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SMOOTHING OPERATORS IN MULTI-MARGINAL OPTIMAL
TRANSPORT

UGO BINDINI

ABSTRACT. Given N absolutely continuous probabilities p1,..., pn over R4
which have Sobolev regularity, and given a transport plan P with marginals
P1,---,PN, We provide a universal technique to approximate P with Sobolev
regular transport plans with the same marginals. Moreover, we prove a sharp
control of the energy and some continuity properties of the approximating
family.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a multi-marginal Optimal Transport problem on the Euclidean

space: given N Borel probability measures p1,...,pxn € P(R?), and given a cost
function ¢ : (RY)N — R, the goal is to find
(1.1) mgn/c(ml,...,xN)dP(:Ul,...,:EN)

under the constraint
Pell(p,...,pn) = {PeP((Rd)N) | 7P = p; Vj = 1,...,N}.

Here 77 : (RN — R? denotes the projection onto the j-th coordinate, i.e., 7/ (1, ..., zx5) =
Xj-
When N = 2, the classical Kantorovich formulation of the Optimal Transport
problem is recovered; however, many characteristics of the multi-marginal problem
are different from the classical one. For a good survey on both cases see for instance
[T, 1.
In this work we want to investigate the properties of the space II(py,...,pnN)
when the measures p1, ..., pn share some regularity — in particular, we are inter-
ested in the case when the marginals have a Sobolev-type regularity, as clarified in
the following

Definition 1. If p > 1, we say that a probability measure u € P(R™) is WiP-
regular if p is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure L™,

and )
dp \*® 1
WHP(R™).
(aa) e wirem)
In other words, u is W1P-regular if there exists f € W1P(R™), f > 0, such that
dp
dcm U

We will denote by PLP(R™) the space of WlP-regular probability measures.
This definition arises naturally in the setting of Density Functional Theory as a
generalization of the one given by Lieb in [9] for p = 2. In what follows, when we
say that a measure is regular we will mean that it is W1P-regular for some fixed
p. After giving some basic notation and results in we study in [Section 3l
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the properties of regular measures, stressing in particular the relation between a
measure and its marginals.

Even when the marginals py, ..., py are regular, the optimal plan in (1)) may
be singular; it is well known, for instance, that in the case N = 2, under suitable
hypotheses, the optimal plan is concentrated on a graph. On the other hand, for
many applications, and in particular when dealing with I'-convergence, it may be
useful to construct regular transport plans which are “close” to a given optimal
one (see for instance [4, [7, [8]). With this in mind, in Sections BH8, we address the
following

Problem: Given p1,...,pny € PYP(R?), and given pu € (py,...,pN), find a
family (p°) .~ such that:

(Z) ME € H(pla s apN)v
(ii) pe € PP ((RHY) ;
(i1i) u® — p as e — 0 (for a suitable notion of convergence).

In other words, we search for W!P-regular multi-marginal transport plans with
marginals p1, ..., py which approximate a (non regular) transport plan p. Since in
general p could be no more regular than a measure, the natural topology for (iii)
is the tight convergence of probability measures, i.e., weak convergence in duality
with C, ((R?)Y) (continuous and bounded functions).

Notice that, if u is optimal in (II]), and the cost ¢ is upper semi-continuous and
bounded from above, combining (iii) and the Portmanteau’s Theorem we get

iy [ () () = [ () du(X),
e—0
whence we may say that p® is “almost” optimal for small e.

This problem has already been treated in C. Cotar, G. Friesecke and C. Kliippelberg
in [6 [7] and solved with a different construction for p = 2. Our technique was intro-
duced in collaboration with L. De Pascale in [3] and later used in [4] for studying
the semiclassical limit in Density Functional Theory. Recently, our construction
was extended to mixed states by M. Lewin in [§]. In the present work we give a
systematic presentation of the results for general p > 1, and we are also able to
obtain sharp energy estimates (Theorem 6.3 and [Theorem 6.4) and a strong W 1P-
continuity property (Theorem 5.1). The latter, in particular, turns out to be a very
useful tool in order to study the properties of the mapping between a transport plan
and its marginals. We will use it, in a forthcoming work in preparation with L.
De Pascale, to show that the map which sends a symmetric wave-function to its
marginal is open, partially answering to a conjecture posed by Lieb in [9, Question
2].

Finally, we want to point out that the definition of the smoothing operator
(Section [B]), which we give in the case of Sobolev spaces due to physical interest,
works in the same way for other classes of absolutely continuous measures, e.g.,
measures with C*® density, with analogous regularity and continuity results.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We will denote by RT the open interval (0,+o00). We recall the following ele-
mentary inequalities, valid for any a,b > O:
la? —bP| <la—blla+bP" 1<p<oo (2.1)
a7 = "] < Ja — b 0<ry <.
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Given p € P ((R%)Y), we denote its marginals by pl; = w;u, for j=1,...,N.
If f: (RHN - R, and 1 < j < N, we denote by

/f dX /fxl,..., dl‘l didl‘N

the integral of f with respect to all the variables except x;. This is a function of
the variable ;.
When f € WHP(R™), we will denote by

(2:3) IVF= (Do |0a 0] | s
j=1

i.e., when computing the norm of a gradient we take on R™ the p-th norm.
We say that a sequence of probability measures {u;} € P(R™) weakly converges
to u € P(R™), denoted py, — p, if for every ¢ € Cp(R™)

dm [ odu = [odu

A family of measures M C P(R™) is said to be tight if for every § > 0 there
exists K C R™ compact such that u(K) > 1 — ¢ for every u € M.
Finally we recall the following classical results.

Theorem 2.1 (Prokhorov’s theorem). A family M C P(R™) is tight if and only
if for every sequence {ur} C M there exists a subsequence {pn,, } and p € P(R™)
with fin, — p.

