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Abstract. In this article, we prove the stability with respect to the Hausdorff metric dH of the

cut locus Cu(p, g) of a point p in a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) under C2 perturbation of

the metric. Specifically, given a sequence of metrics gi on M , converging to g in the C2 topology,

and a sequence of points pi in M , converging to p, we show that limi dH (Cu(pi, gi),Cu(p, g)) = 0.

Along the way, we also prove the continuous dependence of the cut time map on the metric.

1. Introduction

The principal objects of study in Riemannian geometry are geodesics, which are locally distance

minimizing curves. If (M, g) is a connected, complete Riemannian manifold, then between any two

points, say, p, q ∈ M there exists a geodesic which is globally distance minimizing. We call such

geodesics minimizers. The cut locus Cu(p, g) of p consists of those points q ∈ M beyond which

a minimizer from p to q fails to be distance minimizing from p. Originally introduced by Poincarè

[Poi05], the notion of cut locus has been extensively studied in the literature [Kob67, Buc77a,

Wol79, Sak96]. A closely related set is Se(p, g), which consists of points q admitting at least two

distinct minimizers from p to q. It is well known that Cu(p, g) is the closure of Se(p, g), i.e.,

Cu(p, g) = Se(p, g), and consequently, Cu(p, g) is a closed set of M . The concept of cut locus can

be easily generalized to a closed submanifold (or even a closed set) of M , see [BP23] for a survey

of results.
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The stability question of the cut locus has been studied in the literature as well. In [Buc77b],

Buchner considered the notion of stability from the point of view of singularity theory [GG73]. Given

G as the space of smooth Riemannian metrics on a compact manifoldM , equipped with the Whitney

C∞ topology, Buchner proved that Cu(p, g) is stable for g in an open dense subset O ⊂ G, provided
dimM ≤ 6. On the other hand, in [Alb16], Albano considered the stability in the sense of Hausdorff

distance. Given the collection A of bounded open domains Ω ⊂ Rn with C2-smooth boundary,

and the collection G ′ of C2-smooth Riemannian metrics on Rn, Albano considered the cut locus

Cuin(∂Ω, g) := Cu(∂Ω, g)∩Ω of the boundary ∂Ω inside Ω, with respect to a metric g ∈ G ′. Using

the viscosity solutions of the eikonal equations, it was proved that given a C2-convergent sequence

(Ωj , gj) → (Ω, g), the cut locus Cu(Ωi, gi) converges to Cu(Ω, g) in the Hausdorff metric. We refer

to [Alb16] for the notion of C2 convergence in A. In yet another direction, the topological stability

of the cut locus is studied in [EGGHT21] from the point of view of metric measure theory.

In this article, we follow the approach of [Alb16], and extend it to compact Riemannian manifolds.

Suppose M is a compact manifold, and let G be the collection of smooth Riemannian metrics on

M with the Whitney C2 topology. Then, for any (p, g) ∈ M × G, the cut locus Cu(p, g), being a

closed subset, is compact. In other words, we have a map Cut :M ×G → K (Equation 12), where

K is the collection of compact sets in M . We topologize K with the Hausdorff metric. The main

goal of this article is to prove the following.

Theorem (Theorem 3.1). The map Cut is continuous.

As a corollary to a lemma (Lemma 3.3) used in the proof of the above, we also show the continuous

dependence of the cut time map on the C2 perturbation of the metric (Corollary 3.4).

Conventions. All manifolds are connected, and without boundary. Boldface letters, e.g., u,v,n,

etc. will always denote tangent vectors, whereas letters in Fraktur font, e.g., g, h etc. are reserved

for Riemannian metrics. For any metric g, the induced distance, length, exponential map etc. are

explicitly denoted with the subscript (or superscript) g. For a tangent vector v, the unique geodesic

with respect to g with initial velocity v is denoted as γg
v
(t).

Organization of the paper. In section 2, we recall some basic definitions and results on cut locus,

viscosity solutions of the eikonal equation, and convergence of metrics. Then, in section 3, we prove

the main theorem of this article.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we collect some preliminary results on cut locus in a Riemannian manifold from

the viewpoint of viscosity solutions of the Eikonal equation. We also recall the notion of Hausdorff

convergence of compact sets, and the C2 convergence of Riemannian metrics, along with some

immediate consequences.

2.1. Cut Locus. We recall the definition of the cut locus of a point and more generally of a

submanifold, while deferring to [Sak96] for details.

Let us fix a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g). Given a C1 curve γ : [a, b] → M , the length

is defined as

Lg(γ) :=

∫ b

a

‖γ̇‖g dt.
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Given x, y ∈ M , the induced distance is denoted as dg(x, y) = inf Lg(γ), where the infimum is

taken over the family of (piecewise) C1 curves joining x to y.

Given a vector v ∈ TpM , let us denote the unique g-geodesic with initial velocity v as γg
v
:

[0,∞) → M . This lets us define the exponential map

expg : TpM →M

v 7→ γg
v
(1)

By the Hopf-Rinow theorem, for any q ∈ M , we have a unit-speed g-geodesic, called a minimizer,

say, γ : [0, L] → M such that γ(0) = p, γ(L) = q and L = Lg(γ) = dg(p, q). The cut locus

Cu(p, g) consists of those points q ∈M beyond which a minimizer joining p to q fails to be distance

minimizing from p.

Given a closed submanifold N ⊂M , the normal bundle with respect to g is denoted as

TN⊥g := ∪p∈N {n ∈ TpM | g(n,v) = 0, ∀v ∈ TpN} .
An N -geodesic with respect to g joining N to q is a g-geodesic joining a point in N to q, with initial

velocity in TN⊥g. A unit speed N -geodesic γ : [0, L] → M is said to be an N -minimizer (with

respect to g) joiningN to q if γ(0) ∈ N, γ̇(0) ∈ TN⊥g , and γ(L) = q, where L = Lg(γ) = dg(N, q).

