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1. Introduction

Capacities are intimately related to function spaces in the sense that various prop-
erties, such as quasicontinuity and Lebesgue points, of functions in such spaces are
measured by capacity. Capacities also reflect metric and measure-theoretic prop-
erties of the underlying space on which they are defined. For example, it is well
known that the p-capacity of a spherical condenser in R™ with 0 < 2r < R reflects
the dimension of the space as follows,

rTP if 1 <p<mn,
cap,(B(z,r), B(z, R)) ~ { (log(R/r))*"? if 1 <p=n, (1.1)
RnP it p>n.

Capacities also play an important role in fine potential theory and appear in the
famous Wiener criterion characterizing boundary regularity for various equations,
such as Apu = 0 (Maz'ya [29] and Kilpeldinen-Maly [22], with the p-capacity as
in (1.1)) and the fractional p-Laplace equation (—Ap)*u = 0 (Kim-Lee-Lee [23],
using a fractional Besov capacity from [9]).

In this paper we study Besov capacities on a complete metric space Y = (Y, d)
equipped with a doubling measure v. Analogously to (1.1), we are primarily inter-
ested in estimates for (thick) annuli, i.e. of the capacity for a ball B(z,r) within
B(xg, R) where 0 < 2r < R.

Throughout the paper we assume that 1 < p < co. We also fix a point xo and
let B, = B(xo,r) be the open ball with radius r and centre xg.
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The following are our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume thatY is a complete metric space which is uniformly perfect
at Ty and equipped with a doubling measure v. Let p > 1 and 0 < 0 < 1. Then for
all0 <2r <R < idiamY,

R op \ 1/ (@=1) g N\1-p
14 P
capgm(Br,BR) ~ </ <1/(B )> _p > (1.2)
r 2

et~ ([ () 9) s

with the comparison constants in “~" independent of xo, r and R.

and

Here, capy , is the Besov condenser capacity defined for bounded sets E' € 2 as

[ @) —u)dv(y)dv(a)
copo, (5,0 =it [ [ Ay Bl d,y)’ (14

where the infimum is taken over all v such that 0 < u < 1 everywhere, v = 1 in a
neighbourhood of E and suppu € 2, see Definition 3.2.

The Euclidean spaces and their subsets, equipped with the Lebesgue measure
or weighted measures w dx, and even singular doubling measures, are included as
special cases of our results. We emphasize that we do not assume any Poincaré
inequalities for upper gradients on Y (as in Gogatishvili-Koskela-Zhou [17, Sec-
tion 4] and Koskela—Yang—Zhou [25]). This makes our results applicable to many
disconnected spaces and spaces carrying few rectifiable curves, including fractals.

To formulate the next two results we need the following exponent sets:

v(B,) r\4
= < (= <
QO {q>0 I/(BR)N(R) forO<r<R_1},
So={s>0:v(B,) <r°for 0 <r <1},
So={s>0:v(B,) 2 r° for 0 <r <1},

_ B,
Qo{q>0: i )2(%)qfor0<r<R§1}.

These sets were introduced in Bjorn—Bjorn—Lehrbéck [5] to capture the local be-
haviour of the measure at xg. For example, for the Lebesgue measure in R",

Qozﬁoz(oan] and goiéjo:[n,oo).

The subscript 0 in the above definitions stands for the fact that the inequalities are
required to hold for small radii. It is easily verified (see [5, Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5])
that the exponent sets can equivalently be defined using 0 < r < ©OR < Ry for any
fixed 0 < © < 1 and Ry > 0, even though the implicit comparison constants in “<”
and “2” will then depend on © and Rj.

All of these sets are intervals. The reason for introducing them as sets is that
they may or may not contain their endpoints

4, =supQ,, sy =supS,, 5= inf So and @, = inf Q,. (1.5)

Note that g, < oo if v is doubling, and that q, > 0 if Y is also uniformly perfect at
xo (see Heinonen [19, Exercise 13.1]).

When p > 1 and 0p < q, or 0p > gy, Theorem 1.1 provides us with exact
estimates for the capacity capy ,(B,, Br) in terms of v(B;) or v(Br). When p =1,
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Theorem 1.1 cannot be used, but we obtain the following similar estimates for
capy ,(By, Br) by using results from Bjorn-Bjorn-Lehrbéick [5], which cover all
p > 1. The borderline cases fp = max Qo and fp = min @, are considered in
Theorem 9.1. See also Remarks 9.2 and 9.3.

Theorem 1.2. Assume thatY is a complete metric space which is uniformly perfect
at xo and equipped with a doubling measure v. Let 0 < 6 < 1 and 0 < Ry <
%diam Y, with Ry finite.

(a) If Op < 4, then

B,
capy ,(By, Br) ~ % whenever 0 < 2r < R < Ry. (1.6)
(b) If Op > q,, then
B
capg ,(By, Br) =~ % whenever 0 < 2r < R < Ry. (1.7)

[43

In both cases, the comparison constants in “~" depend on Ry.
Moreover, the lower bound in (1.6) implies p € Qo’ while the lower bound in

(1.7) implies p € Qq. If p > 1 then (1.7) holds if and only if Op > Q.

In Ahlfors regular spaces, estimates (1.6) and (1.7) were given in Lehrbéck—Shan-
mugalingam [27], and used to show that Besov-norm-preserving homeomorphisms
between such spaces are quasisymmetric.

In many situations it is important whether singletons have zero or positive ca-
pacity. In the following result, we characterize these cases in terms of the exponent
sets So and 9.

Theorem 1.3. Assume thatY is a complete metric space which is uniformly perfect
at o and equipped with a doubling measure v. Let 0 < 0 < 1.
(a) If Op > 3¢, then

Cop({z0}) >0 and capy ,({zo}, Br) > 0 for every 0 < R <  diam,

where the capacity Co p, is defined by means of the Besov norm as in Defini-
tion 3.2._
(b) IfOp ¢ So (in particular if Op < So), or if p> 1 and 0p € S, then

Cop({x0}) =0 and capy ,({zo}, Br) =0 for every R > 0.

In Anttila [1], the numbers 5y and s, are called the upper and lower local dimen-
sions of p at xg, while § in Remark 9.2 is called the pointwise Assouad dimension
of 4 at xo. (See [5, Lemma 2.4] for why the definitions of 5 and s, in [1] are
equivalent to those in (1.5).) In [6], 5y played a decisive role in determining the
sharp integrability properties for p-harmonic Green functions and their gradients.

On R™, the spaces defined by means of the energy integral in (1.4) are often
called fractional Sobolev spaces and are the traces of Sobolev spaces on sufficiently
nice domains (Jonsson—Wallin [20]). As such, they are suitable as boundary values
for various Dirichlet problems and appear in boundary regularity results for elliptic
differential equations (Kristensen-Mingione [26]).

