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Abstract

These lecture notes contain an extended version of the material presented in the C.I.M.E. sum-
mer course in 2017. The aim is to give a detailed introduction to the metric Sobolev theory.

The notes are divided in four main parts. The first one is devoted to a preliminary and detailed
study of the underlying topological, metric, and measure-theoretic aspects needed for the devel-
opment of the theory in a general extended metric-topological measure space X = (X, 7,d, m).

The second part is devoted to the construction of the Cheeger energy, initially defined on a
distinguished unital algebra .27 of bounded, T-continuous and d-Lipschitz functions.

The third part deals with the basic tools needed for the dual characterization of the Sobolev
spaces: the notion of p-Modulus of a collection of (nonparametric) rectifiable arcs and its duality
with the class of nonparametric dynamic plans, i.e. Radon measures on the space of rectifiable
arcs with finite g-barycentric entropy with respect to m.

The final part of the notes is devoted to the dual/weak formulation of the Sobolev spaces
W1P(X) in terms of nonparametric dynamic plans and to their relations with the Newtonian
spaces N17(X) and with the spaces H'"?(X) obtained by the Cheeger construction. In particular,
when (X, d) is complete, a new proof of the equivalence between these different approaches is
given by a direct duality argument.

A substantial part of these Lecture notes relies on well established theories. New contributions
concern the extended metric setting, the role of general compatible algebras of Lipschitz functions
and their density w.r.t. the Sobolev energy, a general embedding/compactification trick, the study
of reflexivity and infinitesimal Hilbertianity inherited from the underlying space, and the use of
nonparametric dynamic plans for the definition of weak upper gradients.
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1 Introduction

These lecture notes contain an extended version of the material presented in the C.I.LM.E. summer
course in 2017. The aim is to give a detailed introduction to the metric Sobolev theory, trying to
unify at least two of the main approaches leading to the construction of the Sobolev spaces in general
metric-measure spaces.

The notes are divided in four main parts. The first one is devoted to a preliminary and detailed
study of the underlying topological, metric, and measure-theoretic aspects needed for the development
of the general theory. In order to cover a wide class of examples, including genuinely infinite dimen-
sional cases, we consider a general extended metric-topological measure space [3] X = (X, 7,d, m),
where d is an extended distance on X, 7 is an auxiliary weaker topology compatible with d and m is
a Radon measure in (X, 7). The simplest example is a complete and separable metric space (X, d)
where 7 is the topology induced by the distance, but more general situations as duals of separable
Banach spaces or Wiener spaces can be included as well.

The use of an auxiliary weaker (usually Polish or Souslin) topology 7 has many technical advan-
tages: first of all, it is easier to check the Radon property of the finite Borel measure m, one of our
crucial structural assumptions. A second advantage is to add more flexibility in the choice of well be-
haved sub-algebras of Lipschitz functions and to allow for a powerful compactification method. As a
reward, roughly speaking, many results which can be proved for a compact topology, can be extended
to the case of a complete metric space (X, d) without too much effort. Therefore, for a first reading,
it would not be too restrictive to assume compactness of the underlying topology, in order to avoid
cumbersome technicalities.

The first part also includes a careful analysis of the topological-metric properties of the path space
(Section 3) in particular concerning invariant properties with respect to parametrizations. We first
recall the compact-open topology of C([0, 1]; (X, 7)) and the induced quotient space of arcs, obtained
by identifying two curves 71,72 € C([0,1]; (X, 7)) if there exist continuous, nondecreasing and
surjective maps o1, o : [0, 1] — [0, 1] such that «y; 0 o1 = 72 0 o. This provides the natural quotient
topology for the space of continuous and d-rectifiable arcs RA(X), for which the length

N
l(y) = SUP{Zd(’Y(tj)a’Y(tj—l)) e C0,1], to<ti <o <tn } (1.1)
j=1

is finite. It results a natural metric-topological structure for the space RA(X), where the distance
d characterizes the length and the integrals, whereas the topology 7 induces the appropriate notion
of convergence. This analysis plays a crucial role, since one of the main tools for studying Sobolev
spaces involves dynamic plans, i.e. Radon measures on RA(X). It is also the natural setting to study
the properties of length-conformal distances (Section 4).

The second part is devoted to the construction of the Cheeger energy [23, 9] (Section 5), the LP (X, m)-
relaxation of the energy functional

/X (lip f(2))” dm(z), lip f(z) = limsupM (1.2)

Y,z d(y7 Z) ’

initially defined on a distinguished unital algebra 7 of bounded, 7-continuous and d-Lipschitz func-
tions satisfying the approximation property

d(z,y) = sup{f(m) —fly): fed, |f(a)— f) <d,y) forevery 2’y € X} (1.3)



for every couple of points z,y € X. This gives raise to the Cheeger energy

CE,p, (f) == inf{/X (lip o) dm: f, € o, fo — fin Lp(X,m)}, (1.4)

whose proper domain characterizes the strongest Sobolev space (deeply inspired by the Cheeger ap-
proach [23])

H"P(X, of ) := {f € LP(X,m) : CE,, (f) < oo}. (1.5)

We will discuss various useful properties of the Cheeger energy, in particular its local representation
in terms of the minimal relaxed gradient |[Df|, ., as

CE,.(f) = /X DS, (2) dm(z), (1.6)

the non-smooth first-order calculus properties of |D f|, .,, and the invariance properties of CE,, ., with
respect to measure-preserving isometric imbedding of X.

A first, non obvious, important result is the independence of CE, ., with respect to <7, at least
when (X, 7) is compact. It is a consequence of a delicate and powerful approximation method based
on the metric Hopf-Lax flow

1
qta—1

Qif(x) :== ylg}’{ fly) + d/(z,y), t>0, (1.7

which we will discuss in great detail in Section 6.

The third part of these notes deals with the basic tools needed for the dual characterization of the
Sobolev spaces. First of all the notion of p-Modulus [31, 45, 47, 58] (Section 7) of a collection of
(nonparametric) rectifiable arcs I' C RA(X),

Mod,(I') := inf { / fPdm: f: X — [0,00] Borel, /f > 1 forevery v € I‘}, (1.8)
X 04

which is mainly used to give a precise meaning to negligible sets. It will be put in duality with the
class B, of Radon measures 7w on RA(X') with finite g-barycentric entropy Bar,(7) with respect to
m [2] (Section 8). Every w € B, induces a measure /i = hym with density h, € L9(X, m) such
that for every bounded Borel function ¢ : X — R

/}{A(X)LCdW(V):/XCdMnZ/XCh,rdm, Barj(m) ::/XhZ,dm. (1.9)

At least when (X, d) is complete, we will show (Section 9) that the Modulus of a Borel subset I' C
RA(X) can be essentially identified with the conjugate of the g-barycentric entropy:
1

— Mod,(I') = sup «(I') — lBaurg(ﬂ'). (1.10)
p TEB, q

The duality formula shows that a Borel set I' C RA(X) is Mod,-negligible if and only if it is 7-
negligible for every dynamic plan 7 with finite g-barycentric entropy.

The final part of the notes is devoted to the dual/weak formulation of the Sobolev spaces W 1?(X) and
to their relations with the spaces H ' (X) obtained by the Cheeger construction. The crucial concept



here is the notion of upper gradient [45, 47, 23] of a function f : X — R: it is a nonnegative Borel
function g : X — [0, +00] such that

Fin) — F0)] < / g (L1D)
v

for every rectifiable arc v € RA(X); 79 and =, in (1.11) denote the initial and final points of . As
suggested by the theory of Newtonian spaces [58], it is possible to adapt the notion of upper gradient to
Sobolev functions by asking that g € LP(X, m), by selecting a corresponding notion of “exceptional”
or “negligible” sets of rectifiable arcs in RA(X), and by imposing that the set of curves where (1.11)
does not hold is exceptional.

According to the classic approach leading to Newtonian spaces, a subset I' C RA (X)) is negligible
if Mod,,(I') = 0. This important notion, however, is not invariant with respect to modification of f
and g in m-negligible sets. Here we present a different construction, based on the new class T, of
dynamic plans 7t with finite g-barycentric entropy and with finite g-entropy of the initial and final
distribution of points,

meT, < Barg(m) <oo, (e)sym=hm forsomeh; € L9(X,m), i=0,1, (1.12)

where e;(y) = ;. The last condition requires that there exist functions h; € L%(X, m) such that

/ C(y) dm(y / ¢(x) h;dm for every bounded Borel function ¢ : X — R.  (1.13)
RA(X)

A collection I' C RA(X) is T,-negligible if it is 7r-negligible for every @ € T,. The Sobolev
space WP (X.T,) precisely contains all the functions f € LP(X, m) with a T,-weak upper gradient
g € LP(X,m), so that

lf(1) = f(yo)l < /g for T,-a.e. arc v € RA(X). (1.14)
.

Among all the T,-weak upper gradient g of f it is possible to select the minimal one, denoted by
D f|w,7, such that [Dfl, 5, < g for every T,-weak upper gradient g. The norm of WP(X, T,) is
then given by

1, /X (1717 + DI, 5, ) dmm. (1.15)

Differently from the Newtonian weak upper gradient, the notion of J,-weak upper gradient is invariant
w.r.t. modifications of f and g in m-negligible sets; moreover it is possible to prove that functions in
WhP(X, T,) are Sobolev along T-a.e. arc y with distributional derivative bounded by g o~. The link
with the Newtonian theory appears more clearly by a further properties of functions in W' (X, 7, )
at least when (X d) is complete: for every function f € WP (X, T, q) itis possible to find a “good
representative” f (so that { f#f } is m-negligible), so that the modified function f is absolutely con-
tinuous along Mod,,-a.e. rectifiable curve. In this way, the a-priori weaker approach by TJ,-dynamic
plans is equivalent to the Newtonian one and it is possible to identify WP (X, T,) with N iy (X). We
will also show in that the approach by nonparametric dynamic plans is equivalent to the definition by
parametric g-test plans of [9, 8].

A further main identification result is stated in Section 11: when (X, d) is complete, we can show
that WP(X, T,) coincides with H?(X, o). This fact (originally proved by [23, 58] in the case of
doubling-Poincaré spaces) can be interpreted as a density result of a compatible algebra of functions



o in WHP(X, T,) and has important consequences, some of them recalled in the last section of the
notes. Differently from other recent approaches [9, 8] the proof arises from a direct application of the
Von Neumann min-max principle and relies on two equivalent characterizations of the dual Cheeger
energy CE;(h) for functions h € L(X, m)

1 1
Leery = sup / fhdm— LCE)(f) he L9(X,m), / hdm = 0. (1.16)
q heHLP(X) J X p X

When (X, 7) is compact we can prove that
CE,(h) = sup { Bari(m) : (eo)ym = h_m, (e1)ym = h+m}, (1.17)

h_, h4 being the negative and positive parts of h, and

1 1
~CEp(h) = sup { Kq, (h-m, hym) - 5/

q . :
; | gtdm: g€ Cyx), 1%fg>0}, (1.18)

where Ky, is the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance induced by the cost

dg(z0,21) := inf{/g 1y € RA(X), 0 =m0, 1 = 961}- (1.19)
v
Thanks to the identification Theorem and the compactification method, we obtain that for a general
complete space (X,d)

H'" (X, o) = H"*(X) = W'P(X,T,) = N'"P(X) (1.20)

(the last identity holds up to the selection of a good representative) with equality of the corresponding
minimal gradients. As a consequence, all the approaches lead to one canonical object and this property
does not rely on the validity of doubling properties or Poincaré inequalities for m.

In the last Section 12 we will show various invariance properties of the Cheeger energy and the
metric Sobolev spaces. In particular, when the underlying space X has a linear structure, we show
that the metric approach coincides with more classic definitions of Sobolev spaces (e.g. the weighted
Sobolev spaces in RY [44] or the Sobolev spaces associated to a log-concave measure in a Banach-
Hilbert space), obtaining the reflexivity (resp. the Hilbertianity) of W1?(X) whenever X is a reflexive
Banach (resp. Hilbert) space.

A substantial part of these Lecture notes relies on well established theories: our main sources have
been [9, 8, 12] (for the parts concerning the Cheeger energy, the weak upper gradients, and the proper-
ties of the Hopf-Lax flow), [17, 46, 2] (for the notion of the p-Modulus and the Newtonian spaces), [2]
(for the notion of nonparametric dynamic plans in B, the dual characterization of the p-Modulus and
the selection of a good representative of a Sobolev function), [3] (for the extended metric-topological
structures), [6, 65] (for the results involving the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distances of Optimal Trans-
port), [57] for the theoretic aspects of Radon measures. Further bibliographical notes are added to each
Section with more detailed comments. We also refer to the overviews and lecture notes [15, 43, 4, 36].

New contributions concern the role of general compatible algebras of Lipschitz functions and their
invariance in the construction of the Cheeger energy, the embedding/compactification tricks, the use
of nonparametric dynamic plans for the definition of weak upper gradients, the characterization of the
dual Cheeger energy and the proof of the identification theorem H = W by a direct duality argument.

Of course, there are many important aspects that we did not include in these notes: just to name a
few of them at the level of the Sobolev construction we quote



the Hajtasz’s Sobolev spaces [42],

the theoretical aspects related to the doubling and to the Poincaré inequality assumptions [17,
46],

the point of view of parametric dynamic plans (i.e. Radon measures on the space of parametric
curves with finite g-energy) [9, 8] (but see the discussion in Section 10.5),

the properties of the L?-gradient flow of the Cheeger energy,

the original proof of the “H = W” Theorem [9, 8] by a dynamic approach based on the identifi-
cation of the L?-gradient flow of the Cheeger energy with the Kantorovich-Wasserstein gradient
flow of the Shannon-Rény entropies,

the approach [26, 4] by derivations and integration by parts,

the Gigli’s nonsmooth differential structures [35, 37, 36] (see also [38, 39]),

the applications to metric measure spaces satisfying a lower Ricci curvature bounds [62, 63, 51,
11,5, 12, 30, 13].



1.1 Main notation

(X, 7)

(X,7,d)

X = (X77—7d7m)
P(X)

Hausdorff topological space

Extended metric-topological (e.m.t.) space, see §2.2 and Definition 2.3
Extended metric-topological measure (e.m.t.m.) space, see §2.2

Signed and positive Radon measures on a Hausdorff topological space X
Radon probability measures on X

F(X), #(X), B(X), ¥ (X) Closed, compact, Borel and Souslin subsets of X

supp(p)

fen

Cp(X, 1), Cp(X)
By (X, 1), By(X)
Lip(f, 4, 9)
Lipb(Xv T, 5)
Lipbﬂ(X, T, 5)
lips f(x)

o,

LP(X, m)
L)

Ks (1, p2)

C(la, 0]; (X, 7)), C([a,0]; X)

T, do
A(X,7), A(X)
A(X, d)
TA, da
BV([a,8]; (X, 4))
BVC([a,b]; (X,d))
RA(X,d), RA(X)
R,
If
£(v)
Vy
dg, dg
pCE,, CE,
HYP(X, o)
Dfl,.

£, Qi)
Mod,(X), Mod, (%)
Mod,(T"), Mod,y(T)
Bar,()

B,

Cont,(I")

T Ty

|Df|wa |Df|w,‘3'q

WCE, ., WIP(X,T,)
-@q (#07 :ul)

Support of a Radon measure, see p. 11

Push forward of © € M(X) by a (Lusin pu-measurable) map f : X — Y, (2.12)
T-continuous and bounded real functions on X

Bounded 7-Borel real functions

Lipschitz constant of f on A w.r.t. the extended semidistance &, (2.14)
Bounded, 7-continuous and J-Lipschitz real functions on X, (2.15)
Functions in Lip, (X, 7, §) with Lipschitz constant bounded by «, (2.16)
Asymptotic Lipschitz constant of f at a point x, §2.5

Compatible unital sub-algebra of Lip, (X, ,d), §2.6

Space of p-summable Borel functions

Entropy functionals on Radon measures

Kantorovich-Rubinstein extended distance in M (X)), §2.4
T-continuous curves defined in [a, b] with values in X, 3.1

Compact open topology and extended distance on C([a, b]; X), 3.1
Space of arcs, classes of curves equivalent up to a reparametrization, 3.2
Space of arcs with a d-continuous reparametrization, 3.2

Quotient topology and extended distance on A (X, d), 3.2

Curves v : [a,b] — X with finite total variation w.r.t. 4, 3.3

Continuous curves in BV([a, b]; (X, d)) 3.3

Continuous and rectifiable arcs, 3.3

Arc-length reparametrization of a rectifiable arc -, 3.3

Integral of a function f along a rectifiable curve (or arc) ~, 3.3

length of y 3.3

Radon measure in M (X) induced by integration along a rectifiable arc ~, 3.3
Length and conformal distances generated by d, § 4

(pre)Cheeger energy, Definition 5.1

Metric Sobolev space induced by the Cheeger energy, Definition 5.3
Minimal (p, o/)-relaxed gradient, § 5.1

(Generalized) Hopf-Lax flow, § 6.1

p-Modulus of a collection of measures ¥ C M, (X), (7.1) and (7.2)

p-Moduli of a collection I' € RA(X), (7.11) and (7.13)
g-barycentric entropy of a dynamic plan, Definition 8.2

Plans with barycenter in L9(X, m), Definition 8.2

p-Content of a family of arcs, Definition 8.6

nonparametric g-test plans, Definition 10.1

Minimal T,-weak upper gradient, Definition 10.23

Weak (p, T, )-energy and weak Sobolev space, Definition 10.24
Dual dynamic cost, (11.2)



10

Part I
Topological and Metric-Measure structures

2 Metric-measure structures

In this section we will recall the main notion and facts we will use in the sequel. Our main ingredients
are

e a Hausdorff topological space (X, 7),

e an extended distance d : X x X — [0, o0],

e a finite Radon measure m on (X, 7),

e an algebra A of 7-continuous, d-Lipschitz, bounded real functions defined in X.

All these objects will satisfy suitable compatibility conditions, which we are going to explain. We
will call the system

X = (X, 7,d, m), an extended metric-topological measure (e.m.t.m.) space. 2.1)

The choice of A will play a role in the construction of the Cheeger energy.
Let us first consider the topological and measurable side of this structure.

2.1 Topological and measure theoretic notions

Let (X, 7) be a Hausdorff topological space. We will denote by Cy(X, 7) (resp. By (X, 7)) the space
of 7-continuous (resp. Borel) and bounded real functions defined on X. Z(X, 7) is the collection of
the Borel subsets of X. For every x € X, %, will denote the system of neighborhoods of . We will
often omit the explicit indication of the topology 7, when it will be clear from the context.

We will always deal with a completely regular topology, i.e.

for any closed set F C X and any g € X \ F'

2.2
there exists f € Cy(X, 7) with f(z9) >0and f =0on F. (22)

We can always assume that f takes values in [0, 1] and f(z9) = 1. An immediate consequence of
(2.2) is that for every open subset G C X its characteristic function X can be represented as

Xa(x) = sup {p(x) : p € C(X,7), 0< 9 < Xa 23)

and the same representation holds for every nonnegative lower semicontinuous (L.s.c.) f : X —
[0, 4-00]:

flz) = Sup{cp(w) e € Cp(X,7), 0< p < f}, f:X —[0,400] Ls.c.. (2.4)

Definition 2.1 (Radon measures [57, Chap. I, Sect. 2]). A finite Radon measure i : B(X,7) —
[0,+00) is a Borel nonnegative o-additive finite measure satisfying the following inner regularity
property:

VBe B(X,7): wp(B)=sup {M(K) : K C B, Kcompact}. (2.5)
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A finite Radon measure y is also outer regular:
VBe A(X,7): wp(B)=inf {,u(O) :0CX, 0 open}. (2.6)

We will denote by M (X)) (resp. P(X)) the collection of all finite (resp. Probability) Radon measures
on X. By the very definition of Radon topological space [57, Ch. II, Sect. 3], every Borel measure in
a Radon space is Radon: such class of spaces includes locally compact spaces with a countable base
of open sets, Polish, Lusin and Souslin spaces. In particular the notation of P(X) is consistent with
the standard one adopted e.g. in [10, 7, 64], where Polish or second countable locally compact spaces
are considered.

(2.5) implies in particular that a Radon measure is tight:

Ve>0 3JK.C X compactsuchthat p(X\K.)<e. (2.7)

We can also define in the usual way the support supp p of a Radon measure as the set of points z € X
such that every neighborhood U € %, has strictly positive measure p(U) > 0. Thanks to (2.5), one
can verify that (X \ supp(u)) = 0 [57, p. 60].

Radon measures have stronger additivity and continuity properties in connection with open sets
and lower semicontinuous functions; in particular we shall use this version of the monotone conver-
gence theorem (see [19, Lemma 7.2.6])

lim/fi dp = /limfi du (2.8)
el icl

valid for Radon measures y and for nondecreasing nets ¢ — f;, ¢ € I, of T-lower semicontinuous and
equibounded functions f; : X — [0,00]. Here I is a directed set with a partial order < satisfying
i =7 = fi < fj,see the Appendix A.1.

The weak (or narrow) topology 7y, on M (X) can be defined as the coarsest topology for which
all maps

> /hd,u from M (X) into R (2.9)
are continuous as h : X — R varies in Cy(X, 7) [57, p. 370, 371].

Prokhorov Theorem provides a sufficient condition for compactness w.r.t. the weak topology: [57,
Theorem 3, p. 379].

Theorem 2.2 (Prokhorov). Let (X, 7) be a completely regular Hausdorff topological space. Assume
that a collection X C My (X) is uniformly bounded and equi-tight, i.e.

sup p(X) < oo, (2.10)
pneX
for every ¢ > 0 there exists a compact set K. C X such that sup u(X \ K;) <e. (2.11)
pneX

Then X has limit points in the class M (X) w.r.t. the weak topology.

Recall that a set A C X is m-measurable if there exist Borel sets By, By € (X, 7) such that
By C A C Byand m(By \ B;) = 0. m-measurable sets form a o-algebra %, (X). A set is called
universally (Radon) measurable if it is y-measurable for every Radon measure p € M, (X).

Let (Y, 7y) be a Hausdorff topological space. A map f : X — Y is Borel (resp. Borel m-
measurable) if for every B € Z(Y) f~1(B) € #(X) (resp. f~!(B) is m-measurable). f is Lusin
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m-measurable if for every € > 0 there exists a compact set K. C X such that m(X \ K.) < ¢ and the
restriction of f to K. is continuous. A map f : X — Y is called universally measurable if it is Lusin
p-measurable for every Radon measure p € M, (X).

Every Lusin m-measurable map is also Borel m-measurable; the converse is true if, e.g., the
topology 7y is metrizable and separable [57, Chap. I Section 1.5, Theorem 5]. Whenever f is Lusin
m-measurable, its push-forward

fm e M(Y), fim(B) :=m(f'(B)) forevery Borel subset B C B(Y) (2.12)

induces a Radon measure in Y.

Given a power p € (1, 00) and a Radon measure m in (X, 7) we will denote by LP(X, m) the usual
Lebesgue space of class of p-summable m-measurable functions defined up to m-negligible sets. We
will also set

L8 (X, m) = {f : X — [0,00] : fis Borel,/ fPdm < oo}; (2.13)
X

this space is not quotiented under any equivalence relation. We will keep using the notation

1/p
171l = 1 llzocem) == ( /X | f!f”dm>

as a seminorm on £¥ (X, m) and a norm in LP(X, m).

2.2 Extended metric-topological (measure) spaces

Let (X, 7) be a Hausdorff topological space.

An extended semidistance is a symmetric map 0 : X x X — [0, 00] satisfying the triangle
inequality; J is an extended distance if it also satisfies the property d(x,y) = 0 iff z = y in X in this
case, we call (X, 0) an extended metric space. We will omit the adjective “extended” if § takes real
values.

Whenever f : X — R is a given function, A C X, and § is an extended semidistance on X, we
set

Lip(f, A4,6) := inf {L € [0,00] : |f(y) — f(2)| < Lo(y,z) foreveryy,z € A}. (2.14)

We adopt the convention to omit the set A when A = X. We consider the class of 7-continuous and
6-Lipschitz functions

Lipy(X,7,6) i= { f € Cy(X,7) : Lip(f,6) < oo}, (2.15)
and for every x > 0 we will also consider the subsets

Lipy, (X, 7,0) = {f € Cp(X,7) : Lip(f,0) < /{}. (2.16)

A particular role will be played by Lip, ; (X, 7,0). We will sometimes omit to indicate the explicit
dependence on 7 and ¢ whenever it will be clear from the context. It is easy to check that Lip, (X, 7, )
is a real and commutative sub-algebras of Cy(X, 7) with unit.

According to [3, Definition 4.1], an extended metric-topological space (e.m.t. space) (X, 7,d) is
characterized by a Hausdorff topology 7 and an extended distance d satisfying a suitable compatibility
condition.
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Definition 2.3 (Extended metric-topological spaces). Let (X, d) be an extended metric space, let T be
a Hausdorff topology in X. We say that (X, T,d) is an extended metric-topological (e.m.t.) space if:

(X1) the topology T is generated by the family of functions Lip, (X, 7,d) (see the Appendix A.2);

(X2) the distance d can be recovered by the functions in Lipy, (X, 7, d) through the formula

d(z,y) = sup |f(x) — f(y)| foreveryz,y € X. (2.17)
FELipy 1 (X,7,d)

We will say that (X, ,d) is complete if d-Cauchy sequences are d-convergent. All the other topolog-
ical properties (as compactness, separability, metrizability, Borel, Polish-Lusin-Souslin, etc) usually
refers to (X, T).

The previous assumptions guarantee that (X, 7) is completely regular, according to (2.2) (see the
Appendix A.2). Asin (2.1), when an e.m.t. space (X, 7,d) is provided by a positive Radon measure
m € M4 (X,7) we will call the system X = (X, 7,d, m) an extended metric-topological measure
(e.m.t.m.) space.

Definition 2.3 yields two important properties linking d and 7: first of all

d is 7 x 7-lower semicontinuous in X X X, (2.18)

since it is the supremum of a family of continuo us maps by (2.17). On the other hand, every d-
converging net (z;);e.; indexed by a directed set .J is also T-convergent:

limd(zj,2) =0 = limz; = Lt T 2.19

jlér} (xj,z) jlér}wj T WILLT (2.19)
It is sufficient to observe that 7 is the initial topology generated by Lip,(X, 7,d) so that a net (z;) is
convergent to a point x if and only if

liemJ f(z;) = f(x) forevery f € Lip,(X,,d). (2.20)
j

A basis of neighborhoods for the 7-topology at a point z € X is given by the sets of the form

Ure(x) == {y €X: ]sclelg lf(y) — f(z)| < E} F C Lipy (X, 7,d) finite, € > 0. (2.21)

Definition 2.3 is in fact equivalent to other seemingly stronger assumptions, as we discuss in the
following Lemma.

Lemma 2.4 (Monotone approximations of the distance). Let (X, 7, d) be an e.m.t. space, let us denote
by A the collection of all the finite subsets in Lip, 1 (X, 7,d), a directed set ordered by inclusion, and
let us define

d)\(l',y) = ?él;\)‘f(x)_f(y)‘7 )‘EAa Z’,yGX. (2.22)
The family (dy)aeca is a monotone collection of T continuous and bounded semidistances on X gen-
erating the T-topology and the extended distance d, in the sense that for every net (z;)jc.y in X

r; D r hmJ da(zj,x) =0 forevery A € A, (2.23a)
j€
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and

d(z,y) = supdy(z,y) = limdy(z,y) foreveryz,y € X. (2.23b)
AEA AEA

Conversely, suppose that (d;)icr is a directed family of real functions on X x X satisfying

di : X x X — [0,400) is a bounded and continuous semidistance for every i € I, (2.24a)

1=2j = d;<dj, (2.24b)
T 1 & l'in} di(zj,z) =0 foreveryielI, (2.24c¢)
jE
d($7y) = Supdi(x7y) = hHIle(:E,y) fOl" every x,y € Xv (224d)
i€l e

then (X, 7,d) is an extended metric-topological space.

Proof. (2.23a) and (2.23b) are immediate consequence of the Definition (2.3). In order to prove the
second statement, we simply observe that the collection of functions & := {d;(y,-) : i € I, y € X }is
included in Lipy, ; (X, 7,d) and generates the topology 7 thanks to (2.24c). A fortiori, Lip, ; (X, 7,d)
satisfies conditions (X1) and (X2) of Definition 2.3. ]

We will often use the following simple and useful property involving a directed family of semidis-
tances (d;);er satisfying (2.24a,b,c,d): whenever i : J — [ is a subnet and xj,yj, j € J, are
T-converging to x, y respectively, we have

lil;le%]nf di¢j)(w5,95) = d(z,y). (2.25)

It follows easily by the continuity of d; and (2.24b), since for every ¢ € [

1i1}1€5nf digj) (z5,9;) = lilglebnf di(zj,y;) > di(z,y);

(2.25) then follows by taking the supremum w.r.t. ¢ € [.
Remark 2.5. Notice that if K is a Souslin subset of X (in particular K = X if (X, 7) is Souslin)

then K x K is Souslin as well, so that by Lemma A.4(b) there exists a countable collection F =
(fn)neN C Lipb,l(X, T, d) such that

d(z,y) = sup |fu(z) — fu(y)| forevery z,y € K. (2.26)
neN

If 7/ is the initial topology generated by F, (K, 7/,d) is an e.m.t. space whose topology 7’ is coarser
than 7. 7/ is also metrizable and separable: it is sufficient to choose an increasing 1-Lipschitz homeo-
morphism ¥ : R —]0,1/12[ and setting f,, := ¢ o f,; the family (f},)nen induces the same topology
7/, it separates the points of K, and the distance

d(z,y) == 27" fr(2) — L) (2.27)
n=1

is a bounded 7-continuous semidistance dominated by d whose restriction to K x K is a distance
inducing the topology 7'. If K is also compact, than 7 coincides with the topology induced by d’.
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Let us recap a useful property discussed in the previous Remark.

Definition 2.6 (Auxiliary topologies). Let (X, 7,d) be an e.m.t. space. We say that 7' is an auxiliary
topology if there exist a countable collection F = (fn)nen C Lipy (X, 7,d) such that 7' is generated
by F and

d(x7y) = sup ’fn(x) - fn(y)’ (2.28)
neN

Equivalently

(A1) 7' is coarser than T,

(A2) 7' is separable and metrizable by a bounded T-continuous distance d’ < d,
(A3) there exists a sequence f, € Lipy(X,7',d) such that (2.28) holds.

In particular, (X, 7',d) is an e.m.t. space.

If 7" is generated by a countable collection F C Lip, (X, 7,d) satisfying (2.28) then properties
(A1,2,3) obviously hold by the discussion of Remark 2.5. Conversely, if 7/ satisfies (A1,2,3) then one
can consider the countable collection JF resulting by the union of (f,,),en given in (A3) and the set
{d'(xp, ) tnen Where (z,,)nen is a 7" dense subset of X and d’ is given by (A2). It is clear that 7’ is
the initial topology of F and (2.28) holds.

By setting

dn(way) ‘= Ssup ‘fk(w) - fk(y)‘
1<k<n

one can easily see that (A3) is in fact equivalent to

(A3’) There exists an increasing sequence of 7' continuous and bounded (semi)distances (d;,)nen
such that
d(z,y) =supd,(z,y) = lim d,(z,y) forevery z,y € X. (2.28”)
neN n—oo

It is also possible to assume d,, > d’ for every n € N.
As a consequence of Remark 2.5 we have:

Corollary 2.7 (Auxiliary topologies for Souslin e.m.t. spaces). If (X, 7,d) is a Souslin e.m.t. space
(i.e. (X, 7) is Souslin) then it admits an auxiliary topology T’ according to Definition 2.6.

Notice that if 7/ is an auxiliary topology of a Souslin e.m.t. space (X, 7,d), (X, 7’) is Souslin as
well. If m is a Radon measure in (X, 7) then it is Radon also w.r.t. 7. An important consequence of
the existence of an auxiliary topology is the following fact:

Lemma 2.8. If (X, 7,d) admits an auxiliary topology 7' then every T-compact set K C X is a Polish
space (with the relative topology).

Proof. Tt is sufficient to note that 7 and 7/ induces the same topology on K and that 7’ is metrizable
and separable. O
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2.3 Examples

Example 2.9 (Complete and separable metric spaces). The most important and common example is
provided by a complete and separable metric space (X, d); in this case, the canonical choice of 7 is
the (Polish) topology induced by d. Any positive and finite Borel measure m on (X, d) is a Radon
measure so that (X, d, m) is a Polish metric measure space. This case cover the Euclidean spaces R,
the complete Riemannian or Finsler manifolds, the separable Banach spaces and their closed subsets.

In some situation, however, when (X, d) is not separable or d takes the value +oco, it could be
useful to distinguish between the topological and the metric aspects. This will particularly important
when a measure will be involved, since the Radon property with respect to a coarser topology is less
restrictive.

Example 2.10 (Dual of a Banach space). A typical example is provided by the dual X = B’ of a
separable Banach space: in this case the distance d is induced by the dual norm | - || g of B’ (which
may not be separable) and the topology 7 is the weak™ topology of B’, which is Lusin [57, Corollary
1, p. 115]. All the functions of the form f(z;y,v,r) :=t((z — y,v)) wherey € B, t: R - Risa
bounded 1-Lipschitz map and v € B with ||v||p < 1 clearly belong to Lip, (X, 7, d) and are sufficient
to recover the distance d since

d(z,y) = |z —yllpr = sup (z—y,v) = sup f(z;y,0,1), t(r):=0VrA2fz—yl)
lvllz<1 llvll<1

A slight modification of the previous setting leads to a somehow universal model: we will see in
§ 2.7 that every e.m.t. space can be isometrically and continuously embedded in such a framework and
every metric Sobolev space has an isomorphic representation in this setting (see Corollary 12.16).

Example 2.11. Let X be weakly* compact subset of a dual Banach space B’ endowed with the weak*
topology 7 and a Radon measure m. We select a strongly closed and symmetric convex set L C B
containing 0 and separating the points of B’ and we set

0(z) :=sup(z, f), d(z,y):=0(x—vy). (2.29)
feL

It is immediate to check that (X, 7,d) is an e.m.t. space. Notice that 6 is 1-homogeneous and convex,
therefore it is an “extended” norm (possibly assuming the value +00), so that d is translation invariant.
The previous Example 2.10 correspond to the case when L is the unit ball of B.

Example 2.12 (Abstract Wiener spaces). Let (X, || - || x) be a separable Banach space endowed with
a Radon measure m and let (W, | - |y) be a reflexive Banach space (in particular an Hilbert space)
densely and continuously included in X, so that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

|hl|x < C|hlw forevery h € W. (2.30)

We call 7 the Polish topology of X induced by the Banach norm and for every z,y, z € X we set

zlw ifzeW, x—ylw ifzx—yeW,
¢(z) = i : d(z,y) == oz —y) = | | : (2.31)
400  otherwise, 400 otherwise,

The functional z +— ¢(z) is 1-homogenous, convex and lower semicontinuous in X (thanks to the
reflexivity of 1¥) so that setting

L= {f € X': (f,2) <|z|p forevery z € B},



17

Fenchel duality yields
¢(z) =sup(f,z), d(z,y) =sup(f,z—y); (2.32)

feL feL

the same truncation trick of Example 2.10 shows that (2.17) is satisfied. On the other hand, the
distance functions = — ||z — z||x, z € X, induced by the norm in X belong to Lip,(X, 7, d) so that
the first condition of Definition 2.3 is satisfied as well. This setting covers the important case of an
abstract Wiener space, when m is a Gaussian measure in X and W is the Cameron-Martin space, see
e.g. [18].

Example 2.13. Let X := R%and let h : X x R? — [0, +00] be a lower semicontinuous function
such that for every z € X

h(x,-) is 1-homogeneous and convex, h(z,v) > h(z,0) =0 forevery z € X, v € R%\ {0}.

We can define the extended “Finsler” distance
d(xo,z1) : mf / h(x ))dt : x € Lip([0,1],RY), x(i) = x4, i = 0,1} (2.33)

with the convention that d(zg,x1) = +oo if there is no Lipschitz curve connecting xg to x; with a
finite cost. When there exist constants Cy, C; > 0 such that

Colv| < h(z,v) < Cylv| forevery z,v € RY, (2.34)

d is the “Finsler” distance induced by the family of norms (h(:p, )) scras inducing the usual topology
of R%.
When

if x € X,
h(z,v) = [vl 1 * 3’ X, isaclosed subset of R, (2.35)
+oo ifx e R\ Xg, v #0,

then d is the “geodesic extended distance” induced by the Euclidean tensor on Xy. When A is ex-

pressed in terms of a smooth family of bounded vector fields (X )7 i1 Xj : R? — RY, by the formula

J J
h%(z,v) := inf { Z u? : Z ujXj(x) = v} (2.36)

J=1 Jj=1

we obtain the Carnot-Caratheodory distance induced by the vector fields X;. In all these cases, we
can approximate h by its Yosida regularization:

1
h2(z,v) := inf h2(z,w)+ —|w—v|®> z,veR% >0, (2.37)
weR? 2¢e
which satisfy
0 < h2(z,v) < \v\2 hilol he(z,v) = h(z,v) forevery v € R%\ {0}. (2.38)
[

If we define the Finsler distance d. as in (2.33) in terms of h. we can easily see that
1
0 < d?(z,y) < 2—€|3: —yl? li]&)lde(az,y) =d(x,y) foreveryz,y € RY x #y. (2.39)
15t

If 7 is the usual Euclidean topology, we obtain that (R?, 7, d) is an extended metric-topological space.
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2.4 The Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance

Let (X, 7,d) be an extended metric-topological space. We want to lift the same structure to the space
of Radon probability measures P(X). We introduce the main definitions for of couple of measures
o, i1 € My (X) with the same mass 11o(X) = p1(X).

We denote by I'(19, 1) the collection of plans g € M, (X x X)) whose marginals are 1o and i
respectively:

T(po, p1) := {u eEMi(X xX): Té[j, = ,ui}, 7' (x0, 1) = ;. (2.40)

It is not difficult to check that T'(11g, /£1) is a nonempty (it always contains sy ' (X) po ® 1) and
compact subset of M (X x X).

Let § : X x X — [0,+00] be a lower semicontinuous extended semi distance. The Kan-

torovich formulation of the optimal transport problem with cost ¢ induces the celebrated Kantorovich-
Rubinstein (extended, semi-)distance Ky in P(X) [64, Chap. 7]

Ks (1o, p1) == inf { /X . 6(xo, 1) dp(zo, 1) : p € F(#O,M)}- (2.41)

Proposition 2.14. Let pig, 1 € M (X) with the same mass.

(@) If Ks(po, 1) is finite then the infimum in (2.41) is attained. In particular, this holds if 6 is
bounded.

(b) [Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality] If ¢ is a bounded continuous (semi)-distance in (X, 1) then
Ks is a bounded continuous (semi)-distance in P(X) and

Ks (o, 1) = SUP{/% dpo — /5251 dur = ¢ € Cp(X, 1),
Po(xo) — ¢1(x1) < 0w, 1) for every x,, 21 € X} (2.42)

—sup{ [ 6d(uo ) 0 € Lipy, (X.7.0)} e43)

(c) If (dy)ier is a directed collection of bounded continuous semidistances satisfying lim;c;d; = d
then

Ka(po, p1) = lim Kq, (10, p11)- (2.44)
(d) If (X, 7,d) is an extended metric-topological space
Ka(po, p1) = Sllp{/% dpg — /¢1 du : ¢ € Gyp(X, 1),
do(xo) — d1(x1) < d(zo,x1) forevery xg,x1 € X} (2.45)

= sup { /(bd(uo —p1) : ¢ € Lipy (X, T,d)} (2.46)

Proof. (a) follows by the lower semicontinuity of § and the compactness of I'.

