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ON THE STRONGLY SUBDIFFERENTIABLE POINTS IN
LIPSCHITZ-FREE SPACES
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we present some sufficient conditions on a metric space M for
which every elementary molecule is a strongly subdifferentiable (SSD, for short) point in
the Lipschitz-free space F(M) over M. Our main result reads as follows: if (M,d) is
a metric space and v > 0, then there exists a metric d, in M such that every finitely
supported element in F(AM,d,) is an SSD point. Consequently, the subset of all SSD
points in F(M,d,) is dense.

1. INTRODUCTION

We focus our attention on a concept of differentiability of the norm of a Banach space,
which is called strong subdifferentiability (SSD, for short). To put it simply, studying
when the norm of a Banach space is strongly subdifferentiable is essentially the same
as investigating what is lacking for a Géateaux differentiable norm to become a Fréchet
differentiable norm. In fact, SSD is a strictly weaker concept than Fréchet differentiability
(indeed, every point of a finite-dimensional Banach space is SSD). More precisely, an
element x € X is an SSD point if the limit of the expression w exists uniformly in
h as h — 07. To give the interested reader a sense of what is known about SSD in classical
Banach spaces, we present some relevant results in this area. In what follows, we say that
a Banach space X is SSD when every point of its unit sphere is an SSD point. Every
uniformly smooth Banach space is SSD since its norm is uniformly Fréchet differentiable
on the unit sphere, and if a dual space X* is SSD, then X must be reflexive (see [16,
Theorem 3.3|) which implies in particular that neither ¢, nor ¢, are SSD. On the other
hand, if X is a predual of a Banach space with the w*-Kadec-Klee property, then X is SSD
(see [12, Proposition 2.6]); hence ¢y is an example of a non-reflexive SSD Banach space. It
is well-known that a Banach space admitting a Fréchet differentiable norm is an Asplund
space. In fact, it turns out that the same implication holds for a Banach space admitting an
SSD renorming (see [16, 21]). However, one of the important distinctions between Fréchet
differentiability and SSD consists in the fact that the set of points of Fréchet differentiable
points is always G5 while the set of SSD points is an F,s set (cf. |21, Proposition 5|). In
particular, if the set of Fréchet differentiable points is dense, then it is automatically Gy
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dense, which is not true for SSD points. Indeed, there is an example of Banach space,
where the set of SSD points is both dense and meager (e.g., SSD points in ¢; are nothing
but finitely supported elements as observed in [18, Example 1.1] and [15, Theorem 6]); so
it cannot be residual. Let us also mention that there are spaces whose norms are nowhere
SSD except at the origin (see [21, Theorem 1] and [13, Thm III.1.9 and Prop.II1.4.5]), and
for every space with a fundamental biorthogonal system, there exists a dense subspace with
an SSD norm (we send the reader to |9, 10] for more information in this line of research).

For a comprehensive study of SSD, we recommend consulting [13, 16]. Additionally, we
suggest the following references [2, 7, 8, 11, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22| for insights into this theory
across various Banach spaces and [14] for the basic theory of Banach spaces.

Here, our focus lies in exploring the presence of SSD points within Lipschitz-free spaces
over certain metric spaces M. It is important to note that the existence of Fréchet dif-
ferentiable points in F (M) relies on the boundedness and uniform discreteness of M (see
[4] and, more generally, [25, Theorem 4.3]). We will observe a significant change in this
context concerning SSD points (cf. Corollary 3.17). On a different note, Aliaga and Rueda
Zoca demonstrated that within a bounded uniformly discrete metric space M, a finitely
supported element p € Sz(ar) is Fréchet differentiable if and only if it is Gateaux differen-
tiable. They obtained such an equivalence by leveraging a geometric condition on the pairs
(z;,v;) involved in an optimal representation of p = Y"1 | \imy, ., (cf. [1, Theorem 3.5]).
A similar result holds true for SSD and Fréchet differentiable points (cf. Proposition 3.2)
when focusing on the Lipschitz-free space over U, [x,, x,.1], where the molecule is given
by =72, @My, 4,,, for some {z,}, C M containing 0 and ) a, =1 with a, > 0.

As we have already mentioned some of our results, let us now present the contents of
this manuscript in a more systematic manner. We present the necessary background in the
next section. The third (and final) section of the paper is divided into three smaller parts,
where we study the following topics. First, we exhibit examples of when SSD points can be
obtained in F (M) for certain metric spaces M. Specifically, as we briefly mentioned earlier,
we prove that for any metric space M, a molecule = )" a,my, 4., with ) a, =1isan
SSD point in F (U, |2y, £,+1]) if and only if it is Fréchet differentiable in this space. Next, we
observe that a Lipschitz-free space F (M) is SSD if and only if F(M) is finite-dimensional
(cf. Proposition 3.5). In Subsection 3.2, we define locally uniformly non-aligned metric
spaces. This allows us to prove that every elementary molecule is an SSD point in F(M),
provided M is a metric space of this kind. Finally, we conclude the paper by presenting
our main result. For any metric space (M, d) and v > 0, we can construct a metric d, on
M such that every finitely supported element in F(M, d,) is an SSD point. Therefore, the
set of all SSD points in F(M,d,) turns out to be dense in F(M,d.,).

