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FILLING METRIC SPACES

YEVGENY LIOKUMOVICH, BORIS LISHAK, ALEXANDER NABUTOVSKY AND REGINA
ROTMAN

ABSTRACT. We prove a new version of isoperimetric inequality: Given a positive
real m, a Banach space B, a closed subset Y of metric space X and a continuous
map f:Y — B with f(Y) compact

m+1

inf HC,, 1 (F(X)) < e(m) HC,n (F(Y))

where HC,,, denotes the m-dimensional Hausdorff content, the infimum is taken
over the set of all continuous maps F : X — B such that F(y) = f(y) for
all y € Y, and ¢(m) depends only on m. Moreover, one can find F with a nearly
minimal HC,,,; 1 such that its image lies in the C'(m) HC,, (f(Y"))# -neighbourhood
of f(Y) with the exception of a subset with zero (m + 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure.

The paper also contains a very general coarea inequality for Hausdorff content
and its modifications.

As an application we demonstrate an inequality conjectured by Larry Guth
that relates the m-dimensional Hausdorff content of a compact metric space with
its (m — 1)-dimensional Urysohn width. We show that this result implies new
systolic inequalities that both strengthen the classical Gromov’s systolic inequality
for essential Riemannian manifolds and extend this inequality to a wider class of
non-simply connected manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Isoperimetric inequalities. Given a metric space X and a real m > 0, one
can define the m-dimensional Hausdorff content HC,,(U) of U, U C X, as the
infimum of ) . " among all coverings of U by countably many balls B(z;,r;) in
X. The definition of Hausdorff content looks similar to the definition of Hausdorff
measure, except that for Hausdorff content we do not take the limit over all coverings
with the maximal radius of the ball in the covering tending to 0. In particular, the
m-dimensional Hausdorff content of a set U is always less than or equal to the m-
dimensional Hausdorff measure of U. When the Hausdorff dimension of a compact
metric space U is greater than m the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure is infinite,
but HC,,(U) is always finite and can be very small. For integer m the Lebesgue

measure (volume) vol(U) of a set with Hausdorff dimension m satisfies the inequality
1
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m

HC,,(U) < 7 v0l(U), where V,,(1) = 5= is the volume of a ball of radius 1 in

2
Vo (1) (Z+1)
R™.

The main result of this paper is an isoperimetric inequality for Hausdorff contents.
To state our main theorem it will be convenient to introduce notation for the infimal
Hausdorff content of an extension of a map between metric spaces. One can think of
it as an analogue of the filling volume function. Given metric spaces X, B, subsets
Y C X, U C Bandamap f:Y — U define F,,(f,X,U) = inf{HC,,(F(X))},
where the infimum is taken over all maps F': X — U, such that F|y = f. If no such
extension F' exists we set F,,(f, X,U) = occ.

Theorem 1.1. For each positive m there exists a constant const(m), such that the
following holds. Let B be a Banach space, X metric space, Y C X closed subset and
f:Y — B a continuous map with f(Y') compact, then

Fnia(f, X, B) < const(m) HC,u(f(Y)) ",

where one can take const(m) = (100m)™.

Note that B may be infinite-dimensional, and we do not require m to be an
integer. Moreover, we will show (see Theorem that the isoperimetric extension in
Theorem [L.1]also obeys the following filling radius estimate: Assume HC,,(f(Y)) # 0
and let R = Const(m)HC,,(f(Y))w, where one can take Const(m) = (1500m)™.
In general, for any choice of Const(m) it is not true that f can be extended to map
F whose image lies in the neighbourhood Ng(f(Y)). Indeed, imagine the case when
Y is a very long, but very thin “round” 2-torus embedded in R?, and X is the cone
over this torus. The image of X should at least fill the long parallel of the torus.

However, we prove that if Nx(Y) is ([m] — 1)-connected, then

Fr (X, Na(F(Y)) < const(m) HOp(£(Y)) "
More generally, if U is a ([m]| — 1)-connected open set that contains Ng(f(Y)), then
For1(f, X, U) < const(m) HC,, (F(Y)) " .
Also, one can always find F such that HCy, 41 (F(X)) < const(m) HC, (f(Y)) "0,
and F(X) \ Ng(Y) is contained in a [m]-dimensional simplicial complex, where
const(m) and Const(m) can be chosen as above (see Theorem below for the
exact statement).

Finally, given a continuous map (e.g. an inclusion) i : ¥ — B with compact
image, i can be “filled” in Const(m)HC,,(i(Y))m-neighborhood of Y. We define
the m-filling for such i and each positive m as follows: An m-filling of 7 consists of
an open set O D i(Y), a ([m] — 1)-dimensional simplicial complex K C O, and a
continuous map ¢ : Y — K such that ¢ is homotopic to ¢ inside O.
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In section 3 we prove that there always exists an m-filling of ¢ with
O in Const(m)HCy; (Y)-neighborhood of Y such that distp(i(y),d(y)) <

1 m+1

Const(m)HCy: (Y), and HC,,,,1(0) < const(m) HC7nT+(Y). Now the general theory
of extendability of continuous maps to topological spaces easily implies that given a
map of any X D Y to B that extends 4, this map can be altered on X \ Y to a map
of X into any contractible or even ([m] — 1)-connected open set O that contains O.
One can also get a map of X extending ¢ into the union of O and the image of the
cone over K under a continuous map to B.

Now observe the following corollary of our results in the classical case of codimen-
sion one:

Corollary 1.2. Let M™ be a closed connected topological submanifold of (n +
1)-dimensional Banach space B"T'. Let Q0 denote the closure of the bounded
connected component of B"™*1 \ M"™. Then for each m > 0, HC,,1(Q) <

const(m) HC,p (M™) .

Proof. Let B = B Y = M", X = Q. Observe that the image of any filling of
M™ by € in B"™! must contain the whole © (as M™ is not null-homologous in B"*
minus any point in the interior of ). Now the corollary immediately follows from
the previous theorem. O

Remarks and questions. Observe, that Corollary is an analog of the classical
(codimension one) isoperimetric inequality. The inequality in Corollary [1.2]is inter-
esting only for m < n. (If m > n, then both sides of the inequality are equal to 0.) So,
assume that m < n. Now the first question is what is the optimal value of const(m)?
We also can fix B""! and m and consider the optimal constant ¢(B"*!, m) such that
HC,11(Q) < (B, m) HC,,(M™) "= for all open domains 2 € B™™ bounded by
a closed hypersurface M™. Tt is interesting to find the exact values of ¢(B"*,m) for
Bt =R or ["F!1. A naive conjecture is that ¢(B"™!,m) is always equal to 1. In
fact, it is possible that the constant const(m) in Theorem and Const(m) in its
extension (Theorem are both equal to 1.

The reasoning behind this conjecture is that one expect that the optimal constants
in isoperimetric inequalities are achieved for metric balls. (One can explore this
conjecture also for infinite-dimensional Banach spaces, especially, [*°.) As a first
step in this direction we will demonstrate that:

Proposition 1.3.

c(I™t n)=1.
In particular, if a closed topological manifold M™ bounds a domain  in 1", then
HC,,1(Q) < HC,(M™) ", and if Q is a coordinate cube, then this inequality becomes
an equality.
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Similarly, one can investigate the dependence of the constant C'(B, m) = Const(m)
in the upper bound Const(m) HC,,(Y)w for the radius R of Ng(f(Y)). The case
when this Banach space is isomorphic to [*° is especially interesting. As the metric
balls in [*° are cubes, the most natural conjecture is that ¢(I1>°,m) = C'(I*°,m) = 1.
We can be even more specific.

Conjecture 1.4. Let Y be a compact subset of [°°. For each positive m and each
positive e there exists an m-filling (O, K, ¢) of (the inclusion of ) Y in B such that

m—+1

(a) HC,,11(0) < HC,,(Y) ™ +¢;
(b) For eachy €Y ||y — é(y)||lp < HCx(Y).

This conjecture might even be true for all ambient Banach spaces. The complex
K might arise as the nerve of a “good” covering of Y by metric balls (or by smaller
convex sets). To get a flavour of this conjecture, consider, for example, a round
2-sphere of radius 1 in B = R3. If one tries to cover it by very small balls, as one
does in order to determine the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure, the resulting upper
bound for HC, will be 4 (the area of the sphere divided by the area of the 2-disc of
radius 1.) However, the covering by one ball of radius 1 yields an upper bound equal
to 1. And, of course, the sphere contracts inside this ball to a lower dimensional
complex (e.g. the center of the ball).

If this conjecture is true, one can use the Kuratowski embedding to conclude
that for each integer m and each compact metric space Y there exists a continu-
ous map of Y into an (m — 1)-dimensional complex K such that the inverse image

of each point can be covered by a metric ball of radius < 2HC,,(Y)w and that

UWp1(Y) < 2HC(Y). This would imply that a closed essential Riemannian
1 1

manifold M™ satisfies the inequality sys;(M") < 4HCj (Y) < —2—+wvol» (M") =

(17

\/g\/ﬁ(l - o(l))vol%(M") (cf. [Gx] or [N]). Here sys;(M™) denotes the minimal
length of a non-contractible closed curve in M™. We give Gromov’s definition of
essential manifolds in section 1.3 below. Not only the dependence on n is optimal
here, but looking at RP" with the canonical metric, we see that asymptotically the
right hand side this inequality is within the factor of 7 from the optimal value. Thus,
optimal (or even nearly optima) “strengthened” isoperimetric inequalities for (> and
HC,, would lead to a resolution of a long-standing conjecture in systolic geometry
that asserts that the dimensional constant ¢(n) in the right hand side of Gromov’s
systolic inequality behaves as ~ y/n, when n — oco. The combinatorial nature of
the problem and the extremely simple form of the conjectured optimal constants
suggest that optimal isoperimetric inequalities for HC,, in L* might be easier to
establish than their classical analogs for the Lebesgue measure.



FILLING METRIC SPACES 5

1.2. Inequalities relating Hausdorff content with Urysohn width. Let X be a
metric space, and ¢ a non-negative integer. One defines q-dimensional Urysohn width
of X as the infimum of W such that there exist a ¢g-dimensional simplicial complex
K and a continuous map 7 : X — K so that every fiber 77!(s) has diameter < W
in X. Intuitively, the Urysohn width UW,,_;(X) measures how well metric space X
can be approximated by an (m — 1)-dimensional space.

