Positive heat-flow observations on spherical shells: cutoffs,
optimal preparation and concentration

Abstract

We study nonnegative initial temperatures whose Dirichlet heat evolution has one
constant signed outward normal derivative on both components of a fixed spherical shell
at a prescribed time. In every dimension at least two, the admissible times form an inter-
val (0, 7) with a finite, unattained endpoint characterized by a boundary heat-kernel ratio.
Finite schedules satisfy an exact interior convex-hull criterion, and a datum-independent
terminal interval contains at most one observation. With unit ground-state projection,
every weighted minimum-L9 preparation, 1 < ¢ < oo, is unique at every admissible time
and is determined by a monotone real scalar moment equation. In the quadratic case its
cost increases strictly. As the observation time approaches the cutoff, we obtain sharp
constants throughout the fixed L4 scale, including separate endpoint arguments. The
boundary law H (1 —+/6z,7—6)/8 — B(z> —6) fixes the concentration scale and limiting
profiles. Every asymptotically optimal L? preparation has the same strong rescaled pro-
file, quantitative ground-weighted total-variation stability, no scaled second-moment loss,
and asymptotic angular symmetry. For every fixed 1 < ¢ < oo, weighted near-minimizers
have quantitative ground-probability stability with no second-moment loss, and physi-
cal near-minimizers have a universal strong rescaled profile including angular symmetry.
Quadratic transport convergence holds, while exactly feasible examples exclude a uni-
versal higher-moment conclusion. All the norm infima are unchanged by restriction to
smooth, strictly positive, fully compatible data. At the L' endpoint the ground-weighted
probabilities concentrate at v/6 in quadratic Wasserstein distance. At the cap endpoint
the preparations converge strongly in every finite L" to a filled layer, including physical
angular rigidity; an exactly feasible counterexample excludes general strong L*° con-
vergence. The arguments distinguish the shell-specific observation geometry from the
classical positivity and moment-optimization tools used to analyze it.

1 Introduction

Overdetermined heat problems often ask what geometry is forced by a spatially constant
boundary flux. Here we fix the geometry and allow the initial temperature to vary. This
leads to a different quantitative question: at which times can positive initial data produce the
observation, and what preparation cost is required as the last possible time is approached?
The distinction between a prescribed uniform initial datum and a tailored nonnegative one
is essential. We work on a shell with both boundary components included, using the signed
outward normal derivative with one common value, rather than allowing a separate constant
on each component.

There are three linked parts to the answer. First, the ratio of two one-dimensional
boundary heat kernels determines the exact latest time. Its spatial order and temporal end-
point contraction yield a sharp existence/nonexistence theorem, including nonattainment
at the cutoff. Second, several requested times impose simultaneous positive moments. An
interior convex-hull criterion describes feasibility exactly; a uniform terminal simplicity the-
orem shows why separate feasibility need not imply joint feasibility. Third, normalizing the



ground-state projection makes the preparation problem coercive and produces an exact op-
timizer and sharp singular costs. The singularity is governed by a quadratic contact of the
normalized flux kernel with zero and a linear zero of the ground state.

The cutoff and kernel law are proved in Section 2. Schedules and the terminal obstruc-
tion are treated in Section 3. Section 4 gives the unique weighted finite-q preparation at
every admissible time, and strict cost growth in the quadratic case. Section 5 gives sharp
weighted costs in every fixed norm. The stability analysis then identifies the concentration
of all asymptotically optimal L? preparations, rather than just an explicit recovery sequence.
Section 7 extends strong profile convergence to 1 < ¢ < oo and identifies the smooth infima
for all norms. Section 8 proves quantitative probability-tail control and the physical angular
profile for every finite strictly convex power, and shows that no higher transport order is
universally forced. Section 9 completes the endpoint concentration picture, including the
obstruction to strong L convergence. All constants and limits fix the dimension and shell.
The data remain in L? even when a different norm is minimized.

Relation to earlier work

The overdetermined parabolic literature includes the symmetry work of Alessandrini—
Garofalo and Alessandrini [4, 5, 6], and the later level-surface discussion of Sakaguchi
[7]. These questions provide geometric context; we do not use those papers as black-box
proofs of the present shell classification or cost formulas. The 1989-1991 originals have not
been available for direct examination in preparing this work. Consequently we make no
first-priority assertion about single-time rigidity with uniform initial temperature, and no
claim that later summaries enumerate all consequences of those originals. The results below
are self-contained statements for tailored nonnegative data on a fixed shell.

The positivity mechanism is classical. Determinants of one-dimensional diffusion kernels
and their total positivity are treated by Karlin-McGregor and Karlin [1, 2]; Schmidt’s work
[3] is a particularly relevant predecessor concerning parabolic initial and boundary kernels.
We give the determinant, boundary-limit and strict-endpoint arguments needed here explic-
itly, without claiming a new general principle of total positivity. Schmidt’s original likewise
has not been directly available, so its precise theorem implications for the endpoint argument
remain a historical comparison question.

The optimization and moment tools also have established antecedents. Interior moment
representations by regular densities are part of moment theory; the concrete smooth-bump
construction used below can be compared with [9]. Convex entropy-like minimization and
positive minimum-L? moment reconstruction appear in [8, 11]. Compactly supported power
profiles and sharp moment—entropy inequalities are classical [14, 12, 13]. In particular a
positive-part representer, Hilbert projection gap or beta integral is not itself the claimed
contribution. The purpose here is to connect the exact shell observation limit to global
optimal preparation, sharp heat-specific singular costs and stability under the stated nor-
malization. Saturation under a pointwise cap and its quantitative stability also have clas-
sical variational precedents; compare the fixed-volume bathtub estimate in [16, Section 2.8,
Proposition 24]. Our direct argument treats the moving heat scale and the ground state’s
boundary zeros. For general convex-moment Bregman identities with nonnegative correction
terms, see Csiszar-Matus [15].

The physical interpretation is fixed throughout: the unknown is an initial temperature,
not a time-dependent boundary control. Rotational averaging reduces feasibility and norm
infima to radial data, but does not imply that every feasible datum is radial. Angular rigidity
below is a consequence of asymptotically minimal cost.



2 The shell kernels and the exact cutoff

Fix N > 2 and a > 0, and put

b=a+1, ng[;i, Q={zeRY:a<|z|<b}, L= (b/a).
We use the generator A, zero Dirichlet boundary values, and the signed outward normal
derivative. An observation at 7' > 0 means that d,u(-,T") has one constant value on the
entire boundary, including both components. Initial data are nonnegative and nonzero in
L%(Q). Positive-time smoothing defines these observations even when the initial datum has
no boundary trace.
For radial data set s =r — a and v(s,t) = rPu(r,t). Then

d? pp—1)
UV = —LU, L= —@ + V(S), V(S) = m, ’U(O,t) = ’U(].,t) =0. (1)
The operator is the unitary radial transform of the positive Dirichlet Laplacian. In particular
its eigenvalues satisfy 0 < A1 < Ao < ---. Write ¢,, for real orthonormal eigenfunctions with

(0) >0, and ¢ = ¢ > 0 in (0,1). Let k(¢, s, z) be the kernel of P, = e *%, and define
¢ (0) ¢

hi(s,t) = 0:k(t,s,0), hr(s,t) = —0:k(t, s, 1), (2)
Dy (t) = 050.k(t,0,0), Dpr(t) = —0s0.k(t,0,1), Dpp(t) = 050,k(t,1,1).

All three D’s and both interior boundary kernels are positive, by the strong maximum
principle and the Hopf lemma. These facts hold also when N = 2 and V' < 0: the potential
is bounded on this fixed interval and can be shifted by a constant in comparison arguments.
Symmetry gives

W, (0)=Drp, hy(1)=—Drg, Re(0)=Drg, He(l)=—Dgnr

Define the smoothly extended quotients and the imbalance kernel by

h D D
Q=" mit)="2EE M) ==ZEE, F=t(hy(,t)—hg(-t), H,=F/é
hr, Drp, Drr @)

Here and below a prime on a spatial function denotes its spatial derivative; time derivatives
of m, M are indicated explicitly or by the argument.

Lemma 2.1 (Spatial order and endpoint contraction). For t > 0, Qs(s,t) > 0 on (0,1).
The functions m and M are strictly increasing and strictly decreasing in time, respectively.

If co = —¢'(1)/¢'(0), then

m(t) < cq < M(1), tlggo m(t) = tlglolo M(t) =cq <, léf{} M(t) = oo.
Proof. We include the classical determinant argument to specify the boundary limits being
used; the underlying total-positivity mechanism is that of Karlin-McGregor and parabolic
kernel theory [1, 2, 3]. On the triangle s; < so the antisymmetric product kernel

k(t,s1,21)k(t, s2,22) — k(t, s1, 22)k(t, 52, 21), 21 < 22,

is nonnegative. Indeed, antisymmetrically extend nonnegative smooth compact data from
the triangle to the square. Product evolution restricts to a Dirichlet problem on the triangle
with potential V(s1) + V(s2), and comparison preserves positivity. Testing all such data



proves the kernel inequality. Divide by z;(1 — z2) and pass to z; | 0,22 T 1. This yields
hL(Sl)hR(S2) — hR(Sl)hL(SQ) >0, hence Qs > 0.
Strictness requires an additional argument. Cancellation of the common potential gives

/
Qt = st + QFLQS
L

The nonnegative function Z = @, solves a linear parabolic equation with drift 2h /hy,
and zero-order coefficient 205(h; /hr). These coefficients are bounded on every compact
interior positive-time cylinder. An interior zero would, by the strong maximum principle
and overlapping cylinders, force Z to vanish everywhere at an earlier positive time. But
hr, and hgr cannot be proportional: in their eigenfunction expansions the coefficient ratio
—¢!(1)/¢,(0) is positive for n = 1 and negative for n = 2. Thus Qs > 0.

