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Abstract. We show the existence of Lipschitz-free spaces verifying the Point
of Continuity Property with arbitrarily high weak-fragmentability index. For
this purpose, we use a generalized construction of the countably branching
diamond graphs. As a consequence, we deduce that to be Lipschitz-universal
for countable complete metric spaces, a separable complete metric space can-
not be purely 1-unrectifiable. Another corollary is the existence of an un-
countable family of pairwise non-isomorphic Lipschitz-free spaces over purely
1-unrectifiable metric spaces. Some results on compact reduction are also ob-
tained.

1. Introduction

Given a metric space M with a distinguished base point 0 ∈ M , we will denote
by Lip0(M) the vector space of Lipschitz functions f : M → R vanishing at the
designated origin 0. We will endow Lip0(M) with the norm given by the best
Lipschitz constant

‖f‖L = sup

{
f(x)− f(y)

d(x, y)
, x 6= y ∈ M

}
(which is not a norm in the vector space of Lipschitz functions, that is why we work
with the space Lip0(M) instead); equipped with this norm, Lip0(M) turns out to be
a Banach space. For x ∈ M , we let δM (x) ∈ Lip0(M)

∗ be the evaluation functional
δM (x) : f 7→ f(x), and we define the Lipschitz-free space over M , denoted by F(M),
as the norm-closure of the linear span of {δM (x), x ∈ M} in Lip0(M)

∗. It is readily
seen that δM is an isometric embedding of M into F(M).

Recall that a metric space is purely 1-unrectifiable if and only if it contains no
bi-Lipschitz copies of compact, positive measure subsets of R. This kind of metric
spaces is of significant interest when dealing with Lipschitz-free spaces, considering
the following theorem due to Aliaga, Gartland, Petitjean and Procházka in [1]:

Theorem. Let M be a metric space. The following are equivalent:
(i) The completion of M is purely 1-unrectifiable;

(ii) F(M) has the Radon-Nikodým property (RNP);
(iii) F(M) has the Schur property;
(iv) F(M) has the Krein-Milman property;
(v) F(M) does not contain any isomorphic copy of L1.
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We recall that a Banach space X is said to have the Point of Continuity Property
(PCP) if every non-empty bounded closed subset F of X has a weak point of
continuity, that is, for every such subset F of X, the identity map

id : (F, w) → (F, ‖.‖X)

is continuous at some point x ∈ F (where w stands for the weak topology on F ).
In geometric terms (see for example [18]), X has the PCP if and only if every
non-empty bounded subset of X is w-fragmentable, i.e. has non-empty relatively
w-open subsets of arbitrarily small diameter. Since a Banach space has the RNP
if and only if every non-empty bounded subset of X is dentable, that is, has open
slices of arbitrarily small diameter, the RNP implies the PCP. As well, L1 does not
have the PCP, so the PCP is an intermediate property between the RNP and non-
containment of L1. Therefore, we have the following characterization (see Remark
4.7 in [1]):
Remark 1.1. A metric space M has a purely 1-unrectifiable completion if and only
if F(M) has the PCP.

In this paper, we will use an ordinal Φ(X), called the weak-fragmentability index
of X, to testify about “how much” a Banach space X has the PCP. Actually, Φ is
the weak version of the Szlenk index, introduced by Szlenk in [20]. We will recall its
definition and some basic properties in Section 2.2. If M is a purely 1-unrectifiable
separable complete metric space, the weak-fragmentability index of its Lipschitz-
free space is strictly less than ω1 (first uncountable ordinal, see Proposition 2.5).
But we show that there exist such metric spaces, and even countable complete
metric spaces, whose Lipschitz-free space has arbitrarily large weak-fragmentability
index:
Theorem 1.2. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), there exists a countable complete metric
space Dα such that Φ(F(Dα)) > α.

The construction of the Dα’s is given in Section 2.3, the proof of Thorem 1.2 is
in Section 3.

We develop some consequences in Section 4, in particular the following one about
universality:
Corollary 1.3. Let M be a separable complete metric space such that every count-
able complete metric space is Lipschitz-equivalent to a subspace of M . Then M is
not purely 1-unrectifiable.

We also say a word about compact reduction in Section 5.

2. Background

In this section, we introduce the main objects used in this paper, set some
notation and recall some elementary properties.

2.1. Lipschitz-free spaces. To simplify the notation we write δ instead of δM
when there is no ambiguity. By a molecule we mean an element of F(M) of the
form

mx,y =
δ(x)− δ(y)

d(x, y)

for x 6= y ∈ M . Notice that molecules are of norm one. These elements will play a
key role in the sequel.



ON THE WEAK-FRAGMENTABILITY INDEX OF SOME LIPSCHITZ-FREE SPACES 3

A fundamental property of F(M) is the following “universal extension prop-
erty”: any Banach-space valued Lipschitz function f : M → X vanishing at 0
can be uniquely extended (identifying M with δ(M)) to a continuous linear map
f̂ : F(M) → X whose operator norm is equal to ‖f‖L. An easy consequence of
this property, picking X = R, is that F(M)

∗ is linearly isometric to Lip0(M). An-
other useful observation is that whenever N is a subset of M , then F(N) is linearly
isometric to a subspace of F(M). More precisely:

Proposition 2.1. If N is a subset of M containing 0, the map ιN defined by

ιN

(
n∑

i=1

aiδN (xi)

)
=

n∑
i=1

aiδM (xi), x1, . . . , xn ∈ N, a1, . . . , an ∈ R

can be extended to a linear isometry from F(N) to FN (M), the closed linear span
of δM (N) in F(M).

From now on we will use freely this identification.
Two metric spaces M , N are said to be Lipschitz-equivalent if there exists a

bijection f : M → N such that f and f−1 are Lipschitz maps. Using the previous
identification, the universal extension property enables to prove that if N and M
are Lipschitz-equivalent, then F(N) and F(M) are linearly isomorphic. For a
quick proof of the universal extension property and some other basic facts about
Lipschitz-free spaces, we refer the reader to [8].

