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Bounding Shortest Closed Geodesics

with Diameter on compact
2-dimensional Orbifolds Homeomorphic to S?

JINXUAN CHEN

Length bounded sweepouts give a way to bound the length of the shortest closed
geodesic of a closed manifold. In this paper, we generalized to the case of compact
2-dimensional orbifolds homeomorphic to S? as well as compact 2-dimensional
orbifolds with finite orbifold fundamental groups. We proved an inequality for the
length of the shortest closed orbifold geodesic in terms of the diameter.
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1 Introduction

Given a Riemannian manifold, its closed geodesics are critical points for the energy
functional on the space of free loops. Lusternik and Fet [Fet52] used this observation
together with Morse theory to connect the topology of the free loop space to existence
of closed geodesics. This was later improved by Gromoll, Meyer [GM69], Vigue-
Poirrier, and Sullivan [VS76] to prove the existence of infinitely many geodesics on
almost all manifolds. Similar arguments were developed for more quantative results,
for example, on bounding the length of the shortest closed geodesics /(M), especially
in dimension 2. It is easy to see that given a non-simply-connected Riemannian
manifold M, (M) < 2D(M), where D(M) denotes the diameter of M. In the harder
cases of Riemannian 2-sphere, Croke [Cro88] proved that /(M) < 9D(M) and (M) <
(25 + 4v/2)\/A(M) where A(M) denote the area of M. The first inequality was
later improved by Maeda [Mae94] to (M) < 5D(M). This Morse theory method was
generalized by Calabi and Cao [CC92] by noting that closed geodesics appear as critical
points of the mass functional in the space of 1-cycles. This new approach allowed
Nabutovsky and Rotman [NRO2] to improve the previous bounds to (M) < 4D(M)
and (M) < 8,/A(M). Croke conjectured that I(M) < (12)%/@ . The bound (12)%
can be achieved by a Riemannian orbifold S§7373 (can be thought of as two equilateral
triangles glued together). It is conjectured that this bound can only be achieved in
orbifolds.

In the case of Riemannian orbifolds, orbifold geodesics can be defined similarly, and
the questions above on existence and bounds of closed orbifold geodesics can be asked
as well. Guruprasad and Haefliger [GHO6] defined the orbifold free loop space as an
infinitely dimensional orbifold, and they showed that the orbifold topology is related
to the existence and the number of closed orbifold geodesics. However, the problem of
producing quantative estimates like the ones by Nabutovsky and Rotman hasn’t been
attacked yet, and it is the topic of this paper.

Theorem A For any compact Riemannian 2-orbifold homeomorphic to S, denoted
by O, I(O) < 4D(0O), where I(O) is the length of the shortest non-trivial closed
orbifold geodesic, and D(QO) is the diameter.
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Corollary B  For any compact Riemannian 2-orbifold with finite orbifold fundamental
group, denoted by O, I(O) < 8D(0).

Generalizing to the orbifold case is non-trivial because geodesics are not critical points
of the length functional, and we do not have a defined orbifold 1-cycle space that
detects closed orbifold geodesics. The rough idea of the proof for the main result is
the following: We define a space of orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments in a way that
takes inspiration from Guruprasad and Haefliger’s orbifold loop space, and on this
space we generalize the Birkhoff curve shortening process and the so-called descent
on the steepest direction. Closed orbifold geodesics appear as fixed points of these
two processes. Using these as ingredients, we prove that we can deform 1-parameter
families of orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments shorter than /(O) to 1-parameter families
of constant orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments. At last, we construct a specific 1-
parameter family of orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments with length bounded above by
4D(0O) that does not deform all the way to zero length. Then the non-contractibility of
the family implies /(O) < 4D(O).

The manifold version of the deformation result on 1-cycles is dimension-free and global.
In our case, the main issue we encounter is that the 1-cycle space is non-Hausdorff thus
creating some complications. We circumvent this problem by controlling the amount
of non-Hausdorffness and apply the deformation process only for 1-parameter families
of orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments.

The paper is organized as follows.

In §2, the basic definitions and known results of orbifolds as groupoids, the orbifold
loop spaces will be recalled.

In § 3, we define the space of orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments.

In §4, we define an orbifold version of the Birkhoff curve shortening process on the
space of piecewise-geodesic orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments and prove its continuity.

In §5, we define and prove properties of the “descent on the steepest direction”, and
then combine it with the Birkhoff process to prove two deformation theorems on spaces
of cycles. §5 contains the technical heart of the paper.

In §6, we construct the specific family of orbifold cycles and combine it with the
deformation results from § 5 to prove the main theorem as well as a corollary.
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2 Preliminaries

We will review and set the notations for the concepts we will use throughout the paper.
For deeper investigation, we refer interested reader to [GHO06], [Moe02].

2.1 Orbifolds

Let |O| be a paracompact Hausdorff topological space.

Orbifolds are defined in a similar way as manifolds, starting with charts, atlases, and
their compatibility.

An orbifold chart on |O] is a 4-tuple (X,¢q,V,I'), where X is an open connected
differentiable manifold, V is an open neighborhood on |O|, T is a finite subgroup
of Diff(X), and ¢ : X — V is a continuous I'-equivariant map which induces a
homeomorphism X/T" — V. For simplicity a chart (X, g, V,T') is sometimes referred
to as q.

Two orbifold charts (X1,q1, V1,I'1) and (X3, g2, Vo, I';) are said to be locally com-
patible if for any x; € X; and x, € X, with ¢1(x;) = ¢2(x2), there exist an open
connected neighborhood W; > x;, a neighborhood W, > x;, and a diffeomorphism
h : Wi — W, such that g; = g o h. Such an £ is called a change of chart from ¢; to

q2.

An orbifold atlas is a collection of locally compatible orbifold charts {(X;, g;, Vi, I';) }ies
suchthat U;e;V; = |O|. Two orbifold atlases {(X;, g, Vi, I')) }ier, and {(X;, gi, Vi, T') }ier,
on a topological space A are said to be equivalent if their union {(X;, gi, Vi, I')) }ierun,
is an orbifold atlas.

An orbifold structure is defined to be an equivalence class of orbifold atlases. An
orbifold O is |O], called the underlying topological space of O, along with an
orbifold structure. A Riemannian orbifold is an orbifold with a choice of Riemannian
metric on X; such that the change of charts and I';’s are isometries. Note that on any
paracompact orbifold one can induce a Riemannian orbifold structure.

2.2 The Proper Riemannian Groupoid of Germs of Change of Chart

There is an alternative way of defining orbifolds, which is to treat it as groupoids.
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Definition 2.1 A groupoid G = X is a small category G, with set of objects X, and
all morphisms being invertible.

Recall that as a small category, G is equipped with five structure maps: The set of
objects X can be identified with the set of units of G by the unit map associating to an
object x the unit 1, € G. Each morphism g € G is considered as an arrow with source
a(g) € X and target w(g) € X. a : G — X is called the source map, and w : G — X
is called the target map. The composition map Comp : G xx G — G maps (g1, £2)
to g1 0 go where G xx G = {(g1,82) € G X G : a(g1) = w(g2)}. The inverse map

sends g€ Gto g~ !,

Definition 2.2 A groupoid is a topological groupoid if G and X are topological spaces
and the structural maps are all continuous. A topological groupoid is étale if G and X
are smooth manifolds and the structural maps are local diffeomorphisms. A topological
groupoid is Riemannian if G and X are Riemannian manifolds and the structural maps
are local isometries. A groupoid is proper if the map («,w) : G — X x X is proper.

There is a 1-1 correspondence between proper étale groupoids and orbifold atlases
that define an orbifold. Similarly, there is a 1-1 correspondence between proper
Riemannian groupoids and orbifold atlases that define a Riemannian orbifold. Namely,
given an orbifold atlas {(X;, g;, Vi, T'))}ies of a Riemannian orbifold, we can define a
Riemannian Groupoid G =% X where G consists of all germs of all change of charts
and X is the disjoint union of all X;’s.

Let E be a topological space and af : E — X be a continuous map, called the action
map. Let E xxy G be the subspace of £ x G consisting of pairs (e, g) such that
ap(e) = w(g). A continuous right action of G on E with respect to the action
map o, is amap from E Xx G to E that sends (e, g) to e.g such that e.1,,) = e,

ap(e.g) = a(g), and (e.g).g' = e.(gg").

For g € G and x,y € X with a(g) = x and w(g) = y, sometimes we also write
y = g - x. We can define an equivalence relationship on X by setting x ~ y if there
exists a g € G such that y = g - x. The space of equivalence classes will be denoted
by X /G, and the point inside that corresponds to the equivalence class of x will be
denoted G - x, which can be thought of as the orbit of x by the G-action.

2.3 1-Cocycles, Morphisms, and Homotopies

1-cocycles and morphisms are ways of describing maps into O as a groupoid.
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Let K be a topological space. Let U = {U;};c; be an open cover of K. Let G = X be
an &tale groupoid with source map « and target map w.

Definition 2.3 A 1-cocycle over U with value in G is a collection of continuous maps
{fii : UinU; — G} jer such that for each x € U; N U; N Uy we have

fij(x) o fjx(x) = fir(x)

in particular this implies that f;; maps to units and that f; := f;; can be thought of as a
—1

continuous map U; — X. Also fij = f;
Definition 2.4 Two 1-cocycles on two open covers of K with valuein G are equivalent
if there is a 1-cocycle on the disjoint union of the two open covers with value in G that
extends both 1-cocycles.

Definition 2.5 Given a I-cocycle {f;j} over an open cover {U,}c;, its restriction to
K', a subset of K, is defined to be the I-cocycle {f;;} over the open cover {U}ici,
where U; = U; N K" and f;; :ﬁj|U{mUj’-

Definition 2.6 An equivalence class of 1-cocycles over an open cover of K with value
in G is called amorphism from K to G. The set of equivalence class of 1-cocycles is
denoted H' (K, G). The morphism corresponds to the equivalence class of a 1-cocycle

{f;j} is denoted [{f;}].

If G and G’ are two groupoids of change of charts of two different atlases of an orbifold
O, then there is a natural bijection between H Y(K,G) and H'(K,G’). Hence we can
also think of a morphism from K to G as a morphism from K to O. The restriction of
a morphism is defined to be the equivalence class of the restriction of the 1-cocycles
representing it.

For a morphism f = [{f;;j}] from K to G with representative {f;;}ijc; over an open
cover {U;}ie; of K and with value in G, we denote by |f| the projection of f on the
underlying topological space |X /G|, or simply the underlying topological space of the
orbifold ||, such that |f| maps x to G - f;(x) if x € U;. The map is well-defined and
continuous.

Definition 2.7 Two morphisms from K to G are homotopic if there exists a morphism
from K x [0, 1] to G such that its restriction to K x {0} and to K x {1} are the two
original morphisms.

It is easy to see that the projection of two homotopic morphisms on |O] is a homotopy
of the projections of the two homotopic morphisms.
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2.4 Orbifold Covering and Exceptional Stratum

Let O be an orbifold. Let x € O. Let (X, g, V,T") be an orbifold chart such that x € V.
Let X be a preimage of x by g. The local group of x is defined to be the isotropy
group I';. It can be checked that the local group is independent of choice of chart
and X. Given two points x,y € O, if they are both in the same chart (X, g, V,I") with
preimages X,y € X and I's = Iy, then the local groups of x and y are said to have the
same type. This generates an equivalence relation for local groups of all points on O.
The points with the same type of local groups are called a stratum, which creates a
partition of O called a stratification. All strata have manifold structure. A stratum is
called principal if the points inside have trivial local group. There is always only one
principal stratum, and it is a manifold of the same dimension as O. A stratum is called
exceptional if it is codimensional-1. A stratum is called singular if it has codimension
great than 1.

Definition 2.8 An orbifold covering f : O} — O; is a continuous map |O;| — |O;]
such that, for each point x € |O,|, there exists a neighborhood of x that has an
orbifold chart V.= U/T such that each component V; of f ~1(V)) has an orbifold chart
Vi=U/T"| where '} <T.

By Lange [Lan20], The metric double of a Riemannian orbifold along the closure of its
exceptional strata is a Riemannian orbifold without exceptional stratum, and its natural
projection to O is a double-cover of Riemannian orbifolds.

2.5 Orbifold Free Loop Space

Let x, y be two points of X. A continuous G-path from x to y over a subdivision
O=rn<t <th<..<t,=1o0of[0,1] is a sequence (go, 1, &1,C2, .-, Ck, k) Such
that

(1) ¢; is a continuous map: [#;,ti+1] — X fori=1,2,... k.

(i) gi € G satisfies w(g;) = ci(tiy1), a(g) = ciy1(tir1) for all i, and w(go) = x,
algr) =y.
For simplicity, the sequence (go, c1, ..., Ck, &) sometimes will be referred as (c;, g;)

when there is no confusion.

Among G -paths parametrized by [0, 1], we define an equivalence relation generated
by the following two operations:
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(1) (Refining subdivision) Given a G -path (go, c1, g1, €2, ---, Ck, &), We can add a point
¢ suchthat t; <t < t;y) and g’ = 1., getting a new G-path (go, c1,81,¢2, .., 8i—1,

/ AN/ / /!
ci 8¢t 8is -k, &) Where ¢ = ¢l and ¢ = ¢l g1

(ii) (Transition of segment) Given a G-path (g, c1, g1, 2, ..., Ck, &), We can change
a segment ¢; to ¢, if there exists a continuous map A : [f;,f;41] — G such that
a(h(t)) = ¢i(r) and w(h(t)) = cj(t), resulting in a G-path (go, c1,81,¢2, ..., &1, ¢}, &1
.y Ck, 8k)» Where gi_| = gi_1h™(#;) and g} = h(ti41)g:.

The equivalence class of a G-path ¢ from x to y, denoted by [c], y, is called a based
orbifold path. The equivalence class of a G-path from x to x will be called a based
orbifold loop based at x. The set of all equivalence classes of G-path from x to y will
be denoted €2, ,(G), or simply €2, ,. The set of all equivalence classes of G -paths from
x to x will be denoted €),, and the union of all 2, for x € X is denoted (2x, called
the orbifold based loop space. We will be especially interested in the orbifold based
loop space of H'-loops. An orbifold based loop [c], is H' if for all representative c
of [c]y, each segments c; is absolutely continuous, and c statisfies that

k ko
E(c) = ZE(C‘[) = Z/ ((c,')’(t))2 dt < 0o

where E(c) is called the energy of ¢, which is simply computed by summing up the
energy of all ¢;’s. The space of orbifold based loop space of H'-loops is homotopic to
the space of orbifold based loop space, and since in this paper we only care about the
former, we will denote it as 2y as well. The collection of all orbifold based path are
called the space of orbifold based paths, or the space of orbifold based curves.

By Guruprasad and Haefliger, the based loop space of H'-class Qx has a Riemannian
Hilbert manifold structure, defined in the following way:

» Let H'(c*TX) be the space of H'-sections on ¢*TX, where ¢*TX is the vector
bundle Lic;TX/ ~ where the equivalence relationship is defined by gluing
together ¢;TX and cj | TX with g7. Ti,(2x the tangent space at [c], is the
equivalence class of H'(c*TX), where the equivalence class is induced by the
natural isomorphism between ¢*TX and (¢’)*TX where ¢ and ¢’ are two G-loop
representative of [c]. Sometimes we identify 7., 2x and H Y(c*TX) when there
is no confusion.

* Let [v] be any vector in T}, {2y represented by v = (vy, ..., v¢) where v; € ¢fTX,
and the superscript € > 0 is the pointwise bound for |v;(r)|]. The exponential
map expfc]x : T[EC]XQX — Qx sends [v] to [exp, v], where exp, v = (d;, &ila, ()
such that d;(f) = exp,,, vi(t) for all 7, and g; is a local isometry generated by
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gi, for all i. It can be checked that this map is well-defined and bijective for
¢ small enough. It can be checked that exp, H'*“(c*TX) can be identified with
expye, T, S2x for € small. We call expy,; T}, $2x a modeling neighborhood
on {)x for such small e, for it can be locally modeled by Riemannian Hilbert
manifold H'(c*TX). We call exp,v the modeling representative of [exp, v]
(with respect to c).

* For [v], [w] € Ti¢,€2x. The Riemannian metric (-, -) at [c], is defined by
ko o
i D D
= i), wi —vi(1), —w; d
(v, w) ;[_1 <<v (0, wi(0)) + {vitr) dtw(t))) 1

Remark 2.9 The ¢ we used is the pointwise bound on H'-sections, namely, for
v € HY(c*TX), |vi(t)| < € forany t € [t;_1,t] and for all i. We restricted € to
be small so that exp¢ can be defined. But in fact we can also consider € to be the
H'-bound, namely, if we define H Y(¢*TX) to be the set that consist of all v’s such that
|| = v/(v,v) < €, expt will still be well-defined for some €, if ¢ is small. This is
due to the following lemma (W' close implies C° close).

Lemma 2.10 For v € H"(c*TX) represented by (vi, ..., v¢), |[vi(t)| < 2+/]|v|| for all
i

Proof Since ||v|| is computed by integrating/averaging [v(1)|* + |2 v(1)|* over [0, 1],
2 there exists a 7 € [t;,_1, ;] for some i such that

which is greater or equal to |v(r)
i@ < |v]].

Next, we write v;(t) = r(f)w;(r) for all i where r(r) = |vi(¢)| and w;(r) = ‘zj& . We do
not have a definition for w;(r) when |v;()] = 0, so we assume first v;(¢) is non-zero
everywhere. Then (w;(¢),w;(t)) = 1 and %(w,'(t), wi(f)) = 0. Therefore for any
T € [0, 1] (wlog assume 7 < 7),

ko

D D
2> —vi(t), —vi(1)d
LEEDD | (g o

Koo D D
=3 [ R m0) + (0 i, i
i=1 711

>N / (O (wilr), wi0))
i=1 711

k t 1 7 2
=y / (') = /0 ') > ( / \r’(r)r> > |r(r) — r@
i=1 711 T
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Therefore r(7) < r(@) + ||v|| < 2||v|| for any 7 € [0, 1]. Thus |v;(7)| < 2||v|| for any
i and for any 7 € [0, 1].

