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THE ANDONI-NAOR-NEIMAN INEQUALITIES

AND ISOMETRIC EMBEDDABILITY INTO A CAT(0) SPACE

TETSU TOYODA

Abstract. Andoni, Naor and Neiman (2018) established a family of quadratic metric inequalities
that hold true in every CAT(0) space. As stated in their paper, this family seems to include all
previously used quadratic metric inequalities that hold true in every CAT(0) space. We prove
that there exists a metric space that satisfies all inequalities in this family but does not admit
an isometric embedding into any CAT(0) space. More precisely, we prove that the 6-point metric
spaces constructed by Nina Lebedeva, which are known to admit no isometric embedding into any
CAT(0) space, satisfy all inequalities in this family.

1. Introduction

A condition for points x1, . . . , xn in a metric space (X, dX) is called a quadratic metric inequality

on n points if it can be written in the form

0 ≤
n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

aijdX(xi, xj)
2 (1)

by some real n × n matrix (aij). If (1) holds true for all x1, . . . , xn ∈ X, then we say that the
metric space X satisfies the quadratic metric inequality (1). We call a quadratic metric inequality
a CAT(0) quadratic metric inequality if every CAT(0) space satisfies it. Andoni, Naor and Neiman
[2] proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Andoni, Naor and Neiman [2]). An n-point metric space X admits an isometric

embedding into a CAT(0) space if and only if X satisfies all CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities

on n points.

For the original statement of Theorem 1.1 in full generality, see [2, Proposition 3]. To find a
characterization of those metric spaces that admit an isometric embedding into a CAT(0) space is a
longstanding open problem stated by Gromov in [4, §15] and [3, Section 1.19+] (see also [1, Section
7], [2, Section 1.4] and [6, Section 1]). Theorem 1.1 tells us that we can answer this problem if we
can characterize CAT(0) quadratic inequalities. To see some recent developments in this direction,
we recall the following family of CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities on 4 points.

Definition 1.2. We say that a metric space (X, dX ) satisfies the ⊠-inequalities if we have

0 ≤ (1− s)(1− t)dX(x, y)2 + s(1− t)dX(y, z)2 + stdX(z, w)2 + (1− s)tdX(w, x)2

− s(1− s)dX(x, z)2 − t(1− t)dX(y,w)2.

for any s, t ∈ [0, 1] and any x, y, z, w ∈ X.

Gromov [4] and Sturm [5] proved independently that every CAT(0) space satisfies the⊠-inequalities.
The name “⊠-inequalities” is based on a notation used by Gromov [4]. Sturm [5] called these in-
equalities the weighted quadruple inequalities. The present author [6] proved the following theorem.

This work was supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP21K03254.
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Theorem 1.3 ([6]). If a metric space X satisfies the ⊠-inequalities, then X satisfies all CAT(0)
quadratic metric inequalities on 5 points.

It follows from Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 that a metric space X with |X| ≤ 5 admits an
isometric embedding into a CAT(0) space if and only if X satisfies the ⊠-inequalities. On the other
hand, Nina Lebedeva constructed 6-point metric spaces that satisfy the ⊠-inequalities but do not
admit an isometric embedding into any CAT(0) space (see [1, §7.2]). Therefore, there exist CAT(0)
quadratic metric inequalities on 6 points that do not follow from the ⊠-inequalities. However to
the best of my knowledge, no such CAT(0) quadratic metric inequality is known explicitly at this
moment.

Toward a characterization of CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities, Andoni, Naor and Neiman
proposed a general procedure to obtain CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities, and presented the
following large family of CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities (see Lemma 27 and Section 5.1 in
[2]). Throughout this paper, we denote by [n] the set {1, 2, . . . , n} for each positive integer n.

