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Bi-Lipschitz embedding metric triangles in the plane

Xinyuan Luo, Matthew Romney, Alexandria L. Tao

Abstract

A metric polygon is a metric space comprised of a finite number of closed intervals joined cyclically.
The second-named author and Ntalampekos recently found a method to bi-Lipschitz embed an
arbitrary metric triangle in the Euclidean plane with uniformly bounded distortion, which we call
here the tripodal embedding. In this paper, we prove the sharp distortion bound 4

√

7/3 for the
tripodal embedding. We also give a detailed analysis of four representative examples of metric
triangles: the intrinsic circle, the three-petal rose, tripods and the twisted heart. In particular, our
examples show the sharpness of the tripodal embedding distortion bound and give a lower bound for
the optimal distortion bound in general. Finally, we show the triangle embedding theorem does not
generalize to metric quadrilaterals by giving a family of examples of metric quadrilaterals that are
not bi-Lipschitz embeddable in the plane with uniform distortion.

1 Introduction

The bi-Lipschitz embedding problem asks one to given an intrinsic characterization of those metric spaces
that can be embedded in some Euclidean space under a bi-Lipschitz map. Moreover, if a metric space does
embed in some Euclidean space, one may then attempt to find or estimate the optimal target dimension
and bi-Lipschitz distortion. The bi-Lipschitz embedding problem is wide open in full generality and has
produced a rich body of research from a variety of mathematical points of view. We refer the reader to
[5], [6], [7, Chapter 15], [8], [10] and [11] for general background.

In this article, we study a specific class of metric spaces, namely, metric polygons, and their embed-
dings in Euclidean spaces, with a focus on metric triangles. We say that a metric polygon is a metric
space comprised of finitely many closed intervals (i.e., metric spaces each isometric to [0, a] for some
a > 0), called edges, joined in cyclic fashion. For two points lying on different edges, there is no con-
straint on the distance between them beyond what follows from the triangle inequality. A metric polygon
with three edges is called a metric triangle, with four edges is called a metric quadrilateral, and so forth.
See Definition 2.4 below for a formal definition.

To our knowledge, metric polygons first appear explicitly in the recent paper [9], in which it is
shown that any metric triangle embeds in R

2 (equipped with the Euclidean metric) under a bi-Lipschitz
map with distortion at most 12. The fact is then applied to the problem of finding good polyhedral
approximations of metric surfaces under minimal geometric assumptions. We refer to the embedding
found in [9] as the tripodal embedding; it will be reviewed in Section 3 below. Our goal is to explore the
topic of embedding metric polygons more systematically and extend the embedding result from [9] in
several directions.

As our main objective, we find the sharp bound on the distortion of the tripodal embedding in the
general case.

Theorem 1.1. Every metric triangle embeds in R
2 under the tripodal embedding with distortion at

most D = 4
√
7/3 ≈ 6.11.

In Section 4.4, we use an example that we call the twisted heart to show that the constant 4
√
7/3

cannot be improved. This leaves open the question of the best possible value for the distortion D with an
arbitrary embedding. Let lip(△) denote the minimum value for which any metric triangle embeds in R

2

with distortion at most lip(△). A simple example, called the three-petal rose, shows that lip(△) ≥ 2; see
Section 4.2. The example of the twisted heart suggests an even larger value for lip(△), perhaps roughly
the value 4. However, we have not been able to find any general embedding method that improves upon
the tripodal embedding.
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Question 1.2. What is the value of lip(△)?

In Section 4, we study the previously mentioned examples, along with two other representative
examples: tripods and the intrinsic circle. Specifically, we consider the problem of finding distortion-
minimizing bi-Lipschitz embeddings for these triangles. We can think of such a distortion-minimizing
embedding as an optimal “Euclidean realization” of the original triangle. Note, however, that such an
embedding is typically not unique; since the distortion of an embedding depends only on the worst pair
of points in the space, one can typically perturb a given embedding elsewhere without affecting the
distortion.

In the final main section this paper, Section 5, we consider the situation for arbitrary metric polygons.
Note that it follows immediately from general properties of bi-Lipschitz embeddings (see Theorem 3.2 in
[6]) that every metric n-gon bi-Lipschitz embeds in R

2n+1 with uniformly bounded distortion depending
only on n. Thus our main question is, for a given n, to determine the smallest dimension for which one
obtains an embedding of every n-gon with uniformly bounded distortion. We show that the analogue of
Theorem 1.1 is false for metric quadrilaterals.

Proposition 1.3. There is a sequence of metric quadrilaterals Xn such that lip(Xn,R
2) is unbounded

as n → ∞.

This proposition is related to the fact that a simple closed curve separates the plane. On the other
hand, we expect that there is no obstruction to embedding arbitrary metric n-gons in R

3 with distortion
bound depending only on n.

Question 1.4. For each n ≥ 4, is there a value Dn such that every metric n-gon embeds in R
3 with

distortion Dn?

We also expect that every metric quadrilateral is individually bi-Lipschitz embeddable in R
2, i.e.,

without a uniform bound on the bi-Lipschitz constant.

Question 1.5. Is every metric quadrilateral bi-Lipschitz embeddable in R
2?

On the other hand, the two fundamental examples of non-planar graphs—K5, the complete graph on
five vertices, and K3,3, the complete bipartite graph on two sets of three vertices—can each be realized
as a metric pentagon. See Example 5.3 below.

In addition to our work, there have been other investigations into the metric geometry of classes of
one-dimensional metric spaces. For example, bi-Lipschitz embeddings of so-called quasiconformal trees
have also been studied in [3] and [4].
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2 Background

2.1 Metric spaces and bi-Lipschitz maps

We review some of the definitions and concepts related to metric spaces. For a detailed account of the
subject, see the monographs of Bridson–Haefliger [1] and Burago–Burago–Ivanov [2].

Definition 2.1. Given a set X , a metric (or distance function) on X is a function d : X ×X → [0,∞)
satisfying the following properties for all x, y, z ∈ X :

1. d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y (positive definiteness)

2. d(x, y) = d(y, x) (symmetry)

3. d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, y) (triangle inequality)

A metric space is a pair (X, d), where X is a set and d is a metric on X .

Perhaps the most familiar example of a metric space is n-dimensional Euclidean space, which is the
set R

n equipped with the Euclidean metric dEuc(x, y) = ‖x− y‖ =
√
(x1 − y1)2 + · · ·+ (xn − yn)2. For

an arbitrary metric space (X, d), a natural question is how different the metric d is from the Euclidean
metric, quantitatively. To make this precise, we use the following definition.
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Definition 2.2. For each L > 0, a map f : X → Y between metric spaces (X, dX) and (Y, dY ) is
L-Lipschitz if dY (f(x), f(y)) ≤ LdX(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X . The map f is L-bi-Lipschitz if

L−1dX(x, y) ≤ dY (f(x), f(y)) ≤ LdX(x, y)

for all x, y ∈ X . The map f is Lipschitz (resp. bi-Lipschitz ) if it is L-Lipschitz (resp. L-bi-Lipschitz) for
some L > 0.

The bi-Lipschitz embedding problem then asks one to characterize when a given metric space can be
mapped onto a subset of Euclidean space of some dimension under a bi-Lipschitz map. As discussed in
the introduction, this is a difficult open problem in full generality. To refine this problem, we give the
following definition.

Definition 2.3. Let f : X → Y be a bi-Lipschitz map between metric spaces (X, dX) and (Y, dY ).
The distortion of f is lip(f) = L0 · L1, where L0, L1 are the minimum values such that L−1

0 dX(x, y) ≤
dY (f(x), f(y)) ≤ L1dX(x, y).

For metric spaces (X, dX) and (Y, dY ), we define

lip(X,Y ) = inf lip(f),

where the infimum is taken over all bi-Lipschitz embeddings f : X → Y . Note that lip(X,Y ) = ∞ if no
such embedding exists.

A curve is a continuous function from an interval into a metric space. Let (X, d) denote this target
metric space. A curve Γ: [a, b] → X is closed if Γ(a) = Γ(b) and simple if it is injective (that is, it has
no self-intersections) except that possibly Γ(a) = Γ(b).