If v is not non-zero everywhere, we do the above over the domain A where v is non-
zero. Let ¢’ be the first ¢ with v(f) = 0 on (7,7), ¢’ be the last ¢ with v(f) = 0 on (7, 7).

Then
2 t 2 7 2
Hvl!2< / |r’<r>|) > ( / \r'<r>|) +< / \r'<r>|)
[0,11NA T '

>|r () + [r@* > |r(r) — r@)|?

O

The groupoid G acts on (ly naturally from the right by perturbing the base points.
Namely, the action map is defined as agq, : {2x — X sending an orbifold based
loop [c]y to its basepoint x, and the action is defined by Qx xx G — x sending
([clx, &), with ¢ = (go, c1, ..., Ck, gk) being a representative of [c],, to [c’]a(g), where
c = (g7 'go,c1,...,cx,gkg). The quotient space 2x/G is denoted AQO, called the
orbifold free loop space on 0. The element of the free loop space that is represented
by the based loop [c], will be denoted [c¢]. The orbifold free loop space AQ is itself
an infinite dimensional Riemannian orbifold by [GHO06], with orbifold tangent space
TiqAO at [c] being isomorphism classes of H'¢(c*TX), exponential map expy,; being
the map sending [v] € H Le(e*TX) to [expye, [V]] where [c], is a orbifold based loop
representative of [c] and the equivalence class is quotient by transition of basepoints.
expyy T{;AO is called a modeling neighborhood on AO for € small enough so that
expy,; is well-defined.

It can be checked that expy,; T}, AO can be identified with exp, H L€(c*TX) /Gy, where
the G, action is by permuting the basepoint x of ¢. Note that, for € small, the G,
action might only be defined for a subgroup of G, that fix exp, H'*“(c*TX). For
v € HY(c*TX), we say that exp, v is a modeling representative with respect to ¢
for expy[v] if [exp,v] = expp[vl. Note that modeling representative might not be
unique if the G, action is non-trivial on exp, H Le(e* TX).

The projection of [c] on the underlying topological space is a loop on |O], denoted by
|[c]]. Denote |[c]|(7) the evaluation of |[c]| at ¢, by [c](?).

Similarly, we can define the orbifold free path space by quotienting the G -action on
endpoints.

Remark 2.11 There is a 1-1 correspondence between orbifold free loops and mor-
phisms from S' to G. Namely, given an orbifold free loop [c] represented by a
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¢ = (go,c1,-.-Ck, k) over a subdivision 0 =t < t; < ... < t; = 1, let g; be the local
isometry on X generated by g; defined on B.(a(g;)) for some small € forall i. Let ¢; be
an extension of ¢; on the open domain (t;—1 — €, t; + €) (we consider [0,1]/0~1 = s
(titite) = gici’(li71i+€)‘ Then we
can define a I-cocycle {f;;} over {(ti_1 — €,t; + €)}i—o,1,...x by setting f; = ¢; and
fii®) = gjleyy for j = i+ 1 and for any t € (tj — €,t; + €). The morphism [{f;}] is
the corresponding morphism from S' to G. It can also be checked that a morphism
from S? to G gives rise to an orbifold free loop and that the composition of these two
processes is the identity map.

_ _1 _
such that &il,_—es ) = & 1Ci-1lt ey and &

Although we have a natural topology induced by the Riemannian metric (-,-) on )y
and AQ, itis not easy to use. Therefore we will instead use the following pointwise
topology that corresponds to pointwise convergence.

Definition 2.12 [¢/] — [c] in the pointwise topology if there exists a subsequence
of [c/], still denoted as [c/], such that [¢/]’s are all in a modeling neighborhood
expfc] H'¢(c*TX) with respect to some representative ¢ of [c] and there exists modelling

representatives ¢/ satisfy that cﬁ:(t) — ¢;(t) for all i and for all t as j — oo.

2.6 Orbifold geodesic

Definition 2.13 An orbifold tree loop [c] from [0, 1] to G is geodesic at a point
t€ (0,1) if there exists a representative ¢ = (c;, g;) such that t is in the domain of
some segment c; in ¢, and c; is a geodesic. [c] is geodesic at 0 (and at 1) if there
exists a representative ¢ = (c;, g;) such that the first segment c; and the last segment
¢ are geodesics, and g is a unit, and ¢ (0) = c(1).

We say that [c] is geodesic on a domain A C [0, 1] if [c] is geodesic at all ¢ in A.
We say that [c] is a closed orbifold geodesic if it is geodesic on the whole domain.
We say that [c] is a piecewise-orbifold-geodesic free loop if it is geodesic everywhere
except for a finite set. We say that [c] is a piecewise orbifold geodesic free loop
with N breaks for N a positive integer if it is geodesic everywhere except at N points
(multiplicity is allowed).

2.7 local G-homotopy

Definition 2.14 Two G -paths ¢ = (go, c1, &1, ---, Ck, &) and d = (ho,d1, hy, ...,
dy, hy) over a subdivision 0 = 1y < t; < ... < ty = 1 arelocally G-homotopic if there
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exists a sequence H = (lp, e1,11, ..., ex, ly) where [; : [0,1] — G are continuous maps
such that [;(0) = g; [;(1) = h;, e; : [0,1] X [t;—1,t;] — X are continuous maps such
that el"() = ¢ e,‘h =d;, and a(l;(s)) = e,~+1(s, ) w(li(s)) = ei(s, ;) fors € [0,1]. We
denote the homotopy relation between ¢ and d by c f\I;Ig d, orsimply c ~g d.

Proposition 2.15 For any orbifold based loop [c]y, there exists a neighborhood U of
[c] such that for any [d], € U, there exist representatives ¢ € [c], and d € [d], such
that ¢ and d are locally G -homotopic.

Proof Consider a modeling neighborhood U = expfc] H"“¢(¢*TX) around [c],. For
any [d], € U, there existsa v € H L€(c¢*TX) such that expfc] v = [d]. Then expfc](sv)
for s € [0, 1] is the required G-homotopy connecting [c] and [d]. From the proof,
we can see that in fact, any two orbifold based loops in this neighborhood have G-
homotopic representatives. O

From the proof we also get that, for any orbifold free loop [c], there exists a neighbor-
hood U around [c] such that for any [d] € U, there exist representatives ¢ € [c]y and
d € [d]y such that ¢ and d are local G-homotopic.

Proposition 2.16 If two G -paths ¢ and d are locally G-homotopic, then [c] and [d]
are homotopic.

Proof According to Remark 2.5.3, [c] and [d] can be viewed as morphisms from § "'to
G. The homotopy between them can be constructed using the local G-homotopy. O

2.8 Concatenations

For orbifold free path [c] over the domain [0, 1] with representative (go, c1, ..., Ck, k)
and orbifold free path [d] over the domain [1, 2] with representative (hg, dy, ..., d;, hy),
their concatenation [c * d] can be defined as [(go, ..., ¢k, 1dc, 1), d1, ..., )], 1f [c](1) =
[d](1) is a regular point on the orbifold.

This is well-defined since the choice of the groupoid element connecting c; and d; is
unique by regularity of [c](1).
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3 Orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments

3.1 The Space I' of Orbifold 1-Cycles with 2 Segments

We will define orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments taking inspiration from the definition
of orbifold free loops as well as observations on its manifold counterpart. All the
orbifold 1-cycles and orbifold loops in this section as well as in the rest of the paper
will be at least H'.

In the manifold case, Calabi and Cao [CC92] considered the space of 1-cycles with 2
segments:

I'={(,7): 71,7 : (0,11 = M, {71(0), 2(0)} = {71 (1),%(D} }

There are three possible types for a 1-cycle (71, 72):

* 71(0) = (1) # 12(0) = 1(1), called the type of two loops.
* 71(0) = 72(1) # 72(0) = (1), called the type of one single loop.
* ~41(0) = y1(1) = 72(0) = 72(1), called the type of a figure “8”.

Let O be an orbifold, and let (X, G) be an induced groupoid structure of O.

 Let I'; be the space (AO)?, corresponding to the type of two loops.

* Let I'; be the space Ay 7], corresponding to the type of single loop, where the
subscript [0, 2] signifies the domain of parametrization.

The space corresponding to the type of figure “8” is relatively harder to describe. We
will start by defining G -cycles of figure “8” on (X, G).

Definition 3.1 A G-cycle of figure “8” over a subdivision 0 =ty < t; < ... <
1 <1 =1t < ..<t, =20 < n < m)is defined to be a sequence ¢ =
(C17g1>627g25 -3 8n—1,Cn; Cn+1, 8n+1, "'agmflacm) for some pOSith@ integer n and m
such that

* ¢ isaHl—mapfrom [ti_1,t;]toX fori=1,2,...,m.
° C](O) = Cn(l) = Cn+l(1) - Cm(z)

e g;isin G with a(g;) = ci+1(t;) and w(g;) = ¢i(t;) fori=1,2,3,....n — 1, n+
I,...m—2m—1.
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For simplicity, sometimes G-cycles are referred to as (c;, g;) if there is no confusion,
and (c;, g;) will always be (cy, ..., ¢;y) over the subdivision 0 =15 < ... < 1 =1, <
... < tp, = 2 unless stated otherwise. Following the idea in the definition of orbifold
free loops, we define orbifold free 1-cycles of figure “8” as an equivalence classes of
G-cycles of figure “8”. The equivalence relations are the following:

* (Subdivision) ¢ ~ ¢’ if

/ / / U
Cc :(Cla"')gk—lvck)gkvck)gkv"'7Cm)
isa G-cycle of figure “8” over subdivision 0 = 1y < 1] < ... < fr_| < t,’C <t <
: / /! / .
o <ty =2 with ¢ = ekl iy, ¢ = ck][t;(’,k], and g = id ().

e (Transition of Segment for k # 1,n,n+ 1,m) ¢ ~ ¢ if

C/ == (C], ceey Ck_],g;C,hC;{,g;(, Chk41y +vy Cm)
for k # 1,n,n+ 1, m where for some local isometry g generated by some g € G,
Ck =80k gy = 8k—1° Blaw_ )" and g = &law) © gk
* (Transition of Segment for k = 1,n,n + 1, m) (or Perturbing Basepoint)
c~c if,

/ / / / / / / / / /
c = (c17g17 ceey cn—17gn—lacnvgfwcn—i-l’gn—i-la Cn42--+y cm—lygm—hcm)

where for some local isometry g generated by some g € G, ¢ = g o ¢ for
k=1,nn+1,m, g;C = g|Cl<(1‘k) ogifork=1,n+1,and g;C = 8k O(g|ck+|(tk))_l
fork=n—1,m—1.

We define the equivalence classes generated by the first two equivalence relations as
orbifold based 1-cycles of figure “8”°. We define the equivalence classes generated by
all three as free orbifold 1-cycles (in short, orbifold 1-cycle) of figure ““8”, the space
of which from now on will be denoted as I'3.

The space of orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments I is defined as I'y LI T, U I'5. The
orbifold free cycle represented by a G -cycle ¢ will be denoted [c]. In this paper, we will
only consider L-Lipschitz orbifold free 1-cycles for some positive L. By L-Lipschitz,
we mean that for any representative ¢ of [c], any segment c; is L-Lipschitz.

3.2 The Tangent Space and the Exponential Map on I

For [c] € I't NIy, Tigl is simply TiI'y or TigI', the exponential map at [c] will be
the exponential map taken from I'; and I';. For [c] € I's it is more complicated:
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Let ¢ = (c¢j, &) be a G-cycle representative for [c]. Let ¢*TX be the vector bundle
UcfTX/ ~ glued by g;’s. We consider the space consisting of tuples v = (vi, ..., Vi)
where v; € H 1(c;-k TX) is the space of H'-sections on vector bundle ¢ TX for all i, and
the differential of g; maps v;1 (%) to vi(t;) for i # n,m, and {v{(0"), v, 1(11)} =
{vm(27),v,(17)}. This space is a subset of the space H'(¢*TX) of H'-sections on
¢*TX with possible discontinuity at ¢t = 0, 1,2.

Note that it is not a linear subspace of H 1(¢*TX). We will abuse notations and call this
space T.I'. It is an abuse of notation since c¢ is not an element in I".

The G-cycle of figure “8” ¢ represents [c¢] € I's. Given another representative ¢’ of
[c], there is a natural isomorphism induced by local isometries from vector bundle ¢*TX
to (¢')*TX. Therefore the tangent space H'(c*TX) is isomorphic to H'((c/)*TX). This
isomorphism induces a bijection from 7.I' to T,I'. Hence we can define the tangent
space Tjql" of [c] as the equivalence class of 7.I" induced by the said bijections. The
tangent vectors of [c] will be denoted by [v] represented by some v € T.I'.

Note that, although we use the notation 7.I" as if it were a tangent space, but it is in
fact not a linear space. However it is a union of two linear subspaces of H'(c*TX):
Vi={veTT :vi(0") =v,(17), vpr1(1T) = v}, Vo = {v € T.T : v (0F) =
Vin(27), Va1 (1) = v (17)}. We divide T.T into three disjoint sets and denote them
as the following: T!T' := V{\V,, T2I" := V,\ V5, and T2T := ViNV,. Fori = 1,2,3,
and ¢’ another representative of [c], T'I" can be identified with Té,F via the bijection
between ¢*TX and (¢’)*TX, for that equations v{(0") = v,(17), v, 1(17) = v,,(27),
vi(0T) = v,,(27),and v, 1(17) = v,(17) are preserved by local isometries. Therefore
we can denote by ch] the equivalence class of 7'T" induced by the said bijections.

The exponential map exp, at a G-cycle of figure “8” ¢ can be defined for a short
distance as following: for v € T.I', exp,. v is a sequence

d=(d,h,...dydyt1,...;hm—1,dn)

over the same subdivision as ¢ such that, for all i (here i is taken modulo m) and for
all t € [t;_1, 4]:

o di{t) = exp,, ) vi(d).

o hi = gila, 11t Where g; is the local isometry generated by g;.
This sequence satisfies that d;’s are H Ufor all i, h; € G with a(h) = diy1(¢;) and
wh) =dit;)) fori=1,2,...n—1,n+1,....m—2,m— 1, and {d;(0),d,+1(1)} =
{dn(2), dn(1)}.

Here are the three possible outcomes of the exponential map:
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o If v € T2T, then v{(0T) = v,,(27) = vuu1(1T) = v,(17), which means
d1(0) = dy(2) = dy(1) = dy+1(1). Therefore exp, v is a G-cycle of figure “8”.

o If v € T!T, then v{(07) = v,(17) # v, 1(17) = v,(27), which means
di(0Y) =d,(17) # d,s.1(1") = d,,(27). Inthis case sequence d = (dy, hy, ..., d,)
inducestwo G-loops d’ = (ho,d1, ..., hn—1,dn, hy) and d” = (W), dyi1, ..., iy i) s
where hy = idg ) = hn h}, = idg, ) = hy. Then the pair (d’,d") represents
an element in I';.

o If v € T2T, then v{(0") = v,27) # vop1(1T) = v,(17), which means
do(0") = d,,(27) # d,1(17) = d,(17). In this case d induces a G-loop
parametrized over interval [0,2], d' = (ho,d1,h1, ..., dp, hnydpsty ooy dy Hun)
where hy = hy,, = idg, ) and h, = idg,1). Therefore it represents an element in
Is.

To summarize the above discussion, the map exp,. defined on T{I" sends v € T.I" to a
sequence d = exp,. v representing an element in I'.

Now we can define the exponential map exp, : Tj,I' — I' by setting exp,[v] =
[exp,.v] for v € T.I'. It is well-defined since a subdivision on ¢ induces a subdivision
on exp, v, a transition of segment induces a transition of segment on exp,v, and a
change of basepoint on ¢ induces a change of basepoint on exp,. v.

The following two maps will be useful in the future. We define p; : I's — I'j as
the map sending [c] € I's with representative ¢ = (cy, ..., Cy, ..., Cm), to the pair of
orbifold free loops [(¢/, ¢")], where ¢’ is the G-loop (id,,(0), €1, ---, Cn, ¢, 0)) and ¢”
is the G-loop (idc, . (1); Cnt1, -+ Cm,1de,, (1)). We define py : I's — I'; as the map
sending [c] € I';3 with representative ¢ = (cy, ..., Cy, ..., Cm), to the orbifold free loop
parametrized over [0, 2] [¢], where ¢’ is the G-loop parametrized over [0, 2] written

as (id¢, 0y, €15 -+, Cny e, (1), Ct1s -+ €y 1de,2)) -

expyq 1yl 1s called a modeling neighborhood on I if € is small so that expy, is
well-defined. For [c] € I'; U I3, similar to the orbifold free loop space, expy Tj, I
can be identified with exp, T¢I’ /Gy, where x is the basepoint of ¢, and G, acts on
exp, I¢cI' by permuting basepoints. For [c] € I'1, exp, Tj,I' can be identified with
exp, T¢I /(Gx, % Gy,), where x; is the basepoint of the first G-loop component of
¢, xy is the second G-loop component of ¢, and G,, and G, act on exp, T:I' by
permuting the first and the second basepoint respectively. These identifications give
rise to modeling representatives (with respect to specific representatives ¢ of [c]).
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3.3 The Topology on I'

The topology on I' will be defined by the following: [¢/] — [c] if in a modelling
neighborhood around [c], there exists modeling representatives d for [¢/] and ¢ for
[c] such that ¢} — ¢; pointwise for all i.

Note that pointwise convergence for Lipschitz curves is the same as uniform pointwise
convergence. Therefore the collection of metric balls is a basis for the topology on I'.

Note that this topology is in fact not Hausdorff. For example, for any [c] € I's, it can
not be separated from p;[c] € I'; by two disjoint open sets.

In fact, the amount of non-Hausdorffness of this topology can be controlled by the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 For any [c] € I's, it cannot be separated from its Iy counterpart pi[c]
and its I'y counterpart py[c]. Also, for any [c] # [d] € '3 with pi[c] = p1ld] or
p2lc] = pald], they cannot be separated from each other. The above are the only cases
where I' is non-Hausdorff.

