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UNIFORM LARGE-SCALE ε-REGULARITY FOR ENTROPIC

OPTIMAL TRANSPORT

RISHABH S. GVALANI AND LUKAS KOCH

Abstract. We study the regularity properties of the minimisers of entropic
optimal transport providing a natural analogue of the ε-regularity theory of
quadratic optimal transport in the entropic setting. More precisely, we show
that if the minimiser of the entropic problem satisfies a gradient BMO-type
estimate at some scale, the same estimate holds all the way down to the natural
length-scale associated to the entropic regularisation.

Our result follows from a more general ε-regularity theory for optimal trans-
port costs which can be viewed as perturbations of quadratic optimal trans-
port. We consider such a perturbed cost and require that, under a certain class
of admissible affine rescalings, the minimiser remains a local quasi-minimiser
of the quadratic problem (in an appropriate sense) and that the cost of “long
trajectories” of minimisers (and their rescalings) is small. Under these as-
sumptions, we show that the minimiser satisfies an appropriate C2,α Morrey–
Campanato-type estimate which is valid up to the scale of quasi-minimality.

In this paper we investigate regularity properties of minimisers of the entropic
optimal transport problem:

OTε(λ, µ) = min
π∈Π(λ,µ)

∫

|x − y|2dπ + ε2

∫

log

(

dπ

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπ,

where λ, µ ∈ M (Rd) with λ(Rd) = µ(Rd) and Π(λ, µ) denotes the set of measures
in M (Rd × R

d) with marginals λ and µ1. Entropic optimal transport has received
a lot of attention in recent years. This is due to the fact that it is possible to effi-
ciently compute solutions of the minimisation problem using Sinkhorn’s algorithm
[BCC+15, Cut13] and for ε ≪ 1 the cost OTε is close to OT , the cost of the qua-
dratic optimal transport problem. In addition to this, the entropic problem has a
rich structure with interesting connections to the Schrödinger bridge problem from
physics and is thus of independent interest itself. We refer the reader to the lecture
notes [Nut22] and review article [L1́4] for an introduction to the entropic optimal
transport problem.

For our purposes, a key insight is that (under regularity assumptions on the
marginals) entropic optimal transport can be “Taylor-expanded” around quadratic
optimal transport in the following manner

(1) OTε(λ, µ) = OT (λ, µ) +
d

2
ε2 log(ε−2) + O(ε2) .

Higher-order terms in the expansion can be made explicit. The second-order ex-
pansion was first obtained in [EMR15] and obtained under mild regularity assump-
tions in [CPT23, EN24]. A third-order expansion was found in [CT21, CRL+20].

1Note that entropic optimal transport is commonly formulated with ε replacing ε2 in the
expression for OTε. We choose to use ε2 as then ε represents a length-scale in the problem.
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Moreover, the contribution to the energy by the entropic part of OTε and the con-
tribution by the quadratic part was disentangled in [MS23]. We stress that all of
these results are global while the property we will use for our result (see (6) below)
is local. We do not aim for and do not obtain the precise form of the second-
order term, but in order to obtain quasiminimality of entropic optimal transport
at order ε2 (rather than ε2 log(ε−2)) we do need to separate the quadratic and
entropic contributions. In [MS23] this is obtained by utilising the dual formulation
and Minty’s trick. Here, we use convexity of the entropic part and a competitor
based on the exact entropic minimiser on the torus. In order to formulate our main
result for the entropic optimal transport problem , it is useful to define for R > 0,
#R := (BR × R

d) ∪ (Rd × BR). Our main result is then the following regularity
estimate.

Theorem 1. Suppose λ and µ have C0,α-densities for some α ∈ (0, 1) and π is a
minimiser of the entropic optimal transport problem (1). Define

E(π, R) :=
1

Rd+2

∫

#R

|x − y|2dπ, Dλ,µ(R) := R2α([λ]2α,R + [µ]2α,R) + |λ(0) − µ(0)|2.

(2)

Then, there exists some ε1 > 0 such that if for some R0 > 0 the densities of λ and
µ are bounded away from zero on BR0 and

E(π, R0) + Dλ,µ(R0) +
ε2

R2
0

< ε1,(3)

then for any r ≤ R0 such that
(

r
R0

)

≫
(

ε
R0

)

, we have

min
A∈Rd×d,b∈Rd

1

rd+2

∫

#r

|y − Ax − b|2dπ . E(π, R0) + Dλ,µ(R0) +
ε2

r2
.

Note that there are two non-dimensional quantities in Theorem 1, the ratio
r/R0 of mesoscopic to macroscopic length-scales and the ratio ε/R0 of entropic
(microscopic) to macroscopic length-scales. As mentioned in the abstract, the above
result follows from a more general regularity theory for costs that are perturbations
of quadratic optimal transport. Indeed, we consider the transport problem

min
π∈Π(λ,µ)

c(π).

where c : Π(λ, µ) → R is a given cost function and λ, µ, π, Π are as defined earlier.
The most studied setting is when

(4) c(π) =

∫

c(x − y) dπ(x, y) ,

in which case, under mild regularity assumptions, minimisers exist and are of
Monge-form, that is π = (x, T (x))#λ for some map T : Rd → R

d (see [Vil03,
Theorem 2.12]). We think of c as a perturbation of the quadratic cost (c(·) = |·|2

in (4)) and will view minimisers of c as “almost quasi-minimisers” of the quadratic
cost. In order to discuss our results further, we make our assumptions precise.

We start by fixing λ, µ ∈ M(Rd) with λ(Rd) = µ(Rd) such that λ, µ have
densities which are bounded above and away from 0 on some closed ball. We then
consider a cost c : Π(λ, µ) → R. Consider now κ ∈ K, with K a compact subset of
(0, ∞) containing λ(0)−1, b ∈ R

d, A ∈ R
d×d positive-definite and symmetric, and
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γ ∈ G where G is compact subset of (0, ∞) which contains
(

λ(0)
µ(0)

)
1
d

in its interior2.

Let us denote the set of all such s := (A, b, γ, κ) by S , the set of admissible
rescalings. For any given s = (A, b, γ, κ), we also define the following objects:

Q(x, y) = (Q1(x), Q2(y)) = (A−1x, γA(y − b))

λs := κ(Q1)#λ, µs := κ(Q2)#µ,(5)

πs := κ2Q#π .

We now make certain assumptions on the cost c for all R ≤ R0 such that
(ε/R0)2 ≪ (R/R0)2, for some macroscopic length scale R0 ∈ (0, ∞). We call
such R admissible. We assume that there exist C, δ > 0, independent of the choice
of s ∈ S and of the choice of an admissible R, such that the following assumptions
hold:

(i) If π ∈ Π(λ, µ) is a minimiser of c, for any s ∈ S , πs ∈ Π(λs, µs) is an almost
quadratic quasi-minimiser. To be more precise, for any π̂ = π̃ + πs|#c

R
∈

Π(λs, µs),
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπs −

∫

|x − y|2 dπ̃ ≤ Cε2πs(#R) + δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2dπs .(6)

(ii) The energy carried by long trajectories is small: If π ∈ Π(λ, µ) is a min-
imiser of c, then there exist Λ > 0 such that for all s ∈ S , if E(πs, 2R) +
Dλs,µs

(2R) ≪ 1 (see (2)), then,

1

Rd+2

∫

#R∩{|x−y|≥ΛR}

|x − y|2dπs ≤ CδE(πs, 2R).(7)

Remark 2. Almost quadratic quasi-minimality is usually formulated in the follow-
ing form: π ∈ Π(Λ, µ) is an almost quadratic quasi-minimiser if there exist C, δ > 0
such that for any π̂ = π̃ + π|#c

R
∈ Π(λ, µ),

∫

#R

|x − y|2dπ − (1 + δ)

∫

|x − y|2dπ̃ ≤ Cε2π(#R).(8)

Choosing π̃ to be a quadratic optimiser for the marginal constraints imposed by
π̂ ∈ Π(λ, µ) it is straightforward to see that (8) implies (6).

