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A PASTING LEMMA FOR LIPSCHITZ FUNCTIONS

MATTHEW D. KVALHEIM, PAUL GUSTAFSON, AND SAMUEL A. BURDEN

Abstract. We give a necessary and sufficient condition ensuring that any function
which is separately Lipschitz on two fixed compact sets is Lipschitz on their union.

The pasting [Mun00, Thm 18.3] (or gluing [Lee11, Lem. 3.23]) lemma asserts that
a function which is separately continuous on two closed sets is continuous on their
union. To quote [Wea18, p. 7]:

“...there is no gluing lemma for Lipschitz functions. A function which
is separately Lipschitz on two closed sets, even on two compact sets,
need not be Lipschitz on their union.”

A simple example of this phenomenon is given in [Wea18, Ex. 1.12]. However, in this
note we give a necessary and sufficient condition for a pair of compact sets to satisfy
the Lipschitz analog of the pasting lemma for any separately Lipschitz function on
the pair (Theorem 1). We then show that this condition is local (Prop. 1) and give a
broad class of examples for which it is satisfied (Prop. 2).

Let (X, d) and (Y, δ) be metric spaces. Given a map f : X → Y , we define

Lip(f) := sup
x1 6=x2

δ(f(x1), f(x2))

d(x1, x2)
∈ [0, ∞]

and say that f is Lipschitz if Lip(f) < ∞. We say that a pair (A, B) of compact
subsets of X are LP (for “Lipschitz paste-able”) if they are disjoint, or if they are
not disjoint and there is K > 0 such that

(1) ∀a ∈ A, b ∈ B : inf
x∈A∩B

[d(a, x) + d(x, b)] ≤ Kd(a, b).

By taking x = a and K = 1, we see that (A, B) are LP when A = B. We say that
the Lipschitz pasting lemma holds for (A, B) if, for any metric space (Y, δ) and
map f : A ∪ B → Y , f is Lipschitz if f |A and f |B are Lipschitz.

Theorem 1. Let (A, B) be a pair of compact subsets of a metric space (X, d). Then

the Lipschitz pasting lemma holds for (A, B) if and only if (A, B) are LP.
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Proof. Assume that (A, B) are LP and let f : A ∪ B → Y be any map to a metric
space (Y, δ) such that f |A and f |B are Lipschitz. We need to show that f is Lipschitz.
If A ∩ B = ∅ then, since A and B are compact and hence separated by a positive
distance, f is Lipschitz. If instead A ∩ B 6= ∅, it suffices to exhibit L > 0 such that

(2) ∀a ∈ A, b ∈ B : δ(f(a), f(b)) ≤ Ld(a, b)

since this will imply that f is Lipschitz with Lip(f) ≤ max(L, Lip(f |A), Lip(f |B)).
Defining L0 := max(Lip(f |A), Lip(f |B)), the triangle inequality implies that

∀x ∈ A ∩ B : δ(f(a), f(b)) ≤ δ(f(a), f(x)) + δ(f(x), f(b)) ≤ L0 · [d(a, x) + d(x, b)].

Taking the infimum over all x ∈ A ∩ B yields

δ(f(a), f(b)) ≤ L0 inf
x∈A∩B

[d(a, x) + d(x, b)] ≤ L0Kd(a, b),(3)

where the second inequality follows from (1). Thus, (2) is satisfied with L := L0K.
Conversely, assume that the Lipschitz pasting lemma holds for (A, B). If A∩B = ∅

then (A, B) are LP, so assume that A ∩ B 6= ∅. We define Y := A ∪ B and observe
that δ : Y × Y → [0, ∞) defined for all x1, x2 ∈ Y by

δ(x1, x2) :=







d(x1, x2), x1, x2 ∈ A or x1, x2 ∈ B

infx∈A∩B[d(x1, x) + d(x, x2)], otherwise
(4)

is a metric on Y . (Symmetry is immediate, positive-definiteness follows since d ≤ δ,
and the triangle inequality is verified by checking cases). Let f : (A ∪ B, d|(A∪B)2) →
(Y, δ) be the identity when viewed as a map of sets. Then for all a1, a2 ∈ A, b1, b2 ∈ B

δ(f(a1), f(a2)) = δ(a1, a2) = d(a1, a2) and δ(f(b1), f(b2)) = δ(b1, b2) = d(b1, b2)

by the definition of δ, so f |A and f |B are Lipschitz. Since the Lipschitz pasting lemma
holds for (A, B), it follows that f is Lipschitz. Hence there is K > 0 such that, for
all a ∈ A and b ∈ B,

(5) inf
x∈A∩B

[d(a, x) + d(x, b)] = δ(a, b) = δ(f(a), f(b)) ≤ Kd(a, b).

It follows that (A, B) are LP, as desired. �

The following result shows that the property of being LP is local.

