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A NEW FAMILY OF TRANSPORTATION COSTS WITH
APPLICATIONS TO REACTION-DIFFUSION AND PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

JAVIER MORALES

ABSTRACT. This paper introduces a family of transportation costs between non-negative
measures. This family is used to obtain parabolic and reaction-diffusion equations with
drift, subject to Dirichlet boundary condition, as the gradient flow of the entropy functional
fQ plogp+Vp+1dx. In EL Figalli and Gigli study a transportation cost that can be used
to obtain parabolic equations with drift subject to Dirichlet boundary condition. However,
the drift and the boundary condition are coupled in that work. The costs in this paper
allow the drift and the boundary condition to be detached.

Keywords: transportation distances, gradient flows, reaction-diffusion equations, bound-
ary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

The use of optimal transport for the study of evolutionary equations has proven to be a
powerful method in recent years. More precisely, one of the most surprising achievements
of B, , ] has been that many evolution equations of the form

d

at”
can be seen as gradient flows of some entropy functional on the space of probability measures
with respect to the Wasserstein distance:

(0= aiv((Volt) + pOFV + pO(TW 5 10) ).

Wa(p,v) = inf {\// lv —y|2 dy(z,y) : may = p,mony = V}-

In addition to the fact that this interpretation allows one to prove entropy estimates and
functional inequalities (see HE, @] for more details on this area, which is still very active
and in constant evolution), this point of view provides a powerful variational method to
prove the existence of solutions to the above equations: given a time step 7 > 0, and an
initial measure pg, construct an approximate solution by iteratively minimizing

WZ(p7/0n)2 1 —
p%T + plogp+pV+§,0(W*p) dx = L[p|pn)

where p,, is a minimum for L[p|p,—1].

This approach will always produce solutions to parabolic equations with Neumann bound-
ary conditions. More recently, Figalli and Gigli E] introduced a distance among positive
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measures in an open domain 2. Such a distance allows one to use this approach to build
solutions to the problem:

Lp(t) = div <Vp(t) + ,o(t)vv> in Q,

p=eV on 09,
in bounded domains. Note, however, that the boundary condition for p is decided by the
drift term appearing in the equation. Our goal here is to decouple the equation and the
boundary condition. Also, we want to allow for the presence of a reaction term. Hence,

inspired by ﬂa], we introduce a new family of transportation costs in a bounded open domain
Q). This family allows us to build weak solutions to

Op = div <Vp(t) + p(t)VV) — Fl(p) in Q
p=pp on ON.

(1.1)

Here, F is a function on [0, 00) x . We will use the notation Fj, :== F( -, z). Also, we denote
the first and second partial derivatives with respect to the first variable by F, and F.. Our
method works for a wide class of reaction terms F,. Some examples include

Fl(p) = W(z)p"’ — Q(a),

Fy(p) = W(z)log p — Q(x),
and
Fi(p) = W(x)(p— 1|1 —p|*" = Q(x),

with acin (0,1), 8 > 0, W Lipschitz and strictly positive, and @ Lipschitz and non-negative.
(Note that when V.= W = 1 and @ = 0, the last example is equivalent to the equation
Ou = Au — u® via the change of variable u = p — 1, for non negative initial data.)

Now, we list sufficient conditions on F :

(F1) F, is strictly convex for every z in Q.

(F2) For every z in Q, F!. is a homeomorphism from (0, 00) to (inf,~q FL(r), o0).
(F3) For every r in (0, oo) the map F is a continuous function of z.

(F4) lim, o0 [F1](r) = oo uniformly in .

(F5) There exist positive constants s, s1, Bp, and Cj such that,

Fl.(r)<Cyr,
for every (r,z) in (0,s) x Q and

IVl )]l pe () < Bo,

for every (p,z) in (—oo, —s1) x Q.
(F6) The map
[F7) =1 (R)
(h,z) — (logr + V) F) (r)dr,
[F7]=1(0)

is Lipschitz on any compact subset of {(h,z) € R x Q : [F!]71(h(x)) > 0}.



(F7) For every x in Q, F, satisfies that either
. / _
}1_H>%) Fx (T) = =00,

or

lim F'.(r) = F'(0).
Him (1) = F(0)

We will assume that the drift, the domain, and the boundary data satisfy:

(B1) V is Lipschitz.

(B2) Q is Lipschitz, open, bounded, and satisfies the interior ball condition.

(B3) pp is Lipschitz and uniformly positive.
These transportation costs, that we shall define later, were found through a set of heuristic
arguments (see Section 2). These arguments explore costs that are related to a larger class
of problems. Examples of these problems include:

at,ozdiv(wa)w(t)vv)—F;<p>m<p> Q.

(1.2)
p=pp on 90,
and
-, 0up = div (Vplt) 4 pOFV ) = FLphm(p) in 9,

—~(Vp—VVp,v) =gr(p—pr) on Q.

Here, the functions ggr, and pg are assumed to be uniformly positive. Also, m : [0,00) —
[0, 00) is concave.

The author found this heuristic by combining several previous works. First, the work
of Felix Otto on the formal Riemannian structure in the space of probability measures
ﬂﬁ, Section 3]. Second, the work of John Milnor ﬂQ, Part III] on the formal Riemannian
structure in the space of paths of a Riemannian manifold. Third, the work of Francesco
Rossi and Benedetto Piccoli ] on the generalization of the Benamou Brenier formula ﬂj]
for positive measures. The last ingredient is a paper by Figalli, Gangbo, and Yolcu M], in
which they successfully follow the minimizing movement scheme for Lagrangian cost. The
addition of nonlinear mobilities and the corresponding notion of generalized geodesics has
been studied in a diffrent context by J.A Carrillo, S. Lisini, G. Savare, and D. Slepcev E]

The heuristic arguments are developed in the second section of this paper. These are
made rigorous only for the costs induced by Problem 1.1. These costs produce solutions to
(CI) and ([C7) via the minimizing movement scheme. This is the main result of the paper:
Theorem .11

Our family of costs depend on a positive number 7 and two functions
e: RxQ— RU{ool,

and
U Q>R

We will use the notation e, := e(-,z). We will denote the derivative of e with respect
to its first entry by e.. Additionally, for each fixed z, [¢/]~! denotes the inverse of such a
derivative as a function of its own first entry. Analogous notation will be used for F. We

will denote the interior of the set of points such that e is finite by D(e) and the interior of
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the set of points z such that e(z,x) is finite by D(e,). We require that the functions ¥ and
e satisfy the following properties:

(C1) W is Lipschitz.

(C2) For each z in €, e, :=e( -, x) is strictly convex and lower semicontinuous.

(C3) For each L € R, there exists C'(L) such that

e(z,x) > Llz| + C(L) V(z,z) €R x Q.

(C4) The map e is Lipschitz in any compact subset of D(e). (We regard Q as a topological
space: Hence, the interior of any set of the form A x , where A is an open subset
of R, is given by A x Q).

(C5) For each x in Q, the sets D(e;) are of the form (a(x),00), with a(z) being either a
constant or negative infinity.

(C6) For each x, the map ¢/, is a homeomorphism between D(e;) and R.

(C7) For each r in R, the map [¢/,]~!(r) is a continuous function of = and

: /11—1 _
Jim €] () = .

uniformly in z.
(C8) There exist positive constants s, s1, By, and Cy such that

] (logr + V(z)) < Cor,
for every (r,z) in (0,s) x Q and
1V [eh] ™ (P)|| oo () < Bo,

for every (p,z) in (—oo, s1) x €.
(C9) The function e statisfies that

/Qe(O,a:) dx = 0.

Item (C9) can be easily be relaxed by adding a constant to e; we have just assumed it for
convenience. The notations e(h(z),z), e(h), e o h, and e, (h) will be used interchangeably.
Similarly, we will freely interchange €'(h(x), ), €’(h), e.(h), and € o h.

We will use ¥ to obtain the desired boundary condition and e to control the reaction

term. We define the cost Wb;"lj’T on the set of positive measures with finite mass M (),
as a result of Problem 1.1, below.

Problem 1.1 (A variant of the transportation problem). Given u,p dx € M(Q), we
consider the problem of minimizing

1|z —yl?
(1.4) Cr(v,h) := /_ B <§& + ¥ (y)laxon — \I’(w)lanQ> dy + T/ e(h) dz,
OxD\Ix 09 T 0

in the space ADM (1, p) of admissible pairs (v, h). An admissible pair consists of a positive
measure v in Q x Q and a function h in L'(Q). We require the pair to satisfy

(15) 72#’7% =p dxr +Thdx and ﬁl#’yg = U.

Here, the measure ’yf denotes the restriction of v to A x B C Q x Q. Also, the functions
m and my are the canonical projections of Q x  into the first and second factor.



Hence, (I4]) provides a transportation cost between p and p given by

woeT = inf  Cr(7,h).
5 (1, p) Ty (v, h)

Additionally, we will denote by Opt(u,v) the set of minimizers of Problem 1.1 with 1 and
v given.

The main objective is the following: given an initial measure pg, we build a family of
curves t — p’(t), indexed by 7 > 0. We will do this by iteratively minimizing

(16) o= [ 010 p—p+ Vizo+ 1 do+ WH" (61 ) = 7ol
where p] is a minimum of E7[p|p]_,] in M(£2). We define the discrete solutions by
pT(t) = pE&/T]

We then show that as 7 | 0, we can extract a subsequence converging to a weak solution to
the problem:

Op = div <Vp + pVV) —[el] Ylogp+V), in Q,

(1.7) p=¢e""V, in 09,
p(0) = po.

In particular when we set

(1.8)

F1(2) , . . ,
Jieii o) (logr + V(@) EY(r) dr, if 2> infiso Fy(r),

6(257 117) =9 lim lnfzipé(o) ﬁ%ﬁ}:ll(%é) (lOg’f’ + V(ﬂf))Fg(?") d?", if 2= inf,>0 Fé(’r’),

400 otherwise,

and
(1.9) U =logpp+V on 99,

we obtain a weak solution to (L.
Whenever the reaction term satisfies (F1)-(F7), the drift, the boundary, and the boundary
data satisfy (B1)-(B3), and ¥ and e are as above, then properties (C1)-(C9) are satisfied
as well.

We will require py to be bounded and uniformly bounded away from zero. Using Propo-
sition .3l we will show the existence of positive constants A and A such that the weak
solution satisfies

A
supe~V

A

eV < plat) < e,

for almost every x.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the heuristics used to find the trans-
portation costs. There, we explain the process used to relate the cost with the boundary
conditions and reaction term. Section 3 is devoted to the study of Problem 1.1 and char-
acterization of its solutions in terms of convex functions. Section 4 is devoted to the proof
of the main result, Theorem [4.1], which states the convergence of the minimizing movement
scheme to the weak solution. Section 5 is devoted to the study of properties of the mini-
mizers of E7[p|po] that we use to prove the main Theorem. Finally, Appendix A is used to
prove some technical properties of solutions to Problem 1.1 that are necessary in Section 3.
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2. HEURISTICS

We define the cost Wb;’m’E’T, as a result of Problem 2.1, below.

Problem 2.1 (A variant of the transportation problem). Given pu,v € M(Q) we
consider the problem of minimizing

- . ™M B
Cr(Ve, ha,, ) = / [5/ Vil*pr da +/ e(he)m(pe) do + / e(hy) d?—[d_l] dt,
0 Q Q o0

amonyg all positive measured valued maps from [0,7] to M(Q), satisfying po de = p and

pr dx = v. Here, the measures p; and the triplets (Vi, hy , hy) are indexed by t in [0,7]. We
require them to satisfy the constraint
(2.10)

d — _
—/ Cpp dx = / (VC, Vi)pe da:—/ Chym(p) dm—/ Chy dH, Yt € [0,7] and V¢ € C(Q).
dt Jo Q Q o9
This provides a transportation cost between p and v given by

W5 (u,v) = inf Cr (Vi, by, he).