Theorem 2.2 (Generalized Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem). Let { f,}
and {gn}, cn be Lebesgue measurable functions, with g, > 0. Suppose that:

(i) |fn(x)] < gn(x) for all n € N, for almost every z;
(i) {fn} converges pointwise almost everywhere to f and {g,} converges pointwise

almost everywhere to g;
hm / Gn = /

Then f is Lebesgue integrable on E and

lim [ f,= / /-
n—oo
2.1. Roots and powers of non-negative Sobolev functions. The following

Propositions will be useful later in order to have an expression for the weak deriva-
tives of p-th powers and p-th roots of non-negative Sobolev functions.

neN

Proposition 2.3. Let p > 1. If u € WHP(R™), u > 0, then u? € WHL(R™), and
VuP = puP~Vu.
Viceversa, let u € WH1(R™), u > 0, such that

(2.4) /ulfp [Vu|’ < oc.

Then ur € WLP(R™), and Vur = ;u V.

Proof If u € WHP(R™) clearly u? € L(R™), and viceversa if u € W11 (R™) then
ur € LP(R™). Let u, € C®°(R™)N WLP(R™) such that u,, — u in WHP(R™).
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Then by the Holder inequality with exponents p and ﬁ

/‘uﬁ_1Vun —uP" V| < /uﬁ_l |Vu, — Vu| + / [Vul|ub™" —uP™|

1 1 |IP
p—L _ p—1l|p-1
uf ™t — P

—1
= [[unll, " IVu = Vun|, + [[Vull,

P
If p > 2 we use (21 and the Holder inequality to get

p=2,

|p ’

p—1 p—1 pil p-1
ub ™t = uP ™! < llun = ull,, lun + ul
p

ifl<p<?2lety=p—1€(0,1) and use Z2) to get

1 p—1
H}uf;l - up71| p=1 < |lupn — u||571 .

This completes the proof of the first part. Suppose on the contrary that u €
WLELL([R™), v > 0, and that the condition (Z.4) holds. Fix ¢ € C°(R™) and & > 0.
We want to prove that

1-p

(2.5) /(u—l—e)%Vqﬁ: —%/qﬁ(u—i—s)TVu.

To this end, let u, — u in WH1(R™), where u,, € C*, u,, > 0; up to a subse-
quence we may suppose also u,, — u and Vu,, - Vu pointwise almost everywhere.
Putting wu, in place of u in (Z3) we have pointwise convergence of both the inte-
grands, and we conclude via [Theorem 2.2] using the dominations

1-p
<e v [¢][Vunl,

1—

d(un, + E)Tqun

1—

plute) 7 Vu| <7 |g] [Vul.

Finally, letting ¢ — 0 in (23]), we have once again pointwise convergence of
the integrands, and we conclude by the classical Lebesgue’s dominated covergence
Theorem thanks to the hypothesis and the domination

1—

D p
[o(u+2) T u|” <l ul 7 [Vul” 0

Note that the condition (24 in is necessary, as the following

example shows.

Example 1. In dimension m = 1, fix p > 1 and consider the W ! function

sin(z)?P7! 0<z <7
flay = 50 .
0 otherwise,
whose weak derivative is f'(z) = Xjo,xsin(z)?~2cos(z). The point is that f%
does not belong to W1P(R), since the weak derivative of f » should be gp(x) =
p,%lX[o,w] sin(m)fé cos(x), but

g = [T eos@)l?
| toayan = 22 [ a

sin(x)

diverges at both 0 and 7

Proposition 2.4. If u, — u in WHP(R™), up,u > 0, then uP, — uP in WH1(R™).
Viceversa, let up, — u in WHHR?), u,,u > 0. Let hy,,h € L*(R™) such that
up P [Vug " < hy, w' P [Vul? < h, and

(2.6) Tim / By = / h.

Suppose also that for every subsequence {hn, } there exists a further subsequence
1

converging to h pointwise a.e. Then wl — ur in WLp(R™),
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Proof. If p = 1 there is nothing to prove, so assume p > 1, and take u,, — v in
Whp(R™). Using ([2.1) and the Holder inequality with exponents p and %,

—1
/ [, — ] < [ — 1t + ]2

Since u, — u in W1P(R™) and hence in particular u, is bounded in LP(R™),
we get that uP2 — uP (strongly) in L*(R™).

Moreover, Vul, = pul~*Vu, and Vu? = puP~*Vu by hence by
the Holder inequality

/|Vuﬁ — Vu?| < p/uﬁ_l |Vu, — Vul +p/ [V |ub =t — uP~?|

)

< plunll;” (90, = ul, +p [ V0] = ot

which converges to zero as in the proof of [Proposition 2.

To prove the converse, suppose by contradiction that there is a subsequence
(denoted again u,) such that

1

= 1
Uh , UP >4 >0.

Wwi.p

2.7)

By hypothesis, up to a further subsequence we may assume that w,, — u,
Vg, — Vu and hy,, — h pointwise almost everywhere. Then we have by (2.2),

g

1 1
HVuﬁk —Vur

1 1
Uy, — UP

p
< /|unk — ul = [Jun, —ully,

,1/
Ppp

Here the integrand converges to zero pointwise, and using the domination

and
1-p 1—p p
Un; Vg, —u 7 Vu

1-p

~ P
Unt Vg, — wr Vu| <ovt (un P |V, [P +u' 7 [Vulf) < 2P (hy,, + h)

1
and the condition ([Z8) we conclude thanks to [Theorem 2.2 that ul, — u? in
WLP(R™), contradicting (7). O

3. REGULAR MEASURES

In this Section we study the space PYP(R™) of WlP-regular measures. By
it is immediate to see that

€ PHP(R™) = uc PHYR™),

but the converse is not true in general if p > 1 (see [Example 1)). Thus, when p > 1
we have a strict inclusion PLP(R™) C PLEHR™), .

The set PLP(R™) has a natural structure of metric space if endowed with the
distance

du \* ([ dv \?
acm acm ’
Wip

which can be seen as a refined version of the Hellinger distance between two ab-
solutely continuous probability measures, where the LP norm of the p-th roots is
replaced by the WP norm.

A" (p,v) =
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We aim to study the space (Pl’p ((Rd)N) ,dlvp) in relation with the map which
sends a W1 P-regular probability onto its marginals, namely
m: PYP (RHY) — PRHY (3.1)
p— (sl -
In particular we want to prove the two following facts:
o if y1 is W1P-regular, then plj is WP regular for every j =1,..., N;
e the map m: PL* (RY)N) — PLP(R?)N is continuous with respect to the
distance d"P and the relative product topology on the codomain.

