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A REMARK ON THE REACH AND UPPER BOUNDS

ON SOME EXTRINSIC GEOMETRY INVARIANTS OF

SUBMANIFOLDS

R. MIRZAIE

Abstract. We consider a compact submanifold M of a Riemann-
ian manifold N and we use the second variation formula as a tool
to drive some geometric results on reach(M,N) the reach of M in
N , including some useful relations between the extrinsic geometry
of M in N and reach(M,N). Our results generalize some theorems
previously proved for the special case where N is Euclidean space.
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1. Introduction

The reach of a subset M of Euclidean space was introduced by Fed-
erer [9] as the largest number τ such that any point at distance less than
τ from M has a unique nearest point on M ( foot point on M). The
reach appears under various names in the literature. It was called the
condition number in topological data analysis. In computational geom-
etry it is used under the name of local feature size. It is an important
geometric invariant of subsets of Euclidean space which plays effective
roles in the field of manifold learning and topological data analysis (see
[4, 8, 13]) and has been widely used by the researches in geometric mea-
sure theory, integral geometry ([10, 15]), image processing arguments
and biomathematics. If M is a submanifold of Euclidean space, it is
proved that the reach quantifies the maximum ratio between the geo-
desic distance on M and Euclidean distance for pairs of points in M ,
and it is a measure of a manifolds departure from convexity. In fact, the
reach is a global invariant incorporating informations about the second
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fundamental form of the embedding and the location of the first critical
point of the distance from the submanifold. Thus, it incorporates the
local and global topology and geometry of M . Positivity of the reach
for subsets of Euclidean space is the minimal regularity assumption on
sets. If M is a smooth compact submanifold of Euclidean space, it has a
positive reach and if the reach is bounded, then strong topological and
geometric restrictions on M will appear. For instance, it is proved that
for compact submanifolds of Rn with the bounded reach, the angle be-
tween tangent spaces at different points are bounded. There are many
papers about the relations between the reach of M in N and the geome-
try and topology of M when N is a Euclidean space. We refer to [7] and
[2] for some results about the relations between the reach and the geom-
etry of M when N is Euclidean space or it is a sphere. Authors of [11]
and [5] extended the reach from subsets of Euclidean space to the reach
of subsets of Riemannian manifolds. Although some results about the
reach obtained for the submanifolds of Euclidean space can directly be
extended to the general case where the ambient space is a Riemannian
manifold, but in many cases we need more calculations and differential
geometric tools. In the present article, we consider a compact differen-
tiable submanifold M of a Riemannian manifold N . In Theorem 3.2,
we find an upper bound for the exterior part of the acceleration vector
of the unit speed geodesics of M , which is a calculation of the impact
of the reach on the exterior geometry of M . Then, we drive some more
results about the geometry of M and as application we use our theorem
in the special case where N has constant curvature.

2. Preliminaries

The main tool in our proofs is the second variation formula which
measures the change in the arch length under the small displacements.
We refer to [14] for definitions and further results.

In what follows, N is a smooth and complete Riemannian manifold
and M is a connected compact submanifold of N . All maps are consid-
ered to be smooth.

Remark 2.1 (Second variation formula ). Let σ : [0, 1] → N be a
geodesic segment and χ : [0, 1] × (−δ, δ) → N be a smooth map such
that χ(t, 0) = σ(t). Then, χ is called a variation of σ. Denote by L(s)
the length of the curve σs : [0, 1] → N , t → χ(t, s) (σ0 = σ) and let
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V (t) = d
ds
χ(t, s)

|s=0
= χ

s
(t, 0), A(t) = χ

ss
(t, 0). By the first and second

variation formulas we have:

L′(0) =
1

L(0)

∫ 1

0
< σ′(t), V ′(t) > dt

and

L′′(0) =
1

L(0)

∫ 1

0
{< V ′⊥, V ′⊥ > − < RV σ′V, σ′ >}dt

+
1

L(0)
(< σ′(1), A(1) > − < σ′(0), A(0)) >).

Where, (V ′)⊥ is the component of V ′ normal to σ′.