Henceforth, a path is defined as a measured valued map from [0, 7] to M(€2). We apply the
minimizing movement scheme to this cost: given an initial measure pg, we build a family of
curves t — p7(t), indexed by 7 > 0, iterating the minimization of the map

p— /Q[p logp—p+V(z)p+1]de + W™ (oL, p) = E7[p|ph],

where p7 is a minimum of E7[p|p?_,], in M(Q). We define the discrete solutions by

pr(t) == Pﬁ/T]-

Then, as 7 | 0, we extract a subsequence converging to a weak solution of the problem:

Op = div <V,o + pVV> —[el] Y log p+ V)m(p), in €,
—~(Vp—VVp,v) =[e]  (logp+V) in 09,
p(0) = po.
In particular, when we set
F!17Y(h . _
(b 2) = S o) Qogr + V)FL(r) dr, if - [F1)71(R) > 0,
400, otherwise,

and

I I (G FRVE T R IO

400, otherwise,



we obtain a weak solution for the problem (L3]). Here,

T
l(r)=—+pr.
(r) o e

Also, we will show that when we set

e(h.z) = f[ 1(0 Yogr + V)F/(r)dr, if [F)]7'(h) >0,
, +oo, otherwise,

and
e(h,x) = (log pp + V),

we obtain a weak solution to (L2]).

The heuristic is presented as follows. Section 2.1 characterizes optimal triplets in terms of
potentials. Section 2.2 describes a characterization of minimal paths in terms of an equation
for the potentials. Section 2.3 describes how the equation for minimal paths can be used
to perform the minimizing movement scheme. Section 2.4 describes how to match the cost
with the boundary conditions. Finally, section 2.5 describes how to match the cost with
the reaction term.

1. Optimal triplets. In this section, we show an heuristic argument that characterizes
minimizing triplets for Problem 2.1. For such triplets, there exist functions ¢; indexed in
[0, 7], such that:

Vor =V o

Yt = —El(ht) on OQ and ht = (pv(pt,lj>.

o =—€'(hy) in Q.

In order to see this, we fix t € [0, 7] and minimize

1 _
—/ VilZ o, d:z:—l—/ e(h)m(py) dm+/ e() dH,
2 Ja Q o0

under the constraint ([2I0).
First, we prove (a).

Let us assume that we have a minimizer for Problem 2.1. Let (V;, k¢, hy) be the cor-
responding minimal triplet at the given time. We proceed as in the classical case, @,
Proposition 2.30]. Let W be a compactly supported vector field in the interior of €, with
div(p;W) = 0. Then, (V; 4+ sW, hy, hy) still satisfies the constraint, for every s. Hence, by
minimality, we must have

/|V2+8W| Pt d:z:—l—/ e(hy)m(py) dm+/

o0

(a)
(b)
()

2(hy) dHA) = / (Vi W py da = 0.
Q

dtso

Since W was an arbitrary vector field satisfying div(Wp;) = 0, by the Helmholtz-Hodge
Theorem we obtain Vi, = V; for some ¢; : 2 — R.
Second, we prove (b).
Let w : 9Q — R be a smooth function. Also, let « solve the elliptic problem
{div(ptVa) =0 in Q,

2.11
(2.11) (peVa,v) =w in 0.
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Then, (V; + sVa,, by, hy + sw) satisfies the constraint for any s. By minimality, we must
have

d

ds

1
s=0 2

/ |V + sVal|’ps do + / e(he)m(pe) dz —I—/ e(hs + sw) dHt = 0.
Q Q o0

Hence,

/ (Ver, Vaypy dz + / we' (hy) I = 0.
Q o0

Integrating by parts and using (2.I1]), we obtain

/ (@ (Fr) + o) dHA = 0.
o0
Since w was arbitrary, we conclude

e (hy) = —p; on 0N
By (2I0), we must have

/ COpy dax = / (V(, Vo) p do —/ Chyp dx —/ Chypy dHO
Q Q Q 0

= —/ ¢div(Vpy) —/ Chep d:E—I—/ <<<V(,Dpt,l/> —h_t>d7-ld_1,
Q Q o0

for any ¢ : Q = R.
Thus, we conclude

(Vop,v) =hy on O

Third, we show (c).
Let B8, n : € = R be smooth compactly supported functions satisfying

(2.12) — div(VBp) = m(pe)n-

Then, for any s, the triplet (Vo + sV, h + sn, h) is admissible. Consequently, we must
have

d

ds

1
s=0 2

/ (Vi + sV B2 ps da + / e(hy + sm)m(pt) dz +/ e(hy) dH! = 0.
Q Q o9

Hence,
[ [ netomip) =0
Q Q

Integrating by parts and using (Z12)), we obtain

/ [‘Pt + 6/(ht)]?7m(pt) dr = 0.
Q

Since n was arbitrary, we conclude

d(hy) = —p; in Q.
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2.2. Optimal paths. In this section, we will show an heuristic argument that characterizes
minimizers of Problem 2.1.

Let p¢, indexed in [0, 7], be a minimizer of Problem 2.1. Also, for each ¢ in [0, 7], let ¢; be
the potential generating the corresponding optimal triplet: (Vgpt, (€]~ (—), [ ]_1(—%)).
Then,

(213) Bup + 5l — [pule )™ (—p0) + e(€] ™ (—o)]m (o) =,

and

/Cptdx—/<VCchtptda;—/C —p)m(py) dm—/ [ ¢) dHIL

for every ¢ in C2°(Q).

In order to see this, we proceed by perturbing such minimizers. For each t € [0, 7], we
consider optimal triplets (Vwy, [¢/] 71 (—wy), [€] 71 (—w)). We require w; to be identically 0
in the complement of a compact subset of (0, 7).

Then, for each s, we let t — ps and ¢ — (Vrs, [€]7 (—prs), [€] 7 (—prs)) satisfy
constraint (2.I0). Additionally, for each ¢, we require the map s — p; s to satisfy

! = w r— el w d—1
ESZO/QCPt,sdx—/Q<VC,V t)Pt,s d /Qﬁ[ ]~ (—wi)m(prs) d C[ N (—wy) a1,

and

Pt,0 = Pty Pt,0 = Pt-
Since t — p; is a minimizer, we must have

d 1
o —[ [ 9ousPos o+ [ e o) do
+/ E([é/]_l(—cpm)) d%d‘l}dt =0.
o0
Consequently,

T 1 3
/ |:/ <V90t,57vas§0t,s>pt,s dx + 5/ ’V(Pt,s‘2aspt,s dx — / Spt,sas [6/] 1(_90t,s)m(pt,s) dx
0 Q Q Q

T / (€1 (—e.a))m (pr.s)sprs d — / e (—r) d%d—l} dt = 0.
Q o0
Then,

T d ) o )
/ |:d_ </ |V(’Dt’s|2’0t’s dl‘—/ ‘pt,s[el] 1(_90t,s)m(pt,s) dl‘—/ (,01&/73[6,] 1(_‘;0t,s) d’Hd 1>
o L Je Q@ 99

- </<V8390t,37v90t,s>p dx — / 83@1&,3[el]_l(—(pt,s)m(pt’s) dzx
Q
1
/ 8590:‘,5 —Pt, s) Hd_1> - 5/ ‘V¢t75‘285pt78 dx
Q
+ /Q (‘Dtvs[el]_l(_(pt,s)m,(pt,s)aspt,s dx

+ / (€] (= prs))m (pr.s)Dsprs |t = 0.
Q
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Recall that hys = [¢'] "1 (—prs) and hys = [€]7H(—¢rs). By @I0), we get
(2.14)

1 d
/ [d_/ ©t,s0t Pt dil?—/ 051,501 pt,s d
0 5Jq Q

- /Q <§|wt,s|2 — [l (—ps) + e<[e’r1<—<,ot,s>>]m’<pt,s>)aspt,s dx} dt = 0.

By construction dspr s = Ospr,s = Osp0,s = Ospo,s = 0. Hence, if we integrate by parts in ¢,
we obtain

- /OT [/Q <5t90 + %|V90t|2 — [eele] ™ (—oe) + 6([6/]_1(_9015))}7”/(915,3))8spt7s dx} dt = 0.

This gives the desired result.

2.3. The minimizing movement scheme. Given py € M(Q) and 7 > 0, we provide
heuristic arguments to characterize the minimizers of
(2.15)

T 1 B
{pthiepon %/ <§/ Vil?pe d:c+/ e(he)m(py) dm+/ e(h) de—1>dt
0 Q Q 90
+/ [p-logpr + (V= 1)p; + 1] da.
Q

Here, the triplets (V;, hy, hy) satisfy @ZI0). Also, po is fixed and p, = p.
In Section 2.1, we saw that for minimizing triplets we have for each ¢ € [0, 7] a function ¢y,
such that

(Vi he, ) = (Vepy, (€] (=), [E] 7 (—¢1)).
In Section 2.2, we found that optimal paths satisfy

1 _ _
Orpr + §‘V90t‘2 - [%[e/] 1(—901&) + e([e/] 1(—901&))}7”/(/%) =0.
In this section, we will show that minimizers of (ZI5]) must satisfy

or = —logpr = V.

In oder to see this, we suppose that we have a minimizer, p, and a path, t — p;, with
corresponding triplets ¢ — (Vey, [¢] 71 (—¢r), [€] 7 (—¢1)).

We proceed by perturbing the path ¢ — p;. For each t we choose a function wy. We
require these functions to be identically 0 in the complement of a compact subset of (0, 7].
This generates for each s a path, t — p; s, as in Section 2.2, with the difference that now
the end point p; , is free.

For a minimizer, we must have

d 1 _
([5 [ weuboudes [ e onmp) do
s=0 0 Q Q

ds
+/ E([E/]_l(_ﬁpt,s)) d’].[d_ldt _|_/ [pr,s logpﬂs + (V — 1)/)7,5 + 1} dx) =0.
o0 Q
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By (214) we have

T1d
/ |:d_/ (:Dt,satpt,s dm_/ascpt,satpt,s dx
0 s Jo Q

—/Q <%’V(Pt,s’2 — sl ] H(—eprs) + e([e’]—l(_%s))]m/(pm))aspm dm} gt

+ / [log pr + V]0sprs
Q

hspacelmmdx = 0.

Then, if we use (ZI3]) we obtain

/ [/ 1,501 0spt,s d + / Orp1,50spt,s dx + ] dt + / (log pr + V)0spr.s dz = 0.
0 Q Q Q

Recall that by construction ds¢g s = Jsp0,s = 0. Integrating by parts we get

/ (ng + log pr + V> Ospr.s dz = 0.
Q
Thus, we obtain the desired result.

2.4. The Boundary Conditions. In Section 2.3, we showed that for minimizers of (2.15]),
we have that ¢, = —log p; — V. In Section 2.1, we showed that for optimal triplets,

—@==¢(h) on ON.
Hence, if we set €(h) = ¥ h, we obtain the boundary condition
pr=e""V on 0Q.

This concludes the analysis for the boundary condition for (L2)).
In order to derive the boundary condition for (L3]), we proceed as follows: In Section 2.1,
we showed that for minimizers of Problem 2.1, we must have

he = (0t Vs, V).
Hence, we expect the limit of the minimizing movement scheme to satisfy the relation
—(Vp,v) = (pVV,v) =[]  (log p + V).
Our goal is to obtain the boundary condition
—(Vp,v) = (pVV,v) = gr(p — pr).

For this purpose, we would need

€] (log p+ V) = gr(p — pr)-
Thus,

V +logp = [¢] <gR(,0 - pR)>-

Hence, if we set

we obtain
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Then, it follows that
1 () (p)) = gr(logp + V).

Integrating, we obtain

—1 B P
e(l (p))—/ gr(logr + V)dr + C.
0

Here, C' is a constant that will be chosen later. This implies
(p)
E(p):gR/ (logr+V)dr + C.
1(0)

Thus, it suffices to set
e(p) = gr (l(p) log I(p) + <V - 1>l(p) + 1)-

2.5. The reaction term. In Section 2.1, we showed that optimal triplets satisfy
d(hy) = —¢r.
In Section 2.3, we showed that minimizers of (2.13)) satisfy

or = —logpr = V.
Thus, in order to obtain
h="F'(p),
we set
¢ (F'(p)) =logp+V.
This implies
e (F'(p))F"(p) = (log p + V) F"(p).

Integrating we obtain
p
e(F'(p)) = / (logr+ V)F"(r) dr + C,
0

for some constant C'. Thus, it suffices to set

[F1=(p)

e(p) = / (logr + V)F"(r) dr.
[F']=1(0)

This concludes the heuristic arguments. In the following sections we make these arguments
rigorous for the case described in the introduction.

