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MINKOWSKI CONTENT OF SEPARATING SETS

EMANUELE CAPUTO AND NICOLA CAVALLUCCI

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to continue the study of the relation between the
Poincaré inequality and the lower bounds of Minkowski content of separating sets, initiated in
our previous work [4]. A new shorter proof is provided. An intermediate tool is the study of
the lower bound of another geometric quantity, called separating ratio. The main novelty is
the description of the relation between the infima of the separating ratio and the Minkowski
content of separating sets. We prove a quantitative comparison between the two infima in
the local quasigeodesic case and equality in the local geodesic one. No Poincaré assumption
is needed to prove it. The main tool employed in the proof is a new function, called the
position function, which allows in a certain sense to fibrate a set in boundaries of separating
sets. We also extend the proof to measure graphs, where due to the combinatorial nature
of the problem, the approach is more intuitive. In the appendix, we revise some classical
characterizations of the p-Poincaré inequality, by proving along the way equivalence with a
notion of p-pencil that extends naturally the definition for p = 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Doubling metric measure spaces satisfying a p-Poincaré inequality for some p > 1 are natural
objects to study problems in geometric measure theory and potential theory on metric measure
spaces. This was particularly clear after the theory developed in [6] and [14]. As such, this
class has widely spread and is by now very common in works on analysis in metric spaces.
Although the Poincaré inequality has an analytical formulation, it has been realised that it
is in fact a profoundly geometric condition. Under the standing doubling assumption, it can
be characterized in purely geometric terms (see [17], [18], [12], [9], [7], [4]). In this paper
we continue the study of the geometric condition formulated by the authors in [4] in terms
of energy associated to separating sets, for the case p = 1. In particular, among the several
energies studied in [4], we focus on the Minkowski content with respect to the measure weighted
with the Riesz potential. To be precise we recall the definition of separating sets and of Riesz
potential.

Definition 1.1. Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space and let z,y € X. A closed set (2 is
a separating set from x to y if there exists r > 0 such that B,.(z) C int(2) and B,(y) C Q°.
The class of all separating sets from x to y is denoted by SSiop(z,y).

Definition 1.2. Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space. Given z,y € X and L > 1, the
L-truncated Riesz potential with poles at x,y is

Lyt (s d(z, 2) d(y, 2)
Rgc,y( ) : XBac,y( ) <m(Bd(m7z)(l’)) m(Bd(y,z)(y))) ’

where Bgﬁy = Bord(a,y) (%) U Bard(z,y) (y). Its associated measure is mﬁvy = R:ﬁym.

Given a couple of points x,y € X, we formulate the following condition.

(BMC),, Je>0,L>1 such that (m£7y)+(§2) > ¢ for every Q € SSip(2,y),

where (m[ )*(€) denotes the Minkowski content of the set Q with respect to the measure

ml . see Section 2.4 for the details. The notation (BMC), , stands for ‘big Minkowski content

z,y)
of separating sets at x,y’. We recall that, according to [4, Theorem 1.2|, a doubling metric

measure space has a 1-Poincaré inequality if and only if (BMC) , holds for every z,y € X

z,

with uniform constants. This statement is a quantification of the well-known heuristic intuition
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that the validity of the Poincaré inequality is obstructed by the presence of bottlenecks in the
metric space. The Minkowski content computed via the reference measure weighted with the
Riesz potential is the correct energy to measure the size of boundaries of separating sets.

Typically, all the other geometric characterizations of the Poincaré inequality in literature are
expressed in terms of properties of curves connecting two points. One of the goals of this paper
is to investigate thoroughly the relation between these classical approaches and the (BMC), ,
property. With this in mind we consider a definition similar to the one used in [11] (originated
from previous contributions in [2] and [10]) for which we need an auxiliary quantity. We define
the width of a set A C X with respect to the points x,y € X as

width, ,(A) = ilrlf l(yNA),
V€L 2y

where I, ,, is the set of rectifiable paths connecting x to y. The quantity width, ,(A) measures
the width of the set A in the following sense: we consider all the curves (with finite length)
connecting x to y and we look at the one whose length inside A is minimal.

Definition 1.3. Let C' > 0 and L > 1. We say that (X,d,m) is (C, L) 1-set-connected at
x,y € X if

(1) width,,,(A) < Cml (A) for all A C X Borel.

This definition is inspired by [11|, however there are two main differences. In [11] the
definition that the authors use can be rephrased as

(2) Width;\,y(A) < Cd(z,y) (MLa@yxa(z) + Migeyxaly)) for all A C X Borel,

where M,(f)(x) is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of a function f > 0 computed at
the point z up to scale p > 0 (see [14]) and where in the definition of Width;\,y(A) one only
considers A-quasigeodesics connecting z and y, see Section 3 for details. The first difference is
in the class of curves used for defining the width. Notice that in [11], the finiteness of A in (2)
is crucial to prove that this condition for every couple of points and with uniform constants
implies a p-Poincaré inequality for all p > 1 (see [11, Theorem 2.19 & Lemma 2.20]). The
second difference is in the right hand sides. They reflect the two equivalent classical pointwise
estimates of Heinonen (see [15, Sec. 9])

e [u(z) —u(y)| < C [lipudm}, for all u € Lip(X) and for every z,y € X,
o Ju(e) = u(y)] < Cd(a.y) My (lipu) (2) + Mragey (lipu)(y)) for all u € Lip(X) and
for every x,y € X,

whose validity characterizes the 1-Poincaré inequality in doubling setting. We recall that
lip u(z) denotes the local Lipschitz constant of the function u at = € X.

The first result of this paper shows that the pointwise estimates a la Heinonen for a fixed
couple of points z,y € X, the (BMC),, condition and Definition 1.3 are all equivalent, if X
satisfies mild connectedness assumptions.
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Theorem 1.4. Let (X,d,m) be a doubling metric measure space which is path connected
and locally A-quasiconvex. Let x,y € X. Then the following conditions are quantitatively
equivalent:

(i) there exist C >0, L > 1 such that
lu(z) —u(y)| < C/lipu dmg,y for all u € Lip(X);
(ii) there exist C >0, L > 1 such that
lu(z) —u(y)| < C’/gdmiy for all u Borel and all g € UG(u);

(iii) the space (X,d,m) is (C, L) 1-set-connected at x,y;
(iv) there exist C, L such that (1) is satisfied by every closed subset A C X;
(v) the space (X,d, m) satisfies (BMC),,.

Some remarks are in order. First of all, the equivalence between items (i) and (v) in the
statement above is true even dropping the assumption that the metric space is complete (this
will be proved in our forthcoming work [5]). Secondly, in Theorem 1.4 we just work with two
fixed x,y at the price of assuming local connectivity properties of the metric space. By looking
at the previous statement for every couple of points, we achieve the next result, which is new
and improves the mentioned result of [11].

Corollary 1.5. Let (X,d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. Then it satisfies a 1-
Poincaré inequality if and only if there exist C' > 0 and L > 1 such that

width, ,(A) < Cml (A)
for every x,y € X and every A C X Borel.

Indeed using the same language we introduced above, we can rephrase the results in [11]
for general p > 1 in terms of our definitions. Their results read as follows: if X satisfies a
p-Poincaré inequality, then X is (C, L, A) p-set-connected. Conversely, if X is (C, L, A) p-set-
connected, then it satisfies a g-Poincaré inequality for every ¢ > p. We refer to Section 3 for
the definition of (C, L, A) p-set-connectedness and the proof of this statement. Corollary 1.5
states the full equivalence between the two conditions (even with infinite A) in case p = 1.

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is relatively elementary, as it uses classical tools in analysis on
metric spaces and the coarea inequality for the Minkowski content. We just want to sketch the
proof of (iii) implies (v). Given a set €2, we apply (iii) to the sets B,.(2) \ Q for r sufficiently
small getting

width,,(B-(Q) \ Q) < Cmy, (B,(2) \ Q).