(b) we refer to [64, Chap. 7].
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(c) follows by the property
lim inf / di;) dm; > /d dm (2.47)

Jje€J
whenever (7). is anetin I'(ug, ;1) converging weakly to 7 and j — 4(j) is a subnet in 1. See [3,
Theorem 5.1]

(d) is an immediate consequence of (2.44) and Claim (b), which yields that Ky is less or equal than
the two expression in the right-hand side of (2.45) and (2.46). The converse inequality is obvious. [

Remark 2.15. Thanks to the previous proposition, it would not be difficult to check that (P(X), 79, Kq)
is an extended metric-topological space as well.
2.5 The asymptotic Lipschitz constant

Whenever ¢ is an extended, 7-lower semicontinuous semidistance, and f : X — R, we set
li := lim Lip(f,U,é) = inf Lip(f,U,é € X; 2.48
ips f(v) = lim Lip(f,U,0) = inf Lip(f,U,0) = (2.48)

recall that %, is the directed set of all the 7-neighborhood of z. Notice that Lip(f,{z}) = 0 and
therefore lip f(z) = 0 if = is an isolated point of X. We will often omit the index § when § = d.
When J is a distance, we can also define lip; as

lips f(z) = liizzgp |f(zg)(;£(Z)|’ (2.49)
in particular,
lips f(x) > |Dsf|(z) := limsup M (2.50)

Yy—x 5(‘T7 y)

It is not difficult to check that x — lips f(z) is a T-upper semicontinuous map and f is locally 0-
Lipschitz in X iff lips f(z) < oo for every x € X. When (X, d) is a length space, lips f coincides
with the upper semicontinuous envelope of the local Lipschitz constant (2.50).

We collect in the next useful lemma the basic calculus properties of lips f.

Lemma 2.16. For every f,g,X € Cyp(X) with X(X) C [0, 1] we have

lips(af + Bg) < || lips f + [B] lips g for every o, B € R, (2.51a)
lips(fg) < |f[lips g + |gllips f, (2.51b)
lips((1 = X)f + Xg) < (1 = X)lips f + Xlips g + lips X| f — 9[- (2.51c)

Moreover, whenever ¢ € C*(R)

lips(¢ 0 f) = [¢" o f|lips f (2.51d)

and for every convex and nondecreasing function 1 : [0,00) — R and every map ¢ € C}(R) with
0 < (' <1, the transformation

F=f+Cg—1) G:=9+¢(f—9)
satisfies

P(lips f) + ¥(lips §) < ¢(lips f) + ¢ (lips 9)- (2.51e)



20

Proof. (2.51a) follows by the obvious inequalities
Lip(af + Bg,U,0) < |e|Lip(f,U,d) + |8| Lip(g, U, 5)

for every subset U C X. Similarly, for every y, z € U

|fW)g(y) — F(2)g(2)| < 1(f(y) — F(2)gy)] +1(g(y) —9(2))f(2)]
< (Lip(f, U,6) Sgp\g! + Lip(g, U, 0) Sup \f\)5(z7y)

and we obtain (2.51b) passing to the limit w.r.t. U € %,. Setting X := 1 — X, (2.51c) follows by

IX(y)f(y) +X(v)g(y) — X(2)f(2) + X(2)g(2)|
< X)) (fy) = FE)]+ IX(W)(9y) — g(2)] + [(X(y) = X(2)(f(2) — g(2))]|

< ((sup X Lip(f, U ) + sup X Lip(g, U, 6) + sup | — 9| Lin(x, U.9) ) o(y, 2

and passing to the limit w.r.t. U € %,.
Concerning (2.51d), for every y, 2 € U we get

[0(f(y)) — ¢(f(2))| < Lip(¢, f(U)) Lip(f,U,6)d(y, z)

which easily yields lips ¢ o f(x) < |¢'(f(z))|lips f(x). If ¢'(f(x)) # 0, we can find a C! function
Y : R — R such that ¢(¢(r)) = r in a neighborhood of f(x), so that the same property yields
lips f(z) < T ( 7 lips f © ¢(z) and the identity in (2.51d).

Let us eventually consider (2.51e). As usual, we consider arbitrary points y,z € U, U € %,
obtaining

1f) = F)| = |f(y) — f(2) +C(g(y) — f( )) C(g(z) — f(2))]
=f(y) — f(z) +a((g(y) — g(z) — (f(y) — f(2))]
=11 -a)(f(y) — f(2) + ( ( ) 9(2))|

< ((1 —a) Lip(f,U, ) + aLip(g, U, 5))5(@/, 2)

~— —

for some o = o, = (’(0,..) € [0,1], where 6, . is a convex combination of g(y) — f(y) and
g(z) — f(2). Passing to the limit w.r.t. U and observing that & — ¢’(g(x) — f(z)) we get

lips f() < (1= ¢'(g(x) = f(@))lips f(2) + ¢ (9() — f(2))lips g(x)-

A similar argument yields

lips §(z) < (1= {'(f(x) — g(2))) lips 9(z) + ¢'(f(2) — g(2)) lips f ().

Since 1) is convex and nondecreasing, we obtain (2.51e). ]

2.6 Compatible algebra of functions

We have seen in Section 2.2 the important role played by the algebra of function Lip, (X, 7,d). In
many situations it could be useful to consider smaller subalgebras which are however sufficiently rich
to recover the metric properties of an extended metric topological space (X, 7,d).



21

Definition 2.17 (Compatible algebras of Lipschitz functions). Let <7 be a unital subalgebra of
Lipy(X,7,d) and let us set o7, := </ N Lipy, (X, 7, d).
We say that <7 is compatible with the metric-topological structure (X, 7,d) if

d(x,y) = sup |f(z) — f(y)| foreveryx,y € X. (2.52)
fea

In particular, o/ separates the points of X.
We say that <7 is adapted to (X, 7,d) if o/ is compatible with (X, 7,d) and it generates the topology
T.

If we do not make a different explicit choice, we will always assume that an e.t.m.m. space X is
endowed with the canonical algebra <7 (X) := Lip, (X, 7,d).

Remark 2.18 (Coarser topologies and countably generated algebras). Suppose that .7 C Lip,(X, 7,d)
is an algebra compatible with (X, 7,d) and let 7, be the initial topology generated by ./ (see A.2 in
the Appendix). Then (X, 7.,d) is an e.m.t. space as well and 7 is adapted to (X, 7./, d); a Radon
measure m € M4 (X, 7) is also Radon in (X, 7).

This property shows that there is some flexibility in the choice of the topology 7, as long as 7-
continuous functions are sufficiently rich to generate the distance d. An interesting example occurs
when (X, 7) is a Souslin space. By Remark 2.5 we can always find a countable collection (fy,)nen of
Lip, (X, 7,d) (or of a compatible algebra <7) satisfying (2.26). If we denote by 7’ the algebra gen-
erated by the functions f,, n € N, we obtain a countably generated algebra and an auxiliary topology
7’ = 7, according to Definition 2.6.

2.6.1 Examples

Example 2.19 (Cylindrical functions in Banach spaces and their dual). Let (X, || - ||) be a Banach
space (in particular the space R? with any norm) endowed with its weak topology (or the dual of a
Banach space B with the weak™® topology) and let <7 be the set of smooth cylindrical functions: a
function f : X — R belongs to <7 if there exists 1) € C°(R?) with bounded derivatives of every
order and d linear functionals hy,--- ,hy € X’ (resp. in B if the weak* topology is considered) such
that
f(z) =v(hy,z), (hayx), -+, (hg,x)). (2.53)

It is not difficult to check check that &/ C Lip,(X,7,d). In order to approximate the distance
d(z,y) = |Jz — y|| between two points in X we can argue as in Example 2.10 by choosing func-
tions of the form f(x) := t-((h,z) — (h,y)) where h belongs to the dual (resp. predual) unit ball of
X' (resp. B) and t.(r) is a smooth regularization of t(r) := 0V r A 2|z — y|| coinciding with r in the
interval [¢, ||z — y/|]. In the case of Example 2.11 it is sufficient to choose h in the convex set L.

The same approach can be adapted to the “Wiener” construction of Example 2.12: in this case one
can use linear functionals in X'.

In the case X is separable (resp. X = B’ and B is separable) any Borel (resp. weakly* Borel)
measure is Radon.

Example 2.20. A compatible algebra is provided by
Lipy(X,7,(d;)) := {f € Cp(X,7) : i € I : Lip(f,d;) < o0}, (2.54)

whenever (d; )<y is a directed family satisfying (2.24a,b,c,d). One can also consider the smaller unital
algebra of functions generated by the collection of distance functions

{di(-,y) yeX, ic I}. (2.55)
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Example 2.21 (Cartesian products). Let us consider two e.t.m. spaces (X', 7/,d’) and (X", 7",d")
with two compatible algebras 7', &7”. For every p € [1,+00] we can consider the product space
(X, 7,dy) where X = X’ x X", 7 is the product topology of 7" and 7, and

1/p
dp((l'/,l'”), (yl7yl/)) = (d/(x,,y/)p + d”(l'”,y”)p) lfp < OO,

(2.56)
doo((wlawl/)a (y/7y//)) ‘= max (d/(w/,y/),d//(x//,y//)>.

The algebra & = o/’ ® /" generated by functions ' € </’ and f” € /" (an element of <7 is a
linear combination of functions of the form f (2, z”) := f'(2’) f”(z")) is compatible with (X, 7, d,).
In order to prove that (2.52) holds, let ¢ be the conjugate exponent of p and let us introduce the convex
subset of R? C := {(a, B) € R? : a9 + B < 1} (with obvious modification when ¢ = oc). For
every couple of point (2, 2”), (v, y") in X we can find (c, §) € C, such that

dp((2',2"), (v, y")) = ad'(a',3/) + Bd" (", y/").

It is easy to check that for every f’ € <7 and f” € <7 the function f(2/,2") := af'(z') + Bf" (")
belongs to 27 Since &/’ and 7" are compatible in the respective spaces, we then get

dp((2',2"), (v, ")) = sup a(f'(@) = f'(¥)) + BU" (") = (")

f’EW{,fNEW{/

= sup af'(@)+Bf"(") = (af' ) + B Y"))-

f’EW{,fNEW{/

Remark 2.22. The previous example 2.21 shows in particular that the cartesian product of two
e.t.m. spaces is also an e.t.m. space, a property that one can also directly check by using the ap-
proximating semidistance functions (d})ier, (df)je-

In order to deal with functions in 7 it will be useful to have suitable polynomial approximations
of the usual truncation maps.

Lemma 2.23 (Polynomial approximation). Let ¢ > 0, a;,b; € R, and ¢ : R — R be a Lipschitz
function satisfying

ap < ¢ <by in[—c,c, a<¢ <b ZLlae in|—c,d. (2.57)
There exists a sequence (Py,)nen of polynomials such that

lim sup |P, —¢| =0, ag< P <by, ag <P <by in|—cd, (2.58)

n—oo [—076}

and
li_)m |P!(r) — ¢'(r)] =0 foreveryr € [—c,c] where ¢ is differentiable. (2.59)

If moreover ¢ € CY([—c, c|) we also have

lim sup |P,(r) —¢'(r)| = 0. (2.60)

N0 pre[—c,c]
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Proof. In order to prove the first statement of the lemma, it is sufficient to use the Bernstein polyno-
mials of degree 2n on the interval [—c¢, c] given by the formula

P,(r) = (2(1:)n Z o(k/n) (;ﬁn) (r + ¢)"F(c — p)nk 2.61)

k=—n

recalling that P,, uniformly converge to ¢ in [—c, ¢] as n — oo and that formula (2.61) preserves the
bounds on ¢ and ¢’ [50, Sect. 1.7]. O

Applying the previous Lemma to the the function ¢(r) := a V r A 8 (with ay = «, by = f,
a1 = 0, ag = 1), we immediately get the following property.

Corollary 2.24. For every interval [—c,c], ¢ > 0, a, f € R with o < 3, and every £ > 0 there exists
a polynomial P. = P< 8 such that
|P.(r) —aVrAB|<e a<P(r)<p, 0<Pr)<1 foreveryr € [—c,c],

lim PA(r) = {1 ifa<r<p (2.62)

l0 0 ifr<aorr>p.

If « = —f3 we can also find an odd P, thus satisfying P.(0) = 0.
A more refined argument yields:

Corollary 2.25. For every interval [—c, c] C R and every £ > 0, there exists a polynomial Q. = Q¢ :
R x R — R such that

rAs<Qc(r,s) <rVs, |Q:(r,s)—rVs|<e foreveryrsée[—c,d, (2.63)
0< 87‘@6 < 17 0< 88@6 <1 in [_Cv C] X [_Cv C]v (264)
Qc(r2, 59) — Qc(r1, s1)| < max (Jrg —r1],|s2 — s1])  for every ry,s; € [—c,d]. (2.65)

Proof. We apply Lemma 2.23 to the function ¢(r) := r in the interval [—4c, 4c| (with ag = a1 = 0,
by = 4c and by = 1) obtaining a polynomial F. such that

|P.(r) —ri|<e, 0< P(r)<4c, 0<Plr)<1 foreveryr € [—4c,4c|. (2.66)

We set Q-(r, s) := r+P-(s—r)—P-(0). Notice that (). is increasing w.r.t. r, s in [—2¢, 2¢| X [—2¢, 2¢]
since

8T’Q€(T7 3) =1- Psl(s - T) >0, asQa(T7 3) = Pgl(s - 7’) > 05

in particular
Q:(ry8) > Qe(rAs,rAs)=rAs, Q:(r,s) <Q(rVs,rVs)=rVs.
By construction, if 7, s € [—c¢, ¢] then
|Qc(r,s) —rVs|=|r+P(s—r)—(r+(s—r)y)|=|P:(s—1)— (s —1)4| <e.

Concerning the Lipschitz estimate, let us consider points (71, s1), (12, s2) € [—¢, ¢]. Up to inverting
the order of the couples, it is not restrictive to assume that Q(ry,s1) > Q<(r2,s2). Setting r_ :=
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T1ATe T =11 Ve, S_ = 8] ASg, Sy =81 Vo, T i=(rp —r_)<2c,5=sy—s_ <2c
zZ: =7V §=max(|re — r1],|s2 — s1|) < 2c¢, the partial monotonicity of @) yields

’Qe(rhsl) - QE(T2732)’ < Qe(r-i-as-i-) - Qa(r—73—) < Qa(r— +Zz,s_ + 2) - Qa(r—73—)

= /OZ <6TQ€(T’_ +2,5- +2)+0sQ(r— 4+ z,5_ + z)) dz

:/OZ (1—P€’(s_—r_)+P€’(s_—r_)) dz = z. O

The next result shows how to obtain good approximations of the maximum of a finite number of
functions in 7.

Lemma 2.26. Let ', f2,--- | fM ¢ o and let f := max(f*', f2,---, fM). Then for every e > 0
there exists a sequence f. € </ such that

min f™(z) < fo(z) <max f™(z) foreveryx € X, sup|f. — f| <e. (2.67)
m m X

If moreover Lip(f™, A,d) < Lfor1 < m < M where A C X and ¢ is an extended semidistance on
X, then Lip(f., A,d) < L for everyn € N.

Proof. We split the proof in two steps.

1. The thesis of the Lemma holds for M = 2. We set ¢ > 0 so that f™(X) C [—¢, | and then we
define f. := Q.(f!, f?), where Q. has been provided by Corollary 2.25. (2.67) follows immediately
by (2.63). (2.65) yields for every z,y € X

|fe(2) = fe ()] = 1Q=(F1(2), £2(x)) = Q=(f'(v), F(¥)] < max (|f*(z) — fH ()], If*(2) = F*(»)])

so that the composition with (). preserve the Lipschitz constant w.r.t. arbitrary sets and semidistances.

2. The thesis of the Lemma holds for arbitrary M € N. We argue by induction, assuming that the
result is true for M/ — 1. We fix a constant ¢ so that f(X) C [—¢, ] for 1 < m < M. We thus find
he /o C o satisfying

min () Shp(a) € max f7(r) foreverys € X, suplhey — fl <e/2

where f := f1v .- v fM=1 in particular hesa(X) C [—c,c]. We then set f; := Q€/2(h5/2,fM);
clearly for every x € X

 Join, f7() < hepa () A (@) < fe(@) < hepa(a) v M (2) < | ax f"(z);

moreover

e = fI < 1Qcja(heja, fM) = f]
<1Qcjalheso FM) = Qepo (£, ) + Qe o (f, F) — F v M)
<|hepp— fl+e/2<e/2+¢/2<e. 0

We conclude this section by a simple density results that will be useful in the following.
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Lemma 2.27 (Density of <7 in LP(X,m)). Let p € [1,+00) and let I a closed (possibly unbounded)
interval of R. If o/ is a compatible sub-algebra of Lip, (X, T,d), then for every f € LP(X,m) with
values in I there exists a sequence f, € </ with values in I such that [  |f = falPdm — 0.

Proof. By standard approximation, it is not restrictive to assume that I = [«, 3] for some «, 5 € R;
we set y := |a| V |3|. Since m is Radon, every m-measurable function f is Lusin m-measurable: thus
for every € > 0 there exists a compact K C X such that f I is continuous and m(X \ K) <e.

Since &7 contains the constants and separates the points of K, the restriction of <7 to K is uni-
formly dense in C, (K, 7) by Stone-Weierstrass Theorem: we thus find f- € o such that sup,er | f(x)—
fo(x)] < e. If ¢ := supy |f-| V 7, applying Corollary 2.24 we can find a polynomial P. satisfying
(2.62), so that f. := P- o fg belongs to <7, takes values in [«, 3], and satisfies

|f€ - f| < |Pe(f€) _Pe(f)| + |Pe(f) - f| <2 inK, (2-68)
so that
[ 1= g dm < @epm(x) + (3 - e, 2.69)
X
Choosing a sequence f, := f;, corresponding to a vanishing sequence ¢,, | 0 we conclude. O

2.7 Embeddings and compactification of extended metric-measure spaces

LetX = (X, 7,d,m) and X' = (X', 7/, d’, m’) be two extended metric measure spaces, endowed with
compatible algebras <7, o7’ according to definition 2.17.

Definition 2.28 (Embedding, compactification, and isomorphism). We say that a map v : X — X' is
a measure-preserving embedding of (X, <) into (X', /") if

(E1) ¢ is a continuous and injective map of (X, 1) into (X', 7);
(E2) ¢ is an isometry, in the sense that

d'(v(x),u(y)) =d(z,y) foreveryz,y € X. (2.70)

(E3) ym =mw'.
(E4) For every ' € &' the function 1* f .= f’ o 1 belongs to <.

We say that (X', &) is a compactification of (X, o) if (X', 7") is compact and there exists a measure-
preserving embedding of (X, <) into (X, o").

We say that a measure-preserving embedding v is an isomorphism of (X, <) onto (X, &) if v is an
homeomorphism of (X, 7) onto (X ,7) and v* (") = .

Remark 2.29 (Canonical Lipschitz algebra). When & = Lip,(X, 7,d) and &7’ = Lip,(X’,7’,d")
we simply say that ¢ is a measure preserving embedding of X into X’. In this case it is sufficient
to check conditions (E1-2-3), since condition (E4) is a consequence of (E1-2). In this case ¢ is an
isomorphism of (X, «7) onto (+(X), 7/, d", m’).

Example 2.30. Let us show three simple examples of embeddings involving an e.m.t.m. space X =
(X, 7,d,m).

(a) Let 7/ be a weaker topology than 7, such that (X,7’,d) is an e.t.m. space. The identity map
provides a measure-preserving embedding of X into (X, 7’,d, m).



26

(b) Let &' C </ be two compatible sub-algebras of X. The identity map provides a measure-
preserving embedding of (X, <) into (X, .&/") (in particular when o/ = Lip, (X, 7,d)).

(c) By Corollary 2.7, if (X, ) is a Souslin space, one can always find a measure preserving embed-
ding in the space (X, 7', 7', d) where &/’ C & is countably generated and 7’ is an auxiliary
topology (thus metrizable and separable, coarser than 7).

(d) LetY be any m-measurable subset of X such that m(X \ Y') = 0; we denote by 7y the relative
topology of Y, dy the restriction of dto Y X Y and my := my. If <7 is a compatible algebra
for X we define @ = {f ly - f € o/} as the algebra obtained by the restriction to Y of
the elements of «7. It is easy to check that Y = (Y, 1y, d,m’Y) is an e.m.t.m. space with a

compatible algebra .« and the inclusion map ¢ : Y — X is a measure-preserving embedding
of (Y, .oy ) into (X, o).

Let us collect a few simple results concerning the corresponding between measurable functions
induced by a measure-preserving embedding. Whenever f’ : X’ — R we write

f=u0f=fou (2.71)

Note that if ¢(X) is 7'-dense in X’ the pull back map ¢* is injective. Independently from this property,
we will show that +* induces an isomorphism between classes of measurable functions identified by
m’ and m-a.e. equivalence respectively. We write f1 ~y, fo if m({f1 # f2}) = 0 and we will denote
by [f]m the equivalence class of a m-measurable map f.

Lemma 2.31. Lett : X — X' be a measure-preserving embedding of (X, ) into (X', /") according
to the previous definition.

(a) For every w'-measurable function ' : X' — R the function * ' is m-measurable and we have
flow fo & Ofiom S 2.72)

(b) The algebra o/* := *(&") is a sub-algebra of </ which is compatible with the extended
metric-measure space X.

(c) For every p € [1,4+00] 1* induces a linear isomorphism between LP(X' m') and LP(X,m),
whose inverse is denoted by v.. For every f € o/ ~y, the class . f contains all the elements
e ' satisfying * f = f.

Proof. The proof of (a) is immediate: (2.72) is a consequence of the fact that the set N := {f] # f}}
satisfies
VAN = {0 fL #£ 0 f), m(TINY) = mw/(N).

(b) Tt is immediate to check that 7™ is a unital algebra included in 7. It is not difficult to check that
o * satisfies (2.52): by (2.70) if f' € < then * f’ € 7 and since </’ is compatible with X', for
every x,y € X

(2.70)

d(z,y) =d'(u(x),u(y)) = sup |f'(u(z)) = f(ey)] = sup ["f'(x) =" f' ()|

f’eﬁfl, f’e-i?{l/

= sup |f(z) — f(y)l
fedy
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(c) Thanks to property (E3) of Definition 2.28 we have

//@(f/)dm/:/X<I>(f’OL)dm:/X<I>(L*f/)dm (2.73)

for every nonnegative continuous function & : R — [0, +00), so that /* induces a linear isometry
from each LP(X',m’) into LP(X,m). It is therefore sufficient to prove that .* is surjective; since
t* is an isometry with respect to the L'-norm, this is equivalent to the density of the image of ¢* in
L'(X, m). Since the image contains (the equivalence classes of elements in) /*, the density follows
by (b) and Lemma 2.27. The last statement is a consequence of (2.72). ]

On of the most useful application of the concept of measure-preserving embeddings is the possi-
bility to construct a compactification X’ of X starting from a compatible algebra .27. As a byproduct,
we will obtain a compatible algebra <7’ in X’ such that

fled & f=fored. (2.74)

As a general fact, every completely regular space (X, 7) can be homeomorphically imbedded as a
dense subset of a compact Hausdorft space 5.X (called the Stone-Cech compactification, [54, § 38]),
where every function f € Cp(X) admits a unique continuous extension. The Gelfand theory of
Banach algebras applied to Cy(X) provides one of the most effective construction of such a compact-
ification and has the advantage to be well adapted to the setting of extended metric-topological spaces
and compatible sub-algebras.

Let us briefly recall the construction. We consider .27 as a vector subspace of Cy(X, 7) endowed
with the sup norm || - ||« and we call o7 the (strong) closure of .27 in Cy(X, 7). Since (7, || - ||l ) is @
normed space we can consider the dual Banach space (&7*, || - || .+ ) endowed with the weak* topology
7 and the distinguished subset of characters.

Definition 2.32 (Characters). A character of < is an element  of <7* \ {0} satisfying

o(f9) = ¢(f)elg) forevery f,g € . (2.75)
We will denote by X the subset of the characters of < .
Let us first recall a preliminary list of useful properties of X.

Proposition 2.33. Let us consider the set
Yi={yed" [Yllgr <1, ¥(f) 2 0forevery f =0, (1) =1} (2.76)
(a) X is a weakly* compact convex subset of «/* contained in {1p € 7* : ||| 7+ = 1}.
(b) Xisa (weakly* ) compact subset of ..
(c) Every point of X is an extremal point of X..

Proof. (a) is an immediate consequence of Banach-Alaouglu-Bourbaki theorem.

(b) It is not difficult to check that every element f € & with 0 < m < f < M admits a nonnegative
square root g € .o such that g> = f: it is sufficient to define h := 1 — f/M € .o/ taking values in
[0,1 — m/M] and use the power series expansion of the square root function in ]0, 2

oo

g= \/Mg% <1£2> SRS <1£2> MYV Ay,

n=0
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The relation o(f) = (¢(g))? shows that ¢ f > 0 and since every nonnegative f € .27 can be strongly
approximated by uniformly positive elements we obtain that every ¢ € X satisfies o(f) > 0 for every
nonnegative f € /. Moreover, since ¢ # 0, there exists an element f € .o/ such that p(f) # 0;
from 0 # o(f) = o(f1) = o(f)p(1) we deduce that ¢(1) = 1. By comparison we obtain

p(yl) =~ foreveryyeR; —a<f<f8 = —-a<e(f)<B, (2.77)

and in particular

—Ifllee < (f) < 1 llcos (2.78)

so that every element of X is included in the weakly® compact set . Since condition (2.75) char-
acterize a weakly* closed set, we conclude that X is a compact Hausdorff space endowed with the
weak™ topology of &7*.

(c) Whenever ¢ € ¥ and f € o7, the inequality

0 < ((f + £1)2) = ©(f2) + 260(f) + £2p(1) = O(f2) + 269 (f) + K2

for every x € R shows that

(T/J(f))z < (f?) foreveryy € .

IfX > p= %cpl + %4,02 with ; € 3, we obtain

2o + 3020 = o) = ()’ = 1 (1) + 1 (2a(D) + 501 )ea)

21 () + o) + Sor (Nealf)

<
- 4 2

=

thus showing that

(3010) — 302 = 701 + 3027 = 501(Featf) <O

for every f € o7 and therefore 1 = ws. O
We can now define a canonical embedding ¢ : X — X by
vx) =2, z(f):=f(zr) foreveryzx e X, f € o, (2.79)
and we call T : o7 — Cy( ¢ 7) the Gelfand transform
f=rf, f(gp) = p(f) forevery p € X. (2.80)
We will set o := I'(«7).
Theorem 2.34 (Gelfand compactification of extended metric topological measure spaces).

(a) ¢ is a continuous and injective, .(X) is a dense subset of the compact Hausdorff space X
endowed with the weak® topology 7. If < is separable w.r.t. the uniform norm then X is
metrizable.

(b) ¢ is a homeomorphism between X and ((X) if and only if </ is adapted, i.e. it generates the
topology T.
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(c) Every function f € o/ admits a unique extension f =TIfto X and the unital algebra of =
I'(o7) is uniformly dense in Cy(X, 7). The pull back algebra </* coincides with < .

(d) The measure m := wym is a Radon measure on X concentrated on the ¥-measurable subset
1(X).

(e) If I is the directed set of all the finite collections of functions in <fy, setting

di(p1, p2) = sup 1 (f) = @2(f)] = sup |filpr) — fie2)l, 2.81)
d(1,02) == sup |@1(f) — w2(f)| = supdi(ep1, p2), (2.82)
fed el

ai are continuous and bounded semidistances on X and d is an extended distance on X satis-
fying R R
di(2,9) = di(z,y), d(&,9) =d(z,y) foreveryz,y € X. (2.83)

(f) vis a measure preserving embedding of (X, <) into the compact extended metric measure space
X/ := (X, 7,d, ) endowed with the compatible algebra o/ = T'(7).

(2) The map v, : LP(X,m) — LP(X, ) is the unique linear isometric extension of I : o — o
to LP(X,m) for every p € [1,00].

Proof. (a) Since the weak™ topology is the coarsest topology that makes all the maps ¢ — ¢(f)
continuous for every f € 7, the continuity of ¢ is equivalent to check the continuity of x — f(x)
from (X, 7) to R, which is guaranteed by the 7-continuity of f. ¢ is also injective, since <7 separates
the points of X.

Let us now prove that ¢(X) is dense in X. Let us denote by Y the weak* closure of +(X) and let
us first consider the closed convex hull K := co(Y) of Y in the weak™ topology. Since K is bounded
and weakly* closed, K is compact. If a point ¥ € X does not belong to K we can apply the second
geometric form of Hahn-Banach Theorem [56, Thm. 3.21] to find f € .27 separating 1) from K : there
exists @ € R such that ((f) > a > ¢(f) for every ¢ € K. Choosing ( = 2 = 1(z) for z € X we
deduce that f(z) > « for every z € X and therefore ¢/(f) > « since v is a nonnegative functional.

Thus ¢ € co(Y); since Y C 3, also co(Y) C 3; since ¢ is an extreme point of 3, we deduce
that ¢ is an extreme point of co(Y'); applying Milman’s theorem [56, Thm. 3.25] we conclude that
Yey.

Finally, if 7 is separable then the unit ball of .27* endowed with the weak™ topology is metrizable
so that X is metrizable as well.

(b) It is easy to check that f € Cp(X ) and that 7 is an algebra. Clearly 1 is the unit function in
Cp(X ) and &7 separates the points of X: if ¢; € X satisfies v1(f) = wa(f) for every f € 7, then
Y1 = o in &7*. Applying Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, we conclude that </ is dense in Cb(f( ). By
construction I is a isomorphism between .7 and o7, and * is its inverse.

(c) Since (X 7) is compact and o separates the points of X, 7 is the initial topology of <7 . Thus a net
& = o(a;) in o(X), i € I, converges to # = «(z) if and only if lim;c; f(2;) = f(2) for every f € o7 .
By (2.79) and (2.80) the latter property is equivalent to lim;c; f(z;) = f(z) for every f € o7, so ¢ is
a homeomorphism between X endowed with the initial topology of <7 and ¢(X).

(d) This is a general property for the push-forward of Radon measures through a continuous map:
since m is tight, we can find an increasing sequence of compact sets K, C X such that m(X \ K,) <
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1/n. Since ¢ is continuous, K, = «(K») C ¢(X) are compact in X and @(X \ K,) < 1/n so that
m(X \ K) = 0 where K = U, K,, C «(X).

(e) and (f) are immediate.

(g) Thanks to Lemma 2.31 the Gelfand isomorphism I" preserves the equivalence classes in the sense
that for every f1, fo € &7,

A~

firmfo & fira fo
so that
te([f]m) = [flsn forevery f € /.

Since ¢, is a linear isometry and the equivalence classes of elements of <7 are dense in LP(X, m) we
conclude. O

Remark 2.35 (A universal model). The compactification X = (X 7 a, m) with the Gelfand algebra
o is a particular case of the case considered Example 2.11, where B is the space <7/, L = 7| and
Xisa weakly* compact subset of the dual ball of B’ (in fact concentrated on its extremal set). It
follows that any e.m.t.m. space has a measure-preserving isometric immersion in a space with the
characteristics of Example 2.11.

The previous construction is also useful to quickly get a completion of an e.m.t.m. space. We
start from the compactification X = (X,7,d, 1) of (X, (X)) obtained by the canonical algebra
Lip,(X,d, m) and we set:

X := the d-closure of +(X) into X. (2.84)

We obviously define 7, d and m respectively as the restrictions of 7, d, and th to X.

Corollary 2.36_(C0mgletiop). The map v : X — X is a measure preserving embedding of X into the
e.m.t.m. space X = (X, T,d, m) such that

(C1) (X,d) is complete,
(C2) v is a homeomorphism of X onto 1(X),
(C3) u(X) is d-dense in X,

(C4) every function f € Lipy(X,7,d) admits a unique extension to a function f € Lip,(X,7,d).
The map f — f is an isomorphism of Lip,(X, 7,d) onto Lip, (X, 7, d).

The space X := (X, 7, d, m) is a completion of X.

Notice that in the simple case when 7 is the topology induced by the distance d, the previous
construction coincides with the usual completion of a metric space.

Remark 2.37. It is not difficult to check that if another e.m.t.m. space X' satisfies the properties
(C1)-(C4) of Corollary 2.36 then X' is isomorphic to X, so that the completion of an e.m.t.m. space
is unique up to isomorphisms. We may identify X with the d-dense subset +(X) in X, so that for
every function f' : X — R, ¢*f' is just the restriction of f’ to the m-measurable set X and m can
be considered as the restriction of m to X. Since m(X \ X) = 0, we can identify m and m. Every
function f : X — R can be considered defined m-a.e. and the trivial extension provides a realization
of ¢, (which of course does not coincides with the extension f of f € Lip,(X, 7, d) by continuity).
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We conclude this section with an example of application of the compactification trick to prove a
useful approximation result.

Corollary 2.38. Let X = (X, 7,d,m) be an e.m.t.m. space endowed with an adapted algebra <7 .
Then for every bounded upper semicontinuous function g : X — R

g(z) = inf {h(:n) ched, h> g}, (2.85)

/gdm:inf{/ h(z)dm: h € o, th}. (2.86)
X X

Proof. Lett: X — X be the compactification of X induced by .2 and let § : X — R be the upper
semicontinuous envelope of g to X, i.e. the lowest upper semicontinuous function whose restriction
to X is greater or equal to g. We know that for every & = «(z) € X

9(2) = Juf sup {9(y):y e X, ly) eU} = g(x)

since g is upper semicontinuous; here we use the fact that ¢ is an homeomorphism between (X, 7) and
(.(X), 7), since < is adapted). Thanks to (the u.s.c. version of) (2.4) we deduce that

§(&) = inf {n(2) : h € Cy(X,7), h > g}
and since &/ = I'(.«7) is uniformly dense in Cj(X, 7) we deduce the formula
§(&) =inf {h(z2) :he€ o, h>gin X}

which (2.85). Since H := {h € Cb(X, 7), h > g} is a directed set by the order relation hg < hy <
ho(z) < hy(z) for every z € X, (2.8) yields

/ gdm=lim [ hdm = inf [ hdm. (2.87)
b heH | heH Jx

A~

Since I'(.«7) is uniformly dense in Cy(X, 7), every function h € H can be uniformly approximated
from above by functions of the forms f = I'(f) for f € &7, T'(f) > h > §; we deduce that

/gdmz inf /fdm: inf /fdm. O
X fGW,fZg X f@?{,fzg X

2.8 Notes

§ 2.1: general references for measure theory are [19, 57]; here we mainly followed the approach to Radon
measures given by [57], trying to minimize the topological assumptions. The main points are the complete
regularity of (X, 7) (which is almost needed for the standard formulation of the weak convergence of probability
measures, see the Appendix of [57]) and the Radon property of the reference measure m. Complete regularity
is in fact equivalent to the fact that continuous functions characterizes the topology of X (see § A.2 in the
Appendix) and it is also important for the formulation of the extended metric-topological spaces and for the
compactification argument of § 2.7.

§ 2.2: here we followed very closely the presentation of [3, Section 3]. Extended metrics and the use of an
auxiliary topology have already been considered in [9], under a slightly different set of compatibility conditions.
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§ 2.4: the section just recalls the basic properties of the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance, adapted to the ex-
tended setting, General references are the books [64, 7, 65]; notice that K; is sometimes called Kantorovich-
Wasserstein distance of order 1 and denoted by IW;. The approximation result is quite similar to [3], where the
distance of order 2 has been considered.

§ 2.5: most of the result are classic for local slope (2.50). We adapted the same approach of [9] to the more
refined (and stronger) local Lipschitz constant, which in the present setting also depends on the topology 7.
(2.51c) plays a crucial role in the locality property of the Cheeger energy and (2.51e) is quite useful to derive
contraction estimate for its L? gradient flow. It is in fact possible to prove a more refined property, see [52].

§ 2.6 contains the main definition of algebras of functions compatible with the extended metric-topological
setting. The basic requirements is that the algebra is sufficiently rich to recover the extended distance. We
also collected a few results, mainly based on Bernstein polynomials [50], which will be quite useful to replace
Lipschitz truncations with smoother polynomial maps preserving the algebraic structure.

§ 2.7: measure-preserving isometric embeddings play an important role in the theory of metric-measure spaces,
in particular when one studies their convergence (see [65, Chap. 27], [41]). Here we adapted this notion to
the presence of the auxiliary topology 7 and of the compatible algebra <. Another typical application arises
in regular representation of Dirichlet spaces (the so-called transfer method, [53, Chap. VI]); the idea of using
the Gelfand transform to construct a suitable compactification is taken from [32], [33, Appendix A.4] and
it is based on one of the possible construction of the Stone-Cech compactification of a completely regular
topological space.

3 Continuous curves and nonparametric arcs

This section mostly contains classic material on the topology of space of curves, adapted to the ex-
tended metric-topological setting. Its main goal is to construct a useful setting to deal with Radon mea-
sures on (non parametric) rectifiable curves. Differently from other approaches (see e.g. [55, 46, 2])
we first study class of equivalent curves (up to reparametrizations) without assuming their rectifia-
bility. In §3.1 we study the natural e.m.t. structure on C([a,b]; (X, 7)), and in §3.2 we consider
the natural quotient space of (continuous) arcs A(X,7), which behaves quite well with respect to
topology and distance. The last part 3.3 is focused in d-rectifiable arcs RA(X,d), considered as
a natural Borel subset of A(X, 7). Here we have the arc-length reparametrization at our disposal,
and we study measurability properties of important operations, like evaluations, integrals, length, and
reparametrizations. We will also state a useful compactness result, which is a natural generalization
of Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. Theorem 3.13 will collect most of the main properties we will use in the
next chapters.

3.1 Continuous curves

Let (X, 7) be a completely regular Hausdorff space. We will denote by C([a, b]; (X, 7)) the set of
T-continuous curves v : [a,b] — X endowed with the compact-open topology 7¢ (we will simply
write C([a,b]; X'), when the topology 7 will be clear from the context). By definition, a subbasis
generating 7¢ is given by the collection of sets

S(K,V):= {7 € C([a,b]; X) : v(K) C V}, K C [a,b] compact, V open in X. (3.1)

Remark 3.1. Thanks to the particular structure of the domain [a, b], we can also consider an equivalent
basis associated to partitions P = {a =ty < t; < --- < t; = b}:

ﬂ}-lzl {’y € C(la,b]; X) - v([tj—1,t5]) C Wj}, tj € P, Wjopenin X. (3.2)
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It is also not restrictive to consider partitions P induced by rational points t; € QN Ja,b[,j =1,--- ,J.
It is sufficient to show that if vy belongs to an open set U = ﬂthlS (K, Vy,) arising from the finite
intersection of elements of the subbasis (3.1), we can also find a set U’ of the form (3.2) such that
v € U’ C U. To this aim, it is not restrictive to add to the collection {Kp,, Vh}thl the couple
Ko = [a,b], Vo = X; we can cover each K, with a finite number of intervals I, ;, = [op &, On k),
1 < k < k(h), such that vo(I} ) C Vi,. We can then take the partition P of [a, b] containing all the
extrema of Iy, j, (notice that a and b are included). If ¢;, 7 > 1, is a point of the partition P, we set
W; = ﬂ{Vh :dk € {1, oo ,k(h)}, [tj_l,tj] C Ih,k}'

Let us recall a few simple and useful properties of the compact-open topology [54, § 46]:

(CO1) If the topology 7 is induced by a distance &, then the topology 7 is induced by the uniform
distance ds(7,7") 1= supeq,5 6(7(t), 7' (t)) and convergence w.r.t. the compact-open topology
coincides with the uniform convergence w.r.t. . If moreover 7 is separable then also 7¢ is
separable.

