
On the dimension of k-medial axis for arbitrary closed set

Xiangyu Liang

School of mathematical sciences, Beihang University

maizeliang@gmail.com

Abstract
We prove that the k-medial axis of an arbitrary closed set in Rn is n− k+1-rectifiable (and hence

of dimension at most n − k + 1). This result gives a first stratification for medial axis of any closed

set, which has been widely studied and used in pure and applied mathematics. This also answers a

question proposed by Erdös [4], and leads to more further interesting investigations (see the end of

the article).
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1 Introduction

In this article we give a first regularity result for k-medial axis of an arbitrary closed set in Euclidean

spaces, and hence obtain a stratification for medial axis of any closed set.

Given a closed set E ⊂ Rn, denote by M the set of points for which there is more than one nearest

point in E. M is called the medial axis of the set E.

Due to the wide application in both theoretic and applied mathematics, medial axis and similar

concepts such as central sets, skeletons, conflict sets, etc. have been extensively studied and used in

various circumstances. Some classical literatures (far from exclusive) are the following: [8] in classical

analysis, [4], [6] and [11] in geometric measure theory, [10], [12] and [13] in differential geometry,

[7] in calculus of variations, and more recently, [1] in conformal geometry. Besides, one can also

find a tremondous number of literatures on application and research in applied mathematics, e.g.

computational geometry, image analysis, etc. One well known example is proposed by Blum in 1967

[2] in shape analysis, the medial axis or the medial axis transform is a one dimensional graph extracted

from a planar shape. More precisely, when the boundary of a domain is regular, it is known that the

medial axis (or skeleton in bitmap image) can be stratified into the union of smooth curves and isolated

singularities, and is a deformation retract of the region (cf. [3]). In this case, the shape of the region

can be characterized by the geometry (type of lower dimensional singularities, stratification, etc.) of

its medial axis, which is one dimensional less. This is used to compress the input data and expedite

the extraction of image features. But if the region is not so regular, very little is known about the

structure of the medial axis and to what point can the geometry of the medial axis reflect the shape

of the region.
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In all the above subjects (except [4]), only (2-)medial axis of sets E with good regularity (smooth,

etc.) are investigated. In [11], Pauc proved that in the plane, M2 is contained in the sum of countably

many Jordan curves and M3 is countable. In [4], Erdös proved that for an arbitrary closed set E, its

medial axis M is of measure zero. Furthermore, he proposed to do some finer analysis on k-medial

axis Mk—points for which there is at least k nearest points in generic position in E. (See Definition

2.1). Erdös proved that when k = n + 1, Mk is denumberable, and he conjectured that for general

1 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1, Mk should be of dimension n− k + 1.

In this article we give a complete answer to his conjecture: we show that for any closed set E, its

k-medial axis should be n − k + 1-rectifiable, hence is of dimension at most n − k + 1. This gives a

first regularity result for k-medial axis of an arbitrary closed set, and thus a stratification property

for the well-studied medial axis. We also give examples of particular sets whose k-medial axes are of

dimension strictly less than n− k + 1, thus the conjecture is not completely true.

Based on the current result, we also propose some further possible related problem at the end of

this article.

Acknowledgement: This work is partially supported by China’s Recruitement Program of Global

Experts, School of Mathematics and Systems Science, Beihang University, and National Natural

Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11871090).

Some useful notation

For any x, y ∈ Rn, d(x, y) is the Euclidean distance between x and y; for any set E ⊂ Rn, d(x,E)

denotes the distance from x to E: d(x,E) = inf{d(x, y) : y ∈ E}.
B(x, r) is the open ball with radius r and centered on x;

B(x, r) is the closed ball with radius r and center x;

For three points x, y, z ∈ Rn, ∠(x, y, z) ∈ [0, π] denotes the smaller angle between the two vectors

x− y and z − y.

In this article, by dimension we always mean Hausdorff dimension.

2 The main result

Let E be any closed set in Rn. For any x ∈ Rn, set d(x) = d(x,E) the distance from x to E. we call

y ∈ E a point closest to x if d(x, y) = d(x). Denote by ϕ(x) the set of all points closest to x.

