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Abstract

The orthoscheme complex of a graded poset is a metrization of its order complex
such that the simplex of each maximal chain is isometric to the Euclidean simplex
of vertices 0,e1,e1 + €2,...,e1 + €3 + -+ + e,. This notion was introduced by
Brady and McCammond in geometric group theory, and has applications in discrete
optimization and submodularity theory. We address a question of what posets to
yield the orthoscheme complex having CAT(0) property. The orthoscheme complex
of a modular lattice is shown to be CAT(0), and it is conjectured that this is the case
for a modular semilattice. In this paper, we prove this conjecture affirmatively. This
result implies that a larger class of weakly modular graphs yields CAT(0) complexes.
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1 Introduction

The orthoscheme complex K (P) of a graded poset P is a metrization of the order complex
of P such that the simplex of each maximal chain is isometric to the Euclidean simplex
of vertices

0, e1, e1+e9, €1 +ea+e3, ---,e1+€3+---+ep, (1.1)

where e; is the i-th unit vector in R"™ and n is the length of the chain. See Figure
for the construction. This concept was introduced by Brady and McCammond [9] in
geometric group theory. A central interest of the orthoscheme complex lies on the
interplay between combinatorial properties of P and metric properties of K(P). We
are particularly interested in the situations where K (P) becomes a nonpositively curved
metric space, i.e., CAT(0) space. Here a CAT(0) space is a geodesic metric space in
which every geodesic triangle is not thicker than the corresponding triangle in Euclidean
plane; see [10] for the precise definition. In [9], Brady and McCammond made a beautiful
conjecture saying that if P is the noncrossing partition lattice, then K(P) is CAT(0). If
this conjecture is true, then any braid group is a CAT(0) group, which is a longstanding
conjecture in group theory. See Haettel, Kielak, and Schwer [I5] for the current best
result on this direction.

Apart from such group-theory motivation, it is interesting to investigate which poset
P has CAT(0) orthoscheme complex K(P). If P is a Boolean lattice, then K(P) is
isometric to a Euclidean cube [0, 1]" and hence is CAT(0). This fact is naturally gen-
eralized to distributive lattices: If P is a distributive lattice, then K(P) is isometric
to the order polytope (of the subposet of join-irreducibles in P), and hence is CAT(0).
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Figure 1: Orthoscheme complex

Brady and McCammond [I0] conjectured that this CAT(0) property holds for modu-
lar lattices. Haettel, Kielak, and Schwer [I5] proved this conjecture for complemented
modular lattices. Then Chalopin et al. [12] proved the general case.

Theorem 1.1 ([12]). If £ is a modular lattice of finite rank, then K (L) is CAT(0).

Chalopin et al. [I2] further studied the orthoscheme complexes of (meet-)semilattices.
They proved that the orthoscheme complex of a median semilattice, a semilattice ana-
logue of a distributive lattice, is CAT(0), and conjectured the CAT(0) property for
modular semilattices [12, Conjecture 7.3]; see also [7, Problem 6.10]. The main result in
this paper affirmatively solves this conjecture.

Theorem 1.2. If L is a modular semilattice of finite rank, then K(L) is CAT(0).

This theorem can be used to show the CAT(0) property for a larger class of or-
thoscheme complexes related to weakly modular graphs. This was a motivation of [12]
to consider modular semilattices. A weakly modular graph G is a connected undirected
graph satisfying the triangle condition (TC) and quadrangle condition (QC):

(TC) For vertices x,y, z with d(z,y) = 1 and d(z, z) = d(y, z) = k > 0, there is a vertex
v with d(z,v) = d(y,v) =1 and d(v,z) = k — 1.

(QC) For vertices u, x,y, z with d(u, z) = d(u,y) =1 = d(z,y)—1 and d(z, z) = d(y, z) =
d(u,z)—1 =k > 0, there is a vertex v with d(z,v) = d(y,v) = 1 and d(v, 2) = k—1.

Here d denotes the shortest path metric of G. A sweakly modular graph, swm-graph
for short, is a weakly modular graph such that there is no induced K -subgraph and
no isometric Kj5-subgraph, where K, and Kj 5 are the graphs obtained from K, and
K3 3, respectively, by removing one edge. It turned out in [I2, Chapters 6-8] that swm-
graphs constitute a particularly nice subclass of weakly modular graphs and have rich
connections to nonpositively curved spaces. Examples of swm-graphs include median
graphs, the covering graphs of modular (semi)lattices, dual polar graphs, and a certain
subgraph of the 1-skeleton of a Euclidean building of type C. A recent work [21] shows
that Euclidean buildings of type A can also be characterized by certain modular lattices
and hence swm-graphs. All these examples are connected to CAT(0) spaces: A median



graph is precisely the 1-skeleton of a CAT(0) cubical complex [I1]. Also it is well-known
that a Euclidean building canonically admits a CAT(0) metric.

Chalopin et al.[12] presented a general construction of a metrized simplicial complex
K(G) from any swm-graph G, which generalizes the construction of the CAT(0) cubical
complex from a median graph and explains the recovery of a Euclidean building of
type A/C from its graph. The construction of K(G) is briefly explained as follows. A
Boolean-gated set of an swm-graph G is a nonempty vertex subset X having the following
properties:

e For any distinct vertices x,y € X, any common neighbor of z,y belongs to X.

e For any z,y € X with d(z,y) = 2, there are common neighbors w, v of z,y with
d(u,v) = 2.

The family of all Boolean-gated set forms a graded poset in terms of the reverse inclusion
order, where singletons are maximal elements, and the maximum length of a chain is
called the cube-dimension of G. Then one can consider the orthoscheme complex K (G)
of this poset. Chalopin et al. [I2] conjectured that K(G) is CAT(0) (provided G has a
finite cube-dimension), which is one of the main conjectures of that paper.

The above Theorem implies this conjecture. Indeed, each point in K(G) has a
convex neighborhood isometric to the orthoscheme complex of some modular semilattice;
see [12}, Proposition 8.3]. Thus, by Theorem[1.2] K (G) is locally CAT(0). Also it is shown
[12, Theorem 8.1(iii)] that K(G) is a contractible complex. By the Cartan-Hadamard
theorem [I0, Chapter I1.4], K(G) is (globally) CAT(0):

Corollary 1.3. If G is an swm-graph of finite cube-dimension, then K(G) is CAT(0).

Related work. Although the main source of this paper is [12], our primary motivation
and proof idea of Theorem [I.2] come from recent developments in algorithmic theory on
CAT(0) spaces. One of the starting points is the space of phylogenetic trees (also called
the BHYV tree space) due to Billera, Holmes, and Vogtmann [3], which parametrizes all
weighted trees having a given set (taxa) as leaves. This space is a (non-convex) poly-
hedral region obtained by gluing nonnegative orthants in Euclidean space, and admits
a natural length metric. They showed that the BHV tree space is CAT(0). By the
unique geodesic property of CAT(0) spaces, a geodesic between two phylogenetic trees
is uniquely determined, which will be a useful comparison tool for phylogenetic trees.
This gives rise to a natural computational problem to find the unique geodesic and to
determine its complexity. A wonderful solution was given by Owen [25] and Owen and
Provan [26]: The former paper established an explicit formula of tree-space geodesics,
and, based on it, the latter paper gave a polynomial time algorithm to find the geodesics.
Subsequently, Miller, Owen, and Provan [24] generalized these results to CAT(0) orthant
spaces, which are CAT(0) spaces obtained by gluing nonnegative orthants in Euclidean
space.

Abram and Ghrist [I] formulated the state space of a robot as a (locally) CAT(0)
cubical complex, in which an optimal motion plan between two states is obtained by a
geodesic in this space. Motivated by this application, Ardila, Owen, and Sullivant [2]
studied the geodesic problem in general CAT(0) cubical complexes, and developed a
compact representation of CAT(0) cubical complexes and an algorithm to find geodesics.
However this algorithm is not guaranteed to be polynomial. For the challenge of a
polynomial time algorithm, Hayashi [I7] gave a satisfactory solution by developing a
simple polynomial time algorithm to find a “near” geodesic with accuracy parameter
€ > 0, where loge™! is a part of the input.



Theory of convex optimization on CAT(0) spaces is a new emerging field, in which
several Euclidean optimization algorithms have been being extended [6]; see also [7]. The
construction £ <— K (L) gives rise to a continuous relaxation, analogous to Z™ <— R", of
a discrete optimization problem on £. By using Theorem Hirai [20] showed that any
submodular function [13] on a modular lattice £ can be extended to a convex function on
the CAT(0) space K (L£). Hamada and Hirai [I6] applied this result to a certain discrete
optimization problem on a modular lattice £ of all vector subspaces, and developed a
polynomial time algorithm via a continuous optimization method for the CAT(0) space
relaxation K (£). In [I8, 20], modular semilattices, swm-graphs and related structures
deserve the underlying spaces of discrete convex functions, which have played important
roles to design efficient polynomial time algorithms to some classes of combinatorial
optimization problems; see also [19].

Outline. We outline the proof of Theorem and the structure of this paper. In gen-
eral, proving the CAT(0) property is not easy; we are currently in the position of seeking
proof techniques that are applicable to combinatorially-defined geodesic metric spaces.
One successful tool is Gromov’s combinatorial characterization of CAT(0) cubical com-
plexes. Indeed the CAT(0) property of the BHV tree space is an immediate consequence
of this characterization. Gromov’s characterization can be proved by verifying the link
condition of the link complex of each vertex; see the proof of [I0, Theorem 5.18]. Our
first attempt for proving Theorem was to adapt this argument. However we could
not succeed. Instead, we show the unique geodesic property of K(L£). This is another
equivalent condition of the CAT(0) property for a class of complexes [10, Theorem 5.4],
which includes our complexes. In fact, the unique geodesic property of the BHV tree
space can directly be proved, without knowing the CAT(0) property, from the formula
of geodesics. The orthoscheme complexes of modular semilattices can realize BHV tree
spaces as well as CAT(0) orthant spaces. The central of our proof is to extend Owen’s
geodesic formula to K(L£). We construct various nonexpansive retractions in K(£) in
lattice-theoretic ways, and show that any geodesic between two points x,y € K(L) be-
longs to a certain subcomplex of K (L) determined by x,y. This subcomplex is a variant
(a median orthoscheme complex) of CAT(0) orthant spaces. By extending Owen’s for-
mula, we show that there uniquely exists a geodesic in this subcomplex, which establishes
the unique geodesic property.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we introduce necessary backgrounds
on geodesic metric spaces (Section and formally introduce orthoscheme complexes
(Section . In Section we explain Owen’s geodesic formula with a new perspective,
and outline how to prove the unique geodesic property from this formula, which is the
underlying proof idea of Theorem In Section we extended this result for a
median orthoscheme complex, which is the orthoscheme complex of a median semilattice.
In Section [3, we study the orthoscheme complex of a modular semilattice and prove
Theorem where a detailed proof outline is given in the beginning of the section. Our
proof is constructive, and sheds an insight on the geodesic problem from an algorithmic
point of view (Remarks and [3.14).

The extended abstract of this paper will appear in the proceedings of the 11th
Hungarian-Japanese Symposium on Discrete Mathematics and Its Applications (May
27-30, 2019). Corollary was announced at Geometry Seminar in University of Wro-
claw at September 3, 2015.



2 Preliminaries

Let R denote the set of real numbers. For a function = : S — R, the nonzero support of
x is defined by

suppx :={v € S | z(v) # 0}.

For a set S and a subset R C R, let RS denote the set of all functions z : S — R such
that its nonzero support supp z is finite. An element z of RS is written as a formal sum

T = g Ty,

where x(v) = x, for v € S. For a subset S’ C S, the restriction of x € R¥ to ' is
denoted by z|s. Any element 2 € R is naturally regarded as 2 € RS by x(v) := 0 for
v e S\ S In particular, RS C R”.