By the first variational principle, any unit-speed g-geodesic that minimizes the distance from N to

a point is an N -minimizer. Since N is closed, the completeness of g implies that given any q ∈ M

there exists an N -minimizer joining N to q. We then define the cut locus Cu(N, g) as the set of

points q ∈ M , beyond which a minimizer joining N to q fails to be distance minimizing from N .

The set of separating points for N is the set

Se(N, g) := {q ∈ M | there are at least two distance minimizing geodesics joining N to q} .
It is well-known that Se(N, g) ⊂ Cu(N, g), and moreover

Cu(N, g) := Se(N, g). (1)

Given a unit vector n in the normal bundle TN⊥g of N , the cut time is defined as

ρg(N,n) := sup {t | dg(N, γgn(t)) = t} . (2)

As g is complete, it follows that Cu(N, g) =
{

γg
n
(ρg(N,n))

∣
∣
∣ n ∈ TN⊥g, ‖n‖g = 1

}

.

The injectivity radius of (M, g) is defined as

Inj(g) := inf
p∈M

Inj(p, g), (3)

where

Inj(p, g) := inf
{

ρg(p,v)
∣
∣
∣ v ∈ TpM, ‖v‖g = 1

}

.

IfM is compact, from the Whitehead convexity theorem [Whi32] it follows that Inj(g) > 0. For any

0 < δ < Inj(g), the set S = Sg(p, δ) := {q | dg(p, q) = δ} is diffeomorphic to a sphere of dimension

dimM − 1. It is easy to see that

Cu(S) = {p} ∪ Cu(p, g). (4)

The diameter of (M, g) is defined as the supremum

Diam(g) := sup
p,q∈M

dg(p, q), (5)

which is a maximum whenever M is compact.
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2.2. Convergence of Compact Sets. Let (M, d) be a metric space. For arbitrary subsets A,B ⊂
M , the Hausdorff distance between them is defined as

dH(A,B) := max

{

sup
a∈A

d(a, B), sup
b∈B

d(A, b)

}

, (6)

where d(a, B) := infb∈B d(a, b), and d(A, b) := infa∈A d(a, b). We shall need the following charac-

terization for convergence with respect to the Hausdorff distance.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose M is compact, and Xj , X ⊂M are closed (hence compact) subsets. Then,

limj dH(Xj, X) = 0 if and only if the following holds:

(1) for any x ∈ X , there exists a sequence xj ∈ Xj with limj xj = x, and

(2) for any convergent sequence xij ∈ Xij , we have limj xij ∈ X

Proof. Suppose, limj dH(Xj, X) = 0. Let us prove (1) first. Pick x ∈ X . We have,

0 ≤ d(Xj, x) ≤ sup
b∈X

d(Xj , b) ≤ dH(Xj , X).

Then, for each n ≥ 1 we can get a strictly increasing sequence Nn such that

d(Xj, x) <
1

n
, ∀j ≥ Nn.

Now, for each Nn ≤ j < Nn+1, we have d(Xj, x) = infa∈Xj
d(a, x) < 1

n
, and hence, we can pick

xj ∈ Xj so that d(xj , x) <
1
n
. For 1 ≤ j < N1, pick arbitrary xj ∈ Xj. Then, we have limj xj = x,

as required, showing (1). Next, we prove (2). Assume, xij ∈ Xij is a sequence converging to

y := limj xij . Now, for ǫ > 0, there exists N ≥ 1 such that

d(xij , y) <
ǫ

2
, and dH(Xij , X) <

ǫ

2
, ∀j ≥ N.

For j ≥ N , we then have

sup
a∈Xij

d(a,X) ≤ dH(Xij , X) <
ǫ

2
⇒ d(xij , X) <

ǫ

2
⇒ ∃yj ∈ X, such that d(xij , yj) <

ǫ

2
.

Thus, for j ≥ N , we get

d(yj, y) ≤ d(yj, xij ) + d(xij , y) <
ǫ

2
+
ǫ

2
= ǫ.

In other words, y ∈ X̄ = X , as X is assumed to be closed. This proves (2)

Let us now assume (1) and (2). Fix some ǫ > 0. By compactness of X , we may assume that

there are y1, . . . , yK ∈ X such that

X =

K⋃

i=1

B
(

yi,
ǫ

2

)

=

K⋃

i=1

{

x
∣
∣
∣ d(yi, x) <

ǫ

2

}

.

Then, from (1), there exists xij ∈ Xj such that limj x
i
j = yi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ K. Consequently, we

have N ≥ 1 such that

d(Xj, yi) <
ǫ

2
, ∀j ≥ N, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ K.

Now, for any y ∈ X , we have some 1 ≤ i0 ≤ K such that d(yi0, y) <
ǫ
2
, and hence

d(Xj, y) ≤ d(Xj, yi0) + d(yi0, y) <
ǫ

2
+
ǫ

2
= ǫ, ∀j ≥ N.
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In other words, supy∈X d(Xj, y) ≤ ǫ for j ≥ N . As ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, we get

lim
j

sup
b∈X

d(Xj, b) = 0.

Thus, we now need to show that limj supa∈Xj
d(a,X) = 0. Let us assume the contrary. Then, for

some ǫ > 0, there exists an increasing sequence ij such that

sup
a∈Xij

d(a,X) > ǫ.

We can pick xij ∈ Xij such that d(xij , X) > ǫ. Now, sinceM is compact, a subsequence of xij , say,

xijk converges to some y. By (2), we then have y ∈ X , which contradicts d(xijk , y) ≥ d(xijk , X) > ǫ.

Hence, limj supa∈Xj
d(a,X) = 0 as well. But then we have limj dH(Xj, X) = 0, concluding the

proof. �

2.3. Convergence of Riemannian Metrics. Let us briefly recall the Whitney Cr-topology on

function spaces, we refer to [GG73, Mic80] for details.

