
An Isometric Embedding of the ℓ∞ product
space of two bounded subspaces of the

Gromov-Hausdorff Space into the
Gromov-Hausdorff Space
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Abstract

In this paper, we prove the ℓ∞ product space of two bounded sub-
spaces of the Gromov-Hausdorff space can be isometrically embedded
into the Gromov-Hausdorff space.

1 Introduction
In 1909, Fréchet [3, pp.161–162] showed that an arbitrary separable metric
space can be isometrically embedded into the metric space of all real-valued
and bounded sequences (xn)

∞
n=1 = (x1, x2, . . . , xn, . . .), which is usually de-

noted by ℓ∞ and equipped with the supremum distance:

the distance between (xn)
∞
n=1 and (yn)

∞
n=1 : sup

n=1,2,...
|xn − yn|.
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Indeed, we can define the isometric embedding of a separable metric space
(X, d) into ℓ∞ by x 7→ (d(x, xn)−d(xn, x1))

∞
n=1 for x ∈ X, where {x1, x2, . . .}

is a dense subset of X.

In 1927, Urysohn [6] constructed the separable complete metric space U
satisfying the following:

• For an arbitrary separable metric space X, there exists a suitable sub-
space M of U such that M is isometric to X,

• An arbitrary isometry between finite subsets of U can be extended to
an isometry on U .

Additionally, U is unique up to an isomorphism and called the Urysohn uni-
versal space today.

In 1932, Banach [1, p.187] showed that an arbitrary separable metric
space can be isometrically embedded into the metric space of all continuous
functions on the closed interval [0, 1]. It is a Banach space usually denoted
by C([0, 1]) and equipped with the supremum distance:

the distance between f and g : sup
0≤t≤1

|f(t)− g(t)|.

This fact was proved as an application of Fréchet’s isometric embedding and
Banach-Mazur theorem [1, p.185], which states that every Banach space can
be isometrically embedded into C([0, 1]). This space C([0, 1]) is not isomet-
ric to the Urysohn universal space according to Mazur-Ulam theorem, which
states that all surjective isometries between normed spaces are affine. How-
ever, in 2008, Dutrieux and Lancien [2] showed that a Banach space into
which all compact metric spaces can be isometrically embedded has a lin-
early isometric copy of C([0, 1]).

Generally, a metric space X is universal for a class C consisting of metric
spaces if all Y ∈ C can be isometrically embedded into X. The above works
focus on the universality for a class of all separable metric spaces.

On the other hand, in 2017, Iliadis, Ivanov, and Tuzhilin [4] showed
that all finite metric spaces can be isometrically embedded into the Gromov-
Hausdorff space, which means this space is universal for a class of all finite

2



metric spaces. The Gromov-Hausdorff space is a metric space consisting of a
certain set M and Gromov-Hausdorff distance dGH defined later. The set M
is usually defined as the set of all isometry classes of compact metric spaces,
but we now consider M as a set characterized by

• For every X ∈ M, X is a (nonempty) compact metric space,

• For an arbitrary compact metric space X, we can find a suitable Y ∈ M
such that Y is isometric to X,

• For every X, Y ∈ M, we obtain X = Y if X is isometric to Y .

The Gromov-Hausdorff space M has a dense countable set consisting of iso-
metric copies of all finite metric spaces endowed with rational valued distance
functions and therefore M is separable. In addition, we can show that M
is complete, but M is not isometric to the Urysohn universal space. See [4,
Section 3] and [5, Main Theorem].

According to [4], there are many open problems related to the geometrical
properties of M. For instance, in this paper, we focus on

Problem 1.1. Can we isometrically embed all compact metric spaces into
the Gromov-Hausdorff space M?

Iliadis, Ivanov, and Tuzhilin’s result can be considered as a partial answer
to this problem, and this partial answer can be generalized to the following
as an easy application of [4, Theorem 4.1].

Proposition 1.2. All bounded metric subspaces of an ℓ∞ normed space Rn

can be isometrically embedded into the Gromov-Hausdorff space.

