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MINIMIZATION OF CURVE LENGTH THROUGH ENERGY MINIMIZATION
USING FINITE DIFFERENCE AND NUMERICAL INTEGRATION
IN REAL COORDINATE SPACE

AKIRA KITAOKA

ABSTRACT. The problem of determining the minimal length is garnering attention in various fields
such as computer vision, robotics, and machine learning. One solution to this problem involves
linearly interpolating the solution of a nonlinear optimization problem that approximates the curve’s
energy minimization problem using finite differences and numerical integration. This method tends
to be easier to implement compared to others. However, it was previously unknown whether this
approach successfully minimizes the curve’s length under the Riemannian metric in real coordinate
spaces. In this paper, we prove that the length of a curve obtained by linear interpolation of the
solution to an optimization problem, where the energy of the curve is approximated using finite
differences and the trapezoidal rule, converges to the minimal curve length at a rate of 1/2 in terms
of the number of points used in the numerical integration. Similarly, we prove that when using the
left-point rule, the approximated curve’s length likewise converges to the minimal curve length at a
rate of 1/2 in terms of the number of points used in the numerical integration.

AMS subject classifications: 65K10, 54-04, 53C22, 58E10, 65N06

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of determining the minimize geodesic, which represents the minimal path between
two points, attracts the attention of many scientists across various fields. Diverse applications of the
minimal geodesics include path detection and outputting the shortest route [CKS97,/[CK97.[DCO1],
segmentation [BSO7,[PMCI10], meshing [LEFXH17], shape exploration [RPCI10], use in optimal tra-
jectory planning for robotic applications [ZZ07,ZZZ710|, satellite orbits [Gha70], clothing design
[SRDOS], and geodesic deep learning [MBBVT5,HHY™19]. Regarding Riemannian manifolds, meth-
ods for approximately calculating the minimal geodesic and its length include: mesh approximations
of the space to reduce the problem to a graph shortest path problem [CK97,[DC01], solving an initial
value problem using shooting methods and the geodesic equations (cf. Equation (3.2)) [PKO03], solv-
ing boundary value problems using geodesic equations [PKO03|[KYA05,[SG18], and formulating the
energy minimization as a constrained nonlinear optimization problem with numerical integration
IMXZ ™21, [LXM23].

The advantage of solving the energy minimization approximately through numerical integration
lies in its reduced computational complexity and the simplicity with which the nonlinear program-
ming problem can be formulated compared to other methods. In high-dimensional spaces, mesh
approximation necessitates a large number of points, leading to substantial computational costs.
Additionally, when implementing the geodesic equation approach, the formulation involves using
Christoffel symbols, which incorporate first-order derivatives of the Riemannian metric, resulting
in a nonlinear optimization problem. Utilizing Christoffel symbols complicates the implementation.

Key words and phrases. geodesic, minimum action method, finite difference method, numerical integration,
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In contrast, the method of approximately solving energy minimization via numerical integration
results in a nonlinear optimization problem involving only the Riemannian metric.

However, it was not generally known whether the solution to the nonlinear programming prob-
lem that approximates energy minimization via numerical integration actually minimizes the true
energy. [MXZ™21] evaluates the true geodesic using second-order approximation on Sweep surfaces
IMXZ*21, Theorem 4.1]. Nonetheless, to adapt the method of [MXZ'21| to general Riemannian
metrics, it is necessary to improve the discussion on the rotational symmetry of Sweep surfaces.

In this paper, we prove that the convergence order of the minimum value of energy approximated
using finite differences and numerical integration, and the true minimum energy in the Riemannian
metric of the real coordinate space is 1/2. Before introducing the main theorem, we define the
notation. Let D € Z>; be an integer, p € [1,00], and || e ||, denote the ¢’ norm in the real
coordinate space RP. Let X(© X1 < RP pe non-empty open sets. When M is a manifold, we
denote by = the set of continuous piecewise C! curves v: [0,1] — M. For a set of curves E C Eps)
we define

2(X© Xy = {ye=2|4(0) e XO, 5(1) e XD},
When it is clear from the context, we identify {«} with the point z € RP. Let N € Z>1 be a positive
integer, n = 0,..., N, and set constants ¢, = n/N, h = 1/N. The set of sequences of points in the
real coordinate space RP is

=N ._ ) _ D
Ep = {7 {taln=0,...,N} = R"}
and we define
=N/ v (0 Y . =N 0 1
—p (X( )7X( )) T {,yp € —p |,7p(0) € X( )7 Wp(l) € X( )}
as well. Finite differences are defined by

BP(tn) = T (OPltnsr) ~ (1), forn =0, N —1

and this corresponds to the derivative * for a curve v € Z. For a point sequence vP € Eév (X 0, x (1)),
the linear interpolation 7P is defined as follows: for any n =0,..., N — 1, when 0 < s < h, repre-
sented as t = t,, + s, we have

() i= (L= N)1P(ta) + Ns7P(tns).

—_
—

The energy E9(y) and length LY(7y) of a curve v € Z,¢ with respect to the Riemannian metric g are
defined as follows:

1 1
B(y) = /0 gy (F(E),3(8)) dt,  19(y) == /0 ey (3(E), (8) 2 dt.

The distance between two points z(©), 2(1) € RP is defined by
d9 (2, M) .= inf LI(v),

VEE ((2(0) (1))
and for sets X, X1 « RP it is defined by

AXO xWy.=  inf @@=, 2W)
’ 20 ex(0) ’
W ex®

The energy E9, approximated by finite differences and numerical integration (trapezoidal rule), is
defined for any sequence of point groups 7: {t,} — R as follows:

| V-l

Efra7N(/7p) = N Z GAP (tn)+P (tp41) (51)(75”)’51)(75”))‘
2
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The energy E9, approximated by finite differences and numerical integration (left-endpoint rule), is
defined for any P € Eév as follows:

1 N-1
B () 1= 5 O Gaoten) (B°(tn), B (t).
n=0

The point sequences 7,  and R, are defined as follows:

’Y:rr;,N € arg min Efra,N(’yp% (11)
YPeEN (X0, X (1))
N €  argmin  EYy(9P). (1.2)

)

’yPEEf,V(X(O),X(l))
The linear interpolations of the point sequences 7;27 N and 71*’ B are denoted by 7;1;17 N and 7; 5’\},
respectively.
The error when applying the trapezoidal rule to the energy is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € C*™ be a Riemann metric on R? satisying “there esist c,co > 0 such
that for any u € RP, ¢1||ull3 < gu(u,u) < co|ul|3” and “written by g.(u,u) = u' H(x)u satis-
fying |H(z) — H@)|ls < Lgllz — ylj2”. We assume that X©, X1 are closed sets in RP, and
suppose that at least one of them is bounded. Then, there exists a constant C' which depends only
c1,¢, Ly, d9(X© XM x© x 1) such that

C
. g P r) spl o
’YEEps(I?(l(g,X(l))E ) N1/2Z = E? (Vira,n) N2
C
< EY D\ . - c
< Efa v (an) < LG N+

Theorem [[.1] claims that the error between the solution of the nonlinear optimization problem
using the trapezoidal rule and finite differences, and the minimum energy is O(N -1/ 2).