Given two topological spacesX, Y , on the collection of continuous maps C(X, Y ) one can consider

two natural topologies. The strong topology has the basic open sets {g ∈ C(X, Y ) | g(X) ⊂ U} for

U ⊂ X open. On the other hand, the weak topology is the usual compact-open topology, where

the basic open sets are of the form {g ∈ C(X, Y ) | g(K) ⊂ U} for K ⊂ X compact and U ⊂ Y

open. Note that the strong topology is not even Hausdorff, as it fails to separate any two surjective

maps.

Now, suppose (Y, d) is a metric space. Then, the weak topology on C(X, Y ) is also known as the

compact convergence topology. In particular, if fn → f in the weak topology, then fn|K ⇒ f |K
uniformly for all compact set K ⊂ X . On the other hand, further assuming that X is paracompact,

a neighborhood basis of some f ∈ C(X, Y ) in the strong topology is given as

{g ∈ C(X, Y ) | d(f(x), f(y)) < ǫ(x), x ∈ X} ,
where ǫ : X → (0,∞) is a continuous map. Consequently, fn → f in the strong topology implies

that there exists a compact set K ⊂ X , such that fn|X\K = f |X\K for n large, and fn|K ⇒ f |K
uniformly.

Now, assume that M,N are smooth manifolds. Then, the collection Jr(M,N) of r-jets of maps

M → N is itself a manifold. We have a natural injection

jr : C∞(M,N) →֒ C (M,Jr(M,N)) .

The induced topology on C∞(M,N) given by the strong (resp. weak) topology on C (M,Jr(M,N))

is called the strong (resp. weak) Whitney Cr topology. IfM is compact, the two topologies coincide.

Given a smooth vector bundle E → M , one can construct the r-jet space of sections of E, and

denote it as E(r) ⊂ Jr(M,E). Then, we have the injection jr : Γ(E) →֒ E(r), which induces the

strong (or weak) Whitney Cr topology on the space ΓE of smooth sections of E. Again, if M is

compact the two topologies are the same, and it is then a metric topology.

Let us now consider E = T ∗M⊙T ∗M , the symmetric tensor product of the cotangent bundles on

a smooth manifold M of dimension n. One can then identify the collection of smooth Riemannian

metrics onM as a subset G ⊂ ΓE. Let us explain a Cr-neighborhood of a metric g ∈ G in the weak

topology. Fix locally finite, closure compact, coordinate charts {Uα, φα} covering M , and write g as

gαijdx
i
α ⊙ dxjα on each Uα. Set g̃

α
ij := gαij ◦ φ−1

α : φα(Uα) ⊂ Rn → R. Then, for a multi-index β with
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order |β| ≤ r, we have the map ∂βg̃
α
ij : Rn → R. Fix arbitrary positive numbers ǫ = {ǫα}. Then,

another metric h ∈ G is ǫ close to g in the Cr topology if for each α and for each i, j we have
∣
∣
∣∂β g̃

α
ij(x)− ∂β h̃

α
ij(x)

∣
∣
∣ < ǫα, x ∈ φα(Uα), |β| ≤ r.

In particular, gi → g in the weak Cr topology can be understood as the uniform Cr convergence of

the local coefficients (with some fixed coordinate system).

We observe that the metric convergence gives rise to the convergence in the norm and the length

of a smooth curve.

Lemma 2.2. Let gi be a sequence of Riemannian metric onM , converging in the weak C0-topology

to the metric g. Then, the induced norm ‖·‖gi converges to ‖·‖g in the weak C0-sense. Consequently,

for any C1 curve γ : [0, 1] →M , the length Lgi(γ) :=
∫ 1

0
‖γ̇‖gi dt converges to Lg(γ) :=

∫ 1

0
‖γ̇‖g dt.

Proof. Let U ⊂ M be a coordinate chart on M with compact closure, denote the coordinate

functions as x1, . . . , xn. Fix some compact set K ⊂ TU . For any v =
∑

i v
i∂xi ∈ TU , we have a

continuous function f(v) =
∑

i,j |vivj |, which is bounded from above by some C > 0 on K. Fix

ǫ > 0. Let us write gi :=
∑

g
jk
i dx

j ⊙ dxk, g :=
∑

gjkdxj ⊙ dxk on U . Since gi → g, we then have

some N ≥ 1 such that
∑

ij

∣
∣
∣g

jk
i (x)− gjk(x)

∣
∣
∣ <

ǫ

C
, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n, x ∈ U, i ≥ N.

Then, for any v ∈ K, we have

|gi(v,v)− g(v,v)| ≤
∑

i,j

∣
∣
∣g

jk
i − gjk

∣
∣
∣ |vivj| ≤ C

∑

i,j

∣
∣
∣g

jk
i − gjk

∣
∣
∣ < ǫ,

for i ≥ N . In other words, ‖·‖2gi → ‖·‖2g uniformly on K ⊂ TU . For an arbitrary compact set

K ⊂ TM , we can consider finitely many charts, covering the compact set π(K) ⊂ M , where

π : TM → M is the projection. Finally, as x 7→ √
x is uniformly continuous on [0,∞), the proof

follows immediately. �

Remark 2.3. In [Ehr74, Sak83], the authors have used the notation g ≤ h for two given metrics

on M to mean that g(v,v) ≤ h(v,v) for all v ∈ TM . This leads to a weaker formulation of

C0-convergence when M is compact. In particular, if gi → g in the C0-sense, then one can show

that

(1− ǫi)g ≤ gi ≤ (1 + ǫi)g, (7)

for some real numbers ǫi → 0. Note that if we prove the inequality for some v 6= 0, we can deduce

it for all λv with λ ≥ 0. Since the unit bundle
{

v

∣
∣
∣ ‖v‖g = 1

}

is compact, using Lemma 2.2,

inductively we have N1 < N2 < . . . such that

|gi(v,v)− g(v,v)| < 1

k
, ∀v ∈ TM, ‖v‖g = 1, ∀i ≥ Nk.

Set

ǫi :=

{

2max‖v‖
g
=1 |gi(v,v)− g(v,v)| , 1 ≤ i < N1,

1
j
, Nj ≤ i < Nj+1,

so that ǫi → 0. Then, for any v, with g(v,v) = 1, we have

|gi(v,v)− g(v,v)| < ǫi ⇒ 1− ǫi < gi(v,v) < 1 + ǫi

⇒ (1− ǫi)g(v,v) < gi(v,v) < (1 + ǫi)g(v,v).
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Thus, Equation 7 follows.