Theorem 1.4 (Andoni, Naor and Neiman [2]). Fix positive integers m and n. Let c1, . . . , cm be

positive real numbers. Suppose for every k ∈ [m], pk1, . . . , p
k
n, q

k
1 , . . . , q

k
n are positive real numbers

that satisfy
∑n

i=1 p
k
i =

∑n
j=1 q

k
j = 1. Suppose for every k ∈ [m], Ak = (akij) and Bk = (bkij) are

n× n matrices with nonnegative real entries that satisfy

n
∑

s=1

akis +

n
∑

s=1

bksj = pki + qkj

for any i, j ∈ [n]. Then we have

m
∑

k=1

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. akij+bkij>0

cka
k
ijb

k
ij

akij + bkij
dX(xi, xj)

2 ≤
m
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

ckp
k
i q

k
j dX(xi, xj)

2 (2)

for any CAT(0) space (X, dX ) and any points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X.

It is easily seen that many known CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities, including the ⊠-
inequalities, are of the form (2). Moreover, as stated in [2, Section 5.1], it seems that all of
the previously used CAT(0) quadratic metric inequalities are of the form (2). So it is natural
to ask whether the inequalities of the form (2) capture the totality of CAT(0) quadratic metric
inequalities. In this paper, we answer this question negatively by proving the following theorem,
which is our main result.

Theorem 1.5. There exists a 6-point metric space (X, dX ) that satisfies the following conditions:

(i) For every positive integer n, any points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X satisfy the inequality

1

2

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2

for any nonnegative real numbers p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn and any n × n matrix (πij) with

nonnegative real entries that satisfy

n
∑

k=1

pk =

n
∑

k=1

qk = 1,

n
∑

k=1

πik = pi + qi

for every i ∈ [n].
(ii) X does not admit an isometric embedding into any CAT(0) space.
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More precisely, we prove that Lebedeva’s 6-point metric spaces that we have mentioned above
satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem 1.5. As we will show in Section 2, Theorem 1.5 implies the
following corollary.

Corollary 1.6. There exists a 6-point metric space (X, dX) that satisfies the following conditions:

(i) For every positive integer n, any points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X satisfy the inequality (2) for any m,

c1, . . . , cm,
(

p1i
)

i∈[n]
, . . . , (pmi )i∈[n],

(

q1j

)

j∈[n]
, . . . ,

(

qmj

)

j∈[n]
, A1, . . . , Am, B1, . . . , Bm as in

the statement of Theorem 1.4.

(ii) X does not admit an isometric embedding into any CAT(0) space.

1.1. Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we slightly
reformulate and generalize the Andoni-Naor-Neiman inequalities (2), and prove that Theorem 1.5
implies Corollary 1.6. In Section 3, we recall the definition of Lebedeva’s 6-point metric spaces. In
Section 4, we prove that Lebedeva’s 6-point metric spaces satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem 1.5,
which proves Theorem 1.5.

2. A reformulation of the Andoni-Naor-Neiman inequalities

In this section, we slightly reformulate and generalize the Andoni-Naor-Neiman inequalities (2).
We first recall the definition of CAT(0) space.

Definition 2.1. A complete metric space (X, dX ) is called a CAT(0) space if for any x, y ∈ X and
any t ∈ [0, 1], there exists z ∈ X that satisfies

dX(w, z)2 ≤ (1− t)dX(w, x)2 + tdX(w, y)2 − t(1− t)dX(x, y)2 (3)

for any w ∈ X.

Remark 2.2. If dX is a semimetric on X, or in other words, if (X, dX ) satisfies the axioms

of metric space except for the requirement that dX satisfies the triangle inequalities, then for any

x, y, w ∈ X, the triangle inequality

dX(x, y) ≤ dX(w, x) + dX(w, y)

holds if and only if the quadratic metric inequality

t(1− t)dX(x, y)2 ≤ (1− t)dX(w, x)2 + tdX(w, y)2 (4)

holds for any t ∈ [0, 1]. We remark that this inequality (4) follows from the inequality (3) in

Definition 2.1.

Let (X, dX ) be a CAT(0) space, and let x1, . . . , xn ∈ X. Suppose p1, . . . , pn are positive real
numbers with

∑n
i=1 pi = 1. Then it follows from Definition 2.1 that there exists a unique point

z ∈ X that satisfies

dX(w, z)2 +
n
∑

i=1

pidX(z, xi)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

pidX(w, xi)
2 (5)

for any w ∈ X (see Lemma 4.4 and Theorem 4.9 in [5]). The point z ∈ X with the above property
is called the barycenter of the probability measure µ =

∑n
i=1 piδxi

on X, and denoted by bar(µ),
where δxi

is the Dirac measure at xi. It is easily seen that the point z in Definition 2.1 is no other
than bar ((1− t)δx + tδy).

