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First order expansion in the semiclassical limit of
the Levy-Lieb functional
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Abstract

We prove the conjectured first order expansion of the Levy-Lieb functional in the semi-
classical limit, arising from Density Functional Theory (DFT). This is accomplished by in-
terpreting the problem as the singular perturbation of an Optimal Transport problem via a
Dirichlet penalization.

Contents
1 Introduction
2 TI'-limit of the unconstrained problem

6

7

Rectangular truncation of Gaussians

Construction of the recovery sequence

Deconvolution of plans

Potential cost of the remaining mass and kinetic energy of its marginals

Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3

References

Acknowledgements. M.C. and F.S. have been supported by the SNSF Grant 182565.

*EPFL, AMCV, Lausanne, maria.colombo@epfl.ch
tUniversita di Genova (DIMA), MaLGa, Genova, simone.dimarino@unige.it
'EPFL, AMCV, Lausanne, federico.stra@epfl.ch

12

14

24

29

40

45


http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.06282v1
maria.colombo@epfl.ch
simone.dimarino@unige.it
federico.stra@epfl.ch

1 Introduction

A revolutionary approach to finding the ground state energy of a many-body electron system was
developed in the 60s by Hohenberg and Kohn [23]: Density Functional Theory (DFT). Their idea,
subsequently formalized mathematically by Lieb and Levy [27], can be seen as breaking up the
minimization over all wave functions into a first minimization over those wavefunctions having a
given one-particle density and then minimizing the resulting function over the one-particle density.
In particular we define

) €
F(p) = mf{/RdN <§|V¢|2 n vee|¢|2> dzy .. .doy o € H'RD), ¢ p}, (1.1)
where ¢ — p means that the one electron density of ¢ is p, that is, for alli = 1,..., N, we require
p(x;) =[] |¥|*(x1,...,2,)dxy ... dz; ...dvy, and moreover
1
Vet (T1, .oy xp) = Y ———
' ; |z — 2]

Then, for any external potential V,,; the corresponding energy of the ground state will be equal
to

E(Vi) = inf{FﬁQ (0) + /R Vewdp: p € M(RY, p(RY) = N}.

In particular F" (p) is a universal functional in the sense that depends only on the number of
electrons, whereas the dependence on the external field appears only in the term [ V. dp in the
outer minimization. It becomes then fundamental for applications to approximate F"(p) and
compute this value efficiently. In recent years a new approach gained importance, relying on the
analysis of the Strictly Correlated Electrons (SCE) case. The interest in this approach resides in
two main reasons: it is mathematically rigorous since it is a limiting procedure starting from the
exact functional, and it is highly non-local in nature, thus it can be thought as complementary in
some sense to the more classical Local Density Approximation (LDA) approach [26]. The idea is
to have a parameter 5 > 0 which tunes the strength of the interaction between the electrons and
the functional

2
(o) = inf{ /. (%NW " ﬁveew) doy . doy b € H'BY), 4o p}.

The SCE limit considers the case § — oo, the asymptotic expansion of F gQ(p) in 8, to then deduce
information about 8 < oo. This limiting procedure has more equivalent formulations. Using the
homogeneity of V., FgQ is computed from F" by scaling, namely FgQ (p) = B2F"(ps) where
pp(z) = B~p(x/B). Another equivalent approach considers a varying kinetic energy coefficient:
since F/ [f (p) = BE™/(p), the asymptotic expansion of F [f as § — +oo can be studied by means
of the asymptotic expansion of F*(p) as ¢ — 0, which is mathematically convenient since the
zeroth-order term of the expansion does not need to be renormalized. This is formally the same
as changing the value of A in the original definition of the Levy-Lieb functional, but the rigorous
justification of this non-physical procedure (since A is a physical constant) relies on the previous
explanation.

Gori-Giorgi, Savin and Seidl were the first to conjecture the SCE limit case for ¢ — 0 in [22]:
this new functional found its use for example in [6, 30, 31, 41].

lim F*(p) = For(p) = mf{/ﬂw Viedy : 7 € HN(p)},



where Iy (p) is the set of probabilities in R which induce p, namely such that its push-forward
through any projection e; : (x1,...,xy) +— x; is p. We will denote in the sequel with IIy(p) the
set of v € IIx(p) which are minimizers for For(p). Moreover, in the physics literature, ansatz
of minimizers in the 1D case and radial case were conjectured in [37, 38]: in the 1D case the
conjecture was proven to hold in [9], while in the radial case various counterexamples were found
in [11, 36, 3]. The functional Fpr has been studied in the last years also with regard to the limit of
infinitely many particles: the zeroth order expansion for N — oo was investigated in [15], proving
the mean field limit, while the first order was proven independently in [25] and [16, 17], with ideas
coming from the seminal papers [34, 35], and in connection with the Lieb-Oxford inequality [28,
29].
Shortly after [22], the next order in the asymptotic expansion of F* for ¢ — 0 was conjectured
in [21]:
F(p) = For(p) + VEFzpo(p) + O(¥4); (1.2)

together with an explicit conjecture for the zero point oscillation functional Fzpo(p) in the case
d = 1, involving the eigenvalues of the Hessian of an effective potential described in the following.
As in [8], we introduce the potential v which solves the dual problem for Fpr; its existence and
regularity have been studied in [20, 18, 7, 10]. It is known to be unique if the support of p is
connected, u is Lipschitz, For(p) = N [udp,

V(zy,...,xn) = Vee(z1, .. cyaon) —u(zy) — ... —u(azy) >0 Vri,..., oy € RY (1.3)

and the optimal plans are supported in the set {V = 0}. In particular D?V is well defined ~-almost
everywhere for every optimal plan v and so we can define

Fzpo(p) := inf{% /RdN tr(\/m) dy:v e Ho(p)}.

In the physics literature V' is called the effective potential; u is the Lagrange multiplier associated
with the constraint on the marginals, thought as a confining potential which keeps the optimal plan
concentrated on minimal energy configurations with respect to the effective potential; % tr(\/ DQV)
is the lowest eigenvalue of the harmonic oscillator associated with the quadratic form given by
D?V.

From the mathematical viewpoint, the 0-th order approximation was obtained in [13] for the
bosonic case and for the fermionic case only when N = 2. Then it was settled in [2] for N = 3
with the help of spins; in [24] with a different approach involving mixed states (that is, considering
the convex relaxation F.(p) of F.(p)); finally, [14] provided a proof using only pure states for every
N.

Regarding the 1-st order, the best known bound in [24] proves that F.(p) < For(p) + veC,
for every admissible p, namely an upper bound on the conjectured order of the next term. Our
main contribution can be summarised in the following

Theorem 1.1. Let p € P(RY) be such that F*(p) < oo, u the optimal Kantorovich potential
associated to the problem For(p) and suppose that V as in (1.3) is such that V € C2 ({V = 0}).
Then

o for every N > 2 and d > 1 we have

lim inf F*(p) — For(p)
e—0 \/E

> Fzpo(p); (1.4)



e ifd=1, N =2 and p € C'(R) is a positive probability density, then

Fe(p) — F
lim sup (p) — For(p)
e—0 \/E
Our approach is based on the variational formulation for the quantity w. Using that

For(p) = N [udp = [gan(u(z1)+. .. +u(zy))|[]*(21,. .., 2x5) dz for every 1) — p, we obtain that
£ (p) = For(p)

< Fzpo(p). (1.5)

7 = min{E.(¢) : ¥ — p}, (1.6)
E.(v) = /RdN 61/zw + e V2V (@) | (2) | da. (1.7)

The core of Theorem 1.1 relies in a precise convergence result on E.. Firstly we study the
convergence when we drop the marginals constraint, which simplifies our analysis but is not the
one of physical interest, and we show roughly speaking that

E (1/}) — % RAN tI‘(\/DTV) dfy if ”y({v > 0}) =0

+00 otherwise.

(1.8)

The notion of convergence in (1.8) is the so called I'-convergence, the right variational tool to
take the limit in sequences of minimizers, as it happens in Theorem 1.1. For brevity, we don’t
introduce this abstract notion here but we just present its outcomes in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2 (T-convergence with free maginals). Let V € C°(R?) with V > 0 and V locally C?
in a neighborhood of {V = 0}. Then we have

(a) for every sequence 1. € HYR?) with [|1.]> = 1 and liminf F.(1).) < oo, there exists
v € M(R™) with y({V > 0}) = 0 and v(R?) < 1 such that |1.|> — ~ up to subsequences and

1
. - VD2 :
hgggolea(wg) > 5 /RdN tr( D V)d%

(b) for every v € P(R™) with v({V > 0}) = 0, there exists a recovery sequence 1. € H*(R?)
with [ |y:]* =1 such that |1.]* — v and

limsup E. (1) < l/ tr(v DQV) d~.
n—o00 2 JriN

In order to deal with the actual first order expansion of F(p) we have to enforce the marginal
constraint: while for the lower bound we can use Theorem 1.2 (a), in order to prove the upper
bound we need to construct a recovery sequence 1), with an almost optimal energy, but with the
additional constraint on the marginals. This is in general nontrivial, since the Lavrentiev gap
phenomenon could appear as happens for instance in an example of [14], where the constrained
limit energy is smaller than the unconstrained one. This result is established in Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.3. Let p € CY(R) be a strictly positive probability density with finite kinetic energy,
let v be the optimal transport plan for the problem with Coulomb cost and marginals p, let u be its
Kantorovich potential and assume that u” € L°(R). Let V(z,y) = | — y|™! — u(z) — u(y).

Then there exists a recovery sequence 1. € H*(R?) such that [|¢.]? = 1, [t = v, |¢:|* has
the same marginals as v and

2 1
lim sup (81/2% + 6_1/2V|@/)5|2> dr < 5/ tr(v DQV) d~.
R2 R2

e—0



Theorem 1.3 is stated with a rather implicit assumption, namely that «” € L>°(R). This is
essentially equivalent to the condition (1.9) on the growth of the tails of p. For instance, we show
in Lemma 4.1 that Theorem 1.3 can be applied to any strictly positive C'* probability density p
such that KE(p) < co and

lim inf |2[*p(x) > 0. (1.9)

|z| =00

Singular perturbations of optimal transport. Since without loss of generality we can as-
sume ) > 0, we rewrite the functional F¢(p) in terms of v = |¢)|?

(o) — VAP
F¢(p) = inf RdNVee(xl,...,xn)dv+e 5 dr @ v elly(p) ¢ .

RaN

We think of F* as a penalized multi-marginal optimal transport problem, where the penalization
on the plan ~ is the Fisher information with respect to the Lebesgue measure I(v) = [ % dx.
The ZPO conjecture is about the asymptotic expansion of this penalized OT problem. Other
results which are similar in spirit regard only the case N = 2 with the entropic penalization
Ent(y) = [~1In(y) dr and either the Monge cost ([19], only in 1D), or the quadratic distance cost
([12] in a general Riemannian manifold) or a smooth convex cost ([33], in RY). However, in [12]
and in [33] the peculiar structure of the problem and an additivity property of the entropy are
heavily used. The approach closest to ours is [19], but the construction of the recovery sequence is
heavily simplified by taking advantage of working in the region {7T" = id}. To our knowledge, the
present result is the first next-order asymptotics with marginal constraint proven with a rather
general strategy.

The setting in Theorem 1.2 is rather general and works for any nonnegative potential which
is locally C? around its zero set (we recall that here p does not play a role). Similar studies in
the literature look at the spectrum of the operator —A 4 €V as ¢ — 0 (see for example [40, 39]),
while our point of view is slightly different. Instead of focusing on the behavior of the eigenvalues
we want to know what is the minimial asymptotic energy given the asymptotic behavior of the
wavefunction (that is, their weak limit 7). This is of course in view of applying the result to a
generic v € IIy(p) which might not come from a sequence of eigenvectors.

Theorem 1.2 builds on the idea that, to have the correct minimal energy, the wavefunction
must localize around {V' = 0} and behave locally like a gaussian with variance depending on
D?V. Moreover this minimal energy can be achieved by a recovery sequence built superposing
these gaussians, which will be elongated along the zero set of V. In the proof of Theorem 1.2 we
construct a wavefunction for € > 0 which has the proven almost correct energy and therefore can
be of interest also for numerical purposes.

Ansatz on wavefunctions with asymptotically minimal energy. The ansatz of a recovery
sequence obtained as a superposition of Gaussians is already present in [21], but then, instead of
superposing elongated Gaussians, a local nonlinear change of variables is considered, as well as
Gaussians in the variable perpendicuar to the manifold {V = 0}. In our opinion, there are no
guarantees on the smallness of the kinetic energy in the direction tangent to the manifold. In [21]
the constraint on the marginals is also diuscussed via the introduction of a Lagrange multiplier.
However, the latter has no reason to exist for ¢ > 0 and it is not clear the claim that it intervenes
in the asymptotic expansion only at higher order terms.



Future perpectives. It would be interesting proving the ZPO conjectured asymptotics for every
p and in any dimension, in particular removing the heavy tails assumption (1.9) since one expects
physical densities to have exponential tails. While the restriction to N = 2 in Theorem 1.3 is just
used to simplify technical details and not make the notation heavier, a different strategy would
be needed in dimension d > 2. In fact we rely heavily on the one dimensional setting for the
existence, regularity and structure of optimal maps. This is an open problem if d > 2 and N > 3.
Moreover in d > 2 the addition of the constraint of the antisymmetry on 1 is non-trivial (instead
in d = 1 it is sufficient to consider carefully the signs): however we believe that, as in [24], this
issue can be circumvented considering mixed states.