As an application, we get the convergence of the induced distance on a compact manifold.

Lemma 2.4. Let gi be sequence of Riemannian metrics on a compact manifoldM , converging to the

metric g in the C0-sense. Suppose, pi, qi ∈ M are sequences of points, with p = lim pi, q = lim qi.

Then, lim dgi(pi, qi) = dg(p, q).

Proof. Suppose γ is a g-minimizer joining p to q so that dg(p, q) = Lg(γ). Fix some ǫ > 0. By

Lemma 2.2, we have limLgi(γ) = Lg(γ). Thus, we have some N1
ǫ ≥ 1 so that

Lgi(γ) ≤ Lg(γ) + ǫ = dg(p, q) + ǫ, i ≥ N1
ǫ .

We also have some N2
ǫ ≥ 1 so that

dg(pi, p) < ǫ, dg(qi, q) < ǫ, i ≥ N2
ǫ .

Lastly, by Lemma 2.2, we have some N3
ǫ so that

‖v‖gi ≤ (1 + ǫ) ‖v‖ , v ∈ TM, i ≥ N3
ǫ .

Set Nǫ := max {N1
ǫ , N

2
ǫ , N

3
ǫ }. Let ηi : [0, dg(p, pi)] → M be a g-minimizer joining pi to p, and

ζi : [0, dg(q, qi)] →M be a g-minimizer joining q to qi. Note that, for i ≥ Nǫ we have,

Lgi(ηi) =

∫ dg(p,pi)

0

‖η̇i‖gi dt ≤ (1 + ǫ)

∫ dg(p,pi)

0

‖η̇i‖g
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

dt = (1 + ǫ)dg(p, pi) < (1 + ǫ)ǫ,

and similarly, Lgi(ζi) < (1 + ǫ)ǫ as well. Then, for all i ≥ Nǫ we get

dgi(pi, qi) ≤ Lgi(ηi) + Lgi(γ) + Lgi(ζi) < (1 + ǫ)ǫ+ dg(p, q) + ǫ+ (1 + ǫ)ǫ = dg(p, q) + (3 + 2ǫ)ǫ

which implies, lim sup dgi(pi, qi) ≤ dg(p, q) + (3 + 2ǫ)ǫ. As ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, we get

lim sup dgi(pi, qi) ≤ dg(p, q). (∗1)

Next, let us consider gi-minimizers γi : [0, Li] → M joining pi to qi, where Li := dgi(pi, qi).

Since lim supLi ≤ dg(p, q) < ∞, we have L := supLi < ∞. Extend γi by constant to [0, L], i.e.,

γi(t) = qi for Li ≤ t ≤ L. Clearly {γi} is a uniformly bounded family, since M is compact. As

‖·‖gi → ‖·‖g uniformly, we have some N0 ≥ 1 so that

1

2
‖v‖g ≤ ‖v‖gi ≤

3

2
‖v‖g , v ∈ TM,

holds for i ≥ N0. Now, for 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ Li we have,

dg(γi(t1), γi(t2)) ≤
∫ t2

t1

‖γ̇(t)‖g dt ≤ 2

∫ t2

t1

‖γ̇(t)‖gi
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

dt = 2(t2 − t1).

Since γi is constant for t ≥ Li, we see that

dg(γi(t1))dg(γi(t1), γi(t2)) ≤ 2 |t2 − t1| , 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ L, ∀i ≥ N.

Thus, the family {γi}i≥N0
is uniformly Lipschitz. By the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, passing to a sub-

sequence, we see that γi → η uniformly, for some curve η : [0, L] → M . As the convergence is

uniform, and the family {γi}i≥N0
is uniformly Lipschitz, it follows that η is a Lipschitz (and hence,

rectifiable) curve. In particular, the g-length of η is defined as

Lg(η) := sup
0=t0<···<tm=L

m∑

i=1

dg(η(ti−1), η(ti)).
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Clearly, η(0) = lim γi(0) = lim pi = p and η(L) = lim γi(L) = lim qi = q, i.e., η is a Lipschitz

curve joining p to q. We claim that Lg(η) ≤ lim inf Li = lim inf Lgi(γi). Fix some ǫ > 0. Then, we

have some partition of [0, L] so that Lg(η)− ǫ <
∑m

j=1 dg(η(tj−1), η(tj)). As γi → η pointwise, we

have some Nǫ ≥ 1 such that

dg(η(tj), γi(tj)) <
ǫ

2m
, 0 ≤ j ≤ m, i ≥ Nǫ.

We also assume, from Lemma 2.2 that

‖v‖
g
≤ (1 + ǫ) ‖v‖

gi
, ∀v ∈ TM, i ≥ Nǫ.

In particular, for i ≥ Nǫ we have

m∑

j=1

dg(γi(tj−1), γi(tj)) ≤
m∑

j=1

∫ tj

tj−1

‖γ̇i(t)‖g dt =
∫ L

0

‖γ̇i(t)‖g dt

≤ (1 + ǫ)

∫ L

0

‖γ̇i(t)‖gi dt = (1 + ǫ)dgi(pi, qi).

Then, for all i ≥ Nǫ, by the triangle inequality of dg we get

Lg(η)− ǫ <

m∑

j=1

dg (γi(tj−1), γi(tj)) + ǫ ≤ (1 + ǫ)dgi(pi, qi) + ǫ,

which implies Lg(η) ≤ lim inf(1 + ǫ)dgi(pi, qi) + 2ǫ. Since ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, we have

dg(p, q) ≤ Lg(η) ≤ lim inf dgi(pi, qi). (∗2)

But then from (∗1) and (∗2), we get dg(p, q) = limi dgi(pi, qi), concluding the proof. �

We shall need the following.

