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Feet : This argument continues to work if
To is bi-Lipschitz.

↳ If C , P ,Q are measures over 10 , 179
such that 2

,Qa . c Lebesgue, and
the OT map fromIto Q is bi-Lipschitz,
then :

Wi (p,Q) LOTe(p,Q) We (p,Q).

↳ When these smoothnes assumptions fail to hold,
the above proof is not known to mask.

↳ Chizet et al : developed the following argument instead :



Lamma : If (fign) B (fo , go) are optimal
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III . Central Limit Theorems.

[del Barrio ,
Loubes' 19 AOP]
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Let (fege) be a pair of K . potentials
from pe for . Then :
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