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Abstract

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality, applicable to bounded measurable sets A and B in R?, states that
|A+ B|Y4 > |A|Y? + |B|Y?. Equality is achieved if and only if A and B are convex and homothetic sets
in R?. The concept of stability in this context concerns how, when approaching equality, sets A and B are
close to homothetic convex sets. In a recent breakthrough [FvHT23], the authors of this paper proved the
following folklore conjectures on the sharp stability for the Brunn-Minkowski inequality:
(1) A linear stability result concerning the distance from A and B to their respective convex hulls.
(2) A quadratic stability result concerning the distance from A and B to their common convex hull.
As announced in [FvHT23|, in the present paper, we leverage (1) in conjunction with a novel optimal
transportation approach to offer an alternative proof for (2).

1 Introduction

Given measurable sets X, Y C R™ with positive measure, the Brunn-Minkowski inequality says
X +Y[" >|X|7 +|Y]|".
More naturally, for equal sized measurable sets A, B C R™ and a parameter ¢ € (0, 1) this is equivalent to
[tA+(1—)B| > |A],

with equality for equal convex sets A and B (less a measure zero set). Here, A4+ B ={a+b|a € A, and b € B}
is the Minkowski sum, tA := {ta : a € A}, and |- | refers to the outer Lebesgue measure. The Brunn-Minkowski
inequality is a fundamental tool in analysis and geometry going back to the 19th century, the importance of
which is expertly documented in [Gar02].

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality is part of a vast body of geometric inequalities, such as the isoperimetric
inequality, the Sobolev inequality, the Prékopa-Leindler inequality, and the Borell-Brascamb-Lieb inequality
(e.g. Figure 1 in [Gar(2]). The famous isoperimetric inequality states that, for a given volume, the body
minimizing its perimeter is the ball. The isoperimetric inequality follows from Brunn-Minkowski by taking A
a ball and letting ¢ tend to zero. The Prékopa-Leindler inequality asserts that for ¢ € (0,1) and functions
f.9.h: R" — Ry with the property that h(tz + (1 — t)y) > f(z)g' ~(y) for all z,y € R® and [ f = [y,
we have [h > [ f with equality if and only if f(z) = ag(z — x¢) is a log-concave function for some a € Rxq
and xg € R™. Prékopa-Leindler implies Brunn-Minkowski by taking f and g to be the indicator functions of A
and B. The Prékopa-Leindler inequality in turn is subsumed by the Borell-Brascamb-Lieb inequality. Studying
these inequalities and their stabilities has sparked a fruitful field of research in recent years.

The stability of Brunn-Minkowski asks for the structure of sets A and B which are close to attaining equality
in Brunn-Minkowski. This study goes back to the work of for instance Diskant and Ruzsa [Ruz97]. Two
folklore conjectures concern the stability of Brunn-Minkowski: if we are within a factor of 1 4+ ¢ from equality,
then the distance from the sets A and B to a common convex set is Odyt(\/g), and furthermore, the distance
from to their individual convex hulls is Og,.(d). These conjectures have received a lot of attention becoming
central problems in analysis and convex geometry (see e.g.

Figlh, (CMIT vHST22; FvHT23]). Recently, the
present authors resolved these conjectures in [EvHT23] (stated as Theorem [[H and Theorem [L3] below).
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The stability of the isoperimetric inequality was first explored in 1921 by Bonnesen [Bon21] who settled the
planar case. The optimal result in higher dimensions was established only in 2008 by Fusco, Maggi, and Pratelli
[FMPOS]. In a cornerstone paper, Figallii Maggi, and Pratelli [FMP09, [FMP10] used mass transportation
techniques to generalize this to a sharp stability of the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality while simultaneously
proving the following sharp stability for the Brunn-Minkowski inequality for convex sets.

Theorem 1.1 (Figalli, Maggi, and Pratelli [FMPQ9, [FMP10]). For all n € N and t € (0,1/2], there are

computable constants cg;u > 0 such that the following holds. Assume that A, B C R™, are convex sets with equal
volume so that

[tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1+0)]A].
Then, up to tmnslatio,

|AAB| < c@;ﬂ\/%m.

The aim of this paper is to develop a different mass transportation approach on the stability of the Brunn-
Minkowski problem in order to strengthen the above result to non-convex sets.

Theorem 1.2. For alln € N and t € (0,1/2], there are computable constants cg?l Jy, ﬁ > 0 such that the

following holds. Assume § € |0, anEtZ), v E [O,ﬁ), and assume that A, B C R™, are measurable sets with equal
volume so that

[tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1+0)|A| and [co(A) \ A| + | co(B) \ Bl <~|A].
Then, up to translation,

4nB) < &2 22y

In recent work of the current authors [FvHT23], the following linear stability result to the convex hull of A
and B was established, solving one of the aforementioned conjectures.

Theorem 1.3 ([FyxHT23]). For n € N and t € (0,1/2], there are constants Q,JQ > 0 such that the
following holds. Assume § € [O,ag;?), and assume A, B C R™ are measurable sets of equal volume so that
[tA+4 (1 —t)B| < (1+90)|A|, then
|co(4)\ 4| + [ co(B) \ B| < &4,
A notable application of Theorem [[2]is that, in combination with Theorem [[3], it gives the following result.
Corollary 1.4. For alln € N and t € (0,1/2], there are computable constants Cﬂn%?(% > 0 such that the

following holds. Assume 6 € [0, n,t) and assume that A, B C R™, are measurable sets with equal volume so
that [tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1 +0)|A|. Then, up to translation,
1AAB| < &LAVG)4).
This corollary is a weaker instance of the following quadratic stability recently proved by the current authors.

Theorem 1.5 ([FvHT23]). For alln € N;n > 2 and t € (0,1/2], there are computable constants Q}ﬂ, clg >0

such that the following holds. Assume § € [O,ojﬁ) and let A, B C R™ be measurable sets with equal volume
satisfying

[tA+ (1—t)B| = (1+0)|A]|.
Then, up to tmnslatiorE, there is a convexr set K O AU B such that

|K\A|=|K\B|§£FE@A|.

Note that % > 1/2, but a priori we don’t have any lower bound in terms of n. However, as a
consequence of [FvHT23| Theorem 1.7] these two measures are actually equivalent for near-convex sets A, B, i.e.,
with | co(A) \ A|+ | co(B)\ B| = Oy(6)|A|. Hence, the main difference between Theorem [[L5land Corollary [[4]
is in the ¢ dependence of the stability constant. Actually, even combining Theorem with the optimal version
of Theorem (see Conjecture 14.1 in [FvHT23]) would still not obtain the optimal ¢ dependence provided by
Theorem

IThat is, there exists z € R™ so that |(A + z)AB| < cg;]\/g\/ﬂ
2That is, there exist =,y € R” so that x + A,y + BC K and |K \ (z + A)| + |K \ (y + B)| < t“mnng%\AL



The first contribution to the study of sumset stability was made by Freiman [Fre59] in dimension n = 1.
Freiman’s celebrated 3k —4 Theorem [Fre59, [LS95] [Sta96] from additive combinatorics, implies a strong version
of Theorem [[.3 in dimension 1. If t € (0,1/2] and A, B C R are measurable sets with equal volume such that
[tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1 +6)|A| with § < ¢, then |co(A) \ A| < t715]A| and |co(B) \ B| < (1 —t)~1§|B|, which is
optimal.

Stability in higher dimensions is considerably more difficult; in [Chr12bl [Chri2a] Christ showed a qualitative
result: if n € N, t,e € (0,1/2] and A, B C R™ are measurable sets with equal volume such that |[tA+ (1 —¢)B| <
(149)]A| with § sufficiently small in terms of ¢, n, €, then there exists a convex set K such that, up to translation,
K D> A/ Band |K\ Al = |K\ B| <¢|A|. In a cornerstone result, Figalli and Jerison [F'J17] obtained the first
quantitative bounds: |K \ A| = |K \ B| < §®ee®D™ ™) 4| A similar result for the Prékopa-Leindler
inequality was recently established by Borocky, Figalli, and Ramos [BERar].

Until recently, the only instance of Theorem for arbitrary sets was known in two dimensions due to
van Hintum, Spink, and Tiba [vHST23b]. In an independent direction, van Hintum and Keevash [vHK23D)]
determined the optimal value d,; = t™ for all values n € N and ¢ € (0,1/2] with the same bound on the
distance to a common convex set as in the result of Figalli and Jerison.

Even partial results towards Theorem [[.5] for restricted classes of sets A and B have received much attention.
Recall that Figalli, Maggi, and Pratelli [FMPQ09, EMP10] dealt with the case when A and B are convex. Figalli,
Maggi, and Mooney [FMM18] settled the case when A is a ball and B is arbitrary. Barchiesi and Julin [BJ17]
extended the previous results to A convex and B arbitrary. Despite all these results supporting Theorem [L.5]
a conclusive proof remained wide open and outside the scope of the available techniques for a long time.

The particular case of equal sets A = B in Theorem [[.3] has been thoroughly investigated. Indeed, after
establishing in [FJ15] some quantitative bounds for Theorem for A = B in all dimensions, Figalli and
Jerison [FJ21] proved Theorem [[3 for A = B in dimensions n = 1,2,;3. Van Hintum, Spink, and Tiba
[vHST22] proved Theorem [[3lfor A = B in all dimensions. Moreover, they determined the optimal dependency
on t. Furthermore, van Hintum, Spink, and Tiba [vHST23a, Theorem 1.1] established the optimal dependency
on d in dimensions d < 4 when A = B is a hypograph of a function over a convex domain. Another closely
related result by van Hintum and Keevash [VHK23a] is that if 4 C R" with [432| < (14 6)|A| with § < 1, then
there exists an A’ C A with |A’| > (1 — 0)| 4] and |co(A")| = On1-5(]A4']).