These properties will be proved in [[heorem 3.2 and [I’heorem 3.4 respectively.
We remark that the latter was alredy proved by Brezis in [9, Appendix] in the case
p = 2. We start by introducing some technical results about the projection map.
In what follows, if u is WlP-regular, with a slight abuse of notation we will denote
by u(X) its density, whose p-th root belongs to WP ((Rd)N). Forj=1,...,N let

(3.2) plys) = [ OO, Vuly(ag) = [ o) a5,

where Vg, is defined according to It is easy to prove, approxi-
mating p with smooth functions in W ((R*)V), that Vpul|; is the distributional

gradient of u|;, hence pu|; € WEL(RY),

Remark 1. Notice that | ; coincides with the (density of the) push-forward measure
under the projection 77: (R9)N — R? on the j-th factor, which makes the notation
is consistent.

By in order to prove that the marginals of a W!P-regular mea-

sure are WhP-regular, it suffices to show that

[yt |Vl @) do
is finite.

Lemma 3.1. Let p € PYP (RY)N). Then, for every j=1,...,N,

@) 2 [Vl )| <9 [ [Vt 0] a;,

Proof. Recalling and using the Holder inequality with exponents

ﬁ and p, we get

ViG] <p [ 00T |V 0] aX;

<p (/mxm&)p; (/’szu%(X)’p dXJ-)’lJ

p=1 1 Poos "
= pulj(z;) 7 (/ ‘Vavjup (X)‘ de) ;
which implies the thesis. (I
As a corollary we obtain

Theorem 3.2. Let pn € PP (RY)N). Then its marginals belong to P*?(R?), and
1 1-p
Viuly)r = S uly) 7Vl

Proof. Apply the result of[Proposition 2.3/to u|; € W (R?), using the domination
given by Lemma 311 O
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Finally we want to prove that the map 7 defined in (B is continuous.

Lemma 3.3. Let p" — p in PYP (RDN). Then p"|; — pl; in L'(RY) and
Vu'l; — Vol in LY(RY)E

Proof. Using (1)) and the Holder inequality,
J 1) = (o) s = [ | fx) = o ax,

< [0 0) = w0l ax

dl‘j

and
19071 @5) = Vi (o) dzy = [ ‘ [ Vet (30) = V)%,

< [ 192,4700) = V)] X,

We conclude thanks to [l

Theorem 3.4. The map 7 is continuous from P1P (RY)N) to PLP(RY)N with the
product topology.

dSCj

Proof. Let pu™ — p in P47 ((R?)N), and fix j € {1,...,N}. In order to prove that
p'l; = pl; in PLP(R?) we want to apply [Proposition 2.4} with

ot =7 [ |90, 0| %5, hta) =7 [ [Tupb 0]

By Lemma 3.1] we have (p],;)'7|V(u"],)|” < hy and (ul,)'=? |Vul,;|” < h.
Condition (2.0) is ensured by

1 p
lim [ () dr; = p” lim /‘vmj(m)z(X)‘ ax

n— oo
1 ||P
— p* lim vaj(,ﬂ);
1||P
:pp ij/'[/p
P

= /h(:z:j)dxj.

We now follow a construction similar to the one of the Riesz-Fischer theorem,
and already used for the analogous result by Brezis in [9, Appendix]|. Recall that, by

p" — pin W ((RY)N). For every subsequence (denoted again

hy), extract a further subsequence (hy, )i such that:
(i) V(u”’“)% — V/ﬁ pointwise a.e.;
(i) |[Vur)r = vur || <2
Let ’

1 p ad 1 1 p
F(X) = |Vir (0| + D[V ()5 (X) = Viur (%)
k=1
Since F € L' ((R?)") and clearly

V()3 (X) TR

"< orlp(x), ‘VM%(X)

we have that h,, — h pointwise a.e. by dominated convergence. Finally p"|; — ul;

in WH1(R?) by [Cemma 3.3, and we may conclude by [Proposition 2.4] O
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4. ENERGY OF REGULAR MEASURES

If p € PHP(R™), it will be useful to deal with the Sobolev norm of ,u%. However,
since p is a probability,

:/u(;c)dij/‘Vu%(x)‘p dw=1+/’Vu%(w)

so all the information is contained in the second summand. Therefore we give the
following

p p

dz,

1
wnr
wip

Definition 2. If u € PP, the W' P-energy of i is defined as

(4.1) E10 (1) = / Vit (2)

p
‘ dx.

In the special case p = 2, this quantity may be seen as the kinetic energy [ |V1/1|2
of a system described by a wave-function ¢ € W12(R™), which justifies the name.
It is well-known (see for instance [9]) that the kinetic energy of a wave-function is

bounded from below by (a constant times) the kinetic energy of its marginals. This
is also true in our setting, as stated in the following

Lemma 4.1. Let y € PY? (RY)N). Then
N
EVP(n) 2 Y &M (uly).
j=1
Moreover, if p1,...,pn € PLHP(RY),

N
inf {EY ()| € PHPR™) N (p1, ..., pn)} = > E(p)).
j=1

Proof. Fix p € P17 ((RY)"). By [Theorem 3.2 and [Lemma 3.1] we have

P

V(0,7 (a)

1 1 p ~
:E:utj(‘rj)lip’vul,j(xj)’pS/‘VzJMP(X)‘ dX;.

Summing on j and recalling the condition (23)) we get the thesis. As for the
second statement, due to the first one clearly we have

inf {EV ()| € TW(pr,...,pn)} = D EVP(py).

Jj=1

Let however u(X) := pi(x1) - pn(zn); then p is such that p € PLP ((RT)N)
and

hence
p

1 p 1
/‘ijup(X)’ dX/‘VPf(iEj) da; = EVP(p;).

