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BOUNDEDNESS OF PRECOMPACT SETS OF METRIC MEASURE
SPACES

DAISUKE KAZUKAWA AND TAKUMI YOKOTA

ABSTRACT. We give a detailed proof to Gromov’s statement that precompact sets of metric
measure spaces are bounded with respect to the box distance and the Lipschitz order.

1. INTRODUCTION

A metric measure space, or an mm-space for short, is a triple X = (X, dx, ux), where ux
is a Borel probability measure on a complete separable metric space (X, dx). Among other
things, Gromov [G] introduced a distance function OJ, called the box distance, and a partial
order <, called the Lipschitz order, on the set X of all (isomorphism classes of ) mm-spaces.
Our main reference is Shioya’s book [S].

For mm-spaces X and Y, we say that X dominates Y and write Y < X if there exists a
1-Lipschitz map f: X — Y with f.ux = py, e.g. [S, Definition 2.10].

The purpose of this note is to give a detailed proof of the following statement, which was
only sketched in [G].

Theorem 1 (Gromov [G, 32.15.(f)]). If Y C X is a precompact set in (X,0), then there
exists an mm-space X withY < X for anyY € ).

In Theorem 1, the product of spaces in ) does the job if ) is a finite set, cf. [S, Proposi-
tion 4.57], but we do not know such a simple construction of X in general.

Example 2. Let K € R, N € N, and D > 0. The set XSDN of finite mm-spaces with cardinality
< N and diameter < D is a typical example of [l-compact sets, e.g. [S, Theorem 4.27].
The set M(K, N, D) of closed Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature > K, dimension

< N, and diameter < D is a measured GH precompact and hence [l-precompact, cf. [S,
Remarks 4.32, 4.34]. Here and hereafter, GH stands for Gromov-Hausdorff.

We remark that the pyramid
(3) Px ={Y eX:Y <X}

associated with an mm-space X is a compact set in (X,0), e.g. [S, Chapter 6], and the
converse of Theorem 1 also holds, cf. Corollary 28.

For metric spaces X and Y, we write ¥ < X if there exists a 1-Lipschitz surjection
f X — Y. The following is a byproduct of this work and a GH analog of Theorem 1.

Proposition 4. If a set Y of compact metric spaces is GH-precompact, then there exists a
compact metric space X with' Y < X for anyY € Y.

After some preparations in Section 2, we present a proof of Theorem 1 in Section 3. Our
proof is a slight modification of Gromov’s sketch in [G]. In Section 4, we prove Proposition 4.

In our argument, we do not pay careful attention to distinguish an mm-space and an
element of & and consider an element x of a product [, , Xy of a family {X,}ea of sets
asamap z: A = [ J o, Xo with 2(\) € X, for any A € A.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some definitions and facts from [S]. A reader who is familiar with
it can safely skip this section. We will use the notations in [S] such as

U(A) :={x € X :dx(z,A) <&}
for a subset A C X of a metric space (X,dx) and ¢ > 0.

Definition 5 (e.g. [S, Definition 4.21]). Let X and Y be mm-spaces and £ > 0. We call a
Borel map f : X — Y an e-mm-isomorphism if there exists a Borel set X C X, called a
non-exceptional domain, with

(1) px(X) > 1—e, ]
(2) ldx(z,2") —dy(f(z), f(2'))] < e for any x,2’ € X, and
(3) dp(fepx,py) <,
where dp denotes the Prohorov distance between Borel probability measures on (X, dx).

The definition of the box distance [J can be found in e.g. [S, Definition 4.4]. We know
that (X',0) is a complete metric space, e.g. [S, Theorems 4.10, 4.14]. We need the following
rather than its precise definition.

Lemma 6 (e.g. [S, Lemma 4.22]). Let X and Y be mm-spaces and € > 0.
(1) If there exists an e-mm-isomorphism f: X — Y, then J(X,Y) < 3e.
(2) If O(X,Y) < e, then there exists a 3e-mm-isomorphism f: X — Y.

We summarize a lemma in [S] as follows.