(CO2) The evaluation map e : [a,b] x C([a,b]; X) — X, e(t,) := 7(t), is continuous.

(CO3) If f : X — Y is a continuous function with values in a Hausdorff space (Y, 7y ), the composi-
tion map v — f o~y is continuous from C([a, b]; X') to C([a, b];Y).

(CO4) If o : [0,1] — [0,1] is nondecreasing and continuous the map v + = o o is continuous from
C([a, b]; X) to C([a, b]; X).

(CO5) If 7 is Polish, then 7¢ is Polish.

The proof of the first two properties can be found, e.g., in [54, Thm. 46.8, 46.10]; in the case when 7
is metrizable and separable, the separability of 7¢ follows by [29, 4.2.18].

In order to prove (CO3) it is sufficient to show that the inverse image of an arbitrary element
S(K,W) (as in (3.1)) of the subbasis generating the compact-open topology of C([a,b];Y") is an
element of the corresponding subbasis of the topology of C([a, b]; X). In fact, f oy € S(K,W) if
and only if v € S(K, f~1(W)). (CO4) can be proved by a similar argument: if yo o € S(K, V) if
and only if v € S(o(K), V). Finally (COS5) is a consequence of (CO1).

We will denote by e(+y) the image ~([a, b]) in X.

(Semi)distances on C([a, b]; X)

An extended semidistance § : X x X — [0, 00| induces an extended semidistance d¢ in C([a, b]; X)
by
dc(m1,72) = sup 6(71(t),72(t)). 3.3)
t€la,b]

We have

Proposition 3.2. If (X, 7,d) is an extended metric-topological space, than also (C([a,bl; (X, T)), 7c,dc)
is an extended metric-topological space.

If moreover 7' is an auxiliary topology for (X, T,d) according to Definition 2.6, then 7(. is an auxiliary
topology for (C(la,bl; (X, 7)), 7c,dc) as well.
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Proof. Notice that for every f € Lip,;(X,7,d) and ¢t € [a,b] the map f; := f o e; belongs to
Lipy, 1 (C([a, b]; X ), 7c,dc) and it is easy to check by (2.17) that

do(1,72) = sup { fi(11) = ()]« f € Lipyy (X,7.d), ¢ € [a,b]}. (3.4)

For every finite collection X := {K},}}._, of compact subsets of [a, b] and for every finite collection
F := (fn)iL, in Lip,(X, 7, d) let us consider the function F' = F 5 defined by

Fy) = max, max Ju(y(2)). 3.5)
It is easy to check that F' € Lip,(C([a,b]; X), 7c, dc); we want to show that this family of functions
separates points from closed sets. To this aim, we fix a closed set F C C([a,b]; X) and a curve
Y0 € C([a,b]; X) \ F.

By the definition of compact-open topology, we can find a collection X = { K, h}thl of compact
sets of [a, b] and open sets U;, C X such that the open set U = {y : v(K}) C Up, 1 <h < H}is
included in C([a, b]; X) \ F and contains 7y. By (2.2) and the compactness we can find nonnegative
functions F = (f5)F_, C Lip,(X,,d) such that f,, = 1 on X \ Uj, and fh’%(Kh) = 0. It follows

that F' = Fi g satisfies F'(y9) = 0 and F'(y) > 1 for every -y in the complement of U, in particular in
F.

Let us eventually check the last statement, by checking that 7/, satisfies properties (A1,2,3) of
Definition 2.6. (A1,2) are obvious. Concerning (A3) we select a sequence f, € Lip,(X,7/,d)
satisfying (2.28) and the countable collection of maps J := (f, ¢),en, telap)nQs Tnt = fnoew Itis
clear that for every 1,72 € C([a,b]; X) and every n € N

sup [fni(71) = fue(12)l = sup  [fni(y1) = fue(72)]
te(a,b] te€la,bNQ
(2.28) then yields
do(v1,72) = sup [f(y1) — f(72)]. -
feg

We can state a useful compactness criterium, which is the natural extension of Arzela-Ascoli
Theorem to extended metric-topological structures.

Proposition 3.3. Let us suppose that (X, 7) is compact and let ' C C([a, b]; X) be d-equicontinuous,
i.e. there exists w : [0,00) — [0, 00) concave, nondecreasing and continuous with w(0) = 0 such that

d(y(r),7(s)) S w(|r—s|) foreveryr,s€[a,b], y€T. (3.6)
Then T is relatively compact with respect to Tc.

Proof. Let ~;, 7 € I, be anetin I'. Since X is compact, we can find a subnet h : J — [ and a
limit curve v : [a,b] — X such that limc Ya(j) = 7 With respect to the topology of pointwise
convergence. Passing to the limit in (3.6) we immediately see that

d(v(r),7(s)) < Hminf d(ya(y) (1) Ta(5) (5)) < w(lr = s|) ~ for every r,s € [a, b,
so that v € C([a, ]; (X, d)).

Let us now consider a neighborhood U = ﬂthlS (K, Vi) of v: we will show that there ex-
ists jo € J such that y;(;y € U for every j = jo. Let us consider functions f, € Lipy(X,7,d)



35

satisfying f, = 0 on v(K}) and f, = 1 on X \ V} as in the previous Lemma and let L > 0 be
the maximum of the Lipschitz constants of f,. We call f; : [a,b] — RH the family of curves

i) = (fi(mi) () f2(n) @), -5 fr (n(j)(t)) indexed by j € J. Since f, are continuous, we
have

lim f;(t) = f(¢) pointwise, f(t) := (fr(v(1)), f2(v(£)), > fu (7(2))- 3.7)

JjeJ
On the other hand, we have
|£;(r) = f;(s)| < HLw(|r — s|) (3.8)

so that Ascoli-Arzela theorem (in C([a, b]; R™)) yields

lim sup |£;(t) — £(5)] = 0. (3.9)
J&€J te(a,b]
Choosing jo € J so that sup,ciqy [f;(t) — f(t)] < 1/2 for every j = jo, since fr(y(t)) = 0
whenever ¢ € K, we deduce that fj,(7;(t)) < 1/2 whenever ¢t € K}, so that v;(K}p) C V. O
3.2 Arcs

Let us denote by X the set of continuous, nondecreasing and surjective map o : [0, 1] — [0, 1] and by
Y.’ the subset of ¥ of the invertible maps, thus increasing homeomorphisms of [0, 1]. We also set

Yo = {O’ eX:lo(r)—o(s)| <2r— s|} (3.10)
On C(]0, 1]; (X, 7)) we introduce the symmetric and reflexive relation
Y~y if do,€X: y001 =73009. 3.11)

Notice that 4y ~ v o o for every o € X. It is also not difficult to check that if amap v : [0,1] — X
satisfies vy o o0 € C([0,1]; (X, 7)) for some o € ¥ then v € C([0,1]; (X, 7)). Infact, if A C X isa
closed set, then B := (yo o) }(A) = o~ (y71(A)) is closed in [0, 1] and therefore compact. Since
o is surjective, for every Z C [0, 1] we have o(c1(Z)) = Z so that y~(A) = o(B) is closed since
it is the continuous image of a compact set.
We want to show that ~ also satisfies the transitive property, so that it is an equivalence relation.
If 0 : X x X — [0,+00] is a 7-L.s.c. extended semidistance we also introduce

oa(y1,72) = leléfz dc(moor,v2002) forevery y; € C([0,1]; (X, 7)) (3.12)
and the set
C([0,1]; (X, T,9)) := {7 e C([0,1]; (X, 7)) : £1ir% 5(v(s),y(t)) =0 foreveryt € [0, 1]} (3.13)
It is not difficult to check that

v € C([0,1;(X,7,0)) = lim sup 5(v(s),7(t)) = 0; (3.14)
0 Jt—s|<r

in the case 6 = d we have
C([0,1]; (X, 7,d)) = C([0,1]; (X, d)). (3.15)
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Theorem 3.4 (Reparametrizations and semidistances). Let 6 : X x X — [0,+o00] be a T-Ls.c. ex-
tended semidistance and let ~; € C([0,1]; (X, 7,9)), i = 1,2,3. We have

0a(v1,72) = inf dc(v1,71200) (3.16a)
= min dc(y1 001,72 0 02) (3.16b)

A
= inf dc(v1,7%)- (3.16¢)

Vi~ Vi

In particular 6 satisfies the triangle inequality

Ia(1,73) < da(v1,72) +9a(y2,73)- (3.17)

Proof. If o € 3 we will still denote by o its extension to R defined by the map 7 — (0 Vr A1). We
introduce the (1 + ¢)-Lipschitz map j, . : R — R defined by

s=Joe(r) & s+eo(s)=1+e)r (3.18)

and the maps 6.,0. : R - R

Ge(r) = (1 +e)"Her +o(r)), [6:(r) —o(r)] <

o< (19

o:(r) == 6_1((1 +e)r — Jorc(r) = 0(joe(r)). (3.20)

Notice that the restrictions to [0, 1] of the maps ¢, jo ¢, 0= operate in [0,1] and 6. € ¥/, j, ., 0. € X,
o¢ is (141/¢)-Lipschitz. We also denote by w-, the §-modulus of continuity of v € C([0, 1]; (X, 7,6)),
Le.

wy (1) 1= sup {6(7(3),7@)) cs,te0,1], [s—t < r}, (3.21)

observing that lim, o w., () = 0 in the case of the curves 71,72 considered by the Lemma.
In order to prove (3.16a), we observe that that dc is invariant w.r.t. composition with arbitrary
ceX
6c(71,72) = dc(noo,7200) foreveryy; € C([0,1]; X), o0 € %, (3.22)

and every o € X can be uniformly approximated by the increasing homeomorphisms 6. € X'; we

easily get
R R (3.19)
dc(yoo,v06:) <wy 51[1p] lo(r) = 6-(r)]) < wy(e), (3.23)
rel0,1

so that the triangle inequality for ¢ yields

c(11 001,672 002) —wy, (€) > dc(71,72 0 05) — wy, ()
C(’Yl7 Y2 © &é,a) — Wy (E) — Wy (E)

crlean) 0c(71,7200) = wy, (€) — Wy, ()

dc(yioo1,72009) >
>
>

where 0y := 090(61,.) " and &é@ is obtained by (0%). as in (3.19). Taking the infimum w.r.t. o1, 09 €
3’ and passing to the limit as € | 0 we obtain

da(m,72) 2 inf dc(y1,72 00).
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Since the opposite inequality is obvious, we get (3.16a).
The triangle inequality is an immediate consequence of (3.16a): if v1,v2,v3 € C([0,1]; (X, 7,9))
and 01,03 € X' we have

da(711,73) < dc(y1 001,73 003) < dc(y1 001,72) + dc (2,73 © 03);

taking the infimum w.r.t. o1, o3 we obtain (3.17).
Let us now prove (3.16b), i.e. the infimum in (3.12) is attained by a couple p; € X given by
2-Lipschitz maps. We observe that

(3.22) . . (3.20) .
dc(y1,7200) ="0c(V10J0e, 72000 Joe) = 0c(V10 Joes V20 0c) (3.24)

and j, . is (1 + ¢)-Lipschitz, g. is (1 + ~!)-Lipschitz. Choosing ¢ = 1 we deduce that the infimum
in (3.12) can be restricted to 5. Since Yo is compact w.r.t. uniform convergence, -y; are continuous
and d¢ is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. 7¢, we obtain (3.16b).

Let us eventually consider (3.16c¢); since inf,ylf_,v%. dc(¥1,75) < da(y1,72) it is sufficient to prove
the opposite inequality. By (3.17) we have

dc(11:72) = 0a(1572) = —0A (Y1, M) + 0a (71, 72) — 0a(72,75) = A (71, 72)- O

Corollary 3.5. The relation ~ satisfies the transitive property and it is an equivalent relation. More-
over

(a) The space A(X,T) := C([0,1]; (X, 7))/ ~ endowed with the quotient topology Ta is an
Hausdorff space. We will denote by [v] the corresponding equivalence class associated to
~v € C([0,1]; (X, 7)) and by q : C([0,1]; (X, 7)) — A(X, T) the quotient map ~y — [7].

(b) If § is a T-continuous semidistance, then 6 is a Ta continuous semidistance (considered as a
function between equivalence classes of curves).

(¢) If the topology T is induced by the distance 6 then the quotient topology T is induced by da
(considered as a distance between equivalence classes of curves).

(d) If (X, ) is a Polish space, then (A(X,T),7a) is a Souslin metrizable space.

Proof. (a) Let us first prove the transitivity of ~. Lety; € C([0,1]; X), i = 1,2, 3, such that v ~ 7
and 2 ~ 73 and let K := U3_,7;([0,1]). K is a compact and separable set; applying Remark 2.5 we
can find a bounded and continuous semidistance J whose restriction to K x K induces the 7-topology.

By the very definition (3.12) of 5 we get 0 (71,72) = 0 and 54 (y2,73) = 0, so that (3.17) yields
0A(71,73) = 0 and (3.16b) yields 1 ~ 3.

Let us now show that (A(X),74) is Hausdorff. We fix two curves 1,72 € C([0,1]; X) such
that [y1] # [y2], we consider the compact and separable subspace K := 71([0, 1]) U 12([0,1]), and
a bounded 7-continuous semidistance J, generated as in Remark 2.5, whose restriction to K induces
the 7-topology.

We notice that the maps v — d¢(7i,7) = supsejo,1) 0(7i(t), ¥(t)) are continuous in C([0, 1]; X);
since the composition maps v +— v o g, ¢ € Y/, are continuous, we deduce that the maps v —
Ia([vi), [7]) = inf pesv 6c (75, v © 0) are upper semicontinuous from C([0, 1]; X) to R. By the above
discussion, if [y1] # [y2] we get 84 (71,72) = & > 0 so that the open sets U; := {y € C([0,1]; X) :
oA (vi,y) <9/ 2} are disjoint (by the triangle inequality) saturated open neighborhoods of ;.
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(b) Since 4 is continuous w.r.t. 7¢ and it is invariant w.r.t. the equivalence relation, it is clear that
is continuous w.r.t. 74.

(c) If vo € C([0,1]; X) every Ta open neighborhood Uy of [yo] in A(X) correspond to a saturated
open set U of C([0, 1]; X') containing ~yy. In particular, there exists ¢ > 0 such that U contains all the
curves v € C([0, 1]; X) with 0c(7y,v0) < € and all the curves of the form 7y o o, g o o for arbitrary
0,00 € X. It follows that Uy contains {[7] : 0o ([7], [v0]) < &}-

(d) The Souslin property is an immediate consequence of the fact that (A(X, 7),7a) is obtained as a
quotient space of the Polish space (C([0, 1]; (X, 7)), 7c). The metrizability follows by the previous
claim. O

The image of an arc [7] is independent of the parametrization and it will still be denoted by e([7]);
we will also set e;([y]) := e;(7), 7 = 0, 1. Every function f : A(X,7) — Y is associated to a “lifted”
function f : C([0,1]; (X,7)) = Y, f(7) := f([7]), whose values are invariant by reparametrizations
of . f is continuous (w.r.t. the quotient topology 74 ) if and only if f is continuous (w.r.t. the compact-
open topology 7¢).

Let us now consider the case of an extended metric-topological space. We denote by A(X,d) the
subset of arcs admitting an equivalent d-continuous parametrization (or, equivalently, whose equiva-
lent parametrizations are d-continuous). Notice that A(X,d) C A(X, 7).

Proposition 3.6. Ler (X, 7,d) be an extended metric-topological space. (A(X,d),7a,dp) is an
extended metric-topological space.

Proof. The fact that d is an extended distance on A(X,d) is a consequence of the previous results
(applied to the topology induced by d). Let us now consider the two properties (X1) and (X2) of
Definition 2.3 separately.

Proof of property (X1). For every J € N, let us denote by P; C [0,1]/F! the collection of all parti-
tions P = (tg,t1,---ty) with0 =tg <3 <ty <--- <ty = 1. Forevery P € P; and every finite
collection of functions F = (f;) }7:1 C Lipy (X, 7,d) we consider the functions Fp g, Fi defined by

Fliotr,t),5(7) = @?é%teffffftj]fj(”(t))’ Fz(v) = Igréi% Fpg(v). (3.25)

By fixing the uniform partition Py = (0,1/J,2/J,--- ,j/J,--- ,1) as a reference, it is not difficult
to check that

Fy(y) = min Fp, (7). (3.26)

Since Fi¥ only depends on the equivalence class of +, it induces a map (denoted by Fi) on A(X,d).

Claim: F5 is Ta-continuous. It is sufficient to show that F5 is 7¢ continuous. Let us consider the
corresponding map H : Py x C([0,1];R7) — R,

= . P -RY
H((t0>t1,' o 7tN)7f) i lréljaSXJte[?;?i(,tj} f](t)v f Ca (fb 7fJ) € C([07 1]aR ) (327)

H is continuous map (where P; is endowed with the product topology of [0,1]7+1); since Py is
compact, also H(f) = ming,, .. 1y)ep, H((to, 1, ,tn), f) is continuous. Since Fy(y) =
H(fo 7) we conclude that Fiy is T¢-continuous.

Claim: Fy is da-Lipschitz. Let [y;] € A(X,d), e > 0, and ¢ € ¥’ such that da([v1],[12]) >
dc(v1 0 0,72) — €. We select a sequence P € P such that F'([y2]) = Fpg(v2) and we observe that
Fy(Im]) = Fs([]) < Fypyg(n) = Fpg(12) < Fpg(11 0 0) — Fpg(y2)

< Ldc( 0 0,72) < L(da([nl], b)) +¢),
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where L is the greatest Lipschitz constant of the functions f;. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary and we can
invert the order of ; and v, we conclude that Fiy is dA-Lipschitz.

Conclusion. Now, if U is saturated open set containing g, thanks to Remark 3.1 we can find a
collection of open sets U; C X such that

UD U = {yeC(la,b]; X) : there exists (ty,t1,--- ,t7) € Py :~([tj_1,t5]) C Uj}, 70 €U

in particular, there exist (to,t1,--- ,ts) € Py such that v ([t;j—1,t;]) C U;.

Selecting f; € Lip,(X,7,d) so that fj|X\Uj =1, fj|fyo([tj,1,tj]) = 0, as in the proof of Proposi-

tion 3.2, we conclude that Fi5([v]) = Fr(70) = 0, F9|A(X AU 2 1.
Proof of property (X2). By Lemma 2.4 we can find a directed set I and a monotone family (d;);er of
T-continuous, bounded semidistances such that d = sup;d;. We can therefore introduce the corre-

sponding continuous and bounded semidistances dc; on C([0,1]; X') and da ; on A(X) by

dc,i(y1,72) = Sl[épu di(71(t),72(t)), dai([n];[12]) = inf{dc,i(’ﬁﬁé) D~ ’Yj}- (3.28)
tel0,

Let us first notice that for every 1,72 € C([0, 1]; X') we have

dc(v,72) = l,igl dc,i(71,72) = Su?dc,i(%,w)- (3.29)
? i€

By claim (b) of Corollary 3.5 the semidistances dp ; are Ta-continuous. Let us now fix 71,72 €

C([0,1]; (X,d)) with d-modulus of continuity w., ,w-, as in (3.21); by the reparametrization Theorem
3.4 we can find 914, 02,; € X2 such that

dai([m],[2]) = dci(v 0 01,72 0 02,4) foreveryi € I.

Since Y5 is compact, we can find a directed subset .JJ and a monotone final map h : J — I such that
the subnets j — o1 (j) and j — 09 ;) are convergent to elements g1, 02 € X2. By (3.29), for every
€ > 0 we may find ig € I such that

da([v1],[e]) < dc(rioo1,v2002) <dci(y1001,72000) +¢ foreveryi=ip.  (3.30)
On the other hand, there exists jo € J such that h(jo) > 7o and for every j = jo

sup [014(j)(t) —01(t)] <&, sup |ogn()(t) — 02(t)| <e,
te[0,1] t€[0,1]

so that for every j > 7
den() (V1 © 01,135) V2 © 02,1()) = den@) (71 © 01,72 © 02) — Wy (€) — Wy (€). (3.31)
Combining (3.30) with (3.31) we thus obtain

da([m], [v2]) < dang)(nls [2]) + &+ wyy (€) + wyy(e) (3.32)

for every j > jo. Passing to the limit w.r.t. 7 € J we get
da(bnl; e]) < limda gy (Inls ) + & + w5 (€) +wy(e)
= limda ([, re]) + e+ wn (&) +wne(e),

which yields da ([v1], [v2]) = limier da i([71], [y2]) since € > 0 is arbitrary. O
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Corollary 3.7. If 7" is an auxiliary topology for (X, 7,d) according to Definition 2.6 then T is an
auxiliary topology for (A(X,d),7a,da).

Proof. Properties (A1,2) of Definition 2.6 are immediate. We now select an increasing sequence
d,, of 7/-continuous distances satisfying (2.28’); arguing as in the previous proof we obtain that

da ([, [r2]) = suppendan([11], [v2]) for every 41,72 € C([0,1]; (X, d)), which precisely yields
(A3’) for 7). O
3.3 Rectifiable arcs

If 0 is an extended semidistance in X, 7 : [a,b] — X and J C [a, b] we set
N
Varg(y; J) := sup { D 6(v(t), (o) {t g C J to<ti <o <ty } (3.33)
j=1

BV ([a, b]; (X, d)) will denote the space of maps v : [a,b] — X such that Varg(y;[a,b]) < oo (we
will omit ¢ in the case of the distance d). We will set

{(v) := Varg(7;[a,b]), V,(t) := Varq(v;|a,t]) t€ [a,b], (3.34)

and
Vo, o(t) := £(y) "'V, (t) whenever £(v) > 0, Vou(t) :==0 if£(y) = 0; (3.35)

notice that if /() = 0 then +y is constant.

Lemma 3.8. Ler (X, 7,d) be an extended metric-topological space. If v € C([a,b]; (X, 7)) satisfies
Varg(7; [a,b]) < oo then v € C([a,b]; (X,d)), and its variation map V., is continuous in |a,b]. We
will set

BVC([a, bl; X) = BV ([a, bJ; (X, d)) N C([a, b; (X, 7)) = BY([a, b; (X,d)) N C([a, b]; (X, d)).
Proof. Thanks to the obvious estimate
d(y(r),v(s)) < V4(s) = Vy(r) foreveryr,s € [a,b], r <s, (3.36)

it is easy to check 7 is d-continuous at every continuity point of V.. Let us fix r,s,t € (a,b] with
r < s < t; passing to the limit in the inequality (3.36) keeping r fixed and letting s 1 ¢ we get by the
T-continuity of -y, the lower semicontinuity of d and the monotonicity of V,,

d(y(®),7(r) < V5(t=) = V5(r)  V5(t=) :=lim V5 (s).
We thus obtain lim,4; d(y(¢),7(r)) = 0. A similar argument yields the right continuity of v and
therefore the continuity of V. O

Since the length functional v — £(vy) is lower semicontinuous with respect to the compact-open
topology of C(]a, b]; (X, 7)), the set BVC([a, b]; X) is an F}, in C([a, b]; (X,7)). We consider two
other subsets:

BVC,([a,b]; X) := {r € BVC([a,b]; X) : V;(t) = L(7)(t — a) } (3.37)
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whose curves have constant velocity, and
BVCy([a,b); X) := {y € BVC([a,b]; X) : £(y) > k} k€ [0,+o0], (3.38)

whose curves are non-constant BVC,([a, b]; X) is a Borel subset of BVC([a, b]; X) since it can be
equivalently characterized by the condition

v € BVCc(la,0]; X) < Lip(v;[a, b]) < (v), (3.39)
and the maps Lip and ¢ are lower semicontinuous. BVCy([a, b]; X) is open in BVC,([a, b]; X).

Corollary 3.9. If (X, 7,d) is Polish then BVC(]a, b]; X), BVC,([a,b]; X), BVCy([a,b]; X), k > 0,
are Lusin spaces. If (X, 7,d) admits an auxiliary topology 7' (in particular if (X, ) is Souslin) then
they are F (C([a,b]; X ), ¢ ) analytic sets.

Proof. The first statement follows by the fact that Borel sets in a Polish space (in this case the space
(C([a,b]; (X, T),7c)) are Lusin.

The second claim is obvious for the F,, set BVC([a, b]; X); in the case of BVC,.([a,b]; X) and
BVCyi([a, b]; X), it follows by the fact that they are Borel sets in the metrizable and separable space
(C([a, b]; (X, 7"), (), thus are .#-analytic (see (A3) in § A.3) for the coarser topology 7(;, and thus
Z -analytic also with respect to 7¢. ]

If f € C(X) and v € BVC([a, b]; X) then the integral fy f is well defined by Riemann-Stieltjes
integration of f o« with respect to dV,; it can also be obtained as the limit of the Riemann sums

/ = Im Zf (t;).7(tj1))

PZ{tozaéfl§t1§§2§'-'§tN—1§€N§tN=b}a T(P) :=sup [t; — ;1
J

(3.40)

since in (3.40) is equivalent to use d(y(t;),v(tj—1)) or V,(t;) — V,(tj-1).
Notice that for every v € BVC([a b); X') the map V, : [a,b] — [0,4(v)] is continuous and
surjective and

there exists a unique /(v)-Lipschitz map R, € BVC,([0, 1]; X) such that v = R, o (V, ¢), (3.41)

with |R] |(s) = £(7) a.e. and

/ f= / F(Ry(9)| R, (s / f(R (3.42)

Denoting by ¥, : [0,1] — [a, b] the right-continuous pseudo inverse of V,, , (when £(~y) > 0)
Uy(s) = max{t € la,b] : V, 4(t) = 8} s€[0,1], sothatV, ,(J,(s)) =s in[0,1], (3.43)

we have R, = v o 1,. When () = 0 we set )(s) = b, and we still have R, = 7 o 1J,. We also
notice that

/f:/de»Y where v, 1= K(’y)(Ry)ﬁ(flL[Q 1]); (3.44)
v

by (3.44) it is possible to extend the integral to every bounded or nonnegative Borel map f : X — R.
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Lemma 3.10. Ler v € BVC([0,1]; X) and let 9 : [0,1] — [0, 1] be an increasing map.
(a) The map 7 := ~y o ¥ belongs to BV ([0, 1]; (X, d)) and

Viyen,e(t) < V4 0(0(t)) foreveryt € [0,1]. (3.45)

(b) Ify € C([0,1]; (X, 7)), £&(¥) = £(7), and Vo is strictly increasing, then ¥ € 3.
(c) If 9 € X then 7 still belongs to BVC([0, 1]; X) and
Vig = Viego = Vyg o) (3.46)
and

(5)=t(). Rs=R,, / f= / ;. (3.47)
Y Y

Proof. Claims (a) and (c) follow easily by the definition (3.33), the characterization of R, and (3.42).
In order to check Claim (b), we choose a point ¢ € (0, 1) (the argument for the case t = 0ort = 1
can be easily adapted) and we set r_ = limgy; ¥(s), 74 = limg); ¥(s). The identity 4 = v 0¥ and the
continuity of 7 yield v(r_) = y(r4) and
(%) = Varq(¥; [0,t]) + Varq(¥; [t, 1]) < Vara(v; [0, r_]) + Vara(v; [r4, 1])
— 0(y) — Varg(3: [r—m+]) = €(3) (1 + Vi olr=) = Vi ().

We deduce that V., ;(r_) = V, ¢(ry) so that r_ = r,. As similar argument shows that (i) = 4,
1 =0, 1, so that 1 is surjective. O

On BVC(|0, 1]; X') we introduce the equivalence relation (3.11) and we will denote by RA (X, d)
(or simply RA(X)) the quotient space BVC(|[0, 1]; X))/ ~ endowed with the quotient topology 74
induced by C(]0, 1]; (X, 7)) and with the extended distance

da([], [2)) := inf {dc(%,vé) RS %} = Qi%fzdc(vl © 01,72 © 02) (3.48)

as in (3.12). By Proposition 3.6 the space (RA (X, d), 74, da) is an extended metric-topological space.

Lemma 3.11 (Reparametrizations of rectifiable arcs). Let (X, 7,d) be an extended metric-topological
space. We have:

(@) Ify € BVC(]0,1]; X), 7" € C([0,1]; X) and v" ~ ~ then ' € BVC([0,1]; X).

(b) Forevery ~,~' € BVC([0,1]; X) we have

y~+ & R,= R, (3.49)
and all the curves ' equivalent to ~y can be described as v = R o o for some o € X.

(c) Forevery ~; € BVC(|0, 1]; X) the distance dp satisfies (3.16a,b,c) and we have

da(y1,72) = oig;,dc(R’Yl’RW o0) (3.50a)
= min dg(R,, 0 01, Ry, © 02) (3.50p)

0i€X2
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(d) The function £ and the evaluation maps ey, e, are invariant w.r.t. parametrizations, so that we
will still denote by { and ey, e the corresponding quotient maps. ¢ : A(X,7) — [0,400] is
TA-lower semicontinuous and ey, e1 : A(X, ) — X are continuous.

) If f : X — [0,400] is lower semicontinuous then the map ~ — fv f only depends on [y] and
it is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. 7o in RA(X, d).

Proof. (a) Since ' 0 0/ = v 0 ¢ for some 0,0’ € 3, we have £(v') = £(v) < oo by (3.47).

(b) The right implication = in (3.49) follows by (3.47). In order to prove the converse implication
it is not restrictive to suppose ¢(y) = £(7') > 0; we observe that there exist 0,0’/ € X so that
R,00 = Ry oo = ~" and therefore R,» = R, o (0 o ¥.,»). Thanks to the second claim of
Lemma 3.10 we deduce that ¢ := o o 9.,» € ¥ is continuous and surjective. Recalling that for every
v € BVC([0,1]; X) Vg, ¢(t) = t by construction, (3.46) yields

t= VR“/,,,g(t) = VR, op(t) = Vg, e(0(t)) = o(t) foreveryt e [0,1].
(c) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.4 for § := d.

(d) The function ¢ is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. the 7¢-topology being the supremum of lower semi-
continuous functions by (3.33). Since ¢(vy) is independent on the choice of a representative in [v], it
is also lower semicontinuous w.r.t. the 75 topology. A similar argument holds for the initial and final
evaluation maps eg, €.

(e) If f is continuous, we use the representation of the integral by Riemann sums

N
/f =sup ) (te[inf }f('v(t))>d('v(tj)ﬁ(tj—1)) to=0<t1 <<ty <ty=1
Y j=1

ti_1,t
(3.51)
which exhibits fy f as the supremum of 7¢ lower semicontinuous functions. The invariance of the
integral w.r.t. reparametrization yields the 74 lower semicontinuity.
When f is 7-lower semicontinuous, we can represent it as the supremum of the (directed) set

f@)=supgla), F:={geCyX), 0<g<f}.
geF

Since v, is a Radon measure, we have

/f: fdz/y:sup/gdyvzsup/g. O
o' X gelJX geF Jy

Lemma 3.12. RA(X,d) is an F,-subset of (A(X,T),7a).
If (X, 1) is a Polish space then (RA(X,d),7a) is a Lusin space. If (X, 7,d) admits an auxiliary
topology 7' (in particular if (X, T) is Souslin) then for every k > 0 the (relatively) open subsets

RA,(X,d) := {7y € RA(X,d) : £(7) > k} (3.52)
are F (RA(X,d))-analytic set for the ) and the T-topology.

Proof. Notice that RA(X,d) can be equivalently identified with the F,-subset of A(X,7) and of
A(X,d) defined by {y € A(X,7) : £(y) < oo} with the induced topology 7a and the extended
distance do of A(X, d). From this point of view, RA (X, d) is a F,; subset (i.e. it is the countable union
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of closed sets and therefore it is also a Borel set) since RA(X,d) = Ugen{y € A(X,7) : U() < k}
and the map ¢ : A(X,7) — [0, +00] is lower semicontinuous with respect to 7a thanks to (d) of the
previous Lemma 3.11. Since / is also 7j-Ls.c. and 7 is metrizable, all the sets RA(X,d) are F,
and thus .7 -analytic.

Finally, if (X, ) is Polish, Corollary 3.9 shows that (BVC,.([0, 1]; X'),7¢) is a Lusin space.
Lemma 3.11 shows that the quotient map q is a continuous bijection of (BVC.([0, 1]; X), 7¢) onto
(RA(X,d), 7a), so that the latter is Lusin as well. O

We conclude this section with a list of useful properties concerning the compactness in RA (X, d)
and the continuity of the map v — v, defined by (3.44). For every ¢ € [0, 1] we also introduce the
arc-length evaluation maps

& :RA(X,d) = X, & :=¢&oR, &(y)=Ry(t) foreveryye RA(X,d). (3.53)
When t = 0, 1 we still keep the notation -y, for the initial and final points e;(y) = &(7).

Theorem 3.13.  (a) Ify;, i@ € I, is a converging net in RA(X, d) withy = lim;cs y; and lim;er £(7y;)

£(7) then
lm By, = By inC(0,1:X), lmeén) =&(y) foreveryte01, (54

and for every bounded and continuous function f € Cy(X,T) we have

l'im/ f:/f (3.55)
i€l Sy, v

l'inIl vy, = vy weakly in My (X). (3.56)
1€

In particular, we have

(b) The map ~ — v, from RA(X,d) to M (X) is universally Lusin measurable.

(¢) If i — ~y; converges to v in RA(X), sup €(v;) < oo and v, — pin My (X) with 1(X) > 0,
then supp(u) = ([0, 1]).

(d) The map [y] — R, is universally Lusin measurable from RA(X,d) to BVC,([0,1]; (X,d))
endowed with the topology Tc and it is also Borel if X has an auxiliary topology (in particular
if (X,7) is Souslin). For every t € [0, 1] the maps & : RA(X,d) — X are universally Lusin
measurable (and Borel if X has an auxiliary topology).

(e) If f € By(X) (or f : X — [0, +00] Borel) the map ~y +— fﬁ/ f is Borel. In particular the family
of measures {v~ }cra(x) is Borel.

(® If (X,7) is compact and T' C RA(X,d) satisfies sup.cp £(y) < +oc then I is relatively
compact in RA (X, d) w.r.t. the Ta topology.

(2) If (X,d) is complete and T" C RA(X,d) satisfies the following conditions:

L. sup,er £(7) < +o0;
2. there exists a T-compact set K C X such that e(y) N K # 0 for every v € T;

3. {vy 1 v € T'} is equally tight, i.e. for every € > 0 there exists a T-compact set K. C X
such that v (X \ K.) < ¢ for every v € T,
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then T is relatively compact in RA(X,d) w.r.t. the Tp topology.

Proof. (a) In order to prove (3.54) we consider the compactification (X' Ty a) given by Theorem 2.34
(here we can choose, e. 8. o/ = Lipy(X,7,d); the measure m does not play any role). Clearly the
imbedding ¢ : X — X extends to a corresponding embedding of RA(X,d) in RA(X,d), simply
by setting 4(t) := ¢ o y(t) and cons1der1ng the corresponding equlvalence class. We can apply
Proposition 3.3 to the net i — Rz, = R7 and we find a limit curve R, € Lip([0,1]; (X,d)) with
respect to the topology 7¢. Since the projection from C([0, 1]; X) to A(X) is continuous, we deduce
that [R.] = 4 so that R, takes values in t(X) and therefore can be written as ¢ o R, for a curve
R, € Lip([0,1]; (X,d)) which is the limit of R, in C([0, 1]; X). Passing to the limit in the identities

d( Ry, (r), Ry, (s)) < £(i)lr — 5| weget d(R.(r), Ru(s)) < L(Y)|r —s[.  (3.57)

so that R, = R,.
Let us prove (3.55). We set m := inf f and M = sup f and we observe that ¢(~y f 1 so that

the thesis follows by applying the lower semicontinuity property of Lemma 3.11 (e) to the functions
f—mand M — f.

(b) Let n € P(RA(X)); since the function ¢ is lower semicontinuous in X, it is Lusin y-measurable
and there exists a sequence of compact sets K,, C X with lim, . u(X \ K,,) = 0 such that
the restriction of ¢ to K, is continuous. By the previous claim, the restriction of v to K, is also
continuous.

(c) Let K := ~([0,1]); if y ¢ K then we can find a function f € Lip,(X, 7,d) with values in [0, 1]
such that f| - = 0 and fly) =1 U :={x € X : f(x) > 1/2} then there exists igp € I such that

7:([0,1]) N U = ( for i = ig. It follows that v, (U') = 0 and therefore

p(U) < liminf v, (U) = 0.
iel
This shows that supp(u) C K. If K consists of an isolated point, the thesis then follows. On the

other hand, if K contains at least two points and y € K then for every open neighborhood U of y
v(U) > 0 and therefore p(U) > 0.

(d) The proof of universal measurability follows as in Claim b), by using the continuity property
(3.54).

Let us now suppose that X admits an auxiliary topology 7’ (thus metrizable and separable) and
let us prove that R is Borel from RA(X) endowed with 7 to C([0,1]; X') endowed with 7¢ (this
implies the same property for the stronger topology 74 on RA(X)). We observe that the map J :
v — (7, £(7)) is Borel from (RA(X), 73) to (RA(X) x R, 7} x 7r) since the latter topology has a
countable base of open sets (thus the Borel o-algebra coincides with the product of the Borel o-algebra
of the factors) and each component of J is Borel. On the other hand, G := {(v,7) € RA(X) xR :
r = ()} is Borel in RA(X) x R (with the product topology 74 x 7g) [57, Chapter II, Lemma 12]
and Claim (a) shows that the map R : G — RA(X), R(y,r) := R, is continuous in G, so that
R = Ro J is a Borel map. Finally, since & = e; o R, the maps &; are Borel as well.

(e) Let us consider the set H C By(X) of functions f such that v — fy f is Borel. H is clearly
a vector space and contains the set C' := {Xy, U open in X}, since the map v — | S XU is lower
semicontinuous. Since C' is closed under multiplication, we can apply the criterium [25, Chap. I,
Theorem 21], which shows that H = By(X). A simple truncation argument extends this property to
arbitrary nonnegative Borel functions.
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(f) The image of I', := R(I') through the arc-length reparametrization R is relatively compact
in C([0,1]; (X, 7)) by Proposition 3.3. Since I is the image of I, through the quotient map q :
C([0,1]; X) to A(X), T is relatively compact as well.

(g) Let us consider the compactification (X T, a) as in Theorem 2.34 and claim (a), and let [;] be
anet in I' with p; := v,,. We also set ji; = t3p; = v3,, y; = ¢ 0. It is not restrictive to assume
vi = R, so that ~; is uniformly Lipschitz. We can then apply Proposition 3.3 to the net 4; in
C([0,1]; X) and find a subnet j — h(j) and a limit curve ~, € Lip([0,1]; (X, d)) such that j — n(j)
converges to v, with respect to 7¢. Since the total mass of y; = #(~;) remains bounded, we can also
find a further subnet (still denoted by /) and a limit probability measure 4 such that p, ;) — p. Since
L is continuous, we have fij,(;) — fi = typ with m 1= p(X) = i(X).

If m = 0 then #(~,) = 0 so that -, is constant and coincides with a point & € X. Since the image
of every curve ~; intersects the compact set K we deduce that & = +(x) for some x € K, so that Th(5)
converges to the constant curve v, ¥(t) = & w.r.t. 7¢ and [7;)] converges to [y] in A(X).

