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SHARP BOUNDARY e-REGULARITY OF OPTIMAL
TRANSPORT MAPS

TATSUYA MIURA AND FELIX OTTO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we develop a boundary e-regularity theory for op-
timal transport maps between bounded open sets with C1“-boundary. Our
main result asserts sharp C'h®-regularity of transport maps at the boundary
in form of a linear estimate under certain assumptions: The main quantitative
assumptions are that the local nondimensionalized transport cost is small and
that the boundaries are locally almost flat in C%. Our method is completely
variational and builds on the recently developed interior regularity theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > 2, a € (0,1), and Qy, Q; C R? be bounded open sets with C1:*-boundary.
For Mg, A1 € [1/2,2], let T be a unique solution to the optimal transport problem
between constant densities A\gxq, and A;xq, of same mass:

(1.1) min / IT(2) — z|*Xoxay,de,
Rd

TH(Aoxagy)=A1Xx0,
where xq, denotes the characteristic function of 2; and, with an abuse of notation,
T#(Aoxq,) denotes the push-forward by T of the measure \gyq,dz.

In this paper we aim at clarifying how the regularity of the boundary 92; influ-
ences boundary regularity of the map 7" : Qy — €1, focusing on the simplest case
of constant densities. To this end we develop a boundary e-regularity theory on
the intrinsic L2-level, building on the interior e-regularity theory by the last author
and his co-authors [16, [T5].

Our main result asserts sharp C*“-regularity of T' near the boundary under cer-
tain assumptions, which roughly mean that 7" is quantitatively “close to being the
identity” as in usual e-regularity theory. Besides the main quantitative assumption,
we assume two qualitative properties: One is the tangency condition in an open ball
Br(p) C R? that

(1.2)  pedQnd, w(p) =rvi(p), 092 N Bgr(p)is connected (i =0,1),

where v; denotes the outer unit normal of 9€2;: The other is the topological condition
in Br(p) that

(1.3) T(Bg2(p) N Q) C Br(p) and T~ '(Bgja(p) N) C Br(p),

where by abuse of notation we let 7! stand for the optimal transport map from

A1xa, t0 Aoxa, (since T71(T(z)) = z and T(T(y)) = y hold a.e. |25 Theorem
2.12 (iv)]) and understand that the inclusions hold up to null sets.
Here is our main theorem, which asserts C'"®-regularity with a linear estimate:

Theorem 1.1 (Boundary e-regularity). There exist constants €,C > 0 depending
only on d,a with the following property: Let p € RY, R > 0, X\, A1 € [1/2,2]
and T be the solution of ([LI)). If the tangency condition (L2) and the topological
condition (L3) hold in Br(p), and ifl

1 « @
(14) E/ = W /B @ |T - I| AOXQodI + R2 [Vo]a ,Br(p ) R2 [V1]27BR(17) < g,
R

then T is of class CY® in Bri6(p) N Qo, and we have the estimate

R2Q[VT]0¢ BR/m(ZD) CE

Recall that the corresponding convex potential u (i.e., Vu = T a.e.) solves the
Monge-Ampere equation in Brenier’s sense (cf. [25] Section 4.1.4]):

(1.5) det(V2u) = \o/M\1 in Qp, Vu(Q) = Q.

Our proof is crucially based on the observation that in a quantitative sense the
Monge-Ampere equation may be linearized by a Poisson equation (cf. [25] Exercise
4.1]) with a certain (linearized) Neumann boundary condition on 9.

IFor a function f:ACR"”™ - R™ and a subset B C R", we let [f]o, 5 denote the a-Holder
[f(z1)—f(x2)| f(12)\ 1 75 2o € AﬂB}.

BETEE

semi-norm [f]q, g 1= sup {
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Theorem [Tl however, highlights that in view of regularity theory there is a
significant difference between linear and nonlinear boundary conditions. We first
notice that in terms of the potential u, Theorem [ asserts u € C*® under 99); €
C1*, This should be compared with the fact that 9Q; € C?? is necessary for
u € %% in case of a Neumann boundary condition. We briefly argue how this
difference occurs, focusing on d = 2. Suppose locally that 9y and 9€; coincide
(but are different globally), and also the generic behavior that Vu(9€y) = 9
(“boundary goes to boundary”). Then the linearized boundary condition should
be du/Ov = 0, that is, v/ = (Vuo~)/|Vuo~| (if Vu # 0), where v denotes the
unit speed parametrization of the boundary curve of y; roughly speaking, this is
a “lst order = 1st order” relation, so necessarily v € C%% if u € C%“. However,
the nonlinear boundary condition Vu(9€y) = 01 means that g(01u(z,g(z))) =
dou(z, g(2)) if Qo and 94 are locally represented by the graph of g; this is a “Oth
order = 1st order” relation, so just g € O is required for u € C*°.

In Theorem [Tl the topological condition is unremovable in the sense that, with-
out this condition, our L2-smallness assumption does not rule out a “separation of
boundary layer” as demonstrated in Remark B3l This phenomenon represents one
essential difference from the interior e-regularity theory on L?-level. The tangency
condition on the other hand is not restrictive thanks to the affine invariance of the
optimal transportation problem (see Remark [6.2)).

Theorem [[LT] generalizes Chen and Figalli’s boundary e-regularity theory on L>-
level [Bl Theorem 2.2] in a certain direction. Their result in particular asserts
O _regularity of T for some (non-explicit) o/ € (0,1) when €, i = 0,1, are
C?-domains. Compared to their result, on one hand, our assertion is stronger by
giving the (explicit) sharp exponent «, and on the other hand, our assumption is
not only weaker but also described in a completely local way (see Remark for
details). We should however clarify that Chen and Figalli’s method can deal with
non-quadratic costs (resp. non-constant densities) as small perturbations from the
quadratic cost (resp. the constant densities), which are not covered by our result.
We are confident that our approach is also applicable to non-constant densities as
in [I6], and hope that it can be extended to non-quadratic costs, as in [21].

Theorem [Tl may be also regarded as an extension of Jhaveri’s recent boundary
e-regularity result [I7, Theorem 2.6] a la Chen and Figalli, which asserts (lower
order) C%#-regularity of T for any 3 € (0,1), only assuming C“-regularity for
domains. In the same paper, Jhaveri gives several sharp counterexamples, in par-
ticular showing that for any small € > 0 there are smooth domain )y and € that
are e-close in C''-sense for which the optimal transport map is even discontinu-
ous (in fact, they may be close in C -sense for small ¢/ (¢)). Our assumption of
Che-boundary regularity is thus sharp for establishing an e-regularity theory.

The regularity of optimal transport maps is one of the most active area in the
study of optimal transportation. Although Brenier’s theorem ensures existence
and uniqueness of transport maps between general probability densities py and pq,
their regularity sensitively depends on not only the regularity of p; but also the
global geometry of suppp; (= ;). Concerning the global regularity of T for the
quadratic cost, it is shown by Caffarelli [3] that T € C%%(Qy) for small § > 0
when p; € L%(€;) is uniformly positive and ; is bounded and convex for i =
0, 1; recently, Savin and Yu [23] strengthen this regularity up to C%9(Qq) for any
d € (0,1) in case of d = 2 and constant densities. Beyond the above lower order
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regularity, after Delanoé [9] and Urbas [24], Caffarelli [4] also shows that T €
CH*(Q) if in addition 0 < p; € C**(Q;) and ; is C? uniformly convex for
t = 0,1. In a recent study, Chen, Liu, and Wang [6] ensure the same assertion
even for C1'! convex domains (and small perturbations of them [§]); when d =
2, they also verify the same result for C1'® convex domains [7]. The convexity
assumption is known to be essential for global regularity (see e.g. [2], [I8]); in this
paper, in view of the local character of an e-regularity result, we do not restrict
our attention to convex domains. Without convexity (or near convexity), the best
known approach seems to be obtaining partial regularity of T as developed in
[12| 13} 1l [16]. In particular, the latter two studies by de Philippis-Figalli [11]
and by Goldman and the last author [I6] are straightforward consequences of an
interior e-regularity theory. The aforementioned theory by Chen and Figalli [5] is
a boundary counterpart of de Philippis and Figalli’s interior theory, and seems to
be a first breakthrough on boundary regularity without convexity (see also [I7]).
From this point of view, our theory is a boundary counterpart of Goldman and
the last author’s interior theory [I6]. It is challenging and still open to establish
boundary partial regularity, as already mentioned in [5]. We also refer the reader
to a general exposition [I0].

In summary, all the above results assume at least C'**-regularity of boundaries in
order to obtain C1*-type boundary regularity of T', except for 2-dimensional convex
domains, and some of the arguments crucially rely on convexity of domains. Our
theory requires only the optimal C®-regularity of boundaries in every dimension,
and - as is natural for an e-regularity theory - no condition on the global geometry
of domains.

Our proof of Theorem [[.1]is purely variational, as opposed to most of the afore-
mentioned results that view the regularity of optimal transportation as a specific
instance of regularity of the Monge-Ampere (type) equation and heavily use the
maximum principle for the latter. The general flow of our proof follows Goldman
and the last author’s interior theory [I6], which mimics de Giorgi’s strategy for
minimal surfaces (see e.g. [I9]); namely, we compare the transport map with a har-
monic gradient vector field, and obtain a key one-step improvement estimate, which
is then iteratively used to conclude a Campanato-type estimate. However, in all the
steps we encounter several delicate issues coming from the boundaries (besides the
aforementioned topological condition issue). One of the main difficulties arises in
the main harmonic approximation estimate (Proposition 23], for which we need a
new construction of a variational competitor near the boundaries; in the construc-
tion, we combine our new ideas with several techniques developed by Goldman,
Huesmann, and the last author [I5] to deal with rough densities precisely. Another
delicate issue appears in the one-step improvement estimate (Proposition 24)), in
which our construction of an affinely transformed (“tilted”) map has to allow for
differing values of the two constant densities (see Remark [6.1]); this is one reason
why we state our main result for constant densities of different values A\g, A1 as
opposed to the interior theory [16].

We finally discuss the similarities and differences between the comparison-based
and the variational approaches to e-regularity. We do this on the level of the interior
regularity by comparing [I1] and [16], not addressing the additional difficulties in
[11] due to a non-Euclidean cost functional; here, for the sake of this discussion,
we deal with non-constant densities py and p;. Both approaches to C?“-regularity



SHARP BOUNDARY e-REGULARITY OF OPTIMAL TRANSPORT MAPS 5

of the convex potential v employ a Campanato iteration, meaning that on every
(dyadic) length scale, the corresponding regularity of w is inferred from the inner
regularity of a suitable solution v of a reference equation. In passing from one scale
to the next smaller one, both approaches crucially rely on the affine invariance
of the Monge-Ampere equation and optimal transportation, respectively. Both
approaches use Campanato’s characterization of Holder semi-norms in terms of
much weaker norms. The most fundamental difference consists in the choice of the
reference equation: In case of [I1], it is the Monge-Ampeére equation with constant
r.h.s. det V2 = 1; for [16] it is the Poisson equation A¢ = p; — po with r.h.s. given
by the difference of the (rescaled) densities pg and p; via v = ¢ + 3|z[>. The main
advantage of this quantitative linearization of Monge-Ampere by Poisson in [I0] is
that the smallness assumption linearly appears in the upper bound:

1
g = (/ [Vu — 3:|2> s [Pola.Bs + [P1]a.B, <1 = [VZulap, <€,
B2

whereas in [I1], under the equivalent smallness assumption one only obtains the
less specific estimate:

1
u= el + lpolas, + [oilaps €1 = [V2ulap, S1.

sup
B>

A further substantial difference is in how the closeness of v and v is captured: In
[11], closeness follows from the comparison principle for the Monge-Ampeére equa-
tion and thus is formulated in terms of sup |u — v|. In [I6], the closeness of u and v
follows variationally by constructing a local competitor for the transportation cost
functional. In fact, one uses the harmonic gradient V¢ of A¢p = const. as a com-
petitor for the displacement Vu — z. As a consequence, the closeness is monitored
in terms of ([ |Vu — Vu[?)z. In this respect, [I6] is close in spirit to de Giorgi’s
approach to e-regularity for minimal surfaces, which also is based on constructing
a competitor of for the (nonlinear) area functional with help of harmonic graphs.
Another difference is that [11] obtains u € C%“ in three bootstrapping steps, as
opposed to the single step in [16]: In a first step, u € C*# for any § < 1 is obtained
[T}, Theorem 4.3]; in this qualitative step, a v close to u is obtained by compactness
[I1, Lemma 4.1], and the inner estimates for v rely on the e-regularity theory for
the Monge-Ampere equation with constant densities [I3]. In a second more quan-
titative step, u € C1! is obtained [II, Theorem 5.3 up to last stepl; in this step, v
is constructed by solving a boundary problem on a section of u and quantitatively
compared to u by the comparison principle [I1, Proposition 5.2]. The previously
established C1-A-regularity is used in order to leverage the Hélder continuity of the
target density g on the (possibly quite eccentric) image of the section under Vu.
In a third and short quantitative step, one obtains C'>®-regularity of v from the
C“-regularity of pg and p;, since the image of the section is now known to be not
too eccentric.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we present key steps of the proof
of Theorem [Tl Section [ is devoted to L2-L> theory. In Sections E and [l we
prove the main harmonic approximation estimate. We finally conclude the Hélder
regularity in Theorem [[T] in Section
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN STEPS

2.1. Notation. Throughout this paper we use the following notations. The symbol
< (resp. =) means that < (resp. >) holds up to a universal constant C, where in
this paper we call C' universal if it only depends on d and « (if applicable); for
example, f < g means that f < C'g. The symbol ~ means that both < and 2 hold.
An assumption of the form f < 1 means that there is a universal constant £ > 0
depending only on d and « (if applicable) such that if f < e, then the conclusion
holds. We also use notations like < g, Sg, which mean that the universal constants
in <, < also depend on not only d and « but also an additionally given parameter
3. We denote by |E| the Lebesgue measure of £ C R?, and by x the characteristic
function. As in the introduction, Br(p) C R¢ stands for the open ball of radius
R > 0 centered at p € R?, and abbreviate as By if p = 0. We often drop the integral
measures in integrals. The following symbol means the average of a function f:

f=ml

2.2. Well-preparedness. We introduce the term well-prepared to shorten forth-
coming statements. In what follows, without loss of generality, we may focus on
the case that p = 0 by translation. In addition, by re-defining as A| := 1 and
A} = A1/ Ao, we may consider only the case of \g =1 and A\; € [1/4,4].

Definition 2.1 (Well-prepared transport map). Let R > 0. A map T : Qy — O
is well prepared in Bgr if T is an optimal transport map from xgq, to Axq, for some
value A € [1/4,4], where Qg,Q; C R? are open sets with C''**-boundary, such that
the tangency condition (L2 and the topological condition (IL3]) hold in Bg.

For an optimal transport map 7' that is well prepared in Bg, we set

1
(2.1) BE(Qo,Q,T,R) := —][ T — z*xq,dz,

R? Jg.
(2.2) D(Qo, 1, R) = R ([VO]Z,BR(;D) + [Vl](zlﬁBR(ZD)) ’

The former is the localized and nondimensionalized L?-cost of T', and the latter is
determined by given data of densities, measuring deviation from being flat bound-
aries in C'1"®-sense. We often abbreviate them as Er or Dg: Note that the smallness
assumption in Theorem [[1lis equivalent to Er + Dr < 1. We also often drop R
and use F or D when R = 1: Assuming R = 1 is not restrictive thanks to the scale
invariance that

E(Qf)anaTu R) = E(?zOuﬁlaTa 1)7 D(Qf)anaR) = D(ﬁf)aﬁla 1)7

where Q; := R™1Q; (i = 0,1) and T(F) := R~ T(RZ) for & € Qy.
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2.3. Key ingredients. We now explain the general flow of the proof of Theorem
[Tl exhibiting several key steps.

