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Stable Coorbit Embeddings of Orbifold Quotients
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Abstract

Given a real inner product space V' and a group G of linear isometries, we construct
a family of G-invariant real-valued functions on V' that we call coorbit filter banks,
which unify previous notions of max filter banks and finite coorbit filter banks. When
V =R and G is compact, we establish that a suitable coorbit filter bank is injective
and locally lower Lipschitz in the quotient metric at orbits of maximal dimension.
Furthermore, when the orbit space S¥~! /G is a Riemannian orbifold, we show that a
suitable coorbit filter bank is bi-Lipschitz in the quotient metric.

1 Introduction

Many machine learning algorithms are tailored for Euclidean data, typically represenented as
vectors in a real inner product space V. However, this representation often has an ambiguity
that stems from a subgroup G of the orthogonal group O(V'). For example, a point cloud
of n points in R% may be represented by a matrix in V' := R%*", in which case an ambiguity
arises from permutating the columns.

Neglecting such ambiguities can magnify the sample complexity of the machine learning
process. To address this, one strategy involves augmenting the training set with the entire
G-orbit of each datapoint [30, 12, 23], I1]. However, when G is large, this approach makes
the machine learning process much more computationally expensive than necessary.

Alternatively, one may address the ambiguity by representing objects as elements [z] :=
G - x in the orbit space V/G equipped with the quotient metric

d([z], [y]) == pig[gfﬂ] lp —ql.

q€(y]

(Indeed, this metric is nondegenerate provided the G-orbits are topologically closed). In
order to access Euclidean-based machine learning algorithms, we are inclined to embed the
orbit space into Euclidean space while minimizing distortion to the quotient metric. In other
words, we aim for embeddings which admit bi-Lipschitz bounds.

Recently, [10] introduced a family of embeddings called max filter banks that enjoy bi-
Lipschitz bounds when G is finite. Later work improved on those bounds [29, 2§]. A
theoretical question posed in [10] is whether every injective max filter bank is bi-Lipschitz.
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When G is finite, this question was settled by [5], which introduced a more general family of
embeddings called coorbit filter banks. There, it is shown that every injective coorbit filter
bank admits bi-Lipschitz bounds. The question remains open for infinite G with only three
exceptions, each in the context of max filter banks:

e Complex phase retrieval [8, 3], in which V = C% and G = {z-id: 2 € C, |2| = 1}.

e Quaternionic phase retrieval, in which V = H? and G = {z-id : z € H, |2z| = 1}. This
follows from the argument in [3]; see case (d) in Theorem [T1l

e Polar actions [29], in which V/G is isometrically isomorphic to V'/G" for some finite
G' < O(V"); see Proposition 07 and Section [T0.

In this paper, we give a construction of coorbit filter banks for all compact groups
G < O(d). These maps unify the family of maz filter banks (introduced in [10] for all compact
groups) with the family of coorbit filter banks (introduced in [, [6] only for finite groups).

It remains open whether every injective coorbit filter bank is bi-Lipschitz. While we do
not provide a complete answer to this question, we study whether these maps are bi-Lipschitz
given enough generic templates. We prove that this behavior holds for compact groups G
whose spherical orbit space S?!/G is a Riemannian orbifold. It remains open whether this
behavior holds for every compact group. Nonetheless, for general compact groups, we are
able to show the existence of positive local lower Lipschitz bounds at an open and dense
subset of points for sufficiently many generic templates. In fact, we generalize the notions
of injectivity, local lower Lipschitzness and bi-Lipschitzness into the notions of weak, local
and strong subspace avoidance, respectively. The aim of this paper is to identify conditions
under which coorbit filter banks enjoy these properties.

In Section 2] we construct coorbit filter banks and prove that they are invariant, symmet-
ric and semialgebraic. There, we also introduce notions of avoidance and state the problem
of interest in technical terms. In Section Bl we recall the notions of principality and co-
homogeneity, and we analyze the geometry of coorbit maps through a natural Voronoi cell
decomposition of space. This sets up the technical language of the paper. In Section [, we
estimate the upper Lipschitz bound for coorbit filter banks. In Section B we prove that
2¢ generic templates suffice for a coorbit filter bank to be injective (more generally, weakly
avoidant), where ¢ < d is the cohomogeneity of G < O(d). In Section [6 we show that
2¢ — 1 generic templates suffice for a coorbit filter bank to be locally lower Lipschitz (more
generally, locally avoidant) at principal points, that is, the open and dense subset of points
in R? whose stabilizers are minimal. In Section [7] we reduce the problem of strong avoidance
to the groups for which the origin is the only point that is fixed by all of G. In Section [
we classify groups with finite-index stabilizers (e.g., finite groups and free groups), and show
that for those groups, 2c¢ generic templates suffice for coorbit filter banks to be bi-Lipchitz
(more generally, strongly avoidant). In Section [0 we reduce the assertion that a coorbit filter
bank of G is strongly avoidant to the assertion that a max filter bank of Gy (the identity
component of () is strongly avoidant. In other words, we reduce the problem to connected
groups. In Section [I0, we reduce max filtering to the case where principal stabilizers are
trivial. In Section [II we show that with enough templates, max filter banks are locally
lower Lipschitz at orbits of maximal dimension, namely regular orbits. In Section 12, we



show that with enough templates, max filter banks embed (spherical) orbifold quotients into
Euclidean space in a bi-Lipschitz manner. We conclude in Section [13] with a discussion.

2 Construction and Basic Properties of Coorbit Maps

2.1 Construction and Invariance Properties

Definition 1. Consider any real inner product space V and G < O(V). Let my(G) denote
the group of connected components of G.

(a) The component coorbit map over V given by C: V x V x m5(G) — R is defined by

C(x,y, K) := sup (p,y).
peK-x

(b) The sorting map given by |: Hom(m(G), R) — RI7(@)is defined on f € Hom(m(G), R)
by sorting the entries of the sequence (f(K))xkery(c) in descending order i.e. largest
goes first.

(c) Fori e {1,...,|m(G)|}, the coorbit map over V given by ¥,;: V x V — R is defined
by
U,(z,y) == i entry of | {K € no(G) — C(z,y, K) € R}.

Remark 2. By taking all sort indices to be p; = 1, a coorbit filter bank becomes a maz filter
bank (Definition [28).

The following lemma shows how the component coorbit map interacts with the group
action and that coorbit maps are invariant to said action hence why they descend to orbit
spaces.

Lemma 3. Suppose G < O(d). Then,
(a) For any g,h € G, x,y € R? and K € mo(G), we have
Clgz, hy, K) = C(z,y, h™" Kg).
(b) Let Sry) = Aut(mo(G)) denote the group of bijections from mo(G) to itself, and

consider the canonical left-action of Sy on Hom(my(G),R) given by s- f = fos™!
for s € Sy and f € Hom(mo(G),R). Then,

(¢) Forie{l,...,|m(G)|}, it holds that

U;(z,y) = U,(gz, hy)

for all z,y € R? and g, h € G.



Proof. Fix x, € R? and g, h € G. For (a), observe that

Clgr,hy, K) = sup (p,hy) = sup (h™'p,y) = sup (p,y) =C(x,y,h 'Ky),
pEK gz pEK -gx pEh~1Kgx

as desired. Next, (b) follows from invariance of sorting to permutation. For (c), we use (a)
to obtain

Vi(gz, hy) =L {K € mo(G) = Clgz, hy, K) € R} = {K € m(G) = C(w,y,h™'Kg) € R},
and the result follows from using (b) and observing that K — h™'Kg is in Sy ). O
We arrive to the desired construction:

Definition 4. Suppose G < O(d) and let V = R?. Denote the identity componenet of G by
Gy and denote [z]p := Gy - x for z € R%.

(a) The component coorbit map given by C: V/Gy x V/Gy x my(G) — R is the unique
map that satisfies C(z,y, K) = C([z]o, [y]o, K).

(a) Forie {1,...,|m(G)|}, the coorbit map given by ¥,;: V/G xV/G — R is the unique

map that satisfies W;(xz, z) = V;([z], [z]) for all z,z € V.

(b) Given templates zi,...,2, € V and sort indices p;,...,p, € {1,...,|70(G)|}, the
corresponding coorbit filter bank ®: V/G — R" is defined by

O([2]) := { Wy, ([z], [2]) }is-

2.2 Symmetry and Scalar Homogeniety Properties

The following lemma shows how the component coorbit map interacts with switching inputs
in R? and that the coorbit map is switch-invariant. Moreover, scalar homogeniety of the
maps is shown.

Lemma 5. Suppose G < O(d). Then,
(a) For any x,y € R%, r >0 and K € mo(G), it holds that
Cla,y,K) =Cly,, K™),

and B B _
C(T[L’,y,K) = C([L’,’l"y,K) =T C(Z’,y,K)

(b) Forie€{l,...,|mo(G)|}, it holds that

(i) Wi(z,y) = Vi(y, ),
(1) Wi(lal, [y]) = Wi(lyl, [2]),

for all z,y € R,



(¢) Forie{l,....|m(G)}, Willral, [y]) = Wil[z], [ry]) = r- Wi([z], [y])-

Proof. For (a), the first assertion follows from the following computation

C(z,y, K) = sup(kz,y) = sup (z,ky) = sup (p,z) =Cly,z,K),

keK keK—1 peK 1y
and the second assertion follows by a similar argument. The proof of (b) is similar to the
proof of Lemma wherein here, we note that K — K~' is in Sp ). Lastly, (c) is
immediate since sorting commutes with nonnegative scaling. ]

Remark 6. Occasionaly, we denote [-] and V; by []¢ and U respectively to emphasize the
group in consideration.

2.3 Preliminary on Semialgebraic Sets and Groups

A basic semialgebraic set is any set of the form {x € R" : p(xz) > 0}, where p: R* — R
is a polynomial function. A semialgebraic set is any set obtained from some combination
of finite unions, finite intersections, and complements of basic semialgebraic sets. We say
a subgroup of GL(d) is a semialgebraic group if it is semialgebraic as a subset of R,

We say a function R®* — R is a semialgebraic function if its graph is semialgebraic as a
subset of R,

Definition 7. A first-order formula of the language of ordered fields with parameters in
R is a formula written with a finite number of conjunctions, disjunctions, negations, and
universal or existential quantifiers on variables, starting from atomic formulas which are
formulas of the kind f(x1,...,2,) =0 or g(x1,...,2,) > 0, where f and g are polynomials
with coefficients in R. The free variables of a formula are those variables of the polynomials
appearing in the formula, which are not quantified.

Proposition 8 (Proposition 2.2.4 in [7]). Let ¢(x1,...,x,) be a first-order formula of the
language of ordered fields, with parameters in R and with free variables x1,...,x,. Then
{z e R": ¢(2)} is a semialgebraic set.

By Proposition 2.9.10 in [7], every semialgebraic set is a finite union of manifolds. As
such, the dimension of a semialgebraic set is defined by the maximum dimension of said
manifolds.

The statements in the next proposition are proven in Appendix A of [4].

Proposition 9. The following statements regarding semialgebraic sets and functions hold:

(a) The family of semialgebraic sets is closed under projection, complement, finite union
and finite intersection.

(b) The family of semialgebraic functions is closed under addition, multiplication, division
(when defined), composition and concatenation.

(c) (Conservation of Dimension) If m: R"*? s R™ is a coordinate projection and A is a
semialgebraic subset of R", then

dim(7(A)) < dim(A) < dim(7(A)) + max dim(7~*(z) N A). (1)

zem(A)



We remark that conservation of dimension is essential to many arguments in this pa-
per. The next proposition highlights that semialgebraicity of a group is equivalent to its
compactness.

Proposition 10 (Proposition 7 in [29]). Suppose G < O(d). If the orbits of G are closed,
then they are also the orbits of the topological closure G of G in O(d). Furthermore, the
following are equivalent:

(a) G is topologically closed.
(b) G is algebraic.

(¢) G is semialgebraic.

2.4 Semialgebraicity of the Coorbit Map
The coorbit map enjoys the propery of being semialgebraic as the following lemma shows.
Lemma 11. Suppose G < O(d) is a semialgebraic subgroup. Then,

(a) Every component K € mo(G) is compact and semialgebraic as a subset of R,

(b) For any fized K € m(G), the K-component coorbit map C(-,-, K): R x RY — R is
semialgebraic.

(c) For any fizedi € {1,...,|mo(G)|}, the coorbit map W;(-,-): R? x R? — R is semialge-
braic.

Proof. By Proposition [I0, G is closed hence a compact Lie group with |7y(G)| < oo. Denote
the identity component of G by G,. It is topoligically compact and hence semialgebraic
again by Proposition [0l Since K = kG for any k£ € K and since multiplication in G is
semialgebraic and homeomorphic, we also obtain that K is semialgebraic and compact. This
proves (a). For (b), fix any K € m(G). Then, the graph of C(-,-, K) is given by

{(z,z,7) € (R")?>xR: (Vk € K,r > (kx,2))A(Ve ER, Ik € K,e >0 = r—e < (kz,2))}.
It follows from Proposition8that the graph is semialgebraic. For (c), fixi € {1,..., |m(G)|}.
Then, the graph of W,(-,-) is given by

U {@2r) e @Y xR:r=Clz,2,K) A
Kem(G)
(31 Cmo(G), [I| =in (VP € I,C(z,2,P) >r) AP € m(G)\ I,C(x,2,P) <))}

where we note that the second line can be expressed in first-order logic as a disjunction over
all finitely many partitions of m(G) into two sets at least one of which has size 1. O

By similar arguments, one may show that the quotient distance function is semialgebraic
hence obtaining

Proposition 12. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. The quotient metric d([-],[-]): R?xR¢ — R
15 a semialgebraic function.



2.5 Avoidance Notions

Fix comapct G < O(d), 21,...,2, € RY and py,...,p, € {1,...,|m0(G)|}, and consider the
corresponding coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R™ defined by ®([x]) = {¥,,([z], [z])}~,.
We say @ is bi-Lipschitz if there exists a € (0,00] and 8 € [0, 00) such that the following
inequality holds for all [z] # [y] € RY/G

1@(]) — ®(ly))]
A w) -

This is equivalent to the statement that the closure of the image of the map ([z], [y]) —
W over [z] # [y] is bounded (® is upper Lipschitz) and avoids the zero vector (P is
lower’Lipschitz). When we consider the image itself but not its closure, then avoidance of
the zero vector is equivalent to injectivity of ®. In Lemma [66] it becomes highly relevant to
consider avoidance of not just the zero vector but also any fixed subspace of the codomain.

This motivates the following definitions:

a <

3.

Definition 13. Fix comapct G < O(d), z1,...,2, € R* and p1,...,p, € {1,..., |7 (G)|},
and consider the corresponding coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R"™ defined by ®([z]) :=
{U,,([z], []) }7=y. Suppose K € Gr(n,k), that is, K is a k-dimensional linear subspace of
R™.

(a) Let A :={(x,y) € RYxR?: [z] = [y]}. The difference quotient Q: (R x R?)\ A —
R"™ with respect to ® is defined by

Q(z,y) == {\iji([x]’ [zi]) — W, ([y], [2]) }"

(b) We say & weakly avoids K if im(Q) N K = @.

(c) We say @ locally avoids K at x € R? if for all z,,,y, — = with [z,] # [y.], we have
im Q(z,,y,) ¢ K,
n—oo

whenever the limit exists.
(d) We say @ strongly avoids K if im(Q) N K = @.
(e) We say ® is e-locally lower Lipschitz at x if

inf  liminf ||Q(x,, yn)|| > €.

Tn,Yn =T  n—s

[zn]#[yn]

Then, the theoretical problem of interest initially posed as Problem 19 in [10] is reposed
as follows:

Problem 14.

(a) Is every injective coorbit filter bank ®: RY/G — R" bi-Lipschitz?
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(b) More generally, is every coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R" that weakly avoids K €
Gr(n, k) also strongly avoids K7

We observe that the notions of avoidance are semialgebraic as summarized in the following
result whose proof is postponed to the end of the section:

Lemma 15. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and fix sort indices py,...,pn € {1,...,|70(G)|}.
For templates 2, . . ., z, € R, denote the corresponding coorbit filter bank by ®: R?Y/G — R
and the corresponding difference quotient by Q). Consider the sets

B:={({z}L,V) € (RHY™ x R™* 1 & fails to weakly avoid im(V)}
and
={({z}1,V) € RN x R™* : @ fails to strongly avoid im(V)}

and for any semialgebraic subset S of R?, consider the set
Cs:={({z:}-, V) € R)” x R™* : @ fails to locally avoid im(V) at every x € S}.
Then, B, Cs and D are semialgebraic subsets of their respective ambient spaces.

Ideally and with sort indices arbitrary but fixed, we aim for a bound of the following
form
dim(D) <nd+nk—1—(n—k — 2c)

where ¢ < d is some constant depending on G (more precisely, the cohomogeniety of G
defined in Section B.1]). In other words, n—k —2c—1 gives a lower bound for the codimenion
of D in its ambient space. The bound has two crucial implications. First, the bound implies
that it suffices to take any n > k + 2c¢ so that n generic templates form a coorbit filter
bank that strongly avoid the image of a generic V' € R™*. Second, the bound on the
codimenion is linear in n and k. This turns out to be crucial for an inductive step in the
proof of Theorem By meditating on these two observations, we arrive to the following
definitions:

Definition 16. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with identity component Gg. For zq, ..., 2, €
R? and sort indices pi, . ..,p, € {1,..., |10(G)|}, denote the corresponding coorbit filter bank
by ®. For V € R™* consider the semialgebraic set

N{pz S= {0 € (]Rd)m : ® fails to strongly avoid im(V')}.

For k € Z>y and m € N, put

v (G) ;== min min md — dim(Ny; Ny Y,
W eRmxk {p }m1€{1 ..... ‘WO(G)‘}m

and
ng(G) ;== min{n € N : min v (G) > 0}.

We define the linear dificiency threshold by
n'(G):=min{n € N: v;"(G) >m —k—n Yme N,k >0},

where we take min{@} := oo.



Remark 17. It holds that k +1 < nix(G) < k +n'(G).
With the definitions above, we pose the following theoretical problem of interest:
Problem 18. For a compact G < O(d) with cohomogeneity ¢, does it hold that n'(G) < 2¢?

Recall that the cohomogeneity of G is the minimal codimension taken over tangent spaces
of every orbit (see Section 3.1l for a more precise definition). The rest of this section aims to
prove Lemma [I5l First, we unpack basic properties/characterizations of avoidance notions:

Lemma 19. Fiz compact G < O(d), z1,...,2, € R  and py,...,p, € {1,...,|m(G)|}, and
consider the corresponding coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R™ and its corresponding difference
quotient (). Then, the following statements hold

(a) For any y1,y> € R with [y1] # [ya] and for any nonzero x € R,
Y1 Y2
Q(y1>y2) = Q (—7 —) : (2)
]| [l

(b) For any nonzero x € RY,

® locally avoids K at x <= P locally avoids K at T (3)

]

(c) Let Q CR? be a dense G-invariant subset such that c¢-Q = Q for all ¢ > 0. Then,

® strongly avoids K <= im(Q|xona) N K =
— ((ID weakly avoids K) ANz eST Ve, y, — T, (4)
(Vn € N, [2a] # [yn] An, yn € Q) = lim Q(zn, yn) ¢ K),

where we take lim,,_,o Q(xy,y,) & K to be true if the limit does not exist.