Proof Consider [c] # [d] € '3 with pi[c] = pi1[d]. Let ¢ = (¢;, g;) be a representa-
tive for [c] and v = (v;) € Tclf be a representative for any [v] € T[lc’]e I". By definition
(c’,c") is a representative of p;[c], where ¢’ is the G-loop (id¢,(0), €1, ---, Cny 1de;(0))
and ¢” is the G-loop (idc,, (1), Cas1s--s Cm, ide,, ,(1)). Denote o', ...,v") by v/, and
"t ...,v™) by v'. Then exp,, # — ¢; pointwise as j — oo, which means that

expy, leJ — [c] and (expy [:—./J,exp[c,,] lvj/./J) — ([c'],["]) as j — oo. Therefore [c]
cannot be separated from p[c].

At the same time, since pi[d] = pilc] = ([¢'],[c"]), [d] cannot be separated from
pild] as well. Let d = (dy,...,d,,...,d,) over the subdivision 0 = 7y < ... <
ty =1 < ... < t,y = 2 for some n’,m" be a representative for [d], then (d',d") is
another representative of ([c], [¢']), where d’ is the G-loop (idg, (), d1, ---, dw , 1d4,0))
and d” is the G-loop (idd,, , ,(1)s dp' 115 -y Cor s 1de (1)) Let w' = (wi, ..., wy) be the
representative of [V'] in T, AO, and

w' = Wp i1, ..., W) be the representative of [V'] in T,#AQO, then w defined by
w = (Wi, ...,wyy) is in TyI'. Therefore eXP|q] % — [d], but exp, % is exactly
eXPy¢] [JL] Therefore [c] and [d] cannot be separated.

The same argument applies for p;.

On the other hand, if [c] and [d] from I' cannot be separated, then they cannot be both
in I'y or I'; since I'; and I', are Hausdorff. Also, it cannot be the case that one is in
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I"; while the other is in I'; since I'; and I'; are disjoint open sets in I'. Therefore one
of them has to be in I'3. Say [c] € T's. If [d] € ['1\{pilc]}, suppose that U > [d] and
V 3 pi1lc] separate [d] and p;[c] where U, V are both metric balls with radius ¢, then
the metric ball W with radius € has projection p;(W) being exactly V. Therefore U
and W separate [d] and [c] since U C I'; and the I'; component of W is not touching
U. The same argument applies if [d] € T2\ {pa[c]}.

Suppose that [c] and [d] are both in I'3, and their p; and p> projection do not coincide.
The € ball around [c] and the €3 ball around [d] are disjoint for € small, since their I'y,
I";, and I's components are all disjoint for e small. Namely, their I'y components are ¢
balls around p;[c] and p;[d], their ', components are ¢ balls around p;[c] and p;[d],
and their I'3 components are € balls around [c] and [d] under subspace topology from
I" (which can be easily verified to be Hausdorff). O

We also have the following lemma regarding the topology of I".

Lemma 3.3 If[¢'] — [c] € [ asi — oo, then for any t € [0,1] U [1,2], [¢'](t) —
[c](r) € |O].

The proof follows directly from the definition.

3.4 The Length Functional and Stable 1-cycles

For any [c] € I" with representative ¢ = (c;, g;), the length of [c] is defined by

m n ti
Lengthlc] = ) Length(c;) = ) / (¢ (1)|dt
1 1 i

The length functional might not be continuous in general in terms of the pointwise
topology. However this will not be a problem for us since we confine ourself only to
piecewise-geodesic orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments that are L-Lipschitz.

Denoted by I'S for all orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments of length less or equal to L,
I'% for all orbifold 1-cycles with 2 segments of zero length.

The following function e is introduced for notation’s sake. e : 7X — TX maps v € TX

to e(v) = ﬁ if |v] #£ 0, e(v) = 0if |v| = 0.

Definition 3.4 An orbifold 1-cycle [c] with 2 segments is stable if,

* [c] is a pair of orbifold closed geodesic if [c] € T';.
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* [c] is an orbifold closed geodesic over the domain[0, 2] if [c] € T',.

* [c] is geodesic everywhere exceptat t =0 and t = 1 and
e(c}(07)) — e(c;,(27)) — ey (17)) + e (1) = 0

in T 0)X for any representative ¢ = (co, 0, ---, Cn> &ns ---, &m) Of [c] if [c] € T'3.

Lemma 3.5 There exists a non-trivial stable orbifold 1-cycle [c] if and only if there
exists an non-trivial orbifold closed geodesic of a non-higher length.

Proof For [c] € ') UT,, it is obvious.

Let ¢ = (cy, ..., c;y) be arepresentative of [c]. If [c] € I's, then it is an easy Euclidean
geometry exercise that either e(c}(07)) = e(c},(27)) and e(c,(17)) = e(c),,,(17)), or
e(ch(07)) = e(c),(17)) and e(cf1+1(1+)) = e(c),(27)).

Note that since [c] is everywhere geodesic but at 07,17, 1%, 27, we have that Ici| =
lch| = ... = |c,] and |c), 1| = || = ... = |cy,|. Also, since [c] is non-trivial,
|c|| and |c},| cannot both be 0, WLOG we may assume |c),| # 0. If e(cj(0")) =
e(c,,(27)) and e(c)(17)) = (¢}, ,(17)), then if we rescale the parametrization on
[c]]j0,1] by a factor of ||Z’,i((gt))l‘ , we get a [d] which is an orbifold cycle over a slightly
different interval, p, can still be defined in the same manner as in I', then p,[d] is
a closed orbifold geodesic of the same length as [c¢]. If e(c’1 (0)) = e(c,(17)) and
(c, +1(1+)) = e(c),(27)), then we compose c|jo,;; with the backtrack of c|; 2; and
denote the composition by d, which also represents an orbifold cycle. Then after

10+
rescaling the parametrization on [d]|o,1} by a factor of ||§,‘ ((g_))“ , the p» projection of
the end result is a closed orbifold geodesic of the same length as [c]. a

Let [c] be a piecewise-orbifold-geodesic orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments. We say
that [c] has break number n if the orbifold curves [c]|j0,1] and [c]|[1,2; are geodesic
except at n— 1 points (multiplicity is allowed). Denoted by I'y the space of piecewise-
orbifold-geodesic orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments with break number N. A choice
of breakpoints of [c] is a collection of point in the domain of [¢] with multiplicity
allowed, such that [c] is geodesic on the complement of these points. For any [c] € Ty,
there are more than one choices of breakpoints. A choice of breakpoints can be different
from another by extra geodesic points (fake breakpoints), as well as by multiplicity.
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4 The Birkhoff Curve Shortening Process

For the manifold version of the Birkhoff curve shortening process (Birkhoff process
in short), we refer interested readers to [CM11]. In this section, we will define the
orbifold version of the Birkhoff process on I'St, where I'SE denotes the subspace of
I" consisting of L-Lipschitz orbifold 1-cycles with two segments with length upper
bound L. Note that the Lipschitz constant L and the length bound L are chosen to be
the same L. We point out here that while the manifold version of the Birkhoff process
consists of four different steps, the one presented here only covers the first two, as these
will be the only ones we will be using.

4.1 Defining the Birkhoff Process ¥

For a 2-dimensional compact Riemannian orbifold O, we will choose an orbifold atlas
{(Xi, qi, Vi, T }ier with X;’s being convex metric balls (hence V;’s will be convex
metric balls as well) with the property that any two points can be connected via a
unique minimizing geodesic segment. This can be achieved by first taking an arbitrary
finite orbifold atlas and then restricting to small convex metric balls with the property
that their injectivity radius in the ambient space is less than its radius. Let X = L/ X;.
Let ¢ be the Lebesgue number of {V;};c;. This ¢ could serve as an analogue of
“injectivity radius" on the orbifold. Consider the corresponding Riemannian groupoid
of germs of change of chart § = X equipped with a Riemannian structure inherited
from the orbifold.

We fix an integer N such that N§ > L. This will be the “break number” of the Birkhoff
process.

The Birkhoff process ¥ is a map from I'SE to I'SE given in two steps:

For step one, denoted by Ul we reparametrize [c] to get the [¢’] such that [¢’ 10,11
and [c]|[1 2 are both orbifold free curves of constant speed.

For step two, denoted by W2, we do the following:
Given [c] € ¥1(T'SL), consider a G-cycle representative for [¢']

/ / / / /
Cc = (Cl,hl, ---,hN—l, CN7CN+1,hN+17 ...,th_l,CZN)

i—1 i

where each ¢} is defined on [, 5] fori = 1,2,...,2N. Since [¢']|j0,1) and [c]|1 2 are

L
constant speed and Length[¢'] < L, each segment has length no larger than N which



22 Jinxuan Chen

is less than the Lebesgue number of {V;};c;. Therefore such a G-loop representative
¢’ can indeed be found.

WLOG, assume ¢, C X; for k = 1,2,...,N. Replace each interval ¢, by the unique
minimizing geodesic, denoted by ¢, connecting the two endpoints of ¢/ in X;. This
can be done according to our choice of X;’s. We call ¢, a “geodesic replacement” of
c;. Therefore we get a piecewise geodesic G-loop ¢’ = (¢}, hi, ..., hay—1, Thy), Which
represents a [¢'] € I'SL. Tt is straightforward to check that W2 does not depend on the
choice of representative.

Lemma 4.1 VU is well-defined. V([c]) is homotopic to [c] as morphisms.

Proof ¥([c]) is homotopic to [c] as morphisms since ¢ is G-homotopic to ¢’. To
make sure that U is well-defined, we need to check that for any [c] € <L W] still
has length bound L and is still L-Lipschitz. The first assertion follows from the length
non-increasing property of W' and 2. The second assertion follows from the fact that
U![c] has constant speed on [0, 1] and [1, 2], thus it has Lipschitz constant no greater
than L and that geodesic replacement procedure in W2 does not increase the Lipschitz
constant. O

Although the Birkhoff process can be defined for any H' orbifold 1-cycle with 2
segments, we are particularly interested in the case of piecewise-geodesic orbifold
I-cycle with 2 segments.

Note that, the Birkhoff process can also be defined on the orbifold free loop space.

4.2 Constructing the Birkhoff Homotopy

For each step W' of the Birkhoff shortening process and each [c] in the domain of
Ui we can define a continuous homotopy o' from [0, 1] x FJ\S,L to F%& such that
®(0, [c]) = [c] and ®(1,[c]) = ¥i[c] for i = 1,2.

For ®!: Let [c] € FI%L. Then there exists a unique piecewise-linear non-decreasing
map P : [0,2] — [0, 2] such that [c] = Ul o Prs. We denote by fs[c] a function
from [0, 2] to [0, 2] sending ¢ to st + (1 — s)P,(#). This function will be used in the
next section extensively. Set ®!(s, [¢]) to be ¥![c] o S[C]. It is easy to see that ®! is
a homotopy between [c] and U], and that ®!(s, [c]) is an orbifold 1-cycle with 2
segments. The continuity will be checked in the next section.



Bounding Shortest Closed Geodesics 23

Lemma 4.2 For any [c] € FSL, Length(@l(-, [c])) is monotonely non-increasing,
and ®'(s, [c]) still has Lipschitz constant L.

Proof The first assertion follows from the fact that rescalings does not change the
length. As for the second assertion:

For any 7 € [0, 2] such that 7 is a geodesic point, WLOG we may assume 7 € [0, 1].
Let 7 := fs[C](T) for s € [0, 1]. We have that

‘Wm’ - [AID | eyn)
< d(qldlt[c])(n) s+ (1 —9P)
< d(‘l’dlt[c])(m -max{1, Pf,)}
< max] d(‘I’dIt d‘Pl L pen| - Py}
<ma(| df,j] o)

We know that the derivative of [¢] and ¥![c] at any geodesic point must be less than
L since they are L-Lipschitz. Also, there are only finitely many non-geodesic points.
Therefore ®!(s, [c]) is L-Lipschitz. O

®? is constructed as follows: Let ¢ = (cy, g1-.., con) be arepresentative of a constant-
speed piecewise orbifold-geodesic orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments [c], where ¢; is
defined on [5+~ N , N] For simplicity, set t; = ‘ for all i. We define @é(s ¢) to be the
G-cycle (cj, g1, ..., ¢5y) for s € [0, 1] where

s _ =S .
i = & * Cil[(1—s)t_ 451,11

is the concatenation of ¢! a geodesic replacement of ¢; on the domain [f;_, (1 —
$)t;—1 + st;] with restriction of the original ¢; on the domain [(1 — s)t;_1 + st;, 1;].

Set ®%(s, [c]) := [@é(s,c)]. Note that @é is a local G-homotopy between ¢ and
Ul(c), hence @2 isa homotopy between [c] and T2[c].

Lemmad4.3 Forany|[c] € \III(I‘I%L), Length((bz(-, [c])) is monotonely non-increasing,
and ®2(s, [c]) still has Lipschitz constant L.
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Proof The first assertion follows from the fact that replacing a segment with mini-
mizing geodesic does not increase the length. For the second assertion, we only have
to check for each i and each s, the Lipschitz constant of ¢! is less than that of ¢'. This
reduces to check that the Lipschitz constant of & is less than that of ¢|(;._, (1—s)._,+st]-
Since ¢; is a geodesic, we only have to check that the length of ¢; divided by the length
of the domain of ¢; is less than or equal to L. However this is true since

Length(c;) < Length(cilis,_, (1—sy_ +st:]) <

L
sty —tic1) — s(ty — tiz1) -

O

We can then define a map, called the Birkhoff homotopy @, from [0, 2] x F]%L to I‘%&
such that ®(s, [c]) = ®!(s, [c]) if s € [0, 1], ®(s, [c]) = P>(s — 1, ¥l[c]) if s € (1,2].

In Appendix A, we prove the continuity of the Birkhoff process as well as the Birkhoff
homotopy for Lipschitz orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments.

5 Deformations Results

In this chapter we need the following space 'y of ordered piecewise geodesic orbifold
1-cycle with 2 segments with break number N, which is defined as a subspace of
I'y x [0, 212N consisting of element ([c], 1, ..., oy) such that [c] € Ty and 0 < 1; <
th <..<ty=1<..<1ny="2isachoice of breakpoints of [c]. This space adopts
the subspace topology of the product topology on I'y x [0,2]*N. Denote by p, the
natural projection map from 'y to I', where “0” stands for ordered. When there is no
confusion, we also refer to ([c], t1, ..., fon) € fN as [c],-

Comparing to I'y the space of piecewise geodesic orbifold 1-cycles with break number
N we defined at the end of chapter 3, this ordered space is needed since it keeps track
of choices of break points. Later in this chapter we will see that, it is necessary to
specify the choice of break points in order to perform descent on the steepest direction
on a neighborhood of piecewise-geodesic orbifold cycles.

We define four types for elements in I'y. For [c] € f‘N:

* For [c], with p,[c], € T, denote by f‘ﬁv the collection of all such [c],, for
i=1,2,3. Wesay [c], is of type I['}.

* For [c], with p,[c], € T° the projection under p, being orbifold 1-cycle of
trivial length, denote by % the collection of all such [cl,. We say [c], is of
type I
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We also define T' the space of 1-cycle with 2 segments on |O| as the collection of
continuous map ¢ : [0, 1] U [1,2] — |O] such that {c(0),c(17)} = {c(17),c(2)}.
Here we used 1~ to indicate the 1 in [0, 1] and 17 to indicate the 1 in [1,2]. The
space I' equips with a pointwise topology. We can also define four types for elements
inT. ForceT:

 For ¢ with ¢(0) = ¢(17) and ¢(17) = ¢(2), denote by I'! the collection of all
such c¢. We say this kind of c is of type I'!.

e For ¢ with ¢(0) = ¢(17) and ¢(17) = ¢(2), denote by I'? the collection of all
such ¢. We say this kind of ¢ is of type I'2.

e For ¢ with ¢(0) = c¢(1*) = ¢(17) = ¢(2), denote by I3 the collection of all
such c¢. We say this kind of ¢ is of type I'.

* For ¢ with ¢(¢¥) = ¢(0) for any ¢ € [0, 1], and c(s) = ¢(2) for any s € [1,2],
denote by T the collection of all such ¢. We say this kind of ¢ is of type T.

Note that the intersections between these four types are non-empty.

For any [c], € fN with representative ¢ = (cy,...,cp) over 0 =19 < ... < t, = 2,
we can define a map ¢ : [0,1] U [1,2] — |O] by sending &(¢) to G - ¢;(r) for any
t € [t;i—1, ;] forall i. It can be verified that the map p from Iytol sending [c], € Iy
to ¢ via the above process is well-defined. Also, the map p is continuous since we are
using pointwise topology on I' as well as on I'y. Geometrically, p is the projection
that sends an orbifold 1-cycle to an 1-cycle on the underlying topological space |O|. It
is straightforward to verify that ﬁ(fﬁv) c T For simplicity, we can also denote p[c],
by |[c]] since it is consistent with the notation we use for projections of orbifold free
loops.

Letf:[0,1] — fI%L . In this chapter, under the assumption that L is less than /(O) the
length of the shortest (non-trivial) orbifold geodesic loop on O, we prove two results:

(i). f canbe deformed continuously into IA‘I%G for € arbitrarily small in a “type-invariant”
way.

(ii). The projection image of f on the underlying topological space |O|, denoted by
If|, representing a family of 1-cycles in the usual sense, can be deformed continuously
into a constant map in a “type-invariant” way.

5.1 Descent on the Steepest Direction and the Birkhoff Process

The following theorem is the actual statement of “deformation result (i)” mentioned
above.
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Theorem 5.1 Let O be a compact 2-orbifold homeomorphic to S>. Let L be a
positive number less than the length of the shortest non-trivial orbifold closed geodesic
on O. Letf :[0,1] — I'SL be a continuous map, then a continuous homotopy
H:[0,1] x[0,1] — IA“%A? can be constructed, such that p, o H(-,0) = f and H(-, 1) :
[0,1] — ffv for any € > 0.

