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ON ISOMETRIC UNIVERSALITY OF SPACES OF

METRICS

YOSHITO ISHIKI AND KATSUHISA KOSHINO

Abstract. A metric space (M,d) is said to be universal for a class
of metric spaces if all metric spaces in the class can be isometrically
embedded into (M,d). In this paper, for a metrizable space Z

possessing abundant subspaces, we first prove that the space of
bounded metrics on Z is universal for all bounded metric spaces
(with restricted cardinality). Next, in contrast, we show that if
Z is an infinite discrete space, then the space of metrics on Z

is universal for all separable metric spaces. As a corollary of our
results, if Z is non-compact, or uncountable and compact, then the
space of metrics on Z is universal for all compact metric spaces.
In addition, if Z is compact and countable, then there exists a
compact metric space that can not be isometrically embedded into
the space of metrics on Z.

1. Intoroduction

1.1. Backgrounds. For a metrizable space X , let CPM(X) be the set
of all continuous pseudometrics onX . The continuity of a pseudometric
d on a set X means that d is continuous as a map from X×X to [0,∞).
We denote by Met(X) the set of metrics on X that generate the same
topology of X . For d, e ∈ CPM(X), we define a metric DX by

DX(d, e) = sup
x,y∈X

|d(x, y)− e(x, y)|.

We represent the restricted metric DX |Met(X)2 as the original sym-
bol DX . We also denote by BMet(X) (resp. BCPM(X)) the set of
all bounded metrics in Met(X) (resp. all bounded pseudometrics in
CPM(X)). Remark that if X is compact, then Met(X) = BMet(X).

The first author introduced the concept of Met(X) as a moduli space
of “geometries” on X , and clarified the denseness and Borel hierarchy
of a subset { d ∈ Met(X) | (X, d) satisfies P } in Met(X) for a certain
property P on metrics spaces. For more information, see [13], [14],
[15], [17], [19], and [21]. The second author determined topological
types of BMet(X) with respect to not only uniform topologies but
also compact-open topologies (see [25] and [24]). He [26] also proved
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that BMet(X) is completely metrizable if and only if X is σ-compact
when X is separable. In this paper, we will investigate the isometric
universality of (Met(X),DX).

Let C be a class of metric spaces. In this setting, a metric space (X, d)
is said to be universal for C or C-universal if every (S,m) ∈ C can be
isometrically embedded into (X, d). Let S the class of all separable
metric spaces.

There are so many results on the universality for some classes of met-
ric spaces. We focus only on theorems related to the present paper.
Fréchet established that the space (ℓ∞, ‖∗‖ℓ∞) of bounded functions on
N is universal for S, which is today called the Fréchet embedding theo-
rem (see [31, Proposition 1.17]). Note that ℓ∞ is not separable. As long
as the authors know, it was Urysohn who first constructed a separable
metric space universal for S, which space is called the Urysohn uni-
versal metric space (U, ρ) (see [36], [28] and [32]). Banach and Mazur
proved that the space Cb([0, 1]) of all continuous bounded functions on
[0, 1] is universal for S (see [3, Theorem 10 in Chapter XI] and [2, The-
orem 1.4.4], see also [34] and [11]). For every subset R of [0,∞) with
0 ∈ R, and for every ultrametrizable space X , as a non-Archimedean
analogue of CPM(X), we can define the space (UCPM(X,R),UDX) of
R-valued ultrametrics equipped with the non-Archimedean sup-metric.
In this paper, we omit the details of (UCPM(X,R),UDX) (see [14],
[18], [16], and [22]). In [16] and [22], the first author in the present
paper showed that, for every subset R of [0,∞) with 0 ∈ R, and for
every infinite compact ultrametrizable space X , the ultrametric space
(UCPM(X,R),UDX) of continuous pseudo-ultrametrics is isometric to
the R-Urysohn universal ultrametric space, i.e., a non-Archimedean
analogue of (U, ρ). Thus UCPM(X,R) is universal for all separable R-
valued ultrametric spaces. Based on this non-Archimedean theorem,
we can consider that the present paper deals with an Archimedean
analogue of the results in [16] and [22].

1.2. Main results. In this paper, for a metrizable space Z possessing
abundant subspaces, we first prove that the space of bounded metrics
on Z is universal for all bounded metric spaces (with restricted car-
dinality). Next, in contrast, we show that if Z is an infinite discrete
space, then the space of metrics on Z is universal for all separable met-
ric spaces. Third, we investigate the spaces of metrics on compact and
countable metrizable spaces.

1.2.1. Spaces possessing abundant subspaces. Throughout this paper,
we often use the set-theoretic notation of ordinals and cardinals. The
symbol ω0 stands for the first infinite ordinal, which is equal to Z≥0 as
a set. The discrete topology of ω0 is the same to the order topology
on ω0. Moreover, for two ordinals α, β, the relation α < β means that
α ∈ β. In this paper, we will deal with both the discrete topology and
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the order topology on a cardinal κ. We will clarify which topology is
being used to ensure that no confusion can arise.