3. PROPERTIES OF Wb5"7

In this section we study minimizers of Problem 1.1. We begin by showing their existence.

Lemma 3.1. (Existence of Optimal pairs) Let i and v be absolutely continuous mea-
sures in M(). Then there exists a minimizing pair for Problem 1.1.
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Proof. We claim the following:

Claim 1: There exists a minimizing sequence of admissible pairs {(vy, hn)}52, for which
the mass of {7,}°2, and {|h,| dz}32 is equibounded and the plans in the sequence have
no mass concentrated on 0§2 x 0f2.

We assume this claim and postpone its proof until the end of the argument. By (LX)
the claim gives us a uniform bound in the total variation of {(vn,h, dz)}5% ;. Then, by
compactness of Q and Q x €, for a subsequence {(vn, h,)}22;, not relabeled, we have weak
convergence to regular Borel measures, with finite total variation, v and h. This converge
is in duality with continuous bounded functions in Q x Q and Q, respectively.

Assumption (C3) and the Dunford-Pettis Theorem allows us to conclude that h = h dz,

for some h in L'(Q2) and that {h,}52; converges to h in duality with functions in L>(€).
Since Tox (vn)% = pdx + h,T, we have that for any ¢ € C.(Q),

/ (oﬂ'gd’}/%:/ Comydy= lim Como dy,
QxQ QxQ =0 JOxQ

= lim (om d(v)g = lim /dea:—i-T/Chnda;:/g“pdx—i-T/Chdx.
9 n—00 Jg Q Q Q

n—o0 ﬁX

Hence, 772#7% = pdx + hr. It can also be shown that W1#78 = p in an analogous way.
This implies that (v, h) is in ADM (p,v).

Since the sequence {h,, }°2; converges weakly in L(Q) to h, using assumptions (C2)-(C6)
and ﬂﬂ, Theorem 1], we get

lim inf /Q e(hn(x), 2)dz > / e(h(x), )dz.

n—oo

We also claim the following:

Claim 2: there exists a further subsequence {v,}22, not relabeled, with the property
that {(7)2315% 1, {(1n)9032%, and {(1,)5}52, converge weakly to 71, 75h, and 3% in
duality with continuous and bounded functions in C(Q x Q), C(9Q x Q), and C(Q x ),

respectively. We will also postpone the proof of this claim until the end of the argument.
Since ¥ is bounded and continuous, this claim implies that

. |113—Z/|2 Q / <|$—Z/|2 > Q
lim / ———d(v)g + ——— — V() ) d(ym
| [ B aeage [ (M5 v o,
|117—l/|2 0 |117—l/|2 Q
e[ (B rvw)aone] = [ e
Gxoa \ 2T ) ) dtm)a axa 2T ¢
2 2
x—y x—y
+ [ _<—' | _w)) o+ | <—' | +\P<y>> .
NxQ 27 Q%90 2T

Hence, this shows the existence of minimizers, provided we prove the two claims. In order
to prove the first one, we note that due to (IL.4)) and (L3 we can assume, without loss of
generality, that the plans in the minimizing sequence have no mass concentrated on 9§2 x 9).
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Also, due to (C3) and (LI,
e —H\PHOO<W§’Q\ T wgﬂw) LK /Q W] de + C(K)|Q)
> —||\1v||oo<|789| ; |v§Q|) T KIRI(Q) + (K]

> —[|¥eo <M(Q) +v(Q) + T|h|(9)> + K[h[(2) + C(K)[Q],

for any K. Taking K large enough, we obtain a uniform bound on |h|(£2) and consequently
on ||, for any minimizing sequence. This proves the first claim.

As previously explained, this claim gives us a subsequence, not relabeled {(7vy, hn) o2,
that converges weakly to (v, h). To prove the second claim, we note that the measures in the
sequence {(vn)5,(Yn)5%0, (10)52}5° ; have uniformly bounded mass. Then, by compactness
of 2 x Q, 992 x 0, and O x 09 we can find a further subsequence {(,)5, (V1) 50, (7)1,
not relabeled, weakly converging to the measures og, o1, and oy. This convergence is in
duality with continuous and bounded functions in C(Q2 x Q), C(992 x Q), and C(Q x 9),
respectively. Using the definition of weak convergence, it is easy to verify that we must

have
(3.16) v =00+ 01+ 09.

We will prove the second claim by showing that oy = 78, o1 = 739, and oo = 789. By
(BIG)), this is a consequence of the measures mo 00, T1400, o401, and mx0o2 having no
mass concentrated in 9€). In order to see that these measures have this property, we let
A C 02 be a compact set and we take a sequence {7}, of uniformly bounded functions

in C'(£2) that decreases monotonically to 14. Additionally, we require that the sets supp(ny)
decrease monotonically to A. Since € is bounded, by the dominated convergence Theorem,

/ dﬂ'g#d(]:/lAOﬂ'Q dO'(): lim M © T2 dO‘o.
A Q k—oo Jq

Also, by construction we have

/_nk omy dog = lim /_nk 0 Ty d(’yn)g < lim Mg 0T d(’yn)%

n—oo ﬁX

= lim nkpda:—FT/nkhndx:/nkpdx—i-T/nkhdx
n—o0 Ja Q Q Q

= / ni(p + Th) dx < sup(nk)/ lp + 7h| dx.
supp (1) supp(1k)

Since {nx}72, is uniformly bounded and supp(ny) converges monotonically to the set A C
99 with zero £? measure, we have

/ dmogoy < lim sup(nk)/ |p+ 7h| dz = 0.
A ko0 supp(ny,)

Thus, we conclude that max00(A) = 0, for any measurable subset A of 0€; the proof for
the measures w400, mo401, and w402 is analogous. This establishes the second claim.
Consequently, the Lemma is proven. ]
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We will use the following definitions:

Given an admissible pair (v, h), we define

z—y|? .
dy () = infyca0 | 23' +W(y) if zeQ,
7 0 otherwise,

and

infyepn 20— w(z) if yeQ,

d_y-(y) = €00 27 @) Y
0 otherwise.

For any x and y in © we denote by Py -(z) and P_y ,(y) the sets where the infima are

respectively attained. Henceforth, Py, and P_y , will be measurable maps from Q to 00
such that

dy,-(z) = W + 1o(2)¥ (Py,r(2)),
and
B 2
duoly) = L2 O ey, ).

It is well known that such maps are uniquely defined on £%a.e. in Q. (Indeed, Py ()
and P_y ;(y) are uniquely defined whenever the Lipschitz functions dqjﬂg and al_q,ﬂQ are
differentiable and they are given by Py () = ¢ — V,dy,, and P_y ,(y) =y — Vyd_g ;.
Here, we are just defining them on the whole Q via a measurable selection argument (we
omit the details).

Henceforth, P : Q — 0Q will be a measurable map defined in the whole Q with the
property that

|z — P(x)| = d(z,00) Vz € Q.

We define the costs

2
_ T —y
&(x,y) = | . | Liaaxan)e — laaxa¥(z) + laxea ¥ (y),
|z —y[?
C(ﬂf,y) = T)
€1 = Caxqr
and
C2 == clﬁXQ.

Also, we define the set
A= {(az,y) ENXxQ : dy(r)+dw,(y)> E(az,y)}.

We will work with the topological space (2 x Q,G). The topology of this space built by
considering the product topology, in the spaces 2 x €, 9Q x , 2 x 9, and I x I, and
then taking the disjoint union topology. In other words, the space Q0 x € is equipped with
the topology

00 x aQ]_[aQ x QHQ xaQ]_[Q x Q.

Hence, if we are given continuous functions {f;}%_; from the spaces Q x Q, 9Q x Q,Q x 9,
and 0§ x 9} to any other topological space Y, then there exists a unique continuous function
f Q2 xQ —Y such that

fi=fodi
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Here, {¢;}1; are the canonical injections of Q x €, 90 x Q,Q x 9Q, and 92 x I into
Q x Q. The support of the measures 7 in Q x Q will be taken with respect to this topology.
Hence, given a positive v measure in Q x Q, supp(7) is defined to be set of points (z,y) in
Q x Q such that for every G in G containing (x,y), we have v(G) > 0.

Additionally, we will use the notions of ¢-cyclical monotonicity, c-transforms, c-concavity,
and c-superdifferential. We refer the reader to ﬂ Definitions 1.7 to 1.10]. We will only use
the superdifferential. Thus, for any cost ¢, we will denote by 0% the superdifferential of
any c-concave function .

The following Proposition characterizes solutions of Problem 1.1 satisfying some hypothe-
ses. We remark that Proposition [A.4] provides conditions under which these hypotheses are
satisfied.

Proposition 3.2. (Characterization of optimal pairs) Let p and v be absolutely
continuous measures in M(S2). Also, let (7, h) be in ADM (u,v). Assume that p and v+T1h
are strictly positive. Then, the following are equivalent:
(i) Cx(7,h) is minimal among all pairs in ADM (u,v) with h fized.
(ii) ~y is concentrated on A and supp(y) U 9 x 98 is é-cyclically monotone.
(iii) There exist functions @, ¢* : Q — R having the following properties:
(a) pjq is c1 — concave, o = (¥*), Plq is c2 — concave, and Pig = ¢
(b) supp(7§) C ¢ and supp(y2) C 24"
(c) ploo =V and cp‘*aﬂ =",

Moreover, (v,h) is optimal in ADM(,u, l/) if and only if 90‘*9 = —oh+r, L ae., for
some constant kK.

C2

Proof. We start by proving that (i) = (ii). Define the plan 4 by
5= V4 4+ (71'1, P\II,T o 71'1)# <7|§X§\A> + (P_\pﬂ. o 71'2, 71'2)# <7|§X§\A> .
Observe that ¥ € ADM (p,

CT(:Yv h) -

v) an
2
- < 1(8Q><69) + ¥ (y)laxen — ¥(z )189><Q> dy

cdy +/_ B <d\1/7r(l’) + d—q/,r(y)> dry
QxQ\A

 —ul?
_ <‘ 2Ty\ Liaaxa): + ¥(y)laxen — ‘I/(x)laﬂx9> dy
X
7’(77 h)7
(2 x Q\A) > 0. Thus, from the optimality of , we deduce that it

IN

I
:m\x\m\

I
Q

with strict inequality if
is concentrated on A.
Now we have to prove the é-cyclical monotonicity of supp(y) U 0Q x 092. Note that

Cr(7,h) = Cr (7 + Hipg © Hisg' D).

Hence, we can assume without loss of generality that 02 x 0Q C supp(y). Let {(x;,yi)}" €
supp(y). Our objective is to show that

Z &(Tis Yo(i)) — €(xi,yi) > 0,  for all permutations o of {1,...,n}.

7
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We proceed by contradiction. For this purpose, we assume that the above inequality fails
for some permutation o. Let

v {aQ if z; € 99,

Q) otherwise,

and
Vi — o) ify; € 092,
" 19 otherwise.

The cost ¢ is continuous in X; X Y;, for any i in {0, ...,n}. Hence, we can find neighborhoods
U; C X; and V; C Y; of z; and y; such that
N
Zé(ui,vo(i)) —¢(ui,v;) <0 Y(uj,v) €Uy xV; and Vie{0,..,n}.
i=1
We will build a variation of v, 4 =« + 7, in such a way that its minimality is violated. To
this aim, we need a signed measure 1 with:
(A) n~ <~ (so that 4 is non-negative);
(B) 7'('71#?’”9 = Wimg = 0 (so that (¥, h) is admissible);
(C) [gyg(z,y) dn <0 (so that v is not optimal).
Let C = IIY,U; x V; and P € P(C) be defined as the product of the measures m%’y‘Uini.
Here, m; := ~v(U; x V;). Denote by Ui and 7% the natural projections of C to U; and V;
respectively. Also, define

. N
e B Ui 2Vou Ui Vi
= — Z;(?T , T ())#P—(ﬂ' , T )#P.
1=

Since 7 satisfies (A4), (B), and (C), the ¢—cyclical monotonicity is proven.
Next, we prove that (ii) = (ii7).
Arguing as Step 2 of @,~The0rem 1.13], we can produce a ¢ — concave function ¢ such that
supp(y) U O x 00 C 9°@. Then,

(3.17)

o)+ ) = 0

2T

Liaaxan)e — ¥ (@) laaxa + ¥ (y)laxea V(z,y) € supp(y)UIQ x 0N
~ ~¢ |z — |2
and  @(x)+¢°(y) <

Lpaxao) =Y (z)laaxa+¥ (y)laxee V(z,y) € QxQ.

