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LIPSCHITZ INTERPOLATING SEQUENCES

A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS AND ABRAHAM RUEDA ZOCA

Abstract. Let X be a metric space with a base point 0, and let Lip0(X) be the Banach space of all

Lipschitz functions f : X → R such that f (0) = 0. Given a set of points ((xi, yi))i∈I in X2 with xi , yi

for all i ∈ I, we study the following interpolation problem: when for each bounded set (αi)i∈I in R

the algorithm
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
= αi (i ∈ I)

can be implemented by a function f ∈ Lip0(X)? Our approach involves the concept of a Beurling set

of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I which has shown to be useful in the so-called transportation

problem.

1. Introduction

Given a nonempty set X, let A(X) be a space of scalar-valued functions defined on X. A sequence

(xn)n∈N of elements in X is said to be an interpolating sequence for A(X) if for each bounded scalar-

valued sequence (αn)n∈N, there exists a function f ∈ A(X) such that f (xn) = αn for all n ∈ N.

The theory of interpolating sequences for spaces of analytic functions plays an important role

in the theory of Banach spaces, not only because of the intrinsic beauty of the concept but also

because of its applications in different topics such as operator theory, linear systems theory, control

theory, function theory, Banach algebras theory and others (see the monographs of Garnett [13]

and Seip [24]).

Since Carleson [7] characterized the interpolating sequences for the space of bounded holomor-

phic functions on the complex open unit disk, several authors have studied interpolating sequences

for different function spaces as, for example, spaces of Bloch functions [3, 18, 19], (weighted)

spaces of analytic functions [6, 20] and uniform algebras [11, 12], among others.

Our aim in this paper is to raise and address a natural problem of interpolation for spaces of

Lipschitz functions. Although the aforementioned results are naturally considered for complex-

valued functions, we will focus on studying Lipschitz interpolating sets – rather than sequences –

in the environment of real-valued Lipschitz functions. The main reason for considering only the

real case is that our study requires to make use of the rich theory on Lipschitz-free spaces [14, 25],

which has been mainly developed in the real setting since McShane extension theorem of Lipschitz

functions is norm-preserving in the real-valued case but it is not in the complex-valued one (see

[25, Theorems 1.33 and Corollary 1.34] for details).

Let (X, d) be a pointed metric space with a base point denoted by 0, let E be a real Banach space

and set X̃ = {(x, y) ∈ X × X : x , y}. The pointed Lipschitz space Lip0(X, E) is the Banach space

of all Lipschitz mappings f : X → E such that f (0) = 0, endowed with the norm:

‖ f ‖ := sup

{
‖ f (x) − f (y)‖

d(x, y)
: (x, y) ∈ X̃

}
< ∞.
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2 A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS AND A. RUEDA ZOCA

The pointed little Lipschitz space lip0(X, E) is the closed subspace of Lip0(X, E) consisting of all

those mappings f : X → E which satisfy the following property:

∀ε > 0, ∃δ > 0: x, y ∈ X, 0 < d(x, y) < δ ⇒
‖ f (x) − f (y)‖

d(x, y)
< ε.

In the scalar-valued case, it is usual to write Lip0(X) and lip0(X) instead of Lip0(X,R) and lip0(X,R),

respectively.

For a nonempty set I, we denote by ℓ1(I, E) and ℓ∞(I, E) the Banach spaces of absolutely sum-

mable families and bounded families of vectors in E, α = (αi)i∈I, under the respective norms:

‖α‖1 := sup


∑

i∈F

‖αi‖ : F ⊆ I, F finite

 ,

‖α‖∞ := sup {‖αi‖ : i ∈ I} .

In the case E = R, we just write ℓ1(I) and ℓ∞(I), and even ℓ1 and ℓ∞ (ℓn
1

and ℓn∞) if in addition I = N

(resp. I = {1, . . . , n}). Given any i ∈ I, by ei we mean the element in ℓ1(I) defined as ei( j) = δi j for

all j ∈ I, where δi j denotes the Kronecker delta of i, j ∈ I.

For real Banach spaces E and F, we denote byL(E, F) the space of all bounded linear operators

from E into F, equipped with the operator canonical norm. In particular, we write E∗ instead of

L(E,R). As usual, BE and S E stand for the closed unit ball and the unit sphere of E, respectively.

Definition 1.1. Let (X, d) be a pointed metric space and let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a set of points in X̃.

Clearly, the so-called Lipschitz interpolating operator associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I, T : Lip0(X) →

ℓ∞(I), given by

T ( f ) :=

(
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

)

i∈I

( f ∈ Lip0(X)),

is well-defined, linear and continuous with 0 , ||T || ≤ 1.

We will say that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X) if for each element

α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I), the interpolation problem

f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
= αi (i ∈ I)

can be solved with a function f ∈ Lip0(X). This means that the operator T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞ is

surjective and, equivalently, there exists a map R : ℓ∞ → Lip0(X) such that T ◦ R = Idℓ∞ . In the

case that R : ℓ∞ → Lip0(X) is a bounded linear operator, we will say that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a linear

Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X).

If ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X), then the operator T : Lip0(X) →

ℓ∞(I) is surjective. An application of the open mapping theorem guarantees that there exists a

constant K ≥ 1/‖T‖ such that for each α ∈ Bℓ∞(I), we have T ( f ) = α for some f ∈ Lip0(X) with

‖ f ‖ ≤ K. This justifies the introduction of the following constant.

Definition 1.2. Let X be a pointed metric space and let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set

in X̃ for Lip0(X). We define the Lipschitz interpolation constant for ((xi, yi))i∈I by

M := inf
{
K ≥ 1 | ∀α ∈ Bℓ∞(I), ∃ f ∈ KBLip0(X) : T ( f ) = α

}
< ∞.

The Lipschitz interpolation constant for ((xi, yi))i∈I may admit different descriptions. For exam-

ple, notice that M = ‖(T̃ )−1‖, where T̃ : Lip0(X)/ ker(T ) → ℓ∞(I) is the topological isomorphism

given by T̃ ( f + ker(T )) = T ( f ). On the other hand, if

Mα := inf
{
K ≥ 1 | ∃ f ∈ KBLip0(X) : T ( f ) = α

}
(α ∈ Bℓ∞(I)),
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it is not hard to show that M = sup
{
Mα : α ∈ Bℓ∞(I)

}
. Compare this last supremum to the inter-

polation constant introduced for bounded holomorphic functions of a sequence in the upper half

plane (see [13, p, 276]), for elements of a uniform algebra of a sequence in its spectrum [11, 12],

for weighted analytic functions of a sequence in the unit ball of a Hilbert space [6], for (weighted)

Bloch functions of a sequence in the complex open unit disk [3, 19], and for Lipschitz functions

[16].

We now describe the content of this paper. After Section 2, where we will introduce some

preliminary results, we will analyse in Section 3 the problem of when a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is Lips-

chitz interpolating for Lip0(X). It turns out that the above is equivalent to the fact that the operator

S : ℓ1(I) → F (X) given by S (ei) := mxi,yi
is an into isomorphism (see Theorem 3.6 for details

and the role that the Lipschitz interpolation constant plays). In the search of examples of Lipschitz

interpolating sets, we introduce in Definition 3.8 the notion of Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X)

for ((xi, yi))i∈I . Such sets of functions have shown its usefulness in the so-called transportation

problem (see [21, 22]). Moreover, the existence of such a Beurling set of functions characterizes

that the Lipschitz interpolation provides by the set ((xi, yi))i∈I becomes to be linear (see Theorems

3.9 and 3.10).

Among other characterizations (see (Theorem 3.12)), we prove that a Lipschitz interpolating

set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ for Lip0(X) admits a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) if, and only if, there

exists an operator P : F (X) → ℓ1(I) such that P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I) and the norm of P is exactly the

same as the Lipschitz interpolation constant of ((xi, yi))i∈I. The section also contains a number of

examples of Lispchitz interpolating sets admitting a Beurling set of Lipschitz functions. Let us

point out, among all the results, Theorem 3.15, where we prove that if ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz

interpolating set whose associate constant is equal to 1, then it admits a Beurling set of Lipschitz

functions. This theorem, which is based on recent results by Ostrovskaa and Ostrovskii [22], can

be seen as a slight generalisation of [22, Theorem 1.3]. At the end of the section, we study the

separation and the stability of Lipschitz interpolating sets in X̃ for Lip0(X) with respect to the

so-called Lipschitz-molecular metric.

In Section 4, we study Lipschitz interpolating sequences in the case of compact pointed metric

spaces X. We prove in Proposition 4.1 that if ((xn, yn))∞
n=1

is a Lipschitz interpolating sequence in

in X̃ for Lip0(X), then (d(xn, yn))∞
n=1
→ 0 as n → ∞. Even though the converse is far from being

true (Example 4.3), we prove the following kind of converse – now without compactness on X –:

if (d(xn, yn))∞
n=1 → 0 as n → ∞, then, for every ε > 0, there exists a subsequence ((xnk

, ynk
))∞

k=1

which is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolating constant is smaller

than 1/(1 − ε) (Theorem 4.4). These results are applied in Theorem 4.6 to prove that if lip0(X)

separates the points of X uniformly and ((xn, yn))∞
n=1 is a sequence in X̃, then the associate Lipschitz

interpolating operator T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞ is onto if, and only if, the operator T|lip0(X) : lip0(X) → c0

is so, and both the Lipschitz interpolating constants of T and T|lip0(X) agree.

In our last Section 5, we study Lipschitz interpolating operators from Lip0(X, E) to ℓ∞(I, E) for

any Banach space E (see Definition 5.1). We prove in Theorem 5.4 that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz

interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X, E) for any Banach space E with a common Lipschitz interpolating

constant M = ME if, and only if, there exists a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) associated to

((xi, yi))i∈I . In order to prove it we make use of tensor product theory.

2. Preliminary results

From now on, unless otherwise stated, X will denote a pointed metric space with a base point

represented by 0.
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For each x ∈ X, the evaluation functional δx : Lip0(X) → R, defined by δx( f ) := f (x) for all

f ∈ Lip0(X), is linear and continuous with ‖δx‖ = d(x, 0).

The Lipschitz-free Banach space over X, denoted by F (X), is the closed subspace of Lip0(X)∗

generated by those evaluation functionals, that is,

F (X) := span {δx : x ∈ X} ⊆ Lip0(X)∗.

In the theory of Lipschitz functions, F (X) is also known under the name of Arens–Ells space and

is denoted Æ(X) (see [25, Chapter 3]).