For h > 0, hi(-,t + h) = Pyhi(-,t). Differentiating at the right endpoint shows that
M(t 4 h) is the average of Q(z,t) with positive weight [—0sk(h, 1, 2)]hr(z,t). It is strictly
less than M (t). The left endpoint similarly gives m(t+ h) > m(t). Spectral dominance gives
their common limit ¢,. To justify derivative-series convergence, min-max gives A, = n?r? +
O(1), and the eigenfunction equation and Sobolev estimates give polynomial bounds on
endpoint derivatives. The exponentially decaying series therefore converge with the required
derivatives on every positive-time slab, and their rescaled tails vanish as ¢ — oc.

Set (1) = 1 Ppp(r — a). The radial equation gives

£¢f+)\n¢%__N—1 2 (4)
dr 2 N r e

Integration from a to b is strictly negative. For n = 1 it gives a P¢'(0) > b P[—¢'(1)], hence
cq < X.

Finally let C' = |V||, and let ko denote the free interval Dirichlet heat kernel. Compar-
ison yields e~ “*kq < k < e“*kg. Dividing by the appropriate two endpoint distances and
taking their limits yields the same comparison for each positive mixed inward derivative; we
do not differentiate an ordered inequality arbitrarily. Consequently

e 2O My (t) < M(t) < 2t My(t). (5)
For completeness the interval image kernel is

ko(t,s,2) = 3 [Gels — 2 +2)) = Gy(s + 2+ 2)],  Gi(w) = (4mt)"1/2e=2"/(0),
JEZL
Differentiate this normally convergent Gaussian series at the endpoints. The nearest image

distances are 0 for Drro and +1 for Dpro; the remaining distances start at 2 and 3,
respectively. Thus

Drpro(t) = (4mt) "2t 1+ Ot e /)],
Drro(t) = (4nt) V27117t = 2)e VU1 4 O(e72/Y)].

The tails obey these estimates by summing the Gaussian factors times their quadratic deriva-
tive polynomials. Consequently M(t) ~ te'/(4*) /(1 —2t) as t | 0. In particular My(t) — oo,
which proves the last assertion. ]

Theorem 2.2 (Exact positive-data cutoff). There is a unique 7 = Tn(a) > 0 such that
M(7) = £. There exists a nonnegative nonzero datum in L?(Q2) with an observation at T if
and only if 0 < T < 7. FEvery such time is realized by smooth radial data, strictly positive
in the interior and satisfying all Dirichlet heat compatibility conditions. The cutoff is not
attained.



Proof. The existence and uniqueness of 7 follow from Lemma 2.1. For radial initial data v,
the physical inner and outer derivatives are

1 1
—a_p/ hr(s,T)v(s)ds, —b_p/ hr(s,T)v(s)ds.
0 0

Thus equality is precisely [vEFp = 0. Since Fr = hy({— Q) and m(T) < ¢q < ¢, the kernel is
positive throughout (0,1) when T' > 7, including at T' = 7. Its vanishing limiting coefficient
at the outer endpoint at cutoff cannot support nonzero L? mass. When T' < 7, strict spatial
order implies that Fr has one zero, being positive before it and negative after it.

Choose g > 0 smooth and compactly supported in the negative region. The ground
moment is

1
/0 GFrds = T (¢(0) + ¢/(1)] > 0

Hence v = ¢ + g, with v = — [ ¢Fp/ [ gFp > 0, gives exactly zero imbalance. It is strictly
positive inside. The physical datum r~Pv(r — a) is smooth; compact bumps do not change
any boundary compatibility condition inherited from the ground eigenfunction. In precise
terms Afug = 0 on 0N for every integer j > 0. Its common outward flux is strictly negative
by Hopf.

For arbitrary data average over SO(N). Rotations commute with Dirichlet heat evolution
and the normal derivative, preserve nonnegative nonzero mass, and are transitive on each
boundary sphere. A whole-boundary observation is preserved by averaging. Radial exclusion
therefore excludes all data at forbidden times; radial constructions give the converse. O

Proposition 2.3 (An explicit three-dimensional root and large shells). For N = 3 let

x = w2t and
E:nQ—naz’ §:n2—nm

n>1 n>1
n even n odd

Then M (t) = (O+E)/(O—E), and the unique cutoff is specified by (2a+1)E(n?7) = O(r?7).
In every fized dimension,

Tn(a) = log(8a/p) +o(1) (a— o0). (6)
32

Proof. When p = 1, V.= 0 and the normalized eigenfunctions are v/2sin(nms). Their
endpoint derivative products give the displayed ratio; its denominator is positive by Hopf.
Substitution of £ = (a+1)/a gives the stated equation. For general fixed N, | V||, = O(a™2),
{=1+p/a+0(a2), and My(t) = 1+ 8e 3™t 4 O(e~571) as t — co. At t+ = [log(8a/p) +
g]/(37%), (5) changes this expansion by only O(log(a)/a?). Thus M(t_) > £ > M(ty) for
large a. Monotonicity traps 7 between these times; then let ¢ | 0. O

2.1 Strict endpoint derivatives and the boundary law

Lemma 2.4. For everyt >0, m/(t) >0 and M'(t) < 0.

Proof. Strict order in time alone would not establish this assertion. At the right endpoint

write y =1 — s, I(y,t) = hp(1 —y,t) = yg(y,t), and q(y,t) = hr(1 — y,t)/U(y,t). Boundary
smoothness and the equation give 1,,,(0,t) =0, so g > 0, g,(0,t) = 0. With d = g,/g9 = O(y),

G = qyy + (2/y + 2d)qy, q4(0,t) = 0. (7)



The potential is generally nonsymmetric, so no even extension of g is assumed. Write ¢ =
g0+ @2y + q3y® + O(y*). The left side of (7) has no term linear in y; the right side has linear
coefficient 12¢g3. Hence g3 = 0. For A = ¢,/y we obtain

Ap= Ay + (4fy +20)A, + (2d/y +2d,)A, Ay(0.1) = 0.

The radial extension A(z,t) = A(|z|,t) to a small ball in R® is C? in space and C' in
time. It solves a uniformly parabolic equation with bounded continuous drift 2[d(|z|,t)/|z|]z
and zero-order coefficient 2d/y + 2d,,, extended continuously at zero. Indeed the cancellation
q3 = 0 gives precisely the regularity needed for this extension; higher evenness is unnecessary.
Lemma 2.1 gives A < 0 off the center and A < 0 at the center. The strong maximum
principle, after a bounded zero-order shift, excludes a zero at the center at positive time.
Thus A(0,t) < 0. Taking the endpoint limit in (7) gives M'(t) = 34(0,t) < 0. At the left
endpoint the same construction has ¢, > 0, and the minimum principle gives m/(t) > 0. O

Put k = —¢’(1) > 0. The next law is the local input for all the cost and stability results;
the constants depend on the fixed shell.

Lemma 2.5 (Universal boundary law). There is 8 > 0 such that, as § | 0, uniformly for
bounded z > 0,

H._5(1—+/5z)
)

B - 6), W k2. (8)

Moreover there are cg, Cy, 69 > 0 with
Hy 5(1—y) > coy® —Cod (0<y<1, 0<6< ). (9)

Proof. Use the preceding notation at ¢ = 7, and set ¢ = ¢(0,7)/k. Equation (7) gives
M'(1) = 3qyy(0,7) < 0. Since H = (hr,/¢)(£ — q), set B = —cqyy(0,7)/2 > 0. At the cutoff
H(1) = 0, its coefficient of y? is 3, and its time derivative at the endpoint is —cM’(7) = 65.
Taylor expansion at (y,t) = (0, 7) proves (8). Here ¢(1—y) = xy+O(y?) by its eigenfunction
equation. At cutoff H is positive on [0,1) and has just the specified quadratic zero at 1.
Compactness gives H, (1 — y) > coy? after decreasing ¢y if necessary. A bound on 9;H on a
compact positive-time slab proves (9). O

3 Schedules and a terminal simplicity interval

The one-time criterion does not determine simultaneous feasibility. The following exact
criterion is useful even when the convex hull cannot be described by a closed formula in the
time nodes.

Theorem 3.1 (Finite schedules). For distinct positive times ti, ..., ty, define on [0,1]
D(s) = (Hyy (), -, Hip ().
The schedule is realized by a nonnegative nonzero L*(Q) datum if and only if
0 € intgm conv I'([0, 1]). (10)

Equivalently no nonzero o € R™ has a-1'(s) > 0 on [0,1]. Whenever feasible, the schedule is
realized by smooth radial strictly interior-positive data satisfying all compatibility conditions.