The first key ingredient, Proposition 2] consists of several L2-L> type esti-
mates, which are frequently used throughout this paper. Proposition 2.2] is proved
in Section Bt The importance of the topological condition is clarified in this part.

Proposition 2.2 (L*>-bounds). Let T' be an optimal transport map well prepared
in By. If E+ D < 1, then

1

(2.3) sup [T(z) —a|+ sup |T7'(y) —y| S E@= + D3,
IEQOQBI/2 yeﬂlﬁBl/z

and for any t € [0,1], the map Ty (x) = tT(x) + (1 — t)z satisfies that

(2.4) Ty(Q0 N Byys) C Bija, T, Q1N Bya) C By,

where Tt_1 is interpreted in the sense of preimage.

Employing the L*°-bounds, we then establish the main estimate, which roughly
means that the optimal transport map 7' is well approximated by a harmonic gra-
dient, that is, the gradient of a function of constant Laplacian; the proof is given
in Sections [ and

Proposition 2.3 (Harmonic approximation). For any e € (0,1] there exists n =
n(d,e) € (0,1] with the following property: Let T be an optimal transport map well
prepared in By. If

E+D<n,
then there exists a harmonic gradient V¢ on B, such that
C
(2.5) / IT — 2 — Vo|*xa,dr < eE + —D,
B,
(2.6) / V¢|* < CE,

r

where C'= C(d) > 0 and r = r(d) € (0,1) depend only on d, and in addition, ¢ is
symmetric with respect to the plane {x - v = 0}, i.e.,

(2.7) d(z) = ¢p(x +2(z-v)) for all x € B,,
where v :=1y(0) (= 11(0)) denotes the outer normal at the origin.

The above harmonic approximation estimate is used for obtaining the so-called
one-step improvement result, i.e., the quantitative closeness of T at a scale R is
improved at a smaller scale OR after an affine change of coordinates. The main
ingredient is the following affine invariance: For an optimal transport map 7T :
Qo — Q from xq, to Axq,, where A > 0, and for a matrix B € R?®*? and a vector
b e R, if we let

(2.8) T(z) :== B(T(B*&) — b),

Qo =B *"Qy, Q :=B(Q—b), X:=\detB| 2
where B* denotes the adjoint (transposed) matrix of B, and B~* := (B*)~1, then
T is also the optimal transport map from Xg, to /\Xﬁl' This invariance is a conse-
quence of the fact that the optimality of 7" is characterized by being the gradient

of a convex potential and pushing the initial density forward to the target density,
cf. [25, Theorem 2.12].
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Proposition 2.4 (One-step improvement). For any 8 € (0,1) there exist constants
g,0 € (0,1] and Cg > 1 depending only on d,«, B with the following property: Let
R >0 and T be an optimal transport map well prepared in Br, and suppose that

(2.9) Er+Dgr<e.
Then there are B € R4*4 and b € R? satisfying
b 2
(2.10) |B — Id|? + % < Er + Dg,

such that the optimal transport map T'(i) := B(T(B*&) — b) from Xg, to 5\)(521,
where

Qo =B *Qo, Q1 :=B(Q; —b), \:=]|detB| 2],
is well prepared in Bgr and satisfies that

(2.11) Egr == E(Q0, 0, T,0R) < 0*°ER 4+ C3Dpg,
(2.12) Dor = D(Q0,Q1,0R) < 0**(1 + C\/Eg + Dr)Dkg,

where C' = C(d, ) > 0.

Using the one-step improvement result iteratively, we obtain the following esti-
mate of Campanato type, which is a reformulation of C1®-regularity on integral
level.

Proposition 2.5 (Campanato-type estimate). Let R > 0 and T be an optimal
transport map well prepared in Br, and suppose that

Er+Dr < 1.
Then for any r € (0, R), there are A, € R4 and a, € R? such that
1 A —2a
(213) 7'24'—20‘][ |T — (Arfl/' + d’l‘)|2XQo 5 R 2 (ER + DR),
B.
and
A 2 |d7‘|2 <
(2.14) |A, — Id| +F S ERr + Dr.

We finally deduce from Proposition 2.3l the Campanato theory, and standard
boundary arguments (as e.g. in Chen-Figalli [5]) that the above Campanato-type
estimate implies the desired pointwise C''**-regularity in form of Theorem [[1l All
the statements from Proposition 2.4 are proved in Section

3. BOUNDARY L2-L>° ESTIMATES

In this section we prove Proposition 2.2, developing boundary L?-L*° theory in
a slightly more general Lipschitz setting, still under the topological condition. Let
Qo and €y be open sets, and 7" be an optimal transport map between constant
densities o, and Axq, with A € [1/4,4]. Suppose that for i = 0,1, Q; C R? is
locally a Lipschitz half-space:

where V' denotes the (d — 1) dimensional gradient. In this setting we also denote
by E the L?-energy in B;, and introduce the width § of the boundaries as

E:= ][ |T - I|2X90dx7 d = ”90”00 + ”91”00
B,



SHARP BOUNDARY e-REGULARITY OF OPTIMAL TRANSPORT MAPS 9

Note that if 9Q; € C** (i = 0,1) and the tangency condition (I2)) holds, then
(3.2) <D

where D is defined in Section 2l Hence, for the proof of Proposition 2.2, we may
assume that E72 + § < 1 instead of E + D < 1.

In Section Bl we first develop general L2-L°° theory without the topological
condition. More precisely, we establish L?-L> estimates outside boundary layers
of scale BT (or E T 0), while we show that even inside the boundary layers,
certain L?- L™ estimates hold except for the “outward” direction —e;; this exception
corresponds what we call a “separation of boundary layer” (see Remark B.3]).

In Section we observe that the topological condition (L3]) is in fact a simple
sufficient condition for preventing separation of boundary layer, and complete the
proof of Proposition We also show that the topological condition is always
valid under a global assumption on the geometry of €y and €;, which is imposed
in the previous study by Chen and Figalli [5].

Throughout this section we argue in the framework of Kantorovich (see e.g.
[25, Theorem 2.12]), since it is convenient for pointwise arguments. Let 7 be an

optimal transference plan between xq, and Axq,; recall that 7 is related to 17" by
7w = (Id x T)txq, (cf. [25, Theorem 2.12]). The L2-energy E is then expressed as

1
(3.3) E= ly1 = yol*m(dyodyr).
|'B1 | Bl xRa
Recall the general fact that suppr C Qg x Q, which follows from the marginal
condition. We note that for any xo € Qg there exists x; € O such that (zo,21) €
suppm (this follows from the boundedness of ;).

3.1. General theory of boundary L2-L> estimates. We first prove forward
L*>°-bounds.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose B holds. If E < 1, then the following estimates hold.
(1) (Interior estimate.) For any (xo,r1) € suppm such that xo € Bsy and
diSt(xo, 8(20) > Eﬁ B

(3.4) vy — mo| < ET2.

(2) (Boundary estimate.) For any (xo,r1) € suppm such that xo € B4 and
any e € OBy such that e- ey > 1/2,

(3.5) (x1 —mg) - < BT,

Proof. We start with a bit of elementary geometry: By the Lipschitz condition
(30)), the open cone C := {z € R? | z-e; > |z|/3} satisfies that (zo +C)N By C Qo
for any zg € Qo N Bs)4. Clearly, for the strictly smaller closed cone C = {z €
C'| x-e; > |x|/2}, there is a small number 0 < 6 < 1, only depending on d, such
that for any e € C' N dB; we have By(e) € C. Hence for any point 2o € R?, any
direction e € 9B, and any radius r > 0 we have

(3.6) (:EOEQ_oﬁBg/4,6-6121/2,r§1/8) = By,(xo+1e) C QN By.

Now, aiming at showing (B3], we give ourselves a pair of points (xg,z1) €
suppm N (Bs/q x R?); recall that zo € Qg N Bs/4. Then we obtain from the mono-
tonicity of 7 in form of (y1 —x1) - (yo — o) > 0 for all pair of points (yo,y1) € suppm
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that

(z1 — 20) - (Yo — x0) < (¥1 — ¥0)  (yo — o) + Yo — 20|
(3.7) 1 , 3 )
< §|yl —yol|* + §|yo—l’0| .

Given r and e as in (3.0]), we integrate (B.1)) against m over (yo,y1) € By, (xo + 7€) X
R? obtaining by the marginal condition on 7 and by (B3]

(1 — o) - / (Yo — w0) X020 dY0
By, (zo+re)

3

1
< 5IBIE + 5/ Y0 — ol * X0 dyo,
BQT(:EOJrTE)

which by B.6), by the elementary relations
(3.8) / |y0—x0|2dy0 < |B‘9|7«d+2, / (yo — 20 )dyo = |Be|Td+1€,
Bor(wotre) Ber(zo+re)

and by 6 ~ 1 turns into

T‘d+1($€1 —x9)-eS E+ rdt2,
Taking r = ETm < 1, we obtain for all directions e with e-eq > 1/2,
(3.9) (x1 —mg) - < Ewiz.

We finally prove B4). If we additionally assume that dist(zq,9€) > B,
then the inclusion in (3:6) holds even for any e € 9B; and r = %Eﬁ Hence,

arguing as the above proof, we find that the resulting estimate () holds for all
directions e, thus obtaining (B4)). O

We next prove similar estimates of backward type.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose B.1)) holds. If BT 46 < 1, then the following estimates
hold.

(1) (Interior estimate.) For any (xo,r1) € suppm such that x1 € By, and
Ty ey > Ea+z +9,

(3.10) lzo — 21| < BT,

where co > 1 is the universal constant in Lemma [3_1.
(2) (Boundary estimate.) For any (xo,r1) € suppm such that x1 € By /o, and
any e € OBy such that e - ey > 1/2,

(3.11) (zo — 1) e < ET2 46,

At first glance, one would expect the estimates of the backward type to be
identical to those of the forward type, just with the indices 0 and 1 exchanged.
However, our assumption E < 1, cf. (B3], breaks that symmetry, so that the
argument for the estimates of the backward type are slightly more subtle.

Below we first prove the main boundary estimate (BII]) by taking several steps,
and in the last paragraph turn to the interior estimate (3.10).
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Proof of Lemma[3 2 Fix an arbitrary (zg,z1) € suppr N (R? x Bij;) and an e €
0B satisfying the weaker condition

(3.12) e er >

RNy

In line with the proof of Lemma[3.1] we first argue that provided a radius r satisfies

(3.13) I r<l,

we have the inclusion property

(314) Br/S(Il —|—T6) C QomBl.

Notice that z1 € 91 N By/» by the marginal condition, so that by (BI) we have

ry1-e; > —6. By [B.12) this implies (21 +re)-e; > —d+7, that is, (z1+re)-e1 > 645

for r > 164. This in turn yields B, s(x1 4+ re) C {x | x-e; > 0} for » > 16. On

the other hand, we have B, s(x1 +re) C By for r < %. Appealing once more to
. . . . 4

([3.1) we obtain (3.14) provided (3.13) holds in the specific form of 166 < r < 3.

We now come to the central part and argue that for given £ > 0, provided in
addition to (BI3) we have

1

(3.15) E7e <, 7,
there exists € € 9By such that
(3.16) e —e|<e and (zo—x1)-€ e

As in the proof of Lemma [BI] we note that by monotonicity we have for any
(y0,41) € suppm:

1 3
(3.17) (o — 1) - (y1 — 1) < §|y1—yo|2+§|yo—l‘1|2-
To control the second Lh.s. factor we record the elementary inequality
1 T
(3.18) (1 = 21) = (o — 1) < 3zl = wol* + 5

for some radius 7 to be optimized. We integrate both inequalities (BI7) and (3I8)
with respect to 7(dyody:) restricted to B, g(x1 + 7€) x R?. Then the integral of
|y1 — yo|? is bounded by E by the second part of the inclusion (3I4) (“C B;”) and
by (33)). On the terms involving yo — 1, we use the marginal condition followed
by the first part of the inclusion BI4) (“C €0”), and again appeal to B8] by
replacing 6 with 1/8 and z¢ with z1. Writing
1
’ |B1/8|Td+1 /Br/g(wl-i-re)XRd(yl z1)m(dyodyr),

we so obtain from BI7) and (BI])

|Bys|r®tt (wo — 21) - € <

€

3
E+ §|Bl/8|7“d+2,

N | =

- 1 1 N
}|Bl/8|7“d+1€ - |Bl/8|7“d+1€| < ﬁE + §|Bl/s|7"d7“-

Appealing to the assumption (BIH), this turns into ([BIG]) by choosing 7 such that
BT <, 7 <. .

We now may conclude [BIT]) by an elementary consideration: As usual, we call
{é1,--+ ,én} C R? an e-net of the spherical cap {e € OBy | - ey > 1} if for any e
in the latter set there exists an € in the former such that |é — e¢| < e. Now (B10)
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can be rephrased in the following way: For a given € > 0, there exists an e-net
{€1, -+ ,én} such that

(3.19) (ro —a1) - En Sc ET2 45 forn=1,--- N.

By elementary geometry, there exists ¢ = &(d) such that the smaller spherical
cap {e € OBy | e-e1 > 3} is contained in the convex hull of {é1,---,énx} U
{2é1,---,2en}, where {é1, -+ ,én} is an e-net (for the larger spherical cap). This
allows to pass from [BI9) to B.II)) at the expense of a factor of two.

Finally, we turn to the interior estimate (BI0); we are given an z1 € By /2 and
momentarily fix an e € 9B;. We first note that for a constant 1 < M < oo to be
fixed later, provided

(3.20) r<ME#2, g1-e1—06>y Bit2, B <yl

we (easily) obtain the inclusion (BI4) from [B.1]). Based on this inclusion we showed
above that for given e > 0, provided that in addition to (320) we have (BI3]), we
obtain (3I06). By the same e-net argument as above, now applied to the simpler
situation of the entire sphere instead of a spherical cap, eventually fixing an e, this
may be upgraded to

(xo —x1) - e Sr provided that E7T7 < r next to B20).

Fixing M sufficiently large so that r < M E@+ is not in conflict with Fa+z < r,
we obtain ([BI0) by the arbitrariness of e € 9B. O

Remark 3.3 (Examples of separation of boundary layer). We first consider a
simple but important example in one dimension. Let Qy := (0,2) and Q; :=
(-1 —¢,-1)U (0,2 —¢), where 0 < ¢ < 1. Notice that ; N B; = (0,1), and
hence § = 0. In this case, recalling that 7' : Qg — € is optimal if (and only
if) Thxa, = xa, and T' = Vu a.e. for some convex function u, we can explicitly
calculate the corresponding optimal transport map as

{:E—l—s for x € (0,¢),

T =
(@) x—¢ for z € (g, 2).

In particular, E¥' < e. We now find that in this example, £ < 1 and § = 0 hold but
the map T has large transport near the origin. The topological condition prevents
this kind of separation due to (one dimensional) disconnectedness, and thus we use
the term “topological”.

The same idea also works in higher dimensions. Using the above notations, we
define ; := Q; x (—1,1)%1 € R? for i = 0, 1; then the optimal transport map
T: Qo — O is expressed by f(:z:l, cooyxqg) = (T'(x1),22,...,24), and hence T has
large transport near the flat boundary even though F <« 1 and § = 0.