Finally summing on j and taking into account the usual condition (23],

N
EVP(u) =Y EP(p;). O
j=1
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Proposition 4.2. Let n € C*(R™), n > 0 such that [n =1 and define for e >0
1 x
£ _ —
n(@) = = (2)-
Then, for every u € PLP(R™),
EVP(pwn) SEV(p) and  lim EVP () = £ (p).
e—
Proof. By the Holder inequality with exponents p and ﬁ we have
IV () (@)] = (Vi) *7°) ()]
< /IVu(y)lnE(w —y)dy

< (/u(y)”’ V() 0" (= — y)dy> () (@)
Since p * n° € C*°(R™) we have

V(s ) @)

N zla(u «nf)(2) 7 V(i) ()]

p

<! (/ w(y) P IV ) 0 (e — y)dy)% : (4.2)

whence

-

EVP () /‘Vu*n )7 ( )‘ dz
< pp w(y) P V) 0t (x — y) dy de

= / ‘Vu%(y)‘p dy = €V ().

In order to prove the second part, it suffices to show that (u * n® )% converges
strongly to ,u% in WP to get that

! —1:51’p(u).

im 1.7 ) = li )v 1= H ’
Lim P (% n°) Elgr(l)H(u*n)P . 0
Since (u'=P|Vu|?) * n° — p'=P|Vu|’ pointwise a.e., inequality ([E2) gives a

domination which allows to conclude thanks to O

5. DEFINITION OF THE SMOOTHING OPERATOR

In this section we start to deal with the main problem of the paper, which we
recall here.

Problem: Given p1,...,pny € PYP(R?), and given p € (py,...,pN), find a
family (p°) .~ such that:

(i) p° €l(pr,....pN);
(ii) p € PHP (RN
(111) pu* — p ase — 0.

To this end, we will define an operator
0:RT x P (RHY) —
(€, 1) — 0%y

such that:
A. for every € > 0, forevery j=1,...,N
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- if pl; € PHP(RY) for evey j=1,...,N, then
O°[u] € P17 (RN ;
C. for every ¢ € C} ((Rd)N),

tiny [ 0d0%) = [ odu

This will give a universal construction which solves the problem: properties
[AHCl ensure that, taking p® := ©¢[u], the requirements (i)—(iii) above are satisfied.
Moreover, the smoothing operator © will also satisfy the following form of continuity
with respect to the measure argument.

Theorem 5.1. Let p*, 1 € P (RM)N) such that:
(i) p" — p in duality with Cy (RT)N);
(i) for every j=1,...,N, u"|; € PLP(RY) and pl; € PLP(RY), with
lim d"? (u"|;,ul;) = 0.

n—o0

Then, for every e > 0,
lim d*? (©°[u"], ©%[u]) = 0.

n—o0

The proof of [Theorem 5.1] will be presented in [Section &

Now we proceed with the construction of the smoothing operator ©. Given
>0, let n°: R* = RT be

c 1 Els
n (Z) - (27T€)d/2 exXp <¥> .

For i € P ((R%)N), we define the measure A®[u] as the convolution of y with the
kernel 7 (x1) - - - ¢ (z), i-e., if ¥: (R*)N — R is any continuous bounded function,

e [emanue) = [[er Hn yi — 2) dp(X) Y.

Notice that A®[u] is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
with density

— [ TL v~ o) du(x),
k=1

Finally, if ¢: (R)" — R is any continuous bounded function, we define ©°[y]
via the expression

e (yk—iﬂk) e
62 [wder //w T ) ANV,

Here, with a slight abuse of notation, the denominator (pl;, *n®)(yx) denotes the
density of the measure ul; * n° evaluated at yi, namely

(uly, *0°) (yr) = /ne(yk — ap) dply, (2r),

and is always strictly positive, since p|, is a probability and 7 > 0.
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Remark 2. This construction fits into the general framework for the composition of
transport plans, as in [2| Section 5.3]. Indeed, the definition of ©¢[u] may be seen
as follows: as a first step we regularize p by convolution; secondly, we consider the
2-transport plans §; for j =1,..., N defined by

/qﬁ(w,y)dﬁj(w,y) = /aﬁ(%y)ne(fc —y)dul;(y)dy

for any ¢ € Cp(R? x RY). Notice that 8; has marginals pl; *n° and pl;. Then
©¢°[u] corresponds to the composition of A®[u] with §; on each corresponding j-th
marginal.

Lemma 5.2 (Property[&]). Let pn € P ((R")N). Then for every e > 0 and for every
j=1,...,N the following hold.

(i) A=[ull; = sl
(i) O<[pll; = .

Proof. (i) If ¢ € Cy(R?), by the Fubini’s Theorem we have

[ o)l w) = [ o) dnfuly)
= /¢(yj) 117 (e — @) du(x) dy
k=1

= /d)(ya‘)ns(ya‘ —x;) dp(X) dy;

:/d)(ya‘)ne( = ;) dpl () /¢ y;)d ") (w;)-

(ii) Using (i), if ¢ € Cp(R?), by the Fubini’s Theorem we have

/w] d(6° [ /mj d(O[1))(X)

N
B . n° (Yx — k) 2 dAS
~ [[ ) L 2y duleto) 407G

i
L}

—~

&

_ |  — %) ) () dudl (s
-/ o) o ey Al ) (0) il o)

6. REGULARITY OF ©

In this Section we prove that © satisfies property [Blof Section[5l Moreover, some
additional estimates on the W' P-energy of ©¢[y] also hold. Let p € P ((R%)™) such
that ul; € PLP(R?) for every j = 1,..., N. Then ©%[u] is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, with density given by

o)) = [ Pu(X.Y)ay,

where we denote by P¢[u] the integral kernel appearing in (5.2)), namely

. T (e — ) EOAE
(6.1) Pelp)(X,Y) = kl;[l il * 7)) *n5>(yk)MLk( k) A [u](Y).
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Let us denote by

V., 0700 = 2 e x)
(VY — )
/777 TP Y )y, (6.2)

We claim that V,;©°[u](X) is the weak gradient with respect to the j-th variable
of ©%[u](X) in WH((RH)N). Indeed, if v € C2((R%)Y), by the Fubini’s Theorem
we may perform first the integration in z; to get

/vzjw(X) X)dX = // ) [1](X,Y)dX dY
-// ¢<X>MP€[M1<X,Y>dXdY
//1/; V" yff_ xj))PE[ 1(X,Y)dXdY
-/ w<x>%@w<x>dx
/1/; /V” yﬂ_ xj))PE[ 1(X,Y)dY dX.