As a part of our proof of Theorem we establish that:

Theorem 1.5. For each m there exists a constant c¢(m) such that each compact
metric space X satisfies the inequality

UW, 1 (X) < e(m) HCJ (X).

This result was first conjectured by L. Guth in [Gul7, Question 5.2]. In fact, Guth
conjectured a stronger assertion that was established in the first version of this paper
([LLNR]). Recall, that metric space X is called boundedly compact, if each closed
metric ball in X is compact or, equivalently, each closed and bounded subset of X
is compact.

Theorem 1.6. For each positive integer m there exists €,, > 0, such that the fol-
lowing holds. If X is a boundedly compact metric space and there exists a radius R,
such that every ball of radius R in X has m-dimensional Hausdorff content less than

emR™, then UW,,_1(X) < R.

As observed by Guth in [Gul7|, Theorem can be viewed as a quantitative
version of the classical Szpilrajn theorem asserting that each compact metric space
with zero m-dimensional Hausdorff measure has Lebesgue covering dimension <
m — 1. Indeed, if the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure of X is equal to zero, then,
as HC,, does not exceed the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure, HC,,(X) also must
be equal to zero. Now Theorem implies that UW,,_1(X) = 0, which implies
that the covering dimension of X is at most m — 1 (see the proof of Lemma 0.8 in
[Gul7]). Also, note that if X is a closed m-dimensional Riemannian manifold, then
Theorem improves the well-known Gromov’s inequality relating the volume of a
closed Riemannian manifold and its filling radius (as according to Gromov the filling
radius does not exceed %U W1 — see [Gr], pp. 128-129, where UW,,,_; is denoted
as Diam), ;).

Theorem generalizes a result of Guth in [Gul7], where X is assumed to be an
m-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and HC,, replaced by the volume. This result
has been previously conjectured by M. Gromov, and for a long time had been an open
problem. Guth’s proof is based on a clever construction of a covering by balls with
controlled overlap from his previous paper [Gull] and also uses S. Wenger’s simplified
version ([W]) of Gromov’s proof of J.Michael-L.Simon isoperimetric inequality and
its generalizations ([Gz]).
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FIGURE 1. Surface X is a connected sum of a thin long torus and many
copies of a surface of very large area and very small diameter. The area
of every metric ball of radius 1 in ¥ is large, but 2-dimensional Haus-
dorft content is small. By Theorem the Urysohn width UW,(X) is

also small.

and denoting ( 1); as c(m) we
el)m

If X is compact, then choosing R =

see that Theorem [1.6] implies Theorem [1.5]

The proof of Theorem in [LLNR] is considerably longer than the proofs of
Theorems and [1.5|in the present paper. Soon after [LLNR] was posted on arXiv,
Panos Papasoglu learned about it from the talk of one of the authors and our conver-
sations with him during a conference at Barcelona. Later he came up with a much
shorter proof of Theorem than ours ([P]). While his proof uses some technical
and philosophical ideas from our work, its central idea is different. He replaced Gro-
mov’s “chopping off of thin fingers” argument (that we use in the present paper)
by an adapatation of Schoen-Yau style approach. (Note that Schoen-Yau approach
was first introduced to systolic geometry by Guth; [Gul0]). A later paper of one of
the authors (see section 3 of [N|]) contains a simplification of Papasoglu’s proof that
not only proves Theorem on three pages but also yields an explicit linear upper

HCm (X)L
(o))

bound for &7 (while our work or [P] yielded only exponential upper bounds for &5 ).
This makes our original proof of Theorem obsolete, and we decided to exclude
from the present paper all sections that are not required for the proof of Theorem
(the proof of Theorem is embedded in the proof of Theorem .

On the other hand, the approach of [P] does not seem applicable to prove our
isoperimetric inequality, Theorem [I.1, Moreover, one of the authors tried to combine
the idea of [P] with the ideas of the present paper in order to either simplify our proof
or obtain a better value of the constant const(m) in Theorem [L.1] but was not able
to do that.

1.3. New systolic inequalities. We observed that Theorem has the following
corollary:.
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We first give the following definition, which generalizes the notion of “essential”
polyhedra on p. 139 of [Gi].

Definition 1.7. A CW-complex X is m-essential if the classifying map @ : X —
K (m1(X), 1) is not homotopic to a map @’ that factors through a map to an (m—1)-
dimensional C'W-complex.

X —— Pl —— K(m(X),1)

\/

Q/

An n-dimensional manifold M is called essential, as defined in [Gr], if there ex-
ists a coefficient group G, such that the homomorphism Q., : H,(M";G) —
H;(K(m(M™),1);G) induced by the classifying map @ : X — K(m(X),1) is
non-trivial (that is, has a non-zero image). According to definition above every
essential manifold is m-essential. Also, to prove that a manifold is m-essential it
is enough to find a coefficient group G and i > m, such that one of the homo-
morphisms Q.; : H;(X;G) — H;(K(m(X),1); G) induced by the classifying map
Q: X — K(m(X),1) is non-trivial.

Recall that a metric is called a length metric, if the distance between each pair
of points is equal to the infimum of lengths of paths connecting these points, and a
metric space such that its metric is a length metric is called a length space.

Theorem 1.8. For each positive integer m there exist a constant C'(m) with the
following property. Let X be an m-essential finite CW-complex endowed with a length
metric. Then

sys1(X) < C(m) HCn% (X). (%)

Remarks. 1. Compact m-essential Riemannian manifolds with or without boundary
of dimension n > m constitute the most obvious example of path metric spaces
satisfying the conditions of the theorem.

2. If m is the dimension of X, then this inequality improves Theorem B on p. 139
of [G1] (as HC,,(X) < V,,(1)vol(X)). When X is a closed m-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, this inequality is a strengthening of the famous Gromov systolic inequality
sys1(M™) < c(n)volx (M™).

1 1
3. Observe that if k& < m then HCF(X) > HCy; (X), (see Lemma |1.10| below).
Therefore, disregarding the constants ¢(m), these inequalities become stronger as m
increases. On the other hand, the assumption that X is m-essential also becomes
stronger when m increases.
We are going to prove this theorem in section 4. The proof combines the ideas

from |Gx] with Theorem
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Examples. 1. If £ is an essential closed manifold (in the sense of [G1]), then any

product E™ x N"™ with a closed manifold, or a connected sum E™ x N{'" "#NJ
is m-essential and satisfies the systolic inequality from the previous theorem. For
example, if M?® is a Riemannian manifold diffeomorphic to 72 x S°#S5* x S*, then
sysy (M) < ¢(3) HC3(M?®)s3.
2. Observe that if X is not 2-essential, then the classifying map factors through some
1-complex, and, therefore, m(X) is free. Therefore, if X is a nonsimply-connected
compact length space homeomorphic to a finite CW-complex, and (X)) is not free,
then sys;(M™) < C(2)y/HCa(M™).

The inequalities (*) can be restated as the assertion that there exists a constant
b(m) > 0 such that if HC,,(X) < b(m) for an m-essential X, then sys;(X) < 1. Of
course, Theorem [1.6]implies more, namely, that the assumption about the Hausdorff
content of the whole manifold can be replaced by the assumption about all metric
balls of radius 1: Also, as Theorem holds for boundedly compact metric spaces,
the previous theorem can be immediately generalized for locally finite CW-complexes.
In particular, it holds for m-essential complete non-compact Riemannian manifolds
with or without boundary.

Theorem 1.9. For each integer m > 2 there exists b(m) > 0 with the following
property: Let X be an m-essential boundedly compact length space homeomorphic
to a CW-complex. If for some R > 0 for each metric ball B of radius R in X
HC,,(B) < b(m)R™, then sysi(X) < R.

Example. Consider a complete Riemannian metric on 7?2 x RY. If HCy of each
metric ball of radius 1 does not exceed b(2), then there exists a non-contractible
closed curve of length < 1.

1.4. Hausdorff content: basic properties and some examples. In this section
we list some properties of the Hausdorff content for compact metric spaces that
immediately follow from the definition:
(1) Subadditivity. HC,,(lJ; A:) < >, HC,,(A)).
(2) Good behaviour under Lipschitz maps. If f : X — Z is an L-Lipschitz map,
and Y C X, then HC,,(f(Y)) < L™HC,,(Y).
Applying this to the inclusion map of ¥ into X (which is, obviously, 1-
Lipschitz) we obtain:
(3) Monotonicity. If Y € X, then HC,,(Y) < HC,,,(X).
(4) Rescaling. If A is a subset of a Banach space, and A is a scalar, then
HC,,(AA) = |A\|"HC,,(A).
(5) For each m we have HC,,,(X) < rad™(X) < diam™(X).
Indeed, a compact metric space X can always be covered by one metric

ball of radius diam(X).
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Note the following basic inequality relating Hausdorff contents in different
dimensions:

1 1
Lemma 1.10. If m > k then HC} (X) > HCJ; (X).

Indeed, choose a finite covering of X by metric balls with radii r; so that
Sk < HC(X) + € for an arbitrarily small e. Now Y. = Y (rf)% <
(>, rB)% < (HCk(X) +e)%. Now the desired inequality follows when we
take e — 0.

Consider the Euclidean 2-ball B of radius 1. We already know that its HC,
cannot exceed 1, but, in fact, it is equal to 1, as the sum of radii of any
collection of balls covering a diameter of B (that has length 2) should be at
least 1.

HC,, is not additive. Indeed, cut the ball B in the previous example into
two halves Hy, H, along a diameter. Note, that HC;(H;) is still equal to 1.
So, when we remove one of these halves, the values of HC; does not decrease.
Moreover, if we will take the union of the remaining half with a metric ball
of arbitrarily small radius centered at one of two points of the diameter, the
value of HC; of the union will, in fact, become greater than 1. This example
illustrates difficulties that one can encounter trying to make the value of HC,,
of a metric space smaller by cutting out its subsets and replacing them by
subsets with a smaller value of HC,,.

Let Bg be a two-dimensional metric ball of radius 1 in the hyperbolic space
with constant negative curvature K << —1. The area of By behaves as
exp(v—K) >> 1, yet HCo(Bg) < 1 << wol(Bg), as B can be covered by
just one metric ball of radius 1. It is obvious that HCy(Bg) = 1, and that if
we will cut a concentric metric ball of a small radius € out of By, the value
of HCy will not change. (This is another example of non-additivity of HC,,,
this time in the situation when m = dim(X).)