Let κ be a cardinal. We denote by Sκ the class of all metric spaces
of weight κ. For example, Sℵ0

= S. For a class C of metric spaces,
we denote by B(C) the all bounded metric spaces belonging to C. For
example, the class B(S) consists of all separable bounded metric spaces.

For two topological spaces X and Y , we denote by X ⊕ Y the topo-
logical sum of X and Y . Let {pt} denote the one-point space.

The next theorem is our first result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Z be a metrizable space, and let (X, d) be a metric
space such that:

(U1) there exists a metric space (Y,D) containing X as a subspace
such that D|X2 = d, and there exists a closed topological embed-
ding from Y ⊕ {pt} to Z.

Then there exists an isometric embedding J : (X, d) → (Met(Z),DZ).
Moreover, if d is bounded, we can choose J so that J is a map from
(X, d) into BMet(Z).

As our second result, Theorem 1.1 yields the following theorem stat-
ing that if a metric space Z contains abundant spaces as subspaces,
then Met(Z) is universal.

Theorem 1.2. Let C be a class of metrizable spaces and Z be a metriz-
able space. Assume that the following condition is satisfied:

(U2) for each (X, d) ∈ C, there exists a metric space (Y,D) contain-
ing X as a subspace such that D|X2 = d, and there exists a
closed topological embedding from Y ⊕ {pt} to Z.

Then the space (Met(Z),DZ) is universal for C, and (BMet(Z),DZ) is
universal for B(C).

We denote by Q (resp. Γ) the Hilbert cube, i.e, the countable power
of [0, 1] (resp. the Cantor set, i.e., the countable power of {0, 1}).
Namely, Q = [0, 1]ℵ0 and Γ = {0, 1}ℵ0. For each infinite cardinal κ,
we also denote by ℓ2(κ) the Hilbert space of weight κ (see [35, p.16]).
Let B(κ) be the countable power of the discrete space of cardinality κ.
Namely, B(κ) = κℵ0 , where κ is equipped with the discrete topology.

We denote by T the class of all totally bounded metric spaces. As a
corollary of Theorem 1.2, we provide several universality of spaces of
metrics.

Theorem 1.3. The following statements are true:

(1) For every infinite cardinal κ, the space (Met(ℓ2(κ)),Dℓ2(κ)) and
(Met(B(κ)),DB(κ)) are universal for Sκ. Moreover, the spaces
(BMet(ℓ2(κ)),Dℓ2(κ)) and (BMet(B(κ)),DB(κ)) are universal for
B(Sκ)

(2) The space (BMet(Q),DQ) is universal for T.
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(3) For any metrizable space Z such that there exists a continuous
surjection from Z to Q, the space (BMet(Z),DZ) is universal
for T. In particular, (BMet(Γ),DΓ) is universal for T.

(4) For every uncountable Polish spaceX, the space (BMet(X),DX)
is universal for T.

Remark 1.1. There exists a continuous surjection β : [0, 1] → Q (this is
the Hahn–Mazurkiewicz theorem, see [38, Theorem 31.5]). Thus, the
unit interval [0, 1] satisfies the assumption of Statement (3) in Theorem
1.3.

Due to the same argument as Theorem 1.2, we can construct some
isometric embeddings from a given bounded metric space (X, d) into
Met(X) and BMet(X). Namely, the following theorem is an analogue
of the Kuratowski embedding theorem for spaces of metrics (for this
famous embeddings, see [10, p.100]).

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a metrizable space, and take d ∈ Met(X).
Assume that either of the following is true:

(1) the space X contains a subset S such that S is uniformly home-
omorphic to X (with respect to d) and its closure CLX(S) is a
proper subset of X;

(2) the space X contains a closed proper subset S homeomorphic to
X.

Then there exits an isometric embedding from (X, d) into the space
(Met(X),DX). Moreover, if (X, d) is bounded, it can be isometrically
embedded into (BMet(X),DX).

1.2.2. Discrete spaces. In the theorems explained above, we focus on a
space X that contains abundant spaces as subspaces. In the contrast,
we next shall consider discrete spaces. For a set S, we denote by ℓ∞(S)
the set of all bounded functions from S to R equipped with the sup-
metric ‖∗‖ℓ∞ (ℓ∞-norm). Based on a different method from the above
theorems, we verify the universality of the space of metrics on discrete
spaces.

Theorem 1.5. Let κ be an infinite cardinal, and regard it as a discrete
space. Then the following statements are true:

(1) The space (ℓ∞(κ), ‖∗‖ℓ∞) can be isometrically embedded into
the space (Met(κ),Dκ). In particular, the space (Met(κ),Dκ) is
universal for Sκ.

(2) The space (BMet(κ),Dκ) is universal for B(Sκ).

Corollary 1.6. Let Z be a metrizable space, and κ be an infinite car-
dinal. Assume that either of the following is true:

(1) the space Z contains a discrete space of cardinality κ;
(2) the space Z has weight κ, and κ has uncountable cofinality.
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Then (Met(Z),DZ) is universal for Sκ, and (BMet(Z),DZ) is universal
for B(Sκ).

Concentrating on the universality for separable or compact metric
spaces, we summarize our theorems appearing above as follows:

Corollary 1.7. Let X be an infinite metric space.