Outline of the paper. The main idea in Theorem 1.2, once we show that every finite energy
sequence needs to concentrate on the set {V = 0}, is to analyze the energy locally around the
zero set of V: being at a minimum, the first non-zero term in the Taylor expansion of V' is the
quadratic form corresponding to the second derivative. But then the energy is analogous to that
of an anisotropic harmonic oscillator, of which we know the ground state (a Gaussian with proper
covariance) and ground energy (see Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2). On one hand, an approximation
of V' with its Taylor expansion will provide the lower bound, while in order to get an upper bound,
we use Gaussians elongated along the zero set of V', and then we superpose them:

f@) = [ fewla = 2') dy(a) (1.10)

where f.,/(z) is a suitable truncation of the Gaussian C. ./ exp(—s’l/%t VQV(x’)x). The con-
vexity of E. when written in terms of v = [|? lets us conclude the upper bound with no marginal
constraint. Along our recovery sequence the contribution of the two competing functionals, namely
the rescaled kinetic and potential energies, is asymptotically equal. This equipartition of energy is
expected since, in the case of convergence to a single d, and V' quadratic, the kinetic energy rescales
as KE(y,) = M KE(v) and the potential energy as [V dy, = A72 [ V dv, where v(z) = AMy(\z).

To tackle Theorem 1.3, namely to modify our ansatz (1.10) to keep the marginals constraint,
we split the total mass in two components: a main portion of the mass and a remaining mass. The
main part consists of most of the mass and must have the correct asymptotic energy. In Section 4
we prove that a suitable superposition of truncated Gaussians (introduced in Section 3), similar to
the one adopted for Theorem 1.2, produces a sequence with asymptotically optimal energy. The
superposition is carefully chosen so as to leave a remaining mass with good properties for the
subsequent construction.

The remaining mass is used to correct the marginals (see Section 5) with asymptotically van-
ishing cost (see Section 6). In the literature general methods for re-instating the marginals have
been proposed, but they usually miss the correct order of magnitude for the kinetic energy or the
potential energy: the only construction that controls in a fine way both of them has been proposed
by [1], and then used then by [24] to retrieve in fact an upper bound with the correct order of
magnitude. However the problem of this approximation is that it does not catch the correct local
behavior because it is a superposition of gaussians with a fixed variance throughout the space. The
latter issue motivates our choice of applying the deconvolution procedure in an unconventional
way, namely only to the remaining mass, to connect the remaining marginals. Here we use the
construction by Bindini in [1] since we are not interested in the sharp local energy but only the
correct order of magnitude: in this way we do not have to worry about the kinetic energy, which
is bounded by the kinetic energy of the remaining marginals. This construction is presented in
Section 5, where we show that this deconvolution procedure does not degrade too much the energy



estimates. In particular, we estimate the potential energy energy of the deconvolved plan in terms
the potential energy of the original plan connecting the remaining marginals up to the correct or-
der in €. This section unveals the most delicate issue of the paper, needed to meet the assumption
of the deconvolution: in Section 6 we prove that there exists g such that [V dy = o(y/e).

This last estimate of the potential energy means that the remaining marginals p — p! and
p — p? can be connected by a plan which is concentrated near {V = 0} = graphT. To prove it,
we show that T (p — pl) is close to p — p? in the Wasserstein sense. The marginals are obtained
by convolution with very anisotropic kernels with size £'/* by 3'/2, which is much larger. A naive
argument about balance of mass can show that the Wasserstein distance is at most 3%/2, but this
is not sufficient. To show the desired estimate, we therefore need to employ a delicate analysis
based on the Benamou-Brenier estimate of the transport cost, the linearization of the map T and
a technical Proposition 6.3 to take advantage of the special structure of the projections of our
truncated Gaussian kernels, introduced in Section 3.

2 [-limit of the unconstrained problem

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. The strategy is to prove that for a finite energy sequence,
the measure |¢.|? dz will concentrate around {V = 0}, and here the potential term can be well
approximated by its second order Taylor expansion. More precisely, at each minimum point V'
will have some degenerate directions, and some other nondegenerate directions along which it is
bounded from below by a suitable quadratic form.

We can thus look at the linearized problem: using the explicit solution (a gaussian with known
variance) when V' is a positive definite quadratic form, we estimate locally from below the energy
around minimal points (Lemma 2.1), proving in particular Theorem 1.2(a) for V' a nondegenerate
quadratic potential. In Lemma 2.2 for any semidefinite quadratic form we build a sequence that
attains the minimum energy in the limit, while concentrating the mass at a point. This proves
Theorem 1.2(b) for v = dp and the construction is inspired by the equality cases in Lemma 2.1,
but needs to deal with the possible degeneracy of V' at 0 and with a localization, since we have
no information on the potential outside the origin.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be a positive definite symmetric matriz such that \XId < A < AId for some
A > X > 0. Whenever By.(0) C Q C R", there exist a constant C' depending only on \ and r,
such that if v/ < \1r?/nA, we have

/Q<€|V@Z)|2 | Az| |w|2>d > 1+C\/_/ |2 da v € H'(Q). (2.1)

Moreover, if (2 = R" we can take C' = 0 in the previous formula and equality holds if and only if
Y is a multiple of e=*'A%/2VE,

Proof. First let us prove that we can take C' = 0 if Q = R". In fact, for every ¢ € C* we can
define g(x) = ¢(z)e* 4%/2. Then we have

tAx —ztAz/2|? —zt Az
|Vip|? = ‘Vge’”‘“ Az/2 _ g Aze ™A /2’ = (\Vg\Q — V(g - Az +g2|AsL’|2) e v AT,



Integrating this identity R™ and then using the integration by parts formula we get
/ \V|? do = / |Vg|26_$tAx dr + / |Ax|zgze_$t’4x dr + / g’V - (Axe_xtAx) dx
R™ R™ R™ R™
> / |Az|2g?e™ "4 da 4 tr(A) | g?e "% da — 2/ |Az|2g2e "7 dy
R™ R™ R™

== [ |AalP de + tr(A),
Rn

where we used that |Vg|? is nonnegative and that g2e~*"4* = |4)|2. Using this inequality with
A/+/z and using the density of C2° in H}(R™) we have that

L (1902 + AP0 ) do > e(A)VE [ oPde Ve e HI(R; (2.2)

moreover we can have equality in (2.2) using ¢ = C.. In particular the previous computation
shows that . = C’ee’xtAx/ 2V is the minimizer for Eg. (here C. is the normalization constant
such that [ [i.]* = 1).

In the general case let us consider the cut off function f,.(x) = min{1, (|$| )+} We have

that |V f,| < %XBQT\BT and f, = 1 on B, while f, = 0 on BS.. In particular for every function
¥ € HY(Q) we have f,v) € H}(R"). But then we can apply (2.2) in order to obtain

L (AN @hIE + 1AaP 6P 12) do > VEt(a) [ w2 (23)
Now, by Young inequality we have that for every ¢ < 1

V@ f)? = VP VPP +2V - VY frp < U+ 0)IVYP 2+ (1 +8 VPP (2.4)

Notice also that, since |Az|? > Az|*> > A\?r? if |z| > r, we have

_ 0+1 2 |Ax|?
1 2 )
(148 VLE = S, < o5 o (25)
moreover we have also that
nA|Ax|?
r(A)(1— £2) < nhxpyn (1 ) < "R g2y (2.

Now, starting from Equation (2.3) and then adding the term /etr(A) [, [¢|*(1 — f?) on both
sides, we can use (2.6), (2.4) and (2.5) to obtain

A
foeovurr s (724 5000 - 2+ 5 ) Mafu do > VEu(a) [ o as

In particular, as long as r2A? > nA\/e we have f? + "A‘/g(l — f%) < 1 and then we optimize in §,

A2r2
choosing ¢ = \g, getting
2
(14550 ) - [ (o100 + 1Akl do = V) [ o
T2\ Q Q
which is precisely (2.1), with C' = 2/\ O



Lemma 2.2. Let us consider a continuous potential V' > 0 such that V(0) = 0 and V is twice
differentiable in 0. Then there exist a sequence 1. such that |1.|> — & and

. 1/2|V@/)5|2 —-1/2 2 1 2
lim sup el +e 7V (x)|[¢e|” ) de < 5 tr (\/D?V(0)) . (2.7)

e—0 R4

Proof. First, for a positive definite symmetric matrix A, let us consider consider the function
zt Az
fe = <6_ 2VE —e_N) .
+
Then let Q. = {f. # 0} = {z'Az < 2N/e}: we claim that

Jra eIV fo]? + | Az | fe|* dx
fRd ‘fe‘Q dx

for some universal function h(N) such that h(N) — 1 as N — oco. We postpone to the end the
proof of the claim.

Now, since V has an absolute minimum at x = 0 we have that D*V(0) is a positive semidefinite
symmetric matrix.

Since V' is twice differentiable at 0, for n > 0 there exists an increasing continuous function
d(n) > 0 with 6(n) — 0 for n — 0 such that

2V (z) < 2'D*V(0)z + n|z|* < |(A + /n1d)z|*> Vax € Bs, (0).

V1
—logn

exists a unique 7 = n(e) such that /e = %. Now, let A = /D?V(0) 4+ /nld, N = —logn

and . = f./\/[ |f:[*>. With this choice of parameters, we get Q. C B;(0) (using that A > ,/n1d).
Since 1. is also normalized, we get that |¢.|> — dy. Moreover 2V (z) < |Az|* in Q. and hence, we
can say

— VEtr(A) - h(N), (2.8)

Since the function is continuous and strictly increasing, for every ¢ sufficiently small there

2
/]Rd (81/27|V772Z)6| +81/2V<$U>|1/}€|2) dr < %\/g/d(&"vd}sﬁ + \A$\2|¢s|2) dx
= 5 tr(A) - h(—logn)

( ( D2V (0 )) —i—d-\/?_]) - h(—1logn).

—_

DO — DO

Letting € — 0, hence n(e) — 0, we deduce (2.7).
We now prove the claim (2.8). First of all

VI = IAwI # xa.,
_alAs _alAs
[fel* = Xa.(e7 v —2e7 e 7).

We make the change of variable z = ‘gx which maps €).) in B 55(0) = B. We obtain

det VA

c1/2

eV L2+ |Az?| f. )P do = / \/EztAz c(2e7 1 — 2e= 5N e V) dz
Qe

96171 _ ﬂ—N 2N
> e ) dz,




where in the second step we used that in 2! Az = 37, ; A;;2;2; every term with ¢ # j integrates to
0 (when multiplied by the function in brackets) because the function is antisymmetric and every
term z? gives the same integral as |z|?/d by symmetry. Performing a similar calculation for [ |f.|?
we find that
22
Jo eIV L + AP L de— tr(A) 2227 =27 T N e 2N)dz
Ja. | fe|? dx d [g(e=# — 26*%*]\7 + e 2N)dz .

22

fB z2(2e*Z2 —2¢7 27 " Nye2N)q,

is such

Since [pa222¢7 %" dz = d fpa e~ it is easy to see that h(N) := —
de(e*ZQ—Ze_T_N-l—e*QN)dz

that h(N) — 1 as N — oc.
U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Starting from point (a) first of all we have that [i.]> — ~ for some v €
M (R") with v(R%) < 1. Then, assuming liminf. ,o E.(1).) = C < oo, we have that for every
d >0, as {V > 4§} is an open set

1

< limi 2 < limi ﬁ R
Y{V > d}) < llrgglf s [|* < llrgglf 5 s

By the arbitrariness of § we conclude that v({V > 0}) = 0.
Now we define the energy density . = (61/2W + 6_1/2V($)|’(/J5|2) L4 by hypotesis we know
that the sequence pi. is uniformly bounded and in particular, up to subsequences, there exists a
weak limit . By the semicontinuity of the mass, it will be sufficient to prove that the Radon-
Nikodym derivative of u with respect to v is greater or equal than %tr(\/ D2V). In particular,
using a result by [32] (see Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.7 in [4] for a clearer explanation) we have

that y o
—u(v ) = lim il r),
r—0 ’Y(Cr)

where C, are cylinders centered in vy, that is a set of the form BX(xq) x BY (yo) for an orthogonal
splitting R? = X x Y and vy = (x0,%0). It is crucial to notice that any such cylinder is convex
and B,.(vg) € C, C B 5,(vg): in particular C, € & ;5(vg) in the notation of [4].

Thus we are done if for every vy € {V = 0} and every 0 < § < 1, for r > 0 small enough there
is an open cylinder C). such that

V(w)[¢?] < lim %C —0.

2
Y T e 12| Ve
p(Cr) = lim inf i (C') = lim inf { / € 5

>V 12_ b (,/DW(UO)) +(C). (2.10)

In order to do this let us suppose that D?V # 0 otherwise the statement is trivial. In that

- 6_1/2V(x)|1/)€|2dx} (2.9)

case, denote A = / D2V (vy) and make an orthonormal change of coordinates such that D*V (vy)

becomes diagonal with the eigenvalues in decreasing order. Then, letting n = rk(D?V (vy)) we
consider X the span of the first n eigenvectors and Y the remaining ones. In particular we have
cld < D*V(v)|x < CId for some C > ¢ > 0 (depending on vy) and D?*V|y = 0. Moreover,
we have that VxV (zo,y0) = 0 and VxVxV(zg,y0) = D?V(vg)|x is invertible, therefore by the
implicit function theorem there exists r > 0 and a C' function m : BY(yo) — B¥(xo) such that
VxV(m(y),y) = 0 for every y € BY(yo). The gradient of the implicit function is

Vym(y) = —(VxxV(m(y),y)) ' VxyV(m(y),y),
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which vanishes for y = yo since VxyV(vg) = 0. Therefore, up to possibly reducing r, we have
that |m(y) — x| < 6|y — yol for every y € BY(y). By the continuity of D2V, up to reducing r a
second time, we have also D*V (z,y)|x > (1 —8)D?V (xg, yo)|x for every (z,y) € B*(zo) X BY(yo)-
Therefore, for every (z,y) € BF(xo) X BY(yo), we consider the second order Taylor expansion of
V at (y,m(y)) (recall that V' > 0 and that VxV vanishes at this point) to find

1—9 1

V() > 150 = m(y) DV () x (& — miy)) = T2 | A — m(y))P

where we denoted Az = A(x,0); since A is non degenerate only in the x directions in particular
we have |Az| > c|x| for some ¢ > 0 and tr,(A) = tr(A).