We will we show in Section 2 that all of the above assumptions are satisfied for
the entropic optimal transport problem (1). Under Assumptions (i) and (ii), our
goal is to prove the following large-scale ε-regularity theorem.

Theorem 3. Suppose λ and µ admit C0,α-densities for some α ∈ (0, 1). Assume
c satisfies Assumptions (i) and (ii), π is a minimiser of c in Π(λ, µ), and E, Dλ,µ

are as defined in Theorem 1. Then, for any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists some ε1 > 0
such that if for some R0 > 0, λ, µ are bounded away from 0 on BR0 , and

E(π, R0) + Dλ,µ(R0) +
ε2

R2
0

+ δ < ε1,(9)

2We conflate densities and measures here and from now on whenever it is convenient without
further comment.
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then for any β ∈ [0, α], r ≤ R0 with
(

r
R0

)2+2β

≫
(

ε
R0

)2

, we have

min
A∈Rd×d,b∈Rd

1

rd+2+2β

∫

#r

|y − Ax − b|2dπ . R−2β
0 (E(π, R0) + Dλ,µ(R0)) +

ε2

r2+2β
.

.

We highlight that we explicitly allow for the case β = 0 in Theorem 3, in which
case the regularity result holds all the way down to scale O(ε). In particular, in
the case of entropic regularisation (see Theorem 1), heuristically one would expect
that at this scale the smoothing effect of the entropy dominates and smoothness
propagates to arbitrarily small scales. However, we do not pursue this direction
in this paper. We also note that in what follows we will write D(R) for Dλ,µ(R)
whenever it is clear from context which measures we are referring to.

Theorem 3 follows by carefully revisiting the regularity theory of quasi-minimisers
studied in [OPR21]. The main difference in our approach is that in (6) quasi-
minimality is viewed through the lense of C2-scaling, rather than the C2,α-scaling

studied in [OPR21]. The restriction to scales
(

r
R

)2+2β
≫
(

ε
R

)2
in Theorem 3 is a

consequence of this. However, our assumption (and result) is natural in the context
of entropic regularisation, where below the regularisation scale ε, the entropic term
becomes dominant.

The main change in the proof of Theorem 3 relative to the regularity theory for
C2,α-quasiminimisers in [OPR21] lies in the unavailability of the Lp-bounds for any
p > 1 for quasi-minimisers in our setting. This is replaced by Assumption (ii) which
is satisfied by entropic minimisers. However, we still have to control trajectories of
‘medium’ length. This is accomplished by the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Fix R > 1. Suppose π is a quadratic quasi-minimiser in the sense that
for any π̃ = π̂ + π|#c

R
and some ∆R > 0,

∫

#R

|x − y|2dπ −

∫

|x − y|2dπ̂ ≤ ∆R

and assume that

E(π, R) ≪ ρd+2 ≪ Rd+2 .(10)

Then for any such ρ with D(ρ) ≪ 1,

π
({

(x, y) ∈ #R−1 ∩ supp π : |x − y| ≥ ρ
})

.
∆RRd

ρd+2
.

Note that Lemma 4 looks like a weak L(d+2)−

-estimate, so one might expect to
gain control of all trajectories of length ≫ E(π, R) from it. However, the restriction
ρd+2 ≪ Rd+2, only enables to extract a control of trajectories of length at most
. R.

Having Lemma 4 and (7) at hand in order to replace L∞-bounds, as well as
(6) to replace minimality it is straightforward to adapt the proof of the harmonic
approximation result in [KO23].

Proposition 5. Let π be a minimiser for the cost c. Assume λ, µ admit C0,α-
densities in B10, are bounded away from 0 and λ(0) = µ(0) = 1. For every τ > 0,
there exist ǫ(d, τ) > 0 and Cτ = C(d, τ), C = C(d) > 0 such that the following
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holds: If for s ∈ S , E(πs, 10) + Dλs,µs
(10) + ε2 + δ ≤ ǫ for some α ∈ (0, 1), there

exists φ harmonic such that
∫

#1

|y − x − ∇φ(x)|2dπs ≤ τE(πs, 10) + Cτ

(

Dλs,µs
(10) + ε2

)

,

∫

B1

|∇φ|2 dx ≤ C(E(πs, 10) + Dλs,µs
(10) + ε2)).

We stress that in Proposition 5, ǫ, Cτ and C may be chosen independently of
s ∈ S .

Proposition 5 is the key to carrying out a Campanato iteration which ultimately
gives us Theorem 3. This part of the proof is similar to the one in [OPR21].

1. Proof of Theorem 3

1.1. Controlling the mass of long trajectories. In light of (7) we only control
the energy contributed of very long trajectories, while implementing the strategy of
[KO23] will require to control the energy contribution by all trajectories of length
at least o(1). Hence, in light of (7), we need to control the mass of trajectories of
length O(1).

Proof of Lemma 4. Since the statement is symmetric under exchanging the roles of
x and y, it is enough to show

π
({

x ∈ BR−1 and |x − y| ≥ ρ
})

.
∆RRd

ρd+2
.

Covering BR−1 by O(R−dr−d) balls of radius r, which we think of as a small fraction
of ρ, and by translational symmetry, it is enough to show

r2π(Br × Bc
ρ) . ∆R provided r ≪ ρ.

Due to (10), we may assume without loss of generality that E(π, R) ≪ rd+2. Cover-
ing the unit sphere by geodesic balls of radius α ≪ 1, and by rotational symmetry,
it is enough to show that there exists a universal (small and positive) β with

r2π(Br × Cρ) .
∆R

Rd
provided β ≪ 1(11)

where Cρ := Bc
ρ ∩ {

√

|y|2 − y2
1 ≤ βy1},

where {
√

|y|2 − y2
1 ≤ αy1} is a convex cone in direction e1 of opening angle α.

We now consider the ball B′
r of radius r, B′

• := B•(3re1). By definition of
E(π, R), E(π, R) ≪ rd+2 implies

m := π
(

Br × Cρ) ≤ π(Br × Bc
ρ) ≪ |Br|.(12)

We now note that,

π(B′
r × (B′

2r)c) ≤ π({(x, y) ∈ B′
r × R

d : |x − y| ≥ r}) ≤ r−2E(π, R) ≪ |Br|.

Consequently, using also that D(r) is non-decreasing in r,

|π(B′
r × B′

2r) − |Br|| ≤ |π(Br × R
d) − |Br|| + π(B′

r × (B2r)c)

≤ D(r)|Br | + o(|Br |) ≪ |Br|.
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In particular, by continuity, there exists a radius r̃ ≪ r such that

π(B′
r̃ × B′

2r̃) = m.