They also play an important role in nonlocal problems, such as the fractional
p-Laplace equation (—A,)°u = 0. These problems have attracted a lot of attention
in the past two decades, see e.g. Kim—Lee-Lee [23], Korvenpdd—Kuusi-Lindgren [24]
and Lindgren—Lindqvist [28], to name just a few.
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Recently, similar problems and the associated Besov spaces have been studied for
metric measure spaces in e.g. Capogna—Kline-Korte-Shanmugalingam—Snipes [12],
Eriksson-Bique-Giovannardi-Korte-Shanmugalingam—Speight [15], Gogatishvili-Koskela—
Shanmugalingam [16], Gogatishvili-Koskela—Zhou [17] and Koskela—Yang—Zhou [25].
The role of Besov spaces as traces of Sobolev type spaces was in the metric setting
studied in Bourdon—Pajot [11], Bjorn-Bjorn—Gill-Shanmugalingam [4] and Bjérn—
Bjorn-Shanmugalingam [8], and will be one of our main tools.

Our approach to the above estimates is based on extensions of Besov func-
tions from Y to hyperbolic fillings of Y, together with estimates from Bjorn-Bjorn—
Lehrbéck [5], [6] for p-capacities associated with Sobolev spaces. More precisely, we
use the comparison between Besov seminorms of functions on Y and the Dirichlet
energy of their extensions to a uniformized hyperbolic filling of Y, obtained in [8].
These constructions and comparisons are done in Section 5.

However, since the results in [8] only cover bounded spaces, special care has to
be taken for unbounded Y. This is done in Section 7 by replacing Y with a suitably
chosen bounded subset, so that the restriction of v is still doubling. Even when
Y is bounded, it is only biLipschitz equivalent to the boundary of the uniformized
hyperbolic filling of Y, which would in turn put serious restrictions on the allowed
radii 7 and R in our estimates. In Section 6 we therefore show how to replace Y by a
carefully constructed enlarged space so that the involved capacities are comparable
and all radii < idiamY can be treated.

Along the way, in Sections 3 and 4, we prove various fundamental properties
of Besov capacities in metric spaces, both for doubling and nondoubling measures,
including in some cases also 6§ > 1. Finally, in Sections 8 and 9, we prove Theo-
rems 1.1-1.3.

As mentioned above, we use hyperbolic fillings to obtain our main results. It
would be interesting to find more direct proofs. On the other hand, our technique
shows that there is a direct correspondence between these results and the corre-
sponding results for Sobolev spaces in [5] and [6].

Acknowledgement. A. B. and J. B. were supported by the Swedish Research
Council, grants 2020-04011 resp. 2018-04106. Part of this research was done when
the authors visited Institut Mittag-LefHler in the autumn of 2022 during the pro-
gramme Geometric Aspects of Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations. We thank
the institute for their hospitality and support.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we assume that X = (X,d) is a metric space equipped with a Borel
measure (1 such that 0 < u(B) < oo for every ball B C X. To avoid pathological
situations we also assume that all metric spaces, considered in this paper, contain
at least two points.

As is often customary we extend p, and other measures, as outer measures
defined on all sets. This plays a role at least in Proposition 3.3 (ii).

A metric space is proper if all closed bounded sets are compact. We denote balls
in X by

B(z,r) ={y € X : d(y,x) <r} and let AB(x,r) = B(x, \r).

All balls in this paper are open. In metric spaces it can happen that balls with dif-
ferent centres and/or radii denote the same set. We will however use the convention
that a ball comes with a predetermined centre and radius.

The space X is uniformly perfect at x if there is a constant x > 1 such that

B(z,kr) \ B(z,r) # & whenever B(x,kr) # X. (2.1)
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In fact, it then follows that (2.1) holds whenever B(z,r) # X, since if B(z, kr) = X
then B(z,kr) \ B(xz,r) = X \ B(z,r) # 2.

The space X is uniformly perfect if it is uniformly perfect at every x with the
same constant x. This definition coincides with the one in Heinonen [19, Sec-
tion 11.1], see therein for more on the history of this assumption. We do not know
if pointwise uniform perfectness has been used before. Note that X is uniformly
perfect with any £ > 1 if X is connected.

The measure p is doubling if there is a doubling constant C, > 1 such that

0 < pu(2B) < Cup(B) < oo for all balls B
Similarly, u is reverse-doubling at x, if there are constants C, <~ > 1 such that
w(B(x, kr)) > Cu(B(x,r)) for all 0 < r < diam X/2k. (2.2)

By continuity of the measure, the estimate (2.2) holds also if r = diam X /2% < oo,
as required in Bjorn-Bjoérn—Lehrback [5]. If u is doubling, it is easy to see that X
is uniformly perfect at x if and only if p is reverse-doubling at x. (For necessity we
can choose any & > k, and for sufficiency any £ > 24.) If p is doubling and X is
connected, then p is reverse-doubling at every x with any < > 1.

Throughout the paper, we write a < b if there is an implicit constant C' > 0
such that a < Cb, and analogously a 2 bif b < a, and a ~ bif a < b < a. The
implicit comparison constants are allowed to depend on the standard parameters.
We will carefully explain the dependence in each case. See Remarks 8.2 and 9.3 for
the dependence in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Sometimes, when dealing with several different spaces simultaneously, we will

. =X _ .. . .
write BX, dx, Q; , q()f etc. to indicate that these notions are taken with respect to
the metric space X.

3. Besov spaces and capacities

In this section we assume that Y = (Y,d) is a proper metric space equipped with a
Borel measure v such that 0 < v(B) < oo for every ball B C' Y. We also assume
that 8 > 0, and emphasize that in this section 8 > 1 is allowed.

For a measurable u : Y — [—00, 00| (which is finite v-a.e.) we define the Besov
seminorm by

1
[ulo = [ulopy = ( [ [ o —ul _dutndvte ) "
v d(z,y)’  v(B(x,d(z,y)))
Here and elsewhere, the integrand should be interpreted as zero when y = z.
The Besov space Bz(Y) consists of the functions u such that the Besov norm

Vil gy = [l 4l oy < o0 (3.1)

This space is a Banach space, see Remark 9.8 in Bjorn—Bjérn—Shanmugalingam [8].
(The norm (3.1) is equivalent to the one in [8], but the norm-capacity Cp, below
exactly coincides with the one in [8].)

We restrict our attention to Besov spaces with two indices (i.e. “g = p”). Such
Besov spaces are often called fractional Sobolev spaces or Sobolev-Slobodetskii
spaces, although Besov spaces seem to be the most common name in the metric
space literature.

Assuming that v is doubling, equivalent definitions, using equivalent seminorms,
are given in Gogatishvili-Koskela—Shanmugalingam [16, Theorem 5.2 and (5.1)].
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When v is also reverse-doubling (or equivalently, uniformly perfect), further equiv-
alent definitions can be found in Gogatishvili-Koskela-Zhou [17, Theorem 4.1 and
Proposition 4.1], for example that the Besov space Bg(Y) considered here coincides
with the corresponding Hajlasz—Besov space. By [16, Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2], it is
also related to fractional Hajlasz spaces, considered already in Yang [31]. See these
papers for the precise definitions and earlier references to the theory on R™ and on
Ahlfors regular metric spaces.

We are interested in two types of Besov capacities, the norm-capacity and the
condenser capacity.

Definition 3.1. The Besov norm-capacity of E C Y is

Co.p(E) = Cg,(E) = inf [[ulls ), (3.2)

where the infimum is taken over all u € BY(Y') such that u = 1 in a neighbourhood
of E and 0 < u <1 everywhere. Such u are called admissible for Cy ,(E).