In this paper, we will prove the next theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let M≤r,B(r) (r > 0) be the following metric subspaces of
the Gromov-Hausdorff space M:

M≤r = {Z ∈ M| diam(Z) ≤ r} , B(r) = {Z ∈ M| diam(Z) = r} ,

where diam(Z) is the diameter of a metric space Z. Then the nth carte-
sian power (M≤r)

n equipped with ℓ∞ distance can be embedded into B(5rn).
Namely, we can construct a map Sr,n : (M≤r)

n → B(5rn) satisfying

dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) = max
k=1,2,...,n

dGH(Xk, Yk)

for all X = (Xk)
n
k=1, Y = (Yk)

n
k=1 ∈ (M≤r)

n.
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This theorem implies

Corollary 1.4. Let X ,Y be bounded metric subspaces of the Gromov-Hausdorff
space. Then the product space X × Y equipped with ℓ∞ distance can be iso-
metrically embedded into the Gromov-Hausdorff space.

Corollary 1.5. Let X, Y be bounded metric spaces which can be isometrically
embedded into the Gromov-Hausdorff space. Then the product space X × Y
equipped with ℓ∞ distance can be isometrically embedded into the Gromov-
Hausdorff space.

In particular, we can also show Proposition 1.2 by using this corollary
since a bounded subspace of R1 can be isometrically embedded into M.

2 Preliminaries
Let X, Y be sets, and R a subset of X × Y . For A ⊂ X, we define R[A] as
an image of A:

R[A] = {y ∈ Y | there exists a ∈ A such that (a, y) ∈ R} ,

and we define R−1 as an inverse of R:

R−1 = {(y, x) | (x, y) ∈ R} ⊂ Y ×X.

Thus, an inverse image R−1[B] is also defined similarly.

Using this notation, we write GHC(X, Y ) for the system of all subsets R
of X × Y satisfy R[{x}] ̸= ∅ and R−1[{y}] ̸= ∅ for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . In
addition, we define dis(R) as the distortion of R ∈ GHC(X, Y ) if X, Y are
metric spaces endowed with distance functions dX , dY respectively:

dis(R) = dis(X, Y ;R) = sup {|dX(x, ξ)− dY (y, η)| | (x, y), (ξ, η) ∈ R} .

As described above, the Gromov-Hausdorff space is a metric space con-
sisting of a certain set M and Gromov-Hausdorff distance dGH. The Gromov-
Hausdorff distance is typically defined by using the “Hausdorff distance”, but
we can alternatively define the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between X, Y ∈
M as

dGH(X, Y ) =
1

2
inf

R∈GHC(X,Y )
dis(R) .
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We define diam(X) as the diameter of a metric space (X, d):

diam(X) = diam(X, d) = sup
x0,x1∈X

d(x0, x1).

It is straightforward to see dGH(X, Y ) ≤ max{diam(X), diam(Y )} and

| diam(X)− diam(Y )| ≤ 2dGH(X, Y )

for X, Y ∈ M, which means a map diam : M → R is 2-lipschitz continuous.
Therefore, if X is a bounded set of M, we can obtain supX∈X diam(X) < ∞.

By the definition of M, for an arbitrary compact metric space X, there
exists uniquely Y ∈ M such that X is isometric to Y . Then we may consider
[X] = Y . On the other hand, we can similarly define the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance between two compact metric spaces X, Y which do not necessarily
satisfy X, Y ∈ M. However, we can see easily dGH(X, Y ) = dGH([X], [Y ]).
Generally speaking, we can see dGH(X, Y ) = dGH(Z, Y ) if X is isometric to
a metric space Z.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3
We shall prove Theorem 1.3 and show some corollaries.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. First of all, we define a compact metric space Sr,n(X)
for an arbitrary point X = (Xk)

n
k=1 ∈ (M≤r)

n.

we fix a two-point set X0 = {p1, p−1} equipped with distance function d0
satisfying d0(p

+, p−) = 3r and we may assume X0, X1, . . . , Xn are disjoint by
replacing isometric copies of them. For simplicity, we consider p1 = −p−1

and p−1 = −p1.

Then we put Sr,n(X) =
⋃n

k=0Xk as a set and we can define the distance
function dr,nX of Sr,n(X) satisfying the following if the distance function of
Xk is denoted by dk:

dr,nX (xk, xl) =

{
dk(xk, xl) if :k = l,

5r|l − k| if :k ̸= l
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Figure 1: The definition of Sr,n(X)

for xk ∈ Xk, xl ∈ Xl, k, l ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}.