3.2. Topological condition. In this subsection we observe as a corollary of the
above lemmas that the topological condition (3] is a simple sufficient condition for
full L*°-bounds. In terms of 7, the topological condition supposes that 7 transports
any zo € By into By, and likewise, any x1 € By into By, which means

(l‘o,l‘l) € By x By

(3.21) P
for all (zo,z1) € suppm N ((B1/2 X RY) U (R x By 3)).
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose BI) holds. Under the topological condition [B21I), if
ETm 46 < 1, then for any (xo,r1) € suppm N ((By/2 X R?) U (R? x Bi/2)),

[0 — 21| BT +5.

Proof. We only consider the case that (zg,71) € suppr N (RY x B;5) since the
other case is similar. If xq1 - e; > 400Eﬁ + 0, then the interior estimate BI0) in
Lemma implies the assertion, so we may assume that z; - e; < 400Eﬁ + 0.
Now we notice that x - e; > —0 follows from ([B.21)); indeed, (B21]) implies that
belongs to Q¢ N By, which by (1)) is contained in {x | x-e; > —d}. We thus obtain

(3.22) (mo — 21) - (—e1) < ET2 4 6.

On the other hand, the boundary estimate (3I1]) in Lemma [32 implies that

(3.23) (xg — 1) €< ET3 +6 for any e € 0By with e-e; > 1/2.

Combining (3:23) with ([3:22)), we complete the proof. O
We are now in a position to prove Proposition 2.2

Proof of Proposition[2.2. Without loss of generality we may assume that 14(0) =
v1(0) = —e;. Note that since 62 < D, cf. (8.2), the assumption E + D < 1 implies
that E712 4+ § < 1, and also, together with (I2), the Lipschitz condition in (BI).
Hence, estimate (23] immediately follows from Proposition B4l and 62 < D. In
addition, the first part of (Z4]) is a direct consequence of ([2Z33]). Therefore, we only
need to confirm the last part of (24), i.e., that under the topological condition
B2D), if ETm 4§ < 1, then for any ¢t € [0, 1], all pairs (xg,x1) € suppn such that
try + (1 —t)xo € Byy4 are contained in By /5 x R4,

Consider z{, := dey so that zf, € Qo N Byp for 6 < 1. Hence there is some
x4 € Q1 such that (z),z}) € suppr and, by Proposition B4, |z} — xj| < ET 46,
In particular, since |z(| = 9,

(3.24) || + || < BT + 6.
We now fix an arbitrary ¢ € [0,1] and a pair (zg,x1) € supprm such that [tx1 +
(1 — t)zo| < 1/4. Then, using the monotonicity (x1 — ) - (zo — z() > 0 and
Eare + 6 < 1, we find that there is a universal constant C' > 1 such that
1
T C(ET2 +6) > (|twy + (1 — t)ao| + [t + (1 — t)a))])?
> [t(wr — 27) + (1= t)(zo — 2p)?

>ty — 22 + (1 — )|z — 23/*  (by monotonicity)
min{lar — 242, 70 — 77},
Thus we find that

|25 — @if* <

+2C(E77 +6) fori=0ori=1,

and hence, since E77 4§ < 1 and |zt| < 1 by B24), we have either |xo| < 2/5 or
|z1| < 2/5. In case that |zo| < 2/5 the assertion directly follows, while if |z1] < 2/5,
then |zg] < 1/2 by Proposition B4 and hence the assertion follows. O
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We conclude this section by indicating that the topological condition always
holds if we additionally assume the global condition required in Chen and Figalli’s
study.

Remark 3.5 (Comparison with Chen and Figalli’s assumption). Consider the con-
dition that for ¢ = 0, 1, the set €; is globally contained in a Lipschitz half-space,
i.e., there is an extension g; of g; to R4~! such that ||g;lec < & and

(3.25) Q; C Hi == {(s,2') e R | 5 > gi(a')}.

This global condition clearly prevents large transportation in the direction of —e;y.
We then find in the almost same way as proving (30 and (BII) that, under the
condition B27) for ¢ = 0 (resp. i = 1), if E + 0 < 1, then for any (vg,z1) €
suppm N (By /2 X RY) (resp. (wo,x1) € suppm N (R? x By 2)),

(3.26) |z — 21| < BT 46,

and in particular suppr N (By/2 x R?) (resp. suppm N (R? x By »)) is contained in
By x By, so that the forward (resp. backward) topological condition is satisfied.

An important point is that the assumption of Theorem [[1] is always satisfied
under Chen and Figalli’s assumption (within the framework of the quadratic cost
and constant densities). More precisely, they assume, normalizing R to 1,

(i) the tangency condition (L2l),
(11) (Hl N Bl(p)) cQ; C (Hz N B4(p)) with g; € 02,
(iii) global L>® and C? smallness: || T — x| (q,) + [[9ollc2 + [|g1]lc2 < 1.

It is obvious that (iii) implies our smallness assumption ([4]), and from the above
we see that (ii) (with (iii)) implies the topological condition ([3)). (Incidentally, it
seems that Chen and Figalli’s argument also works for C*“-domains.)

We also notice that the forward topological condition independently follows from
the global L*°-smallness in (iii), although the backward one does not; in this sense,
it now turns out that the assumption (ii) for ¢ = 1 is unremovable in Chen and
Figalli’s result.

4. REDUCTION FROM LAGRANGIAN TO EULERIAN

For the harmonic approximation result (Proposition[2.3]) we mainly argue in the
Eulerian formulation, following the interior theory [16]. This section is devoted
to demonstrating how to reduce Proposition 23] described in the Lagrangian co-
ordinate into a statement in the Eulerian coordinate. Section 1] exhibits main
hypotheses which we assume throughout the proof of harmonic approximation. In
Section we define the Eulerian formulation of the optimal transport problem.
Finally, in Section B3] we give an Eulerian statement and prove that the given
statement indeed implies 23]

4.1. Hypotheses. Since we are going to prove Proposition 2.3 we give ourselves
an arbitrary ¢ € (0, 1].

For later purpose it is convenient to pass from balls Br of radius R to cubes
Qr = (=R, R)? of half-side length R, both centered at the origin. We first adapt
our abbreviations for the transportation cost E' and for the (squared) deviation
of the boundaries from being flat D’ accordingly, both of which we assume to be
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bounded by original quantities E' and D in the larger ball B, 5 (dropping 32v/d
by Es, 5 and Dy, o to lighten notation):

(4.1) E = / |1 — 20|?7m(daodry) S F <. 1,
(QsxRH)U(RYx Qs)
/. ’ 12
(4.2) D' = ggﬁ[v Jilagn S D << 1,

where Q = (—R, R)4~! and g; denotes the local graph representation of the
Ch-boundary 9€;:

(4.3) QiNQs={(s,2") €Qs|s>gi(a")} fori=0,1,
satisfying the tangency condition, meaning
(4.4) 9i(0) =V'g;(0) =0 fori=0,1.

Note that the estimate E/ < F in (1)) is not a trivial hypothesis since E’ measures
not only forward but also backward transports as opposed to E, but not restrictive
thanks to the L*-bounds (see Step 1 in the proof of Proposition 23] below).

In addition, we demote the Eulerian statement in the sense that all the neces-
sary L*°-bounds are also supposed as hypotheses. Namely, we repeatedly use the
following L>°-bounds:

|21 — 20| < M with M < Eat2 + D3

(45) for all (wg,21) € suppr N ((Q4 x RY) U (R x Q4)).

Moreover, we will use the following consequence of monotonicity (and nondegener-
acy of the densities):

For any (x¢, 1) € suppm,
(4.6) if te1 + (1 — t)zo € Q2 holds for some ¢ € [0, 1],
then (zg,71) € (Q4 x RY) U (R? x Q).
We finally suppose the unit-value hypothesis that
(4.7) A=1,

since the case of general A can be reduced to the unit value case with the help of
Lemma 2] below (see Section 3] for details).

4.2. Eulerian formulation. We now introduce the Eulerian formulation of the
optimal transportation problem (see also [16] [15], or [25, Section 5.4]). As is sup-
posed in ([@7) we argue only for A = 1.

To clarify the meaning it is convenient to first introduce the ensemble of all
trajectories. We define P as a non-negative measure on straight trajectories; namely,
PP is the push forward of the optimal transference plan 7 under the map F : R? x
R? — X that sends (z9, 1) to the trajectory X in form of X (t) = tay + (1 — )z
(t € [0,1]), where X denotes the set of all straight trajectories equipped with e.g.
the L>-distance. Then, for all Borel function ¢ on R¢ and for all ¢ € [0, 1], we have

(45) [ ctear+ 1 = yn(asodar) = [ (x(e)B(ax)
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by using the change of variables [ G o Fdr = [ GdP for the measurable function
G: X — ((X(t)) on X; in particular,

(4.9) /QO - [x@p@s) ma [ ¢ 1 - [exeax).

This “trajectory point of view” will be repeatedly used in our proof.

We now introduce an “Eulerian point of view” by defining the pair (p,j) a
(dp,dj) := (dtps(dx),dtjs(dr)) with a non-negative measure p; and an R%-valued
measure j; on R? for ¢ € [0,1] so that

[ c@mtan) = [ cxneax)
[ €@ -sutan) =[x JP(dX),

for all ¢ € C.(R?) and ¢ € C.(R%RY). By definition (@I0) the pair (p,7) solves
the continuity equation d¢p+ V - j = 0 subject to the boundary condition py = xq,
and p; = xq, in the distributional sense, i.e.,

8t d V(- dj = 17 ! 1 0; ! 0
(4.11) /(0,1)de Cdp+ Ve dj /Rd ¢, )xa /Rd €0, )xe
for all ¢ € C1([0,1] x RY).

(4.10)

Note that in view of the advection equation, % corresponds to the velocity field.
The pair (p,j) has the following minimizing property, which plays a crucial

role in our proof. By the Benamou-Brenier formula (cf. [25, Theorem 8.1] and [Il

Chapter 8]) the pair (p, j) defined through [@I0) solves the Eulerian formulation

of the optimal transportation problem

(4.12) win { [ 3
(p,7) p

where we define the integrand by a dual formulation: For every finite measure p
and R%valued measure j on [0, 1] x R%,

1 - - )
(4.13) [ s ( EX |§|2dp) |
P §€CC([O,1]><Rd;]Rd)

An advantage of this Eulerian formulation is admitting singular measures (with
respect to the Lebesgue measure) as competitors; in fact, in the proof of Lemma
5.4 below, we will construct a measure (p*i"8, j$i"8) that contributes to the com-
petitor and is concentrated on the boundary, thus being singular. Recall (cf. [22]
Proposition 5.18]) that if the energy (LI3) is finite, or equivalently if 5 > 0 and
J < p, then by using the Radon-Nikodym derivative (velocity) we have

(5, satisfies @::u)} |

dj |’

1~
[
p (0,1) xR

ds
dp Ps

and if in addition / (and thus also j) is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] x R%, then we have the pointwise understanding that

1~ /
=7IF = J(t, x)|“dtdz,
/(0,1)de Pl | (0,1) xR p(t, )| ( )|
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where if p(t,2) = 0 and j(t,2) = 0 (resp. j(t,z) # 0), then we interpret the value
of the integrand as 0 (resp. co). Note that if (p,7) is a minimizer of (LI12)), then
(j: <) pe < L%, where p; := p(t,-), ji := j(t,-), and L? is the Lebesgue measure
on R? (cf. [I6] Section 3.1]), and hence the integrand in ([EIZ) can be interpreted
pointwise; this fact is a qualitative consequence of McCann’s displacement convexity
[20] (see also [I6, Lemma 3.2]), which shows that the trivial bounds on the initial
and terminal data xq,, xo, < 1 are preserved:

(4.14) p<1.

This quantitative result will also greatly simplify our proof in Section
We finally remark that in our argument we do not appeal to the global minimality
(£I2) but the local one (see Lemma Bl below for details).

4.3. Reduction from Lagrangian to Eulerian. We are now in a position to
state the main harmonic approximation result in terms of the Eulerian formulation.

Proposition 4.1 (Harmonic approximation in a cube). Given e € (0, 1], and under
all the hypotheses from [@I)) to @), there exists a harmonic gradient V¢ in Qy
close to the velocity % in the sense of

1 C
(4.15) / —|j = pVe]* <eE+ =D,
(0,1)xQ1 P €

(4.16) / Vo> < CE,

1
where C' > 0 only depends on d, and in addition symmetric in the sense of
(4.17) o(s,2") = ¢(—s,2")  for all (s,2') € Q.

The proof of Proposition Al is given in Section Bl Note that the Lh.s. of (@15
is well defined by the pointwise understanding as in Section since if p = 0 then
J =PVl =il

In the remainder we prove that Proposition 23] indeed follows from Proposition
[T To this end we first verify a control of the value of the target density so that
we will be able to remove the assumption A = 1, cf. (7)), by a simple scaling
argument.

Lemma 4.2 (Control of values). Let T' be an optimal transport map well prepared
in By. If D < 1, then A= 1> S E.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that v;,(0) = —e;. Thanks to
the well-preparedness, the assumption D < 1 implies that By /5(%61) is compactly
contained in Qg N Q; N By. Fix any n = n(d) € C}(RY) such that

(4.18) / n=1,
Rd
(4.19) suppn = By 5(5e1) C QN Q1 N By.

Then we have

/ (n(x1) = n(xo))m(drodsy) = / (n(x1) — n(wo))m(drodry),
(By xR4)U(RIX B1) Rd xRY
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and by the marginal condition the r.h.s. turns into

/U/\stl—/ nxa, = >\/ 77—/77 = A—1.
R4 R4 Rd R

Hence, noting that |[n(x1) — n(zo)| < sup |Vn||lz1 — x| S |21 — 20|, we find that

A—1] < / |x1 — xo|m(dxoday)
(Bl XRd)U(RdXBl)

1/2
< EY? / m(dxodzy)
(Bl XRd)U(RdXBl)

= EV2(IBiN Q|+ A|Bi N |)"/* < EV2,

where the condition A < 4 is used in the last estimate. O
We now deduce Proposition 2.3] from Proposition .11

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Up to rotation we may assume that v = —e;. We divide
our proof into two steps. In Step 1 we first prove the unit-value case A = 1 by using
Proposition [} a part of the proof is parallel to [16]. We then reduce the case of
general A € [1/4,4] to the unit-value case in Step 2.

Step 1: X = 1. By rescaling we may construct a harmonic gradient in B 4
under the assumptions of Proposition2Z.3lin the larger ball B,, Ja» hamely, the well-
preparedness in By, /; with A = 1 and the smallness £+ D (= Ey, g+Ds,y, 7) <e 1.

Given any ¢ € (0, 1], we first check all the hypotheses in Proposition 1] (except
for (A7) since it is already assumed). Since all the L>°-bounds in Proposition
hold in By 5 and hence in Qs, we in particular find that ((Qs x R) U (R? x Qg)) N
suppm C Bsy /g X R? and thus (@) holds. It is now straightforward to check all
the remaining hypotheses from ([@2) to [@T). Therefore, we may apply Proposition
[T and deduce that there is a harmonic gradient V¢ on Q; with symmetry (£I7)
satisfying ([I5) and (IG).