Although the following proposition and its corollary are just a slight reformulation of Lemma 27

in [2], they will play a key role in the proof of Theorem 1.5. We denote by
(

[n]
2

)

the set of all
2-element subsets of [n].
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Proposition 2.3 (cf. Lemma 27 in [2]). Fix a positive integer n. Suppose p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn
are nonnegative real numbers that satisfy

∑n
i=1 pi =

∑n
j=1 qj = 1. Suppose (πij) is an n×n matrix

with nonnegative real entries that satisfies

n
∑

j=1

πij = pi + qi

for every i ∈ [n]. Suppose (X, dX ) is a CAT(0) space and x1, . . . , xn ∈ X. We set

z = bar

(

n
∑

i=1

piδxi

)

, zij = bar

(

πij
πij + πji

δxi
+

πji
πij + πji

δxj

)

for any i, j ∈ [n] with πij + πji > 0. Then we have

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t.πij+πji>0

πijdX(z, zij)
2 +

1

2

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2.

Proof. It follows from the inequality (5) that

dX(xj , z)
2 +

n
∑

i=1

pidX(xi, z)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

pidX(xi, xj)
2

holds for each j ∈ [n]. By multiplying this inequality by qj and summing over j ∈ [n], we obtain

n
∑

j=1

qjdX(xj , z)
2 +

n
∑

i=1

pidX(xi, z)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2.

Since we have zij = zji for any i, j ∈ [n] with πij + πji > 0, it follows from (3) that

n
∑

j=1

qjdX(xj , z)
2 +

n
∑

i=1

pidX(xi, z)
2 =

n
∑

k=1

(pk + qk)dX(xk, z)
2 =

n
∑

k=1

n
∑

l=1

πkldX(xk, z)
2

=

n
∑

k=1

πkkdX(xk, z)
2 +

∑

{k,l}∈([n]
2 ) s.t. πkl+πlk>0

(πkl + πlk)

(

πkl
πkl + πlk

dX(xk, z)
2 +

πlk
πkl + πlk

dX(xl, z)
2

)

≥
∑

k∈[n] s.t.πkk>0

πkkdX(zkk, z)
2 +

∑

{k,l}∈([n]
2 ) s.t. πkl+πlk>0

(πkl + πlk)

(

dX(z, zkl)
2 +

πklπlk
(πkl + πlk)2

dX(xk, xl)
2

)

=
∑

i,j∈[n] s.t.πij+πji>0

πijdX(z, zij)
2 +

1

2

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2,

which proves the proposition. �

Remark 2.4. Because the statement of Proposition 2.3 is symmetric with respect to (p1, . . . , pn)
and (q1, . . . , qn) except for the definition of z, the same statement holds true even if we set z =
bar(

∑n
j=1 qjδxj

) instead of z = bar(
∑n

i=1 piδxi
).

The following corollary follows immediately from Proposition 2.3.

Corollary 2.5 (cf. Lemma 27 in [2]). Fix a positive integer n. Suppose p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn,
and (πij) are as in the statement of Proposition 2.3. Suppose (X, dX ) is a CAT(0) space and

4



x1, . . . , xn ∈ X. Then we have

1

2

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2. (6)

We define the following condition.

Definition 2.6. Fix a positive integer n. Let (X, dX ) be a semimetric space. We say that X
satisfies the ANN(n) inequalities if any points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X satisfy the inequality (6) for any
p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn, and (πij) as in the statement of Proposition 2.3.

Remark 2.7. It is easily seen that for every t ∈ [0, 1], the inequality (4) belongs to the ANN(n)
inequalities for any n ≥ 3. Therefore, a semimetric space is a metric space whenever it satisfies

the ANN(n) inequalities for some integer n ≥ 3.

