R™ we have

[ i) < [ tuo. o)

Lemma 20 Let m < n. Let p € Wi(R",R™) and let u be an optimal potential.
Suppose that there exists an optimal transport ™ for p or that any transport set for u
is of u measure zero. Let A be the union of all leaves of dimension at least one. Then

Il (A) = 0.
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Proof We know that A is a Borel set. Suppose that there exists an optimal trans-
port 7 for u. By Theorem [l 7 is supported on the set

I'={(z,y) €R" x R"[||u(z) — u(y)| = = -yl }-
As p = Py — Pamr, for any Borel set B C A°, we have
u(B) =7(BxR") —n(R" x B) =0,
for if B C A€ then
BxR"NIC{(z,z)|lr e R"} and R" x BNI C {(z,z)|x € R"}.

Suppose now that any transport set for u is of 4 measure zero. Observe that any
Borel set B C A€ is a transport set. The conclusion follows.

Theorem 6 There exists an absolutely continuous measure p € Wi(R"™ R™) for
which there is no optimal transport w such that

Pyl < lpell-

Moreover, there exists a transport set associated with the optimal potential of u with
NON-2ero Mmeasure [i.

Proof Choose any v1,...,vm4+1 € R™ such that
m+1
50
i=1

and such that the kernel of the map

+1
m—+1 ] . m
R B(tl,...,tm+1)r—> E tiv; € R
1=1

is R(1,...,1). For € > 0 set
m—+1

He = W Zl AlB(zi,e)viy
=

where z1,...,zm+1 € R" are pairwise distinct points to be specified later. Here A
denotes the Lebesgue measure on R™. Then ue € Wi (R™,R™). Suppose that there
exist optimal transports 7 € I'(ue,) such that

Puflmpll < llpe |-
where (ej)5—; is some sequence converging to zero. Then by Theorem [b] we have
prer (Ag) =0

for any transport set Aj, of uy, where ug: R” — R™ is an optimal potential of pe, .
For ke Nandi=1,...,m+ 1 consider the union Ny of all non-trivial leaves (i.e.
of dimension at least one) that intersect B(z;,€;). Then Ny is a transport set.
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Indeed, its Borel measurability follows from measurability of the map S, which is
proven before. Thus u(N;;) = 0. Hence,

m+1
Z ’Uj)\(B(l’j7 Ek) N Nzk) =0. (34)

=1
AS e, , by Lemma [20] is concentrated on non-trivial leaves of uy, we have for

A(B(xi, ex) N Ni)
AMB(0,¢x))

By ([34) and assumption on the vectors v1, ..., vm41

v; = pe (B(Z4, 1) N Nyg) = prey, (B(4, €5) = vj.

A(B(xj,ex) N Nip) = AM(B(0,¢;)) forall j =1,...,m+ 1.

Thus we infer that for any k¥ € N and for all r,s = 1,...,m + 1, r # s, there exist
points
k k
(zrs, Tsr) € B(zr, €r) x B(xs,€p)
such that
k k k k
”uk(xrs) - uk(msr)” = ||x7"s - xsr”~
Using Arzela-Ascoli theorem and passing to a subsequence we may assume that
uy, converge locally uniformly to some 1-Lipschitz map ug. Observe now that

mffs converges to zr for all r,s =1,... m+ 1.
Thus, by the locally uniform convergence, uo is an isometry on {x1,...,Zm+1}-
Observe that
m—+1
e, converges weakly™ to po = Z Oz, 05
i=1

Now Lemma [T9] tells us that ug is an optimal potential of pg.