We now prove that the restriction of V¢ to By, has the desired properties.
Obviously, (Z4) follows by (£I6), and ZX) (with v = —e;) by (EI7). In the
remainder we prove that V¢ satisfies (ZH) by translating (£I5) back into the
Lagrangian coordinate. We first note that the L>°-bounds [{3H]) and () imply
that

(420) Tt(Bl/4 N Qo) C B1/27

where we recall Ty := T + (1 — t)Id. By the triangle inequality and by ¢ = ¢|p, ,,

/ T~ (2 + Vo) Pxa
By

1 1
(121) < / / T — (@ + Vé o T0)Pxan + / / V6 — Vé o Ty Pxa.
0 31/4 0 31/4

We first estimate the former term in (ZZZI). We infer from {@I0) that p, = Titixa,
and j; = Tuf[(T — Id)xq,]- The velocity field v := dj/dp satisfies that v(T;(z),t) =
T(x)—x so that T'(x) — (x+VP(Ti(x))) = (v(t, ) — V@) oTi(x) holds for a.e. z € Q.
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Hence, by definition of p and interpretation of %|j — pV¢|? when p = 0, we have

/ / — (2 +VooT)|*xa, = / / lv — Vo|*dp
Bi/a T (B1/4NQ0)
- i - 9o
Tt 31/40520
/ / =i — pVe|?
131/2

<£E—|—D

For the last term in (ZZI]), we have

1
/ / V6 Voo TP xa o sup (V2] / / T, — X0,
0 JByu B2 By

Recalling that supg, , |[V2¢|? < E holds due to the mean-value property of har-
monic functions and [@I6), and using that |T;(z) — x| < |T'(z) — z| so that

1 1
/ / 1T, — oxa, < / / T — 2f?xa, < E.
0 JByy 0 J By

we find that the last term in (@2]) is bounded of the form < E?, thus being of
higher-order for £ < 1. Summarizing the above estimates, we have

C
/ [T~ (& +Vé)Pxa, S<B+ D,
Bi/a

Since € is arbitrary, we may replace < by < and thus obtain the desired bound.
Step 2: A € [1/4,4]. Given a well-prepared map 7" with an arbitrary A € [1/4, 4],
we define a map T by T'(z) := AY4T () for = € Q. Let Q := A/4Q,. Since T
is still the gradient of a convex potential, and since Q] = (AY/4)4Q;] = ||, the
map Tisa well-prepared optimal transport map from xq, to Xg, - In addition, the

assumption £ + D <. 1 for T implies the same kind of smallness for T; indeed,
since |\ — 1] <« 1, it is straightforward to check that (after a dyadic loss in the
radius)

(4.22) D := D(Q, \Y90,1/2) < D <. 1,

and also we have

Bimf (T-aPxa,s [ WM —af 4 W 1PRP) SE+ A= 1P,
31/2 B1NQg

so that by Lemma 2]

(4.23) ESE<. 1.
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Hence we deduce from Step 1 that for small € (0, 1/2) there is a harmonic gradient
V¢ on B, that is symmetric, cf. (7)), and satisfies

(4.24) / T — x — Vo|>xq,dx < eE + gf),

(4.25) / Vo < CE.

Now we define ¢(z) := ¢(z) + (A"1/4 — 1)|z|2/2, the gradient of which V¢(z) =
V() + (A4 — 1)z is still harmonic and symmetric on B,.. Then

/ |T—$—V(J§|2XQO = / |)\71/df—/\71/d$— V5|2
B,NQo

"

gﬂ/d/ |T_x_v$|2+|xl/d—1|2/ Vo2
BN B

N
By A ~ 1, [@24)), (£23) and [22), the first term is bounded as

~ ~ ~ C= C
A*Q/d/ T —2-V¢|? SeE+—D SeE+ =D,
B,NQo 9 £

while by Lemma 2 and [25) the latter term is of higher order and in particular
~ ~ EXD)
A4 — 1|2/ Vo> SEE < ¢E.
BN

Therefore, by the arbitrariness of £ we obtain ([Z3]). Since (2.6 follows from (23]
and (23], and since the symmetry (27) is already confirmed, the proof is now
complete. O

5. PROOF OF HARMONIC APPROXIMATION

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1] i.e., the harmonic ap-
proximation on Eulerian level. Throughout this section we give ourselves an ar-
bitrary ¢ € (0,1], and assume all the hypotheses from ([@I) to (). In ad-
dition, we remark that in this section we will frequently use the notation x =
(r1,2") = (21,72,...,24) € R%, in which x; does not mean the target point of
(zo,21) € suppm.

5.1. Outline of the proof. We mainly argue in a local region (0,1) X Qg, where
the half-side length R € (1,2) is well chosen (in Lemma [5.2)) so that all quantities
on Qg that we want to control behave in a generic way; below we drop R for
notational simplicity.

For Proposition [£1] we will approximate the velocity j/p by the gradient V¢ of
the (symmetric) solution to a certain Poisson equation with a Neumann boundary
condition, cf. (B23]). The first main step is Lemma [5:3] which ensures an “approx-
imate orthogonality” of the form

1 1
/ —|j = pVe|* < / —5)* - / |V¢|? + small error,
(0,1)xQ P 0,1)xQ P

so that our problem is reduced to estimating the (local) cost of (p,j) directly.
Thanks to this orthogonality and also the local optimality of (p, j) (Lemma B1)), it
suffices to construct a suitable competitor the cost of which is comparable with the
Dirichlet energy of ¢ up to small error. This will be done in the other main step,
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Lemma [54] in which we construct a (local) variational competitor (p,) (concen-
trated on (0, 1) x Q) based on the solution ¢ to a slightly modified Poisson equation,

cf. (527, such that

1 1~ -
/ —|jl? < /—~|j|2 S /|V¢|2+small error,
(0,1)xQ P p

and also ensure that the Dirichlet energies of the two solutions are comparable:
/|VQB|2 < / |V¢|? + small error.

As all the above errors are of the desired form ¢ + %D, we reach the assertion.
We now sketch the idea to construct a competitor in Lemma[5.4l To this end it
is convenient to introduce the width, as in Section [3]

(5.1) 0 := max[lgi| L= (qy) <e 1,
where the smallness follows since

D @E2)
(5.2) 0 < max 49V gila0s < D? <. 1.

In particular, it follows from (3) that Qs N ; C {x1 > —J} for i = 0,1 so that
by (X)), we obtain the support property

(5-3) ((0,1) x Q2) Nsupp(p, j) C {1 > —4}.

When it comes to the construction of a competitor, next to the basic construction
obtained in the interior theory [I6] (“main construction” (pm#n, jmain)) that takes
care of the flux through (0,1) x dQ, we need a new construction near the bound-
ary 9€2; (“boundary construction” (pPd¥, jP4r¥)) which turns out to be explicit.
However, when it comes to the (adaptation of the) interior case, the flux across
(0,1) x (0Q N{]z1| < 0}) has to be treated separately. More precisely, we keep the
trajectories that cross (0,1) x (9Q N {|z1| < 6}) (“kept trajectories” (pkert, jkept)),
following a strategy from [I5]. Let pg < xq, denote the density of the initial posi-
tion of these kept trajectories and p1 < xgq, the one of the terminal position. These
modifications in the initial and terminal conditions from xq, and xqo, to xo, — o
and xq, —p1 (all restricted to Q) require a construction that will be accommodated
by initial and terminal layers, that is, in (0,7) x @ and (1—7, 1) X @Q respectively, of
a thickness 7 <. 1 (“initial and terminal construction” (pi™i, jin), (pterm jtermyy,
accordingly, the main and boundary construction will be accommodated by the
remaining (main) layer (7,1 —7) x Q. As a collateral damage from introducing the
initial and terminal layer, also the flux through ((0,7) U (1 —7,1)) x 9Q has to be
treated separately. For this, we have to distinguish between exiting and entering
trajectories (positive and negative flux) through ((0,7) U (1 —7,1)) x 9Q: Trajec-
tories “exiting early”, i.e., through (0,7) x 0Q, and “entering late”, i.e., through
(1 —7,1) x 0Q, are treated alongside those crossing (7,1 — 7) x (0Q N {|z1| < §}),
that is, they are kept and contribute to py and p; (and hence to (p°Pt, j%°Pt)). The
flux coming from trajectories “entering early” through (0,7) x 0Q), and the flux
coming from trajectories “exiting late” through (1—7,1) x 0Q are not kept but will
be treated as a singular measure supported in (0,1) x 9Q (“singular construction”
(p*in&, j51"8)) at no further cost. In fact, the corresponding entering particles will
just stay put till time 7, and then be released at uniform rate over (7,1 — 7); the
corresponding exiting ones will be treated in a parallel way.
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In summary, we will eventually construct a local competitor (5, 7) of the form
(ﬁa.;) = (p jkcpt) + (pmain’jmain) + (psing’jsing)
+ (pbdry’jbdry) + (pini’jini) + (ptcrm’jtcrm)’

where (, j) satisfies the same boundary condition as (p, j) (see Figure[D)), and then
appeal to sub-additivity of the cost functional. The precise definitions of these
constructions are given in Section (see also Figures there).

kept
)

(5.4)

(p;9)

P|t:0 = X

FIGURE 1. The Eulerian form (p, j) of the optimal transport map
in (0,1) x Q.

5.2. Preliminaries and key lemmas. In this section we make the above outline
more rigorous by introducing fluxes and formulating the aforementioned key lem-
mas, and then demonstrate that Proposition [£1]indeed follows from these lemmas.

For a given half-side length R € (1,2), we consider the subset of trajectories that
exit, and the one of those that enter Qg:

Tir={X|X(1)¢Qrand X(t) € Qg for some t € (0,1)},
T_r:={X|X(0)¢€Qrand X(t) € Qg for some t € (0,1)},

where here and hereafter X denotes a straight trajectory (in X). Note that these
sets are not necessarily disjoint. For X € Ty r and X € T_ p we consider the
exiting and entering times, respectively,

ty,r(X) :==sup{t € (0,1) | X(t) € Qr} >0,
t_r(X):=inf{t € (0,1) | X(¢t) € Qr} < 1.

We now define the normal flux fr across 9Q g, as a (signed) measure on (0, 1) x 0Qr
that exists for every (and not just almost every) R, by

/ Cdfr
(0.,1)><3QR

= ctinXmpa - [ o X m)Eax)

T-.r

(5.5)

(5.6)

(5.7)
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where ¢ € C([0,1] x dQg) is an arbitrary test function and, whenever it is not
confusing, we write t1 p = t1 p(X). In fact, (51) holds true for the positive and
negative part of the normal flux separately:

(5.8) / Clfp s = / (b, X (b, 1) P(dX).
(0,1)xX0Qr T+.R

In order to pass from (&) to (B.8]), we need to show that the two measures on the
r.h.s. of (L8] are orthogonal (mutually singular). Dropping the index R, this means
that we have to show (t4(X4), X4(t4 (X)) # (t—(X_), X_(t_(X_))) for P-
a.e. Xy € Ty pand X_ € T_ g. In fact this holds for every X1 € T r; we prove it
by contradiction so suppose that (t4(X), X4 (t4(X4))) = (t—(X-), X_(t-(X_)))
for some X4 ; then, writing Xy =tz 4+ + (1 —t)zo 2, we would have t(z1,+ —1,—)
= —(1 —t)(mo+ — wo,—) for some ¢ € (0,1); by monotonicity of suppr in form of
(1,4 —21,-) - (wo+ — xo,—) > 0 this would imply (zo+,214+) = (xo,—,%1,—) SO
X4+ = X_; however, this contradicts the assumption ¢4 (X;) = t_(X_) since @ is
open and hence ¢4 (X) > t_(X) holds for an arbitrary X € 7. p N 7T_ g.

Using the flux fr defined above, we are now able to rigorously formulate the
local optimality of (p, j) playing a crucial role in our proof.

Lemma 5.1 (Local optimality). For every R € (1,2) the measure fr defined by
B3 coincides with the inner trace of j on (0,1) x Qr in the sense that for every
¢ € Ci([0,1] x RY),

6:9) [ acdprVedi= [ Gxa 0O adet [,
(Oxl)XQR QR (Ovl)XOQR
In particular, if a pair of measures (p, ]) satisfies that for every ¢ € C1([0,1] x R%),
G.a0) [ acdprvedi= [ (00 e, ~0O e+ [ Cdfa,
(0,1)xR4 R (0,1)x0Qr

then the following local optimality holds:

1 . 1~
(5.11) / 142 g/ =|4[%,
(0,1)xQr P (0,1)xRe P

where the right-hand side is defined through the dual formula [EI3), while the left-
hand side is understood pointwise (by using the minimality of (p, 7))

We proceed with the preparation of our construction. The trajectories we keep
are those that cross (0,1) x 9Q in {z1 < 0} or that exit before 7, or enter after
1—7:

(512)  Th:=T  rUT g,

where Tir=A{X€Tir|Xi(ty,r) <dortyr <t}
T,lﬁR = {X S T_)R | Xl(t—7R) < 6 or t—,R >1— 7‘}'

If we define measures p/; and j% on (0,1) x R? analogously to (ZI0) (used later for

defining “kept trajectories”, cf. Figure ), namely for ¢ € C(R9) and ¢ € C(R4;R?),
[ C@onta) = | cxpex),
(5.13) E

/ £@) - Ghildn) = | &X(1) - X(OP@X),

Tk
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then (analogously to (B9) (pz.i%) = (dt(pr)e(dx), dt(j5)i(dz)) distributionally
satisfies the continuity equation in (0,1) x Qg with initial condition pg g at t = 0,
terminal condition pi g at ¢ = 1, and normal flux f} across (0,1) x 0Qr (as in
(G3)), where po g and p; g are defined in line with ([@3), that is, for ¢ € C.(R?),

/ CPor = / C(X(0)B(dX),
71 B
(5.14) ’

— R

[on= [ cxappx).

and f}, is defined analogously to (51), that is, for ¢ € C([0,1] x 9QRr),

/ Cafp
(0,1) X 8QR

6.05) = [ Gter X(Em)P@) - [ G X () PX)

T r T r
Hence the remaining construction has to connect the initial condition xq, — po,r
to the terminal condition xq, — po,r, with the normal flux fr — f;. What we have
gained by discarding a (small) portion of the trajectories is:

<0 on{t<r7},
>0 on{t>1-r7}.

(5.16) fR=fr=0 on{x <d}, fR—fII;i{

As mentioned above, we split this remaining construction into a construction in
(1,1 —17) X @Qrg, into an “initial construction” in (0,7) X @Qr, and into a “terminal
construction” in (1—7, 1) x @r. The initial and terminal constructions require more
precise information on pg r and p; r. To this purpose, we consider the subsets of
those trajectories that exit early or enter late:

T_;,I_/7R = {X (S T+7R | t.;,.)R < T} C T—{-,R’

5.17
(5.17) T'r={XeT rlt-r>1-7CT p,

and the corresponding densities: for ¢ € C.(R%),

[eoon= [ cxoppax.
(5.18) Tin
[chn= [, cxappax.