This theorem is inspired by [NRO4, Lemma 3]. Roughly speaking, the deformation
is constructed using two ingredients, the Birkhoff curve shortening process and the
so-called “the descent on the steepest direction” (descent process in short). In this
section, we define and discuss the properties of the descent process, and discuss the
slight modifications needed for the Birkhoff process in our case.

The idea of the descent process is as follows: For an ordered piecewise-geodesic
1-cycle, at each endpoint, we compute the sum of all outward pointing unit tangent
vectors originated from this endpoint to get a vector, called the descent vector at this
endpoint. We flow the endpoints along their corresponding descent vectors for a short
period of time, then rejoin the new endpoints with unique minimizing geodesics to get
a new ordered piecewise-geodesic 1-cycle.

—

Figure 1: Descent Process

Despite the simple idea (as shown in figure 1), the formal definition of the descent
process requires somewhat tedious notations, which will be explained in detail in the
following subsections.

5.1.1 The Subspaces of Ordered Piecewise-Geodesic Orbifold 1-cycles 'y

We consider the following two subspaces of I'y:

* Denoted by GSL, is the subspace of fN such that for any ([c], #1, ..., toan) € G,%L,
there exists a representative ¢ = (cy, g1, .-, CN, CN+1, ---; 82N—1, Con) for [c] over
the subdivision 0 =79 < ... <ty = 1 < ... <y = 2 such that ¢; is a geodesic
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and Length(c;) < % for all i (Recall that § is the Lebesgue number of the
orbifold atlas we have chosen). In other words, GEL is the space of ordered
piecewise geodesic orbifold cycles with break number N with each geodesic
segment bounded above by g.

We will define g]%L the same way as G,%L except that the length of each segments
are bounded above by g.

For [c], € fN, we define its i-th geodesic segment [c;] as the restriction [c]|f, 4], @
free orbifold (geodesic) path in O for i = 1,2, ...,2N, where #;’s are breakpoints of

[col.

We will only define the descent process on G,%L. This is because for [c], € fN\GSL,
if a geodesic segment [c;] is too long (longer than §), after flowing its endpoints,
the choice of rejoining the flowed endpoints via a minimizing geodesic might not be
unique.

5.1.2 Multiple Points, Double Points, and Clusters

Let [c], € G;L and G-cycle ¢ = (1,81, .., CNy -.ycoy)over 0 =1 < ... <ty =1<
... <y = 2 representing [c] with each ¢; being geodesic.

We call the following subset of [0, 1] LI [1, 2]
{0+,ll, 1,...,IN—1, 1_, 1+,tN+1, INF2,y oeey t2N_1,2_}

the collection of endpoints of [c],. Here we use 1~ to denote the 1 in [0, 1],
and 17 to denote the 1 in [1,2], and 0" to denote 0, and 2~ to denote 2.
Wecall t;’sfori=1,2,....N—1,N+1,...,2N — 1 the double points of [c],.
We call 07,17, 17,2~ the multiple points of [c],.

We also define the merging of multiple points and double points:

We say multiple points 07 and 1~ are merged, and multiple points 11 and
2~ are merged if [c] € I';. Note that in this case, ¢;(0") = cy(17) and
cn+1(17) = cpy(27) on X by definition, hence they are literally “merged”.

We say multiple points 0T and 2~ are merged, and multiple points 1~ and
1T are merged if [c] € T';. Note that in this case ¢;(07) = cpy(27) and
en(17) = e (17).

We say all four multiple points are merged if [c] € I'3. Note that in this case
c1(07) = can(27) = en(17) = en1(17).
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» Two double points #; #; are said to be adjacent if |i —j| = 1, two adjacent double
points #; t;y; are merged if the (i + 1)-th geodesic segment [c;+1] has zero
length.

* A multiple point and a double point are said to be adjacent if they are the two
endpoints of geodesic segment ¢y, or ¢y, Or cy+1, Or cay. They are said to be
merged if the geodesic segment connecting them has trivial length.

An equivalence relation can be defined via the merging pairs of endpoints, whose
equivalence classes will be called clusters (of [c],). More specifically, we will call
the clusters only consisting of double points double point clusters, the clusters con-
taining multiple points multiple point clusters. Consider the set {0",1,2,...,N —
1,1=,1%,N +1,...,2N — 1,27} := 1. There is an bijection from 7 to the endpoints
of [c],, sending i to #;, 0" to 07, 17 to 17, 1" to 1%, and 2~ to 2~ . The bijection
then induces a partition of I based on the cluster partition of endpoints. This partition
of 1 will be called the type of [c],. We will also refer to the bijection images of
multiple/double point clusters as multiple/double point clusters.

The following partial order can be defined on G;L:

* [cl, € Gy" ishigher than [d], € Gy if, Length[d;] = 0 implies Length[c;] =
0 for all i, and Length[d;] # 0 while Length[c;] = O for some i.
* [c], with [c] € '3 is higher than any [d], with [d] in '] U T',.
It is easy to see that [c], € GAS,L is higher than [d], € G;L if and only if the partition of

multiple points and double points into clusters is “finer” in [d], than in [c],. Therefore
. . <L
we have a partial order on the types in Gy™.

5.1.3 Defining the Descent Vectors

Let [c], € fN and G-cycle ¢ = (c1,81,..-,CN,-.,cony) over 0 =t < ... < ty =
1 < ... <y = 2 representing [c] with each ¢; being geodesic. A tangent vector
V=(W,.. Wy € TCFAS,L can be restricted to a system of vectors (at endpoints) v
represented by

Vi(to), Vi(t1), Va(t2), .., Vn(tn), Vvp1(In), V1 (En41)s Vg2 (Ens2), -.o, Van(ton))

consisting of a total of 2N + 2 vectors in 7X. We will call Vi(t;) the i-th vector v; of
v for i # 0,N,2N, Vi(ty) the 0 -th vector vy+ of v, Viy(ty) the 1~ -th vector v;- of
v, Vni1(ty) the 17 -th vector v+ of v, Voy(toy) the 27 -th vector v,— of v.

The following notations will be useful:
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* Let p; be amap from 7 to {0, 1,...,2N} sending 0F t0 0, 1~ and 17 to N, 2~
to 2N, and everything else to itself. Let gg gy gon be identities on X.

e Forie {0",1,2,....,N — 1,17}, let /; be the largest among 1,2, ..., p;(i) such
that [c];, 1S not constant. If such maximum does not exist, set /; = 0*. Denote
(gr.08+10...0 gp,(,-),l)_l by g;; (“I” for left). If [; = i, let g;; be idx.

e Forie {0",1,2,....N — 1,17}, let r; be the smallest among p;(i) + 1, p;(i) +
2,...,N such that [c],, is not constant. If such minimum does not exist, set
ri = 17 . Denote gp,(i) © &p;(i)+1 © --- © &ri—1 by g, (“r” for right).

e Forie {1",N+ 1,N+2,...,.2N — 1,27}, let I; be the largest among N +
1,N+2, ..., pi(i) such that [c]; is not constant. If such maximum does not exist,
set [; = 1. Denote (g;, 0 gj,+10 ... ogpl(,-)_l)*l by g1;. If [; = i,let g;; be idy.

e Fori € {1", N+ 1,N +2,..,2N — 1,27}, let r; be the smallest among
pi()) + 1,pi(0) + 2, ..., 2N such that [c],, is not constant. If such minimum does
not exist, set 7; = 27 . Denote gp,(i) © &p(i)+1 © --- © &r—1 bY &,

To summarize, these g;;’s and g, ;’s are the groupoid elements that connects the i-th
endpoints with either the nearest non-constant segment, or the multiple points.

We now define the (left and right) outward pointing unit tangent vectors of c.

» Foriecl,if [; # 0T, 17, then its left outward pointing unit tangent vector Vi 18
given by
) d(g1.)c;, (1)
Li= T ~g
Y g ()]
e Foriel,ifl; =0% or 17, we set v;; to be 0.

e Foriel,if r; # 17,27, then its right outward pointing unit tangent vector Vri
is given by
d(gri)c) (tr—1)
Vri = Ty
|d(gr,i)cr,-(tri—l)’

e Foriel,ifr,=1 or2 , weset v to be 0.

The descent on the steepest direction (descent vector) v(c) for G-cycle c is a system
of vectors v(c) = (v(c););c; such that v(c);’s are computed by the following rules:

e For i € I such that i is inside a double point cluster, v(c); = v;; + v,;. This
covers all the i’s such that /; and r; are not multiple points.

o If [c] € 'y, v(c)o+ = v(©)1- = Veo+ + V15 V(O 1+ = W(C)r- =V, 1+ + V-

o If [c] € I, v(e)o+ = v(C)y- = Vro+r +Vio—, O+ = WO)1- =Vep+ + V-
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o If [c] € I's, v(c)g+ = v(©)1- = v(c)1+ = V(C)r— = Veot+ TV 1- +Vei+ + V-
« Forie I\{0,17,17,27} such that ; = 0", v(c); = d(g1)v(c)o+ -
« Forie I\{0F,17,1%,27} such that r; = 17, v(c); = d(g,)v(c),- -
e Forie I\{0F,17,17,27} such that ; = 1F, v(c); = d(g1)v(c);+ -
« Forie \{0,17,17,27} such that r; = 27, v(c); = d(g,)v(c)s- .

In short, the descent vectors are computed by summing up non-trivial outward pointing
unit tangent vectors. Note that merged endpoints share “the same” descent vectors
(only different by a groupoid element).

For ¢ and ¢’ both representing [c],, the descent on the steepest direction v(c) is mapped
bijectively to v(c’) by the isomorphism that maps T.I" to T,.T". Therefore the descend
on the steepest direction v[c], for [c], is well-defined.

Given a descent on the steepest direction v[c], for [c], € gﬁL represented by a G-cycle
¢, we can define a variation ¢* = (c{, g{, ..., Cy, ---, C3y) Over the same subdivision as ¢
for s > 0 small, where ¢} is the “shifted geodesic on the direction of descent vectors”.
Namely, it connects the exponential of s times the descent vector at the two endpoint
of ¢;. The variation ¢* for G-cycle ¢ can be lifted to variation [¢*] for [c] since the
exponential map commutes with groupoid elements. Notice that we can define [¢*],
to be the ordered piecewise geodesic cycle with the same breakpoints as [c],. Also,
for s small enough, [c®], is at least still in GﬁL (but might not be in g]%L anymore).

5.1.4 The First Variation of Length on the Descent vectors

Let [c], € gﬁL with a representative ¢ = (cy, g1, .--,Con). We first introduce the
following notations for later use. Let 7 = {Dy, D, ..., Dj, M1, M, } be the type of [c],,
where D;’s are double point clusters, and M| and M, are multiple point clusters (one of
them could be empty if [c] € I'3). We know that D;’s consist of consecutive integers,
therefore we have D; = {k;, k; + 1, ...,m;} for some k; and m; for i = 1,2, ...,j. We
will also keep the notation ro+ 11— ri+ lr— g0+ &1,1- &1+ &2~ from last subsection.
Note that m; is exactly ry, — 1.

The following functions computing the unit tangent vectors at endpoints of ¢ is useful

for notation sake: )
ci(tic)
S ) #0
ei1(c) =< lefti)]

0 (i) =0
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ci(t)
1 / ; O
ein(c) = < |eit)| ) 7

0 i) =0

Let v = (vo+, V1, va, ..., V- ) be a vector system for ¢ = (cy, g1, ..., CN, CN+1,
8gN+1, -+, C2n). Then we have the following first variation of length on the direction of
v for ¢, simply by adding together the first variation of length for each ¢;:

OLength

o Z (vi, ein(c) — dgieir1,1(c)) — (vo+, e1,1(0)) + (vi-, en2(c))

i#£0,N 2N

—(vi+,eny1,1(0)) + (vo—, ean2(c))

Notice that, in the first variation of length above, e; 1 and e;> vanish for i such that
[ci] is constant. The only non-constant segments are k;-th segment, m;-th segment for
i=1,2,...,j, and segment ry+ [;— ri+ and l,—. After collecting the non-vanishing
terms, we have the following first variation of length:

0 Length /
o = 2 (k€ 2(0)) = (s dgmimi41,1(0)))

i=1
— (Vi d8ryy ryy +1,1(0)) + (Vi e 2(c))

_<Vr1+ ) dgr]+ er1++1,1(c)> + <vlz_ ) elz_ ,Z(C)>

However it makes little sense to consider the first variation of length on the direction
of an arbitrary vector system v, for that the exponential on the direction of v might not
represent an orbifold cycle anymore. Also, we want to restrict v so that the variation
on the direction of v does not change the type. In other words, the v;’s for i indexing
multiple point/double point in the same cluster will have to be related via groupoid
elements connecting their segments in the G-cycle. To be exact, we require that for
i=1,2,..j,
Vi, = d(&rk)Vm;

vor = d(g0) 0 d(gr ) Ve vie = dgi- v,

vie =d(g,1+)0d(gr ) v, va- =d(go-Ivi,_

We call such vector systems v a type invariant vector system of ¢, and its equivalence
class counterpart [v] a type invariant vector system of [c]. From now on we shall
only consider first variation of length on the direction of type invariant vector systems.
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Therefore the first variation of length on the direction of type invariant vector systems
can be written as

0 Length _ Z]: - . (t) B A(8rk)Ch i1 ;)
v e @l 1d(gra)Ch, o1 ()]

)

i=1

d(g,0+)cy , (tr 1) N d(gri-)c;,_(1,2)
—(Vo+, V-,
O d(g o)t (-0l d(gr)] ()]
d(g,,1+)C, , (tr. 1) d(g12-)c],_ (1, )
- <V1+7

+ (vo-,
|d(gra0)ch, (try 1) 2 ld(gip e, (0,0

The i-th term in the sum equals (v;, —v(c)x,). The last four terms in the formula equal
—(vo+, v(c)g+) if [c] € T3, equal —(vo+,v(c)g+) — (vi+,v(c)+) if [e] € T UT,. We
can interpret the first variation of length formula as such: the first variation of length
of ¢ on the direction of v is computed by taking the negative of the sum of the inner
product (v;, v(c);) for i in a subset A of 1, such that there is exactly one i from each

(non-empty) cluster of [c], that is contained by A. This intepretation also provides an
0 Length

o[v]

a type invariant vector system [v] of [c], is well-defined.

easy way to see that the first variation of length for [c], on the direction of

Here are some immediate properties of type-invariant first variation of length:

e If v[c] is trivial, that is, all of v[c]; are trivial, then [c] is a critical point of the
first variation of length.

e If we plugin [v] = v[c],, then

OLength < 12
vl ; |[vlclil|

for a subset A C I such that there is exactly one i from each cluster of [c], that
is contained by A.

¢ Wecall 3", |[vc];||* the norm of v[c], denoted by |[v[c],||. Then

0 Length
ol —[[vlclol|
which implies that, the variation along the descent vector v[c], is length non-
increasing for [c],, and it does not change the length if and only if v[c], is
trivial. Therefore this norm measures how fast the length is decreased along the
descent vector.
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* The norm can be defined for any type-invariant vector systems [v] of [c], by
summing the norm of v;’s for i € A. It only requires elementary algebra to check
that for all type-invariant vector systems with norm ||v[c],||, v[c], achieves the
minimum of the first variation of length. This is why the descent process is
called “the descent on the steepest direction”.

¢ By directly checking the definition, v[c], is trivial if and only if [c] is a stable
orbifold 1-cycle.

5.1.5 The Principal Point and Singular Point of gI%L \fo

Let I be the subspace of fN that consists of [c], with [¢] = ([c1],[c2]) € T'' such
that either [c!] or [¢?] is a constant orbifold loop at a singular point on O. g%L\f’O can
be divided into a disjoint union of (gx™\I'O)\[* and (g5“\[) N1 For simplicity, we
denote (g,%L\fo)\fS by g°, and (g]%L\fO)ﬂfS by g%, where “P” stands for “Principal”,
and “S” stands for “Singular”, which will be explained next.

Lemma 5.2 Let [c], be in gP with a representative c. There exists a small neighbor-
hood U around [c],, such that there exists a unique modeling representative d for any
[d] € p(U).

Proof Since p(U) for any neighborhood U of [c], is contained by a neighborhood V
of [c] = p([c],), we only need to show that there exists a neighborhood V of [c] such
that, for any [d] € V, there exists a unique modeling representative d for [d].

A modeling neighborhood for [c] € I'; LIT'3 can be identified with exp, H Le(e*TX) /Gy
where ¢ is a G-representative of [c], x is the basepoint of ¢, and the G, action is by
permuting the basepoint. A modeling neighborhood for [c] € T'; can be identified
with exp, H Le(e*TX)/(Gy, % Gy,) Where ¢ = (c', c?) is a G-representative of [c] and
the (G, x Gy,) action by permuting the two basepoints x; and x,. We only need to
show that for [c] € p(g"), the above actions are trivial.

First we consider the case [¢] € I'> UT3. If x is a principal point in X, then the G,
action is trivial on exp, H'(¢*TX). Therefore the G acts trivially on exp, H'¢(c*TX).
As for the case where x is a singular point: Since we are dealing with a 2-dimensional
orbifold homeomorphic to $2, x is an isolated singularity. WLOG, assume ¢; is non-
constant and ¢ (#) # x for some ¢, then non-trivial elements in G, can at most fix one
point (and that is x). We restrict € to be smaller than %mingegx{dx(g ~c(t),c1()}.
This makes sure that for any exp,, ;) T¢, ()X N €XPg.¢, 1) Ts.c,(nX = 0 for any non-trivial



34 Jinxuan Chen

g € G,. Therefore the actions of all the non-trivial elements in G, on exp, H'*(c*TX)
exit exp, H'(c*TX). Therefore G, acts trivially on exp, H'*(c*TX).

Now let’s consider the case [c¢] € T''. Let [¢] = ([c'], [¢?]) be in g© with a represen-
tative (c1,cp). Since [c] € ﬁ(gP ), [c'] and [c¢?] are either non-constant or based at a
principal point. By the same argument as last paragraph, the (Gy, x G,,) action must
be trivial. O

Note that, a point in an orbifold is principal, if and only if, there exists a orbifold chart
around it that is actually a manifold chart, which is exactly why we call [c], € g”
principal. On the other hand, from the proof of the above lemma, it is easy to see
that the G, action or (G,, x Gy,) action on exp, H Le(c*TX) is non-trivial, therefore
[c] € ﬁ(gs) corresponds to a singular point in I".

