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Abstract

Michor and Mumford have shown that the distances between planar
curves in the simplest metric (not involving derivatives) are identically
zero. We consider two conformally equivalent metrics for which the dis-
tances between curves are nontrivial. We show that in the case of the
simpler of the two metrics, the only minimal geodesics are those corre-
sponding to curve evolution in which the points of the curve move with
the same normal speed. An equation for the geodesics and a formula for
the sectional curvature are derived; a necessary and sufficient condition
for the sectional curvature to be bounded is given.

1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to study the most basic properties of some of the
simplest Riemannian metrics suggested by applications to Computer Vision.
The problem is to understand and quantify similarities and differences between
object shapes and their individual variations. At a fundamental level, the
problem is to construct appropriate metrics on a space of closed surfaces in
R3. A simpler version of the problem is the construction of Riemannian metrics
on a space of closed planar curves. The choice of a metric depends on the type
of similarity that is being considered. In their seminal paper [2], Michor and
Mumford analyze two Riemannian metrics on a space of closed planar curves.
Surprisingly, the Riemannian distance between any two curves in the simpler
of the two metrics, an H°-metric, turns out to be zero. To remedy this, they
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add a curvature term to the metric. Alternative construction of Riemannian
metrics on the space of curves of constant length and parametrized by either
the orientation of the tangent vector or the curvature is given by Klasssen
et al in [3]. A method for deforming one curve onto another by minimizing
an approximate Hausdorff distance between them is described in [1]. Below,
we analyse two conformal variants of the H°-metric of Michor and Mumford.
In §3, we derive upper and lower bounds for distances between curves and
show that these metrics behave like L! metrics. A key issue is the existence of
minimal geodesics. We show that for the simpler of the two conformal metrics,
the minimal geodesics correspond exactly to those curve deformations in which
the points of the curve move with the same normal speed. In the case of the
second metric, no geodesic is minimal if the length of the curve is less than a
certain threshold; the question of minimality when the length of the deforming
curve is equal or greater than threshold is still open. We provide a partial
answer in the form of a necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness
of the sectional curvature in §5. An equation for the geodesics is derived in §4.

This paper began with an analysis of the simpler of the two conformal
metrics considered here. As it was being written, the author became aware
of the work of A. Yezzi and A. Mennucci [4,5] in which they have proposed a
more general formulation. Since our analysis applies to their formulation as
well, we have included their formulation in the analysis below.

2 The Framework

The basic space considered by Michor and Mumford is the orbit space
B.(S',R?) = Emb(S*,R?*)/Diff(S")

of the space of all C* embeddings of S! in the plane, under the action by
composition from the right by diffeomorphisms of the unit circle. It is contained
in the bigger space of immersions modulo diffeomorphisms:

B;(S',R?) = I'mm(S*,R?)/Dif f(S*)

Let 7 : Imm(S',R?) — B;(S',R?) be the canonical projection. The simpler
of the two metrics considered in [2] is an H°-metric defined on I'mm(S*, R?):

Gt k) = [ (1) lolat 1)

where ¢ : S — R? is an immersion, defining a point in Imm(S*, R?), h, k
€ (S, R?) are the vector fields along the image curve, defining two tangent
vectors in Imm(S1,R?) at ¢, and ¢y = dc/df. (h-k) is the usual dot product in
R2. Sometimes for the sake of clarity, we will use the notation a - b even when
a,b are scalars. Let n, denote the unit normal field along c. If we identify R?
with the complex plane C, then, n. = icy/ |cg|. For any C,,Cy € B;, consider



all liftings c,,c1 to Imm(S',R?) and all smooth paths t — (0 — c(t,0)),
0 <t <1,in Imm(S',R?) with ¢(0,-) = ¢, and ¢(1,-) = ¢;. Let ¢; denote
dc/0t and cit = (c; - ne) ne. The arc-length of such a path ¢ is given by

1
/ \ Gg (Ct, Ct)dt
0
Michor and Mumford show that for any two curves in B;(S*, R?) |
1
distgo(C1,C2) =gey inf/ G9 (¢t cft)dt =0
¢ Jo
and strengthen G° by defining

GA(h, k) = / (14 Ar2) (- k) |c|db
Sl
where k. is the curvature, defined by the equation (%) = iKcCo = Ke |co| e

An alternative is to consider conformal transformations of G°. They have
the form