Definition 2.1. For any positive integer 1 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1, denote by Mk = Mk(E) the set of points for

which ϕ(x) contains k points not all in a (k − 2)-dimensional affine plane – that is, the k points are

in generic position. Hence Mk ⊃ Mk+1 for any k. Mk is called the k-medial axis of E.

Erdös conjectured in [4] that the Hausdorff dimension of Mk is n + 1 − k. A particular case was

proved in [4] : when n = 2 and k = 3, the set M3 is countable, in particular its dimension is 0.

Notice that for a general k, it is obvious that if E is convex, then for k ≥ 2, Mk = ∅, thus the

dimension of Mk is zero. Hence the conjecture is not true. However, we will prove the other direction,

that is the dimension of Mk is at most n+ 1− k:

Theorem 2.2. Let E be a closed subset of Rn. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1, the k-medial axis Mk of E

is n+ k − 1-rectifiable. In particular, Mk is of Hausdorff dimension at most n+ k − 1.
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Note that after this Theorem 2.2, we know that for every closed E ⊂ Rn and each k ≥ 2, the n-

dimensional Lebesgue measure ofMk(E) is zero, and henceM1(E) = Rn\(∪k≥2Mk(E)) is of dimension

n. Therefore Erdös’ conjecture is true for the particular case k = 1.

Proof of Theorem 2.2.

When k = 1, this is trivial, since Mk is a subset of Rn, and hence its dimension is at most

n = n+ 1− k.

So now fix any integer 2 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1.

Denote by A the set of all subsets a of the unit sphere Sn−1 with k elements that span a k − 1-

dimensional affine plane, that is,

(2.3) A = {a ⊂ Sn−1 : ♯a = k and the elements of a span a k − 1-dimensional affine plane}.

Then the k points in a span a k − 1-dimensional affine plane. Define a distance dA on A: for any

a, b ∈ A, a = {a1, a2, · · · , ak} and b = {b1, b2, · · · bk} with ai, bj ∈ Sn−1, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k,

(2.4) dA(a, b) = inf
σ∈Σk

sup
1≤i≤k

d(ai, bσ(i)),

where Σk denotes the symmetric group of {1, 2, · · · k}.
For any x ∈ Mk, denote by B(x) = {y−x

d(x) : y ∈ ϕ(x)}. Then B(x) ⊂ Sn−1. We say that

dM (x, a) < ϵ if B(x) has a subset b ∈ A such that dA(b, a) < ϵ.

Let d, ϵ, δ > 0, a ∈ A. Let M(a, d, ϵ, δ) denote the subset of Mk:

(2.5) M(a, d, ϵ, δ) = {x ∈ Mk : |d(x)− d| < δ, dM (x, a) < ϵ.}

The idea of the proof is the following : we would like to prove that for any a, d, the set M(a, d, ϵ, δ)

is n + k − 1 rectifiable with locally finite measure for ϵ, δ small (depending on a and d). Then we

decompose Mk into a countable union of sets of the form M(a, d, ϵ, δ), and we are done.

To prove the rectifiability of M(a, d, ϵ, δ), we will use the basic fact (cf. [9] Lemma 15.13) that, if

P is a d-dimensional plane in Rn, C is an open cone containing P⊥, then if a set E is such that for

each x ∈ E, E does not meet x+ C, then E is a Lipschitz graph over a setset of P .

So fix any a ∈ A.

Denote by P (a) the k − 1 affine plane spanned by the k elements a1, · · · , ak of a. Denote by P

the k − 1 plane parallel to P (a) which passes through the origin ,and Q the n+ 1− k-plane which is

orthogonal to P and passes through the origin. For r > 0, denote by Pr the cone

(2.6) Pr =

ß
v ∈ Rn :

dist(v, P )

||v||
< r

™
.