Similarly, if for all s ∈ (−δ, δ), the curve σs is a geodesic in N , then

L′(s) =
1

L(s)

∫ 1

0
< σ′

s(t), V
′
s (t) > dt

L′′(s) =
1

L(s)

∫ 1

0
{< V ′⊥

s , V ′⊥
s > − < RVsσ′

s
Vs, σ

′
s >}dt

+
1

L(s)
(< σ′

s(1), As(1)) > − < σ′
s(0), As(0) >).

where, Vs(t) = χs(t, s), As(t) = χss(t, s).

Definition 2.2 (medial axes and reach).
Let M be a compact submanifold of a Riemannian manifold N .
1. The medial axes of M in N which we denote by med(M,N) is the
closure of the following subset of N .

A = {x ∈ N : ∃p 6= p′ ∈ M such that d(x,M) = d(x, p) = d(x, p′)}

2. The reach of M in N which we denote by τ , is defined as follows:

τ = inf{d(x,M) : x ∈ med(M,N)}.

3. If q ∈ N , then a point p ∈ M , with d(q,M) = d(q, p) is called a foot
point of q.
4. A point q ∈ med(M,N) is called a reach assigning point ofMed(M,N)
if d(q,M) = τ . A foot point of a reach assigning point of Med(M,N) is
called a reach assigning point on M .



4 R. Mirzaie

Remark 2.3. If N is compact then there is a reach assigning point
on med(M,N). In fact, by definition of the reach, for each positive inte-
ger n, there is a point qn ∈ Med(M,N) such that τ ≤ d(qn,M) < τ + 1

n
.

By the compactness of N , {qn} has a convergent subsequence which we
denote it again by {qn}. If q = limn→∞qn, then d(q,M) = τ .

If p ∈ M , denote by (TpM)⊥ the subspace of all vectors normal to
M at p. Consider the usual exponential map expp : TpN → N , and let

Br(p) = expp({v ∈ (TpM)⊥ : |v| ≤ r}).

Remark 2.4. If reach(M,N) = τ , then for all positive numbers r < τ ,
the r-tube around M , defined by {x ∈ N : d(x,M) < r} is an em-
bedded submanifold of N ( a consequence of the tubular neighborhood
theorem). Consequently, the reach of M in N can also be defined as:

sup{η > 0 : Bη(p) ∩Bη(p
′) = ∅, for all p, p′ ∈ M with p 6= p′}.

3. Some inequalities describing the impact of the reach on

the extrinsic geometry of submanifolds

It is proved in [7] that the reach gives an upper bound for the length
of the acceleration of the arc length parametrized geodesics in the com-
pact submanifolds of the Euclidean space. Also we refer to [1] for more
similar calculations relating the reach and the extrinsic geometry of the
submanifolds of Euclidean space. The theorems of the present section
can be used as a tool to obtain some similar results for the compact
submanifolds of a Riemannian manifold.

In what follows, we will denote by ∇̄ the Levi Civita connection of
N . ∇ will denote to the induced connection on M . If α : I → M is a
differentiable curve in M and t ∈ I, we will denote by α̈(t) and α′′(t)
the accerelations of α in N and M , respectively. If v,w are linearly in
depended vectors in TpN , then κ(v,w) will denote the sectional curva-
ture of N at the point p along the plan generated by v,w.
If p ∈ M and Π is the second fundamental form at p and η is a unit
vector normal to M at p, we will denote by Aη the shape operator in
direction of η, which is a linear map Aη : TpM → TpM defined by

< Aη(w), v >=< Π(v,w), η >, v, w ∈ TpM.

We will use the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let M be a compact submanifold of a Riemannian man-

ifold N , p ∈ M and q be a point in N with d(q, p) = d(q,M) = τ > 0
and let σ : [0, 1] → N be a geodesic with the length τ joining p to q and

η ∈ TpN be the unit vector in direction of σ′(0). If α is a unit speed

geodesic in M with α(0) = p, then there is a vector field V along σ such

that

< η, α̈(0) > ≤
1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1 − t)2dt.