Proof. First all spectral coefficients
bn = £8,(0) + ¢/, (1) (11)

are positive. Indeed (4), valid also for sign-changing eigenfunctions, gives £¢/,(0) > |¢/,(1)].
Consequently Fy = > bne*)‘”tqﬁn. The functions Hy, are linearly independent: an identi-
cally vanishing combination, multiplied by ¢ and paired with ¢,,, would give ) ey e Mt =
for all n. The first m equations have invertible exponential interpolation matrix. For com-
pleteness a nonzero combination of m exponentials with distinct real exponents has at most
m — 1 distinct real zeros: divide by one exponential, differentiate and use Rolle’s theorem
inductively. This proves invertibility.

Every nonzero such combination is real analytic and has a null zero set in (0,1). An-
alyticity here can be checked for this particular potential: V extends holomorphically to
a neighborhood of [0,1] avoiding —a. The analytic eigenfunction ODE gives continuation
bounds polynomial in A, times e“V1** on a smaller complex neighborhood. The factors
e~ imply normal convergence for positive times. Division by ¢, whose endpoint zeros are
simple, has removable endpoint singularities. Thus H; is analytic near the closed interval.
This also justifies the level-set nullity used later.

For a nonnegative nonzero radial datum v, normalize the probability du = v¢ds/ [ve.
The requested schedule is equivalent to [T'dp = 0. If (10) fails, separation gives nonzero a
with - T" > 0 on the curve. Its null zero set makes its integral against this absolutely contin-
uous nonzero probability strictly positive, a contradiction. The same separation argument
proves the asserted equivalent condition. Boundary membership in the closed convex hull is
therefore insufficient.

Conversely, choose finitely many interior points s; whose image vectors have a convex
hull containing a neighborhood of zero. One way to do so is to represent small positive and
negative coordinate vectors by finite convex combinations, and then perturb any endpoint
nodes slightly inward. For narrow nonnegative compact smooth bumps g; normalized by
J gi¢ = 1, the moment vectors ¢; = ([ gl );":1 remain close to I'(s;), so their convex hull
still contains a neighborhood of zero. Put r = ([ OF, );”:1 For sufficiently small n > 0 choose
a; >0, 0, =1, with Y. ojqs = —nr. Then v = né + ), o;g; has all imbalance moments
zero, is strictly positive inside, and has all compatibility conditions. Rotation averaging and
radial realization complete the passage to physical data. The regular-density construction is
a classical interior moment mechanism, for which see also [9]; the proof above supplies the
specific nondegeneracy and exact correction needed here. O

Theorem 3.2 (Uniform terminal simplicity). For this fized shell there is to € (0,7) such
that every nonnegative nonzero initial datum has at most one whole-boundary observation in
[to,00). At any such time the rotationally averaged imbalance is transverse. In particular
two distinct times in (to, T) are each individually feasible but jointly infeasible.

Proof. At t =7, Hy(s) > 0 for s < 1, H;(1) =0, and 9;Hy(1)|;=r = 68 > 0 by Lemma 2.5.
Thus 0y H is positive near the outer endpoint. On the compact complement H, has a positive
minimum, so choosing C' > 0 sufficiently large gives 0;H + CH > 0 on all of [0,1] at time
7. Continuity supplies to < 7 and 1 > 0 such that 0;H + CH > n on [0,1] x [to, 7]. For a
radial nonnegative nonzero v write B(t) = [ vF};. Integration against v¢ yields

1
B'(t)+ CB(t) > 77/ v ds > 0.
0

Hence e“* B(t) is strictly increasing and has at most one zero in this interval; at a zero B'(t) >
0. The cutoff theorem excludes all later times. Rotation averaging extends exclusion to



arbitrary data. The transversality assertion concerns this averaged imbalance, not constancy
of the flux at nearby times. Finally Theorem 2.2 realizes each individual time below 7,
proving the last assertion. O

4 The exact optimal normalized preparation

Fix the shell and notation of the preceding sections. All integrals without displayed limits
are over (0,1), and ||-||, denotes its Lebesgue L? norm. The ground state is normalized by
|¢lla =1. For 0 < T < 7 set

Ar = {U€L2(0,1) tv >0, /v¢ds:1, /vFTds:O}, E(T) = inf |jv|3.

veEAT

The normalization is essential: multiplication of an initial temperature by a positive constant
preserves its observation time. Nonnegative minimum-norm moment problems and their
convex geometry are classical; see, for example, [8, 11]. We give direct proofs of the particular
optimizer, its scalar parameter, and the heat-semigroup cost inequality used below.

4.1 A monotone scalar equation for every strictly convex power

For a fixed continuous positive weight w and 1 < g < oo, write

1
1
Equ(T) = vieI}{T/o wo? ds, a= -7 Waw = WL,

The admissible class remains L?; the objective may be infinite for an individual datum.
Define the nonnegative-cone Bregman remainder

By(z,y) =29y —qy? Hz—y), x,y>0.

Its use below is a concrete instance of classical convex-moment Pythagorean identities with
a correction term [15, Lemma 4.16 and Theorem 7.10].

Theorem 4.1 (Global weighted power optimum). For every 0 < T < 7, the scalar function
1

v, T) = / wewHr (1 +60H7) ds (12)
0

is continuous and strictly increasing in 0 € R, with opposite infinite limits at the two ends
of R. Let 0 = 04,(T) be its unique zero, and set

Vowr =w * (o(1 +60Hr))T ,
1
Zq,w(T) = /0 Cb‘/;],w,T ds > 0, Vqw, T = V;],w,T/Z ,w(T)-

Then vg w1 @5 the unique minimizer in Ar, and
gq,w(T) = Zq,w(T>1iq- (13)
With Z = Z4.,,(T) and g = ¢Z*~9¢(1 + 0Hr), every finite-cost v € Ar satisfies
1 1
/ wulds — & (T) = / wBy (v, Vg 1) ds + / (—g)vds. (14)
0 0 {1+6H7<0}

The root, normalizer and minimum are continuous in T € (0,7); the optimizer is continuous
there as a map into C([0,1]). The sign of 6 is opposite to that of V(0,T), with 8 = 0 when
v(0,7)=0.



Proof. For each real h, the function h (1 + 6h)9 is nondecreasing in 6. For h > 0 its positive-
part factor increases; for h < 0 that factor decreases and is multiplied by a negative number.
For any 6, < 03, both affine factors are positive when 0 < |h| is sufficiently small. Since Hr is
continuous and changes sign through an interior zero, an open positive-measure subinterval
has such nonzero values of Hr and positive wy,,. The integrand increases strictly there. It
is nondecreasing elsewhere, proving strict increase of ¥ without differentiating a fractional
power at an active boundary. Boundedness on compact parameter sets gives joint continuity
by dominated convergence. The same theorem gives

lim v(o, 1)
60— —+o0 (e
lim v(.7)

60— —o0 ’9|a

= / wewHE ds > 0,
{Hr>0}

— _/ Wy |Hr|* T ds < 0.
{HT<0}

These limits prove existence and uniqueness of the real zero. An interior neighborhood of the
zero of Hy has 1 +60H7 > 0, so Z > 0. The displayed normalized candidate is continuous,
bounded and in L?, has unit ground projection, and has zero flux moment by (12).

On the active set, g = quZ;U{T; on its complement the candidate is zero and g < 0.
Both moment constraints imply [ g(v — vgwr)ds = 0. Expanding B, and separating the
inactive set yields (14). Its two right-hand terms are nonnegative, and strict convexity gives

uniqueness. Infinite-cost data cannot improve the bounded candidate. Since ag = a + 1,

1 1
/0 wV;w,T ds = /0 wqw (1 + HHT)?FJrl ds
—Z400(0,T) = Z.

Dividing by Z9 proves (13).

For continuity fix Ty and its root 6y. At g — ¢ and 6y + ¢, strict increase gives opposite
strict signs. Joint continuity preserves these signs for T close to Ty, trapping its unique
root between these two values. Thus #(T") — 6. Uniform spatial continuity of Hr on a
compact positive-time neighborhood, continuity of the positive-part power, and positivity of
the limiting normalizer now give uniform convergence of V' and the normalized candidate,
and convergence of the normalizer and value. The root’s sign follows from strict increase. [

Remark 4.2. The scalar parameter is allowed to have either sign. For arbitrary g, w, a repre-
sentation forced to use a positive threshold ¢ would not follow from the hypotheses. Nor is C!
dependence asserted for general fractional-power active sets. The stronger differentiability
and cost growth proved next concern the unweighted quadratic case.

4.2 Quadratic preparation and strict time growth

Theorem 4.3. For every 0 < T < 7, there is exactly one c(T') > 0 satisfying

Jr(c) = / & Hr (c — Hy), ds = 0. (15)
e 6 e(T) — Hy)
o(T) —
21) = [ )~ ), ds.or = SO
one has Z(T) > 0, and vy is the unique minimizer in Ap. Moreover,
T 2
BT = Gy > 1 Wl3=B@) = o= orlB+ o [ 6(Hr — (D)), vds (v€ Ar)

(16)



The infimum is unchanged if one restricts to smooth data strictly positive in the interior and
satisfying all Dirichlet heat compatibility conditions.