(1) If X is compact and uncountable, then (Met(X),DX) is univer-
sal for T.

(2) If X is non-compact, then (Met(X),DX) contains an isometric
copy of (ℓ∞, ‖∗‖ℓ∞). In particular, (Met(X),DX) is univer-
sal for S. Moreover, the space (BMet(X),DX) is universal for
B(S).

As a consequence, if X is non-compact, or compact and uncountable,
then (BMet(X),DX) is universal for all compact metric spaces.

1.3. Case of compact and countable spaces. Based on Corollary
1.7, a next point of concern is what happens for Met(X) when X is
compact and countable. Employing results from the theory of Banach
spaces, we prove the theorem concerning the lack of the universality.

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a compact and countable metrizable space.
Then the space (Met(X),DX) is not universal for all compact metric
spaces. Namely, there exists a compact metric space that can not be
isometrically embedded into (Met(X),DX).

We denote by c0(ω0) the set of all maps f : ω0 → R such that
limn→∞ f(n) = 0, equipped with the supremum metric. In contrast
to Theorem 1.8, we obtain the next isometric embeddings from com-
pact subsets of c0(ω0) into Met(X), where X is compact and countable.

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a compact and countably infinite metrizable
space. Then every compact subset of c0(ω0) can be isometrically em-
bedded into the space (Met(X),DX). Namely, the space (Met(X),DX)
is universal for all compact subsets of c0(ω0).

Combining Theorem 1.9 and Aharoni’s result [1], we have:

Corollary 1.10. Let X be a compact countably infinite metrizable
space. Then every compact metric space can be bi-Lipschitz embedded
into Met(X).

The organization of the paper is as follows: In Section 2, we prepare
basic statements on spaces on metrics, and extensions of metrics. Sec-
tion 3 is devoted to proving Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. In Section 4, we
prove Theorem 1.5 and Corollaries 1.6 and 1.7. Section 5 shows Theo-
rems 1.8, 1.9, and Corollary 1.10. Section 6 exhibits several questions
on the universality of spaces of metrics.

Acknowledgements. The first author was supported by JSPS KAK-
ENHI Grant Number JP24KJ0182.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review basic facts on spaces of metrics.

2.1. Basic facts on spaces of metrics.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a metrizable space. Then we have

CPM(X) + Met(X) ⊆ Met(X).

Namely, if d ∈ CPM(X) and e ∈ Met(X), then d + e ∈ Met(X).
Moreover, if both d and e are bounded, the so is d+ e.

Proof. As is easily observed, d + e is a metric on X . Define a map
f : (X, d + e) → (X, e) by f(x) = x. Since d + e is continuous on
X ×X , all open balls of (X, d+ e) are also open in X . Thus the map
f is an open map. By e(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (d+ e)(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X , the
map f is 1-Lipschitz, in particular, it is continuous. This implies that
f is a homeomorphism. Hence d+ e ∈ Met(X). �

Corollary 2.2. Let C be a class of metric spaces. If X is a metrizable
space, and the space CPM(X) (resp. BCPM(X)) is universal for C,
then so is the space Met(X) (resp. BMet(X)).

Proof. We will show that for every (Z,w) ∈ C, there exists an isometric
embedding f : Z → Met(X). Using the assumption, we obtain an
isometric embedding g : (Z,w) → (CPM(X),DX). Take a metric d

in Met(X), and define a map f : Z → CPM(X) by f(z) = g(z) + d.
Lemma 2.1 implies that f is actually a map into Met(X). Since we have
DX(f(x), f(y)) = DX(g(x), g(y)), we conclude that f is an isometric
embedding. �

Corollary 2.3. Let C be a class of metric spaces, and X be a metrizable
space. Then the space CPM(X) (resp. BCPM(X)) is universal for C

if and only if so is Met(X) (resp. BMet(X)).

Let X and Y be a metrizable spaces, and f : X → Y be a continuous
map. Then for each d ∈ CPM(Y ), we define a pseudometric f ∗d on X

by f ∗d(x, y) = d(f(x), f(y)). We denote by f ∗ : CPM(Y ) → CPM(X)
the map defined by d 7→ f ∗d.

Lemma 2.4. Let X and Y be metrizable spaces, and let f : X → Y

be a continuous map. Assume that f is surjective. Then the following
statements are true:

(1) The map f ∗ : CPM(Y ) → CPM(X) is an isometric embedding
such that f ∗(BCPM(Y )) ⊆ BCPM(X).

(2) There exists an isometric embedding h : Met(Y ) → Met(X)
such that h(BMet(Y )) ⊆ BMet(X).

(3) For a class C of metric spaces, if Met(Y ) (resp. BMet(Y )) is
universal for C, then so is Met(X) (resp. BMet(X)).
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Proof. First let us verify (1). Since f is surjective, for every pair d, e ∈
CPM(Y ) we have

DX(f
∗d, f ∗e) = sup

x,y∈X
|f ∗d(x, y)− f ∗e(x, y)|

= sup
x,y∈X

|d(f(x), f(y))− e(f(x), f(y))|

= sup
u,v∈Y

|d(u, v)− e(u, v)| = DY (d, e).