The key to the proof of Theorem [[T] involves the following steps. First, for any given curve, the
error between the energy approximation using the trapezoidal rule and the true energy is evaluated
by applying Morrey-type inequalities to the L? norms of the first- and second-order derivatives of
the curve. Next, the L? norms of the first- and second-order derivatives of a geodesic are evaluated.
Furthermore, when the curve is close to the minimum energy, it belongs to a neighborhood of the
geodesic, allowing evaluation of the L? norms of the first- and second-order derivatives of all curves
belonging to this neighborhood. Finally, for the neighborhood of the geodesic, the error between the
energy approximated using the trapezoidal rule and the true energy is evaluated, thereby proving
Theorem [L.1]

The length of the curve ’yg‘g n obtained by the trapezoidal rule asymptotically approaches the

minimal length at the rate of O(N~1/2).

Theorem 1.2. We assume that the setting of Theorem [[L.Tl Then, there exists a constant C' which
depends only ¢, ¢co, Ly, dg(X(O),X(l)), X0 x® guch that

L9 ’y)z< ¢

*pl
Lg(’YtrI;,N)z - = N1/2°

min
YEEps (X (0),X M)

The error when applying the left-endpoint rule to the energy is as follows.
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Theorem 1.3. We assume that the setting of Theorem [[.Tl Then, there exists a constant C' which
depends only ¢y, ¢, Ly, d9(X©, X)), X0 X such that

C
. g _ g *pl _
fyeEpS(I?cl(g,X(l))E 7) N1/2 — Ony) N1/2
C
<E{ (%) < i E9(Y) + 75
< 1’N(71’N)_~yeaps(r§l<1<g,x<l)) )+ w17

Theorem [[.3] claims that the error between the nonlinear programming problem with the left-
endpoint rule and finite differences, and the minimum energy is O(N~1/2).

The key to the proof of Theorem [[.3] involves the following steps. First, for any given curve,
the error between the energy approximations using the trapezoidal rule and the left-endpoint rule
is evaluated using the L? norm of the finite differences. Using this result, as the same way in
Theorem [Tl Theorem [[.3] is proved.

The length of the curve 7; 5)\/ obtained by the left-endpoint rule asymptotically approaches the

minimal length at the rate of O(N~1/2).

Theorem 1.4. We assume that the setting of Theorem [[.LTl Then, there exists a constant C' which
depends only c¢1, ¢o, Ly, dg(X(O),X(l)), X0 x® guch that

< C
- N1/2°

g(~*PIN2 : 9(~)2
L ('Yl,N) yeEps(r;l(l(g,X(l))L )

We describe the methods for implementing the energy minimization problem. When using
the trapezoidal rule, it is formulated as a constrained nonlinear optimization problem based on
Equation (ILI). Moreover, constrained differential dynamic programming can be applied [XLHI17,
JBMC22|. Particularly, if X ©) and XM are one point sets, unconstrained differential dynamic
programming can be employed [Ros72].

When using the left-endpoint rule, the implementation methods mentioned for the trapezoidal
rule can be applied based on Equation (L2). Applying (constrained or unconstrained) differen-
tial dynamic programming with the left-endpoint rule results in a simpler Hessian concerning the
gradient in comparison to the trapezoidal rule, thereby facilitating easier implementation.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. In 2, we describe the related research.
In §3] we recall differential geometry. In §4] we show that the minimal curve is essentially the
minimal geodesic. §0 provides an example where the minimization problem approximating length
via numerical integration fails to approach the minimal length, irrespective of the number of points
N. In 6 we show the equivalence between the energy minimization problem and finding the
minimal geodesic for complete Riemannian manifolds. In 7l we prove Theorem [[.Il In §8, we prove
Theorem [[3l Finally, in §9 we prove Theorems and [[41

2. RELATED WORK

Minimization of Lagrange functional and numerical integration. Examples of approximat-
ing functionals using finite differences and numerical integration are well-known in works such as
[EU20L[HJIS24]. Theorem 3.2 in [HJS24] claims that when the functional is a Freidlin—Wentzell
action functional, the error between the minimum of the functional and the minimum of the ap-
proximated functional can be estimated as O(N~'/2). Theorems [T and [[3] present results for the
case where the functional is the energy E9.
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Length minimization problem and numerical integration. To approximate the length of the
minimal geodesic, one can consider a method that utilizes the solution of a nonlinear optimization
problem where the length is approximated via numerical integration. However, there are examples,
as discussed in §6l where the length obtained through this method does not asymptotically approach
the minimal path length, regardless of the number of points N used. This indicates that there are
instances where solving an optimization problem, approximated by numerical integration, does not
yield the desired path by minimizing the Lagrange functional.

Formulation of the energy minimization problem. In addition to using the trapezoidal rule
and the left-point rule [MXZ™21|, [LEXHI7|] provides a method for approximatively formulating
the energy minimization problem using numerical integration. [LEXHI17] employs the fact that if a
curve is a geodesic, it remains constant under the Riemannian metric, and formulates it as follows:
minimize E{ \(7P)
subject t0 gyo(1,,) (B°(tn), B (tn)) = gyw (1) (B® (tnt1), B2 (tn41)) for n=0,..., N — 1.

Removing the constraints in Equation (2] results in the formulation proposed by us using the
left-endpoint rule.

(2.1)

3. DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY

For any p € [1,00) and the interval [s1, so] C R, we define the norm |- || (s, s,)) for any (Lebesgue
measurable) mapping v: [s1, s3] — RP as follows:

s

2
oy = [ (OIS .
51

When the context is clear, we may simplify LP([s1,sz]) as LP. For a matrix A € RP*P we define
the operator norm as [|A||g 1= supyernoy 0y |Az|l2/]2]2-

Let M be a manifold. Denote the tangent bundle of M by T'M and the cotangent bundle by
T*M. A function ge(e,e) € C?(M,T*M ®T*M) is a Riemannian metric on M if, for any z € M, g,
defines a real inner product on T, M. The pair (M, g) is called a Riemannian manifold. When clear
from the context, we may denote g(u,v) as g,(u,v). A specific example of a Riemannian metric is
given by taking M = RP and specifying a positive definite matrix H(z) for each € M such that,
for any u,v € RP, we have g,(u,v) = u' H(x)v. In this case, the pair (R”, g) forms a Riemannian
manifold. Additionally, the Euclidean metric is denoted by ggucz(u,u) = |ul|?.