Suppose now that points z1,...,xm+1 are such that for i # j, 4,7 =1,...,m,
(HTEmel mEmel ) v vy )
lzi = 2mall’ llzj — @mall lvall ™ llvs
Then if we define h: {z1,...,2m+1} — R™ by
V4 )
h($m+1) = 07 h(xz) = ||m1 - xm+1HHv—Z'H for i = 17 EERER L)
K3

then h is 1-Lipschitz. By the Kirszbraun theorem we may assume that h is defined
on the whole plane. Moreover for

m+1
=) 0ib(a,am)
i=1
we have
Pim—Par = po
and

||Ui||6(zi7zm+l)

r=3 h(|-’vz') — h(zm+1)

— ||z — Tl
=1
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Theorem M] yields that h is an optimal potential and 7 is an optimal transport. It
follows that

m
ioll, g2 g2y = > _lvilllles = zmaall-
=1

Theorem [ tells us that also

o i uo (i) — uo(Tm+1)

||l’l 7xm+1H ||vi|‘5(li,mm+1)

i=1
As ug is an isometry on {z1,...,Zm+1}, It follows that
[h(z1) = h(@2)ll = l|lz1 — 22|

which is not true, as the inequality in (B3] is strict. The obtained contradiction
shows that there is no such sequence (ex)72, i.e. there exists eg > 0 such that for
all € € (0,¢e0) there is no optimal transport with absolutely continuous marginals.

The following theorem bases on the same idea as the former one. Note that we do
not require below that the norms on R™ and on R™ are Euclidean. The leaves and
transport sets are defined as in the Euclidean case.

Theorem 7 Let m < n. Suppose that the norm on R™ is strictly convex. Suppose
that F is a uniformly closed subset of 1-Lipschitz maps of R"™ to R™. Suppose that F
has the property that for any absolutely continuous measure p € Wi (R"™,R™) and any

ug € F such that
/n(uo,du) = sup { /]Rn (u, d,u)}u € .7-'} (36)

we have u(A) =0 for any transport set of ug. Then either m =1 or m > 1 and then
any u € F is affine, m = n and R™ and R™ with the considered norms are isometric.
Moreover, for any F-optimal potential is an isometry on a mazimal subspace V C
R™, so that for any absolutely continuous p, there is a linear subspace V. C R™ such

that
n({z € R"|PL2 € A}) =0 for any Borel set AC VL. (37)

Here Pt denotes the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement v+ of V.
If any F-optimal potential is an isometry on a maximal subspace V. C R™ such that
(37) holds true , then pu(A) =0 for any transport set of its F-optimal potential.

Above, if 4 € Mo(R™,R™) and a map ug € F is such that (36) holds true, then
we call ugp an F-optimal potential of pu.

Proof Suppose that m > 1. Choose any pairwise different x1,z2,23 € R" and
v1,v2,v3 € R™ in general position such that Z?:l v; = 0. Let

3

vy = E Uzdml

i=1

Then vg € Mo(R™,R™). For € > 0 let

3
1
R — A )
Ve NB(0,¢) i:ZI'Uz |B(z“6)
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Choose an F-optimal potentials ue for ve respectively. Observe that ve(Be) = 0
for any Borel set consisting of zero-dimensional leaves of ue. Whence, ve is con-
centrated on at least one-dimensional transport sets of u.. Let N;. denote the
union of all non-trivial leaves that intersect B(xz;,¢) for i = 1,2,3 and ¢ > 0. By
compactness of B(z;,€) and by the assumption on transport sets

Nie = {:v € R"\B(m,e)}sup{Mw € B( xz,e)} = 1} U B(zs,€) \ N

Here N is a set of points in B(x;,€) that belong to a zero-dimensional leaves,

N:{meBx“ ))Hu||x7y|(|y)|l<lforanyye]l%"}.

The map z +— sup { u(ﬁ;:;‘ﬁy) |y € K} is lower-semicontinuous for any set K C

R™. Hence N is Borel measurable by o-compactness of R™ and so is N;.. By the
assumption,
Ve(Nie) = 07

which implies, as before, that

lue(wrs) — ue(zsr) | = llzrs — 26|

for some points
(zrs, 25r) € B(mr,€) x B(xs,¢€).

By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and passing to a subsequence we may assume that
ue converges locally uniformly to some ug € F, which is an F-optimal potential
of vp by Lemma [I[9 By the uniform convergence we infer that g is isometric on
{z1,72,73}. Let now xg = tz1 + (1 — t)zs for some ¢t € (0,1). Then any 1-Lipschitz
map f that is isometric on {z1,z2,z3} satisfies

flter + (1 = t)zs) = tf(z1) + (1 = ) f(3). (38)
Indeed, by the assumption,

1 f(z2) = f(z)| = (1 = t)||lws — 1] and [|f(z3) — f(z2)|| = t[lz3 — 21]|.

