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GEOMETRIC CHARACTERIZATIONS OF PI SPACES: AN OVERVIEW

OF SOME MODERN TECHNIQUES

EMANUELE CAPUTO

Abstract. We survey recent results on the study of metric measure spaces satisfying a
Poincaré inequality. We overview recent characterizations in terms of objects of dimension
1, such as pencil of curves, modulus estimates and obstacle-avoidance principles. Then, we
turn our attention to characterizations in terms of objects of codimension 1, such as relative
isoperimetric inequalities and separating sets, the last one obtained in collaboration with N.
Cavallucci in [CC24b]. We propose a strategy to provide examples using our characterization
in the toy-model of the Euclidean case. We also discuss a more geometric relation between
separating sets and obstacle-avoidance principles, obtained in [CC24a].Finally, we recall some
open questions in the field.

1. Introduction

In recent works with N. Cavallucci [CC24b, CC24a, CC24c], we obtained new characteri-
zations of doubling metric measure spaces satisfying the 1-Poincaré inequality in terms of a
lower bound on the total amount of suitable energies of boundaries of separating sets.

This survey has a dual goal. On one side, we present our formalism together with the
discussion of the main results. On the other side, we review recent techniques in metric
analysis related to the study of metric measure spaces that are doubling and satisfy a 1-
Poincaré inequality, called PI spaces. We assume basic familiarity with metric analysis and
geometric measure theory.

A metric measure space is a triple (X, d,m), where (X, d) is a complete and separable
metric space and m is a nonnegative Borel measure that is finite on bounded sets and such
that m(X) > 0. The underlying standing assumption is that the measure m is doubling, i.e.
there exists a constant CD ≥ 1 such that

0 < m(B2r(x)) ≤ CDm(Br(x)) < ∞ for every x ∈ X, r > 0.

Here we denote Br(x) := {y ∈ X : d(y, x) < r}. We introduce the notion of a PI space. To
formulate this condition, we need the definition of local Lipschitz constant, see Section 2.
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Definition 1.1 (PI space). A metric measure space (X, d,m) satisfies a (weak) 1-Poincaré
inequality if there exists CP ≥ 1 and λ ≥ 1 such that

−

∫

Br(x)

∣∣∣∣u−−

∫

Br(x)

u dm

∣∣∣∣ dm ≤ CP r−

∫

Bλr(x)

lipu dm

for every u ∈ Lip(X). A metric measure space is called a PI space if it is doubling and satisfies
a 1-Poincaré inequality.

The Poincaré inequality can be equivalently formulated by means of Sobolev functions,
replacing the class of Lipschitz functions and with a suitable replacement of the local Lipschitz
constant, but we avoid their usage in this work.

We restrict our attention from the class of all metric measure spaces to the one of PI spaces
for several reasons. A non-exhaustive list is given by the following one.

• A theory of differentiation of Lipschitz functions. Rademacher’s theorem is a classi-
cal theorem in geometric measure theory which states that every Lipschitz function
f : Rd → R is differentiable a.e. with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The study of
differentiability of Lipschitz functions in a more general base space (that replaces R

d

in the previous statement) is still a very active area of research. Cheeger proved in
[Che99] that PI spaces give a rich class of examples where a version of Rademacher’s
theorem holds, for a suitable notion of differential of Lipschitz functions.

Given (X, d,m) a PI space, there exists a Borel partition {Ui}i of X (up to m-negligible
set) and Lipschitz ϕi : X → R

Ni such that for every Lipschitz function f : X → R, there
exists a function df : Ui → R

Ni
∗

such that

lim sup
y→x

|f(y)− f(x)− dfx(ϕi(y)− ϕi(x))|

d(x, y)
= 0, for m-a.e. x ∈ Ui.

• Regularity of harmonic functions. The possibility of defining a differential dfx of a Lip-
schitz function f at a point x in a PI space allows to speak about harmonic functions
in the sense of distributions. These functions are usually denoted as Cheeger-harmonic
functions and satisfy a Caccioppoli-type inequality. The coupling of the Poincaré-
inequality together with a Caccioppoli-inequality is a key ingredient for Koskela-Rajala-
Shanmugalingam in [KRS03] in proving Lipschitz regularity of Cheeger-harmonic func-
tions. Other additional regularity assumptions on the space are needed, but we do not
want to stress this point further.

Although the definition of PI spaces is analytical, it can be characterized in purely geometric
terms. This shows a nice interplay between techniques in analysis and geometry when studying
PI spaces. Moreover, it may be difficult to verify that a given space is a PI space by directly
applying the definition. Therefore, certain geometric characterizations are more suitable for
the geometry of certain class of spaces and they are a more handy tool to prove they are PI

spaces.
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A recurrent rule of thumb is that this class of spaces satisfies two geometric conditions, that
we now formulate in very informal terms:

• Quantitative connectivity (dimension 1). Every pair of points can be connected by
‘many’ rectifiable paths.

• Absence of bottlenecks (codimension 1). Every pair of points can be separated by a
sufficiently large hypersurface.

The main goal of this note is to make these intuitions precise and to explain some charac-
terizations related to them. We can formulate both conditions in a way that they characterize
when a doubling metric measure space is a PI space.

The first property can be precisely formulated either in terms of bounds on the modulus
of paths connecting points or in terms of a probability measures on paths connecting points
with certain properties. In this context, we also recall the obstacle-avoidance principle. This
will be the content of Section 3.

The second property can be formulated either in terms of relative isoperimetric inequality
or in terms of the surface area of separating sets, weighted with a Riesz kernel. This will be
the content of Section 4.

Before going into the aforementioned characterizations, one may wonder how large the class
of PI spaces is. Relevant classes of examples are:

1) Smooth connected complete closed Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature greater
or equal than 0 [Bus82].

2) Metric measure spaces satisfying the curvature-dimension condition. This class general-
izes 1), was defined and studied in [Stu06a, Stu06b, LV09]. It includes Ricci limit spaces
and is compact and stable with respect to (pointed) measured Gromov-Hausdorff con-
vergence. CD(0, N) spaces with N ∈ (1,∞) are PI spaces, as proved in [Raj12].

3) Sub-Riemannian geometries. These are smooth manifolds endowed with a Riemannian
metric which takes infinite value on some directions on the tangent spaces. Examples
of PI spaces in this class are the Heisenberg group and, more generally, any Carnot
group equipped with the Lebesgue measure and the Carnot–Carathéodory metric (see
[HK00, Proposition 11.17], after [Var87]).

4) Non self-similar Sierpiński carpet [MTW13]. The non self-similar Sierpiński carpet is
a modification of the classical construction of the Sierpiński carpet in the Euclidean
plane. These are constructions that can be thought as a fattening of the Sierpiński
carpet by removing smaller and smaller squares at each stage (see [EBG21] for an
alternative proof and for a generalization of the result to higher dimensions).

5) Laakso spaces [Laa00]. These are a family of metric measure spaces parametrized by
1 ≤ Q ∈ R that have Hausdorff dimension Q and do not biLipschitz embed in any
Euclidean space. See also [LP01, Theorem 2.3] for an alternative construction.

We recall that the doubling condition can be generalized to a local doubling condition
and that the Poincaré inequality can be formulated with a p-norm of lipu on the right-hand
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side with p > 1. This type of generalization allows for more flexibility in the previous class of
examples, but we would like to keep the presentation simpler and focus on our axiomatization.

Other relevant contributions related to examples and characterization of the p-Poincaré
inequality for p > 1 can be found in [EB19b, EBG21, KL14, MTW13].

1.1. Structure of the overview. Section 2 contains some preliminaries about analysis on
metric spaces, Lipschitz functions, Riesz kernels and Poincaré inequality.