In a local neighborhood U with local coordinates z = (x1,...,2p),

0 0
gij(x) = Jx 8—a:,~’ 8—%

are of class C2. At each point z € U, the matrix ¢ = (gij) is positive definite, which allows
the inverse matrix g=! = (¢%/) to be defined. The Christoffel symbols of the second kind for the
Levi-Civita connection, Ffj € C!, are given by:

D
k _ 1 ke (0965 | Ogie _ 0gij

(=1

A path v € EsN C? is called a geodesic if, in each local coordinate neighborhood U through which
the curve v passes, it satisfies the geodesic equation:

== TE()¥. (3.2)
'7j
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The set of all geodesics is denoted by ZEge.
For a connected Riemannian manifold (M, g), the distance d9 between any two points 2 (1) e
M is defined by

9((0) (1Y . : g
dI (™ ) V651)8(1:1(/‘1(%)’I(l))L(’y).

A path v € Eps(x(o),:p(l)) is said to be minimal if it satisfies
@#(20, M) = L9().
Hereafter, unless otherwise specified, we assume that the metric g is smooth (i.e., g € C*°).

Proposition 3.1 (C.f. [Mil63, §10]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. Then, for any geodesic
S Egooa

Gy(t) (V(t% V(t))
is constant for ¢ € [0, 1]. Conversely, if

() (Y1), 7 (1))

is constant for ¢ € [0, 1], then ~ is a geodesic.
In particular, we have

Gy (7(1),4(1) = L (7).

A connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) is called complete if the metric space (M, d?) is com-
plete.

Proposition 3.2 ([HR31]). Let (M, g) be a connected and complete Riemannian manifold. Then,
there exists a minimal geodesic connecting any two points in M.

A specific example of a complete Riemannian metric is given in the following proposition:

Proposition 3.3. Let g be a Riemannian metric on R” such that there exist constants c;, ¢y > 0 for
which ¢ [|ul|?2 < g2 (u,u) < callul|? holds for all x,u € RP. Then, the manifold (R”, g) is complete.

Proof. For any curve v € Z,5, we have
o Lo (7) < L9(7) < g *Lome ().
Applying inf,yeaps (@@ g O this inequality, we obtain
alle® — 2O < #@©, 20 < plla® — 2O,

Since the Euclidean distance is complete on R, (]RD ,g) is also complete. O

4. MINIMAL CURVES AND MINIMAL GEODESICS

In this section, we show that a given path, when it has the minimal length, is essentially a minimal
geodesic. For any =z € M, let V, be an open neighborhood of 0 in the tangent space T, M, and
define Exp,: V, — M as the exponential map on the Riemannian manifold (M, g) with respect to
the Levi-Civita connection V.

For any x € M, if there exists an open neighborhood V, of 0 in T, M such that Exp,: V, —
Exp,(V,) is a diffeomorphism, then V, is called a normal coordinate neighborhood of z, and
Exp,(V,) is referred to as a normal neighborhood of x.

Geodesics are known for being locally minimal paths.
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Proposition 4.1 (C.f. [Konl3l Theorem 4.2.1]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. Let U be
a normal neighborhood of z(®) € M, with some ¢ > 0 such that B = {z € M | d?(z,2") < ¢} C U.
Let 2() € B. Then, a curve v* € Eps(x(o),x(l)) satisfies

LI(y") < L7(v)
for any curve v € Eps(a:(o),x( )) if and only if there exists a minimal geodesic v** € = (a;(o (M) )

and a monotonically increasing continuous piecewise C! function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] 1th »(0) = 0,
¢(1) = 1, such that for any ¢ € [0, 1], we have

V() =" 0 p(t).
In this section, we show the following property of geodesics:
Proposition 4.2. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold. Let 2 2 e M be arbitrary points.
Then, a curve v* € Zpe(2(?), (1) satisfies
LI(y*) <LI(v)
for any curve vy € Zpg(z(®, 2(1) if and only if there exists a minimal geodesic v** € Egeo(2(), z(1),

and a monotonically increasing continuous piecewise C'' function ¢: [0,1] — [0,1] with ¢(0 ) 0,
¢(1) = 1, such that for any ¢ € [0, 1], we have

V() =" 0 o(t).
Before proceeding to the proof, we introduce how the exponential map provides a canonical local

coordinate system:

Proposition 4.3 (C.f. [Konl3, Theorem 4.2.1]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. Let K ¢ M
be a compact set. Then, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that for any x € K, the exponential map
Exp,: {v € TuM | go(v,v)"/? < e} = {y € M | d?(x,y) < €} is a diffeomorphism.

Proof of Proposition[f-2. Step 1: For any [t tM] € [0,1], let v € Zps(7*(t), v*(t1))). Then,

we have
+(1)

[, 50 GOt <10, (@.1)
t
Suppose, for contradiction, that there exists a curve (1) [t(o),t(l)] — M such that
" Wy 40 ) " 12
(1 (1 . .
t t dt t t dt. 4.2
L, s (10@.400) Tt < [ o Go.50) (42

Define the curve 7 € Z4(z(®) (1) by

R W), te[t® D],
50y = {7 (t) [ . ]
(1), otherwise.

Then, LI(71)) < LI(~), resulting in a contradiction.
Step 2: Let t) € [0,1]. Consider a normal neighborhood U = {z € M|d9( (), ) < ¢} of the
point v*(¢t(©). Since the curve v* is continuous, there exists an interval [t(),+(?] 5 +(0) such that

PN U @0t 1) =S, a0 () () =

By Proposition B.2], there exists a geodesic ¥** € Zyq0, and a monotonically increasing continuous
piecewise C1 function ¢o: [t1) 0] — [0,1] with ¢o(t(1)) = 0, ¢o(¢t(?)) = 1, and another function
d3: [t 2] — [0,1] with ¢3(t@) =0, ¢3(t?) = 1, such that

V() =" 0 ga(t), for t € [tV tO], 4*(t) = 4 0 gs(t), for t € [tO),¢2)]. (4.3)
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Step 3: By applying Proposition 4.3l to the set v*(]0, 1]), there exists some ¢ > 0 such that for any
z € v*([0,1]), the exponential map Exp,: {v € T,M | g.(v,0)/? < e} = {y € M | d9(z,y) < €}
is a diffeomorphism. Therefore, {y € M | d(x,y) < e} is a normal coordinate neighborhood of
x € v*([0,1]).