It is straightforward to check that width, ,(B,(€) \ Q) > 1 if Q € SSiop(x,y). The conclusion
follows by dividing by width, ,(B,(£2) \ ©) and taking the limit as r — 0.
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As suggested by the idea above, to compare the 1-set-connectedness and the Minkowski
content computed with respect to miy it is natural to introduce the following notion, which
has the same dimensionality of the Minkowski content. The separating ratio between x and y
ofaset AC X is

mz,(A)

My
SRay(A) = width, ,(A)

With this notation the proof of (iv) implies (v) in Theorem 1.4 gives
inf  SR,,(A) < inf (mZ)"(Q)

ACX closed Q€ESStop(z,y) .Y
and Theorem 1.4 says that a positive lower bound for one of the two infima is equivalent
to a positive lower bound for the other one. However, inspired by the proof given above,
it seems possible to approach directly the equivalence between (iv) and (v). Indeed we can
quantitatively relate, with explicit constants, the infima of the two functionals. This is the
content of the next result.

Theorem 1.6. Let (X,d, m) be a doubling, path-connected, locally A-quasiconvexr metric mea-
sure space and let x,y € X. Then
(3) AT inf (mE))T(Q) < inf SR, (4) < inf  (ml )T(Q).

QESStop(z,y) Y ~ ACXclosed T Q€SStop(T,Yy) Y
In particular, if (X,d) is path connected and locally geodesic we have

. _ . L \+
el SBey(A) = dnf - (mg,)T ().

Let us remark that (3) follows by the application of Theorem 1.4 as well, with a non explicit
control of the constant in the first inequality. Moreover, the second statement in Theorem
1.6 does not follow from Theorem 1.4. Besides the discussion about the constants, we believe
that the importance of the statement relies on its proof, which is more geometrical rather
than analytical, does not use neither the results nor the methods of Theorem 1.4 and allows
a better understanding of the separating ratio and the Minkowski content. We discuss it in
detail in the next subsection.

1.1. The position function and the proof of Theorem 1.6. We start the discussion on
the proof of Theorem 1.6 with a toy example. We warn the reader that the sketch of the
proof in this example is informal and a bit imprecise. Let us consider the two dimensional
Euclidean space and a couple of points, say = and y. Let us compute the infimum of the
separating ratio between x and y. The choice of the dumbbell-shaped domain D as in Figure
1 as a competitor is not convenient for the minimization of the separating ratio. Indeed, we
can reduce the volume of the set (with respect to mg,y) by keeping unaltered its width. This
procedure leads to the rectangle R in Figure 1. The next step is to chop R in N slimmer
rectangles R; of width equal to the N-th fraction of the width of R. We then select one of
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such slimmer rectangles, say R;, with the property that its separating ratio is less than or
equal the separating ratio of R. This is a consequence of the following formula:

N

1

~ > SRy, (Ri) = SRy (R).
i=1

This formula is trivial in such a case and can be regarded as a discrete version of coarea formula.
By iterating this procedure we find slimmer and slimmer rectangles whose separating ratio is
smaller and smaller such that they converge to a line L. The half-plane with boundary L and
containing x is a topological separating set between x and y and its Minkowski content can
be estimated from above by the separating ratio of the converging rectangles.

Ry = — R3
D R Ry = B - Ry

FIGURE 1. The picture gives an informal explanation of the proof of the Theo-
rem in the the toy example of the two dimensional Euclidean case for a specific
choice of z,y and D in the definition of separating ratio.

The same ideas can be formalized in the general setting. The main ingredient is a specific
function we defined for such a purpose, called the position function.
For A C X and v € I'; , we define

08, 4(2):= inf 4(yNA,s), and 0s4(2) ;= inf pos, 4(2),
pos, a(2) = _inf ¢(y114,5) pos(2) i= inf pos, 4(2)
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where ((y N A,s) == [ xa(t)|7(t)] dt is the length spent by ~ inside A up to time s. See
Section 5 for a precise discussion. The steps sketched in the example above can be formally
formulated as follows.

e Reduction to rectangles. Let A C X be such that width, ,(A) > 0. Then A" :=
AN{0 < posy(z) < width, ,(A)} satisfies SR, ,(A") < SR, ,(A). A proof of this fact
can be obtained with the same methods of Proposition 5.3.

e Reduction to the Minkowski content. Let A C X be such that width, ,(A) > 0.
Then there exists t € (0, width, ,(A)) such that Q := {pos, < t} is a topological
separating set from x to y and m*(Q2) < ASR, ,(A). This is the way we prove Theorem
1.6.

We remark that 02 C {pos, = t} plays the role of the line L in the toy example. These

and other procedures will be investigated in detail in Section 5.
The key observation of the position function is that it allows to fibrate a separating set into
separating sets by looking at its level sets. Note indeed that this is the most delicate point:
considering again the toy example of the Euclidean space, it is easy to find an example of a
couple of points and separating set for which for many choice of Lipschitz functions their level
sets are not in general separating sets.

Since we believe that the argument in Section 5 is technical, in order to isolate the main
ideas behind the proof, we propose a similar argument in the case of measure graphs. This
is the content of Section 6. Since the objects are discrete and the argument is more combi-
natorial, we explain more in detail how the continuous argument reduces in this case. To be
more precise, we define the discretized version of separating sets, size, separating ratio and
Minkowski content. Finally, we provide an explicit procedure, that takes in input a discretized
separating set and gives as output another discretized separating set with no larger separating
ratio but with smallest possible discretized width. For such sets the computation of the dis-
cretized separating ratio coincides with the computation of the discretized Minkowski content.
This provides the exact equality of the minima of the two discretized functionals, see Theorem
6.5.

An open question is if the equality of infima on measure graphs in Theorem 6.5 could be
used to prove equality of the infima in the continuous setting. Every metric space can be
approximated by a suitable locally finite graph by looking at a d-net for § < 1 and associating
to this set of points a structure of measure graph (see for instance the construction in [13] and
Remark 6.4). It would be interesting to understand the convergence of the discrete separating
ratio and Minkowski content of the approximations to their continuous versions, but this is
yet to be understood.

1.2. Structure of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall
definitions and properties we will need in the presentation. We recall preliminaries about
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curves, doubling measures, Poincaré inequality and Minkowski content. In Section 3 we in-
troduce the concept of p-set-connectedness and p-set-pencil and we prove some relations with
the p-Poincaré inequality. We also show the complete equivalence for p = 1 using Theorem
1.4. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5 following the scheme described
in the introduction. In Section 5 we study the relation between the separating ratio and the
Minkowski content of separating sets. The position function is introduced, its properties are
studied and Theorem 1.6 is proved. In Section 6 we introduce the discretized version of sep-
arating ratio, Minkowski content and position function and study the equivalent version of
Theorem 1.6 in the setting of measure graphs. This section is self-contained and contains all
the needed definitions for the discrete case. Finally, Appendix A contains a revised version of
already known characterizations of Poincaré inequality via a curvewise approach, but formu-
lated for a fixed couple of points. We also prove that all these conditions can be formulated
equivalently either in terms of quasigeodesics with fixed bounded length or rectifiable curves.

1.3. Acknowledgments. The first author was supported by Academy of Finland, grants
no. 321896. He currently acknowledges the support by the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme (Grant agreement No. 948021). The first named author
wishes to thank David Bate for fruitful discussions. We thank Tommaso Rossi and Pietro
Wald for their comments on a preliminary version of the manuscript.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper a metric measure space (X,d, m) is a complete and separable metric space

(X,d) equipped with a nonnegative Borel measure m that is finite on bounded sets. Given
ACXandr>0weset B.(A) :={z: d(z,A) <r}and B,(A4) := {x : d(x, A) <}, they are
respectively the open and closed r-neighbourhood of A. For instance the open ball of center
x € X and radius r is B,(x). We denote by Z(X) the class of Borel subsets of X.
We denote by Lip(X) the space of Lipschitz functions on X with values in R. A function
u: X — R is locally Lipschitz if for every x € X there exist r, > 0 and A, > 0 such that
U g, () is A,-Lipschitz. The set of maps that are locally Lipschitz is denoted by Lip,,.(X).
Every locally Lipschitz map is Lipschitz on a compact set.

Lemma 2.1 ([3, Theorem 4.2|). Let (X,d) be a metric space, K C X be compact and u €
Lipyoo(X). Then u|, is Lipschitz.