Since Bj;_5(m(y)) € Bj(z), we can use Lemma 2.1 in order to say that there exists a
constant C' such that, for every y € BY(yo):

Ve (z, y)|? 1
/Bz(m) DT Ly, e ) e > 2 /I( . eV + (1 — 0)|A(z — m(y)) 2] da

2
VI—=0 tr(A) /

>‘[1+C\f 2

e (z,y)|* da.
#(zo)

Integrating with respect to y and then passing to the limit as e — 0 we obtain (2.9).

In order to prove part (b) we use Lemma 2.2 in case v = d,, and in the rest of the cases we
argue by convexity: let us consider ¢! (x) := 1.(z — v) a recovery sequence for §, and let us define
12 = |¢?>. We notice that

o L s ver) - - | d<€|zg|2+V(x)fé’) e

denoting by H.(f") the functional in the right-hand side, we observe that H. is convex. Let us
consider moreover the set V. C {V = 0} defined as

1
Vo= {ve v =0y H) < 50 (VDV(@) +1}.
By construction we have that limsup, H.(fY) < ( D2V ( )) for every v; in particular this

implies that xv. — Xx{v—o) pointwise.
Now given a measure v € P(R?) with v(R?) supported in {V = 0}, by dominated convergence
we get v(V.) — 1. In particular for ¢ sufficiently small v(V.) > % and for such ¢ we define the

2
functions 1

v(V2)

Consider now v¢.(z) = 4/ fZ(z). By construction we have [ |1,

f2(x) =

fo(x) dy
Ve

|2 = 1; moreover, by testing with a

continuous function we see that |¢.|> — v and thanks to the convexity of H. we get that

1
limsup F.(¢.) = limsup H.(f)) < limsup / H.(fY)dv
e—0 e—0 e—0 'Y(Vg) Ve

. XV,
—1 = E.(yV)d
msup (¢2) dvy

11



= tr( DQV(U)); if g is not
y-integrable there is nothing to prove; so we can assume g € L'(vy). By definition of V,, for €
sufficiently small we have

Now let us consider the functions g.(v) = ?EE—‘/S)EE(@/);)) and g(v)

XVE<U> v 2
S0 E.(¢?) < tr< D V(v)) +1

and we notice that the right-hand side is ~v-integrable, otherwise there is nothing to prove. By
Fatou lemma, using also v(V.) — 1, x1. — 1, we have

. . XV. . XV. 1

1 E.(4.) <1 / - B dy< [ 1 EE5”d<—/t\/D2d.

im sup (¥e) < msup J Wdy< [, m sup We)dy <5 [ tr(VDV)dy
O

3 Rectangular truncation of Gaussians

As described in the introduction, Gaussian densities are asymptotically optimal for the energy of a
single delta, therefore, to approach the general case, it is natural to construct a recovery sequence
which is a superposition of Gaussian kernels. However, since we do not have global estimates on
the potential V| only short-range interactions can be allowed, hence we need the kernels to have
compact support. To achieve this, we truncate the densities with a slowly growing parameter
N. The construction we present in Subsection 4.3 of the recovery sequence for Theorem 1.3 is
then given by a convolution of x-dependent suitably rescaled and truncated Gaussian-like kernels,
whose major axis is parallel at each point to graphT.

The requirements discussed above leads us to introduce some kernels which resemble Gaussian
densities but have compact support, built in a suitable way that guarantees good properties for
both the kinetic and potential energy.

Let M be a positive definite symmetric 2 x 2 matrix with eigenvalues a > b > 0 and let w and
z be the orthonormal coordinates in the direction of the corresponding eigenvectors. For N € R
we define the unnormalized Gaussian and unnormalized truncated Gaussian

= _ T Caw? —ba2
PM’OO(m):emMmzeawebz’

fM N(m) = (e—‘lw2/2 _ e_N/2)2 (e—bz2/2 _ e_N/2)2

: + +

In the definition of these truncated kernels, we adopt a rectangular truncation, which leads to
kernels of product form; we call it rectangular because the support of the truncated Gaussian is
a tilted rectangle, aligned with the eigenvectors of the matrix. This structure is crucial to do the
computations in Subsection 6.1. Moreover, instead of the obvious truncation, we have to truncate
the square root of the Gaussian, and then put a square outside, to guarantee the finiteness of the
kinetic energy.

In the proof of the main theorem we will apply the results of this section to the matrix

A I
af/? + 15}

M = Me,[?(x) =

where A(x) = \/VQV(x,T(x)), hence a = ¢(z)/e'/? + 1/ and b = 1/8, with g(z) being the

non-zero eigenvalue of A(z). The parameter 3 > ¢!/2 is required to ensure that the resulting
Gaussian has compact support, since VQV(x, T(:p)) is a singular matrix, hence the natural choice
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of M = A(z)/e'/? wouldn’t work properly. We will discuss more about 3 when we present all the
parameters in Subsection 4.2.
Define now the one dimensional integrals

Gooo = / et qt = ﬁ,
’ R Va

Gu = [ (o — ) 0=
’ R
and the integrals of the two dimensional densities

GM,oo = / fM,m(w) dx = Ga,oon,oo -
R2

\/N—/a (efat2/2

~N/2)?
—e dt,
—\/N/a )

™

Vdet M’

Gun = /]R2 fM,N(m) de = G4 NGy, N-

We can now introduce the normalized Gaussian and truncated Gaussian, which are probability
densities, given by 3
Carn ()

: N e RU {o0}. (3.1)
Gm,n

FM,N(.’D) =

Finally, let 7as,00 and nar,n be the first marginal of I'j; o, and I'y n respectively.
We present here two lemmas, but we postpone their proof to Section 7.

Lemma 3.1. With the definition above, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every N > 3

we have
Gun < Guroo < Gun + Ce™V2Gy o, (3.2)
ITasx — Dasoollse < CV/det Me N2, (3.3)
ITasn = Tasoolls < CNe ™2, (3.4)
Imaen = Mareolloe < Cvav/Ne ™2, (3.5)

Let us now compute the kinetic and potential energies of a Gaussian. A direct computation
shows that, if Be,, = fe, and Be, = ge,, then

\/ 2 2
/ |B$|2PMOO($)dCU:/ (f2w2+9222) abe_‘“" b2 dw dw f_+g_ '
R2 ’ R2 T 2 b

a
Therefore, using ‘V./FM ‘ VilogT'y OO]\ Tiroo = |[Mx|?T 31 () and the previous identity
with B = M we get
1 tr M
KE(Iy1.00) = 5/ [Ma[T (@) do = = (3.6)
RQ

The following lemma compares the potential energy associated to the quadratic potential
induced by the matrix M and the kinetic energy of the Gaussian I'j; o, and the truncated Gaussian
FM,N-

Lemma 3.2. There is a universal constant C' > 0 such that

/R M P|Tay (@) — Tagoo(@)| dae < Ctr(M)Ne 2, (3.7)

IKE(Tn) — KE(Tar00)| < OKE(Tar00)e V2 = Ctr(M)e /2. (3.8)
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4 Construction of the recovery sequence

4.1 Structure of optimal plans, maps and potentials in one dimension

In this section we comment on the assumption on the boundedness of the second derivative of the
Kantorovich potential v in Theorem 1.3 and we provide a class of p for which this assumption
is satisfied and the main Theorem 1.3 is applicable: we will use the structural results for the 1D
Coulomb multimarginal optimal transport problem contained in [9], which allows us to transfer
the regularity of p to information on V' and the optimal maps.

Let p € CL.(R) be a strictly positive probability density. Without loss of generality, by

translating we may assume that the origin 0 is the median of the probability p, i.e. p((—oo, O]) =
p([O, oo)) = 1/2. By the result in [9], the unique optimal plan is induced by a map T from p to
itself which can be written explicitly in terms of the repartition function of p, which is C? with

strictly positive first derivative. As a consequence, we have that '€ C?(R \ {0}), T is increasing
inR_and Ry, TR_)=R,, T(R;) =R_ and

lim T'(x) =0, lim T'(x) = o0, lim T(x) = —o0, lim T'(x)=0.

T—>—00 z—0— z—0+ T——+00

The Kantorovich potential u : R — R satisfies by definition u(x) + u(y) < |z — y|™' with
equality if and only if y = T'(x); hence it is determined up to a constant by

() = Sien(z)
(z) (T(x)—x)Q' (4.1)

Let V be as in (1.3), which in d =1 and N = 2 reads as
Viz.y) = oy —u(z) —u(y) forz,y R, (42)
Assuming x < 0 and y > 0 (the other case is analogous), then we can compute the gradient of the

potential
1 _ u'(x)
VV(zy) = 9 ) ;
( y) <_ (ij)Q - u,<y>

notice that VV(x, T (x)) = 0. Differentiating again we get the Hessian

V2V (2, y) = ﬁ (_11 ‘11> _ <“((f) ub) | (4.3)

In the proof of Theorem 1.3 we are interested in its behavior in a neighborhood of the graph of
T, ie. when y = T'(z).

The aim of the following lemma is twofold: first, we provide an assumption on the tails of
p which is sufficient to obtain boundedness of the second derivatives of u. Secondly, we show
how the assumption on the boundedness of u” will be used in the rest of the paper: through the
computation of the Hessian of V| it will provide a sufficient condition to control the growth of V'
with a (uniform) parabola around the graph of 7. We expect Theorem 1.3 to hold even without
the uniform growth condition (4.4) below, but at the price of several technical complications that
we don’t address here.

Lemma 4.1. Let p € CL.(R) be a strictly positive probability density, let u be its Kantorovich
potential and let V as in (4.2).
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(i) If " € L>®(R), then there exists 9, C > 0 such that

2
V(w,y) < Cd((w,y), graph(T)) V(w,y) s.t. d((z,y), graph(T)) < &; (4.4)
(ii) if p satisfies also (1.9), then u” € L>(R) and V*V is locally Lipschitz in a neighborhood of
graph(T).

Proof. Since p € L'(R), there exists § > 0 such that every interval I of length < § has [; p(z) dz <
1/2. Since [1@) p(a') da’ = 1/2 for every x < 0 and J7(y p(2') dz" = 1/2 for every z > 0, we obtain
that |T'(x) — z| > ¢, namely that graph(T") has positive distance from the diagonal. The hessian
of V' is given by (4.3) and, in a neighborhood of graph(7'), the first term is bounded because we
are far from the diagonal y = x, whereas the second term is bounded everywhere since we have
proved that u” € L*°(R). This implies that V' has controlled quadratic growth in a neighborhood
of graph(7’), namely that V(z,y) < Cd((x, Y), graph(T))2 in R?\ {|z — y| < ¢ for any & > 0.The
size € of the neighborhood only depends on p (and in particular on the positive distance between
the graph of the optimal map 7" and the diagonal {z = y}). This establishes (i).

Let us now prove (ii). From the formula (4.1) and the fact that 7' € CL_(R \ {0}) we deduce
that u € C2.(R\ {0}). We need to check that u”(z) stays bounded as z — 0* and # — +oco. For
x < 0, we have that

u'(z) = 4 ! 7| =2 1 5~ 2 Tiz) 3"
dz (T(:c) — a:) (T(az) — :c) (T(az) — :c)

In both cases when x — —oo or # — 07, the first fraction goes to 0, therefore v”(x) has the same

3
asymptotic behavior as T"(z)/ (T (x) — ZL‘) , let it be having a limit, being bounded or diverging.
By the Monge-Ampeére equation, we have moreover that

T'x) px)

3 3 )
(T(x) - ZL‘) (T(x) — x) p(T(x))
so our goal is to show that this fraction stays bounded as * — —oo0 or x — 07. The quantity is
clearly non-negative, so we need to prove that the limsup is finite. It is immediate to see that
T 0 0
limsup¢3 = limSUpL = lim sup §< ) = — .p( )3
0= (T(e) — )" e0- T@Pp(T(x)) v ¥Pp(y)  liminfyo(y)

< 00

because of (1.9). Let’s now turn to studying the limit for x — —oo. Since T'(x) — 07 for z — —o0,
p(x)

we have -
lim sup ig = lim sup ?)M—x) = lim sup 3,0 < 00
r——00 (T(Jﬁ) —SL’) T——00 —1 p(T(;p)) x——00 —XT ,0( )

because p € L>(R). Exactly the same can be said for  — 07 and x — oo, therefore we have
that u € C*(R) and v” € L®(R).

Notice moreover that by (4.1) and the fact that T € C*(R \ {0}) it follows that v € C3(R\
{0}). Hence, denoting D C R? the diagonal, by (4.3) we have that V2V is locally Lipschitz in

(R\ {0})*\ D, which is a neighborhood of graph(T). O
Observe that (1.9) and KE(p) < co are simultaneously satisfied if
1|11|n inf |z7|**!p/(x) >0  and limsup |z p/(x) < oo

fora,f € (1,3) with 1 < g <a <25+ 1.
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4.2 Choice of the parameters

The construction of 7. depends on the choice of many parameters. Here we introduce them and
specify which inequalities between them are necessary for the construction. First of all, we fix a
parameter H > 1. All the constructions in the following sections depend on H, which is considered
as a fixed parameter, but to ease the notation we don’t always make this dependence explicit. This
parameter H will play a role in the proof of Theorem 1.3 where we then use a diagonal argument
to extract a recovery sequence.