Step 4: We show the necessity of this condition. Let {~v* (t(”)) nN:1 be a sequence of points such
that foranyn=1,...,N —1

d? (7" (™), (1Y) < (4.4)

¢

47

(D) £ 77 (0) (1.5)

For any n = 1,...,N — 2, we have d?(y*(t(),v*(t("*?)) < €/2. According to Equation (&3),

there exists a geodesic 7™ € Egq,, and a monotonically increasing continuous piecewise C! function
b [t D] 5 [0, 1] with ¢, (t(M) = 0, ¢, (t™F2)) =1 such that
V() =" 0 gn(t), te [t D),

As geodesics locally satisfy condition Equation (3.2]), there exists a geodesic v** and a monotonically
increasing continuous piecewise C'! function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] with ¢(0) = 0, ¢(1) = 1 satisfying

and for i # j,

V=T
Step 5: We show the sufficiency of the condition.
Let {7*(t"™)}N_, be the sequence of points satisfying Equations @) and @3) anyn = 1,..., N —
1. By Equation (43]) and Proposition [4.1], we have
t(n+1) ,Y**fl(,y*(t(n+1)))

/ Gy (3 (1), 47 (1) /2 dt = / Gy () (5 (E), 47 () dit. (4.6)
t(") ,Y**—l(,y*(t(n)))

By summing over n, we obtain
LI(y") =LI(y™).
Since v** is a minimal geodesic, the sufficiency condition is thereby shown. ([l

5. MINIMAL LENGTH PROBLEM AND NUMERICAL INTEGRATION

In this section, we show an example presenting that a minimization problem based on a numerical
integration approximation of length cannot approximate the true length minimization problem,
even by increasing the number of points N. For this section only, consider the function f(x1,z9) :=

— cos 1 + 2, with the metric ¢/ := f2¢gpuc, where gpuc is the Euclidean metric. The points are given
by z(© = (0,0) and (M) = (47,0).

5.1. Length of minimal path. To compute the minimal path length, consider that if a path ~ is
one of the minimal paths from z(©) to (1) in the metric g7, then ~5(t) = 0. This follows since

1
LY () = /0 (— cos(r () +2) VOO + (D) db

1
2 / (= cos(yi (1) +2) [51(8)] dt = 19" ((11,0)) .
0

Additionally, if + is one of the minimal paths from z(® to z(!) in the metric g/, then ~; () must be
monotonic increasing with respect to ¢. This can be proven by contradiction. Suppose there exists
an interval [¢, to] over which v;(¢) is strictly decreasing. Then either v;(¢1) > 0 or 1 (t2) < 47 must
be satisfied. Assume first that v;(¢;) > 0. By the Intermediate Value Theorem, there exists some
ts € [0,1] such that 1 (t3) = v1(t2). Define a new path
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v(t) L /7(752)7 t3 é t é t27
"] A(t), otherwise.

This yields Ly’ (v) > Ly’ (%), which contradicts the assumption that 7 is a minimal path. Similarly,
if v1(t2) < 4w, a contradiction arises through a similar argument. Thus, 7;(¢f) must be monotone
increasing with respect to t.

Furthermore, we have ([0, 1]) = [0,4x] x {0}. This is because, by definition, v(0) = (0,0) and
~(1) = (4, 0), and since [0,1] is path-connected, v([0,1]) is also path-connected. Since y2(t) = 0,
it follows that ~([0,1]) D [0,4x] x {0}.

On the other hand, suppose there exists a point (x1,0) € ([0, 1]) with =1 & [0,4n]. If 27 < 0,
there would exist some t3 € [0,1] such that v(t3) = 21 < 0. By the Intermediate Value Theorem,
there must be some t9 € (t3,1] such that «(t2) = 0. Define a new path by

. 0), 0<t<t,
3(t) = 70 .
~(t), otherwise.

This results in L9’ (v) > Lo’ (%), which contradicts the assumption that v is a minimal path. A
similar contradiction arises if x; > 4w. Therefore, ([0, 1]) = [0, 47| x {0}.

To sum up, if a curve v € Eps(x(o), x(l)) is a minimal path, then ~ is monotone increasing, with
y1: [0,1] — [0,4n] satisfying 41(0) = 0 and 7;(1) = 47. Additionally, since (R?, g/) is complete,
there exists a minimal geodesic v* from z(® to () with respect to g/. This geodesic is unique.
Solving Equation (3.2]), we find that ~;: [0, 1] — [0, 4] is strictly monotone increasing and provides
a diffeomorphism.

To show that 4(t) = t(4m,0) can be taken as an example of a minimal curve, define ¢ := ;1 04;.
Here, ¢ is monotone increasing and satisfies ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(1) = 1. Therefore, it follows that
4 = ~* 0 ¢. According to Proposition [42] ¥ is indeed minimal.

The length of 4 with respect to g/ is computed as follows:

1
T3) = — cos(8m -4m dt = 8.
L9 (7)_/0 (— cos(8nt) +2) - dmdt = 8

Thus, we have
. f
min LY = 8. 5.1
o 1) (5.1)
5.2. Left-endpoint rule. We approximate the length of a curve using the left-endpoint rule as
follows:

1 N-1
ng,N(’Yp) =N Z g’yp(tn)(ﬂp(tn)vBp(tn))l/z-
n=0

We show that the minimization problem of ng ~ does not coincide with the true length minimization
problem, regardless of the choice of N.
The approximation of length using the left-endpoint rule can be evaluated as follows:

1 N-1

LiN(’Yp) =N Z gfyp(tn)(ﬂp(tn)vBp(tn))lp

3
o

=

FOPENDNB? )2

2]~

3
Il
=)
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N-1

> Z 7P (tn1) — Y2 ()2 f(rr,2e) > 1
n=0

> |[YP(tn) — AP (to)ll2 = 47 " triangle inequation.

‘We have

i LY v (yP) > 4. 5.2
ypeagl(l;c%,)((l)) 1w (77) 2 4 (5-2)

On the other hand, consider a sequence of points {v*P(t,)}Y_, such that v*P(¢,) € {0,2m,4r}
and y*P(t,) < v*P(t,41). In this case, since f(y*P(t,)) = 1, we obtain
LY y(7"P) = 4. (5.3)
From Equations (5.2]) and (5.3)), we have

i LY P) =4r. 5.4
ypeayr(r)l(l&,xu)) 1v(07) = dm (54)

From Equations (B.I]) and (5.4]), we conclude that the approximation of length using the left-endpoint
rule does not approximate the minimal length, regardless of how large N is chosen.

5.3. Trapezoidal Rule. We approximate the length of a curve using the trapezoidal rule as follows:
| N-1
Lgra,N(’Yp) = N Z g’YP(t7L)+'2Yp(tn+1) (Bp(tn)a /Bp(tn))l/2'
n=0
We show that the minimization problem for Lfra’ n does not coincide with the true length minimiza-
tion problem, regardless of how large N is chosen.
The approximation of length using the trapezoidal rule can be evaluated as follows:

N-1
L (P) = & 3 garteptsn (870 870

-
N-1

-~y (2l ) e

N-1
> > P #nt1) — AP En)l2 ey, e) > 1
> \n;?(tN) —P(to)||2 = 4m - triangle inequality.
Thus, we have - Lfra’N(vp) i 55

YPeEN (X0, X (1)

On the other hand, consider a sequence of points {y*P(t,)}"_; such that v*P(¢,) € {0,47} and

YP(ty) < 4*P(tp41). Since
f (,Y*p(tn) +fy*p(tn+1)> —q

2
we obtain
Lgra,N(’Y*p) = 4. (56)
From Equations (5.1) and (5.6]), we have
min L n(3P) = dm. (5.7)

PeEN (X0, X (1))
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From Equations (5.0]) and (5.7]), we conclude that the approximation of length using the trapezoidal
rule does not approximate the minimal length, regardless of how large N is chosen.