For distinct sets A and B, showing Theorem has proved much more difficult. Van Hintum, Spink, and
Tiba in [vHST23al Theorem 1.5], proved Theorem [[.3] when A and B are hypograph of functions over the same
convex domain. The only instance of Theorem [[3] for arbitrary sets was established by van Hintum, Spink and
Tiba [vHST23bl Section 12] in two dimensions. In spite of these determined efforts, for arbitrary sets in higher
dimensions a proof of Theorem was only recently found by the present authors in [FvHT23].

Acknowledgements. AF acknowledges the support of the ERC Grant No.721675 “Regularity and Stability in
Partial Differential Equations (RSPDE)” and of the Lagrange Mathematics and Computation Research Center.

1.1 Notation and conventions.

Before starting our proofs, it is convenient to briefly explain the notation that we will use throughout the
paper. With ¢ > 0, we shall denote a universal constant independent of the dimension, while ¢, > 0 (and
analogous notations) denote dimensional constants. Saying that the quantity a is controlled by O, (b) means
that |a| < ¢,b, while notation a = Q,,(b) means that a > ¢,|b]. When a constant also depends on ¢, we write
cn,t- To distinguish the constants that appear in the different statements, c!™ means that the constant c is the
one of Theorem ¢.m.

Throughout the paper, we fix n € N and either ¢ € (0,1/2]. We use |-| to denote the outer Lebesgue measure
in R™.

Given s € R and sets X and Y in R”, we define sX ={sz: z € X}and X +Y ={z+y:z € X,yeY}. A
set X in R™ is convex if for all ¢ € [0, 1] we have tX + (1 — )X C X. The convex hull co(X) of a set X in R”
is the intersection of all convex sets containing X. In particular, co(X) is a convex set. Two sets X and Y of
R™ are homothetic if there exist a point z in R™ and a scalar s > 0 such that X = sY + z.

Given a bounded convex set X in R™, we define X as the closure of X, which is also a convex set. The
vertices of X, denoted by V(X), represent the set V(X) = {z € X: co(X \ {z}) # co(X)}. It follows that
X = co(V(X)).

Measureable sets Xi,..., X in R™ are said to form an essential partition of R™ if | N; X¢| = 0 and for
J1 # jo, we have |X;, N X;,| =0. By a basis eq,..., e, in R, we mean an orthogonal set of vectors with unit
length. In light of Proposition 2.8 we can assume that the sets A and B (as well as all parts into which we
subdivide A and B) are compact.



1.2 Overview of the proof

We now turn to Theorem The starting point is the optimal transport approach used in [FMPQ9] to prove
a sharp stability result for the Brunn-Minkowski inequality on convex sets. In our case, the sets A and B are
only Ll-close to being convex, and we want to obtain a final estimate where the gap in volume (i.e., 7) appears
in the stability estimate with the same power as §. Because the optimal transport between arbitrary sets can
behave very badly in terms of regularity, we consider the optimal transport map sending co(A) to co(B). This
makes the first part of our argument (the first three steps in the outline below) very similar to the one in
[EMP09], but then we immediately face a series of challenges. The key issue is that the optimal transport proof
of Brunn-Minkowski provides a control on the transport map only inside the set A (although this map is defined
in the whole convex hull), while for us it is crucial to obtain some bounds also in the remaining region co(A)\ A.
By a series of delicate arguments exploiting the monotonicity of the optimal map (we recall that the optimal
map is the gradient of a convex function) and some interior regularity estimates, we obtain a radial control on
the transport map along all rays emanating from the origin and contained inside co(A). This estimate by itself
would be too weak. Still, the key observation is that we can repeat our argument by replacing the origin with
an arbitrary point o' inside (1 — €)C4, and replacing our sets A and B with new sets Q(A) and Q(B), where
Q varies among all affine transformations with ||Q||op, ||Q@ 7! ||op < @ for some fixed large constant 6. Averaging
our radial bound over o’ and @ allows us to find a sharp control on | co(A)A co(B)|, from which the final result
follows. We summarize the steps of the proof in the next subsection.

1.3 Outline of the proof of Theorem
The proof of Theorem follows the following steps.

0. Reduce to the case that A and B are sandwiched between two balls of comparable sizes, and look like
cones centered at the same vertex

1. Let C4 D A and Cp D B be convex sets of size |Ca| = |Cp| = (1 + 7v)|A4|, and let T : C4 — Cp be the
optimal transport map between them.

2. Note that if we let E := T~1(B) N A, then
(6+2)|A| > [tA+ (1 —t)B| - |E| > / (detD (tId+ (1 — )T — 1)dz,
E
where D is the Jacobian.
3. Analysing the eigenvalues of D(T) (cf Lemma BTl akin to the methods in [FMP09]), we find that this

implies
)
/ ||D<T1d>||opd:cs0n< —j”) 41
E

4. By an elliptic regularity argument (cf Lemma BI3) this implies ||D(T — Id)(z)|lop < On (1 / ‘HT'V) for

points € (1 — &)Cy4 and in particular in some small ball around the origin.

5. Next, we note that C4 \ E is small, so when integrating a bounded function, we find

:CT X
/ (D(Id— T)(x)) = du < On(7)|A] + / ID(Id — T)(@)||opd < O, { /252 |41
. llz ;

2 lZl]2 t

(Here, we crucially use that DT is nonnegative definite; in particular, we only control the integral on the
left-hand side from above.)

6. Combining the two previous steps, we find

CET

(D(1d — T)(w)) 2 T
[z]]2 [lz]2 Y
L. B A= On (V T) Al




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

This allows us to integrate radially, giving

Up to this point, we only used that B(o,§2(n)) € (1 —€)Ca. So, in fact, for all o’ € (1 —2¢)C4 we get

Using the fact that A and B look like cones at the same vertex, we find that |0’ — T'(o')| = O, <\ / ‘H'T"’)
(see Lemma [B.6)).

Hence, we find

o
/ <x —T(x), #> dx < O, Ity |Al.
aCa |lz — o[l t

This is the conclusion of Proposition [3.11

We find the same result (cf Corollary B.2)) if we first apply an affine transformation Q

o, Q@ Q) N[5
e, 0~ 7ol 15 =G )¢ SO"( t )'A"

Proposition 3.4 shows that, considering an appropriately distributed random affine transformation and
random point o’ € (1 —€)Cy4, then

Qz) — Qo)
Q) = Q)]

Eq.o [<Q<x> — To(Q()) ﬂ > Q,(d(z, Cn).

Proposition shows that
|CAACE| < O, </ d(z,C’B)d:c) .
9C »

Combining the last three steps gives the desired estimate

/s
|AAB| < |CaACp| + 2v|A| < O, < %) |Al.

2 Initial reduction

We start with a simple reduction (Proposition[2.8) to allow us to assume that A and B are sandwiched between
two balls of comparable sizes, and look like cones centered at the same vertex (cf Definition 7). Much of this
section follows the lines of section 2 in [EvHT23].

2.1

Setup

Definition 2.1. A convex set C C R™ is called a cone if there exists a hyperplane H not containing the origin
and a bounded convex set P C H such that

C:|_|tP.

t>0

Definition 2.2. We write SY ' for the simplex with vertices vy,...,v, € R"™. Assuming that Svo»"n
contains the origin in the interior, construct the family of cones €0vn .= {C; : 0 < i < n}, where

Ci = |_| tCO(’Uo, e Vi—1, U441,y - - ,’Un).
t>0



Note that the cones in €V~ form an essential partition of R™.

Definition 2.3. Fix vectors e, ..., e, € R™ such that S is a regular unit volume simplex centered at the
origin. Denote S = S and € = €0»0n,

Definition 2.4. A pair of sets X, Y C R™ is A\-bounded if there exists an r > 0 so that
rS Cc X,Y C ArS.

Definition 2.5. Given a cone F C C' € €, a pair of sets X,Y C F is (A, F)-bounded if there exists an r > 0
so that
r(FNS)CX,Y CAr(FNS).

Definition 2.6. A pair of sets X, Y C R™ is called a n-sandwich if there exists a convexr set P such that
oePCc X, YC(1+n)P.

Note that given a cone F' and a A-bounded n-sandwich X,Y C R", the pair X N F,Y N F is also a (A, F)-
bounded n-sandwich.

Definition 2.7. Say sets A, B C R™ are (v,¢, A\, u) conelike if there exist convex sets C4 DO A,Cp D B with
|Cal =|CB| = (1 +7)|A| = (1 +7)|B|, a convex set K, and a set S" obtained by intersecting a cone with a half
space with the following properties

1. B(o,1/¢) C C4,Cp C B(o,¥),
2.8 CA—-2Cyp—2,B—2Cg—2CAS", for some z € R", and

3 KCA+xz,Cs+2,B+y,Cp+yC (14 pkK, for some z,y € R"™.

2.2 Proposition

Proposition 2.8. Assume that for sets A, B C R™ satisfying the conditions of Theorem[L.2 that are (v, €, \, u)

conelike (for p sufficiently small in terms of n,t,¢, and \), we have |AAB| < ¢y .21/ 6%7—|A|. Then Theorem[L2
is true for all set A, B C R".

2.3 Lemmas

We recall the following result by Michael Christ.