Our construction relies on several structural assumptions. First of all, we need to split the
mass in two components: the main part, where most of the energy comes from, and a remaining
mass, used to fix the marginals of the recovery sequence. In order to do so, we need to lower the
mass p by some constant, and for this reason we have to restrict ourselves to the bulk of the mass
and avoid the tails at +00. Moreover, in order to be able to estimate the potential energy, we
require a linearization of the map 7" (for the application of Proposition 6.3), whose error depends
on T”. Again for the application of Proposition 6.3, we want the slope of the linearized map to be
far from 0 and oco. Since T" has asymptotes at 0o and 0, we want then to work in a domain that
stays away from those regions. Finally, we need a control on the eigenvalue of V2V evaluated on
graph 7', as this will determine the width of the Gaussians used in the construction.

All these reasons motivate the introduction of a set where we have good estimates of the objects
intervening in the construction. The invariant domain that we will use is the following. Given
H > 0 such that p([H, oo)) < 1/4, define 0 < rg < H such that p([O,rH]) = p([H, oo)) and
consider the set

and the enlarged set

QIH = [T(TH+1),T(H + ]_)] U [TH+1, H + ].] D QH (46)
We have that T(Qy) = T (Qy) = Qp and Qy R\ {0}, hence Jae, p(x)dx — 0. Moreover
p(QH N (—o0, O]) = p(QH N ([0, oo)) and similarly for Q.

Let g(x) = )\ (VQV(J:, T(:U))) the positive eigenvalue. Notice that g(x) > 0 because, as already

mentioned, from (4.3) follows that V2V cannot be the zero matrix. Moreover, ¢ is a continuous
function because the roots of a polynomial are continuous with respect to the coefficients.

As mentioned above, we want a control on some crucial quantities that influence the estimates
of our construction. We therefore introduce the constant

L=L(H)= maX{HPHLw(%)a 11/ pll ey, 1/T Loeesy)s 1T Mlc2(0,)s
lullez,)s gl 111/ dallre(or,), (4.7)
Lip(/?|ﬂ'H), Lip(“”\Q/H)}-

We now introduce the parameters on which our construction depends. They all depend on
e > 0, the variable that indexes the sequence of energies and the recovery sequence. First of all, we
fix a parameter N = N () — oo faster than log e, which will be used to truncate the Gaussian-like
kernels so that they have compact support, such that

N(e) = [loge[**; (4.8)
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then a parameter 5 = () — 0 such that
VPN « B < ¥?, (4.9)
used to desingularize the matrix / V2V (z, T(z)); then a parameter § = d(¢) — 0 such that

(BN)? <« § < /BN73/5, (4.10)

which controls the resolution of the linearization of the map 7'; and finally a parameter 7 = 7(¢) —
0 such that
52 el/2N? BOIN _ B6?

- rY 1/2 A71/2 1/4
i T 3 T> E > G 7> BN > e > B, (4.11)

T >

which controls the amount of mass that we subtract from p in order to subdivide it in main mass
and remaining mass.

In the following sections, we will write many of the estimates relying only on these inequalities,
so that their use will be easier in the future. Finally, we provide a choice of the parameters that
fulfills the previous inequalities:

N(e) = |log5|5/4, B(e) = 51/2|log(5)|3, i(e) = 51/8|10g5|’1, T(e) = |log5|’1/3. (4.12)

4.3 Construction of 7.

Let T be the optimal map between p and itself with respect to the Coulomb cost, which induces
the plan ~. For every (a:,T(a:)) € R? on the graph of T, let us consider the truncated Gaus-

sian Iy, .~ given by (3.1) with covariance matrix M, g(x) = D2V (z,T(x))/e'/? + 1d/B and
truncated through N.

We subdivide Qp into intervals I} = [a;, b;] of length §/2 < b; —a; < §. Let Ts be the piecewise
linear interpolation of T on the intervals I} = [a;, b;], namely a map that is affine in each I} and
which coincides with 7' at the boundary of each interval. We define also Ts = T outside of Q.
With this definition, writing 7'(a;) and 7'(b;) in terms of the Taylor expansion of T" at x, we observe
that

r — a;

bi — Q;

T(a;) + bi—x

Ty(a) = T(x)]| < —

T(b;) — T(x)| < | T"|| 1o @y)0> < LS (4.13)

for every x € I! and for every i. Let I? = T(I}) = Ts(I}). Fix also points z; € I} such
that T"(x;) = Tj(x;) that will be used to freeze the coefficients of the truncated Gaussians. The
existence of such a point is ensured by Lagrange Theorem.

For convenience, in the following we use the notation I'f; v (') = I'a;,n(2’ — ) to denote the
Gaussian with covariance matrix M, truncated at level N, centered at .

Ideally, we would like to build a recovery sequence which is a superposition of Gaussians on
supp v = graph T as

xr

z,T(x
@) = [ T, wn@) dy@) = [ TG0 (@) dp(a).

R2

Unfortunately, this plan has the wrong marginals, and there isn’t a simple way to fix them without
changing too much the energy. For instance one can notice that the construction in [1] pays an

17



excessive price in the deconvolution step (this is analogous to applying Proposition 5.1 to the
whole transport plan). We follow therefore a different route.

The actual construction of the recovery sequence is more involved. We split the total mass p
in two components: a main portion of the mass and a remaining mass. The main part is dealt
with in this section by superposing some truncated Gaussian kernels, whereas the remaining mass
is used to bring back the marginals to what they need to be (see Section 5) without disrupting
the energy estimates (see Section 6).

The main part of the recovery sequence is a suitable approximation of +., which is given by

the plan
(@) = Y%l (1.14)
i=1

where each piece is built by superposing along the graph of Ts Gaussians with frozen covariance
matrix M, g(z;) with x; € I}, wheighing them with the density p — 7 (which is positive in Q}; for
7, and hence ¢, sufficiently small):

Teal@) = [ TEBED v(@)(pl@) — 1) da
= | Pa s (@ = (@, T5(@)) (p(2) —7) de (4.15)

= (1, T5) 4 ((p = 7)1p1 ) % Tar, v (@),

We denote its two marginals by

pt=projy ., p2=projy .. (4.16)

The following proposition collects the properties of 4.. Firstly, it shows that its marginals are
quantitatively below p, a property which crucially relies on the presence of 7 in the definition of 7.
and on the regularity of p and V. Secondly, it proves that this is still a recovery sequence (without
prescribed marginals) as the one build in the proof of Theorem 1.2 was.

Proposition 4.2. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.3, let 7. be as defined in (4.14),
with ¥. constructed with parameter H. Then,

lim E.(v/7.) < %/QH tr( V2V(a:,T(a:))) p(z) da. (4.17)

e—0
Moreover, there exists 0 < cg < 1 such that for e sufficiently small
pi(z) < plx) —cyT  fori=1,2 and x € Uy, (4.18)
and A
(p = PD(R) = 1 = 3(R?) = p(Qf) + 7|Q]. (4.19)

Proof. We use here the notation introduced in Section 3 and Section 4.
Step 1: proof of (4.18). Let us deal first with the case of pl. First of all, notice that supp p! C
Yy and p > 7 on ;. We have that

phte) = ([t = n1p] # ) @) (120

where 1! = proj;éé Lar. s(e),n- For every x there can be at most two non zero terms contributing

to the sum, because the convolutions kernels n} have support with diameter diam(suppn;) <
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CpBY2N'2, whereas two non-consecutive intervals are further away than d(Il,, I} ;) > C§ >
BY2NY2 thanks to (4.10).
Ifd (x, (I})c) > CBY2N'/2 there is actually only the i-th term in the sum. Since the functions

(p— 7)1, and (p — 7) coincide in B(z, CSY2N'/?), when we convolve them with 1} they give the
same value at x, therefore we can compute

pb) = (o= 1] e 0 ) @) = (0= 1) 0t ) (@) < (&) = 7+ C Lin (ploy ) B2 N2,

Otherwise, let = be a point where the two non zero terms in the sum (4.20) are ¢ — 1 and 1.
Then, since the functions 10 op and 1 coincide in B(xz, C5Y2N'/?), we have

|
(0=t on ]+l )@ + ([0 = D]+ 0 = 0l ) (@)
(0 =)+ ) @) + ([l = D)1 + (o =1l ) @)

(2) =7+ C Lip(play, ) 8Y2NY2 + [lpllcllt = 1y s

(

z) — 7+ CLBYPN'Y? 4 Cye /46 + Cye '35

because [|n; —ni_ 1|11 < T y@)v —Tar gl < Cre™ V162 +Cre/?36 by Lemma 4.3 (with
x1 = x3 = 0). Therefore (4.18) follows (with any cy < 1) because, from (4.8)-(4.11), we have
7> e V285N > 71236, 7> BY2NY2 and T > V462

Let us now deal with the case of p?. From the definitions (4.14)-(4.16), we have

P2(y) = X prof Aea(y) = Yo prof (14, T)y (0 = 7)1n) * Doy ) (9)
=2 (proj%(1d, 754 ((p = 7152 ) ) * (Proj% Tas, e ) ()

= Z ([Ta#((P - 7')111,1)} * 7712) (y) = Z([T(g#(p — 7)113} % nf)(y)

7

where n? = proji Lo 5. For y € Qp we have

Tt 71
Ts4p(y) — ()| = |Tsp(y) — Typ(y)| = p(17'w) o (y))‘

7T ') T(T()
T Yy)) — p(T71 THT; Y y)) =T (T
. (75 () - p(T7(w))| +p(T51(y>)| (/ (ly)) (_ )|
T(T\(y)) T (75 ()T (T (v))
< Lip(plgy, )COL + L Lip(T"|g, )COL? < Cyd,

where we used (4.7) to bound the norms of p and 7" and the Lipschitz constants. In particular, if
y € I7, then Tsu(p — 7)(y) = Tsup(y) — 7/T"(x;) < p(y) + Cyd — 7/L. We have therefore

Py) < Z([(/J —7/L+Cd)1p] * 'rz?) ().
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We observe the similarity with (4.20), where p—7, I! and 5! have been replaced by p—7/L+Cgd,
I? and 7? respectively. We have diam(I?) > C§/L > BY2NY? and diam(suppn?) < CBY2NY2,
so with the same argument as before we obtain

P2(y) < ply) = 7/L+ Cu (8 + B/NV? 746”7112 35),

from which the thesis follows with any ¢y < 1/L(H) because T is asymptotically larger than all
the error terms.
Step 2: proof of (4.19). Since F( (( ))) v is a probability measure, we have

() =3 L [ @ o) — 7) e
_Z/ﬂ )—T dl‘—/QH(,O(l‘)—T)de:P(QH)_T|QH|>

from which

1—7.(R?) = 1 — [o(2) — 719%l] = (%) + 7I2ul.

Step 3. For every i and x € I}, we claim the estimate

z,T5(x)) z,T(x))
(Vi) - (V)

< Cy(e3/46% + e7186) (64 +eY2N + BN(S?) + Cpe' e N2 4 COyé.

(4.21)

Notice that the right hand side of (4.21) goes to 0. In fact, thanks to (4.10) and the fact that
N — oo we have
BN? < 6t <« e/ < £Y2N,

therefore, thanks to (4.8)-(4.10), the right hand side of (4.21) is less than
Cr(e3462% + e7186)eY2N + Cpe?e™ N2 4 Cyo
< Cy(e V4% + e V28N 4 Cpye'?e ™2 4 Cyé
< Nlloge| 2+ eONY> 1o N2 15 <« 1.

We observe that by (4.13) the points x; = (x, Tg(i’)),ﬂ?z = (:p, T(ZE)) € R? and the symmetric

matrices 4; = \/VQV(a:i,T(:ci)), Ay = /V2V(x2) which generate M; = M, g3(x;) and My =
M. p(x) satisfy

|m1 — m2| S L52 and |A1 — A2| S CH5 (422)
In fact, (xZ,T(:cZ)) and (az, T(;z:)) belong to a region of graph(7T') where V2V is Lipschitz. As a

consequence,

A I A I
=2l = (5 -3) - (S —5) |- - m e G

As regards the potential energy, denoting by E the union of the supports of the probability
measures appearing in (4.21)

E = suppf‘( 5(( ))NUsuppF( (( ))N
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we have

z,T5(x)) z,T(x)
/R V(@G (@) da’ — /R V(@) (@) da’

ETE) 2N de - TETO) (o] 4 (4.24)
< (supv /R |G (@) dal T3 ()| dee
Observe that, by Lemma 4.3, we have
/ ‘ wjj(x a')dx’ — Fg\flf;((gﬁm))),N(m/) “UAG? 4 Cpem 120, (4.25)

We claim that E is contained in a strip of size C(62 + e/4N'V2 + 312 NV/25 Lip(T")) around
the graph of the affine map which equals T in I}

EC S ={xcR”:d(x,graph(T})) < C(6* + e/*N'/* 4 3/2N'25 Lip(T"))}. (4.26)

(= T;((x))) v is a rectangle centered on the graph of 75 and with the

longer side aligned with the graph of T5. Moreover, its width is €'/4N'/2; hence the claim (4.26)
is proved for the first rectangle in the definition of F.
On the other side, we observe that the rectangle supp F( B(EB ))) N is centered in the point

(z,T(z)), whose distance from the graph of Ty is estimated by ||T”||Looc52 by (4. 13) moreover, this
rectangle is tilted with respect to the previous one proportionally to |7"(z) — T5(x)| < 6 Llp(T ",
which in turn gives a contribution of 3Y/2N'/2§ Lip(T"). This proves (4.26).

Since for every x the point (z,T(z)) and the point are at distance at most (z, T5(z)) ||T"|| Lo 6>
by (4.13), from (4.26) we deduce that S is contained in the strip of width C(1 + ||T"||p)(6* +
e /AN/2 4 B1/2N1/2§) around the graph of T. Hence, recalling that both V and VV vanish along
the graph of T, and more precisely recalling that V' has uniform quadratic growth around the
graph of T" has stated in we obtain that

Indeed, by construction supp I’

sup V' < C(1 4 || T"|| 1 )?(8% + e/ANYV2 4 BU2N25)2, (4.27)
E

Hence we deduce by (4.24), (4.25), and (4.27) that

[v@rg e @) e~ [ V)T ) def
< Cple /62 +e71236) (62 + 51/4N1/2 + BYANY25)2 (4.28)

< Cy(e V462 4 e71V2368) (6% + /2N + BN§?).