As ||f(z3) — f(z1)]| = ||zs — =1]| it follows that we have equality in the triangle
inequality

1f(z3) = flz)ll < 1 (22) = f(z)ll + 1f (x3) — f(z2)]-
By the strict convexity it follows that there is A > 0 such that

f(x2) = f(z1) = A(f(z3) — f(21)).

Taking the norms we arrive at ([38)). A function that satisfies (38) may be extended
to R™ to an affine map that is isometric on {z1,z2,z3} and with derivative of
operator norm at most one. Indeed, it is enough to show that if f: Rw — Rz for
some vectors w, z is of norm at most one, that there exists a linear extension of f
with the same norm. This follows by the Hahn-Banach theorem. We infer that

Z(uo x;),v;) < sup{

Mw

xi),viﬂf is linear and || f|| < 1}
i=1
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As the set of vectors v1,v2,vs that sum up to zero and are in general position is
dense in the set of vectors v}, vh,v5 that sum up to zero and by the fact that ug
is an F-optimal potential for vy we conclude that for any v € F and any vectors
v1,v2,v3 that sum up to zero there is

3 3

Z(u(xl),vl) < sup { Z(f(xi),viﬂf is linear and ||f|| < 1}
i=1 i=1
Take now v2 = v, v1 = —tv and v3 = —(1 — ¢)v with ¢ € (0,1) as above and any

v € R™. We infer that
(u(z2) — tu(z1) — (1 — t)u(zs),v) <O0.

As this holds for any v we infer that w is affine. If u is affine then there exists a
subspace V C R", possibly trivial, i.e. V = {0}, such that any set of the form

{z e R"|Ptz € A}

for a Borel measurable set A C V1 is a transport set of u. Here P1 denotes a
projection onto a complement V<L of V. Indeed, let V C R™ be a maximal subspace
such that |y is an isometry. Suppose that V is not a leaf of u. Then there exists
y ¢ V such that for all z € V

[u(y) = u(@)]| = lly — ]

It follows that for all non-zero A € R

[t = (5)] = =5

for all z € V. Hence for all A € R we have ||u(Ay) —u(z)|| = ||\y — z||. As u is affine,
it is also an isometry on V + Ry. This contradiction shows that V is a leaf of w.

We shall now provide an example of a vector measure p such that for any
proper subspace V and any zg there is ¢ > 0 such that

u({o e RMIPH@ = mo)l| < c}) #0. (39)
Choose any z1,...,Tm+1 € R™ in general position. Let ¢ > 0 be a number such
that any y; € B(z;,€), i = 1,...,m + 1 are in general position. Choose vectors
v1,...,Um+1 € R™ that add up to zero and are in general position. Let
m—+1
=Y Vi Ba,.e)
i=1

where A denotes the Lebesgue measure. Choose any proper affine subspace V- C R™.
Then V intersects at most m of the balls B(z;,€), i =1,...,m+ 1. So does the set

{z € R"|[|P*(z — z0)]| < c}

provided that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Thus ([39)) follows. We have shown that
any F-optimal potential of u has to be an isometry. Hence m = n.

To prove the last part of the theorem, it is enough to observe that V' and its
translates are the only leaves of an F-optimal potential. This holds true, as these
sets are maximal sets such that restriction of u to them is isometric and they cover
R™.
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9 Curvature-dimension condition

In the current section we recall the notion of the curvature-dimension condition
CD(k,n). We shall say that an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M satisfies
the CD(k,n) condition provided that the Ricci tensor Ricys is bounded below by
the Riemannian metric tensor g, i.e.

Ricpgp(v,v) > kgp(v,v) for any p € M and any v € Tp M.