Theorem 2.9 (Christ 2012, [Chrl2al]). For alln € N, t € (0,1) and n > 0, there exist constants 423 >0, so
that for all measurable X, Y C R™ of equal volume with the property that tX + (1 —t)Y| < (1 + JENXL then

Hgﬁgl |co(X U (v+Y))] < (1+n)]X]

We also use the following three lemmas from [FvHT23]

Lemma 2.10 (Proposition 5.4 in [EvHT23]). Let vo,...,v, C R™ be vectors not contained in a halfspace and
let A, B C R™ be measurable sets with equal volume. Then there exists a vector v € R™ such that for every cone
C € gvor-Un e have

[ANC|=|(B+v)NC|.

Moreover, for every n,A > 0, there is a computable constant 77 > 0 such that the éollowmg holds. If
{vo,...,vn} = {eo,...,en} (as in Definition [23) and if A,B C R"™ is a A\-bounded 7
A, B+ v is a 2A-bounded n-sandwich.

-sandwich, then

We won’t use Theorem 2.9] directly, but only through Lemma 2111

Lemma 2.11 (Lemma 2.11 in [FvHT23]). Forn € N, t € (0,1/2] and n > 0, there exist constants LI g
ci%:t:u(n) > 0 so that the following holds. If X, Y C R™ are measurable sets with | X| = Y| and [tX 4+ (1—-¢)Y| =
(14 6)|X| with 6 € [0, cl%:t](n)), then, up to translation, there exist measurable sets X', Y' C R™ so that

1. X', Y’ is an n-sandwich,



2 X = v'| = |x],
3. co(X') = co(X) and co(Y') = co(Y),
4 1X'AX|+ Y AY| < 2115 ),
5.t X'+ (1 —t)Y'| < (1+9)|X].
Moreover, if X CY, we additionally find X' C Y.

Lemma 2.12 (Lemma 2.12 in [FvHT23]). For n € N, and n > 0 the following holds. If X, Y C R"™ is
an n-sandwich, then there exists v € R™ and there exists a linear transformation 6: R™ — R"™ such that
O(v+ X),0(v +Y) is a (n? + n3n)-bounded nn-sandwich.

2.4 Proof of Proposition [2.§

Proof of Proposition[2Z.8 First note that we may assume |A| = |B| = 1. Let A = \,, := 16n5. Let £, be minimal,
so that a translate of B(0,1/¢,,) is contained in 155 N Cy, where S and Cj are defined in Definition 23 Let
¢! be minimal, so that 4nS N Cy is contained in some translate of B(o, /). Let £, := 2max{¢,,¢"}. Find
I = Unt = Unte, N, sufficiently small as required by the assumption. Let = 7, := p for notational
consistency. Choose 7’ to be sufficiently small in terms ijﬁand n, so that the second part of Lemma

applies with parameters (n;l)m =1, 7'}nzml = 7 and X4 = 2p3. Choose d,,; smaller than the constant
dn¢ (1), ) in Lemma ZTIl Let ¢, := (n + 1)car, A, /Wn + cm, where w, = (n 4+ 1)(4n3)", cpp, A, is the

constant from the assumption and LZID 5 the constant from Lemma 2111
First, use Lemma 21Tl with parameter 7’ to find A!, B! which form an n’-sandwich. Note that

|AAB| < |AAAY| +|BABY| +|A'ABY| < [A'ABY| + Z1-1514),
so it suffices to show
|A'ABY < e, ‘”T”|A1|.

Now apply Lemma, to A, B!, to find A?, B2 an n? + n3n'-bounded 1’ sandwich. A2, B? are just a linear
transformation and a translation away from A', B!. Note that n? +n%y’ < 2n3, so, in particular, A2, B2 is a
2n3-bounded 7’ sandwich.

We then apply Lemma 210 with vectors e, ..., e, and cones € from Definition 23l Let A3 = A2 and B? be
the translation of B? given by the lemma. Note that by definition of 7/, we find that A%, B3 is a 4n3-bounded
n-sandwich with the property that |43 N C| = |B3>*NC| for all C € €.

Fix a C' € €, and let

A :=A3NC and B := B3N C.
We will show that A’ and B’ are of the correct form to bound their symmetric difference.

Note that t(A3NC")+ (1 —t)(B3NC") C (tA%+(1—t)B3)NC’ so that these are disjoint for different C’ € €.
Hence, by Brunn-Minkowski we find that

L+ 0)Al > A + (1-1)B| > Y [HA*NC)+ (1 - t)(B*NC)| > tA + (1-t)B'|+ > |AnC.
cee C#C'ee

In particular, we find [tA’ + (1 — ¢)B’| < |A/| + J]A|. Since A3, B3 is 4n3-bounded, there exists some r > 0
so that rS C A3, B3 C 4n®rS. Given that |A?| = |A] = 1 and |S| = 1, this implies 1/4n® < r < 1, and thus
#S C A3, B® C 4n38S. Since A3, B3 is a n-sandwich, there exists a convex set K C A%, B® C (1+1n)K.

Thus, we find that |A'| > |Z=SNC| = WVH for all C € €. For notational convenience, let
wy, = (n+1)(4n)", so that

[tA"+ (1 —t)B'| < (14 w,d)|A"].

With this bound on |A’| and | B’| in hand, we are ready to define C'4» and C'/. Note that co(A’)\ A’ C co(A3)\ A3
and | co(A®%) \ 43| = |co(A) \ A, so that |co(A")| < [A'| + |co (A3)\ A3 = [A'| +~]A3| < (1 + wn7)|A'], and
analogously |co(B’)| < (1 + wy,7y)|B’|. Find convex sets C'ar D co(A’) and Cp D co(B’) so that

Car,Cpr CCN4n3SN(1+n)K and [Ca/| = [Cp/| < (1 +wpy)|A| = (1 +w,y)|B|.

With these in place we check that these sets are conelike (cf Definition 27)). Recall that #S NnC C
A B ,Ca,Cp C 4n3S N C. It’s easy to see that 1S N C contains a translate of B(o,1/¢,) and 4n*S N



C' is contained in a translate of B(o,!'). Hence, we find that A’, B’,Cy4/,Cps satisfy the first condition in
Definition 27

For the second condition note that S := #S N C is indeed a set obtained by intersecting a cone with a
halfspace. Hence, if we recall that \,, = (4n3)?, and let y = o, we find that A’, B',Ca/, C satisfy the second
condition in Definition 2.7

For the third condition, note that KNC C A’ C Car C (1+1n)(K NC), and analogously for B, Cp:. Hence,
if we let 7, sufficiently small in terms of n,t, £, and \,, set x =y = o, we find that A’, B, C4., Cp: satisfy the
third condition in Definition 2.7

Hence, A’, B" are (w7, €n, An, pbn) conelike, with p, sufficiently small in terms of n, ¢, £,, and A, so that by
the assumption in the proposition, we have

[(43NC) & (B*10)| = |ABB| < e 200 < 22 C 2T g

where we recall that ¢, := (n 4+ 1)cn.e, A, /Wn + L2110 We conclude by adding up the contributions from the
different cones C € €.

|A'AB!| = |A*AB?| = Z](ABABB)HC‘ S(Cn—ém) HTV
cee

|A].
We conclude with the previous note that

|AAB| < |A'ABY + EI1514) < ¢, (HTVIAI-

3 Intermediate propositions

The proof of Theorem relies on optimal transport. For the purpose of this paper, we only need to know the
following classical result: given two bounded sets A, B C R™ of positive volume, there exists a convex function
¢ : R® — R whose gradient sends the normalized indicator function of A onto that of B. More precisely,

if we define T' := Vi, then Ty (I}TIIA) = ﬁlB, where T} denotes the push-forward through the map T'
Furthermore, this map is unique: If ¢; and @9 are two convex functions such that T; := Vi, sends ﬁl A to
ﬁlB, then 77 = T5 a.e. inside A.

From now on, whenever we say that T is the optimal transport from A to B, we mean the (unique) gradient
of a convex function that sends ﬁl A to ﬁl B. We refer to [Figl7, Chapter 4.6] for a quick introduction to

this beautiful theory and more references.

3.1 Propositions

Proposition 3.1. For everyn € N and allt,e, X\, ¢,08,v > 0 with 6+~ < t2771/2, there exists c%%l)\,e, an%L’é >0

such that the following holds. Assume that A, B C R™ are (v,¢,\, mt,al) conelike. Moreover, assume that
[tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1+9)|A|. If T : Ca — Cg is the optimal transport map from C4 to Cp, then

_ o )
/ max x—T(x),u ,0 szC'ingu ﬂ|A|a
2€8CA [l = o'[]2 o t

for any o’ € (1 —¢)Cy.

Corollary 3.2. In addition, for all 0 > 0 there exists cpe x 0,6 such that the following holds. Let Q) : R™ — R"
be an an affine transformation with ||Q||op, [|Qlop < 0. If Tg : Q(Ca) — Q(CE) is the optimal transport map
from Q(Ca) to Q(Cp), then

g, {00 - o@D, GG ) 0 e < oy 0L

for all o’ € (1 —¢)Ca. O




Definition 3.3. Given a parameter 6, let a random scaling be the random affine transformation Q@ ~ Qp
generated as follows. Sample a uniformly random orthonormal basis e1,...,e, € R™ and sample 01,...,0, €
[0=1,0] i.i.d. uniformly. Then, in this basis, let Q be the random transformation given by the diagonal matriz
with entries 0;.