Given a curve Γ: [a, b] → X , the length of Γ is

ℓ(Γ) = sup
n∑

j=1

d(Γ(tj−1),Γ(tj)),

where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions a = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn = b. A curve Γ between
two points x and y is a geodesic if ℓ(Γ) = d(x, y). A metric space (X, d) is a length space if

d(x, y) = inf(Γ)

for all x, y ∈ X , where the infimum is taken over all curves Γ whose image contains x and y. If X is
a compact length space, then by the Hopf–Rinow Theorem (see [1, Proposition I.3.7]) every two points
are connected by at least one geodesic. Given two points x, y ∈ X , we write [xy] to denote some choice
of geodesic between the two points.

The examples of metric polygons we consider in this paper are all either length spaces or subsets of
length spaces. Topologically, they are graphs, so a length metric can be defined simply by specifying the
length of each edge. See [2, Chapter 2] for a more detailed overview of length spaces.

Finally, the concatenation of two curves Γ1 : [a, b] → X , Γ2 : [c, d] → X satisfying Γ1(b) = Γ2(c) is
denoted by Γ1 ∗ Γ2. This is the curve from [a, b + d − c] to X defined by the formula Γ1(t) if t ≤ b and
Γ2(t− b+ c) if t ≥ b.

2.2 Metric polygons

Our interest in this paper is in a specific class of metric spaces called metric polygons.

Definition 2.4. Let n ≥ 2. A metric n-gon is a metric space that is the union of n subspaces I1, . . . , In
that are each isometric to a closed interval [0, ℓn] and connected at the endpoints cyclically. More
precisely, if we let ϕj : [0, ℓj] → Ij denote the required isometry onto the interval Ij , then it holds that
ϕj(ℓj) = ϕj+1(0) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, with the identification n + 1 = 1. A metric 3-gon is called a
metric triangle, and a metric 4-gon is called a metric quadrilateral, and so forth. More generally, a metric
polygon is a metric n-gon for some n.

Each subspace Ij is called an edge of the metric polygon. Each endpoint of one of the edges Ij is
called a vertex of the metric polygon.

3



Note that this definition allows the sets Ij to intersect at points other than the endpoints, although
the nature of such additional intersection points is constrained by the triangle inequality. Also, note
that the terms “edge” and “vertex” here are distinct from the topological meaning of these terms for a
graph. For example, graphs (such as K5 or K3,3, as discussed in Example 5.3) can be represented as
metric polygons. In these cases, the topological edges and vertices of the graph need not coincide with
its edges and vertices as a metric polygon.

Next, we introduce some main examples of metric triangles that will be studied further in Section 4.
These are illustrated in Figure 1. In each of these examples, the space is a length space or subset of a
length space.

Example 2.5. (a) The intrinsic circle. Let S be the unit circle in R
2, which we give the arc length

or angular distance. More precisely, each point in S can be represented by some θ ∈ [0, 2π), with
the correspondence θ 7→ (cos(θ), sin(θ)). Then d(θ, τ) = min{|θ − τ |, |θ − τ − 2π|, |θ − τ + 2π|}.
To view this space as a metric triangle, we pick any three points that do not all belong to the same
semicircle to be vertices. For example, we can take θ1 = 0, θ2 = 2π/3 and θ3 = 4π/3.

(b) The three-petal rose. Let S1, S2, S3 be three copies of the intrinsic circle as just defined. Let
R be the wedge sum of S1, S2, S3 with basepoint 0 in each Si (that is, the quotient space of the
disjoint union of S1, S2, S3 given by identifying the point 0 in each Si). We define d to be the
length metric on R. More precisely, d is defined as follows. If θ, τ ∈ Si for the same i, then d(θ, τ)
agrees with the metric in (a). If θ ∈ Si and τ ∈ Sj for i 6= j, then d(θ, τ) = d(θ, 0) + d(0, τ).

To view this space as a metric triangle, we take the antipodal point on each circle as vertices. That
is, let p = π ∈ S1, q = π ∈ S2 and r = π ∈ S3. The points 0 and p divide S1 into two semicircles
S1
1 , S

2
1 . Likewise, S2 and S3 are divided into semicircles S1

2 , S
2
2 and S1

3 , S
2
3 , respectively. Then the

edges of R are [pq] = S2
1 ∪ S1

2 , [qr] = S2
2 ∪ S1

3 and [rp] = S2
3 ∪ S1

1 .

(c) Tripods. Choose values li ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, and consider the three intervals Ti = [0, li], i = 1, 2, 3.
We define T to be the wedge sum of T1, T2, T3 with basepoint 0 in each Ti. We define d to be the
length metric on T . That is, if x, y ∈ Ti for the same i, then d(x, y) = |x− y|. If x ∈ Ti and y ∈ Tj

for i 6= j, then d(x, y) = d(x, 0)+d(0, y) = x+ y. Such a metric space is called a tripod, or a metric
tripod for emphasis. We call the point 0 the center of the tripod.

Let p = l1 ∈ T1, q = l2 ∈ T2, r = l3 ∈ T3. We can view T as a metric triangle by taking the points
p, q, r as vertices and [pq] = T1 ∪ T2, [qr] = T2 ∪ T3, [rp] = T3 ∪ T1 as edges.

(d) The twisted heart. The example is less obvious but turns out to be the extremal example for the
tripodal embedding. We start with the graph consisting of fourteen edges of unit length as shown
in Figure 1d. The distance between two points is the length of the shortest curve between them.
We obtain a triangle by taking p, q, r as vertices and removing the edges from a to c and from b to
e (the red edges in Figure 1d) without changing the metric on the remaining points. Observe that
each pair of vertices is at distance 4 apart. Moreover, d(a, b) = 4 while d(a, c) = d(b, e) = 1. We
denote this example by H .

Our final definition, used in the proof of Theorem 1.1, is the Gromov product, which measures the
deficit in the triangle inequality for a triple of points.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a metric space and p, q, r ∈ X . The Gromov product of p and q at r is

(p · q)r =
1

2
(d(p, r) + d(q, r) − d(p, q)).

The usefulness of the Gromov product for our purpose is that it allows us to associate to any metric
triangle a tripod with matching edge lengths. This idea forms the basis of our proof that any metric
triangle is bi-Lipschitz embeddable in R

2. The following simple lemma was proved as Lemma 3.1 in [9].

Lemma 2.7. Let △ be a metric triangle with vertices p, q, r. Let T be the tripod formed as in Ex-
ample 2.5 by taking l1 = (q · r)p, l2 = (p · r)q and l3 = (p · q)r. Define a map P : △ → T by setting
P (p) = l1 ∈ T1, P (q) = l2 ∈ T2, P (r) = l3 ∈ T3, and mapping each edge of △ by arc length onto the
corresponding edge of T . Then P is 1-Lipschitz.

Each tripod T can in turn be embedded into the plane in a natural way. For a given tripod T with

vertices p, q, r and center o, let r1 = d(o, p), r2 = d(o, q), r3 = d(o, r). Let u1 = (r1, 0), u2 = r2(− 1
2 ,

√
3
2 ),

4
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(a) The intrinsic circle
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(b) The three-petal rose
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q
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(c) A tripod

p

qr
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e c

(d) The twisted heart

Figure 1: Examples of metric polygons.

and u3 = r3(− 1
2 ,−

√
3
2 ). For each i = 1, 2, 3, let Ji be the union of the straight line segment from (0, 0) to

ui. Then let Y = J1 ∪J2 ∪J3, equipped with the Euclidean metric from R
2. We define a map ϕ : T → Y

by mapping the segment [op] onto J1 by arc length, [oq] onto J2 by arc length and [or] onto J3 by arc
length.

3 Proof of optimal distortion bound

In this section, we give the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.1, giving the optimal distortion bound
for the tripodal embedding of an arbitrary metric triangle.

We start by reviewing the definition of the tripodal embedding as given in [9]. Let △ be an arbitrary
metric triangle with edges I1, I2, I3. Denote the metric on △ by d. Let p be the common vertex of I1
and I2, q be the common vertex of I2 and I3, and r be the common vertex of I3 and I1. For each edge
Ij , let Îj denote the union of the other two edges of △. We can associate to the triangle △ a metric
tripod T with matching edge lengths and corresponding map P : △ → T as in Lemma 2.7. To this T we
associate an embedded tripod Y and map ϕ : T → Y following the notation of the previous section. For

conciseness, we write x̄ in place of (ϕ ◦ P )(x). Let v1 = (12 ,
√
3
2 ), v2 = (−1, 0) and v3 = (12 ,−

√
3
2 ). Then

F : △ → R
2 is defined by the formula

F (x) = x̄+ dist(x, Îj)vj if x ∈ Ij .