Denote by πP : Rn → P and πQ : Rn → Q the orthogonal projections from Rn to P and Q

respectively. Then by definition of P and Q, the vectors πQ(ai), 1 ≤ i ≤ k are equal, and the lengths

||πP (ai)||, 1 ≤ i ≤ k are equal. Set h = πQ(a1)(= πQ(ai), 1 ≤ i ≤ k), then ||h|| < 1. For any non zero

vector w ∈ P , set

(2.7) f(w) =

ñ
sup

1≤i≤k
⟨w, πP (ai)⟩ − inf

1≤i≤k
⟨w, πP (ai)⟩

ô
.
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Lemma 2.8. 1◦ For any non zero vector w ∈ P , f(w) > 0;

2◦ Set c = inf{f(w) : w ∈ P, 1
2 ≤ ||w|| ≤ 1}. Then c > 0.

Proof. 1◦ If the conclusion of 1◦ does not hold, then there exists w ∈ P\{0} so that f(w) = 0.

By definition of f , the vectors πP (ai), 1 ≤ i ≤ k belong to the same k − 2 affine subspace {u ∈ P :

⟨u,w⟩ = ⟨w, πP (a1)⟩} of P , and thus ai = h+ πP (ai), 1 ≤ i ≤ k belong to a k − 2 affine plane of Rn,

which contradicts our assumption that ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ k do not belong to a same k − 2 affine plane. (See

Figure 1 for an idea in R3: when 3 vectors span the 2-plane P , then the projections of any non-zero

vector to these 3 vectors cannot be the same.)

P

πp(a1)

πp(a2)

W

πp(a3)

Figure 1

2◦ It is easy to see that f is continuous, and the set {w ∈ P, 1
2 ≤ ||w|| ≤ 1} is compact. Thus the

conclusion of 2◦ follows directly from 1◦. 2

Lemma 2.9. For any r < 1
2 , and for any v ∈ Pr\{0}, we have

(2.10) sup
1≤i≤k

cos∠(v, 0, ai)− inf
1≤i≤k

cos∠(v, 0, ai) > c.

Proof. Take any r < 1
2 , and any v ∈ Pr\{0}, we have

(2.11) cos∠(v, 0, ai) =
⟨v, ai⟩
||v||

=

≠
πQ(v)

||v||
, h

∑
+

≠
πP (v)

||v||
, πP (ai)

∑
.

Since r < 1
2 ,

πP (v)
||v|| ∈ {w ∈ P, 1

2 ≤ ||w|| ≤ 1}, hence by Lemma 2.8 2◦,

sup
1≤i≤k

cos∠(v, 0, ai)− inf
1≤i≤k

cos∠(v, 0, ai)

= sup
1≤i≤k

≠
πP (v)

||v||
, πP (ai)

∑
− inf

1≤i≤k

≠
πP (v)

||v||
, πP (ai)

∑
>c.

(2.12)

2
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Now let us give a rough idea about what happens next (Figure 2 below gives a geometric intuition):

suppose that 0 ∈ Mk, with d(0) = 1, a ∈ A and a ⊂ ϕ(0). Then 0 ∈ M(a, 1, ϵ, δ) for any ϵ > 0 and

δ > 0. We want to show that when ϵ, δ are very small, then the set M(a, 1, ϵ, δ) does not intersect the

cone Pr\{0} in a small neighborhood B(0, t) of 0.

Take any v ∈ B(0, t) ∩ Pr\{0}. Lemma 2.9 says that for there exists two vectors among the a′is, ,

say a1 and a2, so that cos∠(v, 0, a1)− cos∠(v, 0, a2) > c. As a result, we know that d2(v) ≤ d2(v, a1),

which is smaller than d2(v, a2)−2||v||(cos∠(v, 0, y1)−cos∠(v, 0, y2)) < d2(v, a2)−2c||v|| by the cosine

formula.

Then if v ∈ M(a, d, ϵ, δ), this means that there exists z ∈ B(a1, ϵ) so that v + d(v)z ∈ E. But a

simple geometry shows that v+ d(v)z ∈ B(0, 1− 1
4c||v||), which is impossible because d(0) = 1. Thus

M(a, 1, ϵ, δ) ∩B(0, t) ∩ Pr\{0} = ∅.

a1

v

0

v + d(v)a2

B(v + d(v)a2, εd(v))a2

d(v, a1)

Figure 2

Now we write down the above idea in detail in the following lemma, replacing 0 by a general point

x ∈ Mk so that B(x) is very near a, and 1 by a general distance d.

So fix any d.