The local Lipschitz constant lipu: X — R of a function u: X — R is

. — |u(y) —u(z)| lu(y) — u(x)|
1 — T (W) —ul@)] uly) = vl
pule) =l ), i)

with the convention that lipu(z) = 0 if  is an isolated point.
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2.1. Curves in metric spaces. Let C([0, 1], X) be the space of continuous curves ~: [0, 1] —
X endowed with the sup distance doo, i.e. deo(7,7') = sup,eoqd(v(t),7'(t)) for 7,7 €
C([0,1],X). Since (X,d) is complete and separable, so (C([0,1],X),ds) is. The length of
a curve is defined as

—sup{Zd H—l)) {t}zl [ ]NGN,O:tQ<t1<"'<tN:1}.

A curve v € C([0, 1], X) is said to be rectifiable if {(y) < co. Every rectifiable curve admits a
Lipschitz reparametrization, i.e. there exists an increasing map ¢: [0, 1] — [0, 1] with ¢(0) =
and ¢(1) = 1 such that 4 := =y o ¢ is £(7)-Lipschitz.

Given z,y € X and A > 1 we define the set of A-quasigeodesics from = to y as

I, :={y€C([0,1],X) : 4(0) = 2,7(1) = y,7 is Ad(x,y)-Lipschitz}.

Observe that, by definition, every v € 'y satisfies £(y) < Ad(z,y). Moreover every curve
v satisfying /() < Ad(z,y) admits a reparametrization belonging to FA . The set FA
compact if X 1s a proper metric space, as follows by Ascoli-Arzela Theorem We also deﬁne
Loy = Upsi xvy Notice that every rectifiable curve from x to y admits a reparametrization
belonging to I'; .
The concatenation of two curves 7,17 € C([0,1],X) with n(0) = (1) is the curve y*n €
C([0,1],X) defined as (yxn)(t) =~(2t) if 0 < ¢t < 5 and (y*n)(t) =n(2t —1)if § <t < 1.
The concatenation of two Lipschitz curves is still Lipschitz. In particular if x # y # z # x are
points of X then yxn € I',, , for every v € I';, , and every n € I, ,. Given a curve v € C(]0, 1], X)
we define its reverse as —y € C([0,1],X), where (—)(t) = y(1 —t). If v € C([0,1],X) and
0 < s1 < s <1 then the restriction of v to [sq, s5] is the curve Misr.oo] € C(]0,1], X) defined
by 7|[sl,32]( ) =y(s1 4+ t(s2 — s1)) if 51 < s9. If v is Lipschitz then also 7| (o1.0,] 18 Lipschitz.
For every Lipschitz curve v: [0,1] — X the function |[§(-)|: [0,1] — [0,00) defined as
|5(t)| := limp,_ w € [0,00) is almost everywhere well defined and it is called the
metric speed of . In particular this holds for all curves in I'; ,, for every x,y € X. Given a
Borel function g: X — [0,00) and ~: [0,1] — X Lipschitz we define

/ffds -/ o) B

This quantity does not depend on the possible Lipschitz reparametrizations of ~.
Let u: X — R be a function. A function ¢g: X — [0, +00] such that

u(7(1)) — u((0))] < / gds

Y
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for every rectifiable curve + is called an upper gradient of u. The integral on the right is made
along any Lipschitz reparametrization of . The set of upper gradients of u is denoted by
UG(u).

2.2. Connectivity properties. In the sequel we will use often assume that our metric space
(X, d) satisfies some connectivity properties that we now define in detail. The metric space
(X, d) is said to be
- path connected if for every x,y € X there exists a continuous path v: [0, 1] — X with
7(0) = 2,7(1) = y;
- rectifiable path connected if I, , # 0 for every z,y € X;
- A-quasigeodesic if Ffv\’y # () for every x,y € X;
- pointwise rectifiable path connected if for every x € X there exists r, > 0 such that
Iy, # 0 for every y € B, (x);
- pointwise quasigeodesic at x € X if there exist r, > 0 and A, > 1 such that T’ QZ + ()
for every y € B,,(z);
- pointwise quasigeodesic if it is pointwise quasigeodesic at every x € X;
- locally A-quasigeodesic if for every # € X there exist r, > 0 such that Fé\,z # 0 for
every y, z € B, ().

There are other possible variants but we will not need them. If A = 1 in the definitions involv-
ing quasigeodesics, then we say that the space is (pointwise or locally or globally) geodesic.
There are trivial relations among the conditions. For instance if (X,d) is pointwise quasi-
geodesic then it is pointwise rectifiable path connected. Another easy one is the following.

Lemma 2.2. Let (X,d) be a path connected, pointwise rectifiable path connected metric space.
Then it is rectifiable path connected.

Proof. Let x,y € X and ~: [0,1] — X be a continuous path such that v(0) = = and (1) =
y. For every t € [0,1] let 7,4 > 0 be the number provided by the definition of pointwise
rectifiable path connectedness. By compactness of [0,1] we can find a finite set of points
{to = 0,t1,...,ty = 1} such that d(v(t;), v(ti+1)) < ry@). For every i = 0,...,N —1 let
M € Uyt y(tir) and define n = ng«ny x---xny_1. Then n € I', . O

Observe that there are locally geodesic spaces that are no connected.

2.3. Measure properties and Poincaré inequality. A metric measure space is said to be
doubling if there exists C'p > 0 such that for every x € X and r > 0 we have

m(B(z,2r)) < Cpm(B(z,r)).

We refer to C'p as the doubling constant or we say that (X, d, m) is Cp-doubling. A consequence
of the definition of the doubling assumption is that (X, d) is proper, i.e. closed and bounded
sets are compact.
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We recall the definition of the (local) Hardy Littlewood maximal function. Given f € L{ (X)
and R > 0, we define

Mpf(z) = sup ][  Wlam

0<r<R

A metric measure space (X, d, m) satisfies a (weak) p-Poincaré inequality if there exists Cp > 1
and A > 1 such that

][ u —][ udm‘ dm < Cpr (][ (lipu)? dm) ’
r(2) Br(z) Bxr(z)

for every u € Lip(X). This is equivalent to the following condition: there exists Cp > 1 and

A > 1 such that
][ u—][ udm‘ dm < Cpr <][ g”dm)p
(@) () By, (x)

for every u: X — R Borel and every g € UG(u). The equivalence between these two different
conditions is proved in [17, Theorem 2.

The Poincaré inequality on a doubling metric measure space has several equivalent defini-
tions that will be studied in big detail in the Appendix. Most of them are expressed in terms
of the Riesz potential. Let (X,d,m) be a metric measure space. Given x,y € X, the Riesz
potential with poles at x and y R, ,: X — [0,00) is defined for every z € X\ {z,y} as

d(z, 2) d(y, 2)
R, y(2) 1 = + = R.(2)+ R,(2).
2) (Bd(xz (z))  m(Baw.(y)) ()4 £,(2)
Moreover, we define R, ,(z) = R, ,(y) = 0. For L > 1 we set Bi:y i= Bord(z,y) (2) U Bard(z.y) (V)

) =
and Ezﬁy = Eng(m » (@)U Bng (@.y)(y). The L-truncated Riesz potential with poles at x,y is
Ry, (2) == xpe,(2) Ruy(2)
for every z € X'\ {z,y}. The corresponding Riesz measure is defined as
miy = Riy m

It is a measure on X which is supported on Eiy. It has been studied for instance in [15], [17]
and [4]. We recall one of its basic properties.

Lemma 2.3 ([15, p. 72|, [4, Prop. 2.2]). Let (X,d,m) be a Cp-doubling metric measure space
and fix z,y € X and L > 1. Then m (X) < 8CpLd(z,y). In particular wm’  is a finite Borel
measure.

Y

We state the pointwise version of the Poincaré inequality for doubling metric measure spaces.