5.1.6 The Descent Vector Fields

In this subsection, for each [c], € gﬁL\fO, we construct from v[c], a descent vec-
tor field V[c], at a neighborhood around [c], in f‘;L. A local vector field around
a principal [c] corresponds to a local vector field on the modeling neighborhood
exp, H Le(e*TX) since there is a 1-1 correspondence between any [d] near [c] and
its modeling representatives. However, a local vector field around a singular [c] cor-
responds to G,-invariant or (Gy, X G,,)-invariant local vector field on the modeling
neighborhood exp, H'*“(c*TX). Therefore we have to split into two cases. We will
first construct for the principal case.

Let [c], be an element in gP . Let [c], = ([c], #1, ..., tan) Where ¢;’s are the breakpoints.
Let U be a small neighborhood around [c], such that no element in U is of higher
type that [c],. This can be done since some of the multiple points and the double
points of an element in U that weren’t merged will have to merge to get a higher type
orbifold cycle, but if U is small enough, we can make sure that for elements in U the
un-merged multiple points and double points move so little that they always distance
from each other. Let ¢ = (c1, g1, ...) be a representative of [c] over the subdivision
0<1n <... <y =2 If Uissmall enough, since [c], € gP, according to our
discussion earlier, any element inside U can be represented by a unique element of
exp. H Le(e*TX) for some € and a representative ¢ of [c]. Also, we require that U is
small enough so that for any [d], = ([d], 51, ..., son) € U satisfies that |t; — 5;| < €.

For any [d], € U, it can be represented by a d € exp, HY“(c*TX). di(ti—;)’s and
d;(t;)’s are the endpoints of d;’s, but they are not necessarily the breakpoints of [d],.
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However since |f; — s;| < e, if we require that € << &, we can use local isometries
g;’s generated by g;’s to move segments of to get another representative d’ for [d]
over the subdivision 0 < s; < ... < spy such that d; is in the same component as
ci. Each v(c); is a tangent vector in 7¢,;)X and can be parallel transported to any
point in the same connected component of X along a geodesic (since all components
of X are convex). Denote V(c);| di(s;) the result of the parallel transport of v(c); along
the unique minimizing geodesic connecting c;(#;) and d;(s;). Suppose that X; is the
component of X where ¢; lies, V(c); is a smooth vector field on X; by elementary
Riemannian geometry. Denote by V(c)|, the vector system with i-th component being
V(C)i\d;(s,-) for i = 0", 1,...,27. Itis straightforward to check that for a short period
[0, ), the exponential expy TV(c)|q for T € [0, €'), constructed by flowing d(s;) on
the direction of V(c);|; and then rejoin the endpoints by unique minimizing geodesic,
is still a G-cycle. In fact, below we prove that it will be of the same type as d:

Lemma 5.3 For 7 € [0,¢') for some ¢ << ¢, the exponential exp, 7V(c)|4 con-
structed about is of the same type as d’ .

Proof We only have to prove that they have the same cluster partitions.

Let J be any double point cluster of c¢. Then ¢i(t;) = g - ¢j(t) for i,j € J for
g = 8 ©8it10...0gj—1 (assuming i < j). By definition of the descent vectors, we
have v(c); = dg - v(c); and V(c); = dg - V(c); for a local isometry g generated by g (g
can be chosen to be g; 0 gi11 © ... 0 gj—1 where g is a local isometry generated by g
fork=1i,...j—1).

If ¢ and d' are of the same type, the i-th double point and the j-th double point
for i,j € J are merged for ¢ and d'. Therefore di(s;) = g s - dj’-(sj). Therefore
V(©)ilarsy = dg - V(c)j|d]4(s_/.) since V(c); = dg - V(c);. Therefore for an exponential
on the direction of V(c)| at d', its i-th double point which is eXPyr(s,) TV(C)ilars) 1s
exactly g(expdjg(sj) TV(C)j’dJ{(Sj)) which is the g image of its j-th double point, in other
words, these two double points are merged. The same argument can be made for a
multiple point cluster, we only have to prove that all endpoints in a multiple point cluster
are related to a multiple point in the cluster via the groupoid elements connecting them.

If d is of a lower type than ¢ (we have already ruled out the case of d is of a higher
type than ¢ by choice of U), it means that for some cluster J of ¢ and for some i,j € J,
di(s;) does not coincide with g - d;(sj), and they are flowed respectively by smooth
vector field V(c); = dg - V(c); and V(c);. Since different integral trajectories of the
same smooth vector field does not intersect, exp,;) 7V(¢)ilar(s; has to stay separated
from eXPg.d(s) TV(C)i|g,d]{(sj) for 7 € [0, ). But the latter is also g- €XPy.(;) sV(©)jlajap -
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In other words, the i-th endpoint of the exponential stays separated from the image of
the j-th endpoint by g. Therefore for a short period of time, the flow of V(c) on U do
not change the types. a

Vlcl, can be defined by setting V[cl,|[a), at [d], € U to be the equivalence class of
V(c)|a . This is well-defined since [c], € gP is “principal”.

For [c], € g%, we need to check that V(c) is invariant under the (Gx, x Gy,) basepoint
perturbing action. Let ¢ = (c',c®) bea representative of [c]. Since [c], € gS, one of
¢! and ¢ is constant at a singular point on X while the other is not. Let V be a modeling
neighborhood around [c] which is the product of a modeling neighborhood V! around
[¢!] and a modeling neighborhood V2 around [c?]. WLOG assume that ¢? is constant,
then V(c)|; = 0 since v(c); = 0 for i = 17, N + 1,...,2N — 1,27 Therefore V(c)|; is
invariant under perturbing basepoints. Therefore we can define a V[c?], on U? as the
equivalence class of V(c)|. = 0. Since ¢! is non-constant, the modeling neighborhood
U, around [c'] is actually a manifold neighborhood, therefore we can define Vie'l,
on U' as the equivalence class of V(c)|.1, and V[c], as (VIc',, VIc*).

It is easy to see that the flow of V[c], does not exceed G;L for a short period of time
since it starts from gﬁL . In fact, for a short period of time the exponential at a [d] near
[c] € gﬁL in any direction does not exceeds GZ%N .

5.1.7 The Continuity of the First Variation of Length

In this and the next subsection, we will explain two great properties of the descent on
the steepest direction. The first property is that, the descent vector field we constructed
in the last subsection is length non-increasing. (Next subsection we will show that
there is a lower bound on the first variation of length on v[c], for all non-constant

v[cl,.)

Recall the first variation of length formula for ¢ on the direction v:

OLength

> D (viyein(e) — dgieir11(0) — (vos, e11(e)) + (vi-, ena(0))

i#£0,N 2N

—(vi+, ens1,1(0)) + (vo—, ean2(c))

Plug in v = V(¢)|». If [d], and [c], are of the same type, as [d], — [c],, we have
that:
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° V(C)i|d/ — V(C),' for all i.

* For i such that [¢;] is constant, e; 1(d') = e;2(d’) = e;1(c) = ei2(c) = 0.

* For i such that [¢;] is non-constant, since d}(s;) — c;(#;) and d/(s;—1) — ci(ti—1),
it is elementary Riemannian geometry exercise that the tangent vector at d;(s;)
such that its exponential is dj(s;_1) converges to the tangent vector at c¢;(t;)
such that its exponential is ¢;(#;i_1). In other words, e;;(d’) — e;1(c) and
eip(d') — eia(c).

0 Length 0 Length

%
ovV(e)|a ov(c)
variation formula for &’ converges to the corresponding terms for c.

In this case as [d], — [c],, since all the terms in the first

If [d], and [c], are not of the same type, then there is a ¢; of ¢ is trivial while d! in d’
is not for some i. Then we have ¢; 1(d') # 0, e;2(d’) # 0, e;1(c) = 0, and ¢; »(c) = 0.
The extra non-zero terms in the first variation of length corresponds to this i will be

(V(Oilary, —€in(@d)) + (V(©Qiztlar_ ) dhi-1€i1(d))

Since ¢; is trivial, we have g; - V(c); = V(c)i—1 and g; - ci(t;) = ci—1(t;—1). Note
that /;_ is a restriction of a local isometry g; generated by g;_;. Therefore the extra
non-zero terms can be written as

(V(©ilaays —eip(d)) + (V©ilz-1ar_ 1 1y» €i1(d))

Denote by d the normalized d; with domain [0, 1]. In this case, d lifts to a horizontal
geodesic in TX, therefore the distance between d'(0) (which is also e;1(d")) and
d (Length d;) (which is also e;2(d")) is bounded above by Length(d;) which converges
to 0 as d — c¢. Let X; be the component of X where ¢; lives in. Since function
(V(©)ilr(y, ) is a smooth function on TX; where m : TX; — X; is the projection
from the tangent bundle to the manifold, it is L'-Lipschitz for some L' > 0 on any
precompact neighborhood in 7X;. As d — ¢, we can assume the said neighborhood
contains e; 1(d) and e; >(d). Then we have

(V(Oilairy, —ei2(@d) + (V(Oi-tla_ 1), dhi-1€i1(d))
= —(V(O)ilau €i2@) + (V(©)ila, i 1)» €i,1(d))

< L-dist(e; 2(d), e 1(d))

—0
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Therefore the extra non-zero terms in the first variation of length does not affect the

OLength  OLength
0 o f 0 . -
AV(©)|a - (c) as [d], — [c], for [d], € U. We con
0 Length

clude that, there exists a neighborhood U of [c], such that 2||v[c],|| > ————— >
oVIclolia,

convergence. Therefore

HV[;]OH for any [d], € U.

5.1.8 Lower Bound for Descent Vectors

The second great property of the Descent on the Steepest Direction is that, it is possible
to find a lower bound for the norm of v[c], for [c], € G;L\f‘o.

We will prove the above statement in two parts: for some e small enough, we will find
a lower bound for the norm of v[c], for [c], € G§€\f0, and a lower bound for the
norm of v[c], for [c], € G,%L\Gﬁf.

When ¢ is small enough, we can reduce to the case that a representative ¢ can be
chosen such that all of its segments ¢;’s are contained in one component X’ of X (for
[c] € I'; possibly two components, but the argument would be the same). Also since €
is small, we can restrict X’ to a smaller neighborhood that is “almost” Euclidean. We
will first prove for the Euclidean case.

In the Euclidean case, we can rescale any piecewise-geodesic orbifold cycle without
changing any vectors between the segments. Assume that there exists a sequence of
non-trivial orbifold cycles [¢/], with |[v[c/],]| — O, rescale all [¢/], such that the
maximal length of a segment of [¢/], equals 1, still denoted the rescaled [¢/], as [¢/],.
Note that rescaling in the Euclidean case does not change the norm of the descent
vectors. We have the following lemma for such 1, sequence.

Lemma 5.4 Let [¢/], be a sequence such that the length of its longest segment is 1,
and limj_,o ||v[c/],|| = 0. Then there exists a converging sequence [d'], satisfying
the same conditions.

Proof IA%L is a disjoint union of bounded closed finite dimensional orbifold with
boundaries. Let f‘AS,L be the “Hausdorffication” of IA“;L. Namely, let Iy = fN /pilcly ~
p2lcl, ~ [c], with the quotient topology from f‘N. As we pointed out in chapter 3,
the only non-Hausdorff pair of points are those with the same p; p, projection and
their projection images. A straightforward case by case verification can be made to
show that fAS,L is Hausdorff. Since Hausdorff space fﬁL is a quotient of a bounded
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closed finite dimensional orbifold, it is compact. Let p be the projection map from Y
to I'y. Therefore plci], has a convergent subsequence which converges at some p[c],
for some [c], € f‘N.

If plcl, is in T\B() the projection of the Hausdorff part of I', then there is only
one choice of [c], and there exists a Hausdorff neighborhood U around [c], and a
subsequence of [¢], in it, such that [¢/], — [c], (still denote the subsequence [1,).

If plcl, € ﬁ(f‘3), consider a new sequence [d'], such that, if p[d], ¢ ﬁ(f3) or
(], € I3, [d], is chosen to be [¢/],, and if [¢] € ("' LUT2)Np~! o p(d?), [&],
is [¢/], with its multiple points merged (there is choice involved but it turns out later
that it does not matter). Since [&], is either [¢/], or [¢/], with its multiple points

merged, |[V[d],|| < 2||v[/]o]], therefore limj_,oo |[V[d],|] = limj—se0 |[VI],]| = 0.
The set p~'p[c], is finite, with its element denoted by [c®!],, [¢**]y, ..., [P,
[®?1,, s [0, [¢%]y, ... where [¢®'],’s are in I [¢P],’s are in 2, and

[c“'],’s are in . Around each choice of [c]l, we choose a small neighborhood
around it, denoted by U%!, U™ U for all i, such that the j projections restricted
on each of these neighborhoods are injective (hence bijective, in fact homeomorphic).
Then the intersection of p projection of these neighborhood covers a V where V
is a neighborhood of p[c] in the Hausdorffication T'y. A subsequence of p[d],,
still denoted by ﬁ[dj](,, is entirely contained in V, therefore the [d],’s we chose
earlier are entirely contained in ﬁ_l(V) N (Y U% U; U U; U, Since [d], ¢
CTUT)Hnp=topd?), (@], € p~1(V) N (U;U). Since there are only finitely many
of U, U2, ..., there exists a subsequence of [d/],, still denoted by [d],, such that
[d], is entirely contained in one of the neighborhood in U;U%, WLOG assume it is
U<, thus [d], € US' np~'(V). Since U Nnp~L(V) is homeomorphic to V via p
and p[d'], — plc'],, therefore [d], — [¢“'], in UL, O

We also have the following lemma for converging sequences.

Lemma 5.5 Let [¢/] be a sequence in 5" such that ||[v[¢/]|| — 0 as j — co. If
(], — [cl, in F;L for some non-constant [c],, then

Iv[c]l| < lim 22N+ v[d]]| =0
‘/—)OO

Proof First we restrict U to a smaller neighborhood and [], to a subsequence, such
that there is no element of higher type than [c], in U or among [¢/],’s. We further
restrict to a subsequence of [¢/],, still denoted as [¢/],, such that all of [¢/],’s are of the
same type. We further restricted [¢/], to a subsequence in a modeling neighborhood
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of [c],, still denoted as [¢/],, such that we can find modeling representatives d with
respect to a representative ¢ such that ¢/ — ¢ pointwise.

If [c], is of the same type as [¢/], then |[v[c],|| = limj ||[V[¢/]o|] = O since the
descend of steepest direction is continuous on orbifold cycles of the same type. If [c],
is of a higher type than [¢/],, and suppose that exactly one pair of endpoint clusters
in [c/], merges as j — oo, say there is an endpoint indexed by k in one cluster of the
two, and an endpoint indexed by [ in the other cluster, suppose that in ¢, ¢, and ¢; are
related by ¢ € G and g is a local isometry generated by g, it is elementary Euclidean
geometry practice to check that as j — oo, V() +dg - v(d) — v(c);. Therefore we
have

IVicloll = | D il* | + el

i+k
) ] 2
=[x + | Tim v +dg - lim v
J—00 Jj—o0
ik
<> @il +2 lim ()] + 2 lim [v(c),[?
Jj—o0 Jj—o0
ik
<2 lim [[v[c/], |
J—00

There are finitely many pair of un-merged endpoints that can merge (in fact at most
2N + 1 pairs: we can at most collapse all 2N segments and merge multiple points
once), thus |[v[c]|| < liminfj_oo 22V []|| = 0.

O

By the above two lemmas, if there is a sequence [¢/], with its norm converging to
0, then there exists a sequence [#], converges to a [c], with [|[v[c]o|| = 0. How-
ever, this means [c] is a stationary orbifold cycle. Also, we have that Length[c] >
liminf; Length[¢/] > 1. But it be can shown that there is no non-trivial orbifold
cycle in Euclidean case. Indeed, the Riemannian groupoid elements in our Euclidean
case are restrictions of elements in O(2), suppose that there is a stable orbifold geodesic
cycle, we can always find a non-trivial geodesic segment in it and travel along this seg-
ment from an end in the direction that is moving away from the origin, we will be
farther and farther away from the origin and a tranformation by an element of O(2) is
not helping in any way to prevent that. Therefore this cycle can never close up. There-
fore we have a contradiction. Therefore, in the Euclidean case, there is no sequence
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[¢/], such that |[v[c/],|| — 0. Therefore there is some positive lower bound &’ for
vlcl, for [c], € Gy\I'? in the Euclidean case.

Now look back to our Riemannian case where [c], can be thought of as an orbifold
cycle in a single component X’ of X. Since e can be made small, X’ can be made small
as well, and the Riemannian metric on X’ can be arbitrarily close to the Euclidean
metric. Thus the norm of vectors in X’ can be arbitrarily close to the norm in the
Euclidean case. We can fix an e small so that the norm of vectors in X’ is bounded
below by half the norm in the Euclidean case. In this case there is a positive lower
bound %/ for v[cl, for [c], € GRE\IC.

Now we are left with proving that for the above fixed ¢ > 0, for any [c], in GE,L\G«,
there exists a ¢’ > 0 such that ||[v[c],|| > ¢’ > 0. The argument will be essentially the
same as the Euclidean case. Note that the two lemmas above does not depend on the
Euclidean-ness. In this case, since we always have Length[c], > ¢, we do not need the
Euclidean-ness to rescale the orbifold cycles anymore. By the two lemmas above, a
sequence [¢/], with ||[v[¢/],|| — O also yields a convergence sequence [¢], converging
to a [c], such that ||[c],]| = 0. Therefore [c], is a stationary orbifold 1-cycle with
length bounded above by L, and below by ¢, which contradicts the assumption in the
deformation result Theorem 5.1.

Therefore there is a positive lower bound & for v[c] € Gy \.