Proposition 3.4. For everyn € N, { > 1, there exists constants 0 = 0, ¢,cp e > 0 such that if
B(o,1/0) C 3Ca,3Cp C B(o,{) where Cx and C are conver,

o for every affine tranformation Q: R™ — R"™, Tg is a map with To(Q(Ca)) C Q(Cg),
e () ~ Qy is a random scaling, and

e 0 is chosen uniformly random from B(o,1/¢),
then, for all x € 0C4,

Proposition 3.5. For alln € N,{ > 1, there exists constants cy ¢, so that given two conver sets X,Y C R" of
equal volume with B(o,1/¢) C X,Y C B(o,{) we have

|IXAY| < Cn,g/ d(z,Y)dz.
X

3.2 Auxiliary Lemmas

Lemma 3.6. For every n € N and A\, £ > 0, there exists 513:)\32,77%4, 7%@7 0@2 > 0 such that the following
holds. Say sets A, B C R™ are (v,¢, \, u) conelike. Then for every nyo’n—ze%oyyg EyRﬁ”, there exists s € {1} such
that for every map M: 0C4 N OCp — 0C4 U ICE the following holds. There exist faces Fy of Cq and Fp of
Cp with the same supporting hyperplane H, and there exists wy € H, such that

B"(wo,1/188 ) N H ¢ Fyn Fp.

Moreover, for every w € B™(wo, 1/7%6) N H there exists a ball X, C R™ such that with y1 = M(w) — w we
have

1. X, c (1-&8))(CynCp)
2. |X,| =B34,
3. d(w, X,,) > 1/(458)

{y1,z—w)
4' ]P)CEGXw (|y11 ze—w| = ) 2

5 Prex. (25252 zaw)

ly2||z—w]

Lemma 3.7. For every n € N and A\, ¢ > 0, there exists TI%:AE > { such that the following holds. Say sets
A, B C R™ are (7,4, \, u) conelike. Construct simplex S = S + z with a vertex at z. Let Fy, Fy,...F, be the
faces of S’ where Fy is the face opposite vertex z. Then

1. 8cCanCpg
2. HU---UF, CoCa4NIoCE.
3. B(u,l/ﬂ) cS'c B(U,M) for some u € R™.

Lemma 3.8. For every n € N and r,0 > 0, there exists 3.8 > 0 such that the following holds. Let H be a

hyperplane and let HT and H™ be the two half-spaces determined by H. Let w € H with |w| <r. Let f be the

normal vector of H pointing to HY. Let y1,y2 be two vectors such that |<311|7|J;>\ >0 and |<322||J;>\ > 0. Then the ball

X = B”(w+f/(2r),k),

has the following properties:



1 X c(1—1/82) (B w,1/r)N HT)

2 Pocx ({4224 > 0) 2 1/2

[y1|[z—w]

3. For all z € X we have 22=w) >o0/4

ly2|z—w]

4. For all x € X we have |x —w| > 1/4r.

Lemma 3.9. For everyn € N and r > 1, the following holds. Let S" be a simplex such that B™(u,1/r) C S’ C
B"(u,r) for some u € R™. Let F be a facet of S’ and let H be the supporting hyperplane of F. Finally, let HT
and H™ be the two half spaces determined by H, such that H' contains S’ and H™ is disjoint from the interior
of S'. Then there exists v € F such that

B"(v,1/r)NnHT Cc &

and
B*(v,1/ryNH CF C B"(v,2r)NH

Lemma 3.10. For every n € N and r > 0, there exists om om > 0 such that the following holds. Let
S’ be a simplex such that B™(u,1/r) C S’ C B™(u,r) for some u € R”. Let fos f1, ..., fn be the inward normal
vectors to the faces of S'. Then for every unit vector v € R™ there exists 1 < i < n such that

(i, 0)| > B0,

Lemma 3.11. For every n € N, there exists a constant c%j:[l > 0 such that the following holds. If0 <t <1/2
and A, ..., An >0 and Ay --- A\, =1, then

/ZA*1 2 < BIDy—n <Ht+(1t )—1 +cBIﬂt %\/Ht+1t -1

Lemma 3.12. For everyn € N and for all t,e, > 0, there exists jt = [in 1.0 > 0 such that the following holds.
Assume that A, B C R™ are (v,4,\, ) conelike. Then

tA+(1—-t)BDt(l—¢/4)Ca+ (1 —t)Cp.
Lemma 3.13. Let C4,Cp be two convex sets in R™ with equal volume 1 and satisfying
B"(0,1/R) C C4,Cp C B"(0,R) for some constant R > 1. (3.1)
Let T = V¢ denote the optimal transport map from Ca to Cg. Then, for every e € (0,1),

[D(T —1d) || Lo ((1=e)cn) < Cnre[D(T = 1d)| L1 ((1-2/2)00)-

3.3 Proofs of propositions
3.3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.1]

Proof of Proposition[31l. We first observe that, by Caffarelli’s regularity theory [Caf92bl [Caf92al, we can write
T = Vi, where the function ¢: C4 — R™ is a smooth strictly convex solution of det D%y = 1.

Therefore, for x € Ca, DT (z) = D?*p(x) is a positive definite symmetric matrix with determinant 1 and its
eigenvalues A1(x), A2(x), ..., A\, () satisfy

M(z), A2 (), ..., Ap(x) > 0 and A1 (z)Ae(z) - Ay (z) = 1. (3.2)
Note that we can write tId+ (1 —¢)T = V($]|z|[3 4+ (1 —t)p) and that the function ||z[|3 + (1 —t)¢ is also

strictly convex.
Therefore, for x € Cy,

DO1d+ (1= 07)(e) = 0 (Gllal + (1 ¢ ) (@)
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is a positive definite symmetric matrix with eigenvalues
t+ (1=t (z),t + (1 =) Aa(z),..., t + (1 — )\ (2).

In particular, the function ¢tId + (1 — ¢)T: C4 — R™ is injective.
The above discussion shows that for every compact subset F C C4 we have

U te+ Q- )T(2) :/EdetD(tId—i—(l—t dm—/(Ht—i— (1—1)X )d

Construct the set E := (T"1(B) N A) U (1 — ¢/4)C4. By Lemma BI2 it follows that tA + (1 —¢)B D
U,eptr + (1 — )T (x). By hypothesis, we have [tA+ (1 —t)B| < (1 +0)|A].
Combining the last three lines, we get

/E<Ht +(1— t)/\i) dr < (1+6)|A4]

By hypothesis, we also have
[Ca\ Al = |Cp \ Bl =7]4], (3.3)
and because T is bijective and measure preserving, we get
1B > |T71(B) N Al = [A\T~(Cp \ B)| = |A] - |Cp \ B] > (1 —7)|A]. (3.4)

Combining the last two inequalities, we get

/E {H(t (=N — 1]dm < (5+9)A| (3.5)

%

Also, Lemma B.IT] together with (3.2 imply that

>0 -1 2 < BII- (Ht+(1—t )1 +cmt %\/HH (1—t)A) — 1. (3.6)

Therefore, we get

/E ID(T — Td)|lopdlz < /E IS 0012

g/ cimt"<H(t+(1t)Ai)1>+c§mt%\/n(t+(1t)>\i)1 dz
E i i
< BI-n(5 4 4)|4] + BID- 5/\/H(t+(1t)>\i)1dz

AT

chmt"@ﬁw)lAIJrclimt;\/ﬁ\//E (ITe+a-on)-1)a

< BI=n(5 4 y)(A] + B4 514 /E[VA]
< BIn(5 4 A + 2813 /517 4] < 381 (HTW|A|.

Here, the first inequality follows from the fact that the operator norm is upper bounded by the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm. The second inequality follows from (Z8). The third inequality follows from (3X]). The fourth inequality
follows from the concavity of the function z2. The fifth inequality follows again from ([B.3). The sixth inequality
follows from the hypothesis |E| < |Ca| < 2]A| and the final inequality follows from the hypothesis § + v <
t2n—1/2.

Thus, Lemma [B13] together with (B.7) and the fact that E D (1 —e/4)C4, implies that for x € (1 —¢/2)Cxy

ID(T = Id)(z)][op < L3 ‘HV (3.8)

11



Now, fix o’ € (1—¢)C4 and set P = B(0',&/2¢). Note that as C4 D B(o,£™1), it follows that P C (1—¢/2)C4 C
E. Combining B.7)) and [B.8]), we deduce that

ID(T ~ )l g, [ 1D = Dl / DT~ 1)y,
E\P

B |z =0l Pz =ol3 |z —o'[[37"

,/5+7/ / |ID(T — Idllopd
Hw—dH ep |z =03
BI3, /9
< Gz j/ nild:c+(2€5_1)”_1/ ||D(T — Id)||opd (3.9)
o ¢ B(o,e/20) ||2]]3 E\P
5+
< BB s o) + et [ DT - 1) s

) 1 )
< B 220 15 o, 1))+ (2t ts BT 20 g < B 200 g,

20

Here, the first inequality is immediate. The second inequality follows from (B:8]) and the fact that P C (1 —
£/2)Ca. The third inequality follows from the trivial bound that for # ¢ P we have ||z — o'||;' < 2¢e~'. The
fourth inequality follows from a simple change of variables. The fifth inequality follows from B). The final
inequality follows from the hypothesis |A| > 271 B(o, £71)].