Lemma 2.13. We can take ϵ, δ, t, r > 0 small, which depends only on a and d such that for any

x ∈ M(a, d, ϵ, δ), ((Pr\{0}) + x) ∩B(x, t) ∩M(a, d, ϵ, δ) = ∅.

Proof. Now let ϵ, δ, r and t be small, to be decided later. Take x ∈ M(a, d, ϵ, δ), and v ∈ Pr ∩
B(0, t) which is non zero. By Lemma 2.9, without loss of generality, suppose that cos∠(v, 0, a1) −
cos∠(v, 0, a2) > c. Let y1, · · · , yk ∈ B(x) be k points such that

(2.14) d(yi, ai) < ϵ.

Now look at the point x+ v. Since y1 ∈ B(x), the point p = x+ d(x)y1 ∈ E. Hence

(2.15) d(x+ v) = d(x+ v,E) ≤ d(x+ v, p).
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Apply the cosine formula to the triangle with vertices x, p and x+ v, we have

(2.16) d(x+ v, p)2 = ||v||2 + d(p, x)2 − 2||v||d(p, x) cos∠(x+ v, x, p).

Notice that ∠(x+ v, x, p) = ∠(v, 0, y1), and d(p, x) = d(x), therefore

(2.17) d(x+ v)2 ≤ d(x+ v, p)2 = ||v||2 + d(x)2 − 2||v||d(x) cos∠(v, 0, y1).

Now take any vector z ∈ Sn−1 such that d(z, a2) < ϵ. Let us calculate the distance between

q = x + v + d(x + v)z and x. Apply again the cosine formula to the triangle with vertices q, x and

x+ v:

(2.18) d(x, q)2 = ||v||2 + d(x+ v, q)2 − 2||v||d(x+ v, q) cos∠(x, x+ v, q).

Notice that

(2.19) ∠(x, x+ v, q) = ∠(−v, 0, z) = π − ∠(v, 0, z), and d(x+ v, q) = d(x+ v),

hence

d(x, q)2 =||v||2 + d(x+ v)2 − 2||v||d(x+ v) cos(π − ∠(v, 0, z))

=||v||2 + d(x+ v)2 + 2||v||d(x+ v) cos∠(v, 0, z).
(2.20)

Combine (2.17) and (2.20), we have

d(x, q)2 ≤2||v||2 + d(x)2 − 2||v||d(x) cos∠(v, 0, y1) + 2||v||d(x+ v) cos∠(v, 0, z)

=2||v||2 + d(x)2 − 2||v||d(x) cos∠(v, 0, y1) + 2||v||d(x) cos∠(v, 0, z)

− 2||v||d(x) cos∠(v, 0, z) + 2||v||d(x+ v) cos∠(v, 0, z)

=2||v||2 + d(x)2 + 2||v||d(x)[cos∠(v, 0, z)− cos∠(v, 0, y1)]

+ 2||v||[d(x+ v)− d(x)] cos∠(v, 0, z)

≤2||v||2 + d(x)2 + 2||v||d(x)[cos∠(v, 0, z)− cos∠(v, 0, y1)] + 2||v|||d(x+ v)− d(x)|

≤d(x)2 + 2||v||d(x)[cos∠(v, 0, z)− cos∠(v, 0, y1)] + 4||v||2.

(2.21)

Recall that d(z, a2) < ϵ and d(y1, a1) < ϵ. Hence when ϵ is small enough (which depend only on c,

and thus on a), we have

(2.22) cos∠(v, 0, z)− cos∠(v, 0, y1) >
c

2
,

which yields

(2.23) d(x, q)2 < d(x)2 − c||v||d(x) + 4||v||2.

But x ∈ M(a, d, ϵ, δ), which gives d(x) > d − δ. Therefore when δ is small, which depends on d,

d(x) is no less than 1
2d. Also, since 0 ̸= v ∈ B(0, t), when t is small enough, we have

(2.24) d(x, q)2 ≤ d(x)2 − 1

2
cd||v|| < d(x)2.