Section 3 surveys characterizations of PI spaces in terms of curves, as Keith’s modulus
estimates, pencil of curves and the obstacle-avoidance principle. We sketch the proofs of the
existence of pencil of curves. Section 4 presents the characterizations in terms of objects of
codimension 1. Here, we review isoperimetric inequalities and our contributions in [CC24a] in
terms of energy of separating sets. Here, we show how separating sets can be used to prove
that a space is PI, by tailoring the discussion to R

d.
Section 5 discusses a direct proof of the equivalence of PI spaces, obstacle-avoidance principle

with Riesz kernel and Minkowski content of separating sets, as proved in [CC24a].
We then review the main result of [CC24a], where a direct and more geometric relation

between the obstacle-avoidance principle and separating sets can be achieved, without ap-
pealing to the Poincaré inequality. The argument is geometric and uses the so-called position
function. We introduce this function in Section 5.2 and explain its properties and its relation
to the above-mentioned equivalence. In Section 6, we present some open problems.
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proceeding of the event.

2. Preliminaries

Given a metric space (X, d), we denote by B(X) ⊂ 2X the family of Borel subsets of X.
We denote by P(X) the convex set of nonnegative Borel probability measures on (X, d). We
define Br(x) := {y ∈ X : d(x, y) < r} and Br(x) := {y ∈ X : d(x, y) ≤ r}. Given a metric
space (X, d) and k ∈ N, we denote by Hk the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure. We denote
by Ld the Lebesgue measure in R

d.

Curves. We denote by C([0, 1],X) the space of continuous curves from [0, 1] with values in
X. We endow it with the distance d∞(γ, η) := supt∈[0,1]d(γ(t), η(t)).
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We define the length of a curve γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) as

ℓ(γ) := sup

{
N−1∑

i=0

d(γ(ti), γ(ti+1)) : N ∈ N, 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = 1

}
.

A curve γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) is said to be rectifiable if ℓ(γ) < ∞. Every rectifiable curve admits a
Lipschitz reparametrization, i.e. there exists an increasing map φ : [0, 1] → [0, 1] with φ(0) = 0
and φ(1) = 1 such that γ̃ := γ ◦ φ is ℓ(γ)-Lipschitz. We say that γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) is a geodesic
if ℓ(γ) = d(γ(0), γ(1)).

Given L ≥ 1, we say that γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) is an L-quasigeodesic if ℓ(γ) ≤ Ld(γ(0), γ(1)). We
say that it is an L-quasigeodesic connecting x, y ∈ X if it is an L-quasigeodesic and γ(0) = x
and γ(1) = y. We denote the set of L-quasigeodesics connecting x to y with ΓL

x,y. The notion
of quasigeodesic quantifies how far a curve is from being a geodesic (notice that it always
holds that d(γ(0), γ(1)) ≤ ℓ(γ) for γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) by the very definition of ℓ(γ)). We say
that a metric space is L-quasiconvex if for every couple of points x, y ∈ X there exists an
L-quasigeodesic connecting x to y. Similarly, we define the set of rectifiable curves connecting
x to y and we denote it by Γx,y.

For every Lipschitz curve γ : [0, 1] → X the function |γ̇(·)| : [0, 1] → [0,∞) defined as

|γ̇(t)| := limh→0
d(γ(t+h),γ(t))

|h|
∈ [0,∞) is almost everywhere well-defined and it is called the

metric speed of γ ([AGS08, Theorem 1.1.2]).
Given a Borel function g : X → [0,∞) and γ : [0, 1] → X Lipschitz we define

∫

γ

g ds :=

∫ 1

0

g(γ(t)) |γ̇(t)| dt.

This quantity does not depend on the Lipschitz reparametrizations of γ. With some abuse
of notation, we write

∫
γ
g ds when γ is rectifiable and we mean

∫
γ
g ds :=

∫
γ̃
g ds, where

γ̃ is a Lipschitz reparametrization of γ. Given a Borel set A ⊂ X and a rectifiable curve
γ ∈ C([0, 1],X), we define

ℓ(γ ∩ A) :=

∫

γ

χA ds.

Lipschitz functions. The local Lipschitz constant lipu : X → R of a function u : X → R is

lipu(x) := lim
y→x

|u(y)− u(x)|

d(y, x)
= lim

δ→0
sup

y∈Bδ(x)\{x}

|u(y)− u(x)|

d(y, x)

with the convention that lipu(x) = 0 if x is an isolated point. If u is locally Lipschitz, we have
that for every rectifiable γ

(1) |u(γ(1))− u(γ(0))| ≤

∫

γ

lipu ds.
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The above implies that lipu is an upper gradient of u (see [HKST15, Lemma 6.2.6]), where an
upper gradient is defined as follows. A Borel function g ∈ X → [0,∞] is an upper gradient of
a function u : X → R if

|u(γ(1))− u(γ(0))| ≤

∫

γ

g ds

for every rectifiable curve γ.

Riesz kernel. We define one of the central objects of this survey: the Riesz potential or Riesz
kernel. Given x, y ∈ X, the Riesz potential Rx,y : X → [0,∞) with poles at x and y is defined
for every z ∈ X \ {x, y} as

Rx,y(z) : =
d(x, z)

m(Bd(x,z)(x))
+

d(y, z)

m(Bd(y,z)(y))
=: Rx(z) +Ry(z).

Moreover, we define Rx,y(x) = Rx,y(y) = 0. For L ≥ 1 we set BL
x,y := B2Ld(x,y)(x) and

B
L

x,y := B2Ld(x,y)(x). The L-truncated Riesz potential with poles at x, y is

RL
x,y(z) := χBL

x,y
(z)Rx,y(z)

for every z ∈ X \ {x, y}. The corresponding Riesz measure is defined as

m
L
x,y = RL

x,y m.

It is a measure on X which is supported on B
L

x,y. This measure has been already studied for
instance in [Hei01] and [Kei03]. We list some additional properties of the Riesz kernel and of
the measure m

L
x,y, proven in [CC24b, Proposition 2.3 and Lemma 2.4].

Given a CD-doubling metric measure space (X, d,m) and x, y ∈ X and L ≥ 1. We have that
m

L
x,y(X) ≤ 8CDLd(x, y). In particular m

L
x,y is a finite Borel measure.

Moreover, if (X, d) is geodesic, then the map

D(R) → [0,+∞], (x, y, z) 7→ Rx,y(z)

is continuous, where D(R) := {(x, y, z) ∈ X : x, y, z distinct}.

2.1. Pointwise estimates. We can now state two equivalent formulations of the Poincaré
inequality on doubling metric measure spaces, as in [Hei01]. We refer the reader to [CC24b,
Theorem A.3].

Proposition 2.1 ([Hei01, Theorem 9.5]). Let (X, d,m) be a doubling metric measure space.
The following are quantitatively equivalent:

(PI) (X, d,m) is a PI space;
(PtPI) ∃C > 0, L ≥ 1 such that for every x, y ∈ X and every u ∈ Lip(X) it holds

(2) |u(x)− u(y)| ≤ C

∫

X

lipu dmL
x,y.
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The same inequality equivalently holds for the couple (u, g) replacing (u, lipu), where g is an
upper gradient of u.

3. Characterizations in terms of objects of dimension 1

As explained in the introduction, the Poincaré inequality is related to the fact that every
couple of points can be connected by many curves.

A first necessary condition is given by the following result. The argument is due to Semmes,
see the proof in [Che99, Appendix] (or the textbook [HKST15, Theorem 8.3.2]).

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, d,m) be a PI space. Then there exists a constant L ≥ 1 such that
(X, d) is L-quasiconvex.