In particular, by definition of the operator norm,

@) (D(Id — T)(w)) 2=2—
/max Jlr=oT; (O (@ ))nz o g4 gp < [ 1IPT = Idllopd < B3 5+7|A|
E

o —o'll5~ e fle—0ll3 oo

Note now that, for z € C4, as the eigenvalues of D(T")(x) are all positive by ([B.2), it follows that the eigenvalues
of D(Id —T')(x) are at most 1, which implies that

(x —o)T x—o

(D(Id = T)(x))

llz = o]z llz = o'fl2 —
As P C (1 —¢/2)Cy C E, it follows that for x € C4 \ E we have ||z — 0||2 > &/2¢, which implies that
— L < (20,

n—1 =

[|lz—o'||3

Combining the last three inequalities with [B.3]) and (3.4]), we deduce

5+7

/ s oud - D@
Ca

la = oIz~

G 0% de < (201 Y Cu \ Bl + BT, /25T 14

Cvne 5+ 5+
< @) 12014 + EF [ 4 < BT 22,

(3.10)

Now, for a unit vector y € S" (0, 1) define s, := max{s: o’ + sy € Ca}. Define the function f,(s): [0,s,] = R,
by fy(s) == ((0' + sy) — T'(o + sy),y). It is easy to check that < (f,)(s) = y? D(Id—T)(o' + sy) y. Thus, by

12



performing the change of variable z(s,y): R x S""1(0,1) = R", z(s,y) = o’ + sy, we get

2=0)" (D(Id - T)(x)) 29—
/ i d T DX ) le=oTe o\ g0
Ca

[l = o/llz ™"

= / / max {yT D(Id—T)(d + sy) y, 0} dsdy
Sn=1(0,1) JO<s<sy

2/ max{/ yT D(Id —T)(0 + sy) yds,O} dy
Sn=1(o,1) 0<s5<sy (311)
— [ mad [ )60y
Sn=1(o,1) 0<s5<sy ds
= [ max{fls,) - £,(0),0}dy
Sn=1(o,1)
= / max {((0" + s,y) — T(0' + syy),y) — (o' = T(),y),0} dy
Sn—1(o,1)
Combining (BI0) and @BITI), it follows that
1)
/ masc {{(of + syy) = T( + 5,9), ) — (o = T(0"),9), 0hdy < EP /=T 1a (312)
Sn—=1(0,1)

Integrating ([B.8) between o and o', and using that o’ € B(o,2¢) we find

lo—o’| o o
/ [D(T—Id) (0+t 0)] 22 at
0 o/ —ol )| |o" — o]

o’ —ol
< / gt (3.13)
0

BI3 1) BI3 1)
0/|nsl ﬂ§2€nsl ﬂ
VT S0\ T

Integrating this further over the unit sphere, we find

(T(0) = 0) = (T (o) = o) =

— 0

D(T—Id)(0+t o )

0" —of

5
/ max {{(T(0) — 0) — (T(0) — o), y) , 0} dy < |5" (0, 1)|20BLD % = 3L ‘”TV|A|. (3.14)
§n—1(0,1)

Hence, we can adjust [B12) to give
S 4 +300) = T +-530).) — (0= T(0),0), 0} dy
" o,1
< [ max{( ) - T+ syl — (o - T(6).0),0) dy
st (3.15)
+ [ max{(T(e) - 0) - (1)~ ). 0} dy
Sn=1(0,1)
1) ) 1)
< BID ﬂ|A| JEREl ﬂ|A| 213 H|A|
We aim to evaluate this as an integral over the boundary dC4 rather than the unit sphere S"~1(0,1). Recall
that o’ € (1 —€)Cy4 so that (1 —e)o’ +eCy C C4s. In particular, as B(o,1/¢) C Cy C B(o,¥), we have

B(o',e/t) C C4 C B(0',20). Considering the map z: S""*(0,1) = dCa;y — 0’ + syy, so that y = H%(o):”’ then

we find that the Jacobian of this map has determinant bounded by some constant, say k5, depending only

13



on ¢,¢, and n. Hence, changing variables, we find

I S R = R

<8 [ [ 4 3) = T ), ) — o= T(0),), 0}y (3.16)
< IEIDETA, (0474 < BTG, [0 4

Note that T~': Cg — C4, is also an optimal transport map. By repeating the entire argument above, we get
that for o* € (1 —¢)Cp

ey s =0 ) (o g o e < B

We now observe that T~!(0) belongs to (1 — )C4. Indeed, Lemma applied to 7! implies that 7!
uniformly close to the affine map x + T~1(0) inside (1 — ¢)Cp. Since T71((1 —e)Cp) C Ca, this implies that
T~!(0) remains at some uniform positive distance from 9C 4.

Now, integrating ([B.8)) between o and T~(0) (both of which are in (1 —¢)Cy4), we get

(T(0) — 0) — (0~ T~ ()] = |(T(0) — 0) — (T(T~(0)) — T~*(0)
lo=T""(o)| - T Y0) -0 \] T (o) — o
/o [D(T 1d) <"“|T—1<o>—o|>} 7o) —o]
lo=T""(0)| T-(0) — o
S/O ‘D(Tld) <0+57|T_1(0)_0|) ;

<lo— T (o) DB, [2EY < 5 BB [0
n,e,l t n,e,l t

ds

Combining the last two equations and using the fact that |0Cg| < |S™~1(0,£)|, we get that

/ max{<wT1(w),w70*> <T(0) LO*> O}dw
oCp lw — o*| | — 0*]
1) 1) 1)
< EI0, 22014+ 57 o, 0 e (200 < BID, 200 4,

We apply Lemma to the (7,4, A\, u) conelike sets A, B, together with the vector yo = 0 — T'(0) and the
map M = T in the case s = 1 and the map M = T~! in the case s = —1 (restricted to dC4 N ICE). Thus,
we find faces Fly of C'4 and Fp of C'p with the same supportmg hyperplane H and we find wyg € H such that
B"(wy, 1/7%5) N H C F4 N Fg. Moreover, for every w € B™(wp,1/r23,) N H there exists a ball X,, C R”
such that with y; = M(w) — w we have

(3.17)

L X, c(1-&8)cincp)
2. X, > m3d,
3. d(w, X,,) > 1/ (458

4. Poex, (<y w) 0) >1/2

Iylllw wl

5. Pocx,, ( suza—w) > 50 )

ly2|[z—w]

Consider the case s =1 and M =T (the other case is analogous). By averaging ([B.10) over o' € (1 —¢)C4, we

get
A
R B (SRR B R Y O = YLE
oC a4 Z— 0

z—0|
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which, by interchanging the integration and the average, is equivalent to

o
/ Boea-sca max{<z —T(2), z70/> - <0 —T(o), 20 > }dz o 10 s 7|A|
o0 S B

z

By restricting our attention to a certain part of the boundary, namely B"(wy, 1 /7]%:9'4) NH C 0Ca, we
deduce

z—0 zo’> } 5+'y
Eycii—eyo, max<(z—T1(2),7——)—(0o—T(0), —— _c@ A
/Bn@o,l/@g)m - {< ® |Z_O,|> < (0 =5 07,

For each z € B"™(wg, 1/ T%e) N H, by conditioning on the event o’ € X, and using the first two properties
of X, namely that X, C (1 — 5%3;\!4)0,4 C (1 —¢e)Cy, and that | X,| > m%:g!e we get

z—0 z—0 _ 5+’y
Evex. maX{<ZT(z),7> - <0T(0),7>,0}dz§ (milII ) 1c[§jﬂ\/ |Al.
\/B"(wU,l/@E)ﬂH € |z _ 0/| |z _ 0’| AL 1€,

Now for each z € B™(wo, 1/7%:?!2) N H, by conditioning on the event o’ € E,, where

/_ /_
E, = {0' € X,: 7@1’0 2) >0 and 7@2’0 2) > OJ%IX!Z}

lyallo" =z [y2lo" — 2

and using the last two properties of X, which imply |E,| > %|XZ|, we get

/ /
. - 5
/ Eoer. max{<z ~T(z), 2 > - <0 ~T(0), —2 > ,o} dz < 2(ni3d )1 .18 + 2T 4.
(o1, o = J] =]

For each z € B™(wy, 1/7133 NH and each o’ € E,, by the definition of E,, y; and y2, we have <z —T(z), Z’—":l> >

[e—o
Oandf<07T(0) =l > om olo—

By combining the last three 1nequaht1es we obtain

|8 (wo, 1/, 0 1| BB o~ 7(0)| < 20,8 BT 5+7|A|

n,e,l

hence

7(0) o < |B"(wo, 1/s88) 0 11| (0D, 120nB0, ) BIB 250 g < BE, JOET 0 3as)
= = = A e

By combining (3I8) with (BI6), we conclude

fe,mo{ e rn =g o}

g/aCAmaX{<zT(z),|z_O> B3, ‘S” }+ 07,

z t

5+ z—0 z—0
< I30Almn,x,s,e\/7+/am maX{<zT(Z),m> - <0T(0)7m ;00 dz

1) 1) 1)
< oCaldEI [T BIE O 4 < /2 )
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3.3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.4

Proof of Proposition[3.4] First note that if z € Cp, then d(z,Cpg) = 0, so the inequality trivially holds. Hence-
forth assume = & Cp. Define

o _ 1 R 11 -1 =292 Lo,
1 :=0.1, ¢—4£, «f.—nnn{ oL~ Qw }, 0 =207, g._241p0 =,
« := min 1529_%_2(71 — 1) — o 50~C, 1 and n := min 11/19_18_1 lqb
4 482 ’ 3 )
Write eq,...,e, € R® and 6y,...,0, € [#~1, 0] for the random parameters corresponding to transformation
Q ~ Qp.

We first restrict our attention to a controlled set of transformations (). We condition on the event that
67 < 0~'min;~1{6;} and the event that e; points roughly in the direction x, viz <|§—|, el> >1— a. As these

events are independent, there exists a constant c%j:gl so that
(91 <6~ nnn{@ } and <| K > >1- a) > c%m (3.19)

Henceforth, we condition on these events. We will show that, for these @, the stated inequality holds. For
notational convenience rescale by a factor 6~1/6;, so that we may assunle that 01 = 0~ and 6s,...,0, € [1,0].