Now we consider Sr,n(X) = [Sr,n(X)] ∈ M for simplicity. In par-
ticular, by mean of dr,nX (p1, xn) = 5rn for some point xn ∈ Xn, we have
diam(Sr,n(X)) = 5rn, which means Sr,n(X) ∈ B(5rn). Thus, we can define
a map Sr,n : (M≤r)

n → B(5rn).

Let X = (Xk)
n
k=1, Y = (Yk)

n
k=1 be arbitrary fixed points of (M≤r)

n. we
put m = maxk=1,2,...,n dGH(Xk, Yk) ≤ r for short. We shall prove

dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) = m = max
k=1,2,...,n

dGH(Xk, Yk).

Firstly, we shall show dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) ≤ m. For any positive num-
ber ε with m < ε, we can obtain Rk ∈ GHC(Xk, Yk) (k = 1, 2, . . . , n) satisfy-
ing dis(Rk) < 2ε by the definition of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. Then
the following set R belongs to GHC(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )):

R = R0 ∪
n⋃

k=1

Rk ⊂ Sr,n(X)×Sr,n(Y ) ,

where R0 = {(p1, p1), (p−1, p−1)} ⊂ X0 × Y0 (we put Y0 = {p1, p−1}). It is
straightforward to see dis(R) < 2ε, which means dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) < ε.
Indeed, for any points (x, y) ∈ Rk and (ξ, η) ∈ Rl, we obtain

|dr,nX (x, ξ)− dr,nY (y, η)| ≤

{
0 if :k ̸= l,

dis(Rk) if :k = l
(dis(R0) = 0) .

As a consequence, we have dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) ≤ m.
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Secondary, we shall show dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) ≥ m by contradiction.
Thus, we suppose dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) < m, which means there exists
R ∈ GHC(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) such that dis(R) < 2m ≤ 2r. Now we divide
the argument among 4 steps to obtain a contradiction.

Step 1. In this step, we shall show that 4 sets R[{p1}], R[{p−1}], R−1[{p1}],
R−1[{p−1}] are one-point sets including in X0 = Y0 = {p1, p−1}, which means
we can define Rs(pt) ∈ {p1, p−1} (s, t ∈ {1,−1}, R1 = R) as the point
satisfying Rs[{pt}] = {Rs(pt)}. In addition, we shall show that they satisfy

R(p1) = R−1(p1) , R(p−1) = R−1(p−1) , R(p1) = −R(p−1) .

Firstly, suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that R[{p1}] ̸⊂ {p1, p−1}.
It means there exist a number k = 1, 2, . . . , n and a point yk ∈ Yk such that
(p1, yk) ∈ R. On the other hand, we can take some point z ∈ Sr,n(Y ) which
satisfying (p−1, z) ∈ R. Since |dr,nX (p1, p−1)− dr,nY (yk, z)| ≤ dis(R), we have

dr,nY (yk, z) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nX (p1, p−1) < 2r + 3r = 5r ,

thus z ∈ Yk; otherwise we obtain dr,nY (yk, z) ≥ 5r by the definition of dr,nY .
Then we have dr,nY (yk, z) ≤ diam(Yk) ≤ r, so we obtain a contradiction:

3r = dr,nX (p1, p−1) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nY (yk, z) < 2r + r = 3r .

Therefore, we have R[{p1}] ⊂ {p1, p−1}.

Secondary, we shall show that R[{p1}] is a one point set, which means
there exists R(p1) ∈ {p1, p−1} such that R[{p1}] = {R(p1)}. Let z0, z1 be
points of R[{p1}]. Suppose z0 ̸= z1 for the sake of contradiction. Then we
have {z0, z1} = {p1, p−1} by z0, z1 ∈ R[{p1}] ⊂ {p1, p−1}, so we have

3r = dr,nY (p1, p−1) = dr,nY (z0, z1) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nX (p1, p1) < 2r ,

which is a contradiction to r > 0. As a consequence, we can define R(p1) ∈
{p1, p−1} as an above point. In addition, we can show that R[{p−1}] is a
one-point set contained in {p1, p−1} similarly, therefore we can also define
R(p−1) ∈ {p1, p−1} satisfying R[{p−1}] = {R(p−1)}.

In particular, if R(p1) = R(p−1), we have

3r = dr,nX (p1, p−1) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nY (R(p1), R(p−1)) < 2r ,
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which is a contradiction. It means R(p1) = −R(p−1). Additionally, the above
argument can also be applied to R−1 ∈ GHC(Sr,n(Y ),Sr,n(X)). Hence, we
can also define R−1(p1), R−1(p−1) and they satisfy R−1(p1) = −R−1(p−1).