This mass balance allows us to construct a competitor π̃ that instead of sending
the mass m from Br into Cρ sends it into B′

r̃ and the excess mass from there into
Cρ. This involves the initial measures

∫

ζ dλ1 :=

∫

Br×Cρ

ζ(x)dπ,

∫

ζ dλ′
1 :=

∫

B′
r̃×B′

r̃

ζ(x)dπ(13)

and the corresponding target measures
∫

ζ dµ1 :=

∫

Br×Cρ

ζ(y)dπ,

∫

ζ dµ′
1 :=

∫

B′
r̃×B′

r̃

ζ(y)dπ,(14)

which all have mass m. The competitor is defined as
∫

ζ dπ̃ =

∫

((Br×Cρ)∪(B′
r̃×B′

r̃))c

ζdπ

+
1

m

∫ ∫

ζ(x, y) dλ1(x) dµ′
1(y) +

1

m

∫ ∫

ζ(x, y) dλ′
1(x) dµ1(y)

and clearly is non-negative; its admissibility can be inferred from
∫

ζd(π − π̃) =

∫

Br×Cρ

ζdπ +

∫

B′
r̃×B′

r̃

ζdπ

−
1

m

∫ ∫

ζ(x, y) dλ1(x) dµ′
1(y) −

1

m

∫ ∫

ζ(x, y) dλ′
1(x) dµ1(y),

which also shows that the support of π̃ − π is contained in (Br ∪ B′
r̃) × (Cρ ∪ B′

2r̃).
Hence by quasi-minimality

m

∫

Br×Cρ

|x − y|2dπ ≤ m∆R(15)

+

∫ ∫

|x − y′|2 dλ1(x) dµ′
1(y′) +

∫ ∫

|x′ − y|2 dλ′
1(x′) dµ1(y).

Expanding the squares we have

1

2

(

|x − y|2 + |x′ − y′|2 − |x − y′|2 − |x′ − y|2
)

= (x′ − x) · (y − y′),

which after elementary manipulations and using Young’s inequality yields

(x′ − x) · (y − x)

≤
3

2
|x′ − x|2 + |x′ − y′|2 +

1

2

(

|x − y|2 − |x − y′|2 − |x′ − y|2)

≤
3

2
|x′ − x|2 + |x′ − y′|2 +

1

2

(

|x − y|2 − |x − y′|2 − |x′ − y|2)

We integrate this inequality with respect to

1

m
I((x, y) ∈ Br × Cρ)dπ(x, y) dλ′

1(x′) dµ′
1(y′)(16)
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and obtain by (15) and the definitions (13) and (14) and the fact that all the
measures have mass m

∫

Br×Cρ

∫

(x′ − x) · (y − x) dλ′
1(x′)dπ(x, y) ≤

m

2
∆R

+
3

2

∫ ∫

|x′ − x|2 dλ′
1(x′) dλ1(x) +

∫ ∫

|x′ − y′|2 dλ′
1(x′) dµ′

1(y′).

We note that, since D(ρ) ≪ 1,
∫

B′
r̃×B′

r̃

|x − y|2dπ(x, y) ≤ r̃2π(B′
r̃ × R

d) ≪ r2m.

Since for (x, y, x′, y′) in the support of (16), that is, for (x, y, x′, y′) ∈ Br × Cρ ×
B′

r̃ × B′
2r̃, we have by definition (11) of the cone Cρ provided α ≪ 1

(x′ − x) · (y − x) & rρ, |x′ − x|2 . r2, |x′ − y′|2 . r2,

and since all measures have mass m, this yields by r ≪ ρ,

mrρ . ∆R,

which in view of definition (12) amounts to (11). �

1.2. One-step improvement. We want to use the harmonic approximation argu-
ment as explained in [KO23] in order to obtain a one-step improvement. However
as [KO23] concerns minimisers of quadratic optimal transport, we need to modify
the argument slightly. A careful inspection of [KO23] shows that minimality is used
at only two places: to control crossing trajectories [KO23, Lemma 5] and in order
to localise minimality [KO23, Lemma 2].

We begin by deriving the necessary replacements for [KO23, Lemma 5, (66),(67)].
We prove the estimate in Proposition 5 for s = (Id, 0, 1, 1) and drop the subscript
s on πs. The proof for any other s ∈ S is analogous and we remark that since
the constants in Assumptions (i) and (ii) are independent of s, all constants in
the following are independent of the choice of s. By scaling we may assume that
R0 = 10 and further that E(π, 10) + D(10) ≪ 1. We first show that for any τ > 0
there is Cτ > 0 such that

∫ 3

2

∫

(x,y)∈#4 : ∃t X(t)∈∂BR

|x − y|2dπdR = τ(E(π, 10) + D(10)) + Cτ ε2.(17)

Here given (x, y) ∈ supp π, we set X(t) = (1 − t)x + ty.
Fix ρ > 0 with E(π, 10) ≪ ρd+2 ≪ 1. We find

∫ 3

2

∫

(x,y)∈#4 : ∃t X(t)∈∂BR

|x − y|2dπdR

≤

∫

(x,y)∈#4 : |x−y|≥4Λ

|x − y|2dπ +

∫

(x,y)∈#4 : ρ≤|x−y|≤4Λ

|x − y|2dπ

+

∫ 3

2

∫

(x,y)∈#4 : |x−y|≤ρ and ∃t : X(t)∈∂BR

|x − y|2dπdR

Using the control of very long trajectories (7), we control the first term by
CδE(π, 10). Using the quasi-minimality of π (6) and Lemma 4 with R = 5, the
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second term is controlled by

CΛ2

(

ε2

ρd+2
+

δ

ρd+2
E(π, 10)

)

.

For future use, we note that we have shown for E(π, 10) ≪ ρd+2 ≪ 1,
∫

#4 : ρ≤|x−y|

|x − y|2dπ .
ε2

ρd+2
+

δ

ρd+2
E(π, 10).

Finally, we estimate the third term changing the order of integration by

ρ

∫

#4

|x − y|2dπ.

Collecting estimates and choosing first ρ, then δ sufficiently small, this gives the
desired estimate (17). We further need to show

∫ 3

2

π({(x, y) ∈ #4 : ∃t X(t) ∈ ∂BR})dR = o(1) + O(ε2).(18)

We find, again with E(π, 5) ≪ ρd+2 ≤ Λd+2,
∫ 3

2

π({(x, y) ∈ #4 : ∃t X(t) ∈ ∂BR})dR

=

∫ 3

2

π({(x, y) ∈ #4 : ∃t X(t) ∈ ∂BR, |x − y| ≤ ρ})dR

+

∫ 3

2

π({(x, y) ∈ #4 : ∃t X(t) ∈ ∂BR, ρ ≤ |x − y| ≤ 4Λ})dR

+

∫ 3

2

π({(x, y) ∈ #4 : ∃t X(t) ∈ ∂BR, |x − y| ≥ 4Λ})dR

Changing the order of integration, the first term is estimated by

ρπ(#3) . ρ.

The second term is controlled using Lemma 4 with R = 5 by

CΛ2

(

ε2

ρd+2
+

δ

ρd+2
E(π, 10)

)

.

Finally, we control the third term using Markov’s inequality and the control of very
long trajectories (7) by

1

16Λ2

∫

{(x,y)∈#4 : |x−y|≥4Λ}

|x − y|2dπ . δE(π, 10).

This proves the claim (18).
We now turn to proving the replacement for [KO23, Lemma 2]: For any δ̃, τ > 0,

there is Cδ̃, Cτ > 0 such that

(∫

#R

|x − y|2 dπ(x, y)

)
1
2

≤W2(λ|BR
+ fR, µ|BR

+ gR)(19)

+ Cδ̃(τ(E(π, 10R) + D(10R))
1
2 + Cτ ε).
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Here fR and gR are defined via the relations
∫

∂BR

ξdf =

∫

{∃t : X(t)∈∂BR}

ξ(X(σ))dπ,

∫

∂BR

ξdg =

∫

{∃t : X(t)∈∂BR}

ξ(X(τ))dπ

where σ = inf{t > 0: X(t) ∈ B̄R} and τ = sup{t > 0: X(t) ∈ B̄R}.