According to [25, Theorem 3.3], F (X) is a predual Banach space of Lip0(X). Namely, the

evaluation map QX : Lip0(X) → F (X)∗ defined by

QX( f )(γ) := γ( f )
(
f ∈ Lip0(X), γ ∈ F (X)

)
,

is the natural isometric isomorphism.

A normalized elementary molecule is an element of F (X) in the form

mx,y :=
δx − δy

d(x, y)
((x, y) ∈ X̃).

Note that ||mx,y|| = 1 by [25, Lemma 3.5], and it is known (see, for example, [1, Lemma 2.1]) that

F (X) consists of all functionals γ ∈ Lip0(X)∗ of the form

γ =

∞∑

n=1

λnmxn,yn
,

with (λn)∞n=1 ∈ ℓ1 and ((xn, yn))∞n=1 ⊆ X̃. Moreover,

‖γ‖ = inf


∞∑

n=1

|λn| : γ =

∞∑

n=1

λnmxn ,yn
, (λn)∞n=1 ∈ ℓ1, ((xn, yn))∞n=1 ⊆ X̃

 .

By [25, Theorem 3.6], the map δ : x 7→ δx is an isometric embedding from X into Lip0(X)∗, and

the space F (X) is characterized up to isometric isomorphism by the following universal extension

property: for each Banach space E and each map f ∈ Lip0(X, E), there exists a unique operator

T f ∈ L(F (X), E) such that T f ◦ δ = f . Furthermore, ||T f || = Lip( f ).

It is said that lip0(X) separates points uniformly if there exists a constant a > 1 such that for

every x, y ∈ X, some f ∈ lip0(X) satisfies Lip( f ) ≤ a and | f (x) − f (y)| = d(x, y).

Assuming that X is a compact pointed metric space and lip0(X) separates points uniformly, the

restriction map RX : F (X) → lip0(X)∗ defined by

RX(γ)( f ) := γ( f )
(
f ∈ lip0(X), γ ∈ F (X)

)
,

is an isometric isomorphism by [25, Theorem 4.38]. Examples of compact metric spaces X for

which lip0(X) separates the points uniformly are compact spaces of the form (X, d ◦ω), where ω is

a local distorsion [25, Proposition 4.14] or countable compact metric spaces [9, Theorem 2.1].

Next, we will establish quantitative versions of a couple of classical results from Functional

Analysis, which connect the injectivity and the surjectivity of an operator in terms of its adjoint

operator. In the former result, we will use the ideas of [10, Hint of Exercise 2.39 (i)].

Proposition 2.1. Let E, F be Banach spaces and let T ∈ L(E, F) be such that T ∗ is onto (equiva-

lently, T is an into isomorphism). Define

M := inf {K > 0 | ∀x∗ ∈ BE∗ ∃y∗ ∈ KBF∗ : T ∗(y∗) = x∗} ,

N := max {J > 0: J‖x‖ ≤ ‖T (x)‖, ∀x ∈ E} .
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Then N =
1

M
.

Proof. Set x ∈ E \ {0} and take x∗ ∈ S E∗ such that x∗(x) = ‖x‖. Take ε > 0 and, by the definition of

M, a functional y∗ ∈ F∗ such that T ∗(y∗) = x∗ and ‖y∗‖ ≤ M + ε. Now we get

‖x‖ = x∗(x) = T ∗(y∗)(x) = y∗(T (x)) ≤ ‖y∗‖‖T (x)‖ ≤ (M + ε)‖T (x)‖,

and thus (1/M)‖x‖ ≤ ‖T (x)‖ holds by the arbitrariness of ε > 0. The arbitrariness of x ∈ E implies

that
1

M
∈ {J > 0: J‖x‖ ≤ ‖T (x)‖, ∀x ∈ E} ,

and therefore 1/M ≤ N.

For the reverse inequality, observe that N‖x‖ ≤ ‖T (x)‖ for all x ∈ E. Select x∗ ∈ BE∗ and let us

find y∗ ∈ F∗ such that T ∗(y∗) = x∗ and ‖y∗‖ ≤ 1/N. To do so, take T (E) ⊆ F, which is a closed

subspace since T is an into isomorphism. Consider T−1 : T (E) → E, which satisfies ‖T−1‖ ≤ 1/N.

Consider now the bounded linear functional x∗ ◦ T−1 : T (E) → R and note that ‖x∗ ◦ T−1‖ ≤ 1/N.

By Hahn–Banach Theorem there exists y∗ ∈ F∗ with ‖y∗‖ ≤ 1/N and y∗ = x∗ ◦ T−1 on T (E). Note

that T ∗(y∗) = x∗ since

T ∗(y∗)(x) = y∗(T (x)) = (x∗ ◦ T−1)(T (x)) = x∗(x)

for all x ∈ E. Consequently, we have proved that

1

N
∈ {K > 0 | ∀x∗ ∈ BE∗ , ∃y∗ ∈ KBF∗ : T ∗(y∗) = x∗} .

Hence, by the definition of M, we deduce that M ≤ 1/N or, equivalently, N ≤ 1/M. �

Remark 2.2. In the above proof we have proved indeed that the infimum

M := inf {K > 0 | ∀x∗ ∈ BE∗ ∃y∗ ∈ KBF∗ : T ∗(y∗) = x∗}

is attained since T ∗ is an adjoint operator, a fact which is well known in Banach space theory.

The latter result can be seen as a dual version of Proposition 2.1. This time we will follow some

ideas from [10, Hint of Exercise 2.39 (ii)].

Proposition 2.3. Let E, F be Banach spaces and let T ∈ L(E, F) be an onto operator (equivalently,

T ∗ is an into isomorphism). Define

M := inf {K > 0 | ∀y ∈ BF, ∃x ∈ KBE : T (x) = y} ,

N := max {J > 0: J‖y∗‖ ≤ ‖T ∗(y∗)‖, ∀y∗ ∈ F∗} .

Then N =
1

M
.

Proof. Let us prove first that N ≥ 1/M, whose proof will follow the lines of Proposition 2.1.

Let y∗ ∈ F∗ \ {0} and ε > 0. We can take y ∈ S F such that y∗(y) > (1 − ε)‖y∗‖. By the property

defining M, we can find x ∈ E such that T (x) = y and ‖x‖ ≤ M + ε. Thus

(1 − ε)‖y∗‖ < y∗(y) = y∗(T (x)) = T ∗(y∗)(x) ≤ ‖T ∗(y∗)‖‖x‖ ≤ (M + ε)‖T ∗(y∗)‖.

So ((1−ε)/(M+ε))‖y∗‖ ≤ ‖T ∗(y∗)‖ for every y∗ ∈ F∗. Then the definition of N yields ((1−ε)/(M+

ε)) ≤ N for all ε > 0, and so M ≥ 1/N.

In order to prove the equality, assume by contradiction that M > 1/N, and find ε > 0 such that

M > 1/(N − ε). Consequently, we can take a point y ∈ BF satisfying the condition:

T (x) = y for some x ∈ E ⇒ ‖x‖ >
1

N − ε
.
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Given η > 0 small enough so that

1

N − ε
2

<
1

N − ε
− (M + 1)η,

we claim that

(y + ηBF) ∩

(
1

N − ε
− (M + 1)η

)
T (BE) = ∅.

Indeed, given y′ ∈ BF, take x ∈ E such that T (x) = y+ηy′. By the property defining M, there exists

x′ ∈ E such that T (x′) = y′ and ‖x′‖ ≤ M + 1. Now y = T (x − ηx′) and so ‖x − ηx′‖ > 1/(N − ε).

Hence

‖x‖ >
1

N − ε
− η‖x′‖ ≥

1

N − ε
− (M + 1)η.

This shows that y+ ηy′ < (1/(N − ε)− (M + 1)η)T (BE), and the arbitrariness of y′ ∈ BF proves our

claim.

We now prove that y < (1/(N − ε/2))T (BE). Otherwise, we could find a sequence (yn)∞
n=1 in

(1/(N − ε/2))BE such that (T (yn))∞
n=1

converges to y. In light of our claim, note that T (yn) , y

for all n ∈ N since yn ∈ (1/(N − ε) − (M + 1)η)BE for all n ∈ N. Hence, for each n ∈ N, we

can take a point x′n ∈ E with
∥∥∥x′n

∥∥∥ ≤ (M + 1) such that T (‖y − T (yn)‖ x′n) = y − T (yn), and thus

T (yn + ||y − T (yn)||x′n) = y. Write vn = yn + ||y − T (yn)||x′n and note that

‖vn‖ ≤
1

N − ε
2

+ ‖y − T (yn)‖ (M + 1)→
1

N − ε
2

(n→ +∞).

Since 1/(N − ε/2) < 1/(N − ε) − (M + 1)η, we can find some n ∈ N for which ||vn|| < 1/(N − ε) −

(M + 1)η and T (vn) = y, and this contradicts the condition that y must satisfy.

Finally, by Hahn–Banach Theorem we can find y∗ ∈ F∗ and β ∈ R such that

sup
x∈BE

1

N − ε
2

y∗(T (x)) < β ≤ y∗(y) ≤ ‖y∗‖‖y‖ ≤ ‖y∗‖,

and thus

‖T ∗(y∗)‖ = sup
x∈BE

T ∗(y∗)(x) = sup
x∈BE

y∗(T (x)) <

(
N −
ε

2

)
‖y∗‖,

which entails in a contradiction with the property defining N. This proves that M = 1/N as

desired. �

Remark 2.4. In Proposition 2.3, we can not guarantee that the infimum M is indeed attained.

Our study will also require a brief appeal to the theory of tensor products. Let us recall that the

projective tensor product of Banach spaces E and F, denoted by E⊗̂πF, is the completion of the

space E ⊗ F, endowed with the projective norm

π(z) = inf


∞∑

n=1

‖xn‖‖yn‖ :

∞∑

n=1

‖xn‖‖yn‖ < ∞, z =

∞∑

n=1

xn ⊗ yn



= inf


∞∑

n=1

|λn| : z =

∞∑

n=1

λnxn ⊗ yn,

∞∑

n=1

|λn| < ∞, ‖xn‖ = ‖yn‖ = 1

 ,

where the infinum is taken over all such representations of z. It is well-known that π(x⊗y) = ‖x‖‖y‖

for every x ⊗ y ∈ E⊗̂πF, and the closed unit ball of E⊗̂πF is the closed convex hull of the set
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BE ⊗ BF := {x ⊗ y : x ∈ BE, y ∈ BF}. We will also apply the identification (E⊗̂πF)∗ � L(E, F∗),

where the action of an operator T ∈ L(E, F∗) as a linear functional on E⊗̂πF is given by

T


∞∑

n=1

xn ⊗ yn

 =
∞∑

n=1

T (xn)(yn),

for every
∑∞

n=1 xn ⊗ yn ∈ E⊗̂πF. The reader is referred to Chapter 2 of the excellent book [23] for

more background on projective tensor products.