By truncation it follows that one can equivalently take the infimum over all «
such that v > 1 in a neighbourhood of E. As usual, when requiring that v > 1 or
0 < wu < 1 everywhere we mean that there is a representative of u satisfying these
requirements. By F € Q we mean that F is a compact subset of €.

Definition 3.2. Let 2 C Y be a bounded open set and E € 2. The Besov
condenser capacity is given by

capy., (B, Q) = cap}, (. Q) = inf [u]} .
where the infimum is taken over all w such that 0 < u < 1 everywhere, v = 1 in a
neighbourhood of E and suppu € €. Such u are called admissible for capeﬁp(E).

The corresponding capacities for Sobolev spaces are called Sobolev resp. varia-
tional capacity in [2]. Condenser capacities are also often called “relative”.

There do not seem to be very many papers on Besov capacities in metric spaces.
Nuutinen [30] and Heikkinen—Koskela—Tuominen [18] extensively studied the norm-
capacity, defined using the Hajlasz—Besov norm, under the assumption that v is
doubling. In [18], they also considered the corresponding Triebel-Lizorkin norm-
capacity, which was later studied by Karak [21]. The Besov norm-capacity Cy,, was
used by Bjorn-Bjorn-Shanmugalingam [8]. The Besov condenser capacity capy ,
was studied in the Ahlfors Q-regular case by Bourdon [10] (p > @ and 6 = 1/p),
Costea [14] (p > Q) and Lehrbiack—Shanmugalingam [27].

Our main estimates remain the same (up to changes in implicit constants) when
the seminorm is replaced by an equivalent seminorm. However, some of the basic
properties, such as subadditivity, are not directly transferable, although the proofs
often are, so we include them here.

Proposition 3.3. Let E, E1, Es,... CY. Then the following properties hold:
(i) Zf FEy C EQ, then Cg,p(El) < Cg,p(EQ),
(i) V(E) < Cop(E),

(iil) if K1 D Ko D ... are compact subsets of X, then

Co.p (ﬂ K> = lim Gy, (K3),

i=1

(iv) Cy,p is countably subadditive, i.e. if E =|J;, E; then

Cop(E) <Y Copl(Ei).
i=1
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The monotonicity (i) is trivial, while (ii) follows directly from the definition. The
property (iii) follows from the fact that Cy , is an outer capacity (by definition), i.e.

C = i
eyp(E> éng C@,p(G)v
G open
and elementary properties of compact sets, see Nuutinen [30, Section 3]. As for (iv),
Nuutinen [30] only obtains quasi-subadditivity since he works in a more general

setting in which the countable subadditivity does not always hold. We therefore
provide a proof.

Proof of (iv). We may assume that the right-hand side is finite. Let & > 0. For
each i = 1,2, ..., choose u; admissible for Cy ,(E;) with

€
[Ui]g,p + ||UiHip(Y) < Cop(Ei) + 9

Let w = sup; u;. Then v = 1 in a neighbourhood of | J;=, E;. Moreover, for z,y € Y,
Ju(@) = u(y)P < sup ui(z) —wi(y)P < |usx) = uily)]?
‘ i=1
and similarly, |u(z)[P = sup; |u;(z)|P < Yoo, |ui(z)[P. Hence

Cop(B) < ([, + [ull%nyy) < S ([uilh, + il )

i=1
o0 c o0
< ;(Ce,p(Ei) + g) = ; Cop(Ei) +e.
Letting ¢ — 0 completes the proof. |

Proposition 3.4. Let Q C Q' C Y be open and bounded, E, FE1, Es,... € Q. Then
the following properties hold:

(i) if E1 C B2 C Q, then capy ,(E1, ) < capy ,(Ea2, ),

(ii) of K1 D K2 D ... are compact subsets of 2, then

cap91p<ﬂ K;, Q) = Zlinolo capy (K, Q),

=1

(iii) capg, is countably subadditive, i.e. if E = |J;=, E; then

o0
capg ,(F) < anpg,p(Ei,Q).
i=1

Again, (i) is trivial, while (ii) follows from elementary properties of compact sets
since capy , is an outer capacity (by definition). The proof of (iii) is similar to the
proof of Proposition 3.3 (iv).

In the Ahlfors @Q-regular case with p > @ > 1, these facts were stated in
Costea [14] with a comment that the proof is essentially the same as in Costea [13,
Theorem 3.1]. His proof of (iii) uses reflexivity. Our proof is considerably shorter
and also covers the case 1 < p < @ as well as the non-Ahlfors regular case.
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4. Capacity estimates when v is doubling

In this section we assume that'Y is a complete metric space equipped with a doubling
measure v and that 0 < 6 < 1.

Note that Y is proper, see Bjorn—-Bjorn [2, Proposition 3.1]. The comparison
constants in this section are independent of the choice of xg, they depend only on
0, p and C,, unless said otherwise.

Our next aim is to deduce the following result, which will be important later
on. Note that Bop # Y whenever R < idiam Y.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k. Fix
0<O<1. If0<OR<2r <R and Baogr #Y, then

v(B,) _ v(Br)
rop RO

capy ,(Br, Br) =~

with comparison constants also depending on k and ©.

We split the proof of Proposition 4.1 into two parts. We begin with the lower
bound, which holds also when 6 > 1.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k, and
that 0 < 2r < R with Bog # Y. Then

v(Br)
~ Rep ?

capg ,(Br, Br) 2
with comparison constant also depending on k.

Proof. Let u be admissible for capy (B, Br). As Bar # Y it follows from the
uniform perfectness that there exists z € Baxr \ B2g. Since B(z, R) N Bgp = @ and
d(z,y) < (26 4+ 2)R for all x € B(z, R) and y € B,, we get that

/ / dv(y) dv(zx) S v(B,)
82 [ o T DR B (e s 9] 2 T

Taking infimum over all u admissible for cap, (B, Br) concludes the proof. ~ O

To prove the upper bound in Proposition 4.1 we will use the following simple
lemma, which will also be used when proving Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 0 < n <1 is an M-Lipschitz function on Y. If v € Y,

then
@ @ duly) "
)*/y iy v(Ble.dg) ~

Proof. Let BY = B(x,27/M). Since v(B(z,d(x,y))) ~ v(B’) fory € B\ B/~! and
0 <8 <1, we see that

n(y)[P dv(y)
Z /BJ\BJ 1 x,y)ep v(B7)

]7700
MPd(z,y) - "Pd )~ d
Z / Y) v(y +Z/ v(y)
j=—o00 Bi\Bi—1 ( Bi\Bi—1 (BJ)
< Z MOPoi(l= 0)p+ZM9p2 39 ~ ppop. O

j=—00 j=1
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This now leads to the following estimate.

Proposition 4.4. Assume that 0 < 2r < R. Then

_[v(Br) v(Br)
Cap@,p(BTaBR)Smln{ Tgp ; Rep .

Proof. Let u be a 3/R-Lipschitz function admissible for cap, ,(Br/2, Br). The
doubling property and symmetry in x and y imply that

» N/ /IU(w)—U(y)Ip dv(y) v ()
P e Sy dxy)? v(B(z,d(z,y))) '

Integrating the estimate from Lemma 4.3 over x € Br gives

Z/(BR)
RO

capy ,(Br, Br) < capy ,(Br/2, Br) S
Applying the last estimate with R replaced by 2r gives

V(BT). O

7P

Capeﬁp(BT) BR) < Capem(Bra BQT) ,S

Proof of Proposition 4.1. This follows directly from Propositions 4.2 and 4.4, to-
gether with the doubling property. |

Lemma 4.5. Assume that Q C'Y is open and bounded, and let E € Q. If Cy ,(E) =
0, then capy ,(E,$Q) = 0.