This proves (1). Next, we show (2). Take ρ ∈ BMet(X) and define a
map h : Met(Y ) → Met(X) by h(d) = f ∗d + ρ. Then the map h is as
desired. Statement (3) is deduced from Statement (2). �

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a metrizable space, and H be a dense subset
of X. Then the map r : Met(X) → Met(H) defined by r(d) = d|H2 is
isometric embedding and r(BMet(X)) ⊆ BMet(H).

Proof. For every pair d, e ∈ Met(X), define a map s : X ×X → [0,∞)
by s(x, y) = |d(x, y) − e(x, y)|. Then it is continuous. Since H is
dense in X , we see that H × H is dense in X × X . Thus, we obtain
sup(x,y)∈X×X s(x, y) = sup(u,v)∈H×H s(u, v). This identity is equivalent
to DX(d, e) = DH(r(d), r(e)). This completes the proof. �

2.2. Extensions of metrics. Before proving our main results, we will
cite theorems on extensions of metrics. Combining the efforts by C.
Bessaga [6], T. Banakh [4], O. Pikhurko [33] and M. Zarichnyi [39], we
have the following theorem (see [5, Theorem 1.2]).

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space and A be a closed subset
of X. There is a continuous function B : BMet(A) → BMet(X) such
that B(d)|A2 = d and DA(d, ρ) = DX(B(d),B(ρ)) for all metrics d, ρ ∈
BMet(A).

We will also make use of the first author’s isometric extension theo-
rem of metrics [20, Theorem 1.1] that treats not only bounded metrics,
but also unbounded ones.

Theorem 2.7. Let X be a metrizable space, and A be a closed subset
of X. Then there exists a map E : Met(A) → Met(X) such that

(1) for every d ∈ Met(A) we have E(d)|A2 = d;
(2) the map E is an isometric embedding, i.e., for every pair d, e ∈

Met(A), we have

DA(d, e) = DX(E(d),E(e));

(3) E(BMet(A)) ⊆ BMet(X);
(4) if d ∈ Met(A) is complete, then so is E(d).

Moreover, there exists an isometric operator extending pseudometrics
F : CPM(A) → CPM(X) such that F|Met(A) = E.
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2.3. Embeddings into linear spaces.

Lemma 2.8. Let κ be an infinite cardinal. The space (ℓ∞(κ), ‖∗‖ℓ∞)
is universal for Sκ.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of the Fréchet embedding theorem
(see [31, Proposition 1.17]). For (X, d) ∈ Sκ, take a dense subset
{qα}α<κ, and define f : X → ℓ∞(κ) by x 7→ (d(x, qα) − d(qα, q0))α<κ.
Then f is an isometric embedding from (X, d) into (ℓ∞(κ), ‖∗‖ℓ∞). �

Lemma 2.9. Let κ be an infinite cardinal. For every completely metriz-
able space Z of weight κ, there exists a topological embedding f : Z →
ℓ2(κ) such that f(Z) is closed in ℓ2(κ).

Proof. See [35, Theorem 6.2.4]. �

3. Spaces with abundant subspaces

To prove our main results, we will show the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a metrizable space. Then for every metric
d ∈ Met(X), there is an isometric embedding form (X, d) into the space
(

Met(X ⊕ {pt}),DX⊕{pt}

)

. Moreover, if d is bounded, then (X, d) can
be isometrically embedded into BMet(X ⊕ {pt}).

Proof. For each u ∈ X , we shall define du ∈ Met(X ⊕ {pt}) as follows:

du(x, y) =



















d(x, y) if x, y ∈ X ;

d(x, u) + 1 if x ∈ X and y = pt;

d(y, u) + 1 if x = pt and y ∈ X ;

0 if x = y = pt

Define I : X → Met(X⊕{pt}) by u 7→ du. Let us verify that the map I

is an isometric embedding. Fix any u, v ∈ X and any x, y ∈ X ⊕ {pt}.
By the definition of du and dv, if (x, y) ∈ X2 or x = y = pt, then
|du(x, y) − dv(x, y)| = 0. In the case where x ∈ X and y = pt, we
obtain

|du(x, y)− dv(x, y)| = |(d(x, u) + 1)− (d(x, v) + 1)| ≤ d(u, v).

Similarly, when x = pt and y ∈ X , we also obtain |du(x, y)−dv(x, y)| ≤
d(u, v). Hence DX⊕{pt}(du, dv) ≤ d(u, v). Moreover, we also have

|du(u, pt)− dv(u, pt)| = |(d(u, u) + 1)− (d(u, v) + 1)| = d(u, v).

This implies that DX⊕{pt}(du, dv) = d(u, v). Therefore, the map I is
an isometric embedding. If d is bounded, then each I(z) belongs to
BMet(X ⊕ {pt}). This finishes the proof. �

Now we shall prove Theorems 1.1–1.4.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Take an extension (Y,D) of X stated in (U1).
It follows from Lemma 3.1 that there exists an isometric embedding
I : (Y,D) → (Met(Y ⊕ {pt}),DY⊕{pt}). By virtue of Theorem 2.7, we
can obtain a continuous operator E : Met(Y ⊕ {pt}) → Met(Z) such
that

(1) for any d ∈ Met(Y ⊕ {pt}), we have E(d)|(Y⊕{pt})2 = d;
(2) for any d, ρ ∈ Met(Y ⊕ {pt}), we have

DY⊕{pt}(d, ρ) = DZ(E(d),E(ρ)).