Theorem 2.5. [Ehr74, Sak83] Suppose gi is a sequence of Riemannian metric on a compact mani-

fold, converging to the metric g in the C0-topology. Then, limi Diam(gi) = Diam(g). Furthermore,

if gi → g in C2-topology, then limi Inj(gi) = Inj(g).

We then have a stronger version of Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose, gi is a sequence of Riemannian metric on a compact manifoldM , converging

to the metric g in C0 topology, and pi ∈ M is a sequence of points converging to p. Set, ui :=

dgi(pi, ) and u := dg(p, ). Then, ui ⇒ u uniformly.

Proof. It is clear from Lemma 2.4 that ui → u pointwise. By Lemma 2.2, we have some N ≥ 1

such that

‖v‖gi ≤ 2 ‖v‖g , v ∈ TM, i ≥ N.

Now, for x, y ∈ M , consider a g-minimizer γ : [0, L] → M joining x to y, where L = dg(x, y).

Then, for i ≥ N we have

|ui(x)− ui(y)| ≤ dgi(x, y) ≤ Lgi(γ) =

∫ L

0

‖γ̇‖gi ≤ 2

∫ L

0

‖γ̇‖g = 2Lg(γ) = 2dg(x, y).

Thus, the family {ui}i≥N is uniformly Lipschitz, with respect to the fixed metric dg. Since limDiam(gi) =

Diam(g) < ∞ by Theorem 2.5, by taking N larger, we may assume that Diam(gi) < K :=

Diam(g) + 1 for all i ≥ N . Consequently, the family {ui}i≥N is uniformly bounded as well, as

ui(x) = dgi(pi, x) ≤ Diam(gi) < K.
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Now, if possible, suppose ui 6⇒ u uniformly. Then, there exists an ǫ > 0 and a subfamily,
{
uij

}

of {ui}i≥N such that supx∈M

∣
∣uij(x)− u(x)

∣
∣ ≥ ǫ. But the family

{
uij

}
is both uniformly Lipschitz

and uniformly bounded. Hence, by the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, we have a uniformly convergent subse-

quence uijk , which necessarily converges to u. This is a contradiction. Hence, ui ⇒ u uniformly. �

2.4. Viscosity Solution. In this section, we recall the notion of viscosity solutions of the eikonal

equation, we refer to [CIL92] for details. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. Given an open set

Ω ⊂M , consider the eikonal equation on Ω

‖∇gu‖g = 1
(

or equivalently, ‖du‖g = 1
)

, (8)

where ∇g is the gradient operator associated to g.

Definition 2.7. A continuous map u : Ω → R is said to be a viscosity solution of Equation 8 at

x0 ∈ Ω if it satisfies the following.

• u is a viscosity sub-solution at x0 : for any C
1 function ϕ near x0, such that u−ϕ attains a

local maximum at x0 (or equivalently, u−ϕ ≤ 0 and u(x0) = ϕ(x0)), we have ‖∇gϕ‖g ≤ 1

at x0.

• u is a viscosity super-solution at x0 : for any C
1 function ψ near x0, such that u−ψ attains a

local minimum at x0 (or equivalently, u−ψ ≥ 0 and u(x0) = ψ(x0)), we have ‖∇gψ‖g ≥ 1

at x0.

Remark 2.8. Note that without loss of generality, we can ask for a strict local maximum at x0
in the definition above. Indeed, suppose u − φ attains a local maximum at x0 for some C1 map φ

defined near x0. Define ϕ(x) := φ(x) + (dg(x0, x))
2. Clearly, ϕ is C1 in a small neighborhood of U ,

and furthermore, dx0
ϕ = dx0

φ. Now, for x 6= x0 we have,

(u− ϕ)(x) = (u− φ)(x)− dg(x0, x)
2 ≤ u(x0)− dg(x0, x)

2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

< u(x0),

and (u − ϕ)(x0) = (u − φ)(x0). Thus, u − ϕ attains a strict local maximum at x0, while having

‖∇gφ‖ = ‖∇gϕ‖ at x0. Similarly, if u − ψ attains a local minimum at x0, it follows that u − Ψ

attains a strict local minimum at x0, with dx0
ψ = dx0

Ψ , where Ψ(x) := ψ(x)− (dg(x0, x))
2.

Next, let us consider the Dirichlet problem

‖du‖g = 1, u|∂Ω = 0. (9)

We have the following existence and uniqueness result for the viscosity solution of the above.

Theorem 2.9. [MM03, Theorem 3.1] Suppose Ω is bounded (which is the case sinceM is compact).

Then, the distance function u := dg(∂Ω, ) on Ω is the unique viscosity solution (among the positive

functions) for the Dirichlet problem Equation 9. The only other solution being −u.

Let us denote the sets

Cuin(Ω, g) := Cu(∂Ω, g) ∩ Ω, Sein(Ω, g) := Se(∂Ω, g) ∩ Ω. (10)

Then, the distance function u := dg(∂Ω, ) is not C1 on points of Sein(Ω, g), and it is smooth on

Ω \ Cuin(Ω, g). It follows from Equation 1, that the C1 singular support of u inside Ω is precisely

the set Cuin(Ω, g). We shall need the following characterization. We provide a proof, though it may

already be known to experts, while referring to [MM03] for the terminology used within.
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Proposition 2.10. x ∈ Sein(Ω, g) if and only if there exists C1 function ϕ near x such that

u − ϕ attains a local maximum at x and ‖dϕ‖g < 1 at x (or equivalently, ‖∇g
xϕ‖g < 1), where

u := dg (∂Ω, ).

Proof. Consider the Hamiltonian H : TM → R given by H(x,v) = ‖v‖g − 1 = gx(v,v) − 1.

Observe that for any u 6= v ∈ TxM with ‖u‖g = 1 = ‖v‖g we have the strict inequality

H(x, λu+ (1− λ)v) < λH(x,u) + (1− λ)H(x,v), λ ∈ (0, 1).