First of all, this condition gives some topological constraint on the possibility of endowing a
metric space with a Borel measure that makes it a PI space. It forces the topological space to
be path-connected. Moreover, it is odd to expect that such a necessary condition characterizes
a PI space, as quasiconvexity is a purely metric condition and does not involve the measure
m.

3.1. Pencil of curves. We refer the reader to Section 2 for the preliminaries about the Riesz
kernel. We define the core notion of this section and state the main theorem.

Definition 3.2 (Pencil of curves [Hei01, Sem96]). We say that a metric measure space
(X, d,m) admits a pencil of curves if there exist two constant C1 > 0,L ≥ 1 such that for
every couple of points x, y ∈ X there exists α ∈ P(ΓL

x,y) such that

(3)

∫ ∫

γ

g ds dα(γ) ≤ C1

∫
gRL

x,y dm

for every nonnegative Borel function g.

Theorem 3.3 (Characterization 1, [DCEBKS21, FO19]). A doubling metric measure space
(X, d,m) is a PI space if and only if it admits a pencil of curves.

The if part has been proved by Semmes in the 1990s and directly follows by the definition
of upper gradient. The only if implication is more recent and there are two proofs of this
implication, related to the two independent contributions [DCEBKS21, FO19].

1) Sketch of the proof of [DCEBKS21]. The proof is based on the combination of the
pointwise estimates of Section 2.1 and the following abstract min-max theorem in
convex optimization ([Rud80, Thm. 9.4.2] (original proof in [Sio58])).

Theorem 3.4. Let X1 be a vector space and X2 be a topological vector space. Let
G ⊆ X1 and K ⊆ X2 be convex subsets, with K compact. Let F : G×K → R be such
that

a) F (·, y) is convex on G for every y ∈ K;
b) F (x, ·) is concave and upper semicontinuous in K for every x ∈ G.
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Then

max
y∈K

inf
x∈G

F (x, y) = inf
x∈G

max
y∈K

F (x, y).

The proof goes as follows. (PI) implies (PtPI) by Proposition 2.1. The (PtPI)
condition implies that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every x, y ∈ X and
every nonnegative continuous function f , there exists a rectifiable curve connecting x
to y with

(4)

∫

γ

f ds ≤ C

∫
f dmL

x,y.

This is a consequence of a, by now classical, argument in metric analysis that goes as
follows. We fix a distinguished point x0 and we define u : X → [0,∞] as

u(x) := inf

{∫

γ

f ds : γ is rectifiable, γ(0) = x, γ(1) = x0

}
.

Then f is an upper gradient of u and we apply (PtPI) to the couple (u, f) and we get
(4). Now, a key point is to embed the space of rectifiable curves into P(Γx,y) via the
map γ 7→ δγ . This gives, after extending (4) to all nonnegative Borel functions

sup
f continuous

inf
α∈P(Γx,y)

(
C

∫
f dmL

x,y −

∫ ∫

γ

f ds dα(γ)

)
> 0.

We set G := {f : X → R : f is continuous.}, K := P(ΓL
x,y), that is convex and com-

pact with respect to the weak∗ topology and F (α, f) := C
∫
f dmL

x,y −
∫ ∫

γ
f ds dα(γ).

We apply Theorem 3.4 with these choices and we obtain the conclusion.
2) Sketch of the proof of [FO19]. We fix a couple of points x, y ∈ X with x 6= y and

we consider a δ-net, i.e. a maximal set of points {xi}i∈I , where I ⊂ N and such that
d(xi, xj) ≥ δ for i 6= j. If δ < d(x, y), we can assume that x, y belong to such δ-net.
W define a graph (V,E) with E ⊂ V × V , where V = {xi}i∈I , by declaring that
(xi, xj) ∈ E if and only if i 6= j and B2δ(xi) ∩B2δ(xj) 6= ∅.

x

y

x

y

δ

X

X S S
c

Figure 1. Example of the construction of the graph and of a cut S.

We associate a capacity c : E → (0,∞), defined as

c(xi, xj) :=
m(Bδ(xi))

δ

d(x, xi)

m(Bd(x,xi)(x))
+

m(Bδ(xj))

δ

d(y, xj)

m(Bd(y,xj )(y))
.
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For every cut S, that is a set S ⊂ V such that x ∈ S and y /∈ S, define

C(S) :=
∑

(z,w)∈E,z∈S,w∈Sc

c(z, w).

Using the PI assumption, we have that inf {C(S) : S is a cut} = c0 > 0 (with the
bound c0 independent of δ). Ford-Fulkerson algorithm ([FF10]) gives a flow on the
graph f : E → R such that

∑

(x,z)∈E

f(x, z) = inf {C(S) : S is a cut} .

We do not further specify the notion of flow. It can be thought as an association of
numbers to every edge that is less or equal than the capacity and satisfies some balance
condition at every vertex.

We take the limit in the sequence of flows in the following sense. Every flow induces
a metric current in the sense of Ambrosio-Kircheim [AK00] and the limit is intended
with respect to weak convergence in the space of currents. The limit current T is not
trivial because of PI assumption and is normal (indeed ∂T = δy − δx). By [PS12], it
induces a measure on curves with endpoints x, y ∈ X that is a 1-pencil.

The proof in item 2) shows that ‘having large cuts’ in a graph is equivalent to being a PI

space. This can be seen as a discrete and combinatorial counterpart of the result we obtained
in [CC24b]. We point out that both proofs shares the presence of a duality-type argument,
i.e. the Fold-Fulkerson algorithm or the Sion min-max principle.

3.2. Modulus estimates. Another quantification on the family of curves is given by the
modulus of a family of curves.

We define the class of admissible functions for a family Γ of rectifiable curves as

Adm(Γ) :=

{
ρ : X → [0,∞] : ρ is Borel and

∫

γ

ρ ≥ 1 for every γ ∈ Γ

}
.

We define the modulus of a family of rectifiable curves Γ with respect to a nonnegative
Borel measure µ as

Mod(Γ, µ) := inf

{∫

X

ρ dµ : ρ ∈ Adm(Γ)

}
.

It follows by the very definition that, if Γ1,Γ2 are families of rectifiable curves with Γ1 ⊂ Γ2,
then Mod(Γ1, µ) ≤ Mod(Γ2, µ). Thus, enlarging a set of curves will increase its modulus. One
can think that the modulus of a family of curves quantifies how large a family of curve is in
a measure-theoretic sense. This metric measure quantification of curves allow to characterize
the Poincaré inequality.
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Theorem 3.5 (Characterization 2, [Kei03]). A doubling metric measure space is a PI space
if and only if there exist constants C2 > 0, L ≥ 1 such that for every couple of points x, y ∈ X
we have

(5) Mod(ΓL
x,y,m

L
x,y) ≥ C2.

We show how Theorem 3.5 can be proved as a corollary of Theorem 3.3.

Proof. We prove the only if implication. Since (X, d,m) is a PI space we have that for every
couple of points x, y ∈ X there exists α ∈ P(ΓL

x,y) such that (3) holds. Let ρ ∈ Adm(ΓL
x,y). In

particular, ∫ ∫

γ

ρ ds dα(γ) ≥ α(ΓL
x,y) = 1.

This last inequality, in combination with (3) gives that
∫
ρ dmL

x,y ≥ C−1
1 . Therefore, this

implies (5) with C2 := C−1
1 . For the if implication, we argue as in [Kei03]. Fix two points

x, y ∈ X. Given a locally Lipschitz function u, we consider g := lipu/|u(x) − u(y)|. By (1)
g ∈ Adm(ΓL

x,y), therefore by assumption
∫
lipu dmL

x,y

|u(x)− u(y)|
≥

∫
g dmL

x,y ≥ Mod(ΓL
x,y,m

L
x,y) ≥ C2.