To set up some basic facts about the ANN(n) inequalities, we recall the following elementary
facts, which follows from straightforward computation.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose a, a1, a2, b, b1, b2 are nonnegative real numbers such that a = a1+a2 >
0 and b = b1 + b2 > 0. Then we have

a1b1
a1 + b1

+
a2b2

a2 + b2
≤

ab

a+ b
.

We will use the following proposition in Section 4.

Proposition 2.9. Let n be a positive integer, and let (X = {x1, . . . , xn}, dX ) be a semimetric space

with |X| = n. Assume that the inequality

1

2

∑

{i,j}∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2

holds true for any p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn, and (πij) as in the statement of Proposition 2.3. Then X
satisfies the ANN(m) inequalities for all positive integers m.

Proof. Fix a positive integer m. Fix nonnegative real numbers p1, . . . , pm, q1, . . . , qm and an m×m
matrix (πij) with nonnegative real entries such that

m
∑

k=1

pk =
m
∑

k=1

qk = 1,
m
∑

k=1

πik = pi + qi

for every i ∈ [m]. Choose a map ϕ : [m] → [n] arbitrarily. For each k, l ∈ [n], we set

p̃k =
∑

i∈ϕ−1({k})

pi, q̃k =
∑

i∈ϕ−1({k})

qi, π̃kl =
∑

(i,j)∈ϕ−1({k})×ϕ−1({l})

πij .

Then it is easily seen that we have

n
∑

k=1

p̃k =
n
∑

k=1

q̃k = 1,
n
∑

k=1

π̃ik = p̃i + q̃i

5



for every i ∈ [n]. It follows from Proposition 2.8 and the hypothesis that

1

2

∑

i,j∈[m] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xϕ(i), xϕ(j))
2

=
1

2

∑

k,l∈[n]





∑

(i,j)∈ϕ−1({k})×ϕ−1({l}) s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji



 dX(xk, xl)
2

≤
1

2

∑

k,l∈[n] s.t. π̃kl+π̃lk>0

(

π̃klπ̃lk
π̃kl + π̃lk

)

dX(xk, xl)
2

≤
n
∑

k=1

n
∑

l=1

p̃k q̃ldX(xk, xl)
2

=

n
∑

k=1

n
∑

l=1





∑

i∈ϕ−1({k})

pi









∑

j∈ϕ−1({l})

qj



 dX(xk, xl)
2

=

n
∑

k=1

n
∑

l=1





∑

i∈ϕ−1({k})

∑

j∈ϕ−1({l})

piqjdX(xϕ(i), xϕ(j))
2





=

m
∑

i=1

m
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xϕ(i), xϕ(j))
2,

which proves the proposition. �

The following corollary follows from Proposition 2.9 immediately.

Corollary 2.10. Suppose m and n are positive integers with m ≤ n, and X is a semimetric space

that satisfies the ANN(n) inequalities. Then X satisfies the ANN(m) inequalities.

The following lemma clarifies the relation between the ANN(n) inequalities and the inequalities
(2) established by Andoni-Naor-Neiman [2].

Lemma 2.11. Fix a positive integer n and nonnegative real numbers p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn that

satisfy
∑n

i=1 pi =
∑n

j=1 qj = 1. Let (X, dX) be a semimetric space. Suppose x1, . . . , xn ∈ X are

points that satisfy the inequality (6) for any n by n matrix (πij) with nonnegative real entries that

satisfies
∑n

j=1 πij = pi + qi for every i ∈ [n]. Then the inequality

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. aij+bij>0

aijbij
aij + bij

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

piqjdX(xi, xj)
2.

holds true for any n by n matrices A = (aij) and B = (bij) with nonnegative real entries that satisfy
∑n

k=1 aik +
∑n

k=1 bkj = pi + qj for any i, j ∈ [n].