3. Lipschitz interpolating sets

Let us begin with some basic examples of Lipschitz interpolating finite sets.

Example 3.1. Let X be a pointed metric space with at least two points. If (x, y) ∈ X̃, for each

α ∈ R, the function f : X → R, given by

f (z) = α(d(z, y) − d(0, y)) (z ∈ X),

belongs to Lip0(X) with ‖ f ‖ = |α| and
f (x) − f (y)

d(x, y)
= α.

In the case of a set ((xi, yi))i∈I with #(I) ≥ 2, the following example shows that the conditions:

(i) {xi, yi} ∩ {x j, y j} = ∅ whenever i, j ∈ I and i , j,

(ii) xi , 0 , yi for all i ∈ I,

are relevant for the set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ to be Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X).

Example 3.2. Take any pointed metric space X with at least three points and select x, y, 0 ∈ X

different from each other. Then the set {(x, 0), (y, 0), (x, y)} is not Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X)

since the operator T : Lip0(X)→ ℓ3∞ defined by

T ( f ) =

(
f (x)

d(x, 0)
,

f (y)

d(y, 0)
,

f (x) − f (y)

d(x, y)

)
,

is not onto. Observe that there is no f such that T ( f ) = (1, 0, 0).

In light of Example 3.2, we proceed to generalize Example 3.1 as follows.

Example 3.3. Let X be a pointed metric space and assume that ((xi, yi))
n
i=1 for some n ∈ N is a

finite sequence in X̃ such that {xi, yi} ∩ {x j, y j} = ∅ if i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and i , j, and xi , 0 , yi for

all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Consider the set

Xn = {xi : i = 1, . . . , n} ∪ {0} ∪ {yi : i = 1, . . . , n}.

Given (αi)
n
i=1 in R, for i = 1, . . . , n define the function gi : Xn → R by

gi(z) =



αid(z, yi) if z = xi,

0 otherwise.

Clearly, gi ∈ Lip0(Xn) with

‖gi‖ =
|αi| d(xi, yi)

d(xi, Xn \ {xi})
.

An application of McShane extension Theorem (see, for example, [25, Theorem 1.33]) yields a

function fi ∈ Lip0(X) such that fi|Xn
= gi and ‖ fi‖ = ‖gi‖. Clearly, the function f =

∑n
i=1 fi is in

Lip0(X) with

‖ f ‖ ≤

n∑

i=1

|αi| d(xi, yi)

d(xi, Xn \ {xi})
,
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and since the supports of the functions gi are pairwise disjoint, we conclude that
(

f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

)n

i=1

= (αi)
n
i=1 .

For infinite metric spaces, more examples of non Lipschitz interpolating sequences can be given:

Example 3.4. Consider a pointed metric space X containing a sequence (xn)∞
n=1

of pairwise distinct

points in X \ {0} that converges to some x ∈ X \ {0}. Then the sequence ((xn, 0))∞n=1 is not Lipschitz

interpolating for Lip0(X). Indeed, otherwise, we could have a function f ∈ Lip0(X) such that
(

f (xn)

d(xn, 0)

)∞

n=1

= ((−1)n)∞n=1 .

Hence f (x2n) = d(x2n, 0) and f (x2n+1) = −d(x2n+1, 0) for all n ∈ N, taking limits with n→∞ yields

f (x) = d(x, 0) = −d(x, 0), and thus x = 0, a contradiction.

In order to find an explanation for the above behaviour, let us take a more global vision on

Lipschitz interpolating operators.

Given a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃, its associate Lipschitz interpolating operator T : Lip0(X)→ ℓ∞(I) is

an adjoint operator. Indeed, an easy verification yields the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a set in X̃. Then the operator S : ℓ1(I)→ F (X) defined by

S (λ) =
∑

i∈I

λimxi,yi
(λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I)),

is linear and continuous with ‖S ‖ ≤ 1, and S ∗ = T (up to the identifications F (X)∗ � Lip0(X) and

ℓ1(I)∗ � ℓ∞(I)). �

If in addition the set ((xi, yi))i∈I is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) with Lipschitz interpolation

constant M, then Proposition 2.1 shows that (1/M) ‖λ‖1 ≤ ‖S (λ)‖ for all λ ∈ ℓ1(I). Moreover, 1/M

is the biggest positive constant for which the preceding inequality holds. Taking also into account

Remark 2.2, the following result is proved.

Theorem 3.6. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a set in X̃ and let M ≥ 1. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The set ((xi, yi))i∈I is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolating

constant is M.

(ii) The operator S : ℓ1(I) → F (X) defined by S (ei) = mxi,yi
is an into isomorphism and

1

M
= max{J > 0: J‖λ‖1 ≤ ‖S (λ)‖, ∀λ ∈ ℓ1(I)}.

As a consequence, M := inf{K ≥ 1 : ∀α ∈ Bℓ∞(I),∃ f ∈ KBLip0(X) : T ( f ) = α}. �

Let us now consider the following example – based on [5, Lemma 3.1] – that can serve as a

starting point for building our theory. As usual, we denote by B(x, r) the open ball in the metric

space (X, d) with center x ∈ X and radius r > 0.

Example 3.7. Let X be a pointed metric space and assume that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a subset of X̃ satisfying

the following conditions:

(i) There are positive numbers ri > 0 such that B(xi, ri) ∩ B(x j, r j) = ∅ if i, j ∈ I and i , j.

(ii) For every i, j ∈ I with i , j, we have

ri + r j

d(B(xi, ri), B(x j, r j))
<

1

2
.
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(iii) For every i ∈ I, it holds that 0 < d(xi, yi) < d(yi, X \ B(xi, ri)).

Then ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolation constant

is 1.

Proof. We first construct, for each i ∈ I, a function fi ∈ S Lip0(X) satisfying that mx j ,y j
( fi) = δi j for

any j ∈ I. Indeed, consider fi : (X \ B(xi, ri)) ∪ {xi, yi} → R given by

fi(z) =

{
0 if z , yi,

−d(xi, z) if z = yi.

Observe that ‖ fi‖ = 1 since we have

fi(z) − fi(yi)

d(z, yi)
=

d(xi, yi)

d(z, yi)
≤

d(xi, yi)

d(yi, X \ B(xi, ri))
< 1

and
fi(xi) − fi(yi)

d(xi, yi)
=

d(xi, yi)

d(xi, yi)
= 1.

Hence we can extend fi by McShane Theorem to a norm-one function fi ∈ Lip0(X).

Now, given α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I), consider the function f : X → R given by

f (z) =
∑

i∈I

αi fi(z),

which is well defined since the supports of the functions fi are pairwise disjoint. Let us prove that

f ∈ Lip0(X) and ‖ f ‖ = ‖α‖∞. To do so, let x, y ∈ X with x , y. Observe that if x, y <
⋃
i∈I

B(xi, ri),

then f (x) = f (y) = 0, hence f (x) − f (y) = 0, so we assume x ∈ B(xi, ri), which implies f (x) =

αi fi(x). Now we have different possibilities for the position of y:

(1) If y <
⋃
j∈I

B(x j, r j), then f (y) = 0 and therefore

f (x) − f (y) = αi fi(x) = αi( fi(x) − fi(y)) ≤ |αi|‖ fi‖d(x, y) ≤ ‖α‖∞d(x, y).

(2) If y ∈ B(xi, ri) then f (y) = αi fi(y) and the conclusion that f (x) − f (y) ≤ ‖α‖∞ d(x, y) is

similar in this case.

(3) If y ∈
⋃
j,i

B(x j, r j), then f (y) = α j f j(y) for some j , i. In this case, using that fi(xi) =

f j(x j) = 0 by definition, we get

f (x) − f (y) = αi fi(x) − α j f j(y) = αi( fi(x) − fi(xi)) + α j( f j(x j) − f j(y))

≤ |αi|‖ fi‖d(x, xi) + |α j|‖ f j‖d(x j, y)

= |αi|d(x, xi) + |α j|d(x j, y)

≤ ‖α‖∞ (d(xi, x) + d(x j, y))

≤ ‖α‖∞ (ri + r j)

≤
‖α‖∞

2
d(B(xi, ri), B(x j, r j))

≤
‖α‖∞

2
d(x, y).

All the above discussion proves that f ∈ Lip0(X) and ‖ f ‖ ≤ ‖α‖∞. To prove the reverse inequality,

simply note that, given i ∈ I, it follows that

|αi| =
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
≤ ‖ f ‖,
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and taking supremum over all i ∈ I yields ‖α‖∞ ≤ ‖ f ‖.

In order to prove that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X) whose Lipschitz

interpolating constant is 1, we will prove in virtue of Proposition 2.1 that the operator S : ℓ1(I) →

F (X), defined by S (λ) =
∑

i∈I λimxi ,yi
for all λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I), is an into isometry. In order to do

so, take any λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I) of finite support (which is dense in ℓ1(I)) and select, for every i ∈ I,

αi := sign(λi), with the usual convention sign(0) = 0. Then (αi)i∈I is a set of finite support of c0(I).

By the above, the function f =
∑

i∈I αi fi is in S Lip0(X). Furthermore,

‖S (λ)‖ ≥ f


∑

i∈I

λimxi ,yi

 =
∑

i∈I

λi f (mxi,yi
) =

∑

i∈I

∑

j∈I

α jλi f j(mxi ,yi
)

=
∑

i∈I

λiαi =
∑

i∈I

|λi| = ‖λ‖1,

as desired. �

A look at Example 3.7 shows that the following fact was essential: if T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞(I) is the

Lipschitz interpolating operator associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I , then there exists a set of functions ( fi)i∈I

in S Lip0(X) such that span(( fi)i∈I) is isometric to ℓ∞(I) and T ( fi) = ei holds for every i ∈ I.

This motivates the introduction of the following sets of functions in Lip0(X) with a terminology

borrowed from an elegant result of uniform algebra theory – due to Beurling – that appears in the

Garnett’s monograph [13, Chapter VII, Theorem 2.1].

Definition 3.8. Let X be a pointed metric space and let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set

in X̃ for Lip0(X) with Lipschitz interpolation constant M. A set ( fi)i∈I of real-valued-functions

defined on X is a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I if fi(0) = 0 for all i ∈ I,

mx j ,y j
( fi) = δi j for any i, j ∈ I, and

sup
(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
≤ M.