Lemma 7 (e.g. [S, Lemma 4.28]). Let Y C X. Then Y is O-precompact if and only if there
exists A = A(e) < oo for any € > 0 such that any Y € Y admits a set Ky of Borel sets of
Y with

#Ky <A, max diam K < ¢, diamUle <A, and ,uy(U Ky)>1-—e¢.

KeKy
Definition 8 ([S, Definitions 6.3, 6.4]). A pyramid is a non-empty closed set P in (X,0)
with the following properties:

(1) f X e Pand Y € X satisty Y < X, then Y € P.
(2) If X,Y € P, then there exists Z € P with X, Y < Z.

We say that a sequence {P,}°°; of pyramids converges weakly to a pyramid P if

(1) lim, o O(X,P,) = 0 for any X € P and
(2) liminf, ... O(Y,P,) > 0 for any ¥ € X\ P.

A typical example of pyramids is Px associated with an mm-space X in (3). The only fact
that we need is that the sequence {Pyx, }°°, of pyramids converges weakly to Py if a sequence
{X,,}52, of mm-spaces converges to an mm-space Y in (X, ), e.g. [S, Propositions 5.5, 6.13].

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

In this section, we make some preparations and present a proof of Theorem 1.

Definition 9. Let C, D > 0. We say that a map f : X — Y between metric spaces X and
Y is (C, D)-Lipschitz if it satisfies

dy (f(z), f(2')) < Cdx(z,2") + D
for any x, 2" € X. A (C,0)-Lipschitz map is simply called a C-Lipschitz map.
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Lemma 10 (cf. [S, Lemma 4.19]). Let X be an mm-space and €, > 0. If a set A of disjoint
Borel sets of X and a Borel probability measure v on X satisfy

sup diam A < ¢, pux(C) <e, ZWX(A)_V(AH <
AeA AeA

where C':= X \|J A, then dp(ux,v) <e+¢.

Proof. Take any Borel set B of X and let A":={A€ A: ANB # 0} and € := ¢ +¢'. Then
we have
px(B) < S ix(A) +ux(C) < 3 w(A) 15 < w(UL(B)) +2
AcA AcA
and obtain dp(pux,v) < E. O

In applying Lemma 10, we note that 1 —e < v(A)/ux(A) <1+ ¢ for any A € A implies

> lux(A) —v(A) ey ux(4) <e.

AcA AcA
Definition 11 (cf. [N]). Let X,Y be mm-spaces, Y C X a subset, and € > 0.
We write Y < X if Y < X for any Y € ).

We write Y <. X if there exist a Borel set X C X, called a non-exceptional domain, and
a Borel map f: X — Y with

(1) nx(%) 21—, N
(2) dy(f(x), f(2)) < dx(x,2') + ¢ for any z, 2’ € X, and
(3) dp(fepx, py) <e.
We write Y <. X if the condition ¥ <. X holds with X = X for any Y € ).

Lemma 12. Let Y be an mm-space and € > 0. Suppose that A is a finite set of disjoint
Borel sets of Y with

diam A < e, py(0A) =0, and py(A) > 0 for any A € A.
Then there exists an open neighborhood O = O(Y, A,e) C X of Y in (X,0) for which any
Z € O admits a Borel map ® 1Y — Z and a finite set Az of disjoint Borel sets of Z with
(1) |dy(y,y") = dz(®(y), (y"))| < 3¢ for any y,y" € U, where U :=J A,
(2) diam A < ¢, uz(A) >0, 1 (A)NU € A, and
P,y (A
| oo SerlA)
pz(A)
(3) ®(U) C Uz, where Uz :=J Ayz.
Proof. 1f such a neighborhood O(Y, A, ¢) does not exist, there exists a sequence {Z,,}> ; of
mm-spaces with [(Z,,Y) — 0 as n — oo for which Z, does not admit such Az,. Then

there exists an €,-mm-isomorphism ¥,, : Z,, — Y with a non-exceptional domain 7, C Z,
for each n with ¢, — 0 as n — oo by Lemma 6. We define

Az, ={U,(A)NZ,: Ac A} and Uy =] Az,

<1l+¢ forany Ae Az, and

Note that diam(¥;'(A) N Z,) < diam A + ¢, <  for any A € A and large n.
Since (V,,). 1z, weakly converges to py, the Portmanteau theorem implies

(13) lim iz, (W (A) 1 Z) = Tim ()2, (A) = iy (4) > 0
n—00 n—00
and we choose a point pt 4, € U, 1(A) N Z, for each A € A. We also note that
Jim p1z,(Uz,) = lim pz, (9, (U)) = lim (Un).pz,(U) = py (U)
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and choose some z, € Z, if uy(U) =1 and 2, € Z,, \ Uz, if uy(U) < 1.
Define a map @, : Y — Z,, as

_ ) Pta, HfyeA,
Only) '—{ t iy eV \U.