Proposition 2.4 ([15, Theorem 9.5|, [17, Theorem 2|). Let (X,d, m) be a doubling metric
measure space. The following are quantitatively equivalent:
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(i) (X,d, m) satisfies a p-Poincaré inequality;
(ii) 3C > 0, L > 1 such that for every x,y € X and every u: X — R Borel it holds

@ ) ~ () < Ca gy [ gram,
for every g € UG(u).
(iii) 3C' > 0, L > 1 such that for every z,y € X and every u: X — R Lipschitz it holds

) ) ~ )l < oy [ tipur

The pointwise estimate (4) remains quantitatively equivalent to (5) even if we require it
only for a fixed couple of points. But for that we need to assume some connectivity property
of the space, which are ensured for instance when a global Poincaré inequality holds. The
proof will be given in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.5. Let (X,d,m) be a locally A-quasiconvex metric measure space and let x,y € X.
Then the following conditions are quantitatively equivalent:
(i) there exist C > 0, L > 1 such that lu(z) — u(y)|? < Cd(z,y)P~" [ gP(z) dmL (2) for
every u Borel and every g € UG(u);
(ii) there exist C > 0,L > 1 such that |u(x) — u(y)|? < Cd(z,y)P~" [ lipu(z)? dm’ (2) for
every u € Lip(X).

2.4. Minkowski content. We recall the definition of Minkowski content of a set.

Definition 2.6. Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space and let A C X be Borel. The
Minkowski content of A C X is
m (B,(A)\ A)

m*(A) := lim :
r—0 r

The Minkowski content satisfies a coarea type inequality.

Proposition 2.7 (|1, Lemma 3.2|). Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space and suppose m is
finite. Then for every bounded u € Lip(X) we have

(6) /_Zm+({u2t})dt§ /Xlipudm.

3. THE p-SET-CONNECTEDNESS AND THE p-SET-PENCIL

The goal of this section is to introduce new natural conditions on a metric measure space
and show their relation with the Poincaré inequality. These conditions are inspired by the one
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studied in [10] and [11]. Let (X,d,m) be a metric measure space. Given a set A C X and a
rectifiable curve v: [0, 1] — X we define the length of v in A as

(yNA) ::/XAds.
v

Let x,y € X, x # y and A C X Borel. We define the A-width and the width of A as
Widthﬁy(A) = inf /(yNA), and respectively width, ,(A) := inf ¢(yNA),
s 'YEFA YE 2,y

z,Y
where A > 1. We use the usual convention inf () = +o00. In order to simplify the notations we
will often consider width, , as the limit case of Widthufc\vy with A = oo. The same convention is
used in the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let C' > 0, L > 1 and A € [1,+0o0]. We say that (X,d,m) is (C,L,A)
p-set-connected at x,y € X if

(7) (width} (A))" < Cd(x,y)""'mE (A) for all A C X Borel.

If A = 400 we will simply say that (X,d, m) is (C, L) p-set-connected at x,y € X.
We say that (X,d, m) has a (C, L, ) p-set-pencil between z,y € X if there exists « € 2 ('),
i.e. « is a probability measure on the space Fﬁ,y, such that

p
(/ﬁ(v NA) da(v)) < Cd(z, y)p_lmiy(A) for all A C X Borel.

Also in this case if A = +o0 we will simply say that (X, d, m) has a (C, L) p-set-pencil between
z,y € X.

These definitions are special cases of properties that are equivalent to the pointwise Poincaré
inequality as studied in Appendix A. For instance the (C, L, A) p-set-connectedness property
correspond to condition (ii) of Theorem A.3 applied to the functions x4, when A < +o0.
When A = +0o0 it is related to condition (iii) of Theorem A.3, which is formulated in terms
of 1-Lipschitz functions. A similar relation holds between the p-set-pencil conditions and
conditions (iv) and (v) of Theorem A.3.

There are easy relations between the notions introduced above and the validity of the pointwise
estimate (4).

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,d, m) be a path connected, pointwise quasiconvex doubling metric measure
space. Let x,y € X. Then
(i) if (X,d,m) has a (C, L, \) p-set-pencil between x,y then it has a (C, L) p-set-pencil
between x,y;
(i) of (X,d, m) has a (C, L, \) p-set-pencil between x,y then it is (C, L, \) p-set-connected
at x,y;
(iii) of (X,d, m) is (C, L, A) p-set-connected at x,y then it is (C, L) p-set-connected at x,y;
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(iv) if (4) holds at x,y € X then (X,d,m) has a (C, L, ) p-set-pencil between x,y, quanti-
tatively.

Proof. The statements (i), (ii) and (iii) are trivial, so we just focus on (i
(4) holds at z,y. By item (iv) in Theorem A.3, we can find C' > 0, L >
such that

v). We assume that
land v € 2(TL)

p
(] [ratsaarn) < catwnp [ yamt, = Cate. "k (4),
”
for every A C X Borel. This gives the (C, L, L) p-set-pencil between x and y. U

As a corollary, we have the following statement.

Corollary 3.3. Let (X,d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. If (X,d,m) satisfies a
p-Poincaré inequality then there exists C' > 0, L, A > 1 such that (X,d,m) has a (C,L,A)
p-set-pencil between x,y and it is (C, L, \) p-set-connected at x,y, for every x,y € X.

Proof. Since (X, d, m) satisfies a p-Poincaré inequality then (4) holds for every couple of points
x,y € X with constants depending only on the constants of the Poincaré inequality and the
doubling constant, as recalled in Proposition 2.4. The thesis follows by Lemma 3.2. U

There is a partial converse of this corollary, essentially due to [11].

Proposition 3.4. Let (X,d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. Suppose that there exist
C > 0,L > 1 such that it is (C, L, L) p-set-connected at x,y for every z,y € X. Then it
satisfies a q-Poincaré inequality for all ¢ > p.

Observe that the assumption L = A in the statement is not restrictive.

Proof. We claim that (X, d, m) is (L', C’, p)-max connected in the sense of [11, Definition 2.12],
where L' =2L+ 1 and C' = (7C'CDL)%.

Let us take A € X with max{M@r+1)d(z,y) (Xa)(®), Mar4+1)d@y) (Xa)(y)} < 7, 7 € (0,1]. For
every € > 0 we can find, by (7), a curve v, € '} such that £(7.NA) < Crd(z, y)ijlmiy(A)% +
e. We recall the classical bound (see [15, p.72]): for every Borel 0 < g and p > 0, we have
pr(x) g R, dm < pM,g(x) for every x € X. Applying it, we can estimate

mk (4) = / Ya(2)(Bo(2) + Ry (2)) dm

L
z,y

< / xa(2)R:(2) dm+/ xa(z)Ry(z)dm
Bar41)d(z,y) (@

) B+ 1yd(e,y) ()
< Cp(2L 4 1)d(z,y) (Mars1)dey) (Xa) () + Mariiyd@y) (xa) (v))
<2Cp(2L + 1)d(z,y)T.
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So we get £(y- N A) < (GCC’DL)%T%d(x,y) + &, where we used that L > 1 so 2L + 1 < 3L.
Choosing & small enough we get £(7. N A) < (7CCDL)%T%d(LL’ ). Set v = 7. for this
particular choice of e. Then we have y € '} C FL and ((yNA) < C”Tpd(a: y). This shows
that (X,d,m) is (L/, C", p)-max connected.

The fact that (X, d, m) satisfies a g-Poincaré inequality for all ¢ > p follows by [11, Theorem
2.19 & Lemma 2.20]. O

Remark 3.5. For the proof of the g-Poincaré inequality using the methods of [11] two things
are needed: a bound to the length of the curves involved in the max-connectedness property
of [11], which corresponds to consider the version of our p-set-connectedness with A < oo,
and the validity of (7) for all couple of points x,y € X. Both these properties are in contrast
with the equivalences we show in Appendix A. It is unclear to us if these two properties
are necessary to infer the validity of (4) for ¢ > p at fixed points z,y € X. There are two
difficulties in adapting the proof of Theorem A.3 in this setting. First of all it is not clear how
to get a p-set-pencil from a p-set-connectedness. Secondly it is not clear if the existence of a
p-set-pencil between z,y implies (4) for ¢ > p at z,y.

In the special case p = 1 we can answer completely in the affirmative to the questions raised
in the previous remark, and the situation is completely similar to what we see in Appendix A.
In particular in the next theorem, which is the setwise analogous of Theorem A.3, we see how
the equivalences work if we only know the conditions at two points x,y. This is completely
new since, as recalled above, the methods of [11] do not provide a 1-Poincaré inequality under
a (L,C,1)-max connectedness assumption, but only a g-Poincaré inequality for every ¢ > 1.
The other difference, as already remarked, is that we do not need that the assumption holds
for every couple of points, but just for a fixed one.