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section is dedicated to introducing the main tools we will be using throughout the
paper. We start by presenting the definitions and main properties we will be using about
Lipschitz-free spaces, and then we proceed to discuss SSD points, which form the central
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concept of the paper. Throughout the paper, we consider only real Banach spaces and
denote by By and Sx the unit ball and unit sphere of a Banach space X, respectively.

2.1. Lipschitz-free spaces. A pointed metric space is just a metric space M in which we
distinguish an element, called 0. Given a pointed metric space M with distinguished point
0, we write Lipy(M) to denote the Banach space of all Lipschitz functions f : M — R
which vanish at the distinguished point 0. This space is endowed with the Lip-norm

171 =sup { DT oy a2
d(z,y)
The canonical isometric embedding of M into Lip,(M)* is denoted by § and defined by
(f,0(x)) = f(x) for all z € M and all f € Lip,(M). We denote by F(M) the norm-closed
linear space of §(M) in the dual space Lip,(M)*, which is usually called the Lipschitz-free
space over M.

An elementary molecule in F(M) is an element of the form

o(x) =96
1 5 = 500)
d(z,y)
where z,y € M are such that  # y. A molecule in F(M) is understood to be a finite

sum of elementary molecules. When p is a molecule, we have that it has an optimal
representation |26, Proposition 3.16]. In other words, we can write u as follows

o= Z)\im%yi, where A\, >0 with ||u|| = Z)‘i'
i=1 =1
It is easy to check and well known that for every u € Sz and € > 0, there exist
Tn # Yn € M and (a,) € ¢, with a, > 0 such that

M = E a’nm$n yYn
n

and ) a, <14 ¢e. We send the reader to the survey [20] and the monograph [26] for a
complete background.
Finally, recall that a metric space M is called uniformly discrete when inf{d(z,y) : = #

ye M} >D0.

2.2. Strong subdifferentiable points. The norm || - || of a Banach space X is strongly
subdifferentiable (SSD, for short) at € Sx when the one-sided limit
.z +th|| -1
lim ———
t—0+ t
exists uniformly in h € Bx. For simplicity, we shall say that x € Sx is an SSD point if the
norm of X is SSD at x. When every x € Sx is an SSD point, X will be said to be SSD.
One can realize immediately that a norm of a Banach space X is Fréchet differentiable
at a point x € Sx if and only if it is both Gateaux and SSD at this point. We have the
following characterization due to Franchetti and Paya for SSD points (we will be using such
a characterization without any explicit reference throughout). A point x € Sy is an SSD



4 COBOLLO, DANTAS, HAJEK, AND JUNG

point if and only if = strongly exposes the set D(z) := {z* € Sx« : x*(x) = 1}, i.e., given
e > 0, there exists (e, z) > 0 such that whenever z*(z) > 1 — n(e, z) for some 2* € B+,
we have that dist (z*, D(z)) < ¢ (see [16, Theorem 1.2]).

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we start by presenting some introductory results as examples and remarks
on F(M) for some metric spaces M.

3.1. Some examples and remarks. Recall that, for a Banach space X, a point z € Sy
is a point of Gateaux differentiability if and only if there exists a unique f € Sx+ such that
f(z) = 1. Let us recall also that given two points z,y € M, we define the metric segment
between them as the set

[z, y] ={z € M :d(x,z) +d(y,z) = d(z,y)}.

The next result states that an element, which is a limit in norm of a convex series of
elementary molecules, is a Gateaux differentiable point in the Lipschitz-free over the union
of segments determined by the representation of the given element. Although the proof is
straightforward, we include it for completeness.

