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A GENERALIZATION OF CLAIRAUT’S FORMULA

AND ITS APPLICATIONS

VADYM KOVAL

Abstract. The main purpose of this article is to study conditions
for a curve on a submanifold M ⊂ R

n, constructed in a particu-
lar way involving the Euclidean distance to M , to be a geodesic.
We also present the naturally arising generalization of Clairaut’s
formula needed for the generalization of the main result to higher
dimensions.

1. Introduction

The motivation for this article comes from Hardt’s conjecture. In
1982 R. Hardt posed a hypothesis in [1] which is still open. In order to
state it properly, we introduce the next definitions.

Definition 1. A subset S ∈ R
n is called semi-algebraic, if it is a finite

sum of sets Sk, where each set Sk is the set of solutions of a finite
system of polynomial equations and inequalities.

Definition 2. A function f : A → B, where A ⊂ R
n, B ⊂ R

m is called
semi-algebraic if its graph is a semi-algebraic subset of Rn+m.

From the general theory we know that a projection of a semi-algebraic
set is semi-algebraic (Tarski-Seidenberg Theorem), therefore the do-
main of a semi-algebraic function is semi-algebraic as well. Moreover,
a connected semi-algebraic set is path connected with rectifiable paths.
More on that topic can be found e.g. in the survey [2].
Consider a connected semi-algebraic set X endowed with the metric d

defined by the length of the shortest paths connecting two points in
that set. Formally,

d(x, y) = inf{lg(γ)|γ : [0, 1] → X,a rectifiable path such that

γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y},
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where lg(γ) is the length of the continuous curve γ. From the general
theory it follows that the definition is well-posed. Hardt’s conjecture
in its simplest form says that such a function d is semi-algebraic (to
be more precise, the question pertains to subanalytic geometry which
is a generalization of semi-algebraic geometry, and was stated in this
category, but to make it accessible to a larger audience we restrict
ourselves to the semi-algebraic case, which is easier to present). As a
matter of fact, the best result obtained in this context up to now is
due to Kurdyka and Orro [5]. In the present article we will discuss one
possible approach to this problem in the case of a smooth manifold.
Note that a semi-algebraic or subanalytic set is smooth at its generic
point.

This approach relies on a special but natural local construction of
curves on a submanifold. The construction presented in the next sec-
tion seems at first to give always a geodesic but as it eventually turns
out, there is a simple counter-example, see section 3. On the other
hand, when examining the counter-example we are led to an inter-
esting generalization of Clairaut’s formula which we give in the last
section.

2. A natural construction

A natural approach to Hardt’s conjecture is based on the idea to con-
structively describe the shortest path between two points of the set, at
least locally. Let us begin with a two dimensional smooth submanifold
M of R

3 and points A and B in it which we want to connect by a
geodesic. We perform the following construction: we connect points A
and B by a segment in the ambient space and for each point x of the
segment [A,B] we choose a point m(x) realizing the Euclidean distance
to M . As observed e.g. in [3], the vector x − m(x) is perpendicular
to M at m(x), i.e. it belongs to the normal space of M at m(x). Is
it true that the described curve m([A,B]) (if it indeed is a curve) is
the shortest path (or at least geodesic) on M? We will answer that
question asked by M. Denkowski.
Note that the question about geodesicity is natural, as geodesics are
‘locally shortest’ curves on the surface. For the sake of completeness
we give a definition of a geodesic in our setting.

Definition 3. A smooth curve γ(t) on a submanifold M is called a
geodesic if ||γ′(t)|| = 1 (i.e. the curve is parametrized by its length)
and γ′′(t) ⊥ Tγ(t)M (i.e. its acceleration is perpendicular to the tangent
space).
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We will note that the definition mentioned above makes sense already
for twice differentiable curves on manifolds M ⊂ R

n of class C2. More-
over, the perpendicularity condition itself implies that the speed is
constant, as d

dt
||γ′(t)||2 = 2〈γ′(t), γ′′(t)〉 = 0, because γ′(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M .

The definition only normalizes the speed.

Let us understand when the construction described above makes sense.
First of all, for the curve to be well-defined we need to know that the
closest point is unique. We naturally arrive at the assumption that the
segment [A,B] ⊂ R

3 must be disjoint with the so-called medial axis of
the set M .

Definition 4. The medial axis SX of a closed set X in R
n is a set of

those points of the space which have more than one point realizing the
(Euclidean) distance to the set. Formally,

SX = {x ∈ R
n|∃u, v ∈ X : u 6= v, dist(x,X) = ||x− u|| = ||x− v||}.