5.1.9 The Modified Birkhoff Process

Recall that the Birkhoff process and the Birkhoff homotopy in Section 4 is defined on
F;L, in this subsection we define them on IA“;L. The definition of the new Birkhoff
process and the new Birkhoff flow follow the exact same ideas as the old ones. The
extra work is to construct the movement of the endpoints for ordered orbifold 1-cycles,
and it is a bit tedious on the notations since we want to make sure that the construction

1s continuous.
We will define the Birkhoff flow & : [0,4] x fﬁL — fé\f in four steps:

First we define ®! : [0,1] x FSL — F3N which corresponds to ®! in the Birkhoff
flow. Let [c¢], = ([c],t1,...,toy) be an element of lA“AS/L, s € [0,1]. Let F be a
sorting map from [0,2]6N to [0,2]6N sending (sy, ..., Se¢y) to (rq,...,ey) such that
{si}oN, = {r;}%, and ry < ... < rey. We set ®'(s,[cl,) to be

(@'(s, D), F (11, ooer vy s coes ton, DT 0 Prg(t1), ooy (N1 0 Ppy(tan))
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Here recall f1¢! = s5-id + (1 — )Py, does not have an inverse if s = 0, in that case, we
set (fIN =1 o Ppy(t;) to be t; for all i.

It is straightforward to check that <f>1(s, [cly) € 1%% and that it is continuous since ®!
is continuous. Denote @Dl(l7 [c]o) by [c!],. Denote ¢1(17f§L) by A; for now for
simplicity.

Next we define ®? from [0,1] x A; to 1%% . In this step we do nothing but moving
break points. The breakpoints at the end of last step are #;’s and Pj.(#;)’s. However,
Pic(1;)’s are the “real” breakpoints, while [c] is geodesic at #;’s (unless #; = Py¢(tj) for
some i and j). In fact,

(L], F (1, .., Sans Piej(t1), -, Pe(f2n)) ) is an ordered piecewise geodesic orbifold
cycle with 3N breaks for any random s; € [0, 2]. Therefore we can set éz(s, [c'],) to
be

1 2N
(161, (Praen)s s Pratan). (1= 91 + 530, s (1= i + 5

0 N -1
(1= 901+ 5300 (1= iy + 57— ))

It is straightforward to check that ®2 is continuous. Denote ®2(1,[c'],) by [c2],.
Denote ®*(1,A;) by A, for now for simplicity.
Next we define 3 : [0, 1] x Ay — 5. Set $3(s, [¢?],) to be

2N—1+ 2N
si
N7

2N 0 1
W,(l — S)N + 85— ,(1 — S)

(®1 + 9.0, F (4 =

N, ceey
P(11), ---aP[c](tZN)>)
Denote ®3(1, [¢2],) by [¢*],. Denote ®3(1,A,) by Az for now for simplicity.

At last we do another step of moving break points. In the end of last step, ﬁ"s are real

breakpoints while Pp(#;)’s are not. Hence we define d* to be the map from [0, 1] X A3
A<L : 3

to I'5;, sending (s, [¢’],) to

1 2N 1 2N 1 2N
(11 F (s 3o ey 37y + (1= 9P, s + (1= 9Pia(tan))

Denote ®*(1, [¢3],) by [¢*],. Denote ®3(1,A3) by A4 for now for simplicity.
With four steps of $ defined, we can just glue them together to get d.

Note that, although A4 C f%& , there exists a natural map from it to fl%L simply by

: 1 2N 1 2N 1 2N 1 2
sending [¢*], = ([¢*], F(R, s s s B o o 20) 10 ([€4], 5, ooy 20



Bounding Shortest Closed Geodesics 43

5.2 Deformation Retract from I'y" to I'y¢

With all the ingredients prepared, now we are finally ready to prove Theorem 5.1.

For a given f : [0,1] — = the goal to construct the continuous homotopy H :
[0,1] x [0, 1] — TS5 such that H(0,-) = f and H(1,-) : [0,1] — % for € > 0
arbitrarily small. Here we identify a [c], in IA%L with a [d], in f;&, if [c] = [d] and
the breakpoints of [d], are exactly three copies of the break points of [c],.

The rough idea is to construct a homotopy H' using the Birkhoff homotopy on f,
then construct a homotopy H? using the descent flow, the combination will reduce the
maximal length of orbifold 1-cycle in f by a certain fixed constant. Then we iterate
this process until the maximal length is below 2e.

Fix an ¢ > 0. H' : [0,1] x [0,1] — f% is simply constructed via restriction of
the Birkhoff homotopy on f where the construction of the Birkhoff flow is already
established in §5.1.9. H' homotopes f(f) € fl%L into g]%L for any t € [0,1] so H?
will only have to be constructed with the assumption that f(z) € gﬁL forany ¢ € [0, 1].

The following lemma is crucial to the construction of H>:

Lemma5.6 There exists a finite collection of neighborhoods W; ’s that covers gyi\I<e
such that for any j, a descent vector field V; can be defined on W;, and for any [c], € W},
we can flow [c] along any unit vector field for a fixed amount of time without exiting
G-

Proof In §5.1 we established that, for any [d], € gﬁL\fo, there exists a small
neighborhood Uy, C FI\S,L of [d], and a descent vector field V[d], on Ujg, such
that the flow of V[d], is length decreasing with first variation of length satisfying

JLength _ |[vidl,|
that 2||v[d],|| > — >

[[vld]ol] OVIdloie, 2
a smaller neighborhood W4, so that the first variation of length on any normalized

type-invariant vector field on Wiy, for a certain time sp4), does not exceeds Ujq), and
does not exceed G;L.

for any [e], € Ujq,. We refine Uy to

It is clear that the union of all Wy, covers gﬁL\gﬁe, and the union of all p(Wig,)
covers ﬁ(gj%L\g§e). Since the Hausdorffication ﬁ(g%L\glf,E) is compact, there exists
finite cover {pWa,)}ics for some finite index set /. There is no guarantee that
{Wiai, }ier covers g,%L\gﬁe. But like in Lemma 5.4, p~!p(Wia1),) is covered by the
union of neighborhoods of elements in p~'p([d'],). Let j be the index set such that
([} ier = {ldl, € g5"\gn¢ : i €I, pld], = pld'l,}. Let J; be the subset of J
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such that J; = {j : [d], € [)_1 ﬁ[di]o}. Let W4, be the intersection of Wi, and the
neighborhood around [d/], for j € J; for all i € I. Since [ is finite and J; is finite for
all i € I, J is also finite.

For simplicity, we write Wiy, as W;, Uy, as U, VId], as V;, and s;4), as s;. Now
we are ready to construct H?. Take s,, = min;c; s;, this is the amount of time we can
flow along a normalized type-invariant vector field without exceeding U; N G,%L. |

There exists apartition ] = -1 <t =0<t; < Hh < ... < byt1 =1 < toyir =2
for some interger M such that all ¢+ € [0,1]. Denote I; = (t2;—_1, t2iy2) N [0, 1] for
i=1,2,....M, an open set in [0,1]. We can further require the partition of [0, 1]
into /;’s to be fine enough so that for all i = 1,2,...,M f(I;) C Wj, for some j; € J.
There exists a partition of unity {&;};—i, ..y subordinate to open cover {I;}i—i, . um. It
is easy to see that &;(f) = 1 for ¢t € [t;, ti41], and only & and &_; can be non-zero
on [ty;_1, t;] for all i.

Denote the flow <I>j- of V; on U; with time variable s. By our assumption, since f(/;) C

Wi, V;; canbe used to flow all of f(I;) for at least time without leaving GAS,L

| v[d]]
2

m
max,; ||V ||
Sm

is bounded below
max; || V||

and with first variation of length < . The time

y

max, ey ||Vj|

denoted by s. Therefore we can define a homotopy H3; : [0,5'] X [t2;, tait1] — GI\S,L
by setting Hy,(1,5) = ®Lf(2).

, which is bounded below by ﬁnf[dlm , which is a fixed number,
max; ||v

Forany ¢ € I;N1;1 = (©2i41, 02i+2), &V +&iv1Vj,,, canbe used to flow f(7) for at least

Sm

max,7[{| |§lVJ, + €i+1‘/ji+l H} ’

is bounded below by 5 Sﬁ Yillh w
max; ||v

of length, the first variation of length on the direction of &Vj, + &1V, is still

which is bounded below by _Sm which

time s
max ey || Vjl|

hich is s’. By linearity of the first variation

4]
bounded above by — R We can define a flow Wy, for at least time 5" by integrating

&Vj, + &1V, . Therefore we can define a homotopy H3, 112 [0, 8] X [t2i1, o] —
Gy" by setting H,., (t,5) = U3, ,f(2).

It is easy to see that H%i|[07S’]><{f2i+1} = H%i+1|[0,S’]><{fzi+1}’ and H%ifll[oys']x{fﬂ} =
H%i|[()7s,]X {1;} forall i. Therefore we can glue together all H3.’s and H3, 41 8 to get the
H?:[0,5'] x [0,1] — G&*.
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. 0 .
Since ®,;’s and Wy, ’s decrease the length by at least §S/ after time s, Hz’[O,l]x{s/} C

<L-2 . . . .
Gy ? . We cannot directly iterate the construction of H? since the constructed flow

®,; and Wy;4; has to start from g,%L but they might flow f[0, 1] outside of g,%L SO we
are in no position to construct new ®,; and Wy, for the next step. However we are
still in GﬁL. To get back inside gf,L, we use the Birkhoff homotopy to get back to
gﬁL without increasing the length. Then we can do another step of H>. We iterate the
above process (Birkhoff flow followed by H?) until some H(s, 1) reaches gﬁe (In fact
we might begin with an f with f(r) € gy° for some 7 € [0, 1]). Since this H(s, t) might
not be covered by some U, we will have to alter our strategy slightly to continue.
Suppose that H(s, 1) reaches gy°, we will still do the {/;} partition except now some
I with H(s,t) € f(Iy) is probably not contained by any W; due to the fact that their
length is below €, but we require that f(f;) is small that the length difference between
orbifold cycles within it is at most ¢, therefore f(I;) C gﬁze. We construct the next
H?' with ®;’s and Wi 11 s the same way as before except that now the vector field V;;,
is defined to be 0. By our construction, all of f(y, t2x+1) Will be unchanged by H*'
and all of f(tok+1, tory2) and f(trr—1, t2x) Will be shrinked by some distance that we do
not care about (they are already inside g1§2€ since f(Iy) C gﬁze ), and all the other f(I})
/

will continue to shrink by at least % Then we use the Birkhoff flow again and then

we iterate until such I with some elements inside gy and all elements inside gy>¢

covers the whole interval [0, 1]. We know that we can do this in finitely many steps
/

1)
since each time the maximal length is decreased by a fixed number % if there are still
elements with length greater or equal to 2e.

This completes the proof of the first deformation result. Therefore we have a deforma-
tion H : [0, 1] x [0, 1] — TS5 such that H(0,-) = f and H(l,-) C ['5%.

5.3 Construction of a homotopy A : [0,3] x [0,1] — T

In this section we prove the deformation result (ii) mentioned in the beginning of this
chapter.

Theorem 5.7 Let O be a compact 2-orbifold homeomorphic to S>. Let L be a
positive number less than the length of the shortest non-trivial orbifold closed geodesic
on O. Letf :[0,1] — ['=L be a continuous map. Then there exists a homotopy
H :[0,3] x[0,1] — T such that H(,-) =pof and H3,-) C IV.

The rough idea for the proof is to construct A in three steps:
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o The first step A' is simply jp o H where H is the homotopy from Theorem 5.1.

* The second step H? is a small perturbation of the end product of the first step,
so that, all the 1-cycles in the family do not intersect a point p on |O].

* The third step A> flow the end product of the second step to a constant point g,
using some deformation retract of $*\p to g.

Proof H'is simply p o H. Denote H(1,-) by h. ph([0,1]) C lA“I\S/6 (for simplicity of
notations, we replace the 2¢ in the statement of Theorem 5.1 with €).

For A?. Ateach t € [0, 1] the cycle p(h(t)) has image p(h(#))([0, 1]U[1, 2]) on the un-
derlying topological space |O|, which is contained in Bc(p(h(t))(0T))UB(p(h())(17))
since the length of p(h(f)) is bounded above by €. Hence the set U,¢[o,17,:[0,11P(A())(r)
on the underlying topological space || is contained in U;co,11Be (ﬁ(h(t))(0+)) Uselo,1]
B, (ﬁ(h(t))(l*)) (with the shape of two stripes). Since the center of the two stripes
Ureo,11P(h())(0) Urero,1) P(R(H)(1T) is a compact 1-dimensional set, it does not
covers any dense subset of |O|, we can pick a regular point p € |O| with p ¢
U,e[071]ﬁ(h(t))(0+) Uselo,1] P(h(£))(17) and we require that p is at least 3¢ away from
any singular point on |©|. The construction of A will mainly take place in Bs(p).

Let’s first assume that we are in the Euclidean case. Let U, = {(r,0) : 0 < r <
r(0), 6 € [0,2m)} be asmall radial neighborhood around p contained by B.(p) that does
not intersect Urepo, 11p(A(1))(0T)Useio.1;p(A(1)(1T). On Bs(0), there exists a homotopy
F¢ that deforms the radial coordinate without changing the angular coordinate, such that
U, is enlarged by the flow till it equals B.(p), and everything outside By, is unchanged.
WLOG, assume that F is defined for time [0, 1]. Let I'; , for a, b € B3c(p) the linear
transformation that maps x to x + b — a for any x € B3.(p).

Now we are ready to construct H: The idea is that, we push the center of the two
stripes (basepoints of 1-cycles) away from p using F°, and then move the 1-cycles
whose basepoints have been moved using linear transformation. Namely, for any
t € [0,1] and s € [0, 1], we set H?(s,1)(r) for to be Fh(,)(0+)’F§(h(,)(o+))h(t)(r) for
r € [0, 1], and we set H?(s, 1)(r) to be Fh(t)(1+)7F5(h(t)(1+))h(t)(r) for r € [1,2]. Itis
routine to check that A is well-defined. Since all the basepoints of 1-cycles after the
homotopy is now € away from p and all the 1-cycles has length bound ¢, the points in
the 1-cycles is at least 5 away from p.

The above construction can be done for non-Euclidean case as well. What we can do is
to map p(h)(¢) N Bz.(p) with exp, ! to get a family of orbifold 1-cycle in B3.(0), and do
the Euclidean version of construction to get a homotopy for ¢ with A(£)(0") € Bac(p),
then map the homotopy back to the B3. with exp,,, then extend to a homotopy H? for
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all ¢+ € [0, 1] where A(r) is left unchanged if its basepoints are not in By¢(p). Since
B3.(p) is a precompact set in the manifold part of O, there exists a bound for the
absolute value of sectional curvature everywhere, say |sec| < R. Then we know that
the exponential map exp,, exists on B3¢(0) since p is at least 3e away from any singular
points, and exp, is (1 + R(3e)2)—bi—lipschitz on B3.(0). Since e can be arbitrarily
small, the length distortion of the exponential map is small. Namely, the points in the

(14+R(3e)?)e
2

I-cycles is at least € — away from p, which is a positive distance if € is small.

For the next step, we construct a homotopy A :[2,31%x[0,1] — I" sothat A3(2,-) =
H32,-) and A3(3,1) C T for all ¢ € [0, 1].

Since Ure(o,11Be (H*(2,1)(0M)) Usepo,1 Be (H*(2,1)(11)) does not include p, it does not
cover the entirety of |O| = 2, therefore lies in a subset of || that is homeomorphic
to D2, hence contractible. Using the rescale deformation on D? we can construct a
deformation retract A° : [2,3] x [0, 1] such that B3(2, ) = A*(2,-) and A>3, ) = po
for some fixed point py € |O|. We glue together A' and A? and A to get H. a

We claim that A we constructed above is type-invariant. This can be done by proving
H' and H? and A? are all type-invariant. For the A3 part, it is easy to see that it is
type-invariant since for any ¢, A>(-, f) is essentially a rescaling homotopy to one point
po. For the A? part, it is type-invariant since it is also essentially a rescaling homotopy,
except that it is pushing away from one point p. For the H' part, since we know that
H is type invariant from the end of last section, it is straightforward to verify that A is
also type-invariant.

The following corollary follows easily from the proof of Theorem 5.7.

Corollary 5.8 Let L be a positive number less than the length of the shortest non-
trivial orbifold closed geodesic on O. For any [c], € fl\S,L, there exists a homotopy
H :[0,1] — T such that H(1) = p[c], and H(0) € T.

A similar corollary can be stated for ordered piecewise-geodesic orbifold free loops.

Corollary 5.9 Let L be a positive number less than the length of the shortest non-
trivial orbifold closed geodesic on O. For any [c], € /AX,%L, there exists a homotopy
H :[0,1]1 — A such that H(1) = p[c], and H(0) € A°. Here we use /A\I%L to denote
the ordered piecewise-geodesic orbifold free loop with N breaks with length less or
equal to L, and we use A to denote the free loop space on |O)|.

In fact, we have the following corollary as well.
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Corollary 5.10 Let L be a positive number less than the length of the shortest non-
trivial orbifold closed geodesic on O. For any [c], € ZA\E,L, there exists a homotopy
H :[0,1] — A5y such that H(1) = [c], and H(0) € A°.

Proof We first use Theorem 5.1 to homotope [c],’s to arbitrary short so that there
exists a representative staying within one orbifold chart. We further homotope by
moving all the breakpoints to the basepoint of [c], to get a constant orbifold free
loop. It is straightforward to verify that this homotopy does not depend on choices of
representatives. a

6 Proof of Theorem

In this chapter we prove the main theorem.

Theorem For any compact Riemannian 2-orbifold homeomrophic to S?, denoted by
O, (O) < 4D(0), where I(O) is the length of the shortest non-trivial closed orbifold
geodesic, and D(Q) is the diameter.

The idea of the proof is the following: Using topological property of simply compact
Riemannian 2-orbifolds, we construct a family of ordered piecewise-geodesic orbifold
1-cycle with 2 segments with length bounded above by 4D(Q). Assume the length
of the shortest geodesic /(O) is greater than 4D(Q), by deformation results of the
last chapter, we can homotope the family of 1-cycles to a fixed point on |O|. This
turns out to be contradictory to the topological property we started with, proving that
1(O) < 4D(0).