Theorem 3.6. Let (X,d, m) be a path connected, locally A-quasiconvex, doubling metric mea-
sure space and let x,y € X. The following conditions are quantitatively equivalent:

i) (X,d,m) satisfies (4) at z,y forp=1;
(i) (X,d,m) is (C, L,A") 1-set-connected at x,y;
(iii) ( ) is (C, L) 1-set-connected at x,y;
(iv) ( ) has a (C, L, ") 1-set-pencil between x,y;
(v) ( ) has a (C, L) 1-set-pencil between x,y.

X,d,m
X,d,m
X,d,m

) )

The proof is a consequence of Theorem 1.4.
Proof. By Lemma 3.2 we know that (i) implies (iv), (iv) implies (v) and (ii), (v) implies (ii)

and (v) implies (iii). So it is enough to show that (iii) implies (i). For this it is enough to use
Theorem 1.4. 0
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4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. The 1-set connectedness can be rephrased in the
following way. For every subset A C X we define its A-separating ratio between z,y as
L
my . (A
SR (4) 1= )
’ width; ,(A)

We also use the conventions that SRﬁ,y(A) =0 if Widthﬁy (A) = +o0, that happens if and only
if I}, = 0, and that SRﬁ7y(A) = +oo if Width;\,y(A) = 0. As usual when A = oo we simply

omit it from the notation.
So (X,d,m) is (C, L, A) 1-set-connected if and only if

1

inf SR2 (A4) > —.
(®) inf SRA,(4) >
On the other hand in [4, Thm. 1.2] the authors showed that the 1-Poincaré inequality is
equivalent to a lower bound on the Minkowski content of all separating sets. For the definition
of separating sets we refer to Definition 1.1. More precisely it is there proved that a 1-Poincaré
inequality holds if and only if there exists ¢ > 0 and L > 1 such that for every x,y € X one
has
9 inf  (mZ)T(Q) >ec
(9) aesatt ) (May) (1) 2
The same statement is true if the condition hold only at two fixed points z,y. This is the
content of Theorem 1.4 that we reproduce here for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 1.4. Let (X, d,m) be a path connected, locally A-quasiconvez, doubling metric mea-
sure space and let x,y € X. Then the following conditions are quantitatively equivalent:

(i) there exist C >0, L > 1 such that
lu(z) — uly)| < C / lipudmk,  for all u € Lip(X):
(ii) there exist C >0, L > 1 such that
lu(z) —u(y)| < C/gdmiy for all w Borel and all g € UG(u);

(iii) the space (X,d,m) is (C, L) 1-set connected at x,y, i.e. infacx SR, (A) > C7L;

(iv) there exist ¢ > 0, L > 1 such that inf acx, 4 closed SRy (A) > C71;

(v) thedspaceO(X, d, m) satisfies (BMC),y, i.e. infoess () (My,) " (2) > ¢ for some L > 1
and ¢ > 0.

Proof. The equivalence between (i) and (ii) is proved in Theorem A.3, see also Lemma 2.5.
By Lemma 3.2 we know that (ii) implies (iii). It is also clear that (iii) implies (iv). We
assume (iv) and we take a separating set Q € SSip(z,y). If (ml )T(Q) = 400 there is
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nothing to prove, so we suppose (m. )*(Q) < 400, which implies m (99Q) = 0. Consider
the set A, := B,(Q) \ int(£2), which is a closed subset of X. Observe that width, ,(A,) > r
if 7 < min{d(09Q, x),d(09, y)}. Indeed every curve v € I, , has to go from the inside of € to
the outside of B,(2), because of our choice of r. Therefore its length inside A, is at least 7.

We can now compute

L (p L L
L \+ R T mx7y(BT’(Q) \ Q) s mx,y(AT’) > 1 mx7y(A7“) >
(mey) () = iy =52 = i = = i () = ek SRl 2

The second equality follows by the fact that ml (09) = 0, while the last inequality follows
by our assumption (iv). Since this is true for every Q € SSi,(x,y) we get (v).

The proof of (v) implies (i) is exactly the proof of the last implication in [4, Theorem 6.1]. For
reader’s convenience we report it here. Let u € Lip(X) and let x,y € X. We can assume that
u(z) < u(y) otherwise there is nothing to prove. The sets Q; := {u > t} belong to SSip(, y)
for all ¢t € (u(z),u(y)). We can apply the coarea inequality (6) with respect to the measure

L
my, to get
u(y)

clu(x) — uly)| < /

u(z)

(mZ ) ({u>t})dt < /Xlipudmg,y.

Therefore (i) follows with C' = 1/c. O

Remark 4.1. We stress that the assumption that the metric space (X, d) is path connected
and locally A-quasiconvex only enters in the proof of (i) implies (ii) and (ii) implies (iii).

Proof of Corollary 1.5. If (X, d, m) satisfies a 1-Poincaré inequality then (X, d) is A-quasiconvex
(|16, Proposition 8.3.2]) and (4) holds. So (X,d, m) is (C, L) 1-set-connected at every couple
of points by Theorem 1.4. Viceversa by the proof of Theorem 1.4 and Remark 4.1 we con-
clude that if (X,d, m) is (C, L) 1-set-connected at every couple of points then it satisfies (5)
at every couple of points. By Proposition 2.4 this implies that (X, d, m) satisfies a 1-Poincaré
inequality. 0

5. RELATION BETWEEN MINKOWSKI CONTENT AND SEPARATING RATIO

In the previous section, in particular in Theorem 1.4, we proved the equivalence between
the pointwise estimate (4) at two fixed points x,y and a positive lower bound on either the
separating ratio as expressed in (8) or the Minkowski content of topological separating sets as
expressed in (9). In particular a key step in the proof of Theorem 1.4 was to show that the
following inequality is always true:

inf  (m% )T(Q)> inf SR,,(A).

aesitl ) (Mey) () 2 b SRy (4)
The goal of this section is to study in detail these two infima. In this section we do not need
assumptions on the measure m, except that it has compact support. So we will deal with the
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following general situation: (X, d,m) is a metric measure space and, for given z,y € X and
A CX, we set
_ w4
SRy (4) = width, ,(A)
with the same conventions as above, i.e. SR, ,(A) = 0 if width, ,(A) = +o00 and SR, ,(A) =
+oo if width, ,(A) = 0. The relevant application is when the measure is miy for some doubling
measure m and some L > 1.

5.1. Path separating sets. In order to proceed in this direction it is useful to define another
class of separating sets that we call path-separating sets. It is the class

SSpath (z,y) ={ACX : Any#Dforal~yel,,}

For completeness we discuss the relation between topological separating sets and closed path-
separating sets. This is not strictly necessary for the proof of the equivalence between the
minima of the two functionals in Section 5.3.

Lemma 5.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space and let x,y € X. If Q € SSiop(x,y) then 0Q €
Sspath(xa y)

Proof. Let 2 € SSiop(x,y) and let v € I'; . The sets int(€2) and ¢ are open, so are [0,1] N
7~ Hint(2)) and [0,1] N y~1(Q¢). They cannot cover the whole [0, 1] by connectedness. So
there exists ¢ € [0,1] such that v(¢) € Q. This shows that 9Q N~ # O for all v € T, i.c.
0 € SSpatn (7, ). O

The next is a partial converse of this statement.

Proposition 5.2. Let (X,d) be a pointwise quasiconvex metric space and let x,y € X. If A €
SSpatn(z,y) is closed and satisfies min{d(z, A),d(y, A)} > 0 then there exists Q € SSiop(x,y)
such that 02 C A.

Proof. We claim that the set €2 defined as the closure of
Q:={z€X : IyeT,, such that yN A = 0}

satisfies the thesis. First of all  is open. Indeed let z € Q, let v € I'; . such that yNA=10
and let r = d(z, A) > 0 since A is closed. Let A, and r, be the constants of the pointwise
quasiconvexity at z. We claim that B, (z) C Q if ' < min{r., 1} For this take w € B(2)
and a curve 7y, € I'2z. Observe that v, N A = 0 since d(y,(t), 2) < €(7,) < Aur’ < 7, s0
Yw(t) ¢ A for every t. The concatenation vy % v, belongs to I'; ,, and does not intersect A, i.e.
w € Q.