2.1 Geodesic metric space

Let K be a metric space with distance function d = dx. A path P is a continuous
function from [0, 1] to K. If P(0) = x and P(1) = y, then we say that P connects x and
y or P is an (x,y)-path. If the image of P belongs to a subset K’ of K, then we simply
say that P belongs to K'. The length d(P) of a path P is defined by

Supzd(P(ti—l)aP(ti))’ (21)

where the supremum is taken over all N > 0and 0 =ty < t; < --- <ty = 1. It is obvious
that d(x,y) < d(P) for any (z,y)-path P. A metric space K is called geodesic if for every
x,y € K there is an (x,y)-path P with d(P) = d(z,y); such a path P is called shortest.
A geodesic between x and y is a shortest (z,y)-path P proportionally parametrized by
its length. Namely, a geodesic is a path P satisfying |s —¢|d(P(0), P(1)) = d(P(s), P(t))
for s,t € [0,1]. For a subset K’ of a geodesic metric space K, the metric dgs of K’ is
defined by the infimum of the length of a path connecting two points in K’, where the
length is measured in the metric dg on K as in . The resulting metric space K’ is
said to be a subspace of K. By definition, di(z,y) > dg(z,y) holds for all z,y € K.
A subspace K’ is said to be convez if di/(z,y) = dg(z,y) holds for all z,y € K'. In
addition, K’ is called strictly-convez if for every z,y € K’ every shortest (z,y)-path
belongs to K'. A (continuous) map ¢ : K — M for metric spaces K, M is said to be
nonexpansiwe if dyr(p(x), d(y)) < dg(z,y) for all z,y € K. In this paper, we will often
face a nonexpansive retraction ¢ : K — K, i.e., ¢ is the identity on ¢(K). In this case,
the retract ¢(K) is a convex subspace of K.

We next introduce a CAT(0) space. We only give the following simpler definition,
which is not used later. A geodesic metric space K is said to be CAT(0) if for every
point € K and every geodesic P, the function ¢ +— d(z, P(t))? is 1-strongly convex,
ie.,

d(z, P(t))? < (1 —t)d(x, P(0))* + td(x, P(1))* — t(1 — t)d(P(0), P(1))*. (2.2)

A CAT(0) space is uniquely geodesic in the sense that for every pair of points there exists
a unique geodesic connecting them. This property characterizes the CAT(0) property
for a larger class of geodesic metric spaces. An My-polyhedral complex is a metric space
obtained by gluing convex polytopes in Euclidean space along their common isometric



faces. The precise definition is given in [I0, Chapter 1.7]. It is known [10, Theorem 7.19]
that an My-polyhedral complex is a complete geodesic metric space if it is constructed
from a family of convex polytopes in which there are finitely many isometry classes in
the family.

Lemma 2.1 ([10, Theorem 5.4]). Let K be an My-polyhedral complex with finite isometry
types of cells. Then K is CAT(0) if and only if K is uniquely geodesic.

In this paper we only deal with Mj-polyhedral complexes K with finite isometry
types of simplices. The above characterization is applicable. Hence, instead of ,
we mainly concern the unique geodesic property. From a general result [10, Corollary
7.29], each geodesic in K is polygonal in the sense that it meets a finite number of
simplices. Therefore we can assume that a path in K is polygonal if necessary. To
show that K’ C K is strictly-convex, it suffices to construct a nonexpansive retraction
¢ to K’ such that di(¢(P)) < dx(P) holds for any polygonal path P connecting any
x,y € K’ and not belonging to K’. Such a ¢ is particularly called a strictly-nonexpansive
retraction.

We present one simple and useful lemma for proving the unique geodesic property.
For two (geodesic) metric spaces M, N, the product M x N is a (geodesic) metric space,
where the distance function djs«n is defined by

duxn((z,y), (2/,9))* = dy(z,2)* + dn (y, ).

For paths P in M and @ in N, the product (P, Q) of P,(Q is the path in M x N defined
by (P,Q)(t) := (P(t),Q(t)) (t € [0,1]). Note that (the image of) (P, Q) depends on the
parameterizations of P, Q).

Lemma 2.2. Let M, N be metric spaces, and K a subspace of M x N. Let P = (Q, R)
be a path in K. Then it holds

dg (P)* > dpu(Q)? + dn(R)*. (2.3)

If Q and R are (unique) geodesics in M and in N, respectively, then the equality holds
in and P is a (unique) geodesic in K.

Proof. The latter statement follows from a general property [10, Proposition 5.3 (3)]
that (@, R) is a geodesic in M x N if and only if @ and R are geodesics in M and in
N, respectively. We show the inequality . Consider subdivision 0 =tg <t; < -+ <
tm = 1 of [0,1]. Define points v := (X8 dar(Q(ti1), Q(t:)), SoF_ dn(R(ti1), R(t;)))
in R? for k = 0,1,2,...,m. Consider the polygonal path v in R? obtained by connecting
these points 7, by segments [yx—1,7k]- The length dg2(7) of the path v measured in
Euclidean plane R? is equal to Yoty dmxn(P(ti—1), P(t:))(< dg(P)). By choosing a
sufficiently fine subdivision of [0, 1], the end point v, = ~(1) is arbitrarily close to
(dm(Q),dn(R)). Namely, for arbitrary € > 0, we can choose a subdivision of [0, 1]
such that ||v(1) —~v(0)||? > dp(Q)? + dn(R)? — €. Thus we have dg (P)? > dg2(7)? >
[7(1) = 7(0))|? > dar(Q)? + dn(R)? — €. Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we have (2.3). O

We will use this lemma in the following way: Given geodesics @ and R (that are
easily obtained), if their product (@, R) belongs to K (luckily), then (Q, R) is a geodesic
in K.



2.2 CAT(0) rooted cubical complex

A cubical complez is an My-polyhedral complex obtained by gluing Euclidean cubes of
various dimensions. We here consider a cubical complex in which all cubes contains a
common vertex (root). Such a cubical complex is naturally associated with an abstract
simplicial complex as follows. Let V be a set. Consider [0,1]V, i.e., the set of formal
combinations of elements in V' for which the coefficients belong to [0,1]. Define metric
d on [0,1]V by the lp-distance:

d(xvy) = Z(xv - yv)2 ($,y € [07 1]V)7
veV

where the sum is a finite summation over suppz U suppy. Let S C 2V be an abstract
simplicial complex on V', i.e., S C S’ € S implies S € S. Suppose that the maximum
cardinality of members in S is bounded by some constant. Let K(S) C [0,1]" be the
subspace of all points = with suppz € S. Namely K(S) is the union (Jg [0, 1]° of all
Euclidean cubes [0,1]% over S € S. Then K(S) is a complete geodesic space, and is
called the rooted cubical complex associated with S. If [0, 1] is replaced by the set R of
nonnegative reals, then the resulting complex is an orthant space in the sense of [24]. A
rooted cubical complex is a strictly-convex subspace of the corresponding orthant space;
consider strictly-nonexpansive retraction ) x,v — >, min{z,,1}v. Then results for
rooted cubical complexes are easily adapted for orthant spaces, and vice versa.

We are interested in CAT(0) rooted cubical complexes. Then Gromov’s characteri-
zation on CAT(1) all-right spherical complexes is rephrased as follows:

Theorem 2.3 (Gromov; see [10, Theorem 5.18]). For an abstract simplicial complex S,
the rooted cubical complex K(S) is CAT(0) if and only if S is a flag complex.

Here S is called a flag complez if it satisfies the flag condition (FL):
(FL) S C V belongs to S if and only if every 2-element subset of S belongs to S.

Notice that a flag complex & is precisely the simplicial complex of stable sets in a graph
(with vertex set V' and edge set E := {uv | {u,v} € §}). Thus we obtain a CAT(0)
rooted cubical complex from an arbitrary undirected graph G, which is denoted by K (G).

We next study geodesics in K = K(G) and explain Owen’s formula of geodesics,
which was originally obtained for the BHV tree spaces and extended to CAT(0) orthant
spaces by Miller, Owen and Provan [24]. We first consider the special case where G is
a finite bipartite graph with two color classes B,C. We also suppose that G has no
isolated vertices. We explain in (R1) and (R2) below how to reduce geodesics in K(G)
for general G to this special case.

An arch is a sequence (B = Uy, U, ...,Uy, = C) of stable sets in G such that

BnU,_1>BNnU;, CNU;_1 CcCNU; (i=1,2,...,m), (2.4)

where C means proper inclusion. The path space K(A) relative to an arch A = (B =
Uo, Uy, ..., Uy, = C) is the subcomplex of K consisting of cubes for U; (i = 0,1,2,...,m).
Namely K(A) := J,[0,1]%. A path-space geodesic is a geodesic in some path space
K(A).

Let x,y be points in K with suppax = B and suppy = C. We consider path-space
geodesics connecting x,y. Let A be an arch (B = Uy, Uy,...,U, = C). Define X;,Y;
(i=1,2,...,m) by

X, = (B N Uifl) \ (B N UZ), (25)
Y = (CnU)\ (CNUj-1). (2.6)



Then Uy = X UXpo1 U U X g UY, UY,q---UY1. Also define positives || X;|| and
1Y3]| by

X7 = > ap, (2.7)
beX;

Vil? = > vl (2.8)
ceY;

where © = ), papb and y = Y .~ ycc. Then we define v(A;z,y) by

m

o(Asz,y) = | DXl + 11Yl)2. (2.9)

i=1

In fact, this quantity v(A;z,y) is a lower bound of the distance between x,y in the
path space K(A). To see this fact, consider the complex K (A, X;,Y;) := K(A)|x,uy;
obtained by projecting K (A) to [0,1]%YY:, Then K (A, X;,Y;) is the union of two cubes
[0, 1]% and [0, 1]¥¢ sharing exactly one point (the origin 0). Therefore the unique geodesic
between x| x,uy; and y|x,uy; goes on the union of segments [z|x,uy;, 0] and [0, y|x,uy;] and
has length || X;||+|Y;||. Since X;,Y; (i = 1,2,...,n) form a partition of V, the path space
K (A) is viewed as a subspace of the product of K (A, X;,Y;) over i = 1,2,...,m. Thus,
by Lemma the length of any path connecting x,y is bounded below by v(A; z,y).

This motivates a condition for arch A to attain this lower bound, or equivalently, to
lift these projected geodesics to a geodesic in K (A). An arch (B = Uy, Uy, ..., Up =C)
is said to be (x,y)-concave if it holds

X X X
X0l _ 1%l _ Xl
EANE] Vol

(2.10)

We see below that this condition is enough to such a lifting. Before that, we give
an alternative geometric interpretation of (2.10]), which explains the meaning of terms
“arch” and “concave.” Plot the points

m k
Gi=( Y 2l 3 = IXES N (k=0.....m)
i=1

beUrNB ceUNC i=k+1

in the plane R?. Draw a line between each of consecutive points &, &4 1. See Figure

Then the condition is equivalent to the condition that the resulting polygonal
curve forms a concave arch with bending points &, or equivalently, that each & is an
extreme point of the convex hull of (0,0) and & (k=0,1,2,...,m).

Theorem 2.4 ([25]; also see [26, Theorems 2.3 and 2.4]). (1) For an (z,y)-concave arch
A= (B =Uy,U,...,Uy=C), the unique geodesic t — Y ;g xp(t)b+> co ye(t)c
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Figure 2: Polygonal representation of an arch with || X1||/[|Yil < [|Xzll/||Y2] <
1 X3[1/11Y3] > [ Xall /1] Yall

in the path space K(A) is given by

X; Y, X
(HH J+] z||>$b focie Xl
) X X+ 17
0 TR 0.0
\ X+ 9
, | 1
0 Fo<t< il
R PN A]
belt) = 1Yl + 1 1
1—1—tlz> if — <<,
( =0 ) v T S

(be Xj,ceY;,i=1,2,...,m), (2.11)
and its length d(P) is equal to v(A;x,y).

(2) Moreover any path-space geodesic in K belongs to the path space for some (z,y)-
concave arch.

Indeed, the projection P|x, y, of the path P is the unique geodesic between
z|x,uy, and y|x,0y; in K(A, X;,Y;) = [0,1]% U [0,1]* (union of two cubes). Therefore,
by the above argument and Lemma [2.2] for proving (1) it suffices to verify that P belongs
to K(A), i.e., the nonzero support of Y ;. pxp(£)b+ > o ye(t)c for every t € [0,1] is a
subset of a stable set in .A. Notice from the concavity condition that it holds that

X | Xz [ Xl

R e e e
Xl + Yl Xl + 1Yzl [ Xom | + [[Yon |

0<

Accordingly the nonzero support of P(t) changes as

B=Uy,UynNU,U;, U1 NU,Uo,..., U, =C.



Proving (2) needs more effort. In fact, the geodesic P in K (.A) for a nonconcave arch
A belongs to a subspace K (A’) C K(A) for a concave subarch A" of A (that corresponds
to the extreme points of the convex hull of (0,0) and &s). In Appendix, we give a proof
of this fact by simplifying the argument of Owen [25, Sections 4.1 and 4.2].

Notice that the above argument does not use the CAT(0) property of K(G). In
fact, without knowing the CAT(0) property of K(G) (Theorem [2.3) and Lemma[2.1] the
unique geodesic property of K(G) can directly be derived from the reduction techniques
(R1-R4) below.