To conclude that ©%[y] € P1? ((R4)V), in view of [Proposition 2.3} it suffices to

show a suitable domination, which is given by the following

Lemma 6.1. Let u € P(R)N) such that p|; € PYP(R?) for every j =1,...,N.
Then

‘vzjes ‘ @5 )l—p
. \VML (SCJ) [V (y; — )"
=2 ( MLjJ(CCj)p / Jf zyj PY) dY)

Proof. By the triangular inequality we immediately get

€ ’v'utj(xj)’ € |V77€(yj7xj)| e
V2,07 | < SRR e () + [ S v ay

Using the Holder inequality with exponents p and ﬁ,

IV (y; — @)l e
/—y]—x]) Pelu)(X,Y)dY

1
v (y; — xj)|” B p=1
< (/B mE e yyar ) oo
i)
and the thesis follows. [l

Finally we get the proof of property Bl together with the usual explicit formula
1
for the weak gradient of ©°[u]».
Theorem 6.2 (PropertyB). Let € P ((RY)N) such that ul; € PHP(RY) for every
j=1,...,N. Then ©°[u] € P** (RHN), and

V., 0l (X) = ~6°[4(X) V.., 071 (X).
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Proof. Recalling it suffices to check that condition (Z4]) holds.
Using [Cemma 6.1] we have

1920 0]” 71 (x) 7 ax

Y \C] P w i
<2 ( uLj(:cj)p O [ul(X )dX+/ v T PE[u)(X,Y)dY dX

/‘ZM% J+/|V77 |p )

VWW%p+CW£m%

where the latter is a constant depending only on the dimension d, the exponent p
and e. 0

From [Theorem 6.2 we get also some estimates on the W'P-energy of ©¢[u]. In
the case p = 2 the Hilbertian structure allows to simplify some computation and
to get sharper constants.

Theorem 6.3. Let i € P ((RY)N) such that pl; € PL2(R?) for everyj = 1,..
Then

N.

°

Nc(d)
_ L2(@%[u]) < 12(
(6.3) £12(0° § b -

)

where c¢(d) is a constant depending only on the dimension d.
If in addition p € P12 (RHN), then

(6.4) EV2(O°[u XN: (HV% \/AE[M]H2 + A(E,u))2

Jj=1

where

\/512 — EV2(p]; % 7pF).
Proof of[Theorem 6.5 By [Iheorem 6.2 we have

120 /\v\/@e—(x\

L[ Iver (X))’
4 O°[u](X)

dx
1y M :
—Z// Vil (@) - V0Y; = 25) per o vy ax dy

pl;(x5) yg*xg)

2

V(Y — 5) e
+;/@E[u](X) ’/ oy —;) [W(X,Y)dY| dX.
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We treat the three terms in order. First we have

—Z/'V“ Corpiyax - 1 /‘V” da;
/’V\/>z] dz;

The middle term vanishes. Indeed, using Fubini’s theorem and a change of
variables,

// V“ y (7 z_)xj)Pe[M](X,Y)dXdy
VU ( — ) MY =) e ©;
// - ) (MLj*na)(yj)MLj( A [p] (V) dz; dY

= / Vil (%‘) ' V?f(yj — x;) dz; dy;

= ([fwmstenas) - ([ virea:).

and the second term is zero, as it can be seen, for instance, integrating in spherical
coordinates.
Finally, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2

< / |V77 yﬂ:;ﬂ | Pelu](X,Y) dY) / Pelu](X,Y)dY
— %[ /|V77 ygi_ij | Pelu)(X,Y)dY.

Hence the third term is bounded by
Z |V77 yﬂ z)l D5 = 5501 pepy)(X, V) dY dX
—z) 2

N 2
-2 / / lv:a((y]—_wﬂtj(zjm& [1)(Y)dY da;
N

Yj — ;)
:Z// %“Lj(%)d%d%
_y [IVrQE | Ne@
7N/ n°(2) d e

where ¢(d) is a constant depending only on the dimension d.
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In order to show the second part of the statement, notice that, if p is W1P-
regular, performing a change of variables in (6.2]) we may write

. _ Vuli(;) Vil =) )\ .
V.ot = [ (S5 e S ) P

/vsza H yﬂ _”CJ pl; (;) dY (6.5)

]:1 y])

-~ )+ I1(X)

We estimate both terms via the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get

o —(/VW g ?252”

fﬂmxmﬂj/ﬁwmxmy

2

- | \V“ S ey
and
TI(X)|? < (/ ’V%AE [](X,Y)dY)/PE[u](X,Y)dY
. wwwmmw28
@MMUPT@W?—PMMJMY
It follows that
\Y% Vil * %) (y;) |°
//’ o (T{mgfif P 1) dxdy
//‘Vu V(uu ]**772:2?%) 0 (y; — xj)pl,(z5) do; dy;
/Wu - wwﬂmmm:y
(uly* ) (y;)
= 4E12( L) 4512( L *n°)
and
2 A°]
;]( // Ve, ?]Y() P(X,Y)dX dY
_ \vw )|’
-/ ST

Hence, for every 7; > 0,

/

< (L4m) (€M (uly) = 72 (uly x ) + (14777 /WZJAA: §VY)

Optimizing in 7; and summing over j =1,..., N we get the thesis. (I
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Theorem 6.4. Let pn € P ((RY)N). Then there exists a constant c(d,p) depending
on the dimension d and the exponent p such that

(6.6) £17(0° 1 <Z<51p %+ C(f/vgp))p

If in addition p € PYP (RHN) and p > 1, then

N 1 ,
6.7) (O lu]) < Z <HV1jAE[uF Tl u))
where
A(E,p,ﬂ): |:(51p( L ) Slp( L * 1 )) — Slp( L *7]5>p7i1}7 l<p<?2
(&P (uly) — EVP(ul; *n%)) 7 p>2

and c, is a suitable constant depending only on the exponent p.