Let [7, denote the n-dimensional linear space endowed with the max-norm.

Lemma 1.11. Consider the unit cube C' = [0,1]" in I%. For each m < n
HC, (C) = o
1

Indeed, observe that the cube is the metric ball of radius ; centered at
(3,---,3), and so HC,,(C) < ()™

To prove the opposite inequality consider a covering of C' by metric balls
with radii r; so that ), 77" < HC,,(C) +¢ for an arbitrarily small e. Observe
that these metric balls are cubes with side length 2r;. As the Lebesgue
measure of their union cannot be less than the Lebesgue measure of C,
we conclude that >,(2r;)" > 1, whence 2= < >°,(rM)m < (3, rM)m <
(HC,,,(C) 4 &)m. When ¢ —> 0, we obtain the desired inequality.
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Corollary 1.12. If P = [0,7] X ... x [0,7r,], is an n-dimensional paral-
lelepiped in I, where 11 < ... <1y, and m < n, then HC,,(P) > (3)™.

Indeed, by monotonicity, HC,,(P) is not less than HC,, of the n-cube
C' C P with side length 7, for which we have HC,,,(C) = (%)™.

2

1.5. Plan of the paper. Our proof of the isoperimetric inequality follows Gromov’s
approach (|Gr]) with simplifications of Wenger ([W]) and modifications made by
Guth ([Gul3]).

The additivity of volume (or, equivalently, Hausdorff measure) is used many times
throughout Gromov’s, or Wenger’s, or Guth’s proofs. Our biggest technical problem
that the additivity property of the Hausdorff measure does not hold anymore for
Hausdorff contents. Of course, the sole reason for failure of additivity for HC,, is
the fact that given a cover of the union of two disjoint sets A and B by metric balls,
the same metric ball can cover both a part of A and a part of B providing “savings”
compared to the situation, when A and B are covered separately.

Our first remedy involves the following observation: Assume that disjoint metric
balls By, ..., By have comparable radii (say, all their radii are in the interval [3, s]
for some s), and HC,, of their union is very small in comparison with s™ (say,
< (:2=)™). This means that metric balls used for an almost optimal (from the point

1000
of view of HC,,) covering of | J, B; can contain only metric balls of radius < =

Now we can just throw away all metric balls in this covering that intersect more tlﬁ(;)n
one of the balls B;, and observe that the remaining balls still cover J;(1 — 55)B;,
and no remaining ball can intersect more than one B;. As a result, we can conclude
that HC,,(|J, B;) is at least as large as ) . HC,,(0.9965;). If, in addition, we know
that there is some ¢ > 0 such that HC,,(0.996B;) > 6 HC,,,(B;), then we have the
inequality HC,, (|, B;) > 6 >_, HC,,,(B;) that provides a replacement for the missing
additivity. A version of this argument is used in the proof of Proposition below.

The proof of the main theorem continues only in section 3. Section 2 is devoted
to the proof of the coarea inequality, the cone inequality and a version of Federer-
Fleming deformation theorem for compact metric space, continuous functions and
the Hausdorff content. These inequalities will then be used in section 3 to prove all
our main results.

The cone inequality involves two metric spaces X and Y C X inside of a ball
of radius R in a Banach space. One wants to construct a continuous map 1 of
X into B so that this map remains the identity map on Y, yet HC,,;1(¢(X)) <
c¢(m)RHC,,(Y). The obvious idea is to try to map X into the cone CY over Y with
the tip of the cone at the center of B(R). Yet how can one map X into CY? The
mapping to the cone would involve mapping at least some neighbourhood of Y in X
to Y, yet, there does not seem to be any general way to do this. As a result, our
“cone” is not CY (although it lies within a small neighbourhood of it).
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Also, in section 2 we present a concise proof of a very general version of the coarea
inequality for Lipschitz maps in metric spaces and Hausdorff content. Moreover, it
is applicable to coverings by arbitrary restricted families of balls, for example, balls
with centers in a certain set, or balls of radius bounded above. We believe that our
coarea inequality for Hausdorff content and its modifications has applications that
go beyond the present paper.

Classical Federer-Fleming deformation theorem allows one to construct a filling
of a Lipschitz cycle with controlled mass using repeated coning and projection into
skeleta of a fixed cubical grid. It also follows from the construction that the filling
lies in a neighbourhood of the cycle of controlled size. We prove a version of this
result for extensions of arbitrary continuous map from a compact metric space and
Hausdorff content instead of mass. A closely related results can be found in papers of
Robert Young ([Y]) and Guth ([Gul3]). The (not very significant) difference between
our result and these results is that these authors look for fillings of cycles by arbitrary
chains, while we are looking for a filling by a map from a fixed domain.

Section 3 contains our main results, and, in particular, an adaptation of the
Michael-Simon-Gromov isoperimetric inequality for Hausdorff contents. The original
J. Michael-L. Simon isoperimetric inequality [MS] asserts that an (n—1)-dimensional
cycle Y in RY bounds an n-chain with n-dimensional volume < ¢(n)vol,,_(Y)#-1.
Gromov proved this using a different method that makes it possible to prove this
inequality for L and other Banach spaces instead of RY ([Gi]). Wenger simpli-
fied Gromov’s proof and improved the value of the constant ([W]). In [Gul7] Guth
adopted Wenger’s proof to prove a version of the Michael-Simon inequality for maps,
where given a n-manifold X with boundary Y and its map f into R" one wants
to alter f to a new map F' that coincides with f on Y and satisfies the inequality
vol, (F(X)) < e(n)vol(f(Y))71. Yet a similar theorem valid for maps to all Banach
spaces and with a concrete value for constant c(n) is stated (without proof) already
in |Gr] in section (A”') of Appendix 2. In this theorem stated by Gromov both X
and Y are assumed to be polyhedra rather than manifolds. In our Theorem sets
X and Y are assumed to be compact metric spaces, and we use Hausdorff contents
instead of Hausdorff measures. Proofs of Gromov, Wenger and Guth use induction
on n. Our proof also uses induction on m, despite the fact that unlike the situation
in all these papers, our m has nothing to do with the dimension of the compact
metric space Y.

Our proof also provides an estimate of how far the filling of f(Y) by F(X) will
lie from f(Y) (an analogue of Gromov’s filling radius estimate). Note, that it is
not true that for arbitrary Y and X the filling will be in R-neighbourhood of f(Y)

for R = const(m) HCm(Y)%. Yet we prove that a filling by X is possible in any
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([m]—1)-connected open set containing the R-neighbourhood of f(Y’) and, moreover,
HC, 1 (F(X)) < const(m) HC,, (f(Y)) "

We want to follow the approach of [W], |[Gul7] that involves a sequence of local
improvements of the cycle Y that we want to fill. Assuming that Y is a subset of B,
and f is the inclusion, we construct a sequence Y = Y7,Ys, ..., of compact metric
spaces in B and maps ¢ : Y, — Yi11. The distance between y € Y; and ¢y (y)
is bounded by const(m)HC,,(Y})m, and HC,,(Y;) exponentially decreases with k.

Therefore, for each y € Y the distance between y and the image of y under the
1

composition of 1;,i € {1,...,k} is uniformly bounded by Const(m)HC (V).

If the ambient space B has a finite dimension N, then once HC,,(Y)) becomes
less than a certain € that is allowed to depend also on N, one performs a version of
Federer-Fleming argument to find the last map ¢, : Yy, — Y into a ([m]| — 1)-
dimensional CW-complex Y, so that each y € Y, and its image under ¢, are close.

We explicitly construct extensions of the inclusion f : Y — B to parts of X so
that the images of these maps will fill the “gaps” between Y; and Y;, ;. The image of
one of these parts of X will partially fill between Y} and Y,,. The remaining part of
X will be mapped to the cone over Y,,. While we like the constructive nature of this
extension process, and it does not make our proof significantly more complicated,
we could have just forgotten about X, construct an m-filling of Y (defined in section
1.1) and use the theory of absolute extensors to conclude that a desired extension to
any X always exists.

In this case, Y., would play the role of K in the definition of m-filling, the com-
position of all v; the role of ¢, and an arbitrarily small open neighbourhood of an
image of a homotopy between the inclusion ¢ of Y and ¢ that naturally appears in
our proof the role of O.

To “improve” Y (and then Y5, Y3, etc.) one finds a certain collection of disjoint
metric balls, cuts them out, and replaces them by chains with smaller volumes. On
the first glance this approach seems absolutely bound to fail in our situation. Indeed,
consider examples 8 and 9 in the previous subsection. In both cases we cut out a
large piece from some Y, yet HC does not decrease, and, moreover, can increase once
one adds a set with an arbitrarily small Hausdorff content.

Yet a remedy exists: We combine the idea explained in (1) that involves using
only the metric balls with HC,,, that is much less than the mth power of the radius
with a powerful new idea: Fix an almost optimal (from the point of view of HC,,)
finite covering @ of Y by metric balls B;. We introduce the concept of m-dimensional
Hausdorft content, HCm, with respect to the covering () for subsets of Y. HCm is
defined as HC,,, but with the following important difference: This infimum of ) r™
is taken only over coverings by metric balls from (. (That is, each ball of any
covering of a subset of Y that we are allowed to consider must be one of the balls
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B;.) Observe that: (a) HC,, < Ijl\ém, so an upper bound for Ijl\ém is automatically

an upper bound for HC,,; (b) For Y HC,, and HC,, are almost the same. Now
the idea is to run Wenger’s argument by removing (and then replacing) only metric

balls with HC,, ~ ( A(:n))m, where r denotes the radius of the considered ball, and
A(m) is a sufficiently large constant. (It is not difficult to see that if there are
not sufficiently many metric balls with this property to run this argument, then Y
has a “round shape” (meaning that HC,,(Y)w ~ the diameter of Y in the ambient
metric), so that the isoperimetric inequality for Y follows from our version of the cone
inequality.) The basic idea here is that now we are throwing out only “important”
balls. Moreover, for each ball B that is being replaced, the balls from ) in the optimal

covering of B yielding the value of HC,,(B) are also important (despite being very

small): removal of each of those balls from Y reduces HC,,(Y) and, therefore, its
HC,,.