Proof. Since E € €} there is a Lipschitz function 0 < 7 < 1 such that n =1 in a
neighbourhood of E and n = 0 in a neighbourhood of Y\ Q. Let M be the Lipschitz
constant of 7 and let ¢ > 0. As Cp,(E) = 0 there is a function v admissible for
Cpp(E) with H“H%gm < e. Let v =wun. Then

[v(z) = v(y)| = [u(@)n(z) —w(@)n(y) +ulz)n(y) - uy)n(y)]

Hence, by Lemma 4.3,

b )
7 [ty [, d(z,y B, deg) 2 o
5 9 HuHLP(Y) + [U’]gp S (Mep + 1 HUHBe(y) < (Mep + 1)5-

I /\

[]6,5

As v =1 in a neighbourhood of E and v = 0 in a neighbourhood of Y\ Q, we
see that
capy (B, Q) < o]}, < (M% + 1)e.

Letting ¢ — 0 completes the proof. |

Note that the converse of Lemma 4.5 does not hold in general; consider e.g. a
compact Y in which case capy ,(Y,Y) = 0 (as u = 1 is admissible) while Cp ,,(Y') >
v(Y') > 0. Nevertheless, we will prove the following characterization.

Proposition 4.6. Assume that Q CY is open and bounded and such that v(Y'\Q) >
0. Let E € Q. Then Cyp(E) =0 if and only if capy ,(E,2) = 0.

The following simple observation will serve as a Poincaré type inequality. We
will use it to prove Proposition 4.6 as well as Lemma 4.9 below.
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Lemma 4.7. If u = 0 outside a bounded measurable set Q@ and K C Y\ Q is a
bounded measurable set with v(K) > 0, then for every z € K,

/Y |u|Pdv < Rep%[ ]gpa

where
R = diam K + sup{d(z,y) : « € K and y € Q}.

Proof. Since u = 0 outside 2, and in particular in K, and B(z,d(z,y)) C B(z, R)
for all x € K and y € (2, we see that

1
/ luf? dv =
Y l/

opV(B(z, R)) |u(x y)IP dv(y)
sk / / xyep VBl dxy)

Proof of Proposition 4.6. One implication was shown in Lemma 4.5, so assume that
capy ,(F, Q) = 0. By assumption, there is a compact set K C Y\ Q with v(K) > 0.
Let z € K and ¢ > 0. Then there is u admissible for capy ,(E, Q) with [u]y , < e.
Since u is admissible also for Cy ,(F), Lemma 4.7 implies that

Cop(E) < (1 - RHPM)E,

) —u(y)|’ dv(y) dv(z)

v(K)
and letting € — 0 gives Cy ,(E) = 0. O

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.6 and monotonicity, we obtain
the following characterization.

Corollary 4.8. The following are equivalent:

(a) Cop({zo}) =0,
(b) capy ,({zo}, Br) =0 for every r > 0,

(c) capy ,({zo}, B,) =0 for some 0 <r < 5 diamY.
If Y = [-1,1] (with Lebesgue measure), zo = 0 and r > 1 = fdiamY’, then
u = 1 is admissible for capy ,({xo}, B;) and thus capy ,({zo}, B;) = 0. On the
other hand Cy ,({zo}) > 0 if Op > 1, by Theorem 1.3. This shows that the range
in (c) is sharp.
When € is a ball, the following result gives more precise information than
Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.9. Assume that £ C B,. Then
capg (B, Bar) S (1+17%)Cy p(E).

If, moreover, Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k and Y \ B3 # &, then
Cop(E) S (1+r%)capy ,(E, Bay),

with comparison constant also depending on k.

Proof. Let u be admissible for Cy ,(E) and let 0 < n < 1 be a (2/r)-Lipschitz
function such that n = 1 in a neighbourhood of B, and n = 0 in a neighbourhood
of Y\ By,. Let v = un. Then v is admissible for cap‘g’p(E, Bs,.) and as in the proof
of Lemma 4.5,

(@) —v(y)| < w(@)n(z) =)l + lu(z) = uly)|-
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Hence by symmetry and Lemma 4.3,

P (@) —v(y)|” _ dv(y) dv(z)
Capgﬁp(E,BQT) < [’U]gm 5 /BQT/Y d(m,y)ep V(B(.’L',d(,f,y)))

< rfep/ lul? dv + [ulf -
Ba, ’

Taking infimum over all v admissible for Cy ,(E) proves the first inequality in the
statement of the lemma.

For the second inequality, note that every u admissible for cap‘g,p(E,Bm) is
admissible also for Cy ,(E). Next, use the uniform perfectness at o to find z €
Bsyr \ Bsr. Lemma 4.7 with Q = By, K = B(z,r) and R = (3x + 3)r, together
with v(B(z, R)) S v(B(z,r)), then implies that

0
CoplB) < [ 1l v +[ulf, S (1 +1)ulf,
Taking infimum over all u admissible for cap, ,(F, Ba,) concludes the proof. O

We conclude this section by comparing capacities with respect to different un-
derlying spaces. Since the seminorm [u]g , is nonlocal, the sets where u vanishes
cannot be ignored.

Lemma 4.10. Let X C Y be compact, Q C X be open and E € 2. Assume that
v(B(x,r)NX) ~v(B(z,r)) foralzeX and0<r < 2diamX, (4.1)

and that for a.e. x € §,

/ I(w,y)dl/(y),%/ I(z,y) dv(y), (4.2)
Y\X

X\Q
where
I(z,y) .
T,y) = .
Y A,y u(B(, d(x,y)))
Then

capgfp(E, Q) ~ capz)ip(E, Q)

with comparison constants also depending on the implicit comparison constants in
(4.1) and (4.2).

Proof. Note that w is admissible for capgfp(E, Q) if and only if its zero extension
to Y\ X is admissible for cap{p(E, ). Hence it is enough to show that [u]s , x ~
[ule,p,y for any u admissible for capy (FE,2). Consider such a function w.

By (4.1), [u]op,x S [ulgp,y. Conversely, the doubling property and symmetry
in z and y, together with (4.1) and (4.2), imply that

M@X~M&M+[guﬁﬁwmmww@mwm

swax+[ﬁuﬂﬂmﬂaww@mmw~wax' .
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5. Hyperbolic fillings and capacities on them

In this section, we let Z be a compact metric space with 0 < diamZ < 1 and
equipped with a doubling measure v. Let xg € Z be fized.

Hyperbolic fillings will be one of our main tools when obtaining precise estimates
for condenser capacities, based on results from Bjérn-Bjorn-Lehrbéck [5] and [6].
We follow the construction of the hyperbolic filling in Bjérn-Bjorn—-Shanmugalin-
gam [8] as follows: Fix two parameters o, 7 > 1 and let X be a hyperbolic filling of
7, constructed with these parameters. More precisely, fix zo € Z and set Ag = {20}.
Note that Z = B#(zg,1). By a recursive construction using Zorn’s lemma or the
Hausdorff maximality principle, for each positive integer n we can choose a maximal
o~ "-separated set A, C Z such that A, C A,, when m >n > 0. Aset AC Z
is a "-separated if dz(z,z') > o ™ whenever z,z’ € A are distinct. Then the
balls B?(z, %a‘”), z € A,, are pairwise disjoint. Since A,, is maximal, the balls
BZ(z,a™™), z € A, cover Z.