We finally note that the measures fr and f}, have Hausdorff densities on (0, 1) x0Qr
for a.e. R € (1,2). It follows from Lemma 5] that for every R € (1,2), the inner
normal trace of j (as a measure) exists and coincides with fr. Since in addition j has
a (square integrable) Lebesgue density, which we denote again by j, the Hausdorff
density of this inner trace coincides with v - j for a.e. R € (1,2); in fact, this is true
for every Lebesgue point R of j, seen as an element of L?((1,2); L2((0,1) x OQRr)).
As a consequence, for a.e. R € (1,2), v-j is the Hausdorff density of fr. In addition,
the square integrability (of the density) of fr obviously transmits to fﬁ. We then
learn from (B.8) that this transmits to the two r.h.s. expressions. Since these clearly
dominate the respective r.h.s. expressions in (5.14), also f is square integrable.
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We are now in a position to choose a good half-side length R (slice) such that
the quantities introduced above are well estimated, that is, behave like on average
(with respect to R). The proof is given in Section (.3

Lemma 5.2 (Good slices). For any fixzed 7 € (0,1), there exists R € (1,2) such
that

(5.19) / 73 <E,
(0,1)><8QR
1.
(5.20) | iRk S ME,
(0,1)xR¢ PR
(5.21) Po.R, P1,R <1, /d dist (-, 0Qr)(po,r + p1.r) S E,
R
622 hpha<l [ dist.00n)(phn+ o) S TE.
R

We remark that in order to get the coefficient 72 in ([5.22)) we will use the fact
that the initial points (resp. the target points) of the trajectories exiting early
(resp. entering late) are “close” to the boundary 0Qr. This might not be true
for the trajectories exiting late and entering early; this is why we deal with those
trajectories separately.

From now on, we drop the index R. In fact, for (notational) simplicity, we treat
R as being unity R = 1.

We now turn to our main estimates. The Poisson equation we use for approxi-
mating the velocity j/p is:

Ap=c in @N{x >0},
(5.23) v-Vé=f ondQn{xr >0},
v-V¢=0 onQnN{zs =0},
where we have introduced the following abbreviation of the boundary flux, cf. (&)

and (BT3):
(5.24) f;:/ (f — f)dt on 90,

1
0
and c is the constant that makes the problem solvable; throughout this section, v
denotes the outer normal of a domain under consideration. Because 0;¢ vanishes
for z1 = 0, we may extend V¢ harmonically onto @ by reflection, cf. ([EIT).
The next lemma shows that in a certain sense, j — pV¢ and V¢ are almost
orthogonal, cf. (B.28). The proof is given in Section [5.4l

Lemma 5.3 (Approximate orthogonality). Given 7 € (0,1/4), we have

1 1
[ Sievep= ([ e ] Vo2
(5.25) 0,1)xQ P 0,1)xQ P Qn{z1>—5}

< E3§+ (1 +0)2E,

and also

(5.26) /Q|V¢)|2 < E.
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We then turn to the construction of a competitor, which is based on the solution
to the following modified equation:

Ap=¢ in QN {z; >},
(5.27) v-Vo=f ondQn{z > 6},

v-Vo=g onQn{x =4},
where next to (524) we have also introduced the abbreviation, cf. (Z3):
(5.28) Gi=go—g1 onQn{x; =6}=2Q = (-1,1)1,

and ¢ is the constant that makes the problem solvable.

The final lemma states that there exists a competitor of transport cost close to
the Dirichlet integral of V¢, cf. (5.29), where it matters that the r.h.s. of (5.29) is
super-linear in E + §2 (after optimization in 7), and also states that V¢ and V¢Z
have comparable Dirichlet energies, cf. (£30). The proof is given in Section [E.H

Lemma 5.4 (Construction). Given 7 € (0,1/4), there exists an admissible pair
(p,7) (i-e., satisfying (BI0)) concentrated on (0,1) x Q such that

1 ~ ¥
J VP
(0,1)xRe P Qn{z1 >4}

M +§)7T
(5.29) < HE+0%) + (B4 025 g3y MEOTT
In case of d = 2, the exponent ﬁ, which would be equal to 1, has to be replaced
by an (in fact, any) exponent 5 < 1. In addition,
(5.30) / Va2 —/ Vol? < E26+ 62
QN{x1>4d} Qn{z1>—6}

We conclude this subsection by demonstrating that the above lemmas indeed
imply Proposition 11

Proof of Proposition [{-1] Within this proof we restore the index R € (1,2) taken
in Lemma for clarity.

We take ¢ € C*°(QRr) as defined in (B23) and by reflection, and prove that
this ¢ (restricted to @) is the desired harmonic gradient. Since V¢ is harmonic
and satisfies ([II7) by definition, and (ZI6) follows from (E20)), it only remains to
establish ({15). We start from (520) and (530) in Lemma [5:3] which combine to

1 1 -
R R e | Wk
(0,1)xQr P (0,1)xQr P QrN{z1>6}

<SE:0+6%+(746)2E.

We then turn to Lemma [5.4] and appeal to the local optimality in Lemma [B.1]

namely
1 1.
/ —jl? S/ =33
(0,1)xQr P (0,1)xRd P
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and to (5:29) to obtain

1
[ Sli-vep s B+
(0,1)xQr P
(M + )@
T

5.31 L (r+0)E(E+82) + (E+62)7F + E.
(5.31) ( )2 (

Given ¢ € (0, 1], for the very first r.h.s. term E28 we apply Young’s inequality to
control it by eE + 162 < eE+ 1D as desired, cf. (5.2). The remaining r.h.s. terms
can all be made < eE + 62 so that < eE + D; namely we choose 7 so small that
(1 +0)2 <e, cf. ), and since E + D <. 1 so that both

(M + §)a GEZI)S@ (E@ + D3)a1 _

@@
(E+6%)a1 < (E+ D) <e, e.

T T
The arbitrariness of ¢ implies the assertion. 0

In the remainder of this section we prove all the above lemmas.

5.3. Local optimality and good slices lemma. In this subsection we prove
Lemmas Bl and 5.2 in line with [15].

Proof of Lemma[idl By an approximation argument we may use the (discontinu-
ous) test functions xg,0:¢ and xg, V(¢ in the definition of (p, j), cf. (£I0), for an
arbitrary ¢ € C}([0,1] x RY). Hence we have

/ OyCdp + VC - dj
(0,1)xQr
1
- / / (Bctt X (1) + V¢t X () - X(0)) P(aX)t
0 J{X()€EQr}

- /T (C(te, X(14)) - C(t—, X (1)) P(dX),

where Tg := {X | X(t) € Qr for some t}, and the exiting and entering times t+ r =
t+ r(X) are understood as in ([B.6]) even if X is totally contained in Q. Since Tr
is decomposed into the disjoint sets {X (1) € Qr} and T+ r = TR N{X (1) € Qr},
cf. (BH), we deduce from the marginal condition ([@9) and (&.8) that

o X (b p)PAX) = [ (L )xade + / Cdfrs
Tr Qr (0,1)x0Qr
Similarly we have
b X (t— )PAX) = [ (0, )xapdz + / Cdfr_,
Tr Qr (0,1)X0Qr

and hence by the definition of fg, cf. (51), we obtain (5.9I).

We finally prove local optimality (BI1). Since by (B9) and (BI0) the pair
(5, 7) = (p, 7))+ (P, 1)l (0,1)x (Ra\G7) 18 @ competitor in (LI2), and since by definition
(£I3) the transportation cost is sub-additive, we have

[ Gups [ es[ o Jgesf L.
(0,1)xRe P (0,1)xRe P (0,1)xRe P (0,1)x (RI\QR) P

The additivity of the classical integral [ %| j|? completes the proof. 0
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Proof of Lemma[2Z We start with (519) by arguing that

2
/ / fRdR < E.
1 J(0,1)x0Qr

Indeed, since we have fr = v-j a.e. on Qg for a.e. R € (1,2), cf. (E9), we obtain
from the co-area formula fQ2\Q1 = f12 Joo,, AR that

2 (zme) 1
/] frars [ wgpts [ Sps
1 J(0,1)x0Qr (0,1) X Q2 (0,1)xQa P

where the last estimate follows since the L>°-bounds ([{.3]) and ([&6]) yield that there
are no trajectories going through Q- such that =g ¢ Qg and 1 € Qs.
Turning to (520) we show

2
1
/ / —|jr|?dR < ME.
1 J(0,1)xRe PR

Indeed, it follows from the definition of (p's, j%), cf. (I3), that
1.
[ P s [ X0 - X©)PE@x)
(0,1)xR¢ PR Th

L - xoree) 2 [ X ) - XOPR@),
T+ RUT- R

where Ix r denotes the characteristic function of the set

{X ] X (D)oo > R > min |X (1) o or [X(0)|oc > R > min |X(t)|oo} ,

and | - oo denotes the norm in which the cube is the ball. We now integrate in
R: Using that (Ix,rg = 1 = max; |X(¢)|eoc > R > min; |X(¢)|~), appealing to
maxy | X (t)|co — ming | X (¢)]|eo < maxy ¢ | X (#') — X (¢)], inferring from (LI)) that

(5.32) . 5112(18(1) | X (') — X ()| <M provided X(0) € Qqor X(1) € Qq,
,y e s

and noting that by (6] the set of (straight) trajectories X with X (¢) € Q2 for
some t is contained in the set of trajectories with X (1) € Q4 or X (0) € Q4, we have

2 1
/ / —|iRI?dR
1 J(0,1)xR? PR

< M/ |X(1) — X(0)*P(dX) < ME,
{X(1)€QaIU{X(0)€Qs}

where for the last estimate we directly inferred from (I]) that

(5.33) / |X(1) — X(0)*P(dX) < E.
{X(0)eQau{X(1)eQu}

We now turn to the proof of (521)), and (5.22). Appealing to symmetry, we
restrict ourselves to pg and pf,. The pointwise bounds in form of 0 < pfj < py <1
follow via definitions (5I4) and (&I8) from ([@9). For the integral bound we will
restrict ourselves to (5.22), since ([G.21)) follows from the latter for 7 = 1, and show

that

2
/ / dist(, 0Qr)pp gdR < T°F.
1 R4
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By definition (.I8]), we have
|R = [X(0)]oo|P(dX).
R

[ asit.0am g = [
Rd T

+

By definition (5:I1) of 77" ; and (2.8) of ¢ r we have for X € T" ; that sup, | X /e
> R > infi, | X | and thus in particular

|R = |X(0)|oc| < sup [X|oo — inf [X[oo < 7[X(1) = X(0)],
t<T t<t
where the last estimate follows since trajectories are straight. Hence we obtain

from integrating in R (and noting the implicitly-multiplied characteristic function
on the set {(X,R) | sup,, | X|oc > R > inf;; | X|} as above),

2
| [ aistt.o0nph par <72 [ X (1) — X(0)PB(dX).
1 JRrd ' {X|3t, X(t)€Q2}
By (@6) again, the r.h.s. integral is estimated by F, cf. (5.33). O

5.4. Approximate orthogonality.

Proof of Lemma[23 By the definition of the integrand %| 4]?, the support condition
(53) implies that also %|j — pV|* and %|j|2 are supported in {z; > —d}. Hence
we obtain from expanding the square:

1 . 1 .
[ Simevep= [ Sup- (2— )| Vo
0,1)xQ P (0,1)xQ P (0,1)x (QN{z1>—6})
(5.34) + 2/ (Vo —3)-Vo.
(0,1)x(@N{z1>-3d})

Therefore by p < 1, cf. [@I4)), for (528) it remains to bound the last term.

In what follows we first prepare some trace estimates for later use, then rephrase
the above last term so that the estimates in the previous step are applicable, and
finally complete the proof by estimating the rephrased one; estimate (5.26)) is shown
in the middle of Step 1.

Step 1: Trace estimates and control of boundary fluzes. We first note

- N2 £2 < E.
(5.35) /(Oyl)m(f ) +/6Qf <

Indeed, since we have a splitting f' = f, — f/ with 0 < fL < fi, cf. (B8) and
BI5), and f+ being the positive and negative parts of f as was shown right after

X)), we have
(5.36) I =FI< 1 1T,

so that (B35]) follows from definition (24 and estimate (Z19).
By standard L2-based maximal regularity theory for (£23)) in terms of the Neu-

mann data (see Remark [B.5] below for details), we have
) L, B
(5:37) sw [ Vo< [ PEE
1 JQ oQ
where Q' = {2’ € (—1,1)?"!} denotes the (d — 1)-dimensional cube in tangential

direction; we call (B.37) a maximal regularity estimate since the left and right hand
side have the same scaling. Estimate ([5.26]) now follows directly from (G.37]).
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We further post-process (531): For a test function ¢ on Q N{z1 > a} (for some

€ (—1/2,1/2)), combining the Poincaré-trace estimate in (d — 1) dimensions
/ 8(/8</va+y/d
Q!
with the obvious
2 2
sup | [ ¢ s [ jorc? + | s
Z1 Q' T JQ Qn{z1>a}

we obtain

(5.38) sup (/ ¢? +/ C2) < Sup/ |V¢|? + ’ C}2.
z1 oQ’ Q' T JQ’ QN{z1>a}
Applying this to ( = ¢ on @ N {1 > —d}, where we normalize such that

(5.39) / b =0,
Qn{z1>—6}
we obtain by (537) the (co-dimension two) estimate

(5.40) sup </an &+ /,¢2) < E.

Step 2: Rephrasing in terms of ¢ and boundary fluxes. We now rephrase the last
term in (534) in terms of ¢ and normal fluxes on the boundary. Integrating in ¢
the continuity equation and recalling the normal flux boundary data f for j, and
the initial data yq, and terminal data yq, for p (namely taking constant-in-t test

functions ¢ in (53)), we see that j := fol jdt distributionally satisfies

V-j=—g in @N{xy > -0},
(5.41) v-j= f fdt on 9Q N {x1 > -4},

vj= on Q N {21 = —0},
where we have introduced the characteristic function g := xq, — xq,, that is,
1 for g1(2') < x1 < go(a'),

(5.42) g(x) == ¢ -1 for go(z') < 21 < g1(2'),
0 else,

in the first line, cf. (@3], and used (&3] for the last item. Therefore, appealing to
E23) (in its reflected form), to (539), and to (E4T]) tested by ¢, we obtain for the

last term in (534)

/ (Vo j)- Vo= (Vo —J)-Vo
(0,1)x(QN{z1>—46}) Qn{z1>-4}

1
€ 6D _ 96+ / 6 (f - / fdt> - / 6016,
QM{z1>—45} oQN{z1>—6} 0 Qn{z1=-6}

We claim that we may rewrite the last term as

- / 6016
Qﬁ{wlz—[s}

0
(5.43) = / V'¢p(=6,2") - V'¢(xq,2")dz'dxy + 6 [ ¢(—6,2")dz'.
76 Q/ Ql
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Indeed, we obtain (B.43) by using the homogeneous flux boundary condition in

(E23) in form of
0
~on6(-0.0) = [ 0(ws.a')don
—0

combining it with the Poisson equation in form of

0 0
/ 312¢($1733/)d331 = dc— / A/¢($1, l’/)dl’l,
-5 -4

and appealing to integration by parts in 2’ in form of

0

0
— [ ¢(—d, x’)/ AN ¢(z1, 2" )drdz’ = / V'¢(=6,2") - V'¢(x1,2")dz' dxy,
Q/ 76 76 Q/

where there are no boundary terms here since f vanishes for z; < § by (G.16) and
(E24). Hence we rearrange the terms as follows

/ (V6 - j)- Vo
(0,1)x(QN{z1>-6})

- /Qm{lmll<6} 90" /8Qm{zl<6} ¢/01 far /8Qﬂ{rl>5} ’ (f . /01 fdt)

+ / (V' dler——s) - V' + b / ¢
QN{—06<z1<0} QN{z1=—0}

=T +To+T3+ T4+ T,

where we also used suppg C {|z1] < 6}, cf. (B42) and (EI)).
Step 8: Main estimates. We finally estimate the above T7, ..., T5. Using |g| < 1

and (£40Q), we see that T3 is responsible for the leading-order term in (5.25):
11| < B%0.
For T5 we note that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

1
I, EII
7ol < ( (s [ 6)2s ) S oE,
z1 JoQ’ (0,1)x0Q
which is contained in the r.h.s. of (Z0). We turn to T3 and note that by definition