Proof. Write H = Hp. The preceding kernel analysis gives both signs for H, spatial analyt-
icity and nonconstancy, and

M@:/&H@:@W@+wmkﬁﬁ>o

In particular every level set of H has measure zero. In Theorem 4.1 with ¢ = 2, w = 1, this

mean equals ¥(0,7") > 0, so the unique root € is negative. Set ¢ = —1/6 > 0. The relation

(1-H/c), = (c— H), /c proves (15), the optimizer formula and uniqueness of its positive

scalar root. The general gap and cost formulas reduce to (16). Cauchy—Schwarz gives cost

at least one; equality would force v = ¢, whose flux moment is M; > 0. Hence E(T') > 1.
For the differentiability assertion below it is useful to note

h@:—/ $*H?ds < 0, %@:/ $*H ds,
{H<0} {H<c}

J7 is nondecreasing for ¢ > 0: increasing a positive level only adds nonnegative values of H.
Thus Jr is convex on the positive half-line. For ¢ > max H,

Jr(c) = cMy — /¢2H2 ds — +00.

At the positive root convexity gives

JT(C) — JT(O)

Jr(c) = -

> 0.

We prove the last statement without asserting smoothness of the positive-part optimizer.
Choose one smooth, strictly interior-positive compatible datum w € Ap, whose existence
follows from the cutoff construction. Choose nonnegative g, € C°(0,1) converging in L? to
vr. For fixed 0 < e < 1 put z, = (1 — €)gn + cw. Its two moments converge to (1,0). Take
two fixed nonnegative compactly supported smooth bumps b1, b near points with different
H values. For sufficiently small supports the columns

(fm¢w>7 A

fbiFT ds

are independent: the ratios of their second to first entries approach those distinct values.
Solve this fixed two-dimensional system for corrections «;,,b; + v,bs restoring both moments
of z, exactly. The coefficients tend to zero. On the compact union of bump supports, w has
a positive minimum, so for sufficiently large n the correction is bounded in absolute value by
ew/2. The corrected functions remain strictly positive in the interior. Compactly supported
corrections preserve every boundary compatibility condition. First letting n — oo, then
€ ] 0, proves equality of infima. O

Proposition 4.4. The functions ¢, Z, E are C' on (0,7), and T + vy is C* as a map into
L2%(0,1). For0<Ty < Ty <,

B(Ty) — 1 < e ?Ce W) (B(Ty) - 1), (17)

In particular E'(T) > 2(Aa — \1)(E(T) — 1) > 0.

10



Proof. Smooth positive-time dependence of Hy and nullity of its level sets imply that Jr(c)
is C! near each positive root. Indeed the derivatives of its positive-part integrand exist off
{Hr = ¢} and are locally bounded, so dominated convergence applies, also to continuity of
the derivatives. Since 0.J7(c(T)) > 0, the C! implicit-function theorem gives ¢(T) € C*.
The same argument gives Z € C'. Difference quotients of ¢ (¢(T) — Hr), converge almost
everywhere off its null zero level and are bounded by a fixed multiple of ¢ on a compact time
neighborhood. Dominated convergence in L? proves the asserted differentiability; continuity
of the derivatives follows in the same way. Analyticity across changes of the active set is not
needed.

Let h=T,—T) and P, =e "L Ifv € Ar,, then w = eMh P s nonnegative, has unit
ground projection, and is feasible at T;. The last assertion follows because its heat evolution
at T} equals eM” times the evolution from v at T». Writing v = ¢ + v, gives

w3 =1 < e2Pm A (|jo]]3 - 1).

Apply this to v = vy, and minimize at 77 to obtain (17). Differentiation yields the stated
bound. Here Ay — A1 is the radial interval spectral gap; no identification with the full shell’s
angular spectral gap is involved. O

Remark 4.5. The exact positive set of the optimizer is { Hr < ¢(T')}. Its boundary consists
of finitely many level points, and it contains the negative-Hp region. No single-interval
description is needed. A transverse interior level crossing gives a derivative corner. If Hy <
¢(T') throughout the interior, then vy = (c¢ — Fr)/Z is smooth, strictly interior-positive
and all-order compatible; an interior zero precludes strict positivity. Equality of the smooth
positive infimum with E(T") does not imply attainment in that smaller class.

5 Sharp costs in every L? norm

Write T = 7 — §. We retain the same two moment constraints and the L? admissible class
Ar, allowing an infinite objective value. For continuous w > 0 on [0, 1] set

Eqw(0) = vei;llf_(g /qu ds (1<qg<o0).

For 1 < g < 00, Ey(0) = €4 (7 — &) from Theorem 4.1. For continuous A > 0 define

. o(s)
E 0) = f .
A= S AG)

The preceding cutoff construction ensures finite-cost admissible data. Positive-part power
profiles in moment-constrained optimization have classical antecedents, including the
moment—entropy inequalities of [12, 13] and the quadratic compactly supported profile
of [14]. The constants below arise from the heat endpoint law and the present ground-
projection normalization. We prove the endpoint cases directly rather than interchange
limits in ¢ and 9.

11



Theorem 5.1. For fized 1 < g < 0o put a« =1/(q—1) and

6(3a +4)  6(dg—1)

2 = =
Ry = o+ 2 2¢—1 "
R R3a+2 2
I, :/ qzo‘H(Rg —2%)%dz = q2 B (a—;— ,a—i—l) )
0
z(R2 — 22))
fo(z) = M (z>0),
_12(a41) 4,
om [ = 20D
Then
lim 692 E, ,(6) = w(1)C,. (18)
510
At the two endpoints,
w(l) 1

In particular the optimal unweighted LY norm has order 61/ (9 yhere 1/o0 = 0. These
limits are for fized q, dimension and shell.

We first record explicitly the boundary estimates used throughout the proof. Put y = 1—s.
The strict endpoint law gives, at (y,T) = (0, 7),

hr
hr,

Here Q(y,T) = (hr/hr)(1 —y,T). If ¢, = limyohr(l —y,7)/é(1 —y) > 0 and § =
—Qyy(0,7)/2 > 0, then H = (hr/9)(f — Q) gives

H, s(1— \/32)
0

(1= 9.T) = M(T) + 5@ (0. T +0(y?),  M'(r) =3Quy (0,7) < 0.

1—+6

— B(z2 - 6), oLV (20)
V6

uniformly on bounded nonnegative z intervals. At the cutoff H; > 0 on [0,1) and has a

quadratic zero of coefficient 8 at 1. Compactness and a bounded positive-time derivative

therefore give fixed positive constants cg, Cy, dg such that

H, 5(1—y)>coy> —Cod (0<y <1, 0<3<dp). (21)

In particular every region H,_5 < C4, for fixed C, lies in y < RV for fixed R. This global
localization is what permits all rescaled integrations below.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 for 1 < g < co. A beta-integral calculation gives

OR 22T(R? — 2%)*dz  R*(a+2)
foR 2t L(R2 — 22)0 4z 3a+4

Thus the displayed R, ensures

H/OO 2fq(2)dz =1, /OO 2(2% — 6) fy(2) dz = 0. (22)
0 0

12



Since ag = o+ 1, another beta recursion gives

RZ(2a+2)

Ry
a+1 RZ* 2a+1d _ .
/0 e

This proves the stated expression for C.
For the lower bound write ¢ = ¢/(¢ — 1) = a + 1. For v > 0 and real g, weighted Young
duality says

/

wo! > gv—(q—1)g Tw " (9)7 . (23)
Choose D, By > 0 by
kDB = qu(1)(xl)"“Y,  By=DB(R; - 6),
and put, with H = H,_s,
g5 =66~ 12(By — DH/9).
Every feasible v satisfies [ gsvds = Byo—(@=1/2) By (21), (95) is supported on a fixed
compact interval in z = y/+/d. On that interval (20) implies, with positive parts understood,

(5‘1*195(1 — \/Sz) — qw(l)fq(z)qfl.

Since w(1 — v/6z) — w(1) uniformly there, the scaled conjugate integral in (23) tends to
(¢ — 1)w(1)Cy. Multiplying the limiting dual polynomial by f, and using (22) gives By =
qw(1)Cy. Integration of (23), uniformly over all feasible v, proves

n%nf 897 Y2E, (8) > By — (¢ — Dw(1)Cy = w(1)C,.

No weak-limit preservation of moments has been used.
For recovery let p vary in a small fixed neighborhood of p, = Rg —6 >0, set ¢ = Bdp,
and define

Vap=w ($lc— H)®,  Js(p) = / GHV , ds.