Secondly x € Q because d(z, A) > 0, so Q contains a small ball around z since it is open.
Hence the claim follows if we prove that 9Q = 9Q C A. Indeed if this is the case then y € Q¢
and d(y,0Q) > d(y, A) > 0, showing that there is a small ball around y contained in 2°.

It remains to prove that 9Q C A. Let z be a point of Q. By definition we can find
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points z, € Q and w, € Qe converging to z. Let r,, A, be the constants of the pointwise
quasiconvexity at z. We can suppose that n is big enough to have z,,w, € B, (z). Hence
for every n we fix a curve v, € I';,, such that v, N A = 0, a curve 7, € FQ;Z and a curve
&n € Fi\fwn. Finally we consider the concatenation 3, = v, * 1, x &,. By definition 3, € I'; 4,,,
so B,NA # (. Since v, N A = ) we can find a point v, of A on the curve 7, x&,. By definition
d(z,v,) < A, max{d(z, z,),d(z,w,)} — 0 as n goes to infinity. This implies that z € A since
A is closed. O

5.2. The position function. For us, the main object associated to a set is its position
function. For a given set A C X, a Lipschitz curve v € C([0,1],X) and two parameters
s1 < s9 € [0, 1], we define

(10) (A, s,s) = ()

s1,52]

nA) = / GO dt.

s1
The second equality follows from the definition of Visr.o]" Also the next useful property follows
directly from the definitions:

C((y*n)NA, s1, $2) = £(yNA, min{1, 251}, min{1, 255} )+¢(nNA, max{0, 2s;—1}, max{0, 2s,—1}).

For simplicity, we also define ¢(y N A,s) := £(y N A,0,s). In this case the formula above
reduces to

(11) ((y*xn)NAs)=0yNA0min{l,2s})+ ¢(nN A0, max{0,2s — 1}).
For A C X and v € I, , we define the position function along the path v of the set A as
pos, 41 X — [0, 0], pos, 4(2) := imf( )6(7 NA,s).
sey~ (=2

with the usual convention that pos, 4(2) = oo if 2 ¢ Im(y). In other words pos, 4(2) is the
length spent by 7 inside A before reaching for the first time the point z. We define the position
function with respect to the set A as

pos,: X — [0, 0], pos(z) := inf pos, 4(2).

Y€y ’

Therefore the quantity pos4(z) denotes the minimal length that a curve between = and y has
to spend inside A before passing through z.
The position function satisfies an interesting property: it allows to naturally fibrate a set
into path-separating subsets by looking at its level sets. In order to prove it we introduce the
following useful notation. Let A and v € ', ,, in particular v is Lipschitz. For 7 € [0, {(yNA)],
we define (YN A), € X as

(vNA); =7(5), where §:=min{s: {(yNA,s) > 7}.

We remark that, since 7 is Lipschitz then the function s — ¢(y N A,s) is continuous and
the minimum above is well defined. In the next proposition we will use the properties of the
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function [0, {(yNA)] 2 7 — pos,((yNA);) € [0,00]. Figure 2 illustrates the behaviour of this
function in a specific example.

/A\

81+ 0y | pos4((y N A);)
x y s

| | »

| -

51 2 51 20, 301 + 02

FIGURE 2. Let us consider v and A C R? as in the picture. In such a case the
width of A with respect to x,y is equal to §; + d, and in particular is realized by
the straight curve connecting = to y. The function pos,((yMNA),) computes the
position of the point reached when the curve travels a piece of length 7 inside
A. Tts graph is reported in the picture. In this case the level set of the position
function pos, fibrates the set A by straight vertical lines.

Proposition 5.3. Let (X,d) be a metric space and let x,y € X. Let A € SSpan(x,y) be closed.
Then the sets {pos, =t} N A belong to SSpaen(x,y) for all t € [0, width, ,(A)].

We will see in the proof that the assumption A € SS,.in (2, y) is needed in order to guarantee
that {pos, =t} N A is not empty for all ¢ € [0, width, ,(A)]. The assumption that A is closed
is made in order to simplify the proof. A similar statement holds for every separating set.

Proof. If ', ,, = () then every subset of X is a path separating set, thus the statement is trivial.
So we can assume that I';, # (. Let A € SSpatn(x,y) be closed and pos,: X — [0,400] be
its position function.

Claim 1: For every v € I, , there exists z € 7 N A such that posy(z) > width, ,(A).

We define spay = max{s : s € v '(A)}, which is well defined since y N A # @ and A
is closed. We prove that the point z := 7y(spax) verifies the claim. By contradiction we
suppose that pos,(z) < width, ,(A). For every ¢ > 0 we consider a path . € I',, such that
pos,_ a(2) < pos,(z) +¢e. By definition z = 7.(s.) for some s. such that

((v=N A, s.) <pos, 4(2) +e.

We define 7. = Velj0,00 * V| e€I',,. We compute, using (10) and (11),

Smax,1]
(m-NA)=L(n-NADO01L = 6(%“0785} NA)+ €(”y|[smax71} NA) < posy(z) + 2,
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because 6(7“8 N A) = 0 by definition of $yay. Therefore

max,l]
width, ,(A) < (n. N A) < posy(z) + 2¢.

If € is chosen to be sufficiently small, we have that pos,(z) + 2¢ < width, ,(A), thus giving a
contradiction.

Claim 2: for every v € I'; , we have
[posa((v M A)r) = posa((YNA)r)| < |1 — 7o, for 0 <y, 7 < L(y N A).

We fix 71,75 € [0,4(yN A)] and we assume that 7, > 7. By definition (y N A),, = ~(5;) and
(vNA)., = v(52) for some §; > 55 € [0, 1]. We split the claim in two parts. We first prove that
pos,((YNA);) —pos,((yNA),) <7 — 7. Forevery ¢, we consider n. € I',, , and s. € [0, 1]
such that (yN A),, = n-(s.) and

ln-N A, s.) <posu(yNA),)+e.

We define v, = Telfo.og * Vo) € Iy We now define #; := 3=2. It satisfies Vs (t1) =

7(51) = (yN A),,. Finally if we set t; = % we get 7.(t1) = (yN A),,. Now we compute,
using again (11) and the definition of the points (YN A),, (y N A),,,
Posa((YNA)r) < (7N A,0,11) = £(n: N A,0,50) + £(y N A, 52, 51)
<posg((VNA)g,) +e+7 — T
By taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we conclude that pos,((yN A),,) —posu,((vNA),) <7 — .

For the other inequality the procedure is similar and we just sketch it. For every ¢ > 0 we
consider 7. € I'; , and s. € [0, 1] such that (y N A),, = n.(s.) and

ln-N A, s.) <posu(yNA),)+e.

This time we define the curve 7. = 7. % (—7‘[ ) * Mgy € I';, and arguing as above we

) 52,51]
arrive to

posa((YNA)r,) <poss((YNA)r) +e+ 71— T

By taking ¢ — 0 we conclude the proof of the claim.

Claim 3: {pos, =t} € SSpam(z,y) for every t € [0, width, ,(A)].

Let us fix ¢y € [0, width, ,(A)]. We have to prove that v N {pos, = to} # 0 for every v € T, ,.
If to = 0 the claim is true because every v € I',, intersects A, since A € SSpan(z,y) and
(v N A)g satisfies pos,((y N A)g) = 0. The function

0,0(yNA)] 57— posy((yNA);) €[0,00)

is 1-Lipschitz by Claim 2. Moreover, by Claim 1, there exists a point z € 7N A such that
pos,(z) > width, ,(A), in particular there exists Tmax € [0,¢(y N A)] such that pos,((y N
A)rn) > width, ,(A). Thus, by mean value theorem, there exists a 7 € [0, Tiax] such that
pos,((yNA),) = to. O
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In general we cannot use this decomposition unless we know more properties of the position
function of separating sets. The next proposition shows that it is more regular under some
connectedness properties of the space.