Proposition 3.1. Let M be a pointed metric space and I be an index set. If yu =
Y ones anMay zn € Sruy for some {x, : n € I} C M containing 0 and a, > 0 with
Y oner Gn =1, then p is a Gateaux differentiable point in F(Uper|Tn, Tpi1])-

Proof. If f € Stip, () satisfies that (f, u) = 1, then by using a convex argument, we have
that (f, mq, ¢..,) = 1 for every n € I. For simplicity, say I = {ni,ns,...} and z,, = 0. As
f attains its Lipschitz constant between z,, = 0 and x,,, the value of f on the segment
[Tn,, Tny| 1s determined, i.e., f(t) = d(zy,,t) for t € [z,,,Tn,]. From the fixed value of
f(zn,) = d(zpn,, T,,), we observe that the value of f is also determined on [x,,, z,,]. In
this way, the value of f is uniquely determined on the entire segment [x,,, z,.1] for every
n € I, which proves that the molecule ; must be a point of Gateaux differentiability in
F(Uner|Tn, Tni1]) as we wanted. O

Proposition 3.2. Let M be a pointed metric space and I be an index set. Let p =
Y oner Moy 2y € Srany for some {x, : n € I} € M containing 0 and a, > 0 with
Y ner @n = 1. Consider the following statements.

(1) w is an SSD point in F(Uner[Tn, Tni1))-

(2) w is a Fréchet differentiable point in F(Uper[Tn, Tni1]).

(3) Unerl@n, Tni1] is uniformly discrete and bounded.
Then (1) < (2) = (3).

Proof. Notice from Proposition 3.1 that the element p is a Gateaux differentiable point in
F(Uner[Tn, Tny1]). Thus, pis a SSD point in F(Uper[zn, Tn41]) if and only if p is a Fréchet
differentiable point in F(Upes[®n, Zn11]). This proves that (1) and (2) are equivalent. Now,
suppose that p is Fréchet differentiable in F(U,es[xp, ©,11]). Then, the set Uner[zn, Tpii]
must be uniformly discrete and bounded due to [4, Theorem 2.4]. O
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Implication (3) = (2) in Proposition 3.2 is not true in general.

Example 3.3. Consider the equilateral metric space M = N U {0}, i.e., d(0,n) = 1 for
every n € N and d(n,m) = 2 for all n # m € N. The operator ¢, to F(M) given by
d(en) :=0(n) for every n € N is a linear surjective isometry. Note that U,en[n—1,n] = M
is uniformly discrete and bounded while = >~ | a,m,_1, is not an SSD point in F (M)
since F (M) = ¢; does not have Fréchet differentiable points [21].

Remark 3.4. Let us observe that Proposition 3.1 does not hold true for the more general
case where p is given as ) a,my,, ., with Y a, =1 and z,, # y, € M, n € I. Indeed,
consider the metric space M = {0,1,2,3} in R. Define the molecule p := %ml,o + %mgg.
Then, the Lipschitz functions f := (0,1,2,3) and g := (0,1,0, 1) both attain their norms
at p. So, p cannot be a Gateaux differentiable point. We thank Ramoén J. Aliaga for
pointing this out.

The next result implies that unless the cardinality of M is finite, the set of SSD points
in F(M) should differ from the unit sphere, as this would imply that the space F(M) is
an Asplund space.

Proposition 3.5. Let M be a pointed metric space. The following are equivalent.
(a) F(M) admits a renorming which is SSD.
(b) Every renorming of F(M) is SSD.
(¢) F(M) is finite dimensional.

Proof. Let us prove that (a) implies (c). Note that a Lipschitz-free space F(M) is an
Asplund space only when it is finite-dimensional (that is, the cardinality of M is finite)
as any infinite-dimensional Lipschitz-free space contains an isomorphic copy of ¢; (see [23,
Proposition 3]). For (c) implying (b), notice that every finite-dimensional Banach space is
SSD (as a consequence of Dini’s theorem). 0

3.2. Locally uniformly non-aligned metric spaces. In this subsection, our aim is to
introduce a metric space M where every elementary molecule exhibits the property of being
an SSD point in F(M). For any x,y, z € M, the Gromov product of x,y with respect to z
is defined as

Gz(ZL’, y) = d(l‘, Z) + d(Z, y) - d(ZE, y)
(some authors consider the Gromov product as the above value divided by 2—see, for
instance, |5, 6]; in our context, this would not make much of a difference).

Definition 3.6. Let M be a pointed metric space and x,y € M with x # y. We say that
the pair (x,y) satisfies property (G) if there exists 1 := n(x,y) > 0 such that G.(x,y) > n
for every z € M \ {z,y}. The metric space M is said to be locally uniformly non-aligned
if every pair (z,y) of points in M satisfies property (G).

If (z,y) satisfies property (G), then it is clear that [x,y] = {z,y}. Let us mention that
Mgy is an extreme point of Bz if and only if G.(z,y) > 0 for every z € M\{z,y}
(see [3, Theorem 1.1]). Notice also that a locally uniformly non-aligned metric space does
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FIGURE 1. Example 3.7

not need to be uniformly discrete (for instance, take M = {(1,0,...,0,,,0,0,...) : n >
2} U{0} C ¢y, where (ay,) is a sequence of positive real numbers converging to 0).