We shall study weighted Riemannian manifolds, which are triples (M, d, i), where
d is the Riemannian metric on M and p is a measure on M with smooth positive
density e”” with respect to the Riemannian volume. The generalised Ricci tensor
of the weighted Riemannian manifold is defined by the formula

Ricy = Ricaq + D2p7

where D?p is the Hessian of smooth function p. The generlised Ricci tensor with
parameter N € (—oo,1) U [n, 0] is defined by the formula

2
Ricu(vw)—%, if N>n
Ricyy v = § Ricu(v,v) if N=o00

Ricpq(v,v) if N =n and p is constant.
Note that if N = n, then p is required to be a constant function.

Definition 18 For k € R and N € (—o0, 1) U [n, 00] we say that (M,d, u) satisfies
the curvature-dimension condition CD(k, N) if

Ric, n(v,v) 2> kg(v,v) for all z € M and all v € TpM.

We refer the reader to [3] and [4] for background on the curvature-dimension
condition. In all cases we consider in this article it will always hold that Ricas = 0.
Let us recall a lemma from [25] that we shall need in what follows.

Lemma 21 Let a,b€R, b >0 and a ¢ [-b,0]. Then

2 a2
%>M

i
a ~— a+bd

for all x,y € R.

Proof We use the inequality

sz + 2zy + MyQ > 0.
o] lal

From this we see that

2y (e—y)? 1
a b a+b  a+b

(éxz + 22y 4 ng) >0
a b

whenever b > 0 and a ¢ [—b,0].
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Let us also recall a formulae for differentiation of matrices. If R(t) = log|det Ay|
and A; is differentiable in ¢t € R, then

B o) =tr(a1 20 (s)). (40)

Moreover

TR = (4 Gt ) ((A 1‘““())) (1)

We should also need the following version of the Whitney extension theorem
(see [41] or [35]).

Theorem 8 Let A C R"™ be an arbitrary set, let f: A — R and V: A — R"™. Suppose
that there exists M € R such that for all x,y € A

[f(z)| < M, ||V (z)|| < M,
[V (z) = V(y)ll < M|z —yl|,
If(2) + (V(z),y —x) — f(y)| < M|z —y]*.

Then there exists a differentiable function f : R™ — R with locally Lipschitz derivative
such that

f(z) = f(z),Df(z)(y) = (V(x),y) for allz € A and all y € R™.

Assume that we have a measure ;1 on M = R" such that (M, ||-||, 1) satisfies the
curvature-dimension condition CD(x, N). Let u: R™ — R™ be a 1-Lipschitz map.
We want to show that for v-almost every leaf S € CC(R"™) of dimension m the
conditional measure pg is such that (intS, ||-||, ps) satisfies the curvature-dimension
condition CD(k, N). Here v is the push-forward measure of p with respect to the
map S: R® - CC(R").

Theorem 9 Let N € (—oo,1) U [n,00] andl let k € R. Let u: R™ — R™ be a 1-
Lipschitz map with respect to the Euclidean norms. Let i be a Borel measure on R™
such that (R™, ||-||, ) satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(k, N). Then there
exists a map S: R™ — CC(R™) such that for A-almost every v € R™ the set S(x) is a
mazimal closed convex set in R™ such that u|,5(z) is an isometry. Moreover, there erist
a Borel measure on CC(R™) and Borel measures pg such that

S — pus(A) is v-measurable for any Borel set A C R"

and for v-almost every S we have ps((intS)¢) = 0, and for any A C R"

ua = [ o P AS).

Moreover, for v-almost every leaf S of dimension m, the measure ps is such that
(intS, |||, ps) satisfies the CD(k, N) condition.
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Proof Let us fix a cluster T);;. Note that by Theorem [B] the density of the condi-
tional measures us for a leaf of dimension m is equal to

dus _

— = F 1

T c(JnF)oGe P1g,
where c¢ is a positive normalising constant. Here J, F denotes the Jacobian of F.
Recall that F, G are given by the formulae

F(a,b) = v(a) + Du(v(a))"(b)

and

G(x) = (w(2), u(z) — u(z)),
where w: R" — R"™™ and v: R"™"™ — R" are maps from Lemma [1 see also
Lemma [l for details. Let us recall that v(a) € S}, for all @ € A. Here

A={aeR""|(a,0) € G(intTp;;)}.