After adding a constant, we can assume ¢°(yg) = 0 for some yg € 9. Then, using (BI7)
it is easy to show that @ = 0 on 92. Consequently, ¢¢ = 0 on 0f) as well.
Set ¢ = p+1pq¥ and p* = 3 — Wlyg. Since the measure y is strictly positive, by (B.17)

we have

inf c(z,y) — ¢"(y) = p(z) Voe.

yeQ
Similarly, since w4y is strictly positive, we have

inf c(z,y) —¢(z) = ¢*(y) Yy e

e
Then, all the items in (#i) can be verified using I7) (see [1, Definitions 1.7 to 1.10)).
We proceed to prove that (iii) = (4).
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Let (7,h) be any admissible pair. We set ¢ = ¢ — Ulyo and @o* = ¢* + Ulyq. By item
(b) of (ii1), we have that (BI7) holds with ¢* in place of ¢¢. Moreover, from (c¢) we get
Ploo = Plag = 0. From (a), (b), and (B2), we obtain that ¢n and Plq are Lipschitz.
Thus, they are integrable against any measure with finite mass. As a consequence of these
observations, we deduce

Co(y, h) :/Xﬂédv—l—T/Qe(h) da

Q
[ (s ew) dver [ e i
— [ s d,u—l—/ﬂ@*(y) du+7’/9<,5*(y) dh+/Qe(h) da

S~ 5—

(e rew) @i [ e a

VAN
S~

[ 5d1—|—7’/e(h) dx
QxQ Q

- C‘r(:}/? h)

In the third and fourth line above, we have used ([LL3]). This gives us the desired implication.
To prove the last part of the Proposition, we suppose the pair (v, h) is optimal. Also, we
claim that there exists a set L C Q of zero Lebesgue measure such that for every x in Q\L
there exists y € Q\L such that (x,y) € supp(y) U9 x 00 and

~|2

(3.18) € oh(y)la(y)+ = Liaxao)e (@, 7) + ¥ (§)laxoa(z, 7) — ¥(z)laoxa(z, 7)

lz — gy

> e oh(y)la(y)+ Lisaxaa)e (#,y) + ¥ (y)laxoa(z,y) — ¥ (z)laaxa(z,y),

holds for every § in Q\L. We also claim that this set L can be taken such that for every y
in Q\L there exists x in Q\L so that (z,y) € supp(y) U 92 x 9Q and the above inequality
holds for almost every ¢ in Q\L. We will show these claims at the end of the proof. Now,
we show how the result follows from them. Define the function

|z —yl?

—e'oh)é(x) = inf
(~eloh)f (@)= inf o

for every x in Q\L. By BI]) for every z in Q\L there exists y in Q\L such that (z,y) €
supp(y) U 942,

Loaxan) + P () laxaa(r, y) =P (z)laaxa(z, y)+€ oh(y)la(y).

z—
(~ohu) () + (~oh) () = W) laxon(r. )~ V) lonsa (e 0) + 01 oo
and  (—¢' o h(y)la(y)) + (—€ 0 h)*(Z) < ¥(y)laxoa (T, y) — ¥(Z)loaxa(T,y)
|z —yl?
2T

+ Lioaxan)es

for almost every & in Q\L. Then, we have that

2

. T —
(—€'oh(y)la(y) = inf ‘If(y)lmag(w,y)—‘I’(w)lamQ(fc,y)+’ yl
z€Q\L 2T

Laaxan):—(—€oh) ().
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Thus, it follows that the functions —e’ o hjo\r admits a Lipschitz extension to €2, which
we will not relabel. Consequently, for every y in Q\L there exists z € Q\L such that
(x,y) € supp(y) and BI8) holds for every g € Q. Then by [BI8)), for every y in Q\L there
exists z € Q and a constant A := A(x,y) such that (z,y) is in supp(y) and
+ (z,9 — @ "o h(j

Gy + Aley) < -+ 7e 0 h(y),

: lyl”
(3.19) TE O h(y) + 7
for every 7 € Q. Let P be the set of affine functions that are below 7¢’ o h(y) + % in Q.
Then, it follows that
2
7¢ o h + WP _ sup p(y),
2 pEP
for every y in Q\ L. This together with the Lipschitz continuity of —e’ o hiq implies that the

2
function 7€’ o h(y) + % is convex. In a similar way from B.I7) we can deduce that ¢,

2 —
is Lipschitz, % — 7¢*(y) is convex, and for a.e y in {2 there exists a point x € Q and a

constant B := B(z,y) such that (z,y) € supp(y) and
R . -
(3.20) —Te (y) + 5 ey —y) + Blz,y) < - +797(9),

for every g € Q. Recall v + 7h is absolutely continuous and uniformly bounded from below.
Consequently, by Lemma ’y% = (S,1d)4v + Th, for a map S that is optimal in the
classical sense and is uniquely defined a.e. Thus, it follows from [BI9) and ([B20) that
@ — 17¢*(y) and 7€ o h(y) + @ are Lipschitz, and have the same derivative a.e in .
Therefore, we deduce that there exists a constant s such that

*

o' =—€oh+k ae in Q.

In order to prove the opposite implication, suppose ¢* = —e’ o h + k and let (%, l~1) €
ADM (p,v). When we argue as in (ii1) = (i), we obtain

C’T(%h):/ﬁxﬁédq—i—f/ﬂe(h) da
= [ (@i m -ul) dvr [ e i
5w)~wdv+7 [

Q

= [ [#@) ++] du+/

J :
-,

(@*(y) — klh dx + T/Qe(h) dx

QxQ

(@(m) " ¢*<y>> di+7 [0 -t -y dos 7 [ e(h) do

Q

g/_ _Ed’y—H’/e(h)dx—i-T/e’oh(ﬁ—h)dx
Q Q Q

Qx

S/ 5d’7—|—7’/ e(h) dz.
OxQ Q
Here, in the last inequality we used (C2). This completes the proof of the Theorem, provided
we can prove the claim.

Finally, we show (BI8]). The idea is to use Proposition and the absolute continuity
and uniform positivity of x4 and v + 7h. We only prove the statement holds for x € Q\L;
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the corresponding statement for y is analogous. In order to do this we will use the same
notation as in Proposition [A.3]

Let Li be a set of zero Lebesgue measure such that every point in Q\L; is a Lebesgue
point for S, v+7h, and h. Also let Ly be a set of zero Lebesgue measure such that every point
in 2\ Lo is a Lebesgue point for 7' and the density of . Let A = {y € Q\L; : S(y) € Q} and
B={xeO\Ly : T(z) € 9N}. Since 147 +~3?) = pp and v + 7h and p are absolutely
continuous and uniformly positive, it follows that L3 = Q\(S(A)UT(B)) has zero Lebesgue
measure. Set L = Ly U La U Ls. Then, for every x € Q\L we have two possibilities: Either
there exists y € Q\L such that x = S(y), in which cases the claim follows from ([A.43]) and
(A44)), or T(x) € 0%, in which case the claim follows from (A.45]) and (A.46]). It remains
to consider the case when z € 9Q\L. In such case the statement follows from (A.47) and
(A4]). This concludes the proof of the Proposition. O

The following result is the analogue in our setting of Brenier’s Theorem on existence and
uniqueness of optimal transport maps.

Corollary 3.3. (On uniqueness of optimal pairs) Let p,v € M(Q) and fix (v, h) €
Opt(u,v) satisfying the hypotheses of the previous Proposition. Additionally, let ¢ and ™
be the functions given by Proposition [3.3. Then
(i) The function h is unique L% a.e.
(i) The plan 78 is unique and it is given by (Id,T)gp. Also, T : Q — Q is the gradient
of a convex function and
T—1d

T

—Vyp = a.e. in (.

(iii) The plan ’y% is unique and it is given by (S, Id)yv. Also, S : Q — Q is the gradient
of a convex function and
S —1Id
T

-V = a.e. in Q.

(iv) If v has no mass concentrated on 02 x OS2, then v is unique.

Proof. By linearity of the constraint (L) in ADM (p,v), the uniqueness of h follows by
(C2). Due to the equivalence (i) <= (éit) of the previous Theorem, using (a) and (b) we
get that the functions 7o and 7¢* are % —concave. Here, d(x,y) = |x—y|. Thus, the result
follows exactly as in the classical transportation problem (see for example ﬂa, Theorem 6.2.4

and Remark 6.2.11]). O

Henceforth we will assume, without loss of generality, that the transportation plans ~y
have no mass concentrated on 92 x 0f2.

4. THE WEAK SOLUTION

In this section we follow the minimizing movement scheme described in the introduction.
This method yields a map, ¢t — p(t), that belongs to L? ([0,00), W2(Q2)). Such a map

loc

is a weak solution to (L. By this, we mean that the map t — p(t) — e¥~" belongs to
L,e([0,00), Wy *(92)),

loc

p(0)=po in Q,



21

and
/QCp(s) ala;—/Q Cp(t) dx:/ts </Q [AC—(VV, V()] p(r) do— /C '(log(p(r))+V) dx)dr,

forall 0 <t < s and ¢ in C°(Q).
Similarly, we will say that a map t — p(t) in L2 ([0, 00), W2(9)) is a weak solution of (I,

if there exists a Lipschitz function p such that ¢t — p(t) — 5 belongs to L2 ([0, 00), Wol’z(Q)),
p=pp on aQ)
p(0)=po in Q,

and
[ ents) o= [ cott) ao= [ ( [ 186 (V. Ve otr) - /Q CF(p(r) dx) dr.

forall 0 <t < s and ¢ in C°(Q).
R

400 otherwzse,
where & : [0,00) x Q — [0,00) is given by
E(z,x) :=zlogz—z+V(x)z + 1.

We will denote by £ the derivative of £ with respect to its first variable and by D(E) the
interior of the sets of points where £ is finite. The notations £(p(x),z) and E(p) will be
used interchangeably. Also, we will freely interchange £ (p(x),z) and &'(p).

The main result is the following:

Theorem 4.1. With the notation from the introduction and assumptions (B1) and (B2),
for any pair of functions e and V satisfying (C1)-(C9), any uniformly positive and bounded
watial data pg, and any sequence Ty | 0 there exists a subsequence, not relabeled, such that
p™(t) converges to p(t) in L*(0;tg, L2 (), for any ty > 0. The map t — p(t) belongs

to L2 ([0,00), WH2(Q)) and is a weak solution of (IT). Moreover, there exist positive
constants X\ and A such that

(4.21) A

A
—(Cot+V) < < Ve
sup{e_v}e < plz,t)

- inf{e_V}e ’
for almost every x.
Remark 4.2. When assumptions (B1)-(B3) and (F1)-(F7) hold, and e and ¥ are as in

(LX) and (L), properties (C1)-(C9) hold as well and the map t — p(t) given by the previous
Theorem is a weak solution of (LIJ).

The proof of Theorem [£1]is involved. We begin with a technical result.

Proposition 4.3. (A step of the minimizing movement) Let 1 be a measure in
M(Q) with the property that E(u) < oco. Also, assume that its density is uniformly positive
and bounded. Additionally, let T be a positive number. Then, there exists a minimum

pr € M(2) of
(4.22) p— E(p) + Wb (1, p).

Moreover, there exists 6 > 0 such that if T < §, then the corresponding optimal pair (y,h) €
ADM (u, p1r) satisfies:
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(i) pr = pr E‘dg-
(i1) € oh =logp; + V. B
(11i) The restriction of v to € x § is given by (T,Id)ypr. The map T satisfies

w = Vlogp,(y) + VV(y), L-aeuw.

(i) pr € WH2Q) and ||T [p;] — V|| 1= (o) < OV
Here, C is a positive constant that depends only on V. Also, Tr : W12(Q) — L?(09)
denotes the trace operator.