Then we have ®,(U) C Uz, and
|dy (y,9) — dz,(Pn(y), Pul(y))| = ldv(y,y") — dz,(Ptan Pt )]
< |dY(y7 y/) - dY(\Dn(ptA,n)v \Dn(ptA/,n)” tén
S dy(@/, \I]n(ptA,n)) + dy(@/, \IITL(ptA’,n)) +éen < 3e

for any y € A and any y’ € A" with A, A" € A.
Moreover we have py (@, (¥ 1(A) N Z,)) = uy(A) and Equation (13) implies

(@n)utty (U, (AN Z0)  py(A)

im _ = =1
(U AN 2 r(A)
for every A € A. These contradict the assumption and finish the proof. O

Corollary 14. Let Y be an mm-space and € > 0. Suppose that A is as in Lemma 12. Then
there exists an open neighborhood O = O(Y, A,e) C X of Y in (X,0) with the following
properties: If X is an mm-space and h : X — Y is a Borel map with h(X) C U := |J A,
then any Z € O admits a Borel map hy : X — Z and a finite set Ay of disjoint Borel sets
of Z with

(1) diam A < e and pz(A) > 0 for any A € Ay,

(2) |dy (h(z), h(2")) — dz(hz(x), hz(z"))] < 3¢ for any x,2' € h=1(U),

(3) hz(X) C Uz, where Uz :==J Az, and

(4) there is a bijection Ay — A; A Ay for which any A € Ay satisfies

(hz)epix(A) = hupx(Ay)  and 1—¢< M;;éxy)) <l+e.

Proof. Let O = O(Y, A, ¢) be as in Lemma 12. For Z € O, let ® : Y — Z and Ay be also
as in Lemma 12 and define hy :=®oh: X — Z.
If z,2’ € X and y = h(z),y’ = h(2') € U, we have

|dy (h(x), h(z")) = dz(hz(x), hz(z')] = ldy (y,y') — dz(2(y), 2(y))] < 3e.
For any A € Ay, the set Ay := ®1(A)NU € A satisfies

py (Ay) _ Pupy(4)
pz(A) pz(A)

Thus hz has the desired properties by Lemma 12. O

(hz)epix(A) = px (P71 (@7H(A))) = hupx(Ay)  and

We use the following in the first step of our proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 15. Let Y C X be a finite set and Ay a non-empty finite set of disjoint Borel sets
of Y € Y with uy(A) > 0 for any A € Ay and Uy :=|J Ay C Y. Then there exist a finite
mm-space X and 1-Lipschitz maps fy : X — Y with

py (A)

fY<X) C UY and (fY)*:uX(A) = ,uy(Uy)

foranyY €Y and A € Ay.



BOUNDEDNESS OF PRECOMPACT SETS OF METRIC MEASURE SPACES 5
Proof. We choose pt, € A for each A € [Jyy, Ay and define X =[]y, Ay,

,LLY )
d ! = IIlaXd t t. and
X(:E7 T ) Yey Y(p z(Y)> Pl (Y))v Hx {l‘} |e|y

for z,2" € X. Then X = (X, dx, px) is a finite mm-space and the map

fr : X =Y, fr(z) =Dty
is 1-Lipschitz and satisfies

(fy)ebix(A) = px(fy ' (A) = px(fy ' (pta)) =
for any Y € Y and A € Ay. This finishes the proof. O

Although we do not use the following in our argument, we record it for possible future
applications.

Corollary 16. If Y C X s precompact in (X,0) and € > 0, then there exists a finite
mm-space X with Y <. X.