We define the “vertex set”

V= U Vi, where V;, ={(z,n): 2 € A,}.

n=0
The vertices v = (x,n) and v' = (y, m) form an edge (denoted [v,v']) in the hyper-
bolic filling X of Z if and only if [n — m| < 1 and
TBZ(z,a”")N7TB%(y,a”™) # @, ifm=n,
BZ(z,a”™")NB%(y,a™™) # @, ifm=n=+1.
The hyperbolic filling X, seen as a metric space with edges of unit length, is a

Gromov hyperbolic space. Its uniformization X, with parameter ¢ = log «v is given
by the uniformized metric

de(r,y) = inf/ e =d(w0) gg = inf/ a~4wo) s
¥ ¥

v vy

where d( -, vp) denotes the graph distance to the root vy = (z9,0) of the hyperbolic
filling, ds denotes the arc length, and the infimum is taken over all paths in X
joining = to y. We let

X.=X.Ud.X

be the completion of X, and equip it with the measure ug as in [8, Section 10], with

B=e(l-0)p.

Roughly, ug is obtained by smearing out the measure v(B(z,a™™)) to the edges
adjacent to the vertex (x,n) € V. Note that e = « and that o, appearing in
various places in [8], is in our case

9

7= log «

By [8, Proposition 4.4], Z and 0.X are biLipschitz equivalent (since ¢ = 1) and
we will therefore identify them as sets. However, the metrics are different. More
precisely, by [8, Proposition 4.4],

Cidz(z,y) < d:(z,y) < Cadz(x,y) forall z,y € Z, (5.1)

where Oy = 1/27a, Cy = 4"tV /¢ and [ is the smallest nonnegative integer such
that o=t <7 — 1.
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Clearly, Z is uniformly perfect at x¢ if and only if 0. X is uniformly perfect at
2o (with comparable constants k and k). Moreover, if Q C Z is open and E € ),
then

capy ,(E, Q) ~ capy-* (E, Q). (5.2)

Note however that because of (5.1), if E and €2 are balls with respect to Z, they will
not in general be balls with respect to 0. X, which needs to be taken into account
when estimating the capacity of annuli.

We will need the Newtonian (Sobolev) space on X. and its Sobolev and con-
denser capacities, which we now introduce, see [2] or [8] for further details.

A property holds for p-almost every curve in X if the curve family I' for which
it fails has zero p-modulus, i.e. there is p € LP(X.) such that fvpds = oo for

every v € I'. A measurable function g : X. — [0,00] is a p-weak upper gradient of
u: X — [—o0,00] if for p-almost all rectifiable curves v : [0,1,] — X,

[u(4(0)) — u(v(L))] < / gds,

Y

where the left-hand side is oo whenever at | least one of the terms therein is infinite.

If u has a p-weak upper gradient in LP(X.), then it has a minimal p-weak upper
gradient g, € LP(X.) in the sense that g, < g a.e. for every p-weak upper gradient

g € LP(X.) of u.
For measurable u : X — [—o00, 00|, we let

1/p
||U||N1,p()?€) = (/_ |U|pd/1/+1nf/_ gp d,u) )
X 9 JX

€

where the infimum is taken over all p-weak upper gradients of u. The Newtonian
space on X . is
A
N2P(Xe) =A{u: [Jullyrpz,) < o0}

Note that functions in NP are defined pointwise everywhere, not only up to a.e.-
equivalence classes.
The Sobolev capacity of E C X, is

Cp < (E) = inf [Jul/}

P Nl’p()?s),

where the infimum is taken over all u € NYP(X.) such that v = 1 on E. The
condenser capacity of E C () with respect to an open set 2 C X, is

capy < (E,9) =inf/_ gy dp,
v JX.

where the infimum is taken over all u € N'P(X_) such that u =1 on E and u =0
outside 2. For both capacities we call such v admissible.
By [8, Theorem 10.3], pg is doubling and supports a 1-Poincaré inequality on

X., i.e. there exist C;\ > 0 such that for each ball B = BX- (z,7) and for all
integrable functions u and 1-weak upper gradients g of u on AB,

f lu—usldus < cr fgdua (5.3)
B AB

1
up = 4 udy :—/ud,u .
7 Ji SERZI N P

where
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As X, is geodesic, the dilation constant in the 1-Poincaré inequality can be chosen
to be A = 1 and moreover X. supports a (p, p)-Poincaré inequality (i.e. (5.3) with
averaged LP-norms on both sides) with dilation A = 1, see e.g. [2, Theorem 4.39].
It thus follow from Bjérn-Bjérn—-Shanmugalingam [7, Corollary 1.3] and [2, Theo-
rems 6.7 (vii) and 6.19 (vii)] that C;‘< and cap, < are outer capacities.

Another consequence of [8, Theorem 10.3] is that for every » < 2diam. X. and
T € Z,

pp(BXe (x,7)) ~ rP/u(BZ (z,7)) = rA=OPy(BZ (z,7)). (5.4)
From (5.1) and (5.4) it follows that the exponent sets are the same for Z and
0-X, and that, for ¢ > 0,

B
qegf = g+ :q+(1—9)pegé<5,
and similarly for the other exponent sets. Here we consider the exponent sets around
xo € Z. Moreover, if Z is uniformly perfect at g, then the doubling property implies
that all the exponent sets for v and pg are nonempty, see [5, (2.3)]. Hence

— ﬁ —
4 =4~ =4 —(1=0p, (5.5)

and similarly for the other exponents. In particular,
p<g§5 = 9p<gg. (5.6)

We are now ready to estimate capacities on 9. X in terms of capacities on X.,
with the aim to later translate them to capacities on the original space Z. The
comparison constants in this section are independent of the choice of xg, and depend
only on 6, p, C},, a and 7, unless said otherwise.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that E C B%X. Then

capgpr(E, Bgﬁx) < capiff (E, BfRE)

Proof. As both capacities are outer, we may assume that E is open in Z. Let u €

N'P(X.) be admissible for cap, < (E, B?RE/Q). Then the restriction u|z is admissible

for capgspx (E, Bgﬁx), and by [8, Theorem 11.3],
9. X 0. X
Capg, (EaBzR ) < [U|Z]§,p,aax S ||9u||1£p()75)-

Taking infimum over all v admissible for capf? < (E, Bfﬂf /2) shows that

0-X 0: X X. Xe \ o X. X.
Capg (B, Byk ),Scapp (E,B3R/2) *Cap;)f (E, By ),

where the last comparison follows from [2, Lemma 11.22]. O

The following lemma controls how function values spread from Z to the hy-
perbolic filling. This property will be essential for obtaining a reverse estimate to
Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let u € BS(Z) be such that u = b in B%* (x, Lr), where L = 1+
a(l 4+ e+ Cqe) with Cy as in (5.1). Let U be the extension of u to X, given by

U((z,n)) := ][BZ( w)udl/, if (z,n) eV C X, (5.7)
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extended piecewise linearly (with respect to d.) to each edge in X, and then by

r—0

U(x) = limsup][ Udpg forxz € 0:X. (5.8)
Bx_(z,r)

Then U =b in B)?E(x,r).