It follows by the definition of S, that u(v(a)) = p for all a € A. Recall, that
by Lemma ] u is differentiable in intT};;. Thus, if b € R™ is such that pair
(a,b) S G(intTpij) then

Du(v(a))Dv(a) = 0 for almost every a € A. (42)

Note that, by Corollary[] see also Lemma[d] on T;‘i’f, Du is Lipschitz. By the Whit-

ney extension theorem there exists a differentible map @ with Lipschitz derivative

on R" that coincides with u on T];\Z-’f and such that Du = Du on T];\i’jp. By a lemma

from [25] Lemma 3.12], the second derivative of @ exists almost everywhere and

is symmetric, in the sense that the second derivative of any of its components is

symmetric. We will abuse the notation and assume that « has Lipschitz derivative.
The derivative of F' is equal to

DF(a,b) = [Dv(a) + D*u(v(a))"(Dv(a)(-)) (b), Du(v(a))"].

Note that for any vectors z € R®"™™ and w € R™ the derivatives Dv(a)z and
Du(v(a))*w are orthogonal. Indeed, by (42),

<Du(v(a))*(w)7Dv(a)(z)> - <w,Du(v(a))Dv(a)(z)> —0.

Let P denote the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of the leaf contain-
ing v(a). Then Du(v(a)) = TP, see Lemma @ and Lemma [ Let PL denote the
orthogonal projection onto its orthogonal complement. Then

DF(a,b) = [Du(a) + D*u((a))* (P* Do(a) ())(8), Du(u(@)"]
Therefore, as Du(v(a))* is isometric, we have

[det(DF(a,))] = | det (Du(a) + P D?u(v(a))" (P Du(a)()(b))

)

which is equal to

\det Dv(a)|) det (Id n PLDQu(v(a))*(PL())(b)) )
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Note that
H(b) = (1d+ P D?u(u(a))" (PH())(0))

is a linear operator on the image of P+, which is of dimension n—m. Moreover it is
symmetric and invertible for any b such that (a,b) € G(intT);;), as F is bijection.
Consider for some b’ € R™

PED%u(u(a)"(PH()(1).
Let A be such that
PLD%u(u(@) (PH()(¥) = A(1d + P D?u((a))" (P ())(5)).
Then A is conjugate to a symmetric operator of rank at most n —m, as
H(b) ™2 AH(b)? = H(b) "% P D?u(v(a)" (P (-) () H (b) 2.
In consequence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(trA)? < (n—m)tr(A)> (43)

Let = F(a,b) and note that any v in the tangent space of S is of the form
v = Du(v(a))*(¥') for some b’ € R™. Then

Dlogldet DF o G|(x) (v) = = logldet (DF(G(F(a,b) + tDu(v(a))* ()| =
= %log|det(DF(a, b+ tb'))| = %logdet H(b+tb').
Therefore, by (@) and @I),
Dlog|det DF o G|(z)(v) = tr (H(b)*PLDQU(U(a))*(PL(-))(b’)) =trA
and
D?log|det DF o G|(z)(v,v) = —tr (H(b)—11#13%(@(@))*(1#(.))(b’))2 = —tr(A?).
By (@3) and by Lemma 21} if N ¢ [m,n], then
—D?log|det DF o G|(v,v) = tr(A%) >

L (rap > 1 (Dp(o) - eray? — (22D,

>
n—m —m N —n

Note that by the assumption for all v € R™
D 2
D?p(v,v) — % > klv|?.

Thus for all v in the tangent space of S there is

(Dp(v) — D(log|det DF o G|)(v))?

2
> .
i > wllol

D?p(v,v) — D*log|det DF o G|(v,v) —

We infer that (intS, ||-||, us) satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(k, N),
provided that N ¢ [m,n].

If N = n, then p is required to be a constant function, and thus in this case
the inequality is also satisfied. If NV = oo, then the estimates are trivial.

For the historical remarks on similar estimates we refer to [25].
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