Here, given a point x ∈ X and a set A ⊂ X , we write dist(x,A) = infa∈A d(x, y).
We fix some additional notation. Let Ip1 denote the subarc of I1 consisting of those points x ∈ I1 for

which d(x, p) ≤ (q · r)p. Define Iq1 , Iq2 , Ir2 , Ir3 and Ip3 similarly. For each edge Ij , let oj denote the unique

point such that ōj is the origin. Moreover, we let z ∈ △ denote a point satisfying d(x, z) = dist(x, Î1).
This point may fail to be uniquely determined, so we fix a choice of z. Similarly, we let w ∈ △ denote a
point satisfying d(y, w) = dist(y, Îj), where j is such that y ∈ Ij .

In this proof, we consider two arbitrary distinct points x, y ∈ △ and show that ‖F (x)−F (y)‖ satisfies
appropriate bounds. By symmetry, we may consider five individual cases in our proof of Theorem 1.1:
(1) x, y ∈ Ip1 ; (2) x ∈ Ip1 , y ∈ Iq1 ; (3) x ∈ Ip1 , y ∈ Ip3 ; (4) x ∈ Ip1 , y ∈ Ir3 ; (5) x ∈ Iq1 , y ∈ Ir3 . See Figure 2.
Each of these cases is represented by one of the lemmas in this section.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that x, y ∈ Ip1 . Then

√
3

2
d(x, y) ≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖ ≤

√
3d(x, y).

Proof. Assume that d(x, p) < d(y, p). We first verify the lower bound. Note that both x̄ and ȳ lie on
the positive real axis, with ‖x̄− ȳ‖ = d(x, y). Moreover, F (x) and F (y) lie on the lines {x̄+ tv1 : t ∈ R}

5
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x
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(e) Case 5

Figure 2: The five cases in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

and {ȳ + tv1 : t ∈ R}, respectively. The distance between these lines is
√
3
2 d(x, y). See Figure 3a. This

verifies the lower bound.
Next, we show the upper bound. Observe that |d(x, Î1) − d(y, Î2)| ≤ d(x, y). Write F (y) as F (y) =

ȳ+t(y)v1 for some t(y) ≥ 0. Then F (x) belongs to the set x̄+tvj , where t ∈ [t(y)−d(x, y), t(y)+d(x, y)].
The point in this set furthest from F (y) is x̄ + (t(y) + d(x, y))vj , which is at distance

√
3d(x, y) from

F (y). See Figure 3b. This verifies the upper bound.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that x ∈ Ip1 and y ∈ Iq1 . Then

√
3

2
d(x, y) ≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖ ≤

√
3d(x, y).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that d(o1, y) ≤ d(o1, x). We first verify the lower bound. As in
the previous case, observe that F (x) and F (y) lie on the lines {x̄ + tv1 : t ∈ R} and {ȳ + tv1 : t ∈ R},
respectively. The distance between these lines is

√
3
2 d(o1, x) +

√
3
2 d(o1, y). See Figure 4a. Since d(x, y) =

d(x, o1) + d(o1, y), we obtain the lower bound.
We next verify the upper bound. Write F (y) as F (y) = ȳ+t(y)v1 for some t(y) ≥ 0. As in the previous

case, F (x) belongs to the set x̄ + tvj , where t ∈ [t(y) − d(x, y), t(y) + d(x, y)]. Since d(o1, y) ≤ d(o1, x),
the point in this set furthest from F (y) is x̄ + (t(y) + d(x, y))vj . Denote the latter point by x̃. Let
ỹ = −|ȳ|u1 + t(y)v1, that is, the point along the negative horizontal axis at the same distance from the
origin as ȳ. The point ỹ belongs to the line {ȳ + tv1 : t ∈ R} but is further away from x̃ than F (y).
Thus ‖F (x) − F (y)‖ ≤ ‖x̃− ỹ‖. But ‖x̃− ỹ‖ ≤

√
3d(x, y) by the same analysis as in Lemma 3.1. This

establishes the upper bound.

In the remaining lemmas, it is more convenient to phrase the inequalities in terms of the square of
the distortion rather than the distortion itself. We introduce some more notation. Note that x ∈ I1 and
y ∈ I3 in all the remaining cases. We let a = d(x, z), b = d(y, w), s = d(x, o1) and t = d(y, o3). Recall

that z be a point in Î1 such that d(x, z) = d(x, Î1), and w a point in Î3 such that d(y, w) = d(y, Î3).

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that x ∈ Ip1 and y ∈ Ip3 . Then

3

16
≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ 4.

Proof. Observe that x̄ and ȳ belong to the same leg of the embedded tripod Y . First we show the upper
bound. Note that d(x, y) ≥ |t − s|, since by Lemma 2.7 the map ϕ ◦ P is 1-Lipschitz. It follows that
d(x, y) ≥ max{a, b, |t− s|}. Let e = |t− s|. A computation shows that

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 =
1

4
(a− b+ 2s− 2t)2 +

3

4
(a+ b)2 .
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F (x)ȳ

F (y)

o

(a) Lower bound in Lemma 3.1

F (x)

ȳ

F (y)

x̄
o

(b) Upper bound in Lemma 3.1

Figure 3

By rescaling and symmetry, we assume now that a = 1 and b ≤ 1. If |e| ≤ 1, then d(x, y) ≥ max{a, b} = 1
and hence

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2
d(x, y)2

≤ M1(b, e)

for

M1(b, e) =
1

4
(1− b+ 2e)

2
+

3

4
(1 + b)

2
.

The function M1(b, e) is maximized on the set {(b, e) : 0 ≤ b, e ≤ 1} by taking b = e = 1, which gives a
value of 4. Since this statement is plausible enough (for example, by plotting the function), and checking
it is unrelated to the rest of the proof, we defer the verification of this claim to the Appendix. See
Lemma 6.1 for the details. We do the same with similar inequalities arising in this section.

If |e| ≥ 1, then
‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ 1

e2
M1(b, e).

On the set {(b, e) : 0 ≤ b ≤ 1, 1 ≤ e < ∞}, the function e−2M1(b, e) is maximized by again taking
b = e = 1, which gives a value of 4. See Lemma 6.2. This establishes the upper bound.

Now we show the lower bound. At this point, we separate into two cases.

Case 1. Assume first that z ∈ I3 or w ∈ I1. By symmetry, we may assume that z ∈ I3. If d(p, z) ≤ d(p, y),
the triangle inequality implies that

d(p, o1) ≤ d(p, z) + a+ s = d(p, o3)− t− d(y, z) + a+ s.

Since d(p, o1) = d(p, o3), this rearranges to d(y, z) ≤ a+ s− t, from which we conclude that

d(x, y) ≤ d(y, z) + d(z, x) ≤ 2a+ s− t.

Assume without loss of generality that a = 1. Set e = s− t. Then d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 is bounded
by the function

M2(b, e) =
(2 + e)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2e)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
.

In Lemma 6.3, we show that M2(b, e) is bounded on the set {(b, e) : b ≥ 0} by 4.
On the other hand, if d(p, y) ≤ d(p, z), the triangle inequality implies that

d(p, o3) ≤ d(o3, z) + a+ d(x, p) = t− d(z, y) + a+ d(p, o1)− s,

which gives d(z, y) ≤ a+ t− s and hence

d(x, y) ≤ d(y, z) + d(z, x) ≤ 2a+ t− s.

In this case, d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 is bounded by the function

M̃2(b, e) =
(2− e)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2e)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
.
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F (y)

F (x)
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(a) Lower bound in Lemma 3.2

ȳ

F (y)

F (x)
o

(b) Upper bound in Lemma 3.2

Figure 4

If s ≥ t, then e ≥ 0 and we have the relation M̃2(b, e) ≤ M2(b, e). If s < t, we claim that one of
two possibilities necessarily holds: either b ≥ t − s, or w ∈ I1 with d(p, w) ≤ d(p, x). If w ∈ I2, then
necessarily b ≥ t and hence the first alternative holds. If w ∈ I1 with d(p, w) > d(p, x), then the triangle
inequality gives

d(p, o1) ≤ d(p, y) + d(y, w) + d(w, o1) = d(p, o3)− t+ b+ d(w, o1),

and hence t− d(w, o1) ≤ b. Since d(w, o1) < s, this establishes the claim.