Proof. Since any mm-space X satisfies J <. X if ¢ > 1, we may assume that ¢ < 1. For
each Y € ), we take a finite set Ay of disjoint Borel sets of Y with

diam A < &, py(0A) =0, py(A) >0 for any A € Ay and py (Uy) > (1 +¢)7 %,

where Uy := |J Ay, cf. [OY, Lemma _42] Since ) is -precompact, Corollary 14 implies
that there exists a finite subset )’ C Y with Y C UYey/ O(Y, Ay,e) and Lemma 15 states
that there exist a finite mm-space X and 1-Lipschitz maps fy : X — Y with

(f)apxd) 1

py (A) py (Uy)
for any Y € )’ and A € Ay. We note that uy (Uy) > (1+e)™t > 1—¢.

For any Z € O(Y, Ay, ¢) with some Y € )’ Corollary 14 implies that there exists a map
fz: X — Z with

dz(f2(x), f2(2")) < dy (fy(2), fy(2)) +3e < dx(z,2) + 3¢
for any x, 2’ € X and, if we replace Az with the one in Corollary 14, we have (1+¢)? < 1+ 3¢,

o< U2x(A)  (W)upx(Ay) pv(Ay) 1 pr(Ay) o

1z (A) py(Ay)  pz(A)  py(Uy) pz(A)
for any A € Ay, and pz(Uz) > (1 —€)puy (Uy) > 1 — 2e.
Then Lemma 10 yields dp(uy, (fy)«ptx) < 5e for any Y € V. Thus Y <50 X and this
finishes the proof. O

fy(X)CcUy and

The following two lemmas are the key technical lemmas in our proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 17. Let X be a finite mm-space, Y C X a finite subset, and e,&" > 0. Suppose that
any Y € Y admits a map fy : X — Y and finite sets Ay and A\ of disjoint Borel sets of Y
with

(1) dy(fy (@), (@) < dx(z,2') + ¢ for any 2,2 € X,
(2) fy(X) C Uy, where Uy :=J Ay,
(3) diam A < e and (fy)wpix(A) = py (A)/uy (Uy) for any A € Ay,
(4) uy(Y\Uy) < (¢'/(1+ &) min{puy (A) : A € Ay}, where Uy, :=J A,
(5) uy(B) >0 for any B € A, and
(6) BCAorANB=0if Ac Ay and B € A},
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Then there exists a finite mm-space X' with (X, X") < 9e for which any Y € Y admits a

1-Lipschitz map gy : X' — Y with gy (X) C Uy NUY, and

(9y)«tx (B)
py (B)

Proof. For any € X and Y € ), there exists a unique Ay, € Ay with fy(z) € Ay,. We
put

(18) 1 < py(Uy) <1+4¢" for any B € Ay with B C Uy.

A(A):={Be A, :BcC A}
for a subset A C Y and define
= H A(Ay,)forz e X and X' := |_| X'
Yey reX
We choose a point pty € B for each B € (Jy ), Ay and define

dX’((pa ()0,) = max {%123}}{ dY(ptsO(Y)a ptcp’(Y))v dX(xv ZL‘I)} )

o " HYGy MY(SO(Y))
px ({e}) = px({ })Hyey py (UA (Ayz))

for p € X! and ¢’ € X!, with z,2" € X. Then X' = (X', dx/, ux/) is a finite mm-space,
because uX/(X ) = MX({!E}) for any x € X and
p (X = px(X5) = px({x}) = 1.
zeX zeX

For any Y € Y, the map gy : X' — Y defined by gy(¢) = ptyy) is 1-Lipschitz and
satisfies gy (X) C Uy N U5,

The natural map 7 : X' — X defined by n(¢) = z if z € X and ¢ € X! satisfies
Tuptxr = px. Forany Y € Y, ¢ € X|, and ¢’ € X!, with z,2" € X', we also have

dy (Pty(y): Pteoy)) < dy Dty fr (@) + dy (fy (@), fr(2') + dy (fr (), Ptey))
<dx(z,2") + 3¢

and hence
(19) dx(z,2") < dx(m(x), 7(2") = dxi (0, ¢') < dx(z,2") + 3e.

Thus Lemma 6 yields O(X, X') < 9e.
Finally, we have
/!