Example 3.7. Let M = {x = 0,y,21,2,...} be such that d(z,y) = d(z,,zn) = 1,
d(z,z,) = 3 and d(y, z,) = 1 + &,, where (,) C R such that e, — 0 as n — oo (see
Figure 1). It is clear that G, (z,y) =, — 0 as n — oo; so (x,y) fails to have property

(G).

To present a characterization for property (G) of a pair of points (x,y), we introduce
the following notion.

Definition 3.8. Let M be a pointed metric space and x # y € M. Wesay that f € Syip, ()
peaks at (x,y) if f(m,,) =1 and

sup{|f(mp)| : (p,q) # (2,9)} <7 < 1 for some > 0.

Let us point out that our Definition 3.8 is different from the one introduced in [17,
Definition 5.2|, while these two concepts coincide when the given points x and y are isolated
points. For x # y € M, recall also the auxiliary Lipschitz function f, , € Stip,ar) given by

fuoy(2) = d(x,y)d(z,y) —d(z, )

2 d(z,y)+d(z,x)
(see |17, Lemma 3.6] and [24]).

Proposition 3.9. Let M be a pointed metric space and x # y € M be given. The following
are equivalent.

(1) The pair (z,y) satisfies property (G).
(2) The function f,, peaks at (z,y).
(3) There exists f € Siip, () which peaks at (x,y).
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Proof. (1) < (2): Suppose that f,, peaks at (z,y) (witnessed by 0 < v < 1) and let
z € M\ {z,y} be given. Notice first that f, ,(z) = @. Then,

_ d(l’,y) d('Z?y) —d(Z,l’) d(x7y>
atme) = g5 |- (T )

Il
A
2

This implies that
1

1
G (o) = dla,2) 4 d(z,9) = dlo) > Sd(oy) = ) = (3 =1) dGo)
If we define n := <%y - 1) d(x,y) > 0, we are done. Conversely, let 1 := n(x,y) be the one

given by property (G) for the pair (z,y). It is clear that (f,,, m,,) = 1. Now, for any
pair (p, q) # (z,y), we get

d({L‘, y) < d(‘ra y)
max{d(z, p) + d(p,y),d(z,q) + d(q,y)} ~ d(z,y) +n

hence f,, peaks at (z,y).
It remains to show that (3) = (1). Let f € Siip, ) peak at (z,y) with constant
0<~vy<1landlet ze M\ {z,y}. Observe that

<fw,y7mp,q> < <1

GA%WZ&%@+ﬂAw—ﬂ%w>%U@%ﬁ@»+%ﬁ@%ﬁ@»—ﬂmw
=%wmr—ﬂw»—amw
1
< (31
for every z € M \ {z,y}. This shows that (z,y) satisfies property (G). O

Now we are ready to prove our main interest in introducing the aforementioned property.

Theorem 3.10. Let M be a pointed metric space and z,y € M with x # y. If (x,y) has
property (G), then the elementary molecule my, is an SSD point in F(M).

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, there exists f € Spip ) such that f peaks at (z,y) with
constant 0 < v < 1. Let ¢ > 0 and take g € Spip,(ar) to be such that (g,m.,) > 1 — 7.,
where 7. > 0 satisfies the following condition

€
0 < —(1—7).
<< 0=
€ €
Put h = (1——)g+1f and observe that

4
(homay) > (1= 2) (1 =70+ 5

By the choice of 7., we have that for (p, q) # (z,y),

g 19
|<hvmp,q>’ < <1 - Z) + Z'Y < <hamx,y>'
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- h
It follows that ||h|| = (h, my,) > (1 - Z) (1—7.)+ Z Finally, considering h := Tl we
get
A £ € €
h—gll< (1=l + = 1—(1——>1—€ =
Ih—gll < (=l + 5 < SEEANE
Now it is enough to take small enough ¢ and ~.. O

As a direct consequence of Proposition 3.9 and Theorem 3.10, we have the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.11. Let M be a pointed metric space. If M is locally uniformly non-aligned,
then every elementary molecule is an SSD point in F(M).

As a matter of fact, the idea of the proof of Theorem 3.10 will be important in a more
refined way when we prove our main result, Theorem 3.16.

Remark 3.12. The sufficient condition of having property (G) for a pair of points does not
characterize SSD elementary molecules. In order to see this, let us consider the following
examples.

(1) Let M = N U {0}. Then the linear operator from F(M) to ¢; sending é(n) to
> i, ek for n € N is a surjective isometry. In this case, every elementary molecule
my,, with x # y € M is an SSD point in F(A). However, it is easy to check that
m,,, satisfies property (G) if and only if |z —y| = 1.