2.2. The weak-fragmentability index. Now we give the definition of the weak-
fragmentability index and the matching derivation, and review its basic properties.
In the sequel, all Banach spaces we consider are over the real field.

Let X be a Banach space and K be a w-closed bounded subset of X. For every
ε > 0, we define the derived set of K

σε(K) := K \ {V ⊂ X w − open : diam(V ∩K) < ε} .

Then, given an ordinal α, we define inductively σα
ε (K) by setting σ0

ε(K) = K,
σα+1
ε (K) = σε(σ

α
ε (K)) and σα

ε (K) =
⋂

β<α

σβ
ε (K) if α is a limit ordinal.

We denote by BX the closed unit ball of X. We then define Φ(X, ε) as the
smallest ordinal α such that σα

ε (BX) = ∅, when such an ordinal exists. Otherwise,
we write Φ(X, ε) = ∞. If Φ(X, ε) is defined for all ε > 0, then we define the
weak-fragmentability index of X as the ordinal

Φ(X) := sup
ε>0

Φ(X, ε),

and we write Φ(X) < ∞ to signify that Φ(X) is well defined. If Φ(X, ε) = ∞ for
some ε > 0, we write Φ(X) = ∞.

First, let us give two elementary facts: if X is linearly isomorphic to another
Banach space Y , then Φ(X) = Φ(Y ), and if F is a closed subspace of X, then
Φ(F ) ≤ Φ(X). Now we show two useful properties. Actually, Proposition 2.2
and Fact 2.4 are proved in [16] in the weak∗ case (for the Szlenk index). See [5]
for Proposition 2.5. Nevertheless, we reproduce the proofs here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a Banach space. If Φ(X) < ∞, then there exists an
ordinal α such that Φ(X) = ωα (where ω denotes the first infinite ordinal).
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In order to show this, we will need two facts:

Fact 2.3. For every ordinal α, for every ε > 0, we have the inclusion:
1

2
σα
ε (BX) +

1

2
BX ⊂ σα

ε/2(BX).

This fact follows easily with a transfinite induction on α:

Proof. The above inclusion is clear if α equals 0. Assume it is true for every β < α.
If α is a limit ordinal, we get the conclusion by taking the intersection on β < α.
If α = β + 1 is a successor ordinal, let z = 1

2x+ 1
2y with x ∈ σα

ε (BX) and y ∈ BX .
Let V be a relative w-open neighborhood of z in σβ

ε/2(BX). We must show that
diam(V ) ≥ ε

2 . Without loss of generality, we may assume that V is of the form

V = {z′ ∈ σβ
ε/2(BX) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n},

∣∣〈fr, z − z′〉
∣∣ ≤ η}

with η > 0 and f1, . . . , fn ∈ X∗. By induction hypothesis, V contains the set
1
2W + 1

2y where

W = {x′ ∈ σβ
ε (BX) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n},

∣∣〈fr, x− x′〉
∣∣ ≤ η}

is a relative w-open neighborhood of x in σβ
ε (BX). Thus diam(W ) ≥ ε, and there-

fore
diam(V ) ≥ diam(

1

2
W +

1

2
y) ≥ ε

2
.

�

Fact 2.4. For every ordinal α, we have

Φ(X) > ωα =⇒ Φ(X) ≥ ωα+1.

Proof. Assume Φ(X) = supε>0 Φ(X, ε) > ωα. Then there exists ε > 0 such that
Φ(X, 2ε) > ωα i.e. σωα

2ε (BX) 6= ∅: let x be an element of this set. Since −x ∈ BX ,
Fact 2.3 implies that 0 = 1

2x+ 1
2 (−x) ∈ σωα

ε (BX). So using Fact 2.3 again, we get
that 1

2BX ⊂ σωα

ε/2(BX), and consequently σωα

ε/2(
1
2BX) ⊂ σωα.2

ε/2 (BX). Recalling that
0 ∈ σωα

ε (BX), we then have 0 ∈ σωα

ε/2(
1
2BX) ⊂ σωα.2

ε/2 (BX). More generally, we can
show with an induction that for every n ∈ N, 0 ∈ σωα.2n

ε/2n (BX), so the latter set is not
empty. Hence, Φ(X) ≥ Φ(X, ε

2n ) > ωα. 2n for all n, so Φ(X) ≥ ωα. ω = ωα+1. �

We are now able to prove the desired proposition:

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let α be the infimum of all ordinals γ such that Φ(X) ≤
ωγ , well defined since Φ(X) < ∞. If α is a limit ordinal, ωα = sup

β<α
ωβ ≤ Φ(X) since

ωβ < Φ(X) for every β < α, and then ωα = Φ(X) by definition of α. If α = β + 1,
then Φ(X) > ωβ and Fact 2.4 leads to Φ(X) ≥ ωβ+1 = ωα. As Φ(X) ≤ ωα, we
finally have Φ(X) = ωα. �

The PCP is related to the weak-fragmentability index in the following well-known
way:

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a separable Banach space. Then X has the PCP if
and only if Φ(X) < ω1.
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Proof. Assume X has the PCP, and let ε > 0. For every ordinal α < Φ(X, ε), the
set σα

ε (BX) is not empty. But σα
ε (BX) is a bounded closed subset of X which has

the PCP, so it admits a point of continuity: σα
ε (BX) \ σα+1

ε (BX) 6= ∅. Thus, there
exists an open set O such that O ∩ σα

ε (BX) 6= ∅ and O ∩ σα+1
ε (BX) = ∅. Since X

is separable, it has a countable open base (On)n and O can be written as the union
of some On’s. Consequently, there exists nα ∈ N such that Onα

∩σα
ε (BX) 6= ∅ and

Onα
∩ σα+1

ε (BX) = ∅. Next, define f a function mapping each α < ω1 to such an
nα. By definition of nα, f is a one-to-one mapping from (0, Φ(X, ε)) to N, which
implies Φ(X, ε) < ω1.