Its support is uniformly localized by (21). After dividing by a positive power of § and a
positive constant independent of p, its moment converges uniformly in that neighborhood to
VP16
/ 22T (22— 6)(p+ 6 — 2%)“dz.
0

The ratio calculation above shows that this has the sign of p — p, and a unique zero there.
Uniform convergence of positive powers holds also for 0 < a < 1, by uniform continuity on
bounded intervals. The intermediate value theorem supplies exact roots ps — p,. Normalize

These are bounded nonnegative L? data with both moments satisfied exactly. The denomi-
nator has positive leading constant, and rescaling gives

Svs(1 —Voz) — fo(2)

uniformly on a common compact support. Hence 57712 [wufds — w(1)Cy, proving the
upper bound. ]

13



Proof of the ¢ = 1 assertion. Put By = w(1)/(kV6), D1 = B1/(123) and
g5 = 0 V2(By — D1 H/9).
Its positive part is again uniformly localized. On its rescaled support,
1 -6z 2(18 — 22
i = R
The positive part of this cubic has maximum one, attained at z = v/6. Consequently

Ls = max (1, sup gé(S)) — 1.

s€[0,1] U)(S)

The pointwise inequality wv > gsv/Ls, for v > 0, and the two constraints imply

B 571/2
/wvds > ITS'

For the opposite bound choose two nonnegative smooth bumps in z, supported respectively
just below and just above v/6, with both supports a fixed small distance away from that point.
Transform them to s = 1 — v/6z and normalize each to have unit ground projection. Their
H moments have opposite signs for small §. Their convex combination with the unique zero-
moment weight is therefore exactly feasible. For supports within ¢ of /6, each normalized
weighted L' cost, multiplied by v/9, is B; +0O(g)40(1). Indeed its cost divided by its ground
projection is the weighted average of w/¢, and (20) applies uniformly on these supports. Let
0 J 0 and then ¢ | 0. This uses genuine bounded bump data, rather than an atom on a null
level set, and proves the desired upper bound. O

Proof of the ¢ = 0o assertion. If v < M A, take ¢ = 639. Feasibility implies

c:/v¢(c—H)ds§M/A¢(c—H)+ ds.

The global localization and boundary expansion give

V12
/A¢ (c—H), ds~ A(l)nﬁéQ/ 2(12 — 2%) dz
0
= 36A(1)kB6%

This proves the lower bound liminf M > 1/(6kA(1)).
For recovery use v = M A on the outer layer 1 — h < s < 1 and zero elsewhere. Its
unnormalized observation moment is
1

Ks(h) :/ A¢H ds.
1-h
Uniformly for bounded R, h = VOR gives

52 K5(VOR) —» A(1)H/BRQ(R1_12).

Signs on either side of /12 and continuity supply roots hs/ V6 — V12. Choose Ms =
( fll—ha Ag¢ds)~!. The layer data satisfy both constraints exactly and

1
5M5 — 76/43‘4(1).

They are bounded and in L? for each §, so they are admissible. Their discontinuity is not a
claim of smooth compatibility. O
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Corollary 5.2. For physical initial temperatures on the shell, impose the unit ground pro-
jection on the rotational average as above. For finite q, the optimal qth power of the physical

L% norm has leading constant
N— —
CASZElel

when 1 < q < oo, and |SVNYbP/(kV/6) when q = 1, with the respective powers of § from
Theorem 5.1. The physical L> constant is 1/(6kbP).

Proof. For radial data uo(r) = r~Pv(r — a) the Jacobian gives exactly

1
ol = 157 [ (-t 5 u(s)ras,

and |lup|, = esssupv(s)/(a + s)P. Apply the theorem with these weights. Rotational
averaging preserves an existing whole-boundary constant-flux observation and its normalized
ground projection, and Jensen’s inequality decreases each physical norm. Radial recoveries
supply the matching infima among all nonnegative, possibly nonradial data. No L? isometry
has been used for g # 2. O

Remark 5.3. For ¢ =2, R3 =14 and I = 2 145/2/15, SO

30 15

Co=gapn PO =5

z (14 — 22) 4
Theorem 4.3 also shows that the same sharp squared-L? infimum holds over smooth strictly
positive compatible preparations. Proposition 7.1 below extends equality of the smooth
strictly positive compatible infima to every norm considered here. The two endpoint recov-
eries differ: the L' sequence concentrates near a single scaled point, while the L recovery
fills a scaled layer. Neither is inferred by exchanging parameter limits.

6 Stability and the profile of every near-minimizer

Fix the shell and dimension throughout this section. Write ts = 7 — 0, Es = E(t;5), and let
vy denote the unique normalized nonnegative least-L? initial datum at time t5. The ground
function satisfies ||¢|l, = 1 and Kk = —¢’(1) > 0. All interval norms and integrals below use
Lebesgue measure. The cutoff expansion and global estimate established above are

6 Hy, (1 —V6z) — B(22 - 6), 5 Y2¢(1 —Voz) — k2, (24)
Hy(1—y) > coy® — Cod (0<y<, (25)

where 3,co,Co > 0, and the limits are uniform on every bounded nonnegative z-interval.
The g = 2 recovery construction in the proof of Theorem 5.1, together with the scalar-root
uniqueness in Theorem 4.3, identifies the optimizer and gives

* ¢(05_Ht5)+ ! 2 (673
v = 252/0 (e~ Hy), ds, g5 8 (26)

In particular, with R, = /14,

30 <3

2R5
o 2p55/22 o2
Z5 K ﬁd s E5 7,%2143/2

15 (27)

These formulas fix all rescaling constants used here.
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For any admissible v, define functions on [0, 00) by
Ws(z) = kév(1 — Voz), (28)
Ps(2) = Vvl —Viz)p(1 — V62), (29)

for 0 < z < 671/2, and set both functions equal to zero elsewhere. Use superscript * for the
rescalings of vf. The normalization [ v¢$ = 1 makes Py a probability density.

Theorem 6.1 (Near-minimizer stability). Put

15z (14 — 22)

W(z) = + P(z) =2W(z),  e5=nr*2(||v|3 — Es).

21452 7
For every admissible v,
[Ws = W5ll; < es. (30)

There are constants C,dy > 0, depending on the fixed shell and its dimension, such that for
0 <6 < do,
IPs— Pill, < CVs. (31)

Moreover Wi — W strongly in L?(0,00). For any family of admissible data v = vg, the
following are equivalent:

30

3/2 2
5 ||’U5||2 — 71%2143/27 (32)
Ws — W strongly in L*(0, c0). (33)
Whenever these conditions hold,
Ps — P in L'(0,00), / 2?Ps(z)dz — 6. (34)
0
Proof. Define the signed function
¢ Cs — H *
95 = u? (95) 4 = v5-

Zs

For every admissible v, the two constraints give [ gsv = ¢5/Zs = Es. Expanding the squared
distance therefore gives the exact identity

« 2 !
[vll5 = Es = |lv—vjll3+ — | ¢(Hy; —cs), vds. (35)
Zs Jo

Both terms on the right are nonnegative. Changing variables in its first term proves (30).

By (25) and c5 = O(§), the support of v lies in 1—s < RV, for a fixed R. Equations (24)—
(27) then imply uniform convergence of Wy to W on a common compact interval containing
all their supports. Hence this convergence is strong in L?. The gap inequality and (27) show
that (32) implies (33). Conversely, strong convergence gives convergence of the squared
norms; since

30

2 2¢3/2. 112 Oo 29, Y
||W5”2 = K0 HUH27 /0 W(Z) dz = 7143/2°

it implies (32).
We next prove the probability and moment claims using the second term in (35). Increase

the fixed R, if necessary, so that vy =0 wheny =1 — 5 > RV, and

Hy,(1-y)—c >cy® (y > RV0)
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for some ¢; > 0. This follows from the global lower bound by absorbing its O(d) terms into
coy? /2. Writing du = v¢ ds, the gap identity and Zs < C16°/? yield

Z

2 0 2

y dp < —(||v||5 — Es).
/y>R\/S 201(” ||2 )

After rescaling and absorbing the fixed  into the constant,

/ 22P5(2) dz < Cyes. (36)
R

On the compact core, ¢(1 —y) < C3y, and Cauchy—Schwarz gives

1/2

R 2
* ¢(1 — \/SZ) *
Ps — P, < —| dz Ws — W
1P ) HLl(o,R) = /0 [ /0 W 5 Il

< Cyy/Es.

On the tail, P§ = 0, so (36) bounds the L' difference by Cses. For 5 < 1 this proves (31);
for larger gaps use the trivial L' bound two between probability densities.

For a family satisfying (32), es — 0. Uniform convergence on the common compact
support also gives Py — 2 in L', with convergence of its second moment. Thus (31)
proves the first part of (34). On [0, R], the difference of second moments is bounded by
R?||P5 — Pj||,; the tail moment tends to zero by (36). Finally, direct polynomial integration
gives

/ 2W(z)dz =1, / W (2) dz = 6.
0 0

This proves the second part without assuming that unbounded moments are preserved by
weak convergence. O

The L' convergence in (34) is equivalently convergence in total variation, with the total-
variation distance equal to half the L' distance. No convergence rate for the optimizer’s
limiting profile is required in this theorem.

Corollary 6.2 (Angular rigidity of physical near-minimizers). Let us > 0 be physical initial
data on Q = {a < |z| < a+ 1}, with a whole-boundary equal-fluz observation at T —§. Let
ug be its rotational average and impose fol (a+ s)Pus(a+ s)p(s)ds = 1. If

30

532 HUcSH%?(Q) — |SN_1|W,

then the functions
Us(w,2z) = Kkd(a+1— \/Sz)pu(;((a +1- \/Sz)w), 0<z<6 /2
extended by zero, converge strongly to W (z) in L*(SN~! x (0,00),do dz).

Proof. Rotational averaging is the orthogonal projection onto radial functions. Put v5(s) =
(a + s)Pus(a + s). It is admissible, and

2 - _ 2 — _ 2
luslly — 1SN Es = [lus — usllz + Y (|1osll5 — Es).