Continuing with Example 3.7, an easy verification shows that R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X) given by

R(α) =
∑

i∈I

αi fi,

for any α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I), is an isometric linear lifting of the operator T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞(I) in the

sense that T ◦ R = Idℓ∞(I) and ‖R‖ = 1, which is precisely the Lipschitz interpolation constant of

the set ((xi, yi))i∈I. This fact is a reflection of the following more general result.

Theorem 3.9. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X) with Lipschitz inter-

polating constant M. Assume that ( fi)i∈I is a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I.

Then the mapping R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X) given by

R(α) =
∑

i∈I

αi fi (α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I)),

is linear and continuous with ‖R‖ = M and T ◦ R = Idℓ∞(I).
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Proof. Observe first that R is well defined in the sense that, given α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I), the formal

sum
∑

i∈I αi fi is pointwise well defined. Indeed, given x ∈ X \ {0} and F ⊆ I finite, we have
∑

i∈F

|αi fi(x)| =
∑

i∈F

|αi( fi(x) − fi(0))|

≤ d(x, 0)‖α‖∞

∑

i∈F

| fi(x) − fi(0)|

d(x, 0)

≤ d(x, 0)‖α‖∞M.

This implies that the family
∑

i∈I αi fi(x) is absolutely summable, so it is summable by a complete-

ness argument and thus the function R(α) : X → R is pointwise well defined.

Let α = (αi)i∈I ∈ Bℓ∞(I) and define g =
∑

i∈I αi fi. Clearly, g(0) = 0. For any (x, y) ∈ X̃, we have

|g(x) − g(y)|

d(x, y)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i∈I

αi( fi(x) − fi(y))

d(x, y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑

i∈I

|αi| | fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)

≤ ‖α‖∞ sup
(u,v)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(u) − fi(v)|

d(u, v)
≤ M,

and therefore g ∈ Lip0(X) with ‖g‖ ≤ M. Since R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X) is clearly linear, it follows

that R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X) is continuous with ‖R‖ ≤ M. Now, the condition that mx j ,y j
( fi) = δi j for

any i, j ∈ I implies that T ◦ R = Idℓ∞(I). Indeed, given α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I), one has

(T ◦ R)(α) = T


∑

i∈I

αi fi

 =

∑

i∈I

αi( fi(x j) − fi(y j))

d(x j, y j)


j∈I

=


∑

i∈I

αimx j ,y j
( fi)


j∈I

=


∑

i∈I

αiδi j


j∈I

=
(
α j

)
j∈I
= α.

Finally, note that ‖R‖ = M since given any α ∈ Bℓ∞(I), we have that T (R(α)) = α where R(α) ∈

Lip0(X) with ‖R(α)‖ ≤ ‖R‖, and therefore M ≤ ‖R‖ by Definition 1.2 and Remark 2.2. �

A kind of converse of Theorem 3.9 can be established as follows.

Theorem 3.10. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X) and let M be its

Lipschitz interpolating constant. Assume that there exists R ∈ L(ℓ∞(I),Lip0(X)) such that ‖R‖ ≤ M

and T ◦ R = Idℓ∞(I). Then there exists a Beurling set ( fi)i∈I of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I .

Proof. For each i ∈ I, define fi = R(ei) ∈ Lip0(X). Firstly, for any i, j ∈ I, we have

mx j ,y j
( fi) =

fi(x j) − fi(y j)

d(x j, y j)
=

R(ei)(x j) − R(ei)(y j)

d(x j, y j)
= T (R(ei))( j) = ei( j) = δi j.

Secondly, let (x, y) ∈ X̃. For every i ∈ I, there exists αi ∈ {−1, 1} such that | fi(x) − fi(y)| =

αi( fi(x) − fi(y)). Given a finite set F ⊆ I, take βF = (βi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I) defined by

βi =



αi if i ∈ F,

0 if i ∈ I \ F.

Note that R(βF) =
∑

i∈F αi fi and

∑

i∈F

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
=

∑

i∈F

αi fi(x) − αi fi(y)

d(x, y)
= mx,y(R(βF)) ≤ ‖R(βF)‖ ≤ ‖R‖ ‖βF‖∞ ≤ M.
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Therefore
∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
≤ M by the arbitrariness of the finite set F ⊆ I. Since (x, y) was

arbitrary in X̃, we deduce that

sup
(x,y)∈X̂

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(u, v)
≤ M,

and this completes the proof. �

The following theorem shows that the existence of a lifting of the Lipschitz interpolating opera-

tor T goes beyond in a preadjoint setting.

Theorem 3.11. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃, let M be its Lipschitz inter-

polation constant and let ( fi)i∈I be a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I . Then the

bounded linear operator R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X), defined by

R(α) =
∑

i∈I

αi fi (α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I)),

is weak*-to-weak* continuous.

Proof. Note that R is weak*-to-weak* continuous if, and only if, for every γ ∈ F (X) we get that

γ ◦ R : ℓ∞(I) → R is a w∗-continuous functional. By Banach–Dieudonné Theorem [10, Corollary

4.46], this is equivalent to proving that ker(γ ◦ R) ∩ Bℓ∞(I) is w∗-closed.

In order to prove it, take a w∗-convergent net (αs)s in ker(γ ◦ R) ∩ Bℓ∞(I) with αs = (αs,i)i∈I for

each s, which converges to α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I). Since the norm is w∗-lower semicontinuous, it

follows that ‖α‖∞ ≤ lim infs ‖αs‖∞ ≤ 1. Let us prove that (γ ◦ R)(α) = 0. In order to do so, select

ε > 0 and let us prove that |(γ ◦ R)(α)| < ε.

To begin with observe that we can find λn ∈ R
+ and (xn, yn) ∈ X̃ for every n ∈ N such that

γ =
∑∞

n=1 λnmxn ,yn
and

∑∞
n=1 |λn| < ∞.

Now select n0 ∈ N such that if γ0 :=
∑n0

n=1
λnmxn ,yn

, we get ‖γ − γ0‖ < ε/6M. Then

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| = |γ(R(α))| ≤ |γ0(R(α))| + ‖γ − γ0‖ ‖R‖ ‖α‖∞ ≤
ε

6
+ |γ0(R(α))|.

Now observe that

γ0(R(α)) =

n0∑

n=1

λn

R(α)(xn) − R(α)(yn)

d(xn, yn)
.

For every 1 ≤ n ≤ n0, we get that
∑

i∈I | fi(xn)| < ∞ and
∑

i∈I | fi(yn)| < ∞ hold (Theorem 3.9).

Consequently, we can find a finite set F ⊆ I such that, for every 1 ≤ n ≤ n0,

∑

i<F

| fi(xn)| +
∑

i<F

| fi(yn)| <
εd(xn, yn)

6λnn0

.
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Thus

|γ0(R(α))| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i<F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i<F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i<F | fi(xn)| +

∑
i<F | fi(yn)|

d(xn, yn)

<

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+
ε

6
.

Hence

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| <
ε

3
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Now we use that the net (αs)s is w∗-convergent to α, which means (αs,i)s → αi holds for every

i ∈ I. Consequently, we can find s large enough to guarantee

|αs,i − αi| <
ε

6Mn0 max{λ1, . . . , λn0
}
.

Hence∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αi fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αi fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F(αi − αs,i) fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F(αi − αs,i) fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑

i∈F

|αi − αs,i|
| fi(xn) − fi(yn)|

d(xn, yn)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑

i∈F

ε

6Mn0 max{λ1, . . . , λn0
}

| fi(xn) − fi(yn)|

d(xn, yn)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+
ε

6M

∑

i∈I

| fi(xn) − fi(yn)|

d(xn, yn)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+
ε

6
.

Putting all together, we get

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| <
ε

3
+
ε

6
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Using once again that
∑

i<F

| fi(xn)| +
∑

i<F

| fi(yn)| <
εd(xn, yn)

6λnn0

,
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we infer ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i<F αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i<F αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

<

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i<F | fi(xn)| +

∑
i<F | fi(yn)|

d(xn, yn)

<

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+
ε

6
.

Thus

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| <
ε

3
+
ε

6
+
ε

6
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Finally, observe that
n0∑

n=1

λn

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(xn) −

∑
i∈I αs,i fi(yn)

d(xn, yn)
=

n0∑

i=1

λn

R(αs)(xn) − R(αs)(yn)

d(xn, yn)

=


n0∑

n=1

λnmxn ,yn

 (R(αs)) = γ0(R(αs)).

Thus

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| <
2ε

3
+ |γ0(R(αs))|.

Using once again that ‖γ − γ0‖ < ε/6M, we get that

|γ0(R(αs))| ≤ |γ(R(αs))| + |(γ − γ0)(R(αs))|

≤ |γ(R(αs))| + ‖R‖‖αs‖∞‖γ − γ0‖

≤ |γ(R(αs))| + ‖R‖
ε

6M
< |γ(R(αs))| +

ε

6
.

Using finally that αs ∈ ker(γ ◦ R), we get γ(R(αs)) = 0. Consequently,

|(γ ◦ R)(α)| <
2ε

3
+ |γ(R(αs))| +

ε

6
=

5ε

6
< ε.

Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, we get (γ ◦ R)(α) = 0, proving that ker(γ ◦ R)∩ Bℓ∞(I) is w∗-closed. This

finishes the proof. �

If ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X), the combination of Theorems

3.9 and 3.10 shows that the existence of a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I

characterizes the Lipschitz interpolation of such a set as linear.

Now, the weak*-to-weak* continuity of the lifting R : ℓ∞(I) → Lip0(X) of the Lipschitz inter-

polating operator T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞(I) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I is the cornerstone for establishing

new characterizations. Compare the following theorem to [20, Theorem 5.2], a result of Mujica on

interpolating sequences for spaces of bounded holomorphic maps between Banach spaces.

Theorem 3.12. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X) and let M be its

Lipschitz interpolating constant. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a Beurling set ( fi)i∈I of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I.
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(ii) There exists R ∈ L((ℓ∞(I),w∗); (Lip0(X),w∗)) such that ‖R‖ = M and T ◦ R = Idℓ∞(I).

(iii) There exists P ∈ L(F (X), ℓ1(I)) such that ‖P‖ = M and P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I).

(iv) There exists f ∈ Lip0(X, ℓ1) such that ‖ f ‖ = M and

(
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

)

i∈I

= (ei)i∈I.