6. CHARACTERIZATION OF MINIMAL GEODESICS VIA ENERGY MINIMIZATION

In this section, we show that for a complete Riemannian manifold, the problem of minimizing
energy between two sets is equivalent to finding the minimal geodesic between them.

6.1. Case of two points. We recall the equivalence between the energy minimization problem and
the problem of finding the minimal geodesic between two points.

Proposition 6.1 ([Mil63, Corollary 10.7, Lemma 12.1]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold.
Assume there exists a minimal geodesic in (M, g) connecting the points 2, 21 € M. Then, we
have
min E9(v) = min LI()?, argmin  E9(y) = argmin  LI(y).
VeEps(x(O)vx(l)) 'YEEps(x(O)yx(l)) 'YEEPS(Z'(O)7SC(1)) 'YeEgeo(SC(O),Z'(l))
In particular,
argmin  E9(y)
VEEps ((0),z(1)
is the set of curves consisting of geodesics.

6.2. Case of two sets. We show the equivalence between the energy minimization problem and
the problem of finding the minimal geodesic between two sets.

Proposition 6.2. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, and X© x@) = M be non-
empty closed sets, where at least one is bounded. Then, the set

Vi={@?,zM) e X x XV g9z M) = q9(x© xMDy}
is non-empty, bounded, and closed.

Proof. By symmetry, assume X () is bounded. Since X(!) is non-empty, we can choose an element
(M e XM Define the constant R and the set X as follows:

R:= max dz", W),
20 ex(0)

XV = 20 e x| q9(xO© M0y < R}
The set X1 is bounded and closed. Moreover, we have
d9(x©, xWy = q9(x© xn, (6.1)

Since the function d9: RP x RP — R is continuous and X (@ x X1 is a bounded closed set, there
exist (9 € X© and (M e X1’ ¢ X1 such that d9 achieves its minimal value over X (© x X (1)
Therefore, ) is non-empty.

The set ) is the preimage of the value d9(X(©), X(1)) under the continuous function d9. Therefore,
the set Y is closed. Furthermore, since ) is contained in X(©@ x X®’ and X(© x X@ is bounded,
it follows that Y is also bounded. O
Proposition 6.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, X(© x1)
closed subsets, where at least one is bounded. Then, we have

min E9(y) = min LI(y)?,
YEZps (X (), X (1)) YESps (X (0, X (1))

C M non-empty

argmin  E9(y) = argmin  LI(v) # 0.
’YGEPS(X(O)’X(U) VGEgco(X(O)yX(l))
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In particular,

argmin  E9(y)
YEEps(X (), X (1)

consists of a collection of curves that are geodesics.
Proof. By symmetry, we assume that X(© is bounded. We aim to show that

argmin ~ LI(y) £ 0, d9(X© xO) = mi

n LI(y) = mi LI(y) (6.2)
VEEps (X (), X (1) YEEps(X(©), X (1)

= n
YETgeo (X, X (1))

holds. According to Proposition 2] there exist (9 € X(© and 2 € XM such that

d9(z© Wy = q9(x© xDy = i inf LI(v) = inf LI(7).
($ , L ) ( > ) gc(()?eu)?(o)7 YEEps (13(0) (1) (/7) ’\/GEPS(‘an(O) X)) (7)
(M ex )

From Proposition 6.1} there exists a geodesic v connecting (¥ € X(© and () € X such that
@ (2, 2(0) = L9(4).

Therefore, Equation (6.2)) holds.
Next, we aim to show that

min E9(y) = min LI(v)? 6.3
N EEps (X(©) X (1) ¢ EEps (X(©) X (1) @) (6:3)
holds, as well as
argmin  EJ(y) = argmin  LI(y) (6.4)
YEEps (X (0, X 1)) YEEgeo (X (0, x (1)

holds. From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any path v € Z, it follows that

1/2

L9(y) =/011-mdt < (/01 1dt>1/2 (/Olg(M) dt) < E9(y)'/? (6.5)

exists, where equality holds if g (%, ) is constant with respect to ¢. According to Proposition B1]
this condition is equivalent to v being a geodesic. From Equation (6.2)), for any path v € Zpg, we
have

BI(9)? > 19 (y) > df (X1, X D).

The equality condition for the above inequalities is that v(0) € X©, (1) € X1 d9(5(0), (1)) =
d9(X© XxM) and v is a minimal geodesic. Therefore, Equations (6:3) and (6.4) hold. O

7. APPROXIMATION OF ENERGY MINIMIZATION PROBLEM VIA TRAPEZOIDAL RULE

In this section, we will prove Theorem [Tl In §7.1] we will prove a Morrey-type inequality. In
§7.2] we evaluate the error between the energy and the approximated energy with trapezoidal rule
when an L? upper bound exists for first and second derivatives in the space of curves. In §7.3, we
will assess the error concerning the energy approximated by the trapezoidal rule and the energy of
curves obtained by linearly interpolating the point set. In §7.4 we evaluate the first derivative of
the metric and the Christoffel symbols. In §7.5] we evaluate the L? norms for the first and second
derivatives related to minimal geodesics. Finally, in §7.6] we will prove Theorem [I.11
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7.1. Morrey-type Inequality. In this subsection, we describe the Morrey inequality and the
inequalities derived from it using its proof.

Proposition 7.1 (Morrey Inequality (c.f. [Eval0Ol §5.6.2, Theorem 4])). Let the curve v € Zpq
satisfy ||v||z2, |¥lr2 < oo. Then, for any 0 < s; < s < s9 < 1, we have

v(s2) = v(s1)ll2 < (s2 = 51) 241l 22 (s1.50])» (7.1)

Iv(s)l2 < (7l E2(s1,80)) T+ 2071 22 ([s1,52])- (7.2)

Moreover, using an application of the Morrey inequality proof, we can demonstrate the following
inequality.