In view of (4.28), we deduce the corresponding statement to (4.21) for the potential energy.
As regards the kinetic energy, we observe that it equals
KE(I3, v) — KE(YE, ) = KE(TY, o) — KE(TY o)
+ [KE(I'}f, ) — KE(I'}, o0)]

The two terms in square brackets are estimated by (3.8) and they are negligible with respect to
the other contribution, whereas the first difference is
tI‘Ml tI‘MQ i q1 — Qg2 )

KE(P]lel,OO) - KE(P]mWQQ,OO) = 4 - 4 - 451/2 — 461/2
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because, by the variational characterization of the largest eigenvalue, we have

G = Ilnli)f vl A < ﬁ%}f vl Agv + I‘n‘zgf vT(Al — A)v < g9 + Cho.
v|I< RS IS

Therefore

KE(I'§} ) — KE(T$2, ) < C(tr My + tr My)e ™2 + —7z < Cne N/2 4 S

Step 4. We conclude the proof. By convexity of the kinetic energy, since the potential energy
is linear and thanks to (4.21), with the remark following it, we have that

lim sup E. (v/7:) < limsup ) | /11 ( 9667;;5(%))) ) p(z) dz

e—0 e=0

< lim sup o E€< FE\TI;;;(?;N)) p(x) dx.

e—0

We now estimate the integrand in the right-hand side with tr( V2V (x, T(:c))) p(x) up to small
errors. To this end, we bound the kinetic energy by passing to the non-truncated Gaussians with
the estimate (3.8) and by the exact computation (3.6). We obtain

Y
< g2 KE(, /FME’B(J;)?OO) + Cel/? tr(M&B(x))e_N/2
172

tr M. g(x) _ 1 -
_ 172 e,8\L N/2 « = ( 2 ) N/2.
eP 2 Ce M < V2V (2, T(z))) + 28 + Ce

In order to estimate the potential energy, we need to compare the V' with its second order Taylor
expansion. Since V2V is locally Lipschitz in a neighborhood of graph T, there is r > 0 such that
for every & € suppy N Q% and y € B,.(0) we have

VaV(@)y| | < VPVl - [y < Crlyl®,

‘ (x+y)— =

where the L™ norm is taken in a neighborhood of size (3N)'? of supp~y N Q2. Then, thanks to
(3.7)! and (3.6), and since |y| < (BN)Y? for y € supp Ty, 2),n, We have

1/2/V (:L“T(l“ ( ) dy

c—1/2
< S [ VIV T @] Tar o n ) dy + e [y T .09 dy
~1/2
< £ ) V2V (x,T(x)) - s(2)00(y) dy + Ce™ V2NeN2 4 Cpe1/2332 N3/2
RQ

1
< 1 tr< V2V (x, T(a:))) + Ce VAN N 4 Cpe 2 B3R NB2,

2
"When applying (3.7) to the integral of ’ VQV(:B)y‘ times the difference of the Gaussians, we use the fact
that the matrix \/V2V (z) is bounded from above by £'/2M, 5(x).
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Overall, from the estimates in Step 4 we obtain that
1
BT <5 [ (V@ T@) o(e) do
Qn
1/2
+Ch <€7 + Ce N2 4 Ce™ 2N N2 CH61/263/2N3/2> ,

which concludes the proof of (4.17) since by (4.8) and (4.9) we have

1/2
i L Ce N2 L e 2N 2 N N/2 CH871/263/2N3/2
B

1
<5+ Ce™N2 4 MON32 « 1.
As a side note, it could be easily seen by means of the kind of computations performed in this

proof that (4.17) is actually an equality, but since we will not need this in the sequel we don’t
pursue this matter here. O

Lemma 4.3. Let x,xy € R? with |z, — @3] < Cyd? and let Ay, Ay be two degenerate positive-
semidefinite symmetric 2 X 2 matrices with |A;| < L and |A; — As| < Coo; finally let M; =
M. 5(A;) = e—f‘/g + é Then there exists a positive constant Cy only depending on H and Cy such
that

T3, v — T3, vl < Cue™ /467 + Cye™ /26,

Observe that, under the assumptions (4.8)-(4.10), the right hand side goes to 0 when £ — 0.
Proof. Thanks to (3.4) we have
I3~ = Tl S T o = Dol + CNe™™2,

Notice that, by (4.8)-(4.10), Ne V2 « N2gW/4 = l/2N2e71/4 « BNe 1/* <« §%71/4, s0 we can
forget about this error term because it is dominated by the right hand side of the thesis.

We split the estimate into first changing only the center point, and then changing the matrix.
By the triangle inequality we have

I3 00 = P collt < T3 00 = TR ool + T34, 00 = T, ol (4.29)

The first norm can be estimated in the following way. If a and b are the eigenvalues of M7, we
have VI, oo(w, 2) = 2(aw, b2) Ty, oo(w, 2), therefore

VT ol < Gt o /RQ(2a|w| + 2b|2])e @ du dz

_ Wab (27 27 _ 2 m P21/ o1/
= (ﬁ+ﬁ>—ﬁ<f+ﬁ>§0q<> < Cpe 7

From this we get
I oo = Tioell = [ ICarioc(y + @2 = @1) = Tan ()| dy

1
/o VFMI,OO@ + s(xy — 5111)) (g — 1) ds|dy

_RQ

1

< / / ‘VFMI’OO(y + s(xe — ml))‘ |y — x| dsdy
r2 Jo

< O8|| VT as, 0olli < Cpé?e™4,
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Let’s now turn to the second norm in (4.29). For ¢ € [0, 1], define the matrix B; = M; +t(My—
M;). Notice that

1 1/2
B, = A+ —T+t(A— A
Y ( 1+ 3 + ( 2 — 1))
and |Ay — A;| < § < €'/2/B, because S5 < e2PTUENTS « /10 « £l/2 by (4.9)-(4.10).

Therefore we have that for € small 1/2det M; < det B; < 2det M; and 1/2tr M; < tr B, < 2tr M;.
Moreover,

dBt>| _ Jr(adi(B) (M — M)

= logdet B tr( adj(B
| OB T et B, r<a 1B g det BB,
|By| - | My — M| e V2.ge7t? B0
=0 g, =g~
and
d d (VAL B, _rp
_P — x tL
az ! P (®) dt( T )
. %detBt —2T Bz TdBt \/detBt —2TBx
= — —F—€ — X —X e
2m+/det By dt T
1/(d
= — | —logdet B, | I'p, oo — " (My — M})xl'p, o.
2 \ at 7 7
Therefore
Lrld
0%, 00 = Dhcllt = 000 = Tatplt < [ [ 15T (@) dat
’ o Jr2|dt
11d
gCH/ Logdet B,| [ Tp, o da dt
o |dt R2 ’
! Vet B,
+/ My — My | Y t/ |2~ P 4 dt
m R2

66 5 1 tI'Bt
gl/2 51/2 0o 2det B,

36 5 36

dt

=Cy

5 Deconvolution of plans

Let o!,0% € ., (R) with the same mass and IIy € II(c!,0?) be a transport plan. Fix a radial
convolution kernel ® € C*°(R?%[0,1]) with supp® C B(0,1). Define the rescaling O.(z) =
e71/20(¢74r) and the marginals 0(z) = (proj ©)(z), 0.(x) = (projy O)(z) = e~ 1/49(eV1z).
Define the convolved plan
He = HO * @5.
Let 0! = projiéé II, = o * 0., for i = 1,2, be the two marginals of the convolved plan.
Define now the deconvolved plan as introduced in [1, Theorem 6.3]

M. (z,y) = /R - (xz?(xxl’)— r)o (yiﬁg((;; “U () At dy

= / P(z,y,2',y")dz' dy'.
RQ
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We verify that II. dz dy € II(¢!, 6%). Indeed, for any integrable function F : R? — R and for every
x € R we perform this useful computation, integrating first the variable y and then 3’

o2 ().
/RSF(x, )Pz, y,2',y)dx’ dy' dy = /QF(x, ') 1) }»2/(3/ )H (2, y") d'dy
— / F(x /;fj_ ’ /Ef'jdx
By taking the function F' =1 this reads

/Rﬁe(w,y) dy = o' (z).

Analogously one can show that the second marginal of II, is 2. Moreover, II. is supported in a
neighborhood of size €'/ of the support of Il because, in the deﬁmtlon of I, (2',y') is in the
support of I, and 2’ — x is less than /4. Therefore

I1. is supported in a neighborhood of size 2¢'/4 of the support of Ily. (5.2)

We claim in the next proposition that the operation of deconvolving a transport plan Il
worsens its potential energy in a controlled way, namely proportionally to the total mass of Iy,
while on the other hand the kinetic energy of the deconvolution is controlled only in terms of the
kinetic energy of the marginals of II,. The loss in potential energy proportional to the mass of
[Ty is the reason why in the proof of Theorem 1.3 we use this deconvolution procedure only on
the remaining mass, rather than on the full plan 4.. Let us also point out that, in the proof of
Theorem 1.3, Iy will in turn be an e-dependent plan, built in Section 6 below. For this reason we
keep explicit all dependences on Il in the next proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let V' be as in Theorem 1.3, H > 0 and Qy,Q} be the sets introduced in
(4.5), (4.6). Let o', 0% € A (R) with the same mass, let Iy € 1I(c',0?), and let TI. be the plan
introduced at the beginning of this section. Then there exists a universal constant C' > 0

KE(IL.) < KE(c') + KE(o?) + for every € > 0. (5.3)

C
%HﬂoHl

Moreover, there exists a constant cgy > 0 depending only on H such that if

d((z.y), graph(T)) < culay, () for every (z,y) € supp 1, (5.4)

then there exists a universal constant C > 0 and a constant Cy > 0 depending only on H such
that for € sufficiently small

1 ~ Cu
—= [,V <=L [ vl + . 5.5
/7 Je =z Jee o + C[ollx (5.5)
We notice that the dependence of the constants in (5.5) is of fundamental importance: in
particular the first term will go to 0 (at H fixed) by the particular choice of Ilj, while the second
term will be estimated with (4.19) by the mass of p outside Qy (times the constant C' independent
of H); hence this will be small sending H — oo uniformly in €.
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Remark 5.2. Another estimate of the potential energy of the deconvolved plan in terms of the
original one was proposed by Lewin [24].
In our notations, tracing in his proof the dependence on ||Ily||;, we would get an estimate of

the form
[ edil— [ @do] < V(1990 [ Vo] + D2l o]

where the norms of V& and D?® are calculated in the neighbourhood of the graph of 7' where II.
is supported. Since II. and Il have the same marginals, we notice that

/ Vdﬁg—/ Vdﬂoz/ Veedﬁe—/ V.. dlly,
R2 R2 R2 R2

Applying the estimate above for ® = V,, and using that |x — y| > 1/(2]|p||) on the graph of
T, we would get that for € small enough

[ovai = [ vai| < cvElpliy/ ol ([ Vo] + i)

However, this estimate is not good enough for our application since the BV norm of o; does not
go to 0 as € — 0 (recall that oy coincides with p in a neighborhood of 0).

Proof. We have that

/ |8H\2+|8H\2

KE(IL.
8TI.

Let us deal with the first term; the second one is treated analogously. By Holder inequality and
since [go Pda’dy’ = 1I.(z,y), we have

2 _ g O'1<$L’)9€<;L’/ — SL’) 02<y)9€<y/ — y) {L" ! {L‘/ !
B /R? ox ( ol(z) ) o2(y) I (', y") dz’ dy

B Oyot(x)  0,0.(2' — x) . A

< Tiey) [ [(8;?55))2* (%)2

2
[ et
R? x7y

Ri 8 0.(z' — )
Applying (5.1) with F'(x,2") given by the expression in square brackets above and we find
011 (2, y) D0’ (2) 2 0,0.(2 — )\ / /
—F (o dzd / N 0. (v —x)da’d
o Sl.(a,y) 0 Jws al(:c) oo ) |7 @ —a)dede

|0z ()]* . [ 10:0:(2)
® Sol(z) ol / 80.(2)

— KE(o1) + KE(6.)|| Lo .

2

10,11 (z, y)]

2

P(z,y, 2, y)dz’' dy'.

Then

P(z,y,2',y) dedyda’ dy'.
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The kinetic energy of the marginal of the rescaled convolution kernel scales like
? 162 ()] 16" (y)|?

o) de = [ D2 g :/ =3 1 g, — ~12 KRG

0 (x)| dx e 80.(2) v= e S0(y) elfdy=¢ (0)

and the kinetic energy of # is a universal constant since 6 is fixed. In conclusion, putting everything
together, we obtain (5.3).

Let co,y be any constant strictly less than the distance of graph T" from the diagonal {z = y}.
For ¢ sufficiently small, supp II. will be supported at positive distance from the diagonal thanks
to (5.2), as soon as the constant ¢y appearing there is less or equal than ¢q . By using the Taylor
expansion of V' centered at (z/,%') and the fact that thanks to Lemma 4.1 V2V is bounded by
a universal constant C' independent of H in the region of interest because we are far from the
diagonal, we have that

KE(.) = [

[Vl < [ V@ y)e.o 'y —y) dily(a’,y) dedy
+ /]R VV (' y) - (x =2,y —y)O.(x — o',y — ) dllo (', y) dz dy
[ (e =P+ ly = y'17)ula = o'y — o) dily (o', ) do dy
< /RQ VIl + CA4(|$ — 2P +ly—y/P")0.(x — ',y —y) (2, y) dw dy

because the integral in the second line vanishes (it’s the integral of a linear function in x,y with
respect to a symmetric kernel). The terms involving |z — 2/|? and |y — /| in the last integral can
be both computed as

/R4|y —y'[*0:(z — 2,y — ) (2, y') du dy = /Rg,ly —y'[0-(y — ) dllo(2', ') dy
= [ ly=y/ Pty — ) dydo®(y)
= CVello®|l = CVe| 1.