Consider points x,y in K(G) for general graph G. Then the situation reduces to the
above special case by the following (R1) and (R2).

(R1) Let B := suppz, C := suppy. Consider the projection z — z|pyc, which is a
strictly-nonexpansive retraction and fixes x,y. Hence any geodesic between z,y
must belong to the subcomplex K (é), where G is the subgraph of G induced by
BUC. Then G is a bipartite graph with color classes B\ Z, C\ Z, where Z 2 BNC

is the set of isolated vertices in G.

(R2) Hence we may assume from the first that G is such a bipartite graph. Then
K(G) = K(G") x [0,1]%, where G’ is the subgraph of G induced by non-isolated
vertices. Then a geodesic in K(G) is the product of geodesics in K(G’) and in

[0,1)? (Lemma .

Thus the geodesic problem reduces to the above bipartite case. In addition to Theo-
rem to establish the unique geodesic property, two more properties are needed:

(R3) For points z,y € K(G) with suppz = B, suppy = C, every geodesic connecting
x,y belongs to the path space K(A) for some arch A.

(R4) There is a unique arch A* that attains the minimum min 4 v(A; z,y).

Let us outline the proof of (R3) and (R4); we will prove them in more general set-
ting of modular semilattices. Suppose that a geodesic P passes through cubes [0,1]%0,
[0,1]Y1,.... Suppose that U;y;1 N B € U; N B. Consider the projection that sends co-
efficients of (Uj1+1 \ U;) N B to zero, which is a strictly-nonexpansive retraction fixing
y. Apply this map to P from the moment when P enters [0,1)Yi+!, which yields an
(x,y)-path with the length not greater than d(P). Hence U;y1 N B C U; N B necessarily
holds, and consequently (B = Uy, Uy, ...) becomes an arch to establish (R3).

For (R4), recalling Figure 2| associate each stable set U € S(G) with point {(U) :=
Cpevns Tos Do ecvne ¥2) in R, Consider the convex hull @ of all points £(U) for U €
S(@), which is contained in square [0, [|z] %[0, ||y||?] and contains (0,0), (||=||%, 0), (0, |y/|?)
as extreme points. Then the sequence of stable sets mapped to nonzero extreme points
is the unique arch A* that attains the minimum of v(A4;z,y).

Remark 2.5. Now the geodesic can be constructed via arch A*, which is algorithmically
obtained as follows. Indeed, A* can be found by the linear optimization over ) with
objective vector ((1 —A),A)) for parameter A € [0, 1]. This is equivalent to the following
problem MSSP — the maximum weight stable set problem in bipartite graph G — with
parameter \ € [0, 1]:

MSSP: Max. (1—X) > ap+X Y o2
be BNU ceCNU
s.t. U : stable set of G.

10



A2

Figure 3: The network for MSSP: The cut surrounded by the dotted line has finite
capacity and corresponds to the stable set indicated by the square boxes.

As did in [26] (see also [6, Chapter 8]), MSSP reduces to to the minimum cut problem
in the network constructed from G and z,y; see Figure [3] Then the cut T" having the
minimum cut capacity corresponds to stable set (7'N B) U (C'\ T') having the maximum
weight. Hence, via the max-flow min-cut theorem, the arch is obtained by a (parametric)
maximum flow algorithm.

2.3 Orthoscheme complex

Here we formally introduce the orthoscheme complex of a graded poset. For this purpose,
we need to set up basic terminologies on posets. A poset (partially order set) is a set
P endowed with a partial order relation < on P, where p < ¢ means p < g and p # q.
A pair p,q € P is said to be comparable if p < ¢ or ¢ < p, and incomparable otherwise.
The interval [p, q] of elements p, g with p < ¢ is the set of elements u with p < u < ¢. If
[p,q] = {p,q} and p # q, then we say that ¢ covers p, and (p, q) is called a covering pair.
A chain of poset P is a pairwise comparable set of elements, which is often denoted by
po < p1 < ---. The length of a chain is defined as its cardinality minus one. A grade
function of P is an integer-valued function r : P — Z such that r(¢) = r(p) + 1 holds
for all covering pairs (p, q). A poset P is called graded if it admits a grade function. For
p < q, let r[p, q] := r(q) — r(p), which is equal to the length of any maximal chain from
p to q. For posets P considered in this paper, we assume:

(F) There is a finite number N such that the length of every chain is at most N.

Let P be a graded poset with grade function r. The simplex of a chain py < p1 <
-+ < py is the set of all formal convex combinations x = Z?:o Aip; of elements in the
chain, where “convex” means that the coefficients A; satisfy > " (A =1and A\; > 0 (i =
0,1,...,n). Let K(P) denote the union of all simplices of chains in P, or equivalently,
the set of all formal convex combinations x of elements in P such that supp z is a chain
of P. In other words, K(P) is a geometric realization of the order complex of P. Next
we define a metric on K(P). For a simplex A of a chain py < p1 < -+ < py, define map
oA :A— R"by

pal@) =Y Ailer+ea+-Fepp)) (€= Aipi € K(P)).
i=1 1=0

11



If p; covers p;_1 for each i, then the above pa(z) is also written as

pal@) =Y N+ + e (2.12)

=1

For two points z,y € K(P) belonging to a common simplex A, define distance d(z,y)
by the lo-distance in the image pa(A):

d(z,y) = lleal®) —ea@)] (z,y € A). (2.13)

Namely, o4 maps a chain to vertices of the orthoscheme . Accordingly, points in
the simplex and their distance are realized in the orthoscheme in Euclidean space R".
Note that the distance does not depend on the choice of a common simplex. Also
the neighborhood of each point is determined, which generates a topology on K (P).
The length d(P) of a path P in K(P) is defined by (2.1)), where ;s are taken so that
P(t;), P(ti4+1) belong to a common simplex and their distance is measured by (2.13). For
the distance d(z,y) of arbitrary points x,y € K (P) is defined as the infimum of d(P) for
all (z,y)-paths. The resulting metric simplicial complex K (P) is called the orthoscheme
complex of P. By the assumption (F), K(P) is an My-simplicial complex with finite
isometry types of simplices, and is a complete geodesic space.

Let P, P’ be graded posets. A map ¢ : P — P’ is called order-preserving if ¢(p) <
#(q) holds for all p,q € P with p < g. An order-preserving map ¢ : P — P’ maps a
chain in P to a chain in P’, and hence is extended to a map ¢ : K(P) — K(P’') in a
natural way:

P(z) :== Z Nid(pi) (z = Z Aipi € K(P)).

An order-preserving map ¢ : P — P’ is called nonexpansive if for every covering pair
(p.q) in P, (¢(p), d(q)) is a covering pair or ¢(p) = ¢(q).

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢ : P — P’ be a nonexpansive order-preserving map.
(1) The extension ¢ : K(P) — K(P') is nonexpansive (and continuous).

(2) Forpointsx =Y o \ipi, @' =Y iy Nipi € K(P) in a common simplez, if ¢(p;) =

(2

gﬁ(pi_l) and Aj + Xip1+ -+ Ay F )\; + /\2_,'_1 4+ )\ln, then it holds
d(¢(2), ¢(2")) < d(z, ).
Proof. (1). Take arbitrary two points = >  A\jp; and &’ = )" ; Aip; in a common
simplex in K(P). We can assume that each (p;,pi+1) is a covering pair. It suffices to
show d(¢(z), ¢(2")) < d(z,2’). Let I denote the set of indices i(> 0) with ¢(p;) = ¢(pi—1)
(i.e., ¢(p;) covers ¢(p;—1)). Suppose that I = {iy,i9,...,ix} for iy <ig < -+ < ig. Then
we have ¢(z) = S5 (N, + N1 + -+ + Xipyy—1)(pi,) and d(a’) = Zfzo()\;l + N, 1+
R )\;-lﬂ_l)gi)(pil), where ig := 0. By 1} we have

d(¢(x), o()> = D (Nt Airr A =N =Ny == A)P (2.14)
i€l
< S A A = A = My — = A
=1
= d(z,y)*

(2). In the above inequality, the index i does not belong to I, has nonzero term, and
the inequality holds strictly. O
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To proceed the argument, we need further notation on lattice and semilattice. The
join and meet of two elements p, ¢ in a poset P are the unique minimum common upper
bound and the unique maximum common lower bound, respectively, of p,q. The join
and meet of p, ¢ (if they exist) are denoted by pV ¢ and p A ¢, respectively. A lattice is a
poset in which every pair of elements has both join and meet. A (meet-)semilattice is a
poset in which every pair of elements has meet. The minimum element in a semilattice
is denoted by 0. We only consider semilattices that are graded, where the grade of the
minimum element 0 is supposed to be 0, and the grade of an element p is also called the
rank of p. The maximum rank of an element is called the rank of the semilattice, which
is finite by (F). In a semilattice, two elements p, ¢ are said to be bounded if they have
a common upper bound. Notice that p and ¢ are bounded if and only if the join p V ¢
exists, which is given by the meet of all common upper bounds of p, g.

An ideal in a poset P is a subset S such that p < ¢ € S implies p € S. For an
element a of a poset P, the principal ideal Z(a) of a is defined as the set of all elements
p with p < a. Dually the principal filter F(a) of a is defined as the set of all elements p
with p > a. A subsemilattice of a semilattice L is a subset that is closed under meet. A
sublattice is a subset that is closed under meet and join.

Example 2.7. A distributive lattice is a lattice D satisfying distributive law pA(qV¢') =
(pAqQ)V(pAg)and pV (gAg) = (pVq) A (pV ') for every triple p,q,q" € L. The family
of ideals in a (finite) poset P is a distributive lattice, where the partial order relation
on ideals is defined by inclusion order; then A = N and V = U. Birkhoff representation
theorem says that any distributive lattice is always obtained in this way; see [4, Chapter
V] and [14], Chapter II].

Suppose that a distributive lattice D is represented by a poset P. Then [12] Propo-
sition 7.11] shows that the orthoscheme complex K (D) is isomorphic to the convex
polytope

{z€[0,1]7 |2y > zy (u,v €P:u=<0)} (2.15)

in Euclidean space R”, which is known as the order polytope of P.

Example 2.8. A Boolean lattice is a distributive lattice such that every element p
has an element ¢, called a complement of p, such that p A ¢ = 0 and pV ¢ = 1 (the
maximum element). A Boolean lattice here is a lattice 2V of all subsets of a finite set
V. By with regarding V' as a poset with no relation, the orthoscheme complex
K (2V) is isometric to Euclidean cube [0, 1]V. Consequently, the rooted cubical complex
K(S) is also the orthoscheme complex K (S), where the abstract simplicial complex S is
regarded as a (graded) poset ordered by inclusion. The poset of an abstract simplicial
complex is identified with a semilattice B such that every principal ideal is a Boolean
lattice. Indeed, consider the set V of all rank-1 elements of 3, and consider the abstract
simplicial complex § on V' consisting of all subsets S with \/ .S € B. Then § is isomorphic
to B.

A flag simplicial complex is equivalent to a Boolean semilattice, which is defined as
a semilattice B such that every principal ideal of B is a Boolean lattice and B satisfies
the following lattice-theoretic flag condition:

(LFL) For every triple u, v, w of elements, their join u V v V w exists if and only if all of
uVou,vVw, wVu exist.

Indeed, in the above construction of S, (LFL) is rephrased as: For S,T,U € S, SUTUU €
Sif and only if SUT,TUU,UUS € S. It is easy to see (by induction) that this is
equivalent to (FL). Thus K (B) is isometric to CAT(0) rooted cubical complex K(G).
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We see in the next subsection a common generalization of a distributive lattice and
Boolean semilattice.

Let P be a graded poset. Even if a subset P’ C P becomes a graded poset by the
restriction of <, the orthoscheme complex K(P’), which is a subset of K(P), is not
necessarily a subspace of K(P), since their metrizations may be different. A necessary
and sufficient condition for K(P’) to be a subspace of K(P) is the following rank-
preserving property:

(RP) Any covering pair of P’ is a covering pair of P.

Then the shape of each simplex in K(P’) is the same in K(P), and K(P’) is viewed as
a subspace of K(P). Examples of such subsets include intervals, principal ideals, and
filters.

Consider maps p — aAp and p — aVp, when they are defined for all p. Then they are
obviously order-preserving, and extended to K(P) — K(Z(a)) and K(P) — K(Z(a)).
We are interested in the situation where they are nonexpansive (retractions). An element
a in L is called modular if a has join x V a and meet x A a with every element x, and
satisfy

r(a) +r(x) =r(aVz)+r(aAx). (2.16)

Lemma 2.9. Let a € P be a modular element.