Proof. First, (a) follows from scalar homogeniety of distance and coorbit maps (Lemma[5(c)).
Next, (b) follows from (a). For (c), the first line follows from continuity of () and denseness
of 2. The forward implication is immediate by definition of strong avoidance. For the reverse
implication, suppose im(Q|qx)na) N K # @. Then, there exists sequences x,, ¥, € ) such
that [z,] # [yn] and lim, oo Q(zn,yn) € K. Since max{||z,|, |y.|l} # 0, we may take a
subsequence and assume max{ ||z, ||ynll} = ||zn] > 0 for all n. By ([2]), We get

@(scmyn>=c2< Tn_ b )

(e

Since ||z,| - Q@ = Q, we get that u, = 22 € Q and v, = ooy € €. By taking further

= Tanl = Tow
subsequences, we may assume u, — r € S¥! and v, — y with |ly|| < 1. If [z] # [y], then
by continuity of @ over A, we get Q([z], [y]) € K so that weak avoidance fails. On the other
hand, if [z] = [y], we may translate u, and v, so that z = y € S*! and u,,v, € Q by
G-invariance of . In such case, the right hand side of the wedge in () fails. O
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Proof of Lemma[1d. Consider a semialgebraic lift of B

L:={({z}r.V.p,z,y) € RY)" x R™F x R" x (RY)?:
[2] # [ [l2]® + |ly|* = 1,z e RY,y € RY,
Uy, (2], [2]) = Wy, (2], [y]) = d([z], [y]) - (V)i Vi € {1,...,n}}
By Lemma [[1] and Propositions [§land [[2] L is semialgebraic. Since B is the projection of L

onto its ({2}, V) coordinate, we obtain that B is semialgebraic by Proposition
Next, consider a semialgebraic lift of Cg

=1

[z0] # [yo] N Q (7o, y0) — V| <& Alxo], [yo] € B[x](f)}

Again, Wy is semialgebraic and since Cg is a projection of Wy, we obtain that Cyg is semi-
algebraic. Lastly, by (@) applied to Q = R? and K = im(V), we obtain that D is a union of
B and Cha. O

Ws == {({z}, V,x) € (R)" x R™* x S: Ip € R¥, Ve € R, 3z, 50 € RY,

3 Geometric Analysis of Coorbit Maps

3.1 Preliminary on Stabilizers and Principal Points

In this section, we first recall an orbit-stabilizer type theorem and results on the poset
structure of stabilizers. Following that, we recall that an orbit space is in fact a geodesic
space, and we introduce two layers of principality.

Definition 20. Let G < O(d) be compact with Lie algebra g C R™*". For nonzero z € R,
the stabilizer group of x is defined by

G, ={9eG:g-x=ux}
The tangent space at z is defined by
T.,:=¢g-x
and the normal space at x is denoted by N, := T3

We have the following (presumably folklore) result that 7, and N, are G -invariant. We
were unable to find a reference, so we provide a proof:

Proposition 21. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and fir x € R%. Then, T, ® N, is a
G-invariant orthogonal decomposition.

Proof. Since G, < O(d), the orthogonal complement of a G,-invariant subspace is G-
invariant. As such, we only need to show T}, is G -invariant. Let h € G, and t € T,,. Then,
by definition of T}, and continuity of the action of G on R?, there exists a sequence g, — Id

in G such that . ”
lim<gn_ -x)z(limg"_ )-x:teTx
r—0 r r—0 T
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Now, let ¢/, := hg,h™! so that hg, = g/,h and ¢/, — Id. Then, by continuity of the action of
G and since h € G, we obtain

htzh-lim(g”_ld-:):) :hm<M-(hx)) €T =T,

r—0 r r—0 r

as desired. ]

In general, for a compact group G < O(d), we denote its identity component by G,
and denote [z]y := Go - = for x € R% In many instances, we abuse notation and identify
[Kxz]o with [kz]y for any K € mo(G) and any k € K. For x € R? we denote the set of
connected components of [z] by

mo([z]) :== {P : P is a connected component of [z]}

The following proposition is an orbit-stabilizer type theorem. The first item is straigh-
forward. For the second item, see for example the proof of Corollary 3.2.3 in [22].

Proposition 22. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. The following hold:

(a) There exists a unique group structure on mo(G) that makes the canonical projection
7§t G — mo(G) into a surjective homomorphism. For x € R%, the action of G on [x]
induces an action of mo(G) on mo([x]) with stabilizer ©§ (G,).

(b) Forxz € RY, G-x is a compact C*®-submanifold of R® whose tangent space at x is given
by T,. Moreover, the following diagram commutes

G
/ N \
G/G, y G-
! o
mo(G) /7§ (G) — > mo([])

In fact, conjugacy classes of stabilizers form a partially order set. For H < GG, denote by
(H) the conjugacy class of H in G. Given z € R? and g € G, we have G, = gG,¢g~'. Hence,
(G,) depends only on [z]. Let G< be the set of conjugacy classes of stabilizer subgroups of
G, that is (H) € G< if and only if H = G,, for some x € R% There is a partial order on G<
given by (H;) < (Ho) if and only if H; < gHeg™! for some g € G. We call G< the poset of
conjugacy classes of stabilizers in G.

Proposition 23 (Theorem 1.32 in [26]). For compact G < O(d), G< is finite and has a
unique minimum (Gp).

We call (Gp) the principal isotropy class. For H € (Gp), we call H a principal
isotropy group. We define the principal component size by Cp := |x§(H)| for any
H € (Gp); this does not depend on the choice of H. This allows for defining principal points
as those which have the “most” trivial stabilizers:

11



Definition 24. For compact G < O(d), the set of principal points is defined by
P(G):={zeR*: G, € (Gp)}
The set of mp-principal points is defined by
Pry(G) = {z € R*: |75(G)| = Cp}

Since all principal orbits share the same maximal (submanifold) dimension among all
orbits, we define the cohomogeneity of G as the codimension of [z] for any z € P(G).
Now, we recall that R?/G is a geodesic space:

Definition 25. Given a metric space (M, d) and L > 0, we say a curve v: [0, L] — M is a
minimal geodesic from v(0) to y(L) if d((s),v(t)) = |s —t| for all s,t € [0, L], and given
x,y € M we let C(x,y) denote the set of all minimal geodesics from x to y. We say M is a
geodesic space if C(x,y) # @ for every z,y € M.

Proposition 26 (Lemma 23 in [29]). Take G < O(d) with closed orbits. For each x,y € R?,

there exists a bijection
arg mingery [lg — ||

- — C((al. ).

induced by projecting straight lines from x to argminge, ||¢ — x| into the orbit space. In
particular, R?/G is a geodesic space.

Furthermore, we have the following proposition regarding principal points:

Proposition 27. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and denote the principal stratum in R?/G
by [P(G)] :== {[z] € RY/G : x € P(G)}. Then, each of the following holds:

(a) P(G) C Py (G) are G-invariant open dense semialgebraic subsets of RY,

(b) [P(G)] is a geodesic space and an open dense connected manifold in R*/G. It admits
a unique Riemannian structure whose geodesic metric is the quotient metric and such
that the map [-HP(G): P(G) — [P(G)] is a Riemannian submersion.
Proof. For (a), G-invariance and the inclusion are straightforward. Openness and denseness
of P(G) follows from Theorem 3.82 in [2]. Then, denseness of Py, (G) follows from P(G) C
P,,(G), and openness of P, (G) follows from (G,) < (G,) for z in a neighborhood of z (see
Theorem 1.30 in [26] or Proposition [[09). Lastly, semialgebraicity follows by expressing the
sets in first-order logic which is straightforward.
For (b), openness, denseness and connectedness of [P(G)] follow from Theorem 3.82 in [2].
It being a geodesic space follows from Lemma 3.5 in [I]. The rest of the statement regarding
the unique Riemannian structure follows from Exercise 3.81 in [2]. O
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3.2 Preliminary on Max Filtering

Coorbit filter banks generalize max filter banks [10, 29] and we shall see later in Section
that with enough templates, the analysis of max filtering is very informative to the analysis
of coorbit filter banks. In this section, we recall properties of max filtering which we shall
find useful throughout the paper.

Definition 28. Suppose G' < O(d).

(a) The max filtering map (-, ): RY/G x RY/G — R is defined by

([=], [y]) = sg[% (0, ).

(b) Given templates 2, ..., 2, € R? the corresponding max filter bank ®: R?/G — R»
is defined by
O([x]) == {([=i], [z]h }izs-

Occasionally, we denote ([-],[-]) by ([-].[])¢ to emphasize the group in consideration.
By direct inspection, the following equation holds and we will make use of it frequently:

C([2lo; [ylo, K) = ([K o, [ylo) e (5)

Recall that every convex function f: R¢ — R has a subdifferential df: R? — 2% defined
by
Of (@) :={ueR: flx+h)> f(z)+ (hu)}.

Note that f is differentiable at z if and only if df(x) is singleton, in which case it agrees
with the gradient. The following lemma summarizes important properties of max filtering:

Proposition 29 (Lemma 2 and Theorem 27 in [10]). Suppose G < O(d) is compact and let
z,y € RY. Then, each of the following holds:

(a) d(la], [y)* = ]2 = 2([al. [o1) + )12

(b) (- [y)): RY/G — R is |yl|-Lipschitz.

(¢) ([, [y]): R? R is conves.

(d) O([), [y (x) = conv{g € R : g € [y] and {x,q) = {[a], [4])} where conv denotes the

convex hull operator.

The following proposition forms an essential stepping stone towards proving that the
coorbit map is Lipschitz continuous (Theorem B1). Its proof follows immediately from Propo-

sition 29(b)| and (Hl).

Proposition 30. Suppose G < O(d) and K € mo(G). Then, for z € R4, C([2]o, -, K): RY/G —
R is ||z||-Lipschitz.

13



3.3 Realizing Group Components and Continuity of Coorbit Maps

The goal of this section is to show that the coorbit map is continuous:

Theorem 31. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and fixi € {1,...,|mo(G)|}. Then, the follow-
ing statements hold:

(a) Vi([2],"): RY/G — R is ||z||-Lipschitz for z € RY,

(b) U;(-,-): RY/G x RY/G — R s locally Lipschitz at every ([z], [z]) € R?/G x RY/G with

local Lischitz constant 2+/||z||> + ||z||?. In particular, V; is continuous.

In order to do so, we shall analyze the coorbit map from the lens of realizing group
components introduced below. We mimic the approach and notation of Section 2.2.1 in [5]
which only treated the case of finite groups.

Definition 32. Fix a compact group G < O(d). For a sort index ¢ € {1,...,|m(G)|} and
z,z € R? we denote the set of realizing group components of z with respect to x by

L(z,x) :== {K € m(Q) : C([2]o, [x]o, K) = W;([2], [z])}
We also define the auxiliary sets
L% (2, 2) = {K € m(G) : C([2]o, []o, K) > Wy([], [2])}

L' (z,2) = {K € mo(G) : C([]o, [2]o, K) < Wi([], [])}

For z,z # 0 in R?, define the separation scale by

Ai(z,7) = 1 Jminggpicq) | C([2o, [#]o, K) = i([2], [2])
) . HZH ||l'||, if Li(z,:p) ZWQ(G)

For z,z € RY, define AY(0, ) = A¥(2,0) = oo.

The usefulness of the separation scale will be highlighted in the statement and proof
Lemma 33l We sometimes denote L'(z,z) by L4 (z, ) to emphasize the group in consider-
ation. Observe that A(z,z) > 0 for all z, 2 € R%. Moreover, by direct inspection or by an
argument similar to Lemma 2.4 in [5], we have that

[Li(z,2)| <i—1 and |Li(z2)| < [mo(G)] —i. (7)

Now, we show that small perturbations of z can only shrink L'(z,z). We mimic the proof
of Lemma 2.5 in [5] with a few changes that adapt to our context.

Lemma 33. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and a sort index i € {1,...,|mo(G)|}. For
z,y,z € R such that ||y|| < $A'(z,x), it holds that L*(z,x +y) C Li(z, x).

14



Proof. The result is trivial whenever Li(z,z) = m(G), so assume Li(z,x) # m(G) so that
in particular x, 2 # 0, and A(z,x) is given by the first case of ({@]).

We claim that if K € L' (z,2) and H € L. (z,2) U L(z,z), then C([z]o, [z + ylo, H) >
C([#)o, [t+y]o, ). By symmetry in the proof, the claim remains true when all inequalities are
flipped. To the end of proving the claim, assume H € L% (z,2) U L'(z,x) and K € L (z,z).
By Proposition B0, we have

IC([=]o, [ + ylo, H) = C([2]o, [2]o, H)| < [|2[] - d(fz + ], [«]) < =] - [lyl],

and similarly for K. Hence, by assumption and by ||y|| < %Ai(z, x), we get

C([z]o, [z + ylo, H) = C([2lo, [# + ylo, K) = C([z]o, [x]o, H) = C([z]o, [x]o, K) = 2]ly]| - [|=]]
> Wy([2], [z]) — C([z]o, [z]o, K) = 2]yl - [|=]]
= |Wi([2], [z]) = C([2lo, [xlo, K) = 2lyll - l|=[} > O

which proves the claim.

Now, suppose there exists K € L‘(z,z + y) such that K ¢ L'(z,z). Assume K €
L' (z,x) without loss generality. By the claim and since K € Li(z,z + y), we get that
C([2]o, [z + ylo, H) > C([2]o, [ + ylo, K) = ¥i([z], [z + y]), that is, H € L. (2,2 +y). We
obtain the contradiction

L5 (2,2) U L' (2, 2)] < |LL(2, 2 +y)]

since immediately from the definition of W;, we have |L. (z,2) UL (z, z)| > i while |L% (z, 2+
y)| <. O

We are now able to show continuity of the coorbit map.

Proof of Theorem[Z1l. For (a), let x € RY. Then, A¥(z,z) > 0 and for y € R? such that
ly|| < 2A%(z, z), LemmalB3 allows us to pick K € L'(z, 2)N L (z,z+y) for some K € mo(G).
Hence, by Proposition

(Wi([2], [+ y]) — Wil[2], [2])] = IC([z]o, [= + o, K) — C([2]o, [x]o, K)| < |[2]ld([x + y], [y])-

As such, U;([2],+): RY/G — R is locally ||z|-Lipschitz. Since by Proposition 26 R?/G is a
geodesic space, then by patching the local Lipschitz constant ||z|| along minimal geodesics,
we obtain that W;([2],-): R?/G — R is globally ||z||-Lipschitz as desired.

For (b), let ([2],[z]) € RY/G x R?/G and for [y] € R?/G, denote U, := {[y'] € RY/G :
1]l < 2|lyll}. Then, U, x U, is an open neighborhood of ([z], [z]) in R?/G x R¢/G. For
([z1], [z1]), ([22], [x2]) € U, x U,, we have

(Willz1], [11]) = Wi(l2a], [22])] < [Will2], [21]) = Wil[21], [2a])| + [Wil[21], [22]) = Wil[z2], [22])]
E

< llzalld((a], [2]) + llz2[ld([z], [22])
< 2(||zlld([z], [w2]) + [lzlld([21], [22]))
< 2v/[I2]1% + =2/ d([an], [a])? +d([21] [22])?
|2]% + [|]|? - de/Gde/G( ; ([#2], [552]»’

as desired. ]
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The following lemma shows the influence of stabilzers on the set of realizing group com-
ponents. It will find its use in Section [§]

Lemma 34. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and a sort index i € {1,...,|m0(G)|}. The
following statements hold for x,y,z € R%:

(a) 7§ (Ga) - L (2, 2) = Lig(2, ).
(b) Suppose |y|| < $A'(z,z), L'(z,2) = 7§ (G,) and G, is a union of connected compo-
nents in G. Then, U&([z], [x +y]) = ¥5*([2]a,, [ + yla,) where

i'=i+1 mod |75 (G,)| + 1.

Proof. For (a), if H € n§(G,), then by Lemma [3(a)|
C([=]o. [#]o, HK) = C([zlo, [H " z]o, K) = C([z]o, [2]o, K)

and the result follows by taking K € Li(z,x).
For (b), we have 7§'(G,) = mo(G;) and we let k be the largest nonnegative integer such
that k|mo(G,)| < i, that is k = “_72/ The assumption Li(z,z) = m(G,) combined with

76 (Ga)
(a) yield that ’
LHR@I (5 ) = [Hm@l+2(5 4) — ... = [Hmo@)l @, o) = 70(G.),

and so
U Lk\ﬂo(Gx)H-j(z’l.) — Wo(Gx)-

1<j<|mo(Gx)l
By Lemma 33 and since ||y|| < $AY(z, x), we obtain

M = U LHm0G)l4d (5 0 4 yy) C mo(Gy).

1<j<|m0(Ga)|

and so
7_(.O(G) \ M g LI;‘WO(GCC)I(Z’ T + y) U LZ‘WO(GQC)H"T(O(GQC)I(Z’ T _I_ y)

By (@), we obtain
mo(G)] = [M]| < klmo(Ga)| + [m0o(G)| = Klmo(Ga)| = [m0(G)

so that |M| > |mo(G,)| and hence M = my(G,). As such, when the sorting map is restricted
to Hom(m(G,), R), its output is equal t0 {Wyjro () +5([2]: [x—l—y])}‘jng””” which by definition

is also equal to {\Iffz([Z]Gx, [x—l—y](;x)}‘jng”)‘. Since i = k|mo(G,)|+17 and 1 < i < |mo(Gy)l,
the result follows. O
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3.4 Voronoi Decompositions

In this section, we set up the technical language of the paper. We use orbits to decompose
space into two families of Voronoi cells, one based purely on the componenets of the orbit
(Definition B6]) while the other drills down to the normal bundle provided by the mani-
fold structure of the orbit (Definition A2]). These decompositions allow us to view coorbit
filter banks as “piecewise-linear” where the pieces are given by fibers of the normal bun-
dle (Definition 6] and Lemma [7]). Moreover, we use the decompositions to state equivalent
characterizations of principality (Lemmas B9 and[45). We begin with an essential preliminary
sourced from the theory of nonlinear orthogonal projection on manifolds. For z # y € R,
we let (x,y] denote the line segment from = to y which includes y and excludes z. Take

(x,z] == {z}.

Proposition 35 (Theorem 3.13a, Theorem 4.1, Remark 3.1 and Corollary 3.9 in [I5]). Sup-
pose M is a smooth submanifold of R?. Fiz x,z € RY and suppose that x € argmax,epr(p, 2).
Then, each of the following holds:

(a) z € N, where N, is the orthogonal complement of the tangent space of M at x.

(b) There exists an open neighborhood U of (z,x] such that {x} = arg max,en (p,n) for
n € UNN, and | argmax,cp(p,t)| = 1 fort € U. Moreover, the map v, sendingt € U
to the unique element in arg max,ecp(p,t) is smooth over U.

(¢) If there exists an open neighborhood U, around z such that | argmax,ep(p,t)| =1 for
teU,, then z € U.

For the purposes of this section, we mainly apply Proposition to orbits under the
action of the identity compoenent Gy of a compact group G < O(d).