Let (λ̃, µ̃) be the marginals of π|#R
. Let π̃ be the minimiser of W2(λ̃, µ̃). Note

that then π̃ + π|#c
R

∈ Π(λ, µ). Hence by quasi-minimality (6),
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπ ≤W 2
2 (λ̃, µ̃) + Cε2π(#R) + CδE(π, 10R).

Finally note that

π(#R) ≤ µ(B4) + λ(B4) . 1

to conclude for some C > 0,
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπ ≤W 2
2 (λ̃, µ̃) + Cε2 + CδRd+2

∫

#10R

|x − y|2dπ.

Now write λ̃ = λ|BR
+ λ̄, µ̃ = µ|BR

+ µ̄ and estimate using triangle inequality

W2(λ̃, µ̃) ≤W2(λ|BR
+ λ̄, λ|BR

+ fR) + W2(λ|BR
+ fR, µ|BR

+ gR)

+ W2(µ|BR
+ gR, µ|BR

+ µ̄)

≤W2(λ̄, fR) + W (µ̄, gR) + W2(λ|BR
+ fR, µ|BR

+ gR).

In particular, by symmetry it suffices to estimate W (λ̄, fR). Let π1 be the plan
that transports points according to the trajectory given by π, except that points
entering BR are moved to the point where they cross the boundary. Formally,

∫

ξ(x, y)dπ1 =

∫

ξ(x, X(σ))I(x ∈ BR, y 6∈ BR)dπ.

Then

W 2
2 (λ̄, fR) ≤

∫

|x − y|2dπ1 ≤

∫

(x,y) : ∃t : X(t)∈∂BR

|x − y|2dπ.

Thus, applying (17), we obtain (19) after collecting estimates.
With these items in hand, we can now follow [KO23] replacing [KO23, Lemma

2] with (19) and [KO23, Lemma 5] by (17) and (18) whenever necessary to prove
Proposition 5. We remark that, since we are assuming |λ(0) − µ(0)| ≤ δ, our
definition of D controls the notion of D used in [KO23], see [OPR21, Lemma A.4].

With Proposition 5 in hand, we now closely follow [OPR21, Proposition 1.16]
in order to obtain a one-step improvement. For the convenience of the reader, we
provide a full proof.

Theorem 6. Let λ and µ be measures of equal admitting C0,α-densities. Assume
that λ(0) = µ(0) = 1. Suppose π ∈ Π(λ, µ) is a minimiser of c and fix s ∈ S .

Then for every β ∈ (0, 1), if Dλs,µs
(10R) + E(πs, 10R) + ε2

R2 + δ ≪ 1, there exists

θ ∈ (0, 1), a symmetric matrix A ∈ R
d×d with det A = 1 and a vector b ∈ R

d such
that

|A − id|2 +
1

R2
|b|2 . E(πs, 10R) + Dλs,µs

(10R) + R−2ε2(20)
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and

E(π̂, θR) ≤ θ2βE(πs, 10R) + CθDλs,µs
(10R) + CθR−2ε2.

where π̂ is obtained from π as follows: Let γ = µ(b)
1
d , define ŝ = (A, b, γ, 0), and

define π̂ = (πs )̂s, λ̂ = (λs )̂s, µ̂ = (µs )̂s (see (5)). Equivalently, at the level of the
densities we have

(

x̂
ŷ

)

= Q

(

x
y

)

=

(

A−1x
γA(y − b)

)

and

π̂ = Q#πŝ, λ̂(x̂) = λs(x), µ̂(ŷ) = γ−dµs(y) ,

where again λ̂(0) = 1 = µ̂(0). Moreover,

|γ − 1|2 . E(πs, 10R) + Dλs,µs
(10R) + ε2R−2.(21)

Proof. The argument can be carried out exactly as in [OPR21, Proposition 1.16]
with the following modification: the harmonic approximation is replaced by Propo-
sition 5. We prove the result for s = (Id, 0, 1, 1) and drop the subscript s on πs, λs

and µs. The proof for general s ∈ S follows in an identical manner using Assump-
tions (i) and (ii) and noting that since the constants there are independent of s, all
constants in the following are independent of s.

By scaling, we may assume that R = 1.
Let τ > 0 to be chosen later. Let Cτ , ετ and φ be as in Proposition 5. We set

b = ∇φ(0), A = e−∇2φ(0)/2.

Then by elliptic regularity and Proposition 5,

|b|2 + |∇2φ(0)|2 ≤ sup
B1/2(0)

|∇φ|2 + |∇2φ|2 .

∫

B1(0)

|∇φ|2 dx

.E(π, 10) + D(10) + ε2.

Thus (20) holds. In particular,

|γ − 1| ≤ |b|2α[µ]2α,10 . (1 + ε2 + E(π, 10)α)[µ]2α,10.

Applying Young’s inequality, this gives (21).
Assume that E(π, 10) + D(10) + ε2 ≪ θ2. Then

Q−1(#θ) = Q−1(Bθ × R
d) ∪ Q−1(Rd × Bθ) = ABθ × R

d ∪
(

R
d × γ−1A−1Bθ + b

)

Due to (20) and (21), it follows that ABθ ⊂ B2θ and γ−1A−1Bθ ⊂ B2θ.
We estimate

|γ − id(y − b)| ≤ |γ − 1|(|y| + |b|).

Further, we note, using the Taylor approximation

|A−2 −
(

id − ∇2φ(0)
)

| ≤ C sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|2

we obtain

|b + A−2x − (x + ∇φ(x))| ≤|∇φ(0) + ∇2φ(0)x − ∇φ(x)| + sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|2

. sup
B1/2

|∇3φ||x| + sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|2
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We now compute

θd+2E(π̂, θ)

=

∫

#θ∩{|x̂−ŷ|≥Λθ}

|x̂ − ŷ|2d̂π̂ +

∫

#θ∩{|x̂−ŷ|≤Λθ}

|x̂ − ŷ|2dπ̂

.

∫

#θ∩{|x̂−ŷ|≥Λθ}

|x̂ − ŷ|2dπ̂ + |A|2
∫

Q−1(#θ)∩{|x−y|≤C(Λ)θ}

|γ(y − b) − A−2x|2dπ

.

∫

#θ∩{|x̂−ŷ|≥Λθ}

|x̂ − ŷ|2dπ̂+

+

∫

#2θ∩{x,y∈BC(Λ)θ}

|y − x − ∇φ(x)|2dπ + |γ − 1|2
∫

#2θ

|y|2 + |b|2dπ

+

∫

#3θ∩{x∈BC(Λ)θ}

sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|2|x|4 + sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|4dπ.

The last two terms we estimate using (20) and (21), as well as elliptic regularity
and Proposition 5,

|γ − 1|2
∫

#2θ

|y|2 + |b|2dπ +

∫

#3θ∩{x∈B3θ}

sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|2|x|4 + sup
B1/2

|∇3φ|4|x|2dπ

.
(

τE(π, 10) + Cτ [µ]2α,10

)

(θd+2 + θd
(

E(π, 10) + [λ]2α,10 + [µ]2α,10 + ε2)
)

+
(

E(π, 10) + ([λ]2α,10 + [µ]2α,10)
)

θd+4 +
(

E(π, 10) + ([λ]2α,10 + [µ]2α,10)
)2

.