(2) Consider € to be the usual middle third Cantor set with the usual distance. The
set € may be written as € = [0,1]\ (52, I,), where the sequence of intervals
I, :=]ay, b,[ is an enumeration of the middle thirds we are taking on each step( in
particular, Iy =|3,3[, I =3, 2[, Is =g, 5[, etc.,). It is well known that F(€) is
isometrically isomorphic to ¢;. Observe that my,, s, is an SSD point in F(€) if and
only if n = m, while m,, fails to have property (G) for any = # y € €.

Remark 3.13. Recall the metric space M and the points x # y € M from Example 3.7. It
was previously observed that (z,y) fails property (G) (equivalently, thanks to Proposition
3.9, there is no f € Spip,(ar) that peaks at (x,y)). However, as we observed in Remark 3.12,
the fact that (z,y) lacks property (G) does not provide any information about whether
My, is an SSD point in F(M).

We claim that, in this case, m,, is indeed an SSD point in F(M). To this end, let
e > 0 be given and let us find ny € N such that 0 < ¢, < ¢ for all n > ny. We
consider My := {x = 0,y,21,..., 2, }. Take 0 < v < e sufficiently small so that whenever
g € Stip,(My) Satisfies that g(mg,,) > 1 — v, there exists h € Stip, (M) S0 that h(m,,) =1
and ||k — g|| <. Now, suppose that f € Sy, (ar) satisfies that f(m,,) > 1 —+. Then

f@) = f(za) + f(on) = fly) _ d(z,20) +d(z0,9)
1—7 = 1—7
_ I+e, Ent+7y
= 11— =1+ 1=~

1=d(z,y) <
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Thus, we get that d(z,,y) — (f(z.) — f(y)) and d(z, 2z,,) — (f(x) — f(2,)) are smaller than

or equal to €, + ~. This yields that
2e, + 2
f(mas) >1— (26, +27) and f(ma,,) > 1— 2121

142,

Letting f := || f|ao || =" f|as, we have f(m,,) > 1 —~. Thus, there exists h € SLipy(Mo) Such

that h(m,,) = 1 and ||h — f|| < . Extend h to a norm one Lipschitz map on M and
denote it again by h. As before, we observe that

(3.1)

2¢e,
1+ 2,
Finally, we estimate ||h — f|| by dividing some cases. We use (3.1) and (3.2).
(1) [(h = F)(may)l <7 <c
(2) If 1 < n < ny, then

[(h = F) (M=)l < Wbty = I+ I =1 < e+ < 2e.
Similarly, [(h — f)(m., )| < 2e.
(3) If n > ng, then

|(h = f)(m,.,)] < 2e, + 27 < 2e + 2¢ = 4e.

Similarly, |(h — f)(m., )| < % < 4e.

(4) Let 4,5 € N. If 1 < 4,5 < ng, then |[(h — f)(mz, )| < [|hlan — flanll < 2e.
Now suppose that 1 < i < ng and j > ng. Let us recall that d(z;,z;) = 1 and

d(z, z;) = d(z, z;) = 1/2. Using this and the previous cases, we get that

|(h = f)(mezz)l < d(a, z0)[(h = f)(mez)] + d(z, )| (h = f)(ma.z,)]
2¢e  4de
PR

Similarly for i, j > ng, we have |(h — f)(m., ;)| < 4e.

Therefore, by using (1)-(4), we observe that h € Sy, a) is such that h(m,,) = 1 and

satisfies ||h — f|| < 4e. This shows that the elementary molecule m,, is an SSD point in
F (M) as we wanted to show.

h(mx,zn) Z 1-— 25n and h(mzmy) > 1—

(3.2)

3e.

Let us now conclude this subsection by considering some relations between property (G),
uniformly Gromov rotundness (see |5, 6]), and uniformly concaveness. Let M be a pointed
metric space and A a set of elementary molecules in M. Recall that A is uniformly Gromov
rotund if there exists ¢ = €(A) > 0 such that

G.(z,y) > emin{d(z, 2),d(y, 2)}

whenever m,, € A and z € M \ {z,y}. For simplicity, let us say that the pair (x,y) is
uniformly Gromov rotund if the singleton {m,,} is uniformly Gromov rotund.

Also, recall that a metric space M is called uniformly concave if for every x #y € M
and ¢ > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that G,(x,y) > 0 for every z € M satisfying
min{d(z, z),d(y, z)} > € (see |26, Definition 3.3]). Let us say that a pair of points (z,y) is
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uniformly concave if for any € > 0, there exists 6 = d(z,y,e) > 0 such that G.(z,y) > ¢
for every z € M satisfying min{d(z, z),d(y, 2)} > .