Therefore

[ Vi< [Vl + CVE [T,
Using again the Taylor expansion of V' centered at (z’,y’) we can proceed to estimate
/V(x,y) df.(z,y) < /R V(@' y)P(z,y, 2 y) dvdy da’ dy/
+ /R4 V(') (x— 2,y —y)P(x,y,2',y) de dy dz’ dy/ (5.6)
+ /R4 C(|ZL‘ — 2P+ |y — y’|2)P(x, y, o' y") de dy dr’ dy'.

By the definition of P and integrating first the variable x and secondly the variable y, the first
integral in the right-hand side is

1) 2 !
i / r ! /Oe(%a (y)ee(y_y) I / /
A4V(x,y)dedydx dy —/RLLV(:U,y)%{(x,) 2] IL.(2',y') dy da’ dy

= /]R V(fﬁ’,y’)ai ,

ML(a!, o) da’ dy = / V dIL.
y) R?
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Given = € Q; and y such that d((x,y), graphT') < co g, let (o, yo) € graph(T") be a projection,
i.e. a point realising the minimum of the distance, and let v = (x — xo,y — yo) be the difference
vector and d = d((x, Y), graph(T)) = |v| the distance. By looking at the Taylor expansion of V'
at (o, o), recalling that VV (xg,yo) = 0, we have that

V(@ y) — 0" V2V (@0, yo)v| < |[VV|lwd® < Oy,

where the L* norm is taken over the set of points (z,y) such that z € Q) and y such that
d((z,y),graphT) < ¢opg. This L* norm is in turn estimated by Cp thanks to the explicit
computation of the derivatives of V' (see Lemma 4.1) and thanks to the quantities that we have
under control at H fixed in (4.7). The difference vector v is orthogonal to graph(T") at (zo,yo),

therefore it is in the direction of the eigenvector of |/V2V(z,yo) associated to the non-zero
eigenvalue ¢(xg,yo). Therefore

1 2

V(.y) 2 0"V (a0, )0 — [VV [l 2 ¢ = Cpd® > 5 (ina) o

H
11, 2
as soon as d < ;Cy (HHHQ/H q) . Therefore, for
. | YA
d((x,y),graph(T)) < min {coﬂ, §CH (rgin q) } =: cr, (5.7)

we have

[VV (@, y)|* < [IVPVIISd® < 2| VAV all ey V (@ y) < CaVi(a,y). (5.8)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, the second integral in (5.6) can be bounded by
/4VV(56’, ) (@—a'sy —y)P(z,y, 2 y) dedy da’ dy’
R
< [NV )R + (o =o'+ [y = o)) Pla,y, o) dedy da' dy.
R

Using (5.8) in the point (2'y’), which for e sufficiently small satisfies (5.7) thanks to (5.4) and
(5.2), the first term can be estimated as

[V Pyl dedyde’ df = [ [PV, 5)PILGE ) da' dy
= [ [VV@p)Pe.r 'y —y) dllo(a’,y') dr dy
<2 [ [VV(@,y)Ou(r — 'y — ) dllo(e’, /) de dy
£2 [ [VV(n,y) = VV (@ y)Pe. (o — ooy — y/) dily(a’, ) dody
<2 [ VY@ ) dlly(a’,y)
£2(Lin(VV)" [ (lo= @'+ ly = yP)Oule — o'y — ) dllo(w', ') dardy
< Cy [,V dllg+ Vo]l
The third integral in (5.6) can be computed exploiting (5.1) with F(x,2") = |z — 2/|* to get
/R4|a: —2/)PPdrdyda’ dy = /RQ|.T —2')?0.(2' — 2)o (z) do da’

= llo*lx /R [2*0-(2) dz = CVello' s = CVE||Tho|
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and analogously for the term with |y — ¢/|?. Putting the pieces together, we obtain

RQVdﬁegCH/RQVngJrC\/EHHOHl. O

6 Potential cost of the remaining mass and kinetic energy
of its marginals

In Section 4 we described how to build the main portion of the recovery sequence .. As stated
in (4.18)-(4.19), this procedure leaves out a small positive mass that we still have to account
for. The goal of this section is to build a transport plan for the remaining mass which satisfies
suitable energy bounds and allows to apply the deconvolution procedure of Section 5, namely
Proposition 5.1. To this end we need to build a transport plan 7 € II(p— pl, p— p?) with potential
energy smaller than /¢ and to have a suitable control on how the kinetic energy of its marginals
explodes in €. This is the content of the following proposition and this section is dedicated to its
proof.

Proposition 6.1. Let p € C'(R), v € Il(p, p), u € W?* and V(z,y) = |z — y|™' — u(z) — u(y)
be as in Theorem 1.3. Let 7. be the plan introduced in (4.14) and (4.15) and let pl = projy 7.
and p? = projféﬁ Ve be its two marginals introduced in (4.16). Then for every ¢ > 0 and for some
constant Cy > 1 depending only on H

i) (construction of a plan with or(\/€) potential energy) for every e sufficiently small there is
7. € (p — pl, p — p?) such that

4 2 2
/deegcg <5—+ﬂ+@> (6.1)
T BT T
and
d((2,y), graph(T)) < cloy, (z)  for every (w,y) € supp Ty (6.2)

i1) (bound on the kinetic energy of the marginals) we have

KD~ ) + Knlp - ) = (KE() + 5 ). (63)

Notice that the right hand side of (6.1) is o ('/?) and the right hand side of (6.3) is oy (e7Y/?)
as € — 0 because of (4.9)-(4.11).

To build the plan 7., we will first estimate the Wasserstein distance between two suitable
measures. We reduce to this estimate since an essential tool of its proof is the Benamou-Brenier
formulation of optimal transport, which is not available with a general potential V. As a matter
of fact fact, even a slightly more precise estimate than the bound on the Wasserstein distance by
or,(£/2) is needed: namely, we need a map with oz (¢'/?) cost and with a control on the support.
Since this second condition is more technical and comes naturally from the proof of (6.4), the
reader may decide to skip it at a first reading and focus on (6.4).
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Proposition 6.2. Let QF; be the convex hull of ;. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 6.1,
there exists a constant C'y depending only on H such that

0 eN?  po?
2 2 1
WE(p— 2. Top(p — 1)) < C (‘*F*T (6.4
Moreover, the optimal map S between p — p? and Tsu(p — pl) satisfies a pointwise bound
54 eN? ps2\'?

In particular, the right-hand sides of (6.4) and (6.5) are oy(\/€) and Oy(1) respectively as
soon as (4.9) and (4.11) are satisfied.

We show immediately how Proposition 6.1(i) can be deduced from this estimate.

Proof of Proposition 6.1(i) from Proposition 6.2. Let oy = p — pl, 09 = p — p? and let S. be the
map given by Proposition 6.2 . Let then m. = (Id, S: o T5)x0o1 € Il(o1,03). We observe that
(recalling that Ts maps € in itself and coincides with 7" outside, and that S.(x) = z outside )

|5:(T5(x)) = T(2)] < [S:(T5(x)) = Ts(x)[ + [T5(z) = T()]

4 2 2 6.6
g[CH<5 +%+@>+L52] 1o, (z) (6.6)

and the right-hand side converges to 0 as ¢ — 0, therefore proving (6.2) for ¢ sufficiently small.
Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.1 we have that (4.4) of Lemma 4.1 holds, that is V(z,y) <

C’Hd<(x, y), graph(T ))2 in a neighborhood (independent of ) of graph(7T’). For ¢ sufficiently small,

the plan 7. is supported in a neighborhood of graph(7') which converges to 0 as € — 0 thanks to
(6.5), so in particular the quadratic upper bound for V applies. Therefore

[V dniay) = [ Vi S.(Ty) dor(x)

H

<Cx /Q |S(T5(2)) — Ts(w) — T(x) + Ti(2)[* do ()

<2Cy /Q |S(T5(x)) — Ts()|* dos () + 2Ck|IT — T3,

<20y | 18(@) - 2 d(Tsp01)(x) + 20 (L6%)?

4 2 2
<Cy (5 eN 65 ) 0
BT

The estimate (6.4) relies on the particular structure that the marginals of the convolved plan
have in the model case when 7" is (locally) a linear map, which is the main reason why we introduce
Ts in the construction. We carry out this surprising computation in Subsection 6.1 below. This
computation could be interpreted by seeing the convolutions with Gaussian measures as the action
of the heat semigroup. However, in our context the Gaussians need to be truncated to have a
finite-range interaction, since the control of the potential is only local around its 0 level set rather
than global, and hence this analogy remains only formal and we proceed in a different way.
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It can be seen that p and Tsp are very close in Wasserstein distance, as well as p? and Tsyp?.
This sole property does not guarantee in general that they remain close when we subtract each
other, namely when we consider the measures p — p? and Ts,(p — pl): for instance, when one
considers the three measures vy = 1y 11L, o = ljq14a)£ and vy = 14 1)L, then Wa(1y,15) = a but
Wa(v1 — vg,v2 — 1) = Va > « as o — 0. However, in our particular situation we can control
the distance (6.4) via the Benamou-Brenier formula, since we can provide an interpolating curve
between p — p? and Tsy(p — pl) which enjoys some extra properties. For instance, we estimate
how close the density of the interpolating curve is to that of the endpoints, providing then a lower
bound on this density along the entire curve.

The proof of Proposition 6.2 in Subsection 6.2 deals then with this Benamou-Brenier estimate
and combines it with a linearization argument, which allows to pass from T to its piecewise linear
approximation Ty, and with a suitable control of the errors generated at the interface between two
consecutive intervals where Ty is linear. A crucial ingredient of the proof is the particular way the
two marginals of a truncated Gaussian can be mapped one onto the other at a low cost, which is
explained in Subsection 6.1.

Finally, we dedicate Subsection 6.3 to the kinetic energy bounds of Proposition 6.1(ii).

6.1 Marginals of kernels of product type along a linear map

In this section we study the properties of the marginals of the rectangularly truncated Gaussian
(3.1), which is a convolution kernel of product type

<6<51q/2 +%)w2/2 . 6N/2>

G
N 1N

2

2

((37#2/2 — e*N/Q)
£ = hi(w)hi(z)

+ .

]‘—‘Ms,,ﬁyN(m) -

where M, 3 = A/ e'/2 + I/ as usual, ¢ is the positive eigenvalue of A which is assumed to lie in
a certain interval [1/L, L], z is the coordinate in the direction of ker(A) and w is the transversal
coordinate. The change of variables is given by the rotation

y—ar ay-+x
VI+a® 1+ a2

where (1,a) € ker(A), hence ker(A) = graph(ald + b), and 6 = arctan(a). Observe that ¢, < 0 <
/2 — ¢, for some constant ¢;, > 0 depending only on L.
In fact, for the computations of this section the precise form of k¢ does not play a role: we

only need h! and h? to be positive, symmetric L' functions supported in an interval of length
Cre'/* N2 and 5Y/2N'/? respectively, and with

(w,z):R(:p,y):< ):(Cosey—sinﬁx,sin9y+0080x).

BY210-02(2) |11 + BlO2R2(=)]|r < C. (6.7)
This property is satisfied by our kernel since

_ z _lZQ 2 —lZQ 9 B
(hg)%z):_QG%}NBe B / (e B / —e N/2)

1.2 2 1.2 2
N (T[S RE e NE S|

Y

+
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from which

/ " — ‘ | ? —522
B2\ (2)' ()] + BI(h2) ()] < 267 (WHH 5) N

[ /aN.y/37] (2) we get (6.7).

We adopt the following notation to denote rescaled functions by putting a subscript between

curly braces
1 [z
piey(x) = ZSO ¢

and we observe that |pqcy|lzr = [l@llrr, (f * 9)icy = fiey * 91¢y and (ald + b)4p(y) = pray(y — b).
Let n. = projy 'y, , v be the two marginals of the Gaussian, namely

(2);

integrating this inequality and disregarding the last factor 1

nt(x /hl Vh2(2) dy—/h (cos @y — sin @ x)h%(sin § y + cos § x) dy,

n?(y) :/h; w)h?(2) dx:/he cos 0y — sin @ x)h?(sin § y + cos 6 x) du,
R R

and 72 = (aId)4nt. We claim that we can write them as a convolution of rescalings of h! and h2,
where the only difference between n? and 7 lies in the parameter of rescaling of the first function

naz(y) = (h;){siHGCotG} * (hg){sinG}a
ﬁ?(y) = (h;>{sin9tan9} * <h§>{sin9}-

Indeed with the change of variable cosf y —sinf x = which rewrites also as sin @ y+cosf x =

67

= 9 and dy = edf;osev and using the fact that h! is symmetrlc, we can compute
1 t— 1
772(96)2/ . hl( . x) h2( )dt
R sin 6 sin@ / cosf cos 0 (6.8)

= / {sm@} €r — t) (hg){0059}<t) dt = {(h';>{sin€} * (h’g){cose}} (.T)

t
cos 0’

In a similar fashion, with another substitution cosfy — sinfx = which implies sinfy +

cosfzr =2t and dp = —& we find
sin 0 sinf cos 6’

2(y) = / Par (@, y)do = [ B(w)h(:) da
R ’ R

1 t 1 Y —
h1< > h2< ) dt 6.9
R cos 0 cosf/ sinf °\sinf (6.9)

= / hfl {COSG} h’ ){sin@} (y - t) dt = {(h';>{0059} * (hg){siHG}} (y>

Finally, by the properties of the rescalings, we have that

7752 = (tan@Id)#nal = (n;){tane} = (h;){sine tan @} * (hz){sine}-

A simple consequence of these representations of ¢ is for instance an L> bound which will be
useful later: from (6.8), since ||(h})isimey|/r = [|AL]lrr = 1 and by (7.2) we have

Cy Cy Cy
e} < h,l sin 1 cos oo<C h,2 oo< < = . 61
Izl < N(h2)gsinop Nl 1 (A2) fcos oyl ul[hell Crn =G B (6.10)
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The following proposition considers a plan A supported on the graph of (ald 4+ b) and in-
troduces the convolved plan A % I'y;_, v, its marginals p! and p? and the pushforward g2 of the
first marginal through the linear map (ald 4 b). It uses the representation of the marginals in
terms of convolutions of n’ with the marginal of A to provide estimates on their distance and an
interpolating curve between p? and p2.