Both terms are nonnegative. Multiplication by d%/2 shows that each tends to zero. Theo-
rem 6.1 applies to @5, while the change of variables = a + 1 — v/§z shows that the squared
norm of the rescaled angular difference equals k26%/? ||lus — s||3. The asserted strong con-
vergence follows. O
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7 Smooth preparations and stability in the other norms

The next proposition is a density and finite-moment correction argument. It identifies the
smooth admissible class for all the cost limits above. The subsequent theorem describes
every asymptotic near-minimizer in the strictly convex norm range; its general convexity
mechanism is classical [10].

Proposition 7.1 (Equality of smooth infima). Fiz 0 < T < 7. Restrict Ar to smooth func-
tions strictly positive at every interior point and satisfying every Dirichlet heat compatibility
condition. This restriction leaves unchanged the infimum of fol wvlds, for every 1 < g < oo
and continuous positive w, and the infimum of esssupv/A, for every continuous positive
cap A. Thus all the sharp cost limits of Theorem 5.1 hold in this smaller class as infimum
statements.

Proof. Choose one smooth, strictly interior-positive compatible feasible background h, and
two fixed nonnegative compact smooth bumps b1, by whose moment columns ( [ b;¢, [ b;Fr)
are independent. Their existence was proved in the smooth-approximation part of Theo-
rem 4.3.

For finite g, take a feasible v of finite cost. Positivity and boundedness of w imply
v € L9N L2 Truncation, cutoff near the endpoints, and convolution with a nonnegative
mollifier give nonnegative g, € C2°(0, 1) converging to v in both spaces. Fix 7 > 0 and mix
zn = (1 — n)gn + nh, taking n < 1. Its moment vector tends to (1,0). Solving the fixed
invertible moment system gives corrections ay,b; + Ypb2, with coefficients tending to zero,
which restore both moments exactly. On their compact supports the correction is eventually
smaller than nh/2. The corrected functions are therefore strictly positive in the interior,
smooth and compatible, with weighted L? cost tending to that of (1 — n)v + nh. Letting
1 J 0, then taking v arbitrarily close to the original infimum, proves the finite-¢ claim. All
boundary compatibility conditions are preserved because every added function other than A
is compactly supported in the open interval.

For the cap norm, take a feasible v with M = |jv/A||, < co. Cut it off near the endpoints,
extend by zero, and convolve with a positive mollifier of radius r,, smaller than the cutoff
distance. The resulting compact smooth g, > 0 converge in L' to v, and

wa(rn)
() < M(AG) +aalr)). /Al <01 (142202,
where wy is the modulus of continuity on [0, 1]. Thus their cap norms are at most M + o(1);
uniform convergence to the possibly discontinuous v is not required. Their moments converge.
Mix with nh and perform the same fixed-bump correction. For fixed 7, its cap cost is
asymptotically at most (1 —n)M + n||h/A],,, since the corrections tend uniformly to zero
and min A > 0. Their positivity and compatibility follow as before. Taking the two limits
proves the cap-norm assertion. ]

Theorem 7.2 (Universal finite-g profile). Fix 1 < ¢ < 0o, a continuous positive w, and the
shell. Use fq,Cq from Theorem 5.1. For every family vs € A;_s, the following statements
are equivalent:

1
5‘1_1/2/ wvids — w(1)Cy, (37)
0

X;5(2) := dvs(1 — Voz) — fq(2)  strongly in L7(0, 00). (38)

The rescaled functions are extended by zero for z > 6~ Y2. The conclusion holds without
a support, reqularity or compactness assumption on the radial near-minimizers. Endpoint
concentration has different topologies and is treated in Section 9.
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Proof. Let a = 1/(q—1). The exact recovery construction in the proof of Theorem 5.1 gives,
for sufficiently small &,

—a —H._s)" 1 B N
U;Sk _ w (¢(CJZ6 5))-1-7 Zs :/0 dw a(¢(c§ _1{7_76))+ ds,

where both constraints hold exactly and ¢5/(80) — Rg — 6. For this proof the superscript
* denotes the weighted g-candidate. Taking # = —1/¢s in Theorem 4.1 gives this same
normalized candidate: its unnormalized numerator differs by the positive factor cy“. It
therefore is the unique global optimum at 7 — §. In particular

1
6(5 Qq,w(T — (5) — —m

Set H=H, s and g = qu_qu)(c(; — H). The general gap (14) becomes

1 1 1
/ wvlds — / w(vs)?ds = / wBy(v,v§)ds + / (—g)vds. (39)
0 0 0 {H=>cs}

Both terms on the right are nonnegative. In particular this bounded candidate is the unique
minimizer of the weighted g-cost in the stated L? admissible class.

We give the elementary convexity estimates needed for stability. Taylor’s integral re-
mainder gives

1
-2
Byfa) = ala =)o =9)? [ =00+ ta =) .
For 1 < g < 2, the segment is at most = + y, so
qlg—1 -
Bya.y) = Loy g2, (10)

- 2
The right side is defined as zero when x = y = 0; the formula at a zero endpoint follows by

a limit. For ¢ > 2, if x > y, bound the segment below by ¢(z — y); if < y, bound it below
by (1 —t)(y — x). The respective integrals give factors one and ¢ — 1, hence

By(z,y) =z v —y|*  (¢=2). (41)

These are standard positive-cone forms of uniform convexity.

Put Ys(2) = 0vi(1—+/0z) and w;(z) = w(1—+/3z) on the rescaled domain. The minimum
and maximum of these weights are bounded uniformly away from zero and infinity. By (37),
the sharp cost limit, and (39),

/w(;Bq(X(;,Y(;) dz — 0.

For ¢ > 2, (41) gives || X5 — Y;[|, — 0. For 1 < ¢ <2, (40) and Holder’s inequality give
/2
/|X5 —Ys|?dz < </ | X5 — Y5|* (X5 + Y5)7? dz>

(2—9)/2
« </(X5+Y5)qdz> 0.

The second factor stays bounded because the weights have a positive minimum and both
scaled costs are bounded. The recovery construction gives uniform convergence Y; — f, on
a common compact support, so strong convergence follows.
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Conversely, suppose (38) holds. Strong L? convergence implies convergence of the gth
powers in L'. On every fixed compact interval, ws — w(1) uniformly. Outside a fixed
compact interval containing the support of f;, the L7 mass of X5 tends to zero, while
the weights remain bounded. Splitting into these two regions proves (37). This avoids an
incorrect assumption of uniform weight convergence on the entire expanding domain. O

8 Ground-probability and angular rigidity for every finite
power

Strong L9 convergence in Theorem 7.2 does not by itself justify convergence of moments on

the expanding scaled interval. The inactive-set term in the exact gap controls these tails. It

yields weighted total variation, quadratic transport convergence, and a full physical angular

profile for every fixed 1 < ¢ < co. Here W5 denotes quadratic Wasserstein distance on [0, 00).
Fix ¢, w and the shell, and retain the notation of Theorem 7.2. In particular

—a — H o 1
1); _ w (¢(CZ5§ (5))4,-’ Zs = A pw ™ (¢<C§ _ HJ))?F ds, 0= -

where Hs = H,_s and ¢5/(80) — Rg — 6. Here Zs is the normalizer of the cs — Hs represen-
tation, rather than the normalizer of the affine expression 1 4+ § Hp in Theorem 4.1. Define
the nonnegative scaled gap

Gs(v) = §971/2 ( / 1 wvd ds — Eq,w(5)> :

0

For an admissible v of finite cost, put

Xp(2) = 5ol VB2, Yi(s) = (L VB, Py(e) = sz),

and define P from Y;. All functions are extended by zero beyond z = —1/2. both probability
densities have mass one.

Theorem 8.1 (Weighted probability control). Put v, = 1/ max(q,2). There are constants
C,R,80 > 0, depending on the fixed q,w and shell, such that every admissible finite-cost v
with 0 < Gs(v) <1 and 0 < § < dg satisfies

/ROO 2?Ps(2) dz < CGs(v), (42)
/000(1 +22)|Py — Pl dz < CGs(v)e. (43)

Consequently every admissible asymptotic near-minimizer satisfies
o0
/ (1+ 2?)|Ps — Py|dz — 0, Py(z) = kzfq(2). (44)
0

In particular [ z2*Ps — 6 and Wa(Ps dz, Pydz) — 0. The exponent in (43) is not asserted to
be optimal.

Proof. The common compact support of Y5 and the local expansions (20) imply

Zs ~ K832 K, = w(1)*6TBYT, > 0. (45)
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Indeed the factors are 6%/2 from ¢, §3*/2 from the powered numerator, and §/2 from ds.
Uniform convergence of positive powers on a common compact interval justifies integration
also for a < 1. Therefore

As = qot127270 — gKl7 > 0. (46)
Choose fixed R > 1 large enough that v5 =0 for 1 — s > RV and
Hs(1—y) —cs > a1y’ (y > RV9)

for some ¢; > 0. This follows from (21) and ¢s = O(d). The inactive-set term of (39) gives

Go(w) = 0122 [

o0
¢(Hs — cs)vds > clA(;/ 22 Ps(z) dz.
1—s>RV$

R
Equation (46) proves (42). No division by the vanishing ground function at either physical
boundary is needed.

The other term of the exact gap, its homogeneity, and the change of variables give

/wng(X(;, Y5 ds < Ga(v),  wslz) = w(l — v32).