By repeating the argument for every x, y ∈ X, from Proposition 2.1 we get the conclusion. �

3.3. Obstacle-avoidance principle. The obstacle-avoidance principle says that for a given
set and a given couple of points, one can always find a rectifiable path joining the points that
spends little time in the set. This amount of time is considered small when compared to the
size of the set, that can be computed with two different choices of energy.

A first example of energy is given by the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. We define

Msf(x) := sup
0<r<s

−

∫

Br(x)

|f | dm for f ∈ L1
loc(X).

Eriksson-Bique in [EB19a] defined the following condition (a similar condition was previ-
ously discussed in [EB19b]).

Definition 3.6 (A1-connectdness [EB19a]). There exist two constants L ≥ 1, CA > 0 such
that for every nonnegative lower semicontinuous function g and for every x, y, there exists a
Lipschitz curve γ ∈ ΓL

x,y such that

(6)

∫

γ

g ds ≤ CAd(x, y)
(
MCd(x,y)g(x) +MCd(x,y)g(y)

)
.

Given a doubling metric measure space, the condition in the previous definition can be
thought as a quantification of quasiconvexity and characterizes PI spaces. Thus, to prove the
Poincaré inequality, it suffices to find for every function g as in the definition a curve γ with
controlled length that ‘travels’ in the region where g is sufficiently small, in the sense of (6).
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The subscript 1 is related to the fact that an Ap condition can be formulated and character-
ized the p-Poincaré inequality for p ≥ 1. The self-improvement of the Ap condition was used
in [EB19a] to reprove with a short argument Keith-Zhong’s result about self-improvement of
the p-Poincaré inequality.

It turns out that working with sets instead of functions allows to use a smaller class of
objects in order to check that a space is a PI space.

Definition 3.7 (Maximal connectivity [EBG21, Definition 2.12]). Let L ≥ 1 and C > 0. We
say that a metric measure space (X, d,m) is (L,C)-max connected if for every couple of points
x, y ∈ X and for every Borel set E ⊂ X there exists a Lipschitz curve γ ∈ ΓL

x,y such that

ℓ(γ ∩ E) ≤ Cd(x, y) (MCr(χE)(x) +MCr(χE)(y)) .

As before, also in this case, the authors present natural variants of the definition for p > 1
that are related a to a p-Poincaré inequalities. This condition was used in [EBG21] in different
contexts. For instance, they characterize the Sierpiński sponges that satisfy a p-Poincaré
inequality and the range of p for which the inequality holds (generalizing a result in [MTW13]
in dimension 2) and they give new examples of Sobolev extension domains in the metric setting.
The relation with PI spaces (or more generally, to the validity of p-Poincaré inequalities) is
given by the following statement (a combination of [EBG21, Theorems 2.18, 2.19 and Lemma
2.20]).

Proposition 3.8. Let (X, d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. If X is a PI space, then
then it is (L,C)-max connected for some constants L ≥ 1 and C > 0. Conversely, if X is
(C,L)-max connected for some constants C > 0 and L ≥ 1, then it satisfies a p-Poincaré
inequality for every p > 1.

The obstacle-avoidance principle can be alternatively formulated using the Riesz kernel in
place of the maximal function. This allows a characterization of PI spaces and it is one of
the main novelties introduced in [CC24a]. To this aim, we introduce the following auxiliary
quantity. We define the width of a set A ⊆ X with respect to the points x, y ∈ X as

widthx,y(A) := inf
γ∈Γx,y

ℓ(γ ∩A),

where Γx,y is the set of rectifiable paths connecting x to y. The quantity widthx,y(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 3.9 (1-set-connectedness). Let C > 0 and L ≥ 1. We say that (X, d,m) is (C,L)
1-set-connected at x, y ∈ X if

(7) widthx,y(A) ≤ Cm
L
x,y(A) for all A ⊆ X Borel.

There are several equivalent definitions to 1-set-connectedness. The condition can be asked
for all closed set instead of all Borel sets and the width can be defined as the minimum over
L̃-quasigeodesics connecting x to y for some L̃ ≥ 1.
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A positive side of this definition is that it characterizes PI spaces. We will see the proof in
Section 5.

Proposition 3.10 (Characterization 3 [CC24a, Theorem 1.4]). Let (X, d,m) be a doubling
metric measure space. Then it is a PI space if and only if X is (C,L) 1-set-connected for some
constants C > 0, L ≥ 1.

Actually, in [CC24a, Theorem 1.4] we prove a stronger statement. We prove that the
condition of 1-set-connectedness verified only for a fixed couple of points x, y ∈ X is equivalent
to the inequality (2) at the same fixed couple of points for all Lipschitz functions u. Then,
Proposition 3.10 follows as a consequence of Proposition 2.1.

Example 3.11. We study this characterization in the simple case of the Euclidean space
R

d and we show the scaling of the quantities involved in the definition of (C,L) 1-set-
connectedness. We fix two points x, y ∈ R

d and we look at A = Br(x) with 0 < r < d(x, y).
By the definition of widthx,y(Br(x)), we have that the infimum in the definition is realized by

y

Br(x) γ

Figure 2. Computation in the toy-example of X = R
d and A = Br(x).

every rectifiable curve connecting x to y that ‘travels once’ in a radial direction inside Br(x).
Thus, widthx,y(Br(x)) = r. For what concerns the right-hand side, we compute with L = 1

m
L
x,y(Br(x)) =

∫

Br(x)

Rx dL
d +

∫

Br(x)

Ry dL
d

=

∫ r

0

ωd
−1s1−dHd−1(∂Bs(x)) ds+

∫

Br(x)

Ry dL
d =

ωd−1

ωd

r +

∫

Br(x)

RydL
d ≥

ωd−1

ωd

r.

Notice that, for r approaching 0, mL
x,y(Br(x)) = ωd−1ω

−1
d r + O(rd). The computation shows

that (ωd/ωd−1, 1) 1-set-connectedness is verified for such balls. The general case is more
complicated. Indeed, one needs to study

inf
A⊂X:A Borel

m
L
x,y(A)

widthx,y(A)

suitably defining the ratio in the undetermined cases. So it suffices to study the minimizers
of such ratio and compute the ratio only for such sets. We do this by connecting this theory
with the theory of separating sets in [CC24a]. This is the content of Section 5.
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4. Characterizations in terms of objects of codimension 1

The characterizations of the next sections involve boundaries of sets and the notion of
surface area associated to them. There are several notions of what the boundary of a Borel
set E is: either the topological boundary ∂E or the measure-theoretic boundary

∂eE =

{
x ∈ X : lim

r→0

m(Br(x) ∩ E)

m(Br(x))
> 0 and lim

r→0

m(Br(x) \ E)

m(Br(x))
> 0

}
.

It holds that ∂eE ⊂ ∂E.
There are several notions of surface area. The total variation of u ∈ L1

loc(X) on an open set
A ⊂ X is

|Du|(A) := inf

{
lim inf
i→∞

∫

A

lipui dm : ui ∈ Liploc(A), ui → u in L1
loc(A)

}
.

For an arbitrary set B ⊂ X, we define

|Du|(B) := inf{|Du|(A) : B ⊂ A, A ⊂ X open}.

The set function |Du| : B(X) → [0,∞] is a Borel measure on X by [Mir03, Theorem 3.4]
(see also [ADM14, Lemma 5.2]). We say that a Borel set E ⊆ X has finite perimeter if
|DχE|(X) < ∞. In this case, we set Per(E, ·) := |DχE|.