Proposition 6.3. Let a € (L7}, L), = arctan(a), b € R, A a degenerate positive-semidefinite
symmetric 2 X 2 matriz with a positive eigenvalue ¢ € (L™, L), ker(A) = graph(aId) and M. 3 =
A2+ 1/B.

Given N € M, (R?) with supp X C graph(ald +b), define A\. = A+ Ly, w, let p' = projiy A,
pL = proj’%é Ae fori=1,2 and define p? = (aId + b)ypt. Then we have that

He = (h.i){sinG(tanG)Qt—l} * (h'g){sine} * p2, t e [D, 1],
is a curve interpolating between p? and p? satisfying Oy = div(my) with

el/2N

e — p2lloe < CL sl (6.11)

we and my supported on the convex hull of supp p? Usupp p? and

el2N

Imy| < CHWIIPZIIM- (6.12)

Proof. Up to a translation, we may assume that b = 0. We have that p. = 7! * p’ and, recalling
that the kernel h? is symmetric,

pe(y) — p?(y) = /R{(h;){sine(tane)%*l} - (h;){sinGCotG}} (y —2) - ((h,g){sing} * p2) (z)dz

= /R{(h;){sine(tane)%*l} - (h;){sin900t0}1| (?/ - Z)

~ [(wz){m@} o)) + () may 7)) - (2 — )

1

5 (7)) = 7

= /R{(h;){sinﬁ(tanﬁ)m—l} - (h;){sin900t0}1| (y - Z)

h2)isinay * p° ! P
() J V@) e

where g, is a point in the segment between y and z. Therefore, since the integrand is nonzero
only for |y — z|> < Cyxe'/?N and thanks to (6.7), we obtain (6.11)

H:ut - ngoo S CHH(hi){sine(tanG)Qt—l} - (h;){sinecote}Hl : H[(hz>{31n9} * /)2]/1“0051/2]\7
el2N
B

Define H!(z) = [* rhi(r)dr, so that (H.)y(z) is the primitive of C%(h;){c}(x) with the
same compact support. This allows us to express the derivative of (h;){c}(x) with respect to the

< CuePN[[(h)sma)" 11 - 197 lloe < Cri 1%l oc-
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parameter ¢ as

O(h)iey (=) _ _ih1(§> T <§> _ _Q(ghl (z))
o¢ 2 e\¢ C3(€>C_337€2€C
_ 9 z hl _ 82 Hl
= ~% C?( D) | =- @(( Do),
Let now ((t) = sin f(tan 0)*~'. We deduce that
oM ey -
( ea)t{c( B2
6h1 t ¥ ’ "7
= MO 2 = OO )+ T4 7
= —¢'(1)C(t) div((HD) ey * [(B2) o)  p?) = div(m).

We can bound by (6.7)

8tMt =

C
Imelloo < Call(HD)goll - IR simey] Il - 6% o0 < CrllHZ 1 i 1?1

and estimate the first factor in the right-hand side in terms of powers of € using that A} is supported
in a set of size Cyet/4AN/2

0 T 0 0
||H€1||1 < _2/_ /_ rh;(r) drdz = —2/_ / rh;(r) dz dr
0
—9 / r2h(r) dr < Cye2N||hY|, < Cyel/?N.

Hence we obtain (6.12). O

6.2 Wasserstein estimate of Proposition 6.2

Proof of Proposition 6.2. Define the map T; = (1—t)T+tT5 and define T} to be the affine extension
of Ts[;1. Define also the marginals pt; and p?; of 4. ;. We introduce the following three curves of
measures:

o pe = Tigp from Toyp = p to Tsyp;
o & from pZ; to Ty, pl; using the construction presented in Proposition 6.3;

o (from T} 4 p;i to Ts4 p;i defined by linearly stretching p;i LI}, from T} to T+ and similarly
for pl ;L I}, with Lemma 6.4.

3 1—

We transform the remaining mass in three steps:

—p? Tspp—y . & ; Tsup— :
PP T Tigp — p2 =0 Typ = D Tiuply == Tipp — > Toypl s

We estimate the W, distance of each step with Benamou-Brenier.
Step 1. For every x € R we observe that the map ¢ — T;(z) solves the ODE

OX(t)=(Ts —T)o T o X(t)
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with initial datum X (0) = . Notice that (T5—T)oT; ' is a locally Lipschitz vector field, therefore
T,(z) represents its flow. As a consequence p; = (1})4p solves

Oupr = — div((Ts = T) o T; ' py).

From the definition of p; we get that p;(Tix) = p(x)/T}(x), whereas p(Tx) = p(x)/T"(x), since
Typ = p. These can be rewritten as

~o(T7'(W) (W)

T(T-1(y)) T (T ')
Our goal is to show that these two densities are close to one another for y € Q. We start by
comparing the denominators. Let 2 € I} and y = T'(z); we have T, '(y) € I}. Then T’(T*I(y)) =
T'(w) € T'(I}); but also T} (T, (y)) = (1 = )T (T, () +tT3(T, ' (y)) € conv(T'(I})) = T'(I}).

Therefore we have

p(y) pe(y)

T/(T;7 () = T' (T (v))| < Lip(T") diam(1}) < LS,

nmﬂTKT;%w)ryEQH}zrmnﬂﬁ@}%y»:yefhﬁgz%. (6.13)

Let us now estimate the numerators of the densities. Differentiating with respect to ¢ the identity
Yy = Tt(Tt_l(y)) and using the fact that d7;/dt = T5 — T we get

0= T 11 4 1o 1 ) ),

from which we deduce by (4.13) and (6.13) that for y € Qg

’th‘l (y)‘ @ -1)(T )
dt (T ()

This allows us to compute for y € Qp (notice that for y € ()¢ the quantity below is 0)

< L2652,

dr;!
; (y)‘ dt < L6,

T )~ T )| = [T (y) — Ty ()] < /Ot

therefore

0(T;7 ') = p(T'(v))] < Lip(p)L76* < L?*.
From this we conclude that

(T w)) = o(T, ()] NI W) - T (T )

() — plx)| < t
R ) A Py e cat)

< LU + LY < Oy

On the other hand, by (4.18) of Proposition 4.2 we have that p? < p — cy7. Combined together,
these two density estimates imply that

Cy > pi(x) > p*(x) + cyT/2 for every = € Q.
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Therefore, with Benamou-Brenier and noticing that Ts(y) — T'(y) = 0 for y € (Qy)°, we can
compute

__i__
— p2(x)
<[ /, T, =TI ol dedt <

2
W5 (p = p2, Tspp — p2) <// (T5 = T) o T, (w)pu(w)| dadlt

CH54

where in the last step we use the estimate (4.13).

Step 2. By Proposition 6.3 applied with A = (Id, Tg)#((p — T)l[il) (recall that by (4.15) with
this definition A, has marginals p;,i and sz) for every i there exists a curve £ connecting p;i and
p?; such that 0, = div(m;) and

1/2N
Hft pazHOO = Hft fo”oo < CH
B
2N
|mt| < CH 61/2

The second curve to consider is Tsup — >, &}, which solves Oy(Tsup — >;&;) = div(X; m}) and
connects Tsup — p2 and Tsup — 5 Ty #p;,i' Since both & and m! are supported in a small neigh-
borhood of I}, at each point z at most two of each of these objects can overlap. Therefore for a.e.
S QH

el2N

B

because the terms overlap at most twice. This means again that the density of Tsup — 3, & is at
least Cy7/2 and

1 <40y

£

1

2
. 1 .
Wy (Té#f) — P2, Toyp — ZTé#Pi,i> < / o, Trap =306l > m
i 16t
eN?

N2
<// CH—dxdt<CH€
o, Bt

Step 3. Finally, we deal with the curve Tsup — 32;¢f which connects Tsup — 3, TjpL; to
Tsyp — > Tsypt ;. We split each term pl; as the sum of three contributions

dx dt

11 1 1
Pei = Peilry |+ peiln + ozl

On the interval I} the maps Tj and T coincide, therefore we leave the central mass pl ;1 still.
On the interval I}, |, on the other hand, the map Ts coincides with 7;', so the mass p;7i1[1+1

must be transformed from T, (pl;1 1) to o Tt 4L 11,,)- We perform this transformation by

applying Lemma 6.4 to yu = p;ilfilﬂ, zy equal to the point separating I} and I}, ¢ = /BN,
Sy, = Ti and Sy, = Tit!. Similarly, we need to transform the mass in I} | from T} 4Pk ) to

Ti #(pw-l 1,171), and we do so with a mirrored version of Lemma 6.4. In summary, the curve ¢} is

composed of three terms: a central mass p! ;1,1 which does not move, and two masses one on each
) i
side which move according to the construction in Lemma 6.4. Notice that, when summing over
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i, all the contributions in 3, ¢} deriving from the application of Lemma 6.4 are disjoint, because
there are two terms in every I} but they don’t overlap (since /BN < §).

The lower bound on the density of Tsup — 3;¢; follows from the same estimate as in the
first step and the estimate of the density in Lemma 6.4. Moreover, Lemma 6.4 also gives us the
estimate on the momentum

max T"

i| < gl/28
AR (minT")2 —

L361/25

which again do not overlap. Therefore we can compute

A 1 1
W2( T, — T ;Z-,T — T ;Z> </ e
2( S#P ; s #Peis Lo#P ; S#Pei | = o, Té#p_Z'CtZ
2

</ / —/35201 dt<CH—5

dx dt

2
7
th

i

Step 4: proof of (6.5). We apply the main estimate in [5, Proposition 1.2]: if pug,p; are
probability measures on a bounded interval [y, with py absolutely continuous and with density
bounded below by 7, then the optimal transport map S between py and p, satisfies the estimate

C
I5(x) = )3 < T_jW22<,u07,U1)- (6.14)
Let S. be the optimal map from

p—p2=pla, — P2+ plagiay, + plroy,
to
Tsu(p = pi) = Tsp(play, — po) + plagay + Plevay,-
Since the tails outside 27, of both the marginals coincide with plg\qy, we claim that S.(z) = x
for x € R\ Q% and that S. is also an optimal map from

to = (p = p2)lay, = (play, — p2) + plogay
to
H1 = T5#(p - /71)19” = Té#(plﬂ/ - pi) + ploy A\ Q-

Applying (6.14) with I, = QY and 79 = cy 7 (notice that in the gap QY \ @ we have pg = p > 7)
we deduce that

Cy
|S:(2) = lloe gy < W5 (0 = p2)Layy T p — p2)1a)

C
- TH [, 15:(0) = o (p(a) = 72(0)) d
/‘S ) — 2 (p(x) - @) da
4 2 1/2
:%WQ (p pa,Tg#(p pE)) < C (5 _'_%_'_ BTN>

As a final remark, notice that even without invoking (6.14) one could directly verify that the
map between p — p? and Ts4(p — pl) implicitly constructed above (via the curves of measures
proposed in Steps 1,2,3) satisfies an L estimate of the type (6.5). The proof would meet more
technical difficulties than this Step 4, but would however be sufficient. O
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Lemma 6.4. Let p € M, ([xo,z0+1]), p < L', Aoy M ERy and Sy R = Rz — 2o+ AT —120).
Then iy = (Sa—t)rg+ern ) #t solves Oypiy = div(my) with

|>\1 — )\0| max{)\o, )\1} ” H

<
‘mt| - ¢ min{Ao,Al}Q

Moreover,
. )\t )\s
[t — ts| Loo(0,00) < CAe — As| + £ Lip(p) max o
s t
Proof. Without loss of generality, up to translation we may assume zq = 0. Let \; = (1—1)\g+1\;.

Then py(x) = )\it,u(/\%) The measure i, is advected by the vector field vy(x) = A — )‘1)\ MZAog: ip

At
fact A 5 T
O+ divtp) = g [5n(5) ] + ax[ (i)]:&

Therefore m; = —vypuy and
| )\0|H1&X{)\0,)\1}|| ||
min{ g, Ay }? Hilloo
because |z| < max Ag, A1 where p(x/N) > 0.
The L™ estimate comes from the explicit formula for the density of p;. O

|mt| < E

6.3 Kinetic energy of the remaining mass

Proof of Proposition 6.1(ii). We start by showing the bound for KE(p — pl). We split the ki-
netic energy in the domain S = suppp! C ) and the complement, making use of (4.18) of
Proposition 4.2 and the fact that in S¢ = (supp p!)¢ we have p — p! = p. What we obtain is

L 10l — PP
KB =2 = s St~ pia)]
1@ A ) — AP
I P e R M e T
(«)

< S [ (et + \amp;cc)\?) dry [ P,

T 4p(x)
C oo / 2
T Js se 4p(x)
< Cut KE(p) + / m )2 da.
-

Let us recall that the domain Qy defined in (4.5) has two connected components which are both
covered by an essentially disjoint family of intervals I! = [a;, b;] of length 6/2 < b; — a; < § with

T(’T’H):al<Z)1:a2<"'<bk0:T(H),
rH:a/,mH<bk0+1:ak0+2<---<bkl:H.