(1) Maps aN and aV are order-preserving nonexpansive retractions to Z(a) and to
F(a), respectively.

(2) Subspaces K(Z(a)) and K(F(a)) are strictly-convez.
(3) For a path P in K(P), it holds
d(P)? > d(aV P)? +d(a A P)*. (2.17)

If both aV P and a A\ P are geodesics, then the equality holds in and P is a
geodesic.

Proof. (1). For a covering pair (p,p’), by modularity of a, exactly one of the following
holds:

e aNp coversaApand aVp =aVp.

e aAp =aApandaVyp covers aV p.

This follows from 1 = r[aV p,aV p'] + rla A p,a A p'], which is obtained by subtracting
r(a) +r(p) = r(aVp)+r(aAp) from r(a) +r(p') =r(aVp)+r(aAp’). In particular,
both aA and aV are nonexpansive retractions.

(3). To show , it suffices to show d(x,y)? = d(a Az, a Ay)? +d(aV z,aV y)?
for points x,y in a common simplex. Indeed, the argument in the proof of Lemma is
applicable in a straightforward way, since d(P(t;_1), P(t;))? = d(aAP(t;_1),aNP(t;))*+
d(aV P(t;_1),a V P(t;))? holds for a sufficiently fine subdivision 0 =ty < t; < .-+ <
ty = 1.

We can assume that © = >, \ijp; and y = >, pp; for a maximal chain py < p1 <

- < pp. We use the method of the proof of Lemma (1). Let I be the set of
indices i € {1,2,...,n} such that a A p; covers a A p;—1. Then, by the argument in (1),
J=1{1,2,...,n}\ I is the set of indices i such that a V p; covers a V p;_;. Therefore, by

(2.14), we have

dz,y)® = Y Nt A —pi— o —pp)? =d(aAz,any) +daVa,aVvy)
ielUuJ
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Suppose that both a V P and a A P are geodesics. For 0 < t < t' < 1, choose any
sufficiently fine subdivision t = tg < t; < -+ < t,,, = t’. Then we have

= in: \/d(a A P(ti_l), a N P(ti))Q + d(a V P(ti_l), aV P(ti))2

- i(ti — ti1)\/d(a A P(0),a A P(1)2+d(aV P(0),aV P(1))2

= yt —t\\/d(a 0),a A P(1))2 +d(aV P(0),aV P(1))2
= /d(aNP(t),a A P(t’))2 +d(aV P(t),aV P(t))?
< d(P(t), P(t)),

where the last inequality follows from the established . From this, we see that the
equality holds in and P is a geodesic.

(2). Let u,v € K(Z(a)). Take a polygonal path P connecting v and v. Then the
image aA P is a (polygonal) path in K(Z(a)) connecting u = aAu and v = aAv. Suppose
that P meets K(P) \ K(Z(a)). We show d(a A P) < d(P). We can take two points z,y
in P such that the segment [z,y], which is a part of P, belongs to a common simplex,
r € K(Z(a)), and y ¢ K(Z(a)). Suppose that x = > " (A\jp; and y = > ; Njp;. For
some index k it necessarily holds that p; = a (j < k), p; Za (j > k), > 52 =0,
and Z ik N "' # 0. Then py = a A pp = a A pgr1 must hold (provided pyy1 covers py).
By Lemma (2), we have d(a A z,a A y) < d(x,y). Consequently d(a A P) < d(P)
Thus every shortest path between z and y belongs to K(Z(a)).

For K(F(a)), reverse the partial order of P and consider the corresponding or-
thoscheme complex, which is isometric to the original K (P). Then we obtain the state-
ment for K(F(a)). O

A modular lattice is a graded poset (lattice) such that every element is a modular
element; this may be an unusual definition of a modular lattice but is equivalent to the
standard one; see [4, Sections 50-52]. In a modular lattice, we can use the above lemma
freely. Also the above proof is applied to show the following:

Lemma 2.10. Let L be a semilattice such that every principle ideal is a modular lattice.
For a € L, the map aA is an order-preserving nonexpansive retraction to Z(a), and
K(Z(a)) is a strictly-convex subspace of K(L).

2.4 Median orthoscheme complex

A median semilattice is a semilattice D such that every principal ideal of D is a distribu-
tive lattice and D satisfies the lattice-theoretic flag condition (LFL). By the definition,
a median semilattice is a common generalization of a distributive lattice and Boolean
semilattice. The former is represented by the family of ideal in a poset (Example [2.7))
and the latter is the family of all stable sets of a graph (Example . A median semi-
lattice admits a common generalization of these representations, from which an explicit
description of its orthoscheme complex is given.

A PIP (Poset with Inconsistent Pairs) G<x = (V,E, =) is a pair of an undirected
graph G = (V, E) and a partial order relation < on vertex set V such that uv € E and
u < v imply w'v € E. This concept appeared in [§]; the name PIP is due to [2]. A
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stable ideal (or consistent ideal) is a vertex subset such that it is a stable set relative to
the graph G and an ideal relative to the poset (V, <). Let S(G<) C 2 be the poset of
all stable ideals ordered by inclusion. Notice that S(G<) is not an abstract simplicial
complex.

Proposition 2.11 ([§]). For a PIP G<, the family S(G<) of stable ideals is a median
semilattice with A = N. Conversely, every median semilattice D is isomorphic to S(G<)
for some PIP G<.

The construction of such a PIP G< is as follows. The vertex set V' of G< is the set
of all join-irreducible elements of D, where a join-irreducible element is an element that
is not 0 and cannot be represented as the join of other elements. The partial order <
on V' is the restriction of the partial order of D. A pair (u,v) of vertices has an edge in
G = (V, E) if and only if the join of u,v does not exist. The resulting G< = (V, E, <)
is actually a PIP, and D is isomorphic to S(G<), where an isomorphism is given by
p— VNZ(p). In particular, median semilattice D is embedded to Boolean semilattice
S(G). This Boolean semilattice S(G) is called the Boolean extension of D, and is also
denoted by D.

Consider the orthoscheme complex K (D) of a median semilattice D, which is called
a median orthoscheme complex. The next proposition shows that that K (D) is realized
as a CAT(0) subspace in CAT(0) rooted cubical complex K (D) = K(G).

Proposition 2.12 ([I2, Sectioin 7.6]). Let D be a median semilattice.
(1) The median orthoscheme complex K(D) is CAT(0).

(2) Suppose that D is represented by PIP Gz = (V, E,=). Then K (D) is isometric to
the subspace K(G<) of K(G):

K(G<) ={z € K(G) |2y > zy (0,0 €V v =)},

where the isometry is given by

x—ZAszH OIPH (2.18)

veV w=xp;

Note that one can also associate PIP G< with CAT(0) cubical complex C(G<), as
in [2], which is different from K(G<).

The image of x € K(D) by the isometry in is called the b-coordinate of z,
where “b” stands for Birkhoff. We write x =y, > .y x,v if the image of = by the
isometry is ), cy Tov. Observe from that the meet and join maps work as
projections as follows:

Lemma 2.13. Let x =, ) o, 20 € K(D). Fora € D with A={v eV |vXa},it
holds x Na =p D cp Tov =T[4 and TV a =p Y ,c 4V + |1\ A-

Next we discuss geodesics in K (D), and show that Owen’s formula is naturally ex-
tended. A bipartite PIP is a PIP G< such that G is a bipartite graph with color classes
B, C and has no isolated vertices, and any b € B and ¢ € C are incomparable in <.
Suppose that G< is a bipartite PIP with color classes B,C. An arch is a sequence
(B = Uo,Uy,...,Un = C) of stable ideals satisfying (2.4). The path space K(A) is
defined as K(G<) N (J;[0, 1]9%).

Let z,y € K(G<) with suppz = B and suppy = C. For an arch A = (B =
Uo, U, ..., Un =0C), Xz,YZ, | X:]l, | Yi]| are defined by (2.5) (2.6), (2.7), and ( - Also
v(A;x,y) is defined by (2.9). An (x,y)-concave arch is an arch satisfying (2.10)). In this
setting, precisely the same statement of Theorem holds.
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Proposition 2.14. (1) For an (x,y)-concave arch A = (B = Uy, Uy, ..., U, = C),
the unique geodesic connecting x,y in K(A) is given by , and its length is
equal to v(A;x,y).

(2) Moreover, any path-space geodesic belongs to the path space for some (x,y)-concave
arch.

Proof. (1). K(G<) is a subspace of the cubical complex K(G). An arch A for G< is an
arch for G. The path space K (A) for K(G<) is a subspace of the (cubical) path space for
K (G). Therefore it suffices to show that the path P defined by is actually a path in
K(A), i.e., that for all t € [0,1], it holds =, (t) > z,(¢t) if v < v'. Consider v,v’ € V with
v <. Then v,v" € B or v,v" € C. Suppose that v,v’" € B. Since € K(G<) it holds
x4(0) = zy > 2y = x,/(0). Any stable ideal containing v' must contain v. Consequently,
ifv e X; and v’ € Xy, then ¢’ < i and hence || Xy || /(|| X || +1|Ye ) < [|1X:ll/ (1 X[+ Yzl)-
Thus 2,(t) = (1 — 11X+ [Vi)/I1Xi e = (1~ 11 X0 ]|+ 1Y)/ )2 = e (1) 2
required. The case of v,v" € C' is shown in a similar way.

(2). If A is nonconcave, then it is also nonconcave for K(G), and the path-space
geodesic P for the (cubical) path space in K(G) belongs to the (cubical) path space for
some concave subarch A’; see Appendix. Since this arch A’ is also a concave arch for
K(G<), by (1), P belongs to K(A). O

The unique geodesic property for K (D) can also be established by proving the ana-
logues of (R1-R4) in Section In (R1), the projection = — x|puc is also a well-
defined strictly-nonexpansive retraction. Indeed, if supp z is a stable ideal, then so is
supp z|puc = (BUC) Nsupp z (since BUC' is an ideal). Hence geodesics belongs to the
strictly-convex subspace corresponding to the PIP obtained by restricting G< to BUC.
This PIP is a semi-bipartite PIP (with tri-partition {B\ Z,C'\ Z,Z(2 BN C)}) in the
following sense. A PIP G< = (V, E, <) is called semi-bipartite if it admits a tri-partition
{B',C",Z} of V such that the restriction G’, of G< to B’ U (" is a bipartite PIP with
color classes B’,C’, Z is the set of isolated vertices of G, and there are no p € B’ U’
and ¢ € Z with p < q. Let G% denote the restriction of G< to Z, which has no edge and
is merely a poset. Then K(G<) C K(G-) x K(GY). In contrast to the cubical case, the
strict inclusion possibly holds. Fortunately the unique geodesic can be obtained as the
product of those for K(G,) and K(GY).

Lemma 2.15. Let G< be a semi-bipartite PIP with tri-partition B',C',Z. Let x,y €
K(G<) with B" C suppz C B'UZ and C' C suppy C C'"U Z. Let Q be a shortest
path-space geodesic in K(G.) connecting x|pucr and y|gucr, and let R be the geodesic
in K(G%) connecting x|z and y|z. Then the product P = (Q, R) belongs to K(G<).

Proof. Notice that G% has no edge, and K(GY) is a convex polytope in [0, 1]? (Exam-
ple . Therefore the unique geodesic in K (_Gg) connecting x|z and y|z is given by
t > ez (1 —t)zyv + tyyv. Therefore it suffices to show that if v < v/ for v € Z and
v € B, then x,(t) > x,(t), where z,(t) obeys for some (z|p, y|cr)-concave arch.
Then ,(t) = (1 = t)zy +tyy = (1 = t)zy > (1 = ¢([| Xar || + [Ya D/ Xi )2 = 20 (2), as
required. O

Then the unique geodesic property of K(G<) can be shown by establishing (R3) and
(R4) in a similar way.

Remark 2.16. Again the geodesic can be constructed via A*, which is also obtained by
a network flow technique as in Remark[2.5] In MSSP, replace “stable set in G” by “stable
ideal in G<.” The arch A* is obtained by solving the resulting problem MSIP. Consider
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the network in Figure [3 For u,v € B (resp. C), add edge vu with infinite capacity if
u < v (resp. v < u). Again cuts having finite capacity and stable ideals are in one-to-one
correspondence by T «» (TN B)U(C'\ T'). Thus MSIP is solved by a (parametric) max-
flow algorithm. Note that MSIP is equivalent to the problem known as the minimum
weight ideal problem in a poset, where this reduction is classically known [27]; see also
[13, Section 7.1 (b)].