Due to the monotonicity of Φ(X, ε) with respect to ε, we have the equality
sup
ε>0

Φ(X, ε) = sup
n∈N

Φ(X, 1
n ). Hence, Φ(X) is a countable supremum of countable

ordinals, so is countable itself.
For the converse, if X does not have the PCP, there are B 6= ∅ a subset of

BX and ε > 0 such that σε(B) = B. Therefore, σα
ε (B) = B 6= ∅ for all α, so

Φ(X) = ∞. �

2.3. The countably branching diamond graphs. Let us generalize the con-
struction of the classical sequence (Dk)k∈N of diamond graphs. For further details
on these graphs, we refer the reader to [4]. Let D1 be the countably branching
diamond graph of depth 1: D1 consists of two poles t1 and b1 at a distance 2 from
each other and of a sequence (xn

1 )n∈N of points at a distance 1 from each pole. For
n 6= m, the distance between xn

1 and xm
1 is also 2. There is an edge between two

vertices of D1 if and only if they are at a distance 1 from each other. Thus, the
distance d1 on D1 corresponds to the shortest path metric in a graph. We also
denote by `1 the point x1

1.

D1

t1

b1

`1 = x1
1

b b b b b b b b

b

b

Dα = Dβ+1

bα

tα

`α = x1
α

xj
α

Dβ ≡ D
(j,+)
α

xi
α

D
(i,−)
α ≡ Dβ

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b bb

b

b

b

b

b

b

b bb

b

b

b

b

b

b b b b b b b b b

Now we define inductively the metric space Dα for any ordinal α ∈ (0, ω1) in the
following way. If α = β+1 is a successor ordinal, Dα is obtained by replacing each
edge of D1 by an isometric copy of Dβ , actually by (Dβ ,

dβ

2 ) where dβ stands for the
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distance in Dβ . We still write tα and bα for the top and bottom poles of Dα, and
we denote by (xn

α)n∈N the points corresponding to the xn
1 ’s in D1. In particular,

we set `α := x1
α, which is somehow the left-most vertex in Dα.

For all i, j ∈ N, we will denote by D
(j,+)
α the subset of Dα which is isometric to

Dβ and has tα and xj
α as poles. Similarly, we will denote by D

(i,−)
α the subset of

Dα which is isometric to Dβ and has xi
α and bα as poles.

If α is a limit ordinal, we define

Dα := {tα, bα} ∪
⋃
β<α

{β} ×Dβ \ {tβ , bβ}.

endowed with the following distance dα: dα(tα, bα) = 2, dα((β, x), (β, y)) = dβ(x, y)
with the convention (β, tβ) = tα and (β, bβ) = bα for β < α, and for every β 6= γ
such that β, γ < α:

dα((β, x), (γ, y)) = min
(
dβ(x, tβ) + dγ(tγ , y), dβ(x, bβ) + dγ(bγ , y)

)
.

We somehow glued together the Dβ ’s at their poles, which we are allowed to do
since for every γ < µ, Dγ embeds isometrically into Dµ with tγ , bγ sent on tµ, bµ.

We set `α := (1, `1), once again the left-most vertex in Dα.

For every α ∈ (0, ω1), we distinguish `α as the base point of Dα, and we will be
interested in the Lipschitz-free space on Dα. First, let us notice that F(Dα) has
the PCP (see Remark 1.1):

Proposition 2.6. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), Dα is a countable complete metric space,
and thus a purely 1-unrectifiable metric space.

Proof. We prove the completeness of the Dα’s with a transfinite induction. D1

is complete since uniformly discrete. Asssume now that Dβ is complete for every
β < α. Let (xn)n ⊂ Dα be a Cauchy sequence. We consider several cases, each
time using the fact that a Cauchy sequence which has a convergent subsequence is
convergent itself.

Let us first assume that α is a limit ordinal.
Case 1: the terms of the sequence belong to a finite number of Dβ ’s. Then there

exist β < α and a subsequence of (xn)n included in Dβ . But Dβ is complete by
induction hypothesis, so (xn)n is convergent.

Case 2: the terms of the sequence belong to an infinite number of Dβ ’s and
for every ε > 0, there exists n ∈ N such that dist(xn, {tα, bα}) < ε. Then there
exist a subsequence of (xn)n which converges towards one of the poles, so (xn)n is
convergent.

Case 3: the terms of the sequence belong to an infinite number of Dβ ’s and there
exists ε > 0 such that for every n ∈ N, dist(xn, {tα, bα}) ≥ ε. But to trace a path
between two elements belonging to different Dβ ’s, we have to pass through one of
the poles, so there exists a subsequence of (xn)n which is 2ε-separated. This is in
contradiction with the fact that (xn)n is a Cauchy sequence.

If α is a successor ordinal, we reproduce the same proof by exhaustion with the
spaces D

(i,+)
α ∪D

(i,−)
α , i ∈ N (which are complete by induction hypothesis) playing

the role of the spaces Dβ , β < α, which ends the proof. �
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3. Minoration of Φ(F(Dα), 1)

In this section, we will show that there exists an ε > 0 such that for every α < ω1,
the set σα

ε (BF(Dα)) is not empty.

3.1. First derived set of BF(Dα). We start by noticing that the molecule asso-
ciated with the two poles of F(Dα) is in the first derived set of BF(Dα) for ε = 1.

Proposition 3.1. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), mtα,bα ∈ σ1(BF(Dα)).