(4.23)

Proof. Consider a minimizing sequence of measures {p"}5° ;, with corresponding optimal
pairs {(7", h"™)}>2, in ADM (p, p™). We claim such sequences of measures and optimal pairs
have the property that the mass the elements of {(p”,7")}>%; and the norm in L'() of
the members of {h"}2°; are uniformly bounded. Since 2 is bounded, the claim allows us
to obtain compactness and produce subsequences weakly converging to v, h, and p, . The
previous convergence takes place as described in the proof of Lemma[B3.Il We will not relabel
these subsequences. The absolute continuity of h and p, is guaranteed by the superlinearity
of e and €.
The inequality

liminf B(o") > E(p,),

n—ro0

is a consequence of the weak conergence, p,, — p, and the convexity and superlinearity of
the maps {r — £(r,z)},.q (See 6, Lemma 9.4.5], for example). To show

linl)inf C:(7",h") > Cr(~, h),

and (vy,h) € ADM (p,p;), we argue as in Lemma [B.Il This gives us the existence of a
minimum as well as item (i), assuming we can prove the claim.
Next, we show the claim. Arguing as in Lemma [3.J] and using Jensen inequality we obtain

[ &) e+ o > —||\1v||oo<u<sz> (@) +T|h|<9>)
Q

T KJR(Q) + (C(K) — 1[92 + p(€) log (%) (1 V().

Taking K large enough, we obtain a uniform bound on p(2) + 7]k |(2) and consequently on
|v], for any minimizing sequence. (Recall we assume that the plans have no mass concen-
trated on 0N x 0f2). This proves the claim.

We proceed to the proof of (i7). Let n be a function with compact support in Q. For each
e >0, let p = pr — 7en. By Lemma [B.1] for sufficiently small ¢ we can guarantee that p°
is non-negative. Since (v, h +en) € ADM (i, p5), by minimality must have

E(p7) = E(pr) + Cr(v, h +en) = Cr(y,h) = 0.

Dividing by ¢ and letting ¢ | 0, due to (LI)), Lemma 51l Lemma [A2] the dominated
convegence Theorem and the fact that e and £ are locally Lipschitz in D(e) and D(E), we
get

/ (¢'oh)n dy —/ (log pr + V) dy > 0.
Q Q
Replacing n by —n gives the desired result.
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Now, we show (7i7). Let A and A be positive numbers such that Proposition holds.
Then, for 7 € (0,1) we have that p,p, > A(infe™"/supe™")/(1 + Cp). We let § € (0,1)
have the property that Corollary (.7 and Proposition [A-4] hold for any 7 € (0,d). Now,
observe that Corollary and the absolute continuity of u, guarantee the existence of T
Then, (ii7) follows from (i), Corollary B3] and Proposition [3.2] (Note that in Corollary B3]
T plays the role of S).

To show (iv) we note that, by minimality of p-,

Wos "7 (s pr) < E(p) — Elp-),
and thus

1 1
—/ |Vlog pr + VV|*(pr + 7h) dy < —/ e =y dy,
27 Jo 27 Jaxa

< B0 = Blpr) =7 [ e dy+ [

Vo) dy- [ w(y)dy
00 xN QxO0N

Consequently, after makign & smaller if necessary, we get
/ Vo, [* dy = Cz/ IV log pr |2 (pr + 7h) dy < .
Q Q

Here, Cy := C5(V,e,V, po). Also, we have used the fact that p, is bounded from below by
A/ (1+Cyp), V belongs to W2(Q), and Corollary 5.7 holds. Combining (5.36]), Lemma [5.4]
and Lemma [5.10] we can see that

ly — Py)l”
———— —Cily = Py)| = CVT < —¥(P(y)) +log pr(y) + V(y)
— P(y)|?
<CVT+Cily—Py)l + %,
where P(y) denotes any of the closest points in 02 to y. Also, C' and C; depend only on
0 and V. Finally (iv) follows from the previous inequality. O

Proof of Theorem[{.1. Let py be bounded and uniformly positive. Let § € (0, 1) be such
that Propositions B3] and and Corollary 5.7 hold for any 7 € (0,60). For any n in N,
let (77, A7) be the minimizing pair from pj, to p], ;. Also, let T;7 be the map that induces
(’yg)% given by Proposition 3] (ii).

Let ¢ be a positive number larger than 7. Iterating Proposition 5.3, we can see that that
there exist positive constants A and A such that

A=

supeV ~ infeV

(4.24) <(1 + CoT)

Note

—nNT )\ A
) —~ V< oy < eV VYneN.

1
i 7 = b0
;1_%(1+COT) e,

Hence, for sufficiently small 7 we obtain a uniform lower bound for p;, whenever n7 < ¢y+1.
Then, Lemmas [(.4], 5.5, 5.6l 5.8 Corollary 5.7, and Proposition can be iterated to hold,
with uniform constants C, k1, and ko, for all these measures. Henceforth, we assume the
condition nT <ty 4 1. Fix ( € C°().

Recall that given ~, we denote by vff its restriction to A x B. Note that since

7= e+ (m e+ ()
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by (L&) we have
~ O 90
o= (M) 2 () + (M), O7) g
and
prn = (m2) . (70) o + (72) , (V) 50 — TH, dly.
Consequently, we obtain

(4.25) /QCduZH—/QCduZZ/ﬁxﬁéomd(%I)g—/ﬁ Com ()"

%€
o0

7 [y [ Comd()i- [ comabni
Q QxQ QOx0

First, using Proposition 3] and a Taylor expansion,
(4.26)

| Com d(ﬂ)g—/ ~Com d(%)g
OQxQ QxQ

(Cly) — ¢()) A7) e

(E=¢oT)om d(v0)g

J

— [ (6) = ST Yoz A7
QxQ
J

T 2 T 2
= / (= CoT))rrgany o ma d(vh) +/ (¢ = CoTi) lyrrgany © ™2 d(V)) 5
QxQ QxQ

= /Q(C — (o Ty lyrrgany dptn 41 + Ri(7,n)
. /Q (VCTT — 1d) oy or Lz oy dy + Ra(r.m) + Ra(r.n)

=7 /Q<VC7 Vona + Pt VV) lizzgoay dy + Ra(7,n) + Ri(7,n).

Second, by item (i) of Proposition I3} we have k] (y) = [e}] ™ (log p],, 1 (y) + V(y)) and
consequently

- / S / Ce) ™ (log gy + V) dy.
Q Q
Third, using Corollary B3]

om d(ﬂ)gg - /QXQC om d(%:)?zg

QOxQ
Q o0
= Comolyp—rripy A7, —/ Comiligrim)=t A,
/ﬁxﬁ 21 =17} (M) 90 L Cembsi@=y ()
Q2 00
:/_ (@) etz )y d(9) a0, _/_ 1) sz @)=y () + Rs(r,n)
Qx0 OQOxQO
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Here, ST is the map which induces (yg)g, given by Corollary 3.3l Putting the above together,
we obtain

/Qg dplyy — /Qg dul, = r( - / (VCut1, Vopi + phaa VV) Tr o0y da
(4.27) / Cnra[€] (log phq + V) dm)

/ C(@) d((5) % — / () AP + Rin 7).
QxQ OxQ

Here, R(n,7) is given by
R(n,7) = Ri(n,7) + Ra(n,7) + Ry(n,7)

=7 | (€)= o TN rzomy dy
1
+/Q (/0 <<VC o (1= $)T7T + sId),Id — T7) — (V(, Id — Tg>>pg+11mem} dy

Q o0
+/ <<ow —<o7r>1x27 a( —/ <<ow —<ow>1 ey AT
. 2 1) La=17 () A7) 9y . 1 2 | sz @)=y} 4(7)g

Recall ¢ is compactly supported. Hence, iterating Lemmal[5.4], for sufficiently Small 7 we have

that the intersection between the sets supp(Con!) , supp(on?), and supp((’yn) + (’yn)gﬂ)
is empty. Consequently, iterating Lemmas [5.4] and [5.6], we deduce

R(n, )

< 7Lip(C) /Q ly — TT(y)|[hT] dy
Lip(Ve) /Q T — 1dP0T,, dy

< C1(¢, Ve, V, po, Q) |:TS +/ T — Id\2(p;+1 + 7h) dy].
Q

Here, we have used Corollary 5.7 and the fact that Q is bounded. Now, by Proposition
(4.28)

T — 2
/ @d%soxw,e,v,po)(mp;)— [ -+ | \Pduzﬂw)
QAxO Q Q

2T

Thus, combining the above inequalities with ([LH]), Lemma [5.6] and Corollary E.7], we get

g03<<,w,e,v,po>(73/2+T[E<p;>— [ vt Bun) + | \Ifduzﬂ])-
Q Q

This implies

R(n, )

N-1

Z R(n,T)

n=M

< O3(¢, ¥ e, Vmo)(x/?(M — N)T

+T[E(p54)—/QMW—E(,O%H/QWM%D

for sufficiently small 7 and all integers N and M such that 7M < 7N <ty + 1.
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Let 7 = 7. Also, define
() = plhy for € ((n+ Dy, nm),
and
Onp™ (t) = p™(t + h),

for any positive constant h. Now, choose 0 < r < s < ty + 1 and add up (E27) from
M = [r\7] to N = [s\7x] — 1 to get

(4.29)
/QCpT’C(S) dfc—/QCpT’“(T) dx

els\m
- /T ( - /QWC’ Vo) + VY Lk goayfem=ny 92

& [0\ Tk]
N
- / Ce) ™ (log o™ () + v) at+| S Rinm)
Q n=M

- / e ( /Q [AC — (VC, WV 5™ (t) da — /Q C[e’]*(logpfiv(t)w))dt

% [E\ 7]

Here, we have used the fact that by Lemma [5.4] for sufficiently small 7, {T)7 € 9Q; [t\1x] =
n} and supp(() are disjoint.

The strategy to pass to the limit is to use the Aubin-Lions Theorem m, Theorem 5]. Let
U be an open set with Lipschitz boundary whose closure is compactly contained in 2.
Also, set p > d + 1. First, note L?(U) embeds in the dual of W2P(U). We will denote
this space by W=2P(U). Second, observe W12(U) embeds compactly in L?(U) (recall 2 is
bounded). Thus, in order to use the Aubin-Lions Theorem, we will show p™ is bounded in
12(0, 15 I(U))N L, (0, £ WH2()) and

[|10np™ — kaHLl(thtz;sz,p(U)) — 0 V0 <t <tg <ty,

as h — 0, uniformly.
Given t € (t1,t2) set N = {%—‘ —land M = TLJ For each ¢ € W2P(U), we consider an

extension to R™ (not relabeled) satisfying supp(¢) C € and

[¢llw2pmny < CallCllw2r @)
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Here, Cy := C4(U, Q). Then,

N
= — (@) dyr — | ¢ bl d
n; QC(y) ((z) dvy /ngk x
N 1
:n;/[/QXQ/O (VC(x +s(y —x)),y — x) ds dyF /CTth dx
N l 1
\V4 — ds d~TF _ 2d Tk>2
D B G L N VAR
+ Cs7il[Cllwze 1)
N 3
< Cullhwo) 3 [( | |y—x|2d7;k> w}.

Here, we used Lemma and the embedding of W2P(U) into C*(U). Also, C5 =
Cs(ty,V,e,V,po) and Cg := Cs(Q, U, 5, ¥, e,V, pg). Consequently, it follows:
(4.30)
Onp™ (&) — p™ (D)llw-20v)
—  swp /Q C(Onp™ () — ™ (1)) dy

HCHWZP(U):l

ot [(fgbtes) oo
(N — M) + (1i(N — M) é<§:[</QXQMd%?>>é

n=

o
§C7<h+\/ﬁ[§:E(Pﬁk) /\I/p dy — E(py) + /\I/p +Tdy]%>
(

n=M

1/2
< 7 h+\/E[E(pRZ) /‘pr dy — E(pp,1) + /Q‘pr?ﬁﬁhdy)} >

Here, we used the Jensen inequality and Proposition[5.91 Also, C7 := C7(t¢,Q,U, ¥, e, V, po).
This shows |00 — p™ || 114y to;w—22@)) — 0 as b — 0, uniformly in k. In order to show
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that p™ is bounded in L'(0,ts; W12(U)) we use (L), Proposition [£3] Lemma 5.6, Corol-
lary £.7] and Proposition to obtain
(4.31)

J

2

Viog pfy + VV| (pfy + mhik) dekS/__ 3
axQ Tk

"T — y‘2 d’YTk

n

<a(Bm) - [ wa - s + [ v, cn).
Q Q

for every n in [0,t;/7]. Here, Cg := Cg(V,e,V, pp). By Proposition ({#24]), we have that
A > pik | > X, for some positive constants A := A(ty) and A and every n in [0,¢;/7]. Then,
using (&3], the Young inequality, Corollary 5.7, and the fact that V is in W2(Q), we get

(4.32) /Of (/Q|Vka(t)|2 dm)dt < Colt, 0, e,V po) (1 + t).