Proof. Fix n× n matrices A = (aij) and B = (bij) with nonnegative real entries that satisfy

n
∑

k=1

aik +
n
∑

k=1

bkj = pi + qj

6



for any i, j ∈ [n]. Set πij = aij + bji for any i, j ∈ [n]. Then we have
∑n

j=1 πij = pi + qi for every

i ∈ [n] clearly. It follows from Proposition 2.8 that

aijbij
aij + bij

+
ajibji

aji + bji
≤

(aij + bji)(aji + bij)

(aij + bji) + (aji + bij)
=

πijπji
πij + πji

whenever aij + bij > 0 and aji + bji > 0. Therefore, we have

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. aij+bij>0

aijbij
aij + bij

dX(xi, xj)
2 ≤

1

2

∑

i,j∈[n] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dX(xi, xj)
2.

Combining this with the hypothesis that the inequality (6) holds true, we obtain the desired in-
equality. �

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.11 and Corollary 2.10.

Corollary 2.12. Let n0 be a positive integer, and let n ∈ [n0]. Let X be a semimetric space that

satisfies the ANN(n0) inequalities. Then any x1, . . . , xn ∈ X satisfy the inequality (2) for any

m, c1, . . . , cm,
(

p1i
)

i∈[n]
, . . . , (pmi )i∈[n],

(

q1j

)

j∈[n]
, . . . ,

(

qmj

)

j∈[n]
, A1, . . . , Am, B1, . . . , Bm as in the

statement of Theorem 1.4.

3. Lebedeva’s 6-point metric space

In this section, we recall the 6-point metric space constructed by Nina Lebedeva, which was
appeared in [1, §7.2].

For any two points a and b in the Euclidean space R3, we denote by [a, b] the line segment joining
a and b, and by (a, b) the set [a, b] \ {a, b}. We denote by conv(S) the convexhull of a subset S of
R
3. Suppose x1, . . . , x6 are distinct six points in R

3 that satisfy the following conditions:

|(x1, x3) ∩ (x2, x4)| = 1; (7)
∣

∣

∣
(x5, x6) ∩

(

conv({x1, x2, x3, x4}) \ ∪{i,j}∈([4]2 )
[xi, xj ]

)∣

∣

∣
= 1. (8)

It follows from the conditions (7) and (8) that the points x1, . . . , x4 form the vertices of the convex
quadrilateral in a 2-dimensional affine subspace of R

3, and that the points x1, . . . , x6 form the
vertices of a nonregular convex octahedron in R

3. We set L = {x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6}. For any
ε ≥ 0, we define a map dε : L× L → [0,∞) by

dε(a, b) =

{

‖a− b‖+ ε, if {a, b} = {x5, x6},

‖a− b‖, if {a, b} 6= {x5, x6},
(9)

where ‖a− b‖ is the Euclidean norm of a− b.

Theorem 3.1 (Lebedeva (see §7.2 of [1])). Fix distinct six points x1, . . . , x6 ∈ R
3 that satisfy (7)

and (8). Set L = {x1, . . . , x6}. Then there exists C ∈ (0,∞) such that for any ε ∈ (0, C], (L, dε)
defined by (9) is a metric space that satisfies the (2 + 2)-point comparison and the (4 + 2)-point
comparison, but does not admit an isometric embedding into any CAT(0) space.

For the definition of the (2 + 2)-point comparison and the (4 + 2)-point comparison, see [1,
§6.2]. It is known that a metric space satisfies the (2 + 2)-comparison if and only if it satisfies the
⊠-inequalities.
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we prove the following theorem, which implies Theorem 1.5. For any subset M
of R3 and any R ∈ (0,∞), we denote by B(M,R) the open R-neighborhood of M in R

3. For any
x ∈ X, we denote B({x}, R) simply by B(x,R).

Theorem 4.1. Fix distinct six points x1, . . . , x6 ∈ R
3 that satisfy (7) and (8). Set L = {x1, . . . , x6}.

Then there exists C ∈ (0,∞) such that for any ε ∈ (0, C], (L, dε) defined by (9) satisfies the ANN(n)
inequalities for all positive integers n.