Next, we introduce the codimension-1 Hausdorff measure. We denote by Hcod−1
δ the pre-

measure with parameter δ > 0 defined as

Hcod−1
δ (E) := inf

{
∞∑

j=1

m(Brj (xj))

rj
: E ⊂

∞⋃

j=1

Brj (xj), sup
j

rj < δ

}
.

The codimension-1 Hausdorff measure Hcod−1 is the Borel regular outer measure defined as

Hcod−1(E) := sup
δ>0

Hcod−1
δ (E) for every E ⊆ X.

We use the notation Hcod−1
m

in place of Hcod−1 when we want to emphasize the measure used
in the definition. We point out that if the metric measure space is Q-Ahlfors regular for some
Q ≥ 1, this measure is comparable to HQ−1. The definition may be adapted to define the
codimension-p Hausdorff measure for p > 1, but this is out of the scope of the note.

A third way to measure the energy of a set is the Minkowski content.

Definition 4.1. Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space and let A ⊆ X be Borel. The
Minkowski content of A ⊂ X is

m
+(A) := lim

r→0

m (Br(A) \A)

r
.
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Because of some ambiguity about the Minkowski content, we define also the following quan-
tity:

m̃
+(A) := lim

r→0

m(Br(A))

2r
.

The perimeter, the codimension-1 Hausdorff measure and the Minkowski content are all
notions that allow to measure the ‘surface area’ of a Borel set in a measure-theoretic sense
and they are related to each other (see for instance [CC24b, Section 3]).

Moreover, they all satisfy a coarea inequality for Lipschitz functions, where the modulus
of differential of a Lipschitz function in the Euclidean formula is replaced here by the local
Lipschitz constant. For the statements about the coarea inequalities, see [Mir03] for the
perimeter, [ADMG17, Proposition 5.1] (and [CC24b, Proposition 3.7]) for the codimension-
1 Hausdorff measure and [KL14, Prop. 3.5] and [ADMG17, Lemma 3.2] for the Minkowski
content.

4.1. Energy of separating sets. We review the characterization developed in [CC24b]. We
only focus on some conditions presented there. We need to introduce the notion of separating
sets, that may be thought as a continuous analog to the cuts in a graph, as discussed in item
2) below the statement of Theorem 3.3.

Definition 4.2. Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space and let x, y ∈ X. A closed set Ω is
a separating set from x to y if there exists r > 0 such that Br(x) ⊆ Ω and Br(y) ⊆ Ωc. We
denote by SStop(x, y) the class of all separating sets from x to y.

The main result of [CC24b] is the following one.

Theorem 4.3 ([CC24b]). Let (X, d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. Then the following
conditions are quantitatively equivalent:

(PI) 1-Poincaré inequality;
(BP) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that

∫
RL

x,y dPerm(Ω, ·) ≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);
(BPR) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that Per

m
L
x,y
(Ω) ≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);

(BMC) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that (mL
x,y)

+(Ω) ≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);

(BH) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that
∫
∂Ω

RL
x,y dH

cod−1
m

≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);

(BHe) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that
∫
∂eΩ

RL
x,y dH

cod−1
m

≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);

(BHR) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that Hcod−1
m

L
x,y

(∂Ω) ≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y);

(BHe
R) ∃c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that Hcod−1

m
L
x,y

(∂eΩ) ≥ c for every x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y).

There are other conditions involving the notion of capacity and approximate modulus of
family of paths, but for the sake of brevity we avoid their treatment.

Our conditions are related to previous works on PI spaces:

• Our condition (BMC) is related to the main proof in [FO19]. As we explained in
item 2) after the statement of Theorem 3.3, the proof in [FO19] relies on a duality on
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a combinatorial level. In the discrete setting, this is related to the relation between
capacity of a cut and flows on the graph. In the continuous level, the flow on a
graph has the natural counterpart with the notion of pencil of curves, while we give a
continuous of capacity of a cut, that is the Minkowski content of a separating set.

Graph Cuts in a graph Flows in a graph

Metric space Separating sets Pencil of curves

• If (X, d,m) is s-Ahlfors regular, with s ≥ 1, the condition (BH) can be easily interpreted
from a more classical measure-theoretic point of view. Here, it implies that for every
x, y ∈ X and every Ω ∈ SStop(x, y), H

s−1(∂Ω) > 0. Thus in particular the Hausdorff
dimension of ∂Ω is at least s− 1. In other words, the Poincaré inequality implies that
the boundary of separating sets has Hausdorff dimension at least s− 1. This is also a
consequence of the relative isoperimetric inequality, that will be discussed in the next
section. In this result, the lower bound on the codimension-1 Hausdorff measure Hcod−1

m

of the measure-theoretic boundary of the separating sets depends on the points x, y.
Instead, measuring the boundary of separating set with the codimension-1 Hausdorff
measure weighted with the Riesz potential gives a lower bound that is independent of
x, y.

The proof of our results relies on a combination of many preliminary results in metric
analysis. We can explain in informal terms how the PI condition implies all the condition
listed in our characterization in Theorem 4.3. The characterization in Proposition 2.1 gives
(PI) is equivalent to (PtPI). If one is allowed in the (PtPI) to take as u the indicator function
of a separating set, up to clarifying what the right-hand side means, one would be able to
conclude.

On the other hand, each of the condition in the Theorem implies the (PI) condition by
means of coarea-type formulas. Indeed, given a Lipschitz function u and two points x, y ∈ X
with u(x) < u(y)

{u > t} ∈ SStop(x, y).

Instead of giving an idea of the proofs of all the implications in the Theorem, we focus on
the characterization (PI) ⇔ (BMC) in Section 5.

4.2. A proof in R
d via separating sets. The main reason behind our investigation in

[CC24b] is to look for new examples of PI spaces. This is the content of a forthcoming project
[CCW25]. In this work, we can give an alternative proof that the first Heisenberg group H

1,
endowed with the measure H4, is a PI space using potential-theoretic techniques. The same
techniques can be easily adapted in the Euclidean case and we provide the detailed proof here
in this simplified case.
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y

BL
x;y

Figure 3. Example of the setting.

We consider as a toy model the Euclidean space R
d with d ≥ 2 (the arguments can be easily

adapted to d = 1). We associate the metric measure space (Rd, | · |,Ld), where | · | is the
Euclidean distance and Ld is the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. We prove that R

d is a PI

space using the condition on separating sets. As we previously saw, in this specific case, the
Riesz kernel takes the form

Rx(z) = ω−1
d |x− z|1−d.

Morever, we consider the Green function of the Laplacian in R
d with pole at x

Gx(z) :=

{
− 1

2π
ln(|x− z|) if d = 2,

1
d(d−2)ωd

|x− z|2−d if d ≥ 3.

which satisfies −∆Gx = δx in the sense of distribution. Moreover, Gx and Rx are related by
the following identity

(8) |∇Gx|(z) = d−1Rx(z) for every z ∈ R
d.

We prove that there exist c > 0 and L ≥ 1 such that
∫
RL

x,y dPer(Ω, ·) ≥ c for every couple

of points x, y ∈ X, x 6= y and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y). By Theorem 4.3, this implies that R
d is a PI

space.
Let us fix x, y ∈ X and Ω ∈ SStop(x, y). If

∫
RL

x,y dPer(Ω, ·) = ∞, there is nothing to

prove, so we may assume that
∫
RL

x,y dPer(Ω, ·) < ∞. In such a case, it is not hard to prove
Per(Ω, B2Ld(x,y)(x)) < ∞.

We make a further semplification only for the sake of this presentation. We assume that Ω
is an open set with smooth boundary. The general case of sets of finite perimeter only has the
more technical complications of dealing with the notion of normal to the boundary and the
more general Gauss-Green formula that holds for this class of sets.