More about medial axes can be found in [3]. In particular, the Nash
Lemma mentioned there guarantees the existence of a neighborhood of
M disjoint with SM in the case when M is a Ck-submanifold with k ≥
2. Moreover, the neighborhood can be chosen such that the function
x 7→ m(x) is of class Ck−1. Unfortunately, such a neighborhood may
not (and typically will not) be convex. Of course, it is possible at least
locally to connect points on M with segments lying entirely in such a
neighborhood.
The continuity of the constructed curve could be obtained directly. It
luckily happens (a proof can be found in [4], Theorem 3.3, see also
[3]) that we get it for free from the disjointedness of [A,B] with the
medial axis. From the above-mentioned theorem of Tarski-Seidenberg
it follows that the constructed curve is semi-algebraic when M is such
(and subanalytic in the subanalytic case, cf. [2]).

Let us consider a simple example of M – a sphere. It is easy to see
that the constructed curve is indeed a geodesic. Moreover, from the
two possible geodesics (given by the great circle passing through the
two given points) connecting two points on the sphere, we obtain the
shorter one, whenever the points are not antipodal.

The question asked by M. Denkowski, which we are investigating here,
if answered positively in the case of semi-algebraic or subanalytic sur-
faces of class C2, would locally give the affirmative answer to Hardt’s
conjecture. Moreover, the general theory (as exposed e.g. in [2]) says
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that every semi-algebraic or subanalytic set admits a decomposition
(stratification) into such manifolds. Therefore, is would potentially
give other possibilities to attack Hardt’s hypothesis.

3. Counterexample

As it turns out, there are counterexamples to the statement that
such construction gives geodesics. One can come up with qualitative
counterexamples, where it is evident that we do not obtain a geodesic.
We will give an example of a very simple surface where we can compute
the constructed curve exactly and compare it with the geodesics.
Let us see how the construction works on a cylinder. Let the cylinder
have radius R, height h and 0z as its axis (and its medial axis). Let
the base of the cylinder lie on the plane 0xy. Without loss of generality
we can assume that we connect two points on the two opposite bases
of the cylinder. Moreover, by rotating the cylinder we can assume that
the lower point X has coordinates (−R, 0, 0). The upper point Y has
coordinates (a, b, h) with a2+ b2 = R2. That fully describes the system
we are dealing with and one can see it on the illustration below.

x

z

y

(−R, 0, 0)

(a, b, h)

We want to somehow describe the constructed curve. Every point T

on the segment [X, Y ] is uniquely determined by its height (i.e. the
coordinate z). Let us denote it by t. Consider the section of the cylinder
by the plane at the height t. Clearly, the point T is projected onto the
intersection of a ray with direction T − (0, 0, t), with the surface of the
cylinder, as long as points (−R, 0) and (a, b) are not antipodal (which
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corresponds to the fact that the segment [X, Y ] does not intersect the
axis of the cylinder, i.e. the z-axis. Simple calculations show that the
coordinates of T are

(

−R + (a+R)
t

h
, b

t

h
, t

)

.

Therefore, its projection T ′ onto the surface has coordinates

(

R
−R+ (a+R)

t

h
√

(

−R+ (a+R)
t

h

)2

+

(

b
t

h

)2
, R

b
t

h
√

(

−R+ (a+R)
t

h

)2

+

(

b
t

h

)2
, t

)

.

x

z

y

(−R, 0, 0)

(a, b, h)

(0, 0, t)T

Now we should check whether the constructed curve is geodesic. The
natural approach is to use cylindrical coordinates. In such a coordinate
system geodesics have a defining property: the angle depending on the
height in an affine way. It is equivalent to saying that the derivative of
the angle (as a function of the height, let us denote it α(t)) is constant.
The sine of the angle could be calculated from the coordinates of T ′:

sinα(t) =
−R + (a +R)

t

h
√

(

−R + (a+R)
t

h

)2

+

(

b
t

h

)2
.
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Then we can find (sinα(t))′, which we will rewrite as cosα(t) · α′(t),
where the cosine is calculated in the same manner as the sine. There-
fore, the angle derivative is

α′(t) =
bR

h

1
(

−R + (R + a)
t

h

)2

+

(

b
t

h

)2 .

We conclude that it is constant only in the case when a = −R, b = 0.
That corresponds to the trivial case when the shortest path between
two points is just the segment between them.

4. When the construction does work

Let us look at the next figure illustrating the result of construction
described before.

A

B

At the first glance it appears that the constructed curve is a geodesic.
There is a good reason for that. The picture suggests that the con-
structed curve γ and the segment [A,B] are coplanar. This is a suf-
ficient condition for a curve to be a geodesic. The reason for this is
the following: after reparametrization by arc-length (i.e. ||γ′|| ≡ 1,
such a parametrization is possible for curves of class C1) the accelera-
tion vector is perpendicular to the curve and lies in the plane (ABX).
Therefore, the acceleration is pointing directly at the point which was
‘projected’ onto X. Therefore, the acceleration is perpendicular to the
tangent space at the point X to the respective sphere. However, that
tangent space coincides with the tangent space to the initial manifold,
therefore we get the perpendicularity of acceleration to the tangent
space.
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A

B

X

Theorem 1. The described method gives geodesic if and only if the

constructed curve and the segment [A,B] are coplanar.