(v) There exists R0 ∈ L(c0(I),Lip0(X)) such that ‖R0‖ ≤ M and T ◦ R0 = Idc0(I).

Proof. (i)⇒ (ii) follows from Theorems 3.9 and 3.11.

If (ii) holds, then there exists P ∈ L(F (X), ℓ1(I)) such that P∗ = R and so ‖P‖ = M. Moreover,

the equality (
Idℓ1(I)

)∗
= Idℓ∞(I) = T ◦ R = S ∗ ◦ P∗ = (P ◦ S )∗

yields that P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I), and this proves (iii).

If (iii) holds, it is known that there exists a unique mapping f ∈ Lip0(X, ℓ1(I)) such that P = T f

and ‖ f ‖ = ||T f ||. Moreover,

ei = (P ◦ S )(ei) = T f (mxi ,yi
) = mxi ,yi

( f ) =
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

for each i ∈ I, and thus (iv) is proved.

Assume that (iv) holds and let f ∈ Lip0(X, ℓ1(I)) be such that ‖ f ‖ = M and
f (x j) − f (y j)

d(x j, y j)
= e j

for all j ∈ I. Denote f = ( fi)i∈I and note that

‖ f ‖ = sup
(x,y)∈X̃

‖ f (x) − f (y)‖1

d(x, y)
= sup

(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
.

Consider R0 : c0(I) → Lip0(X) given by

R0(α) =
∑

i∈I

αi fi (α = (αi)i∈I ∈ c0(I)).

We next prove that R0 is a well-defined bounded linear operator with ‖R0‖ ≤ ‖ f ‖. Indeed, let

α = (αi)i∈I ∈ c0(I). Given x ∈ X and F ⊆ I finite, we have
∑

i∈F

|αi fi(x)| ≤ ‖α‖∞

∑

i∈F

| fi(x)| ≤ ‖α‖∞

∑

i∈I

| fi(x)| = ‖α‖∞ ‖ f (x)‖1 ,

and therefore R0(α)(x) ∈ R. Consider the function R0(α) : X → R. Clearly, R0(α)(0) = 0. For any

(x, y) ∈ X̃, we get that

|R0(α)(x) − R0(α)(y)|

d(x, y)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i∈I

αi( fi(x) − fi(y))

d(x, y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑

i∈I

|αi| | fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
≤ ‖α‖∞M,

and so R0(α) ∈ Lip0(X) with ‖R0(α)‖ ≤ M. In view of the linearity of R0 we deduce that

R0 : c0(I) → Lip0(X) is continuous with ‖R0‖ ≤ M. Moreover,

(T ◦ R0)(α) = T


∑

i∈I

αi fi

 =

∑

i∈I

αi( fi(x j) − fi(y j))

d(x j, y j)


j∈I

=


∑

i∈I

αie j(i)


j∈I

= α

for all α = (α j) j∈I ∈ c0(I), and so we have (v).

Finally, to prove (v) ⇒ (i), assume that there exists R0 ∈ L(c0(I),Lip0(X)) such that ‖R0‖ ≤ M

and T ◦ R0 = Idc0(I). Define fi = R0(ei) ∈ Lip0(X) for every i ∈ I. An easy verification gives

mx j ,y j
( fi) =

fi(x j) − fi(y j)

d(x j, y j)
=

R0(ei)(x j) − R0(ei)(y j)

d(x j, y j)
= T (R0(ei))( j) = ei( j) = δi j
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for all i, j ∈ I. On the other hand, the adjoint operator (R0)∗ : Lip0(X)∗ → c0(I)∗ comes given by

(R0)∗(φ)(ei) = (φ ◦ R0)(ei) = φ( fi) for all φ ∈ Lip0(X)∗ and i ∈ I. Hence we have that
∑

i∈I

|φ( fi)| = ‖(R0)∗(φ)‖1 ≤ ‖R0‖ ‖φ‖

for all φ ∈ Lip0(X)∗. In particular, this implies that

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
=

∑

i∈I

∣∣∣mx,y( fi)
∣∣∣ ≤ ‖R0‖ ||mx,y|| ≤ M

for all (x, y) ∈ X̃, and thus

sup
(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
≤ M,

as required. This proves (i) and the proof of the theorem is complete. �

Some comments on Theorem 3.12:

Remarks 3.13. (i) Theorem 3.12 is also true if in the statements (ii), (iii) and (iv), the re-

spective norms of R, P and f are taken less or equal than M.

(ii) The operators P ∈ L(F (X), ℓ1) and R ∈ L(ℓ∞,Lip0(X)) coincide – up to isometric iso-

morphisms – with the linearisation T f and its adjoint (T f )
∗ of the function f ∈ Lip0(X, ℓ1),

respectively.

(iii) Affirmations (ii) and (v) show that ((xi, yi))i∈I is linear Lipschitz interpolating and linear

Lipschitz c0(I)-interpolating for Lip0(X), respectively. This last terminology should be

self-explanatory (see Definitions 1.1 and 4.5).

Now, the following question is natural.

Question 3.14. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X). Is there always a

Beurling set of functions ( fi)i∈I in Lip0(X) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I?

Taking into account Theorems 3.6 and 3.12, an affirmative answer to Question 3.14 can be read

in the following terms: if ((xi, yi))i∈I is a set in X̃ such that the operator S : ℓ1(I) → F (X) is

bounded below and N := max{J > 0: J‖λ‖ ≤ ‖S (λ)‖, ∀λ ∈ ℓ1(I)}, then automatically there exists

an operator P ∈ L(F (X), ℓ1(I)) with ‖P‖ = 1/N such that P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I).

In a more informal language, the above can be simplified as follows: if (mxi ,yi
)i∈I is N-equivalent

to the canonical basis of ℓ1(I), then such a set of molecules is N-complemented in F (X). Observe

that this problem has been recently analysed in [22] with an affirmative answer when N = 1 and

((xi, yi))i∈I is a finite [22, Lemma 2.1] or a countable set [22, Theorem 1.3].

Following those results, let us obtain a slight generalisation of [22, Theorem 1.3], but whose

proof is a literal translation of the original proof to the setting of arbitrary sets.

Theorem 3.15. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ for Lip0(X) whose Lipschitz

interpolating constant is 1. Then there exists a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I.

Proof. Denote PF := {F ⊆ I : F is finite}, which is a directed set with the classical order given by

the inclusion. Let F ∈ PF be of cardinality n with n ∈ N. Since span{mxi ,yi
: i ∈ F} is isometrically

ℓn
1
, then [21, Theorem 2.1] implies that {xi, yi : i ∈ F} is a set of pairs forming a minimum-weight

matching in K({xi, yi : i ∈ F}) in the language of [22, Lemma 2.1] (see also [2, Corollary 2.7]

and the subsequent paragraph). Because of that, the proof of [22, Lemma 2.1] implies that, for

every i ∈ F, there exists fi,F ∈ S Lip0(X) such that mx j ,y j
( fi) = δi j for all j ∈ F and the operator
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PF : F (X) → span{mxi,yi
: i ∈ F}, defined by PF(γ) =

∑
i∈F γ( fi,F)mxi ,yi

, is a surjective norm-one

projection. Since span{mxi ,yi
: i ∈ F} is isometrically ℓn

1
, we get

1 ≥

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

i∈F

mx,y( fi,F)mxi ,yi

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
=

∑

i∈F

|mx,y( fi,F)|

holds for every (x, y) ∈ X̃. Since fi,F ∈ BLip0(X) for every F ∈ PF and i ∈ F, we can select, for any

i ∈ I, a w∗-cluster point fi of the net ( fi,F)F∈S ,F⊃{i}.

In order to prove that ( fi)i∈I is a Beurling set in Lip0(X) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I , take (x, y) ∈ X̃.

Given any finite set G ⊆ I, select F ∈ PF with G ⊆ F. Now we get, by the properties of fi,F, that
∑

i∈G

|mx,y( fi,F)| ≤
∑

i∈F

|mx,y( fi,F)| ≤ 1.

Taking into account that the above inequality holds true for every F ≥ G in PF and that fi is a

w∗-cluster point of the net ( fi,F)F∈S ,F⊃{i} for every i ∈ I, we infer that
∑

i∈G

|mx,y( fi)| ≤ 1.

Now, since the above inequality is satisfied for every finite set G ⊆ I, then, by definition, there

exists the following sum ∑

i∈I

|mx,y( fi)| ≤ 1.

Since (x, y) ∈ X̃ was arbitrary, we conclude that

sup
(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
= sup

(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

|mx,y( fi)| ≤ 1.

According to Definition 3.8 we get that ( fi)i∈I is a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) associated

to ((xi, yi))i∈I, as requested. �

We now give two more examples where Question 3.14 has an affirmative answer. In the former

example, we will exploit the well known property that ℓ2∞ and ℓ2
1

are isometrically isomorphic

Banach spaces and the fact that ℓ1-spaces have the lifting property.

Example 3.16. Let X be a pointed metric space and let {(x1, y1), (x2, y2)} be an interpolating set

for Lip0(X) in X̃. Let T : Lip0(X) → ℓ2∞ be its associate interpolating operator with Lipschitz

interpolating constant M. We claim that there exists a Beurling set { f1, f2} in Lip0(X) associated to

{(x1, y1), (x2, y2)}.

Indeed, consider the onto linear isometry q : ℓ21 → ℓ
2
∞ defined by q(x, y) = (x + y, x − y). Since

T is onto, for i = 1, 2 there exists fi ∈ Lip0(X) so that T ( fi) = q(ei) and ‖ fi‖ ≤ M. Now define

ϕ : ℓ2
1
→ Lip0(X) by ϕ(a, b) = a f1 + b f2. Observe that ϕ ∈ L(ℓ2

1
,Lip0(X)) with ‖ϕ‖ ≤ M, and it

holds that T ◦ ϕ = q. So R := ϕ ◦ q−1 ∈ L(ℓ2∞,Lip0(X)) with ‖R‖ ≤ M and T ◦ R = Idℓ2∞ , and the

proof is finished by Theorem 3.10.

Example 3.17. Let X be a finite set and consider D := ((xi, yi))i∈I ⊆ X̃. Assume that (X,D) defines

a connected graph. The following are equivalent:

(i) (X,D) contains no cycle.

(ii) The Lipschitz interpolating operator T : Lip0(X)→ ℓ∞(I) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I is onto.

(iii) ((xi, yi))i∈I has a finite Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X).