This means, for any z ∈ Sn−1 such that d(z, a2) < ϵ, the point q = x+v+d(x+v)z does not belong to

E, because d(x, q) < d(x,E). In other words, the set B(x+v) is ϵ far from the point a2. In particular,

dM (x+ v, a) > ϵ. Hence x+ v ̸∈ M(a, d, ϵ, δ). 2
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Corollary 2.25. Fix any a and d. Then there exist ϵ = ϵa,d and δ = δa,d (depending on a and d) such

that for any ϵ ≤ ϵa,d, δ ≤ δa,d, the set M(a, d, ϵ, δ) is n+ k − 1 rectifiable with locally finite measure.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 2.13 and [9] Lemma 15.13. 2

Let us finish the proof of Theorem 2.2.

For each x ∈ Mk, by definition, we can fix k points ax1 , · · · , axk ∈ ϕ(x) which do not lie in a k − 2-

dimensional affine subspace, such that d(x, axi ) = d(x),∀1 ≤ i ≤ k. Let a(x) = { ax
i

d(x) , 1 ≤ i ≤ k} ∈ A.

Then we have

(2.26) Mk =
⋃

(a,d)∈A×(0,∞)

{x : a(x) = a, d(x) = d}.

By Corollary 2.25, for each pair (a, d) ∈ A × (0,∞), there exists ϵa,d > 0, δa,d > 0 such that

the set M(a, d, ϵ, δ) is n − k + 1 rectifiable with locally finite measure. Denote by Qa,d = {(a′, d′) ∈
A × (0,∞) : |d′ − d| < δ, dM (a, a′) < ϵ}. Then Qa,d is an open subset of A × (0,∞), and the family

{Qa,d, (a, d) ∈ A× (0,∞)} forms an open cover of A× (0,∞). Since the space A× (0,∞) ⊂ Rn × R
is second countable, there exists a countable subcover {Qaj ,dj

: j ∈ N}. Then by (2.26),

Mk = ∪(a,d)∈A×(0,∞){x : a(x) = a, d(x) = d}

= ∪j∈N{x : (a(x), d(x) ∈ Qaj ,dj
}

= ∪j∈NM(aj , dj , ϵaj ,dj
, δaj ,dj

),

(2.27)

Hence Mk is a countable union of n− k + 1 rectifiable sets, and thus is n− k + 1-rectifiable. 2

As a direct corollary, here is a ”stratification” for medial axis for an arbitrary closed set in Rn:

Corollary 2.28. Let E ⊂ Rn be closed, and for 1 ≤ k ≤ n+1, denote by Mk the k-medial axis of E.

Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n, we can decompose the k-medial axis M into a disjoint union of sets

(2.29) Mk = ·∪n−k+1
i=0 Li,

where each Li = Mn−i+1\Mn−i+2 is i-rectifiable.

3 Further questions

Based on Theorem 2.2, it would be interesting to know which sets have k-medial axis with full di-

mension and which do not (denote by degenerate k-medial axis). To some extent, we believe that

degenerate k-medial axis come from good geometric property (for example, constant curvature, con-

vexity, etc.) of the set.

A particular case of this has been thoroughly studied in more general circumstances: Chebyshev

sets–sets to which every point admit only one nearest point. Chebyshev sets are exactly convex sets

in many classical cases, such as Eudlidean spaces, many Hilbert spaces and smooth Banach spaces.

But the convexity of Chebyshev sets in general cases remains open.

Back to degenerate k-medial axis, there are two kinds of them:
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1◦ sets whose k-medial axis is empty–we may call them k-Chebyshev sets;

2◦ sets whose k-medial axis exists but is not of full dimension.

For the first case, when k = 1, this is exactly the case for Chebyshev sets, and in Euclidean spaces

Chebyshev sets are exactly convex sets. However when k > 1, things might be more complicated.

When k = 2, a most intuitive kind of of 2−Chebyshev sets are unions of two convex sets. But obviously

this is not the only kind of 2-Chebyshev sets. For example, one can imagine the union of two sets

E and F of positive reach (see [5] for definition, classical examples are compact sets with smooth

boundary), where EC lies in the reach of F , and FC lies in the reach of E. However at the end of the

day, we still expect k-Chebyshev sets admit simple geometries.

For the second case, we expect to have some curvature regularity for the original set E.
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