GO (. ) = B(c) /S (- B)leoldt

where ® is a Dif f(S!)-invariant function on Imm(S*!,R?). For example,

D(c) :/ |co|dO or () :/ (1+ Ax2)|co|dd
St St

Based on considerations of stability, Yezzi and Mennucci have proposed a con-
formal factor of the form e* where £ = |, g1 |caldf, or more generally, a function
©(£) of £. In this paper, we consider only these conformal factors:

GE(h.k) = ol6) [ (1) eold? @)

If ¢(t,0) is a smooth path in Imm(S*, R?) connecting c,, c1, let

Lge(c) = /01 \/G? (c#— .c#‘)dt (3)

If C,,Cy € B;(S*,R?), define distgs (C1,Cs) as follows. Consider their lifts
Co,c1 to Imm(S*,R?) and all paths c(t, ) such that 7(c,) = C, and 7(c;) =
C1. Then

distge (C1,Ca) = iIclf Lge(c) (4)



3 Bounds on distge

If ¢ is a path connecting curves C, E, let a(c) denote the area swept out by ¢
in R2. For a path c(t,-), let fmax(c) = max; £(c(t,-)). The following theorem
characterizes the L!-type behavior of the metrics G¥.

Theorem 1 If p(£) = £, then,

distge (C, E) = inf a(c) (5)
If () = e, then,
inf vVAea(c) < distge (C, E) < inf v/ Aeetmex(€)/2q(c) (6)

We first prove a series of lemmas.

Lemma 2

. inf. a(c) if () = L.
dista- (C,E) 2 { inf. vV Aea(c) if p(f) = A

Proof: For any path c,

rar@ = [ [ot) [ (et lenias] a
z/l [(MT) /|c#||ce|d9] at

> {min &] / | det dc(t, 0)|dOdt
e/ S1x10,1]

> { alce) if p(L) = £.

[SEN

VAeal(e) if p(f) = e
Q.E.D.

David Mumford observed from the formula for the sectional curvature that
the geodesics along which |supp(ci)| < £ if p(£) = £ and < 1/A if p(¢) = A’
may not be minimal. Such a possibility can be heuristically seen from the

inequality
1
Lm(c)z/ [(W) /|ctl||c@|d91 dt
)

which suggests that while traversing a given area, one should try to minimize

©(0)/|supp(ci)|. The key point is that we can increase |supp(ci)| indefinitely
by replacing the part of the curve supporting c;- by a saw-tooth shaped curve
of high frequency and small amplitude. When ((¢) = ¢ and |supp( ¢i")| < ¢,



we can increase |supp(c;)| so that £/|supp(c;)| tends to 1. When ¢(f) = e4*

and |supp(ci)| < 1/A, we can force eA|5“pp(CtL)‘/|supp(ctL)| to equal its unique
minimum Ae by making |supp(ci)| equal 1/A. (In the case of the metric G°,
() = 1 so that p(¢)/|supp(ci)| tends to 0.) In order to obtain an upper
bound for a general path, we break it up into a series of tiny bumps. When
©(¢) = ¢, this method gives an upper bound for distge (C, E) which coincides
with the lower bound. When ¢(f) = e, the larger the value of [supp(c)|,
the greater the divergence between the upper bound obtained by this method
and the lower bound since it is more efficient to create a large bump all at once
instead a series of tiny bumps.

Rectangular Bumps

Let ¢, : S' — R2 be a smooth and free immersion. Let C, be the cor-
responding curve in R2. Let ¢, be parametrized by the arclength so that
parametrizes the scaled circle S}O where ¢, is the length of C,. For any func-
tion u(h), let w’' denote du/df. Let n, denote the normal vector ic. Let &,
denote the curvature of c,.

Fix small positive numbers ¢ and € such that § < £, and €||rol| o 5 << 1.
Construct a ”rectangular” bump, over C, as follows:

co(0) + en, ifo<f<d
c1(0) =< {co(0) +sn,|0<s<e} if6=0,0
co(0) otherwise

Let C; be the corresponding curve in R2. The following lemma is inspired
by a comment of David Mumford that the Michor-Mumford ”teeth” construc-
tion [2] may be used to show that the obvious path for creating such a bump
is not minimal.