By the explicit formula of Rx in the Euclidean space, we have that there exists a constant
c0 > 0 such that

(9) d

∫

∂Br(p)

〈∇Gp, νBr(p)〉 dH
d−1 =

∫

∂Br(p)

Rp dH
d−1 = c0 for every p ∈ X, and r > 0.
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Here νA(x) is the unit outer normal to the boundary of A at x ∈ ∂A and A is an open set
with smooth boundary. Morever, given Br(x) ⊂ Ω, we have

(10)

∫

∂(Ω∩BL
x,y)

Rx dH
d−1 ≥

∫

∂Br(x)

Rx dH
d−1 = c0.

This follows from the following computation, based on (8)

0 =

∫

Ω∩BL
x,y\Br(x)

∆Gx dL
d =

∫

∂(Ω∩BL
x,y)

〈∇Gx, ν∂Ω〉 dH
d−1 −

∫

∂Br(x)

〈∇Gx, νBr(x)〉 dH
d−1

(9)

≤

∫

∂(Ω∩BL
x,y)

|∇Gx| dH
d−1 − d−1

∫

∂Br(x)

Rx dH
d−1

(8)
= d−1

∫

∂(Ω∩BL
x,y)

Rx dH
d−1 − d−1

∫

∂Br(x)

Rx dH
d−1.

Notice that, for every L > 0, there exists δL, independent of x, y, such that

(11)

∫

∂BL
x,y

|Ry − Rx| dH
d−1 ≤ δL.

Moreover, δL → 0+ as L → ∞.
We can now compute
∫

RL
x,y dPer(Ω, ·) =

∫

∂Ω∩BL
x,y

Rx dH
d−1 +

∫

∂Ω∩BL
x,y

Ry dH
d−1

=

∫

∂(Ω∩BL
x,y)

Rx dH
d−1 −

∫

Ω∩∂BL
x,y

Rx dH
d−1 +

∫

∂(Ωc∩BL
x,y)

Ry dH
d−1 −

∫

Ωc∩∂BL
x,y

Ry dH
d−1

(10)

≥ 2c0 −

∫

Ω∩∂BL
x,y

Rx dH
d−1 −

∫

Ωc∩∂BL
x,y

Ry dH
d−1

(11)

≥ 2c0 −

∫

∂BL
x,y

Rx dH
d−1 − δL

= c0 − δL.

Choosing L sufficiently large, we have that δL < c0/2, thus
∫
RL

x,y dPer(Ω, ·) ≥ c0/2, thus
concluding.

4.3. Relative isoperimetric inequality. The Poincaré inequality is related to the validity
of the relative isoperimetric inequality. This is due to different contributions [Mir03, Amb02,
KL14, Lah20], that we briefly review in this section.

In informal terms, the relative isoperimetric inequality says the following. Fix a set function
σ which ‘measures the surface measure’ of a given set. There exists a constant C > 0 such
that for every Borel set E and every ball Br(x)

min {m(E ∩ Br(x)),m(Ec ∩ Br(x))}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

σ(∂E ∩ Bλr(x))

m(Bλr(x))
.
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We review characterizations of PI spaces in terms of relative isoperimetric inequalities where
the function σ varies among the energies defined at the beginning of Section 4.

Miranda in [Mir03] (see also [Amb02]) proved that a necessary condition in a PI space is
the validity of the following relative isoperimetric inequality. There exists a constant C > 0
such that for all Borel sets E ⊂ X and every ball Br(x) ⊂ X

min {m(E ∩ Br(x)),m(Ec ∩ Br(x))}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

Per(E,Bλr(x))

m(Bλr(x))
.

This is a consequence of the fact that the definition of PI spaces can be equivalently formulated
with BV functions u replacing the class of BV functions and with |Du|(Bλr(x))/m(Bλr(x)) in
the inequality replacing the averaged integral of lipu. Then it is enough to test the inequality
with the indicator of a set of finite perimeter. A crucial estimate is the simple algebraic
computation

(12)

1

2

min {m(E ∩Br(x)),m(E \Br(x))}

m(Br(x))
≤ −

∫

Br(x)

∣∣∣∣χE −−

∫

Br(x)

χE dm

∣∣∣∣ dm

≤ 2
min {m(E ∩ Br(x)),m(E \Br(x))}

m(Br(x))
.

The sufficiency of the validity of the above relative isoperimetric inequality to get that X
is a PI space follows by applying the inequality to the superlevel sets of a Lipschitz function
u, say Et := {u > t}. Then, as proven in [KL14], one integrate with respect to the t variable
using coarea formula for BV functions ([Mir03, Proposition 4.2]) and (12).

However, one may consider other energies to measure the boundary, as the codimension-1
Hausdorff measure and the Minkowksi content. This leads to the following definitions [KL14,
Section 1].

(IsoM) there exist C > 0, λ ≥ 1 such that

min {m(Br(x) ∩ E),m(Br(x) \ E)}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

m̃
+(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂E)

m(Bλr(x))

for all m-measurable set E and x ∈ X, r > 0;
(IsoMe) there exist C > 0, λ ≥ 1 such that

min {m(Br(x) ∩ E),m(Br(x) \ E)}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

m̃
+(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂eE)

m(Bλr(x))

for all m-measurable set E and x ∈ X, r > 0;
(IsoH) there exist C > 0, λ ≥ 1 such that

min {m(Br(x) ∩ E),m(Br(x) \ E)}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

Hcod−1(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂E)

m(Bλr(x))

for all m-measurable set E and x ∈ X, r > 0.
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These conditions characterize PI spaces.

Proposition 4.4 ([KL14]). Let (X, d,m) be a doubling metric measure space. Then X is a PI

space if one (and thus all) of the conditions (IsoM), (IsoMe), (IsoH) holds.

Proof. We sketch the proof. (IsoMe) implies (IsoM) because ∂eE ⊂ ∂E. (IsoH) implies (IsoM)

because Hcod−1(A) ≤ Cm̃
+(A) for all A ⊂ X. (IsoM) implies that X is a PI space by arguing

as in the case of the perimeter, by integrating the condition on the superlevel set of a Lipschitz
function. In this case, one applies the coarea inequality for the Minkowski content.

The condition (IsoM) implies (IsoMe) via the following more delicate argument. The terms
in both sides in (IsoMe) remains unchanged if we change E with Ẽ such that m(E∆Ẽ) = 0.

Selecting as Ẽ the measure-theoretic interior of E, one has that ∂Ẽ = ∂eE. By the very

definition of m̃+, we have

m̃
+(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂Ẽ) = m̃

+(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂eE)

which, together with the assumption, gives the conclusion (see [KL14, Theorem 3.6]).
The (PI) condition implies (IsoH) by the same classical argument of analysis on metric spaces

used in item i) below the statement of Theorem 3.3, that in this case reads as follows. Given a
Borel function g, we find a Lipschitz function u such that g is its upper gradient. In this case,
the L1 norm of g is an approximation (up to a multiplicative constant) of Hcod−1(Bλr(x)∩∂E)
and u is an approximation of χE. For more details, we refer the reader to [KL14, Theorem
3.13]. �

An expert reader in geometric measure theory will notice that (IsoH) is not the most natural
condition involving the codimension-1 Hausdorff measure.

This is a consequence of the celebrated De Giorgi-Federer characterization of sets of finite
perimeter in the Euclidean space. Indeed, Federer (see [Fed69, Section 4.5.11]), after De Giorgi,
gave the following characterization in R

d. Given an open set Ω ⊂ R
d and an Ld-measurable

set E ⊂ R
d of finite perimeter, we have that Per(E,Ω) < ∞ if and only if Hd−1(∂eE∩Ω) < ∞.