Proof. Since d(q,M) = τ , then for all points x ∈ M , d(q, x) ≥ τ and
σ′(0) is perpendicular to M at p. Let u = α′(0) and denote by U(t) the
vector field along σ obtained by the parallel transformation of u along
σ. Put V (t) = (1 − t)U(t) and keeping the symbols used in Remark
2.1, consider a variation χ(t, s), (t, s) ∈ [0, 1] × (−ǫ, ǫ) of σ such that
χs(t, 0) = V (t) and χ(0, s) = α(s) ( such a variation exists for sufficiently
small ǫ). Since V (1) = 0, then χ(1, s) is a constant point which must be
q and A(1) = 0. Also, we get from A(t) = χss(t, s)|s=0 that

A(0) = α̈(0) (1)

Denote by L(s) the length of the curve t → χ(t, s). Thus, L(0) is equal
to the length of σ (which is equal to τ = |σ′(0)|). Then, by the second
variation formula we have

L′′(0) =
1

τ

∫ 1

0
{< V ′⊥, V ′⊥ > − < RV σ′V, σ′ >}dt

−
1

τ
< σ′(0), α̈(0) > (2)

Since U is parallel along σ, then ∇̄σ′U = 0. Thus,

V ′(t) = ∇̄σ′V = ∇̄σ′(1− t)U(t) = −U(t) + (1− t)∇̄σ′U = −U(t) (3)

Since U(0)(= u) is unit and normal to σ at σ(0)(= p), U(t) is unit and
normal to σ at σ(t). Thus,

< V ′⊥, V ′⊥ >=< U,U >= 1 (4)

We have also

< RV σ′V, σ′ >= κ(V, σ′) < V, V >< σ′, σ′ >=

κ(V, σ′) < (1− t)U, (1− t)U >< σ′, σ′ >= κ(V, σ′)(1 − t)2τ2 (5)
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Since η is supposed to be a unit vector in direction of σ′, then η = 1
τ
σ′(0).

Now, we get from (1)-(5) that

L′′(0) =
1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1 − t)2dt− < η, α̈(0) > (6)

L(s) is minimum at s = 0, then L′′(0) ≥ 0 and we get the result from
(6).

�

Theorem 3.2. If reach(M,N) = τ > 0 and p ∈ M , then for each

unit speed geodesic α in M and each unit vector η normal to M at

α(0) = p, there is a geodesic σ : [0, 1] → N and a vector field V along σ
such that

< α̈, η >≤
1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1 − t)2dt.

Proof. Let n > 1 be a positive integer such that τ > 1
n
and put τn =

τ − 1
n
. let σn(t) = expp(tτnη) and put qn = σn(1). The length of σn

between σn(0) = p and σn(1) = qn is equal to τn. Thus, qn ∈ Bτn(p).
We show that d(qn,M) = τn. Clearly, d(qn,M) ≤ d(qn, p) = τn < τ .
Since d(qn,M) < τ , then qn /∈ med(M,N). Consequently, there is a
unique point p′ ∈ M such that d(qn,M) = d(qn, p

′). Thus, qn ∈ Brn(p
′),

rn = d(qn,M). Since rn ≤ τn, then Brn(p
′) ⊂ Bτn(p

′). Thus, qn ∈
Bτn(p) ∩Bτn(p

′). Now, by Remark 2.4 , we get that p = p′. Therefore,

d(qn,M) = d(qn, p) = τn (1)

The set E = {w ∈ TpN : |w| ≤ τ} is compact in TpN . Since the
sequence{qn} is a subset of the compact set expp(E), it has a convergent
subsequence which we denote it again by {qn}. Let qn → q and take
limits in (1) to get d(q,M) = d(q, p) = τ . It is clear that for all n,
σ′
n(0) = |σ′

n(0)|η. Then, for the minimal geodesic σ : [0, 1] → N , joining
p to q, we have σ′(0) = |σ′(0)|η. Therefore, we get the result by Lemma
3.1.