If m > 0, the uniform tightness condition shows that 4 is concentrated on U,en//, so that
A(X \ «(X)) = 0. It follows that +(X) is dense in supp(fi) = 7. ([0, 1]). Since 7, is Lipschitz and
¢(X) is complete, and thus d-closed, we conclude that . ([0, 1]) C ¢(X) and therefore . = to~y fora
curve v € Lip([0, 1}; X). We deduce that j > ,,(;) converges to - w.r.t. the compact-open topology
¢ and therefore limje s [yy,(;)] = [7] W.rt. 7a. O

3.4 Notes

§ 3.1 contains standard material on the compact-open topology (which is well adapted to deal with general
topologies 7 on X) and its natural role in lifting the metric-topological structure of (X, 7,d) to the space
(C([a, b]; X), 7c,dc). The compactness result of Proposition 3.3 combines compactness w.r.t. 7 and equicon-
tinuity w.r.t. d, see also [7, Prop. 3.3.1].

§ 3.2 devotes some effort to construct a natural notion of invariance by parametrizations for arbitrary continu-
ous curves. Since we did not assume rectifiability, the existence of a canonical arc-length parametrization is not
guaranteed and one has to deal with a more general notion where arbitrary increasing, continuous and surjective
change of variable are allowed (see [55] for a similar approach). Here the main properties are provided by The-
orem 3.4. The construction of an extended metric-topological setting is presented in Proposition 3.6: although
very natural, it requires a detailed proof. Everything becomes much simpler in the case of Example 2.9.

§ 3.3 combines the two previous sections to deal with continuous rectifiable arcs. The presentation here slightly
differs from [2].

4 Length and conformal distances

4.1 The length property

To every extended metric space (X, d) it is possible to associate the length distance

de(w,y) = inf {£(7) : 7 € RACX), 70 =, m =y} @

(X,d) is a length space if d = dy. (X, d) is a geodesic space if for every z,y € X with d(z,y) < oo
there exists an arc v € RA(X) connecting x to y with ¢(y) = d(z, y).

It is not difficult to check that the classes of rectifiable arcs for d and for d, coincide, as well as
the corresponding notion of length and integral.
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When (X, d) is complete, it is possible to give an equivalent characterization of the length property
in terms of the approximate mid-point property: every couple of points z,y € X with d(z,y) < 0o
admits approximate midpoints

1
Vo> 3 dzp e X d(x,z9) Vd(ze,y) <0d(zx,y). (4.2)

By iterating the middle point construction, it is possible to show that for every x,y € X withd(z,y) <
oo and for every D > d(x,y) there exists a map v : D — X defined on the set of dyadic points in
0,1, D :={k/2" : n,k € N, 0 < k < 2"}, satisfying

d(v(s),~v(t)) < D|t — s| forevery s,t € D. (4.3)

Thus, if (X, d) is complete the curve v admits a unique extension to a curve ¥ € BVC([0, 1]; X) with
0(%) < D. Since D > d(x, y) is arbitrary, we conclude that dy = d.

Notice that if (X, d) satisfies the approximate mid-point property then for every z,y € X, e > 0,
and L > 1 there exists a sequence (z,)Y_ C X such that

N

ro==z, oy =y, sup d(@n_1,7n) <& Y d(@n-1,2n) < Ld(z,y). (44)

1<n<N il

4.2 Conformal distances

More generally, let g : X — (0, 00) be a continuous function satisfying

mg :=infg >0, M, :=supg < oo. 4.5)
X X
We can consider g as a conformal metric density, inducing the length distance

dg(z,y) := inf{ /g :v € RA(X), v(0) =z, v(1) = y} (4.6)
g

It is clear that d is an extended distance and satisfies
mgde(z,y) < dg(z,y) < Myde(x,y) forevery z,y € X. 4.7)

By construction, d, is a length distance, i.e. (dy); = dg; when g = 1 we clearly have d;, = d,.
We can introduce different inner approximations of d,. The first one, d/,, arises by the the follow-
ing procedure: first of all we set

B(z,y) := (g(x) vV g(y)d(x,y), Bi(z,y) = (g(x) V g(y))di(x,y), (4.8)

where (d;);es is a directed family of T-continuous bounded semidistances generating d by d(z,y) =
lim;e; d;(x, y) as in Lemma 2.4; for every e € (0, +00] we first set

N

dgic(x,y) :=inf { Z Bi(zp—1,2,) : N € N, (xn)szo e X,
n=1 4.9)

xo=2a, N =Y, di(Tp_1,Tp) < E} A (Mg supd;).
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It is not difficult to check that d, ;. is a bounded 7-continuous semidistance with dg; -(x,y) <
Bi(x,y) whenever d;(z,y) < e; moreover it is easy to check that if 0 < ¢ < ¢ and i < j we
have myd; < dg;o < dgj. < Mygdj, < Mydy. We need a more localized estimate involving the
sets

Di(,y) = {dilz.2) Vdilz,9) S dila,y) |}, D(a,y) = {d(,2) Vd(z.p) < d(.p) |, @410)
where z,y € X. Notice that D;(x,y) and D(z,y) are closed sets containing x and y.

Lemma 4.1.

(a) Forevery x,y € X we have

dg,i,e(x7y) Zdl(‘rvy) inf g. (411)
Di(xvy)

(b) Foreveryz € X,i € Iande > 0themap h:x — dg;.(x,z) belongs to Lip, (X, 7,d;) with

lipg, h<g inX. 4.12)

(c) If moreover (X, T) is compact, then the infimum of g on D;(x,y) and D(z,y) is attained and

liminf mi > mi ,y € X. 4.13
11}161]11 D?%iz)g_D%léz)g for every x,y ( )

Proof. (a) Let (wn)gzo be any sequence of points connecting x to y as in (4.9). If all the points x,,
belong to D;(x,y) then (4.11) immediately follows by the inequality

Bi(wn—lawn) 2 di(wn—hxn)(g(xn—l) \ g(wn)) 2 di(xn—hxn) Dillf g. (414)

i(,y)
If not, there are indexes n such that d;(z,,, z) V di(z,,y) > di(x, y). Just to fix ideas, let us suppose

that the set of indexes n € {1,--- , N — 1} such that d;(x,,, z) > d;(x, y) is not empty and let us call
7 its minimum, so that z,, € D;(z,y) if 0 < n < n. It follows that

@14y

N n
nzz:l/ﬁi(xn—lyxn)anz:lﬂi(xn—hxn) 2 Z(Dlnf g)di(xn—lawn)

> ( inf g)d; 7) > ( inf g)d; .

= (Dil(r;,y) g) z(x7xn) = (Dilgc,y) g) z(x7y)
A similar argument holds if the set of indexes n € {1,--- , N — 1} such that d;(zy,,y) > di(z,y) is
not empty: in this case one can select the greatest index.

(b) We first observe that for every z € X and € > 0 the map h : = — dg;.(z, ) belongs to
Lip, (X, 7, d;) with Lipschitz constant bounded by M, 95_2. In fact the triangle inequality yields

‘dgvz}a(%x) - dg7i78(27y)‘ < dgﬂ'@(x,y)

and
Mydi(z,y) ifdi(z,y) < ¢

dgﬂ:’e(l"y) S {M sup d; .
=P di(x,y)  ifdi(w,y) > e
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On the other hand, for every z € X the continuity of d; and of g ensures that there exists a neighbor-
hood U € %; such that d;(Z,y) < £/2 and g(y) < g(&) + € for every y € U, so that

dg,i,e(x7y) S Bl($7y) S d2($7y) sup g é dl(x7y)(g(j) +€) for every x,y ceU
U

and therefore Lip(h, U, d;) < (9(7)+¢), lipy, h(Z) < g(Z)+¢. Since € > 0 is arbitrary we conclude.

(c) Concerning (4.13), let z; € D;(x,y), i € I, be a minimizer for g in D;(x,y), whose existence
follows by the compactness of (X, 7) (and therefore of D;(x,y)) and the continuity of d;. We can
find a converging subnet o i(v), @ € A, such that 2;,) = 2, 9(2i()) — 9(2) = liminfies g(z;)
and (recalling (2.25))

< limi . . . . < limi . —
d(Z, .Z') v d(Z, y) = llgleljlf dz(a) (Zz(a) ) ‘T) v dz(a) (Zz(a) ) y) = hgleljlf dz(a) (‘Ta y) d(x7 y),

so that z € D(z,y). It follows that

liminf min ¢ = liminf ) = > min g. O
liell i(sln,y)g liell 9(z) = g(z) > (mlwg

We then define
d (z,y):== lim d,;.(z,y) = sup dy;.(z,9). 4.15
g(ﬂj‘ y) €¢(1),i61 g,z,s( y) a>SO,£)eI g,z,e(m y) ( )

Different approximations of d, are provided by the formula

dy(z,y) = sup{\f(x) — f(y)| : i € I such that

f € Lipy(X, 7,d;) and lipg, f < gin X} (4.16)
dy'(@,y) == sup {|f(z) = F)]
f € Lipy(X,7,d) and lipy f < g in X}. 4.17)

When g = 1 we will also write dj := d/, dj := df, d}’ := d{’. In the next Lemma we collect a few
results concerning these distances.

Theorem 4.2.  (a) If (X, 7,d) is an extended metric-topological space, then also (X, 7,d), (X, 7,d)
and (X, T, dg’ ) are extended metric-topological space and we have for every x,y € X

(b)
(dg)e = (dy)e = (d})e = dg. (4.19)

() If (X,7) is compact then d, = dj = d}' = d,. In particular, (X,7,d,) is an extended metric-
topological space and (X,d,) is a geodesic space.

Proof. (a) The fact that we are dealing with extended metric-topological spaces is clear from the
construction.
The first inequality dj, < df in (4.18) follows immediately by Lemma 4.1(b).
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The inequality dg < d’g” is obvious since the latter is obtained by taking the supremum on a bigger
set.

The last inequality di’ < d, easily follows since for every v € BVC([0, 1]; X) and every map
[ € Lip(X, 7,d) with lipy f < g, the composition f := f o R, is Lipschitz with

|[£'()] < €(v) lipg f(Ry(1)) < €(y)g(Ry(t)) £ -ae.in[0,1]. (4.20)

An integration in the interval [0, 1] yields
[F(r(1) = F((0))] < / g @.21)
g

and a further minimization w.r.t. all the curves -y connecting = = (0) and y = (1) yields for every
f satisfying (4.17)
[f(y) = f(@)] < dg(, ). (4.22)

Taking the supremum w.r.t. f we conclude.

(b) Since d, is a length distance, (d;)g < dg, so that it is sufficient to prove the converse inequality.
Let z,y € X with (df)e(z,y) < D; we can find v € Lip([0,1]; (X, d)) with v(0) = 2, v(1) = v,
and d} (v(s),7(t)) < Dls — t| forevery 0 < s < ¢ < 1. We want to show

I:= /g <D. (4.23)
v

By (4.7) d(v(s),~v(¢t)) < m;l DIt — s| so that ~y is also d-Lipschitz. The map g o v is uniformly
continuous as well. A standard compactness argument shows that for every ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0
such that

inf {g(z) rz e X, d(z,z) < 5} > g(x) —e forevery x € ([0, 1]). (4.24)

By (3.51) for every I; < I and € > 0 we can find a subdivision (¢, )_, of [0, 1] such that

N
> (. inf goRy)d(Ry(tn 1), Ry(tn)) > I, Dltn —tn_a| < (6 Ae)my, (4.25)

[tn717t7l]
n=1

so that, in particular, d(R (t,—1), R,(tn)) < €. We set

My = min g, M, = inf , 1€l,1<n<N. (4.26)
e Y SR W

We can then find ¢y € I such that for every ¢ = g

N
> iy di(Ry(tn-1), By (tn)) > I1. (4.27)
n=1
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Applying (4.11) we obtain

N
L < Z Min di( tn 1), R’Y(tn)) + Z(mn - mi,n) di(R“/(tn—l)’R“/(tn))

<me i tno1), Rv(tn))—i—mg_lD sup (mn—mzn)

2

< Z dgie(Ry(tn—1), Ry(tn)) + m;lD sup (mn — mm>

n=1

<D+ my m; 1D sup (mn — mm)
1<n<N

We can now pass to the limit w.r.t. ¢ € I, observing that by (4.13) and (4.24)

lim inf m; ,, > min > g(Ry(ty)) —e > my, —¢ 498
el D(Ry (b ) R () 9(B(tn)) 428)

since d(Ry(tp—1), Ry(tn)) < 0. It follows that
Iy < D+m;'De;
since I; < I and € > 0 are arbitrary, we conclude.

(c) We will show that (X, d’g) is a geodesic space. Since (X, T) is compact, it is sufficient to prove
that (X, d;) satisfies the approximate mid-point property. In particular (df ), = d and the claim will
follow by the previous point (b).

Let us fix couple z,y € X with 2D := d;(x,y) < o0. By definition, for every € > 0 we can
find 9 > 0 with (M, V 1)n9 < e and ig € I such that 2D — e < dg;,(x,y) < 2D for every
0 <n < noand i = 7. Therefore, we find points (:En),]y:(] € X (depending on %,7) such that
di(xp—1,2y) <mand 2D —e < 27]1\7:1 Bi(xn—1,2n) < dgin(r,y)+e < 2D +e. If kg = max{k <
N: Zﬁ:l Bi(xn—1,2n) < D} and z; 5 := Tk, 11, wWe clearly have

dgim(®, 2im) < D+ Bi(Thys Thot1) < D+ Mgn < D + ¢,
ko+1

N
dg,im(yazi,n) < Z 6@ Tn— lyxn Zﬁz 5L'n lyxn Z ﬁi(l'n—lal'n)
n=1

n=ko+1
<2D+4+e—-D<D+e.

Letnow (h, k) : J — {i € I :i = ip} x (0,70) be a monotone subnet such that 2y (;) x(;)) converges
to z € X. Since (4,7) + dg; , is monotone, for every i € I and n > 0 we have

dgin(z,2) = limdg; (2, 2n0) k@) < Hmsupdg py e (T, 200)kG) < D + ¢,
JjeJ jeJ
dg,in(y, 2) =l dg.i (Y, 2n(5) k(7)) < lim Sup dg,n(j),k() s Zn(i) k(i) < D + €.
je
Taking the supremum w.r.t. ¢ € I and n > 0 we eventually get
d)(w,2) < D+e, diy,2) <D+e
so that z is an e-approximate midpoint between = and y. O

Remark 4.3. Notice that when d, is T-continuous, then also d is 7-continuous and d, = dg = dg’ .In
this case (X, 7,dg) is an extended metric-topological space.
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4.3 Duality for Kantorovich-Rubinstein cost functionals induced by conformal dis-
tances

We apply Theorem 4.2 to obtain a useful dual representation for Kantorovich-Rubinstein distances.

Proposition 4.4. Let us suppose that the extended distances d, and d; defined by (4.6) and (4.15)
coincide (in particular when (X, T) is compact) and let Ky , be the Kantorovich functional induced by
dg. Then for every po, 11 € M (X) with the same mass

Ka, (10, 1) = SUP{/% dpo — /¢1 dur : ¢; € Cp(X, 7),
$o(xo) — ¢1(w1) < dg(x0,71) forevery xg,r1 € X} (4.29)

= sup { /¢d(uo — 1) : ¢ € Lipy(X, 7.d), lipg ¢ < g}- (4.30)

Proof. (4.29)is a particular case of (2.45) for the extended metric-topological space (X, 7,dg), thanks
to Theorem 4.2(c).

Concerning (4.30), we can first observe that the right hand side is dominated by K, since every
function ¢ € Lip, (X, 7,d) with lipy ¢ < g belongs to Lipb71(X, 7,dy) thanks to (4.18) and the very
definition of d} given by (4.17).

On the other hand, we know by (4.18) that d;, = d; so that the collection (dg ; < )ier,e>0 is a direct
set of continuous and bounded semidistances giving (4.15). We can then apply (2.44) obtaining

K = lim Kq 431
dy (1105 111) Jim dyi.c (H0s 1), (4.31)

so that (2.43) yields
Ka, (10, 1) = sup { / bl — ) ¢ € Lipy 1 (X,7,dy0), i€ [, e >0). (432)

On the other hand, using (4.12) one immediately sees that
¢ € Lipy 1 (X, 7,dgic) = lipgé <lipg, ¢ < g. U
4.4 Notes

§ 4.1 is standard, see e.g. [22]

§ 4.2 will play a crucial role in the proof of the identification Theorem for metric Sobolev spaces of Section 11.
One of the main point here is that even in standard metric spaces the length-conformal construction may easily
lead to extended distances. Theorem 4.2 shows that at least in the compact case we can recover the length-
conformal distances by inner approximation with 7-continuous Lipschitz functions. Such kind of constructions
and dual representations by local Lipschitz bounds are typical in the study of local properties of Dirichlet forms,
see e.g. [16, 61, 60].

§ 4.3 contains the natural extension to the Kantorovich distance of the dual characterization d; = d;”; it will
play a crucial role in § 11.2. Notice that if d, is continuous Proposition 4.4 could be proved by a more direct
argument based on the identity d, = di]” and on the classic representation (2.46) for d,.
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Part I1
The Cheeger energy

In all this part we will always refer to this basic setting:

Assumption. Let X = (X, 7,d,m) be an extended metric-topological measure space as in §2.2
and let o C Lip,(X,7,d) be a compatible algebra of functions, according to Definition 2.17. For
f € Lip, (X, 7,d) lip f will always refer to the asymptotic Lipschitz constant lipy f defined in §2.5.
We fix an exponent p € (1, 00)

S The strongest form of the Cheeger energy

Let us first define the notion of Cheeger energy CE, ., associated to (X, .o7).

Definition 5.1 (Cheeger energy). For every k > 0 and p € (1,00) we define the “pre-Cheeger”
energy functionals

pCE,(f) == /X (lip f(:n))p dm forevery f € Lipy(X,7,d). (5.1)

The LP-lower semicontinuous envelope of the restriction to </ of pCE
energy

. s the “strong” Cheeger

CE,, (f) == inf{liminf/X (lip )" dm : f, € o, fn— fin LP(X, m)}. (5.2)

n—oo
When o/ = Lip, (X, T,d) we will simply write CE,(f).

Remark 5.2 (The notation CE). We used the symbol CE instead of Ch (introduced by [9]) in the
previous definition to stress three differences:

e the dependence on the strongest lip, f instead of |D f],
o the restriction to functions in the algebra o/ C Lip, (X, 7,d),
e the factor 1 instead of 1/p in front of the energy integral.

It is not difficult to check that CE,, : LP(X, m) — [0, +o0] is a convex, lower semicontinuous and p-
homogeneous functional; it is the greatest LP-lower semicontinuous functional “dominated” by pCE,
(extended to +o0o whenever a function does not belong to 7).

Definition 5.3. We denote by H'P(X, /) the subset of LP(X,m) whose elements f have finite
Cheeger energy CE, ., (f) < oco: it is a Banach space with norm

» 1/p
1o, or) = (CEpar (F) + 1 By (5.3)

When of = Lipy(X, T,d) we will simply write H'?(X).
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Remark 5.4 (H'?(X, o/) as Gagliardo completion [34]). Recall that if (A, || -||4) is a normed vector

space continuously imbedded in a Banach space (B, || - ||g), the Gagliardo completion AP~ is the
Banach space defined by
ABe = {b € B:3(an)n C A, lim |la, —b|lp =0, sup|lan|la < oo} (5.4)
n—00 n
with norm
Bl 45.e := inf { lim inf [|ap |4 : an € A, lim |jan, — b]lp = o}. (5.5)
n—00 n—00

When supp(m) = X, we can identify ./ with a vector space A with the norm induced by pCE,
imbedded in B := LP(X,m); it is immediate to check that H'P(X, .«7) coincides with the Gagliardo
completion of A in B.

Notice that when m has not full support, two different elements f, fo € .o/ may give rise to the
same equivalence class in LP(X, m). In this case, CE, can be equivalently defined starting from the
functional

pCE,(f) := inf{pCEp( f:fed, f= fm-a.e.}, (5.6)

defined on the quotient space
A = | ~m,  f1om f2if f1 = fomeae. (5.7)

5.1 Relaxed gradients and local representation of the Cheeger energy

The Cheeger energy CE,, ., admits an integral representation in terms of the minimal relaxed gradient
IDf|«,.r: We collect here a series of useful results, which mainly follow by properties (2.51a—e) of
Lemma 2.16 arguing as in [9, Lemma 4.3, 4.4, Prop. 4.8]. Here we have also to take into account the
role of the algebra <7

Definition 5.5 (Relaxed gradients). We say that G € LP(X,m) is a (p, </ )-relaxed gradient of f €
LP(X,m) if there exist functions f, € </ such that:

(a) fn — fin LP(X,m) and lip f, weakly converge to G in LP(X, m);
(b) G < Gm-ae. in X.

We say that G is the minimal (p, </ )-relaxed gradient of f if its LP(X, m) norm is minimal among
relaxed gradients. We shall denote by |Df|, ., the minimal relaxed gradient. As usual, we omit the
explicit dependence on </ when o/ = Lip,(X, 7,d).

Thanks to (2.51a) and the reflexivity of LP(X, m) one can easily check that
S = {(f, G) € LP(X,m) x LP(X,m) : Gisa (p,«)-relaxed gradient of f} (5.8)

is convex. Its closure follows by the following lemma, which also shows that it is possible to obtain
the minimal relaxed gradient as strong limit in LP.

Lemma 5.6 (Closure and strong approximation of the minimal relaxed gradient).

(@) If (f,G) € S then there exist functions f, € o, Gy, € Lipb(X,7'~, d) (G, € < if of is adapted)
strongly converging to f,G in LP(X,m) with lip f,, < G,, and G < G.
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(b) S is weakly closed in LP(X, m) x LP(X,m).

(c) The collection of all the relaxed gradients of f is closed in LP(X, m); if it is not empty, it con-
tains a unique element of minimal norm and there exist functions f, € <7, G,, € Lipy(X,,d)
(G, € & if o is adapted) such that G,, > lip f,, and

fn — f7 Gn — ‘Df’*,du lip fn — ‘Df’*,d StrOl’lgly in Lp(Xa m) (5-9)

Proof. (a) Since G is arelaxed gradient, we can find functions h; € o/ such that h; — f in LP(X, m)
and lip h; weakly converges to G < G in LP(X,m). Since lip h; are bounded, nonnegative and upper
semicontinuous, by Corollary 2.38 we can find functions g; € 7 (X) (¢; € < if &7 is adapted) such
that g; > lip h; and ||g; — 1ip | o (x,m) < 27 s0 that G is also the weak limit of g; in LP(X, m).
By Mazur’s lemma we can find a sequence of convex combinations G, of g; (thus belonging to .27,
starting from an index i(n) — oo, strongly convergent to G' in LP(X, m); the corresponding convex
combinations of h;, that we shall denote by f,, still belong to <7, converge in LP(X,m) to f and
lip f,, is bounded from above by G, thanks to (2.51a).

(b) Let us prove now the weak closure in LP(X, m) x LP(X, m) of S. Since S is convex, it is sufficient
to prove that S is strongly closed. If S > (f%, G*) — (f,G) strongly in LP(X, m) x LP(X, m), we
can find sequences of functions (fi), € ./ and of nonnegative functions (G%), € LP(X,m) such
that
fiER G TS G strongly in LP(X,m), lip ff <Gl G <G

Possibly extracting a suitable subsequence, we can assume that G — G weakly in LP(X, m) with
G < G; by a standard diagonal argument we can find an increasing sequence i — n(i) such that
ffl(i — f, G . — G in LP(X,m) and lip ffl(i) is bounded in LP(X,m). By the reflexivity of
LP(X,m) we can also assume, possibly extracting a further subsequence, that lip ffl(i) — H. It
follows that H < G < G so that G is a relaxed gradient for f.

n(7)

(c) The closure of the collection of the relaxed gradients of f follows by the previous claim. Since the
LP-norm is strictly convex, if it is not empty it contains a unique element of minimal norm.

Let us consider now the minimal relaxed gradient G := |Df|, ., and let f,,, G,, be sequences in
LP(X,m) as in the first part of the present Lemma. Since lip f,, is uniformly bounded in LP(X, m) it
is not restrictive to assume that it is weakly convergent to some limit H € LP(X, m) with 0 < H <
G < G. This implies at once that H = G = G and lip f,, weakly converges to IDf|x . (because
any limit point in the weak topology of lip f,, is a relaxed gradient with minimal norm) and that the
convergence is strong, since

limsup/ (lip fr)P dm < limsup/ GP dm :/ GP dm :/ HP? dm. O
X X X X

n— o0 n—o0

Corollary 5.7 (Representation of the Cheeger energy). A function f € LP(X, m) belongs to H'P(X, o)
if and only if it admits a p-relaxed gradients. In this case

CEpalf) = [ DS (5.10
X
Remark 5.8 (Dependence of |D f/|, with respect to p). Notice that |D f|, may depend on p, even for

Lipschitz functions, see e.g. [8]. Since in these notes we will keep the exponent p fixed, we will omit
to denote this dependence in the notation for |D f/,..
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We want to show now thatif f € H l’p(X, o/ ) satisfies the uniform bound a < f < bm-a.e. in X,
then there exists a sequence f, € o7 satisfying (5.9) and the same uniform bounds of f. This result
is trivial if <7 is the algebra of bounded Lipschitz functions, since truncations operates on 7. In the
general case we use the approximated truncation polynomials of Corollary 2.24 .

Corollary 5.9. Let f € H'"P(X, o7) be satisfying the uniform bounds o < f < 3 m-a.e. in X. Then
there exists a sequence (f,) C < satisfying (5.9) such that o < f,, < B in X for everyn € N.

Proof. Let (f,)nen be a sequence in o as in (5.9). Since functions in o/ are bounded, we can

find a sequence ¢, > 0 such that f,,(X) C [—cp,cp,]. Let us choose a vanishing sequence &, | 0
Cnyavﬁ

and consider the truncation polynomials P, = Fx, of Corollary 2.24 corresponding to ¢ := ¢,
and satisfying (2.62). We can then define the functions f,, := P, o f, taking values in [«, 3] and
hyp, = —cn V f A ¢, taking values in [a, 5] N [—cy, ¢,]; since | P, (1) — Py(s)| < |r — s| for every

r,$ € [—Cn,cy] We have as n — 0o

1 fn = Fllze < 1P o fo = Pao halle + [|Pa o by = hallze + [|hn — fllzr
< |l fn = ballze +m(X) ey + [|Bn = fll
<Nfn = Fllzw +m(X)Pep + 2| by — flle — 0 asn t oo.

On the other hand (2.51d) yields lip f,, = |P! o f|lip f,, < lip f;, so that

limsup/ llipfn]pdmglimsup/ llipfn]pdm:/ IDfI% ., dm.
b b b

n—oo n—oo

Since |D f|.,., is the minimal (p, o7)-relaxed gradient, we also have
liminf/ |lip fn|? dm > / IDfE ., dm,
n—oo [ X ’

so that the sequence f,, satisfies the properties stated by the Lemma. U

Corollary 5.10 (Lebnitz rule). Forevery f,g € H'"P(X, /)N L>®(X,m) we have fg € H'"P(X, o)
and

ID(f9)|x,r < 1f1DGlx,er + 9] 1D f |50 - (5.11)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to approximate f, g by two uniformly bounded sequences f,,, g, € < thanks to
Corollary 5.9 and then pass to the limit in (2.51b). O

Let us now consider the locality property of the minimal p-relaxed gradient, by adapting the proof
of [9] to the case of an arbitrary algebra <7.

Lemma 5.11 (Locality). Let Gy, Gy be (p, < )-relaxed gradients of f. Then min{G1, G2} and
XBG1 + Xx\pGa, B € #(X), are relaxed gradients of f as well. In particular, for any (p, </ )-
relaxed gradient G of f it holds

Dfleo <G m-a.e. in X. (5.12)

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that if B; € %(X) with B N By = () and By U By = X then
Xp,G1+Xp,G2 is arelaxed gradient of f. If A € %(X) given by Definition 2.17, we can replace By
with By := ByN A (and By by By := X \ Bs) and assume that B, C A; moreover, by approximation,
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taking into account the closure of the class of relaxed gradients and the inner regularity of m, we can
assume with no loss of generality that Bs is a compact set (and, in particular, By is open). We
can also approximate B; by an increasing sequence of compact sets B,,; C (Bj N A) such that
m(B1 \Bn,l) — 0.

Let us fix an integer n and consider the compact set K, := B,, 1 U By C A; since 4/ contains the
constants and separates the points of K, the restriction of .7 to K, is uniformly dense in C(kK,,) by
Stone-Weierstrass Theorem. Being B,, 1 and By compact and disjoint, the function

@) L € B
n(x) =
0 ifze By

belongs to C(K},) so that for every € > 0 we can find X,, . € & such that supg | [Xnc — Xn| < /2.
If we compose X, . with the truncation polynomial P = P;/’g’l of Corollary 2.24 corresponding
, we obtain the function X;, . := P o Scn,a taking values in [0, 1] and satisfying

c:=1+sup|Xp,
Sup|Xn,€ —POXn| < 5/27 Sup|POXn _Xn| < 5/2

n n

since 0V X,, A1 = X,, on K,,. We deduce that
0< Xn,e <1, 0<Z Xn,e <eonBy, 1-e< Xn,e <1lon Bn,l- (5.13)

Let now hy; € </, i = 1, 2, functions converging to f in L” as k& — oo with lip b ; weakly
converging to G; < G, and set Jrme = Xnechp1 + (1 — Xpe)hg o € 7. Passing first to the limit
as k T 4o0, since fi . — f, (2.51c) immediately gives that Gy, o := XnG1 + (1 — Xy c)G2 >
Xn,gél +(1- Xn,a)ég is a relaxed gradient of f.

We can now select a vanishing sequence (¢;);cn and we pass to the limit as j 1 400, obtaining
(possibly extracting a further subsequence) a limit function X, taking values in [0, 1] such that G,, :=
XnG1+(1—=Xp)Ge > XnG1+ (1— Xn)ég is a relaxed gradient and Xn|p, = 0, X”|Bn,1 = 1. We can
finally pass to the limit as » — oo, observing that X,, converges pointwise m-a.e. to the characteristic
function of B.

For the second part of the statement we argue by contradiction: let G be a relaxed gradient of f
and assume that there exists a Borel set B with m(B) > 0 on which G < |Df|, .,. Consider the
relaxed gradient GXp + |[Df|. X x\p: its LP norm is strictly less than the LP norm of IDf|x,crs
which is a contradiction. U

Theorem 5.12. For every f,g € H"P(X, o/ ) we have
(@) (Pointwise sublinearity) For |D(af + 89)|x.o < @|Df|s,o + BIDg|s,w-
(b) (Locality) For any Borel set N C R with fl(N) = 0 we have
Dflsr =0 m-ae on f~H(N). (5.14)
In particular for every constant ¢ € R
IDf|x,cr = |Dgls,er m-a.e. on {f — g = c}. (5.15)
(¢) (Chain rule) If ¢ € Lip(R) then ¢ o f € H'P(X, o) with
ID(¢ 0 f)lxer <16/ ()| DS |sr- (5.16)
Equality holds in (5.16) if ¢ is monotone or C1.
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(d) (Normal contractions) If ¢ : R — R is a nondecreasing contraction and f =f+olg—f)
g=9+&(f —g) then

|DJE|€,£¢ + DglL ., < IDfE . +|Dgls ... (5.17)

Proof. (a) follows immediately by the convexity of the set S defined by (5.8) and (5.12).

(b) We first claim that for ¢ : R — R continuously differentiable whose derivative ¢’ is Lipschitz on
the image of f it holds

IDA(f)]s.er < |0 0 fIIDf|s.ers m-a.e. in X, (5.18)

forany f € H'P(X,.«). (5.18) easily follows by approximation from (2.51d) whenever f is bounded
and ¢ is a polynomial: it is sufficient to apply Corollary 5.9.

Still assuming the boundedness of f, arbitrary C' functions ¢ can be approximated by a sequence
of polynomials P, with respect to the C'-norm induced by a compact interval containing f(X).
Thanks to the weak closure of (5.8) we can pass to the limit in (5.18) written for P,, and obtain the
same bound for ¢. In particular, for every f € o/ we get

ID(¢ o flaer < B 0 fIIDSflaer < ¢ o fllipf m-ae.inX. (5.19)

If now ¢ € C'(R) N Lip(R) and f € H"P(X, o) we can use the approximation (5.9) and (5.19) to
obtain a sequence f, € .2/ such that

¢pofo—>¢of in LP(X, m),
ID(¢o fu)lsewr =G in LP(X,m),
0" 0 falDfnle,er = |0 0 FIIDfls,r in LP(X, m),

s0 that [D(¢ 0 f)ls,er < G < [¢' 0 f|IDfs.er
Now, assume that N is compact. In this case, let A,, C R be open sets such that A, | N and
ZLY(Ay) < oo. Also, let 1, : R — [0,1] be a continuous function satisfying X < 1, < Xa,,, and

define ¢, : R — R by -
{ (bn(o) = 07

Pn(2) =1 —1n(2).

The sequence (¢,,) uniformly converges to the identity map, and each ¢,, is 1-Lipschitz and C*.
Therefore ¢,, o f converge to f in L?. Taking into account that ¢/, = 0 on N and (5.18) we deduce

/ DfP., dmgnminf/ Dén(F)I7. dmgnminf/ 6, o fPIDSIZ., dm
X n—oo  Jx n—oo [y

—tmint [ oo fPDSLL dns [ DAL, dm.
TS X\ () X\f7H(N)

It remains to deal with the case when N is not compact. In this case we consider the finite measure
p := fym. Then there exists an increasing sequence ([, ) of compact subsets of N such that (/) T
(V). By the result for the compact case we know that |Df|s ., = 0 m-a.e. on U, f~1(K},), and by
definition of push forward we know that m(f (N \ U,K,,)) = 0.

(5.15) then follows if g is identically 0. In the general case we notice that [D(f — ¢)|«,r + |Dgl,or
is a relaxed gradient of f, hence on {f — g = ¢} we conclude that m-a.e. it holds D f|, ., < |Dgl, .



59

Reversing the roles of f and g we conclude.
(c) By 2. and Rademacher Theorem we know that the right hand side is well defined, so that the
statement makes sense (with the convention to define |¢’ o f| arbitrarily at points x such that ¢’ does
not exist at f(z)). Also, by (5.18) we know that the thesis is true if ¢ is C'. For the general case, just
approximate ¢ with a sequence (¢,,) of equi-Lipschitz and C'!' functions, such that ¢/, — ¢’ a.e. on
the image of f.

Let us now consider the monotone case; with no loss of generality we can assume that 0 < ¢/ <
1. We know that (1 — ¢/(f))|Df|«, and ¢'(f)|Df|. ., are relaxed gradients of f — ¢(f) and f
respectively. Since

DS lur < D = 6N leor + IDO()eer < (1= S ()) +&'())IDf b = IDf s

it follows that all inequalities are equalities m-a.e. in X.

When ¢ is C! we can use the locality property.
(d) Applying Lemma 5.6 we find two optimal sequences (fy), (g,) of bounded Lipschitz functions
satisfying (5.9) (w.r.t. f and g respectively). When ¢ is of class C!, passing to the limit in the
inequality (2.51e) written for f,, and g,, we easily get (5.17). In the general case, we first approximate
¢ by a sequence ¢,, of nondecreasing contraction of class C'! converging to ¢ pointwise and then pass
to the limit in (5.17) written for ¢,,. ]

Corollary 5.13. If f1,--- , far € HYP(X, o) then also the functions f, = fiV fo\V ---V far and
f- = fiAfaA--- A far belong to HYP(X, o) and

Dfilew = Dfjlew onA;j={zxeX: fi=Ff}

5.20
Df_| = |Dfjl,r onBj :={x € X:f_=f;} (5-20)

5.2 Invariance w.r.t. restriction and completion

It is obvious that the Cheeger energy and the minimal relaxed gradient are invariant with respect
to isomorphisms of e.m.t.m. structures (X, .o), according to Definition 2.28. Here we state two
simple (and very preliminary) results concerning the behaviour of the Cheeger energy w.r.t. a general
measure-preserving embedding ¢ of (X, .«7) into (X', «7’): we keep the same notation of Section 2.7.
We will state a much deeper result in the last Section of these notes, see Theorem 12.3.

Lemma 5.14. For every f' € HYP(X', o/") the function f := * f' belongs to H P (X, </ ) and
IDflewr < (IDfs.r) m-ace in X. (5.21)
Proof. Let us first observe that if f* € Lip, (X', 7’,d") and G’ > lipy f’, then
G > lipg (V). (5.22)

In fact, setting f := +*(f’) and choosing arbitrary sets U € X and U’ € X' containing ¢(U), if
L = Lip(f’,U’,d") we have

[f(@) = f)] = 1f' () = f'()] < Ld'(e(x), u(y)) = Ld(z,y) for every x,y € U

so that
Lip(f,U,d) < Lip(f',U’,d"). (5.23)
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Recalling the definition (2.48) and considering the collection of all the open neighborhood of +(x) in
X', we get (5.22).

In order to obtain (5.21) it is now sufficient to take an optimal sequence f,, G, as in (5.9) for the
(p, @")-minimal relaxed gradient [D f'|, .,/ of f' € H'P(X', &) observing that

CfL— f, Gl — SIDf|.  strongly in LP (X, m),
so that t*|D f’|, . is a relaxed gradient for f. O

When ¢(X) is d’-dense in X’ (in particular, when X’ is a completion according to the definition
given in Corollary 2.36), we have a better behaviour.

Proposition 5.15. Suppose that v : X — X' is a measure-preserving embedding of (X, o) into
(X', ") such that
1(X) is d'-dense in X', (') = . (5.24)

Then 1* is an isomorphism of H'P(X', o7') onto H"P(X, <7 ) and for every f = 1* f’
IDflsor = *(IDf |5.0rr) m-a.e. in X. (5.25)

Proof. Let f € HYP(X, o/) and let f,, € </ be an optimal approximating sequence as in (5.9).

We want to show that f' = 1, f € H'"P(X/, &/'); by Lemma 2.31 and (5.24), we can find f € &/’
such that f,, = .* f]. Since ¢, is an LP-isometry, we know that f;, — f’ strongly in L (X', m’). Since
¢ is a homeomorphism between X and ¢(X), if ' = «(z) and g > lipy fn(x), we can find an open
neighborhood U’ of 2’ such that setting U := ¢~ (U’) we have

fn(2) = )| = |£2(e(2)) = fr(e®))] < gd'(u(2),0(y)) = gd(z,y) forevery z,y € U. (5.26)

On the other hand, the d-density of +(X) in X’ guarantees that for every 2/, y' € U\ (¢(U)) there
exist d balls Bs(z'), Bs(y') of radius § such that

B6(’Z,) C Ulv B(S(y,) - Ulv B(S(zl) N L(U) 7é ®7 B6(y/) N L(U) 7é ®7
so that (5.26) extends to U’ as
[fn(2) = fa()] < gd(y',2")  forevery 2,y € U. (5.27)

We deduce that
lipy f1(¢(z)) <lip fo(x) forevery z € X (5.28)

and therefore

limsup/ (lipg )" dm’ = limsup/ (lipg f,((2))” dm(z)

n—o0 n—o0

< tim [ (lip fu(@))" dm(e) = CEp ()

n—oo

We obtain that
fre HWP (X "), CEpn(f') < CEp ().

Thanks to (5.21) we also get (5.25). ]
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As an immediate application we obtain that the class of complete e.m.t.m. spaces is the natural
setting for the Cheeger energy.

Corollary 5.16 (Invariance of the Cheeger energy by completion). If X = (X,7,d, m) is the comple-
tion of X induced by v : X — X of Corollary 2.36 and </ = {f: f €}, then " is an isomorphism
of H'?(X, /) onto H"P(X, <7 ) and

Dfls.c = *(IDflsz) m-ae.in X forevery f =."f. (5.29)

We conclude with another easy application of the previous results to restrictions, as in Example
2.30(c). Recall that if Y C X is a 7-dense m-measurable subset satisfying m(X \ Y) = 0, the
restriction to Y is an isomorphism of LP(X, m) with LP(Y, my ), so that one can compare the Sobolev
spaces H'P(X, o) and H'P(Y, o% ). We will denote by |Df|,y . the (p, %% ) minimal relaxed
gradient in H'P(Y, 2% ).