By Lemma 6.4, the function M̃2(b, e) is bounded on the set {(b, e) : b ≥ 0,−b ≤ e ≤ 0} by 13/3. This
covers the case where b ≥ t− s.

Assume next that w ∈ I1 with d(p, w) ≤ d(p, x). Since w ∈ I1, we can follow the previous argument
with roles of x and y reversed. Since d(p, w) ≤ d(p, x), we get the inequality d(x, y) ≤ 2b+ t− s analo-
gously to the first alternative above, which is handled by Lemma 6.3.

Case 2. As the second case, assume now that both w, z ∈ I2. Let d1 = d(r, w) − d(r, o2) and let
d2 = d(q, z) − d(q, o2). Note that d1 and d2 may be negative. The triangle inequality yields the
inequalities

d(p, q) ≤ d(p, y) + d(y, w) + d(w, q) = d(p, o3)− t+ b+ d(o2, q)− d1

and
d(p, r) ≤ d(p, y) + d(y, w) + d(w, r) = d(p, o3)− t+ b+ d(o2, r) + d1.

If d1 ≥ 0, we use the first inequality and the relation d(p, q) = d(p, o3) + d(o2, q) to conclude that
d1 ≤ b − t. If d1 ≤ 0, we use the second inequality and the relation d(p, r) = d(p, o3) + d(o2, r) to
conclude that −d1 ≤ b− t. Together, these show that |d1| ≤ b− t. Similarly, we have |d2| ≤ a− s.

This gives
d(z, w) ≤ |d1|+ |d2| ≤ a+ b− s− t

and hence
d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, w) + d(w, y) ≤ a+ b+ |d1|+ |d2| ≤ 2a+ 2b− s− t.

We compute
d(x, y)2

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 ≤ (2a+ 2b− s− t)2

1
4 (a− b+ 2s− 2t)2 + 3

4 (a+ b)2
.

Assume without loss of generality that a = 1 and b ≤ 1. Then d(x, y)2/‖F (x) − F (y)‖2 is bounded by
the function

M3(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b− s− t)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s− 2t)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
.

Note as well that s ≤ a = 1 and t ≤ b ≤ 1. Thus we must maximize the function M3(b, s, t) on the set
0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1. We show in Lemma 6.5 that the maximum value is 16/3, which is attained when b = 1
and s = t = 0.

The remaining two cases are handled similarly to Lemma 3.3, and so our proofs omit some details.
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose that x ∈ Ip1 and y ∈ Ir3 . Then

3

16
≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ 7.

Proof. We begin with the upper bound. Observe as before that d(x, y) ≥ max{a, b, s+ t}. On the other
hand, a computation shows that

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 =
1

4
(a− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+

3

4
(a+ t+ b)

2
.

Assume now without loss of generality that a = 1. If max{a, b, s+ t} = a = 1, then b ≤ 1 and s+ t ≤ 1
and so

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2
d(x, y)2

≤ M4(b, s, t),

where

M4(b, s, t) =
1

4
(1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+

3

4
(1 + t+ b)

2
.

Over the region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1, s + t ≤ 1}, the expression on the right of the previous
inequality is maximized by taking s = 0, b = t = 1 by Lemma 6.6. This gives the desired upper bound
1/4 + 3/4 · 32 = 7.

If max{a, b, s+ t} = s+ t, then

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2
d(x, y)2

≤ M4(b, s, t)

(s+ t)2
.

Over the region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ s, t ≤ 1, s + t ≥ 1, 0 ≤ b ≤ s + t}, the expression on the right of the
previous inequality is again maximized by taking s = 0, b = t = 1 by Lemma 6.7.

If max{a, b, s+ t} = b, then
‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ M4(b, s, t)

b2
.

Over the region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ s, t ≤ 1, b ≥ 1, s + t ≤ b}, the expression on the right of the previous
inequality is again maximized by taking s = 0, b = t = 1 by Lemma 6.8.

Next, we show the lower bound. We separate into three cases.

Case 1. Assume first that z ∈ I3. We claim that d(x, y) ≤ 2a+ s+ t. If d(z, p) ≤ d(y, p), then we bound
d(x, y) as follows. By the triangle inequality,

d(o1, p) = s+ d(x, p) ≤ s+ a+ d(z, p).

Since d(z, p) = d(o3, p)− d(o3, z) = d(o1, p)− d(o3, z), this gives

d(o3, z) ≤ a+ s.

Thus d(x, y) ≤ t + d(o3, z) + a ≤ 2a+ s + t. If d(z, p) > d(y, p), we obtain the same bound as follows.
By the triangle inequality,

d(r, p) = d(r, z) + d(z, y) + t+ d(o3, p) ≤ d(r, z) + a+ d(x, p).

Since d(o3, p) = d(o1, p) = d(x, p) + s, the previous inequality implies that d(z, y) ≤ a− s− t and hence
d(x, y) ≤ 2a− s− t ≤ 2a+ s+ t. It follows that

d(x, y)2

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 ≤ (2a+ s+ t)2

1
4 (a− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (a+ t+ b)
2 .

A bound on the right-hand side quantity will be found together with the next case.

Case 2. Assume in the second case that w ∈ I1. We claim now that d(x, y) ≤ 2b + s + t. If d(w, q) ≤
d(o1, q), then we have

d(q, r) ≤ d(y, q) + b+ d(w, r) = d(r, o3)− t+ b+ d(q, o1)− d(w, o1).
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This implies that t+ d(w, o1) ≤ b. Then

d(x, y) ≤ b+ d(w, o1) + s ≤ 2b+ s− t.

Next, if w lies between o1 and x, then d(x, y) ≤ b + s ≤ 2b+ s− t, since b ≥ t. If w lies between x and
p, then

d(p, r) ≤ d(p, o3)− t+ b+ d(w, p) ≤ d(p, o3)− t+ b+ d(o1, p)− s− d(x,w),

which implies d(x, y) ≤ d(x,w) + d(w, y) ≤ 2b− s− t ≤ 2b− s+ t.
It follows in each case that d(x, y) ≤ 2b+ s+ t and hence that

d(x, y)2

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 ≤ (2b+ s+ t)2

1
4 (a− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (a+ t+ b)
2 .

Without loss of generality, assume that a = 1. Note as well that s ≤ a = 1. In both of the first two
cases, d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 is bounded by

M5(b, s, t) =
(max{2, 2s}+ s+ t)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + t+ b)
2 .

By Lemma 6.9, the function M5(b, s, t) is bounded by 4 on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, 1 ≥ s}.

Case 3. In the final case, we assume that z ∈ I2 and w ∈ I2. Proceeding similarly to Case 2 of Lemma 3.3,
we obtain the relation d(x, y) ≤ 2a + 2b − s + t. Assume without loss of generality that a = 1. Then
d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 ≤ M6(b, s, t), where

M6(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b+ 2t)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + t+ b)
2 .

Note that the numerator of this formula uses the weaker bound 2+2b+2t instead of 2+2b−s+t, but this
turns out to simplify the calculations. By Lemma 6.10, this is bounded on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t}
by 16/3.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that x ∈ Ip1 and y ∈ Ir3 . Then

3

16
≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ 7.

Proof. We prove the upper bound. This is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4. As before, we have the
lower bound d(x, y) ≥ max{a, b, s+ t}. However, we have the new computation

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 =
1

4
(a− b− s+ t)

2
+

3

4
(a+ s+ t+ b)

2
.

Assume without loss of generality that a = 1 and b ≤ 1. If s+ t ≤ 1, then

‖F (x)− F (y)‖2
d(x, y)2

≤ M7(b, s, t),

where

M7(b, s, t) =
1

4
(1− b− s+ t)

2
+

3

4
(1 + s+ t+ b)

2
.

Over the region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1, s+ t ≤ 1}, M7(b, s, t) is maximized by taking s = 0, t = 1, b = 1
or s = 1, t = 0, b = 1. By Lemma 6.11, this gives the value 1/4 + 3/4 · 32 = 7, which gives the desired
bound.

If s+ t ≥ 1, then
‖F (x)− F (y)‖2

d(x, y)2
≤ M7(b, s, t)

(s+ t)2
.

Over the region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, 1 ≤ s+ t}, the function M7(b, s, t)/(s+ t)2 is maximized by taking
s = 0, t = 1, b = 1 or s = 1, t = 0, b = 1, which by Lemma 6.12 again gives the desired bound.