Proposition 3.14. Let M be a pointed metric space. Let x,y € M be such that x # y.
(1) If the pair (x,y) satisfies property (G), then it is uniformly Gromov rotund.
(2) If the pair (z,y) is uniformly Gromov rotund, then it is uniformly concave.
(8) If x and y are isolated points in M, then (x,y) satisfies property (G) if and only if
(z,y) is uniformly Gromov rotund if and only if (x,y) is uniformly concave.

Proof. (1): Suppose that M is any metric space and that (x, y) satisfies property (G). Then,
there exists n = n(x,y) > 0 such that G.(x,y) > n for every z € M \ {z,y}. We have
two cases. If d(z,y) > d(z,y) or d(x,z) > d(z,y), then we have that G.(x,y) > d(z,2)
or G,(x,y) > d(y,z). In any case, we have that G,(z,y) > min{d(z, z),d(y, 2)}. On the
other hand, if d(z,y) and d(x, z) are both < d(z,y), then we have that

G,(z,y) >n= max{d(x, z),d(z,y)}.

_
d(z,y)
Putting together these cases, we get that

G.(z,y) > min {1, } min{d(z, z),d(z,y)}

N
d(z,y)

for every z € M \ {x,y}. This shows that ¢ = ¢({z,y}) := min {1,

(2): This is obvious by definition.

(3): Suppose now that z,y € M are isolated and (x,y) is uniformly concave. Take
Ty, 7y > 0 so that B(z,r,;) = {z} and B(y,r,) = {y}, respectively. Considering ¢(x,y) :=
min{r,,r,}, we can find 6 = d(z,y,e(x,y)) > 0 such that G,(z,y) > J for every z €
M\ {z,y} (noting that min{d(zx,z),d(y,z)} > min{r,,r,}). This proves that (z,y) has
property (G). O

} does the job.

_n__
d(z,y)

Remark 3.15. The converse of (1) in Proposition 3.14 is not true in general. Indeed, consider
M = {z = 0,y, 21, 29, ...} endowed with the metric given by d(z,y) = 1, d(z, z,) = %,
d(y,z,) =1 — = and d(zn, 2m) = 5= + 5 for every n,m € N with n # m. On the one
hand, we have that

1 1
G, (r,y) = ot 1- i 1 > e min{d(x, z,),d(y, z,) }

for every n € N, whenever 0 < € < % This shows that the pair (z,y) is uniformly Gromov
rotund, while G, (z,y) — 0 as n — oo; so (x,y) fails property (G).

3.3. The subset of SSD points is dense. Let M be a pointed metric space with metric
d. Omne natural way of producing a locally uniformly non-aligned metric space from M
is to consider the metric space (M,d,) with v > 0, where d, : M x M — R is given by
dy(x,y) == d(z,y) + v for every x,y € M with  # y and d,(z,z) := 0 for every x € M.
It is obvious from Corollary 3.11 that every elementary molecule in F(M,d,) is an SSD



SSD POINTS IN LIPSCHITZ-FREE 11

point. We have the following result, which will lead to the conclusion that every molecule

in F(M,d,) is indeed an SSD point.
Theorem 3.16. Let (M,d) be a pointed metric space and v > 0. Then every element of

{Z A (M) :3f € Sty ¢ f(many) = 1,4 > 0,3 A= 1 andn € N}

— d(wi, yi) + i—1
is an SSD point in F(M,d,).
Proof. Let p € F(M,d,) be an element of the following form

where there exists f € Spip,(ar,a) such that f(a:z) f(yz) = d(z;,y;) for every i = 1,.
and >" A\, =1 with A; > 0. Let us notice that the sets {x;}}, and {y;}}, are dlSJOlIlt
Indeed, let g € Stip,(ar,a,) be such that g(z;) — g(y;) = d(xl,yl) + v for every i = 1,.
Assuming for simplicity that z; = y5, we have

9(x2) = g(y2) + d(w2,92) +v = g(y1) +d(z1,y1) + d(22, 21) + 27

> g(y) +d(yr, v2) + 2.

This yields a contradiction since g(my,,,) should be smaller than or equal to 1. Setting
N :={0,21,91,. .., Tn,Yn} C© M, it is clear that f|n € Srip,(v,qa) satisfies that |f|n| < 3 :=
max{d(0,q) : ¢ € N}. Applying the McShane extension, we can extend f|y to (M,d)
whose values are contained in [—f, f] without increasing its norm. We still denote this
extension by f.

Now let us define f, € Lip,(M,d,) as
flz)+, fz=z,Vi=1,...,n

() =< fy), if 2=y, Vi=1,...,n,
f(z)+3, ifzgN.