—py((JA(A) =y (A\UY) < iy (Y \Uy) < ——= v (A),

€
1+¢
and
= = py (B) py(A)  py(B)
()t (B) = i () = (5 (4) — s = Sl
for any A € Ay and B € A'(A). Thus Inequality (18) follows. This completes the proof of
Lemma 17. U

Lemma 20. Let X be a finite mm-space, Y C X a finite subset, and ," > 0 with ¢ < 1.
Suppose that any Y € Y admits a map gy : X — Y and a finite set Ay of disjoint Borel
sets of Y with

(1) gv(X) C Uy, where Uy :=J Ay,
(2) dy(gy(x),gv(2)) < dx(xz,2')+ € for any z,2" € X, and
(3) py(A) >0 and (gy)px(A) < (1+e)uy(A) for any A € Ay.
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Then there exists a finite mm-space X' with (X, X") < 3¢ for which any Y € Y admits a
map fy : X' =Y with

(4) fr(X) C Uy,

(5) dy(fy(x), fy(2)) < dx:(z,2") + € for any z, 2’ € X', and

(6) (fy)kx(A) = py (A)/py (Uy) for any A € Ay.
Proof. We fix zy € X and choose some pt, € A for each A € Ay with

gy (z0) €Y', where Y := {pt,: A€ Ay} forany Y € Y.

Then we define a probability measure py: on Y’ by

iy ({pta)}) o= & (:YY((;;)) - e><gy>*uX<A>)

€

for A € Ay and note that

1

py ({pta}) = -

for any A € Ay and py/(Y’) = 1. Thus (Y, dy, y) is a finite mm-space.
We equip X" =[]y, Y’ with the {,-product distance dx» and define

(I—-(1=e)(I+e))uy(A) =epy(A) >0

, , dy(x,2) ifx,2’ € Z =X or X",
dx/(z,2") = dx/(2',x) == . .
dx(z,z9) +diam X” if x € X and 2/ € X",
Then we define a probability measure px, on X' := X LI X” by
pxt|x = (1 —e)ux and  px/|xr = €®MY/
Yey

to make X’ an mm-space.
The inclusion ¢ : X < X’ is an e-mm-isomorphism because it is isometric,

tpix (B) = px (BN X) < (1 —e)ux(BNX) +e < pux/(B) +¢

for any Borel set B C X', and hence dp(t.pix, prx:) < e. Thus Lemma 6 yields (X, X’) < 3e.

We fix Y € Y and define amap f = fy : X’ = Y by f|x = gy and f|x» = pry,, where
pry, : X” — Y’ is the projection. In order to check Condition (5), we only have to verify it
for r € X and 2’ € X" and actually have

dy (f(x), f(2')) = dy(gy (2), pry (2))
< dy(gv(2), gv(20)) + dy (gy (o), pry (z'))
<dx(z,m9) + & + diam X" = dx/(z,2") + £’
We also have f(X’) C Uy and
py (A)
py (Uy)
for any A € Ay. This completes the proof of Lemma 20. O

fenxr(A) = (1 —€)(gy)spx (A) + epy (pry/ (A)) =

We use the following in the final step of our proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 21 (cf. [S, Lemma 4.39]). Let {e,};° be a sequence of positive numbers with €, — 0
as n — oo. If sequences {X,}°°, and {Y,}>2, of mm-spaces OJ-converge to mm-spaces X
and 'Y respectively and Y, <., X, for anyn, then Y < X.

While Lemma 21 follows from Lemma 6 and [S, Lemma 4.39], cf. [N], it also follows from
Proposition 23 below.
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Definition 22. For pyramids P, Q and € > 0, we write Q@ <. P if any Y € Q admits X € P
with Y <, X.

Proposition 23. Let {€,}32, be a sequence of positive numbers with €, — 0 as n — oo. If
sequences {Pn o2, and {9,152, of pyramids converge weakly to pyramids P and Q respec-
tiwely and Q,, <., P, for any n, then Q C P.

To prove Proposition 23, we use the following.

Lemma 24 ([K, Lemma 4.6]). If X and Y are mm-spaces with Y <. X for some ¢ > 0,
then there exists an mm-space Z with Z < X and O(Y, Z) < 4e.