First, note that as (z,e1) > (1 — a)|z|, we have (z,¢e;) < /1 — (1 — @)?|z| < v2al, which nnphes that

)| = \/Z ), ei)? < \/9_1<$,61)2 +3° 0% (@, e)2 < VO + (n— 1)200° < ¢, (3.20)

i>1

Q)| > (Q(z),e1) = 07z, er) > 090711, (3.21)

Q@) -To(Q(x)
Let u = G@—Te@@)-

Claim 3.14. (u,eq) > —1.

We show that (u,ep) is not very negative.

Proof of claim. Assume for a contradiction (u,e;) < —t). Let p be the point where the line through Q(z) and
To(Q(z)) intersects the plane spanned by es,...,e,. Write p — Q(z) = su for some s € R. Note s > 0 as
(Q(x),e1) > 0 and (u,e1) < 0. Since (Q(z),e1) < |Q(x)| < £ and (u,e1) < —1), we find that s < £/1. By the
triangle inequality, this implies |p| < |p — Q(z)| + |Q(z)| < £ + &/ < 1/L. Since, 6; > 1 for all i > 1, we have
B"(0,1/£) Nspan(ea,...,e,) C Q(B™(0,1/£)) Nspan(ey,...,ey,), so that |p| < 1/¢ implies p € Q(B"(0,1/¢)).
Moreover, Q(B™(0,1/¢)) C Q(Cg), so p € Q(Cp). However, this implies Q(x) lies on the line segment between
p and Tg(Q(x)), both of which are in Q(Cg). Since affine transformations preserve convexity, this implies
Q(z) € Q(Cp), i.e., z € Cp, a contradiction. O

Let us return to the inner product <Q($) —To(Q(x)), m> |Q(z) — To(Q(x))] < u, %>
for some o’ € Q(B(0,1/¢)). Write

0:={o Q0. 1/0): (u. i D=0 =)

We shall argue |O| > cil:zz”Q(B(o, 1/0))|. Write 7 for the projection onto the plane spanned by ea, ..., e,, thus
) () (8550
(v ioe=om) = (o (e =am) )+ (e (o =)

and distinguish two cases; either (u,e1) > ¥ or {(u,e1) € [, 1]
In the former case, consider the set

O :={0 € Q(B(0,1/0)) : {d',e1) <0,]]d]| < (}.
Note that as ¢ < 871471, we have that {0’ € Q(B(0,1/¢)) : ||0'|] < (} = B(0,(), so that using symmetry in the
plane spanned by es, ..., e, we have |0'] = 1|B(0,()| > %5 |Q(B(0,1/0))].
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For points o' € O’, using Equation [21]) and a version of Equation (320), we get

‘<”“‘”(%)>‘ - ”(Hg(%)_ ||)‘ = lﬂ(%-(;?g@lﬁ;d)' < N e

On the other hand, because (0’,e;) < 0 we have

el (i =am) = (e - ) = (e )

9—1 9—1
?+< ?H(l o)

>

(x,e1) >

Combining these two bounds we find

o) = () (g =am+)) (70 (=)

PO~ 1 2y/(n—1)2a0¢ 2¢
Z eyt m ol T T T g
o (L amatte — oo ) > L s,
2 300 =

Hence, we find O’ C O, so that [O| > |O'| > £|B(0,¢)| > 255|Q(B(0,1/¢))].

— 92fgn—1
Now consider the other case, ie., (u,e1) € [—¢,9]. This implies that |r(u)] > /1 —¢? > 1. Write
= m(u)/|m(u)|. We consider the set

0" :=1{0 € Q(B(0,1/£)) : (o', e1) > 0, || (|| € (1/2¢,1/0),{m(0'),u’) < —¢}.

By symmetry in the plane spanned by es, ..., e,, we have that

0" = % {o € Q(B(o,1/0)) : [[m()I| € (1/2¢,1/8), (w(0'), w) < ¢}

Consider the transformation Q' ~ Qp with parameters e1,...,e, € R™ (same as Q) and also 671, 1,...,1.

As 0 = 071, 0y,...,0, € [1,0], we get Q'(B(0,1/¢)) C Q(B(0,1/¢)) and W > 9=l From this

containment and the rotational symmetry of Q’(B(0,1/¢)) around the e; axis, we deduce
1
07 = 5 {o" € @'(B(o,1/0)) : [[w()]| € (1/2£,1/€), (x(0'), u') < =6}

o € (Bo.1/0) : 1In(0)]] € (126, 10), ()

[N
cos(—1)
# {o' € Q"(B(0,1/0)) : ||m(o")]| € (1/2¢,1/0)}]

{o' € Q'(B(o,1/0)) : [Im(o")l| € (1/2¢,1/0)}|
5 o € Q(Blo,1/0)}] = {o" € Q(B(o,1/0)}].

Y

u') < —204}

IV Y
cnl»—lwh—t wl

vV
w|’_'

1
129n—1
Assume that o’ € @”. We have

Q) >‘ ‘< Q) >‘ Q@I _,,
(u-e1) <||Q<w>—o'||2’el SUT0w - ok /| = VT Tow) <3

where the first inequality follows from (o’,e1) > 0, the second inequality follows from the triangle inequality
and |e1| = 1 and the final inequality follows from |Q(z)| < £ and ||o/|| — |Q(x)] > 1/2¢ — €& > 1/3¢.
For the other term, we use |Q(z)| < & and || < /|7(0")[2 + (0/,e1)2 < \/1/€2 4+ 1/£2 < 2/ to find that

Q('T)_Ol |7T( )| / o)) — |{r ). 1/2 I7T—0/ _ _
(7 (=) ) 2 e s (G (=) = [m(QUa)) ) > o (o)) = ) 2 6 - &
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Combining these two inequalities, we find

Qz) — o >< < Qz) — o >> < ( Qz) — o )> Py 5
(oo o) = (o0 (o)) + (o (o —oms ) ) 20 € awwez 2
This proves that O” C O, hence |0”| < |O|.

Returning to the two cases (u,e1) > v and (u,e1) € [, 1], we now find that in both cases

0] = min{|0'], 10"} = BZQ(B(o,1/0))], (3.22)
where cl%m > 0 can be found in terms of (,0, ¢, and n. Note that if o’ € O, then

Q@ =0\ _ o - ro@)) {u-2E =2 5 06 - TG
’||Q(z)o’||2> =1Q(z) — To(Q( ))|< ,||Q(z)0,”2> > n|Q(x) — To(Q(x))|

>0 |z — Q7N (To(Q(x))| = no~"d(, Cp),

where the first inequality follows from the definition of O, the second inequality follows from |Q~!|,, < @ and
the last inequality follows from the fact that Q= (T (Q(x))) € Ck.
Now we are ready to conclude using the following Markov bound on the expectation we are trying to control:

Eg. [max{@(x) -~ To(Q()), Hg(%)_ &%z > OH

X

>P (91 <67! H1>111fl{9z} and <—|7€1> >1- Oé) P (Q(0') € 0|Q)no~ d(x,Cp)

|z

> BI3B.22 0140, o) > BAy(z, Op).

Here we used that if o’ is chosen uniformly from B(o,1/¢), then Q(0) is chosen uniformly from Q(B(o,1/¢)).
This concludes the lemma. g

<Q<w> - To(Q()

3.3.3 Proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition [33 First note that | XAY| = 2|X \ Y|, so it suffices to bound | X \ Y.
Given z € (0X)\Y, let y, be the intersection between the line segment oz and 9Y. We'll show that
|z — yz| = Or(d(x,Y)) and integrate |x — y,| over z to find the lemma.

Claim 3.15. |z —y,| < 2d(z,Y).

Proof of claim. Let p, be the projection of z onto Y, so that d(z,Y) = |z — p,|. Note that as z, y,, and o are
colinear, x,y,,p, and o are coplanar. Restrict attention to this plane, and let L be the ray (line) through p,
tangent to B(o,1/¢) so that L intersects the line segment ox. Write y/, for that intersection. Note that because
pz €Y and B(o,1/£) CY, we have |z — y,| > |x — y|, so it suffices to upper bound |z — y,|. We show that the
angle ZL, ox is lower bounded away from 0 in terms of /.

Let ¢ be the tangent point of L to B(0,1/¢), so that ZL, oz = Zty 0. Using the sin rule in the triangle ¢y’ o,
we find Sm‘(fjg‘“o) = 51775,42270) = Iy’1*0|’ so that using |y, —o| < £ and |t — o| = 1/¢, we find sin(Lty,0) > (2.
Considering the triangle y/.p,x, we find Zp,y.x = Zty. o, so that applying the sin rule again, we find |y, — x| =
sin(Zzpoyl)
sin(£pzyLx)

|z — ps| < 02|z — p.|. We conclude

|z — yo| < |yl — 2| < LPlz— pa| = Cd(z,Y).

Using this claim, we find

/ |z — yg|dz < EQ/ d(z,Y)dx.
X X
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Note that |J,coy (2, y2] = X \ Y. Let z: S"7!(0,£) — X be the map taking a direction v € S" (0, ¢) to the
intersection between R*v and 0X. Note that

U [, Y]

rzedX

<! U wf@wwwwwm]:[;</W*@ﬁM] U =) =y, v]|ds

vedS"—1(0,L) == vedS"—1(o0,0)

[ e 1€ 8 0,05 )~ | 2 £ s} ds

0<s</ |Sn ! 0 g

s/ WmSWWMwmm—szﬂﬂHw:/ 12(0) — oo |dv
0<s<¥

veEDS™—1(0,0)

The first inequality is immediate from the fact that we compress segments inside B"(o, ) radially outwards
onto the sphere S"~1(o, /).