18 A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS AND A. RUEDA ZOCA

(ii) ⇒ (i): Assume that (M,D) contains a cycle. Then there exists i1, . . . , in ⊆ I such that

xi = yi+1 for every 1, . . . , n − 1 and xn = y1. Then there is no function f ∈ Lip0(X) such that

mx1 ,y1
( f ) = 1 and mxi,yi

( f ) = 0 for every 2 ≤ i ≤ n. Indeed, if such a function existed, then

f (x1) = f (y1) + d(x1, y1). Moreover, since f (xi) = f (yi) for every 2 ≤ i ≤ n, then we would get

f (xi) = f (y1) + d(x1, y1). This would imply f (xn) = f (y1) + d(x1, y1). But xn = y1 would imply

f (y1) = f (y1) + d(x1, y1), which is impossible.

(iii) ⇒ (ii) is obvious. Let us now prove (i) ⇒ (iii). Assume that (M,D) is a connected graph

containing no cycle. By the assumption we can assume that (x1, y1), . . . , (xn, yn) is a simple path

and, up to a relabeling, we can assume with no loss of generality that y1 = 0.

We claim that in the above situation T is a bijection. Indeed, given α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ ℓn∞,

we claim that there exists a unique f ∈ Lip0(X) such that T ( f ) = α. Indeed, given x ∈ X there

exists a unique subset i1, . . . , ik ⊆ I such that yi1 = 0 and xik = x. Now the condition f (xi j
) =

f (yi j
) + αi j

d(xi j
, yi j

) holds for every 1 ≤ j ≤ k and f (yi1) = 0 implies f (xik ) is uniquely defined.

Moreover f is well defined since the path joining 0 and x is unique.

Since T : Lip0(X) → ℓn∞ is bijective and continuous, its inverse R : ℓn∞ → Lip0(X) is continuous

too, and it is not difficult to prove that ‖R‖ = M. Taking fi = R(ei) for i = 1, . . . , n, it is immediate

that ( fi)
n
i=1

is a Beurling set in Lip0(X) for ((xi, yi))i∈I , and the proof is finished.

We now study the connection between the Lipschitz interpolation of a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ and

the separation which provides the following distance.

Definition 3.18. Let X be a pointed metric space. Define the Lipschitz-molecular metric (L-

molecular metric, for short) on X̃ by

ρ((x, y), (u, v)) =
∥∥∥mx,y − mu,v

∥∥∥

for any (x, y), (u, v) ∈ X̃. For (x, y) ∈ X̃ and 0 < r ≤ 2, define

Dρ((x, y), r) =
{
(u, v) ∈ X̃ : ρ((x, y), (u, v)) < r

}
.

A set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is said to be L-molecularly r-separated if

ρ((xi, yi), (x j, y j)) > r (i, j ∈ I, i , j),

and the constant of separation of ((xi, yi))i∈I is defined as

inf
{
ρ((xi, yi), (x j, y j)) : i, i ∈, i , j

}
.

L-molecularly r-separated sets ((xi, yi))i∈I ⊆ X̃ are characterized in [8, Lemma 3.12] under the

name of uniformly discrete set of molecules as follows.

Lemma 3.19. [8, Lemmas 1.3 and 3.12]. Let (x, y), (u, v) ∈ X̃. Then

ρ((x, y), (u, v)) ≤ 2
d(x, u) + d(y, v)

max{d(x, y), d(u, v)}
.

If, moreover, ρ((x, y), (u, v)) < 1, then

max{d(x, u), d(y, v)}

min{d(x, y), d(u, v)}
≤ ρ((x, y), (u, v)).

As an application, a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is L-molecularly r-separated if and only if (r/2)d(xi, yi) ≤

d(xi, x j) + d(yi, y j) for all i, j ∈ I with i , j. �
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Notice that a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is L-molecularly 2r-separated if and only if Dρ((xi, yi), r) ∩

Dρ((x j, y j), r) = ∅ whenever i, j ∈ I with i , j.

We now show that Lipschitz interpolating sets for Lip0(X) are necessarily separated in the fol-

lowing sense. Some similar results were stated with interpolating sequences for Bloch functions,

weighted analytic functions and uniform algebras with respect to the pseudo-hyperbolic metric

(see [3, 6, 11, 12]).

Proposition 3.20. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X) in X̃ with Lipschitz

interpolation constant M. Then ((xi, yi))i∈I is L-molecularly 1/M-separated.

Proof. Let i, j ∈ I be with i , j. We can find a f ∈ Lip0(X) with ‖ f ‖ ≤ M such that

f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
= 1 and

f (x j) − f (y j)

d(x j, y j)
= 0.

It follows that

ρ((xi, yi), (x j, y j)) ≥
1

M

∣∣∣δ(xi ,yi)( f ) − δ(x j ,y j)( f )
∣∣∣

=
1

M

∣∣∣∣∣∣
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
−

f (x j) − f (y j)

d(x j, y j)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
1

M

for all i, j ∈ I with i , j. Hence ((xi, yi))i∈I is L-molecularly 1/M-separated. �

We finish this section with the study of the stability of Lipschitz interpolating sets for Lip0(X)

in X̃. See [3, Proposition 7] for a similar result in the study of interpolating sequences for the

derivatives of Bloch functions.

Proposition 3.21. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X) in X̃. Then there

exists a number δ > 0, depending on ((xi, yi))i∈I, such that if ((ui, vi))i∈I is a set in X̃ satisfying that

ρ((xi, yi), (ui, vi)) < δ for all i ∈ I, then ((ui, vi))i∈I is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X).

Proof. Since the set of all surjective operators between two Banach spaces E and F is open in

L(E, F) by [17, Chapter XV, Theorem 3.4] and the Lipschitz interpolating operator T : Lip0(X) →

ℓ∞(I) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I for Lip0(X) is surjective, we can find a number δ = δ(T ) > 0 such

that T0 is surjective whenever T0 ∈ L(Lip0(X), ℓ∞(I)) and ‖T − T0‖ ≤ δ.

Let ((ui, vi))i∈I be a set in X̃ such that ρ((xi, yi), (ui, vi)) < δ for all i ∈ I and let T0 : Lip0(X) →

ℓ∞(I) be the Lipschitz interpolating operator associated to ((ui, vi))i∈I for Lip0(X). Clearly,

‖T − T0‖ = sup
i∈I

ρ((xi, yi), (ui, vi)) ≤ δ,

and so T0 is surjective. �

4. Lipschitz interpolating sequences on compact metric spaces

Let X be a pointed metric space and let ((xn, yn))∞
n=1

be a Lipschitz interpolating sequence in

X̃. As we have exposed in Proposition 3.5, the associate Lipschitz interpolating operator T :

Lip0(X) → ℓ∞ is the adjoint operator of S ∈ L(ℓ1,F (X)) given by

S (λ) :=

∞∑

n=1

λnmxn ,yn
(λ = (λn)∞n=1 ∈ ℓ1).

There are some cases in which the Lipschitz free space F (X) is itself a dual space, say F (X) � Z∗

for some closed linear subspace Z ⊆ Lip0(X). In this context, it would be natural to wonder when

S is an adjoint operator itself, say S = R∗, where R : Z → c0 is a surjective operator. In such
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case, we would obtain that R would be, in an informal language, a c0 interpolating operator for

Z. Observe that such ideas were previously considered on interpolating sequences for Bloch type

spaces (see [19, Theorem 2.4]).

Since one of the most classical setting in which the existence of a predual of F (X) is found

is in the case that X is a compact metric space, we will focus first on studying which property a

sequence in X̃ must satisfy to be a Lipschitz interpolating sequence. Note that in the context of

compact pointed metric spaces (in particular, they are separable spaces), we may restrict ourselves

to work with sequences ((xn, yn))∞n=1 in X̃.

We now give a necessary condition for a sequence ((xn, yn))∞n=1 in X̃ to be Lipschitz interpolating

for Lip0(X).

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a compact pointed metric space and let ((xn, yn))∞n=1 be a Lipschitz

interpolating sequence for Lip0(X) in X̃. Then (d(xn, yn))∞n=1 → 0 as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let M be the Lipschitz interpolation constant of ((xn, yn))∞n=1. Given n , m, Proposition

3.20 and Lemma 3.19 yield

d(xn, yn) ≤ 2M (d(xn, xm) + d(yn, ym)) .

In particular,

d(xn, yn) ≤ 2M (d(xn, xn+h) + d(yn, yn+h)) ,

for all n, h ∈ N. Now, if (d(xn, yn))∞n=1 → 0 did not converge to 0 as n → ∞, we could find some

ε0 and two subsequences (xnk
)∞
k=1

, (ynk
)∞
k=1

such that d(xnk
, ynk

) ≥ ε0 for all k ∈ N. By the above we

would get that

ε0 ≤ 2M
(
d(xnk
, xnk+h) + d(ynk

, ynk+h)
)

would hold for every k, h ∈ N. Now, up to taking a further subsequence, we can assume that both

(xnk
)∞
k=1

and (ynk
)∞
k=1

are convergent and, consequently, Cauchy sequences. Taking, by the Cauchy

condition, k ∈ N large enough such that d(xnk
, xnk+h

) < ε0/4M and d(ynk
, ynk+h

) < ε0/4M holds for

every h ≥ k, we get

ε0 ≤ 2M
(
d(xnk

, xnk+h
) + d(ynk

, ynk+h
)
)
< ε0,

a contradiction. Consequently, (d(xn, yn))∞n=1 → 0 as n→ ∞. �

At this point a natural question can be raised.

Question 4.2. Given a compact pointed metric space X and a L-molecularly separated sequence

of molecules (mxn ,yn
)∞
n=1

with (xn, yn) ∈ X̃ for all n ∈ N, is it true that ((xn, yn))∞n=1 is Lipschitz

interpolating for Lip0(X)?

An affirmative answer could be interpreted as a version for Lipschitz interpolating sequences of

some results as, among others, [3, Corollary 6] established for Bloch functions, [12, Proposition

3.3] for uniform algebras, or [6, Corollary 5.3] for weighted analytic functions.

In general, the above question has a negative answer, but a converse can be stated if we admit

taking a subsequence. First we present the following example.

Example 4.3. For each n ∈ N, let Xn := {0, xn, yn} be equipped with distances d(0, xn) = d(0, yn) =

d(xn, yn) = 1/n. Define X :=
⋃
n∈N

Xn and declare the distance such that

d(x, y) = d(x, 0) + d(y, 0) (x ∈ Xn, y ∈ Xk, n , k).