The weights have a fixed positive minimum and finite maximum. For ¢ > 2, (41) gives
| Xs — Y51, < C’ths/q. For 1 < ¢ < 2, (40) and Hélder give

1/2 _
1 X5 — Y5, < CG(;/ (11Xl + HYzSHq)(2 0)/2

When Gs < 1, both norms on the right are bounded uniformly: their weighted gqth powers
are the bounded scaled minimum, plus Gy for the first one. Hence, throughout the stated
range,

1X;5 - Ysll, < CGy. (47)

On [0, R], ¢(1 — v/62)//§ is uniformly bounded. Hoélder and (47) bound the core of (43) by
CGJ*. On [R,00), P; =0, and (42) bounds the remaining weighted integral by CGs. This
proves (43).

For near-minimizers GGs — 0 by the sharp cost limit. The optimizer densities have
common compact support and converge uniformly there to F;. Its mass and second moment
are one and six by (22). This proves (44) and second-moment convergence. To obtain the
transport conclusion directly, for any probability densities P, () keep their common mass
min(P, Q) fixed, and couple the residual measures (P — Q)+ dz and (Q — P)+ dz by their
normalized product. The elementary inequality |z — y|? < 222 + 2y? gives

Wa(Pdz,Qdz)? < 2/00 22|P — Q| dz=. (48)
0

If their residual mass is zero, the measures agree and the same inequality holds. Applying it
to (44) proves the result. This common-mass coupling is a standard weighted-total-variation
bound, not a new general transport estimate. O

Theorem 8.2 (The full physical finite-power profile). Let us > 0 belong to L*(Q) on the
fized shell and have a whole-boundary equal-flux observation at T — . Normalize the ground
projection of its rotational average as in Corollary 6.2. Write p = (N — 1)/2 and do =
do /|SN7L|. For fized 1 < q < oo, the following statements are equivalent:

892 s ) — 1SV THPETOC, (49)
Xs(w, 2) := 0(b— V2)Pus((b — Véz)w) — fq(2)  strongly in LY(do dz). (50)
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The rescaling is extended by zero outside its defining interval. Whenever these conditions
hold, the joint probability densities
o(1 —V62)

Ps(w,z) = TX(;(UJ, 2)

satisfy
/(1 +22)|Ps(w, 2) — Py(2)| dodz — 0.

Their radial second moments tend to siz, and their radial marginals converge to Pydz in Wa.

Proof. Put Vs(w,s) = (a + s)Pus((a + s)w) and w(s) = (a 4 s)P?~9. The exact Jacobian
identity is

||U6”qu(Q) B
TN = [ w(s)Vs(w,s)?dsda.

This weight is continuous and strictly positive because a > 0. The angular average Vj is
admissible. Jensen implies that the physical infimum divided by [SV 71| is exactly E,.(0),
since radial optimizers supply equality.

There is a direct product-space form of the exact gap. Its signed dual function depends
only on s, and both of its moments against Vs —v5 vanish after angular averaging. Therefore,

with ” Hq
s _ sl La(n
Gghy _ §a-1/2 <SN—§|) _ Eq,w(5)> :

the same subtraction as in (39) gives
GRS = / ws By(Xs,Ys) dz do

+ A(;/ (H5(1 —V02)/6 — C5/5>+P5(UJ, z)dz da.

Under (49), the sharp radial cost gives Gghys — 0. The scalar Bregman inequalities used in
(47) work unchanged on this product space. They yield || Xs — Y(gHLq(da_dz) — 0; for ¢ < 2 the
required norm factor is bounded by the scaled physical cost. Since Y5 — f; on a common
compact support, this proves (50).

The inactive-set term gives the same tail bound (42), integrated also in angle. The
compact core Holder estimate likewise gives, when G(sphys <1,

/(1 +22)|Py(w, 2) — P (2)] do dz < C(GE™)%.

The optimizer convergence proves the stated joint probability and moment conclusions. In-
tegrating angle and applying (48) proves the radial transport conclusion.

Conversely, strong convergence in (50) implies convergence of the qth powers in L' on
the product space. The weights w;s are bounded globally and converge uniformly to w(1) =
bP(2=9) on compact z intervals. Outside a fixed interval containing the support of fq, strong
convergence makes the LY mass tend to zero. Splitting into core and tail in the Jacobian
identity proves (49). O

Remark 8.3. The angular part can also be separated by the exact Jensen defect
/w(s(Xg — Xg) dzdo = /w(;Bq(X(;, X(;) dz do,
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because the linear Bregman term has zero angular average. At every fixed 0 < T < T,
the same strict Jensen inequality and Theorem 4.1 show that the physical L¢ minimum,
corresponding to w(s) = (a + s)P?~9) | is attained uniquely by the radial optimizer, up to
equality almost everywhere. This does not assert that every admissible observation is radial.

Proposition 8.4 (Sharp second-moment frontier). For every fized r > 2, fized 1 < q < o0
and positive continuous w, there are admissible asymptotically optimal weighted-q families for
which [ 2" Ps(z)dz — oo. The same assertion holds for every positive continuous cap A at the
q = oo endpoint. Thus no general W, convergence with r > 2 follows from near-optimality.

Proof. Choose 1 < t < r/2 and ms = §'. Fix a nonnegative smooth bump b on a compact
physical subinterval of (0,1), normalized by [ ¢b = 1. Its moment hs = [ ¢$Hsb is bounded.
For small § its support is disjoint from the boundary-layer optimizer vj.

Add msb to that optimizer. Choose two nonnegative smooth scaled bumps by, by on
disjoint compact subintervals of (0, R,), away from its endpoints. Their supports can be
chosen sufficiently narrow near distinct positive points that the limiting columns

< [ kzb;dz >7 =12,

[ KBz(z* — 6)b; dz

are independent. The ratios approach distinct values of 3(22 — 6). The exact columns use
the coefficients

aps(z) = W, a1 5(z) = ao’g(z)Ha(lg\/gz).

Their matrices converge to the invertible limiting matrix and therefore have uniformly
bounded inverses. Solve the exact system with right-hand side (—mg, —mgshs/d). Its co-
efficients satisfy |ay | + |azs| = O(6°1) — 0. Add the physical corrections

5 ey sbi(1—8)/VE),  i=1,2.

These restore both moments exactly. On their supports the baseline scaled profile converges
uniformly to strictly positive f4, so the corrections preserve nonnegativity for small 6. The
resulting data have finite cost and belong to L? for each 6.

The scaled core corrections tend to zero in L?. The added physical bump has scaled
gth-power norm

/\5m5b(1 —V52)|1dz = 6971 2m / |b|? ds — 0.

The scaled profile thus still converges strongly to f;, and Theorem 7.2 gives the sharp
weighted cost. On the support of the physical bump, however, z > ¢/ V6 for some ¢ > 0.
The corrections are disjoint from that support, so

/z’”Pg(z) dz > cré_r/2m5/¢b ds = 6?2 s .

The limiting ground probability has compact support. Any coupling to it must transport
this interior bump through a scaled distance at least ¢/(2v/9) for small 8, so its rth transport
cost also diverges.

For the cap endpoint start instead with the exactly feasible saturated-layer recovery
in Theorem 5.1, choosing the scaled correction bumps inside (0,+/12). The same moment
system and positivity argument apply. Since min A > 0, the corrections increase J times
the cap cost by at most O(6'~1), and the physical bump increases it by at most O(dmy).
The sharp lower bound therefore forces the optimal cap asymptotic. The same divergent rth
moment remains. O
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9 Rigidity at the two endpoint costs

The endpoint cost limits in Theorem 5.1 also determine every asymptotic near-minimizer, in
different topologies at the two endpoints. The exposing cubic used for the L! lower bound
forces concentration at one scaled point. The cap certificate used for the L* lower bound
forces saturation of an entire scaled layer. The latter is a complementary-slackness argument
of the same general type as quantitative bathtub stability; see [16]. We give direct proofs,
including the tails at both physical boundaries.

Keep the shell fixed, put Hs = H,_s, and retain ||¢|l, = 1, Kk = —¢/(1) > 0 and 5 > 0
from (20). For vy € A;_s, define the probability measure

dus(z) = Vo p(1 — Voz)vs(1 —Vioz)dz, 0<z<d /2 (51)
and extend its density by zero. Its total mass is the normalized ground projection. We use

S Hs(1 — V6z) — B(22 - 6), 6291 —Vbz) — k2, (52)
Hj(1 —y) > coy® — Cod, 0<y<1, (53)

where the limits are uniform on bounded z intervals. These are exactly (20) and (21). The
ground function is positive in the interior and has simple zeros at both endpoints, so also

¢(s) > cmin(s,1 —s) (0<s<1) (54)
for some ¢ > 0.

Theorem 9.1 (L' concentration of every near-minimizer). Let w be continuous and positive
on [0,1]. If an admissible family satisfies

w(l)

Ii\/é ’

1
Js ::\/S/ wusds — B =
0

then

/OOO(Z —V6)?dus(z) — 0. (55)

Equivalently, us converges to the unit atom at /6 in quadratic Wasserstein distance. In
particular its second moment tends to 6. No support or reqularity assumption on vs is
needed.

Proof. Write z, = /6, D = B/(123), and use the dual function from the ¢ = 1 proof of
Theorem 5.1:

95(5) = ¢(s)0"Y/3(B — DHj(s)/8),  Ls=max |1, sup gs(s)} |
s€[0,1] w(s)

For 0 < z < 6~ '/2 put

ks(z) = m, dvs(z) = dw(1 — Vé2)vs(1 — Véz) dz.