We only need to verify R(p1) = R−1(p1). By the argument above, we can
consider R, R−1 as two maps R,R−1 : {p1, p−1} → {p1, p−1}, and see two
maps R and R−1 are inverses of each other by the definition of R, R−1. It
means the maps are equal to each other, therefore we have R(p1) = R−1(p1).

Step 2. In this step, we shall show that there exists a permutation σ of
{1, 2, . . . , n} such that

R[Xk] ⊂ Yσ(k) , R
−1[Yk] ⊂ Xσ−1(k)

for an arbitrary number k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.

For an arbitrary fixed point xk ∈ Xk, we can show that all points y ∈
R[{xk}] do not belong to Y0. Indeed, we have dr,nY (y,R(ps)) ̸= 0 for any
s ∈ {1,−1} by calculation:

0 < 3r = 5r − 2r ≤ 5rk − 2r < dr,nX (xk, p
s)− dis(R) ≤ dr,nY (y,R(ps)) .

It means R[Xk] ⊂
⋃n

k=1 Yk.

Now, we defined a map σ : {1, 2, . . . , n} → {1, 2, . . . , n} by the graph

{(k, l) | there exist x ∈ Xk, y ∈ Yl such that (x, y) ∈ R} .

To show the well-definedness of σ, It suffices to show l0 = l1 for arbitrary 4
points x, ξ ∈ Xk, y ∈ Yl0 , η ∈ Yl1 satisfying (x, y), (ξ, η) ∈ R. Since we have

dr,nY (y, η) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nX (x, ξ) < 2r + r = 3r ,

we can obtain |l0 − l1| < 1 if l0 ̸= l1. However |l0 − l1| < 1 means l0 = l1, and
it contradics to l0 ̸= l1.

The above argument can also be applied to R−1, therefore we can define
a map τ : {1, 2, . . . , n} → {1, 2, . . . , n} similarly. Moreover, we have

R[Xk] ⊂ Yσ(k) , R
−1[Yk] ⊂ Xτ(k)
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for any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} by the definition of σ, τ .

To show the claim of this step, we shall show that σ and τ are inverses
of each other. For any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, it is straightforward to see:

Xk ⊂ R−1[R[Xk]] ⊂ R−1[Yσ(k)] ⊂ Xτ(σ(k)).

It means τ(σ(k)) = k by the assumption of disjointness. Reversing the roles
of R and R−1, we can also obtain σ(τ(k)) = k.

Step 3. In this step, we shall show that σ is the identity map.

Firstly, we can obtain σ(1) = 1. Indeed, we have

5rσ(1) = dr,nY (y1, R(p+)) ≤ dis(R) + dr,nX (x1, p
+) < 2r + 5r = 7r

for some points x1 ∈ X1 and y1 ∈ R[{x1}], therefore σ(1) ≤ 1.

Secondary, we shall show σ(k) = k for k ∈ {2, 3, . . . , n}. Since σ(k) > 1,
we have

5r|σ(k)−k| = 5r||σ(k)−1|−|k−1|| = dr,nY (yk, y1)−dr,nX (xk, x1) ≤ dis(R) < 2r

for some points xk ∈ Xk and yk ∈ R[{xk}]. Then we obtain |σ(k)− k| < 1 ,
that is σ(k) = k.

Step 4. In this step, we shall show a contradiction. As a result of step 2, we
can define Rk ∈ GHC(Xk, Yk) by Rk = R∩(Xk×Yk) for any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.
In particular, since Rk ⊂ R, we have

2dGH(Xk, Yk) ≤ dis(Rk) ≤ dis(R) < 2m,

that is 2m < 2m. It is a contradiction.

As a consequence, we have dGH(Sr,n(X),Sr,n(Y )) = m.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Since supX∈X diam(X) < ∞, supY ∈X diam(Y ) < ∞,
there exists r > 0 such taht X ,Y ⊂ M≤r, which means X×Y ⊂ M≤r×M≤r.
Therefore Sr,2 : M≤r ×M≤r → B(10r) induces an isometric embedding we
seek.

Proof of Corollary 1.5. By the assumption, X, Y are isometric to some bounded
metric subspaces of M
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