Write ι : (X, d) → (Y,D) as the inclusion map. Thus, the composition
J = E ◦ I ◦ ι : (X, d) → (Met(Z),DZ) is an isometric embedding. This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Theorem 1.2 is a direct consequence of Theorem
1.1. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we show the universality of Met(ℓ2(κ)).
Take (X, d) ∈ Sκ. Let (Y,D) be the completion of (X, d). Notice that
the space Y ⊕{pt} is completely metrizable. Due to Lemma 2.9, there
exists a topological embedding f : Y ⊕ {pt} → ℓ2(κ) such that f(Y ⊕
{pt}) is closed in ℓ2(κ). Then the condition (U2) in Theorem 1.2 is
fulfilled. Thus, Theorem 1.2 implies that the space (Met(ℓ2(κ)),Dℓ2(κ))
is universal for Sκ (resp. the space (BMet(ℓ2(κ)),Dℓ2(κ)) is universal
for B(Sκ)). We next consider B(κ). Employing Engelking’s result
[8, Theorem] stating that that every completely metrizable space of
weight κ is a closed image of B(κ), we obtain a closed surjective map
h : B(κ) → ℓ2(κ). Then Lemma 2.4 shows that Met(ℓ2(κ)) is a met-
ric subspace of Met(B(κ)) and BMet(ℓ2(κ)) is a metric subspace of
BMet(B(κ)). Hence (Met(B(κ)),DB(κ)) is also universal for Sκ and
(BMet(B(κ)),DB(κ)) is universal for B(Sκ).

Let us prove Statement (2). Similarly to the above proof, take
(X, d) ∈ T. Let (Y,D) be the completion of (X, d). Then (Y,D) is
compact. According to the method of the proof of the Urysohn metriza-
tion theorem (see, for example, [38, Theorem 23.1] and [30, Theorem
34.1]), there exists a topological embedding f : Y ⊕ {pt} → Q. Since
Y is compact, the embedding f is a closed map. This means that the
condition (U2) in Theorem 1.2 is fulfilled. Using Theorem 1.2 again,
we see that Met(Q),DQ) is universal for T.

Now we shall show Statement (3). Take a continuous surjection
f : Z → Q. Thus, Lemma 2.4 shows that there exists an isometric em-
beddings from BMet(Q) into BMet(Z). Thus, the space (BMet(Z),DZ)
is universal for T. In particular, since there exists a continuous surjec-
tion α : Γ → Q (see [38, Theorem 30.7]), we see that (Met(Γ),DΓ) is
universal for T.

Next let us show Statement (4). Take an arbitrary uncountable Pol-
ish spaceX . Then there exists an topological embedding ι : Γ → X (the
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Cantor–Bendixson theorem, see [23, Corollary 6.5]). Thus by Theorem
2.6 or Theorem 2.7, we obtain an isometric embedding from BMet(Γ)
into BMet(X). Combining this isometric embedding and Statement (3)
with respect to Γ in Theorem 1.3, we conclude that (BMet(X),DX) is
universal for T. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We first assume that (1) is satisfied. Take a
uniform homeomorphism f : (S, d|S2) → (X, d). Since f and f−1 is
uniformly continuous, there exists an extension space (Y,D) of (X, d)
and a homeomorphism F : Y → CLX(S) such that D|X2 = d and
F |X = f . By the assumption that CLX(S) is a proper subset of X ,
we can take p ∈ X \ CLX(S). Since Y ⊕ {pt} is homeomorphic to
CLX(S) ⊔ {p}, by Theorems 1.1, there exists an isometric embedding
(X, d) → Met(CLX(S)⊔{p}). Due to Theorem 2.7, Met(CLX(S)⊔{p})
can be isometrically embedded into Met(X). As a result, we also obtain
an isometric embedding (X, d) into Met(X).

To prove the case of (2), take any p ∈ X \ S. Since X
⊕

{pt}
is homeomorphic to S ∪ {p}, due to Theorems 1.1 and 2.7, there is
an isometric embedding from (X, d) into Met(X). This finishes the
proof. �

4. The countable discrete spaces

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.5 and Corollaries
1.6 and 1.7.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a set. If a map w : X ×X → [0,∞) satisfies:

(1) for every pair x, y ∈ X, we have d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y;
(2) for every pair x, y ∈ X, we have w(x, y) = w(y, x);
(3) there exists L ∈ (0,∞) such that for every distinct pair x, y ∈

X, we have w(x, y) ∈ [L, 2L],

then w is a metric and it generates the discrete topology on X.

Proof. It suffices to show that w satisfies the triangle inequality. For
every triple x, y, z ∈ X , the condition (3) implies that

w(x, y) ≤ 2L = L+ L ≤ w(x, z) + w(z, y).