Indeed, it follows from the triangle inequality, which is strict since u and v being distinct unit vectors,

cannot be collinear. Next, consider the set of supergradients

D+u(x) :=
{
∇g

xϕ
∣
∣ ϕ is C1 near x, and u− ϕ attains a local maximum at x.

}
⊂ TxM.

If u is differentiable at x, then D+u(x) = {∇g
xu}, whence ‖∇g

xu‖ = 1. Moreover, as the distance

function u is locally semiconcave in Ω [MM03, Proposition 3.4], it follows that D+u(x) 6= ∅ for all

x ∈ Ω [MM03, Proposition 2.8]. It is easy to see that D+u(x) is convex: if for some C1 functions

ϕ,Ψ near x, both u − ϕ and u − Ψ attains a local maximum at x, then so does the function

ζλ := λϕ + (1 − λ)Ψ for λ ∈ [0, 1], and hence, ∇g
xζλ = λ∇g

xϕ + (1 − λ)∇g
xΨ ∈ D+u(x). Thus,

it follows from the strict convexity of H that D+u(x) contains at least two vectors if and only if

there exists some ϕ such that u − ϕ attains a local maximum at x and ‖∇g
xϕ‖g < 1. Since u is

nondifferentiable precisely in Sein(Ω, g), the claim follows immediately. �

We also have the following stability theorem.

Theorem 2.11. [CIL92] Let gi be a sequence of Riemannian metric on a compact manifold M ,

converging to g in the C0 sense. Let ui be a viscosity solution defined on Ω ⊂ M to the eikonal

equation ‖df‖gi = 1. Suppose ui ⇒ u uniformly on compact sets. Then, u is a viscosity solution on

Ω to the eikonal equation ‖df‖g = 1.

Proof. Since gi ⇒ g in the C0 sense, we have ‖·‖gi ⇒ ‖·‖g uniformly on TM (Lemma 2.2). Fix

some x0 ∈ Ω. Suppose, ϕ is a smooth function defined on a neighborhood x0 ∈ U ⊂ Ω such that

u− ϕ attains a local maximum at x0. As observed in Remark 2.8, we assume that u− ϕ attains a

strict local maximum at x0. Then, for ǫ > 0 small, we have some δǫ > 0 such that

(u− ϕ)(x) + δǫ < (u− ϕ)(x0), ∀ dg(x0, x) = ǫ.

Since ui ⇒ u uniformly on compacts, we have some Nǫ ≥ 1 such that

u(x)− δǫ

2
< ui(x) < u(x) +

δǫ

2
, dg(x0, x) ≤ ǫ, i ≥ Nǫ.

Hence, for any i ≥ Nǫ and for dg(x0, x) = ǫ, we have

(ui − ϕ)(x) = (ui − u)(x) + (u− ϕ)(x) <
δǫ

2
+ (u− ϕ)(x0)− δǫ

= (u− ϕ)(x0)−
δǫ

2
< (ui − ϕ)(x0).

But then, (ui − ϕ) attains a local maximum at some xi with dg(x0, xi) < ǫ, whenever i ≥ Nǫ.

Taking ǫ → 0, we can then have a subsequence xi ∈ U , with xi → x0, so that (ui − ϕ) attains a

local maximum at xi. Now, since ui is a viscosity subsolution of ‖df‖gi = 1, we have

‖dxi
ϕ‖gi ≤ 1.
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As ‖·‖
gi

⇒ ‖·‖
g
uniformly, taking i → ∞, we have ‖dx0

ϕ‖
g
≤ 1. But then, u is a subsolution.

Arguing similarly, we can show that u is a supersolution as well. Hence, u is a viscosity solution to

the eikonal equation ‖df‖g = 1. �

3. Continuity of the Cut Locus map

Let M be a compact manifold, without boundary. Fix an auxiliary Riemannian metric h on M .

We consider the following collections:

• G = G(M) := {g ∈ ΓT ∗M ⊙ T ∗M | g is a C2 Riemannian metric}, and
• K = K(M) := {K ⊂M | K is compact}.

Note that as M is compact, every Riemannian metric g on M is complete. We consider the C2

Whitney topology on G. For A,B ∈ K, define the Hausdorff metric as

dH(A,B) := max

{

sup
a∈A

dh(a, B), sup
b∈B

dh(A, b)

}

= max

{

sup
a∈A

inf
b∈B

dh(a, b), sup
b∈B

inf
a∈A

dh(a, b)

}

.

(11)

The topology on K induced by dH is independent of the choice of the metric h. For (p, g) ∈M ×G,
the cut locus Cu(p, g) of p with respect to the metric g is a closed subset of M , and hence it is

compact. In other words, we have a map

Cut :M × G → K
(p, g) 7→ Cu(p, g)

(12)

The main goal of this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 3.1. The cut locus map Cut :M × G → K is continuous.

Since we are dealing with metric spaces, it is enough to prove the sequential continuity. Suppose

(pi, gi) ∈M × G converges to (p, g). We shall require the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Given any x ∈ Cu(p, g), there exists a sequence xi ∈ Cu(pi, gi) with limi xi = x.

Proof. Since Cu(p, g) = Se(p, g), without loss of generality we may assume that x ∈ Se(p, g). As

limi Inj(gi) = Inj(g) (Theorem 2.5), we can fix some δ > 0 such that δ < Inj(gi) for all i and

δ < Inj(g). Without loss of generality, we assume dg(p, pi) < δ for i ≥ 1 as well. Denote the sets

Ωi := {x ∈M | dgi(pi, x) > δ} , Ω := {x ∈M | dg(p, x) > δ} ,
and the distance functions

ui := dgi (∂Ωi, ) = dgi(pi, )− δ, u := dg (∂Ω, ) = dg(p, )− δ.

It follows from Lemma 2.6 that ui ⇒ u uniformly. Also, note that by Equation 4 we have

Cuin(Ωi, gi) = Cu(pi, gi), Cuin(Ω, g) = Cu(p, g),

and similar relations hold for Se(·) as well. Then, by Proposition 2.10, we have a C1 function ϕ

defined on a neighborhood x ∈ U such that, u− ϕ attains a local maximum at x and

‖dxϕ‖g < 1.