The mass of vs is Js. The two exact moments give the nonnegative dual defect

B ks
= _ — = _ — > .
es =5~ 7 / <1 L5> dvs > 0 (56)
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Near-optimality implies es — 0. The global bound (53) confines every positive ks to a fixed
interval [0, Rp]. On each bounded interval,

z(18 — 2?)

(z — 2:)%(2 + 224)
122, )

ks(z) — h(z) = 122,

1—h(z) =

Thus h has unique maximum one at z,. Fix R > max(Ry, z, + 1) and define

wy = Sup ks(2)/Ls — h(z)| — 0,  ds = es5 + wsJs.

Outside [0, R], the integrand in (56) is at least one. On [0, R], 1 — h(z) > (z — z4)?/6. Hence

R
vs((R, 50)) < e, /0 (2 — 2)% dvs < 6. (57)

This gives a quantitative concentration estimate for the rescaled cost measure directly from
its exact dual defect.

The change from the cost measure to the normalized probability requires care on the
expanding domain. On [0, R] only, put

H(1 —/62) (s — %
Vow(l —6z)

There dus = as dvs and ag is uniformly bounded. Since Js stays bounded, Cauchy—Schwarz
and (57) give

as(z) =

05 = llas — all oo (0,r) — O

R
/0 |2 — 2| dps < C\/ds, (58)
115([0, R]) — a(z.)J5] < C\/ds + 055 + a(z.)es. (59)

For the second estimate use that a is linear and replace the mass of vs on [0, R] by Js,
with error at most es. As a(z.)B = 1 and ps has mass one, (59) implies ps((R,00)) — 0.
Together with (58) this proves weak convergence to the atom at z,. For example, the
bounded-Lipschitz distance to that atom is at most

C(\/ds+ 05+ |Js — B| + es)

for small §. No uniform coefficient convergence on the whole expanding interval is asserted.
It remains to control the second moment. Enlarge the fixed R so that cgz? — Cy > ¢122
for z > R, with ¢; > 0. Feasibility and (53) imply

Hl— Hl—
Ogcl/zdu5</ Hs(1 - Vdz) \[z / 5( \fz)
R

dps. (60)
Uniform convergence in (52) and concentration on [0, R] make the last expression tend to
zero, since B(z2 — 6) = 0. The tail second moment therefore vanishes, whereas the second
moment on [0, R] tends to z2 = 6. Cauchy-Schwarz gives convergence of the first moment
from the same tail estimate. Expanding the square proves (55). ]

Remark 9.2. The measures in (51) have densities and therefore cannot converge in total
variation to an atom. Theorem 9.1 asserts quadratic transport convergence, not a strong Lt
profile for the rescaled initial temperatures.
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Theorem 9.3 (Saturation of the near-optimal capped layer). Let A be continuous and
positive on [0,1]. Suppose an admissible family has finite cap costs Mz = ||vs/A| ., with

1
(5M5 — 76%%1(1).

Then, for every fired 1 <1 < o0,

X;5(2) := 6vs(1 — V0z) — foo(z) := él(o,\/ﬁ)('z) strongly in L" (0, 00). (61)

Also ps converges in total variation to the probability density

z
Py(z) = 61(0’\/@)(2’), /z2 dps — 6.

These are implications of near-optimal cap cost. Strong convergence in finite L spaces alone
does not control the essential supremum and is not asserted to imply near-optimal cap cost.

Proof. Set cs = 659, Qs = ¢(cs — Hs), and

1
Is = / A(Qs), ds, As = Msls — cs.
0

Feasibility gives [ Qsvs = c¢5. Consequently the pointwise cap 0 < vs < MsA gives the exact
identity

85 = [ (@) (MsA=vs)ds+ [ (@), vsds =0 (62)

The endpoint calculation in Theorem 5.1 gives Is ~ 36A(1)kB3d%. Thus the assumed cap
asymptotic implies As/d — 0.
On the rescaled interval put

gs(z) = 6732Qs(1 - V6z2),  me(z) = IMsA(1 — V5z).
Changing variables in (62) yields

2 [ ns = X5yt + [ (~as), X (63)

Both X5 and mg are bounded globally by a fixed constant K. On bounded intervals,

1
mg — M= o, 45(2) — KP2(12 — 22)
K

uniformly. On each compact subinterval of (0,+/12), the positive g5 is bounded away from

zero, so (63) forces [(ms— X;) — 0. On compact subintervals of (v/12, 00), its negative part

is bounded away from zero, so [ X5 — 0. The cap K bounds the integrals in arbitrarily short

neighborhoods of 0 and v/12. It follows that X5 — foo in L' on every bounded interval.
Choose a fixed R > /12 large enough that

Hs(1 —y) —cs > cay® (y > RV9)

for small § and some cp > 0; this follows from (53). The second term of (62) then gives

%0 A
/R 22 dug < 0272 — 0. (64)
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On [0, R], the density of s is 6~ 1/2¢(1 — v/32)X;5(z), which converges in L' to kzfuso(2) =
Py (2) by local L' convergence and (52). Equation (64) controls the remaining mass and
second moment. It proves total variation convergence and

o [ i [P
lim | 27 dus = dz = 6.
0 6

To prove global unweighted convergence one must also handle the zero of ¢ at the inner
endpoint. Fix A > 0. In the region 0 < s < hv/d, the z interval has length h, so [ Xsdz < Kh.
On the remaining tail, where 1 — s > RV and s > hv/§, (54) implies

¢(s)

—= > cmin(h, R).

Vo

Therefore

Xy(2)dz < HU0)

/{z>R, s>h\/8} ~ cmin(h, R)

First take the limit superior in §, then let A | 0. Together with the local convergence
this proves global L' convergence. Finally | X5 — foo| is uniformly bounded; its rth power is
bounded by a fixed constant times its first power for each fixed finite r. This proves (61). O

Corollary 9.4 (Physical angular rigidity at the cap endpoint). Let us > 0 be initial data
on the fized shell Q = {a < |z| < b}, with whole-boundary equal-fluz observation at T — ¢
and the normalized ground projection on its rotational average as in Corollary 6.2. Write

p=N-1)/2. If ,
Olluslipoe () — G

then the functions
X5(w, 2) = 8(b — Voz)Pus((b — Viz)w), 0<z<6 /2

extended by zero, converge to foo(2) strongly in L™(SN~! x (0,00),do dz) for every fized
1<r<oo.

Proof. Use normalized surface measure first. Rotational averaging preserves the observation
and gives the two exact moments for v5(s) = (a + s)Pus(a + s). Pointwise the rescaled data

obey the cap
Xs(w,2) <6 usll o (b= Vo2)P,

which corresponds to A(s) = (a + s)P. Apply the exact defect identity (63), integrating also
in w. Its two nonnegative integrals equal the radial-average defect, which tends to zero. The
compact-core proof uses only this defect, nonnegativity and the uniform cap, so proves local
L' convergence on the product space. The weighted-tail estimate (64) and the inner-endpoint
split use the same integrated moments and cap, and therefore give global L' convergence
there. The uniform cap again gives every finite L". Replacing normalized surface measure
by do multiplies each integral by |S™V~!| and preserves convergence. O

Proposition 9.5 (The cap profile need not converge in L>). For every positive continuous
A there are exactly admissible, asymptotically optimal capped families for which

1

liminf || X5 — >
i in | Xs = foolloo > o
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Proof. Start with the exactly feasible saturated-layer recovery from the ¢ = oo proof of
Theorem 5.1:

h 1

0 0 é 0

vg = Mg Al _ , — — V12 OMZA(l) — m = —.

5 5 (1—hs,1) \/g ) 1 ( ) 6K

Choose three disjoint compact intervals Jy, J1, Jo strictly inside (0, v/12). Choose nonnegative
smooth bumps by, by supported in Ji, Jo. Their supports can be chosen sufficiently narrow,
near distinct positive points, that the two limiting moment columns

( [ kabi(z) dz ) i=1,2,

[ KB2z(2% — 6)bi(2) dz

are independent: their second-to-first ratios approach distinct values of the strictly increasing
function (22 — 6).

Remove the scaled baseline Xg on an interval By C Jy of positive length s — 0. The
removed moments are O(ns) for the two rescaled moment functionals with coefficients

Ags(z) = qb(l:f(;/gz)a A1s(z) = Ao,a(z)w

The matrix with columns ([ Ag sb;, [ A1 5bi) converges to the invertible matrix above. Solve
its exact linear system to restore the removed moments by adding asb; + vsbe, where |as| +
|7s| = O(ns). Both exact constraints are thus restored, since their rescaled values are precisely
1 and 0.

On J; U Jo, the scaled baseline tends uniformly to m > 0. The corrections therefore
preserve nonnegativity for small §. They are disjoint from By, so the corrected profile
remains zero on that hole. Since min A > 0, their cap cost is at most MJ + O(ns)/d and
hence has the optimal leading constant, by the endpoint lower bound. The data are bounded
and in L? for each §. On the positive-measure hole, however, foo = m and X5 = 0. This
proves the asserted essential-supremum obstruction with exact feasibility. ]
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