Proof of Proposition 23. Let Y € Q. Then a sequence {Y,}22, of mm-spaces with Y,, € Q,,
for any n € N U-converges to Y. By assumption, there exists X,, € P, with Y,, <. X, for
each n € N. By Lemma 24, for each n € N, there exists an mm-space Z, with Z, < X,, and
(Y, Z,) < 4e,. Note that Z, € P, for each n € N and {Z,}>2; O-converges to Y. Thus
the weak convergence of {P,}°°, implies Y € P. This means that Q C P. O

Corollary 25 (cf. [S, Proposition 2.11]). If pyramids P and Q satisfy P <. Q and Q <. P
for any € > 0, then P = Q.

Proof. We have P C Q and Q C P by Proposition 23 and hence P = O. O
Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. We suppose that } C X is precompact in (X',[J) and fix a decreasing
sequence {&, }n2; of positive numbers e, > 0 with e; < 1 and ) &, < 00.

For each n € N, we take a finite set Ay, of Borel sets of Y € Y and a finite subset ), C Y
with
1) diam A < g, py(A) > 0, and py (0A) =0 for any A € Ay,
2) Oy = O(Y, Ay, €,) is as in Corollary 14 for Y € Y, and Uy ), Oy =D,
3) Az, is as in Corollary 14 if Y € Y, and Z € Oy,
4) BCAor ANB=0ifY € Y11, A€ Ay, and B € Ay 41,
5) py (Y \UAynt1) < (Ens1/(1+ epp1)) min{uy (A) : A € Ay, } for any Y € Vi1,

(6) Y, C yn+1, and Y C Uzo:1 yn7

cf. [OY, Lemma 42].

We note that Uy, :=J Ay, C Y satisfies puy (Uy,) > (1+¢,)"t > 1—¢, forany Y € Y.

Claim 26. For any n € N, there exist a finite mm-space X,, with O(X,,, X,+1) < 48¢,, and
(1, 3e,,)-Lipschitz maps fy,, : X, = Y in the sense of Definition 9 satisfying

(27) fyn(Xn) CUy  and  (fyn)epix, (A) :%

foranyY € Vo1 and A € Ay,,.

Proof. We start by using Lemma 15 to obtain a finite mm-space X; and 1-Lipschitz maps
fya + Xi — Y satistying (27) with n = 1 for any Y € ),. Then we suppose that we
have a finite mm-space X} and (1, 3e;)-Lipschitz maps fy : X — Y satisfying (27) with
n==FkeNforany Y € Vi1 and A € Ay.

We use Lemma 17 to obtain a finite mm-space X, with O(X}, X}) < 27¢; and 1-Lipschitz
maps gy : X;, :— Y with

(9vk)ixy (B)

<l+e
lLLY(B) k+1

gyvi(X}) C Uy and  py (Uyp)

for any Y € Yyy1 and B € Ay 1.
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Then we use Corollary 14 to obtain (1, 3ex41)-Lipschitz maps gz : X, — Z with

(gz,k)*ﬂx,; (B)

<(1+e)? <14 7ep
pz(B) ( )

9z1(X},) CUzrs1  and

for any Z € Y\ Vi1 and B € Ay

Finally, we use Lemma 20 to obtain a finite mm-space X1 with O(X,, Xj11) < 2leg
and (1, 3e41)-Lipschitz maps fy g1 @ Xpr1 — Y satisfying (27) with n = k + 1 for any
Y eV, oand A€ Ay7k+1.

Then

D(Xkan-i-l) S D(Xk,X];) + D(X];,X]H_l) S 48€k
and Claim 26 is verified. O

We obtained a sequence {X,}7°, of mm-spaces and maps fy,, : X,, = Y as in Claim 26.
Lemma 10 yields V11 <3.,0 Xy for any n € N. Since ) _O(X,, X;41) < o0, the se-
quence {X,}22, is Cauchy and converges to some mm-space X in (X,). Then Y < X by
Lemma 21. Now our proof of Theorem 1 is complete. U

Corollary 28. For any subset Y C X, the following are equivalent.
(1) There exists an mm-space X with ) < X.
(2) For any € > 0, there exists an mm-space X with Y <. X for any Y € Y.
(3) Y is O-precompact.
Proof. The implication (1) = (2) is trivial and we proved the implication (3) = (1) in
Theorem 1. We shall prove the implication (2) = (3).
For e > 0, we let X be as in (2) and take a finite set K of Borel sets of X with

maxdiam K <e and MX(U’C) >1—c.