Proof. Combining [I'heorem 6.2 and [Lemma 6.1 we get the first part of the state-
ment, proceeding as in the proof of [Theorem 6.3] and using the triangular inequal-
ity in L. When the marginals are regular, we use (6.5) to write V. ©°[u](X) =
I(X) + I1(X), and estimate both terms via the Holder inequality to get

s oy [T SO
|II( >|P<@€ p 1/’vaAE ’P [ ](X,Y)dy

When we integrate with respect to the X variable, the triangular inequality in
LP gives
IV, O X))
(/ O [u](X)17
(//‘Vu (@) Vluly*n7)(y;
() (uly*n°)(y;)
(V) »
(// |V””JA V)l PE[M](X,Y)deX>
(// ‘ Vil ( (utj 7)) |”
 (uly ) ()
\szAa miels ’
! </ Aot )

Now we recall the following inequalities by Clarkson [5]: if f,g € LP(v), then
H f—gl|"

=

)

" pe (X, Y)dY dX)

1
P

1y — )l (e )dxdy)

1 1 f+yg
1+ 5 - | 54| pr2 (68

f—g|7 1 1 T f g
1554 < G giar)™ - |52 1<e<z 0o

where all the norms are L?(v) norms.
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. Vul(x v .xn€
If we apply (6.8) on RY x RY with f(z,y) = ulfjj(a(c))’ glz,y) = % and
dd—téld(z’y) =n°(y — 2)ul,(z), we get for p > 2

- S
//' ) ¥y — )l () de dy
e [ |

n*(y — z)pl;(z) dz dy

ol
(1l % n°)(y)
-JIFne
o- 1/!Vut;§w o 1/!V(/{j*7)75)(y)

Vil ( Vi(pl; *n7)(y) |
‘//’ uum '+ ul, 7))
On the other hand, using (69), for 1 < p < 2 we have
//‘Vu i@ u *1°)(y)
(z) i *17)(Y)
- |Vu | o [Vl )]\
S[(Q al (T 0 /u*e)(y) W
_(//‘wj:c L V<)) o
plj () (ulj *m°)(y)
Finally, by convexity of the function z + |2|” on R? we have
//‘Vutj(x) N V(ul; *n°)(y)|"
pl () (ul; *m°)(y)

z//‘M 0y — o)l (@) dedy

p
n*(y — x)pl;(r) dedy

n*(y — 2)pl;(x) drdy

p—1

Uty — 2o )dxdy) ]

n*(y — x)pl;(z) dedy

E s« a .
e )235 ((ML 77)()()) ,Jj_[z;))ns(y — z)ul;(z)dzdy
a p—2 a 2
j )()?5 | ( )()35) | n(y — -T)IUL](‘T) dzdy

D ‘v J
=2 / i, *nf)(y)p*

Hence, for p > 2,

st

p—1 ‘V/J/](ZC |v
<2 < )p 1 / J p

— 9p— 1 5119( LJ) glp )
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while for 1 < p <2

- S -

<277 [(EVP(ul,) + EVP(uly ) 77 — 28V Pl )]

Putting all together and summing on j we get the thesis with ¢, = 25 O

Remark 3. As one would expect, if the measure p is not regular then the bound
on the energy of ©¢[u] diverges as € approaches zero, as in ([6.3)) and (6.6). On the
contrary, if u is W'P-regular then the bound on the energy of ©°[y] in (6.4) and
[61) converges to the energy of p as e — 0. Indeed, on the one hand A(e,p, u)
converges to zero by On the other hand, let A\°(z1,...,2n) =
n°(z1) - n°(zn), we have A°[u] = p* A%, and hence

(NZRCEPOL Iy LA
p p

When we raise to the power p and sum over j we get £P(u)in view of the usual

condition ([23).

7. CONTINUITY OF O IN ¢

Finally, in this section we prove that © satisfies property[Clof Section[El In order
to simplify the notation, let as above P¢[u] be the measure over (R?)Y x (R%)N
given by

J[eeeartaceyy = [ oo TT S dua) aapu ),
k:l

already introduced in [Section 6 and let Q¢[u] be the measure over (R%)N x (R%)N
given by

J] ey = [[ o) f[ (v — 1) dpu(X) dY

for any 1: (RN x (RN — R bounded and countinuous.

Remark 4. Notice that, if ¥ € Cy, ((R)"), then recalling definitions (E1]) and (E.2)
we have

J[eearpacey) = [[ o kn_ﬁ;i) Ayl (o) AT (V)
— [we0deuc)
while
[[earcey) = [[ o) f[ y’““ Lyl ) A (V)
= [wr)arpuy)

On the other hand,

/ / $(X)dQ (X, Y) = / / H(X) ﬂ 0 (e — ) dp(X) dY
k=1
_ /¢(X
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while

[[era@tucey) = [[ o) TLwn - o dux)ay
k=1
= [wr)ar )
Let us introduce a couple of technical results.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a constant K(d), depending only on the dimension d,
such that for every e, > 0,

/ n°(z)dz < K(d)e .
{lz|=7}

Proof. Tt is just a computation: passing to spherical coordinates and denoting by
o4 the surface area of the unit sphere in R?,

od T a2
/ n°(z)dz = —g/ ré e 2= dr
{l=I>7} (2me)> Jz

—+oo
oq _z2 d—2 _ s
< —e sz e 2ds
5 2
22 bt
“+o0
oq _z2 =2 _s
< —e e s 2 e 2ds
22 0

Pl ({|X — Y] > r}) < NK(d) exp (__2)

Q%[ ({1X = Y| > }) < NK(d) exp (—) ,

where K (d) is the constant in[Lemma 7.1]

Proof. Observe that

{(xX,Y) e R)Y x ROV X — Y| >}

c U x.v) e @YY x @YY |2y — g > ﬁ}
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Using [Cemma 7.1} this yields

) 2/{|x.y_>r} kl:[l %dmkm)dm[u](ﬂ

—Z/{l - ne(yj —x;) dpl;(z;) dy;
Ti—YilZ N

zj d x;)dz;
/{W )yl ()

S [ e Ko ().