Proof. We first define four positive real constants h, H, θ and δ that depend only on the choice of
x1, . . . , x6 ∈ R

3. We set

h = min

{

min
y∈conv(L\{x5})

‖x5 − y‖, min
y∈conv(L\{x6})

‖x6 − y‖

}

,

H = max

{

max
y∈conv(L\{x5})

‖x5 − y‖, max
y∈conv(L\{x6})

‖x6 − y‖

}

,

θ = min

{

min
k∈[4]

∡xkx5x6, min
k∈[4]

∡xkx6x5

}

where we denote by ∡xkxixj ∈ [0, π] the interior angle measure at xi of the triangle with vertices
xk, xi and xj . It follows from (7) and (8) that h > 0, H > 0 and θ > 0. It also follows from (7)
and (8) that we can choose δ ∈ (0, h/2) such that we have

B([x5, x6], δ) ∩B([xi, xj ], δ) = ∅,

B([x5, x6], δ) ∩B([x5, xi], δ) ⊆ B

(

x5,
h

2

)

, B([x5, x6], δ) ∩B([x6, xi], δ) ⊆ B

(

x6,
h

2

)

for any i, j ∈ [4].

Fix nonnegative real numbers p1, . . . , p6, q1, . . . , q6 and a 6×6 matrix (πij) with nonnegative real
entries that satisfy

6
∑

k=1

pk =

6
∑

k=1

qk = 1,

6
∑

k=1

πik = pi + qi (10)

for every i ∈ [6]. If π56 = 0 or π65 = 0, then the desired inequality

1

2

∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dε(xi, xj)
2 ≤

6
∑

i=1

6
∑

j=1

piqjdε(xi, xj)
2

holds true for every ε > 0 by definition of dε. So henceforth we assume that π56 > 0 and π65 > 0.

For each ε ≥ 0, we define F (ε) ∈ R by

F (ε) =
6
∑

i=1

6
∑

j=1

piqjdε(xi, xj)
2 −

1

2

∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dε(xi, xj)
2.

Then it follows from the definition of dε that

F (ε) ≥

(

p5q6 + p6q5 −
π56π65

π56 + π65

)

f(ε) + F (0), (11)

where f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is the strictly increasing function defined by

f(ε) = 2‖x5 − x6‖ε+ ε2, ε ∈ [0,∞).
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We define zp ∈ R
3, zq ∈ R

3 and zij ∈ R
3 for any i, j ∈ [6] with πij + πji > 0 by

zp =

6
∑

k=1

pkxk, zq =

6
∑

k=1

qkxk, zij =
πijxi + πjixj
πij + πji

.

In other words, zp, zq and zij are the barycenters of the probability measures
∑6

k=1 pkδxk
,
∑6

k=1 qkδxk

and (πijδxi
+ πjiδxj

)/(πij + πji), respectively. It follows from Proposition 2.3 that

F (0) ≥
∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πij‖zp − zij‖
2, F (0) ≥

∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πij‖zq − zij‖
2.

Combining these inequalities with (11), we obtain

F (ε) ≥

(

p5q6 + p6q5 −
π56π65

π56 + π65

)

f(ε)

+ max







∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πij‖zp − zij‖
2,

∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πij‖zq − zij‖
2







. (12)

Set S =
∑4

i=1

∑6
j=1 πij. Then we have

p6 ≥ 1− p5 − S, q6 ≥ 1− q5 − S, π56 ≤ p5 + q5, π65 ≤ 2− p5 − q5.

It follows that

p5q6 + p6q5 −
π56π65

π56 + π65
≥ p5(1− q5 − S) + (1− p5 − S)q5 −

(p5 + q5)(2− p5 − q5)

2

=
(p5 − q5)

2

2
− (p5 + q5)S ≥ −(p5 + q5)S (13)

since the function f(x, y) = xy/(x+ y), x, y ∈ (0,∞) is increasing with respect to both x and y.

We will prove that there exists a constant C > 0 such that C depends only on the choice of the
points x1, . . . , x6 in R

3 and the inequality F (ε) ≥ 0 holds for all ε ∈ [0, C]. We consider several
cases separately. We first consider the following two cases.

Case 1: The inequality ‖zp − z56‖ ≥ δ holds, or the inequality ‖zq − z56‖ ≥ δ holds. In this case,
it follows from (12) that

F (ε) ≥ −
π56π65

π56 + π65
f(ε) + (π56 + π65)δ

2 ≥ (π56 + π65)(δ
2 − f(ε)).