Proof. Let y € BXe (x,r)\ Z. Then y belongs to an edge [v1, v2], where v; = (21,n1)
and vy = (x2,n2) are vertices in the hyperbolic filling. We can assume that n; <
ng < ni+ 1. Then for j = 1,2, since o = €°,

a~ " a™™
<

1
d:(y,v;) < / aMdt=a"" and d.(vj,z;) =
0 € €

Since also
e} i 1

r>d.(y,x) zdistg(y,Z)Z/ a~tdt > .

nz

we have for all z € BZ(z;,a™™), j = 1,2, that using also (5.1),
dE(LL', Z) < ds(:c,y) + ds(ya vj) + ds(vjvxj) + Coa™™

1 1
<r+a_”1(1+——|—02) <r+a€r(1+—+02) = Lr,
€ €

and thus u(z) = b by assumption. It follows from (5.7) that U(z;) = b, j = 1,2,
and hence also U(y) = b. For y € BX<(z,7) N Z, the claim follows from (5.8). O

Theorem 5.3. Assume that Z is uniformly perfect at xg with constant k, and that
EC BEX. If BYX # Z then

capye X (B, BIX) = capX* (B, Bys), (5.9)

with comparison constants also depending on k.

Proof. The “<” inequality follows from Lemma 5.1, so it remains to show the “>7”
inequality. As both capacities are outer, we may assume that F is open in Z. Let u
be admissible for capepr (E, Bgﬁx ). Consider the extension U to X, given by (5.7)
and (5.8). It then follows from [8, Theorem 12.1] that U = u v-a.e. in 9. X and

/)? gt dps < [u]§7p7agx. (5.10)

As I is open, it easily follows (e.g. from Lemma 5.2 and (5.8)) that U =1 on E.
Moreover 0 < U <1 on X..

Let next n: X. — [0,1] be a 2/ R-Lipschitz cut-off function with suppn € BQ)%
such that = 1 in Bj<. Then, by [2, Theorem 2.15],

2U0
gnu < ngu +Ugy < gu + -
Since nU is admissible for capf?f (E, BQ)%), we have

Capff (E’Bg(Pf) < /B)?e ggU d,uB 5 /B)?E gzl} duﬂ +
2R

2R

1
— UP dug. 5.11
5 . 15 (5.11)
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In view of (5.10), it therefore suffices to estimate the last term in (5.11) using

the first integral on the right-hand side. To this end, let B = Bifjg R» Where k. is
the uniform perfectness constant of 9-X at xg. We will use that

pa(B\ suppU)
1s(B)

where © is independent of U and B and only depends on ¢, k. and C,,. We
postpone the verification of this to the end of the proof and first show how it leads
us to conclude the proof. The Minkowski inequality yields

1/p 1/p
(][ Ur dug) < <][ |U* UB|pdu5) + Up, (5.12)
B B
where

Us :=][ U dug =][ U — Up|dug
B B\supp U

1/p
ps(B) ][ 1<][ >
— ) U -Ugldus < — U—UglPd .
= pp(B \ suppU) B| 5| =9 B| Bl dus

Inserting this into (5.12) and using the (p, p)-Poincaré inequality for us gives

>0 >0,

/U”duﬂi][ IU—UBlpduBSRp/ 9t dps-
B B B

Together with (5.10) and (5.11) the last estimate implies that

capfff(E,BfRs) < /B)?E gty dps +/1ng dug < [ulf 0. x- (5.13)

2R

Taking infimum over all u admissible for cap?pr (E, BQB ;X ) shows the “Z” inequality
in (5.9).

It remains to show that © > 0. By the uniform perfectness and the fact that
Bgﬁx #+ Z, there is some = € B:?;ij(R Bgﬁx. Then u = 0 in B%X(z, R) and hence

by Lemma 5.2, U =0 in BX: (x,R/L). From this and the doubling property of g
we see that _
ps(B\suppU) _ pg(BX:(xz, R/L))
1s(B) - ps(B)

where © only depends on €, k. and C),. O

>0>0,

Since we will be interested in the Besov capacity of annuli in Z, we next relate
it to the capacity of annuli in X..

Theorem 5.4. Assume that Z is uniformly perfect at xoy with constant k. Let
0<2r <Rand L = a(l +¢e+ Cse) as in Lemma 5.2. Assume that Bgﬁ% + Z.
Then

capys, (BYX, BE™) 2 capy = (B3, B ), (5.14)

with comparison constant also depending on K.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.3 with E' = B%* and 2R replaced
by R. Lemma 5.2 shows that the function U constructed in (5.7) and (5.8) satisfies

U= 1_in BT)_%L and is thus admissible for cap, (BTX/EL, Bp<), i.e. we can replace E

by B;X/EL in (5.13). Taking infimum over all v admissible for Capgpr(BfEX, B%X)
shows (5.14). O
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6. Enlarging Y

In this section we assume that'Y is a compact metric space, equipped with a doubling
measure v, and let xg € Y be fized.

Our aim is to embed Y into a suitable larger metric space Z. We will do this
recursively, but in this section we only do the first step.

As Y is compact there is a point x;1 such that d(z1,2z9) = max,cy d(x,zg). Let
Y'=(Y',d,V') be a copy of Y = (Y,d,v), where we identify z; with its copy, but
do not identify any other points. Equip Y =Y UY’ with the measure

v(A)=v(ANY)+ /' (ANY’)
and the metric d so that

d(xz,x1)+d (y,x1), fzeY andyeY’,
d(z,y) = { d(z,y) ifz,y €Y,
d'(z,y) ifx,yeY’.

Lemma 6.1. The measure U is doubling on Y with doubling constant Cy < 2C,
and satisfies

v(BY (z,7)) < 0(BY (z,7)) < 2v(BY (x,7)) ifx €Y andr > 0. (6.1)

Moreover, if Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k, then Y is uniformly
perfect at xo with constant k = max{k,2}.

Proof. That (6.1) holds follows directly from the construction. A similar formula

holds if x € Y’. It follows that ¥ is doubling with C; < 2C,,. -

As for the uniform perfectness, let 7 > 0 be such that BY # Y. Then ir <
3d(zo,21) and hence r < 3d(xo,z1). If r < d(zg,21) then z; € Y\ BY and thus
there is

ye BY,\BY c BY,\BY.

T

of o in Y. O

On the other hand, if d(zg,21) < r < 2d(zo, 1), then B}: \Bf contains the copy

The constant 2 in # in Lemma 6.1 is optimal as seen by the following example:
Let Y = [-1,0) U {1} with zp = 0 and 21 = 1. In this case Y is uniformly perfect

at 0 with any constant x > 1, but Y is only uniformly perfect at 0 with constant
k> 2. N
From now on we call the distance d and the measure v also on Y.

Lemma 6.2. Let Q2 C By(yy,2,)/2 be open and E € Q. Then
capz)ip(E, Q) ~ capz)ip(E, Q),
with comparison constants depending only on 0, p and C,,.