3 Modular semilattice

A modular semilattice [0] is a semilattice £ such that every principal ideal of £ is a
modular lattice and £ satisfies the lattice-theoretic flag condition (LFL). In this section,
we deal with the orthoscheme complex of a modular semilattice. The goal in this section
is to prove the following, which implies the main theorem (Theorem via Lemma

Theorem 3.1. Let L be a modular semilattice. Then the orthoscheme complex K (L) is
uniquely geodesic.

The proof is largely based on the idea mentioned in Sections [2.2] and i.e., the for-
mula (2.11]) of path-space geodesics and the reduction techniques (R1-R4). The outline
is as follows:

(P0O) Let z,y € K(L£). Our goal is to give an explicit construction of a geodesic between
x,y and to show its uniqueness. Let p and ¢ be the maximum elements in the
nonzero supports of x and y, respectively.

(P1) Consider first an easier case where p and ¢ have join. Then any geodesic between
z,y belongs to a strictly-convex subspace K (Z(pV q)) (Lemma [2.9). Now Z(pV q)
is a modular lattice, and K(Z(p V ¢)) is CAT(0) (Theorem [1.1)). The geodesic in
K(Z(p V q)) is unique. Moreover the geodesic is easily constructed by taking a
distributive sublattice D for which K (D) contains x and y (Lemmas and [3.4).

(P2) Next consider the essential case where there is no element u other than 0 that has
join with both p and ¢. In this case, an analogue of (R1) holds:

— Every geodesic connecting x, y belongs to the subspace K (I(p, q)) induced by
modular subsemilattice

I(p,q) ={uVov|ueIlp),veI(g)}

(P3) This modular semilattice I(p,q) generalizes and plays roles of a median semilat-
tice represented by a bipartite PIP. The concepts of an arch, path space, (z,y)-
concavity, and v(A;x,y) are naturally generalized. By taking a special median
subsemilattice (called a distributive frame) of I(p,q), we obtain the formula of
path-space geodesics (Proposition [3.10). We then establish (R3) and (R4) to ob-
tain the uniqueness of geodesics (Propositions and .

(P4) Consider the general case of x and y. We choose a suitable element a for which
aV z and a V y are in the case of (P2) for F(a). According to (P1), we obtain
the unique geodesic @) between a A x and a Ay in K(Z(a)). According to (P3),
we obtain the unique geodesic R between a V = and a V y in K(F(a)). Finally,
with the help of Lemma (3) and Lemma we combine @, R to a geodesic
P between z,y and show its uniqueness.
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In Section [3.1] we prove several necessary lemmas. In Section [3.2] we complete the proof
of Theorem according to (P3) and (P4).

In the following, all sublattices and subsemilattices satisfy (RP) (or can be chosen
so to satisfy (RP)), and the corresponding subcomplexes are subspaces of the original
space. In all cases, the verification of (RP) is straightforward and hence omitted.

3.1 Lemmas

Let £ be a modular semilattice. Let a be an element of £. Let J(a) denote the set of
elements ¢ such that a and ¢ have join. Define map w, : £L — J(a) by

wa(p) := the maximum element in Z(p) having join with a.

Then w,(p) is well-defined. Indeed, if p’,p” < p have the join with a, then, by (LFL),
their join a V p' vV p” exists (since p’ V p” < p exists). We also observe that w,(p) = p if
and only if p has join with a, i.e., w, is a retraction to J(a).

Lemma 3.2. For an element a € L, we have the following:
(1) J(a) is a modular subsemilattice of L.
(2) wq is a nonexpansive order-preserving retraction to J(a).
(3) Subspace K(J(a)) is strictly-convez.

Proof. (1). It is obvious that p,q € J(a) implies p A ¢ € J(a). Thus J(a) is a subsemi-
lattice of £. Also J(a) is join-closed, i.e., p,q € J(a) and pV g € L imply pV q € J(a)
(by (LFL)). Clearly p € J(a) implies Z(p) C J(a). Hence every principal ideal of J(a)
is a modular lattice. Suppose that pV g, ¢ V r, and r V p have join with a. By (LFL)
(and the join-closedness), necessarily p V ¢ V r exists. Then pV a, pV ¢, and r V p have
pairwise joins. Hence pV ¢V rV a exists, and pV ¢V r € J(a). This means that J(a) is
a modular semilattice.

(2). Take a covering pair (p,q). Obviously w,(p) = wa(q). Hence w, is order-
preserving. Here w,(q) A p and a have join (since wq(q) V a is a common upper bound).
Thus wa(q) A p = wa(p) = wal(q) = wa(q) A q. Since r{wa(q) A p,wa(q) A q] is at most 1
(by modularity), we have r[w,(p),w.(q)] < 1, and the nonexpansiveness of w.

(3). Let u,v € K(J(a)). Take a polygonal path P connecting v and v such that P
meets K (L) \ K(J(a)). By (2) and Lemma the extension w, : K(£) — K(J(a))
is a nonexpansive retraction, and hence d(w,(P)) < d(P) holds. We show the strict
inequality. We can take two points z,y in P such that the segment [z,y] belongs to
a common simplex, z € K(J(a)), and y ¢ K(J(a)). Suppose that x = ) . \jp; and
y = Y, Alp;. For some index k, it necessarily hold that p; V a exists for j < k, p; Va does
not exist for j >k, >°.. ;A =0, and D>, Ay # 0. Also p, = wa(pk) = wa(Pr+1)- By
Lemma (2), it holds d(wq(z),wa(y)) < d(z,y), and hence d(wq(P)) < d(P). Thus
K (L(a)) is strictly-convex. O

A classical theorem by Dedekind and Birkhoff is that for any two chains in a modular
lattice there is a distributive sublattice containing them; see [4, Theorem 3.18] and [14,
Theorem 363]. The next lemma is viewed as a generalization of this result.

Lemma 3.3. Let p,q € L. For four mazimal chains I1 C Z(p), X C Z(q), II' C [pAg,p],
and X' C [p A q,q|, there are distributive sublattices B of Z(p) and C of Z(q) satisfying
the following properties:
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(1) B contains II, IT', and (p A q) AN X.
(2) C contains X, X', and (p A q) N II.
(3) BNC=BNZ(pAqg) =CNZ(pAq).

Proof. Let s =r[pAq,p] and t = r[pAq,q]. We use the induction on s+¢. Suppose that
s=t=0. Thenp=¢qg=pAgq,and I[I' = 5" = {pAq}. This case reduces to the original
Dedekind—Birkhoff theorem; but the following argument is easily adapted to prove this
case.

Suppose that s > 0. Suppose that [T = (0 =py < p1 < -+ < pp, = p) with n = r(p)
and IT' = (p A q=wup < u; < --- < ug = p). Consider chain T = (up < up < -+ <
us—1), and chain IT consisting of P :=wus—1 Ap; for i =0,1,2...,n. Apply the induction
on II,II', X, 5. We obtain distributive sublattices B of Z(us_;) and C of Z(g) such
that B contains I, (p A ¢) A X, II', C contains X, %", (p A q) AT = (p A q) A I, and
BNC=BNI(pArq) =CNI(pAq).

We extend B to B so that B contains us = p and II. Choose the smallest index j
such that p; A us—1. Since us—1 is covered by p, = us, by modularity, p) is covered by
pr, for k > j. In particular, pj_1 = p;-, and py, is equal to pj. V p;. Define B by

B:=BU(BVp))=BU{vVp;|veEB:pj_1 <v=us1}, (3.1)

where the second equality follows from w V p; = wV pj_1Vp; and wV p;_1 € B with
Pj—1 2wV pj_1 2 us—1. Now {vVp;|ve B: Pj—1 = v = ug_1} is isomorphic to the
interval between p; 1 and us_1 in B. Then, for w € B\ B, there is unique w’ € B such
that pj_1 < w’ < us—1 and w = w' V p;. Then it holds

ahNw=aAw (acB). (3.2)

Indeed, w covers w' and a V w covers a V w’. This implies r[a A w,a] = r[w,a V w] =
rlw',aVw'] = rlaAw’, a]. Then, by a Aw’ < a Aw, the equality must hold. In particular
B(2 B) is a sublattice of Z(p) containing u, and IT.

It is easy but bit tedious to verify that B satisfies the distributive law. Take a, b, c € B.
Suppose, e.g., that ¢ € B # a,b. Then (aAc)V (bAc) = (d/ Ae)V (W Ae) = (a/ V) Ae=
(a vV b) A ¢, where we use for the first and last equalities and the distributive law
in B for the second. For the last equality, we use the fact that map u — w V p; is
an isomorphism from [p;_1,us—1] to [pj,us] in B, ie., (aVb) = da V. Similarly,
(aVe)A(bVe) = (pjVa'Ve)A(pjVb'Ve) = piV((a'Ve)A(b'Ve)) = pjV(d AV )Ve = (anb)Ve.
Suppose, e.g., that b,c € B > a. Then (aAc)V (bAc) = (aAd)V (' A)Vp; =
(anbd)VdVp;=(anb)Ve and (aVe)ADbVe)=(aVdVpj)Ab VdVp) =
((avV)ANW V) Vp; = (aN )V Vp; = (aAb) Ve, where from aV V'V € [pj_1, us—1]
we use the isomorphic property of u +— u V p; in the second equality. The verifications
for other cases are similar (more easy). By construction, the property (3) obviously
holds. O

The essence of the proof of Theorem in [12] is the following.

Lemma 3.4 ([I2, Lemma 7.13]). Let M be a modular lattice and let D a distributive sub-
lattice of M. Suppose that the join-irreducible elements by, bs,...,b, of D are arranged
so that

0<b; <byVby<biVbyVb3<:---<byV---Vb,

is a maximal chain in M. Then the map

p*—){bi‘i:p/\(bl\/bg\/"'\/bi)>—p/\(bl\/b2\/"'\/bl‘71)} (3.3)
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is an order-preserving nonexpansive map from M to D = 2b1obn} guch that it is identity
on D. Consequently, K(D) is a (strictly-)convex subspace of K(M).

In this lemma, D is viewed as a sublattice of M as well as of D. Recall Example
(or Proposition [2.12)) that K (D) is realized as a convex polytope in [0, 1]{1-++tn}, Then
the unique geodesic in K (M) connecting two points x, y is obtained as follows:

e Choose a distributive sublattice D of M containing two chains supp z and supp y.
e Realize K (D) as a convex polytope in [0, 1]™ and represent x, y in the b-coordinate.
o t— (1 —t)xr+ty is a geodesic between z and y.

Next we introduce I(p,q) as the metric interval of p,q. The covering graph of L is
the undirected graph on £ such that each pair {u,v} has an edge if and only if (u,v) or
(v,u) is a covering pair. Let dy denote the shortest path metric of the covering graph
of L. For p,q € L, define I(p,q) by

I(p,q) :=={u e L]dc(p,q) = de(p,u) +de(u,q)}.

For two subsets B,C C L, let BV C denote the set of elements u that is represented as
u ="bVc for some b€ B and c € C.

Lemma 3.5 ([I8, Lemma 2.15]). For p,q € L, we have the following.

1) de(p,q) =rlpAg,pl+7rpAg, 4.

2) I(p,q) =[pAq,plVIpAgp]

(1)
(2)
(3) Ifu=bVeforbelpAg,pl,c€[pNq,q|, thenb=pAu and c=qAu.

(4) I(p,q) is a modular subsemilattice in L. For u,u’ € I(p,q), it holds u A u' =
(uAU Ap)V (uAu Nq).

As mentioned in (P2), every geodesic connecting = € K(Z(p)) and y € K(Z(q))
with p A ¢ = 0 belongs to K(I(p,q)). We prove this fact in Proposition In the
case of median semilattice, one can directly derive this fact by showing that map u —
(pAu)V(gAu) is an order-preserving nonexpansive retraction (that actually corresponds
to the projection in (R1)). However this map is not nonexpansive for general modular
semilattices.

We extend the concept of an arch in I(p, q). An arch between p and ¢ is a sequence
(p = ug,uy,ug, ..., uy =q) in I(p,q) such that

wAp=ujAp, uAg<ujAg (0<i<j<m). (3.4)
Observe that this actually generalizes the definition (2.4) of an arch in Section

Lemma 3.6. Let A= (p = ug,u1,us,..., U, = q) be an arch between p and q.

(1) Z(A) := U Z(wi) is a modular subsemilattice, and K(Z(A)) is a CAT(0) sub-
space of K(L).