Next, we show the lower bound. Assume first that z ∈ I3. Then we can show similarly to in
Lemma 3.4 that d(y, z) ≤ a+ t−s. Actually, for the remainder of the proof it is slightly more convenient
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Figure 5: The image of Fs0 , which embeds the intrinsic circle in R
2

to use the weaker bound d(y, z) ≤ a + t + s. From this we conclude that d(x, y) ≤ 2a+ s + t. Assume
without loss of generality that a = 1. Then d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 is bounded by the function

M8(b, s, t) =
(2 + s+ t)2

1
4 (1− b− s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + s+ t+ b)
2 ,

where b, s, t ≥ 0. By Lemma 6.13, this function is bounded on the given region by 4.
Next, the case that w ∈ I1 is symmetric to the case that z ∈ I3, and so we obtain the same bound.
Finally, assume that both z and w are in I2. We can show similarly to Case 2 in Lemma 3.3 that

d(w, z) ≤ a + b + s + t. From this we conclude that d(x, y) ≤ 2a + 2b + s + t. Assume without loss of
generality that a = 1. Then d(x, y)2/‖F (x)− F (y)‖2 is bounded by the function

M9(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b+ 2s+ 2t)2

1
4 (1− b− s+ t)2 + 3

4 (1 + s+ t+ b)2
,

where b, s, t ≥ 0. As in Case 3 of Lemma 3.4, we use a weaker bound in the numerator in order to
simplify the calculations. By Lemma 6.14, this function is bounded above by 16/3.

4 Examples

We give a detailed analysis of the examples introduced in Example 2.5: the intrinsic circle, the three-petal
rose, tripods and the twisted heart. Theses are denoted respectively by S, R, T and H .

4.1 The intrinsic circle

This example represents the “fattest” possible metric triangle.
The obvious embedding from S into R

2 is the identity map, which has distortion π/2 ≈ 1.5708.
Interestingly, the identity map is not distortion minimizing. To improve this, for each s ∈ [0, π/3), we
define the map Fs : S → R

2 by the formula

Fs(θ) =

(
3π cos(τ(θ)) −

√
3π sin(s)

3π − 9s
,
π(− sin(s) + sin(τ(θ)))

π − 3s

)

for θ ∈ [0, 2π/3). Here, τ(θ) = s+ (1− 3s/π)θ. We extend the definition to all θ ∈ [0, 2π) by symmetry.
Namely, let A : R2 → R

2 be the linear map representing rotation by π/3. For θ ∈ [2π/3, 2π), we define
Fs(θ) = A ◦ Fs(θ − 2π/3). The map Fs takes S to a “fattened triangle” as shown in Figure 5 (with the
value s0 found below). Note that F0 is the identity map and that the limit of Fs as s → π/3 maps S
onto an equilateral triangle. The intuition behind the family {Fs} is that, beginning from the identity
map, one can lower the maximal distortion by adding corners, which increases the distortion on small
scales (where the identity map is close to an isometry) but lowers distortion between antipodal points
(where the maximal distortion is attained).

The map Fs is length-preserving, and in particular is 1-Lipschitz but not L-Lipschitz for any L < 1.
Thus the distortion of Fs is given by finding two points x, y ∈ S that maximize d(x, y)/‖Fs(x)−Fs(y)‖.
A calculation shows that the distortion of Fs is attained by the pair of antipodal points Fs(0) and Fs(π)
if s is not too large. For such s we calculate the distortion of Fs to be

lip(Fs) =
π − 3s

1 + cos(s)−
√
3 sin(s)

.
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The function lip(Fs) attains a minimum value at some point s0. It can be shown numerically that
s0 ≈ .2627, and that lip(Fs0) ≈ 1.5525, which is a mild improvement over the value 1.5708 above. We
leave as a question whether the embedding Fs0 is indeed optimal.

Question 4.1. What is lip(S,R2), and what embedding attains it?

In the other direction, an easy argument shows that lip(S,R2) ≥
√
2. Let x, y, z, w ∈ S be four

evenly spaced points, so that d(x, y) = d(y, z) = d(z, w) = d(w, x) = π/2 and d(x, z) = d(y, w) = π.
Let f : S → R

2 be an arbitrary embedding. By rescaling, we may assume that f is 1-Lipschitz. A
consequence of Euler’s quadrilateral theorem is the inequality

‖f(x)− f(z)‖2 + ‖f(y)− f(w)‖2 ≤ ‖f(x)− f(y)‖2 + ‖f(y)− f(z)‖2 + ‖f(z)− f(w)‖2 + ‖f(w)− f(x)‖2.

The right-hand side of this inequality is bounded by π2. This implies that either ‖f(x)− f(z)‖ ≤ π/
√
2

or ‖f(y)− f(w)‖ ≤ π/
√
2. In the first case we have

lip(f) ≥ d(x, z)

‖f(x)− f(z)‖ ≥
√
2.

The second case likewise gives lip(f) ≥
√
2.

4.2 The three-petal rose

This example provides a lower bound on lip(△), the minimal distortion required to embed every metric
triangle in R

2.

Proposition 4.2. Let G be an arbitrary embedding of R into R
2. Then lip(G) ≥ 2.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that G(o) = 0 and that G is non-expanding, but that
any rescaling of G by a factor r > 1 is no longer non-expanding. In particular, for all ε > 0, we can find
points x, y ∈ R such that d(x, y)/‖G(x) −G(y)‖ ≤ 1 + ε.

The triangle R is the union of six arcs S1
i , S

2
i , i ∈ {1, 2, 3} with one endpoint o and other endpoint

the antipodal point of Si, which we denote by yi.
Choose a value ε ∈ (0, 1/(2 lip(G))). Observe that d(G(yi), 0) ≥ ε for each i. In particular, since each

set G(Sj
i ) is connected, we can find a point xj

i ∈ Sj
i such that d(f(xj

i ), 0) = ε.

Enumerate the points xj
i based on the order of G(xj

i ) along the circle S(0, ε) (with the counterclockwise
orientation) from the positive x-axis as x1, x2, . . . , x6. We can find consecutive points xi, xi+1 (with
the identification x7 = x1) such that the angle ∠(0;G(xi), G(xi+1)) ≤ π/3. In particular, ‖G(xi) −
G(xi+1)‖ ≤ ε. On the other hand, since G is non-expanding, d(xi, xi+1) = d(xi, o) + d(0, xi+1) ≥ 2ε.

We conclude that
d(xi, xi+1)

‖G(xi)−G(xi+1)‖
≥ 2ε

ε
= 2,

and hence that the distortion of G is at least 2ε/ε = 2.

The tripodal embedding F for the three-petal rose has distortion lip(F ) = 2. Alternatively, let X
be the union of three equilateral triangles with the same side length and sharing a common vertex, each
separated by an angle of π/3. Then any arc length-preserving homeomorphism from R onto X also has
distortion 2.

4.3 Tripods

As we have seen, tripods play a key role in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The class of tripods represents the
“thinnest” possible metric triangles. We verify the natural expectation that the embedding F from the
previous section is distortion minimizing for this class of triangles.

Proposition 4.3. Let T be a tripod that is non-degenerate, meaning that pi > 0 for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Then lip(T,R2) = 2/

√
3, and this is obtained by the tripodal embedding.

Proof. We show that the tripodal embedding F has distortion 2/
√
3. If x, y ∈ Ti for the same i ∈ {1, 2, 3},

then the tripodal embedding satisfies ‖F (x)− F (y)‖ = d(x, y). Next, assume that x ∈ Ti and y ∈ Tj for
some i 6= j. Assume that i = 1 and j = 2. Let s = d(x, o) and t = d(y, o). Then

‖F (x)− F (y)‖
d(x, y)

≤ ‖F (x)− F (o)‖
d(x, y)

+
‖F (o)− F (y)‖

d(x, y)
=

s

s+ t
+

t

s+ t
= 1,
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and
d(x, y)

‖F (x)− F (y)‖ =
s+ t

‖(s+ t
2 ,

√
3t
2 )‖

=
s+ t√

(s+ t
2 )

2 + 3
4 t

2
.

For fixed t, the expression on the right-hand side attains a maximum when s = t. To check this, assume
without loss of generality that t = 1 and let

M(s) =
(s+ 1)2

(s+ 1
2 )

2 + 3
4

,

defined for s ≥ 0. We compute M ′(s) = (1 − s2)/(1 + s+ s2)2. Thus we have a single critical point at
s = 1. We evaluate M(1) = 4/3. Also, M(0) = 1 and lims→∞ M(s) = 1, which establishes that M(1) is
a maximum.