Due to the invariance under affine transformations, we may apply (7) to the first
term. Applying Proposition 5 to the second term, and using Young’s inequality, we
deduce that

E(π̂, θ) . τθ−d+2E(π, 10) + θ2E(π, 10) + θ−2([λ]2α,10 + [µ]2α,10) + θ−2ε2.

Choosing first θ small and then τ sufficiently small, we obtain the claimed result. �

1.3. Campanato iteration. We are finally ready to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3. We focus on the case β = 0 as the case β > 0 is both easier
and follows [OPR21] more closely.

By making the following transformation

λ → λ(0)−1λ, µ → µ(0)−1µ

(

(

λ(0)

µ(0)

)
1
d

·

)

,

we may assume that λ(0) = µ(0) = 1. Note in particular that the above rescaling

s̄ =

(

Id, 0,

(

λ(0)

µ(0)

)
1
d

, λ(0)−1

)

lies in S and thus Assumptions (i) and (ii) apply to it, i.e. quasiminimality (6) is
preserved and moreover, (7). Before proceeding, we introduce the following notion
of composition of scalings: given s1 = (A1, b1, γ1, κ1), s2 = (A2, b2, γ2, κ2) such that
A1, A2 are symmetric, positive-definite, det(A1) = 1 = det(A2) and γ1, γ2 > 0, we
define

s2 ⋄ s1 := (A2A1, b1 + γ2A2b2, γ2γ1, κ2κ1) .
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The above notion of composition is chosen such that

(λs1 )s2 = λs2⋄s1 , (µs1)s2 = µs2⋄s1 , (πs1)s2 = πs2⋄s1 ,

where λs, µs, πs are as defined in (5).
Set R = R0. Before we can apply Theorem 6, we need to check that

(22) Dλ̄s,µ̄s
(R) + E(πs̄, R) +

ε2

R2
+ δ ≪ 1 .

By symmetry, we may assume that γ =
(

λ(0)
µ(0)

)
1
d

≥ 1 (otherwise exchange the roles

of x and y),

E(πs̄, R) =
1

Rd+2

∫

#R

|x − y|2 dπs̄

=
1

λ(0)2Rd+2

∫

{BR×Rd}∪{Rd×Bγ−1R}

|x − γy|2 dπ

≤
2

λ(0)2Rd+2

∫

{BR×Rd}∪{Rd×Bγ−1R}

|x − y|2 dπ

+
2(1 − γ)2

λ(0)2Rd+2

∫

{BR×Rd}∪{Rd×Bγ−1R}

|y|2 dπ .

We estimate the terms on the right hand side separately. As γ ≥ 1, the first term is
controlled by E(π, R). For the second term, we have, noting Dλ,µ(γ−1R) ≤ Dλ,µ(R)
as γ ≥ 1,

2(1 − γ)2

λ(0)2Rd+2

∫

{BR×Rd}∪{Rd×Bγ−1R}

|y|2 dπ

≤
2(1 − γ)2

λ(0)2Rd+2

(

∫

BR×BR

|y|2 dπ +

∫

BR×Rd\BR

|y|2 dπ +

∫

Rd×Bγ−1R

|y|2 dπ

)

.
(1 − γ)2

λ(0)
+

(1 − γ)2

λ(0)2
E(π, R) +

(1 − γ)2

γ2+2dλ(0)
,

However, note that (1 − γ) . Dλ,µ(R). Hence, it remains to estimate the term
Dλ̄s,µ̄s

(R) in (22) which can clearly be controlled by Dλ,µ(R). Hence, Theorem 6
can be applied to πs̄ and we obtain

E1 =E(πt1 , θR) ≤ θ2αE(πs̄, R) + CθR2α(([λs̄]
2
α,R + [µs̄]

2
α,R)) + CθR−2ε2 ,

where t1 = s1 ⋄ s̄ and s1 = (A1, b1, γ1, κ1) is the scaling obtained from Theorem 6.
We will now show that

[λt1 ]α,θR + [µt1 ]α,θR(23)

≤ (1 + C(E(π, R)
1
2 + Rα([µs̄]α,R + [λs̄]α,R) + R−1ε))([λs̄]α,R + [µs̄]α,R) .
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For µt1 , we have

[µt1 ]α,θR =γ−d
1 sup

x,y∈BθR

|µs̄(γ
−1
1 A−1

1 x + b1) − µs̄(γ
−1
1 A−1

1 y + b1)|

|x − y|α

≤γ−d
1 |γ1A−1

1 |α sup
x,y∈BθR

|µ(γ−1
1 A−1

1 x + b1) − µ(γ−1
1 A−1

1 y + b1)|

|(γ−1
1 A−1

1 x + b1) − (γ−1
1 A−1

1 y + b1)|α

≤γ
−(d+α)
1 |A−1

1 |α sup
x′,y′∈BR

|µ(x′) − µ(y′)|

|x′ − y′|α

=γ
−(d+α)
1 |A−1

1 |α[µs̄]α,R.

The argument for λt1 is similar. Considering the estimates of γ1 and A1 we obtain
from Theorem 6 this gives (23). Furthermore, we know that λt1 (0) = 1 = µt1 (0).

We would now like to reapply Theorem 6 for which we would need to justify
that t1 is admissible. We shall do this later. For now, we set rk = θkR, and
assuming we can iterate Theorem 6, we find a sequence of symmetric matrices Ak

with det Ak = 1, a sequence of vectors bk, real numbers γk along with the associated
scalings sk = (Ak, bk, γk, 1), tk = sk ⋄ tk−1. This allows us to define

λk := λtk
, µk := µtk

, πk := πtk
.

Noting that λk(0) = µk(0) = 1 and, using Theorem 6, for rk ≫ ε, we have the
estimate

Ek := E(πk, rk) ≤ θ2αEk−1 + Cθr2α
k−1([λk−1]2α,rk−1

+ [µk−1]2α,rk−1
) + Cθr−2

k−1ε2)

|Ak − id| +
1

r2
k−1

|bk|2 . Ek−1 + r2α
k−1([λk−1]2α,rk−1

+ [µk−1]2α,rk−1
) + r−2

k−1ε2

|γk − 1|2 . Ek−1 + r2α
k−1([λk−1]2α,rk−1

+ [µk−1]2α,rk−1
) + r−2

k−1ε2(24)

Note that as for (23), we have

[µk]α,rk
+ [λk]α,rk

(25)

≤ (1 + C(E(πk−1, rk−1)
1
2 + rα

k−1([µk−1]α,rk−1
+ [λk−1]α,rk−1

) + r−1
k−1ε))

× ([µk−1]α,rk−1
+ [λk−1]α,rk−1

)

We claim that

[µk]α,rk
+ [λk]α,rk

≤ (1 + θkα + Cr−1
k−1ε)([µk−1]α,rk−1

+ [λk−1]α,rk−1
)

E(πk, rk) ≤ C(E(π, R) + R2α([µ]α,R + [λ]α,R)) + Cr−2
k ε2.(26)

We prove (26) by induction. The case k = 1 is clear, so suppose (26) holds for
k = 1, . . . , K − 1. By the induction hypothesis and (25),

[µK−1]α,rK−1 + [λK−1]α,rk−1
≤

K−2
∏

k=1

(1 + θαk + Cr−1
k−1ε)([µ]α,R + [λ]α,R).
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Now note that for rK ≫ ε, i.e. K ≪ log(ε/R)
log(θ) ,

K−2
∏

k=1

(1 + θαk + C(θk−1R)−1ε) ≤
K−2
∏

k=1

(1 + θαk + C(θK−1R)−1ε)

≤

kK
∏

k=1

(1 + 2θαk)

K−2
∏

kK +1

(1 + 2C(θK−1R)−1ε).