Lemma 3 (i) If o(¢) = ¢,

L+ €]|K0| oo, [0,6]

2
distge(Co,C1) < [ ] (area of the bump)

1- 6||l<30||oo,[o,6]

(ii) If p(¢) = A’ and § < 1/A,

diSthp (CO, Cl)

1+ellrolloo [0,8]

3/2
[1 + €||Ho||007[075]:| eAlot2e=5)/2 Aem(bump area)

1 — €||Kol|oo,[0,6]

Proof: We prove the lemma using a modification of the ”teeth” construc-
tion of Michor and Mumford [2]. If ¢(¢) = ¢, choose A < 1/§. Approximate
C1 by a ”trapezoidal” bump C as follows. Replace Cj in the interval [0, d]
by a saw-tooth curve of height 1 and period % such that its length equals %.
This is done by growing teeth on Cj in time 1. Move the saw-tooth curve at



unit speed along the normals ny keeping its end-points fixed, until it touches
the upper edge of the bump. Finally, retract the teeth in time 7. Formally,
define a path c(t,0) = c,(0) + f(t,0)n, where f(t,0) is defined as follows.

f(t,0)=0,0<t<eand 6 <0<,

For0<t<n 0<k<m-1,

t (228 — 2k) 2k < 0 < 2k41
t,6‘ — 5 2m — 60 — 2
100 ={ 1l 2 P heey BEZF 0
Forn<t<e—mn,
e(t—n)+n(e—n—t)  2mo 0 1
BT =T R 0s5Smm
f(tue): E(,QZEt—(n)Jr)f(nﬁ) %Sgﬁl—%
e(t—m)+nle—n—t [ 1 [
S 2m(1=5) g <5<l
Fore—n<t<e,
5 0<§<am
f(t, 9) = 6[t_(€_n)]:(;—t).f(€_7779) ﬁ Slg Sel _ ﬁ

d=d + f'no— froc) = (1 — fro)c, + fn,
= VT Frl 5 77
i —f'e, + (1 = fro)no

/]
Ct:ftno
11 2 (1—f’€o)2ft2
¢ ey = (cton) 2#

le

Let

5 ¢<1+e||mo||oo,[o,5]>2+f'2
(1 — €llKol[oo,[0.61)* + [

L+ llRolloo,fo.

1= llRolloo,fo.

1<p<

Choose m and 7 such that fj |c'(n,6)|d6 = &. Note that as m — oo,

n— 0.



Estimates when 0 <t <: Since |f’| is independent of 8 and |f| < e,

VU= elliolloc o) + 12 < 1(0,0)] < /(1 + elliolloc o)) + 12
5
Sy kol o)+ 12 < [ 1, 0)]d6 =

We also have

<8/ (1 + ellkol o, o)) + 7

o=

V= elliolloc jo)? + 12 10 < /(1 + elliolloe o) + /7

1
GV O ellolloc o) + 77 < 16,0 < B3/ (1= el ol o)? + 572

3

1 1
. < < =
5 a5 SICE0l<

Lo
) = / 1'1d0 < (€, — 0) + %

QAL < JA(Lo—0) B

Since |fi| < 1,
¥4 5 2 £2
o 1_ °
/ |c#|2|c’|d9:/ %d@g(1+e||no||oo,[o,5])251452
n ‘, 1/2
lim <p(e<c))/ It Pleldo|  dt=o
m—00 o o

Estimates when 1 <t <e—1n: Estimate for |¢/(¢,0)| is the same as in the
interval [%, §(1 — 5)] since the curve has the same shape. In the intervals
[0, 5%:) and [6(1 — 52),6], 25 < [f/(t.6)] < 25<. Therefore, |¢/(n,6)| <

(8, 0)] < 1+ €llrollos,f0,0] + =5

L
o 2 5
£(c) :/ |c'|df < (£, —8) + (1 + €0l oo, f0.6] + ﬁ) 2 +§

0 m

1+ €]|olloo,0,) 1
lim £(c) < (€o —0) + 2+ - =
Jim £(e) < (€0 =) L= dl[Folloo fo.5) 4
Itellroll oo [0,5]
lim A1) < eAfot2e70) o T=e o Tic o5]
m—o0 -

We also have |f;| < ==L. Therefore,
e—2n

‘ B 2
/ |ctl|2|c’|d6‘ < (1 + 6||fio||oo,[0,5])2 (:_ 22) BAS?



o .. 1/2
lim [gp (6(0))/ |ctl|2|c’|d9] dt

m—r oo

T ellmollo o) 1tellkolloo 0.5 ] 2
(1+ ellsol o, fo.0) 1/ oozt {A(€o+2e—5)+71_6“,1:"&’[0,; Se

if p(0) =1
1+eHNoHoo,[o,5]

T+e[[Folloo[0.6] A(Eo+2e)/2\/ T=ellrolloo (o] A0
(1+ €ellolloo,fo0.01) V T=elFolloo 0.5 € Ae <l o€

if p(0) = eA?