The proof that no embedding can have smaller distortion is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.2
but with three arcs emanating from the center point o rather than six. We omit the details.

4.4 The twisted heart

This example shows the sharpness of Theorem 1.1. Observe first that d(b, e) = d(c, a) = 1 and d(a, b) = 4.

On the other hand, we compute that F (a) = (12 ,
√
3
2 ), F (b) = (12 ,−

√
3
2 ) and F (c) = (− 3

2 ,−
√
3
2 ). Then

‖F (a)− F (b)‖
d(a, b)

=
‖(0,

√
3)‖

4
=

√
3

4

and
‖F (a)− F (c)‖

d(a, c)
= ‖(2,

√
3)‖ =

√
7.

Thus the tripodal embedding on the twisted heart has distortion 4
√
7/3.

The natural follow-up is to what extent this value can be reduced by using a different embedding. One
candidate is to map H to an equilateral triangle in the obvious way; this gives a distortion of 2

√
7 ≈ 5.29.

By perturbing the image points, it seems possible from computations to reduce the distortion to roughly
4. We leave this example as an area for further exploration.

Question 4.4. What is lip(H,R2), and what embedding attains it?

5 Metric polygons

In this section, we prove Proposition 1.3, which shows that the embedding result for metric triangles
does not extend to the case of metric quadrilaterals.

We define for all ε > 0 a quadrilateral Q = Q(ε) as follows. First we define a corresponding superset

Q̃. Start with a circle of length 4 divided into four subarcs of length 1, enumerated in cyclic order as
I1, I2, I3, I4. For each j = 1, . . . , 4, let pj denote the initial point of Ij and mj denote the midpoint. Let
I5 be an interval of length ε connecting the point p1 to p3, and let I6 be an interval of length ε connecting
the point p2 to p4. Let I7 be an interval of length ε connecting m1 and m3. We now define Q̃ to be
the union of I1, . . . , I7. We equip Q̃ with the length metric, denoted by d. We then take Q to be the
subspace I1 ∪ · · · ∪ I4. One checks that Q is a metric quadrilateral with vertices p1, . . . , p4.

Proposition 1.3 is a consequence of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Fix L ≥ 1 and choose 0 < ε < 1/(6L4). Then the quadrilateral Q = Q(ε) is not
L-bi-Lipschitz embeddable in the plane.

Proof. Assume that there is an L-bi-Lipschitz embedding f : Q → R
2. Given a point x ∈ Q, we write x′

in place of f(x).
Observe that f(Q) is a simple closed curve that, by the Jordan curve theorem, separates the plane

and has two complementary components.
Let J1 be the straight line segment connecting p′1 to p′3, which has length at most Lε. We can find

a maximal closed subinterval J̃1 with interior contained in R
2 \ f(Q) such that one endpoint j11 ∈ J̃1

belongs to f(I1 ∪ I4) and the other endpoint j21 ∈ J̃1 belongs to f(I2 ∪ I3). Let J̃1
1 be the minimal subarc
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Figure 6: The metric polygons in Section 5.

of f(I1 ∪ I4) connecting p′1 to j11 , and let J̃2
1 be the minimal subarc of f(I2 ∪ I3) connecting j21 to p′3.

Observe that J̃1
1 and J̃2

1 each have length at most L3ε, since

ℓ(J̃1
1 ) ≤ Lℓ(f−1(J̃1

1 )) = Ld(p1, f
−1(j11)) ≤ L2‖p′1 − j11‖ ≤ L3ε,

and similarly for J̃2
1 . Then the concatenation K1 = J̃1

1 ∗ J̃1 ∗ J̃3
1 is a simple curve having length at most

3L3ε.
We define K2 in the same way as a simple curve with length at most 3L3ε connecting p′2 to p′4.
If K1 and K2 were to have a point of intersection, it would follow that ‖p′1 − p′2‖ ≤ 6L3ε, and hence

that d(p1, p2) ≤ 6L4ε < 1. Since d(p1, p2) = 1, we conclude that K1 and K2 do not have a point of

intersection. In particular, it follows that J̃1 and J̃2 lie in different complementary components of f(Q).

Let S̃ be the union of K1, K2, f(I2) and f(I4). We observe that S̃ separates m′
1 and m′

3. Then

S̃ contains a simple closed curve S also separating m′
1 and m′

3 (see Theorem IV.6.7 in [12]). Now
‖m′

1 −m′
3‖ ≤ Lε, which implies that m′

1 and m′
3 lie at distance at most Lε < (6L3)−1 ≤ (6L)−1 from S.

However, the distance from m′
1 to K1 ∪K2 is at least

1

2L
− 3L2ε ≥ 1

2L
− 1

6L4
≥ 1

4L
.

Likewise, the distance from m′
1 to f(I2) ∪ f(I4) is at least (2L)−1. Thus dist(m′

1, S) ≥ (4L)−1, which
gives a contradiction.

Remark 5.2. One might initially assume that taking ε = 0 in the previous construction gives a metric
quadrilateral that cannot be bi-Lipschitz embedded in R

2. While indeed we do get a metric quadrilateral
in this way, it is possible to bi-Lipschitz embed it in R

2. The previous proof relies on the fact that a
simple closed curve separates the plane. However, if ε = 0, the corresponding quadrilateral is not a
simple closed curve, and there is more flexibility for where to map each edge.

Example 5.3. A metric pentagon may fail to even be topologically embeddable in R
2. There are two

basic examples of non-planar graphs: K5, the complete graph on five vertices, and K3,3, the complete
bipartite graph on two sets of three vertices. Each of these can be realized as a metric pentagon.

We provide the details for K5. Denote its topological vertices in cyclic order by p1, p2, . . . , p5. Denote
the topological edge from pi to pj by Iij . We make K5 into a metric space by assigning each edge
length 1 and taking the length metric. For each i = 1, . . . , 5, let mi be the midpoint of Ii(i+1) (with
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the usual identification of I56 with I51). The space K5 can be viewed as a metric pentagon by taking
m1,m3,m5,m2,m4 as its vertices (as a metric polygon) in cyclic order. The edges (as a metric polygon)
are [m1p1]∗I14∗[p4m3], [m3p3]∗I31∗[p1m5], [m5p5]∗I53∗[p3m2], [m2p2]∗I25∗[p5m4], [m4p4]∗I42∗[p2m1].
Each of these edges has length 2.

Note that, for both metric spaces K5 and K3,3 (with the standard length metric just described), any
two points are at distance at most 2 apart. This implies that any edge (as a metric polygon) has length
at most 2. In particular, these spaces cannot be realized as metric quadrilaterals.

6 Appendix

In this appendix, we provide the proofs of the various inequalities used in Section 3. These are mostly
straightforward calculus optimization problems, but we include the details for completeness. We recall
the following functions defined in Section 3:

M1(b, e) =
1

4
(1− b+ 2e)

2
+

3

4
(1 + b)

2
;

M2(b, e) =
(2 + e)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2e)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
;

M̃2(b, e) =
(2 − e)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2e)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + b)2
;

M3(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b− s− t)2

1
4 (1 − b+ 2s− 2t)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
;

M4(b, s, t) =
1

4
(1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+

3

4
(1 + t+ b)

2
;

M5(b, s, t) =
(max{2, 2b}+ s+ t)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + t+ b)
2 ;

M6(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b+ 2t)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + t+ b)
2 ;

M7(b, s, t) =
1

4
(1− b− s+ t)2 +

3

4
(1 + s+ t+ b)2 ;

M8(b, s, t) =
(2 + s+ t)2

1
4 (1− b− s+ t)2 + 3

4 (1 + s+ t+ b)2
;

M9(b, s, t) =
(2 + 2b+ 2s+ 2t)2

1
4 (1− b− s+ t)

2
+ 3

4 (1 + s+ t+ b)
2 .

Lemma 6.1. The function M1(b, e) is maximized on the set {(b, e) : 0 ≤ b, e ≤ 1} by taking b = e = 1,
which gives a value of 4.

Proof. We compute ∂M1

∂b
(b, e) = 1 + 2b− e and ∂M1

∂e
(b, e) = 1− b+ 2e. These are both non-negative on

the set {(b, e) : 0 ≤ b, e ≤ 1}. Thus M1 attains a maximum value by making b, e as large as possible,
that is, b = e = 1. We compute M1(1, 1) = 4.