There is an additional difficulty in the proof that arises only in the case when the
ambient Banach space is infinite-dimensional. The problem is that our version of
Federer-Fleming deformation theorem is proven only for finite-dimensional ambient
Banach spaces. Therefore, in order to prove the filling radius estimate we need to
apply Federer-Fleming deformation theorem to a part of Y of very small Hausdorff
content by projecting it onto a finite dimensional subspace S’ of the Banach space.
By Kadec-Snobar theorem we can bound the Hausdorff content of the projection in
terms of the dimension of S’. For the argument to work we need to have an a priori
bound for the dimension of S" and also know that the small part of Y will lie close to
S’. To accomplish this we fix an almost optimal covering of Y in the beginning of the
argument and then choose S’ that contains all centres of balls in the covering. We
then carry out the inductive construction for a version of Hausdorff content measured
using ball with centres in S’.

Finally, we observe that our proof of Theorem [1.1]yields not only Theorem [1.1] but
also Theorem [L5

The last section contains the proof of the inequality sys;(M") < 3UW,,,_1(M™) for
m-essential manifolds that combined together with Theorem yields Theorem 1.8.
Our proof is similar to Gromov’s proof of the inequality sys;(M™) < 6FillRad(M™)
in [Gi].

2. CONE, COAREA AND FEDERER-FLEMING INEQUALITIES FOR HAUSDORFF
CONTENT

Recall the notation for the infimal Hausdorff content of an extension of a map
between metric spaces we introduced earlier. Given metric spaces X,Y, subsets

AcC X, U CY and amap f: A — U define F,,(f, X,U) = inf{HC,,(F(X))},
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where the infimum is taken over all maps F': X — U, such that F'|4 = f. If no such
extension F' exists we set F,,,(f, X,U) = 0.

We will also need a version of F where Hausdorff content is measured with respect
to a collection of balls whose centers are contained in some fixed subset W. Let
V,W C X be subsets of a metric space X. Define HC,,(V; W) to be the infimum
of Y. r™ among all coverings of V' by countably many balls B(z;,r;) with x; € W.
We set F,,.(f, X,U; W) = inf{HC,,(F(X); W)}, where the infimum is taken over
all maps F' : X — U, such that F|4 = f, and F,,(f, X,U; W) = oo if there is no
extension.

Lemma 2.1 (Cone inequality). Let B = B(p, R) be a closed metric ball of radius R
in a Banach space S, W a linear subspace of S, U a closed convex subset of B(p, R)
with p € WNU. Suppose X is a metric space, Y C X closed subset and 7:Y — U
is a continuous map with 7(Y) compact. Then

Foulr, X,U) < m(1 + %)mR HC,p 1 (V) < emRHC,, 1(Y).

More generally,
1
Fo(r, X, U; W) <m(1+ E)mR HC,,_1(YV; W) <emRHC,,_1(Y; W)

Moreover, if X C B and 7 :' Y — U s the inclusion map, o > 0, then for every
0 > 0 there exists a map F : X — U with

HC(F(X): W) < m(1 4+ —)"RHCp 1 (Y: W) + 6

m

and F(X\ N,(Y)) € {p}.
Here e = lim,;, (1 + %)m = 2.718 ... is the Euler’s number.

Proof. We will prove the more general upper bound for F,, (7, X,U; W). By taking
W =S we get the bound for F,, (7, X, U).

First we observe that the Lemma follows from its special case when X is a subset
of U, and 7 is the inclusion map (so Y is a compact subset of U). Indeed, since U
is convex, by a generalization of Tietze extension theorem proven by Dugundji (see
[Dul, Theorem 4.1]) there exists an extension F' : X — U of 7: Y — U. If for
every € > 0 there exists a map V¥ : F'(X) — U that is equal to the identity on the
set 7(Y) and with HC,,(V(F'(X))) < L+ ¢, then by considering composition W o F’
we obtain F,,(7, X,U) < L. Hence, without any loss of generality we may assume
Y € X C U and that Y is compact.

Let {B;(r;) }ier be a finite covering of Y by closed metric balls with centers in W,
such that Y, 7' < HC,,_1(Y;W) + ¢ for some ¢ that can be taken arbitrarily
small. Without any loss of generality we can assume that the union of these balls
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covers not only Y but an open neighbourhood N,.(Y) of Y for a very small positive
radius » < min; ;. We take r < p from the statement of the theorem and r < e.

For each set V' let Cone,(V') denote the union of the closed straight line segments
in the ambient Banach space connecting p with all points of V.

Observe, that for each metric ball B;(r;) the set Cone,(B;(r;)) can be covered by
at most m metric balls of radius (1 + %)n with centers in . Indeed, the first
of these balls is B;((1+ = ) ;); the centers of all subsequent balls are spaced along
the segment connecting the center ¢; of B;(r;) and p at distances 7= apart. For every
t € [0,1] the distance between tg; and the center point y of one of these balls is at
if © € B;(r;) then dist(tz,y) < tri+4= < (1+2)r;
Therefore, Cone,(N,(Y)) can be covered by a collection of at most ), m% metric

balls with m balls of radius (1 + -)r; for each i, where i ranges over I. Therefore,
HC,, (Coney (N,(Y); W) < 3, 22((1 + L)r)™ < m(1 + L)"RHC,, 1 (Y; W) + <),
where ¢ is arbitrarily small. Z

Let ¢ : [0,00] — [0,1] be a continuous monotone function with ¢(0) = 1 and
¢(t) = 0 for all ¢ > r defined as 1 — 1z for € [0,7] and zero for all z € [r, 00). We
define a map ® : U — Cone,(N,(Y) NU) by the formula ®(z) = ¢(dist(z,Y))x +
(1 — o(dist(z,Y))p.

We set Z = @¢(X). As Z C Coney(N,(Y)), we have HC,(Z) <
HC,,(Cone,(N,(Y); W) < m(1 + =)"R(HC,,—1(Y; W) + ¢) for arbitrarily small e.
Also, it is clear from the definition of ® that ®(z) = p if dist(z,Y) > r > o. O

Remark. We can improve the inequality to JF,(r, X, U;W) <

const R HC,,_1(Y; W) where const is an absolute constant that does not de-
pend on m by using balls of radii (1 — L)(1+ L)r;, j = 0,...,m — 1 to cover
Cone,(B;(r;)) instead of the balls with identical radii (1 + L)r;. (The new balls
are centered at the same points as the old balls.) As the result, we improve
multiplicative dimensional constants in the right hand sides of all inequalities in the
previous lemma from m(1+ 1)™ to 2(1 + L)™ < 2e < 6.

Observe that Z in the proof of Lemma is not a cone over Y, although it is
very close to Cone,(Y'). In fact, we can replace the chosen value of r by any smaller
positive value, and the proof would still work. So, if desired we could choose Z
arbitrarily close to an actual cone over Y in S. Below we will be referring to Z as
the cone over Y, and will call this construction the coning of Y.

We will also need the following co-area formula for Hausdorff content. Let X be a
metric space, and I' denote a set of closed metric balls that together cover X. Three
main examples of I" are: 1) All metric balls; 2) all metric balls with centers contained
into some fixed subset W of X; 3) A specific covering of X by a family of closed metric
balls; 4) All metric balls of radius < R, where R is some constant. For V C X we
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denote HC,,(V;I') to be the infimum of ) , 7" among all coverings of V' by countably
many balls B(z;,r;), where B(z;,7;) € I'. In the case 1) HC,,(V;T') = HC,,,(V), in
the case 2) HC,,(V;T') = HC,,,(V; W), in the case 3) when a covering of X is fixed,
we will be denoting HC,,(V;T') as HC,,,(V).

Lemma 2.2. (Co-area inequality) Let U be a compact set in an arbitrary metric
space X, T' a family of closed metric balls that covers X, and f : U — [Ry, Rs] a
Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant Lip(f). Then,

*Ro
| HCw (77 (R)T) 4R < 2Lip(f) HC, (U D),
R

where [ " denotes the upper Lebesgue integral. Therefore, there exists R € [Ry, Ro),
such that HC,, 1 (f1(R);T) < 222U HC,, (U T).

Proof. Let {B,,(p;)}, B.,(pi) € T, be a covering of U with > " <
HC,,(U;T) + &, where ¢ € {l,...,N} for some N, and & can be chosen
arbitrarily small. = The desired inequality would follow from the inequality

;?2 HC,,,—1(fY(R);T) dR < 2Lip(f)>_,r™. We are going to prove a stronger
inequality, where HC,,_;(f~!(R);T) is replaced by the following quantity that is ob-
viously not less than HC,, ;(f~!(R);T), namely, > icl(R) 7"~ where I(R) denotes

the set of all indices 7 such that the intersection of B,.(p;) and f~!(R) is not empty.
The left hand side of the desired 1nequahty becomes

N Ro
/ Z m1qR = / m‘lxi(R)dRzzf'g”‘l/ Yi(R)dR
i=1 I’

i€I(R

where the characteristic function XZ(R) is equal to 1 for all R € [Ry, Ry| such that
f~YR) and B, (p;) have a non-empty intersection, and to 0 otherwise.
Finally, observe that if x;(01) = 1 and x;(02) = 1, then

o1 — 0] < Lip(f)dist(f~"(01) 0 By, (pi), f " (02) N By, (i) < 2Lip(f)r;
It follows that f Xi(R)dR < 2Lip(f)r;, which implies the desired inequality. O

In particular, for a family of equidistant surfaces {¥g}, dist(2;,X;) = |t — s|, in a
finite dimensional Banach space we obtain the following version of co-area inequality.

Lemma 2.3. (Co-area inequality 2) Let {¥r} be a family of equidistant surfaces in
a Banach space S, W C S any subset, U C S a compact set. Then,

*Ro
/ HC,_1(Sr N U; W) dR < 2HC,,(U; W).
Ry
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Therefore, there exists R € [Ry,Rs], such that HC,, 1(Xg N U;W) <

a2 HOW (U W),

Example. Consider the case, when Yy are metric spheres Sg (= sets of points at
the distance R from a point p € X). Taking W = X, we see that

*Ro
/ HC,,—1(Sg) dR < 2HC,,(ARr,.r,),
R1

where Ag, g, denotes the set of points = such that dist(z,p) € [R1, Ra).