By Remark 2.8, we assume that u−ϕ attains a strict local maximum at x0. Now, ui ⇒ u uniformly.

Hence, as in the proof of Theorem 2.11, we have a sequence xi ∈ U such that lim xi = x and

ui −ϕ attains a local maximum at xi. By Theorem 2.9, ui is a viscosity sub-solution for the eikonal
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equation ‖df‖
gi
= 1 in Ωi. Hence, we have ‖dϕ‖

gi
≤ 1 at xi. As ϕ is C1, from the convergence of

the norm, we have

lim
i
‖dxi

ϕ‖gi = ‖dxϕ‖g < 1.

Hence, for i sufficiently large, we must have ‖dxi
ϕ‖gi < 1. But then again by Proposition 2.10, we

have xi ∈ Se(pi, gi). Hence, the claim follows. �

Lemma 3.3. Suppose xij ∈ Cu(pij , gij ) is a convergent sequence with x := limj xij . Then, x ∈
Cu(p, g).

Proof. Firstly, to keep the notation light, we assume xi ∈ Cu(pi, gi). Next, in view of Equation 1,

without loss of generality, we may assume that xi ∈ Se(pi, gi) so that x := lim xi. If possible,

suppose, x 6∈ Cu(p, g).

Set Li = dgi(pi, xi) and L = dg(p, x). From Lemma 2.4, we have L = limLi. Let γ
g
v
: [0, L] →M

be the unique g-minimizer joining p to x, where v ∈ TpM satisfies ‖v‖g = 1. Since xi ∈ Se(pi, gi),

we have v
1
i 6= v

2
i ∈ TpiM with ‖v1

i ‖gi = 1 = ‖v2
i ‖gi , such that for j = 1, 2, the gi-geodesics

γ
j
i := γ

gi

v
j
i

: [0, Li] →M

are distinct gi-minimizers joining pi to xi. By a standard Arzelà-Ascoli type argument (see e.g.

[Bus55, Theorem 5.16]), passing to a subsequence, we have γ1i ⇒ η uniformly, where η : [0, L] →M

is a Lipschitz curve joining p to x. But Lg(η) = limLgi(γ
1
i ) = limLi = L. Hence, η = γg

v
and

lim v
1
i = v. Note that since x 6∈ Cu(p, g), a sufficiently small extension of η is still the unique

minimizer joining p to x.

By Theorem 2.5, we have lim Inj(gi) = Inj(g) > 0. Hence, we may fix δ > 0 small such that the

following holds for i sufficiently large:

δ <
1

2
Inj(gi), δ <

1

2
Inj(g), dg(p, pi) <

δ

2
.

In particular, the sets Si := {z ∈M | dgi(pi, z) = δ} and S := {z ∈ M | dg(p, z) = δ} are embedded

submanifolds, diffeomorphic to spheres of dimension dimM − 1. Set q = η(δ) = γg
v
(δ) ∈ S. We

have neighborhoods q ∈ U ⊂M and δv ∈ Ũ ⊂ TpM , such that

expg
p : Ũ → U

is a diffeomorphism. We assume that Ū ⊂
{
z ∈M

∣
∣ dg(q, z) <

δ
2

}
, and so, Ū is compact. Set Ṽ :=

{
L
δ
u

∣
∣
∣ u ∈ Ũ

}

, which is a neighborhood of Lv. Shrinking Ṽ (and hence Ũ and U as necessary),

we have expg
p |Ṽ : Ṽ → V is a diffeomorphism, where V is a neighborhood of x. This is possible

because x 6∈ Cu(p, g). Thus, we have defined a diffeomorphism Φ : U → V as the composition of

three diffeomorphisms

U Ũ Ṽ V,
(expg

p |
Ũ)

−1

u7−→L
δ
u expg

p |
Ṽ

which maps a neighborhood of q to a neighborhood of x. Next, set qi := γ1i (δ). Since lim qi =

lim γ1i (δ) = η(δ) = q and x = lim xi, we have xi ∈ V and qi ∈ U for i large. As qi 6∈ Cu(pi, gi),

we can define the compositions Φi : U →M as follows

U Ũi Ṽi M,

(

exp
gi
pi

|
Ũi

)

−1

u7−→
Li
δ
u exp

gi
p |

Ṽi
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where the first two maps are diffeomorphisms onto the image. Clearly, v1
i ∈ Ũi and Φi(qi) = xi. Let

us fix neighborhood q ∈ W ⊂ U with W̄ ⊂ U , such that qi ∈ W . Note that W̄ is compact, as Ū

is so.

Firstly, we show that for i sufficiently large, Φi mapsW in to V (not-necessarily diffeomorphically).

Suppose this is not the case. Then, we have a sequence, xij ∈ W,uij ∈ Ũij , with exp
gij
pij
(uij ) = xij ,

such that yij := Φij (xij ) 6∈ V . Passing to a farther subsequence, xij → x ∈ W̄ ⊂ U . Let u ∈ Ũ

so that expg
p(u) = x. It follows that the minimizers γ

gij
uij

joining pij to xij must converge, possibly

passing to a subsequence, to the unique minimizer γg
u
joining p to x. Consequently, u = limuij .

Now, we have

yij = Φij (xij ) = exp
gij
pij

(
Li

δ
uij

)

= γ
gij
uij

(
Li

δ
uij

)

→ γg
u

(
L

δ

)

= expg
p

(
L

δ
u

)

= Φ(x),

which contradicts yij 6∈ V , as limj yij = Φ(x) ∈ V . Hence, for i sufficiently large, we get the maps

Φi : W → V .