Lemma 6.2. The function 1
e2
M1(b, e) is maximized on the set {(b, e) : 0 ≤ b ≤ 1, 1 ≤ e < ∞} by taking

b = e = 1, which gives a value of 4.

Proof. We first compute
∂M1

∂e
(b, e) = −2 + 2b+ 2b2 + e− be

e3
.

Observe that since b ≤ 1, the numerator is always positive, and we conclude that ∂M1

∂e
(b, e) < 0. This

implies that 1
e2
M1(b, e) attains a maximum when e = 1. The previous lemma now implies that a

maximum value of 4 is attained when b = 1.

Lemma 6.3. The function M2(b, e) is maximized on the set {(b, e) : b ≥ 0} by taking b = e = 0, which
gives a value of 4.
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Proof. We compute
∂M2

∂b
(b, e) = − (2 + e)2(1 + 2b− e)

(14 (1− b+ 2e)2 + 3
4 (1 + b)2)2

.

Observe that ∂M2

∂b
(b, e) > 0 if 2b < e − 1 and ∂M2

∂b
(b, e) < 0 if 2b > e − 1. This implies that M2(b, e) is

greatest if 2b+ 1 = e, or if b = 0.
Now

∂

∂b
M2(b, 2b+ 1) = −2(3 + 2b)

3(1 + b)3
,

which is negative. Thus M2(b, 2b+ 1) is maximized when b = 0, which gives a value of 4.
Similarly, if b = 0, then we compute

∂

∂e
M2(0, e) = − 3e(2 + e)

(1 + e+ e2)2
,

which is negative if e > 0 or e < −2 and positive if −2 < e < 0. Thus M2(0, e) has a local maximum at
e = 0. We also check that lime→−∞ M2(0, e) = 1, and so e = 0 is a global maximum. This completes
the proof.

M2(−e, e) =
(2− e)2

1
4 (1 + 3e)2 + 3

4 (1− e)2
.

2(e− 2)(1 + 6e)

(1 + 3e2)2
.

Lemma 6.4. The function M̃2(b, e) is maximized on the set {(b, e) : b ≥ 0,−b ≤ e ≤ 0} by taking
b = −e = 1/6, which gives a value of 13/3.

Proof. We compute
∂M2

∂b
(b, e) = − (1 + 2b− e)(e − 2)2

(14 (1− b+ 2e)
2
+ 3

4 (1 + b)2)2
.

This is strictly negative over the given region. It follows that M2(b, e) is maximized if b = −e. Now

∂

∂e
M2(−e, e) =

2(e− 2)(1 + 6e)

(1 + 3e2)2
.

This is positive if e < −1/6 and negative if e > −1/6. Thus there is a maximum at e = −1/6. We
evaluate M2(1/6,−1/6) = 13/3.

Lemma 6.5. The function M3(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1} by taking b = 1,
s = t = 0, which gives a value of 16/3.

Proof. We compute

∂M3

∂s
(b, s, t) = − (2 + 2b− s− t)(6 + 7b+ 3b2 + s− 3t)

2(14 (1− b+ 2s− 2t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b)2)2

,

which is negative for all 0 < b, s, t < 1. It follows that M3(b, s, t) is maximized if s = 0. Next, we evaluate

∂

∂t
M3(b, 0, t) = − (2 + 2b− t)(2 + 3b+ 3b2 − t)

2(14 (1− b− 2t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b)2)2

,

which is also negative for all 0 < b, t < 1. Thus M3(b, 0, t) is maximized if t = 0. Finally, we evaluate

∂M3

∂b
(b, 0, 0) =

(3− b)(1 + b)

(14 (1− b)2 + 3
4 (1 + b)2)2

,

which is positive if 0 < b < 1. We conclude that M3(b, s, t) is maximized when b = 1, s = t = 0. Evaluate
M3(1, 0, 0) = 16/3.

Lemma 6.6. The function M4(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1, s + t ≤ 1} by
taking s = 0, b = t = 1, which gives a value of 7.
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Proof. Since 1 − b + 2s + t ≥ 0, we see that M4(b, s, t) is increasing in s and t. Thus the maximum is
attained when s+ t = 1. Now

M4(b, s, 1− s) =
3

4
(2 + b− s)2 +

1

4
(2− b+ s)2.

Let u = b − s, so the previous expression becomes h(u) = 3
4 (2 + u)2 + 1

4 (2 − u)2. Then h′(u) = 2u+ 2.
So M4 is maximized when b − s is greatest, that is, b = 1 and s = 0. Then t = 1. We evaluate
M4(1, 0, 1) = 7.

Lemma 6.7. The function 1
(s+t)2M4(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, 1 ≤ s + t, b ≤

s+ t} by taking s = 0, b = t = 1, which gives a value of 7.

Proof. We evaluate
∂

∂b

M4(b, s, t)

(s+ t)2
=

1 + 2b− s+ t

(s+ t)2
,

which is positive when 2b > s− t− 1. If 2b > s− t− 1, then 1
(s+t)2M4(b, s, t) increases as b increases. If

2b < s− t− 1, then 1
(s+t)2M4(b, s, t) increases as b deceases. From this we conclude that 1

(s+t)2M4(b, s, t)

is greatest when either b = s+ t or b = 0. When analyzing the latter case, note that t+ 1 < s. Then

M4(s+ t, s, t) =
s2 + 2s+ 3ts+ 3t2 + 3t+ 1

(s+ t)2

and we compute
∂

∂s

M4(s+ t, s, t)

(s+ t)2
= −2 + 2s+ st+ 4t+ 3t2

(s+ t)3
,

which is negative over the same region. Thus the function is greatest when s + t = 1. The previous
lemma now implies that a maximum value of 7 is attained when s = 0 and b = t = 1.

On the other hand,

M4(0, s, t) =
s2 + 2s+ 3ts+ 3t2 + 3t+ 1

(s+ t)2
.

Let u = ( 1√
2
,− 1√

2
). We compute

∂

∂u

M4(0, s, t)

(s+ t)2
=

s− t− 1√
2(s+ t)2

,

which is positive. From this, we can assume that t = 0. Then M4(0, s, 0) = 1+ 1
s
+ 1

s2
, which is at most

3.

Lemma 6.8. The function 1
b2
M4(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, 1 ≤ b, s + t ≤ b}

by taking s = 0, b = t = 1, which gives a value of 7.

Proof. Let u = (0, 1√
2
, 1√

2
). The directional derivative of 1

b2
M4(b, s, t) in the direction of u is 3(1 + s+

t)/(
√
2b2), which is positive. We conclude that 1

b2
M4(b, s, t) is greatest when s+ t = b. This reduces to

Lemma 6.7, and so we obtain the same conclusion.

Lemma 6.9. The function M5(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, s ≤ 1} by taking
b = 6, s = 1, t = 0, which gives a value of 13/3.

Proof. Let Ma
5 (b, s, t) denote the function defined like M5 but replacing “min{2, 2b}” with “2”, and

similarly for M b
5 . It suffices to consider the functions Ma

5 and M b
5 separately.

Let u = (0, 1√
2
,− 1√

2
). Then the directional derivative of Ma

5 in the u-direction is

DuM
a
5 (b, s, t) =

(1 + 2b− s+ t)(2 + s+ t)2√
2(14 (1− b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3

4 (1 + b+ t)2)2
.

If s < 1 + 2b+ t, then DuM
a
5 is positive; if s > 1 + 2b+ t, then DuM

a
5 is negative. Thus along a given

curve in the u-direction, Ma
5 (b, s, t) is greatest when s = 1 + 2b + t. Note that this point lies outside

the interior of the target region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t, s ≤ 1}. From this we deduce that the maximum
necessarily occurs when t = 0 or when s = 1.
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Ma
5 (b, 1 + 2b+ t, t) =

(3 + 2b+ 2t)2

3(1 + b+ t)2
.

In the case that t = 0, we evaluate

Ma
5 (b, s, 0) =

(2 + s)2

1
4 (1− b+ 2s)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
.

Compute
∂

∂b

(2 + s)2

1
4 (1− b + 2s)2 + 3

4 (1 + b)2
= − (1 + 2b− s)(2 + s)2

(14 (1− b+ 2s)2 + 3
4 (1 + b)2)2

.