Here kK = max{k : θαk ≥ C(θK−1R)−1ε}. The first product is clearly finite with
a bound independent of kK . Regarding the second product, if θkR ≥ C0ε, we may
bound it by

(1 + 2C(θK−1R)−1ε)K ≤ (1 + 2C/C0))
log(C0ε/R)

log θ

Elementary calculations now show that this product is bounded independent of K
as well, if C0 is sufficiently large. Thus, we have shown that independently of K,
as long as θKR ≪ ε,

[µK−1]α,rK−1 + [λK−1]α,rK−1 ≤ C < ∞.

Then (25) and the induction hypothesis gives

[µK ]α,rK + [λK ]α,rK ≤ (1 + θKα + Cr−1
K−1ε)([µK−1]α,rK−1 + [λK−1]α,rK−1),

which is the first part of (26). Note that a further consequence of our calculations
is that for rk ≫ ε,

[µk]α,rk
+ [λk]α,rk

. [µ]α,R + [λ]α,R ≪ 1.(27)

We turn to the second part of (26). Note that using (27),

sup
1≤k≤K

E(πk, rk) ≤θ2α(E(π, R) + sup
1≤k≤K−1

E(πk, rk)

+ CθR2α([λ]2α,R + [µ]2α,R) + Cr−2
K ε2.

Since θ < 1, absorbing terms this gives the second part of (26).
We need to now show that the iteration of Theorem 6 is justified. In order to

this we need to prove that tk = (Bk, dk, Γk, κk) ∈ S for all k ≤ K, where

Bk = AkAk−1 . . . A1, Γk =

(

λ(0)

µ(0)

)
1
d

Πk
i=1γi,

dk =

k
∑

i=1





i−1
∏

j=1

γjAj



 bi, κk = λ(0)−1 .

Then, combining (24), (26) and (27), as long as rk ≫ ε, we can insure that

|Bk − id|2 ≪ 1,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γk −

(

λ(0)

µ(0)

)
1
d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ 1 .

The second of the two above inequalities then ensures that tk ∈ S since Γk ∈ G
for all k ≤ K and thus our application of Theorem 6 was justified. Furthermore,



UNIFORM LARGE-SCALE ε-REGULARITY FOR ENTROPIC OPTIMAL TRANSPORT 15

by a straightforward calculation, as in [GO20], we can obtain

min
A∈Sd

+,b∈Rd

1

(θkR)2+d

∫

#
θkR

|y − Ax − b|2dπ .E(π, R) + ([λ]2α,R + [µ]2α,R) + r−2
k ε2

≤E(π, R) + D(R) + r−2
k ε2

Filling in the gaps between rk and rk+1 in a routine fashion this completes the
proof. �

2. Application to entropic optimal transport and the proof of

Theorem 1

In this section, we will show that Assumptions (i) and (ii) which we have made
for our general theory are valid for the entropic optimal transport problem (1) as
a result of which the proof of Theorem 1 follows. For a fixed λ, µ ∈ M(Rd) with
λ(Rd) = µ(Rd), we note that the entropic cost OTε(λ, µ) (see (4)) can be expressed
as cε : Π(λ, µ) → R, where

OTε(λ, µ) = min
π∈Π(λ,µ)

cε(π) ,

where cε : Π(λ, µ) → R is defined as follows

cε(π) :=

∫

|x − y|2dπ + ε2

∫

log

(

dπ

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπ .

To check the assumptions, we start by considering an admissible scaling s =
(A, b, γ, κ) ∈ S and πε which minimises cε. Then for λs, µs and πε,s ∈ Π(λs, µs) as
defined in (5), we find

1

κ2

∫

|x − y|2dπε,s +
ε2

κ2

∫

log

(

dπε,s

d(λs ⊗ µs)

)

dπε,s

=

∫

|A−1x − γA(y − b)|2dπε + ε2

∫

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

=

∫

|A−1x|2 − γ2|x|2 + 2γ〈x, b〉 dλ +

∫

|γA(y − b)|2 − γ2|y|2 dµ +

∫

γ|x − y|2dπε

+ ε2

∫

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε.

Recognising that the first two integrals are null-Lagrangians, we have that πε,s is
a minimiser of c

εγ− 1
2

: Π(λs, µs) → R. Given this information, we are in a position

to prove Assumptions (i) and (ii).
We first show that the energy of very long trajectories is small, i.e. establishing

(7), i.e. Assumption (ii). To this end, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 7. Let πε be the minimiser of entropic optimal transport at scale
ε > 0 and take R > 0. Suppose E(πε, 5R) + D(5R) ≪ 1 and assume λ, µ are
bounded away from 0 in BR. Then

1

Rd+2

∫

#4R∩{|x−y|≥7R}

|x − y|2dπε . e
− 1

ε2/R2 E(πε, 5R) .
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Similarly, for any admissible scaling s ∈ S such that E(πε,s, 5R)+Dλs,µs
(5R) ≪ 1,

we have

1

Rd+2

∫

#4R∩{|x−y|≥7R}

|x − y|2dπε,s . e
− 1

ε2/R2 E(πε,s, 5R) ,

where the implicit constant is independent of the choice of scaling s ∈ S . Moreover,

1

Rd
πε,s(#4R ∩ {|x − y| ≥ 7R}) . e

− 1

ε2/R2 E(πε,s, 5R) ,

where again the implicit constant is independent of the choice of scaling s ∈ S .

Proof. By scaling we may assume R = 1. We prove the result only for the trivial
scaling s = (Id, 0, 1, 1) and note that for general s ∈ S it follows from the fact
that πε,s minimises c

εγ
1
2

: Π(λs, µs) → R and the fact that κ, γ lie in compact sets

separated from 0 and ∞. Let Λ > 0 to be determined at a later stage. We start by
defining the following set:

A(x, y) :=
{

(x′, y′) ∈ #4 : |x − y|2 + |x′ − y′|2 − |x′ − y|2 − |x − y′|2 ≥ 1,

|x′ − y′|2 ≤ ΛE(π, 4)
}

.

Using the approximate cyclical montonicity of πε (see [BGN22, Proposition 2.2]),
we have

dπε(x, y)

d(λ ⊗ µ)(x, y)

dπε(x′, y′)

d(λ ⊗ µ)(x′, y′)

= e− 1
ε2 (|x−y|2+|x′−y′|2−|x′−y|2−|x−y′|2) ×

dπε(x, y′)

d(λ ⊗ µ)(x, y′)

dπε(x′, y)

d(λ ⊗ µ)(x′, y)
.(28)

In particular, using the definition of A(x, y) and (28), we obtain

∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

∫

A(x,y)

|x − y|2dπε(x′, y′)dπε(x, y)

≤e− 1
ε2

∫

1#4∩{|x−y|≥7}×A(x,y)|x − y|2dπε(x′, y)dπε(x, y′)

.e− 1
ε2

∫

1#4∩{|x−y|≥7}×A(x,y)|x − y′|2 + |x′ − y′|2 + |x′ − y|2dπε(x, y′)dπε(x′, y)

.e− 1
ε2 πε(#5)(2 + Λ)E(πε, 5) . e− 1

ε2 E(πε, 5) .

(29)

Given (x, y) ∈ #4 ∩ {|x − y| ≥ 7}, assume without loss of generality x ∈ B4

and consider the cone Cα(x, y) with vertex x and aperture α ∈ (0, π) in direction
y − x. Then for (x′, y′) such that x′ ∈ Cα(x, y) ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) ⊂ B7 with
|x′ − y′| ≤ ΛE(πε, 5),

|x′ − x| ≤ 2

|x − y′| ≤ |x − x′| + |x′ − y′| ≤ 2 + |x′ − y′|

|x′ − y| ≤ 2sin(α) + |x − y| − cos(α).