KeK
By assumption, any Y € Y admits a Borel map fy : X — Y and a Borel set Xy C X
with
(1) px(Xy) > 1—¢, 3
(2) dy(fy(x), fy(2)) < dx(x,2’) + ¢ for any z,2" € Xy, and
(3) dp((fy)hix, py) < e.
We note that the set Ky = {U.(fy (K N Xy)) : K € K} satisfies

#ICy < #K, diam K < 4e, diamUle < diamU/C + 3e < o0,
and
uy (U Ky) = iy (U-(fy (U) = (Fv)apx (fy (Uy) — & > px(Uy) —e > 1 =3¢
for any Y € Y and K € Ky, where Uy :=[JK N Xy. Therefore Lemma 7 implies that Y is
[l-precompact and this finishes the proof. O
4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

In this section, we make some preparations and prove Proposition 4. The facts which we
need here also are found in [S] and the references therein.

Definition 29 (e.g. [S, Definition 3.10]). For metric spaces X and Y and € > 0, we call a
map f: X — Y an e-isometry if it satisfies

(1) |dy(f(x), f(2")) —dx(z,2")| < e for any z,2" € X and

(2) dy(y, f(X)) <eforanyy €Y.
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We know that the Gromov-Hausdorff distance dgy is complete on the set of all (isometry
classes of) compact metric spaces, e.g. [S, Lemma 3.9]. We need the following rather than
its precise definition.

Lemma 30 (e.g. [S, Lemma 3.11]). Let X and Y be compact metric spaces and £ > 0.

(1) If deu(X,Y) < ¢, then there exists a 2e-isometry f: X — Y.
(2) If there exists an e-isometry f: X — Y, then dgy(X,Y) < 2e.

Definition 31. Let X be a compact metric space and € > 0.
For a compact metric space Y, we write Y <. X if there exists a map f: X — Y with
(1) dy(f(x), f(2')) < dx(z,2") + ¢ for any x,2" € X and
(2) dy(y, f(X)) <eforanyy €Y.
For a family ) of compact metric spaces, we write ) <. X if Y <. X for any Y € ).

The following is an analog of Lemma 17.

Lemma 32. Let Y be a GH-precompact family of compact metric spaces and €, > 0. If
a finite metric space X satisfies Y <. X, then there exists a finite metric space X' with
dea (X, X') <6e and Y < X'.

Proof. Since there is nothing to prove if ¢ < &', we may assume that &’ < . We suppose
that Y <. X and fix a map fy : X — Y as in Definition 31 and a finite subset Ny C YV
with U (Ny) =Y for each Y € ). Since ) is GH-precompact, there exists a finite subset
V' Cc Y with dgg(Y,)') <& forany Y € Y.

For each x € X and Y € ), we put

Ny(z) :=={y € Ny : d(fy(z),y) < e} #0.
We define
X! = H Ny (x) for z € X, X' = |_|X;,
Ye)y' zeX
and

(i) = max { s dy (oY) V), dx(o )}

for p € X! and ¢’ € X!, with x,2" € X. Then (X', dx-) is a finite metric space.
The natural surjection 7 : X' — X defined by 7(¢) =z if x € X and ¢ € X satisfy
dx(z,2") < dy(p(Y),¢'(Y)) < dy(fy(2), fy(2')) +2¢ < dx(x,2") + 3¢

and Inequality (19) for any ¢ € X! and ¢’ € X!, with z,2" € X and Y € )’. This means
that 7 is a 3e-isometry and Lemma 30 yields dgn (X, X') < 6e.
We fix Y € )" and consider the map

g: X'=Y,  glp)=eY).
Then we have
dy (9(¢), 9(¢") = dy(p(Y),¢'(Y)) < dx/(¢,¢)
for any ¢,¢" € X'. If y € Y, there exist ¢y € Ny with dy(y,y’) < ¢ and xz € X with

dy (v, fy(z)) < e. This means that ' € Ny (x) and there exists ¢ € X! C X’ with g(¢) = ¢/
and hence

dy(y,9(X") < dy(y,y') <<
These imply that V' <., X".
Then Y <5. X’ by Lemma 30. This completes the proof of Lemma 32. O