6.1 A Triangulation of |O|

In this section, we construct a specific 2-simplex on || that is not null-homotopic.

This 2-simplex will be used in the next section for the construction of the family
(<4D(O

f100,1] = D579,

We first choose a fine triangulation on the underlying topological space |O| of O with
the length of each edge of triangles less than § for any § > 0. We will define a
simplicial complex on |O|. The 0-simplices of |O| are vertices, denoted x; for i € I
for an index set 1. They can also be thought of as a map A? — |O| where A" is the
delta simplex in R". We choose the triangulation such that none of x;’s are singular
points of O.
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Lemma 6.1 For any two regular points on an n-orbifold, a minimizing geodesic
between them cannot travel through a singular point.

Proof Suppose not, then there exists a minimizing geodesic ¢ between two regular
point travels through a singular point p of an orbifold with ¢(0) = p and ¢ defined
on (—2e¢, 2¢) for some small € with c(e) c¢(—e) regular. Let (X, g, V,I") be an orbifold
chart around p where I' is a non-trivial subgroup of O(n), X is a convex ball with
radius 2¢ around ¢ satisfying that minimizing geodesics between any two points in X
is contained in X. The geodesic c lifts to a geodesic ¢ on X with the same length. Let
g be any non-trivial element of I', and d be the minimizing geodesic connecting &(e)
and g - ¢(—e). By triangle inequality, for any g - ¢(e),

Length(d) < Length(¢|[_. ) + Length(g - &[j0.¢)) < € + €

The equality does not hold since the concatenation of ¢|[_.o; and &|j¢ is not a
geodesic. Therefore ¢ o d is a shorter geodesic connecting c(e) and c(—e), which
contradicts our assumption. O

According to the above lemma and by our assumption that all x;’s are regular points,
any minimizing geodesic between x; and x; stays on the principal stratum of the
orbifold. Since |O] is a compact metric space, minimizing paths always exist, and by
first variation of length, local lifts of minimizing paths have to be geodesic everywhere.
Therefore we can assume that the triangulation we started with has the property that
all the edges of triangles are minimizing paths (therefore minimizing geodesics). The
1-simplices of |O| are the minimizing geodesic edges of triangles, denoted x;x; for
some x; x; with i,j € I such that x; and x; are in a triangle. x;x; can also be represented
by a geodesic segment A! — || such that the image is edge XiXj .

Lemma 6.2 For any curve c : [0,1] — |O)| that stays within the principal stratum,
there exists a unique orbifold free curve [¢] such that |[¢]| = ¢

Proof We break c into n small pieces c; such that each piece is defined on [#;_1, #;],
and ¢;[t;—1, ;] is contained by V; for an orbifold chart (X;, Vi, ¢;,I';). Let ¢; be a lift
of c;on X; fori =1,2,...,n. Since g; o ¢i(ti—1) = gi—1 © Ci—1(ti—1) = ci(ti—1), there
exists an element g;_; € G such that a(g;_1) = ¢;(t;_1) and w(g;_1) = ¢i—1(t;i_1).
However since ¢;(#;_1) is regular, such g; is unique. Therefore we can define a G-curve
¢ as (idz 0y, €1, 81, -+ 8n—1, Cn, 1dz, (1)), Which gives us an orbifold free curve [¢]. Then
what is left is to verify that a different choice of subdivision of ¢ into ¢; corresponds
to a representative of [¢] with different subdivision, a different choice of lift of ¢; to ¢/
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corresponds to a representative of [¢] with ¢; segment moved. These verifications are
straightford and simple. Thus [¢] does not depends on choices we made.

As for the uniqueness: if there exists a curve d on |O| such that [d] = [¢], then
|[d]| = |[€]], or in other words, d = c. O

According to the lemma above, since x;x; stays within the principal stratum of O,
we have a unique orbifold curve [x;x;] for 1-simplex x;x;. Since all the vertices are
regular, we can concatenate [x;x;] [xjxi] [xxx;] to get an orbifold free loop, denoted
by [cix]. Note that [c;x] can be viewed as a piecewise geodesic orbifold free loop
with N breaks. Let [c;j], be any ordered piecewise geodesic orbifold free loop with
N breaks with its image under the projection p, is [c;x]. By Corollary 5.9, we
have an homotopy, denoted by Hjy : [0,1] — |O| such that Hyx(0) = plcl, and
Hij(1) = gjji for some gjjx € |O|. The 2-simplex x;xjx; is constructed by filling the
interior of x;x; 4 xjxx + xxx; =: O(x;x;x;) with homotopy Hij .

Next we try to extend the simplical complex structure. First fix a regular point xp on
|O]. xo will now be an extra O-simplex on |@|. The minimizing geodesics from xj to
x;’s will be the extra 1-simplices on O.

For extra 2-simplices: For any x;x; 1-simplex, consider the concatenation of [x;x;],
[xixo], and [xox;]. By section 2.8, this concatenation can be considered as an ordered
piecewise-geodesic orbifold free loop, denoted by [c;jol, since x; x; and xo are all
regular. The length of [c;jl, is less than 2D(O) + 6. Under the assumption that
I(O) > 4D(0), by Corollary 5.9, there exists a length non-increasing homotopy Hjjo
that sends p[cjol, to a constant loop on |O], which will be used to define an extra
2-simplex x;x;xo.

Next we try to extend to the 3-skeleton. For x;x;jx; an 1-simplex, a 3-simplex, denoted
by x;xjxxxo, if exists, will be a map from A3 — |O| with faces XiXjXy, XjXpXo XiXkxo and
x;Xjxo, where A3 is the standard 3-simplex in R3. We will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3 There exists a 2-simplex x;x;x;. such that there exists no 3-simplex x;x;xixo
with faces x;xjxi xjxxo xixixo and x;xjxo.

Proof Suppose that for any 2-simplex x;x;x;, there exists a 3-simplex x;x;x;xo, gluing
together all such 3-simplices gives a simplicial complex D* — |O|, where each piece
xiXjxxo 18 identified with a map from a radial 3-simplex in D3 to |O] as shown in
Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Extension of Skeleton

The simplicial complex has boundary $*> — |O|, which is also Y xixjx, which
can be viewed as the identity map of S?>. However D? is contractible. There is a
contradiction. |

According to the lemma, there exists a 2-simplex x;x;xx, such that 9(x;x;xxo) have a
non-trivial homotopy type. For simplicity, WLOG, set i =1 j =2 and k = 3.

6.2 Construction of a family f : [0, 1] — ['5/7©*2

TYTYYTY

Figure 3: Family f

In this section, we use the triangulation from last section to construct the family
f 00,11 — fS4D(O)+25, as shown in figure 3. We will construct f in five stages
fi:10,1] — f‘1\§,4D(O)+2(5 and then glue them together.

For stage 1: Recall that [cq12] is the orbifold free loop obtained by contatenating
orbifold curves [xpx;] [x1x2] [x2x0] with total length bounded above by 2D(O)+ 6. In
[co12], we treat [xpx;] as an orbifold geodesic defined on [0, %], [x1x2] as an orbifold
geodesic defined on [%, %], and [xpxp] as an orbifold geodesic defined on [%, 1].
Likewise we have [c;i] for i,j,k = 0,1,2,3. [c;] gives rise to an ordered piecewise-
geodesic orbifold free loop [c], = ([c], ﬁ, . %) of N break for a sufficiently large N
such that N§ < L (N = 0 modulo 3), where § is the Lebesgue number of the orbifold
atlas {X;}.

By Corollary 5.10 and the assumption that /((O) > 4D(0O), there exists a homotopy
Hyy @ [0,1] — A;&D +9 Such that Hij1(0) = [cijixlo and H;(1) € A° is a constant
orbifold free loop.
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The space f%N of piecewise-geodesic orbifold 1-cycle of type “two loops” of break
number N is exactly (f\3N)2 Denote by 7; the projection from ! 3y to the i-th Asy for
i =1,2. We use Hjj; U Hjp, to denote the homotopy from [0, 1] — F<2D(O)+6 N1l
such that 7y o (Hyjx U Hjjpp) = Hij and mo o (Hyjx U Hypp) = Hijpy for i j,k, I,mn =
0,1,2,3. We define f; on [0, 1) as the map from [0, 1) to F<4D(O)+2(S sending ¢ to
Higpp UWH23(1 — 1) for t € [0, 1).

For r = 1: Recall that there is a map p; from I3 to IV for j = 1,2. We set fi(1)
to be (p1)~'(Hip2 U H123(0)), which is also (p1)~'([c102]o L [c123],). Recall that p,
is not necessarily injective nor surjective. However since the basepoints of [c1g;] and
[c123] coincides (they are both xi), (pl)_1 is non-empty. Since the basepoint x; is a
regular point, there is only one element in (p 1)~ !. Therefore (pl)_l([c 102]o U c12310)
is well-defined.

The map f; is continuous on [0, 1) since Hyo2 and H|,3 are continuous. Itis continuous
at t = 1 since any neighborhood of [c192], U [c123], is the p; part of a neighborhood

of (1)~ ([c102]o U [€12310)-

For stage 2: pro(p; Y ([e1021o U c123],) is an ordered orbifold 1-cycle with 2 segments
of type “one loop over [0, 2], which can be thought of as the concatenation of [x}xp]
[xox2] [x2x1] [x1x2] [x2x3] and [x3x;]. Note that there is a backtrack along [x;x,] in
the middle. Let x, be the point (x1x;)(f) where xjx, is the geodesic on the principal
stratum of |O| defined on domain [1,2] with starting point x; and endpoint x,. Then
x; is regular for all + € [0,1]. We define f, as the map from [0, 1] to F<4D+25
sending ¢ to [x1xp] * [xox2] * [Xoxr41] * [xp+1x2] * [x2x3] * [x3x1] for ¢ € (0, 1] and
£00) = (p1) " "([c102]o U [c123],), Where * denotes the concatenation between orbifold
curves. Geometrically this is a “backtrack” homotopy and its continuity under the
pointwise topology is obvious. The continuity at + = 0 follows from the fact that
any neighborhood of p; o (pl)_l [c102]o U [c123]0 is the po part of a neighborhood of

(1) '(e102lo U Le1231o)-

For stage 3: After stage 2, we are left with [x1xo]* [xoxa]* [x2x2 ] [x2x0 ] % [x2x3] % [x3x1].
Let x;;, be the point (x;x;)(f) where x;x; is the geodesic on the principal stratum of
|O| defined on domain [0, 1] with starting point x; and endpoint x; for i,j = 0,1,2,3.
Like before, x;;, is regular for any ¢,i,j. Then we can define f3(9 1] as the map from
[0,1] to F<4D+25 sending 7 to [x1xo] * [xox2] * [x2x23 ] * [x23 1%23,¢] * [x23 23] * [x3x1]
for ¢ € [0, 1]. Next we define 31 2 as the map from [1,2] to F< 4D+20 sending ¢ to
[x1x0] * [xox2] * [xox3] * [x3x3] * [x3x31 1] * [x31,,—1X1] for ¢ € [1,2]. Next we define
12,31 as the map from [2, 3] to F<4D +26
[x3x3] * [x3x1] * [x1x10,,—2] for 7 € [2,3]. Next we define 32,3 as the map from [3, 4]

sending 7 to [x10,—2X0] * [xox2] * [x2x3] *
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to f%éDHé sending 7 to [x10,—3X0] * [xox2] * [x2x3] * [x3x3] * [x3x1] * [x1x10,4—3] foOr

t € [3,4]. Next we define f3|[475] as the map from [4,5] to f‘if,w +26 sending ¢ to
[x0x02,1—4] * [X02, 1—ax2] * [x2x3] * [x3x3] * [x3x1] * [x1x0] for ¢ € [4,5]. Next we define
f3][5,6] as the map from [5, 6] to IA“3§13D+25 sending 7 to [xox2]* [x2x23 5] * [X23 ;—5x3] *

[x3x3] * [x3x1] * [x1x0] for t € [5,6].

Geometrically, what we are doing in stage 3 is change the parametrization so that
now xg is the basepoint and the multiplicity is moved from x; to x3. We change the
parametrization in a way that does not add break points. It is easy to see that f3 is
continuous.

For stage 4: We are doing the opposite of stage 2 by creating a “backtrack” along
[x3x0]. Namely, we define f; as the map from [0, 1] to f;f,’DHd sending ¢ to [xgxp] *
[x2x3] * [x3x30,.] * [x30,:03] * [x3x1] * [x1x0] for £ € [0, 1) and fa(1) = (p2)~ ' ([xox2] *
[x2x3] * [x3x0] * [xox3] * [x3x1] * [x1x0]).

For stage 5: We are doing the opposite of stage 1. For ¢+ = 0, we define f5(0) as
pro(p2)~ H([xoxa]* [x2x3]% [x3x0]  [xox3] % [x3x1 ] [x1.x0]), which is also [co23]oLi[co31]o-
We define f5 as the map from [0, 1] to f;éD +26 sending ¢ to HyzUHo3(?) fort € (0, 1]
and [co23], U [co31], for t = 0.

In the end we glue together f; for i = 1,2, 3, 4,5 and reparametrize to get f : [0, 1] —

f;éDJrz‘s so that f ‘[0 1 corresponds to stage 1, f |[ 12 corresponds to stage 2, 3, and 4,
'3 373

f‘[%,l] corresponds to stage 5. Then we have that £(0), £(1) € I'°, £((0, %)U(%, ) c1!,
G2 fGfG) el

By assumption that /(O) > 4D(O0) and by Theorem 5.1, there exists a homotopy
H :[0,1] x [0,1] = T54P%2 such that H(0,-) = jp o f(-) and H(l,-) is constant at
some g € |O).

We would also like to construct a family of 1-cycles g on dA? following the same
steps as f. This will be needed later.

First we need to introduce some notations. Let y; be the 0-simplex in OA> such that
O(xox1x2x3)|y; = x;. Let y;y; be the 1-simplex in OA3 such that O(x0X1X2X3) | y,y; = XiXj.
Let y;yjyx be the 2-simplex in OA3 such that O(xpx1x2x3)| yoye = XiXjXy. Let o : A% -
A3 be the inclusion map such that ip o A(x1x2x3%0) = X1x2x3, i1 : A?> — A3 be the
inclusion map such that i; o O(x|x2x3%0) = X2x3%X0, i» : A?> — A3 be the inclusion
map such that i 0 d(x1x2x3X0) = X1x3%0, i3 : A> — A3 be the inclusion map such that
i3 0 O(x1x2x3X0) = X1X2X9. Denote io(p123) the image of the interior point pio3 of A2
we used in the construction of 2-simplex x;x,x3 under inclusion iy by pg. Likewise
we denote by py,p2,p3 i1(po23), 2(po13), i3(p123) respectively. Denote by ;i the
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concatenation of y;y; yjyx and yiy;. Denote by Gj for i,j,k = 0,1,2,3 the linear
homotopy shrinking 7; to a point in y;y;yx. Let y;;, be (1 — 1)y; + ty;.

A family of 1-cycles g on OA? can be constructed in the same way as f by replacing
x; above with y;, [cik]lo With v, x5, with y;;,, and Hjy with G

6.3 Construction of the map D* — |O|

In this section we will construct using f a map F : D3 — |O] such that F|g is
not null-homotopic, which should not be possible, concluding that the assumption
1[(O) > 4D(0) is false.

Before we get to the construction of the map D? — |O|, we need to introduce some
notations. Consider S? in R3, we are going to introduce a peculiar parametrization for
2.

Consider the space {(r,r) € [0,1] x ([0,1] U [1,2])}/ ~, where the equivalence
relationship is defined as follows: (0,r;) ~ (0,r,) for any ry,ro € [0,1], (0,r]) ~
(0, 1) for any ry,r, € [1,2], (t,0) ~ (¢,17) and (t,17) ~ (¢,2) for any ¢ € (0, %) U
G, D, 1,00 ~ (t,17) ~ (t,11) ~ (1,2) for t = },3, (t,0) ~ (1,2) and (1,17) ~
(t,17) fort € (3, 3).

Next we construct a bijective map B from {(z,r) € [0,1] x ([0,1]U [1,2])}/ ~ to
$2. Choose two points pi,ps € S? that are 2¢; away from each other for some small
€1, B¢, (p1) touches B¢, (p2) at a point g;. Choose two points p3,ps € S? that are
also 2¢; away from each other, B, (p3) touches B¢ (p4) at a point g>, and we require
that p3 and p4 are at least 3¢; away from p; and p, so that the €; balls of the first
pair does not touch the €; balls of the second pair. For the i-th ball (i = 1,2,3,4),
we parametrized its closure by radial coordinates ¢; = (t;,r;) where t; € [0, %] is
the radius times %, and r; € [0,1]/0 ~ 1 for i = 1,3 is the angle times %,
and r; € [1,2]/1 ~ 2 is the angle times % then add 1, and we require that r; all
goes clockwise and <Z>1(%,0) = gbz(%,O) = ¢ and ¢3(%,0) = ¢4(%,0) =q. §?
subtracted by the closure of these four balls are homeomorphic to a cylinder which
can be parametrized by (t5,75) € [%, %] x ([0,11U[1,2]/0 ~ 2,17 ~ 1T), denote
the parametrization ¢s = (ts, rs), and we require that ¢s(¢,r) = ¢i(t,r) for i = 1,2
t =1 and r € [0,2], and ¢s(t,7) = ¢y(1 —t,7) for i = 3,4 t = % and r € [0,2].
Now we are ready to construct the bijection B. We set B[, r] = ¢1(¢,r) for t € [0, %]
and r € [0,1], B[t,r] = ¢a(¢t,r) for ¢t € [0, %] and r € [1,2], B[t,r] = ¢5(t,r) for
t €[4,2]and r € [0,11U[1,2], Blt,r] = ¢3(1 —t,r) for t € [0,1] and r € [0, 1],
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Blt,r] = ¢4(1 —t,r) for t € [0, %] and r € [1,2]. B is well-defined bijection from
[0, 1] x ([0, 17U [1,2])/ ~ to S2.