Proof. Let first assume that α is equal to 1 or a successor ordinal. Let V be a w-
open neighborhood of mtα,bα in F(Dα). We must show that diam(V ∩BF(Dα)) ≥ 1.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that V is of the form

V = {µ ∈ F(Dα) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n}, |〈fr, µ−mtα,bα〉| ≤ ε}

with ε > 0 and f1, . . . , fn ∈ Lip0(Dα). Since dα(tα, bα) = 2dα(tα, x
i
α) = 2dα(x

i
α, bα)

for all i ∈ N, we can write:

mtα,bα =
1

2
(mtα,xi

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=µi

+mxi
α,bα︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=νi

).

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that for every r ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the
sequences (fr(µi))i and (fr(νi))i are convergent in R. Thus, we have, for every
r ∈ {1, . . . , n}:

〈fr, mtα,bα〉 =
〈
fr,

µi + νi
2

〉
for all i ∈ N

= lim
i→+∞

〈
fr,

µi + νi
2

〉
= lim

i→+∞

〈
fr,

µi+1 + νi
2

〉
.

Therefore, there is i ∈ N large enough such that γV := µi+1+νi

2 ∈ V . Given such an
i, we have that

‖γV −mtα,bα‖F(Dα) =

∥∥∥∥µi+1 − µi

2

∥∥∥∥
=

1

2

∥∥∥∥δ(tα)− δ(xi+1
α )

dα(tα, x
i+1
α )

− δ(tα)− δ(xi
α)

dα(tα, xi
α)

∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥δ(xi
α)− δ(xi+1

α )

2

∥∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥mxi

α,xi+1
α

∥∥∥ = 1,

so diam(V ∩BF(Dα)) ≥ 1.
Assume now that α is a limit ordinal. Then mtα,bα identifies with mtβ ,bβ ∈ F(Dβ)

for some successor ordinal β < α. By the previous arguments, mtβ ,bβ ∈ σ1(BF(Dβ)),
and σ1(BF(Dβ)) j σ1(BF(Dα)), so mtα,bα ∈ σ1(BF(Dα)). �

Remark 3.2. Notice that in the process, we proved that for every successor ordinal
α and for every V w-open neighborhood of mtα,bα in F(Dα), there exist j > i in
N \ {1} such that γV := 1

2 (mtα,xj
α
+mxi

α,bα) ∈ V .
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3.2. Stability by taking special convex combinations. We show that in some
configurations, if two elements belong to a derived set of BF(Dα), then their average
also belongs to it.

We use the pieces of notation D
(j,+)
α and D

(i,−)
α introduced in Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.3. Let i 6= j ∈ N \ {1}, let α ∈ (0, ω1) be a successor ordinal, let ε > 0.
Then, for every γ+ ∈ F(D

(j,+)
α ) and γ− ∈ F(D

(i,−)
α ):∥∥γ+

∥∥ ≥ ε and
∥∥γ−∥∥ ≥ ε =⇒

∥∥∥∥γ+ + γ−

2

∥∥∥∥ ≥ ε.

Proof. By assumption, there exists f+ ∈ Lip0(D
(j,+)
α ) such that ‖f+‖L = 1 and

〈f+, γ+〉 ≥ ε, and f− ∈ Lip0(D
(i,−)
α ) such that ‖f−‖L = 1 and 〈f−, γ−〉 ≥ ε. Let

us define a function f on D
(j,+)
α ∪D

(i,−)
α ∪ {`α} by f = f+ on D

(j,+)
α , f = f− on

D
(i,−)
α and f(`α) = 0 (recall that `α is the base point of Dα). We next check that f

is 1-Lipschitz on D
(j,+)
α ∪D

(i,−)
α ∪ {`α}. For more convenience, we write `

(j,+)
α and

`
(i,−)
α the points in D

(j,+)
α and D

(i,−)
α respectively, corresponding to the origin `α−1

through the isometries D
(j,+)
α ≡ Dα−1 and D

(i,−)
α ≡ Dα−1 (where α − 1 denotes

the predecessor of α). Hence, f+(`
(j,+)
α ) = f−(`

(i,−)
α ) = 0.

Consider first x ∈ D
(j,+)
α and y ∈ D

(i,−)
α . Since f+ and f− are 1-Lipschitz, we

have

|f(x)− f(y)| = |f+(x)− f−(y)|

≤ |f+(x)− f+(`(j,+)
α )|+ |f−(`(i,−)

α )− f−(y)|

≤ dα(x, `
(j,+)
α )︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 1
2+dα(x,tα)

+ dα(`
(i,−)
α , y)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 1
2+dα(xi

α,y)

≤ 1 + dα(x, tα) + dα(x
i
α, y).

Note that dα(x, `
(j,+)
α ) ≤ 1

2 + dα(x, x
j
α) and dα(`

(i,−)
α , y) ≤ 1

2 + dα(bα, y), so we also
have that |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ 1 + dα(x, x

j
α) + dα(bα, y). Therefore,

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ 1 + min
(
dα(x, tα) + dα(x

i
α, y), dα(x, x

j
α) + dα(bα, y)

)
,

where the right-hand side is clearly equal to dα(x, y).
Now for x ∈ D

(j,+)
α ,

|f(x)− f(`α)| = |f+(x)| = |f+(x)− f+(`(j,+)
α )|

≤ dα(x, `
(j,+)
α )

≤ 1 + dα(x, tα)

where 1 + dα(x, tα) is equal to dα(x, `α) since x ∈ D
(j,+)
α with j 6= 1. Similarly, for

x ∈ D
(i,−)
α , |f(x)−f(`α)| ≤ dα(x, `α). Thus f is 1-Lipschitz on D

(j,+)
α ∪D(i,−)

α ∪{`α}
so we can extend it to a 1-Lipschitz map defined on the whole Dα, still denoted f .
Since f(`α) = 0 and 〈f, γ++γ−

2 〉 = 1
2

(
〈f+, γ+〉 + 〈f−, γ−〉

)
≥ 1

2 (ε + ε) = ε, we
conclude that

∥∥∥γ++γ−

2

∥∥∥ ≥ ε. �
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Proposition 3.4. Let α, β ∈ [0, ω1) such that α is a successor ordinal and α ≥ β.
Let i 6= j ∈ N \ {1}, let γ+ ∈ F(D

(j,+)
α ) and γ− ∈ F(D

(i,−)
α ). Assume that

γ+ ∈ σβ
1 (BF(D

(j,+)
α )

) and γ− ∈ σβ
1 (BF(D

(i,−)
α )

). Then: γ++γ−

2 ∈ σβ
1 (BF(Dα)).