We will also need a version of the Federer-Fleming deformation theorem from [FF]
for Hausdorftf content. Instead of constructing an extension of f into a cone over
Y this argument gives an extension of f into a portion of the cone between Y and
a lower dimensional skeleton of a fixed cubical complex, where the vertex of the
cone is chosen using an averaging argument. Pushing out in this way repeatedly
one eventually constructs an isoperimetric extension of f whose image outside of
a neighbourhood of Y of controlled size is contained in the (m — 1)-skeleton of
the cubical complex. For controlling Hausdorff content of cycles this construction
appeared in [Gul3| Proposition 7.1] and [Y], Lemma 2.5]. Our proof follows the same
strategy as the proofs in [Gul3] and [Y]. The difference is that instead of constructing
an m-chain filling an (m — 1)-dimensional cycle we construct an extension of an
arbitrary continuous map f from a subset Y of a metric space X.

Let Q(r) denote the cubical complex in R™ whose n-dimensional faces are
{Clay,...,an) = {lair, (a1 + 1)r] x ... X [anr, (an + D)r];a; € Z}, and let Q(r)®
denote the k-skeleton of Q(r), 0 < k < n.

Let [m] denote the smallest integer that is greater than or equal to m.

Lemma 2.4 (Federer-Fleming type inequality). Let X be a metric space, ¥ C X
and f Y — R"™ continuous map with f(Y) compact. Then for every m € [2,n]
there exists a constant ¢y(n) > 0, such that

m

F(f, X, R™) < ¢1(n) HC 1 (f(Y)) 71

Moreover, there exists a constant cy(n), such that for every 6 > 0 and R =

ca(n) HCm_l(f(Y))ﬁ + 0 we have
Fonl £ X, Ne(F(Y) UQIR)T™Y) < ea(n) HCy o (F(Y)) 0

s

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [2.1] we may assume, without any loss of generality,
that Y € X C R", Y is compact and f is the inclusion map. Fix small § > 0.
Let Q(R) denote a cubical complex as defined above. We will show that for some

constant c2(n) and R = co(n) HCm_l(f(Y))ﬁ + 0 the statement of the Lemma
holds.
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We can define an open set Y’ with smooth boundary, a very small 7 > 0 and Z =
N (Y)\Y"=09Y' x[0,1], such that Y C Y" and HC,,_1(N,(Y")) < HC,,_1(Y) + 0.
Indeed, this follows by shghtly thickening an almost optimal covering of Y by balls.

We will define a map ¥ : N, (Y’) — R", such that the following holds:

(a ()—xforzzeY’

)
(b) W(ON,(Y")) C Q(R)!I"™~2);
(c§ dist(x,¥(x)) < const(n)R;

(d) HC,, (¥(N-(Y))) < const(n )R(HCm_l(Y)Jr(S) < c1(n) HCpoy (f(Y)) 71 +4.
Since U(I(R™ \ N.(Y")) C Q(R)™I=2 we can extend ¥ to a map from R to
Q(R)I™I=DUW(N,(Y")). Restricting ¥ to X C R™ gives us the desired extension of
7l

To define map ¥ on the set Z = 9Y’ x [0, 1] we will define a sequence of homotopies
of 9Y" into successively smaller dimensional skeleta Q(R)®, k = ,[m] — 2.

Let C be a k-face in Q(R)®), p € C and let Pg,, : C'\ {p} —> 80 denote the radial
projection map. Suppose k > [m} —1land V C C. By the “pushout from an average
point” argument [Gul3, Lemma 7.2] there exists a positive constant cy(k), such that
if
(2.1) HC,, 1(V) < co(k)R™!
then there exists a point p € C'\V, such that HC,,,_1(Pc,(V)) < const(k) HC,,—1 (V).
Define a homotopy @,y : [0,1] x V' — C given by

(I)p’v(t, (L’) = (1 — t)l’ + tPC’p(I‘)
By cone inequality we then have
HC,,(®,v([0,1] x V)) < const(k) R HC,,_1(V)

Note that the homotopy @,y is constant on V' N oC.

We can define homotoples O [0,1] x Vi — Q(R ) ,k=mn,..,[m]—1 as follows.
We set V,, = 9Y" and Vj, = ®441(1, Viy1) C Q(R)® for k < n. On each k-face C
of Q(R)™ define ®; = ®,vn0),venes where the point p(V, N C) € C' is chosen as
described above. We claim that V,, N C satisfies , so @, is well-defined. Note
that @, is continuous on all of V} since the homotopy is constant on the boundary
of C.

To prove the claim we observe the following. Let {3(p;,7;)} denote a nearly
optimal covering of V4, that is Zj 7"}”’1 < HC,,_1(Vx) + 6. If HC,,,_1(Vk) < R™L,
then each ball 3(p;, ;) intersects at most const(n) faces of Q(R)*). Hence, if {C,,}
are the k-faces of Q(R)™®, then

> HCp1(Vi N Cr) < const(n) HC,, 1 (Vi)
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Choosing cz(n) in the definition of R sufficiently large we can ensure that inequality
is satisfied if we replace V with ;N C for each k = n, ..., [m] — 1 and each face
C of Q(R)®). With this choice of cy(n) we have that homotopies ®;, are well-defined
for k=mn,..,[m] — 1L

Performing homotopies ®; we obtain a homotopy of dY” into Q(R)(™1=2). This
defines map ¥ on Z and define ¥ to be the identity on Y’. It follows from the
construction that condition (a) — (d) are satisfied. O

Observe that in the course of the proof of the previous proposition we also estab-
lished (cf. [Gul3l Proposition 7.1]) that:

Lemma 2.5. Let Y C R"™ be compact, m € [1,n — 1|. There exists a compact
([m] — 1)-simplicial complex @ C R™ and a map o : Y — Q such that for each

1

y €Y dist(y, o(y)) < const(n) HC,,(Y)m.

Here m corresponds to m—1 form the previous lemma; () is a bounded subcomplex
of Q(R)(Im1-1),

Also, for every n-dimensional normed linear space L there exists a linear isomor-
phism 7' : L — R" such that |T]|||T7!| < +/n (F. John’s theorem). Therefore,
two previous lemmae can be imeediately generalized to an arbitrary n-dimensional
ambient normed linear space instead of R™.

3. ISOPERIMETRIC EXTENSION INEQUALITY

In this section we prove the isoperimetric inequality Theorem [I.1} Recall that
given Y C X and a map f : Y — U we denote by F,,(f, X,U) the infimum of
HC,,(F (X)) over all extensions F' : X — U of the map f and by F,,(f, X, U; W) the
analogous infimum of HC,,(F(X); W), where Hausdorff content is measured with
respect to balls whose center lies in W. The following result can be thought of as a
version of an isoperimetric and filling radius inequalities in Banach spaces (compare
with Theorem A" in Appendix 2 of [G1]).

Recall, that a CW complex P is called k-connected if P is connected and 7;(P) = 0
forj=1,...,k.

Theorem 3.1. Let m € (1,00), S be a Banach space, U C S a closed ball, X metric
space and Y C X closed subspace. Suppose f :Y — U s a continuous map with
f(Y) compact. There exists constant I;(m) > 0, such that

m

Flf, X,U) < Ii(m)HC,, 1 (f(Y))m-T.

Moreover, we have the following estimate for the filling radius. There exists
a constant Iy(m) > 0 with the following property. For every 6 > 0 let R =
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I(m) HCm,l(f(Y))ﬁ + 0 and let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. There exists an extension
F: X —U of f, such that

HC(F(X)) < Li(m) HCo (f(Y)) 7T + ¢,

and an ([m]—1)-dimensional CW complex W C U, such that F(X)\Ng(f(Y)) C W.
If Nr(f(Y)) € P C U, where P is an ([m] — 2)-connected open set, then we can
ensure that W C P, and, therefore,

Fulf, X, P) < Li(m) HC,p 1 (f(Y)) 71

Our proof yields explicit values for constants I;(m) and Iy(m). One can take
I;(m) = (100m)™ and Iz(m) = (1500m)™. Here S may be infinite dimensional and
m non-integer. Observe, that constant € and § are required in this theorem only for
the case, when HC,,,_1(Y) = 0. If HC,,_1(Y) # 0, then € and § can be omitted from
the formulae in the text of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem[3.1] First observe that the last sentence of Theorem [3.1] follows
from the second last sentence. Indeed, if W is ([m] — 1)-dimensional CW complex
in U and P is ([m] — 2)-connected, then there exists a Lipschitz map F' : W — P
that is equal to the identity on P NW. The statement follows by composing F’ with
F.

For an arbitrarily small € > 0 consider a covering of Y by finitely many balls
{B(qi, 0:)}, such that 3" o' < HC,, 1(Y) +¢&. Let S’ C S be a finite-dimensional
Banach space that contains | J¢; and the center of ball U.

We fix S’ for the rest of the proof. The reason why we need S’ is the following.
Assume we proved the result for HC; with [ < m and we want to prove it for
[l =m+ 1. Similarly to the argument of Wenger, using repeated coning in a certain
carefully chosen collection of balls { B;} and inductive assumption applied to 0B; N
Y we will reduce the extension problem to the case when Y has arbitrarily small
Hausdorff content. In a similar situation Wenger [W] also applies coning to finish
the proof. In our case coning will not give us the desired bound for the filling radius.
Instead, we use projection onto S’. By the Kadec-Snobar theorem this projection
will increase the Hausdorff content at most by a factor of const(dimension(S’)). We
then apply Federer-Fleming extension Lemma (see subsection . In order for
this argument to work we need to fix finite dimensional subspace S’ in the beginning
of the proof.

Observe that to prove Theorem it is now enough to construct an extension F
of the map f, such that F(X) C (Ng(Y)UW)NU, where W is some ([m]| — 1)-

dimensional CW complex, for R < I,(m)HC,,_(Y; S’)ﬁ + 0 and HC,,(F(X)) <

L(m)HC,_1 (f(Y); S")m-T +&. In particular, we can state the following Proposition
that implies Theorem [3.1]
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Proposition 3.2. Let m € (1,00), S be a Banach space, U C S a closed ball,
S C S a finite-dimensional linear subspace, X metric space, Y C X closed subset
and Y — U continuous map with f(Y') compact.