Thus, the map w satisfies the triangle inequality. �

For a set S, we denote by [S]2 the set { {p, q} | p, q ∈ S, p 6= q }.
Namely, [S]2 is the set of all subsets of S consisting of exact two points.
Note that if S is infinite, then Card(S) = Card([S]2), where “Card”
means the cadinality. Let us provide the proof of Theorem 1.5.
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. For each t ∈ [0,∞), we define a map Rt : R →
[−t, t] by

Rt(x) =











t if t ≤ x;

x if x ∈ [−t, t];

−t if x ≤ −t.

Note that Rt is 1-Lipschitz, and Rt is the identity on [−t, t]. Hence, if
x, y ∈ [−t, t], then we have |Rt(x)− Rt(y)| = |x− y|.

Take a family {Si}i∈Z≥0
consisting of mutually disjoint subspaces of

κ such that Card(Si) = κ and κ =
⋃

i∈Z≥0
Si. Using Card([Si]

2) = κ,

for each i ∈ Z≥0, we also take a surjective map τi : [Si]
2 → κ. For each

i ∈ Z≥0, we define a map Fi : ℓ
∞(κ) → ℓ∞([Si]

2) by

Fi(a)({p, q}) = R2i ◦ a(τi({p, q})) + 3 · 2i.

Note that for every i ∈ Z≥0, we have Fi(a)({p, q}) ∈ [2i+1, 2 · 2i+1] for
all a ∈ ℓ∞(κ) and {p, q} ∈ [Si]

2. We next define a map Gi : ℓ
∞(κ) →

Met(Si) by

Gi(a)(p, q) =

{

Fi(a)({p, q}) if p 6= q;

0 if p = q.

Since Fi(a)({p, q}) ∈ [2i+1, 2 · 2i+1], Lemma 4.1 (L = 2i+1) establishes
that the function Gi(a) actually belongs to Met(Si).

Now we define a map H : ℓ∞(κ) → Met(κ) by

H(a)(p, q) =

{

Gi(a)(p, q) if p, q ∈ Si;

max{2i+2, 2j+2} if i 6= j and p ∈ Si and q ∈ Sj .

Note that each H(a) becomes a metric and it belongs to Met(κ) since
the diameter diamGi(a)(Si) ≤ 2i+2 for all a ∈ ℓ∞(κ) and i ∈ Z≥0.
Now let us verify that H is an isometric embedding, i.e., we will show
Dκ(H(a), H(b)) = ‖a − b‖ℓ∞ for arbitrary maps a, b ∈ ℓ∞(κ). Since
H(a)(p, q) = H(b)(p, q) for all p, q such that p ∈ Si and q ∈ Sj for
distinct i and j, we have

Dκ(H(a), H(b)) = sup
i∈Z≥0

sup
p,q∈Si

|H(a)(p, q)−H(b)(p, q)|

= sup
i∈Z≥0

sup
p,q∈Si

|Fi(a)(p, q)− Fi(b)(p, q)|

= sup
i∈Z≥0

sup
p,q∈Si

|R2i(a(τi({p, q})))−R2i(b(τi({p, q})))|.

This means that

Dκ(H(a), H(b)) =(A1)

sup
i∈Z≥0

sup
p,q∈Si

|R2i(a(τi({p, q})))− R2i(b(τi({p, q})))|.
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For every i ∈ Z≥0, from the fact that R2i is 1-Lipschitz, it follows that

|R2i(a(τi({p, q})))− R2i(b(τi({p, q})))|

≤ |a(τi({p, q}))− b(τi({p, q}))| ≤ ‖a− b‖ℓ∞

for every {p, q} ∈ [Si]
2. According to the inequality (A1), we conclude

that
Dκ(H(a), H(b)) ≤ ‖a− b‖ℓ∞ .

Next, we will show the opposite inequality. Since a and b are bounded
functions, we can take a sufficiently large number N ∈ Z≥0 such that
{a(s), b(s)} ⊆ [−2N , 2N ] for all s ∈ κ. Notice that N is depending
on a and b. Then, since R2N is the identity on [−2N , 2N ], for every
{p, q} ∈ [SN ]

2, due to (A1), we have

|a(τN ({p, q}))− b(τN ({p, q}))|

= |R2N (a(τN({p, q})))− R2N (b(τN ({p, q})))| ≤ Dκ(H(a), H(b)).

Since τN is surjection, we observe that

‖a− b‖ℓ∞≤ Dκ(H(a), H(b)).

Then we conclude that Dκ(H(a), H(b)) = ‖a − b‖ℓ∞ . Thus, the space
ℓ∞(κ) is a metric subspace of Met(κ). Therefore Lemma 2.8 completes
the proof of Statement (1) in the theorem.