Analogously,

QLI{IX Y] = 1) <ZQ€ ({125 -wl= =}

/{ oy LT =m0

) Z /{wj—ynzL n°(y; = ;) dpl;(x5) dy,

“(z5)d x;)dz;
/{W )l ()

0 /{ - z)dz < NK(d) exp (-%E).

We now move towards the proof of property [Cl Even though it requires to test
the convergence of ©¢[u] to p for all the continuous and bounded functions, first
we prove the convergence for a smaller class, namely the continuous functions with
compact support.

Proposition 7.3. Let € P ((RY)N). Then, for every ¢ € C. (RY)N),

tiy [ 0(0) 467 () = [ () dulx

Proof. Fix v: (RY)N — R a continuous function with compact support and & > 0.
Since v is absolutely continuous, let €9 > 0 be such that

X —Y|<ed = [0(X)—9(Y)| <.
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Using [Remark 4] we have:

[t /w ) du(X ‘
‘/w ) dO°[u /w )dA® [ )‘
‘/w ANl (¥) — [ 00X dux ‘
< [[ 1w - vt aruee ) + [ [ 1) - ve0) a@uxy).

Let us put

W=

A = {(X, Y)e ®RYY x RYN: |X - V| >«

N

}
BE:{(X,Y)G(Rd)N RHV: |X — Y|<s}
Using [Cemma 7.2]

1000 = o] P y) < 2] PPl (49)

< ONK(d) []l. exp (ﬁ) |

which goes to zero as € — 0. On the other hand, for every € < g we have

J[ w0 = vl apelee ) < opus) <
Treating the integral with respect to the measure Q¢[u] in the same way we get
the thesis since § was arbitrary. O

One way to extend the result of to the continuous and bounded
functions is to use the Prokhorov’s theorem (Theorem 2.1), by first proving that,
for every p € P ((RY)N), the family {©°(u)}.., is tight. In view of Lemma 5.2)
this is actually a simple corollary of the following more general result.

Theorem 7.4. Let M C P ((R)N) such that, for every p,v € M and every

j=1,...,N,
pl; =vl;
Then M is tight.
Proof. Let p1,...,pn be the common marginals of all the measures in M, and fix

§ > 0. Since every p; is a probability, we may find K C R% compact such that
pi(K)>1—2 forall j =1,...,N. Let KV := K x --- x K C (R")", which is
compact. We claim that u(K™) > 1 — ¢ for all u € M. First notice that

N
:U(Rdx~~~xKCx~~~de).
joth

[

j:
Hence, for every u € M,
p(EM)) <Y pRx - x K€ x -+ x RY)

+

1 j-th

™M=

I
WE
“;
M
3
ﬁ
IA
an
Zl%
Qq

<.
[
—

so that u(KN)>1-4. O
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Finally combining [I'heorem 2.1| with [Proposition 7.3 we get the convergence of
©°[1] to p in duality with Cy, ((R4)"Y), as wanted.

Theorem 7.5. Let p € P (RYN). Then, for every ¢ € Cy, (R)N),

tiy [ 0(0) 467l (X) = [ 6(X) dux).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists § > 0, a sequence €, \, 0 and a
continuous bounded function v : (R)Y — R such that

(71) \ [reoaemi - [ w<x>du<x>] S50,

Denote for simplicity ju, := ©°"[u]. We know that the family {pn}, oy is tight,
and by [Theorem 2.1 we may extract a subsequence u,,, weakly converging to some

v € P ((RY)N). However [Proposition 7.3| ensures that v = y, and hence fin, — p,
contradicting (Z.I]). O

We conclude this section with a final result about the continuity of ©. We
proved in [Theorem 7.5] that ©¢[u] — p as e — 0, which is the natural notion of
convergence as far as y is no more regular than a measure. However if ;1 has some
better regurality, say p € PP (RY)"N), since ©%[u] € PP for every € > 0 it is
natural to ask whether ©¢[u] — u in the d''P-topology. The answer is positive, as
stated in the following

Theorem 7.6. Let € PYP (RY)Y), with p > 1. Then
: 1,p € —
tim d17(O¢ ] 1) = 0,

Proof. Combining the fact that the family GE[M]% is bounded in WP due to
[Theorem 6.4] and the result of [Theorem 7.5 we get that @8[;1]% — ur weakly in
We (RH)N) as e — 0. Since WP is uniformly convex, we need only to check
that

. or 11
Ehir(l) H@ [l wip Wip

The LP-norms are identically equal to 1, so we need to prove the limit for the

1
-
norms of the gradients. The weak convergence of V@E[u]% to V[L% implies that

lim inf HVGE[M]%

e—0

> ||Vur
LP_H H

L
The other inequality follows from [Remark 3 O

8. CONTINUITY OF O IN p

We devote this final section to the proof of [Theorem 5.1} Throughout this sec-
tion, ¢ will be fixed and positive. The main idea for the proof of [Theorem 5.1l is
to use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, but in order to do so we must
have some fine upper-bound on the integral kernel P¢[u] defining ©¢[u]. We refer
to (BI) and (52) for the definitions. With a slight abuse of notation, since A®[u]
and pl; * n° are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, we
will use the same symbol for the measure and its density.

Lemma 8.1. Let € P (RY)N). Then:
(i)
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(i) Let R >0, v € [0,1] be such that u|;(B(0, R)) > . Then
g Yl + R)?
(ply *n)(y;) > ez &P (Mi)> :

2me)d/2 2¢
Proof. (1) We apply a general version of the Holder’s inequality with exponents
p1 = ---py = N, and use the fact that 7°(2) < 7°(0) = (2m¢)~%2, to get

as wanted.

(ii) We start observing that

(1l *m)(y;) =/n8(yj — ;) dpl;(x;) 2/ n°(y; — x;) dul;(x5).