There ezist constants Iy(m) > 0 and Iy(m) > 0, such that for all § > 0 and

e > 0 the following holds. Let R = Iy(m)HC,,_1(f(Y); S’)ﬁ + 0. There exists an
extension F': X — U of f, such that

HCm(F(X);8') < Li(m) HC i (f(Y); §) 751 4 ¢,
and an ([m]—1)-dimensional CW complex W C U, such that F(X)\Ngr(f(Y)) C W.

The rest of the proof will be devoted to demonstrating Proposition [3.2] We will
proceed by induction on m.

3.1. The base case m € (1,2]. We can apply a well-known generalization of Tietze
extension theorem to locally convex target spaces (see [Du, Theorem 4.1]) to find
a map ® : X — U that coincides with f on Y. As in the proof of Theorem
[2.1] we observe that Proposition immediately follows from its particular case,
when X C U, as we can just apply this particular case to the sets Y/ = f(Y') and
X' = ®(X) and the inclusion map f': f(Y) < U and then compose the resulting
map that has small Hausdorff content of the image with ®. So without any loss of
generality we assume in this subsection that ¥ C X C U and f is the inclusion.

We start from a general overview of our strategy. We are going to partition X
into several pieces and define maps from each piece to U that can be combined into
a single continuous map F' from X to U and will have the desired properties.

All but one of these “pieces” will be small closed neighbourhoods of some disjoint
closed metric balls in S with centers in S’ providing an almost optimal covering of
Y (from the perspective of HC,,_; with centers in S”). These pieces will be mapped
using the coning construction, so that their boundaries will be mapped to points p;.
Finally, it would remain to map the last “piece”, i.e. the closure of the complement
to the (finite) union of all previously described “pieces”. The map on its boundary
is already defined; it sends the boundary to a finite collection of points, and one can
extend it to a map into an arc connecting all these points using Tietze extension
theorem.

Let {B;}¥, be a finite collection of closed metric balls covering Y with centers in
S"and Yt <HC,, 1 (Y;S') + 6. Without any loss of generality we may assume
that each B; contains a point of Y.

Observe, that, as m —1 < 1, > r' > (32, 7;)™~L. Using this observation, it is
straightforward to prove by induction on the number of balls in /N in the covering
that there exists another covering {3; }é-\il, N’ < N with centers in S such that balls
B; are pairwise disjoint and, still, >" R/*"* < HC,,_;(Y;S") +4, where R; denotes the
radius of f3;. Indeed, if two balls B(px, rr), B(pi, ;) of the covering intersect, consider
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the ball with the radius r + r; centered at the point p on the straight line segment
[prpi] at the distance ry from po. It is obvious, that p € S and B(p, ry + 1) contains
both balls B(py, %), B(pi,7) . On the other hand (ry, + 7)™ ! < 7" ' +7"! so we
can replace both this balls by B(p,ry + r;). Now we can repeat this procedure until
all balls of the covering will become disjoint.

Now denote centers and radii of 3; as p; and R;. Choose a small positive ¢ such
that the slightly larger concentric closed balls B(pj, R; + o) still do not pairwise
intersect.

Consider a map from 0B(p;, R; + o) U (Y N ;) to B; that sends 0B(p;, R; + o)
to p; and is the identity map on (Y N ;). (Observe that our assumption about p
implies that Y N 3; =Y N B(p;, R; + 0).) Cone inequality Lemma implies that
this map can be continuously extended to the map B(p,, R; + 0) — ;. Denote
the restriction of this map to X N B(p;, R; + ¢) by F;. By construction F} sends
XNOB(pj, R;+ o) to the center p; of §;. Note that HC,,_; of the image of F; cannot
exceed HC,, 1(8;) < R"™'. Further, HC,,, 1(U;F;(X N B(R; + 0)) < Y3, R <
HC,,—1(Y)+6. Also, each point of U, F;(XNB(R;+0)) is (R;+ p)-close to one of the
points p;. As R; <> . R; < (3, R}”_l)ﬁ < (HC,,—1(Y) + 5)ﬁ, one can choose

1

a sufficiently small § such that Uﬁyz/lF’]-(X N B(R; + o)) is (HCZ}(Y) + ¢)-close to
the 0-dimensional complex {p1,...,pn}.

Connect p; € S’ to points py, p3, etc, by straight line segments so that we obtain
a finite contractible 1-complex W. The map U; X NdB(p;, R; + ) — U,p; can be
continuously extended to a map Fyryq @ X \ UM int(B(p;, R; + 0) — W. (Here
int(B) denotes the interior of B; recall that all our balls are closed.) Indeed, one
can choose a small p such that all closed balls B(p;, R; + 0+ p) are disjoint. We can
map the part of X outside of the union of these balls to p;. Each point z of X in the
annulus B(p;, R;+o0+p)\B(p;+R;+ ) will be mapped to pj—k%(pl —pj).)
Obviously, d-dimensional Hausdorff content of the image of Fin/y; is zero for any
d > 1, and, in particular, for d = m.

By construction, we can combine Fj, j = 1,..., N’ + 1 into one continuous map
F of X into S. For m € (1,2] we have

HCW (F(X)) = HCu(Fj (UL, B(p), B; + 0))),
since FN/+1(X\U§y:/1int(B(pj, R;+0))) C W has 0 m-dimensional Hausdorff content.
In particular, HC,,(F(X)) < (HCp_1(Y) + 8)m-1.

3.2. Inductive step. By induction we assume the conclusions of Proposition [3.2] to
be true for all dimensions less than or equal to m. We will now prove it for m + 1.
The following Proposition is the analogue of the Proposition from [W].
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Proposition 3.3. Let A(m) >m and Y' C S be a compact subset. For every ¢ > 0
there exists a finite set of disjoint balls {B; = B(pj,r;)} with centers in S" and a

constant o € (%, 1], such that the following inequalities hold:

1 .
(3.1) max7r; < (1+ E)QA(m) HC,, (Y, 8)m + ¢
J
(3.2) HC,,(Y'\ | JB;; ) < (1 - a™HC,(Y";9) + ¢
200 4m-Tma™m ! i1

IN

HC,,(Y'; )™ +¢

(33) ) rHC, 1(0B;NY"; )T

J

A(m)ﬁ

50m 47T o™

3.4 HC,,_1(0B; NY"; §")m-1 < — HC,, (Y, 8") 4 ¢
(3.4) Ej: 1(0B; ) eSS Y 5)
(3.5) S HCW (B MY S') < 200 A(m) HC,, (Y5 §) 50 + e

J

Proof. The main difficulty in the construction of the covering is that Hausdorff con-
tent is not additive for disjoint sets. This can be circumvented by considering a
modification of Hausdorff content of subsets of Y’ with respect to a fixed nearly op-
timal covering @ of Y’. We will find a collection of disjoint balls {B; = B(pj,r;)},
such that each B; contains a slightly smaller ball B(p;,r(p;)) with the property that
optimal coverings of B(p;,r(p;)) and B(p;,7(p;)), ¢ # j, by balls chosen from @), are
disjoint. This will imply approximate additivity of the modified Hausdorff content
for {B;}.

Fix a finite covering of Y’ by closed balls S, k = 1,..., N (for some N) of radius
7, and with centers in S, so that S 7" < HC,,(Y"; ") +¢, where ¢ can be chosen
arbitrarily small. Without any loss of generality we can assume that no ball 3
(even with a very small radius) is contained in the union of the other balls of the
collection. (This requirement can, obviously, be satisfied by inductively removing
such “unnecessary” balls from the collection.) We denote this collection of balls @,
and the center of B4 by gx. For each subset W of Y define m-dimensional Hausdorff
content HC,,,(W) with respect to @ as the infimum of ), _, 7" over all subsets
J c{1,...,N} such that W C J,c; Bk In other words, we calculate the Hausdorff
content with respect to only balls from the collection . Clearly, for each W we
have HC,,,(W) > HC,,(W;S’), so any upper bound for HC,, will be automatically
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an upper bound for HC,,. On the other hand, it immediately follows from definitions
that HC,,(Y") < HC,,(Y',5") + e.
Fix a point p € Y’ and consider quantity A,(r) = HOB(pY") (Recall that B(p,r)

rm

denotes a closed ball of radius r centred at p). Observe that the following properties
of A\,(r) directly follow from the definition:

(1) A,(r) is piecewise continuous;
) limy - Ap(x) = Ap(r) < limy 0t Ap(2);
) lim, 0 A ( ) = 00;
) limy o0 Ap(2) = 0;
(5) For each k € {1,..., N} we have A\, (7) = 1.

(2
(3
(4

The third equality holds since HC of any non-empty subset of Y’ is bounded from
below by the m-th power of the radius of the smallest ball. For each p we define
r(p) = sup{r|\,(r) > A(mm} Observe that there exists a sequence of radii 7,
A ) ; on the other hand, A\, (r) <

for every r > r(p). It follows from the properties of Ap(r) that

approaching r(p) from below with A,(r;) > A(T}L)m

1
3.6 A = —.
(3.6) r(0) = o
Property (5) of A implies that for each center g, we have r(qx) > 7(qx).
Also, for every 6 > 1 we have

1
(3.7) Ap(0r(p)) < Ap(r(p)) = Alm)m
Now we would like to define concentric balls B(p,7(p)) for somewhat larger radii
7(p) > r(p). For this purpose consider the annulus A = B(p, (1+2)*r(p))\ B(p, (1+
L)r(p)). Applying the coarea inequality (Lemma to ANY’ we see that there

m

exists T(p) € [(1+ =)r(p), (1 + L)?r(p)] such that

2m?

(m + 1)r(p)

(observe, that our coarea inequality applies to HC).

Observe that, as 7(qx) > 7(qx) > 7(qx), the collection of balls B(qk,7(qx)), k =
1,...,N, covers Y'. Therefore, one can use the Vitali covering construction to find
a finite set of disjoint balls B; = B(q;,,7(q;,)), j € {1,..., L} from the collection @,

so that Ule B(gi;,37(q;,)) covers all Y'. We set p; = ¢;; and r; = T(q;,). Define the

(38)  HC 1(0B(p,7(p)) NY") < HC (B(p, (14 () NY'),
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density constant o as

HC,,(Y")
We clalm that o € (15, 1], and the set of balls {B;}/_,, (L < N), satisfies inequalities

It Will be convenient to define n;(#) = ﬁém(B(pj, Or(p;)) NY’) and 0; = r(p ;€

1+ %, (1+ %)2] Since 1;(0) = 6™r(p;)"™ Ay, (0) we can write inequality (3.7) as
follows. For § > 1

0mr(p;)"

(3.9) n;i(0) < 0™n;(1) = “Am)ym

L)L
Note that o = (M) "

HC,,
Proof of inequality . Using the definition of r; = 7(p;) and (3.9) we have

= 6y7(ps) < (14 P AGmn ()% < (14 P AGm) BV + O(e).