Hence, we conclude that {p™ }¢2, is equibounded in L?(0,¢s; W12(Q2)). Also, from Propo-
sition 53] we have that {p™ }?°, is equibounded in L?(0,¢s; L*(Q2)) as well.

This shows that the hypotheses of the Aubin-Lions Theorem are satisfied. Thus, we
obtain a map p € L*(0,t; L?(U)) and a subsequence (not relabeled). Such a subsequence
satisfies that p™ — p in L?(0,t;; L*(U)) as k — oco. By ([@30) and the Arzela Ascoli
Theorem, this subsequence converges to p in C'/2(0, tp W2P(U)).

The final step is to use a diagonal argument along a sequence of sets U increasing to
Q. By doing this we obtain a further subsequence converging in L?(0,¢s; L2 (€2)) and in

loc
C12(0,ty; I/VIZEP(Q)) to a map p € L(0,tp; L2 (£)), which we have not relabeled.
Consequently, for any ¢ € C°(Q),

/QCka(s) da:—/QCka(r) da:—>/ﬂ§p(s) dg;_/QCp(T) di.

Let U be an open set such that supp(¢) C U and U is compactly contained in Q. By
Proposition 53] there exists Chg := Cio(A, A, tf) such that

/Q ¢/ (log o™ () + V)| dz < Cho /Q 1€l e gy d < o0,
and
/Q [[AC = (V¢ V)] p™ ()] dz < Cio /Q [1AC] oo + VP + [VV] dar < o0

Recall that V is in W2(Q2). Using the fact that p™(t) — p(t) in L2(U) for almost every t
and the dominated convergence Theorem, we get

/ Ce'(log p™ (t) + V) do — / ¢e'(log p(t) + V) du,
Q Q
and

/ [AC — (V¢ TVY] o™ (t) dz — / [AC— (VC, YV p(t) da.
Q Q
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for almost every ¢ in [0,t¢]. Then, a second application of the dominated convergence The-
orem gives us

[ (s e [aran o)
—>/T </Q[A (V¢, VV dx—/C L(log p( )+V)>dt

Moreover, ([£32]) and the Fatou Lemma yield
tr
/ Jim inf </ V7 (1) dm)dt < 0.
0 k—o0 (9}

lim inf (/ (Vo™ (t))? dm) < oo fora.et>0.
k—o0 Q

Now, for any ¢ such that the above liminf is finite, consider a subsequence k;, (depending
on t) such that

This gives

sup/ |V p™n ()|? da < oo.
neNJQ

This implies that p™= (¢) is uniformly bounded in W2(2). Recall that p™(t) — p(t) in
L2(0,t5; L2 (Q)). Hence, p™n (t) — p(t) in WH2(Q). Then, by Proposition 3] we get that
p(t) —e¥Visin W()1’2(Q). Hence, we have shown that the map ¢ — p(t) is a weak solution
of (7). Finally, to show {@ZI), we use the fact that p™ (t) — p(t) in C1/2(0,y; VVl;Czp(Q))
and (£24]).

U

5. PROPERTIES OF MINIMIZERS

In this section, we let 7 > 0 be a fixed time step. We set u = p£|dQ and denote

by pur = pr £|dQ a minimizer of [22)). The density p is assumed to be strictly positive.

Additionally, we let (7, h) be the associated optimal pair for (p, p;). The objective of the
section is to show some properties of 1. that are necessary to prove the main result, Theorem
41

A priori, it is not immediate that one can obtain a 7 independent positive lower bound
for p,; this is studied in Proposition Consequently, we cannot use Proposition
However, since p and 1, are absolutely continuous, Lemma [A 2] guarantees the existence of
maps T and S with the property that (Id,T)xp = v and (S, Id)gpu, = ’y%. We will use
this maps throughout this section.
(We remark that in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we get existence of p, without using
Proposition or any result from this section.)

Lemma 5.1. (Boundedness and Uniform positivity) The minimizer p,, defined above,
is bounded and uniformly positive.

Proof. Let r and R be positive constants such that

diam(Q)?
2T

logr+V < — — %] o0,
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logR+V >

diam(Q)?
B L 2w

and
R+1>7||hl|so-

(Recall that due to Lemmal[A2] h is bounded). Now, set A% = {p. > R+1}N{p,+7h < K}
and A, = {pr +1 < r}. Define 4 by

~ AL AL,
Y =7+e(Powrld)yla, —erg" +e(ld, Por)p1o"
If we set p = moy — Th, then

pr in Q\ARUA,,
p=4prte in A,
pr —e(pr +7h) in Af.

Hence if % > ¢, then p € M(Q) and (7,h) € ADM (p, p). By optimality,
0 < E(p) — E(pr) + C-(7,h) — Cr(7, )

< [ letor o) - eloo] dy+e / , ('P—“ W (o) dy

27

o [ [EGr— (o i) (D) | e
[ vre [ (F5
_1Sw —wP
2T

" ||\If||oo)<p+m> dy.

Then, by convexity of £ with respect to its first variable

P g, (y) —y|?
0< &?/ [5’(/)7 +e)+ Powr ) " _ \I'(P_qf,f,(y))] dy
A, 2T
diam? ()
2T
|S(y) —wP
2T

Now if we let ¢ < min(1/x, 1), then &'(p; —e(p; +7h) > log R+ V in A}, and &' (p; +¢) <
logr + V in A,. Hence, by construction both integrands are strictly negative. Thus, we
conclude |A,| = |A%| = 0. Since k was arbitrary and p, +7h € L*(£2), we obtain the desired
result. O

+e/ {—5'<pT—e<pT+m>>+ e
R

+{|¥||so | (p + Th) dy.

In the next Proposition, we will say that a point in € is a density point for p, + 7h if it
is a point of with density 1 for the set {p. + 7h > 0} and it is a Lebesgue point for p, and
h. As before, the interior of the set of points where £ is finite will be denoted by D(E). The
Proposition is the analogue in our context of ﬂa, Proposition 3.7].

Proposition 5.2. With the notation introduced at the beginning of this section, the follow-
ing inequalities hold:

o Let y1 and yy be points in Q. Assume that y1 is a density point for pr + Th and
Lebesgue point for S and that yo is a Lebesgue point for pr . Then
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(5.33) log(pr(y1)) + V(1) + w <log(p-(y2)) + V(y2) + W

e Let x € Q be a Lebesque point for p, and T and assume that T(x) € 0. Assume
further that y € Q is a Lebesque point for pr and h. Then

x—T(z)] e
% +W(T(x)) <log(pr(y)) + V(y) + %

e Let yy and S(y1) be points in Q. Assume that yy is a density point for p+7h and a
Lebesgue point for S. Then for any ys € 02, we have

635 loa(pelyn) + Vi) + = SWIE e ZSWIE g

o Let y € ) be a density point for pr + Th and a Lebesgue point for P_y ». Then

(5.34)

Cly =Py

(5.36) o

< —U(P_y-(y)) +logp-(y) + V(y)
=Py =SWI |y - Py ()

T 2T
o Lety € ) be a density point for pr + Th and a Lebesgue point for S and P_g . and
assume that S(y) = P_wy ,(y) € 0Q. Then

(5.37) log (p-(y)) + V(y) + M

Proof. -Heuristic argument. First we start with (5.34]). Consider a point y € Q and
suppose that we take some mass from = € Q and instead of sending it to T'(z) € 99, we

send it to y. Then, we are paying log p,(y) + V(y) in terms of the entropy and %

M + U(T'(x)) in terms of the cost. Hence, by

— U (Pouw(y) =0.

in
terms of the cost. We are also saving
minimality, we must have

T — €T 2 v 9
% + \IJ(T(JJ)) < log(pT(y)) + V(y) + | 27_1U| ‘

Now we proceed with (5.35]). We take some mass from S(y1) and instead of sending it to

y1, we send it to ys. Then, we pay M + ¥(y2) in terms of the cost. We also save

% in terms of the cost and log(pT(yl)) + V(y1) in terms of the entropy. Thus, the
desired result follows by minimality; (533 is analogous.

To show ([B.30]), we argue as follows. Pick a point y € Q and perturb p, by taking some
small mass from a point in P_y -(y) € P_v -(y) and putting it onto y. (In the case that
S(y) € 9Q we choose the point to be S(y) = P_y +(y) € P_w -(y). It is easy to verify that
the minimality of the pair allows us to do this almost everywhere in €2.) In this way, we

pay log(p-(y)) + V(y) in terms of the entropy and % — U(P_y +(y)) in term of
the cost. Consequently, by minimality we must have

(5.38) l08(p1 (1) + V) = 9(Poy () > - L= LovrOIE,

Now consider two cases. First, if S(y) € 2, we stop sending some mass from S(y)
to y. Instead, we send it to P_g -(y) € 0Q. By doing this, we earn log(p,(v)) + V(y)
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12
in terms of the entropy and wm terms of the cost. On the other hand, we pay

M + U(P_y -(y)) in terms of the cost. Thus,

1SW) = WP _ 1S@) = Pu- ()
21 - 21
(ly = SW)| + ly — Pow ()
27 ’

~U(P_y-(y)) +log(p-(y)) + V(y) +

<

Consequently, when we combine this with (5.38]), we obtain

_ 2
(5.39) — W= PO yp ) flogpr(y) + V)

21
y— Py (y)lly — Sy)| N ly — Py (y)|?

< |
- T 2T

Second, if S(y) € 99 the above inequality is obtained as a consequence of (5.37)) and (5.38]).
The proof of (5.37) is a sort of converse of (5.38]). Indeed, as S(y) = P_y -(y) € 09, we
know that the mass at y comes from the boundary. Hence, we can perturb p, by taking
a bit less mass from the boundary, so that there is less mass in y. In this way, we save
log(pr(y)) + V(y) in terms of the entropy and M — V(P_y ,(y)) in terms of the
cost. Hence,

ly — P_w - (y)|?

(‘e + Vi + =5

- \P(P_@,T@))) >0,

From (5.38]), we get the opposite inequality and thus we conclude the argument.
-Rigorous proof. We only prove (B.35]); the proofs of the other inequalities are analogous.

Let 7,2 : By(y1) — 09 be identically equal to ys in B, (y1) and let r be positive constant
such that B,(y;) is contained in 2. Define the plan "¢ by

By ¢ By By
Y=g+ (1 =g e (r! T ™),

and set
TSRS wiﬂ"’s — 7h dy.

Observe that 74" = 7k, (<, h) € ADM(p, i), (") = 18 — 756", ()82 =

78* + e(r?, yf)#vgr(yl), and py° = pr L% Here, p° is given by
re _ p'r(y) if ye Br(yl)cy
" (L —=¢)(pr(y) +7h) —7h if y € By(y1).