Proposition 7.2. Let the curve v € E satisfy |92, ||9]/z2 < co. Then, for any 0 < 57 < s <
so < 1, we have

[7(s2) = v(s1)ll2 < (s2 = 51) (¥l £2(s1,020) + 2| L2 ((s1,52))) -

Proof. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

52
| iteis
S1
From Equation (7.2]), we have

S2 S$2
/H"Y(S)H2dSS/ (Il 22,2l + 2090 L2 s1,520))

S1 S1

= (s2 = s1) (Wl L2y, + 2050 22([s1,500) ) -

[v(s2) —v(s1)l|2 <

< [ I)lads:

2 S1

O

The error between finite differences and derivatives can be evaluated using the following inequality.

Proposition 7.3. Let the curve vy € = satisfy ||¥||z2, ||¥||z2 < co. Then, for any t € [t,,tn41], we
have

18(tn) = 4 (®)ll2 < 2N 21512 1]
Proof. By the triangle inequality, we have
18(tn) = ¥(@®)ll2 < [1B(En) = V(En)ll2 + 7 (En) = A(#)]]2-
For the first term, by Taylor’s theorem, we have
. I )
B(t) = 3t = 1 | (b= 935 + )i

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
: 1" 3
I8(6) =3l < 1 [ (b= 95+ ) s

1 ..

< EHh = sllz2qo,mp 17 (s + ta)ll L2 (jo,m))
1

= hl2)5 s+t
7 [14( M z2qo,n)

< N_1/2“;}"HLZ([tn,t7l+1])'

For the second term, applying Proposition [Z1] to ¥, we have
149(tn) = ¥z < N7V 2t tosa))-

Combining these, we obtain the proposition. O
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7.2. Error between curve energy and energy approximated by trapezoidal rule. For
constants K1, Ko > 0, we define the following space of curves Ex, x, C Eps:

‘|7HL2([0,1]) < K17 H;)'/HLZ([O,l]) < KQ} .

In this section, we aim to evaluate the error between the curve energy and the energy approximated
using the trapezoidal rule for the space of curves Zg,| k..

EK Ky {7 € Eps

Proposition 7.4. Let H: RP — RP*P he a matrix-valued function such that there exists a
constant cy > 0 satisfying g, (u,u) < c||ul|3 for any u € RP. Suppose that ||H(z) — H(y)|s <
Ly||lz — yll2. Then, we have

‘ulTH(:El)ul — u;—H(IEQ)UQ‘
< Ly |xy — zall2lluall3 + callur — uall3 + 2¢afun fl2]lug — uallo-
Proof. First, we have
‘ulTH(xl)ul - u;—H(ZEg)’LLQ‘

< |ul (H(w1) = H(wz)yun| + (w2 = )T H (@) (uz — )| +2 |u] H(wz) (w2~ w)].
For the first term, we have
‘UI(H(M) - H(xz))ul‘
< uillg [|[H(z1) — H(x2)||g [|u1]l, .- Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
< L a1 — o)y ua |3
Similarly, for the second and third terms, we obtain:

(2 =) T H () (w2 = 1) < ealfur — a3

[l H(@s)(us = )| < eollunallur — woll>

0

Proposition 7.5. Let g be a Riemannian metric on R? such that when expressed as 9z (u,u) =
u' H(z)u, there exists a constant cp > 0 satisfying g, (u,u) < ez||ul3 for any x,y,u € RP. Suppose
that ||H(z) — H(y)|ls < Lullz — yll2. Let v € Ek; k,. Then, we have

I/H(f{iS + K%KQ) 402K1K2 402K22

Proof. From the left-hand side,

‘Eg () - Ei’ra,N(v)(

tnt1 . . ’Y(tn)—i_f}/(tn 1)
<> [ e o a0 - pa T (M0
N-1
tnt1 V(tn) + vt ||
o R s e L

+ el (t) = Bta) 13 + 2e2l4(D)l2113(2) — /B(tn)H2>dt . Proposition [7.4l (7.3)
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The focus is on the first term from Equation (7.3]). By Proposition [71] for ¢ € [t,,t,+1], we have

Y(tn) +v(tns1)
7(t) — S

IN

5 196 = ()l + 5 1(8) = (e

A

. . 1
= (||7||L2([tn,tn+1}) + 2||7‘|L2([tn7tn+1])) N’

Applying this to the first term of Equation (7.3)), we obtain
N-1

tn+1
Y(tn) +y(tnt1 .
Ol R R e WAL
TLZO tn 2
N-1
S LHN_l Z H’Y(t)H%Q([tn,tn+1D (H;YHL2([tn7tn+1D + 2|”Y”L2([tn,tn+1]))
n=0
N-1
< LN I OI2 0 000 I3 E2q0,17) + 2050 220,17))
n=0
< LN Y7201 (Wllzzqo. + 21l 2o,1) < LaN"HET + Ko K7). (7.4)
The second term of Equation (7.3) is
-~ [ N L U y
Z/t e |l7(t) — B(tn)|2dt < Z/t Aea s 112 () I - Proposition [7.3]
n=0 """ n=0 v '
N-1 1
< N4C2N\W||%2([tn,tn+1]) = 4e; KiN 2, (7.5)
n=0
The third term of Equation (73] is
N-1 tn+1
> [ 2wl Ol - At
n=0 v
N-1 tn+1
<3 / 4eal (0 [N Y2151 2 gy . Proposition [
n=0 v """
N—
< Z ||1||L2([tn,tn+1})4c2||7||L2([tn,tn+1])N_1/2|H||L2([tn,tn+1]) *.» Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
n=0
N-1
= N24ea| A 2ttt ) N I L2 ()
n=0
<4deyK1Ky/N " Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. (7.6)
From Equations (74) to (Z.6]), we get the proposition. O

Let the right-hand side of Proposition be denoted by C(Ky, Ko, N).

Proposition 7.6. We assume that = C Ek, x,. In the setting of Proposition [7.5],
inf EY = (v) < inf E9(y) + C(K1, K2, N).
yeE= ’ yeE=

Proof. Let v € Z. By Proposition [.5, we have
E9(7) < B, n(7) + C (K1, K2, N).

tra, N
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By taking the infimum on both sides, the proposition follows. O

7.3. Points which attain minimum of energy approximated trapezoidal rule, and its
linear interpolation. In this section, we evaluate the error between the energy of a point set
obtained using the trapezoidal rule and the energy of the curve resulting from linear interpolation
of this point set.