Estimates when ¢ —n <t < e: The path ¢(t,0) in the interval [e — 7, €] is
essentially the same as that in [0, 7] and

. ‘, 1/2
lim [w o) | |c#|2|c'|d9] at =0
m oo 77 o

€—

Since

€ o
(area of the bump) = / / (1 — tho)dfdt > (1 — €||Kol|so,[0,6]) O€

the lemma is proved in the case when ¢(¢) = e*. Tt is proved in the case when
() = ¢ by letting A — 0. Q.E.D.

In Lemma 3, we may replace the single bump by a finite number of disjoint
bumps of height ¢ and total length 6. The proof remains unchanged except
that we must replace 2¢ in the formula by 2ke if k is the number of bumps.
The function f in each individual bump may be positive or negative.

We prove the theorem by approximating the path by a series of small
rectangular bumps. The error of approximation may be made arbitrarily small
by the following lemma. Define a Fréchet metric on Imm(S!, R?) and
B;(S1,R?) as follows. If c,,c; are points in Imm/(S*, R?), let

doo (Cou Cl) = Sl;p |co (9) —C1 (9) |

If C,,Cy € B;(S*,R?), let

doo (01702) = doo (Coucl)

inf
{co,c1|m(co)=Co,m(c1)=C1}
Lemma 4 For any pair
C1,Cy € Bi(S',R?), distge (C1,Ca) < doo(C1, Ca) - max{p(t1), p(fa)}  (7)

where £; = £(C;),i = 1,2.



Proof: Let c;, ¢ be lifts of Cp, Cy to Imm(St, R?). Let ¢(t,0) = (1 —t) 1 (6)+
teo (0) be a path connecting them. Then, |co(t)] < (1 —t) |e1,0] + t|e2,0] and
hence, ¢(c(t)) < max{¢(C}),{(Cs)}. Moreover, ¢; = co — ¢1. Therefore,

distge (C1,C2) < inf Lge(c)

< il Ll - O b maxgon. v(e)
{pairs c1,c2} 0

Q.E.D.

The polygonal approximations used in the proof of the theorem lie on the
boundary of Imm(S*,R?) and B;(S*,R?), and Lemma 4 extends to them.

Proof of the theorem:

Consider a path ¢ (t,6) connecting C' and E. Since the absolute curvature
of the curves c(t,-) is uniformly bounded by a constant K, each curve has a
tubular neighborhood of width which is bounded from below. Choose ¢ and
a sequence

O=to<ti < ---<ty_1<ty=1

such that eK << 1 and, for 0 < k < N, ¢ (tx+1,) is in a local chart of ¢ (¢, -):
¢ (thy1,0) = c(tr, 0) + fi (0) i

where ¢ (tg, ) is parametrized by the arclength, n is the normal vector field
of ¢ (tk,-) and |fx| < e. Let F =max {||f; ()] |0 <k < N}. Let C, denote

7 (c(t,-)). Let £, = £(Cy). Let £}, = (1 + €K + F)ly.

Choose ¢ such that
— €
m]ilJX \/ (L) - Fo < N

We now estimate the distances distg,(Ck, Ck+1). Consider the path seg-
ment [c,,c1] from ¢, to ¢; in the local chart at ¢,. Divide the range of 6
into intervals of length 6 . Replace f, by a piecewise constant function f,
whose value in each subinterval equals the average of f, over that interval. Let
C, be the curve defined by f,. The Frechét distance between C; and C, is
< F§. The sum of the jumps in f, is < F¥,. Since |¢)| = |1 — er,o| < 1+ €K,
UC,) < (1+ €eK + F)l, = {,. Therefore,

distae (C1,C,) < max{lop(l,), lrp(f1)} - FS < %

Let a([co, c1]) denote the area swept out by the path ¢ during [0, ¢1]. The
area between C, and C, equals the area between C, and C; which in turn is
less than or equal to a([c,,c1]). The curve C, consists of a series of bumps
over C,. Traverse the bumps sequentially, taking care to retract the common
edge of each bump with the previous bump before going to the next bump.
Retracting a common edge can be done without incurring any cost.