B(0,R)

When z; belongs to the ball B(0, R), the minimum value of n°(y; —x;) is attained

at x; = —R‘zﬁ, or at any boundary point if y; = 0. Thus, in this region,
1 (ly;l + R)?
Elnr. . _ J
n(ys =) 2 (2me)d/2 P ( 2e
and the thesis follows easily. (]

Lemma 8.2. Let p,,p € PYP(R?) such that p, — p in the d“P-topology. Then
the family {p} U{pn},cy i tight. In particular, for every v > 0 there exists R > 0
such that p,(B(0,R)) > 1—+ and p(B(0,R)) > 1 —1.
Proof. Due to Prokhorov’s theorem (Theorem 2.1]), it suffices to show that p, — p.
However, by [Lemma 3.3 we have the stronger property p, — p in WHL(RY)., O
Proposition 8.3. Suppose that p" — p, with p™|; — pl; in PLP(RY) and pl; =
pl; pointwise a.e. on R? for every j = 1,...,N. Then ©¢[u"] — ©°[u] pointwise
a.e. on (RHN,

Assume in addiction that Vu™|; — Vul; pointwise a.e. on R?. Then VO<[u"] —
VOs[u] pointwise a.e. on (RN,

Proof. Let P¢[u](X,Y) be the integral kernel defining O°[u], namely

N
P, Y) = [ LW =T o)A (v).

i (el = n7) ()

We claim that P[u"] converges pointwise a.e. to P¢[u]. For every Y € (R%)N
and every j € {1,..., N} we have

[y % %) (y5) — (uly %07 (y)| < /776(93‘ — aj) | (x5) — ply ()| day
1
(2me) %

IN

1" = uli|l, =0
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by [Proposition 2, Moreover
AU (Y) = ATl (Y)

/Hn i — ) dp"( /Hn i — ;) du(X)

goes to zero for every Y because [[n°(y; — ;) is a fixed countinuous bounded
function, and ™ — p. Finally fix X € (R?)? in the set of full measure such that
pli () — plj(z;) for every j =1,..., N.

We need only to find a domination for P*[u"]. For every j =1,...,N let R;
given by for v =1, and let R = max; R;. Using[Lemma 8.1 (i) and (ii)
one has

PEr(X,Y) < (2me) O

Tt — o (. <<N1><|yj|+R>2>

. 2Ne
J=1
s N 2 2
N (N-DR n —lzil* =1y [+ Nz [+2(N-1)R)|y;|
=2V 2¢ I I m LJ(%)@ PERN) 2Ne
j=1

When X and ¢ are fixed, the latter is an integrable function of the variable
Y = (y1,---,yn), and we conclude the first part of the proof thanks to[Theorem 2.2l
Recalling (6.2) we have

V., 00 1x) = et oo - [ T pegg vy

prl(2y) n°(y; — x5)
and
v
V., 000 = 8 orfuix) - [T I peyix vy ay

Using the first part and the additional assumption on the pointwise convergence
of the gradients, we immediately see that
V™l (x; V™| (z;
/;[; L]( ])@g[un](X)_> /:; L]( ])
1% Lj(xj) 2 Lj(zj)
converges pointwise a.e. on R% x R?,

As for the second term, like before the integrands converge pointwise a.e., and
the domination is obtained using [Cemma 8.1 (i) and (ii). O

From using some dominations already seen in we

obtain the following corollary.

O [u")(X),

Corollary 8.4. Suppose that " — p, with u™|; — pl; in PLP(RY) and wrly = ply
pointwise a.e. on RY for every j = 1,...,N. Then (@E[M"])% — (©°[y] )
L? (RHN).
Assume in addiction that V| ; — Vpul; pointwise a.e. on R?. Then (@g[u"])% —

(©[u])¥ in WP (RY)N).
Proof. By we already have pointwise a.e. convergence of the func-
tions. Using ([22]) we get

(O (X))F — (O°[u(X))¥ | < [0°[u")(X) — 7] (X)]

< O°[u"](X) + ©7[u](X).
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The latter converges pointwise to 20°[u](X), and

[erriax+ [eueax -2

which allows to conclude the first part of the proof thanks to [Theorem 2.2
Using the expression given by [Theorem 6.2l and (Z2]) we have

/\v% Car %< X) - v, 0 ) ()| ax

/ O[5 (X) 7 V., 071" (X) — O°[u](X) 7 Vo, €[] ()| X,

By|[P we have pointwise convergence to zero of the integrand. In
order to control the gradients we recall [Lemma 6.1] and get

O 1" (X) 7 V.., 07 [u"](X) — @6[ J(X) 7 V., 0[] ()|

< 227 (O [u"(X) P |V, O[] (X) | + ©° [ (X) 7P [V, 0[] (X))
‘VM" ) |V’I7 yj_$J| n
< 47— (u”b(w;)p / e Py
p—1 ‘VNLJ(%) |V77 yg_$J|
4 (uuxm x)+ [ =8l ey av

—: 4p_1gn(X) + 4P~ 1g(X)

By hypothesis we have that that g, — g pointwise a.e. as in the proof of

Moreover, as already seen above,

/ /‘v )e zj)’pdszr/%dz
/ pp/’v ’1) (x;) dx] /|

which allows to conclude thanks to [Theorem 2.2} O

and

As a final result we obtain [Theorem 5.1] which we report here for the sake of the
reader.
Theorem 5.1. Let p™, pu € P (RMN) such that:
(i) p™ — p in duality with Cy (RY)N) ;
(i) for every j=1,...,N, u"|; € P P(RY) and pl; € PLP(RY), with

lim d"? (u"|;,pl;) =0.

n—o0

Then, for every e > 0,
lim_d'? (©°[u"], 6°[) = 0.

n—roo

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that there exist 6 > 0 and a subsequence of (u™)
(denoted again (u™) for simplicity) such that
(8.1) d"? (0°["], ©%[u]) = 0.

Extract a further subsequence (p™); such that p™|; — pl; in PYP(R?), and
in addition p"*|; — pl; and Vu™|; — Vul; pointwise a.e. on R? for every

j=1...N. Due to we should have (©[u"*])» — (©°[u))» in
WP (R*)N), contradicting (&.I). O
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