(G-29) of f we have fol fdt—f = fol f'dt; by definition (G.I5) of f’ we have, provided
x1 > 0, that f’ vanishes unless ¢ € (0,7) U (1 — 7, 1), so that

2

1
/ (/ f'dt> < 27‘/ 1.
aQn{z1>6} \Jo (0,1)x0Q

Finally by (E306) we may apply (EI9), to the effect of f(o 1)x8Q A< E In
conclusion we have

1 2
/ (7= [ sat) 5o,
QN {z1>5} 0
so that we obtain with help of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (&.40)

|T3| 5 T%Ea
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in line with (B25). We directly obtain from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
G.3D):

Ty S OF,
in agreement with (5.25)) (since § < 1). Finally, for T5 we note that from (5.23) we
have ¢|Q N {z1 > 0}| = f8Q0{11>0} f, so that by (5.35) we get

(5.44) el S B,
hence in conjunction with (540 we likewise obtain
T5| < OF,
completing the proof. O

Remark 5.5 (L?-maximal regularity). For the reader’s convenience, we sketch the
argument for (B37). By the triangle inequality, it is enough to consider Neumann
data that are supported on one of the 2d faces of the box @, which we take with-
out loss of generality to be the cube (0,2)¢ and {z; = 2} to be that face. By
even reflection, which preserves the equation, we may replace the cube by a slab
S = (—2,2) x [~2,2)?! of thickness 4 and (lateral) periodicity with period 4. By
treating constant Neumann data explicitly, we may restrict to the case of Neumann
data of vanishing spatial average. By the boundedness of the Neumann-to-Dirichlet
map (which easily may be seen for instance on the Fourier side) we may assume
that we have a harmonic function ¢ on the periodic slab S of which we control
Jo51V@|* on the boundary 85 = {—2,2} x [-2,2)9"! and where we seek con-
trol on faces fSﬁ{zi:const.} |[V|>. Hence we may replace (any component of) the

gradient V¢ by a harmonic function ¢ in both L?norms. Control of tangential
faces [, SA{a1— ¢? can easily be seen, for instance on the Fourier side. For a
1=const.}

perpendicular face, say [ (=0} ¢?%, the argument goes as follows: By the triangle

inequality, we may assume that ¢ vanishes on the lower boundary {z; = —2}. Let
1 be such that 019 = ¢ and that it vanishes on the upper boundary {xz; = 2}.
We easily see, for instance by considering the Fourier transform in the tangential
directions 2’ to obtain a representation of ¢ in terms of its boundary data, that
the control of the boundary data in terms of f8S0{11:2} ®? yields control of the

harmonic extension ¢ (and its anti-derivative 1) in the weighted L2 ,-based norm
1
| (=5 @0 + 2= )@ +6%).
s Ne I

where the power of the distance to the boundary {z; = 2} is optimal (for the first
two terms) and dictated by scaling. By Young’s inequality, this yields control of
f(72 Q)d(|82w81¢| + ¢?). By an integration by parts in @1 using ¢|(,,—_o1 = 0 and
Ylz,—2) = 0, this yields control of

2
/ (I / pOrpda” | + / ¢*da" )z,
-2 (—2,2)d—1 (—2,2)d—1

where we have set ' := (21,23, ,z4). Because of

d
P dz" =2 / pOxpd”
(_2)2)d71

P

this yields the desired control of sup,,, f(72 gya-1 Grdx".
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5.5. Construction of a competitor.

Proof of Lemma[5.7] We first independently address estimate (5.30), and then turn
to the construction of an admissible competitor (ﬁ,;). As is described in Section
Bl we will construct (5, 7) of the form (54), where all the r.h.s. terms are concen-
trated on (0,1) x Q except for the singular construction (p*i8, &) concentrated
on (0,1) x 9Q, and then appeal to sub-additivity of the cost functional. The con-
struction is divided into a number of steps.

Step 1: Comparability of the energies of ¢ and ¢. For 30D, obviously, it is
sufficient to estimate

(5.45)

rim [ - [ weP= [ VG+e)VG-)
Qﬁ{$1>5} QQ{I1>6} QQ{I1>6}
By an integration by parts and ([23]) and ([.2T), T can be rewritten as

T—-[  Groe-o+ [  @Gralg+ao).
QN{xz1>d} QN{x1=46}
As for (B.43]), we rewrite the term fQﬂ{m:é} (¢ + ¢)01 0, leading to

T:—@—@/’ <&+@+/’ (6 + 6)(g + 26¢)
QN{z1>6} QN{z1=46}

é
- LJ / ’ V/((g + ¢)(5’ I/) ’ V/¢($1, -I/)d.fld.fl.

We apply (538) to ¢ := ¢ + ¢ on QN {x; > &}, where we normalize ¢ such that
fQﬂ{m1>6}< = 0, so that in particular the first of the above r.h.s. terms vanishes,
to the effect of

1
2
(5.46) IT| < (sup |VC|2(/ G+ 6%c¢% + 6% sup |V¢|2>> .

T Ql Q/ 1 Q,

We now appeal to the a priori estimate (37) not just in case of V¢, but also in
case of V¢, where in view of (5.27), the (squared) L?*-norm of the Neumann data
is estimated by |, 20 2+ fQ/ g%, where the second term contributes

517 [ s

cf. (B28) and ([&1I), to obtain

(5.48) sup [ |V¢|? < sup (/ |Vo|? +/ |v¢|2) <& +E.
Q’ xr1 Q’ Ql

z1

Inserting (537), (544, (40), and (E48) into (B40) (and using E < 1) yields
IT| < E268 + 62,
which amounts to the r.h.s. of (530).

Step 2: Necessary mass balance. From now on we argue for the construction. In
this step we first obtain some necessary mass balance conditions for solvability of
the continuity equation, which are used for determining (the initial and terminal
density in) the main construction. After this step we give the precise definition and
estimate of each term of (p, ), cf. (54).
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We start with a remark on global mass preservation in our various constructions:
As could be derived from (@3] with ¢ = ¢ and (51) with ¢ =1, we have

(5.49) 20NQ| =2 NQ|+ / /.
(0,1)x9Q

Likewise, we have from the definition (&I0) of f’ with ¢ = 1 and the definitions
(EI4) of po, p1 with ¢ = x¢ (not continuous but allowable by approximation) that

v L Lo

The initial construction (p™, j™) in the layer (0,7) x @, which connects the
density xq, — po at t = 0 to the piecewise constant density Xo,n{e; <5} T COX{z1>6}
at t = 7 with no flux across (0,7) x 9Q, requires ¢y to be defined such that

(551) |Qﬁ{$1 >5}|—/Qp0—00|@ﬂ{$1 >5}|

Similarly, the terminal construction (p*®™, j*™) lives in the layer (1 —7,1) x Q
and connects Xq,n{z; <5} T C1X{z,>6} at t =1 —7 to xo, — p1 with no flux across
(1 —7,1) x 9Q, which requires ¢; to be defined such that

(552) |Qﬁ {fEl > 5}| — /Qpl = 01|Qﬂ{3:1 > 5}|

The boundary construction (p”%¥, j24¥) is in the left half-space (1,1 —17) x (QN
{z1 < ¢}); it connects xq, at t = 7 to xq, at t = 1 — 7, with the constant-in-¢
flux — 17, of. (5:28), across (1,1 —7) x (@ N{z1 = ¢}) and no flux through the
remaining boundary portion (7,1 —7) x (0Q N {x1 > 6}) (in line with the support
condition in (B.I0). In particular, as could also be seen from (@3] and (528)), we
have

(553) |QoQO{{E1 <5}|:|QlﬂQﬁ{x1<5}|—/ g.
Qﬁ{$1 6}

It then follows from (E49), (E50), (51, (52), (E53), and the support con-

dition on f — f’ in (&I0) that we have the necessary mass balance for the main
construction (p™a jMaM) in (7,1 —7) x (Q N {x1 > §}), namely

wl@n a1 > 8| =calQn a1 > 8} + S A
(0,1)x (0QN{w1>6}) QN{z1=6}
from which we infer that the constant ¢ in (B.27)) satisfies
(554) c= Co— C1.
We also note for later purpose that we learn from (2] that for r € (0,1),
1 . 1
[+oy 2@ 0-nQ+ 1 [ dit.0Q)m +p) 7+ TE.

Q rJa-ne r
and by optimizing in r that fQ(Po + p1) < E7, so that by (G51) and (552) we
must have in our regime of F <. 1, cf. (@),

(5.55) lco— 1], o1 — 1| S E? <. 1.
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Step 3: Kept trajectories. We now turn to the estimate of a competitor, starting
with the kept trajectories (p*°Pt, j5Pt) := (p', j")|(0,1)x@, cf. (EI3) and Figure 2
the cost of which is already estimated, cf. (520):

1
(5.56) / —= 17" S ME,
(0,1) xR PR
which is of higher order with respect to the r.h.s. of ([29]).

1
k -k ,
()
1
) A
_r y
0 /
ey
1/
B FARN
Y I:’ ‘\‘
T 1 -
; )
0 [ N
; ‘ A
i
-R —0 1) R ey { L OtTT] )0 r" jkept Ly = f/

f'=0on (T,lfT)X(BQﬂ{J;1>O'}))
fr=f on {|z1| < 6}

kept 'kcpt)
N .

FIGURE 2. Kept trajectories (p j

Step 4: Main construction. We now go into individual constructions, starting
with the main construction. The main construction (p™a", jmain) is defined by the
sum of two measures (8, ) and (s, ¢) both living in (7,1 —7) x (QN{xy1 > §}). The
former is defined by (8, q) := (1’5__277 c1+ 11__72_Tt o, 1_127 Vgg), cf. (527)), which satisfies
the continuity equation by (B.54)), and connects the constant density ¢ at t = 7 to
the constant density ¢; at ¢ =1 — 7, with constant-in-¢ normal fluxes ﬁ g across
(1,1 —7) x (QN{x1 = 6}), cf. (28], and 5= f across the remaining boundary
portion (7,1 —7) x (0Q N {z1 > ¢}), cf. (B24); its cost is directly computed as

1 ) 1 1 dt ~
/ 1> = / / Vol
. 1—27 Jy ter + (1 —t)co Jon(e,>s}

A=7)x(QN{z1>6}) §
and hence by (&.55) and by fQﬂ{zl>6} V|2 < E + 6% (e.g. from (537)) we have

1 ~
(5.57) / ~14|? —/ IVol? < (7 + E2)(E + 62).
(r,1-7)x (QN{z1>5}) S QN{z1>0}

The latter (s, q) is based on the boundary layer construction from [16, Lemma 2.4E;
it satisfies the continuity equation in (7,1 — 7) x (Q N {z1 > d}) and |s| < 1/2,
connects the zero-densities at t = 7 and ¢t = 1 — 7, with no flux across (7,1 — 7) x

2The original statement deals only with a ball domain, but it is not difficult to similarly argue
for the present rectangular domain Q N {z1 > ¢} with small § > 0.
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(QQ {z1 = 6}) and flux fmein — L facross (1,1 — 7) x (0Q N {x1 > 0}), where
fman i defined (on (0,1) x 0Q for later use) by

f= 1+ =5 Jomuarn(f = £)dt ifr<i<i-7,
0 else,

(5.58)  fmain .= {

so that since f:#(fmain— —L— f)dt = 0 we may apply [16, Lemma 2.4]; in addition,
noting that le_T(fmai’ﬂ — 5=f)%dt < E by (5.24) and (5.35), we may choose
(s,q) to be concentrated on (1,1 — 7) x A, for an r < ETT < 1, where A, :=
Q N {dist(-,0(Q N{z1 > 0})) < r}, and also satisfy the key estimate

1 2\ T
559 2 5 / main _
( ) /(T,l—T)XQ |q| ( (r,1—=7)x0Q (f 1- 2Tf_) )

main ;main

In summary, (p , ) connects the constant density ¢g at t = 7 to the constant
density ¢ at t = 1—7, with fluxes =7 across (7,1—7) x (QN{z1 = 6}) and fmain
across (1,1 — 1) x (0Q N {x1 > §}) (see FigureB). By definition of (pmain, jmain)

1 -main |2 e 2 1 5 2
7 = =" + — g +4ql°,
(0,1)xRd P (11— x (QN{z1>5}\A,) S (r,l1-m)xA, S+5
and hence by (557), by |s| < 1/2 and by |5 — 1| < Ez < 1, cf. (555),

1 -main 1 ~ -
/ main |‘7 |2 - / t|q|2 5 / (|q|2 + |Q|2)
(0,1)xRe P (r,1—7)x(QN{z1>6}) S (r,1—7)x A,

5/ VoI + B

s

< d+2
< B,

Combining this with (Z.57) and [, |Vo|? < r(E +62) (obtained by estimates such

as (B31) in all directions), recalling that r < E 77, and absorbing all the higher-
order terms, we reach the desired

1 . _
(5.60) / — P — / V|2 < 7(E +6%) + (E + 62) 71,
(0,1)xRe P Qn{z1>5}

Step 5: Singular construction. The singular construction (p¥"&, j5i"8) is then
taken for accommodating the flux f™a% through (0,1) x 9Q, cf. (E58), to the
desired one f — f’. More precisely, we define the measure (p*"8, j5") concentrated
on (0,1) x 9Q (in fact on (0,1) x (0Q N {x1 > §})) through the density

' _fot(f—f/) for t € (0,7),
P = S B [T = ) = (- ) forte (1 7),
ftl(f—f/) forte (1—m1,1),

which is made so that p*"8|,_o 1 = 0, p*"8 > 0, cf. (BI6), and 9,p*n& = fmain _
(f=f") on (0,1) x 9Q (see FigureH]). Then it distributionally solves the continuity
equation with the everywhere-vanishing flux j"& := 0 in (0,1) x @, with flux
(f = f') — fm™ain across (0,1) x AQ, so that this extra construction comes at no cost,

cf. (@EI3):

1 .
(5.61) / —|*¢* = 0.
(0,1)xRd P78
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( pmain7 jmain) ,, o

J" - Vgn(ai=sy = 1579

5 co
Sy 0 jmain . VlaQﬂ{$1>5} — fmain
- g
.'"/ ( Jrn =+ f(O,r)U(l—r,l)(f - f/)dt)
- on (1,1 —7) x (0Q N{z1 > 6})

P —r = COX{a1 >0}

FIGURE 3. Main construction.

- ﬁ f(o,f)u(l—f,l)(f - f,)dt

sing ;sing
(p°ng, joine) on (r1-7) x (0Q N {a1 > 5})

N8y = f f— pmain

f—1f" elsewhere

(f=f'=0on {|z1| < 6})

FIGURE 4. Singular construction.

Step 6: Boundary construction. We now turn to the boundary construction in
(7, 1=7) x (QN{x1 < J}); we recall that it connects the density xoon{z <5y att =17
to the density xq,n{s; <s} at ¢ = 1 —7, has constant-in-£ normal flux —ﬁ g across
(1,1 =7) x (@N{x1 = 0}), and no normal flux across (7,1 —7) x (0Q N{x1 < d}).
The boundary construction is explicitly given by shearing in the normal direction
Zq:

(pbdry7jbdry)(tv (xlvxl)) = {

(1, _15(_’”27)_61) for 1 > f__—;,.gl(xl) + 11_—T2:-t90(x/)’

(0,0) else,

which in view of the definition of g, cf. (5.28)), distributionally satisfies the continuity
equation and obviously the desired flux boundary condition (see Figure Bl). It
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satisfies the desired initial and terminal conditions by (£3]), and we have

1 1 ED
(5.62) / = |jbdry|2 _ / (90 ta 5)@2 < 58,
(O,I)XRd P ry 1 — 27— Q' 2

(pbdry jbdry)

3P vl gngas =)

. : antn=
-R -5 4 R ; =0 T Y

PPV = = xq, N {w1 < 0}

FIGURE 5. Boundary construction.