By Lemma 3, if ¢(¢) = ¢,

diSthp (CO,CO) <

(Y atener)

and if p(¢) = e,

_ 14 eK\/? .
distae (Co. Cy) < ( L K) (Alrr20/2[ g B 1 )
— €

diStGV’ (007 Cl) S diStGw (CO, C) + %

Similar estimates hold for distge (Ck, Cr41) for 0 < k < N.
Therefore, if p(¢) = ¢,

, 1+eK\®
v <
distge (C,E) < (1_€K) ale) +e

and if p(¢) = 4,

1 K 3/2 -
distes (C.F) < (1 + eK) Almax(9)/24] AeTER o (c) + €
— €

Since € is arbitrary, we have

ale) if p(€) =¢

distge (C, E) < { eAlmax(e)/2\/Tea(c) if p(0) = eAl

Q.E.D.
For any oriented curve C°", define the integer-valued measurable function
we on R? by:

we(x,y) = the winding number of C' around (z,y)
and let
& (C5r.C3) = | e, — wes dady
R2
It is shown in [2] that for any two oriented curves C{",CS",

& (Com,C9m) < min a(c)

" all paths ¢ joining C1,C>
Therefore, we have

&(CPr,C87) if p(0) = ¢

- P or or >
distg (Ol aO2 ) = { \/ﬁdb(Cfr, Cgr) if QD([) — AL (8)

10



Corollary 5 (FEzistence of minimal geodesics) If p(£) = £, then the only min-
imal geodesics are the paths along which |c;-|( is constant.

Proof: Since the inequality

ng(c)z/ol [/S |cf‘||ca|d9] it = afe)

is an equality if and only if |c;-| does not depend on @ , that is, 2 |ci| = 0 (the
case of "grassfire”), if ¢(¢) is a minimal geodesic, |ci-| must be independent of
6. Let c(t,0) be a path connecting Cy,Cy such that |¢i-| is independent of 6.
After reparametrization if necessary, we may assume that ¢;-cy = 0 . Following
[2], we let w(c) be the 2-current defined by the path c(t, 8). Since c(¢, ) is an
immersion,

(O, C8m) = / |w(c)|dxdy = / | det de(t, 6)|ddt = a(c)
R2 S1x[0,1]

Therefore, Lg«(c) is the minimal distance between Cy,Cs. For ¢(t, ) to be a
geodesic path, reparametrize ¢ such that the infinitesimal arc-length |c;|¢ is
constant along the path. Q.E.D.

Corollary 6 Suppose p(£) = el and c(t,0),0 < t < 1, is a path connecting
C1,Co. Assume that |ci-| does not depend on 6 and £(t) < 1/A for all t. Then,

distge (CY7,C97) =V Aedb(CfT, csn)
It follows that the path c(t,0) is not minimal.
Proof: Break up the interval [0, 1] into small segments of length e and
apply Lemma 3 with 6 = ¢,. (The proof of the lemma extends to this case
after minor modifications.) Calculate the length of the new path ¢, applying

the construction of Lemma 3 to each of the segments.. We get lim__ | Lge (é) =
V' Aea(c) as in the proof of Theorem 2. On the other hand,

Lm(c)z/ol [/S |ct¢||09|d9] dt:/ol \/@@wdt
> \/mlin #Q(C) = VAea(c)

Q.E.D.

4 Geodesic Equations

We reproduce calculations in [2] mutatis mutandis. Let ¢t — ¢(¢, -) be a path
in Imm(St, R?).