Proposition 5.4. Let (X,d) be a rectifiable path connected metric space and let x,y € X. Let
A CX. Then

(1) posy(z) < 400 for every z € X;

(ii) if X is pointwise A,-quasiconvex at z € X then lip(pos,)(z) < A,;

(i) if X is pointwise quasiconver then pos , is continuous and lip(pos,) = 0 on A°;

(iv) if X is (locally) A-quasiconvex then pos, is (locally) A-Lipschitz.
Proof. The first assertion is trivial, so we move to the second one. Let us fix z € X and
r. > 0 such that T2z # 0 for every point w € B, (z). Let us fix w € B, (z) and € > 0. Let
ne € 'y, and s, € [0, 1] be such that z = n.(s.) and pos,(z) < l(n:N A, s.) +e. We also take
a curve 7y, € Fgfw. We define the curve v = e 0,6, % Yoo % (—Yw) Ty, ) € Iz . By the usual

application of (11) we get
pos,(w) <l N A, se) + Ad(z,w) < posy(z) + Ad(z,w) + ¢,
and, by the arbitrariness of ¢,
pos4(w) < posy(z) + A.d(z,w).
Similarly we also obtain
pos4(z) < posy(w) + A.d(z,w).
Therefore we can prove (ii) since

: : [pos(w) — posy(?)]
lip(pos,)(z) = lim sup <A..
( A)( ) r—0 we By (2) d(Z, ’UJ)

The same technique shows (iv). The continuity statement in (iii) can be proved exactly as in
8, Lemma 2.2]. It remains to show that lip(pos,)(z) = 0 if z € A", in case X is pointwise
quasiconvex. Let r,, A, be as in the definition of pointwise quasiconvexity at z. For every
e > 0let 7. € I';, and s. such that z = 7.(sc) and £(y N A, s.) < posy(z) +e. Take
r < min{r,, d(f\’zA)}. For every w € B,(z) take a curve v,, € '}, By construction -, avoids
A and so, arguing as in the first part of the proof, we deduce that pos,(z) = pos,(w). Since
this is true for every w € B,(z) we conclude that lip(pos,)(z) = 0. O

5.3. Equivalence of minima via the position function. In this section we use the prop-
erties of the position function of a path separating set to show the equivalence of the minima
of the separating ratio and the Minkowski content. Observe that this result, especially in the
locally geodesic setting, sharpens Theorem 1.4. If we apply it to the measure miy, where m
is doubling, we get Theorem 1.6.
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Theorem 5.5. Let (X,d, m) be a path connected, locally A-quasiconvex metric measure space
and suppose supp(m) is compact. Let x,y € supp(m). Then

) ' m(A) :
AL £ Q) < — f Q).
QESSltIip(Iyy) " ( ) ~ ACXclosed Wldth%y(A) B Qessltrip(x’y)m ( )

In particular, if (X, d) is path connected and locally geodesic we have

, m(A)
f Q) = — .
QESSlgp(m,y)m ( ) ACX closed WldthLy(A)
Proof. We reproduce here the proof of the right inequality. Let Q € SS;op(z,y). We can sup-
pose m* () < 400 otherwise there is nothing to prove. In particular we have m™(Q) < +oo,
which implies m(99) = 0. We consider the sets A, := B,(Q) \ int(Q2), which is a closed subset
of X. As in the proof of Theorem 1.4 we get width, ,(A,) > r if r < min{d(0Q, z),d(9Q, y)}.
Therefore
B.()\Q A A
m*(Q) = lim m(B,()\ Q) _ lim m(4,) > lim m(4,) > inf SR, ,(A).

r—0 r r—0 r r—0 Wldthx,y(Ar) - ACX
A closed

In order to show the first inequality we proceed as follows. First of all notice that I',, # 0
because (X, d) is rectifiable path connected, so width, ,(A) < 400 for every A C X. Now we fix
an arbitrary closed subset A C X. We can suppose width, ,(A4) > 0, otherwise SR, ,(A4) = 400
and there is nothing to prove. In particular A € SS,.n(x,y). Let pos, be the position function
associated to A. It is locally A-Lipschitz by Proposition 5.4. Therefore it is Lipschitz when
restricted to the compact set supp(m) because of Lemma 2.1. By the coarea inequality of
Proposition 2.7 we get

widthg, y (A)
/ m* ({pos, <t})dt < / lip(pos,) dm.
0 X

We notice that, for ¢ € (0, width, ,(A)), the sets {pos, < ¢} belong to SSiop(, y) because pos 4
is Lipschitz on supp(m), z,y € supp(m) and pos,(z) = 0, pos,(y) = width, ,(A). Moreover
lip(pos,) = 0 on A€ since A is closed, by Proposition 5.4. Hence, again by Proposition 5.4,
we have

widtha,, (A)
/ m* ({pos, <t})dt < / lip(pos,) dm < Am(A).
0 A
Dividing by width, ,(A) we conclude that we can find some ¢t € (0, width, ,(A)) such that
m(A)

- <p<p A
m”({pos, <1} < width,,,(A)

— A SR, (A).

By the arbitrariness of A we finally have

I ' )
~  inf mT(Q)< width, ,(A)’
A QeSSlgp(I,y) m ( ) — ACXclosed Wldthx,y(A)
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O

The proof of Theorem 5.5 relies on the coarea inequality for the Minkowski content and a
special role is played by the position function. In the next section we will show an analogous
statement in case of discrete metric measure spaces, where one can use directly the properties
of the discrete analogous of the position function. We believe that the proof in the discrete
setting highlights the main geometric intuitions behind the equivalence of the minima of the
two functionals.

6. THE EQUIVALENCE OF THE INFIMA ON MEASURE GRAPHS

Let us consider a graph, i.e. a couple (V, E), where V is a set, called the set of vertices
and F C (V x V)/G, is called the set of edges. S5 is the permutation group of order 2 and
its non-trivial element acts on V x V as (v,w) — (w,v). We say that two points v, w are
adjacent, and we write v ~ w, if (v,w) € E. We say that (V, F) is a countable graph if V is
countable. A path in V is an element of the set

Po={{a} e : NeN, g €V, (¢,q+1) € E}.
The set of paths connecting two points v, w € V is
Pow = {H{ai} o €EP:qo=v.qn =w}.
The concatenation of two paths ¢ = {¢;}¥, € P, and ¢’ = {¢/}Y, € P, is the path

cxc =(qo,-- - qN = Q0 q1s- - qN') € P

Given c € P and a subset A C X the set (cN A) is naturally ordered by the order of elements
of c. Given j € N, we denote by (cNA); the j-th element of (cMA) with respect to this order.
We define the analogous version in the discrete setting of the width.

Definition 6.1 (Discrete width and discrete separating sets). Let (V, E) be a graph and let
v,w € V. The width with respect to v, w of a subset A C V is

disc-width,, ,(A) := inf{#(cNA) : c € Py}

with the convention that disc-width, ,,(A) = 0 if P, = 0. A set A C V is a separating set
between v and w if disc-width, ,,(A4) > 1, i.e. if every path between v and w intersects A. The
class of separating sets between v and w is denoted by disc-SS(v, w). For instance if P, ,, = 0
then every subset of V is separating, in particular () € P, .

Given a countable graph (V, E), we consider a set function pu: V. — (0, +00). We extend p
to a measure on 2V in the natural way by summing up over the singletons. A measure graph
is a triple (V, E, u) as above. The analogous of the separating ratio is defined as follows.



POINCARE INEQUALITY AND MINKOWSKI CONTENT OF SEPARATING SETS 25

Definition 6.2 (Discrete separating ratio). Let (V, E, 1) be a measure graph and let v, w € V.
The discrete separating ratio of a subset A C V' with respect to v, w is

' 1(A)
. A) =
disc SRv,w ( ) disc—Widthv,w (A)

with the convention that disc-SR, ., (A) = 0 if disc-width,, ,(A) = +o0, i.e. if P,, = 0, and
disc-SRy, . (A) = 400 if disc-width, ,(A) = 0, i.e. if A ¢ disc-SS(v, w).

Remark 6.3. We first remark that our construction and our result do not require a metric
on a graph; in this way, we highlight the combinatorial aspect of the theory in this discrete
setting.

Remark 6.4. A classical example of a graph is given by an approximation of a metric space in
terms of nets. Let (X, d) be a metric space. For every r > 0, let X,. be a maximal r-separated
subset of X: this means that the distance of every two points of X, is at least r and that X,
is maximal with this property. It is standard that such a set is 2r-dense, i.e. every point of
X is at distance at most 2r from a point of X,. Let us construct the graph (V,, E,) in the
following way: V, = X, as a set and v ~ w if and only if d(v,w) < 3r. This discretization
procedure of a metric space is standard.