Proof. Lemma 6.1 shows that (4.1) in Lemma 4.10 holds for the spaces Y C Y. By
the doubling property of v,

l/(}/; \Y) ~ v(B(x1, %d(zo,xl)) ~p(Y\Q)
Since for all z € €, yE)A/\Y and y' € Y\ Q,
d(,ﬁC,y) = d(ZCQ,.’L'l) and d($,y/) < %d(.%'o,l‘l),

the statement follows from Lemma 4.10. O
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7. From unbounded to bounded spaces

In this section, we let Y be a metric space equipped with a doubling measure v and
fixxg €Y.

Lemma 7.1. Let Yy = {zo} and § > 0. Forn=0,1,..., let

Yor1= |J B@27) and Y' =[]V,
z€Y, n=0

Also let V' := v|y.
Then the following hold:
(a) BY CY’' C B,
(b) V' is doubling with C,, < CS,
(c) forallz €Y’ and 0 < r < 2diamY”,

vV (BY (2,1)) < v(BY (2,7)) < C3V/(BY (x,7)),

(d) if Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k, then Y' is uniformly perfect
at xo with constant k' = max{k,2}.

Proof. That (a) holds is clear from the construction.

(c) The first inequality is obvious. By (a), r < 2diam Y’ < 86. Let 1’ = 237F§,
where k£ > 0 is an integer such that Ly <4 < r. Then there is #’ € Y}, such that
d(z,2’) <2'7%§ = 1r'. Thus BY (2/, 37') C Yiq1 C Y’ and so

I/(BY(:L',T)) < I/(BY(SC/,4T/)) < CSI/(BY(:L'/, %T’))
= C3/(BY (!, 1)) < CoV/(BY (x,7)).

(b) Let x € Y and r > 0. If r < 2diam Y”, then by (c),
V(BY (2,2r)) < v(BY (2,2r)) < Cou(BY (z,7)) < COV/ (BY (2,71)).
If instead r > 2diamY’, then with 7 = diam Y”,
V(BY (z,2r)) =V (BY (x,27)) < CS/(BY (z,7)) < CV/'(BY (2,7)).

(d) Let r > 0 be such that BY, # Y’. Then Y \ BY, D Y’\ BY # @ and
k't < 28. Hence, if /7 < & then there is z € BY, \ BY = BY, \ BY'. So we may
assume that § < x’'r < 24. As B}if,; Y DoY) = Bgﬂ we see that Yo \ Y7 # @.
Therefore there are 1 € Y7 and x5 € Y2 \ Y} with d(z1,22) < %5.

Assume for a contradiction that BY, \ BY = @. Since r < § < sr we must
have d(x1,x9) < r and hence also

d(z2,2z0) > K'r > 2r > 2d(x1, x0).
Thus,
%5 > d(x1,x2) > d(xa,20) — d(21,20) > %d(xg,l'o) > %H/T > %5,
a contradiction. Hence BY, \ BY # @. O

The following lemma shows that for the condenser capacity, the (possibly un-
bounded) space Y can be effectively replaced by the bounded space Y.
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Lemma 7.2. Let Y’ be the space constructed in Lemma 7.1 with parameter § > 0.
Assume that Y is uniformly perfect at xo with constant k. Let R = 6/2k, Q@ C BY
be open and E € Q). Then

capz)i;(E, Q) ~ capz)ip(E, Q),
with comparison constants depending only on 0, p, C, and k.

The assumption of uniform perfectness cannot be dropped since capg,;)(E ,2)=0
ifY'\Q=o.

Proof. We shall use Lemma 4.10. If Y’ =Y, there is nothing to prove, so assume
that Y/ #Y. Then BY , = BY =Y; # Y. By the uniform perfectness of Y, there

is some z € By p\ BY; C Y1. Then BY (2,R) C Yo\ Q C Y’ \ Q. Let z € Q and
y €Y', Then

d(z,y) <26+ R= (4 + 1)R,

and hence, using that v/ = vy~ is doubling by Lemma 7.1, we obtain

v (BY (z,d(z,y))) < V' (BY (z,R))
<V (BY'(2,2(k + 1)R)) ~ /(BY (2, R)) = v(BY (2, R)).

Thus, with I(z,y) as in Lemma 4.10,

dv(y) -0
I(z,y)dv(y Z/ ————— =R,
LT @z [ )

On the other hand, for y € A7 := B, ,,5\ By,s, 7 = 0,1, ..., we have
d(z,y) ~2'R and v(BY (z,d(z,y))) Z v(4;).

Hence

An application of Lemma 4.10, together with Lemma 7.1 (c¢), concludes the proof.
O

8. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Lemma 8.1. Let 0 < ©1 < O3 < 00 and r > 0. If v is doubling, then

/@27"( p@p )1/(:01)@,\,( T@p )1/(201)
or \V(By) P v(B;)

with comparison constants depending only on ©1, O9, 8, p and C,.

Proof. By the doubling property of v, we have v(B,) ~ v(B,) for all ©,7 < p < Oar.
The statement now follows by direct calculation of the integral. O
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Remark 8.2. The comparison constants in Theorem 1.1 are independent of the
choice of xy. They depend only on 6, p, C, and the uniform perfectness constant x.
In the proof below, the constants C; and Co (and thus the ultimate comparison
constants) depend on « and 7. To avoid this dependence in Theorem 1.1, we can
e.g. let @ =7 = 2. We have chosen not to fix a and 7, so as to show that our proof
is not dependent on fixing them.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < C7 < 1 < C5 be the constants appearing in (5.1),
which only depend on a, 7 and € = logw. We can assume that x > 2. To be able
to use the hyperbolic filling and the capacity results from Section 5, we need to use
the results from either Section 6 or Section 7, depending on if Y is bounded or not.

If Y is bounded, we use the construction from Section 6 recursively N times
(with N only depending on C5/C1) and replace Y by its suitable enlargement Z
so that B5ZCQR/01 # Z. Note that the doubling constant of v is only enlarged by a
factor depending only on N.

If on the other hand Y is unbounded, we let Z = Y’, where Y’ is as in
Lemma 7.1 with 6 = 5kC3R/Cy,. We will also denote the restricted measure by
v. By Lemma 7.1, the doubling constant of v is in this case only enlarged by the
power 6. Note that BSZCZ R/Cy G Z by the uniform perfectness condition.

The uniform perfectness constant x > 2 remains unchanged in both cases. Since
the left- and right-hand sides in (1.2) and (1.3) scale in the same way, we may
without loss of generality assume that 0 < diam Z < 1.

If Y is bounded, we apply Lemma 6.2 with £ = B, and 2 = Bp, several times to
the consecutive enlargements of Y. If Y is unbounded, we instead use Lemma 7.2.
In both cases we obtain that

capy (B, Br) ~ capj ,(BY, Bf), (8.1)

so it suffices to estimate the latter capacity. We consider two cases.
If 2C5r > C1 R, then Proposition 4.1 yields

v(Br)
Rfp

capy ,(BY, BR) ~

which by Lemma 8.1 is comparable to the integral in (1.2).