Proof. We have already discussed the ‘if’ part, hence we will concen-
trate on the second implication.
Let us consider a two dimensional manifold M in R

3 and points A, B
on that manifold. At every point x of the segment [A,B] we denote
the distance from x to M by r(x). From the assumptions we get that
B(x) = B(x, r(x)) intersects with M in exactly one point m(x). Con-
sider the so-called canal surface obtained as the boundary of the union
of all the closed balls B(x). Call it K. As it turns out, K is a two
dimensional C1 manifold with possible singularities at the points A and
B. That is so because r′(x)2 < 1 (we will prove that later, see the next
section). One can find a proof of the fact that r′(x)2 < 1 implies the
smoothness of K in [6].

A

B

The main idea of the proof now is the following: instead of checking
whether the curve is a geodesic for some complicated surface M we
can check whether it is a geodesic on K. It follows from the fact that
a curve is a geodesic if and only if the acceleration of a point moving
with constant speed along that curve is perpendicular to the tangent
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space. For every point m(x) the tangent spaces to M and K coincide.
Therefore, the invoked geodesicity criterion is the same for M and K.

The manifold K is easier to study, as it is a surface of revolution.
Let us investigate how can a geodesic approaching the ‘endpoints’ of a
revolution surface look like. We claim that any geodesic approaching
A is a ‘trivial’ one. By that we mean that it is the intersection of K
and some plane containing [A,B]. Such geodesics are called meridians.
That will end the proof of the theorem.

We will prove this claim using Clairaut’s formula. It says that the
product r sin θ is constant along a geodesic where r is the distance
to the rotation axis and θ is the angle formed by the curve with the
meridian. It implies that the distance from the points on the geodesic
to the revolution axis cannot tend to 0. Therefore, the geodesic cannot
reach the point A.

�

We can use the proven theorem in the case of a cylinder. It says that we
will get a geodesic iff the axis of the cylinder and the segment between
the points A, B are coplanar. This happens only when the angle co-
ordinates are equal or opposite (in natural cylindrical coordinates). If
the angles are opposite, then the segment between them intersects the
axis, which is ruled out by the construction. Therefore, the only case
is when the points have the same angle, which agrees with calculations
made earlier.

5. Technical details

Now we will prove that r′(x)2 < 1. First of all, we will show that
locally, r satisfies the inequality

|r(x′)− r(x)| 6 k(x)||x′ − x||

for some k(x) < 1. That means that r increases with a rate strictly
smaller then 1, therefore it cannot decrease with a rate bigger or equal
to 1. That will complete the proof.
Let us take points x and x′ on the segment [A,B] such that x′ is
close to x. Points m(x) and m(x′) are the closest ones to x, x′ in M ,
respectively. We know that ||m(x) − x′|| > ||m(x′) − x′|| = r(x′), so
that

r(x′)− r(x) 6 ||m(x)− x′|| − r(x)
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and

||m(x)− x′||2 = ||(m(x)− x) + (x− x′)||2 =

= ||m(x)− x||2 + ||x− x′||2 + 2〈m(x)− x, x− x′〉 =

= r(x)2 + ||x− x′||2 + 2〈m(x)− x, x− x′〉

Thus,

||m(x)− x′|| − r(x) =
||x− x′||2 + 2〈m(x)− x, x− x′〉

||m(x)− x′||+ r(x)
=

= ||x− x′|| ·
||x− x′||+ 2

〈

m(x)− x, x−x′

||x−x′||

〉

||m(x)− x′||+ r(x).

Note that x−x′

||x−x′||
has the same direction as AB, therefore it is perpen-

dicular to m(x) − x. Thus the fraction in the last expression tends to
0 as x′ tends to x (the denominator in the limit is 2r(x)). As a result,
sufficiently close to x we get a bound by some constant 0 < k(x) < 1.

A

B

X

X ′
m(X)

m(X ′)

6. Generalization to higher dimensions

Now we will comment on the Clairaut formula. The classical state-
ment is for two-dimensional surfaces of revolution in R

3. In order to
generalize Theorem 1 to higher dimensions we first need to generalize
the formula to higher dimensional case. First of all, let us understand
how to generalize the notion of a surface of revolution. What we want
from such generalization is to encapsulate surfaces K obtained in the
proof of the first theorem. To be more precise, C1 manifolds obtained
as a boundary of the union of balls centered at the points of a given
segment. A natural candidate is the following.