Step 7: Initial and terminal construction. The remainder of the proof is devoted
to the initial and terminal construction; by symmetry, we restrict to the initial
construction. The initial construction (p™, j*) lives in (0, 7) x Q and is defined by
the (Eulerian) optimal transport from (xa, — o)l to (Xaen{z:<s} + COX{z1>5})|Q
rescaled-in-t from (0, 1) to (0,7) (see Figure[d). The no-flux condition follows since
Q is convex. In what follows we will verify that

1 M+ 8)7t
(5.63) / L < (g ALEDTE
(0,1)xRe P T
dividing the proof into Steps 7-1, 7-2, and 7-3.

Step 7-1: Estimate of the cost by using a Poisson equation. Estimate (B.63) is
based on the following observation:

1 -ini 1
(564) / ini |.] |2 5 _/ |v¢0|27
( T JQo

0,1)xRd P
where V¢ solves the Neumann problem (solvable by (G.5)):
(5.65) Ago = (1 = co)X{w,>6y —po InNQ,
. I/-v¢0:0 on 6(90062)

Indeed, if Wg denotes the Wasserstein distance on the (convex) set @, i.e., if for
densities pp and p; of same mass on @ we let Wé(,uo, 1) denote the cost of the
optimal transport map between po|g and p1g, cf. (EI12), then by definition of the
initial construction we have

1 -ini 1
(5.66) /(o - g P = ;ng (X0 = PO s XQon{w1<s} T COX{z1>6})-
1) x
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1 . 1
(pterm7jterm) annpia i c1
1 Va p
1 — 7 | i Aememeiepeseeeeee 0 0
pterm|t:1 — XQl _ /71 pterm|t:177
- = Xin{z1<8} T C1X{z1>6}
y o 1 1
O 0 /: ..... ;,-‘-- - Co
—R = 1 R 0 0
(pini, jini) [I "

Pini|z:0 = XQo — PO pim|t:‘r
= XQon{z1<5} T COX{z1>6}

FIGURE 6. Initial and terminal construction.

This entails (5.64) by two general observations: The first observation is that for
arbitrary densities g, p1 on @ of the same mass we have

(5.67) Wa (ko 1) < Wa (ko + p1, 2m1).

1
V2 -1
Inequality (5.67)) follows from the scaling of Wy in the mass, its triangle inequality,
and its sub-additivity:

1
Wo (o, p1) = %WQ(2MO,2M1)
1
< %(WQ@NO”UO + 1) + Welpo +M1,2M1))
1
< — (Wolpo, 1) + Woluo + 1, 2u1)).
\/5( Q(po, p11) oo + p1,2p01))

The second observation is that for any smooth open set {2y and same generic den-
sities po, p1 (uniformly positive on Q9 N Q),

1

infoong min{ s, pt1} QoNQ

(5.68) W& (1o, 1) < Vol?,

where V¢ solves the Neumann problem:

(5.69) {AJ) =po—pm N,
v-Vo=0 on (2 N Q).
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This follows by appealing to the Eulerian formulation of the Wasserstein distance
and choosing

N (t,ul + (1 - t),u07 VQ_S) on QO N Q7
(p.3) = {(0,0) else,

so that the (distributional) continuity equation subject to p(0,-) = po and p(1,-) =
p1 is a direct consequence of (.69]), and hence

1 -
Watuom) < [ 2P
@ (0,1)xRe P

Starting from (B.67) and applying (568) with (o, p1) replaced by (po + p1,241)
yield

1 2 1 _
W (1o, 1) < . / Vol
Q(.UO /Ll) (\/5_1) meOmQul QomQ| ¢|

with ¢ still defined as in (5.69), as long as uo and p; are supported on QyNQ and of
same mass there. Applying this to o := xq, —po and p11 := Xoon{z, <6} TCOX {21 >5}
both restricted to @, and hence ¢y playing the role of ¢, we see that (5.60) turns
into (564, where we also use (5.55).

Step 7-2: Elliptic estimates. In order to estimate the r.h.s. of (B.64]), we need
an elementary but perhaps somewhat un-usual elliptic estimate on (B.65), which
capitalizes on the concentration of py (which we extend trivially on R?) near 0Q,
namely

2d—1) 4
Gy [ el s ([ Il ) [ st o0
QN9 le) Q

where for any x € 9Q, po(x) is the integral of |pg| along the line perpendicular to
0Q in x (non-negativity of pg is not needed for this linear estimate), more precisely,
along the segment I, := {y € Q | |y — z| = dist(y,0Q)}, i.e., consisting of those
points that have z as their (orthogonal) projection onto 0Q. In case of d = 2,
the exponent Lﬁ, which would be = 1, has to be replaced by an (in fact, any)
exponent g > 1. For later reference we retain the elementary inequality

1 :
(5.71) 3P0(@)* < S}lplpol/ dist (-, 9Q)[pol-
x I,

For the convenience of the reader, we give the argument for (G7I) (for general
po): Writing po = |po|, we may assume py > 0; by homogeneity, we may assume
sup;, po = 1. By an extremality argument we may then assume po € {0, 1}, so that
we are dealing with a characteristic function of a subset of I,. It is clear that the
configuration that minimizes || I dist(-,0Q)po comes from an interval adjacent to
the boundary of I,, so that (571 follows from an explicit calculation.

We now turn to the argument for (570): Since we may without loss of generality
assume that fQﬂ{zl>6} ¢o = 0, we obtain from testing (.63)):

/ Vo l? =/ ®0po-
QN QN0

It is convenient to have an extension ¢ of ¢y on all of R, but supported in 2Q,
at hand with [p, V([ < fQﬁQo |Vo|?, which exists since Q N dQyq is in particular
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locally a Lipschitz graph with constant < 1. Hence it suffices to establish

\/Rdeolzﬁ ((/m o] 2T T +/Qdist2(.78Q)pg) /Rd|v<|2,

which amounts to an estimate of pp in H~'. For this, it is convenient to split the
cube @ into 2d pyramids consisting of those points closest to one of the faces; we
split po into 2d pieces p accordingly. Hence it is enough to replace ) by the half
space {(z1,2') | 1 > 0}:

2 _,2d-1) _d_
R = (R K 70 N
{z1>0} Rd-1 {z1>0} R4

where the bar still denotes the integral in normal direction, which now means
plx') = fooo p(a1,2")dxy. This is best seen by splitting the L.h.s. as

/{zl>0} = /W,1 ¢(0,-)p + /{$1>0}(C = ¢(0,4))p.

The first r.h.s. term is estimated as desired by Holder’s inequality and by the
Sobolev trace inequality on ¢ in form of ( [ [¢(0, -)|%)2&j> < (foa IVC?) 7
in the case of d = 2 we use that for any p < oo, (fga_: [¢(0, Py < (Ja IVC?)2,
making use of the fact that ( is supported in 2¢). The second r.h.s. term can be
rewritten as

/{ (0= /{ 7 / Yo = /{ 0 / jop,

so that the desired estimate follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on {21 > 0}
and Hardy’s inequality in form of

/ (/ p)2d:vl §4/ :C%p2dac1.
0 T 0

Step 7-3: Completion of the estimate for the initial construction. Equipped with
(E10), we are now in a position to prove ([B.G3]). The second contribution to (570
is easily estimated: By the L°°-bound (532)) in conjunction with definition (E14)
and 7] C T, we have

supppo C {dist(-,0Q) < M}.

Combining this with ([B21), we have
/ dist?(-,0Q)p2 < ME.
Q

The first contribution in (B.70) requires more care; we split pg into pj and pg — pp,
cf. (BI8). On the contribution from pf, or rather its integral pf, in the normal
direction to 9Q (defined as the above py), we use Holder’s inequality:

b [ TR @
(| () )T S| () S suplppl [ dist(-,0Q)|pp] S TPE.
0Q 2Q Q
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We now turn to the contribution from pg — pf, and note that by definitions (&14)

and (B.I8), we have
[eto=o= | ccxoppax).
TINTY
with  T{\ 7] C{X e Ty | | X1(t4)] < 6},
so that by the L*°-bound ([.32) we obtain
supp(po — po) C {la1] < M + 6} N {dist(-,0Q) < M}
and thus supp(po — pj) C {|z1| < M + 6},

where pg — p{, denotes the integral of py — pf in the normal direction (as above).
This allows us to use Holder’s inequality in the following form

2d-1) 4 1 I
(/ po—py )HS(M+5)‘H/ po — Ph
00 2Q

, , GI0.E20 .
S(M+6)ﬁ/ 26 < (M +46)7TE.
Q

Combining all three contributions we obtain

| WP s+ 01+ 87,
QN

which in turn we insert in (5.64) to end up with (G.63)).
Finally, we notice that the local competitor (p, j) of the form (4] is admissible

in the sense of (5.1I0), and then deduce (5:29) from (E54), (2.60), (&.61), (62) and

(EE3) combined with sub-additivity, completing the proof. O

6. FROM HARMONIC APPROXIMATION TO C'V'*-REGULARITY

In this final section we complete the proof of Theorem [T, demonstrating that the
harmonic approximation of Proposition 1] implies the boundary C'“-regularity
via the steps in Section [2l Throughout this section we use the same notations as
in Section

6.1. One-step improvement result.

Proof of Proposition[24] Fix any Qo, Q1, T, and R satisfying the conditions. With-
out loss of generality we may assume that 1(0) = —e; (= 11(0)) by rotation. In
what follows we fix 8 € (0,1) and always implicitly assume that £+ D <g 1 (and
hence E 4+ D < 1 in particular). In addition, we use the same notation C' > 0 for

all universal constants depending only on d and a. o
Step 1: Definition of b and B. We define b € R% and A, B € R4*? by

(6.1) bi=Ve(0), A:=V2(0), B=e 2,

where ¢ is as in Proposition 23l Notice that B is symmetric, i.e., B = B* since so
is A. By the mean value property of harmonic V¢,

_ _ &3
(6.2) B + | AP = Vo) + [V26(0)? < /B Vo < E
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and thus in particular |A| < 1 so that |B — Id|? < |A|? < E; hence,
(6.3) |b? +|B—-1d?* < E< 1.

In addition, b-e; = 0, i.e., b is perpendicular to e;, and moreover B has the block
structure of B;; = Blj = O for i,j > 2, where B = (B;;). Indeed, 1¢(0,2') =0
holds for all (0,2’) € B, by the reflection symmetry (Z71). Hence, 91¢(0) = 0 so
that b-e; = 0, cf. (6I), and also V/9;6(0) = 0 so that A has the desired block
structure, from which B inherits the same block structure.

We will see later (in Step 3) that an affine transformation defined by b and B
plays a key role in proving the main estimate ([2I1]) as in the interior regularity
theory. However this transformation generically destroys the well-preparedness of
the boundaries. In order to recover the well-preparedness we need to modify b and
B to b and B so that not only ([ZI0) still holds but also, for later use, the deviation
|B — B|? + |b — b|? is super-linearly bounded by E + D.

We first define b by

(6.4) b:=b+b,

taking a vector b of the form fe; so that 0 € 99 N 9(Q1 — b); namely, we take
£ := g1(V'), where g; denotes the graph representation of 9Q; near the origin, and
v’ € R?"! denotes the last (d — 1)-components of b. Then we have the super-linear
estimat

(6.5) B = 191 (B < ([V' g1, [B] ) Eﬁb DE'™™ < (E+ D)**,
and, since [b|2 = [b|2 + [b]2, we get in particular
(6.6) b2 < E+D
We then define B by
(6.7) B := BB,

seeking a certain matrix B to make the normals of Qg (= B™*Qp) and Q0 (= B(Q1—
b)) at the origin parallel in the following way. Since the normals are transformed
by the cofactor matrices under affine changes of variables, the normals of B(Q; —b)
and B~*() are parallel to B~*v;(b) and Buy(0), respectively, and thus in general
not parallel to each other. Note however that because of the above-mentioned block
structure of B and the well-preparedness, B~*v;(0) = —B~*e; and Byy(0) = —Be;
are parallel to —eq, so that

éf*yl(b) B B;Vo(o ‘ ‘
[B=* 1 (b)|  [Bro(0)] B~ (b)| |
=

@3
(6.8) < (0) =1 (0)F < ([V'g]a,1b]*)?

Hence it suffices to find some matrix B such that BB~ *1;(b) (= B~*1, (b)) and
BBuy(0) (=Bry(0)) are parallel, and that is close to the identity in the super-linear
sense of

(6.9) |B — Id]> < (E + D)t

D(E + D).

! !
3Rigorously speaking, [V’g1]a,B, is interpreted as the supremum of % over all

x’ #y' € R4~ contained in the projection of Graph(g1) N Bi to the plane {z -e; = 0} ~ R4~1,
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We restrict ourselves to constructing a matrix B, the square A := B? of which is
A Buro(0) B v (b)

[Bro(0)] — [B=*v1(b)]
ric matrices, in a small neighborhood of the identity matrix, the square root is well

defined and a Lipschitz operation, for (6.9) it is enough to construct such a sym-
metric matrix with [A—Id2 < (E + D)'*e. This is easily done: We think of R as
BV() 0

Eo§| - N
Aasa corresponding symmetric block matrix: On the one-dimensional space, A is
defined as required, which by symmetry determines A up to the (d—1)-dimensional
diagonal block, where A is set to be the identity: Since |Ae; — e1]2 < D(E + D)*
by (6], this closeness to the identity translates to the entire matrix A. We deduce
from ([G3) and @) that |B — Id|> < E + D, which together with (6.6 implies

Step 2: Well-preparedness of T'. The optimality of T follows from the general
affine invariance. We also have A = | det B|~2 € [1/4,4] since [A—1]2 < E < 1 by
Lemma[L2 and since ||det B|—1|*> < |[B—1d|? < E+ D < 1 by I0). In addition,
by definition of B and b in Step 1, the open sets (o and o satisfy the tangency
condition ([[2) at the origin, and moreover for any fixed § € (0,1/2) (which we
will fix later) the topological condition (I3]) holds in By by the L*°-bounds in
Proposition 2.2 provided that E 4+ D < 1; this smallness will be satisfied since
E + D <3 1 and 6 will only depend on S (next to d, «).

Step 3: Estimate for E. We now prove the main estimate @II), provided that
E+ D <y 1 for a given 0 € (0,7/4) which we fix later, where r denotes the radius
in Proposition 23l By |B — Id| < 1, cf. (ZI0), we in particular have |B| < 1,
|det B7*| <1 and B*(Bg) C Bay; hence,

92|Be| / #xa,

< g (d+2) / |B(T —b) — B~*z|?| det B™*|
B*(Bgﬁﬂo)

symmetric and to satisfy . Since within the space of symmet-

orthogonal sum of the space spanned by B —ej and its complement, and of

< (@42 / T —b— (B*B) 'z
B3pNp
In view of the triangle inequality this is bounded above by
9*<d+2>/ (IT — 2 —V¢|> + |[Vo — b — Az|?
BogNp
(6.10) +|o + Az — B %2> + |B %z — (B*B) 'z|? + b — b]?).