Observe that || f,||Lip,(a,d,) = 1. As a matter of fact, for 1 <4,j <n and p € N we have

() [y (i) = ()l = |f (@) + v = Flyp)| < dlwi,y5) +7;
2) [fy(zi) = [ D) = [f (i) +v = (f(p) + )| < dl(wi, p) + 3;
B3) [f+(y) = [0 = [f () = (F(p) + 3) < d(yi,p) + 3.

Thus, we have

<f’Y’lu>: fvvmxlyl ( )+'7 fyz )\ =1.
; dewyz )+ Z

As it is clear that ||i|| z(ar,a,) < 1, we actually obtain that ||| zar,4,) = 1. Let us note that

£,(p) < B+ 5 for every p & N. (3.3)
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We also consider £ : Ryy — [0, 1] to be defined as £(t) = 1 for 0 <t < S,
1
&(t) :_T—B(t_T) for 6<t<T
and £(t) = 0 for all ¢ > T, where T' > 0 is sufficiently large (which will be specified later).
Now, we define G., € Lipy(M, d.) given by
G (2) = f5(2) £(d(0, 2))

for every z € M. By using the definitions of £ and f,, we have immediately that (G.,, u) = 1.

Claim A: sup{|(G,,mpq)| :p ¢ Norg¢g N} < 1.

In order to prove the claim, we consider different cases. Let p &€ N or ¢ ¢ N with p # q.
If d(0, p), d(0, ) < B, then

A )E((0, p) — f,(9)§(d(0, q))]

|<Gvamp,q>| = d(p,q) +
_ () = /(9]
d(p,q) +~

G dp,g)+5 _26+5
S odlpg)+y 28+

Otherwise, we may (and we do) assume without loss of generality that d(0,q) > £ (in
particular, ¢ ¢ N). In this case, we have that

Gy < 0. L g A= EEC )

() — fla) =3 1€£(d(0, p)) — £(d(0,q))] d(0, p) — d(0, q)|
S d(p,q) + A d(0,p) — d(0,q)| d(p,q) +
@3) |f(p) — fl@)] + 3 ol 1 dlp,q)
S d(p.q) + +(6+§> <T—6> d(p,Q)Jrv_'(I)

We shall see that (I) is strictly smaller than 1 uniformly for p and ¢, provided that 7T is
sufficiently large. For simplicity, let us set

_(T-p
w3 (52)

At this moment, say T' > 0 is large enough so that

< 1.

28 + 21 v 1 3
_— =)= <-. 3.4
T0+7+(5+2)(T—B) 4 (34)
We consider two cases. Suppose first that d(p, q) < Ty, which is equivalent to
+1 1
bty 1 (3.5)
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By (3.5), we get that

13
d}) q +—’y
(Z—)g ( ? ) 2

d(p,q) +7 * (5+%> ( : ) d(d(p’Q)

dp,) +% Thy+2
< < 1.
T-p)dp.q)+y dpg)+y Tot~
On the other hand, if d(p, q) > Ty, then by (3.4) we get that

3
n<Bre

To+'y+<6+%> (T;—B> ;

< —.
4

This completes the proof of the claim. Thus, we can find K > 0 sufficiently large such that
the following holds true

K+1
2 <1
K+~
Let us now move towards the end of the proof. Let € > 0 be given and g € Svip,(m.4,)
be such that (g, ) > 1 — p, where p = p(e, ) > 0 is small enough such that!
K+1
1— 2
(1-Ve)+ e ( B

sup{ (G, mpg)| :p € Norq¢g N} <

7) +E (- VR- )+ VE (3.6)

Claim B: There exists ¢ € Spip,(ar,4,) such that (¢, u) =1 and ||¢b — g|| = 0.
First, define h : (M, d,) — R by

hi=(1-Ve)g+VeG,.
Then, we have that (h, u) > (1 —/2)(1 — p) + /¢ and

K+ 3
(o)l < (1= VB + 2 (2 )
for every p & N or ¢ ¢ N. This implies that
(hop) > (L=+Ve)l—p)+ Ve
(3.6)
>

- va 4 vE (gt ) + £

K+~
>

v
sup{[(h, mpq)| :p & N or ¢ & N}.

In particular, this shows that ||h|| = ||h|y]| with (h|x, p) > (1 —/€)(1 —p) ++/2. Consider
i as an element of the finite-dimensional space F(N,d,), and recall that the norm of
a finite-dimensional normed space is SSD. Thus, by letting p = p(e, ) even smaller if

Let us notice that (3.6) is indeed possible to be considered since
K+7 K+3
(1—¢a+vE< 2)+ﬁ8=1—¢50—- Q—Bwﬁ
K+~ vy

K+y v
is smaller than 1 for a sufficiently small £ > 0, and then we can take p = p(e, 1) > 0 small enough in order
to satisfy (3.6).
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necessary, we can find a Lipschitz function ¢ € Lipy(N, d,) such that o] = (¢, ) = || Al
and [|¢ — h|n||Lipy(v,a,) < €. Now, we define ¢ : (M, d,) — R by

p), VpEN,
U(p) = #(r)

h(p), Vpe M\ N
which will serve as the required element for our claim.