As B(o,1/¢) ¢ X C B(o,£), we find that the Jacobian of the map z has determinant bounded by some
constant, say k, ¢, depending only on ¢, and n. Hence, we find

X\ Y| < / [2(0) — Yo ldo < /w/ 2 — |z < Wﬁ/ d(z,Y)dz,
vEDS™—1(0,0) ax X
which concludes the proof. [l

3.4 Proofs of Lemmas

3.4.1 Proof of Lemma

n
Proof of Lemmal3.0. Fix % = 27%, 0%4 = %/4, m%:g!e = B"(0,1)], 5%:6;\!4 =
ey wi

Mﬁmﬁﬂb
1/(3251)2).

Recall Definition 27 and construct simplex S’ = S” + z with a vertex at z. Let Fy, Fi,... F, be the faces
of S” where Fj is the face opposite vertex z. Then, by Lemma B.7]

1. 8cCanCg
2. HU---UF, C9C4NICp.
3. B(u,l/%) cSc B(u,r%) for some u € R™.

Let fo, f1,..., fn be the inward normal vectors to the faces Fy, ..., F,, respectively. By LemmaB.10 together

with (3), there exists 1 < ¢ < n such that |‘<J{ ﬁf ‘l > o% Hence there exists s € {£1} such that

(fi,5Y2)
| fillsyz] S % (3-23)

I P W4

Write F = F; and f = f;. Let H be the supporting hyperplane of I’ and let H™ and H™~ be the partition
into half-spaces determined by H with H' containing S’ and H~ disjoint from the interior of S’.
By Lemma B9 together with (3), we deduce there exists wy € F such that B"(wy, 1/7%!4) NHY C S and
B" w0,1/713:? NHCF
By (1), S € Ca,Cp. By (2), there exists faces F4 of C4 and Fp of Cp such that F C F4NFp. Clearly faces
F,F4 and Fp share the supporting hyperplane H; in particular, F', F)4 and Fp share the same inward normal
vector f. Therefore, we get wy € H and B™(wy, 1/713:{ NHY c C4aNCpg. and B"(wo, 1/7% NH Cc F4NFg.

It immediately follows that for every w € B™(wog, 1/ 27%) N H, we also have
(w,1/28T)  HY € Ca N Cp. (3.24)
Fix w € B™(wo, 1/2/850) N H C FoN Fp. As C4 UCp C B™(0,£), it follows that

| < £. (3.25)
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Recall that faces F, Fy and Fp share the same inward normal vector f. Because w € Fy N Fp and M(w) €
0C 4 U OCp, by convexity we deduce that y; = M (w) — w satisfies

<ylaf>
lyallf]

By Lemma[3.8 together with (3:23)), (3:28) and ([B.24]), applied with parameters n, 27%, % (recall 7'3:3 >

TmA L

> 0. (3.26)

0), the ball X,, = B" (w + f/( 47% % has the following properties:
ni,L’

1. X, © (1-1/(320550)%) (B(w, 1/2B50) 1)

2. Poex., (M > 0) >1/2

ly1[lz—w]
3. For all z € X,,, we have |<8522\’\Z 1;’]‘ %/4
4. For all z € X,,, we have |z — w| > 1/87%.

B truction, |X. :(1433
y construction, |X,| 2B

n,e’

% |B (0,1)] = m@ By the first property of X,,, together with

B24), we get X, C (1 — 1/(32(7%-';2‘) N(CanCp)=(1- 5133' )(CaNCpg). The second and third property
of X,, exactly give Pyex,, ((yl’”E w) > O) >1/2 and Puex,, ( {syp,z—w) UBEI ) = 1. The last property of X,

lya[|z—w] ly2llz—w]
is exactly d(w, X,,) > 1/(4 7% ). Finally, note that all of these hold for all w € B™(wy, 1/7§¥I N H, which
concludes the proof. O

3.4.2 Proof of Lemma [3.7]

Proof of Lemma[37 Set B2 — 90\ The first two parts follow immediately from Definition [Z77] (2). For the
third part, note that by Definition 27 (1) and (2) we have B(0,1/¢) C Cx C AS”" + 2z = AS" + (1 — N)=.
After rearranging, we conclude B (%z, %) C S’. In addition, z € S C C4 C B(o,{). After rearranging, we

conclude N1 N1 N1
S’CB(O,K)CB( ; z, 0+ ; |z|>CB< ; 2,26).

3.4.3 Proof of Lemma [3.§

Proof of Lemmal38. Set k = (4r)"'o and ¢ = 1/(8r)%. As everything is normalized, without loss of generality
we can assume |yi| = |y2| = 1.

For the second part, consider the half-space Y = {z: (y1,2 —w) > 0}. We need to show that [ X NY|/|X]| >
1/2. Because X is a ball and Y is a half-space, it is enough to show that the center of the ball belongs to the half
space. In other words, we need to check (y1,w+ f/(2r) —w) > 0, which follows from the hypothesis (y1, f) > 0.

For the rest of the proof fix x € X = B™(w + f/(2r),k). For the third part, note that we can write
x=w+ f/(2r) + ag where g is a unit vector and k > a > 0. Thus we have

(2,2 —w) _ (yo, //2r) +ag) _ (2r) " (o, /) +afya,9)  2r)"'o +afys,9)
[alle —wl — Jy2llf/(2r) + gl 92l £/ (2r) +agl = w2llf/(2r) + ag]
(2r)7lo —a S (4r)~lo S (4r)~lo
= gellf/(2r) +agl T fyallf/(2r) + agl T [yal(1f/(2r)] + |ag])
(4r)~Lo (4r)~lo
@ va > 3@ =

Here the first inequality follows from the hypothesis (y2, f) > 0. The second inequality follows from the simple
fact that for unit vectors y2,g (y2,g) > —1. The third inequality follows from the fact that o < k < (4r)~1
The forth inequality is the triangle inequality. The fifth inequality follows from the fact that yo, f, g have norm
1. The sixth inequality follows from the fact that o < k < (4r)~1
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For the forth and first parts, we recall that | — (w+ (f/2r))] <k, |w| < rand |f| = 1 and apply the triangle
inequality.
|z —w| = Jw+ f/(2r) —w| = |z — (w+ f/(2r)] = 1/@2r) =k = 1/(4r).

Here we used the hypothesis k < 1/(4r).
e — (1 —e)w| <|w+ f/2r) —w|+ |ew| + |z — (w+ f/2r)| <1/2r)+er+k>T7/(8r) < (1—¢)r

Here we used the hypothesis k < 1/(4r) and € < 1/(8r?) < 1/8. Finally, we can again write x = w+ f/(2r) +ag
with ¢ a unit vector and 0 < « < k, so that we have

(fix) = (fyw) + (f, f/(2r)) + (f,ag) = 0+ 1/(2r) + a(f,9) = 0.

Here we used that 0 < a < k <1/(2r) and (f,g) > —1. Hence, we find that X C H+. O

3.4.4 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemmal3d Let x be the vertex of S’ opposite to F. Let v = zu N F be the intersection of the ray
zu with the face F. Set A = |zu|/|zv| < 1. Then it is easy to see that (1 — X))z + AB™(v,1/r) = B™(u, A\/r) C
B™(u,1/r).

Let F, Iy,..., F, be the faces of F' and let H, Hy, ..., H, be the supporting hyperplanes, respectively. For
each 1 <i < nlet HZ+ and H; be the two half spaces determined by H;, such that H:‘ contains S" and H; is
disjoint from the interior of S’. Then S’ = HT N?_; H;'.

For the first part, as B"(v,1/r)NH™ C H™, it is enough to show that for 1 < i < n, we have B"(v,1/r) C
H;". Assume for the sake of contradiction that there exists y € B"(v,1/r) N H; °. As vertex = belongs to all
faces except F, we have x € F; C H; C H; . Hence, as H; is convex, we have (1 — )z + Ay C H; °. However,
by the above discussion, we have (1 — A\)z + Ay C B"(u,1/r) C S’ C H;". As H;" and H; ° are disjoint, this
gives the desired contradiction. Thus, we conclude the first part.

For the second part, on the one hand we have B"(v,1/r)NH = B"(v,1/r)NHTNH C S'NH = F. On the
other hand, F C H by definition and F C S’ C B"(u,r) C B™(v,2r) by hypothesis. For the last inclusion we
just used the fact that v € F C S’ C B™(u,r). Thus, we conclude the second part. O

3.4.5 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[Z10. For a contradiction assume there is a sequence of simplices S and unit vectors v® so that
maxi<;<n |( ;, v')| < i, where o; — 0 as i — oco. By compactness there exists a converging subsequence so
that v* — v and S* — S’ (each of the vertices of S; converging to the corresponding vertices of S’). S’ has the
property that B(u,1/r) C S’ C B(u,r) and letting f; be the inward normal vectors to the faces of S’, we have
(fi,v)y=0forall1 <i<n.

Consider the line u+ Rv through u. As B(u,1/r) C S’, this line goes through the interior of S’, so intersects
the boundary 05’ exactly twice, in two distinct faces. In particular, this line intersects some face 7 with normal
fi with 1 <1 < n. However, as (f;,v) = 0 it follows that this line is contained inside face i. However, this line
goes through the interior of S’, contradiction. O

3.4.6 Proof of Lemma [3.17]

Proof of Lemma 311l The statement is equivalent to the following statement. There exists 0 < a,, < 1 such
that the following holds. If 0 < ¢ <1/2 and A1,..., A, >0 and A; ...\, =1, then

an(M — 1) <t7! (H(t + (1 =t)N) — 1) 7 <H(t +(1—t)N) — 1) .