Corollary 5.17 (Restriction). Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let Y C X be a T-dense
m-measurable subset satisfying m(X \'Y) = 0. With the above notation, (the restriction to 'Y of)
every function f € H%P(X, o/) belongs to H'"P(Y, o) and

IDflyv,ory <[Dfls,r m-ae. (5.30)
If moreoverY is d-dense in X, then the converse property is also true: for every f € LP(X, m)

feH"(X, o) & HY, %), [Dflya =[Dfls mae (53D

5.3 Notes

§ 5.1 is strongly inspired by Cheeger’s work [23] (where the energy is obtained starting from upper gradients
instead of the local Lipschitz constants) and follows quite closely the presentation of [9, 8], with the required
adjustments due to the presence of a compatible algebra < instead of Lip, (X, 7,d). Corollary 5.9 and the
crucial locality Lemma 5.11 take advantage of the approximation tools presented in § 2.6. Even if a posteriori
the Cheeger energy will be independent of .27, the role of the algebra should be considered as a technique to get
new density results. Moreover, it allows for simpler constructions in many cases, where a distinguished algebra
provides better structural properties of the energy, see the final Section 12.

§ 5.2 contains some preliminary facts about the behaviour of the Cheeger energy with respect to measure-
preserving embeddings of e.m.t.m. spaces (in particular w.r.t. completion). The possibility to modify the topo-
logical and the algebraic properties of the e.m.t.m. setting is one of its strength point.

6 Invariance of the Cheeger energy with respect to the core algebra:
the compact case
The aim of this section is to study the property of the Cheeger energy with respect to the choice of the

core algebra o7 in the case of a compact ambient space (X, 7). An important tool is provided by the
(generalized) Hopf-Lax flow, which we collect in the next section.
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6.1 The metric Hopf-Lax flow in compact spaces

Let (X, 7,d) be a compact extended metric-topological space and let 6 : X x X — [0,400c] be a
7-L.s.c. continuous extended semidistance (our main examples will be the extended distance d and the
continuous semidistances d; as in Lemma 2.4). For every f € Cy(X), z,y € X and t > 0 we set

6, y)

e Flay)=Fey). (©6.1)

Fé(t,:L',y) = f(y) +

F9 is a L.s.c. (continuous, if § is continuous) function bounded from below.
Let us also fix a compact set X' C X such that there exists a constant S = S(K,¢) € [0, +o00[
satisfying

mind(x,y) < S forevery x € X. (6.2)
yeK

(6.2) is always satisfied if ¢ is continuous or if K = X (and in this case S = 0).
The modified Hopf-Lax evolution is defined by the formula

f"sf(a:) := min F‘S(t,:n,y) t>0, (6.3)
yeK
where we will omit to indicate the explicit dependence on K (resp. on §) when K = X (resp. when
0 = d), thus setting
Qf=Q"f, Qf =" (6.4)

Since K is compact and F' 3 (t,z,-) takes at least one finite value in K by (6.2), the minimum in (6.3)
is attained: for every x € X we also set

0 (x,
3@ = {y e K+ f) + piq-i’)zQ?f(x)}, =00 =3 69)
and
D **fw):= max (z,y), D f(z):= min d(xy). 6.6)
yeIf () vl f@)

As usual, we set Osc(f, X) :=supy f —infx f.

Lemma 6.1 (Basic estimates). Let f € Cy(X) and let fi(x) := f{’éf(x), Ji(z) = JtK’éf,
ch(aj) = Df"g’if(:n) be defined as (6.3), (6.5), (6.6) fort > 0. Forevery x,y € X, 0 < s < t,
2 € Ji(x), y € Js(y) we have

m)}nf < filz) < m)?xf + qti—lsq foreveryt >0, z € X, (6.7)
(Di(gj))q < min (qt_1 Osc(f, X), (q Lip(f, X, 6))p), (6.8)
(# - #)Di(w) < filx) — filx) < (# - thl_l)Dt‘(:c), 6.9)
_<5(:ct,y))q—lé(%y)+%<5(y;y)>q(t_s) < fu(y) — fi(@) (6.10)
< (5(3’:6 ))q_lé(az,y) —I—%(@)q(t—s). ©6.11)
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Proof. (6.7) is immediate. In order to prove (6.8) we simply observe that for every 2’ € J;(z)

09(x,x")

et < a(f(@) = f(2") < gmin (Osc(f, X), Lip(f, X, 6)d(z, 2"))

thus obtaining

(M)q < %Osc(f,X), (5(w£””/))q_l < qLip(f, X, ).

Let us now check (6.11): selecting ' € Ji(x)

fs(y) - ft(w) < F(S(Svva/) - Fé(t7x7x,) = -1 _

0y, x") 0w, af) 1 1 ” ,
= e — ppr +( — >(5 (x,2")

1 1

oy, ')\ a1
< (BN o) ) + (o — e

S

>5q(x,x’). (6.12)

Applying the triangle inequality for § and the elementary inequality (arising from the convexity of
7+ 1/r%1in (0,00))

1 1 1 1
— (-8 < — — —— <~ (t— .
" (t—s) g1 gra 1 p (t—s) forevery s,t € (0,+00), (6.13)

we obtain (6.11). (6.10) will follow by switching the role of (z,t) and (y, s).

Concerning (6.9), the right inequality can be easily obtained by choosing y = z in (6.12) and
minimizing with respect to 2’ € J;(x). Inverting the role of s and ¢ (notice that (6.12) does not
require s < t) and maximizing with respect to 2’ € J(x) we get the left inequality of (6.9). O

We collect further properties in the next Lemma.
Lemma 6.2. Let us assume that 0 is continuous. For every f € C(X) we have

(@) The map (z,t) — Qf(’éf(x) is continuous in X x (0,400) and for every 0 < s < t it satisfies
the estimate
1 (D£(757+f(l,)
p t

D" f()
S

)'(t—5) < QU f() - f"sf(:v)S%( )t=s.  ©19

(b) The map (z,t) — Df{’é’Jrf(a:) (resp. (x,t) — Df{’é’_f(az)) is upper (resp. lower) semicontin-
uous in X x (0,00) and there holds

DS f(2) < DEOTf(2) < DFO"f(x) ifO<s <t (6.15)
(©) If (Kx)xen is an increasing net with Uxcp K dense in K, then for every © € X the net
A= Qf(*’éf(az) is decreasing and converging to Qf’éf(aj).

(d) If (Kx)xen is an increasing net with K\ C K, then

lim QX f(2) = QX% f(z) = limsup DIV T f(2) < DI (a). (6.16)
AEA AEA
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Proof. (a) Continuity follows by (6.10) and (6.11). (6.14) is a consequence of (6.9) and (6.13).

(b) (6.15) follows immediately from (6.9). It is not difficult to check that (¢, x) — Df( Ot f (x) is upper
semicontinuous: if (zy,%y), A € A, is a net converging to (z,t) € X x (0, +00) with Dfi’é’Jr(a:)\) >c
and y) € in’é(@\) such that

Foty,za,yp) = Q0 f(x2),  d(za,ya) = DT (ay) > ¢ (6.17)

we can find a subnet j — A(j), j € J, such that j — yy(;) converges to a point y € K with
) T ) T Kb _ Kl
FO(t,x,y) = ?EmJF (taG)s TAG)> YUAG)) = ElemJ Qi f (@A) = Q" f (),

showing that y € Jf(’éf(:n). Since

5($,y) = ilén} 6(w>\(j)7y)\(])) > ¢,

we obtain that Df( ’5’+(:n) > c. A similar argument holds for the lower semicontinuity of Df( O

(c) The decreasing property of Q w.r.t. A is obvious; in particular it yields
QM f(x) > Q f(a). (6.18)

On the other hand, by the density of U)K, in K and the continuity of F’, for every y € Jf( 0 f(x)
and £ > 0 we can find \. € A and y. € K, such that F'(t,z,y.) < F(t,z,y) + € so that for every
A=A
Ky,6 K.6
Qt f(w)SF(t7x7yE)SF(t7x7y)+€SQt f($)+€

Since € > 0 is arbitrary we obtain the proof of the claim.
(d) We argue as in the proof of the second claim: we select y € Jf( A0 f(x) C K so that

F(t,z,yz) = QY f(2), DI f(2) = 6(x,yn). (6.19)
We can find a subnet j — y(;), j € J, converging to some y € K with S := limsupy¢y Df*’5’+f(:n) =
limje s 6(z,yr)) = 0(,y). It follows that

K)o
t

6.16) .. .
f"sf(a:) (€16 lim Q f(@) =lm F(t, z,y\;) = F(t,2,y)
JjeJ jeJ

so that y € Jf’éf(x). This yields

D™ f() 2 8(x,y) = limsup D f(a).
AEA

We consider now the behaviour of Q% = QX9 with respect to 6.

Proposition 6.3. Let (d;);c; be a directed family of continuous semidistances as in (2.24a,b,c,d) and
let f € Cy(X). For every x € X the net i — inf(a:) is monotonically converging to Q. f (x) and

limsup DY f(z) < Df f(x). (6.20)
el

More generally, if j — i(j), j € J, is an increasing net (but not necessarily a subnet)

lim Q) f(z) = Quf(z) = limsupDy @™ f(z) < Df f(x) (6.21)
Jjed jeJ
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Proof. Since i < jyields d; < dj, itis clear that 7 inf(ac) is increasing. For every fixed ¢, x, y we
have lim;c; F'% (¢, 2,y) = F9(t,x, 1) monotonically. The first statement then follows by a standard
application of I'-convergence of a family of increasing real functions in a compact set. (6.20) is a
particular case of (6.21) for the identity map in the directed set /.

dy(;
Let us now assume that lim ¢ ; Q,"” f(x) = Quf(x) along an increasing net j — i(j). We can
select y; € X such that

d;(; d;iy,+
Q; (J)f(w) = f(yj) + qta- 1d3( )(%%)a D, ) f(x) = di(j)(x,yj). (6.22)
We can find a further subnet i + j(h), h € H, such that (y;(x))nem is convergent to y € X and
. d;(5y,+ .
1 D, = lim d;(; h)- 6.23
i sup D £ () = Jimy digion) (7, ym) (6.23)

Passing to the limit in the first equation of (6.22) and using the assumption of (6.21) we get

(2.25)

Quf (@) = F(y) + = lim d 0 (2 yi0) = F(0) +

T et Yt

(z,y) = Quf(z) (624
where the last inequality follows by the very definition of Q; f(z). We deduce that
yeduf(@),  limdii;) (2,5;0)) = d(z,y). (6.25)

Since d(x,y) < Df f(x), by (6.23) we get (6.21). O

Notice that the upper semicontinuity property of (6.20) and of (6.21) are not immediately obvi-
ous as in the case of, e.g., (6.16), since d is typically just lower semicontinuous along 7-converging
sequences. In the proof we used in an essential way the minimality of y; and the continuity of f.

We conclude this section with the main structural properties for the Hopf-Lax evolution generated
by d.

Theorem 6.4. Ler f € Lipy (X, 7,d) and let Qi.f, Jif, chf be defined as (6.4), (6.5), (6.6) fort > 0.

(a) The functions (z,t) — Qi f(x), D; f(z) are lower semicontinuous in X x (0, +00) and

m)}nf <Qif(z) < m)?xf foreveryt >0, x € X. (6.26)
(b) Foreveryx € X
li Quf(2) = Quf &) = £(a), 6.27)
the map t — Q. f(x) is Lipschitz in [0, 00) and satisfies
+
iQtf(gn) = ! <M>q for t > 0 with at most countable exceptions. (6.28)
dt P t
(c) Foreveryx € X andt > 0
t [t /DS f(x)\P
f(x) = Quf(x) = 5/0 (T) dr, (6.29)

limsup f(:E) — Qtf(x) < llDf‘p( )

1
2 (1 6.30
s . 5 p( ip f(2))". (6.30)
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Proof. (a) Lower semicontinuity of Qf is a consequence of the joint lower semicontinuity of F' and
of the compactness of (X, 7); it can also be obtained by Proposition 6.3, which characterizes Q; f as
a supremum of continuous functions. The bound (6.26) is immediate.

(b) As for the proof of (6.14), we get from (6.9) and (6.13)

%(M)q@ﬂ) < Quf(z) = Quf(x) < %(%@))q(t—s), (6.31)
and (6.8) yields the uniform bound
(REIEN" ¢ (qrip(r ) )
Since ¢ —+ Q;f(x) is decreasing, we obtain
|st(72 :S'tf(x)' < % <§>q (qLip(f, X))" forevery 0 < s <t. (6.33)

(6.33) shows that ¢ — Qq f(x) is Lipschitz in every compact interval of (0, co0) with

‘%Qtf(x)‘ < %(q Lip(f,X))" forae.t>0, (6.34)

so that t — Qg f(z) is Lipschitz in (0, +00). In order to prove (6.27) we simply observe that for every
€ Jif(x), 2 # x,

_ 49z, 2") n(f@) = f@)  1d7'(z,a))
f@) = Quf(x) = fx) = f(2') - TN <d(z,z )( dwa) g a1 > (6.35)
so that
0 < f(z) — Quf(z) < Dy f(z) Lip(f, X) (6.36)
and the right hand side vanishes as ¢ | 0 thanks to (6.32).
(6.28) follows from (6.37) and the monotonicity property (a consequence of (6.9))
D, f(x) < DI f(x) <D f(x) foreveryz € X, 0 <s<t, (6.37)

which in particular shows that D; f(z) = D f(z) for every ¢ > 0 with at most countable exceptions.

(c) (6.29) follows by integrating (6.28).
Dividing (6.35) by ¢ we get for every 2’ € J.f (z) \ {z}

flx) = Quf(x) _ d(x,2") fz) = f(a) 1di(z,2) 1 (f(w) - f(w')>p;

t t d(z,z’) qg 4 —p

passing to the limit as ¢ | 0 and observing that limy Dt+ f(x) = 0 we obtain (6.30). ]

We conclude this section with a discussion of the measurability properties of the maps D¥ f. In the
case when d is continuous, DV f (resp. D™ f) is upper- (resp. lower-) semicontinuous by Proposition
6.3. In the general case we can anyway prove that they are m x .#’! measurable.
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Lemma 6.5 (Conditional semicontinuity and measurability of D* f). Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 6.4:

(a) for every net (xx,tx)aen in X x (0,00) such that limye (zx,t2) = (z,1) € X x (0,00) we
have
lim sup ngf(xx) < Df f(x),

) _ AEA 6.38
i Quf(@) = Qufl@) = liminf D, f(22) > D; f(x). o

(b) The maps (x,t) — D f(z) are Lusin m ® £ -measurable in X x (0, 00); moreover, for every
t > 0 the maps x — DF f(x) are Lusin m-measurable in X.

Proof. (a) Let us check the upper semicontinuity of DT f, by arguing as in the proof of Lemma
6.2(b) (the proof of the conditional lower semicontinuity of D f is completely analogous). We fix
c < Df f(z) and we suppose that for some \g € A D:; (xx) > cfor every A > Ag. We pick
yx € Ji, (x) such that

F(tx, xx,y5) = Qi f(22),  d(xa,yn) = D (22) > c. (6.39)
We can find a subnet j — A(j), j € J, such that j Yx(j) converges to a point y € X with

o o (6.38
F(t,z,y) < 111;16}]nf F(txg), TaG) Yag)) = hlglebnf Qtyy f(@r) = "Quf(x),
showing that y € J;f(z) and limjc;d(zy(j),yn)) = d(z,y) > c. It follows that D/ f(x) >
d(z,y) > c.

(b) Since the map Qf is lower semicontinuous, it is Lusin m ® . I measurable in X x (0,00) [57,
I.1.5, Theorem 5]. For every compact set X C (0, 00) and every € > 0 we can find a compact subset
H. C X x K such that the restriction of Qf to H, is continuous and m® . ((X x K)\ H.) < ¢/2.
By the previous claim, we deduce that the restriction of D¥ f to H, are semicontinuous, and thus Lusin
m®_#!-measurable: therefore we can find a further compact subset H. C H. such that the restriction
of D* f to H. are continuous and m ® £* (H. \ H.) < ¢/2,sothatm ® ' ((X x K) \ H.) <.
We conclude that D* f are Lusin m ® .#!-measurable. The second statement can be proved by the
same argument. O

6.2 Invariance of the Cheeger energy with respect to <7 when (X, 7) is compact

As a preliminary obvious remark, we observe that if <7’ C &/” C Lip, (X, 7,d) are two algebras of
Lipschitz functions compatible with the metric-topological measure structure X = (X, 7,d, m) we
have

H"(X, &) c H""(X,&") c H'"?(X), (6.40)

and for every f € H'P(X, &)
CEp,or (f) = CEpwrn(f) = CEL(f), |IDflorr 2 [Dflrn > [Dfly m-ae.in X.  (6.41)

We will see that (6.40) and (6.41) can be considerably refined, obtaining the complete independence
of the choice of <. In this section we will focus on the case when (X, 7) is a compact topological
space; we suppose that .&7 is an algebra compatible with X, we denote by I the directed set of all the
finite collections ¢ C o7 satisfying f € i = —f € i and we set

di(z,y) :=sup f(z) — f(y), iis afinite subset of o7 satisfying f € i = —f €. (6.42)
fei
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Lemma 6.6. Let us suppose that (X, T) is compact and <7 is an algebra compatible with X generating
the bounded continuous semidistances (d;);cr as in (6.42).

(a) Foreveryy € X and i € I the map h : & — d;(x,y) belongs to H"P(X, /) and |DLY|, ., <
1 m-a.e

(b) Forevery f € C(X), t >0, i € I, the function inf belongs to H"“P (X, <7 ) and
IDQY fl, <t DY f meae.. (6.43)

(c) Forevery f € C(X) andt > 0 the function Q,f belongs to H'"P(X, .o/) and

DQtflew <t7'Dff m-ae.. (6.44)

Proof. Claim (a) immediately follows from Corollary 5.13.
(b) Let us denote by II the directed family of finite subset of X. For every = € II, the definition of

7T7di

. given in (6.3), the chain rule (5.16), the previous claim, and Corollary 5.13 yield
. . . . q-1
QU f e HY(X, o), DQY fliw < gi = <t‘1Df’dl+ 7) (6.45)

By Lemma 6.2(c), forevery z € X andt > 07 — Qf di g (x) is a decreasing net, converging to
Q?if(x). Thanks to 2.8 and to the uniform bound (6.7) (where S := max, ycx d;(z,y)) we have

}jgl[A|Q?’dif—Q?’if\dmz;igg[/)(Q?’difdm—/)(infdmZO- (6.46)

We can thus find an increasing sequence n — 7, € II such that

lim / Q% f — Q¥ f| dm = lim / Q% f — Q¥ f|P dm = 0 (6.47)
X n—oo X

n—oo

and a m-negligible subset N C X such that
li_)rn Q?”’dif(:n) = Q¥ f(x) foreveryxz e X\ N. (6.48)
n o

Applying (6.16) we deduce

. 700 .ds d. —1d;+ q—1

limsup g, "™ (z) < g, (x) == <t D;" f) for every z € X \ V. (6.49)
n—oo

By (6.45), it follows that any weak limit point in LP(X, m) of the (uniformly bounded) sequence

(|DQ?”’dif|*,d)n€N will be bounded by t_lDfH'f. By (6.46) we obtain (6.43).

(c) The argument is very similar to the previous one, but now using Proposition 6.3 and the net

Theorem 6.7. If (X, 7) is a compact space and </ C Lip(X, 1, d) is a compatible algebra according
to definition 2.17, then H"P(X) = HY“P(X,.o/) with equal minimal relaxed gradient (and therefore
equal Cheeger energy). Equivalently, for every f € H'P(X) there exists a sequence f, € < such
that

fo—f, lipfn — |Df|x strongly in LP(X,m). (6.50)
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Proof. Let us denote by [Df/, ., (resp. |Df|,) the minimal relaxed gradient induced by .27 (resp. by
Lip(X, 7,d)). Itis clear that H1?(X, &) C H'"?(X) and |[Df|, < |Df|s ., forevery f € H'?(X, o),
in order to prove the Theorem it is sufficient to show that every f € Lip(X, 7, d) belongs to H'(X, <7)
with [Dfl, ., <lip f m-a.e.

We select an arbitrary Borel set B C X; by using the uniform bound (a consequence of (6.34))

f(z) —Qif(x)

p
; < (qLip(f,X)) forevery z € X,

the superior limit (6.30) and Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain

1 . f(x Qtf )
]—)/B(hp f(@))" dm(z) > hmsup/ dm(x). (6.51)

an

On the other hand, (6.29), the measurability of D" f given by Lemma 6.5, and Fubini’s Theorem yield

/f Qtf z) m(x)zz/BX(Ol) (M)pd(m®$1)(x,r)

D tr

:%/01 (/B <w>pdm(x)> dr.

A further application of Fatou’s Lemma yields

+
lim nf / f Qtf f@) = Q) | (x)z%h%nf /B (DS :’; (x)>pdm(x), (6.52)

where we used the fact that for every € (0,1)

L f(x)\p o Tr@)\r
liIg%nf/B(D"T()) dm(a:):hrélﬁ)nf/B<%()> dm(x).

Recalling (6.43) and the fact that Qs f — f in LP(X, m) as s | 0 we get

L. D;—f p .. p P
lim inf / ( ) dm > lim inf / IDQ,f[?.,, dm > / IDf?_, dm. (6.53)
B si0 Jp B

sJ0 S

Combining (6.51), (6.52) and (6.53) we deduce that

/B (lip f(x)) / IDFIE . (x) dm() (6.54)

for every Borel subset B, so that lip f(x) > |Df|. ., (x) for m-a.e. z € X. O

6.3 Notes

§ 6.1 collects all the basic estimates concerning the Hopf-Lax flow in a general extended metric-topological
setting. We followed the approach of [9, § 3] with some differences: we assumed compactness of (X, 7) (as
in [8, 40]), we considered general exponents ¢ = p’ € (1,00) as in [8], and we devoted some effort to study
the dependence of the Hopf-Lax formula on the distance and on the minimizing set, a point of view that has
also been used in [12, 3]. In this respect, compactness plays an essential role. Differently from [9], the Hopf-
Lax flow is not used as a crucial ingredient for the so-called Kuwada Lemma [9, § 6], [48], but as a powerful
approximation tool of general functions by elements in the algebra 7.
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§ 6.2 contains the crucial results which justify the study of the Hopf-Lax formula in our setting: Lemma 6.6
provides a crucial estimate of |DQ f|,., for the regularized functions and Theorem 6.7 shows that compatible
algebra are dense (in energy) in H''?(X). Both the results are inspired by the techniques of [12, Theorem 3.12]
and of [3, § 12].

Part 111
p-Modulus and nonparametric dynamic plans

Assumption. As in the previous section, we consider an extended metric-topological measure space
X = (X,7,d,m) and we fix an exponent p € (1,4+00). RA(X) = RA(X,d) is the space of
rectifiable arcs with the quotient topology 74 studied in § 3.2, see Proposition 3.6.

7 p-Modulus of a family of measures and of a family of rectifiable arcs

7.1 p-Modulus of a family of Radon measures

Given ¥ C M4 (X) we define (with the usual convention inf () = co)

Mod,(X) := inf{/ fPdm : fe Ll (X, m), / fdp>1 forall u e E}, (7.1)
X X

Mod,, () := inf{/ fPdm : f e Cy(X), / fdu>1 forall u e Z}. (7.2)
X X

Since the infimum in (7.2) is unchanged if we restrict the minimization to nonnegative functions
f € Cp(X) we get Mod,, .(X) > Mod,(X). Also, whenever ¥ contains the null measure, we have
Mod, .(3) = Mod, (%) = oo, whereas Mod,, .(0) = 0.

Definition 7.1 (Mod,,-negligible sets and properties Mod,,-a.e.). A set X C M, (X) is said to be
Mod,,-negligible if Mod,(X) = 0.

We say that a property P on M (X) holds Mody-a.e. if the set of measures where P fails is Mod,,-
negligible.

The next result collects various well known properties of the Modulus, see e.g. [17], [46, §5.2].

Proposition 7.2. The set functions ¥ C M1 (X) — Mod,(X), ¥ C M4 (X) — Mod, .(X) satisfy
the following properties:

(a) both are monotone and subadditive.

(b) If g € LN (X, m) then [, gdu < oo for Mod-almost every p; conversely, if Mod,(X) = 0
then there exists g € L8 (X, m) such that [ gdp = oo for every ji € 3.

(¢) [Fuglede’s Lemma] If (f,) C £% (X, m) converges in LP(X, m) seminorm to f € LY (X, m),
there exists a subsequence (f, 1)) such that

lim / | frey — fldp =10 Mod,-a.e. in M4 (X). (7.3)
k—o0 X
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(d) For every ¥ C M4 (X) with Mod,(X) < oo there exists f € L (X, m), unique up to m-
negligible sets, such that [y f dp > 1 Mod,-a.e. on ¥ and || f||; = Mod,(%).

(e) If ¥, are nondecreasing subsets of M (X) then Mod,(%,,) T Mod,(U,%,,).
() If K,, are nonincreasing compact subsets of M (X) then Mod,, .(K,) | Mod,, (N, K },).

Proof. We repeat almost word by word the arguments of [2, Proposition 2.2].

(a) Monotonicity is an obvious consequence of the definition. For the subadditivity, if we take two
sets A, B C M, (X) and two functions f,g € L5 (X, m) with [, fdu > 1 for every y € A and
Jx gdp > 1 for every 1 € B, then the function h := (f? + gP)YP > max(f,g) still satisfies
Jx hdp > 1forevery n € AU B, hence

Modp(AUB)g/ hpdm:/ fpdm+/gpdm.
X X X

Minimizing over f and g we get the subadditivity.

(b) If we consider the set where the property fails

Ez{u€M+(X):/ngu=00},

then it is clear that for every k > 0 we have ¥ = {1 € M (X) : [y kgdp = 0o} so that Mod,(X) <
kP||g||} for every k > 0 and we deduce that Mod, (%) = 0.

Conversely, if Mod,,(A) = 0 for every n € N we can find g, € £ (X, m) with [ g, dpu > 1 for
every i € Aand [ P% gnhdm < 27" Thus g := ), g, satisfies the required properties.

(c) Let fy,(x) be a subsequence such that || f — fy,x)llp < 27k If we set

Z|f — Fuey ()]

we have that g € L7 (X, m) and ||g]|r(x,m) < 1; in particular we have, for Claim (b) above, that
fX g dy is finite for Mod,,-almost every j. For those ;1 we get

Z/X|f—fn(k)|d/t< 00
=1

which yields (7.3).
(d) Claim (b) shows in particular that

Mod, (%) = inf {/ fPdm : / fdpu>1 for Mod,-ae. 1 € Z} , (7.4)
X X

so that by Claim (c) the class of admissible functions f involved in the variational definition od Mod,,
is a convex and closed subset of the Lebesgue space LP(X, m). Hence, uniqueness follows by the
strict convexity of the LP-norm.

(e) By the monotonicity, it is clear that Mod,(Ay,) is an increasing sequence and that setting M :=
lim,, oo Mod,(A,,) we have M > Mod, (U, A4,,).
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If M = oo there is nothing to prove, otherwise, we need to show that Mod, (U, A4,) < M; let
(fn) € L8 (X, m) be a sequence of functions such that [, fdu, > 1 on A, and Hf"”iP(X,m) <

Mod,(A,,) + 2. In particular we get that limsup,, || f,|[b = M < oo and so, possibly extracting a
subsequence, we can assume that f,, weakly converge to some f € Lg_(X ,m). By Mazur lemma we
can find convex combinations

o
fo =" Kknti
k=n

such that fn converge strongly to f in LP(X, m); furthermore we have that [ < frdp > 1on A, if

k > n and so
/fndﬂzzﬁk,n/fdﬂkzl on A,.
X ien X

By Claim (c) above we obtain a subsequence n(k) and a Mod,-negligible set ¥ C M (X) such that
Jx fawy dp = [y fdp outside ; in particular [ fdu > 1onU,A, \ 2.

By Claim (b) we can find g € £%, (X, m) such that [, gdu = oo on X, so that we have [ (f +
eg)dp > 1onU,A, and

Mody (UnAn) /7 < lleg + fllp < ellglly + 11l < el + liminf | full, < ellgll, + A7,

Letting ¢ — 0 and taking the p-th. power the inequality Mod,(A) < sup,, Mod,(A;,) follows.

(f) By the monotonicity we get Mod,, .(K) < Mod, .(K,); if C' := lim,,_,», Mod,, .(K},), we only
have to prove Mod,, .(K) > C and it is not restrictive to assume C' > 0. We argue by contradiction:
if Mod,, .(K) < C we can find a nonnegative ¢» € Cy(X) such that [, ¢»dp > 1 forevery p € K
and of = [, " dm < C. Setting ¢ := o~ '4) we obtain a function ¢ € Cy(X) with ||¢[|, = 1 and

By the compactness of K the infimum above is a minimum; since K, is decreasing,

i dp — mi du.
i o i f oo

It follows that there exists 7 € N such that m}]{a S x ¢dp > a~! for every n > 7 so that using
HEKn

1) = a¢p we deduce that I\/Iodp,c(Kn) < aP < C forn > 7, a contradiction. |
Another important property is the tightness of Mod,, in M4 (X).

Lemma 7.3 (Tightness of Mod,,). For every ¢ > 0 there exists K. C M, (X) compact such that
Mod, (M4 (X) \ K;) <e.

Proof. Since m is a Radon measure we can find an nondecreasing family of 7-compact sets K,, C X
such that m,, = m(X \ K,,) > 0, lim,, oo m(X \ K,,) = 0. We set

on = (Vmn + \/mn-l-l)l/pa Qn = 5;17 (7.5)

observing that d,, | 0 and a,, T +00 as n — oo. For k € N let us now define the sets

Ey = {u eMi(X):pu(X) <k, pX\K)<d,foreveryn > k}, (7.6)
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which are compact in M4 (X') by Theorem 2.2.
To evaluate Mod,,(M4 (X) \ Ej) we introduce the functions

0 ifze K,
fe(z) :== < ay ifex € Kppq \ Ky andn > k, (7.7

+o00 otherwise.

We observe that if € My (X) \ Ej then we have either p(X) > k or u(X \ K,,) > 6, for some
n > k. In either case the integral of the function f; + % along p is greater or equal to 1:

o if ;4(X) > k then
[ (fee ) an= e =

o if (X \ K,,) > 0, for some n > k we have that

/ (fk+ >d#>/ fkd,UZ/ apdy > dpa, = 1.
k X\Kn X\Kn

So we have that Mod, (M+ (X) \ B) < || + 2l < (I filly + 1/],)7. But

/f]fdm Z / abl dm = Z\/_—’_mn-i-l Z(\/— Mint1) = /Mg, (7.8)

n= kKnJrl\Kn n=k
1
i 11 < ma) )+ (m(X)) 2/ (1.9
and therefore we obtain Mod, (M4 (X) \ E) < <(mk)1/(2p) + (m(X))l/p/k>p 0. ]

7.2 p-Modulus of a family of rectifiable arcs

There is a natural way to lift the notion of Modulus for a family of Radon measures in M (X) to
a corresponding Modulus for a collection of rectifiable arcs: it is sufficient to assign a map M
RA(X) — M4 (X) and for every I' C RA(X) set Mod, a(I") := Mod,(M(T")). Clearly such a
notion depends on the choice of M in these notes we will consider two (slightly) different situations:
the first one correspond to the most classic and widely used choice of the .7#'-measure carried by
of (3.44)

My == vy, vy = (7) (R, (L1 L[0,1]). (7.10)

In this case we will keep the standard notation of Mod,,(I"), Mod,, .(I'); e.g. in the case of Mod,,
(7.1) reads

Mod,,(T") := Mod,(M(I')) = in {/X fPdm : fe Ll (X,m) / >1 forallye I‘},
g

(7.11)
with obvious modification for Mod,, .(I"). The second choice corresponds to

M/}/:I;’Y = V’Y+5“/o +6’ylv /de(ﬂ'y):f('yo)‘i’f(')ﬁ)‘i’/f, (712)

v
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where as usual we write the initial and final points of v as v; = e;(y) = R,(3), ¢ = 0,1. We will
denote by Mod,,(I") the corresponding modulus,

Mod,(T) := Mod,,(M(T"))

(7.13)
= inf{/ fPdm : fe L (X,m), f(’yo)+f(’yl)+/f >1 forally e F}.
X ol
It is clear that
Mod,(T) < Mod,(T'), Mod,(T') < 27 Pm(X) forevery I' C RA(X). (7.14)

One main difference between Mod, and Mod,, is the behaviour on constant arcs: if I" contains a
constant arc than it is clear that Mod,,(I") = 400, whereas for a collection I'y = {v; : # € A} of

constant arcs parametrized by a Borel set A C X we have mP(F 4) =27Pm(A).
The notions of Mod,- or Mod,,-negligible set of arcs (and of properties which hold Mod,- or

mp—a.e.) follow accordingly from Definition 7.1. Properties (a-e) of Proposition 7.2 have an obvi-
ous version for arcs. The only statements that require some care are Proposition 7.2(f) and Lemma
7.3, since compactness in RA(X) for subsets I' of arcs is not equivalent to compactness for the cor-
responding subsets M(T"), M(T') in M (X).

Concerning the validity of Proposition 7.2(f), it is sufficient to note that for every nonnegative

¢ € Cp(X) the maps
— [ ¢d(Mvy)= [ ¢
g / (M) /V

- /¢d(M7) = $(70) + () + / 6

Y

are lower semicontinuous, thanks to Theorem 3.13, so that the argument of the proof works as well.

Corollary 7.4. IfK,, is a nonincreasing sequence of compact sets in RA(X) we have Mod,, .(K,,) |
Mody, (N Ky), Mod, o(Ky,) 4 Mody, (N, Ky).

Concerning the tightness Lemma 7.3 we have:
Lemma 7.5 (Tightness of Mod,, and mp). Let us suppose that (X,d) is complete.
(a) Forevery e > 0 there exists K. C RA(X) compact such that mp(RA(X) \ K.) <e

(b) For every n,e > 0 there exists K. C RA(X) compact such that Mod,(RA,(X) \ K.) < ¢
(where RA (X)) has been defined in (3.52)).

Proof. (a) We can repeat verbatim the proof of Lemma 7.3: keeping the same notation, the main point
is that the sets

M~ Y(E}) := {’y € RA(X):2+4(y) <k, My(X \ K,) < &, forevery n > k}, (7.15)

are compact in RA (X)) by Theorem 3.13(g): in fact, since My = 0~y + 04, + vy, whenever 6, < 1
condition (7.15) yields vy, y1 € K, so that also the assumption 2. of Theorem 3.13(g) holds.
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(b) In this case the set E; := M_l(Ek) cannot be compact in general, since it contains all the
constant curves, so that there is no hope to construct inner compact approximations K. such that
Mod,(RA(X) \ K.) | 0. We thus replace RA(X) with RA,(X), n > 0, and modify the defini-
tion of the sets E}, by requiring that the support of y intersect Ky; in terms of Ep = M~!(E}) this
corresponds to

Eg := {7 €ERA(X) :4(y) <k, e(V)NK, #0, vy(X\ Ky)) <9, forevery n > k}, (7.16)

which are compact in RA(X') by Theorem 3.13(g).

To evaluate Mod,(RA,(X) \ E}) we introduce the functions f, as in (7.7) and we observe that
if v € RA,(X) \ E}, then we have either £(y) > kore(y) C X \ K or v, (X \ K,,) > 6, for some
n > k. In either case the integral of the function f; + % along -y is greater or equal to 1: we have just
to check the case e(y) N Ky = (), for which

1
/ <fk + E) > apl(y) >nap >1 if a > nt;
”

For sufficiently big k£ we thus obtain the same estimates (7.8) and (7.9). ]

7.3 Notes

The notion of p-Modulus has been introduced by Fuglede [31] in the natural framework of collection of positive
measures, as in [2]. Its application to the metric theory of Sobolev spaces has been proposed in [47] and further
studied in [58], where the definition of Newtonian spaces has been introduced. We refer to [17, 46] for a
comprehensive presentation of this topic.

The tightness estimate for Mod,, in M4 (X) has been introduced by [2], where it plays a crucial role. Here
we used the same approach to derive tightness estimates directly in RA (X)), for the two relevant embeddings

of RA(X) in M (X) giving raise to Mod,, and 1\/4571,,.

8 (Nonparametric) Dynamic plans with barycenter in L7(X, m)

Let us keep the main Assumption of page 70. We denote by ¢ = p' = p/(p — 1) € (1,00) the
conjugate exponent of p.

Definition 8.1 ((Nonparametric) dynamic plans). A (nonparametric) dynamic plan is a Radon mea-
sure ™ € M4 (RA(X)) on RA(X) such that

w({) = / L(y)dm(y) < oo. (8.1
RA(X)

Since RA(X) is a F,-subset of A(X), a dynamic plan can also be considered as the restric-
tion of a Radon measure 7" on A(X) satisfying [ ¢dn’ < oco; in particular 7" is concentrated on
RA(X), i.e. () < oo for ©’-a.e. . Using the universally Lusin-measurable map G' : RA(X) —
BVC,([0,1]; X') (3.41) we can also lift 7 to a Radon measure 7 = Ry7 on C([0, 1]; X') concentrated
on the set BVC,([0, 1]; X) (3.37). Conversely, any Radon measure 7 on C([0, 1]; X') concentrated on
BVC([0,1]; X) yields the Radon measure 7 := q37 on RA(X). Notice that q4(Rym) = 7.

If 7 is a dynamic plan in My (RA(X)), thanks to Theorem 3.13(e) and Fubini’s Theorem [25,
Chap. II-14], we can define the Borel measure ji, := Proj(m) € M, (X) by the formula

/fdu7r = // fdm(v) forevery bounded Borel function f : X — R. (8.2)
2l
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It is not difficult to show that 1, is a Radon measure with total mass 7r(¢) given by (8.1): in fact,
setting RAL(X) := {v € RA(X) : £(y) < L}, for every € > 0 we can find a length L > 0 such
that 7(RA(X) \ RAL(X)) < /2. Since 7 is Radon and R is Lusin 7r-measurable, we can also find
a compact set .#. C RAL(X) on which R is continuous and 7(RA(X) \ %) < ¢/(2L). We deduce
that p1, is e-concentrated on the compact K, := {R,(t) : t € [0,1], v € .} = e([0,1] x R(%2)),
ie. pun(X \ K;) <e,since

peX V0 = [ (o) dmt = [ (00 | ey (R () ) d)

1
= L/ (/0 XX\KE(Rw(t))dt) dw(y) = L(ZL @ ©){(t,7) : R,(t) & K.}
<Lm({y € RA(X):v ¢ H}) <¢e/2

Notice that ;1 can be considered as the integral w.r.t. 7v of the Borel family of measures v, v €
RA(X) [25, Chap. II-13], in the sense that

/X f dpin(x) = /R A(X)( /X fdvy) dm(). 83)

Definition 8.2. We say that 1 € My (RA(X)) has barycenter in L1(X,m) if there exists h €
L1 X, m) such that jr = hm, or, equivalently, if

//fdﬂ(y):/fhdm forevery f € By(X), (8.4)
”

and we call Bary(m) := ||h| pa(x m) the barycentric q-entropy of . We will denote by B, the set of
all plans with barycenter in LY(X, m) and we will set Bar,y(7) := +o0 if ™ & B,
]

Bar, : M4 (RA(X)) — [0,+oc] is a convex and positively 1-homogeneous functional. When
q = 1 m has barycenter in L!(X,m) if and only if ur < m and in this case Bar;(7) = w({) =
[ tdm.