Definition 36. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and ¢ € {1,...,|m(G)|}. Denote by Gy be
the identity component of G. For z € R?, we define V[;]O, the open component Voronoi
cell of x, through the following characterization

2 € Vig, = {lzlo} = {lplo € mo([z]) : Wi([2], []) = C([]o, [P)o. Go) }-
In general, for A C mo([z]), we define V through its characterization
z€Vy = A= {[plo € m(lz]) : T;([z]. [2]) = C([]o, [Plo, Go) }-
Remark 37. By @), C([z)o, [plo, Go) may be replaced by ([2]o, [plo)a, in the definitions

above.

Lemma 38. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) with identity component Gy and fiz i €
{1,...,|m(G)|}. Then, the following statements hold for all x € R%:

(@) Vi, = Vi, for all h € Go.
(b) Vigalo = 9+ Vi), for all g € G.
(c) For [qi]o, [q2]0 € mo([2]), if V[zin]o N V[fp]o # @, then [q1]o = [g2)o and V[fmo — V{éﬂo‘
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(d) V[;}O is open.

(e) The set {(z,z) € (RY)?: 2 € V[fv}o} is semialgebraic. Moreover, for A C my([z]), the set
Vi is semialgebraic.

(f) For every z € R%, there exists [qlo € mo([z]) such that z € %
(9) If z € %, then V;([z], [z]) = ([2]o, [z]o). The converse holds when i = 1.
(h) z € V[fc]o if and only if L(z,z) = 7§ (G,).

Proof. For (a), the proof follows immediately from the definition. For (b), by normality of
Gp and Lemma the following holds for g € G and z,p € R%:

C([=]o, [Plo, Go) = C([]o, [Plo, 97" Gog) = C(lg2]o, lgplo, Go)-

Hence, for [plo € mo([z]) and gz € V[, . we have
{lgxlo} = {lplo € mo(lg]) : Wi([g2], lg]) = C(lgz]o, [Plo, Go)}
= {lgplo € mo(lgz]) - Willg=], [92]) = C([g2lo, lgplo, Go)}
=g - {[plo € mo([]) : Wi([], [z]) = C([z]o, [Plo, Go)}-

Multiplying by ¢g~! on the left, we obtain z € V[;}o as desired.

For (c), fix [q1]o, [¢2]o € mo([z]) and suppose z € VI . N V[fmo. Then,

[q1]o
{la)o} = {la=lo} = {lplo € mo([x]) : Wi([z], [x]) = C([z]o; [plo, Go)},

and the result immediately follows.

For (d),if z € V[;] , then by continuity of ¥; and C (Theorem [BIland Proposition30), there
exists a nonempty open neighborhood U of z such that |V;([u], [x]) — C([u]o, [plo, Go)| > 0
for u € U and [ply # [z]o in mo([x]). Then, U C V[;}O as desired.

For (e), the first half follows from expressing the set of interest in first-order logic as
{(2,2) €®Y? : T (z,2) = Oz, 2, Go) A
¥p € RY, ((3g € G,gp =) A (Vh € Go, hp # 1)) = Wi(z,p) # C(2,p,Go) },

so that the result follows from Proposition [ and Lemma [[1l Next, for A C mo([z]), let

T1,- -+, 24 € [x] be distinguished elements from each component in A, that is A = I_I‘ | il lo-
The result follows from the following semialgebraic first-order logic expression of Vi:

{z eR?:Vj e {1,...,|A]}, V(2 z;) = C(z,2;,Go) A
Vp € RY, ((Elg € G, gp=x)N(Yh € Go,hp & {x1, ... ,ZL"A|})> = W,(z,p) # C(z,p, GO)}.

For (f), suppose by contradiction that there exists an open neighborhood U such that

‘{[p]o e mo([z]) : Wi([2], [#]) = ([=]o, [Plod s

> 1
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for all z € U. Then, there exists A C my([z]) such that |A] > 1 and dim(V}) = d. Take
[q1]0 # [q2]o € A. Then, there exists a nonempty open set W C V7 such that {[z]o, [¢1]o)c, =
{[2]o, [g2)o) ¢, for all z € W. This contradicts the strong separation of the max filter over Gy
(Theorem 8 in [29] or Lemma 57 applied to j = 1).

For (g), the first assertion follows from continuity of ¥; proven in Theorem BIl For the
second assertion, if Wy([z], [z]) = ([2]o, [*]o)cy, then {[z],[2]) = (gox, 2) for some gy € Gy.

By Proposition [35(b)} it follows that for any ¢ € (2, gox], we have {gox} = arg max,cj(p, q).
In particular, g € V[}E]O and the result follows by taking g — z.

For (h), we have K € L'(z,x) if and only if ¥;([2], [z]) = C([z]o, [z]o, K) = C([z]o, [K'z]o, Go)
so z € Vi, if and only if K~'[z]o = [z]o for every K € L'(z, ), that is L'(2,2) C 75 (G.).
By Lemma [34(a)] Li(z,7) C 7§(G,) holds if and only if Li(z,z) = 7§(G,). The result
follows. .

The next lemma shows how the aforementioned component Voronoi cell structure allows
for a characterization of my-principality of points in R?.

Lemma 39. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) with identity component Gy, and fix a sort
index i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. For x € RY, the following are equivalent:

(a) x € Pry(G)
(b) z € V[Z

z]o

implies x € V[i}o.
Proof. Suppose z € V[;}O. Then,

[2]o € B :=={[qlo € mo([2]) : Wi([z], [z]) = C([dlo, [%]o, Go)}-

We claim that K - [z]p € B implies K € 7§ (G,). In particular, 7§ (G.) < 75(G,). By
Lemma [5, we have that

C([2]o, [#]o, Go) = C([z]o, [2]o, G ") = C([z]o, [2]o, Go).
By Lemma[3(a) and since Gy is the identity of mo(G), it follows that for K € m(G), we have

C(K - [#]o, [z]o, Go) =C

As such, if K -[z]p € B, then by the above computation and since z € V[;}O, we get K 1[z]y =
[z]o and so K € §'(G,.). This proves the claim.

(a)=(b). By minimality of |7§'(G,)|, we obtain 7§(G.) = 7§(G,). It follows that
K - [z]p € B implies K € 7§(G.) so that B = {[z]o} as desired.

(b)=(a). By Proposition 27, Pr,(G) is dense and by Lemma[B8] V{j,; is open. We may
then select y € V[;} , N Pry(G). By assumption, = € V[;b so that by the claim above, we have
75 (G) < 7§(G,). The result follows by minimality of |7§(G,)|. O
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Definition 40. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|mo(G)|}. Denote by Gy the
identity component of G. For x € R?, we define the open component Voronoi diagram

of = by
Q= L Vi
[plo€mo([z])
Note that

2 € Q== [{Iplo € mo([]) : Wi([z], [2]) = ([2los [Plodeo }| = 1.
The following corollary is immediate by Lemmas [34(a) and B9l

Corollary 41. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. The following
statements hold:

(a) Qfgx}o =gq- szo = szo for all g € G.

(b) The set {(z,x) € (R?)?: 2 € Q},,} is semialgebraic.
(c) leo is an open dense semialgebraic subset of RY.
(d) For z € Pr(G), we have x € @, implies z € Q-
(¢) = € Qi if and only if |LH(z. )| = |7§/(G.)]|.

Definition 42. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. For z € R, we
define U!, the unique Voronoi cell of x, through the following characterization

2eU! < z¢€ V[;]O NA{z} = arg m[af((p, z)
pE|T]o

Furthermore, we define the open Voronoi cell of = by
V! = relint (U;)
and we define the open Voronoi diagram of x by
o=l
pE[z]

The following lemma unpacks properties of U’ and V' and the third statement justifies
the use of disjoint union in the definition of Q.

Lemma 43. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) with identity component Gy and fix i €
{1,...,|m(G)|}. Then, the following hold

(a) z € UL if and only if z € V[;}O and G, ={g € G : {[]o, [*]o)c, = (92, 7)}.
(b) Ui, =g-Ul and Vy, = g-V} forall g € G.

(c) Forqi,q € 2], if U, NU., # @, then ¢ = gz and U} = Uy.,.
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(d) Ui C N, and V! is open in N,.
(e) The following characterization holds

zeEV &=z € [fﬂ]o NU. A |arg m[a?;<p, t)| =1 fort in a neighborhood of =
PE|Z]o

(f) The sets {(z,z) € (R)?: 2 € Ui} and {(z,2) € (RY)? : z € VI} are semialgebraic.

Proof. The proofs of (a), (b) and (c) are straightforward.

Next, for (d), the assertion U’ C N, follows from Proposition . For the openness
assertion, we show that the span of U: C N, is N,. We first note that V[;]O is open by
Lemma [3§ and that for z € U,, Proposition entails that there exists a neighborhood
U of (2,2] NV}, such that @ # U N N, C U;. The result follows since span(U N N,) = N,.

For the forward implication in (e), suppose z € V. Then by definition, z € V[fv]o NU:
and by openness of V! in N,, there exists ¢ > 0 such that with ¢ == z + (2 — 2) €
VY, we have {z} = argmaxpep),(p,q). Since z € (g,z], the desired implication follows
from Proposition On the other hand, the reverse implication in (e), follows from

Proposition [35(c)|

Lastly, (f) follows from a straightforward argument with first-order logic. O]
The following lemma unpacks properties of the Voronoi open diagram Q°.

Lemma 44. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) with identity component Gy and fiz i €
{1,...,|7m0(G)|}. Then, each of the following holds:

(a) Q. =Q.L=g-Q,=G -V} forallgcG.
(b) The set {(z,z) € (RY)?: 2 € QL} is semialgebraic.

(c) The following characterization holds

z € Q. <= Tqlo € mo([x]), z € ‘/[Z]o A |arg m{a}x(p, t)| =1 fort in a neighborhood of =
PE€lglo

(d) Q is an open dense semialgebraic subset of Re.

Proof. The proofs of (a) and (b) are straightforward.

The proof of (¢) follows immediately using Lemma

Lastly, for (d), openness of Q" follows immediately from the openness of the right-hand
characterization in (c). As for denseness, let z € R% Then, by Lemma B8, z € V[f]]o for some
[q]o € mo([x]). Next, for ¢ € V[fﬂo and ¢’ € argmaxe(,(p,t) and by Proposition [35(b)} there
exists an open neighborhood U of (¢, ¢'] such that | arg max,c(q,(p,u)| = 1 for u € U. This
entails denseness of the right-hand characterization in (c) and hence Q. O

Lastly, we end with a characterization of principal points which will its use in Section [Gl
The proof is deferred to the appendix since it requires a technical result regarding symmetry
in cut points of (non-complete) Riemannian manifolds (Appendix [A]).
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Lemma 45. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|m0(G)|}. The following are
equivalent:

(a) z € P(Q).
(b) z € Vi implies x € V.
(c) z € Q. implies v € Q.
Proof. See Appendix [A.3l O

3.5 The Coorbit Realizer and its Local Properties
Definition 46. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. The Voronoi
coorbit realizer given by v': R x R? — R? is defined by

gz, w eV, forsomegec G

(z,2) = v'(z) == {O ¢ O

Note that vl is well-defined since Q. is a disjoint union | |, V;. The coorbit realizer
map factors the coorbit map through an inner product as the first statement of the following
lemma shows.

Lemma 47. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. For z,z € RY, each
of the following statements holds:

(a) For x € Q', vi(x) is the unique element in [z] such that V,([z],[2]) = (z,vi(z)).

(b) vi(z) € Ny and x € Vi, € Nys (-

(¢) vi(ga) = g vi(x) = vh.(z) for cvery g € G.
(d) vt is semialgebraic over (z,z) € R? x R,
(e) vi(-): R — R is smooth over x € Q.

(f) VO[], [2D]e = vi(z) forz € QL.

(9) Forz,= € P(G), (&, vi(x)) = (2 v}(2)).

Proof. The proofs of (a), (b), (¢) and (d) are straightforward. By Proposition [35(b)} it
holds that vi(-) is smooth over QL N Vp, for every p € my([2]). Then, (e) follows since

QL = Upero(2)@: N V- The formula of the gradient in (f) follows from Proposition [29(d)]
Lastly, (g) follows by Lemma 5] and (a). O
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4 Upper Lipschitz Continuity

In this section, we estimate the upper Lipschitz bound of a coorbit filter bank by the maxi-
mum singular value one may obtain by selecting an element from each template’s orbit.

Theorem 48. Given G < O(d) with closed orbits, z1,. .., 2z, € R andpy,...,p, € {1,...,|70(G)|},
the coorbit filter bank ®: RY/G — R™ defined by ®([x]) := {V,,([zi], [z]) }1n, satisfies

[2([z]) — @([y])]]
Sub < max [{gizi}iiall
[z],[y]eR?/G d([x],[y]) g1,-Gn€ 12—=2:
[z]#[y]

In fact, the result for a max filter bank has been previously established and we will make
use of it to show the same bound for coorbit filter banks:

Proposition 49 (Theorem 9 in [29]). The statement of Theorem [{§ holds when p; = 1.

Before proceeding, we prove a technical lemma. For x,y € R? we let [z,y] denote the
line segment from x to y.

Lemma 50. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) with identity component Gy and fix i €
{1,...|m(G)|}. Fiz z,y,z € R Then, there exists n € N and ¢; < -+ < ¢, € [z,y]
such that

(a) c1 =x and ¢, = y.

(b) For every j € {1,...,n—1}, there ezists K; € mo(G) such that [c;j, cj11] C VKJZ]O

For that, we need the following proposition regarding the dimension of the closure of a
semialgebraic set:

Proposition 51 (Proposition 2.8.2 in [7]). Let A C R" be a semialgebraic set. Then, A is
semialgebraic and _
dim(A) = dim(A).

Proof of Lemmal[50. First, observe that

[LL’, y] = [LL’, y] N sz}o = U ([l’,y] N ‘/[;(z]o)

Keno(GQ)
By Lemma B8 and Proposition (1] and for every K € m(G), it holds that [z, y] N V%Z] is

closed, semialgebraic and at most one-dimensional. By semialgebraicity, [z, y] N V[KZ is a
finite union of manifolds each with dimension at most one, hence a finite union of a collectlon
of isolated points By and a collection of closed intervals I Assuch, [z, y]\U ey (UIK) =
@ since on one hand it is a subset of the finite set | J Kem () B but on the other hand, it is

open in [z, y]. We conclude that

U (zynVi,)= | L),

Kem(G) Kem(G)

and the result follows by partitioning. O
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We also need the following useful result

Lemma 52. Let G < O(d) be compact. Suppose x,y € R? such that d([x], [y]) = ||z — y]|.
Then, for any [c,w] C [z,y], it holds that d([c], [w]) = ||c — w||.

Proof. By applying Proposition [35(b)|to w € [z, y], we obtain {z} € argmin,e},) d(p, w), and
by applying it to ¢ € [w, z], we get {w} € argmingep,) d(w, c). The result follows. O

Proof of Theorem[{§. By Proposition [1(0, we may assume G is closed without loss of gener-
ality. Fix z,y € R? such that [z] # [y] and ||z — y|| = d([z], [y]). Then, for each [ € [n], take

e, cﬁll and {K Jl ;”:1 as in Lemma [b0] applied with respect to z;. By refining the partition

over [, we get that there exists m € Nand ¢; < -+ < ¢, € [z,y] such that
(a) ¢ =z and ¢,, = ¥.
(b) For every j € {1,...,m — 1}, there exists {K'}/.; € m(G)" such that [c;,¢j1] C
mle[n} V[ZK;zl]O'

Then, for each [ € [n], it holds that

m

Uy (2], () = O (), () = D (Ui (le]s [21]) — W (el [2])

j=1

I

(€les], [K5alhan — (lesl, KGa])e,)

7j=1

where the second equality follows from Lemma B8 For j € {1,...,m — 1}, define the max
ﬁ]loter bank ®5°: RY/G — R by ®7°([y]) = {([v], [K}z1]) ¢, }j-1- Then, by LemmaFZ and the
above,

®([2]) = 2([y) _ = e —oll - 25 (leilo) — @5 ([ej1lo)
d([], [9)) ‘Z le =yl day([e5los [e510)

The result now follows by taking norms, applying the triangle inequality and using Propo-
sition 0

5 Injectivity and Weak Avoidance

In this section, we show that 2c+k generic tempaltes suffice for coorbit filter banks to weakly
avoid a fixed or generic k-dimensional subspace.

Theorem 53. Suppose the orbits of G are closed with cohomogeniety c. Fixn € N, k € Z>g
and p1,...,pn €{1,...,|70(G)|}. For a fized or generic V€ R™* and generic z,, ..., z, €
R, the coorbit filter bank ®: RY/G — R"™ defined by ®([z]) = {¥,,([z], [x])}1o, weakly
avoids im(V') provided n > 2c + k.
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In particular, when k& = 0, the coorbit filter bank is injective provided n > 2c.

When V € R is fixed, Theorem [53] is an immediate consequence of the following
lemma which gives a bound on the dimension of the set of coorbit filter banks that fail to
weakly avoid im(V). The remark that follows addresses the case when V € R"™** is generic
in Theorem [B3

Lemma 54. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. Fizn € N, k € Zsy and
Py pn € {1, |m0(G)|}. For z1,...,2, € RY, denote by ®: RY/G — R" the coorbit
filter bank defined by ®([z]) := {V,,([2i], [z])}1y. For V € R™*  consider the G"-invariant
failure set

By = {{z}!; € RY" : @ fails to weakly avoid im(V)}.

Then, By is semialgebraic and dim(By) < nd — 1 — (n — 2c — k)
Remark 55. By further taking
B:={({z}.V) € (RY)" x R & fails to weakly avoid im(V)}

as in Lemma [I3, we argue that dim(B) < nd 4+ nk + (n — 2c — k). Let Ily be the pro-
jection of (R)"™ x R™* onto the second component. Then, by conservation of dimension

(Proposition[9(c)), we have
dim(B) < Tly(B) + max dim(II;*(V) N B).

Vellx(B)

Moreover, for every V€ R™* we have dim(Il;* (V) N B) = dim(By). Hence, the claim
follows by Lemmal[54 and the bound dim(Ily(B)) < nk.

The rest of this section is dedicated to proving Lemma B4l To pass from the dimension
d of R% to the cohomogeneity of the group, we leverage the following proposition:

Proposition 56 (Lemma 1 in [I3]). Consider G < O(d) with closed orbits. Then, for any
x € R%, it holds that G - N, = R?, that is N, intersects every orbit.

We also need to the following lemma which shows that the coorbit map is “strongly
separating” (cf. [10], 29]):

Lemma 57. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Fiz 1 < j < |m(G)|, r € R and z,y € R? such
that [z] # [y]. Then,

dim {z € R : U;([z], [2]) — U;([], [y]) =r} <d—1.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a nonempty open set U such that h(z) :=
W;([z], [2])=;([z], [y]) = rforall 2 € U. By Lemma[4], /N is open and dense, so we may
shrink U so that U € Q,NQ7. Then, by Lemma @7, it follows that Vh(z) = v](z)—v](2) =0
for z € U. Since v}(2) € [z] and v}(2) € [y], we obtain the contradiction [z] = [y]. O
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Proof of Lemma[5]]. Semialgebraicity follows from By being a projection of the V' section
of the semialgebraic set B defined in Lemma Let N := N, for some w € P(G). Then
G - N = R? by Proposition 56l Fix V € R™* and consider the semialgebraic lift of By

Ly = {({z}{-1,p, 2. y) €R)" x RF x (RY)?:
(2] # [), = * + Iyl = 1, € N,y € N,
Uy, ([z]: [2]) = Wy, (], [y]) = d([z], [y]) - (Vp): Vi € {1,... . n}}.