11



Equation of Geodesic in Imm(S!,R?):

= c c KoC |Ct|200
((O)eoler), = K/|q|ew® <>ce+w@<|@|>j )

where ¢’ denotes dy/dl.
Proof: We calculate the first variation of the energy of the path to obtain

the geodesics:.
Ege (c) = % /ab {w(@ ([5 ) |c€|d9>] dt

Oslow(l) = ‘Pl(f)as|o /Sl (co - Ce)% do
o (Cs(-) : 09)
=¢'(0) /51 = 2df

|cl

——M@Ay@<g03w

= —¢'(¢) /Sl (cs - ikecy) dO

1 1 Cop - €
as|o_‘/ (Ct : ct) |09|d9 = / (Cst : Ct) |C€|d9 + —/ |Ct|2 ( 0 G)de
2 Js st 2 Jgr

|cal

1 2
= [ e etalan -5 [ (e (52 ) yap
1 2 Jo1 |co )

Is|loEge (¢) = —%cp’(f) /ab (/ (Cs - ikeCh) d@) (/Sl lee|? |ce|d6‘) dt
% b(p < i <|C|t|00|09> )d@) gt
0
/ (/ Cst * Ct |ce|d9) dt

The last term = / / cs - p(l)cy |cql,) dOdt

12



Therefore,

b
By loEce () = / / (cs - F) dbdt
a JSt

10" (£)kec
where F = (p(€) |cg| ct), + % (/ |ct|2 |09|d6‘)
Sl

Lot (1o
2 lcel ],
Q.E.D.

Equation of Geodesic in B;(S*,R?) : To obtain the geodesics in B;(S*, R?),
we may assume that (¢; - ¢g) = 0. Write ¢; as iacg/ |cg|. After substituting this
in Eq. (9), split the equation into its component along ¢y and n.. The former
vanishes identically. The normal component of the left-hand-side is

(¢(D)lcsla), = (O)a |co| — p(O)rca® [col — @' (E)alco] /51 ate |cq| dO

where we have used the formulae |cp|, = —ak. |co| and £y(c) = — [ akc |co| df.
The normal component of the right hand side is

1 1
~gelOnealaal = 56/ (One [ a®lcal d9) co
2 2 o
Therefore, the equation of the geodesic in B;(S!,R?) is

Ke o 90’(5)/ 2 > ¢'(0) /
ar = — [ a* — a®lcgl d | + a ak. |co| dO
' 2 < e(l) Jsr el el) s o]

ke QQ—F)—Fa-a_IiC jf(p(é):ﬁ
fe (g2 — (Az)ﬁ) + (Al)a - ar; if p(f) = e

V)

(10)

|

where for any function f(t,6), f denotes the average § [, g1 [ lcal db.

As an example, consider the case of concentric circles [2], c(t,6) = r(t)e?, r, =
r(0),71 = r(1) We have k. = 1/r and a = —r;. Substituting these in Eq.
(10) when @(f) = £, we get —ry = r7/r or (r?),, = 0. Therefore, r* (t) =
tr? 4+ (1 —t)r2. This example is a special case of the curve evolution by ”grass-
fire” in which a is independent of §. We have a? = a2 and the equation of the
geodesic reduces to a; = a-ak; = —al;/{ and hence (al), = 0. Therefore, al =
a constant. By substituting in the equation for the length of the geodesic, we
find that af = the length of the geodesic. When ¢(¢) = €4, the equation of
the geodesic in the case of concentric circles is (r?),, = r7(1 — 2nrA) which is
zero when the perimeter of the circle equals 1/A, marking the unique inflection
point of the function r2(t).

13



5 Sectional Curvature

A formula for the sectional curvature may be derived exactly as in [2] by
means of local charts. Let ¢ : S* — R? be a smooth and free immersion,
an element in the space of free immersions, Immy(S',R?). B; ¢(S',R?) =
7 (Immyg(S',R?)). Let C = m(c). As before, let ¢ be parametrized by the
arclength so that 6 parametrizes the scaled circle S} where £ is the length of
c. Let

Y C™°(S, (=€, €)) = Immy(S*,R?)
U()(0) = c(0) + f(O)ne(0)
o C(SE, (=€, €)) = By ;(SY,R?)
be a local chart centered at C. For any function u , let v’ denote its derivative

so that ¢’ = dp/dl and if u is a function on S}, v’ = du/df; . We have the
following formulae from [2]:

U(f)

(1= fre)d + f'ne
_ (1= fre)ne — f'c
D= R + 17

For h € C*(S},R), h-n. € TypImmy(S*, R?) and

(1_fl€c

J_
(h-ne) TSN Ny (f)
Let
<hk>y= (1 — fre)*hk

(1= fre)? + 72
:/ hk(1 — fre — %f’2+0(f3))d9
S

4

b = /\/1—]%0 +f/2d9—/ (1 — fhe+ = f’2+0(f))9

< h, k >, will be denoted simply as < h, k > and ||h||?> =< h, h >. The metric
at the point in B; ;(S',R?) corresponding to f is given by