If ¢ > 1 (which corresponds to our setting, when ¢ is the dual of p) then Bar, is also lower
semicontinuous w.r.t. the weak topology of M (RA (X)), a property which can be easily deduced by
the equivalent representation formula (8.7) below. Notice that Bar,(7) = 0 iff 7r is concentrated on
the set of constant arcs in RA(X).

Bar,(7) has two equivalent representation. The first one is related to the L7 entropy of the
projected measure p; = Proj(7r) with respect to m:

1
p Bar(m) = £ (ptr|m) (8.5)
where for an arbitrary p € M4 (X)

1/ dp\4a .
- — ) dm if p < m,
Zy(plm) =4 g X<dm) :

+00 otherwise.

(8.6)

A second interpretation arises from the dual characterization of ., since ¢ = p’ € (1,+00) [49,
Thm. 2.7, Rem. 2.8]

Zy(ulm) ZSHP{/deu—%/Xfpdm:f e Cy(X), fz0}. 8.7)
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We immediately obtain
1 1
— Bard(m) = sup{//fdﬂ'(y) - —/ fPdm: fe Cy(X), [f> 0}. (8.8)
q ¥ pPJx

Similarly (see Lemma A.7 in the Appendix) we can easily check that

Lemma 8.3. If ¢ € (1,00), p = ¢/, a Radon measure w on RA(X) has barycenter in LY(X, m) if
there exists ¢ € [0,00) such that

/ / Fan() < elflmm  Jorevery f € £2.(X,m). 8.9)
RA(X) /v

In this case Bary(m) is the minimal constant c in (8.9). Moreover, it is equivalent to check (8.9) on
nonnegative functions f € Cp(X).

Definition 8.4 (B,-negligible sets). We say that a set ' C RA(X) is B,-negligible if w(I') = 0 for
every ™ € B,. Similarly, a property P on the set of arcs RA(X) holds Bg-a.e. if {y € RA(X) :
P(~y) does not hold} is contained in a B-negligible set.

It is easy to check that for every Borel set B C X with m(B) = 0 the set
{v € RA(X) : v(B) > 0} is By-negligible. (8.10)

There is a simple duality inequality, involving the minimization in the definition (7.1) of Mod,, and a
maximization among all 7’s with barycenter in L?(X, m). To see it, let’s take f € £% (X, m) such
that fy f>1onT C My(X). Then, if T is universally Lusin measurable we may take any plan 7
with barycenter in L(X, m) to obtain

() < //fdﬂ-(y) < Barg(m)||f], if /f > 1 forevery y € T ®.11)
gl gl
By the definition of Mod,, we obtain
m(I') < Bary(m) Mod/”(I"). (8.12)
In particular we have
Mod,(I') =0 = =«(I)=0 forall w € B,. (8.13)

Lemma 8.5 (An equi-tightness criterium). Let us suppose that (X,d) is complete and let X be a
subset of B, satisfying the following conditions:

(T1) There exist constants C1,Co > 0 such that

w(RA(X)) < C1, Bary(mw) < Cy foreveryw € X. (8.14)

(T2) For every € > 0 there exists a T-compact set H. C X such that

w({y €eRA(X):e(y)NH. =0}) <& foreverymw e X. (8.15)
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Then X is relatively compact in M4 (RA(X)).

Proof. We want to apply Prokhorov’s Theorem 2.2 so that for every ¢ > 0 we have to exhibit a
compact set K. C RA(X) such that m(RA(X) \ K;) <e.
Let K, My, Gy, Opn, fi be defined as in the proof of Lemma 7.3 and let us set Ej, ¢ := F;, N G¢
where
Fj = {’y € RA(X) : 4(y) <k, vy(X\ K,)) <6, forevery n > k;},

Ge = {7 € RA(X) :e(y) N He # (Z)}.

For every k € Nand £ > 0 E, ¢ are compact by Theorem 3.13(g).
Let us estimate 7w(RA(X) \ E;¢) for m € K. By (T2) we know that 7(RA(X) \ G¢) < £ On
the other hand, since f,y(fk +1/k) > 1 for every v € RA(X) \ Fj, we have

(8.16)

®.11) (1.8)
T(RAX)\Fr) < Collfi + 1/kllpr(xm) < CoM,

where My := (mg)V/P) 4 (m(X))/P /k | 0 as k — oo. We deduce m(RA(X)\Eg¢) < &+ CoM;,
and the thesis follows by choosing K. := Ej, ¢ for { + CoMj, < e. O

It is easy to check that (T2) is also a necessary condition for the equi-tightness of X. In fact, if K
is equi-tight in M (RA(X)) then the collection X' := {(eg)ym : w € X} is equi-tight in M (X)
(since e is a continuous map from RA(X) to X). Therefore, for every € > 0 there exists a compact
set K. C X such that w({y € RA(X) : v0 & K.}) < ¢, which clearly yields (8.15).

It is interesting to notice that if K C M (RA (X)) satisfies the property (T1) above and

l(y)>C5 >0 m-ae. foreverynw € X, (8.17)

then (T2) is satisfied as well. In fact, if K,, C X is a compact set with m(X \ K,,) < m,, and
Gp :={y € RA(X) : e(y) N K,, = (0} for every w € K we have

m(Gp) < CLB/G,L Ly)dm(y) < é/(AXX\Kn) dm(7)

= C%,MW(X\K") < Ci?) Bar, (7)mL/P < %m}/p 10 asn— oo.

The inequality (8.11) motivates the next definition.

Definition 8.6 (p-content). If I' C RA(X) is a universally measurable set we say that T has finite
content if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(') < cBary(mw) forevery ™ € M4 (RA(X)). (8.18)

In this case, the p-content of I" Cont,,(I") is the minimal constant c satisfying (8.18). If " has not finite
content we set Cont,(I") := +o0.

Notice that if I" contains a constant arc we get Cont,(I') = 4o00; conversely, Cont,(I') = 0 if
and only if I" is B,-negligible. We can formulate (8.18) in the equivalent form

Cont,(I') = sup ()

) (8.19)
7EM; (RA(X)), Barg(m)>0 Bary ()
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and we can also limit the sup in (8.19) and the condition (8.18) to probability plans (i.e. w(RA(X)) =
1) concentrated on I
By Lemma A.7 we easily find the equivalent characterizations of Cont,,:

E Conth(T") = sup () — 1Barg(ﬂ') (8.20)
p meM4 (RA(X)) q

showing that % Cont? is in fact the Legendre transform of % Barf.

Let us now address the question of existence of an optimal dynamic plan attaining the supremum
in (8.19) (or, equivalently, in (8.20)). The next result corresponds to [2, Lemma 4.4], where however
the condition concerning the closure of I' is missing. See also the comments in the Notes 8.1 at the
end of this section.

Lemma 8.7. Let us suppose that (X,d) is complete and let ' C RA(X) be a closed set such that
0 < Cont,(I") < +oo. If there exists a compact set K C X such that e(y) N K # (0 for everyy € T
(in particular if T is compact), then there exists an optimal plan wp with barycenter in LI(X,m)
attaining the supremum in (8.20). 7 is concentrated on 1" and satisfies

(') = Conth(I") = Barl(7rr). (8.21)
In particular, 7ty := (7wp(T)) "y is a probability plan and
Cont,(I") Bary(7r) = 1.

Proof. Taking perturbations of the form m — 7, K > 0, we immediately see that we can restrict the
maximization to plans satisfying

m(I') = 7(RA(X)) = Bar(w) < Conth(I"). (8.22)

It is also easy to see that it is possible to restrict the maximization to plans concentrated on I', since
the restriction 7w +— 7 = X satisfies 7w(I") = 7 (I") and Bar,(7) < Bar,(7). Since I'is closed the
functional of (8.20) is upper semicontinuous and therefore it admits a maximum on the compact set
defined by (8.22). ]

8.1 Notes

The notions of barycentric entropy and content have been introduced in [2] for measures in M (X ), in order
to provide an equivalent measure-theoretic characterization of the modulus Mod,,. Here we decided to focus
mainly on nonparametric dynamic plans and to develop the main properties in the more restrictive setting
characterized by the embedding M : RA(X) — M, (X) of 7.10, which is well adapted to the classic modulus
Mod,, on arcs. In 10.2 we will also briefly discuss the notions of barycentric entropy and content related to

Mod,, and to the embedding M of (7.12).

The equi-tightness criterium 8.5 requires slightly more restrictive assumptions than in [12] since here com-
pactness is obtained directly in M (RA(X)) instead of M (M (X)). Notice that the class of constant arcs is
homeomorphic to X in RA (X)), whereas it is identified with the null measure in M (X).

The existence of an optimal plan attaining (8.21) requires at least the closure of I': this condition should also
be added to Lemma 4.4, Corollary 5.2(b) and Theorem 7.2 of [12]. Notice however that the main consequences
[2, Theorem 8.3, Corollary 8.7] of Theorem 7.2 in [2] still hold, since they only require the existence of a
nontrivial dynamic plan in B, giving positive mass to I' whenever Mod,,(I') > 0: thanks to Choquet theorem
this property holds for an arbitrary Souslin set I and does not require its closedness. We will also discuss these
aspects in the next Section 9, see Theorem 9.2.



80

9 Equivalence between Cont, and Mod,,

In this Section we always refer to the main Assumption of page 70. We have seen that Cont,,, Mod,,, Mod,, .
satisfy the property

Contg < Mod, < Mod, . on universally measurable subsets of RA(X). 9.1)

We first prove that (9.1) is in fact an identity if I" is compact.

Theorem 9.1. If T is a compact subset of RA(X) we have
Conth(T") = Mod,(I") = Mod,, +(T"). 9.2)

Proof. We will set M4 (T') := {m € M4 (RA(X)) : supp(w) C I'}. Since ¢ is a lower semicontinu-
ous map, the minimum ¢y := min,cr £(7) is attained. If £, = 0 I" contains a constant arc and (9.2) is
trivially satisfied since the common value is +co. We can thus assume ¢y > 0.
We will prove (9.2) by using a minimax argument by applying Von Neumann Theorem A.8.
First of all we observe that for every f € Cy(X)

/leforevery’yef = sup{/(l—/f) dﬂ'(’y):ﬂEMJr(F)}:O, 9.3)
gl gl
so that

1
— Mod, .(I') = inf sup L(m, f),
pMobeD) = s ()

L(m, f) = p/ f”dm+/<1—/yf) dm(7).

By choosing f, = k > 2/, we clearly have
¥) = Pdm + 1-— d < ¢, — (D), = —m(X)KP,
tm gy = [ rame [(1- [ 1)an) <o), a= jmx)

so that choosing D, < 1 - Mod, ¢(I') and ¢, sufficiently big, the set {w € M, (I') : L(m, f.) = Dy}
is not empty (it contains the null plan) and it is contained in the compact set {w € M (T") : w(T") <
¢, — D, }. Condition (A.12) is thus satisfied and we deduce

1
—Mod, .(I') = max inf L(w
p pe(l) mEM (T) FECH(X) (. )

— - dn(y) — - | frd
20 [ [ 49700 f

(820)
= max ([ Barq T Con O
Jmax (L) — - Barj() (D).

Theorem 9.1 has an important implication in terms of Choquet capacity; we refer to [25, Chap. III,
§2] and to the brief account given in Section A.4 of the Appendix. Recall that Z(Y) (resp. % (V"))
will denote the collection of all the Borel (resp. compact) subsets of a Hausdorff space Y .The defini-
tion and the main properties of Souslin and Analytic sets are briefly recalled in § A.3.

Theorem 9.2. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space.
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(a) Mod,, is a Choquet # (RA(X), Ta)-capacity in RA(X).

(b) For every universally measurable ' C RA(X)

Cont,(I') = sup { Cont,(K) : K cI'K compact}. (9.4)

(¢) If (X,d) is complete and (X, T) is Souslin, then every B(RA(X), Ta)-analytic set T' (in par-
ticular, every Souslin set) is Mod,-capacitable

(d) If (X,d) is complete and (X, T) is Souslin, then every B(RA(X), s )-analytic set T satisfies
Mod,,(T") = Conth(T"). In particular T" is Mod,-negligible if and only if it is B-negligible.

Proof. (a) Proposition 7.2(e,f) and the fact that Mod,, . = Mod,, if the set is compact by Theorem 9.1
give us that Mod,, is a % -capacity in (RA(X), 7a).

(b) By (8.20) for every S < Cont,(I') we can find 7 € B, such that

1 1
—SP < w(T") — = Bary(m).
5 () . q(T)

Since I is 7r-measurable and 7r is Radon, we can find a compact set K C I" such that
1 1 1
-SP < w(K) — = Bary(m) < — Cont,(K),
D q p

which eventually yields (9.4) since .S is arbitrary.

(c) Let us now assume that (X, d) is complete and (X, 7) is Souslin and let us prove that every %-
analytic set is capacitable. By Choquet’s Theorem A.6, it is sufficient to prove that every Borel set is
capacitable. By Corollary 3.7 we know that (RA(X), 7a,da ) admits an auxiliary topology 77 .

Let I be a Borel subset of RA(X). If I" contains a constant arc there is nothing to prove, so that we
can assume that I' C RA((X) = {y € RA(X) : £(v) > 0}. Recalling the definition of the open sets
RA,,(X) given in Lemma 7.3 and Proposition 7.2(e), we know that Mod,(I") = lim,,jo Mod,(T'),
where I';) := I' N RA, (X). It is therefore sufficient to prove that every I';, is capacitable. Let us
fix n > 0; by applying Lemma 7.3 for every ¢ > 0 we can find a compact set K. C RA(X) such
that Mod,,(I';, \ K.) < Mod,(RA,(X) \ K.) < e. Since Mod,, is subadditive, it remains to prove
that I, N K. is capacitable. Notice that K, is also compact with respect to the coarser (metrizable
and separable) topology T/A and the restriction of T/A to K. coincides with 7, so that (K., 7a) is a
Polish space. Since I';, N K. is Borel in K¢, it is also .% -analytic and therefore (being K. compact)
¢ -analytic. By claim (a) above we deduce that I';, N K. is capacitable.

(d) It is an immediate consequence of the previous claims, recalling that every Z-analytic set is
universally measurable. O

9.1 Notes

Theorem 9.1 has been proved in [2] by using a different argument based on Hahn-Banach theorem. The proof
presented here, based on Von Neumann theorem, shows more clearly that the definitions of Mod,, and of Cont,,
rely on dual optimization problems, so that their equality is a nice application of a min-max argument.
Theorem 9.2 strongly relies on Choquet’s Theorem. It is interesting to note that the possibility to separate
distance and topology in e.m.t.m. space expands the range of application and covers the case of general Souslin
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spaces: the use of an auxiliary topology overcomes the difficulty related to the unknown Souslin character of
path spaces (see [25, page 46-111]).

Theorem 9.1 and Theorem 9.2 could be directly stated at the level of modulus and contents on M (X)
instead of RA (X)), see [2]. We will discuss another important case in § 10.2.

Part IV
Weak upper gradients and identification of
Sobolev spaces

10 (Nonparametric) Weak upper gradients and weak Sobolev spaces

In this section we introduce a notion of weak upper gradient modeled on T-test plans, in the usual
setting stated at page 70.
10.1 T,-test plans and T, -weak upper gradients

Recall that the (stretched) evaluation maps & : RA(X) — X are defined by &(v) := R, (), see
(3.53). We also introduce the restriction maps Restr? : RA(X) — RA(X), 0 < s < t < 1, given by

Restrl(y) := q(Rfy_}t), Rfﬁt(r) =R,((1—r)s+rt) rel0,1], (10.1)

where q is the projection map from C([0, 1]; X) to A(X). Restr’, restricts the arc-length parametriza-
tion R of the arc y to the interval [s, ¢] and then “stretches” it on the whole of [0, 1], giving back the
equivalent class in RA(X). Notice that for every v € RA(X)

! —t t
/Rostrg(»y) f=0—=s)() /0 SR (r)) dr = £(v) /s f(Ry(r))dr. (10.2)

Definition 10.1 (Nonparametric T -test plans). Let ¢ = p' € (1,00). We call T, = T,(X) C
My (RA(X)) the collection of all (nonparametric) dynamic plan © € M4 (RA(X)) such that

Barg(mw) < 0o, Zy((ei)ywm) <oo i=0,1; (10.3)

Dynamic plans in T, will be also called T,-test plans.
We call T}, the subset of T, whose plans T satisfy the following property: there exists a constant ¢ > 0
and a compact set K C RA(X) (depending on ) such that

(e)gm <cm,i=0,1, L\ is bounded, continuous and strictly positive, 7(RA(X)\K) = 0.

K
(10.4)
We say that T is a stretchable T,-test plan if
Bary(mw) < 0o, Z,((&)ywm) < oo foreveryt € [0,1]. (10.5)

Notice that 7 is a stretchable T,-test plan if and only if Restr’(w) € T, for every s,t € [0, 1],
s < t. Clearly the class of nonparametric J,-test plans depends on the full e.m.t.m. structure of X;
however, when there is no risk of ambiguity, we will simply write T,.
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Definition 10.2 (T,-negligible sets of rectifiable arcs). Let P be a property concerning nonparametric
arcs in RA(X). We say that P holds Ty-a.e. (or for T4-almost every arc v € RA(X)) if for any
m € T, the set

N :={~: P(y) does not hold }

is contained in a w-negligible Borel set.

Since T, C B, it is clear that for every Borel set I' C RA(X)
Mod,(y) =0 = Cont,(I') =0 = I'is T -negligible. (10.6)

Notice that we can revert the first implication in (10.6) e.g. when (X, 7,d) is a Souslin and complete
e.m.t. space, see Theorem 9.2.

Lemma 10.3. Ifa set N C RA¢(X) is w-negligible for every 7 € Jg then N is Ty-negligible.

Proof. Letus fix w € T, and let 7m; = (e;)ym = h;m with h; € L4(X, m), h; Borel nonnegative. We
set

Hi,k = {l’ e X: hl(:L') < k,’}, H = {’7 € RA(X) : f(’y) <k, ei(v) € Hi,k 1 =0, 1}.

Clearly
lem m(RA(X) \ Hy) < kli_)m (mo(X \ Hog) +m (X \ Hix)) = 0.

We can also find an increasing sequence of compact sets K,, C RA((X) such that the restriction of £ to
K, is continuous and strictly positive and w(RAq(X) \ K,,) < 27", It follows that 7,, := K. AH,,
belongs to T and we can find a Borel set B;, with RAg(X) D B, D N such that 7 (Bn) = 0.
Setting B := N, B,, clearly B D N and 7, (B) = 0 so that w(B) = 0 as well. O

Recall that a Borel function g : X — [0, +-00] is an upper gradient [23] for f : X — R if

‘/ f‘ < /g forevery v € RA(X) where f:=7fn)— f()- (10.7)
oy vy Oy

Definition 10.4 (7,-weak upper gradients). Given f : X — R, a m-measurable function g : X —
[0, 00] is a T4-weak upper gradient (w.u.g.) of f if

/mf

Remark 10.5 (Truncations). If 7' : R — R is a 1-Lipschitz map and g is a T,-w.u.g. of f, then g is
a Tg-wau.g. of T'o f as well. Conversely, if g is a Tg-w.u.g. of fr, := —kV f A k for every k£ € N, it
is easy to see that g is a T,-w.u.g. of f. By this property, in the proof of many statements concerning
Tg-w.u.g. it will not be restrictive to assume f bounded.

< /g < 00 for Ty-almost every v € RA(X). (10.8)
gl

The definition of weak upper gradient enjoys natural invariance properties w.r.t. modifications in
m-negligible sets. We will also show that if g is m-measurable the integral in (10.8) is well defined
for J4-a.e. arc 7.

Proposition 10.6 (Measurability and invariance under modifications in m-negligible sets).
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(@ If f, f : X — R differ in a m-negligible set then for T4-a.e. arc 7y

fo) = fOw). fn) =Fln). foRy=foRy L ae in(0,1). (10.9)
(b) If g is m-measurable then the map s — g(R.,(s)) is £ -measurable for T,-a.e. arc .

() Let f, f : X - Randg,§: X — [0,00] be such that both {f # f} and {g # g} are
m-negligible. If g is a T,-weak upper gradient of f then g is a T,-weak upper gradient of f.

Proof. (@) Let N D {f # f } be a m-negligible Borel set and let 7w € T, be a test plan. We have
/ (/XN) dmw(y) = pr(N) =0 since ur < mand m(N) =0,
gl

so that f,y Xy = {(v) fol XN (R,(s))ds = 0 for mw-a.e. . For any arc ~ for which the integral is null
f(R(~s)) coincides a.e. in [0, 1] with f(R(7s)). The same argument shows the sets {v: flw) #
f ()} € {v:m € N}, t = 0,1 are w-negligible because (e;);m < m, which implies that
w({7: 7 € N}) = (en)em(N) =0.

(b) If g is a Borel modification of g the set {g # g} is a m-negligible set; by the previous Claim (a),
g(R(vs)) coincides #*-a.e. in [0, 1] with the Borel map §(R(vs)) and it is therefore .#’!-measurable.

(¢) follows immediately by Claim (a) as well, since for T -a.e. arc ~y fa,y f = fa,y f and fﬁ/ g =
I, O
y

Remark 10.7 (Local Lipschitz constants of d-Lipschitz functions are weak upper gradients). If f €
Lip, (X, 7,d) then the local Lipschitz constant lip f is an upper gradient and therefore it is also a T;-
weak upper gradient. An analogous property holds for the d-slopes (notice that the topology 7 does
not play any role in the definition)

o ) fl@)x o fly) - f@)]
[D*f|() := d(yl,lgl—m d(y,x) + IDAl(@) = d(z},lf)nﬁo d(y, z)

of an arbitrary d-Lipschitz functions f € By(X): if |Df| is m-measurable (this property is always
satisfied if, e.g., (X, 7) is Souslin, see [9, Lemma 2.6]) then it is a weak upper gradient of f.

It is easy to check that for every o, 8 € R
if g; is a Tg-w.u.g. of f;, 1 = 0,1, then |a|go + |B|g1 is a Tg-w.u.g. of afo + B f1. (10.10)

In particular the set S := {(f, g) : gisa T,-w.u.g. of f} is convex.
If we know a priori the integrability of f and the LP-summability of g then Definition 10.4 can be
formulated in a slightly different way:

Lemma 10.8. Let f € LY(X, m) and g € LP(X,m), g > 0. g is a T,-weak upper gradient of f if
and only if

/ (F(n) = f(90)) dm(7) < / ( A g) dm(y) for every m € Ty, (10.11)

Equivalently, setting m; := (;)ym, i =0, 1,

/ fd(m —m) < / gdpx  foreveryw € T, (10.12)
X X
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Proof. 1t is clear that (10.8) yields (10.11) simply by integration w.r.t. 7r; notice that the integrals in
(10.11) (and in (10.12)) are well defined since 7m; = h;m and p = hm for functions h; € L (X, m)
and h € LI(X, m).

Let us prove the converse implication. It is not restrictive to assume that f, g are Borel. By Lemma
10.3, if (10.8) is not true, there exists a nontrivial test plan 7w € 7" such that the Borel set A := {7 €

RA(X) :| /. o J |> [ . g} satisfies w(A) > 0 (notice that (10.8) is always satisfied on constant arcs).

By possible reducing A we can also find § > 0 such that A’ := {7 € RA(X) : fav f>0+ f,y g}
satisfies w(A’) > 0. Thus defining 7' := 7| /- it is immediate to check that w' € T a further
integration with respect to 7’ of the previous inequality yields

[ (6w = f00)) a') = om(ay + [ ( [ g) am'),

.
which contradicts (10.11). ]
Definition 10.9 (Sobolev regularity along a rectifiable arc). We say that a map f : X — R is Sobolev
(resp. strictly Sobolev) along an arc v if f o R, coincides £*-a.e. in [0,1] (resp. L1 -a.e. in [0,1]
and in {0, 1}) with an absolutely continuous map f., : [0,1] — R. In this case, we say that a map
g: X — Riis a Sobolev upper gradient (S.u.g.) for f along v if {(v)g o R, € L'(0,1) and

<{l(y)go R, ae in|0,1]. (10.13)

d
i
We can give an intrinsic formulation of the (strict) Sobolev regularity with Sobolev upper gradient

g which does not involve the absolutely continuous representative.

Lemma 10.10. Let us suppose that v € RA(X), f,g : X — Rsuch that f o R, {(y)go R, €
LY(0,1), and € (resp. C.) is a dense subset of C1([0, 1]) (resp. of CL(0, 1)).

(a) f is Sobolev along v with Sobolev u.g. g if and only if

1 1
‘—/0 w(t)f(RV(t))dt‘ §€(’y)/0 lp(t)| g(Ry(t)) dt (10.14)

for every p € C..

(b) f is strictly Sobolev along ~ with Sobolev u.g. g if and only if

1 1
PF (B (1) = 0O f (B, 0) ~ [ ¢ (OF R ®)dt] < ) [ 1ot g(R, 1) e
’ ° (10.15)
for every p € C.

In particular, if f, g are Borel maps, the sets of curves v € RA(X) along which fy(\ fl+9) < oo and
f is Sobolev (resp. strictly Sobolev) with S.u.g. g is Borel in RA(X).

Proof. (a) One implication is obvious. If (10.14) holds for every ¢ € C,. then it can be extended to
every € CL(0,1). In particular we have

1
‘—/ ' (t)f(R(t))dt| < C sup |p(t)] where C’::/g
0 t€[0,1] y
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for every ¢ € CL(0,1), so that the distributional derivative of f o R, can be represented by Radon
measure £ € M((0,1)) with finite total variation. (10.14) also yields

1 1
(/ wdu‘ éf(v)/ lplgdt  forevery ¢ € Cy(0,1)
0 0

so that 1 = h.#1 is absolutely continuous w.r.t. £ with density satisfying |h| < /(vy)go R, £ -a..
It follows that f o R, € WH1(0,1) and its absolutely continuous representative f+ satisfies (10.13).

(b) follows as in the previous claim (a); from (10.15) it is also not difficult to check that f., (i) =
foR,(i)fori=0ori=1.

Concerning the last statement, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.13(e), it is not difficult to show
that every bounded (resp. nonnegative) function h and for every ¢» € C([0, 1]) (resp. nonnegative) the
real maps

1
’y»—)/o Y(t)h(v(t))dt are Borelin (C([0,1]; X), 7).

Since by 3.13(d) the map v — R, is Borel from (RA(X),7a) to (C([0,1]; X),7¢) and €, C. are
countable, we deduce that the sets characterized by the family of inequalities (10.14) or (10.15) are
Borel in RA(X). O

Remark 10.11 (Sobolev regularity along T,-almost every arc). By Proposition 10.6(a), it is easy to
check that the properties to be Sobolev or strictly Sobolev along T,-almost every arc with S.u.g. g are
invariant with respect to modification of f and g in m-negligible sets, and thus they make sense for
Lebesgue classes. It is also not restrictive to consider only arcs v € RAg(X).

In the next Theorem we prove that existence of a J,-weak upper gradient yields strict Sobolev
regularity along J,-almost every arc. This property is based on a preliminary lemma which provides
this property for stretchable plans in T7.

Lemma 10.12. Assume that © € T is a stretchable plan and that g : X — [0,00] is a T-weak
upper gradient of a m-measurable function f : X — R. Then f is strictly Sobolev along m-almost
every arc with S.u.g. g, i.e. (10.15) or equivalently

‘%fv <Ul(y)go R, ae in0,1], [fy(i)=f(Ry(:) i€{0,1}, (10.16)

hold for m-almost every v € RA(X).

Proof. Arguing as in Proposition 10.6 it is not restrictive to assume that f, g are Borel function. Since
m € T, we know that there exists a compact set X C RA(X)7 satisfying (10.4). The stretchable
condition (10.5) and an obvious change of variables related to the maps Rfy_” of (10.1) yields for
every s < tin [0, 1] and for 7r-almost every v € X,

1 t
F(Ry (1) = F(Ry())] < (£ — 5)E() /0 g(RE4(r)) dr = £(7) / g(Ry(r))dr,  (10.17)

since Restr’(mw) € T,. We apply Fubini’s Theorem to the product measure #? ® 7 in (0,1)% x K
and we use the fact that the maps characterizing the inequality (10.17) are jointly Borel with respect
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to (s,t,7y) € (0,1)% x XK: here we use the continuity of R from X to BVC,(]0, 1]; X) endowed with
the topology 7¢. It follows that for 7w-a.e. -y the function f satisfies

t
[f (B, (1) = F(Ry(s))| < f(v)/ g(Ry(r))dr  for Z2-ae. (t,5) € (0,1)%
An analogous argument shows that for w-a.e. y

{ | (Ry(5)) = f(70)| < £(7) Jy 9(By(r)) dr
f(n) = ( !<Mfg () dr
Since g o R, € L'(0,1) for w-a.e. v € K with £(y) > 0,, by the next Lemma 10.13 it follows that

foR, € Wh(0,1) for m-a.e. vy and (understanding the derivative of f o R, as the distributional
one)

for Z'-ae. s € (0,1). (10.18)

</l(y)goR, ZL'-ae.in(0,1), form-ae. . (10.19)

er)

We conclude that f o R, € Wh1(0,1) for m-a.e. v, and therefore it admits an absolutely continu-
ous representative f., for which (10.16) holds; moreover, by (10.18) , it is immediate to check that

f(v(#)) = fy(t) fort € {0,1} and 7-a.e. . O
Lemma 10.13. Let f : (0,1) — Rand g € L(0, 1) nonnegative satisfy

| f(t) ( / dr for L*-a.e. (s,t) € (0,1) x (0,1). (10.20)

Then f € W19(0,1) and |f'| < g L -a.e. in (0,1).

We refer to [8, Lemma 2.1] for the proof.
We can considerably refine Lemma 10.12, by removing the assumption that 7 is stretchable and
by considering arbitrary nonparametric dynamic plans in 7.

Theorem 10.14. Assume that g : X — [0,00] is a T,-weak upper gradient of a m-measurable
function f : X — R. Then f is strictly Sobolev and satisfies (10.16) along T,-almost every arc.

Proof. By Lemma 10.3 it is sufficient to prove the property for every 7w € T, so that we can also
assume that there exists a compact set X C RA(X) satisfying (10.4).
For every r € [0,1/3] and s € [2/3, 1] we consider the rescaled plans

7= (Restr})ym, m, := (Restrf);(m) (10.21)

which form two continuous (thus Borel) collections depending on 7 € [0,1/3], s € [2/3,1]. We then
set

1/3 1
= 3/ mtdr, 7w = 3/ w ds. (10.22)
0 2/3
Notice that we can equivalently characterize 7w, 7w~ as the push forward measures of
+ . 1 - 1
=37 ’(071/3)®7rand0' =37 ‘(2/3’1)®7r

through the continuous maps (r,v) ~ Restr!(v) and (s, ) +— Restrg(y) respectively:

T = (Restr!); (3.2 @m), T = (Restrb)ﬁ(&,fl’(z/&l) ®).. (10.23)

(0,1/3)
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Let us check that 7v* belong to Jy and are stretchable. We only consider 7, since the argument for
~ is completely analogous. Recalling Lemma 8.3, for every nonnegative f € C,(X ) we have

/lfdw+(7) (1¥2)3/01/3(//de#?(7)% (122 /1/3 /é / F(R.(s)) ds dm(y )) ar
< 3/01/3 (//Wfdfr(v)) ar'< || £l Barg(r), (10.24)

which shows that Bar,(w™") < Bar, ().
Let us now prove that (&);w+ < m with density in L?(X,m) for every s € [0,1]; setting
ly :=ming £ > 0, if s < 1 we have

[ a@ymt = [ (s ant o) s //3 ([ #rsnamin) ar

1029 4 /01/3 ([ s pann)ar=3 | ( 01/3f (Fr(r(1 = 5) + ) dr ()
- [(/ T 0 06) )

1-s
3 3
S =9 /Afd“(V) = m\\f\\m Bar, (). (10.25)

On the other hand, if s = 1, we can use the fact that (e; )37, = (e )47

/Jw1 )dmt —3/1/3 /f ))dr—3/1/3 /f )dr
Z/fd(el)ﬁTU

so that (e1);w™ = (e1)y7 which has an L7 density w.r.t. m.

Let us now select a Borel representative of f. Applying Lemma 10.12 we know that f is Sobolev
along v and 7~ -almost every arc. Recalling the representation result (10.23) and applying Fubini’s
Theorem, we can find a w-negligible set N C X such that for every v € X \ N the map f is
Sobolev along the arcs Restrl(v) and Restr(y) for Z'-ae. r € [0,1/3] and L -ae. s € [2/3,1]
and (10.16) holds. Choosing arbitrarily » € [0,1/3] and s € [2/3,1] so that such a property holds,
since the absolutely continuous representative f. should coincide along the curve ¢ — R, (%) in the
interval [r, s], one immediately sees that f is Sobolev along -y and (10.16) holds as well. We conclude
that f is Sobolev along 7-a.e. arc and since 7 is arbitrary in T; we get the thesis. U

Remark 10.15 (Equivalent formulation). By a similar argument we obtain an equivalent formulation
of the weak upper gradient property when f is Sobolev along T,-almost every arc: a function g
satisfying fy g < oo for T -almost every arc -y is a T,-weak upper gradient of f if and only if (10.15)
holds for every ¢ in a dense subset of C([0,1]) and T,-almost every arc -, or, equivalently, the
function f, of Definition 10.9 satisfies (10.16) T,-almost everywhere.

10.2 The link with Mod,-weak upper gradients

In this section we will show that the definition of T,-weak upper gradient can be equivalently stated
in terms of Mod,, as in the Newtonian approach to metric Sobolev spaces. Part of the results stated
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here could also be derived as a consequence of the identification Theorem of Section 11, so we will
just sketch the main ideas.

First of all we can associate a g-barycentric entropy to plans in T,: we consider the measure
firx € M4 (X) defined by

/ fimi= [ (700)+ 100 + / fam) = [ ([ £av) dam(a) (10.26)

where M : RA(X) — M (X) has been defined in (7.12). We then set
1

_ 1
gBarZ(ﬂ') = L (fig|m) = 5/ hidm if fix = hm. (10.27)
X

and it is easy to check that -
7 € T, if and only if Bar,(7) < oo. (10.28)

It is clear that ]%/rq(ﬂ') > Bar, () for every dynamic plan 7r. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 8.5
one can also see that for every k > 0

if (X, d) is complete then the set {71' e M4 (RA(X)) : ]§a/rq(7r) < k‘} is compact. (10.29)
By duality we obtain the corresponding notion of content

1 — 1 —9¢
p Cont,(I") := sup {W(P) — ;Barq(ﬂ') ¥ S ‘J'q}, (10.30)

and we can obtain an important characterization of Mod,,, as for Theorems 9.1 and 9.2:

Theorem 10.16.  (a) If T is a compact subset of RA(X) then

Cont, (') = Mod,(T") = Mod,,(T"). (10.31)

(b) h//f(;ip is a # (RA(X), Ta)-Choquet capacity in RA(X).

(c) For every universally measurable ' C RA(X)

(TSI?LP(F) = sup { C/(;r?cp(K) KcT, K compact}. (10.32)

(d) If (X,d) is complete and (X, T) is Souslin then every B(RA(X), Ta)-analytic set T is h//f(;ip-
capacitable and satisfies Mod,,(I") = ContZ(F). In particular I' is Mod,,-negligible if and only
if it is Ty-negligible.

We leave the proof to the reader: Claim (a) is based on the same min-max argument of Theorem
9.1 (replacing integration w.r.t. v, with integration w.r.t. 7), Claims (b-d) can be obtained by arguing
as in Theorem 9.2. In fact, the proofs would be slightly easier, since compactness of sublevels of ﬁ“q
and tightness of 1\/4'5?1][, behave better than the corresponding properties for Bar, and Mod,,. It would
also be possible to derive the proofs by a general duality between Mod,, and a corresponding notion
of content in M (X), see [2, §5].

Let us now observe that if we consider only Sobolev regularity along arcs, we can improve Theorem
10.14.
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Proposition 10.17.

(@) If g € LP(X,m), g > 0, is a T4-weak upper gradient of a m-measurable function f : X — R,
then f is Sobolev with S.u.g. g along By-almost every arc; (10.13) holds for B,-almost every
v € RA(X).

(b) If moreover (X,d) is complete and (X, T) is Souslin, then f is Sobolev with S.u.g. g along
Mod,,-almost every arc and (10.13) holds Mod,-a.e.

Proof. (a) It is not restrictive to assume that f and g are Borel. Let us show that for every plan
m € B, fis Sobolev along m-a.e. arc -y and (10.13) holds m-a.e. Since 7 is Radon and both the
properties trivially holds along constant arcs, it is not restrictive to assume that 7r it is concentrated on
a compact set K C RA((X) where / is continuous. In particular the map 7" : (r,7y) — Restr]_,.(7)
is continuous in [0, 1/3] x K. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 10.14 we define

® ), (10.33)

1/3
T, 1= (Restr’i_r)ﬁﬂ', = 3/0 o dr = Tﬁ(3$1|(071/3)

and by calculations similar to (10.24) and (10.25) we can check that @ € T,. By Theorem 10.14 we
deduce that f is Sobolev along 7r-a.e. arc and (10.13) holds for 7-a.e. . Applying Fubini’s Theorem
we can find a 7r-negligible Borel set N C RA(X) such that for every v € RA(X) \ N f is Sobolev
with S.u.g. g along the arcs Restr|_,.(y) for Z!-a.e. r € (0,1/3). Forevery v € RA(X)\ N we can
thus find a vanishing sequence 7, J 0 such that f is Sobolev and (10.13) holds along Restr’{irn ().
We can thus pass to the limit and obtain the same properties along .

(b) As in the previous Claim, it is not restrictive to assume f, g Borel; by Remark 10.5 we can also
suppose that f is bounded. Let us consider a countable dense subset C. of C1(0, 1) and let us define
the sets

Ap = {’y € RA(X) : /g < oo}, (10.34)

1 1
Bo={vedo:| /0 & (0 (R (1) e < £() /0 ()] g(R, (1)t for every € €.
(10.35)

By Theorem 3.13(e) Ao is a Borel set; Proposition 7.2(b) shows that Mod,(RAy(X) \ Ap) = 0. By
Lemma 10.10 for every arc v € Ag, f is Sobolev along v with S.u.g. g if and only if v € By. Lemma
10.10 also shows that Ag \ By is Borel. Since by Claim (a) we know that Cont, (Ao \ By) = 0, we
get Mod, (Ao \ By) = 0 by Theorem 9.2(d). O

According to the Definition 10.9, Proposition 10.17 ensures that for Mod,,-a.e. arc -y a function f
with T,-w.u.g. in LP(X, m) coincides .#!-a.e. with an absolutely continuous function f~- We can in
fact prove a much better result, which establishes a strong connection with the theory of Newtonian
Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 10.18 (Good representative). Let us suppose that (X,d) is complete and (X, 1) is Souslin.
Every m-measurable function f with a Tg-w.au.g. g € LP(X, m) admits a Borel m-representative f
such that f o R, is absolutely continuous with S.u.g. g along Mody-a.e. arc 7y (and a fortiori along
Jq-a.e. arc).
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Proof. As usual, it is not restrictive to assume that f, g are Borel maps, f bounded. We will also
denote by f, the absolutely continuous representative of f o 2, whenever f is Sobolev along .