Observe that By is a projection of Ly on the {z}", coordinate. Denote by II,,, the
projection of (R%)" x R* x (R%)? on the components (p, x,y). By conservation of dimension

(Proposition [9(c))), we get

dim(By) < dim(Ly) < 1L, (L dim(I12} (p, z, y) N Ly).
im(By) < dim(Ly) < Mgy ( VH(p,m,y)ré‘rif;(LV) im(TL, (p, z,y) N Ly)

Observe that dim(IL,,,(Ly)) < (2¢ — 1) + k since z,y € N and p € R* contribute 2c + k
degrees of freedom while the condition ||z||* + ||y||> = 1 takes away one. It now suffices to
show that

dim(IL} (p,z,y) N Ly) < n(d — 1)

pry
for every (p,z,y) € L, (Ly). To this end, fix (p, x,y) € I, (Ly) and observe that

dim (1152, (p, 2,9) N Ly)

= dim {{ZZ ;‘:1 S (Rd)n : \Ilpi([zi]’ [l’]) - \iji([zi]’ [y]) = d( IL [y]) ) (Vp)l Vi e {17 s an}}
<n- max dim{z€eR: U;([2], [z]) — ¥;([z],[y]) =}

1<j<[mo(G)|
reR
<n-(d-1)
where the last inequality follows from Lemma [57. This finishes the proof. O

6 Local Avoidance at Principal Points

The purpose of this section is to show that 2c + k£ — 1 generic templates suffice for a coorbit
filter bank to locally avoid a fixed or generic k-dimensional subspace at principal points.

Theorem 58. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. Fix sort indices
Py pn €41, |m0(G)|}. Then, for a fired or generic V€ R™* and generic zy, ..., 2, €
RY, the coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R™ defined by ®([z]) := {V,,([zi], [z])}1n, locally avoids
im(V') at every x € P(G) provided n > 2c — 1+ k.

In particular, when k£ = 0 and with n generic templates, the coorbit filter bank is locally
lower Lipschitz at every x € P(G) provided n > 2¢ — 1.
We also settle Problem [I§] for the case of groups acting freely on the sphere:

Theorem 59. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. If the action of G is
free on the sphere, then n'(G) < 2c.
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In fact, Theorem (B8 with fixed V' and Theorem [(9l follow immediately from the following
lemma. The case of generic V' in Theorem [58 follows by a similar argument as in Remark [B5]

Lemma 60. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. Fizn € N, k € Zsy and
Py bn € {1, |mo(G)|}. For z1,...,2, € RY, denote by ®: RY/G — R" the coorbit
filter bank defined by ®([x]) := {¥,,([zi], [z]) }1oy. For V € R™* consider the failure set

Cy = {{z}, € RY)": @ fails to locally avoid im(V) at every x € P(G)}.
Then, Cy is semialgebraic and dim(Cy) <nd—1— (n—2c—k+1).

The rest of this section is dedicated to proving Lemma We need the following lemma
which is essential in reducing the proof to the linear algebra of singular value decompoisitions.

Lemma 61. Suppose G < O(d) is compact, x € P(G) and z,,y, — x with [z,] # [yn].
Then, there exists a nonzero uw € N, such that

|20 — ynll

|u|| = lim inf ————% € [1, 00)
=00 d([zn], [yn])
and such that for each i € {1,...,|mo(G)|} and for each z € Q' the following convergence
holds after taking subsequences
Wil D) = WL ED i
([zal [yn])
Proof. The proof is technical and is postponed to Appendix [B.2l O

For n > ¢ and a matrix X € R"*¢, we denote by 0.(X) the minimum singular value of
X. When n < ¢, we take 0.(X) := 0. Then, Lemma [6I] immediately yields the following
interesting corollary.

Corollary 62. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. Fix sort indices
Py €41, |mo(G)|}. Forz, ..., 2, € RY denote by : RY/G — R™ the coorbit filter
bank defined by ®([z]) := {Vy,([z], [2])}iiy. Then, forz € P(G), ® is oo({{v2 (), ) }is|n, )-
locally lower Lipschitz at x.

Proof. Let x,,y, — « be such that [z,] # [y,]. By Lemma [6I], there exists nonzero u € N,

such that |jul] > 1 and
_ u "
Qan. ) — ] - {<v§;<x>, —>}
ull /)iy

The result now follows by taking norms and using [ju|| > 1. O

Proof of Lemmal6l. Semialgebraicity follows from Cy being a projection of the V' section of
the semialgebraic set Cp() defined in Lemma [I5l Let N := N, for some w € P(G). Then,
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G - N = R? by Proposition Denote by @) the difference quotient corresponding to ® and
put Ps(G) := SN P(G). Fix V € R™* and consider a semialgebraic lift of Cy,
Wy = {({z}i-1,2) € (RY)" x (P5(G) N N) : ® does not locally avoid im(V) at =}
= {({ZZ}?:l,l’) € RN x (Ps(G)NN) : Ip € R Ve € Rog, I, yo € RY,
[z0] # [yo] A 1Q (w0, 40) — V| < € Afzol, [yo] € Bpay(e)}
Observe that Cy is a projection of Wy on its {z;}7_, coordinate.

For ({z}1, z) € (RY)" x (Ps(G) N N) with associated Voronoi coorbit realizers denoted
by v; := v?i, define I, (.1 := diag ({1y,)20}1~;) € R™". By Lemma [T, it is semialgebraic
in ({z},z). Now, let I:= {I € R™" : I = diag{e;}7,,{e:}7; € {0,1}7~,}. We have a
partion Wy = (J; o Wi where

Wi = {({z}1,2) € RY"x(Ps(G)NN) : I .,y = I and ® does not locally avoid im(V) at z}.

To the end of bounding dim(Cy) < dim(Wy ) = max; e dim(Wi), we fix a dimension max-
imizing I € T and proceed with bounding dim(W{). Without loss of generality, we take
{j : I;; =1} = {1,...,m} for some m € {0,...,n}. Denote by Il the projection of
({zi}1~y, ) — x. By conservation of dimension (Proposition (9(c))),

dim(Cy) < dim(Wy) < dim(Ha(Wi)) + max  dim(II; ' (z) N WE).

z€llz (W)

Observe that dim(Ily(Wi)) < dim(Ps(G) N N) = ¢ — 1. Tt now suffices to fix z € Tl,(W{)
and show that dim(Il; ' (x) " W) <nd —1— (n—k — ¢).

Let ®; denote the coorbit filter bank corresponding to templates {z;}; and sort indices
{pi}m,. For {z}7, € Iy (z) N Wl and by definition of I € I, we have that {z}7, €
IT2, Q% and {z}i,, 1 € [17,,1(Q%)°. Next, let V;, € R™*™ denote the truncation of V/
that only keeps its first m rows. By Lemma [6I], we have

{2}, leE—{{zz leH@pz-' (@), Yoo ) O im( mm}.

Note that F is semialgebraic. We obtain

I (z) N W C E x ﬁ (Qri)©

i=m+1

Since dim (T]7,,.1(Q%)) < (n—m)(d — 1), we get
dim (T *(x) N WE) < dim(E) + (n — m)(d — 1).

It now suffices to show that dim(E) < md — 1 — (m — k —¢). We lift E to
Ep = {({Zi};zb {uiiZ m vaz sm({(vs, ) [ v\joy i) Nim(Viy,) # @
AHg it € G,z = giv; We[m]}.
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Let m; and my denote projections on the {z;}, and {v;}"; coordinates respectively. Then,
E = m(FL) and for any {v;}", € m(EL), we have d1m(7r2 ({vi})) < m(d — ¢) since
each z; has at most d — ¢ degrees of freedom in the fiber. By conservation of dimension
(Proposition [0(c)), it suffices to show that dim(m(Er)) < mc — 1 — (m — k — ¢). Since
VPi C N, we have

m(Br) C F = {{ui}it, € N* - im({(vi, ) | vy Yimy) Nim(Vy) # &}

where we note that F' is semialgebraic. By identifying N, with R¢ we lift to the space of
singular value decompositions

Fr ={({v;}"0, U, B, W) € (RE)™ x RE*(D 5 pLrixemt) o gmxte=1)
UTU =1d,—s AWTW = Ide_y A{{vs, ) |re}imy = WSUT}
U{({vi}2, U, B, W) € (R)™ x R x D x R™: UTU = Id, AW'W = Id,
A (3v € im(V,), 30 € O(c), v is a column of WO) A {(v;, -)|re}12y = WEU" }.

where D is the space of diagonal matrices with nonnegative entries. We note that F,
is semialgebraic and F is the projection of Fj, onto the first component {v;}7™,. Let m,
denote the projection onto the other three components (U, 3, W). Then, the fibers of 7, are
singleton. Hence, by conservation of dimension (Proposition , it suffices to show that
dim(7,(FL)) <mc—1—(m —k —c¢). We have

To(Fr) i= { (U, B, W) eReX(D x DLt o grxtel) . T = 1,y AWTW =1d,, }
U{(U, S, W) R x DL x R™: UTU = Id. AW'W = Id,
A Fv € im(V;,),30 € O(c), v is a column of WO}.

We count dimensions. For the first set and by orthonormality constraints, it holds that X
has ¢ degrees of freedom, U has c¢(c — 1) — ¢ — ¢(c — 1)/2 degrees of freedom and W has
m(c—1)—(¢c—1) — (¢ —1)(c — 2)/2 degrees of freedom. The total degrees of freedom are
mec — 1 — (m — ¢). For the second set, if some v € im(V},) is a column of WO, then ¥ has ¢
degrees of freedom and U has ¢? — ¢ — ¢(c — 1) /2 degrees of freedom. With O € O(c) fixed,
WO has m(c — 1)+ k — ¢ — c¢(c — 1)/2 degrees of freedom. These degrees of freedom also
account for a right action of O(c — 1) which keeps v as a column of WO. Then, W may
only get an additional dim(O(c)/ O(c—1)) = ¢ — 1 degrees of freedom. By summing up, the
dimension is bounded by mc — 1 — (m — k — ¢) and the result follows. O

In fact, from the proof above, we have

Corollary 63. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety c. Fix sort indices
Py pn €41, |m0(G)|}. Then, for generic z1,. .., z, € R%,

oc({{v%; (2), ) Yialw) > 0

for every x € P(G) provided n > 2¢ — 1.
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7 Strong Avoidance Reduction to Full Groups

Definition 64. For a compact subgroup G < O(d), we denote
Fg:={r cR*: G, =G}.
We say that the action of G is full if Fi; = {0}.

Note that Fj is the largest invariant subspace over which the restriction of G is full. In
this section, we show how strong avoidance for a group G reduces to its action on Fg:

Theorem 65. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Let F := Fg and denote by Gp. < O(F*)
the restriction of G to F*-. Then, ng(G) < nytaim(r)(Grr) and n'(G) < n'(Gpr) + dim(F).

Once we show the following lemma, the proof of Theorem 63l follows:

Lemma 66. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and F := Fg, and denote by Gpr < O(F1) the
restriction of G to F*+. Then, for k >0 and m > k + dim(F), it holds that

WP (G) = min{m — k — dim(F) + 1, o} g (Gro) -

Proof of Theorem[63. Denote f := dim(F). First, we tackle the assertion n'(G) < n'(Gp1)+
f. By definition of n'(Gp.),

vt (Gpo) >m—k—f—n'(Gpr) + 1.
By Lemma [66] and with m > k + f, we have

v (G) > min {m —k — f+ 1,0, [(Gps)}
2m—k—f+1+min{0,v,2”+f(GFL) —m+k+f—1}
>m—k— f+1+min{0, —n'(Gp.)}
>m—k—f+1-n(Gpr)
The inequality still holds when m < k + f since v}*(G) > 0 and n/(Gpi) > 1. Then, the
assertion n'(G) < n/(Gp+1) + f follows by definition of n'(G).
Next, we tackle the assertion ny(G) < nj4f(Gpr). By Remark[I7 recall that ng r(Gpy) >

k+ f. Then, for m > ny4¢(Gpr) > k+ f, Lemma 60l entails that v;*(G) > min{m —k — f +
Loy ((Gpi)} > 0. By definition of ng (G), it follows that nix(G) < ngyf(Gpr) as desired. O

The rest of this section is dedicated to proving Lemma [66l First, we need to unpack how
the coorbit map and the quotient distance interact with the decomposition Fg & Fg .

Lemma 67. Fiz a compact group G < O(d) and a sort index i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. Let
F := Fg. Denote by Pp and P the orthogonal projections of R? onto F and F'* respectively.
Then, for y,z € R?, it holds that

Ui([2], [y]) = Wil[Pr2], [Pry)) + (Prz, Pry)

and
d([2], [y))? = d([Pr 2], [Pry])® + || Prz — Pryl®.
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Proof. Note that by the G-invariant orthogonal decomposition RY = F @®¢ F*, we have
Id = Pr + P#, Pfg = gP# and Prg = gPp = Pp for any g € G. The first equality is by
orthogonal decomposition and the second equality follows from the following computation

Pig = Pgg(Pr+ Pg) = PrgPr + PpgPp = gPp.

The last step follows from the G-invariance of F and F'*. The third equality Prg = ¢Pr = Pp
follows by a similar computation and the observation that g fixes F'.
Then, for any K € my(G), we have

C([#o, o, K) = sup{kz,y) = (Prz, Pry)+sup(kPgz, Pry) = (Ppz, Pry)+C([Pr2lo, [Piylo, K)

keK keK

so that the first assertion follows by sorting. For the second assertion and by the Pythagorean
Theorem, it holds that

lgz = ylI* = 1P (92 = 9I* + | Pr(9z = 9)II* = lgPrz — Pryl* + | Prz — Pryl|*.
The assertion then follows by taking the minimum over g € G on both sides. O

Proof of Lemma[66. Fix arbitrary templates {z}7, € (R%)™ and arbitrary sort indices
{pi}™,. Denote the corresponding coorbit filter map by ® and the corresponding differ-
ence quotient by Q. Fix V € R™*. Suppose that ® fails to strongly avoid im(V'). Then,
there exists sequences =, — = and y,, — y such that [z,] # [y.], d([z.], [yn]) = |20 — ynll,
and lim,, 00 Q(Tn, yn) € im(V). By Lemma [67, the following holds for every i € {1,...,m}

Wy, ([2i): [2]) = Wp,([2]: [yn])
d([zn], [ya])
_ d([Prza), [Pryn]) 9y ([Prail, [Pran]) — Yy, ([Pral, [Prys))
d([zn], [yn]) d([Pgn], [Prya))
| Pran — Pryal . Prx, — Pry,
d([xn], [yn]) <PF || Ppa, — PFyn||>

Q . L _ . d([Pf;xn]v[P}%ynD e ”PFxn_PFyn”
where we define 0= ol = 0. Set wy,, = B (SR TS I > 0 and wsy, = SIS > 0 and

Uy 1= % € F. Denote by ® . the coorbit filter bank with group Gp. < O(F4),

templates { Pi 2}, and sort indices {p;}™,, and denote by Q. the corresponding difference
quotient. Then, for every i € {1,...,m}, it holds that

Q(Xny Yn) = Wi - Qpr (P, Py, + Wap - (Przi, un) (8)

where we take Qp.(Pgay, Piys) := 0 if w1, = 0. By Lemma 67, we have w}, + w3, = 1.
Then, take a subsequence such that w;,, — w; for j € {1,2} and w, — u € F. There are
three cases of interest
(i) If w; = 0, then wy = 1, u € F NS and lim,,_,00 Q(7, yn) = (Pr2i,u) € im(V). As
such, im({(Przi, )| r\fo} iz1) Nim(V) # 2.
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(i) If wy = 0, then wy = 1 and lim,, 00 Q(2n, yn) = lim, o0 Qp1 (Pia,, Piy,) € im(V) C
im(V)+Hm({(Przi, )| r}",), so Qp. fails to strongly avoid im(V')+im({(Prz;, )|}y )-

(iif) If wy, wy > 0, then lim, oo Qpr (Pitn, Piryn) = o= limy, o0 Q(Zn, Yn) + (Przi, —%2u) €
im(V)+Hm({(Prz, )| r}™,). Again, Qg fails to strongly avoid im(V)+Hm({(Prz;, ) |r}1%;).

We obtain that N{{/pi}ﬁl C A, U Ay where

N‘{/pi}gl = {{(Prz;, PFz)}™, € (F x F+)™|® fails to strongly avoid im(V)},
Av = {(Prz, Prz) Yy € (F x O™ [im({{Przi, )| oy i) Nim(V) # 7},
Ay i= {{(Przi, Prz) Yy € (F x FF)™|Qp. fails to strongly avoid im(V) + im({(Prz;, -)|r}i)) }.

Note that A; and A, are semialgebraic. Denote f := dim(F"). We bound dimensions of A,
and Aj using conservation of dimension (Proposition[9(c)). For Ay, {Ppiz;}7, has m(d— f)
degrees of freedom. Next, either {(Prz;,-)|m 0y }i2; does not have rank f or there are at
most k degrees of freedom for the witness of intersection v € im(V) Nim({(Prz;, -) | p\foy } 121 )-
Then, by a singular value decomposition argument as in the proof of Lemma [60], the degrees
of freedom of { Prz;}7, are bounded by mf —1— (m — f — k). Hence, dim(A4;) < md—1—
(m—f—k).

For A, {Prz;}, has mf degrees of freedom and for each fixed {Prz;}7,, we have
{{Prz;, )| p\ 0} }7; has rank at most f, so there exists W € R™ (+/) guch that im(W) =
im(V) +im({(Przi, )| F\(o} }i21). Then, by definition of v}’ ;(Gp1), we get

dim{{ Pz}, € (FH)™ :®p. fails to strongly avoid im(W) } < m(d — f) — vy p(Gpe).

By conservation of dimension, we obtain dim(Az) < md — v, ;(Gpr). Since Nép HE

A1 U Ay, it follows that md — dim(N‘{/pi};il) > md —max{dim(A4;),dim(As)} > min{m — k —
f+ 10 (Gpo)}. Since Voand {p;};2, were arbitrary, the result follows. O

8 Strong Avoidance for Groups with Finite-Index Sta-
bilizers

Definition 68. Fix a compact subgroup G < O(d). We say H < G has finite index if G/H
is a finite set. We say G has a finite-index stabilizer at € R? if G, has finite index. We
say G has finite-index stabilizers if G, has finite index for every z € P(G)°.

In this section, we investigate the local avoidance behavior at points with finite-index
stabilizers (Lemma [[3). More importantly, we solve Problem [I§ for the case where G has
finite-index stabilizers:

Theorem 69. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with finite-indez stabilizers and cohomogeniety
c. Then, n'(G) < 2ec.

With Theorem [69 and as in Remark [55, we obtain
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Corollary 70. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with finite-index stabilizers and cohomogeniety
c. Fix sort indices py,...,pn € {1,...,|mo(G)|}. Then, for a fived or generic V. € R™*k
and generic zy,...,2z, € R, the coorbit filter bank ®: RY/G — R" defined by ®([x]) :=
{U,.([z], [x]) }}_y strongly avoids im(V') provided n > 2¢ + k.