Proposition 1 (LP is a local property). Let (A, B) be a pair of compact subsets of

a metric space (X, d). Then (A, B) are LP if and only if for every y ∈ A ∩ B there

is an open neighborhood U of y and K > 0 such that

(6) ∀a ∈ A ∩ U, b ∈ B ∩ U : inf
x∈A∩B∩U

[d(a, x) + d(x, b)] ≤ Kd(a, b).

Proof. By taking U = X for each y ∈ A ∩ B, it is immediate that (A, B) satisfy the
property from the proposition if (A, B) are LP.

Conversely, assume that for every y ∈ A ∩ B there is an open neighborhood U of y

and constant K > 0 such that (6) holds. If A ∩ B = ∅ then (A, B) are LP, so assume
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that A ∩ B 6= ∅. Since A ∩ B is compact there are finitely many y1, . . . , yn ∈ A ∩ B

with corresponding K1, . . . , Kn and U1, . . . , Un satisfying A ∩ B ⊂ ⋃

i Ui. Define the
compact set C := (A × B) \ ∆ where ∆ :=

⋃

i Ui × Ui. Then

sup
a∈A,b∈B

a6=b

infx∈A∩B d(a, x) + d(x, b)

d(a, b)

≤ sup
(a,b)∈C

infx∈A∩B d(a, x) + d(x, b)

d(a, b)
+ sup

(a,b)∈(A×B)∩∆
a6=b

infx∈A∩B d(a, x) + d(x, b)

d(a, b)

≤ sup
(a,b)∈C

infx∈A∩B d(a, x) + d(x, b)

d(a, b)
+ max

i
sup

a∈A∩Ui,b∈B∩Ui

a6=b

infx∈A∩B∩Ui
d(a, x) + d(x, b)

d(a, b)
,

where the first and second inequalities use the fact that the supremum over a set
equals the maximum of the suprema over any finite cover, and the second inequality
additionally uses the fact that the infimum over a set is no larger than the infimum
over any subset. The second summand in the final line is bounded by maxi Ki, and
the first is bounded since d is bounded away from zero on the compact set C (which
is disjoint from the diagonal {(z, z) : z ∈ A ∪ B}). It follows that (A, B) are LP. �

The following result establishes a class of examples arising in differential geometry
[Lee13, Lee18] for which the LP property holds.

Proposition 2. Let X be a connected smooth Riemannian manifold with d : X×X →
[0, ∞) the induced path-length metric. Let A, B ⊂ X be compact boundaryless C1

embedded submanifolds with transverse intersection. Then (A, B) are LP.

Proof. If A ∩ B = ∅ then (A, B) are LP, so assume that A ∩ B 6= ∅. Fix an arbitrary
y ∈ A ∩ B. By Prop. 1 it suffices to find an open neighborhood U of y and K > 0
such that (6) holds.

Let n be the dimension of X. Transversality implies the existence of precompact
open sets U , V , W and a C1 diffeomorphism ϕ = (u, v, w) : W → R

n such that V is
geodesically convex [Lee18, p. 166], ϕ(U) is an open Euclidean ball,

y ∈ U ⊂ cl(U) ⊂ V ⊂ cl(V ) ⊂ W,

ϕ(y) = 0, ϕ(A ∩ W ) = {u = 0} and ϕ(B ∩ W ) = {v = 0}. Let ‖ · ‖ denote the
standard Euclidean norm on R

n. For any a ∈ A ∩ W and b ∈ B ∩ W , subadditivity
of

√ · and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply that

‖ϕ(a) − ϕ(b)‖ =
√

‖v(a)‖2 + ‖u(b)‖2 + ‖w(a) − w(b)‖2

≤ ‖v(a)‖ + ‖u(b)‖ + ‖w(a) − w(b)‖
= (1, 1, 1) · (‖v(a)‖, ‖u(b)‖, ‖w(a) − w(b)‖)

≤
√

3‖ϕ(a) − ϕ(b)‖.
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Hence for any a ∈ A ∩ U , b ∈ B ∩ U

inf
x∈A∩B∩U

‖ϕ(a) − ϕ(x)‖ + ‖ϕ(x)−ϕ(b)‖ ≤ ‖v(a)‖ + ‖u(b)‖
+ inf

x∈A∩B∩U
‖w(a) − w(x)‖ + ‖w(x) − w(b)‖

= ‖v(a)‖ + ‖u(b)‖ + ‖w(a) − w(b)‖
≤

√
3‖ϕ(a) − ϕ(b)‖

(7)

(The equality follows from the fact that the second infimum is attained when w(x) is
any point on the line segment joining w(a) and w(b), which is in turn a consequence
of elementary geometric considerations.) On the other hand, ϕ(cl(V )) is compact,
and all Riemannian metrics are uniformly equivalent on compact sets. This together
with geodesic convexity of V ⊃ U implies the existence of K0 > 0 such that, for all
a ∈ A ∩ U and b ∈ B ∩ U ,

1

K0
d(a, b) ≤ ‖ϕ(a) − ϕ(b)‖ ≤ K0d(a, b)(8)

Taking K := K2
0

√
3, (6) follows from (7) and (8). By the first paragraph of the proof

we are done. �
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