(2) The same holds for Z(A) := U~ Z(uwi) N I(p,q).
(3) If p A q = 0, then there is an order-preserving nonexpansive retraction from I(A)

to Z(A).
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Figure 4: Construction of ¢

Proof. (1). Let IF := Uf:o Z(u;) for k=0,1,2,...,m. We show that
I(uk+1) NZk = I(uk+1 A uk)

Observe that (D) is obvious. We show the converse. Take v € Z(ugy1) N Z*. Then
v belongs to Z(ug+1) N Z(u;) = Z(ug+1 A uj) for some j < k. By Lemma (4) and
, we have w11 Auj = (Upp1 Auj Ap)V (U1 Auj Aq) = (upe1 AD) V (uj Agq) =
(ug+1 Ap) V (ug A q) = ug1 A ug. Hence v belongs to Z(ugi1 A ug).

Suppose by induction that Z* is a modular semilattice, and K (Z*) is CAT(0); the
base case k = 0 follows from Theorem and the fact that Z(p) is a modular lattice.
Then ZF*! is a gated amalgam of modular semilattices ZF and Z(ujy,) along gated
sub(semi)lattice T(upiq A uy) in the sense of [I2, Section 7.1]. Then ZF*! is also a
modular semilattice, and K (Z**!) is CAT(0) by [12, Proposition 7.5].

(2) follows from (1) by taking £ as I(p,q).

(3). Take an arbitrary v € Z(A). Let v be the maximum element in Z(A) less than
or equal to v, which is well-defined and given by

v=(vAp)V(vAQ).

Indeed, if v = w € I(p,q), then w = (wAp)V (wAq) = (vAD)V(vAq) =wv. Let v be the
minimum element in Z(.A) greater than or equal to v; it is also well-defined since I(p, q)
is a subsemilattice. Then v < v <7, and v € Z(.A) if and only if v = v = v. Define ¢ (v)
by

pv) == (wAp)V(©Ag) €Ip,q) (3.5)
Then o < u; implies ¢(v) < u;. This gives rise to a map ¢ : Z(A) — Z(A).

We show that ¢ is an order-preserving nonexpansive retraction. Figure [4| may be
helpful to understand ¢ and the following argument. Here ¢ is actually a retraction by
() =(WADP)A(vAq) =vifv=v=71 Take u € Z(A) with v < u. Suppose that
u=sVtfors:=uApandt:=uAgqg. Then we have

v=(wAs)V(vAt), T=wWVs)A(VL). (3.6)
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Indeed, if w = v and w € I(p,q), then w = (WA p)V (wAq) = (wAs)V (wAt) =
(vAs)V (vAt); notice w < u impliesw Ap=uAp=sand wWAp=wApASs=wASs.
This gives the first equality. Dually, suppose that v < w and w € I(p,q). Then
v2uAw=wAwAp)VuAwAqg = uAwAs)V(uAwAt) e I(s,t). Thus
(vVS)AN(vVE) 2 (uAw)Vs)A((uAw)ViE)=(sV(uAwAL))A((uAwAs)ViE)=
(uAwAS)V(uAwAt) =uAw < w, where we use the calculation rule (Lemma[3.5] (4))
in I(s,t),such as (uAw)Vs=(uAwAsS)V(uAwAt)Vs=sV(uAwAt).
In particular, it holds

vAs=vAs, vAt=vAt, TVs=vVs, vVi=vVL. (3.7)

By (3.6)), we have

TAt=(vVsS)AWAt)ANt=(vVs)AtL. (3.8)

Take v/ € Z(A) that covers v. Here we can assume that v,v’ < u (by retake u if
necessary). We show that ¢(v") covers ¢(v).

Case 1: v/ 270. Thenv'Vt=vVt (byv v <0Vt=vVt),andv'Vs=0vVs. By
the same argument for the proof of Lemma (1), this implies that v" A s covers v A s
and v' At covers v A t. Therefore p(v') = (V' Vs)At)V (V' As) = ((vVs)At)V (V' As),
which covers ((vV s)At)V (vAs)=pv).

Case 2: v/ 0. Thenv' A7Vs=vVsand v A0Vt=wvVt This implies that
v/ Vs covers vV s and v/ Vit covers v Vi, and vV As =vAsand v At =v At Also
v At = (vVs)Atcovers (vVs)At. Therefore p(v') = (v As)V ((v'Vs)At) covers
(vAs)V ((vVs)At)=p(v). O

We call K(Z(.A)) the path space relative to an arch A. A geodesic in some path space
is called a path-space geodesic. The next lemma is used to reduce path-space geodesics
in K(Z(A)) to those in a median orthoscheme complex. Recall Section [2.4] that D is the
Boolean extension of a median semilattice D.

Lemma 3.7. Let A= (p = ug,ui,...,un = q) be an arch, and let IT and X' be mazximal
chains in Z(p) and Z(q), respectively. There are distributive sublattices B of Z(p) and C
of Z(q) satisfying the following properties:

1) B contains IT and (p A q) N 2.
2) C contains X and (p A q) N11.

4

BV C is a median subsemilattice represented by a semi-bipartite PIP.

(1)
(2)
(3) BV C contains A.
(4)
()

5) If p A q = 0, then there is a nonexpansive order-preserving map from Z(A) to
(BV C) such that it is identity on (BV C)(A):=Z(A)N(BVC).

Proof. Consider chains IT' :== (p ANq = um Ap < Upm—1 AP < -+ < ug A p = p) and
Yi=(pANqg=uANqg<u1ANqg=< - <unAqg=q). By Lemma [3.3] we can take
distributive sublattices B of Z(p) and C of Z(q) such that B contains IT, IT', (p Aq) N X,
and C contains X, X' (pAg) ANII. Then AC II'V X' C BVC.

A semi-bipartite PIP representing B V C is constructed as follows. Let B and C
be the sets of join-irreducible elements of distributive lattices B and C, respectively. By
property (3) in Lemmal[3.3, BNC is the set of join-irreducible elements in BNC = Z(pAq).
Define PIP G< on vertex set BUC, where the partial order is the restriction of £ and an
edge is given to each unbounded pair. Then it is easy to verify that BV C is isomorphic
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to S(G<): For p € BV C, consider the set of join-irreducible elements a < p, which is
a stable ideal in G'<. Conversely, for a stable ideal, consider the join of all elements in
the stable ideal, which exists by (LFL) and belongs to BV C. Observe that G< is a
semi-bipartite PIP with tri-partition B’,C’, Z, where B’ = B\ Z and ¢’/ = C'\ Z for
some Z O BNC.

Next we define a nonexpansive order-preserving map ¢ : Z(A) — (B V C) to show (5).
Suppose that B = {b1,bs,...,bx} and C = {c1,ca,...,¢}, where BNC = () by pAgq = 0.

Consider a maximal chain of Z(p) containing u; A p (i = 0,1,...,m). We can assume
that this chain is given by by V ---V b; (i = 0,1,...,k). Similarly we can assume that
V.-V (i=0,1,...,1) is a maximal chain containing u; Aq (i = 0,1,...,m). Define

map ¢p : Z(p) — B = 28 by (3.3) for the chain by V --- VvV b;. By Lemma OB
is a nonexpansive order-preserving map fixing B. Define ¢¢ : Z(q) — C for the chain
c1 V- V¢ similarly. Now define map ¢ : Z(A) — (BVC) by

6(w) = dp(s) Udc(t) (u=sVieTI(A):seI(p),telq).

Notice from Lemma (2) and (3) that the expression u = sV t is possible and unique.
We need to verify that ¢pp(s)Udc(t) belongs to (B V C). Indeed, from sVt < u; for some
1, it holds that s < u; A p and t < u; A gq. Since the above chain contains u; A p, we have
oB(s) C ¢p(u; Ap). Similarly we have ¢ (t) C pc(u; Aq). This means that ¢pp(s)Udc(t)
consists of join-irreducible elements in Z(u;), and belongs to (B V C) (since there is no
edge among them). By construction, ¢ fixes (B V C)(A). The nonexpansiveness of ¢
follows from that of ¢p and ¢¢ (Lemma . O

We call the above BV C a distributive frame.

3.2 Geodesics

The goal of this subsection is to prove the unique geodesic property (Theorem [3.1]). For
x € K(L), denote by 7(z) the maximum element in suppz, i.e., if x = Z?:o \ip; with
A # 0 then 7(x) = pg. Equivalently, 7(x) is the minimum element u such that K(Z(u))
contains x.

We start with a general property of geodesics in K(L).

Proposition 3.8. Let P be a geodesic in K(L). Then there are 0 =ty <t < --- <
tms1 =1 (m >0) and ug, u1, ..., un € L satisfying the following:

(1) 7(P(t)) = u; fort; <t <tiy1 and 0 <i < m.
(2) 7(P(0)) 2w, T(P(1)) X upm, and 7(P(t;)) = ui—1 Au; for 1 <i<m.
(3) The join of ui—1 and u; does not exist for 1 <i < m.

Proof. Let t € (0,1). Choose a sufficiently small € > 0. Then P(t —¢) and P(t) belong a
common simplex of chain C' and P(¢) and P(t+ ¢€) belong to a common simplex of chain
C'. Let x := P(t), 2~ := P(t —¢€), and 2" := P(t +¢). Let u = 7(x), u~ := 7(27),
and u™ := 7(2T). Necessarily u~ and u are comparable, and u™ and u are comparable.
Now € > 0 is small. By continuity of P, both u™ < u and u~ < u are impossible. (By
this argument, we also see that 7(P(0)) < 7(P(e)) and 7(P(1)) < 7(P(1—¢)).)

We next show that v~ = u < u* cannot occur. Suppose to the contrary that v~ =
u < ut holds. Then the chains C and C” belong to a modular lattice Z(u™). According
to the Dedekind-Birkhoff theorem (or Lemma , there is a distributive sublattice B
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of Z(u™) such that K(B) contains C,C’. Suppose that z~,x,x" are represented in the
b-coordinate as
xT =) pib w=) b, 2t =) b (3.9)

where b; are join-irreducible elements of B. By u~ = u < u™, at least one of y; is zero,
and all of ,uj are nonzero. However x is the midpoint of 2~ and 2™ in convex polytope
K(B) C [0,1]™. Then p; = (u; + p;7)/2 must hold. This is a contradiction. Similarly,
u” < u=u" is also impossible. Thus v~ =u =u" or 4~ > u < u" holds.

Suppose that «~ = v < u* holds. We show that the join of 4~ and u* does not exist.
Suppose not. Then the chains C' and C’ belong to a modular lattice Z(u~ Vu™). Choose
a distributive sublattice B of Z(u" V u™) such that K(B) contains C,C’. Represent
z~,z,z" in the b-coordinate as (3.9). By u~ > u < u™, it must hold {i | u; > 0} D {¢ |
pi >0} C {i | i > 0}. However this is a contradiction since y; = (u; + p;7)/2 must
hold.

Since any geodesic meets a finite number of simplices, we conclude the existence of
u; and t; with (1-3). O

The sequence (ug, u1, - . ., uy,) determined by a geodesic P is called the P-sequence.
We say that xz,y € K(L) are orthogonal if for p = 7(z) and ¢ = 7(y) it hold
wq(p) = wp(q) = pAg = 0. From now, let us fix an orthogonal pair z,y € K(L). Suppose
that p = 7(z) and ¢ = 7(y). We study geodesics connecting z,y. The following shows
that any geodesic connecting x, y must be a path-space geodesic, which establishes (R3).

Proposition 3.9. (1) For a geodesic P connecting x and y, the P-sequence is an

arch A for I(p,q); in particular, P belongs to K(Z(A)) and K(Z(A)).

(2) For two geodesics P, P' connecting x and y, if the P-sequence and the P'-sequence
are equal, then P and P’ are equal.

Proof. (1). Let (ug,u1,...,un) be the P-sequence. Define p; (i =0,1,...,m) by py :=
p A ug and

pi=pici Au Ap=pi—1 Au; (i=1,2,...,m).
Then p =pg = p1 = -+ = pm = 0, where p = pg follows from Proposition (2) and

pm = 0 follows from the orthogonality and ¢ < wu,, (Proposition (2)). Similarly,
define ¢; (i =0,1,...,m) by ¢m := ¢ A uy, and

¢ = Q1 ANuiANqg=giy1 ANu; (i=1,2,...,m).

Then ¢ = ¢ = gm-1 = -+ = qo = 0. Observe that p; and ¢; have upper bound u; and
have join. Fori =0,1,2,...,m, let 4; := p;V¢;, which belongs to I(p, q¢) (Lemma/|3.5|(2)).
See Figure [5] for construction of ug, @y, . . ., Um.