Definition 5. A hyper-surface in R
n = R×R

n−1 is called a surface of

revolution if it can be described as

K =
{

(x, y) ∈ I × R
n−1| ||y||2 = R(x)2

}
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for some differentiable function R : I → R, where I ⊂ R is a segment.
The line R×{0}n−1, sometimes just the segment I×{0}n−1, are called
the axis of the respective surface of revolution.

Notice that the function R in the above definition and the function
r from the proof of Theorem 1 generally are not equal (they coincide
only if they are constant). As K is the set of zeroes of a function with
gradient 2(R(x)R′(x), y), we deduce that it is always a submersion of
the same class as R. Therefore, K is a submanifold of Rn of codimen-
sion 1.
Moreover, the manifold K obtained in the proof of the Theorem 1 is
a surface of revolution. One way to see that is to note that the inter-
section of an arbitrary ball B(x) with a hyperplane perpendicular to
the axis passing through y is an (n − 1)-dimensional ball centered at
y. Thus, we get that the boundary of the union of such intersections is
an (n − 2)-dimensional sphere centered at y – exactly what we would
expect from a surface of revolution.

The next notion we need to define is that of a meridian on such surfaces
of revolution. The next definition seems to be the most natural.

Definition 6. A curve on the surface of revolution K is called a merid-

ian if it is an intersection of K with some plane passing through the
axis of K.

Notice that for each point on the surface of revolution there is exactly
one meridian passing through it.
Let us give a proof a generalization of Clairaut’s formula in the situation
considered, inspired by [7].

Theorem 2 (Generalized Clairaut’s formula). For a geodesic γ(t) on a

surface of revolution K the expression R(γ(t)) · sin(∠(γ′(t),mer(γ(t))))
is constant, where R is the distance to the axis of K and mer(p) is

the vector tangent to the meridian passing through p in the positive

direction. In particular, the expression γ(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ ~x is constant.
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x

0

γ(t)
R(γ(t))

mer(γ(t))
γ′

Proof. First, we will show that the expression

γ(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ ~x

is constant along the geodesic, where ~x is a unit vector directed in the
positive direction along the axis of K. Then we will show that its value
can be interpreted as

R(γ(t)) · sin(∠(γ′(t),mer(γ(t)))),

which will end the proof.
Let us calculate the derivative of the above mentioned expression and
show that is equal to zero. We differentiate the product.

(γ(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ ~x)′ =

= γ′(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ ~x+ γ(t) ∧ γ′′(t) ∧ ~x+ γ(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ 0 =

= γ(t) ∧ γ′′(t) ∧ ~x = 0.

The last equality holds since the vectors γ(t), γ′′(t) and ~x lie in one
plane. That is so because γ′′(t) is a vector in the normal space to K

(as γ is a geodesic).
In order to understand how the normal space to K looks like, let us
consider an (n − 1)-dimensional affine hyperplane S passing through
γ(t) and perpendicular to the axis of K. Let us denote the intersection
of S and K by s. In this case we get that the orthogonal projection
of the vector γ′′(t) on s is perpendicular to the normal space to s. We
know that s is an (n − 2)-dimensional sphere centered on the axis of
K, thus the radius in the direction γ′′(t) from the point γ(t) either
intersects the axis of K, or is parallel to it.
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S

s

γ′′

Therefore, we indeed get that the vectors γ(t), γ′′(t) and ~x lie in the
plane passing through the axis of K and the point γ(t).
In order to obtain the desired property, we note that the expression

||γ(t) ∧ γ′(t) ∧ ~x||

is constant and equal to the volume of the parallelepiped spanned by
the vectors γ(t), γ′(t) and ~x. However, it is also equal to the area
of the parallelogram spanned by vectors γ(t) and ~x multiplied by the
height of parallelepiped. Keeping in mind that ||~x|| = ||γ′(t)|| = 1
we get that the area of the parallelogram is R(γ(t)) and the height is
sin(∠(γ′(t),mer(γ(t)))) (because mer(γ(t)))) is in the plane spanned
by γ(t) and ~x). This gives us the desired expression.

x

0

γ(t)

γ′

�



A GENERALIZATION OF CLAIRAUT’S FORMULA. . . 13

The above preparation gives us a way to generalize Theorem 1 to the
case of (n − 1)-dimensional surfaces in R

n. The proof is exactly the
same as in the three dimensional case, therefore we leave it to the
reader.



14 VADYM KOVAL

References

[1] R. M. Hardt. Some analytic bounds for subanalytic sets. Progress in mathe-

matics, 27: 259-267, 1983.
[2] Z. Denkowska, M. P. Denkowski, A long and winding road to definable sets,

Journal of Singularities vol. 13, 57-86, 2015.
[3] Maciej P. Denkowski. When the medial axis meets the singularities. Analytic

and Algebraic Geometry, 3: 41-66, 2019.
[4] W. D. Evans, D. J. Harris. Sobolev Embeddings for Generalized Ridged Do-

mains. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, s3-54(1), 141–175,
1987.
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