Assume now that (X, d, m) is a doubling metric measure space and let (V,, E,) be as above.
Now consider p,.: V, — (0, +00) defined by p,(v) := m(Bs,(v)). This defines a measure graph
(Vy, B, i1y). For every A C X one can define the set A, := {v € V, : d(v, A) < 2r}. Observe
that, as subsets of X, we have A, C By.(A) and A C By,.(A4,). In particular

vEA, vEA,

Therefore, if for simplicity we restrict to the sets with m(A) = 0, the last computation implies
that
T AT
pr(Ar) m*(A)
r
as r goes to 0. Similarly, at least if (X, d) is A-quasigeodesic, we have

r - disc-width, ,(A,) ~ width, ,(A).

Those are qualitative relations between the quantities defined in the discrete and the contin-
uous settings. We will discuss the construction also later in Remark 6.10.

In view of the observations above, it is clear that the next result is the discrete analogous
of Theorem 5.5.

Theorem 6.5. Let (V, E, n) be a measure graph and let v,w € V. Then:

Agﬁ/ dlSC_Sme (A) - Aedisg—lsfS(v,w) M(A)
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The proof uses the analogous of the position function in the discrete setting. Let A C X
and ¢ = {¢;}¥, € P, be a path. The position function with respect to the set A and the
path c is the function pos. 4: V — N U {co} defined by

pos. 4(z) == min  #({g}i2, N A).

ZOGN:Z:in
If 2 ¢ c then pos_4(z) = +o00. The position function with respect of the set A is
pos,: V—=NU{c0}, 2z~ Ir71>in pos. 4(2).
ce v,w ’

For instance posy(z) = 1 if there exists ¢ € P,,, such that z is the first point of intersection
of ¢ with A. Figure 3 gives an intuition about this definition.

° ° > — — —o

FIGURE 3. For the given set A made of red points, the point z; has position 1,
i.e. pos,(z1) = 1, while pos,(22) = 2. Indeed z; has position 2 with respect to
the blue path, but it has position 1 with respect to the green one. Instead there
are no paths for which zj is the first intersection point with A.

The analogous of Proposition 5.3 allows to fibrate a set A by means of level sets of the position
function associated to A. Figure 4 shows such a procedure for the graph and the set A in
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Figure 3. This is is the key step in the proof of Theorem 6.5. Notice that, unlike the continuous
case, we do not need additional properties of the position function related to the connectivity
properties of the metric space.

@
. // AQ
N7 -
//.: r 1 o« ° »
N / - «
//.:\ /./‘\ w\ s AN
- ~
o« e | 2 \.
A ~
e T e .- — — —0

FIGURE 4. The construction of the sets A;’s as in the proof.

Proof of Theorem 6.5. If P, ,, = () then the thesis is true. Indeed for every subset of A we
have disc-SR,, ,(A) = 0 by definition. On the other hand @ € disc-SS(v, w), so also the right
hand side is zero. We can now suppose P, ,, # (). The central step is to show that

(12) inf disc-SR, ,(A) = inf disc-SR, 4, (A).
ACV ACV
disc-widthy . (A)=1

Indeed, if (12) holds, then the thesis follows by the definition of disc-SR,, ,,(A), since
disc-SRy ., (A) = p(A) if disc-width, ,(A) = 1.

It is clear that the right hand side of (12) is always bigger than or equal to the left hand side,
so it is enough to show the other inequality.
Let us take A C V. If A ¢ disc-SS(v, w) then disc-SR,,,(A) = 400 and there is nothing
to prove. Hence we can suppose that A € disc-SS(v,w). It is enough to prove that there
exists A’ € disc-SS(v, w) with disc-width,, ,(A") = 1 such that disc-SR(A) > disc-SR(A’). We
consider the sets

A; :={z € Ast. posy(z) =i}
Similarly to what we did in the proof of Proposition 5.3 we claim that A; € disc-SS(v, w) and
that disc-width, ,,(A4;) =1 for i = 1,..., disc-width, ,,(A4).
Claim 1. For every c € P,,, there exists z € cN A such that pos,(z) > disc-width, ,(A).
Let z be the last point of the set ¢ N A. Suppose pos(z) < disc-width, ,(A) and take a path
C. € Py such that pos. 4(2z) = posy(z). Consider the concatenation of c, up to z and c after
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z. This is a path belonging to P, ,, that intersects A in at most pos,(z) < disc-width, ,(A)
points, a contradiction.

Claim 2. For every c € P,,, we have pos((cNA);11) < pos((cnA);)+ 1 for every j.

Call z := (cn A); and p := pos((c N A);). Let c, € P,, be such that z = (c, N A),.
Consider the concatenation of c, up to z and c after z. This new curve belongs to P,,, and
pos((cNA);+1) < p+ 1 by construction.

Claim 3. A; € disc-SS(v,w) for all i = 1,. .., disc-width, ., (A).

Let ¢ € P, Since disc-width,, ,(A) > 1 then the set ¢ N A is not empty. The first point of
intersection (cN A); clearly satisfies pos,((cNA);) = 1. By Claim 1 we can find a point z € c
with posy(z) > disc-width,, ,,(A). The function pos, can increase along consecutive points of
cN A by at most 1 by Claim 2. So for every ¢ = 1,...,disc-width, ,(A) there must be some
point of c N A with position i, i.e. cN A; # 0.

Claim 4. disc-width, ,(A;) =1 for all i = 1,. .., disc-width, ,(A).

Let ¢ € P, be arbitrary and i € {1,. .., disc-width, ,(A)}. Call z the last point of intersection
of cM A;: it exists because of Claim 3. Let ¢, € P,,, be such that z = (c, N A);. Consider
the concatenation of c, up to z and c after z. This is a path belonging to P, ,, that intersects
A; only in z. Indeed in the part of c after z there are no more intersections with A; by
hypothesis. On the other hand it is clear that pos((c, N A);) < j < for all j < i. This shows
that disc-width, ,,(A4;) = 1.

The sets A;, i = 1,...,disc-width, ,(A), are disjoint and contained in A, so there exists one
of them with u(A;) < WM' Setting A’ = A; for such value of i we get

disc-SR, 0 (A") = pn(4;) < wA)

S Tsowidthy o(A) ~ Jse-SRuw(4).

As claimed at the beginning this is enough to conclude. U

Remark 6.6. In the discrete argument the coarea inequality has been replaced by the easier
mean estimate at the end of the proof above. Moreover the proof of Theorem 6.5 suggests
that the infimum of the discrete separating ratio should be realized by ’slim’ subsets. However
notice that a discrete separating set with discrete width equal to 1 is not necessarily ‘slim’.
For instance one can consider the graph V = Z? with [(v,w)] € F if and only if v —w €
{(£1,0),(0,£1)}. Let v := (—5,0) and w := (5,0). Define A := {(z,y) € V : |y| > |z|}. In
such a case, disc-width, ,,(A) = 1 by simply considering the horizontal path, but the set is
‘thick’.

In Proposition 6.9 we show that the infimum of the discrete separating ratio can be always
computed among slim discrete separating sets, where for us ’slim’ means that every point has
position 1. In other words a discrete separating set A is slim if for every z € A there exists a
path ¢ € P,,, such that z = (cN A);. These sets resemble the boundaries of separating sets
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in the continuous case, that should be thought as model of slim sets. Let us first discuss the
definition of slim sets.

Definition 6.7 (Slim separating sets). Let (V, E) be a graph, v,w € V. A subset A C V is
called a slim separating set if

(a) A € disc-SS(v, w);

(b) for every z € A there exists a path ¢ € P,,, such that z = (cN A);.

Recall that the connected component of a point v € V is the maximal subset C' of V
satisfying P,,, # 0 for every w € C. A graph is connected if it has only one connected
component. Observe that if A € disc-SS(v, w) then also its intersection with the connected
component containing v and w is a discrete separating set with same width and smaller
measure. So it is not restrictive to suppose that a separating set is contained in the connected
component of v and w. By definition a slim separating set is contained in the connected
component of v and w.

Lemma 6.8. Let (V, E) be a graph, v,w € V and A € di