Let 0 =1tg <t; <+ <tmy1 =1 be the moments for which 7(P(¢;)) < uj—1 A u; for

i=1,2,...,m+ 1. We are going to show that P’ : [0,1] — K(Z(A)) defined by
P,(t) =u; A P(t) (t S [ti,tprl],’i =0,1,... ,m)

is a well-defined (z,y)-path in K(Z(.A)). Notice from @y = p and @,, = ¢ that P'(0) = x
and P’(1) = y. We have to show that

ﬂifl/\P(ti) :ﬂi/\P(ti) (i: 1,2,...,m). (3.10)

We show
Ui—1 N\ U; = Ui—1 N\ Uy (’L: 1,2,...,m). (311)
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Figure 5: Construction of an arch

Since T(P(tl)) =< u;_1 A ug, if is true, then @; 1 A P(t,) = Uj—1 N\ u; N\ P(t,) =
Ui—1 N\ U; N P(tz) = u; N\ P(ti), which implies (3.10]).

By @;—1 < u;_1, it obviously holds w;_1 At; = u;—1 At; = u;. Observe from p; < p;_1,
¢i—1 = ¢; and Lemma [3.5| that dz(p,q) = de(p, i1 A ) + dg(Ui—1 A g, U;) + de (s, q).
Consequently, it holds @; A u;—1 € [@;—1 A 4, w;] € I(p,q). Thus we have

Ui N Uj—1 = (ﬁz N ui—1 N\ p) \Y (ﬂz N Uui—1 N\ q)
= (ki Vi) N(ui—1 Ap)) V ((pi V@) N (ui—1 A q))
= piVqi-1=uU-1N\U;,

where we use the calculation rule in Lemma (4) with p; < pi-1 = uj—1 A p and
Gi—1 = ¢ N uj—1. Similarly, from u; A w;—1 € [u; A @i—1,u;—1] € I(p,q), we obtain
u; A Uj—1 = ;1 N 45, and hence (3.11]).

For each ¢ the map @;A is nonexpansive (Lemma . Then it must hold u; = u;
for i = 0,1,2,...,m. Indeed, if P leaves K(Z(u;)) at t;, then one can deduce, by
precisely the same argument in the proof of Lemma[2.9| (2), contradiction d(P’) < d(P).
Moreover, by Proposition (3), it must hold u; Ap = p; = pPit1 = wip1 A p and
Ui Nqg=¢q; < gi+1 =uir1 ANqfori=0,1,2,....,m — 1. Thus (p = ug,u1,...,up = q) is
an arch.

By Lemma (1-3), K(Z(A)) is a strictly-convex subspace of K(Z(A)), and hence
P must belongs to K(Z(.A)).

(2). The path space is CAT(0) (Lemma and is uniquely geodesic. Since P, P’
belong to the same path space, it must hold P = P’. O

By (2), our problem reduces to find an arch for which the corresponding path-space
geodesic is shortest. We give an explicit formula of path-space geodesics, which is nat-
urally obtained via a distributive frame introduced in Lemma Let A = (p =
U, U, - .-, Uy = q) be an arch. Take a distributive frame BV C for I(p,q) containing
supp z, supp y, and A. By pAq = 0, BVC is represented by a bipartite PIP G = (V, E, <)
with color classes B and C, where B = supp « and C' = supp y in the b-coordinate of z, y.
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Now elements u in BV C corresponds to stable ideal U = {v € BUC | v < u}. In this
correspondence, arch A = (p = wug, uy, ..., Uy, = q) is the arch (B = Uy, Uy, ..., U, = C)
in the sense of Sections and Via the b-coordinates of x,y, define X;, Y, || X;],
|Yi]| as in Section By Lemma the quantities || X;|| and ||Y;|| are written as

IX:[1P = d(z Aui1)? = d(z A w)?,
Il = dyAw)®—d(y Aui—1)?,

where d(z) is defined by

d(z) :==d(0,2) = /Z 22 (if z =p Z 2u0).
veV veV

Accordingly, v(A; z,y) is defined by

v( Az, y)? = (1X] + Yill)?
i=1
= Z <\/d(a: Aui1)2 —d(z A )2+ /dy Aug)? —d(y A ui,1)2)2

=1

Also the (z,y)-concavity of an arch is defined by (2.10). These notions are independent
of the choice of a distributive frame. Thus we have:

Proposition 3.10. For an (x,y)-concave arch A = (p = ug,ui, ..., Uy = q) and any
distributive frame BVC containing A, supp x, and suppy, the unique geodesic connecting
z,y in K(Z(A)) belongs to K(BV C), and is given by (2.11). Its length is equal to
v(A;x,y). Moreover, any path-space geodesic belongs to the path-space for some (z,vy)-
concave arch.

Proof. The statement follows from:
e The path space K(Z(A)) is uniquely geodesic (Lemma (2)).

e There is a nonexpansive map from K(Z(A)) to K(BVC) fixing K((BV C)(A))
(Lemma (5)).

e Any path-space geodesic connecting z,y in K (B V C) belongs to K(BV C), and is
the path-space geodesic in the path space for some (z,y)-concave arch (Proposi-

tion [2.14)).
O

Finally we prove (R4) that the minimum of v(A;x,y) over all arches A is uniquely
attained by some arch. Define £ =&, : I(p,q) — R? by

E(u) = (d(z Aw)®,d(y Au)®)  (u e I(p,q)).

Recall Figure [2| and the argument before Remark Consider the convex hull of
¢(u) € R2 for all u € I(p, q), which is denoted by Conv I(p, ¢). Observe that Conv I(p, q)
belongs to the square [0, d(x)?] x [0, d(y)?] and has (0,0), (d(z)2,0), (0,d(y)?) as extreme
points. Consider elements u € I(p,q) mapped to extreme points of Conv I(p,q) other
than zero (0,0). This method was introduced by [1§].
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Proposition 3.11. (1) The set of elements in I(p,q) mapped to nonzero extreme
points by & is arranged to be an (x,y)-concave arch A*.

(2) The arch A* uniquely attains min g v(A; z,y). In particular, a geodesic in K(I(p,q))
connecting x,y is unique and is the path-space geodesic in K(A*).

In the proof of (1), the following property has a key role.

Lemma 3.12. Let M be a modular lattice. For x € K(M), the function a — d(z A a)*
is supermodular, i.e.,

dizANa)? +dxzAb)? <dxAaAb)?+dzAaVb)? (a,be M). (3.12)

In addition, if 7(x) is the mazimum element in M, then a — d(z A a)? is monotone
increasing, i.e.,

d(z ANa)® <d(xzAb)? (a,be M:a<Db)

Proof. Suppose that = ;" / A;p; for a maximal chain p; (i =0,1,2,...,n). Let J(a)
denote the set of indices i(> 0) with p;Aa > p;—1/Aa. Then, as in the proof of Lemma 2.6
it holds
dzna)® = D N+ + M) (3.13)
i€J(a)

Here it holds
J(a) CJ(Ob) (a,b:a=Db).

Indeed, suppose that i € J(a) and b covers a. Recall the argument of the proof of
Lemma (1). Since p;Aa covers p;_1Aa, it holds p;—1Va = p;Va. If b < p,_1Va = p;Va,
then b A p;_1 covers a A p;_1 and b A p; covers a A p;, which implies that b A p; covers
bADi—1,ie.,i€ J(b). IfbApi_1Va=p;Va,then bAp; =aAp; and bAp;—1 = aAp;_1,
which also implies i € J(b).

Also |J(a)| is equal to the rank of a; indeed, consider the chain consisting of a A p;s,
which is a maximal chain from 0 to a. This means that J(a) C J(b) if @ < b. Thus
if 7(x) is the maximum element in M, then \, > 0, and, by , a+— d(z A a)? is
monotone increasing.

We next show the supermodularity. By the standard argument, it suffices to show
the supermodular modularity inequality for those pairs (a,b) for which a and b
cover a A b and are covered by a V b; see, e.g., the proof of [I8, Proposition 3.8]. Let
J := J(a Ab). For some indices i, j ¢ J with ¢ < j, it holds J(a Vb) = J + i+ j. Then
(J(a), J(b)) is equal to (J+i, J+1), (J+i,J+7), (J+34,J+i),or (J+j,J+7). We show
that the first case (J +¢,J + i) cannot occur. Suppose that J(a) = J +i. Then p; Aa
covers p;—1 A a. Here (x) pi—1 Aa = p;j—1 Aa A b holds. This follows from the fact that
pi A\ a covers or equals p; AaAb and covers pi_1 Aa = pi_i AaANb=p;ANaAb(byi¢&J).
Thus a = (p;Aa)V (aAb). Next, let w :=p;_1Aa € [p;Aa,a]. Then a = wV (aAb) holds
(by w € [p; Na,a] and a = (p; Aa) V (a Ab)). By the same argument for (x), it holds
w = pj—1 A (aVb). Namely a is determined by p;_1, a Ab, and a V b. If J(b) = J + 1,
then by the same argument we have b = w V (a Ab) = a; this is a contradiction to a # b.

Thus (J(a), J(b)) is equal to (J +4,J +j), (J+j,J + i), or (J+j,J + j). For the
first and second cases, by we have

dizANa)?> +dzAb)? = 2dxA@Ab)?+ N4+ )2+ (N + -+ A)?
= dzA(aAb)?+d(zA(aVb)>
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For the last case, we have

d(z Aa)? + d(x A b)? 2d(x A (a A b)) + (AJ+ M)A )2
2d(z A (aAb)) + N+ X)2 N+ A)?

d(z A (a AD)2 +d(z A (a\/b)).

IN A

O]

Proof of Proposition (1). Choose u,u’ € I(p,q) such that £(u) and &(u) are nonzero
extreme points in Conv I(p, ¢). Suppose that £(u) = &(u') or {(u) and &(u’) are adjacent
extreme points with d(z A u) < d(z Au') and d(y Au) > d(y Au') (with at least one of
the inequality being strict). We show that u =« for the former case and u Ap < u' Ap
and u A ¢ = v’ A q for the latter case, which implies the statement.

Let (a,b) := (u Ap,u A q) and (d’,b') := (' A p,u’ A q). All pairs (a,d’), (a,b A
b'), and (a’,b A b') among the triple (a,a’,b A b') are bounded. By (LFL), their join
v = (aVad)V (bAY) exists and belongs to I(p,q) (Lemma [3.5). Similarly the join
v = (aNd)V(bVY) of triple (a A d’,b, V') exists and belongs to I(p,q). Therefore
E)=(dxA(aVvad))?dyAbAY))?) and £(') = (d(z A (ana))? d(y A (bVE))2 By
supermodularity (Lemma , we have

E(v) +E(0) = (d(z A (a V) +dz A (and))? diy A bAY))? +dy A bVI))?)
> (d(z Aa)* +d(zAd)? dy Ab)?+dyAb)?)
= {(u) + £().

Then both £(v) and £(v") must belong to [£(u), £(u')] since it is an edge or an extreme
point of Conv I(p,q). By d(zA(aVa'))? > d(zAa)? and d(yA(bVY'))? > d(yAb)?, it must
hold &(v) = &(u) and £(v') = &(v'). Thus (d(zA(aVa')),d(yA(bAY))) = (d(xAa),d(yAb))
and (d(z A (aANd)),dlyA (VD))= (dxANd),dlyAl)). By p=r(z), ¢=7(y), and
Lemma the functions d(x A -) and d(y A -) are monotone increasing. Then we have
(aNd,aVvd) = (d,a) and (DAY, bV ) = (bb). Therefore a’ < a and b < b'. If
E(u) = £(u'), then @’ = a and b = V' also hold, and we have u = aVb=d VI =
Suppose that {(u) # £(u’). Then at least one of @’ < a and b < b holds. If @’ = a and
b < b (say), then it necessarily holds a = o’ = pAug =p and v’ = u; = pV by(> 0);
however this contradicts the orthogonality of p,q. Therefore @’ < a and b < b/, as
required. O

For a convex polygon @ C [0, k] x [0,\] containing (0,0), (x,0), (0, ) (as extreme
points), define v(Q)(> 0) by

v(Q) =) (Vi1 — i+ /B — Bi1)?