Since s ≤ 1, this is negative, so we conclude that the maximum occurs when b = 0. Now

Ma
5 (0, s, 0) =

(2 + s)2

1
4 (1 + 2s)2 + 3

4

.

This function is decreasing in s for s > 0, so we conclude that s = 0. We compute Ma
5 (0, 0, 0) = 4, so

Ma
5 attains a maximum value for b = s = t = 0.
In the case that s = 1, we evaluate

Ma
5 (b, 1, t) =

(3 + t)2

1
4 (3− b+ t)2 + 3

4 (1 + b+ t)2
.

A computation shows that the b-derivative of the right-hand side is negative, and thus any maximum
occurs when b = 0. We then deduce that t = 0. Evaluate Ma

5 (0, 1, 0) = 3.
The function M b

5 is handled similarly and we highlight the differences. We compute

DuM
b
5(b, s, t) =

(1 + 2b− s+ t)(2b+ s+ t)2√
2(14 (1 − b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3

4 (1 + b+ t)2)2
.

From this, we conclude that the maximum occurs when s = 1 + 2b + t, when t = 0 or when s = 1. As
before, the line s = 1 + 2b+ t lies outside the target domain, so we assume that t = 0 or s = 1.

If t = 0, we compute

∂

∂s
M b

5(b, s, 0) =
(2b+ s)(2 + 4b2 + s− 5bs)

(14 (1 − b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b+ t)2)2

.

This is positive for b ≥ 0, 0 < s < 1, so we conclude that s = 1.
Thus we can consider the second case that s = 1. We compute

∂

∂b
M b

5(b, 1, t) = − (1 + 2b+ t)(−12 + 2b− 11t− 3t2)

(14 (1− b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b+ t)2)2

and
∂

∂t
M b

5(b, 1, t) = − (1 + 2b+ t)(−3 + 7b− t+ 3bt)

(14 (1− b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b+ t)2)2

.

The first of these is zero if b = −(11t+ 3t2)/12, while the second of these is zero if b = (3 + t)/(7 + 3t).
There is no t > 0 satisfying both these relations, and so we conclude that M b

5(b, 1, t) does not have any
critical points when 0 < b, t. Thus any maximum must occur when t = 0 or b = 0.

Next,
∂

∂b
M b

5(b, 1, 0) = −2(−6 + b)(1 + 2b)

(3 + b2)2
,

so M b
5(b, 1, 0) has a maximum at b = 6. Compute M b

5(6, 1, 0) = 13/3. Similarly,

∂

∂b
M b

5(0, 1, t) = − (1 + t)(3 + t)

(3 + 3t+ t2)2
,

which is positive for t > 0. So limM b
5(0, 1, t) = 1 is a bound on M b

5(0, 1, t) for t > 0.
Finally, ∂

∂t
M b

5(b, 1, t) is negative whenever b ≥ 1, which implies M b
5(b, 1, t) ≤ M b

5(b, 1, 0) for all b, t

satisfies b ≥ 1. Also, ∂
∂b
M b

5(b, 1, t) is positive whenever b ≤ 1. These facts allow us to conclude that
M b

5(b, 1, t) does in fact attain a maximum.
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Lemma 6.10. The function M6(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t} by taking s+ t =
1 + b, which gives a value of 16/3.

Proof. Compute
∂M6

∂s
(b, s, t) =

4(−1 + b− 2s− t)(1 + b+ t)2

(14 (1− b+ 2s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + t+ b)2)2

.

This is positive if 2s < −1 + b − t and negative if 2s > −1 + b − t. Thus any maximum of M6 occurs
when 2s = −1 + b − t, if −1 + b − t ≥ 0, or −1 + b − t < 0 and s = 0. In the first case, we evaluate
M6(b, (−1 + b − t)/2, t) = 16/3.

In the second case, evaluate

∂M6

∂b
(b, 0, t) = −4(−1 + b− t)(1 + t)(1 + b + t)

(b2 + b(1 + t) + (1 + t)2)2
.

If −1 + b− t < 0, then this derivative is positive. We conclude that any maximum for M6(b, 0, t) occurs
when −1 + b− t = 0, which returns us to the previous case.

Lemma 6.11. The function M7(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1, s + t ≤ 1},
M7(b, s, t) by taking s = 0, b = t = 1, or t = 0, b = s = 1. This gives a value of 7.

Proof. We evaluate
∂

∂b
M7(b, s, t) =

∂

∂s
M7(b, s, t) = 1 + 2b+ 2s+ t,

which is positive. Thus M7 is greatest when b = 1 and s+ t = 1. Now

M7(1, s, 1− s) =
27

4
+

1

4
(1− 2s)2,

which attains a maximum of 7 when s = 0 or s = 1.

Lemma 6.12. The function 1
(s+t)2M7(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t ≤ 1, s+ t ≥ 1},

M7(b, s, t) by taking s = 0, b = t = 1, or t = 0, b = s = 1. This gives a value of 7.

Proof. We evaluate
∂

∂b

M7(b, s, t)

(s+ t)2
=

1 + 2b+ 2s+ t

(s+ t)2
,

which is positive for 0 < b, s, t < 1. This implies the function is greatest when b = 1. We now compute

∂

∂s

M7(1, s, t)

(s+ t)2
=

−6 + ts− 3s− 3t− t2

(s+ t)3
,

which is negative over the same region. Thus the function is greatest when s + t = 1. The previous
lemma now implies that a maximum value of 7 is attained when s = 0 and b = t = 1, or t = 0 and
b = s = 1.

Lemma 6.13. The function M8(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t} by taking b = s =
t = 0. This gives a value of 4.

Proof. Let u = (0, 1√
2
,− 1√

2
). Then the directional derivative of M8 in the u-direction is

DuM8(b, s, t) =
(b − 1 + s− t)(2 + s+ t)2√

2(14 (1 − b− s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b+ s+ t)2)2

.

If s − t < 1 − b, then DuM5 is positive; if s − t > 1 − b, then DuM5 is negative. Thus along a given
curve in the u-direction, M8(b, s, t) is maximized when s = 1− b+ t. Note that this point may lie outside
the target region {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t}, in which case the maximum necessarily occurs when t = 0. We
examine each case separately. First, we take s = 1− b+ t. Then

M8(b, 1− b+ t, t) =
(−3 + b− 2t)2

3(1 + t)2
.
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This function is decreasing in b if b < 3+ 2t and increasing in b if b > 3+ 2t. Moreover, for fixed t, since
s ≥ 0, it follows that b satisfies the relation b ≤ 1 + t. Thus the maximum must occur when b = 0 or
b = 1 + t. This gives

M8(0, 1 + t, t) =
4(3 + 2t)2

3(2 + 2t)2

and

M8(1 + t, 0, t) =
4(2 + t)2

3(2 + 2t)2
.

Each of these functions is decreasing. So each has a maximum when t = 0. We evaluate M8(0, 1, 0) = 3
and M8(1, 0, 0) = 4/3.

Next, we take t = 0. Then

M8(b, s, 0) =
(2 + s)2

1
4 (1− b− s)2 + 3

4 (1 + b+ s)2
.

Compute
∂

∂b

(2 + s)2

1
4 (1− b− s)2 + 3

4 (1 + b+ s)2
= − ((2 + s)2(1 + 2b+ 2s)

1 + b+ b2 + s+ 2bs+ s2)2
.

This is negative, so we conclude that the maximum occurs when b = 0. Now

M8(0, s, 0) =
(2 + s)2

1
4 (1− s)2 + 3

4 (1 + s)2
.

This function is decreasing in s for s > 0, so we conclude that s = 0. We compute M8(0, 0, 0) = 4, so
M8 attains a maximum value for b = s = t = 0.

Lemma 6.14. The function M9(b, s, t) is maximized on the set {(b, s, t) : 0 ≤ b, s, t} by taking t =
b+ s− 1, which gives a value of 16/3.

Proof. We compute

∂

∂t
M9(b, s, t) =

4(b+ s)(−1 + b+ s− t)(1 + b+ s+ t)

(14 (1− b− s+ t)2 + 3
4 (1 + b+ s+ t)2)2

.

This is positive if t + 1 < b + s and negative if t + 1 > b + s, so we conclude that M9(b, s, t) is largest
when t = b+ s− 1. Now M9(b, s, b+ s− 1) evaluates to 16/3.
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