G7(h k) = o(tr) <h,k>¢

We now outline the calculation of the Christoffel Symbol and the sectional
curvature. (For more details, see [2].) Differentiating the metric in direction
7, we get

de?(h, k)= ((p/(éf)djéf) < h,k>; —Hp(éf)dj <h,k>;
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dily = — <jke>+ < [, j' > +0(f*) = = < ke + [",j > +O0(f?)

dj < h,k >p=— < hk,jre+ f'5 > +O(f?)
Therefore,
d;G%(h, k)
= (ly) (= < ke >+ < [, >) <hk>p—¢(ly) <hk,jrec+ f'§ > +O0(f?)
=~ (ly) < ke+ "5 ><hk>p —p(ly) < hk,jre+ 5 > +O(f?)

The Christoffel symbol satisfies the identity
Therefore,
2GF (Vs (hk),j) = ¢ (by) < ke + [ h > <k, j >p +o(ly) < kj,hie + f'h' >

+'(ly) < ket [ k><h,j>pr+@ly) < hj kie+ [k >
_(pl(gf) < Kc+f”7j >< hvk >f —(p(ff) < hkuj“c"'f/j/ > +O(f2)

At the center f = 0, this simplifies to
2G¢ (T, (h,k),j) =< p(O)kchk+¢'(0) [< Keyh > k+ < ke, k > h— < hyk > K], j >
Since G¥¢ (T, (h, k) ,j) = p(¢) < Ty (h,k),j >, we have

1 ©'(0)
T, (h, k) = =kchk wh>k ek >h— <hk> ke
(h, k) 5 +2¢(£)[<I€ > k+ < ke, k> < > Kl

Next, we calculate the second derivative:
dind; G (h, k)
=dm (¢'(ly) (= <jike>+ < f,j >) <hk>;—p(ly) <hk,jr.+ f'5' >+0(f?))
=¢"(lp)(<myke>— < f'om >)(<jke>— <[5 >)<hk>¢
+ @ (Up)<m, i ><hk>p+0 () (< jyke>— < flj >) < hkymr.+ f'm' >
+ ' (ly) (<K myke>— < flom' >) < hk,jrc+ /5 > — p(ly) < hk,m'j’" > +0 (f)
At the center,
dmd;GE(h, k)
=¢"(l) <m, ke ><J ke >< h k>
+'(0)(<m,j' >< h k>4 < j,ke >< hk,mke >+ < m, k. >< hk, jk. >)
— @0) < hk,m'j" >

15



Let P(m,h) be a tangent plane at ¢, spanned by normal vector fields
m(8), h (0) along C. Assume that m, h have been normalized so that

p(0) [Im]* = @(6) [al|* = 1 and < m,h >=0
The sectional curvature at C' is given by the formula

ko(P(m, 1)) = dudn G (h, m) — % (dyndon G2 (h, ) + dndnGE (m, m)]
+ G (Lo (h,m), Ly (h,m)) — G (To (m,m), T (h,h))

1

A dnGE (hym) = 5 [dindin G (h, h) + didn GE (m, m)]
= ¢ (<K myke >< mh,hke >+ < h, ke >< mh,mr. >) — o) < mh,m'h’ >

1
< mone 2 AP+ < e 52 ]

/
- % [||m’||2 IRl|2 +2 < m, ke > < h2%, mre >] + g <m? b >

@' 2 ©
- [||m||2 I +2 < hy ke > < m2, hise >] + 5 <m >
! 1

= 5 lm'h b = 22 (| + W) = 5 (< s > 4 < e >)

>~
s
=

3

,m) —T,(m,m)T, (h, h)}

2
(< m,ke > h+ < h ke >m) —|—mhlic]

| Il
| e T E—— |
€ 6|6, 6|6,

/
(2 <M, Ke > M — Ke ||m||2) + m2IiC:| {ﬂ (2 <h,Ke >h— Ke ||h||2) + h2I£C:|
P

~

2
> (< m, ke >2 B2+ < h, ke >2 mz)

Il
7N\

€6 6|

2
) (2 < my ke > mke B} +2 < hy ke > hise ||m)® — K2 |1 ||m||2)