Notice that (1, 1) = (p,p) = |l@||. Moreover, ||¢) — hl|Lip,(m,4,) can be estimated as
follows. If p,q € N, then

(¥ = h)(p) = (@ =0 (@] _ (¢ —hlx)p) = (¢ — hin)(9)]

d(p,q) +~ B d(p,q) +7 =c
On the other hand, if p € M\ N and ¢ € N, then
(¥ —h)(p) — (&= h)(@)| _ I(h=h)(p) — (¢ —h)(9)|
d(p,q) +~ d(p,q) +
Be

< |6 — Pl nlLipy(v,as) 5 <

Finally, the case when p,q € M \ N is trivial. Consequently, we get that
Be
14 = glluipgara) < N9 = hlluipgara,) + [P = gllLipy(ar.a,) < max {5» St 2ve.

[t remains to prove that 1 attains its norm at p. To this end, observe that if p,g € M\ N,
then

(0, mpg) | = [(hymp )| <Al = llell = (&, 1)
If p,qg € N, then
(b, mpg) | = (0, mpa) | < [0l = (&, ).
Finally, if p € N and ¢ € M \ N, then

_J(p) = ()] lp(p) = h(p)| + [h(p) — h(q)]
[y = d(p.q) + S d(p.q) +

_ h i
||SD |N||L pO(Nvd’Y) ﬁ + |<

hymyp )|

N

Be (K + %)
< —+{1- +
- vo+VE (2
(3.6)
2 - VA -p) e
< hll = llell = @, ).
This completes the proof of the claim. Therefore, we conclude that p is an SSD point in

F(M,d,) as we wanted to prove. O

Now we are ready to prove the denseness of the SSD points in F (M, d,) for every v > 0.
This is a consequence of Theorem 3.16.
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Corollary 3.17. Let (M,d) be a pointed metric space and v > 0. Then every molecule in
F(M,d,) is an SSD point. In particular, the set of SSD points in F(M,d,) is dense.

Proof. Let v > 0 be arbitrary. For simplicity, let us put d := d, (then, J7 = dy,). Let
pu € F(M,d,) be a norm-one finitely supported element having an optimal representation
and write
(i) —0(ys)
W= € F(M,d,)
; d(z;, yz) +
with > 50 A = ([l zard,) = 1- Take f € Spy 4y to be such that

flx:) = fly) =d(zi,y:) +7, Vi=1,...,n
Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.16, observe that the sets {z;}7, and {y;}I~, are
disjoint. Now, we consider the finite set N := {z1,y1,...,Zn, ¥, } and assume, Wlthout loss
of generality, that 0 € {y1,...,yn}

Define f : N — R by f(xl) = f(z;) — ~ and f(yl) = f(y;) for every i = 1,...,n.
We claim that f is 1-Lipschitz in Lipy(N,d). For this, let 4,5 € {1,...,n}. We split the
argument into two cases. Suppose first that f(z;) — f(y,) > 0. Then we have that

<

[F (i) = Fly)l = fla) = Fly) = v < dlai, )
and we are done. Let us suppose now that f(z;) — f(y;) < 0. Then

[F () = Flu)l = Flyy) = Fg) + () = F2) = =dys, ;) + f(5) = [ ()
~ ~ (*) ~
< _d<yj7‘rj> + d(xﬁ xl) +7 < d('ri’yj)ﬂ
where the last inequality (x) holds by the definition of d= ds.

According to McShane’s theorem, we can extend f to a norm one element in Lipy (M, d).
Let us denote this extension once again by f. By Theorem 3.16, applied to the metric space
(M, d)and p € F(M, d.,), we can conclude that y is an SSD point in F(M, d,) (noting that
f(z:) = f(y:) = d(zs,:) for every i = 1,...,n). In other words, given y € F(M, dy,) with
an optimal representation, we proved that p is an SSD point in F(M, dy,). This shows
that the set of all SSD points in F(M, dy,) is dense in F(M, dy,) as we wanted. O

Note that if (M,d) is uniformly discrete, then the identity map between (M,d) and
(M,d,) turns to be bi-Lipschitz for every v > 0. In this regard, the following result is a
straightforward consequence of Corollary 3.17.

Corollary 3.18. Let M be a uniformly discrete metric space and € > 0 be given. Then
there exists a metric space N and a bi-Lipschitz map ¢ : M — N with 1 < ||¢]| < 1+ ¢
such that the set of SSD points in F(N) is dense.
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