In particular, when k& = 0, the coorbit filter bank is bi-Lipschitz provided n > 2¢. For
the sake of completion, we give a classification for such class of groups:

Theorem 71. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Then, G has finite-index stabilizers if and
only if G is a finite group or G acts either freely or transitively on the sphere in F5. In fact,
one of the following cases occurs:

(a) G is a finite group.
(b) G act transitively over the sphere in Fg.

(c) G=S5'CC and R = C' R/ such that for g = e € S* and (c,v) € C' B R/, the
action is given by e“(c,v) = (e?c,v).

(d) G =S% CH and R? =23 H' ® R/ such that for g = q € S® and (c,v) € H ® R/, the
action is given by q(c,v) = (qc,v).

(e) G=5"x,7/27 and R? 2 (C?)! & R* & RS where ¢ : Z/27 — Aut(S?) is defined by
©(0) being the identity and (1) being conjugation, such that for g = (¢, j) € G and
({(22p—-1, 22p) Yoy, 01, 02) € (C?) @ R* @RS, the action is given by

0 . ({(e®20p—1, €% 29p) Yoy, 01, 02) Jj=0,
(6267.7> . ({(Z2 —1 %2 )}l: 7U17U2) = Y I _p .
" rr ({(—e"Zp1, €"Z5p) touy, —v1,02)  j=1.

Proof. The proof is technical and is postponed to Appendix [Cl O

While the class of groups with finite-index stabilizers is limited, we hope that the induc-
tion method we follow in this section informs future developments towards strong avoidance
and /or bilipschitz properties for coorbit filter banks.

The rest of this section is dedicated to proving Theorem[69l For H < G, denote Fix(H) :=
{r € R": H = G,}. Then, by Section 7.4 in [27], Fix(H) is open in the linear space
Fix(H) = {xr e R*: H C G,}. We need the following corollary of classification

Corollary 72. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with finite-index stabilizers. Then, every
nonprincipal stabilizers contains the entire principal conjugacy class (Gp) of G.

Proof. By Theorem [T1, G has finite-index stabilizers if and only if either (1) G is a finite
group or (2) G acts freely on the sphere in Fi or (3) G acts transitively on the sphere in
Fgz. In the first case, there are finitely many proper l-eigenspaces for the finitely many
nonidentity elements of GG so the principal isotropy group is trivial. In the second case and
due to freeness, G also has trivial principal isotropy group. In the third case and due to
transitivity, the only nonprincipal stabilizer is G itself. The result follows. O
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We also need the following lemma:

Lemma 73. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeniety ¢ and identity component
Go. Suppose x € P(G)° and G, has finite index. Set F = Fix(G,). For pi,...,p, €
{1,...,|m(G)|} and 2, ..., z, € R?, denote by ®: RY/G — R™ the coorbit filter bank defined
by ®([z]) == {¥,,([z], [x])}1o;. Then, for V € R™*  consider the failure set

Dy = {{z}l, € (RY™ : @ fails to locally avoid im(V) at every x € Fix(G,)}.
Then, Dy 1s semialgebraic and
dim(Dy) <nd—1—(n—k—2dim(F) + n'(Ge|r1)).

Proof. Fix V € R™*. Semialgebraicity follows from Dy being a projection of the V section
of the semialgebraic set D defined in Lemma Set F:= Fix(G,) and f := dim(F). By a
lifting technique as in the proofs of Lemmas 54l and 60, we fix a witness of failure x € FNS¢1.
We note that the space of such witnesses has dimension at most f —1. Then, by conservation
of dimension, it suffices to show that dim(D{,) < nd — (n —k — f + n'(G.|p+)) where

Dy = {{z}1-, € (R?)" : ® fails to locally avoid im(V) at z}.

By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma [60, we may assume that there exists
m € {0,...,n} such that after modifying D{,, we have

{ZZ}? m—+1 S H:L m—l—l(Qpi)C
{zi}m, € {{zi}my € TTi, Q% : @y, fails to locally avoid im(V;,) at =}

for {z;}7_, € D{. Here, V,, denotes a truncation of V' to its first m rows and ®,, denotes the
coorbit filter bank corresponding to templates {z;}7, and sort indices {p;}I*,. Since G, has
finite index, we have that [z] is finite and so with [ := size([z]), there exists hy, ...,k such
that [z] = {h;z}i_; and Q¥ = Uy<j<i(h; - VP'). For each z; € Q¥ there exists h; € {h;}}_,
such that h;z; € VP, By taking a finite union over the possibilities of h; and since there are
at most (n —m) (d — 1) degrees of freedom contributed by {2}, it suffices to show that
dim(Dy, ) <md — (m —k — f +n'(G;|pr)) where

Dy = {{z}l € HVpZ ®,,, fails to locally avoid im(V;,) at z}.

=1

Fix arbitrary {z;}7*, € D{, and let Q,, denote the difference quotient correspoding to ®,,.
By definition of DY, | there exists sequences z;,y; — x such that [x;] # [y;], d([z,], [y;]) =
|z;—y;, and lim,, o0 Qum(x;,y;) € im(V;,). By Lemma|34(b)|and for large enough j, we have
Uy, (2], [25]) = Ui (2l [25]e.) and Wy, (2], [y]) = ¥, ([zde.. [yi]e.) where pf = p; + 1

mod [1o(Ga)| + 1 Then, since d((z;], [5]) = 125 — 331l = da (27}, [lc,), the Tollowing
holds for every i € {1,...,m}

U, ([, [2)) = U (=) )y (Bl [ilen) — O3 ([2dess i)
d([z;], ly;]) N da, ([xile.. [yile.) '
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We obtain that D, is a subset of {{z}2, € (RY)™ : ®$* fails to strongly avoid im(V,,)}.
By Theorem [65 and the definitions of v}*(G) and n/(G,), it follows that

dim(Dy, ) < md — v"(G) <md — (m —k —n'(G,)) <md— (m—k— f—n'(Gy|pr)),
as desired. ]

Proof of Theorem[69. Fixn € N, k € Zsoand py,...,p, € {1,...,|m(G)|}. Fix z1,..., 2, €
R? and consider the coorbit filter bank ®: R?/G — R™ defined by ®([z]) := {¥,.([z], [#])}7,.
We argue by induction on d. First, the case d = 1 is trivial since all nonzero points are
principal so the result follows from Lemmas [B4] and [60l Assume that for dimensions [ €
{1,...,d—1}, every compact G < O(l) with finite-index stabilizers satisfies n'(G) < 2¢. Fix
V € RV let x € P(G)¢ and denote F := Fix(G,).

Let ¢ be the cohomogeneity of G,|pr < O(F1). We claim that G,|r. has finite-index
statbilizers and cg”j = ¢ — f. By Corollary [[2] G, contains all of (Gp). The stabilizer
in G, of y € F*, given by G, N G,, is either in (Gp) or has finite index. As such, G,
has finite-index stabilizers and the dimension of a G,-principal orbit in F* is given by
(d—f)— cgi = dim(Gy) — dim(G,) = d — ¢ where p € P(G). We get that cgﬁ =c— f and
the claim follows.

Hence, by induction n/(G,|3,) < 2¢ — 2f. By Lemma [73] we get dim(D$*) < nd — 1 —
(n — k — 2¢) where

Dy o= {{z}1, € (RY)": @ fails to locally avoid im(V') at every « € Fix(G,)}.

Since G has finite-index stabilizers, the set S := {H < G : 3z € P(G)¢ H = G,} is finite.
Hence, by taking a finite union of DSI over S and by combining that with the bounds in
Lemmas 54 and 60} we obtain n/(G) < 2c¢ as desired. O

9 The Component Voronoi Characteristic and Con-
nected Reduction

In this section, we mimic and generalize the Voronoi characteristic developments in Section 3
of [29]. The main goal is to find quantities X;{Tzi}gl(G) < XE(G) < |mo(G)| (Definition B3)
with which we are able to reduce the problem of strong avoidance to the identity component
of the group. When fixed sort indices are considered, we obtain the following reduction:

Theorem 74. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and sort indices py,...,p, € {1,...,m(G)}.
Fiz V€ R™*_ Then, for any generic templates zy, ..., z, € RY, the corresponding coorbit

filter bank ® strongly avoids im(V') provided n > X;{Tﬁi}gl(G) - (nk(Go) — 1).
With all sort indices considered, we obtain the following result:
n T
Theorem 75. Fiz a compact group G < O(d). Then, v} (G) > U,E P (@] (Go) and ng(G) <
Xro(G)(1k(Go) — 1) + 1.

The rest of this section aims to set up all the tools necessary to the end of proving
Theorems [74] and
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Definition 76. Fix a compact group G < O(d) and a sort index ¢ € {1,...,|m(G)|}. For
each z,y € R, we define

S¥([2]o, [ylo) = {lalo € mo([y]) : Vi), N Viiy, # @}

In words, the components of [z] and [y] decompose R into component Voronoi cells in
different ways, and S*([z]o, [y]o) captures which closures of component Voronoi cells corre-
sponding to [y]o are needed to cover V[;]O. This is captured in part (b) of the following
lemma:

Lemma 77. Fiz compact G < O(d), sort index i € {1,...,|mo(G)|}, x,y € R%, and T C
mo([y]). Consider the statements:

(a) T 2 S*([zo, [ylo)-
(0) Upoer Vi 2 Vit
(¢) For every z € R%, there egists [v]y € mo([2]) such that Wy([2], [2]) = C([v]o, [x]o, Go) and
T 0 {plo € mo([y]) : Wi([2], [y]) = C([v]o, [plo, Go) } # 2.
Then (a) < (b) = (c), and furthermore, (c) = (b) holds if i = 1 and x € Py (G).

Proof. (a)=-(b). Select q € my([y])\T. Since S*([z]o, [y]o) C T, it follows that V ﬁVZ] = Q.
Thus, (V)¢ 2 V{,, and since (V; ) is closed (Lemma [38(d)), we get (V[I]O)c . qu
meaning V[fﬂo N V[;b = &. As such,

V[;}Ong\( U )

[dlo€mo([yD\T

plo€T

The result now follows from the fact that the right-hand side is closed.
(b)=-(a). Select [¢q]op € m([y]) \ T". Then our assumption on 7" implies

Vib Vi U Ve U Vi, < (V)
[plo€T ploemo([y])\{lglo}

As such, Vi), NV, =@, and so [glo & S*([7]o, [ylo)-

(b)=-(c). By Lemma B8] take [v]y € m([z]) such that W;([z], [x]) = C([v]o, [z]o, Go) and
ONS % By assumption, there exists [w]y € T such that v € m so that by Lemma B8]
[wlo € {[plo € mo([y]) : Wi([2],[y]) = C([v]o, [plo,Go)}. Then, [w]y witnesses the desired
nonemptiness.

(c)=(b). Suppose x € Pr,(G) and [2]o € V};;,. Then, Lemma B9 gives that [z]o € V[,
By definition, it follows that {[z]o} = arg maxp),er(:]) ([*]o; [Plo)c,- By assumption, there

exists [v]o € {[z]o} such that T'N arg maxg,ery ) {dlo, [V]o)qo # @. That is, by Lemma [38]
there exists [p]o € T such that [z]y € V[;] This shows that V[x]o C Uper V[;}O, and so we are
done by taking closures. O
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Definition 78. Define the auxiliary set Oy, ({(zi, i) Y11, G) :== Pro(G) N,

Zz]()
In the following corollary, (a) follows from Corollary ] while part (b) follows from
Lemma [T7]

Corollary 79. Fiz compact G < O(d), z1,...,20 € R, p1,....pn € {1,...,|m(G)|}, = €
O({(zlapz)}?zl, G), and Yy - Rd,
(a) For every i € {1,...,n}, the set {[p]o € mol([zilo) © Yy, ([2], [z]) = C([p]()u[x](]’GO)}

consists of a single element v;([z]o).

(b) There is a nonempty set F([z]o, [y]o) of choice functions f: {1,...,n} — m([y]) such
that

f(@) € 57 ([2]o, [ylo) N {Iplo € mo([y]) = Uy, ([2], [y]) = C([vi(2)]o. [Plo, Go) } # @

In words, |[z;]o is realized as v;([x]o) with respect to [z]o while [y]y is realized as f(i) €
SPi([x]o, [y]o) with respect to v;([z]o). The importance of what we have introduced thus far
will shine once we show how it interacts with the following quantitative interpretation of
strong avoidance:

Definition 80. Given compact G < O(d), V € R™* {z1}", € (RY)" and py,...,p, €

{1,...,|m(G)|}, the optimal strong avoidance bound for the corresponding coorbit
filter bank ® is denoted by
. O([z]) — (y]) .
oS {(z,p) )y, V)= inf d( ,im(V) ).
Pt V) e fyIeR/G de([7], [y]) )
z]#[y

When p; = 1, we shorten the notation to ¢, ({z:}71,V). When n = 0, we take 0%, (&,V) :=
0. Moreover, for V € R"™* and I C [n], we denote by V; € RI!I*F the truncation of V which
keeps the rows corresponding to indices in I.

Remark 81. ® strongly avoids im(V) if and only if oS, ({(z:, pi) 1y, V) > 0.

The following theorem shows how we can leverage all that we have introduced thus far to
reduce a coorbit filter bank with a nonconnected groups into a max filter bank with the iden-
tity component of said group, by passing through the buckets supplied by StPit=i([x]o, [y]o)
defined below:

Theorem 82. Given compact G < O(d), V. € R 2,....2, € R and py,...,p, €
{17"'7‘7T0(G)‘}? put "
S ([]o, [ylo) == Uiy SP([2]o, [y]o)

and put

1/2
a{(z,pi)}ie, V,G) == inf max ( Z ot ({vz( )}iefl(w),Vfl(w))Q) ’

x,y€O0({(2i,pi)}1=1,G) fEF (z,y) n
westPiti=1([z]o,[yo)

where v;(z) and F(x,y) are defined as in Corollary[T9. The coorbit filter bank ®: RY/G — R"
defined by ®([z]) := {V,,([z], [x]) }}=; satisfies

Oanin ({202 =y, V) = al{ (20, ) Vo, V. G).
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Proof. 1t suffices to prove

HCP([HS]) — o([y])
d([«], [y])

forallv € im(V') and z,y € O({(2;, pi) }1—1, G) with [z] # [y]; this follows from the continuity
of the left-hand side and the density of O({(z;, p;)}1-y, G) in R% As such, we fix v € im(V)
and x,y € O({(zi,pi) }1, G) with [z] # [y], and we select f € F(z,y) that maximizes

3 080 ({0 Vies-1 0w Vi)

[w]oeSPiti=1([z]o,[y]o)

— v

> a({(z,pi)}ie1, V. G)

BydCorollarym we have Wy, ([z], []) = (wvi([2]o), [#]o) o and W, ([2]; [y]) = (wvil[2]o), (D))o,

12([=]) — @([y]) — d([=], [y)v]*
= Z (Goilllo). [2ohas — (uillalo), F(@D)ay — d([a], [y])v:)®
= > Y (uillelo). [2lohas — (uilado), [wlo) o — d(a], [y])v:)*

[wloesPiti=1 ([z]o,[y]o) (€S ()

(vi([z]o), [#]o)co — (ui(lz]o), [w]o)co d([z], [v]) ’
= > > - vi ) - day([z]o, [wo)”
[wloes iYi=1 ((zlo,[ylo) 1€/ (w) ( dao (L]0, [wlo) daa (Lo, o) )
= > o8, ({0i(@)Yier10) Viorw)” - deo (2o, [w]o)?
[woestPii=1([z]o,[y)o)
> a({(zi,p) 1oy, V. G)? - d([2], [y])?,
as desired. ]

Next, we pass through the worst-case scenario

Definition 83. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and let py,...,p, € {1,...,|m(G)|}. The
component Voronoi characteristic of G corresponding to {p;}!, is given by

{pitie, Q) = S{pi}?:l
AG) = (SO (ol o)

where P (G) and S'([z]o, [y]o) are defined in Definitions 4] and The total Voronoi
characteristic is defined by

Almo(G)]
(@) =X (@),
In addition, given V€ R™* 2 ... 2, € R and py,...,pn € {1,...,|m(G)|}, we define

« Zis Di :-L_ y V, G) = min min O'Gp Kizi icls Vi).
({( g >} =1 ) Ig{l,---f} (Kibiere(ro(G)! min ({ } el I)
[1=n/xp =1 (@)
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Remark 84. Xfféi}?:l(G) < XL (G) < |mo(G)| and by the pigeonhole principle, &({(z;, pi)}iey, V. G) <
a({(zi, pi) }ic, V. G).

Proof of Theorems[74 and [73. Fixsort indices py,...,p, € {1,...,|m0(G)|}. For z1,..., 2, €
R? let ® denote the corresponding coorbit filter bank, and let ®: R?/Gy — R™ denote the
max filter bank defined by ®¢([z]o) = {{[zi]o, [T]o)c, } i, Fix V € R™*. Consider the
semialgebraic sets

My = {{z}™, € (RN)™ : & fails to strongly avoid im(V)}

and
Ny = {{z}", € (RH)" : ® fails to strongly avoid im(V)}.

It suffices to show that for n € N,

nd — dim(Ny) > Ig?ll,lf.l,n} |I|ld — dim(My,) > ICI{?}?,n} |I|d — dim(My,)

11>n/x 2 =1(G) 11>n/x%,(G)

Fix arbitrary {z}, € (RY)". Let I C [n] and {K;}ic;r € (m0(G))! be such that
1] > n/x P (@) and a@({(zi,p:) 11, V, G) = 090, ({K;ziYier, Vi). Then, by Theorem
and Remark B4l we get

agin ({(Zivpi>}?:17 V) > a({(zivpi)}?:lv V, G) > 55({(%‘7]%)}?:17 V, G) = O'ﬁ?n ({Kizi}iéfv VI)

As such, if {z}, € Ny, then {K;z}ier € My, and so {z}ier € (K, Vier - My,. Tt follows
that

Ny C U U {{Zz Py e RN {zitier € {K; hier - MVI}'
IC{L..n}  {Ki}ier€(mo(G)!
11>n/xEi=1(G)

The union is finite and so we bound dim({K; '}sc; - My,) for fixed I and {K;}ic;. By Go-
invariance of My, and for any k; € G such that Gok; = K;, we have dim({K; *}ic; - My,) =
dim((k; ')ier - My,) = dim(My,) where the last step follows since the left action of (k;!)ie;

K3 K3

is an isometry of (R%)!. Then, dim(Ny) < (n — |I|)d + dim(My,) and so

dim(Ny) < Icr{riax } (n —|I|)d + dim(My,).
11>n/xE, (G)

The result now follows by rearrangment. O

Remark 85. The action of G on R induces an action of mo(G) on R?/G given by metric
space isometries. We label the orbit of [x]y € RY/G under mo(G) by mo([x]). The Voronoi
decomposition V[;}O in RY descends into a Voronoi decomposition of RY/Gy compatible with

the action of mo(G) where the coorbit map is thought of through sorting quotient distances in
ascending top-to-bottom order i.e. smallest goes first.
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10 Minimal Reduction for Generic Max Filtering Avoid-
ance
In this section, we show that the problem of strong avoidance for max filtering with a group

G is equivalent to the same problem when G is replaced by its minimal reduction:

Proposition 86 (Section 1.2 in [19]). Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Then, there exists
H < O(p) such that H has trivial principal isotropy and R¢/G is isometric to R? /H.