Therefore, we have F (ε) ≥ 0 for any ε ∈ (0, f−1(δ2)].

Case 2: The inequality ‖zp−zij‖ ≥ δ holds for all i, j ∈ [6] with {i, j} 6⊆ {5, 6} and πij+πji > 0,
or the inequality ‖zq − zij‖ ≥ δ holds for all i, j ∈ [6] with {i, j} 6⊆ {5, 6} and πij + πji > 0. In this
case, it follows from (12) and (13) that

F (ε) ≥ −(p5 + q5)Sf(ε) + Sδ2 ≥ S
(

δ2 − 2f(ε)
)

.

Therefore, we have F (ε) ≥ 0 for any ε ∈ (0, f−1(δ2/2)].

Henceforth we assume that it is neither Case 1 nor Case 2. Then it follows from the definition
of δ that we have

{zp, zq} ⊆ B

(

x5,
h

2

)

(14)

or

{zp, zq} ⊆ B

(

x6,
h

2

)

. (15)
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Because it is easily seen that we can obtain the same estimate of F (ε) in the same way as we
describe below whether (14) holds or (15) holds, we assume that (15) holds.

We set

ti =
πi6

πi6 + π6i
.

for each i ∈ [5] with πi6 + π6i > 0, and define K0 ∈ [0,∞) to be the nonnegative real number that
satisfies

min {p6, q6} = 1−K0t5.

Then we have

p5q6 + p6q5 −
π56π65

π56 + π65
≥ (p5 + q5)min {p6, q6} − t5(1− t5)(π56 + π65)

≥ π56(1−K0t5)− t5(1− t5)(π56 + π65) = (π56 + π65)(1 −K0)t
2
5, (16)

which implies that the inequality F (ε) ≥ 0 holds for any ε > 0 whenever K0 ≤ 1. So henceforth we
assume that K0 > 1. We define z ∈ R

3 and z̃ ∈ R
3 by

z =

{

zp, if p6 ≤ q6,

zq, if q6 < p6,
z̃ =

{

1
1−p6

∑5
k=1 pkxk, if p6 ≤ q6,

1
1−q6

∑5
k=1 qkxk, if q6 < p6.

To complete the proof, we fix a constant γ ∈ (0,∞), and consider three cases.

Case 3: The inequality K0 ≥ (1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖/h holds. In this case, we have

‖z − z56‖ ≥ ‖z − x6‖ − ‖z56 − x6‖ = K0t5 ‖z̃ − x6‖ − t5‖x5 − x6‖ ≥ (K0h− ‖x5 − x6‖) t5 > 0.

Together with (12) and (16), this implies that

F (ε) > −(π56 + π65)(K0 − 1)t25f(ε) + (π56 + π65) (K0h− ‖x5 − x6‖)
2 t25.

It follows that we have F (ε) > 0 whenever

f(ε) ≤
(K0h− ‖x5 − x6‖)

2

K0 − 1
.

Since ‖x5 − x6‖/h ≥ 1, it is easily seen that the function

ϕ0(K) =
(Kh− ‖x5 − x6‖)

2

K − 1
, K ∈

[

(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖

h
,∞

)

is increasing. Therefore, we have F (ε) > 0 whenever

ε ≤ f−1

(

hγ2‖x5 − x6‖
2

(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖ − h

)

.

Case 4: The inequalities 1 < K0 < (1+γ)‖x5 − x6‖/h and ∡zx6x5 ≥ θ/2 hold. In this case, we
have

‖z − z56‖ ≥

(

sin
θ

2

)

‖x5 − x6‖t5.

Together with (12) and (16), this implies that

F (ε) > (π56 + π65)

(

−

(

(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖

h
− 1

)

f(ε) +

(

sin
θ

2

)2

‖x5 − x6‖
2

)

t25.