Proof. Let α be a successor ordinal. We proceed by transfinite induction on β ≤ α.
The statement is immediate for β = 0. Assume now that it is true for every
µ < β. If β is a limit ordinal, we get the conclusion by taking the intersection
on µ < β. If β = λ + 1 is a successor ordinal, let γ+ ∈ σλ+1

1 (BF(D
(j,+)
α )

) and

γ− ∈ σλ+1
1 (BF(D

(i,−)
α )

). By induction hypothesis, γ++γ−

2 ∈ σλ
1 (BF(Dα)). Let V

be a relative w-open neighborhood of γ++γ−

2 in σλ
1 (BF(Dα)). We must show that

diam(V ) ≥ 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that V is of the form

V = {γ ∈ σλ
1 (BF(Dα)) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n},

∣∣〈fr, γ − γ+ + γ−

2
〉
∣∣ ≤ ε}

with ε > 0 and f1, . . . , fn ∈ Lip0(Dα). By induction hypothesis, V contains the set
1
2 (W

+ +W−) where

W+ = {γ ∈ σλ
1 (BF(D

(j,+)
α )

) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n},
∣∣〈fr, γ − γ+〉

∣∣ ≤ ε}

is a relative w-open neighborhood of γ+ in σλ
1 (BF(D

(j,+)
α )

) and

W− = {γ ∈ σλ
1 (BF(D

(i,−)
α )

) : ∀r ∈ {1, . . . , n},
∣∣〈fr, γ − γ−〉

∣∣ ≤ ε}

is a relative w-open neighborhood of γ− in σλ
1 (BF(D

(i,−)
α )

). Thus, diam(W+) ≥ 1

and diam(W−) ≥ 1. So, for every η < 1, there exist µ+, ν+ ∈ W+ and µ−,
ν− ∈ W− such that ‖µ+ − ν+‖ ≥ η and ‖µ− − ν−‖ ≥ η. Then µ++µ−

2 and ν++ν−

2

are two elements of 1
2 (W

+ +W−) ⊂ V verifying∥∥∥∥µ+ + µ−

2
− ν+ + ν−

2

∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥ (µ+ − ν+) + (µ− − ν−)

2

∥∥∥∥ ≥ η

according to Lemma 3.3, and therefore diam(V ) ≥ η for all η < 1, which concludes
the proof. �

3.3. Higher derived sets. We are now able to prove the main result of this sec-
tion:

Proposition 3.5. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), mtα,bα ∈ σα
1 (BF(Dα)).

Proof. We will use a transfinite induction on α. The statement is true for α = 1
thanks to Proposition 3.1. Assume it is true for every β < α. If α is a limit ordi-
nal, mtα,bα identifies with mtβ ,bβ ∈ F(Dβ) for all β < α, which is in σβ

1 (BF(Dβ))

by induction hypothesis. Since σβ
1 (BF(Dβ)) j σβ

1 (BF(Dα)) through the construc-
tion of Dα, we have mtα,bα ∈

⋂
β<α

σβ
1 (BF(Dα)), that is, mtα,bα ∈ σα

1 (BF(Dα)).

So assume now α = β + 1, and let V be a w-open neighborhood of mtα,bα in
F(Dα). Recall that according to Remark 3.2, there exist j > i in N \ {1} such
that γV := 1

2 (mtα,xj
α
+ mxi

α,bα) ∈ V . However, by definition of Dα, mtα,xj
α

and
mxi

α,bα identify with mtβ ,bβ ∈ F(Dβ) which is in σβ
1 (BF(Dβ)) by induction hypoth-

esis. Therefore mtα,xj
α
∈ σβ

1 (BF(D
(j,+)
α )

) and mxi
α,bα ∈ σβ

1 (BF(D
(i,−)
α )

), so Propo-
sition 3.4 yields γV ∈ σβ

1 (BF(Dα)). Observe that the net (γV )V ⊂ σβ
1 (BF(Dα)) is
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w-convergent to mtα,bα , with σβ
1 (BF(Dα)) w-closed: hence, mtα,bα ∈ σβ

1 (BF(Dα)).
Since γV belongs to V ∩ σβ

1 (BF(Dα)) and ‖γV −mtα,bα‖ = 1, it follows that
diam(V ∩ σβ

1 (BF(Dα))) ≥ 1 and thus mtα,bα ∈ σβ+1
1 (BF(Dα)). �

In particular, σα
1 (BF(Dα)) 6= ∅ so Φ(F(Dα), 1) > α. Finally, we obtain that

there exist Lipschitz-free spaces verifying the PCP “as badly as possible” (cf Propo-
sition 2.5):
Theorem 3.6. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), there exists a countable complete metric
space Dα such that Φ(F(Dα)) > α.

We can draw a parallel between this theorem and a result of Braga, Lancien,
Petitjean and Procházka. Indeed, in [6], they exhibited a uniformly discrete metric
space M such that for each Banach space whose dual contains an isomorphic copy
of F(M), the Szlenk index of this space is greater than ω2. Here, notice that for
every Banach space X, the Szlenk index of X is greater than Φ(X∗). Then we have
that for each Banach space X whose dual contains an isomorphic copy of F(Dα),
the Szlenk index of X is greater than α.