Definition 87. When H has minimal dimension in Proposition B@ we call H a minimal
reduction of G.

The main results are stated in the following lemma and corollary. The following lemma
shows that max filtering is an orbit space isometry invariant

Lemma 88. For j € {1,2}, suppose G; < O(d;) are compact. Suppose there exists an
isometry ¥: RN /Gy — R%2/Gy. Letn > 1, k > 0 and fix V € Rk, For [2],...,[z.] €
R% /G; and G-invariant semialgebraic sets Y;, consider the following statements:

o Pi([Y;], {lz]}iz1): The maz filter bank g, : R% /G — R"™ defined by g, ([2]) =
{([=]. [zi]) @, Yiey locally avoids im (V') at every [y] € [Y]].

o W;({[z]}iz1): The max filter bank ¢, : R% /G — R" defined by g, ([2]) = {{[z], [2:] ) e, izt
weakly avoids im(V).

Then,
(a) P([V1] {[z]}) <= B@(]), {¢([z]) i)
(b)) Wi({lzl]}iz,) <= Wa({v([z]) Fizy)-

The following corollary shows that genericity of strong avoidance of max filtering is
invariant to orbit space isometry:

Corollary 89. In addition to the notation and assumptions in Lemma [88, suppose that
W(N]) = [Ya]. Then, Pi(V1], {[]}io1) (resp. Wi({[zi]}ii1)) holds for generic i, ..., 2, €
R if and only if Py([Ya], {[z:]}y) (resp. Wo({[zi]}y)) holds for generic 2, ..., 2, € R%.

Before providing the proofs, we need

Lemma 90. For j € {1,2}, fit G; < O(d;) and suppose that there exists a homeomorphism
o: R" /Gy — R®2/G,y. Let S; CRY be semialgebraic and Gj-invariant. If [Ss] = im(y|(s,),
then dim(Sy) < dy if and only if dim(Sy) < ds.

Proof. By semialgebraicity and invariance, we have

< Sj contains an open set

<= [9;] contains an open set.

The result now follows from continuity of ¢ and 1. O
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Proof of Lemma[88. For w € R% denote the orbit of w by [w];. By Section 5.1 in [19], we
may assume 1([0];) = [0]o. By Proposition we have for z,y € R%

2(([z)s, [yh) = ll=1* + llyll* — &*([z):, [yh)
= d*([z]1, [0]1) + d*([yls, [0]x) — d*([=]s, [y]1)
= d*(¥([z). [0]2) + *(&([y]1), [0]2) — @* (W ([z]), ¥([z]2))
= 2w ([z]1), ¥ ([y]))-

As such, max filtering is ¢-invariant and the result follows. O

Proof of Corollary[89. By LemmalIf] the sets Cy, := {{[z]}1=, € (RY)™ : Pi([Y;], {[z:]} 1)}
are semialgebraic. The result now follows by applying Lemma to the component-wise
actions of G over (R%)" with

Sy = {lzltiz, € ®RY/G)™ : Byl {[zi]})}

Sy = {{lzllizs € R®/Go)" : Py([¥al, {[=i]}i)}
and ¢: (R")"/GT — (R%)" /G is the n-fold product of ¢. A similar argument follows for
W;({lzl}n)- [

11 Max Filtering Local Avoidance at Regular Orbits

Definition 91. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeneity c¢. The set of regular
points is defined by
R(G) = {r e RY: dim([z]) = d — ¢}.
Equivalently, for z € R? and for a principal isotropy group G, < G, we have = € R(G)
if and only if dim(G,/G)p) = 0.
In this section, we leverage minimal reduction (Definition 87) to show that with enough

templates, max filtering locally avoids a fixed subspace at every regular point. In the case
of coorbit filter banks, we refer to Section [A for a reduction to max filter banks.

Theorem 92. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and let H < O(p) be a minimal reduction
of G. Let xp = maxzepm) |H.|. Fiz'V € R™¥*  Then, for generic z,...,z, € R%, the
corresponding maz filter bank ®: RY/G — R™ given by ®([z]) = {{[z], [2:]) }1o; locally avoids
im(V') at every x € R(G) provided n > xg(2c + k —2).

The proof of Theorem [02]is almost immediate once we establish the following key lemma:

Lemma 93. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with trivial principal isotropy group. Fix'V €
R™* and put x := max,epq) |Gz|. For z1,...,2, € R, denote the corresponding maz filter
bank by ®: RY/G — R"™. Then, the set

Ry = {{z:}", € (RY)™: ® fails to locally avoid im(V') at every v € R(G)}

15 semialgebraic and it holds that

dim(Ry) < nd — 1 — dﬂ —k—20+1).
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Proof of Theorem[92. An isometry ¢: R?/G — RP/H maps [R(G)] to [R(H)] isometrically.
This is because by Proposition 1.8 and the discussion that follows it in [20], [R(G)] and
[R(H)] are characterized by having tangent cones of maximal dimension and tangent cones
are isometry invariants. The result now follows by Corollary B9 and Lemma O

The rest of the section is dedicated to proving Lemma [03] We benefit from a characteri-
zation of regular points through the notion of local open Voronoi cells.

Definition 94. Fix a compact G < O(d) with identity component Gy. For z € R?, we define
the local open Voronoi cell V!°¢ through the following characterization: we say z € Vo
if there exists an open neighborhood U of z and an open neighborhood V' of = such that

VgeV, |arg sup (p,q)|=1.
pE(z]oNU

Lemma 95. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with trivial principal isotropy group. For x € R?,
the following statements are equivalent:

(a) x € R(G).
(b) z € VI implies x € V!°°,
Proof. See Appendix [A.4l O]

In the following proof of Lemma 03] we will refer to a technical result in the appendix,
namely Lemma [TT2

Proof of Lemmal[93. We proceed in a similar manner to the proof of Lemma Let N :=
N, for some w € P(G). Then, G- N = R? by Proposition F6. A witness of failure
r € R(G)NS* 1NN has at most ¢ — 1 degrees of freedom. Having n —m templates in (Q%)®
allows for at most (n — m)(d — 1) degrees of freedom so we may assume m templates are in
Q! and show that those templates have at most md —1 — <m —n+ {ﬂ —k — c) degrees of
freedom after truncating V' to Vj,. In such case, each template has a version of it in V! and
with such versions fixed, there are m dim(G) = m(d — ¢) degrees of freedom for the orbits of

those versions. As such, we may assume each template is in V! and show that those have
at most mec—1 — (m —n+ {ﬂ —k— c) degrees of freedom. Since m —n < [%W — [ﬂ, it
suffices to bound the degrees of freedom by mec — 1 — ([%W —k— c). Stated precisely, our

aim to show that dim(Df, ) <mc—1— q%—‘ —k— c) where

Dy = {{z}, € (V)™ : @ fails to locally avoid im(V,,) at x}.
The bound is trivial when [%-‘ < c+k—1thatism < x(c+k—1). As such, we assume
m > [%-‘ >c+ k. Let

E = m ﬂ {{zi}i € (No)™ : {(hazi, -) bies s injective
(i} €(Ga)™ IC{1,...,m} and im({(h;z;, ) }ier) Nim(Vy) = {O}}

1=[%]1
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We show that Dy, C (N,)™\ E, and we bound dim((N,)™ \ £). To show Dy, C (N,)"\ E
we make use of the technical Lemma [I12] stated and proved in the appendix. There, we
denote

SH(z,2) ={w € [o] : V([], [2]) = (w, 2)}

which we will refer to in the next paragraph.

Suppose there exists {z;}7_;, € Djy N E. Let @ denote the corresponding difference
quotient. Then, there exists sequences x;,y; — x such that x;,y; € N,, [z;] # [y;] and
lim; o Q(xj,y;) € im(V). It suffices to show that there exists I C {1,...,m} such that

|| > {%—‘ and u € N, with ||u]| > 1 such that after taking subsequences, the following

convergence holds
Uy ([, [2:]) — Wa(lyyl, [2:])

d([x;], [ys1)
for i € I where w; € [z]q,. This way, we obtain the contradiction im({(w;, -) }ser) Nim(V7) #
{0}. Take subsequences so that the limits lim; o, S'(2;, ;) C Gz and lim; o S*(24,y,) C
G,z exist for every i. By pigeonhole principle, there exists h € G, and I C {1,...,m}
such that || > m > e+ k and L([zi]) == limy e S (25, ;) N limyee S (2, hy;) # @ for
i € I. As such and by G,-invariance of N, (Proposition 2II), we adjust the sequence (y;);en
into (hy;)nen and we show that Lemma applies to the sequences (z;);en and (y;)jen-
For i € I, let w; € L([z]) = L([w;i]). By injectivity of {(wj,-)}icr, we get that {w;}ier is
spanning for V! and hence of Lemma [I12] holds. Moreover, of Lemma [I12 holds
by Lemma[95l Hence, (9) holds by Lemma[I12. We obtain that Dj, C (N,)™\ E as desired.

To bound dim((N,)™ \ E), we view it as a finite union so that we may fix arbitrary
{h}7, € (Gy)™and I C{1,...,m} with |I| = {%—‘ , and we count the degrees of freedom of
{zi}, € (V1™ such that {(h;z;, ) }ier is injective and im({(h;z;, ) }ier) Nim(V;) = {0}. In
fact, since N, is G-invariant (Proposition 21]), we may as well take h; = Id and proceed. The
templates {2;};¢; roam free with (m — |I|)c degrees of freedom, and by a similar argument

as in Lemma B0 for m(EL), the degrees of freedom for {z;}ic;r are bounded by |I]c — 1 —
([I| — k — ¢). Hence, the combined bounds yield the desired bound dim((N,)™ \ E) <

mc—l—d%-‘ —k:—c).

= (wi, u) (9)

O

12 Bi-Lipschitz Embeddings of Orbifold Quotients

In this section, we go through the classification of groups whose actions have an orbifold
quotient (when restricted to the sphere) to the end of showing that for those groups and
with enough generic templates, max filter banks admit strong avoidance and/or bi-Lipschitz
properties.

12.1 Preliminary on Polarity and Infinitesemal Polarity

Definition 96. Consider G < O(d) with closed orbits. We say the action of G is polar if
there exists a subspace ¥ C R?, called a section, such that ¥ orthogonally intersects every
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orbit of G, ie., G-X = R? and for every x € ¥, the tangent space of the orbit [x] at
resides in the orthogonal complement Y+. We say the action of G is infinitesemally polar
at x € RY if the action of G, on the invariant subspace N, is polar.

The following result shows that orbit spaces of polar actions are orbit spaces of finite
actions. Part (a) is immediate, part (b) is given by Propositions 1.2.1 and 1.3.2 in [17]
along with Proposition 6 and the remark that follows it in [I3], while part (c) is given by
Section 2.3 in [19).

Proposition 97. Consider a compact G < O(d) with identity component Go. The following
statements hold:

(a) For ¥ C R%, the action of G is polar with section Y if and only if the action of Gy is
polar with section .

(b) If the action of G is polar with section X, then the inclusion ¥ — R? induces an
isometry of ¥/H and R?/G, where H is the largest subgroup of G under which X is
wnvariant. Furthermore, H is finite. If G = Gy, then H is a finite reflection group.

(c) If RY/G is isometric to R¥/H for some k € N and some finite H < O(k), then the
action of G s polar.

Next, infinitesemally polarity at a point is equivalent to the orbit space being an orbifold
near that point.

Proposition 98 (Theorem 1.1 in [25]). Consider a compact G < O(d) with identity compo-
nent Go. The following statements are equivalent:

(a) The action of G is infinitesemally polar at x.
(b) The action of Gy is infinitesemally polar at x.
(¢) The sectional curvature of [P(G)] is uniformly bounded near [x].

(d) The quotient R?/G is an orbifold near |x].

The following result is a classification of groups whose quotients are Riemannian orbifolds
when restricted to the sphere.

Proposition 99 (Theorem 1.4 in [18]). Suppose G < O(d) is compact with identity compo-
nent Gy. Then, ST /G is a Riemannian orbifold if and only if at least one of the following
cases occur:

(a) The action of Gy, or equivalently G, is polar.
(b) Go =U(1) and its action is a sum of non-trivial irreducible C-representations.

(c) Go = SU(2) and its action is a sum of non-trivial irreducible and even-dimensional
C-representations.

(d) Gy has cohomogeneity 3.

(e) Go has the same orbits as one of the representations listed in Table[D. Here Si (1) is

the Z%th hemisphere of the round n-sphere of radius r and hence curvature 1/r.
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G Po Conditions Orbit Space

Spin(9) R @RY  — S2.(1/2)
SU(n) C"eC* n>3 S2(1/2)
U(n) CreCr n>2 S3(1/2)
Sp(n) H'¢H* n>2 S (1/2)
Sp(n) x U(1) C*MxC* n>2 St.(1/2)
Sp(n) x Sp(1) R" @R n>2 S2.(1/2)
T? x Sp(n) CgeC™ n>2 S2 .1 (1/2)

Table 1: Quotients with constant curvature 4

12.2 Groups with a Polar Action

Groups with polar actions constitute part (a) in Proposition When the action is polar,
we have the following result:

Theorem 100. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with polar action of cohomogeneity c. Fix
V € R™ . Then, for any generic templates zi,...,z, € R%, the corresponding max filter
bank ® strongly avoids im(V') provided n > 2c+k if G is not connected and providedn > c+k
if G is connected.

In the case of coorbit filter banks, we refer to Section [ for a reduction. The proof of the
theorem follows immediately from the following lemma

Lemma 101. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with polar action of cohomogeneity c. For
2,..., 20 € R denote by ® the corresponding mazx filter bank. Then, for V. € R™F,
consider the semialgebraic set

Dy = {{z}, € RY™: ® fails to strongly avoid im(V)}.

Then, dim(Dy ) < nd—1—(n—k—2c¢) if G is disconnected and dim(Dy) < nd—1—(n—k—c)
if G is connected.

Proof. Let ¥ be a section. By Proposition @7, the inclusion ¥ < R? induces an isome-
try of ¥/H and R?/G, where H is the largest subgroup of G under which ¥ is invariant.
Furthermore, H is finite, and if GG is connected, then H is a finite reflection group.
Suppose {z;}", € Dy. Then, there exists sequences z;,y; € R? such that lim;_,, Q(z;,y;) €

im (V). We may translate (z;);en, (y;);en and {z;}i-; so as to belong to the section ¥. Then,
by Proposition and the first paragraph, ([z;]c, [zile)e = ([%;lu, [2:]g) # and similarly
for y;. Moreover, d([z;]q, [y;la¢) = d([z;]a, [y;]m). Hence, by accounting for n(d — c) degrees
of freedom in the orbits of {z;}",, we reduce the problem to G = H and R? = ¥ where
now we need to show dim(Dy) < nc— 1 — (n — k — 2¢) when H is finite, which follows
from Theorem [69] and dim(Dy) < nc—1— (n — k — ¢) when H is a finite reflection group,
which follows from reducing the problem to a Weyl chamber of the action and arguing with
singular value decomposition as in the proof of Lemma [60l O

Remark 102. The above proof does not extend to coorbit filter banks as they may not be
invariant under isometry of the orbit space when |mo(G)| > 1.
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12.3 Groups with an Almost Free Action

Definition 103. For a compact G < O(d), we say G has an almost free action if G, is finite
for every x € ST1,

Note that G is almost free if and only if Gy is almost free. By Section 3.2 in [18], the
only almost free actions of connected groups are given by (b) and (c¢) in Proposition @9 In
such cases, the principal isotropy group is trivial by the discussion preceeding Lemma 2.1
in [I§]. Then, Lemma 03] applies, and when combined with Lemma [54] and Theorem [74], we
obtain the following result:

Theorem 104. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and its identity component Gy has an al-
most free action with cohomogeneity c. Let Y = maxgegi1 |Ge N Go|. Fiz V € R™* and
Py pn € {1, |m0(G)|}. Then, for generic zy,...,z, € R, the corresponding coorbit
filter bank ®: R?/G — R" strongly avoids im(V') provided n > |mo(G)| - x - (2c +k —1).

12.4 Groups with Cohomogeniety 3

We now consider the case when a group is connectded and has cohomogeneity 3, that is
part (d) in Proposition We may assume the action is nonpolar since that yields case (a).
Moreover, we may assume dim(G) > 1 since otherwise, G = ST acts on R* 2 C? in which
case F; = {0} implies that the action is almost free and Fi; # {0} implies that the action is
polar.

Theorem 105. Suppose G < O(d) is compact with cohomogeneity 3, dim(G) > 1 and
nonpolar action. Fiz V. € R™ . Fiz p1,...,p, € {1,...,|m(G)|}. Then, for generic
templates zy,...,2, € R, the corresponding coorbit filter bank ® strongly avoids im(V)
provided n > |mo(G)[(12 4+ 2k — 1).

Proof. The case of nonconnected groups follows from the case of connected groups by levarag-

ing Theorem [74] and the bound X;{T?HL:l < |mo(G)|. As such, we assume G is connected. In

particular, coorbit filter banks are max filter banks in this case. When viewing R* as C?,

denote ” ”
Hol’1 = { {60 699} 10 e R} and H3’2 = { {60 629} 10 e ]R} .

By Section 4 of [31], it holds that X, ; := S3/H," is isometric to $%(1/2), the round 2-sphere
of radius 1/2, and X, := S*/H,? is isometric to a non-round 2-sphere with metric
2sin”(p/2) 4 cos?(p/2)

1 d@%dﬁ}, 0<6<2m, 0<op<m.

Then, by Section 5 in [31], RY/G is isometric to R*/H where one of the following cases
oceurs:

(i) Hy = Hy" and my(H) is generated by reflections in Isom(S2(1/2)) = O(3).

(ii) Hy = Hy? and |m(H)| = 2 with the nontrivial element being a reflection across the
great circle with = 7 in Isom(X;5) = O(2).

46



Here, mo(H) is viewed as a subgroup of Isom(S?/H,) (see Remark B5]). In both cases above,
1SY([z]o, [yo])| = 1 for all [z]o, [ylo € S*/H,. As such, x it/ =1 (H) = 1 and the result follows
by Theorem [[4 and Theorem [[04] (wherein x < 2). 0O

12.5 Groups with Hemispherical Quotients

The following result treats the case of hemispherical quotients. Note that case (e) in Propo-
sition is only concerned with the identity component having a hemispherical quotient.
In general, when the group is not connected yet its identity component has a hemispherical
quotient and when coorbit filter banks are considered, one may turn the bound below into
n > |mo(G)|(2¢ — 1) using Theorem [[4l The result is limited to bi-Lipschitz bounds, but we
believe the proof can be extended to strong avoidance of subspaces.

Theorem 106. Suppose G < O(d) is compact and S /G is isometric to S5 (1/2) where
c is the cohomogeneity of G where p > 1. Then, for any generic templates z1, . .., z, € R?,
the corresponding max filter bank ® is bi-Lipschitz provided n > 2c.