Claim 1: There exists h € L' (X, m), such that

f is Sobolev with S.u.g. g along all the arcs of H := {7 € RAp(X) : / h < oo}. (10.36)
2l

f is strictly Sobolev with S.u.g. g along all the arcs of

Hy = {7 € RAY(X) : h(0) + h(m) + / h < oo}.
v

Notice that Hy C H, Mod,(RAq(X) \ H) = 0, and Mod,(RA((X) \ Ho) = 0.
By Proposition 10.17 and Proposition 7.2(b) we can find a Borel function ' € Ujr (X, m) such that
f is Sobolev with S.u.g. g along all the arcs of H' := {’y € RA(X) : fv n < oo}. Notice that
Mod,(RAo(X) \ H') = 0.

In order to get (10.37) we argue as in the proof of Proposition 10.17(b): we fix a countable set C
dense in C1([0, 1]) and we consider the sets

(10.37)

A= {’y € RA(X) : /g < oo}, (10.38)
v

B :

1
{reas e, m) - er ) - [ dorm e <
1
14 ’y)/ lo(t)| g(R,(t))dt forevery p € G}, (10.39)
0

By Theorem 3.13(e) A is a Borel set; Proposition 7.2(b) shows that Mod »(RA(X) \ 4) = 0. By
Lemma 10 10 for every arc v € A, f is Sobolev along ~ and (10.16) holds 1f and only if v € B, so
that Contp(A \ B) = 0. Lemma 10.10 also shows that B is Borel, so that Mod »(RA(X)\B) =0
by Theorem 10.16(d). We can eventually apply Proposition 7.2 to find h{, € £ ! (X, m) such that f is
Sobolev with S.u.g. g along all the arcs of H) := {7 € RA¢(X) : hf)(%) + h{)(m) + fﬁf hy < oo}
We can eventually set h := h' + hy, and define the sets H and H accordingly.

Claim 2: Ifv,7" € H and R (r) = R/(r") for some r,v" € [0, 1] then f,(r) = f(r").

Let us argue by contradiction assuming that there exist 7,7’ € H and r,7’ € [0,1] such that R, (r) =

R, (r") = x but fy(r) # f,(r'). Up to a possible inversion of the orientation of  or +' it is not

restrictive to assume that » > 0 and ' < 1. We can then consider the curve " obtained by gluing
_ = Restr§(v) and 74 = Restrl, (v'), with £(4") = ré(y) + (1 — r)e(v'). Clearly 4" € RA(X)

and fﬁ/,, h = f% h + fﬁ/+ h < oo, so that v/ € H as well. Moreover, if v’ = rf(y)/(y") we

have RE]YTTN(t) = RY7"(t) and R;l/l/_’l(t) = Rzl,_”(t) for every t € [0, 1]. It follows that f.,(t) =

fy(rt/r") for t € [0,7"] and fyr(t) = fo(r' + (1 =)t — ") /(1 — ")) so that limyy., for (t) =
fy(r) # limy,, fyr(t) = f, ("), which conflicts with the fact that f. is absolutely continuous.

Claim 3: Let us set

. {f»y(r) if 2 = Ry(r) for some v € H and r € [0, 1], (10.40)

fe) = f(x)  otherwise
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Then f is well defined, f(R.) = f. for every v € H, and f(z) = f(z)in {x € X : h(z) < oo}.
In particular { f#f } is m-negligible and f= f~ along Mod,,-a.e. arc (and a fortiori along B, and
Jq-a.e. arc).

The facts that f is well defined and f (Ry) = fy for every v € H follow directly from the previous
claim. Let us now argue by contradiction and let us suppose that there exists x € X with f (x) # f(x)
and h(x) < co. By definition of f there exists an arc v € H and 7 € [0, 1] such that R, () = z. Since
v € H we know that f,y h < oo: we can thus find s € [0,1] \ 7 such that h(R,(s)) < co. Assuming
that 7 < s (otherwise we switch the order of r and s), we can consider the arc 7' := Restr; () which
satisfies fﬁ/, h < f,y h < oo and h(R,(0)) = h(Ry(r)) = h(z) < oo and h(R/(1)) = h(R,(s)) <
00. We deduce that v/ € Hy so that f is strictly Sobolev along ' and therefore f(x) = f(R.(0)) =
[y (Ry(0)) = f(Ry(0)) = f(x), a contradiction. O

Let us apply the previous representation Theorem to prove the equivalence of the notion of T,-
w.u.g. with the “Newtonian” one introduced in [58].

Definition 10.19 (Newtonian weak upper gradient). Let f € LP(X,m). We say that f belongs to the
Newtonian space NYP(X) if f is absolutely continuous along Mod,-a.e. arc v € RA((X) and there
exists a nonnegative g € LP(X, m) such that

‘/ f‘ < /g for Mody-a.e. arc v € RAy(X). (10.41)
oy ¥

In this case, we say that g is a NV'P-weak upper gradient of f.

Functions with Mod,-weak upper gradient have the important Beppo-Levi property of being ab-
solutely continuous along Mod,-a.e. arc y. Because of the implication (10.6), functions with Mod,,-
weak upper gradient have also T,-weak upper gradient. A priori there is an important difference
between the two definitions, since Definition 10.19 is not invariant w.r.t. modifications of f in a m-
negligible set. However, as an application of Theorem 10.18, we can show that these two notions are
essentially equivalent modulo the choice of a representative in the equivalence class:

Corollary 10.20. Let us suppose that X is a complete Souslin e.m.t.m. space. A function f €
LP(X, m) admits a T,-weak upper gradient g € LP(X,m) if and only if there is a Borel representative
f:X = Rwith m({ f#f }) = 0 which belongs to the Newtonian space NYP(X). Equivalently, fis
absolutely continuous along Mod,-a.e. arc and g satisfies (10.41) Mod,,-a.e. In particular, the class
of Tg-w.u.g. for f coincides with the class of N LP_y.u.g. for a suitable Borel representative f of f.

10.3 Minimal T,-weak upper gradient and the Sobolev space W7 (X, T,).

We want now to characterize the minimal T,-w.u.g. of a function and the corresponding notion of
Sobolev space. We first prove two important properties. The first one directly involves the characteri-
zation of Theorem 10.14.

Proposition 10.21 (Locality). Let f : X — R be m-measurable and let g1, g be weak upper gradi-
ents of f w.rt. Tq. Then min{gi, g2} is a Ty-weak upper gradient of f.

Proof. We know from Theorem 10.14 that f is Sobolev along T,-almost every arc. Then, the claim is
a direct consequence of Remark 10.15 and (10.16). O

Another important property of weak upper gradients is their stability w.r.t. weak LP convergence.
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Theorem 10.22 (Stability w.r.t. weak convergence). Assume that f, € L'(X,m) and that g, €
LP(X, m) are T,-weak upper gradients of fu. If fn — f weakly in L*(X,m) and g, — g weakly in
LP(X,m) as n — oo, then f is Sobolev along Ty-a.e. arc and g is a Ty-weak upper gradient of f.

Proof. We can apply Lemma 10.8: we fix a test plan w € T and set hg,hy € L*(X,m), h €
L7(X,m) such that

(eo)ﬁﬂ' =T = hom, (el)ﬁﬂ' =71 = hlm, Mg = hm.

Since gy, is a T,-weak upper gradient for f,, we know that

/and(ﬂl—ﬂo)Z/an(hl—ho)dmg/Xgnd,uﬂ:/Xgnhdm.

Passing to the limit by weak convergence in L' and L” we immediately get

/ fd(m — m) / gdpir. (10.42)

Since m € T, is arbitrary, we conclude. O

We can now formalize the notion of J,-minimal weak upper gradient. For the sake of simplicity,
here we will consider only the case of functions with T,-w.u.g. in LP(X, m).

Definition 10.23 (Minimal T,-weak upper gradient). Let f € L'(X, m) be a m-measurable function
with a T,-weak upper gradient in LP(X, m). The T,-minimal weak upper gradient |Df|,, 5, of f is
the Ty-weak upper gradient characterized, up to m-negligible sets, by the property

IDflwg, <9 m-a.e. in X, for every T,-weak upper gradient g of f. (10.43)

Uniqueness of the minimal weak upper gradient is obvious. For existence, let us consider a mini-
mizing sequence (g, )neny C LP(X, m) for the problem

inf { / g’ dm : gis a T ,-weak upper gradient of f } .
X

We immediately see, thanks to Theorem 10.22, that we can assume with no loss of generality that
Gn — oo In LP(X,m) and g is the T,-weak upper gradient of f of minimal LP-norm. This mini-
mality, in conjunction with Proposition 10.21, gives (10.43) for D f|, 7, := goo-

Definition 10.24 (The weak (T, p)-energy and the Sobolev space W1P(X,T,)). Let f € L'(X, m)
with a Tq-weak upper gradient g € LP(X, m). The weak (T, p)-energy of f is defined by

wCEy, 7, (f) = wCEp( / DSy, d (10.44)

If moreover f € LP(X,m) we say that f belongs to the space W'P(X,T,). WHP(X, T,) is a Banach
space endowed with the norm

”f”gyl,p(xgq) = / (fp + ‘Df’ig) dm = HfHLp(Xm + WCEp,‘Tq(f)' (10.45)
X
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Remark 10.25 (The T,-notation). Even if we will mainly use minimal w.u.g. induced by T-test plan,
we will keep the explicit occurrence of T, in the notation |D f|,, 7, and wCE,, 5, in order to distinguish
these notions from other definitions of weak upper gradients based on different class of test plan (also
on parametric arcs), which usually share the symbol |D f|,,. We will use the shorter notation wCE,
only when no risk of confusion will be possible.

By using the same approach, the construction of the minimal p-weak upper gradient [D f|,, n1.»
can also be performed for functions in the Newtonian space N'1(X), and gives raise to the (semi)norm

80y = [ (177 + DI ) i (10.46)

Taking Corollary 10.20 into account we easily have:

Corollary 10.26 (The link with the Newtonian space N'P(X)). Let us suppose that X is a complete
Souslin e.m.t.m. space. (The Lebesgue equivalence class of) every function f € NYP(X) belongs
to lep(X,‘.Tq). Conversely, every function f € Wl’p(X,‘J'q) has an equivalent representative f in
NYP(X) with . .

Dflwg, = Dflwnie ae, |fllwirxg,) = I1flvie). (10.47)

It is easy to check using (10.10) and Theorem 10.22 that the weak Cheeger energy wCE,, 7, is a
convex, p-homogeneous, weakly lower-semicontinuous functional in L' (X, m). It is also easy to state
a first comparison with the strong Cheeger energy CE, (the corresponding inequalities for CE, ., and
|D f|, .- follow trivially by (6.40) and (6.41)).

Lemma 10.27. Every function f € H'P(X) belongs to W'P(X, T,) and
CE,(f) > WCEpJq(f), IDf|« > |Df|w7g'q m-a.e. in X. (10.48)
Proof. We already notice that for a Lipschitz function f € Lip, (X, 7,d) lip f is a T;-w.u.g. so that

pCE,(f) > wCE, 7, (f). (10.49)

It is then sufficient to take an optimal sequence f,, € Lip,(X, 7, d) as in (5.9) and to apply the stability
Theorem 10.22. U

Proposition 10.28 (Chain rule for minimal weak upper gradients). If f € L'(X, m) has a T,-weak
upper gradient in LP (X, m), the following properties hold:

(a) for any £ -negligible Borel set N C R it holds |D f |, 5, = 0 m-a.e. on f~(N).

(b) IDO(f)lwg, = &' ([)IDf|w7, m-a.e. in X, with the convention 0 - co = 0, for any nondecreas-
ing function ¢, Lipschitz on an interval containing the image of f.

Proof. We use the equivalent formulation of Remark 10.15 and the well-known fact that both (a) and
(b) are true when X = R endowed with Euclidean distance and Lebesgue measure and f is absolutely
continuous. We can prove (a) setting

Glz) = IDflwg,(x) if f(z) € R\ N;
' 0 if f(x) e N

and noticing the validity of (a) for real-valued absolutely continuous maps gives that G is T,-weak
upper gradient of f. Then, the minimality of |D f|,, 7, gives [Df[, 7, < G m-ae. in X.

By a similar argument based on (10.16) we can prove that [Dé( f)]w,7, < ¢'(f)|Dflw,7, m-a.e. in
X. Then, the same subadditivity argument of Theorem 5.12(c) provides the equality m-a.e. in X. [J
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10.4 Invariance properties of weak Sobolev spaces

In this section we will state a few useful results on the behaviour of weak Sobolev spaces with respect
to some basic operations.

Restriction

Lemma 10.29. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let Y C X be a d-closed set such that
m(X \'Y) = 0. Then every dynamic plan 7 € B, is concentrated on RA(Y").

Proof. Letm € M4 (RA(X)) with Bary(7) < oo. Setting Z := X \ Y we have

/Ldew<v>:Ldeuﬂ=0

since p, < mand m(Z) = 0. We deduce that for 7r-a.e. ¢ fv Xz =0,ie LY {t€[0,1]: R,(t) €
Z}) = 0. Since Z is d-open, it follows that R ([0,1]) C Y, i.e. w-a.e. v belongs to RA(Y"). O

Corollary 10.30 (Invariance of WP by restriction). Let Y C X be a d-closed set such that m(X \
Y) = 0. Setting Y := (Y, 7,d,m), we have W'P(X,T,) = WLP(Y;T,) and for every Sobolev
function f the minimal T,(X)-weak upper gradient coincides with the minimal T,(Y)-weak upper
gradient.

Measure preserving isometric embeddings

Let X = (X, 7,d,m) and X' = (X', 7/,d’, m’) be e.m.t.m. spaces and let suppose that ¢ : X — X’ is
a measure-preserving embedding according to Definition 2.28. We will call ‘J'[/] = T,(X') the class of
nonparametric test plans in M (RA(X")).

Starting from ¢ we can define a continuous injective map J : C([0,1]; X) — C([0,1]; X’) by
setting J(vy) := ¢ o 7. Thanks to the isometric property of ¢, J(BVC([0,1]; X) c BVC([0,1]; X")
and clearly J is preserves equivalence classes of curves, so that J induces a continuous injective map
from RA(X) to RA(X’) satisfying

/ /f ot, U(Jy)=4L(y) foreveryy e RA(X), f' € By(X'). (10.50)
Jy

It is interesting to notice that
¢ is surjective = J is surjective. (10.51)
In fact, given an arc v/ € RA(X’) we can consider the curve R := 1! o R, which satisfies
d(R(s), R(t)) = d'(Ry(s), Ry (t)) = £(y")[t — 5|
so that R € Lip,([0,1]; (X,d)) € BVC([0,1]; (X,d)) and v = q(R) € RA(X) with Jy = /.

Lemma 10.31. For every dynamic plan = € M (RA(X)) the push forward w' := Jyx is a dynamic
plan in M (RA(X")) satisfying

x = Ul /E ) dar(~y /E ydw'(v), (e’ = y((ei)ym) i=0,1.  (10.52)

In particular
Bar,(w') = Bar,(m) (10.53)

and 7' belongs to Ty, if and only if m belongs to T,
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Proof. For every nonnegative f’ € Cy(X’) we have by (10.50)

[ #um = | L rae) = [ [ pam() 2 / L frovdn(z) = [ o dun

which shows the first identity of (10.52). The second follows easily by choosing f = 1 and the third
identity is a consequence of the relation e; o J = 1o e;, 7+ = 0,1. Since ¢ is injective, (10.53) is a
consequence of the general properties of relative entropy functionals

Barl(n') = L (pn [0') = L1y [tym”) = L (pir|m) = Bard (7). (10.54)
A similar argument shows that Z9((e;)y7'|m’) = 29((&;)y7|m). O
A simple but important application of the previous two Lemma yields the following result.

Theorem 10.32. Let 1 : X — X' be a measure-preserving isometric imbedding of X into X'. For
every f' € WhP(X', T)) the function f := o* f' belongs to W' (X, T,) and

IDflwg, < L*(]Df’]w,gé) m-a.e. in X. (10.55)

If moreover u is surjective or (X, d) is complete then 1* is an isomorphism between WP (X/, T7,) and
WLP(X, T,) whose inverse is v, and

IDflwg, = (IDf'fwg) m-ae inX. (10.56)

Proof. Letg' € LP(X',m’) be a Tj-weak upper gradient of f"in X" and let 7 € T,. We want to show
that g := ¢*¢' € LP(X,m) is a T,-weak upper gradient for f: we use the equivalent characterization
(10.12) of Lemma 10.8.

For every plan w € T, Lemma 10.31 shows that 7’ := Jymw € Ty with iz = 1341, and (e; )y’ =
t4(e;)ym. We then obtain

/fdﬂ'()—/ fdmz/ f’OLdWO—/ f’obdmz/ f,d(Lﬁﬂ'Q)—/ f’d(Lﬁm)
X X X X X X
— [ ram- [ rami< [ o
X/ X X/

=/Xg’d(éww)=/g’wdﬂw:/gdﬂﬂ.

If ¢ is surjective, then J is surjective by (10.51), so that the very same argument shows that any T,-
weak upper gradient for f € LP(X, m) yields a weak ‘J'(’Z weak upper gradient ¢’ := 1,g for ¢, f in
LP(X',m') with [|¢'[| La(x7m) = ||9]l La(x,m) thus showing (10.56).

When (X, d) is complete then (¢(X),d") is complete (and therefore d’-closed) in X', so that by
Corollary 10.30 WP (,(X), 7/, d,m’;T;) = Whe(X' 7 d' w; T;,) with equality of minimal Ty -
weak upper gradients. On the other hand, ¢ : X — ¢(X) is a measure preserving surjective embedding
and we can apply the previous statement. ]

Length distances and conformal invariance

We refer to the definitions and notation of Section 4.
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Lemma 10.33. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let 6 : X x X — [0, +0o0] an extended
distance such that

(X, 7,0) is an extended metric-topological space, d < 4§ <d, in X x X. (10.57)

Then WP (X, 7,d,m;T,) = WHP(X, 1,8, m;T,) and the corresponding minimal weak T,-upper
gradients coincide.

Proof. We know that the class of rectifiable arcs RA(X,d) and RA(X,d) coincide, since d; = Jy,
with the same length. Therefore, the corresponding classes of dynamic plans in T, coincide. O

By the previous result, we can always replace d with dj, dj or dj’ in the definition of the Sobolev
spaces. We can also use dy whenever dy is 7-continuous or when (X, 7) is compact.

Remark 10.34. The (easy) proof of the previous Lemma shows that the definition of the Sobolev
space WLP(X 1,8, m; T4) can be extended to a slightly more general setting: in fact, the condition
that (X, 7,0) is an e.t.m. space can be relaxed by asking that there exists an extended distance d :
X x X — [0, 400] such that

(X,7,d)isanetm.space and d <4 <d,. (10.58)

We now discuss the case of a conformal distance d, induced by a continuous function g € Cp(X)
with infx g > 0.

Proposition 10.35. Ler X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space, let g € Cy(X) with0 < mg < g <
M, < oo, and let 6 : X x X — [0,400] be an extended distance such that

X' = (X, 7,8, m) is an e.m.t.m. space, d; <6<dy inX xX. (10.59)

Then T4(X) coincides with T, := Ty(X'), a function f € LP(X,m) belongs to the Sobolev space
WhP(X/; ‘J';) ifand only if f € W1P(X, Ty), and the corresponding minimal T,-weak upper gradients
in X and in X' (which we call |Df|, x and |D f|y, x: respectively) satisfy

IDflwx =g~ ' Dflwx- (10.60)

Proof. Denoting by fv’ the integration of a function f along an arc -y with respect to the ¢ arc-length,
we can easily check that
/ f= /gf- (10.61)
v Y
It follows that if w € T,
[ [ty = [ [arant) = [of dun= [ ety sty = gun.
Y v

We deduce that
mi L (prlm) < L9 (prm) < MIL (pir|m)

so that T, = ‘J';. If h € LP(X,m) is a weak T,-upper gradient for f in X we have

/fd(wo—m) < /hdu,, = /g(g—lh) dpr = /g—lhdu;,

which shows that g~ 1A is a T,-weak upper gradient for f in X'. O
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10.5 The approach by parametric dynamic plans

Let us give a brief account of the definition of the Sobolev space W1 by parametric dynamic plans
[9, 2], i.e. Radon measures on suitable subsets of C(]0, 1]; (X, 7)), and their relations with the notions
we introduced in the previous Sections.

We first define the space ACY(]0, 1]; X) as the collection of curves v € BVC([0, 1]; (X, d)) such
that V, is absolutely continuous with derivative || := VV’ € L7(0,1). The g-energy of a curve 7 is
defined by

1
Eq(y) == /0 |9]9dt if v € ACI([0, 1]; X) E4(vy) := 400 otherwise; (10.62)

it defines a 7¢-lower semicontinuous map. It follows in particular that AC?([0, 1]; X) is a F;, (thus
Borel) subset of C([0, 1]; (X, 7)).
Recall that e, : C([0, 1]; (X, 7)) — X is the evaluation map e;(y) = ~(¢).

Definition 10.36 (Parametric g-test plan, [9, 8]). We denote by T the collection of all the Radon
probability measures o on C([0, 1]; (X, 7)) satisfying the following two properties:

(T1) there exists My > 0 such that

(er)go < Mgm  foreveryt € [0,1]. (10.63)

(T2) o is concentrated on AC?([0,1]; X), i.e. o (C([0, 1]; (X, 7) \ AC%([0,1]; X)) = 0;

We will call Ty the subset of dynamic plans in Ty with finite q-energy:

Eq(o) = /Eq(y) do(v) < oc. (10.64)

We will say that a set ¥ C C([0,1]; (X, 7)) is Ty-negligible (resp. T}-negligible) if o(X) = 0 for
every o € Ty (resp. o € T).

As usual, we will say that a property P on curves of C([0, 1]; (X, 7)) holds T-a.e. if the set where
P does not hold is T';-negligible.

Notice that if a set X is T} -negligible then it is also T, negligible: it is sufficient to approximate
every plan o € T, by an increasing sequence of plans satisfying (10.64).

Starting from the notion of T ;-exceptional sets, we can introduce the corresponding definition of
T;,-weak upper gradient and Sobolev space.

Definition 10.37 (T ,-weak upper gradient). We say that a function f € LP(X,m) belongs to the
Sobolev space WP (X, T,) if there exists a function g € L‘Z(X ,m) such that

1
(1) — F((0)] < /0 (v () 31(8) at (10.65)

for Tg-a.e. v € ACY([0, 1]; X). Every function g with the stated property is called a T g-w.u.g. of f.

The properties of Sobolev functions in WP (X, T,) can be studied by arguments similar to the
ones we presented in § 10.1 and § 10.3, obtaining corresponding results adapted to the parametric
T4-setting: we refer to [9, 8] for the precise statements and proofs.



99

However, by adapting the arguments of [2], it is possible to prove directly that the notions of T,

and T, weak upper gradient coincide, obtaining the equivalence of the corresponding Sobolev spaces
WLP(X,T,) and WLP(X, T,).
First of all, it is not difficult to check that for every f € LP(X,m) and g € £% (X, m)

gisaTg-wug. of f = gisaTg wug. of f, (10.66)

since for every parametric dynamic plan o € T} the corresponding nonparametric version 7 := ¢yo
belongs to T,; recall that we denoted by q : C([0,1]; (X, 7)) — A(X, 7) the quotient map. In fact

(&)ym = (e;)y0 < Mom i =0,1,

and for every bounded Borel function f : X — R

/Lfdﬂ // 1 do //f DIil(8) der ()
/ /ff” ) dt /pEl/q( )do (1) <el/p // FP(n(t)) dt dor(n ))”p
gc‘:;/l’ /O/Ofp(et(n))da(n)dt> /pg(Mc,Sp)l/p(/Xfpdm)l/p.

We can deduce that for every I' C RA(X)
I' is T-negligible = q_1 (I') is T4-negligible (10.67)

and therefore we get (10.66). In order to prove the converse property we introduce the notion of
parametric barycenter of a Radon measure o € M (C([0, 1]; (X, 7))): itis the image measure g5 :=
ey(o ® L) € M4 (X), which satisfies

1
/fdga:// f(et(y))dtda(y) forevery f € By(X). (10.68)
X 0

We say that o has parametric barycenter in L9(X,m) if oo = hym < m for a density hy €
L1(X,m).
The proof of the converse implication of (10.66) is based on the following two technical Lemmata.

Lemma 10.38. Ler us suppose that g € L8 (X, m) is a Tg-waug. of f € LP(X,m) and let o €
M4 (C([0,1]; (X, T))) be a dynamic plan satisfying (10.64) and

()0 < Mm<m i=0,1, 0 < Mm  fora constant M > 0. (10.69)

Then (10.65) holds for o-a.e. .

Proof. The argument is similar (but simpler) than the one used for the proof of Theorem 10.14. For
0 < r < s < 1 we consider the Borel maps D;f, D : C([0,1], X) x [0,1] — C([0,1]; (X, 7))
defined by

DTy, r)(t) :=~((r + ) A1), D7 [y,s](t) :=((t = 5) V 0).

We then set A := 3211 (1/3,2/3) and which can also be characterized as

o" =D )(o®A), o =D )ic®N).
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We easily get for every ¢ > 2/3 (e;)y0+ = (e1)300 < Mm, whereas for every ¢ € [0,2/3) and every
nonnegative Borel f : X — R

f(er() do* () = 3
/ /

1/3

2/3

([ rote+nandoe))d

] 3/1i:_t)A2/3 ([ 106 +0r0em)ar+ajs—o. [ sam)art)

§3/dega+/xfd(e1)a0§4M/dem

so that (e;);0t < 4Mm for every ¢ € [0,1]. An analogous calculation holds for o~ so that both
satisfy (3.28). Since E,(D*(v,7)) < Ey() for every r € [0, 1] we also get (10.64). We deduce that
o", 0 belong to T, so that (10.65) holds for &% and o~ -a.e. curve . Applying Fubini’s theorem,
we can find a common Borel and o-negligible set N C C([0,1]; (X, 7)) such that (10.65) for every
v € ACY([0,1]; X) \ N

F(1(1 = 8)) = F((0)] = |F(D~ [7.8](1)) = F(D~ 7.5 (0))]
1
< [ gt =) vl - 9) Vo de
0

1—s
- /0 dO)FI(1) dt forae. s € (1/2,3/2)
and similarly
|f(v(1)) = fF(y ()] = [F(DT [y, 7] (1)) = F(DF [, 7)(0))]

1
< / gV (E+7) A DA ((E = 5) A )] dt
0

1
:/ g(YEFI(E) dt forae. 7 € (1/2,3/2)

For every v € ACY(]0, 1]; X') we can thus find a common value r = 1 — s € (1/2,3/2) such that the
previous inequality hold, obtaining
1

1
g (D1 dt = /0 g+ (1)A](1) dt,

which yields (10.65). O

1—s
(D) - F((0)] < /0 (4 ()18 dt + /

T

The second Lemma is a reparametrization technique taken from [2, Theorem 8.5].

Lemma 10.39. For every nonparametric dynamic plan 7w € T there exists a parametric dynamic
plan o satisfying (10.69) such that
T L (yo. (10.70)

Combining Lemma 10.38 and 10.39 we obtain the following result, which shows the equivalence
of the parametric and nonparametric approaches.

Corollary 10.40. For every f € LP(X, m) and g € L' (X, m)
gisaTgwug of f <<= gisaTswug of f. (10.71)
In particular WP (X, T,) = WLP(X, T,).
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Proof. We have only to prove the converse implication of (10.66). Let g € L‘i(X ,m) be a Ty-
w.u.g. and let 77 € T;. By Lemma 10.39 there exists a parametric dynamic plan o satisfying (10.69)
such that m < qyo. By Lemma 10.38 we know that (10.65) holds for o-a.e. curve, i.e.

[f(71) = f(0)| < /g for qyo-a.e. v € RA(X).
¥

Since 7w < qyo we deduce that (10.11) holds as well, so that we can apply Lemma 10.8. O

Remark 10.41. As for Cheeger’s energy and the relaxed gradient, if no additional assumption on
(X, 7,d, m) is made, it is well possible that the weak upper gradient is trivial. We will discuss this
issue in the next Theorem 11.9.

10.6 Notes

§10.1 and § 10.3 contain new definitions of weak upper gradient and weak Sobolev spaces based on the class
of T,-weak upper gradients. It has some useful characteristics:

- itinvolves measures on nonparametric arcs; notice that the notion of upper gradient is inherently invariant
w.rI.t. parametrization, so arcs provide a natural setting;

- it is invariant w.r.t. modification on m-negligible sets;

- it seems quite close to the class B,: one has only to add the control of the initial and final points of the
arcs o

- the corresponding Modulus Mod,, is strictly related to Mod,, so that via the selection of a “good repre-
sentative” the Sobolev class WP (X, T,) coincides with N7 (X);

- it is directly connected with the dual of the Cheeger energy.

Of course, the study of the properties of the 7, w.u.g. retains many ideas of the corresponding analysis based on
Radon measures on parametric curves [9, 8] as the stability, the Sobolev property along J7-a.e. arc, the chain
rule. The rescaling technique of Theorem 10.14 has been also used in [2].

It is worth noticing that Corollary 10.26 could also be derived as a consequence of Theorem 11.7, as in [9, 8].
Here we followed the more direct approach of [2], which shows the closer link between W17 and NP,

§ 10.2 combines various methods introduced by [2]: apart from some topological aspects, Theorem 10.16 is
a particular case of the identity between Modulus and Content at the level of collection of Radon measures,
Proposition 10.17 uses the invariance of the Sobolev property by restriction and Theorem 10.18 is strongly
inspired by [2, Theorem 10.3].

§ 10.4 contains natural invariance properties of weak Sobolev spaces: the most important one is (10.56) of
Theorem 10.32, which will play a crucial role in the final part of the proof of the identification Theorem 11.7.

§ 10.5 contains a brief discussion of the equivalence between the nonparametric and parametric approaches to
weak upper gradients and weak Sobolev spaces. It uses some of the arguments of [2] to show that the two
approaches lead to equivalent definitions.

11 Identification of Sobolev spaces

In this Section we will prove the main identification Theorem for the Sobolev spaces H'*(X, <) and
WLP(X,T,) when (X,d) is complete. As a first step we study a dual characterization of the weak

(T4, p)-energy.
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11.1 Dual Cheeger energies
For every 1, 11 € M4 (X) we will introduce the (possibly empty) set

(4o, 1) = {7: € M, (RA(X)), (er)em = u} (11.1)
and we define the cost functional
Dq(po, 1) = inf { Bari(m) : m € H(uo,,ul)}, Dy(10, 1) = +oo  if I(pg, 1) = 0. (11.2)

Notice that TT(pg, p1) is surely empty if po(X) # p1(X).
Let us check that if Z,(p0, 1) < +oo and (X,d) is complete, then the infimum in (11.2) is
attained. Notice that IT( g, 111) is a closed convex subset of M4 (A(X)).

Lemma 11.1. Let us suppose that (X, d) is complete. For every po, p11 € My (X), if Dy(po, p1) <
oo then there exists a minimizer Tyin € I(uo, 1) which realizes the infimum in (11.2). The
set T, (o, 1) of optimal plans is a compact convex subset of M (RA(X)) and for every ™ €
1T, (1o, p11) the induced measure pir is uniquely determined and is independent of the choice of the
minimizer.

Proof. Let 7' € TI(po, p1) with Barg 7/ = E < oo and define X := {7 € II(uo, 1) : Barg(m) <
E}. We can apply Lemma 8.5: for every 7 € II(o, p11) 7(RA(X)) = po(X) so that condition (T1)
is satisfied. Concerning (T2) it is sufficient to we use the tightness of pq to find compact sets H. C X
such that p0(X \ H.) < ¢; clearly

({7 e(y) N H. = 0}) < ({7 : eo(y) N H. = 0}) = uo(X \ H.) < e.

Since the functional Bar, is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence, we conclude
that the minimum is attained. The convexity and the compactness of II,(1, pt1) are also immediate;
the uniqueness of 11, when 7r varies in II, (10, 1) depends on the strict convexity of the L?(X, m)-
norm and on the convexity of II,(uo, 1) O

We want to compare &, with the dual of the pre-Cheeger energy:
pCE} (1) 1= sup { /X Foi= pCE,(): £ € Liny(Xomd)}. o= po = € M(X). (11.3)
Notice that by Lemma A.7 we have the equivalent representation
pCE, (1) = sup { /X fdp: f € Lip,(X,7,d), pCE,(f) < 1}. (11.4)
Whenever © = hm with h € LY(X, m), we can also consider the dual of the Cheeger energy
éCE;(h) .— sup { /X Fhdm— %CEp(f) fe HlvP(X)}, (11.5)

and of the weak (7, p)-energy wCE,, (defined by a formula analogous to (11.5)) that we will denote
by wCE;,. An obvious necessary condition for the finiteness of pCEj, and of CE} is given by

pCE,(u) < +o0 = u(X)=0;  CEj(h) <+o0 = / hdm = 0. (11.6)
b's
Since wCE, (f) < CE,(f) forevery f € LP(X, m)and CE,(f) < pCE,(f) forevery f € Lip,(X,7,d),

it is clear that
wCE,(h) > CE,(h) > pCE,(hm) forevery h € LP(X, m). (11.7)
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Lemma 11.2. For every pg, 1 € M4 (X) we have

D10, 1) > pCE, (1o — f11). (11.8)
If moreover p; = hym with h; € LP(X, m), h; > 0, then
.@q(h()m, hlm) > WCE;(}‘L) h = h() — hl. (11.9)

Proof. We observe that for every 7 € II(po, pt1) we have

1 1
—Bar(m) = sup //gdﬂ' - - /gp dm. (11.10)
q geLt (X,m) vy p

Restricting the supremum to the functions g := lip f for some f € Lip,(X,d, m) and observing that
in this case for every v € RA(X),

f(v) = f(n) S/g (11.11)

v

we get

/Agdw—%/gpdmZ/(f(’Yo)—f(’Yl))dW—gl)pCEp(f)
:/ fd(uo_ﬂl)_lpCEp(f)
. p

so that (11.8) follows by taking the supremum w.r.t. f and the infimum w.r.t. 7.

When p; = h;m with h; € LP(X,m) nonnegative, any dynamic plan 7 € II(ug, p1) with
Bar,(m) < oo belongs to T;,. Restricting the supremum of (11.10) to (the Borel representative of)
functions g = [D f|,,g, for some f € WP(X,T,) it follows that (11.11) holds for T;-a.e. curve, in
particular for 7r-a.e. curve . We can then perform the same integration with respect to 7t and obtain
(11.9). O

112 H=W

The compact case

Let us first consider the case when (X, 7) is compact. For every strictly positive function g € Cy(X)
(we will still use the notation Cy(X) even if the subscript ; is redundant, being X compact) we
will denote by d, the conformal distance we studied in §4.2 and by K4, the Kantorovich-Rubinstein
distance induced by dg, see §2.4. Notice that (X, 7,d,) is a geodesic e.m.t. space thanks to Theorem
4.2,

Theorem 11.3. Let us suppose that (X, ) is compact; then for every pg, 1 € M4 (X) with uo(X) =
w1 (X) we have

1
Dy(po, 1) = Sup{Kdg(Mmul) -5 /Xgp dm: g € Cy(X), g > 0}' (11.12)
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Proof. Let us introduce the convex set

C:= {(g,wo,wl) € (Cb(X))3 tg(x) >0 foreveryz € X} (11.13)

and the dual representation of the convex set IT(ug, 111) given by two Lagrange multipliers g, ¢ €
Cp(X): 7 € (o, p1) if and only if (here ; = e;(y), i =0, 1)

sup )/X% duo—/%(%)dﬂ(v) - (/X% du —/%(%)dﬁ(v)) < H4o0; (11.14)

10,1 €CyH(X

Notice that whenever the supremum in (11.14) is finite, it vanishes. We first observe that

1
-9 ) = inf sup  L((g,%0,9U1); ™
. a (105 1) P NIA ) (e ((9,%0,1);7)

where the Lagrangian function £ is given by

L((g,%0,¢1);m) 12/ ([Yngl/Jl(’Yl) —%(’YO)) d () (11.15)

1
+/¢oduo—/¢1dm——/97’dm,
X X bJx

and it is clearly convex w.r.t. v and concave w.r.t. (g,,%1). We want to apply Von Neumann
Theorem A.8 and to invert the order of inf and sup.
Selecting g, =1, Y14 = 1, 9o, = 0 we see that for every C' > 0 the sublevel

Ko i= {m € RA(X) : £((ge, Yo, Y1,0)im) < C (11.16)

is not empty (it contains the null plan) and compact, since for every m € K we have
1
m(RA(X)) + /@(’y) dm < C + 5m(X) + (X)), (11.17)

so that K¢ is equi-tight, thanks to Theorem 3.13(g) (here we use the compactness of (X, 7)).
We therforetherefore obtain

9, , = su inf L((g,v0,11); 7). (11.18)
(1o, 1) (g’w07wlz)€e reri i o ((9,%0,91); )

We can introduce the conformal (extended) distance generated by g

dg (w0, 1) = inf{/g 17 € RA(X), o =20, 1 = 331} (11.19)
v

observing that if the triple (g, %, 1)1) does not belong to the subset of C

¥i= {(9,1/10,1/11) € Cp(X)? 1 g > 0, Yo(zo) — P1(x1) < dg(zo,21) forevery o, 21 € X}
(11.20)
we would have
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On the other hand, if (g, ¥, 1) € X the infimum in (11.18) is attained at 7 = 0 so that
. 1
1nf5((97¢07¢1);7")=/ ¢0duo—/ 1/1161#1——/ g’ dm
T X X pPJx
and therefore (11.18) reads
1 P
Dy(po, p1) = SUP{ Yodpo — [ rdpr — = [ gPdm: (g,%0,¢1) €5, g > 0}, (11.21)
X X pJx

which coincides with (11.12) thanks to (4.29). ]

Theorem 11.4. Let us suppose that (X, T) is compact; then for every pg, 11 € M4 (X) we have

Do, p1) = pCE, (o — p11)- (11.22)

Proof. Combining (11.12) with (4.30) we easily get

1
@q(uo,ul):sup{/xcpd(uo—ul)—];/Xgpdm:

(11.23)
g€ Cy(X), 9> 0, ¢ € Lipy(X,7,d), liba < g}
so that
(11.23) 1 . *
Dy(po, 1) < sup /wd(uo — 1) — = /hpp(sO) dm = pCE, (1o — 1)
€Lip, (X,7,d) p
Since we already proved that Z,(uo, j11) > pCE, (10 — p1) we conclude. O

Corollary 11.5. Let us suppose that (X, ) is compact. For every h € LI(X, m) with [, hdm = 0
we have

Dy(hym, h_m) = CE;(h) = wCE,(h) = pCE,(hm). (11.24)
Proof. Combining (11.9) and (11.7) we know that for every h € L(X, m)

Dy(hym, h_m) > wCE(h) > CE,(h) > pCE,(hm).
Equality then follows by Theorem 11.4. O

By Fenchel-Moreau duality we can now recover for every f € LP(X, m)

1CEp(f) = sup / hfdm— 1CE;",(h)
p heLi(X,m)J X q

= sup / hfdm — 1WCE;",(h)
heLa(X,m)J X q

1
= EWCEp(f)v

and we obtain the identification of the strong and weak Cheeger energy and of the Sobolev spaces,
including the case of a compatible algebra .7, thanks to Theorem 6.7.
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Corollary 11.6. Let us suppose that (X, T) is compact. Then for every algebra </ compatible with X
we have
HY" (X, o) = H"P(X) = W'"P(X,T,) (11.25)

with equality of norms; in particular
CE,...(f) =CEL(f) = wCE, 7, (f) forevery f € LP(X,m), (11.26)
and for every f € WHP(X,T,)

IDfls,er = [Df]x = |Dflwg, wm-ae inX. (11.27)

The complete case

Let us now extend the previous result to the case when (X, d) is complete, by removing the compact-
ness assumption.