3.4. Computation for α = ω. Now that we have a lower bound for Φ(F(Dα)), a
natural question is whether we can compute its exact value. In order to do that,
we can try to apply the following result, which is well-known to specialists; until
the end of this section, (Xn)n∈N will stand for a family of Banach spaces, and we
set X = (

∑
n∈N Xn)`1 . Then:

Proposition 3.7. For every ε ∈ (0, 1), writing αn := max
1≤k≤n

Φ(Xk, ε), we have:

Φ(X, 3ε) ≤ sup
n∈N

αn × ω.

To show this proposition, we can use for example the following lemma, which is
an adaptation of Lemma 3.3 in [11]:
Lemma 3.8. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), let z ∈ BX and let n ∈ N such that ‖Pnz‖ > 1 − ε,
where Pn denotes the canonical projection from X onto

n∑
k=1

Xk. Then, for every

ordinal α ∈ [0, ω1):
z ∈ σα

3ε(BX) =⇒ Pnz ∈ σα
ε (PnBX).

Proof. We will use a transfinite induction on α. The statement is clearly true for
α = 0. If it is true for every β < α, then if α is a limit ordinal, it is also true for
α by taking the intersection on β < α. So assume now that α = µ + 1, and let
z ∈ BX and n ∈ N such that ‖Pnz‖ > 1−ε. We proceed by contraposition: assume
that Pnz /∈ σα

ε (PnBX), and let us show that z /∈ σα
3ε(BX) = σ3ε(σ

µ
3ε(BX)). So we

may also assume that z ∈ σµ
3ε(BX). Then the induction hypothesis implies that

Pnz ∈ σµ
ε (PnBX), and since Pnz /∈ σα

ε (PnBX) = σε(σ
µ
ε (PnBX)), there exists V a w-

open subset of PnX =
∑n

k=1 Xk containing Pnz such that diam(V ∩σµ
ε (PnBX)) < ε.

We may assume that V is of the form

V = {x ∈
n∑

k=1

Xk : ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, fi(x) > αi}

with αi ∈ R and fi ∈ (
∑n

k=1 Xk)
∗
`1

of norm one. Since ‖Pnz‖ > 1− ε, we may also
assume that α1 > 1 − ε. This last assumption implies that V ∩ (1 − ε)BX = ∅.
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Now we extend each fi to gi ∈ X∗ by setting gi = fi on
∑n

k=1 Xk and gi = 0 on∑
k>n Xk. Setting

U = {x ∈ X : ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, gi(x) > αi},
we can notice that U is a w-open subset of X containing z, so z ∈ U ∩σµ

3ε(BX). To
conclude that z /∈ σµ+1

3ε (BX), it remains to show that diam(U ∩σµ
3ε(BX)) < 3ε: let

x, y ∈ U∩σµ
3ε(BX). From the definition of the gi’s, we have that Pnx, Pny belong to

V and thus are of norm strictly larger than 1− ε. Since ‖x‖ = ‖Pnx‖+ ‖x− Pnx‖,
it follows that ‖x− Pnx‖ < ε, and likewise ‖y − Pny‖ < ε. So

‖x− y‖ ≤ ‖x− Pnx‖+ ‖Pnx− Pny‖+ ‖Pny − y‖
≤ 2ε+ diam(V ∩ σµ

ε (PnBX)) < 3ε.

Therefore, diam(U ∩ σµ
3ε(BX)) < 3ε. �

Now we have all the tools to prove the desired proposition:

Proof of Proposition 3.7. Let x ∈ BX such that ‖x‖ > 1 − ε and let n ∈ N such
that ‖Pnx‖ > 1 − ε. It is well known that Φ(

∑n
k=1 Xk, ε) = max

1≤k≤n
Φ(Xk, ε), for

example it is a slight modification of Proposition 2.4 in [11]. So σαn
ε (PnBX) = ∅

and then Lemma 3.8 implies that x /∈ σαn
3ε (BX). Hence, σαn

3ε (BX) ⊂ (1 − ε)BX .
Setting α := sup

n∈N
αn, an homogeneity argument leads to

∀k ∈ N, σα.k
3ε (BX) ⊂ (1− ε)kBX .

Considering k ∈ N such that (1− ε)k < 3ε
2 , we have that (1− ε)kBX is of diameter

strictly less than 3ε, and thus σ
α.(k+1)
3ε (BX) = ∅, which concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.9. In particular, combining Kalton’s decomposition (see Proposition 4.3
in [14]) with Proposition 3.7, we obtain what seems to be a folklore fact among
specialists: for every uniformly discrete metric space M , Φ(F(M)) ≤ ω2 (indeed,
the free space over a bounded uniformly discrete space is isomorphic to `1, and
Φ(`1, ε) = ω for all ε > 0).

Here, Dω is not uniformly discrete. However, we are still able to show the
following:

Proposition 3.10. The index Φ(F(Dω)) is equal to ω2.

Proof. Let us consider the open covering of Dω given by the sets

A := {z ∈ Dω : dω(z, bω) <
3

2
} and B := {z ∈ Dω : dω(z, tω) <

3

2
},

and the function defined by D(z) := dist(z,Dω \ A) + dist(z,Dω \ B) for z ∈ Dω.
We wish to apply Lemma 2.5 in [2] with this covering. To this end, we must check
that inf

z∈Dω

D(z) > 0. There are three cases:

a) If z ∈ A \ B, we have D(z) = dist(z,Dω \ A). Either z = bω and then
D(z) ≥ 3

2 , or z = (n, x) for some n ∈ N and x ∈ Dn, so the closest point to
z in Dω \A is of the form (n, y) with y ∈ Dn and dn(y, bω) ≥ 3

2 . Then

D(z) = dn(x, y) = dn(y, bω)− dn(x, bω) ≥
3

2
− 1

2
= 1.

b) If z ∈ B \A, by symmetry with the first case we have D(z) ≥ 1.
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c) If z ∈ A ∩ B, we have D(z) = dist(z,Dω \ A) + dist(z,Dω \ B). Either
dω(z, bω) ≤ 1 and then dist(z,Dω \ A) ≥ 1

2 , or dω(z, tω) ≤ 1 and then
dist(z,Dω \B) ≥ 1

2 . Thus, D(z) ≥ 1
2 .