We now estimate these five terms. By Proposition2.3] for any € € (0,1), if E4+D <.
1, the first term is bounded as

1
g—(@+2) / T — 2z —Vo¢|? <O~ (cE + = D),
B2sNo €

since Bog C B,. Next, in view of the definition (G1I), by Taylor’s estimate the
second term is bounded as

9*<d+2>/ V6 — b — Aaf® < 0~ qup |v3¢|2/ ot < 6°E
BogNQo Bag B

20M20
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where in the last estimate, noting that Bay C B, /2, we again used the mean-value
property and (0] for obtaining supp_, [V3¢]* < [5 [V¢[* < E. The third term
is bounded as

9*<d+2>/ |z + Az — B7%z|? < 9*<d+2>/ |A|*|z|? < E?,

B2gNQo BoyNQo

because |A|2 < E < 1 by [@.2) and hence |[Id+ A — B~2| = |e* — Id — A] < |A]2.
Concerning the fourth term, noting that all the matrices are regular and their norms
are comparable to 1, cf. (2I0), [G3]), and ([G.9]), we obtain the bound that

97(d+2)/ |372x _ (B*B)71x|2 5 |B72 _ (B*B)71|2 5 |B*B _ B2|2
BogNQo

€ . . ED .
< |B-1d? < (E+ D)+

~

Finally, the fifth term is bounded as
_ () - B3
9—<d+2>/ b—b)> < 072> < 07%(E + D)**e.
B3pNp

In summary, keeping the linear terms with respect to ¥ and D and absorbing all
super-linear terms into the one with the smallest exponent QE + D)1 we find
that for any 6 € (0,r/4),if E+ D <y 1, then there is C' = C(d, ) > 0 such that

E=074 |T—ifxg, < C((e07 ) +0*)E+:7'0" "D+ (E + D)),
Bo
Now, we fix § < 1 so small that Co? < %923; this is possible since 8 < 1. Next,
we fix € < 1 so small that Cef~(4+2) < 1625, Finally, thanks to E+ D <z 1, we
have

1
C(E+ D)t~ < gew(E + D),
and thus we conclude that if £+ D <z 1, then

E=0724 |T—il’xg, <0*’E+CsD,
By
which implies (2.I1]) since 6 and ¢ only depend on 3 (and d, «).

Step 4: Estimate for D. Finally we prove [ZI2). By definition, this amounts to
show that for ¢ =0, 1,

(6.11) [Pila.B, < (1 4+ CVE + D)[Vi]a,B,

where v; and 7; respectively denote the outer unit normal vectors of 9€2; and 99,

We prove (6.I0)) only for i = 0; the case ¢ = 1 is similar since the translation by
b does not change the Holder semi-norm of the boundary (up to which part of the
boundary is monitored). For notational simplicity, let B := B~*. Since |B — Id|
and @ are small, for any z,7y € 9 N By there are unique points z, y € 09 N By,
respectively, such that & = Bz and y= By For such points we have

|2 =97 <(1+CVE+ D)z —y[™*,

since

[z —yl < B2 — gl < (1+ CVE + D)|& —g.
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Thus (6I1) is reduced to showing

Buy(z) Buyg

(y) ’ <(1 +C|E — Id))|vo(z) — vo(y)l,
()]

|Buo(z)]  |Buwo
which by the triangle inequality follows from
BVO(I) B vo(y) >
(2L (@) — (=2 vo(y))| < 1B~ Tdllvole) — vo(w).
|Bro()| |Bro(y)|

This amounts to the statement that the mapping

B (0B3v— f?y € 0B)
|Bv|

is Lipschitz continuous from a neighborhood of Id with values in the Lipschitz

transformations of the sphere 9B. The latter is a direct consequence of the (local)
Bu

smoothness of (B,v) — |Bv]

and the compactness of 0B. O

Remark 6.1. We now briefly explain why we have to allow the values of the initial
and target densities to be different. The main reason is to obtain a super-linear type
estimate in Step 3 of the above proof. In fact, if we had only allowed A = A=1
in (2.8), then in order to get the marginal condition TﬂXQU = Xg,s Wwe need to
take 7'(2) = ¢B(T(B*#) — b) with é := |det B|~%/¢ (and 0y = éB(Qy —b)). In
this case we need to replace the fourth term |B~2x — (B*B)™'z|? in (GI0) by
|B~2x — (¢B*B)~1z|?, and thus the super-linear bound of the form < (E + D)
deteriorates into a linear bound < E+ D, since we only have [¢—1|> < |det B—1|? <
|B — Id|? < E. The linear bound is not sufficient for our purpose.

Remark 6.2. Here is also a good position to observe that the (qualitative) tan-
gency condition ([2) is not restrictive; more precisely, we need not assume p €
00 N IQ; and vy(p) = v1(p) if we instead assume a natural quantitative coun-
terpart. To observe this fact, for notational simplicity, we may suppose that 2
and ) are represented by the epigraphs of gg, g1 € C'® in the e;-direction locally
in the unit ball By (i.e., p = 0 and R = 1), respectively, and also go(0) = 0 and
V'g0(0) = 0 (but ¢7 is not qualitatively fixed). Now, we assume that in addition to
E<1,

D= g1 ()P + V' () + [V'g0l2 + [V/gn]2 < 1,

where the first two terms yield the natural “quantitative” tangency condition (while
the last two correspond to the original D). Then in particular |v1(0) — 15(0)]? <
|V’g1(0)]?> < 1, so that there is a symmetric positive definite matrix A such that
Avp(0) = v1(0) and |A — Id|? < |V/g1(0)]? < 1 (see the last part of Step 1 above).
Then the transformed map 7' defined in ZX) with B := A2 and b = ¢1(0)e;
satisfies the assumption of Theorem [[1] (including the tangency condition) at least
in a (slightly) smaller ball, so that the desired assertion holds in a smaller ball. This
can be translated back to the original map in a similar way, where all the terms in
D also appear in the r.h.s. of the last linear estimate in Theorem [T}

6.2. Iteration. For convenience of the readers we give a complete proof, which is
however almost parallel to a part of the proof of [16, Proposition 3.7],
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Proof of Proposition[Z22 The assertions ([2.I3) and (ZI4) follow if we prove the
following discrete version: For any nonnegative integer k there are Ay and aj such
that

1 o
(6.12) T, 1T~ G a)Pae, S B+
30k
and
. 1
(6.13) |Ay, — Id]* + ﬁ|ak|2 SE+D,

where 6 € (0,1) is the constant in Proposition [Z41 In what follows we prove this
discrete version by using Proposition [2.4] iteratively.

Step 1: Inductive argument for iteration via the one-step improvement. Set
Qo0 :=Qo, Q10 :=Q, To :=T, Ao = X\. We demonstrate that we can inductively
define Qo x, ks Tk, Ai, Bk, br by applying Proposition Z4] to €0 k-1, 1 k-1,
Mi—1, Ti—1 with the exponent 8 := (o + 1)/2 > «; now all constants depending
on (3 are universal (i.e., only depending on d and «). Notice carefully that for this
inductive definition we need to inductively verify the smallness hypothesis (Z.9) for
all k.

We now verify by induction that for all £ we have not only the hypothesis (2.9)
but also the stronger key estimate

(6.14) Ey+ Dy < C'0*%(E + D) (< 1),
where E, = E(Qoyk,Qoﬁk,Tk,ok), Dy = D(Qoyk,Qoﬁk,ek), and C' = O/(d, Oé) S
[1,00) is defined by

oo

C':=C+Cy with Cf:=C0 > sup (k6> E=1) = T+ 0",
k=1 k=1

and C := max{Cg,C} for Cz in @II) and C in ZIZ). We prove (GI4) by
induction, so suppose that it holds for k¥ < K — 1. Then we deduce from (ZTT]) and
@I2) that for k=1,..., K,

Ey <0*PEp_1 +CDy_y,

_ ©ID

(6.15) Dy < 60**(14 C\/Ex—1+ Dy_1)Dy—1 < Dy_1,
which imply

(6.16) Ep < 0*°*E + CLo*’*Y D, D, < D.

Hence, in particular, from the first item in (6I6]) we obtain
(6.17) 92K By < 9?P-Kp L OKp?P-0E-D9=26p < B 4 O/ D.

On the other hand, combining the induction hypothesis, that is, (GI4) for k =

0,...,K — 1, with (If) for k = 1,..., K, and noting that C\/C'(E + D) < 1
since £+ D <« 1, we have for k =1,..., K,

972aka < 972&(1@71)(1 + 6.a¢(kfl))‘Dk_17

and therefore

K-1
(6.18) 07> Dk < [ (1 +6*")D < C4D.
k=1
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Summing (6I7) and (618, we obtain (6I4) for k = K.

Step 2: Iteration argument for the Campanato-type estimate. We finally complete
the construction of Aj and @y satisfying (612) and ([EI3) by iteration. We first

notice that by (ZI0) and (EI4),
1
(6.19) |By, — Id|? + ﬁwkﬁ < 0?*(E + D),

and if we define Ay, := By, ---B; and aj, := Zle By, - - - Bib;, then Qg = A, "Qo
and Ty(x) = ART(Ajx) — ax. Now the geometric estimate (G19) implies that

(6.20) |Ay — Id|* + |ax|* < E + D.

In particular, since £ + D < 1, Bige C Aj By, |A;Y ~ 1 and |det Af| ~ 1.
Therefore, if we set Aj := A,;lA,;* and aj = A;lak so that T — (Apz + az) =
ATy (AL *2) — Ay *z), we immediately find that ([G20) translates into (G13), and
also have

1
(Lokyd+2 /B

_ 1 _
|T — (Akx+dk)|2)mo S m/ |T — (Akx+dk)|2)mo
AZBek

1ok
30

1 - *
- s [ 1A @ 0P det A,
Bk
~ pk(d+2) B T — = XQ0.6 Ey,
ok
which, combined with (6I4), implies ([G.12]). O

6.3. Ch-regularity.

Proof of Theorem [I1l. Without loss of generality we may assume R = 1 and p = 0.
By Campanato’s characterization of Holder spaces, see for instance [14, Definition
1.5], it is enough to establish for any py € By/16 N

1
(6.21) 7inf/ IT - (Az +a))? SE+D for0<r<
pd+2+2a Aa Br(p0) "2

ool —

where the infimum runs over all matrices A and vectors a. Setting R := dist(pg, 9Q0),
and noting that R < % because of 0 € 9, we first address the (non-empty) range
ongrgéandthentherangeO<r§R.

Step 1: Treatment of the range R <r < % by boundary regularity. Let qo € 0
be such that |pg — go| = R; noting that go € By/s, we have by definition of D that
there exists q; € 91 such that

(6.22) lgr — qol® + [vi(q1) — vo(qo)* < D,

and thus a matrix B with

—x

v1(p1) _ Bury(qo)
|B=*1v1(p1)|  [Bro(qo)|

(6.23) det B =1, and |B—1Id* <D,

so that the two domains

Qo :=B""(Q —q) and Q= B(Q1 — q1)
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satisfy the tangency condition (L2)) with respect to Bj/;. From the smallness

conditions in (6:222) and ([623)) we retain
(6.24) lar — gof* + |B — Id]* 5 D.
If D is defined as D, cf. @), with (20,1, 1) replaced by (QO,Ql, %) we clearly
have
(6.25) D <D.
Because of the structure of the affine transformation, the map
T(&) = B(T(B*& + q0) — 1)
is optimal for x4 and xg . Moreover, if Fis defined as E, cf. @), with (20,Q4,7,1)
replaced by (QO, W, T, %), we obtain from ([G.24])
(6.26) E<E+D.

By ([624)), the closeness [23) of T to the identity, cf. Proposition 2.2] transfers to
T, again at the expense of a (dyadic) loss in the radius:

sup |7 —Id|+ sup |[T7'—1Id <1.
SAloﬁBl/AL QlﬂBl/zl
Hence also the topological condition (IL3)) is satisfied with respect to By ;.
We may thus apply Proposition to the effect of

) 1 . . S
min(|A—Id|2+|d|2+ = ][ |T—(A:E+d)|2>§E+D,
Aa TETE B

» 4r 0

which, also appealing to [6.25) and [@.26), and with (A, a) = (BAB*, Bla+ Ago —
q1)) translates back to

min (|A—Id|2+ la|? + = (A:c+a)|2) <E+D.

= 1,
7'2+20t B2T(q0)mQ[)
Because of 2|py — qo| < r, this yields the desired

IEin (|A —Id? + |a)?

1
(6.27) +—][ IT — (Az +a)|*) S E+ D.
T2 B (pe)N%0 )

Step 2: The symmetry of A. In preparation of treating the range 0 < r < R,
we argue that in ([@27) we may assume that for » = R, the infimum is taken over
symmetric A. Note that by definition of R, the integral extends over Br(pg). If
A% denotes the antisymmetric part of A it suffices to show

(6.28) a2 < L T — (Az + a) 2,
B2 JBr(po)

which will rely on T being a gradient. Since this is the only property of T we
use, we may without loss of generality assume that R = 1 and py = 0. Fixing
n € CX(By) with [n =1and i,j =1,---,d, we consider the (curl-like) vector
field & = —(A;;—A;;)(0imej—9;ne;), so that on the one hand, [ §-Ax = (Aj;—A;;)?,
and on the other hand, [¢- (T —a) = 0. This yields (628) by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality.
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Step 3: Treatment of the range 0 < r < R by interior regularity. We appeal to
©20) for r = R. Let us denote by (A,a) a (near) optimizer; by Step 2 we may
assume that A is symmetric (and positive definite by its closeness to Id). Hence
there exists a (symmetric) matrix B and a vector p; such that

(Id,0) = (BAB*,a+ Apo — p1) and
(6.29) |B—Id]”+ |p1 —po|” SE+D
Then the map
T(&) = B(T(B"& + po) — p1)
is optimal for xg and (det B)_QXQ1 where
O = B7"(Q0 —po) and Oy = B(4 —p1).

Since by definition of R, Br(po) C Qo and thus Br/, C Qo in view of ©29)), the
minimality (6227 implies

1 ][ P
6.30 —— T—-z|*SE+D.
(6.30) e A
We now argue that
(6.31) Br/s C Q.

Indeed, by (det B)*2XQ1 = Tﬂxﬁo, by using a cut-off function 7 such that 0 < n <1,
n = 0 outside Br, n = 1 on Brja_s, and [Vy| < 1/s, where 0 < s < R to be
optimized later, and by (630) we have

|Brys| — (det B)"2[0 1 Brya| < (1Brys| —/n) 4 (/n—/B noT)
R/2

s 1
< §|BR/2| + g|BR/2|R(E+D)1/2 < |Bryal,

where s is chosen so that (E + D)'/? < s/R < 1, and hence by ([6.29) we have
|Br/2 \ 0| < |Br/2|. Since in view of ([629) we also deduce that Q1N By is
a connected set with Lipschitz boundary of small Lipschitz constant, this implies
@3T). From (det B) ?xq, = TﬂXQO and ([6.30) we also obtain |(det B)~2 — 1|2
< R**(E + D) (as Lemma E2); hence by a second (implicit) change of variables
in the target space (in form of a dilation, as in Step 2 for Proposition 2:3)) we may
assume that xg = TﬂXQO without affecting (G30).

As a consequence of these observations, we may apply the interior regularity

theory [16, Proposition 3.7] (with both densities = 1) in form of [VT]?LBR/m <
E + D. This trivially implies
1 . o P
mrinjl][ T — (Aé +a)> SE+D forr < R/16,

r

which translates back into the desired

1 ,
m%{%]{gT|T_(Ax+a)| S E+D forr<R/32.

The remaining intermediate range R/32 < r < R follows directly from (627 for
r=R. O
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