The following is an analog of Lemma 21, cf. [S, Lemma 5.33].
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Lemma 33. Let {¢,}22, be a sequence of positive numbers with €, — 0 as n — oo. If
sequences {X,}°2, and {Y,}°°, of compact metric spaces GH-converge to compact metric
spaces X and Y respectively and Y, <., X, for anyn, then Y < X.

Proof. Let f, : X, — Y, be as in Definition 31 with ¢ = ¢,,. Lemma 30 states that there
exist J,-isometries ¢, : X — X, and ¥,, : Y,, — Y with §, — 0 as n — oco. We put
Gn =V, 0 f,0®,: X =Y and take countable dense sets D C X and ¥ C Y and 2, € X
with
dy (gn(2yn),y) < 2e, + 49, for each y € E and n.
By a diagonal argument, we take a subsequence { g }32; of {gn}o2; for which {gnu(2)}7_4
converges to some y, € Y for any v € D and {x,,@x)},_, converges to some z, € X for
any y € E. Then there exists a unique 1-Lipschitz map f: X — Y with f(z) = y, for any
reD.
IfyeY,e>0,and k is large enough, there exists z € D with dx(z,,z) < ¢ and

dy (f(zy),y) < dy(f(zy), f(x)) + dy (f (@), gt (2))
+ dy (gn() (T); Gnk) (Ty.nr))) + Ay (Gnii) (Tyner)), )
< 2dx (Ty, x) + dx (2y, Tynm) + € < 4e.
This implies that f(z,) =y and f is surjective. This finishes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.

Proof of Proposition 4. We suppose that ) is a GH-precompact family of compact metric
spaces and fix a sequence {g,}72, of positive numbers &, > 0 with ) _ e, < oo. Any
compact metric space Xy satisfies V <., Xy with gy := supycydiamY < oo. We use
Lemma 32 to find compact metric spaces X,, with Y <. X, and dgy(X,, X,11) < 6g, for
any n € N. Since {X,,}>2, is Cauchy, it GH-converges to some compact metric space X.
Then Y < X by Lemma 33 and this finishes the proof. O

The following is an analog of Corollary 28.

Corollary 34. For any family YV of compact metric spaces, the following are equivalent.

(1) There exists a compact metric space X with Y < X .
(2) For any € > 0, there exists a compact metric space X with Y <. X.
(3) Y is GH-precompact.

Proof. The implications (1) = (2) is trivial and we proved the implication (3) = (1) in
Proposition 4. We shall prove the implication (2) = (3).
For e > 0, we let X be as in (2) and take a finite subset N C X with

dx(z,2') >¢e and dx(2",N)<e

for any z,2’ € N with x # 2’ and any 2” € X. By assumption, any Y € )} admits a map
fy : X = Y as in Definition 31 and we put Ny := fy(N) C Y. Then we have

diamY < diam X + 3e, #Ny <#N <oo, and dy(y,Ny) <2

for any Y € Y and y € Y. Therefore ) is GH-precompact by e.g. [S, Lemma 3.12] and this
finishes the proof. O

Remark 35. We wonder if there is any relation between Theorem 1 and Proposition 4.

A compact metric space £1(X) is associated with an mm-space X, e.g. [S, Definition 4.43].
If Y C X is a O-precompact set, then {£;(Y) : Y € Y} is GH-precompact, cf. [S, Proposi-
tion 5.5, Lemma 7.7].

A pyramid P is said to be concentrated if {L£,(X) : X € P} is GH-precompact, e.g. [S,
Definition 7.9]. If X,, := S! x --- x S™ is the product of the unit spheres S™ in R"™!, then
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U,~, Px, is a concentrated pyramid which is not O-precompact, e.g. [S, Corollary 7.10],
cf. [OY, Remark 13].
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