Consequently, inf
z∈Dω

D(z) ≥ 1
2 > 0, so we can apply Lemma 2.5 followed by Lemma

2.4 in [2] to obtain that F(Dω) is isomorphic to a subspace of F(A)⊕F(B).
Now, for n ∈ N, let

An := {z ∈ Dω : z = (n, x) with x ∈ Dn and dω(z, bω) <
3

2
}.

In order to get an upper estimate for Φ(F(Dω)), it is enough to get upper estimates
for Φ(F(A)) and Φ(F(B)). For this purpose, we will use a result in [21] to write
F(A) as the `1-sum of the F(An). Without loss of generality, take the base point of
An and A to be bω, so that A =

⋃̇
n∈N

An. Let us denote by d1 the summing distance

on A: d1 is defined by d1�An×An
= dn and d1(x, y) = dω(x, bω)+dω(bω, y) whenever

x and y belong to distinct summands. According to Proposition 3.9 in [21],

F(A, d1) ∼= (
∑
n∈N

F(An))`1 .

But d1 and dω are Lipschitz equivalent on A; more precisely, 1
3d

1 ≤ dω ≤ d1. Indeed,
if x and y are in distinct summands and if dω(x, y) 6= d1(x, y), then dω(x, y) =
dω(x, tω) + dω(y, tω) >

1
2 + 1

2 = 1 by definition of A, and thus d1(x, y) < 3
2 + 3

2 =
3 < 3dω(x, y). The other inequality results directly from the definition of dω. As a
consequence,

F(A, dω) ' F(A, d1) ∼= (
∑
n∈N

F(An))`1 .

Using Proposition 3.7, we can deduce that Φ(F(A, dω)) ≤ ω2, since the An are
bounded and uniformly discrete.

Applying the same reasoning to B yields

Φ(F(Dω)) ≤ max
(
Φ(F(A, dω)),Φ(F(B, dω))

)
≤ ω2.

Finally, as Φ(F(Dω)) > ω, Proposition 2.2 leads to Φ(F(Dω)) = ω2. �

Remark 3.11. Drawing inspiration from the computation of the Szlenk index of
C(K) spaces in [19], it is tempting to conjecture that given β ∈ [0, ω1), for all
α ∈ [ωβ , ωβ+1), we have Φ(F(Dα)) = ωβ+1.

We can adjust the proof above to show that for every limit ordinal α < ω1,
Φ(F(Dα)) ≤ sup

β<α
Φ(F(Dβ))× ω. Adapting Theorem 2.11 in [7], it is also possible

to show that for every α < ω1, Φ(F(Dα)) = Φ(F(Dα+1)). But this yields a rougher
upper estimate for Φ(F(Dα)) and is not enough to prove our conjecture.

4. Consequences

4.1. Universal spaces. If C is a class of metric spaces, we say that a metric space
M is Lipschitz-universal for the class C if every member of C Lipschitz-embeds into
M , that is, is Lipschitz-equivalent to a subspace of M .

Thanks to Theorem 3.6, we can deduce that a separable complete Lipschitz-
universal space for the class of countable complete metric spaces cannot be purely
1-unrectifiable:
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Corollary 4.1. Let M be a separable complete metric space such that every count-
able complete metric space is Lipschitz-equivalent to a subspace of M . Then M is
not purely 1-unrectifiable.

Proof. For every α ∈ (0, ω1), by Proposition 2.6, Dα Lipschitz-embeds into M ,
so F(Dα) is linearly isomorphic to a subspace of F(M). Consequently, for every
α ∈ (0, ω1) we have Φ(F(M)) > α, so Φ(F(M)) ≥ ω1. Using Proposition 2.5,
we deduce that F(M) does not have the PCP, which finishes the proof, given the
characterization recalled in Remark 1.1. �

4.2. Non-isomorphic Lipschitz-free spaces over purely 1-unrectifiable met-
ric spaces. For each α ∈ (0, ω1), according to Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 3.6,
we have that α < Φ(F(Dα)) < ω1. Then, with a transfinite induction, it is easy to
build a map ϕ : (0, ω1) → (0, ω1) such that:

∀α < β, Φ(F(Dϕ(β))) > Φ(F(Dϕ(α))).

Since the weak-fragmentability index is an isomorphic invariant, we deduce the
following result:

Corollary 4.2. There exists an uncountable family (Mi)i∈I of countable complete
metric spaces such that their Lipschitz-free spaces (F(Mi))i∈I are pairwise non
isomorphic.

That there are uncountably many non-isomorphic Lipschitz-free spaces over sep-
arable metric spaces was proved for the first time by Hájek, Lancien and Pernecká
in [12] using a very different method. Indeed, their family consists of free spaces
over separable Banach spaces.

4.3. Lipschitz-free spaces over a compact. It is still an open question whether
for every Banach space X, there exists a compact space K such that F(X) is lin-
early isomorphic to F(K). For example, the answer is positive for finite-dimensional
spaces (it is proved in [15] that F(X) is linearly isomorphic to F(BX)) and for the
Pełczyński universal space P (see [10]). This question was also open when consid-
ering a metric space M instead of X; the following corollary provides a negative
answer to it:

Corollary 4.3. Let α ∈ [ω, ω1) and K be any compact metric space. Then F(Dα)
and F(K) are not isomorphic.