We choose α sufficiently small to ensure

|x′ − y| ≤ |x − y| −
3

4
.



UNIFORM LARGE-SCALE ε-REGULARITY FOR ENTROPIC OPTIMAL TRANSPORT 17

In particular, applying these bounds gives

|x − y|2 + |x′ − y′|2 − |x − y′|2 − |x′ − y|2

≥|x − y|2 + |x′ − y′|2 − (2 + |x′ − y′|)2 − (|x − y|2 −
3

4
)2

≥|x − y|2 + |x′ − y′|2 − 4 − 4|x′ − y′| − |x′ − y′|2 − |x − y|2 +
3

2
|x − y| −

9

16

=
3

2
|x − y| − 4 − 4|x′ − y′| −

9

16
≥ 1,

as long as ΛE(πε, 5) ≤ 1.
Consequently,

A(x, y) ⊃
{

(x′, y′) : x′ ∈ Cα(x, y) ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) and |x′ − y′|2 ≤ ΛE(πε, 5)
}

.

For any cone Cα with aperture α, centered at a point in B5, as D(5) ≪ 1,

πε(Cα ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) × R
d) & α.

Moreover,

πε

(

(
(

Cα ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) × R
d
)

∩ {(x′, y′) : |x′ − y′|2 ≥ ΛE(πε, 5)}
)

≤(ΛE(πε, 5))−1

∫

Cα∩(B2(x)\B1(x))×Rd

|x′ − y′|2dπε ≤ Λ−1.

Thus, we deduce for some c, c1 > 0,

πε

((

Cα ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) × R
d
)

∩ {(x′, y′) : |x′ − y′| ≤ 1}
)

≥ cα − c1Λ−1 ≥
cα

2
,

where to obtain the last inequality we chose Λ > 2c1

cα . In particular, this shows

∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

∫

A(x,y)

|x − y|2dπε(x′, y′)dπε(x, y)

≥

∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

|x − y|2πε

(

(

Cα(x, y) ∩ (B2(x) \ B1(x)) × R
d
)

∩ {(x′, y′) : |x′ − y′| ≤ 1}
)

dπε(x, y)

≥
cα

2

∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

|x − y|2dπε.

Combining the latter with (29) yields
∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

|x − y|2dπε . e− 1
ε2 E(πε, 5).

For the moreover part, we proceed as follows

πε({#4 ∩ {|x − y| ≥ 7})

.

∫

#4∩{|x−y|≥7}

|x − y|2 dπε . e− 1
ε2

∫

#5

|x − y|2 dπε .

This completes the proof. �
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2.1. Local quasiminimality of entropic optimal transport. In this subsec-
tion, we will show the quasiminimality required by Assumption (i). Before we
present the main result of this section, we introduce the following set:

PR := (BR × BΛR) ∪ (BΛR × BR) ,

for some Λ > 1, noting that PR ⊂ #R. The exact result we will prove takes the
following form:

Proposition 8. Suppose πε is the minimiser of entropic optimal transport at scale
ε > 0 and fix R ≫ ε. Assume λ, µ admit C0,α-densities and are bounded away from
0 on BR. Further assume E(π, R) + Dλ,µ(R) ≪ 1. Let (λ̄, µ̄) be the normalised
marginals of πε|PR

. Then, choosing Λ = 11/4, for any δ ∈ (0, 1) there exists a

C1 = C1(δ, R, λ(0), µ(0)) < ∞, such that
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπε ≤ πε(PR)OT (λ̄, µ̄) + C1πε(#ΛR)ε2(30)

+ δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε .

Moreover, it is possible to ensure that C1 is increasing as a function of R. Similarly,
for any admissible scaling s ∈ S , we have

∫

#R

|x − y|2dπε,s ≤ πε,s(PR)OT (λ̄s, µ̄s) + C1πε,s(#ΛR)ε2

+ δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε,s ,

where (λ̄s, µ̄s) are the normalised marginals of πε,s|PR
.

The above result can be translated into the form of Assumption (i) by making
the following observation: given any π̂ = π̃ + πε|#c

R
∈ Π(λ, µ), then we know that

π̃ ∈ πε(#R)Π(λ̃, µ̃) where λ̃, µ̃ are the normalised marginals of πε|#R
. We then

estimate using the triangle inequality,

OT (λ̄, µ̄) =
λ̄(Rd)2

λ̃(Rd)2
OT

(

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
λ̄,

µ̃(Rd)

µ̄(Rd)
µ̄

)

(31)

≤
λ̄(Rd)2

λ̃(Rd)2

(

OT

(

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
λ̄, λ̃

)

+ OT (λ̃, µ̃) + OT

(

µ̃,
µ̃(Rd)

µ̄(Rd)
µ̄

))

Note that using Proposition 7, as ε ≪ R,

0 ≤ λ̃(Rd) − λ̄(Rd) ≤ πε({(x, y) ∈ #R : |x − y| ≥ ΛR}) ≤ δ
1

R2

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε .

Consequently, we can ensure

1 ≤
λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
≤ 1 + δ

1

R2πε(PR)

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε.

In particular, it remains to estimate the first and third term on the right hand side
of (31). We first define the following set

A := {(x, y) ∈ R
d × R

d : x ∈ R
d \ BΛR, y ∈ BR} .
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We then proceed to estimate the term as follows:

OT

(

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
λ̄, λ̃

)

≤OT

((

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
− 1

)

λ̄, λ̃ − λ̄

)

≤OT

((

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
− 1

)

λ̄, Πyπε

∣

∣

A
)

)

+ OT (Πyπε

∣

∣

A
, λ̃ − λ̄) .(32)

We treat the two terms on the right hand side separately. For the second term, we
note that πε

∣

∣

A
is a competitor since Πxπε

∣

∣

A
= λ̃ − λ̄. Thus, we can control it in

the following manner

OT

((

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
− 1

)

λ̄, Πyπε

∣

∣

A
)

)

≤

∫

A

|x − y|2 dπε ≤ δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε ,

where in the last step we have applied Proposition 7 and used the fact that ε ≪ R.
For the first term on the right hand side of (32), we note that any coupling π ∈

Π
((

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
− 1
)

λ̄, Πyπε

∣

∣

A
)
)

must be supported on BΛR × BR from which it follows

that

OT

((

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
− 1

)

λ̄, Πyπε

∣

∣

A
)

)

. R2(λ̃(Rd) − λ̄(Rd)) . δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε .

It then follows that we have the estimate

πε(PR)OT (λ̄, µ̄)

.OT (λ̃, µ̃) + δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε +
δ

R2

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπεOT

(

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
λ̄,

µ̃(Rd)

µ̄(Rd)
µ̄

)

.OT (λ̃, µ̃) + δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε ,

where in the last step we have used the fact that λ̄, µ̄ are supported on BΛR and so

OT

(

λ̃(Rd)

λ̄(Rd)
λ̄,

µ̃(Rd)

µ̄(Rd)
µ̄

)

. R2(λ̃(Rd) + µ̃(Rd)) ≤ R2 .

Moreover, for R ≤ R0, πε(#ΛR) . πε(#R). Thus, (30) can be reduced to the
form of Assumption (i). We now provide the proof of the result.