If 2Cyr < C1R, we follow Section 5 and construct a hyperbolic filling X of Z
with parameters o and 7, which we uniformize with parameter € = log o and equip
with the measure pg, with § = (1 — 6)p, as in Section 5. As B5ZCZR/01 #+ 7 we

see that B?ng =# 7 and thus diam X, > diamd.X > 5C,R. We can then use
Theorem 5.3, together with (5.1), (5.2) and [2, Lemma 11.22], to conclude that

r

canf (B, BF) < canfly* (BE:Y. B
5 Capp_f (Bé(;r’ Bng) = Capz))?E (B();(;T, Bé(fR)- (82)
Similarly, from Theorem 5.4, (5.1), (5.2) and [2, Lemma 11.22] we get

0 X 0: X 0: X
Capez,p(BrZa Blzz) 2 CaPg (Bclr ’BCZR)

X. (pXe X
BCZR) ~ capff (B B

X.(nX-
% capy © (B Cir/L* ClR/L)’ (8.3)

Cir/L>

where L is as in Theorem 5.4.
Next, the comparison (5.4) between ug and v gives

< oP >1/(:D—1) N( pep >1/(:D—1)
pp(By ) v(By)

€
p
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Together with Bjorn-Bjorn—Lehrbéck [6, Theorem 4.2] and the doubling property
of ug this shows that

_ — _ C2R D 1/(p—1) d 1-p
O
Car \pug(By<) p

()

1 —1 1—
. < (B)?E B)?E ) N R pOp /(p—1) @ p
Pp cir/L Poir/L) = v(B,) P )

which together with (8.1)—(8.3) concludes the proof of (1.2). The estimate for
cap{p({xo},BR) follows immediately by letting » — 0 in (1.2) since capz)fp is an
outer capacity.

Similarly,

9. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The upper bounds follow directly from Proposition 4.4. For
the lower bounds we first construct Z as in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Since the
left- and right-hand sides in (1.6) and (1.7) scale in the same way, we may without
loss of generality assume that 0 < diam Z < 1.

As in (8.3), we see that

0:X (10X 1d.X X pXe X.
Capez,p(BrZa BIZ%) 2 CapPg (Bclr ch2R) 2 capif (Bclr/L’ BCZR)’ (9.1)

where L is as in Theorem 5.4. In (a), it follows from (5.6) that p < gé?s. Hence, by
Bjorn-Bjorn—Lehrbéck [5, Theorem 1.1], (5.4) and the doubling property,

capfff (B)?E

)?5
N Hﬁ(Bclr/L) v(B)r =% y(B,)
Cyir/L>

BX: o~ = . 2
CZR) ~ (ClT/L)p rP r0p (9 )

In (b), we instead have p > g © and [5, Theorem 1.1], together with (5.4) and the
doubling property, yields

Mﬂ(Bé(;R) - v(Br)
(CQR)p - Rbp
Inserting (9.2) and (9.3) into (9.1) and using (8.1) proves the lower bounds in (1.6)
and (1.7).
It remains to discuss the sharpness. Let 0 < 2r < R < idiam Y. If the lower
bound in (1.6) holds, then by Proposition 4.4,

V(BT)

rop

capg(f (Bé(fr/L7 Bé‘(QER) 2 (93)

v(BRr)
Rov

5 cap{p(BT, BR) /S

which immediately implies that 0p € Qéf The argument for (1.7) is similar, using

the upper bound v(B,)/r? from Proposition 4.4.
Finally, if p > 1 then Theorem 5.3, together with (5.1), (5.2), (8.1), (1.7) and
(5.4), yields

X.(pX: pX- 9-X (30 9:X
Capif (Bi( aBR )2/ Cape,p (BT XaBR )2cap0Z,p(BrZ/C25BIZ2/C1)

v(B v(B% n BX:
~ capy ,(Br/cys Bricy) 2 (Br) _ v(Br) _ 1B )-

Rop Rfp RP
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Theorem 1.3 in Bjorn-Bjorn-Christensen [3], applied to X., then implies that p >
ﬁé( <, which is equivalent to 6p > g} . O

In the borderline cases we have the following result corresponding to Theo-
rem 1.2.

Theorem 9.1. Assume thatY is a complete metric space which is uniformly perfect
at oy and equipped with a doubling measure v. Let p >1,0< 0 <1 and 0 < Ry <
idiam Y, with Ry finite.
Then the following hold for 0 < 2r < R < Ry, with comparison constants
depending on Ry, but independent of xg, v and R.
(a) IfOp = maxgé/, then

v(B,) R\ v v(BR) R\'?
o (log ?> < capy (B, Br) < T log . . (9.4)
(b) If fp = min @3/, then
v(Br) (, R\ v v(B,) (, R\'"
T0p <10g ?) < capy (B, Br) < o log . . (9.5)

Moreover, if the lower bounds in (9.4) and (9.5) hold, then 6p < supgé/ and
Op > inf @é/, respectively.
Proof. The estimate (9.4) follows directly from Theorem 1.1 since
0 0 0
ROP < pfP < rop
v(Br) ™~ v(B,) ~ v(Br)

as fp = max Qé/ The estimate (9.5) is shown similarly.
For the last statement, the lower bound in (9.4) and Proposition 4.4 imply for
all € > 0 that

Orcap) (B, B p=l 9 p—1 Op—
I/(BT) < r Cap97p( > BR) (10g§> < (1) P<1Og E) < (1) P 8,
V(BR) V(BR) r R r R

where the implicit constant in the last ”<” depends on . Thus 0p — ¢ € Qé/ for

every € > 0, showing that Op < supQé/. The implication (9.5) = 6p > inf Qz)/ is
proved similarly. O

Remarli 9.2. If Y is unbounded, then Theorems 1.2 and 9.1 hold with Ry = oo if
Q,» 4,» Qo and g, are replaced by

_ .“(BT)< "\? _
Q{Q>O'M(BR)N<R) for0<r<R<oop, g¢=supQ,
~_ CR(Br) o (e =
Q—{q>0.M(BR)N<R) for0<r<R< o, p, g=infQ.

Remark 9.3. The comparison constants in Theorems 1.2 and 9.1 are independent of
the choice of g, but depend on 6, p, C,, Ry and the uniform perfectness constant .

In Theorem 1.2 (a) they also depend on the choice of ¢ € (6p, ¢,) from the proof
of [5, Proposition 6.1] leading to the estimate (9.2), and on the comparison constant
appearing in the definition of ¢ € @ o

Similarly, in Theorem 1.2 (b) the constants also depend on the choice of ¢ €
(Go, Op) from the proof of [5, Proposition 6.1] leading to the estimate (9.3), and on
the comparison constant appearing in the definition of g € Qo-

In Theorem 9.1 the dependence is similar but with ¢ = fp. In Remark 9.2, the
dependence is instead in terms of @ and Q.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let Z =Y, where Y’ is as in Lemma 7.1 with § = % Then
0 <diam Z < 1. (If Y is bounded we may instead let Z be a rescaled version of Y.)
Then let X, be the uniformized hyperbolic filling for Z constructed in Section 5. By
Corollary 4.8, it suffices to prove the statements (a) and (b) for C§ ({z0}), which

in turn is comparable to C;?E ({zo}) by [8, Proposition 13.2].

_As in (5.5), it follows that p > infgg(E in (a), while p ¢ ggﬂ orl <pe€
Sy in (b). Hence, Proposition 8.2 in [5] implies that C¥e({zo}) > 0 in (a), and
C¥e({xo}) = 0in (b).

When p > 1, the conclusions can also be derived from Theorem 1.1. O
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