Since Hcod−1 is the natural replacement of Hd−1 that takes into account the local change of
dimension of the metric space, a natural formulation of the relative isoperimetric inequality is
given by the following condition.

(IsoHe) there exist C > 0, λ ≥ 1 such that

min {m(Br(x) ∩ E),m(Br(x) \ E)}

m(Br(x))
≤ Cr

Hcod−1(Bλr(x) ∩ ∂eE)

m(Bλr(x))

for all m-measurable set E and x ∈ X, r > 0.

Lahti proved in [Lah20, Corollary 5.4] that (IsoHe) is equivalent to the fact that X is a PI

space. The main tool is the validity of a De Giorgi-Federer characterization of sets of finite
perimeter in metric spaces, as proved in [Lah20], building upon preliminary tools in [Lah17].
It takes the following form. Let (X, d,m) be a PI space. Let Ω ⊂ X be an open set and let
E ⊂ X be m-measurable. Then, Per(E,Ω) < ∞ if and only if Hcod−1(∂eE ∩ Ω) < ∞.
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5. A more geometric relation between obstacle-avoidance principle and

energy of separating sets

The goal of this section is twofold. We show a proof of Proposition 3.10. The proof uses
as a tool the (BMC) condition introduced Section 4.1 and, indeed, we also prove in the same
proof that (PI) is equivalent to (BMC) (an equivalence of Theorem 4.3). The second aim is to
directly relate (BMC) to 1-set-connectedness. This will be proved in Theorem 5.2. The main
tool for this second goal is the position function, that we define and explain in Section 5.2.

We define the following auxiliary quantity.

SRx,y(A) :=
m

L
x,y(A)

widthx,y(A)
.

The 1-set-connectedness can be recast into the following condition. There exist constants
c > 0, L ≥ 1 such that

SRx,y(A) ≥ c

for every Borel set A ∈ X.
The first result of this section is the relate the (PI) condition, the obstacle-avoidance con-

dition with the Riesz kernel and the Minkowski content of separating sets.

Theorem 5.1 ([CC24a, Theorem 1.4]). Let (X, d,m) be a doubling metric measure. Then the
following conditions are quantitatively equivalent:

(i) (X, d,m) is a PI space;
(ii) the space (X, d,m) is (C,L) 1-set-connected;
(iii) there exist C,L such that (7) is satisfied by every closed subset A ⊆ X;
(iv) the space (X, d,m) satisfies (BMC).

Proof. Condition (i) implies that for every x, y ∈ X there exists a pencil of curves α ∈ P(ΓL
x,y),

which gives

widthx,y(A) ≤ inf
γ∈ΓL

x,y

ℓ(γ ∩ A) ≤

∫
ℓ(γ ∩A) dα(γ) ≤ Cm

L
x,y(A)

for every Borel set A ⊂ X. This proves (ii). (ii) implies (iii) is trivial. Now, we prove that (iii)
implies (iv). We take a separating set Ω ∈ SStop(x, y). If (mL

x,y)
+(Ω) = +∞ there is nothing

to prove, so we suppose (mL
x,y)

+(Ω) < +∞, which implies m
L
x,y(∂Ω) = 0. Consider the set

Ar := Br(Ω) \ int(Ω), which is a closed subset of X. We have that

widthx,y(Ar) ≥ r if r < min{d(∂Ω, x), d(∂Ω, y)}

Indeed, because of this choice of r, every curve has to travel from the interior of Ω to the
complement of Br(Ω). Thus, the length of such curve is at least r. We can now compute

(mL
x,y)

+(Ω) = lim
r→0

m
L
x,y(Br(Ω) \ Ω)

r
= lim

r→0

m
L
x,y(Ar)

r
≥ lim

r→0

m
L
x,y(Ar)

widthx,y(Ar)
≥ inf

A⊆X
A closed

SRx,y(A) ≥ c,
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where we use the assumption in the last inequality. Since this is true for every Ω ∈ SStop(x, y)
we get (iv).

To prove that (iv) implies (i), one repeats the argument of Theorem 4.3. More precisely,
given a Lipschitz function u and a pair points x, y ∈ X, we have that the sets Ωt := {u ≥ t}
belong to SStop(x, y) for all t ∈ (u(x), u(y)). In doing this, we assumed without loss of
generality that u(x) < u(y). We can apply the coarea inequality for the Minkowski content
and the measure m

L
x,y to integrate the (BMC) property and conclude.

�

This proof is very analytical and, in our opinion, does not show the direct relation between
the obstacle-avoidance principle and the Minkowski content of separating sets, that have both
a geometric definition. The main goal of [CC24a] is to study more carefully this relation.

We prove that the infimum of the separating ratio among closed sets and the infimum of
weighted Minkowski content of separating sets can be compared in terms of a constant which
is related only the Λ-quasiconvexity of the space. The equivalence does not pass through the
validity of a Poincaré inequality.

Theorem 5.2. Let (X, d,m) be a doubling, path-connected, locally Λ-quasiconvex metric mea-
sure space and let x, y ∈ X. Then

Λ−1 inf
Ω∈SStop(x,y)

(mL
x,y)

+(Ω) ≤ inf
A⊆X closed

SRx,y(A) ≤ inf
Ω∈SStop(x,y)

(mL
x,y)

+(Ω).

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

inf
A⊆X closed

SRx,y(A) = inf
Ω∈SStop(x,y)

(mL
x,y)

+(Ω).

We refer the reader to Section 5.2 for the definition of locally Λ-quasiconvexity.

5.1. Explanation of the geometric idea behind the proof of Theorem 5.2. We con-
sider Figure 4 and we compute the infimum of the separating ratio between x and y as in
the picture. The choice of the cone-shaped domain D 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 m

L
x,y) by keeping unaltered its width. This will create a better competitor for the

infimum of the separating ratio, given by the rectangle R in Figure 4. The next step is to
chop R in N slimmer rectangles Ri of width equal to the N -th fraction of the width of R.
We then select one of such slimmer rectangles, say R1, with the property that its separating
ratio is less than or equal to the separating ratio of R. This is a consequence of the following
formula:

1

N

N∑

i=1

SRx,y(Ri) = SRx,y(R).

This formula is trivial in such a case and can be regarded as a discrete counterpart of coarea
formula.
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We can repeat this procedure, thus finding thinner and thinner rectangles with decreasing
separating ratio. The sequence of thin rectagles converges to a vertical line L. This line is
the boundary of a separating set, that is the half-plane with boundary L containing x. Its
Minkowski content can be estimated from above by the separating ratio of the converging
rectangles. This is the main idea in the proof of Theorem 5.2 and all the objects involved will
be discussed in details in Section 5.2.

x y x y x y

D R
R1

R2 R3

R4

Figure 4. 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 x, y and unbounded D in the definition of separating ratio.

5.2. The position function and the proof of Theorem 5.2. We introduce here a function
that allows to fibrate a closed set into boundaries of separating sets. This is the so-called
position function and it is defined as follows (for more details, see [CC24a, Section 5]).

Given a Borel A ⊆ X and γ ∈ Γx,y we define the position function along the path γ of the
set A as

posγ,A : X → [0,∞], posγ,A(z) := inf
s∈γ−1(z)

ℓ(γ ∩ A, s),

with the usual convention that posγ,A(z) = ∞ if z /∈ Im(γ). In other words posγ,A(z) is the
length spent by γ inside A before reaching for the first time the point z. We define the position
function with respect to the set A as

posA : X → [0,∞], posA(z) := inf
γ∈Γx,y

posγ,A(z).