Proof. As before, we prove the result only for the trivial scaling s = (Id, 0, 1, 1),
since the proof in the general case is similar. Let (λ̄, µ̄) denote the normalised
marginals of πε|PR

, i.e.

λ̄(A) =
πε|PR

(A × R
d)

πε(PR)
,

and analogously for the other marginal. Let π̄ = πε(PR)argmin OTε(λ̄, µ̄). Note
that πε(PR)λ̄ ≤ λ, πε(PR)µ̄ ≤ µ. Consider π̂ = πε|P c

R
+ π̄. Note that

Πx(π̂) = Πxπε|P c
R

+ λ̄ = λ,

and similarly Πy(π̂) = µ. Thus, π̂ is valid competitor for πε and we find
∫

|x − y|2dπε + ε2H(πε|λ ⊗ µ) ≤

∫

|x − y|2dπ̂ + ε2H(π̂|λ ⊗ µ).(33)
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Set A = supp(πε|P c
R

) ∩ supp(π̄). Using convexity of the function x 7→ x log x, we

obtain the following estimate:

∫

A

log

(

d(πε + π̄)

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

d(πε + π̄)

≤
1

2

∫

A

log

(

2dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

2dπε +
1

2

∫

A

log

(

2 dπ̄

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

2 dπ̄

=

∫

A

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε +

∫

A

log

(

dπ̄

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπ̄ +

∫

A

log(2)d(πε + π̄)

≤

∫

A

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε +

∫

A

log

(

dπ̄

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπ̄ + log(2) (πε(A) + π̄(A)) .

Combining the above estimate with (33), we arrive at:

∫

#R

|x − y|2dπε + ε2

∫

PR

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

≤

∫

|x − y|2dπ̄ + ε2

∫

log

(

dπ̄

d(λ̄ ⊗ µ̄)

d(λ̄ ⊗ µ̄)

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπ̄ + log(2)ε2 (π(A) + π̄(A))

≤πε(PR)OTε(λ̄, µ̄) + 2 log(2)ε2πε(#ΛR) − 2ε2πε(PR) log πε(PR)

+

∫

#R\PR

|x − y|2dπε ,

where we have used the fact that π̄(Rd ×R
d) ≤ πε(PR) and that πε(A) ≤ πε(BΛR ×

BΛR) ≤ πε(#ΛR). Now, comparing entropic optimal transport to quadratic trans-
port, we obtain for some constant CT < ∞

OTε(λ̄, µ̄) ≤ OT (λ̄, µ̄) +
d

2
ε2 log(ε−2) + CTε2,

which leaves us with
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπε + ε2

∫

PR

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

≤ πε(PR)OT (λ̄, µ̄) + πε(PR)
d

2
ε2 log(ε−2)

+ CTπε(PR)ε2

+ 2 log(2)ε2πε(#ΛR) − 2ε2πε(PR) log πε(PR)

+

∫

#R\PR

|x − y|2dπε .(34)

If we choose Λ = 11/4, the last term on the right hand side can be controlled using
Proposition 7 by C2δ

∫

#2R
|x − y|2 dπε by choosing ε/R ≤ δ. We will now derive a

careful lower bound on the entropic contribution of πε on PR. Using the convexity
of x 7→ x log x, we have that for any π ≪ λ ⊗ µ, the following bound holds true

∫

PR

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)
d(λ ⊗ µ) ≥

∫

PR

(

1 + log

(

dπ

d(λ ⊗ µ)

))

dπε − π(PR) .

(35)
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We now make the following choice:

π = πε(PR)
1BR×BRe

−
δ|y−x|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)
∫

BR×BR
e

−
δ|y−x|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)

.

We can then obtain

ε2

∫

PR

log

(

dπ

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

= −
δ

1 + δ

∫

BR×BR

|y − x|2dπε + ε2 log





1
∫

BR×BR
e

−
δ|y−x|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)



πε(PR)

+ ε2πε(PR) log(πε(PR)) .(36)

For the second term on the right hand side, we estimate the integral in the argument
of the log as follows
∫

BR×BR

e
−

δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)

=
λ(BR)µ(BR)

|BR|2

∫

BR×BR

e
−

δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(x ⊗ y)

+

∫

BR×BR

e
−

δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ) −
λ(BR)µ(BR)

|BR|2
d(x ⊗ y)

≤
λ(BR)µ(BR)

|BR|2

∫

BR×Rd

e
− δ|y|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(x ⊗ y) + Rα[λ]α,R

∫

Rd×BR

e
− δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(x ⊗ µ(y))

+ Rα[µ]α,R
λ(BR)

|BR|

∫

Rd×BR

e
−

δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(x ⊗ y) .

Rescaling and simplifying the integrals, we obtain the bound
∫

BR×BR

e
−

δ|y−x)|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)

≤

(

ε2(1 + δ)

δ

)
d
2
(

λ(BR)µ(BR)

|BR|
+ λ(BR)Rα[µ]α,R + µ(BR)Rα[λ]α,R

)
∫

Rd

e−|x|2

dx

≤

(

πε2(1 + δ)

δ

)
d
2
(

2π2λ(0)µ(0) + 2πλ(0) + 2πµ(0)
)

Rd.

This leaves us with the lower bound

ε2 log





1
∫

BR×BR
e

− δ|y−x|2

(1+δ)ε2 d(λ ⊗ µ)



πε(PR)

≥ − ε2 log(M)πε(PR) +
d

2
ε2 log(ε−2)πε(PR) ,(37)

where the constant M = M(δ, R, λ(0), µ(0)) is given by

M = 2

(

πε2(1 + δ)

δ

)
d
2
(

π2λ(0)µ(0) + πλ(0) + πµ(0)
)

Rd.
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Note that M is increasing as a function of R. Combining (37), (36), and (35), we
obtain

∫

#R

log

(

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)

)

dπε

d(λ ⊗ µ)
d(λ ⊗ µ)

≥ − ε2 log(M)πε(PR) +
d

2
ε2 log(ε−2)πε(PR) + ε2πε(#R) log(πε(PR))

−
δ

1 + δ

∫

BR×BR

|y − x|2 dπε ,

which together with (34) gives us
∫

#R

|x − y|2dπε

≤ πε(PR)OT (λ̄, µ̄) + πε(#ΛR)C1ε2 + δ

∫

#2R

|x − y|2 dπε ,

for some constant C1 < ∞ which depends on R, δ, λ(0) µ(0), where we have used
the fact that PR ⊂ #R ⊂ #ΛR. Moreover, we note that C1 is increasing as a
function of R, since M is. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Thus, using Propositions 7 and 8, we have shown that Assumptions (i) and (ii)
are satisfied for entropic optimal transport for any δ ∈ (0, 1) as long as ε2/R2 is
chosen to be sufficiently small which is always possible. Thus, (9) will be satisfied
as long as (3) is (for possibly different choices of ε1 > 0).
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[L1́4] C. Léonard, A survey of the Schrödinger problem and some of its connections with

optimal transport, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 34 (2014), no. 4, 1533–1574.
[MS23] H. Malamut and M. Sylvestre, Convergence Rates of the Regularized Optimal

Transport : Disentangling Suboptimality and Entropy, arXiv e-prints (2023),
arXiv:2306.06940.

[Nut22] M. Nutz, Introduction to entropic optimal transport, 2022.
[OPR21] F. Otto, M. Prod’homme, and T. Ried, Variational approach to regularity of optimal

transport maps: general cost functions, Ann. PDE 7 (2021), no. 2, Paper No. 17, 74.
[Vil03] C. Villani, Topics in optimal transportation, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 58,

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.
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