Proposition 7.7. For any = = (z1,...,2N) € R, we have

N N 3/2
n=1 n=1

Proof. If the vector x is the zero vector, the proposition holds clearly. Assuming the proposition
is correct for the case |z||2 = 1, then for any 2 € RY \ {0}, we have

N T 3
> () =t
2 \Jlallz

and the proposition follows. Therefore, it suffices to prove the proposition for the case ||z||; = 1.
In the case ||z||2 = 1, since |z,| < 1, we have

Thus, the proposition holds. O

Proposition 7.8. For any 1* € 2, let K3 := Zivz_ol 18P (t,)||3/N. Then, we have
LyK3
1 g HA3
‘Eg(Wp ) —Efan(?)| < IN2
Proof. For any 0 < s < h, we have
) = 22n) + 9P (1)

Pty + 12 SEES (7.7
P(tniq) —P(t,
”ypl(tn—ks) _7 ( +1)h VP (tn) = BP(ty,). (7.8)
From Equations (Z.7) and (Z.8)), it follows that
| Nl
157120 = 77 2 187 ()13 = K3 (7.9)
(0.1) = N
n=0

On the other hand, we have

Y (tn) + 7P (tng1)
2

’ypl(tn +s) —

2
’Yp (tn) + ’Yp(tn-i-l)
2

— ’(1 — Ns)¥P(tn) + NsvP(tns1) —

_ ‘<% - Ns> P(tn) + <Ns — %) VP (tnt1)

1
=[5 - 3 1=pe) + P el

2
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=|s- 5| 187tean, (7.10)

From the left-hand side of the proposition,

[B2(™) — B, (7 p)\

N-1 trna1 1
< TH YRt
_nzo/tn (') 30
_ 5p(tn)TH (’Yp(tn) +2’Yp(tn+1)> ﬁp(tn)'dt
N=1 ..,
<3 [ e (7o) 26
n=0 " "'"
_ 5p(tn)TH (’Yp(tn) +2’Yp(tn+l)> ﬁp(tn) dt -+ Equation (m)
N-1 .4 .,
< / + Lu ‘ ’}/pl(t) o ’}/p(tn) +27p(tn+1) Hﬁp(tn)ng dt Propositionlﬂ
n=0 vtn 2
N-1 _.p h )
=% [ o= 5 Il 187l ds -+ auation (ZT0)
n=0
N Ly (Y 3/2
=Y IRl < <Z \wp(tn)n%) - Proposition (L]
n=0 n=0
LHK?)N 1/2
4
O

7.4. Estimation of Christoffel symbols. In this section, we evaluate the first derivatives of g
and the Christoffel symbols.

Proposition 7.9. Let ¢ € C' be the Riemannian metric in Euclidean space. Suppose that in
coordinates = (x1,...,zp), we can write g,(u,u) = u' H(x)u and that ||H(z) — H(y)||z <
Ly||x — y||2. Then, we have

9gij
— | < Ly.
‘8:17@ =i

Proof. Let ¢;; denote the Kronecker delta, and let e, := (dy;);, identifying e, with 0/0x,. Differ-
entiating the function g;; with respect to 9/0z¢, we obtain
o 0
9z axﬁ al‘j

Jim 9 9 _
h—)Oh Jutheq al‘i’aiﬂj

LT
}lllg% 7 (H(x + heg) — H(z)) e

dgij |
O0xy

1
}IL E ZT(H(x—i-heg)—H(a:))ej

1
< lim — _ <= — L.
< }ng}) h | H (x + heg) — H(x)||z < hLHhHee\b Ly
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g

Proposition 7.10. Let ¢ € C! be the Riemannian metric on R”. Suppose that we can write
ge(u,u) = u' H(z)u, and assume c;||ul|3 < g.(u,u) and ||H(z) — H(y)||s < Lg||z — y|l2. Then, we
have
3Ly D'/?

261 '

I <
Proof. From Equation (3.]) and Proposition [7.9], we have

D
FZ(-Z')‘ < 52 :max <gk€ gij + gie . Gij
/=1

axi &Tj axg

9

D
1 ke (| 99¢) 9gie| | |909i;
< = 0
- 2;::1max <g <' Ow; + ox; Oxg|)’
D
L
< S max(g*,0)
=1
D
_ 3Ly max_g"y,
2 0<y,<1
=1
D
2 s (30
¢=1,..,D =1
3Ly D/ 2 3Ly D'/
< ZHZ max (Y gy | = AL
2 llyll2=1 ;::1 2¢

0

7.5. A Priori estimates for minimal geodesics. We conduct L? estimates for the first and
second derivatives of the minimal geodesic. Define the constants K7 , and Ks 4 as follows:

3LyD? _,

Kigi=c Pa0(x© xW) Ky, = 2.

261
Proposition 7.11. Let g be the Riemannian metric on R”. Suppose that we can express g, (u, v)
u' H(z)u and assume the following conditions: c1|ul|3 < g.(u,u) < co|jul|? and ||H(z) — H(y)|5
Lp||z — yll2- Then for any v € argmin, .= (x© xm)E?(7), we have

Zps

IA I

M2 < Kig, [Fllrz < Koy
Proof. Let v € arg minc= (x© x) E9(v) be a curve. By PropositionsB3.3land [6.3] ~y is a minimal
geodesic. From Propositions B and 6.3, we have
9O E),5(0) = d(0),7(1)? = d(XO, X D)2 (r.11)
Integrating both sides over ¢ € [0, 1], we obtain

g(x(0) x (1)
e < EEXD ey, (712
¢
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Moreover, « satisfies the equation of the geodesic. By Proposition [7.I0] we have

D
k)] < Y sup [T O)I1Fl1]
i7j:1t727]7k
D 2
< s P50 (i)
t7i7j7k =1
D
k 12 .. : :
< sup |55 (v(¢))|D <Z |9l ) .- Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
t7i7j7k =1
3LyD3? (X, .
< ; P t
< g ; i roposition [7.10]
3/2
< 3LyD K12g-
2cq ’

Thus, for ||5(t)||2, we have

D 2 3Ly D32  3LyD>
S()]lo = £)2 < DY/? < K2 .
15() |2 (I;%( ) ) < 2 = g Kl

The L? norm of ¥ can be estimated as

3Ly D?
cl

12 < K}, =K, (7.13)

7.6. Proof of Theorem [1.71

Proof of Theorem [1.1l. From Proposition [6.3, we have

min E9(v) = min
YEEgeo (X (0, X (1)) FEEps (X (O X (D)

By Proposition [(.T1] we have

E(7).