+
R

I\ 2 ’
-2 (£> <M, ke > < h, ke >mh+ z (m%‘j [h]|> + h2k2 ||m||2)
P ¥

Taking into account that h,m form an orthonormal basis,

G¢ (T, (h,m), T, (h,m)) — G2 (T, (m,m),Ty (h,h))

(h
¢\’ 45 ]|” 1y 2 2
<_) 3 < m, ke > 43 < h R, >2 — el —|———(||mﬁc|| + kel )
@ ® 4 ¢

==~
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Putting all of this together, we get the sectional curvature

be(POm, 1) = £ ' =t |2 = £ (o' [0) 2 (ol 4 e )
’ 2 2¢ 4o

/2

2 kel (11)

34%7/2 _ 2‘%7‘%7”
S I

+ 12

(<m ke >+ < h, ke >7) —

Each of the last three terms on the right-hand side is bounded:

2
2 ||Fell o

2 ||k |?
T e L3

||m’€0||2+||h“c

where ||kc||,, = maxg |kc(0)|. Therefore, the boundedness of the sectional
curvature from above and hence the minimality of a geodesic crucially depend
on the first two terms. For a fixed m, the magnitude of each of the two terms
depends on ||| which can be made arbitrarily large while keeping ||h|| fixed
by making h highly wiggly.

Proposition 7 For a given m, the sectional curvature is bounded from above
! / / /

y/—
if and only if ||m||%, < % or, equivalently, m*(0) <2202 since & = £
¥ ¥ ¥

2T 2
gafsl} m2df.

Proof: We need to estimate only the first two terms on the right-hand
side of Eq. (11).

/
Suppose ||m|[2, < ¥ Then,

p?
P 2 ¢ 2 2
5 I = i = = (' 4 1)

¥ 11.\2 <F/ 12 / / ¥ 2 90/ 12
=@ - h)* — —m"* —pmmhh'+ = (m*“ — = | h'“| db
/51 [2( ) 290 2 ( (p2> }

¢

IN

2
P 2 P
2~ 5 [ Py nya
Sl

14

IN

2

® 2 '

2+ 5 [y nyas
st

% ||m/||io + % H(mZ)//HOO < 00

IN

!
Conversely, suppose ||m||2, > % Choose € such that U = {6 : m?(0) >
¥

©'/¢* + €} is not empty. Let h be a high frequency wave function with
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supp(h) C U. Then,
/
S (G

¥ 11.\2 <F/ 12 / / ¥ 2 90/ 12
=@ - h)* — —m"* —pmmhh'+ = (m*“ — = | h'“| db
/51 [2( ) 290 2 ( (p2> }

¢

90/ 2 902/ 2N (7.2 PE 1112
> - — h*)dO + — ||h
2=l P+ 5 [ty o+ 5

o' 0> e
> —%Ilm'll2 - [(m?)"]| , + 5 1>

which tends to oo as the frequency of the wave function h tends to co. Q.E.D.
If U={0:m*@0) > ¢'/p? + €} is not empty,

1=9p / m2d9—|—/ m>2do
U (0,6]/U

!
Zsﬁ/ m?df > <£+e<p> U]
U ¥

and hence, |U| < p/¢'. If o = £, |U| < £ and if ¢ = e??, |U| < 1/A. Thus, the
case when ||m||%, > ¢’/? may be seen as a generalization of the rectangular
bump considered in §3.

If ¢ = ¢, the sectional curvature is bounded if and only if m?(0) <.m2
which is true if and only if m = 1/£. Setting m = 1/¢, we get

0 40 402 14

which is always positive. If h and k. additionally have disjoint supports, the
sectional curvature equals 372N?/¢* where N is the rotation index of C.

If o = 4, the sectional curvature is bounded if and only if m?(8) <.(Af)m2.
In particular, the sectional curvature is unbounded for every m if £ < 1/A. The
analysis of rectangular bumps in §3 suggests the conjecture that when ¢ = e
a geodesic is locally minimal if and only if a?(6) < (Af)a2? where a = |¢;-| (no-
tation of Eq. 10).

For an example of a negative sectional curvature, consider the unit square
with slightly rounded corners. Choose m,h such that supp(m) and supp(h)
are disjoint and concentrated along the straight portions of the square. Then,

1 heo|® 3 1
k.(P(=,h)) = e +— << — ke >%+ < R, ke >2>

3

(,0/ 9 9 s0/2 9
ke(Plm 1)) = =5 (I + 1007 = 5 el
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