Next, we will show that BMet(κ) is universal for all bounded metric
spaces of weight κ. Take an arbitrary bounded metric space (X, d) of
weight κ. We can regard (X, d) as a bounded subspace of ℓ∞(κ) by
Lemma 2.8. In this setting, we can take a sufficiently large N ∈ Z≥0

such that f(s) ∈ [−2N , 2N ] for all s ∈ κ and f ∈ X because X is
bounded. Using the same method explained above, we can isometri-
cally embed (X, d) into BMet(

∐N

i=0 Si). Since
∐N

i=0 Si is homeomorphic
to the discrete space κ, we obtain an isometric embedding from (X, d)
into BMet(κ). This proves Statement (2) in the theorem. Therefore,
we completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. �

Remark 4.1. We can obtain another proof of the universality of Met(κ)
for Sκ (Statement (2) and the latter part of Statement (1) in Theorem
1.5) as follows: Take a dense subset H of ℓ2(κ) such that Card(H) = κ,
and take a surjection f : κ → H . Since κ is equipped with the discrete
topology in this setting, the map f is continuous. Then, using Lemma
2.4 and Proposition 2.5, we obtain isometric embeddings

Met(ℓ2(κ)) →֒ Met(H) →֒ Met(κ).

From these isometric embeddings and Statement (1) in Theorem 1.3,
we deduce that Met(κ) is universal for Sκ.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. Statement (1) follows from Theorems 2.7 and
1.5. Next we prove (2). Since Z is a metrizable space, we can take
a family {Si}i∈Z≥0

of closed discrete subsets of Z such that
⋃

i∈Z≥0
Si
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is dense in Z. Since Z has weight κ, we have κ = Card(
⋃

i∈Z≥0
Si).

Due to the assumption that κ has uncountable cofinality, we can find
i ∈ Z≥0 such that Card(Si) = κ. Therefore Statement (2) is deduced
from (1). �

Recall that the symbol ω0 stands for the countably infinite discrete
space.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. First, Statement (1) follows from Statement (4)
in Theorem 1.3 since compact metrics spaces are Polish. Let us verify
Statement (2). Since X is non-compact, then X contains a closed
subset S that is homeomorphic to ω0. Then Theorem 2.7 implies that
there exists an isometric embedding E : Met(ω0) → Met(X) such that
E(BMet(ω0)) ⊆ BMet(X). Thus, Theorem 1.5 for ω0 proves Statement
(2). This finishes the proof of Corollary 1.7. �

5. Case of compact countable spaces

In this section, we will observe phenomena in Met(X) when X is
compact and countable.

An ordinal α is said to be a succesor if there exists an ordinal β < α

such that α = β + 1. In what follows, the symbol ω1 stands for the
first uncountable ordinal. We begin with the classification of countable
compact spaces.

Lemma 5.1. If X is a compact metrizable space such that Card(X) ≤
ℵ0, then X is homeomorphic to a countable successor ordinal α < ω1

equipped with the order topology.

Proof. See [27], and [29, Theorem 4]. �

For the proof of Theorem 1.8, we prepare several statements on iso-
metric embeddings between Banach spaces. For a topological space
X , we denote by Cb(X) the set of all real-valued continuous bounded
functions on X . We also denote by ‖∗‖ the sup-metric on Cb(X).

Theorem 5.2. For a countable successor ordinal α < ω1, there exists
a sufficiently large countable successor ordinal θ < ω1 such that there is
no isometric embedding from Cb(θ) into Cb(α), where we regard θ and
α as ordered topological spaces.

Proof. See [37, Lemma 5]. �

Remark 5.1. For a topological space T , and a countable ordinal α < ω1,
we denote by T (α) the α-th Cantor–Bendixson derivative of T . The
paper [37, Lemma 5] indicates that, in general, if a countable compact
metrizable space X and a countable ordinal α satisfy that X(α) = ∅,
and if a compact metrizable space Y satisfies that Y (α+1) 6= ∅, then the
space Cb(Y ) can not be isometrically embedded into Cb(X).



14 YOSHITO ISHIKI AND KATSUHISA KOSHINO

Theorem 5.3. Let R be a compact metrizable space and fix a metric
w ∈ Met(R) with the diameter diamw(R) ≤ 1, and let K denote the set
of all f ∈ Cb(R) such that ‖f‖ ≤ 1 and f is 1-Lipschitz with respect to
w. Then K is a compact subset of Cb(R), and for every Banach space
B, the following conditions are equivalent to each other.

(1) the space B contains an isometric copy of K equipped with the
restricted metric induced by the supremum norm on Cb(R);

(2) there exists a linear map T : Cb(R) → B such that T is an
isometric embedding;

(3) the space Cb(R) can be isometrically embedded into B.