Let us recall some notions which will be involved in the proof: if X is a Banach
space and SX is its unit sphere, the modulus of asymptotic uniform convexity of X
is given by δ̄X(t) = inf

x∈SX

δ̄X(t, x) for t > 0, where

δ̄X(t, x) = sup
dim(X/Y )<∞

inf
y∈SY

‖x+ ty‖ − 1

and its modulus of asymptotic uniform smoothness is given by ρ̄X(t) = sup
x∈SX

ρ̄X(t, x)

for t > 0, where
ρ̄X(t, x) = inf

dim(X/Y )<∞
sup
y∈SY

‖x+ ty‖ − 1.

We say that X is asymptotically uniformly convex (AUC for short) if δ̄X(t) > 0
for every t > 0 and that X is asymptotically uniformly smooth (AUS for short) if
limt→0 t

−1ρ̄X(t) = 0. If X is a dual space and if we consider w∗-closed subspaces
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Y of X instead of norm-closed subspaces, then we denote δ̄∗X(t) the corresponding
modulus and we say that X is weak∗ asymptotically uniformly convex (AUC∗ for
short) if δ̄∗X(t) > 0 for every t > 0. It is well known (see for example [13]) that a
Banach space is AUS if and only if its dual space is AUC∗. Finally, we say that X
is AUC renormable (resp. AUS renormable) if X admits an equivalent AUC (resp.
AUS) norm.

It is also well known that the notion of asymptotic uniform convexity is related
to the weak-fragmentability index in the following way:

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a Banach space. If X is AUC renormable, then
Φ(X) ≤ ω.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). It is easy to check that

σε(BX) ⊂ (1−∆(ε))BX

where ∆(ε) = 1
2 δ̄X( ε3 ). Then, an homogeneity argument leads to

σn
ε (BX) ⊂ (1−∆(ε))nBX

for every n ∈ N. Let n ∈ N be large enough so that (1 − ∆(ε))n < ε
2 . Then,

since ε
2BX is of diameter strictly less than ε, we have that σn+1

ε (BX) = ∅, which
concludes the proof. �

Now we have all the tools to prove the corollary:

Proof of Corollary 4.3. Assume that there are α ∈ [ω, ω1) and some compact met-
ric space K such that F(Dα) ' F(K). Since Dα is purely 1-unrectifiable, F(Dα)
has the PCP, and so does F(K). Using again Remark 1.1, K is a purely 1-
unrectifiable compact space. Thus, with Theorem 3.2 in [1], F(K) is isometric
to the dual of lip0(K), the space of locally flat Lipschitz functions on K vanishing
at 0. But Kalton proved in [14] that whenever K is compact, lip0(K) is isomorphic
to a subspace of c0. Since c0 is AUS, it follows that lip0(K) is AUS renormable.
So F(K) ≡ lip0(K)

∗ is AUC∗ renormable, and hence AUC renormable. As a con-
sequence of Proposition 4.4 we have Φ(F(K)) ≤ ω and thus Φ(F(Dα)) ≤ ω, a
contradiction. �

Remark 4.5. Actually, in [14] (Theorem 6.6), Kalton proved a more precise result: if
K is a compact metric space, then for every ε > 0, lip0(K) is (1+ε)-isomorphic to a
subspace of c0. Therefore, Lemma 4.4.1 in [17] shows that lip0(K) is AUS, and not
only AUS renormable (and thus F(K) is AUC, and not only AUC renormable).
Showing that F(K) is AUC renormable is enough to get a contradiction in the
previous proof, but this observation will be useful in the sequel (see Proposition 5.2).

5. Final remarks

Proposition 4.4 implies that the space F(Dω) is not AUC renormable. But
actually, this fact could also be deduced from the next theorem which was proved
in [4]:

Theorem 5.1. If the family of the countably branching diamond graphs (Dk)k∈N
equi-Lipschitz embeds into a Banach space X, then X is not AUC renormable.



ON THE WEAK-FRAGMENTABILITY INDEX OF SOME LIPSCHITZ-FREE SPACES 15

However, we can still give an interesting fact about the property “being AUC”.
A Banach space property P is said to be compactly determined if a Lipschitz-free
space F(M) has P whenever the subspace F(K) has P for each compact K ⊂ M .
For example, the weak sequential completeness or the Schur property are compactly
determined properties. See [3] for more information on this subject.

With Corollary 4.3, we deduce:

Proposition 5.2. The following Banach space properties are not compactly deter-
mined:

(i) Being AUC;
(ii) Being AUC renormable;

(iii) Having a weak-fragmentability index lower than ω;
(iv) Having a weak-fragmentability index lower than β for some fixed β ∈ (0, ω1).

Proof. If K is a compact subset of Dα for some α ∈ (0, ω1), then K is a count-
able compact metric space so a result of Dalet gives that F(K) is isometric to
lip0(K)

∗ (see [9]). As in the proof of Corollary 4.3, we deduce that F(K) is AUC
renormable. Therefore, F(K) is AUC renormable for each compact K ⊂ Dα (and
thus Φ(F(K)) ≤ ω), while F(Dα) is not (and Φ(F(Dα)) > ω for α ∈ (ω, ω1)), so
(ii) and (iii) are not compactly determined properties.

With Remark 4.5, we adapt the above to obtain (i).
Finally, given β ∈ (0, ω1), we consider two cases. First, if β ≥ ω, we have

Φ(F(Dβ)) > β while as above, Φ(F(K)) ≤ ω ≤ β for every compact subset K of
Dβ , since subsets of Dβ are countable. On the other hand, if β = n ∈ N, Dβ is
uniformly discrete so a compact susbset K of Dβ must be a finite set. Then the
weak topology and the norm topology coincide on F(K) because F(K) is finite-
dimensional, so Φ(F(K)) = 1 ≤ β, while Φ(F(Dβ)) > β. �
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