Proof of inequality and the inequalities % < a < 1. The key obser-

vation to prove the rest of the inequalities is that we have additivity of ﬁém
for disjoint sets B(p;,r(p;)) NY' C B; NY'. [Indeed, let {f} denote the
covering of B(p;,r(p;)) N'Y' realizing its Hausdorff content with respect to @,

HC,.(B(p;, r(p;)) NY') = 3, rad(By,)™. By we have

rad(B) < ny(1)% = 2 < T

for each [. In particular, if ¢ # j, then none of balls 3, can appear as a ball

Pm, in a covering that realizes }/I\ém(B(pi,r(pi)) NY’). (Indeed, recall that the

concentric balls B(p;,7(p;)) and B(p;,7(p;)) are disjoint, and 7(p;) > r(p;) + %,

7(pj) > r(p;) + %) On the other hand, every ball in @ is necessary for ) to be a

covering of Y. Therefore, the mth powers of the radii of all balls (5, appear in the

expression for HC,,(Y"). Hence, S ;1) < I/{\ém(Y’ ), or, equivalently, o < 1.
Also, By, does not intersect Y’ \ B(p;, ;). It follows that

(3.10) 1C,, (Y/\ | B;) < HC,, an (1—a™HC,,(Y"),
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which immediately implies (3.2)). On the other hand, since Y’ C |J B(¢;, 37(¢;)) and
utilizing (3.9) as well as the inequalities 7(p;) < r(p;)(1 + =) for all j, we have

N n;(3(1+ )% 1 o
"HC,,(Y') = (1) > m-— > HC,,(Y").
« ( ) ;m( ) — ; 3m(1_‘_%)2m - 3m(1_{_%)2m ( )
Hence, a > @ > = (as m > 1). We conclude that
(3.11) L o<1
' 2 ==

Proof of inequality (3.3). From inequalities (3.8) and (3.9) we obtain

2m?

mﬁj<(1 + %)2)
2m? ' 1

(m+ 1)r(p)) m m

- 2(m+1)(1

HC,,_1(0B; NY’) <

(3.12)

_.I_
|

o
3
&

3

L

2e*m m1
< — 7. ]_ m
- A(m)nj( )

We use (3.12), (3.9) and the definition of « to bound from above the the left hand
side of (3.3)).
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(3.13)
j J

J

J(L+ )™
A(m)

_m__

) 107 (ps)m; (1)

< DO ey Ly gy 3 1)

- A(m) m -
200 47-1m mi1
< ———(_m) "
A(m) m—1 ]
200 4ﬁmam+1ﬁ6 vy
A(m)ﬁ "
200 47T ma -
HC,(Y';8) % +O(e).
A(m)m=1

Estimate (2(m + 1)(1 + %)2’”*2)":21 (1+ L)% < 200m 471 in the third line can be
verified by an elementary but tedious calculation using the inequality m > 1. This
finishes the proof of ({3.3]).

Proof of inequalities and . Using and the definition of a we obtain:

S, (08; 0y < (U s )

J

A=t o™
0m Am O e (v 8 + O(e).
A(m)m—T

Using (3.9)), the definition of «, and the inequality §; < (1 + 1)2, we get

Z rHC (B, NY) = Z 07 (ps)n(0;)

< Zr(pj)QTHUjU)

m—+1

= Do Afmn ()

< 20A(m)a™  HC,, (Y'; §') 5 + O(e).
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FIGURE 2.

Let I;(m) = (100m)™, A(m) = [100m4m#—11'1(771)]7%1 < (100m)™, Iy(m) =
10m12m™A(m) < (1500m)™.

To finish the proof of Proposition [3.2| we will need the following definition:

Given an open set H C X and an extension F': X — U of f, we will say that
(H,F) is an (a, €)-improvement pair for XY, f if the following conditions hold (H
below denotes the closure of H):

m—+1

(1) HCpy i (F(X N H); S") < 2L(m)a™  HC,, (f(Y); S) " +¢;

1
(2) HC(F(XNOH)UF(Y \ H); 8') < (1 — 25 HC,,(f(Y); S') +¢;
(3) F(H) C Ng(Y) for R < 3A(m)HCp (f(Y); ) + €.
Lemma 3.4. Assume the same set up as in Proposition[3.4. For every ¢ > 0 there

exists o € [35,1] and an («, €)-improvement pair (H, F) for X,Y, f.

Proof. As in the subsection we can assume, without any loss of generality, that
Y € X C S and Y is compact. Apply Proposition to Y = Y to obtain a
set of disjoint closed balls {B;} with centers in S’, and then determine the density
constant a. We take H = U;int(B;), where int(B;) denotes the open ball with the
same center and radius as B;.

Now, first, we define F' on ;XN 0B;. This is accomplished by applying (using
our inductive assumption) Propositionone dimension lower with X, Y; = Y NdB;
playing the role of Y, and B; playing the role of ball U. We obtain amap 7; : X — B;
satisfying

(3.14) HC,,,(15(X); S") < I(m) HC,p,_1(0B; NY; 8"y w1

Now we would like to restrict 7; to S; = X NJB;, and use these mappings to define
FonJ; XN B;. Let Z; = (Y N B;) UT;(S;). We apply Lemma 2.1]to define a cone
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over Z; map F; : X N B; — Bj, such that F; = 7; on §; and Fj is the identity on
YNB;,. ThlS map satlsﬁes the inequality HCm+1( (XﬂB ) S") < emr; HC,,(Z;; 5").

Usmg and (| . . from Proposition We estimate
(3.15)
Z HC,, 1 (F;(X N B)); ') < Z emr;(HC,,,(15(S;); 8") + HC, (Y N Bj; S")) + ¢

< Zemr] Ii(m)HC,, 1(0B; NY; 8" a1 + HC,,(Y N Bj; ') + ¢

200e 4m-1m?2I, (m)

< ( T + 20emA(m)) o HC,, (Y; S 4e
A(m)m-1

< (100m)™ o™ HC,, (Y3 8) 5 + ¢

o m m+1 m+1 ! m

_(—m+1) L(m+1)a™ 1 HC,, (Y;8") F te.

We estimate the Hausdorff content of i = (U, 7 ( )) (Y \U, B)). Combining
inequalities (3.14)) and . . from Proposition [3.3| we get

(3.16)
Y\UBJ,S’ +§:HC 75(5,);:8') < ((1—am)+50m2?_1;‘m11<m))ﬂcm(y;s')+e
m m—1
<(1- 0‘7) HC,,(Y:S') + ¢
1
< (1-— .S .
< (1= 55 HCu (Y5 8) +<

by our choice of A(m). (Recall that o > +.) We also have that by (3.1]) for all j the
image of Fj(X;) is contained in Ng(P) for R < max;r; < 3A(m)HC,,(Y;S")m +
E. U

Remark. To prove Theorem we will need the following consequence of the above
construction. Given a compact Y C U C S, let Y = (Y'\ U; Bj) U (U;(Y N By)),
where B; and 7; were defined in the proof of the previous lemma. Now we can define
a continuous map 6 : Y — Y defined as (the restriction of) 7; on Y N B; for each j,
and the identity map outside of (J; B For each point y € Y dist(y,0(y)) does not
exceed max;r; < 3A(m)HC,,(Y; S')m 4 e. Also, using the fact that 7;(Y N By) is

contained in 7;(X), inequality -, and, ﬁnally, the same argument as in mequahty

(3.16), we see that HC,,,(Y;S') < (1 — 5=-=)HC,,,(Y;S") + . We can record our
observation as the following lemma:

2*127"
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Lemma 3.5. Given a Banach space S, its finite-dimensional subset S’, a closed ball
U in S, a compact subset Y of U, and an arbitrarily small positive €, there exists a
compact Y C S and a continuous map 0 : Y — Y such that

(1) HC,,(Y;8") < (1 — 55 HC, (Y3 S") + €5 and
(2) For each y € Y |ly — 0(y)| < 3A(m)HC,(Y:S")w + e, where A(m) <
(100m)™

We continue our proof of Proposition [3.2l We now define the desired extension F
by repeatedly applying Lemma [3.4]

Fix e > 0. Weset Xy = X, fi = fand Y7 = Y. Inductively, let (Hy, Fy) be
an (ag, £x)-improvement pair deﬁned in Lemma E 4l for Xy, Yi, fr, where oy € [15, 1]
and e is a sequence of positive numbers rapidly converging to 0, so that >~ e
can be made arbitrarily small in comparison with €. More speciﬁcally, we can choose
g = m. (Note, that the notation Fy has a new meaning now that differs
from its meaning in the proof of Lemma )

We let Xy = Xi \ Hg, Yer1 = OHp U (Yy \ Hy) and fi, be the restriction of Fj
to Y. For a large K > 1 and for each £ < K we define map F : Uszl H, — S
by setting F'(z) = Fj(x). Note that this map is well-defined and continuous on
U,ﬁil Hy. Indeed, if v € Hy, N Hy, for k1 < ko, then x € 0H), for all k; < k < ky and
Fy,(z) = Fy,(z). We also have that F(z) = f(x) for all z € Y N Hg.

By property 1) of (a, ex)-improvement pairs we have that for an arbitrarily large
K, the following inequality holds:

(3.17)
K K
HCp1 (F( Hi); ') <) HCpir (Fi(Hy); S)
k=1 k=1
m K
m+1 m-+1 L
< ()" h(m et a kZ(HC m(Yi; S') T + g)
M \m+1 o S (’“ L Ny 4
m O'/m—i-l

)m+1

m+1 1—(1—-27)

=

B

+1
k

< Li(m+1)HC,,(Y;5) +

l\Dlm 3

Li(m+ 1) HC,(Y;8) % + 3 ey

R
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(The last inequality can be easily derived once one notices that the generalized
binomial theorem implies that the denominator 1 — (1 — %)#ﬂ > -moot)

To estimate the filling radius observe that F(Uf:1 Hy) C Ng(Y), for R satisfying

K K
R<Y R <3A(m) Yy (HCu(Yii )7 +2)
k=1 k=1

3.18 > 1 -1 !
B ) Y- ) HO, ) e
k=1

< 10m12™A(m) HC(Y; 8w + & < L(m) HC, (Y §') + .