Proof. Using the Arzera–Ascoli Theorem, we can observe that K is
compact. The equivalence between (1) and (2) follows from [7, The-
orem 3.1]. The implication “(3) =⇒ (2)” can be deduced from [9,
Corollary 3.3] and the fact that Cb(R) is separable by the compactness
of R. �

We shall show our remaining main results in this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let X be a compact and countable metrizable
space. Since X2 is compact and countable, using Lemma 5.1, we can
find a (countable) successor ordinal α homeomorphic to X2 with re-
spect to the order topology on α. By Theorem 5.2, we can also find a
sufficiently large countable successor ordinal θ equipped with the order
topology such that there does not exists an isometric embedding from
Cb(θ) into Cb(X

2)(= Cb(α)). Take a compact subset K of Cb(θ) men-
tioned in Theorem 5.3. Then Theorem 5.3 implies that the spaceK can
not be isometrically embedded into Cb(X

2). Since Met(X) is a metric
subspace of Cb(X

2), there is no isometric embedding K → Met(X).
Therefore, we have constructed a compact metric space that can not
be isometrically embedded into Met(X). This finishes the proof of
Theorem 1.8. �

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.5.
Take a compact subset K of c0(ω0). Under the assumption, X is a
compact and countably infinite metrizable space, and hence X contains
an isometric copy of ω0 + 1. Thus Theorem 2.6 or 2.7 implies that
Met(X) contains an isometric copy of Met(ω0+1). It remains to verify
that K can be isometrically embedded into Met(ω0 + 1), where we
regard ω0+1 as an ordered topological space, thus it is homeomorphic to
the one-point compactification of the countably infinite discrete space.
We define the function L : ω0 → R by L(s) = inff∈K f(s). Since K

is compact, for each ǫ ∈ (0,∞), we can take a finite ǫ-net Tǫ of K.
We also define hǫ : ω0 → R by hǫ(s) = minf∈Tǫ

f(s). Since Tǫ is a
finite ǫ-net, the map hǫ belongs to c0(ω0) and ‖hǫ − L‖ ≤ ǫ. Then we
conclude that L ∈ c0(ω0). In this setting, the map l ∈ c0(ω0) defined
by l(s) = |L(s)| + 2−s also belongs to c0(ω0). We may assume that
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every f ∈ K satisfies that f(s) > 0 for all s ∈ ω0 by replacing K with
K+l = { f+l | f ∈ K } if necessary. Put U(s) = supf∈K f(s). Since K
is compact, we see that U ∈ c0(ω0) and U(s) > 0 by the similar method
as L. Put Sk = {2k, 2k + 1}. We then define G : K → Met(ω0 + 1) by

G(f)(p, q) =



























0 if p = q;

f(k) if p 6= q and p, q ∈ Sk;

max{U(k), U(l)} if p ∈ Sk, q ∈ Sl,and k 6= l;

U(k) if p = ω0, and q ∈ Sk;

U(k) if p ∈ Sk, and q = ω0.

Under this definition, we can see that each G(f) actually belongs to
Met(ω0 + 1) (compare with [12, Definition 3.3]). Then, by the same
method to the proof of Theorem 1.5, we can observe that G is an
isometric embedding from K into Met(ω0 + 1). As a consequence, the
space Met(X) also contains an isometric copy of K. This finishes the
proof. �

Proof of Corollary 1.10. Corollary 1.10 follows from [1, Theorem]. �

Remark 5.2. Using Theorems 5.3 and 1.8, we see that the space of
all 1-Lipschitz functions f : [0, 1] → [−1, 1] can not be isometrically
embedded into Cb(ω0 + 1) because the space Cb([0, 1]) is universal for
all separable metric spaces (the Banach–Mazur theorem).

6. Questions

As stated in Theorem 1.4, if X has abundant subset, then Met(X)
contains metric spaces homeomorphic to X . It is interesting what
happens in the case where X is finite.

Question 6.1. For every finite metric space (X, d), does there exist
an isometric embedding from (X, d) into Met(X)?

Our results states that the universality of BMet(X) for only bounded
metric spaces. Does it have the universality for unbounded spaces?

Question 6.2. Let X be an infinite compact metrizable space. Then,
is (BMet(X),DX) universality for unbounded metric spaces?

The next question asks whether Met(X) contains an isometric copy
of the Urysohn universal spaces or not.

Question 6.3. Let X be a metrizable space. Does (Met(X),DX)
satisfy the finite injectivity? Namely, does (Met(X),DX) satisfy that
for every finite metric space (A,m), for every subset B of A, and for
every isometric embedding f : B → Met(X), there exists an isometric
embedding F : A → Met(X) such that F |B = f?
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ensembles dénombrables, Fundamenta Mathematicae 1 (1920), no. 1, 17–27,
DOI:10.4064/fm-1-1-17-27.

[28] J. Melleray, Some geometric and dynamical properties of the
Urysohn space, Topology Appl. 155 (2008), no. 14, 1531–1560,
DOI:10.1016/j.topol.2007.04.029. MR 2435148

[29] C. Milliet, A remark on cantor derivative, preprint, arXiv:1104.0287 (2011).
[30] J. R. Munkres, Topology, 2nd ed., Pearson modern classic, Pearson, New York,

2018, Originally published in 2000 [2018 reissue].
[31] M. I. Ostrovskii, Metric embeddings, De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics,

vol. 49, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2013, Bilipschitz and coarse embeddings into Ba-
nach spaces, DOI:10.1515/9783110264012. MR 3114782

[32] V. Pestov, Dynamics of Infinite-dimensional Groups, University Lecture
Series, vol. 40, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2006,
DOI:10.1090/ulect/040. MR 2277969

[33] O. Pikhurko, Extending metrics in compact pairs, Mat. Stud. 3 (1994), 103–
106, 122. MR 1692801
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