To study the fine properties of such function, we define some more refined connectivity
condition of the space:

- rectifiable path connected if Γx,y 6= ∅ for every x, y ∈ X;
- pointwise rectifiable path connected if for every x ∈ X there exists rx > 0 such that
Γx,y 6= ∅ for every y ∈ Brx(x);

- pointwise Λx-quasiconvex at x ∈ X if there exist rx > 0 and Λx ≥ 1 such that ΓΛx
x,y 6= ∅

for every y ∈ Brx(x);
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- pointwise quasiconvex if it is pointwise quasiconvex at every x ∈ X;
- locally Λ-quasiconvex if for every x ∈ X there exist rx > 0 such that ΓΛ

y,z 6= ∅ for every
y, z ∈ Brx(x).

To familiarize with the position function, we mention the following proposition that shows
an interesting feature of it. We consider a set A ⊂ X and a pair of points such that it A has
the property that every rectifiable curve that travels from one point to the other crosses A.
Then every level set of the position function intersected with A has the same property.

Proposition 5.3 ([CC24a, Proposition 5.3]). Let (X, d) be a metric space and let x, y ∈ X. Let
A be closed such that A∩γ 6= ∅ for all γ ∈ Γx,y. Then the sets {z ∈ X : posA(z) = t}∩A have
the property that {z ∈ X : posA(z) = t}∩A∩γ 6= ∅ for all γ ∈ Γx,y for all t ∈ [0,widthx,y(A)].

x y y

D

x

C

Figure 5. Fix the pair of points x, y in the plane. Then consider the unbounded
sets C and D. Both of them satisfy the assumption of Proposition 5.3. The blue
lines represent a level set of the position function for t ∈ [0,width(A)], while the
red one for t > width(A).

Next, we can finely quantify the regularity of the position function in terms of the metric
connectivity properties of the ambient space as follows.

Proposition 5.4 ([CC24a, Proposition 5.4]). Let (X, d) be a rectifiable path connected metric
space and let x, y ∈ X. Let A ⊆ X Borel. Then

(i) posA(z) < +∞ for every z ∈ X;
(ii) if X is pointwise Λz-quasiconvex at z ∈ X then lip posA(z) ≤ Λz;
(iii) if X is pointwise quasiconvex then posA is continuous and lip posA = 0 on A

c
;

(iv) if X is (locally) Λ-quasiconvex then posA is (locally) Λ-Lipschitz.

The last proposition is the crucial tool that we need, in combination with a coarea inequality
for Lipschitz functions, to prove Theorem 5.2.

Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.2. The second inequality can be proven as in (iii)⇒(iv) in
Theorem 5.1. We sketch the first inequality. Since Γx,y 6= ∅, widthx,y(A) < +∞ for every
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A ⊂ X. Fix a closed set A ⊂ X. We can suppose widthx,y(A) > 0, otherwise SRx,y(A) = +∞
and there is nothing to prove. We consider the function posA that is Λ-Lipschitz on X as a
combination of item (iv) in Proposition 5.4 and the fact that supp(mL

x,y) is compact.
We notice that, for t ∈ (0,widthx,y(A)), the sets {posA ≤ t} belong to SStop(x, y) because

posA is Lipschitz, posA(x) = 0, posA(y) = widthx,y(A).
By the coarea inequality and items (iii),(iv) in Proposition 5.4, we have

∫ widthx,y(A)

0

(mL
x,y)

+({posA ≤ t}) dt ≤

∫
lip posA dmL

x,y =

∫

A

lip posA dmL
x,y ≤ ΛmL

x,y(A).

Dividing by widthx,y(A) we conclude that we can find some t̄ ∈ (0,widthx,y(A)) such that

(mL
x,y)

+({posA}) ≤ t̄}) ≤ Λ
m

L
x,y(A)

widthx,y(A)
= Λ · SRx,y(A).

By the arbitrariness of A and since {posA ≤ t̄} ∈ SStop(x, y), we finally have

1

Λ
inf

Ω∈SStop(x,y)
(mL

x,y)
+(Ω) ≤ inf

A⊆X closed

m
L
x,y(A)

widthx,y(A)
.

�

6. Open problems

We give some examples of open problems. One of the reason to develop all the machinery
in [CC24b, CC24a] is to prove that two classes of metric measure spaces with bound on the
curvature satisfy the Poincaré inequality.

6.1. MCP(0, N) spaces. The first class is the one of metric measure spaces that satisfy a
measure contraction property MCP(K,N) in the sense of Ohta-Sturm ([Oht07, Stu06b]), where
K ∈ N is a lower bound on the curvature and N > 1 is an upper bound on the dimension.
This class generalizes the one of CD(K,N) spaces, but it has the positive side of including
subRiemannian and subFinslerian structures, as the Heisenberg group ([Jui09]), some Carnot
groups ([Riz16]) and the sub-Finslerian Heisenberg group ([BMRT24]). We restrict the study
to the class MCP(0, N) space, because they are doubling metric measure spaces. One can
change the axiomatization of doubling and Poincaré to local statements to study MCP(K,N)
for negative K. Tapio Rajala raised the question if MCP(0, N) spaces are PI spaces. Eriksson-
Bique proved in [EB19b, Theorem 1.3] that they satisfy a p-Poincaré inequality if p > N + 1,
meaning the Lp-norm of lipu replaces the L1 norm of lipu on the right-hand side. It is not
known whether MCP(0, N) are PI spaces, so it is not clear if they satisfy a 1-Poincaré inequality.
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6.2. GCBA(κ) spaces. The second class is that of metric spaces with an upper bound on the
curvature. More specifically, Lytchak and Nagano in [LN19] studied the local geometry of the
class of complete and separable, locally compact, metric space such that

• every geodesic can be extended to a geodesic defined on a larger interval. This metric
property is called geodesic completeness;

• the curvature is bounded from above by κ ∈ R in the following sense. Triangles in
the metric space are thinner than the triangles with same edge length in the two
dimensional model space of constant sectional curvature κ.

These are called called GCBA(κ) spaces, that stands for Geodesically complete spaces with
Curvature Bounded Above. These spaces are natural generalizations of smooth Riemannian
manifolds (with no boundary) with curvature bounded above.

At this level of generality, a space in this class does not have a fixed dimension; indeed,
one can define simple examples of varying dimension by gluing a segment with a sphere.
Nevertheless, we restrict to the case of n-dimensional spaces for n ∈ N, that means that
every point has a small ball around it of Hausdorff dimension n. The n-dimensional Hausdorff
measure on a n-dimensional GCBA space is (locally) doubling, as proved in [CS22]. It is
natural to ask whether, after the previous restriction, a n-dimensional GCBA space is a PI

space. This is not the case as the following simple examples show. A first observation is that
the GCBA is stable under a gluing procedure. Given two GCBA(κ) spaces X and Y and a

geodesically convex A ⊂ X that is isometric to Ã ⊂ Y. The gluing of such spaces along A is
still a GCBA(κ) space.

Let d ∈ N and consider two copies of the Euclidean space R
d, which are GCBA(0) spaces.

For 1 ≤ k < d, we glue them along a convex k-dimensional set (for k = 1 one can consider
a segment, for k = 2 a 2-dimensional square and so on). The resulting space satisfying a
p-Poincaré inequality if and only if p > d− k.

We refer the reader to [HK98, Section 6.14] for the discussion about the definition of a new
metric measure space with a gluing procedure and the validity of the Poincaré inequality on
the glued space.

Figure 6. Example of gluings in the 2-dimensional case.

Therefore, a more natural question would be to find a geometric condition on a n-dimensional
GCBA space which characterizes the validity of a 1-Poincaré inequality.
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