This metric space is realizable, for instance, in
(
⊕∞

n=1
ℓ2∞

)
1
. Consider the set of points in X̃:

Y = {(xn, 0), (yn, xn), (0, yn) : n ∈ N} .
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This sequence of points is not Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) because it contains cycles (it is

impossible that a function f ∈ Lip0(X) satisfies mxn,0( f ) = 1 and mxn ,yn
( f ) = m0,yn

( f ) = 0 holds for

every n ∈ N).

We claim, however, that ‖mx,y − mu,v‖ = 2 whenever (x, y), (u, v) ∈ Y . In order to do so, for

every n ∈ N, define the functions fn, gn : X → R by f (xn) = 1/n and 0 otherwise, and, similarly,

gn(yn) = 1/n and gn = 0 otherwise. It is not difficult to prove that ‖ fn‖ = ‖gn‖ = 1. Moreover,

(mxn ,0 − myn,xn
)( fn) = 2 and (myn,xn

− m0,yn
)(gn) = 2 for every n ∈ N, and so ‖mxn,0 − myn,xn

‖ =

‖myn,xn
− m0,yn

‖ = 2.

Moreover, if n , m, observe that the defined distance implies that

‖ fn ± fm‖ = ‖ fn ± gm‖ = ‖gn ± gm‖ = 1.

Thus,

‖mxn,0 − mxm ,0‖ ≥ (mxn ,0 − mxm ,0)( fn − fm) = 2.

Similarly,

‖mxn ,0 − mym ,xm
‖ ≥ (mxn ,0 − mym,xm

)( fn − gm) = 2

and

‖mxn ,0 − m0,ym
‖ ≥ (mxn ,0 − m0,ym

)( fn + gm) = 2.

Moreover,

‖myn,xn
− mym ,xm

‖ ≥ (myn ,xn
− mym ,xm

)(gn + fm) = 2

and

‖myn ,xn
− m0,ym

‖ ≥ (myn ,xn
− m0,ym

)(gn + gm) = 2,

and, finally,

‖myn ,0 − mym ,0‖ ≥ (myn ,0 − mym,0)(−gn + gm) = 2.

All the considered cases finish the proof.

With the aid of Lemma 2.6 in [15], we may establish the announced result. Observe that the

compactness of X can be removed.

Theorem 4.4. Let X be a pointed metric space and let ((xn, yn))∞
n=1

be a sequence in X̃ such that

(d(xn, yn)))∞
n=1 → 0 as n → ∞. Then, for every ε > 0, there exists a subsequence ((xnk

, ynk
))∞

k=1

which is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolating constant is smaller or

equal than 1/(1 − ε).

Proof. Choose a sequence of positive numbers (εn)∞
n=1

small enough to get
∞∏

k=1

(1 − εk) > 1 − ε. Let

us construct by induction a subsequence (mxnk
,ynk

)∞
k=1

such that, given p ∈ N, it holds that
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p∑

k=1

λkmxnk
,ynk

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≥


p∏

k=1

1 − εk


p∑

k=1

|λk|

for every λ1, . . . , λp ∈ R. To do so, select n1 = 1 for which clearly the above condition holds,

assume that n1, . . . , np have already been constructed, and let us construct np+1.

Clearly, it follows that (d(xk, yk))
∞
k=np+1

→ 0 as k → ∞. By [15, Lemma 2.6] we get that

‖γ+mxk,yk
‖∞

k=np+1
→ 1+‖γ‖ holds as k → ∞ for every γ ∈ F (X), so (mxk ,yk

)∞
k=np+1

is an L-orthogonal

sequence in the language of [4]. By [4, Lemma 3.1] there exists np+1 large enough to satisfy that

‖γ + λmxnp+1
,ynp+1
‖ ≥ (1 − εp+1)(‖γ‖ + |λ|)
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holds for all λ ∈ R and γ ∈ span
{
mxni

,yni
: 1 ≤ i ≤ p

}
. Given λ1, . . . , λp, λp+1 ∈ R, we get

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p+1∑

i=1

λimxni
,yni

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p∑

i=1

λimxni
,yni
+ λp+1mxnp+1

,ynp+1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≥ (1 − εp+1)



∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p∑

i=1

λimxni
,yni

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
+ |λp+1|



≥ (1 − εp+1)




p∏

i=1

1 − εi


p∑

i=1

|λi| + |λp+1|

 ≥


p+1∏

i=1

1 − εi


p+1∑

i=1

|λi|.

Finally, given λ = (λn)∞
n=1
∈ ℓ1, it is clear by the inductive construction that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=1

λkmxnk
,ynk

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≥


∞∏

k=1

1 − εk


∞∑

k=1

|λk| ≥ (1 − ε)‖λ‖ℓ1,

and this proves that the mapping S : ℓ1 → F (X), defined by S (ei) := mxni
,yni

, is an into isomorphism

satisfying that (1 − ε)‖λ‖1 ≤ ‖S (λ)‖. Then the result follows by applying Proposition 2.1. �

We now proceed to study Lipschitz interpolation of sequences for little Lipschitz functions. If

((xn, yn))∞n=1 is a sequence in X̃ such that (d(xn, yn))∞n=1 → 0 as n→ ∞, then the restriction to lip0(X)

of the Lipschitz interpolating operator T : Lip0(X) → ℓ∞ maps lip0(X) to c0 because

lim
n→∞

f (xn) − f (yn)

d(xn, yn)
= 0.

This justifies the following notion introduced in a more general environment.

Definition 4.5. Let X be a pointed metric space. A set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is Lipschitz c0(I)-interpolating

for lip0(X) if for any set (αi)i∈I ∈ c0(I), there exists f ∈ lip0(X) such that

f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
= αi

for all i ∈ I.

Now it is time to go back to our original compact setting of this section. To do so, let X be a

compact pointed metric space and assume that lip0(X) separates the points of X uniformly. In this

case, F (X)∗ � lip0(X).

The following theorem is a version for Lipschitz spaces of a result on interpolating sequences

for Bloch type spaces (see [19, Theorem 2.4]).

Theorem 4.6. Let X be a compact pointed metric space such that lip0(X) separates points uni-

formly, let ((xn, yn))∞n=1 be a sequence of distinct points in X̃ and let M ≥ 1. The following state-

ments are equivalent:

(i) ((xn, yn))∞n=1 is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolating constant

is M.

(ii) The operator S : ℓ1 → F (X) defined by S (en) := mxn ,yn
is an into isomorphism and

1

M
= max{J > 0: J‖λ‖ ≤ ‖S (λ)‖, ∀λ ∈ ℓ1}.

(iii) ((xn, yn))∞n=1 is Lipschitz c0-interpolating for lip0(X) and its Lipschitz interpolating con-

stant is M.

(iv) M is the infimal constant satisfying the condition: for every α ∈ c0, there exists a function

f ∈ Lip0(X) such that T ( f ) = α and ‖ f ‖ ≤ M.
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Proof. (i)⇔ (ii) has been shown in Theorem 3.6.

(ii) ⇒ (iii): Assume that (ii) holds. We claim that S is weak*-to-weak* continuous, then

S = (R1)∗ for some R1 ∈ L(lip0(X), c0), and (iii) will be a direct consequence of Proposition 2.3.

In order to prove our claim, let λ = (λn)∞
n=1
∈ ℓ1 and since ℓ1 is separable, take a sequence (λk)

∞
k=1

,

with λk = (λk,n)∞
n=1 ∈ ℓ1 for every k ∈ N, that converges to λ as k →∞ in the weak* topology of ℓ1.

Let us prove that S ((λk)
∞
k=1

) → S (λ) as k → ∞ in the weak* topology of F (X). It suffices to show

that for every f ∈ lip0(X) \ {0}, it holds that

S ((λk)
∞
k=1)( f ) =


∞∑

n=1

λk,nmxn ,yn
( f )


∞

k=1

k→∞
→

∞∑

n=1

λnmxn ,yn
( f ) = S (λ)( f ).

To this end, select ε > 0 and take L > 0 such that ‖λ‖1 + supk∈N ‖λk‖1 ≤ L (since weak* convergent

sequences are bounded). On a hand, since ((xn, yn))∞
n=1

is Lipschitz interpolating for Lip0(X) and X

is compact, we get (d(xn, yn))∞
n=1 → 0 as n→ ∞ in virtue of Proposition 4.1. Since f ∈ lip0(X), we

get that (mxn ,yn
( f ))∞

n=1 → 0 as n → ∞. Thus one may select n0 ∈ N such that |mxn ,yn
( f )| < ε/2L for

every n ≥ n0.

On the other hand, since (λk)
∞
k=1
→ λ as k → ∞ in the weak* topology of ℓ1, we infer that, for

each n ∈ N, the real sequence (λk,n)∞
k=1
→ λn as k → ∞. So we can find k0 ∈ N such that if k ≥ k0,

then

|λk,n − λn| <
ε

2n0‖ f ‖
(1 ≤ n ≤ n0).

Note that |(S ((λk)
∞
k=1

) − S (λ))( f )| < ε whenever k ≥ k0, since

|(S ((λk)
∞
k=1) − S (λ))( f )| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

n=1

(λk,n − λn)mxn ,yn
( f )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

n0∑

n=1

|λk,n − λn||mxn ,yn
( f )| +

∞∑

n=n0+1

|λk,n − λn||mxn,yn
( f )|

<

n0∑

n=1

ε

2n0

|mxn,yn
( f )|

‖ f ‖
+

∞∑

n=n0+1

(|λk,n| + |λn|)
ε

2L

<
ε

2
+
ε

2

∑∞
n=1 |λk,n| +

∑∞
n=1 |λn|

L
< ε.

This proves that S is weak*-to-weak* continuous, as desired.

(iii)⇒ (iv) is obvious.

(iv)⇒ (i): Let α ∈ ℓ∞. By Goldstein’n Theorem and by the separability of ℓ1, there is a sequence

(βk)
∞
k=1 in ‖α‖Bc0

such that (βk)
∞
k=1 → α as k → ∞ in the weak* topology. By (iv), for any k ∈ N,

there exists fk ∈ Lip0(X) with ‖ fk‖ ≤
(
M + 1

k

)
‖βk‖∞ such that T ( fk) = βk. Since F (X) is separable,

Banach–Alaoglu Theorem provides a subsequence
(

fkm

)∞
m=1 of ( fk)

∞
k=1 which w*-converges to some

f ∈ Lip0(X). Since (T |lip0(X))
∗∗ = T (proved in (ii) ⇒ (iii)), we get that T is weak*-to-weak*

continuous, so

α = w∗ − lim
m→∞
βkm
= w∗ − lim

m→∞
T ( fkm

) = T ( f ).