�

Remark 3.3. In Theorem 3.2, If M α is a unit speed geodesic in M ,
then we have α̈ = ∇̄α′α′ = α′′ + nor(∇̄α′α′) = nor(∇̄α′α′). Then, if M
is not totally geodesic in N , we can put η = 1

|α̈(0)| α̈(0), which leads to

|α̈(0)| ≤
1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.
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We recall that if W is a vector space with an inner product, and
T : W → W is a linear map, then the norm of T is defined by:

|T | = sup{|T (v)| : v is a unit vector in W}.

Keeping the symbols used in Theorem 3.2, since Aη is self adjoint, then
by a little linear algebra computations we can show that

|Aη| = sup|w|=1| < Aη(w), w > |.

Since the set of all unit vectors of TpM is compact, then there is a unit
vector w in TpM such that |Aη | = | < Aη(w), w > |. We can suppose
< Aη(w), w > is positive and |Aη| =< Aη(w), w > (if not, use−η instead
of η). Let α be a geodesic in M with α′(0) = w. Since Π(α′, α′) = α̈,
then |Aη | =< Aη(α

′(0)), α′(0) >=< Π(α′(0), α′(0)), η >=< α̈(0), η >.
Now, by Theorem 3.2, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2,

|Aη| ≤
1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.

If N has lower bounded curvature κ ≥ c, then we have

1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1 − t)2dt ≤

1

τ
− τ

∫ 1

0
c(1 − t)2dt =

1

τ
−

cτ

3
.

If M is a compact submanifold of the Euclidean space with the pos-
itive reach and α is unit speed geodesic in M , then it is proved that
|α̈| ≤ 1

reach(M,Rn) (see [7]). The following theorem is a generalization

which easily comes from from Remark 3.3 and Corollary 3.4.

Theorem 3.5. Let N be a Riemannian manifold of curvature bounded

from below to c, M be a compact submanifold of N with the reach(M,N) =
τ > 0 and p ∈ M . Then, for each unit speed geodesic α in M , with

α(0) = p and each unit vector η ∈ (TpM)⊥ we have:

< η, α̈(0) > ≤
3− τ2c

3τ
, |α̈(0)| ≤

3− τ2c

3τ
, |Aη| ≤

3− τ2c

3τ
.
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Note that in the previous theorem we need only the curvature of N
be bounded along geodesics. This is a special case of a general category
of Riemannian manifolds which are called manifolds with bounded radial
curvature (see [12]). There are many useful topological and geometric
results about manifolds with the bounded radial geodesics, which can
be used in the subject of the present article.

4. Existence of the reach assigning points and the

geometry of M

Existence of the reach assigning points imposes important geometric
restrictions on the manifold. For example, it is proved that if M ⊂ Rn

and there exists a reach assigning point on M , then either M has bottle-
neck or |α̈| is equal to 1

reach(M,Rn) at some points of a unit speed geodesic

α of M (see [1]). In the present section we show that similar results are
true when the ambient space is an arbitrary Riemannian manifold.
Note that in the terminology used in the texts of topological data anal-
ysis or computational geometry a point in med(M,N) with more than
one foot point in N is called a bottleneck point.

Lemma 4.1. Let N be a Riemannian manifold and M be a compact

submanifold of N with reach(M,N) = τ > 0. If there is a reach assign-

ing point q in med(M,N) with at least two foot points in M , then there

is a unit speed geodesic α in M and a point p = α(s0) on α such that

< α̈(s0), σ
′(0) >= 1− L2

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.

Where, σ : [0, 1] → N is a geodesic in N joining α(s0) to q, V (t) =
(1− t)U(t) such that U is a vector field along σ obtained by the parallel

translation of α′(s0) along σ, and L = d(q, α(s0)).

Proof. Let p and p′ be different points inM such that d(q,M) = d(q, p) =
d(q, p′) = τ , and let α : [0, b] → M , b = dM (p, p′), be the unit speed
minimizing geodesic in M joining p to p′. Extend α to a geodesic
α : (−ǫ, b + ǫ) → M ( at least for a small number ǫ > 0) and put
L(s) = d(q, α(s)). L is minimum at s = 0 and s = b (L(0) = L(b) = τ).
Consequently,

L′′(0) ≥ 0, L′′(b) ≥ 0.