Therefore, we have F (ε) > 0 whenever

ε ≤ f−1

(

h
(

sin θ
2

)2
‖x5 − x6‖

2

(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖ − h

)

.
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Case 5: The inequalities 1 < K0 < (1+γ)‖x5 − x6‖/h and ∡zx6x5 < θ/2 hold. In this case, we
have ∡zx6xk > θ/2 for any k ∈ [4]. Therefore we have

‖z − zk6‖ >

(

sin
θ

2

)

‖z − x6‖ =

(

sin
θ

2

)

‖z̃ − x6‖K0t5 >

(

sin
θ

2

)

ht5 (17)

for any k ∈ [4]. Suppose l and m are positive integers at most 4 such that

πl6 > 0, πm6 > 0, tl‖xl−x6‖ ≤
(1 + γ)2‖x5 − x6‖Ht5

h
, tm‖xm−x6‖ >

(1 + γ)2‖x5 − x6‖Ht5
h

.

Then we have

0 < tl ≤
(1 + γ)2‖x5 − x6‖Ht5

h2
.

Together with (17), this implies that

(πl6 + π6l)‖z − zl6‖
2 =

1

tl
πl6‖z − zl6‖

2 >
h4
(

sin θ
2

)2

(1 + γ)2‖x5 − x6‖H
πl6t5. (18)

We also have

‖z − zm6‖ ≥ ‖zm6 − x6‖ − ‖z − x6‖ = tm‖xm − x6‖ −K0t5‖z̃ − x6‖

> tm‖xm − x6‖ −
(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖Ht5

h
>

γ(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖Ht5
h

> 0.

We define K1 ∈ (γ(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖H/h,∞) to be the positive real number that satisfies

K1t5 = tm‖xm − x6‖ −
(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖Ht5

h
.

Then we have

‖z − zm6‖ > K1t5, πm6 + π6m =
1

tm
πm6 ≥

h2

(hK1 + (1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖H) t5
πm6,

and therefore

(πm6 + π6m)‖z − zm6‖
2 >

h2K2
1

hK1 + (1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖H
πm6t5.

Because the function

ϕ1(K) =
h2K2

hK + (1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖H
, K ∈

[

γ(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖H

h
,∞

)

is increasing, we obtain

(πm6 + π6m)‖z − zm6‖
2 > γ

2‖x5 − x6‖Hπm6t5. (19)

It follows from (15) that we have

‖zp − zij‖ >
h

2
, ‖zq − zij‖ >

h

2

for any i ∈ [4] and any j ∈ [5]. Therefore, we have

πij‖z − zij‖
2 >

h2

4
πij ≥

h2

4
πijt5 (20)

for any i ∈ [4] and any j ∈ [5]. Set

c = min

{

h4
(

sin θ
2

)2

(1 + γ)2‖x5 − x6‖H
, γ

2‖x5 − x6‖H,
h2

4

}

.
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Then it follows from (18), (19) and (20) that
∑

i,j∈[n] s.t.πij+πji>0

πij‖z − zij‖
2 > cSt5. (21)

On the other hand, it follows from (13) that

p5q6 + q5p6 −
π56π65

π56 + π65
≥ −(p5 + q5)S

≥ −(2− p6 − q6)S ≥ −2K0St5 > −
2(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖

h
St5. (22)

It follows from (12), (21) and (22) that

F (ε) ≥ −
2(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖

h
St5f(ε) + cSt5.

Therefore we have F (ε) ≥ 0 whenever

ε ≤ f−1

(

ch

2(1 + γ)‖x5 − x6‖

)

.

So far, we have proved that there exists a constant C > 0 such that C depends only on the choice
of the points x1, . . . , x6 ∈ R

3, and any ε ∈ [0, C] satisfies

1

2

∑

i,j∈[6] s.t. πij+πji>0

πijπji
πij + πji

dε(xi, xj)
2 ≤

6
∑

i=1

6
∑

j=1

piqjdε(xi, xj)
2

for any nonnegative real numbers p1, . . . , p6, q1, . . . , q6 and any 6× 6 matrix (πij) with nonnegative
entries that satisfy (10). Therefore, it follows from Proposition 2.9 that (L, dε) satisfies the ANN(n)
inequalities for all positive integers n whenever ε ∈ [0, C]. �

Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6 follow from Theorem 4.1 immediately.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.1 imply Theorem 1.5. �

Proof of Corollary 1.6. Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 2.12 imply Corollary 1.6. �
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