=1

where (k,0) = (ap, Bo), (@1, 51),- .- (@m, Bm) = (0,A) are nonzero extreme points of Q
such that (a4, ;) and (41, Bit1) are adjacent by an edge. Now v(ConvI(p,q)) =
v(A*; 2, y) with kK = d(p)? and X\ = d(q)?. Then Proposition (2) follows from:

Lemma 3.13. For two polygons Q, Q" C [0, k] x [0, A] containing (0,0), (,0), (0,\), if
Q C Q' (proper inclusion), then v(Q) > v(Q").

Proof. Choose an edge of @ joining nonzero extreme points (o, 3) and (¢/,3’), and
choose a point (a*, 8*) in the interior the edge. Suppose that o > o™ > o and ' <
B* < B. Perturb (a*,5*) into outside of @ so that Q C @ := Conv(Q U {(a*, 5%)}).
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The perturbation is sufficiently small. The set of extreme points of Q is obtained by
adding (a*, 8%) to the set of extreme points of @, where (a*, %) is adjacent to (a, )
and (o, 8"). Then v(Q)? — v(Q)? is equal to

(Va—a*+ /B =)+ (Var =/ +/B' = %) = (Va—o' + /5 = 8)>. (3.14)

Now the points (a, 3), (¥, %), and (/, ) in R? are not collinear. The non-collinearity
is equivalent to (o — a*)(B' — *) # (a* — /)(B* — ). This in turn implies that the
points (vVa — o* +/B* — 3,0), (VB* — B,Va* — ), (0,V/a* — o' + /B’ — B*) are not
collinear. By the triangle inequality for these three points, is negative, and thus
v(Q) < v(Q). In this way, we can expand Q until Q = Q'. Then v is strictly decreasing.
In the expansion, we can remove extreme points with keeping v(Q)) when they become

non-extreme. O

Now we are ready to prove the unique geodesic property of K (L) (Theorem .

Proof of Theorem[3.1]. Let x,y be arbitrary points in K(£). Let p := 7(z) and ¢ := 7(y).
Consider a := (wg(p) V ¢) A (wp(q) V p) = we(p) V wp(q) (by Lemma [3.5). We can assume
that a = 0, i.e., x,y are not orthogonal. Consider = V a and y V a, which belong to
K(F(a)). Now x V a and y V a are orthogonal in K (F(a)), since the minimum element
of F(a) is a, 7(x V a) = wp(q) Vp, and 7(y V a) = wy(p) V q. By Proposition a
geodesic @ between z V a and y V a in K(F(a)) uniquely exists and also belongs to the
path space K(Z(A*)) for the arch A* for I(7(z V a),7(y V a)) (with minimum a).

Consider a distributive frame BV C containing A*, supp z, and supp y. The above @
is a geodesic between zVa and yVa in K(BVC). Also x Aa and yAa belong to K (D) for
the distributive sublattice D := (B V C) NZ(a) of modular lattice Z(a). Therefore there
is a unique geodesic R in between z,y in K(D), which must be a geodesic in K(Z(a))
(Lemma [3.4). Now we have two geodesics @, R in K(BV C), where @ connects z V a
and y V a and R connects x A a and y A a. Represent BV C by a semi-bipartite PIP G«
with tripartition B’,C’, Z. Consider paths @, R and points z,y,x V a,yV a,x Aa,y A a
in the b-coordinate. Notice that a corresponds to Z and the coefficient of z € Z in Q is
always 1. There is no pair u € Z,v € B’UC’ with u = v. This means that every path in
K(G%) can be lifted to K(G<) by defining the coefficient of z € Z as 1. Therefore the
projection Q' = Q|pucr is a unique geodesic in K(G',) connecting x|/ o and y|pruc:.
Also R is a unique geodesic in K(GY%) connecting z|z = * Aa and y|z = y Aa. By
Lemma we obtain a unique geodesic P = (', R) in K(G<) = K(D) connecting z
and y. By considering the original coordinates in K (L) we have a V P(t) = Q(t) and
a A P(t) = R(t). By Lemma (3), P is a geodesic in K (L) connecting z and y and
satisfies

d(P)? =d(aV P)? +d(aAP)? =d(aVz,aVy)?+danzay) (3.15)

Finally we show that the constructed geodesic P is actually a unique geodesic. Con-
sider another geodesic P’ in K (L) connecting = and y. By Lemma (3), the path P’
must satisfy the above equality . Namely d(aV P’) = d(aV x,aVy) must hold. By
the uniqueness of a geodesic connecting an orthogonal pair, the images of a\V P’ and aV P
are the same. Now aV P’ belongs to the path space K(Z(.A*)). This implies that P’ also
belongs to K (Z(A*)). By the unique geodesic property of K(Z(A*)) (Lemma (1)),
it must hold P = P’, as required. O
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Remark 3.14. As in the case of CAT(0) cubical complex or median orthoscheme com-
plex (Remarks[2.5/and [2.16)), a geodesic in K (L) can be obtained via the arch A*. Again
A* is obtained by the following (parametric) optimization problem:

Max. (1 —N)d(uAz)? + Xd(u A y)?
st.  wel(p,q)=Z(p) VI(g).

This problem is a far-reaching generalization of the maximum weight stable set prob-
lem in a bipartite graph, and includes weighted mazimum vanishing subspace problem
(WMVSP) [16] as a special case where £ is a modular semilattice of vector subspaces
on which each of given bilinear forms vanishes. WMVSP is viewed as a submodular
optimization on modular lattice, which is one of the current issues in combinatorial
optimization. A polynomial time algorithm for WMVSP is not known in general, and
deserves a challenging open problem. See [22] Section 5] for a polynomial solvable special
case.
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A Appendix: Proof of Theorem (2)
Let K = K,, be the subspace of R™ consisting of points x = (z1,x2, ..., Zy) satisfying
r;<0=2; <0 (1<j5j<i<m).

Equivalently K = [J" (R x RC':_i)7 where R_ denotes the set of nonpositive reals.
For a,c € K with ¢ < a let K%® denote the intersection of K and the box [c1, a1] X

[CQ,CLQ] X e X [cm,am].

Lemma A.1. If a > 0 then K%* is a strictly-convex subspace of K.
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Proof. Consider map ¢ : R™ — [c1,a1] X [c2,a2] X -+ X [Cm, am] defined by ¢(x); 1= z;
if x; € [¢i,a4], ¢ if z; < ¢, and a; if x; > a;. It is easy to see that ¢ is a strictly-
nonexpansive retraction. Thus it suffices to show that € K implies p(x) € K. Suppose
¢(x); < 0. By a; > 0, it holds x; < 0 and ¢; < 0. Therefore, by z,c € K, it holds z; <0
and ¢; <0 for j <. Thus ¢(z); <0 for j <. This concludes p(x) € K. O

Consider the path space K(A) for an arch A = (B = Uy, Uy,...,U, = C), points
x,y € K(A) with suppz = B and supp y = C, and notations in Section Here K(A)
is considered as an orthant space (by replacing [0, 1] with R1). Let « € R™ and b € R™
be defined by

ai = [ Xill,  bi = []Yill (i € [m]). (A1)

Define map ¢ : K% — K(A) by

L /\ia:Xi/ai if )\i Z 0, —b,a
vA)xuy; = { gy /b if A <0, (Ae K™7%). (A.2)

Here we abbreviate z|x, as xy,; this abbreviation is used in sequel.

Lemma A.2 ([25, Theorem 4.4]). The map ¢ embeds K~ into K(A) as a subspace,
and every geodesic P connecting x,y in K(A) belongs to K~ C K(A).

Proof. We observe the former statement by ||¢(\)x,uy; — t(N)x,uvll = (Nizx,/ai —
N Jail = [N — N (G As, X, > 0).

For each i € [m], consider the orthogonal projections ¢; from R¥i to Rxx, and
¢! from RY? to Ryy,. This gives rise to a retraction ¢ : K(A) — K(A) defined by
o(2)x, = pi(zx,;) and p(2)y, := ¢}(zy,) for i € [m]. Then ¢ is strictly-nonexpansive,
and its image is viewed as K,,. Hence P belongs to K% (by Lemma, . O

Hence the geodesic problem on K (A) reduces to that on K~%¢ for positive vectors
a,b € R"™ Let I = (I,1s,...,1I};) be an ordered partition of [m], i.e., for some 0 = iy <
i1 <ig < -+ < =m,it holds Iy = [ig] \ [ig—1] for £ € [K]. Let Kl_b’a be the subspace
of K~ consisting of points z satisfying

e for each j, there is A € [0, 1] such that x;, = Aay; or 1, = —Aby;.

Lemma A.3. For an ordered partition I = (I1,1s,...,Ix) of [m], the subspace K;b’a 18
isometric to Kb’ C K}, for a®,b! € RF defined by

(a")j = llall,  ®); = llbr, | (G € [K]),
where the isometry ¢ : Kb Kl_b’a s given by

)\‘CL[./”CL[,.H if A; >0 bl al .
Ni. = I gt ’ Ae K77 4 e [k]).
(;5( )I] { )\jblj/HbIjH if )\j <0, ( J [ ])
Proof. A straightforward verification similar to the proof of Lemma O

Next consider a geodesic P : [0,1] — K connecting P(0) = a and P(1) = —b, which
belongs to K~ (Lemma [A.1). For i = 1,2,...,m, let t; € [0,1] denote the first time
for which the i-th coordinate of P is zero (nonpositive), and let p’ := P(t;).

Lemma A4. (1) 0<t; <ta<--- <ty <l1.

(2) P(t)z >0ift <t; and P(t)l <0ift >t
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Proof. By Lemma the subpath P’ from ¢ = 0 to ¢; belongs to the strictly-convex
subspace KP"¢ of K¢  Since p;'- > 0 must hold for j > i, it holds K?"* = KPli-1%-11
[pt, as) x [pl i1, aiy1] X - - - X [ph,, am]. Therefore (after re-parametrization) the path P’ can

be written as the product of geodesics in K”li-1*-1 and in the box [p%, a;] %+ - X [pl,, G
(Lemma . The latter path is the segment between apy,)\[;—1] and pfm}\[z'q]' This
means that for ¢ > ¢ the 7'-th coordinate cannot become zero before the i-th coordinate
becomes zero. Also the i-th coordinate is positive before t;.

By a similar way (or reversing time), the i-th coordinate is negative after t;. O

Define the ordered partition I = (I1, I, ..., I;) of [m] such that ¢ and ¢’ belong to
the same part if and only if p’ = P

Lemma A.5 (|25, Corollary 4.7]). The geodesic P belongs to subspace K;b’a, and hence
is also a geodesic in K;b’a.

Proof. For j = 1,2,...,k, consider the time ¢ := ¢; for ¢ € I;. As in the above proof,
the subpath of P from 0 to ¢ is the product of a path and the segment between a; and
pf] for J := I; U lx1 U---UI. In particular, P(t);, is written as A(t)as, for ¢t < t;.
Consequently, P belongs to Kl_b’a. O

Lemma A.6. Suppose that p',p?, ... ,p™ (orti,ta,...,tm) are all different. Then P is
the straight line between a and —b, i.e.,

P(t)=a—tla+b) (te0,1)).

Proof. By Lemma the image of P is [p*, p']uU [p!,p2JuU--- U [p™, p™*t] for p° := a
and p™*l := —b. For i € [m], choose ¢ € [p~1,p'] \ {p'} and ¢’ € [p’,p"*!] \ {p’} that
, i—1 4 i+1
are sufficiently close to p’. The sign patterns of ¢ and ¢ are (—--- . —T—Z+ ---4) and
i—1 4 i+1
(—--- LT .-+ +), respectively. Hence [q, ¢] belongs to K. Necessarily [g, ¢'] is a part
of P, and P does not bend at t;. Thus P is a straight line. O

We are ready to prove Theorem (2). Now suppose that P, a, and b comes from
K(A). By Lemma[A.5 P is a geodesic in K;"%. Via K;"* ~ K=" (Lemma [A.3),
we can regard P as a geodesic in K=Y Now points p',p?,... pF (or t1,te,... 1)
are different in K¢, Thus P is a straight line in K —bhal 1y particular, t; =
lar|l/(lar || + [|br,]]) for @ € [k]. By t1 < ta < --- < tx, we obtain the concavity
condition:

lan I/1bn || < lazll/l[brll < --- < llar||/lbr |-

Returning the path space K(A), this means that the geodesic P in K(A) is equal
to the path-space geodesic in K(A') for an (z,y)-concave subarch A’ = (B =
U, Ui,...,U,. = C), where U]’- = U; for the last index ¢ in I;_;. This proves The-
orem (2). Moreover one can see from Lemma that this arch A’ consists of
members of A that corresponds to extreme points of the convex hull of (0,0) and &
(k=0,1,2,...,m).
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