(We remark that by Lemma h is in L>°(2) and by Lemma [ we that p, is bounded
and uniformly positive. Hence, we can guarantee that for sufficiently small €, p;© is strictly
positive.)
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From the minimality of p; and the relationship between ~, S, and T, we get

0< /Q E(pe) da + Cr(7", ) — /Q E(pr) da — Cr (7, )
- / E(1 — )(pr () + 7h) — 7h) — E(pr) dy
Br(y1)

T2 (y) — S(y)|? - M
T /Br-(yl) ( 27 Liswen 57 (p-(y) + Th) dy

+E/B " [U(T2 ()L sear + T(SW)) Liseany ] (p-(y) + Th) dy.
r(Y1

Dividing by e and letting ¢ | 0, using Lemma [5I] the dominated convergence Theorem,
and the fact that £ in Lipschitz any compact subset of D(E), we obtain

/ £ (02 (1)) (pr (y) + 7h) dy
Br(y1)

1Ty (y) — S(y)|? - M
- /Br-(yl) < 27 Lisweny or (pr(y) +7h) dy

[, o DTG steor + WIS sieom ) (or0) + 70 dy

Recall that by assumption S(y1) € 9. Now, since y; is a density point for p, + 7h, and a
Lebesgue point for S when we divide both sides by £4(B,(0)) and we let r | 0, we obtain

G.35). O

Henceforth, we will omit the proof of these kinds of perturbation arguments. They
can be made rigorous using the ideas contained in the previous Proposition. In the next
Proposition, the constants Cy and s are the ones described in the introduction.

Proposition 5.3. (L*°Barriers) With the notation introduced at the beginning of this
section, the following holds: There exists € € (0,1), such that if X and A satisfy 0 < X <
e < % < A and
)\ -V A -V
- < =
sup{e—V}e =r= inf{e—V}e '
then

! A eV <p, < Le_v
1+ Cor ) sup{e=V} =P = inf{fe=V}
Here, € depends only on e, ||V||oo, and ||V ||co-

Proof. We first prove the lower bound.
Assumption (C8) allows us to choose € € (0, s) so that

(5.40) /] Ylogr +V(z)) < Cor in 9,
and
U >logr+V on 09,

for all r € (0,¢).
Let A € (0,¢) such that A e /sup{e™"} < p and set

1 A
Ay =< ps Vi
A {p < <1+C’07>Sup{e—v}e }
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For a contradiction suppose pr(Ay) > 0 (Note that by Lemma[5.1], p, is uniformly positive).
For each x € A), we perturb (v,h) by decreasing h(z) and thus increasing the mass
created at x. By optimality, we get

(5.41) log pr(2) + V(x) — €' (h(z)) > 0.

Since

! A eV <5
14 Cor ) sup{e~"} ’
when we combine (5.40]) and (541]) we conclude

h Ay

< (1 + Co7'> sup{e_V}e A

Let Cy = {z € A\ : T(x) ¢ A)} and note that p(Cy) > 0. Otherwise by (LH) and the
previous inequality

1 A B
/AA <1 + C'oT) suple-V} < Vdr > pr(A)) 2 pr(T(AN))

> p(T™HT(AN)) — 7 h dx

)\ -V C()T )\ -V
> _— dx — d
- /AA sup{e_V}e * <1 + C07'> sup{e_v}e *

1 A v
— dzx.
/AA <1 —|—C’OT>sup{e—V}e v
Define the sets

C = {xecA : T(x) EQ} and C%:= {azeC,\ : T(x) 689}.

Since C = C; U C%, we have that either p(C}) > 0 or p(C%) > 0. Suppose we are in the
first case. Then, we can find a point = which is a Lebesgue point for 7" such that T'(z) is a
Lebesgue point for p,. If we stop sending some mass from x to T'(z), then, by optimality
we obtain

=T

log pr(2) + V(z) — log(p-(T'(z)) — V(T'(z)) 5 20
Since
log pr (T()) > log [(1 +1COT> — {E_V}e—vwn] |
and

1 A V@)
log Kl + Co7'> sup{e_V}e ] > log pr(x),

we get a contradiction.

Now, suppose p(C’i) > 0. We perturb (v, h) by not moving some mass from x to the
boundary. By optimality we must have

|z — T ()|
-
Since A > pr(x) and ¥ > log A+ V(z), we get a contradiction.

log pr(x) +V(z) — ¥(T(x)) > 0.
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Second, we prove the upper bound.
By assumptions (C1), (C7), (B1), and (B2), after making ¢ smaller, we can guarantee that
)] logr +V) >0 in
and
VU <logr+V on 09,
for all » > 1/e.

Let A > 1/e satisfy ﬁe‘v > p and set Ay = {,07 > W(e—v}.

In order to get a contradiction, suppose pr(Ap) > 0.
For each = € Ay, we perturb (v, h) by increasing h(z) and hence decreasing the amount of
mass created in z. By optimality we get

¢'(h(z), ) —log pr(x) — V(x) > 0.
Since ﬁe‘v > A, we deduce that h is non-negative in Ajx. Now, we consider the

following cases:
Case 1: the mass of p, in Aj does not come from 90Q. Let By = T~1(A,) and observe
that due to (LA,
/ A “Vdz < pr(Ap) < p(By) hd</ A vy
Ap inf{e—V}e TS PN = BN T Ay ! Ba inf{e_v}e o

which implies

[An| < [Bal.
Hence, we can find a Lebesgue point € By\Ax. If we stop transporting some mass from
x to T'(z), then by optimality, we obtain

_T 2
ariCl 2T($)| +log pr () + V() — log p-(T(x)) = V(T(x)) > 0.
Now by construction,
A
log————¢ V@ > log p, log p, (T log — > o~ V(T()
%8 il VT >log pr(z), and logp,(T'(x)) > log saple VT

When we combine this with the previous inequality we reach a contradiction.

Case 2: the mass of p, comes partially from 0Q2. Let Dy C A be the set of points y
such that the mass p;(y) comes from the boundary; i.e., Dy :={y € A : S(y) € 9Q}. Also,
let y € Dj be a Lebesgue point for S. Then, if we stop moving some mass from S(y) to v,
by optimality we obtain

o 2
W +W(S(y)) —log p-(y) = V(y) 2 0.

Since pr(z) > A and ¥ < log A+V (x), we get a contradiction. This concludes the proof. [

For the next Lemma we recall that we have assumed that 738 =0.

Lemma 5.4. (Transportation bound) Let e, p, \, and A be as in Proposition[5.3. Then,
there exists C' > 0 such that

ly—z| < CVT V(z,y) € supp(y).
Here, C' depends only on e, X\, A, ||¥V||so, and ||V||s-
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Proof. Let (x,y) be a point in supp(y). Then, we perturb the plan v by not moving some
mass from x to y. By optimality,

2
;U —_—
U (y)loxan— ¥ (z)loaxa+ (log pr(x)+V () 1o (z) — (log pf(y)—V(y))ln(y)—% > 0.
Thus, the result follows (B1), (B2), (C1), and Proposition O

Lemma 5.5. (Boundary Mass Flux estimate) Let ¢, p, A\, and A be as in Proposition
[5.3. Then, there exists C' > 0 such that

YO0 x QUQ x 9N) < C/T.
Here, C' depends only on e, A\, A, ||¥V||so, and ||V||s-

Proof. By Lemma [5.4] no mass either sent or taken from the boundary travels more than
C+/7. Then, at most a C'y/7 neighborhood of 9 can be sent to the boundary. The mass
taken from the boundary can fill at most a C\/7 neighborhood of 9€2. Hence, the desired
result follows from (B2) and Proposition 5.3 O

Lemma 5.6. (Interior Mass Creation estimate) Lete, p, A\, and A be as in Propo-
sition[2.3. Then, there exists C > 0 such that

/|h| dr<C and |B<C.
Q

Here, C depends only on e, Q, \, A, and ||V||co-

Proof. By item (iii) of Proposition 4.3 we know

e'(h) =logp; + V.
Consequently, by Proposition [5.3],

1
_— < / < ‘
toe Kl n COT>)\] [Vllso < €, (h(x)) <log(A) +[|V]|ee, Vo €Q

Using assumptions (C2), (C7), (B1) and (B2), we get that h is bounded. Thus, since (2 is
bounded, the result follows. O

Corollary 5.7. Let ¢, p, A\, and A be as in Proposition [5.3. Then, there exist positive
constants k1, ko, and § such that

pr
<
pr+Th

R < K.
for every T € (0,0). Here, k1 and ko depend only on e, \, A, ||¥||s0, and ||V|]co-
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition and Lemma O

Lemma 5.8. (Boundary cost bound) Let ¢, p, \, and A be as in Proposition[5.3. Then,
for every € > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

_ ]2 1
/ ~U(y)laxan — ¥ (x)lanxn dVZ/‘PdM—/‘I’dMT—E/ 7Md7 —C<1+—>T-
ax0 Q Q axa 2T €

Here, C' depends only on e,LipW¥, A\, A, and ||V||.



37

Proof. Set ( = ¥ in ([@23]). By doing this and rearranging terms, we get
/ ~U(y)laxan — ¥(x)laaxa dy = / U dy — / U du,
QxQ Q Q

~ </Q><Q W(a) — U(y) dfy+7-/Q\I/h dx> + R(U,7),

where,
R(\IJ,T) = / _ <\I’ O Ty — U o 7T1> 1{x:S(y)} d’}/gg

QxQ
- / B <\I’ oM — v O7T2> 1{T(x)=y} d’}/gg
QxQ
First, by Lemma [5.4] and Lemma [5.5]
|R(U,7)| < Ci(Lip¥, A\, A, Q, ||V ]]oo)T-
Second, by Lemma we have
—7'/ Uhdr > —Cs5(||V]|ec, V, A\, A)|QT.
Q

Finally, by the Young inequality, Proposition 3] Proposition [5.3] and Lemma [(5.6]

—/ U(x) — U(y) dy > —/ LipU|z — y| dy
QAxO Q

T . |z — y[?
— — [ (Lip¥)2dy — Ll A R
e fwwvrar - [ B

.12
> —Cyle, U e, VM A, Q)L — 6/ lz —ylI*
€ axa 27

Thus, the desired result follows. ]

Proposition 5.9. (Energy Inequality) Let e, p, A\, and A be as in Proposition [1.3.
Then, there exist positive constants C and & such that

2
/ Md’YSC@(p)—/‘Pdu—E(mH/\I'duTJrT),
axa 27 Q )

for every T € (0,0). Here, C depends only on e, \, A\, LipW, and ||V||s-

Proof. By minimality of p,, we obtain

T — 2
/_ B | 5 o ¥ (y)loxaa — ¥(z)laaxa d’Y+T/ e(h) dz + E(pr) < E(p).
axa 2T @

Also, by Lemma and the above inequality,

2

x_

[ b an — W) onen dy < B() ~ B(pr) + ColW,e. Vo O
X



38 J. MORALES

Now, using the above inequality and Lemma 5.8, we obtain

—_ 2 2 1
/ ud’y—i—/\lldu—/\llduT—e/ de—@(H—)T
axq 2T ) Q axa 27 €

< E(p) — E(pr) + C1(¥, e, V, N\, A, Q).

Here, Cy := Co(V,e,V, A\, A, Q). Then, the result follows by first choosing € and then o
appropriately in the above inequality. ]

For the next proposition, we will need the map P : — R%, which was defined in Section
3. Such a map satisfies
|x — P(z)| = d(z,00) Vz € Q.
Lemma 5.10. (Projection estimate) Assume ) satisfies the interior ball condition with
radius v > 0. Then, for all x with d(x,08) < 5, we have
|P(z) — Py, (x)] <47Lip® and |P(z) — P_y(z)| < 47Lip¥.
Proof. Let x € Q such that d(x,092) < . By the interior ball condition, P(x) is unique.

For a contradiction, suppose

|P(x) — Py ,(x)| > 4rLipV.
Denote by @ the center of the circle of radius r that is tangent to 02 at P(x) and is
contained in Q. Using the cosine law and the fact that |QQ — Py -(z)| > r, we can see that

& — Py ()] |z — P()[?

x— Pz ) — Po(2)?
2|P(:E)—P\I,ﬂ_(;p)|2<1_‘ f( )’>2|P() ;D\p,()|'

Hence,
|z — Pyr(2)]*  |o— P(2)]
2T 2T
is bounded from below by
|P(z) — Py ()]
4T
Our assumption implies that the above quantity is strictly positive. This contradicts the
minimality of Py (). Thus, we get the first inequality of the Lemma. The second inequal-
ity can be shown using the same argument. O

+ U (Py, () — W (P(2)),

~ Lip¥|P(x) - Py, (2).

APPENDIX A. MINIMIZERS OF PROBLEM 1.1

In this section, we study properties of the minimizers of Problem 1.1 that are needed for
Section 3. For this purpose, we let © and p dz be absolutely continuous measures in M (£2)
and let 7 be a fixed positive number. Additionally, we define m, : @ — R by

() = [¢] 71 0),
for any 7 in R.