Next, we claim that for i even larger, Φi :W → V is an embedding. Consider the maps

hi : Ũi → V

u 7→ expgi
pi

(
Li

δ
u

)
,

h : Ũ → V

u 7→ expg
p

(
L

δ
u

)
,

so that Φi = hi ◦
(
expgi

pi
|Ũi

)−1
and Φ = h ◦

(
expg

p |Ũ
)−1

. Recall that h is a diffeomorphism. If

possible, suppose, for infinitely many i, we have a1i , a
2
i ∈ W such that Φi(a

1
i ) = Φi(a

2
i ). We

have u
1
i 6= u

2
i ∈ Ũi so that expgi

pi
(uj

i ) = a
j
i for j = 1, 2. Passing to a subsequence, j = 1, 2,

we have aji → aj ∈ W̄ ⊂ U , and hence, uj ∈ Ũ so that expg
p(u

j) = aj . Arguing as in the

previous paragraph, we see that, possibly for a subsequence, uj
i → u

j for j = 1, 2. Note that, since

γ
gi
u
1

i

(
Li

δ

)
= Φi(a

1
i ) = Φi(a

2
i ) = γ

gi
u
2

i

(
Li

δ

)
for all i, we have

h

(
L

δ
u
1

)

= γ
g

u
1

(
L

δ

)

= lim
i
γ
gi
u
1

i

(
Li

δ

)

= lim
i
γ
gi
u
2

i

(
Li

δ

)

= γ
g

u
2

(
L

δ

)

= h

(
L

δ
u
2

)

.

As h is a diffeomorphism, we have u
1 = u

2 = u ∈ Ũ . Set ei :=
u
2

i−u
1

i

‖u2

i−u
1

i‖gi

, so that ‖ei‖gi = 1.

Passing to a subsequence, we have ei → e ∈ TpM . In particular, ‖e‖g = 1, and so e 6= 0. Without

loss of generality, we can assume a priori that V is a coordinate chart, with ϕ : V → Rn=dimM a

coordinate map. Then, by the Taylor’s theorem, we have

d(ϕ ◦ hi)|u1

i
(u2

i − u
1
i ) = −

∫ 1

0

(1− t)
(

d(ϕ ◦ hi)|tu2

i+(1−t)u1

i
− d(ϕ ◦ hi)|u1

i

)

(u2
i − u

1
i )dt.

Dividing both sides by ‖u2
i − u

2
i ‖gi gives,

d(ϕ ◦ hi)|u1

i
(ei) = −

∫ 1

0

(1− t)
(

d(ϕ ◦ hi)|tu2

i+(1−t)u1

i
− d(ϕ ◦ hi)|u1

i

)

(ei)dt. (13)

If we denote the geodesic flows associated to gi, g respectively as

Gt
i : TM → TM, Gt : TM → TM,

it is easy to see that

hi = π ◦G
Li
δ

i |Ũi
, h = π ◦GL

δ |Ũ ,
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where π : TM → M is the projection. Now, it follows from [Sak83, Lemma 1.6] that G
Li
δ

i ⇒ G
L
δ

in the C1 topology. This implies that the integrand in Equation 13 converges uniformly to the limit,

as we can find C1 bound for π and ϕ. Hence, taking i→ ∞ we get,

d(ϕ ◦ h)|u(e) = −
∫ 1

0

(1− t) (d(ϕ ◦ h)|u − d(ϕ ◦ h)|u) (e)dt = 0.

But this contradicts the fact h is a diffeomorphism. Hence, for i large enough, we must have

Φi : W → V is injective. A similar argument shows that Φi : W → V is an immersion for i large.

Now, consider the points q′i := γ2i (δ). Clearly q′i 6= qi, as the geodesics γ1i , γ
2
i intersects at

time Li for the first time, and Li ≥ Inj(gi) > δ. If q′i ∈ U , then q′i 6∈ Cu(pi, gi) and clearly,
(
expgi

pi
|Ũi

)−1
(q′i) = δv2

i . Consequently, Φi(q
′
i) = expgi

pi
(Liv

2
i ) = γ2i (Li) = xi = Φi(qi), contradict-

ing the injectivity of Φi. Thus, q
′
i 6∈ U for i large. On the other hand, by a Busemann type argument

as above, we must have a subsequence of γ2i converging to a curve joining p to x, which is necessarily

the unique minimizer η = γg
v
. This is a contradiction as γ2i (δ) cannot converge to η(δ).

Hence, x ∈ Cu(p, g), proving the claim. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For any sequence (pi, gi) ∈ M × G converging to (p, g), let us denote

Xi := Cu(pi, gi) and X := Cu(p, g). We apply Lemma 2.1 to show that lim dH(Xi,X ) = 0.

Clearly, Lemma 3.2 justifies Lemma 2.1 (1), whereas Lemma 2.1 (2) follows from Lemma 3.3. This

concludes the proof. �

We finish by observing an immediate corollary to Lemma 3.3. Recall that for a fixed point p ∈M ,

the continuity of the cut time map v 7→ ρg(p,v) is well known [Sak96, Proposition 4.1]. More

generally, for a closed submanifold N ⊂ M , the cut time map n 7→ ρg(N,n) is also continuous,

where n varies in the normal bundle of N [BP23, BP24]. We have the following, which improves up

on the result from [Sak96] for M compact.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose gi is a sequence of Riemannian metric on a compact manifoldM , converging

in the C2 norm to the metric g. Let vi ∈ TpiM be vectors with ‖vi‖gi = 1, converging to v ∈ TpM

(necessarily with ‖v‖g = 1), where p = lim pi. Then, lim ρgi(pi,vi) = ρg(p,v).

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.5 that limDiam(gi) = Diam(g) < ∞. Hence, without loss of

generality, we have Diam(gi) < K := Diam(g) + 1 for all i. But then Ri := ρgi(pi,vi) < K as

well. Also, Ri ≥ Inj(gi) > 0. In other words, {Ri} ⊂ [0, K] is a bounded sequence in R. Suppose,
{
Rij

}
is a convergent subsequence, with R := limj Rij . Set xij := γ

gij
vij

(Rij ) and x := γg
v
(R).

Clearly, xij ∈ Cu(pij , gij ) and also, x = lim xij . But then by Lemma 3.3, we have x ∈ Cu(p, g).

Consequently, R = ρg(p,v). The claim then follows. �
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