This proves that ((xn, yn))∞
n=1 is a Lipschitz interpolating sequence for Lip0(X). In order to com-

pute its Lipschitz interpolating constant, observe that the w∗-lower semicontinuity of the norm of

Lip0(X) implies

‖ f ‖ ≤ lim inf
k
‖ fk‖ ≤ M‖α‖.

This also proves that M is the Lipschitz interpolating constant, as desired. �
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5. Lipschitz interpolating sets for vector-valued Lipschitz functions

In this section we will have a look to the case of vector-valued Lipschitz functions. In the study

of interpolating sequences, the extension of the scalar-valued case to the vector-valued one also

has been addressed in the setting of bounded holomorphic functions (see [20, Theorem 5.2] and

[13, p. 286]).

Definition 5.1. Let X be a pointed metric space and let E be a Banach space. A set ((xi, yi))i∈I of

points in X̃ is called a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X, E) if for each (vi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I, E), there

exists a function f ∈ Lip0(X, E) such that

f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)
= vi

for all i ∈ I. This means that the bounded linear operator TE : Lip0(X, E)→ ℓ∞(I, E), defined by

TE( f ) =

(
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

)

i∈I

( f ∈ Lip0(X, E)),

is onto. In such a case define the Lipschitz interpolation constant for (((xi, yi))i∈I , E) by

ME := inf
{
K > 0 | ∀v ∈ Bℓ∞(I,E), ∃ f ∈ KBLip0(X,E) : TE( f ) = v

}
< ∞.

In the following we will prove that the existence of a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) allows

us to connect the Lipschitz interpolating sets for any Banach space E.

Proposition 5.2. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X) in X̃ whose Lipschitz

interpolating constant is M. The following are equivalent:

(i) ((xi, yi))i∈I has a Beurling set ( fi)i∈I of functions in Lip0(X).

(ii) For each Banach space E, there exists an operator RE ∈ L(ℓ∞(I, E),Lip0(X, E)) such that

‖RE‖ ≤ M and TE ◦ RE = Idℓ∞(I,E). In such a case, ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating

set for Lip0(X, E) and ME = M.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let E be a Banach space. If (i) holds, let ( fi)i∈I be a Beurling set of functions in

Lip0(X) associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I such that, for every j ∈ I, we get
(

f j(xi) − f j(yi)

d(xi, yi)

)

i∈I

=
(
δ ji

)
i∈I

and

sup
(x,y)∈X̃

∑

i∈I

| fi(x) − fi(y)|

d(x, y)
≤ M.

Define RE : ℓ∞(I, E)→ Lip0(X, E) by

RE(α)(x) :=
∑

i∈I

fi(x)αi (x ∈ X, α = (αi)i∈I ∈ ℓ∞(I, E)).

An easy calculation shows that RE ∈ L(ℓ∞(I, E),Lip0(X, E)) with ||RE || ≤ M and TE◦RE = Idℓ∞(I,E),

and thus (ii) holds. The converse (ii)⇒ (i) is obvious taking E = R by Theorem 3.9. �

Next we prove that, in order to get that a set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ is a Lipschitz interpolating set for

Lip0(X, E) for every Banach space E, the existence of a Beurling set of functions in Lip0(X) for

((xi, yi))i∈I, apart from being sufficient, is also a necessary condition. In order to do so, let us make

use of tensor product theory.

Given a pointed metric space X, assume that ((xi, yi))i∈I ⊆ X̃ is a Lipschitz interpolating set for

Lip0(X, E) for every Banach space E with Lipschitz interpolating constant equal to ME = M (as in
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the thesis of Proposition 5.2). Given any Banach space E, let TE∗ : Lip0(X, E∗)→ ℓ∞(I, E∗) denote

be the Lipschitz interpolating operator associated to (((xi, yi))i∈I , E
∗). Consider the identifications

Lip0(X, E∗) � L(F (X), E∗) � (F (X)⊗̂πE)∗.

We claim that the bounded linear operator RE : ℓ1(I, E) → F (X)⊗̂πE, defined by

RE(v) :=
∑

i∈I

mxi ,yi
⊗ vi (v = (vi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I, E)),

satisfies that (RE)∗ = TE∗ . Indeed, given f ∈ Lip0(X, E∗) and v = (vi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I, E), we get

(RE)∗(T f )(v) = T f (RE(v)) = T f


∑

i∈I

mxi ,yi
⊗ vi

 =
∑

i∈I

T f (mxi ,yi
)(vi)

=

(
f (xi) − f (yi)

d(xi, yi)

)

i∈I︸               ︷︷               ︸
∈ℓ∞(I,E∗)=ℓ1(I,E)∗

(vi)i∈I︸︷︷︸
∈ℓ1(I,E)

= TE∗( f )(v),

and the arbitrariness of v and f implies TE∗ = (RE)∗. By Proposition 2.1, we get that RE : ℓ1(I, E)→

F (X)⊗̂πE is an into isomorphism and

1

M
= max {J > 0: J‖v‖ ≤ ‖RE(v)‖, ∀v ∈ ℓ1(I, E)} .

Now, [23, Example 2.6] establishes that QE : ℓ1(I)⊗̂πE → ℓ1(I, E) given by

QE(λ ⊗ x) := (λix)i∈I (λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I), x ∈ X),

is an onto linear isometry, and this implies that

1

M
= max

{
J > 0: J‖z‖ ≤ ‖(RE ◦ QE)(z)‖, ∀z ∈ ℓ1(I)⊗̂πE

}
.

Finally, if we consider the operator S ∈ L(ℓ1(I),F (X)) defined by

S (λ) :=
∑

i∈I

λimxi ,yi
(λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I)),

then [23, Proposition 2.3] provides the operator S ⊗π IdE : ℓ1(I)⊗̂πE → F (X)⊗̂πE given as

(S ⊗π IdE)(λ ⊗ x) := S (λ) ⊗ x (λ ∈ ℓ1(I), x ∈ E).

It is immediate that S ⊗π IdE = RE ◦ QE. Indeed, given λ ∈ ℓ1(I) and x ∈ E, we get

(R ◦ QE)(λ ⊗ x) = R((λix)i∈I) =
∑

i∈I

mxi ,yi
⊗ (λix) =

∑

i∈I

λimxi ,yi
⊗ x

=


∑

i∈I

λimxi ,yi

 ⊗ x = S (λ) ⊗ x = (S ⊗π IdE)(λ ⊗ x).

It follows that ℓ1(I)⊗E ⊆ ker(S ⊗π IdE −RE ◦QE), and since the linear span of ℓ1(I)⊗E is dense in

ℓ1(I, E)⊗̂πE, we conclude that S ⊗π IdE = RE ◦ QE. All this argument proves the following result.

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a pointed metric space, let E be a Banach space and let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a

set in X̃. The following are equivalent:

(i) ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X, E∗) and its Lipschitz interpolating

constant is ME∗ .
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(ii) The operator S ⊗π IdE : ℓ1(I)⊗̂πE → F (X)⊗̂πE is an into isomorphism and

1

M
= max

{
J > 0: J‖z‖ ≤ ‖(S ⊗π IdE)(z)‖, ∀z ∈ ℓ1(I)⊗̂πE

}
.

�

Now we are able the present an extension of Proposition 5.2 in the following sense.

Theorem 5.4. Let ((xi, yi))i∈I be a Lipschitz interpolating set in X̃ whose Lipschitz interpolating

constant is M. The following are equivalent:

(i) ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X, E) for every Banach space E and the

Lipschitz interpolating constant ME = M.

(ii) ((xi, yi))i∈I has a Beurling set ( fi)i∈I of functions in Lip0(X).

Proof. (ii)⇒ (i) clearly follows from Proposition 5.2.

Conversely, if we apply (i) to E = ℓ1(I), we get that T : Lip0(X, ℓ1(I)) → ℓ∞(I, ℓ1(I)) is a

Lipschitz interpolating operator associated to ((xi, yi))i∈I and its Lipschitz interpolating constant is

M. By Proposition 5.3, we get that the operator S ⊗π Idc0(I) : ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I) → F (X)⊗̂πc0(I) is an into

isomorphism and

1

M
= max{J > 0: J‖z‖ ≤ ‖(S ⊗π Idc0(I))(z)‖, ∀z ∈ ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I)}.

Set ϕ : ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I)→ R given by the equation

ϕ(λ ⊗ v) :=
∑

i∈I

λivi (λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I), v = (vi)i∈I ∈ c0(I)).

It is a norm-one linear functional (observe ϕ is the identity operator under the identification

(ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I))∗ � L(ℓ1(I), ℓ1(I))). Consider ϕ ◦ (S ⊗π Idc0(I))
−1 : (S ⊗π Idc0(I))(ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I)) →

R, which is a functional of norm less or equal than M since ‖(S ⊗π Idc0(I))
−1‖ = M. Since

(S ⊗π Idc0(I))(ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I)) is a subspace of F (X)⊗̂πc0(I), Hahn–Banach theorem provides another

continuous linear functional Φ : F (X)⊗̂πc0(I) → R with ‖Φ‖ ≤ M and Φ(S (λ) ⊗ v) = ϕ(λ ⊗ v) for

all λ ⊗ v ∈ ℓ1(I)⊗̂πc0(I). Let us call P : F (X) → ℓ1(I) the operator defined by

P(γ)(v) := Φ(γ ⊗ v) (γ ∈ F (X), v ∈ c0(I)).

It is well known (c.f. e.g. [23, p. 24]) that ‖P‖ = ‖Φ‖ ≤ M.

It remains to prove that P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I). In order to do so, let λ = (λi)i∈I ∈ ℓ1(I). Now, given

v = (vi)i∈I ∈ c0(I), we infer that

(P ◦ S )(λ)(v) = P(S (λ))(v) = Φ(S (λ) ⊗ v) = ϕ(λ ⊗ v) =
∑

i∈I

λivi = Idℓ1(I)(λ)(v).

The arbitrariness of v ∈ c0(I) and λ ∈ ℓ1(I) implies in turn P ◦ S = Idℓ1(I), and (ii) follows by

Theorem 3.13 and Remarks 3.12 (i). �

Remark 5.5. In view of Theorem 5.4, Question 3.14 can be equivalently reformulated in the

following terms: given a Lipschitz interpolating set ((xi, yi))i∈I in X̃ for Lip0(X) whose Lipschitz

interpolation constant is M, is it true that ((xi, yi))i∈I is a Lipschitz interpolating set for Lip0(X, E)

with Lipschitz interpolation constant ME = M for every Banach space E?
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