Notice that the cardinality of the intervals is k; < Cy/d. As already mentioned in (4.20), we have

that
k1

o) = X[t = M1p] =l ) @),

i=1
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where 7)5171- = proj;éé Uat. y(zs),n Were first introduced in the proof of Proposition 4.2. As a conse-
quence, using the fact that the terms in the sum overlap at most twice, we have

k1 2

Z[(p —7)1p] %0l

=1

10202115 =

2

22” —7)1p

|: -7 111:| * xnez ||a$nsz||1

Using the representation (6.8) we see that the function 77;7i is increasing in (—oo, 0], decreasing in
[0,00) and vanishes at infinity, hence

1021125111 = 212 illoe < 201 (he) gsinop 1111 (A2) feoser 1
= 2(cos 0) 7 ||h2]|oe = 2(cos 8)~ IG%}N < Cyp~2.

As a consequence,

C

Cu al 2 Cy
1920215 < S 3]0 = )t} = S = 7l < ool <

Using this inequality in the original estimate of the kinetic energy we finally get

C C
KE(p — p}) < —KE(p) + Tg

Let us now move on to the analogous estimate for KE(p — p?). With the same argument as
we did at the beginning, splitting the kinetic energy in the domain S = supp p? C ) and the
complement we get

Cu Cu
KE(p — p2) < — KE(p) + — /R\@mp?(:c)ﬁ dz.
As already mentioned in the proof of (4.18) of Proposition 4.2, we have that

k1

o) = Y- ([Toglo = 7)Le] 22, ) ),

i=1

where 'r]f,i = projféﬁ [ar. s(20),v are the second marginals of the Gaussians. The intervals [c;, d;] =
I? = Ts(I}) = T(1}) = [T(a;), T(b;)] have lengths §/(2L) < diam([?) < Lé. If y € I? we have
that

Typ(p = 7)) = (T () = 71/ () < Lol (e

on the other hand, from (6.9) we have

n2illoe < (A2 gcosop 1 [l (h2) sy lloo < (sin )~ |[A2]|oc < CuB™'72,

therefore
10ym2:ll1 = 2n2,llee < CuB~ 2.
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This implies that

ke 2

> {T(s#(p - 7')113} * ayﬁ?,i

i=1

10,2115 =

! 2
{TzS#(/) - 7')111.2} * ayﬁ?,i 9
9 =1

k‘l 2 kl
Cu
<23 |Toplo = | N0l < 53| Togot | | Towrtie]
i=1 i=1
CH CYH
< FLHPHL(’O (Y ZHP]-IQ < —L||p||L°° )||P||L1(Q/H) < 7,
which inserted in the original estimate of the kinetic energy leads to
Cy Cy
KE(p — p?) < ——KE —. O
(p=pz) < ——KE(p) + 5

7 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Given H > 1 and L = L(H) defined by (4.7), let 4. be as defined in (4.14),
built with admissible parameters N, 3,0, 7 satisfying (4.8)-(4.11), for instance the explicit choice
(4.12). By Proposition 4.2 we have that

lim sup E. (v7.) < %/QH tr( VQV(ZL‘,T(ZL‘))> p(r)dr < %/R? tr(\/m d

e—0
The problem is that 7. is not a recovery sequence because it has the wrong mass and marginals,
so we have to use the remaining mass to fix the marginals.

For i = 1,2, let vl = projy () — proj%(3=) = p — pL, which is a positive measure as remarked
in (4.18) of Proposition 4.2.

Let m. € II(v!,v?) be the plan given by Proposition 6.1(i). Notice that, by (4.19), [[vi|; =
|mel|1 < CuT + p(Q%). With H fixed the first term goes to 0 when ¢ — 0, whereas the second
term goes to zero as H — oo.

Let 7. € TI(v},v?) be the deconvolved plan defined in Section 5 starting from Ily = 7. (whose
marginals are o' = v} and ¢ = v?). By Proposition 5.1 (notice that the assumption (5.4) is
satisfied because of (6.2)) and the bound on the mass of 7. we have

E.(V7) = Y2 KE(7.) + 5—1/2/ V dr.
< SMP[KE(v}) + KE(@R)] + Ce 2 [V dm. + Cllr
< 2[KE(u)) + KE(02)] + Cpre /2 /R Vdr. + Cyr + Cp(Q5).
By Proposition 6.1, we have lim,_,g&/? [ V dm. = 0 = lim._,ge /2 KE(v?), therefore
lim E.(V7) < Cp(S2). (7.1)

Finally, let 1. = /7. + 7.; then 1. has the correct marginals to be a recovery sequence for .
Moreover, by the subadditivity of E.(,/7) with respect to 7 and (7.1), we have

lim sup E.(¢.) < limsup|E.(v7.) + E.(vV7.)]

e—0 e—0
1
< limsup B (V32) + Cp(Q) < 5 /]R (VDA dy + Cp(Q).
e—0
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We now use a diagonal argument to conclude. For every n € N, we can find H,, large enough
such that Cp(Qf; ) < 1/n. We can then find ¢, such that the 1., constructed as above with
parameters H,,, €., B, On, T, IV,, satisfies

B () < & [ (VD) dy + Cp(@5) + 1n < 5 [ (VD) a2/,

which is precisely the thesis of the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. To prove (1.4), we take a sequence 1. which almost realizes the minimum in
(1.6) up to a vanishing error. Up to subsequence, |1, |> — v where v € Tly(p) with v({V > 0}) = 0.
Applying Theorem 1.2 to this sequence we get
Fe(p) — F 1
() or(p) > lim iglf E.(¢.) > = tr(v DQV) dy = Fzpo(p).
E—>

= 2 JRraN

lim inf

e—0 \/E

To prove (1.5), we take v € Ilo(p) with y({V > 0}) = 0 and Fzpo(p) = 3 [pan tr(vDQV) dy.
If 4. is a recovery sequence given by Theorem 1.3, we get

Fe(p) — F,
lim sup () or(r) <limsup E.(¢.) < Fzpo(p). O
e—0 \/g e—0

Appendix: proof of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Notice that Gy < G0 by definition, so we only need to prove the second
inequality of (3.2). We have G, v < G400 and we claim that

oo — Gan < 3¢V2G, . (7.2)
By a change of variable we reduce to prove it only for a = 1. We apply the pointwise inequality

P (f = e V2R g afe N (7.3)
to f=e /2 for t <+/N and use N > 1 to get
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e et dt

_ v
{It|<VN} {lt|>VN}

< [(€t2/2 — e’N/2)2 + 2et2/2eN/2] dt + te " dt
{It|<VN} {[t|>VN}

Gl,oo =

—N/2
< GLN +2 27T6_N/2 + e_N = Gl,N + (2\/é + eﬁ ) e_N/zGl,ooa

which proves the claim (7.2) for N > 3, because the factor inside parentheses is less than 3. From
this, (3.2) follows because

Groo — GunN = Gaoo(Ghoo — Gon) + Gon(Gaoo — Gan)
< Gaoode N2Gh oo + Gyn3e MGl o
< 6 N2G 0G0 = 667V 2C ) o
As a consequence, we get also

. —N/2 —N/2 —N/2
1 1 i GM,oo GM,N < Ge < Ge < Te .
- (1 — 66_N/2)GM7OO - GMpo

(7.4)

Gun  Groo GuoGun — Gun
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Let now f = e /2 and g = e ?**/2. Notice that f, g < 1 and that we can apply (7.3) to f
and ¢g. Therefore

}fMyoO@) - f‘M,N<fE)} = fg* — (f — e*N/2)i(g _ e—N/Q)Jr

=P (7= (g =) ) (2= (=) ) (g - )’
<2(f2g+ fgP)e NP <den N2

2

We can now use this information and (7.4) to estimate the difference of the two normalized
Gaussians as

f‘Moo—f‘MN - 1 1
1T, |l H G oo M <GM,N GM,oo>Hoo
f‘ o\ L —f T)||loo T 1 1
_ [Pareel@) = Pa(@)] +HFM’N|,OO< _ )
GM,oo GM7N GM,oo

~N/2 ~N/2 ~N/2
< 4e n Te _ 1le _ 11 dot Me N2,
GM7OO GM,oo GM,OO ™

proving (3.3). To prove the L' estimate (3.4), we divide the integral on supp'y;n and the
complement. In the first, thanks to (3.3) we obtain

1T 2.8 = Tasooll 2t supp Tar ) < 1128 — Tasyoolloo « [SUpPP oz v

4N
< CvVdet Me’N/2\/—_ < Ce N2N.

ab

In the complement, only I'js « is nonzero and by (3.2) we have

”FM,N - FM,OOHLI((SUPPFM,N)C)

= Fpoo(x)de =1 — / L proo(x) de
(supp T'ar,N)© supp ['pr, v
r
§1—/ de:u%gce*mw
supp I'ng, v GM,oo GM,oo

Let us now prove (3.5). Define R, to be the section above x of the rectangle supp I'as w, i.e.
R, ={y:(z,y) €supplyn} = {y:aw® <N, bz* < N}.
Since by? < b(w? + 2%) < aw? + b2? < a(w? + 2%) = a(x? + y*), we have that
{(z,y) € R* : a(2® +4?) < N} C supp INYEY

and
R, C{y:by> <2N}, R:C{y:ay’*> N —az’}.

Therefore, using (3.3), we can estimate

matoe (@) = (@) < [ Carol,y) = Pasn(, )l dy

:/R |FM,oo(x7y)_FM,N("L‘ay)|dy+/Rc FM,oo(xvy) dy
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The first integral can be estimated with (3.3) as
/. IPate(.y) = Tas(@9)l dy < [Rel - ITaroe = Daslle

N
< (2225 (ova ) < CvavRe
For the second integral we proceed as follows. Let B = B(0,/N/b) = {b(w? + 2?) < N} =

{b(22 +y?) < N}. Note that in RS we have e~*’~b* < ¢~V because at least one among aw? > N
and bz? > N is true. As a consequence, we have that

e*N\/N

/ e~ b 4y < e~V diam(B) =
RSB

S

while on the other hand

/ efanbeQ dy < / efwasz2 dy _ / ebebey2 dy
R\ B c\B {by?>N—bz?}

VT VT o2 N2 VT
= Y _ e orfe(VN — b)) < Yo e Ntbem — Y Z =N
Vb ( )_ﬁ Vb

therefore

—aw?—bz? —aw?—bz? —aw?—bz? C —-N
dy = / d / dy < —e VN,
/Rce 4 RgmBe v+ gE\Be v= \/Be

x

hence

vab C
/ Caroo(z,y)dy = Gﬂ_joo/ e (0w +05%) gy < VO NN < Cvae NVN.
Rg " JRe T Vb

In conclusion, putting the two estimates together, we have
1Ma100(2) — mn ()] < CVavVNe ™2, O

Proof of Lemma 3.2. In some computations of this proof we use the standard error function and
the complementary error function

2 z 2 2 o0 2
erf(z) = ﬁ/o e dt, erfc(z) = ﬁ/z e " dt =1 —erf(2).

The crucial property that we will need is the fast decay at infinity of erfc implied by the bound

.2
62

2 > 2
f <—/ —e " dt < :
erc(z)_ﬁ e N

Since

(supp Tarn)® C {w] > /N/ja} U {|z| > \/N/b},
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with the aid of (3.4) we can estimate

/RQ\M;I;WM,N(;C) — Tapoo(@)| da

< Mz Ty n(2) — Tharoo()| dz + | Mz |*T 5 o0 (x) d
supp I'ar, v (suppT'as, )¢

< ( sup |M:13|2> ITarn — Taroolln
supp I'ns, v

+ GM{OOQ 2w? + 6222)e’“w2’b22 dz dw

gk

2/ / a’w? + bz 2 e~ b oy dz

< (a+b)CNe ™2 1 (a+10) <erfc(\/7_r) + ge]\[) < Ctr(M)Ne N2,

For the kinetic energy, we can compute

1/2 _qwe—W*/2 (e—bz2/2 _ e—N/2)+
V(T (@) = Gy —bze—b2?/2 (e_aw2/2 — e_N/2)+ LsuppTas vy (7.5)

hence

2

‘v,/rM,N(;c)

_ a2 1.2 _ 2
:GM%N[CLQ’LU2€ aw (e =22 N/2)+

2.2 —b22 [ —aw?/2 —N/2\2
+bz€ * (e aw?/ — e /)+ 1aw2§N,bz2§N

and the kinetic energy of the truncated Gaussian ends up being

KE(T'y )

1 2,2 —aw? L 2,2 —bz?
—éGM,N (/{anSN}a we dw) Gb7N+§GM7N /{szSN}bz e dz | Gon

= %G;}V\/E (? erf(VN) — e_N\/N> + %G;}V\/l_) (ﬁ erf(VN) — e_N\/N>

2

= (G;}V\/EJF Gb_}v\/l_))? (erf(\/ﬁ) — %G_N\/N> ,

where to pass from the first to the second line we integrated by parts and changed variables.
Recalling that G, = \/a/\/7, for N = oo this gives

KE(Ty100) = <@\/5+ﬁ\/5> ? _atbd trM

N &

as already stated in (3.6). In order to compare the two energies, we estimate separately the
difference of the terms involving a and b. Using the fact that, thanks to (7.2),

1 L Gaco — Gan < 3e~N/2 < 3e~N/2 < 4e=N/2
Ga,N Goz,oo B Goz,ooGa,N o Goz,N o (1 - 36_N/2)Ga,oo o Goz,oo ’

44



we can estimate

a_ G;}vﬁ? (erf(\/ﬁ) - le—N\/N>|

i V7
< % - G;;ﬁ? (erf(\/ﬁ) - %e‘N\/ﬁ>|
|Gk = GV (V) - Ze W)
< % erfe(VN) + %e‘N\/N| + 4e‘N/2G;io\/5g erf(VN) — %e‘N N
< C%e_N/z,

and similarly for b, therefore

b
IKE(T00) — KE(Tyrn)| < CGI e N2 = OKE(y100)e M2, O
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