In other way, since L(0) = L(b) are minimum points for L, then L will
be maximum at a point d ∈ [0, b], which implies L′′(d) ≥ 0. Then, we
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get from L′′(0) ≤ 0 and L′′(d) ≥ 0 that L′′(s0) = 0, for some number
s0 ∈ [0, d]. By the arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1, we get
that

L′′(s0) =
1

L
− < α̈(s0), η > −L

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2 (1)

Where, σ : [0, 1] → N is a geodesic with the length L = d(α((s0), q)

joining α(s0) to q, η = σ′(0)
|σ′(0)| , V = (1 − t)U(t) such that U(t) is the

parallel translation of α′(s0) along σ. Since |σ′(0)| = L and L′′(s0) = 0,
then we get from (1) that

< α̈(s0), σ
′(0) >= 1− L2

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.

�

Remark 4.2. Keeping the symbols used in Definition 2.2, suppose
that there is a reach assigning point q in med(M,N) with only one foot
point in M . Then, q belongs to the closure of A but q /∈ A. Thus, there
is a sequence {qn} in A such that qn → q. There are different points
pn, p

′
n in M such that

d(qn, pn) = d(qn, p
′
n) = d(qn,M) (1)

Since M is compact, we can consider convergent subsequences of {pn}
and {p′n}. Then, without lose of generality, we can suppose that

pn → p, p′n → p′, p, p′ ∈ M.

Taking limits (n → ∞) in (1), we get that d(q, p) = d(q, p′) =
d(q,M) = τ . Since by the assumption, q has only one base point in M ,
we have p = p′. Consider a neghibourhood W in M for p and a number
δ > 0, such that all unit speed geodesics of M with a point in W can be
defined in [0, δ] (such a neghibourhood exist for sufficiently small number
δ > 0). Put dn = dM (pn, p

′
n) and let αn : [0, dn] → M be the unit speed

geodesic in M joining pn to p′n. If n is sufficiently large, then pn, p
′
n ∈ W

and dn < δ. Then, we can extend αn : [0, dn] → M to the unite
speed geodesic αn : [0, δ] → M . Extend αn : [0, δ] → M to a geodesic
αn : (−ǫ, δ + ǫ) for a small number ǫ > 0 and put Ln(s) = d(qn, αn(s)).
By the arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we get that there
is a point sn ∈ [0, dn] such that

< α̈n(sn), σ
′
n(0) >= 1− L2

n

∫ 1

0
κ(Vn, σ

′
n)(1 − t)2dt (2).
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Where, σn : [0, 1] → N is a geodesic joining αn(sn) to qn, Ln is equal to
the length of σn, Vn(t) = (1 − t)Un(t) and Un is the vector field along
σn obtained by the parallel transformation of α′

n(sn) along σn.
Since dn → 0, then sn → 0. Consequently, Ln → d(q, p) = τ . From the
compactness of M and the fact that the geodesics αn are unit speed, we
get that the sequence {(αn(sn), α

′(sn))} has convergent subsequence in
TM , which allows us to suppose that (αn(sn), α

′
n(sn)) → (p, Z), Z ∈

TpM , and Z must be a unit vector. Let α : (−ǫ, δ+ ǫ) → M be the unit
speed geodesic in M with the initial conditions α(0) = p, α′(0) = Z.
Let σ : [0, 1] → N be the minimizing geodesic in N joining α(0)(= p)
to q, and let U(t) be the vector field along σ obtained by the parallel
transformation of α′(0) along σ and put V (t) = (1 − t)U(t). It is easy
to show that

< α̈n(sn), σ
′
n(0) >→< α̈(0), σ′(0) >

and
κ(Vn(t), σ

′
n(t)) → κ(V (t), σ′(t)).

Taking limits in (2) leads to

< α̈(0), σ′(0) >= 1− τ2
∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.