Proof. The orbit space R?/G is given by a cone (S57'(1/2) x Rxo)/(S5:(1/2) x {0}) such

that every [z] € R?/G can be expressed as (uy, ||z|) where u, := [x/|z||] and where we take

the convention ﬁ = 0.

Moreover, dga;;((tz, 1), (uy,1)) is given by the minimal chord-length minge¢ || 9Tar ﬁ“
Y

while dsﬁl(l /) (ug, uy) is given by the minimal geodesic arc-length mingeq dgdfl(gﬁ, m)

where dga-1 is the arc-length metric on the sphere in R?. From elementary geometry, the
two are related by

(10)

drajc:((tg, 1), (uy, 1)) = 2sin < 5

ds;;l(l/z) (uz, uy) )
By the radial Pythagorean Theorem (Lemma 12 in [9]), the square quotient metric is
given by

dyayc((ua, |21), Cuy, [91D) = Nl = IyID?* + llzll -yl - dgaj (e, 1), (uy, 1)). (11)

Now, consider the continuous homeomorphism ¢: S57'(1/2) — S57'(1) € R® given by
rescaling. We take a continuous extension of ¢ to R?/G by defining ¢([x]) := ||2]|* - o(uz).
This is again a homeomorphism. Then, by the half-angle trigonometric identities and since
the rescaling doubles spherical geodesic distance, we use (I0) and compute

dger (U;{;,u )
df@d/c((um, 1), (uy, 1)) = 4sin ( St (1/22) y )

. 2 (dS;Jrl(l)((p(ux)a(p(uy)))
= 4sin




In the last step, we only choose the positive square root of the half-angle formula for cosine

since dscll(l)(ap(ux),gp(uy)) < 7 for every o(uy), p(u,) € S57'(1). Hence, combining the
P

above with Proposition 29(a)|, we obtain

@ﬂim»zﬂﬂﬁmm-¢l+<¢ p(uy)) %Wﬂ )l (ly )H+<([D ply)) (12)

Observe that by rearranging (I2) and using Proposition 29(a)] along with ||o([z])]] = ||z||?
and ||o([y])]] = ||ly||*, we get the following equality which we shall refer to later in the proof:

le(]) — e(wDII?
d([z], [y])?

Now, consider any principal template z; € P(G). Then, —¢([z]) ¢ im(¢) because p > 2
and the principal stratum in S /G is precisely the (manifold) interior of the hemisphere
S;jrl(l /2). As such, the following quantity is finite and continuous provided z # 0, y # 0
and z; € P(G)

= d*([a], [y]) + 4{[=], [v])- (13)

Cleva,y) = [VIAEDTTAEDT+ (o@D, oD+ VTGN + o), 2 (=) -

For x # 0, it holds that C'(z;, x,z) < oo is given by

-1
Czi ) = [2allVI+ (plw), p(w))| (14)
Then, for arbitrary x,y, € R? and z; € P(G), we use (I2) and we rationalize to obtain

(), () = (1], [=])
d([z], [y])
1C%JwmeWWﬂHWMXWH—MW HWMD—MMW<MMDHMMD—MM)>}

V2 d([«], [y]) T ) “le(l=]) = (Dl

Now, let n > 2¢ and consider a max filter bank & corresponding to templates {z;}1, €
P(G)™. By Theorem [53] we have that & is injective for generic {z;}, € P(G)". As such it
suffices to show ® is locally lower Lipschitz at every z € S¢1 for generic {2}, € P(G)".

To this end, suppose by contradiction that there exists a nonempty G™-invariant open
set U C P(G)™ such that for {z;}, € U, ® fails to be locally lower Lipschitz at every
r € ST 1. In particular, ©*([U]) is nonempty and open in R where the homeomorphism
o (RY/G)" — (R°)" is given by the n-fold product of . Next, considering the open
continuous mapping h: R\ {0} — S°! given by h(z) = z/|z| and its n-fold product
h: (Re\ {0})™ — (S°1)™ which is also open and continuous, we obtain that h™ o ¢"([U]) is
nonempty and open in (S°71)". We shall refer to this fact at the end of the proof.

Now, consider templates {z;}"; € U. Then, there exists [z] € ST~!/G such that ® fails
to be locally lower Lipschitz at z, meaning there exists sequences z;,y; — x with [z;] # [y;]
and d([z;], [y;]) = |lz; — y;|| such that lim;_,. Q(z;,y;) = 0 where () dentoes the difference
quotient corresponding to .

= (15)
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By ([13)), (I4)), (15) and the reverse triangle inequality |||z, || — ||ly;]|| < ||z; —y;]|, we obtain
that there exists nonzero u € R® and b € R such that [|ul]| = 1, |b] < 1 and after taking
subsequences

(lzgl, =] — (lyil, L) el
d([Ij]’ [y]]) \/5\/1 + <90(u:c)a @(uzz)>

[(p(ugz), ) +b].

Namely,
' 1 ) — oDl el — o)
C 2 gl =yl lo(lzs]) — ey DI

and
1 lim (5] + Nyl Ul ]] — ||yj||)_
2 jooo 25 — y;ll

b:=

Since lim;_,o, Q(z;,y;) = 0, we obtain that (¢(u,,),u) = —b for each i € {1,...,n}. It
follows that the linear map To := {{¢(uf.,), ) }ieq € R"*¢is either non-injective or it satisfies
im(7Tp) Nspan(1) # {0} where 1 is the vector of all ones. Such conditions may not hold for
¢(up,]) in a nonempty open subset of (S°)", provided n > ¢+ 1. This contradicts the fact
that so far, ¢(up,)) € V := h" o ¢"([U]) has been arbitrary and V' is nonempty and open.
The result follows. 0

13 Discussion

While we have found that enough generic templates suffice for coorbit filter banks to be
bi-Lipschitz (more generally, strongly avoidant) in the case of actions whose spheres have
orbifold quotients, the following fundamental question which is weaker than Problems 14l
and [I§ remains open for general compact groups:

Problem 107. Does there exist a compact group with which every coorbit filter bank fails
to admit bi-Lipschitz bounds no matter the size or form the templates take?

We conjecture that the answer is false and one way we believe this can be tackled is by an
inductive step on stabilizers acting on the tangent and normal spaces of a point (for example,
in Section [ we used an induction step in the simpler case of finite-index stabilizers). This
approach could require a much larger number of templates than would ever be necessary
but it would at least provide a negative answer to the question posed. The first example of
smallest dimension we can think of where the question is unresolved is the real irreducible
representation of SO(3) acting on R”. Investigating this example could aid in resolving the
problem for all compact groups.

For the stronger Problem [I8, Lemmas [54] and [60 can be viewed as a step forward towards
a solution. It is left to extend those to similar results of local avoidance at nonprincipal
points. This remains an open problem even for regular points where we had to pass through
the size of potentially arbitrarily large finite stablizers.

Nonetheless, we have shown that with sufficiently many generic templates, coorbit filter
banks are locally lower Lipschitz at principal and regular points. A natural next step is to
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aim for tackling orbifold points by potentially making use of infinitesemal polarity in Propo-
sition @8 Adapting the proof of Theorem 2.2.1 in [I7] to the context of compact subgroups
of O(d) could be informative for this task although we leave it for future work.

On the technical improvement side, we conjecture that Lemma [03] holds with G having
nontrivial principal isotropy groups. For that, the arguments in Appendix [A.4] would need
to accomodate for that change. If the conjecture holds, then one may drop the necessity for
minimal reduction in Theorem [92] and the assumption of trivial principal isotropy group in
Lemma[@3l Either way, with our proof methods, we may still need to pass to a characteristic
X6 = MaXyer(q) |Gz/Gp| where G, is a principal stabilizer in G,.
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A Differential Geometric Arguments

A.1 Cut point symmetry for non-complete Riemannian manifolds

Lemma 108. Let M be a Riemannian manifold and let [z],[z] € M. Suppose that the
following hypotheses hold:

(i) There exists a minimal geodesic ¥" joining [x] to some [p] € M such that [z] is in the
interior of ¥ and " |[g)[2 s the unique minimal geodesic joining (] to [z].

(ii) There exists a neighborhood U of [x] such that for every [p] € U, there ezists a minimal
geodesic joining [z] to [p].

(iii) If [x;] — [z] and o; are minimal geodesics joining [z] to [z;], then o; — ~ where v is
the unique minimal geodesic joining [z] to [x] i.e. the reverse parametrization of v".

Then, |:]-[=] Temains minimizing shortly beyond [x].

Proof. Let v : [0,d([#], [x])] — M be the unique minimal geodesic joining [z] to [z] as
in the first hypothesis. Then, there exists v € T|,;M such that y(t) = expy,(tv) where
exp: TM — M is the Riemannian exponential of M. By Proposition 5.19 in [24], the
exponential map is smooth and its domain is open. It follows that expy,(tv) is defined in a
neighborhood of d([z], [x])v € Tj,) M.

We seek to show that expy,(fv) remains minimizing for ¢ shortly beyond d([z], [z]). Suppose
otherwise for the sake of contradiction. We closely follow the proof of Proposition 13.2.2
in [14] which treats the case of complete manifolds. Let {¢y + ¢;} be a sequence in which
g; > 0 and ¢; — 0. By the second hypothesis and by taking large enough i, there exists a
sequence of minimizing geodesics o; joining [z] to expy,((to + &;)v) and let 0;(0) € Tj,)M be
the corresponding sequence of tangent vectors at [z]. By the third hypothesis, o; — v and
0;(0) = 7(0).

We show dexpy, is singular at to'(0). Suppose otherwise for the sake of contradiction.
Then, there exists a neighborhood W of ty7/(0) such that eXpp] ‘W is a diffeomorphism. By
definition of o;, y(to + ;) = 0;(to + €}) where €} < ¢;, because o is minimizing. Take ¢;
sufficiently small so that (to + ¢})07}(0) and (o + ¢;)7'(0) belong to W. Then,

expp((to +€;)7'(0)) = expy,((to + £5)03(0)),

hence (to +¢;)7'(0) = (to + €})07(0), that is 9/(0) = 07(0). This contradicts the assumption
that 7 is no longer minimizing beyond t,. Thus, there exists nonzero u € Tj;;M such that
dioy(0) €xppyu = 0. By Corollary 3.46 in [16], there exists a Jacobi field Y along v such
that Y(0) =0, Y'(0) = w and Y () = 0. In other words, [z] and [z] are conjugate along ~.
Now, let " [0,d([z], [2])] = M be the unique minimal geodesic joining [z] to [z]. Since 7"
is the reverse parametrization of v, [x] and [z] are also conjugate along 7". However, by the
first hypothesis, 4" remains minimizing shortly beyond [z]. This contradicts the fact that

minimizing geodesics lack conjugate points in their interior (Theorem 3.73 in [16]). O
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A.2 Note on Stabilizers

The following proposition shows that stabilizers can only “shrink” locally. The result is
well-known (see for example Lemma 6.3 and Corollary 4.13 in [27]) but we provide a proof.

Proposition 109. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Fiz i € {1,...,|mo(G)|}. Then, the
following statements hold for x € R?:

(a) If z € UL, then G, < G,.
(b) If 2 € Q', then (G.) < (G,).
(c) If v € P(G) and z € N,, then G, < G,.

Proof. For (a), if 2 € U’ and g € G, then 2z € g7 'U: NU! # & so by Lemma 3] ¢g7'z =z
and so g € G, as desired.

For (b) and by definition of Q, there exists g such that z € V;, C U},. Hence by (a),
G, < Gy = gG.g97" meaning (G.) < (G,) as desired.

For (c) and by (a), we have that for z € U!, G, < G,. By principality of z, we obtain
G. = G,. Tt follows that G, fixes U’ and since span(U’) = N,, we obtain that G, fixes N,
as desired. O

A.3 Proof of Lemma

Before proceeding, we note that by Proposition 109, if z € P(G) and z € V!, then G, = G,
and so z € P(G).

(a)=(b). From the above and since P(G) C P(G)), it holds that x, z € P(G,). Moreover,
for any ¢,y € R? and by Proposition 6, the minimal geodesics from [t]y to [y]o in RY/Gy are
precisely the orbital projections of straightlines from ¢ to arg max,ecpy, (p,t).

Now, by Proposition 27, we have that M, := P(Gy)/Gy is a Riemannian manifold and a
geodesic space. Moreover, since z € V! and V/ is open in N,, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
q:=z+ (2 —x)e € V. By definition of V; and by Proposition and for t € (g, 2], we
have that [t,z] is the unique straighline connecting ¢ to arg maxpc(,),(p,t) = {x}. It follows
that M, satisfies the first hypothesis of Lemma [T08 The second hypothesis follows from M
being a geodesic space.

For the third hypothesis, suppose [z;]o — [2]o and o; are minimal geodesics joining [z]y —
[2;]o. Then, o; are projections of straightlines connecting z to elements of arg max,ecz,), (p, 2)-
In the limit, every element of arg maxyc[s,), (p, 2) converges to x. This is because for p # = €
[z]o, we have (z,p) < (z,z) and so the inequality remains true in a neighborhood of = and p.
As such, o; converges to the projection of the unique straightline from z to x and the third
hypothesis holds.

It follows by Lemma [I08 that the straigthline from z to x remains shortly minimiz-
ing to [z]o. The implication z € V; now follows from Lemma B9 Proposition and
Lemma .

(b)=(a). By Proposition 27, P(G) is dense and by Lemma 4] @Q° is dense. As such,
select y € P(G) N Q' and after translating assume y € P(G) N V. By assumption, z € VyZ
and by the note in the beginning of the proof, we obtain that z € P(G) as desired.
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(b)=-(c). This is immediate.
(c)=(a). As above, select y € P(G) NV}, By assumption, z € Q}, so x € V), for some
g € G. Since gy € P(G), we obtain z € P(G) as desired.

A.4 Proof of Lemma

(a)=>(b). Suppose x € R(G). Since G has trivial principal isotropy group, we obtain that

G, is finite. Denote V, := V!. Equip G with a bi-invariant metric ~¢.

Claim 1: There exists an open neighborhood U of the identity e in G such that U = U~!

and U7'U NG, = {e}.

Proof: The claim is folklore but we provide a proof. Denote the multiplication map by

mg: G x G — G. Take an open neighborhood W of the identity such that W NG, = {e}.

Then, for a simple open neighborhood Wy x W, C mg' (W), take U = (WiNWo)N(WNW) L.

|

Claim 2: The multiplication map F': U x V,, = U - V,, is a diffeomorphism.

Proof: Surjectivity and smoothness are immediate. For injectivity, take u; € U and s; € V,

such that u;s; = ussy. Then, s = ul_lu282 implying ufluQVx NV, # @ and so by Lemma [43],

ul_luQ € G, NU'U = {e}. Hence, u; = uy and s; = so. Lastly, it is a submersion since at

(u,s) € U x V,, the image of the differential dF'(u, s) is Ts @ Ny so it has full rank. [ |
Consider the smooth submersive projection my: U x V, — V,. We obtain a smooth

submersion 7 := myo0 F'~1: U -V, — V, which restricts to the identity on V, and whose fibers

are given by 77 1(q) = U - q for ¢ € V.

Claim 3: Equip V, with the metric vy (dm(Xs),dn(Ys)) = (X,,Y5), for X,, Y, € N, and

s € V.. Then, v is well-defined and makes 7: (U - V., (,)) — (V,,7) into a Riemannian

submersion.

Proof: First, we compute the differential of 7. Let g denote the Lie algebra of G. Then, a

tangent vector to u € U may be viewed as g, - u where g, € g. A local y5-geodesic at v in

the direction of g, - u has the form exp.(tg,) - u. By the product rule and with s € V, and

sy € V, =T,V,, it follows that

dF (u, s)|(gyus) = %[(eXpG(tgp) cu) - (s +tsy)] L_O =gp-us+u-s.
Observe that g, - us € T,s and u - s, € Nys. As such, for v € R¢, we decompose v =
(us;) ® (gpus) € Nys @ Tys where s; € N and g, € g, and we obtain dF~*(us)|, = (g,u, s¢)
and hence dm(us)|, = s;. It follows that the kernel bundle, i.e. the vertical bundle, of
dm is the orbit tangent bundle of U - V, while the orthogonal complement of that, i.e. the
horizontal bundle, is the orbit normal bundle of U - V,. Moreover, the following equivariance
relationship holds
dm(us)|us, = u - dm(s)]s,

Since u is an isometry, we may equip V, with the well-defined metric (s (dm(X,), dn(Y5)) :=
(X, Yy), for XYy € Ny and s € V.. With this metric, 7: (U - V,, (,)) — (V,7) becomes a
Riemannian submersion. |
Claim 4: For p € V,, there exists a neighborhood U, of = in V,, such that the following holds
for ¢ € Up:
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(i) G,U, C U,.
(ii) Straightlines from p to (defacto well-defined) distance minimizers in Uq all lie in U - V..

(iii) If g € G is such that ||p— gq|| < d(p,Uq), then gq € Uhq for some h € G, and it holds
that [p, gq] C U - V.

Proof: Take any sequences ¢, and g, such that ¢, are distance minimizers from p to Ug,, and
¢, — = and ¢, € V,. Let w, € U be such that ¢, = w, - ¢,. We may take a subsequence
such that w, — w € U and hence ¢,, = ¢ = w -2z € Uz. Then, c is a distance minimizer
from p to Uz since for every g € U, we have d(p, g¢,) > d(p,c,) and by taking the limit,
we obtain d(p, gz) > d(p,c). Since p € V,,, we have that z is the unique distance minimizer
from p to Gx. It follows that ¢ = z and w € U NG, = {e}. Next, by Proposition and
Lemma [p,x] C V, and also [p, ¢,] = [p, x| uniformly. It follows that for large enough
n, [p, ¢n) lies in the open set R-V, containing [p, z]. Then, there exists an open neighborhood
U, of z in V, such that assertion (ii) holds. We shrink U, so that G,U, C U,.

Now, suppose there is a sequence g, € G and ¢, € U, with ¢, — z such that ||p—gng.| <
d(p,Ugy). Then, after taking subsequences, we may assume g, — g € G and by taking limits,
we obtain ||p—gz| < d(p,Uzx) = ||p—z| = d(p, Gx). By minimizer uniqueness, we get gr = x
and so g € G,. It follows that g, is eventually in U - G,. Moreover, [p, g,g,] is eventually in
the open set U - V,. containing [p, z|. As such, we may shrink U, so that assertion (iii) holds.
Lastly, assertion (i) follows by shrinking U, again. [

Denote by V) the space V, equipped with the metric . For ¢ € V., we denote the point
7(q) in V¥ by its fiber Ug.

Claim 5: Suppose p € V,, and ¢ € U,. Then, minimal geodesics from Up to Uq in V) exist
and are precisely the m-images of straighline distance minimizers from p to Uq in U - V.
Proof: Let ¢, : [0, L(c)] — V) be a unit-speed geodesic joining Up to Uq where L(c) denotes
the length of ¢. Suppose that L(c) < d(p, Uq). By local lifting of geodesics (Proposition 2.109
in [16]), there exists 0 =ty < t; < --- < t,, = L(c) and for i € {0,...,n — 1}, there exists
pi € ey (t:)) NV, and giy1 € T (e, (ti41)) such that [p;, gi41] are straighlines connecting
pi to Upi;y entirely lieing in U - V, and horizontally lifting ¢, |, +,,] to U - V,, starting from
p;. We take py := p and p,, := ¢. In particular, observe that Z?:_Ol lgic1 — pil] = L(c).