Egoo(X(O) ) X(l)) C EK1,97K2,g‘
Applying Proposition to the set of geodesics Zgeo(X (@, X)), we obtain

mi E? P) < min EY
YPEEN (X(0) X (1)) ra (7 )_nggw(xw),xu)) tra v (7)

< i E9(y) + C(Ky, Koy, N
_yeEgeo?;(l(%Lx(l)) (1) + C(K1g, Kag, N)

< i EY(7) + C(K1 4, Ko,g, N). 7.14
SR (7) + C(Ki 4, Ko g, N) (7.14)

Define the set of points:
Z(X 0, X)

= {yp e EN(X©® XY B, v(4P) < mi

B9 C(Ky.,. Ko, N)S.
’*/GEPS(XI(OH)7X(1)) (/7)_‘_ ( 1,9) 42,95 )}
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Moreover, for any P € EijE(X ), XM, we have

N-1
l Z Hﬁp(t )H% < Egra,N(’Yp) < dg(X(O)7X(1))2 + O(KLgvK?,gyN)
N n = S

= K2 . 7.15
c c 3,9 ( )

From Equation (ZI4)), since '} € EgE(X 0, X)), 4R satisfies Equation (7I5). By Proposi-
tion [Z.8] we have

LyK3
*pl * 37g
E9 (’Ytrr; N) < Efra,N(fYtrI;,N) + W
Therefore,
LyK3
i 9(~) < i 9(~Phy < *pl 9 *p 3.9 .
'YEEpS(H)I(I(?),X(l))E ) < 'yPeEfn\r?)lg(%),X(l))E (0% < B0 w) < Bra.y Cra) + e (716)
From Equations (.14 and (7.I6]), we obtain the theorem. O

8. APPROXIMATION OF ENERGY MINIMIZATION PROBLEM VIA LEFT-ENDPOINT RULE

In this section, we prove Theorem [L3l In §811 we compare the energy approximated by the
left-endpoint rule with that approximated by the trapezoidal rule. In §82, we evaluate the error
between the energy approximated for points obtained using the left-endpoint rule and the energy
of a curve formed by linear interpolation of these points. Finally, in §8.3] we prove Theorem L3l

8.1. Left-endpoint rule and trapezoidal rule. In this section, we compare the energy approx-
imated by the left-endpoint rule with that approximated by the trapezoidal rule:

Proposition 8.1. Let ¢ € C! be the Riemannian metric in R”. Suppose that we can express
gz (u,u) = v H(z)u and that |[H(z) — H(y)||s < Lg||z — yl|2. For any 7P € 2N, let

Z 18P (¢ 13-

Then,

LyK3
‘Eiq,N(Vp) ~Elan 09| < i

Proof. From the left-hand side of the proposition,

[ 0 (7P) = B (27)

N-1
< Z BP(tn) T H (Y (t)) B°(tn) — B°(tn) T H <fyp(tn) +27p(tn+1)> BP(tn)| . Equation (Z.8)
n=0
N-1
< % Z:: Ly ‘ VP (t,) — P (tn) +27P(tn+1) Hﬂp(tn)Hg .- Proposition [72]
3/2
- p 3 P( . .-
= 2N2 Z 187 (En)ll5 < 2N2 (Z 167 (¢ ”2> - Proposition [T.7]

= L gz,
9 3
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8.2. Points which attain minimum of energy approximated left-endpoint rule, and its
linear interpolation. In this section, we evaluate the error between the energy approximated
using the left-endpoint rule for points and the energy of curve by linearly interpolating these points.

Proposition 8.2. Let ¢ € C! be the Riemannian metric on R”. Suppose that we can express
9o(u,u) = u" H(x)u and that |H(z) — H(y)|s < Lullx — yll2. For any P € Z, let

K} =+ ZHﬁp I3

Then,

LyK3
1 g HB3
‘Eg(’Yp ) —Eln(P)| < INI2

Proof. For 0 < s < h,

[yt + 9 =2

= [[(1 = Ns)vP(tn) + NsvP(tn+1) — 7P (E) o

= [[=Nsv*(tn) + NsvP(tnt1)ll,

= Ns||=2"(tn) + 77 (tnt1)ll5

= s[|B°(tn)ll5 - (8.1)
The left-hand side of the proposition is

1Eg<vpl> B, N(vP)(

/tn+1

,_.

TH (39(0)) 370 = B7(ta) T H (37 () B7(tn) | dt

n= 0
N=1 ..
< /t BP( <’yp1(t)) BP(t,) — ﬁp(tn)TH (VP (t5)) BP ()| dt -+ Equation (7.8)
n=0 v """
N=1 4.
< /t Ly H7 — P (tn) ) (tn)Hg dt " Proposition [7.4]
n=0 v """
N-1
= LHS 187 ()l 187 (¢ )Hgds *. Equation (81
n=0
N-1 3/2
= Z IN2 1B (tn H2 > 2N2 (Z 18P (tn ||2) *.- Proposition [7.7]
_ LHK3N 1/2.
2
O

8.3. Proof of Theorem [1.3l
Proof of Theorem [1.3. For any P € EéVE(X(O),X(l)), Equation (Z.I5) holds. Substituting K3,
into Proposition Bl we get

min E! v(7P) < min E! v(7P)

ey (x xS pean el oy
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Ly
< i EY Py 4 2R3 N2
—WpeaﬁE%;%),xm ran(77) + 2 30
Ly
= i EY Py + LIRS N2 8.2
VpeEéVr(I;(I(ll)7x(1)) tra, v (07) 2 39 (82)
We define the set of points:
2N (X @, x 1)
L
—_J AP c=N(x0) vy [RI (AP) < : g H -1/2
{7 € By (XV, XW) Ef y(7P) < »ypeag?)l(lg),X(l))Etra’Nw )+ K3 N }

Moreover, for any P € EéVEJ(X(O),X(l)),

E P
Z Il < 22

1 .
< — . . EQ p _K3 N_1/2
e <’ypeEIJ)\’?)lg(%)7X(1)) tra7N(7 )—1— 5 34

1 LH
< . . 194 p K3 N_1/2
- <’YP€EIJ)VEI(%§%),X(1)) tra,N(’V )

1 L
<= <dg(X(0),X(0))2 +O(Ky g, Ko g, N) + THKg,gN*ﬁ) = Ki, (83)

From Equation (82), since 7, N € EpE, N (X @, X)) 4P satisfies Equation (83). By Proposition82]
we have

LyK}
*pl * 4,
EY (’Yl A ) < E{],N(’YI,AI/)V) + 2N1/2g .
Therefore,
LyK}
i EY(y) < i B9(vP) < B9 (%) < By (1% g 8.4
s B (7) < emn el xa) (") < ECOnin) < By (nin) + 557 (8.4)
From Equations (82]) and (84]) and Theorem [[T] the theorem follows. O

9. LENGTH MINIMIZATION AND NUMERICAL INTEGRATION

In this section, we prove Theorems and [[L4l The length of a curve can be evaluated by its
energy.

Proposition 9.1. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold. Let X(©, X(1) ¢ M be non-
empty closed sets, such that at least one is bounded. We define the curve v* € Z,4 by

v*€ argmin  LI(y).
YEEps (X (0, X (1)

Then, for any curve «y € EpS(X(O),X(l)), we have
L9I(y)? = LI(y*)? < E9(v) — B9(vY).
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Proof. In general, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
L9(7)? < B9 ().
From Proposition [6.3] it follows that
L9(7)> — L9(y*)* < E9(y) — B9 (v").

O
Proof of Theorems[1.2 and [1.7] From Proposition@.Iland Theorem[IT] we obtain Theorem[L.21
Furthermore, from Proposition and Theorem [[.3] we obtain Theorem [I.4] O
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