Last inequality follows by our choice of I(m).
Now we are going to digress and observe that we have obtained the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.6. Let Y be a compact subset of a closed ball in Banach space S, S’ a
finite-dimensional subspace of S. There exists a sequence of compact subsets Y,
i=1,2,... withYD =Y and maps 0, : YO — YD for all i so that for all k
(1) HC,,(Y®); 8") < (1 — 2*112,”)’“’1 HC,,(Y;S') +¢;

(2) Let ©y denote Oy o 01 o ...0;. For each y € Y dist(y,O(y)) <
I(m)HC,,(Y;5") + ¢.

Proof. We repeatedly apply Lemma .5l Inductively 6; is the map € from the remark
forY = Y® and Y@+ =Y. The property (1) immediately follows from the remark.

Property (2) is proven exactly as ((3.18]). O

3.3. The case of HC,,(Yk11) < 9. Let X' = X'\ U,ﬁil Hy. To finish the proof
we need to define an extension F' : X' — S of map fxi1 : Y1 — S with
HC,,(Yk41) < €0, where we can make €y arbitrarily small (in particular, much smaller
than ) by picking K sufficiently large.

By Kadec-Snobar estimate [Wo, Theorem II1.B.10] there exists a projection map
Ilg : S — ', such that [|TI(v)|| < V/N||v||, where N is the dimension of S’. Let
Iy : 8" — U NS’ denote the radial retraction onto the ball U N.S’. We define map
IT = Iy ollg. We have that the Lipschitz constant of T satisfies Lip(I1) < const(N).
Let {B(pi,r:)}, pi € S, be a finite collection of open balls covering Yy with
Yor" < 2gp. Let V be an open set with |J, B(p;,75) € V. C U, B(p;,2r;) and
define a map @ : |J B(p;, 2r;) — S setting ®(x) = (1 — ¢(x))z + ¢(x)II(z), where
¢ : S —[0,1] is a continuous function, such that ¢(z) = 0 for x € |J B(p;, ;) and
¢(x) =1 for z € OV.
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Observe that we have HC,,,(®(Fx(X) NV)) < const(N)gg. Also, ®(Fx(X)NV)
is const(N)R'-close to V, and, therefore, to Yy, where R’ = const(]\imaxi r; <

const(N)ey ' . Finally, we apply Federer-Fleming deformation Lemma [2.4/ to define
map F that extends ® o Fi restricted to Fi'(0V N X) to a map on X \ F'(V).
By choosing £ (V) sufficiently small we can guarantee that HC,, 1 (F(X \V)) < &/2
and F(X \ V) \ Ng(Yk) is contained in an ([m| — 1)-dimensional CW complex W
for R < ¢/2.

This finishes the proof of Proposition and, therefore, Theorem (3.1

Similarly, we can project Yx .1 to finite-dimensional S’ using Ilss and then use
Lemma 2.5 and the remark after it to map Yy 1 to a subset of the (m—1)-dimensional
skeleton of the cubic complex @ in S’. Note thz}t IIg maps each point y € YE+!

to v/ Nrs-close point in S, where r; < const(m)ej is the radius of the ball B(z;,r;)
that contains y. Composing the resulting map to the (m — 1)-simplicial complex
with ©k from Lemma 3.6 we obtain a continuous map of Y to a (m — 1)-dimensional
simplicial complex such that the distance between each point y and its image does
not exceed Const(m) HCy, (Y ).

To prove Theorem change the notation X to Y and observe that one can
assume that Y is a subset of Banach space L*(Y'), where the inclusion sends each
point y € Y to the distance function d,(z) on Y defined as d,(z) = dist(z,y)
(compare [G1]). Now the assertion at the end of the previous paragraph immediately
yields Theorem [I.5]

Observe that our proof of Theorem [1.5] was almost a “subset” of the proof of
Theorem [I.1] This is not surprising. Indeed, the general theory of absolute extensors
for metric spaces implies that absolute extensors are precisely absolute retracts, i.e.
contractible ANR. In fact, if we are interested only in extensions of maps from
some fixed metric space Y, the requirement of contractibility can be replaced by
the weaker condition that the image of Y is contractible in the considered space.
Correspondingly, our strategy of proving Theorem [3.1] was to embed Y in an open set
in const(m) HC,,(Y)m-neighbourhood of Y, so that we have the desired upper bound
for HC,,,.1 of this set. Moreover, this set is contractible to a bounded subcomplex
of (m — 1)-skeleton of a subdivision of n-dimensional linear space into cubes. (At
this stage we already have Theorem [1.5]) Adding the cone over this subset (or
embedding it into the m-skeleton of the same cubic complex as in Lemma 2.4) we
obtain an absolute extensor (or an absolute extensor for Y). We constructed explicit
mappings from arbitrary X to the constructed space, but could have just used the
relevant results from Borsuk’s theory of retracts.

3.4. Proof of Proposition 1.3. Now we are going to prove Proposition 1.3. First,
we are going to establish the isoperimetric inequality stated in the proposition.
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The proof is almost identical to that of Loomis-Whitney inequality [LW]. Con-
sider a covering of 92 by cubes (nearly) realizing the Hausdorff content. We can
approximate this covering arbitrarily well using cubes {C;} in a sufficiently fine
lattice, with cubes of side length 2r, where r can be arbitrarily small. (Here we
are using the assumption that n is the dimension of the cubes. For a cube with
side length R, R" is its volume, and, therefore, R™ will be only somewhat smaller
than the sum of volumes of smaller cubes, providing that the union of smaller
cubes includes the original cube, and is only “slightly” larger than the ambient
cube.) Let m; denote the projection onto the jth coordinate (n — 1)-plane and let
U; = mj(JCi). Note that @ c (m; '(U;). Let N denote the number of r-cubes

in ﬂﬂj_l(Uj), and N; be the number of r-cubes in U;. By choosing the size 2r
of the grid sufficiently small, we may assume that, for an arbitrarily small £ > 0,
HC,,_1(09) > HC,,_1(7;(9Q)) > N;r"~! — . By Theorem 2 in [LW]

N""1 < NiNy...N,,.
We conclude that HC,,(Q) < Nr"™ < (H;.L:1 ]\fjr”(”_l))ﬁ < (HC,1(09) +e)a-T.

Now it remains to check what is going on in the case of coordinate cubes. If Q2
is a coordinate cube with side length R, then HC,,(©2) = (£)" (Lemma 1.11). Also,
HC,,_1(09) is not less than HC,,_; of any of its (n — 1)-dimensional faces, that are
(n — 1)-dimensional coordinate cubes with side length R. Therefore, HC,,_1(02) >

R

(5)”*1. On the other hand, the closure of €2, including 0€2, can be covered by just one

closed metric ball (i.e. the coordinate cube) of radius £. Hence, HC,_1(0Q)71 =
(8)» = HC,(Q).

4. THE PROOF OF SYSTOLIC INEQUALITIES.

Here we prove the systolic inequalities stated in subsection 1.3. We will be using
the upper bounds for UW,,_; provided by Theorems [L.5] [L.6]

The proof is modelled on the argument from [Gr] used there to deduce the in-
equality sysi(M™) < ¢(n)vol= (M™). First, observe that according to [Gr], Appendix
1, Proposition (D) on p. 128, the Kuratowski embedding f : X — L>(X) is at the
distance $UW,,_;(X) from some (m — 1)-degenerate map g : X — L*°(X), that is,
a map g which is a composition of a map g; of X into a (m — 1)-dimensional polyhe-
dron K, and a map go of K into L>°(X). Let W denote the mapping cylinder of g¢;:
the quotient space of the cylinder X x [0, 1] by the quotient map ¢; : X x {1} — K.
Define F': W — L*(X) as f on the “bottom” X x {0} of W, g (or, equivalently,
g2) on the “top”, and as straight line segments connecting f(z) and g(z) in L*>(X)
on all “vertical” segments of W “above” x € X x {0}.

Exactly as in the proof of Lemma 1.2.B from [Gi] one can prove that if sys;(X) >
3UW,,—1(X), then the classifying map @ : X — K(m(X), 1) can be extended to



34 LIOKUMOVICH, LISHAK, NABUTOVSKY, ROTMAN

W by first mapping it as above to L*°(X) and then extending the classifying map
defined on X x {0} € W C L*°(X). As in the proof of Lemma 1.2.B from [Gr] one
considers a very fine triangulation of W and performs the extension to O-dimensional,
then 1-dimensional, then 2-dimensional skeleta of the chosen triangulation of W. All
new vertices of the triangulation are being mapped first to the nearest points of f(X),
and then to K (m;(X), 1) via the classifying map Q. All 1-dimensional simplices are
first mapped to minimal geodesics between the images of their endpoints in f(X),
and then to K (m(X),1) using Q. Observe that the triangle inequality implies that
their images in f(X) have length < UW,,_1(X) + ¢, where € can be made arbitrarily
small by choosing a sufficiently fine initial triangulation of W. We observe that an
easy compactness argument implies that there exists a positive d such that each
closed curve of length < 3UW,,,_1(X) + 9§ is still contractible. We choose ¢ above
as g. Now the boundary of each new 2-simplex in W has been already mapped to
a closed curve of length < 3(UW,,_1(X) + ¢) in X that is contractible in X. So,
we can map the corresponding 2-simplex in W by, first, contracting the image of
its boundary in f(X) to a point, and then mapping the resulting 2-disc in f(X) to
K (m(X),1) using the classifying map Q.

Finally, one argues that the extension to the skeleta of all higher dimensions is
always possible as K (m;(X), 1) is aspherical, as the corresponding obstructions live in
homology groups of the pair (W, f(X)) with coefficients in trivial (higher) homotopy
groups of the target space K (m(X),1).

[t remains to notice that this extension is impossible as the inclusion X x {0} —
W is homotopic to g = g1 o g2, and, therefore, induces trivial homomorphisms of all
homology groups in dimensions > m. Therefore, the existence of such an inclusion
would contradict the assumption that X is m-essential.
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