Next we will extend this parametrization to ID*. Consider set {Gs,[t,7]) : Blt,r] €
S2, s € [0,1]}/ ~ where the equivalence relationship is defined by (1, [t1,71]) =
(1,[#, rp]) for any B[t,r],Blt, 2] € S%2. D3 can be parametrized using the radial
coordinates ¢ps = (sp3, gps) Where sps is the radius in D* and gps is a point in S?, or
the space of directions in D3. Now we construct bijection By from {(s, [z, 7]) : B[t,r] €
§2, s € 0,11}/ ~ to D3: By[s, [t,r]] = ¢ps(1 — s, Blt,r]). By is well-defined and
bijective.

Now we are ready to define the map: The map F : D® — || is defined by
F(B1[s, [t,r]]) = H(s,t)(r), where H(s, t) is the homotopy from p to o,

Lemma 6.4 Themap F : D? — |O| constructed above is well-defined and continuous,
and F|g is not null-homotopic.

Proof It can be checked straightforwardly that the map is well-defined: We only need
to check that H(s, )(r) = H(s', )7 if s, [¢,7]] = [s, [£, 7']].

We also need to check the continuity of F, that is, if [s;, [#;, ;1] — [so, [fo, roll, then
H(s;, t;)(ri) — H(so,10)(r0).

If so =1, [sy, [, ril]l — [So0, [fo, r0]] implies that s; — 1. In the construction of H, the
last step is to use a deformation retract from |O| subtracted by a point to one single
point pg to deform all the 1-cycles. Therefore there exists a s; that is close to 1 such
that H({s;} x [0, 11)([0, 1] L/ [1,2]) is contained in an arbitrarily small neighborhood
around pg. Therefore H(s;, t)(r) is close to H(1,t)(r) = pg for any ¢, r.

If 59 # 1, then [s;, [;, ri]] — [So0, [to, rol] implies that B[t;, r;] — Blto, ro] and s; — sg.
Note that B[t, r] — t is in fact a continuous function, therefore #; — #y. By continuity
of H, H(s;, t;) — H(sg, to). Since H(s, t) are all Lipschitz, H(s;, t;)(r;) — H(sg, t0)(ro).

We still have to check that F|g is not null-homotopic. Recall that the map O(xpx1x2x3) :
OA3® — |O| is not null-homotopic. We will prove that F|s is the composition of a
continuous map G : S> — A3 with O(xxx2x3).

We can define this G by setting G([t,r]) = g(¢)(r) where g is the family of 1-cycles
we constructed on A3 in the end of §6.2 following the same steps as that of f. G is
well-defined and is a surjective map from 9A3 to %, which is essentially a surjective
map from S? to S?. Therefore G is not null-homotopic.

Since O(xox1x2x3) is also not null-homotopic, the composition d(xpx1x2x3) o G is not
null-homotopic. Therefore F|g is not null-homotopic. |
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Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Theorem Let O be a compact Riemannian 2-orbifold homeomorphic to S>. Then
1(O) <4D(0).

Proof Suppose that /(O) > 4D(QO), then there exists small § > 0 such that /(O) >
4D(O) + 26. Then we can construct a family f : [0, 1] — fg,m (O+20 a5 in previous
section. Therefore by Theorem 5.7, there exists a homotopy H : [0,1] — [0,1] —
fggléD(O)Hé such that H(0,-) = pof and H(1,-) is a constant family of constant
loops. Then by Lemma 6.4, we construct a continuous map F : D* — |O| from f
such that F|g is not null-homotopic, which contradicts the fact that F is contractible
(since its domain is D?). Therefore the assumption [(O) > 4D(0) is false. Therefore

I(O) <4D(0). |
Using the argument in the theorem, we also have the following corollary.

Corollary 6.5 Let O be a compact Riemannian 2-orbifold with a finite orbifold
fundamental group, [(O) < 8D(0).

Proof The corollary follows from the classification of 2-orbifolds. According to the
classification of 2-orbifolds, a 2-orbifold with a finite orbifold fundamental group,
either is homeomorphic to $2, or admits a metric double which is homeomorphic to
s2.

Let O be the metric double of ©. Denote by p the orbifold covering map from o
to O. The length of the shortest closed orbifold geodesic on @ is non-greater than
4D(@). Denote this closed orbifold geodesic by [¢]. [¢] projects down to a closed
orbifold geodesic [c] on O by p. Therefore /[(O) < Length[c] < Length[¢] = l(@).

On the other hand, we will prove that D(@) <2D(0).

This reduces to proving that for any X and y on |@\, dist(x,y) < 2D(O). Denote
p(X) by x and p(9) by y. Let z be any point in the exceptional stratum of O. Then
7~ '(2) only contains one point, denote by Z. dist(x,z) < D(O) and dist(y, z) < D(O).
Therefore for any e > 0, there exists a path ¢, ; on |O| connecting x and z with length
less than D(O) + €, and a path c;, on |O| connecting z and y with length less than
D(O) + €. ¢y lifts to &, a unique path on |O| connecting % and 2. ¢, lifts to &,
a unique path on ]@] connecting Z and J. ¢, and ¢, then glue together to be a path
connecting X and $ with length less than 2D(Q) + 2¢. Therefore D(O) < 2D(0).
Combining with /(O) < 1(O), we get [(O) < 8D(O) for any 2-orbifold O with finite
orbibfold fundamental group. a
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Appendices

A Continuity of the Birkhoff Process

We will prove that, the Birkhoff process ¥ and the Birkhoff homotopy ¢ we defined
are continuous on I‘AS,L . This check is somewhat tedious because the topology on the
orbifold free loop space needs to go through G-loop representatives.

We will first prove for the rescaling step ®'.

Let ¢ — s in [0, 1] and [¢/] — [¢°] in FSL, in other W(_)rd_s, ¢, []) = (°,[°]) in
[0, 1] x T'5". Then for j large enough, there exists ¢/ = (¢}, g/) modeling representative

of [c/] with respect to the representative ¢ = (c?,g?) of [c°], where ¢/ and ¢° are

defined over the same subdivision 0 = 7y < #; < ... < t, = 2, such that, d — c?
pointwise for i = 1,2, ..., n.
Recall that U'[c] o P = [c]. For simplicity, denote P, by Po, and Pp; by P;.

Recall that £ = s - idjg,2) + (1 — 5)Py). For simplicity, denote f1¢") by fy, and £1¢1 by
f;i- Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma A.1 P; — Py pointwise.

Proof Notice that

t JY t iN/
= Mv Pilio)() =1+ M
Jo I@y(Dldr Ji l@y@ldr

It suffices to prove that fot () (T)|dT — fot |(c®)(7)|dT, which is equivalent as proving
L @Y @ldr — [, [(c°Y(r)|dr for any small interval A C [0, 2]. This reduces to the
manifold case: Let ¢/, ¢” be L-Lipschitz piecewise-geodesic curves with N breaks
from A to a Riemannian manifold M with ¢ — ¢° pointwise, we need to show that
the length of ¢/ converges to the length of ¢”. We can focus on the domain in which

Pjl10,11(t)

a minimizing geodesic segment of ¢” is defined. This further reduces to the case in
which ¢ is a minimizing geodesic and ¢/’s are piecewise-geodesic curves with N
breaks, denoted by #’s.

Let l{ be the i-th break point of ¢/. Then one direction is clear:

lim inf Length(¢/) > Length(c°)
.[—)OO
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since the two endpoints of ¢/ converge pointwise to the two endpoints of ¢” and that

¥ is a minimizing geodesic between its endpoints.

For the other direction, by elementary analysis, pointwise convergence on a compact
domain for Lipschitz curves yields uniform convergence. Therefore for any € > 0,
there exists a J > 0 such that for any j > J for any 1 € A, dy(d(1), @) < e.
In particular, for any j > J, the break point t{ satisfies that dM(cf(t{),co(t{:)) < €
for i = 0,1,2,...,N. Therefore the length of the i-th segment of ¢ is bounded
from above by 2¢ + Length(cO][ o J) by the triangle inequality. Therefore the total

length of ¢/ is bounded from above by 2Ne + Length(c®), which concludes that
lim SUP;_y00 Length(cj ) < Length(co). O

Since P; is not necessarily one-to-one, it might not have an inverse. However P;
is a piecewise-linear map, it still admits a unique upper semi-continuous inverse,
which is a monotonely increasing piecewise-linear map with finitely many jumping
discontinuities. We abuse notation and call this inverse PJ.*I. It can be easily verified
that W'[¢] = [/] o ;! for all j and W'[c"] = ["] o Py, Similar to P;, f; also
might not have an inverse. However f; admits a unique upper semi-continuous inverse,
denoted by ]3-71.

Lemma A.2 VU'[¢/] — U![c] pointwise.

Proof We need to show that U![¢/]’s and U![¢?] have G -homotopic representatives
and that the corresponding segments of these representatives are pointwise closed.

For the first part (finding G-homotopic representatives), the idea is to first noting that
do Pj_1 ’s are representatives for Ul[d]’s and o Py lisa representative for U,
then change the subdivision of ¢/ o P;l ’s to match with that of ¢” o Py L

For simplicity, denote cOoPa1 by d°, and cjon_1 by d.Let0 = Té < 7-{ <. < 7-,’1 =
2 be the subdivision for & for all Jj,and 0 = 7'8 < 7'10 <. < 7'_,? = 2 be the subdivision
for d° where 7/ = P;(t;) and 7{ = Py(t;). By Lemma A.1, 7/ = Pi(t;) = 77 = Po(t;)
for all i. Fix a j and an i, WLOG, assume <70, then [7,7°] is a small domain.
Suppose that Tl] 1 > 7',0, since & is L-Lipschitz, df +1|[ . p0p can be contained in a
small metric ball around df . 1(7‘,-1 ). Let g; € G be the germ in A’ that connects d{ and
d 41+ Let g; be a local isometry generated by giona small neighborhood from the X
component of dﬁ 41 to the X component of d.. By choosing j large enough, we can

assume that d! sits inside the domain of g;. Then by moving df ‘1 |[ gy with

1l )
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gi and then gluing to d!, the endproduct & * gio l 41 |[ ) is a new segment with the

same right endpoint as d”. Suppose that 7" 1 < <7 i12» We can move the segment

d, \[ .4 With g; and move the segment +2][ i) with g; o g;11 and glue them
i+1
with d’ Similar moving procedure can be done 1f 7'0 < 7‘,’ .1 the idea is that we

move all the segments from d/ to d.,; , where iy satisfies that min{r/,,; , 70} = 7¥

If 7/ > 70, we can use g~ to remove the “extra” piece of ¢ and attach it to d{ 1
and possibly & i1o and so on. We can do the above for the left endpoint of d] as well
if it does not match with the left endpoint of @?. Then we do the above perturbation
for each segment i and for each j. This gives us a new family of representatives of
Ul[/]’s, denoted by @', that share the same subdivision as d°. Now we can finally

check the pointwise convergence on each segment, that is, a’]1 — d? for all .

F1x an i. We only have to prove that cﬂ (1) — dO(T) for any 7 € [7’ 1 Ti 79]. Denote
Py '(7) by ¢, and P;(t) by 7/. By the pointwise convergence P; — Py, 7 — 7. Up
to restricting to larger j’s, we can require that 7/’s are also inside [Tl.o_1 ,70]. Then we
have the following for all j:

dx(d' (1), d)(1)) < dx(d' (1), (7)) + dx(d (), dD (1))

The first term on the right can be made small since &' is L-Lipschitz and 7/ — 7.
The second term on the right is exactly dx(c’ 0, c (t)) which can be made small by
pointwise convergence [¢/] = [c°]. Therefore d’ () — dO(T) pointwise. Therefore
d{’l — d? pointwise. Therefore &' — d° pointwise. Therefore T[] — Tlc]
pointwise. a

To avoid complications, we consider new representatives &> of W![¢/] and new
representative d%2 of ¥![c?] with a common subdivision that does not have multipicity
at endpoints, denoted by 0 = 79 < ... < 7, = 2. Note that this is different from the
old subdivision 0 = 78 < ... < T,? = 2 for &"'’s and d°. These new representatives
can be found since U![¢/]’s are L-Lipschitz and thus we can perturb the endpoints of
each segment by a small distance without exiting the X component it lies.

Now we show the continuity of ®'.

Lemma A.3 (s, [/]) — ®'(s°, [°]) pointwise.

Proof The first step is to show that ®!(s¢/, [¢/]) and ®!(s°,[c°]) are in the same
modelling neighborhood, that is, there exist representatives for ®!(s/, [¢/]) that share
the same subdivision of ®!(s°, [c°]). Denote &/2of; by ¢/, and d®?of; by €. According
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to the definition of ®!, ¢ is a representative for dl(s/,[/]), and € is a representative
for ®!(s°,[c°]). Then the subdivision for ¢ is 0 = t{) < .. < t{; = 2, and the
subdivision for ¢° is 0 = t8 <. < tJn = 2, where z{ :J;._l(Ti), and t? :fo_](’/'i).
There is no guarantee that £ 10 Like in Lemma A.2 we can move the segment on the
difference of domain of ¢l and ¢? forall i and all j. Fix an i and a j, assume that i< 9.
For any ¢ € [t{,mm{ i1 i N, fi(@®) is in [Tl,mln{Tl+1,]§(I )}1, which is very close to
[7;, min{ 741, fo(to)}] as j — oo since f; — fo pointwise. Therefore J;(t) is very close to
[Tl,mln{T,H,fo(t )} = [, min{7;y1,7:}] = {r;}. Therefore dx( H(t),eiﬂ(t’)) =
dy(d? o fi(t),d l+1 oﬁ(t’)) — 0. Therefore we can move e’+] ‘[z{,mln{f+1,t°}] and glue

to the i-th segment ¢. We can move ¢/ +2|[ J and glue to the i-th segment

Jrl7mln{'t"Jrz,t()]»]
el as well if mln{tj LY = / "1~ We can keep moving segments and glue to ¢} until
min{#, 1 )} = #9. This will produce a new i-th segment of ¢, such that the right
endpoint of its domain matches with that of V. Similar argument applies if we assume
£ > #). We can do it for the left endpoint of the domain of e} as well. We will also do
it for all i and all j. This produces a new representative /! for ®!(s/, [¢/]) that shares
a common subdivision 0 = t8 < ... < 19 = 2 the same as that of ¢”. Now we are
finally ready to prove pointwise convergence on each segment.

We need to prove that for any i, for any ¢ € [t 11 ,] e’ (1) — eo(t) In fact we only
need to prove for ¢ € (t?q? 1) since eils are L-Lipschitz. Since f; — fyp pointwise,
up to restricting to larger j’s, we can require that f;() € [fo(tl(.)_l)7 fg(t?)]. Then we have
for all i and all j,

dx (el (1), (1)) <dx(d* o £(1),d?? o fo(1))
<dx(di? o f(£), di* o fo()) + dx(d* o fo(D), d* o fo(1))

The first term can be made small since f; — fo p01ntW1se The second term can be made
small since d’ — d p01ntw1se Therefore, e’ ) — eo(t) pointwise. Therefore
Dl []) = ®'(s°, ["). o

Next we prove the continuity of ®2 on ®'(I's5).

Let ¥ — 5% in [0,2] and [¢] — [] in @ (FNL). This means that there exists
representative ¢/ for [¢/] for all j, and representative ¢® for [¢°] such that they are
in the same modeling neighborhood and share the subdivision 0 = 7y < #; < ... <
fhy = 2 where #; is actually ﬁ for i = 0,1,...,2N. From the definition of ®?,
O2(s/, [/])’s are all G- -homotopies, and o2 (sj ) is a representative for D¢, []).
For simplicity, we denote @é(sf c) by &, the i-th segment of &2 (sf d) by d{, the
geodesic replacement part of the i-th segment d{ | » the original part of the i-th segment
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df ,. Let tf be ¥/t;_1 + (1 — &), the intersection of domain of dj | and that of df »»and
t? be s%%_; + (1 — s the intersection of domain of d?l and that of d?z. It is clear

that £/ — #) for all i since s — s°. We only have to prove that dl — d? pointwise for
all i. Fix any i, we need to prove that for any € [t;_1,], d: — d?.

Lemma A4 d — d? pointwise.

Proof For any ¢ € (t t;], since we have t/ — th, there exists a J > 0 such that for
i>J, tens /(2 ;]. Therefore di(t) = d{ NOES cl(r) is on the original part of the
i-th segment for all j > J. By ¢l — ¥ pointwise, di(f) — d°(r). For any t = 12,
di(t) — d¥(¢) since di’s and d? are L-Lipschitz. For any t € [ti1,4 9) since £ — to
there exists a J > 0 such that for j > J, t € Mj>y[fi—1, #). Therefore di(f) = d{’l(t) is
on the geodesic replacement part of the i-th segment for all j > J. We need to prove
that df] 1) — dgl(t). Before that, some discussion is needed:

Denote by X; the component of X with d{l in it. Since X; is a Riemannian manifold
with the property that every two points in it can be joined by a unique geodesic,
elementary Riemannian geometry yields that there exists a diffeomorphism, denote by
h, from (X;)? the space of pairs of point on X;, onto its image in TX;, sending a pair of
points to the initial tangent vector of the geodesic over [0, 1] that connects these two
points.

We have by triangle inequality:
dy(di(t), d2(19)) = dx(ci(#), D(1?)) < dx(ci(E), ) + dx(cl@?), D))

The first term on the right can be made small since c’ is L-Lipschitz and tJ — 1. The
second term on the right can be made small by - o pointwise. Therefore pairs
(dl(ti—1), d(th) — (@(ti-1), dH(e})). Therefore h(di(ti_1), di(th) — h(d(t;i—1), dH(t))).
For simplicity, denote by h} h(d(1i_1), d/(#)), and by h? h(d"(t;_1),d?(°)). Thus we

have h; — hy. By continuity of the exponential map and by s — sO, exp,,; u (t i,

expjo w But this is exactly df(t) — d?(t). Therefore d{ — a’,Q pointwise on
[t;_1,17). Therefore d! — d? pointwise. O

To conclude the above, we have ®2(s/, [¢]) — ®3(s°, [c°]). Therefore ®2 is continu-
ous. Therefore the Birkhoff homotopy ® is continuous.
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