Note that since the length of σ is equal to d(q,M), then σ′(0) is perpen-
dicular to M at p. Thus,

Now, putting together Lemma 4.1 and Remark 4.2, yields to the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let N be a Riemannian manifold and M be a com-

pact submanifold of N with reach(M,N) = τ > 0. If there is a reach

assigning point q in med(M,N), then there is a unit speed geodesic α in

M and a point p = α(0) on α, a geodesic σ : [0, 1] → N in N joining p
to q and a vector field V along σ such that:

< α̈(0), σ′(0) >= 1− L2

∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt, L = d(p, q).

If q has only one foot point in M , then

< α̈(0), σ′(0) >= 1− τ2
∫ 1

0
κ(V, σ′)(1− t)2dt.

If in the previous theorem, N has constant curvature c and q has two
foot points, then < α̈(0), σ′(0) >= 1 − L2 c

3 , L = d(p, q). Consider the
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unit speed geodesic β(t) = σ(L−1t). We have β′(0) = 1
L
σ′(0). Thus,

< α̈(0), β′(0) >= 1
L
− cL

3 , L = d(p, q). Similarly, If q has a unique foot

point in M , < α̈(0), β′(0) >= 1
τ
− cτ

3 . Since β is of unit speed, then

< α̈(0), β′(0) >≤ | ¨α(0)|

But, by Theorem 3.5 we have | ¨α(0)| ≤ 1
τ
− cτ

3 . Thus, | ¨α(0)| = 1
τ
− cτ

3 .

Putting c = 0 yields to |α̈(0)| = 1
τ
, which is the criterion previously

proved for the compact submanifolds of Euclidean space ( see [1]).

5. Comparing the extrinsic and intrinsic geometries of M
in N

The reach of M in N is a useful tool for comparing the intrinsic
and extrinsic geometries of M in N . For instance, the authors of [7]
find a bound for the angle between γ′(0) and γ′(1) for an arc length
parametrized geodesic γ in M ⊂ Rd. Also they give a bound for the
angle between TpM and TqM related to dN (p, q) and the reach. In a
more general case, we compare the parallel translations of a vector with
respect to the geometries of M and N , when N has curvature bounded
from below.

Remark 5.1. Suppose that τ = reac(M,N) > 0 and N has curva-
ture bounded from below to c. Let v0 ∈ TpM be a unit vector and
consider a point q ∈ M and let α : [0, 1] → M be a path joining p
to q (for simplicity we suppose that α is a unit speed geodesic in M).
Denote by vM (t) and vN (t) the parallel translations of v0 along α to the
point α(t), in M and N respectively. We compute the following number,
which compares the parallel transformations in M and N .

D =< vN (1), vM (1) > − < v0, v0 > .

Put

f(t) =< vM (t), vN (t) > − < v0, v0 >, t ∈ [0, 1].

We have

f ′(t) =
d

dt
< vM , vN >=< ∇̄α′(vM ), vN > + < vM , ∇̄α′(vN ) > . (1)

Since vN is parallel in N and vM is parallel in M then ∇̄α′(vN ) = 0
and

∇̄α′(vM ) = ∇α′(vM ) + Π(α′, vM ) = Π(α′, vM ).
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Thus, we get from (1) that

f ′(t) =< Π(α′, vM ), vN > (2)

Let (vN )⊥ be the normal (to M) component of vN and put η = (vN )⊥

|(vN )⊥|

(we consider the typical case where M is not totally geodesic in N and
|(vN )⊥| 6= 0). Then,

f ′(t) =< Π(α′, vM ), (vN )⊥ >= |(vN )⊥| < Π(α′, vM ), η >

= |(vN )⊥| < vM , Aη(α
′) > (3)

Thus,

|f ′(t)| ≤ |(vN )⊥||vM ||Aη ||(α
′)| (4)

Since vM , vN and α′ are unit vectors, then |f ′(t)| ≤ |Aη|, which by
Theorem 3.5, yields to |f ′(t)|) ≤ 3−τc

3τ . By mean value theorem, we have
f(1) = f(0) + f ′(t) for some t. Since f(0) = 0, then

|D| = |f(1)| ≤
3− τc

3τ
.

This means that when the reach is positive, the intrinsic geometry of M
is not very far away from the extrinsic geometry of M in N .
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