Henceforth, we will say that a plan is optimal in the classical sense if it is an optimal
plan for the cost d(x,y) = |z — y|*>. Whenever v is an optimal plan in the classical sense
and p = w47 is absolutely continuous, we can guarantee the existence of a map 7" such

that (Id,T)xp = v (see, for example, ﬂa, Theorem 6.2.4 and Remark 6.2.11]). Any map
satisfying the previous property will be called optimal in the classical sense.
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Lemma A.1. (Refinement of pairs) Let p and p dx be absolutely continuous measures
in M(Q) and let T be a positive constant. Then, for any (v,h) in ADM (u,p) there exists
(', h) and (v", 1) in ADM (p, p) with the following properties:

(i) The plans (7’)% and (7’)% are optimal in the classical sense, (v')95% =0 and

_ ]2 2
Cr (v, h) = Cr (v, h) :/ le—y® d,y,_/ [z —yl
axa\aoxen 2T Oxqo0xoq 2T

(ii) We have

_ diam(Q)?
1 r—=1( _ Beesss
) > e (- S ),
for almost every x in  and
(A.42)
Py, (y) —y|?
Crto ) = Colo'h) < 7 [ ey + DI g o) G )
A,
2
+7'€/ [—e’(h—e(p+7-h))+M
A% 2T
_1Sy) —yl?

+ 2||\If||oo} (p+7h)dy <0.
2T

Here, S is an optimal map, in the classical sense, such that (S, 1d)4(p+7h) = ’y’ﬁQ (this exists
by the absolute continuity of p+7h), Ay = {h <m,}, Ay ={h>mr+1}N{p+7h < K},
K s a positive constant, and ¢ < min(1\rk, 1\7). Also, r and R are constants satisfying

diam(£2)?

r< 2
di 0)2

R> P ol

and
mr>0 in €.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that if 4 satisfies m’yg = (’y)g and m’y% = m(’y)% for i =1 and
i =2, then (¥,h) € ADM (p, p), and

CT(’%h) - CT(/77 h) = /

2
x [e—
i — / |z =y
OxQ\INxIN 27 OxQ\INxIN 27

|z —yf?
Consequently, if (1)% and (ﬁ)g are optimal plans in the classical sense, then
OT(’?’ h) S CT(/% h)
Now, (i) follows from the observation that (¥ — 94, h) € ADM (i1, p) and
Cr(3,h) = C=(3 = 350, h).-
We proceed to the proof of (ii). Let 7/ be the plan given by item (i). Define b’ and 7" by

W = h+ (my = h)La, —enf ()3T,
An, A"
V' =5"+7(Poyr Id)g(m, — h)la, — Ts(yl)ﬁR + 7e(Id, Py 7,)4(7 )"
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Here, we are using same notation as in the statement of the Lemma. Observe that by (L5,
(v", W) € ADM(p, p),

h in Q\ARUA,,
h/ = m’f‘ ln AT7
h—e(p+7h) in Af,

and
p+Th in Q\A%L U A,
Togq = { p+ Ty in A,
(1—7e)(p+7h) in Af.
Hence,

07(7//7 h/) - CT(/)/v h)

ST/AT [e(ms) — e(h)] dy+7/

2
(Foeml0E (g ) e = ) dy

A, 2T
diam?(Q
+T/ e(h—a(p+7h))—e(h)dy+a7'/ <M+H\I/HOO
AR Ar, 27
S .12
S =N L) [ E

Then, the desired result follows by the convexity of e with respect to its first variable and
the definition of r, R, and e. O

For the next lemma, we will need the set D(e), which was previously defined to be the
interior of the set of points such that e is finite.

Lemma A.2. (Optimal maps and Bounds on the created mass) Let u and p dx be
absolutely continuous measures in M(Q) and let T be a positive constant. Additionally, let
(v, h) be a pair in Opt(u, p). Then

(i) The plans ’yg and ’y% are optimal in the classical sense.

(ii) There exist maps T and S from Q to Q such that

(I, T) g = 7
and
(S, Id)u(p+Th) = .
(iii) There exists a compact set K C R x Q contained in D(e) such that
(x,h(z)) € K,
for a.e x in Q.

Proof. By Lemma [AT] (i) follows by optimality. Since u and p + Th are absolutely con-
tinuous, (i7) follows from the classical optimal transportation theory (see for example ﬂa,
Theorem 6.2.4 and Remark 6.2.11]).

Now, we proceed to the proof of (iii). Let r, R, and (7", h’) be defined as in the previous
Lemma and set K = {(¢,z) € R x Q : m,(z) < q¢ < mg(z) + 1}. By (C7) and (C8), K
is compact. By construction, both integrands in (A42]) are strictly negative. Thus, from



41

the minimality of (v,h), we conclude that |A,| = |AF| = 0. Since k was arbitrary and
h+71p € LY(Q), we obtain the desired result. O

In the next proposition, we will say that a point in € is a density point for p + 7h if it is
a point of with density 1 for the set {p +7h > 0} and it is a Lebesgue point for p and h.

Proposition A.3. Let pu and p dx be absolutely continuous measures in M(S) and let T be
a positive constant. Additionally, let (v, h) be a pair in Opt(u, p). If T and S are the maps
given by Lemmal[A3, then the following inequalities hold:
e Let y1 and ys be points in Q). Assume that y1 is a density point for p + Th and a
Lebesque point for S and that yo is a Lebesgue point for h. Then
lyi =Sl _ ly2 = S(y1)?
227 < (h o2
L < i) + 2=

o Let yy and S(y1) be points in Q. Assume that y; is a density point for p+7Th and a
Lebesgue point for S. Then for any ys € 02, we have

S(y1)|? o S(y1)|?
2T - 2T

o Let x1 € Q be a Lebesgue point for the density of u, and T and assume that T(x1) €
0. Assume further that y1 € Q is a Lebesgue point for h. Then

]331 — T(a;l)\2 ’xl - y1’2
27 2r

e Let x1 € Q be a Lebesgue point for the density of u, and T and assume that T(x1) €
0. Then for any y1 in 052,

(A.43) e'(h(y1)) +

(A.44) ¢ o hy) + = ().

(A.45) +U(T(21)) < €'(h(y1)) +

|21 = T(21)? 21 — i
A4 —_— (T < 2 L U(y).
(A.46) b w(T ) < P ()
e Let y1 € Q be a Lebesgue point for h. Then for any x1 € 00,
2
(A.47) 0<eoh(y)+ % ().
o Lety; € Q be a density point for p+ Th such that S(y1) € 9Q. Then, for any 1 in
01,
-5 2 — x1]?
(A1) b = SWIE (s < o0 gy,
2T 2T
o Let y1 € Q be a density point for p+ Th such that S(y1) € Q. Then
- S 2
(A9 o =0 w(550)) < —€'(h(wn)).

2T

Proof. We only prove (A43); the proofs of the other inequalities are analogous. Also,
Proposition provides heuristic arguments that illustrate the method used to prove those
inequalities. This Proposition is the analogue of B, Proposition 3.7] in our context. We
have decided to include this proof since this is the first times we explain how to make these
kinds of arguments rigorous with perturbations that involve mass creation.

-Heuristic argument We provide the idea to show (A.43)). First suppose S(y1) € Q. Then
we can take some mass from S(y;) and instead of sending it to y;, we send it to yo. In order
to end up with we an admisible pair, we then have to create the missing mass at y; and
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remove the extra mass at yo. In order to do this, we have to decrease h(y;) and increase

ly1—S(y1)[?
2T

h(y2). By doing this we save and we pay

- S 2
|y2 2T(y1)| —6/(h1)+€/(h2).
Hence, (A.43)) follows by minimality. If S(y1) € 99, when we do the previous perturbation

we save W + ¥(S(y1)) and we pay

b = SWIE | (531)) — /() + /1),

Thus, we get the same conclusion.
-Rigorous proof We define v and h"™* by

F =g L=y e, T g,
and

h —h— _(71_2 ,ygr(yl )+ E(Eyz o Ty ,er(yl))‘

Here, 7;?(y) = y — y1 + y2, and r is small enough so that B,(y1) and B,(y2) are disjoint
and contained in 2.

Note tl?at 7171éé (A™%) = ﬂ#’y and ﬂi’y —71h = ﬂi’ym —7h"¢. Hence, (v, h"%) € ADM (p,v).
By optimality, we must have

0 < C(h"™,7"%) = Cr(h, ).
Thus,

T2 —S|*  |Id— S|
< _
0< E/BT-(yl) [ 5 o (p+7h) dy
+T/ [e(h—i(Pr—i-Th)) —e(h)} dy
Br'(yl) T

+T/ [e<h07;f{2+£(p+7'h)> —e(ho’];ff)} dx
Br(y1) T

If we divide by € and let ¢ | 0, using Lemma [A.2] the fact that e is locally Lipschitz in
D(e), and the dominated convergence Theorem, we obtain

2_ 4 2 - S 2
OS/ [| y12 | _|y2 | }(p—FTh)dy—/ e (h)(p+Th) dy
Br(y1) T T Br(y1)

+/ e (hoTy2)(p+Th) dy.
Br(y1)

Recall y; is a density point for p+7h and a Lebesgue point for S and y; and yo are Lebesgue
points for h. Hence, when we divide by £4(B,(0)) and we let r | 0, we obtain (AZ43). O

Henceforth, as we did in Section 5, we will omit the proof of these kinds of perturbation
arguments. They can be made rigorous using the ideas contained in the previous Proposi-
tion. For the next proposition, we will need the sets D(e;), which were previously defined
to be the interior of the set of points z such that e(z,x) is finite.
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Proposition A.4. (Bounds on the transported mass) With the notations and assump-
tions from Proposition [A.3, the following implication holds: If there there exists a positive
constant \g such that

Ao dx < p,
and
)\0 < P,
then there exists a positive number 0 such that
A
ZO <p+Th,

for all T in (0,0). Here, § depends only on Ao, ¥, and e.

Proof. Let p = p+ 7h. If the sets D(e;) are of the form (a,00) with a finite, then since
h(z) € D(ez) and (C2), (C5), and (C8) hold, the lower bound follows easily by choosing
d sufficiently small. Hence, we assume that the sets D(e;) are of the form (—o0,0). (We
remark that due to (C8) the two conditions are mutually exclusive).

By (C6) and (C8), there exits ¢ such that for every 7 < ¢ there exists r such that

r < =¥l

l<&—p>§mr§1<&—p> n Q.
T\ 4 T\ 2

Set A, ={p<p+rmmy(z)} and C, = {x € A, : T(z) ¢ A,}. For a contradiction, suppose
|A;| > 0. Note that |C;| > 0. Otherwise, by (L5

and

A _ _ _
AL > 5(A) 2 (T (A) = p(T 7' T(Ar)) 2 hol 4.
Define the sets
cl .= {a: eC, : T(x) € Q} and C?:= {a: €eC, : T(x) e 89}.

Since C, = C!} U C?, we have that either |C}| > 0 or |C?| > 0. Suppose we are in the first
case. Then, we can find a point = which is a Lebesgue point for 7" such that T'(z) is a
Lebesgue point for p. If we stop sending some mass from x to T'(z) then we can create the
missing mass at 7'(x) and remove the extra mass at x. To do this we have to increase h(z)
and decrease h(T'(x)). By doing this, we produce a pair in ADM (p, p). Thus, by optimality,
we must have )

(b)) — (T (@) - 2= TEL

By construction, if we use (LI), we obtain

i) = (AL < o)) =

> 0.

T

and

o(T —p(T
This gives us a contradiction.
Now, suppose |C2| > 0. Then, we can find a point x € C? such that x is a Lebesgue point
for T" and h. If we stop moving some mass from x to the boundary, then we can remove the
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extra mass at . To do this we have to increase h(x). By doing this, we produce a pair in
ADM (p, p). By optimality, we must have

| =T@)P

¢ (h(@) - (T(@) - T

> 0.
As before ¢/(h(x)) < r and by construction » — ¥ < 0. This gives us a contradiction. Hence,
we conclude that

A
p—i-Th:ﬁzp—i-TmrzZO a.e in .
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