3

K2

It is easy to check that for fixed A\; > 0, and conditioned on A; ...\, = 1, the right hand side is minimised
when Ay = --- = A\, = A ". This is because for a,b > 0 we have (¢t + (1 —t)a)(t + (1 —t)b) > (t+ (1 —t)Vab)?.
Write Ay = A= and Ay = --- = \,, = A for some A > 0. Then the inequality becomes

an(NTT =12 <! ((t ) S [ 2D o 1) + ¢ ((t + (1 =N+ (1 =) — 1)2
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We first assume that 0 < A < 1 and note that
(t+1 =N+ 1 =N L1 > XD @A) -1 =X (1= )N -1
> AT (1= )N — 1 =texp(—log(A\)(1 —t)) + (1 — t) exp(tlog(\)) — 1

> (1 —log(\)(1 — £) + %1og2()\)(1 S 4 (1= £)(1+ tlog(V\) — 1 = L log?(A)(1 - 1) >

5 log(\).

We now assume that A > 1 and note that

(t+(1— DA™+ (1 =N =1 > (4 (1= )ATM)AED0=D 1 —\A=D0=1) L _pr—t=D
=texp(log(A\)(1 —t)(n — 1)) + (1 — t) exp(—tlog(N\)(n — 1)) — 1

> t(1+log(W) (1 = t)(n — 1) + % log”(\)(1 = 1)*(n — 1)) + (1 = 1)(1 = tlog(\)(n — 1)) — 1
_ glogm)a 2 —1)? > élogQ(/\).

In both cases (0 < A < 1 and A > 1), the first inequality follows from the AM-GM inequality: px + (1 —
ply > aPy? P for 0 < p < 1 and 0 < x,y. Also, the penultimate inequality follows from the inequalities

exp(z) > 1+z+ % and exp(—z) > 1 — x, for x > 0. Combining the two cases, for A > 0 we get that

(41— OA)(E (1 — A — 1> §10g2()\).

[A—1]
2

Therefore, for |A — 1| < 0.25, using the simple inequality |log(\)| > , we deduce that

—-n n— t
t+@ - "™+ 1 -t -1 > $|/\71|2. (3.27)
Moreover, for |A — 1| > 0.25, using the inequality |log(\)| > 1/8, we deduce that (¢ 4+ (1 — t)A"")(t + (1 —
t)A)"~! — 1 > &. The last inequality implies that for ¢/2 < X < 0.75, we have

t2—2n )\2—271 ()\1—71 _ 1)2

2
—2n 1-n n—1
(N (=N 1) e > e > (3.28)
It also implies that for 1.25 < A\, we have
—on n e 2 t272n 1 (Alfn _ 1)2
e (R P [ D e T (3:29)

For 0 < A < t/2, we have the simple bound
t+A =A™+ M- =1 > (1 =)t -1 > 37

where the last inequality follows from A!=7¢"~! > 27=1 and 0 < ¢t < 1/2. Therefore, for 0 < A\ < t/2 we infer
2
t—2n ((t + (1 _ t)Al—n>(t + (1 o t))\)n—l o 1) Z t—2n3—2)\2—2nt2n—2 Z 3—2)\2—271 2 3—2(A1—n o 1)2 (330)

where the last inequality follows from A\ < 1.

Combining (3:27), (328), (3:29) and (B.30]), we conclude

Ol < (- on e - = 1) e (s - w0 o -1

O

3.4.7 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[Z12 Choose maximal 1 > g > 0 such that (672 + 1)71(1 + u) < (te/4)7 (1 + p)e/4 — p).
By hypothesis, we have K —e CACCys C(1+p)K—zand K—yCcBCCpC(1+p)K —y.

Therefore, it is enough to show that t(K —z)+(1—t)(K—y) D t(1—e/4)(1+p) K —2)+ (1—t)(1+p) K —y).
After rearranging, this is equivalent to K —tz — (1 —t)y D (1 —te/4)(1 + p)K —t(1 —e/4)x — (1 — t)y. After
further rearranging, this is equivalent to K D (1+ pu—t(1 + p)e/4)K + (te/4) x. Therefore, it is enough to show

x € (te/4) (1 + p)e/4 — p)K
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By hypothesis, we know K C (1 + p)K which implies that o € K (assuming wlog K is compact). By
hypothesis, we also know K — 2 C B(o,¢). Combining the last two inclusions, we get —z € B(o,{) i.e., x €
B(o,¢). Finally, by hypothesis we have (1 + u)K —x D B(o,£™1).

Combining the last two inclusions and rearranging, we get

re(+) M1+ pK.

By the choice of parameters, we have (£72 + 1)71(1 + p) < (te/4)7*(t(1 + p)e/4 — p), from which the
conclusion follows. g

3.4.8 Proof of Lemma [3.13]

Proof of Lemmal3Z 13 We first observe that, by Caffarelli’s regularity theory [Caf92bl [Caf92a], the function ¢
is a strictly convex Alexandrov solution of det D?p = 1. Also, thanks to ([3.0]), the modulus of strict convexity
depends only on R and the dimension. Hence, we can apply the interior regularity theory for Alexandrov
solutions (see for instance [Figl7, Theorem 4.42]) to deduce that, for every #,a € (0,1), D?¢ is uniformly
a-Holder continuous inside (1 — 8)C4. More precisely, there exists a constant C’n R,0,a > 0 such that

D?p(x) — D*p(y
1Dl enma-scn) = | DP@lim(ogycny - sup 2B T D7)l

~ < CrRba (3.31)
z,y€(1—0)Ca lz -y

(here the choice of the norm for D?p(x) is irrelevant, since all norms are equivalent up to dimensional constants).

Now, given any affine function ¢(z) := b-x + ¢ (b € R", ¢ € R), consider the second-order polynomial
=

pe(z) := 5=+ £(z). Since det D*p; = 1, applying [Figl7, Lemma A.1] we write
'd
0 = det D*p — det D*p; = / = det (tD*¢ + (1 — t)D?py) dt
0

n

— Z </01 cof (tD%*p + (1 — t)Id) dt) 9ij (¢ — pe),

i,j= ij

where, given a symmetric matrix A, cof(A) denotes its cofactor matrix. In other words, if we define the functions

ij

a;j(z) == (/01 cof (tD?*p(z) + (1 — t)Id) dt) i,j€{1,...,n}

and ¥y := ¢ — py, then ¥y solves the equation

Z aijaij’lbg =0.

ij=1

Note that, thanks to (3.31I)), the matrices (a;;(z))}';,—; are uniformly positive definite and Holder continuous.
Hence, recalling [B.1)), it follows from classical elliptic regularity (see for instance [GT98, Corollary 6.3 and
Theorem 9.20]) and a covering argument that

1Dl oo ((1-20)c.0) < CroroollVellLi(1-0)Ca)s (3.32)

where C], o depends on n, R, and 6 only.

Now, set ¢(z) := ¢(x) — @ and fix £(x) = b- x + ¢ with

_ 1 1 i
b= ey Vi(z)de, Gi=—o—— e de
(1= 0)Cal Ju_o)c, Y(x) dx C= T 6cH] (H)CA(w(z) ) d

Then, by applying twice the 1-Poincaré inequality (see [GT98, Equation (7.45)] with p = 1) and recalling (3.1),
we have
bzl Lra-oyoa) < 2°R* Vgl i-ayca) < 4"R™2ID* g Li(1-)00)- (3.33)
Noticing that D?w; = D%, combining (3.32) (with £ = ¢) and (3.33)) we conclude that
D29 oo (1-20)00) < 4R T2C), 5ol DYl ((1-0)00)-

Choosing 6 = £/2, this proves the desired estimate with Cy, g = 4"R*"2C/ c/2r
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4 Putting it all together: Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.2 Consider any n,t,¢, and A\. Choose gn: = dny := t?"71/4. Choose 0 = %2 as

given by Proposition B4l Choose € = % Choose p := pjgn%lg’é as given by Proposition Bl Choose ¢y g5 =
B2 apn 42, where EBLED, | and &2 f "
_BEI_ + 2, where \e,0-and 7t are the constants from Proposition B3 Corollary and

£ n,e,

Proposition B4 respectively.

By Proposition 2.8 we may assume that A, B are (v, ¢, A\, 1) conelike with p sufficiently small in terms of
n,t, £ and .

By Corollary B.2) we find that for any affine transformation @ : R™ — R", if ||Q]|op, ||Q*||op < 0 and if
Tg : Q(Ca) — Q(Cp) is the optimal transport map from Q(C4) to Q(Cg), then

oo e (00~ Toto. GG =G0 ) 0 e < B/ .

for all o’ € (1 —€)Ca.
Let @ ~ Qp be random scaling, choose o' uniformly random from B(o,1/2¢). Note that To(Q(Ca)) C Q(Cg)
and B(o,1/2¢) C $C4, 3Cp C B(o,2(). Hence, by Proposition 3.4} we have

Ea [oe{ (000 - Tot@(e). g =G5 ) 0} > Bt .

Since we have ||Q]|op, ||Q||op < 0 for every random scaling Q ~ Qg, and B(o,1/2¢) C (1—¢)Cy, (1—¢)Cp,
we can combine these two to find:

B, decnies [ Eo s { {0 - Ta(@@), ||cg<( o) )
=Fao [/zea@ | <Q<$) ~TaQ): [T > 0}
< EqQ,o [C%u,e 5""_7 < Cmue\/mEQ [Q(A)]] < Cgu,e 6+79"|A|

t
where the final inequality follows as every @ ~ Qp has determinant at most ™. Applying Proposition we
find

BIB.2 5
CALCE| < &3 d(z, Cp)dw < Lzl M9”|A|
B4
z€0C 4 n,20

We conclude recalling the definition of Cy,Cp:

BIBA . [5 5
|AAB| < |CaACR|+|Ca\ Al +|Cp \ B| < Wﬁ”ﬂ,/ ”9"|A|+27|A|<cn“ %w.

n,2¢

This concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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