Take u; € U such that ¢; = u;p;. Then, by equivariance of lifting, ¢;;1 — p; has the same
direction as w;11(¢iyo — Pit1) = Uix1Qiv2 — Giv1 for i € {0,...,n — 2}. It follows that there
exists {g;}1", € G"™! with gy = e, such that the straighline segments [g;p;, g;¢i+1] are parallel
with non-overlapping interiors and their union is [p, g,q] and has the same length as L(c).
It follows that L(c) = ||p — gnq|| < d(p,Uq) and hence by the previous claim there exists
h € G, such that g,q € Uhq and also [p, g,q] C U - V,. It follows that the very initial lift of
¢, starting from p does not terminate and Uhg = Uq i.e. hq = g and L(c) = d(p,Uq) and ¢,
has a straighline minimizing lift as desired.

[ |
Claim 6: The hypotheses of Lemma hold for V) with respect to Uz and Uz for z € V.
Proof: With z € V,,, there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ = z+(z—z)e € V,. Then by Lemma ,
the straighline [g¢, x] satisfies the first hypothesis. The second hypothesis follows by consider-
ing a neighborhood U, as in the claim above. The third hypothesis follows by taking limits
of straight line minimizing lifts to the unique straightline minimizing lift. |
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We now finish the proof. First, we note that for all p;,p, € U and since U™! = U, we

have

d(p1,Upa) = d(U ™" py, pa) = d(p2, Upy). (16)
Let z € V, so that ||z — z|| = d(z,Ux). and let U, be as above. Then, Lemma entails
that the length of the straightline [z, z]| remains equal to d(z,Up) for p shortly beyond x.
By definition of U,, we have that [z,p] C U -V, and by (1)), we obtain that ||p — z|| =
d(z,Up) = d(p,Uz). Then, by Proposition there exists a neighborhood V' around x
such that for ¢ € V, there is a unique straighline minimizer from ¢ to Uz. It follows that
x € V!¢ as desired.

(b)=-(a). Since Q! and P(G) are G-invariant and dense, pick z € V! N P(G). Then, by
Lemma @3] we get Gz N V! = G,2. By assumption, we otain x € V' for every h € G,. By
definition of V)¢ and by Lemma 3, we obtain that the set B := arg minge(,) |l¢ — z| C V! is
discrete and G,-transitive. By Proposition [[09], we also have G, < G, for every ¢ € B. By
transitivity and the orbit-stabilizer theorem, we deduce that G, /G, is discrete and € R(G)
as desired.

B Local Behavior at Regular Points

B.1 Technical Lemma

Definition 110. Fix a compact group G < O(d). For a sort index ¢ € {1, ..., |m(G)|} and
z,z € R? we denote the set of realizing orbit elements of z with respect to x by

S'(z,2) = {w € [2] : Wy([2], [2]) = (w,z)}.
Remark 111. It holds that Si(z, gz) = g- S'(z,2) and S'(z,x) = S'(gz, ) for all z,z € R4
and g € G. In particular, S*(z,x) is G-invariant.

Lemma 112. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Suppose v € R? and i € {1,...,|m(G)|}. Let
Ty Y — T with [x,] # [yn] and x,,y, € N,. Suppose that the following hypothesis holds:

(H1) For every z € V!, it holds that x € V.

(H2) There exists a set S C V' spanning N,, such that for every q € S, the following limit
erists

L([g]) == lim Si(‘]axn) mnh_{go Si(‘]vyn) # 9,

n—oo

and q € L([q]).
Then, the following statements hold:

(a) After taking subsequences, the limits ug := lim,,_, ”Z:z:” e S and ¢y := lim inf
[1,00) ewist.

(b) Letu := coug. If z € Q. and if after taking subsequences L([z]) # & is nonempty, then
the following convergence holds after taking further subsequences

Vi([za], [2]) = Wi[yn], [2])
d([n], [yn])
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Remark 113. Note that u only depends on (x,)nen and (Yn)nen-

Proof. Take arbitrary ¢ € {1,...,|m(G)|} and z € @', and assume that after taking subse-
quences w € L([z]) # @. By G-invariance of (7)) with respect to z, we may translate z so
that w = z € L([z]). Let 2%, 2¢ — z where 2* € S%(z,x,) and 2¢ € S (z,y,).

By and since z € L([z]) C Si(z,2) C V!, we have x € V. Then, by definition of
V!e¢ there exists open neighborhoods V' of x and U of z such that

VgeV, larg sup (p,q)| =1,
pE(]oNU
so we may take subsequences so that z,,y, € V and z},2Y € U. Moreover, we define
v.: V. — [z] in such a way that v.(q) is the unique element in argsup,cp,nv(p,q). In
particular, since z € V!, we have v,(z) = z.
Note that 27 = v,(z,) and 2¥ = v.(y,) . Also, ||z, — yn|| # 0 since [z,] # [yn]. We get
that

Willen], [2]) = Yillynl: [2]) _ l2n = yall (20, v2(20)) = (g, v2(yn))

d([zn), [yn]) — d([xn), [yn]) |l zn — ynll (18)

Next, we have

(Zn, v2(2n)) = (Yn, V=(Yn)) :< T Un_ n)>_llvz(fvn) — v:(yn) | <$ Vs (Zn) — v=(yn) >

v n
[E | [Zn — ynl [v:(2n) — v (yn) |

1z =yl

where we take ﬁ := 0. By Proposition [35(b)}, the map v,(+) is smooth over V' and hence
locally upper Lipschitz there. Then, since x € V', there exists C' > 0 such that after taking
subsequences, we have

Ve \Tn) — Vz\Yn

Jos() — sl _

[ = n|

Moreover, since [z] is a smooth submanifold of R? and v.(z,),v.(y,) — v.(z), we get
% — t € T, »). Note further that € N, () since v.(x) is a distance mini-

mizer of x to a neighborhood of v,(z) in [z]y (Proposition [35(a)]). It follows that
v (@) — vs () <x ;) _UZ(yn)||>‘ < C‘<SL’ Uz (Tn) — v2(yn) >‘ — C'{z,t)] = 0.

20— ynll (@) = v:(yn) (@) = vyl
By taking subsequences, we have 2=k — ug for some ug € R? with ||Jug|| = 1. Tt follows

that
(T, 02(Tn)) = (Yn, V=(Yn))

[

— {(v,(x), up) = (2, up). (19)

Next, we claim that 1 < liminf, m is upper bounded. To this end, observe

that so far, 2 € Q% with L([z]) # @ has been arbitrary and uy € N, does not depend on z.
In particular, z may as well have been chosen to be in the set .S given by For 2/ € S,
we have v, (z) = 2’ so that (v,(x),ug) = (z/,up). Since S is spanning, we can pick 2z’ so that
(v (), ug) # 0. Now, by Theorem [BI], we have

Yi[zal, [2]) = Willynl, [2'])
d([za], [yn])
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On the other hand, by (I9) and since (v, (x),up) # 0 and 2" € L([2']), there exists d > 0
such that after taking a subsequence,

(Trs 02 (T0)) — (WYny Vo (Yn))
(e |

> d.

Hence, by ([I8), we get 1 < m < % < oo for all n which proves the claim. We take a
Iz —ynll

||1'n_yn|| 1 :
ATl — Co = liminf,_, el € [1,00). The result now

follows by taking u = ¢y - up and combining equations (I8]) and

further subsequence so that

O

B.2 Proof of Lemma [61]

Fix arbitrary x € P(G),i € {1,...,|m(G)|} and x,,, y,, — = with [z,] # [y,] and z,,, yp, € N,.
By Lemma [IT2] we only need to show that v¢(z) € L([z]) for all z € Q% and to verify [(H1)]

and |(H2)|
With 2z € V! then by Lemma B5 we have x € V! C Q. Then, [(H1)| follows from

the characterization Lemma ; note that in the right-hand side of the characterization,
[glo = [z]o by Lemma B8 and = € V}}; . Next, vi(z) = z and v} is smooth over Q.. Since
r € @', we obtain that S%(z,z,) = {v.(x,)} and similarly for y,, and by taking limits in n,
we get L([z]) = {vi(z)}. Since z € V! was arbitrary and V' is open in N, (Lemma [3),
follows by taking any spanning subset of V! and noting that L([z]) = {z} for z € V..

C Finite-Index Stabilizer Groups - Proof of Theorem [71]

We will need two propositions before proceeding with the proof. The following proposition
follows from Proposition 2.29 and the discussion preceeding Example 2C.4 in [21]:

Proposition 114. Z /27 is the only nontrivial group that can act freely on classical projective
spaces CP™' and HP!='. In the complex projective case, it is necessary that | —1 is odd and
in the quaternionic projective case, it is necessary that [ = 2.

The following proposition follows from Lemma 5 in [33] and Lemma 2.1 and the discussion
following Remark 3.1 in [1§]:

Proposition 115. Suppose G < O(d) is compact. Let S denote the sphere in RY. If G is
not transitive over S and if S/G is a manifold, then the following hold:

(a) G has trivial principal isotropy group.

(b) The identity component Gy of G satisfies Gy = S* C C or Gy = 83 C H with actions
given by left scalar multiplication over R =5 C* or R? 25 H"™ respectively.

Proof of Theorem [71].

Step 1. Invariant Subspace of Finite Orbits. Since G has finitely many connected
components, there are finitely many finite-index stabilizers. Let W be the union of their 1-
eigenspaces. Then, x € W if and only if = has finite orbit. Observe that W is a linear space:

59



if z,y € W and a,b € R, then [ax + by| C a[z] + bly] has finite size meaning ax + by € W.
Moreover, W is G-invariant: x has finite orbit implies [z] C W. If W = R%, then G is a
finite group: otherwise, principal stabilizers have finite index and so G belongs to every
principal stabilizer hence every stabilizer by normality, meaning Gy = {Idga}. As such, case
(a) follows when W = R%.

Step 2. Principal Invariant Subspace. To this end, assume W # R?. It follows
that R? has an orthogonal G-invariant decomposition W @ V where every nonzero y € V
is principal.

Let Gy < O(V) be the restriction of G to V. Denote the restriction by p: G — Gy. The
kernel of p is trivial: if g € G fixes V, then g belongs to every prinicpal stabilizer and hence
g fixes R? i.e. g = Idga. As such, p is a group isomorphism.

Morover, all stabilizers in G'y of nonzero elements in V' form the collection {p(Gp)}a,ecp)
and this forms a single conjugacy class in Gy. It follows that Gy is principal over V' and
hence Sy /Gy is a manifold, where Sy is the sphere in V. Let GY, denote the identity
component of Gy, .

Step 3. Transitive Case. If the action of Gy is transitive over Sy, then so is the action
of GY, and so every principal isotropy group of Gy (hence @) intersects every connected
component of Gy (hence G). It follows that every orbit of G has exactly one connected
component. Then, by orbit finiteness, G acts trivially on W and case (b) follows.

Step 4. Non-Transitive Case. If the action of Gy is not transitive, then since Sy /Gy
is a manifold and by Proposition [I15 it follows that Gy has trivial principal isotropy group
and the connected component G?/ of Gy satisfies G?/ ~ Sl C Cor GQ/ ~ §3 C H with
actions given by left scalar multiplication over R? = C" or R? =y H" respectively. The
quotients are classical projective spaces denoted by CP"~! and HP" ! respectively.

When Gy (hence G) is connected, cases (c) and (d) follow since in these cases, the only
finite-index stabilizer is the whole group G.

Now, suppose g € Gy is such that g ¢ GY. Then, by principality, f := g|s, is free. By
normality of GY, and for every gy € GY,, there exists g) € GY such that fgo = gjf. Since
f ¢ GY, we obtain that f maps a G orbit to a distinct GY, orbit. As such, f induces
a free map f on Sy /GY,. Let p > 2 be the minimal integer such that e GY,. Then,
Z)Zp = {f}_, acts freely on Sy-/GY,. By Proposition [[T4] it necessarily holds that p = 2,
that is, f is a free involution.

Step 5. Complex Case. First, we consider the case GY, = S'. Proposition 114
entails that V = C?". Since f is a free involution, V =g (C & C)" where over each copy
f(C®0) =0 C and vice versa.

To this end, we analyze the case n = 1. There exists wy,ws € S* and @1, s where ; is
either identity or conjugation such that f(z1, 22) = (w2222, Wip121).

Also, if 72 = Idce, then f is orthogonal and symmetric. By freeness of f, the spectrum
is given by {—1,—1}. As such, we have f = —Id¢: so f fixes CP', which contradicts the

-2 .
freeness of f. As such, f is free.
Now, since ¢; is a multiplicative homomorphism, we have

—2
f (21, Z2) = (w2802w1€02€01217w1¢1w2<ﬂ1<ﬂ222)-

We need ¢y, = 1 since otherwise, we solve z; = wypow,Z7 for 2; € S* to get a fixed point
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of ?2.

If o1 = ¢y = 1, then f(z1, 22) = (w220, w12;) induces f with a fixed orbit: pick g € S*
such that ¢ = wegw; and pick 21,2 € S!' in such a way that 25 = Gw;2;; then, gz =
WoGwy 21 = Wazy 80 f(21,2) = g (21, 22). This contradicts the freeness of f.

Hence, f(z1,2) = (wyZs, w1Z;) so that ?2(21,2’2) = (w21, W Wazp). Now, f? fixes
orbits so ?2 belongs to G?/ by freeness and hence wow, = wqwW, is real but not equal to 1
since fQ # Idc2. Hence, wow; = —1 and wy = —w; so by a translation (z1, 20) +— wsy - (21, 22),
we obtain f(z, 20) = (—%2,%;) as desired.

Step 6. Quaternionic Case. Next, we tackle the case HIP!. Again by similar argu-
ments as before, we have f(H @ 0) = 0@ H and vice versa, and we have that fQ is free.
Moreover, f maps every nonzero S3-orbit to a distinct S3-orbit while 72 maps every S-orbit
into itself.

By Van Elfrinkhof’s formula [32], there exists unit quaternions wy, wy, pi,p2 € S* and
1, p2 Where ; is either identity or conjugation such that

f(q1, @2) = (p1o1Gapa, w1P2q1w).
If both ¢; and (o, are identity, then f has a fixed orbit: pick any ¢; € S3 and pick g € S® such
that gg1 = p1gwiqrwsp, (this is equivalent to (p,g)* = Prwiqiwapaqy) and take ga = gw;qiws

so that ggo = wiquwa. Then, gg1 = pigwiqrwaps = p1gap2 50 f(q1,¢2) = g (q1,¢2). This
contradicts the freeness of f.

If say ¢o = 1 while ¢y is conugation, then 7(6117 ¢2) = (P1Gap2, W11 w2) and so 72(%7 G2) =
(p1W2G, W1 s, W1P1Gopaws). Then, we may find qi, gz € S® such that ¢, = pWaq,W1ps (equiv-

alently (wqp,q1)? = wyP,W1p2) and gy = wip1Gopows. This contradicts the freeness of f .
As such,

a1, ) = (P1@op2, w1g ws),
and
?Z(Cjb ¢2) = (P1W21W1P2, W1DPaG2Py W2).
Since f is an involution of HP!, then for every ¢i,q € S®, there exists g € S3, such that

f(q1,92) = g-(q1,q2). Tt follows that
P1W21W1P2G; = W1PyGaPiW2qs (20)
for all q1, ¢; € S?. In particular, p,Woq W1 p2q, is constant in ¢; € S3. By setting ¢; € {1, w,},
we obtain piWyW1pe = P1WaPeW; Meaning wips = pow;. In commutator terms, [wy, ps] = 0.
By conjugation and symmetry, we have
[w17p2] = [w%pl] = [wh]—j2] = [w27ﬁ1] =0. (21)
By setting q1 € {ws, wap, }, we obtain p W paWy = W1 pep1Wa Meaning p1Wipy = W1pep1 =
powypr. Similarly, by setting ¢o € {wq,pa}, we obtain wipywep; = wip,weP, Meaning
P1Wap = poWspy. By symmetry, we obtain
P1Wap2 = p2WaPy
P1W1P2 = P2WiP1
W1 PyWa = WaPyW1

WP We = WoPq W1

(22)
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By setting ¢; = 1 and ¢y = pow;, we also get
P1W2W1 P2 = PiWaW1Py. (23)
We use equations (21)), (22) and (23] to get

P1w2wW 1Py = P1WaW1P2
= Wap1W1P2
= WaP2W1Py
= W1p2WaP1

= PaW1WaP1.

As SllCh, pgwlwgpl € R so p2w1wgp1 = +1. Suppose p2w1@2p1 =1. Then, WorW1 = P1P2 and
SO

—2 o -
f(0,1) = (0, w1 PP we) = (0, wywWawrwsy) = (0,1).

By freeness of ?2 and by symmetry, we obtain p,w wsep; = —1 and wep;Pyw; = —1. Recall
by @0) that g(g2) := w1DPsqaP w27, is constant for all o € S3. Since g(pw;) = Pwaw Py =
—1 = —1. Tt follows that —wyGow; = p1Gyp> for all ¢z € S3.
As such,
fq1: ¢2) = (—wagyws, wigw2).
Now, take ¢4 = jwy, g = ¢ and ¢ = gqw1q,we. Then, g2 = w1g,wo. Hence, we have the
following chain of equivalences:

fla, @) =9 (@1, ) = gn = —wgywn
> g¢1 = —WolW2q1 W1 gW1
= g(qw) = —(q1W1)g
= ij = —ji.
The last statement holds true and this contradicts the freeness of f. The result follows.
]

D Non-Differentiability of Bilipschitz Invariants

In this section, we extend Theorem 21 in [9] to the case of compact group acting on finite-
dimensional real Hilbert spaces. We show that for compact groups, diffentiability of an
invariant map at a nonprincipal point forces any local lower Lipschitz bound there to be
zero. In what follows, suppose that G < O(d) is compact.

Proposition 116 (Lemma 20 in [9]). Suppose f: R — R™ is G-invariant and differentiable
at x € RY. Then, for each g € G, it holds that f is differentiable at gx with Df(gx) =

Df(x)og™t.

Theorem 117. Suppose x € P(G)¢, and consider any G-invariant map f: R? — R"™ that is
differentiable at x. Then, the following hold
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(a) There exists a unit vector v € N, Nzt such that D f(z)v = 0.
(b) The induced map f+: RY/G — R? is not lower Lipschitz.
(c) If v € S4L, the restriction of the induced map f*|si-1 is not lower Lipschitz.

Proof. For (a), we begin by taking G, < G, (Proposition [[09) to be a principal stabilizer
of some p € P(G)NV,}. Pick g € G, \ G,. By the same argument as in Theorem 21(a)
in [9], it suffices to show ker(g — id)* N N, is nonzero. By Proposition Il we have that T},
and N, are invariant under the action of g, so g splits as a block matrix and its 1-eigenspace
E = ker(g —id) = (FNT,) & (ENN,) is an orthogonal direct sum. It follows that
E+ N N, = {0} if and only if N, C E which is false since gp # p.

For (b) and (c), the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 21 in [9] hold. The
only modification is that due to Proposition applied to z = x, we have x € V!, and
due to (a), it remains true that for small enough ¢t € R, we have = + tv € V! so that
d([z + tv], [z]) = |¢]. O
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