Theorem 11.7. Let us suppose that (X, d) is complete and let </ be an algebra compatible with X.
Then the same conclusions (11.25), (11.26) and (11.27) hold.

Proof. Let us consider the Gelfand compactification X = (X ,%,a,ﬁl) of Theorem 2.34 induced
by 7. Since (X,d) is complete, we can apply Theorem 10.32 and we obtain that ¢, induces an
isomorphism of W1P(X, T,) onto W1P(X,T,) with

IDflwg, = “(IDfl,5,), f=urf (11.28)
Since (X, 7) is compact, by Corollary 11.6 we know that f € H'?(X, &) with

IDfl,. = IDf|, 5, m-ae. (11.29)

Finally, applying Lemma 5.14 we obtain that f = .* f belongs to HP(X, <) with
IDfluer < " (IDSflcr)- (11.30)
Combining the previous inequalities we obtain
IDfls,er < [Df]w,g, m-ae. (11.31)
Recalling (10.48) we conclude. ]

We can also extend to the complete case the dual characterizations of Theorem 11.4 and Corollary
11.5.

Theorem 11.8. Let us suppose that (X, d) is complete. Then for every o, p1 € My (X) we have
D10, 1) = pCE, (1o — f11). (11.32)
and whenever p; = hym with h; € LY X, m) and h = hg — hy

Dy(hom, hym) = CE(h) = wCE(h) = pCE;(hm). (11.33)
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Proof. It is sufficient to prove that Z,(pio, 1) < pCE, (1o — p1). Keeping the same notation of the
previous proof and using the compactification X induced by the canonical algebra .7 = Lip, (X, 7,d),
we consider the Radon measures fi; := tp; € Mo (X). It is easy to check that for every plan
7 € II(po, pu1) the push forward Jym (where J(y) = ¢ o ) belongs to II(fig, fi1) in RA(X), so that
Dq(po, 1) < Dy(fio, fo1). On the other hand, by Lemma 10.29 and the completeness of (¢(X), d),
every plan 7 € II(/i, f11) is concentrated on curves in J(RA(X)) so that Z,(po, 1) = Z4(f0, fi1)-
Recalling that for every f € Lipy(X,7,d) we have f = ['(f) € Lipy(X,7,d) with lip, f(x)) >
lipy f(x) we get

Ty ) = Ziasf) = [ Fato =i = [ (Livg F@))” ana)
f€Lip, X,Td
= sup A/fOLd(,uo—ul)—l/ (Lipaf(L(w))pdm(x)
f€Lip, (X,7,d) X
< o [ £ =) = [ (Livg £(@))” dma) = pCE; 10 — o) O

As a consequence of the above result, we can prove a simple characterization of nontriviality for
the Cheeger energy.

Theorem 11.9. Let us suppose that (X, d) is complete. The following properties are equivalent:
(a) The Cheeger energy is trivial: CE,(f) = 0 for every f € LP(X, m).
(b) The Cheeger energy CE,(f) is finite for every f € LP(X,m).
(c) RA(X) is T4-negligible.
(d) RAo(X) is By-negligible (equivalently, if (X, ) is Souslin, RAo(X) is Mod,-negligible).
Proof. The implication (a) = (b) is obvious.

(b) = (a) If the Cheeger energy is always finite then the Sobolev norm of H(X) C LP(X,m) is
equivalent to the LP-norm [21, Corollary 2.8], so that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

CE,(f) < C’HfHLp(Xm forevery f € LP(X,m). (11.34)

Let us show that (11.34) implies CE,(f) = 0 for every f € HP(X). We consider the 2 periodic
Lipschitz function ¢ : R — R satisfying ¢(r) = |r| for r € [—1,1] and we set

(bn(r) = gb(m‘), fn(w) = ¢n(f(w))

Thanks to the locality of the minimal relaxed gradient we have |D f, |« (z) = n|D f|.(z) so that

1 C
CEP(f):ECEP(fn) = ”anLp X,m) = ﬁm(X)_)O asn — Q.
(¢) = (a) If (c) holds then for every nonvanishing h € LP(X, m) the class II(hym, h_m) is empty
so that CE;,(h) = Z,(hsm, h_m) = +oo. By duality we obtain CE, = 0.

(a) = (¢) Let m € T, with w(RA(X)) > 0 and let (d;);c; be a directed family of continuous
semidistances as in (2.24a,b,c,d). It is not restrictive to assume that 7 is concentrated on a compact
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set I" on which ¢ is continuous. The image K = e(I") is compact in (X, 7): for every ¢ € I we can
find a countable set K; C K such that for every x € K inf,cg, di(z,y) = 0. For every y € K the
minimal relaxed gradient of the function = — d;(z, y) vanishes, so that there exists a 7r-negligible set
N; C T such that the function t — d;(R+(t),y) is constant for every y € K; and v € '\ N;. By
continuity we deduce that t — d;(R(t), y) is constant for every y € K so that d;(R,(t), o) = 0 for
every v € I\ IV;; by integration we obtain

/(/ydi(x,%)) dm(v) =0. (11.35)

On the other hand, for every v € I" Beppo Levi’s Monotone Convergence Theorem yields lim;¢ f7 di(z,v) =
fy d(x,70). A further application of the same theorem thanks to the fact that the function v
fﬁ/ di(z,70) is continuous on I" with respect to the 75 topology yields

0=ty [ ( A di(z,70)) dm(7) = / ( A d(w,70)) () (11.36)

which shows that 7r-a.e. v is constant, a contradiction.

(d) < (c) The implication (d) = (c) is obvious. In order to prove the converse one, we argue by
contradiction and we suppose that there exists a plan @ € B, with w(RAy(X)) > 0. We can then
argue as in the proof of Proposition 10.17 and define a new plan 7 € T, according to (10.33). It is
clear that 7w (RAo (X)) > 0 as well. O

11.3 Notes

The representation theorems 11.3, 11.4, and 11.8 are new. The proof of Theorem /I = W has been given in [58]
in the case of doubling, p-Poincaré spaces [17, Theorem 5.1] and in [9, 8] for general spaces by a completely
different method: it relies on three basic ingredients:

- the properties of the L2-gradient flow of the Cheeger energy (in particular the comparison principle),

- the estimate of the Wasserstein velocity of the evolution curve, by means of a suitable version of the
Kuwada’s Lemma,

- the representation of the solution as the evaluation at time ¢ of a dynamic plan concentrated on curves
with finite g-energy,

- the derivation of the Shannon-Reny entropy along the flow, by using the weak upper gradients of the
solutions.

It is curious that the refined estimates of the Hopf-Lax flow play a crucial role in the second step.
A different proof of Theorem 11.9 in the context of Newtonian spaces can be found in [46, Prop. 7.1.33].

12 Examples and applications

12.1 Refined invariance of the (strong) Cheeger energy
Invariance w.r.t. the algebra .o

Theorem 12.1 (Invariance of the Cheeger energy w.r.t. &7). For every e.m.t.m. space X and every
compatible algebra </ the Sobolev space H'P(X, o) is independent of the compatible algebra <
and coincides with H"P(X).

Proof. 1t is sufficient to combine Theorem 11.7 with Corollary 5.16. O



109

We can rephrase the previous statement as a density result: if <7 is a compatible algebra for X,

for every f € HYP (X)) there exists a sequence f,, € <7 such that

12.1
fon— f, lipfn — |Df|« strongly in LP (X, m). (12.1)

We can also slightly relax the assumption that <7 is unital.

Proposition 12.2. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let of C Lipy(X, 7,d) be an algebra
of functions satisfying (2.52) (we do not assume that 1 € of ). If there exists a sequence of compact
sets K, C X and functions f, € o such that

fa(x) > 1 foreveryxr € K,, lim (1 + |lip fn(x)|p> dm(z) =0 (12.2)

then f satisfies (12.1).

Since m is tight, (12.2) is surely satisfied if for every compact K C X there exists a function
f € < such that

f(z)>1 foreveryx € K, Lip(f,X)<C foraconstant C independent of K. (12.3)

Proof of Proposition 12.2. Let K, f, be satisfying (12.2) and let [—c¢,,,¢,] D fn(X). Choosing a
sequence 7 — €; | 0 we can consider the polynomial P, ; = 2P€C{“_1/ 212 Ghere Pt 0 g given by
Corollary 2.24. Notice that P, ;(0) = 0 so that the functions h,, ; := P, ; o f,, belong to .o/ It is easy
to check that

lim hy; = f, = (=1V2f, A1), liphy; <2lp fn, (12.4)
1— 00
lim lip by, i(x) = lim P, ;(fu(2))lip fo(x) =0 for every z in a neighborhood of K,,. (12.5)
1—00 1—00 ’

By Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we get

lim |hpi—1Pdm =0, lim |lip Ay, ;|P dm = 0,
i—

11— 00 Kn o0 Kn

/x\Kn (|h"’i — 1 i h”’”p) dm < 2° /X\Kn (1 + |lip fn|p> dm.

We can now introduce the algebra o = o ® {al} = {f = f4+cl : f € o, c € R} which is
clearly unital and compatible with X according to definition 2.17. Applying (12.1) to &, for every
f € H'P(X) we can find a sequence f;, = fi + arl € <7, k € N, such that

(12.6)

fe — f, lipfy — |Df|, strongly in L?(X,m) as k — oco.

For every k£ > 0, by (12.6) and (12.2) we can find ¢ = i(k) and n = n(k) sufficiently big, such that
uy := hy; € </ such that

S l<u <1, ag/ <|uk P4 |lipuk|p) dm < 1/kP (12.7)
X

We can then consider f} := f + apui € <7, observing that

1k = fullp < anllux — Ul oxmy < 1/,

11ip f1ll o (x.m) < 11D Fioll 2o (xm) + @il 1ip il o (xm) < 111D fioll o (x.m) + 1/
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We conclude that the sequence ( f})xeny C & satisfies

(15~ Flercom =0, Jim [ |l i dm = CE, (7). O
—00 k—oo Jx
Let us show two simple examples of applications of Proposition 12.2 and condition (12.3):

1. If d is 7-continuous, one can always consider the algebra

Lipy, (X, 7,d) := < f € Lip(X, 7,d) : f has d-bounded support (12.8)
bs

2. If (X, d) is locally compact (and thus 7 is the topology induced by d) then the algebra
Lip.(X,7,d) := {f € Lip(X,7,d) : f has compact support} (12.9)

satisfies (12.1).

Invariance w.r.t. measure-preserving embeddings

Let us now consider the invariance of the strong Cheeger energy w.r.t. measure preserving embed-
dings. Thanks to the previous Theorem 12.1 it is sufficient to consider the case of the canonical
algebra.

Theorem 12.3 (Invariance of the (strong) Cheeger energy w.r.t. measure preserving embeddings). Let
X = (X,7,d,m) and X' = (X', 7/,d',m’) be two e.m.t.m. spaces and let . : X — X' be a measure
preserving embedding of X into X' according to Definition 2.28. Then (* is an isomorphism between
HYP(X') onto HYP(X) and

forevery f = f' € H'?(X) |Df|, = L*(|Df|i). (12.10)

Proof. Let X and X’ be the completion of X and X’ (where X and X’ can be identified as d and d’
dense subsets of X and X' respectively, see Remark 2.37). Since ¢ : X — X' is an isometry and X
is d-dense in X, ¢ can be extended to an isometric embedding z of X into X’. Using property (C4) of
Corollary 2.36 one can check that  is also continuous from (X, 7) to (X', 7') and since X \ X and
X'\ X' are m and m’ negligible subsets respectively, we also see that 7 is measure-preserving. We
conclude that ¢ is a measure-preserving imbedding of X into X’.

Since the Cheeger energy is invariant w.r.t. completion by Corollary 5.16, the above argument
shows that it is not restrictive to assume that X and X’ are complete. By Theorem 11.7 out thesis
follows by the property for the spaces WP(X, T4) and Whp(X/, ‘J';) and the corresponding weak
upper gradients, proved in Theorem 10.32. O

Recalling the examples of 2.30, we obtain two useful properties:

Corollary 12.4 (Invariance w.r.t. the topology). Let X = (X, 7,d,m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let T’
be a coarser topology such that (X, 7',d) is an e.m.t. space. Then H"P(X,7,d, m) is isomorphic to
HYP (X, 7' d, m) with equal minimal relaxed gradients.

Corollary 12.5 (Restriction). Let X = (X, 7,d,m) be an e.m.t.m. space and let Y C X be a m-
measurable subset of X with m(X \'Y) = 0. If Y is the associated e.m.t.m. space according to
Example 2.30(d), H"P(X) is isomorphic to H'?(Y) with equal minimal relaxed gradients. In partic-
ular, HYP(X, 7,d, m) is always isomorphic to HYP(supp(m), 7,d, m).
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Invariance w.r.t. the length and the conformal constructions

Thanks to Theorem 11.7, we can extend the results of Lemma 10.33 and Proposition 10.35 to the
Cheeger energy.

Corollary 12.6. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be a complete e.m.t.m. space and let § : X x X — [0, 400] be
an extended distance such that

(X, 1,0) is an extended metric-topological space, d <§<d, in X x X. (12.11)
Then H'?(X,7,d,m) = HYP(X, 7,5, m) and the corresponding minimal relaxed gradients coincide.

Corollary 12.7. Let X = (X, 7,d, m) be a complete e.m.t.m. space, let g € Cyp(X) with 0 < mgy <
g < My < oo, andlet§ : X x X — [0,+00] be an extended distance such that

X' = (X, 7,0, m) is an e.m.t.m. space, d; <6<dy inX xX. (12.12)

A function f € LP(X,m) belongs to the Sobolev space H'P(X') if and only if f € HYP(X), and
the corresponding minimal relaxed gradients in X and in X' (which we call |Dfl,x and |Df|, xs
respectively) satisfy

IDflex = ¢~ D f | (12.13)

12.2 Examples

Example 12.8 (Sobolev spaces in R? or in a Finsler-Riemannian manifold). Let us consider the space

X := R% with the usual topology 7, the distance d induced by a norm || - || with dual norm || - ||.., and
a finite positive Borel measure m.
Being (R?, || - ||) complete the weak and strong Sobolev spaces coincide. By Proposition 12.2 we
can choose
o = CP(RY), lip f(z) = ||Df(x)||. forevery f € . (12.14)

We thus obtain

HYP (R 7 |-, m) = {f € LP(R%,m) : 3 f, € CX(RY)
(12.15)
fa — fin LP(X,RY), Sup/ IDf, |2 dm < oo}.
n R4

It is not difficult to check that this space is always reflexive (see also [1] and Corollary 12.11) and it
is an Hilbert space if || - || is induced by a scalar product and p = 2, since pCE, is a quadratic form on
</ . In this case we obtain the Sobolev space introduced by [20]. At least when the gradient operator
is closable in LP(X, m), the present metric approach also coincides with the definition of weighted
Sobolev spaces given in [44] (a proof of the equivalence under doubling and Poincaré assumptions
has been given in [17, Appendix 2])

A completely analogous approach can be used in a complete Finsler or Riemannian manifold.

Example 12.9 (Sobolev space on a separable Banach space). Let (B, | - ||) be a separable Banach
space endowed with the strong topology 7, and the distance d induced by the norm. Let m be a finite
positive Borel measure in B and B := (B, 75,d, m). We can consider the algebra &/ = Cyl(B) of
smooth cylindrical functions (see Example 2.19) so that

lip f(z) = |Df(z)||« forevery f € o (12.16)
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and therefore
HYP(B) = {f € LP(Hm):3f, € of
(12.17)
fo— fin LP(B,m), Sup/ D fo|P dm < oo}.
n B

We can give an equivalent intrinsic characterization in terms of vector valued Sobolev differentials,
in the case B is also reflexive. Some of the results below could be extended to the case when B
has the Radon-Nikodym property [27]. If h : B — B’ is a Borel map (recall the definition given
in §2.1 and § A.5 in the Appendix) it is not difficult to check that for every v € RA(B) we have
t— (h(R,(t)), R, (t)) is Lebesgue-measurable. If fv ||h||« < co we can thus consider the curvilinear
integral

1
[ n) = [ e 0), By o) (12.18)
¥ 0

We will denote by LP(B,m; B’) the Bochner space of Borel m-measurable maps h : B — B’ such
that

/ [h(z)||f dm(z) < oo, (12.19)
B

which is the dual of the Bochner space L4(B,m; B) [28, Theorem 8.20.3].
Given a function f € LP(B, m) we say that a Borel map g € LP(B, m; B') is a T,-weak gradient
of f if

fn)—f(w) = / (g,7) forT,-ae.v € RA(B). (12.20)
gl

Notice that the integral in (12.20) is well defined since the fact that ||g||. € L?(B;m) yields fv llgll« <
oo for Ty-a.e.y € RA(B). Arguing asin 10.6, we can show that the class of weak gradients is invariant

w.r.t. modifications in a m-negligible subset. We will use the symbols
WG, (f) == {g € LP(B,m; B') : g is a weak gradient of f},
(12.21)
WGy = {(f.9) € L(B,m) x L*(B,m; B') : g € WGy (f) }.

Every curve v € RA(B) induces a vector measure v, € M(B; B) defined by

/fdl/»Y —/ f(R (t)dt  forevery f € By(B),

whose total variation is bounded by v,: |v,| < v,. If @ € M4 (RA(B)) is a dynamic plan we can
then consider the vector measure

P = /Bw dw(v),  [px| < pir-
If w € B, then there exists a function h, € LI(B, m; B) such that

- = hym, /folu,r /f (12.22)

Theorem 12.10. Let us suppose that B is a separable and reflexive Banach space and let f €
LP(B,m).
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(@) If f € C1(B) N Lip(B) then Df € WG,(f).

(b) A function g € LP(B,m; B’) belongs to WGy,(f) if and only if for every w € B, with pu, =
h.m

/ Fd(m — ) = / (9(2), hn(2)) dm. (12.23)
B B

(c) The set WG, is a (weakly) closed linear space of LP(B,m) x LP(B,m; B’).

(d) If (f,g) € WG, then g := ||g||« is a T,-weak upper gradient of f. Conversely, if g is a
(p, Cyl(B))-relaxed gradient of f then there exists g € WG, (f) such that ||g||« < g.

(e) A function f belongs to the Sobolev space HP(B) if and only if there exists a weak gradient
g € LP(B,m; B'). In this case WG, (f) has a unique element of minimal norm Dy, f,

Dfl, = [Dufll. m-ae, CE,(f)= / |Duf | dom, (12.24)
B
and there exists a sequence f, € Cyl(B) such that

”fn - fHLP(B,m) + HDfn - Dmf”LP(B,m;B’) =0. (12.25)

lim

n—oo
Proof. (a) is an obvious consequence of the chain rule of f along a Lipschitz curve.
(b) follows by the same argument of the proof of Lemma 10.8.

(c) is an immediate consequence of (12.23).

(d) The first statement is a consequence of (12.23), which yields

/ fd(m —m) < / gl dm = / gl d(lpaal) < / gl ditm
B B B B

so that ||g||. is a T,-weak upper gradient by Lemma 10.8.

Conversely, let g be a (p, Cyl(B))-relaxed gradient of f. By definition, there exists a sequence f,
of cylindrical functions such that f,, — fin LP(B,m) and lip f,, — g in LP(B, m) with g < g. Since
fn are cylindrical, lip f,,(x) = ||D fn(2)]|«; since LP(B, m; B’) is reflexive, there exists a subsequence
(still denoted by f,,) such that D f,, — g in LP(B, m; B’). Thanks to claim (c), (f, g) belongs to WG,,
and the weak lower semicontinuity of continuous convex functionals in a reflexive space yields for
every Borel set A C B

/||g||*dm§1iminf/ \|Dfn||*dm:/§dm§/gdm
A n—oo J4g A A

so that ||g||« < g m-a.e.

(e) The first statement follows by Claim (d) and the identification Theorem 11.7 between H'?(B)
and W1P(B,T,). Claim (d) and the strict convexity of the LP(B, m; B') norm yields (12.24). The
proof of Claim (d) also shows that there exists a sequence f,, € Cyl(B) such that (f,,Df,) weakly
converges to (f, Dy f) in LP(B, m) x LP(B, m; B"). We can now apply Mazur Theorem. O

Corollary 12.11. If B is a reflexive Banach space then HYP(B) is reflexive. If moreover B is an
Hilbert space then HY(B) is an Hilbert space.
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Proof. The proof that H'?(B) is reflexive is standard: we first notice that WG, is a weakly closed
subset of the reflexive space LP(B,m) x LP(B,m;B’) and the projection on the first component
p: (f,g) — f is a continuous and surjective map from WG,, onto H?(B) satisfying £l zrrm) =
min {[|(f,9)|lwa, : p(f,g) = f}.If L is a bounded linear functional on H'?(B) then L o p belongs
to WG;. If f,, is a bounded sequence in H'?(B) then there exists a subsequence k In(k) and limits
(f,g) € WGy, such that (f,,(k), D fr(r)) — (f,g) in LP(B, m) x LP(B, m; B'). It follows that

dim L(fow)) = im Lop(fug) Dufar)) = lim Lop(f,g) = L(f). O

Remark 12.12. The same conclusion of the previous Corollary holds even if X is a closed subset
of a reflexive and separable Banach (or Hilbert) space B endowed with the induced length distance
dy (and, e.g., the strong topology 7). In this case we have WP(X, 75, dg, m) = WIP(X, 74, d, m)
by Lemma 10.33 (see also 10.34), W'P(X, 7,,d,m) = H'P(X,7,,d,m) by Theorem 11.7, and
eventually H'P(X,7,,d,m) = H'P(B,7,,d, m) by Corollary 12.5. We can then apply Corollary
12.11.

Remark 12.13. If we consider the closed subspace

WG, = {0} x WG, (0) = {(0.9) : g € L(B.m: B : /

(g,hn)dm =0 forevery w € ‘J'q}
B

(12.26)
it would not be difficult to see that H1?(B) is isomorphic to the quotient space WG,,/WG,, ,. The
operator f — Df from Cyl(B) to LP(B,m; B’) is closable if and only if WG, , = 0. As typical
example one can consider the case of an Hilbert space H endowed with a log-concave probability
measure m (in particular a Gaussian measure), see e.g. [14], [24].

Example 12.14 (Wiener space). Let (X, || - ||) be a separable Banach space endowed with its strong
topology 7 and let m be a centered non-degenerate Radon Gaussian measure. For every bounded
linear functional v € X’ let us set

Run(v) := /X |(v, z)|> dm(z) (12.27)

Ry, is a nondegenerate continuous quadratic form on X', whose dual characterizes the Cameron-
Martin space H(m) as the subset of X where the functional

2] my = sup{(v,z) : v € X', Ru(v) <1}, (12.28)

is finite, and thus defines a Hilbertian norm. We also set d(z,y) := |2 — y[f(m)- As we have seen in
Example 2.12, X = (X, 7,d,m) is an Polish e.m.t.m. space. By using the algebra & = Cyl(X) of
smooth cylindrical functions it is not difficult to see that for every f € </ we have Df(z) € X’ and

lipg f(2) = R (Df(x),v) = (Ru(Df (2))"/* = IDf ()| rr(my (12.29)

so that the metric Sobolev space HP(X) coincides with the usual Sobolev space WP (m) [18] de-
fined as the completion of the cylindrical functions with respect to the norm

£y = /X (1£ @) + IDF @) 5y ) dm(z)
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12.3 Distinguished representations of metric Sobolev spaces

We have already seen that the strong Cheeger energy is invariant w.r.t. completion of the underlying
space. We can now use Theorem 12.3 to obtain isomorphic realizations of the Sobolev space H P (X)
with special e.m.t.m. space X. Let us first fix the property we are interested in.

Definition 12.15 (Isomorphic representations of Sobolev spaces). Let X, X' be two e.m.t.m. spaces.
We say that H'P(X') is an isomorphic representation of H'P(X) if there exists a linear isomorphism
o HYP(X') — HYP(X) satisfying (12.10) induced by a measure preserving embedding v : X — X'
from X into X',

All the statements below refers to an arbitrary e.m.t.m. space X = (X, 7,d, m) and to the strong
Sobolev space H'?(X). Starting from a complete space, they also provide equivalent representations
for the weak Sobolev space WP(X, T,) thanks to Theorem 11.7.

A first example has already been used in the proof of Theorem 11.7. It is sufficient to use the
compactification Theorem 2.34.

Corollary 12.16 (Compact representation). Every Sobolev space HP(X) admits an isomorphic rep-

resentation HYP(X) where X is a compact e.m.t.m. space.

Corollary 12.17. Suppose that (X, T) is a Souslin space. Then there exists a separable Banach space
(B,| - ||B) and a weakly* compact convex subset Y. of the dual unit ball of B' such that H'P(X)
admits an isomorphic representation as H P (%, Ty, dp/, mp) where T, is the weak* topology of
B’ ((X, Tw«) is a compact geodesic metric space) and dp/ (v, w) = ||[v — w||g:. Moreover, we can
choose the compatible algebra </ of the smooth cylindrical functions generated by the elements of B
(as linear functional on B’).

Proof. Since (X, ) is Souslin, we can find a metrizable and separable auxiliary topology 7’ and a
compatible algebra .7 C Lip(X, 7/, d) which is countably generated. We can then apply the Gelfand
compactification Theorem 2.34 with the construction described by Proposition 2.33. Since B is the
closure of <7 in Cy(X,7’), B is a separable Banach space and . is a compact convex subset of the
unit ball of B’. O

A Appendix
A.1 Nets

We recap here a few basic facts about nets (see e.g. [54, p.187-188]). Let I be a directed set, i.e. a set
endowed with a partial order =< satisfying

11 134,73k = ik foreveryi, jkel, (A.1)

Vi,jel Ikel: i<k j=<k. (A.2)

As subset J C I is called cofinal if for every ¢ € I there exists j € J such that¢ < j.

If (Y, 7y) is a Hausdorff topological space, anetin Y isamapy : I — Y defined in some directed
set I; the notation (y;);er (or simply (y;)) is often used to denote a net.

The net (y;);cs converges to an element y € Y and we write y; — y or lim;c; y; = y if for every
neighborhood U of y there exists ¢qg € I such thatig <¢ = y; € U.

y is an accumulation point of (y;) if for every neighborhood U of y the set of indexes {i € I :
y; € U} is cofinal.
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A subnet (yi(;))jes of (y;) is obtained by a composition y o i where i : J — I is a map defined in
a directed set J satisfying

J1 2 j2 = i(j1) 2i(j2), i(J)iscofinalin I.

Nets are a useful substitution of the notion of sequences, when the topology 7y does not satisfy the
first countable axiom. In particular we have the following properties:

(a) A point y belongs to the closure of a subset A C Y if and only if there exists a net of points of
A converging to y.

(b) A function f : Y — Z between Hausdorff topological spaces is continuous if and only if for
every net (y;);es converging to y in Y we have lim;c; f(v;) = f(y).

(¢) y is an accumulation point of (y;) if and only if there exists a subnet (y;(j))jecs such that
limje s Yig) = Y-

(d) (Y,7y) is compact if and only if every net in Y has a convergent subnet.

A.2 Initial topologies

Let (Y, 7y) be a Hausdorff topological space and let ¥ C C(Y") be a collection of real continuous
functions separating the points of Y. We say that 7y is generated by JF if it is the coarsest topology
for which all the functions of J are continuous (thus 7y coincides with the initial or weak topology
induced by F). A basis for the topology 7y is generated by the finite intersections of sets of the form
{f : fed, UopenlnR}

An 1mp0rtant property of topologies generated by a separating family of functions is the charac-
terization of convergence: for every net (y;)icr in Y

l,injl yy=yinY <& l,injl fly)) = f(y) forevery f € JF. (A.3)
1€ [4S]

It is also easy to check that such topologies are completely regular: if F'is a closed setand y € Y\ F,
we can find f1, -+, fy € F and open sets Uy,--- Uy € R such thaty € NN_, f-1(U,) C Y \ F.
Up to compositions with affine maps, it is not restrictive to assume that f,,(y) = 1 and U,, D (0,2) so
that the function f(z) := 0V minj<p<n frn(2)(2 — fn(x)) satisfies f(y) = 1 and f’Y\F = 0.

A.3 Polish, Lusin, Souslin and Analytic sets.

Denote by N°° the collection of all infinite sequences of natural numbers and by N§° the collection
of all finite sequences (ng, ..., n;), with ¢ > 0 and n; natural numbers. Let A C B(Y") containing
the empty set (typical examples are, in a topological space (Y, 7y ), the classes .Z#(Y'), # (Y), B(Y)
of closed, compact, and Borel sets respectively). We call table of sets (or Souslin scheme) in A [19,
Definition 1.10.1] a map A associating to each finite sequence (no, ...,n;) € N§® aset Ag, o) €
A.

Definition A.1 (A-analytic sets). .S C Y is said to be A-analytic if there exists a table A of sets in A

such that
— U NAwn

(n)eNe i=0

The collection of all the A-analytic sets will be denoted by S(A).
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Let us recall a list of useful properties (see [19, § 1.10])
(A1) Countable unions and countable intersections of elements of A belongs to S(A).
(A2) S(S(A)) = S(A)

(A3) If the complement of every set of A belongs to S(A) then S(A) contains the o-algebra generated
by A. In particular, in a metrizable space Y Z(Y")-analytic sets are .# (Y")-analytic.

(A4) Inatopological space (E, 7), Z(FE)-analytic sets are universally measurable [19, Theorem 1.10.5],
i.e. they are y-measurable for any finite Borel measure .

Definition A.2 ([57, Chap. I1]). An Hausdorff topological space (Y, Ty) (in particular, a subset of
a topological space (X, T) with the relative topology) is a Polish space if it is separable and Ty is
induced by a complete metric dy on'Y.

(Y, 7y) is said to be Souslin (resp. Lusin) if it is the image of a Polish space under a continuous
(resp. injective and continuous) map.

Differently from the Borel property, notice that the Souslin and Lusin properties for subsets of a
topological space are intrinsic, i.e. they depend only on the induced topology.
We recall a few important properties of the class of Souslin and Lusin sets.

Proposition A.3. The following properties hold:

(a) In a Hausdorff topological space (Y, Ty), Souslin sets are .7 (Y')-analytic; if .7 (Y') denotes
the class of Souslin sets, S((Y)) = L (Y).

(b) if (Y, 7y) is a Souslin space (in particular if it is a Polish or a Lusin space), the notions of
Souslin and .7 (Y )-analytic sets coincide and in this case Lusin sets are Borel and Borel sets
are Souslin;

(¢) ifY, Z are Souslin spaces and f : Y — Z is a Borel injective map, then f~1 is Borel;

(d) if Y, Z are Souslin spaces and f : Y — Z is a Borel map, then f maps Souslin sets to Souslin
sets.

(e) If (Y, 7v) is Souslin then every finite nonnegative Borel measure in'Y is Radon.

Proof. (a) is proved in [19, Theorems 6.6.6, 6.6.8]. In connection with (b), the equivalence between
Souslin and .% (E)-analytic sets is proved in [19, Theorem 6.7.2], the fact that Borel sets are Souslin
in [19, Corollary 6.6.7] and the fact that Lusin sets are Borel in [19, Theorem 6.8.6]. (c¢) and (d) are
proved in [19, Theorem 6.7.3]. For (e) we refer to [57, Thm. 9 & 10, p. 122]. O

Since in Souslin spaces (Y, 7y) we have at the same time tightness of finite Borel measures and
coincidence of Souslin and .# (E)-analytic sets, the measurability of %(E)-analytic sets yields in
particular that for every u € M (Y")

w(B) =sup{u(K) : K€ X (Y), KCB} forevery Be . (Y). (A4)
We will also recall another useful property [57, Pages 103-105].

Lemma A.4. Let us suppose that (Y, 1y) is a Souslin space.
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(a) Y is strongly Lindedf, i.e. every open cover of an open set has a countable sub-cover.

(b) Every family F of lower semicontinuous real functions defined in 'Y has a countable subfamily
(fn)nen C F such that sup se g f () = sup,en fn(x) for every x € Y.

(¢) If'Y is regular, every open set is an F, (countable intersection of closed set), thus in particular
is Z(Y')-analytic.

(d) IfY is completely regular, there exists a metrizable and separable topology T’ coarser than Ty-.

A.4 Choquet capacities

Let us recall the definition of a Choquet capacity in related to a collection A of subsets of Y containing
the empty set and closed under finite unions and countable intersections. [25, Chap. III, § 2].

Definition A.5. A function 3 : B(Y) — [0, +o0] is a Choquet A-capacity if it satisfies the properties
(C1) Jisincreasing: AC B = IJ(A) <I(B).

(C2) For every increasing sequence A, C Y : J( Un An) = limy, 00 I(Ap).

(C3) For every decreasing sequence K, € A: J( Ny, Kn) = limy, 00 (K.

A subset A C 'Y is called capacitable if J(A) = sup {J(K) : K C A, K € A}.

Theorem A.6 (Choquet, [25, Chap. 111, 28]). IfJ is a A-capacity then every A-analytic set is capac-
itable.

A.5 Measurable maps with values in separable Banach spaces

Let (Y, 7y) be a Hausdorff topological space endowed with a Radon measure ; € M (Y') and let
(V. ]l - |lv) be a separable Banach space with dual V. Since V' is a Polish space, the classes of strong
and weak Borel sets coincide.

A map h : Y — V is Borel p-measurable (recall the definition given in §2.1) then it is also
Lusin p-measurable, since V' is metrizable; in particular, h admits a Borel representative h such that
m(h # h) = 0. If [y Ih]|dm < oo then h is also Bochner integrable, i.e. there exists a sequence
h, : Y — V of simple Borel functions such that

lim / IRy — A dm = 0.
Y

n—o0

We can then define its Bochner integral fy h dy as the limit lim,, oo fY h,, dm and the corresponding
vector measure pt;, := hy defined by

pp(A) = / hdp for every pu-measurable set A C Y.
A
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A.6 Homogeneous convex functionals

Let us first recall a simple property of p-homogeneous convex functionals.

Lemma A.7 (Dual of p-homogeneous functionals). Let C be a convex cone of some vector space V,
p>1,and ¢,v : C — [0,00] with 1) = ¢/, ¢ = )P. We have the following properties:

(a) ¢ is convex and p-homogeneous (i.e. p(kv) = kP@(v) for every kK € Rand v € C)in C if
and only if 1 is convex and 1-homogeneous on C' (a seminorm, if C' is a vector space and 1) is

finite).

(b) Under one of the above equivalent assumptions, setting for every linear functional z : V. — R

1gb*(z) :=sup (z,v) — %(b(v), Vi(2) = sup{(z,v> v el Y) < 1},

q veC

we have
Gu(z) = inf {e 200 (2,0) Sev(v) foreveryve Cf, ¢°(2) = (1.(2))% (AS)
where in the first infimum we adopt the convention inf A = +o0 if A is empty.

Proof. By setting ¢(v) = ¢(v) = +ooif v € V \ C, it is not restrictive to assume that C' = V.
1. Let us assume that ¢ is convex and p-homogeneous: we want to prove that v is a seminorm
(this is the only nontrivial implication). Since ) is 1-homogeneous, it is sufficient to prove that it
is convex. Letwv; € V,i = 0,1, with r; := ¥(v;) + € for e > 0, so that 0; := v;/r; satisfies
P(0;) < 1. We fix a; > 0 with ) .oy = 1 and we set 7 := ), a;r; and f3; := a4r;/r which still
satisfy 8; > 0 and ), 3; = 1. Since the set K := {¢)(v) < 1} = {¢(v) < 1} is convex we have
> Biv; € K. Tt follows that (>, 5;0;) < 1; on the other hand ) . 3;0; = % >, a;v; and therefore
P(Q o, cuivi) = (D, Bity) <r=e+ ), atp(v;). Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude.

2. Weset K, :={v eV :9¢(v)=a},ac {0,1}, and observe that

¥e(2) = Ik, (2) + sup (z,v)

veK1
where
Similarly

1(;5*(7:) =0g,(z) + sup ((z,v) - %gb(v))

q veV\ Ko
Since V'\ Ko = J,.cg #K1 we have

—¢"(2) =0k, (2) + sup K(z,v) — —@(v) = 0K, (2) + sup sup (n(z,v> - —)
q veEK1,kER p veK1 KkER

= 0K, (2) + ! sup ((z,v>>p = (1 (2))". O

p veKy
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A.7 Von Neumann theorem

Let A, B be convex sets of some vector spaces and let £ : A x B — R be a saddle function satisfying

a — L(a,b) isconcave in A for every b € B, (A.6)
b L(a,b) isconvex in B for every a € A. (A7)
It is always true that
inf sup £(a,b) > supinf L(a,b). (A.8)
beB acA acA beB

The next result provides an important sufficient condition to guarantee the equality in (A.8): we
use a formulation which is slightly more general than the statement of [59, Thm. 3.1], but it follows
by the same argument.

Theorem A.8 (Von Neumann). Let us suppose that (A.6), (A.7) hold, that B is endowed with some
Hausdorff topology and that there exists a, € A and C, > supinf L(a,b) such that

acA beB
B, = {b €B: L(a,b) < C*} is not empty and compact in B, (A.9)
b — L(a,b) is lower semicontinuous in B, for every a € A. (A.10)
Then
min sup £(a,b) = supinf L(a,b). (A.11)
beB ach ach beB
Similarly, if A is endowed with a Hausdorff topology and there exists b, € B and D, < inf sup £(a,b)
beB ach
such that
A, = {a € A:L(a,by) > D*} is not empty and compact in A, (A.12)
a — L(a,b) is upper semicontinuous in A, for every b € B. (A.13)
Then
inf sup £(a,b) = max inf £(a,b). (A.14)

beB acA ach beB

We reproduce here the main part of the proof of (A.11); (A.14) follows simply by considering the
Lagrangian £(b,a) := —£(a,b) in B x A and inverting the role of A and B.

Proof. Lets :=supinf L(a,b)andletB, :={b € B: L(a,b) < s},Bu, :={b € B: L(ay,b) < s}.
acA beB
We notice that B,, C B, and that for every a € A the set B, N B, = {b € B, : L(a,b) < s} is

compact thanks to (A.9) and (A.10). If A C A is a collection containing a, then

Ba=(\Ba=[) (BaNBa) =) (B.NB,)

a€A acA acA

so that B4 is a (possibly empty) compact set. The thesis follows if we check that B, contains a

point b, since in that case inf sup £(a,b) < sup,cs £(a,b) < s by construction; on the other hand,
bEB ach
(A.8) shows that sup,cp £(a,b) = s < sup,cp £(a,b) for every b € B, so that the minimum in the

left-hand side of (A.11) is attained at b.
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Since B 4 are compact whenever a, € A, it is sufficient to prove that for every finite collection
A ={aj, -+ ,a,} containing a, the intersection B 4 is not empty. To this aim, since b — L(ay,b)
are convex functions, [59, Lemma 2.1] yields

N

inf sup L(ag,b) =inf XL (ag, b
beB 1<k<n ( ) bGBkZZI ( )

for a suitable choice of nonnegative coefficients X;, € [0,1] with >, X = 1. We thus get by
concavity

N N

i <ij <

ll)rellgi Z Xk'c(akv b) = é&gﬁ(z Xk, b) > S,
k=1 k=1

so that infyep sup; <<, £(ag, b) < s. On the other hand, since sup; <j.<,, £(ax,b) > L(ax,b), every

b € B such that sup; <<, £(ay, b) < C belongs to B, so that Cy > s yields

s=inf sup L(ag,b) = inf sup L(ak,b) = min sup L(ag,b),
beB 1<k<n beB, 1<k<n beB, 1<k<n
where in the last identity we used the fact that B, is compact and that the restriction of the function
b+ sup <<, £(ax,b) to B, is lower semicontinuous. We conclude that ﬂ]kvzl{b €B: L(ag,b) <
s} is not empty. O
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